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Abstract

The Lukan account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:15-20) involves one of the most challenging
problems in New Testament textual criticism. Six different readings have been transmitted, and the two
most preferred readings involve further problems of the order: double mention of the cup (cup-bread-
cup) in the longer reading; inverted order of the meal (cup-bread) in the shorter reading. Whereas the
majority manuscripts support the longer reading, the shorter reading being one of nine “Western non-
interpolations” cannot be disregarded. Since the text-critical problem was raised by Westcott and Hort
(1881), numerous scholars have attempted to solve it with various approaches —both externally and
internally— but the problem remains unsolved. This study presents an advanced approach to the textual
problem of Luke 22:19b-20 and shows that the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper can be considered
a theologically biased text.

Based on the assumption that either the scribes of the longer reading or those of the shorter
reading has altered the text with some theological concerns in mind, this study has adopted more
advanced text-critical methods, the full collation over the whole Gospel of Luke and the Quantitative
Analysis. The quantitative result has identified Codex Bezae as the only Greek member of the text-
group (D-text), which supports the shorter reading. In this respect, this study examined the singular
readings of Codex Bezae to disclose its theological emphasis.

While the most singular readings were stylistic changes, some significant singular readings
show five theological concerns: (1) Jesus’ identity as the Messiah and God; (2) anti-Judaic sentiment
against the religious leaders and the destruction of Jerusalem; (3) the Gentiles responding to Jesus’
ministry; (4) identification of the kingdom of God with the coming of Jesus and the day of judgement;
(5) devotion of the disciples and the discipleship. From these, an inference was drawn that the scribe of
Codex Bezae had a great concern about discipleship-living in the eschaton.

Given this theological context, the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:15-19a)
accords with the imminent eschatology of Codex Bezae. It designates the resurrection of Jesus as the
time for the arrival of the kingdom of God and the day of judgement. Furthermore, the omission of
Luke 22:19b-20 removes the commemoration of Jesus’ atoning sacrifice, and instead, amplifies Jesus’

identity as the Son of Man who is to come as a judge on the judgement day.
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Opsomming

Lukas se weergawe van die Nagmaal (Lukas 22:15-20) behels een van die uitdagendste probleme in die
teks-kritiek van die Nuwe Testament. Ses verskillende lesings bestaan in oorlewerings, en die twee
voorkeur-lesings behels verdere probleme ten opsigte van die volgorde: dubbele vermelding van die
beker (beker-brood-beker) in die langer lesing; omgekeerde volgorde van die maaltyd (beker-brood) in
die korter lesing. Terwyl die meerderheid manuskripte die langer lesing ondersteun, kan die korter
lesing een van nege “Westerse nie-interpolasies” nie buite rekening gelaat word nie. Sedert Westcott
en Hort (1881) hierdie teks-kritiese probleem geopper het, het talle geleerdes gepoog om die probleem
op te los vanuit verskillende benaderings - beide ekstern en intern - maar die probleem bly onopgelos.
Hierdie studie bied m gevorderde benadering tot die teksprobleem van Lukas 22:19b-20 aan en
argumenteer dat die korter weergawe van die Nagmaal 'n teologies-bevooroordeelde teks is.

Op grond van die aanname dat een van die skrywers van die langer weergawe of die korter
weergawe die teks met 'n mate van teologiese belange verander het, het hierdie studie meer gevorderde
tekskritiese metodes toegepas, naamlik die volledige versameling ten opsigte van die hele Evangelie
van Lukas en Kwantitatiewe Analise. Die kwantitatiewe resultaat het Codex Bezae geidentifiseer as die
enigste Griekse lid van die teksgroep (D-teks), wat die korter lesing ondersteun. In hierdie opsig het
hierdie studie die enkelvoudige lesings van Codex Bezae ondersoek om die teologiese klem daarvan te
openbaar.

Terwyl die mees enkelvoudige lesings stilistiese veranderinge aandui, verraai sekere
noemenswaardige enkelvoudige lesings, vyf teologiese belange: (1) Jesus se identiteit as die Messias
en God; (2) anti-Judaistiese sentimente teen die godsdienstige leiers en die vernietiging van Jerusalem;
(3) die heidene wat op Jesus se bediening reageer; (4) identifikasie van die koninkryk van God met die
koms van Jesus en die oordeelsdag; (5) toewyding aan die dissipels en die dissipelskap. Hieruit kan
afgelei word dat die skrywer van Codex Bezae baie bekommerd was oor die dissipelskap wat in die
eschaton lewe.

Gegee hierdie teologiese konteks, stem die kort weergawe van die Nagmaal (Lukas 22:15-19a)
ooreen met die naderende eskatologie van Codex Bezae. Dit dui die opstanding van Jesus aan as die
tyd vir die koms van die koninkryk van God en die dag van die oordeel. Verder verwyder die weglating
van Lukas 22:19b-20 die herdenking van die versoeningsoffer van Jesus, en versterk dit eerder Jesus se

identiteit as die Seun van die mens wat op die oordeelsdag as regter moet kom.
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Chapter 1. Introduction

1.1 Background and motivation for the study

Christian Communion is one of the most important Christian rites. According to the biblical narratives,
it originated from Jesus himself, and subsequently, his followers were commanded to keep this rite in
commemoration. However, this significant rite is entangled in one of the most challenging problems in
textual criticism (Epp, 2009:407; Christopher, 2018:91).

Whereas the other Synoptics (Matthew 26:26-29; Mark 14:22-25) and one Pauline account (1
Corinthians 11:23-25) reports the Supper in bread-cup order, the Lukan account diverges into six
different readings. The most preferred reading, the longer reading (Luke 22:15-20), reports a more
detailed account with double mention of the cup (cup-bread-cup), whereas its counterpart, the shorter
reading (Luke 22:15-19a), reports a single cup but in an inverted order (cup-bread). The longer reading
is attested by most of the manuscripts while the shorter reading is attested by Codex Bezae (D, d) and
some of the Old Latin (a, (b, e), ff2, i, 1) and Old Syriac (Ser) manuscripts.

Consequently, this textual problem affects the interpretation of the Lukan account of the Lord’s
Supper. Many commentators support the longer reading and see the Supper as a Jewish Seder tradition
(or Passover Meal; Mishna XIV. Treatise Pesachim X.1-9), insisting on a number of manuscript support
especially after the discovery of P” (Jeremias, 1960:143-144; Clark, 1966:9-10; du Plessis, 1994:529-
531; et al.). However, recent prominent text-critics insist on the preponderance of the shorter reading
arguing that external evidence should be weighed and not be counted; that the “Western non-
interpolation” and several other early versions (Old Latin and Old Syriac) should not be disregarded;
and that Luke 22:19b-20 is a later interpolation of 1 Corinthians 11:24-25 (Colwell, 1969:156; Ehrman,
1996:198; Parker, 1994:707).

The latter standpoint results in a preference for the cup-bread order of the meal, and this
questions the authenticity ot Luke 22:19b-20. In that case, the interpretation of the Lukan account
should be reconsidered whether it would be valid to see the meal as Jewish Seder, or whether it should
be seen as a part of the common, or typical meal tradition of the contemporaries (e.g., the Greek
symposium, the Qiddus meal, the Haburah meal, the Essene meal). Therefore, this textual problem
demands a thorough study of the shorter reading representative (i.e., Codex Bezae) in comparison with

the longer reading representatives (P”° or the Codex Vaticanus).
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1.2 Overview of prior studies

Since the textual problem of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:19b-20) was first raised by Brooke F. Westcott
and Fenton J. A. Hort (1881), numerous scholars attempted to solve this problem from various aspects.
The early stage of discussion (1881-1950s) was based on external evidence. Scholars attempted either
to find traces of the longer reading in the patristic writings or to find possible sources used by Luke
(Monks, 1925:233-241; Kenyon & Legg, 1937:272-283; Benoit, 1939:357-393; Shiirmann, 1951:366-
371; et al.). Some other scholars attempted to trace the textual development from the shorter text to the
longer text, or vice versa (Zahn, 1909:39-41; Bate, 1927:362-368; Kilpatrick, 1946:49-56; Schifer,
1952:237-239). However, external approaches fell short of evidence and tended to tilt towards personal
preferences.

The next generation (1950s-1980s) attempted to find the solution through intrinsic probabilities.
Some scholars took linguistic approaches attempting to identify and compare the stylistic features of
Luke 22:15-19a with 22:19b-20 (Shiirmann, 1951:382-392; Petzer, 1991:113-129). However, non-
Lukan features were found in both passages. On the other hand, structural analyses were taken to
demonstrate Luke 22:19b-20 is a part of the original pericope (Cooper, 1962:39-48; Petzer, 1984:249-
252; Johnson, 1991:623-630). However, it was pointed out that this pericope forms a parallel structure
with or without Luke 22:19b-20 (Ehrman, 1993:206-207). Therefore, the approaches concerning the
intrinsic probabilities were found to be only supplementary to the external critical arguments.

Most recent approaches (1980s-current) consider the transcriptional probabilities assuming that
scribe(s) of the prototype of either the “Western” reading or the majority reading' have altered the text
in reaction to the religious or social circumstances they had faced. Consequently, scholars who took this
approach saw the “Western non-interpolations” as a group of alterations with a specific theological
concern (Rice, 1984; Parson, 1986; Martin, 2005:269-294; Billings, 2006a; 2006b; Carter, 2010:550-
582). However, their interpretations tend to diverge as their studies dealt with selective passages of

Luke and lacked in extensiveness.

1.3 The aim of the Study

The history of discussion has shown various approaches attempting to solve the problem of Luke
22:19b-20, but all attempts have shown some deficiencies. This problem demands a more nuanced

approach with a broader scope. In this regard, this study attempts to apply an advanced method of

! In this thesis, the term “majority reading” refers to the text attested by the majority of extant manuscripts. In
this regard, “majority text” seems to be clearer. However, since “majority text” may cause confusion with the
Byzantine “Majority text (9t),” “majority reading” was used instead. At some places where the word “text” is

necessary, “majority text” was used with the lowercase ‘m’.
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textual criticism to the textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20, and to show either the longer or, the shorter
account of the Lord’s Supper is a theologically biased text. And as the argument goes, the latter will

eventually be proved to be secondary.

1.4 Hypothesis of the Study

This study deals with the theological tendency of the scribes of ancient manuscripts on which the New
Testament is based. Since Codex Bezae is the only Greek manuscript that reads the shorter account, the
focus of the study converges on Codex Bezae. However, Codex Bezae involves a number of textual
issues. Therefore, some hypotheses upon the characteristics of Codex Bezae needs to be made.

First of all, this study presupposes that the scribe(s) of Codex Bezae has either sincerely
transmitted the early version of the Gospel of Luke, or altered the text with some theological concerns.
This eliminates the possibility of Codex Bezae being a mixed product, upon which the shorter reading
advocates argue that Codex Bezae may contain some of the original readings (e.g., the “Western non-
interpolations”). I, the researcher, find this argument unprovable at this stage due to the limitations of
the external evidence.

The second presupposition is a corollary of the first. If Codex Bezae shows some theological
tendencies, they must be consistent throughout the text. This assumption allows this study to first focus
on the unique characteristics of Codex Bezae, and then apply the characteristics to the shorter reading
(Luke 22:15-19a) to examine whether these aspects are indeed in accordance. This does not imply

circular reasoning, but rather an examination and then cross-checking of assumptions and results.

1.5 The Method of the Study

In consideration of the aims, this study adopts three stages of text-critical methods: (1) manuscript
collation to identify the points of comparison; (2) Quantitative Analysis to establish a portrayal of
manuscripts relationships; and (3) analysis of singular readings to discover the unique characteristics

of Codex Bezae.

1.5.1 Manuscript collation

The fundamental starting point of the textual criticism is the collation of all existing manuscripts. Since
this study attempts to identify theological tendencies of the manuscript containing the shorter account
of the Lord’s Supper (i.e., Codex Bezae), it requires a thorough comparison with the other manuscripts.

For the first procedure of the comparison, this study made a full collation of manuscripts for the whole
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Gospel of Luke using CollateX with manuscript transcriptions by the Instituts fiir Neutestamentliche
Textforschung (INTF) and the Center for New Testament Restoration (CNTR), and two fifth-century
uncials (0181 and 0182) deciphered by the researcher. Full manuscript collation will yield two important
outcomes: variation-units and singular readings. These outcomes are closely related to the subsequent

methods.

1.5.2 Quantitative Analysis

Variation-unit is a fundamental concept in the modern textual criticism, referring to each section or
length of the text within which manuscripts present at least two variant forms (Colwell, 1969:97). This
identifies variants not counted word by word but in a unit, so that a continuous variation between any
two manuscripts is counted as a single difference so that all agreements or disagreements are equally
treated.

This study will adopt Quantitative Analysis, using the variation-units for the points of comparison,
to establish a portrayal of manuscript relationships. This approach has a specific interest in isolating the
group of manuscripts in close relation with the one that reads the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper
(i.e., Codex Bezae). This will eliminate the possibility that Codex Bezae has accidentally omitted the
“Western non-interpolations” while the other group members keep the omitted verses. On the contrary,
if Codex Bezae is isolated as the only member of the text-group, the possibility of deliberate alteration

by the scribe(s) will significantly increase.

1.5.3 Singular readings

A singular reading is a reading found only in a single manuscript without any support from other
manuscripts. It is regarded as insignificant both genetically and genealogically since it is virtually
impossible for a singular reading to be the original reading, and it cannot be used in comparison with
other manuscripts to draw a genealogical relationship. However, being a unique reading, a singular
reading may reflect specific concerns of a scribe(s). Therefore, singular readings can be used as a
window through which the context and the possible intention of the scribal alteration can be

reconstructed (Colwell, 1969:116-124; Ehrman, 1993; 2013:803-825).

1.6 Delimitation of the study

In text-critical studies, making a full collation of all existing manuscripts is always a preferable

foundational task. However, computerisation of the manuscript transcription is an ongoing project by
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INTEF. In the case of Luke, digitisation is only at an elementary stage, with only 26 important manuscript
transcriptions open to the public. In order to reduce the deficiency and minimise the errors for the
collation, the researcher has deciphered two fragmentary early uncials (0181 of 4/5C, 0182 of 5C) and
further supplemented the data using the critical editions by the International Greek New Testament
Project (1984 & 1987). These will cover for the collation 28 manuscripts with 40 different readings
including corrections (Appendix 2), and 216 supplementary manuscripts (Appendix 3) for refinement.
Although the number of transcriptions is not much compared to the massive volume of works, their
coverage is extensive from the earliest period to the fourteenth century, and most manuscripts after the
ninth century preserve the almost identical Byzantine text-type. Therefore, the combination of the
transcribed manuscripts and the IGNTP apparatus will provide a reasonably reliable amount of data so
that the weight of the data for this study is significant enough to draw some conclusion though it will

require some refinement later on.

1.7 Outline of the study

As an introduction, chapter 1 presents the research background, motivation, an overview of prior studies,
aims of the study, research hypothesis, methodological discussion, and some delimitations.

Chapter 2 will present an overview of the text tradition of the Lord’s Supper, related textual
problems, and the history of discussion since Westcott-Hort (1881). This will induce the necessity of
more nuanced approaches with a broader scope.

Chapter 3 will first discuss the limitations of the previous methods of textual criticism and the
development of newer methods after the computerisation. Then, this chapter will introduce the methods
applied to this study: manuscript collation, Quantitative Analysis, and analysis of singular readings.
Lastly, some practical limitations related to these methods will be discussed.

Chapter 4 will apply the methods discussed in chapter 3. It will first present the result of the
Quantitative Analysis and then group the manuscripts according to their mutual relationship. Once the
text-group of Codex Bezae is identified (i.e., D-text group), singular readings, as the most prominent
unique feature, of the D-text will be picked up and categorised according to their importance.

Chapter 5 will re-categorise the significant singular readings identified in chapter 4, according to
their theological interests: Jesus, Judaism, the Gentiles, the kingdom of God, and the discipleship. Based
on these theological motives, this chapter will trace possible concerns for each topic and then integrate
them into one practical concern of the scribe(s) of Codex Bezae, how Christians should live in the
eschaton. In this light, the theological importance of the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke
22:15-19a) will be discussed.

Lastly, chapter 6 will provide summaries of the arguments and suggestions for further studies.
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Chapter 2. History of the discussion

2.1 Introduction

The textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20 is one of the most challenging problems in textual criticism of
the New Testament (Epp, 2009:407; Christopher, 2018:91). This long-standing crux has been
challenged by many prominent scholars over a hundred years, but it remains unresolved. However,
there have been many fruitful approaches to this problem though they tend to conflict with one another.
For the foundation of research, this chapter will present an overview of the text tradition, related textual

problems, and significant approaches to these problems since Westcott-Hort (1881).

2.2 Studies before Westcott-Hort

2.2.1 Textual transmission of Luke 22:15-20

The Lukan account of the Lord’s Supper has a complex history of transmission. It shows development
in seven different forms with three different orders of meals in various languages. However, they can
be classified into three groups: the longer reading, the shorter reading, and intermediary readings. These

can be tabulated as follows:

Table 1. Textual tradition of the account of the Lord’s Supper in Luke

Type Contents Manuscripts Order Earliest date
| 15,16, 17,18, 19, 20 Most NT manuscripts cup-bread-cup 200-225

II 15, 16,17, 18, 19a D, a, d, ff, i, 1 cup-bread 350

III 15,16, 19a, 17, 18 b,e bread-cup 450

1A% 15,16, 19, 17,18 Syr®© bread-cup 5C

A% 15, 16, 19, 20a, 17, 20b, 18 SyrS bread-cup 4C

VI 15, 16, 19, 20 Syr? bread-cup 4C

Vil 15,19, 20 Coptic &? bread-cup 889

2 Manuscript Curzon Catena, in the Parham Library in the British Museum, which is dated the year 889. In this
manuscript, text and commentary derived from various sources are intermixed so that its value is impaired (Horner,

1898a:xxxvii-xxxviii).
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Type 1 is the longer reading attested by most Greek manuscripts and other early versions. The earliest
text of this type is attested by P” of the late second century. Type II is the shorter reading which omits
Luke 22:19b-20. This text type is attested by one Greek manuscript, Codex Bezae (D), and a few Old
Latin manuscripts (a, d, ff*, i, 1). The earliest manuscript of this type is attested by Codex Vercellensis
(a) of the mid-fourth century, however, most scholars agree that this text-type predates to the beginning
of the second century as it is found in many patristic writings (Metzger & Ehrman, 2005:276-277;
Parker, 1997:63) and the Old Syriac versions, of which ancestors predate to the second century, show
similar alteration of vv.19-20 (Knudsen, 1950:76; Aland & Aland, 1989:52-53; Martin, 2005:272).
Types III-VI are intermediary readings somewhere in-between the longer reading (Type I) and the
shorter reading (Type II). Therefore, they are generally regarded to have been derived either from Type
I or Type II. These readings are attested by some of the Old Latin manuscripts (b, €) or by Syriac
versions (Syr®, Syr®, Syr"), and the order of the institution follows the traditional bread-cup order. In a
similar way to the shorter reading (Type II), even though the earliest date attested by these manuscripts
is around the fourth century, the earliest date of these text-types predates to the second century. Type
VII is attested by one Coptic Bohairic manuscript (Horner, 1898b:285), and it is mostly ignored as
unimportant since it is a solitary instance of the omission of vv.16-18.° Therefore, there are six different
readings in consideration, and if one represents the original reading, others should represent scribal

harmonisations or alterations.

2.2.2 Critical editions and translations before Westcott-Hort

Critical editions before Westcott-Hort (Textus Receptus (1550), Griesbach (1809), Lachmann (1831),
Tregelles (1857), Tischendorf (1878), et al.), however, did not reflect this textual problem. Some of
them did not have systematic principles to collate and classify the manuscripts, some regarded the
“Western” text as insignificant, therefore, did not take it into consideration, and some placed greater
weight on the overwhelming number of manuscripts attesting the longer reading. Moreover, the
influence of the Textus Receptus was still prevailing so that the reading attested by the Byzantine type
(i.e., the longer reading) was regarded as authoritative (Scrivener (1887), Nestle (1898), ef al.).

2.3 Westcott-Hort and the theory of the “Western non-interpolations”

In 1881 Brooke F. Westcott and Fenton J. A. Hort published The New Testament in the Original Greek

which laid a foundation of modern textual criticism. In this work, Westcott-Hort made a significant

3 Scholars suspect this omission of vv.16-18 to be either a homoeoteleuton or scribal mistakes (Sanday, [1899]

1910:636; Monks, 1925:230).
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methodological advance, in which the New Testament manuscripts were categorised as Neutral,
Alexandrian, “Western,” or Syrian,* and systematic principles based on their predecessors, Karl
Lachmann and Johan. J. Griesbach® were applied. A general principle is that when a reading in a
manuscript stands against its tendency, the significance of this reading increases. In the case of the
“Western” texts which tend to expand the majority reading, when a manuscript preserves a reading
shorter than the Neutral (or, Alexandrian) text, the significance of that reading increases greatly so that
such reading is regarded as more likely to be original. Westcott-Hort have distinguished nine such
readings and named them the “Western non-interpolations” and placed them in double brackets.

This theory of the “Western non-interpolations” triggered an inconclusive debate of the textual
problem in the Lukan account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:15-20). While comparing Luke 22:19b-
20 they preferred the shorter “Western” reading of D, a, b, d, e, ff2, i, and 1, which they consider to
reflect the more difficult reading, to the longer reading attested by the Neutral, Alexandrian and Syrian
manuscripts, considering vv.19b-20 to be one of the “Western non-Interpolations™ (Westcott & Hort,

1882:A.63-64). They, therefore, placed double brackets around them and concluded:

These difficulties, added to the suspicious coincidence with 1 Co xi 24 f., and the transcriptional evidence
given above, leave no moral doubt that the words in question were absent from the original text of Lc,
notwithstanding the purely Western ancestry of the documents which omits them (Westcott & Hort,
1882:A.64).

2.4 Studies after Westcott-Hort

Since the theory of the “Western non-interpolations,” many scholars have attempted to solve this textual
problem from various aspects. Their approaches are usually complex as their approaches are intermixed.
However, they can be classified into three major concerns of text criticism: external evidence (text-
critical, source-critical approaches); intrinsic probabilities (linguistic, literary, theological approaches);

transcriptional probabilities (socio-historical approach).

4 Of these types, Westcott-Hort describes the characteristics of each as follows: the Alexandrian is restrained, the
“Western” is characterised by extensive paraphrase and expansion, and the Syrian is a smooth combination of the
Alexandrian and the “Western” (Westcott & Hort, 1882:119-134).

5 Westcott-Hort’s text-critical principles are explained in the appendix of the New Testament in the Original
Greek; and they are summarised well by Eldon J. Epp and Gordon D. Fee (1993:157-158).

® Many scholars use the term “Western non-interpolations™ referring to Luke 22:19b-20 et al. However, to be
precise, the “Western non-interpolations” imply the shorter readings omitting Luke 22:19b-20 et al. To be precise
to refer to the longer text from the shorter reading advocates’ view, a term suggested by Ehrman (1993:242),

“non-Western interpolations,” seems to be more proper.
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2.4.1 External critical studies

Hort’s new edition of the Greek New Testament influenced many scholars (Blass, 1897:120; Sanday,
[1899] 1910:636; Plummer, 1902:496; Weiss, 1903:205; Gressmann & Klostermann, 1919:573-574;
Lietzmann, 1926:215-222; Easton, 1926:321; Creed, 1930:263-264; et al.), and various editions (Nestle
[1906] (1923), Vogels (1922), Kilpatrick (1958), NA25 (1966), UBS1 (1966), RSV [1946] (1952),
NEB(1961), SBLGNT(2010)) adopted his theory. Furthermore, even a third argument was proposed.
Theodor Zahn (1909:39-41) rejects the shorter “Western” reading because of the inverted order of the
bread and the cup.” Then he compares the longer reading with the shortest reading of b and e, and
concludes it is more probable that the longer text has been expanded from b and e, than vice versa,
therefore b and e attest the original reading.

George G. Monks (1925:233-241) pointed out the weakness of Westcott-Hort’s arguments about
using the patristic evidence. He surveyed the patristic evidence which records the account of the Lord’s
Supper and evaluated which reading, shorter or longer, each patristic writing supports. He argues: Justin
Martyr (First Apology 66.3.1),8 considering the order of the meal and the inclusion of the Luke 22:19b,
had the longer text; Tertullian (Adversus Marcionem 1V.40), considering the order of the meal and the
existence of a similar phrase to Luke 22:20, had the longer text; Origen (Commentary on St. Matthew
XIIV.33.86-88),° considering a Lukan expression motfplov kowvic dwBnkng, had the longer text;
Eusebius (Epistula ad Carpianum), considering the inclusion of Luke 22:20 in the Eusebian apparatus,
probably had a text of O-type (i.e., 038), thus the longer text. Based on these patristic supports, he
concludes that the longer reading is much preferable (Monks, 1925:251).

Herbert N. Bate (1927:362-368) takes the arguments of Westcott-Hort and Sanday as a premise
and focuses on the textual development in consideration of the order. By comparison, he draws the
conclusion that African Latin manuscript e (v.15, 16, 19a, 17, 18) is the most primitive stage of the text,
and sees the “Western” reading attested by D, a, 2, i, and 1 (v.15, 16, 17, 18, 19a) is the other branch
of the text of the primitive stage. By comparison of the Old Latin and Syriac versions he suggests a
sequence of textual development from e (v.15, 16, 19a, 17, 18) along b (v.15, 16, 19a, 17, 18, with
slight additions), Syr® (v.15, 16, 19, 17, 18), Syr® (v.15, 16, 19, 20a, 17, 20b, 18), then to the longer

7 Zahn referring to his precedent work (1884:293ff.) argues that the inverted order in Didache 9.1-5 is not in
reference to the Eucharist, but to the Agape Meal that Early Christians practiced (1909:40). Consequently, he sees
it illegitimate to refer to Didache in support of the shorter reading.

8 First Apology 66.3.1-7 reads: oi yip dmdcTolOl &V TOIC YEVOUEVOLC DT adT®V GITOLVILOVEDLOGLY, & KOAETTOL
gvayyéha, obtmg mapédokay Evietdlbot avtoic: Tov Incodv Aafovta dptov gdyapiotioavta gineiv: TovTo
TOLETTE €ig TNV AVARVNGIV oV, TOVT £€0TL TO CAUE Lov: Kal TO TOTNPLov Opoimg AaPdvio Kol guyopleTioavTa
gimelv: TodTo £0T1 TO OAUE LoV Kod LOVOIS omToig petadodvar.

® Commentary on St. Matthew XI1IV.33.86-88 reads: ... kai yfj kouve) koi d¢ &v 16 edayyem yéypomtol ToTpLov

Kowvijg S1a01Kng, 4md aumélov oipon kouvic, £tepoio & etvar mavta To Th¢ xeioe (wfig Kol dAN0GC paxdpiaL.
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reading (v.15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20). His conclusion based on the explicability states all readings are
derived from one short reading, therefore the short reading, preferably e, is the original.

Frederic G. Kenyon and Stanley C. E. Legg (1937:272-283) start with source-critical arguments
by comparing Luke respectively with Markan (Mark 14:22-25), Pauline (1 Corinthians 11:24-25), and
patristic accounts of the Lord’s Supper. Then they draw a conclusion that there is nothing original in
Luke, but all are derived either from Paul or Mark, and the only new feature is the double mention of
the cup in the longer version or the inversion of the order in one form of the shorter version (1937:282).
Then they start to weigh each reading on transcriptional probabilities. If the longer reading is to be
original, the shorter reading is the result of an attempt to remove the double mention of the cup by
omitting vv.19b-20. If the shorter reading is to be original, Pauline words of the institution were
interpolated into vv.19b-20. Kenyon and Legg found the former more explicable suggesting a Bezan
editor puzzled by the double mention of the cup omitted the second cup without caring for the inverted
order (1937:285).

Pierre Benoit (1939:357-393) is one of the influential scholars who approached this problem from
the source-critical aspect. He firstly focuses on the literary dependence of Luke 22:19b-20 on 1
Corinthians 11:24-25 and suggests the longer text is original as he sees the covenant word in v.20b is
an essential element of the institution. He argues the omission of vv.19b-20 does not satisfy a full
portrayal of the account and Luke would not have allowed such deficiency. Therefore, the shorter
reading is only a later alteration by some scribes satisfied with vv.17-19a while removing the Pauline
influence (1939:363-367). In discussion about the source of the mixed texts which lie between the
shorter reading and the longer reading,'’ he argues the direction of derivation is more likely from the
longer text. He finds the source of v.19 of Syr®and Syr® from Luke 22:19 instead of 1 Corinthians 11:24.
Thus he suggests the genealogy of the account as the longer text — Syr® — Syr® (1939:372-377).1"
Moreover, unlike a major scholarly argument that v.19a derived from Mark 14:22 and vv.19b-20 from
1 Corinthians 11:23c-25a, Benoit argues the whole verses 19 and 20 derived from the Pauline text and
were then retouched by Luke according to Mark 14:22-23 (1939:372). From a literary-critical view, he
concludes vv.15-18 did not derive from any other source nor written by Luke himself independently,
but developed from Mark. His final conclusion lies in a theological argument that the concept of
Passover in v.15 must continue along the pericope. However, if the pericope ends on v.18 or 19a, the
concept of Passover artificially dissipates, but if it ends on v.20, the redemption word in v.20 takes over
the concept and completes the pericope. Thus, Benoit concludes the concept of Passover in v.15 requires
a continuation of this pericope to v.20 in order to express the idea of redemption, the Christian Passover
(1939:390-391).

10°QOld Latin manuscripts b, e and Old Syriac manuscripts SyrS, Syr®, and Syr® have mixed texts.
1 Here, Benoit does not neglect the possibility that the shorter reading precedes the longer reading (i.e. the shorter

text — the longer text — mixed texts). However, he argues such a possibility is very unlikely.

10
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Johannes Knudsen proposes the same division of the pericope as Benoit did, i.e., vv.15-18 and
vv.19-20 (1950:78). However, he does not limit the extent of the source of vv.15-18 to Mark, but
suggests a hypothetical source that might have been common to all Synoptists. He sees no problem with
the duplication of the cups as he argues Luke’s priority was to report the whole story of the institution
using two sources: firstly, a Synoptic source for vv.15-18, then for vv.19-20 a liturgical source common
to Paul (1950:79, 84).

George D. Kilpatrick (1946:49-56) focuses on the relation among Old Latin manuscripts on Luke
22:15-22. After collating c, f, q, r', %, aur, 5, and °° with vg respectively, he finds a high consensus
between ¢ and r?, in which they show a high number of variation from vg in vv.15-19a and vv.21-22
but show a low number of variation in vv.19b-20."> He interprets this common tendency of reduction
in vv.19b-20 as a proof of a later supplement of vg text to ¢ and r*. Thus, he concludes that the earlier
forms of ¢ and r* must have omitted vv.19b-20 (1946:50-51). For a supplementary to this argument,
Kilpatrick recalls the linguistic analysis taken by Henry J. Cadbury (1920:149)" and argues that the
number of unusual linguistic features in vv.19b-20 suggest vv.19b-20 is not a part of the original. Then
he conclusively suggests four stages of development: (1) the “Western” short reading without
interpolation; (2) the longer reading with the interpolation; (3) the text influenced by Matthew; (4) the
text of Marcion (1946:53-54).

Heinz Shiirmann (1951:366-371) in support of the longer reading presents similar arguments to
Monks (1925:233-241) dealing with patristic witnesses: Marcion (Adversus Marcionem 1V.40) tends
to shorten the longer Lukan text; Justin Martyr (First Apology 66.3.1) is likely to be influenced by the
Alexandrian Lukan text; the cup-word (Becherworf) in Tatian’s version is harmonised after Matthew
and Luke, thus it is probable that Tatian had the longer text. Then he suggests possible motives for
altering the longer texts: Syr®, in order to avoid the difficulties of the double cup and correct it to bread-
wine order, deleted v.20 and switched v.19 before v.17; Syrs, considering slight variations of the text,
cannot be original, but an advanced version of Syr®; Syr” is clearly a correction of the Alexandrian with
the double cup; b and e, considering the order, have a secondary reading which cannot explain the
formation of the majority reading, thus supposed to be derived from the short “Western” reading
(1951:371-376). Stirmann, however, does not provide any persuasive argument against the precedence

ofthe short reading on D, a, d, {2, i, and 1, but rather chose to counter the arguments for the short reading:

12" According to Kilpatrick’s analysis, ¢ and r* have 10 and 6 variations respectively from vg in vv.15-19a, 1 and
0 variations in vv.15-19a, and 3+ and 3 variations in vv.21-22 (1946:50). Kilpatrick interprets this similar pattern
of fluctuation as a consequence of a common text-type.

13 In this work, Cadbury makes a thorough comparison between Luke and other Gospels to derive the linguistic
and literary styles of Luke. In Luke 22:20, he concludes, “The omission of the copula by Luke in 22:20 is therefore
difficult to understand ...” Kilpatrick takes this conclusion as a statement that Luke 22:20 is not a part written by

Luke himself.
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against the argument that the longer reading is an editor’s interpolation intending to align Lukan text
with the rest of the Gospels (Sahlin, 1945:376), he points that v19b-20 does not align with the Gospels,
but 1 Corinthians 11:24-25; against the argument that the shorter reading is attributed to Tatian which
dates to as early as the first half of the second century (Arnold, 1937:34), he points the inexplicability
of the existence of the repetition-command (Wiederholungsbefehl; v.19b) and the cup-word
(Becherwort) in Tatian, and finds the origin from Luke 22:20.'

After a few months, Karl Theodor Schifer (1952:237-239) responded in the same journal to
Schiirmann. He raised an objection pointing out Shiirmann had not solved the actual problem posed by
the text tradition. He insists that the actual task can only be solved from the text-historical
(Textgeschichte) point of view by showing the multiplicity of textual forms and their origin (1952:237).
He puts his focus purely on the textual history of Luke 22:17-20, and observes two points: (1) the
position of vv.17-18 behind v.19 (b, e, Syr®) is closely related to the absence of v.20; (2) where the
witnesses of the Old Latin and the Old Syriac manuscripts partly agree against the entire other tradition,
the text version in which representatives of both translations agree against the other witnesses must
originate from a common root (1952:237-238). Consequently, he suggests a prototype of b and e with
the order v.15, 16, 19a, 17, 18, and suggests all other readings derived from this prototype (1952:237-
238).

Kenneth W. Clark (1966:9-10) in his discussion about the theological relevance of text-critical
studies, sees the longer text as a part of the original text. He argues that with the discovery of P”° the
external testimony outweighs the “Western non-interpolations” theory, and Hort was misled by his
principles. For an illustration of such critical judgement, he compares the Catholic revision of the RSV
(RSVCE) with RSV. His argument about Luke 22:19b-20, however, is wholly dependent on the count
of manuscripts, and not on their weight. He misused the concept of weighing the manuscripts by simply
equating the number with the significance. Thus, he misjudged the weight of each reading by only
considering the number. Such a mistake was made by many scholars and was pointed by later scholars
(Colwell, 1969:156; Kilpatrick, 1975:30; Epp, 1989:221; Epp & Fee 1993:148; Clarke, 1997; Metzger
& Ehrman, 2005:302; Ehrman & Holmes (eds.), 2013).

In 1967 Kurt Aland published an article on the importance of P”. As the subtitle “Ein Beitrag
zur Frage des ‘Western non-interpolations’” suggests, he sees the discovery of P” as a major thrust to

surmount difficulties of the “Western non-interpolations.” He states:

Denn auch hier haben sich unter dem Einflu von P” weittragende Anderungen ergeben. Zwar hiitte

man manche Entscheidung — etwa beim sog. ,,Jangen* Abendmahlstext in Luk. 22 — schon vorher so

4 Siirmann suggests Luke 22:20 or 1 Corinthians 11:24-25 for a possible source of the cup-word (Becherwort)
in Tatian. But he prefers the Lukan origin as he sees it would be more likely that Tatian had used the Gospel as a

primary source (1951:378).
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treffen konnen und sollen, wie es jetzt erfolgt ist, denn das Zeugnis der Handschriften war eindeutig

genug. Aber erst P” gab den letzten AnstoB dazu, so zu entscheiden, wie geschehen (Aland, 1967:158).

He then discusses eight “Western non-interpolations” and ten other interpolations of what Westcott-
Hort suspected to be later interpolations.'> In his discussion, he points to the lesser certainty of the
“Western” texts due to the fluidness, especially with the Old Latin manuscripts in spite of their early
dates. He makes a conjecture that a reason for which Westcott-Hort was so dependent on the “Western”
manuscripts might be due to the limitation on manuscript access in their days. Only manuscripts earlier
than B, X, A and C were D, Old Latin and Old Syriac. But with the discovery of the Papyrus Bodmer
XIV (200-225 C.E.), Aland finds P” to be equal value concerning the manuscript age.'® Consequently,
it gives more weight on the longer reading, which has plentiful manuscript support (1967:171-172).
However, such an argument was criticised by Colwell, “Aland occasionally and mistakenly
speaks as if the gross number of witnesses, as such, has invalidated all that Hort had done, and forces a
new theory upon us” (1969:156). He points the fact that Hort imagined and insisted on the existence of
a very early ancestor of the Neutral text though he did not possess it. Thus, the discovery of P” still
validates Hort’s reconstruction theory and does not put additional weight on the longer reading except

attesting the early date for the longer reading.

2.4.2 Studies of Joachim Jeremias

Joachim Jeremias is a particular figure who has changed his stance from supporting the shorter reading
to longer reading. He deserves to be discussed separately as he is one of those who have discussed this
matter thoroughly. Starting with the external witnesses, Jeremias asserts that the outstanding number of

manuscripts supporting the longer reading attests the longer reading is the original. He focuses

15 These eighteen passages are: Luke 24:6; 24:12; 24:32; 24:36; 24:40; 24:51; 24:52; 5:39; 10:41£; 12:19; 12:21;
12:39; 22:19-20; 22:43-44; 22:62; 24:3; John 3:31-32; 4:9 (Aland, 1967:157-162). It is noticeable that he missed
out 11 passages out of 27 which Westcott-Hort listed, and these are Matthew (6:15; 6:25; 9:34; 13:33; 21:44;
23:26; 27:49), Mark (2:22; 10:2; 14:39) and Luke 24:9. He also added two passages (Luke 22:43-44; Luke 24:32)
which Westcott-Hort did not list as possible “Western non-interpolations.” Moreover, he did not discuss those
passages in the same order as Westcott-Hort listed (Westcott & Hort, 1882:176), nor in biblical order.

16 Moreover, Aland regards P” as a major representative of a “strict” text that carefully preserves a text very
close to the original or initial text (Aland & Aland, 1989:64, 93). On the contrary, other scholars see this text as a
deliberate attempt to establish a controlled text at the end of the second century (Parker, 1997:200; Koester,
1989:37; Petersen, 2002:33-34).

13



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

specifically on the various versions of Tatian’s Diatessaron,!” and affirms that Tatian used the longer
Lukan text as a source. Contrary to the argument of Benoit regarding the mixed texts (b, e, Syr“, Syr®,
Syr"), Jeremias argues that the mixed texts, especially b, e, and Syr“, derived from the shorter reading,
and Syr® is an expansion of Syr. Then he concludes neither Syr® nor Syr® shows any acquaintance with
the longer text, and the short readings are solely attested by the “Western” manuscripts (1960:143-144).
He combines this argument with a geographical hypothesis of the “Western” manuscript and the history
of transmission, and affirms that it is unreasonable to assume these “Western” short readings were
circulated only in the West and the interpolation was introduced everywhere else. Consequently, he
draws the conclusion that the short readings are secondary (1960:144-145). However, this geographical
hypothesis of the “Western” text is now proved invalid (Metzger & Ehrman, 2005:276; Parker,
2008:171; Ehrman & Holmes (eds.), 2013:541-542, 554-555) thus, this argument is weakened.

Jeremias then turns his attention to the linguistic aspect of the pericope and finds some non-Lukan
features from the longer reading. He defends the longer text by arguing that it has derived from Paul
and Mark (1960:153), however, following the argument of Shiirmann that two deviations from 1
Corinthians 11:24-25 betrays the Pauline originality (1960:36-39, 69-72), he raises an opposition to the
argument for the literary dependence of the longer reading on Paul. And instead, he attributes the
similarity to a common ecclesiastical tradition in a liturgical context that Luke and Paul might have
experienced in common.'® He insists the Lukan style should not be expected within the words of
institution because of the liturgical quote Luke has made (1960:155). Finally, from the viewpoint of the
longer text priority, Jeremias proposes that the shorter reading is an abbreviation of the full account to
protect the Eucharist from misinterpretation and profanation by pagans (viz. disciplina arcani)
(1960:158-159).

Since the publication of the P” (Martin & Kasser, 1961) and Jeremias’ thorough study followed
by many scholars and commentators,'” the 1960s became a turning-point for the majority view to shift

from the short reading to the longer reading. Metzger, in his textual commentary, depicts the decision-

17 Jeremias compares seven different versions of Diatessaron: Tat®Ph", Tat® Tat*® Tatfld Tat"d Tat"" and
Tat"™°, and Tat?*™ (1960:140-141). In his inspection, he finds additional elements (mention of the new covenant
and the repetition command) in Matthew and Mark, which are commonly regarded as Tatian’s source. He finds
the origin of these elements from the Lukan source, the longer reading (1960:141-142).

18 Jeremias, referring to the conjecture of Adolf Schlatter (1931:421) and Jean Héring (1937:227), suggests Syrian
origin of the common liturgical tradition for Luke and Paul. He suggests Paul was indebted to Luke’s Syrian home
church for his account of the Lord’s Supper (1960:156), and consequently argues “Luke 22:19-20 is not a literary
compilation from Mark and Paul,” but a ‘third variant’ of the liturgical eucharistic formula (1960:156).

1% From the 1970s, many commentators began to take the longer text as original without much discussion, and
interpret the Lukan institution as a Passover Meal (Rienecker, 1969:498-501; Morris, 1974:305-306; Hendriksen,
1979:959-964; Moessner, 1989:179; du Plessis, 1994:529-531; Green, 1997:756-764; Edwards, 2015:337-339; et
al.).
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making process of the UBS3 Editorial Committee on Luke 22:17-20 (1975:173-177). After discussing

the pros and cons of each reading, he reports:

The weight of these considerations was estimated differently by different members of the Committee. A
minority preferred the shorter text as a Western non-interpolation. The majority, on the other hand,
impressed by the overwhelming preponderance of external evidence supporting the longer form,
explained the origin of the shorter form as due to some scribal accident or misunderstanding. The
similarity between verses 19b-20 and 1 Cor 11:24b-25 arises from the familiarity of the evangelist with
the liturgical practice among Pauline churches, a circumstance that accounts also for the presence of non-

Lukan expressions in verses 19b-20 (Metzger, 1975:176-177).

2.4.3 Studies concerning intrinsic probabilities

2.4.3.1 Redaction critical studies

Martin Rese (1975:21-22) in defense of the shorter reading firstly surveys the prior studies and discusses
the arguments explaining the secondary omission of Luke 22:19b-20. He classifies the attempts into
four categories®” and points out that those attempts trying to solve the problem of the short text are
contradictory to one another and unsecured in detail. Based on the idea that Luke is a writer and a
theologian, he suggests this problem should be discussed from the viewpoint of redaction history while
retreating other interests in this passage. Based on the assumption that Luke used Mark as his source
for the institution account, he measures the ratio of correspondence of the short and long texts
respectively to the Markan account in order to decide the direction of Lukan redaction, and then he
inspects the Lukan account in relation to the narrow and broad contexts (1975:23-30). After a lengthy
discussion, he sees the shorter text can only be explained in terms of Luke’s theological tendency. He
concludes the shorter reading is a result of the Lukan reformulation of the Markan source
(Markusvorlage), adding the Passover idea to the Markan account (1975:31). Consequently, he argued
that vv.19b-20 is not writing that originated from Luke’s hand, but a later interpolation influenced by

liturgical tradition.

20 Rese summarises four major arguments against the shorter reading as follows: (1) The long text has been
shortened to avoid the second cup (Dibelius, 1959:212; et al.); (2) The shorter reading is the abbreviation of a
liturgical text to protect the sacrament from profanation (viz. disciplina arcani) (Jeremias, 1960:158-159); (3) due
to a scribal mistake, the long text has become the short text (Harold I. Bell, 1952:262); (4) the long text was
shortened in consideration of the following section of Judas’ betrayal otherwise Judas had participated in the

atoning and covenant-making effect of Jesus’ last Supper (Shiirmann, 1951:386-387).
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2.4.3.2 Linguistic and literary studies

Shiirmann (1951:382-392), in addition to his text-critical argument, has also presented literary
arguments. Here he discusses the invalidity of arguments of the shorter text advocates one by one: (1)
against the argument that Luke 22:19b-20 is the Pauline interpolation of 1 Corinthians 11:24b-25, he
identifies seven differences between Luke 22:19b-20 and 1 Corinthians 11:24b-25.2! He argues all
seven cases have some pre-Lukan features such as Aramaism and five of them preserve a more original
version of the text than those in 1 Corinthians 11:24b-25 (1951:385). (2) Against the argument that
Luke 22:19a has been taken from the Markan source (Markusvorlage), he identifies four differences??
and argues Luke 19a preserves a more original text than 1 Corinthians 11:24a. Putting the results of (1)
and (2) together, Shiirmann argues Luke 22:19-20 preserves a unified literary form, therefore the
argument of the shorter text advocates considering Luke 22:19b-20 an interpolation from an external
source should be invalidated. (3) Against the argument that Luke 22:19b-20 is an interpolation, the
conjunction AN at the beginning of v.21 expresses its adversative sense better with the longer reading,
therefore the longer reading is the original. (4) Against the argument that Luke 22:29-30 requires the
continuation from Luke 22:15-19a, he points out thematic and stylistic differences. (5) Focusing on the
unusual order of todto found both in Luke 22:19b-20 and 24:42a, he insists on a possible connection
between them and argues that they are from the same oldest tradition.” (6) Against the assumption that
a later scribe could have added a more parallel form of the cup-word (Becherwort) to the shorter reading,
he argues there are multiple asymmetries between Luke and other accounts, implying vv.19b-20 is a
relatively early tradition. (7) Finally summing up all his arguments, he concludes that the objections

raised against the primitive nature of the Alexandrian texts are not conclusive.

2l Siirmann identifies the following seven differences (1951:382-385): (1) insertion of 8136pevov in Luke; (2)
emphasis on different themes despite identical phrase: an order to repeat in Luke but an order to commemorate in
1 Corinthans 11:24b-25; (3) different order of dcavtmwg; (4) omission of €otiv; (5) different words used: pov in
Luke, £u@ in 1 Corinthians 11:25; (6) absence of 6 Ozgp Dp®V ékyvvvopevov in 1 Corinthians 11: 25; (7) omission
of the second repetition-command in Luke.

22 Siirmann identifies the following four differences (1951:385-386): (1) omission of é6016vTmv adTév in Luke;
(2) different word used: edyapiotiicog in Luke, sddoyioog in Mark; (3) different word used: Aéywv in Luke, ginev
in Mark; (4) omission of AdBete in Luke.

23 Shiirmann argues that the usage of a demonstrative pronoun before an article is unusual in Luke (9:48; 13:8;
22:15, 20, 37, 42), thus concludes it is a non-Lukan style (1951:389). However, his argument neglects 15 other
inflected instances of genders, numbers and cases (Luke 1:24; 7:44; 8:11; 10:36; 12:20; 13:6; 14:30; 15:24, 30;
17:34; 18:11; 19:27; 21:3; 23:7; 24:44). In his later article (1952:185) he does extend his argument to other
inflections. However, he does it only to draw favourable ratios (70:21 in Luke; 79:22 in Acts) and still argues
while separating Tobto 70 instances. It should be pointed that 21 out of 91 is not a negligible number. Thus it

seems there is a leap in his argument at this point.
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Shiirmann’s arguments are supported by some of the later commentators (Ellis, 1981:255; Bock,
1996:1722; et al.). However, it seems these arguments in overall are based on a hypothesis attributing
the non-Lukan features found in Luke 22:19-20 to a pre-Lukan Vorlage. Henry Chadwick evaluated
Shiirmann’s arguments as hardly provable though hard to refute (1957:253). As Shiirmann
acknowledges in conclusion, these arguments may not be convincing individually. Therefore, they have
to be taken all together to supplement the probability of the longer reading.

John C. Cooper (1962:39-48) finds text-critical, source-critical, and form-critical approaches
have not been successful in solving this problem. He thus suggests a literary approach to the passage.
He aligns Luke 22:14-20 dividing into four sections so that each begins with specific words of Jesus

beginning with kot (1962:44):

A Kol ... EmEV ... (14-15a)
Aéy® yap DUV ... 11 Pociieiq Tod Beod (15b-16)
B Kol ... EUEV ... (17a)
Aéym yap OV ... 1 Paciieio Tod Beod (17b-18)
C Kol ... Aéyov (19a)
70 VIEP HUAV (19b)
D Kai ... Aéyov (20a)
TO VREP DUDV (20b)

He finds a symmetrical “doublet” between the pairs AB and CD, while AB refers to the kingdom of
God and CD refers to the redemption: A, B read einev, and C, D read Aéyov; A, B read Aéym yép Opiv,
and C, D read 10 vnep dudv (Cooper, 1962:44-45). Based on this structure, Cooper argues the longer
text keeps the inner unity, therefore supports its genuineness.

Arthur Voobus (1968:457-463) focuses on the literary order of the Lukan account compared to
the Markan order. He observes that in Mark, Judas is singled out as a traitor before the Last Supper, but
in Luke Judas’ episode is recorded after the Supper. Vodbus interprets this as a deliberate modification
by Luke to prevent the traitor from participating in the Supper. He argues the Lukan account is not a
mere recording of tradition, but a deliberate modification to urge the contemporary congregation to self-
examine themselves so that they should not lapse and backslide like the traitor (1968:459). In
consideration of the narrative flow, he prefers the shorter text as original for it arranges the discourse
on the traitor right after the bread (v.19a) omitting the second cup and the words of atonement (vv.19b-
20). He is of the opinion that the shorter reading without vv.19b-20 portrays smoother narrative flow
as v.21 beginning with an adversative conjunction mAnv and a demonstrative particle idob directly
contrasts with the community participating in the Eucharist (vv.15-19a).

Similarly, John T. Carrol sees the narrative flow is more dramatic without vv.19b-20 (2012:434,

437) and argues the non-Lukan expressions avapvnoig and kowvny owafnkn imply a later interpolation.
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Consequently, he argues vv.19b-20 is a later interpolation due to soteriological and liturgical
development.

In 1984 Jacobus H. Petzer (1984:249-252) presented a structural analysis of the accounts of the
Lord’s Supper. Before he moves onto Luke, he analyses a common structure among other accounts of
the Supper in Matthew 26:26-30, Mark 14:22-25 and 1 Corinthians 11:23-26. He suggests a common
structure (Petzer, 1984:249):

A a Gptov sign: bread/eating
b T0 CAUE LoV explanation: body

B a’ TOTHPLOV sign: cup/drinking
b’ 70 oipG LoV explanation: blood

C c 1N Pactreio Tod Beod eschatology: Kingdom

Based on this structure, Petzer finds a similar structure in Luke 22:15-20, but with two distinctive parts

(1984:250-251):

A a 70 maoyo eayelv  sign: eating (bread) (15, 16a)
b 1] Bactreiq explanation: Kingdom (16b)

B a’ 10 TOTNPLOV, T sign: drinking (cup) (17, 18a)
b’ 1N Bactieio explanation: Kingdom (18b)

A a” aptov sign: bread (19a)
b” TO CAOUA LoV explanation: body (19b)

B’ at+  motnplov sign: cup (20a)
b+  1® aipati pov explanation: blood (20b)

Considering the structure, he concludes that this symmetry of structures puts more weight on the longer
reading so that the longer reading is the original. And he conjectures the scribes have omitted the second
cup to avoid the confusion of two cups. John Nolland has taken this structural symmetry of vv.15-18
and 19-20 as the strongest argument against the shorter reading priority (1993:1041, 1056). However,
Ehrman has refuted this argument suggesting another possible structure without vv.19b-20 (1993:206-
207).

Kobus Petzer (1991:113-129) took a linguistic approach to analyse the style of Luke 22:19b-20.
He discusses linguistic features of eleven disputed words or phrases in vv.19b-20** to see whether they

accord with the Lukan style of writing, and concludes that they bear non-Lukan features (1991:120-

24 Petzer analyzes following eleven disputed words or phrases (1991:115-120): vrép Opudv (v.19, 20), udg (v.19),
avapvnoig (v.19), motmpuov (v.20), ocavtwg (v.20), petd 1o deimvijoar (v.20), demvém (v.20), the omission of the

copula (v.20), kawvog (v.20), dwabnin (v.20), éxyéw (v.20).
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121). However, Petzer, not neglecting the possibility that Luke 22:17-19a may also bear non-Lukan
features, discusses five disputed words in vv.17-19a,> and concludes these words also bear similar
non-Lukan features. Then he discusses the styles of possible sources of the Lukan account to see
whether they keep their authors’ style in their institution account, or they also bear non-authorial styles:
in Matthew 26:26-29 he discusses nine readings?® and finds no non-Matthean feature; in Mark 14:22-
25 he discusses eight readings?’ and finds six possible non-Markan features; and in 1 Corinthians
11:23b-26 he discusses ten readings® and finds eight possible non-Pauline features. Petzer sees these
disaccording features as coming from some source while the language and style are kept. Based on
these observations, he concludes all the institution narratives originated from a common source or at
least from sources that closely resemble one another. Then he adds, the linguistic discordance is not
sizeable enough to conclude that Luke 22:19b-20 has a non-Lukan origin.

Luke T. Johnson (1991:623-630) took a similar approach considering some non-Lukan features
in the longer text: nineteen Greek words in agreement with 1 Corinthians 11:24-26; three evident

Hebraisms;?’

and a different order from other Synoptic accounts. Then he refers to a parallel account
found in Epiphanius (Panarion, 30.22.4-5) and argues that Epiphanius’ parallel account to Luke
provides both historical and lexical evidence for the Hebrew source. He concludes the longer text
reflects a longer Hebrew tradition of Jesus’ final Passover, slightly reinforced with some additions of

v.18 and Pauline Passover tradition (1991:625).

25 These five words are (1991:121-122): 8&yopan (v.17), motipiov (v.17), edyapiotém (v.17), yévnuo (v.18),
aumelog (v.18).

26 Petzer discusses nine words or phrases in Matthew 26:26-29 (1991:123-124): edyapiotém (v.27), Swadrkn
(v.28), éxyém (v.28), eig doeowv apaptidv (v.28), an’ apti (v.29), yévnua (v.29), durehog (v.29), kowvdg (v.29),
&v 11] Paciieiq 10D maTpdg (v.29). Among these he finds three possible non-Matthean features (e0yopiotém, Ekyt®
and an’ dptu), but he sees them as parallel expressions of which Matthew does not often use.

27 Petzer discusses eight words or phrases in Mark 14:22-25 (1991:124-125): edyapiotém (v.23), S1adrkn (v.24),
g€ (v.24), Omep moAA®V (v.24), yévnua (v.25), dureiog (v.25), thig Muépog €keivng (v.25), kawvdg (v.25).
Among these he sees dabnkm, €xyém, yévnua, dumeioc, the grammatical use of kawvdg, and VEP MOAADV as
possible non-Markan features.

28 Petzer discussed ten words or expressions 1 Corinthians 11:23b-26 (1991:125-126): Ao (v.24), pov (v.24),
avapvnoig (v.24), ocodtag (v.25), Hetd 1o demvijoat (v.25), demvéw (v.25), Aéyav (v.25), kavdg (v.25), dodig
gav (v.25, 26), dxpt ob (v.26). Among these he sees avapvnoic, Seumvém, Aywv, 6caKic v, kKAGw, the position
of pov, peta 1o dewmvijoat, the way kawvdg is used, as non-Pauline features.

2 Johnson finds three Hebraisms: kai &yéveto (v.14), dmBopig Enedounca (v.15), and od yevipatog tiic dumédov
(v.18). He argues kol €yéveto derives from Hebrew, émBopia énebounca reflects the Hebrew infinitive absolute,

and od yevrjuartog ti|g duméAov reflects Isaiah 32:12 (1991:624n41).
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2.4.4 Studies by Bart D. Ehrman

Since the discovery of P”, scholarly arguments seemed to have tilted towards the longer reading, but
Ehrman (1993) presents another turning point in the argument. Starting with a discussion about the
legitimacy of the “Western non-interpolations,” he claims this problem is so complex so that external
arguments cannot conclude the problem, and moves to the intrinsic and transcriptional probabilities.
With respect to the intrinsic probabilities, he firstly gives three examples of non-Lukan linguistic
features®® and insists that the uniqueness of these words only found in Luke 22:19b-20 must not be
overlooked. He then highlights the atonement theology these words carry and argues that this theology
does not correspond to the theology the rest of the Luke carries.’! Here, Ehrman makes a specific
discussion about Acts 20:28, which is often brought up as an example of Lukan atonement theology
(Kimbell, 2014:53-58; et al.). Contra arguments associating Acts 20:28 with the Pauline theology of
atonement while focusing on the phrase mepiemomjoato 1 tod aipatog Tod idiov, he argues
neplemomoonto does not imply Jesus’ self-giving act as an atoning sacrifice, but God’s action using
Jesus’ blood to acquire the church. He interprets this phrase in light of Acts 5:28 that the blood of Jesus
works as a medium to arouse the cognizance of guilt which leads one to repentance (1993:202).

Then he moves on to the discussion about the structure of Luke 22:15-20. He recalls Petzer’s
structure, a bipartite quadruple ‘sign-explanation’ pairs (1984:250-251), and evaluates it to be less
appropriate as Ehrman considers v.19a to be a leading clause for the following pericope (vv.19a, 21-
22) instead of being a closing clause of the institution (vv.15-18). He suggests an alternative parallel

structure (1993:206-207):

A a 70 Aoy (15)
b Aéy® yap VUV ... év 1] Pacireiq Tod Beod (16)
B a’ 70 TOTHPLOV (17)
b’ Aéym yap OUiv ... 1 Paciieio Tod Beod (18)
A’ a” TODTO 0TIV TO CAOUA LoV (19a)
b” TV ... TapadiddvTog (21)
B’ at 0 v10g Tod avOpdTov (22a)
b+  wAny ... mopadidotal (22b)

30 Ehrman picks up three cases: Vnép Oudyv, dvauvnoty, and ko S100fkm (1996:199). It seems Ehrman has
chosen the most obvious three out of eleven cases discussed by Petzer (1991:120-121).

31" Arguing against the atonement theology, Ehrman brings up examples of Luke’s usage of biblical sources while
omitting the idea of atonement (Ehrman, 1996:199-203): Acts 8:32-33 quoting Isaiah 53:7-8 omitting v.5 of 10;
Luke 22:27 compared to Mark 10:45 (Aland, 1996:354); Luke 23:45 compared to Mark 15:38-39; Luke 23:47
compared to Mark 15:39.
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Ehrman argues this structure reveals Jesus’ fate in light of the coming Kingdom of God, the fate of
Jesus’ disciples who would partake of this meal with him, and the martyrdom due to the betrayal
(1993:207).

Lastly, Ehrman focuses on the transcriptional probabilities and insists that there is no possible
explanation for the shorter text if the longer text is original. Based on the argument that Luke has
eliminated the theology of atonement, he argues the shorter reading would have been useful for the
proto-orthodox Christians of the second century who wanted to emphasise the martyrdom of Jesus, but
later it would have been an obstacle for orthodox Christians who needed to stress against the docetists
that Christ had experienced a real passion in his body being broken and his blood being shed for the
sins of the world (1993:208-209). Ehrman concludes the Lukan account portrayed his own
understanding of Jesus’ last meal and death, but later Christians needed to emphasise Jesus’ death as an
atoning sacrifice, therefore interpolated the familiar institution narrative reflected in 1 Corinthians
11:24-25.

Ehrman’s arguments from theological, structural and transcriptional aspects drew consent from
recent prominent scholars (Elliott, 1994:405-406; Parker, 1994:704-708; Hernandez, Jr., 2012:133-134;
et al.), and especially Parker who sees the longer text as a later harmonisation (1997:154-155)

repeatedly made a compliment to Ehrman’s arguments (1994:707; 1997:156).

2.4.5 Studies concerning transcriptional probabilities

A preliminary study taking the socio-historical aspect into account was started in 1984 by George Rice.
A fundamental assumption behind this approach is that the scribe(s) of the prototype of the “Western”
texts have altered the text, especially the “Western non-interpolations,” in reaction to the religious or
social circumstances they had faced. Rice takes the “Western non-interpolations” as a group of
alterations through which a single editorial concern penetrates.* In order to conjecture the scribe’s
intention, Rice investigates the additions, omissions, and substitutions in the resurrection accounts
(Luke 23:53-24:41) and discusses possible causes for each alteration. He argues the additions and
omissions of Codex Bezae present reasons for the unbelief of the apostles, i.e., supplying defense for
their faith. Based on his observations he concludes the “Western” texts have altered the longer
Alexandrian text to provide a defense of the apostolate (1984:1-15). His attempt to discover a

theological tendency should be commended. However, its limited extent to Luke 23:53-24:41

32 Such a view taking the “Western non-interpolations” as a group of alterations with an editorial concern is
common to the scholars using socio-historical approaches (See below for other scholars). On the contrary, scholars
like Klyne Snodgrass sees the “Western non-interpolations” as scattered individuals which have occurred by

accidents or for different reasons respectively (1972:369-379).
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comparing only two manuscripts, B and D as representatives for each text-type resulted in a rough
conjecture.*® Moreover, his selective use of the textual alterations, not only using the singular readings
of Codex Bezae or the alterations common to other “Western” manuscripts but also taking into account
the alterations attested by “non-Western” Greek manuscripts,* have resulted in some speculations.
Mikeal C. Parsons, in his discussion about the influence of P” on the “Western non-
interpolations,” highlights the manuscript tradition in which two distinguished text-types have been
preserved. He ascribes such a well-preserved tradition to the result of deliberate scribal activity, i.e., a
theological tendency of P” or Codex Bezae (1986:469). In order to make a precise argument about

scribal intention, Parsons claims to use singular readings:

In this regard, singular readings, that is, readings found in only one Greek manuscript, are most useful.
Because of the early date of P, we may expect to find fewer true singular readings. Singular readings
constitute only a relative category at best, since new manuscript discoveries could remove the
“singularity” of any reading (cf. P’ and B). Of secondary importance, but important nonetheless, are all
other variants, subsingular and insignificant, which should be examined in the light of the broader
theological context. In addition, harmonisations with passages in the other Gospels, vocabulary
preferences, changes toward concise expression, additions for clarification, significant sense changes,
and changes in word order, all contribute to the understanding of scribal purposes and theological

tendencies (Parsons, 1986:470).

Contrary to Rice, Parsons focuses on the singular and subsingular readings of P”°;* and claims
P” to have Christological interests. He then takes into account a geographical reference to the discovery

of P”, arguing Abu Mana is close enough to the place where Nag Hammadi codices were found. From

33 On top of that, Mikeal C. Parsons presents a critical comment that, in order to be convinced, Rice should have
examined the entire Synoptics in Codex Bezae (1986:471).

3% This tendency is repeatedly found along his arguments: the omission of é€ fiu®v in Luke 24:22 is also attested
by “non-Western” manuscripts (0211, 157, et al.); in Luke 24:24 the substitution of e{dopev for €idov is attested
by only two “Western” manuscripts (d and e) while the “Western” manuscripts (a, aur, b, c, f, ff2, 1, r!) read
viderunt; the substitution of v fjudv kexoAdppevn for Hudv kotopévn v in Luke 24:32 is also attested by Coptic
Sahidic; the addition of Avmodpevor in Luke 24:33 is attested only by partial “Western” manuscripts (¢ristes in ¢
and e; contristati in d) and by Coptic Sahidic while a, aur, b, f, ff2, | and r' omit; the substitution of Aéyovteg for
Aéyovtag is again attested by “non-Western” manuscripts (1200, ef al.) and various Syriac versions; the omission
of kol Aéyel antoic iprjvn Vv is again attested by partial “Western” manuscripts (omission in a, b, d, ff2, I and
r'; et dixit illis: Pax vobiscum in c; et dicit eis: Pax vobis in aur; et dixit eis: Pax vobis in f); he leaves out two
“Western non-interpolations” in Luke 24:51-52. Consequently, it is hard to see Rice’s argument as purely based
on Codex Bezae or the “Western” witnesses.

35 Parsons takes some examples of singular and subsingular readings in Luke and John (1986:472-475): Luke

16:30; 16:19; 9:34; 22:47; 9:48; 11:31; 23:3; 24:26; John 2:15; 8:57; 6:19.
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this, he conjectures the scribe of P” should be concerned with the problem of Christian Gnosticism,
especially with regard to the resurrection of Jesus. On top of that, he applies this presumption to the
“Western non-interpolations” and concludes P” has altered the text for polemical purposes to
accentuate an already exalted Christology.>® Parsons here omits the discussion about Luke 22:19b-20,
however, he has formerly clarified that Luke 22:19b-20 is to “be explained as a theological Tendenz on
the part of P”* or Codex D” (1986:469). Therefore, it can be deduced that he supports the shorter reading
as original and sees Luke 22:19b-20 as a deliberate interpolation on polemical grounds against
Gnosticism.

Parsons has improved Rice’s method by taking singular and subsingular readings into account.
However, he does not state which or how many manuscripts have been taken into account while
collating manuscripts to identify singular or subsingular readings. Consequently, there are many
inadequate judgements in Parsons’ argument.’’” Moreover, he shows a tendency to be selective while
choosing singular and subsingular readings for his argument,*® and it results in some speculations.

Michael W. Martin (2005:269-294) is another scholar who sees the “Western non-interpolations”
as a group of alterations by a single post-orthodox scribe with a certain theological motive. He begins

with a discussion about the arguments of his predecessors, Parsons and Ehrman.** He basically agrees

36 Persons classifies the “Western non-interpolations” into three categories (1986:476-477): (1) the emphasis on
the empty tomb and the resurrection in Luke 24:3 and 6 showing some relation to Matthew (or Mark); (2) apostolic
witnesses to the risen Lord in Luke 24:12, 36, and 40 showing dependence on John; (3) highlights on the exaltation
of Christ in Luke 24:51 and 52.

37 As Parsons formerly insisted, “Singular readings constitute only a relative category” (1986:470), decisions on
singular readings may be influenced by adding a manuscript. Consider a certain reading was declared singular, if
a new manuscript with the same reading which has not been used for manuscript collation is added to the collation,
that reading becomes no longer a singular reading. Therefore, it is important to state which manuscripts have been
used so that no confusion may occur due to the limitation on the number of manuscripts. Such confusion seems
to occur along the arguments where Parsons claims to be singular or subsingular, but it cannot actually be seen as
singular or subsingular: the omission of avtovg in Luke 9:34 is not singular nor subsingular as it is attested by
many Greek manuscripts (P45, 02, 032, 038, 04, 05, 18, 2860, et al.); the substitution in Luke 22:47 is attested by
035, 036, 16, 475, 1579; the transposition in Luke 9:48 is attested by D, 1, 6, 118, 131, 205, 209, 579, 726, 827,
et al.; the substitution in Luke 11:31 is attested by P45, 1424, d; the omission in Luke 23:3 is attested by 047, 6,
60, 544, 1685 and many Latin manuscripts. Parsons claims these readings to be singular or subsingular, but there
are way too many witnesses to let them be singular or subsingular.

38 Fee lists 49 singular readings and 36 subsingular readings of P7 in Luke (Epp & Fee, 1993:262). However,
Parson has listed only 10 readings from Luke and 3 readings from John (1986:472-475).

39 Parsons sees the “Western non-interpolations” as a group of alterations having Christological concern, viz.
anti-Gnostic Tendenz (1986:463-479). Ehrman, although he argues the “Western non-interpolations” should be
treated case-by-case as individual, narrows down Parsons’ theory by placing the “Western non-interpolations” in

a sub-category of Gnosticism, viz. anti-docetic Tendenz (Martin, 2005:288-290).
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with Parsons that the “Western non-interpolations” bear a Christological concern, viz. anti-Gnosticism,
but then he takes a sub-category different from Ehrman who argued for anti-docetic motive, viz. anti-
separationist Tendenz.*® Like Parsons, Martin does not discuss much about Luke 22:19b-20, however,
it can be deduced that he supports the shorter reading as original for he sees Luke 22:19b-20 as a
deliberate interpolation on polemical grounds against separationism.

Whereas Rice, Parsons, and Martin have focused on a theological unity of the “Western non-
interpolations,” Bradley S. Billings (2006a; 2006b) focuses on the socio-historical context of Codex
Bezae in which the scribe might have altered the text. Before he enters the main thesis, he briefly
overviews the precedent text-critical, linguistic and source-critical, and theological arguments and
acknowledges that there are non-Lukan features in Luke 22:19b-20. However, he argues these non-
Lukan features might have derived from a traditional liturgical formula, therefore suggests the longer
text priority (2006a, 509-512; 2006b:22-60). He then focuses on the socio-historical context of the early
Christianity, especially on the accusations brought against Christian meal practices (Pliny, Epistulae
10.96; Hippolytus, Apostolic Tradition 23; Tertullian, De anima 9; De corona militis 3; Ad uxorem 2.4-
5; Tacitus, Annales 14.17; 15.44). Billings places the context of Codex Bezae along this stream of social
accusations and apology (Justin Martyr, First Apology 26; Theophilus, Ad Autolycus 3.4-15; Tertullian,
Ad nationes 1.7; Apologeticum 7; Minucius Felix, Octavius 7-9; Melito, Petition; Eusebius, Historia
Ecclesiastica 4.26; Tatian, Oratio ad Graecos 25; Lactantius, Institutiones Divinae 7.26; Athenagoras,
Legatio pro Christianis 31-35; Origen, Contra Celsum 6.27) and argues the most prominent reason for
the persecution against Christians in the second century was the meal practices of the Christian
community, which was misunderstood or misappropriated as cannibalism (2006a:515-518). With
reference to Eusebius (Historia Ecclesiastica 5.1-3) he finally suggests that the intense local persecution
of Lyons in 177 C.E. could be a possible socio-historical context of the prototype of Codex Bezae and
other “Western” manuscripts (2006a:523-524), and that a scribe of the “Western” prototype, who
wanted to protect the church from the persecution, leaving only up to the beginning of the Eucharistic
formula (v.19a: todt6 €otv 1O odud pov), deliberately omitted the problematic words (vv.19b-20)
which might have provoked social accusations (2006a:525-526).

Whereas Billings finds a reason for the shorter recension from an apologetic context, Tim Carter
(2010:550-582) finds a reason from a heretical context, viz. Marcionites’ recension. His argument is
based on a fundamental assumption that the “Western non-interpolations” in Luke are revised by a

single person or a certain community. Consequently, he holds the “Western non-interpolations” to bear

40 Martin suggests three reasons (2005:291-293): (1) the concentration of eight “Western non-interpolations” in
the resurrection account makes more sense as an anti-separationist polemic; (2) the phrase “Lord Jesus” in Luke
24:3 is an affirmation of the post-resurrection unity and materiality of the divinity and the humanity, thus it is
more likely to be anti-separationist Tendenz; (3) the addition of a phrase “And they worshiped him” in 24:52

accentuates the divinity of Jesus, thus it is more suited for combating separationism than docetism.
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a common theological interest and observes seven out of eight shorter readings*' occur in the
resurrection narrative, and these seven passages are concerned with the body of Jesus. In order to justify
his argument, he makes a comparison between Marcionite readings*> and P on Luke 24:39, which he
regards as “a window into the text of Marcion’s gospel, his practice of editing Luke, and his Christology”

(Carter, 2010:551), and affirms Marcion made a recension*’

according to his docetic theology. Then
he compares P, D, and Marcionite text, and suggests that Marcion is responsible for the alterations
found in the “Western” text. Consequently, Carter sees the omission of Luke 22:19b-20 as a Marcionite
alteration. Referring to Tertullian’s Adversus Marcionem 111.8.5 and 1V.40.4-5, he finds a reason for
which Marcionites might have wanted to omit the second cup: “A reference to Jesus’ blood does not sit

easily with a docetic Marcionite Christology” (2010:577).

2.5 Summary

Luke 22:19b-20 is one of the most challenging problems in the New Testament textual criticism. It has
a very complex history of transmission with six different readings in consideration. The reversed
tendency of the “Western” manuscripts in nine “Western non-interpolations” brings difficulty despite
the overwhelming number of the manuscripts attesting the longer reading. Both the longer and the
shorter readings are dated as early as the second century, and patristic evidence can be interpreted for
either side. Therefore, most scholars agree that the external evidences are not enough to resolve this
problem. Some scholars have tried to tackle this problem on intrinsic aspects considering linguistic
styles or literary structures. However, interpretation of non-Lukan features in vv.19b-20 diverged, and
different structures with or without vv.19b-20 were suggested. Consequently, modern scholars tend to
focus on the transcriptional probabilities, especially on the “Western non-interpolations” as a group.
This approach helps to identify the theological tendency of scribes. However, this approach still needs
elaborative development based on full manuscript collation and a complete list of the variation-units.

Considering the works of predecessors, it seems that they have left some tasks to the successors: a

41 Carter identifies the seven readings in four scenes (2010:567): the body of Jesus missing from the tomb (Luke
24:3, 6, 12); Jesus appears to greet his disciples (Luke 24:36); Jesus lets his disciples touch his hands and feet
(Luke 24:40); Jesus’ ascension to heaven prompts the disciples to worship (Luke 24:51-52).

42 Carter presents three main sources for Marcionite Gospel of Luke (2010:553-554): Tertullian’s Adversus
Marcionem IV.43.6 and De carne Christi 5.9 (pre-220 C.E.); Adamantius’ Dialogue on the True Faith in God 5.1
and 5.12 (290-300 C.E.); and Epiphanius’ Pananon 42 and Scholion 78 (272-337 C.E.).

43 Carter compares Marcion’s Luke 24:39 reconstructed from Tertullian and Epiphanius, with Ignatius’ quotation
of Luke 24:39 from Letter to the Smyrnaeans 3.1-2, and concludes that Ignatius testifies to a pre-Marcionite
version of Luke 24:39, which records the fleshly nature of Jesus (2010:561-565). Consequently, it attests that

Marcion has revised the earlier text according to his theology.
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thorough collation of the entire Lukan manuscripts; a fine evaluation of the “Western non-
interpolations”; and a thorough study of variations of the “Western” texts from the majority texts.
Combining the external and transcriptional probabilities, these can reveal a possible genealogy of the
manuscripts and theological tendencies of scribes of each manuscript. This leads to the decision about

methodology in the next chapter.
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Chapter 3. Methodology

3.1 Introduction

During the past 100 years, many scholars have tried to solve the textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20,
but there have been limitations due to resources and text-critical methods. The days of Westcott-Hort
was the time when the Textus Receptus was just overcome, and the principles of textual criticism were
developing. Since then, there has been progress in resources and methodology, but they have not been
appropriately applied to this textual problem. This chapter will first discuss the limitations of the

previous methods, and then propose an application of a more advanced method.

3.2 Limitations of the previous methods

Westcott-Hort’s systematic principles of textual criticism had a significant influence on modern critical
editions. Most editions after the Westcott-Hort derive text-critical principles and methodologies from
Westcott-Hort’s work. Since then, on the one hand, there has been significant advances concerning the
number of manuscripts. Over 90 papyri, over 290 uncials, over 2,800 minuscules, almost 2,300
lectionaries, and over tens of thousands of versional manuscripts and patristic quotations were
discovered since Westcott-Hort’s work (Clarke, 1997:35-36).** On the other hand, however, it has been
questioned by many scholars how much methodological advance has been made (Epp, 1974; 1980;
Hurtado, 1999; Wasserman, 2013:581-582).% The text-type theory has developed very little since
Johann A. Bengel (1687-1752), and it is still used by some scholars, especially among the majority
reading advocates (Parker, 2008:172-174; Wallace, 2013). In consideration of the manuscripts, most
scholars have gradually concluded that no single manuscript or a group of manuscripts preserve the
original. Therefore, they claimed to pursue the original text in variant-by-variant analysis rather than to
consider an individual manuscript or a text-type to be preserving the original text. Consequently, most
scholars rely on the eclectic method, either through reasoned eclecticism or thoroughgoing eclecticism

(Epp & Fee 1993:124-173; Elliot 2013:745-770; Holmes 2013:771-802). The most widely used critical

4 Westcott-Hort did not mention any papyrus in his work but only used 45 uncials and about 150 minuscules
(Westcott-Hort, 1881).

4 In 1974, Epp pointed out five areas of deficiency in text-critical progress (Epp, 1974:387-405): (1) lack of
progress in popular critical editions; (2) lack of progress towards a theory and history of the earliest New
Testament text; (3) lack of progress in major critical editions/apparatuses; (4) lack of progress in the evaluation
of readings; (5) the return of the Textus Receptus. Six years later, Epp applied the same categories to evaluate the
contemporary textual criticism and finds some progress in popular critical editions and in textual theories.

However, he concludes a more solid foundation is necessary (Epp, 1980:135-151).
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edition, Nestle-Aland, from the 26™ edition onwards adopted the reasoned eclectic method, which the
Alands called the local-genealogical method (Aland & Aland, 1979:42-43). However, it has been
pointed out that eclecticism is only a temporary solution to the basic problems in the New Testament

textual criticism (Epp, 1976:256). More than half a century ago, Clark evaluated eclecticism as follows:

It is the only procedure available to us at this stage, but it is very important to recognize that it is a
secondary and tentative method. It is not a new method nor a permanent one; it does not supplant the
more thorough procedure of Westcott and Hort but only supplants it temporarily. The eclectic method
cannot by itself create a text to displace Westcott-Hort and its offspring. It is suitable only for exploration
and experimentation. ... The eclectic method, by its very nature, belongs to a day like ours in which we
know only that the traditional theory of the text is faulty but cannot yet see clearly to correct the fault
(Clark, 1956:37-38).

Modern scholars largely agree with this statement while acknowledging the limitations of eclecticism
(Epp & Fee, 1993:36; Clarke, 1997:46; Hull Jr., 2010:146). The Alands once claimed in their first
edition of Der Text des Neuen Testaments that their edition (i.e., NA26) contained the “Standard Text”
(1981:25, 34-35), but gradually acknowledged the limitation.*® Consequently, the editorial committee
has adopted the Coherence-Based Genealogical Method (CBGM) and the results of the Editio Critica
Maior (ECM), which uses the CBGM to trace the genealogy of the manuscripts. From NA28 onwards
the Nestle-Aland is being revised based on the results of the ECM.#’

Due to the development of technology since the twenty-first century, New Testament textual
criticism is rapidly transforming. The text-type theory has been refined as text-groups based on mutual
relationship between manuscripts (Epp, 2013:519-577; Parker, 2008:165-174, 305-308; Wasserman &
Gurry, 2017:7-10; Epp & Fee (eds.), 1993). Instead of using the test passages (Teststellen) only,* the

46 Tt has been repeatedly pointed out that the Alands’ manuscript classification and the Five Categories reflect
inconsistency (Epp, 1989:224-228; Ehrman, 1989:381-384; Metzger & Ehrman, 2005:238). Categories I to III
rely on the quality of manuscripts, whereas Categories IV and V rely on the text-types (D and Byzantine).

LENT3

Similarly, with the classification, three classes —“free text,” “normal text,” and “strict text”— uses the quality of
transmission whereas the fourth class —“D-text”— is just a text-type. The Alands classify and categorise the
manuscripts according to textual proximity to the New Testament autograph for which they use the classification
and the categories. This is a circular argument.

47 NA28 adopted the results of the ECM: IV. The Catholic Letters (2013) and revised the Catholic Letters (2012).
Now, NA29 is waiting for the revision while adopting the result of the ECM: III. The Acts of the Apostles (2018).
It is currently scheduled to be published in 2020/2021. The ECM project is planned to be completed by 2030. In
the meantime, Nestle-Aland edition will continually be revised according to the result of the ECM until the
publication of a new hand edition planned for 2032 (Parker, 2012:111-112).

4 Text und Textwert der griechischen Handschriften des Neuen Testaments series use the “test passages

(Teststellen).” This method is useful to distinguish obvious text-types such as Byzantine tradition. However, it
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whole manuscript can be collated to build up genealogical stemma. However, text-critical studies on
individual passages have not yet followed up the developed methods. In the case of Luke 22:19b-20,
this passage is excluded from the Teststellen (Aland, Aland & Wachtel, 2003) due to the abnormal
characteristics of the “Western non-interpolations” compared to the other Lukan passages. According
to Parker’s report about the progress of the ECM project (2012:112), it seems the revision of the Gospel
of Luke still requires much time.* In the meantime, however, some of the developed methods can be

applied to the study of Luke 22:19b-20.

3.3 Quantitative Analysis of the manuscripts

3.3.1 Manuscript collation

Manuscript collation is the most fundamental task in textual criticism. Before doing any text-critical
study, differences between manuscripts have to be listed and analysed, and the manuscript relation has
to be established. Traditionally manuscripts were collated manually on paper against a chosen base text,
and only the differences were listed so that an editor drew attention to the variant readings as a feature
of the manuscript in relation to other manuscripts (Parker, 2008:95-101). However, the amount of the
manuscripts was beyond a surmountable quantity, so that it was impossible to draw the entire
manuscript relationship. The obvious consequences were errors and delays. Therefore, text-critical
works often depended on the estimations such as Teststellen and the profile methods (Metzger &
Ehrman, 2005:236-239). However, since the development of computing technology, full collation of
the whole manuscripts can now be made against each and every other. For the computerised collation,
the Miinster Institut and the International Greek New Testament Project (IGNTP) have been

transcribing the manuscripts into text format (XML) according to the Text Encoding Initiative (TEI)

cannot answer all the questions concerning the relationship of the manuscripts since it is based only on the “test
passages,” rather than full collations of each manuscript (Metzger & Ehrman, 2005:238, 247; Epp, 2013:548-549).
49 Parker reports, “So far only the Catholic Epistles have appeared. Work on Acts is nearing completion
[completed in 2017], John is not far behind, and Mark is in hand. Paul is beginning in Birmingham and work on
the Apocalypse has started in Wuppertal” (2012:112). Here, the absence of any comment about Matthew and
Luke implies the delayed progress of the gospels due to the delay in digitisation of manuscripts. New Testament
Virtual Manuscript Room (NTVMR) records 1775 Greek manuscripts (Liste, accessed on 23 September 2019),
but only 1.5% have been digitised so far. In order to apply CBGM, 100% of manuscripts should be digitised
before making the full collation. I inquired of professor Parker on e-mail about the progress of the digitisation of
the manuscripts of Luke and the possibility of applying CBGM on Luke. He replied, “The Miinster Institution
will be starting to make them for their edition, but not for a while as I understand it. Applying the CBGM would
require collecting the data for the whole gospel, so while this is the right approach, I’m afraid that it’s not going

to happen any time soon ...” (11 March 2019).
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standard (Parker, 2008:101-103; Houghton, 2013:31-60). Then the computerised manuscript collation
tool (CollateX, et al) is used to automatically align the manuscripts®® (Appendix 1) so that the

variations can easily be seen and compared.®!

3.3.2 Measuring the manuscript relationship

Once manuscripts have been collated, it is necessary to determine and measure the relationship between
manuscripts. The most acknowledged method for accurate measurement of manuscript relationship is
Quantitative Analysis. It measures the percentage of agreement between a pair of manuscripts at all
places of variation where both are extant and legible (viz. variation-unit). Traditionally, the quantitative
relationship was measured against a base text, usually the Stephanus edition of the Textus Receptus.
However, this way was inefficient to reflect statistically significant results.

In 1969, Emest C. Colwell and Ernest W. Tune presented a refined method of the Quantitative
Analysis. They suggested the following eight points of improvement (Colwell & Tune, 1969:56-69):
(1) a broad cross-section of manuscripts must be used which will include representatives of all text-
types; (2) the section of text used should be large enough to give several hundred places of variation—
the more, the better; (3) all the varieties of readings at the place of variation should be listed; (4) the
readings which occur commonly in manuscripts as the result of scribal error or habit should be
eliminated; (5) those places where the vast majority of manuscripts agree and each of the few
disagreeing manuscripts has a unique reading should be eliminated; (6) those places where all
manuscripts divide into groups of manuscripts which support two or more variant readings should be
considered; (7) the number of times a certain manuscript agrees with any other manuscript out of a
given number of places can be tabulated and converted into percentages; (8) these percentages represent
a reasonably accurate picture of the quantitative difference between individual manuscripts. Colwell
then suggested a quantitative definition of a text-group as “a group of manuscripts that agree more than
70% of the time and is separated by a gap about 10% from its neighbours.”

This refined method obtained much consent among the text-critical scholarship,’ and even

further refinement was made by later scholars according to their use (Fee, 1968:28-34, 42-43; Hurtado,

50" The computer only takes part to align the manuscripts, and the rest of the works are on the researcher’s hand.
An optional feature a computer can do is the normalisation process, which makes the computer ignore the
insignificant variations caused by punctuation or orthographic differences. For details, refer to Dekker (2014).

5! For detailed algorithms and applications of CollateX, refer to Dekker and Nury (Dekker, et al., 2014; Nury,
2018).

52 Most recently, Quantitative Analysis was adopted in CBGM for the first step to find the pre-genealogical
coherence. The percentage of agreement between manuscripts sketches manuscript relationships. For details, refer

to Wasserman & Gurry (2017:27-28, 37-58) and Gerd Mink (2011:144, 157-158).
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1981:67-84, 86-88). Quantitative Analysis involves a number of important features —variation-unit,
significant and insignificant readings, and singular readings. Before any analysis, these features should

be taken into consideration.

3.3.2.1 Variation-unit

Variation-unit is a fundamental concept in modern textual criticism. This idea was introduced by
Colwell and Tune, referring to each section or length of the text within which manuscripts present at
least two variant forms (Colwell, 1969:97). This term was more precisely defined by Epp as a “segment
of text where our Greek manuscripts present at least two variant forms and where, after insignificant
readings have been excluded, each variant form has the support of at least two manuscripts” (Epp &
Fee, 1993:50). This means the variants are not counted word by word but in a unit. A continuous
variation between any two manuscripts is counted as a single difference so that all agreements or
disagreements are equally treated (Appendix 1).

Quantitative Analysis is concerned with variation-units. In other words, it deals only those places
where textual variations occur, since those places where all manuscripts agree do not provide any
information about the proximity between manuscripts. Thus, Quantitative Analysis measures the ratio
of a number of variation-units containing any variation, out of a total number of variation-units in which
two manuscripts are involved.

However, there is an important procedure before deciding the variation-units. This is to decide

which variants are to be taken into consideration and which variants should be excluded from counting.

3.3.2.2 Significant readings and insignificant readings

Since the collection of the Greek manuscripts began in the sixteenth century, over 5,800 Greek New
Testament manuscripts have been identified so far, and the number is still increasing.>> What makes
the situation worse is the fact that none of the manuscripts preserves readings identical to others.
Consequently, there are plenty of places at which manuscripts differ from others. If all these differences
were counted as variation-units, it would be inefficient in evaluating the percentage of agreement since
a significant portion of the differences among manuscripts resulted from unconscious errors. Therefore,
all variants should be distinguished either into significant readings or insignificant readings.

In New Testament textual criticism, a significant reading is defined as a meaningful or useful

reading for understanding the nature and characteristic of an individual manuscript and the scribe(s) of

33 The Liste in the New Testament Virtual Manuscript Room catalogues 140 papyri, 323 uncials, 2951 minuscules,

and 2484 lectionaries [2019, September 27].
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the manuscript. In contrast, an insignificant reading is defined as an inappropriate, inadequate, or
inconclusive reading for text-critical tasks (Epp & Fee, 1993:57). Colwell and Tune classified three
types of insignificant readings: nonsense readings, dislocated readings, and singular readings (Colwell
& Tune, 1969:100-105). A nonsense reading is a reading that fails to make sense due to lexical or
grammatical fault made during the transmission. A dislocated reading involves unintentional scribal
errors such as haplography, dittography, harmonisation, hearing errors, transposition of letters, or
homoeoteleuton. These are the readings that make sense but can be demonstrated and traced with
reasonable certainty to be a scribal error. An expansion of this criterion is the orthographic changes
made by scribes: itacism, nu-movables, and abbreviations such as nomina sacra. Consequently, all other

variants fall into the category of significant readings.

3.3.2.3 Singular readings

The last criterion for insignificant readings is the singular reading. It is a reading found only in a single
manuscript without any support from others. In other words, it is a unique reading preserved by a single
manuscript. Singular readings are not genetically or genealogically significant since it is virtually
impossible for singular readings to preserve the original reading. Furthermore, they cannot be used in
comparison with other manuscripts to draw a genealogical relationship since singular readings are
unique readings. Therefore, singular readings should be excluded from the data for Quantitative
Analysis.

However, singular readings bear historical or theological importance as a window through which
the context and the possible intention of the scribal alteration can be reconstructed (Colwell, 1969:116-
124; Ehrman, 1993; 2013:803-825). After excluding nonsense singular readings, all other features —
orthographic differences, scribal corrections, harmonisations, and various alterations— can be

considered to reflect scribal habit and ideology.

3.4 Research method

3.4.1 Research procedures

The primary purpose of this study is to decide whether the shorter or the longer reading is more original
by tracing theological tendencies of the manuscript containing the shorter reading. The long history of
discussion on this problem has shown the difficulty of making a decision since most arguments
approached this problem in a narrow scope while isolating this passage from other “Western non-

interpolations” or, from other significant variants. Methodological development within textual criticism
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has convinced scholars that textual problems require a broad scope of study, that is, the full collation of
all and the entire manuscripts and analyses based on this thorough collation.

This study presupposes that the longer or the shorter reading is a result of deliberate scribal
alteration and that there was some theological context behind the scribe’s intention. And this intention
may be revealed by the full collation of the manuscripts of Luke. The differences between manuscripts
will reveal possible traces of scribal intention. Among the variants, this study will particularly focus on
the singular readings of Codex Bezae since the most apparent alterations which convey the scribe’s
intention are the singular readings, and Codex Bezae has peculiarities which may draw a more vivid
picture of the context.>* Therefore, this study requires the following tasks:

Firstly, all manuscripts of Luke should be collated, and variation-units should be decided with
significant readings only. Here, insignificant readings —nonsense readings, dislocated readings,
orthographic differences, and singular readings— should be excluded from the decision of the
variations-units since they do not provide information about genealogical relationships. For the
manuscript collation, CollateX will be used for the automated alignment of the manuscripts with the
manuscript transcriptions from the New Testament Virtual Manuscript Room (NTVMR), maintained
by Institut fiir Neutestamentliche Textforschung (INTF), and the Center for New Testament Restoration
(CNTR).

Secondly, it is important to group manuscripts according to proximity and to isolate the
manuscripts supporting the shorter reading. Quantitative Analysis will draw the percentage of
agreement between the manuscripts. The mutual relationship of all manuscripts should be calculated
based on the ratio of the total number of variation-units to the number of variation-units showing mutual
agreement. After the calculation, manuscripts should be grouped according to Colwell’s guideline of
over 70% agreement with a 10% gap from the neighbours.

Thirdly, once the manuscripts of the shorter reading are isolated, the singular readings of the
manuscripts should be studied in comparison with the other manuscripts, preferably P” or B, the earliest
manuscripts supporting the longer reading. This comparative study will draw a theological tendency of

the scribe(s) of the shorter or the longer text.

3.4.2 Research extent and limitation

In text-critical studies, making a full collation of all existing manuscripts is always a preferable

foundational task. However, this task was far from reaching the goal before the development of

54 Conversely, it is also possible to study the alterations of a representative manuscript of the longer reading, for
example, P”>. But it is not an efficient way since such manuscript may not clearly expose its theological motivation
p y ptmay Yy exp g

as explicitly as a manuscript containing many unique readings, such as Codex Bezae.
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automated collations, and the full collations of most of the New Testament books are still remaining as
an ongoing task. INTF is putting significant effort into the complete digitisation of the entire manuscript
collection, but it is only at an elementary stage.”> Therefore it is impossible at the current stage to make
a full collation based on the entire manuscripts of Luke. However, it is still possible to draw a significant
analysis from the transcribed pages so far. Most important manuscripts of the early period up to the
ninth century have been transcribed, and the IGNTP has published a series of critical editions of Luke
(1984 & 1987), which presents an extensive critical apparatus of Luke. This study will use the
transcriptions of INTF and CNTR for the manuscript collation (Appendix 2), then use IGNTP apparatus
(Appendix 3) to refine the variation-units and to pick over the singular readings. Although the number
of transcriptions is not much compared to the massive volume of works, their coverage is extensive
from the earliest period to the fourteenth century, and most manuscripts after the ninth century preserve
the almost identical Byzantine text-type. Therefore, the combination of the transcribed manuscripts and
the IGNTP apparatus will provide a reasonably reliable amount of data so that the weight of the data
for this study is significant enough to draw some conclusion though it will require some refinement

later on.

3.4.3 Basic assumptions and simplifications

A full collation of the entire manuscripts is a desirable method to draw an accurate manuscript
relationship and to study the singular readings. Computerisation made the task simpler, but it still
requires refinement of methodology and further improvement in manuscript theories. Therefore, it is

unavoidable to make some hypotheses.

55 NTVMR reports current progress of the manuscript digitisation as follows:

Mss Type Transcription Indexed pages Imaged pages
Pavvri 85.51% 84.04% 86.90%
Py (1,286/1,504) (1,264/1,504) (1,307/1,504)
NS 39.04% 80.76% 96.24%
juseu (10,383/26,599) (21,481/26,599) (25.598//26,599)
Minuscules 4.95% 19.39% 93.14%
useu (65,020/1,312,220) (254,478/1,312,220) (1,222,185/1,312,220)
N 0.22% 1.41% 35.43%
(1,752/795,563) (11,206/795,563) (281,866/795,563)
Total 3.67% 13.50% 71.68%
(78,441/2,135,886) (288,429/2,135,886) (1,530,956/2,135,886)

*Numbers indicate the catalogued pages
http://ntvmr.uni-muenster.de/home [2019, October 1]
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3.4.3.1 The extent of collation

There has been a debate about the extent of variants to count for the collation. Whereas Colwell
suggested counting significant readings (1969:100), Gordon D. Fee insisted on including all variations
except orthographic changes and weighing the agreements after the counting (1968:28), and Moisés
Silva insisted that all variants must be taken into account (1992:23-24). Klaus Wachtel agreed with
Silva and argued that objectivity could only be reached with all available evidence taken into account
(2003:39). However, Epp pointed against Silva and Wachtel that when all witnesses are included, the
results were skewed toward looser relationships among the early witnesses (2013:548). If all variants
are taken into account through Quantitative Analysis, the percentage of agreement will noticeably drop
since it will amplify the difference made by scribal habits (orthographic changes) or mistakes
(dislocated readings or nonsense readings). Perhaps the threshold suggested by Colwell should be
lowered below 70%, but neither Fee nor Silva has suggested another threshold. Therefore, this study
will stick to Colwell’s criteria taking significant readings into account for the collation, as it also draws

manuscript relationships fairly with the significant readings.

3.4.3.2 The extent of manuscripts

Another issue is the extent of manuscripts for the collation. Although the Greek New Testament
manuscripts are taken as primary sources, early translations are also significant to trace the original
reading. Especially, the “Western non-interpolations” are found only in a single Greek manuscript,
Codex Bezae, and all other manuscripts supporting them are the early versions in Latin and Syriac.
Ideally, all versional manuscripts should be included in the collation. But manuscript collation requires
all manuscripts to be in the same language. It would be ideal if a reverse translation into Greek could
be done, but it is far from a practical level since the early translations show great fluidness in choice
and order of words. Moreover, grammatical differences in different languages make it more difficult to
trace the original style and phrasing of the Greek prototype. Therefore, it is important to decide how to
take the early versions into consideration during the study.

This study will take all singular readings of Codex Bezae into account. However, since the Old
Latin and Syriac manuscripts are important for the study of the “Western non-interpolations,” this study
will use the IGNTP apparatus (1984 & 1987) to trace the agreement at each singular reading. Where it
is necessary, the Old Latin manuscripts will be consulted from Jiilicher (1954) and the Syriac from
George A. Kiraz (1996). In this way, possible errors that might be caused due to the limitation of the
number of manuscripts will be minimised, and the actual singular readings will be left to be analysed.

Furthermore, this study will take only the New Testament manuscripts into consideration and exclude
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the patristic quotations and lectionaries since it is impossible to reconstruct or to trace the complete

manuscript behind these sources. These sources cannot be used for the full collation.

3.4.3.3 Problem of diglot

Codex Bezae is the most important witness for the “Western non-interpolations.” This diglot preserves
the text in Greek and Latin. A problem raised here is whether this diglot preserves the same tradition of
the New Testament. Parker’s study on Codex Bezae in Acts has pointed out that the bilingual tradition
of Codex Bezae is a product of several copyings by several scribes and correctors (1992:118-119), and
there are many harmonised corrections between Greek (D) or Latin (d) from either direction (Parker,
1992:165; Philip Burton, 2000:22-23). So, it is difficult to decide whether D and d have a common
ancestor, or whether one has first derived from the other and were then harmonised with each other by
later scribes. Practically, on the one hand, there are many passages on which D is attested only by d.
On the other hand, there are a number of singular readings attested only by D. In general, the text of D
shows a lot more agreement with d than with other Old Latin manuscripts. In consideration of this

observation, therefore, this study will take D and d as a single manuscript.

3.5 Summary

The textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20 raised by Westcott-Hort persisted through several generations
unsolved. There have been many attempts from different directions to solve this problem. But, due to
the limitations in the text-critical studies, the method applied to this textual problem by most scholars
remained on the Westcott-Hort approach. In the meantime, New Testament textual criticism has
developed especially since the development of computer technology. The most recent methodologies
are still developing, so it is still too early to adopt the newest methods for this study. However, some of
the approved developments, such as Quantitative Analysis can be applied. Since the shorter reading of
the Lord’s Supper is found only in Codex Bezae, this study will use Quantitative Analysis to isolate the
textual group of Codex Bezae (D-text). Then, the singular readings of Codex Bezae will be discussed

and categorised to discover any theological concern in the variation from the majority text.
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Chapter 4. Quantitative Analysis of manuscripts of Luke and the

singular readings of Codex Bezae

4.1 Introduction

The problem of the “Western non-interpolations” is entangled with the authenticity of Codex Bezae.
On the one hand, there is no other Greek New Testament manuscript that omits the “Western non-
interpolations.” On the other hand, several Latin and Syriac manuscripts omit the “Western non-
interpolations.” Since Codex Bezae shows a high percentage of contamination, it has always been in
doubt whether it might have preserved any original reading in it. In order to ascertain whether Codex
Bezae resulted from some theological bias, firstly, manuscripts in close relationship with Codex Bezae
(D-text group) should be isolated to draw their common theological concerns. Then, secondly, some
unique features of the D-text group should be studied.

For this reason, the manuscript grouping based on the mutual relationship between each
manuscript pairs is required to show whether Codex Bezae preserves a unique text or whether there is
any other manuscript in close relationship with Codex Bezae. This study has done a Quantitative
Analysis of 28 digitised manuscripts (Appendix 2) with 40 different readings.’® Therefore, this chapter
will first present the result of the Quantitative Analysis, and then group the manuscripts according to
their mutual relationship. Once the D-text group is identified, as the most prominent unique feature,

singular readings of the D-text will be picked up and categorised according to their importance.”’

4.2 Result of Quantitative Analysis

The quantitative relationship between a pair of manuscripts is the percentage of agreement between two
manuscripts at all places of variation where both are extant and legible. A high percentage implies that
two manuscripts are in close relationship. In order to group manuscripts of close relationships together,
it is efficient to list the result in order. Therefore, this study presents the lists of the quantitative

relationship for each manuscript, sorted from the highest agreement to the lowest, with the percentage

56 In addition to 28 manuscripts, this study has included NA28 for the comparison since most of the scholars and
students are familiar with the text of the Nestle-Aland series. Although it is a critical edition, it can serve as a
point of comparison.

57 From this chapter on, Greek Biblical quotations are quoted from P7>, Codex Vaticanus, or Codex Bezae. These
manuscripts neither have accents nor spaces but written in uncial. Since all these can affect the meaning of the
text, manuscripts are transcribed only with spaces for convenience. In this study, therefore, the quotations will be

used without accent.
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and the actual number of agreements. Tabulations of the statistics of the agreement in each chapter, as

well as the whole Gospel of Luke, may be consulted in Appendices 4 and 5.

Table 2. Quantitative relationship of P3

Rank P3 vs mss.® % agreement No. of agreement
1 01¢ 93,02% 40/43
2 01" 90,24% 37/41
3 NA28 81,40% 35/43
4 pP7>* 80,00% 24/30
5 P75¢ 80,00% 24/30
6 03" 79,07% 34/43
7 04" 73,33% 11/15
8 03¢ 72,09% 31/43
9 p3? 66,67% 4/6
10 032" 65,12% 28/43
11 032¢ 65,12% 28/43
12 p#* 60,00% 9/15
13 p4scC 60,00% 9/15
14 04¢ 56,25% 9/16
15 02" 51,16% 22/43
16 02¢ 51,16% 22/43
17 038" 48,84% 21/43
18 2860" 48,15% 13/27
19 2860¢ 48,15% 13/27
20 038¢ 46,51% 20/43
21 18" 44,19% 19/43
22 18¢ 44,19% 19/43
23 05" 29,27% 12/41
24 05¢ 29.,27% 12/41

Table 3. Quantitative relationship of P*

Rank P* vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 3/3
2 03" 93,94% 186/198
3 03¢ 93,43% 185/198
4 NA28 89,90% 178/198

58 Under this column, * denotes the first-hand of the manuscript and the superscript ¢ denotes the revised text by

later-hands. This applies throughout the thesis.
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5 P’ 82,86% 29/35
6 p7s¢ 82,86% 29/35
7 01" 78,87% 153/194
8 01¢ 78,57% 154/196
9 032" 73,89% 133/180
10 032¢ 73,89% 133/180
11 33 68,72% 134/195
12 04" 62,02% 80/129
13 04¢ 55,81% 72/129
14 038" 55,56% 110/198
15 038¢ 55,56% 110/198
16 2860" 51,09% 47/92
17 02" 50,51% 100/198
18 02¢ 50,51% 100/198
19 2860 50,00% 46/92
20 18¢ 47,72% 94/197
21 18" 47,21% 93/197
22 05¢ 39,33% 70/178
23 05" 38,20% 68/178
24 0312 33,33% 1/3

Table 4. Quantitative relationship of P’

Rank P7 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 p* 100,00% 3/3
2 p7* 100,00% 3/3
3 p75¢ 100,00% 3/3
4 01" 100,00% 4/4
5 01¢ 100,00% 4/4
6 03" 100,00% 4/4
7 03¢ 100,00% 4/4
8 032" 100,00% 4/4
9 032¢ 100,00% 4/4
10 NA28 100,00% 4/4
11 05" 75,00% 3/4
12 05¢ 75,00% 3/4
13 038" 50,00% 2/4
14 038¢ 50,00% 2/4
15 18" 50,00% 2/4
16 18 50,00% 2/4
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02"

02¢
2860"
2860

50,00%
25,00%
25,00%
25,00%
25,00%

2/4
1/4
1/4
1/4
1/4

Table 5. Quantitative relationship of P*?

Rank P*2 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 01" 100,00% 3/3
2 01¢ 100,00% 3/3
3 03" 100,00% 3/3
4 03¢ 100,00% 3/3
5 05" 100,00% 3/3
6 05¢ 100,00% 3/3
7 032" 100,00% 3/3
8 032¢ 100,00% 3/3
9 038" 100,00% 3/3
10 038€ 100,00% 3/3
11 NA28 100,00% 3/3
12 02" 66,67% 2/3
13 02¢ 66,67% 2/3
14 04" 66,67% 2/3
15 04¢ 66,67% 2/3
16 18" 66,67% 2/3
17 18¢ 66,67% 2/3
18 33 66,67% 2/3
19 2860" 66,67% 2/3
20 2860° 66,67% 2/3

Table 6. Quantitative relationship of P45

Rank P*" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 p4scC 100,00% 660/660

2 0181 83,33% 10/12

3 P’ 72,73% 8/11

4 NA28 72,12% 476/660

5 p73¢ 71,06% 464/653

6 pP7>* 70,18% 459/654

7 03" 69,76% 459/658

8 03¢ 69,45% 457/658
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9 01¢ 63,48% 419/660
10 01" 63,00% 412/654
11 p? 60,00% 9/15

12 2860" 59,71% 83/139
13 2860 59,71% 83/139
14 33 58,82% 20/34

15 18" 57,73% 381/660
16 18¢ 57,73% 381/660
17 032" 57,54% 374/650
18 032¢ 57,45% 374/651
19 04" 56,66% 217/383
20 02" 55,18% 362/656
21 04¢ 54,95% 211/384
22 02¢ 54,95% 361/657
23 45 52,94% 9/17

24 038" 52,60% 344/654
25 038¢ 52,45% 343/654
26 05¢ 43,51% 268/616
27 05" 43,32% 266/614

Table 7. Quantitative relationship of P*C

Rank P*C vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P+ 100,00% 660/660
2 0181 83,33% 10/12
3 P’ 72,73% 8/11
4 NA28 72,16% 477/661
5 p73¢ 71,10% 465/654
6 pP7>* 70,23% 460/655
7 03" 69,80% 460/659
8 03¢ 69,50% 458/659
9 01¢ 63,39% 419/661
10 01" 62,90% 412/655
11 P3 60,00% 9/15
12 2860" 59,29% 83/140
13 2860° 59,29% 83/140
14 33 58,82% 20/34
15 18" 57,64% 381/661
16 18¢ 57,64% 381/661
17 032" 57,45% 374/651
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18 032¢ 57,36% 374/652
19 04" 56,51% 217/384
20 45 55,56% 10/18

21 02" 55,10% 362/657
22 04¢ 55,06% 212/385
23 02¢ 54,86% 361/658
24 038" 52,52% 344/655
25 038¢ 52,37% 343/655
26 05¢ 43,51% 268/616
27 05" 43,32% 266/614

Table 8. Quantitative relationship of P%

Rank P% vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 0171 83,33% 10/12
2 NA28 77,27% 17/22
3 03" 69,57% 16/23
4 03¢ 69,57% 16/23
5 01" 68,18% 15/22
6 01¢ 68,18% 15/22
7 p7>" 65,22% 15/23
8 p73¢ 65,22% 15/23
9 038" 63,64% 14/22
10 038€ 63,64% 14/22
11 18" 63,64% 14/22
12 18¢ 63,64% 14/22
13 02" 60,87% 14/23
14 02¢ 60,87% 14/23
15 032" 60,87% 14/23
16 032¢ 60,87% 14/23
17 05" 33,33% 7/21
18 05¢ 33,33% 7/21

Table 9. Quantitative relationship of P75

Rank P75 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 3/3
2 p73¢ 99,01% 1993/2013
3 45 95,00% 19/20
4 03" 90,32% 1810/2004
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5 NA28 90,31% 1818/2013
6 03¢ 90,07% 1806/2005
7 0181 87,50% 21/24

8 p* 82,86% 29/35

9 p? 80,00% 24/30
10 01¢ 79,24% 1576/1989
11 01" 76,64% 1509/1969
12 p32 75,00% 3/4

13 pY7 73,91% 17/23
14 pAsc 70,23% 460/655
15 p#* 70,18% 459/654
16 0171 69,05% 29/42
17 pi!! 66,67% 8/12
18 04" 65,82% 597/907
19 33 65,53% 192/293
20 p® 65,22% 15/23
21 2860" 64,68% 315/487
22 2860 64,48% 314/487
23 0312 62,50% 5/8

24 04¢ 61,43% 559/910
25 032¢ 61,38% 1214/1978
26 032" 61,15% 1209/1977
27 02" 59,77% 1196/2001
28 02¢ 59,68% 1196/2004
29 18¢ 59,66% 1198/2008
30 18" 59,48% 1192/2004
31 038" 59,46% 1172/1971
32 038¢ 59,31% 1169/1971
33 05¢ 39,25% 728/1855
34 05" 38,83% 718/1849

Table 10. Quantitative relationship of P75¢

Rank P75 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 3/3
2 pP7>* 99,01% 1993/2013
3 45 95,00% 19/20
4 NA28 91,16% 1836/2014
5 03" 91,12% 1827/2005
6 03¢ 90,88% 1823/2006
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7 0181 87,50% 21/24

8 p* 82,86% 29/35

9 p? 80,00% 24/30
10 01¢ 79,75% 1587/1990
11 01" 77,01% 1517/1970
12 p32 75,00% 3/4

13 pY7 73,91% 17/23
14 pAsc 71,10% 465/654
15 p#* 71,06% 464/653
16 0171 69,05% 29/42
17 pi!! 66,67% 8/12
18 04" 66,48% 603/907
19 33 65,53% 192/293
20 p® 65,22% 15/23
21 2860" 64,96% 317/488
22 2860 64,75% 316/488
23 0312 62,50% 5/8

24 04¢ 62,09% 565/910
25 032¢ 61,95% 1226/1979
26 032" 61,73% 1221/1978
27 02" 60,54% 1212/2002
28 18¢ 60,53% 1216/2009
29 02¢ 60,45% 1212/2005
30 18" 60,35% 1210/2005
31 038" 59,99% 1183/1972
32 038¢ 59,84% 1180/1972
33 05¢ 39,69% 737/1857
34 05" 39,28% 727/1851

Table 11. Quantitative relationship of P3?

Rank P82 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 03" 90,00% 9/10
2 03¢ 90,00% 9/10
3 NA28 90,00% 9/10
4 01¢ 80,00% 8/10
5 032" 80,00% 8/10
6 032¢ 80,00% 8/10
7 p7* 75,00% 3/4
8 BES 75,00% 3/4
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9 01" 70,00% 7/10
10 p? 66,67% 4/6

11 05" 66,67% 4/6

12 05¢ 66,67% 4/6

13 038" 50,00% 5/10
14 038¢ 50,00% 5/10
15 18" 40,00% 4/10
16 18¢ 40,00% 4/10
17 2860" 40,00% 4/10
18 2860 40,00% 4/10
19 02" 20,00% 2/10
20 02¢ 20,00% 2/10

Table 12. Quantitative relationship of P

Rank P%7 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 NA28 95,65% 22/23
2 03" 91,30% 21/23
3 03¢ 91,30% 21/23
4 01¢ 86,36% 19/22
5 032" 82,61% 19/23
6 032¢ 82,61% 19/23
7 18" 82,61% 19/23
8 18¢ 82,61% 19/23
9 01" 81,82% 18/22
10 02" 78,26% 18/23
11 02¢ 78,26% 18/23
12 038" 77,27% 17/22
13 038¢ 77,27% 17/22
14 pP7>* 73,91% 17/23
15 p73¢ 73,91% 17/23
16 p#* 72,73% 8/11
17 p4scC 72,73% 8/11
18 05" 50,00% 11/22
19 05¢ 50,00% 11/22

Table 13. Quantitative relationship of P!

Rank P!!! vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 NA28 83,33% 10/12
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2 18" 75,00% 9/12
3 18¢ 75,00% 9/12
4 p7* 66,67% 8/12
5 p7s¢ 66,67% 8/12
6 02" 66,67% 8/12
7 02¢ 66,67% 8/12
8 032" 66,67% 8/12
9 032¢ 66,67% 8/12
10 038" 66,67% 8/12
11 038¢ 66,67% 8/12
12 01¢ 63,64% 7/11
13 01" 60,00% 6/10
14 03" 58,33% 7/12
15 03¢ 58,33% 7/12
16 05" 33,33% 4/12
17 05¢ 33,33% 4/12

Table 14. Quantitative relationship of 01"

Rank 01" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 4/4
2 P 100,00% 3/3
3 01¢ 90,87% 2658/2925
4 P3 90,24% 37/41
5 1349 88,89% 40/45
6 45 85,00% 17/20
7 NA28 81,98% 2398/2925
8 p%7 81,82% 18/22
9 p* 78,87% 153/194
10 03" 78,43% 2284/2912
11 03¢ 78,30% 2281/2913
12 BES 77,01% 1517/1970
13 p7* 76,64% 1509/1969
14 019 75,00% 3/4
15 p82 70,00% 7/10
16 0182 70,00% 7/10
17 p%° 68,18% 15/22
18 0181 68,00% 17/25
19 33 67,06% 456/680
20 1 65,71% 23/35
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21 0171 64,29% 27/42
22 04" 63,67% 843/1324
23 p#* 63,00% 412/654
24 p45C 62,90% 412/655
25 04¢ 61,85% 822/1329
26 032¢ 61,36% 1734/2826
27 032" 61,06% 1725/2825
28 P 60,00% 6/10
29 02¢ 59,12% 1721/2911
30 02" 59,08% 1718/2908
31 038" 58,79% 1666/2834
32 18 58,62% 1711/2919
33 038¢ 58,61% 1661/2834
34 18" 58,51% 1705/2914
35 2860° 57,52% 524/911
36 2860 57,41% 523/911
37 0312 57,14% 8/14

38 05¢ 37,24% 1019/2736
39 05" 36,98% 1007/2723

Table 15. Quantitative relationship of 01€
Rank 01€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 P’ 100,00% 4/4

2 P 100,00% 3/3

3 p3 93,02% 40/43

4 01" 90,87% 2658/2925
5 1349 88,89% 40/45

6 p%7 86,36% 19/22

7 45 85,00% 17/20

8 NA28 84,90% 2507/2953
9 03¢ 80,99% 2381/2940
10 03" 80,75% 2375/2941
11 p3? 80,00% 8/10

12 BES 79,75% 1587/1990
13 p7* 79,24% 1576/1989
14 p* 78,57% 154/196
15 33 75,07% 515/686
16 019 75,00% 3/4

17 0182 70,00% 7/10
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18 0171 69,05% 29/42
19 1 68,57% 24/35
20 04" 68,51% 916/1337
21 p® 68,18% 15/22
22 04¢ 66,34% 891/1343
23 032¢ 64,70% 1846/2853
24 032" 64,42% 1838/2853
25 0181 64,00% 16/25
26 pi! 63,64% 7/11

27 p#* 63,48% 419/660
28 p#C 63,39% 419/661
29 18¢ 63,22% 1863/2947
30 2860" 63,19% 582/921
31 038" 63,10% 1806/2862
32 2860 63,08% 581/921
33 18" 63,05% 1855/2942
34 02¢ 63,01% 1852/2939
35 02" 62,94% 1848/2936
36 038¢ 62,93% 1801/2862
37 0312 57,14% 8/14
38 05¢ 39,62% 1095/2764
39 05" 39,44% 1085/2751

Table 16. Quantitative relationship of 02"

Rank 02" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 02¢ 99,69% 2940/2949
2 2860 86,59% 794/917
3 2860" 86,48% 793/917
4 18¢ 85,52% 2522/2949
5 18" 85,43% 2515/2944
6 p%7 78,26% 18/23
7 33 76,57% 536/700
8 038" 76,05% 2175/2860
9 038¢ 75,94% 2172/2860
10 032¢ 75,74% 2164/2857
11 04¢ 75,15% 1007/1340
12 032" 75,11% 2145/2856
13 0182 72,73% 8/11
14 04" 71,44% 953/1334
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15 0312 71,43% 10/14
16 P+ 66,67% 2/3

17 piit 66,67% 8/12

18 NA28 66,33% 1956/2949
19 45 65,00% 13/20
20 1349 63,04% 29/46
21 01¢ 62,94% 1848/2936
22 03¢ 62,24% 1831/2942
23 03" 61,66% 1814/2942
24 P%° 60,87% 14/23
25 p75¢ 60,54% 1212/2002
26 p7* 59,77% 1196/2001
27 01" 59,08% 1718/2908
28 p#* 55,18% 362/656
29 p45C 55,10% 362/657
30 0171 54,76% 23/42
31 1 52,78% 19/36
32 P3 51,16% 22/43
33 p* 50,51% 100/198
34 019 50,00% 2/4

35 0181 44,00% 11/25
36 05¢ 36,00% 994/2761
37 05" 35,76% 983/2749
38 P’ 25,00% 1/4

39 p82 20,00% 2/10

Table 17. Quantitative relationship of 02€
Rank 02€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 02" 99,69% 2940/2949
2 2860 86,96% 800/920
3 2860" 86,85% 799/920
4 18¢ 85,71% 2531/2953
5 18" 85,62% 2524/2948
6 p%7 78,26% 18/23

7 33 77,00% 539/700
8 038" 76,36% 2187/2864
9 038¢ 76,29% 2185/2864
10 032¢ 75,81% 2169/2861
11 04¢ 75,41% 1012/1342
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12 032" 75,17% 2150/2860
13 0182 72,73% 8/11

14 04" 71,63% 957/1336
15 0312 71,43% 10/14
16 1349 67,39% 31/46
17 p+ 66,67% 2/3

18 pi! 66,67% 8/12

19 NA28 66,44% 1962/2953
20 45 65,00% 13/20
21 01¢ 63,01% 1852/2939
22 03¢ 62,29% 1835/2946
23 03" 61,71% 1818/2946
24 p® 60,87% 14/23
25 p7s¢ 60,45% 1212/2005
26 p7* 59,68% 1196/2004
27 01" 59,12% 1721/2911
28 1 55,56% 20/36
29 p#* 54,95% 361/657
30 p#C 54,86% 361/658
31 0171 54,76% 23/42
32 p? 51,16% 22/43
33 p* 50,51% 100/198
34 019 50,00% 2/4

35 0181 44,00% 11/25
36 05¢ 36,87% 1019/2764
37 05" 36,63% 1008/2752
38 P’ 25,00% 1/4

39 p32 20,00% 2/10

Table 18. Quantitative relationship of 03"

Rank 03" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 4/4
2 P 100,00% 3/3
3 45 100,00% 20/20
4 03¢ 98,61% 2911/2952
5 p* 93,94% 186/198
6 NA28 93,94% 2774/2953
7 1349 93,48% 43/46
8 p%7 91,30% 21/23
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9 p7s¢ 91,12% 1827/2005
10 p7* 90,32% 1810/2004
11 p32 90,00% 9/10

12 01¢ 80,75% 2375/2941
13 p? 79,07% 34/43
14 01" 78,43% 2284/2912
15 019 75,00% 3/4

16 0182 72,73% 8/11

17 0181 72,00% 18/25
18 0171 71,43% 30/42
19 0312 71,43% 10/14
20 33 70,43% 493/700
21 p#C 69,80% 460/659
22 p#* 69,76% 459/658
23 p® 69,57% 16/23
24 04" 65,82% 880/1337
25 2860" 64,60% 595/921
26 2860 64,50% 594/921
27 04¢ 64,13% 860/1341
28 032¢ 63,99% 1830/2860
29 032" 63,66% 1820/2859
30 02¢ 61,71% 1818/2946
31 02" 61,66% 1814/2942
32 1 61,11% 22/36
33 18¢ 60,75% 1794/2953
34 18" 60,58% 1786/2948
35 038" 60,25% 1725/2863
36 038¢ 60,08% 1720/2863
37 pi!! 58,33% 7/12
38 05¢ 39,43% 1069/2711
39 05" 39,30% 1060/2697

Table 19. Quantitative relationship of 03¢

Rank 03€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 4/4
2 P 100,00% 3/3
3 45 100,00% 20/20
4 03" 98,61% 2911/2952
5 NA28 93,77% 2769/2953
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6 p* 93,43% 185/198
7 pY7 91,30% 21/23

8 p7s¢ 90,88% 1823/2006
9 P’ 90,07% 1806/2005
10 p32 90,00% 9/10

11 1349 86,96% 40/46
12 01¢ 80,99% 2381/2940
13 01" 78,30% 2281/2913
14 0181 76,00% 19/25
15 019 75,00% 3/4

16 0182 72,73% 8/11

17 p? 72,09% 31/43
18 0171 71,43% 30/42
19 0312 71,43% 10/14
20 33 70,24% 491/699
21 p® 69,57% 16/23
22 pAsc 69,50% 458/659
23 p#* 69,45% 457/658
24 04" 66,32% 886/1336
25 2860" 65,43% 602/920
26 2860 65,33% 601/920
27 04¢ 65,03% 872/1341
28 032¢ 64,42% 1843/2861
29 032" 64,06% 1832/2860
30 02¢ 62,29% 1835/2946
31 02" 62,24% 1831/2942
32 18¢ 61,73% 1823/2953
33 18" 61,57% 1815/2948
34 038" 61,31% 1756/2864
35 038¢ 61,21% 1753/2864
36 1 61,11% 22/36
37 pi!! 58,33% 7/12

38 05¢ 39,64% 1075/2712
39 05" 39,51% 1066/2698

Table 20. Quantitative relationship of 04"

Rank 04" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 04¢ 89,84% 1203/1339
2 33 80,56% 286/355
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3 2860" 76,55% 470/614
4 2860 76,38% 469/614
5 18¢ 74,20% 995/1341
6 18" 73,96% 991/1340
7 p3 73,33% 11/15
8 02¢ 71,63% 957/1336
9 02" 71,44% 953/1334
10 45 70,00% 14/20
11 038" 69,84% 889/1273
12 NA28 69,83% 935/1339
13 038¢ 69,68% 887/1273
14 01¢ 68,51% 916/1337
15 p# 66,67% 2/3
16 032¢ 66,64% 851/1277
17 032" 66,56% 850/1277
18 pree 66,48% 603/907
19 03¢ 66,32% 886/1336
20 p7* 65,82% 597/907
21 03" 65,82% 880/1337
22 01° 63,67% 843/1324
23 p* 62,02% 80/129
24 0312 58,33% 7/12
25 1349 57,78% 26/45
26 p#* 56,66% 217/383
27 p45C 56,51% 217/384
28 0181 56,00% 14/25
29 1 54,29% 19/35
30 05¢ 39,61% 492/1242
31 05" 39,37% 487/1237
32 019 33,33% 1/3
Table 21. Quantitative relationship of 04€
Rank 04€ vs mss. % agreement . of agreement
1 04" 89,84% 1203/1339
2 33 81,51% 291/357
3 2860" 81,23% 502/618
4 2860 81,07% 501/618
5 18¢ 80,24% 1080/1346
6 18" 80,00% 1076/1345
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7 02¢ 75,41% 1012/1342
8 02" 75,15% 1007/1340
9 038¢ 74,26% 949/1278
10 038" 74,18% 948/1278
11 032¢ 68,43% 878/1283
12 032" 68,28% 876/1283
13 p+ 66,67% 2/3

14 NA28 66,47% 894/1345
15 01¢ 66,34% 891/1343
16 03¢ 65,03% 872/1341
17 45 65,00% 13/20
18 03" 64,13% 860/1341
19 p7s¢ 62,09% 565/910
20 01" 61,85% 822/1329
21 P’ 61,43% 559/910
22 1349 60,00% 27/45
23 0312 58,33% 7/12
24 p? 56,25% 9/16
25 0181 56,00% 14/25
26 p* 55,81% 72/129
27 p#C 55,06% 212/385
28 p#* 54,95% 211/384
29 1 51,43% 18/35
30 05¢ 38,38% 479/1248
31 05" 38,05% 473/1243
32 019 33,33% 1/3

Table 22. Quantitative relationship of 05"

Rank 05" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 p# 100,00% 3/3

2 05¢ 98,95% 2729/2758
3 P’ 75,00% 3/4

4 P 66,67% 4/6

5 0312 53,85% 7/13

6 0171 52,50% 21/40

7 1349 52,27% 23/44

8 p%7 50,00% 11/22

9 019 50,00% 2/4

10 0181 45,00% 9/20
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11 45 44,44% 8/18

12 p®* 43,32% 266/614
13 p45C 43,32% 266/614
14 NA28 41,45% 1144/2760
15 1 41,18% 14/34
16 33 41,15% 272/661
17 2860 39,89% 347/870
18 2860" 39,77% 346/870
19 03¢ 39,51% 1066/2698
20 01¢ 39,44% 1085/2751
21 04" 39,37% 487/1237
22 03" 39,30% 1060/2697
23 p75¢ 39,28% 727/1851
24 p7* 38,83% 718/1849
25 p* 38,20% 68/178
26 04¢ 38,05% 473/1243
27 01" 36,98% 1007/2723
28 032¢ 36,90% 989/2680
29 02¢ 36,63% 1008/2752
30 038" 36,55% 978/2676
31 032" 36,54% 979/2679
32 18 36,39% 1004/2759
33 038¢ 36,36% 973/2676
34 18" 36,27% 999/2754
35 02" 35,76% 983/2749
36 B2 33,33% 7/21

37 piit 33,33% 4/12
38 p3 29,27% 12/41
39 0182 27,27% 3/11

Table 23. Quantitative relationship of 05¢
Rank 05€ vs mss. agreement No. of agreement

1 p# 100,00% 3/3

2 05" 98,95% 2729/2758
3 P’ 75,00% 3/4

4 P 66,67% 4/6

5 0312 53,85% 7/13

6 0171 52,50% 21/40

7 1349 52,27% 23/44
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8 pY7 50,00% 11/22

9 019 50,00% 2/4

10 45 44,44% 8/18

11 p#* 43,51% 268/616
12 p#C 43,51% 268/616
13 0181 42,86% 9/21

14 NA28 41,74% 1158/2774
15 33 41,53% 277/667
16 1 41,18% 14/34
17 2860 40,57% 355/875
18 2860" 40,46% 354/875
19 p7s¢ 39,69% 737/1857
20 03¢ 39,64% 1075/2712
21 01¢ 39,62% 1095/2764
22 04" 39,61% 492/1242
23 03" 39,43% 1069/2711
24 p* 39,33% 70/178
25 P’ 39,25% 728/1855
26 04¢ 38,38% 479/1248
27 01" 37,24% 1019/2736
28 032¢ 37,12% 1000/2694
29 038" 36,91% 993/2690
30 02¢ 36,87% 1019/2764
31 18¢ 36,82% 1021/2773
32 032" 36,76% 990/2693
33 038¢ 36,73% 988/2690
34 18" 36,71% 1016/2768
35 02" 36,00% 994/2761
36 p® 33,33% 7/21

37 pi!! 33,33% 4/12
38 p? 29,27% 12/41
39 0182 27,27% 3/11

Table 24. Quantitative relationship of 019

Rank 019 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 01" 75,00% 3/4
2 01¢ 75,00% 3/4
3 03" 75,00% 3/4
4 03¢ 75,00% 3/4
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5 1349 75,00% 3/4
6 NA28 75,00% 3/4
7 02" 50,00% 2/4
8 02¢ 50,00% 2/4
9 05" 50,00% 2/4
10 05¢ 50,00% 2/4
11 038" 50,00% 2/4
12 038¢ 50,00% 2/4
13 1 50,00% 2/4
14 18" 50,00% 2/4
15 18¢ 50,00% 2/4
16 33 50,00% 2/4
17 04" 33,33% 1/3
18 04¢ 33,33% 1/3
19 2860" 25,00% 1/4
20 2860 25,00% 1/4

Table 25. Quantitative relationship of 032"

Rank 032" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 4/4
2 P 100,00% 3/3
3 032¢ 99,27% 2848/2869
4 p%7 82,61% 19/23
5 0182 81,82% 9/11
6 [PE2 80,00% 8/10
7 18¢ 76,30% 2186/2865
8 18" 76,12% 2177/2860
9 02¢ 75,17% 2150/2860
10 02" 75,11% 2145/2856
11 p* 73,89% 133/180
12 038" 69,31% 1924/2776
13 038¢ 69,13% 1919/2776
14 04¢ 68,28% 876/1283
15 NA28 67,79% 1945/2869
16 33 67,11% 455/678
17 piit 66,67% 8/12
18 04" 66,56% 850/1277
19 P3 65,12% 28/43
20 45 65,00% 13/20
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21 01¢ 64,42% 1838/2853
22 2860" 64,34% 554/861
23 2860 64,34% 554/861
24 03¢ 64,06% 1832/2860
25 03" 63,66% 1820/2859
26 p7s¢ 61,73% 1221/1978
27 0312 61,54% 8/13
28 p7* 61,15% 1209/1977
29 01" 61,06% 1725/2825
30 p® 60,87% 14/23
31 1349 60,00% 3/5

32 p#* 57,54% 374/650
33 p#C 57,45% 374/651
34 0181 52,00% 13/25
35 0171 45,24% 19/42
36 05¢ 36,76% 990/2693
37 05" 36,54% 979/2679

Table 26. Quantitative relationship of 032¢€

Rank 032€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 P’ 100,00% 4/4
2 P 100,00% 3/3
3 032" 99,27% 2848/2869
4 p%7 82,61% 19/23
5 p82 80,00% 8/10
6 18 76,73% 2199/2866
7 18" 76,58% 2191/2861
8 02¢ 75,81% 2169/2861
9 02" 75,74% 2164/2857
10 P4 73,89% 133/180
11 0182 72,73% 8/11
12 038" 69,61% 1933/2777
13 038¢ 69,43% 1928/2777
14 04¢ 68,43% 878/1283
15 NA28 68,12% 1955/2870
16 33 67,26% 456/678
17 piit 66,67% 8/12
18 04" 66,64% 851/1277
19 P3 65,12% 28/43
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20 45 65,00% 13/20
21 01¢ 64,70% 1846/2853
22 2860" 64,58% 556/861
23 2860 64,58% 556/861
24 03¢ 64,42% 1843/2861
25 03" 63,99% 1830/2860
26 p7s¢ 61,95% 1226/1979
27 0312 61,54% 8/13
28 p7* 61,38% 1214/1978
29 01" 61,36% 1734/2826
30 p® 60,87% 14/23
31 1349 60,00% 3/5

32 p#* 57,45% 374/651
33 p#C 57,36% 374/652
34 0181 52,00% 13/25
35 0171 45,24% 19/42
36 05¢ 37,12% 1000/2694
37 05" 36,90% 989/2680

Table 27. Quantitative relationship of 038"

Rank 038" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 p# 100,00% 3/3
2 038 99,63% 2712/2722
3 2860" 81,30% 748/920
4 2860 81,20% 747/920
5 18¢ 78,45% 2254/2873
6 18" 78,28% 2245/2868
7 pY7 77,27% 17/22
8 33 76,89% 519/675
9 02¢ 76,36% 2187/2864
10 02" 76,05% 2175/2860
11 04¢ 74,18% 948/1278
12 0182 72,73% 8/11
13 04" 69,84% 889/1273
14 032¢ 69,61% 1933/2777
15 032" 69,31% 1924/2776
16 P 66,67% 8/12
17 45 65,00% 13/20
18 NA28 64,74% 1860/2873
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19 p® 63,64% 14/22
20 01¢ 63,10% 1806/2862
21 03¢ 61,31% 1756/2864
22 03" 60,25% 1725/2863
23 p7s¢ 59,99% 1183/1972
24 p7* 59,46% 1172/1971
25 01" 58,79% 1666/2834
26 p* 55,56% 110/198
27 p#* 52,60% 344/654
28 p#C 52,52% 344/655
29 0171 52,38% 22/42
30 P’ 50,00% 2/4

31 p32 50,00% 5/10
32 019 50,00% 2/4

33 1 50,00% 18/36
34 1349 50,00% 23/46
35 p? 48,84% 21/43
36 0312 46,15% 6/13
37 0181 45,83% 11/24
38 05¢ 36,91% 993/2690
39 05" 36,55% 978/2676

Table 28. Quantitative relationship of 038

Rank 038€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 p# 100,00% 3/3
2 038" 99,63% 2712/2722
3 2860" 80,98% 745/920
4 2860 80,87% 744/920
5 18¢ 78,32% 2251/2874
6 18" 78,15% 2242/2869
7 pY7 77,27% 17/22
8 33 76,59% 517/675
9 02¢ 76,29% 2185/2864
10 02" 75,94% 2172/2860
11 04¢ 74,26% 949/1278
12 0182 72,73% 8/11
13 04" 69,68% 887/1273
14 032¢ 69,43% 1928/2777
15 032" 69,13% 1919/2776
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16 pi! 66,67% 8/12

17 45 65,00% 13/20
18 NA28 64,58% 1856/2874
19 p® 63,64% 14/22
20 01¢ 62,93% 1801/2862
21 03¢ 61,21% 1753/2864
22 03" 60,08% 1720/2863
23 p7s¢ 59,84% 1180/1972
24 p7* 59,31% 1169/1971
25 01" 58,61% 1661/2834
26 p* 55,56% 110/198
27 p#* 52,45% 343/654
28 0171 52,38% 22/42
29 p#C 52,37% 343/655
30 P’ 50,00% 2/4

31 p32 50,00% 5/10
32 019 50,00% 2/4

33 1 50,00% 18/36
34 1349 50,00% 23/46
35 p? 46,51% 20/43
36 0312 46,15% 6/13
37 0181 45,83% 11/24
38 05¢ 36,73% 988/2690
39 05" 36,36% 973/2676

Table 29. Quantitative relationship of 0171

Rank 0171 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 p%° 83,33% 10/12
2 03" 71,43% 30/42
3 03¢ 71,43% 30/42
4 NA28 71,43% 30/42
5 p7* 69,05% 29/42
6 pree 69,05% 29/42
7 01¢ 69,05% 29/42
8 01" 64,29% 27/42
9 02" 54,76% 23/42
10 02¢ 54,76% 23/42
11 05" 52,50% 21/40
12 05¢ 52,50% 21/40
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13 038" 52,38% 22/42
14 038¢ 52,38% 22/42
15 18" 47,62% 20/42
16 18¢ 47,62% 20/42
17 032" 45,24% 19/42
18 032¢ 45,24% 19/42

Table 30. Quantitative relationship of 0181

Rank 0181 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 p7* 87,50% 21/24
2 BES 87,50% 21/24
3 p#* 83,33% 10/12
4 p#5C 83,33% 10/12
5 03¢ 76,00% 19/25
6 03" 72,00% 18/25
7 NA28 72,00% 18/25
8 01" 68,00% 17/25
9 01¢ 64,00% 16/25
10 18" 60,00% 15/25
11 18 60,00% 15/25
12 04" 56,00% 14/25
13 04¢ 56,00% 14/25
14 032" 52,00% 13/25
15 032¢ 52,00% 13/25
16 2860° 50,00% 1/2
17 2860 50,00% 1/2
18 038" 45,83% 11/24
19 038¢ 45,83% 11/24
20 05" 45,00% 9/20
21 02" 44,00% 11/25
22 02¢ 44,00% 11/25
23 05¢ 42,86% 9/21

Table 31. Quantitative relationship of 0182

Rank 0182 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 032" 81,82% 9/11
2 02" 72,73% 8/11
3 02¢ 72,73% 8/11
4 03" 72,73% 8/11
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5 03¢ 72,73% 8/11
6 032¢ 72,73% 8/11
7 038" 72,73% 8/11
8 038¢ 72,73% 8/11
9 NA28 72,73% 8/11
10 01" 70,00% 7/10
11 01¢ 70,00% 7/10
12 18" 54,55% 6/11
13 18¢ 54,55% 6/11
14 05" 27,27% 3/11
15 05¢ 27,27% 3/11

Table 32. Quantitative relationship of 0312

Rank 0312 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 18" 78,57% 11/14
2 18 78,57% 11/14
3 2860" 78,57% 11/14
4 2860 78,57% 11/14
5 NA28 78,57% 11/14
6 02" 71,43% 10/14
7 02¢ 71,43% 10/14
8 03" 71,43% 10/14
9 03¢ 71,43% 10/14
10 p7* 62,50% 5/8

11 P75¢ 62,50% 5/8

12 032" 61,54% 8/13
13 032¢ 61,54% 8/13
14 04" 58,33% 7/12
15 04¢ 58,33% 7/12
16 01" 57,14% 8/14
17 01¢ 57,14% 8/14
18 05" 53,85% 7/13
19 05¢ 53,85% 7/13
20 33 50,00% 3/6

21 038" 46,15% 6/13
22 038¢ 46,15% 6/13
23 p* 33,33% 1/3
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Table 33. Quantitative relationship of 1

Rank 1 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 01¢ 68,57% 24/35
2 01° 65,71% 23/35
3 03" 61,11% 22/36
4 03¢ 61,11% 22/36
5 18" 61,11% 22/36
6 18 61,11% 22/36
7 1349 61,11% 22/36
8 NA28 61,11% 22/36
9 02¢ 55,56% 20/36
10 2860" 55,56% 20/36
11 2860 55,56% 20/36
12 04" 54,29% 19/35
13 02" 52,78% 19/36
14 04¢ 51,43% 18/35
15 019 50,00% 2/4
16 038" 50,00% 18/36
17 038¢ 50,00% 18/36
18 05" 41,18% 14/34
19 05¢ 41,18% 14/34

Table 34. Quantitative relationship of 18"

Rank 18" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 18¢ 99,86% 2953/2957
2 2860 95,01% 876/922
3 2860" 94,90% 875/922
4 02¢ 85,62% 2524/2948
5 02" 85,43% 2515/2944
6 p%7 82,61% 19/23
7 04¢ 80,00% 1076/1345
8 0312 78,57% 11/14
9 038" 78,28% 2245/2868
10 038¢ 78,15% 2242/2869
11 032¢ 76,58% 2191/2861
12 33 76,46% 536/701
13 032" 76,12% 2177/2860
14 R 75,00% 9/12
15 04" 73,96% 991/1340
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67,39%
66,67%
65,00%
65,00%
63,64%
63,05%
61,57%
61,11%
60,58%
60,35%
60,00%
59,48%
58,51%
57,73%
57,64%
54,55%
50,00%
50,00%
47,62%
47,21%
44,19%
40,00%
36,71%
36,27%

31/46
2/3
13/20
1922/2957
14/22
1855/2942
1815/2948
22/36
1786/2948
1210/2005
15/25
1192/2004
1705/2914
381/660
381/661
6/11
2/4
2/4
20/42
93/197
19/43
4/10
1016/2768
999/2754

Table 35. Quantitative relationship of 18¢

Rank 18€ vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 18" 99,86% 2953/2957
2 2860 95,01% 876/922
3 2860" 94,90% 875/922
4 02¢ 85,71% 2531/2953
5 02" 85,52% 2522/2949
6 p%7 82,61% 19/23
7 04¢ 80,24% 1080/1346
8 0312 78,57% 11/14
9 038" 78,45% 2254/2873
10 038¢ 78,32% 2251/2874
11 032¢ 76,73% 2199/2866
12 33 76,60% 537/701
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13 032" 76,30% 2186/2865
14 pi! 75,00% 9/12

15 04" 74,20% 995/1341
16 1349 67,39% 31/46
17 p+ 66,67% 2/3

18 NA28 65,16% 1930/2962
19 45 65,00% 13/20
20 p® 63,64% 14/22
21 01¢ 63,22% 1863/2947
22 03¢ 61,73% 1823/2953
23 1 61,11% 22/36
24 03" 60,75% 1794/2953
25 p7s¢ 60,53% 1216/2009
26 0181 60,00% 15/25
27 P’ 59,66% 1198/2008
28 01" 58,62% 1711/2919
29 p#* 57,73% 381/660
30 p#C 57,64% 381/661
31 0182 54,55% 6/11
32 P’ 50,00% 2/4

33 019 50,00% 2/4

34 p* 47,72% 94/197
35 0171 47,62% 20/42
36 p? 44,19% 19/43
37 p32 40,00% 4/10

38 05¢ 36,82% 1021/2773
39 05" 36,39% 1004/2759

Table 36. Quantitative relationship of 33

Rank 33 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 04¢ 81,51% 291/357
2 04" 80,56% 286/355
3 2860 77,87% 359/461
4 2860" 77,66% 358/461
5 02¢ 77,00% 539/700
6 038" 76,89% 519/675
7 18¢ 76,60% 537/701
8 038¢ 76,59% 517/675
9 02" 76,57% 536/700

66



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

10 18" 76,46% 536/701
11 01¢ 75,07% 515/686
12 NA28 74,32% 521/701
13 03" 70,43% 493/700
14 03¢ 70,24% 491/699
15 p* 68,72% 134/195
16 032¢ 67,26% 456/678
17 032" 67,11% 455/678
18 01" 67,06% 456/680
19 p+ 66,67% 2/3
20 p7* 65,53% 192/293
21 p7s¢ 65,53% 192/293
22 p#* 58,82% 20/34
23 p#C 58,82% 20/34
24 P’ 50,00% 2/4
25 019 50,00% 2/4
26 0312 50,00% 3/6
27 05¢ 41,53% 277/667
28 05" 41,15% 272/661

Table 37. Quantitative relationship of 45

Rank 45 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 03" 100,00% 20/20
2 03¢ 100,00% 20/20
3 NA28 100,00% 20/20
4 p7* 95,00% 19/20
5 p75¢ 95,00% 19/20
6 01" 85,00% 17/20
7 01¢ 85,00% 17/20
8 04" 70,00% 14/20
9 02" 65,00% 13/20
10 02¢ 65,00% 13/20
11 04¢ 65,00% 13/20
12 032" 65,00% 13/20
13 032¢ 65,00% 13/20
14 038" 65,00% 13/20
15 038¢ 65,00% 13/20
16 18" 65,00% 13/20
17 18¢ 65,00% 13/20
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18 2860" 60,00% 12/20
19 2860 60,00% 12/20
20 P45¢ 55,56% 10/18
21 P45* 52,94% 9/17
22 05" 44,44% 8/18
23 05¢ 44,44% 8/18

Table 38. Quantitative relationship of 1349

Rank 1349 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 NA28 100,00% 46/46
2 03" 93,48% 43/46
3 01" 88,89% 40/45
4 01¢ 88,89% 40/45
5 03¢ 86,96% 40/46
6 019 75,00% 3/4
7 2860" 71,74% 33/46
8 2860 71,74% 33/46
9 02¢ 67,39% 31/46
10 18" 67,39% 31/46
11 18 67,39% 31/46
12 02" 63,04% 29/46
13 1 61,11% 22/36
14 04¢ 60,00% 27/45
15 032" 60,00% 3/5
16 032¢ 60,00% 3/5
17 04" 57,78% 26/45
18 05" 52,27% 23/44
19 05¢ 52,27% 23/44
20 038" 50,00% 23/46
21 038¢ 50,00% 23/46

Table 39. Quantitative relationship of 2860"

Rank 2860" vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 2860 99,89% 921/922
2 18" 94,90% 875/922
3 18¢ 94,90% 875/922
4 02¢ 86,85% 799/920
5 02" 86,48% 793/917

68



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

6 038" 81,30% 748/920
7 04¢ 81,23% 502/618
8 038¢ 80,98% 745/920
9 0312 78,57% 11/14
10 33 77,66% 358/461
11 04" 76,55% 470/614
12 1349 71,74% 33/46
13 NA28 68,98% 636/922
14 p+ 66,67% 2/3
15 03¢ 65,43% 602/920
16 p7s¢ 64,96% 317/488
17 P’ 64,68% 315/487
18 03" 64,60% 595/921
19 032¢ 64,58% 556/861
20 032" 64,34% 554/861
21 01¢ 63,19% 582/921
22 45 60,00% 12/20
23 p#* 59,71% 83/139
24 pAsc 59,29% 83/140
25 01" 57,52% 524/911
26 1 55,56% 20/36
27 p* 51,09% 47/92
28 0181 50,00% 1/2
29 p? 48,15% 13/27
30 05¢ 40,46% 354/875
31 p32 40,00% 4/10
32 05" 39,77% 346/870
33 P’ 25,00% 1/4
34 019 25,00% 1/4

Table 40. Quantitative relationship of 2860¢

Rank 2860 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement
1 2860" 99,89% 921/922
2 18" 95,01% 876/922
3 18¢ 95,01% 876/922
4 02¢ 86,96% 800/920
5 02" 86,59% 794/917
6 038" 81,20% 747/920
7 04¢ 81,07% 501/618
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8 038¢ 80,87% 744/920
9 0312 78,57% 11/14
10 33 77,87% 359/461
11 04" 76,38% 469/614
12 1349 71,74% 33/46
13 NA28 69,60% 577/829
14 p+ 66,67% 2/3
15 03¢ 65,33% 601/920
16 p7s¢ 64,75% 316/488
17 032¢ 64,58% 556/861
18 03" 64,50% 594/921
19 P’ 64,48% 314/487
20 032" 64,34% 554/861
21 01¢ 63,08% 581/921
22 45 60,00% 12/20
23 p#* 59,71% 83/139
24 pAsc 59,29% 83/140
25 01" 57,41% 523/911
26 1 55,56% 20/36
27 p* 50,00% 46/92
28 0181 50,00% 1/2
29 p? 48,15% 13/27
30 05¢ 40,57% 355/875
31 p32 40,00% 4/10
32 05" 39,89% 347/870
33 P’ 25,00% 1/4
34 019 25,00% 1/4

Table 41. Quantitative relationship of NA28

Rank NAZ28 vs mss. % agreement No. of agreement

1 P’ 100,00% 4/4

2 P 100,00% 3/3

3 45 100,00% 20/20

4 1349 100,00% 46/46

5 pY7 95,65% 22/23

6 03" 93,94% 2774/2953

7 03¢ 93,77% 2769/2953

8 pree 91,16% 1836/2014

9 p7* 90,31% 1818/2013
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10 p32 90,00% 9/10

11 p* 89,90% 178/198
12 01¢ 84,90% 2507/2953
13 pi!! 83,33% 10/12
14 01" 81,98% 2398/2925
15 p? 81,40% 35/43
16 0312 78,57% 11/14
17 p® 77,27% 17/22
18 019 75,00% 3/4

19 33 74,32% 521/701
20 0182 72,73% 8/11

21 p#sc 72,16% 477/661
22 p#* 72,12% 476/660
23 0181 72,00% 18/25
24 0171 71,43% 30/42
25 04" 69,83% 935/1339
26 2860 69,60% 577/829
27 2860" 68,98% 636/922
28 032¢ 68,12% 1955/2870
29 032" 67,79% 1945/2869
30 04¢ 66,47% 894/1345
31 02¢ 66,44% 1962/2953
32 02" 66,33% 1956/2949
33 18¢ 65,16% 1930/2962
34 18" 65,00% 1922/2957
35 038" 64,74% 1860/2873
36 038¢ 64,58% 1856/2874
37 1 61,11% 22/36
38 05¢ 41,74% 1158/2774
39 05" 41,45% 1144/2760

So far, the quantitative relationships based on mutual agreement between manuscripts have been
established. It should be noticed that each manuscript has a different manuscript rank. A higher rank
implies a close affinity between two manuscripts, therefore, a higher chance of being in the same group.
However, the quantitative relationship should not be judged solely based on rank. If a manuscript is too
fragmentary, the number of variation-units this manuscript involves is too small. Consequently, an
unwanted high percentage of agreement may be yielded (e.g., Table 4). Therefore, all three features —
rank, percentage of agreement, and the number of agreements— should be taken together to filter out

insignificant results. Now, based on these data, manuscripts will be grouped according to the affinity.
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4.3 Manuscript Grouping based on the Quantitative data

In Studies in Methodology in Textual Criticism of the New Testament, Colwell has presented a guideline
for manuscript grouping based on the results of Quantitative Analysis. That is a percentage of agreement
greater than 70%, with a gap of about 10% from the neighbours (Colwell, 1969:59). Following the
guideline (Colwell, 1969:59-61), this section will list the manuscripts that satisfy the condition for each
base text and trace the mutual agreement until they form a group. For efficiency, the representative
manuscripts for each text group —B for B-text group; A for A-text group; C for C-text group; D for D-

text group— have been chosen for the starting point.*

4.3.1 B-text group

Table 42. Quantitative relationship of B-text group

Manuscript Mss in agreement > 70%; with 10% gap from neighbour
B P2 P* P¥ PSR 45 1347 NA28
P7 P> P* X B 0181 45 NA28
X P2 P* B 45 1349 NA28
P’ P’ X B NA28
P P> X B NA28
p4 0181 (P”® NA28)

P 0171 (P X B NA28)
0171 B NA28 (P%)

0181 p¥ P

45 P> X B NA28

1349 N B NA28

Starting from the Codex Vaticanus, P?, P*, P*, P, P™® x, B, 0171, 0181, 45, and 1349 are found to be
in a mutually close relationship. There are some manuscripts which show weaker relationship with
some group members —P* with P7°; P% with P, &, and B; 0171 with P®— but they are distant enough

from other group members to be determined as B-text group members.

%9 The order of groups is listed according to their significance. B-group stands first due to the significance of
Codex Vaticanus (B). What follow are the well-known Byzantine text-type (A); Caesarian text-type (C); and the
“Western” text-type (D). However, these terms are avoided since they denote anachronic geographic
identifications. Kenyon has suggested Greek letters to designate each group and Epp has suggested “text-cluster”

as an alternative designation (Epp, 2013:555-556). This study will use the most widely used term “text-group.”
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4.3.2 A-text group

Table 43. Quantitative relationship of A-text group

Manuscript Mss in agreement > 70%; with 10% gap from neighbour
A 0 18 33 2860
0 2860
W (A 18)
18 A 2860 O C€
2860 A C¢ 0 18

Starting from Codex Alexandrinus, A, W, 0, 18, 33, and 2860 are found to be in a mutually close
relationship. Codex Washingtonianus (W) has a very narrow gap between W-A and W-P* (ranks 10 and
11 in Table 24). However, excluding P*, W shows a relatively closer relationship with a group member
0 (rank 12 and 13 in Table 24) than other group members below rank 13. Therefore, W has been counted
as an A-text group member. Furthermore, the corrected text of the Codex Ephraemi Rescriptus (C) has
shown close relationships of over 80% with 18 and 2860. But in consideration of a higher percentage

of agreement with C and 33, it has been removed from the group with some suspicion.

4.3.3 C-text group

Table 44. Quantitative relationship of C-text group

Manuscript Mss in agreement > 70%; with 10% gap from neighbour
C 33
33 C

This group has only two members, the Codex Ephraemi Rescriptus (C) and 33. Both C and 33 show a
very narrow gap with A-text group members —C with A, 18, and 2860; 33 with A, 0, 18, 2860.
Furthermore, the significant proximity that the correction of C (C°) brings about the presumption that
C was corrected based on the A-text manuscript(s). Consequently, the existence of the C-text group of

Luke is doubtful.

4.3.4 D-text group

Codex Bezae (D) shows a very low percentage of agreement with other Greek manuscripts (Table 21
and 22). Manuscripts of high ranks in tables 21 and 22 show high percentages. But these manuscripts
are too fragmentary to decide any manuscript relationship. Such manuscripts are P’, P*2, P*2, P7, P!,

019, 0182, 0312, and 1. Considering this, the highest proper agreement that D has shown is 43.32%
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with P* (rank 12). This is so low as to claim either of two possibilities: (1) the text got jumbled up
during the transmission; or, (2) the scribe(s) of the D-text have deliberately altered the text with some
theological concerns. In order to solve this, textual uniformity should be studied. If D-text shows
internal unity —for example, theological unity— that could imply a deliberate alteration. But if there
is no internal unity and the textual tradition is scattered, that could indicate accidental contamination,
and Codex Bezae may contain some fragments of the original text. It leads to the following section of

studies of singular readings.

4.4 Singular readings

Quantitative Analysis has shown the result that Codex Bezae is isolated with a very low percentage of
agreement with other manuscripts. Such significant disagreement is mostly caused by stylistic
alterations. The scribe(s) of Codex Bezae has altered the text by additions, omissions, substitutions, and
transpositions. But there are more significant readings, which seem to be related to some theological
concerns. Considering the observation that Codex Bezae is isolated among the Greek manuscripts with
a very low percentage of agreement, it is highly conjecturable that there were deliberate alterations with
some theological concerns. In this regard, analysis of singular readings can draw the most vivid picture,
for singular readings reflect the unique thought of the scribe(s) while variants other than singular
readings give less certain information, for each variant always agrees with variants of some other
manuscript. Therefore, this section will present the singular readings for the following study of scribal
tendencies (chapter 5). For efficiency, the singular readings have been distinguished into three
categories —scribal mistakes, stylistic changes, and significant alterations— according to their

importance and characteristics, and these will be further categorised according to their characteristics.

4.4.1 Singular readings by scribal mistakes

The first category is the singular readings resulted from scribal mistakes. These mistakes include
typographical errors, grammatical errors, dittography, haplography, and homoeoteleuton. These
readings may be beneficial for linguistic studies of the particular scribe, but they are insignificant for

this study.
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Table 45. Singular readings by scribal mistakes

Ch. Type® B-text D-text Evaluation®!

1:80 S 70 Og TOd10V NVEAVE 70 Og OO0V NVEAVETO(05) / grammar
NoEave©s©)

3:12 S nABov o¢ nABov TE(05) / 0€(05°) errata

4:17 S avorag ... evpev omtugag(05) / avamTuEag(05°) gupev errata

4:18 S OTECTULKEY NE OTEGTOARON(05) / ATEGTAAKEY PO1(05€)  grammar

4:18 S OTOCTEIAOL TEOPAVOPEVOVG OTOGTEIAL TEOP AV UATIGREVOVG(05) / errata
10 pavPEVOVG(05©)

435 S undev prayav avtov undev proyag avtov grammar

524 O EMLTNG YNNG em g [ 1(05) / ymg(05%) errata

6:8 S gyepe EYEPOV grammar

6:8 S KOl VOO TOS E6TT KOl 0vooTaS £6T00N grammar

6:20 S EMAPOS ETL P0G errata

6:32 A 0l OLLOPTMOAOL TOVG OYOTMOVTOG OVTOVG Ol CULOPTMOAOL TOVTO TOLOVGLY TOVG homoeo.

YOG Oy OTT®OVTOG GVTOVG OLYOTWOGTY

7:14 A VEOVIOKE VEOVIOKE VEUVIOKE ditto.

7:40 S 0 0¢ O10UGKULE EUTE PTGV 0 0¢ Q1] OLOUOCKUAE EWTOV grammar

8:4 S TOV KOTO TOALV EMUTOPEVOUEVOV TOV TV TOALV ETLTOPEVOUEVOV grammar

8:9 A TIG ... €M M Topafoin 70 TI €1 1) TApaorn grammar

8:11 A 0 Aoyog tov Qv 0 Aoyog 0 Tov Ov grammar

8:16 S/A €M Avyviag Tifnow EML TNV Avyviay Ti0L errata ma

833 O 00 TOL aVOP®TOL amo avOpwmov haplo.

841 S avVIPp ©® OVORLO LUELPOS KOL avnp THS CUVAY®YNS TEGCMV(05) / © ditto.
OVONLOL LOELPOG KOL(05%)

9:1 S €E0VCLOV ETL TAVTA TO OULLOVIQ €EOVGLOV ETTL TAGAY OOLLOVIOV(05) / grammar
TAVTO OOLOVIOV(05°)

9:30 S OLTLVEG 1|60V LOVGTS KO NAL0G NV € HOLVONGS KoL NAELNG grammar

9:41 S ® YEVEQ UMOTOG ® YEVEQ UMOTE grammar

10:14 S/O OVEKTOTEPOV EGTOAL ... 1] DIV OVEKTOTEPOV EGTAL ... UEWV(05) / M haplo.
VUELV(05)

11:19 S gv Tt ekfaliovcty &V T1 ekfoAAovoy grammar

11:51 S exk{nmOnosTon ano g yeveag tavtng  eEnTneeTon(05) / exintnOnoeTon0s°) errata
QOO TNG YEVENG TOVTNG

12:52 S OLOUEUEPIGUEVOL TPELS ETL OVGLY KOL  TPELS OLOUENEPLOUEVOL EV OVOLV KL grammar

0V0 ETL TPLOLY 0V0 EV TPIOLV
12:58 S gV T1] 00® EV TM 00® grammar
13:33  T/S OVK EVOEYETOL TPOPN TNV OTOLEGOIN 0VK gVOEYETOL BTOAEGOON TTPOGTNV errata

€E® 1EPOVGOUANLL

€E® 1EPOVGOUANLL

60 The column under “Type” denotes the types of variation: A for addition; O for omission; S for substitution;

and T for transposition. Multiple occurrences of variations are indicated by the slash (/). The same applies to the

following tables in chapter 4.

6! The column under “Evaluation” denotes the types of error: ditto. for dittography; errata for typographic error;

grammar for grammatical error; haplo. for haplography; homoeo. for homoeoteleuton.
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OV TPOTOV OPVIG TNV EAVTIG VOGGLAY
VIO TG TTEPVYOS
Cevyn Powv nyopaca wevie

EPMTM OF EYE LE TUPT|TI|LEVOV

0pYy160£15 0 01KOdEGTOTNG
OV MIGEL TOV TOTEPOL EXVTOV

&€ BaAlovoty avTO
Kou gmedoper

KOl KOTEQIAGEY

OO TOTE

wa, Boym To 0KpoV TOL SOKTLAOL
OVTOL VOUTOG
wa un kot ovtot Aoty

gheyev o€ mapafoinv

0 VYOV EQVTOV
V1E HOELD
OYUYETE MOE

TEPIKVKAMGOVGLY GE Kol GUVEEOLTV
o€
gmlafecOor avtov pnpatog

ol yop SUVOLELS TOV 0VPEVOV
coigvbnoovtot
ELPNKEL HVTOLG

TO TETPO
gAEYOV €1G BVTOV
Q1PE TOVTOV

ovdev it Bovatov

KOTIGYLOV Ol VAl AVTOV

OVTOG EGTI) EV LECH OVTMV

OV TPOTOV 0pVIE TO. VOGGLO. AVTIG VIO
TOG TTEPVYOS
Cevyn Bowv nyopa mevte

610 ov duvapar grBey

opYELS(05) / opyerse15(05°) o
01KOOECTTOTNG

0V TELGEYD5) / PELGEY05C) TOV TATEPO,
€0VTOV

g€ BaArlovoty avTov

Kome@oper(05) / kon emeBopey(05°)

KOTEPIANGEV(05) / KOL
KOTEPIAMGEV(05C)
OO TE

wa, Boym To 0KPoV TOL SOKTLAOL
QVTOVL VOUTOV
un Kot ovtot EABoty

€KEL cVVOYONGOVTON(05) / Eleyev o€
Kot Tapafoinv(0s©)
0 VYOV 0VTOV(05) / E0VTOV(05C)

V106 SaELd
ayoyate ode

TEPIKVKAMGLY GE K0l GLVEEOVLGLV GE

avTov prnuo emhafecOo

oL yop Suvopig 1(05) / ay05°) v T®
0VPUVM coAgvOnoovral
EPNKEL AVTOG(05) / BVTOWG(05C)

TO TETO TETPM(03) / TO TETPD(05)
EAEYOV E€1C EAVTOVG

OLPE TOVTOV GIIPUL TOVTOV
ovdgmay oty Bavatov

KOTIGYLOV Ol POVOL QVTOV KoL [TV]
TOV APYLEPEDV
JVTOG E6TOUOMN EV LECH AVTOV

grammar

errata
homoeo.

errata
errata

grammar
haplo.
haplo.

haplo.

grammar

grammar

ditto.

haplo.
grammar
grammar

haplo.

grammar

grammar

haplo.
ditto.
grammar
ditto.
grammar

ditto.

grammar

4.4.2 Singular readings by stylistic changes

The second category is the singular readings resulted from stylistic changes. This category can be

further distinguished into simple stylistic changes and stylistic changes involving paraphrase.
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4.4.2.1 Simple stylistic changes

Singular readings of simple stylistic changes are singular readings that involve transposition of words,

addition or omission of article, conjunction, or particle, substitutions of particles, or conjunctions. These

readings are relatively insignificant since the change effect is too small to alter the theology.

Table 46. Singular readings of minor stylistic changes

Ch. Type B-text D-text

1:24 T/S HETO O€ TOVTOS TOS NUEPUS KOl HETO TG NUEPUS TOVTUG

1:26 T/O €V 0€ TO PNVL TO EKTM €V 0€ TO EKTO PNnvi

1:34 S ELTEV OE [LOPLOLpL KOL EUTEV LLOPLOLL

1:37 T napa Tov Ov Tav pnpa oV PRO TaPo. TOL O

1:58 o NKOLGAV Ol TEPIOIKOL KO O GUYYEVELG NKOLGAV Ol TEPIOIKOL KOl GUYYEVELS OUTNG
avTNng

1:70 T/A EAIANGEV d10L GTOLLOTOS TMV UYLV U EAIANGEV J10. GTOLLATOS 0LV TPOPITMV
ULOVOG TPOPTTMV GVTOV GVTOV TMV UTT GLMOVOS

1:72 o TOGOL EAEOG LETOA TOV TOTEPOV NUOV KO  TOWGOL EAEOG UETO TOV TUTEPOV MUOV
pvnoebnvort d1o6nKng oyag avtov pvnoebnvot d1o6nkng oyag avtov

2:2 T JUTI] ATOYPOQT TPOT) EYEVETO OUTI| EYEVETO GTOYPAPT TPOTN

2:4 T 010 TO VUL OVTOV €5 O1KOV KO TOTPLOS OO TO EIVOL GVTOV £S OIKOV KO TUTPLOG
VAN 00V (after 2:5)

2:8 S KOU TTOYREVES NCOV TOLUEVEG OE NGOV

2:15 T amnAfoV G GVTOV €15 TOV OLPAVOV 01 amnAfov o1 ayyELoL 0T AVTOV €1 TOV
ayyelor 0VPAVOV

2:22 (0] TOPUGTNGOL TO KO TOPUGTNOOL KO

2:41 T/S K01 ETOPEVOVTO O1 YOVELG EMOPEVOVTO OE KUL O1 YOVEIS

2:44 T/S VOMULGOVTES O€ CLUTOV ELVOL KOl VOPIGOVTEG QUTOV EVOL

2:44 T nABov nuepag 0dov nABov 0dov nuepag

2:50 S K01l 0UTOL OV GLUVIKOLV TO POl gUTOL O€ OV GLVIKOV TO PTLLOL

3:7 S BoanticOnvai v avtov BoanticOnval Evemoev avtov

3:22 A VNV €& ovpavov yevesOoat POVNV €K TOL OVPAVOL YEVECHOL

4:16 S Kon A0gv nABev o¢

4:28 S/A Ko emAnctncav tovteg Buplov o1 0¢ emAncOncav tovieg Bupov

4:33 T/S KO €V T1] 60vayQyn v avlpmmog nv 4 &v ™ ovvaywyn avbpmmrog

5:5 T/S KOl 0TOKPLOEIS OLU@V g1TeV 0 0€ GOV OTOKPLOELS ETEY QVTO

5:7 S Ko ouvv

5:13 T/S KO EKTEVAS TNV YEPO NYOTO OVTOV EKTELVOG OE TNV XEPU NMYOTO AVTOV

5:18 T €(NTOLV GVTOV EIGEVEYKELY €(NTOLV EIGEVEYKELY QUTOV

5:20 S Kol 100V 100V 0¢

5:21 S giun...00g grum ... [ 105)/ 0(05%) 0g

5:29 T 00NV HEYUANV LEVIG CVTM AEVEL BOYMNV CVT® PEYUANV
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5:30

5:31
5:33

5:36
6:1

6:3
6:5

6:33
6:34
6:34
6:43
7:3

7:6

7:9

7:13
7:17
7:20
7:21
7:30
7:32
7:32
7:37
7:37
7:47
8:10

8:12
8:18
8:27
8:29
8:32
8:33
8:36
8:36
8:37
8:37
8:39
8:49

- w

»“ 4 4 » O H v H

T/A

H > 34> » 04w

> > = -

S/A

»n 54 »» 1 v1 Yn1» wn
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gyoyyvlov o1 UpPEIGOIOL KO OL
YPOUUUOUTELS CVTOV
Kol omwokplieig

ol pobntot wav[v]ov

70 EMPANNLO TO 0TO TOV KOIVOV

KO 116010V TOVG 6TUYVAS YOYOVTEG TUIG
AEPOLV
Kol omwokplieig

KOl EAEYEV VTOIG KG E6TLV TOV cuffuTov
0 010G TOL avOp®TOL
TTOL0L VLY YOPLG ECTLY

KOl EQV
OO VULV {OPLS

0V Yap ECTV

UKOVGUG S TEPL TOL W0

JVTOV OV LUKPOV UTEYOVTOG
TOGUUTIV TLGTLV EVPOV EV TM LGPUTA
Kol 100V

0 L0Y0G 0VTOG

TAPOYEVOUEVOL OE

TIVEVLOTQV TTOVI| POV

01 0€ POPLoOLOL KO 01 VOLLIKOL

00101 EIGLV TOLO101G

€V ayopa

KOTOKELTOL EV T1] OIKLO. TOV QOPIGUL0V
ahafactpov popov

0L XOPLV AEY®

VU 5€50TOL YVAOVOL TO HUGTPLA THS
Basirherag Tov v
TOV AOYOV 0T0 TNG KAPOLUS QUTOV

K01 0 O0KEL gYEV apOnogTon am avTov
VNVINGEV

NAOVETO VO TOL JAYLOVIOV

KOl ETETPEYEV OUTOLG

KO @pUNGEV

amNYYELLAY OE 0VTOLG

TG €500 0 dupovicoeg

KO 1|pOTNGEV

0Tl POf® peyaAl® GLVELOVTO

0G0, 601 emomeey o 0g

EPYETOL TIG TUPU TOV APYLGLVAY YOV
AEYOV 0VTO

78

0L PUPICULOL KOL OL YPOPNOTELS

gyovyvlov
amokplieic ¢

ot pobntot iwav[v]ov ke ot pedntor TOV
PUPLGALOV
T0 0T0 TOV KOWVoL emPinpa

TOVG GTUYVUG KUl YOYOVTES TULS JEPCLY
nooov
amokplieic ¢

KOL EAEYEV AVTOLG 0T KG EGTLY 0 VI0G TOV
avlpomov Ko Tov cuPPatov (after 6:10)
TTOL0L {OPIG VUELY EGTLV

KoV
O Y OPLS DUELV EGTLV

OVK £0TLV

KOl 0KOVGUG TTEPL TOV 1V

0V LUKPAV UTEYOVTOS GVTOV

€V TO 1GPUNA TOGUVTIV TLOTLV EVPOV
oV o¢

0VT0G 0¢€ 0 AoYog

KOl TOPAYEVOUEVOL

TOVI|POV TTVELPOTOV

01 € POPLoOLOL KOl VOULIKOL

00101 EIGLV TOIG TADL01G

gV TN ayopa

€V T1] O1KL0 TOV (PUPLGULOD KOTOKELTUL
popov arapactpov

0L XOPLV O0E AEY®

VUEW SES0TAL TO PVGTNPLE TS POctAerog
Tov v yvova
Q7o TG KOPOLUS GUTMV TOV AOYOV

apONcETIL 0T AVTOV KL 0 HOKEL EYELY
KO DTNVINGEV

NAQVVETO YOP VIO TOV SOULOVIOV

0 O€ EMETPEYEV OVTOLG

@punoEY o€

AT YYELLAY YOP OVTOLS

TG 500N 0 ANyov

NPOTNGAY O

@of® yop Leyolo cuviyovio

060 6ot 0 Og emomoey

EPYOVTUAL GO TOV APYIEVVAYEYYOV
AEYOVTEG GVTO



8:49
8:56
9:36
9:42
9:42

9:43
9:47
9:60
9:61
9:61
10:1
10:2
10:2
10:2
10:5

10:5

10:19
10:21
10:23
10:29
10:35

10:35
10:40
10:42
11:2
11:2
11:2
11:12
11:12
11:15
11:27
11:41
11:46
12:2
12:7
12:26
12:30

12:31

T/0

T/0
T/S

T/A

4 54 ¥ 4> H H4 » 00 =50 H

-

T/A

4 34 34 »v 949 943 »vw 3 »n 3 0
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tebvnev 1 Ouyatnp oov
0 O€ TUPNYYEILEV OVTOLG
KOl 0VTOL EGLYNGAV

TO TVL TO 0KEOaPTO

KOl L0GUTO TOV TOLO0 KUL OTTEOMKEY
oVTOV
€EEMTANGGOVTO OE TUVTES

TOV SLAOYIGLLOV THG KOPOLUS GVTOV
EUTEV O€ QVTO

TPOTOV OE EXLTPEYOV POt amotasochot
€15 TOV O1KOV LLOV

TOALY KOL TOTTOV

0 pev Bepiopog moAvg

denbnte ovv

TOVL KU 10V OgpIGHOD

€1G MV 0 av glceAdnTE
€16eM0NTE O1KLOY TPOTOV

ETOVO 0PEMV KO CKOPTIDV
QI0 GOQPMV KUl GUVETMOV

KOl OTPUPELS

0 d¢ OelV SIKOILMGUL EAVTOV ELTEV

eKBaA@V EdMKEV OVO INVAPLY T
TOVOOYEL
EYO £V TO) EMAVEPYESOAL PE

HOVI|V UE KOTEMTIEV

poplop yap v ayodnv pepdo eeleoto
Eumey 0¢

aywetnto To ovopo Gov

1 Paciiera cov

1] KO C1TI|GEL OOV

EMOMGEL VT GKOPTLOV

TIvEG 0€ €€ TV

ETAPUGU TIS YUVI] QOVIV

130V TavVTo KoBopo DUV EGTIV

TOLS VOILKOLS 0V 0L

0VOEV B€ GUVKEKOAVLLEVOV ECTLV
0L TPLES TGS KEPUA|G VROV TOGHL
TL TEPL TOV AOLTOV LLEPYLVOTE

VROV 8g 0 P 01dEY OTL XPNLETE TOVTWV

Ay (nrevte

79

tebvnev ocov N Buyatnp
TAPNYYELLEV OE AVTOLG
gUTOL € E01YMNoAV

T0 0K00OPTO TVELHATL

KOL 0QTKEV GUTOV KO OTEOMKEV TOV
OO
TOVTES 0€ EEEMANGGOVTO

TOV SLOAOYIGLLOV UTMV TG KUPOLOG

0 0¢€ eV VT

ETLTPEYOV OE POL TPMTOV amoTaEocOot
€1G OIKOV L0V

TOTTOV KO TOALY

0 Bepiopog Tolvg

denonte

70V KV(05) / O0(05°) TOL Bepiopov

EIG MV AV O E16EAONTE(05) /€15 NV & av
€10eA0NTE(05%)

g1eeMINTE TPOTOV 01KIOV(05) / E16ENONTE
OLKLOLV(05°)

ETMOVD TAOV OPEDV KOL TMOV GKOPTLOV

OT0 GUVETMV KU1 GOPOV
OTPUPELS OE
0 0¢ OsAV EQVTOV SIKOLMOGOL EITEY

eKBal@v ONVapPLE OVO EOMKEV T
TOVOOYEL
£V TO EnavEPYEcOOL nE eYym

KOTEATEY LE PHOVI]V

papop v ayadnv pepda e&ereato
0 0¢ eV

ayetnto ovopa 6ov

o0V 1 faciisio

€0V 0 KOl OV ULTGEL

OKOPTIOV 0T ETEWOWGEL

KoL TWvEG €5 anTmV

YOI TIS ETAPAGH GOVIV

130V TaVTO KOBOPO E6TOL DUELY
0V0L TOLS VOIIKOLG

0VLOEV YOP GUVKEKOAVLEVOV ECTLV
0L TPL(ES VUMV TUGOL THG KEPUM|G
TEPL TOV AOUTOV TL LEPLVOTE

01OEV Yap 0 TOTNP VROV 0T XpnieTan
TOVT®V
Cntevte o€



12:40
12:41
12:41
12:46
13:2

13:5
13:7
13:13
13:14

13:16
13:16
13:33
14:7
14:9

14:21
14:22
14:27
14:28
14:29
14:31

14:32

14:33
15:6
15:7
15:9
15:9
15:19
15:21
15:21
15:29
16:6
16:22
16:28
17:4
17:14
17:15
17:29
18:8

H v v 4 4 0O o » » 3 » H 3 3 > H 3 8 » »

—

4 =5 »v -

T/0

=4 =5 = -

T/0

H O 4 ©» » 3 -
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KOl DUELS YvesHe eTotpol

gumeyv ¢

™V Topefory TaVTNV AEYES
HETO TOV AMOTOV Onoel

Ol YOALAOLO0L OVTOL CUUPTMOAOL TAPO.
TOVTOS TOVS YOAAULOVG EYEVOVTO
€0V UM HETOVONTE

150V TP ETN
EMEDMKEV VT TUG YEPUG

0Tl TO cufBoTm £0gpumEVGEY 0 I1G EAEYEV
T0 0YA®
Buyatepa afpaop

O0EKO, KO OKT® €T
OTLEPOV KO AVPLOV
ELEYEV OE MPOG TOVG KEKATLLEVOLG

TOV EGYOTOV TOTTOV KATEYELV

TOVG TTWYOVG
ELTTEV 0 O0VAOG

0L duVOTOL EVOL POV HEONTNS

TIG Yop €€ VUV

ol Bewpovvteg apE@vToL aVT® gPToLEV

VTAVTI|COL TM PUETO. ELKOGLY YIALOO OV
EPYONEVE ET AVTOV
TPEGPELAY ATOOTELLOG EPOTA TA TPOG

glpnvny
nog €€ vpov

Ko A0V

OLTIVEG OV YPELAY EYOVGLY HETAVOLUS
TOG PLAUG KOL YELTOVAG

OTL ELPOV TNV SPUYUNV NV UTOAEGT,
KAnOnvot vieg 6ov

ELTEV OE 0 V10G VT

KAnOnvat vieg 6ov

0VLOETOTE EVTOANV GOV TapPNAOoV

0 0€ EUEV VT

VIO TV OYYEAMV €15 TOV KOATOV afpaap
€1G TOV TOTTOV TOVTOV

KOl EMTOKIG EMLOTPEYT

KO EYEVETO

QOVIG peYaing

1 g nuepa e&nAbev

0 V110G TOL avOpTov EMBV apa gvpnoeL

80

Ko DUELS O YeveETHaL ETOLLLOL
KO EUTEV

reyeg Ty mapafoiny tavTny
Onoel peto TOV AMOTOV

0VTOL OL YOALAULOL TTOPO. TAVTUG TOVG
YOMAGLOVG EYEVOVTO GUAPTOAOL
OTL €0V 1] LETOVOT|OTTOL

¥ov €T TP
EMEDMKEV TG YEPOAS CVTT

gheyev T 0YA® 0TL TO coffaTe
£0gpamevoey Mg
Buyatepa Tov afpoop

g
OTLLEPOV KOL TN CLPLOV
€AEYEV BE KON TTPOG TOVG KEKANLLEVOVG

€G)(0ITOV TOTOV KOTEXEWV(05) / TOV EGYOTOV
TOTOV KOTEXEWV(05C)
TTOYOVG

0 d0VLOG ELTTEY

oL duvatol pov pednTS Etvar
TG 8¢ & vV

ol Bewpovvteg pehlovoty

T PETO EIKOOL YIAUOMV EPYOUEVE ET
JVTOV VTLAVTI|GUL
UTOOTELLOG TTPEGPELAY EPOTA TO TPOG

glpnvnv
&€ vpov Tog

e\dv do¢

OLTIVEG OVK EYOVGLY YPELAV NETUVOLAG
TOG YELTOVUG KO PLAOG

OTL ELPOV NV UTWAECA dPOYUNV
KAnOnvat ov vieg

0 O€ V10G EUTEV OVTM

KAnOnvat oov vieg

0vden0TE TAPEPNY GOV EVTOANY

EUEV OE QVTO

€1G TOV KOATTOV afpaap Vo TV ayyehov
€1G TOVTOV TOV TOTTOV

KOl TO EMTOKLG EMOTPEYN

EYEVETO OE

HEYAMIS QOVIG

N Nuepa e&nAbev

apa 0 Vg TOL avlpmTov EMBV gupnoeEL



18:10
18:24
18:32
18:34
18:35
18:38
18:39
19:5

19:9

19:17
19:18
19:19
19:32
19:39
19:40
19:44
20:1

20:2

20:6

20:7

20:10
20:13
20:19
20:21
20:24
20:25
20:25
20:26
20:31
20:37
21:1

21:5

21:11
21:15
22:2

22:3

22:10
22:22
22:28
22:30

4 = » 4 4

S/A

— 1

S/A

> 4 v 4 4> 0 H®n 0 v n o -

T/0

= 434 3 » O O v »

T/S

o v 4 4 »
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avlpwmol 6vo

0 1G TEPIAVTIOV YEVOPLEVOY EUTEY
napadodnceTon yop

0VOEV TOVTMV

TIC EKAONTO TAPW TNV 000V ETCNTOV
Ko gfoncev

KO 01

G1LEPOV YO

£UTEY O TPOG AVTOV 0 1

KO EITEV QT

ETOU|GEV TEVTE

KOl GV ETAVE YIVOV TEVTE TOAEWDV
anmehOovTeg o€

KO TIVEG

Kol omwokplieig

KOPOV TI|G EMOKOTNG GOV

KO EYEVETO

v g£ovolay TEVTNY

£ov 0¢

mobev

KOl KO1p®

£1TEV € 0 KG TOV ApUmEAMVOG

Ko gpopnOncav

opOoc heyeig

KOl ETLYPOLPNV

0 d¢ eumev

T KOGOPOG

KOl OVK 16000V

®WCOVTOG 0€ KoL

KOl LOLOTG

€10V Tovg Barlovtag ... TAOVGIOVG
KOl 0vOON1LacIY KEKOGUNTOL ELTEV
KOl 07T QUPUVOV GI|UELD. PEYUA
dmom vuy

Ko {1 TOVV 01 OPYLEPELS KOL OL
YPOPPATELS TO TIOG
glonAbev de coTavag €1 10VOAV

avBpmmog KepaoV VOO TOS facTalmv
0T 0 V10G pev Tov ovhpwTov
Ve 08

TG dwdeK PLAOG

81

ovo avipmmor

TEPLAVTTOV YEVOLEVOY EUTEY O UG
0Tl TOPaS0OnoETIL

TOVTOV 0VOEV

TIC EMOITOV EKAONTO TOPO TNV 000V
0 d¢ gfonoev

o1 9¢

0Tl G|UEPOV

£utey 8¢ 0 UG TPOG AVTOV

0 € EIMEV VT

TIEVTE EMOGEV

YELVOL KU1 GV ETAVO TEVTE TOALEDV
Kou omehlovrteg

TIVEG O€

amokplieic ¢

KOPOV EMIGKOTNG GOV

EYEVETO OE

TUTY TV £ovoiay

KOl EQV

70 o0V

Kopow o€

0 82 K TOV GUTEL®VOG ETTEY
gpofnOnoay d¢

reyeg opOmg

KO TNV ENLYPOONV

eumey o¢

TO TOV KOLGOPOG

OVK E16)(VGAV O¢

OCOVTOG

Hoovong

€10V TOLG BAALOVTAS ... TOVG TAOVGLOVG
KEKOGUNTOL KO aVOONpacLY gmev
0T OVPOVOV KUL GT|ELD. PEYOAQ
VHEY SO

01 0 UPYLEPIS KO YPOURNUTES ECNTOVY
TG
glonAbev o€ GOTOVAS E1G TOV 10VOAV

avBpmmrog facTtal®v KEPUNIOV VOUTOG
OTL [LEV 0 VI0G TOV 0vVOp®OTOL
KO DUELS

[ 105) / Tag(05%) 1B pvhag



22:32
22:37
22:38
22:41
22:42

22:46
22:61
22:63
22:66
22:68
23:2
23:6
23:7
23:8
23:13
23:22
23:23
23:24
23:26
23:28
23:47
24:1
24:5
24:6
24:13

24:14
24:17
24:24
24:29
24:32
24:38
24:39
24:39
24:42
24:46
24:48
24:50

»n 4 > »

T/0

- O v v v A

T/A

T/A

G

T/0

T/A

T/A

S/A

S/A

T/S
S/O

Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

KoL GV

LETO OVOLL®V EAOYIO0N
KE 1500

KoL 0VTOG

€1 fovAEL TAPEVEYKE TOVTO TO TOTIPLOV
a7 POV ANV un 10 Oginpa pov orlo To
ooV Yives0®

wa | ELoELONTE E1G TEPACUOV

KOl OTPUPELS
KOL 01 0VOPEG

UPYLEPELS TE

€0V O€ EPOTNCM

KOAVOVTO QOPOVS KUIGUPL O100VaL
MEILATOG OE OKOVGUG

KO ETLYVOVG

€€ IKavoV ypovev 0glmv 1€V avToV
TEILATOG O€

JVTOV UTOAVG®)

gUTOV GTOVPOONVOL

KOl TELLUTOG ETEKPELVEV

KOl G

Ay

OVIMC 0 GYV0G 0VTOG STKOLOG NV
opbBpov Babemwg em To pvpa nAGov
ETTOLV TTPOG QLVTOG

pvnobnre

dv0 €€ avTOV gV VTN TN NUEPA OOV
TOPEVOUEVOL E1C KONV
TEPL TAVIMV TOV GLVBEPNKOTOV TOVTOV

EumeV o€

O YOVOIKES ELTOV
glonABev Tov pewor
KO E10V

KO EITEV QUTOLG

£YO Y1 QVTOG

13ETE OTL TVA, GUPKA KOL OGTEN OVK EYEL
o1 8¢ emedmray
Tadew TOV v

VUELS LOPTVPEG

KOL ETOPAS TOG (EPOG

oV 0¢

LETO TOV AVOL®OV EAOYIGHN
1500V Kg

aVTOG 0€

un to 0einpa pov aAra To 6oV YeEVEGH®
€1 fOVAEL TAPEVEYKE TOVTO TO TOTIPLOV
O ELOV

wa ) €15 TEPAGNOV E16EA0NTE

OTPUPELS OE

01 8 avopeg

KO OPYLEPELS

EQV EPOTNCW®

KOAVOVTO (QOPOVS 0100Vl KOLGUPL
UKOVGOG O€ 0 TELLUTOG

EMYVOVG O¢

0l oV E10EV GVTOV EE IKAVOV YPOVEOV
0 0€ TEILUTOG

0TOAVG® QUTOV

oTovpwdnvar avtov

EMEKPEIVEV OE 0 TEILATOG

g 0¢

arr[a]

0VIMG O1KAL0G 1|V 0 avOp®TOg 0VTOG
opBpov Pabemg npyovrto mel T0 PV
01 O€ EUTOV TTPOG OVTOG

pvnobnre d¢

NGAY 0E OVO TOPEVOUEVOL £ OVTMV EV

GUT TN NUEPT EIG KOUNV
TEPL TOVTOV CLVPEPNKOTOV TOVTOV

0 O¢ eV

EITTOV Ol YUVOLKES

glonABev pewvor

o1 d¢g gmov

0 O€ EMEV OVTOIG

£Y® 0VTOG EYLL

13ETE TO TVAL 0GTA OVK EYEL KUL GUPKAG
KOl ETESOKOV

ToV Ypv Tadey

K01 DPELS OE POPTUPEG

EMAPOS OE TOG XEPOG

82
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4.4.2.2 Stylistic changes that involved with paraphrasing

Singular readings that involve paraphrases are relatively more significant than those of simple changes.

Most of these readings are stylistic adjustments by changing vocabulary or grammatical constructions,

sometimes improving and sometimes worsening. These may be important in linguistic analysis of the

scribes, but they are still not significant enough to reflect any alteration in theology.

Table 47. Singular readings with stylistic changes by paraphrasing

Ch. Type B-text D-text

1:19 S £Y® YL YoBPMA 0 TUPEGTNKOG EVOTIOV TOV YO EUL YAPPUA O TAPEGTOS EVOTIOV TOL Ou
)

1:21 S eBavpalov ev T ypovilew gBavpalov em T ypovilewv

1:26  S/O €1G TOAV TNG YOMAOLOG €1G TOAV YOALAOLaY

1:27 S TPOG TOPHEVOV HEUVIIGTEVIEVIV OVOPL TPOG TeLPHEVOV PHEUVIIGUEVIY AVOPL

1:38 S omnABEY am VTG 0 ayyYEAOG OTEGTI| AT VTG O ALYYEAOG

1:47 S gm0 0o &v 1o 0o

1:62 S 70 TL av OgAot KaAelsOan o1 0 av Oglot kKaA[€]icOan

1:64 T/A avemyOn d€ TO GTOLN GVTOV TOPUYPNUE KOL  TAPAYPNILO. EAVON 1) YAOGGH GVTOV KO (in
1N YA®G60 00ToV 1:63)

1:71  T/O compa €€ exBpvV NUOV Kol gK (E1Pog cOTNPLOV EK YEPOG EXOpOV NV K
TOVTOV TOV UEIGOLVTOV TLLOG TOVTOV TOV UEIGOLVTOV TLLOG

2:3 S €1 TNV E0LTOV TOALY £1G TNV E0VTOV TATPLOC.

2:4 S €1G TNV L0VOaLAVY €15 YNV wvda

2:6 S EYEVETO OE €V TM EIVOL GVTOVG EKEL ¢ 0 TAPEYEWVOVTO £TELEGON GOV Ol NuEpaL
eminoOnoay ot nuepat

2:12 A TOVTO VULV GLLELOV TOVTO VUELWV TO CTLEIOV EGTO

221 S £KAN 01 TO OVOLLOL CVTOY 16 @VOROGON TO OVOUD GVTOD NG

2:26  T/S KOL 1)V QUT® KEYPNNOTIGUEVOV KEYPNNLUTIOUEVOS OE NV

2:27 S KOTO TO EOLGREVOV TOV VOOV kata To €00g Tov vojLov

2:34 A €1G TTOGV KOl (VUG TAGTY €1G TTOGV KOl €1 OVAGTOCY

235 O OTI®G 0V ATOKOAVPOOCY EK TOAA®Y KOPIlOV  OT®G OV AmokaAVPOOGTY TOAA®Y KOPII®V

236 O nv avva TpoenTig Buyotnp eoavovni avva TpoenTig Buyotnp pavoun

2:40 S xapic Ov My em owto yopig Gu My gv avTe

245 S KOl 1) EVPOVTEG KOl 1] EVPLOKOVTES

2:46  T/S &V TO 1epm kablopevov KaOnpevov gv 1o 1Ep®

3:1 S NYEROVEVLOVTOS TOVTLOV TIANTOV EMTPOTEVOVTOS TOVTIOV TEIAATOV

3:9 S OV 0LV SEVOPOV LI TTOLOLV KUPTOV KUAOV OV 0LV SEVOPOV LI TOLOLV KUPTOVS KUAOVG

3:16 S EPYETUL OE 0 LGYVPOTEPOG OV 0 O€ EPYONEVOG LOYVPOTEPOS LOV EGTLV

3:16 S ADGCOL TOV ILOVTO TV VTOONLATOV ADGCOL TOV HLOVTO TOV VTOONNOTOS

3:17 T/S GUVAYUYELV TOV GLTOV TOV IEV GELTOV GLVOALEL

3:18 S ETEPO TUPUKAA®V EVTYYEMLETO TOV AoV ETEPO TUPOIVOV EVNYYEMLETO TOV AdOV

3:20 S KOTEKAELGEY TOV 10OV EVEKMOE TOV 10UV

&3



3:21
3:22
4:3

4:4

4:13
4:17
4:37
4:39
4:39
4:40
4:40
4:40
4:42
4:43

5:1

5:3
5:4
5:6
5:7
5:7
5:8
5:12
5:14
5:17
5:17

5:17
5:17
5:19
5:19
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5:29
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6:2
6:3
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aveydnvor Tov ovpavov

€10€1 MG MEPLOTEPOV ET AVTOV

EUE TO MO® TOVTO VO, YEVIITOL O.PTOG
oamekplon ... 0 1¢

QIIEGTN OT LTOL CLYPL KOPOU

enedobn avto Ppirov Tov TPOoPENTOL NGHLOV
€EETOPEVETO 10 TTEPL ALLTOV

EMOTOG EMOVE QDTG

OVOOTAGO, OUNKOVEL QVTOG

dvvovtog d¢ Tov A0V

00601 £1Y0V aobevovvtag

NYAYOV QUTOVG TTPOG OTOV

KOTELOV 0QVTOV TOV N Topevechat

K01 TOLS ETEPULS TOLEGTY EVAYYEMGATOGL
oeL e
KOl 00TOG 1V E6TMG AP TNV AUV

YEVVIGOPET
EMOVAYOLYELY OMYOV

¢ Og EMAVCATO AOA®V
O1EPPIOGGETO O€ TA HIKTLU QVTOV
Tov eABovtoc ovirhafesOan avtolg
Kow nABov ... emincav

10OV O€ CLUOYV ... TPOGETEGEV
avnp TANPNG AETPag

oAlo aeAO@V de1Zov GEaVTOV
K01l 0UTOG 1V 010 UCK®V

KO 1|00V KOO LEVOL 01 PUPEIGAIO0L KOL OL
VOLLOOLd UCKOAOL
oL ooy ehnivboteg

€15 T0 10.c0ot

avopavteg emt To dwa

KOONKAV GUTOV GUV TO KAIVIOL®

EUTEV OVE

EITTEV TPOG BVTOVG

0POG £Q 0 KOTEKELTO

Ko erineOnoeav gopov

Agyovteg 0T €100pEV TOPadOEN GNIEPOV

0YAOG ... CAA®V O1 NGOV HET VTV
KOTOKELREVOL
K0L ETIALOV 01 pantor avtov

0 0VK €TV TOLEY TOIS Gafpfacty

Ol LET CVTOV

84

avorydnvar Tov ovpoavov

E10€L OG TEPLOTEPAV EIG AVTOV

€UTE V0, 01 AM1O0L 0VTOL UPTOL YEVAOVTUL
amOKPLOELS O G EUTEY

QTEGTI) O CLTOV OYPL YPOVOV

eNed0ON AVT® 0 TPOPNTNGS NCUNG
€ENAOgY N aKomn mEPL AVTOV
EMGTOOELS ETOVO OVTNG

MOTE OVUGTUGAV QUTI]V SLOKOVELY 0VTOLG
dvceavTog dg Tov AoV

01(05) / 0601(05°) eyov aoBevouvTog
EQPEPOV AVTOVG TPOG AV TOV

EMELOV OVTOV TOVL LN TOPELEGHOL

O€L NE KO €1C TUG OALUG TTOAELS
guayyehoacOom
E£6TMTOG GVTOV TTOPA TNV AYLVIV YEVVIOUPED

EMAVOYOUYEW ... OGOV OGOV
07T€ O€ EMOVGOTO AUAWDV

MOTE TO OIKTVO p1I6oEGOHM
Tov ehBovtog Pondery avtolg
eMBovVTES ... ETANCOV

0 0€ GOV TPOCETEGEV

avnp hempog

omer0g o€ Ko 6oV oEOVTOV
JUTOV OLOUGKOVTOG

GLVELDEY TOVG PUPLEALOVS KL
VOO0 UCKAAOVG
noav 6¢ cvveinivborteg

70V wcbo

avefnoav €m0 dSmpa

KaOnkav Tov KpapaTTov GOV TM TP UAVTIK®
Agyer ... avBpone

AEYEL OVTOWG

Opog TNV KAEYNV

Ko grineOnoay Oappoug

Aeyovteg €100LEV TOPOOOEN CNUEPOV

OYAOG ... GALOV OVOKELUEVAOV

o1 6¢ padntor cvtov NP&avto TIAAELY
7015 cuffaciy 0 ovk £goTIV

0l GLV VT
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6:8
6:11
6:12

6:14
6:18
6:41
6:44
6:49
7:1

7:1

7:2

7:6

7:10
7:11
7:12
7:12
7:12
7:18
7:21
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W0 VPOV KATYOPELY OLTOV
N06€1 TOVG S10AOYIGLOVS OVTOV
E1TTEV

oot €15 TO pecov

01ELOAOVY TTPOG AAANAOVG

gyevero ... eEgABev avtov €1G T0 0pog
TpocevLyEcHat
GLL®VO OV KOl OVOILOGEY TETPOV

o1 ABovV aKoLGaL QL TOV
£V T 1010 0POaAU®
oL yap €€ akavl@v GVALEYOVGLY GUKO

1N TPOGEPPNEEY O TOTALLOG

EMELON EMANPMOOCEV TAVTO TO PI|LOTE CVTOV
£1G TUG UKOUS TOV AQOV
g1enABev

0G MV 0T® EVTLNOG
0 8¢ 1G EMOPEVETO GUV CVTOLS
€VPoV 1oV 0.o0gvouvTo doviov

KOl EYEVETO €V

g o NyYyoEV

KOl 00T IV (Npa

1KOVOG NV GUV 0T
TPOCKAAECAUEVOS OVO ... 0 LOAVIG
g0gpamevcey oA OV

TVPA0IG TTOALOLG EYapLoaTO PAETELY
TVPAOIS TOALOIS EYOPLEUTO PAETELY
TPOG TOVG OYAOVG TEPL LOAVOV

pe@v gv YEVVIITOLS YUVOLK®V LOGVOD
0VOELS EGTLV

YOVI NTIS 1]V €V T1] TOAEL

EMYVOVOQ.

7015 daKpLoy NPEaTo PpeyEy TOVS TOOUS
gVTOV
1 YOV 1] GITTOREVT] CVTOL

TO GLLOVL EQN

TOPEVOD E1G EWPNVIV

0 NG daovio ento EgANALOEL
ETEPOV

ETEPOV

EMECEV EV HECM

ETEPOV EMECEV

wa PAenovieg un PreT®oy

&5

W0 EVPOCY KOTIYOPGOL OUTOV
YEWOGK®V TOVG SL0AOYIGHOVS QUTMV
reyer

ool ev T pecw

o1eroy1ovTo Tpog aAAnAovg

€yevero ... e&eABev avTOV €1G TO 0POG KoL
TpocevyEcHat
CL®VO OV KOl TETPOV ETMOVOLOGEY

eMNAvB0oTOV 0KOVGOL AVTOV

€V T® 6M 0QO0AL®

oL yap gkieyovton €€ akavO®v cuka
GUVEPNEEY O TOTALOG

KU1 EYEVETO OTE ETELEGEV TOVTA TO PUATA
AoroV
nABgv

0G MV OVTO TIUELOG

EMOPEVETO OE PET CVTOV 0 NG
doviol gvpov Tov achevovvta
Ko

£YEVETO O (g NyYIEy

mpoa oven

ovveAAVOL avTn
TPOCKUAECAUEVOS VO ...
e0gpamevey TOAAOLVG

TVPAOVG eMOLEL AemElY
TVPAOVG EMOLEL BAETTEY

TEPL LOOVOV TOLS OYA0IG

0TL 0VOELS PEIL®V EV YEVVI|TOLS YUVOIK®OV
TPOPNTNGS LOAVOV TOV BATTIOTOV (after 7:26)
YUV €V T1] TOAEL

yvovoa

7015 00KpPLOL EPPESE TOVG TOOUS CVTOV

1N YOV NTIS GATETOL CVTOV
EUTEV TO GLUOVL

TOPELOV EV IPNVY)

€€ ¢ € Soapovio eEgAnivdet
airo

allo

ETMEGEV HEGOV

oAlo emeceV

wo, PAETOVTEG U1 E10MGTY
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8:37

8:38
8:39
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8:39
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8:41
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0l KOVGAVTES ELTO. EPYETAL O A1 BOAOG

0 OV (PUVEPOV YEVIGETAL
0VLOE OTOKPLPOV 0 0V UT) YVOGon

0VTOG EVEPN €1 TAOLOV

€EeMBovTL € QVTO EML TNV YNV

XMV SOV,

KO POV IKAV® OVK EVEOVGATO LLOTLOV
KOl QOVI] HEYOAN) EEV

TAPNYYEILEV YOP T TVELHOTL TO 0KAOapT®
eEelbev
K01 E0EGUEITO GAVCESY

O1uppPNOocOV Ta dEGHLO

0 O¢ eumev Aeyelwv 0Tt E16NA0EV darpovia
TOALQ. €IS CVTOV
KOl TOPEKOAOVY QUTOV

KOl TOPEKAAEGAV QVTOV
gienrBov €15 Tovug Y01PovG

amay 10 TAN00g TNG TEPLYWPOL TOV
YEPOOVOV
£0£1T0 8¢ aVTOV

VITOGTPEPE E1G TOV OIKOV GOV
Kot dupyov

annABev ka0 oAnv TNV TOALY
0mESEENTO AVTOV 0 0YA0G

10ov nABev avnp

APV TNG CLVOYOYNG VITELPYEV KL
TOP O TOLG TOSOG

€1G TOV OIKOV

0T QuyaTnp povoyevIIg NV CVTM ®G
Kol 00T amedviioxkey

TIS 0 O\ OUEVOS LOV

130VGa 08 1) YUVN OTL OVK EAaBEV TPEPOVGA
nABev
TOPEVOD E1G EWPNVIV

TOV TTPQL TG TS 0G
undevL

TOV KOVIOPTOV (IO TMV TOIMV DUV
UTOTIVOOGETE
€EEPYOLEVOL OE OUNPYOVTO KUTU TOS KOOGS

NKOVGEY O NPMOING O TETPAOPYNG TO
YEIVOLLEVOL TTUVTO, KO SUTTOPEL
OTL 1OOVNG NYEPON EK VEKP OV

OKOVM® TOLVTA

86

€10V 01 AKOAOVOOVVTES MV EPYETAL O
Stoforog
0 OV POVEPOV EGTAL

0VOE ATOKPVPOV GAL TV, YVOGON
avofnval auTtov g1g TAoV

Ko €€nABov emt v ynv

ELYEV OULLOVLO UTTO YPOVMV ELKOVOV
0G EYNUTIOV OVK EVEOVOLOKETO
OVEKPOEEV POVI] HEYUAT] KO EUTEV

gheYEy Yap TO dIPOVI® TO 0KAOapT®
eEelbs
£0EGUELTO YOP OAVGECY

O1EPNGGE TO OEG LN

0 0g EUTEV AEYL®V OVORLO [LOL TTOALD. YO 1|GAV
dopovia
TOPEKAALOVY OE

TUPEKALOVY OE AVTOV
@PUNGAY EIG TOVG XOLPOVG

TOVTEG KL 1] (OPA TOV YEPOOSVOV

NPOTA € AVTOV

TOPEVOV E1G TOV OLKOV GOV
OuyovpnEvog

aneM0OV KaTO TNV TOALY
omrodeEacOor avTov TOV 0YAoV
eMov avnp

OpY@OV NG CLVAYWOYNG

VO TOVG TTOONG

€1G TV OLK1QY

nv yop Ouyarnp autm povoyevig
amofvinokovoa

TIG HOV NYOTO

130VG 0 OE 1) YUVN OTL OVK ELUDEV EVTPOROG
ovoa NAbev
TOPEVLOL EV 1PNV

Kol TOV TaTEPO TOL KOPAGLOV

unde

EKTEVOEUTE TOV KOVIOPTOV TOV TOI®V VPOV

eEepYOLEVOL € KOTO TTOAELS KOL 1)PYOVTO

UKOVG UG OE NPMANG O TETPAPYNG TO YELVOUEVOL
nmTopETo
OTL IOOVVNG EK VEKPMV GVEGTI)

TOVTO OKOV®
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9:25
9:29
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9:31
9:33
9:35
9:36
9:37

9:37
9:39

9:40
9:48
9:51

9:60

10:3
10:6
10:7
10:13
10:20
10:25

10:26
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NOOV YOp (GEL BVIPES TEVTUKIGYIAOL
EVAOYNGEV OVTOVG

apafeval T oyrAm

0MdcKa

avOp oG KEPONGUS TOV KOGLLOV

£0VTOV Og 0oAecag 1 Inumoeg
T0 €100G

EYEVETO ... TO €100G TOV TPOCHOTOV CVTOV
ETEPOV
o1 0p0gevTeg

EUTEV O METPOG LPOG TOV LV
POV EYEVETO EK TNG VEPEANG
0VOEV MV EQPUKAY

gyevero o TN €€Ng Nuepa KateLOovTv
qVTOV
GUVIVTIGEV OVT® OYAOG TOAVG

LLOY1G OTOYMPEL G AVTOL GVVTPLPOV CLTOV

wa ekporiooty avto
0 YOp LEIKPOTEPOG EV TGV VULV VITAPYDV

€V TM GUVTANPOVGOML TOC NUEPAS TNG
AVOANLWYEDG

ov d¢ amehOv dayyelde v Paciielay TOV
v

G OPVOG EV HEGM AVKOV

KO E0V EKEL T V1OG EPTVNG

€€ owog

ovot ot yopoaley ovar 6ol frocuida

£V TOIG OVPAVOLG

KO 100V VORIKOG TIS AvESTT KTpalov
aVTOV
£V T®O VOR® TL YEYPOATTOL

TOLTO TotEL Kol {nom
KOTO GVYKVPLOV
TG

T1G ... TAM|GLOV OOKEL GOL YEYOVEVAL TOV
EUTEGOVTOG
avTog E16NABEY £1¢ KOUNV

EMOTUGO OE EMEV

wa Lot cuvavTihafnrtol
N7 0VK apopednceTan
KOKEWOG £000ev amokpiielg

0V JLVOLLOL AVAGTAS O0VVAL GOL

87

MOV YOP AVOPES MG TEVTAKIGYIAIOL
EVAOYNOEV €T AVTOVG

Topatifeval Tolg oyrolg

0£KAOVO

avlpomTov KepdNGar(03) / avOpwmog gav
KEPONGN(05°) TOV KOGUOV
gavTtov 0¢ amoiecon | Lnuiwdnvor

1 10€0

EYEVETO ... 1 WOEN TOV TPOCOTOV CVTOV
nilorw0n
0p0OevTeg

EUTEV O TETPOG TO MV
PovN NABEY ek TG VEPEANG
oV £0ga60v(05) / OV €0g060vTO(05%)

€YEVETO O€ 010, TG NUEPAS KoTELDOVTQ
gVTOV
oVVEMDEY AVT® OYAOV TTOALV

LLOYIG OITOYMPEL O GVTOV KOl GUVTPLEL
aVTOV
o, aTIALIEOGLY QVTOV

0 YOp LEKPOTEPOG EV TTAGLV VUEWV

€V 1M TANPOVGOIL TOC NUEPAS TNG
OVOANLWYEDG

ov d¢ mopevdeig dwayyelde TNV Pfaciieloy Tov

v

OG 0PVOG HEGOV AVK®V

KOV 1) EKELVIOG EPTVIG

OTTO OLKLOG

ovoit 6ot yopolo Kon fndoaida
EV T® 0VPUVE

OVECTI) O€ TIG VOUIKOG EKTTPal®V auToV

€V T® OVORATL(0S5) / VOR®(05°) yeypamToL
TOVTO TOLEL KOt ENoELS

KOTO TOY O

Twa

TIVO ... OOKELS TANOLOV YEYOVEVAL TOV
EVIIEGOVTOG
aUTOV g16EN0ELY €1 KOUNV

emoTodEg O eutev

wa Hov avtihapnrte

1 oVK apapednceTaL

EKEWVOG 0€ ecwbev amokpelfelg

0V JLVOLLOL GOL OVAGTAS OMVAL



11:8

11:17
11:18
11:22
11:28
11:34

11:37
11:52
11:54
12:1

12:1
12:2
12:5
12:9
12:10
12:11
12:13
12:18
12:18
12:20
12:20
12:24
12:30

12:35
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€1 KO OV dWCEL QVTM OVOGTOG
KOl O1KOG ETTL OIKOV TUTTEL

g otadnoetal 1 PacAEld CLTOV
opEL EQ 1) EmETOLOEL

QVTOG OE EUTEV

KOl TO GOUA 6OV OKOTEIWVOV

0T MG 0PIGTNON
TNV KAEWOW TNG YVOOENDG
Onpevomr TL EK TOV GTORATOG CVTOV

€V 015 EMOVVEY0E10MV TOV PUPLEd WV TOV
oyAov
WOTE KUTOTUTELY AAAAOVG

0 0VK 0moKoAVQONGETON

eEovotov epParey €1 TNV YEEVVAY
EVOTIOV TOV 0yYEA®V TOL 61

T® 82 £1¢ TO oy10V VA PAACENUNGAVTL
0TV O ELCPEPMGIY VLG

EUTE TO UOEAP® LLOV

peovag 01Kodopuncm

Kol 6UvVOS® EKEL TOVTO

o 0€ NTOACAG

TIVL E0TOL

015 OVK EOTLV TOUELOV OVOE 0o KN

TOVTO YOp TOVTOL TO, VN TOL KOGLOV
eminrovowy
EGTMGAV VUMV 0L 0GPVES TEPLECGUEVAL

0vg EADOV 0 KG EVPIGEL YPIYOPOVVTOG
OV KOTOGTNGEL O KG €Ml 0£pameLug avton
goOev

mvey ko pebvokescOm

TAVTL 08 © E0KON

molv nTnOnoeTal Tap avtov

® ToPeDHEVTO TOAV TEPLGGOTEPOV ULTIGOVGLY
aVTOV
EPNVIV TOPEYEVOUNV OVVOL EV TN YN

UNTOTE KATAGVPT| GE TPOG TOV KPLTNV
€ OLG ETMEGEV O TVPYOG EV T CIAMUN

TOPOL TOVTOEG TOVG OVOLG TOUG KATOTKOUVTUG

oVYL AEY® VUV OAA
gv oot

OLPES OVTNV KOL TOVTO TO £TOG

88

0V JMCEL QVT® AVICTOG

KOl O1KOG €T OIKOV TEGLTAL

0v otofnoetot 1 Pactield. oLTOV
apEL EQ M TETOLOEY

0 0¢ emev

TO OO0 GOV EGTLY GKOTIVOV EGTLV(05) / TO
G®LLO. GOV CKOTIVOV EGTIV(05C)
o 0ploTnon

™V KMOO TG YVOGEDG
agopuny Tvae Aapey ovtov

TOALOV OE 0LV GUVIEPIEYOVTOV KUKA®

WOTE GAMAOVS GLVTVLYELY

0 0V pavepmOnoeTIL

eEovolav €1g yeevvay faiety
evITpocOsgy Tov oyyelmv tov o
£1g ¢ 10 va. To aylov [epet]
0TOV 08 PEPMOLY VLLOG

EUTOV TO AOELP® [LOV

TONGM OVTAS PELOVOS

KOKEL 6VVaE® TavVTo

0. OVV NTOULOCOG

TIVOG EGTAL

015 OVK EOTLV OVTE TAUELOV OVTE OTOONKN

TOTA Yop TOVTo To. €6V ToV Koopov EnTel

£6TO VROV 1] 06QVS TEPLEGLOGUEVT
ovg MDY 0 KG P YPNYOPOLVTOG

OV KOTOGTNGEL O KG €Ml OEpamELay ovToL
go0iv

nEWVOV pebvokopevog

TOVTL O ©® EOMKAV

{nt™oovcty o aVTOV TEPLGGOTEPOV

® TopeDHEVTO TOAL TAEOV GTALTI|GOVGLY OVLTOV

EPTVNV TOPEYEVOLV OOVVOL ETL TG VNG
UNTOTE KATAKPEVI] GE TPOG TOV KPLTNV
€ OVG EMEGEV O TVPYOS TOV CIAMUL

TOPO, TOVTOAG TOVG OVOPMOTOVS TOVG
EVOLKOVVTOG
0VYL AEY® OE VPEY

o aVTIG
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€V L0 TOV GUVAYOYOV €V TOWS cufPaocity
YOVI TVO. EX0VG0 06OEVELHG

1NV GLYKVTOVG A

Tov Bouvv OWTOL M TOV OVOV

€V TOIS KLOOO01G

€1 olyot o1 cwlopevol

0 g EUTEV TPOG GLTOVG

ap 0V oV

TIVEG PUPLGEOL AEYOVTES VT

WLGELS OTTOTELD GNLEPOV

Kot ETANPOLEVOS LHGATO GVTOV KO
OTEAVOEY
TWVOG VULV

KOl 0UK gV0EMS AVAOTOGEL AVTOV EV NUEP
10V cufpartov
KOl OVK 16000V OVTOTOKPLONVIL

T0TE aPEN LETA OIGYVVIG
ETEPOG EEV

YOVOLKO EYTNIUO KO 010 TOUTO OV dVVUNOL
e\bev
TOTE

g1oeayayE 0de

EUTEV TTPOG OVTOVG

Aeyovteg

ovyL KaOwsag TpoTov fovlevoetal

TIG avOpOTOG €€ VIOV EYOV £KOTOV TPofata
0V KOTOAEUTEL TOL EVEVIKOVTO EVVEN

KOl TOPEVETUL ETL TO UTTOALMAOG
O1ECKOPTIGEV TV 0VGLOY QVTOV OV 00MOTMG
Qayovteg svppaviopev

KOl G EPYONEVOG NYYIGEV

T1L €U} TOVTO

TUPEKUAEL QUTOV

€01 OVOETOTE EOOKAGS EPLPOV

o JETA TOV QUMDY [LOV EVPpavOm

07T€ 3€ 0 V10G GOV OVTOS 0 KOTAPUY®OV GOV
10V Prov
nABgv

€K TOV HOUOVO. TN|G 0OIKLOG
€V TOAM® 001K0G EGTIV

€vedVIIGKETO TOPPLPAV KOl fuGGOV
EVPPALVOLEVOG
€V TOIG KOATTOLG

89

701 Gaffacty v pa TOV CVVEY YOV
yovn &v acdgvela Ny mvg

1V GUVKOUTTOVGA

ToV oLV CVTOV KO TOV OVOV

VO TOVG KAOLOOVG

€1 OMyol €161Y 01 clopEVOL

0 0¢ amoKpOELg suTey

ap 0TOV OV

GUTE TIVEG TOV PUPLEULMOV LEYOVTEG
£1001G OTOTELOV IO GT|LLEPOV

Kot ETANPOLEVOG GVTOV KOl LUCUUEVOG
OTELVOEY
TvoG €€ VUV

™ NuePa Tov caffatov Ko ovk gvhemg
OVUGTUGEL QVTOV
01 € OVK amekprOnoay

TOTE €6T] [LETO OLGYVVIG
aArog EEV

yovoika ehafov 610 ov duvapar grOgy

Kol
EVEYKE 0OE

ETEV ODTOG

LEALOVOV(v.29) AEyELY

0VK g00emg Kabroog Tp®TOV BovAgvEeTon

T1g avBpemog €€ vV 0g g&eL eKoTov Tpofata
OVK OUPINGL TCL EVEVIKOVTO EVVEQ

Kot aweLO@V 10 amolwiog {nTel
S1E0KOPTIGEV £0VTOV TOV Prov {0V ao6mTMG
QUYOUEY KoL EVPPOVODIEY

eV O€ KL EYYIG0G

71 Ogher TOVTO EIVOR

np&ato avtov

0VOEMOTE EHMKOG PLOL EPLPOV

o JETA TOV IOV [LOV UPLOTICO

TO §E VIO GOV TM KUYAYOVTL TOVTO,

Ko €A0ovTi
€K TOV GOLKOV LOPUOVA
€V TOAM® 001KOG YEWVETOL

€vedVIIGKETO TOPPLPAV KAl fUGGOV Ko
EVPPALVOLEVOG
£V T® KOAT®
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OVTOG POVIGAG EUTEV
eKeDEV TPOG NUOG

AvorTedel oVt

€1 MB0g LAIKOG TTEPIKEITAN

Kot EPPITTOL €16 TV Hohaooav
RETAVO®

£1TEY 02 0 KG

TN GUKOUV® TEVTT) EKPLE@ONTL Kot
ovtevdnT gv TN B0hacon

T1G O€ €€ VU@V d0VAOV EXOV

EPEL OVTMO

AL OVYL EPEL OVTO

0TOV TOUGTTE TAVTO. TO droTaOevTa LUV
010 HEGOV GULLOPELNG KOl YOAANLOG
UTNVTICAV QUTO OEKA AETPOL UVOPES
01 £0TICAV TOPPOEV

KOt 00TOoL

NPAV QOVIV AEYOVTES

PO, TOLG TOJOG CVTOV

KOl 00TOG 1)V GOpLOPLTNG

ovyL o1 deka ekabapiotnoav

1 OAGTPOTY) ... AUUTTEL

Kot ABEY 0 KOTUKAVGLOG

E0TOL EV TN NUEP

TNUEPD ... ATOKUAVTTOLTOL

€V EKEVN TN MUEP

oG gav {ntmon

TV YOYNV 0VTOV TEPLTOL|GAGHAL

TNV EKSIKNOV TOV EKAEKTOV OTOV TV
Bowvimv
0 ETEPOG TEAMVIG

UM KOAVETE 0VTO

0G ov) un [amo]Aafn
TOALUTAGOLOVO. EV TO KOP® TOVTW
£dwKev ooy o 0o

avnp ovopartt ... (K010 Ko auTog nv
apYLITEA®YNG
KOl TPOOP ARV

0Tl EKEWNG NLEAAEY dlepyecbot
gimev

deyoyyvlov AeyovTeg
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OLTOG EVOMOVI|GOGS EUTEV
ekeev mOE

GULVQEPEL € OVTO

€1 MB0g LAIKOG TTEPLEKELTO

KoL EPUTTETO €1 TNV Bodkocoav
HRETOVONG®(05) / PETAVOM(05)
0 0€ EITTEV VTOLS

TN GUKOULEV®D

peraguteLvdnTL €15 TNV Behacoav
TIG O€ EYMV VUMV d0VAOV

[ EPEL QVTO

aALOL EPEL OVT®

0TOV TOU|GTTE 0GU AEY®
LEGOV GOLOPELNG KOl YOAMAOLNG
07OV 1|6V OEKU OVOPES AETTPOL
KOl £0TNoaV ToppmOev

Ko

EKPAEAV GOV peYUAN

TIPOG TOLG TOJOG CLTOV

nv 8¢ copaping

0vTol deka ekoboplobnoay

1 AGTPOTY) ... OCTPUATTEL

KOl £YEVETO KOTOKAVGLLOG

£0TOAL T NUEP

nUePA ... 1| aToKaAVQON
EKEVN TN MUEPAL

oc av Ogknon

Cwoyovnoar TNV yoynv auTov

TNV EKSIKNOV TOV EKAEKTOV 0VTOV fOMVIOV

€1 TEMOAMVI|G

U1 KOAVGNTOL 0VTO,

gav un Aofn

ENTATAUGLOVE EV TM KUP® TOVT®
£dmkev doEav to 0o

avnp ovopartt ... LoKy00g ovTog v
apYLITEA®YNG
Kol Tporapmv

0Tl gKevN NUeAlev diepyectat
ELOEV KON ETEV
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OTECTELAAV TPEGPELOV OTICM OVTOV

nABev 0 dgVTEPOS Aey®V
gpofovuny yap o€ oTL 0vOp®TOG
AgyeL ovto

Ko o TL

Kot 60TE T TG OEKO [LVOG EXOVTL
TOVTL TO EXOVTL 000N cETOL

TOVG gOpPOLG pov TOVTOVG
avaPaivov €1 1EPOGOAV L.

TO 0POG T KUAAOVUEVOV ELILOV
€0V TIG DULOG EPMOTOL

EUTOV

Ko nyoryov

NYAyOV GUTOV TPOS TOV IV KL

£TL TOV TOAOV

€yylovTog 0 aVTOL NON TPOG TN KOTOPacEL
omay 10 TAnBog

néovowv nuepat €L 6€ Kon TapERPaiovoy ot
gxfpot cov
K g16€A0 v

JVTOV OKOV®V
KO EITATE 0L

0 L00g amoG KaToMOaoEL UG
Kol omednuncev

npoceBETO ETEPOV TEPY UL SOVAOV
Kou TPocedeTo TpLTov TEpy o
160G TOVTOV EVIPOMNGOVTOL

wao, EMAAPOVTOL GVTOL AOYOV OGTE
TOPOSOVVOL (VTOV
0V AopPovelg TPOcHOTOV

€EEOTLV ... KULGAPL GOPOV O0VVOL
KOTOVONGOS 08 QVTOV

Ol ETTOL OV KOTEATOV TEKVA,

EUEV AVTOIG

KO YOPIGKOVTOL

EIMEY KG

¢ av 0 Tovg exBpovg cov
VTOTOOLOV TOV TOOMV GOV

KOAEL KoL

01 KATEGO10VGLY TG OIKIOG TV YNPOV

KOl TPOPOCEL LOKPOL
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EVETEPYAV(05) / EMEPYAV(05°) TPEGPLav
OTELC® (VTOV
0 £TEPOC ELOV e1mev
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0 0¢€ UmEV VT

ola TL 0LV

KOl OTEVEVKOLTE TM TOG OEKO LVOG EYOVTL
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anekprinoav

KOl 0y 0y OVTES

OYOYOVTEG TOV TOAOV

£ QVTOV

eyYlovTOV 08 OVTOV TPOG TNV KaTufacty
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UKOVELY VTOV
0V EUTOTE [LOL

MBaoelL Nuog 0 Laog amag
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ETLYVOVG OE QVTOV
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un rrononte

Un TPOPELETAV ALTOAOYN O VOL
ovat ... taig nralovoarg

€V OTOPLOL

HETO SOUVOPEMGS KO 00ENG TOAANG
YWOGKETE

10VAOV TOV KOAOVLEVOV LIOKOPLOTIV
€K TOVL 0plOLLOV TOV dWOEK

oV pun Gay®

AoPETE TOVTO KON SIOUEPIOATE

£mg ov N Paciiera Tov Ov £A0n
£0MKEV OVTOLG
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01 O€ EMEQMVOVY AEYOVTEG

92

un eopnOnre

U1 TPOPELETOVTES OTOL0oYN OVl
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UN KAOUETE €T EUE

€0 £0VTAGC KAOIETE

ETTL TOL TEKVO, VULV

dropeptlopevol 0€ TO INATLO CVTOV
€10TNKEL 0 Aaog Bsp v
eEepokmpilov d¢

0£0G TPOGPEPOVTES HVTM

KOL AEYOVTEG
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0P OV TOTO EYEVETO
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Un KAOUETE ELLE

€00TOG KAOIETE

TOL TEKVOL DOV

oegpeprlovTo de To YATIO OLTOV
EI0TNKEL O A0OG 0PV
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0£0G TE TPOGEPEPOV

Aeyovteg
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0P OV TOVTO YEYOVEV

NABOV AEYOLG UL OTTAGLOV OYYEAWDY EMPOIKEVOL

amnABov TIVEG EK T®V GLV MLLEWV
0g

0 O¢€ gmev



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

24:27 A Kot 0pEOLEVOG OO0 LOVOEMG KOt NV 0pEAIEVOS OO LOVGEMG

24:27 S apEOLLEVOG ... OLEPIIVEVGEY OVTOIG OPEALLEVOG ... EPUAVEVELY QVTOLG

24:29 O TPOG ECTEPAV EGTIV KOL KEKAIKEV ... | MUEPOL  TPOG ECTEPAV KOUIKAEIKEV ... 1] UEPA

24:29 S GLV QUTOLG HET QVTOV

24:30 S EMEHLO0V OVTOLG TPOGEDOLOOV OVTOLG

24:32 S TPOG OAANAOVG TPOG EQVTOVG

24:32 S MG SMVOLYEV MUV TOS YPUPUS ®G MVVYEV NUEW 1] YPOON(05) / TOG
YPAPAG(05%)

24:35 S ¢ gyvachn ovtolg 0T1 €yvecOn avTolg

24:39 S kabwg epe Bemperte grovta kabwg epe ephemeTe exovia

24:44 S €TL OV GLV LUV €V O MUV GLV VUEWV

24:44 S del TANP®ON VIR TOVTO T YEYPOLLEVD del MM oONvOL TOVTO T YEYPOLLUEVDL

24:47 S Knpuynvat ... €15 mavta to e6vn Knpuxtnvat ... @g em tavta to gvn

24:51 S d1e0Tn AT QVTOV OTECTI] AT AVTOV

24:53 S NGOV 3100 TOVTOG £V TM 1EP® EVAOYOVVTEG TOV TGOV O10 TAVTOC EV T 1EPM GAVOLVTEG TOV OV

ov

4.4.3 Singular readings with significant changes

The third category is singular readings which are regarded to be significant in studying the scribal
intention. These readings reflect significant linguistic or literary changes which affect the meaning.
These are further distinguished into harmonisation, specification or simplification, and significant

alterations.

4.4.3.1 Singular readings by harmonisations

Codex Bezae shows a strong tendency of harmonising the Lukan text with that of Matthew or Mark.
Sometimes it is challenging to identify harmonisations since D does not always adopt the Matthean or
Markan verses literally. D sometimes make changes in vocabulary, sometimes in word order,
sometimes in grammatical construction. This study has picked out what seems evident. Considering the
harmonisations, the scribes of the D-text show the tendency of removing the difficulties caused by the
different accounts between Luke and other Synoptics. Furthermore, the scribes of D-text made certain
harmonisations to alter the meaning of Luke according to their own agenda. Therefore, harmonised

verses are a good resource to trace the theological tendency of the scribes.
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Table 48. Singular readings by harmonisations with other biblical verses

Ch. Type B-text D-text Reference
2:39 A eneatpeyay ... valapet eMeaTPEYAY ... valapeT KaBwg Mt. 2:24
gpnon oo TOV TPOPITOVL OTL
valmparog kKinbnoetor
3:1 (0) TEILATOV TNG 10LO0LOG KOL TEIAATOV TNG 10LOUNG TP OO0V Mt. 2:21
TETPOPYOVVTOS TG YOLELAULOG
NP0V
3:22 T/S GV €1 0 VIOG 1OV O UYUTNTOS EV V10G 1OV €1 GV EYM GNUEPOV Ps. 2:7; Acts
601 £V30KN G0, YEYEVVIKA OE 13:33; Heb. 1:5
3:23-31 S KOL 0VTOG 1)V 1G APYOIEVOS MOGEL NV € MG OOG ETMV A UPYOUEVOG Mt. 1:6-16
ETOV TPLOKOVTO OV VI0G O MG EVONELLETO EVOL VIOG LG
EVOMLETO 1OGNQ TOL NAEL TOV TOV £YEVETO LUKOP TOV podbav
RoTOOT TOL AEVEL TOL PEAYEL TOV  TOV €AEALOP TOL ELLOVO TOV
VvVl TOV OGO TV padBabiov 1o ey TOL 6AdWK TOV ai®pP TOV
TOV GLOS TOV VAOVYL TOV EGAEL ghaxe Tov ofovd Tov
TOVL VUYYOl TOV pood Tov Copofapel Tov calabimh Tov
ROTTAOL0D TOV GEUEELV TOV LG  LEYOVIOV TOV LOOUKELN TOV
TOV 100 TOL LOAVAY TOV P1Ca EMUKELL TOV LOGELD, TOV OPMG
700 Copofapel Tov corlabMA TOV  TOL pOVEGGT TOV £EKELX TOV
VIIPEL TOV PEAYEL TOV 0.OOEL TOV 005 T0V 1wabay Tov olgrn Tov
KOGUN TOV EALAIULL TOV )P TOV GILEGLOV TOV 1OUS TOV 0)Yoiiov
mMGov Tov eMelep TOL LOPELR TOV  TOV LOPUN TOV LOGUPAD TOV
RaTOOT TOV AEVEL TOV GLUEMY 0o ToV 0fovd Tov poffoap Tov
TOV 10000 TOV LGP TOV LOVUN GOLOPL®V TOV OUVELD
TOV ELLOKELNL TOV HEAED TOV
HEVVA TOV peTTafa Tov vadap
TOV O0VELD
4:2 S nelpalopEVOG VIO TOL duforov nelpaOUEVOG VIO TOL GATAVA Mk. 1:13
4:31 A TOALY TNG YOAMAOLOG TOALV TNG YOAMAOLOG THV Mt. 4:13
Tapadarlacolov €V 0pLoLg
Cafoviov ko ve@Oadiep
5:10 S opolLMG 6€ Kot lwKofov Kt 1160V 3€ KOWVOVOL aVTOV WeK®Pog Mt 4:19;
waviy viovg Cefedatov ornoay  Kal 1wavng viot efedatov o de Mk. 1:17
KOLV@OVOL T®) GLUMVL KOl ETTE EUTEV OVTOLG OEVTE KO U1
TPOG TOV GOV 1S U1 PoPov amo  yewese ahielg LOvOY TOMGK
70V VOV avOpmmovg gon {oypov  yop vpog oMES ovOpoTv
5:13 S 1 Aenpa amnAOsy o ovTOV ekafapioon Mk. 1:42;
Mt. 8:3
5:14 A - 0 o¢ €€elBv np&ato Knpvcsey Mk. 1:45-2:1a
KO1 O10QMUELELY TOV LOYOV OGTE
UNKETL HuvacOor avtov Qavepwg
€15 Tov s1eelBEy adha eE® v
€V EPNNOLS TOTOIS KUL
GUVI|PYOVTO TTPOS GVTOV KL
NAOEY TOALY €1C KOPAPVAOL L (after
5:14)
5:21 A np&avto daroyiiechat ot np&avto daroyiiechat ot Mt. 9:3;
YPOLLLLOTELG KOL Ol POPELGALOL YPOLLLLOTEL KOL OL POPICOLOL EV Mk. 2:7
TOAG KOPOLUNS QVTMV
5:21 S TIG EGTIV OVTOG 0G AOAEL TL 0VTOG AaAel PAacONLLLOG Mk. 2:7

Pracenuiag
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5:27 S
5:27 S
5:38 A
6:2 S/A
6:6 S/O
6:11 S
6:14 A
6:15 A
6:23 S
7:2 S
7:27 (@)
8:20 S
8:24 S
8:45 S
9:22 S
9:27 S
9:33 S
9:39 S/O
10:23 A
11:2 A
11:11 A
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peto tovta ENAbey

€0g000TO TELMVIV OVOpOTL
Agvew

AL OVOV VEOV €15 0lOKOLG KALVOLG
BAnteov

Tl TOLELTE

EYEVETO O€E &V ETEPM GaffaTm
g1eel0ey avToV €15 TNV
OLVUY®YNV KO OO UGKELY KO 1|V
avOpOTOg EKEL KOL 1 XEP GVTOV

n 4w nv Enpa
TL GV TOWGOLEY TO W

wovnv

fopav

1600 Yap 0 LicBoc VUMV TOAVG
EKOTOVTAPYOV O€ TIVOG OVA0G

0G KOTOOKEVOOEL TV 000V GOV
gumpocdev cov
10ewv Oghovreg o€

EMOTUTO EMTCTATA

KOL EUTEV 0 1G

™ TPLTN NPEPT EYEPOVL

€0G OV OO TNV BAGIAELAY TOV
oo

KO TTOUGONEV CKNVUG TPELS

K0 160V Ve, Aappavel outov Kot
eEapvng kpalel

paxoptot ot opBaiiot o1 fAemovreg

o PAemete

otV Tpocevyeche heyete

a1TNGEL 0 V10G Ly Bov

eM0ov ol Tapa Ty Ooraccav
TOV ETOKOLOVOOVVTO GVT® OYA OV
£01000KEV

TAPAYOV ELOEV AEVEL TOV TOV
aAQOLOV

OALOL OLVOV VEOV E1G 0IOKOVG
KOvous BaALovoty Ko ap@poTEpoL
TIPOVVTAL

€10€ T1 TOLOVGLYV 01 pofnToL 6ov

Kou £16€A00VTOG 0VTOV TaALY €1G

Vv ocvvayoyny caffato v v
avlpomog Enpav g(wv Ty yE1pa

TOG UTOLECMGIY GVTOV

1OAVTV TOV GOEAPOV GVTOV 0VG
ETOVORAGEY foavipyss 0 E6TIV
viot Bpovrg

Oopav ToV EMKAALOVREVOV
owvpov

071 0 L16H0C VL@V TOAVG

EKATOVTOPYOL OE TIVOG LG

0¢ KOTaoKELVOOEL TNV 000V GOV

{ntovvteg o€
KE K&
0 8 mg yvoug TV EghBovaay £E

GUTOV duvapy ETNPOTA
1ed Nuepag TPES AVasTIVOL

€M OV EIOOCLV TOV VIOV TOV
avOpomTov gpyopevoy gv 1| do&n
gVTOV

0gherc oMo ™(05) /

O COUEV(05C) MOE TPEIS OKNVOGS
oVTOV EEPVIG TVELN

paxoptot ot opBaiiot o1 fAemovreg
0. PAETETE KO KOVOVTES O
OUKOVETE

otav Tpocevyncbe pun
BotToroyerte g o1 Aovwor
d0KOVGLY YOp TIVES OTL EV TN)
TOAVAOYELD, CVTOV
gloakovodncovror arla
TPOGEVYOLEVOL AEYETE

0 V10G OUTNGEL APTOV U1 Afov
OVTO ETOMGEL 1] Kot tyfov
o1TNGoEL

Mk. 2:13

Mk. 2:14

Mt. 9:18

Mk. 2:24
Mk. 3:1

Mk. 3:6;
Mt. 12:14
Mk. 3:17

Jn. 11:16, 20:24,
21:2

Mt. 5:12
Mt. 8:6
Mk. 1:2

Mk. 3:32;
Mt. 12:46
Mt. 8:25

Mk. 5:30

Mt. 27:63; Mk.
8:31,9:31, 10:34
Mt. 16:28

& Mt. 25:31

Mt. 17:4

Mk. 9:18, 20

Mt. 13:16

Mt. 6:7

Mt. 7:9



11:14

11:30

11:35

11:43

11:44

11:51

11:54
12:4

12:10

12:24

12:24

12:26
12:27
14:5

17:6

17:21

17:35

18:15

18:20

19:27

19:38

20:24
21:2

T/A

9]

A
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Kot v eKporii@v darpoviov [Kon
JUTO MV KOPOV] EYEVETO O€ TOV
darpoviov e£elBovtog eEhaincey 0
KOQOog Kol edavpacav ot oyrot

GKOTEL 0LV 1] TO MG TO EV GOL
GKOTOG E6TLV
£V TOLG OYOPOUIG

ovat vy

peTay Tov HuclaeTNPIOL Kot TOV
01KOV

KO LETO TONVTO P1] EYOVTMV
0VK apebnoetot
KOTOVONOOTE TOVS KOPUKOGS

TOGM POALOV VUELS SPEPETE TOV
TETEWV®V
€1 0LV OVTE EATYLGTOV duvacOa

TG GVEAVEL 0V KOMTLY, 0VOE VIlOEL

g M Boug e1g ppeap TEGETAL

EAEYETE OV T1 GUKOUIVE®

100V ®OE M eKEL

TPOCEPEPOV OE OLTM KL TO,
Bpeon

1] POYYEVGTIG U1 GOVEVOTS 1)
KAEWYI|G p1) YELIOPAPTUPN OIS

0 EPYOUEVOS 0 Pacirevg gV
OVOLLUTL KU
de1&ate Lol ONvaPLoV

TOVTO O€ EUTOVTOG QVTOV
TPOGPEPETE GVTM
darpovilopnevog KMPOGg Kat
ekfaiovtog avTOL TAVTES
g0avpalov

Kol KaO®g 1ovag gV 11 KotMo
TOV KITOVG EYEVETO TPIS TUEPAS
KO TPELS VOKTOG 0VTOG Kol 0
V106 TOV aVOPOTOV EV T1) Y1) (after
11:30)

€L 0LV TO YOG TO EV GOl GKOTOG TO
GKOTOG TOGOV

£V TOUG OLYOPOIG KOL TPOTOKALGLOG
€V TOIG OELTVOoLg

OLOL VUEWY YPOURATELS KOL
PpaplsaIoL

ava pecov Tov Busractnplov Kot
TOV VOOV

V0 EVPOGLY KUTIYOPNGUL QVTOV

TV 6 Yoyny pi Suvopevev
OTOKTELVAL M1OE EYOVTOV

0VK aPebNCETOL AVT® OVTE EV TM
ULOVL TOVT® OVTE EV TO PEALOVTL
KOLTOVOT|GOLTE TA TTETEVO, TOV
0VPAVOV

OVl VUELS SLOLPEPETOL TV
TETEWV®V

Ko

T®G 0VTE VI|OEL 0VTE VYUIVEL

apoParov n Poug €15 ppeap
EVIIEGELTAL

ELEYETE OV T OPEL TOVTM PETOP
evtevev ekl kKo peteforvey Ko
TN GUKOUEV®

150V ®WOE M 100V EKEL PN
TGTEVCNTE

0vo gv aypo £1g Tapain@dnoceToL

KOL 0 ETEPOS O.PEONCETOL (after
17:35)
TPOGEPEPOV OE QLT TOLOLH,

TO 0V HOLYEVGELS OV (POVEVGELS OV
KALEYELS 0V YEVOOPUPTUPIGELS

K01 TOV O(PELOV 00VA0V EKPareTe
£€1G TO OKOTOG TO EEMTEPOV EKEL
€0TOL 0 KAovOpog ko o Bpuypog
TOV 000VTOV (after 19:27)

0 EP)OHEVOG EV OVORLATL KU
gvAoyNuevog o Pactievg

O€1£0TE [LOL TO VOUIG LA

0 E6TLV KOO PUVTIG (after 21:2)

Mt. 9:32-33

Mt. 12:40

Mt. 6:23

Mt. 23:6-7;
Mk. 12:38-39

Mt. 23:23,
23:25

Mt. 23:35

Mk. 3:2
Mt. 10:28

Mt. 12:32

Mt. 6:26

Mt. 6:26

Mt. 6:28
Mt. 6:28
Mt. 12:11

Mt. 17:20

Mt. 24:23;
Mk. 13:21

Mt. 24:40

Mt. 19:13;
Mk. 10:13

Ex. 20:13-16;
Deut. 5:18-20;
Mt. 19:18
Mt. 25:30

Mk. 11:9-10

Mt. 22:20
Mk. 12:43
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22:4 (0) GUVEAOATNGEV TOLG APYLEPEVCLY KOL  GUVEAOATOEV TOIS CPYLEPEVCLY TG Mt 26:14;
GTPUTIYOLS TO TMG Mk. 14:10
22:26 S 0 MYOVLUEVOG OG O HLEKOVOV 0 TYOVLLEVOG (OG O OLOKOVOG Mt. 20:26
22:47 S KOL NYYLOEY T® W0 QUM|GOL OVTOV KO EYYLG0G EQIM|GEY TOV TNV Mt. 26:49;
Mk. 14:45
22:55 S HREGOS OVTOV RET aVTOV Ogpparvopevog Mk. 14:54
22:67 O £1 OV €1 0 )G EUTOV ULV oV €10 (PG Mk. 14:62
23:19 A - OVOYKIV € ELYEV KATA EOPTIV Mk. 15:6
UTOAVELY QUTOLG EVU. (after 23:19)
23:35 S £1 0VTOG £6TLY 0 %G TOV OV 0 £L 010G €1 TOV OV €1 Ypg EL 0 Mt. 27:40
EKAEKTOG EKAEKTOG
23:37 S €1 6V €1 0 PaCIAEVS TOV 10VIUWV XO1PE 0 PUGILEVG TMOV 10VMDOV Mt. 27:29;
Mk. 15:18
23:37 S GMGOV GEAVTOV nePLTedevTES OVTO Kon axavOwov Mt 27:29
GTEQUVOV
23:45 T/S £0Y1601 0€ TO KUTUTETACUA TOV KOl TO KOTUTETUGNO. TOV VU0V Mt. 27:51;
VIOV PEGOV £6160) (after 23:46) Mk. 15;38
24:1 A - amokvAioel Tov MOov ghoyilovto Mk 16:3
0€ EV EQVTOG TIG OPU (after 24:1)
24:13 S EUPAOVG OVAGPNOO0VG Gen. 28:19

4.4.3.2 Singular readings that specify or simplify

Another important format of singular readings are those readings which specify or simplify the verses.
These readings reflect what the scribes might have wanted to stress or to understate. These readings do
not always reflect theological significance as many of them involve an addition or omission of the
implied subject or object. It is important, rather, to pick out significant readings that might have affected

the theology of a particular manuscript.

Table 49. Singular readings that specify or simplify

Ch. Type B-text D-text Evaluation®’
1:23 A amnAbev €1G TOV O1KOV 0TOV T0TE anNADEV €1G TOV OIKOV GLTOV spec.
1:26 (0) TOALV TNG YOAAOLOG 1) OVOQLO, €1G TOAV YoAhouav simp.
valapet
1:41 T/A 70 Bpe@og v TN KoL €V T1] Kolhglo T1|g EMcafed To spec.
Bpepog .
1:48 A 0Tl EMEPAEYEV ETTL TNV TATIVOSLY 0Tl EMEPAEYEV KG EML TNV spec.
NG 00VANG CVTOV TATVOGLV TNG OOVANG OTOV
1:49 A ETMOINGCEV [LOL PHEYOAD O SLVOTOG gmomoev pot peyoA[e] 0 0g o spec.
duvartog
1:63 O EYPAYEV AEYOV 1DOVVNG gypayev 1wov[ving simp.

62 The column under “Evaluation” denotes the types of alteration: spec. for specification; simp. for simplification;

and emph. for emphasis.
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1:65

1:66
1:67
1:79
2:9

2:10

2:21
2:40

2:42

2:48

3:10
3:12

3:12
3:13

3:14
3:16

3:16
4:15

4:16
4:34
4:36
5:6
5:7
5:7
5:8
5:12

5:14
5:19

5:20
5:22

5:33
5:37

6:3

T/A

> O » » O

>

T/A

T/A

A/O

@)

S/O
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KOl EYEVETO EML WOVTAS QPOfog

YEP KV MV LET OVTOV
EMPOPNTEVGEY AEY®V
EMPOVOL TOIG EV GKOTEL

30Ea KU TEPIEMALYEY AVTOVC

XOPOAV LEYHANV NTLS EGTOL TOVTL T
Ao
€V T1] KOIAL0

70 Og TOOL0V NVEAVEY Kot
EKPOTALOVTO
avopavovTmv ouTmv

Kay® 0dUVOLEVOL {NTOLLEV OE

L ... TONCWOUEV

nABov de kot tehmvar BoamticOnvor

TL TOMGWOUEV

UNOEV TAEOV AP TO
OLUTETAYUEVOY VULV TTPUGGETE
TL TOUGOLEV KO NUES

UTEKPLVATO LEYOV TUGLY O
100V
TMV VTOSNLOTOV GVTOV

€J1000KEV EV TALG CLVAYDYOIG
qVTOV
Kata 10 e1whog avT®

nABeg amoresar Nuag
gyevero Bopfog emt mavtag

TOVTO TOUGUVTEG GUVEKAELGAV
mAn0og yBvwv ToAvv
wote PutilecHon

BoOilecObor avta
e&eAbe am gpov

TEGCOV ETL TPOCMTOV £0ENON
gVTOV
£1G LOPTVPLOV CVTOLS

010 TOV KOPUp®V

1oV TV ToTIV AVTOV

T1 d1Aoyileote ev Tang Kapdlaig
VUOV
o1 d¢ oo1

PNEEL 0 OVOG O VEOG TOVG ALGKOVG

0VOE TOLTO aveyvmote

K1 £YEVETO QOBOG peyag em
TOVTOG
YEP KV LET OUTOV

1mey
EMPOVOL POGS TOIG EV GKOTEL
d0&a TEPIELALYEY 0VTOVG

YOPOV LEYUAV NTIG EGTOL KO
TOVTL TO A0®
€V KOUAMQ UNTPog

70 3¢ MOS10V NG EKPATALOVTO KU
nuéave

avERNGAV 01 YOVELS GVTOV EYOVTEG
aVTOV

KOY® 0dVVOUEVOL KO ADTTODPEVOL
elntovpey g

TL TOINOMUEV Ve, 6OOONEV

nABov de Kot TEA®VOL OpOLMG
BoamticOnva
TL TOUGOUEV VA GOOOPEY

UNOEV TAEOV TPUCCETAL TANT, TO
OLUTETAYUEVOV VUEWV TPAGGELY
TL TOUGOUEV VA GOOOPEY

ETLYVOVS T OLAVOTLOTA CVTMV
E1TTEV
TOV VTTOONLLOTOG

€J1000KEV EV TALG CLVAYDYOIG

Kata To e1whog
NABeg Nuog moE amrorecan
gyevero Bopfog peyag ent TovTog

€V0VG YUAOOAVTES TO OLKTVO
cvvekAoay tyBvmv TAnog moAv
wote wapa T futilectan

BoBilecOon
TOPOKOA® eEEADE O ELOV

EMEGEV EML TPOCOTOV

V0L E1G LAPTUPLOV 1] DRELY TOVTO

KOL 0/TOGTEY UGAVTES TOVG
KEPAROVG 07OV 1V
B8OV ... WG TNV TIOTLV QVTOV

T1 dedoyileaBort ev Tong Kopdlong
VUDV TOVIPO.
o1 0¢ padnToL 6ov

PNEEL 0 OVOG O VEOG TOVG ALOKOVG
TOVG TOANLOVG
OVOETOTE TOLTO OVEYVOTOL

spec.

simp.
simp.
spec.
simp.

spec.

spec.

spec.
spec.
spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

simp.

simp.
spec.
spec.

spec.

spec.
simp.
spec.

simp.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

spec.

emph.



6:8

6:12
6:14
6:20
6:31
6:34
6:45

6:49
7:4

7:9

7:12
7:12
7:19
7:22

7:28
7:50
8:4
8:5
8:8
8:13
8:15
8:15

8:24
8:28

8:32

8:35

8:37
8:37
8:50
8:56

9:11

9:16

9:16

> O O O » O O

©“ »v » O » O O

w »

S » O O » O

S/O

T/0

T/S
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EMEV O TO AVOPL

€V TN mpocevyn Tov Ov
CLLOVA

aVTOG

TOLELTE QVTOLG OLLOLMGS
wa amoAdfOoY TA 160

€K Tov ayabov Bnocavpov T
Kaporug
Kol gvBvg cuvenecey

01 3& TOPAYEVOLEVOL TTPOG TOV LV
ovoEg

Kot 100v eEexopuleto

0YA0G TNG TOAEMG

EMEPYEV TTPOG TOV KV AEY OV

0 ELOETE KL KOVOUTE

0 0€ MIKPOTEPOG €V TN Pociieln
oV O

T TOTIC GOV GECWKEV GE

gmev own mapafoing

EV TO OTPELV HVTOV
™V ynv v ayadnv

ovToL pilav OVK EYOVCLY
€V KopOLo KA KoL oyoon
OKOVGOVTEG TOV LOYOV

T® KAWO®VL TOV VOUTOG

180V 8¢ Tov v avakpatog
TPOGETECEV CUTM

EMLTPEYT] OVTOLG EIG EKELVOVG
greelfev

€ENLOoV O WOEV TO YEYOVOG KoL
NA0av TPOG TOV IV KUl VPOV
KOONUEVOY TOV GVOV U@ OV TO.
darpovia eEnAOsv elpaTicpEVOVY
KOl 6O@POVOLVTH

aVToG o€ gufag

gvBog €15 TAOLOV VTEGTPEYEV
0 8¢ Mg oKovoOg

KoL EEEGTIGAY 01 YOVELS AVTI|G

TOVG YPEWLV EXOVTOG Bepamelog
0To

avapleyog €1g TOV OVpOVOV
gvuhoynoev

KOl KOTEKAAGEY Kot 5100V

heyer [ ]

EV T1 TPOGELYN
TPOTOV GOV,
TOLELTE OVTOLG
wa amoAafwoty

€K ToL ayafov Bncavpov aVTOV

NG Kopotug
KOl GUVETEGEV

01 € TOPOLYEVOLLEVOL

O0VOETOTE

e&exopulero

TOAVG 0YA0G TG TOLEMG

Aeyer mopev0eEvVTES EMTATE VT

o E100V VPOV 01 0pOaAipol Kot o
NKOVGOV VUOV TO. OTA

0 MEKPOTEPOS GVTOV EV TN
Baciiein Tov O

YUVOL 1] TIGTIS GOV GECWOKEV OE

emev TaPAforny ToLVTNV TPOG
gVTOVG
EV T® OTIPELWV

™V ynv TV ayanv Ko Keiny
plav ovk gyovoy

gv Kopdio oryadn

AKOVGAVTEG TOV Aoyov Tov v
T KAO®VL

€180V 8¢ Tov MV oveKpagey
€15 TOVG Y01POVS E10ELDOLY

TOPAYEVOUEVAY OE EK TG TOAEMG
Kot Ocopnoavtov kadnpevov Tov
dapovilopevov cO@PpoOvoLVTA
KOl ILUTIGPEVOV KaOnpevovy

gupoc o¢
evBag ... VIECTPEYEV
0 8¢ Mg 0KOVGOG TOV AOYOV

o1 d¢g yovelg avTng Bsmpovvreg
eEeotnoay

TOVG YPELV EYOVTOG Bepametag
JVTOV TOVTAS L0TO

avapleyog €1g TOV OVpOavVOV
TPOSNVENTO KU EVAOYTOEV
Kot €5100V

100

simp.
simp.
spec.
simp.
simp.
simp.

spec.

simp.
simp.
emph.
simp.
spec.
spec.

spec.
spec.

spec.

spec.

simp.
spec.
simp.
simp.
spec.
simp.

simp.
simp.

simp.

simp.
simp.
spec.

spec.
spec.
spec.

simp.



9:19

9:39
9:47

9:48

9:62
10:6

10:24

10:35
10:36
10:39
10:41

11:2
11:2
11:5
11:8
11:26
11:37
11:37
11:46

12:1
12:15

12:32

12:38

12:39

12:43

12:46
12:53

13:7
13:8
13:12
13:17

T/S
S/A

o

© » »w O O O » O © O O O
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T/0

S/A

T/S/0

Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

GALOL OE OTL TPOPNTNG TIS TOV
UPY ULV OVECTI)
OTOPUCGEL QUTOV LLETO OPPOV

EMAOPOLEVOG TTOIOIOV EGTNOEV
oVTO

glLE dEYETOL KO 0G OV ENE OEENTON
OEYETOL TOV OMOGTEINAVTOL LIE
aumev dg 0 1g

€0 VULOGC UVOKOPYEL

TOAAOL TPOPNTAL KO POCIAELS
nbeknoav Wewv
amodMC® GOl

TOVTOV TOV TPLOV
MNKOVE TOV AOYOV GVTOV

popba popba pepruvag Kon
Oopvpaln mepr Torha
EIMEV ... BVTOLG

eNdeT®

EUTEV TTPOG OVTOVG

eyepbeic dmoel avTm

TOTE TOPEVETAL

€V 0& T® AIANGAL EPOTO QVTOV
(POpPIoaN0g

OLTOL EVL TOV SAKTLA®V VU®V OV
TPOGYOVETE TOLS POPTLOLG

TPOG TOVG LaONTAS GVTOV

OVK €V T® TEPIGGEVELY TVL | {om
GVTOV EGTLY EK TOV VTOPYOVIOV
aVTO

£VBOKNGEY O TP LUOV SOVVOL DY
v Bactislav

£V T1] OEVTEPA KAV EV TN) TPLTY
QPUAOKT €LOM KoL VP OVTOG

OVLK OV aQTKEY dropuydnvar Tov
OLKOV 0VTOV
ov eMmV 0 KS anTov £VpNoEL

NEEL 0 KG TOV 30VAOV EKEVOV

V10¢ €T TTATPL AVLTOV

EKKOWOV OUTV
Bolo kompra
0 1G TPOGEPOVI|GEV KO EITEV

TOAGLV TOWS EVO0E01S TOLG
YEWVOUEVOLS VT CVTOV

101

1] VO TOV TPOPNTOV

OTOPUCCEL LETA OPPOV

EMAOPOLEVOG TTOIOIOV EGTNOEV

eye SSXST(H KOl TOV OTOGTEIAOLVTO,

ue
0 &g Mg suTey CVTO

£ DLLOG EMGTPEYEL 1| EIPNVY
VROV
TOAAOL TpoPNTAL BEAN GOV E1OEV

OTOdMC®

MNKOVE TOV AOYOV

papba popba Bopvpaln

glmev
€0 NUog AT
glmev

gyepbeig dmoet
TOPEVETOAL
€06enon og avtov
TIS (POPICOLOG

OVTOL EVL TOV SUKTLA®V VOV OV
TPOGYOAVETE
TPOG TOVG padnTog

OVK €V T(M TEPICGEVELV TIVL EGTIV 1)
Lo &K TOV VIOPYOVIOV VT

€V 0T NVOOKNGEV O TATNP VULOV
dovvar vpew Ty foaciieloy

T1| E6TEPIVI] PLLOKI] KOL EVPICEL
0VTOG TON|GEL KOL £V EV T1|
0gVTEPQ KOn T1) TPLTN

OVK OV

ov eMmV 0 KS anTon £Vpnoet
avTov
nEel 0 K anTOoV

V10G ML TATPL AVTOV
owpeprodnoovran
QEPE TNV AEEWVNV EKKOYOV LTIV

Bolo KoPIVOV KOTTPLOV
0 NG ewmev

Tacw 015 €8gmpovy evdoorg v
JVTOV YELVOUEVOLS
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KO TOALY ELTEV TIVL OPLOLOCE TTV
Baciieray Tov Ov

0 1G EUTEV TPOG TOVG VOIKOUG KOL
(QOPEICAIONG AEY OV

otov KAnbng vro Tvog

UNTTOTE EVILOTEPOG GOV 1|
KEKAUEVOS VT QVTOV
amnYYEEY T® KO GDTOV TOVTO

0VLOEIG TOV AVIPMYV EKEWVOV TOV
KeKANUEVDV

wa unmote Bevrog avtov Bepeiiov
KO 1] L6YVOVTOG EKTELEGOL

Kot gupebn

0 0€ EEV OVTM

TOV LOG)OV TOV GLTEVTOV
£PLPOV

KOO160GS TOYEMS YPOYOV
TEVINKOVTOL

GV O€ OGOV OPELAELS O OE ELTTEV
EKATOV KOPOVG GLTOV

0TL 01 V101 TOL OLMVOG TOVTOV

(PPOVILMOTEPOL
aV0G O€ TIC 1V TAOVGL0G

EUTEV OVTOIG TTOPELOEVTES
eMOEIENTE ENVTOVG

0 1G €1meV

0VY EVPEONGAV VTOGTPEYUVTES
dovvau o&av T O

L0V TV NUEPMV TOVL VIOV TOV
avBpmmov

AgyoLoV OVT®

€701 YPOVOV

EUTEV EV EAVTM €L KOL TOV OV OV

pofovpot
TNV YNPAV TOVTNY EKSIKNC® OVTHV

e&ovbevouvTog Tovg AOToVG

KaTEPRN 0VLTOG SEKAUMUEVOG EIG
TOV OLKOV 0UTOV TTOP EKELVOV

TOG EVIOAUG 010G

0G OPNKEV ... EVEKEV TG factielog
Tov Gu

¢ NABgv gmL TOV TOTTOV
avapreyag o 1g
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1] TIVL OpOL €0TLV 1| faGLAELO TOV
0y KoL TIVL OPOLOG® AVTY

0 MG EWEV TPOG TOVG VOLIKOUG KoL
(OPIoAIOVG

otav KAnbng

UNTOTE EVIEWLOTEPOG GOV NEEL

amNYYELEY T® KO GVTOV TOVTO,
ToTo

0VLOEIG TOV AVOPOV TOV
KeKANUEVDV

wa, unmote Bevtog avtov Bepeielov
U1 LGYVOT] OLKOOOUTGUL KOt

Kot apTL vpebn

0 d¢ eumev
TOV GEITELTOV JLOGYOV VTQ
£pLpOV €€ aryv

YPOWYOV TEVTIKOVTO
EKUTOV KOPOLS GELTOV 0 d€

0TL 010 AEY® VRELV 01 L1OL TOV
OLOVOG TOLTOL PPOVILOTEPOL
ELTTEV OE KO ETEPAV TAPOPOANV
avOpOTOS TIG NV TAOLG10G

gmev avtolg Tedepamevode
Topevbevteg emOEIEATE EAVTOVG
0 NG EMEV OVTOLG

€€ VTV 0vdEIS gVPEdn
VAOGTPEP®V 0G5 dMGEL 0LV TM
0o

L0V TOV NUEPMY TOVTOY TOV VIOV
ToV avBpwToL

Agyovowv

ETTL YPOVOV TV

NABeV £1¢ E0VTOV KL AgYEL €1 TOV
Ov ov pofovuat

TNV XNPOV TOVTNV ATELO@V
EKOIKNC® OLTNV

e&ovbevouvTog Toug AOToVg
avlpomovg

KaTEPRN 0LTOG SEFKAUMULEVOG
HOAAOV TOP GLKELVOV TOV
PapLGaI0V

TOG EVIOANG 010G 0 OE EVTEV TOLUG
eurev 6 o Mg

0G OPNKEV ... EV TO KAIP® TOVTO
gvekev NG Paciielac Tov v
EYEVETO €V TM dgpyecBar avtov
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AoPewv ot Paciieiay

EVPTNCETE TOAOV OEGEUEVOV EQ OV
0VOE1S TOTOTE AVOpOTOV
EK0O16E KOl AVOUVTEG GVTOV
OYOYETE

€0V ... EpOTO. OLOL TL AVETE

YOLPOVTESG QVELY TOV BV pvn
peyain

XOPAKO GOL

np&ato o€ TPOg TOV Aaov Aeysly
NV TapafoAnv TovTnv
avlponog [Tic] epuTevoev
OUTELOVO

OOVTEG O€ OLTOV 0L YEMPYOL
dedoylovto

OTOAEGEL TOVG YEMPYOLS TOVTOVG

VTOKPIVOLLEVOVG EAVTOVG JIKOLOVG
£vaL

TN apyn Ko 1) E£0V0L0 TOV
nYEHovog

£V YOVUIKO KOl 0VTOG O.TEKVOG
1 wo Aafin o 0del@og avTov TNV
YOVOIKQ

EMTA OVV AOELPOL GOV

0 Tp1Tog EAaPev avTnv

01 D101 TOV OUMVOG TOVTOV
YOLOVGLY
daved ovv Kv aVTOV KOst

ovk apebnoetat Mbog emt MBw®
EMNPMTNCOV O OVTOV AEYOVTEG

EMOPATE TOG KEPUAOG DRV
€00G @V TOVTOL YEVITOL

TOG 08 VOKTOG EEEPYONEVOG
nuAleTo €15 TO 0pOG
TOG GVTOLS TAPUO® QVTOV

0 0€ EUEV OVTOLG

0VOL TO AVOPOTO EKEWV® S OV
Tapad1d0TOL

TIG YOP PEWOV 0 OVOKEYLEVOS 1] O
SLIKOVOV 0VYL O OVUKELNEVOG
EYO O EV HEGCM VPOV EUL OG O
oLaKOovVOV

gv 11 PaciAglo pov
Agy® yap vpv

Ol TEPL OTOV ... EITOV KE
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AaPew Bactrieiav

gvpnoete Twlov [ ](05) / € ov
0V0€15 avlpOTOV eka0L1oEY KO
AvoavTeS ayoyaTe(05©)

av ... EpuTa

YOPOVTEC QUVELY TOV OV

xopoKo

€LEYEY O€ TNV TaPafoAny ToL TV
OUTELOVO EQUVTEVOEV AVOpOTOg
1dovteg 0g ovtov dteAoyifovto

OTOAEGEL TOVG YEMPYOLG

VTOKPIVOLLEVOVG EAVTOVG JIKOLOVG
TO NYEROVL

UTEKVOG €YV YUVUIKO Wva. Aafn o
AOEMPOG VTOV TNV YUVOLKO,

NOAV TOP NUELY ENTA A.OEALPOL
0 TP1Tog

01 V101 TOV CMVOG TOVTOD
YEVVOVTOL KOL YEVVAGLY YOLOVGTY
daverd kv avtov Aeyet

ovk apednoetat ABog emt MBw &v
TOY®

EMNPOTNGOV O€ QVTOV 01 padnTon
Aeyovteg

EMOPOTE TOG KEPAAOS

€0G TAVTO. TOVTO, YEVITOL

€15 TO 0pog NUANLETO

WG TAPOOOL CVTOV
0 O¢ €lmev

0LOL EKEV® d1 OV TALPASIOOTOL
HOAAOV 1] O OVOKELPEVOS

EYO YOpP EV HECH VROV NAB0V ovy
G 0 AVOKELUEVOS OAL OG O
OLuKOVOV

gv 1 Pactiea

Aeyo® yap

Ol TEPL AVTOV ... EWTAY TM KO
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KOl W OPEVOG TOV (MTLOV LUGATO
aVTOV

£K0ONTO O TETPOG
Kol 6V €€ auTOV €1

TEPIKAAVYOVTEG GUTOV EMNPOTOV
Aeyovteg

GVTOL YOP NKOVGONEV OTTO TOV
GTOATOG OVTOV

amay 10 TAN00g aVTOV NYayov
aVTOV

aVTOG O€ OLOEV AMEKPIVAITO OLTW

EYEVOVTO OE PLAOL O TE PG
K0l 0 TA0TOG

€V 0T TN NUEPO NET GAANA®V
TPOVTINPYOV YOP €V EXOPA OVTES
TPOG AVTOVG

KOl TOV AQOV

OV KATNYOPELTE KOT QUTOV
nkoiovbet de avT® TOAL TAN00G

EGTOVPDOCAV OVTOV KOL TOVG
KOKOVPYOLG

€1G 0€ TOV KPENUGOevTMV
KOKOVPY®V

OTL €V TO OVT® KPULOTL EL

KoL ELEYEV W

KOL EUTEV QUTE

TUTTOVTEG TO. GTNON KOl TEGTPEPAV
0VTOG TPOGEAD®V T® TEINUT®
KkaBeAwv eveTOUMEEY 0UTO GIVOOVL

KO MIEPA NV TAPOCKEVNS KL
cafparov erepmokev
O YOVOIKES

™ 0 po 1oV caffotov
eAaAnceY (24:6) ... hey@V

KOl DVTTOGTPEYOCOL GITTO TOV
HVI|LELOV Oy YEIAOLY
K01 100V

KOl 0VTOL OUIAOVY

EUTEV ... IPOG VTOVG

KOl EKTEVEG TV (P NYOTO
GVTOV KOl OTEKATEGTOON TO 0V
aVTOV

£K0ONTO KL 0 TETPOG

TO OVTO

TMEPIKAAVYOVTEG GVTOV TO
TIPOCMOTOV ETVTTTOV GVTOV KL
gheyov

NKOVGUEY YOP OO TOV GTOUOTOG
aVTOL

MNYayov auTOV

OVTOG O€ OVK OTEKPIVALTO OUTM
ovoev

OVTEG O€ €V 01)010. 0 TIAUTOG KL 0
NPWONG EYEVOVTO PLAOL

EV OTN TN TLLEPOL

KOl TAVTOL TOV AOLOV

nkoiovBet de To TANBog avTM
unde nevOerte

E0TAVPOCAV AVTOV KO TOVG
KOKOLPYOLG O[OV
€15 € TOV KOKOLPY®V

OTL €V TO OVT® KPYLOTL EL KL
THES EGUEY

KOl GTPAPELS TPOG TOV KV ETEV
qUTO

amokpdeig 8& 0 Mg euTEy IVTO
T EMTANGOVTL

TOTTOVTEG TOL GTNON KoL TO HETOTA
VIEGTPEPAV

[ 1(05) / kan(05%) Tpocerbov T®
TENATO

KaBeAwV vETUMEEY TO GOUA TOV
mo gv cvdovi

nv 6¢ 1 uepa tpo cofporov

Ov0 yuvoukeg
o 8¢ Tov copfotov
ghainoev 24:6) ... [ ]

KOl DTTOGTPEYOIGOL QTN YYELAY

OUELLOVY OE

emev | |
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TPUINV TOVTNV NLEPAV OLYEL

€V TO KOTOKAONVOL QVTOV PET
qVTOV

Aofwv ToV 0pTov EVAOYNOEV Kot
KAooOg

aUTOV 0¢ dmvorydnoav or
0@0Oalpor

KOl (VOOTOVTES CUTT) T PO
VIEGTPEYOV E1G LEPOVGUATL

nron0evreg o€

TPUINV NUEPOV GIUEPAY OYEL(05) /
ayey05°)
€V TO KOTOKALOVOL 0VTOV

AoPov apTov EDAOYNCEV Kol

Aaf@v(05) / hafovtmv(05°) o€
JVTOV TOV UPTOV U GVTOV
nvuynoay ot 0@Haipol cvTEV
KOl (VOO TOVTEG AVTOVIEVOL QLUTN
TN OPOL VIEGTPEYAV E1G
EPOVCAANLL

avTol dg mTon0evTES

spec.
simp.
simp.

spec.

spec.

spec.

4.4.3.3 Singular readings of significant alterations

The last category involves singular readings consisting of significant additions, omissions, or
substitutions. These readings definitely affect meaning as many of them imply theological concerns.

Therefore, these readings are significant to trace the theology of the scribes.

Table 50. Singular readings of significant additions, omissions, and substitutions

Ch. Type B-text D-text Evaluation®
2:32 0] PG €15 ATOKAAVYLY EBV@V (POG €15 UTOKOAVYLV S.0.
3:4 S TOLETE TG TPPOVG GVTOV TOLELTE TOG TPPOVS VROV S.S.
3:6 S 10 GOTNPOV TOV OV TO GOTNPIOV KU S.S.
4:16 (0) nABev e1g valapet ov nv eMav d¢ eic valape omov v [ ](05) S.0O.
1e0pappevog ko evonile / 1e0pappevog e1onABEV(05°)
5:5 S EMOTUTO odaokale S.S.
5:5 S AOALAC® TO. OLKTVO. 0V U1 TOPAKOVGORAL(05) / S.S.
TP UKOVGONEV(05)
5:8 T/S TPOGENEGEY TOLG YOVUGLY 10 TPOGENEGEV AVTOV TOLS TOGLY S.S.
5:11 S KOl KOTOYOYOVTES TO TAOLO, ETTL 0l € OKOVGAVTEG TAVTQ S.S.
TNV YNV GQPEVTES TAVTO KOTELEWOV ETTL TNG VNG KL
nkoilovOnoav ovTw® nkoilovOnoav ovTw®
5:17 o €K Taong [tg] Koung g €K TTOOTG KOG TNG YOAAOLOG KO S.0.
YOMAOLOG KOt 1OVO0L0GC KOL 100V3010G
1EPOVCUAN L
5:17 (0] KOl duvopg Kv ny - S.0.
5:33 S £06010v01Y KoL TIVOVGLY OVOEV TOVTMV TOLOVGLY S.S.
5:34 S €V ) 0 VOLPLOG MET GVTOV ECTLV € 0G0V EHOVGLV TOV VOUQLOV ped S.S.
E0VTOV

% The column under “Evaluation” denotes the types of alteration: S.A. for significant addition; S.O. for

significant omission; and S.S. for significant substitution.
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0VOEIS TELMV TAAOLOV Ogher veoV
AEYEL YOP O TALOLOG YPTOTOG
£6TIV

OO TTOOTG TNG 0LOALNG Ko
LEPOVOUAN L KOL TN TOPUALOV
TVPOV KL GLOMVOG

LOKAPLOL 0L KAOLOVTESG VUV 0TL
YELUGETE

gUTOS TNV &V T® 000uAp® 60V
00KoV 0V Bremv

KOl 0T YYELLOY LAV OL
pofnTOL QUTOV TEPL TAVTOV
TOVTOV

0 PAPNGOL0G 0 KUAEGHS CVTOV

OTL 1| YOTNGEV TOAD ® OE OALYOV
OQLETAL OALYOV OYUTTO,

Nt [LWTPOIS TPOGAVUAMGAGO
olov 1oV Prov] ovk wyvoey an

0vdgvog Oepamevdnvan

£V TM EVOL QUVTOV

TPOGEVYOUEVOV KOTO LOVOG

apvNoacH® ENVTOV KOL OPUTO TOV
GTOVPOV GVTOV KAO nuepay Ko
aKOAOVOELT® Lot

0G YOp 0V EXOICYLVOT UE KOl TOVG
ELLOVS AOYOVG

g16nA0eyv o€ dLoloyiopog v
GVTOLS TO TIG OV €U LEL®V OVTOV
META OE TOVT EVESEIEEY 0 KG
£1EPOLG ERdopnKovTa

GOOOLLOLG EV T1] MUEPO. EKEVY
OUVEKTOTEPOV EGTOL

0 O¢ gue abeTv absTEL TOV
UTOCTELLUVTA IE

VIO TOV TTPG 1OV

Aey@V O100GKUAE

EVOG OE EGTLV YPELL.

dwoel Tva oylov

EMAYV ... ENELOOV VEIKIGEL QVTOV
depyetat 61 avvdpwv

VO PES VIVEDEITUL AVOGTIGOVTOL
€V T1] KPLGEL PETA TI|G YEVEQS
TOVTIG KO KOTAKPIVOUGLY VTNV
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T avTn Npepa 0acapevos TIvVa
gpyoalopevov To cupfato sutey
VT aVOPOTE €1 PEV 000G TL
TOLELS LOKOPLOG €L €L OE U1) 000G
EMKATAPUTOS KON TOPOPATIG €L
TOV VOMOV (after 6:4)

OTT0 TTOOTG LOLOULNG KOl HAL®DY
TOLEMV

K01 100V 1] 0KO0G €V T® GO
000aApm vrokerTOL

€V 01G KU1 HEYPL LOAVOD TOV
BomTicTov 0

0 (POPICOLOG TP O KOUTEKELTO

NV 0VOE €15 WY VEY Ogpamevom

£V TM EVOL QVTOVG
KOUTOL LOVOG

apvnoacOm gavtov [ | ko
aKOAOVOELT® Lot

0G Yap av ETOUCYVVON LLE KoL TOVG
EUOVG
[ ] To 15 av em pelov avtov

amederéey de Ko 1epoug off

GOOOUOLG AVEKTOTEPOV EGTUAL EV
™ Bacireia Tov v

0 J€ ENOV UKOVMV UKOVEL TOV
UTOOTELLUVTOS UE

070 TOV TTOTPOS

Aeyaov
dwoel ayaBov dopa
€Qy ... ETELO@V

depyetal 610 TOV VOPV
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S.S.
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OTL PLETEVOTNGAV E15 TO KNPLYNA
1OV, KO 100V TAEL0V 1OV OO€
€L 0LV TO CONO GOV OAOV
QPOTEVOV 1] ELOV NEPOG TL
GKOTELVOV EGTUL POITELVOV OAOV
MG 0TAV 0 AVYVOG T CTPUMY)
ooTin o¢

0oV edvopacey

ol POpPIoaLol

TOVTO O€ E0EL TOOUL KOKELVQ
1) TEPEVOAL
0Tl E0TE MG TO. UVI|UELD. TO, 0.0 A0

KU1 GUVEVOOKELTE

310, TOVTO KO 1} oYL TOV v
EUTEV OMOGTEA®

TO QL0 TTOVTIQV ... OITO TNG YEVENS
TOVTNG

€m¢ apatog Cayaplov Tov
UTTOAOLEVOV

Kokeey eEglBovTog

EXEIG TOAOL aryolB0L KEWHEVA E1G €TN
TOALO GVOTOVOV QOYE TIE
ELEPULVOL

0VTOG 0 ncavprimv eavTm KM
un £ Ov Thovtov

1 K0l TPOG TOVTAG

TOV KOPOV O€ TOVTOV MG OVK
010 07E doKIPALELY

TL O€ KOl 0P ENVTMOV OV KPLVETE TO
datov

KOl TOVTO AEYOVTOG VTOV

KOTLG)(DVOVTO ... Ol OVTIKEYLEVOL
€yepOn 0 01K0OEGTOTNG

0VK 0100 [vpoc]

mo0ev gote

OVUTECE E1G TOV EGYUTOV TOTOV

TG 0 VYDV EAVTOV
TamEwvodnceTo
0 TATEWVOV EXVTOV VYOO oETOL

UNOE TOVG GLYYEVELS 60V pn[og]
YELTOVOG TAOVGLOVG

0VJ €AV TIG EK VEKP®V OVAGTI)
newonoovron

SOKEWV QUTOVG OTL TP UYPT LA

peider n Pootrea Tov v
avaeawvectat
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NPEATO OLUKPEIVOUEVOS EV EAVTM
Aeyewv
0l POPIGAL0L VITOKPLTAL

OTL E0TE UVI|IELD. 00N AQ
1] GUVEVOOKELY

410l TOLTO OTTOCTEAA®

TO QULLOL TIOVT®V ... EMG TNG YEVEQS
TOVTNG

€m¢ apatog Coyoptov ... ov
EPOVELGAY

Aeyovteg 0€(05) / heyovTog 0€(05)

€Xe1S TOAD aryaBa EvPPUVOL

TOV KOLPOV TOVTOV 0V OOKIPOLETE

KOl 0 EQVTOV OV KPIVETOL TO
dkoov
Kan

KOTNOYUVONGAY 01 OVTIKELEVOL
0 OLKOOEGTOTIG E16EA0N
0VOEMOTE EO0V LLLOG

€1G TOV EG)UTOV TOTOV UVUTETTE

TS O LYV EAVTOV TUTELVOVTOL

0 0€ TAMIV®V EQVTOV VYouToL

UNOE TOVG YELTOVAG HNOE TOVG
TAOVGL0VG

0LJ €OV TIG EK VEKPMV UVAGTI] KUL
anehOn Tpog avTovg
TGTEVGOVGLY

OOKEWV 0T HEALEL TOPUYP LA T
Bacilea Tov Ov avapoiveshor
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S.0.

S.0.
S.S.
S.0.
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24:17 0] TEPUTATOVVTEG KO E0TUONGOV TEPUTATOVVTEG GKLOpmTOL S.0.
oKvOpmITOL

24:24 S QVTOV OE OVK ELOOV QVTOV O OVK ELOONEV S.S.

24:25 o Bpadelg tn Kapdia TOL TLGTEVELY Bpadeig ™ kapdia S.0.

24:26 S ovyL TowTa £del TodEW TOV YV 0TL TOTO €861 TABEWY TOV XV S.S.

24:32 T/S 0LYL 1 KOPILO MUV KOIOPREVII IV OLYL 1] KAPSL 1V NUOV S.S.

KEKOAvppevN

24:36 (0) KO AEYEL QUTOLS EIPIVI| LIV - S.0.

24:37 S £doKkovy TTva. Oempely £d0K0VY QavTacna Hempev S.S.

24:40 (0) K01 TOVTO ETMV £0E1EEV AVTOLG - S.0O.
TOG YEPUS KOL TOVS TTOOOG

24:46 0] OVOGTNVOL EK VEKP OV VAT VOL S.0.

24:49 (0) OTTOGTEAL® TNV EMAYYEALLLY TOV OTOGTEAL® TNV ETAYYEALOV [LOV S.0O.
TPS Hov

24:51 0] KOl OVEPEPETO E1G TOV OVPUVOV - S.0.

24:52 (0) OVTOL VITEGTPEYPOAV E1G LIEPOVGOANLL  CVTOL E1G LEPOVCUAT L S.0.

4.5 Summary

This chapter has analysed the quantitative relationship of manuscripts of the Gospel of Luke.
Quantitative Analysis has identified four textual groups: B-text group (P3 ,P* P¥ P¥, P5, %, B, 0171,
0181, 45, and 1349), A-text group (A, W, 0, 18, 33, and 2860), C-text group (C and 33), and D-text
group (D). The only member of the D-text group, Codex Bezae, showed significant differences from
the other groups. These significant differences resulted from massive alterations—additions, omissions,
substitutions, and transpositions— and this phenomenon draws an inference that there existed some
theological concerns behind the alterations. It leads to a need for the analysis of unique factors of Codex
Bezae, viz. singular readings. Codex Bezae has 1,053 singular readings, and this figure can be divided
into six categories: 53 scribal mistakes; 219 simple stylistic alterations involving simple transposition
or alterations of articles or particles; 422 stylistic paraphrases involving changes of vocabularies or
grammatical constructions; 67 harmonisations with other gospel accounts, 195 specifications or
simplifications; and 97 significant changes which clearly show theological motives. A thorough study
of the significant singular readings will reveal the scribal intention behind extensive alteration, and this

leads to the next chapter.
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Chapter S. The theology behind singular readings of Codex Bezae

and the shorter reading of the Lord’s supper

5.1 Introduction

Singular readings are unique readings of a single manuscript shared with no other manuscript. They
result from intentional or unintentional scribal alteration. When a manuscript is deliberately altered with
some historical or theological reasons, singular readings serve as the most explicit source to trace scribal
intention. Quantitative Analysis of manuscripts of the Gospel of Luke isolated Codex Bezae with great
differences from other manuscript groups. Since there is no other manuscript in close relationship with
Codex Bezae, a specific scribal intention behind the “Western” tradition or the D-text group is expected.
If it is so, singular readings of Codex Bezae will reveal scribal intentions behind extensive alterations.
And if certain theological motives consistently flow along the book, the textual problem of the Lord’s
Supper should also be understood in that light. This chapter will first select and categorise the significant
singular readings of Codex Bezae according to their theological concerns and discuss the theological
motives behind the scribal alteration. And then, the account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:15-20) will

be discussed in light of the theological motives behind the alteration of Codex Bezae.

5.2 Significant singular readings grouped by theme

The previous chapter has identified 1,053 singular readings in Codex Bezae. Among them, 359 readings
—67 harmonisations, 195 specifications or simplifications, and 97 significant alterations— were
identified as significant.** Many of these alterations reflect theological emphases on five themes: Jesus,

Jews, Gentiles, the kingdom of God, and discipleship.®’

% The remaining 694 less significant stylistic changes may also be significant in identifying the linguistic or
literary style of the scribe. However, it requires extensive study of each variation, and it exceeds the extent of this
study, and are therefore not included here.

%5 These five themes were identified by deductive studies on the significant singular readings. Codex Bezae may
have theological concerns other than these five. But due to the research extent, this study concentrates on the five

most conspicuous themes that singular readings of Codex Bezae reflect.
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5.2.1 Singular readings concerning Jesus

5.2.1.1 Identity of Jesus

Codex Bezae and the Old Latin manuscripts show a number of alterations in the way to exalt Jesus’

identity as the Messiah and God.

Table 51. Alterations concerning the identity of Jesus

Ch. Type®® B-type D-type Evaluation®’
3:6 S 10 GOTNPIOV TOL OV TO COTNPIOV KV S.S.
3:22 T/S GV €1 0 VI0G OV O QYU TOS EV GOl VIOG IOV €L GV €Y G UEPOV harm.
£000KN o YEYEVVIKO. G
3:23-31 S KOL GVTOG 1V 1G APYOIEVOS (IGEL NV € MG OC ETOV A UPYONEVOC OOG harm.
ETOV TPLOKOVTO OV VI0G O gvopelleTo Va1 LIOG OGN P TOV
EvolETO 1OGNQ TOL NAEL TOV €YEVETO LW0KOP Tov pabdav Tov
RaTO0T TOL AEVEL TOV PEAYEL TOV ehealap TOL ELOVO TOV LYELY TOV
0VVaL TOV OGP TV padfadov  6adwk Tov al®p TOL EMUKELN TOV
TOV CLMS TOV VOOVIL TOV EGAELTOV  af1ovd Tov Copofafel Tov
vayyolr Tov poad Tov pottedon GaAaOmMA TOV 1EYOVIOV TOV
TOV GEUEELY TOV 1MGT|Y TOV 1M LOUKELL TOV ELLOKELL TOV LOGELY
TOV LOOVAY TOV P1|GO. TOV TOV OMS TOV HLAVOGGT] TOV
Copopapel Tov carabinh Tov glekelo TOL ayas ToV 1IWAdav Tov
VI|PEL TOV PELYEL TOV 0.OOEL TOV olE10 TOV GPLOGLOV TOV LOUS TOV
KOGON TOV EAPLUOUN TOV 1P TOV 0%0L100 TOL 1OPUN TOV 1OGUPAD
160V TOV EMECEP TOV LOPEL TOV  TOV G.60(P TOV ufovd Tov pofoap
ROTOAT TOV LEVEL TOV GUUEMY TOV  TOV GOAOUMYV TOV OUVELD
10000 TOV LGN TOV LOVAUN TOV
EMOKELN TOV NELEN TOV PEVVA TOV
pertada Tov vabaop Tov doved
4:16 (0) nABev g1 valapet ov nv eMbov d¢ eic valape omov NV [ ](05) style
1e0pappevog ko voniOe / 1e0pappevog elonhBevV(05c)
4:31 A TOAMYV TNG YOAMAOLOG oMV NG YoAloag TV harm.
Tapadalacolov €V 0pLoLg
Capoviov ko ve@Oadrep
6:4 A - T ovT) Npepa Oeaocapevog Tva S.A.

gpyalopevov To cupfatTo sutev
VT aVOPOTE €1 PEV 000G TL
TOLELS LOKOPLOG €L €L OE U1) 000G
EMKATAPUTOS KON TOPOPATIG €L
TOV VOMOV (after 6:4)

% The column under “Type” denotes the types of variation: A for addition; O for omission; S for substitution;

and T for transposition. Multiple occurrences of variations are indicated by the slash (/). The same applies to the

following tables.

7 The column under “Evaluation” denotes the types of alteration: S.A. for significant addition; S.O. for

significant omission; S.S. for significant substitution; harm. for harmonisation, style for stylistic change; spec. for

specification; simp. for simplification; emph. for emphasis. The same applies to the following tables in chapter 5.
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7:18 S KO 07T YYELAOY LOOVT] O PoONTOL €V 01G KOL HEYPL LOAVOV TOV S.S.
GVTOV TTEPL TAVTAOV TOVTOV BamticTov og
8:43 S nTS [LeTpois TPpocavurmcaco 1NV 0VOE €15 oYVEY Bepamevcan S.S.

olov Tov flov] ovk 1oYVGEY O
0vogEvog Oepamevnvan

8:45 S KOL EUTEV 0 1G 0 8 mg yvoug TV EehBovaay £ harm.
GVTOV SUVUULY EMNPOTO.

10:22 S/O VIO TOV TTPG 1OV G7T0 TOV TOTPOG S.S.

11:13 S dwoel Tva oylov dwoel ayodov dopa S.S.

23:56 (0) 7O peV caffatov novyacoy Kot 70 pev caffatov novyacov S.O.
TNV EVTOANV

24:49 o OTOGTEAA® TNV ELAYYEAMQAY TOV PG OTTOCTEAA® TNV EMCLYYEALOY LLOV S.0.
HLoL

The most significant alterations are found in the pericope that declares the identity of Jesus before he
starts his public ministry. It starts with a quotation from Isaiah 40:3-5. In Luke 3:6, D and d slightly
modify the quotation from cwtnplov tov Beov to cmtnplov Tov Kvprov. By adopting a particular
appellation of Jesus, D and d put emphasis on the Messiahship of Jesus. After the baptism of Jesus in
Luke 3:22, D and Old Latin manuscripts (a, b, ¢, d, ff*, 1, and ') change the Synoptic report of the voice
“You are my Son, the Beloved; with you I am well pleased” to “’You are my son, today I have begotten
you.” Many scholars tried to see this verse as an adoptionist alteration and argued the “Western” texts
represent adoptionism (Lake, 1920:102; Streeter, 1961:143). But they failed to take into account the
context of the psalm and only considered the quotation itself. It is a harmonisation with Psalm 2:7,
which is a part of a royal psalm of Davidic king that God has promised.®® The psalmist remembers the
covenant of God that He will establish His universal rule over the earth through the seed of David. This
psalm was widely used in the early church (Act 13:33; Hebrews 1:5) as scriptural confirmation of Jesus’
Messiahship and his glorious parousia with power and authority (VanGemeren, 2008:135). The scribe
of the “Western” prototype probably has altered the whole verse with this messianic psalm deliberately
and strengthens the Messiahship of Jesus.

This alteration is directly followed by another harmonisation by the scribe of Codex Bezae. He
alters the Lukan genealogy since king David (Luke 3:23-31) to resemble the genealogy of the Davidic

kings from Matthew 1:6-16% in reverse order with a correction by adding five names —iwaxe,

% Willem A. VanGemeren (2008:134-135) points this psalm should not be linked with the actual coronation of
Judean kings. He argues it should be read in light of Nathan’s prophecy of God’s covenant with David (2Sa 7:5-
16).

% The difference between the Matthean and Lukan genealogies caused a long debate. The majority view is to see
the Matthean genealogy as the kingly legal line of descendants from David, and the Lukan genealogy as the actual
branch of Davidic family to which Joseph belonged (Machen, 1932:202-209, 229-232). But this argument also

has many difficulties. For an overview of the discussion and the further difficulties, refer to I. Howard Marshall
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EMOKELL, apac1ov, apactov and oyoltov— according to the Old Testament (LXX) accounts. While the
Lukan genealogy signifies the kinship of Jesus with the entire human race, and further, with God, it
seems the scribe of Codex Bezae wanted to amplify the Messiahship of Jesus. In connection with the
Messianic psalm in the preceding verse, the alteration of the Lukan genealogy expands Jesus’ identity
as the Messiah, who is to establish God’s universal rule over the earth, to incorporate the Gentiles into
the kingdom of God, and to judge the rebellious. The other “Western” or Bezan alterations reflect these
theological motives. These will be discussed in the following sections.

A harmonisation by addition in Luke 4:31 again confirms the interest of the scribe in Jesus’
Messiahship. D and d supplement the geographical location of Capernaum with a quotation from
Matthew 4:13, “by the sea, in the territory of Zebulun and Naphtali.” The significance of this phrase is
explained in Matthew 4:14-16 that Isaiah’s prophecy has been fulfilled by Jesus’ ministry as the
Messiah for both the Jews and the Gentiles.

Another significant identity that the “Western” manuscripts amplify is the exaltation of Jesus to
an equal place with God. In Luke 10:22, D substitutes vro Tov matpog with amo tov totpog and omits
nov together with a, ¢, d, g', gat, and 1. By this substitution, the weight of the emphasis moves from the
donor to the heir of what was given. In this way, the authority of Jesus is elevated to be equal to God.
In Luke 11:13, D, b, ¢, d, ff%, 1, 1, and r! changes the gift that God gives to those who ask him, from “the
Holy Spirit” to “a good gift (ayaba dopota).” It may be considered as a metaphor, but in connection
with Luke 24:49, in which D, d, and e omit tov motpoc’® and make Jesus the one who promised to send
the Holy Spirit (Joel 2:28-32; Acts 2:17-21), it is more convincing to see that the “Western” scribes
attempted to exalt Jesus to be equal to God.

The consequence of these theological amplifications is the exaltation of Jesus’ power and
authority. D and d make two significant alterations to the Sabbath controversy (Luke 6:1-11) concerning
the authority of Jesus. One is the addition of an episode after Luke 6:4, which reads, “On the same day
he (i.e., Jesus) saw a man working on the Sabbath and said to him, ‘Man, if you know what you are
doing, you are blessed. But if you do not know, you are accursed, and a transgressor of the laws,” and
the other is a transposition of v.5 after v.10. Metzger sees the addition inserts a supplementary episode

to the Sabbath controversy, and the transposition sums up the controversy with the conclusion that “the

(1978:157-161). However, regardless of the problem of the Lukan genealogy, the significance of this alteration
lies on the choice of the Matthean genealogy, which signifies Jesus’ kingship.

70 The substitution of vro to amo is also attested by a sixth-century uncial 0124 which preserves Alexandrian text-
type (Aland & Aland, 1989:119). This manuscript is a diglot with a Coptic counterpart. The diglot does not always
present identical text. Therefore, it is considered to have been written by a Coptic scribe. Considering these, the
agreement on the substitution with amo seems accidental without any genealogical significance. Moreover,
whether the substitution of vro with oo is attested by the Old Lain manuscript, cannot be decided for sure since
the agent of a passive verb is denoted by ab/a, which also means “from.” In spite of the difficulty it seems

reasonable to assume those manuscripts which show a common omission of pov to D are in the common tradition.
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sovereignty of the Son of Man over the sabbath” (Metzger, 1975:117). But it seems better to see the
alterations form a parallelism of A (episode of grainfields), B (addition by D and d) // A’ (episode of a
man of withered hand), B’ (transposition of v.5). A and A’ deals with what is lawful on the Sabbath,
and B and B’ provide Jesus’ authority to determine what is lawful or unlawful on the Sabbath. By
addition and transposition, Jesus’ authority over the Jewish law is amplified. D and d reflect this in
Luke 23:56 and omits the phrase that they rested on the Sabbath “according to the commandment (koo
TNV €VIoAnV).”

D and d rewrite the beginning of Luke 7:18 so that John the Baptist did not send his disciples to
Jesus, but Jesus’ fame spread even to the place where John the Baptist stayed. In Luke 8:43, D and d
rewrites the description of a woman suffering from hemorrhages, so that whereas majority reading
retains the focus on the woman (ovk 1oyvoev an ovdevog Bepanevdnvar), D and d change the clause to
active voice to move the focus to the one who is to cure her (ovde €1g woyvev Bepamevoar). After she
was healed, majority reading reads that Jesus merely spoked (kou eumev o Incovg). But D and d
harmonises Luke 8:45 with Mark 5:30 to write that Jesus asked, knowing that the power went out from

him. These alterations amplify Jesus’ power and omniscience as God.

5.2.1.2 Apologetic concerns about Jesus

The second branch of scribal concern about Jesus is the defense of Jesus’ identity and authority. Codex

Bezae and the Old Latin manuscripts show the following apologetic tendency.

Table 52. Alterations concerning apologetics for Jesus

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
1:26 o TOMV NG YOAAOLOG 1] OVOpQ €1 TOAV Yooy simp.
valapet
2:39 A EMECTPEYAY ... VALOPET EMESTPEYAY ... VALOPET KOOMG harm.
£pnOn d1a Tov TPOPNTOVL OTL
valmparog kKindnoetor
6:2 S/A TL TOLELTE €10€ TL TOLOVGLY O1 paOnTOL GOV harm.
19:30 (0) EVPTOETE TOAOV OEOEUEVOV EQ OV gupnoete AoV [ ](05) / €@ ov simp.
000215 TOTOTE AvOpOTOV 0VOEIS AVOPOTOV EKOOIGEY Kot
€K0O16E KUl ADGAVTES OVTOV ADGOVTES ayoryaTE(05c)
OYOYETE
19:31 0] €OV ... EPOTA O TL AVETE av ... EpOTO simp.
19:32 (0) 01 OTTEGTALNUEVOL EVPOV KUOMG - S.0.

EWTEV OVTOLC

Luke 1:26 and 2:39 reports the hometown of both Mary and Joseph was Nazareth. But it seems contrary
to the Matthean account, which records that they feared to go back to Judea and chose to live in Nazareth

(Matthew 2:22-23). Moreover, considering historical insignificance and Nathanael’s statement of
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impression about Nazareth (John 1:46), it must have been a small town disregarded by the public. It
seems scribes of D, a, and d had concerns about this record that Jesus was from such a disregarded
place. So, Luke 1:26 (D and d) omits the reference to Nazareth leaving only regional information as
Galilee (molv yoliowav). In Luke 2:39, scribes of D, a, and d choose to make an addition of Matthew
2:24, providing an apology for why Jesus happened to live in Nazareth. With the addition, the scribes
changed the place of disregard to a symbol of accomplishment of a prophecy. Another alteration in
Luke 2:51 is worth mentioning though it is not a singular reading. D, d, as well as C and 28 alters
KatePn pet oavtov Kot nAbdev €1g valoped by omitting ko nABev. Majority reading alludes that Jesus
voluntarily came to Nazareth, but after the omission, Jesus came to Nazareth due to Mary and Joseph’s
decision. Even further, the scribe of D makes an omission in Luke 4:16. Majority reading records,
“Jesus came to Nazareth where he had been brought up, and went to the synagogue on the Sabbath day
according to his custom.” But D omits the record that Jesus was brought up in Nazareth (teBpappevoc)
and smooths out the verse with further omission of kou eilonAfev. The verse now reads, “after Jesus
came to Nazareth where it was [according to] the custom [to be]”! in the synagogue, he also stood to
read.”

The next alteration involves the defense of Jesus’ morality. In Luke 6:2, Jesus and his disciples
were passing through the grainfields, and they were accused of an unlawful deed (t1 motette). D and d
substitute this with Markan account (Mark 2:24; 11 molovotv ot pantot cov) in order to move the focus
of the charge to the disciples.

In Luke 19:30, majority reading records the episode that Jesus sends his disciples to bring a colt
possibly without prior permission by the owner. D and d omit Jesus’ order to untie and bring the colt
on which no one has ever sat (moAov 5£delevOV €@ 0V OVOEL TOTOTE AVOPOTWY EKAOIGEV KOl ADVGOVTEG
avtov ayayete). On the following verse, D, c, d, e, ff2, 1, and s omits the part that the owner might
question the deed (510 Tt Avete;). In 19:32, D and d leave only the record that the disciples departed,
and the whole verse 19:33, which could be understood as a complaint of the owner against the action
without permission, is omitted by a number of manuscripts (D, G, 063, 477, and g'). This series of
alterations have probably been motivated by an attempt to defend the morality of Jesus from non-

believers.

5.2.2 Singular readings showing anti-Judaic sentiment

5.2.2.1 Anti-Judaic tendency against the religious leaders

Authors of the Gospels and the preachers of the early church lay on the Jewish people the charges of
disobedience to God and of Jesus’ death. It can be said that all four gospels, as well as the Act of the

"' For the usage of g1 with it verb, refer to BDAG under €15 1.a.3.
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apostles, basically reflect anti-Judaic sentiment more or less. However, Codex Bezae and some of the

Old Latin manuscripts show even stronger anti-Judaic sentiment.

Table 53. Alterations reflecting anti-Judaic tendency against the religious leaders

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
5:21 A np&avto daroyiiechat ot np&avto daroyiiechat ot harm.
YPOLLLLOTELG KO Ol POPELGALOL YPOLLLLOTEL KO Ol POPIGOLOL EV TULS
KOpOoLos autTmv
5:21 S TIG E6TIV OVTOG 0G AQAEL TL 0VTOG AaAel PAACONLLOG harm.
Pracenuiag
5:22 A T1 S1ohoyileae ev Toug KapdLoLg T1 S1ohoyilecBat v Tang kapdiaig spec.
VU®V VU®V TOVI|P
6:3 S OVOE TOLTO OVEYVOTE O0VOEMOTE TOVTO ALVEYVMTOL emph.
6:11 S TL GV TOWGOLEY TO W TOG UTOLECMOGIY GVTOV harm.
6:42 S gUTOG TNV &V T® 0000Ap® 60V K01 100V 1] 00KO0G €V T® GO S.S.
00KoV 0V Bremv 0000Apo vrokerTOL
10:25 o Aey@V O1006KaAE Aeyaov S.0.
11:2 A 0TOV TTPOCEVYECHE AeyeTE otav Tpocevyncbe pn harm.
BotToroyerte Mg o1 AovTol
00KOVGLY YUP TIVES OTL €V T1)
TOAVAOYELD, CVTOV
g16aKo0vcOncovTar arla
TPOGEVYOLEVOL AEYETE
11:39 A 01 POPIoaIoL 01 POPLoAL0L VTOKPLTOL S.A.
11:42 O TOVTO O€ E0EL TOMOUL KOKEIVA P - S.0.
mopEvaL
11:43 A €V TOIG OYOPOILG €V TOIG OYOPOLS KOl TPOTOKALGLOG harm.
€V TOIG OELTVOLS
11:44 A 0LOL VULV 0LOL VUEW YPURNATELS KOL harm.
PapLGaIoL
11:44 0] OTL E0TE MG TO. UVI|UELD. TO, 0.0 A0 0Tl E0TE UVI|IELD. 00N A0 S.0.
11:48 S KOl GUVEVOOKELTE L1 GUVEVOOKELY S.S.
11:51 S €mg apatog Loyaptov Tov €m¢ apatog Loy optov ... ov S.S.
OTOAONEVOV EPOVELGAVY
11:53 S Kokeey eEglBovTog Aeyovteg 0€(05) / AeyovTog 0€(05¢c) S.S.
11:54 S Onpevoor TL EK TOV GTORATOG agopuny Tva Aapey ovtov style
aVTOL
11:54 A - W0 EVPAOGLY KATIYOPNGOL QVTOV harm.
13:17 o KOl TOVTO AEYOVTOG OVTOV Ko S.0.
13:17 S KOTLOYLUVOVTO ... Ol AVTIKEYLEVOL KaTnoyuvinoeay ol aviikeylevol S.S.
16:31 S 0VLJ €0V TIG EK VEKP®V AVAGT 0LJ €0V TIG EK VEKP®V OVO.OTI| KOL S.S.
newonoovron anehOn Tpog avTovg
TGTEVGOVGLY
18:9 A/O  g&ovBevovvtag Tovug Aourovg £EovBevouvTog TOLG AOUTOVG spec.
avlpomovg
18:14 S KaTEPN 0VTOC SESKUMUEVOG E1G KaTEPRN 0VTOC SEFKAUMUEVOG spec.

TOV OLKOV QUTOV TOP EKELVOV
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19:27 A - KU1 TOV OPELOV 00VAOV EKPOLETE harm.
£1G TO GKOTOG TO EEMTEPOV EKEL
£6TOL 0 KAawOpog Kot o fpuypog
TOV 000VTOV (after 19:27)
22:4 o GLVELOANOEV TOLG OPYLEPELCIY KOL  GUVEANANGEV TOIG OPYIEPEVCLY harm.
GTPUTI|YOIS TO TG ... oG ...
22:67 (0) £1 OV €1 0 )G EUTOV ULV oV €10 (PG harm.
23:1 0] amay 10 TAN00g aVTOV MYayov NY0yovV 0VTOV simp.
aVTOV
23:35 S/O 01 0PYOVTES AEYOVTES ELEYAV GVTO S.S.
23:35 S E£6(ICEV CMOUTO ECVTOV £06(GUS GECVTOV GOGOV S.S.
23:35 S £1 0VTOG £6TIV 0 %G TOV OV 0 £1 010G £1 7oV OV €1 7pc €1 0 harm.
EKAEKTOG EKAEKTOG
23:37 S GMGOV GEQVTOV neprtedevteg 0VTO Kol aKavOvov harm.
GTEQUVOV
23:39 S EPAACONLEL CLTOV AEYMYV OVYL GV efAaceNLLEL CLTOV S.0.

£1 0 )G GOGOV GEOVTOV KUl NLOG

Luke 5:21-24 records a controversy between Jesus and the scribes and the Pharisees over the authority
to forgive sins. D and many Old Latin manuscripts (b, d, ff>, g', 1, and q) add the Synoptic account
(Mark 2:6; ev tong kapdwoig avtwv) to accuse the scribes and the Pharisees of internal wickedness,
questioning Jesus’ authority in their hearts. Then D and d make a further harmonisation of their question
with Mark 2:7, accusing them of negligence of Jesus’ identity that they are no more interested in “who
this person is who speaks blasphemy (t1¢ €oTtv ovtog 0g Aakel PAacenag)” but in “why’ this person
blaspheme (11 ovtog Aokt Pracenuag).” In the following verse, D and d add a word movnpa. to Jesus’
question, “Why do you discuss ‘evil things’ in your hearts?”” and assert their wickedness.

In another controversy in the grainfields in Luke 6:3, D and d intensify Jesus’ criticism against
the Pharisees by changing an adverb from ovde to ovdenote. Accordingly, in the same series of the
Sabbath controversies, D and d intensify the Pharisees’ reaction to Jesus’ criticism so that they now
discuss how to kill Jesus (mwg anoiecmow avtov). Jesus compared the ignorance and wickedness of
the religious leaders to the blindness (Luke 6:39-42). D and d again intensify Jesus’ criticism by altering
a parable “while not seeing the log in your eye” into an accusation, “And look! A log [is] in your eye,
hypocrite!” The tension between Jesus and the religious leaders continues to be amplified in Codex
Bezae. D and d omit the vocative 61dackaie in Luke 10:25 to remove a sense of respect for Jesus. In
Luke 11:2, D and d harmonise Matthew 6:7 to accuse the leaders of pretentious prayers.

Luke 11:29-12:12 is a major section which records Jesus’ teaching against the Pharisees and
the lawyers (vopukot). In this section, alterations of Codex Bezae and many Old Latin manuscripts are

concentrated in a way that the wickedness of the leaders is intensified and signified. D and d add

2 11 could either mean ‘why’ or ‘what.” But the context of both Luke 5:21 and Mark 2:7 clarifies that the scribes’

concern was Jesus blespheming God. Therefore, it is reasonable to understand 71 as ‘why.’
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vrokprron to the simply descriptive o1 papioaiol (Luke 11:39) and omit the admonition (Luke 11:42¢)
which admits the validity of the Jewish law while leaving to stand the accusation of being hypocrites in
their religious practice. In 11:43, D, b, d, 1, g, and r' harmonise with Matthew 23:6-7 or Mark 12:38-39
to extend the accusation. In Luke 11:44, by addition of ypoppoteic kot @apisotor D, d, i, and r' specify
the object of the woe, and by omission of wg they intensify the criticism, “You are unmarked graves!”
In Luke 11:48, D and d alter ko1 cuvevdokette into pn cuvevdokew and extend the accusation of the
wickedness to the ancestors of the Jews. In Luke 11:51, D, a, and d change the voice of the sentence so
that Zechariah’s death was not anonymous ({ayapiov Tov amoiopevov) but “they killed (ov epovevoav)”
him. In this way, the sins of the ancestors of the Jews were emphasised. Again, the tension between
Jesus and the religious leaders gets more intense. Whereas majority reading reads, “after Jesus came
out from there (kaxelfev e£gABovtog avtov), the scribes and the Pharisees questioned him ... to catch
something from his mouth (Bnpevoat 1 ek Tov GTOMOTOG CWTOL),” the altered text portrays a tenser
scene, “when he was saying these (A, D, W, 0, 18, it, et al.) to them before all people (D, X, 0, 16, 157,
213, it, et al.), the Pharisees and the lawyers (D and d) disputed with him (cuvBaAiew avtw; D, 788, b,
c,d, e, £, 1,1, q, and r') to take some chance (D and d) so that they might find [something] to accuse him
(D, d, and e).” After a series of controversies, Luke 13:17 portrays the defeat of the leaders, and again,
the scene is amplified. D omits tavta Aeyovtog owtov and leaves the scene of the defeat of Jesus’
adversaries. One step further, D replaces the verb katnoyvvovto (they began to feel shame) with
katnoyvvnoov (they became ashamed), and some Old Latin manuscripts record that they were
jumbled (a, a°, and d: confundebantur; d: confusi sunt).

Luke 16:19-31 records a parable against the Pharisees. In 16:31, majority reading reads a
conclusive statement of their unbelief. Whereas majority reading reads “neither will they be convinced
(moOnoovton) if someone should rise from the dead,” D, d, and r' intensify this by addition and
substitution, “neither will they believe (miotevcovoty) if someone should rise from the dead and come
to them (ko ameldn Tpog avTovg).”

In Luke 18:9-14, Jesus speaks in a parable pointing out the wickedness of the Pharisees. D, d
and some other manuscripts intensify and specify this by means of alterations. D and d specify the
object of contempt as the other people (tovg Aowmovg “avBpwnovg”). Moreover, D, 472, 1347, and d
omits the phrase tnv mopafoinv tavtnv and transform the following parable (Luke 18:10-14) into an
accusation. In v.14, D, a, and d indicate the identity of “the other (map exewvov)” who was pronounced
to be less righteous than the tax collector by substitution with “the Pharisees (mop owewov tov
eapioatov).” In the parable of the ten talents (Luke 19:11-27), the judgement on the wicked servant is
intensified on D and d by adding the judgement of Matthew 25:30.

Codex Bezae shows a tendency to amplify the participation of the leaders in Jesus’ persecution
and death. In Luke 22:4, D and d harmonise with Matthew 26:14 and Mark 14:10 by omitting “to the
officers (kon otpatnyolg)” to lay a charge of the betrayal on Judah and the chief priests. Furthermore,

D and d harmonise Luke 22:67 with Mark 14:61 leaving out o vtog Tov gvAoyntov (Mark 14:61d). This
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alteration changes the euphamistic question to a direct question without any respect. In Luke 23:1, D
and d change the identification of the people from “all of the people there (avaotov amav To TAn0og
avtv)” to “those who were speaking to Jesus (avootovteg),” i.e., the chief priests and scribes (Luke
22:66). In Luke 23:35, D and d expand the identity of people who scoffed at Jesus by substituting
eeportnpilov de kot ot apyovteg Aeyovteg with gpoktnpilov de avtov kot ereyov avtw. The subject
of gpuktnpifov and ereyav is identified in connection with Luke 23:13 as the chief priests, the rulers,
and the people. Since people were standing by watching (Luke 23:35), those who scoffed at Jesus were
the chief priests and the rulers. Furthermore, D, (c), and d changes the degree of the scoffs. Whereas
majority reading writes all verbs in the third person (ecwoev cwcatm gavtov), D, ¢, and d portray the
scene of direct scoffs at Jesus with all verbs in the second person (ecwoag ceavtov cwoov). Then D
and d harmonise the verse with Matthew 27:40 and include in their mockery Jesus’ Sonship (€1 viog €t
Tov Beov €1yp1oTOC €1 0 eKAeKTOG) on top of the mockery of the Messiahship which all other manuscripts
attest. In order to highlight the wickedness of the religious leaders even further, D and d make a sharp
contrast between the religious leaders and the soldiers and one of the criminals who was crucified next
to Jesus. Luke 23:37 records that the soldiers also mocked Jesus. While majority reading records, “If
you are the King of the Jews, save yourself,” D and d bring in Matthean account and write, “Hail, King
of the Jews! (yoipe o Bactievg Tmv wvdaiwv)” and they put on a crown of thorn. In Luke 23:39, D, d,
and e omit the details of slander (ovyt ov €1 0 ¥p1oTOg GWGOV GEavTov Ko Nuag). By these alterations,
the hostility of the religious leaders toward Jesus grows larger to the extent of denying both the Sonship
and the Messiahship of Jesus, while the wickedness and ignorance of a sinner and the Gentiles are

reduced.

5.2.2.2 Anti-Judaic tendency against Jerusalem

Negative alterations not only directed toward the religious leaders as persons but also toward Jerusalem
as a symbol of the Jewish religion. D and d separate Jerusalem from other parts of Israel as a place of

unresponsiveness, therefore, to be under the judgement.

Table 54. Alterations reflecting anti-Judaic tendency against Jerusalem

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
5:17 o €K ToonG [TNG] KoUNg ¢ YOAMAAI0G €K TOONG KOUNG TNG YOAMAOLNG KOl S.0.
KO 10VOOLNG KO IEPOVGUANL vdoag
5:17 KOL SUVOLIS KU NV - S.0.
6:17 S OTO TTOOMG TG LOLAOLNG Kol OT0 TTOOTG LOLOULNG KOl HAL®DY S.0.
LEPOVOUAN L KOL TN TOPUALOV TOAEQV
TUPOV KOl GLOMVOG
21:21 A 01 €V LECM QVTNG EKYMPLTOCAV Ol €V [LECM OVTNG J1] EKYOPLTOCAY S.A.
21:24 o aypt ov TANP®OMSY Kupol Bvav  aypig ov TANpwbocty S.0.
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23:5 S K06 0ANG TG 10VO UG KB oAng ™c yng S.S.

In Luke 5:17, D and d omit the geographical reference of Jerusalem and alter the text so that the
Pharisees and the teachers of the law came to Jesus from all towns of Galilee and Judea to be healed,
but none came from Jerusalem. In Luke 6:17, D and d simplify the geographical reference of Jerusalem
and the seacoast of Tyre and Sidon as “other cities (aAAwv Torewv).” With these alterations, Jerusalem
now became a place not responding to Jesus’ ministry, and the only thing left is the judgement. In Luke
21:21, D and d change Jesus’ command by adding un. In majority reading, people in Jerusalem were to
depart the city to avoid the judgement, but D and d portray a scene in which Jesus declares a complete
judgement on the city as well as people living in the city. Therefore, they are not to flee from the
judgement (un ekyoprtocav). On the contrary, those people from Judea and other towns who responded
to the Messiah’s ministry, are commanded not to go near to the place of judgement. In Luke 21:24, D
and d amplify the gravity of the judgement by omitting karpot eBvov. In majority reading, the judgement
had a temporal limit until the times of the Gentiles are fulfilled. But D and d make the judgement
timeless until the vengeance is completely accomplished. In Luke 23:5, sharp contrast is made between
Jerusalem and the rest of Israel. In majority reading, the crowds of religious leaders accuse Jesus of
having taught throughout all Judea, but D and d replace it to throughout whole land (ko oAng g yng).
D and d portray a scene in which the religious leaders are acknowledging that Jesus has exerted his
influence on the whole land from Galilee up to Jerusalem, but at the same time, they are resisting Jesus
not to exert any influence in Jerusalem. Altogether, in Codex Bezae, Jerusalem is a city of

unresponsiveness and resistance, and soon to be placed under the judgement of God.

5.2.2.3 Anti-Judaic tendency against the people of Israel

It has been attested so far that Codex Bezae and some Old Latin manuscripts show remarkable anti-
Judaic sentiment against the religious leaders. On top of that, there are several readings that expand the
anti-Judaic sentiment into the people of Israel. These readings tend to be attested by D and the majority

of the Old Latin manuscripts.

Table 55. Alterations reflecting anti-Judaic tendency against people of Israel

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation

11:35 S GKOTIEL OVV [1] TO PMG TO EV GOL €1 0LV TO PG TO EV GOl CKOTOGS TO harm.
GKOTOG E0TLV GKOTOG TOGOV

11:36 (0) €1 0LV TO COLO GOV 0LOV - S.0.

QOTEWVOV 1] YOV HEPOG TL
OGKOTELVOV EGTUL PMTELVOV OLOV
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11:49 o 310, TOVTO KO 1} oYL TOV v S0, TOVTO OMOCTEAA® S.0.
EUTEV OTOGTEMD

11:50 S TO OOl TOVTAV ... OTO TNG YEVEAS  TO OGO TOVTAV ... EMG TNG YEVENG S.S.
TOVTNG TaVING

12:56 0] TOV KOPOV O€ TOVTOV TMS OVK TOV KOLPOV TOVTOV 0V dOKINOLETE S.0.
owate doKIpalELY

12:57 (0) TL O€ KOl 0P EAVTMOV OV KPIVETE TO KOLL 0P EQVTMV OV KPIVETOL TO S.0.
dKaov dKaov

13:27 S 0VK 0100 [vpoc] 0VOEMOTE E00V LLLOG S.S.

13:27 (0] nolev 618 - S.S.

23:13 A KO TOV AdoV KO TOVTO TOV AQOV spec.

24:7 (0) €1G XEPOG aVOPOT®OV OpaPTOA®Y €1G XEPag avOpoTmV S.0.
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MG 0TAV 0 AVYVOS TN UGTPOTN
oot o¢

In Luke 11:35, majority reading portrays Jesus admonishing people to watch out. But D and
majority Old Lain manuscripts (a, b, d, e, ff2, and 1) alters the text into a reproach, “Therefore, since the
light in you [is] dark, how great the darkness [is]! (€1 0LV TO P®G TO €V GOl GKOTOG TO GKOTOC TOGOV).””
Then D, a, b, d, e, ff, i, and r'omit the whole v.36, which could be understood as an admonition. By
these alterations, the majority of “Western” witnesses portray the crowds as already condemned by
Jesus without any further admonition.

In Luke 11:50, the same “Western” manuscripts (D, a, b, d, e, ff2, i, and r') alter the text in a
way to specify the extent of liability. They change majority reading “the blood ... from the foundation
of the world ... may be charged from this generation (oo tng yeveog tavtng)” to “the blood ... from
the foundation of the world up to this generation (swg tng yeveag tavtng) ... may be found.” In
connection with Luke 11:49, this alteration specifies the extent of liability to the blood that is to be shed
in that generation (i.e., the blood of Jesus and his disciples). D, b, and d make this clear by omitting kot
1 copta Tov Beov ey in 11:49 so that Jesus himself is sending his prophets and apostles (amoctelim
€15 ALTOVG TPOPNTOS Kol arocTtoAovg). In this way, the liabilities of the people of Israel are amplified
and expanded to the death of the disciples.

In Luke 12:56-57, D and the “Western” manuscripts (v.56: D, b, ¢, d, e, ff2,i,1, and r'; v.57: D,
b, and d) intensify Jesus’ reproach to the crowds by changing the rhetorical questions into direct
statements. In Luke 13:27, D, d, and e intensify Jesus’ response to a man’s question by substituting, “I
do not know where you come from” with “I have never seen you.” However, since the grammatical
person and number of the verbs are all in the second person plural in v.25-28, Jesus’ admonition is not

pointing at the man only, but also to the audience, the Jewish people. The calling of the Gentiles

73 This alteration is a harmonisation with Matthew 6:23. The interpretation of this sentence depends on the
interpretation of 1. Considering the omission of the following verse by the same manuscripts, anti-Judaic bias

should be taken into account, and the €1-clause should be understood as a causal clause (BDAG, under €1 3).
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mentioned in v.29 stands in contrast to this interpretation. In view of this, the alteration of Luke 13:27
suggests a foresight of even harsher forsakenness by God.

The “Western” manuscripts show a tendency of charging the guilt to all people of Israel. In
Luke 23:13, D, ¢, and d expand the guilt to all people by adding mavta. By this alteration, all people of
Israel, as well as the chief priests and the rulers, participated in the crucifixion of Jesus. In 24:7, D, a,
b, d, e, ff%, 1, and r' similarly expand the guilt to all people by omitting opaptoimy. In this way, the

sinners were all people, not just the people who participated in the crucifixion of Jesus.

5.2.3 Singular readings concerning the Gentiles

The Gospel of Luke shows a universalistic concern about the poor (Luke 6:20; 14:12-13; 16:19-31;
18:22), the marginalised (Luke 2:79; 4:18; 13:28-30; 15:11-32; 18:13; 19:2-10; 24:46-49), and the
Gentiles (Luke 2:30-32; 3:14; 14:15-24). Codex Bezae shows some interest in the expansion of

universalism towards the Gentiles.

Table 56. Alterations concerning the Gentiles

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
3:10 A T ... TONCOUEV TL TOUCWOLEV VA 6OO@pEV spec.
3:12 A TL TOUCOLEV TL TOUCOLEV VO OO @pEY spec.
3:14 A/O TL TOUCOEV KOL TIUELS TL TOUCWOLEV VA 6OO@pEY spec.
5:39 (0) 0VOEIS TELWV TOLOIOV Oghel veQV - S.0O.

AEYEL YOP O TALOLOG YPTOTOS ECTLV

Luke 3:7-9 portrays a scene in which John the Baptist calls for the repentance. Various groups
of people —the Jews, the tax collectors, and the soldiers— arrived in response to John the Baptist. D
and d make an interpolation of “in order to be saved (va cwBwuev)” after each question of each group
(Luke 3:10, 12, 14) to signify that they all had the same concern. One further noticeable alteration is
the omission of “We also (ko1 npeig),” which associates the soldiers to the tax collectors. Based on this
phrase, some scholars conjecture that the soldiers were Jewish support-units (Paul Jotion, 1930:310-
311; Jeremias, 1971:48). However, D, (24877), and d omit this phrase and break the association with
the tax collectors, and let them stand on their own. It seems the scribe(s) of D and d wanted to portray
a picture in which all representatives of various population groups —the Jews, the marginalised, and
the Gentiles— came with the same concern about salvation, and John affirms that it is open to all of

them.

74 2487 is an eleventh-century minuscule of Byzantine text-group. Therefore, the omission of kot npelg seems

accidental.
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Luke 5:36-39 presents a series of parables. Among them, D, a, b, c, d, e, ff2, 1, and r' omit the
last parable (v.39) and end the discourse with the second. The first parable of a piece of garment and
the second parable of the wineskins share the same emphasis; the old Jewish religion cannot
accommodate the new teachings of Jesus, while the third presents the reason. Majority reading,
including v.39, puts emphasis on the indifference of the Jews, which results in the call for a new
community. However, with v.39 omitted, D, a, b, c, d, e, 2, 1, and ' emphasise the call for a new

community (v.38).

5.2.4 Singular readings concerning the kingdom of God

The kingdom of God is one of the most prominent themes of the Gospels. Jesus’ teaching always
pointed to it. Consequently, the early Christians were always concerned about the coming of the
kingdom of God, and past studies have acknowledged the development of the interpretation of the
coming of the kingdom. Codex Bezae shows some significant alterations about the kingdom of God
with a tendency of identifying it with Jesus’ coming. And furthermore, Jesus’ coming is associated with

the day of judgement and the destruction of the temple.

Table 57. Alterations concerning the kingdom of God

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
9:27 S €0G OV 10O TNV BAGIAELAY TOV €0G OV ELOOCLY TOV VIOV TOV harm.
o avlpoTov gpyopevoy gv 1| do&n
gVTOV
10:12 T/S GOOOLLOLG EV T1] MUEPO. EKEVY GOJOLO1G AVEKTOTEPOV EGTAL EV T1| S.S.
OVEKTOTEPOV EGTAL Bacirewa Tov Ov
11:2d A eNdeT® €0 NNog AT spec.
11:22 (0) ETTOV ... EMELOOV VEIKNGEL GVTOV €0V ... ETELOQV S.O.
17:21 A 100V ®OE M kel 130V ®OE M 100V EKEL PN harm.
TMGTEVCNTE
17:22 A L0V TOV NUEPDV TOV VIOV TOV M0V TV NUEPMV TOVTMYV TOL VIOV spec.
avBpmmov ToV avBpwTOL
19:11 T/0 JOKELV QVTOVG OTL TUPUYPT L. OOKELV OTL HEALEL TOPUYPTLO T S.0.
peider n Pootreia Tov Ov Bacileia Tov Ov avapoivesdat
avaeawvestat
21:7 S TL TO GTLEOV OTAV MEAAT TOVTA TL TO GTUEWOV TNG ONG EAEVOEMG S.S.
yiveoOon
23:42 S €15 TNV Paocireray cov €V T1| NUEPU TNG EAEVOEMS GOV S.S.

In Luke 9:27, D and d harmonise the majority reading “until they see the kingdom of God”
with Matthew 16:28 (¢ av €10®GV TOV VIOV TOV OVOPOTOL EpYOUEVOV €V TN Poctiela avtov) with the
ending slightly modified (ev T d0&n avtov). This modification is another harmonisation with Matthew

25:31a (otav de €ABn o viog Tov avBpwmov ev ™ do&n avtov). Two things are noticeable in these
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harmonisations. On the one hand, Codex Bezae shows concern about the coming of Jesus. On the other
hand, it is implanting the contextual idea behind Matthew 25:31 into Luke 9:27. Matthew 25:31 is a
beginning verse of Jesus’ teaching about the final judgement (Matthew 25:31-46). Jesus is teaching
about the day of the coming of the Son of Man on which the righteous and the unrighteous will be
separated, and the final judgement will be pronounced. Traditional interpretation of Luke 9:27 (also,
Matthew 16:28 and Mark 9:1) identifies the kingdom of God with the following story of transfiguration
due to the phrase “who will not taste death until they see ....” However, Codex Bezae makes this speech
point in two directions, in a narrow context, referring to the transfiguration, but in a broader context,
also to the Son of Man coming in his glory, which implies the day of judgement.

In Luke 10:12, Jesus is giving his disciples instructions about what will happen on the day of
judgement to those who do not receive the gospel. Here, D and d alter the majority reading gv tn nuepa
ekevn into gv ) Pactieln Tov Oeov.”> Again, it is noticeable that Codex Bezae and some of the Old
Latin manuscripts identify the day of Judgement with the kingdom of God.

In Luke 11:2, D and d make an addition (g¢ npoc) to the Lord’s prayer for the kingdom (eABetw
oov 1 Paociiewr). Based on the similar account in Tertullian (Adversus Marcionem IV.26) and Gregory
of Nyssa (De Oratione Dominica Orationes V.260.4), Metzger interprets €p npog as a contracted form
of a liturgical adaptation of the petition for the Holy Spirit (eABet® TO aylov mvevpo Gov €@ MuoC)
(Metzger, 1975:130-131). But it seems unlikely that the scribe of D and d contracted the whole phrase
into a prepositional phrase (¢ npog). Instead, it seems more probable to read e npog with the following
phrase (eABetw cov N Pacirewn). This understanding may be referenced to the following pericope in
which Jesus speaks about the coming kingdom (Luke 11:20, apa epBacev ep vuagn Bactieia tov Bgov).
Then, in Luke 11:22, Jesus speaks in a parable of the strong man and his appearance. Here again, D and
d alter the majority reading in a way to place focus on the coming of Jesus. Whereas majority reading
reads “when the stronger one than him comes and conquers him (enav d¢ 1GYVPOTEPOC OLTOV EMEADWV
viknon avtov),” D and d remove the image of the war and leaves only the coming of the strong man,
and read “when the stronger man comes (gav d¢ wyvpotepog enelbwv).”’¢ By this alteration, D and d
strengthen the coming of Jesus itself without any resistance.

In another discourse of Jesus about the kingdom of God (Luke 17:20-37), D and d make a
number of alterations, and among them three are singular alterations: an addition of un metevonte
(Luke 17:21); another addition of tovtwv (Luke 17:22); and a substitution of Aaumet to actpomtet (Luke
17:24).

75 Besides D and d, a and b read in regno (in the kingdom) and 1 reads in die iudicii (on the day of judgement).

76 The altered text shows somewhat peculiar grammar with gav + participle. gav here can be understood as a
temporal conjunction ‘when’ (BDAG, under eav 2). While D shows this peculiarity (eav + enelbwv), d reads si +
subjunctive (supervenerit). Therefore, it is reasonable to consider the omission of viknomn avtov is not an accident,

but a deliberate alteration by the scribe.
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B-text (P”° and B)

20 emepmtNOELS € VIO TV PUPLOULDV TOTE
gpyetalmn Poacirela Tov Beov amekpldn owToIg
KOl EITEV OVK £PYETOL 1 POCIAELD TOL BEOV
LLETO TOPALTIPNGEWDS

21 ovde gpovaty Wov mde 1 [ ] exet [ ] wov yap

N Pactiela Tov B0V EVTOG VUMV EGTIV

22 eimev 0€ TMPOG TOLG HOBNTOG EAELGOVTOL
nuepatl ote emBovunoete Py Tov Nuepov | |

TOV V1OV TOV OVOPMTTOL €LY Kol OVK OYeGHe

23 KOl EPOVCLY VULV 100V EKEL 1] 100V MOE N
[ameAdnte unde]”” Siwénte

24 womep yop n aoctponn [ | aoTpamTONCH EK
NG VIO TOV OLPAVOV €IS TNV VT OVPOVOV

Aaumer ovtmg eotat [ ] 0 v1og TOL AVBp®TOV €V

TN HEPO. GVTOV

following parallelism in Luke 17:20-24:

Codex Bezae
20 emepmtnbelg e VIO TOV POPICOLDV TOTE
epyete N Pocireln Tov Beov amekplin avTOIg
Kot €meV ovK gpyetar M Pac[ir]ew tov OBgov
LLETOL TTOLPOLTY|PI|CEMG
21 ovde gpovcy 100V ®OE 1 WOV EKEL pn
MGTEVONTE 100V Yap 1 Poactiel Tov Beov
EVTOG VUMV EGTLV
22 gimev 0VV TPOG TOVG MaNTOg gAEvoOVTAL
MNUEPOL TOV ETLOVUNCAL VROGS IOV TOV THEPOV
TOVTEOV TOV VIOV Tov avBpwmov [ | Kot ovk
oyecsbot
23 KOl €POVGLY VUEWY 100V MOE 100V EKEL Un
amelOnte unde dwénte
24 oomep yap N ACTPOTN 1| ACTPULTOVGO. EK
NG VO TOV OLPOVOV GIOTPUMTEL OVTMG ECTOL

Kot 0 v10g Tov avOpomov [ |

It is noticeable that the addition of un motevonte (v.21) together with a transposition (v.23) form the

A. mote gpyetor 1 Pactieia tov Beov (v.20a)

B. ovk gpyetar n Paciieln Tov Beov peta Tapatnpnoeng (v.20b)

C. ovde gpovoty 100V ®OE 1 100V EKEL PN TLoTELONTE (V.21a)

D. n Bactreta Tov Beov gvtog vuwv eotv (v.21b)

A’. ehevcovrat nuepat (v.22a)

B’. tov emBoupncot vpag Loy TOV NUEPMY TOVTMV TOV VIOV TOV AVOPOTOL

Kot ovk oyecBat (v.22b)

C’. KoL EPOVGIV DUELY 10V € W0V eKeL Un ameAbnte unde dwénte (v.23)

D’. ... a6TPATTEL OLTMOG EGTOL KOL O V10G TOV avOpomov (v.24)

77 [amelMdnte unde] is not a part of P7° or B.is not a part of P> or B. But NA28 has included this these words since

all other manuscripts besides P7, B and a number of minuscules include these words.
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This parallelism builds up a strong correspondence between the kingdom of God and the days of Jesus
while the former quadruplet points to the present days of Jesus on earth (gvtog vpwv),”® the latter
counterpart points to the absence of Jesus. Considering how ev tn nuepa tavtng is used to indicate the
present time (Luke 1:39; 6:12; 19:42; 24:18; Acts 2:29; 6:1; 21:15; 26:22) and nuepa ekewvn to indicate
the future judgement (Mathew 24:22; 24:29; 24:36; 26:29; Mark 13:19; 13:32; 14:25; Luke 10:12;
21:34; 2 Thessalonians 1:10; Revelations 9:6), the addition of tovtwv in v.22 strengthens this temporal
sense. The third singular alteration from Aaunet to actpontel together with the omission of €15 v vr
ovpavov changes the emphasis of the instruction. While majority reading signifies the extensiveness
with the word Aaumer (“lights up” the sky from one side to the other side), D and d signify
momentariness with the word actpomtet and the omission of €1¢ Tnv v ovpavov and gv T NueEPA AVTOL.

In Luke 19:11, another significant alteration is found in Jesus’ thoughts about the kingdom of
God. D and d omit avtovg, the subject of the infinitive doketv, and it makes the preceding avtov become
the subject of doxetv. Consequently, whereas majority reading reports that while Jesus was walking to
Jerusalem silently, Jesus’ disciples supposed that the kingdom of God would immediately appear. But
D and d rewrite this so that Jesus thought the kingdom of God would appear immediately. This alteration
amplifies the imminence of the kingdom of God.

In Luke 21:7, D and d make a connection between the prophecy of the destruction of the temple
(Luke 21:6), i.e., the connection between the judgement upon Jerusalem and Jesus’ coming, by the
substitution of otav pedin tavta yivesOor with Tng ong elevoenc.

In Luke 23:42, one of the criminals who was crucified next to Jesus requests to remember him
when Jesus comes into his kingdom (otav gAfng €1g v Pactielay cov). D and d substitute this phrase
with “on the day of your coming (gv tn npepa g eAevcews cov).” Again, D and d put emphasis on

Jesus’ coming.

5.2.5 Singular readings concerning discipleship

The last element that Codex Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts emphasise is discipleship.
In this regard, they show three major concerns: the appreciation of disciples’ devotion and faith,

apologetic concerns about the disciples, and more radical exhortations of discipleship.

8 There has been much debate about the interpretation of evtog vuwv. Arguments to see this as “inside you” seem
less convincing. Considering the contrast between the quadruplets, it is more convincing to interpret £vtog v®V

as “among you.”
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5.2.5.1 Appreciation of disciples’ devotion and faith

Codex Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts show a tendency of making alterations to the
records of the disciples. These alterations tend to exalt the disciple’s devotion by portraying them more

submissive to Jesus.

Table 58. Alterations concerning the appreciation of disciples' devotion and faith

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation

5:5 S EMOTUTO odaokale S.S.

5:5 S AOAOC® TO. SIKTLO 0V U1 TOPUKOVGONOL(05) / S.S.

TOPAKOVGONEV(05c)

5:6 S TOVTO TOU|GUVTEG CLVEKAEIGOV €v0Vg YUAOoAVTES TO OIKTVO spec.
mn0og 1 bvwv Toivv ovvekMoav 1yBvwv TAnbog Toiv

5:8 T/S TPOGETEGEV TOIG YOVAGLY TV TPOGEMEGEV GVTOV TOLG TOGLY harm.

5:8 A e&eAbe am gpov TOPOKOA® eEEADE O ELOV spec.

5:10 S OLOLMG O€ KOL WWK®BOV Kot NGaAY 0€ KOVAOVOL QVTOV LOK®OP0og harm.
1wavny vovg Lefedarov ol noav Kol 1oavng viot {efedarov o o€

KOLVOVOL TO) GLULMVL KOl EU7TE TPOS  ELTTEV GUTOLS OEVTE KaL un)
TOV GLMVE. IS 1] PoBov amo Tov vewveole ales yBvwv Tomow

vov avlpomovg gom Loypav yop vpog ales avlponov

5:11 S KOl KOTOYOYOVTES TO TAOLO. EMTL 01 0€ OKOVOUVTEG TAVTO. S.S.
TIV YNV GQPEVTES TAVTA KOTEALEWOV ETL TG YNNG KOl
nkolovOnoav ovTw® nkoiAovbnoav ovtw

Luke 5:1-11 records the vocation of Peter, James, and John. In this pericope, D, (a), d, and (¢)
make a number of alterations and highlight their submission to Jesus. In Luke 5:5, D, a, and d substitute
emotato with dwbaokodre. Otto Glombitza’s study on the title di1daokorog and emotatng in Luke
concludes that Luke’s special usage of emotatng distinguishes Jesus from a secular term (d1300K0A0G)
which is also used for the teachers of philosophy (Glombitza, 1958:275-278). Consequently, emiotata
is a term connoting a theological idea of special treatment for Jesus. Then, the alteration of emotata
into dwaokaie is a downgrade of the title to a theological point of view. By this alteration, however,
even a stronger contrast is made with xvpie in Luke 5:8. The scribes of D, a, and d have altered the title
in order to portray more radical submission and deeper realisation of Jesus’ Lordship. This process is
emphasised by further alterations within this pericope. D and d change Peter’s response to Jesus’
instruction (Luke 5:5) from “I will let down the nets” to “I will never disobey.” Then D, d, and e specify
the narration about their obedience (Luke 5:6) by alteration from “when they had done this” to “when
they immediately let down the nets.” In 5:8, D amplifies Peter’s submission to Jesus by portraying Peter
as falling down at Jesus’ feet. D and d add “please (mapokoiw)” before the supplication and make this
supplication even more polite and earnest. In Luke 5:10, the focus moves to James and John. While
majority reading records James and John were astonished, D and d harmonises with the Synoptic

account of Jesus’ calling with some addition, “And his partners James and John, sons of Zebedee, were
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there. And he said to them, ‘Come, and do not become fishers of fish, for I will make you fishers of

999

men.”” Further in Luke 5:11, D, d, and e portray a more radical submission, “after they heard [this],
they left everything on the ground (mavto katedenyov emt g yng), and followed him.” These alterations

in this pericope portray a more radical, but solemn submission to Jesus.

5.2.5.2 Apologetic concerns about the disciples

Codex Bezae and some Old Latin manuscripts, on the one hand, alter the text relating the disciples to
make them good examples of faith for their community. On the other hand, they show a tendency to

alter what might be stumbling blocks for the believers.

Table 59. Alterations concerning apologetics for the disciples

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation
5:27 S €0£000TO TELOVI]V OVOLOTL AEVELY  TTOPAY®V ELOEV AEVEL TOV TOV harm.
aAQOL0V
5:33 S £06010V01Y KO TIVOVGLY OVOEY TOVTMV TOLOVGLY S.S.
5:34 S €V () 0 VOLPLOG HET GVTOV ECTLV £ 0G0V EHOVGLV TOV VOUQLOV ped S.S.
E0VTOV
6:14 A CLLOVO TPOTOV GULOVO spec.
6:14 A wavnv 1OAVTV TOV GOEALPOV QVTOV 0VG harm.
ETOVORAGEY foavipyss 0 E6TLV
viot Bpovng
6:15 A Oopav Oopoav TOV ETKIALOVHEVOV d10VpHOV harm.
8:24 S EMGTATO EMOTOTO, KE K& harm.
9:46 O g16nA0eyv o¢ droloyiopog v [ ] To 15 av em pelov avtov S.0.
GVTOLG TO TIG AV €1 LE®V AVTOV
10:16 S 0 d¢ gne 0feTOV 0beTEL TOV 0 € ENOV GKOVMV UKOVEL TOV S.S.
UTOCTELLUVTA IE UTOCTELLUVTOS IE
23:53 A - Kon Ogvtog avTov emednkey T S.A.
UV REL® AE100V OV POYIS EIKOGL
EKVALOV (after 23:53)
23:55 S 0L YOVOIKEG Ov0 yuvoukeg spec.
23:55 S €0€0GOVTO TO LVILLEIOV KO OG €0€0GOVTO TO LLVTILOL 0VTOV S.0.
€teln To cope ATOL
24:6 0] OVK £0TIV MO€ ahra nyepOn - S.0.
24:12 O 0 0€ TETPOG UVOOTAS EOPUNEY EML - S.0.
TO UVI|IELOV KOL TAPUKVY OGS
PAemer Ta 000via pova Kon
omnABgv Tpog gavtov Bavpalov
TO YEYOVOG
24:17 0] TEPUTATOVVTEG KO E0TUONGOV TEPUTATOVVTEG GKLOpmTOL S.0.
oKvOpmmOoL
24:24 S QVTOV OE OVK ELOOV QLTOV OE OVK ELOOUEV S.S.
24:25 o Bpadelg tn Kapdia TOL TLGTEVELY Bpadelg tn kapdia S.0.
24:26 S ovyL Tavto €881 TadEW TOV YV 0TL TVt €881 TABEWY TOV YV S.S.
24:32 T/S 0LYL 1 KOPILK IOV KOIOPEVT NV 0LYL 1 KOPLL NV ROV S.S.
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24:33 A KO VOGS TOVTIEG OVTT) TH OPOL KO VOGS TOVTEG AMDTODUEVOL QUTH spec.
VTEGTPEYOV E1G LEPOVGOUATL TN OPOL VITEGTPEYOV E1G LEPOVGUATL

24:36 0] KO AEYEL QUTOLS EIPIVI| LIV - S.0.

24:37 S £80K0VV V0, DEPEY £00K0VV QUVTAGHA Bs®pey S.S.

24:40 0] K01 TOVTO E1T®V €0E15EV 0VTOIG - S.0.

TOG YELPOAS KAL TOVG TOdOG

Luke 5:27-39 records a controversy between Jesus and the Pharisees. During the controversy, the
Pharisees and the scribes blame the disciples. Here, D, d, and e make alterations to defend their lifestyle.
In Luke 5:27b, D and d harmonise the verse with Mark 2:14 (Agvel Tov 10V 0Apatov) to remove the
reference that Levi was a tax collector. In Luke 5:33, Jesus’ disciples were blamed on account of eating
and drinking (es60votv kot Tvovowv) in comparison with John the Baptist and the Pharisees’ disciples
who fast often and offer prayers. D, d, and e replace this accusation with the somewhat more relieved
expression, “they do none of these (ovdev Tovtwv Tolovoy),” and remove the pleasure-seeking images.
In the following verse, D, d, and e rephrase the parable by changing the subject of a subordinate clause
from the bridegroom to the wedding guests. Now the viewpoint is changed so that it is not that the
bridegroom is with them, but that the wedding guests have the bridegroom with them. This change of
viewpoint strengthens the apologetic for the disciples. Luke 6:12-16 provides a list of disciples. D, d,
and (r') harmonise the gospel account to provide as much information as available to provide the
personal details. D, d, and r' add mpwtov to indicate Peter as the first apostle (Luke 6:14). In the same
verse, D and d add an additional description about John quoting from Mark 3:17. Similarly for Thomas,
D and d supplement with Johannine description (11:16; 20:24; 21:2).

D and d tend to hide the disciples’ slip away. In Luke 8:24, when the storm came upon them,
they came and woke Jesus up calling him “Master, Master (emotata emotara).” D and d replace the
words with kvpie Kvpie to mitigate their weaknesses and amplify their faith and devotion. In 9:46, D
and d omit the record that there was an argument among the disciples. Then the remaining verse attached
to the end of 9:45 recording, “they were afraid to ask about this saying, who would be greater among
them (epofovvto enepmTNGOL TEPL TOV PMLOATOG TOLTOV TO TIG oV €1 HeW®v ovtwv).” In this way, D
and d portray a new picture in which the disciples know the shame of this topic and never dispute with
one another. In Luke 10:16, D, d, i, and I change the emphasis on the reception of the disciples. Whereas
majority reading uses an ab-cd-de structure and places emphasis on the rejection, D, d, i, and | change
the text to have an ab-cd-be structure and places emphasis on the listening (axovw) to the disciples.

Gospel traditions portray the disciples in despair and unbelief after Jesus’ death. The resurrection
narrative (Luke 24:1-49) also points to the unbelief of the disciples. However, Codex Bezae and some
of the “Western” manuscripts attempt to provide apologetics for their unbelief by adjusting the
circumstances, which inevitably led to the unbelief. Rice has already discussed the variations of Codex
Bezae in the resurrection narrative (Rice, 1984), so it seems sufficient to provide a brief summary and

some supplementary arguments. D and d add a testimony about the size of the stone after Luke 23:53,
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and D, a, b, d, e, ff%, q, and r' specify the number of women to emphasise the impossibility of moving
the stone. Then Codex Bezae and the “Western” manuscripts make a series of omissions to make the
testimony of the women less credible. D and d omit the information that they saw how the body was
laid (23:55). D, a, b, d, e, ff*, 1, and r' omit the declaration of the resurrection (24:6). D, a, b, d, e, 1, and
r' omit the whole 24:12 so that no one went to the tomb to verify the testimony. In Luke 24:24, D, d,
and e make a change from €1dov to eWdopev, and move the focus to the disciples who did see the empty
tomb but still do not believe. D and d provide apologetics by omitting tov miotevew (24:25) from Jesus’
reproach and find the reason for unbelief from their lack of understanding of the prophets (24:26). D
confirms this with a substitution of katopevn with kexaAvppevn (24:32) that their hearts had been veiled
while Jesus was interpreting the Scriptures. In Luke 24:33, D, ¢, d, and e add “sorrowing (Avmovpevot)”
to indicate that these two acknowledged their lack of understanding and showed a manner of repentance.
In Luke 24:34, D, 12007, Syr%, Syr“, and Syr’ substitute Aeyovtac with Aeyovteg resulting that those
who announced the resurrection were not the disciples in the room, but two disciples who just came
into the room. In Luke 24:36, D, a, b, d, e, ff, I, and r' omit Jesus’ greeting and leave Jesus merely
standing among them. Consequently, the disciples were frightened, and D and d make further comment
with a substitution (24:37) that they thought they saw a ghost (pavtacpa). Lastly, in Luke 24:40, D, a,
b, d, e, ff%, 1, and r' omits Jesus’ attestation by showing himself, and justify the continuation of the

unbelief to Luke 24:41.

5.2.5.3 Exhortation of radical discipleship

The overture of Jesus’ public ministry, Luke chapter 3, starts with the proclamation of John the Baptist
for repentance. The quotation of Isaiah 40:3-5 signifies the fulfillment of the prophecy for the beginning
of the kingdom of God with the coming Messiah. D, however, changes the proclamation of the
Messiah’s procession to make his (avtov) path straight to a proclamation of repentance, “make your
(vpwv) path straight.” Beginning with the emphasis of the repentance in the overture, Codex Bezae and

some of the Old Latin manuscripts show a tendency to expand the degree of devotion.

Table 60. Alterations concerning the exhortation of radical discipleship

Ch. Type B-type D-type Evaluation

3:4 S TOLELTE TAG TPPOVG GVTOV TOLELTE TOG TPOVG VU@V S.S.

7:47 (0) OTL N YUMGEV TOAD ® OE OALYOV - S.0O.
OQLETAL OALYOV OYUTTO,

10:41 o popba popba pepruvag Kon papbo popba Bopvfaln simp.

Oopvpaln wepr morha

7 The minuscule 1200 is a twelfth-century manuscript of the Byzantine tradition. Therefore, it probable that this

agreement with D is accidental.
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10:42 O EVOG OE EGTIV YPELQ. - S.0.
12:4 S KOl HETO TAVTA 11| EXOVTOV ™V 68 Yyoynyv pun Suvapevev harm.
OTOKTELVUL M)OE EYOVTOV
12:10 A 0VK apebnoeTot OVK 0PEONCETOL GVT® OVTE EV TM harm.
ULOVL TOVT® OVTE EV TO HEALOVTL
12:19 O EXEIC TOAD OryoDol KEWNEVA €1G €TN]  €YELG TOAA ayaBa EVEPALVOV S.0.
TOALQ GVOTOVOV QPOYE TIE
ELEPULVOL
12:21 O 0VTOG 0 IncavpLimy soVTM Kot - S.0.
un £ Ov Thovtov
12:41 0] 1 KOl TPOG TOVTUS - S.0.
18:29 A 0G OPNKEV ... EVEKEV TNG fUCIAEING O OPNKEV ... EV TO KUIP® TOVT® spec.
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Tov fu

gvekev NG Pacidelac Tov v

Luke 3:10-14 portrays a scene in which various groups of people come to John the Baptist in
response to his call for repentance. They ask questions about what they should do, and John instructs
them to practice charity and to abandon any social injustice. D and d add “in order to be saved (wva
ocwbompev)” to the questions of each group and associate ethical practices with salvation as a condition.
In Luke 7:47, D and d show a similar point of view. After a woman came and anointed Jesus, he declares
that her many sins were forgiven (apewvtot). The parable in v.41-42 and the following words of Jesus
(v.47) clarify why he issued such a judgement. One who is forgiven little loves little, one who is
forgiven much loves much. Thus, in the majority reading, Jesus, by inference, declares that her sins
were forgiven. On the contrary, D and d omit the words of Jesus explaining the reason for his declaration
(oTL Nyommoev oAV © O€ OALYOV apleTal olyov ayona), and associate the forgiveness of her sins with
the works she has done (ov yapw ... apewvror). In this way, D and d put great emphasis on the
obligation that the followers of Jesus should practice.

In Luke 10:41-42, D, d and Old Latin manuscripts make a sharper contrast between Martha and
Mary. Firstly, D and d omits pepiuvag kot and nept moAla from Luke 10:41 and leaves BopvBaln only,
resulting Martha is distracting herself.3° Then D, ¢, and d omit Jesus’ gentle reproach (evog d¢ oty
ypew) which might be understood as a suggestion to make a choice from either. By omitting this, the
choice which the followers of Jesus should make, becomes clear. That is to come close to Jesus and
listen to his words. Even further, the Old Latin manuscripts a, b, c, e, ff2, i, 1, and r' omit Luke 10:41b-
42a. By this, a sharp contrast between Martha and Mary is made, and the right choice to be made is
even clearer.

Luke chapter 12 records a series of Jesus’ instructions for his disciples, a group of alterations are

found in this chapter. In Luke 12:4, D harmonises the verse with Matthew 10:28 and expands Jesus’

80 Bopvpaln can be understood either in the middle or passive voice. Considering the omission of mept moAAa, it
is more probable that it is meant to be read in the middle voice. d attests this interpretation with the

translation turbas te circa plurima (“you are distracting yourself with many things around”).
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instruction, “but cannot kill the soul nor have anything more to do.” At the end of Luke 12:10, D and d
add a quotation from Matthew 12:32, “either in this age or in the age to come.” Both harmonisations
intensify God’s power in his judgement, which all people should fear.

In the parable of the rich man (Luke 12:16-21), D and Old Latin manuscripts make two significant
alterations that seem to encourage ascetic life. In Luke 12:19, D, a, b, c, d, e, and ff® omits “[ample
goods] laid up for many years; relax, eat, drink” and only leaves “you have ample goods, be merry.” By
this omission, this parable presents a stricter standard for the followers of Jesus as a lifestyle that merely
desire to be merry with stored goods for oneself, become an object of reproof even if they are not stored
as much as for many years’ use. Even further, D, a, b, and d intensify the criticism about such lifestyle
by omitting whole Luke 12:21 and ends the parable at v.20 with reproof from God. In Luke 12:41, D
and d contract Peter’s question by omitting “or for all (] kot Tpog Tavtog)” to narrow the scope to the
followers of Jesus (“telling this parable for us”™).

Luke 18:29-30 records Jesus’ declaration of the reward for those who made a complete devotion
to the kingdom of God. However, D and d add an additional condition by adding “at this time (ev T®

Kap® Tout®),” and urge even more radical discipleship.

5.2.6 Summary

So far, significant singular readings of Codex Bezae were discussed. These variants showed theological
concerns about Jesus, the Judaism, the Gentiles, the kingdom of God, and the discipleship. Greek
singular readings of Codex Bezae with some support of other “Western” manuscripts made the
following theological alterations: exaltation of Jesus’ identity as the Messiah with an equal power and
authority to God; removal of possible obstacles concerning Jesus’ record; anti-Judaic emphases towards
the religious leaders, the Jewish people, and Jerusalem; expansion of the universalism towards the
Gentiles; identification of the kingdom of God with Jesus’ coming; presentation of the devotion and
faith of the disciples as a model; apologetics for the weaknesses of the disciples; exhortation of radical

discipleship.

5.3 Theological importance of the shorter reading of the Lord’s Supper in

Codex Bezae and the “Western” manuscripts

The textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20 is a complex problem since it does not seem to reflect any
theological concerns discussed above. The omission of Luke 22:19b-20 removes the significance of the
atonement of Jesus’ death both from the bread and the cup. Moreover, due to the omission of the word

of repetition (v.19b), the institution becomes an ordinary meal. However, considering the observation

132



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

that the scribe(s) of Codex Bezae and the “Western” manuscripts reflect specific theological concerns,
it would be proper to consider that the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper also shares the same
theological concern. In order to disclose theological concerns intertwined with the shorter reading, this
problem needs to be discussed in a broader context.

Ehrman has presented an adequate structure that demonstrates the correspondences between v.15-

16 and v.17-18, and v.19a-21 and v.22 (Ehrman, 1993:206-207).

A a TO TALGYO. (15)
b AgY® yap VUW ... ev TN Pactrela Tov Beov (16)
B a’ TO TOTNPLOV (17)
b’ Aey® yap vuw ... M Paciiewn Tov HBgov (18)
A a” TOVTO EGTLV TO CAOMA [LOV (19a)
b” AV ... TaPad1dovTog (21)
B’ a+ 0 V10 TV avpwTOoV (22a)
b+  mnv ... mapaddoton (22b)

This structure presents two significant elements: (1) signs for the kingdom of God; and (2) the

identification of the Son of Man with Jesus.

5.3.1 Signs for the kingdom of God

The kingdom of God is one of the most prominent concerns in the Gospel of Luke. And it has been
discussed, Codex Bezae shows a great concern about the kingdom of God while identifying it with the
coming of the Son of Man. However, the coming of the kingdom of God was only vaguely described
in spacial or temporal descriptions so far (Luke 9:27; 10:9; 10:11; 11:20; 17:20; 17:21; 19:11).

Luke 22:15-18 presents concrete temporal references to the arrival of the kingdom of God with
respect to Jesus’ action: (1) I will not eat it until it is fulfilled in the kingdom of God; (2) I will not drink
of the fruit of the vine until the kingdom of God comes. In v.16, Codex Bezae makes two significant

alterations.

B-text

15 kot eutev mpog avtovg embupia emebounca
TOVTO TO TOGYO POYEW LED VIOV TPO TOL pe
mafewv

16 Aeym yop LUV OTL OV U] QUY® GVTO EOG

0ToL TANP WO ev T Pociieln Tov Beov
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Codex Bezae
15 kot eutev mpog avtovg embupia emebounca
TOVTO TO TOGYA PAyEWV LeD VUV TTPo Tov [ ]
mafew
16 Aeym yop VUEWY OVKETL LUY] QUYONOL O
QUTOV E0G 0TOV Kvov BpmOn ev ) Pactieia

0V Bgov
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17 kon de&opevog [ | motnplov evyoplotnoog 17 ko SeEaEVOG TO TOTNPLOV EVYOPICTNONG
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£00TOVG
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OO0 TOL YEVNUOTOG TNG OUTEAOV €MOG OV M QIO TOV YEVTLLOITOG TNG OUTEAOL EOG 0TOV EAOT
Bactiela Tov Bgov gAOn 1 Pactiea Tov Bgov

The first significant variation is a substitution of avto with arm avtov. Both avto and an avtov are
pointing at the Passover Meal (to macya) in v.15. However, they differ in their content as avto indicates
the Passover Meal as a whole while am avtov means something from the Passover Meal or Passover
itself, for example, the lamb or the unleavened bread. The second variation is a substitution of TAnpwOn
with kowvov BpwBn. Whereas majority reading leaves the temporal reference still vague with the clause,
“until it is fulfilled in the kingdom of God,” with this variation, D and d adopt a more concrete
temporal reference to which “until a new [thing from the Passover Meal] is eaten.” Therefore, in D and
d, when “a new thing from the Passover Meal” is eaten, it is an indication of the arrival of the kingdom
of God. Similarly, with the drink of the fruit of the vine, when Jesus drinks something of the fruit of the

vine, it is an indication of the arrival of the kingdom of God.

5.3.2 Identification of the Son of Man

The Son of Man is a self-designation of Jesus, mentioning himself in his teachings or parables about
his Messianic ministry. Whereas the longer account of the Lord’s Supper juxtaposes the bread and cup
as symbols of the atoning sacrifice, the shorter account juxtaposes the Son of Man with the bread as a
symbol of the body of Jesus. In this way, the shorter reading presents Jesus as the Son of Man who has
udertaken an earthly ministry (Luke 5:24; 6:5; 6:22; 7:34; 11:30; 12:10; 19:10), and who is now to
undertake the subsequent ministry of suffering (Luke 9:22; 18:31; 22:22; 22:48; 24:7) and an
apocalyptic role (Luke 9:26; 12:8; 12:40; 17:22; 17:24; 17:26; 17:30; 18:8; 21:27; 21:36; 22:69).

81 The subject of this clause is implied in the verb tAnpw6n. Considering its grammatical person and number, it
is proper to see To mooya as the implied subject. However, it is debatable whether to macya indicates the Passover

itself of the Passover Meal.
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5.3.3 Arrival of the kingdom of God

The alterations of Codex Bezae concerning the kingdom of God made the kingdom more eschatological
and more imminent. Furthermore, it was identified with the Son of Man coming in his glory (Luke
9:27), and the day of his coming was described as the day of judgement (Luke 21:7). The scribes of
Codex Bezae and some Old Latin manuscripts found a place where all these aspects meet together.
During the Last Supper, Jesus introduced two temporal indications of the arrival of the kingdom
of God —the bread to be eaten and the drink of the fruit of the vine to be drunk by Jesus. In Luke 23:36,
Luke portrays a scene in which the Roman soldiers offered him sour wine, and signifies that the

kingdom of God has come. As a confirmation, D and d make two significant alterations in Luke 23:42.

B-text Codex Bezae
42 ko1 €LeYEV G0V LVNGONTL [LOV 0TV 42 Kol GTPOYELS TPOS TOV KVPLOV ETEV VT
e\0nc g1 TV Boouielay 6oV UVNGONTL LoV £V TI) NUEPO. TS EAEVGEMS GOV
43 KoL EITEV OQVTM RNV GOL ALY GNLLEPOV LET 43 amokpldelg ¢ 0 MGOVG EMEV OVTW TO
€LLOV EGT) €V TM TOPUSEICD EMTMOOVTL DOPGEL GNLLEPOV LLET ELLOV EOT| €V

TO TOPOUOEIT®

Firstly, while majority reading records that the criminal spoke to Jesus,*> D and d add a narration that
the criminal turned to the Lord.3® Furthermore, while majority reading reads, “remember me whenever
you come into your kingdom,” D and d change it to “remember me in the day of your coming.” Again,
the kingdom of God is identified as the day of Jesus’ coming, and Jesus encourages him and confirms
that the day is “today (onuepov).”

The second reference to the arrival of the kingdom is found in Luke 24:30. Here, Jesus gives the
bread to two disciples who still do not recognise him. But does this bread satisfy the condition of amo
Tov ooy (22:16)? According to Luke 24:13, this day of Jesus’ appearance to the disciples on the road
to Emmaus was the same day as the day when the empty tomb was found. So, it was the first day after
the Sabbath, and it was still during the festival of the Unleavened Bread. On the other hand, the scribes
of D, a, b, d, e, ff%, i, 1, and r' used 1o maocya in Luke 22:7 instead of o alvpoc to denote the entire
festival of the Unleavened Bread as many contemporaries did (Luke 22:1; Josephus, Antiquities of the

Jews, 111.10.5; XIV.2.1; XVIL.9.3). Therefore, it is likely that the bread Jesus gave to the disciples was

82 Considering the context, icov can be understood either as dative or as vocative. Since D and d did not make
a substitution with a vocative in a direct speech, but with an accusative in narration, it seems more adequate to
see it as dative. Majority manuscripts read t® moov and only P, X, B, C, and L read mcov.

8 aur, c, e, f, f2, 1, and vg add a vocative Domine with a narration that they spoke to Jesus (et dicebat ad lesum).
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unleavened bread from the Feast of the Unleavened Bread (amo tov macya). Even though the narrative
does not confirm that the bread was eaten, it is reasonable to assume that the disciples ate the bread.

Furthermore, the similarity between Luke 22:19a and 24:30b is noticeable:

Luke 22:19a APV apTOV EVYAPIGTNCOG EKANGEY KO EOOKEV OVTOLG

Luke 24:30b Aapav aptov nuioynoev [Khacag]®* kot tpocedidov avtolg

Once the symbol of the body of Jesus was given to the disciples (v.30), what followed was the revelation
of the Son of Man, the Messiah. Their eyes were opened and recognised the physical look, the body of
Jesus (v.31). They acknowledged their ignorance that their heart was veiled (v.32, ovyt 1 xapdwo v
nuov kexodoppevn, D, ¢, d, e, and 1). Then they became distressed (Avmovpevot, D, ¢, d, and e) in
repentance and went back to Jerusalem, and proclaimed his resurrection (v.34). As with the drink of the
fruit of the vine (Luke 23:36), the scribes of Codex Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts signify
the arrival of the kingdom of God with the bread given to the disciples.

5.3.4 Significance of the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper and imminent

eschatology

So far, it has been discussed that the scribes of Codex Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts
altered the Gospel of Luke in such a way to present Jesus as having more radical thoughts about the
kingdom of God and the fallen Judaism. While the Messiahship of Jesus is significantly amplified, two
groups of people are contrasted with each other. On the one hand, the followers of Jesus, represented
by the disciples, show good examples of devotion. On the other hand, the Jewish religious leaders, as
well as the laypeople, are disparaged as irresponsive towards the Messianic ministry. What is left for
them is severe punishment. In this regard, the kingdom of God was identified with the coming of the
Son of Man as well as the day of judgement.

At this point, the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper provides two symbolic references of the
arrival of the kingdom of God. Drinking of the fruit of the vine on the cross (Luke 23:36) and eating
the bread on the way to Emmaus (Luke 24:30) verified that the kingdom of God has arrived.
Furthermore, the structure of the shorter account clarifies Jesus as the Son of Man (Luke 22:19a, 21-
22). Combining these together, the scribes of the D-text present the resurrection of Jesus as the arrival
of the kingdom of God as well as the day of judgement. Moreover, the omission of Luke 22:19b-20

removes the repetition command “do this in remembrance of me” (Luke 22:19). This again emphasises

8 D and d omit Khocag, but in Luke 24:35, the disciples report that Jesus was known to them in breaking of the

bread (ev tn KAaoel Tov aptov).
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the imminence of the kingdom of God. The scribes of the D-text applied this imminent day of judgement
to the destruction of Jerusalem in order to make the readers aware that the days of judgement already
began. A strong contrast between the disciples and the Jewish people brings the believers into
consideration of which example to follow. Such imminent eschatology encourages and demands

repentance and radical devotion of the believers.

5.4 Summary

This chapter has discussed the significant singular readings of Codex Bezae that carry theological
concerns. These singular readings showed five theological tendencies: exaltation of Jesus’ identity, anti-
Judaic tendency, the Gentiles’ response to Jesus’ ministry, the coming of the kingdom of God, and
discipleship. And these altogether made up one great concern, how Christians should live in the
eschaton. The scribe(s) of Codex Bezae repeatedly showed concerns about the imminent eschatology.
Along with this imminent eschatology, the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper took a significant role.
Two symbolic references of Codex Bezae in the Supper account provide a clue for the identification of
the time of the arrival of the kingdom, which was also identified with the day of judgement. By the
omission of Luke 22:19b-20, the significance of the iterative commemoration was removed, and instead,
the identity of Jesus as the Son of Man, the judge on the judgement day, was emphasised. These

altogether emphasises the significance of the imminent eschaton and how to live in the eschaton.
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6. Conclusion

6.1 General summary and conclusion

The textual problem of the Lukan account of the Lord’s Supper (Luke 22:15-20) is one of the most
challenging problems in New Testament textual criticism. The text tradition diverges into six different
readings, while the two most preferred texts, named as the shorter text (vv.15-19a) and the longer text
(vv.15-20), predate the second century. The long history of debate since Westcott and Hort (1881) has
shown the complexity concerning the authenticity of the longer text (Luke 22:19b-20). Many scholars
have tried to prove or disprove its authenticity based on external evidence, intrinsic probabilities, and
transcriptional probabilities, but the problem remains unsolved. In this regard, this study was designed
to present an advanced approach to the textual problem of Luke 22:19b-20 and attempted to show that
the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper is a theologically biased text.

Chapter 2 discussed the history of scholarly approaches to this problem. The earliest days of the
debate (1881-1950s) was the time of external criticism with four major approaches. (1) Some scholars
attempted to find traces of the longer reading in the patristic writings. However, the patristic writings
failed to provide decisive evidence since they only provided indirect accounts that required
interpretations. (2) Some scholars attempted to trace the textual development from the shorter text to
the longer text, or vice versa. But this approach remained an elementary conjecture since it only
considered the local passage (Luke 22:15-20) instead of comparing the whole manuscripts. (3) Some
scholars traced the sources used by Luke to Mark 14:22-23 and 1 Corinthians 11:24. However, their
decisions depended on personal preference since the source itself did not clarify the original text while
the source could have been used either by the author or by a later scribe. (4) After the discovery of P75,
some scholars argued that the weight of the longer reading became heavier with the second-century
papyrus. But such argument was opposed by later scholars asserting that the weight of the manuscript
does not depend on number, but on quality. Both the longer reading and the shorter reading trace their
origin back to the second century. Therefore, external criticism was proved to be insufficient to solve
the problem unless more evidence is discovered.

The next generation (1950s-1980s) attempted to find the solution through intrinsic probabilities
with two major approaches. (1) Some scholars took linguistic approaches to examine the linguistic style
of Luke 22:19b-20. However, the linguistic approaches ended up with non-Lukan features found in
both Luke 22:15-19a and 22:19b-20. Consequently, the focus of the argument moved to the source-
critical aspect. (2) Some scholars attempted to verify the longer reading as original by structural
analyses. They focused on two parallel pairs, the kingdom of God (v.16, 18) and the bread and cup
(v.19, 20), and claimed that this parallelism implied the longer reading originality. But it has been
pointed out that another parallel structure, the kingdom of God (v.16, 18) and the body and betrayal
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(v.21-22), could also be drawn out, excluding Luke 22:19b-20. Therefore, the methods concerning the
intrinsic probabilities were found to be only supplementary to the external critical arguments.

Most recent attempts (1980s-current) were made in consideration of the transcriptional
probabilities. This approach is based on the assumption that the scribe(s) of the prototype of the
“Western” texts have altered the text in reaction to the religious or social circumstances they had faced.
Consequently, scholars who took this approach saw the “Western non-interpolations” as a group of
alterations with a specific theological concern. The acknowledgement of the importance of the scribes’
role during the transmission and the attempts to find the scribal concerns were a great yield in textual
criticism. However, their conclusions tended to diverge from the point of interpretation of the
Christological concerns that Codex Bezae showed, as their studies dealt with selective passages of Luke
and lacked in extensiveness.

The history of discussion has shown various approaches attempting to solve this problem.
However, all attempts showed some greater and smaller deficiencies. Therefore, a more nuanced
approach and a broader scope of study was demanded.

Chapter 3 discussed the choice of methodology considering the deficiencies identified in the
previous chapter. The first thing to consider was the scope of the study. Before the development of the
computerised methods, a broad scope of study was practically unattainable. Consequently, text-critical
studies relied on the test passages (7eststellen) at most, and on a practical level, studies remained locked
into local passages. Even after the development of the computerised methods, text-critical studies did
not manage to adopt the advanced methods due to their technical difficulties. However, text-critical
studies demand a thorough collation of the entire manuscripts.

In this regard, this study has done a full collation of 28 digitised manuscripts with 40 different
readings and refined the result with IGNTP appratus of 216 manuscripts. Furthermore, this study
applied Quantitative Analysis to the collation result to identify mutual relationships between
manuscripts and to isolate the textual group of the shorter reading (Luke 22:15-19a) so as to study the
common characteristics of this group. For the study of the characteristics of Codex Bezae, the singular
readings yielded from the full collation were used. In this way, more accurate characteristics of the
manuscript containing the shorter reading could be identified across the whole Lukan text.

Chapter 4 presented the result of Quantitative Analysis. Quantitative Analysis has identified four
text-groups: (1) B-text group (P3, P4, P45, P69, P75, x, B, 0171, 0181, 45, and 1349); (2) A-text group
(A, W, 0, 18, 33, and 2860); (3) C-text group (C and 33); (4) D-text group (D). The only member of the
D-text group, Codex Bezae, showed significant differences from the other groups. These significant
differences resulted from massive alterations, and this phenomenon drew an inference that there existed
some theological concerns behind the alterations.

In consideration of the inference that Codex Bezae, the only Greek manuscript containing the
shorter reading, might have altered the text with some theological motives, this study concentrated on

the singular readings of Codex Bezae in order to trace its unique characteristics concerning the theology.
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As a result, 1,053 singular readings were identified in six categories: (1) 53 scribal mistakes; (2) 219
simple stylistic alterations involving simple transposition or alterations of articles or particles; (3) 422
stylistic paraphrases involving changes of vocabularies or grammatical constructions; (4) 67
harmonisations with other gospel accounts, (5) 195 specifications or simplifications; and (6) 97
significant changes which clearly show theological motives. Categories (1) to (3) were not so significant
with respect to this study, since they were mostly stylistic changes. However, categories (4) to (6) were
considered significant as they could point to significant changes in theology.

Chapter 5 aimed to discuss the singular readings that reflected theological significance and to
trace theological significance of the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper within that context. As a
preliminary step for the latter, this study has identified five theological concerns: (1) Codex Bezae and
some of the Old Latin manuscripts attempted with alterations and harmonisations to amplify Jesus’
Messiahship and to exalt Jesus’ identity as God. Furthermore, they attempted to defend Jesus’
reputation and morality. (2) Codex Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts showed strong anti-
Judaic sentiment. They amplified the wickedness of the religious leaders and even extended the
accusation to the Jewish people. Furthermore, Codex Bezae attempted to separate Jerusalem, a symbol
of Judaism, from other parts of Israel as a place to be under the judgement. (3) On the contrary, Codex
Bezae portrayed the Gentiles as people more responsive to Jesus’ ministry. (4) Codex Bezae showed
tendencies to identify the kingdom of God, Jesus’ coming, and the day of judgement as equivalent
concepts. Furthermore, it repeatedly emphasised the imminence of the kingdom of God. (5) Codex
Bezae and some of the Old Latin manuscripts amplified the devotion of the disciples and attempted to
reduce the weaknesses of the disciples. Furthermore, they altered Jesus’ teachings so as to request more
radical discipleship.

Summing up these altogether, an inference was drawn that the scribe of Codex Bezae had a great
concern about the discipleship living in the eschaton. While amplifying the Messiahship and Godship
of Jesus significantly, he placed emphasis on two groups of people, the disciples, and the Jews, as
examples standing in contrast to one another. The attempts of apologetics for Jesus and his disciples
and the emphasis on the Gentiles and the marginalised concerned about their salvation implied that the
scribe had a missionary concern. Furthermore, a specific interest in the separation of Jerusalem as a
place under judgement while identifying the kingdom of God and the day of judgement with the coming
of Jesus implied that the scribe had a great concern about the eschaton.

In this context, the shorter account of the Lord’s Supper imported two important points. (1) Two
symbolic references, the bread and wine (Luke 22:15-18), designated the resurrection of Jesus as the
time for the arrival of the kingdom of God. Since the scribe of Codex Bezae identified the kingdom of
God with the day of judgement, for him, Jesus’ resurrection meant imminent judgement. The scribe
must have identified the accomplishment of the judgement with the destruction of Jerusalem and
persecutions on early Christianity. (2) The omission of Luke 22:19b-20 made the institution meal an

ordinary Passover meal. Consequently, the significance of the commemoration of Jesus’ atoning
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sacrifice was removed, and instead, Jesus’ identity as the Son of Man was amplified. Since the
designation, the Son of Man, was found to be closely related to the coming of Jesus in the day of
judgement, the removal of iterative commemoration and emphasis on the judgement were inferred to

be deliberate scribal alterations in order to stress his imminent eschatology.

6.2 Limitation and suggestions for future study

The “Western non-interpolations” relate not only to Codex Bezae, but also to the Old Latin and the Old
Syriac manuscripts. Therefore, the kernel of solving the problem of the “Western non-interpolations”
lies in the verification of theological tendencies of the “Western” prototype. This requires a complete
portrayal of the genealogical relationship of the “Western manuscripts.” However, due to the textual
fluidness of the early versions, genealogical relationships can hardly be traced.

During the study, the researcher attempted to categorise the singular readings of Codex Bezae
into different groups: (1) singular readings that only appear in Greek (D); (2) singular readings that
appear on both sides of Codex Bezae (D and d); (3) singular readings attested by the Old Latin
manuscripts; (4) singular readings attested by the Old Syriac manuscripts; and (5) singular readings
attested by both the Old Latin and Old Syriac manuscripts. This could distinguish possible differences
in theological emphases in different manuscripts. However, due to the extent of this study, these
categories were not taken into account.

Some of the theological concerns (e.g., exaltation of Jesus’ identity) were shared by multiple
manuscripts though not uniformly. Some of the theological concerns were mostly attested only by
Codex Bezae. This clearly illustrates there was a textual development within the “Western” witnesses.
Further studies need to investigate whether the “Western non-interpolations” in other “Western”
witnesses take different theological role from Codex Bezae.

Consistent theological concerns of Codex Bezae implies the secondary character of the text, i.e.,
its lesser chance to be original. This may have implications for the study of the Historical Jesus such
that if Codex Bezae is a biased text, the sentiments preserved in the standard text may be closer to the

historical Jesus.
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Appendices

Appendix 1: An illustration of automated collation of Luke 22:18
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This is an illustration of an automated collation aligned by CollateX. The coloured sections represent variation-units. There are six variation-units here, and these contain

various alterations: addition/omission, transposition, substitution. The first four variations-units are significant readings, and the last two are singular readings.
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Appendix 2: List of manuscripts used in the collation (sorted by date)

MSS Date Contents

P” 200-225 Luke 3:18-4:2; 4:34-5:10; 5:37-18:18; 22:4-24:53

P* 111 Luke 1:58-59, 62-2:1; 2:6-7; 3:8-4:2, 29-32, 34-35; 5:3-8; 5:30-6:16

P* 1 Luke 6:31-41; 6:45-7:7; 9:26-41; 9:45-10:1, 6-22; 10:26-11:1, 6-25, 28-46;
11:50-12:12, 18-37; 12:42-13:1, 6-24; 13:29-14:10, 17-33

| 11 Luke 22:41, 45-48, 58-61

p'! 11 Luke 17:11-13, 22-23

0312 II-1v Luke 5:23-24, 30-31; 7:9, 17-18

P’ II/1V (?) Luke 4:1-3

01 (R) v Luke 1:1-24:53

03 (B) v Luke 1:1-24:53

0171 300-325 Luke 22:44-50, 50-56, 61-64

032 (W) v/ vV Luke 1:1-24:53

p¥ IV/V Luke 7:32-34, 37-38

0181 Iv/v Luke 9:59-62, 10:1-5, 6-14

02 (A) VvV Luke 1:1-24:53

04 (O) \Y Luke 1:1-2; 2:5-42; 3:21- 4:25; 6:4-36; 7:17-8:28; 12:4-19:42;
20:28- 21:20; 22:19- 23:25; 24:7-45;

05 (D) V Luke 1:1-24:53

0182 \Y Luke 19:17-20, 22-24

P? VI/VII Luke 7:36-45; 10:38-42

| o VI/VII Luke 14:7-14

P* VII/VIII Luke 1:54-55; 2:29-32 (Greek); Luke 1:46-51 (Coptic)

019 VIII Luke 1:1-6, 1:14-3:38, 4:1-6:4, 6:11-24:53

038 (0) IX Luke 1:1-24:53

33 IX Luke 1:1-13:6; 19:45-21:37; 23:27-24:53

1349 XI Luke 1:1-48; 2:8-6:22; 6:42-8:23; 9:28-17:4; 17:29-20:15; 20:38-24:53

2860 X1 Luke 1:1-14:33

1 XII Luke 1:1-24:53

45 XIII Luke 4:32-5:14

18 D \Y Luke 1:1-24:53
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Appendix 3: List of manuscripts supplemented by IGNTP

MSS  Date
p? VI/VII
P4 111

P’ IV/V
P+ VII/VIII
p¥ 111
P 111
P7 200-225
P IV/V
01 v
02 A%

03 v
04 A%

05 A\

07 VIII
09 IX
011 IX
013 IX
017 IX
019 VIII
021 IX
022 VI
024 VI
026 A%
027 VI
029 A%
030 IX
031 IX
032 A%
033 X
034 IX
036 X
037 IX
038 IX
039 IX
040 VI
041 IX
044 IX/X
045 IX
028 949
047 VIII
053 IX
063 IX
070 VI
0102 VI
0108  VII
0113 V
0115 IX/X
0117 IX
0124 VI
0130 IX
0135 IX
0139 V
0147 VI
0171 1I/1v
0177 X
0178 VI

MSS  Date
0179 VI
0181 IvV/V
0182 'V
0190 VI
0191 VI
0196 IX
0202 VI
0211 VII
0239 VII
0250  VIII
0253 VI
0265 VI
0266 VI
0267 V

1 X1II
2 XI/X11
5 X1V
6 XIIT
7 XII
13 X1V
16 X1V
21 XII
22 XII
27 X

28 XI
33 IX
60 1297
66 X1V
69 XV
71 1160
83 XI
115 X
118 XIII
123 1000
124 X1I
131 X1V
157 1122
158 XI
161 X
174 1052
179 XII
205 XV
209 X1V
213 XI
229 1140
230 1013
262 X
265 XII
267 XII
343 XI
346 XII
348 1022
349 1322
372 XVI
399 IX/X
443 XII

MSS  Date
461 835
472 XIIT
475 XI
477 XIIT
478 X
480 1366
489 1315-1316
517 X1V
543 XII
544 XII1
565 IX
577 1346
579 XIIT
669 X
700 XI
713 XII
716 X1V
726 XIII
788 XI
826 XII
827 XIII
828 XII
892 IX
903 1381
954 XV
983 XII
1005  XIV
1009  XIII
1010 XII
1012 XI
1071 XII
1077 X
1079 X
1080 XIV
1187  XIII
1192 XIV
1194  XIII
1195 XIV
1200 XII
1203 X
1210 XI
1215 XIII
1216 X1
1219 X1
1220 X
1223 X
1229  XIII
1241 X1I
1242 XIII
1247 XV
1295 IX
1313 X1
1319 XII
1338  XII
1342  XII/XIV
1347 X
1351 X
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MSS  Date MSS  Date
1352  XIII 1890 1420
1355 XII 1950 XIII
1365 XII /1016 XII
1392 X 11056 XIII
1424 IX/X 11074 1290
1443 1047 11127 XII
1452 992 11231 X
1458 X 11579 XIV
1510 XI 11599 X/XI
1542a XII/XIII 11627 X1
1542b XII/XIII 11634 XI
1579 XI 11642 XIII
1582 948 11663 XIV
1604  XIII 11761 XV
1630 1314
1654 1326 Lvte 450
1675 XIV a 350
1685  XIII a2 450
1691 XI aur 750
2096  XII b 450
2322 XII/XIII B 650
2372 XII c 1200
2399 X1V d 400
2487 X1 f 550
2542  XIII ff2 450
2613 X1 gl 800
2643  XIII gat 750
2757  XIII i 450
2766  XIII 1 750
A 800
169 XII Lo 650
1333  XIII q 600
/513 XII rl 600
1852  XII S 600
1853 XI Lvg 450-650
1867  XII
1991 X/XI Ss v
1995 XI Sc A%
11084 1292 Sp A%
11750 XI Sh VII
7110 X111 Sj 1030
112 X111 Dta XI
132 XI Dtp X111
148 1055 Cs I/1v
170 XII Cb v
176 XII Ar A%
180 XII Ggl 897
1150 995 GglLl.l 913
1184 1319 Ggll.2 936
1211  XII Ggll.3 973
1253 1020 Gg L4 995
1292 IX Gglll XI
1299  XIII Et A%
1524 XII Go v
1547 XIII oS IX
1854 1167
1859 XI
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Appendix 4: Result of Quantitative Analysis from Luke chapters 1-24

CH1 P4 P42 01* Olc 02* 02c 03* 03c 04* 04c 05* 019 032 038* 1 18 33 1349 2860* NA28
P4 - 18/25 17/25 9/26 9/26 22/26 21/26 10/26 10/26 10/26 - 17/26 9/26 - 8/26 14/26 - 9/26 21/26
P42 - 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 12 12 2/2 - 2/2 2/2 - 12 2/2 - 12 2/2
01* 72,00%  100,00% 86/91 56/91 58/91 74/91 72/91 55/89 55/89 41/88 3/4 35/51 50/91 23/35 52/91 26/36 40/45 54/91 79/91
Olc 68,00%  100,00%  94,51% 59/93 61/93 75/93 75/93 62/91 62/91 44/90 3/4 36/52 55/93 24/35 59/93 29/37 40/45 61/93 80/93
02* 34,62% 100,00% 61,54%  63,44% 91/93 53/93 53/93 59/91 67/91 36/90 2/4 27/52 71/93 19/36 79/93 29/37 29/46 77/93 53/93
02c 34,62% 100,00% 63,74%  65,59% 97,85% 55/93 55/93 61/91 69/91 58/90 2/4 26/52 73/93 20/36 81/93 29/37 31/46 79/93 55/93
03* 84,62%  100,00%  81,32% 80,65% 56,99%  59,14% 87/93 52/91 51/91 40/90 3/4 38/52 51/93 22/36 54/93 26/37 43/46 56/93 89/93
03c 80,77%  100,00%  79,12%  80,65%  56,99%  59,14%  93,55% 54/91 55/91 41/90 3/4 38/52 57/93 22/36 58/93 27/37 40/46 58/93 85/93
04* 38,46%  50,00%  61,80% 68,13% 64,84% 67,03% 57,14%  59,34% 76/91 45/88 173 25/51 59/91 19/35 64/91 24/37 26/45 61/91 53/91
04c 38,46%  50,00%  61,80% 68,13% 73,63% 7582% 56,04% 60,44%  83,52% 39/88 173 25/51 69/91 18/35 74/91 28/37 27/45 73/91 52/91
05* 38,46%  100,00%  46,59% 48,89% 40,00% 64,44% 44,44% 4556% 51,14%  44,32% 2/4 16/51 39/90 14/34 42/90 21/37 23/44 42/90 43/90
019 - - 75,00%  75,00%  50,00%  50,00%  75,00%  75,00% 33,33% 33,33% 50,00% - 2/4 2/4 2/4 2/4 3/4 1/4 3/4
032 65,38%  100,00% 68,63% 69,23% 51,92% 50,00%  73,08%  73,08%  49,02% 49,02% 31,37% - 23/52 - 23/52 20/37 3/5 24/52 39/52
038* 34,62% 100,00%  54,95% 59,14%  76,34%  78,49% 54,84% 6129% 64,84% 7582% 43,33% 50,00% 44,23% 18/36 76/93 26/37 23/46 74/93 51/93
1 - - 65,71%  68,57%  52,718%  55,56% 61,11% 61,11% 54,29% 51,43% 41,18%  50,00% - 50,00% 22/36 - 22/36 20/36 22/36
18 30,77%  50,00%  57,14% 63,44% 84,95% 87,10% 58,06% 62,37% 70,33% 81,32% 46,67% 50,00% 44,23% 81,72% 61,11% 27/37 31/46 85/93 55/93
33 53,85% 100,00%  72,22%  0,78%  7838% 7838% 70,27%  72,97% 64,86% 75,68% 56,76% 50,00% 54,05% 70,27% - 72,97% - 28/37 27/37
1349 - - 88,89%  88,89% 63,04% 6739% 93,48% 86,96% 57,78%  60,00%  52,27%  75,00% 60,00% 50,00% 61,11% 67,39% - 33/46 46/46
2860* 34,62%  50,00%  59,34%  65,59%  82,80% 84,95% 60,22% 6237% 67,03% 80,22% 46,67%  25,00% 46,15%  79,57%  55,56% 91,40%  75,68%  71,74% 58/93

NA28 80,77%  100,00%  86,81%  86,02%  56,99%  59,14% 95,70% 91,40% 58,24% 57,14% 47,78%  75,00% 75,00% 54,84% 61,11% 59,14% 7297% 100,00%  62,37%

152



Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

CH2 P4 P42 01* Olc 02* 02c 03* 03c 04* 04c 05* 05c 032 038* 038c 18 33 2860* NA28
P4 - 12 2/2 12 12 2/2 2/2 1/1 1/1 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 12 12 2/2 2/2
P42 - 1/1 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1
01* 50,00%  100,00% 92/124  74/124 75/124 93/123 91/123 19/34 21/36 45/123 45/123 87/121 72/124 71/124 74/124 71/123 74/124 98/124
Olc 100,00%  100,00%  74,19% 79/125 80/125 97/124 97/124 26/35 27/37 51/124 49/124 94/123 83/125 82/125 77125 88/124 78/125 108/125
02* 50,00% 0,00% 59,68%  63,20% 125/126  80/125 79/125 29/36 32/38 44/125 43/125 77/124 95/126 94/126 108/126  97/126  108/126 86/126
02c 50,00% 0,00% 60,48%  64,00%  99,21% 81/125 80/125 29/36 32/38 45/125 44/125 78/124 96/126 95/126 109/126  98/126  109/126 87/126
03* 100,00%  100,00%  75,61% 78,23% 64,00%  64,80% 123/125 24/36 32/37 51/124 51/124 103/123  82/125 81/125 82/125 83/125 83/125 118/125
03c 100,00%  100,00%  73,98%  78,23% 63,20%  64,00%  98,40% 24/36 32/38 50/124 50/124 101/123  82/125 81/125 83/125 81/125 84/125 116/125
04* 100,00%  100,00%  55,88%  74,29%  80,56%  80,56%  66,67%  66,67% 29/36 12/35 12/35 21/36 28/36 28/36 29/36 30/36 28/36 25/36
04c 100,00%  100,00%  5833% 72,97% 84,21%  8421%  86,49%  8421%  80,56% 14/37 14/37 20/38 31/38 31/38 34/38 29/38 33/38 26/38
05* 100,00%  100,00%  36,59% 41,13% 35,20%  36,00%  41,13%  40,32%  34,29% 37,84% 119/125 47/123 50/125 49/125 47/125 48/125 48/125 57/125
05c 100,00%  100,00%  36,59% 39,52% 34,40%  3520% 41,13%  40,32%  34,29% 37,84%  95,20% 45/123 52/125 51/125 48/125 47/125 49/125 57/125
032 100,00%  100,00%  71,90% 76,42%  62,10%  62,90%  83,74%  82,11%  5833% 52,63% 3821%  36,59% 76/124 75/124 73/124 77/124 73/124 103/124
038*  100,00%  100,00%  58,06% 66,40% 7540%  76,19%  65,60%  65,60%  77,78%  81,58%  40,00% = 41,60% 61,29% 125/126  104/126  96/126  105/126 87/126
038¢c  100,00%  100,00% 57,26%  65,60%  74,60%  7540%  64,80%  64,80%  77,78%  81,58%  39,20%  40,80% 60,48%  99,21% 103/126  95/126  104/126 86/126
18 50,00%  100,00%  59,68% 61,60% 85,71%  86,51%  65,60%  66,40%  80,56% 89,47% 37,60%  38,40% 58,87%  82,54%  81,75% 96/126  122/126 88/126
33 50,00% 0,00% 57,72%  70,97%  76,98%  77)18%  66,40%  64,80%  8333% 76,32% 3840%  37,60% 62,10%  76,19%  75,40% 76,19% 96/126 91/126
2860* 100,00% 100,00%  59,68%  62,40% 85,71%  86,51%  66,40%  67,20%  77,78% 86,84% 3840%  39,20% 58,87%  83,33%  82,54% 96,83%  76,19% 89/126

NA28 100,00% 100,00%  79,03% 86,40% 68,25%  69,05%  94,40%  92,80%  69,44% 68,42% 45,60%  45,60% 83,06%  69,05%  68,25% 69,84%  72,22%  70,63%
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CH3 P4 P75 01* Olc 02* 03* 03c 04* 04c 05* 05c 032 038* 18 33 2860* 2860c  NA28
P4 6/8 47/52 44/53 31/54 51/54 51/54 27/37 22/37 14/48 14/48 25/37 34/54 30/53 37/53 8/16 7/16 50/54
P75 75,00% 5/8 5/9 2/9 8/9 8/9 2/5 2/5 8/9 8/9 1/6 5/9 4/9 4/9 2/3 173 7/9
01* 90,38%  62,50% 60/70 43/70 62/70 61/69 40/54 37/54 21/64 23/64 39/54 42/70 44/70 48/69 23/32 22/32 61/70
Olc 83,02% 55,56%  85,71% 53/71 60/71 59/70 47/54 44/54 27/65 29/65 45/55 52/71 55/71 59/70 27/33 26/33 63/71
02* 5741% 2222% 61,43% 74,65% 48/72 47/71 47/55 48/55 25/67 27/67 38/55 54/72 63/72 60/71 27/33 28/33 49/72
03* 94,44%  88,89% 88,57% 84,51% 66,67% 70/71 44/55 39/55 23/66 24/67 39/55 49/72 49/72 54/71 25/33 24/33 68/72
03c 94,44%  88,89% 88,41% 8429% 66,20%  98,59% 43/54 38/54 23/65 24/66 39/55 48/71 48/71 53/70 24/32 23/32 67/71
04* 72,97%  40,00% 74,07% 87,04% 85,45% 80,00%  79,63% 50/55 20/52 22/52 36/48 42/55 49/55 50/54 23/24 22/24 46/55
04c 59,46% 40,00% 68,52% 81,48% 87,27% 7091% 70,37%  90,91% 20/52 22/52 33/48 41/55 50/55 47/54 24/24 23/24 41/55
05* 29,17%  88,89% 32,81% 41,54% 3731% 34,85% 3538% 38,46%  38,46% 65/66 17/50 24/67 25/67 28/67 17/32 18/32 27/67
05c 29,17%  88,89% 3594% 44,62% 40,30% 35,82% 36,36% 42,31% 4231%  98,48% 17/50 26/67 27/67 30/67 19/32 20/32 29/67
032 67,57% 16,67% 72,22% 81,82% 69,09% 7091% 7091% 75,00%  68,75%  34,00%  34,00% 34/55 36/55 38/54 17/24 17/24 39/55
038*  62,96% 55,56% 60,00% 73,24% 75,00% 68,06% 67,61% 76,36%  74,55%  3582% 3881% 61,82% 57/72 58/71 28/33 27/33 52/72
18 56,60% 44,44%  62,86% 77,46% 87,50% 68,06% 67,61% 89,09% 9091% 3731% 40,30% 6545% 79,17% 60/71 31/33 32/33 52/72
33 69,81% 44,44%  69,57% 8429% 84,51% 76,06% 7571% 92,59%  87,04%  41,79% 44,718%  70,37% 81,69% 84,51% 29/33 30/33 57/71
2860* 50,00% 66,67% 71,88% 81,82% 81,82% 75,76% 75,00% 9583% 100,00% 53,13% 59,38% 70,83% 84,85% 93,94% 87,88% 32/33 27/33
2860c  43,75% 33,33% 68,75% 78,79% 84,85% 72,73% 71,88% 91,67%  95,83%  56,25% 62,50% 70,83% 81,82% 96,97% 90,91%  96,97% 26/33

NA28 093% 77,78%  0,87%  88,73% 68,06% 94,44% 9437% 83,64%  74,55%  40,30% 4328% 7091% 72,22% 72,22% 80,28% 81,82%  78,79%
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CH4

P4

P7

P75

01*

Olc

02*

03*

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

038*

038c

18

33

2860*

NA28

P4

100,00%

83,33%

100,00%

100,00%

44,44%

100,00%

50,00%

50,00%

66,67%

77,78%

100,00%

44,44%

44,44%

44,44%

77,78%

33,33%

100,00%

P7

3/3

100,00%

100,00%

100,00%

25,00%

100,00%

75,00%

75,00%

100,00%

50,00%

50,00%

50,00%

50,00%

25,00%

100,00%

P75

5/6

3/3

73,33%

70,97%

58,06%

90,32%

64,29%

67,86%

51,61%

58,06%

80,65%

58,06%

58,06%

58,06%

70,00%

58,06%

93,55%

01*

9/9

4/4

22/30

93,20%

51,46%

78,64%

68,18%

70,45%

35,35%

37,25%

80,20%

55,34%

54,37%

58,25%

69,61%

55,34%

84,47%

Olc

9/9

4/4

22/31

96/103

56,73%

81,73%

73,33%

75,56%

39,00%

40,78%

82,35%

61,54%

60,58%

62,50%

75,73%

58,65%

86,54%
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02*

4/9

1/4

18/31

53/103

59/104

61,54%

68,89%

71,11%

32,00%

33,33%

53,92%

75,96%

75,00%

84,62%

72,82%

87,50%

73,08%

03*

9/9

4/4

28/31

81/103

85/104

64/104

68,89%

71,11%

49,00%

50,00%

80,39%

59,62%

58,65%

61,54%

70,87%

62,50%

95,19%

04*

3/6

18/28

30/44

33/45

31/45

31/45

97,78%

37,78%

42,22%

62,22%

75,56%

75,56%

71,11%

77.27%

71,11%

73,33%

04c

3/6

19/28

31/44

34/45

32/45

32/45

44/45

37,78%

42,22%

64,44%

77,78%

77,78%

73,33%

79,55%

73,33%

75,56%
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05*

6/9

3/4

16/31

35/99

39/100

32/100

49/100

17/45

17/45

97,00%

47,96%

33,00%

32,00%

35,00%

42,42%

36,00%

48,00%

05¢

7/9

3/4

18/31

38/102

42/103

34/102

51/102

19/45

19/45

97/100

49,50%

34,95%

33,98%

36,89%

43,14%

37,86%

49,51%

032*

9/9

4/4

25/31

81/101

84/102

55/102

82/102

28/45

29/45

47/98

50/101

52,94%

51,96%

52,94%

69,31%

52,94%

82,35%

038*

4/9

2/4

18/31

57/103

64/104

79/104

62/104

34/45

35/45

33/100

36/103

54/102

99,04%

75,00%

73,79%

78,85%

63,46%

038c

4/9

2/4

18/31

56/103

63/104

78/104

61/104

34/45

35/45

32/100

35/103

53/102

103/104

74,04%

72,82%

77,88%

62,50%

18

4/9

2/4

18/31

60/103

65/104

88/104

64/104

32/45

33/45

35/100

38/103

54/102

78/104

77/104

70,87%

95,19%

65,38%

33

7/9

2/4

21/30

71/102

78/103

75/103

73/103

34/44

35/44

42/99

44/102

70/101

76/103

75/103

73/103

69,90%

71,84%

2860*

3/9

1/4

18/31

57/103

61/104

91/104

65/104

32/45

33/45

36/100

39/103

54/102

82/104

81/104

99/104

72/103

67,31%

NA28

9/9

4/4

29/31

87/103

90/104

76/104

99/104

33/45

34/45

48/100

51/103

84/102

66/104

65/104

68/104

74/103

70/104



CH5

P4

P75

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

038*

0312

18

33

2860*

NA28

P4

67,44%

81,82%

63,64%

63,64%

93,18%

72,73%

68,18%

40,54%

40,54%

79,07%

65,91%

33,33%

63,64%

79,55%

64,10%

88,64%

P75

75,00%

86,96%

63,04%

63,04%

95,65%

65,22%

63,04%

38,89%

37,84%

75,56%

67,39%

65,22%

67,39%

68,29%

95,65%

01*

29/43

33/44

87,60%

54,17%

55,00%

64,46%

61,67%

57,50%

33,33%

32,71%

64,17%

58,68%

50,00%

55,37%

65,00%

55,17%

67,77%

Olc

36/44

40/46

106/121

61,48%

62,30%

75,61%

68,85%

64,75%

36,79%

36,11%

69,67%

66,67%

50,00%

63,41%

69,67%

62,71%

78,05%

02*

28/44

29/46

65/120

75/122

99,18%

66,39%

79,34%

79,34%

33,02%

32,71%

67,77%

80,33%

83,33%

91,80%

83,47%

89,74%

68,85%

02¢

28/44

29/46

66/120

76/122

121/122

67,21%

80,17%

80,17%

32,08%

31,78%

68,60%

81,15%

83,33%

92,62%

84,30%

90,60%

69,67%
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03*

41/44

44/46

78/121

93/123

81/122

82/122

68,85%

76,86%

35,85%

35,19%

77,87%

67,48%

83,33%

66,67%

76,23%

67,80%

95,93%

04*

32/44

30/46

74/120

84/122

96/121

97/121

84/122

90,16%

43,81%

42,99%

71,07%

79,51%

66,67%

81,15%

84,43%

78,63%

72,13%

04c

30/44

29/46

69/120

79/122

96/121

97/121

93/121

110/122

40,95%

41,12%

66,94%

82,79%

66,67%

84,43%

85,25%

81,20%

68,85%
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05*

15/37

14/36

35/105

39/106

35/106

34/106

38/106

46/105

43/105

99,06%

39,05%

34,91%

33,33%

31,13%

37,74%

31,73%

37,74%

05¢

15/37

14/37

35/107

39/108

35/107

34/107

38/108

46/107

44/107

105/106

38,32%

34,26%

33,33%

30,56%

37,04%

31,13%

37,04%

032*

34/43

34/45

77/120

85/122

82/121

83/121

95/122

86/121

81/121

41/105

41/107

68,03%

50,00%

67,21%

77,69%

68,64%

81,15%

038*

29/44

31/46

71/121

82/123

98/122

99/122

83/123

97/122

101/122

37/106

37/108

83/122

50,00%

87,80%

81,97%

83,90%

71,54%

0312

1/3

3/6

3/6

5/6

5/6

5/6

4/6

4/6

2/6

2/6

3/6

3/6

83,33%

50,00%

83,33%

100,00%

18

28/44

30/46

67/121

78/123

112/122

113/122

82/123

99/122

103/122

33/106

33/108

82/122

108/123

5/6

81,97%

94,07%

70,73%

33

35/44

31/46

78/120

85/122

101/121

102/121

93/122

103/122

104/122

40/106

40/108

94/121

100/122

3/6

100/122

81,20%

78,69%

2860*

25/39

28/41

64/116

74/118

105/117

106/117

80/118

92/117

95/117

33/104

33/106

81/118

99/118

5/6

111/118

95/117

71,19%

NA28

39/44

44/46

82/121

96/123

84/122

85/122

118/123

88/122

84/122

40/106

40/108

99/122

88/123

6/6

87/123

96/122

84/118



CH6

P4

P45

P75

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

038*

18*

18¢

33

2860*

NA28

P4

85,71%

77,78%

73,02%

42,86%

96,83%

96,83%

46,67%

40,00%

37,50%

39,29%

73,02%

50,79%

34,92%

36,51%

65,57%

90,48%

P45

0,81%

67,44%

62,79%

53,49%

86,05%

81,40%

57,14%

57,14%

65,00%

67,50%

55,81%

58,14%

53,49%

53,49%

58,82%

55,81%

86,05%

P75

18/21

34/42

76,98%

74,60%

57,94%

93,65%

92,86%

61,29%

58,06%

37,61%

38,46%

73,81%

56,35%

55,56%

56,35%

66,67%

52,31%

92,86%

01*

49/63

29/43

97/126

91,81%

54,39%

77,19%

76,61%

60,94%

62,50%

37,82%

37,18%

71,93%

53,22%

49,71%

50,29%

62,68%

54,55%

81,87%

Olc

46/63

27/43

94/126

157/171

56,73%

75,44%

76,02%

62,50%

64,06%

37,82%

37,18%

70,76%

54,97%

52,05%

52,63%

69,01%

56,06%

79,53%

02*

27/63

23/43

73/126

93/171

97/171

53,80%

54,39%

78,13%

87,50%

41,03%

41,67%

49,71%

77,19%

88,89%

89,47%

71,83%

89,39%

60,23%
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03*

61/63

37/43

118/126

132/171

129/171

92/171

98,25%

59,38%

56,25%

36,54%

37,18%

72,51%

56,14%

50,88%

51,46%

64,79%

53,03%

92,40%

03c

61/63

35/43

117/126

131/171

130/171

93/171

168/171

62,50%

59,38%

37,18%

37,82%

71,93%

56,73%

51,46%

52,05%

64,79%

56,06%

92,98%

04*

7/15

16/28

38/62

39/64

40/64

50/64

38/64

40/64

90,63%

35,71%

35,71%

53,13%

70,31%

81,25%

82,81%

72,97%

89,80%

68,75%

04c

6/15

16/28

36/62

40/64

41/64

56/64

36/64

38/64

58/64

39,29%

39,29%

56,25%

75,00%

87,50%

89,06%

78,38%

89,80%

65,63%

157

05*

21/56

26/40

44/117

59/156

59/156

64/156

57/156

58/156

20/56

22/56

98,72%

42,95%

39,74%

37,82%

37,82%

52,27%

42,62%

42,31%

05¢

22/56

27/40

45/117

58/156

58/156

65/156

58/156

59/156

20/56

22/56

154/156

44,23%

40,38%

39,10%

39,10%

53,03%

44,26%

43,59%

032*

46/63

24/43

93/126

123/171

121/171

85/171

124/171

123/171

34/64

36/64

67/156

69/156

50,88%

46,78%

47,37%

57,75%

50,82%

74,85%

038*

32/63

25/43

71/126

91/171

94/171

132/171

96/171

97/171

45/64

48/64

62/156

63/156

87/171

78,95%

79,53%

72,54%

81,82%

59,65%

18*

22/63

23/43

70/126

85/171

89/171

152/171

87/171

88/171

52/64

56/64

59/156

61/156

80/171

135/171

99,42%

71,83%

95,45%

56,14%

18¢

23/63

23/43

71/126

86/171

90/171

153/171

88/171

89/171

53/64

57/64

59/156

61/156

81/171

136/171

170/171

72,54%

95,45%

56,73%

33

40/61

20/34

66/99

89/142

98/142

102/142

92/142

92/142

27/37

29/37

69/132

70/132

82/142

103/142

102/142

103/142

84,62%

71,13%

2860*

24/43

34/65

36/66

37/66

59/66

35/66

37/66

44/49

44/49

26/61

27/61

31/61

54/66

63/66

63/66

33/39

60,61%

NA28

57/63

37/43

117/126

140/171

136/171

103/171

158/171

159/171

44/64

42/64

66/156

68/156

128/171

102/171

96/171

97/171

101/142

40/66



CH7

P3

P45

P75*

P75¢

P82

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03¢

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032¢

038*

038¢c

0312

18

33

2860*

NA28

P3

80,00%

80,00%

66,67%

92,31%

88,89%

55,56%

77,78%

81,48%

33,33%

33,33%

77,78%

77,78%

55,56%

55,56%

48,15%

48,15%

81,48%

P45

81,25%

81,25%

56,25%

62,50%

66,67%

81,25%

81,25%

68,75%

62,50%

46,15%

46,15%

75,00%

75,00%

62,50%

62,50%

75,00%

75,00%

81,25%

P75*

12/15

13/16

99,08%

75,00%

72,90%

79,63%

63,89%

96,33%

96,33%

66,67%

62,22%

39,36%

40,43%

76,85%

77,78%

65,74%

65,74%

62,50%

65,14%

66,67%

69,44%

99,08%

P75¢

12/15

13/16

108/109

75,00%

73,83%

80,56%

64,81%

97,25%

97,25%

66,67%

62,22%

40,43%

41,49%

75,93%

76,85%

64,81%

64,81%

62,50%

66,06%

66,67%

70,37%

100,00%

P82

4/6

3/4

3/4

70,00%

80,00%

20,00%

90,00%

90,00%

66,67%

66,67%

80,00%

80,00%

50,00%

50,00%

40,00%

40,00%

90,00%

01*

24/26

9/16

78/107

79/107

7/10

91,27%

53,23%

74,60%

75,40%

62,22%

62,22%

34,19%

35,04%

68,80%

68,80%

52,80%

52,80%

62,50%

53,17%

66,67%

51,59%

76,98%

Olc

24/27

10/16

86/108

87/108

8/10

115/126

57,60%

79,53%

80,31%

68,89%

68,89%

38,98%

39,83%

73,81%

73,81%

59,52%

59,52%

62,50%

58,27%

66,67%

58,27%

81,89%

02*

15/27

10/15

69/108

70/108

2/10

66/124

72/125

61,42%

62,20%

77,27%

68,18%

32,48%

32,48%

53,17%

53,97%

76,98%

76,19%

62,50%

83,46%

83,33%

87,30%

64,57%
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03*

21/27

13/16

105/109

106/109

9/10

94/126

101/127

78/127

99,22%

64,44%

60,00%

35,59%

36,44%

73,23%

74,02%

60,63%

60,63%

62,50%

60,16%

66,67%

62,99%

96,88%

03¢

22/27

13/16

105/109

106/109

9/10

95/126

102/127

79/127

127/128

64,44%

60,00%

36,44%

37,29%

74,02%

74,80%

61,42%

61,42%

62,50%

60,94%

66,67%

63,78%

97,66%

04*

11/16

30/45

30/45

28/45

31/45

34/44

29/45

29/45

91,11%

35,90%

35,90%

61,36%

61,36%

68,18%

65,91%

50,00%

82,22%

80,00%

66,67%

04c

10/16
28/45

28/45

28/45
31/45
30/44
27/45
27/45

41/45

33,33%
33,33%
56,82%
56,82%
6591%
70,45%
50,00%

82,22%

75,56%

62,22%

158

05*

9/27

6/13

37/94

38/94

4/6

40/117

46/118

38/117

42/118

43/118

14/39

13/39

99,15%

38,46%

38,46%

31,36%

30,51%

71,43%

34,75%

33,33%

35,04%

38,14%

05¢

9/27

6/13

38/94

39/94

4/6

41/117

47/118

38/117

43/118

44/118

14/39

13/39

117/118

39,32%

39,32%

32,20%

31,36%

71,43%

34,75%

33,33%

35,04%

38,98%

032*

21/27

12/16

83/108

82/108

8/10

86/125

93/126

67/126

93/127

94/127

27/44

25/44

45/117

46/117

99,21%

52,38%

52,38%

71,43%

55,91%

66,67%

53,97%

74,80%

032¢

21/27

12/16

84/108

83/108

8/10

86/125

93/126

68/126

94/127

95/127

27/44

25/44

45/117

46/117

126/127

53,17%

53,17%

71,43%

56,69%

66,67%

54,76%

75,59%

038*

15/27

10/16

71/108

70/108

5/10

66/125

75/126

97/126

77/127

78/127

30/44

29/44

37/118

38/118

66/126

67/126

99,21%

42,86%

78,74%

50,00%

81,75%

64,57%

038¢c

15/27

10/16

71/108

70/108

5/10

66/125

75/126

96/126

77/127

78/127

29/44

31/44

36/118

37/118

66/126

67/126

126/127

42,86%

77,95%

50,00%

80,95%

64,57%

0312

5/8

5/8

5/8

5/8

5/8

5/8

5/8

3/6

3/6

57

57

57

57

3/7

3/7

75,00%

75,00%

62,50%

18

13/27

12/16

71/109

72/109

4/10

67/126

74/127

106/127

77/128

78/128

37/45

37/45

41/118

41/118

71/127

72/127

100/127

99/127

6/8

83,33%

96,06%

63,28%

33

4/6

4/6

4/6

4/6

5/6

4/6

4/6

2/6

2/6

4/6

4/6

3/6

3/6

5/6

83,33%

66,67%

2860*

13/27

12/16

75/108

76/108

4/10

65/126

74/127

110/126

80/127

81/127

36/45

34/45

41/117

41/117

68/126

69/126

103/126

102/126

6/8

122/127

5/6

66,14%

NA28

22/27

13/16

108/109

109/109

9/10

97/126

104/127

82/127

124/128

125/128

30/45

28/45

45/118

46/118

95/127

96/127

82/127

82/127

5/8

81/128

4/6

84/127



CHS8

P75

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

038*

038c

18

2860*

NA28

P75

74,29%

77,84%

61,93%

62,15%

96,02%

60,67%

62,92%

39,24%

39,49%

59,77%

59,89%

59,32%

60,45%

69,41%

90,06%

01*

130/175

88,33%

62,36%

62,57%

75,84%

58,62%

63,22%

39,13%

39,38%

57,95%

61,45%

60,89%

59,78%

64,77%

78,89%

Olc

137/176

159/180

69,27%

69,44%

80,45%

62,92%

65,17%

41,36%

41,61%

65,54%

68,33%

67,78%

66,67%

74,16%

84,53%

02*

109/176

111/178

124/179

100,00%

67,04%

70,79%

78,65%

42,24%

42,50%

80,23%

77,78%

77,22%

91,11%

88,64%

73,33%

02¢

110/177

112/179

125/180

180/180

67,22%

70,79%

78,65%

41,98%

42,24%

79,78%

77,90%

77,35%

0,91%

88,76%

73,48%
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03*

169/176

135/178

144/179

120/179

121/180

61,80%

64,04%

40,99%

41,25%

61,58%

61,67%

61,11%

64,44%

71,91%

95,00%

04*

54/89

51/87

56/89

63/89

63/89

55/89

87,64%

39,51%

40,00%

70,93%

73,03%

73,03%

75,28%

72,73%

66,29%

04c

56/89

55/87

58/89

70/89

70/89

57/89

78/89

37,04%

37,50%

79,07%

80,90%

80,90%

87,64%

88,64%

68,54%

159

05*

62/158

63/161

67/162

68/161

68/162

66/161

32/81

30/81

99,38%

42,59%

37,04%

36,42%

39,51%

39,02%

44,44%

05¢

62/157

63/160

67/161

68/160

68/161

66/160

32/80

30/80

160/161

42,86%

37,27%

36,65%

39,75%

39,02%

44,72%

032*

104/174

102/176

116/177

142/177

142/178

109/177

61/86

68/86

69/162

69/161

70,79%

70,22%

77,53%

79,78%

66,85%

038*

106/177

110/179

123/180

140/180

141/181

111/180

65/89

72/89

60/162

60/161

126/178

99,45%

74,59%

76,40%

66,85%

038c

105/177

109/179

122/180

139/180

140/181

110/180

65/89

72/89

59/162

59/161

125/178

180/181

74,03%

76,40%

66,30%

18

107/177

107/179

120/180

164/180

165/181

116/180

67/89

78/89

64/162

64/161

138/178

135/181

134/181

95,51%

69,61%

2860*

59/85

57/88

66/89

78/88

79/89

64/89

32/44

39/44

32/82

32/82

71/89

68/89

68/89

85/89

77,53%

NA28

163/181

142/180

153/181

132/180

133/181

171/180

59/89

61/89

72/162

72/161

119/178

121/181

120/181

126/181

69/89



CH9

P45*

P45c

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03¢

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032¢

038*

0181

18

45

2860*

NA28

P45*

100,00%

68,18%

68,18%

56,32%

55,17%

44,83%

44,83%

71,26%

72,41%

54,65%

47,67%

41,46%

41,46%

46,51%

46,51%

47,06%

85,71%

45,98%

52,94%

59,18%

71,26%

P45c

87/87

68,54%

68,54%

55,68%

54,55%

44,32%

44,32%

71,59%

72,73%

54,02%

48,28%

41,46%

41,46%

45,98%

45,98%

46,51%

85,71%

45,45%

55,56%

58,00%

71,59%

P75*

60/88

61/89

99,39%

68,29%

72,56%

59,51%

59,15%

84,15%

84,76%

67,28%

62,58%

44,16%

44,16%

60,74%

60,12%

62,96%

87,50%

59,15%

95,00%

65,00%

89,63%

P75¢

60/88

61/89

163/164

67,88%

72,12%

60,37%

60,00%

84,85%

85,45%

68,10%

63,41%

43,87%

43,87%

60,37%

59,76%

62,58%

87,50%

58,79%

95,00%

65,29%

90,30%

01*

49/87

49/88

112/164

112/165

88,07%

56,57%

56,25%

73,86%

75,57%

60,69%

55,17%

37,35%

37,95%

53,71%

53,14%

56,90%

50,00%

53,45%

85,00%

54,55%

76,70%

Olc

48/87

48/88

119/164

119/165

155/176

58,29%

57,95%

73,30%

74,43%

67,63%

62,07%

41,57%

42,17%

58,29%

57,711%

60,92%

37,50%

59,20%

85,00%

60,61%

78,41%

02*

39/87

39/88

97/163

99/164

99/175

102/175

100,00%

61,14%

62,86%

72,67%

72,83%

46,06%

46,06%

81,61%

82,18%

82,66%

37,50%

83,43%

65,00%

86,26%

68,57%
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02¢

39/87

39/88

97/164

99/165

99/176

102/176

175/175

60,80%

62,50%

72,25%

72,99%

46,39%

46,39%

81,71%

82,29%

82,76%

37,50%

83,52%

65,00%

86,36%

68,18%

03*

62/87

63/88

138/164

140/165

130/176

129/176

107/175

107/176

98,30%

68,79%

63,79%

59,48%

59,48%

61,14%

60,57%

61,49%

62,50%

59,09%

100,00%

65,91%

91,48%

03¢

63/87

64/88

139/164

141/165

133/176

131/176

110/175

110/176

173/176

69,36%

64,37%

60,34%

60,34%

61,71%

61,14%

63,22%

75,00%

60,23%

100,00%

66,67%

93,18%

04*
47/86
47/87

109/162
111/163
105/173
117/173
125/172
125/173
119/173

120/173

90,17%
49,69%
50,31%
70,35%
69,77%
71,35%
37,50%
72,25%
70,00%
75,19%

72,83%

160

04c

41/86

42/87

102/163

104/164

96/174

108/174

126/173

127/174

111/174

112/174

156/173

46,34%

46,95%

68,21%

67,63%

70,35%

37,50%

74,711%

65,00%

76,34%

68,97%

05*

34/82

34/82

68/154

68/155

62/166

69/166

76/165

77/166

69/116

70/116

81/163

76/164

98,80%

41,82%

41,21%

49,39%

33,33%

40,96%

44,449%

43,65%

47,59%

05¢

34/82

34/82

68/154

68/155

63/166

70/166

76/165

77/166

69/116

70/116

82/163

77/164

164/166

41,82%

41,21%

49,39%

33,33%

40,96%

44,449%

43,65%

47,59%

032*

40/86

40/87

99/163

99/164

94/175

102/175

142/174

143/175

107/175

108/175

121/172

118/173

69/165

69/165

99,43%

81,50%

25,00%

80,00%

65,00%

84,09%

65,71%

032¢

40/86

40/87

98/163

98/164

93/175

101/175

143/174

144/175

106/175

107/175

120/172

117/173

68/165

68/165

174/175

80,92%

25,00%

80,57%

65,00%

84,09%

65,14%

038*

40/85

40/86

102/162

102/163

99/174

106/174

143/173

144/174

107/174

110/174

122/171

121/172

81/164

81/164

141/173

140/173

42,86%

81,61%

65,00%

83,21%

68,39%

0181

6/7

6/7

7/8

7/8

4/8

3/8

3/8

3/8

5/8

6/8

3/8

3/8

2/6

2/6

2/8

2/8

3/7

37,50%

50,00%

75,00%

18

40/87

40/88

97/164

97/165

93/174

103/174

146/175

147/176

104/176

106/176

125/173

130/174

68/166

68/166

140/175

141/175

142/174

3/8

65,00%

95,45%

64,20%

45

9/17

10/18

19/20

19/20

17/20

17/20

13/20

13/20

20/20

20/20

14/20

13/20

8/18

8/18

13/20

13/20

13/20

13/20

60,00%

100,00%

2860*

29/49

29/50

78/120

79/121

72/132

80/132

113/131

114/132

87/132

88/132

97/129

100/131

55/126

55/126

111/132

111/132

109/131

172

126/132

12/20

71,21%

NA28

62/87

63/88

147/164

149/165

135/176

138/176

120/175

120/176

161/176

164/176

126/173

120/174

79/166

79/166

115/175

114/175

119/174

6/8

113/176

20/20

94/132



CH10

P3

P45

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03¢

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032¢

038*

038¢c

0181

18

2860*

NA28

P3

60,00%

80,00%

80,00%

86,67%

100,00%

43,75%

43,75%

81,25%

56,25%

73,33%

56,25%

21,43%

21,43%

43,75%

43,75%

37,50%

31,25%

37,50%

81,25%

P45

9/15

75,00%

74,75%

67,00%

68,63%

51,00%

50,50%

69,00%

67,00%

57,43%

56,86%

49,47%

48,96%

56,70%

55,67%

55,45%

54,46%

80,00%

58,42%

58,06%

74,26%

P75*

12/15

75/100

100,00%

80,80%

82,68%

54,76%

54,33%

93,65%

89,68%

64,57%

59,06%

41,53%

40,83%

54,47%

55,28%

55,91%

55,12%

87,50%

58,27%

61,76%

88,19%

P75¢

12/15

74/99

127/127

81,45%

83,33%

55,20%

54,76%

94,40%

90,40%

65,08%

59,52%

41,53%

40,83%

54,92%

55,74%

56,35%

55,56%

87,50%

58,73%

61,76%

88,89%

01*

13/15

67/100

101/125

101/124

94,44%

59,20%

58,73%

76,98%

72,22%

67,20%

64,00%

49,57%

50,42%

60,66%

61,48%

63,49%

62,70%

76,47%

63,49%

66,67%

82,54%

Olc

16/16

70/102

105/127

105/126

119/126

63,78%

63,28%

77,17%

73,23%

70,87%

68,50%

48,74%

49,59%

65,32%

66,13%

67,19%

66,41%

76,47%

67,19%

70,59%

84,38%

02*

7/16

51/100

69/126

69/125

74/125

81/127

100,00%

51,59%

55,56%

78,57%

82,54%

37,29%

36,67%

84,55%

85,37%

79,53%

80,31%

47,06%

88,98%

75,76%

59,06%
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02¢

7/16

51/101

69/127

69/126

74/126

81/128

127/127

51,18%

55,12%

77,95%

81,89%

36,97%

36,36%

83,87%

84,68%

78,91%

80,47%

47,06%

88,28%

73,53%

58,59%

03*

13/16

69/100

118/126

118/125

97/126

98/127

65/126

65/127

94,49%

62,70%

57,94%

43,22%

42,50%

52,85%

53,66%

55,12%

54,33%

76,47%

55,91%

58,82%

92,91%

03¢

9/16

67/100

113/126

113/125

91/126

93/127

70/126

70/127

120/127

61,90%

60,32%

42,37%

41,67%

55,28%

56,10%

57,48%

58,27%

76,47%

59,06%

61,76%

87,40%

04*
11/15
58/101
82/127
82/126
84/125
90/127
99/126
99/127
79/126

78/126

92,91%
40,68%
39,17%
81,30%
82,11%
75,59%
74,80%
64,71%
80,31%
73,53%

70,08%

161

04c

9/16

58/102

75/127

75/126

80/125

87/127

104/126

104/127

73/126

76/126

118/127

44,92%

43,33%

83,74%

84,55%

81,10%

80,31%

64,71%

85,83%

79,41%

64,57%

05*

3/14

47/95

49/118

49/118

58/117

58/119

44/118

44/119

51/118

50/118

48/118

53/118

99,16%

39,13%

40,00%

42,86%

42,86%

50,00%

43,70%

48,48%

49,58%

05¢

3/14

47/96

49/120

49/120

60/119

60/121

44/120

44/121

51/120

50/120

47/120

52/120

118/119

38,46%

39,32%

43,80%

43,80%

46,67%

42,98%

51,52%

48,76%

032*

7/16

55/97

67/123

67/122

74/122

81/124

104/123

104/124

65/123

68/123

100/123

103/123

45/115

45/117

99,22%

81,45%

80,65%

64,71%

87,10%

72,73%

57,03%

032¢

7/16

54/97

68/123

68/122

75/122

82/124

105/123

105/124

66/123

69/123

101/123

104/123

46/115

46/117

127/128

82,26%

81,45%

64,71%

87,90%

75,76%

57,81%

038*

6/16

56/101

71/127

71/126

80/126

86/128

101/127

101/128

70/127

73/127

96/127

103/127

51/119

53/121

101/124

102/124

99,22%

47,06%

83,59%

76,47%

60,94%

038c

5/16

55/101

70/127

70/126

79/126

85/128

102/127

103/128

69/127

74/127

95/127

102/127

51/119

53/121

100/124

101/124

127/128

47,06%

84,38%

76,47%

60,16%

0181

4/5

14/16

14/16

13/17

13/17

8/17

8/17

13/17

13/17

11/17

11/17

7/14

7/15

11/17

11/17

8/17

8/17

70,59%

70,59%

18

6/16

59/101

74/127

74/126

80/126

86/128

113/127

113/128

71/127

75/127

102/127

109/127

52/119

52/121

108/124

109/124

107/128

108/128

12/17

91,18%

62,50%

2860*

18/31

21/34

21/34

22/33

24/34

25/33

25/34

20/34

21/34

25/34

27/34

16/33

17/33

24/33

25/33

26/34

26/34

31/34

61,76%

NA28

13/16

75/101

112/127

112/126

104/126

108/128

75/127

75/128

118/127

111/127

89/127

82/127

59/119

59/121

73/128

74/128

78/128

77/128

12/17

80/128

21/34



CH11

P45

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

18

NA28

P45

71,53%

71,53%

59,44%

58,62%

56,25%

55,56%

66,90%

66,90%

55,86%

56,55%

38,17%

37,88%

58,62%

58,62%

47,92%

51,72%

69,66%

P75*

103/144

98,83%

72,78%

76,61%

67,65%

67,06%

91,23%

89,47%

66,47%

67,25%

38,06%

37,82%

67,84%

67,84%

60,59%

64,91%

91,23%

P75¢

103/144

169/171

73,37%

77,19%

68,82%

68,24%

92,40%

90,64%

67,65%

68,42%

39,35%

39,10%

69,01%

69,01%

61,76%

66,08%

92,40%

01*

85/143

123/169

124/169

88,82%

65,09%

64,50%

76,47%

75,88%

67,46%

68,24%

38,31%

38,06%

62,94%

62,94%

61,54%

62,35%

78,82%

Olc

85/145

131/171

132/171

151/170

66,08%

65,50%

81,40%

80,81%

70,18%

69,77%

39,10%

38,85%

63,37%

63,37%

63,74%

68,02%

82,56%

02*

81/144

115/170

117/170

110/169

113/171

99,42%

69,59%

68,42%

74,12%

74,85%

40,65%

41,03%

85,38%

85,96%

74,71%

81,29%

71,93%
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02¢

80/144

114/170

116/170

109/169

112/171

170/171

69,01%

67,84%

74,71%

75,44%

40,65%

41,03%

85,96%

86,55%

75,29%

81,87%

72,51%

03*

97/145

156/171

158/171

130/170

140/172

119/171

118/171

98,26%

71,18%

71,93%

39,10%

38,85%

68,60%

68,60%

64,91%

69,19%

95,93%

03c

97/145

153/171

155/171

129/170

139/172

117/171

116/171

169/172

71,76%

72,51%

39,10%

38,85%

67,44%

68,02%

66,67%

70,35%

0,94%

162

04*

81/145

113/170

115/170

114/169

120/171

126/170

127/170

121/170

122/170

99,42%

36,77%

36,54%

76,02%

75,44%

71,18%

77,19%

73,68%

04c

82/145

115/171

117/171

116/170

120/172

128/171

129/171

123/171

124/171

170/171

37,18%

36,94%

76,74%

76,16%

71,93%

77,91%

74,42%

05*

50/131

59/155

61/155

59/154

61/156

63/155

63/155

61/156

61/156

57/155

58/156

100,00%

40,38%

40,38%

36,77%

39,10%

42,31%

05¢

50/132

59/156

61/156

59/155

61/157

64/156

64/156

61/157

61/157

57/156

58/157

156/156

40,76%

40,76%

37,18%

39,49%

42,04%

032*

85/145

116/171

118/171

107/170

109/172

146/171

147/171

118/172

116/172

130/171

132/172

63/156

64/157

99,42%

74,27%

82,56%

71,51%

032c

85/145

116/171

118/171

107/170

109/172

147/171

148/171

118/172

117/172

129/171

131/172

63/156

64/157

171/172

73,68%

81,98%

71,51%

038*

69/144

103/170

105/170

104/169

109/171

127/170

128/170

111/171

114/171

121/170

123/171

57/155

58/156

127/171

126/171

76,02%

68,42%

18

75/145

111/171

113/171

106/170

117/172

139/171

140/171

119/172

121/172

132/171

134/172

61/156

62/157

142/172

141/172

130/171

72,67%

NA28

101/145

156/171

158/171

134/170

142/172

123/171

124/171

165/172

162/172

126/171

128/172

66/156

66/157

123/172

123/172

117/171

125/172



CH12

P45

P75

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

03*

04*

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

18

NA28

P45

62,39%

64,10%

55,00%

55,37%

55,83%

60,33%

57,14%

36,28%

37,17%

57,26%

57,63%

52,89%

62,81%

64,46%

P75

73/117

97,97%

73,97%

78,91%

63,70%

88,44%

71,43%

39,71%

39,71%

63,57%

64,54%

67,35%

64,63%

90,54%

P75¢

75/117

145/148

72,79%

78,38%

64,63%

89,86%

71,43%

40,88%

40,88%

64,54%

65,49%

68,24%

65,54%

91,95%

01*

66/120

108/146

107/147

92,00%

62,42%

74,00%

71,43%

39,86%

39,13%

60,14%

61,11%

61,33%

59,33%

76,67%
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Olc

67/121

116/147

116/148

138/150

72,00%

80,13%

71,43%

41,01%

40,29%

66,67%

67,36%

69,54%

68,87%

82,78%

02*

67/120

93/146

95/147

93/149

108/150

64,00%

85,71%

40,58%

41,30%

82,52%

84,72%

78,67%

84,67%

68,67%

03*

73/121

130/147

133/148

111/150

121/151

96/150

71,43%

39,57%

38,85%

64,58%

65,52%

67,55%

64,24%

93,38%

04*

4/7

5/7

5/7

5/7

5/7

6/7

5/7

57,14%

57,14%

85,71%

85,71%

71,43%

85,71%

71,43%

163

05*

41/113

54/136

56/137

55/138

57/139

56/138

55/139

4/7

98,56%

38,35%

39,55%

39,57%

41,73%

43,88%

05¢

42/113

54/136

56/137

54/138

56/139

57/138

54/139

4/7

137/139

39,10%

40,30%

40,29%

42,45%

43,17%

032*

67/117

89/140

91/141

86/143

96/144

118/143

93/144

6/7

51/133

52/133

97,92%

75,00%

84,72%

68,06%

032c

68/118

91/141

93/142

88/144

97/144

122/144

95/145

6/7

53/134

54/134

141/144

75,86%

84,83%

68,97%

038*

64/121

99/147

101/148

92/150

105/151

118/150

102/151

5/7

55/139

56/139

108/144

110/145

74,17%

73,51%

18

76/121

95/147

97/148

89/150

104/151

127/150

97/151

6/7

58/139

59/139

122/144

123/145

112/151

68,87%

NA28

78/121

134/148

137/149

115/150

125/151

103/150

141/151

5/7

61/139

60/139

98/144

100/145

111/151

104/151



CH13

P45

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

05*

032*

038*

038c

18*

18¢

NA28

P45

66,67%

68,18%

69,70%

74,24%

57,58%

68,18%

69,70%

50,00%

60,00%

46,88%

46,88%

60,61%

60,61%

69,70%

P75*

44/66

97,83%

74,73%

78,89%

65,22%

82,61%

83,70%

42,70%

63,74%

54,44%

54,44%

62,50%

63,04%

85,87%

P75¢

45/66

90/92

75,82%

80,00%

65,22%

84,78%

85,87%

42,70%

63,74%

56,67%

56,67%

62,50%

63,04%

88,04%

01*

46/66

68/91

69/91

92,39%

67,39%

81,32%

80,43%

42,05%

63,74%

61,11%

61,11%

60,23%

59,78%

84,78%

Stellenbosch University https://scholar.sun.ac.za

Olc

49/66

71/90

72/90

85/92

71,43%

82,61%

84,62%

48,31%

68,89%

64,44%

64,44%

64,37%

65,93%

89,01%

02*

38/66

60/92

60/92

62/92

65/91

62,37%

63,44%

42,22%

82,61%

69,23%

69,23%

86,52%

87,10%

68,82%

03*

45/66

76/92

78/92

74/91

76/92

58/93

96,77%

38,20%

64,13%

56,04%

56,04%

65,17%

65,59%

92,47%

03c

46/66

77/92

79/92

74/92

77/91

59/93

90/93

40,00%

67,39%

59,34%

59,34%

68,54%

68,82%

93,55%

164

05*

32/64

38/89

38/89

37/88

43/89

38/90

34/89

36/90

41,57%

38,20%

38,20%

41,86%

42,22%

44,44%

032*

39/65

58/91

58/91

58/91

62/90

76/92

59/92

62/92

37/89

63,33%

63,33%

85,23%

85,87%

67,39%

038*

30/64

49/90

51/90

55/90

58/90

63/91

51/91

54/91

34/89

57/90

97,80%

67,82%

69,23%

63,74%

038c

30/64

49/90

51/90

55/90

58/90

63/91

51/91

54/91

34/89

57/90

89/91

67,82%

69,23%

63,74%

18*

40/66

55/88

55/88

53/88

56/87

77/89

58/89

61/89

36/86

75/88

59/87

59/87

100,00%

67,42%

18¢

40/66

58/92

58/92

55/92

60/91

81/93

61/93

64/93

38/90

79/92

63/91

63/91

89/89

67,74%

NA28

46/66

79/92

81/92

78/92

81/91

64/93

86/93

87/93

40/90

62/92

58/91

58/91

60/89

63/93
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CH14 P45 P75* P75c P97 01* Olc 02* 02c 03* 05* 032* 038* 18 NA28
P45 57/81 60/81 8/11 61/79 63/80 53/81 53/81 63/80 30/76 52/81 50/80 56/81 64/81
P75*  70,37% 102/105 17/23 78/101  79/104  57/105  57/105  85/104 33/98 52/105  62/103  56/105  85/105
P75¢  74,07% 97,14% 17/23 79/101  82/104  60/105  60/105  88/104 34/98 55/105  63/103  59/105  88/105
P97 72,73%  7391%  73,91% 18/22 19/22 18/23 18/23 21/23 11/22 19/23 17/22 19/23 22/23
01* 7722% 77,23%  7822%  81,82% 91/102  62/101 62/101 83/100 39/94 59/101 68/99 59/101 84/102
Olc 78,75% 7596%  78,85%  86,36%  89,22% 70/104  70/104  88/103 45/97 63/104  74/102  67/104  90/105
02* 65,43%  5429%  57,14%  7826% 61,39% 6731% 104/105  70/104 40/98 85/105  67/103  87/105  73/105
02c 65,43%  5429% 57,14% 7826% 61,39% 6731% 99,05% 70/104 41/98 84/105  68/103  86/105  73/105
03* 78,75% 81,73%  84,62% 91,30% 83,00% 8544% 6731% 67,31% 38/97 63/104  69/102  64/104 102/104
05* 39,47% 33,67% 34,69% 50,00% 41,49% 46,39% 40,82% 41,84%  39,18% 45/98 42/97 39/98 41/98
032%  64,20% 49,52% 52,38%  82,61% 5842% 60,58% 8095% 80,00%  60,58%  45,92% 63/103  91/105  70/105
038*  62,50% 60,19% 61,17% 77,27% 68,69% 72,55% 65,05% 66,02% 67,65% 43,30% 61,17% 69/103  74/103
18 69,14% 53,33% 56,19% 82,61% 58,42% 64,42% 82,86% 81,90% 61,54% 39,80% 86,67% 66,99% 69/105

NA28 79,01% 80,95% 8381% 95,65% 8235% 8571% 69,52%  69,52% 98,08% 41,84% 66,67% 71,84% 65,71%

165



CH15

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

05*

05¢

032*

038*

038c

18

NA28

P75*

98,73%

78,48%

75,95%

56,96%

86,08%

87,34%

37,84%

41,33%

55,84%

60,76%

59,49%

55,70%

88,61%

P75¢

78/79

79,75%

77,22%

58,23%

87,34%

88,61%

37,84%

41,33%

57,14%

60,76%

59,49%

62,03%

0,90%

01*

62/79

63/79

96,25%

57,50%

0,79%

80,00%

44,00%

44,74%

56,41%

67,50%

65,00%

62,50%

81,25%
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Olc

60/79

61/79

77/80

58,75%

80,00%

81,25%

40,00%

40,79%

53,85%

66,25%

63,75%

61,25%

80,00%

02*

45/79

46/79

46/80

47/80

61,25%

62,50%

33,33%

32,89%

67,95%

67,50%

66,25%

72,50%

65,00%

03*

68/79

69/79

63/80

64/80

49/80

98,75%

46,67%

47,37%

55,13%

58,75%

56,25%

57,50%

96,25%

03c

69/79

70/79

64/80

65/80

50/80

79/80

45,33%

46,05%

56,41%

60,00%

57,50%

58,75%

97,50%

166

05*

28/74

28/74

33/75

30/75

25/75

35/75

34/75

96,00%

32,88%

44,00%

41,33%

40,00%

42,67%

05¢

31/75

31/75

34/76

31/76

25/76

36/76

35/76

72175

35,14%

43,42%

40,79%

42,11%

43,42%

032*

43/77

44/77

44/78

42/78

53/78

43/78

44/78

24/73

26/74

71,79%

69,23%

80,77%

58,97%

038*

48/79

48/79

54/80

53/80

54/80

47/80

48/80

33/75

33/76

56/78

97,50%

91,25%

65,00%

038c

47/79

47/79

52/80

51/80

53/80

45/80

46/80

31/75

31/76

54/78

78/80

88,75%

62,50%

18

44/79

49/79

50/80

49/80

58/80

46/80

47/80

30/75

32/76

63/78

73/80

71/80

61,25%

NA28

70/79

71/79

65/80

64/80

52/80

77/80

78/80

32/75

33/76

46/78

52/80

50/80

49/80



CH16

P75

01*

Olc

02*

03*

05*

05¢

032*

038*

18

NA28

P75

73,44%

75,00%

60,94%

89,23%

46,77%

47,62%

48,44%

56,25%

58,46%

89,23%

01*

47/64

89,23%

57,81%

76,92%

37,10%

36,51%

43,75%

60,94%

53,85%

80,00%
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Olc

48/64

58/65

62,50%

78,46%

41,94%

41,27%

51,56%

62,50%

61,54%

81,54%

02*

39/64

37/64

40/64

66,15%

40,32%

41,27%

82,81%

81,25%

89,23%

72,31%

03*

58/65

50/65

51/65

43/65

44,44%

45,31%

52,31%

60,00%

59,09%

93,94%

05*

29/62

23/62

26/62

25/62

28/63

100,00%

30,65%

45,16%

34,92%

49,21%

167

05¢

30/63

23/63

26/63

26/63

29/64

63/63

31,75%

46,03%

35,94%

50,00%

032*

31/64

28/64

33/64

53/64

34/65

19/62

20/63

71,88%

84,62%

58,46%

038*

36/64

39/64

40/64

52/64

39/65

28/62

29/63

46/64

76,92%

67,69%

18

38/65

35/65

40/65

58/65

39/66

22/63

23/64

55/65

50/65

65,15%

NA28

58/65

52/65

53/65

47/65

62/66

31/63

32/64

38/65

44/65

43/66



CH17

P75*

P75¢

P111

01*

Olc

02*

03*

05*

032*

032c

038*

18

NA28

P75*

98,88%

66,67%

83,72%

84,09%

55,06%

94,38%

40,00%

53,41%

54,55%

52,81%

57,30%

91,01%

P75¢

88/89

66,67%

84,88%

85,23%

55,06%

95,51%

40,00%

53,41%

54,55%

52,81%

57,30%

92,13%

P111

8/12

8/12

60,00%

63,64%

66,67%

58,33%

33,33%

66,67%

66,67%

66,67%

75,00%

83,33%
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01*

72/86

73/86

6/10

97,06%

58,42%

86,14%

32,65%

62,00%

63,00%

58,42%

63,37%

87,25%

Olc

74/88

75/88

7/11

99/102

60,19%

87,38%

34,34%

62,75%

63,73%

59,22%

65,05%

88,46%

02*

49/89

49/89

8/12

59/101

62/103

55,77%

31,00%

81,55%

82,52%

62,50%

80,77%

59,62%

03*

84/89

85/89

7/12

87/101

90/103

58/104

37,37%

58,25%

59,22%

55,77%

60,58%

95,19%
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05*

34/85

34/85

4/12

32/98

34/99

31/100

37/99

26,26%

27,27%

33,00%

30,00%

39,00%

032*

47/88

47/88

8/12

62/100

64/102

84/103

60/103

26/99

99,03%

70,87%

86,41%

70,87%

032c

48/88

48/88

8/12

63/100

65/102

85/103

61/103

27/99

102/103

71,84%

87,38%

71,84%

038*

47/89

47/89

8/12

59/101

61/103

65/104

58/104

33/100

73/103

74/103

70,19%

58,65%

18

51/89

51/89

9/12

64/101

67/103

84/104

63/104

30/100

89/103

90/103

73/104

65,38%

NA28

81/89

82/89

10/12

89/102

92/104

62/104

99/104

39/100

73/103

74/103

61/104

68/104



CH18

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

18

NA28

P75*

96,97%

87,88%

87,88%

54,55%

87,88%

87,88%

45,45%

45,45%

62,50%

62,50%

57,58%

57,58%

87,88%

P75¢

32/33

90,91%

90,91%

57,58%

90,91%

90,91%

48,48%

48,48%

65,63%

65,63%

60,61%

60,61%

90,91%

01*

29/33

30/33

91,00%

62,63%

79,00%

78,00%

32,99%

32,65%

58,59%

59,60%

55,56%

63,00%

85,00%

Olc

29/33

30/33

91/100

64,65%

80,00%

81,00%

36,08%

35,71%

60,61%

61,62%

58,59%

67,00%

89,00%
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02*

18/33

19/33

62/99

64/99

55,56%

56,57%

30,21%

30,93%

81,82%

82,83%

77,55%

87,88%

66,67%

03*

29/33

30/33

79/100

80/100

55/99

99,00%

39,18%

38,78%

57,58%

58,59%

53,54%

58,00%

88,00%

03c

29/33

30/33

78/100

81/100

56/99

99/100

40,21%

39,80%

58,59%

59,60%

54,55%

59,00%

89,00%

169

05*

15/33

16/33

32/97

35/97

29/96

38/97

39/97

100,00%

33,33%

34,38%

28,13%

32,99%

40,21%

05¢

15/33

16/33

32/98

35/98

30/97

38/98

39/98

97/97

34,02%

35,05%

28,87%

33,67%

39,80%

032*

20/32

21/32

58/99

60/99

81/99

57/99

58/99

32/96

33/97

98,99%

72,45%

89,90%

67,68%

032c

20/32

21/32

59/99

61/99

82/99

58/99

59/99

33/96

34/97

98/99

73,47%

90,91%

68,69%

038*

19/33

20/33

55/99

58/99

76/98

53/99

54/99

27/96

28/97

71/98

72/98

75,76%

61,62%

18

19/33

20/33

63/100

67/100

87/99

58/100

59/100

32/97

33/98

89/99

90/99

75/99

69,00%

NA28

29/33

30/33

85/100

89/100

66/99

88/100

89/100

39/97

39/98

67/99

68/99

61/99

69/100



CH19

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

0182

18

NA28

01*

93,50%

62,60%

86,07%

86,89%

65,00%

65,00%

25,22%

24,79%

58,54%

57,72%

60,71%

70,00%

60,16%

91,06%

Olc

115/123

64,80%

86,29%

87,10%

70,00%

70,00%

26,50%

26,05%

59,20%

58,40%

63,16%

70,00%

61,60%

91,20%

02*

77/123

81/125

62,90%

63,71%

80,00%

75,00%

28,21%

28,57%

84,00%

83,20%

74,56%

72,73%

88,80%

67,20%

03*

105/122

107/124

78/124

99,19%

65,00%

65,00%

26,72%

27,12%

59,68%

58,87%

61,06%

72,73%

61,29%

95,97%
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03c

106/122

108/124

79/124

123/124

65,00%

65,00%

26,72%

27,12%

60,48%

59,68%

61,95%

72,73%

62,10%

96,77%

04*

13/20

14/20

16/20

13/20

13/20

95,00%

21,05%

21,05%

75,00%

75,00%

66,67%

75,00%

70,00%

04c

13/20

14/20

15/20

13/20

13/20

19/20

15,79%

15,79%

70,00%

70,00%

66,67%

70,00%

70,00%

05*

29/115

31/117

33/117

31/116

31/116

4/19

3/19

99,15%

26,50%

27,35%

22,64%

27,27%

27,59%

25,64%

170

05¢

29/117

31/119

34/119

32/118

32/118

4/19

3/19

116/117

26,89%

27,73%

22,22%

27,27%

27,97%

26,05%

032*

72/123

74/125

105/125

74/124

75/124

15/20

14/20

31/117

32/119

99,20%

64,04%

81,82%

82,40%

60,00%

032¢

71/123

73/125

104/125

73/124

74/124

15/20

14/20

32/117

33/119

124/125

63,16%

72,73%

83,20%

59,20%

038*

68/112

72/114

85/114

69/113

70/113

6/9

6/9

24/106

24/108

73/114

72/114

72,73%

71,93%

64,04%

0182

7/10

7/10

8/11

8/11

8/11

3/11

3/11

9/11

8/11

8/11

54,55%

72,73%

18

74/123

77/125

111/125

76/124

77/124

15/20

14/20

32/116

33/118

103/125

104/125

82/114

6/11

61,60%

NA28

112/123

114/125

84/125

119/124

120/124

14/20

14/20

30/117

31/119

75/125

74/125

73/114

8/11

77125



CH20

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

032*

032c

038*

18

NA28

01*

94,21%

57,02%

82,64%

83,47%

52,70%

56,76%

33,04%

53,39%

55,93%

53,66%

62,81%

85,12%

Olc

114/121

58,54%

83,74%

84,55%

54,05%

57,33%

34,19%

54,17%

56,67%

55,42%

63,41%

86,18%

02*

69/121

72/123

62,60%

63,41%

60,81%

64,00%

23,93%

78,33%

80,83%

77,11%

84,55%

66,67%
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03*

100/121

103/123

77/123

99,19%

52,70%

56,00%

32,48%

58,33%

60,83%

57,83%

62,60%

93,50%

03c

101/121

104/123

78/123

122/123

54,05%

57,33%

33,33%

59,17%

61,67%

58,33%

63,41%

94,31%

04*

39/74

40/74

45/74

39/74

40/74

95,95%

38,03%

60,27%

63,01%

51,11%

71,62%

56,76%

04c

42/74

43/75

48/75

42/75

43/75

71/74

36,11%

64,86%

67,57%

55,56%

77,03%

60,00%

171

05*

38/115

40/117

28/117

38/117

39/117

27/71

26/72

31,58%

34,21%

37,97%

30,77%

33,33%

032*

63/118

65/120

94/120

70/120

71/120

44/73

48/74

36/114

97,50%

78,75%

84,17%

64,17%

032c

66/118

68/120

97/120

73/120

74/120

46/73

50/74

39/114

117/120

81,25%

86,67%

66,67%

038*

44/82

46/83

64/83

48/83

49/84

23/45

25/45

30/79

63/80

65/80

74,70%

60,24%

18

76/121

78/123

104/123

77/123

78/123

53/74

57/74

36/117

101/120

104/120

62/83

65,04%

NA28

103/121

106/123

82/123

115/123

116/123

42/74

45/75

39/117

77/120

80/120

50/83

80/123



CH21

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

038c

18*

18¢

NA28

01*

92,13%

59,55%

59,55%

85,39%

85,39%

61,70%

68,09%

56,82%

56,18%

48,86%

51,14%

57,30%

58,43%

54,55%

55,06%

88,76%

Olc

82/89

57,78%

57,78%

82,22%

82,22%

59,57%

63,83%

57,30%

56,67%

51,69%

53,93%

54,44%

55,56%

53,93%

54,44%

85,56%

02*

53/89

52/90

100,00%

60,00%

60,00%

76,60%

78,72%

38,20%

37,78%

73,03%

75,28%

73,33%

74,44%

77,53%

77,78%

61,11%

02¢

53/89

52/90

90/90

59,34%

59,34%

76,60%

78,72%

38,20%

37,78%

73,33%

75,56%

73,63%

74,73%

77,78%

78,02%

60,44%

03*

76/89

74/90

54/90

54/91

97,80%

59,57%

63,83%

50,56%

50,00%

50,00%

52,22%

52,75%

53,85%

48,89%

50,55%

92,31%
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03c

76/89

74/90

54/90

54/91

89/91

61,70%

65,96%

49,44%

48,89%

48,89%

51,11%

54,95%

56,04%

51,11%

52,75%

90,11%

04*

29/47

28/47

36/47

36/47

28/47

29/47

93,62%

36,96%

36,17%

58,70%

58,70%

80,85%

80,85%

76,09%

78,72%

65,96%

04c

32/47

30/47

37/47

37/47

30/47

31/47

44/47

39,13%

38,30%

60,87%

60,87%

87,23%

87,23%

82,61%

85,11%

70,21%

05*

50/88

51/89

34/89

34/89

45/89

44/89

17/46

18/46

100,00%

32,95%

34,09%

31,46%

32,58%

34,09%

34,83%

55,06%

172

05¢

50/89

51/90

34/90

34/90

45/90

44/90

17/47

18/47

89/89

32,58%

33,71%

31,11%

32,22%

33,71%

34,44%

54,44%

032*

43/88

46/89

65/89

66/90

45/90

44/90

27/46

28/46

29/88

29/89

97,78%

73,33%

74,44%

71,91%

73,33%

52,22%

032c

45/88

48/89

67/89

68/90

47/90

46/90

27/46

28/46

30/88

30/89

88/90

73,33%

74,44%

71,91%

73,33%

54,44%

038*

51/89

49/90

66/90

67/91

48/91

50/91

38/47

41/47

28/89

28/90

66/90

66/90

98,90%

77,78%

79,12%

58,24%

038c

52/89

50/90

67/90

68/91

49/91

51/91

38/47

41/47

29/89

29/90

67/90

67/90

90/91

78,89%

80,22%

59,34%

18*

48/88

48/89

69/89

70/90

44/90

46/90

35/46

38/46

30/88

30/89

64/89

64/89

70/90

71/90

98,89%

54,44%

18¢

49/89

49/90

70/90

71/91

46/91

48/91

37/47

40/47

31/89

31/90

66/90

66/90

72/91

73/91

89/90

56,04%

NA28

79/89

77/90

55/90

55/91

84/91

82/91

31/47

33/47

49/89

49/90

47/90

49/90

53/91

54/91

49/90

51/91



CH22

P69

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

0171

18*

18¢

NA28

P69

65,22%

65,22%

68,18%

68,18%

60,87%

60,87%

69,57%

69,57%

33,33%

33,33%

60,87%

60,87%

63,64%

83,33%

63,64%

63,64%

77.27%

P75*

15/23

98,10%

81,29%

85,44%

60,76%

61,39%

93,67%

93,04%

70,59%

70,59%

30,00%

30,67%

59,49%

60,13%

62,42%

69,05%

60,76%

61,39%

93,67%

P75¢

15/23

155/158

82,58%

86,71%

62,03%

62,66%

94,94%

94,30%

70,59%

70,59%

30,67%

31,33%

60,76%

61,39%

63,69%

69,05%

62,03%

62,66%

94,94%

01*

15/22

126/155

128/155

93,94%

62,35%

62,35%

83,33%

83,95%

60,00%

60,00%

27,10%

28,39%

61,11%

61,73%

61,59%

64,29%

63,03%

63,64%

87,88%

Olc

15/22

135/158

137/158

155/165

64,24%

64,85%

87,27%

87,88%

65,85%

65,85%

29,75%

31,01%

63,64%

64,24%

64,67%

69,05%

64,29%

64,88%

91,67%

02*

14/23

96/158

98/158

101/162

106/165

98,80%

62,65%

64,46%

56,10%

56,10%

25,64%

25,64%

82,53%

83,73%

76,97%

54,76%

83,73%

83,73%

66,27%

02¢

14/23

97/158

99/158

101/162

107/165

164/166

63,25%

65,06%

56,10%

56,10%

26,28%

26,28%

83,13%

84,34%

78,18%

54,76%

84,34%

84,34%

66,87%
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03*

16/23

148/158

150/158

135/162

144/165

104/166

105/166

97,59%

63,41%

63,41%

30,77%

31,41%

60,84%

61,45%

62,42%

71,43%

61,45%

62,05%

95,18%

03c

16/23

147/158

149/158

136/162

145/165

107/166

108/166

162/166

63,41%

63,41%

30,77%

31,41%

62,65%

63,25%

64,24%

71,43%

63,25%

63,86%

95,78%

04*

24/34

24/34

24/40

27/41

23/41

23/41

26/41

26/41

97,56%

18,92%

18,92%

48,78%

48,78%

58,54%

58,54%

58,54%

63,41%
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04c

24/34

24/34

24/40

27/41

23/41

23/41

26/41

26/41

40/41

18,92%

18,92%

51,22%

51,22%

58,54%

60,98%

60,98%

60,98%

05*

7/21

45/150

46/150

42/155

47/158

40/156

41/156

48/156

48/156

7/37

7/37

98,74%

26,92%

27,56%

31,65%

52,50%

31,45%

32,08%

31,45%

05¢

7/21

46/150

47/150

44/155

49/158

40/156

41/156

49/156

49/156

7/37

7/37

157/159

26,92%

27,56%

31,65%

52,50%

31,45%

32,08%

32,08%

032*

14/23

94/158

96/158

99/162

105/165

137/166

138/166

101/166

104/166

20/41

21/41

42/156

42/156

98,19%

77,58%

45,24%

81,93%

82,53%

64,46%

032c

14/23

95/158

97/158

100/162

106/165

139/166

140/166

102/166

105/166

20/41

21/41

43/156

43/156

163/166

78,79%

45,24%

83,13%

83,13%

65,06%

038*

14/22

98/157

100/157

101/164

108/167

127/165

129/165

103/165

106/165

24/41

24/41

50/158

50/158

128/165

130/165

52,38%

83,33%

83,93%

66,67%

0171

10/12

29/42

29/42

27/42

29/42

23/42

23/42

30/42

30/42

21/40

21/40

19/42

19/42

22/42

47,62%

47,62%

71,43%

18*

14/22

96/158

98/158

104/165

108/168

139/166

140/166

102/166

105/166

24/41

25/41

50/159

50/159

136/166

138/166

140/168

20/42

99,41%

66,27%

18¢

14/22

97/158

99/158

105/165

109/168

139/166

140/166

103/166

106/166

24/41

25/41

51/159

51/159

137/166

138/166

141/168

20/42

168/169

66,86%

NA28

17/22

148/158

150/158

145/165

154/168

110/166

111/166

158/166

159/166

26/41

25/41

50/159

51/159

107/166

108/166

112/168

30/42

112/169

113/169



CH23

P75*

P75¢

01*

Olc

02*

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

18*

18¢

NA28

P75*

98,65%

78,08%

80,41%

51,35%

86,49%

87,16%

67,06%

47,67%

34,11%

33,33%

49,31%

49,31%

48,98%

50,68%

51,35%

88,51%

P75¢

146/148

78,08%

80,41%

52,70%

85,81%

86,49%

69,41%

50,00%

34,88%

34,11%

50,69%

50,69%

50,34%

52,03%

52,70%

88,51%

01*

114/146

114/146

91,16%

47,95%

76,03%

76,71%

67,06%

58,14%

33,07%

33,86%

47,18%

47,18%

48,97%

50,00%

50,68%

82,99%

Olc

119/148

119/148

134/147

54,73%

79,73%

80,41%

70,59%

60,47%

37,98%

38,76%

54,86%

54,86%

55,10%

56,76%

57,43%

88,59%

02*

76/148

78/148

70/146

81/148

54,05%

54,73%

45,88%

56,98%

36,43%

37,21%

83,33%

84,03%

78,23%

85,81%

86,49%

55,41%
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03*

128/148

127/148

111/146

118/148

80/148

99,32%

65,88%

47,67%

36,72%

35,94%

47,92%

47,92%

51,70%

50,00%

50,68%

88,51%

03c

129/148

128/148

112/146

119/148

81/148

147/148

65,88%

47,67%

37,50%

36,72%

48,61%

48,61%

52,38%

50,68%

51,35%

89,19%

04*

57/85

59/85

57/85

60/85

39/85

56/85

56/85

70,59%

31,08%

32,43%

48,78%

48,78%

47,06%

48,24%

49,41%

70,59%

04c

41/86

43/86

50/86

52/86

49/86

41/86

41/86

60/85

28,00%

29,33%

62,65%

62,65%

62,79%

67,44%

68,60%

51,16%
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05*

44/129

45/129

42/127

49/129

47/129

47/128

48/128

23/74

21/75

98,45%

33,60%

33,60%

31,25%

34,11%

34,88%

37,21%

05¢

43/129

44/129

43/127

50/129

48/129

46/128

47/128

24/74

22/75

127/129

32,80%

32,80%

30,47%

34,88%

35,66%

37,98%

032*

71/144

73/144

67/142

79/144

120/144

69/144

70/144

40/82

52/83

42/125

41/125

99,31%

79,02%

87,50%

88,19%

54,86%

032¢

71/144

73/144

67/142

79/144

121/144

69/144

70/144

40/82

52/83

42/125

41/125

143/144

79,72%

88,19%

88,89%

54,86%

038*

72/147

74/147

71/145

81/147

115/147

76/147

77/147

40/85

54/86

40/128

39/128

113/143

114/143

78,23%

78,91%

53,74%

18*

75/148

77/148

73/146

84/148

127/148

74/148

75/148

41/85

58/86

44/129

45/129

126/144

127/144

115/147

99,32%

54,73%

18¢

76/148

78/148

74/146

85/148

128/148

75/148

76/148

42/85

59/86

45/129

46/129

127/144

128/144

116/147

147/148

55,41%

NA28

131/148

131/148

122/147

132/149

82/148

131/148

132/148

60/85

44/86

48/129

49/129

79/144

79/144

79/147

81/148

82/148



CH24

P75

01*

Olc

02*

02¢

03*

03c

04*

04c

05*

05¢

032*

032c

038*

18

33

NA28

P75

86,67%

88,33%

62,12%

61,36%

91,60%

92,42%

74,47%

57,45%

33,88%

35,25%

62,60%

62,60%

60,38%

61,36%

64,08%

90,91%

01*

104/120

93,89%

63,36%

62,60%

80,00%

80,92%

78,72%

59,57%

30,58%

31,40%

62,31%

62,31%

63,21%

62,60%

84,15%

83,97%

Olc

106/120

123/131

65,65%

64,89%

83,08%

83,97%

76,60%

61,70%

30,58%

31,40%

63,85%

63,85%

67,92%

66,41%

90,24%

85,50%

02*

82/132

83/131

86/131

99,25%

64,89%

65,91%

61,70%

85,11%

26,23%

26,83%

82,58%

84,09%

80,37%

87,97%

71,28%

69,92%

02¢

81/132

82/131

85/131

132/133

64,12%

65,15%

61,70%

85,11%

26,23%

26,83%

83,33%

84,85%

81,31%

88,72%

72,34%

69,17%
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03*

120/131

104/130

108/130

85/131

84/131

99,24%

78,72%

61,70%

32,23%

33,61%

60,31%

60,31%

60,00%

62,88%

72,34%

93,18%

03c

122/132

106/131

110/131

87/132

86/132

131/132

78,72%

61,70%

32,79%

34,15%

61,36%

61,36%

61,32%

63,91%

72,34%

93,98%

04*

35/47

37/47

36/47

29/47

29/47

37/47

37/47

68,09%

28,26%

28,26%

61,70%

61,70%

56,00%

59,18%

72,00%

80,85%

04c

27/47

28/47

29/47

40/47

40/47

29/47

29/47

32/47

19,57%

19,57%

78,72%

80,85%

80,00%

81,63%

76,00%

63,83%
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05*

41/121

37/121

37/121

32/122

32/122

39/121

40/122

13/46

9/46

99,18%

29,77%

29,77%

23,96%

27,05%

24,72%

35,25%

05¢

43/122

38/121

38/121

33/123

33/123

41/122

42/123

13/46

9/46

121/122

30,30%

30,30%

24,74%

27,64%

25,56%

36,59%

032*

82/131

81/130

83/130

109/132

110/132

79/131

81/132

29/47

37/47

39/131

40/132

98,48%

83,96%

87,88%

75,27%

67,42%

032c

82/131

81/130

83/130

111/132

112/132

79/131

81/132

29/47

38/47

39/131

40/132

130/132

84,91%

89,39%

76,34%

67,42%

038*

64/106

67/106

72/106

86/107

87/107

63/105

65/106

14/25

20/25

23/96

24/97

89/106

90/106

86,92%

83,82%

64,49%

18

81/132

82/131

87/131

117/133

118/133

83/132

85/133

29/49

40/49

33/122

34/123

116/132

118/132

93/107

77,66%

67,67%

33

66/103

69/82

74/82

67/94

68/94

68/94

68/94

18725

19/25

22/89

23/90

70/93

71/93

57/68

73/94

75,53%

NA28

120/132

110/131

112/131

93/133

92/133

123/132

125/133

38/47

30/47

43/122

45/123

89/132

89/132

69/107

90/133

71/94
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Appendix S: Total result of Quantitative Analysis of Luke

Total P3 P4 P7 P42 P45* P45¢ P69 P75% P75¢ P82 P97 P111
P3 - - - 9/15 9/15 - 24/30 24/30 4/6 - -
P4 - 33 - - - - 29/35 29/35 - - -
P7 - 100,00% - - - - 33 33 - - -
P42 - - - - - - - - - - -
P45+ | 60,00% - - - 660/660 - 459/654  464/653 - 811 -
P45c | 60,00% - - - 100,00% - 460/655  465/654 - 811 -
P69 - - - - - - 15/23 15/23 - - -
P75* | 80,00% = 82,86% = 100,00% - 70,18% | 70.23% = 6522% 1993/2013 3/4 17/23 8/12
P75¢ | 80,00% = 82,86%  100,00% - 71,06% | 71,10% = 6522% @ 99.01% 3/4 17/23 8/12
P82 | 66,67% - - - - - - 75,00% | 75,00% - -
P97 - - - - 2,73% | 12,73% - 7391%  7391% - -
P111 - - - - - - - 66,67%  66,67% - -
01* 9024%  78,87%  100,00% 100,00% = 63,00% = 6290%  68,18%  76,64%  7701%  70,00% 81,82%  60,00%
0lc 93,02%  78,57%  100,00% 100,00% = 63,48% = 6339%  68,18%  7924%  79,75%  80,00%  8636%  63,64%
02* 51,16%  50,51% @ 2500% @ 66,67% = 55,18%  5510%  60,87%  59,77%  60,54%  20,00% = 7826%  66,67%
02¢ 51,16%  50,51% @ 2500% @ 66,67% = 54,95% = 5486%  60,87% = 59,68% = 6045%  20,00% = 7826%  66,67%
03+ 7907% | 93,94%  100,00% = 100,00% = 69,76% = 69.80%  69,57%  90,32%  91,12%  90,00%  91,30%  58,33%
03¢ 72,09% | 93,43%  100,00% = 100,00% = 69,45% = 69,50%  69,57% = 90,07%  90,88%  90,00%  9130%  58,33%
04* 7333% | 62,02% - 66,67% = 56,66% @ 56,51% - 6582%  66,48% - - -
0dc 56,25% = 55,81% - 66,67% = 5495%  5506% - 6143%  62,09% - - -
05* 2927%  3820%  7500% @ 100,00% = 4332% = 4332%  3333%  38,83%  3928%  66,67%  50,00% = 3333%
05¢ 2927% | 3933%  7500% @ 100,00%  43,51% = 4351%  3333%  3925%  39,69%  66,67%  50,00% = 3333%
019 - - - - - - - - - - - -
032* | 6512% = 73,89%  100,00% = 100,00% = 57,54% = 57.45% = 60.87% = 61,15%  61,73%  80,00%  8261%  66,67%
032c | 6512%  7389%  100,00% = 100,00%  5745%  57,36% = 60.87% = 6138% = 61,95%  80,00% = 8261%  66,67%
038* | 4884%  5556%  50,00% = 100,00% = 52,60% = 52,52% = 63,64% = 5946%  59,99%  50,00% 7727%  66,67%
038c | 46,51%  5556%  50,00%  100,00% = 5245% @ 5237% = 63,64%  5931%  59,84%  50,00% = 7727%  66,67%
0171 - - - - - - 8333%  69,05%  69,05% - - -
0181 - - - - 8333%  83,33% - 87,50%  87,50% - - -
0182 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0312 - 3333% - - - - - 62,50%  62,50% - - -

1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
18* 44,19%  4721%  5000% @ 66,67% = 57,73%  57.64%  63,64%  59,48%  6035%  40,00% = 82,61%  75,00%
18c¢ 44,19%  47172%  5000% | 66,67% = 57,73%  57.64%  63,64%  59,66% = 60,53%  40,00% = 82,61%  75,00%
33 - 68,72%  50,00% = 66,67%  58,82%  58,82% - 6553%  65,53% - - -

45 - - - - 5294%  55,56% - 95,00%  95,00% - - -

1349 - - - - - - - - - - - -
2860* | 48,15% = 51,09% = 2500% = 66,67% = 59,71%  59,29% - 64,68% | 64,96%  40,00% - -
2860c | 48,15%  50,00% = 2500%  66,67% = 59,71%  5929% - 64,48% | 64,75%  40,00% - -
NA28 | 81,40% = 89,90%  100,00%  100,00%  7212%  72,16%  7727%  9031% = 91,16%  90,00%  9565% = 83,33%
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Total 01* Olc 02* 02¢ 03* 03¢ 04* 04c¢ 05* 05¢
P3 37/41 40/43 22/43 22/43 34/43 31/43 11/15 9/16 12/41 12/41
P4 153/194 154/196 100/198 100/198 186/198 185/198 80/129 72/129 68/178 70/178
P7 4/4 4/4 1/4 1/4 4/4 4/4 - - 3/4 3/4

P42 33 33 2/3 2/3 33 33 2/3 2/3 33 33
P45* 412/654 419/660 362/656 361/657 459/658 457/658 217/383 211/384 266/614 268/616
P45¢ 412/655 419/661 362/657 361/658 460/659 458/659 217/384 212/385 266/614 268/616

P69 15/22 15/22 14/23 14/23 16/23 16/23 - - 7/21 7/21
P75* 1509/1969  1576/1989  1196/2001 = 1196/2004  1810/2004  1806/2005  597/907 559/910 718/1849 728/1855
P75¢ 1517/1970  1587/1990 = 1212/2002  1212/2005  1827/2005  1823/2006  603/907 565/910 727/1851 737/1857

P82 7/10 8/10 2/10 2/10 9/10 9/10 - - 4/6 4/6

P97 18/22 19/22 18/23 18/23 21/23 21/23 - - 11/22 11/22
P111 6/10 711 8/12 8/12 712 712 - - 4/12 4/12

01* 2658/2925  1718/2908  1721/2911  2284/2912  2281/2913  843/1324  822/1329  1007/2723  1019/2736

Olc 90,87% 1848/2936  1852/2939  2375/2941  2381/2940  916/1337  891/1343 1085/2751  1095/2764

02* 59,08% 62,94% 2940/2949  1814/2942  1831/2942  953/1334  1007/1340  983/2749 994/2761

02¢ 59,12% 63,01% 99,69% 1818/2946  1835/2946  957/1336  1012/1342  1008/2752  1019/2764

03* 78,43% 80,75% 61,66% 61,71% 2911/2952  880/1337  860/1341 1060/2697  1069/2711

03¢ 78,30% 80,99% 62,24% 62,29% 98,61% 886/1336 = 872/1341 1066/2698  1075/2712

04* 63,67% 68,51% 71,44% 71,63% 65,82% 66,32% 1203/1339  487/1237 492/1242

04c¢ 61,85% 66,34% 75,15% 75,41% 64,13% 65,03% 89,84% 473/1243 479/1248

05* 36,98% 39,44% 35,76% 36,63% 39,30% 39,51% 39,37% 38,05% 2729/2758

05¢ 37,24% 39,62% 36,00% 36,87% 39,43% 39,64% 39,61% 38,38% 98,95%

019 75,00% 75,00% 50,00% 50,00% 75,00% 75,00% 33,33% 33,33% 50,00% 50,00%
032* 61,06% 64,42% 75,11% 75,17% 63,66% 64,06% 66,56% 68,28% 36,54% 36,76%
032¢ 61,36% 64,70% 75,74% 75,81% 63,99% 64,42% 66,64% 68,43% 36,90% 37,12%
038* 58,79% 63,10% 76,05% 76,36% 60,25% 61,31% 69,84% 74,18% 36,55% 36,91%
038¢ 58,61% 62,93% 75,94% 76,29% 60,08% 61,21% 69,68% 74,26% 36,36% 36,73%
0171 64,29% 69,05% 54,76% 54,76% 71,43% 71,43% - - 52,50% 52,50%
0181 68,00% 64,00% 44,00% 44,00% 72,00% 76,00% 56,00% 56,00% 45,00% 42,86%
0182 70,00% 70,00% 72,73% 72,73% 72,73% 72,73% - - 27,27% 27,27%
0312 57,14% 57,14% 71,43% 71,43% 71,43% 71,43% 58,33% 58,33% 53,85% 53,85%

1 65,71% 68,57% 52,78% 55,56% 61,11% 61,11% 54,29% 51,43% 41,18% 41,18%
18* 58,51% 63,05% 85,43% 85,62% 60,58% 61,57% 73,96% 80,00% 36,27% 36,71%
18¢ 58,62% 63,22% 85,52% 85,71% 60,75% 61,73% 74,20% 80,24% 36,39% 36,82%

33 67,06% 75,07% 76,57% 77,00% 70,43% 70,24% 80,56% 81,51% 41,15% 41,53%
45 85,00% 85,00% 65,00% 65,00% 100,00% 100,00% 70,00% 65,00% 44,44% 44,44%

1349 88,89% 88,89% 63,04% 67,39% 93,48% 86,96% 57,78% 60,00% 52,27% 52,27%

2860* 57,52% 63,19% 86,48% 86,85% 64,60% 65,43% 76,55% 81,23% 39,77% 40,46%

2860c 57,41% 63,08% 86,59% 86,96% 64,50% 65,33% 76,38% 81,07% 39,89% 40,57%

NA28 81,98% 84,90% 66,33% 66,44% 93,94% 93,77% 69,83% 66,47% 41,45% 41,74%
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Total 019 032* 032¢ 038* 038¢ 0171 0181 0182 0312
P3 - 28/43 28/43 21/43 20/43 - - - -
P4 - 133/180 133/180 110/198 110/198 - - - 1/3
P7 - 4/4 4/4 2/4 2/4 - - - -
P42 - 33 33 33 3/3 - - - -

P45* - 374/650 374/651 344/654 343/654 - 10/12 - -
P45¢ - 374/651 374/652 344/655 343/655 - 10/12 - -
P69 - 14/23 14/23 14/22 14/22 10/12 - - -

P75* - 1209/1977  1214/1978  1172/1971  1169/1971 29/42 21/24 - 5/8
P75¢ - 1221/1978  1226/1979  1183/1972  1180/1972 29/42 21/24 - 5/8
P82 - 8/10 8/10 5/10 5/10 - - - -
P97 - 19/23 19/23 17/22 17/22 - - - -

P111 - 8/12 8/12 8/12 8/12 - - - -
01* 3/4 1725/2825  1734/2826  1666/2834  1661/2834 27/42 17/25 7/10 8/14
Olc 3/4 1838/2853  1846/2853  1806/2862  1801/2862 29/42 16/25 7/10 8/14
02* 2/4 2145/2856  2164/2857  2175/2860 = 2172/2860 23/42 11/25 8/11 10/14
02¢ 2/4 2150/2860  2169/2861  2187/2864  2185/2864 23/42 11/25 8/11 10/14
03* 3/4 1820/2859  1830/2860  1725/2863  1720/2863 30/42 18/25 8/11 10/14
03¢ 3/4 1832/2860  1843/2861  1756/2864  1753/2864 30/42 19/25 8/11 10/14
04* 1/3 850/1277 851/1277 889/1273 887/1273 - 14/25 - 712
04c¢ 1/3 876/1283 878/1283 948/1278 949/1278 - 14/25 - 712
05* 2/4 979/2679 989/2680 978/2676 973/2676 21/40 9/20 311 713
05¢ 2/4 990/2693  1000/2694  993/2690 988/2690 21/40 9/21 311 713
019 - - 2/4 2/4 - - - -
032* - 2848/2869  1924/2776 = 1919/2776 19/42 13/25 9/11 8/13
032¢ - 99,27% 1933/2777  1928/2777 19/42 13/25 8/11 8/13
038* 50,00% 69,31% 69,61% 2712/2722 22/42 11/24 8/11 6/13
038¢ 50,00% 69,13% 69,43% 99,63% 22/42 11/24 8/11 6/13
0171 - 45,24% 45,24% 52,38% 52,38% - - -
0181 - 52,00% 52,00% 45,83% 45,83% - - -
0182 - 81,82% 72,73% 72,73% 72,73% - - -
0312 - 61,54% 61,54% 46,15% 46,15% - - -

1 50,00% - - 50,00% 50,00% - - - -
18* 50,00% 76,12% 76,58% 78,28% 78,15% 47,62% = 60,00%  54,55%  78,57%
18¢ 50,00% 76,30% 76,73% 78,45% 78,32% 47,62% = 60,00%  54,55%  78,57%

33 50,00% 67,11% 67,26% 76,89% 76,59% - - - 50,00%
45 - 65,00% 65,00% 65,00% 65,00% - - - -

1349 75,00% 60,00% 60,00% 50,00% 50,00% - - - -

2860* 25,00% 64,34% 64,58% 81,30% 80,98% - 50,00% - 78,57%

2860c 25,00% 64,34% 64,58% 81,20% 80,87% - 50,00% - 78,57%

NA28 75,00% 67,79% 68,12% 64,74% 64,58% 71,43% = 72,00%  72,73%  78,57%
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Total 1 18* 18¢ 33 45 1349 2860* 2860c NA28
P3 - 19/43 19/43 - - - 13/27 13/27 35/43
P4 - 93/197 94/197 134/195 - - 47/92 46/92 178/198
P7 - 2/4 2/4 2/4 - - 1/4 1/4 4/4
P42 - 2/3 2/3 2/3 - - 2/3 2/3 33

P45* - 381/660 381/660 20/34 9117 - 83/139 83/139 476/660
P45¢ - 381/661 381/661 20/34 10/18 - 83/140 83/140 477/661
P69 - 14/22 14/22 - - - - - 17/22

P75* - 1192/2004  1198/2008  192/293 19/20 - 315/487  314/487  1818/2013
P75¢ - 1210/2005  1216/2009 = 192/293 19/20 - 317/488  316/488  1836/2014
P82 - 4/10 4/10 - - - 4/10 4/10 9/10
P97 - 19/23 19/23 - - - - - 22/23

P111 - 9/12 9/12 - - - - - 10/12
01* 23/35 1705/2914  1711/2919  456/680 17/20 40/45 524/911  523/911 = 2398/2925
Olc 24/35 1855/2942  1863/2947  515/686 17/20 40/45 582/921  581/921 = 2507/2953
02* 19/36 2515/2944  2522/2949  536/700 13/20 29/46 793/917  794/917 = 1956/2949
02¢ 20/36 2524/2948  2531/2953  539/700 13/20 31/46 799/920  800/920 = 1962/2953
03* 22/36 1786/2948  1794/2953  493/700 20/20 43/46 595/921 = 594/921 = 2774/2953
03¢ 22/36 1815/2948  1823/2953  491/699 20/20 40/46 602/920  601/920  2769/2953
04* 19/35 991/1340 995/1341 286/355 14/20 26/45 470/614  469/614 935/1339
04c¢ 18/35 1076/1345  1080/1346  291/357 13/20 27/45 502/618  501/618 894/1345
05* 14/34 999/2754  1004/2759 = 272/661 8/18 23/44 346/870  347/870  1144/2760
05¢ 14/34 1016/2768  1021/2773  277/667 8/18 23/44 354/875  355/875  1158/2774
019 2/4 2/4 2/4 2/4 - 3/4 1/4 1/4 3/4
032* - 2177/2860  2186/2865  455/678 13/20 3/5 554/861  554/861 = 1945/2869
032¢ - 2191/2861  2199/2866  456/678 13/20 3/5 556/861  556/861 = 1955/2870
038* 18/36 2245/2868  2254/2873  519/675 13/20 23/46 748/920  747/920  1860/2873
038¢ 18/36 2242/2869  2251/2874  517/675 13/20 23/46 745/920  744/920  1856/2874
0171 - 20/42 20/42 - - - - - 30/42
0181 - 15/25 15/25 - - - 1/2 1/2 18/25
0182 - 6/11 6/11 - - - - - 8/11
0312 - 11/14 11/14 3/6 - - 11/14 11/14 11/14

1 22/36 22/36 - - 22/36 20/36 20/36 22/36
18* 61,11% 2953/2957  536/701 13/20 31/46 875/922  876/922  1922/2957
18¢ 61,11% 99,86% 537/701 13/20 31/46 875/922  876/922  1930/2962
33 - 76,46% 76,60% - - 358/461  359/461 521/701
45 - 65,00% 65,00% - - 12/20 12/20 20/20

1349 61,11% 67,39% 67,39% - - 33/46 33/46 46/46

2860* 55,56% 94,90% 94,90% 77,66% 60,00% 71,74% 921/922 636/922

2860c 55,56% 95,01% 95,01% 77,87% 60,00% 71,74% 99,89% 577/829

NA28 61,11% 65,00% 65,16% 74,32%  100,00%  100,00% = 68,98%  69,60%
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