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1. f[f1"e R (Papias)

“a tradition regarding Mark who wrote the Gospel, which he [Papias] has given in the
following words]: And the presbyter said this. Mark having become the interpreter of
Peter, wrote down accurately whatsoever he remembered. It was not, however, in
exact order that he related the sayings or deeds of Christ. For he neither heard the Lord
nor accompanied Him. But afterwards, as I said, he accompanied Peter, who
accommodated his instructions to the necessities [of his hearers], but with no intention
of giving a regular narrative of the Lord’s sayings. Wherefore Mark made no mistake
in thus writing some things as he remembered them. For of one thing he took especial
care, not to omit anything he had heard, and not to put anything fictitious into the
statements.” (The Ante-Nicene Fathers, 1:284-285, quoted from “The Master
Christian Library”, Ages Software, 1997)
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1.3. {;&"Ff, 7 r,g/i FRRLTRLES S I/ 4ol (Mark as Matthew’s epitomist, cf. Augustine, De
Consensu Evangelistarum, 1, 2) o
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2.2.1.2.% JﬂjFlJ ( 5‘5}*;}1@#[?’4 "F ) (Wrede, William. The Messianic Secret. ET,
Cambridge: J. Clarke, 1971[ original German Edition: Das
Messiasgeheimnis in den Evangelien, 1901].)32 55 R Eli L L il
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1.2. 37 f*%[ljrm (F—a\E[“]‘ EP%F[ %#: R. P. Martin, Mark: Evangelist & Theologian
[Exeter: Paternoster Press, 1972],pp. 51-83)
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2.4.1.Theodore Weeden (Mark - Traditions In Conflict, Fortress, 1971) -- interprets
Mark as a polemic against a "theos aner" christology.

2.4.2. Hans Conzelmann ("History and Theology in the Passion Narratives of the
Synoptic Gospels", Int 24 [70] 178-97) -- Mark as an explanation for the delay of
the parousia.

2.4.3.Willi Marxsen (Mark The Evangelist. Studies On The Redaction History Of The
Gospel. ET, SPCK, 1970) -- Mark written to encourage a community in
tribulation.
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1.

There are three different endings to Mark in the traditions:
1.1. Ending the book at 16:8 -- this is supported by two texts, & and B.

1.2. The shorter ending -- this is a short addition after 16:8, attested by itself only in K, but
included with the longer ending in L, Y, and some Sahidic, Syriac, and Ethiopian mss.

1.3. The Longer Ending -- this is designated as 16:9-20 and is attested in the majority of
Byzantine mss, A, C, D, W, Q, f13, lat. We have possible allusions to it in Justin
Martyr and Irenacus. The manuscript W contains a so-called "Freer Logion" after
16:14.

External Evidence:

2.1. The evidence for the omission of any ending is rather limited although it has the
advantage of being free from confusion. I would not generally accept evidence from
only one text type to determine my textual decisions. However, the alignment of X
with B suggests a very ancient tradition.

2.2. The shorter ending is attested by very few mss and can be dismissed.

2.3. The longer ending has the widest support in terms of mss evidence, but it is often
mixed with other apparently spurious readings. This seems to indicate that while
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there is early evidence of a longer ending, this ending is corrupted from the beginning
of its existance. A possible explanation of this corruption is that scribes felt a need to
add to the short ending at a very early stage, but the addition was influenced by
various traditions.

On the whole, I would prefer the omission of any endings (i.e. ending at 16:8) despite its
lack of wide-spread textual support.

3. Internal Evidence

3.1. The longer ending contain many vocabulary that has been said to be non-Markan. The
use of different vocabulary may be necessary in narrating new type of material, and
the passage is too short for any meaningful comparison. However, this does suggest
the possibility that the longer ending is somehow “non-Markan.”

3.2. The content of most of the longer ending can be found in the other gospel accounts.
However, this can also be said about the whole Gospel of Mark.

3.3. The most forceful argument against the inclusion of the longer ending is a literary one.
It appears anticlimatic and goes against most of the themes that Mark strives to
develop within his gospel.

4. I therefore accept the omission of the long ending of Mark with some degree of
reservation. The longer ending was in existance from a very early stage and had achieved
almost canonical status, but it is definitely not “Markan.” Even if we accept the
genuineness of this passage, we must regard it as a separate composition that has been
attached to the Mark’s original gospel.
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3. [p‘ EE (Memoirs )
4. W= (Liturgical Literature )
5. RS TAE L - FpvRE
5.1, FHREIFpUE YR
5.2. T EFEY
53.7'"35 - A A25 8424
547129 - A e29
5584729
0. il - F) Fu it i = fotkl * 0% FIETRREEE R
;Eh‘f[ ;E?ﬁ [ BV Inaugural announcement, I[|! E[ﬂ SER
SR 2HE
Lo FJSEaRs= o Spkpoagip -
2. JHHIE
3. WP SRR 2 @R - P RURE
4. RIS (I 222-43) -
S SIEREL TSN - BRI IFEIRESROr AT 2
6. T i/ 2y - 213 2 - 17; 235, 149,
7. [EER > 135 PUIE 345 1
8. [MRE> 7 31; ]e31; % -
9. JI HERF1 -
PIRERE T EY= J -
mEEAe
1. EF&;ELI‘ SERERMHAYET ST (— 9-11; J<1-9; 4 ~139)
2. ZRBFIREFOPTITEEIT (- 16-20; = 13-19; 4 7-13)

kL i, ]Eﬂ R fEf R
ety %ﬁ'fﬁﬁuﬁ

LA



BTieg R0 & -4, 2005

3. E%%gfﬂﬁt;ﬂifﬁﬁ (* 2-8; — 14-15; S 14_29) y '&Fﬂﬁgﬁﬂg{a%ﬁ*g%ggﬁi .
4, fﬁ%ﬁﬂ#pfﬁb’}é]}:

EJIF% -1
RS - 2-13
[~ 14,15]
Akl ~16- " 21
i TR 122-4 52
EEL {14 739
[ 7140,41]
IR 1 714247
ﬁ‘?ﬁ - +1-20

5. PR TS fORAA (722 -1 52)
PHfiE (7 22:26)
SR ) 1 ORIRE (© 27-30)
U 3R - PR RO (31 - 45):

T oA
" 31 I"32- =30

Je31 Ju32-4 31

- 32-34 - 35-45

BHFEY (] 46-52)

{E— I%\ k l%ﬁ
L. EJIFEF% -~ 2 R g E'TL' if_f;p?ﬁ% AR ARG (+ 1-13)
2. JRERTRF|FIpUE TR (- 14F 7 21)

2.1 917 (- 14,15)

22, PTHEREHE (- 1632 6)



BTieg R0 & -4, 2005

2.3, [T (= 7% 12)
2.4 FIEERIOE LT P AN (5 1324 13)
2.5. EfHREAVE IR0 (+ 142 7 21)
3. FR SR - IR R AVTAAIR ) (7 22251 52)
3.1 IPER L -
3.1L1[EST (77 22-26)
3.1.2.010H (77 27-30)
3.2. PRI MV Pudge [~ PR SRR (7312 45)
T b LS ER ( 46-52)
4. CREFREPRERAGI AL - 1= 2 37)
5. ?B}?’@%g‘;ﬁ,’ (4 P41=A =139)

6. IR (1 2140=H 4 20)



