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Solving a Textual
Variant Properly

Topic: Introductory Matters

(The ‘what’ and ‘why’ of lower textual criticism)



[dentifying What Textual Variants Are

Sources Attesting to Textual Variants



Importance of Solving Textual Variants

Every word
Every word

every word



o a Textual
Variant Properly

Topic: Types of Evidence for
Resolving Textual Variants

(External Evidence and Internal Evidence)



Types of Evidence for Resolving Variants

Internal evidence



External Evidence: Primary Hebrew Witnesses

1 Massoretic Hebrew Text: exists essentially in the
Leningrad Codex (AD 1008/9) in St. Petersburg (Russia)

* Originally contained no vowel letters or pointings
 \owel letters (matres lectiones) invented (850 BC)
* Masoretes invented vowel pointings (750—650 BC)

d  Samaritan Pentateuch: Oldest manuscript probably
dates to no earlier than AD 1000, most to after AD 1200

 Probably created shortly before John Hyrcanus
destroyed Mt. Gerizim in 112/111 BC
o Text written in archaized script of pre-587 BC
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External Evidence: Secondary Witnesses

d  Septuagint (LXX): Greek translation of the Heb. Bible

e Pentateuch dates to Philadelphus Il (after 275 BC)

« Writings and prophets took time (by 116 BC)

e Collection of ‘versions’ made by various writers
who differed greatly in their translational methods

d  Aramaic Targums and ancient translations:

e Translation into Aramaic was needed since Jews
no longer spoke/wrote in Hebrew

e \arious other translations: Syriac, Old Latin,
Vulgate, Coptic, Ethiopic, Armenian, Arabic



Septuagint (LXX)




Types of Evidence for Resolving Variants

Internal evidence



Transcriptional Probability: Textual Krrors

unintentional changes
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Unintentional Change: Omission by Homoioteleuton

Homoeoteleuton: omitting intervening text because the eye
skips from one word to the same word found later.

Isalah 4:5-6

« MT: Writes the entire text.
e DSS 1Qls?: Omits the intervening, bracketed words.

because night by flaming fire a of brightness and smoke even by day cloud its regions over and

D 19 275 UR M W] ond I oRIPROMm

2 ERd 5% mn 0297 :men Tia3-53-by

heat the from by day shade for will be shelter and ,a covermg glory the of aII over

e Correct Reading: MT, as the omission is an error of sight.



Unintentional Change: Omission by Error in Thought
Error In Thought: variations that arose as a copyist held a

letter(s), word(s), or clause in his memory before writing it down.

Judges 20:13
o LXX: Writes ot viot BeviopLr (“[the] sons of Benjamin™).

e MT: Writes 1372 (“Benjamin”), without *J2 (“sons of ) before it.
Israel sons of their of brothers voice to listen to Benjamin were willing not but

OROWTI DTN DIP2 piawn 12 13N KD
e Correct Reading: LXX, as the MT wrote *J2 once when it should

have written it twice (232 2). The plural verb 12X agrees only
with the plural subject “sons of Benjamin” (not sing. “Benjamin™).



Intentional Change: Alteration for Doctrinal Protection

" (?) Ascribe intentionally changed the word in his exemplar in
?&%\\e order to eliminate a doctrinally offensive phrase from the text.

Job 1:5
o LXX: Writes évevonoav (“[they] reflected upon”).

e MT: Writes 12721 (“[they] blessed”).

their heartsin God blessed and my sons (they) sinned Perhaps ,Job (he) said
02353 25X 12727 "33 MBI W 2R NN
e Correct Reading: ?\‘7‘?‘? (“they cursed”), a reading not found In any

extant text [? 11QtgJob]. A scribe replaced the offensive expression,
“[they] cursed God” with a euphemism to smoothen the reading.




Intentional Change: Alteration for Doctrinal Protection

" An alternative answer to Job 1:5’s alleged textual variant:
N

®  MT correct as is: “Job said, ‘Perhaps my sons sinned, then they
blessed God In their hearts.’” This avoids using textual emendation.
Thus, Job presented burnt offerings on behalf of his sons, partly
because he realized that his sons may have committed some type of
sin, then afterward—with unatoned sin on their ledger—spoke words
of blessing to God iIn their hearts while In that state. Thelr actions

thus are consecutive, just as with the waw-conjunction in Gen 1:1.
2) (1)
NN) DYUT NN DUTON RD2 MMURDRH
(2)

11In the beginning, God created the cog?nos, then



Intentional Change: Alteration for Doctrinal Protection

< An alternative answer to Job 1:5°s alleged textual variant:

>
%)
N

®  MT correct as is: “Job said, ‘Perhaps my sons sinned, then they
blessed God In their hearts.”” This avoids using textual emendation.
The 1dea Is that Job’s understanding reflects the truth recorded iIn
Isaiah 59:1-2: “You see, the hand of He-who-Is Is not shortened that
It cannot save, nor Is his ear heavy that it cannot hear. Yet your
Iniquities have created a separation between you and your God, and
your sins have hidden his face from you, so that he does not hear.”
Perhaps Job similarly feared that his children’s sins that went
unatoned for actually prevented God from hearing their blessings.



Intentional Change: Alteration to Resolve a Historical Difficulty

A scribe intentionally changed the numbers in his exemplar In
order to resolve a historical difficulty created by their implication.
Genesis 11
e MT: Writes “Now lived X years, then he sired B
o« LXX/SP: Writes “. . . lived X [+ 100] years, then he sired . . .”).

e Correct Reading: “. . . lived X [+ 100] years™), because while the
reading In the LXX/SP easily explains the rise of the reading in the
MT, the MT definitely cannot explain the rise of the other reading.
No scribe In his right mind would see 35 and change it to 135.




Shem Arpachshad (?)Kainan Shelah Heber Peleg Reu Serug Nahor Terah
MT 100 35 30 34 30 32 30 29 70
LXX | 100 135 130 130 134 130 132 130 79 70
SP 100 135 130 134 130 132 130 79 70




Solving a Textual
Variant Properly

Topic: Praxes of Textual Criticism

(Considering the Options)



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



Choosing a Praxis for Solving Textual Variants



o a Textual
Variant Properly

Topic: Canons of Intrinsic
and Transcriptional Probability

(Guidelines for Methodology)



Canons of Intrins

ic and Transcriptional Probability



o a Textual
Variant Properly

Topic: Example of a
Textual Variant Resolved

(Exodus 12:40)



Variant Resolution: Exodus 12:40



Variant Resolution: Exodus 12:40

long sojourn view



Variant Resolution: Exodus 12:40



Variant Resolution: Exodus 12:40

In Canaan

In the land of Canaan

and their fathers In the
land of Canaan



Variant Resolution: Exodus 12:40



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: External Evidence



Tentative Conclusion from External Evidence



Tentative Conclusion from External Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence

N
Canaan



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Internal Evidence



Exodus 12:40 Variant: Applying Canon




Exodus 12:40 Variant: Applying Canon




Exodus 12:40 Variant: Applying Canon




Evaluation of Internal Evidence



Evaluation of Internal Evidence



Final Conclusion on Exodus 12:40 Variant



Final Conclusion on Exodus 12:40 Variant



THE END
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