The ,,Chancery“ of Otto I Revisited 11

late 1970s. As Kruisheer noted (with an eye to the thirteenth-century
documents he had been studying), diplomas were not only produced
by the issuer and recipient, but also by other parties. What Huschner
adds to this picture of ,production by third parties“ is a finer awareness
of the forms this might take: sometimes we are dealing with regional
court scribes, only active when the ruler is within a certain district but
then working on behalf of recipients across the realm; at others, we are
observing something more like expanded recipient production, with
notaries active primarily for recipients from within a specific region®?,

Similarly welcome is Huschner’s challenge to traditional teaching
on the standing of such figures?*. Notaries were long considered to
be low-level functionaries, yet there is no particular reason to believe
this was so. That scribal work was not always (or necessarily) menial
is shown by the case of Thietmar of Merseburg, who annotated the
earliest surviving copy of his own Chronicon (which was unfortunately
damaged following the Allied bombing of Dresden in 1945) and con-
tributed a memorial entry to the Merseburg Sacramentary?’. Further
evidence for the scribal capabilities of prelates comes from Italian
judicial notices and private charters of the period, which reveal that
many bishops and abbots south of the Alps had mastered the complex
diplomatic minuscule demanded by diplomas?®. This was evidently not
a world in which the ability to draw up a charter was frowned upon.
Indeed, even before Huschner set to work, at least seven bishops of
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