HUMA4655 Synoptic Gospels
Oct. 5 The Griesbach Hypothesis

** NOTE: be sure to print off and read all readings for today’s class (they were posted to the site only recently.

Read for today’s class: Griesbach, “A Demonstration That Mark Was Written After Matthew and Luke” (PDF and CHART); William R. Farmer, “The Two-Gospel Hypothesis: The Statement of the Hypothesis” (PDF 1, PDF 1.5, PDF 2).

** Assignment due today: consult the synopsis for Mark 3:1-6 par (p. 45). Make a copy, colour it according to Goodacre’s suggestions (p. 33-35), and hand it in with your paper. The paper will be a study of the pericope in light of the Griesbach solution to the Synoptic Problem. What phenomena do you observe here that supports the theory (i.e., what would a supporter of the theory say about what Mark does with his sources [Matt and Luke]? And why?). 

On-Line Resources: check out Ron Price’s page on the Two-Gospel Hypothesis (aka the Griesbach Hypothesis): http://www.colby.edu/rel/2gh/index.html
1. The Griesbach Hypothesis (aka Two-Gospel Hypothesis): The Basics
· In agreement with patristic testimony, the two gospels with genealogies (see Clement) are the earliest.
· Matthew is the first gospel, followed by Luke, who changed Matthew because he did not find its Jewish focus useful for his community.
· Mark combined Luke and Mark for several reasons: it is “less effort and expense” to have one document, to correct inconsistencies, to address the needs of his own community, and “to unify the narrative corpus of the Gospels with the Pauline theology of the cross” (Farmer).
· Mark primarily follows Matthew as a guide. When he departs from Matthew he takes up Luke’s order, then “returns to the very same place of either one where he had begun to diverge from him”

· When following Matthew, Mark’s vocabulary is largely Matthean, when following Luke it is largely Lukan

· Mark adds only 24 verses of his own material. The reasons for some of these additions are mysterious.

2. Important Resources for the Griesbach Solution

· Supporters: W. Farmer, G. W. Buchanan, O. L. Cope, D. L. Dungan, T. R. W. Longstaff, B. Orchard, H. H. Stoldt

· Henry Owen, Observations on the Four Gospels (London: 1764)
· Johan Jakob Griesbach, Commentatio qua Marci Evangelium totum e Matthaei et Lucae commentariis decerptum esse monstratur [A dissertation in which the whole Gospel of Mark is shown to be derived from the memoirs of Matthew and Luke], I-II (Jena, 1789-90)

· William R. Farmer, The Synoptic Problem: A Critical Analysis (Macmillan, 1964)

· Bernard Orchard, Matthew, Luke & Mark (Manchester 1976)

· Bernard Orchard, A Synopsis of the Four Gospels: In Greek, Arranged According to the Two-Gospel Hypothesis (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1983)

· Thomas R. W. Longstaff, Evidence of Conflation in Mark? A Study in the Synoptic Problem (Missoula, Mont.: Scholar's Press, 1977)

· Bernard Orchard & Thomas R. W. Longstaff, eds., J. J. Griesbach: Synoptic and Text-Critical Studies 1776-1976 (Society for New Testament Studies Monograph Series 34; Cambridge: University Press, 1978)

· C. M. Tuckett, The Revival of the Griesbach Hypothesis: An Analysis and Appraisal (Cambridge University Press, 1983)

· William R. Farmer (ed.), New Synoptic Studies: The Cambridge Gospel Conference and Beyond (Macon, GA: Mercer University press, 1983)

· David B. Peabody, Lamar Cope and Allan J. McNicol (eds). One Gospel from Two: Mark's Use of Matthew and Luke (Harrisburg, PA: Trinity Press International, 2003)
3. Test Cases
The Sick Healed at Evening (Mark 1:32-34 par)

The Man with the Withered Hand (Mark 3:1-6 par)
On Paying Tribute to Caesar (Mark 12:13-17 par)

4. Wikipedia Assignment Discussion

Key Essay Collections:
Arthur J. Bellinzoni, Jr., ed., with the assistance of Joseph B. Tyson and William O. Walker, Jr., The Two-Source Hypothesis: A Critical Appraisal (Macon, Ga.: Mercer University Press, 1985).

David L. Dungan, ed., The Interrelations of the Gospels: A Symposium Led by M. É. Boismard - W. R. Farmer - F. Neirynck, Jerusalem 1984 (Bibliotheca Ephemeridum Theologicarum Lovaniensium 95; Leuven: University Press, 1990).

David L. Dungan, A History of the Synoptic Problem: The Canon, the Text, the Composition and the Interpretation of the Gospels (The Anchor Bible Reference Library; New York: Doubleday, 1999).

William R. Farmer, ed., New Synoptic Studies: The Cambridge Gospel Conference and Beyond (Macon, Ga.: Mercer University Press, 1983).

Thomas Richmond Willis Longstaff & Page A. Thomas, The Synoptic Problem: A Bibliography 1716-1988 (Macon, Ga.: Mercer University Press, 1988).

David E. Orton, ed., The Synoptic Problem and Q: Selected Studies from Novum Testamentum (Brill's Readers in Biblical Studies 4; Leiden: Brill, 1999).

W. Sanday, ed., Studies in the Synoptic Problem, by members of the University of Oxford (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1911),

C. M. Tuckett, ed., Synoptic Studies: The Ampleforth Conferences of 1982 and 1983 (Journal for the Study of the New Testament Supplement Series 7; Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1984).

