Copyist Care Quotient-3
Wilbur N. Pickering, ThM PhD

Back in 1957, Ernest Colwell did a “careful study” of “all alleged Beta Text-type [Alexandrian]
witnesses in the first chapter of Mark”.! Those alleged MSS numbered thirteen: X,B,C,D,L,33,
157,517,579,892,1241,1342 and 2427. After that “careful study” he identified six of them as

“primary witnesses”: X,B,L,33,892,2427 and “set aside” the other seven.

For this study | am using Reuben Swanson’s complete collations for Luke chapter four (the
whole chapter).? Of Colwell’s thirteen, Swanson collated four of his “primary” witnesses
(N,B,L,33), as well as four of the “weaker” ones (C,D,157,579). He also collated P*>75,Q,T,W, but
only W is extant for the whole chapter, or even most of it (C is missing more than half). He
compared them to UBS* (N-A?7), which reproduces the text of UBS3/N-A?6, Since Kurt Aland
called this the ‘standard’ text, he, at least, presumably regarded it to be a reasonable
approximation to the ‘Alexandrian’ archetype (if there ever was such a thing). | proceed to list
the number of times each of the eight MSS disagrees with UBS*: X-28, B-18, D-94, L-20, W-33,
33-33,157-51, 579-57.3

There are 44 verses in chapter four; | suppose that we may agree that D is not part of the
‘family’ (many of its variants involve a whole phrase, added or omitted, that | only counted as
one variant). If 157 and 579 belong, they are on the fringe. That leaves five MSS that might be
said to represent the ‘Alexandrian’ text-type here (X,B,L,W,33). Since most of B’s variants are
mere spelling differences, UBS/N-A may be said to be basically a Codex B text.

| now give the results of my complete collation of fifty-one representatives of Family 35 for this
chapter. The fifty-one are: 18, 35, 128, 201, 204, 246, 402, 479, 510, 547, 553, 586, 691, 757,
769, 781, 789, 824, 867, 897,928, 1072, 1111, 1117, 1147, 1328, 1339, 1384, 1435, 1461, 1493,
1496, 1503, 1548, 1551, 1621, 1637, 1652, 1667, 1694, 1713, 2122, 2253, 2352, 2367, 2382,
2466, 2503, 2554, 2765 and Iviron 2110.

| reproduce my chapter 4 with the f3-specific apparatus below, so the reader can check the
evidence for himself. Of the fifty-one MSS, only 17 have a variant, which means that 34, two-
thirds of the total, are perfect representatives of the archetype in this chapter! Of the
seventeen, 14 have only one variant, 2 have two, and one has four. The worst f3°
representative is four times better than the best Alexandrian representative! Also, it took fifty
35 MISS to produce as many variations from their archetype as Codex B did all by itself. Further,
as the reader can verify for himself, all of the variants can be said to be inconsequential—they
make little or no difference.* Perhaps | should also mention that my choice of Luke chapter
four was random; any other chapter would give a similar result. Since the whole NT with

1 E.C. Colwell, "The Significance of Grouping of New Testament Manuscripts", New Testament Studies, IV (1957-
1958), 86-87.

2 R.J. Swanson, New Testament Greek Manuscripts—Luke (Pasadena, CA: William Carey International University
Press, 1995), pp. 62-77.

3 For the purpose of this study | am ignoring the 43 places where UBS* is certainly mistaken (in my opinion), just in
this one chapter.

41t may also be observed that only two of the variants receive attestation from other MSS (not in the Family), so
that almost all the variants are isolated mistakes.
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f35-specific apparatus is available from www.prunch.org, anyone who wishes to check it out
may do so.
[Jesus tested by Satan]

4.1 Inooug &€, mAnpng Ivevpatog ‘Ayiov, Leotpeler amo Tou Iopdavou Kl MYETO €V Tw
ITVeupatL €LC TNV €pMUOY, 2 MUEPNS TEOOXPIKOVTE TeLpaloderoc bTo Tou Sieforov. Kal ouk
eharyer oLdeV €V TOLG MUEPULE EKELVALE, KL OUVTEAEOBELOwY! auTwy LoTepoV eTelvaoeyr. 3 Kal
eLmer avtw 0 SuaPorog, “Ei Yiog €l tov Ocov, eLme tTw ABw Touvtw? v yevmtal aptog!”
4 Kot amekpdn? Inoouvg mpog avtor Aeywv, “Teypamtal 0Tt ‘Ovk €’ apTtw povw (Moetol
avOpWTOG, AL’ €Tl TovTL Pnuatl Ocov’.”

5 Kal aveyeywy avtor 0 SLafolog €Lg 0pog YmAor, €deléer autw Taong Tog ParoLieLug
TNG OLKOUWEVNG €V OTLyun xpovou. 6 Kal eLmer avtw 0 deforog: “Xol dwow tny €EovaLov
TOUTNY GTONY, KoL TNV G0EXV auTwl, OTL €UoL Tepadedotal, kol W exv Bedw SLdwULS autny.
7 Zu ouv, €V TPOOKLIMONCE €VWTLOV €uov, €otel ool’ maoe.” 8 Kul amokplelg autw eLTer O

Inooug: ““Ymaye omiow pouv, Xateve! lMeypoantal, ‘TIpookuvnoelrg Kuplov tov Oeov gou, kol
KUTW Hovw Aatpevoelg’!”

9 Kol nyayer avtov €ug ‘TepousaAny Kol €0TNOEV qUTOV €L TO TTEPLYLOV TOU LEPOUL
ket evmer oautw: “Eu Yiog €l Tov Ocov, Pade geavtor evteuber kotw: 10 yeypomtal yop OTL
“ToLg aryyeAoLg auTOL €VTEAELTOL TEPL 0OV TOU SLaduAabol o€’, 11 kot, ‘EmL yelpwr apouvoLy
o€, unmote Tpookoyng Tpo¢ ALBov Tov modw cov’.” 12 Kal amokplbelg eLmer autw 0 Inooug OTL
“Eipnrat, ‘Ouvk ekmerpaoerc Kuplov tov Oeov cou’l”

13 Kol ovvtedeong Tovte TELPaopovd 0 SLefolog ameatn o’ quTOL ayPL KoLPOU.

[Jesus begins His public ministry]
4.14 Kou vmeotpefer 0 Inooug ev tn Suveper tov Hvevpetog eig tny Nadtdatay, kel® ¢nun
€ENABer ka®’ OANG TNG TEPLYWPOL TEPL QLTOL: 15 KoL (LTOC €OLONOKEY €V TOLC OLVYWYHLE
auTwY, 60Ea(OhEVog LTTO TUVTWY.
[His hqmetown rejects Him]

16 Kot nABev ewc v Nalapet, o0 v tebpapperog10 kol eLoniber, kato To €Lwbog
QUTW, €V TN HUEPE TWV OofPatwl €LC TNV oLVaYWYNY, Kol aveotn aveyvwval. 17 Kol emedodn
autw Bpiror Howrov tov mpodmrov: kol avemtuiag to PLBALOV €bpev Tov Tomov 00 NV
veypappevor: 18 “Tvevpo Kuplov em’ eue, ol €lveker expLoer pe evoyYeALonohoLl TTw)OLG.
ATmeoTaAKey L€ LonoBoL TOUG OUVTETPLUUEVOUG TNV Kopdlay, KNPLEKL oLYUeAWTOLS adeaLy Kol
TupAoLg avaPrelily, amooteldlul TeBpouopevoug ev adeael, 19 knpuiel evioutor Kuplov
dektov.”

[“Today this Scripture is fulfilled”]
20 Kot mtuéeg to BLfiiov, amodovg Tw LTMPETN, ekabloer. Kol Tavtwy ev tn ouveywyn

ol opBaApol noov atevi{ovteg autw. 21 Hpéuto &€ Aeyewv mpog acutoug OTL “Enuepov
TETANPWTHL T) Ypadn TN €V ToL woLy Lpwv.” 22 (Kol TovTeg euaptupouy autw Kol
€BocupaloV €TL TOLG AOYOLG TNG XOPLTOG TOLG EKTOPEUOIEVOLE €K TOU OTOMNTOG CXUTOU* KoL

ereyov, “Ouy ovtog €otLy 0 viog Iwond?”) 23 Kat ermer mpog avtovg: “Tlavtwg! epelte pot

v mepafoiny tavtny: Tatpe, Bepamevoor GeauTOV!'—O0K NKOLOMUEY YEVOUEVX €V TN
Kamepraovy mownoov kel wde €v tn matpldl gov.”

T ouvtereaBelowy || ouvtereabnowy 128
270uTw || --- 789 (from one page to the next)

3 amekpLbn || 10 781

4 moupadedotal || moepodedwtal 1493
58LdwpL || dLéwpoL 201

8 mpookuvnong || mpookuvnoeLg [15%] 204
7goL || oov [75%] 1621

8 meLpaopov || TeLpaopwy 691

SkoL || 11 691

10 TeBpappevog || tebpoprevog 757

" mavtwg || Tevtog 691



[Jesus treads on their toes]
24 Eimev e “Auny Aeyw UULY OTL 0UdELE TPOdNTNG GEKTOC €OTLY €V TN TUTPLOL LTOV.

25 ET" aAnBerag 8¢ Aeyw LWLy,! ToAdal ympal noay €v Ttolg muepete HAou ev tw Iopand, 0te?
€KAELOBN O OLPAVOC ETL €TN TPLK KUL UNVIG €E, WG EYEVETO ALUOG LEYRG €TL TRV TNV yny:
26 KoL mPOg oLOepLoy auTwy emepdOn HALog €L pn elg Xapemto g XLLdwrog, TPOG YUVKLKE
xnpeoav. 27 Kol moAdoL Aempor moov emt EAlooaiov tou mpodntou e€v tw Iopani- kel ouvdelg
autwy ekabapLodn ev un Neepav 0 Xvpog.”

[Atypical mob action]
28 Kol emAnobnoav movteg BUROL €V T OLVKYWYN GKOUOVTES TOUTX, 29 KoL (VOOTEVTEC

eEePoror autov €Ew TNG TOACWE KoL TYeYOV oUTOV €w¢ 0PPLOG TOL 0pPouG €d’ 00 M TOAL QUTWY
WKOdOUNTO,? €L¢ TO KoTakpnurioolt cvtov. 30 Autog O€, SLeABwr Sl LECOU RUTWV, ETOPEVETO.
[Capernaum becomes His base of operations—27 AD]

31 Kot katnABev ewg Kamepraovd, ToAy tng TeAtdateg: kol fv SLdeokwy autoug ev

toLg oofPaoiy. 32 Kal eemAnooovto em tn S1daym avtov, 0tL €v efovole fv O A0YOC auTOU.
R [A demonized man]

33 KoL ev ™ ouvaywyn MY avdpwmog exwy TYELK OKLLOVLOU akeBopTou: Kol
avekpoafer® dwrn peyodn 34 Aeywv: “Ea! TU fuw ket oot,d Inoov Naapnre? HAOec amodeowt
nuoag? Owda o€’ Tig €1, 6 ‘AyLog tov Beov!” 35 Kul emetiunoer avtw 0 Inoouvg Aeywy,
“OLuwdntL, kol egedbe €€ avtou!” Kot pufiar autor to daLpoviov €Lg ueoov, eniber o’
outov, UNoer Prayior cvtov. 36 Kol eyeveto Bapfoc emL movtog, Kol GUVEAXAOLY TPOG AAANAOUC
Aeyovteg: “Tig 0 Aoyog oltog! OTL v €EovoLa Kol SUVUEL €TLTHOOEL TOLG XKOOUPTOLS
mreupaoLy, kol eEepyovtal!” 37 Kol eEemopeveto nyog TeEPL LTOU €LG THVTH TOTOV TTG
TEPLYWPOU.

[Peter’'s mother-in-law]

38 Avootag b€ ek TG oUVLYWYNG €ELONABEY €Lg TNV olkLlay Xipwroc.t TlevBepo 6€ tou
ZLUWPOG Y OUVEXOUEVT] TUPETM® HEYOAW, KL MPWTNONY qLTOV Tepl autng. 39 Kol emioteg
ETOVW UTNG EMETLUNOEY TW TUPETW, Kol opnkey avtny. Tlapaxpnuo 06 aveotaoe dLnKOveL
oUTOLG.

[Healings at sunset]
40 Avvovtog &€ TOL MALOU, TWTEC O00L ELYOV KOOEVOLVTOG VOOOLE TOLKLAKLG TYOyOV

aLTOVG® TPOG aLTOV: O 8¢ EVLTT EKUOTW QUTWY TOG YeELpag €TLOELS €BepaTEVTEY (UTOUG.
41 Einpyeto 8¢ koL doctplovie amo moAAwy, kpalovte kel Aeyovte 0Tl “Xu €l 0 XpLotog 0

Yiog touv Oeov!” Kl €mLTLLwY ok €L qute AAeLy, 0TL néeLoay Tor XpLoTov quTOV €LVl.

42 Devoperng b€ NMuepag €EeABwy €mopeudn €L €pNUOY TOTOV: KoL OL 0XAOL €/nNToLV
aUTOV Kol MABOV €wg (UTOL, KKL KOTELXOV QUTOV TOL Wn TopeveaBul am’ auTtwy. 43 ‘O & eLmey
mpo¢ avtoug 0Tl “Keal talg €tepolg ToAeoly eveyyeilonoBul pe del tnv Baoiiciar tou Ocov,
OTL €L TOLTO ameoToApaL.” 44 Kol MV knpuoowy eV talg ouvaywynls e ledlioiog.

Now then, what does this evidence tell us?

Tuuwy || 1 otL 2367

20te || otL 510

3 wkodounto || okodounto 757

4 KOTOKPMUVLOKL || KeTaKpULYMooL 553
5 avekpobev || ekpokev 1503

5goL || ov 691

7oudo o€ || - 1435

Sowwwvog || 1n 1548

® guVeyOUeEVT) TUPETW || ~21 2466
" qutoug || --- 510

"evL || ever 1652



1) It tells us that it is possible to establish the archetypical form of Family 35 on objective,
scientific, empirical grounds (something that it is impossible to do for the ‘Alexandrian’ text-
type) [which excludes the ‘Alexandrian’ text-type as a candidate for Original Text].

2) It tells us that when we look at the copyist care quotient, there is a dramatic difference
between ‘Alexandrian’ MSS and 35 MSS. The Alexandrians did not take their task seriously,
which presumably means that they did not believe they were handling an inspired text. On the
other hand, the 3> copyists took their task very seriously, which is compatible with belief in an
inspired Text.

3) Might the glaring contrast in care quotient imply supernatural participation? If so, the
‘Alexandrian’ text-type reflects Satan’s, and Family 35 reflects God’s.?

Since neutrality is impossible [neither God nor Satan will permit it],2 which side should we
choose? As for me and my house, | choose Family 35.

! For more on this subject, please see my article, “What is a ‘controlled’ text?” (mailing #182, sent a year ago).

2 As Sovereign Jesus stated in Luke 11:23: “He who is not with me is against me, and he who does not gather with
me scatters.” Please note that both attitude and action are included—“with me” is an attitude; “gather” is an
action.
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