Pseudo-Isidorus collectione Benedicti Levitae ut fonte usus est 455

Party, modern parlance for the very same collection of Lothar partisans
that Wasserschleben had accused. ,Man kann ... die Entstehungsge-
schichte der fingierten Papstbriefe nicht von den Vorkommnissen der
Jahre 834/35 l6sen“!2. An initial instalment of decretal forgeries, cor-
responding ,,cum grano salis“ to the short A2 version, therefore dates
in Zechiel-Eckes’s view to the several years between 836 and 838!°.
Radbert, as a leading intellectual at Corbie and political opponent of
Louis the Pious, became for Zechiel-Eckes the mastermind behind the
Pseudo-Isidorian enterprise!*.

To free the False Decretals from the 847 terminus ante quem non of
Benedicts Levita’s preface, Zechiel-Eckes has denied that the decretal
forgeries receive the False Capitularies in any way'>. Other charac-
teristics of Wasserschleben’s thought have also returned, including
an overwhelming emphasis on the False Decretals at the expense of
the rest of the corpus, and a drive to identify Pseudo-Isidore with a
specific historical figure, now Paschasius Radbertus rather than Otgar.
The dominant hypothesis has ceased to command agreement, and
scholarship once again labours without any broader theory of Pseu-
do-Isidore’s literary production: ,Durch die Forschungen der letzten
Jahrzehnte ist das Bild des inneren Gefiiges der Filschungen [...] ins
Wanken geraten“!®. A recent monograph even doubts whether we can
say anything at all about the internal dependencies that prevail among
the constituents of Pseudo-Isidore’s ceuvre!”. In this view the priority
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