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there; his formulation has also been detected in another diploma issued
at Magdeburg for St Maurice, which only survives in later copies®®.
Closer examination suggests that one of these Magdeburg diplomas is
in a different hand®, but this does little to affect the overall picture:
with one exception, LD only produced documents for St Maurice, of-
ten at Magdeburg itself. Even Sickel was aware that LD must have been
a monk of the foundation, noting that his early work was undertaken
in a recipient capacity. But since LD was active for at least one other
recipient in later years, Sickel identified him as fully-fledged member
of the ,,chancery® from 956 on.

An analogous case is offered by Liudolf I (LI), whom Sickel also
saw as a recipient scribe gazetted into chancery service. Of the four
originals of Otto I’s reign in which Sickel and his team identified LI’s
hand, all are in favour of Magdeburg’®. They also held him responsible
for three further charters preserved in later copies. Of these, two are
for Magdeburg and one for Corvey; however, the latter has since been
identified as an early modern forgery”!. This makes an important dif-
ference. In later years, LI would indeed be active in favour of other East
Saxon recipients, but under Otto I, he was a recipient notary pure and
simple. This was already suspected by Karl Uhlirz and Paul Fridolin
Kehr, two of Sickel’s most gifted students, and we would do well to
follow them (and Huschner) in emphasizing more strongly these local
connections’?. Yet if Huschner is right, we can go even further. Noting
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