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sorbed the inspirational elements in this and any other West Frankish
or Lotharingian tradition, and had long started to process these into
accounts of best practice that reflected both realities and expectations
of the monastic life in their own part of the world. More generally, we
can also see that there was growing resistance in the German-speaking
world to West Frankish and Lotharingian reformers who thought that
they could import their own institution’s customs without taking into
consideration regional sensitivities and emphases, alongside ones of a
more political nature®. It is possible that in another of his works, the
Illatio sancti Benedicti Floriacum, Theoderic alludes to this resistance
when he states that he was criticized by none other than his patron
Richard of Amorbach for proselytizing Fleury’s customs and for
mocking his German readers for their ignorance®’. Scholars suspect
that Richard himself obtained a copy of FF': if correct, this might
lend credence to Theoderic’s statement®®. Given this context, it is not
difficult to understand why none of the extant versions of the Con-
suetudines Germaniae or any other customary text from the Empire
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