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PREFACE

The Claremont Profile Method was developed because of the need of
the International Greek New Testament Project for a method of selecting
representative manuscripts of all the known groups. The idea of defining
a group in terms of the readings of several groups began in my work on
the Kappa groups. In my attempt to differentiate the Kappa groups so
manuscripts could be selected to represent each group; I found that the
four Kappa groups had some common readings and each group agreed with
another group at different points of variance. Mr. Fred Wisse applied
this basic idea to all the groups of von Soden and the Claremont Profile
Method was born. Mr. Wisse has recently completed a dissertation on the
methodology involved in the Claremont Profile Method. The first section
of this dissertation summarizes that methodology, and the second section
demonstrates the use of the method as applied to known groups.

The development of the method owes much to the I.G.N.T.P. and to
its Chairman of the American Committee, Dr. Ernest Cadman Colwell. The
Project not only supplied a large amount of raw material but Dr. Colwell,
Dr. Eldon J. Epp and Mr. Irving Alan Sparks contributed much with their
interest, encouragement and assistance.

My special thanks are also extended to Dr. Eric L. Titus and Dr.
Jane Dempsey Douglass who worked with Dr. Colwell as my dissertation com-
mittee. Their help in the improvement of the style of the paper is
gratefully acknowledged. Thanks are also due to my wife for help in

typing and preparing the paper in its final form.
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PART I. THE CLAREMONT PROFILE METHOD
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CHAPTER I, THE SELECTION OF READINGS

The presence of about 1700 minuscule manuscripts which have not
been thoroughly examined and classified presents a problem for textual
criticism, If the text critic proceeds critically, he must take into
account all the evidence available to him, Before he can use all 1700
manuscripts, he must evaluate each manuscript in order to ascertain its
value and place in the textual tradition. Each manuscript must be fully
collated against a standard text. It is through a comparison of the
collations of the manuscripts that the text critic can group manuscripts
and evaluate their worth for the accomplishment of the two goals of textual
criticism, i.e., the reconstruction of the original text and the writing
of the history of the ifnuscript tradition. But the task of fully col-
lating and comparing that many manuscripts is staggering. The answer to
the problem lies in sampling, but  in the past some sampling methods have
proved to be inaccurate or too limited.

The task of organizing these 1700 manuscripts into an intelligible
and manageable apparatus is an additional problem, Von Soden attempted to

solve this problem some 60 years ago in his massive work, Die Schriften des

Neuen Testaments.l His sampling method included an evaluation of the text

lHermann Freiherr Von Soden, Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments
(2 vols.; Gottingen: Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 1911-13),
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of a part of the manuscript, its form of the pouxoiiLg and its apparatus.
On the basis of his sampling, which was inaccurate,2 von Soden grouped the
mass of the minuscules. In the past 60 years some of his groups have been
tested and partly confirmed.3 Our main concern, then, is with the minuscule
manuscripts and how they can be organized into manageable groups.4

The Profile Method is basically a sampling method which classifies
manuscripts and organizes them into their appropriate groups. The selection
of chapters to be sampled was made on two grounds., First, it was important
that a fairly large area should be represented. Second, we wanted to make
sure that a manuscript which has block or box-car mixture could be detected.
On these grounds, we chose three chapters of Luke, Chapter 1 was selected
from the beginning of the book, Chapters 10 and 20 were selected to repre-
sent the middle and end of the book., If a manuscript changed text between

Chapters 1 and 10 or 20, the sample in most cases would indicate this. When

the three chapters demonstrate that they have the same text, there is an

2H, C. Hoskier, "Von Soden's Text of the New Testament," Journal
of Theological Studies, XV, No. 4 (1914), pp. 307-326. This article is
the most hard-hitting review of von Soden's work. The lack of accuracy in
citation has become well-known. In the I,G.N.T.P, it was decided that we
should not cite von Soden's apparatus because where we could test his accu-
racy with our twice checked collations, he was found to be in error quite
regularly., The lack of validity is shown in the defectiveness of some of
his groups, which are discussed below.

3The analysis of these groups is the subject of the second part of
this dissertation.

4The discovery of a new uncial manuscript o papyrus arouses great
interest to scholars because of its probable early date, An uncial manu-
script can also be evaluated in terms of other uncials because there are
onnly 30 complete uncials of Luke. Some of these uncial manuscripts fit
into our groups. An uncial manuscript by reason of its script, age and
rarity commands greater attention. On the contrary, the discovery of a
new minuscule manuscript only adds to the mass still unclassified.

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



4
additional two-fold confirmation of the results from any one chapter. Thus,
if in Chapter 1 a manuscript were on the border of a group, it might in 10
or 20 shqw a greater or lesser affinity for that group.

The readings selected for Luke were taken from the master file of
the International Greek New Testament Project, which at that time had ap-
proximately 163 minuscules and most of the uncials of Luke in complete col-
lations.® All these collations have been checked at least twice and can be
presumed to be accurate. All the known groups were well represented because
of the policy of the Project.

The initial rule in the selection of test readings excluded all
readings due to scribal error or style. The following are examples of these:

1:17 HOTEOHEVOCUEVOV | HOTOUOHEVOGOUEVOV
1:25 outw 1 ouUTwS

10:27 ws OEoUTOV ] wWOEQUTOV

10:33 eomAayviode ] evnAayviode
Itacisms, nu~moveables, breathing marks, and abbreviations are also excluded.
These readings were rejected because they have no genealogical value.b

Readings found in more than two-thirds of every known group can also

be eliminated because they are of no value in any attempt to differentiate

5The Claremont Profile Method was developed to meet a need of the
International Greek New Testament Project. The 1.G.N.T.P. supplied the raw
material of more than 200 complete and accurate collations of Luke.

6Because scribal error and style often cross group lines and vary
even within groups, these readings cannot help in discerning the relation-
ships between groups. In fact they tend to blur those relationships. See
the article by E. C. Colwell and E. W. Tune, 'The Quantitative Relationships
between Manuscript Text-~Types," in Biblical and Patristic Studies in Memory
of Robert Pierce Casey, eds. J. N. Birdsall and R. W. Thompson, (Freiburg im
Breisgau, 1963), pp. 25-32.
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between groups. These readings represent the peculiarities in the Textus
Receptus.
If one notes a variation within the test reading, one should deter-

mine the distinct variation. For example, at Luke 1:50 the Textus Receptus

reads YEVEOS YEVEWV, Most variants read yeveov naL YEVEAV, but some read
YEVEOS HOL YEVEQS or YEVEQS KoL YEVEOV, The HoL is the crucial or the
distinctive part of the variant. When a third element enters the variation
and is not represented by two-thirds of a known group and cannot be seen to

have been derived from either the Textus Receptus or the distinctive variant,

it then should be neutralized and treated as one would a lacuna. Sometimes
there are three elements in a variation. For example, in Luke 10:39 ¢qv Ao-

yov is a Textus Receptus reading. Some groups read Twv Aoywv and one group

reads tous Aoyoug, The latter two forms then become two different readings.

When selecting the test readings, one should also be careful to
include the entire unit of variation. For example in Chapter 20, reading
number 22, the verb changes and a pronoun is dropped as a result of the werb
change.

The main rule in the selection of the test readings involved the
attempt to represent all known groups. This rule was that we should choose
all readings where at least two-thirds of any known group agrees. The figure
two-thirds was selected so that the readings chosen would belong to more
than a majority of the members of a group, and thus be a good indicator for
that group. Many readings will be supported by two-thirds of more than one
group, sometimes from three to five or more groups.

There were selected a total of 205 test readings from the three

chapters. All of these variants are significant, but after adding the
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6
evidence of 300 minuscule MSS to the 163 used initially, six readings were
found to be in less than two-thirds of the manuscripts of their particular
group and were not in any other group, so they were eliminated. Two read-
ings in Chapter 1 were eliminated because the groups that supported them
were rearranged. Another reading was eliminated because it was supported
only by the KL group, and the Ki group was composed solely of uncials and
was eliminated from our consideration.’ Thus, while the initial selection
of readings was based on about 163 minuscules, the final selection of 196
readings was based on about 463 MSS, or about one-fourth of the known Lukan
manuscripts. The method, therefore, involves a self-correcting principle
as more manuscripts are added to the profile, But the increase of 300 manu-
scripts involved a change in only 5 percent of the readings.8

Of the 196 readings, 99 are unique readings. A unique reading is
supported by two-thirds of only one group., The 97 remaining readings are
supported by two or more groups. All the groups exceptIIb, Mb, kKl and KX
have at least one unique reading. However, two-thirds of the unique readings
are in Groups 1 and 13. If a profile of just unique readings were made, one
could classify a manuscript for certain groups. But the profile would tell
nothing of the relationship that manuscript has with other manuscripts.

Since many of the test readings are shared, a group is defined in terms of
unique readings, where applicable, and readings shared with other groups.

The relationships between groups also can be clearly presented.

Tye are concerned mainly in this paper with Byzantine minuscule
manuscripts., K! according to Champlin is a distinct group within the con-
text of Kl.

8Sece the Appendix I for a complete list of readings and their group
support.

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



Table 1 includes an analysis of the kinds of variants involved in
the test readings. In addition to the listed kinds of variants, it was
found that of the 196 test readings selected, 28 involved a change of one

letter only.

TABLE 1

TYPES OF VARIANTS

Chapter 1 10 20 Total
Verb changes 6 7 7 20
Transpositions 8 8 13 29
Omissions 14 13 20 47
Additions 5 13 8 26
Substitutions 16 15 23 54
Case changes 3 6 3 12
Spelling changes 2 2 4 8
Total Chapter Readings 54 64 78 196

The source for a similar list of readings for another gospel or
section of the New Testament would have to come from collations of the main
representatives of the known groups. It was thought that perhaps one of the
well-known critical apparatuses could be used. However, Tischendorf uses
few minuscules. Legg's volumes are similarly limited., He does cite Families
1 and 13, but for a complete picture of the groups of the Byzantine text
type, the only critical apparatus available is von Soden's. Unfortunately,
however, the accuracy of this apparatus is in great disrepute, and justifi-

ably so. One cannot even depend on his citation of total groups. These
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critical apparatuses could be used for suggestions of readings, but group
membership would need the benefit of full collations.? The only alterna-
tive is a fresh, composite collation of the main‘representatives of the
currently known groups. This collation would only need to be done for
certain chapters. The best way to begin would be to collate the core
representatives of the groups definitely identified in this study. Just
as our initial test readings depended upon von Soden's groups (not his
apparatus), so must the next set of readings depend on the groups herein
established.

It would be well in the development of another set of test readings
to avoid using Chapter 1 of any book. The first chapter of a gospel tends
to be an extremely accurate copy of the exemplar or of a corrected exemplar.
After the copyist has worked for a time, he tends to be less consistent.
This problem will be discussed in relation to its effects on Groups 1 and 22

in the second part of this paper.

9If we had used Tischendorf, we would have missed 6 test readings
in Chapter 1. If we had used von Soden, we would have missed only one. If
one used Tischendorf for suggestions of test readings, it would still neces-
sitate almost complete collations of the manuscripts involved in each group.
This is true because Tischendorf does not always cite a manuscript through-
out his apparatus and because the apparatus contains a large number of vari-
ants which for this method are not relevant. Von Soden would be better at
this point, but his apparatus lacks accuracy and consistency in citation.
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CHAPTER II. THE PROFILE CONCEPT

In order to compare the results of the test readings, all manu-
scripts in a given group are put on a graph along with their attestation
for each test reading. When a reading has the attestations of two-thirds
of a group, it is called a primary reading. If the attestation for a
reading amounts to between one-half and two~thirds of the manuscripts of
a group, it is called a secondary reading. All of the readings of a manu-
script which are not primary or secondary are called surplus. Most manu-
scripts have some surplus readings, although some groups have more than
others.

In order to qualify as a group under the Claremont Profile Method,
a group of manuscripts must have an internal consistency when put on a
profile. The manuscripts of an alleged group must have some readings where
two-thirds of the manuscripts agree.

Von Soden's I1¥¢ fails to demonstrate this internal consistency. The
five available I9C manuscripts have a total of thirteen readings in Chap-
ter 1. Only number 34 is read by all five manuscripts; however 34 is read
by two-thirds of every group with only one exception. Numbers six and 22
are read by three manuscripts, but not the same three. The other ten
readings have only one or two manuscripts attesting their evidence. There-
fore, for the Claremont Profile Method, the I9¢ manuscripts do not consti-
tute a group. When the profiles of all the groups were completed, it was

found that two I9® manuscripts, 1207 and 1223, fit well into the TP group.
P
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10
And two other I?¢ manuscripts, 1293 and 1010, fit well into the KL group.
This left only 945 as an I9C¢, and it is essentially a Kappa manuscript with
some interesting surplus.

The contrast to this lack of consistency is well illustrated by the
K¥ group. Of the 60 K' manuscripts profiled, 14 have all 17 of the KF
readings in three chapters and no surplus at all., These 14 manuscripts have
no variants in 196 places of significant variance in Luke.

Thus, in order to qualify as a group, an internal consistency must
be demonstrated. This qualification was made so that the Claremont Profile
Method would not be dependent on those groups used initially to select
readings.

The second major qualification is that the profile of the group
must be different from the profiles of all other groups. The Kappa text-

type is close to the Textus Receptus with some few variations. The Kappa

groups are also close to each other, with little to distinguish between
groups, In the past, groups have been set up on the basis of readings
unique to the group,l but such readings in Kappa groups, if they exist at
all, are few and far between. For example, Voss found only six unique K¥
readings in all the chapters of Luke.? When all the test readings of every
group were set side by side, a pattern of readings for each group emerged.

The pattern for K* was different from the pattern for kl, These patterns

IMy colleague in this work, Mr. Frederik Wisse, has a detailed anal-
ysis of former methods of classification in his dissertation, The Claremont
Profile Method for the Classification of Byzantine New Testament Manuscripts:
A Study in Method.

2pavid Ole Voss, "Is von Soden's K' a Distinct Type of Text?" Journal
of Biblical Literature, LVII (1938), p. 31l4.
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11
are called profiles. For example, Kl, on a profile of 54 readings in Chap~
ter 1, shows readings 6-8-22-34-52, while KX shows readings 6-9-34-36. The
groups share two readings but are distinguishable at five other places,
With distinguishing profiles, unique readings are not necessary, although
they are an aid even to the profile method. The profile of a manuscript
will show that a manuscript belongs to a particular group and that it does
not belong to certain other groups which might have some common readings.
Many of the readings of a b manuscript are also read by the 2 group, but
a IIb manuscript will also by the profile show that it is missing certain @
readings, thus it is alP and not a 12 manuscript, The profiles are impor-
tant not only because they show the common agreements against the Textus

Receptus, but also because they show agreements with the Textus Receptus,

The Kappa groups disagree ten times in Chapter 1 with the Textus Receptus,

while the Iota groups disagree 54 times in the same chapter. A manuscript
then is classified not just on the basis of disagreement with the Textus
Receptus (2 in the case of K¥) but also on the basis of agreements (52 in
the case of K¥), So all manuscripts classified by this method in Chapter 1
are classified on the basis of 54 readings.

Another outstanding advantage of the Profile Method is that the
profile of each manuscript can be instantly projected against the profile
of all known groups so one can see a group or a single manuscript in its
relation to all groups or a series of single manuscripts simultaneously. In
the past, one could see the relationship with only one group at a time.

The test readings described in Chapter 1 and Appendix I were put on

a graph sheet with numbers., The attestation of each group was marked in the
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12
appropriate column. An "x" was marked for a group when two~thirds of that

group's members read together agains: the Textus Receptus. This is called

a primary reading. It was also found that of the 196 readings, many of the
groups read the primary readings of other groups, but not by a two-thirds
majority. To aid in distinguishing between groups, we marked a '"v' when~
ever one~half to two-thirds of a group agreed with a primary reading of
another group. This "v'" marks a secondary reading. A secondary reading is
only marked when some other group has it as a primary reading. Appendix II
is the finished result for about 550 Lucan manuscripts.3 This appendix con-
tains three charts which are chapter group profiles. In order to be put on
this chart, a group must have a profile which is distinctive from the pro-
files of all the other groups. Group 7 and K¥ in Chapters 1 and 10 have a
very similar profile. Their distinguishing readings are points where many
manuscripts coincidentally have the same readings. These two groups are
difficult to distinguish except that in Chapter 20 there are 9 points where
the two groups diverge.4
The fact that every reading in the profile does not have equal value
has just been indicated. It is easy to see that a unigue reading has more
value for group identification., This is true, however, for some other read-

ings also. For example, in Chapter 1 for the Kl group, the most vital

3The total of 550 manuscripts includes the 463 MSS previously noted
plus 87 additional manuscripts. Since the selection of the test readings,
these manuscripts were added from profiles collected at the Vatican Film
Library at St. Louis and several other sources., The number of manuscripts
increases whenever we have an opportunity to profile a manuscript or colla-
tion.

4The cumulative distinguishing pointsof all three chapters makes
these two groups distinguishable, Generally a group is easily distinguish-
able in one chapter.
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13
reading is 52, then 8, then 22, Reading 22 is shared only by a part of the
M group. Readings 8 and 22 are shared by 3 and 4 non-Kappa groups respec-
tively. Reading 6 is shared by other Kappa groups. Reading 34 is shared
by all groups except 13, so it is really of almost no value except for
Group 13. It is almost a unique reading in reverse for Group 13, Thus, if
a ki manuscript missed reading 34, it would not be as important as if it
missed reading 52. The value differences in the various readings also
extends to the type of variant. Variants that could be coincidental such
as the omission of a pronoun can at times be considered as of less value
than a transposition or additionm. Both of these facts must be kept in mind
when one is classifying a new manuscript. An unclassified manuscript will
not generally fit any profile exactly, so the researcher must be able to
judge which readings are crucial to any particular group and which readings
are of more value, both in the sense of what is missing and what is there.

This type of judgment comes to one as he works with the readings and profiles.
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PART II., THE GROUPING OF BYZANTINE MANUSCRIPTS
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CHAPTER III, GROUPS CONFIRMED BY THE

CLAREMONT PROFILE METHOD

Introduction

Since the Claremont Profile Method is a sampling method, its results
are only indicators of what a researcher will find when he investigates the
mass of details involved in these groups of Byzantine manuscripts. Many
gospel manusczripts change texts between gospels and even within gospels.1
Therefore, conclusions concerning groups and individual manuscripts are
limited to the Gospel of Luke,

The Claremont Profile Method is a tool which can be used to dis-
cover new members of groups or even new groups. The method's main use will
be in its application to currently unclassified manuscripts. The method
will also be used to confirm the classification of many manuscripts which
were classified some years‘ago. Even when confirming a previous classifi-
cation, the resulting profile will give some added information concerning a
manﬁscript's relationship to other manuscripts.

Our method of procedure will be to describe any prior history of a

given group and its treatment up to the present. Fach group will be described

in terms of the Claremont Profile Method, and the various manuscripts making

lThe scribe of the Karahissar Gospels turned "from the use of one
exemplar to the use of another which contains a variant text. This happens
a dozen times." E. C. Colwell, The Four Gospels of Karahissar, Vol. 1,
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1936), p. 220.

15
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16
up the group will be discussed relative to their value for the group. Clues
to the identification of new manuscripts for each group will be given so
that anyone can apply this method with dexterity to manuscripts or collations
which they possess or with which they can work.

The total list of groups confirmed is as follows: 1, 13, 22, na,
mb, M2, MP, 1424, 1216, A, KX, @, KX and 7.

The method is not an attempt to replace more detailed studies of
groups. As we discuss the core of a group, there is great certainty as to
its membership; and as we near the periphery of a group, there is less
certainty. The following groups have been confirmed as groups by the
Claremont Profile Method, but they still require more detailed study:
Groups M2, MP, 1216, 22, 7 and A. &, K¥, K* are in this same area, but
because of the number of manuscripts, a detailed study of all of them would
be almost impossible.

Since we produced our own group definition, some groups with which
we started in Luke were not confirmed as groups in Luke. These groups in-
clude the Patmos Group, I?¢, 10, I2 and IO,

The total I% group of von Soden was not confirmed as a group, but
the sub-groups with one exception were confirmed. This method can detect
some inter-group relationships, as in Group 1216,2 but it is limited in its
conclusions to those readings sampled. The number of readings sampled is
large enough for the s;udy of several groups together, but when one group

is studied in detail, complete collations are needed for an accurate study.3

25ee the discussion of Group 1216 in this Chapter.

3A detailed study of a group will generally involve the complete col-
lation of a whole book and an analysis of all the variant readings so that
the inter-group relationship can be established.
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Our conclusions then relative to previously studied groups such as 1, 13
and 12P will not be startling, though at points this method has a contri-
bution to make.

The groups resulting from our definitions include the following
previously identified groups: Family 13, Family 1, Family Pi, K¥, Q@ and
Family 1424. Our terminology uses the word "eroup" rather than "Family,"4
Group 1424 is not the total I? group of von Soden but only his I¢2 group.

Other groups resulting from our definitions include groups not
worked on in de;ail by anyone other than von Soden. These groups include:

22, 7, M3, KX, 1216 and A, MP

is a totally new group identified by our
profile method. Since at times references are made to von Soden's grouping,
a chart is included here which gives the equivalent terminologies for all

groups. We have followed the standard procedure of naming each group by

its most prominent manuscript.

I\ = Group 13 ma& = Group 1

I"b = Group 22 1kac = Groupn 2

IKb = Groyp NP 92 = Group 1424

b = Group 7 »r = Group M2

¥kl = Group Omega ( 2) I¥ = Group Lambda ( 4)

™ = grouwp 1216

4The term "group" is a more neutral term than “family.” "Family"

indicates the closest of relationships and Family 13 and Family 1424 are
certainly related but not that closely. E.C. Colwell defines a family as
“"the smallest identifiable group . . . that group of sources whose genealogy
can be clearly established so that its text may be reconstructed solely with
reference to the external evidence of documents."” E. C. Colwell, "The
Significance of Groupings of New Testament Manuscripts,” New Testament
Studies, Vol. 4, no. 2, (1958), p. 81.
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The terms K* and KT are retained because they are still known and used. MP
is used for the new group because it is related to the group M?, which is

led by the uncial M.

Group 13°

William Hugh Ferrar gathered four manuscripts which had been recog-
nized as belonging to each other, and attempted to reconstruct an arche-
ty.pe.6 These 4 MSS (13, 69, 124 and 346) were called the Ferrar Group.
Von Soden worked with 13 manuscripts and divided them into the following
groups: 826, 346, 543, 13 and their relatives 230, 828 and 837; 788, 124,
69 and 174; and 1689 and 983.7 Lake in his study of Family 13 in Mark did
not have a collation of 230 or 837 and regarded 174 as Family 13 except for

Mark. The remaining manuscripts he arranged as follows:8

Yéc \
a 983~ - 1689 b

826 787" ~<135—— 788
d
543

/\

13 346

828

5Group 13 has in the past been called Family 13 and the Ferrar Group.
Von Soden labeled it J in Volume I and I' in Volume II.

6William Hugh Ferrar, Four Important Manuscripts of the Gospels,
ed. by T.K. Abbott (Dublin: Hodges, Foster and Figgis, 1877).

"Yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1066f. These three groups correspond
to his second volume where he calls the first group I'? and the third group
1ta,

8Kirsopp & Silva Lake "Family 13" Studies and Documents, Vol. XX
(London: Christophers, 1941), p. 42.
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9

Geerling's study of Family 13 in Luke’ follows the Lake diagram

except he connects '"c" directly to "x" and rearranges the "b" group as

follows:

/b\
h/ g\i
VN | ™2

1-547 124 174

f\\
6

788
9

30

For our study 1689 and 983 were not available and 837 does not
contain Luke. Manuscripts 174 and 230 do not have the profile of a Group
13 manuscript. The remaining 8 manuscripts (826, 346, 543, 13, 828, 788,
124 and 69) do not break into the groups listed by von Soden. These 8
manuscripts have a high degree of homogeneity with some slight variation.
It was mentioned in Part I that this method was not meant to replace de-
tailed group studies., Our conclusions concerning this group are in agree-
ment with the detailed studies with the one exception of manuscripts 230
and 174, Our studies show that these two manuscripts have a greater affin-

ity for the A group and will be studied in more detail there.10

9Jacob Geerlings "Family 13," Studies and Documents, Vol. XX (Salt
Lake City: University of Utah Press), 1961, p. 19.

10The relationship of 174 and 230 to the A group was found because
all the groups were being studied simultaneously. The problem with detailed
group studies is that they cannot see a manuscript's relationship to other
groups. Manuscripts 174 and 230 do have some Family 13 readings but all
groups have some inter-relationships. The Profile Method, by sampling, can
point out these inter~relationships. The Profile Method can say that a cer-
tain manuscript not only belongs to a particular gtoup but that it does not
belong to other groups. This is the error of putting 174 and 230 in Family
13, This is the same error that Champlin committed when he refused to
recognize M as a member of the I?T .group (Group M3). Russell Champlin "Family
E and its Allies in Matthew," Studies and Documents, Vol. 8, (Salt Lake City:
University of Utah Press, 1966), p. 161, Neither 174 or 230 has the uoiLxoALs
after Luke 21:39 as do all the manuscripts in Group 13 which we have studied.
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TABLE 211
GROUP 13
Von
Soden
Classi-
fica~ Gregory Chapter
tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total
26-1 24=2 21 71-3

1LC 12 828 21-0-1 20-1-0 21-0 62%=1-1
ILC 12 826 26-0-0 24=2~1 21-0 71-2-1
1LC 12 543 26-1-0 24-1-0 21-0 71-2-0
1'b 11 788 25-1-0  23-1~0 21-1 69-2-1
ILe 13 13 24-0~1 24~0~0 21-0 69-0-1
1vb 15 69 24-0-1 21-2-2 19-4 64=2~7
ILc 12 346 20-1-1 23-1~1 18-0 61-2-2
‘b 11 124 17-1-2 11-0~3 11-4 39-1~9

*828 has a lacuna which involves 5 readings in Chapter 10.

Group 13 has 74 readings against the Textus Receptus, 31 of these

being unique., A very weak member of the group can still be readily identi-
fied as is the case for manuscript 124, Manuscript 124 has 16 of the 31

unique readings of Group 13. Manuscript 174 has only 1 unique Group 13

111 this table and the tables of various groups which follow, each
manuscript is described by von Soden's. classification, (first column), the
date of the manuscript (second column), and the Gregory number, (third col-
um). The first number under each chapter indicates the amount of primary
readings for that group. The second number, if there is one, indicates the
amount of secondary readings. As each manuscript is described, the number
of primary readings is given first, then the number of secondary readings,
and finally the surplus.
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LEGEND FOR TABLES
CONTAINING MANUSCRIPT PROFILES OF GROUPS
Vertical numbers 1-54 represent the test readings of Luke 1.
Vertical numbers 1-64 represent the test readings of Luke 10.
Vertical numbers 1-~78 represent the test readings of Luke 20.
(These readings are listed in Appendix I.)

Horizontal numbers are the manuscripts belonging to the group.

X means that the manuscript agrees with the test reading.
0 means that the manuscript has a lacuna at this place or that.it

does not agree either with the Textus Receptus or with the test

reading.

A blank space means that the manuscript agrees with the Textus Receptus.
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reading and 230 has none. Manuscript 124 in Chapter 10 reads 33 and 35

with 174 and 230. Readings 33 and 35 are important Group A readings. There

is probably some connection between the periphery of Group 13 and the core

of Group A . The surplus of 124 is varied in Chapters 1 and 10 but in Chap-

ter 20 the 4 surplus readings are all unique Group 1 readings. The surplus

of 69 is also varied but shows no affinity for any particular group.
Manuscript 828 in Luke 1l:1-21 reads like a K* manuscript and misses

4 primary readings of Group 13, After verse 21 and continuing through

Chapters 10 and 20, it misses only 1 primary reading and has no surplus.

Group 112
This family of manuscripts was first identified by Kirsopp Lake.
At the time of his publication, the group consisted of the following manu-
scripts: 1, 118, 131, 205 and 209, Lake was convinced that 205 was a copy
of 209, so he did not use it in his study., The diagram of their relation-

ships was as follows:13

//////// ‘\\\\ 1 131 1582
]

1 Y <7
o | 118 209
131 118 209 |
205
1902 1928

12Group 1 is the same as Family 1. Von Soden called this Group IN
and divided it into two sections. 1IN2 will be discussed here. INP cor-
responds to Group 22, IN? is discussed in Volume I in von Soden under the
label H*.

13Kirsopp Lake, "Codex 1 of the Gospels and Its Allies," Texts
and Studies, Vol. 7, no. 3, (Cambridge: University Press, 1902), p. xxiv.
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The letters represent common ancestors which are not extant. According to
Lake, Group 1 was a part of a large group which included Family 13, 22, 28,
565 and 700, This was the basic Caesarean group before Theta. A diagram
of Family 1 as Lake conceived of it in 1928 is presented to show some
development.

Von Soden discusses Group 1 under the label HY in his prolegomena
volume. He lists 8 manuscripts (1, 118, 209, 131, 205, 205abs, 1582 and
2193).14 Manuscripts 205 and 205abs. are copies of a brother or father of
209 and lack any independent value as text witnesses, This is in agree-
ment with Lake's prior statement,

Manuscripts 118 and 209 are closely related and stem from a line
close to 1, perhaps as cousins. Manuscript 131 is related to 1, 118 and
209 but still has an independent streak. Manuscripts 1582 and 2193 are
very close to each other and to 1, 118 and 209 but also demonstrate an

independent branch. Below is the author's picture of von Soden's words.

/"\

131 | 1582 2193
1
118 20
205
205abs.,

The HY group (Group 1) also includes a discussion of our Group 22
but this will be discussed in that section. The relationship of Group 1 to

Group 22 is not .80 .close .as -to make  them one group.

14yon Soden, op. ¢it., Vol. I, p. 1047f.

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



24

Von Soden made a gross error in dividing 1 and 1582 from 118 and
209 in his second volume. In the second volume, Group 1 is called I"2 and
only includes 1582, 2193 and 1. Manuscripts 118 and 209 are put in a2 group
called 1P along with 872 and 22,15 This is contrary to all his conclu-
sions in the first volume and must be presumed to be an error., There is a
group which might be the equivalent of NP but this does not include 118,
209 or 872 at least in Luke. Without these three manuscripts b consists
only of 22, Manuscript 22 does head a group which is slightly related to
Group 1 and will be discussed below. |

Of the 8 manuscripts listed by von Soden in Volume I, we have six
of these manuscripts profiled (1, 118, 209; 205, 131 and 1582). Manuscript
205abs is, according to prior studies, a copy of 205 and 1s not profiled.
Manuscript 2193 is on Mount Athos and not available for profiling.

In Chapter 1 these 6 manuscripts split into two groups. Manuscripts
118, 205 and 209 have the primary readings for the group and no secondary
readings. Manuscripts 1, 131 and 1582 have the primary readings plus 8
other readings, which are termed secondary readings. Manuscripts 118, 205
and 209 do not agree with Group 22 in Chapter 1. There are 7 real differ-
ences so the organization of I"P in von Soden's second volume is false for
Luke.

The difference is much greater in Chapters 10 and 20, Chapters 10
and 20 have 61 readings against the Textus Receptus, and all six manuscripts

in question generally agree together. In only one reading in the two

15yon Soden, op. ¢it., Vol, II, p. xiv.
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chapters does this split of 118, 205 and 209 against 1, 131 and 1582 occur., 16

On the basis of these findings a stemma might look like this:

131

1 1582 118 2?9
205
Manuscript 131 does have the independent streak mentioned by von
Soden. It misses several primary readings and adds several readings. These
surplus readings agree with the Group T every time. The profiles also show
that 1 and 1582 often agree together against all four other manuscripts in
the group.
While profiling manuscripts in the Vatican Film Library in St. Louis,
Manuscript 884 was found to have a very distinctive text in Chapter 20.
Manuscript 884 is an eleventh century commentary classified A? by von Soden.

The text begins at Luke 3:1, and in Chapter 10 it has a basically KX text

with 8 readings against the Textus Receptus. In Chapter 20 it has 27 of the

35 primary readings of Group 1 and its one extra reading agrees with 1 and
1582, It is an extraordinary text and needs further study to demonstrate

its value for Group 1. The century spread on these close manuscripts is
almost unbelievable. There is one manuscript for each century from the

tenth to the fifteenth and only the fourteenth century has two representatives.
Manuscripts 205 and 209 are identical in profiles and agree 69 times in

three chapters against the  Textus Receptus. -

16gee the manuscript profiles of Group 1 for Chapter 10, Reading 23
has 1,131 and 1582 against 118, 205 and 209, There are several other places
where 1 and 1582 read against all the rest.
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TABLE &
GROUP 1

Von

Soden
Classi~
fica- Gregory Chapter
tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total

8-8 26-1 35-0 69-9

ina : 12 1 7-8-8 26-1-3 35-0-1 68-9~12
ind 949 1582 7-8-6 25-1-3 35-0~1  67-9-10
n 14 131 5-8-3 24-1-2 33-0-1  62~9-6
nb 13 118 7-0-2 26-0-2 35-0-0  68~0~4
i 15 205 8-0-0 26-0-0 35-0~0 69-0-0
nb 14 209 8-0-0 26-0-0 35-0-0  69-0-0
A2 11 884 def.* 3-0-5 27-0-1  30-0-6

*def. means the manuscript does not contain this chapter.

Of the 196 test readings for three chapters, Group 1 reads 78. This
is 40 percent and is the most divergent group from the Textus Receptus in
this study. Group 1 has 34 unique readings. A manuscript belonging to this

group would be easily identifiable after a sampling.17

17The discovery of the significance of manuscript 884 demonstrates
the ease and efficiency with which this instrument can work. It tock 30
minutes to sample 884 and compare its readings with the established pro-
files and find that it fit Group 1 in Chapter 20, There must be other
significant manuscripts among the many Byzantine minuscules which lie
about gathering dust and age and decaying beyond use.
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Group 2218

Manuscript 22 has long been recognized as an important witness,
Lake in his volume on Codex 1 refers to it as a representative of the
Caesarean text. Von Soden was the first to put 22 in a small group. In
Volume I he lists 22, 1192 and 1210 as being a small family with 1278,
1005, 924. and 697 as its descendants.l? 1In a later section he lists
660, 2284 and 1365 as Iota manuscripts which stand near to HY,20

Von Soden does not clearly discuss the relationship between the
manuscripts headed by 1 and those headed by 22, They are both listed
under the HY label in Volume I and they are divided in Volume II into
I"2 and INb,21 The Chapter 1 profile of Group 22 shows some relationship
to Group 1. They share 10 readings and two of these are not shared with
any other group. However, Chapters 10 and 20 do not show any relationship.

The great difference in total variations from the Textus Receptus between

Group 1 and Group 22 seems to demonstrate their lack of relationship over-
all,22
It is apparent from the above point, from the relationship of the

two groups within Group 1, and from other examples, that the first chapter

18Group 22 is approximately equal to von Soden's b, 1nb ig dis-
cussed in volume I under the label HY.

19on Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1043,
20yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1242,
21Legg in his volumes on Matthew and Mark treats manuscript 22 as

a member of Family 1. Novum Testamentum Graece Secundum Matthaeum (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1940).

22Group 1 has a total of 78 readings against the Textus Receptus
while Group 22 only has 36, of which 18 are shared with Group 1.
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of Luke is unusual. This has been explained by the fact that a scribe was
always very careful as he began to copy a manuscript; but as the task went
on, he became less careful and perhaps also less inclined to be consistently
correct, If Chapter 1 were dropped from our study, only two groups would
be affected significantly. Group 1424 would lose one of its two extant
members, and the Kl group would lose some very helpful readings.23

0f the 10 manuscripts mentioned above as grouped by von Soden, 657,
924 and 660 were not available. Manuscript 2284 has a K* profile and was
reclassified. To the remaining manuscripts was added 2372 which was pro-
filed in Baltimore and had not been previously classified. These 7 manu-
seripts (22, 1192, 1210, 1278, 1005, 1365 and 2372) show a distinct profile
in all three ché;ters. They also divide themselves into two parts with 22
and 1210 being almost identical. Manuscript 1192 joins 22 and 1210 in being
set apart from 1005, 1365, 1278 and 2372. The break between these two parts
is real but not substantial enough to demand treating the MSS as separate
groups.

There is no apparent reason to separate 1365 from the other members

of this group as von Soden does.

231t would be well to avoid the first chapter of a book in any
later development or continuation of this method,
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Von
Soden
Classi-

fica-

tion

nb
1nb

nb

this group would be readily identifiable in any chapter.

Century

12
11
11
14
12
13

12

Gregory
Number

22

1210

1192

1005

1365

2372

1278

TABLE 6

GROUP 22

1
9-3

7-3=3
8-3-2
7-3=4
8-0-0
8-0-2
8-0-0

9-0~0

Chapter

10
9-0

8-0-3
8~0-3
7-0-0
9-0-0
9-0-0
9~0-0

6-~1-1

20
11-4
9-4~0
9~4=0
9--3-0
10-0-0
10-0-0
9-0-1

9-1-0
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Total
29-7

24=7-6
25-7-5
23-6-4
27-0-0
27-0-2
26-0~1

24=2-1

Group 22 has three unique readings and a manuscript belonging to

30
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Group yazh

According to ven Soden the I9Y group (Group M2) is an offshoot
of I9 with very few peculiar readings. He identifies 27 manuscripts as I9T
(Group M2) and divides them into three groups.25 The first group has only
two manuscripts--1194 and 10, The second group has 15 manuscripts and the
third group has ten manuscripts. We have a profile of 1194 in the first
group, 6 profiles of the second group, and 5 profiles of the third group.
1194 is a definite M2 manuscript. In the second group, 164 and 1443 both
have some M2 readings, but they also have some Group A readings and are a
strange mixture. 1202 and 1237 and 1386 are all M2 but very weak, These
are all in the second group. In the third group we have five of tPe ten
manuscripts, and this is the real core of the M2 group.

In addition, our studies on other manuscripts found that 569,
which von Soden classified as belonging to the A® group, was, at least in
Luke, a M® manuscript. Manuscripts 1458 and 1415, both classified by von
Soden as K* manuscripts, were, according to the Claremont Profile Method,‘
found to belong to the M2 group. And these should belong to von Soden's
third group, as he lists them in the prolegomena.

Therefore the M? group is represented by the following: 569, 27,
71, 1458, 1415, 1194, 692, 1222, 1237, 1202, 1386 and M. In the table
below, the manuscripts are listed in their approximate agreement with the

core of the group.

24yon Soden's I9Y group is called M® because the uncial M is the
best known manuscript in the Group., The superscription denotes that this
is the first of two groups which are related.

25yon Soden, op. cit., Vol., I, p. 1142,
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20
19-1
19-1-0
19-1-1
19-1-1
19-1-1
16-0-1
15-1~2
15-0-0
14-0~1
12-1-2
6-0~4
6-0~4

9-0-3

33

Total
34-5
33-3-5
32-3-4
33-3-5
32-5-6
30-3-2
29-2-6
29-1-3
24-2-5
24-3-11
17-1-6
19-1~7

23-2-6

TABLE 8
'GROUP M2 IN ALL CHAPTERS
Von
Soden
Classi-
fica- Gregory Chapter
tion Century Number 1 10
7-2 8-2
AC 1161 569 6=-0-4 8-2-1
19T 10 27 6-1~1 7-1-2
I0r 12 71 6-0~1 8-2-3
KX 10 1458 6-2-2 7-2-3
KX 1145 1415 6-1-0 8-2-1
10r 11 1194 7-1-2 7-0-2
1% 12 692 6-0-0 8-1-3
1%r 11 1222 6-1-2 4=1~2
I¢r 9 M 5-2-3 7-0-6
I%r 15 1237 6-1-1 5~0-1
19T 15 1202 6-1~1 7-0-2
19r 12 1386 7-1-1 7-1~2
The manuscripts in Table 9 belong to this group in at least one
chapter, In the table below, each chapter of a manuscript is identified

and the prior classification of the manuscript is given.26

26The prior classifications referred to here and elsewhere in this
paper are obtained from Vomn Soden's volumes and from Kurt Aland's

Kurzgefasste Liste der Griechischen Handschriften des Neuen Testamerits

Band I (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter & Co., 1963).
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TABLE 9

GROUP M2 IN AT LEAST ONE CHAPTER

Von
Soden

Classi~- Gregory

fication Century Number Chapter 1 Chapter 10 Chapter 20
AC 1 127 Ma M2 KX
AC 12 132 M M2 KX
None 10 1220 mixed M2 M2
1K 11 1014 mixed M2 M2
KX 1307 1569 M2 ‘mixed M2
I¥ or 1° 13/14 1342 M2 wild K*
K* 13 830 mixed M2 KX
KX 12 1228 def. mixed M2
1k 1067 1209 KX KX M2

In Volume II von Soden uses for his critical apparatus manuscript
1194 from the first group and 4 manuscripts from the third group and none
from the second group. Von Soden says that the M® group has no value for
the history of the later textual period, that it only illustrates the later
fate of the I9 type. Schubert describes this M2 group as a weaker witness
to the lectionary text. This would agree with von Soden, who called it a
very weak I? offshoot.

The uncial M is a member of this group. As the profile charts reveal,
it is not the best“gember_because it misses several primary readings. The
main characteristic of M is its surplus. It has 11 surplus readings in the

three chapters. But this is to be expected since it is an older manuscript.
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The non-kappa surplus generally agrees with the IL @ group more than with
any other group.27 The T & group is probably one of the earliest forms of
that which produced the Byzantine Text.
The M* group has 34 primary readings and 6 secondary. Of the 34
primary readings, 7 are unique M? readings. Most of the M® readings are
non-kappa readings. In Chapter 1 the readings most often agree with Group

1424, but in Chapter 20, they agree most often with the 1? group.

Group MP

The MP group is a set of manuscripts which was previously undis-
covered, It was formulated because of the research involved in the Clare-
mont Profile Method and as a direct result of the application of the Profile
Method to the manuscripts at our disposal. This group consists of the
manuscripts presented in Table 11. 1466, 2146 and 1204, all manuscripts pre-
viously classified as KX by von Soden, have at least one chapter that shows
an MP tendency.

Being a group which was formed from the current profiles, this group
does not have any unique readings in the three chapters, Its profile shows

that it is closely related to the M2 group, and this is why the term MP is

27Tn an appendix on Codex M, Champlin takes issue with von Soden's
classification of M as an I®T manuscript. He does this, not through a
study of the I%Y group of manuscripts but, because of conclusions drawn from
a comparison between uncials, The differences between the Iota and Kappa
groups of von Soden are small in comparison with the differences between
text-types and families. Thus, Champlin does not have an appreciation of
the small, yet significant differences between these Byzantine groups. This
is seen in his whole thesis that Family E is an entity within .the K+ group.
Russell Champlin, "Family E and Its Allies in Matthew," Studies and Documents
Vol. 8 (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1966), pp. 163-69.
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Von

Soden
Classi-
fica- Gregory
tion Century Number
Ik 11/12 1455
Kr 1314 1630
none 13 2394
none 11 2613
K¥ 12 1315
KX 1123 1195
1k 11 776
KX 13 1563
I0 12 443
KX 11217 159
K* 14 1326
19%a 1322 349

used to describe the group.

TABLE 11

GROUP MP

1
6-0
6-0-~0
5-0~0
4-0~-2
6-0-0
6-0~-1
4=0--1
6~0-0
3-0-4
4=-0-2
4=0-2
6-0~2

4~0-0

Chapter

7-3

7-0-0
7-2-5
6-1-0
7-1-0
7-1-1
6-2~0
4-1-0
5-1-0
4=2-3
4-2-3
4=2-4

4~2-3

8-0-0

7-2-2

8-0-1

7-0-1

7-0-3

8-2-1

6-0-0

7-0-1

7-1-2

7-1-1

7-2~1

7=2-2

Total
21-5
20-0-0
19-4-7
18-1~3
19-2-1
19-2-5
18-2-2
15-2-0
15-1-5
14-4~7
15-3-6
16-5-7

15-4~5

It is most distinctive in Chapter 20, more

because of the readings that are missing than the agreements that it has

against the Textus Receptus with other manuscripts.

Thus, this group is

37

best identified in Chapter 20, One part of the group has reading 4 and then

skips to reading 33. The other part of the group has no reading until 33,

It was this peculiarity in several manuscripts that gave the clue to putting

these manuscripts together.
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There are three readings in Chapters 10 and 20 which show an
intragroup division.%8 Of the 13 manuscripts, 6 read with the Textus

Receptus and 7 read against the Textus Receptus. In two of these cases

the variant from: the Textus Receptus represents the Kappa text.

Manuscripts 443 and 159 have only 2 variations in the 196 test

readings and they agree together'against the Textus Receptus 23 times.

They are significantly related.

Group 1424

Streeter's Family 1424 (von Soden's I9) is one of the most diverse
groups that von Soden formulated. It is really too diverse to prove itself
as a group in terms of the Claremont Profile Method. The I%¢ group has
already been discussed in part, and it was demonstrated that this was not a
group in terms of the Method; However; in the course of our research we
discovered another branch of the I? group whiéh von Soden had nct formulated
into a group. This branch, which we have entitled Mb, is closely related
to von Soden's group I%' (Group M2).

Of the 196 profile readings, 80 have the support of one or more of
the 1% groups. However, 44 of these 80 readings are supported by only one
1? group. Of the remaining 36 readings, five of them are supported by all
four of the I” groups. However, in each case there is wide support for
other groups also. Inv10 cases, 3 of the ¥ groups agree. And in 21 cases,

two of the groups agree. The closest relationship .that can be seen through

28The three readings are Chapter 10, reading numbers 22 and 23, and
Chapter 20, reading 4. The evidence is clearly seen on the profiles for
these two chapters of this group. Reading 75 in Chapter 20 could almost be
added to these other readings.
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this particular study was the fact that the I?Y (M?) group and the new
group, MP read together 8 times in the 21 double readings. Thus the various
combinations indicate some group inter-relationships, but very loose except
between the groups just mentioned. The 1° manuscripts as a total did not
have either the inner consistency which is needed for a group nor the ex-
ternal distinctiveness of a profile in order to qualify as a group under
the Claremont Profile Method. Therefore, each of the sub-groups of-the--..... .
I9 group will be treated separately. The sub-groups also were renamed
according to their leading manuscript.29

In the prolegomena, von Soden lists the I¥2 group as the central
core for the I? group, and under this central core he lists 5 manuscripts. 30
In the preface to the critical apparatus, Volume II, he also lists one other
manuscript for the gospel of John, 1188. Of these 6 manuscripts, we have 4
(517, 349, 1424, 1188) in our files, Manuscript 349 does not belong to this
group in Luke. It has been reclassified and put into the MP group, which
is the new group we found that is related to the M2 group. Manuscripts
517 and 1424 agree 12 times in Luke 1, but 517 is not extant after 6:42 and
therefore could not be used for Chapters 10 and 20, But 1424 in these two
chapters demonstrates a substantially distinctive text from the Textus

Receptus, It varied 44 times in our readings for all chapters. 1188 has

one unique Group 1424 reading in Chapter 1, but is not close to Group 1424

291%a=1424, 19b=7, I9¢ is not a group, and I?*=M2, Throughout this
work we are using the neutral term group rather than the term family, in
order not to pre-judge whether a group is a true family of manuscripts.

30yon Soden, op. ¢it., Vol., I, p. 1109. The five manuscripts listed
by von Soden are 517, 349, 1424, 954 and 1675.

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



41
at all in any other chapter and was not therefore classified as a Group
1424 manuscript, Maauscripts 954 and 1675 are both on Athos and were not
available to us except in von Soden's apparatus. Von Soden's evidence for
these two manuscripts was used in order to make a profile for this group
in Chapters 10 and 20.

Streeter tested his Family 1424 to determine the relationship it

sustained with Famiiy Theta, ‘the Caesargan text, He concluded-that-Family.. ..

1424, when it varies from the Textus Receptus agrees with one or another

member of the Theta family. He therefore calls Family 1424 a "genuine and
important constituent of Family Theta."3l Streeter used the 28 manuscripts
which von Soden listed as the I? group in Volume II of his text. He writes
that von Soden did discover a real group in I? , the Family 1424 group of
manuscripts, though perhaps a few of the less important manuscripts which
he used might not or should not be included, 32 Lake, Blake and New in a
later study on the Caesarean text did not use 1424, They said that Streeter
was probably right, but that Family 1424 was a much less important witness
to the Caesarean text.33

Streeter's Family 1424 was made up from all von Soden's I? groups.
Group 1424 in this paper refers only to what von Soden listed as I3, The
Family 1424 group of Streeter is certainly not a family in terms of close

relations., Some of the manuscripts especially in I®2 (Group 1424) do have

31p, H. Streeter, The Four Gospels (New York: Macmillan & Co.,
1956), p. 578.

321pid., p. 578.

33kirsopp Lake, Robert P, Blake, and Silva New, "The Caesarean Text
of the Gospel of Mark," The Harvard Theological Review, XXI (1928), p. 212,
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Caesarean readings. The I9P (Group 7), I?¢ and I?T (Group M?) manuscripts,
however, are not related well either to each other or to Gfoups 1 and 13 as
Group 1424 is.

The evidence for the 1424 group, according to the Claremont Profile
Method, is not great, due to the scarcity of manuscripts. From the studies
that we have been able to carry out, it appears that it is a firm group in
that it does vary substantially from the Textus Receptus. All of the non~
Kappa readings of Group 1424 are read also by Group 1 and or 13 with only
3 exceptions. The Chapter 20 profile of Group 1424 is very close to a Kappa
profile. There are enough unique readings and there is a sufficiently dis-
tinct profile in Chapters 1 and 10 that no manuscript belonging to Group

1424 could be missed.

Group 7

Group 7 approximates von Soden's 0b group. This group he defines
as being somewhat related to Group 1424 but just a little further away.34
In our initial study on this group, we could not find an inner consistency
for the group, nor could we find a distinctive profile, The profile of all
the 1P manuscripts‘classified.by von Soden, which we used, was extremely
close to the KX profile and not easily distinguishable, However, within
the I%b group there are a series of manuscripts headed by 7 which von Soden
lists as being closely related within the b group. 7 and 267 are two of
these manuscripts and are extremely close. 1557, 1181 and 2144 are also

listed by von Soden, but they are not close in this case. There were four

34yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1110,
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other manuscripts listed by von Soden which were not available to us. It
was found during our research that 1654, a manuscript classified by von
Soden as I?, was very close to 7 and 267 in Luke. Von Soden had classified
1654 with 1542 as 12 manuscripts and as brothers., They are not so in Luke,
In addition, manuscript 1685, an I% but not in this particular group iden~-
tified by von Soden, was also found to be fairly closely related to 267 and
1654, These four manuscripts (7, 267, 1654 and 1685) constitute our Group 7.

Schubert's study connected the I%2 (Group 1424) and I®P (Group 7)
groups very closely to the lectionary text of Mark. I®C and I?Y (Group M3)
groups were less closely connected.3®> 1In 2 test with 16 I®abr manuscripts
in Chapter 4 of Luke, there were 21 major lectionary text readings.36
Between 13 and 16 of the manuscripts agreed in 8 of the 21 readings. These
8 readings are also read by most Ki, Kl, K¥ and K¥ manuscripts and are
therefore Kappa or Byzantine readings. Manuscripts‘7, 267, 1654 and 1685
(Group 7) agreed together 8 other times. Manuscripts 517 and 1424 (Group
1424) agreed together 5 times, and 27, 71, 2394 and 2613 (Group MaP) agreed
together three times. Below is a chart of agreements of the various manu-
scripts with the 21 major lectionary text readings in Luke 4,

Seven times in major lectionary readings in Chapter 20, 7, 267 and
1654 agree alone or with only one of the 16 I?aDPY manuscripts. 1685 agrees

once with this combination. There is clear evidence here that the manuscripts

35panl Schubert, "The Text of the Markan Week-day Lections and von
Soden's I? Text," Studies in the Lectionary Text, ed. by E, C. Colwell and
D. W. Riddle, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1933), p. 56.

36See note on the determination of the Major Lectionary Text (in
section on K¥),
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TABLE 14

AGREEMENTS IN MAJOR LECTIONARY READINGS IN LUKE 4

M 115 349 9 179 185 27 71

8 8 8 9 9 9 11 11
2394 2613 517 1424 1685 1654 7 267
11 11 13 13 13 15 16 16

in Group 7 are very closely related to the Major Lectionary Text. The
Group 1424 manuscripts also show a major relationship to the text but not
quite as close as the group headed by manuscript 7. The other I9b manu-
scripts do not show up as being related to the major lectiomary text, and
so this group of manuscripts headed by 7 has been set off as a group.

Von Soden lists 48 I%P manuscripts. He used 12 of them in Volume
II. We have 15 that were profiled. Three of them (7, 267 and 1685) belong
to this new group, Group 7. One of them, manuscript 2191, belongs to the
K¥ group and manuscript 182 belongs to the 112 group. The remaining ten
b manuscripts do not show any substantial difference in any chapter from
the KX group except in the amount of miscellaneous surplus. Surplus is
especially heavy in Chapter 1. And much of the surplus agrees with Group
1424 or Group mab,

In Group 7, 3 of the 4 manuscripts are former I9b manuscripts, but
since the I manuscripts do not appear to be related, Group 7 can not be
represented truly as the 1¢b group. Manuscript 1685 belongs to Group 7 but
is not in the central core of the group. In the profiles of the three chap-
ters, Chapter 20 is the best and should be used as decisive in determining

whether a manuscript belongs to this group. Most manuscripts and groups are
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classifiable by means of any one chapter, but this is not true for Group 7.
Chapter 20 is best because there is one unique Group 7 reading and five
non-kappa readings. This is important because the group is so close to
most Kappa manuscripts. The non-kappa readings in Chapter 20 have mno

particular affinity for any one group.

Group 121637
Von Soden lists 12 manuscripts as the strong branch of IB.  The

best witnesses to IR are 1216, 348, 1279, 477 (Lk. & Jn.), 2174, 829, 1579
and 16; then follows 152, 1243; 184, 513 and 477 (Mt. & Mk.).38 A list of
17 manuscripts which belong to a weak 1B branch comes after this.3? This
weak branch contributes one manuscript (1588) to his critical apparatus, and
it is in the I8P grbup in Volume II.

| The basis for making 182 and 18P is not evident in von Soden, and
the separation into two groups does not hold up when examined by the Clare-
mont Profile Method. 18P is not the weak branch he speaks about in Volume
I. We have profiles fﬁr 4 (120, 232, 880 and 217)of the 17 manuscripts ia
the weak branch. Manuscripts 232, 120 and 880 have a very remote hint of
1% but they are better classified as K* manuscripts. 217 is a very weak
IB and similar to 16, This IP group was studied in part by E. C. Colwell,
who confirmed the following manuscripts as supporters of the 1% text in

Mark: 1216, 16, 1243, 11, 120, 1815 and 330.40

37This is the set of manuscripts von Soden called 18 . It is labeled
Group 1216 because 1216 is the best manuscript which can represent the group.

38von Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1152.
3%on Soden, ‘op. ¢it., Vol. I, p. 1152.

40g, c, Colwell, The Four Gospels of Karahissar, Vol, 1 (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1936), p. 177.

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



48

TABLE 16
GROUP 1216
Von

Soden

Classi-

fica- Gregory Chapter

tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total

13-1 12~ 13- 38-1

18b 11 1216 13-1-2 12~0 13-0 38-1-2
1P 13 184 13-1-2 © 11~0 12-0 36-1-2
1Ba 1022 348 13-1-3 10-1 13-0 36-1-4
i 12 829 13-1-2 12-2 11-0 36~1-4
Pa 11 1279 13-1-0 10-0 11~0 34~1~0
® 11 1243 12-0-1 12-0 13-0 37-0-1
18b 11 1579 11~0-2 12-0 13-1 36~0-3
18 13 152 12-0-1 12-1 10-3 34~0-5
18 14 2174 4~0-0 7-3 12-2 23~0-5
Ba 13 477 3-0-0 7-4 11-1 21~0-5
18P 14 16 5-0-3 6-3 7-1 18-0-7

Group 1216 has 6 unique readings with 2 in each chapter. In Chap-
ter 1 there were three readings where manuscripts 1279, 1216, 184, 348,
and 829 agreed together, Of these three readings, two were dropped because
they were not read by two-thirds of the total group. But these five manu-
scripts do belong together.

The Table above also illustrates how a manuscript can remain in a
group but lose group characteristics. The three manuscripts 2174, 477 and

16 have the Textus Receptus reading against the rest of the group 7 times

in the three chapters.
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Group 1216 has only 39 of the 196 readings or approximately 20 per-
cent. The weaker members of the group have only a 10 percent variation.
The members of the core of this group can be readily identified in any
chapter. A member on the periphery would need the consensus of all the
chapters. The weak members that we have are all better witnesses to the

group in Chapter 20,

Group A 41

Von Soden classifies 26 manuscripts as belonging to the I¥ group.
Of these 26 we have profiles of A, 161, 262, 1187, 164, 1198, 166, 1573,
211, 376, 545 and 1205, To these 12 manuscripts we have added 174, 230 and
168 because they exhibit an I¥ (Group A ) profile. Von Soden describes
the IY group as having the weakest infusion of Iota influence of any Iota
group. He describes it as 9 percent Kappa and 1 percent Tota, 42

According to the profiles, Manuscripts 545 and 376 do not fit in
Group /. They are both basically Kappa manuscripts with small variations.
Manuscript 168 was profiled; its text is close to Group 1424 in Chapter 1,
and it has a profile in Chapter 10 similar to Group A, This is a thirteenth
century commentary and was very difficult to read. Manuscript 1198 is on
the border of the group and has only one reading to justify its relation to
the group. The remaining manuscripts were grouped as shown in Table 18.

This group has only one unique reading and as von Soden intimated,

it is very close to the Kappa text. Manuscripts 174 and 230 fit very well

4lyon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, pp. 1170f. Group A is the same as
von Soden's IT, ‘

42yon Soden, op. cit., Vol, I, p. 1171, The terms 9 percent and 1
percent are used by von Soden, He probably means 90 percent and 10 percent.

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



into this group.

51

A, 262 and 1187 agree together twice in their surplus.

The surplus of the other manuscripts show no affinity for any other group.

Chapter 20 is the best chapter for identifying a Group A manuscript be-

cause it has one unique reading, and it has the best distinguishing profile

of the three chapters.

Von

Soden

Classi-

fica- G
tion Century N
It 9

Ir 10

Ir 10

It 11

1wb 1053

I* 13

IT 12/13

Itec 1013

Ir 13

Ir 12

1¢/IY 1039

*161 has a lacuna

TABLE 18
Group A
regory Chapter

umber 1 10 20
4-0 8-0 11-0
4-3 7-4 11-0
161 4-1 , 8-2 A
262 3-1 8-1 11-0
1187 42 7-3 11-1
174 3-2 8-2 11-0
1205 3-2 7-1 11-0
1573 3-6 8-0 9-1
230 4;0 8-1 8-2
166 def, 8-0 11-1
211 def. 7-1 11-0
164 3-5 4-1 10-1

which involves 5 readings in Chapter 20,
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Kf Group

Von Soden classified manuscripts on the basis of their apparatus,
the form of the pouxoiig and text, For the determination of the K' text,
he used the three codices 1, m, and n of Scrivener's collations.%3 By
checking places where all three agreed, he ascertained the K* text. New
manuscripts were added by checking agreement with the 1, m, n (K¥) text. 44
The pouxaiirg of the KT group is the up-7 form.

The most striking element of this group is its apparatus. In many
earlier gospel manuscripts the lections were marked on the edge or in the
text, K¥ has these marks (apxn--rskoé) generally in red ink in the text
by the hand of the original scribe. The incipits for a lection are generally
in red ink, sometimes on the edge and sometimes in the text itself., The K¥
edition had the peculiar purpose of arranging the gospels for lectionary use
without setting the lections out of thelr continuous text.

Two brief explanatory paragraphs are at the beginning of most K¥
manuscripts., These paragraphs explain the signs, and allow one to find the
correct material for a particular ecclesiastical date. The lectionary lists
follow in paragraphs. There is sometimes a second list for the menologion.45
The marginal apparatus of these manuscripts have numbers which designate
particular lections. Matthew has 116, Mark 71, Luke 114, and John 67. This
material replaces the Eusebian canons and Ammonian sections for almost all

KY manuscripts.

431 = Gregory 479, m = Gregory 201, and n = Gregory 480.
b4yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 780.

451b1d,, pp. 758f.

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



54

On the basis of these three elements, von Soden classified 196 of
the manuscripts he sampled as K* manuscripts. He places these into eight
groups according to the completeness of their apparatus.46

Von Soden dates the origin of the KT edition in the first part of
the twelfth century. There are three K' manuscripts which had been dated
in the eleventh century, but at least one of them cannot be eleventh cen—
tury, according to von Soden, and another is properly dated eleventh or
twelfth century. Von Soden doubts that an official edition, as K* appar-
ently is, would begin with so few manuscripts. Therefore he lists 19 K¥
manuscripts for the twelfth century, 30 manuscripts for the thirteenth
(this is 1/10 of the total extant Gospel manuscripﬁs of the thirteenth
century), 82 manuscripts for the fourteenth (this is 1/3 of the extant
Gospel manuscripts of the fourteenth century), 51 manuscripts for the fif-
teenth century (this is 1/2 of the total extant Gospel manuscripts for that
century), and 14 manuscripts from the sixteenth and later centuries. The
growth in percentage of the extant manuscripts indicates how well the new
edition was received, and that the K' edition became the dominant text in
the later medieval period.

The K*¥ edition does not appear to have penetrated the West. When
von Soden wrote his prolegomena, there were few K¥ manuscripts in the West.
There were some in England, but they were cullected from the East. He lists
11 K' manuscripts in the West whose place of origin is uncertain., Most KF
manuscripts are either at or originated from Athos or Constantinople. Of

the 196 examined by von Soden, 7 were from Jerusalem, 7 from Sinai, 8 from

461pid,, p. 762.
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Athens, 3 from Patmos, and 2 from Chalki. The rest are distributéd around

the diocese of Constantinople., So von Soden speculates that K' was edited
in Constantinople early in the twelfth century and spread from‘there.47
David 0. Voss checked von Soden's work on K*¥ by using a list of

68 readings which von Soden defines as K¥ differences from K¥, The table

below shows the ﬁercentage of agreement between these 68 readings and the

various manuscripts.

TABLE 20
2396 2322 479 201 480 241 246 252 66 685

927% 95% 917% 94% 947 827 85% 827% 78% 98748

To confirm the results Voss selected 22 variants in the Isaac
Gospels (Greg. 2396) which had very little minuscule support. When the
other nine manuscripts were checked against these 22 readings, ". . . all
but two manuécripts had at least 20 of the 22 variants, Among the non-K¥
manuscripts, only two or three had more than four of the 22 variants,"49
These readings for the gospels are unique K' readings, i.e., readings found
in the K¥ group and no other group. Voss found one unique reading in Mark
11 from the 100 manuscripts which Lake collated and published for this
chapter.

"

Lake's conclusion concerning Kf was, ". . . we cannot at present

distinguish anything which can be identified with von Soden's K*, nor do

471bid., pp. 763f.

48pavid 0. Voss, "Is von Soden's K a distinct type of Text?"
Journal of Biblical Literature, LVII (1938), p. 313.

491pid., p. 314.
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we feel any confidence in his Kl text as a really distinct text."0 1In a
later article on the ecclesiastical text, Lake recognized both kL and Kr,
but he says that Kl evolved into KX and then into KT by a process of
selection based on orthographic preferences and lectionary use.”l However,
the six readings unique to K* manuscripts in Luke are not due to orthographic
preferences, Of these six unique readings, fhree are substitutions, two are
omissions and one is a transposition.

In a check-list of the majority lectionary texts,52 no unique Lukan
KX readings have the lectionary text. In Chapter 10 of Luke, the lectionary
text contains four of the Chapter 10 test readings. Only one of these four
corresponds with one of the five KY readings of Chapter 10 in the profile
method. In Chapter 20 the lectionary text has 14 of our profile readings.
Only five of these correspond with five of nine KT readings in Chapter 20.
But those readings which do correspond also agree with K* and other groups
and are not therefore significant, A later study has shown that the lec-
tionary téxt agrees very highly with Gfoup 7. Therefore, although K* has

all the lectionary equipment, it does net reflect the lectionary text.

50Kirsopp Lake, Robert P, Blake and Silva New, "The Caesarean Text
of the Gospel of Mark," The Harvard Theological Review, XXI (1928), p. 341.

S1Kirsopp Lake, "The Byzantine Text of the Gospels," La Grange
Memorial (Paris: J. Gabalda et Cie, 1940), pp. 251-258,

52The majority Lectionary Text used here and in the discussion of
the Group 7 was determined by the majority agreement of 10 selected lection-
aries., This work was done for the I.G.N.T.P. by Dr. E. C. Colwell and Irving
Alan Sparks. The text is so closely knit that it will be represented in the
Apparatus Criticus by a giglum "Lect." This is another point where our re~
search is deeply in debt to the raw material in the files of the I.G.N.T.P.
and to those who accumulated this material., An account of the Major Lec~
tionary Text is given in the article, "The International Greek New Testament
Project: A Status Report,” by E. C. Colwell with I. A. Sparks, Frederik
Wisse and Paul R. McReynolds, Journal of Biblical Literature (1968), pp.
188-191. '
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The Claremont Profile Method was applied to 45 manuscripts of the
196 which von Soden classified as KY¥., 41 were confirmed as K* for Luke;

1 was reclassified as KX, and 1 as Mb, and two were not at this time able
to be classified, but they were definitely not KT manuscripts. Of the

550 profiles of manuscripts, 61 show a K' text. Of these, 41 were identi-.
fied as such by von Soden; 9 were identified by von Soden as belonging

to the KX group; and 11 were not previously classified,

K*¥ has three primary readings in Chapter 1. Number 34 is held in
common with all groups except group 13. Number 37 is held in common with
five other groups but no other Kappa groups. Number 43 is held in common
only with groups 1, 22 and 1216. The average surplus is less than 1, and
24 manuscripts have no surplus. Number 43 is a crucial reading for this
chapter.

K*¥ has five primary readings in Chapter 10. Number 11 is held in
common only with Group 1. Numbers 23, 57 and 60 are held in common with
several groups, including k! and KX. Number 63 is held in common only
with groups 13, 1216 and T ab,  The average surplus for Chapter 10 is less
than .5. Only 11 manuscripts of the 51 K' manuscripts have any surplus.
Reading 11 is crucial for identification in this chapter, and to a lesser
extent, reading number 63,

K* has nine primary readings in Chapter 20, Of these readings, 7
are shared with K! and KX. The other two readings are unique to the KT
group and are not read by any other group. Number 52 is the more crucial
of the two readings although almost every K' manuscript reads beth num-
bers 30 and 52. Number 30 is read by a few manuscripts outside the KF

group, but so far no manuscript outside the K* group reads number 52.
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Number 30 is the omission of a pronoun and therefore more liable to scribal
error than the four word transposition which is the variant of number 52.
The average surplus for Chapter 20 is .5.

It is of interest to note that of the 17 K' group readings, 1l are

shared with other Kappa groups, 2 are unique, 1 is shared only with group 1,
and 3 have the support of various groups with Group 1216 represented in
every case. In reference to the questioﬁ.concerning where KT derived its
readings, we must say that they generally reflect the broad Kappa text-

type. In our 196 test readings, K* agreed with the Textus Receptus in 179

readings. In 11 other readings, the K¥ readings agreed with most Kappa
groups. This leaves only 6 readings from 3 chapters where the K¥ text
varies significantly from the Kappa text-~type, .and two of these are unique
to K¥. The 4 remaining readings as discussed above show no special af-
finity to any group.

When the surplus of all K? manuscripts was put on a profile sheet,
two small sub~groups of K¥ appeared. Manuscripts 47, 56 and 58, in addition
to the regular K' readings in Chapter 1, read numbers 6 and 36. In Chapter
10, they read 4, 21 and 62, and two manuscripts miss one primary reading,
number 63. In Chapter 20 they read 1, 11, 43 and 44, and miss primary
readings 55 and 65.v These are all fiftgenth century manuscripts and are
related according to Gregory.53 Gregory says that they ére.all daughters
of 54, All the readings in Manuscript 54 which are not K¥ readings (with

one exception) are read by one of the group.

53Caspar Renée Gregory,Textkritik des Neuen Testaments, (Vol. I
Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs, 1900), pp. 139-142,
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Manuscripts 47, 56 and 58 have distinctive K¥ readings and the
general profile of a KF but 54 does not. If 54 is a predecessor of 47, 56
and 58, whoever copied them from 54 changed several readings to a K¥ text.
The other sub-group consists of five manuscripts, numbers 825, 1236, 1323,
1476 and 2496, 1In Chapter 1, these five all add readings 9 and 36 with no
surplus. In Chapter 10 and 20 the agreements are not as unanimous, but the
inter-relationships are in evidence,
The time spread on the K' manuscripts profiled follows:
Century
11th 12th 13th 14th 15th 16th
2 8 9 30 7 3
The K¥ group originated as a recension early in the twelfth century.
It has a text very similar to K¥, yet distinguishable. Its unique lec-
tionary apparatus was added to the recension, but the text itself was not
significantly affected by the Majority Lectionary Text. The text gained

prominence and pre-eminence by the late fourteenth century.

Group Hab54
The monumental nature of von Soden's work is especially seen in
the construction of this group, He cites about 111 manuscripts which he

uses to construct the K2 group.55 Of these 111, 44 have been profiled.

54The term 72 is equivglent to von Soden's K% in Volume I and
1kac in Volume II. The term ©° is equivalent :o0 von Soden's nuance of
K2 in Volume I and 1D in Volume II. The Lakes refer to the total group
as Family 1. '

53Von Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, pp. 850f.
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The K? text in 40 of these 44 has been confirmed for Luke.56 Von Soden's
discussion of these manuscripts led him to.break them into four grdﬁps.'
The figst group of 39 manuscripts he describes as the core of the K2 group;
this is the equivalent of Ika in Volume II. The second group is composed
of nine manuscripts which vary from gospel to gospel between K2 and K*.
Our profiles revealed that of all the groups, the K2 and KX groups were
the most likely to interchange text within Luke. The third group contained
29 manuscripts which are described as a nuance of K2; this is the equiv-
alent of IXP in Volume II. The fourth group is made up of 34 manuscripts
which is described as K2, weakened by the influence of K*; this is approxi-
mately equivalent to Ikc in Volume II. This last group is not valuable
for determining Ehg K2 group; they are only witnesses for the spread and
appearance of the text.s7 |

The existence of the K2 group was confirmed by Kirsopp Lake in his
study of Mark 11 in the manuscripts at Sinai, Patmos and Jerusalem.58 . Silva
Lake constructed the K2 text for Mark. She says concerning von Soden,
", . . his views have been substantially confirmed by the present investi-

gation, except that,"59 and she goes on to make the following three excep-

tions. First, Codex Alexandrinus is not a member of family m. It is

56The manuscripts classified by von Soden as I¥ and unconfirmed in
Luke are 38, 796, 1004 and 1009,

57Yon Soden, op: cit., Vol. I, p. 856.

58kirsopp Lake, "The Ecclesiastical Text," Harvard Theological
Review, Vol. XXI (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1928), p. 342,

93i1va Lake, "Family Pi and the Codex Aiexandrinus," Studies and
Documents, Vol. V (London: Christophers, 1936), p. 5.
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derived from an ancestor of this family. Second, more accurate collations

have changed some readings. Third, the relations between manuscripts can

be made more precise.

Jacob Geerlings in his work on Family Pi in Luke contributes a few

more manuscripts to the family and rearranges the stemma only slightly.60

Below is Silva Lake's stemma for Mark.61

I

114—————-a\\\\

1079 1219

1500

b

AT
489 1346

Cc
k=" | 265

A £
116349\\2380 /// \\\\\

1478 1318

/e
72
7 s

652

-

1200 1546
The Claremont Profile Method generally confirms von Soden's con-
clusions. It established three groups of Pi, Our I 2 corresponds to von

Soden's IX8 and IX® or the core of K2, This is a group with 10 unique

readings and a total of 43 readings against the Textus Receptus.

Tanm

603acob Geerlings, "Family Pi in Luke," 'Studies and Documents,
Vol., 22 (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1962).

6lsilva Lake, Op. Cit., P« 29.
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Von
Soden
Classi-

fica~-

tion

none

none

none

none
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Century

1316
11

12

10
11/12
13

12637

12
10
11
12/13
10/11
13

13

12

11
13

11

Gregory
Number

489
1219
265
1079
2411
2404

1546

280
2324

114
1561
1346
2405
2400
270

389

992

1313

TABLE 22

GROUP T2

7-1-1

6%0~3
6-2-0
7-1-0
8-1-1
8-2-2
6-0-4
5-2-2
4~0-8
6-0-2
4-0-1
4%0-3
5-0-3

5-2-1

Chapter
10

14~0
13-0
14-0
14=0
13-0
14-0
13-1
13-0
12-3
11-0
12-0

9-3

9-3

9-3
10-0
10-1
9%-4
12-2
10-2

82

11-1

20
19-0
19-0

19-0

19-0

19-0
19-0
19-3
19-0
17-4
18-2
16~0
18~0
17-0
18-0
17-0
16~2
14~4
13-1
14~3
15-4

11-1

65

Iotal
41-2
40-2-1
41-1-2
41-1-1"
40-2-1
40-1~0
39-1-8
39-1-1
35-0-10
35-2-2
35-1-0
35-1-4
34=2-5
33-0-7
32-2-2
30-0-11
29-0-10
29-0-4
28-0-8
28-0-9

27-2-3
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TABLE 22 Continued

Von

Soden
Classi~
fica~ . Gregory Chapter
tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total
ka 5 . A 7-2-3 7-4 11-5 25-2-12
ik 10 1816 6-0~1 7-0 12-1 25-0-2
KX 10 175 5=~1~3 6-1 8-2 19-1-6

none 12 2615 3~0-2 3-0 10-0 16-0-2

*means there is a lacuna in the text.

Oour IP corresponds to von Soden's 1kb or the nuance of K&. The
it group is differentiated from the y2 group because it loses the 10
unique readings for the 12 group and adds four readings, two of which
belong to the Kappa text. The IIb group agrees with the N2 group in 22
readings; 4 of these readings are read only by these two II groups. So
Tb 4g definitely a branch of the 2 group yet quite distinguishable in a

number of readings.

TABLE 23
GROUP T P
Von

Soden

Classi-

fica=- Gregory Chapter

tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total

4-1 7-4 10~0 21-5

K 12 1319 4=1-1 6-3-1 10~4 20-4-6
1k 13 6 3-0-1 7-b=t 10-3 20-4-8
kP 13 726 fm1-2 6-2-1 10-3 20-3-6
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TABLE 23 Continued

Von

~ Soden
Classi~-
fica=- Gregory
tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total
ikb. 12 1200 4=0=2 6~2-2 9-3 19-2-7
19c 10 1223 3=1-2 6~1-3 10-5 19-2-10
x 13 1113 3%1-2 6~2-1 9-14 18-3-7
1k 11/12 1478 3-1-2 522 8-4 16-3-8

none 11 2321 2-0-3 5~-2-2 7-5 14-2-10

*means there is a lacuna in the text,

As von Soden noted there are also manuscripts which change from a

group to K¥ and vice versa., This was noted in several manuscripts.

TABLE 24

nab MIXED WITH KX

Von

Soden
Classi-
fica=- Gregory
tion Century Number Chapter 1 Chapter 10 Chapter 20
TkC 1140 229 na KX R¥
ik 1360 904 na na KX
¥ 12 178 na ma KX
Ik 11 1314 Ta ? KX
18 13 544 na KX KX
AC 10 1392 k KX na
K¥ 11 158 KX KX na
AL 14 182 Kt na , na
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TABLE 24 Continued

Von

Soden
Classi-
fica- Gregory
tion Century Number Chapter 1 Chapter 10 ‘Chapter 20
Ac 11 391 12 'Ha KX
AC 12 989 12 2 KX
K 10 652 12 KX KX
KX 11 145 1@ 18 odd
Ik 14 1354 2 KX ne
k¢ 1205 482 KX 2 72
KX 12 1318 P KX KX
none 10 Duke 38  nP mixed K®
I' 12 440 kX nb P
xak 11 944 KX P 1P
10¢ 11 1207 KX nb P
none 1128 1273 mixed nb mixed
K¥ 12/13 1310 KX nb P
KX 11 1324 mixed b P
K* 11 1340 KX nb KX
none 13007 1403 K* mb KX
none 13 2341 e nb b
none 13 2614 RX b KX
X 15 1233 KX b KX
gak 12 11 nb K¥ KX
ik 1342 1605 KX mb KX
Ik 11 1510 mixed KX b
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TABLE 24 Continued

Von
Soden
Classi~
fica~ Gregory
tion Century Number Chapter 1 Chapter 10 Chapter 20
1K 12 1007 mixed P 1P
ke .13 473 KX nP 1P
ik 12/14 116 M@ i Ma

Von Soden also noted that many K® manuscripts were weakened
towards the K*¥ text, and the Claremont Profile Method found many manu-
scripts with a basically K* text which had a few [ group readings.62

This was true for many of the manuscripts listed in the table above.

Four manuscripts showed a change between the two I groups.

kK 9° Y Chap. 1~T12 10- b 20-KX
K 14 393 ma mb def.
I’ 12 1355 nb nb na
1k 12 537 na mb KX

In the 1P grop three manuscripts (1478, 1200 and 1318) were
listed in the stemma constructed by Lake. They are under the "f'" branch
along with 1546 which is a 112 manuscript in Luke. Geerlings' stemma of
Luke includes only one 1P manuscript (1478). Thus the distinctiveness
of the TP group is apparently lost in the numerous branches of these

trees,

625ee Appendix 4. This is a list of all manuscripts profiled and
their classification. Look especially at manuscripts 79, 1439 and
1447,
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Group 63

Von Soden groups 53 k! (Group Q) manuscripts according to their
form of the uonquLs.64 Of the 53, 18 were available to us. The K1
(Group ) Group is the oldest form of the Kappa text according to von
Soden. He determined the t text bf the agreements of 8 manuscripts
(, Vv, 461, 399, S, 655 and 476).

Von Soden constructed his text through a comparison of the three
great recensions (Hesychian, Jerusalem and Koine). The Jerusalem (I)
text has come to be more closely associated with Caesarea. Most of the
Iota groups developed by being influenced by the Koine text, which cor-
rupted the Iota text, I? is the least corrupted group. IT is the most
corrupted group, Von Soden believed thét the Lucianic recension was the
origin of the Koine text, and that k! was its earliest form. This k!
corrupted the Iota text. The k! form spread and developed the K¥ text,
The K¥ form was a late church recension.

It is more probable that Group I is the most direct descendant of
the Lucianic recension and not k! as von Soden wrote. Codex A is related
to Group I ,65 therefore that type of text was in existence in the fifth

century. The earliest evidence of k! is from the eighth century. Kirsopp

Lake turns around von Soden's picture of the origin of the Kappa text.

63This group has been designated Group { because Codex Q is its
most prominent member. Von Soden refers to this group as K&,

64yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, pp. 718-19.

65The exact relationship is still a matter for debate despite
Silva Lake's conclusions in "Family Pi and Codex Alexandrinus,"
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None of the other mixed texts of von Soden's I group is really
dissimilar in type from fam., Pi, though some have a stronger
Caesarean element than others, 'Caesarean-Alexandrian' is a
formula which covers all of them, the difference being in the
evolution which produced the text generally called the 'Byzan-
tine text,' as it existed in the ninth and following centuries.
Von Soden really stood the pyramid on its_head; none of these
"mixed' families are texts corrupted by K- or KX, but are
readings which in the end produced X~ and K¥, K~ and K* each
show a certain amount of individual variation, by which they
can be identified, --but it is surprisingly little —

It is this "surprisingly little variation" with which we are pre-
sently concerned, The Lakes contend that K' evolved into K* and then into
KX by the process of orthographic selection and influence of the lectionary
text., K* has already discussed at this point in the section on KY, The

differences between KX and K!

in the readings of the three chapters in Luke
are in part due to orthographic style. Despite the small differences be-
tween K! and KX, the Claremont Profile Method can distinguish them in the
three chapters.

The Lakes speculate that k! was produced as a text during the
renalssance of calligraphy during the height of the fame of the Monastery
of Stoudion in the ninth and tenth centuries.®’ The earliest dated minus-
cule is 461 (A.D. 835), and it has a gl text, and it was probably produced
by a scribe from Stoudion. But this would not account for the eighth cen-
tury uncial Omega, nor the two other uncials which contain a k! (Group R )
text., It may be that the Monastery at Stoudion was responsible for the

spreading of this text-type, but it existed before Stoudion came to its

peak of renown for calligraphy.

66Kirsopp Lake, Memorial, p. 256.

671bid., p. 255.
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In the latest study of these Kappa groups, Champlin comstructs the
text of Family £.58 He uses S, U, V, R, 44 and 65 as representatives of
the Kl text. Champlin concludes that Kl is a distinct division of the
Kappa text. Champlin hesitates to use the term family in referencer to kL
and generally refers to it as a stratum in the Kappa text.69 The inclu-
sion of U and 422 as representatives of this stratum is a mistake. Manu-
script U in Luke has the kt (Group ) readings; however, it also has 10
surplus readings which generally agree either with other Kappa groups or
with Group 1. Manuscript 422 does not have a Group © profile in Luke.
It has only one reading that gives a hint of its being Kl, and that reading
is shared with 7 other éroups. Champlin's statistics of agreement are
interesting, but when one deals with differences in the Byzantine text, it
is disagreements that need to be emphasized. U and 422 disagree with S,
V and 9. The blindness of Champlin's method is overcome when one can see
in the Claremont Profile Method that the disagreements U has with kt
(Group &) have relationships with other groups.

As a result of this study, the Group Omega text in Luke split into
three small divisions. The first division contains manuscripts 2177, S,
399, @, 1691 and 408. All of these are listed in von Sodem together as
manuscripts having the mu-2 form of the u0txahté . A second division con-
tains 8 manuscripts (461, 1470, 1077, 123, 1556, 151, 2142 and 2176).

This division corresponds in part to the manuscripts von Soden lists which

68Champlin, op. cit., pp. 19-54.

69Ibid., p. 9. Champlin includes in this k! Stratum the Kik group
of von Soden., This group contains manuscripts 98, 219 and 422.
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have no MOLXOALS ., A third division contains 17 manuscripts (see Table 26).
All three divisions have a similar profile in Chapter 1. In Chapter 10,
the first division generally misses the Group { readings 3 and 23 and
then has reading 9 in Chapter 20, No other Group { manuscripts have this
reading., 1In the second division the manuscripts skip reading 23 in Chap-
ter 10 and reading 57 in Chapter 20 but have reading 65 in Chapter 20.
The third division is the opposite of division two in that it reads 23 in
Chapter 10 and 57 in Chapter 20 and skips 65. The third division does not
have a distinguishable profile from K¥* in Chapter 20, and only one manu-
script in this division was classified by voﬁ Soden as Kt (Group ).

Group 2 has all the KX readings except 60 in Chapter 10. Approxi-
mately 15 percent of Group  manuscripts will read 60, but they will almost
always have 22 in Chapter 1 and generally 8 and or 52 in Chapter 1, 3 in

Chapter 10 and 65 in Chapter 20,

Group K*
The three main Kappa divisions of von Soden are Kl, KY and K¥.
KX refers to the uniform mass which lies between K! and KF. The differ~
ences within the K* manuscripts are not as great as the differences be-

1 or K¥, Von Soden leaves the door open to new groups within

tween K¥ and K
K¥ when he says,
Da diese zwischen K! and K¥ liegende GrBsse bei erneuter
Durcharbeitung des Materials also vielleicht noch aufgelost
werden kann, bezeichne ich sie mit KX,70
The KX codices are arranged by von Soden according to their form

of the pouxoAiiLs. There are 14 groups with approximately 440 manuscripts.

70von Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 713.
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The five largest groups are the codices without the yoiyaAig (51),
codices with the mu=~5 form (103); codices with the mu-6 form (78+),
codices with the mu-7 form (53) and codices where the context of the
poLxeAts is not extant (41).71

Von Soden fixed the K* text by the agreement of 14 manuscripts
(047, 478, 506, 475, 657, 89, 247, 59, 477, 258, 504, 672, 202 and 705).
Of these 14, lOlwere available to us. Manuscripts 478, 89, 202, 504 and
672 have a KX text according to their profiles. Manuscripts 047 and 59
are basically K* with some surplus. Manuscfipt 657 belongs to the JI
Group in Chapter 10, Manuscript 477 belongs to the periphery of Group
1216 in Luke. Manuscript 475 has a very wild text. The last three manu-
scripts (657, 477 and 475) have most of the K*¥ readings in the three chap-
ters but some surplus which puts them in other groups. Some of the manu-
scripts identified by von Soden as K* have been falsely identified as such
because he used charécteristic variations as a short-cut to complete chap-
ter collations in some cases.’?

The K¥* group remained relatively pure despite its range in geogra-
phy and time. This is in comparison with the H text,/3

The K¥ growis an offshoot from the ¥kl tradition. There is only
one reading (60 in Chapter 10) which K¥ has and the majority of Kl does
not have., This reading is an ofthographic change. The readings dropped

by Kl as it cﬁanged to KX are .of this same type with one exception. These

71l1bid., pp. 735-55.
721pid., p. 775.

731bid., p. 778.
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include a change in a verb twice and a change in the spelling of a proper
name. The one exception is in Chapter 1 reading 52 which is the omission
of the words tng ztuns . It is of interest to note here that the only
other group which has this reading is the predecessor of Kl; i.e., Group j.

Because the K¥ group came out of the k1 group, these groups are
difficult to distinguish at times., The follcwing are suggestions for
making the differentiation, These suggestions are based on the statis-
tics gathered from 50 K¥ manuscripts and 32 Kl manuscripts. In Chapter
1akl manuscript almost always reads 6-22-34 and generally also reads
8 and or 52. In Chapter 1 a KX manuscript almost always reads 6 and 34.
Readings 9 and 36 are also read by about 30 percent of the KX manuscripts.
A KX manuscript will also have from 1 to 3 surplus readings in Chapter 1.
In Chapter 10 a kL manuscript alﬁost always reads 15~18-57 and generally
also reads 3-23-44. In Chapter 10 a K* manuscript almost always reads
15-18-23-57 and generally also reads 44 and 60 with an average surplus of
one reading. In Chapter 20 K¥* and Kt manuscripts will almost always read
4-13-19-35-54~55~62 and generally also read 50 and 57. The distinctions
in this Chapter are discussed in the section on kKL, In opposition to KX,
a kL manuscript will have all the K¥ readings except 60 in Chapter 10;
but it will almost always have reading 22 and generally 8 and or 52 in
Chapter 1; reading 3 in Chapter 10 and reading 65 in Chapter 20.

The manuscripts designated K¥ do have a common core of readings.
Their profile is distinctive from all others if applied carefully. So the
KX manuscripts do form a group. Thelr real peculiarity lies in the surplus
which they attest. This surplus is more varied and numprous than in other

groups. In Kirsopp Lake's work on Mark 11, he found,
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« o o little evidence of close family relationship between
" manuscripts even in the same library. They have essentially
the same text with a large amount of sporadic variation . . .
In all probability it is the same as von Soden's KX,74
It is this sporadic variation which makes the K¥ group so hard to control.
The other peculiar point about the KX manuscripts is in reference to its

block-mixture in Group I manuscripts.

The following 10 manuscripts are representative of the KX group.

TABLE 27
GROUP KX
Von
Soden
Classi-
fica~- Gregory Chapter
tion Century Number 1 10 20 Total
2 6 9 19

KX 10 135 2-3 5 8 15-3
KX 9927 1452 2-2 6 9-2 17-4
KX 13 1352 2-2 6 9 17-2
KX 11 8 2-1 5-1 9 16-2
KX 10 1203 2-3 5-1 7 14-4
Kak 10 478 2-3 5 9 16-3
Kak? 10 568 2~2 6 7-2 15~4
gak 10 1225 2-2 5-2 8 15-4
Kx 10 1351 2 5=2 8 15-2

Manuscript 1351 is one of five manuscripts (358, 360, 1351, 1110 and 1564)

which form a small sub~-group. of K¥. There are probably several other small

74kirsopp Lake, The Caesarean Text, p. 341.
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CHAPTER IV. GROUPS UNCONFIRMED BY THE

CLAREMONT PROFILE METHOD

Group I2

Von Soden lists 14 manuscripis as belonging to the 18 group.1
Two of these 14 were unavailable to us, and one belonged to the group
only in Matthew. The remaining 11 (D, g, 565, 700, 28, 21, 544, 1542,
‘1654, 79 and 372) do not form a group. When the 11 are placed on a
profile sheet, oniy twice in the three chapters do 9 manuscripts agree,
twice in the three chapters 8 manuscripts agree, and 10 times 6 of the
manuscripts agree, 1In every case the common agreements are with the main
Kappa readings. These manuscripts do not show an internal consistency.
Externally, even if they disagree more in common readings, they would have
the same profile as a KX manuscript. However, only two manuscripts (79
and 21) could be classified as KX because the other manuscripts have so
many surplus readings.

This group appears most often in Mark and is the main Caesarean
group. There are many manuscripts which demonstrate an unusual text in
Mark and then a thoroughly Kappa text in other books. The conclusion

of this study is that I2 is not a distinguishable group in Luke. It is

certainly not a tight group. If it be considered as a group in the

lyon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1276,

88
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surplus. The profiles for 28, 372, 565 and 700 are contained in Appen-

dix IIT.

Group I°

Von Soden identified 1l manuscripts as belonging to this groi.lp.z
Included in our profiles are 7 of these manuscripts (U, 213, 1321, 2145,
1071, 443 and 1545). The profile for these manuscripts together shows
very little internal consistency., The profile also lacks external dis-
tinctiveness. Therefore this group can not stand.

Manuscript 443 was reclassified to Group MP, Manuscript 1545
was reclassified to the KX group. Manuscripts 1321 and 2145 have basically
a Kappa text with some odd surplus. Manuscript 213 has 42 of the 196 test
readings in the three chapters. This is very high, but the profile is
not similar to any group. Manuscript 1071 has 55 readings in the three
chapters, and its‘profile is not similar to any group. Manuscripts 213

and 1071 are very mixed, agreeing with unique readings of several groups.

The profiles of these two manuscripts are contained in Appendix III.

" Group IS
Von Soden identified 8 manuscripts as belonging to this group.3
Included in our profiles are 5 of these (157, 291, 713, 780 and 1012),

Below is a chart which lists the amount of readings in each chapter with

a comment on the affinities of these readings.

2yon Soden, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 1259,

3Von Soden, op. ¢it., Vol, I, p. 1220.
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Greg. Ch. 1 10 20

157 4 17 20 157 generally agrees with Groups 1 and 13.

291 5 7 8 291 is a KX with some I readings.

713 11 10 13 713 has no particular affinity for any group.
780 11 5 9 780 is a K* with much surplus in Chapter 1.
1012 8 17 18 1012 has no particular affinity for any group.

There is no internal agreement .when these manuscripts are put on
a profile; therefore they should not be considered a group. Manuscripts
157, 713 and 1012 are very interesting because of the total amount of

readings against the Textus Receptus. The profiles for 157, 713 and 1012

are contained in Appendix IIT,

Group 1%¢

The I%¢ group is defined by von Soden as being further from the
central core of I%2 (Group 1424) than 9P, He lists 13 manuscripts in
Volume I.* Codex 1207 is listed in Volume II as belonging to this group.
The five manuscripté which are on file are 1223, 1207, 1293, 1010 and 945,
According to the profile method, manuscripts 1223 and 1207 belong to the
IDP Group. Manuscripts 1293 and 1010 fit well in Group £. Manuscript
945 is mixed but is essentially a Kappa manuscript. Since all the I?C
manuscripts fit more readily into 6ther groups, and since there was no
interﬁal consistency in these five manuscripts,5 it was decided that this

group could not stand according to the Claremont Profile Method.

4Yon Soden; ‘gp. eit., Vol. I, p. 1110, (1223, 1293, 23, 160,
990, 1010, 1085, 2093, 945, 295, 1441, 1129 and 582,)

5See above in Chapter II for a description of this inconsistency.
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Patmos Group
This group was first isolated by Lake, Blake and New in their
work on the Caesarean Text in Mark.® Silva New continued a study of these
4 manuscripts (1385, 1169, 1173 and 1204) in Mark.’ Her discussion could

be illustrated like this:

1385 1204

1169 1173
'~Manuscripts 1169 and 1173 were copied independently from 1385. Manuscript
1204 has the family text only in Mark up to Mark 7:9, and in this section
it could be another independent copy of 1385 but more érobably was a copy
of the archetype of 1385.

This group continues its group relation in Luke but not in Chap-
ter 10. Manuscripts 1169 and 1173 agree together in 8 readings of Chap-
ter 1, but in Chapters 10 and 20 they agree only occasionally, and then
it is with the Kappa text. Manuscript 1204 does not agree with 1169 and
1173 in the three chapters sampled in Luke. Manuscript 1204 belongs to
the MP group in Chapter 1 and contains Kappa readings in the other two
chapters. Manuscript 1385 was not available to be profiled. All these:

manuscripts were classified by von Soden as KX.

6Lake, Blake and New, op. cit., p. 346.

7Silva New, "A Patmos Family of Gospel Manuscripts,' Harvard
Theological Review, Vol 25 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1932),
pp. 85-92.
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CHAPTER V. GENERAL CONCLUSIONS

The Claremont Profile Method and the exposition of groups in
Chapter III contribute to three vital areas in the field of textual
criticism and point up one of the major problems with which the text
critic must deal. These three areas are the selection of minuscule
manuscripts for a comprehensive critical apparatus, group studies, and
the history of the manuscript tradition., On the other hand, in dealing

with the problem of mixture we see a limitation in this method.

International Greek New Testament Project

The major contribution of my study has been to provide a means of
selecting representative manuscripts which can be used in the critical
apparatus which the International Greek New Testament Project is in the
process of formulating. Prior to the implementation of this Profile
Method, there were 163 completely collated minuscules in the Master File
of the Project. Some of these were put in the Master File because they
were representatives of known groups. Many were incluled because there
was no satisfactory means of determining whether or not a group was
adequately represented. Because there was no way to determine adequate
representation, it had been thought that at least 300 minuscules should
be included in the critical apparatus. These 300 would probably then
cover all groups. The Claremont Profile Method assures the Project of
being able to represent adequately the known groups of minuscules with

100 manuscripts.
92
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The Profile Method has also identified manuscripts which are

substantially deviant from the Textus Receptus and yet not classifiable

in terms of‘the presently known groups as well as manuscripts which have

a mixture of groups within one manuscript. These kinds of manuscripts
should be included in a critical apparatus, and they can now be identified
and included. Thirty such manuscripts have been located. Because the
text critic has always been interested in deviant manuscripts, 15 of the
30 manuscripts in question had already been identified and used in
critical apparatuses. If the 1100 Lukan manuscripts not covered by this
study were sampled, the Project might have to include up to 60 more
manuscripts which would have either a substantially deviant text from

the Textus Receptus or a mixed text.

In terms of the Project then, the Claremont Profile Method can
assure a critical apparatus with adequate representation of groups and
a substantial number of deviant manuscripts by adding 30 manuscripts,

15 of which represent several groups, and the remainder represent some
mixed texts, even after eliminating 63 manuscripts currently in the
Master File,

This dissertation contains all the information necessary for one
to classify any Lukan manuscript. The numbered profile readings are in
Appendix I. The manuscript is sampled by checking it against these
readings. A list of the numbered readings with which the manuscript
agrees is its profile., That manuscript's profile is then compared
with the Group Profile charts contained in Appendix II. When a tentative
classification is made, cne then turns to the Group description and

verifies his classification of the manuscript.
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The Claremont Profile Method provides a valid sampling which
can be used on all the minuscule manuscripts available. When a manu-
script is sampled, it is automatically classified into a group of
identified as a deviant or mixed text, Because we have here established
the profiles of 14 groups of manuscripts in Luke, and because of the
short time required for making the profile of a single manuscript, the
remainder of the minuscule manuscripts of Luke could be classified by
one man working for about 20 weeks, The 550 manuscripts profiled in
this dissertation include all manuscripts available to the Project. The
remainder are not easily available except in one collection of micro-
film at Munster, Germany. But our study demonstrates that the evidence
of the minuscules could be made available to the text critic.

The I.G.N,.T.P. will be aided in future work on other sections
of the New Testament because this dissertation provides an example and
gives suggestions for the construction of other profiles, To make a
set of profiles for the Gospel of John, which will be treated next by
the I.G.N.T.P., one might first select approximately 100 manuscripts,
which should be the core representatives of groups as formulated in
Luke, These manuscripts might be fully collated in three widely separated
chapters. It has been suggested by Dr. E. C, Colwell that one way to
choose the chapters might be to find out which chapters best distinguish
between the least distinguishable groups as found in this study on Luke.
To locate such chapters, one would need complete collations of John
for the main representatives of Groups @, K¥ and 7. If this suggestion
were followed and proved to be effective, it would help to create a

more efficient instrument to distinguish these closely~knit groups.
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In Luke the only distinguishing chapter for Group & is Chapter 1, and
for Group 7 it is Chapter 20, The other iwo chapters provide no decisive
data on these two groups. The selection of readings from these collations
should then be put into profiles, and the readings and profiles should be
tested on as many manuscripts as possible so that if a measure of cor-
rection is needed, it will be evident from the additional evidence.

Group Studies

The contribution of this study to group studies must be seen in
relation to von Soden's work. When von Soden began his work, there were
two known groups, 1 and 13. Von Soden formulated the rest of the known
minuscule groups, with the exception of the Patmos Group discovered by
Silva Lake. All of our work on groups began with his groups. The
Claremont Profile Method confirms several of von Soden's groups of
manuscripts, including some not previously studied in detail by anyone
other than von Soden. Groups 1, 13, Hab, M2, A, 1216 and 1424 were
confirmed. Of these, M2, A, and 1216 had not been previously studied in
Luke. Groups 22, 9, K¥, K*¥ and 7 were rearranged. Group MP was dis-
covered as a result of the research in this method. Several small groups
identified as groups by previous studies could not be considered as
groups when tested by the Claremont Profile Method: I%¢, I2, 1°, IO and
the Patmos Group.

Von Soden's work mot only gave us groups to work with, but his
monumental volumes gave us lists of unique readings of groups, distinguish-
ing readings between groups, and much descriptive material about groups.
The inaccuracy of von Soden's collations and part of his textual theory

has cast such a shadow over his work that the useful information has
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often been overlooked. One who begins a study of any of von Soden's
groups and fails to use his information will be seriously handicapped.

As a result of classifying new manuscripts and re-classifying
others, every group except 13, 1424 and 1216 received new members. And
as a result of this study, an accurate classification has been made of
550 manuscripts of Luke. This is approximately one-third of the total

extant manuscripts of Luke.

Manuscript Tradition

The information supplied by the Claremont Profile Method is
helpful in the construction of the history of manuscript tradition.
For example, Codex A, a fifth-century uncial, is related fo the I
Group. Previous scholars have not always held this opinion; but we
have come to this conclusion since the Claremont Profile Method makes
it clear that the unique readings of the II Group and a large amount
of the other readings that make up the Il Group are contained by
Codex A. It is through this same process of comparing unique readings
and group readings according to the Profile Method that we can conclude
that Group Q, which existed as a text prior to the K* Group, appears
to have been derived from the II Group. K* was derived from Group {
or a common ancestor. This is easily seen because all K¥ readings are
also read by the Q Group with one exception.

The Claremont Profile Method can also identify some manuscripts
with box-car mixture. In our work on the groups, we found many manu-
scripts which demonstrated box-car mixture between KX and T2 or ., 1t

is my conclusion, through a comparison of readings, that Group Hb was

derived from I? through a preference for readings which have come to
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be known as Kappa readings. The K* text was derived from the @ Group
and Hb, again by a preference for readings which have come to be known
as Kappa readings.

By including parts of previous constructions correlated with
conclusions deduced from material made available by the Claremont
Profile Method as discussed in Chapter III, one might reconstruct
the manuscript tradition for these groups in the following way.

Group NI? originated at least as early as the fourth century, probably
with Lucian. Group Hb originated probably in the eighth century.

Group  originated alsv in the eighth century, being more strongly
influenced by the forces that produced M. The K¥ text was produced
in the ninth century just when the minuscule script was being applied
to the copying of the Scriptures. This minuscule script was small and
fast, thus many more copies of the Scriptures were made. The K* text
predominated in the manuscripts of the next four centuries. The KT
text was edited from K* maanuscripts so that the lections could be
easily found in a continuous text manuscript. The K' text was produced

early in the twelfth century and became the dominant text in the late

fourteenth century.

Mixture
A major problem pointed up by this study concerns mixture.
Box-car mixture occurs when a scribe copies from one exemplar for a
time and then changes to another which contains a different text. The
Claremont Profile Method can often detect this kind of mixture because

it uses widely separated chapters. On the other hand, several manu-
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97a
scripts demonstrate a different kind of mixture: they have the unique
readings of more than one group. How can we account for mixture of this
type? One possible answer lies in the scribe's habit of correcting his
work. He may correct his exemplar with the basic text of another group.
Mixture of this type would be spread throughout the book and not in
blocks as with the box-car type. The Claremont Profile Method can detect
also this latter type of mixture, but in neither case can it determine
how the mixture occurs,

Another question concerning mixture arises from the fact that
some groups show that they have been derived from other groups through
a process of selection of certain readings. How do these manuscripts
gradually mix from one group to another and eventually form a new group?
Mixture is a fact and can be seen clearly in the profiles. The real
problem is to explain the mixture. Again the Profile Method canmot do
this. A thorough study of the nature of the differences of the readings
attested by these groups should help to determine the forces that made
the texts change. Orthographical changes were certainly one of these
forces for change. A careful scrutiny of the history of the periods
concerned should also add some information. This would be especially
helpful in regard to the history of the language. Though the Claremont
Profile Method is limited in this respect, it does recognize mixture,

describes it in part and sets up the problem for further investigation.
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" 785
788
796
824
825
826
827
828
829
830
831
839

841

11

13

13

X2 .

11
11
12
14
13
1164
12
11
11
11
11
11
14
13
12
13
12
12
13
11
14

15

KX
Kr

LU

none
To
T!
kb
AC

KX

10
KX

Tyb

Kr

TLC
TP
TLC

8

KX
KX

none

K*

Ma

mixed

mixed

mixed

mixed

13
KX
KT
13

i3

13
1216

Ma

wild

mixed

mixed

Mb

KX

13

13
1216

v3

119

13

13

1216

¥

mixed
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844
848
852
854
856
860
872
877
880
884
892
903
904
927
928
937
938
942

\O
-
PKY

945
951
959
962
989

991

15
14
1300
1287
1280
12
12
1197
15

11

1381
1360
1133
1305
11
1318
11
11
11
11
1317
1331
1498
12

11

KX

18

1424

Kt

KX

K%+

mixed
ma
KX

Kr

mixed

miked
KX

K+

Kx

mixed
e
KX
Kt
KX
Kt

KX

120
nixed

mixed
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992

998

999
1004
1005
1006
1007
1008
1009
1010
1011
1012
1013
1014
1021
1023
1030
1071
1073
1074
1076
1077
1078
1079
1080

1110

13
12
13

1291
14
11
12
13
13
12

1263
11

11/12
11
13

1338

1518
12

10/11
11
10
10
10

10

11

ncne

Ma

22
mixed
mixed
¥+
mixed
K&+

Ma

Kr

wild .

wild
KB+ 1
Ma
RE+ 1
Kr

K

. wild

2

wild

K+ 10

KX+ 1

Kr

wild

ma

KX
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1113 13 Ik 1P nb b
1152 1133 K K* v K*
1163 1038 Ak | Q o+ Q
1166 10 1k 1@ KX k¥4
1167 11 Ak ¥ X K%+
1168 11 K* KX KX K*
1169 12 S ¥+ K* KX
1172 10 Kkl Q K* KX
1173 13 | KX ¥+ KX K*
1177 13 none K*
1178 13 none K¥

1179 1282 gak KX

1181 1368 1ob ) K¥ KX
1185 14 none K* KE K*
1186 12 KX k¥ KX K
1187 11 I* A A A
1188 11/12 192 ) KX K
1189 1346 K- KF K- K-
1190 12 K* K* Kt

1191 11/12 KT K K* *
1192 11 P 22 22 22
1193 12 KX % o )
1194 11 19" M2 M Y
1195 1123 g* MP P P
1197 12 KX KE+ K¥+ K*+
1200 12 kb n° 1° P
1201 1250 KX KX KX K*
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1202
1203
1204
1205
1206
1207
1208
1209
1210
1211
1212
1213
1214
1215
1216
1217
1218
1219
1220
1221
1222
1223
1224
1225
1226

1227

15
10
12
13
1247
11
i3
1067
11
11
11
1268
11
13
11
1186
12
11

10

11
10
12
10

13

I9%
KX

KX

rak

none
KX

I(Pr

Kr

Kak

KX

mixed

1216

Ma

L= ]

K
1216
KX
KX
Ta
M2

KX

Ma

KX

1216
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1223
1229
1Z50
1232
1233
1234
1235
1236
1237
1238

1239

1243
1247
1248
1250
1251
1252

1253

12
13
1124
15
15
14
14
14
15
1244
16
12
12
13
11
15
14
15
13
1306
15
13
1128
12
11

13

none

KX

none

KX

18
KX
KX
Rx
KT
none
none
none

none
n
L

KX

KX
K+ 1
KE
Ma
KX
KTr

KX

Ma

. 1216

kX

RY
KY
KX+

mixed

KX+
22
1216

K*+

mixed

14247

KX

KX

KX+ 11

KX+

1216

mixed
KE

KY
K*+
mixed

KX

22

1216

miked
14247
KX

K+ 1T

K5+ 10
Kr
Ma
KX
KT

KX

Ma
1216
Kr

KX

mixed
22

1216
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1289
1290
1293
1295
1309
1310
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317
1318
1319
1320
1321
1322
1323
1324
1325
1326
1327
1328
1329
1330

1333

11/12

12/13
11
11
11
12
12
11
12
12
11
11
11
12
11

1724
14
18
14
12
14

11

none

none

I9¢

mixed

K%+

KX

r[a

nma

K%t

K+ 1

X

L

KX
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1334
1335
1336
1337
1338
1339
1340
1341
1342
1343
1344
1345
1346
1347
1348
1349
1350b
1351
1352
1353
1354
1355
1358
1359
1364

1365

12
12/13
1332
13
12
13
11
12/13
13/14
11
12
14
10/11
10
14
11/12
14
10
1090-99
12/13
14
12
11/12
12
12

12

none
none
KX
KY
KX
gX

1’7107

Kx

o

text & commentary not readily

mixed

mixed
mixed

KX

K+
K%+

22

Kx

mixed

KX
KX
Kr
nb
93

wild

K*+ 11

K+ 1

Ha

KX

mixed

22

126
Kr

KX
distinguishable
A?
KX

Kr

K5+ 1

Ha

K¥Y
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1386
1392
1393
1394
1395
1403
1404
1415
1417
1424
1438
- 1439
1443
1444
1445
1447
1448
1449
1452
1455
1458
1466
1470
1476
1478

1483

12
10
12
1301
1366
13007
13
1145
10
9/10
11
11
1047
11
1323
1337
11
11
9927
11/12
10
1270
i1
1333
11/12

11

19T

Ma

KX

KX

mixed

1424

KX

mixed
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1486 1098 KX K+ P mixed
1492 1342 K* K" kY KY
1503 1317 KF K* K¥ K¥
1505 1084 KX mixed mixed KX
1510 11 1k mixed K% [ P
1513 11 KX K* nixed mixed
1514 11 Kkt KX KX CRX
1517 11 KX K* (partially corrected to KT text)
1519 11 K* mixed KX KX+
1520 11 KX K¥ KX
1531 11/12 none ) ) )
1533 1236 none mixed mixed mixed
1539 12 KX mixed K K*
1540 11/12 K¥ KX KX Kx
1542b 12 12 wild K KX
1543 1355 KX K* K* KT
1545 11 10 KX KX K*
1546 12637 1k @ n? 12
1547 1339 none ® K KX
1548 1359 K* K* KT K
1554 14 1%t M2

1556 1068 Kl o Q )
1557 1293 1¢P o 8 K
1558 14 KX : mixed K4 mixed
1561 12/13 1K it 12 2
1563 13 KX Vil MP MP
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1564
1566
1569
1570
1572
1573
1577
1579
" 1582
1583
1592
1594
1597
1604
1605
1607
1614
1628
1630
1637
1642
1645
1646
1647
1654

1685

1300
11/12
1307
11
1304
12/13
1303
11
949
12
1445
1284
1289
13
1342
11
1324
1400
1314
1328
1278
1303
1172
1274
1326

1292

1216

¥+ 1

B

Ma

KX+
1216

22

129
KX

KX+

mixed

mixed

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



1691
1780
1797
1816
2002
2118
2142
2144
2145
2146
2148
2174
2176

2177

N
}-l
\O
}A

2195
2222
2282
2284
2290
2297
2321
2322
2324
2341

2346

11
13
1226
10
13

12

11

1145

2]

'..-I

1337
14
11
12
12
10
14
11
13
10
11
11

12/13

10

12

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

mixed

mixed

KX

K*+

mixed

KX

(several large gaps, appears

K*+ 11

K%+

na

Q?
KX+

¥+

K*+1
1216
Q

Q

KX

mixed

Kx

K+ 1

130

K+ 1
1216
Q
Q
Kx
K¥+ 11

to be K¥+ 1)
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2354
2355
2356
2358
2364
2368
2369
2370
2372
2373
2374
2375
2376
2382
2383
2386
2394
2396
2397
2398
2399
2400
2404
2405
2406

2407

1287
14
14
12

12/13
12
10
12
13
10
13
14
13
12

13/14
12
13
13

1303
14
14
13
13
13
14

1332

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none.

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

Kr

o

Kr

22

K+ 11

131
K+L

K+ 1

Kx

22

wild
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2410(=2266) 12

2411
2437
2475
2492
2494
2496
2499
2503
2520
2521
2522
2533
2561
2585
2608
2609
2612
2613
2614
2615
2616
2633
12634

2635

13
12
11
13
1316
1555

13/14

14

14
17
13/14
1271
11
11
13
11
13
11
13
12
12
14
15

16

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

none

mixed

mixed

mixed
mixed

mixed

na
mixed
KX
K+ 1T

K+ 1T

mixed

mixed. -

1216
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Spranger Gospel none mixed mixed K*+
Duke 31 none mixed o] mixed
Duke 38 none Hb mixed K*

Explanation of Terms

® means that the Chapter in question reads sometimes with one of the
féfmer I9 groups of von Soden (M2P, 7 and 1424) but never enough to be
put into one of these groups.

mixed means that one or more groups are mixed in the Chapter.

K means that the Chapter has a mixture of K¥, K' or Q readings but the
manuscript cannot be definitely put into one of these groups. There
are also some manuscripts which have only a few readings which are K*
but not enough to classify the manusccipt in terms cf the KX group.

+ means that the chapter reads a group listed before thc plus sign
with some miscellaneous extra.

wild means that the text does not conform to any known group but is

substantially divergent from the Textus Receptus.

K'Y means that the text is the same as the Textus Receptus with only

one or two exceptions.

A blank space means that the Chapter was not profiled.
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