2&3 John, Jude

IQANNOY EIIIXTOAH AEYTEPA!

[Salutation]

1 ‘O TpeoPutepog, €KAEKTN KLPLE KL TOLG TEKVOLG OUTNG, OUG €Yw yumw €V
0ANOEL—KOL OUK €Yw HOVOg, AAX KoL TOVTEC OL €yvwkoteg TnY aindelav—2 St tnv
aANdeLoY,2 TNV HeEvouoay €V TULY Kol hed’ Muwy e€otal eug Tov alwve: 3 Eotal ped’ tpwrd
xapLg, edeog, etpnun Tapat Ocov Ilatpog kol mape Kuprov Incov Xpiotov,5 tov Yiou Tou
Tlatpog, ev aAnBera koL oryot.

[Walk in Christ's commandments]

4 Exoapny Aoy OTL €UPNKK €K TwV TEKVWOY 00V TEPLTHTOLVTHGE eV aindele, kabwg
evtodny eraPoper Tapa tov Iatpog. 5 Kal vuv epwtw o€, kupLa (0vy w¢ €vToAny ypadwy
ooL kovny,” aAL8 MY exoper® am’ apyng): e ayaTwuer aAiniovg. 6 Kol abtn €otiv 1)
QYo LVo TEPLTOTWUEY KUTK TOG €VTOANG CUTOU—UTT €0TLY T) €VTOAN,™® kabw¢ mKovoute
om’ apyng, L'l ev qutn TepLmaTnTe.1?

[Bewatre of deceivers]

7 ‘OtL ToAloL TAavoL €LonABor'3 €Lg ToV Koopov, oL un opoioyovvteg Inoouvr Xpiatov
€PYOUEVOV €V OUPKL—OVTOC €0TLY O TAxvog Kol O avtiyplotog! 8 Biemete €xvtoug, Ly pn
aToAcowUEV™ o eLpyoouede,™ aAle uLobov TANEN™® amolaBwiey.!?

9 Tlag 0 mapoPulvwr’® kol un pevov ev tn ddayn tov XpLotouv Ocov ouk exel: O
8¢ pevwr ev Tt SLdaym Tou XpLotov,? ovtog kot tov Ilatepe ket Tov Yiov exel. 10 Eu
TLG €PYETOL TPOG LG KoL ToLTNY TNV SLdaymy ov depeL, un AdUPoVETE GUTOV €LG OLKLOV*

' Both the text and the notes are the responsibility of Wilbur N. Pickering, ThM PhD, ©. | venture to affirm to the reader that
all original wording of 2 & 3 John and Jude is preserved in this edition, if not in the Text, at least in the apparatus. “Diminish
not a word” Jeremiah 26:2 (see Deut. 4:2 and Luke 4:4, “every word” [as in 99.6% of the MSS]). The last note at the end of
Jude gives explanation about the apparatus.

281 TV aAnBetav rell || - [10%] [homoioteleuton]

3eotoL e vpwy °°[48.5%] OC,CP(AV'sTR) || 12 nuwv XB,0232 [48%] RP,HF,TRNU || ~vuLy [1.5%] || - A [2%]
(Iimagine that the difficulty arose from the use of the future indicative with the verb ‘to be’, when the optative or subjunctive
would be expected. We expect “may mercy . . . be with you,” not the affirmation that it will be. If “in truth and love” is
understood as modifying the pronoun, then the use of the indicative is explained. Anyone who is in truth and love will have
grace, mercy and peace. The 2™ person is presumably correct.)

4 apo 35 A,B,048,0232 [80%] RP,HF,OC,TRNU || «mo X [20%] CP

5KkvpLov LNoov xpLatov 2 N (91.6%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 23 A,B,048,0232 (6.2%) NU || ~32 (1.2%) || - (0.8%)
(part of a larger omission—homoioteleuton) || one other reading (Is not the reading of the eclectic text inferior?)

& TepLmatovvtag rell || mepimatovvte [15%]

"ypadwy gor korvny 2B (73.8%) RP,HF,OC,CP || ypadw 23 (12.9%) TR || ~ 312 XA,048 (8.9%) NU || ~ 3 ypadw
2 (3.6%) || four other variants (0.8%)

8oL 25 A048[85%] || axAle NB[15%] RP,HF,0C,TR,CP,NU

9 exouer °[32%] || eLyouev (NA)B,048 [68%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP,NU [Understood as part of a parenthetical aside, the
present makes good sense; render “(not as though writing a new commandment to you, but one that we have from the
beginning)”.]

0 egtiv N evtoAn 25 (X)048 [85%] RP,HF,0C,TR,CP || ~231 A,B,0232 [15%] NU

"koBwe Mkovoate am apyne Lo rell || ~51234 [20%] || 123451 NA,048v,0232 [2%]

2 mepLmatnte rell || mepLmaTELTE [15%]

" eLonABov £ [82%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || €EnABov (XA)B,048,0232 [18%] NU || one other variant

" qmoleowper 2° (75.5%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || amoicooper (5.2%) || amoreooper (0.4%) || amoreonte A,B,048¢,0232¢
(17.1%) NU || amodecetal (0.4%) || amoAnte (0.6%) || amoAncBe N (alone) || three other variants (0.6%)

'S eLpyaoapedo £° (B) [82%] RP,HF,OC, TR,NU || 1kadx [3%] CP || eLpyeocaBe NA,048',0232' [15%)]

®mAnpn rell || TAnpng [10%]

7 amoroPwper 5 (76.1%) RP,HF,OC, TR,CP || amoAafoper (5.2%) || amorapnte NA,B,0232" (17.9%) NU ||
amolufBete (0.6%) || one other variant (0.2%)

8 oepaPotvov 22 (99%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || mpoaywy NA,B,048,0232 (1%) NU (Is not the ‘Alexandrian’ reading
inferior?)

98¢ £°[20%] || - NA,B[80%] RP,HF,0C,TR,CP,NU (Would not John, a Jew, be more likely to write the conjunction?)

20 oy ypLaotov f*°(89.6%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || --- NA,B,048 (4.4%) NU || part of a larger omission—homoioteleuton
(6%) (The ‘Alexandrian’ omission agrees nicely with their notions of style.)
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2&3 John, Jude

kot “Xolpelr” autw pn Aeyeter 11 0 yoap Aeywr! avtw? “Xalpely” KOLVWVEL TOLG €PYOLG
OUTOL TOLG TOVMPOLG.
[Farewell]
12 TToAda €xwV DULY YpoadeLly, ovk eBouAndnyd dLa xapTou Kol LeAavog, eAl’* eATilw
€ABeLVS TPOC DMOG KoL OTOWO TPOG OTOMG AXANCEL, LV 1) Yope NUwVe 1 TemAnpwuern.’
13 Aomoletol O€ Too Tekve TNG KOEAPNC OOV TNG €KAEKTNG. Apnv.8

IQANNOY EIIIXTOAH TPITH

[Salutation]
1 ‘0O mpeaPutepog, INulw Tw wyamIw, OV €y ayaTw €V aAndeLw.
2 Ayammte, TepL TAVTwY €UYOMEL 0€ €00d0LOBAL KoL VYLELVELY, KABWS €VOBOLTHL GOV
N Yuym. 3 Exapny yap Ao, €pyoperor adeddpwy Kol HapTUPOUVTWY 00V T eAndeLw, Kabwg
ou €V aAndeie mepLTaTELG. 4 MelloTepar TOUTWYY OUK €Xw Xupay, LVe 0KOLW TO. €K TEKV
€V gAnBeLo TEPLTHTOLVTL.
[Gaius is commended]
5 Ayammte, TLOTOV TOLELG O €ov €pyaom €lg Toug adeddoug, kel eg toug!! Eevoug
6 Ol €LUPTUPTIOOY OOU T KYKTN EVWOTLOV €KKANOLUG—OVG KEAWG TOLNOELS TPOTEUPNG ELWG
T0L Ocov, 7 LTEP Yop ToL OvopTog™? eEnAbov, undev Aappavovteg amo twy eBrwy.'® 8 ‘Huelg
oLV OdeLAOpEY aTOANUBAVELY ™ TOUG TOLOUTOUG, LV GUVEPYOL YLVwueda's tn aAndela.
[Diotrephes is criticized]
9 Eypoaa'® tn ekkAnoix, aAl’ 0 GLAOTPWTELWY aUTWV ALOTPEPMC OUK €mLOEYETHL
MUeg. 10 A Touto, € €ABw, DTOUYNOW! KUTOL To €PYX & TOLEL, AOYOLG TOVTIPOLE GAVKPWV
Muag. Kol Un opkOUMEVOg €Tl TOUTOLG, OUTE KUTOG ETLOEXETHL TOUG KOEAPOUE, KoL TOUG
BouAopevoug KwAVEL, Kol ek tng ekkAnoLog ekPaAiet.
[Demetrius is commended]
11 Ayommre, Un HLLOU To Kakov, cAAe To ayebov. ‘O ayaBomoLwy ek Tov B€ou eoTLy:

0 6€® KUKOTOLWY OUY €wPOKEY TOV Beov. 12 ANUNTPL® LEREPTUPTTEL DTO TUVTWY—KoL 20

Tyap Aeywv £2°[93%] RP,HF,OC, TR,CP || ~21 NA,B,048' [5%] NU || 2 [2%]

2outw rell || -- [30%]

3 ePouAndny £° NA,B,048 [70%] RP,HF,CP,NU || nouAndnv [30%] OC, TR

4l 5 [45%] || aAdo NB [45%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP,NU || ~yop A048[9%] || ~d€ [1%]

5eMBeLy 5 (87.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || yeveobuL NA,B,048 (12.2%) NU

Snuwv rell || vpwy A,B[20%]

"1 memAnpwpevn 2 A,048'[98.5%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || ~21 B[1.5%]NU || ~1nv X

Soquny °(89.4%) RP,HF,OC, TR,CP || - NAB,048 (8.8%) NU || 1 yaplc Meta oou (0.4%) || M XPLC METa aov 1
1.4%

Qr(oum)z/ rell || Ttavtng [10%)]

10 ¢y 5 8048 [97%] RP,HF,0C,TR,CP || 110 A,B,C'[3%] NU

"eLg Toug £°(90.1%) RP,HF,0C,TR,CP [2 (1.9%)] || Touto NA,B,C,048 (7.4%) NU || two other variants (0.6%) (Is the
reading of the eclectic text not inferior?)

2 ovopatog rell || 1 autov [15%] (AV's TR)

B eBrwr °(88.3%) RP,HF,TR,CP || €bvikwy NA,B(C)048 (11.7%) OC,NU

" amolapParvery °(91.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || vrolapPavely NAB,C,048 (7.2%) NU || AapPavery (0.6%) || two
other variants (0.4%)

S yivwuedo rell || yevwuedo 048 [30%] CP || yivouebe C [3%]

6 eypafio. £° C [88%] RP,HF,0C,TR.CP || 17Tl NA(B)[2%]NU || 1av 048 [10%]

T ymopvnow rell || vmopvnowy CP

Bek rell || - N048 [20%]
98¢ 35 [25%] TR || -— NA,B,C,048 [75%] RP,HF,OC,CP,NU (Would not John, a Jew, be more likely to write the
conjunction?)

20 y1 £ A,B,048 [99%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || vmo NC [1%] NU
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2&3 John, Jude

auTNG TG eAndetng. Kot muelg € papTupouper, kKol ouduper? 0TL 1 HopTupLe MWV aAnong
€0TLV.
[Farewell]
13 TloAa evyov ypadewv,2 adl’ ov Bedw O pedavog kol Kodopov ool ypoot-3
14 eAm{w O€ €VBewG LOELY O€,* Kol GTOWUM TPOC OTOUN AXANOOWEV.S

Eiwpnvn oor. Aomaovtatl o€ ol ¢pLior. Aomalov toug $pLiovg kat' ovopw.t

IOYAA EIIIXTOAH

[Salutation]

1 Tovdag, Inoouv Xprotov” dovrog, aderdog b IakwPou, tolg €v Oew IlatpL TyLoo-
uevorc® kol Inoov XpLotw® tetnpmuevolg, kAntolg: 2 EA€og LHLY KoL €Lpmum Kol oy
mANOLVOELT.

[Why he is writing]

3 AyatmroL, Taooy oTOLSMY TOLOUMEVOG YPadeLY VLY TepL NG KOLYNG 0wtnpLeg,’®
avoyKnY €oyov ypolol VLY Tepakadwy emaywvileobul tn' anaf Tapadodelon ToLg yLoLg
mLoteL. 4 Tlapeloedvoar yap TLVEG avfpwmoL, ol TaAKL TPOYEYPUULEVOL €LC TOUTO TO KP LUK
aoefelg, TNV Tov B€ov MUWY XePLYT? PETATLOEVTEC €L COEAYELNY KXl TOV WOvoY AeoToTny
Ocov, kL3 Kuplov fuwy Incovr XpLotov, aproverol.

[Examples from ancient history]

5 “Ymouvnowt &€ UG BovAdopet, €Ldotag bpag™ amef touto, 0Tl 0 KupLog!s Awov ek
YNG ALYUTTOU 0WONG, TO OELTEPOV TOUG N} TLOTELOOVTNG ATWAECEV. 6 Ayyeloug Te'® toug
Un Tnenoavteg Ty €autwy apxny, 0AL7 aToALTOVTaC TO LOLOV OLKNTNPLOV, €LC KPLOLY
neyoAng nuepog deopolg aldiolg o (odor Tetnpnkev. 7 Q¢ Zodoue kel [opoppw, kol ol

Todaper % (23%) CP || otdate (61.5%) RP,HF,OC,TR || otdac NA,B,C,048 (15.1%) NU || otda (0.4%) (Soden
mentions K"once in 2 John but not at all in 3 John, when he definitely should have. In 3 John 12 TuT lists ALL 78 basic
MSS (+ 0 to + 3) for oLboLeV, but Soden does not mention K" in support of this variant. Since he doesn’t mention K"
anywhere in 3 John, we should not trust his silence. The first person was unexpected and was changed to the expected
second person—in the context | would say that the singular is a ‘better’ correction than the plural.)

2ypadery 2 [85%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || ypayicL goL NA,B,C(048") [11%] NU || 1 0oL [4%]

3goL ypoyoL °[85%] RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 1 ypudeLv aB,C[3%]NU || ~ypadeLv 1 A048[8%] || ~21 [4%]

418ewv o€ *° N (95%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || ~21 A,B,C,048 (4.8%)NU | 1 (0.2%)

5 daAnoopev rell || AeAnowper [20%] || AaAnooal [1%] || AeAnowt coi [2%]

Sovopa rell || 1 ounv [13%] CP

71noov xpiotov 35 P2RAB (65.2%) RP,HF,OC,TRNU || ~21 (34.4%) CP || 2 (0.4%)

8 nywaopevolg £°(90.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || ayammuevolg P72RAB (9.2%) NU [Is the Alexandrian variant not
inferior?]

SxpLotw rell || xpLotov (26.8%) || -— (3%)

° gwtnpreg £ (85.2%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || npwv 1 P™2AB (10.6%) NU || vhwv 1 (2.6%) || nuwv Cwng (0.4%) ||
Vv Cwng (0.4%) || nuwv 1 kel Cwng N (0.4%) || two others (0.4%) || N has a conflation [The addition of the
pronoun was a ‘natural’, but not necessary.]

"1 rell || --- CP

2 yapLv 2% NC (99.2%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || yxpLtoe P72A,B (0.8%) NU [Another inferior Alexandrian variant; the proper
form of the accusative is xapLv, occurring over 40 times in the NT. XopLta occurs only as an Alexandrian variant and
even so only here and in Acts 24:27 (where they just dropped the sigma).]

2 deamotny Beov koL 2% (79.4%) RP,HF,TR || 1323 (2.6%) || ~231tov (4%)CP || 23 (0.6%) || 13 (P"»NAB,C
(13%) OC,NU || 1 P™ (0.4%) [ls the Alexandrian variant not inferior?]

" upog £ XB (81.2%) RP,HF,0C,TR,CP,[NJU || - P72A,C (17.2%) || nueg (1.6%) (N-A uses brackets, but UBS does
not [corrected in the 4" ed.].)

8 qmeE Touto 0TL 0 KvpLog F*° (79.4%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 1235 (4.8%) || ~21345 (5.4%) || 1234 6coc (0.6%) ||
~mavte 3451 (3%) [NU] || ~movto 351 N (0.4%) || ~ movte 34 tmooug 1 (0.4%) || ~Tovtoe 3 tnooug 1 (2%) ||
~mowte 34 Beoc 1 (1.2%) || 1 mavte 3 tnoovg A,B (0.8%) || 1 mavte 34 Beog (1%) || 1 mavta 3 Beog xpLotog P72
|| five other variants (1%) [The Alexandrians really had fun with this one.]

®te rell || 6 A (10.2%)

7oAl 35 C[50%] || aile P72XAB [50%] RP,HF,0C,TR,CP,NU
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2&3 John, Jude

TEPL QUTOG TOAELG—TOV OWOLOV TOUTOLC TPOTOV! €KTOPUELONONL Kol oTeABOUsHL OTLOW
O0PKOG ETEPUG—TPOKELVTHL SELYUX, TUPOG GLWVLOL SLKNV UTEYOUONL.
[Evil men are in the church]

8 ‘OpOLWG MEVTOL KoL OUTOL €VUTIVLOCOULEVOL OOPKE WEV [HLKLVOLOLY, KUPLOTNTE O€
aBetouoLy, 6ofag b€ PAaodnuovoy. 9 ‘O b Miyand 6 apyayyerog, 6T Tw SLaBoiw SLakpl-
VOUEVOC—OLEAEYETO TEPL TOU MWOEWC? OWILKTOG—OVK ETOAUNTEY KPLOLY €TEVEYKELV? BAaadn-
uLag, oAl ewmer, “Emitiunoct ool’ Kuprog!” 10 Ovtol &€ 0on pev ovk oldaoLy PAaodm-
HoUoLY, 000 66 PUOLKWE WG T KAoyx (wo €TLoTovTaL—ev tovtole ¢pOetpovtat. 11 Oual
®UTOLG, OTL TN 06w Tov Kalv emopevdnoav, ket tn mAavn tov Badoop pioBov eeyubnoav,
kel Tn ovtidoyle tov Kope amwiovto!l

12 OUTOL €LOLYS €V TolG ayamolg UV OTLAMSEG, ouVeELw)OULUeVoL ahofwg,” EXUTOUG
TOLUOLVOVTEG" VEPEAXL vLBPOL, DTO avepwl TapadepopevaL-8 devdpa GBLVOTwpLYN, aKepT,
dLg amobavovtal® (ekpllwlevta): 13 Kupate ayple Buiaoong, emappL{ovte ToG EXVTWY KLOYL-
Veg aoTepeg TAavntat, olg 0 (ohpo¢ Tov OKOTOUG €LG™0 LV TETNPTTOL.

14 TIpoepmtevoer S koL Toutolg €pdopog amo Adup, Evwy," Aeywv: “Idov, nAbev
Kuplog ev ayLelg puplaolyr’? qutou 15 TOLNooL KPLOLY KOTK TaVTwV Kol €AeyEal’ mavtog
TOUC 0OEPELC™ aLTWV™S TMeEpL TOVTWY TwV €PYWV GOEPELOG aLTWY WV NoePnony, Kol Tepl
TOVTWVY TOV OKANPWY'® v edaAnooy ket ouTtov—opeptwiol aoePelc!” 16 OvToL €loLy
YOYYUOT®L, LERLUOLPOL, KT Te €MLOUULEG €xuTw!? TOPEVOMEVOL: KOL TO OTOMX CUTWV
Aodel DTEpoyka, BaupalorTeg TPOOWTN WHEAELHS YOPLV.

[Exhortation]

17 ‘Ypelg 8¢, oyamnrol, Wrnodnte Twy PNUETOY TV TPOELPMUEVWY DTO TWV

amootorwy tou Kuplov nuwr Inoou XpLotou: 18 0TL €Aeyov ULy OTL™® €v eoxotw xpovw'®

"tovtoLg tpomov *° (88.6%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || ~21 P72XA,B,C (9%)NU || 1 (0.4%) || 2 (1.6%) || -— (0.4%)

2uwoewg %% A (60%) HF,OC,TR || pwuoewe P72XB,C (38.8%) RP,NU || pwuoeo¢ CP || ambiguous (1.2%)

SemeveykeLv rell || vmeveykewy (11.4%) || eeveykely (0.4%)

Yoadd rell || aAle P"2AB (1%) NU

SooL rell || o€ (4.4%) CP

SeLoy £ N (85.4%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 1 0L P2AB (14.6%) NU [lIs the Alexandrian variant not inferior?]

Tadpofwg rell || vuLr 1 C (12.2%) CP

8 mupadepopeval 25 NA,C (87.6%) RP,HF,0C,CP,NU || mopadepopevor P2B (3.8%) || Tepidepopeval (4.6%) TR ||
depopeval (3%) || four other variants (1%)

® amoBavovta rell || 1 kot (15.8%)

0e1g 5 P728A,B,C (65%) RP,HF,CP,NU || 1 tov (35%) OC,TR

" evwy ° [70%] OC,TR,CP || évwy [30%] RP,HF,NU

2 oyl poplooty 2% AB (90.2%) RP,HF,OC,CP,NU || ~21C (5.2%) TR || 12 ayyeAlwv (2%) || ~2oayLwv ayyeiwy
N (2%) || ayiwv ayyeiwv 2 P || two other variants (0.4%)

B edeyEuL 5 P72NAB,C (89.6%) RP,HF,OC,CP,NU || eeieyEal (10.4%) TR

" mevtag Toug noePerg £° A,B,C (95.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 13 (1.4%) || 23 (0.6%) || Taoov yuyny P72N1852
(alone) NU || --- part of a larger omission (1.6%) [The reading chosen by NU is bad. Certain very evil persons have been
rather graphically described in verses 4, 8 and 10-13. In verse 14 Jude introduces a prophecy "about these men", the
same ones he has been describing, and the quotation continues to the end of verse 15. Verse 16 continues the description
of their perversity, but verse 17 draws a clear distinction between them and the believers that Jude is addressing. So,
Enoch cannot be referring to "every soul"—the NU reading is clearly wrong, introducing an aberration on the flimsiest of
evidence. In fact, Nestle?® and UBS? stayed with the Majority, reading "all the ungodly". UBS® changes to "every soul",
without comment! Is this not a curious proceeding? The UBS editors reverse an earlier position, following just three MSS
and the Sahidic version, and do not even mention it in their apparatus.]

5 gutwr ° (80%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || --- P728A,B,C (18.2%) NU || part of a larger omission (1.8%)

" okAnpwv rell || 1 Aoywv NC (14%)

7 equtov £2° C (49.4%) NU || avtwr NAB (49.6%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || part of a larger omission P72 (1%)

BotL %5 P72A,C (98.4%) RP,HF,0C,TR,CP,INJU || --- NB (1.6%)

ey eoyatw xpovw f°(80.1%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 12 ypovwv (0.6%) || 12 Tw 3 (1.2%) || €m 23 (0.4%) || em
€oyotou xporov P72B,C (1.4%)NU || €T e€oyatouv tou Xpovou N(A)(5.2%) || €T eoxetov Twv xpovwy (4.2%) ||
€T €oYaTwV TwV Ypovwy (5.8%) || three other readings (1%)
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2&3 John, Jude

€00VTOL EUTULKTOL KOTO TOG €XVTWV €TLOupLaG! Topevopevol Twv aoePetwy. 19 OLTOL €LoLy
oL amodLopLloVTeg,2 YPUYLKOL, TVEUUN LT €XOVTEC.

20 ‘Ypelg 6€, ayommtol, TN GYLWTETN VLWV TLOTEL €TOLKOSOWOUVTEG €0LTOUE,® €V
ITvevpatt ‘Aylw TPOOELYOUEVOL,4 21 €XVLTOVG €V ayaTn O€ou TNENONTE, TPOOSEXOUEVOL TO
eAeog Tov Kuprov npwr Inoov Xplotov €ig (wny aLtwviov.

22 Kol olg pev eheelte,5 SLakplvoperol-® 23 obg o€ ev ¢poPw owlete, €k mTupog
apmadovteg,” HLOOLVTEC KKL TOV QTTO TNG ONPKOG EOTLAWIEVOV YLTWVK.

[Doxology]
24 Tw 6e duvopevw GuAnEL KLTOLCE KTTHLOTOUG,? KHL OTNOKL KXTEVWTLOY TNG 60ENG

QUTOL CUWHOVE €V OYOAALIOEL—25 povw 000w Bcw,! Twtnpl Muwy,'2 dofe koL’ peyo-
AwoLYT, Kpotog kol €€ovaLe,™ Kol'® YUV Kol €L ToVTHG TOUG olwveg! Auny.18

Teavtwr embuutag rell || avtwr 2 (3.4%) || ~21 (5.8%)CP || ~2avtwy N (3.4%) || two other variants (0.6%)

2 amodLopLlovteg rell || 1 €xvtoug C (18.4%)

3TN AyLWTOTY UMWY TLOTEL €Tolkodopouvteg eautov £°(79.8%) RP,HF,OC, TR || 12 nuwV 456 (5.6%) CP || 12456
(1.2%) || ~561234 NA,B(10.2%)NU || ~5612npwv 4 C (3%) || ~ 1 exvtwy 24 cvoLkodopeLobe P72

4 mpooevyopevol rell || 1exvtoLg P2 (10%) (basically this same group omits the immediately following €xuToUG)

5eleerte °(89.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || edeate NB (2%) NU || eleyyxete A,C (8%) || - (P™?)

& SLakpLvopevoL f°(89.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || SiakpLvopevoug (P72)NA,B,C (10.2%) NU [If the accusative were

original, who would change it to nominative? Why? The Alexandrians either didn’t understand, or didn't like, the original

nominative and changed it to suit.]
"ev doPw owlete €k (+Tov 10.4% OC,TR,CP) Tupog apmafovtes £°(81%) RP,HF(OC,TR,CP) || ~ 345612 C (2%)
|| 3456 (1.4%) || ~ 3456 ouc &€ eAente (eheelte 1.6%; ereyyete 3.6%) 12 NAB (10.4%) NU || a variety of
conflations (4.4%) || four other variants P72 (1%) (OC is in small print.) [Is the Alexandrian variant not inferior?]
avtouvg % (67.6%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || upag NB(C) (29.8%) (the AV’s TR)NU || nuoag A (1%) || -— (1.4%) || P is
wild (Virtually all versions in English read ‘you’, but in the context ‘them’ makes good sense. Jude is assuring his readers
that it is worth the effort to snatch people from the very jaws of hell (v. 23), because God is able to secure them (one’s
natural tendency would be to doubt that). In commenting the parable of the lost sheep, the Lord Jesus affirmed that “there
will be more joy in heaven over one sinner who repents than over ninety-nine just persons who need no repentance.” It
seems that God gets special pleasure out of cheating the Lake. If vpuoc were original, who would change it to ccutouc?)
®amtoctotoug rell || 1 kol aomiioug C(11.4%) || P72 is wild

®

" gopw **(92%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || --- P>NA,B,C (8%) NU [ls the Alexandrian variant not inferior?]

"Bew rell || --- (5.6%) CP

Znuwv 4 (78.4%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 16l Lnoov xpLotou tou kuptov 1 (P72)NAY,B,C (21.6%) NU

3oL £ P72 (88%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || - NAB,C (12%) NU

" eEovore °°(78.8%) RP,HF,OC,TR,CP || 1Tpo Tartog Tou altwvog NA,B,C (13%)NU || 1 Tpo TowvTog oLwrog
(8%) || —-- P2 [Is not the Alexandrian gloss obviously infelicitous?]

kot rell || -— (12.1%)

16 The citation of £*° is based on forty-six MSS—18, 35, 141, 149, 201, 204, 328, 386, 394, 432, 444, 604, 664, 757, 824,
928, 986, 1072, 1075, 1100, 1247, 1248, 1249, 1503, 1548, 1628, 1637, 1725, 1732, 1754, 1761, 1768, 1855, 1864, 1865,
1876, 1892, 1897, 2221, 2352, 2431, 2466, 2554, 2587, 2626 and 2723—all of which | collated myself. 141, 204, 386, 824,
928, 1072, 1075, 1100, 1637, 1855, 1864, 2221, 2554 and 2723 are very pure representatives of f*° in these three books,
with not a single variant, and so for the exemplars of fourteen others. For all those MSS to have no variants after all the
centuries of transmission is surely an eloquent demonstration of the faithfulness and accuracy of that transmission. Since
these MSS come from all over the Mediterranean world (Sinai, Jerusalem, Patmos, Constantinople, Bucharest, Aegean,
Trikala, Athens, Meteora, Sparta, Ochrida, Mt. Athos [nine different monasteries], Grottaferrata, Vatican, etc.) they are
certainly representative of the family, giving us the precise family profile—it is reflected in the Text without exception.

For Jude | used Tommy Wasserman’s complete collation of over 500 MSS (The Epistle of Jude: Its Text and
Transmission, Aimqvist & Wiksell International, 2006), so | imagine the percentages given are very close to the true
picture. For 2&3 John | used ECM, extrapolating from a comparison with T uT, which presumably allows a reasonably
close approximation. So | venture to predict, if complete collations ever become available, that for any non-Byzantine
variants listed with 5 to 1% support (in my apparatus) the margin of error should not exceed * 1%; for non-Byzantine
variants listed with 10 to 6% support the margin of error should hardly exceed + 3%; where there is some division among
the Byzantine witnesses the margin of error should rarely exceed + 10%. However, | guarantee the witness of 3%, that
represents around 17% of the total of extant MSS for these books. Please see the last footnote for Matthew for further
information.
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