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RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

Twelve months ago we spoke of the year now past as "A year of Decision, "
(Vol. II, No. 2) It proved to be a momentous year in many ways~--extreme weather,
international crises, uncertain elections, globe-circling space flights, the first
session of the ecumenical council in Rome. There were also some significant
events in the ecclesiastical sphere in this couniry and especially in the Lutheran
sector, One such event was the constituting convention of what is now the largest
Lutheran body in the world, the Lutheran Church in America (LCA). Of greater and
more immediate concern to us were the develogments within the Synodical Con-
ference during the past year.

Our Evangelical Lutheran Synod re-affirmed its decision of 1961 to memorialize
the Synodical Conference to dissolve itself, The Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran
Synod called a special convention to grapple with the educational problems facing
it. But the crisis in the Synodical Conference prompted it to give earnest consid-
eration to the forth-coming Synodical Cornference convention, too; so that it
resolved, almost unanimously, to call for the dissolution of the Synodical Con-
ference. The Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Churches (Slovak) did not meet in con-
vention in 1962; however, its doctrinal commitiee requested the other synods of
the Synodical Conference to resume docirinal discussions, in spife of the fact that
two of the other synods had found it impossible to continue such discussions under
the circumstances now prevailing in the Synodical Conference,

It had been hoped that there would have been some conservatively-pointed
decisions made by the Lutheran Church~Missouri Synod at its triennial convention
in Cleveland, Ohio, last June. However, it seems that this convention succeeded
in doing what we a year ago did not deem possible-=it avoided coming to effective
grips with a number of controversial issues. For example, the "Theology of Fellow-
ship," a statement given to the Joint Doctrinal Committee of the Synodical Con=
ference as the position of the Missouri Synod on that doctrine, was at Cleveland
termed "a study document open to revision, clarification, or correction." Instead
of being forthrightly rejected because it espoused un-lutheran principles, the
document is either to be revised or supplanted by a new study on the subject,


































































variously as having originated in the third, fourth, or fifth centuries. Of the transla-
tions made into the dialects of Middle Egypt ==Fayyumic, Memrphitic, and Akhmimic
--the manuscript remains are ¢o fragmentary and so little is known, even today,

that nothing can really be said about them, These various Coptic versions are des-
ignated in our critical apparatus as sz, Lo, and aeg. (cf. page 17 of Nestle's six-
teenth edition).

The one significant thing to be noted abour all these Coptic versions, however,
is the fact that they, too, all exhibit a common text; and even more significantly, a
text which differs greatly from the previously mentioned Syro=Latin family. And here
also we note that the text of these Coptic versions shows marked affinities with
another small group of ancient Greek manuscripts == especially with B, Aleph, C,
and L, of the uncials, and with the important minuscule 33, Here, then, is additional
evidence to the existence of another distinct and separate local text ==or a family
of texts, closely related to one another in character and extending over a well-
defined geographical area -~that of Egypt, with its great center of Alexandria. Here
also the evidence points to the existence of this definite "Alexandrian" text --desig=-
nated as B -=at a very early date ==—at least as far back as 200 A, D,

In this respect it should be remarked that Wegtcott and Hort, in their researches
in the late nineteenth century, recognized the existence of both the above-mentioned
families of texts ==the "Western" and the Alexandrian. It should also be noted, how-
ever, that Westcott and Hort mis-read the evidence then at their disposal, and came
to the erroneous conclusion that the so-called "Alexandrian" text, represented by
the two best and oldest manuscrists, B and Aleph, was a "pure neutral text," as
they described it =~that is to say, a text which transmitted the text of the original
documents in an almost pure form. This being the case, they rather contemptuously
dismissed the "Western" family of texts as an example of a much corrupted text,
whose readings should be considered as merely curious eccentricities. This being
the case, the critical text of Westcott and Hort, which forms the basis of the E.R.V.,,
the A.S.V., and the R.S.V., is a text which is based almost entirely and exclusively
on one local text --that of Alexandria, as represented almost exclusively in two
manuscripts -- B and Aleph. As noted above, Westcott and Hort's principle was
that where B and Aleph agreed, that reading must certainly be accepted as the true
reading. Where B and Aleph disagreed, they invariably followed the text of B, so
that in effect their critical text is but a reproduciion of that of one manuscript == B.
Tischendorf, who accepted their evaluation of the Alexandrian family as "pure,
neutral" in character, differed from his contemporaries only in that in cases of dis-
agreement between the two principal authorities, he generally followed the text of
Aleph, which he himself discovered.

(To be concluded)
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Pamphlets published under the sponsorship of our Synod's publication board: The
writings are not new, but what they say is eternally true and practical.

A CLOSER LOOK (a study of church difference) -=Dr. J. A. O. Preus

CHRISTIAN BURIAL == Rev, Justin A, Petersen

BEHOLD HE PRAYETH (a study of prayer) == Dr. S. C. Ylvisaker

BLESSED ARE YE (a devotion exposition of the beatitudes) ==Dr. S. C.
Ylvisaker

Order from the: LUTHERAN SYNOD BOOK COMPANY, Bethany Lutheran College,
Mankato, Minnesota.
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