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matter of subdeacons, this point is fundamental to the abolitionist
critique, well established in the decretal forgeries and elsewhere, yet it
is neglected by J? T1118.

The rest of the material on chorbishops in Book IIT of the False
Capitularies merely repeats aspects of BL 3.260. At BL 3.394, chor-
bishops are forbidden from consecrating virgins, imparting the Holy
Spirit, and consecrating churches or altars. Anything of this sort rep-
resents a usurpation from the episcopate and is therefore invalid and
without effect. These rites are to be repeated by regular bishops, guia
reformatio non est iteratio’>. The strangely formulated BL 3.402 clarifies
that sacraments imparted by regular bishops are not to be repeated”®.
This leaves BL 3.423 and 3.424, which reintroduce Leo III. Whereas
BL 3.260 maintains a careful and highly curious verbal distance from
our Ps.-Leo forgery, here that caution lapses and Benedictus Levita
reveals that he very likely has direct knowledge of J*> 11118. Italics
mark text from the interpolated Hispana; I have underlined variants

characteristic of Ps.-Leo extravagans’’.

debere rite peragi et in meliorem statum reformari; quia, quod non ostenditur gestum,
ratio non sinit, ut videatur itevatum.
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