Romans 16:24


This verse is not in the original manuscript of Paul.

Explanation:
1.  This verse is missing from the following manuscripts:


a.  p46, the Chester Beatty papyrus manuscript written about 200 A.D.


b.  p61, a papyrus manuscript written about 700 A.D.


c.  , also known as Codex Aleph or Codex Sinaiticus, written in between 325-350 A.D., and represents the Alexandrian text type.


d.  Codex A, Alexandrinus, written in the 5th Century.


e.  Codex B, also known as Codex Vaticanus, written between 325-350 A.D., and by far one of the two most significant of the uncial texts.


f.  Codex C or Codex Ephraemi (so called because is was erased in the twelfth century to be reused for a Greek translation of thirty-eight tractates by a monk named Ephraem.


g.  Minuscule 81, 1044 A.D.


h.  Minuscule 1739, 10th Century.


i.  Minuscule 1962, 11th Century.


j.  Minuscule 2127, 12th Century.


k.  Minuscule 2464, 9th Century.


l.  The old Latin version itb written in the 5th Century.


m.  The Vulgate or Latin version.


n.  The Coptic or Egyptian version, written in the 4th Century.


o.  The Greek father Origen, writing about 250 A.D.

2.  It is included by the following manuscripts:


a.  Codex D, or Codex Bezae Cantabrigiensis, written in the 5th Century.  This has been the most controversial of the NT uncials.  It is the principle witness of the co-called “Western” text type, even though written in Egypt or North Africa, probably by a scribe whose mother tongue was Latin.  The Greek text is on one page with the Latin text on the opposite page.  The Latin text is not the main Latin text in use at the time.  The additions, omissions, and alterations of the text (especially in Luke and Acts) betray the touch of a significant theologian.  When D supports the early tradition the manuscript has a genuine significance, but it should be examined most carefully when it opposes the early tradition.


b.  Codex F or Codex Augiensis, 9th Century.


c.  Codex G or Codex Boernerianus, 9th Century. (Both of these last two texts omit the words “Jesus Christ” and simply say “our Lord.”)


d.  Codex , an 8th/9th Century uncial.


e.  Minuscule 6, 13th Century.


f.  Minuscule 365, 13th Century


g.  Minuscule 424, 11th Century, and a completely untrustworthy Byzantine text.


h.  Minuscule 1175, 11th Century, one of the very best minuscule texts.


i.  Minuscule 1241, 12th Century.


j.  Minuscule 1881, 14th Century.


k.  Minuscule 1912, 10th Century. (omits the word “Christ.”)


l.  Minuscule 2200, 14th Century. (omits the word “all.”)


m.  The following manuscripts include it after verse 27.



(1)  Codex P, 9th Century.



(2)  Minuscule 33, 9th Century.



(3)  Minuscule 104, 1087 A.D.



(4)  Minuscule 256, 11th/12th Century.



(5)  Minuscule 263, 13th Century.



(6)  Minuscule 436, 11th Century.



(7)  Minuscule 459, 1092 A.D.



(8)  Minuscule 1319, 12th Century.



(9)  Minuscule 1573, 12th/13th Century.



(10)  Minuscule 1852, 13th Century.



(11)  Some Vulgate, Syriac (5th Century), Coptic (9th Century), Ethiopic (6th Century), Georgian (9th Century), and Armenian manuscripts.



(12)  Ambrosiaster, a Latin church father of the about 380 A.D.

3.  It can easily be seen from the preceding lists that this verse was introduced into the text as early as 380 A.D by Ambrosiaster, a Latin writer, which accounts for getting into Codex D in the 5th Century, since Codex D originated in Egypt or North Africa, and if North Africa, where Latin was the predominant language, then the connection can easily be made.  From there on it was simply a matter of copying inferior texts, which is what we have the list of texts in which it is in fact included.  Most of the texts in which the verse is included are Byzantine text types, which are by far the most inferior of all texts.
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