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auch nicht konsensuale Entscheidungen von den Zeitgenossen als minne bezeichnet
wurden. Die scharfe Differenzierung der älteren Forschung zwischen minne im
Sinne von Billigkeitsentscheidungen und recht als Entscheidung nach objektiven
materiellen Rechtsnormen überzeuge nicht, da immer noch strittig sei, ob es in
ungelehrten Rechtsordnungen überhaupt objektives Recht gegeben habe.
Der Eid der Richter liefere eine greifbare Unterscheidung zwischen minne und
recht, da sie, im Gegensatz zur minne, recht auf den Eid gesprochen hätten. Dies
habe zu einer Einbeziehung Gottes und zu einem anderen Verhältnis der Richter
zu ihrer Entscheidung geführt.
Insgesamt gesehen handelt es sich um eine hochinteressante Studie zu Formen
spätmittelalterlicher Konfliktlösung und dem diesbezüglichen Sprachgebrach der
Quellen. Forschungsergebnisse werden überprüft und nuanciert. Für die Zeit Karls
IV. und seines Sohnes Wenzel ergibt sich so ein schärferes Bild des Gebrauchs der
untersuchten Paarformel. Der oft mehrdeutige Sprachgebrauch der Quellen wirft
jedoch mitunter erhebliche Interpretationsprobleme auf, sodass die von Albrecht
Cordes und Christa Bertelsmeier-Kierst in ihrem HRG-Artikel ausgedrückte
Skepsis, eine alle Verwendungen der Paarformel umfassende Bedeutungserklärung
sei für die Zeit vor 1400 wenig aussichtsreich, durchaus berechtigt erscheint. Letztlich
musste der Bedeutungsgehalt trotz Feststellung einiger allgemeiner Tendenzen doch
jeweils, in Abhängigkeit vom konkreten Kontext, für den Einzelfall ermittelt werden. Wie
die Autorin zu Recht feststellt, wäre es interessant, zu untersuchen, ob der wachsende
Einfluss gelehrter Juristen im 15. Jahrhundert zu einschneidenden Veränderungen
führte. Unter dem Gesichtspunkt der Konfliktregulierung enthält die Studie zahlreiche
zur Vertiefung einladende Beispiele, z.B. zu Städtebünden, Städtekriegen, ebenso zur
schiedsrichterlichen Funktion des Herrschers, zur Rolle von Kommissionen, zu von den
Parteien bestimmten Obleuten und, ganz generell, zu Formen der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit.
Reizvoll und zu weiteren Studien anregend sind besonders die Brückenschläge zur
Germanistik.
Gisela Naegle (Gießen / Paris)

Christophe Rivière, Une principauté d’Empire face au Royaume. Le duché
de Lorraine sous le règne de Charles II (1390–1431), Turnhout: Brepols, 2018,
576 p.; ISBN 978-2-503-58232-0; 106 €.
This fascinating and inspiring book focuses on borders in more than one sense:
geographically, between France and the Empire; and chronologically, by examining
the period of transition between a feudal dominion and a princely state. This change
was taking place in various parts of Western Europe, led by the kingdoms of England
and France, but it seems to have lagged noticeably in the Duchy of Lorraine. The reason
for this peculiar development forms one of the principal questions for this author.
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Christophe Rivière – who, sadly, passed away in 2015, leaving this book to be
completed by one of his doctoral examiners, Bertrand Schnerb and the editors at
Brepols – thus focuses on the development of institutions as hallmarks of the “genèse
de l’État moderne” and the model proposed by Jean-Philippe Genet1. This involved
not only the ducal government but also social and cultural institutions, the nobility and
the towns, and connections with neighbouring principalities. For this reason, it is an
intriguing and useful study for those who are interested in borderlands more generally
and the growing influence of princes over more than just their feudal territory: the point
is made frequently in this book that the Duke of Lorraine had authority in varying
degrees over lands that were not strictly part of the duchy, the espace lorrain, which
included not only the bishoprics of Metz, Toul and Verdun, as is to be expected, but
also northwards into Luxembourg and Trier, and westwards into Champagne.
The big question posed, therefore, is whether or not Lorraine was a princely state
at the end of the 14th century. Charles II had two suzerains: France and the Empire,
each with a different model of the state. Part of the problem of defining the limits
of the princely state is finding the limits of the prince’s entourage. This entourage is
therefore the first area of focus here, and it is tackled by means of a prosopographical
methodology. A key point that emerges early on is that – because the region was
divided between francophone and germanophone nobilities – social and cultural
(and institutional) differences emerged, which made state formation difficult, if not
impossible. Duke Charles II was faced with elites with very different social values:
one that looked to the prince for social status and advancement (leaning towards
the French system), and the other that was much more autonomous (in the Germanspeaking parts of the Duchy). Moreover, there was a shift in this pattern, which leads
the author to employ his second major methodological approach: to apply theories
of acculturation to the question of whether, or to what extent, the Duke of Lorraine
was moving ideologically further towards France in adopting its more centralised,
legalistic ideas about the construction of a state.
In order to answer these two overarching questions, Rivière looks at both the internal
and external forces that affected the Duke and his administration. Part I, therefore,
looks at the lands, the institutions and the identity of the Duchy from the inside and
concludes that the Duke’s power was almost entirely feudal in nature; he exercised few
powers that would mark him as a sovereign prince. But Part II examines the external
pressures that began to change all this, and strongly underlines the title of this book:
although he was very much a prince of the Empire, Charles II was increasingly drawn
into French politics through family alliances, through strategic positioning between
Burgundy and the Low Countries, and, in particular, through the challenge posed by
the ambitions of Louis, Duke of Orléans, who had aspirations of creating a kingdom
for himself in the Pays Entre les Deux; that is, between the Meuse and the Rhine. In
both senses, the Duke of Lorraine is compared with his two neighbours – the Duke of
Bar and the Elector Palatine – with the former moving swiftly towards the new model
of state formation, and the latter remaining more fixed in the traditional Germanic way
1
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Jean-Philippe Genet, La genèse de l’État moderne. Culture et société politique en Angleterre,
Paris: PUF, 2003.

of running a decentralised, nobility-dominated principality. I would have liked to see
more on the latter comparison, and more focus on the German principalities in general,
to help support this conclusion. In a similar manner, although the point is made that
the Duke’s wife and his mother were German princesses (Margaret of the Palatinate,
Sophie of Württemberg), almost nothing more is said about them, their networks or
their role in cultural transfer – this would make a useful follow-up project for a future
doctoral study, and it certainly fits within current research frontiers2.
The final part of this book (left unfinished in places) focuses on the end of the reign:
the transformation of the Duchy in 1431, which was driven not by internal divisions
or external threats but by the persistent dominance of dynasticism in the development
of European states. In other words, the fact that the Duke had only a daughter as
his heir meant that he took a more aggressive stance in assuring the loyalties of his
subjects and attempted to bring to submission the état nobiliaire that was the norm
in the neighbouring Germanic states. He also made more bold assertions about his
own sovereignty, taking his cue from the dukes of Burgundy and Bar and the King
of France. The Duchy developed more “modern” institutions, mostly as a result of
needing a larger and more efficient army: no longer fighting short local wars against
Bar or Luxembourg, the Duke now faced far more serious and protracted conflicts
against major princes such as the Duke of Orléans and the Duke of Burgundy. The
“military revolution” theories concerning state formation put forward about the 17th
century are nowhere seen more clearly in its early stages than in early 15th-century
Lorraine.3 The Duchy of Lorraine, now joined with the Duchy of Bar, was virtually
an independent state by 1431, with a greater institutional foundation (which in large
part explains why many academic studies of Lorraine begin only after this point: the
record keeping is suddenly much more extensive). However, this had the unintended
consequence of also making Lorraine attractive to conquest, with its alienated high
nobility, and led to the disastrous Battle of Bulgnéville in July 1431, only a few months
after the death of Duke Charles II. The new duke, René of Anjou, was captured by
the Duke of Burgundy and held for several years, and Lorraine’s independence was
very nearly lost.4
This is a handsome book, with many useful images and maps, a full bibliography and
a linked online space for archival documents hosted by the publisher. It fits nicely
into a series of recent works on this location and era, including Mathias Bouyer on
Bar (2014) and Jean-Marie Moeglin on relationships between France and the Empire
(2011).5 Rivière uses ample primary sources from all four departmental archives
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For a slightly later period, see Helen Watanabe-O’Kelly and Adam Morton (eds.), Queens consort,
cultural transfer and European politics, c. 1500–1800, Abingdon: Routledge, 2016.
Reconsidered recently: Jeremy Black, Was there a military revolution in Early Modern Europe? in:
History Today 58/7 (2008), p. 34-41.
This battle and its consequences are in fact the subject of the key work of this book’s editor: Bertrand
Schnerb, Bulgnéville (1431): L’État bourguignon prend pied en Lorraine, Paris: Economica, 1993.
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Paris: L’Harmattan, 2014; Jean-Marie Moeglin, L’Empire et le Royaume. Entre indifférence et fascination
(1214–1500), Villeneuve d’Ascq: Presses universitaires du Septentrion, 2011.
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in the Lorraine region and, in a departure from the approach of many French
historians, notes useful catalogues for neighbouring German states (though
there is little mention of the Lorraine collections still held in the State Archive
in Vienna).
The overall conclusion of the book is to focus on the word métissage as an
analogy for the Duchy of Lorraine at the start of the 15th century: a “mixing” of the
medieval and the early modern, the feudal domain and the princely state. Charles
II and his nobles still lived in a region dominated by chivalric political culture,
and many of his state institutions were still driven by personal connections
rather than by laws and regulations. The Duke’s court and administration were
still highly dominated by the nobility, which made it look archaic when viewed
from Paris or the other French principalities; but it made sense to a prince of
the Empire. As a final example, it is revealing to look at one of the Duke’s own
titles that he held as an imperial vassal, which is a fascinating illustration of
how imperial ties in the later Middle Ages were still personal, not institutional:
the Duke of Lorraine was known as the “Marquis of the Empire”, or simply
“Marchio”. As such, he was given authority over not just his primary fiefdom, the
Duchy, but over the entire space between the Meuse and the Rhine, as personal
representative of the emperor and imperial power, notably in having jurisdiction
over noble duels and wardship over illegitimate children of clerics. It does not
seem like much, and it is not a new title, but its reassertion by Charles II gave
him a symbolic superiority over some of his neighbours, such as the counts of
Zweibrücken or Saarwerden and the bishops of Toul or Verdun, who previously
saw themselves as his equals. This was a crucial step towards the consolidation
of the region into a princely state, although most of this process would need to
be completed by the Duke’s successor, René d’Anjou.
Jonathan Spangler (Manchester)

Eva Jullien, Die Handwerker und Zünfte der Stadt Luxemburg im
Spätmittelalter (Städteforschung, A/96), Köln/Weimar/Wien: Böhlau Verlag,
2017; 320 S.; ISBN 978-3-412-50623-0; 40 €.
Eva Jullien’s book, based on her doctoral thesis from 2014, is an excellent example
of modern research on late-medieval guilds and craftsmen and women. It employs
modern methodologies – in this case, network analysis and comparisons – to frame a
comprehensive local study of the middle classes and their organisations in a mediumsized European town. The location of the town of Luxemburg on the border between the
German and French cultural zones, with their distinct guild traditions, allows the author
to highlight some local specificities. For this reviewer, however, who has no special
ties with local Luxemburg history, it is the ordinariness of the town (i.e. its likeness to
numerous other towns in Western Europe) that makes this study especially worthwhile.
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