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A full investigation shows that Ps.-Leo’s De privilegio chorepi­
scoporum has priority over the rest of Pseudo-Isidore’s forgeries. 
Either it is an œuvre de jeunesse, or – perhaps more likely – the work 
of an associate who shared Pseudo-Isidore’s aims and had access to ma-
terials from the master forger’s atelier. Whoever he was, Ps.-Leo likely 
developed his fiction in the wake of the 829 Council of Paris, and his 
work exercised a profound influence on Pseudo-Isidore’s approach to 
the chorepiscopate, particularly at the level of Benedictus Levita’s False 
Capitularies. In Book 3, the capitulary forger invents multiple capitula 
that restate, adjust and extend the provisions of J3 †1118, which they 
associate with Pope Leo III. Ps.-Leo also informed the decretals forger. 
One of Pseudo-Isidore’s earliest fictions, Ps.-Damasus, De vana super­
stitione chorepiscoporum vitanda (J3 †571), incorporates Ps.-Leo almost 
entirely; and the A1 and C versions of the False Decretals also fold 
the forgery into their decretals repertoire. In this context, however, 
Ps.-Leo suddenly becomes Leo I, rather than Leo III as in Benedictus 
Levita; and the decretals forger is far less interested in the specifics 
of Ps.-Leo’s argument. This minor forgery is above all important for 
the light it sheds on the origins and nature of Pseudo-Isidore’s bitter 
polemic against chorbishops, one of the most characteristic and mys-
terious aspects of his forgery programme.
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