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Charles Hedrick has produced ausefuloverviewofsome ofthe importantissues inthe ongoing discussions
ofthe MarSaba letterofClementofAlexandria, especiallyas these pertainto the so-called "Secret Gospel
ofMark." ! Itake the burden ofhis discussionto be that (a) we should acceptthe Clementine letteras
authentic and leave offdiscussing itas apossible (modern) forgery, forexample, by Smith himself;and (b)
once we have done so we will have additional evidence forboththe wide diversityofthe gospeltraditions
ofthe second centuryand the highinstability ofthe texts that preserve them.

Guy Stroumsa's intriguing tale ofhow he too once saw the manuscriptofthe MarSaba letter shows that he
agrees withHedrickonboth points. I willuse this response to express myconcerns about them. Ishould
stress atthe outset, however, thatthere is no dispute among the three ofus concerning the diversityof
early Christianity and the instability ofits texts. These views hold true, however,regardless ofone's position
on Secret Mark.

Before addressing the largerissues,lwould like to reflectonseveraldetails raised inorbyHedrick's
article. To beginwith, | find ita bitone-sided to lament the poortreatment that Smithreceived at the hands
ofhis reviewers. Onthis score, as Hedrick acknowledges, Smith was famous for giving as well as he
received. Almostno one could be as vitriolic and ad hominem, giventhe opportunity. And there were plenty
ofopportunities, especiallywithrespectto the back-and-forthonthe Secret Gospel.As Bruce Metzger
noted—to pick justone instance—Smithonce pointed out that two ofthe scholars who reviewed his work
negatively (these were [End Page 155] good scholars: Paul Achte meierand Joseph Fitzmyer) both had
names that rhymed with "liar." 2 The back-and-forth was nota case ofanentire cadre ofhomophobic
neutestamentlers (as Hedrick seems to suggest) maliciously attacking a defenseless and unsullied
opponent. There was plentyofdirtspread onbothsides bythose competentto do so.

And itshould notbe overlooked (a pointsomewhat de-emphasized by Hedrick) thata numberofthe
responses to Smithwere sober, learned, and erudite. Included among the respondents were some who
had no qualms inarguing that the Cle mentine letter was amodernforgery. Astriking example was Charles
Murgia,asuperb classicistat the University of California at Berkeley, who respectfullyand even
appreciativelypointed out,onthe basis ofabroad experience with falsified documents, the kinds of
"fingerprints" that, in his judgment, the forgerhad left on his own handiwork.® Some ofMurgia's objections
to the letterhave never,to myknowledge,beenanswered. He concluded ontechnical grounds, to which |
will return below, that the lettertranscribed into the back ofVoss's edition oflgnatius must have beenan
autograph. Aratherserious claimnotto address.

As | have intimated, Hedrick suggests that the widespread vitriol found its rootina homophobiainthe
academy. ltoo do notknow ifthis is true, but | certainly would like to see some evidence ofit, if this infactis
what he wants to claim. Foritis aratherserious charge—raised preciselybyHedrick's stated reluctance to
raise itl—and not one that we should allowinto generaldiscourse without some supporting argument.

One pointthat Hedrick does want to make explicitis that since the homoerotic interpretation of Clement's
first citation of Secret Markis nota centralcomponentofSmith's reconstructionitshould not have played so
large arole inthe debate overthe letter. In myopinion this is a misconstrual ofthe situation. For much of
Smith's entire work onthe SecretGospeldoes indeed...
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sided 1o lament the poor treatment that Smith received at the hands of his
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especially with respect o the back-and-torth on the Secrer Gospel. As
Bruce Metzger noted—to pick just one instance—Smith once pointed out
that two of the scholars who reviewed his work negatively (these were

1. He deak with ALY of the sime issues in another recent shaties el amE,
“Secret Mark: New Photographs, New Witneswes, ™ The Fourth R: An Adwwas for
Religinas Liseracy 13 |2000}: 3=17. This & a jowrnal pur out by the Westar Institute.
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