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Christiam Ovriging and the Gospel of Mark:
Fragments of 2 Story

Wl Sraan

Intreduction

Within the ficld of New Testanemt and carly Chaostiam wnitings
there o 2 comenvas that “Choatan ompea”™ temporally mscans the
Brst century UL Exeny college imraductony testhook on e New
Testament o carh Perstianety assumes thes | noty as an exasepie
the most widely usad wmirodaciory evthool, Bant Ehman's Ty
Yo' Tesomeny. A Hosnowesood fateontod toome 1o 1 Eardy € liragion
Mirvrimgs. Diespete the exphicon asnouncemone that the sserodection
will by listorsgal, be assumes a Frtcomtury ongin of Chnstaniny,
cvent though o1 can be amrgued thae no Liest-comtun st that was
cventualh inluded = the Chnstian canon was wnitten by sabhons
who sdostificd themaches as Chostian. Fyvem more nosewerthy.

and ircetag, s the sploadid work of Burton
mech of s Rater carcer o the elifon o4
ongins, o show that the Gosped of Mark,

Mack who has Snvoted
‘redoewen®ang” hnsban
indeed. the cntrre New

Testamet repeesents a mvth of o, rather than 2 Bestory of
. :

begimmentgs of Cheislianety © The Chrban myeh was comtructod m

- X »

Bant I Fhomman Thy Yo Tonumn s Mankom iy an’ It snin
Foorty €' 501y w M el 15ew York I Tord Lanetuts Prow, Minwy
The choct s ot worhs of Barsom L. Mk are B fidlonng: |

A o Ponnn vonw SEard oo Chrowiom Chipves IMEcapaola: Forgss, 1985
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the et centerry Iy Paul and Bhe wntens of the gospel of Mark and
the wnter of Lube and Acts, Mack thinks. Whas solkeas aller the
of the ongmal, Hirt-comury mith, In

first oertury 1s the “hogay
Ban somo, and only i the sase oF sempoealiy plaving Cheisiian
origaies 10 e Bt contury. Mack's redescnpion Tums out 30 be 3
historsograptig al resoanpbion, Lt the esocptional hestoncal work
of Fheman and Modh s capmncdogaey model stand  as signal
vaamphs of how dithice®s @ s w redamagine the find contun
wutside the Tramewsek of Chrestaminy s onn mnth of onges, that
of cournse = mythecally and, o s out, hestoncally Tocussad on
John 11x The dominam detault w
the el of the Tormuwe and hoswony of emerpgent Cheistiamty 15
By assumpison ol s
Chonshiamty s owe mvth of ongns & Aado has becone the
v orsal soholardy hossory of Chnstian beginmmgs. | sction indecd
baas bevoenie hiskory, i much modern scholasship, jus 3s ot was

ovuin of oAb LR ALY RUTRR

myshiqiy - of  Bnd<ontuny  onges

antiguas, as Glent Boworack Tas shown so well

In whan folioms, | ook ot st ome hiorany  cxaogie, the
!ul\‘\'l of Murk, 10 w0 of 11 can b thy barden of thw Chnstie
v th ol o ”

Fhe Gospet of Mark: Part One

Fint o0 acountwy ke the
archival’ Jesas stulY vo & M. & ography-hike namraene: Huros

Oran more Mo hetorogeneos

it Tharporsas Fumowee, 79, T Civiaie Y LIV
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Mock. i F Wl oy fosecenoe, Do satisfaed me on Aose Mark Bd ot

that s, Mack has omthined convmmcingdy both 2 naeranive 2l 2
for Mark's baographn-hike
mamatn e Arraldo Momigluaen has given the hest posahly gomvne

waiak-cultural foge  that  accoums

surmise that permms near-satsfacton on why Jesus adherents s
prodiced b exemplars m the first centuns and besond. Thes
Mool

Biography gamod prestage in the bpenal age lor
contradton rorsons. Biographs was the matural
form of eiling the stony of 4 Caoae. On the other
hand. ography was 2 vedecle for
pohitical and philosophic sdeas

usOorthodos

“Ihe wrers of Mography  creoted & sscaninglul  relativendup
Sotwoen the living and the dead.”™ argoes Mossghano, as 2 way ol
Jraw Ng gencin hnl:l.:r\ betneom a mting T am thic ongwes n
Mark'™s semse) and whatever sexial Sormmatoon s imagingd s
sormatively desirable. Mark's option for the Mo genre S
achicving this Kind of couplimg s nonel on the laindscagpe ol
productioes of Resin literamee, et Gicgoncally there s neghng
espeonally mon el of comter-munine in chooeg this genre
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he motnnatuwnal forge bedund Mk partally  can be
oo orod an the sarrative aselt: 1 oom aracwed 10 e s
soonane, claboratad i Mock s 4 WA of Mo owoe v u{\'\'ull_\
chapior 120, as B¢ mond compelimg motiv et foe the wltumancly
spovalipid ogic of Marks so sharply Booad, & i s, o0 the
ey astiwn of Jerusalem and the Tomple and other fafl-outs causaed
by the Jowish War Survly, for the wnter of Mark we mesd rovhon
that there was 4wt ol sowcs et hod enoemoun stiles Tor Bam,
psses that com hardly (0 my mindl be comdrued s hempa
mundime qutbios oner thes or that peefcreneg in an cthmecally and
relignnendy and socully hoterogonoous bovale tuch as B Galidoe
of the Levamy The heat of the sdversarul rwsonc and the <hnli
o of Mark's sstificmnm of the i of has OTY silgosds
othernmne

Indecd, 1 pweler (o sugpest &y stpulabon the vwa
wpaod by Willam Amal. saowly that Mark is 2 samative
“rellatve oo ool aad wWentity,” Armal ootes Bt dospite
coormous lahours over more than o cemmey . the Guospel of Mark
seonnnedy resists oo usial procedere of posiing 3 (wualh
Cheisticet™y commnun and makmg mferenoes aboit the auther’s
mponla = wents of micraction with tha comssunity ™ So he
whandons the evplamasony assist of 2 "Markan community® whose
soral  mtcrests and  soval-Soemateonad  agenda are  somchow
etvadad i the pongwl-cantem th-cum-social churer. ~ Rather, bhe

Sl Mk o B Soctams o i aond Mo
B ou o 2 homg ebsmpraphne mvec, ¢ Shaphen O Han, "Thy
L rmumman! Ehvecvrams of 1 oarhiost C ety A C el Saney of iy | aléd

f T ok oo Sadas A5 00 L 299107 e R Dot ~Thy
AN ok g b cnnrmant s oo M s Lamgsd T Ty S Coamgnts S/
Fostn A Frwer Semvm b iod Feannv i Seghoosch et 3 Lonven: Lenven
Convorvts Prows, T 519 38 Minto! P ed “The Markas Commsary
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Vot ST 0w 373 0 ) wouhd endorsooee as sl alad At
Ehvmabans » Crtn 1o T "o 1 e Crnmasmons o thy sttt of Vah e »
PR mathand ool apes Tow Aosanvng By sl b dapr ol w givgn
OOt e I B o 0 BT T amemnanats o MOA s Gangeel " 1)
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tkes from Burton Mok e point that Mash o the woel of 2
scholar and suggests that the “what's by s 107 quesinn o
y Mark's narraon e meght be mswnered moee saerslacionh 1f age
"focus on the mteliectual problems sohoad b Moark, rathor thae the
i of Mark in a St Chetuan group whose  essenitial
characterntscs cun be recovered by s ™" The occasion for Mark s
rellesction. Amal arpews on e baws of & persissend and mult-
faccted proogcupation in Mark s narvative, i “the Jewnh War and
the fallout suhsequent to the War™" " The gonpet 1s Mark's anvwer
In samativ e Swm

o the questions rared ™ the War, with s anlendust
dislocmioms.  exiles. aod  oppormamines  for e
imaging  sdemtrty, natwer, and Jecation. Mark's
megan e crmpiass om the War, the destruction ol the
teogpde. mad the poculiar movements made ™ Mesus
botaevn Gentile, semi-Jemish, and wad regrons,
and Betacen Gallee and Jedca, all poat 1o the
possitaliny that Mark e cogagng i post-Iraomaltic
pe-imaginme of wdentey m his Jesss-mamatn ¢

Amal then offers the “wentatne’ suggevson. hased on ol
overbooked dut welling detanls in Mark, that s answer %0 the
question of to what Kind of real-workd histongal author we sght

The pooddpm oo pot that Mark pronsdios i waly mn ooy abosa by
conden ] o s s S poum Sles e AN e Bt Aete et the vrvmboosio ol &
acrets "LUhevtan” groep - the ommngpecsced “covmmume !y whah e allocicd
P s oo aad 10 mhuch e, mowr o ko partioiaets sed sengacty
dreviong les waning Indond, N pron ades e 01l s formanom abvsse 3y
adherce (hat vy comned ey 0n e sate That e Ao onn dniretg Chianam phvap »
mend Mark s ompdy not ncrabic o el ion o forms of procese i
C it Sovebopanamns™ | Arsal. “Mark o« Refloctos om 1uke and Mont ey
U"

Sach. FIAM ¥ Toanyyme 1Y)

A, "Mk s Retloctirn oo | vic and Mortan [ %

A, Mt s Notioonon s Euic and Ricotans. &0
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anrdule the Markan “rethecton.” we mught think of sossscec who
i douhly exthal | once, B virtie of @ somchos taanted Jowish
Woniy. thus o sty e thy Judcan homolind, twwe, from 2
dosirnad. tompdecdess homelund from whch Be o shie i om
Brally displaved and Sooed 10 make 2 dome and sdestay i a
strange Lesd where homcland and semple do not, can ned, function
CVOR s NOsLAlZIC Beastes.

Wihaat | By bt thes amgument 1s that it conrchaies the foem
md cosent of Mark™s samative. an authonad agenda, o highly
plausible histoncal “sianonal wcongruny ™ that appears % be of
e’ peoportions 10 the auther, and an cqually plawabe real
et whom oo can gnvision as thinking about the situaton in
abaonst the winy that Arsal proposes. And all this without having w0
postulate, oontrary 10 what Marh allras us o o, @ discrete
commmaity that s wrpently engaged = i oan Tormation with
relerence 10 a sl chortor encodod In 8 Asusdi.'t Mark
appvars 30 be a docal stony with a local apenda for its asshor; 1t Socs
sl stoke e as 2 myth of ceigins fir & commumaty, but ragher a
ecflovtion B am anhor on the 1 on matten of mcongrety and
MR Comertos assoviatod with thy Jewish War and its aftcrmath

The Gongel of Mark: Part Twe

I move on 1o 2 second remark than is also pan of the set-up tor the
ovriral post of B pagrer. | would Bl for you %0 penmin me o
suggest that NT-Mark [as | will <all canonical Mark] 15 in a

Arvad lave sy poadinctine e of Hlonadat Ambirese's viows of

oad O am om a coriams Man Ren Bndon, a0 | ngled codonea sSduciaod in
STE e M buncrie, e booomseng o iy ¢vide, & duplacod cobad and &

Andrappeng vt Sow Anbvsen, “Faodin,” Crvvod Agary 20110930, 314
N e

Vel “Mark o Boflocnon on § vl and lewids " bl &6

THow avrticnm of 1N S asin g dosurnption thut the Sow Todamem

BN gy il L bl wemees merroead Commmanitas. v Sim
Semars, Tt Gt ol Commrnarats " and the Hladars of Farls Chanvianes.
SErtaalamnd Fhoowrs dn vy Sunlh of Batignen 25000010 238 .50
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comples way that & valy opaguely discermible. o prodinct of e
scoomd contuny. whem of was pressed meo nome mather osphicnly
Chenstian” Jubes that o did ol cary @l e powt of initial
compasition. These dubes were bapehy of o pobigal son, Bhal are
crher ipmomant of. or more heh. egrepamaly dameaane of
mthoral agonda of whovver firt created the il Madkan
narrting a8 an eseronwe = thowght oo malters abot s clilveated
by Mack i Whoh of favocemoe o, 10 s preferonce, by Amal.
v Mark had o Iterary hestory both pooe o NE-Mark

the Nesthe-Aland o LBS Greck 1ent) and afier NT-Mark s vl
knomn, even iF the provise stages of s luston and NT-Mark s
placement ws this histons s unchear and hence comestod ™ What
mamers to me is that this story cam net he sndorsiond as a %t
that 1s changing. gremang, shrinkmg or expandesy wn the dands of 2
single school or communty vaer lime, adapling «r alicring s onn
" th of erigins” o suil changing soiological realimcs withes the
group and changemyg self-perecptions of the custodal growp m o
brger sovial omuaromement - anadogous %0 the composatson history
of, say, O, 2 peoduct of saped commposiiion and (bhely ) esepetical
pekering o a decrete “commumn” or Sesas School oner sme, e
perhaps somewhat Tike the composition of the Gospet of Thomas,
where compositsonal  sapes are admittodh nod as  lileranh
appoercnt, noe amalogous linally in e maence of the Johunnine
ooepirs, which is gencrally siall seom as 2 productnmt, CRoompanny
several bagrany gorees. oner time by a disorese, even evolving and
changeg “Johamine communmy.” Noy, ruther than seang  the
Bocrany Mastony (asd recopine Betiory b of Mark as o organx

T vom v b aprcaing o the o shomor of Secret Sen, e New
Totament Commmcd Mavd hus loog appcarad 1o mass to be o socomdanhy
ot Aovumenr T (Pl Sallen . “Seonet Mk aad sy Huaons of Camomicd
Math " T Fowes o Forly Chvvainnginty Faven s ww Jownw o Plefomnt Nociner
od Dger A PFoarwm ot A [Mmscapolo. Fertrew Prow, 10011 247 8% e
T 0 5T fer 08%ograpin b Sac e Nagh M 18argiurany . frowe O Soor
Thrd 4 Commpnmiinont Pavwns of thy Lo Novnuniow Tt 1o T A
T Ol NOwi ood IXInen Barhctl, Rethand iong Gonpny' Sonrvees [ i Pryvne
Whord 20 Mt 10w Yok T. & T Ol tcrmational, J1N03)
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unfohling of a “Bajpatony” o use a proecious teem in our Teld L
possihly e coordmation with the soial histony of o partsubar

Chrstan growg. | so¢ it a5 2 lstony  of confissateon  and
soaswlation.” 1 ofler severad Gl cxamplos in suppot of this
poricralisatan

th The writers of the gospels of Matthew and Like
purfomed Mark s general Inarany striturg as well a5 most of the
discrcte parts of Dis marraine, thes paving ropevt %o Mak's
hocrany penis, But oraveng o relfracting Mark™s argumen abous the
mepent of Josus for Mark's agenda In shoet. Matthen and Like
coolissaned Mark's bagran Torm and structere and crased, by
wverarniimg, lus thosght. Think, Soe example, of the crasure of
Maek's sgressive acrtion that “1 dakeec) am he [Joss Choa]™
LEE60 oner agamst which all other ssh claims are condemned as
Rrara), ws an arrer, g assartion Bahon wp by Matthew and Like, 10
Be s, et o peosumably termeyg Mark s accusation againe
i sad reatmg his posped as an error that sceds %0 be correctod

120 e ertically recomstntod covss e of e
ondag of Mark™s gospel as peosented i the Greek sext of
Nothe-Aland or UBS adetsons o oot hoa canomacal Mark ends, as
every stacar NT student bsows. Mark 169 20 » a second-
wentury addmion by an unbeown asthor who “made use of the
[other] NTT Gospeds in order %0 muake hus addinon 0 Mark
toscmeNe documents that had aftased & lIcasl weng Ievwl of
popadanay e cersain Chnstban communites.” - A case can be made

o Siien, “Sovnr Sk 7 254055 00 hadpad sstomsan “The
Nor et Gamgnd o Yhard mev St dilTors sonmew oy Troes Commmnid Mk |
houh the e stages probuddy Ay o groter e 1has s admind by
Koo and L rosam. Sovner BAvh adaindd s A saw v o sanpviess wind e of e
ety b and AT Hhod ot el wdthes the Murban vadoon roes
o oAt T maad il 1o Acms o oo o s S RO oRorien | rut ey
Mt Avragetne wrnormssd ook Am o sy CampBianis A LY p 24T

g Ay AL'\\‘."“\\“

Passes A RNt lar. “Thems Soom a Bod' Bovnmad LU VGLLLON
an a Mroronce 1o "Oampnt Mutorands i ¢ Barst Hal! of the Socond Contny
Lo D AN A U et ot Wy B i At S ML M0 See abse Jamses
NN Ve

a by annd WBuimnmt T Doty vin otomt of Vhosmsaw sy oad
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that the bogmmning of NT-NVork (Mark 11 57 abwo has Boen sulyect
o odaceial tampering - It conamly was prelaced iter by the ann-
Marcionite Prologue (ea 1602000 twbere Mark gess his slomy
michname  wodoflodommwios. it Cdump-fingered.”  which s
repeated B Hippolvtes of Rome as a hnown derogatony moniber,
sugpesting that ot had o ongwe paor 10 Hippolyoes | Refanaion of
2 Mevesies. 71810°" 1 so. hoth endmg (1629200 and begimning
C11 30 that s the tan most crucial readeg -bias storage wies in
an Inerary woek, shom the woek ol secoendary  sonibal aunthemnal
amhivaly,

130 1 raese amother example that some sghe well see as a
red Mlag or stinky fish: 'm talbng abost Clement of Alevamdnia’s
frapgment of a Letter 1o Theodore and ils reloronce 1o and Otalion
from the infamoes “Seoret Mark™ circulateg v Akuandna, The
autheoticity of thes ketter s heotedly dispused for 2 vty of
reasons, many of whivh noed not comoern e bere” Scomapony

Fhew Yiornaey oo My Loy oo of 108 tWLUNT 2 112 Yoo, M
Sihach, oo
A T "M 1 1 Y

Tomvomnaonw Snahys 40 NN S50

T by ongm of Mark s dorogaeesy sarmame and m sdlanoe 1o 1h
dating of dae ante Marcsmny prodagsay. s8¢ The dvidnd Goagvam of “Thy
daligsrcment of the cvarpeld ™ Iy Michact ok, The Gorpnd ow e Har oo
Th Rovwptnw of Jork v 2y Sonmend Covmnry { Mmmeapoln: Fortrow Prow
ML 20N

" TI Janden o oo thes vy and hwy (lmns Tow s s I g
Loy crodaod 80 Marten Seneth, (lomowy’ of Hlenomdr i o i Soover
Gomgpwd off Vherk 1 Canmbodge: Hanard Lyaveram Peesa. 1975 and Ty Souner
Gangnd . Thy I o v Dt por ctytone o 1y Sov et o B0y smdding s
Toamd AN York: [harpor & Kon. 9751 Thye toe recont annd continl Goapminns
CunipeTTing the sushernscey of Momee Smehh s “Soorat Ml ™ I petheus an
SOt G Riran, NEad o (0 Gorgn . Bpahaniiog Mwreet S s
Cowvenrvrrersied Joemeny €W et iony Wllngd Lawngy Llan i) Pess, )y
Stopbon Carbuny T Goopwd Mhaan Yhernoss Semsth » Dovomtionn of Souret Mad
CW e s b Uisvgrsas Pogsa, D005 L Poser 3oty T Sy Gogwd o
Ward § meberd LTmaomns! R oo Sen TAO nnd ThaAarir v e NG W
Forpery AINew Hanor Yale Umrvorsits Bews, 20071 D wil ke Madp Selien’s
MAerrced S e gy T vom wthooe appcalng 1o e ovsdonce of Seu et
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naned Murk s the epomanous fousder of o Chrstian association
m Egypr " and the use of some vorsionds ) of the Gespel of Mark
there, are olien cnough remarkad i the patnsteg sources | lor
cuaplots mn cstory sev Humpheey 20063 Since | cam™t think of
oy lendentions wotn e lor muking g ospecally the Ritler (e as
historscal seraomy s MRely in the range of the probable i}
Clement’s Latter 10 Theodore s genuine.” | see two things of
mtcredt i Clement’s rebube of the Carpostations” “unspeak ablc
teachatys” —whh appoecath inxlodad “thirgs thes heep saving
Aot the dvonely msparod Cuosped acconding o Mak“ " and his
romarhs om the making of Mark™s gosped. The tirst is thae Mark had
a throestape compositsons hestory. the other that In soow
Alcvedrans” reading of the pospel, Mark was comsidkred a
ey stagogrue and hus gosped a source of “the Becrophuaniic teaching

sovumndanedy redaciod Aot ESclhen, TNt Tt el e [ hedons of
Comworncad Maek. ™ 237
o necost Bieonigs of C0hnatmmy e | e aed Aundon sy
VWlhrod & Cozas Fawly Epatov U rtiamiy Ao (s (s e 430 4 Y
T ondon: Bl 0000 aend Atoka Jaba, oo 1vamairong £ ondatawy ses Ad
T o awvenen Tl ol o Bv timniomn e on 1 o Tl sn o)
TR caniattes s, 1 Senm Yok Pasy Lamg. )
Sov Mo Sl Chvmvar o Menomdoe od Ty Saarny? ooy

Mo Caamnront, o, T A0y Guanpwds Vs Cunmann o Tovr (Miadiipbes
Wiy, PORCL AT T Ideed Kootor Himdens end Deschapesent o
Marh s G ah roves Mot s Soooner 1ok ol U ooecal Ml '” & Colany
owt Nowe Tonnaomnw Siwan ) T Ao Bovppriniaal st D rab daewinm s
INLagom: MIorcer Uadngrsty Prgss, 1950 SS07 Hctann Ko er, doy
€ vt Congn s T Mooy omd I efipwee s | Lomdes SCM, 1900, 9]
MOE e M s Sabhanbe, " Ihe Mywory of B0 Geoepnt of Mk, ™ Sooond
Cows 419800 0% 30 Jode Domanady Cnimaan Fowr 1 00y l_s-‘\\'\ |\ "L G PN
oot L ommenrs of G { Mumaapeles. Tonviom Sceabery. 98 91121
P Seflom, “Saocney vk and ¢ Hiony of L asorecal Mal ™, liroan,
At v T ogn b Bt g o s 50 e sied thee probulnliy ofF 2 virem
or sersasrs of Mk bong wad in Ao andon doos sod aeply 4 proforonee on oy
Pt Sor ARSwandn ae the place miwee VoA« rarratin ¢ had os commpounonad
YN

Tty cheres that TIN e orn hclimeng srponts of e w ho bodt
wrrton om B vabgoct Sebov e fas ¢ hemor of U Lot 1 gemsmiag ™ | Ly
F 0 e Cratnmny, 1R Thas is a0 ¢rappovation
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of the Lond™ suntahie for progressin ¢ (Secesiage ) immiatwm o
‘knomledge © Thus. the fint editmon, in Rome. consistod of “an
acoount of the | oed's doumgs for sewreasintg the Tuth of thees
who aere Bemg setriciod ) the socond, i Alesandna, aimad
enabling “peogress towand Lo ledpe.” mad wxs a “more spantual
Gospel Tor the use of those who were bong perfectiad ™. the thead,
also in Alevamdnia, comated v addtims of “ceraim samomygs o8
whuch by [ Mark | knea the intorpretatson would, i a mysagoge,
ead hearers mto the wocrmost sanciuans of that ek hdden by
seven vells "

Given the uncertam histoncal valiw of Clement's letier,
firm comlusioms are imapproprale, but a comectne of remcnably
probability 1 mot. This is that NT-Mark & o sovond-comun
conficaton- rodicon of somie Alevsesdruns” Gospel of Mark,
a contiscaton accomplished by partally excmsmg (1If one holds 10
the sutheatsoity of “Secret Mark ") or editorally muting 6f one dovs
not beheve in CSecret MarkTh homever slopmily, Alevesdnian
Mark™s proriyeor Cnalen ) accent and gning 11 3 Ben
imroductson (1:1-3) asd a proper “caonical ending. | s
‘parally” and “Soppily " Bevause the pvamngoy accent remains
stroogly evsdent foaowre iIn NT-Mark—in the so-callod “seoreey”
motif first solatod by W, Wrede in 1901, and mont romsark Ny =
Mark s pecubiar parable thoory that imagines Joses as an ¢solery
mystagoges: the msiders have beow gives 1o poatmor thl
Pamicio: Cthe myvstens of the Limgdom’ k. the owsaders hear
everything v mapaflosal: Cwm parables’) thus seomg butl ot
perceivimg., heaning byt oot undertanding (MR 3102020 As 0w
i NT-Mark Josus Bunns sobiges of a Dphowog tune: be i hoth
puneror of secret hnomladge and o apocalypic prophet of
judgment—a combinaton that is not unigue 10 Mark, of course

" Uned theom Smeh { lomems o Hevonnirne, 3348
Wolhar Waade, v Y ndumpedy i (v dhw Evomepvlon Lavelon b
o Bearr 2aom L emadmdnsy A Mt e ovney D (G - Vandesthouch
& Rugwxie, ')
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Nows we b Trees Panl and the Sanaegs Gosped Q that
minrermw wnd apoved e are convergently vanable accents of
Wedom goares that ma  comgenally hold hands in the same
sabocial wark, Jest as we Rnow that sevderiom and apecoh i
ma be dnorgently sumifar modes of rellection on and responses o
similar sovid siluateons @ two separate sethorlal seads - a8
Willam Amal convincingly domonstrated for ot O and the
Gonped of Thomas. ™ 1t e poosable thae bosh of these accents in
Mark could lave boen a feature of the enginary Markan namative.
11 so, o0 option i 80 suppose fumher that the relatve of these
aspects n Mark i similar 10 the way Bumon Mack imagines the
rebation of these same apovts in Q: Mark comtains trace sigrals of
thy sonial ussony of a Markan group that somenhat Me the QI
sehool, and somewhant like the Thomas sedool, had its penesis as &
groeg that expersmeniad with a socral program with referenve to s
socret Rnosw ledpe: thes program fasded wnd Mark shiflod ils stance.,
Gaking on the tence and tropes of an “apocaly ic sobstion 1o the
Bardure of the program [which] meant that 2l of the original desircs
were  abrogated.  saniticed w0 the new  desue e wlf
justification.™"" The peoblem with this scenario, posaible as 1 15
N theory, o that @ 5 mor angsade with ecference 10 ovidence of (a)
a Markan communny aed (b) with reference 10 indicators of
Moy stratfication (¢.g . analogous 10 Q) than sec amenable 10
coondinating Mark’s heerany heaoey with the social histors of a
Markam growp. We do mot Know, sor cam we know, the spedifios of
the “program” msagmed b Mok & the aim of weme ‘onginal
desires” - Bt ix of by pwogram’ we Mave in mind a social
bormatin as an inplemteneed,  enacwed  sovial  exemiplum (a
Communny.” ol you willh of & devired “woekd” that s 3 odds with
the real workd

William b Armal. “The Rhwrons of Marposdin - Apocai poc s
Cirandnrwmn, 208 San imgs Guonpwhs,” Mlersared TOrvonnh of Kovsrw 55 | it
4% W

Mat. A Voo or baovsvmv. 13
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And so T ooatinue 3o ash for comaderation thae N TA LK o
3 seoondceniuny conliscatson- credaction of somwe Alexamdrian
Mark. The Markan stony. | segeess. appears 10 hay e been a vanable
“cuural operator.” " ending up » a kind of bapless cdold in
sovomd-contury mra-Chrstian oestedy hattles. I s wandening
feom the fiest century 80 the Latter part of the socond comtery Marl,
evdomthy pochied up and dropped differentable diacmaicals, all-
importam accents. Bois not soo Gfficult 1o imagme, for instance.,
thae the bphonics Tavsaerion and apocalspd i Mark could b
aploited m some  Alevandnas Christian "mivsieny” oomsgnt,
perhaps even enhanced by redactional activily so as S render the
Markan namative & 2 clearer sowrcy and chaboration of “Yhe
i sferiow of the kngdom of God™ - whether the svoderion s the
motive and subject for imellecteal Crescarch’ or e focus of
initation nituals, or possably both.

The Gonpel of Mark: Part Threo

Let me o move 1omand the core issue of the Markan esample b
reconsidening the two hestatiessed data items about Mark i the
sovond comtery. Hoth are well known and often remsarked in
scholanhip:  together, howgver, they pose 3 mosd  aieresting
incongrsty that begs for some thought © The fiest o the near-
atvence of evidence Tor use of Mark as 2 wext of mnasie seerest
for enepetical, agologets. or faurgical purposes y the Chnsaan

" The plrase o Bmt Lamaes A B, “Fanhy Oycratioms i Uil
Lafsropoiogs - A Santhows of and for Dhvbutie, Sovnd Sowmer Charnordy 42
(19733 20840

" Nt Sty D s s et Mk s Use of 19¢ Gongnel of
Fhosrun,” Vowmvnnameniow 10 11906 307 340 for B¢ Gunpe! of Thorsan s
Innerany it o Mk, natddy Liadie 0 NT VL s istgonat i 1he
Ay of i amen Aodee. Aot ol i e S e e ev et whon
arsd vy Inerany Cromsings Do ogm Vark and Thoeuss sood plxce. sovond
condiny Dpapt v o 0w o | Rmens e vods plagy in A lech Neh pospnhy
Cdimi iy ncre waod e aoxresd cottan

" Sev mevn the apicodid hook By Michaet Kok, The Gampy/ s thy
Ve




PR ANNINAN SO IY OF LM AL STUIM S

feraunr m the second and carly thied continies (and beyond), n
Marhad contrt 10 ther cxtensne ise of Matthen. Lidke and
John. " There o ot o single trace of ovidosce that thre ever was
s thing Tike a Markan school or “lovisal Commussty " that & a
mTesooety cepanized arcund 3 seript (B Sseck ) in which
Mark crpon od place, mench ess pode of plave —with the evoeption,
porhape, of the sevond-centun Alevandnan group that Clement
aruthenatizes n bes Losier 10 Thoodore. e Meu of a hong rec iamont
OF 3 survey of the sources hore, | pigey-back on the splondid wanrk
oF Brenda Deen Schildgen on the reception histony of the Gosgeel
of Mark. | string ogether hor bossom-line stasements on what she
salls  Mark’s  Cabsentpresence’™  in e carly  Oheistian
docwpenaan reoonyd:

For 5 rve s soe MB0uw Poaveviaw Anky et v
ehtiens AW o 0 nnuitvr s 1oy Mg Bl P CNES F dmons.
T TS Spmal vl s on the sovcprive Bodeny of Mk i fwy waoend
ccnlery kel Mlebing Ko, “Hiswn srnd Iy olopernnd of Mok s Gongeel
1 rove Mk 1o Soorvd Mk and Caonscal’ Mark = v ¢ wWNogur s V4w
Foshomnsy Ninder | Tion' Aw Pappnind sond ) renh erosehys tod. B
Lawioy . Macom Murier Umenoramy Pagss, 18T 14 x4 Thommes U N0
Uhrvtogher A Mok, v soar CAridvien (osmen WA et Srpvery Lo
Tostvmmont U eS8k 41w iers Gron e Daaen ¥ sd iy PO Bresads e
Schildgce, Moy ovn/ vy T Reccavint of i I.;\n;yt o WAeh (D
oo Neatd Usevorats 1hwns 1999, AeBellcr, Wvin & oond Sl ionns Tovro
Ny, “The Sumvnal of “_'\'.quq\l N Healls Good Saon = v o
Fiad Faomiowey 123 0008 1 394407 Witk Hrasn hae Forst Shadl I b o™
hoaw ) P Sond of Mbones hasgmpe iy Mark 1620 X Theragh
B Lot fanvavvnwiest 844001 18 P M s e tals Tew
o M i T Bl Toar ol ey Vewe T Mo il Chaefos b Mt )
MR 1 Krewger: U fond A0 Saed Lienersins Press MUZL 0K N andd et
Valisndn v . Kok, Canrn o A 1A s Conn

At

" e ek Lons o S My Foar by 1 oaes o0 e
0 kalipdeg Fontrow, 19900 05 Sasdes 7 isde 1o T v o Joxr o b 4 Lo
T dvthawan of Mvvrpwi e Commanentns 1 srvbendoe. ey and Unnoerary
Prows, 1900 ks of - IACTPECIN Y wunvanamnl ny
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Frosest in e canen,  un
esseniially  adsost  from  atsention [ ithout )
It meri Ihe reforences or allesons w0
the pospel [of Mark] in otations and lectionan
Avies m e patnstic perwd posmt conglusivels o
the shsorce of Mark as o maje 3¢a1 in the carh
Church he actual ot of the Cnxes
shows than if there o 3 stepchild i the canve. Mark
s e one abost whom the Fathers spoke most
infreyuenth.

(Tihe pospel wan

Al o all. Auguame s ofF-hand dsmessal of Mark a5 Srevasvor. m
the comext of proposang s wossounee theory  of gonpel
relatiomships, reflocts the padyment abot Mark » the comuncs
procoday Augsstme: “separately, he has ke o record™ (I
conseran el 12 Whatever adestimal, sdeolopicad.
social, o polieal work the pospols were made 10 perform in post-
fest<ontury Chretuan formations, Mark's namative. and much
moee w0 his mnth, were a silent sadeling prosence -~ with the
posiie Alevandrian exception alecady mentiond

Win then s Mark in the canon at all® The sevond datum
concerning Murk in the second century. and the Patristic perind in
goneral. pronides the answer.’' The answer has to do wigh hoa
Mark became a “prestige pood”™ withowt imgrmaic value. ' This is

. Scleldpon, Mo or o) Moymbee 36 4
I pacs by abogeiuy 1he dngunnm, heprnmg m oy sy ot of Wi

soconnd Ceniany . of the relatvon botwoon e Coospet giratd s ol the genpvh
HImermey cvties | anad the arecrging Pretarorn v 1o el of e Acfaton o the
fomems of brymoagua s Samawsn 1 fpsapn s 60 1 rary Tk ary emsadsion ¢ the
el o Four Formmn ™, 0N Aowr. L1150 wov \ancy Youdube Revd
EYATTE AN Ovaley . Towmolim, snd i (honstam Trdh s Benacus
A Mavvns™ Vigiaw Ch oy SBeMY L 11234 e Wleedhd dah
M Pend” n lreracun ) M ey "o Cangl-foun Popis” gersent Madl
ey v 2 unctural Teoctem that o il 1agd 10 Dvg roctits of e narratin g
(LN

L Ser Padart U imecct g wirh Daodutionory Madelc Sew Palorm
Coreparatng Nolagoa,™ 12 Jonrintoring Robipawt Fasony ot Moser o Ssonrtum
£ S Tl Wil ses o] Rne® T ANCunchemn: Loedon | gunas, 2007
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what T so make of the patnshic traddaoe of inmvivting Bt whan
the auther of Mark wrote denived teom Power. | am relommyg o e
Mark 2 the copmpovnsne Haopoe 1'Poier’s interprotser’ ) postulate,
Nt Clannod by Papeas it the muddie thind of the sevcesd constury (in
usebius, Hoaowvas Ecoleannsion 353915, qiing Papias’s Lvegesns
o by Lo s Ol [ca 130 o then repeated with somg
vanatee i detanl by Ratme Martyvy, leonavus, Tortullian, Ovigen,

and om and on e e third and Karth and 1IN comtunes.,

Bovormng 3 Tt by mears of ropoated reciaton unti) the onset of

pondern  (posd-Enlightcossert) Mblical cricssn”™ In . of
hevorial authenocny the clammn that Mark v the ghost wiiter of
awhat o realhy Potor s gospel 15 probably bogus, bee than 15 quete
Bosade the poad of oy mlerest. Wit s of imteresd ix that thes claim
s IAdC e repeatod so oo that & seomss 10 reach S statins of
Lhan-tor-granmod ad imdspated faat

Why*
FovIrang arvact is that the aegumscntative valoe of the Mark-Peter
commention s 10 upbold the imtegray and weeth of Mark.” i Magh
Andemwon s nonds,”

Basad on the swholirh commentany roooed, oy

Intogrity and werth,” however, are pot under
sormous doult . the siriosg Lk of imterest by anyome in actually
rosnchinge Mark fabaon comoted possaiNie excopone sotwaibnianding L a
ek, mescoaer, Bart s el allevaied by what appvars 9 be such
vertan koo lodize Bot Mark s 1ent scally 1 Poser’s pospel. Hoos,
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F nould ek that 8 Patnne oonnection as a2 crado had Tmle us do
Wil “the miograty and worth”™ of Mark, ot east mot wth reforonce
10 1S IANNSIC Y A

Lat's ampdiy the incongruity
Mok
imoendancy of Petor i e socond centuny and Bovond should by
spproprsaichy recogmized by o gospel. which, though he did nn
annlly wre ong, nongtheless would b has averrpweq “recond
Clemenmt ol
| sCheus, LG n f.c fevimitee 614 Sdh) "'l\ ‘.\t"lld TOgaare us
1o beleve that Petor was responsihle for 2

Mo also DIDeul o explain

Penine  “authorshap”™ ol wipposing thae S <tus

plasing  on auandna’s werm; Fhponpose, in
o ord that. o0 the
ev idence froms Mark s narvatinng, 1 mosd anti-Petrmeg, maichod onls
v the ami-Petnmsm o Paul and. perbaps. i Jodes 1-207 1 avin
this comnection that 1 find most amusing a tme bit of shippage in
the creduliny of one of Cloment’s reheamals of the Mark - -Peier’s
Mnanuensis credo. Bhere Be atemaics that Maek's averpyvegr) may
| paraphease whn
CUlement sand 80 acoem the assuscoment 1acior “When Peter Jearned

have Boen a case of an ‘uraumhonizod memaonr

of this | Mark's peogect of wiiting oul the cienvypcnw that Poser
had been preachung in Rome
»n Kl

0 e peen

B said L wost stop him, Bt | surg
woulda™t  give hem  am
w Eusehuns, HE 6,146}

Sou bere we hane the incongruin

sncourazement  either
Mark - a pecstnnous
ramatne by virtue of its cmplacoment

Nk

Beshims prestige on o1, henee as really sdsom, cven though prosent

" Ihe CmMerging <aon,

apparenthv withowt intresec value in the vory cancer tha
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Mgk proscsted a8 Puotar’s ocvuppoeg. bul without  am
weogeene for Mark s influence. Mok presentod an Poter’s
avepae despate the Gt that Mark's sty features Poter s 2
rather dense, misunderstanding figure

The Ganpel of Mark: Part Fowr

A dterent tack o callad Bor, It s of mterest 10 me o soe, 3 others
e seowiy oy o well, am apprecative,  even  rchabdlnating,
rovonsideration of the ome Borctical” argumen made by £ C.
Baur long ago that Paul, and b theology of “Chnst crscified” and
by vacw ot Torah was passe m the new (lrnsac-gra, ropeosonted
oot 2 waleapread, mach bess central vien amcag the carliest
Chvistan groups, But 2 sevionl, and ombatthed view, and 2 rather
bonwly vowce cryimg in the proverbial wildemess ™ With segpeet w0
Mk, ot o Just as mteresting 10 observe, as Joed Marcus and others
have possted e, 2 remarbable raem 10 the geestion of the
relanon between Mok and Paul,™ a questios that Bad been
comsidered s answered e Martin Wemer's 1923 ecfutation ol
Craday Volkimiar's 1857 ghewis that Mark s gospel bs an sllegory w
whach Aesus o rcally Posd ™ My suppositson is tha o re-

- besct Marces sy ot P » haears M Pl wan 2 ech
cvmbormtanas fgare by Thae o peas ooty appron od oo, 1t s ey temaarbaMe
B i wonld bt e B Mo, ogeath agrees sulh hom. Mok 20w, hus
Bt e o 1n onton an sctodandig o o pebotmcal witicr. and i s manaal
et sonmr on Latgr 180 atenn wandd e mudc 80 corspors 20 ¢ o9 W dean
Bors o bt lainn ¢ INTw0om IIROC T Ovet 0ot ket Doabagian’ ol Marcm

Mark - balorpooncy of Panll ™ Now Testannedl Stalcs 40 Joeg, 74 Th S
ahony NIOSE Vinuwwt, £ 0?5 Revarrveriest by Lavly Civasrninits sasl (L [ ST
Toabomnn (Sarres, UR: Adgong, 2011, aaed G o Sen dor, A
Frotmwimennd! A vndvmy of C v A L Bevy Commnaviny ool
INLacos, Laomgia NMonaer Linnvgruts Prows. Yoy

" Maroue “Mast Encrpovter of Pasd,” 175

" Aatin W amser. INv T AW oo iy Tivology ve
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Cowmes Toptimarns 192500 Cantan Volkomar, 1Ay Relnzam Ao (Leypony
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cranminatye of the guestaon woukd alliva us 1o stalbe 0wl 20 anvacr
soicahere Berween Volkmar s vien that Mark v an allcgoey ol
Faul sod Woemer's view thae Mark s uninfluesced by Paul That is.
| am suggesting that Lk can be reconstroed not as 2 Petnine bat

as 2 Pasbing avaypovs | I fact, Joed Masows has alecady gong 2
lomyg way in that dirgctaon, though he dogs not use the samyg 1erm

[ TIhere are om the Face of 11 a nueedor of snking
similanties betwoen Paul and Mark, Boeh, for
evample, ke the ferm owavyndiaw  a comiral
aspect of ther theology (cg Mak 11 Gal 169,
Roar 116171 Both stress the ssgmaficance of Jesum”
cricixion as the apocalyptic Tunweg point of the
apes . although nesther ignoees the resurrection
enther. Both highlpbt Asus’ vcton oner domosg
powers (the Markan ¢vercmans, Rom 8389, | Cor
1524, etc. ) mad see his advent as the damn of the
age of divine bleseng prophesied m the Scriptures
eg. Mark 115 Rom 321-2) Both
empbasize the weportance of fath in Josss and in
God., sometmes pectunng thes Gath in 2 dmalintig
was as 2 mew mode of soang that Gaod grants 1o hiy
clect pooplie  while  condemmung  outsadiers W0
Maodness (Mark 2300 12 Rom 117000 1 Cor 20

161 Im both caws. howewer. suxh  dualism
sometimes Ve 1o a s onsalidic penpevting 1o .
Mark 1045 Roen 11,25 32) Both Mark aed Paul
have negatne things 1o sy abkws Peter and abown
members of Jesus” family feg Mark 3.20-1, 314
£51-5 Gal 20 Both assert that Sesus <o mot foe
the mghtooss but for ungodhy sinners deg Mark
217 Room 4,05 S 15-19) on nhase Behalf he died
an monmng death (Mark 10045, Rom 5.2% S50 and

1 2 Sere phon g ofF Clemomt s dormt andd A Muroin's woandiarnidl
redirecien of Papon s clare Be Mok wan Potor's magmpecter., wox Maran
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that Be o Tor the Jons finst (apemov) bl alvo for
the Gomtades (IMark 727 % Romn 116, of. Rom 1)
Amad both think ghant the wadening of God's punposcs
o maocepwrate the Genties was acoomplished by an
apocalypex change m the Law that hod peeviously
sparased  Joas from Genilles, a change  tha
cdaadod an abwogation of B OF food Lasc in the
new situaton thas pertains sinee Jesss” advent, Al
foods are pure (Mark. 7, 19; Roas 14200

Itk Marces o tight s goseral. And of so, why nes try ansther
mose and senowdy oomesdor the possibility that Mark should be
plaved om the s side of what Joscph Tason (2006), = s
coemsoguenitial Bk v Marcion and Late-don, calls “the definmg
struggle” over marking 3 Chrstian ‘ventre” s the second centuny,
s s the side of Marcion and hes Paul, soenctiseg 1hat appesonth
was ol least 3 peosumcd, i el 3 Anown Bt i the Lne second
Centiry - wiiness the st Marcionne prodogoe 1o Mark, Mark's
originans local proddems in al thew posgrnancy. and s urgont
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B cnontnactod oo cther anpoces of Pashow od Marbam thoodogy . St
AT oy aprend el Pl than the Lo was punvwr for CBnaians - bae Mk, &8
Soud A vem enprowsad thes pensd o domers it g retan sy sl b thaine o
Fanl in Koem 14 sty soen sovtn te Bywgeron, Mark ¥ 09, compure savta s
worthgne, Mo B4 00 Nt v emvonw mas 2 ncgatin g s Pasd abosn Forer and
P Mk v Andomls Nk sveny e N T wrigm pags 1o
ot O s eeron. st ol 1B So o i d o omrarn an eshr el i et
oty Paal '« Sormraks 1o 5 Aow St Dt sl s the Soomtiion . 1 daene 2ec
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ot s Saringy o ndond of Pasding v o Vi ™ I Mo "Moo
ttopeonr of Pael.” 450 X7\
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roesponse to them, were trimsposed o, confiscatod foe, 3 srugehe
oner Sefommg later Chrstan contres. Ovigiman Mark was a logal
sy dnd 1 seems 8o have semvived ot hocaesy of it menits as a
ory. o e i was a CBeistian st of origm and a socl
charter for Bestoentuny Joses commmmaniny . NT-Mak mercly serves
a structural functson that s net bed w the menits of the nammine
el One mught think of 2 a» malogous 10 the stnktuml
compiction of e Collepe of the Tuelve by the anrolment o
Manthias in thes Collope 10 replace Judas (At 2014820

The Gospel of Mark: Part Five

And so | end with some commems of a methodologeeal and
comoepiual hind on entscal hissonographa and enigins. OF course,
these comments have in vien Chmsbian “oeiging,” e aoalogws
ahound for the st of ongms i other religons, mation stes, of
the politcal, micractional amd situatwnal processes of what Rogers
Brubuker calls “group-making.” " For, all of these entities do
things. otten with considerable foree. 1o csublish calogoews, o
usurp 3y lable My, NAMAtIVes. OF BeNTs I ondet 10 Pone 3 pat
that v able 1o authoei zg ingerests in the present

he notwm of o Mafkan  communmity  ongaged
mythmaking as rtwealizatwn of s dagnosis of a8 mosagreous
socmal situation and of its remedial socsal expermments formations s
madoguane o acoount for the peestge or status valoe of the pospy!
of Mark s 4 second-cenmary anmelacr. The cremual prodection of
canomscal Mark, and sts omplacemont In the caon, was 2
precpatate of mtra-Christian mtemecine squabbles over centres
and mannns 31 4 Dee afier the Bt cottury, whem, echomng
Masshall Sahlins and Broce Lincoln, actors with Seanct ms ths of
oripm relate their actions o ¢ach other, with sentimeres of at¥inn

e Doy “The Servin al of Mal"s Gl ©
? Rogors Bodugr. Faloah iny soithnt Grovps (U ambodiee Han aod
Larvemats Prow. 20020 0014
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o sontemosrts of hootiliny.” Lovkesg ot NT-Mark a5 2 bone in the
el 1o lacosocond<onteny Uhitan Joglight oner alpha-dog
satus does et roquine s o abaedon NT-Mark s s inlereiling,
hough problentatic, Sum Tor catly (onginary, emergent) Jesus
adberonts. But ooking a8 11 as a seoood-cenury anefact does well
W 4 Silerem ser of desanptive roguiramonts and  concephial
challerges Tor a scholardy redeseription of By com entacnal meyth
of Chretan caigins

W have porhaps oventresod our eapectation of Mark as a
hey witness 8o “Chnstian™ mythmoking in the farst contery. The
reasons are panth diw o Mark™s cvontual achaeverment of “fand
poopel’ smnus in post-Ealightenment poopel cnticesss. and pank
due 10 the displacement of its lustoncal evsdonoan vaber,
mewes of the imention of the Petring commection and  the
canonising provess. Mook is in ssolion across time, place, and
soctal seting: and the shilbesge, contingenm. and bocal listorcal
realimies through which the gosped passed are not hest thowght of w
torms of continuities and tmjectonies, which obscure preciscly
those  comtingoncios of greatest micred 10 us about Mak's
histonak work for work in history L NT-Mark is but 2 stop in thes
stony s whither, Saber. snd yoo—a stop that offectivedy “centres
Mark, whire, standing shoulder o shouldor wath Paul and Jobn, for
ersample, he o lrpch mussded ovecenung whatever onginal
prodioem he tred 10 think abost, and where e repodates the
terests of his most anwd readors 0 eschange for acteg @ &
wremesal  guaed of B Chratun palice that  was  under
evemlruction in the face of tecaening Chaishan outposts (i the
minds of the palace comtructons . among whom Mark appears 10
hane Boen om
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Porhaps commeer-imuntivels, comader a Rstonographical
sanve that main bedp us 0 comvence of Ihe scoomd contan
precodeng the st This s sot o sav. 1 haston s add, that sothing
hoppened m the st contury, bt ot o 10 say thae whineyver
happened in the fiest centuny & masasas ey madisted o ws by whan
happenad m the socond contury (and Later, Siw that seticr) In than
semse, e firwt “Chrstian” oentuny 1s & oreanon of the seovd
cemury and beyond, [n the pracess of areating ma ths of she past,
hnbages. ragextones, successins, Iraditions go mt Tormand in
tine, bt fockwand: they are categones made for, msdoed made in,
a retrospactive mode that 1 in e mood for “first times”. This
holds tree not ealy for Chesstian ongms, but for alt quests for
orpins of religion. a religion, or amy oeher valued institution (sh
# mabon or etheacity ) that needs 0 be perennially estaNnbed “in
the begimmemy™ that s retroactively projected imo the past only
once the wiiutson exnts. | would sugeedt that thew e, %0
which ome muight add others, especially canon, camon-malmg, and
legacy-making, maght booomse sebject 10 what 1. 2. Smith calls “the
rectification of cascpones.”™” Thinking of the sext of the awthor of
Mark - as & pawn in encs and sirstegses nol of his onn making,
and Lar remoed from his omginany saerests and Lamcsts - as an

T 1992 2 3 Usiversity of Toromms condorans ¢ desotad 1o W 20!
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thm [ahach| i o sigmefivanely MilTomorm temnting than Ba 1oy A ¢
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Sich males ave off repomied,
Hardly can be
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s Bruce Lincoln Becly states o
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Py wrooght, and usially much Nlned ™
of Mark!] Ongon
corttompaoran thought and peactice in the cntwcal stady of refigwn,
Aithough ongin Can camy
diverse maasings, in the study of sohipaon it 5 a priviloged, myvthe,

ospecially s hough of »

i an estraordemanh onerloaded wrm

thevlogical catepony porhaps i disticion %0 “beginmng” o
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