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a pseudonym but a real person, who compiled the capitularies in good 
faith on orders from Otgar-as-Pseudo-Isidore. Any parallels between 
the decretal forgeries and Benedictus Levita he put down to Benedict’s 
unwitting use of notes and other leavings of the forgery operation in 
the Mainz archives4. Wasserschleben, then, preferred to place the False 
Capitularies after the False Decretals. He also argued that the short 
version of the False Decretals – the so-called A2 recension – had pri-
ority over the longer forms. In no other way could he account for the 
coincidence between the contents of the short version and the decre-
tals collection described in the fictitious prefatory exchange between 
Pope Damasus (J3 †569) and Aurelius of Carthage5.

Wasserschleben wrote on the eve of a great sea-change in schol-
arship. The next generation of German legal historians pioneered a 
radically different way of thinking about Pseudo-Isidore. Led by Paul 
Hinschius, who edited the False Decretals in 1863, these scholars saw 
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