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first recension at the schools, purely first-recension manuscripts — like
the original Epitome Codicis — ceased to be copied®®. Without new
first-recension manuscripts, the practice of supplementing them also
ceased and existing copies were relegated to monastic libraries such as
Camaldoli, Admont, and Ripoll. They were survived, however, by their
mixed-recension descendants.

Because mixed-recension manuscripts generally approximate the
second recension and are poorly understood, scholars so far have made
no attempt to differentiate them systematically from true manuscripts
of the second recension. Luckily, mixed-recension manuscripts are
relatively easy to identify when one focuses on the ,untidy seams® be-
tween the two recensions®*. When one checks for minor modifications
and expansions introduced in the second recension, mixed-recension
manuscripts tend to reveal themselves by omitting and dislocating
them. To date, the jump from a supplemented first-recension manu-
script to a mixed-recension manuscript has been observed most clearly
in a group of manuscripts from the archdiocese of Salzburg including
Aa®. Closely related to Aa is Miinchen, BSB, Clm 13004 (Me), which
has been dated to the 1160s and has been variously associated with
the Salzburg cathedral library, the Regensburg cathedral library, and
Priifening Abbey®®. Because Aa and Me contain many first-recension
readings, similar glosses, and shared non-Decretum texts, it has been
suggested that Aa was used to create Me or that both descend from a
common supplemented first-recension exemplar®’. Beyond the Salz-
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