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Opinions on the second recension are more divided’. Unlike the first
recension, the second recension has never been precisely defined using
manuscripts. Many twelfth-century manuscripts approximate the size
of the second recension but vary slightly in their contents and readings.
This diversity has led some scholars to argue that a true second recen-
sion never actually existed and that it was just one of many stages of

accumulation following the first recension®.

7) On the debates surrounding the existence and nature of the second recension,
see Atria A. LARSON, Gratian’s De penitentia in Twelfth-Century Manuscripts, in:
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