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But this indirect criticism of the Textus Receptus failed to produce any changes in it. Its
.authority only increased
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As early as 1672 Prof. Johann Saubert of Helmstedt13 began collecting variant readings, but
the direct implications of this for the Textus Receptus did not become apparent until the
.eighteenth century
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The first German to engage in discussion of specific problems of textual criticism with .13
.Dutch and English scholars
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The readings found in the manuscripts and versions were not only compiled in increasingly
comprehensive critical ap-paratuses but at times a particular reading was identified as
.superior to that of the text or even introduced into the text to correct the Textus Receptus
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The English were the first to explore this direction: John Mill's edition of 1707, Richard
'‘Bentley
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Johann Albrecht Bengel (1687-1752) admittedly reprinted the Textus Receptus in his edition
of 1734 (he did not base his work solely on a single edition as did most scholars who
preceded or followed him, but rather drew on numerous editions, selecting the readings he
considered superior). But he classified each reading in the apparatus by a system in which
the first two classes amounted to a virtual revision of the Textus Receptus (a = the original
reading, with full certainty; B = a reading superior to the Textus Receptus, though with less
.than absolute certainty)
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Johann Jakob Wettstein (1693-1754) then overshadowed the work of Bengel by his two-
volume edition of 1751-1752 (cf. plate 5), more than doubling the number of manuscripts
ever before cited and assembling an apparatus of parallels to the New Testament from
Jewish and pagan writers which is still useful today

He also introduced a system of symbols for manuscripts, designating uncials by capital
letters and minuscules by arabic numerals. This system held the field until 1908, when
Caspar Rene Gregory developed it further into the form now in common use (though
.without changing its basic principles)
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The first step toward the standardization of nomenclature was taken by Swiss scholar
Johann Jakob Wettstein, who, in his handsome two-volume edidon of the Greek New
Testament published at Amsterdam in 1751-2, employed capital letters to designate
majuscule manuscripts and Arabic numerals to designate minuscule manuscripts. The
system now in general use was elaborated at the end of the nineteenth century by Caspar
.Rene Gregory

Building upon Wettstein's system, Gregory devised several other categories of the materials.
Thus, the manuscripts made of papyrus are listed separately from those made of parchment.



Each of them is commonly referred to by the Gothic or Old English letter p followed by a
small superior numeral. At the time of this wridng (2003), a total of l16 Greek papyri of the
.New Testament have been assigned official numbers by Gregory and his successors
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Following Wettstein's system, the majuscule manuscripts that have been known for the
longest time are commonly designated in a critical apparatus by capital letters of the Latin
and Greek alphabets and by one Hebrew letter (i%, aleph). Since, however, the number of

known majuscule manuscripts came to exceed the number of letters in the Latin, Greek, and

Hebrew alphabets combined, Gregory assigned to each majuscule manuscript an Arabic

.numeral preceded by a zero. Thus far, 310 majuscule manuscripts have been catalogued

T A
(il a8l e W DAY 8 Gae 8l 2 pd a8

LD AaaV) (e 5l Cagall 35k e 50l o a1 il shadial) Jae 55 S ¢l aldas ey
GVl ase slad Jaia¥) il ghad) sae 80 4kl dda shaall s o (W o)) 2als 5 e a5 dplisll
D Ay L e Ly 55080 o a5 (e Adaghade JSI (5 5 0 38 ¢ Al aall s 4l sl 4

il 5 el 5 ¢yl U8 il 5 dall il shadall (e 303 gy 281 ABaYL 0 5 e pall e shasiallé
) Sl Ay oY) ASla 8 Sae il anly #

OV i 5 aall Cajal) @l il ghaaall sae Mea) s 5080 ol 53 (e dda shaie 310 dus ygd a3
i ghie) | 877



