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Absolutism and Constitutionalism:

James VI and the Duty of a King

I. INTRODUCTION

King James VI and I (1566 - 1625), who wore the Scottish Crown
from 1567 and succeeded the English throne to enact the union of
crowns in 1603, has been renowned for his profound learning and
active authorship. Among his literary production, The Trew Law
of Free Monarchies (1598; hereafter TL) and Basilikon Doron
(1599; hereafter BD)! have been studied as the royal manifestation
of political thought.? Despite the dense scholarly interest on the
two writings, an attempt to analyze them in the context of either
English history or Scottish history has been unsatisfactory.

The approach from the English history contains two
problems. First, the quotes from TL and BD have been
fragmentarily used when they discuss English political scenes.
Since both works had been written before James was coronated in
England, such method is anachronistic. Moreover, upon
excerpting one should be more aware of the entirety and context
of the texts. Second, as a partial consequence of the first, TL and
BD are read uncritically as if they epitomized James’s “absolutist™
tendency to cause conflict against common lawyers and
parliamentarians after 1603 in England. To some extent, the surge
of revisionism in English history has occluded a portrait of James
as an unreasonably oppressive king who led a high road to the
English Civil War.* Still, there are sustained claims of “absolutist”
elements in the studies on the understanding of common law of
James I, the king of England.’

Unlike their English counterpart, Scottish historians are
deeply aware of the Scottish context of TL and BD.® However, the
shortage of theoretical contemplation has resulted in the alike
recognition of James’s “absolutism”. In the field of Scottish
history, James VI’s actual rule has been positively reappraised.
Particularly since the rise of British history and of alertness to
consider Scotland and Ireland as entities independent from
England, Scottish historians have successfully demonstrated that

James VI had been a confident and shrewd king who could realize

Lee Dongsun

the “absolutist” centralization of his land before the Anglo-
Scottish union in 1603.” The political thought of James VI has
been discussed in tandem with the reassessment. Yet, whether he
really had an “absolutist” perspective is another question. Thus,
James VI’s political idea should be reconsidered from a theoretical
perspective.

Therefore, the task of this paper is to focus on James’s two
Scottish political works with a proper theoretical scheme. This
approach yields a conclusion that the political thought of the
monarch was rooted in the medievalistic moral duty of a king®
rather than a modern “absolutist” right to govern and legislate.

In order to frame the discussion on TL and BD, three terms,

29

“absolutism,” “constitutionalism,” and “divine right of kings,”
should first be analyzed. On the first term, the lively debates have
been produced in the process of ejecting the Marxist
historiography, which equated the “arbitrary” and “absolute”
rule.” As a result, both in practice and theory, the actual intensity
of “absolutism” has been mitigated. On the theoretical front, J.
Sommerville presented a muted definition of “absolutism” in
which a king was not permitted to conflict with “divine positive,
or natural law”.!® This definition is so broad and muted that it is
difficult to distinguish “absolutism” from “constitutionalism”,
since no one in the early modern age attempted to usurp divine
positive law or natural law. G. Burgess defined the term in another
way, that an absolute monarch must be “conceived of as unlimited
by positive or human law, and fully superior to it”.!" Specifically
in the English context, an “absolutist” would be someone who
believed that royal proclamations alone had the force of common
or statute law and thus, asserted the wide discretion of the king.'
This definition is better suited for the theoretical discussion of
early modern thought, since it appropriately highlights the
possession of independent legislative right as the demarcating
point. Thus the definition of “constitutionalism” is convincingly

derived to be the belief that “the king could not alter the rules and
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law in the sphere of absolute authority”.!> With consideration to
the Scottish context in which James VI was located, Burgess’s
particular analysis on common law will not be referenced.
Instead, it will be examined whether James perceived the Scottish
crown as having supreme legislative power regardless of the
subjects’ assent or dissent. This paper proposes that James VI’s
idea adhered to the virtually ingrained institutional procedure and
to the obligation means something more than personal
accountability.

Finally, the conception of the “divine right of kings” needs
clarification in order to avoid the frequent confusion with
“absolutism”.'* As J. Daly and Burgess observed, the consequence
of the “divine” character of a king is rather duty than right to
command.'* Moreover, Burgess further explained that the “divine
right” theory was designed to rebut Presbyterian and Catholic
resistance theories, and it was a completely different issue from
the full credit of kings to exercise sovereignty.'® Taking those
issues into consideration, James’s perception of the “divine”
character of his throne in relation to royal duty and right is studied

as demonstrated in what follows.!”

II. LAW OF GOD AND LAW OF NATURE

James VI began both writings with the discussion of the obligation
of a king as a Christian. James imposed a heavy duty on being a
king chosen by God, and the guarantee by Scripture would have
been taken seriously in the sixteenth century.'® Since the general
duty of a king under law of God was indisputable, we should
consider the question how the duty of subjects was treated in
relation to their king. The “divine” origin of a king, by itself, did
not necessarily support the positive discretional right of a king
upon his subjects, and closer study of James’s argument is
required."”

James made an intricate use of 1 Samuel 8:9-20 to extrapolate
subjects’ obedience.”® Drawing a case of obedience from 1
Samuel 8 was not a commonplace tactic. More familiar theory of
obedience could have been constructed upon Romans 13 and
Mark 22, which allegedly profess passive obedience to secular
authority.?! James mentioned these two sections of the New
Testament as well,?? but put considerably less weight on them.

From 1 Samuel 8, James drew two reasons of debasing
popular resistance. First, because it was “your selues haue chosen
him vnto you, thereby renouncing for euer all priuiledges, by your
willing consent out of your hands”; secondly, for the king was
ordained by God and only God can unmake the king.” The king
was irresistible not only because he was ordained by God, but
also because people made the irreversible choice to have a king

through God. Here James associated the people and the king

directly with God respectively, as the king was not directly chosen
by his people but by God. This precludes direct accountability of
the king to his subjects even when the people’s will is included in
the election of kings, which is a strong refutation against the idea
of elective kingship or popular origin of monarchy.

The denial of direct contract between a king and people at
the point of his enthronement stood against resistance theory. As
carlier studies suggested, James’s argument was designed against
the idea of “the second covenant” between a king and people,
which was employed in anonymous Vindiciae contra Tyrannos.**
Like James, the author of Vindiciae cited the story of Saul, but
emphasized the king as the one “ordained by God and established
by the people”,® validating the assembly of Israelite elders at
Mispah as the confirmation of the king by the people.”® While
James did not directly engage in the ritual at Mispah, he accepted
that “a king at his coronation, or at the entry to his kingdome,
willingly promiseth to this people, to discharge honorably and
trewly the office giuen him by God ouer them”.>” The promise, or
contract, however, was not authorized by the people and the
confirmation of subjects was not an indispensable procedure to
establish a dutiful king. The contract could not be ‘so sicker
[secure], according to their allegeance”,” because the human
inaptness would result in impartiality of becoming “both iudge
and partie in his owne particular”.?’ Therefore, the contract was
better and sufficiently secured by God. James concluded that
neither the king nor the whole body of the people could be freed
from the contract solely based on human presumption, because
the break of the contract was only able to be judged by God.*

Besides Vindiciae, there was another opponent of James in
the closer vicinity: his rigid childhood tutor and a renowned
humanist, George Buchanan (1506-1582). Given the apparent
antagonism towards Buchanan,’' the emphasis on the Old
Testament as the law was to oppose Buchanan’s secularized and
particularized theory. In De Jure Regni apud Scotos (1579),
Buchanan denied Pauline passive obedience because the Scripture
was not applicable to the contemporary politics.*> On this point,
James stated that “since the erection of this Kingdome and
Monarchie of lewes, and the law thereof may, and ought to bee a
paterne to all Christian and well founded Monarchies”, and
proposed the universality of the law of God among Christian
monarchies.*® In addition, James clearly presented a vision of the
universal ground of Christianity laid under the tradition of each
diverse kingdom.** Thus, regardless of particular domestic
situation, the law of the Old Testament regarding kingship had
universal applicability. By utilizing Samuel instead of Romans,
James doubly consolidated his position against Buchanan.

James was also remarkably muted in the exegesis of Samuel
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in another aspect. As J. Burns sparingly mentioned, James had not
built on the “anointed” character of kingship with reference to 1
Samuel 10, which illustrated the moment of Saul’s anointing.
That part had very often been cited to show “divine” authority of
kings by royalists.?® On the other hand, in addition to the fact that
James did not build his case upon the familiar idea of Pauline
passive obedience, neither he did count on the well-known
concept of the anointed king. These two points are puzzling if he
did intend to claim his supreme right as the one distinguished by
the divine selection.

James’s argument in the law of God was entirely devoted to
the duty of the king in an ordinary circumstance, and the duty of
subjects in an extraordinary moment. In the latter, the biblical
reference was to renounce the idea of elective kingship and
resistance against the king, not to affirm any positive right of the
king. A tyrant did not have the right to command obedience: God
alone did. Additionally, although not very explicit, an ordinary
prince in theory did not have the right to command obedience
since only the divine authority elected a king, as J. Allen asserted.’’

Still, it seems unfair to command people to bear a tyrant
when God’s punishment was unpredictable and not prompt. This
would be the reason why TL gives an impression of
authoritarianism rather than of piety and duty. Theoretically, it is
true that his idea did not guarantee subjects’ welfare within an
earthly institution. Despite the distinction between a tyrant and a
good king in BD,*® the threshold of a tyrant is not clear. Thus the
remark, “God is doubtles the only Iudge”,* does not seem a
secure repellent of tyrant. Practically, however, James discounted
the possibility of a king turning into a tyrant, confidently trusting
the king’s good nature in general. According to James, “a king
can neuer be so monstrously vicious, but hee will generally
fauour iustice, and maintaine some order”.* Furthermore,
although James did not mention the anointing of Saul, he did say
that “Saul was chosen by God for his virtue, and meet qualities to
gouerne his people”.*! Hence, with all his explanation on the
extreme tyranny, James, as himself being a king, was very positive
that such situation was almost unthinkably rare. For James, a king
was generally so virtuous as to be an example for the people,*
and his virtue stood out in contrast to the less virtuous populace.
In the second part of BD, James clearly affirmed the “naturall
sicknesse™ and “corruption”* of the Three Estates in Scotland.
Thus, it was a part of a king’s duty to usher his subjects into the
virtuous life by taking various measures.*

James fortified the image of the gracious king who guided
his people with the idea of “law of nature”. For James, the “law of
nature” meant a king being a father and a head of his subjects.*

His perception of the law of nature was nothing of Thomists and

Catholic resistance theorists.*” Contrary to the law of God, which
separated a king and subjects, the law of nature bridges them. As
a father loved his children, and as a head cared for the body, it was
the duty of a king to consider his people’s welfare.*® Also for
subjects, it was as “vnnaturall” to rebel against a king as a child
against a father or the limbs against a head, because such rebellion
would cause serious disorder, which would initially jeopardize
the people’s lives as well as that of a king.*’

The paternal authority may have provided the right to
command obedience, but as well as the explanation of the law of
God, it was entirely about the “duetie” a king owed to his people.
Moreover, patriarchy was not explicitly supported by the authority
of God. James stated that “the agreement of the law of nature in
this our ground with the Lawes and constitutions of God”,* but
further explanation on the relationship of those two laws is not
present. James solely focused on providing analogy of the
reciprocal relationship between a king and his subjects, without
any dependence on the authority of God. Again, James’s
perspective was different from that of some renowned royalists,
who did link divine authority and paternal authority of a king to
justify certain right to rule.!

The analogy of a head and the body might justify a king’s
discretion of punishing subjects. James said that “the head will be
forced to garre cut off some rotten member,” in order “to keepe
the rest of the body in integritie”™? because “if it be troubled, all
the members are partakers of that paine”.® Still, there is no
additional elaboration on why and when the cutting of the body
was acceptable, and more importantly, how could such exercise
of power became an obligation of a king. James could have
reinforced this position if he had explicitly referred to the duty to
keep the subjects’ welfare under the law of God. Yet this strategy
entailed the danger of falling into the justification of divine right
to command, and James did not subscribe to it. His short argument
in the law of nature was more anecdotal than theoretical.

If James did not intend to strengthen any substantial right, or
any logical theory of a king, then, the aim of those two analogies
was twofold: one was, obviously, to reject popular resistance as
already shown. The other objective, although less obvious, was to
present the image of a king as a considerate father and a caring
head.>* It seems that James counted on a “natural and good
inclination” of a king when he commented that “[t]he head cares
for the body, so doeth the King for his people”™ and “as the
Fathers chiefe ioy ought to be in procuring his childrens welfare,
... so ought a good Prince thinke of his people”.*® Under the law
of nature, it was simply “natural” for a king to be generous
towards his people and “unnatural” for his people to betray the

generosity.
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The transferal of possible defect to the side of the populace,
and emphasis of the general benevolence of a king, altogether
resonated with the aforementioned contrast of the virtuous king
and the corruptive subjects. Despite its logical weakness, the
analogy was effective rhetoric to enhance King James’s confidence
regarding the respectable quality of a king. Ergo, instead of
building a strong case by linking the origin of being a father or a
head to the authority of God, James merely expounded the good

intentions of a king.

II1. FUNDAMENTAL LAW OF SCOTS

James VI proceeded to the explanation of “the fundamental
Lawes of our owne Kingdome” after the part of the law of God.
His tone is more vehement than in the other sections. The
expressions such as “ouer-lord™’ or “the King is aboue the law™®
may easily be understood as containing an ‘“absolutist”
connotation. With closer examination, however, it will be deduced
that James did not assert “absolute” royal prerogative beyond the
constitutional restraint of Scotland. With religious and historical
legacy, there was little discretion allowed for a king. Contrary to
the predominant perception, James did not agree on the royal
prerogative based on conquest theory. In due course, it will be
demonstrated how the aforementioned “non-absolutist” idea of
kingship still stood in conflict with George Buchanan’s proposal
of a limited monarchy.

According to James, the coronation oath made by “our owne
Kings™ was “the clearest, ciuill, and fundamental Law, whereby
the Kings office is properly defined.”® It seems that a king could
freely declare a new coronation oath with wide discretion, but is
not free from some constraints. The oath was to obligate three
concepts detailed in “the Princes duetie™!; “first to maintaine the
Religion presently professed within their countrie”,®> “next to
maintaine all the lowable [desirable] and good Lawes made by
their predecessours,”® and “lastly, to maintaine the whole
countrey, and euery state therein, in all their ancient Priuiledges
and Liberties”.®* Hence, in reality, he was circumscribed by the
religious and historical duty existing from before he declared the
oath.

Still, the actual content of the fundamental law was not made
clear in either TL or BD. There is no further explanation
concerning whether “all the lowable and good Lawes made by
their predecessours” or “ancient Priuiledges and Liberties”
include the right of the subjects. The ambiguity has made scholars
draw the definition that James declared in 1607.% In the 1607
English Parliament, James identified that “the fundamental law is
ius Regis and nothing more”.*® From the perspective of James VI

and I in 1607, ius Regis, was only a catalogue of the laws

governing the untroubled succession to the throne; it allegedly
conflicted with the Estates’ idea of jus being “fundamentally
related to the whole frame of government for kingdom”.¢” This
remark, which was most likely produced in a different place and
political background,®® has been too easily fused to James’s
thought in 1598. Given the third duty at the oath, “to maintain the
whole countrey”, it could be assumed that what James had
intended in TL was closer to the Estates’ later claims.

In addition to the definition itself, the spared elaboration on
the fundamental law of Scots has revealed a further disagreement
on their relationship with the law of God. Kobayashi argued that
James never linked the “divine right of kings” in the law of God
and the secular absolutist right in the fundamental law of Scots.*
Kobayashi was right to note that conventional accounts on TL
uncritically linked the “divine origins” of kings and the secular
“absolute power” of kings. In such accounts, the combined
assertion of “divine power” of kings caused the Civil War.”
Kobayashi’s treatment of James as an advocator of secular
“absolutism,” which will be examined in the next section, is not
the only aspect that is questionable. The complete separation of
the law of God and the fundamental law of Scots is debatable.
Unlike when James explained the law of nature, he clearly
mentioned God more than one time. Within the duty defined by
the coronation oath, the king was “countable to that great God,”
and promises “to discharge honorably and trewly the office giuen
him by God ouer them”.”" The coronation oath was not a contract
between a king and his people but a declaration to God, although
it was the king’s duty to preserve the welfare of his people, who
were ordained by God.” Even if it had been a contract, God was
the only one able to judge the break.”

Therefore, James used the idea of the king’s duty under the
inspection of God in the fundamental law of Scots. The law of
God and the fundamental law of Scots were linked so long as the
law of God was properly understood as something that defines the
duty of the king under the authority of God. James would not
have exempted the “Christian Monarche”” Scotland from the law
of God, which was a strategy more likely to be taken by Buchanan
in order to insist the particular and secular tradition of popular
election in Scotland.” Contrary to Buchanan, James located
Scotland, or kingdoms “rising among Gentiles”,” in the historical
stream beginning from the “Kingdome and Monarchie among the
Iewes”.” Although the details of the fundamental law of Scots
were not clarified, the law and the Scottish king’s duty were
discernibly located in the religious and historical context.

Having explained a king’s duty, James moved on to
“describing the allegeance, that the lieges owe to their natiue

King, out of the fundamentall and ciuill Lawe”.” Instead of
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clarifying the allegiance of subjects subsequently, James narrated
his version of the foundation myth of the Scottish monarchy.
According to James, the first Scottish king, Fergus entered
Scotland from Ireland, and became the first of the “makers of the
Lawes” and lords “of the whole lands”.” The Fergusian myth had
already been employed by Buchanan to demonstrate popular
origins of the Scottish monarchy and a certain kind of “natural
law” existing before the monarchy was established.® James
denounced such “seditious writers™®! and presented his version of
“authentick™? history.

James’s story of Fergus has often been misunderstood as
justification of royal prerogative based on “conquest theory”.** Tt
is true that James described the king as a feudal lord, by whom
“the land distributed (which at first was whole theirs) states
erected and decerned, and formes of gouernement deuised and
established”.®* It should though be noted that James did not go so
far as to deny the Scottish tradition of “free people” who had
never been conquered for two thousand years. He argued that the
people had never been conquered: the people “willingly fell to
him™#¢ instead. James clearly contrasted Scotland with England,
which was conquered by “the Bastard of Normandie” in a manner
that was “by force and with a mighty army”.%” James stated that
there were examples of “the kingdome being reft by conquest
from one to another, as in our neighbour countrey in England,
(which was neuer in ours)”.%

For James, the definition of “conquest” was different from
something that might have been readily supposed thus far. For
those who readily employ the term, “conquest” would mean
something along the lines of the “establishment of a new
governmental institution by a newcomer, presumably with force
and without public consent.” However, the idea of “conquest” in
James’s mind would have been slightly different. The concept of
“conquest” can be conjectured from his explanation on the
Norman Conquest. In addition to the military invasion, James

elaborated the conquest as follows:

Where he gaue the Law, and took one, changed the Lawes,
inuerted the order of gouernment, set downe the strangers
his followers in many of the old possessours rooms, as at this
day well appeareth a great part of the Gentlemen in England,
being come of the Norman blood, and their old Lawes,
which to this day they are ruled by, are written in his

language, and not in theirs.*

It can be drawn from this passage that “conquest” occured only
when there was already a decent civil society run by the old laws.

Scotland, on the other hand, was ‘scantly inhabited, but by very

few, and they as barbarous and scant of ciuilitie, as number”.”
Hence, it could be inferred that, for James, the Fergusian myth
was a process of “civilization” rather than a “conquest”, because
there was no civil society when Fergus arrived. It might have
been attractive to construct strong royal prerogative upon the idea
of “conquest,” but James perceived Scotland as a country that
was “inhabited by civilised people,” not one that was “conquered
by foreign military”.

It might be suggested that the logical consequences of
conquest and civilization would be almost identical, because each
justified “the King aboue the law”.®' The distinct nature of
conquest and civilization, however, meant that there was a
difference to the connotation of “the King aboue the law”. Had it
been a conquest, nothing more than coercive military power
would have been necessary to subjugate people under the new
law. Civilization, on the other hand, is more about the cultural and
moral superiority of the king than power. There was no need for
forceful change and so the intention was to demonstrate a good
example to settlers in order to start over a civilised way of living.
Therefore, a civilizing king “will frame all his actions to be
according to the Law™? because it was necessary for “good
example-giuing to his subjects”.”

Consequently, what James meant by “the King is aboue the
law” was not that a king can ignore the law of his realm through
the use of violence, but instead the king was the best exemplar of
the law in his country, so exemplary that no human could punish
him. Portraying the king as a moral paragon meant that he was the
most distinguished in terms of virtue in his country. In this sence,
he was above the Scottish law. Nevertheless, he was still under
the law of God, because no king could be morally superior to the
legendary kings of Jews. James evidently recognized the authority
of God in the fundamental law of Scots that “a king that gouernes
not by his lawe, can neither be countable to God for his
administration, nor haue a happy and established reigne”.**
Moreover, “the health of the common-wealth be his chiefe lawe™”
was similar to the same point stressed in the law of God.”

Therefore, James’s version of the Scottish national myth
should not be labelled as conquest theory. If a label were to be
given, civilization would be more appropriate. As described in
James’s explanation of Fergus, the character of the king was the
superiority in virtue rather than physical power. The emphasis,
therefore, was rather on moral duty, which was bound by the law
of God, to be an example of subjects. With this in mind, two
specific infamous “absolutist” ideas should be revised to consider
whether they asserted any substantial right over subjects, or
emancipated the king from historical constitution. One is the idea

of a feudal lord, and the other is the insignificant constitutional
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position of the Scottish Parliament.
As already mentioned, the first king Fergus and the kings
thereafter become “ouer-lord” of the whole land.”” The notoriously

“absolutist” part is as follows:

the King might haue a better colour for his pleasure, without
further reason, to take the land from his lieges, as ouer-lord
of the whole, and doe with as pleaseth him, since all that
they hold is of him.*

Yet, the notoriety is entirely due to partial citations. The condition
of taking the land from his lieges was “if wrong might bee
admitted in play”,” not when the king personally would like to do
so. Moreover, the meaning of king’s pleasure is also
misunderstood. According to the prince’s duty in the fundamental
law defined earlier, the king should procure the welfare of his
people “as a louing Father, and careful watchman, caring for them
more then for himselfe”.!” Thus, the king should not, and would
not be pleased by jeopardizing his people unreasonably or
unlawfully. James’s reference to “ouer-lord” was about the one
who initiated the jurisdictional regime. Since the laws were the
“rules of vertuous and sociall living”,'*! it should be promulgated
and exercised by the most virtuous person, in this case, the king.
Therefore, James did not insist on any “right” of the king to
exploit his subjects but a “dutiful” obligation to lay down lawful
administration from the idea of feudal lord.

The next concern is whether the king alone was entitled to
make the law without the consent of parliament. Along with the
conventional English historians, the recent Scottish historians
also perceived that James VI undermined the Scottish
Parliament.'” Nonetheless, this interpretation was due to the
inappropriate reading of James’s work, chiefly due to certain
biases. James did not disenfranchise the parliament at all, although
he sought his own firm place to sit on.

There is a phrase often employed to indicate James’s
disregard of the parliament: “yet it lies in the power of no
Parliament, to make any kinde of Lawe or Statute, without his
Scepter be to it, for giuing it the force of a Law”.! This quote
emphasizes that the parliament could not legislate without the
king, not that the king could legislate without the parliament.
James did write “the king make daily statutes and ordinances,
[...] without any aduice or Parliament or estates”.!'** Yet, it was
only regarding “daily” business in contrast to “rogation”, which
was made “with their aduice”.!® Finally, the most noteworthy
remark made in this text is as follows: “the same lawes [...] made
by himselfe, or his predecessours, and so the power flows always

from him selfe”.!% Again, even though James confided the king’s

power, he did not state that the king did not need the parliament to
make laws.

Despite the constant conviction based on those phrases,
James never precluded a constitutional channel of legislation,
albeit he asserted his distinguished position. The argument that
James compounded dominium and imperium to claim Princeps
legibus solutus and Rex in regno suo est imperator of civil law

dictums,'"’

lacks textual ground. More substantially, there are
evidences that show James’s plausible recognition of the
parliament. Even in TL, which has a more “absolutist” reputation
than BD, James’s opinion of the parliament was rather amicable:
“the head Court of the king and his vassals”.!®® The appraisal of
parliament became more fervent in the BD: “Parliaments haue
been ordained for making of Lawes”,'” “Parliament is the
honourablest and hightest iudgement in the land (as being the
Kings head Court)”.""" It is a skewed perspective not to take those
remarks of James into consideration and to instead claim that
James ignored the parliament.

Recognizing James’s positive opinion toward the parliament,
Wormald still contended that the following section was
“absolutist” and would have been particularly offensive to the
English Parliament:'"" “for few Lawes and well put in execution,
are best in a well ruled common-weale”,'"? in a way that
minimizing the necessity of holding parliament. But firstly, it
should be noted that the “few Lawes” in this phrase did not mean
that the laws are few in the land. James was well-aware that the
laws are necessarily inherited, and in this case, “few Lawes” only
indicates the few “new” laws. Thus, this phrase should not be
misunderstood as claiming the king’s arbitrary reign with few
laws in hand. Secondly, the reason why James advocated fewer
new laws was because too many laws may unreasonably afflict
subjects,!® not because the king’s precarious appetite. For James,
who was confident about a king’s fine nature, it was much better
for imperfect subjects to follow the virtuous example of a king
than to be ruled by strict laws. Therefore, it is true that James
trusted the positive turnout of the king’s personal reign. In other
words, he neither undermined the fundamental law nor the
parliament.

Meanwhile, the following passage could be interpreted to be

implying the discretionary power of a king.

And therefore generall lawes, made publickly in Parliament,
may vpon knowen respects to the King by his authoritie bee
mitigated, and suspended vpon causes onely knowen to
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Yet, this kind of discretion was to be exercised when “[the king]
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sees the lawe doubtsome or rigorous™'"® in which the law worked
in a negative manner to the subjects. There is no passage that
justifies the king’s right for himself. Moreover, it was a mitigation
of laws that had been already enacted on specific cases, not a
permanent nullification of a law or legislation of a new law
without the parliament. Considering the “absolutism” is a position
that asserts royal prerogative to legislate without the subjects’
consent, James’s idea does not fit into this category.

James spent only one paragraph explaining the duty of
subjects in the section on the fundamental law of Scots. He
professed that subjects should not rebel against the king in the
same way that they could not displace lords, magistrates, pastors,
provosts, or schoolmasters.''® Notably, any conceivable Saul-like
tyrannical circumstance is not discussed at all. Two reasons may
explain this omission. Firstly, James perceived that most
resistance theories were sufficiently refuted by the biblical
references, and so did not deal with them in secular theory.
Secondly, and more importantly, James did not find any precedent
that a Scottish king had turned into a tyrant.

Buchanan, on the other hand, had no difficulty in identifying
tyrants in the Scottish royal chronicle. Instead of surveying
detailed history, examples from De jure would be presented, for
the book sufficiently provides examples of tyrants. Buchanan
enumerated around twelve kings including James II1 (1451-1488)
as tyrants who met misfortune for their mal-administration.!'”
Unlike the contemporary Scottish anti-monarchmachs who
refuted Buchanan’s historical reasoning meticulously,'® James
boldly maintained his case simply with the form of Scottish
monarchy from Fergus, espoused by “the lineall succession of
crowns”.""” The undisturbed hereditary line of succession was a
proof that no Scottish king had been a tyrant who must had been
punished by God. The kings were virtuous enough not to be
dethroned by God, and there had been no need of popular election
to choose a virtuous man as a king.

The undisturbed line of the Scottish monarchy was one of
the “free Monarchies”, which is the very title of TL. The meaning
of “free” has been surprisingly undiscussed, even though it
reveals a crucial fundamental disagreement between James VI
and George Buchanan. “Free” does not mean free from history or
control as previous scholars loosely implied.'”” The king was
strictly demarcated by history as explained earlier. It was one of
the two most “vnpardonable” crimes to be “against your Parents
and Predecessors: ye know the command in Gods lawe, Honour
your Father and Mother”."*! Contrary to the prevailing perception
towards the “absolutist” James VI and I, the legacy of parents and
predecessors as law-givers constrained not only subjects,'” but

also the king. This was because the reverence of the legacy was

obliged by the supreme law of God, or the Ten Commandments.'?

There was unquestionable authority in the ancestors’ laws in
James’s mind. He said that, after the reign of a tyrant, not only
“the endlesse paine hee sustainth hereafter” but also “the fact
[that unpunished criminals escapes] will remaine as allowed by
the Law in diuers aages thereafter”.!** Consequently, the legacy of
the law cannot be eliminated even in the case of a tyrant, much
less in the case of ordinary ancestors. Therefore, James did not
attempt to erect a monarchy “free” from history.

For James, “Free Monarchies” were a form of government
that was “not of electiue kings, and much lesse of such sort of
gouernors, as the dukes of Venice are, whose Aritocratick and
limited gouernment, is nothing like to free Monarchies”.'> Here
James modified the meaning of “free” employed by Buchanan.
For Buchanan, “free kings” were legally unrestrained kings, who
were “free” from law and therefore are tyrants.'”® For James,
whilst the king may be “above” certain law of the secular realm,
he was in no way “free” from all law. “Free” monarchy was an
antonym of “limited” and “elective” monarchy in James’s mind.
The point of dissent becomes clear when the fact that Buchanan
rendered “the voice of the people and the law same”.'’ For
Buchanan, lawful kings and an elective monarchy were
inseparable, because the king should be fettered by law which
ultimately originated from people. For James, on the other hand,
lawful kings and elective monarchy were different things because
what guaranteed the former was the law given by God. James
would not agree that the origin of law was ill-natured people who
tended to disrupt the order of the nation. The divine authority was
a more stable and secure way to establish a lawful king.

With this reliance on the divine order in mind, James’s
definition of a tyrant and a good king become conceivable. A
tyrant was the one who “thinkteth his people ordained for him”,
whereas a good king was “[the] one acknowledgeth himselfe
ordained for his people, hauing receiued from God a burthen of
gouernment”.'?® A king would fail to govern well if he felt so
much confidence at his earthly popularity that he ignored the law
of God and eventually became “a prey to his passions and
inordinate appetite”.'” This point also demonstrates James’s
strong sense of duty as a king. Nonetheless, James did not clarify
why the election or limitation by the multitude could not prevent
misgovernment at all. On this point, Buchanan constantly argued
that kings are imperfect and were necessary to be limited by the
law, i.e. the voice of the people. Although De Jure lacks a strong
reason as to why citizens were that much trustworthy, it did
explain at the very least that an individual king could not get
experienced in everything to reign perfectly well.”*® Admitting

that he himself was not perfect,'3! James believed in the moral



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

supremacy of the king in his realm without providing sufficient
counterclaim against Buchanan. The private and parliamentary
consultation was necessary not to compensate for the king’s
imperfections but to show the virtue of the king to the subjects, as
argued in the previous section. The election and limitation of a
king by people were rejected on the unexamined premise that a
king is able to manage himself well. Despite the surprisingly
broad consensus of James and Buchanan on features of a desirable
king ordained for people, the student could not resolve the tutor’s
fundamental mistrust of kings.

James’s discussion of duty explicitly countered the Scottish
resistance theorists’ idea on the relationship between the king and
his duty. Buchanan and William Lauder (1520-1578) considered
that a king could violate his duty and at that moment, he was no
longer qualified as a king.'* James’s proposition of duty, on the
other hand, cannot be subsumed by the contemporary Scottish
anti-resistance thought. The Scottish anti-resistance theorists
refrained from mentioning duty at all.'*®* James envisaged
medievalistic royal duty predicated by the virtuous nature of the
monarch so that he could reject the encroachment upon the throne

while sharing the same term with his opponents.

IV. CONCLUSION
This study demonstrated that James VI did not propose a modern
idea which allows a king the independent legislative right. James
neither supported “absolutism” nor the “divine right of kings”
beyond the attempt to condemn resistance theory. James rather
revitalized the medieval notion of the moral duty of a king in
order to reject the resistance theorists. In addition, contrary to
what previous literature suggested, a conquest theory or disregard
of parliament was not an appropriate description of James’s
thought. James’s problem rather lied, firstly, in his undauntingly
positive belief in a king, and secondly, in his distrust of the

subjects’ nature without full-fledged reasoning.

' This paper quotes from J. Sommerville (ed.), Political Writings:

James VI and 1, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994). The
Trew Lawe in Free Monarchies, 62-84; Basilikon Doron, 1-62. Dr. M.
Kobayashi rightly pointed out the danger of quoting later copies of these
works and I consulted the footnotes of Political Writings which contained
references to the earliest imprints.

2 The exact intention of these two writings is yet to be confirmed.
Recent scholars emphasize the association with the succession of the
English crown. M. Innes, “Robert Persons, Popular Sovereignty, and the
Late Elizabethan Succession Debate,” Historical Journal 62 (2019): 57-
76; P. Kewes and S. Doran (eds.), Doubtful and Dangerous (Manchester,
2014). However, as discussed below, this paper considers that only a
substantial correspondence with the resistance theorists could be found.

3 In this paper, double quotation marks are provided unto the terms

” <

“absolutism,” “constitutionalism,” and the “divine right of kings” (and
their variants) as analytic terms. The definitions of these terms are
discussed below.

4 R. Houlbrooke, “James’s Reputation, 1625-2005”, in Ralph
Houlbrooke (ed.), James VI and I (Aldershot, 2006), 169-190. For
revisionism in general, see A. Hughes, The Causes of the English Civil
War, 2™ ed. (London, 1998) and Huntington Library Quarterly 78 (2015)
winter special issue “Rethinking Revisionism.”

5 J. Sommerville, “James I and the Divine Right of Kings: English
Politics and Constitutional Theory”, in L. Peck (ed.), The Mental World of
the Jacobean Court (Cambridge, 1991), 55-70; P. Christianson, “Royal
and Parliamentary Voices on the Ancient Constitution, c1604-1621”, in
Mental World, 71-95; B. Levack, “Law and Ideology: The Civil Law and
Theories of Absolutism in Elizabethan and Jacobean England”, in H.
Dubrow and R. Strier (eds.) The Historical Renaissance (Chicago, 1988),
220-241; L. Peck, “Kingship, Counsel and Law in Early Stuart Britain”,
in J. Pocock, G. Schochet and L. Schwoeror (eds.), The Varieties of
British Political Thought, 1500-1800, (Cambridge, 1996), 80-116.Y. Doi,
The Formation of English Constitutionalism and the Ancient Constitution
[in Japanese] (Bokugakusha, 2006), 273-281.

6 J. Wormald, “James VI and 1, Basilikon Doron and The Trew Law of
Free Monarchies: The Scottish Context and the English Translation”, in
Mental World, 36-54; R. Mason, “George Buchanan, James VI and the
Presbyterians”, in R. Mason (ed.), Scots and Britons (Cambridge, 1994),
112-137; J. Burns, The True Law of Kingship (Oxford, 1996); M.
Kobayashi, Kingship in the Early Modern Scotland [in Japanese]
(Minerva Shobo, 2014).

7 J. Goodare, “The Nobility and the Absolutist State in Scotland, 1584-
16387, History 78, 253 (1993), 161-182; J. Wormald, “James VI, James I
and the Identity of Britain”, in B. Bradshaw and J. Morrill (eds.), The
British Problem, c.1534-1707, (London, 1996), 148-171.

8 F. Kern, Gottesgnadentum und Widerstandsrecht im fiiiheren
Mittelalter (Leipzig, 1914), 6-7, 12, and 38; W.R. Jones, “The Two Laws
in England: The Later Middle Ages” Church and State 11 (1969): 111-
131.
9 J. Miller (ed.), Absolutism in Seventeenth-century Europe (London,
1990); C. Cuttica, and G. Burgess (eds.), Monarchism and Absolutism in
Early Modern Europe (London, 2012). See further, J. Daly, “The Idea of
Absolute Monarchy in Seventeenth-century England,” Historical Journal
21 (1978): 227-250; H. Inuzuka, “Absolutism in the History of Political
Thought: The Case of King James VI and 1,” Journal of Social and
Information Studies 14 (2007): 205-220; T. Furuta, “The Thought World
of Sir Robert Filmer, 1588-1945” [in Japanese] (Ph.D. dissertation, Keio
University, 2016): 29-57. This trend is broadly but not exclusively
influenced by the revisionism in English history. For a comprehensive
overview, see A. Hughes, The Causes of the English Civil War, 2™ ed.
(Basingstock, 1998).

10 J. Sommerville, “Absolutism and Royalism,” in J. Burns (ed.), The
Cambridge History of Political Thought, 1450-1700 (Cambridge, 1991),
348.
" G. Burgess, Absolute Monarchy and the Stuart Constitution (New
Haven, 1996), 29. Italics are original unless otherwise noted.

2 Ibid., 219-221.

'3 Burgess, Absolute Monarchy, 129.

4 Ever since J. Figgis’s legendary The Theory of the Divine Right of

Kings (Cambridge, 1896).

'S J. Daly, “Cosmic Harmony and Political Thinking in Early Stuart



Absolutism and Constitutionalism: James VI and the Duty of a King

England”, Transactions of the American Philosophical Society 69 (1978),
1-41; G. Burgess, “The Divine Right of Kings Reconsidered”, English
Historical Review 107 (1992), 837-861.

6 Burgess, “Divine Right”, 841-842.

17" Dr. R. Kanemura labeled the TL as the full delineation of the divine
right of kings without critical reception of the term. Kanemura, “The Idea
of Sovereignty in English historical writing, 1599-1627”, Unpublished
Ph.D. thesis (Cambridge, 2012), 35.

8 Burgess, Absolute Monarchy, 19.

19 C. Russell, “Divine Rights in the Early Seventeenth Century”, in J.
Morrill, P. Slack and D. Woolf (eds.), Public Duty and Private Conscience
in Seventeenth-century England (Oxford, 1993), 101-120.

20 TL, 66-71.

21 See “Paul on Political Obedience” in Q. Skinner, The Foundations of
Modern Political Thought, volume 2 (Cambridge, 1978); P. Matheson,
“Thomas Miintzer and John Knox: Radical and Magisterial Reformers?”
Journal of Ecclesiastical History 68 (2017): 531.

2 TL, 71-72.

2 TL, 69.

24 Junius Brutus, A Defense of Liberty against Tyrants, a translation of
the Vindiciae contra Tyrannos with a historical introduction by Harold J.
Laski (London, 1924), 73. See also Kobayashi, Kingship of the Early
Modern Scotland, 53.

25 Brutus, Defense of Liberty, 143.

2 TIbid., 118-120. 1 Samuel 10:17-24

27 TL,81.

28 Tbid.

22 1bid., 82.

30 1bid., 81-82.

31 Mason, “George Buchanan”.

32 George Buchanan, De Jure Regni apud Scotos (London, 1689), 47.
See also Arthur Williamson, Scottish National Consciousness in the Age
of James VI (Edinburgh, 1979), 108.

33 TL, 70.

34 Ibid., 82.

35 Burns, True Law of Kingship, 232.

36 See Kobayashi, op. cit., 53. Although she cites a wrong place, 1
Samuel 8.

37 J. Allen, Political Thought in the Sixteenth Century (London, 1928),
268-269.

38 BD, 20-22.

39 TL,81.

40 Tbid., 79.

41 Tbid., 67.

42 BD, 33-34. TL, 75.

43 BD, 25, 28.

44 Tbid., 30.

45 Tbid., 25-33.

46 TL, 65.

47 J. Salmon, “Catholic Resistance Theory, Ultramontanism, and the
Royalist Response, 1580-1620”, in Cambridge History of Political
Thought (Cambridge, 1991), 237.

48 TL, 76-77.

49 1bid., 77-78.

50 Ibid., 76.

51 Sommerville, “Absolutism and Royalism”, 347-358.
52 TL,78.

53 Ibid., 77.

54 D. Shuger, Habits of Thought in the English Renaissance (Berkeley,
1990), 218-250.

55 Ibid., 76.

56 Ibid., 65-66.
57 TL, 73.

58 Ibid., 75.

59 Ibid., 64.

80 Ibid., 65.

81 Ibid., 64.

62 Tbid.

63 Ibid., 65.

64 Ibid., 65.

65 C. Mcllwain, introduction to The Political Works of James I,
(Cambridge, M.A., 1918), xxxviii; Levack, Foundation of the British
State, 33.

66 James I, Speech of 1607, in The Political Works of James 1, 300.

67 A. Macinnes, “Regal Union for Britain, 1603-38”, in G. Burgess
(ed.), The New British History (London, 1999), 37.

68 Specifically, the subject matter of the 1607 speech is the union of law
between England and Scotland. This issue did not arise before James
came to reign both Scotland and England in 1603.

69 Kobayashi, Kingship of the Early Modern Scotland, 158-160.

70 Ibid., 137.

71 TL, 81.

72 1bid., 65 and 81.
73 1Ibid., 81.

74 1Ibid., 64.

75

Williamson, Scottish National Consciousness, 108-114. Skinner,
Foundations, 341-3.

76 TL,72.

77 1Ibid., 70.
78 1Ibid., 72.
7% 1Ibid., 73.

80 R. Mason, “Scotching the Brut: Politics, History and National Myth
in Sixteenth-century Britain,” in R. Mason (ed.), Scotland and England,
1286-1815 (Edinburgh, 1987), 73-74.

81 TL,73.

82 BD, 46, “not Buchanans or Knoxes Chronicles”.

8 Mcllwain, introduction to The Political Works of James I, xxxviii;
Allen, Political Thought in the Sixteenth Century, 253; Peck, “Kingship,
Counsel and Law”, 84-85; Burns, op. cit., 232; Salmon, “Catholic
Resistance Theory”, 248; Mason, “George Buchanan”, 136; M. Mitsuhiko,
From Medieval Monarchy to the Modern Reason of State [in Japanese]
(Seibundo, 2007), 172-173; Kobayashi, op. cit., 109-160.

8 TL,73.

85 A. Grant, “The Middle Ages: The Defense of Independence,” in R.
Mitchison (ed.), Why Scottish History Matters (Edinburgh, 1997), 29-40.
Levack, Formation of British State, 33-3; Buchanan, De Jure, 69,
“[Scotland] remained free for two thousand years”.

8 TL,73.
87 1Ibid., 74.
88 TIbid.

8 TL, 74.
% Ibid., 73.
91 Ibid., 75.
92 Tbid.

93 TIbid.

%4 1Ibid., 75.



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

9 Ibid.

%  Ibid., 64.

%7 TL,73.

%8 Ibid., 74.

% Ibid., 73.

100 Tbid., 65.

07 BD, 43.

102 K. Brown and A. Mann (eds.), Introduction to The History of Scottish
Parliament, Volume 2 (Edinburgh, 2005), 39.

103 TL, 74.

104 Tbid.

105 Tbid., 73-74.

106 TL, 75.

107 J. Cramsie, “The Philosophy of Imperial Kingship and the
Interpretation of James VI and 17, In James VI and I, 43-60; Mcllwain,
introduction, xlii; Macinnes, “Regal Union for Britain”, 34-38.

108 TL, 74.

109 BD, 21.

10 Thid.

1 Wormald, “James VI and James 1?7, 195-201.

112 BD, 21-22.

"3 Tbid., 21 and 43.

14 TL, 75.

15 Tbid.

16 TL, 75-76.

"7 De Jure, 55-56.

118 J. Burns, “George Buchanan and the Anti-monarchomachs”, in Scots
and Britons, 138-158; H. Lloyd, “The Political Thought of Adam
Blackwood”, Historical Journal 43 (2001), 915-935.

119 TL, 82. Therefore, I believe that, when TL and BD were written,
James’s argument was primarily to confirm his place in Scottish throne,
rather than to refute the challenge of Robert Parsons (1546-1610). Parsons
insisted that James did not deserve the English crown in A Conference

abovt the next svccession to the crovvne of Ingland (n.p., 1594).

120 Mcllwain, The Growth of Political Thought, 384, Burns, True Law of

Kingship, 236; Bushnell, “George Buchanan, James VI and Neo-
classicism”, in Scots and Britons, 91-111; Williamson, Scottish National
Consciousness, 50-55.

21 BD, 23.

122 TL, 82.

123 BD, 15.

124 Tbid., 21.

125 TL, 76.

126 De Jure, 15, 24, 34, 37-39, and 64.

127 Tbid., 62.

128 BD, 20.

129 Tbid.

130 De Jure, 12-13.

131 TL, 83.

132 De Jure, 5, 12, 23, 53-54, 58; F. Hall (ed), Ane Compendious and
Breue Tractate Concerning ye Office and Dewtie of Kyngis (London,
1869), 4-7.

133 Adam Blackwood (1539-1613), Aduersus Georgii Buchanani
Dialogum (Pictaves, 1581); William Barclay (1546-1608), De Regno et
Regali Potestate (Paris, 1600); Thomas Craig (c.1538-1608), Scotland s
Sovereignty Asserted (written in 1602; trans., London, 1695).

I appreciate Professors Masatoshi Mori, Naoki Takahashi, Yoshihisa
Yamamoto, Katsuta Shunsuke, Hajime Inuzuka, Maiko Kobayashi,
Tomohito Baji, and Dr. Furuta Takuya who scrupulously commented on
the undergraduate disseration (University of Tokyo, 2016) upon which
this paper is based. I am grateful to Dr. Hideto Hiramatsu and two
anonymous referees for insufflating the final breath to its substantiation.



Vrx—hX 6l EOFR M FREE

VI-LAGHETDER  EHEEFE

INFTYV -2 A R (1567~1625 A3 7
YIREY 2 — A AN, 1603~162514 75 Y FEY = —
AX—) DZODOBIRINEE, [Ny ary - F—ur]
L HHZ2EEBOEOE] &, [HixtFak] 2825
FEL SNTE, Lo L [ ER] L) fliawmid,
PTG Y RHEEE ATy T Y RERM ) OAREY) 2 M
PAIZ L DI DTH D A4 27T 2 FRFITMEEDE
FENLEEAS 6K, V-2 AP ATy T UF
DAREMEL TV Z EABHEL T, 17THALMEIZB
HY = NREHEXOX B RO, [ 3
F| WA 250 L TWwb, iF A3y bT v FERIL,

4
i
b

6tAl ATy b7 2 FRAHFFHMS L, 427 T 2RI
2 B REMERTIPTER SN OoDH o 72 L v o) R+ 5L
12, V=2 AQBES ZOHEIF- 72 [HEE] <
HolLHIWILTnb, BFRIEE. A 772 FERDT
FrOZAnEATY b5y FRFOHFEE SN EEE %
BEL., S0 [Hixt3g] 2o 00@Eme i 272 LT,
MEEE BREDOA Ty M T ¥ FOHIRTHMT 5. &K
e osEmid. ¥ — A X3 EHMOVEES TET 5 2
b, PR 2 B - EOEMNHEDL LTB 5
. P EORGRICH T BEEwmETn D, L)y
ETH Do






DESK=—

European Studies Vol.19 (2019) 17-33

hE.

(0] MIFFRFIZ X 2 HL)

B EEREE

[THER] (Birger) (X, ZOEFOBLETIIBWT, o
RIZFHEAE L TH 58 (Moderne) ~DO AT F T4
ROBGARFEEICBR L TE M ETH D, LA LD
5. I8HALLE, BUARIREEN LR 285 T4 < O 54
RS ICHE SNz TR OHICTEA L 72
ML OF N HEHROF) v riiBwTit, #liCBIS
& HHFEDFENTLEO NI CTINTEE T 5 E Ot &
(Gemeinschaft) . 2 F ) & 2 ¥ OBUAIAEHIN. H 5
FZOTTHEFL W TR ZIFL Cwie, JEFEAERN
O oRER I E X TR A S (Burgerhche
Gesellschaft) (') ¥ + & : koinonia politike, 7 7 ¥ i :
societas civilis) OH TR TOMEMZFFOMKEA. [FEEIC
‘f‘/L(uTZ) EFEFISHIB I N/ E W R o Tz, C

WZBW T RESIE, EE LR EL T &0 &
AT%@@&%W%#%E%?%T%tOhﬁ@ﬁ#%ﬁ
L, MERBEDOHT D ITHAF) D vicd b, Hilgo
BORLE FYUYRBETOBRE Y S BHNB] u—
~en—viiEE R T, FoRliReEL I —a v 8
FEER TN &I, T O EIR AR o TR IZIEHEA
Lo2®h o ZEIREIR LT A IANEIRD 572,

[T #aix. 29 Lo S EEmIcd . [dw
F—uv/8] THEEL, BUAWE L ) LBUAH ST £
HELBERNLERMETH L, ZOH, 18 IR,
OISR ITT R IR L 720 ENLRMD
T ZOAITEFHRERICOVWTOHED. BLUOBEDS
MELTHHATES L) 1070 =/ T, ZOZLIEFS
HIZEZ FTHIH721EY T 2 RO E)6 % T HE
TWwh, UL, oM TG L m%if@ﬁi%%ﬁ
LC&7 [TEFE] 2 7220t Rd £7-. [T
EM&o] BN L TWwAZ L OfEL LTAHRT
BHho 18RO A F) ADKENIS T 27 A Y IR

mRE. TR

v TL—heANy )T
ONBFESE JR SPRAZEA BRI

I, OB OEAERIN FERAY
BRI R AL 7 7z T E 2L 19t R e
3. Zole [OEK] fEE
WZFANSNSZ ENTE

R1789ED 7 T ¥ A Hifl

TH Ay
5O HADYHE T T AT
THRLOFARAL & AL D720
72%

Tz, COBRKOGNOzDI, FTHE—DTEL
f(ﬁEJ@%Aﬁk%@e%uﬁwﬁ%#&ﬁéﬂéo
ZOBIZIIHfE Loz, B L OEE 2 E LT,
REFMTHLONICHATLHHRBETORBDHANT 5o
WIZEZOm L LT, 18R &L TR Y55
SEFN, e BEENOME T @ L CER SN [T
BB | OMEMEREIZOVWTHERE ZENTE L, H=0D
HE LTI COLRETTRN 2 bR S 5 —D Dk
ﬁk&ﬁz AN LA SN DR, AT DAL kDN

IEIM & FEC, & T S bR L T D &
a% v EETNEICERET ARG RS, TR
Wl OHMEOALETIVIZESNTN/2ZETH D,

BHENICHE SN L ODERHEREE
LT@FﬁEJ

FESRBE S DS O 720121k, St Lo 7 7u—F & H
[N @5wim%£L®%Et@E%ﬁ%F’ﬁTé i}
ROFEwHD L H 12, TR [BE] OBEWGROEWRER &
RABIROFEARREIE (ZIER L 720 BARIE | CHAILT 5
&L B AT EOWRICASEAL L 72 =0 DR o A
BIFLZENTE D,

ALk, BUARIAN L, AR L OTH ) A0 K7z
LDOTHoTre ZOWRMEIT, BUGHZEMDO D % F
EDLEE, HVIZFELWHTRSH B OBUAN B L &1
%L%%%L BRTLIEDOTEL, FEREHNCE ST
o HfRICBWTTHRIZ
%ﬁﬁ%Oﬁméh#imﬁﬁ FUxn [RY 2]
(polis) O —~<D [F7 145 Z] (civitas) LRI
DTV, HRAOEEG L, HRIZE > TREMNAZ LD



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

2otz L. ZORHRIEEIL L7z TUA T LA
LoTik, R AOHROEZHADOES X, #1413 A, D
F) [FR] CBIDZEOFETLETONTEY ., Tl
. &b MG EFHHAD L) R ICHT 200
THh. ﬁ%%ﬁ@#%@ﬁﬁ&#@omfntoﬁEw
BUAH B 2 & o TE/HESINRBFN AL
EEL%@<%E&@$UX@$E£¢&@%$$E
17894E DR 7% [¥ N T A 7 > (citoyen) 204 D
[AR] (Staatsbiirger) & FEED. 29 L72BRARIBRO L
BREON) T—2 3 VB E S, Zhdffie i wik))
FRoTBY ., ERICIZFOATEOH, TEELKE
TINE -7,
¢ﬁuu%@§%mimﬁ&mmﬁﬂﬁkttoA%:
DEE&ICE o T [5M] 13, [BUAmBERE] FERICARE
Wb DI o720 &%&%Fﬁﬁ 3. HENEERE OB Y
BT BB, I BATRMEBICL > TOAT
7 L ARRICZ DOEEEEIC L > THER SN0 T
55, [HER] 1, FERTHIC B TIIIFICEA & T T3¢
HTHo7oo UL - THNE, BFENICHEH TGS &
L CHESERIC B ENICHAATE L2, TTROBT TOA
WEE, WEE (Burg) OFEIC L - TEZRS N2 7
OEBR»SRL L [TR] (Birger) £, ZZHIZIRE S
N IEE/ N S e S BE 22 & LT [3ZE ] (2B LT\ b
(W N A Y FETIE bure, borg, burg |3, SZHLE O PTAE Hb

BLE 7 B o0 7 S 72 HR T, 3RS i%L@EAth
V6N g ). KR E BIOLEILIEATETE L 72 AT
EDOEWHEFRINTWS, TOHE A VO S
I, FAVEBIZBWTIEERMWE R, 77 ViEOEED
ZENIM OB RIT S e o720

L2l BiTOTXToOFERSY NTR] Lfasns e
BRL TR0l COEIE, §1EHE D LI 2N
VR FOFEROAE G ATW, FHOERFIZB W
THEF L #H1E, W20 X o TR S, H4 DS

WZH VI S N2 E R 5 S B DAIZ o 72,
ZOH. WHOMRTH LHEF 6 4 N33 2481
R X 2 EFNRENE L2, TNICL- T, BB L
TR oS, BUEMS IS, # Lt [#]
Fitss DB H3 A F 728,

ZLTREBIZEZ0HE LT, 18R DIEDTAR [T
R #Eeid, EREFR SUEIicBEy . #hx filEt
L. ZLCEREZHETA2HIMD FLEL LI IR o7
HROERAFH ROV TREL LR TEL L) Ik
LD, TNDFEOZ L TH 5%

e 3RO FEA & AN A E KT O IR BT BT

12, RSP IER Sz, T EHZFohduiE )
TTH—SNEREGOHRT, BLXETY AT L AR
. ERICBT L& TCOHEBYEFETS [VFTZy A - F

1) A (societas civilis) & [ ERAL 4] (3E5E : civil
societ))75y15u société civile) ™D 5 BE% WL L T
%o MRIE. BURHERICBWTIESR TR LI
LA (Soczetas civilis sive res publica) \Z BT % EOH
WETIEBH IR, BRo [ER] R oML~ v
IBTL HWMHER] NPT S0, BEL O
DEDPTHTDOENHIO L H PRSI NZ LI
L72HoT [BR] & L TCOERNTOEIRIEENLE
LETOREE—HTHo7z, HiRIF TEHIL] 12X
T, ¥ [HER] 2#&8R L, 2 LB1T L CBUHH 2 il
DY) T (BIMOEROTEER) A, TR
R OPERES L CTwno e,
7T ADEZFERRE, [TvyaT7] L [V hTUA
T2 R END K )7 D F AT D RS AEE
IbL7ze bEHEHHERE V) BRCIRFARETH - 72
DD, 1AL O DJHFEN L 2R (T LR
ELTo [Tvya7] EEROERELTO [V MTA
Ty ch, Han (WEXSD Y ME L IEH T L8 liE
ReLTo [y a7] iz LT, —F CRIENHIRD
wn Ty buAa7 ) 12b, FLCEGH T2 hoA
TV EERLANVICBWCEES L e o72) 12 kL
HH7ze FAVIZBWTIX, 2O L) B2 EKOR
FEid e h o720 18R FITIE, (ARICBITS) BRE
(VFzs 2 -FT1) 2] 12BIT5) HTRIZ, &<b-
THHRD I HIZEH LT Wiz, FIZIEINY - N Y
LIy ba—7- 7%y AT AL, HTROFEME L
THENE S, BB 2 MWELE, BES, ZLTHOLO
Pl 2T B,
HHOZEIZEG T2 RS, ETERIZLE > TR
e ARANOERE, [TR] #E&h» 5 BuaES DKk
m%mthoL#L’@’ki WA o FE  E o
IZBWT, EROMA»S (BUAMREI Z B Db TW»
é)@A%%—#é ExRBEMIZLT, B fER
W BERAMER 2 BT A 3 5 AN & TR OME % #7212, 1789
EPED, L TT7 I3 AZBWT [V hIAT V] 12
TR DB ER L CUBED., 24 v b O R
& TEATIE, IS S TR O HlBE. . MR
Lo TIEESNDEREFERE TR L, l%% DOHIE
Bo7ze TIUT X o TEIGIRIGDS, THRME & T O%H
120 L2 LARERLANVIZBW TR TD W2, SEIED
HELZ D ChHmFid, TN TERIZBIFATRE L
TOMADPZET 5720 ORFFEN (MG, =H#s
). Aan (g FE. B . b #EEE) 2Rl
DWTOMAENZH Tat A Lotz LI DH @D
ARMEE, TREICEL TUETERDPSURTH-7289
7. B R HER A AT REIC L 72720 Td o 721
MR oFEWHZ. FI2F—ioREOH ikt



R TR, R

ELTWb, ZO—E o REDSHEN, a1, b
0, F2EBUREEDO EN TR S Nz0nE, I—1a vy
OBV CIE, BAEL R U X O IHED D 5. 181
FICELFTOIT—0 v OEFHETIE. TREBEZOANLEET
BRI E AL 75 5 720 18004ERT 0D [ ERME
X1 (Sattelzeit) DL, WEEIZEFOF LN Z2EE L TO
MR SRS D BES 7z [THRE ] vy
WHEEOUE L, [HRE] 0 L) R LW HLVWSEOE
WaEZTHTUEL . HEPIZZ ) L7HEMICERT AT
Wik, RRMAICHIEKRE LTEHEENR TV, Ehdi—
BeAbd 52 L THREAEBVY, 2T A &
LT, ZLCHFCIREZ LT 2BV T,
OWE&E, 18R 19 FIEE D & 9 12, E%%‘ﬁm&
ﬁ%#%wB%%‘%u%u%%~mﬁ%~itfm&
o ZOfH Y &SI A - T ERREIEHERY 72 R
@%%kl%i%m Mem FE ) O, TR - TR
SOMEOEHFH o TWD) EEILLOXFNCERL T
Wh, TNEWAT, [FVTaTy—] ELToOHRIC
oF A A ERAET AW O, B X ORI ZERIC B
F5 (RS D] ~oVY I~ id, 4HF TRY)
NHZERCESHREITITVS, L LT, 18tk Lk,
RS OIS IEBUR IR 72 SZRLOWTT, FEFIHE &0
i, BLOALW T AT V74 714 LR 2 EEST
FTABIENEDPFERICEINTVWE, L L, 8, B
L OBGAMICEE S S B LB B, lE AR 4 o T
ISR TS, I, ﬁﬁmﬁuiﬁﬁ%%%\%
HY TR 2 BRI 2 1 RBIC L T 515,
Fﬁ@l%LmLﬁfibtiﬁﬁmwiE%®%¢
k. TRAEREAEROMERBE~NEZEZ 72, 2, 4 F
NG5 DI THRES L, FHER & L TRl
N7 =R AEFHRAL L A O MR Lzs [HRAES] 1
NP S T, BUEHEHICB W CIEZAEE 2 580 0 i S 7z
HEOETR (N=7 ) L LT, HDWVITEERERICE
Tﬁméﬂt7w/97mrﬁﬁA(7»7x>kLTM
RATEEIZ 2 o 7216, B e i S BT, 19 o R4
X, EMEOGSHIEOMEE L REFRICL AP OO
[BiTi4 ] veh oz,

BEEERAC DU, B IE PR Tl 4 S HEE M B ASEEE DS,
MAMMAL 2 e T 2 ERBERNE & olze w7 AL

R RIERD, TRIRIIT 3 RO LI AN
720 AFEEL:%T?% EE%E/JT:I:EE&%%%}‘I—‘EE %7%

Gz, &5WLHENAFEDOFRIL. A IES ks
B TR B R WIRIUIZE2 N Z L TEDOEHATF
FL AT RSSO 2 BRaE B ISR S iz
720 THIT L o T, BIEAROE N BESEGAM 72 Kkl 2
(societas civilis sive res publica) 75 . M OIN) THR
BHERIC & o THE S T RES~OBITIZ, TRE

SECEIT MM AL TREZEROREL IO
L7cOORHMA G B ITREPBEILE Lz, 22T
FEBRIHESTRTH 0. MPEAZTRIZT 20003, K
RO F TR EINTZe FAVIZBW T I UL 22 B &
LTHNz o od [HRIZ] FFICEHERERE R

WIS, FICRAUSETHWE 2 2L 0o72720
ThoTz,

RO E LT, WRASIE, EORERIEN IS
LENTZBLXHOLIAEY LT oNizhrl v bord
%o FEFF (societas civilis sive res publica) & LT, T
Rt ’JBEJJB’JL G35z &k, B mﬁéﬂf’“‘
ISHEAL I 1E, A LBRITE TOT R & D ILRIC
<, ﬁlé@f’b@%ﬁf’&ﬁﬁb@ ?Rﬂi%)if:%'{ﬂj@l_ﬁ
Hol-MRAEZOHRTEE N, P ICKEOBIGIISIN
E 13 e A EDE % T2 iéifﬁfgﬂﬁwfm
7eh3, ALBIRE S AETR BN BV TR, 9T
LRI HIEF R TR TH - 72, %ﬂ"@;{b:?ﬁ&ﬁ:/ﬁ\@‘
NETOETIVA, MBI & o TIRARRYIZEER 2 2 5
NTHEEDLDIZm o720, 5 WIFTHTRMAFET IV
DFFOEET) EYHTIDOBITH B DI X, 4HEFE

THEFRDSHE N TV 519,

DWNT

F1yDE#REICE TS [HE]

%ﬁf@ﬁ fA2 D EICLTC, [HR] OBEROHLHE
Bk, BRI 28bE 7822 LA TE 5, 18

AL OZMIL, TTROEWRIZE L TRZIZEBT OIS & 4B

HiROwIE (HRE) 12b - ESFERLTBY., %

EE#%E%LTwém %@% 18004 LH D - fy m&“

ﬂm%%#mxkﬂ%ﬂto_ﬂié%im%%f%ot
M. BOMTIHENVEZDRbDER o720 [T Y 7
o AL 1 1819 R F 55 = Hicid 3 cic [§XC
OHMATURT 5% NS 2 5] 2 v Rz
Mz ARtk LT a5, HEZ2HEE & W) Fik% s
FALTBY ., ZOMETIERZITE ORI 2 B 23R
SNTwiz,

WA Z &, MEBoOKENERLAEZEIZH
L2, I8MHALICIE S IEFMAOH S TH Y . WITTHR
J& L AT, RFENTIIFFERZFHHIZORL Tz
DR SRR (Hdw. BEEGE. BERRLY) . XD
Ji S AR &%E%akf%ﬁéﬂfTﬁE%&Abjw
—Ee LCHfE S Nz 2 SIS 19tATIC . R
%\%A\%Lf@@¢ﬂﬁﬁi¥%@%aihto%n

DSk, #10T [HETR] O L5 2ilsss, RO &
AT AR E L CER 2O L) IR o728, 22T
%ﬁéﬂfi&%&w@i\_mhéw B — U SR

ETN, ETRMFREZRICNOTERLIZEW) 2



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

b7,

FA HBCRIIICIE, a1y ) 77— ETHREOM®
XPALDSEE L SN, TN LARIRI R b D725
720 1918FDBUARMIITHEIE, M TOH R A DRI
BAFTERLIIIGEEZZIEALRIZL TR, R
BEESDSHRICHN -0k, BEEF SR RBEE 22572
SRMEDEN AN % — LT A2 ThH o720 ZD—FT,
LV ECEH TR, Bh Lol LTESR
720 STITEATANEIE, 1919FED0Y 7 4w VEDIZE -
Ty ER LT EBEL ANV TOERFE (K< 7k
ML AV TORERE & W FREIEHE 236D BB 0B IE) A3iE
% S A7 E DR T, B HAL & OBILRIZ BT 2 AMifE AN
OOEN/DOTIE R L, FHHMIZBWT [H4] & LRl
Nz [hRiE] Ot EFRT 272012, WO T [3UfLiy
Btk | 25 s N2 L TH A5, TS L » TENHRE
DAL & AR & 2 2 RALHEAT LTl A, TR
STOVPESEEROREN T2 LRSS Tw
5o

FF IR SN FRTIE, ERICEIERE S~ A~
TRERIR T BN OER S A, TROEZROLLN
BRELTELINAD, M AR ERERL] 7°H
WIZTEBEL . TR [RE] ~OG #0725 B A HER: S
NTVBEWHIHHDP R SN, FhW2I2E 72, TR
o [HEEERE] &, FFoRBELFREICBV TR Sk
TSRS v e v ) BUAHHN 2 ZETh & o 722

HEAVICBWTE, TREERIE D ERXI SR
Motz [EZFR - HRELTOUMHEING) SHOEICE
FAMREF. BERREROERTH 5.] L19724ED
[~ 1Y =3 [FEPNTVLE, [HEFERNATHR
el & LT, ML & RBEWIEE D BRI S 7z BT Bk
RIMER), MADBME. 2 L TEADREINIG L7 AESRE
DIRHEDZFET SN T WS, THHIEH N A VIZBW T,
RAEMEOHFIRE [HEEROZE ] OB X - THEH
ENDDEENTWY, &2 TIEFEERICTHREGSOH
LEETHLAEHEIZONT, ZOBRIEAEAOEE L
MNEFHRDPERT 720054 LTERSNIZZ LI
LoT, EFLWEINI Il kot (MELYE S
) WEREZAL CHREZEENICERTHZ T, H
FA V2B T RO SR RICATKE i/ L 722,

FA Y BmIAMEIC B W TiE, AR TH LT RE
. 19524E0 [7ay 72Ny 2] A B L)z, T
NETHH L] LDOTH o722 HHIHEEL TS
ELFBRETHERALTHSZ L, BIFMICHZLTW
LIl BEOBEIMEFL WL, BSEHEE 2T
TWwr X)) % [TRE%] EFRT HEROBEL.
BIFRTTREBORKHEL LTI EAEEERIZWVE SN
7oo MEARICRIUE, WREBIZHHBORFH TS L 2 4%

EREERLCBY., [FHHS] ELTRZEINE LS
N Lol [ThRE] A&, 2B835E4%2b0L S
N7e EVIDLTTRMEIERT ERTE, JBE. IR,
RWRTERE. REAE, BE. LICBWTido &0 LB
THEROETGAY A v, AR, B b ADVE X
HEXERFEEIN TR EENTNETH o7, THRIAER
AT AN ETED Z L2 FRIL721952FD0IHB I8 5
B0 D DOLED, 1967 ICIT L D EZ DI
BolDld, TTFo 7 —Ho#Eb) LB Lash 5o
B o VBB O T RN 2 BEELO-DTH L7255, T
R b A&, [ZEIIEHE] LeWwTh s ) & YIHEF
WENTWDOTHL, TO%, AaRTEREARRTR
O EMERAL (197745) o, EERAYFIIICE L Tl ic
i S N2THE T ERNEREE I L L ToTTREO
RSB EFIE. oMICH@EE ( TEASIL2As, TR
IS A S A Vi, T &R EEREZRS, EiGHHE L RA
HEEL LT 2R bl T\ b & Blak S 17230
OBFLVRIZBW T, TRIZIEETETH T
LD ol =TI, AN F T4 7% ALDEAH
P E) 2 e e [ - Fanili REom] ~ofeHH
D& BE BRI EES AR SN, T, TS
BeRg | & LCHEBES RSB SIE 2 & T, HA TR HER
SN RBEENRINEHKE OV, ZOFRMOFIHBIC
BwTid, [MRE] PHSMRTTICHIL S a1 4E
INDLLLOMMEN, 72— F7 7L TWh, H—I2,
FHHETHERRETLERTIRVADZIZ, BT > &
SRS, TR L BREF Wb DL S,
B, ERE XKBIOHLRYEERE X LT OWE R END
Tefid, MHERICITHERFC & 205, FEHERICTEIS 5 2 &
BTERV, ZLTEZI, mAHMAL LTCoTRYZ
R OEREIZ, P L LTHROMEAIEHERF U <
LWAMEAHIRIZTBRE->TLE-> T,

I #2MCEREhEb0OELTO [FTRE]

[TTRE] 41, 19> THDH T LY iG55
A OBmEomrsETN, b d ATl —&

LTw7, LAL, HRATIERHICHL2VDEF LT DES
Mad LT, FHEOZERHANEELZ ZRTLODES
MHHEIE S L THERIN D, T TICZDRER OO DRE
T, HEBEENE L ORISR Z L. ZOXFIOHR
HESAVRENT WAL, [TRE] oML T 8
LWZ LWL TH L, FA VBBV TIX, ZoME
BHERBEHOAFT) —IZBWTE@L, Rl L) &
T 5 BURIAL SN 2 S EF N0 Tla Rk <L THERO
BEICBWTHEZIRZ L2 ERELT LEH] 2L LT



R TR, R

AFENi, 29 LABRBFR» S, TREBOEKRE A0
ICERLE) ETHBEOHSDLETITHENS N
Vo FoifotE&R o MaE L BEOMOZOFELY. b
LW A EERLEOE NI, R TE LD
720

JEREE, TREOERICEL T 2OMWIZE R %
TIUL 5 v, HE0 &G THRE & L CH
RENDLZDME V) T8, BIOLY AL WV &
Ly ML A2 52 26 S MUK B S N7z TT R 20 55 3
FE£lzE, TRE L VO IBEBOSIIITIES Lz DNk
WOHITTWa0nE W) 2 ThHhb, SNz 5L, i
AiTREE LCoEErEY LT iontny 2L
ELANIZE > T ORESHIZTEIES Lz b D25 hA 5 X
ENLONEN)ZETHD,
ROV, RE L2 2 HHICEZD I ENTE
5 IR Z . 1ISMHARICHGBEEFT 29T, £<
D72 e BRI DES Lz, FEny v — A, BIZH
Ak B RE . FER 2 BEEHR . EERE O -0 ol
EOMMH., b2 THEZ LEWEWVILHEZIZE-
T W HIZARROflidy & SN A E . ZIUZ X BINAE
FIG 2GS0 Urze Bt - SCRRR O
W Ty #EWN EADPBGAEN EA XD DR ITER S
720 O OFOEREIZER L TAL L, EHIZ LITLITHS
RO F SN T2 L iZB L b %L, $/2
LT TO o2l b iTv i, 15% [#Hil%
TR NA ] EIPRZ ENTEDLES IS, S OHF
R EFERIZFEICLRETH - 2705, XRESS (R
IR &R THHERRETH R, EBERRTHL .
L PERMIIZE RN T W E WD | HEMZIE
PR L 723

Hadz, COLEGESIIIIEIRL L) SATED A
T&/o ZOMEIX, 94— - L7 20ERLIC
Lo THBITLZEDTE D, Mk, koL HIEAEL
Twb, MREZ., @FE [REE 2 —EOMERR %15
L. ZoBERBEIcEINawE, 2T 0, HiE B
B, BR, ¥HEOHRICE > Tk 5N, ZDIFH
2o 2B NTTRBTH S % Lo, EF L. Thi2
BERNVEVI T EIIOVTOREIIZHETH L L VH
AR - T0 D, &) Db, A2 2 L EE & SrE o
MO®BETH B E V) DESL D e TR TEFD
HOWAHSHEIZ, HEOEIATODRL LEHMOE L
Thbdo H—I2E, HHERBORBFEWEVETHY, 2
WIABEOFLIES. AL DNEEA. 4 2ERORSE
R, FLTCEAEEE, SO LHHEZEUTLHL S
BEE&EA TS, $F020E, MAWIZIZ, HEFEO LD
WCEELRHEZZ T C0LH, HILIZL TV ARWER L —
BB OHMARIEESTH D, L L, ZoOWEL#H

- A
“

- Kt
-

BICLBIEL A LR LI B EFIE, WObDHE
KEMESEEEGEATHS, LI bHHATAIX, 22T
EHTRAZFAEESL LTHFINTBH Y, #FIEHE
M OER LZFR—HTE LRV P L TH DL, TN 21
SR 7 B L TR B, K Sz i iug
o\, TFE SR VIIBW TS 2 EEOE
REDESIZ. FAVIIBI2ERITTREICEZ AN
NEREXTHLOPEN, BLIUOCEOBREEFRIITRED
—HEVZDEDON, FLTINDREOTHERBEMIC
Lo TMAERTL20O0E V) HWVEFHZIIbzo TR
AT B3,

Rl & A LD EEIIC, KD IEMEICITB ) &
THI1EE, HRNR D% ZOHFEFICBWTETLO
& YRR D, BEEFE TR, REEHOESEE I
WL, TRNEEKEEOM O s%, ~v 7 A -
T —N—FERLC, B, R, HanEfe LT
BIL720 3528128k TER EOERMZ LIXLITETT
&Y, ZIURARIBFE TR Lz, Lol TREZ
[BEf ] & LCatidhi vy E—L 7o NRFETOR
SIBFFEHI O MO HiiE, #HREMR L 72, L) HENIC
WRZALLIE, Co—k7ay =7 oz, HRED
B L L COMBIR Do TEORE LW ZEA L. Kl
FrRGHLIzEnw) ZETHbH, TololMRE, HRE
WFFEIZ B TUIRIRR LR LI RLAB T O & 95 o 7 7
TY—EWHTHLDTHD, TN L > T, FICHER
TSI LD 3o oA A O F— R EHR T, I
TETDHIENTE DY,

INFTOEIE, UIE LIS RO AN T, H
WEWIEFRSINAHE - AR O SR & BRI
FHLTEZ, Flco 2T, 19RRICBVWTLES CF
#e L 220l R & BT 2k DR o EsE R R E
7o mOBWEIIOD HHHMEO—21L, Lo KT o
Tl NORHINT ENTN— B D TR E IO
TOHOT, FHH RSN - SR 7 54T 5K
U2 oz, MA v EIFIEAEICB W TIX, v —
F— HVIEETO 70T =7 bSO IZEL) HLA
22 EICEY ., ot [ThHRE LT o4 X — A0k
D &Nz, 22T, LITLIFEVEB 203 L, i
it L7z#f i g 2 & R R~ O @Iz >WT 2
NZNGH ST, FRRIC, S & AT % OWZE
EFIZOWTO—HEDWEIFTb NIz, BFETR, BIO
HETROESEENCOWT, B2 [THEE] oBERN
IZOWT, ERDPHEE SND 2 &3k LS hizs,
777NV ERFOHRE 9 27 boar s
. IhEid-o &) XIS, TTREBIXZ. 22Tkl
RZR DLV L b, HHEPISERAND [BITH S
ELTCHBI Nz, WREIE TS 2 B E 58 o5



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

Wl & LTTidad, mEe EEIHICER L, 20
HBEF e R E B HH L O [HEOESE] L LTh
MENLEZRELENY &N RERER. 2F 0
Vo — N BT ORI o, NS X O
AR 728X, SHET R voHREWRETIZ, &
RELTELZDTLLRMELLZ SN TRV, T2 TO
[(TREO] MoEEICHET 2MEOE ST, &2 nFb
T Thb, MESNIBUEHREZENMEIC L o TiE, B3
RIEFIFEHL)IERN L ERZE > TWD L) I1ICED
N7=h3, R OIREE & OFIEBGG & 11 ) WK O FE
FBILEAESND2 DO, £hnd i3 Fas
58, FFICTTREMS 2 GHOE THW., k4 %2 [TRGHE
&1 O E L 2 2 EAHERTE 5% LarL.
2 L7 LWREoAINE, ZoXRMRoER LoMEY
REAREEEBRT A0 TH D, HELESHEERIZLS
Kplid, Btz s 2 -2, >F ) HEREZ R
E0HEIRE L TCWERSTH D,

INFTEEAET =L ENTIhnoh, HRE
R EWANS Y THNT 5720 D30 OFFEA e fE
ENRITNELE LRy INHDOEME FZND TR H
IR DTN G- 2 72 5 B A R L e v & SBIREY 22 WF 2R
. EHOHR Lo 2 ETEY, EEEN RIS
L) X0 19l oty REE off—1E & Uiy g
PRES I, BRIEA L TR~ F
FoTLEI L2LEGDSL, SNETEAELTNS
B SHBELRINLRE L, L SHBAET TOTREE
DIREZAL ) BRI TH %,

12, 19RO RE OB L ORH @ %
KOG, TIUIRE RGO TE B EFHMLMEL L TT
E 7 L TREMBEVM] 23 E Lml2fe LT
REh s, 19T RN N2 DL EIRIZ. FEFNH
V. BLOFNCESWIACEMT, MANY 27, H
BRI o ARy b o W1 U B o Ry = S S )
L EEHREEY MLz ZORE T£5IR] & 3
2L OlE, MBI OMICB N TOR, HLREHICR
ZAHETHEIT LI LN TE L%, 19O HIIEIC B
DSBS L B &alE., WAl PRdFERL T
FHENREMCHolz ) TSI NL,
X ZOHIZEN Y YRBHMTOWNE S KENTH B
F—=<A Ty Fr 70— DL B AALETFTERL, &
HIZRTLIELISHENCHBETIEH 205, REZEE VI D
FTLRWEERE2ELLOTHLI LIE. L) bITHiE
M TR L BEOEEFEHIREICO R L Tz L
V) IR EHRTIUTHEM LTV, ZORY TRIFIIC
HiZ L. RKHISFICRES L, WICHEXD L2 03E 72T
IR L W) bIF TR TRAD 25, 191 (K617
TTROFHHEHR TH > 729,

PRI, A &I L TR BT S 2 AR
THo72h, WEIEEREOITF SN L) KE LRIERE
AL L DEBICHCEI] 217k o7, RRXERIE
LCTWw5, Db BETROBCHEBA, NE by
AL LT, L TRBEMIZEHIL L A A ORENE & i ik
W APEDOL M) v 2 E LTRIRTE 57249 0 #k
HRONEDOWFEE [ROIIWNANTE-720] O—3L T
OBLTF—=FD [TANVANVL A AT —] R, Y2541
75 =0 [BE] 2L CALZIT TRy, JiUL. ¥
NE L TCORMERBREFEEBZ T, JLWERTIHTROM
FUZBWTHRER C L OEKMER . BT o TR EIER
TELEEFERSIEL7-0/72572,

O—%— - Vo [[HHK] FEOHZ & H A
IOV TOHMWZFERD F/2. IhxEmE L Tw
7o L2l Coimid. b ofEshe
WA XD, L LAZHEOTERZ: BB ERE O

T S Nl ottt ComRESP AU
BURBIRRIC & o T b oL B S ) 5 & HIFE
LCWwibdNd, 20, #EELLE - FarLiioEH)
ELCoZomRER., 19 FITLSR, MRS
HLTARLELIFFRICH VT OLRERICHY . ZhEE
Wi 2B % R L 72

B RN N2 O SBERICHZ T 5 &, #%
B HV. L7z A& Om 2B, 1o R Dk 2k
bz, BEEELE & DI, —BKE (%A ol F
LEZAEMO WV ERDIRE ) . ZAUIE R
BRI L, 2 OB O HE WA L EATT
HTEIZLoTELIZHD LNz NI EREDO S T
Ty —id, TNFETIZHE DI ML L THERMIZNE
N F F A, HEOHTHETLEF. 5% 55101
ENTVRV, — kB D5 LA &En 2 — it
BRI T A 2 &1k, ZOFE LB ED ZEIET %
ZEITHARTIZ D DICES VY,

COZEAIZ, 201D T R IZ B3 2 B 70 5442 % £5
DHOWDLGHDRIG L% S v, Bl LT
. —oliEE N [ZoZEL] 12X 5 TIHROTRMRSE
FERINTOSHMA ML 722 &£ T, BEShHREED
HEVEERERL L T % ORI A & v ) W A9ESE L Tw
LHThHbL, L, &0 bioilol Rz mkEE
MoK T, —HBE EEA. 2F D RBEUIZIZETL
THEH L WAL SHY 7o TWb, AOHD XS

B 9RR
R

% I ORI L WS 2 L BEEIS,
5 LIS n LA I L BT 5 2 2 1d, &
SRR P

—HOWFEIL, TREZ ) — MBI &) A &
DHDELTEFRL, TINRELTLE)ZEICE S



R TR, R

- -
0w —

Ty 29 LML &9 & LTnbs TR
JElZ, o & D &IZH L Z) THRWIZE L, LIFLIEEk
My ERS N [KTTRE]. BXUZNIC Lo THES
& UEbIT) BERNIHH DL A AO—Kip L L CHIE S
NTW 552, 2007, B & OHFIZ19454E D O B 2 1f 5
ETAHRBICHT AP INFE TIILEAL R
v 2O NIZAEFRER. ) 2—. Bz
WTOMWAHLTH - 728, BERFEOMETIE, LA
FEHIN A2 5L 191800 LIBEO T RN 2 S0t assr
Brad, 1945F Doz LABRICKRE S Tw
VEN
ZEld, RIS R o CTHIO T, EFA Y A VOTFE, 1TEIEE
K. 2L ThrFEfliEBlI~oEmMEICET TR
LORBYICHEIZLE ) E LTwD, 22 TIEAFICER
Miag < 2 ek, BELOWETHD Z EVHL 2R -
2o LR LER, BRHHWIETOL Y1) T — MIEH
OEGEFRIE, BHEZLERIELEALERTET, AW
B E LTHHFT 22N TELRWZOTH S, Wi
OWIZEEMTIX. A OB EE Y [TTRN] Thi et
T, BIgEd 2@ H 5o

L2l SZCEHLFFEOHRIZEESEE L LD T
BIEATIT X9 L vy ilAld, REZICIFEAEHYMENT
W \WS, ED7DFRFEN R ATEA Y A VO T,
B 72 3) 2 — L HBE{A Y A VOLEEEEFR SN, FEil
BIZHT 3, FEab SN T & 720 FEAIC ZAUZEA S &
L CIZEIRZE WD, LIFLIEEfIcE s by ETHw
5%, AR, HAEEN SO SRBEN RS ATL D 5
CIEHENTEY, Z2TiRLIRLISTHMBOWEND 5
WIE S URY Z FER R ERR IS T A WS L o T
55, FOMIZHFIC E 72T R 2 IR S & 2 Pk A%k
Bl TBY, [RNULAHR] oF—7— FE2EHwiEZ
HIXTRWEA ),

=02, FEEIZ19MAL R IR, ABAEER O B HE & iR DS
HEA, FFICHEB R MEIZ DAL DO DERIZ L 5,
HDHVIFERICE o> TR SNAREY 27 209ED B
SNz, FNW 2, HREBICET 25 5w 5 EMm 2515
FRo oML, A REE EoLR, B X OFEREATIYIC
R L ERICE 2R Y 27 2082 B L 2 ud
BohRve FNWZ., EBNZRREICBT 2 HRESR [
IR A (SRS 2 5 B0 id. ST o B o FEYg
EHOH T TEIEER O K 4~ D5 4 TOR#E . 1K
B TARETHAHHY, L% s, BHAIZA
BEFSIhMBErED HEtEEZR O] JRE R LY, W)
BN D & HRERP S L 2 BBEICRT L2050
TH 5% WIZEHEEWRIEEROET IV, 2F DEANZ
Tk Off 2 L WEFIC X AR# Y A7 A %IRAT 5 H
HERET IV, BRORASRBEY AT 2ICE L E R

N

N

FEHRETFIN., BLOWREMEEPELFEA LT HEART
FEFETIH, 20O PRI &0 & ) FE
L2120 OWTOENEZLNLLTH S D2,

m X{HETNELTO [TRE]

L L ATSZ 9 L7ckk 2 R BRSNS — RO B
AHRBEANEFE DT TVBEDESL I D E) o izits
7ot ADs, INOLRER P RRBHREHSIHE— SN
RHEICLTVREDRESL) e 2O L) REEILORE
. ATEN L ORRENE 2 B X O B AIERL iEBIZIE D W
TW58, LTFOLHICH) Z&iE, &<k Tw
57259, TRBIZHET 2 ERENLUIEIX. 29 Lok
BMRMES N2 DR G T 2 A% ERIER S,
FNEHOTHIEP LR ENTELZDOTHH ) B dDHWVII
WM E B ICHE L, T x B LAD
B2 DIZEDNTW L WVWESL ) 9y Z22IE. FAVO
IR TIE—BIONDTT - VRN D Do e h HIEBRIZTE
BLTE72EEw) 00, dmTHERIEHAL & B L
TWHIRBESZ. 5 —KEZFITRL TV L2015 ThH
% 04,

FAVICBIAEBNTREVRL. TREZRHRE L
THEFRT HRASDARUFETH B & 550 72 WA F B
Wt MHaokiel 20 5 2 EERE Loz b
IZLT&E7, H2IEBOALD, ha LlElEr EATZI D
L7z [REERREERN] 2R E 2o TITEIT 24— &
NHEFIC LD ) He 20 X9 BRTTRN 2@+
LR T 272010, e o e b e A4
WHEEOHEZFEL L) &3 53AIF, SbELLITL
7SN T &7, THEITSN L DL, fARZBE
GrE . ST N A SEMNAEERRAOREN., Bk, B
UL, B, N T IVTF v —~OENBE, FROBAH
B 2R v 7 B HEOER (F—7V~F—. IR,
BE) ZE&ThHsb, LT IdL2ThL] [REEOH
FHEFM M| o X ) 2 BURIIMER S & F 5%,

TR [MEET V] ICEAz &S, HTREZ [
L NE Ry 2] ELTHITL &9 &k, BEN S
MATEIO IR ZROFLNIEL L) L34, R H
I ERT B EOMORZEIL. L) B L DR <
EEINTZb D070 ZNHOWFEIX. RIBFD LI %2t
LABERLEONE P O RBEG2e TNV T T -7
Ta—=Nidk, BT XBIL72 0 TE AR L
FEMITAES N2 ODOHT, & HITITEAR 2141y
TERERO RO T, TTHRME] ZE LK TS
EHRIBELTND, ANV Y N Y U — 13, TR
bz, ITEIAZ A Ve LT, [HEMHICE Tn dHE L
RO L L CHWBT LI E2FERL. TNEHRNL

- >
—



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

BICHi S H LTV BA5, FHEOEE HTldwing,

L»L. 29 L2HETENERIZZENT, #5112
IAE Ry 2 EBEISHAGT 2 TR 2.
RIS ERR L, FEHE T A2 SIS NFETHRII L T
Vo B (FLTENRUEIZIEWEN ) Lo TR
TR ] 12BIFAH, TRNZET VORI S £7/-20
FEHRTHAIHS, flzidu~vrFv s - 3 7OMHER, L
D — IR IEOE#ML, #EOME, RIS 5
VB D WIEEOMERHT 2 &2 T S L D0, HED
T RUAOEF OFTERIAT, SRR TR 2017
R ORAN LG SN T O VLD, TR A ORE
TR HRILEEORE I, 21 ICBVW T EBRESRD
REXTE RV 2720, WO L HIZ—ILTEB7EA
Jo REAN., HE CUIM R EB L 723k % o 7245
RRFERT ) — b & LT BRANC DM & LT g
XNIUEENSIT L, BRICBIT A TTRBEOEEE IO W
THNDZOF L) WEEE 2%, L L, R AR
OFEZEFEIZONWT L INDHENII 2= —2avD
e LCHET 5 &, FOALNET VI L) RN T
BNz oLl WREZ BRI 2L, B X OHR
WKBWTRETZEIZLYVESIZR B,

TMRIALZ 5T 5120, kA R HiERH 5, —DId,
M [ATEHE L ATEMA] IEET 27, 202 L
T, MOER & DOAEBLAWFEIZT 2 BIR & EREX BIZE T
HIZENTED, THUL. ARTBBEIDSIRE. TEY X
FL—2a & LToOEE BRI THrOT TIEEMIZ
o TWAIRRERIL, Bl 2 12K 4 O BHREOER TS
596) IZETEL, Lol @F2did ¢ iz &b
L7z, fNOHZIIEE ) . RIRTORD T, EHE
LICE LT L RBLOLEL EH S b,

ZHL7boLXEIEND [Gio] flo7 7a—F L&
LCid, EREICHA 2B LARIT LR T, £EL7
DKL G2 5220 A L L THE S ) 24
OVALET IV E LT, TREXHFT 200D %,
THRMEE, JOERIZ L > ThH— SIUEEICEAES
N7zb o3l A M 2R S5 DI Tld v,
2. B E OWARMN R ZEPFAAET 5o BRIE, T
RIZBWTIE, AR LTI g0 8Eo R, 203
FCHY 72 378  HRE, B X OEHTE. $ oM TIX
NBOFTEIZ & > THEDMOFR G HIEXKF S, Z L
TEEN b E R S BRI 2 7o
Ly 7—bbIEo b2 EKBEE (FaL sy 7
) 2 L7z AU LT, EET LV E LTOHR
ik, HELSDB L VBRNTH D, 28RS 2IUE, 5
RERIIFERTETEYHENTWLOTIER L, e A
WA DOEZ AT 2 BN e eE LT, 2L C
MR T 2 HFA LM AL L TEZ SN0 5

- >
[W

- >
— -

THhbo TNITIH LT, MRS L&, SryERN
o THMENTZH LW LETEMEkORKFR TH
L8, BRPETIVE LTCOMNRMEICIE. B0
2RI S 72 & ) BUE R FE s 5o FDZER T
R4 B RERRAEE LD A% AMIC & 2 AMIcxtd
AEBEOTEIIEE SN TV, HRMEE, T e A
TEOFTA 0T DHEMIZ X > TRIFMIZEEL D, Z LT
TALNZIZT ATy T4 T4 DEY EZADRERLL, A
TS Ll 4 O BIRDEHEIL S B 2 L1 K o T
UObDTHbH, TOLIHIC [TRMZRME] & HED
I— METTIEH L05, R ICL L BARIIFRE 2 1 RELC
T 57,

A Tl RO 2% AT T IV, ZF IR
CHEIGREE A EOWTEINCE L C, mia s [THRMZ
EfE] L —RBHEBWTHY, TENL Y FNTH D,
BRI 2 EIERDUC & o THERE 2 LITHIOR 2 5.2
55D R RMEFEFSVOIGEEIE, $ T RN R
N4 DOHEIFIRMHBAEE LR LD TH L0 EZL SN %
Vo EWVIODOBERWICAT, ik [ 7y y - b
V=4 OHGNHTFOREO R TIE S L, FEE O
B BB, BRICE o TG ToOF vy Y A2FHTE S &
W GEED A RO, NI ILEEIZEO Z LS TE
Lol ThHb,

Fr7 e BELATEI OV A % A L 7R 2 Foi &
BHREEE LT, ottt oBRNRELHET S &
[ RME] (&, BRRETZRMIIZ T ) Lo o R
ANDBERE L THBT LI ENTE S, [HREMZR A%
. RS E LT b AER 2R T T 7 70 TR & Bk oo i
ICHEEW, 8% 505, SR TEIRR, il
EE. Z L TLERE 2R 5 2 LR TE Ldo
Tl TH AP, FMoid, fEHNZ% &5 Eofkd b
TEIDET N 22 e W WT, BSHIEDOHRTIKS R X
ETADN NI, EIGRERE, BT, 2 LT
BHFBLOF L VET V2 RS BBICZR LS 29
L 7-BEfe R38R LIT O X 9 (2R H sk
OREPHLOMEWHEICT 5, MAOETFOD Y it
SOHCHFIOPCTER ST L7202, LD L) %itE
HEERPHEETLOTH A ) o TIUTKT D P,
18004F &5 & & 73l Dits o AR g T FR O ZLHARC BT % 76
MIEOE TR L7z & 912, 191 RI oA EZE Lo
iz, 2L THRT7a— kst y b=z bansz
RAMES ZIIBWT, FHEWICEF L/-0EA ) Do T
R, BriwkE 2oz 405, L2255 545
fltSIcBNT, BHOOVIGBICEH L TEE L L S ITHEA
L720 ZD72012H 51 [HE LOBWEMEICTIE R (L X
L e FRICEONT ] B ETY)—F )k - F 7
Vo Z7iFEFNTWL7, MREPMEYV L2 ) Liza



R TR, R

o= a YERIZBWT, 18R DSk, iRk
5 ETokE., B X OEAMEAORE L R 244
NEBDBEAE F NIz BRANDOIH VL, 5L 1305 —
IEBROERIZBWT TR R L, BEO L, Ml &5
FNHIHELLERL T A AL O TO [H2] 128w
TEINGZ6ND L5720,

ZZIEBWT, MREUERZET 57201200 RN
RER D, F—1iE, WROZMEZEIZERE L0
TOHHERLDTO R n) ZEThHb, TREIE, B
HEMMEBICOWTO Lo ) LM S/ (ZEEEREE
IREBIMR T AREZ R T 2 &3 <, HEoET 2B
L, BEICHIERE 522 X9 bl e HHEB D HAE L 7
Vo LA L FATREE. liEH L PO RO 1D O A
BhENPL LU E L THERET AH, Ihd 720
BRI S NI R ORRE VY L b WIHH
TERTELTHDOLZ LD THD, T ZIZBWTIlfER
D—RIZ, MOTEMRLZLDTHEZEDVBWSNLTHY .,
K4 B CRICET S ) 57 flifEEi e bR o+ v b
ELTo [THREE] 2. 42 ADH S OEFERERZFAES
BB A AT EIHAN AR S T HIEE 52 5 D Th b,

COEEBLODEFT N RFEML WAL, ALY S
T4 TRFNEEFFOM Y OMAEDE T EZ TR
Vo THRME. 2 O 7 5 M % O M % v T
FIETE L, INSOMMEEIL. 178 L E®REHL 2I2H
SRLOMEY EIFD 2 &b, HWICHRBA 248 & LT
Huebshd Zbd v, Z2oMb I OffifElix, ik
BTG 2 awICRE X, 209 AN OB AN
WHERTIZA ) BRENTEE LM SOMAEG LTI,
Bl XM EE L 2E (F 723 EIBL & B L oxE) |
MO A% & RIEOBRI~OEM, (HWIZE S5bk
V) BIEMEE (HMISRE OO 72) Ak & A M. IS
CHME, BEUBENRTE LML R ETHL, 2 LH
BT 52 b TE S &) MmN iERIC &> T,
TR GO AN S . TTHRE] 1225w TH iR
THIENTEL, TNHORTTIZIHH 2 & T, BHFETD
Bex BB b o3, HoWwLHSENESLED
R L T THROBENPEAES LTV E%, 2w 12,
BIZILLHEOHTLITLIET —~ & B TTR E EMRB O
TR E Vo 2 AR DD B TR, RBBRERLTWY
HOTIERL ., FSITHRME 3 AT ADARIEY 2 1k
LRHREEFRLTVDEDTE,

5 TR, £ % Vi A MEER O Pk
b, FTB~NDOEBILIZOWTORANZEBE T a2 %
LEATVEY, HEAWEROREBIZ, MALEN TV,
BIZIZEROHELE13ES T, Lol ES G0 b L 72
EEHE YA ED LVWEEOIROATHR L, HATE
fES N ANTOMADOIBEIZ Db Tnb, Z

ILTHITAHIEDRMT LI HD ) LEHT
0 & 20%, F7z % AL IR E S A REIZIE, FIZ
FRCBICRZ 2D E %5, £D72H18004EEHDHT AL
M HHEOHBEOFEREIL, NI 244510 X
LEYRINETH o720 TIUI—HTlE, G LEIIh -
AN X BB T 0 A& FRE TERIRICIT) 2 LA T
EHLWVwH T LTHY, MATIX, FRFIZE-ZNnaHlE
L. MACTTRMASIC L 2 A 2Pk % 5 b Bz TEELC
FTLHEN)ZETHD, FALERIC L L2HEOIHEONE
BRI, BEMTOLHEARTL, NETTIH % &
BEZOISHE L TORBENRHO 70 A TH - 725,
L, R ANAEOBHENM: L SREA~O TR & R
e LTwab,

TJV—=KJe - Fr7uy iz, TREOWKEL [HA
OHCTH, BIUOHTAOTHOFE] L L TR LTW
bo ZLTCEOHRMEEZ, ZOBAONELY LILENT
HLHLEBRALTWDES, 2 II 27— 3 vildo
TT7—~Abd 5 2o HIZ, TRIEO LT T IV D3
DHZ B DRV L R EORRMEOEES &
bo WADEDH WA fERkE Pz ) iz T, Fuk
THEOBEAL L TELRSJESTREELHO2ITIRLTE
72DTH b,

V. 20tHEUBOTRBOBE: [HEER] 0J
O—-/\IEIEK?

VY - FAE =N AL, HEOFEE [HROEE]
OHT, -1 v ORISR LSBT
BRESNHRMEO o0 ED % § 52 L IFHRL Tk
PolzbTFEATWD, b0 ICHIE, 200/ I2BT 5
-y NHRBOMGRE . Z0519454 DI [ b B A%
HEOWMLVIEKR USHEI] ~AT L2 2@ LT
By 29 L2RBIE. MEA 219804 LISk, Bl/NVEIC &
L HEOEARFEZN 7 BECR D,V BEIC BT 244
FRORBLE, ZLCT YT ET 7Y BB L EZA
REFRMHOLE 2 TH LI, FIC7o— VR L
Tolze 29 LA, FHIHILZLNL, BLUS
HEERHSFEN R LAV TEEROEYEH L7259,
LAl Eh#ELvold, TRE LT RO i
. 2O = NV RIEROGHIHIME 525 b DIk
DI HDMPE V)T AT L BETH S

B2, 1945 DB FAM A IZB VT, hHE (&
FETED [I RV -7 I 2] OFhs, BEBEED W 212 X
WIEHETH Z) ORMBILADPR ORI L2 nE —ER
W ZITRETH D, LHEFBE & BELFEORD & —
W B, 773y 7 L HIEY — EAEOBEIIC
Lo T, BRI UIE LIRS R RO & O B 4EH



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

Loz, TITTIL TR 2 LIS LTHTH
W2 L CHEEICKBT 5720 0—#I2Z T AN SNz,
EFREOIER LV E VS| HEOADPET NS, P
A TEBINRIERIZOWTHAT S &, TEIIF K
EIAND50%7%5, KA Y AD60%7A5. HARANDIOY% (19804
RICBIFLHIETH 2720, BAEOMEITRS MEL 2 5)
A B THH 1B TAEERZTVDEY, ThzZo
% (HR] ELTOHCA A=V ER—HTHZLIET
XS, JETHERSICBW TR, ZOBMEIZ—ETHS
PR B 7259 D5, THICOWTOMAITTFELEL &
Vo Lo Ly ASEHER A T, S P R B IOA
FCEHRSIND, LAL, KOG TIVEELZOL, kL
T ] & B T SERE s o R ISR O O ER TH Do
BT SERE IS BT 2 RIS, 72V CWIZEIRIC &
BAEBERIEDGFEIE L R\ 7212, IR ERED Y 2712
Lo TTFo b RELRBRIZES EIN TV AL, lHE 1L R
FRICET 2 0EH00E, WAFIZL > THROLND 72012,
AW & B C oz G F N Cni v, — 51
T o L HD L CIERICELVERAOZERE LT, A
PIGRAE L 72 B0 CHA 2 — C AT T b A (il
B, HE, Bt 70 2A95@%E R L) b F /o, PRIBEERA
EBZANEN TS, Lo L. FREROBEIZEST 2
AT ERIRE L, HEHIIBEADBEED D B, »
TR L, THREICET S ERgeIE. B o A R
D7 a— N VR AT E > T, EEOHERED A
WTHDHESLH [ZD] Zo055 W LD REMEDS,
TR FEHILO B ROIEICE > TEHTH A
Vo EHITIE THEMY | 2B BBAEOPREIEEEE . 19
MAZDTERGRFEH > 7-THREE & Wik % 2 L1k, BT

b DMK Uisel T 72 & pEAE & 3R 70 EIRAC & A kE > 2
T AR LT AR LT BB O S E o 1 R 7 v
Bt 2L LD b, BENEHLLEHMLALZLLTE
LI2AH9. ZTZIEH S WA MM RS E R T, T
HICED LI MR COMEN @B H, PENCH
D, A RENE, 77V HETTY - TAYHIZETHK
ATHELTWAESHY,

WD 0I21d, EFEofkil ZzopbEElshs
PRI S N2 b DI A0, IR X B S
HREXEH D BRIIZE T, BFEW 20, BiHmNZ b
D, SR b D L) ZODRITTHBKBITE D, Fr
FEORBFHBRAEICL>TELooND [HRIM] 2
REfE. KAOBEAN. BER, SR, FIER. Bi5
FRECEoTHRINTBY, TNHADSARHETH
5o BUAZIMOMEF & V) I L > TR EN TV S
BUG M 2 A ERRIZ. 20 CTOBUAENT RS (societas
civilis sive res publica) |2 X 28097 [THER] OEFK L
o TWhe TNERMIZ, EUbm R kocid, THE

HIEFEIC B 2 HEMN. &5 WIEEEN L] 2381
TWwh, Y= N—OWR\ZERICLA L, TUITL
AEDEE, FHEOEBREEOD Y . EEEE, BLO
R 2B A ffifiEEl (LS Pmcsk Lofse) 128D
WTB ), BB & ZBEFHO R T R S 5%, [
B CHREOTREOREREZ, FS10aRIicBirs =24
TOWITEH R Z PR S B IR D &
HDESTWNELEVW)ZEIIHDL, TNIZE-THED,
S—uvN -7 X)) A OHREBIE. NSO H 45
PEDFERD AT 5 2 2DV TWwD, 29 L7z
SMOERIL, B4 B E SRS DbEDOH T, Z
NENOEZ LI o RN R L Twvo /.
ZND 2T, FHEERATER SNSRI T 5 X9 7
REFBURN LI 7 & ) H OREE R fFE T 5 2 &
TR 29 LA 2 i RSk % bl iy 1 Cld 2
<L SRS, F L TERBFENICIIITE o i
e TENHEMAE] HE L 2o & b 7o e A% [
LT LIEDANRTH D, 29 LIkESbid, FIER
e O FIaEIcE T wTway, =25 Lt
X ANRERSNLGEOHR, @O TA T 7474 %
L. e B LISEEMNICIZBUEN R ATEITERE L 22 )
VDL, BL—OOBEEINL DL L ToFRHER

R T A LN TE D,
CHLZea2ERELT, 70—V HHREHRIZD

WTOHMEMZRICEZANT S &, ORIz E A
EFTRTCOEAIZBWT, —EE20OMEZFAEL TV
A% DOFITBIIL TwaY, ZZTiR7VvyaTy—nh
FEADSHREE 72 o TV A DT v B 2 FIERR Lo
Yo MER O % Hi o 720 ABfRR0 2 R ERE - AR
MROILECTITE T 20 TH 2 . THEEE LIS
559 %b0TH v, FITIEK LG 3 RERO—EH5
MELRoTWVDIDOTHL, LnHIDdb, ZTIHLzAx
d. —Z TR BERE L 2013 L A EDSHL
BY—EAEIHFE L TV E—iFRE B E R T
H H—WE L R OREE, RS K A e iRk & 3
ZELHIZLTWAERNSTH DL, KEbmid, HiEke 2
HOHELHMHEBEORZIIZOMER LT > T 5,
FRIZZ 2T EFOFAUIMIE & B LS 25| X
A2 VWACRAEFNTEBY . 2T HOMHIC & 5
B EOMERBIEOWREMEE FRE 2 20R VB 550
THbo TNDZIINHPHMEE R LREE, H4DE
RN T ) Lz OE Ll EDORE E THEA
TWbHDH, Z L TERAIZHCR & FIERO & SUfbry 72 330
TERECAMEEL D DS, ER KBEOR A %k 2 T LDt
=L ChEDNEn) T ETHbE, LnwiInd, &
AFTHILILEoTCOR [HRMTRME] &% 2 hEM%

HothBeLTo [ZFa—)L - I PV - 75 A] &ER



R TR, R

HRIZTEDPHTH D, BAEIE, BHENSULWERERE
BOJBHL 2 IESETHY . & LASHLS L I
ERLTWBEEZ LI,

29 LMY CRAEEITHIM L T 2 R 2 0 5 &
L7z a— NV lRlsifge <ld, IR & MEOIRT., B X
UHEHEA Y A )V, FHOEBICOWTH L, T+ s2 L
PPTER T ERETELWR, £9 7352 & THEPICE
SAb e R S HIC T E A% SRR BRI
FEORERERETHIENTIGBEAD (T2—N—D
FH)LIAD) AGEREORAFOMERH Z LIZERT S
LT, oW FLMUTICALEZL Y, 29 Li2ns
WML B e EZ5NLDE, LTFTO L) ZHWTH
%o BUAM R BMELESMOBEKICH LT, Lo L) Zl
REMEL . BB IC L > TR HEET 20 TH A ) b #
HIZMFICHE T 2 WO BRO20OMAOZER & LT,
EOREFIENSDTHH ) ho £ TIEHEMHAH L H
ZHRZER) - BEFEMICEHT S L) 2 k% . CoRERZ 2
bDOTHDLDIES ) Ho BIZIZIVERLTBED £ 9 12X ER
a2 FEOHIE ClE v, BRI ZNZER S LToR
WA EDORERRFSIER SN TEO 0, EFEEL L
ToOHMEME L MEBlOLHEDLS. EOREER SN0
o MAFEMIIZTIEZR L WL ODDBlE LTORZETL
EDOTELENEEDZ ) L@ IATICL T, Ihb
DA E 2 PR % . BTERI IS T & R oI
I bobl LTHMTLIZENTE D,

NSRRI E F O 2 ORI, 2L
BWTkA REFRLEZ L OFERICEE LT TV 5, A
DIRFTIED 505, ISR D & EAREZN T ERD
RETHDHZFEHRFOBELINZ D, & 51252 OMHEEN
BRCHBELHEE 252500 LTHL2IZRA D,

a) EO X BHIERER 2 EIRD, ERIZL > TEAR
ENTWDEDES D o 2T R FE5H 8
EAfEGE & b B B FRISEER, BLUHEFE Y
AT AT HN D, FERDVHERET S & THEL
ZEIOHHDREE S, B SN HEHBIL, 6
12 & 2 HETO EAMEEENORTRZHIRTH .
HiGIC L 2BUESMOER L, CORERFET LD
59 e MEOFKHE ZOFEIL, EHOHESLE 2
WL, Fokofll sz HOEEZ IS 56l &
HMOOWTWS, LIFUISE/NEHE S N5 5 BiED
RN, 22 TEITHORLHEEE 2> TWwbo L
L. TG RIPER] 2S8R L T 5% 0
BCld. BUERY % HIGRERO 720 OFE:13 2 7% 1) il R
KIS TV 5%,

ED L) RN A SEO R BERILE ATV
LDIEH ) e HHEO [HiE] L) F—av/XTO
fEff e, ZNC L B P HBEROBIEN., B L UHA

-

b)

c)

IARRDUE, EHICHT T NV Y MRt E
THICRT 2 E2BLOB I L o TRIES N TS,
FOTDBUE, Fz R EBERAIERK L TwBITE A
EOMILTIE, 29 Lz EHICRT BB L T
WEDNE VIRV ENLTLIENTEL, [ L7
KB % &L R ENERELTHEDRES
I o BERFZMNLRKBEIHETH S ) H. BRR
BIOBGEM T ) — N Th A ) >, BwDigEEET
HHIMe LT, THICHLTIZE) Vo2 L
DI2ODKG LD D D DI D B

BELL WL DDA AT AESTOFSE BT,
4 H BRI & BUA IS BEENIY 7 v I B A
WA TH D &) FHEIZIE, PHBROEKIZE -
TEDI)BRBEEVDDLDIES ) Ho WHITEARE E
EFEEZMATAIENTE, BRLEVEREYED
CLENTE, BUATORRENEE T E21T5 2 &°
T&E5D7,
WAREHROFOMMEIC D TOHE L 52 3N TIE
WABHL 1T E A EPIRIGIZIIME S LT e W RS
WEELZHAPILTONRITNIE RSV, v v 7
AT x—=N=lF, TUTRAY VT4 ALDFOH
IO PEN REEN 2RIz 720 LA L, X
AV NI 2 NI (5 <AV 5 U o e 4 Lo
POHBEEINS Z L2, TRNEEBOREDTZDD
FIEE LT L7z% Zowz Ziihid, F#%,
VR —HARTLEE, TIIAET T T A
B Ok A BTEREDF ) A PHOFIHFAL TV 5., I
HOMSALOT L MERF L, E DX ) B E L/
LLTWEDONE V) ZENRMbONLREESL I,
RIS, 70— N7 [ B EAOEN] ] (enrichissez-
vous) NEFEWMENLNETIE RV FNTIETVY a7
U— (MRETIEZWV ) 1268 T 5~V 7 ZADHH DLSE,
PLORELEEN TR, KERRRE 726 Ltk
BFEN e MHRO] BMEPHAEESNLTLE ). ik
PRI, BORM e, U228k, A B TED
ANOFRIE, FRED B EL, LVFEERLOT, LDk
CEVIZHEUTDWT WD, 2L THwa —a v RO
RFEOME S FMZ BN AR L T b, IR
DR E . BUARIIZAIEN 2B E LTHHREL ) 51t
SR —RIE, EOBREELLDONE W) Z LD, 5%
FTHOMPZENLES ), WTIUIE L, THUIIFZEIC
95, F/22NWIITHRICET AL, Ohies 2
T F AT IVTH DS,

d)

e)

*

CNIEROFH LD IR T H %, Manfred Hettling, Biirger,
Biirgertum, Biirgerlichkeit, Version: 1.0, in: Docupedia-Zeitgeschichte,



European Studies Vol.19 (2019)

04.09.2015. URL: http://docupedia.de/zg/Hettling_buerger vl de 2015
(20194F 12 H 23 H &)
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Brunner/Werner Conze/Reinhart Koselleck (Hrsg.), Geschichtliche
Grundbegriffe. Historisches Lexikon zur politisch-sozialen Sprache in
Deutschland, Bd. 1, Stuttgart 1972, S. 672-725, hier S. 673. 7 7 D [,
FERETROBENDOWTHHREMIICEL DL L TRDOL
Wk A% & %, Christian Meier, Die Entstehung des Politischen bei den
Griechen, Frankfurt 1980; ders., Athen. Ein Neubeginn der
Weltgeschichte, Berlin 1993; zur Demokratie als Verfassungsordnung:
Angela Pabst, Die athenische Demokratie, Miinchen 2003..
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Japanischen, Miinchen 2014.
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1991, S. 12-40.
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AR O RMEIZ D W TIX, k% S, Reinhart Koselleck/
Klaus Schreiner (Hrsg.), Biirgerschaft. Rezeption und Innovation der
Begrifflichkeit vom Hohen Mittelalter bis ins 19. Jahrhundert, Stuttgart
1994; Ulrich Meier, Mensch und Biirger. Die Stadt im Denken
spatmittelalterlicher Theologen, Philosophen und Juristen, Miinchen
1994; 1 #1318 D+ 4 BLFG 12 2 W Tk % BB/, Crawford B.
Macpherson, Die politische Theorie des Besitzindividualismus. Von
Hobbes bis Locke, Frankfurt a.M. 1967.
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Entstehung der Poesie, Frankfurt a.M. 1995; 19 #: # 12 2 v T,
Manfred Hettling/Stefan-Ludwig Hoffmann (Hrsg.), Der biirgerliche
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Marshall, Biirgerrechte und soziale Klassen. Zur Soziologie des
Wohlfartsstaates, Frankfurt a.M. 1992 (zuerst: Citizenship and Social
Class, Cambridge 1950).

® Michael Stolleis, Untertan — Biirger — Staatsbiirger. Bemerkungen
zur juristischen Terminologie im spéten 18. Jahrhundert, in: Rudolf
Vierhaus (Hrsg.), Biirger und Biirgerlichkeit im Zeitalter der Aufkldrung,
Heidelberg 1981, S. 65-99.

" Johann Heinrich Gottlob von Justi, Der Grundriss einer guten
Regierung, Frankfurt 1759; il % TZ M, Horst Dreitzel, Absolutismus
und stdndische Verfassung in Deutschland. Ein Beitrag zu Kontinuitét
und Diskontinuitét der politischen Theorie in der Frithen Neuzeit, Mainz
1992, S. 100-120.
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Dieter Gosewinkel, Einbiirgern und AusschlieBen. Die Nationalisierung
der Staatsangehorigkeit vom Deutschen Bund bis zur Bundesrepublik
Deutschland, Gottingen 2001; Vito Gironda, Die Politik der
Staatsbiirgerschaft. Italien und Deutschland im Vergleich 1800-1914,
Gottingen 2010; Andreas Fahrmeir, Citizens and Aliens. Foreigners and
the Law in Britain and the German States 1789-1870, New York 2000;
Regula Argast, Staatsbiirgerschaft und Nation. Ausschliefung und
Integration in der Schweiz 1848-1933, Géttingen 2007; Benno Gammerl,
Untertanen, Staatsbiirger und Andere. Der Umgang mit ethnischer
Heterogenitit im Britischen Weltreich und im Habsburgerreich 1867-
1918, Géttingen 2010.
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D ORI EEEPI S 2K > Tz fle LT,
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Biirgerlichkeit; Gunilla Budde, Bliitezeit des Biirgertums. Biirgerlichkeit
im 19. Jahrhundert, Darmstadt 2009. A EEEHA LIk o 17 B fg o % 7%
WL CEB O L7E0—HF & L T, Hans Mommsen, Die
Auflosung des Biirgertums seit dem spéten 19. Jahrhundert, in: Kocka
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@ & L T, Herfried Miinkler, Der Erste Weltkrieg und das Ende der
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und Biirgertum im 20. Jahrhundert, in: ders./Hans-Ulrich Wehler (Hrsg.),
Wege zur Geschichte des Biirgertums, Gottingen 1994, S. 317-353, hier
S. 320, 337. BEfRICHIRY S L WELERI UL - fTBIET LV E LT
[T R ] 129w T %M, Manfred Hettling, Biirgerliche Kultur —
Biirgerlichkeit als kulturelles System, in: Peter Lundgreen (Hrsg.),
Sozial- und Kulturgeschichte des Biirgertums, Gottingen 2000, S. 319-
339; [/ U < RISl S M i) & sl 5 2 25, BloE %
s L7z ® & L To Joachim Fischer, Wie sich das Biirgertum in
Form hilt, Miinchen 2010; 3C 4= @ i it & L T, Andreas Schulz,
Lebenswelt und Kultur des Biirgertums im 19. und 20. Jahrhundert,
Miinchen 2005; Budde, Bliitezeit.

% B, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, Grundlinien der Philosophie
des Rechts, § 189-208, Hrsg. v. Horst D. Brandt, Hamburg 2013; Karl
Marx, Deutsche Ideologie ,,Bourgeoisgesellschaft®, in: Marx-Engels-
Werke, Berlin 1978, S. 178; 2% H&, Manfred Riedel, ,,Gesellschaft,
biirgerliche®, in: Brunner/Conze/Koselleck (Hrsg.), Geschichtliche
Grundbegriffe, Bd. 2, S. 719-800.

7 Reinhart Koselleck u.a., Drei biirgerliche Welten? Zur
vergleichenden Semantik der biirgerlichen Gesellschaft in Deutschland,
England und Frankreich, in: Hans-Jirgen Puhle (Hrsg.), Biirger in der
Gesellschaft der Neuzeit, Gottingen 1991, S. 14-58, hier S. 20.
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Wil o 2 AT & 720 2, Andrea Léther, Unpolitische Biirger.
Frauen und Partizipation in der vormodernen politischen Philosophie, in:
Koselleck/Schreiner (Hrsg.), Biirgerschaft, S. 239-273.

" % W, Gisela Bock, Frauen in der europdischen Geschichte. Vom
Mittelalter bis zur Gegenwart, Miinchen 2000; Ute Frevert (Hrsg.),
Biirgerinnen und Biirger. Geschlechterverhiltnisse im 19. Jahrhundert,
Géttingen 1988. T R 22 RIEN O T & LD F 70 1% F L ATH)
DETIZDOWTOIIGEANEH 1% Leonore Davidoff/Catherine
Hall, Family Fortunes. Men and Women of the English Middle Class,
1780-1850, Chicago 1987, KA Y D FUIDWTHLL72bDE LT,
Rebekka Habermas, Frauen und Ménner des Biirgertums. Eine
Familiengeschichte (1750-1850), Gottingen 2000; 4% (2 20 42 @ Hr 7=
ZHEERE 212D\, Claudia Huerkamp, Bildungsbiirgerinnen. Frauen
im Studium und in akademischen Berufen 1900-1945, Géttingen 1995;
Gunilla Budde (Hrsg.) Frauen arbeiten. Weibliche Erwerbstétigkeit in
Ost- und Westdeutschland nach 1945, Goéttingen 1997; dies., Frauen der
Intelligenz. Akademikerinnen in der DDR 1945 bis 1975, Goéttingen
2003.

20 Artikel »Biirger”, in: Jablonski, Allgemeines Lexikon, Bd. 1,
Kénigsberg 1721, Sp. 117 (#0 1748 4F & 1767 4EDORLIZ BV TRl
DOWHFEIZER SN T\ ), Artikel ,,Biirger”, in: Johann Heinrich
Zedler, Grofies vollstdndiges Universal-Lexikon aller Wissenschaften
und Kiinste, Bd. 4, Halle 1733, S. 1875-78, hier S. 1876.

21 Artikel ,,Biirgerstand®, in: Brockhaus, Bd. 1, Leipzig, 5. Aufl. 1819,
S. 205f.

2 YRHRMEERASND 22D 5 18 HOBKIEAIZH L
TZH, Rudolf Vierhaus, Umrisse einer Sozialgeschichte der
Gebildeten in Deutschland, in: ders. (Hrsg.), Deutschland im 18.
Jahrhundert, Gottingen 1987, S. 167-182; Heinrich Bosse, Gelehrte und
Gebildete — die Kinder des 1. Standes, in: Das achtzehnte Jahrhundert 32

(2008), S. 13-37.

B ZM, Conze/Kocka (Hrsg.), Bildungsbiirgertum, Bd. 1; Reinhart
Koselleck (Hrsg.), Bildungsbiirgertum im 19. Jahrhundert, Bd. 2:
Bildungsgiiter und Bildungswissen, Stuttgart 1990; Rainer M. Lepsius
(Hrsg.), Bildungsbiirgertum im 19. Jahrhundert, Bd. 3: Lebensfiihrung
und stdndische Vergesellschaftung, Stuttgart 1992; Kocka (Hrsg.),
Bildungsbiirgertum, Bd. 4.

24 %, Ulrich Engelhardt, ,Bildungsbiirgertum®. Begriffs- und
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2 Artikel ,,Biirgertum®, in: Brockhaus, Bd. 3, Leipzig, 15. Aufl. 1929,
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% Artikel ,.Biirger, Blirgertum®, in: Meyers Lexikon, Bd. 2, Leipzig, 8.
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Artikel ,,Biirgertum®, in: Der neue Brockhaus, Bd. 1, Leipzig, 2. Aufl.
1941, S. 414.

27 Artikel ,.Blirger”, in: Meyers Neues Lexikon, Bd. 2, Leipzig 1972, S.
663f.
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B LCLLTF%#ZM, Thomas GroBbolting, SED-Diktatur und
Gesellschaft. Birgertum, Biirgerlichkeit und Entbirgerlichung in
Magdeburg und Halle, Halle 2001; Anna-Sabine Ernst, Erbe und
Hypothek. (Alltags-)Kulturelle Leitbilder in der SBZ/DDR 1945-1961,
in: Stiftung Mitteldeutscher Kulturrat (Hrsg.), Kultur und Kulturtrager in
der DDR, Bonn 1993, S. 9-72; Christoph KleBmann, Relikte des
Bildungsbiirgertums in der DDR, in: Hartmut Kaelble/Jiirgen Kocka/
Hartmut Zwahr (Hrsg.), Sozialgeschichte der DDR, Stuttgart 1994, S.
254-270.

2 Artikel ,Burgertum®, in: Brockhaus, Bd. 2, Wiesbaden, 16. Aufl.
1952, S. 461-463, hier S. 461. Z 1LLIFMC b k= =M, Hans Freyer,
Biirgertum, in: Handworterbuch der Sozialwissenschaften, Bd. 2,
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30 Artikel ,Biirgertum®, in: Brockhaus, Bd. 3, Wiesbaden, 17. Aufl.
1967, S. 497-500; Artikel ,,Biirgertum®, in: Brockhaus, Bd. 2,
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