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<Abstract>
The Ending of the Gospel of Mark and the final TAP

Dr. Young-in Kim
(Hana Bible Institute)

The second gospel ends abruptly at 16:8 in riddled words: époBodvto yap
without disciples’ encounter with the resurrected Jesus. This has become problematic
for Christian readers because of the ellipsis about the rehabilitation and the
reunion of the resurrected Jesus and his disciples, and because it is quite different
from the main frame of other synoptic gospels. So it turned out that we have some
1,700 codices which have various endings in relation to the Gospel of Mark.

Although textual critics would have commonly asserted that Mark 16:8 is the original
intentioned ending, it is often assumed that the last leaf of a copy book was worn
out or torn off because of the puzzling ending in Mk 16:8. For this reason, New
Testament scholars like Eta Linnemann and Walter Schmithals attempted to reconstruct
Mark’s original ending, but their points of view are quite different from each other: (1)
the ending was lost, but it was preserved in Mk 16:15-20 (LE: Long Ending) and Mt
28:18-20 - E. Linnemann (2) Mk 16:8 is the original ending of Mark, but the right
position of conclusion is not in its place; it was changed and is now in Mk 3:13-19 and
Mk 9:2-8 - W. Schmithals. The difference of both positions is based on whether they can
accept the result of textual critics. Therefore, one attempts to find out the original ending
of the second gospel outside the text of Mark while the other attempts to do so within the
text.

Recently a new discussion about the final yap has developed in this context. In the
past, the main question was this - what is the literary role and function of the final yap.
So they inquired after whether a sentence or book can end with yap. Actually after the
study of van der Horst, it was proved that not only a sentence but also a book can end in
yap. However, the new perspective of the final yap involves the use of the TLG-Data
Base which includes all of the extant Greek texts from pre-600 to 1453 C.E. According to
the statistical results from the TLG, N. Clayton Croy showed that the final yap also has a
narrative function which demands additional information, which serves as the evidence
that Mk 16:8 is not the original ending of Mark. Unfortunately, Kelly R. found some
counter-examples in the TLG. Finally, in order to understand the complex issues about
the ending of Mark, it is necessary to accept the result of textual critic and also to

approach with a new hermeneutics.
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