
in his lifetime: the reign of Henry II (chapter 4), the Catholic League and Henri III
(chapter 5), and, finally, Henry IV and L’Estoile’s final years (chapter 6).

L’Estoile was born to a Catholic family, but his tutor was a Huguenot, the Genevan
minister Matthieu Béroalde (d. 1576). It is likely that this early influence explains why
the picture of L’Estoile that emerges from this book is of a man torn between his own
religious background and the atrocities committed by his coreligionists against the
Huguenots, many of whom were his personal friends. Perhaps the most interesting
part of the discussion on L’Estoile’s position as a collector of history is the network
of informants that he possessed. Some of them were his colleagues at the Palais de
Justice, where he worked; others, such as Claude de Marteau, were close friends or rel-
atives both in Paris and outside, bringing him the latest news in person or by letters.
Hamilton skillfully shows how ideas were exchanged in the form of books, pamphlets,
or in person.

Hand in hand with discussions of a scientific character, Hamilton turns to L’Estoile’s
family life—portraying a rather idyllic picture of his relationship with his first wife,
Anne de Baillon—and presents the masterfully researched financial aspects of his life.
Based on L’Estoile’s family book, the author also offers insight into the complex rela-
tionships with the broader family—his second wife, his mother, and also his son Louis,
who ran away to join the forces of the league. Hamilton assures the reader that L’Estoile,
though remaining in Paris during the rule of the league, was a Henry III and then Henry
IV supporter, and this behavior of the son could have been interpreted as betrayal.
While most of the secondary literature relates to Hamilton’s argument, at times he
employs secondary literature that concerns a different country, such as in cases of man-
uscript libels (110) or sodomy (112), where the references point to England and
Switzerland rather than to France.

In conclusion, the book achieves its goal of positioning L’Estoile in his proper con-
text and adds much relevant knowledge to our understanding of underlying currents in
the Palais de Justice and in Paris in general. The reader will find many interesting and
important sources on the Wars of Religion collected in one place, with new and impor-
tant insights. This clearly opens new possibilities for studies of the period and in the
study of early modern autobiographical writing.

Michaël Green, Centre for Privacy Studies, University of Copenhagen
doi:10.1017/rqx.2018.53

Traité de l’œconomie politique. Antoine de Montchrestien.
Ed. Marc Laudet. Écrits sur l’économie 6. Paris: Classiques Garnier, 2017. 564 pp. €59.

For almost four hundred years this treatise languished in deep obscurity. For various
reasons it was scorned, unread, and misunderstood, hardly rising even to the status
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of a minor work. Nevertheless, it persisted. In the past few decades there has been a real
push toward its canonization—this is the second edition to appear since 1999 and it has
featured in a modest but steady stream of studies. This volume, featuring a broadly con-
ceived introduction to the text and its fortuna alongside modernized spelling and punc-
tuation, works hard to push that process forward. The attempt may still be somewhat
premature, and there are flaws in its execution, but it certainly has value.

The treatise was printed at Rouen in 1615, in what was probably a small run, in two
states with the chapters arranged differently. There is good reason to think that the
author preferred the arrangement used in the royal presentation copy and Laudet is
right to follow it, unlike François Billacois’s 1999 edition. Maybe half a dozen copies
survived, with the definitive version being confined to the reserves of the royal, and then
national, library, so that access to Montchrestien’s work has long been difficult. Until
Billacois, it was known mainly from a drastically abridged edition produced by
Théodore Funck-Brentano in 1889. Now, however, the royal presentation copy has
appeared on the Bibliothèque nationale’s Gallica service (http://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/
12148/btv1b8610768t), so scholars will have no difficulty consulting the definitive ver-
sion. Laudet’s edition, then, with its modified orthography, will mainly be of interest to
a less specialized audience.

His introduction makes an interesting case for Montchrestien’s significance.
Laudet analyzes the treatise in the language of Thomas Kuhn’s scientific paradigms, sug-
gesting that it responded to a crisis of social and political thought at the dawn of the
Baroque age by advancing a new conceptual framework based on individualized
labor and its control by royal authority. If this approach failed to achieve recognition
it was due to political conjunctures around both royal propaganda—making
Montchrestien into a prototypical rebel immediately after his death, of which he
gives a particularly detailed and interesting account—and the factional struggles of nine-
teenth-century French political economy, combined with Funck-Brentano’s mutila-
tions. This account brings out an important side of Montchrestien’s thought even as
it stretches Kuhnianism farther than it will go. It could also use more extensive devel-
opment: in particular, Laudet does little to situate Montchrestien among the proto-eco-
nomic thinkers of his day, who shared several of the characteristics Laudet identifies in
Montchrestien, tending to strengthen his stature as an important respondent to the
crisis of his age.

The treatise itself is diffuse and hard to summarize. Its four books cover industry,
trade, navigation and colonization, and royal policy. Montchrestien was notable,
though not unique, for his appreciation of the fact that France was operating in a qual-
itatively new economic order in which it was struggling to assert itself. That said, and as
Laudet rightly points out, his stress was on the political rather than the economic aspect
of his subject. He was confident in the king’s (and queen mother’s) ability to master this
new world order. And he was likelier to treat royal power with the tools of Neo-Stoic
philosophy or rhetorical panegyric than with anything that might today be considered
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economic analysis. The breadth of Montchrestien’s vision is impressive and his work is
dotted with interesting insights and anecdotes. But the fact remains that, for the reasons
Laudet outlines, the treatise represents a more or less stillborn tradition of analysis, and
readers will probably find it more valuable as a guide to a kind of alternate history of
French social thought than as a text that exercised a force of its own.

Laudet provides explanatory notes, glossaries of places and names, a bibliography,
and an index, all of which are of high quality (even if a few of the explanations
are slightly redundant: it seems either unduly optimistic or unduly pessimistic
to think that a reader of this text might not know who Bacchus was). One
highly distracting peculiarity, though, is that the introduction is absolutely rife with
typographical errors—mostly bad homophones, as if it were transcribed from voice
by software and then insufficiently proofread. The actual edition, thankfully, is in
much better shape, but readers may have lost some confidence by the time they
reach it.

Jotham Parsons, Duquesne University
doi:10.1017/rqx.2018.54

Wir, Vogt, Richter und Gemeinde: Städtewesen, städtische Führungsgruppen
und Landesherrschaft im spätmittelalterlichen Württemberg (1250–1543).
Nina Kühnle.
Schriften zur Südwestdeutschen Landeskunde 78. Ostfildern: Jan Thorbecke Verlag,
2017. x + 534 pp. €58.

Württemberg is a family name that has become a regional identity. In the thirteenth and
fourteenth centuries the counts of Württemberg rose from a localized lordship to hege-
mony in an area of southwestern Germany otherwise known as the central Neckar
Valley. The unfamiliarity of this appellation is testimony to the success of the dynasty,
whose territory was elevated to a dukedom in 1495. It was long believed that this
dynasty had forged not only a regional identity, but also a peculiar political and social
elite: a class named the Ehrbarkeit (honorable persons) by the regional historian
Hansmartin Decker-Hauff, who described with genealogical precision (although not
always factual accuracy) an elite that was “created” by the ruling dynasty through invest-
ment with certain honorable official posts (12).

This historiography fundamentally shapes Nina Kühnle’s new study of
Württemberg’s urban elites. Decker-Hauff’s ideas were propagated not so much by crit-
ical engagement with his original research (his dissertation on the subject was never pub-
lished) as through his many students and popular lectures. Only in the past decade has
his model been criticized as a reductive and formalized depiction of complex social
groups and processes. Thus Kühnle takes up the question of what should replace
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