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the original single sheet of the charter16. It is, therefore, understand-
able that the wider world of Ottonian scholarship has taken little no-
tice of the find17. And even local Landesgeschichte, which has taken 
considerable interest in the discovery of a photo of the lost original of 
D O II 14318 – another Worms charter, which Sickel had only known 
from later copies – has yet to engage with it19.

The only substantial discussion to date is to be found buried within 
a footnote to Harmut Hoffmann’s review article of Wolfgang Husch-
ner’s Hablitationsschrift, at the point where he discusses Huschner’s 
arguments regarding BA and Bruno. Here Hoffmann draws attention 
to the existence of the original, noting its modern archival signa-
ture (München, Geheimes Hausarchiv, Mannheimer Urkunden, Hes-
sen-Darmstadt 1). He also observes that it would represent BA’s last 
surviving work, were Sickel to be right about its authorship. According 
to Hoffmann, however, the charter does not belong to BA at all; rather, 
it is the product of another notary, perhaps Hildibald B (HB), a leading 
draftsman-scribe of the later 970s and 980s20. HB enjoyed close ties 
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