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ment; and Vatican City, Biblioteca Apostolica, Vat. lat. 1341, the only
complete manuscript of the interpolated Hispana®?. Everyone agrees
that these codices, together with the rest of the early Pseudo-Isidorian
manuscript tradition, postdate 850. Zechiel-Eckes’s hypothesis of an
earlier Pseudo-Isidore requires that the sources underpinning the False
Decretals predate the earliest Pseudo-Isidorian codices by two decades
at least. The Vatican Ennodius shows that no such temporal interlude
exists. Pseudo-Isidore’s latest source is roughly contemporary with the
earliest copies of the False Decretals®?.

As evidence for a later Pseudo-Isidore, V does not stand alone. The
decretal forgeries strive to dismantle ancient prohibitions on episcopal
translation in terms calculated to establish the legality of Ebo’s move
to Hildesheim after 845%%, The preface to the False Capitularies of Be-
nedictus Levita is aware that Otgar is no longer bishop of Mainz, and
must therefore have been composed well after 21 April 847%°. All of
these clues agree in placing the composition of the forgeries immedia-
tely before the indirect tradition, which begins probably in 852 and cer-

tainly in 857; and immediately before the earliest extant manuscripts®®.
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