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ON the next page is exhibited an exact Fac-Bimile, ob-
tained by Photography, of fol. 28 b of the CoDEX SINAtTicus
at S. Petersburg, (Tischendorf's 1) : shewing the abrupt ter-
mination of S. Mark's Gospel at the words EHBIINIO rAP
(chap. xvi. 8), as explained at p. 70, and pp. 86-8. The
original Photograph, which is here reproduced on a dimi-
nished scale, measures in height full fourteen inches and
one-eighth; in breadth, full thirteen inches. It was pro-
cured for me through the friendly and zealous offices of the
English Chaplain at S. Petersburg, the Rev. A. S. Thompson,
B.D.; by favour of the Keeper of the Imperial Library, who
has my hearty thanks for his liberality and consideration.

It will be perceived that the text begins at S. Mark xvi. 2,
and ends with the first words of S. Luke i. 18.

Up to this hour, every endeavour to obtain a Photograph
of the corresponding page of the CiDEX VATICANw D,
(N°. 1209, in the Vatican,) has proved unavailing. If the
present Vindication of the genuineness of Twelve Verses of
the everlasting Gospel should have the good fortune to ap-
prove itself to his Holiness, POPE Prns IX., let me be per-
mitted in this unadorned and unusual manner,-(to which
I would fain add some circumstance of respectful ceremony
if I knew how,)-very humbly to entreat his Holiness to
allow me to poaaess a Photograph, corresponding in size
with the original, of the page of CODEX B (it is numbered
fol. 1303,) which exhibits the abrupt termination of the
Gospel according to S. Mark.

J.W.B.

OBIIIL COLLBGB, OXFORD,
June 14, 1871.
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Foreword

The Publishers. This book, The Last Twelve Verses of Mark, s
published by the Dean Burgon Society, Incomorated (DBS). The Society
takes its name from Dean John William Burgon (1813-1888), a
conservative Anglican clergyman. The DBS bk recognized by the LR.S. &
anon-profit, tax exempt organization. All contributions ae tax deductible.
The Society's main purpose is stated in its slogan. "IN DEFENSE OF
TRADIDONAL BIBLE TEXTS." The DBS was founded in 1978, and,
since then, has held its annual two-day conference in the United States and
Canada. During this time, many excellent messages on textual issues are
presented. - The messages are available in three fonns: (1) video cassettes,
(2) audio casseties, and (3) the printed message book. For information on
receiving any of the above, plus acopy of the "ARTICLES OF FAITH,
AND ORGANIZATION" of the Dean Burgon Society, please write or phone
its offices a& 856-854-4452.

The Dean Burgon News. The Society has apaper called the Dean
Burgon News. Within its pages the Society proclaims:

'The DEAN BURGON SOCIETY, INCORPORATED proudly

takes its name in honor ofJohn William Burgon (1813--1888),

the Dean of Chichester in England, whose tireless and accurate

scholarship and contribution in the area of New Testament

Textual Criticism; whose defense of the Traditional Greek New

Testament Text against its many enemies; and whosefirm belief

in the verbal inspiration and inerrancy of the Bible, we believe,

have all been unsurpassed either before or since his time!"

The Present Reprint. The DEAN BURGON SOCIETY, INCOR-
PORATED & pleased ti present, in this form, one of Dean John William
Burgon's most convincing books, The Last Twelve Verses ofMark. The
verses in question ae Mark 16:9-20. The arguments of this book, & put
forth by Dean Burgon, have seldom been dealt with and never answered
successfully. A brief book SUMMARY by DAW is given & the end.

The Importance of Mark 16:9-20. Dean Burgon held that the
manner in which these twelve verses ae handled by he various textual
critics 5 crucial b their entire methodology. If the critics' textual methods
fail o hold up in these twelve verses of the New Testament, their entire
system must be rejected. This book shows Dean Burgon's test of strength
between the two major opposing forces in the aea of textual criticism in
his day and in our own, namely: (1) the forces of Bishop B. F. Westcott,
Professor F. J A. Hort, and their followers and (2) the forces of Dean John
William Burgon and his followers.



The Fatal Blow to Manuscripts "B™ and "Aleph." Because the
only manuscripts that omit Mark 16:9-20 are "B" (Vaticanus) and "Aleph"
(Sinaiticus), we have sub-titled Dean Burgon's book, The Fatal Blow b
Manuscripts "B" and "Aleph.” At least eigbtetln uncials, six hundred
cursives, every known Lectionary of the East, ten Ancient Versions,
and quotations from nineteen Church Fathers bear united witness
the genuineness of Mark 16:9-20! Since "B" and "Aleph" have failed
here, they should be distrusted elsewhere in the New Testament. Despite
this failure here, these two manuscripts form the bedrock text of the rash
of English versions today, including the New American Standard Version
(NASV), New International Version (NIV), Revised Standard Version
(RSV), New Revised Standard Version (NRSV) and all the others.

Other Books by Dean Burgon. For those wanting to read four other
excellent reprints (presently in Xeroxed format), the following can ke
ordered from THE DEAN BURGON SOCIETY:

1 The Revision Revised, 591 pages for a gift 0f$25.00.

2. The Traditional Text ofihe Holy Gospels, 350 pp. ($15.00).

3. Causes ofCorruption ofihe Holy Gospels, 316 pp. (514.00).

4. Inspiration and Interpretation, 561 pages ($25.00).

Please add $3.00 for postage and handling when you order.

Future Reprints. As funds permit, the DEAN BURGON SOCIETY
hopes to bring into reprint-form in the same way & this present book
many, if not all, of the above titles. Can you help us?

Sincerely for God's Written Words,

a--:1l.

DAW/w Rev. D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D.
President, THE DEAN BURGON SOCIETY

The

Dean Burgon
Society
In Defense of Traditional Bible Texts

Box 34
Colingswood, NewlJersey 08108, USA.
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TO

SIR ROUNDELL PALMER, Q.C, M.P.,
&e., &e., &c.

DE,IR SIR llouNDELL,

I d myself the lwnour of inscribing titis tulume o you. Per-
mit me to ezplain tke reason wily.

It is not merely that I may give e3:pression o a sentiment of
private friendsMp which dales back fi-om ile pleasant time when
I was Curate to your Faflier,-11'ltose memory I never recal
untliout love and veneration ; -nor even in order to nfford my.el/
tke opportunity of test(fying /1010 nmdt I willour yole .for tw
noble ezample of conscientious uprigMness and integrity 111k
you set us on a lecent public occa.ion. It ff/01- 110 suclt lemoll
that 1 dedicate to you tltis vindication qf tlie last Tildve Verses
of tke Gospel according to S. Mark.

It is becaiise 1 desire sup,-emely to submit lke argument cole-
tained in tlie ensuing pages 1o a practised Judicial intellect of the
Loftiest stamp. Recent Editors of the New Te.tament ins,:t that
these "ImJt Tlcelve Verses” are not genuine. Tle Critics, a/l110t
o a man, avoio the,melves of the same opinion. Popular PI<jlI-
tlice has been for a long time past ioarmly enliJJted on the same side.
I an as convinced as I an of my lj/e, that tlie level,e 1 the
tt-utk. It is not even with me as it is with certain learned
friends of mine, who, admittillg tlite adversary's premisses, con-
tent themselves with denying the validity oflia inference. ~How-
ever true it may be,-alld it is true,-tliatfrom those premisses
the proposed conclusion does not follmo, 1 yet ventin-e to deny the
correctness of those premisses altogether. I insist, on tke con-



vi DEDICATION.

trary, fllat the Evidence relied on is untrustworthy,-untriu;t-
Holdlly in every particular,

Jlow, in the meantime, can sucli all one as I an hope to
peslllade the Itorld that it is as I say, while t/lle most illustrious
Biblical C titics at home and abroad arc agreed, and against me?
Clearly, the first tMllg o be done is o secure for myselfa full
and patient hearin{], With t/ti, view, I have written a book.
But next, instead of waiting for the slow verdict of Public
Opinion, (which yet, I know, must come after many days} I
desideratefor the Evidence I have collected, a competent and an
impartial Judge. .And that is why I dedicate my book fo you.
IfI can but uet thi8 case fairly tried, I /lave mo doubt whatever
about the 1-esult.

Whwiller you are able to find time to lead these paues, or not,
it sliall content me to _have shewn ill tllis manner the confidence
with which I advocate my cause ; the kind of test to which I
propose to brinu mu reasonings. If I may be allotled to say so,
-S. ,Mark's last Twelve Verses shall no longer remain a
tmbject of dispute among men. I amn able fo prove that
fitis portion of the Gospel has been declared fo be spm-ious on
wholly mistaken groundl] : and tltis ougld in fairness to close
the discussion. But I claim to have done more. I claim to have
s/wumn, from collsideratiolls which have been llitlwrto overlooked,
iltat its genuillelless must lloak be reckoned among flw tlinus
that are absolutely certaill.

I am, Idll sillcere regard and respect,
JJear Sir Roundel!,
Very faithfully yours,
JOHN W. BURGON.

ORIEL,
July, 1871.



PUE FACE.

THIS volume is my contribution towards the better

understanding of a subject which is destined,
when it shall have grown into a Science, to vindi-
cate for itself a mighty province, and to enjoy para-
mount attention. I allude to the Textual Criticism
of the New Testament Scriptures.

That this Study is still in its infancy, all may see.
The very principles on which it is based are as yet
only imperfectly understood. The reason is obvious.
I't is because the very foundations have not yet been
laid, (except to a wholly inadequate extent,) on which
the future superstructUl'e is to rise. A careful colla-
tion of every extant Codex, (executed after the man-
ner of the Rev. F. II. Scrivener's labours in this de-
partment,) is the first indispensable preliminary to
any real progress. Another, is a revised Text, not to
say a more exact knowledge, of the oldest Versions.
Scarcely of inferior importance would be critically
correct editions of the Fathers of the Church; and
these must by all means be furnished with fil- com-
pleter Indices of "l'exts than have ever yet been at-
tempted.-There is not a single Father to be named
whose Works have been hitherto furnished with even
a tolerably complete Index of the places in which he
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either quotes, or else clearly refers to, the Text of the
New Testament: while scarcely a tithe of the known
MSS. of the Gospels have as yet been satisfactorily
collated. Strange to relate, we are to this hour with-
out so much as a satisfactory Catalogue of the Copies
which are known to be extant.

But when all this has been done,-(and the Science
deserves, and requires, a little more public encourage-
ment than has hitherto been bestowed on the arduous
and-let me not be ashamed to add the word-unre-
munerative labour of Textual Criticism,)-it will be
discovered that the popular and the prevailing 'Ilheory
is a mistaken one. ''he plausible hypothesis on which
recent recensions of the Text have been for the most
part conducted, will be .aeen to be no longer tenable.
'fhe latest decisions will in consequence be gene-
rally reversed.

I am not of course losing sight of what has been
already achieved in this department of Sacred Learn-
ing. While our knowledge of the uncial MSS. has been
rendered tolerably exact and complete, an excel-
lent beginning has been made, (chiefly by the Rev.
F. H. Scrivener, the most judicious living Master
of Textual Criticism,) in acquainting us with the con-
tents of about seventy of the cursive MSS. of the New
'festament. And though it is impossible to deny that
the published 'fexts of Doctors Tischendorf and Tre-
gelles as T'exta are wholly inadmissible, yet is it
equally certain that by the conscientious diligence
with which those distinguished Scholars have respec-
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tively laboured, they have erected monuments of their
learning and ability which will endure for ever. Their
Editions of the New Testament will not be super-
seded by any new discoveries, by any future advances
in the Science of Textual Criticism. The MSS. which
they have edited will remain among the most pre-
cious materials for future study. All honour to them !
Lf in the warmth of controversy I shall appear to
have spoken of them sometimes without becoming
deference, let me here once for all confess that I am
to blame, and express my regret. When they have
publicly begged S. Mark's pardon for the grievous
wrong they have done him, I will very humbly beg
their pardon also.

In conclusion, T desire to offer my thanks to the
Rev. John w-ordsworth, late Fellow of Brasenose Col-
lege, for his patient perusal of these sheets as they
have passed through the press, and for favouring me
with several judicious suggestions. To him may be
applied the saying of President Routh on receiving
a visit from Bishop Wordsworth at his lodgings,-
"I see the learned son of a learned Father, sir !" -
Let me be permitted to add that my friend inherits
the Bishop's fine taste and accurate judgment also.

And now I dismiss this Work, at which I have
conscientiously laboured for many days and many
nights; beginning it in joy and ending it in sorrow.
The College in which I have for the most part written
it is designated in the preamble of its Charter and
in its Foundation Statutes, (which are akeady much
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more than half a thousand years old,) as Oollegium
Scholarium in Sacra Theologia studentium,--perpetuis
temporihus duraturum. Indebted, under Gon, to the
pious munificence of the Founder of Oriel for my
opportunities of study, I venture, in what I must
needs call evil days, to hope that I have to some
extent "employed my advantages,” - (the expres-
sion occurs in a prayer used by this Society on its
three solemn anniversaries,) - as our Founder and
Benefactors "would approve if they were now upon
earth to witness what we do."

J. W. B

ORIEL,
July, 1871.
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(9) Now when JEsus was risen
early the ﬁrs:irs day of the week,
He a t 0 Mary Mag-
dalenle,pe;rf(l)f whom Hearhyad gt
seven devils. (10) And éhe went
and told them that had been with
Him, ae they mourned and wept.
(11) And they, when they had
heard that He was alive, and had
been seen of her, believed not.

(12) After that He appeared
in another foorm unto two of
them, as they walked, and went
into the country. (13) And they
went and told it unto the residue:
neither believed they them.

(14) Afterward He appeared
unto the eleven as they sat at
meat, and upbraided them with
their unbelief and hardness of
heart, because they believed not
them which had seen Him after
He wmrisen. (15) And He enid
unto them, "Go ye into all the
world, and preach the OoRpd to
every creature, 116) He thut
believeth and i baptized shall
be saved; but he that believeth
not shall be damned. (17) And
these eigne shall follow them that
believe; In My Name shall the
cast out devils ; they shall p&]}s’
with new tongues; (18) they
shall take up serpents; and 1f
'they drink any deadly thing, it
shall not hurt tllem ; they shall
lay hands an the sick, and they
shall recover."

(19) So then after the LoRn
had spoken unto them, He was
received up into Heaven, and
sat an the Hight Hant! of Gon.
(20) And th,, went forth, and
prenched every where, the Lonn
worklng with them, aud confirm-
ing the word with signs follow-

ing, Amen.



THE LAST TWELVE VERSES OF THE
GOSPEL ACCOUDING 10 S. MAUK.

CHAPTER L

THE CASE OF THE LAST TWELVE VERSES
OF S. MARK'S GOSPEL, STATED.

Lice Yeraea generally auapectec] at the present time.  The popularity
of tki, opinion accomtecl for.

JT has lately become the fashion to speak of the last Twelve

Verses of the Gospel according to S. Mark, as if it were
en ascertained fact that those verses constitute no integral
part of the Gospel. It seems to be generally supposed, (1)
'I'hat the evi<lence of MSS. is altogether fat.al to their claims;
(2) That " the early Fathers" witness plainly against their
genuineness; (3) 'I'hat, from considerations of " internal
evidence" they must certainly be given up. It shell be my
endeavour in the ensuing pages to shew, on the contrary,
That manuscript evidence is so overwhelmingly in their
favour that no room is left for doubt or suspicion:-That
there is not so much as oize of the Ji'athers, early or late,
who gives it as his opinion that these verses are spurious:-
and, 'I'nat the argument derived from internal considera-
tions proves on inquiry to be baseless and unsubstantial as
a dream.

But | hope that | shall succeed in doing more. It shall
be my endeavour to shew not only that there really is no
reason whatever fol: culling in question the genuineness of
this portion of Holy Writ, but also that there exist suffi-
cient reasons for feeling confident that it must needR he
genume. ‘l'his is clc81ly 8 much 8 it is possible for me

B
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to achieve. 1lut when this has been done, I venture to hope
that the verses in dispute will for the future be allowed to
retain their place in the second Gospel unmolested.

It will of course be asked,-And yet, if all this be so,
hoyv does it happen that both in very ancient, and also in
very modern times, this proposal to suppress twelve verses
of the Gospel bas enjoyed a certain amount of popularity P
At the two different periods, (I answer,) for widely different
reasons.

(1.) In the ancient days, when it was the universal belief
of Christendom that the Word of Gon must needs be con-
sistent with itself in every part, and prove in every part
(like its Divine Author) perfectly "faithful and true," the
difficulty (which was deemed all but insuperable) of bring-
ing certain statements in S. Mark's last Twelve Verses into
harmony ,vith certain statements of the other Evangelists,
is discovered o have troubled Divines exceedingly. " In
fact," (says Mr. Scrivener,) "it brought suspicion upon these
verses, and caused their omission in some copies seen by
Eusebius." That the maiming process is indeed attributable
to this cause and came about in this particular way, I am
unable to persuade myself; but, if the desire to provide an
escape from a serious critical difficulty did not actually
occasion that copies of S. Mark's Gospel were mutilnted, it
certainly was the reason why, in very early times, such
mutilated copies were viewed without -displeasure by some,
and appealed to with complacency by others.

(2) But times are changed. We have recently been
assured on high authority that the Church has reversed her
ancient convictions in this respect: that now, "most sound
theologians have no dread whatever of acknowledging minute
points of disagreement" (ie. minute errors) "in the four-
fold narrative even of the life of the Redeemer *-" There
has arisen in these last days a singular impatience of Dog-
matic Truth, (especially Dogma of an unpalatable kind,)
which has even rendered popular the pretext afforded by
these same mutilated copies for the grave resuscitation of
doubts, never as it would seem seriously entertained by any

+ Abp. Tait's Harmony of Revelation untl te Bciencu, (1864,) p. 21.
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of the ancients; and which, at all events for 1300 years and
upwards, have deservedly sunk into oblivion.

Whilst I write, f/iat "most divine explication of the
chiefest articles of our Christian belief,” the Athannsian
Creed h, is made the object of incessant assaults c But then
it is remembered that statements quite as "uncharitable"
as’ any which this Creed contains are found in the 16Lh
verse of S. Mark's concluding chapter; are in fact the words
of Him whose very Name is Love. The J Jredous warning
clause, T say, (miscalled "damnutory d,") which an imperti-
nent officiousness is for glossing with a rubric and weaken-
ing with an apology, proceeded from Divine lips,-at least
if these concluding verses be genuine. How shall this incon-
venient circumstance be more effectually dealt with than
by accepting the suggestion of the most recent editors, that
S. Mark's concluding verses are an unauthorised addition
o his Gospel? < "If it be acknowledged that tho passage
has a harsh sound,” (remarks Dean Stanley,) "unlike the
usual utterances of Him who came not to condemn but to
save, the discoveries of later times have shewn, almost be-
yond doubt, that it is not a part of S. JJlark'., Gospel, but
an addition by anotlter kend- of which the weakness in the
external evidence coincides with tho internal evidence in
proving its later origin e."

Modern prejudice, then,-added to a singularly exagge-
rated estimate of the critical importance of the testimony

b See by all means Hooker, E. P., v. xlii. 11-13.

¢ Abp. Tait is of opinion that it "should not retain its place in the public
Service of tho Church:" and Dean Stanley gives sixteen reasons for the
same opinion,-tho fifteenth of which is that "many excellent laymen, in-
cluding King George III., have declined to take part in the recitation."
(Final) Re.port of tlie Ritual Commission, 1870, p. viii. and p. xvii.

d In the words of a thoughtful friend, (Rev. C. P. Eden),-" Condemnatoly
i just what these clauses are not. 1 understand myself, in uttering thsese
words, not to condemn a fellow creature, but to ncknowleclge a truth of Scrip-
ture, Oon's judgment namely on the sin of unbelief. The further question,-
In whom the sin of unbelief is found; t,at uwful question I leave entirely in
His hands who is the alone Judgu of hearts; who made us, and knows our
intlrmitics, and whose tender mercies Rre over 1\l His works."

¢ "The Athanasian Creed,” by tho Dean of Westminster (Contemporaril
&mew, Aug., 1870, pp. 158, 159).

H2
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of our two oldest Codices, (another of the "discoveries of
later times," concerning which I shall have more to say
by-and-by,)-must explain why the opinion is even popular
that the last twelve verses of S.Mark are a spurious ap-
pendix to his Gospel.

Not that Biblical Critics would have us believe that the
Evangelist left off at verse 8, intending that the words,-
" neither said they anything to any man, for they were
afraid,” should be the conclusion of his Gospel. "No one
can imagine," (writes Griesbach,} "that Mark cut short the
thread of his narrative at that place’,” It is on all hands
eagerly admitted, that so abrupt a termination must be held
to mark an incomplete or else an uncompleted work. How,
then, in the original autograph of the Evangelist, is it sup-
posed that the narrative proceeded? This is what no one
has even ventured so much as to conjecture. It is assumed,
however, that the original termination of the Gospel, what-
ever it may have been, has perished. We appeal, of course,
to its actual termination: and,-Of what nature then, (we
ullK) is the supposed necessity for regarding the last twelve
verses of S. Mark's Gospel us a spurious substitute for what
the Evangelist originally wrote? What, in other words,
bas been the history of these modern doubts; and by what
steps 1lavo they established themselves in books, and won
the public ear?

'ro explain this, shall be the object of the next ensuing
chapters.

' CommentariH Criticu,, ii. 197.



CHAPTER 1L

THE HOSTILE VERDICT OF BIBLICAL CRITICS SHEWN
TO BE QUITE OF RECENT DATE.

Griesbach the first b deny the genuintllesa of these Verses (p. 6).-
Lackmann's fatal principle (p. 8) flle due b the unfavourable
verdict of liachendolf (p. 9), of Tredellea (p. 10), of A lfurd
® 12); which has ben generally adopted by subsequent Sclwlara
and JJivinea (p. 13).-17ie nature of the present inqufry explained
(. 15.)

IT is only since the appearance of Griesbach's second edi-
tion [1796-1806] that Critics of the New Testament have
permitted themselves to handle the Jast twelve verses of
S. Mark's Gospel with disrespect. = Previous critical editions
of the New Testament are free from this reproach. "'I'here
is no reuson for doubting the genuineness of this portion of
Scripture,” wrote Mill in 1707, nfter m review of tho evi-
dence (as far a he was acquainted with it) for und ngainst.
Twenty-seven years later, uppeured llengel's edition of the
New Testament (1734); and W etstein, at the end of another
seventeen years (1751-2), followed in the same field. Both
editors, after rehearsing the adverse -testimony in extenso,
left the passage in undisputed possession of its place. Altet-
in 1786-7, and Birch in 1788 a (suspicious a the latter evi-
dently was of its genuineness,) followed their predecessors'
example. But Matthaei, (who also brought his labours to
a close in the year 1788,) was not content to give a silent
suffrage. He had been for upwards of fourteen years ala-
borious collator of Greek MSS. of the New 'l'estament, nnd
was 0 convinced of the insufficiency of the arguments which
bad been brought against these twelve verses of S. Mark,

* Quatuor Evangelia Graece cum wvariantibl1l a teirtu lectionib,u Codd.
MSS. BibliotAecaB Vaticanae, etc. Jl1lluet 111mtiml regii, edidit Andrea,
Birch, Havniae, 1788. A copy of this very rare and sumptuous folio may be
eeen in the King's Library (Brit. MuA.)
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that with no ordinary warmth, no common acuteness, he
insisted on their genuineness.

"With Griesbach," (remarks Dr. Tregellesh,) '"Texts which
may be called really critical begin;" and Griesbach is the
first to insist that the concluding verses of S. }lark are spurious.
'fhat ho did not suppose the second Gospel to have always
ended at verse 8 we have seen alreadye. Ile was of opinion,
however, that "at some very remote period, the original
ending of the Gospel perished,-disappeared perhaps from
tke Evanuelist's own ccpy,-and that the present ending was
by some one substituted in its place." Griesbach further in-
vented the following elaborate and extraordinary hypothesis
to account for the existence of S. Mark xvi. 9-20.

He invites his readers to believe that when, (before the
end of the second century,) the four Evangelical narratives
were collected into a volume and dignified with the title of
"The Gospel,"-S. Mark's narrative was furnished by some
unknown individual with its actual termination in order to
remedy its manifest incompleteness; and that this volume
became the standard of the Alexandrina recension of the
text: in other words, became the fontal source of a mighty
family of MSS. by Griesbach designated as ''A.lexandrine."
But there will have been here and there in existence isolated
copies of one or more of the Gospels ; and in all of these,
S. Mark's Gospel, (by the hypothesis,) will have ended
abruptly at the eighth verse. 'These copies of single Gos-
pels, when collected together, are presumed by Griesbach
to have constituted '""the Western recension." If, in codices
of this family also, the self-same termination is mow all but
universally found, the fact is to be accounted for, (Gries-
bach says,) by the natural desire which possessors of the
Gospels will have experienced to supplement their imperfect
copies as best they might. 'Let this conjecture be ac-
cepted," proceeds the learned veteran,-(unconscious appa-
rently that he has been demanding acceptance for at least
half-a""'dozen wholly unsupported as well as entirely gratui-
tous conjectures,)-" and every difficulty disappears; and

v .decQfint of the Printed Tea:t p. 83. + See above, p. 3.
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it becomes perfectly iutolligiblo how there hus crept into
almost every codex which has been written, from the second
century downwards, a section quite differnnt f’om the ori-
ginal and genuine ending of S. Murk, which disappeared
before the four Gospels were collected into a single volume."
-In other words, if men will but be so accommodating as
to ‘assume that the conclusion of S. Mark's Gospel disap-
peared before any one had the opportunity of transcribing
tho Evangelist's inspired autograph, they will have no
difficulty in understanding that the present conclusion of
S. Mark's Gospel was not really written by S. Mark.

It should perhaps be stated in passing, that Griesbach
was driven into this curious maze of unsupported conjecture
by the exigencies of his "Recension Theory ;" which, inas-
much as it has been long since exploded, need not now occupy
us, But it is worth observing that the argument already
exhibited, (such as it is,) breaks down under the weight of
the very first fact which its learned author is obliged to lay
upon it. Codex B.,-the solitary manuscript witness for
omitting the clause in question, (for Codex tl had not yet
been discovered,)-had been already claimed by Griesbach
as a chief exponent of his so-called" Aloxan<lrino Itecension."
But then, on the Critic's own hypothesis, (as we have seen
already,) Codex B. ought, on the contrary, to have con-
lal'ned it. How was that inconvenient fact to be got over?
Griesbach quietly remarks in a foot-note that Codex 1l.
"ha& affinity with the Eastern family of MSS."-'1'he mis-
fortune of being saddled with a worthless theory was surely
never more apparent. By the time we have reached this
point in the investigation, we are reminded of nothing ‘so
much as of the weary traveller who, having patiently pur-
sued an ignis fatuus through half the night, beholds it ut
last vanish; but not until it has conducted him up to his
chin in the mire.

Neither Hug, nor Scholz his pupil,-who in 1808 and
1830 respectively followed Griesbach with modifications of
his recension-theory,-concurred in the unfavourable sen-
tence which their illustrious predecessor had passed on the
concluding portion of S. Mark's Gospel. The latter even
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eagerly vindicated its genuinenessq, But with Lachmann,
-whose unsatisfactory text of the Gospels appeared in
1842, - originated a new principle of 'rextual Revision;
the principle, namely, of paying exclusive and absolute
deference to the testimony of a few arbitrarily selected
ancient documents; no regard being paid to others of
the same or of yet higher antiquity. This is not the
right place for discussing this plausible and certainly most
convenient scheme of textual revision. That it leads to
conclusions little short of irrational, is certain. I notice it
only because it supplies the clue to the result which, as far
as S. Mark xvi. 9-20 is concerned, has been since arrived
at by Dr. Tischendorf, Dr. I'regelles, and Denn Alford -
the three latest critics who have formally undertaken to
reconstruct the sacred Text.

They agree in assuring their readers that the genuine
Gospel of S. Mark extends mo further than ch. xvi. ver. 8:
in other words, that all that follows the words edfofjovWTo
ya, is an unauthorized addition by some later hand; "a
fragment,"-distinguishable from the rest of the Gospel not
less by internal evidence than by external testimony. This
verdict becomes the more important because it proceeds from
men of undoubted earnestness and high ability; who cannot
be suspected of being either unacquainted with the evidence
an which the point in dispute rests, nor inexperienced in
the art of weighing such evidence. Moreover, their verdict
hos been independently reached; is unanimous; is unhesi-
tating; has been eagerly proclaimed by all three an many
different occasions as well as in- many different places ; and

d"Eam esae authenticam rationes internae et e:i:ternae prohant gravissimae."

o | find it difficult to say what distress the sudden removal of this amillhle
and accomplMiled Scholllr occasions me, just B | am finishing my  tlllk.
| comign these pngl'B to the preBB with llsense of downright reluctance,-
(constrained however by the importance of the subject,)-seeing that Hlis no
lunger among us eii her to accept or to dispute Il single proposition. All | can
do is to emse every word which might have occasiond him the least Bile
noyance; and indeed, as seldom as poBSible to introduce his respected 1i1uiiE.
An open grove reminds one of the 1,othiugnelS of earthly controversy; as
nothing else does, or indeed ci:11 do.

r "lischendorf, besitls eight editions of his laborious critical revieion of the
On-ek Test, bas elitt>l our English "Authorizetl Version" (Tauchnitz, 1869,)
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may be said to be at present in all but undisputed possession
of the field¢ The first-named Editor enjoys a vast reputa-
tion, and has been generously styled by Mr. Scrivener, "the
first Biblical Critic in Europe.”" The other two have pro-
duced text-books which are deservedly held in high esteem,
and are in the hands of every student. The views of such
men will undoubtedly colour the convictions of the next
generation of English Churchmen. It becomes absolutely
necessary, therefore, to examine with the utmost care the
grounds of their verdict, the direct result of which is to
present us with a mutilated Gospel. If they are right,
there is no help for it but that the convictions of eighteen
centuries in this respect must be surrendered. But if Tis-
chendorf and 'i'regelles are wrong in this particular, it fol-
lows of necessity that doubt is thrown over the whole of
their critical method. 'i'he case is a crucial one. Every
puge of theirs incurs suspicion, if their deliberate verdict
in #ill instance shall prove to be mistaken.

1. Tischendorf disposes of the whole question in a single
sentence. "That these verses were not written by Mark,"

with an "Introduction-e addressed to unlearned readers, and the various read-
ings or Codd... D and A, set down in English nt the root or every pnge.-
Trgellee, besides hie edition of the Text of the N. T., is very full on the
subject of S. Mark xvi. 9-20, in hie "Account of the Printed Text,” and in
his" Introduction to the Textual Criticism of the N. '1." (voL iv. of Horne's
Introd.)-Dean Alford, besides six editions of his Greek Testament, and m
abridgment "for the upper forms of Schools and for p888men at the Univer-
sities,” put forth two editions of a "N. *. for English Readers," and three
editions of "the Authorized Vereipn newly compared with the original Greek
and revised ;" -in every one of which it is stated that these twelve verses are
"probably an addition, placed here in very early times."

1 The Rev. 1. H. Scrivener, llp. Ellicott, and llp. Wordsworth, are honour-
able exceptions to this remark. 'fhe last-named exrellout Divine reluctantly
admitting that "this portion may not have been penned by S. Mark himself;"
and Bishop llicoLt (Historical Lecfores, pp. 26-7) asking " Why may not this
portion H1lve been written by S. Mark at a later period P;"-both alike reso-
lutely insist on its genuineness and cauonicity. To Ihe honour uf the hest
lil'ing master of l'extunl Criticism, the Rev. F. H. Scrivener, (of whom I
d-sire to be understood to epellk as a disciple of his master,) tc it stated that
he has never at uny time given the least sanction to the populllr outcry agninst
this portion of the Goepel. "Without the slightest misgiving" he has uni-
formly 11111int1tind tho genuineness of S. Mtk ui. 9-20. (Inlroducti,11,
pp- 7 and 429-32.)
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(he says,) "admits of satisfactory proof." He then recites
in detail the adverse external testimony which his prede-
cessors had accumulated ; remarking, that it is abundantly
confirmed by internal evidence. Of this he supplies a soli-
tary sample; but declares that the whole passage is "ab-
horrent" to S. Mark's manner. "The facts of the case being
such," (and with this he dismisses the subject,) "a healthy
piety reclaims against the endeavours of those who are for
palming off as Mark's what the Evangelist is so plainly
shewn to have known nothing at all aboutb,” A mass of
laborious annotation which comes surging in at the close
of verse 8, and fills two of Tischendorf's pages, has the effect
of entirely divorcing the twelve verses in question from the
inspired text of the Evangelist. On the other hand, the evi-
dence 1'nfavoul' of the place is despatched in HBB than twelve
lines. What can be the reason that an Editor of the New
Testament parades elaborately every particular of the evi-
dence, (such as it is,) against the genuineness of a consider-
able portion of the Gospel; and yet makes summary work
with the evidence in its favour P That Tischendorf has at
least entirely made up his mind on the matter in hand is
plain. Elsewhere, he speaks of the Author of these verses
as "Pseudo Marcus "

2. Dr. Tregelles has expressed himself most fully an this
subject in his "Account of the Printed 'fext of the Greek
New 'festament” (1854). The respected author undertakes
to shew "that the early testimony that S. Mark did not
write these verses is confirmed by existing monuments."
Accordingly, he announces as the result f the propositions
which he thinks he has established, " that the book of Mark
himself extends no further than eefof)ovilro I}ap'!' He is the

b "Hooe non a Marco scripta esse argumeotis probatur idoneis," (p. 320.)
"Qua, teatimonia aliis corroborantur argumentis, ut quod conlatis prioribus
versu 9. parum apte adduotur verba AP s Lcf)f), item quod siogula multi-
fariam a Marci ratione abhorrent.”" (p. 322.)-1 quote from the 7th Leipsic
ed.; but in Tischendorf's 8th ed. (1866, pp. 403, 406,) the same verdict is
repcatd, with the following addition:-" Qum quum ita sint, sanm erga
sacrum textum pietati adversari videotur qui pro apostolicis venditare per-
guut qum a Marco alienn ease tam luculeuter docemur," (p. 407.)

Evangelia A, ocrgpkta, 1853, Prolcg. p. !vi.



11.] Tlte verdict of Dr. Tregelles. 11

only critic | have met with to whom it doss not seem in-
credible that S Mark did actually conclude his Gaospel in
this abrupt way: observing that "perhaps wo do not know
enough of the circumstances of S Mark when ho wrote his
Gospel to say whether he did or did not leave it with a com-
plete termination." In this modest suggestion at least Dr.
Tregelles is unassailublc, since we know absolutely nothing
whatever about "the circumstances of S Mark," (or of any
other Evangelist,) "when he wrote his Gospel:" neither
indeed are we quite sure wito S Mark was. Dut when he
goss  on-to declare, notwithstanding, "that the remaining
twelve verses, by whomsoever written, have a full claim
to be received = an authentic part of the second Gospel;"
and complains that "there is in some minds a kind of
timidity with regard to Holy Scripture, a if all our notions
of its authority depended on our knowing who was the
writer of each particular portion ; instead of simply seeing
and owning that it was given forth from Gou, and that it
5 & much His & were the Commandments of the Law
written by His own finger on the tables of stone k;"-the
leamed writer betrays a misapprehension of the question
at issue, which we are least of all prepared to encounter in
such a quarter. "Ve admire bis piety but it is at the ex-
pense of his critical sagacity. For the question is not at all
oae of authorship, but only one of genuineness.  Have the
codices been mutilated which do not contain these verses?
If they have, then must these wverses be held to be genuiue.
llut on the contrary, Have the ocodices been supplemented
which contain them ? Then are these verses certainly spu-
rious. There i no help for it but they must either be held
o be an integral part of the Gospel, and therefore, in default
of any proof to the contrary, @& certainly by S Mark ws any
other twelve verses which can be named; or &se an un-
authorized additon to it. If they belong to the post-apo-
stolic age it is idle to insist on their Inspiration, and to
claim that this "authentic anonymous addition to what
Mark himself wrote down" i @& much the work of Goo
"as were the Ten Commandments written by His own

k pp. 253, 7-9,



12 Tiwe opinion of Dean Alford. [CHAP.

finger on the tables of stone." On the other hand, if they
"ought as much to be received as part of our second Gospel
as the Inst chapter of Deuteronomy (unknown as the writer
is) is received as the right and proper conclusion of the
book of Moses,"-it is difficult to understand why the learned
editor should think himself at liberty to sever them from
their context, and introduce the subscription KATA MAPKON
after ver. 8. In short, " How persons who believe that
these verses did not form a part of the original Gospel of
Mark, but were added afterwards, can say that they have
a good claim to be received as an authentic or genuine part
of the second Gospel, that is, a portion of canonical Scrip-
ture, passes comprehension.”" It passes even Dr. Davidson's
comprehension; (for the foregoing words are his;) and
Dr. Davidson, as some of us are aware, is not a man to stick
ot trifles "

3. Dean Alford went a little further than any of his pre-
decessors. He says that this passage '"was placed as a com-
pletion of the Gospel soon after the Apostolic period,-the
Gospel itself having been, for some reason unknown to us,
left incomplete. The most probable supposition" (he adds)
"is, that dte last leaf of tlie 0l-ginal Go. pel was torn away.”
The italics in this conjecture (which was originally Gries-
bach's) are not mine. The internal evidence (declares the
same learned writer) "preponderates vastly against the au-
thorship of Mark;" or (as he elsewhere expresses it) against
"its genuineness as a work of the Evangelist." Accord-
ingly, in his Prolegomena, (p. 38) he describes it as "t/le
remarkable fragment at the end of the Gospel." ' After this,
we are the Kss astonished to find that he closes the second
Gospel at ver. 8; introduces the Subscription there; and en-
closes the twelve verses which follow within heavy brackets.
Thus, whereas from the days of our illustrious countryman

1n bis first edition (1848, vol. i. p.163) Dr. Davidson pronounced it "mani-
festly unt nable" that S. Mark's Gospel was the last written; and assigned
AD. 64 es" its most probable" date. In his second (1868, vol. ii. p.117), lie
says:-" Wben we consider that thi Golpel wa, not written till ti 1lecond
century, internal evidence loses much of its force against the authenticity of
these verses."-Introduction o N. T.
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