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smaller number have expressed significant reservations, typically citing 
Merta and/or Hoffmann19. Most recently, Robert Schnase has erected 
an entirely new edifice of scribal identifications, partly on the basis of 
Huschner’s findings20. 

A reconsideration of the subject is thus long overdue. In what fol-
lows, I hope to eschew polemic, acknowledging Huschner’s contribu-
tion to the field without ignoring the problems – both methodological 
and source critical – his work presents. As will become clear, I disagree 
with his argument that many or most leading draftsmen-scribes of the 
era were bishops in post or prospect  – „amtierende und künftige Bi-
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