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Huschner’s book represents the most important contribution to 
Ottonian diplomatic since Sickel. His assault on the chancery sat 
well with other efforts to cut the Ottonian rulers down to size in the 
1990s and early 2000s, be it in the form of Gerd Althoff and Hagen 
Keller’s work on dispute settlement and symbolic communication, 
or Johannes Fried’s writings on literacy, memory and orality11. Not 
surprisingly, therefore, Huschner’s conclusions were warmly received 
in many circles. In his review, Hubertus Seibert praised the volume 
as a „kaum hoch genug einzuschätzenden Ertrag für die Diplomatik“ 
(„a contribution to diplomatic which can scarcely be overestimated“), 
while Jochen Johrendt similarly noted that this was a publication with 
which all serious students of the period would need to engage. At the 
same time, there was some hesitation regarding Huschner’s boldest 
conclusions, and most reviewers emphasized that his identifications 
of individual draftsman-scribes with bishops and archbishops would 
need to be tested before they could be adopted more widely12. Other 
readers were more sceptical. In an extended review in the Mitteilungen 
des Instituts für Österreichische Geschichtsforschung, Brigitte Merta 
praised Huschner’s willingness to challenge received wisdom, but ex-
pressed severe reservations about his findings. In particular, she noted 
that the palaeographical basis for Huschner’s identifications of leading 
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