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Odilo of Cluny, whom Huschner identifies with Heribert D, would
spend years away from his own monastery — in an entirely different
kingdom! — simply to draft and copy diplomas in Otto III’s name. The
clutch of charters Heribert D produced for Cluniac houses in northern
Italy would have been poor payment indeed for such efforts.

So while Huschner’s model helpfully restores agency to drafts-
man-scribes, it risks underestimating the significant pastoral and
administrative duties of episcopal and abbatial office. Timothy Reuter
once argued that even those bishops who were most active in imperial
service are unlikely to have spent more than five percent of their time
at court; and for many others, it would have been much less”. This
was perhaps an overstatement, but the point remains that the primary
responsibility (and loyalty) of a bishop was to his see — a fact which
the Ottonian rulers frequently learnt to their chagrin®®. How such lo-
cal duties are to be balanced with the extended absences postulated by
Huschner — absences which would be longer still, were more diplomas
of the era to survive — is a question he never fully addresses. In this
respect, there is a whiff of the old ,Ottonian-Salian imperial church
system® to such arguments; the unspoken presumption is that bishops

would happily prioritize imperial service over local commitments®”,
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