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PREFACE

In the following pages an attempt i3 made to deter-
mine exactly the second source of 5t. Mallhew and St.
Fuke (Q) both in regavd to its extent and its contents,
and to estimate ils value both in itself and velatively
to the Gospel of 8t, Mark., I have Leen moved to
complete and to pohlish these investigations by Well-
hausen's * Introduction to the First Three Gospels™
(1905). The attitede of opposition I s dviven to
adopt townrds an important result of Wellbausen's
researches, does not detract froin my high appreciation
of the merit of this work.

A supplementary obscrvation which I have made
may serve s an additional proof of the nmiy of the
source . In Sk Matthew nie found about 112 words,
and in 5t. Luke {without the Acts) about 261, which
occur in these gospels and do not oceor elsewheze in
the New Testament. Now of thewe 3573 words, the
reconstructed text of @ given on pp. 127 . contains
at the most 16—i.e. 13 {12) from St. Matthew (ﬁemm,
ﬁpaxn, Etxazrw {E'}-’KPUTTEH-’]. euvGely, tiTa, vesaiov,
OikETER, OLKLOKOT, wupa,unmtﬁh wagoldy, whaTis,
pmrfg'm—], and 3 from St. Luke {awopacrecfa, Bul-
J'\.mﬂgp, mp::&'}, vel it is questionable whether three
of these really belong to ), That it is thos possible
to construct the fairly extensive text of @ without
making a further demand than of 12 to 16 words upon

v



vi PREFACE

i__hg cgp]'_uus a]]d |,:|'[!\'Iti;I'H::’L’.l‘r'tL Fﬂﬂ&bﬂ]&]‘i{ﬁ I'IIF St. Matthew
and St. Luke, is a weleome additional proof of the
distinet individuality of Q. On the other hand, the
variety of the stylistic, thetorical, and poetic forms in
which the discourses and sayings in G are thus seen to
be east, is no argument against its distinetive unity,
but even serves to confirm our confidence in the indi-
viduality as well as in the genuineness and originality
of this source.

If in Lhe following investigation I have correctly
defined the limits and have justly cstimated the value
of §, T have only given fresh utterance to the long-
estahlished judgment of compelent scholars, though it
is to be hoped that I have established it upon a more
securg foundation than that upon which it has rested
hitherto. No words of wine are peeded to explain
what this means for our knowledge of the history of
our Lord.  And vef oue can scareely hope that there
will be an cnd of wild hypotheses in regard to that
history. The Llemplalion 1o confine voe’s gaze to
isolated details, and to view these as reflleeted in the
distorting  wmirror of  prepossession and  prejudice,
withont deep and reverent study of tradibion, is oo
areat for us te expect that these strivings will ever
CrASc. 3

I offer my hearty thanks to my friend Professor von
Dobschiitz for the active and kindly interest which he
has devoted to this undertaking of mine while it was
passing through the press.

A, .
BERLIN, $A December, 1906,
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INTRODUCTION

TaE sections which are common to St Matthew and
8t. Luke, excluding those which they share with St.
Mark, are, as is well known, very consziderable both
in number and content. They amount altogether
to about one-sixth of the tezt of 5£ Luke and two-
elevenths of the text of St, Matthew! ‘L'he researches
of very many scholars have led them to the unanimous
eoneclosion that neither St Matthew nor St, Luke have
copied the one fromn the other, and that these sections
are thus dependent wpon either one or several eommon
sourecs, ‘Lhe former albernative s grenernlly prelerred,
atl rightly s0; ond yet one does not thereby conecal
from onesclf the possibility that it may well have been
otherwise, and that in regard to wany points of detail
and many passumes there is slill room for the hypo-
thesis of several written sources and even of depend-
ence upon oral tradition, In this connection a great
number of ofther questions arise which cannot be
passed by. The most important are the fﬂ]|nwing —

1. Is it not possible that after the publiealion of the

b Here of couse difficullies begin at onee. It fs oot alwaya a
pimple matier to determine the limics of theae sectlons ; different
opinions may be held az W the oririn of the doabiletz whizh are
found both in 8t Matthew and 3. Lule; sod in regard to a few
important sections, it wust remain doabiful whelher they are nol

mutaally dependent upon & mech earlier pouree, whish is thus oot
Identical with the main sonroe,



