12 Levi Roach

the Ottonian period had been identified with known notaries (with
varying degrees of confidence): Adalbert of St Maximin/Magdeburg
with Liudolf A; Eric of Havelberg with a scribe of Henry II’s reign;
Heribert of Cologne with Hildibald K; Adalbero of Utrecht with the
Bruno A of Henry II’s reign (rather than the earlier one of the 950s);
Adaldag of Hamburg with Simon E; Pilgrim of Passau with Willigis C;
and Bernward of Hildesheim with Hildibald A%”. We also have good
reason to believe that Leo of Vercelli drafted (and probably also cop-
ied) the diplomas in favour of his own bishopric and its associates?®.
To these Huschner adds a host of new identifications (of which, more
anon). Their importance goes beyond our knowledge of the notaries
in question. By demonstrating that charter scribes were not simply (or
at least not always) lowly servants, Huschner has restored a degree of
agency to them. As he emphasizes, we should not imagine these fig-
ures slavishly following orders, but rather actively contributing to the
public face of royal and imperial authority. Diplomas were not direct
and unalloyed expressions of the royal will, but virtuoso performances
by leading churchmen.

Yet if Huschner is right that prelates could operate as charter scribes,
this does not mean that most court notaries were bishops (be it in post
or prospect), as he goes on to imply. Sickel’s insistence that scribes
were low-level functionaries may have been something of a petitio prin-
cipii, but Huschner risks repeating the error in reverse. Central to his
argument is the observation that literacy was limited in the tenth and
eleventh centuries, particularly north of the Alps; and that any skilled
charter scribe was necessarily of elite standing. This is certainly true,
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