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is upheld, then we have yet another case of a cleric who used scribal 
service as a means of securing promotion. It would therefore seem that 
notaries not infrequently rose to episcopal rank, but that their scribal 
service typically ended then or became restricted to their see. Still, we 
should not let such „future bishops“ blind us to the large number of 
draftsman-scribes who remain resolutely anonymous. Given the nature 
of the surviving sources, which privilege the elite, we are far more likely 
to be able to identify those scribes who achieved episcopal rank than 
the likes of Hoholt or even Herward, who did not; it is quite likely that 
they were in the majority.

4. Conclusions and implications

It would be easy to extend this study, surveying the draftsman-scribes 
of Otto II’s, Otto III’s and Henry II’s reigns. But we would rapidly 
reach the point of diminishing returns. In these periods, too, Husch-
ner’s model of charter production is immensely useful, while his identi-
fications of individual notaries with leading prelates prove problematic. 
To take but one example, alluded to in the introduction, it is most 
unlikely that Odilo of Cluny was Heribert D, one of the most active 
scribes of Otto III’s later years. Heribert D was clearly an associate of 
the abbot, who frequently produced diplomas for Cluniac centres in It-
aly. But it beggars belief that Odilo would abandon his own monastery 
for years on end, in the manner Huschner presumes172. The objections 
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