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»chancery scribe, it was BA. Given this, it is hardly surprising that
little by way of regional affiliations emerges from these documents. BA
is most active in Eastphalia and the Rhine-Main district, but can also be
found in Swabia, Lotharingia, Franconia and (probably) Frisia, closely
reflecting the movements of the royal court. Similarly, all regions are
represented among the recipients of these acts, though Frisia and Lo-
tharingia figure more prominently than we might expect from a purely
statistical standpoint!*°. Inspired by the cases of Hubert and Ambrosi-
us, Huschner is inclined to identify BA with chancellor Bruno himself.
This would make good sense of BA’s activity in favour of Frisian and
Lotharingian recipients, since Bruno had been educated at Utrecht
and went on to be archbishop of Cologne. Equally significant are the
signs that BA had access to Otto I’s programmatic first privilege in
favour of the new familial foundation at Quedlinburg. This suggests
close ties with the royal family and its East Saxon heartlands; and since
BA appears in the charter record shortly after Bruno’s appointment
as chancellor, then disappears just as swiftly upon Bruno’s promotion
to Cologne, a reasonable case can be constructed for identifying the
two'>!, Nevertheless, coincidence of career is no decisive proof that
BA was Bruno, rather than (say) a cleric in his service (as older schol-
arship presumed). Huschner therefore seeks palaeographical confirma-
tion of his hypothesis, identifying the hand of BA with that of a note in
Archbishop Bruno’s voice, appended to a private charter for St Caecilia
in Cologne. Whether the latter is Bruno’s true autograph — many char-
ters and subscriptions, including those to imperial diplomas, adopt the
voice of an individual without being an autograph — can be left to one
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