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to envisage more than a single copy of the ArF in the ninth century
in combination with the Annales Bertiniani, nor is there any reason
to suppose that the dissemination of the Annales Bertiniani can be
counted as spread of the ArF throughout the Frankish world. Evi-
dence for such an assumption is lacking and the only extant witness
version of the Annales Bertiniani that does not derive from Hincmar’s
own lost copy, possibly because it simply may be an older version, is
not transmitted with the ArE

A second special case is presented by the AqdE, commonly known
in English as the Revised ArF. Although the intertextual dependencies
have long been observed and the connection between the ArF and the
AqdE has long been established, there is still considerable uncertainty
regarding the AqdE, the most pressing of these probably being the
uncertainty when precisely the AqdE was forged out of the ArF!1°,
The long and short of it is that this intensive reworking of the ArF
happened either shortly after 801, as suggested by McKitterick!!'!,
between 814 and 817, as maintained by Hermann Bloch!'2, or even
after 830, as advocated by Kurze!!>. Problem here seems to be that
scholars, at times, are not precise enough about what they mean. After
all, the E recension by Kurze, which usually went hand in hand with
the AqdE as a whole for 741 to 801 actually remains an independent
textual family with unique textual divergencies to set it apart from
other recensions up to and including at least the entry for 82414,
This might suggest that active engagement with the common stock
occurred as late as the mid-820s or indeed the early 830s. And it does
not necessarily mean that the first 61 entries were first rewritten also
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