Contents

PrETAGE. o0 siainmmins sae: yisra:siosa s sssugasia s imsers, sis s s winse o @zaisme s

PART I: CURRENT ATTITUDES TOWARD THE
BYZANTINE TEXT

Y. BACKEYOUTIL « w5 5 8 pors o Re s b o s Sen s b o 0w 65 s wa bk o
2. A Summary of the Argument that the Byzantine Text

18 SeCOIETY . & w v 6.6 m i wmmss w0 0w 0w oW w5 2 W
3. A Summary of the Argument that the Byzantine Text

S PR s 5oz remee s A58 A FRBHREE r SBERE @R FEBE B S
4. An Examination of the Argument that the Byzantine

TR I8 PRIBBET & 5.0 00 w0 o o k0 956 e s B B

PART II: REASONS FOR CONSIDERING THAT
THE BYZANTINE TEXT IS INDEPENDENT

Section A: Byzantine Readings Are Old. ..................
5. Distinctively Byzantine Readings Are Found in Early
DAL s 5 im0 s v 258 0 and me st ms R s 2 5 B IrEwE T 140 S Ay
6. Byzantine-Western Alignments Go Back Into the
Second Century Independently and Originate in the
East—Not in the West ..........covviiriininnnnnn.
7. The Silence of the Fathers Is Explainable and
Therefore Is Not A Proof of Lateness ...............

8. The “Conflate” or Longer Readings Are Not A Proof
of Lateness .

......................................



9. The Composite Nature of the Byzantine Texts Attests

the Early Existence of Its Readings Where Its

Strands UBIE. . . . . - « « - sienne ems s nis 0% 8 Rammss s
10. Summary of Section A . . . sevens v smsswes smos o 94 s

Section B: The Byzantine Text Is Unedited In The
Westcott-Hort SEnse . .vvycnnenvissnminnssennnsnssswmn

11. The Evidence of Section A ................covvvn....
12. The Significant Provenance of the Byzantine Text-

TP ees cimmsmaine simnmmsss § 6 B o sinin woms 40
13. The Koiné Style of the Byzantine Text-Type............
14. The Conservative Users ............covvuniinvnnennn.
15. The Silent: FIISTOLY v suvs einimaos et s aisbimnsss o mnmsns i
16. Summaryof Section B.......cciveiirinvrricinsnncaas

1. Papyrus-Byzantine Alignments Opposed by

Westerns, Alexandrians, and Westcott-Hort .......
2. Papyrus-Byzantine-Western Alignments

Opposed by Alexandrians and Westcott-Hort . ... ..
3. Papyrus-Byzantine-Alexandrian Alignments

Followed by Westcott-Hort but Opposed by

NWESTEEIIS - 5 v 1510 = a1 1o o w05 58 500 521 0 oy o o+ G AR
4. Papyrus-Byzantine Plus Varying Support

(Western and/or Alexandrian) but Opposed by

WeBLCOtt-HOET v viv snmamonss inmnnnsonoiBosh i
S. Papyrus-Byzantine Plus Varying Support

(Western and/or Alexandrian) Followed

Hesitantly by Westcott-Hort ....................
TRINHEE i cvv mov s B S kB E o kA EER e D RAER
1. Papyrus-Byzantine Readings Compared with

Alexandrian. s wwe s anm s ne s 36 S 55 HVEEOES A w o
2. Papyrus-Byzantine Readings Compared with

WESTELT icuaoiminrmins niowonss 50,576 560 00 Bl S AN S/ #1840t s
3. Papyrus-Byzantine Readings Compared with

Alexandrian-Western. .. ......oveviinnnnennennnn
4. Papyrus-Byzantine-Western Readings

Compared with Alexandrian ....................

5. Papyrus-Byzantine-Alexandrian Readings

Compared with Western........................ 223
CAEITER o ssmmaronin son -a0a 5. 55, SR S RS <o asesiats & 228
1. Number of Occurrences and Relative Percentages
of Four Basic Alignments ...................... 228
2. Numerical and Percentage Summary of Variants . . ... 229
3o AAIONS wvancn siwamvancanm sicms s s Slrsams soemmes 229
4, ONUSSIONS .0 o 55 Gb S5 EEES SHSTABSKE NBEoES HEed s 230
S CHENELS a3 mmisiiownen sis atmiaisns e v s s o ans 230
Bibliography i s.iuivin o5 ssaesss s sswars sveese o sxsmn 231
Indices To The Bibliography ..................c.oouo.... 275
Index To The TEEE wwss s e vensave s spcssms mummsm 301



