Annual Meeting, Boston, November 22-25, 2025

Monday, November 24, 1:00 am - 3:30 pm, Q Section
S24-227 Open Session

Presider: DAVID SLOAN, Independent Scholar

CONNOR KOKOT, University of Toronto: Matthew 20:28 in Codex Bezae: Blurring
Transmission and Composition Histories

This paper argues the long variant found after Matthew 20:28 (i.e., 20:28b) as found
in Codex Bezae (05; as well as 043, it, some Vg, Sy, and Sy"™9) is original to the gospel
of Matthew. The structural similarities between Matt 20:28b and Lk 14:8-10 imply a
common origin. However, the linguistic differences and their relative positions in the
narrative sequence exclude the possibility of Matt 20:28b being a harmonistic
interpolation derived from Luke. Since Matt 20:28b and Lk 14:8-10 occur in the same
position relative to the double tradition material (i.e., Q) but in different places relative
to the triple tradition material (i.e., Mark), | propose Luke and Matthew both derived
this saying from Q. This consequently implies the originality of Matt 20:28b to
Matthew’s gospel.

DAVID SLOAN, Independent Scholar: The Rich Man and Lazarus (Luke 16:19-31) as
a “Narrativizing” of Q 6:20-26

The Rich Man and Lazarus (Luke 16:19-31) as a “Narrativizing” of Q 6:20-26

Mark Goodacre (Case Against Q, 138) suggests that Luke’s parable of the Rich Man
and Lazarus narrativizes Luke’s first beatitude and woe, where the poor are blessed
and the rich have already received their consolation. This paper highlights extensive
verbal and thematic links between these passages and also to other Q passages (e.g.,
critiques of wealth in Q 12; false reliance on Abrahamic descent in Q 3:7-8;
eschatological reversal in the Abrahamic banquetin Q 13:28-29), suggesting a literary
relationship between Q and Luke 16:19-31. The paper notes the parable’s unlukan
style and structure, proposing that this is a Q passage that Matthew has omitted. Luke
is responsible for verses 30-31, which, when removed, creates an inclusio between Q
16:16 and Luke 16:29, further suggesting the passage was in Q and clarifying the
purpose of the enigmatic Q 16:16-18 as part of Q’s anti-Pharisee polemic.



OLEGS ANDREIJEVS, Loyola University Chicago: “The Truth in A. Fuchs’s
Hypothesis”: Q as Consistently Secondary in Mark-Q Overlaps

On the Two-Source Theory (25T), Mark-Q overlaps are places where Mark and Q have
similar passages. This opens up an important question: if, as most 2ST specialists
agree, Mark and Q are independent, how could Mark have what appear to consistently
be more primitive versions of these shared traditions? The answer proposed in this
paper is not new, but neither is it universally adopted: the minor agreements used to
reconstruct the Q text at the Mark-Q overlaps appear to be consistently secondary to
the text of Mark because Q has undergone a redaction. At a time when the study of
Q’s stratigraphy is somewhat less popular than it used to be, my objective will be to
highlight its methodological foundation and necessity. The latter extends beyond Q
studies and plays a major role in the study of the synoptic problem.

Tuesday, November 25, 9:00 - 11:30 am, Q Section

S25-114 Llewellyn Howes’ “The Formative Stratum of the Sayings Gospel Q” —
Book Review Panel

Presider: OLEGS ANDREJEVS, Loyola University Chicago

Presentations

IN-HEE PARK, Ewha Womans University

OLEGS ANDREIJEVS, Loyola University Chicago

MELANIE JOHNSON-DEBAUFRE, Drew Theological School

JOHN KLOPPENBORG, University of Toronto

Response

LLEWELLYN HOWES, University of Johannesburg
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