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The Formation of 

the Imperial Knighthood in Franconia: 
A Comparative European Perspective 

HILLA Y ZMORA 

A central element of state formation in the later Middle Ages was 
the integration of nobles into the structures of monarchical power. 
In the great monarchies of western Europe, this was a problem 
that shaped politics well into the seventeenth century. It generated 
a good deal of friction, but the trend was nonetheless towards 
increasing incorporation of the nobles into the nascent states. This 
was true not only of the 'classic' cases oflate medieval state forma-
tion, namely France, Castile, and England, but also of certain 
parts of the Holy Roman Empire. The ancient heartlands of the 
Empire, however, witnessed an altogether different, and indeed 
unique, outcome: the formation of the Imperial Knighthood 
(Reichsritterschaft). 

At the end of the fifteenth century, precisely when the integra-
tion of the French and Castilian nobilities reached a decisive 
stage, German nobles in Franconia, Swabia, and the Middle 
Rhine area embarked on a project that would lead to a constitu-
tional separation from the principalities in which their lands were 
located. They rejected the princes' claim to territorial jurisdiction 
over them, created their own territorial associations that cut across 
the principalities, and eventually placed themselves under the 
direct authority of the Empire. As they put it, they were 'subject 
only to the Empire and not to the princes' (immediate dem reich 
und nicht den fursten underworfen). 1 This accomplishment, as 
Volker Press remarked, was astounding. 2 

I am indebted to Henry Cohn and Tom Scott for their invaluable comments on earlier 
versions of this essay. 

1 Gerhard Pfeiffer, 'Stuclien zur Geschichte der frankischen Reichsritterschaft',Jahrbuch 
far .friinkische Landegi,rschung, 22 (1962), 173-280, at 201-2. 

2 Volker Press, "'Korporative" oder individuelle Landesherrschaft der Reichsritter?', 
in Erwin Riedenauer (ed.), Landeshoheit: Beitriige zur Entstehung, Ausfarmung und 1ypologie eines 
Veifassungselements des Roinisch-Deutschen Reiches (Munich, 1994), 93-112, at w3. 
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Recent research has clarified the circumstances that enabled 
the nobles to break away from the princely states.3 To put it in a 
nutshell, the Knighthood organization evolved in zones which 
were politically highly fragmented, characterized by the existence 
of a multiplicity of competing powers with intersecting rights and 
claims. The nobles had just enough interstitial space to develop 
and maintain their independence from each of the rival forces. 
Beyond these geopolitical conditions, but historically related to 
them, the nobles took advantage of a strong tradition of confrater-
nities and leagues that went back to the fourteenth century. And 
if one further emphasizes the conflicts between the confraternally 
organized nobles and the local princes, then the explanation for 
the creation of the Imperial Knighthood seems complete: oppor-
tunity, motive, and political weapon are joined together to make 
a cogent plot. 

The significance of none of these elements can be denied. In dif-
ferent degrees they were all present and mattered greatly. But 
arguably they are not in themselves sufficient to explain the choices 
made by the nobles. What accounts for the nobles' ability to break 
away collectively from the princely territorial framework still does 
not explain why they wanted to exploit the opportunity. For in 
fact, as far as the relationship between prince and nobles was con-
cerned, there were two tendencies set in motion by the process of 
state formation in these areas of the Empire. One was indeed con-
flict between nobles and princes, and it involved efforts by nobles 
to keep the princes at arm's length and retain a degree of inde-
pendence. The other tendency was towards increasing interde-
pendence between prince and nobles: the consolidation of the 
princely territories opened up unprecedented opportunities for 
those nobles who could make themselves useful. Nobles became 
the mainstay of the princes, supplying them with credit and filling 
the top positions both at the court and in the territorial adminis-
tration. The nobles who acquired vested interest in the princely 
states emerged as a politically influential and economically pros-

3 Klaus Rupprecht, Ritterscha.ftliche Herrscheftswahrung in Franken: Die Geschichte der von 
Guttenberg im Spiitmittelalter und zu Beginn der Friihen Neuzeit (Neustadt an der Aisch, 1994), esp. 
399-443; Cord Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhef zur Reu:hsritterscluefl: Strukturen des.friinkischen Nuderndels am 
Ubergang vom spiiten Mittelalter zur .friihen Neuzeit (Stuttgart, 1997); Horst Carl, 'Genossenschaft 
und Herrschaftsverdichtung: Zur politischen Kultur von Adelseinungen im Alten Reich', 
in Ronald G. Asch and Dagmar Freist (eds.), Staatsbildung als kultureller Prozess: Strukturwarukl 
und Legitimation von Herrscha.ft in der Friihen Neuzeit (Cologne, 2005), 405-27. 
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perous elite.4 Now these two tendencies, of distance and proximity, 
were reflected in the Franconian aristocratic leagues of the late 
Middle Ages: some of them had an anti-princely thrust, others 
were intended to support princely policies or to facilitate good rela-
tions with the princes.5 One tournament society, for example, stip-
ulated in 1481 that its functionaries could not hold any position in 
princely employ. Not surprisingly, Margrave Albrecht Achilles of 
Brandenburg (r. 1440-86) viewed this society as a menace to his 
interests.6 On the other hand, as late as 1517, an aristocratic league 
was established that recognized the elevated status of nobles 
holding high office in princely service by allowing them to display 
chains of a particularly high monetary value. 7 This league, then, 
rather than opposing princes and denigrating employment by 
them, clearly expressed the importance of princely service, 
notwithstanding that the position of an office-holder by definition 
entailed submission to the prince's jurisdiction. 8 

Furthermore, noble leagues, far from being invariably hostile to 
princes, never constituted an aristocratic mass movement either. 
Active participation was limited.9 Moreover, an analysis of the 
social profile of the active minority and of the leadership yields two 
truly remarkable findings: the politically engaged were predomi-
nantly members of elite families-the larger, wealthier, and influen-
tial lineages; and prominent among the leaders, drawn mostly from 
these families, were holders of high office in princely service. 10 

4 See Hillay Zmora, State and Nobili!J in Ear/y Modem Gennany: The Knight/y Feud in 
Franconia, 1440-1567 (Cambridge, 1997), 38-62, 641 ; id., 'The Princely State and the Noble 
Family: Conflict and Co-operation in the Margraviates Ansbach-Kulmbach in the 
Fifteenth and Sixteenth Century', Historical]oumal, 49 (2006), 1-21. 

5 Joachim Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel: Ein landschefllicher V erg lei eh 
(Stuttgart, 2003), 500. 

6 Rupprecht, Ritterscheflliche Herrschaftswahrung in Franken, 373-5; Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhef 
zur Reichsritterschef/, 144-6. 

7 Johann Christian Lilnig, Des Teutschen Reichs-Archiv partis specialis continuatio III, pt. 2 

(Leipzig, 1713), 4. 
8 Carl August Hugo Burkhardt (ed.), Das fan.ffl merkisch Buech des Chuifaersten Albrecht 

Achilles (Jena, 1857), 124-5: Margrave Albrecht to lieutenants and councillors in Ansbach, 
24 May 1472. Cf. Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Nuderadel, 477. 

9 Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhef zur Reichsritterschef/, 170, 171, 183, 187. For a later period see 
Marlene LeGates, 'The Knights and the State in Sixteenth-Century Germany' (Ph.D. 
thesis, Yale University, 1970), 36, 52, rn1; MarleneJahss LeGates, 'The Knights and the 
Problem of Political Organizing in Sixteenth-Century Germany', Central European History, 
7 (1974), 99-136, at 119. 

IO Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhef zur Reichsritterschafl, 171, 197; Zmora, State and Nobili!J, 133-4. 
Another dominant group ofleaders consisted of the Franconian counts and barons. The 
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Thus, the very people who led the Franconian nobles in constitu-
tionally breaking away from the princely state were the people who, 
as has been indicated, profited most from a close association with 
it. Or, to put it in terms of the two tendencies mentioned above, 
the people who embodied the tendency towards proximity to the 
princes also represented the other aristocratic tendency, namely, to 
seek distance and independence from the princes. This phenome-
non is as puzzling as it is salient. Indeed, it also stands in sharp con-
trast to contemporaneous developments in the monarchies of 
western Europe. In France and Castile, and elsewhere, close coop-
eration of nobles with the state, and investment in it, in return for 
preferential treatment and access to its resources, acted as mecha-
nisms that allowed interests and consensus to crystallize around it, 
and facilitated the integration of the nobility. 11 There was no short-
age of conflicts, of course. And aristocratic leagues were a common 
political tool also in late medieval France and Castile. Yet the 
outcome was so very different from that in Franconia (and Swabia). 
This calls for a comparison between Franconia on the one hand, 
and France and Castile on the other. Such a comparison may 
reveal features of the relations between nobles and rulers that would 
help explain the political behaviour of nobles in Germany. 

I 

The first noteworthy difference to emerge from such a compari-
son is that, whereas in France and Castile aristocratic leagues 
often took up arms against the monarch, in the Knighthood areas 
of Germany such collective clashes with the ruling princes were 
nearly unknown. In the second half of the fifteenth century, the 
crucial period in the development of a nobiliary collective identity, 
only one such confrontation took place, and in neighbouring 
same phenomenon has been observed for Swabia: Horst Carl, 'Der lange Weg zur 
Reichsritterschaft-Adelige Einungspolitik am Neckar und Schwarzwald vom 14. bis zum 
16. Jahrhundert', in Horst Carl and Sanke Lorenz (eds.), Gelungene Anpassung? Adelige 
Antworten aef gesellschqfiliche Wandlungsvorgiinge vom ,4. bis zum ,6. ]ahrhundert (Ostfildern, 2004), 
27-66, at 38-9. In a letter to those who were to be lieutenants during his forthcoming 
absence, Margrave Kasimir of Brandenburg used the terms 'ambient' and 'riterschafft' as 
near synonyms: Staatsarchiv Niirnberg (henceforth cited as StAN), Fstm.Ansb., Ansbacher 
Landtagsakten, no. 5, fo. 39 (1515). 

11 See Hillay Zmora, Monarclry, Ariswcrary and the State in Europe ,300--rBoo (London, 2001), 
passim. 
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Bavaria (in 1488) rather than Franconia or Swabia. 12 This cannot 
be explained by fear or weakness. Individual nobles did not shy 
away from declaring personal feuds on their princes. As the 
prince-bishop of Bamberg pointed out in responding to grievances 
presented by the nobles in 1503, the nobles who were associated 
with the bishopric waged feuds against it more than anyone else. 13 

Collectively, however, the nobles never launched an onslaught on 
a prince. At first blush this appears to suggest that German 
provincial aristocratic groupings were significantly more docile, 
and potentially easier to domesticate, than the French and 
Castilian nobilities. 

A closer look at the leagues and uprisings of Castilian and 
French nobles in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries reveals a 
pattern of thought and action that points to a different conclusion. 
First, nobles in both Castile and France concerned themselves 
strongly with issues of the public interest and presented themselves 
as defending it against fiscal and administrative oppression. 
Castilian nobles, from 1420, were complaining persistently about 
bad royal government. Their frequent condemnations of fiscal 
exactions by crown agents were a manifestation of their desire for 
public approval of their actions. 14 Their opposition to debase-
ments of currency and demands for monetary reform were shared 
also by the procuradores of the Cortes. 15 These were indeed general 
public issues, but given the structure of the relationship between 
king and nobles, they affected the private interests of nobles in a 
particularly immediate and volatile manner. An illustration of 
how criticism of royal policy could be driven by-indeed serve as 
a vehicle for--private aristocratic interests is the complaint nobles 
delivered to KingJohn II (r. 1419-54) in 1440: 

And among the other things which he [Alvaro de Luna] did in order to 
become all-powerful in your kingdoms and dispose of them according 
to his own will, was to ensure that all the maravedies of the revenues of 
your realms should be in his power and at his will and command, and 

12 Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel, 520-34. 
13 Staatsarchiv Bamberg (henceforth cited as StAB), B 28, no. 1, fo. 15v (the grievances 

and the bishop's responses are reproduced in Rupprecht, Ritterschefiliche Herrscheftswahrung 
in Franken, app. 3). 

14 Isabel Beceiro Pita, 'Doleances et ligues de la noblesse clans la Castille de la fin du 
moyen age (1420-1464)', in Adeline Rucquoi (ed.), Genese mediivale de l'Espagne moderne: du 
refas a la rivolte: les resistances (Nice, 1991), ro7-26, at 124. 

15 Angus MacKay, Monry, Prices and Politics in Fifteenth-Century Castile (London, 1981), 89. 
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he personally appointed the treasurers and tax collectors. He also took 
over control of your mints and had coins made which were much infe-
rior to the assay which Your Highness ordered with the agreement of 
those of your council. And this was done by false pretences and was 
carried out because the officials of these mints were all the constable's 
men and appointed by him. And with this same tyrannical aim, he 
appointed contadores mayores ... so that he could the more easily cover 
up what he wished to take. 16 

Don Alvaro de Luna (c.1398/r400-53), however stupendous 
and dramatic his career, was not an exceptional case. He person-
ified a pattern: the main butt of the nobles' criticism was the evil 
influence of whoever happened to be the king's favourite at the 
time. 17 For nothing was more galling to nobles than a king under 
the partisan spell of a favourite or faction. Each noble then felt 
threatened by the ability of such an alter rex to direct the monarch 
and divert the stream of royal payments (mercedes) towards 
himself and his followers. 18 Hence there was hardly any situation 
more likely to destabilize the political arena. The civil war in 
Castile was to no small degree the offshoot of the overweening 
predominance of the royal favourite Juan Pacheco, marquis of 
Villena (1419-74). These struggles against favourites betray the 
heavy dependence of the nobility on the crown for military and 
administrative positions. 19 Indeed, as Isabel Beceiro Pita has 
observed, those who played an important role in the leagues 
tended to have their lands in an area where large estates were dif-
ficult to come by, a situation which increased the local nobles' 
dependence on rents deriving from the crown. 20 This dependence 
accounts also for the nobles' concern with monetary stability. The 
emoluments they drew from the crown constituted so large a 
portion of their income that sound coinage was vital to their eco-
nomic well-being. The aristocratic leagues, the litany of griev-
ances, the armed conflicts-these were all expressions of the 
desire of nobles to take part in the crown's increasing hold, 
through taxation, over the wealth of Castilian society. Not sur-
prisingly, the critical political aim of the nobles throughout this 

16 Ibid. 91-2. 17 Beceiro Pita, 'Doleances et ligues de la noblesse', 112. 
18 Alvaro de Luna's income in 1453 amounted to nearly 12% of the crown's ordinary 

receipts in that year: J. M. Calderon Ortega, Alvaro de Luna: rique;:.a y poder en la Castilla de/ 
siglo XV (Madrid, 1998), 251-4; Nicholas Round, 77ze Greatest Man Uncrowned: A Stuqy qf the 
Fall qf Don Alvaro de Luna (London, 1986), 52 n. 29.· 

19 Beceiro Pita, 'Doleances et ligues de la noblesse', u9. 20 Ibid. uo. 
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period was to see a royal council whose personal complexion 
ensured that their interests would be respected. 21 

The evolution of the relationship between nobles and monar-
chy in France was similar. Both in the fourteenth and in the fif-
teenth century French nobles presented themselves as struggling 
in the public interest against oppressive fiscal and administrative 
policies. But the passage of time had introduced an important 
change in both the social character and the spirit of noble oppo-
sition to the crown. Whereas in the mid fourteenth century the 
idea of exercising control over the monarchy was shared by a 
large number of middling nobles, in the fifteenth century it 
became the preserve of the magnates. The aims and motives of 
opposition changed, too. As Philippe Contamine pointed out, the 
aspiration to reform the exercise of monarchical power was 
replaced by the desire to draw the maximum profit from it. 22 

Essential for the realization of this end was a place in the royal 
council, which indeed became a preponderant ambition of the 
magnates. Their opposition and occasional rebellions were not 
normally against the authority of the king as such. Rather they 
were over a share in this authority and in the boons that it was 
likely to yield. Nobles further down the aristocratic hierarchy fol-
lowed suit. What now mattered to them was the presence in the 
royal council of the magnate who was their patron. This ensured 
that royal largesse would trickle down to them. By the end of the 
fifteenth century the nobility did not simply proclaim their role 
as a protector of the public good; they also argued that this role 
logically entailed a duty on the part of the king to maintain their 
persons and property. They expected the king to provide them 
with military and governmental positions, with wages, grants, and 
subventions.23 The counterpart of this new view of the nobles of 
their place in the polity was that the old claims of independence 
had by the late fifteenth century vanished. 

This self-understanding, and the demands that flowed from it, 
reflected two main strands of the political culture of French 
nobles: on the one hand, a conviction that they had a share in 

21 Ibid. II3-14, 125. 
22 Philippe Contamine, 'De la puissance aux privileges: doleances de la noblesse 

frarn;aise envers la monarchie aux XIVe et XVe siecles', in id. (ed.), LaNobksse au m'!)'en oge, 
Xle-XVe siecks: essais a la mimoire de Robert Boutruche (Paris, 1976), 235-57, at 253-6. 

23 Id., La Nobksse au r'!)'aume de France de Philippe 1£ Bel a Louis XII· essai de ~nthese (Paris, 
1997), 322-3. 
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sovereignty; on the other hand, a conception of the king as a mil-
itary leader and natural head of the nobility.24 It has been argued 
that one reason why the aristocratic leagues and rebellions did not 
have any long-term constitutional impact was that the monarchi-
cal centralizing tendencies were more deeply rooted in the men-
tality of nobles than the tradition of noble power. 25 But at least 
as important, and probably a factor in moulding that mentality, 
was the fact that these centralizing tendencies greatly benefited 
the nobles. Few of them failed to realize that to cooperate in the 
royal 'project' of state formation served their vital interests a great 
deal more effectively than to fight against it. Hence the magnates, 
who monopolized opposition to the crown in the fifteenth century, 
did not actually promote a truly political programme. They did 
not seek to defeat the monarchy or change its constitutional 
nature; they primarily sought to improve their relative individual 
position.26 As King Louis XI (r. 1461-83) said in 1465, the main 
reason why some great nobles rose in rebellion against him 'was 
because they wanted to have most excessive pensions and benefits 
from the king, much bigger ones than they had in the time of 
... his father'. 27 Paradoxically, noble rebellions in France and 
Castile in the fifteenth century were an outcome and reflection of 
the nobility's increasing integration into the monarchical state and 
their dependence on the crown. 

II 

If these observations on the political behaviour of French and 
Castilian nobles are anything to go by, then the near absence of 
revolts by German nobles suggests the weakness of their integration 
into the princely states. And indeed, the numerous leagues set up 
by nobles in Franconia appear to bear this out. For unlike the 
leagues of French and Castilian nobles, not only did they not 

24 Donna Bohanan, Crown and Nobiliry in Ear[y Modem France (Basingstoke, 2001), 27-8; 
Jean-Marie Constant, lil Noblesseftanfaise aux XV!e et XV!le siecles (Paris, 1985), 24-0. 

25 Constant, La Noblesse ftanfaise, 260. 
26 Ibid. 258; Peter S. Lewis, Later Medieval France: The Poliry (London, 1968), 237. 
27 Quoted in Lewis, LJJler Medieval France, 227. Jean Juvenal des Ursins advised King 

Charles VII to the effect that 'when you cease to pay the said pensions, the lords will be 
more contented than they are at present; for it's all these jealousies that produce covert 
hatreds, and each one thinks that he deserves to have more than another'. M. G. A. Vale, 
Charles VII (Berkeley, 1974-), 226. 
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engage in rebellion, their chief concerns were also quite different. 
They did not focus as much on financial and monetary issues, nor 
on misgovernment of those around the ruler, nor did they generally 
tend to invoke the public interest as an ordering and legitimizing 
principle. Instead, the most persistent theme well into the sixteenth 
century was the administration of justice and, more fundamentally, 
the jurisdictional authority of the princes. The leagues of the fif-
teenth century in Franconia, which centred on the Wiirzburg ter-
ritory, nearly all insisted on some arrangement whereby disputes 
between nobles and princes would be heard not by princely officials 
but by a board of arbitration in which the nobles would have rep-
resentatives. 28 In other words, the nobles intermittently challenged 
the princes' claim to jurisdictional supremacy. State formation in 
Franconia thus did not lead to a better integration of the nobles. In 
fact, it aggravated the problem. For as the fifteenth century pro-
gressed and state formation gathered momentum, so did the 
power, influence, and self-esteem of the nobility. 

As historians have pointed out, the absence of one dominant 
territory in the core zones of the Empire crucially contributed to 
this development. The presence of several, often rival princes pro-
vided the nobles with the room for manoeuvre which allowed 
them to shape their own lordships and maintain a degree of 
autonomy.29 But this geopolitical circumstance did not affect 
noble self-understanding and influence only negatively. Nobles' 
feudal ties to multiple princes, for instance, not only made it 
legally difficult for the princes to 'cage' them; such multiple ties 
must have positively instilled an awareness in the nobles that they 
were more than mere local players; their stage was the land of 
Franconia at large, not this or that territory. They were 
Franconian nobles, not exclusively Wurzburg nobles or Bamberg 
nobles or margravial nobles-even if the princes sometimes made 
a point of designating them as such.30 This geopolitical identity 

28 Ulrichs, Vom Le/mluif zur Reichsritterschefi, passim; Constance Proksch, 'Die Ausein-
andersetzung um den Austrag des Rechts zwischen Fiirsten und Ritterschaft in Franken 
vom Ende des 14. bis in die Mitte des 16.Jahrhunderts', in Dieter Rode! andJoachim 
Schneider (eds.), Strukturen der Gesellschefi im Mittelalter: lnterdiszipliniire Mediiwistik in Wtirzburg 
(Wiesbaden, 1996), 168-95. 

29 Carl, 'Genossenschaft und Herrschaftsverdichtung', 407, 4rn-11; Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhqf 
zur Reichsritterschefi, 197-8. 

30 e.g. the bishop of Wiirzburg addressing Heinz Fuchs as 'unnser landtseB'. Staats-
archiv Wiirzburg, Standbiicher, no. 717, fos. 605"-606'. See also Rupprecht, Ritterschefiliche 
Herrschefiswahrung in Franken, 135. 
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was actively boosted by the ongoing contest between the 
Franconian princes. For one thing, the competing claims made 
on vassals by the rival princes placed nobles in a cleft stick and 
led some of them to seek an outlet in neutrality, that is, a form of 
independence from overriding loyalty to one of the rival princes. 31 

For another, as Klaus Rupprecht has contended, the instruments 
employed by the margraves of Ansbach-Kulmbach in their bid to 
prevail over the prince-bishops ofWiirzburg and Bamberg played 
a major role in shaping and bolstering the self-image of the nobles 
as pan-Franconian and free lords.32 

Seeking to buttress their influence in the region and to under-
mine their rivals' position, the margraves played the ideological 
card. In an attempt to make the nobles identify with the mar-
gravial house, they projected themselves as patrons and promoters 
of the Franconian nobility. To this end they employed the means 
that were at the disposal of a princely dynasty but not available to 
the ecclesiastical princes of Wiirzburg and Bamberg. They used 
flattering concepts and ideas, stressing a common aristocratic 
legacy and outlook that bound them and the nobles together. 33 A 
case in point is the margravial Order of the Swan, used by 
Margrave Albrecht to attract nobles into his political orbit. 
Whereas in 1443, three years after the foundation of the Order, 
the swan was understood as symbolizing the purity of the heart, 
in the statutes laid down for the Order in 1484 it was construed as 
a symbol of freedom and was called also 'Frank'. 34 'Free 
Franconians' (freie Franken) became a catchphrase which the 
margraves used time and again in order to win over the nobility 
and underline what set them apart from other, less obliging 

31 Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Jviederadel, 483, 500; Joachim Schneider, 
'Legitime Selbstbehauptung oder Verbrechen: Sozialc und politische Konflikte in der spat-
mittelalterlichen Chronistik am Beispiel der Nurnberger Strafjustiz und des Suddeutschcn 
Furstenkriegs von 1458-1463', in Hagen Keller, Christel Meier, and Thomas Scharff(eds.), 
Schrifllichkeit und Lebenspraxis im Mittelalter: Eifassen, Bewahren, Veriindern (Munich, 1999), 219-
41, at 231-6; Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhef zur Reichsritterschrgi, 197-8. 

32 Klaus Rupprecht, 'Vom Landfriedensbtindnis zur Adelseinung: Genossenschaftliche 
Organisationsformen im spatmittelalterlichen Franken', injohannes Merz and Robert 
Schuh (eds.), Franken im Mittelalter. Francia orientalis, Franconia, Land zu Franken: Raum und 
Geschichte (Munich, 2004), 101-19; Rupprecht, Ritterschrgiliche Herrschrgiswahrung in Franken, 
139-42. 

33 Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel, 480, 501; Rupprecht, Ritterschrgiliclze 
Herrscheftswahrung in Franken, 139-40. 

34 Tanja Storn-Jaschkowitz, Gesellschrgisvertrtige adliger Schwureinungen im Sptitmittelalter: 
Edition und Typologie (Berlin, 2007), 1231 . 
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princes. Even as late as 1508, that is, after the nobles had begun 
to organize themselves in a pan-Franconian opposition to the res-
olutions of the imperial diet of 1495 and to the princes as their 
executors, it still suited Margrave Frederick II (r. 1486-1515) to 
support a nobleman against the bishop of Bamberg, and to 
argue that he considered the nobles as 'knights and esquires 
and free Franconians'. He added that he did not believe that 
Franconian counts, barons, and knights would designate them-
selves 'Landsassen'. 35 

Of course the margraves intended to promote noble freedom 
from other princes, not primarily from themselves. 36 The nobles, 
however, failed to see the distinction, and it was this resonant 
phrase of 'free Franconians' that they took to using to legitimize 
their claim for an independent position in Franconia. The aristo-
cratic collective identity that the margraves sought to promote 
among the nobility in their own interest turned out to be a suc-
cessful initiative in ways they did not predict.37 In 1494, the move-
ment of the Knights made itself felt for the first time among nobles 
closely associated with the margraves. While the names of the 
members of the planned union are unknown, those who appear to 
have played a leading part were predominantly margravial office-
holders. 38 Their position notwithstanding, one of the clauses of 
their prospective league enjoined that 'on behalf of no prince or 
lord should any nobleman do damage to life and limb and prop-
erty of another'. 39 It was this clause in particular that vexed 
Margrave Frederick. His objections, the language in which they 
were couched, and the measures he subsequently took to ensure 
the allegiance of nobles, leave no doubt as to the tension that now 
existed between prince and nobility.40 The organized Knighthood 
had become a force to be reckoned with. Indeed, five years later, 

35 Rupprecht, Ritterschafl/iche Herrschaflswahrung in Franken, 139. 
36 Felix Priebatsch (ed.), Die politische Correspondenz des Kw:fiirsten Albrecht Achilles, 3 vols. 

(Leipzig, 1894-8), i. 384, 463; Schneider, Spatmitt.e/a/terlicher deutscher Niederadel, 477-8. 
37 Rupprecht, 'Vom Landfriedensbiindnis zur Adelseinung', 114-16. 
38 Of the nine envoys sent on 15 Mar. 1495 to alleviate Margrave Frederick's concerns, 

five held top positions in the margravial administration: StAB, Neuverzeichnete Akten, 
no. 7m43, unnumbered doc. Cf. Rupprecht, Ritt.erschqft/iche Herrscheftswahrung in Franken, 
385 n. !019. 

39 Constantin Hofler, 'Betrachtungen iiber das deutsche Stadtewesen im XV. und XVI. 
Jahrhunderte', Archiv far Kunde iist.erreichischer Geschichts-Qyellen, 11 ( 1853), 177-229, at 186 (no. 
14). 

40 Ibid. 187-8. Rupprecht, Ritterschqftliche Herrscheftswahrung in Franken, 384-6; Ulrichs, 
Vom Le/mhef zur Reichsritterschqft, 171-2. 
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when a military conflict with Nuremberg seemed imminent, it was 
with an assembly of the Knights that the margrave treated in 
order to secure their military aid. 41 

A related aspect of this policy was the margraves' consistent 
effort to take into service many nobles from all over Franconia. 
Around 1450, for instance, Margrave Albrecht signed an agree-
ment with some nobles to the effect that he 'should protect and 
safeguard them as [his] servitors ... And if anyone undertook to 
infringe on their ancient freedoms and praiseworthy tradition', he 
would help them resist such an attempt. 42 This policy ran counter 
to the consistent demand of the bishops of Würzburg and 
Bamberg that each prince should only deal with 'his' nobles.43 

The bishop of Bamberg upbraided his nobles in 1503 that they 
converted allodial property located in the diocese into fiefs to be 
held from other princes; that they placed their Bamberg fiefs 
under the protection and safeguard of other princes; that they 
made their castles 'open houses' for other princes; and that they 
sought, by means of service contracts with other princes, to evade 
Bamberg authority andjurisdiction.44 He had bitter experiences 
to draw on: in 1486 one of the nobles made his castle an 'open 
house' for the margraves, although it lay well within Bamberg ter-
ritory and was held in fee from the bishop. This set off a chain 
reaction of disputes and feuds that eventually enabled the mar-
grave to take over the castle and transform it into a margravial 
district governorship (Amt).45 

The fact that the Franconian princes, and the margraves in 
particular, used nobles as their long arm in their conflicts could 
not but bring home to the nobles the degree to which the princes 
depended on them to maintain their position in the regional 
balance of power. As one noble, who acted as Margrave 
Frederick's cat's paw in the prelude to a war with Nuremberg, 
put it to the prince in 1499, 'Your Princely Grace cannot maintain 
his princely estate without the nobility. '46 This dependence had 

41 StAB, Neuverzeichnete Akten, no. 70142, docs. 1, 4, 7. 
42 StAN, Fstm.Ansb., Herrschaftliche Bucher, 5, fos. 17•·-v. 
43 Rupprecht, Ritterscluifiliche Herrscluiftswahrung in Franken, 141, 143; Schneider, 

Spatmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel, 4 77. 
44 StAB, B 28, no. 1, fos. 15", 16r-v. For Wiirzburg see Ulrichs, Vom Lehnhqf zur 

Reichsritterscluif/, 50-1. 45 Zmora, State and Nobili!Y, 95. 
46 V erhandlungen zwischen der Stadt Niimberg und der fiiinkischen Ritterschefl we gen Chri.stojJh von 

Giech und Contz Schott (Nuremberg, 1500). I have used the copy Bibliothek des Germanischen 
Nationalmuseums, Inc. 1872. 
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also a domestic-and perhaps more insidious-side: the enor-
mous amount of capital required by the princes to finance state 
formation and its attendant conflicts was in large part supplied by 
noble creditors. In the diocese of Wiirzburg around 1450, most of 
the episcopal towns and castles were pledged to nobles in return 
for large sums of money which they extended to the prince.47 The 
same situation developed in the margraviates in the late fifteenth 
and early sixteenth centuries. Nobles who held high office in the 
margravial court and territorial administration owned between 
them a substantial share of the princely debt, and stood surety for 
another large portion of it.48 By 1515, the financial reliance on the 
nobility had become so desperate that Margrave Frederick asked 
his Master of the Household to secure the consent of the noble 
creditors to a deferment of the interest payments due to them. He 
complained that he had always been 'favourably disposed towards 
the nobles'; 'why would they not bear with us'.49 Princely state 
formation thus acted to empower the nobles. It not only created 
an elite of successful and prosperous nobles who held the top posi-
tions in the principalities; it also gave them a common political 
leverage with regard to the prince. 50 

III 

In this way, central-political, financial, and military-aspects of 
princely state formation in Franconia conspired to engender a 
powerful noble group conscious of its vital role in and between 
the principalities, and of its collective identity. A defining and very 
revealing moment in this evolution occurred in the late 1470s and 
early 1480s. The nobles took to organizing large-scale tourna-
ments of the 'Four Lands', that is, Franconia, Swabia, Rhineland, 

47 Lorenz Fries, Chronik der Bischiffe von Wiirzburg 742-1495, iv: Von Sigmund von Saclzsen bis 
Rudolf II. von Scherenberg (1440-1495), ed. Ulrike Grosch, Christoph Bauer, Harald Tausch, 
and Thomas Heiler (Wtirzburg, 2002), wo-1. 

48 Figures are given in Zmora, 'The Princely State and the Noble Family', 8; Zmora, 
State and .Nobiliry, 50-2. 

49 Reinhard Seyboth, Die Markgrqfliimer Ansbach und Kulmbach unter der Regierung Markgref 
Friedrichs des A'tteren (1486-1515) (Giittingen, 1985), 423. 

50 On the use by nobles of their financial power against the margraves see Uwe Millier, 
Die stiindische Vertretung in den.ftiinkischen Markgrqfliimern in der ersten Hii!fte des 16. Jahrhunderts 
(Neustadt an der Aisch, 1984), 224, 240-1, 243-4; Monika Schaupp, Die Landstiinde in den zo/-
lerischen Fiirsten/iimem Ansbach und Kulmbach im 16. Jal1rhundert (Munich, 2004), 81-2. 
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and Bavaria.51 These tournaments were, among other things, a 
vehicle for validating and exhibiting the social position of the 
nobility, and they occasioned efforts to define it more rigorously. 
The statutes laid down for the events specified exacting social cri-
teria for admission. 52 What is particularly remarkable about this 
formalization of noble status is not so much that it took place. 
This happened across western Europe in the fourteenth and fif-
teenth centuries. Rather, what is remarkable is that it was the self-
conscious undertaking of the nobles themselves, who acted by 
means of their various confraternal associations and tournament 
societies quite independently of the princes. 53 This was not lost 
on the princes. Margrave Albrecht, whom the nobles invited to 
the first tournament 'only as a Franconian',54 considered aspects 
of the tournament activity as dangerous to his position and tried 
to bring it under control.55 And it was possibly no mere coinci-
dence that several months after the first of these great tourna-
ments had taken place in Wiirzburg, Bishop Rudolf (r. 1466-95) 
suggested to the margrave that the three Franconian princes 
should make an alliance and thus become the 'lord(s) of the lords' 
(der hem herr).56 As the wording implies, the princes saw them-
selves confronted by a group of nobles who understood themselves 
as lords in their own right, and who were busy forging a social 
and political identity that did not have its ultimate source in the 
princes. Unlike the case of France or Castile or England, where 
various marks of noble status, such as exemption from taxation, 
hunting rights, titles, and certain privileges, were heavily predi-

51 Andreas Ranft, Adelsgesellschqften: Gruppenbildung und Genossenschqfi im spiitmittelalterlichen 
Reich (Sigmaringen, 1994); id., 'Turniere der Vier Lande: Genossenschaftlicher Hof und 
Selbstbehauptung des niederen Adels', :{,eitschrifl fiir die Geschichte des Oberrheins, 142 ( 1994), 
83-102; Werner Paravicini, Die ritterlich-hiifische Kultur des Mittelalters (Munich, 1994), 93-101. 

52 Heide Stamm (ed.), Das Tumierbuch des Ludwig von Eyb (cgm 96r): Edition und Untersuchung 
mit einem Anhang: Die Tumierchronik des ]iirg Rugen (Textabdruck) (Stuttgart, 1986); Ludwig 
Albert Freiherr von Gumppenberg (ed.), 'Nachrichten iiber die Turniere zu Wiirzburg 
und Bamberg in denJahren 1479 und 1486', Archiv des Historischen Vereins.fiir Unte,jranken und 
Aschriffenburg, 19/2 (1867), 164-210. 

53 Rupprecht, Ritterschqfiliche Herrschqftswahrung in Franken, 371-3. Cf. Horst Carl, Der 
Schwiibische Bund, r488-r53p Landfrieden und Genossenschqfi im Obergang vom Spiitmittelalter ;:.ur 
Reformation (Leinfelden-Echterdingen, 2000), 106. 

54 Stamm (ed.), Das Tumierbuch des Ludwig von Eyb, 212; Heinrich Grad!, 'Die Bamberger 
Turnierordnung von 1478', Bericht des Historischen Vereins Bamberg, 45 (1883), 87-97, at 89. 

55 Rupprecht, Ritterschqfiliche Herrschqftswahrung in Franken, 374-6; Schneider, 
Spatmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel, 501-2. 

56 StAN, Fstm.Ansb., AA-Akten, no. 768, Fasz. 11., doc. 41. Cf. Priebatsch (ed.), Die 
po!itische Correspondenz des Kurforsten Albrecht Achilles, ii. 532. 
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cated on royal legislation, the distinguishing criteria which the 
Franconian nobles elaborated as conditions for entrance into the 
circle of the jousting companions were fundamentally self-con-
tained: noble ancestry, noble marriage, and, indeed, the record 
of participation in past tournaments. The princes, though their 
attendance was sought after and their special status respectfully 
recognized, had little say in these matters. The tournaments not 
only expressed the idea of common aristocratic values and a 
shared heritage that transcended the hierarchical chasms between 
princes, titled nobles, and untitled nobles. They were also a live 
demonstration that the princes were not the legal fountain-head 
of noble status. 

This noble identity was fraught with problems, which must 
have impinged with particular poignancy on the nobles who led 
this movement in all its permutations. As has already been said, 
these nobles occupied top positions in the princely states. They 
did see themselves as vassals and servitors of the princes, but by no 
means as their subjects. On the other hand, their elevated status 
was closely bound up with their position in the princely state and 
their relation with this or that prince. And precisely this elevated 
status must have made them prey to status inconsistency. Their 
self-perception was progressively less compatible with their formal 
status; it was even less compatible with how the princes attempted 
to define them.57 Yet there was little they could expect the princes 
to do to address the problem. Politically, the princes were not pre-
pared to give ground on such major elements of authority as juris-
diction; legally, as the tournaments demonstrated, noble status 
was not within their remit. Only the emperor had the power to do 
something about this predicament. Indeed, precisely in the polit-
ically formative decades after 1470, with the new dynamics ema-
nating from the Empire, the Franconian nobles were given 
examples of this fact. Some of their fellows were raised by the 
emperor to a higher and formal status in recompense for their 
services. 58 

Now, despite the benefits that close ties to it could confer, until 
the sixteenth century the Empire did not present for the nobles an 
attractively viable political alternative to their relationship with the 

57 Cf. Sven Rabeler, Nzederadlige Lebenifonnen im spiiten Mittelalt,er: Wi/wolt von Schaumberg 
(um 1450--1510) und Ludwig von Eyb dJ. (1450--1521) (Wiirzburg, 2006), 270, 334-5. 

58 Rupprecht, Ritterschefiliche Herrschefiswahrung in Franken, 333-4. 
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princes. In fact, the landmark imperial diet of Worms in 1495 
exacerbated their sense of status insecurity in that it planned to 
levy the Common Penny tax on them, curtailed their right to 
feuding, and seemed to enhance the power of the princes. The 
nobles felt squeezed between the latter and the emperor, and they 
reacted with angry rejection. As one eminent noble, writing an 
exemplary biography of another with a view to educating the 
young in the values and ideals of the nobility, put it in 1495: 'it was 
weighed and resolved [during the imperial diet in Worms], espe-
cially by the Franconians, that they would not let themselves be 
put on a level with the French [nobility], who once were also 
free.' 59 But whilst the rage and sense of humiliation were real 
enough, there existed, underneath the surface of immediate 
events, a substratum of emotional and cultural attachments to the 
Empire that gained in strength in the second half of the fifteenth 
century. This was manifest already in the tournaments of the 'Four 
Lands', which were historically and ideologically understood as a 
revival of an imperial tradition and as part of the nobles' long-
standing service for emperor and Empire.60 This self-conception 
was amplified, and acquired urgent political relevance, following 
the imperial taxation scheme of 1495: the nobles argued against it 
in terms of past sacrifices for the Empire. They had paid their debt 
to the Empire in blood, they said, and should not be made to pay 
in money.61 Over the next two decades this became their stock 
contention. 62 But this actually implied that in the early sixteenth 
century the nobles found themselves in a constitutional limbo: 
while their argument was not acceptable to the emperor, it already 
signalled their distance from the princes. Yet their opposition to 
the designs of the princes was not of the same kind as their oppo-
sition to the demands of the emperor, appearances notwithstand-
ing. As in the case of France and Castile, the dispute of the nobles 
with the monarch was not fundamental. It was over a balance 

59 Adalbert von Keller (ed.), Die Geschichten und Taten Wilwolts von Schaumburg (Stuttgart, 
1859), 156. For the work see Hartmut Boockmann, 'Ritterliche Abenteuer--adlige 
Erzieh ung', in id., Fiirsten, Biirger, Edelleute: Lebensbilder aus dem spiiten Mittelalter (Munich, 
1994), 105-27, at 107-9; Rabeler, Niederadlige Lebensformen im spiiten Mittelalter. 

60 Schneider, Spiitmittelalterlicher deutscher Niederadel, 453-5; Rupprecht, Ritterschefiliche 
Herrscluiftswahrung in Franken, 370-1. 

61 Deutsche Reichstagsakten: J'vfittlere Reihe, v: Reichstag von Worms 1495, ed. Heinz Angermeier 
(Giittingen, 1981), 1241-51. 

62 Christian Meyer (ed.), 'Die Familienchronik des Ritters Michel von Ehenheim', 
Hohen<:ollerische Forschungen, 5 (1897), 369-419, at 415-16. 
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between rights and obligations within a political framework whose 
legitimacy they had never questioned and to which they were now 
actually giving increasing prominence. Paradoxically, the nobles' 
objections to the imperial enactments were, as it were, drawing 
them towards the emperor, pointing the way to a possible resolu-
tion by clarifying the options. And indeed, in the same way that it 
was the Empire which brought the problem of the Knighthood to 
a head, it was the Empire which defused it. 

The fiscal-military needs of Emperor Charles V (r. 1519-56) led 
him in 1528 to ask the Franconian nobles to summon an assembly 
to discuss a request for military service. 63 The nobles saw the 
opportunity, and seized it. In 1532 they agreed to contribute in 
taxes to the war effort against the Ottomans, taking care to dignify 
as subsidium charitativum what was for all intents and purposes a 
Tiirkensteuer. In return they demanded imperial protection from 
the princes, and recognition of their free status. 64 Ten years later 
the nobles consented to pay what they so strenuously refused in 
1495: the Common Penny, revivified to help finance King 
Ferdinand I's (r. 1526-64) war in Hungary. Unlike 1495, however, 
the Knights were now approached directly by the king, not 
through the princes. Ferdinand also decreed that whoever did not 
pay his assessment through the Knighthood could not belong to 
it and would be regarded as a princely subject (Landsass). The 
Knighthood ceased to be a voluntary body. 65 On 24 August 1542 
Ferdinand confirmed the Franconian Knighthood in their posi-
tion as 'those who are subordinate to a Roman Emperor and 
King without any intermediary', and promised them protection 
and safeguard. 66 With this new legal status the Knights departed 
from the territorial entities forged by the princes. As Ernst 
Schubert put it, this was the last independent 'Herrschaftsbildung' 
on German soil. 67 

63 Joseph Aschbach (ed.), Wertheimisches Urkundenbuch, pt. 2 of his Geschichte der Grqfen von 
Wertheim von den iiltesten ,?,eiten bis zu ihrem Erliischen im Mannsstomme im ]ahre 1556 (Frankfurt 
am Main, 1843), 335-8. 

64 Ernst Schubert, Die Landstiinde des Hochstifts Wurzburg (Wurzburg, 1967), 127-8. 
65 Volker Press, Kaiser Karl V., Konig Ferdinand und die Entstehung der Reichsritterschqfi (2nd 

edn. Wiesbaden, 1980), 40-51. 
66 Liinig, Des Teutschen Reichs-Archiv partis specialis continuatio Ill, pt. 2, 3rn-n. 
67 Ernst Schubert, Fiirstliche Herrschqfi und Territorium im spiiten Mittelalter (Munich, 1996), 

13. 
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IV 

This outcome, it has been suggested above, was unique. The com-
parisons made with the western monarchies bear this out and 
provide a few clues. Where state formation was at its most 
advanced, in France and Castile, the nobles struggled for a place 
in the state, not against it. This was not simply a result of the 
success of the process, but rather an integral part and an essential 
condition of it. In the core zones of the Empire, on the other 
hand, where state formation was weak, noble opposition was 
indeed directed against some fundamental principles of the state. 
One key factor of this difference appears to be the ruler's ability 
to exercise meaningful influence on noble status. In France and 
Castile the king was the source of most of the privileges that even-
tually proved constitutive of noble status. In Franconia the princes 
had much less sway over the criteria for inclusion in, and exclu-
sion from, the nobility. This degraded two capabilities which were 
crucially significant for rulers in relation to the integration of 
nobles into state structures: the ability to make the nobles firmly 
dependent and that of making them feel secure. In fact, as has 
been indicated, the consolidation of princely territories, and the 
train of conflicts in its wake, led to a remarkable dependence of 
the Franconian princes on the nobles, rather than the other way 
around. Tellingly, their degree of financial reliance was appre-
ciably higher not only than that of the French or Castilian king on 
his nobles, but also than that of neighbouring German princes, 
such as the dukes of Saxony and Bavaria, whose debts were struc-
tured very differently.68 Nor were the Franconian princes able to 
address the status issues that emerged among the nobles in part as 
a result of the pre-eminent position they came to occupy in the 
princely territories. The great tournaments of the 'Four Lands' 
attest both to the deep concern with status and social exclusivity 
among the Franconian nobles, and to the relatively weak influ-
ence that the princes could exert in this respect. They were unable 
to put their nobles at ease. 

68 Uwe Schirmer, 'Die Institutionalisierung ftirstlicher Schulden in Sachsen im 15. und 
16.Jahrhundert', in Gerhard Lingelbach (ed.), Staatsfinan::;en, Staatsverschuldung, Staatsbankrotte 
in der europiiischen Staaten- und &chtsgeschichte (Cologne, 2000), 277-92, at 284-go; Helmut 
Rank!, Staatshaushalt, Stiinde und 'Gemeiner Nut::;en' in Bayern 1500-1516 (Munich, 1976), 64-5. 
See also Carl, 'Der lange Weg zur Reichsritterschaft', 62-3. 
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The latter problem came to the fore with great force in 1495. 
The Common Penny programme aggravated the status anxiety 
of the nobles. It provoked a veritable crisis in the relations 
between nobles on the one hand and princes and emperor on the 
other. The princes could do nothing to resolve it. The emperor, 
for his part, initially made it even worse. In 1500 Maximilian 
branded some Knights' assemblies as an 'alliance against us' and 
a 'crimen conspiracionis and rebellionis'. 69 The Knights were 
enraged that such allegations could be made against them, who 
like their 'forefathers ... had always been loyal to the emperors 
and kings and to the Empire'. 70 The constitutional bargain that 
gradually took shape under Charles V and Ferdinand I is instruc-
tive of what was at stake for the Knights. The essence of the volte-
face whereby they agreed to pay taxes they had previously 
declined shows that money was not the problem. The core issue 
was status. Whereas under the terms of 1495 the demand for tax-
ation seemed a radical derogation of their status, 71 some thirty 
years later it became the polar opposite: a formalization and 
securing of their noble and free status. Indeed, paradoxically and 
in complete contrast to France or Castile, in Franconia the 
payment of taxes by nobles to the emperor was now the hallmark 
of their standing. 

The Knights' achievement was remarkable, not only because 
no other social group was able to evade the grasp of the princely 
territory, but also because the nobles had to go out of their way to 
collaborate in a long-term political project that required determi-
nation, deliberation, patience, and collective self-discipline. Instru-
mental in the Knights' success was the confraternal experience, 
with its emphasis on communion and egalitarian organization. Yet 
historians should nevertheless be chary of celebrating it. Here, too, 
a comparison with western nobilities is instructive. The rhetoric 
of public good used by French and Castilian nobles was to no 
small degree propaganda designed to cloak selfish interests; but it 
did invoke examination and led outwards. And together with polit-
ical action, it created a close nexus \\ri.th the commonwealth. 
Nobles in France in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries did 

69 Seyboth, Die Markgrefiiimer Ansbach und Kulmbach, 248. 
70 Verhandlungen zwischen der Stadt Niimberg und der .friinkischen Ritterschefi. 
71 See their grievances, quoted by Proksch, 'Die Auseinandersetzung um den Austrag 

des Rechts', 186 n. 60. 
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consider themselves duty-bound to oppose the king if he misgov-
erned. 72 In the Netherlands, William of Orange spoke in his 
Apologia of the nobility as a bulwark against arbitrary rule. 73 It is to 
this political tradition and self-conception that Montesquieu gave 
famous expression with the aphorism that 'No monarch, no nobil-
ity; no nobility, no monarch; rather, one has a despot.' 74 The 
Imperial Knights in Franconia, on the other hand, pursued an 
unmitigated aristocratic enterprise, with little regard to anyone or 
anything else. The nobles' knack for consensus was for a consensus 
of the like-minded; it was not a manifestation of the political and 
institutional sophistication that is required to create common 
ground between strongly diverging interests. The formal associa-
tion with the Empire was slow in changing this disposition. It 
actually rested on and enhanced the confratemal spirit and a 
Standesbewuj]tsein that was decidedly particularistic. 

72 Arlette J ouanna, Le Devoir de revolte: la noblesse .franfaise et La gestation de L'etat moderne, 
155g-1661 (Paris, 1989). 

73 Harm Wansink (ed.), The Apologie of Prince William of Orange against the Proclamation of the 
King of Spaine (Leiden, 1969), 53. 

74 C. de Secondat, baron de Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws, ed. and trans. A. M. 
Cohler, B. C. Miller, and H. M. Stone (Cambridge, 1989), 18. 




