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The continued prostration of the strength qfDs. TBEGEIXES under severe 

illness, renders it quite impossible for him, at present, to undertake 

any thing that requires mental exertion. The following Semarks, 

therefore, have been written by a friend, to whom D B TEEGELIES 

has committed the general oversight of the publication of his work. 

August, 1870. 



EEMAEKS, ETC. 

IN a work recently published by the Bishop of Glou
cester, entitled, " On the Revision of the English Version 
of the New Testament," he has referred briefly to the 
critical editions of the Greek New Testament prepared 
by Lachmann, Tischendorf, and Tregelles. 

In speaking of the latter, he observes: " The edition 
of Tregelles will last, perhaps to the very end of time, 
as a noble monument of faithful, enduring, and accurate 
labour in the cause of Truth; it will always be referred 
to as an uniquely trustworthy collection of assorted 
critical materials of the greatest value, and as such it 
will probably never be superseded." 

This, certainly, is high commendation. Nevertheless, 
the Bishop of Gloucester will not be surprised that other 
of his observations should have caused pain to the 
friends of Dr. Tregelles. 

The Bishop of Gloucester says: "Though it seems 
hard to say so after the life-long labours of its estimable 
constructor, even this text could not be wisely chosen 
as the text to be used in the work of revision." 

The Bishop of Gloucester may be assured that it has 
never been expected or desired by Dr. Tregelles or his 
friends that his text should be regarded as so faultless 
as to be implicitly followed. Dr. Tregelles has never 
for a moment supposed that his work is incapable of im
provement. Although Dr. Cureton, in speaking of it 
once said, that he regarded it as "the only reliable 
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printed text of the Greek Testament in existence," yet 
he did not hereby intend to imply that it was faultless, 
or intend to exempt its readings from criticism, and 
when necessary, from correction. Dr. Tregelles's own 
words (almost the last he ever published) are: "The 
reader is requested to observe that in any places in 
which he may not accept my results as to the text 
adopted, he is furnished with all the Ancient Evidence 
against my conclusions as well as for them." Again, 
he says, " Reverential Christian men of more learning, 
more sagacity, and more richly endowed with critical 
materials, may be able to accomplish more than I have 
done, or ever can do; but this much will remain to me 
(and surely it is enough), that I have honestly and 
prayerfully toiled in the right direction, and that this 
toil has not been wholly unsuccessful." 

The Bishop of Gloucester says: " In the earlier part 
of his work, Dr. Tregelles had not the advantage of 
the Sinaitic Manuscript." Dr. Tregelles has not been 
insensible to the value of that manuscript. He had it 
not when he edited the Gospels, and therefore it was his 
intention to give in his Appendix a collation of its read
ings, as well as to state which of the readings adopted 
by him in the Gospels have been affected thereby. Any 
one, however, who has the Codex Sinaiticus* and the 
work of Dr. Tregelles, can have little difficulty in doing 
this for himself. A deficiency capable of being so easily 
remedied, can scarcely be regarded as affecting the 
value of the work as a whole. 

The Bishop of Gloucester observes, further, that the 
text of Tregelles " is not in all respects satisfactory. It 
is rigid and mechanical, and sometimes fails to disclose 
that critical instinct and peculiar scholarly sagacity 
which is so much needed in the great and responsible 

* This MS. was published in 8vo. by Tischcndorf in 1865, and can be obtained 
at Mr. C. J. Stewart's, 11, King William Street, West Strand, London, at the price 
of twelve shillings ; or Mr. Scrivener's Collation of the same MS. may be obtained 
at Mr Stewart's, price five shillings. 
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work of constructing a critical text of the Greek Testa
ment." I suppose "rigid" does not here refer to 
Dr. Tregelles's undeviating adherence to his great prin
ciple of following ancient authorities. No one can con
demn him for refusing to be lax in respect of his 
distinctive principle. " Rigid and mechanical" must 
here, I suppose, refer to his being so devoted to the 
ascertainment of facts, and so determined to admit no 
conclusion that is not well based on facts, that his 
method becomes necessarily mechanical, and leaves no 
scope for " critical instinct" and " scholarly sagacity." 
Now, it is true that if Dr. Tregelles had undertaken to 
create a text, or if his work had been one of exegesis, 
there would have been scope for such qualities. But 
he had not undertaken to be either an author or a com
mentator ; he had charged himself with the solemn duty 
of investigating what were the words primarily used by 
God in transmitting to us the revelation of his will. 
His duty was simply to ascertain and register facts. I t 
was, indeed, needful that great " scholarly sagacity" 
should be used in classifying and determining the value 
of the manuscripts on which his conclusions were to be 
founded: but this is not the " sagacity " to which the 
Bishop refers, nor does he apparently impute to Dr. 
Tregelles any want of such " sagacity." The complaint 
is that Dr. Tregelles has so rigidly based his text on 
facts, as to make his work that of a scribe rather than 
of a critic. But does not its very merit consist in this ? 
Dr. Tregelles has, on other occasions, shown that he has 
powers of exegesis of no ordinary kind. He has also 
his own grammatical theories, and fixed theological 
opinions. But his duty as an editor was not to say 
what, in his opinion, might or ought to have been written, 
but to ascertain what had been written. The exercise of 
such " scholarly sagacity " as would have been required 
in exegesis is inadmissible here. He was bound to 
work, in the strictest sense, mechanically. It is the 
highest praise to say that he felt this, and that he 
.strove to be rigidly mechanical. If he had permitted 
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his "critical instinct" or his predilections (no matter 
on what based) to influence his decisions on questions 
of fact, his work would have been valueless. It would 
have given us the opinions of Dr. Tregelles, but it would 
have been no record of facts. As it is, he has placed 
before us, so far as was in his power, the words which 
were received, in the times nearest to the Apostles, as 
the words of God. By giving, in the margin of his 
book, a list of the reliable manuscripts and versions that 
contain each passage, and by noting at the foot of the 
page the manuscripts and versions that support as well 
as those that oppose the reading proposed, he enables the 
reader to form his own judgment as to the evidence on 
which the reading in question rests. 

In pleading for the use of "critical instinct,!' the 
Bishop of Gloucester seems to abandon the great funda
mental principle of the necessity of basing a revised text 
solely on ascertained facts. But, more than this, he also 
intimates his mistrust of a text that is based exclusively 
on ancient authorities. His words are: " H i s " (Dr. 
Tregelles's) "critical principles, especially his general 
principle of estimating and regarding modern manu
scripts, are now, perhaps justly, called in question by 
many competent scholars." 

"Will the Bishop of Gloucester undertake to say, that 
any text of the Greek Testament that was not based on 
ancient manuscripts, compared with ancient versions, 
and ancient citations, could be deemed reliable ? Thirty 
years ago, when Dr. Tregelles commenced his labours, 
he well considered this question. After having con
sulted the persons whom he deemed the best qualified 
to advise him on such a subject, he undertook to ascer
tain accurately what readings were so sustained by 
concurrent ancient evidence, as to be of undoubted 
authenticity. Tims, a test of the value of manuscripts 
was established; for a manuscript which, as a rule, went 
against readings demonstrated to be authentic, must be 
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regarded as valueless. It is an utter mistake to suppose 
that Dr. Tregelles has rejected all modern manuscripts, 
simply because they are modern. On the contrary, he 
has used several. The manuscript marked 33 is a 
modern manuscript. Yet how does he speak of it? 
He describes it "as containing a text of the highest value." 
See his "Account of the Printed Text of the Greek New 
Testament," page 176. It is therefore a mistake to 
suppose that he has rejected all modern manuscripts. 
He has sought to test manuscripts, and to assign to each 
its respective value. He has rightly refused to accord 
authority to any manuscript which, as a rule, sets itself 
against readings which are unquestionably established 
on ancient evidence. There must be some test of the 
value of manuscripts, and this has been his test. If he 
had not strictly adhered to this principle,—if he had 
accorded authority to such modern manuscripts as sys
tematically contradict readings which ancient evidence 
has established, he would have abandoned the avowed 
object of his work, and certainly would hav& destroyed 
its value. If his principle be not sound, let it be dis
proved : but if it be sound, it is impossible that he 
should have adhered to it too rigidly. 

If the Bishop of Gloucester be right in thinking 
that there is an increasing disposition to question Dr. 
Tregelles's " general principle of estimating and regard
ing modern manuscripts;"—if there be a tendency to 
revert to modern manuscripts, without rigidly testing 
their critical value; then all the progress that has been 
made from Griesbach's time to the present will have 
been in vain. The result of such a retrograde move
ment would be, that manuscript authority would vir
tually cease to exert any influence. Manuscripts of 
merit would be overpowered numerically by manuscripts 
of no merit. A process of neutralisation would be 
carried on. It would be pleaded that the balance of 
manuscript evidence was in equilibrium; and so there 
would be a plausible pretext for the employment of 
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other means in order to give to the favoured scale the 
needed preponderance. The "verifying faculty" would 
be trusted in by some; infallible Church authority by 
others; others would confide in their critical acumen; 
—but the end would be, that individuals, or companies 
of individuals, would determine for themselves what it 
pleased them to receive; and all hope of agreeing on a 
text founded on the external evidence of written records, 
mercifully supplied to us by the providence of God, 
would be over. To this sad end we may, perhaps, be 
drifting. But it behoves every one who fears God and 
loves His Truth, to strive against it. The work of 
Dr. Tregelles may be regarded, as one of the obstacles 
mercifully interposed in order to hinder such a con
summation. 

It may be well, therefore, that it should be clearly 
understood that there are persons who are prepared, 
steadily and energetically, to resist the adoption of any 
text that is not founded on the authority of manu
scripts that have been carefully tested and classified; 
and who, as a matter of principle, decline to receive as 
authoritative, any readings that are not based exclusively 
on manuscript evidence of tested value. They are not 
insensible to the value of scholarly sagacity in its proper 
sphere ; but they cannot admit its exercise in deter
mining questions of fact. They have examined certain 
texts, based partly on manuscript evidence, partly on 
conjectural criticism, and they are utterly dissatisfied 
with the results. They desire that such readings, as 
cannot be satisfactorily based on manuscript evidence 
alone, should be permitted, for the time, to remain in 
dubio. 


