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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Online Appendix: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Part I: Acts 1-14

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
18v,1.22 1:10/34— | 424* a ecbnti Aevkn 424* a gobnti Aevkn Alternative endings are non-Byz = 323,
36 424Cf < a/b ecbnu 424C b eofnoeotv Agvkoig | written above each word - 2298 L1178 (1739
Agvkn /ecbnoecty oeot and -auc. lac.)!
Agvkoig
19r, 1.19 1:14/22 - 424* ao popio A mu is written interlinearly. non-Byz = 323,
424C a popop 2298, L1178 (1739
lac.)
19v, 1.4 1:16/13 - 424* b tavTnv traces of several cancellation non-Byz = 323C,
424CV aom. dots above the word L1178 (1739 lac.)
19v, 1.8 1:17/8 - 424* b cuv gv is written interlinearly non-Byz =323,
424C a ev L1178 (1739 lac.)
20r, 1.5 1:22/12— Uncertain: There are traces of | —
20 an interlinear addition above
©G TG Muepag (axpLng
nuepog = ? The word npepag
is visible).
20r, 1.14 1:25/18 - 424* b €& o is written interlinearly non-Byz=L1178
424C a ag (1739 lac.)
20r, 2:1/22 424* ¢ opobopadov An upsilon seems to be non-Byz = 323,
11.21-22 424CV a opov written above omicron L1178. (L1178 has
(correction to opov).” a unique reading ot
AmOGTOAOL OfoV.)?
21r, 1.17 2:14/4-6 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
22r, 1.7 2:22/63 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
22r,1.22 2:27/16 - 424* b adov -nv is written interlinearly non-Byz =323,
424C a adnv above -ov. 1739,2298, L1178
22v, 1.15 2:31/18- | — 424%* ¢ ov katelewpOn K €y is written interlinearly non-Byz =323,
20 424CV b ovk L1178f
gykatelelpon
22v,1.16 2:31/22—- | — 424* e yoym owtov &1g 1V is written interlinearly non-Byz = 323,
24 adov above -ov 1739,2298, L1178
424CV ¢ yoym avtov €1
adnv
22v,1.22 | 2:33/38- | — 424* b ToV10 0 VUV There are traces of non-Byz =323,
40 424CV a tovto 0 cancellation dots above vuv. 1739
23r, 1.7 2:36/18— - There is a trace of a
30 correction were words were
written over an erasure and
something was added
interlinearly. I have left this
case as too uncertain.
23r, 2:38/2— - 424* e netpog d¢ epn mpog | There are cancellation dots split Byz = 1739,
1.13-14 12 OVTOVG HETOVONGUTE above gon (1.13) and a word 2298, L1178L1
424CV a metpog de mpog starting with ¢ is written
QVTOVG LETOVOTGOTE interlinearly between
onow petavonoate and kot (1.14).
23r,1.22 2:40/12— non-Byz =323,
18 1739,2298, L1178
23v,1.2 2:41/2-4 - - Uncertain: the corrector has -
added 2-3 letters above pev
(vor?).

! Acts 1:1-2:6 was supplied in 1739 by another, later hand (1739S), and has been treated as lacunose in the collation.
2 In Birdsall’s handwritten collation, he confirms after physical inspection that “this is so 8.9.58.”
3 In my opinion, oi drdotorot could arguably be assigned to the previous variation-unit (mévteg). Minuscule 2298 also has oi
andotolot but with opobvpadov. Here I have only counted the variation between opod/opoBupadov.




Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
23v, 1.11 2:43/2 - 424* b gyeveto A iota is written above the non-Byz=L1178,
424C a gyweto epsilon. (323 lac.)
24r,1.9 3:2/30— non-Byz = 323,
34 1739,2298, L1178
24r,1.14 3:3/26 - 424* a hofev cancellation dots above the Byz=323,L1178
424C b om. word
24v, 11.3— | 3:8/6 split Byz = 323,
4 1739,2298, L1178
24v,1.14 3:11/6 424* b tov whevtog 424* b tov whevtog The words 100evtog ywhiov non-Byz = 323,
KOAOVL KOAOVL have been deleted, changing 1739
424C d avtov wbevtog | 424C a avtov the text from the Byz reading
KOOV to reading a.
251, 1.5 3:12/47 - 424* b avtov There are cancellation dots non-Byz =323,
424C a om. above the word. 1739, 2298, L1178
25v, 1.1 3:18/22— | 424* b avtov Tabev 424* b avtov e Tov ECM assigns 424C to reading | non-Byz =323,
28 TOV YPLGTOV APLOTOV c. However, the first avtov L1178
424C ¢ avtov Tobewv 424C a moBew tov ypotov | has been marked with
TOV (PLGTOV OLTOV QVTOV cancellation dots.
25v, 3:21/31 - 424* b tavtov There are traces of non-Byz =323,
1.10-11 424CV a om. cancellation dots above the 1739, 2298, L1178
word.
25v,1.14 3:22/22 - 424* b nuov There are traces of split Byz=L1178
424CV c om. cancellation dots above the
word.
26r, 1.5 3:25/52 - 424* a gvevloyncovOor There are traces of non-Byz = 323,
424C b gvdoynocovtot cancellation dots above gv.* 1739, 2298
26r,1.10 3:26/33 - 424* b vpov The word is marked with Byz =323, 1739,
424C a om. cancellation dots. 2298, L1178
26r, .11 3:26/40 424* a vpov 424* a vpov The two last letters are -
424C ¢ avtov 424C < ¢/d avtov/avtov uncertain, and may rather be
avtov =323, 1739, 2298,
L1178.
26v, 1.4 4:5/22— - 424* ¢ toug mpecPutepovg | The article tovg is written split Byz = 323,
34 KO YPOLUOTELS EV above mpecfutepove.’ 1739, 2298 L1178
EPOVCAANLL
424C a tovg
TPEGPLTEPOVG KOl TOVG
YPOUULOTELS EV
EPOVCAANLL
26v, 1.8 4:7/8-12 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298
27r,1.21 4:16/46 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
27v, 1.3 4:17/28- split Byz=L1178
38
27v, 1.6 4:18/28 Uncertain: It is possible that -
the original hand copied w~
which was then corrected to
00 w (Byz).
28r,1.20 4:28/18 - 424* a cov three cancellation dots above non-Byz =323,
424C b omit GOV 1739, L1178
28r, 1.22 4:30/6— - 424* a v yepa cov two cancellation dots above split Byz =323,
14 EKTELVELV GE (o3 1739, L1178
424C b v yepa 60V
EKTEWVEWV
28v, 1.16 4:34/6— - 424* d vmnpyev 1V seems to be written split Byz = 323,
12 424CV anv interlinearly. 1739, 2298

4 Cf. Birdsall, “A Study of Ms. 1739,” 118, who notes the correction, but erroneously transcribes gvhoyn Oncetou.
5 So also Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 5.




Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
28v, 1.22 4:36/2 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
29r, 1.1 4:36/12 Byz =1739, 2298,
L1178
29r, 5:2/18 Uncertain: avtov may have -
1.11-12 been omitted by the corrector
(=323,1739,L1178).6
29v, 1.4 5:5/35 - 424* b tavta There are traces of non-Byz = 323,
424CV a om. cancellation dots above the 1739, 2298, L1178
word.
29v, 1.11 5:9/2—-10 - 424* b 0 d¢ mETPOG EUTEV According to Birdsall, the non-Byz =323,
TPOG OVTNV corrector omitted euev here.” 1739, 2298, L1178
424CV a o d¢ metpog mpog | Two cancellation dots are still
ovtnv visible.
29v,1.21 5:11/8 424* a peyog 424 a peyog There is no correction here. -
424C om. The ten dots (not aligned with
the word) are due to a damage
in the microfilm.®
30r, 1.2 5:12/14 - 424*V b gyeveto The first hand very likely split Byz = 1739,
424C a gyweto wrote €yeveto, so that the L1178
correction has created a large
space.
30r, 1.3 5:12/18- | — 424* a xou TEpATO TOAAN The corrector has marked the Byz=323,L1178
28 £V T Aa® pi in moAha with two vertical
424CV b ko tepota ev T | lines, and there is a dot over
Ao TOAAOL lambda, to indicate
transposition.”
30r, 1.5 5:12/44 - 424*V aol cohopwvog A tau seems to have been non-Byz =323,
424CV a cohopmvtog added by the corrector. 1739,2298, L1178
30r, 1.14 5:15/41 Byz =323, 1739,
L1178
31v19 5:32/21 - 424* b 3¢ cancellation dots above d¢ non-Byz = 1739,
424C a om. 2298, L1178
31v, 5:33/12 424*f a efovevovto 424*V b gfovlovto It is more likely that ev was Byz =323, 1739,
1.11-12 424C a gfovlevovto 424C a gfovlevovto written over an erased lambda | 2298, L1178
(slightly visible), and a
lambda was added (outside
the left margin).
32r, 1.12 5:38/42 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
32r,1.15 5:39/18 non-Byz = 323,
1739%,2298, L1178
32r,1.19 5:40/18 - 424* a egm A nu is written above pi. non-Byz =323,
424Cbev 1739, L1178
32v, 14 5:42/30— | — 424%* ¢ moovv tov ypiotov | There is a beta above v and split Byz = 323,
34 424C < a/b tov ypiotov an alpha above tov indicating | 1739,2298, L1178
MGOLV/TOV GOV ¥PLoTOV | transposition. Since b is a (reading b = 365)
singular reading (365), 424C
more likely reflects reading a.
32v,1.20 6:4/20 split Byz = 323,
2298, L1178
33r, 1.1 6:5/26 split Byz = 323,
1739, 2298
33r, .11 6:7/42 - 424* a vankovov An epsilon is written above non-Byz = 323,
424C b vankovev the ending. 1739C, L1178
33r, 1.12 6:8/8-12 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
33v, 1.8 6:13/22— | — 424%* e pnuato fracenuo Braoenua is marked by non-Byz=L1178
24 AoAcv cancellation dots. (sub-singular
424C b pnpota Aaiov reading, shared with
02, 05)

¢ In Birdsall’s collation he states that “avtov is probably omitted by the corrector 11.9.58.”
7 Birdsall, “A Study of Ms. 1739,” 118.
8 Cf. similar dots on fols. 30v, 31v.

° Birdsall, “A Study of Ms. 1739,” 120, “moAla &v t® Aa[w] hoc ordine — corrector.”
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
33v, 1.9 6:13/32— split Byz = 323,
36 1739, 2298, L1178
33v, 118 | 7:1/12 - 424* d apo towta non-Byz =323,
424C a tovta 1739, L1178
341, 11.1- | 7:3/14— split Byz = 323,
2 16 1739, 2298, L1178
34r, 1.6 7:4/18 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
34r,1.15 7:6/6-10 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
34v,1.10 7:10/30 Uncertain: The accentuation -
seems to have been changed
(to &vavti =323, 1739, 2298,
L1178) and possibly there
are cancellation dots above -
ov (painted over?)."
35r, 1.11 7:16/38 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
35r, 1.18 7:18/12— non-Byz =323,
14 1739, 2298, L1178
35v,1.2 7:21/2— split Byz = 323,
10 L1178
35v, 1.6 7:22/28 non-Byz = 323,
1739, 2298, L1178
35v, 1.19 7:26/18 424* « a/b 424*% — a/b f It looks like the first hand Byz =323, 1739,
cuvnAlacoev/ GUVNAAOGGEV/ GUVIAOGEV copied cvvniocoev, and the 2298,L1178
cuvniacev 424C b cvvniocev second sigma was erased.
424C b cvvnlacev
35v,1.20 7:26/33 Uncertain: There may be -
cancellation dots above vpelg
(323, 1739, L1178 omit the
word).!!
36r, 1.10 7:30/30— | — 424* a Loyl TVPOG Tupt is written above pAoyt; non-Byz = 323,
32 424C b mupt proyog @Loyog is written above 1739,2298, L1178
TVPOC.
36r, 7:31/8- - 424* b 130V 0 opapo The transposition is indicated | split Byz =323,
1.11-12 14 ebavpalev by two vertical lines above to 1739, 2298, L1178
424C a Wov edavpalev to | corresponding to another sign
opaLLOL above ebavpalev.
36r, 7:33/18— non-Byz = 323,
1.18-19 22 1739, 2298, L1178
36v, 1.5 7:35/25 424* a om. 424* a om. It looks like the corrector non-Byz =323,
424Cf. b gp nuov 424CV c gp npog wrote npag (tachygraphic sign | 1739,2298, L1178
for -ac.'"”
36v,1.16 7:37/40 A lemniscus is indicated in non-Byz = 323,
the text and in the margin 1739, 2298
with the addition, ovtov
axovoecbe. Possibly, the sign
A = alternative reading could
be used (coordinate with T).
37r, 1.1 7:39/26— | — 424* f ) xapdio avtov The corrector wrote the non-Byz = 323,
36 £1G ALYVTTOV alternative endings above tnt 1739,2298, L1178
424CV ¢ taig kopdong and kopda.
QVTOV E1G OYVTTOV
371, 11. 8- | 7:41/16 non-Byz = 323,
9 L1178
37r,1.19 7:43/26 Uncertain: The mu in pgpoov -
seems to be written over
another letter.
37v, 1.1 7:44/10 - 424* anv The preposition gv is written non-Byz = 323,
424Cbnv ev above To1G. 1739,2298, L1178
37v,1.4 7:44/48 non-Byz = 1739,
2298, L1178

19 Birdsall indicates a correction here in his collation.
' Birdsall indicates that the corrector omitted vpeig by deletion in his collation.
12 Cf. Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 12; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 424. So in Birdsall’s handwritten collation.
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
37v,1.13 7:48/2— - 424* e oA\ ovy o vyiotog | The word vaoig is marked non-Byz =323,
14 £V YELPOTOUNTOLG VOLOLG with cancellation dots. 1739, L1178.
KOTOIKEL
424C a oA\ ovy 0 VYIGTOG
£V YEPOTOMNTOLG KOTOIKEL
37v,1.21 7:51/8 non-Byz = 1739,
2298, L1178
37v, 7:51/10— | 424* d toic wowv 424C | 424*V a kot 101G ©®GWV It is unlikely that 424* read non-Byz =323,
11.21-22 14 b vpv Kot TG woV 424C b vuev Kot 1015 101G ®wow (unique reading). 1739, 2298, L1178
oW The first hand more likely
wrote a kat-compendium
which the corrector changed
to an upsilon in vpov and
moved the kat-compendium
to the left of the next line.
38r, 1.7 7:52/48 - 424* b yeyevnobe gyeveoe seems to be written non-Byz = 323,
424CV a gysvecbs above the word."? 1739, 2298, L1178
38r, 1.12 7:55/2-4 non-Byz =323,
L1178
38r, 1.12 7:55/6— non-Byz =323,
10 1739, 2298, L1178
38r, .15 7:56/14 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
38r, 1.20 7:58/6— Byz =323, 1739,
12 2298, L1178
38v, 1.1 7:58/26 split Byz = 323,
1739, 2298, L1178
39r, 1.20 8:10/30- | — 424* cn The word written above non-Byz = 323,
32 424CV an koAovpevn peyan is most likely 1739, 2298, L1178
kolovpevn. '
39v, 1.8 8:13/30- | — 424* i duvapels Kot The word peyoka is written non-Byz=11178
38 OTHEL YIVOLEVOL above ywopeva.
424CV b duvapelg kot
GTLELL UEYAAOD YIVOLLEVOL
39v, 1.12 8:14/34 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
39v, 1.15 8:16/2 - 424*V b ovtw Several letters (demw) in non-Byz =323,
424C a ovdenm smaller size are written over 1739, 2298, L1178
an erased word.
39v, 1.18 8:16/32— Uncertain: The kappa in k0 -
34 seems to be written over an
erased letter (V).
39v, 1.18 8:17/4 non-Byz = 323,
1739, 2298, L1178
40r, 1.13 8:22/16— | — 424*V b kot dendntt Tov Hwiid (followed by Alter) non-Byz =323,
22 Ogov suggest that Ov has been L1178
424C a kot SenbnTt TOL corrected to «v." Birdsall
KLPLOL confirms that this is the
case.'®
40r, 1.18 8:24/16— Byz =323, 1739
24
40r, 1.22 8:25/26 424% 424*V ao 1epovcainp The ECM does not specify non-Byz = 323,
424C a iepocorvpo 424C a iepocorvpo the reading of 424* (to 1739, 2298
correspond with 424C). 424*
most likely read iinp with
wide letters (cf. 42v, 1.8; 43r,
1.12).
40v, 1.8 8:27/23 Uncertain: the article tovand | —
the abbreviated ending -ong in
Baothoong is possibly written
over an erasure
(Basthoong).!”
13 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 13, “Super yeyevnoOe prima manus adjecit eyevecOe . . .” (Hwiid thought it was the first hand who

corrected his text).

14 Cf. Treschow, Tentamen descriptionis, 64; Hwiid, Libellum criticus, 13—14; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 426.
15 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 14. Alter, Novum Testamentum, 427.
16 Birdsall refers to Hwiid and Alter in his collation, and he verified this correction in the manuscript, “This is so. 12.9.58.”
17 Birdsall remarks in his collation, “possibly in rasura 12.9.58.”
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
40v, 1.13 8:28/20— - 424%* a Kot OvVeEYIVOOKE ko is marked with three non-Byz =323,
22 424C f aveywookev cancellation dots. 1739, 2298, L1178
411, 1.6 8:32/46 split Byz=L1178
421,13 9:5/15 non-Byz = 323,
L1178
42r,1.5 9:6/16 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
42r, 1.6 9:6/22 - 424* b1 An omicron with spiritus is non-Byz = 323,
424C a o1t written above 1. 1739, 2298, L1178
42r, 1.8 9:7/16 split Byz = 323,
1739
42v,1.4 9:12/20 424* a yepag 424*V b yepa I interpret the correction in non-Byz = 1739,
424C b yepa 424CV a yepog the opposite way, the sigma 2298, L1178
was added, not deleted (with
Alter)."
42v,1.21 9:17/40— non-Byz =323,
44 1739, 2298, L1178
431, 1.5 9:19/4-6 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
43r,1.5 9:19/8 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
431, 1.11 9:21/8— - 424%* ¢ 01 AKOVOVTEG After physical inspection Byz =323, 1739,
14 OLTOV KoL EAEYOV Birdsall indicates that avtov 2298, L1178
424C a o1 0KOVOVTEG KO has been marked for
eleyov deletion."
43r,1.14 9:21/48 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
431, 1.17 9:22/12 Uncertain: According to -
Hwiid and Alter, there is a (If there is a
correction of cuveyvvvey to correction, it is non-
ovveyeev.? This cannot be Byz =323.)
verified in the microfilm,
although letters seem to be
written above upsilon.
43v, 1.7 9:26/4-8 424* & cle de o 424*V e de 0 cavhog ev It is likely that the first hand non-Byz = 323,
GAVAOG E1G EPOVCAANLL copied ev (reading e= 1739, 2298, L1178
1EPOVGAAN/SE O 424C c 6¢ 0 cavrog €1g Byzantine text) which was
GOVAOG EV 1EPOVGOANKL | 1EPOVGAANK corrected to &1 (reading c).
424C c 6¢ 0 Gavrog €1g Besides, it looks like an
EPOVCAANLL original epsilon has been
changed to a ligature &1
43v, 9:28/10- | — 424* 7 [2-3]mopevouevog Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 18, split Byz
1.16-17 14 424C c €16mOpELOLEVOS and Alter, Novum The reading is
Testamentum, 429, suggest shared by many
that ekmopevopevog (a unique | witnesses.
reading) was corrected to
giomopevopevog by erasure.?!
44r, 1.1 9:30/22 - 424* a qvtov After physical inspection split Byz = 323,
424CV b om. Birdsall indicates that avtov 1739, 2298, L1178
has been marked for
deletion.”
44r, 11.2— | 9:31/2— - 424* b a1 pev ovv There are traces of corrections | non-Byz = 323,
7 56 eKKANOLOL ... yyov epnvnv | above o, the endings in 1739, L1178
OLKOJOVLLEVOL KOl EKKANOLOL, ELYOV, (2298 has the 3d
TOPEVOUEVOAL ... O1KOSOVLLEVAL, TOPEVOEVOL person singular
emAnvhvvovto and emAnvbuvovto (an eta is ending in
424CV an pev ovv visible above ov in the eminbuvero (listed
exKAnola ... eev epnvny | latter).? in the ECM as
OLKOJOVLEVT KOt 22984 « a/b)
TOPEVOUEVT) ...
enAnvbvveto

18 Alter, Novum Testamentum, 428.
19 Birsall states in his collation, “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58” — he means that a corrector omitted (by marking with dots),
alius delevit — another deleted (by painting over with white paint; therefore the correction is not visible on the microfilm).
20 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 18; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 429.
21 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 18, and Alter, Novum Testamentum, 429. After physical inspection, Birdsall confirms that eig- was
written “supra rasura 12.9.58” but is uncertain about 424*, “did ekmopevopevog stand originally?).
22 Birdsall indicates in his collation, “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58.”
23 The correction is noted in Birdsall’s collation (without date).
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
44r,1.18 9:35/14 424* b AMddav 424 b Avddav The name is marked with a -
424C a Mdda diacritical sign corresponding
to the sign in the margin,
followed by Avdda (indecl.
form) and an explanation —
everything in red ink. In my
view, this is a gloss (and part
of the commentary) and not a
correction.”*
44r,1.18 9:35/20 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
44r, 9:36/16 - 424* tofBa The alternative spelling of the | split Byz =323,
11.20-21 424C topnba name is not noted in the L1178
ECM.
44r,1.4 9:37/29 split Byz = 323,
1739C, 2298, L1178
451, 1.15 10:3/10 split Byz = 323,
2298, L1178
45v,1.6 10:7/16 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
45v,1.11 10:8/16 - 424* a v There are faint traces of non-Byz
424CV b om. cancellation dots above the The omission is
word. After physical shared by a few
inspection, Birdsall confirms witnesses.
the correction.?®
45v,1.12 10:9/10 424* < a/b 424* b gkevov There is a correction and it is non-Byz =323,
OVTOV/EKEVOV 424C a avtov very likely that the first hand 1739, 2298, L1178
424C a avtov copied exewvov which fits the | (L1178 missing
space. from the ECM
apparatus at this
point, where it
differs from Byz.)
45v, 10:10/20 non-Byz =323,
1.17-18 1739, L1178
45v,1.20 10:11/14 | - 424* e xotaforvov en After physical inspection, non-Byz = 323,
-30 OQVTOV GKEVOG TL WG Birdsall confirms the 1739, L1178
ofovnyv peyoinv correction by deletion of en
TEGGAPGLY OPYOIG avtov (marked with dots).?®
dedepevov kat Kabiepevov
424CV j xatafovov
GKEVOG TL ™G 0BovnV
peyoinv
TEGGAPSLY QPG
dedepevov kat kaepegvov
46r,1.2 10:12/8— non-Byz =323,
28 2298
46r, 1.7 10:14/20 424* b mav KooV 1 424* b mav KooV 1 A xor-kompendium is written | non-Byz = 323,
-26 akaaptov akaaptov above 1 and axaboptov. The 1739, 2298, L1178
424C c mav xowov n 424C a o KooV Kot syntax and meaning of the
Kot akobaptov axabaptov unique reading ¢, Tav Kowvov
1 kot axadoptov, as indicated
in the ECM is too difficult.
The Kot is either a correction
of n or an alternative reading.

24 The diacritical sign, an obelus with a dot above it (the same sign with a letter, a, B, v, etc below the obelus is used for the
commentary), corresponds to the same sign in the margin where the the name of the town, Avdda (indeclinable form), is
explained in a scholion, AVdda €otv 1| VOV KaAovpévn Awdomolg (this phrase may derive from Theodoret’s Ecclesiastical
History, 1.4 [PG 82,912], A0dda 8¢ £otv 1) vV kohovpévn Atdomoris). The explanation, in my view, was probably not intended
as a correction, and should be removed from the apparatus. Similar examples of marginal scholia introduced by the same sign,
which cannot indicate textual variants, occur on fol. 47v (above déktog), and 59v (above 6tt fjvoiég). On the other hand, a
similar sign is used on fol. 85r for an alternative reading, {6¢ (shared with only 1739) in Acts 23:9, a reading which is
erroneously represented in the ECM, where it has been separated into two words, 1 3¢, and the iota taken to represent either €t
or 1 (itacism). Another interesting example of a gloss occurs in Galatians 3:19 (fol. 237v) where the scribe has written Mwcewg
above peottov, which should likely not be interpreted as a variant reading (it would be unique); cf. Birdsall, “A Study of Ms.
1739,” 86, “His interlinear (occasionally marginal) notes are variants or occasionally glosses (some of these dependent on the
accompanying commentary).”
25 Birdsall indicates, “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58,” in his collation.
26 Birdsall indicates, “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58.”




Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
4e6r, 1.15 10:15/2— | 424 f ko povn ok 424* 7 xou povn modw [9— | It looks like Tpog avtov has non-Byz
14 TPOG QVTOV 11] been written over erased (sub-singular
424C f kon v ToAw letters. Hwiid suggests that reading)
TPOG OVTOV the first hand copied ex
devtepov (ut vid.).”’
46r, 1.14 10:17/40 424*« a/c vmo Tov 424*V ¢ amo tov It is very likely that the split Byz = 323,
—44 KOPVNAL0V/070 TOL KopvnAlov corrector substituted upsilon 1739,2298, L1178
KopvnAlov 424C a vmo tov Kopvniwov | for alpha.
424C a vmo tov
KOpvNAlov
46r, 1.20 10:19/8 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
46r,1.22 10:19/28 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
46v, 1.16 10:23 _
The reading of 424C
is unique, but the
correction (avootag
is added in the left
margin) was likely
made from a
manuscript with the
word order avaoctog
o metpog (323, 1739,
2298, L1178).
47r,1.3 10:25/32 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
47r,1.6 10:27/2— non-Byz =323,
12 L1178
471, 1.11 10:28/32 Uncertain: It is possible to see | —
that a correction has been
made. Birdsall suggests that a
corrector erased 1 € to read
kapot (=323, 1739, 2298,
L1178) but now the
manuscript reads xat gpot.?®
471, 1.18 10:30/25 - 424* b ynotevov Kot After physical inspection, non-Byz =323,
424CV aom. Birdsall noted that the 1739
corrector has marked the
words for deletion.”
471, 1.18 10:30/26 - 424%* d v evotnyv opav Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz =323,
-38 TPOGEVYOLEVOG EV TM above wpov. Birdsall 1739, 2298
OIK® HLOV confirms the correction after
424CV a v evamv opov | physical inspection.®
TPOGEVYOUEVOS EV TM
O1K® |10V
47v,1.8 10:33/6 - 424*V b petenepya The first hand most likely Byz =323, 1739,
424C a enenya copied petemepya (with 383, 2298,L1178
617).%!
47v, 1.18 10:36/6 - 424%* a ov The pronoun is marked with non-Byz = 1739,
424C d om. cancellation dots. L1178
48r, 1.8 10:39/4— | — 424%* ¢ nueig eopev The word gopev is marked non-Byz = 323,
6 HOPTUPES with cancellation dots. 1739, L1178
424C a nueig poptupeg
48r,1.20 10:42/20 - 424* b avtog The ligature ov is written non-Byz =323,
424CV a ovtog above the upsilon.** 1739, 2298, L1178
48r, 1.22 10:43/2— | - 424* a touto TOVTEG An omicron is written above non-Byz
4 424C tovto TovTES omega. The reading is not (shared by 69, 440,
listed in the ECM. 1245, 1319)*
48v, 1.15 10:47/34 | — 424*V ¢ kabog The corrector has erased ko0. split Byz = 323,
424C a wg 1739,2298, L1178

27 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 20; cf. Alter, Novum Testamentum, 430.
28 Birdsall indicates “i€ now stands in rasura: [three words that I cannot decipher] this corrector erased them to read xoypiot.

12.9.58.”

29 Birdsall states, “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58.”

30 Birdsall indicates “corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58.”
31 So Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 21; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 431. The transcription, of which ECM Acts is based, has a
correction here from gremepya to emepyoa (the former would be a unique reading).
32 Birdsall indicates “corrector ovtog, al. del. 12.9.58.”
33 Birdsall, “A Study of Ms. 1739,” 121.




Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
49r,1.16 11:7/2-6 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
49r, 11:8/12— | 424* lacunose 424* & f/g mov Kowvov 1 Clearly n axoBaptov on 1.19 non-Byz
1.18-19 18 424C b ovdemote akabaptov ovdenote/ Tav was copied by the first hand, 424C has a sub-
Kowov 1 axadaptov Kow®mv 1 akaboptov followed by a word, now singular reading
0VOEMOTE erased, which was very likely | (Note that only 323,
424C b ovdenote kowvovn | ovdemote. The number of L1178 have the
akaaptov erased letters on .18 makes it | rather similar
likely that 424* had the reading d ovdemote
Byzantine reading f (or KOOV TL 1
reading g). akaaptov.)
49r, 11:9/6— split Byz = 323,
11.21-22 16 L1178
49v, 1.9 11:12/44 Very v owtov was corrected | Byz =323, 1739,
—46 t0 TOV Ol1KOV. 2298, L1178
49v, 1.11 11:13/15 A lemniscus is indicated in non-Byz =323,
the text and in the margin 1739, 2298, L1178
with the addition, tov Ogov.
Possibly, the sign A =
alternative reading could be
used (coordinate with T).
50r, 1.3 11:17/38 split Byz = 323,
42 1739,2298, L1178
50r, 11.5— 11:18/12 split Byz = 323,
6 L1178
50v, 1.7 11:24/22 Uncertain: Birdsall claims -
—24 that ko’ has been marked for
deletion. The correction is not
visible in the microfilm and
would result in a unique
reading.**
50v, 1.12 11:26/26 non-Byz = 323,
=30 1739,2298, L1178
50v, 1.14 11:26/44 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
50v, 1.21 11:28/26 The pronoun ootig (11:28/40) | non-Byz =323,
-40 has been corrected to ntig, 1739, 2298, L1178
which is incongruent with the | (I have only counted
masculine péyav (11:28/26); the correction of
the noun Apdg can have 00T1G to MTig in this
either gender. This variation-unit; 2298
incongruity is shared with also shares the error,
2298.% In my view, the final LEYOV . . . MTIG)
kot in some readings (e.g.,
2298) should be assigned its
own variation-unit (11:28/41).
50v, 1.20 11:28/28 424* f pelhev 424*V ¢ ececbat peldew ececban is written Byz =2298
-30 424C a pelhey 424C a pelhew eoecbot over one erased word, which
goechat was likely ececban (323,
1739, L1178 et al).*® The
reading f, pellew is unique
and awkward.
51r, 1.14 12:3/26— split Byz = 323,
28 L1178
51v, 1.6 12:6/53 Uncertain: There is no known | —
variation at this point, but
424C has erased ca. 11-12
letters, possibly an error
occasioned by the proximity
of puiaxeg and Quiaknyv.
S5lv, 111 12:7/50- split Byz = 323,
62 L1178
S51v, 113 12:8/14 - 424* b teprlooot After physical inspection, non-Byz = 323*,
424*V a Looat Birdsall noted that the 1739, 2298, L1178

34 Birdsall indicates “kou 3°: corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58” in his collation.
35 Cf. with the variation-unit in 14:13/2-44.

36 Cf. Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 22; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 433.
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
corrector has marked nept for
deletion.’’
51v,1.14 12:8/28 424* ¢ om. 424*V b 1¢ An original omission would Byz =323, 1739,
424C a de 424C a de not fill the space and the final | 2298, L1178
epsilon (in 1&/d¢) seems
untouched. An omission
would be shared with one
manuscript (180%). It is more
likely that the first hand
copied t¢.
52r, 1.15 12:13/4— non-Byz =323,
6 L1178
53r, 1.13 12:25/10 split Byz = 323,
-14 L1178
53r, 12:25/28 Byz =323, 1739,
1.15-16 2298, L1178
53v, 1.3 13:2/33 non-Byz = 323,
1739, 2298
53v, 1.3 13:2/37 split Byz =323,
L1178
53v, 115 13:6/17 non-Byz=L1178
54r, 1.1 13:8/16 424* b om. 424V ayop It is very likely that the first -
424C a yap scribe copied ovtwg yop
gpunvevetal which was then
changed to ovtwg yap
pebepunvevetat by
compressing the two first
words. A unique omission of
yop is unlikely. See next
variation-unit.
54r, 1.1 13:8/18 - 424*V b epuevevetat See previous variation-unit. Byz =323, 1739C,
424C a peBeppnveveton 2298, L1178
541, 1.7 13:15/38 non-Byz =323,
—40 1739, 2298, L1178
54v,1.13 13:17/12 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
54v, 13:19/16 non-Byz =323,
11.20-21 1739, 2298, L1178
55r,1.13 13:23/18 -
Y split Byz
424C has a sub-
singular reading, but
the verb nyeipev
(corrected from
nyayev) agrees with
323,2298,L1178
(1739 erroneously
omits the verb).
323* could have had
the identical
reading.*®
55v, 1.16 13:31/30 non-Byz =323,
=32 1739, L1178
Sér, 1.3 13:34/16 | — 424* b pelovto avtov The word avtov is marked Byz =323, 1739,
-18 VIOGTPEPEY with cancellation dots. 2298
424C a pelrovta
VOGTPEPEY
Sér, 13:38/44 split Byz = 323,
1.16-17 1739*, L1178
56r,1.18 13:40 424* 3¢ 424*V d¢ There seems to be a Byz =323, 1739,
424C ovv 424C ovv correction by erasure. I prefer | 2298, L1178
to mark the first hand ut
videtur.

37 Birdsall indicates “repi{woa: corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58” in his collation.

3% In this variation-unit in the ECM apparatus, I would indicate <> b/f [not c]/i/j/m_f 323*; and <> a/b_f 1739 (not readings

d/h).
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
56r, 13:41/10 split Byz
11.20-21 (323, 1739, 2298,
L1178 have
Oovpoacate kot
emBAeyoTe.)
S56v, 11.3— | 13:42/7 non-Byz =323,
4 1739, L1178L1
It is likely that 424*
read with the
Byzantine text but
the microfilm is
illegible.
56v, 1.6 13:42/8— non-Byz =323,
16 1739, 2298%,
L1178L1
56v, 1.6 13:42/20 split Byz = 323,
26 1739,2298, L1178
56v, 1.12 13:43/44 split Byz = 323,
—46 1739,2298, L1178
56v, 13:45/29 | — 424* b avtiheyovTes Kot Traces of several successive non-Byz = 323,
11.18-19 424CV a om. dots above the words are 1739,2298, L1178
visible. Ink from reverse page
(56r) bleeds through but these
dots are not from that page.
56v, 1.20 13:46/4— Uncertain: Hwiid and Alter -
6 suggest that the first hand
copied d¢ (Byz) which was
corrected to te (=323, L1178,
al).*® This cannot be verified
in the microfilm.
57,12 13:46/54 | — 424*V a acuoviov ovpa seems to be written non-Byz = 323,
424C b ovpaviov above aiw- (the final alpha is L1178 (sub-
rather clear). singular)
57r, 1.15 13:50/43 - 424*V a om. The first hand seems to have split Byz=L1178
424C b tov copied kot, which the
corrector erased and wrote a
kot-compendium and tov
(with tachygraphy).*’
57r,1.18 13:51/12 non-Byz
-14
58r, 11.2— 14:8/34 non-Byz =323,
3 1739,2298, L1178
58r, 1.3 14:9/4 Byz=323,L1178
58r, 1.4 14:9/10 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
58r, 1.6 14:10/9 The addition is introduced by | non-Byz =323,
a lemniscus in the text and 1739, 2298, L1178
margin. Possibly, the sign A =
alternative reading could be
used (coordinate with T).
58r, 1.7 14:10/20 split Byz =323,
1739, 2298
58r, 1.8 14:10/24 - 424* a nlato The form nAiato (attested by split Byz = 323,
424C n\hoto some manuscripts) is not 2298
listed among the variants.
58r, 1.19 14:13/2— 424* a 0 ... 1€peVg ... The ending -ov is written split Byz = 323,
44 EVEYKOG GLV TOIG OYAOLG above n0ekev. The verbform 1739,2298,L1178
n0ekev is incongruent with the
Boewv subject o epevg (as in other
424C cfl o ... 1epevg ... witnesses that share the
EVEYKOG GLV TOIG OYAOLG reading).
nbehov
Boewv
58v, L.5 14:15/42 | — 424* b tov Beov tov Lwvta | Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz = 323,
—44 424C a Oeov {ovta above both the definite 1739, 2298, L1178
articles. The omission is

39 Hwiid, Libellus criticus, 26; Alter, Novum Testamentum, 438. This variation-unit is also missing from Birdsall’s collation.

40 The correction is also noted by Birdsall in his collation, “om. tov° ut videtur: ko1 Tov hunc in rasura. 14.9.58.”
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
confirmed by Birdsall after
physical inspection.*!
58v, 1.17 14:19/2— | 424* ao emnABov d¢ 424%* ao enrnABov d¢ The addition dwatpiBoviov d¢ | non-Byz =323,
4 424C 1 dwtpBoviov 424Cf do dwtpiBoviov de | avtmv Kot SI3ACKOVTIOV is 1739, 2298
Se otV Kot QVTOV Kot S130CKOVIOV introduced by a lemniscus in
daockovtov ennibov | eanibov the text and bottom margin
de and was clearly copied from
an exemplar with the same
text as 323, 1739, 2298.4?
58v, 1.22 14:19/42 Uncertain: There are faint -
—44 traces of text written above
the ending in teBvaval
suggesting that there was a
correction to tebvnkevar (=
323, 1739,2298,L1178)
which may have been painted
over. This has to be verified.
59r, 1.6 14:21/22 | - 424* a v The middle cancellation dotis | split Byz =323,
424C b om. still visible, whereas the two 1739, 2298
others are smudged.
Part IT: Acts 15-28
Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
59v, 1.9 15:1/32— non-Byz (L1178
34 lac.*?)
60r, 1.8 15:5/42 non-Byz
60r, 1. 14 15:7/32 - - Possibly something is written
above nuepov. This is
uncertain.
60r, 1.20 15:9 - 424* a0 ovdev A theta seems to be written split Byz = 323,
424C a ovbev above delta. L1178
60v, 1.15 15:14/23 - 424* b em Three cancellation dots above | split Byz= 1739,
424C a omit the word. 2298, L1178
60v, 1.16 15:15/4— - - There seems to be white paint
6 above omega in TOVT®
(possibly a correction to
tovto = L1178). This has to
be verified.
6lr, 1. 5— | 15:1812— | — 424* g yvooto on Cancellation dots above the non-Byz = 323,
6 6 aLOVOG 0TV TO He® words. 1739
TOVTOL TO. EPYOL VTOV
424C a yvoota on
aLmVvog
61v,1.16 | 15:26/6— non-Byz =323,
10 1739,2298, L1178
62r,1. 5 15:30/10 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
62r, 1. 21 15:36/27 | — 424* ¢ nuov Clear traces of cancellation non-Byz = 323,
424C a omit dots above the letters. 1739, 2298
62v,1.2 15:37/6— | — 424* d gfovrevcato The ending -eto seems to be non-Byz = 323,
8 cupmapaiapey written above gBovievcato 1739,2298,L1178
424CV a gfovlreveto
cvumapaiapev
62v,1.20 | 16:1/36— | — - Something is written above
38 the nu in Twvog, but it is
unclear.

41 Birdsall indicates, “Tov1° tov2°: corrector om. al. del. 12.9.58.”
42 The reading is listed as a separate reading in the ECM (reading /), because of the repetition of ¢, which creates an awkward
syntax. The other witnesses to this reading, 610f, 876f and 1448Cf (an identical correction) have been marked with “f” (Fehler),
presumably because of the repetition of 8¢, but they are missing from the “List of errors in the Greek manuscripts” (ECM 111/2,
p- 35). I have chosen to assign this reading to reading do and mark the manuscript with f.
43 This folio where this passage must have been located in L1178 is missing from the NT.VMR. On the other hand, according
to the ECM of Acts, L1188 attests to the Byzantine reading here (pwvcewc). I have not included it in the collation with L1178.
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
63r,1. 10 16:4/33 - 424* a omit Tov has been added Byz=323,L1178
424C b tov supralinearly (painted over by
second corrector)
63r, 11. 16:6/2-4 | — 424* ¢ diehbovteg de The eta seems to be written non-Byz = 323,
13-14 424CV a dmAbov d¢ avove epsilon and there are 1739, L1178
dots above -teg on the next
line.
63r.1. 17 16:7/2-4 | - 424* d erBovteg The abbreviation for 8¢ is non-Byz = 323,
424C a eMBovteg de added supralinearly after 1739
g\Bovteg.
63r,1. 18 16:7/14 - 424* ¢ xota Traces of a short word, very non-Byz = 1739,
424CV a g likely e1g, is visible above L1178
woto*
63v,1. 4 16:10/10 - There is a stroke above
epsilon in e1d¢ev. Possibly,
1ev was intended (as in
L1178), but this is uncertain.
63v,1. 10 16:11/16 non-Byz =323,
—-18 1739,2298, L1178
63v,1. 14 | 16:12/30 | — 424*V a tavtn m moker | Itis difficult to say what the Byz=323,L1178
-34 424C b avt T TOoAEL original scribe copied. The
text has been erased and
replaced with avtn ™ moket
but this may be the second
corrector (who used paint).
63v,1. 15 16:13/4 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
64r, 1. 1 16:14/24 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
64r, 1. 16 16:17/40 non-Byz = 1739,
2298
65r,1. 5 16:26/44 The correction is made with non-Byz
black ink and likely later.*’
65v,1. 10 | 16:35/26 The omission is a unique Byz =323, 1739,
reading. A second scribe has 2298,L1178
painted over the correction.
65v,1.20 | 16:37/44 nuog has been added in the split Byz = 323,
-56 left margin. A second scribe 1739, 2298, L1178
has painted over the
correction.
65v,1.20 | 16:38/2 - 424* b avnyysihov A pi has been added above non-Byz =323,
424C a ammyysihav eta (painted over by second 1739%,2298, L1178
corrector).
66rl. 15 17:3/8 - 424* b avtoig 0Tt Traces of cancellation dots Byz =323, 1739,
424Caon above the word. L1178
66v,1. 6 17:5/48 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
66v, 1. 17:726— | — - Possibly, there is an alpha
14-15 30 above Aeyovteg which would
correspond to a beta above
etepov to indicate
transposition. This is highly
uncertain.
66v,1.20 | 17:10/8— | — 424%* ¢ gubemg o TG Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz = 323,
14 VUKTOG e€emepyay above the word. 1739, 2298
424C a gvbewg da
vuktog éemepyav
67r,1.5 17:11/29 | - 424* b 10 Cancellation dots above the split Byz = 323,
424C a om. word. 1739, 2298, L1178
67r,1. 16 17:14/20 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
67r,1. 19 17:15/13 - 424* b avtov Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz =323,
424C a om. above the word. 1739, 2298, L1178
67v, 11. 17:20/24 424 a twvo, Oglel tavta 424 f 1 av Oghotl TowTo This is an error in the ECM
21-22 =30 swvot ot that does not involve a
correction.

4 After physical inspection (12.9.58) Birdsall indicates in his handwritten notes that the diacritics, ", are still visible
and conjectures €ic. This may actually suggest that even the feminine article that follows was missing in the

exemplar (2298 and L1178 omit tv), but this is uncertain.
45 Cf. Alter, Novum Testamentum, 442, “Sed 1 est interpositum ex correctura manus recentissimae.”
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
68, 11. 17:25/12 424% « ale 424*V e tpocdeopevog The two words Tivog avTovg Byz =323, 1739,
16-17 -18 424C a Tpocdeopevog 0VTOVG B150VG are cramped and written over 2298,L1178
TVOG QUTOVG S100VG 424C a Tpocdeopevog an erasure.
TVOG 0 TOVG S180VG
68r,1. 18 17:26/2— | — 424* d emomoev 1€ €€ Clear traces of cancellation non-Byz =323,
8 £VOG OLULOLTOG dots above the letters. 1739, L1178
424C a emomoev 1€ €§
£VOG
68r, 1. 20 17:26/30 - 424* a Clear traces of cancellation non-Byz =323,
TPOGTETAYLEVOVG dots above the letters. 1739, 2298, L1178
424C c teT0ypevoLg
68v, 1.3 17:27/18 - 424% a ko There is a trace of writing non-Byz =323,
424CV bn above kou. It was likely 1739, 2298, L1178
corrected to 1 and then
erased.*®
68v,1.16 | 17:31/2 - 424%* ¢ dott Ka60 is written supralinearly non-Byz =323,
424C a kofott and partly erased.*’ 1739, 2298, L1178
69r, . 1 17:32/26 | — 424* b maAwv mept Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz
-33/8 TOVTOV K0l OVTMOG O above the letters. This is a
TavAog eEnAbev unique variant with no letter
424C oA mept tovtov | address in the ECM.
0VTOG 0 TAVAOG eENADEY
69r, 1. 15 18:2/54 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
69r,1.17 | 18:3/12 - 424*V a guewvey The iota seems to be erased.*® | split Byz =323,
424C b gpevev L1178
69r, 1. 18 18:3/28— non-Byz=L1178
30
69v, 1.3 18:5/38— non-Byz = 323,
42 1739,2298, L1178
69v,1. 16 | 18:8/34 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
70r, 1. 2— | 18:11/18 | — 424* a gv avtolg Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz
3 424C e om. above the letters. The reading
is shared only with 1609.
70r, 1. 12 18:14/31 - 424* b ovv Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz =323,
424C om. above the word. 1739, 2298, L1178
70v, 1. 19 18:22/2— - 424%* — The word is written over an Byz =323, 1739,
4 424C a kot katelbov erasure. Possibly kotafog 2298, L1178
(reading b) was written first.*
71r,1. 8 18:25/8— non-Byz =323,
10 1739,2298, L1178
71r,1. 17 18:26/40 non-Byz =323,
—46 1739, 2298
71r, 1. 19 18:27/16 424(*f) a mpotpeyapevol | 424*V b mpomeyapevol The ECM records Byz =323, 1739,
424C a mpotpeyapevol nwpotpe[ 1 ]yapevot, i.e., that 2298, L1178
the corrector erased one
superfluous letter. However,
the correction involves tau
and rho (originally pi) and the
erased mu is still visible.>
71v,1. 13 | 19:4/2-4 - 424%* a eimev 1€ It is clear that tau was split Byz = 323
424C b emev de changed to delta.
71v,1. 14 19:4/9 - 424* b pev Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz =323,
424C a om. above the word. 1739, 2298, L1178
71v,1.21 | 19:6/8- - 424* a tov mowlov Tag Traces of cancellation dots non-Byz
14 KEPOG above the word. This reading
424C ¢ 10V TOVAOL is shared by significant
AEPOG witnesses (but not the closest
relatives).

46 In Birdsall’s handwritten collation, he wrote: “n is probably the word erased over xot. 12.9.58.”

47 This correction suggested by Alter, Novum Testament, 444, is confirmed by Birdsall: “This is so. 12.9.58 (or

k00 which is all he has written).”
48 So also Alter, Novum Testamentum, 444, “Sed secunda manus erasit 7 ut fit ueve.”
49 Cf. Alter, Novum Testamentum, 445, “Forte ab initio scriptum erat katopog.”

30 After physical inspection, Birdsall could confirm that the original hand wrote mponepyapevol as Hwiid and

Alter had assumed, “This is certainly correct: p is still just visible. 12.9.58.”
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix

: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
72r, 1. 4— | 19:8/16— The reading of 424* is shared Byz =323, 1739,
5 18 only with 0142. 2298, L1178
72r,11. 9 19:9/21 - 424* b Tovtog Traces of cancellation dots Byz =323, 1739,
424C a om. above the word. 2298, L1178
72v, 11 19:13/46 non-Byz =323,
67 1739,2298, L1178
72v,1.7 19:13/56 | — 424* a mawrog knpuvooel | The article has been added non-Byz = 323,
—58 424C b o mowrog supralinearly (and not erased 1739, L1178
KNPLOGEL by a second corrector).
73r,1.9 19:19/40 - 424* f ypuoiov The chi was corrected to an Byz =323, 1739,
—44 HupLd oG TEVTE alpha and a tall gamma has 2298, L1178
424C a apyvprov been inserted by the corrector.
LUPLLd0C TEVTE
74r,1. 8 19:31/2— There is also something Byz =1739, 2298,
6 illegible written interlinearly L1178
between pabnton and Twvec.
The reading of 424* is shared
with 0142, 323, 1609, 1875.
741,1. 16 19:33/10 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298
74v,1. 13 | 19:37/24 - 424* b vpov The eta is written over an split Byz = 1739
424C a npov erased upsilon.
75r,1.7 20:1/32 non-Byz = 1739
751, 1. 14 It is possible that a sigma was
written above yvoun to
indicate yvoung (= 323, 1739,
L1178) and then painted over.
This has to be verified.
751, 1. 17 20:4/10 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
751, 1. 21 20:5/6 - 424* a ipocehbovteg Traces of two dots above the split Byz = 323,
424C b mpogibovteg sigma. 2298, L1178
75v,1.20 | 20:10/17 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
76r,1. 5 20:13/6 - 424* b mpocelbovteg Traces of two dots above the non-Byz =323,
424C a mpoelBovteg sigma. 1739, 2298, L1178
76r,1. 6 20:13/16 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298
76r,1.16 | 20:15/28 It looks as if Tp@yvAli® has
-30 been corrected but this is
uncertain.
76r,1.19 | 20:16/10 | — 424* b ntapamrevoar g | Traces of cancellation dots Byz =323, 1739,
-12 mv above €1¢. 2298, L1178
424C a mopamievcol
mv
76r, 1. 21 20:16/36 | — 424* g1 duvarov nv The correction was written non-Byz = 323,
—42 AT suprelinearly, the ligature eris | 1739, 2298, L1178
424CV a g1 dvvatov em clearly visible.
VT
76v,1. 6 20:18/2 - 424* b g Clear traces of cancellation split Byz = 323,
424C a om. dots above the word. 1739, 2298, L1178
76v,1. 13 | 20:20/1 non-Byz =323,
L1178
76v,1.18 | 20:21/15 split Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
76v,1. 19 | 20:21/23 - 424* b v Very clear traces of non-Byz =323,
424C a om. cancellation dots above the 1739, 2298, L1178
word.
77r,1.2 20:23/20 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
771,1.5 20:24/18 non-Byz =323,
—20 1739,2298, L1178
77r, 1.7 20:24/36 Byz =323, 1739,
2298, L1178
77r, 1. 12 20:25/36 non-Byz =323,
—38 1739
77r,1.16 | 20:27/8- | — 424* a tov pn Clear traces of cancellation non-Byz
10 424C b tov dots above the word.
77r,1.21 | 20:28/40 Byz=323,L1178
77v,1. 8 20:31/10 | — 424* a tpretiav The corrected (then erased) non-Byz = 1739*
424C c dietiav reading is shared only with
1739%*.
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Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
77v,1. 10 | 20:31/31 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
77v,1. 13 | 20:32/32 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
77v,1.19 | 20:35/2 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
78r,1.12 | 21:1/8 - 424* a avoyOnvar npog Clear traces of cancellation non-Byz
424C f aybnvor nuog dots above av-.
78r,1. 14 | 21:1/26 - 424* a xo A horizontal line (nu) has split Byz = 323,
424CV ao kov been added supralinearly. 1739,2298, L1178
78v, 1L 21:5/56— | 424* eo mpoonuéapeda 424*V eo An epsilon and the ending - split Byz=L1178
10-11 6/6 KOl 0GTTOGOULEVOL mpoonvEapeda Kot vol.is written above the first
aAniovg OGTOGAUEVOL CAANAOVG word. Then follows
424C d mpocevéopevol 424CV a amnonoocape and, on the next
[ka]t gmmoracopeda TPOoGELEUUEVOL line, Oa aAAndovg [kar].”!
aAniovg amnonocapuedo
aAnAoug Kot
78v,1. 11 | 21:6/8 424* ¢ emePmpev 424* ¢ emePmpev The corrector seems to have non Byz = 1739,
424C ef [2]epnv 424CV bf evefnpev written gvepnyv intending 2298,L1178
gvefnpuev (see note to
previous variation-unit).
78v, 1. 18 | 21:8/10 424* d ov mept tov 424%* ¢ o1 ept TOV Cancellation dots above the split Byz = 323,
mavAov nibopev maviov nhbov first four words. The corrector | 1739,2298, L1178
424C nABopev 424C nABopev also changed a nu to mu and
added the ending
supraplinearly (tachygraphy).
79r,1.2 21:10/5 split Byz = 323,
1739, 2298, L1178
79r, 1.7 21:11/22 non-Byz =323,
24 1739, 2298, L1178
79r, 11 21:11/68 424%* ¢ ot ev iepovcoinp | 424* c ot ev iepovoainu | There are traces of three Byz =323, 1739,
10-11 -74 ovdatot tovdatot cancellation dots above the 2298,L1178
424C d ot ev iepovcoinp | 424C a gv iepovcainp article and it has then been
ot 1vdaot ot 10vdoaiot added supralinearly in the
second position.
79r,1. 19 21:13/42 non-Byz =323,
—60 1739
79v,1.21 | 21:21/18 non-Byz = 323,
L1178
80r, 1. 9— | 21:24/24 | — 424* a v kepoAnv The corrector wrote -a¢ above | non-Byz =323,
10 -26 424C b tag keporag v (1. 9) and kepainy (1. 10) 1739C, 2298, L1178
80r,1. 16 | 21:25/16 424*c kpwvovteg undev 424* ¢ xpwavteg pndev | The word aAda is written non-Byz = 323,
-20 TOLOVTOV TNPELV GLTOVG TOLOVTOV TNPELV QVTOVG above &1 un and the second 2298, L1178f
€1 un pvAacceshot €1 un euiocoecbot avtovg has been marked with
0VTOVG QVTOVG cancellation dots.
424C rf kpwvavteg undev | 424C k kpwvavteg undev
TOLOVTOV TNPEWV AVTOVG TOLOVTOV TNPEWV AVTOVG
€L un aAlo puhocoesbol | alho puiacoecot
0VTOVG
80v, 1. 11 21:28/42 - 424* b Tavtayov The eta is written non-Byz =323,
424C a movtayn supralinearly. 1739, 2298, L1178
80v, 1. 14 | 21:29/6 - 424* gopokoteg The corrector added npo non-Byz =323,
424C mpoe®paKoTEG supralinearly. It was 1739, 2298, L1178
subsequently painted over,
but still visible.
80v, 11 There seems to be dots above
15-16 several letters in evoplov but
this is traces from dots above
avtovg on 80r, 1. 16.
81r, 1. 1 21:30/20 split Byz = 323,
1739, 2298, L1178
81r,1. 10 | 21:33/28 | — 424* b g av em Clear traces of dots above the | non-Byz = 1739,
=30 424C a g em word. 2298, L1178

17

U Alter, Novum Testamentum, 452, makes the same interpretation of 21:5/56-6/6-8, “Super xoi 4GTAGAEUEVOL
aAMAovg hae voculae positae sunt:. TpocevEdpevol dnnomacapueda dAAAovs: Kol évéPnuev. Sed etiam hae
voculae obliteratae sunt.” After physical inspection 12.9.58, Birdsall confirms Alter’s decipherment. He writes,
“xx1.5[-6]. Alter’s reading is certainly correct — visible under strong electric light; but I cannot clearly see «ou;
though there is sufficient space.”



Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
81r,1. 19 21:36/14 There is a trace of a
correction above kpalov at
the end of the line (possibly
the ending teg with 1739,
2298, L1178), but this is
uncertain.
81v, 1. 14 | 21:40/38 424* ¢ TpocpmveL 424* ¢ mpocpmvel The ECM distinguishes non-Byz = 323,
424C1 a mpocepmvel 424 b mpocepvncev between C1 (who erased the 1739,2298, L1178
424C2 b mpocepmvnoev epsilon) and C2 who added
the alternative ending
supralinearly (-cev ut
videtur). I think this is
unnecessary. The ending has
been painted over, C2 rather
has reading a.
82r,1. 10 | 22:5/20 - 424%* ao mpecPutepelov The corrector has added &1 non-Byz = 1739
424C a mpecPuteplov above the iota. The corrected
reading, an attested
ortographic variant, is shared
by B 03*, 1739 and others.
82r,1.23 22:8/16 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298
82v, 11. 22:10/38 424*  e/f 424*V g 11 o¢ del In my opinion, it is most Byz =323, 1739,
89 —48 424C a mept TAVIOV OV TomGoL likely that 424* had reading g | 2298, L1178
TETOKTOL GOl TONGOUL 424C a nept TAVTOV OV (shared by close relatives to
TETOKTOL GOL TTOUNOUL 424), judging from the space,
traces of text and accents
(especially iota and accent in
T{)'SZ
82v,1. 16 | 22:13/2 The epsilon and lambda in
eAbwv seem to have been
reinforced by a later scribe.
82v,1.22 | 22:14/41 - 424* b v Dots above the word. non-Byz = 323,
424C a om. 1739,2298, L1178
83r,1.2 22:15/17 - 424* b 1¢ Dots above the word. Byz =323, 1739,
b 424C a om. 2298, L1178
83r,1. 12 | 22:18/34 | — 424* b v poptoptav Dots above the word. non-Byz =323,
-38 TEPL ELOV 1739, 2298
424C a paptoplay mept
€10V
83r,1. 14 | 22:19/20 | — 424*V a ka1 depov The alpha and iota were split Byz = 2298
22 424C b ka1 dopov written over an erasure where
there is space for epsilon.*®
83v, 1.5 22:23/2 non-Byz =323,
L1178
83v,L.9 22:24/18 | — 424* ao emov The ending —og was written non-Byz = 323,
424C a ewmog supralinearly and then erased. | 1739,L1178
83v, 1. 13 | 22:25/20 - 424* a gotoTOl The prefix e@- was written non-Byz =323,
424C b gpeoctot supralinearly and then erased. 1739,2298, L1178
83v,1.22 | 22:28/4 Possibly, there was a
correction of te to de (shared
with 1739), but this is
uncertain.
84r,1. 8 22:29/42 | — 424%* ¢ nv avtov The corrector has added eta split Byz = 323,
46 dedekmg above the epsilon. I regard 1739,2298, L1178
424C co nv avtov this as an ortographic variant.
dedNKmg
84r,1. 10 | 22:30/22 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
84v,1. 10 | 23:6/20— split Byz = 323,
28 L1178
84v, 1. 15 | 23:7/8 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
85r,1.3 23:9/46 424% a g1 424%* a g1 8¢ The corrector has added an non-Byz = 1739
424C <> a/b 424C c 18e obelus sign above €1 d¢ and
the corresponding sign and

52 In Birdsall’s handwritten collation, he states: “forte quasi Tt 6e &1 momoon hic stabat.” After physical inspection

12.9.58 he judged that this was a “fair conjecture.”

33 Cf. Alter, Novum Testamentum, 455: “Ab initio scriptum erat dépav. Sed € est erasum, & super rasura ot

scriptum.”
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
reading 13¢ in the margin.
This variant has been
erroneously separated into
two words (1 9¢) in the ECM,
and the iota taken to represent
either et or 1 (itacism). Thus,
the variation-unit actually
involves two words (23:9/46—
48).
85r, 1. 4— | 23:9/59 - 424* b un Beopaywpev The words are marked with non-Byz = 1739
5 424C a om. dots for deletion.
85v, 1. 10 | 23:15/60 - 424* a tov avelev The word is marked with dots | non-Byz = 1739,
—64 ovTov for deletion. 2298, L1178
424C c avehew avtov
85v, 1. 12 | 23:16/16 non-Byz =323,
-18 1739, 2298, L1178
86r,1.9 23:20/38 | 424* < a/c/d/e/f 424* & cle/f Considering the space where non-Byz = 1739,
424C1V a peddov 424C1V b pelov text has been erased (likely 2298,L1178
424C2 ¢ pelovtov 424C2 ¢ pelovtov three characters), and the
textual affinity of 424*,
reading e is most likely, but ¢
and e are also possible. The
collation refers to the
corrector who added the
ending -ovtov supralinearly.
The earlier correction
involved an erasure and a
change from omicron to
omega.
86v, 1L 23:252— | — 424* b ypayog There are traces of dots above | non-Byz =323,
89 12 EMGTOANV TEPIEYOVGAV mept on line 8. 1739,2298,L1178
TOV TUTTOV TOVTOV
424C a ypayag
EMIGTOANV EYOVGUY TOV
TUTIOV TOVTMV
86v, 1. 15 | 23:27/36 | - 424* a aqvtov pabwv ott | Dots added above avtov, non-Byz = 323,
—42 POLOLOG EGTLV subsequently painted over. 1739, 2298, L1178
424C b pobov ot
POUOLOG EGTLV
87r,1. 16 | 23:34/5 - 424* b o nyepov Dots added above o nygpov, non-Byz = 323,
424C a om. subsequently painted over. 1739, 2298
87v, 1. 24:6/8— Several lines of texts were split Byz = 323,
22-27 8/14 added at a later stage. I will 1739, 2298, L1178
count this larger addition as
one variation-unit in this
collation. The shorter reading
here is shared by several
ancient witnesses.
88r, 1.3 24:9/2-6 | — 424* a cuvenebevto d¢ Dots were added above -eme- non-Byz = 323,
Ko and subsequently painted L1178
424C f ovvebevto de ko | over.
88r, 1.7 24:10/31 split Byz = 323,
b 1739, 2298, L1178
88r, 1. 10 24:11/4 According to Alter, a
corrector added cot above
cov which was subsequently
painted over. This is highly
uncertain and it is more likely
that he confused it with emt
which is indeed added after
cov.>*
88r, 1. 10 24:11/6 - 424* b yvovar em was added interlinearly, non-Byz =323,
424C a emyvovor but then painted over. 1739,2298, L1178
88r, 1. 17 | 24:13/6— | 424* q pe dvvavtal tept 424* q pe dvvavror tept | There are dots above pe and non-Byz
14 ®V VoV ®V VoV vov was added interlinearly.
424C r vov duvavtot 424C vov duvavtar mept | There are traces of dots above
TEPL OV VOV [0)Y vuv, subsequently painted
over. The corrected reading is

3 Alter, Novum Testamentum, 458: “cod supra scriptum habet cot. Sed obliteratum est.” Curiously, however, Alter

does note that éni was added above yvévau (ibid.).

19



Wasserman (2019-2021) Online Appendix.: Corrections of 424 and Collation

Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
unique with no letter address
in the ECM.
88r,1.22 | 24:14/46 non-Byz =323,
-56 1739, 2298, L1178
88v, 1. 4 24:16/6— non-Byz = 1739,
8 2298, L1178
88v, 1. 11 | 24:19/4— non-Byz =323,
12 1739, 2298, L1178
88v, 1. 12 | 24:19/16 non-Byz =323,
1739, 2298, L1178
88v, .22 | 24:22/24 | - 424* a0 emwv The ending -ag was added non-Byz = 1739,
424C a ewag interlinearly and subsequently | L1178
painted over.
89r,1.2 24:23/3 non-Byz = 1739,
2298, L1178
89r,1.5 24:23/30 The corrected reading is rare non-Byz
-32 (shared by 636 and 1609).
89r,1. 8 24:24/22 | — 424* a 1d1o yovoukt There are clear traces of dots Byz=323,L1178
—24 424C e yovaukt above the word.
89r,1. 13 | 24:25/20 | — 424* b kpYoTOG TOV There are clear traces of dots non-Byz =323,
—24 pellovtog eoecbat above the word. 1739, L1178L1
424C a kplpotog Tov
pellovtog
89r, 11. 24:26/2— | — 424* k apa eAmlov ott There are traces of a word non-Byz
16-17 14 xpnuoto dodnceton written above apo and grave
VIO accent. This may be a kout-
424CV g apo d¢ compendium or a d¢. The
eAmilmv OTL XpnuaTe latter is more likely.” The
dobnoetarl avtw reading g is shared by 996,
1241, 1243, 1409C, 1490.
89r, 11. 24:26/21 424* 7 [3-4] onwg Avon 424*V fwa amolvon It is quite possible that the Byz =323, 2298,
18-19 avToV ovToV first hand copied wa amoivon | L1178
424C b onwg Avomn avtov | 424C1 b onwg Avon avtov (reading f) which is the
ovToV only alternative that fits the
424C27? space (and the omega on line
19 seems to be written above
an erasure. Another corrector
seems to have added wo and
possible ano supralinearly
(which has been erased).
89v, 1. 1 24:2724 | — 424* a yaprro A nu was written non-Byz = 323,
-26 koatoftecbon supralinearly and there are 1739, 2298,
424C ao yapwv traces of dots above the L1178L2
Kkotofeshon ending -t0c.
89v, 1.7 25:2/8— split Byz = 323,
10 1739, 2298, L1178
89v, 1. 18 | 25:5/22— non-Byz =323,
28 L1178
89v,1.20 | 25:6/6— - 424* i gv avtoig nuepag | The ligature for ov is written | non-Byz =323,
20 TAELOVG 1] dEKOL supralinearly after nuepag 1739, 2298, L1178
424CV agv avtolg (painted over) and there is a
nNuepog ov TAgovg okt | clear trace of an erased word
1 deKa after mielovg above the line.
90r, 1. 2— | 25:7/10— non-Byz =323,
3 14 1739, 2298, L1178
90r, 1. 10 | 25:8/38 - 424*V a npoptov It seems as if the first hand non-Byz = 323,
424C b nuaptev copied npaptov and a L1178
corrector changed the
omicron to epsilon (the ink
has a different color).
90r, 1. 14 | 25:9/42— | 424* cvm gpov 424* ¢ vm gpov The epsilon above ypsilon is split Byz = 323,
44 424CV a er gpov 424C a em gpov very clear on the color image. | 1739 (emt), 2298
(emy), L1178
90r, 1. 19 | 25:11/6 - 424* b yop There are traces of ovv added | non-Byz =323,
424C a ovv supralinearly and painted 1739, L1178
over.

20

55 Alter, Novum Testamentum, 459, mistakenly indicated that the first hand copied &ua xai but also added, “Sed
0¢ post dpo supra scriptum est. Sed est obliteratum.” After physical inspection Birdsall indicated in his collation
that 6¢ was probably added, “de corrector prob. add. al. del. 12.9.58.”
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
90v, 1. 17 | 25:15/36 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
90v, 11. 25:16/23 - 424* b e1c anoielv There are clear traces of dots non-Byz = 323,
19-20 424C a om. above the words. 1739, 2298
9lr, 1. 13 | 25:20/8- | — 424*V b nepr v The words are written over split Byz
10 424C a v mept erased text.
91v,1. 6 25:23/52 | — 424* ¢ ovow g There are dots above the non-Byz =323,
—54 TOAEMG word. 1739, L1178
424C a g mohewg
9lv, 1. 11 25:24/32 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
92r,1. 4 26:1/14 non-Byz =323,
1739%,2298, L1178
92r,1.22 | 26:6/18 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
92v,1. 8 26:9/8 424* a gdo&o 424* a gdo&o This reading is explicitly non-Byz=L1178
424C c edo&a kar ekpva. | 424AV b ekpva indicated as an alternative
reading by the sign
vyp(apetor) in the margin
followed by a xat-
compendium and ekpwva. The
koi here may be intended as a
paratext (“it is also written”).
The only attested variant here
is the reading expiva in
L1178 which we know is a
sister MS.
92v,1. 12 | 26:1024 | — 424*V a ev pviokaig A short word was written non-Byz = 323,
-26 KOTEKAELGO supralinearly and then painted | 1739, 2298, L1178
424C b pulakoig over.
KOTEKAEIGO
92v,1. 18 | 26:11/22 - 424* ¢ neplocoTEPMG The tachygraphic sign for -og | Byz =323, 1739,
424C a mepiocmg was written above 6o- with 2298,L1178
circumflex, but then erased.
There are no traces of
deletion dots above the longer
ending.
93r, 1.8 26:14/18 | — 424* d povnv Aarovoav | Traces of dots above the non-Byz =323,
—24 TPOG LE KOl AEYOLGOV words. L1178
424C ¢ pnvnv hAorovoav
TPOG LUE
93r, 1. 11 26:15/6 - 424%* a euna The ending -ov was written split Byz = 323,
424C ao emov supralinearly and is still L1178
visible but faint.
93r,1. 21 26:18/22 - 424* b g&ovotag The definite article was added | Byz =323, 1739,
—24 424C a g e&ovotog supralinearly and 2298,L1178
subsequently painted over.
The reading of the first hand
is shared only with 0142.%
93v,1. 8 26:20/36 424* ¢ amayyelo 424* ¢ amayyelho The correction is clearly non-Byz = 323,
424C a amnyysiov 424C g katnyyeilov visible (reading g). 1739, 2298, L1178
93v, IL. 26:21/22 - 424*V b dwyepilecbon The two letters oa are written | Byz =323, 1739,
12-13 424C a dwyeproachot above an erasure where (e 2298,L1178
likely stood. Reading b is
uniquely attested by the close
relative 0142.
93v,1. 15 | 26:22/26 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
94r, 11. 9— | 26:26/28 424%* a guToV TL TOVT®OV 424* ao avtov Tt tovtov | The negation was clearly split Byz = 323,
10 -40 ov oot ovbev ov oV metopLan ovdev oV erased. There is no sign that L1178
424C e avToV TL TOVT®V 424C e avtov 1L TOVTOV | OVJEV is a correction.
meopiat ovdev oV meopiat ovdev oV
9%4r,1. 19 | 26:29/46 | — 424* a onpepov There are clear traces of non-Byz = 323,
424C b om. cancellation dots above the L1178
word. The reading is shared
only by 323 and L1178 (and
Chrysostom).
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%6 In his handwritten collation, Birdsall states that “I think the corrector adds this [tfic] above; now deleted 12.9.58”
but then adds in parenthesis “there is a remote chance of it being amo.” However, there is still a circumflex visible
and a6 is unattested.
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Folio, Passage ECM ‘Wasserman Note Collation of 424C
line(s)
94v,1. 13 | 27:1/42 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
94v, 1. 27:2/10 split Byz = 323,
14-15 1739,2298, L1178
95r,1. 6 27:6/2 424* « a/d 424*V d ko The corrected text is written Byz =323, 1739,
424C a kaxet 424C a kaxet in cramped letters above an 2298, L1178
erasure where ko fits well
(not xoket which is the
corrected text). Besides
reading d is shared uniquely
with the close relative 0142.
95r,1. 12 27:7/24— non-Byz = 1739,
28 2298, L1178
96r,1.2 27:16/12 - 424* a05 Khowdnv Dots above the last three non-Byz = 1739,
424C ao3 xhavdo letters of the name and L1178
KAowdo written in the margin.
96r, Il. 7—- | 27:17/32 424* a 10 okevog 424 a 10 6KEVOG A diacritical sign above to
8 -34 424C ¢ 1o 01100 okevog corresponds to the
same sign in the margin
where ta 1ot is written —
everything in red ink. I
interpret this here as a
scholion rather than a
correction (although the
variant is attested) following
the scribe’s normal pattern.
96r, 1. 12 | 27:19/18 | — 424* b eppryapev There is trace of a nu non-Byz = 323,
424C a gppryav supralinearly followed by 1739, L1178
cancellation dots above the
ending -apev.
96r,1. 13 27:20/10 non-Byz =323,
1739,2298, L1178
96v, 1.2 27:22/18 non-Byz =323,
—20 1739,2298, L1178
97r, 1. 1 27:29/26 The omission of teocapog is Byz =323, 1739,
a sub-singular reading shared 2298,L1178
by 0142.
97r,1.20 | 27:34/8 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
97v, 1. 8 27:38/4 - 424%* b de g There are dots above the split Byz = 323,
424C a d¢ word. 1739,2298, L1178
97v,1.19 | 27:40/42 424* « a/d/e 424*V a xateyov The three letters nA0 in the non-Byz
424C e kotnABov 424C e kotnABov corrected reading were
written above an erasure
where there is space for ety.
Reading d can be excluded,
whereas reading e is the
correction. Reading a is the
majority text.”’
98r, 1. 28:1/6-8 non-Byz =323,
14-15 L1178L1
98v, 1.3 28:3/36 split Byz = 323,
1739,2298, L1178
98v, 1. 12 | 28:6/12 split Byz = 2298
98v,1. 16 | 28:6/46 - 424*b petofarropevol There is a dot above the non-Byz = 323,
424C a petoforopevol second lambda, subsequently 2298
painted over.
99r, 1. 1 28:8/18 - 424%* ao dvvoevtepla An omega was written above split Byz = 1739,
424C a dvoevieplo alpha and then painted over. 2298
99v,1.9 28:16/12 | — 424* bol exatovtapyog | There is an efa written split Byz = 323,
-16 TAPESWKEV TOVG supralinearly above the L1178
SEGHIOVG T® omega which has traces of
GTPOUTOTESUPY® T® dE two cancellation dots.
TOVAWD ETETPATT
424C b ekoTovTOopY0G
TAPESWKEY TOVG
SEGUIOVG T®

57 Cf. Alter, Novum Testamentum 463, “Forte prima manus scripsit kateiyov, & in rasura litterarum gty scriptum

est NAD.” Birdsall also assumes katetyov ut videtur in his handwritten collation.
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GTPOTOTESAPYN TO OF
TOVAWD ETETPATN
100r, 1. 1 28:23/58 non-Byz =323,
1739, L1178
100r, 1. 28:27/21 non-Byz =323,
15

1739,2298, L1178
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