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correct, this would have invalidated the notion that it had been written
strictly to help establish Sankt Michael’®.

Commentators who preferred to look beyond Davril’s fragile hy-
pothesis also wondered about the customary’s relationship to other
accounts of monastic practice that were circulating in Germany when
Theoderic wrote his text. The earliest of these, which is known as
the Consuetudines Germaniae Version E, had been compiled at some
point around 970 by an author at Sankt Maximin in Trier or another
institution in western Germany>’. Scholars suspect that the text, which
shows notable West Frankish and Lotharingian influences, derived
from an original set of (either written or oral) customs from Fleury
that had been reviewed and reworked at a major monastic house in
Lotharingia, probably the abbey of Gorze near Metz, and then passed
on to the author and his milieu*®. This is certainly a plausible scenar-
i0, as the Fleury monks had been invited in 934 by Bishop Gozelin
of Toul to communicate their customs to the Lotharingian abbey of
Saint-Evre near Toul: from there they may have been exported once
again to the newly reformed abbey of Gorze*!. In the same year, 934,
Abbot Ogo of Sankt Maximin (r. 934-945) in Trier set out to reform
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