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to believe that it could be authentic in the full sense of the term. Sickel
was inclined to give the underlying text, a confirmation of tolls within
the city of Worms, the benefit of the doubt, but spoke of the surviving
single sheet as a ,,copy in diploma form* (,Abschrift in Diplomform®),
a conclusion which is hard to square with the fact that it bears a com-
pleted monogram and was once sealed. Lechner therefore went further,
arguing that this charter — along with all of HB’s diplomas dated before
978 — was a forgery of the scribe’s later ,,chancery® years. According to
this interpretation, we are dealing with forgery in the chancery (Lech-
ner spoke of ,Kanzleifilschungen®), directed and supported by the
imperial chancellor, Hildibald of Worms. As noted, however, Lechner’s
judgements have been seriously challenged. Already in the early 1900s,
an authentic diploma of HB from 976 was discovered by Peter Albert
within the private collection of Marc Rosenberg (where it had been
since 1896), the details of which he published in 1908%>. And while the
diploma itself was lost seven years later when Rosenberg’s Schapbach
residence burned drown, a photograph taken shortly before survives in
the Generallandesarchiv in Karlsruhe, from which it is clear that this
was indeed an authentic product of HB?®. This, combined with a reas-
sessment of HB’s other early diplomas, has led to the rehabilitation of
almost all of these documents. It is now clear that HB was an authentic
recipient scribe in the later 960s and earlier 970s, whatever hand he may
have had in reworking the see’s Merovingian and Carolingian privileg-
es. The only remaining doubts have attached to D O I 84, which was
too early to be a credible work of HB. Yet in content, there is nothing
at all suspicious about the diploma: it simply rehearses the terms of
an authentic earlier toll charter in the name of Louis the Pious and his
eldest son Lothar®”. At some point before 970, this latter document
had been reworked to include mention of these rights extending to
Ladenburg and Wimpfen; however, D O T 84 cites the privilege in its
uninterpolated form®. If D O T 84 had been forged to lend weight
to HB’s other falsifications, as Lechner suggests, it does a remarkably
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