
housing, the mayors—Hermann and de Ketzinger, de Turckheim and
Schützenberger, Kratz and Coulaux, Back and Schwander—led the way.
They set up workshops and workers’ colonies, promoted credit unions and
bread price supports, and established citywide employment bureaus and
private—public partnerships for managing municipal utilities. This amazing
level of initiative and innovation (cf. provisions for public education in the
1830s and the post-1900 system of poor relief), Lutterbeck reveals, owed
much to the mayors’ pride: either their personal amour propre for
Strasbourg (before 1870) or their sense of professional obligation to the city
and its inhabitants (after 1870).

Overall, this is a fine study. Lutterbeck’s wide field of vision is informative.
It also helps him demonstrate the considerable room for independent and,
therefore, political, action available to municipal officials in both France and
Germany. Other claims, however, ultimately lack support. Missing, above
all, is a more systematic and penetrating investigation of national—municipal
relations that could substantiate Lutterbeck’s bald assertion that whether
Strasbourg belonged to France or Germany was largely irrelevant to how
municipal officials acted (414). One is also left wondering just how unique
Strasbourg’s experiences were, especially in terms of the role played by
civic pride in shaping municipal administrative praxis in the short and long
term. Finally, although this analysis works nicely as sociocultural history, I
am not yet swayed that it is also intellectual history.

Anthony J. Steinhoff
University of Tennessee–Chattanooga

Per Andersen, Legal Procedure and Practice in Medieval Denmark,
Leiden/Boston: Brill, 2011. Pp. 480. $212.00 (ISBN 978-9-004-20476-8).
doi:10.1017/S0738248012000120

Per Andersen’s study of Danish procedural law in the Middle Ages focuses on
how this body of law was created and consolidated. According to Andersen,
Danish procedural law (and thereby the administration of justice) was altered
in the thirteenth century, as an after-effect of the Fourth Lateran Council, with
the prohibition of ordeals as the most important adjustment. The procedural
system gradually changed from being based on formal proofs— ordeals and
compurgation—to substantive proof based on an ideology of “finding the
trust,” which included, for example, the introduction of juries.

Andersen shows how the procedural system created in the middle of the
thirteenth century was quite conservative and did not undergo radical changes
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until the seventeenth century. Minor alterations did, however, occur, such as
the development of a profession of judges—although not professional in
terms of learned law—and the development of an appeals system. Andersen
tries to place the Danish experience in an international context and to explain
why Danish procedural law was inspired by Roman-canon law, and yet did not
develop a fully integrated inquisitorial system before the late eighteenth
century.

The book consists of three parts. The first part (11–68) is a long introduction
to Danish legal and political history and the creation of the ius commune and
its importance for secular legislation. In the second part Andersen examines
the procedural laws and legal institutions of thirteenth century Denmark
(71–199), and in the third part examines the development of jurisprudential
institutions and procedure from 1300 to 1558 (203–421).

Andersen gives a very thorough description of the Stand der Forschung in
Danish medieval legal history: the rules of procedure specified in six medieval
Danish laws and the function of all the different courts, judges, and officials.
He spices up this account with a description of legal rules from penal and pri-
vate law, court cases, and foreign parallels. In so doing, he provides a very
valuable account of Danish law and its place in an international context.
Andersen clearly wants to cover it all, and the structure he has chosen—
describing law after law and institution after institution—achieves this goal,
but it also means that there is some reiteration and that the text becomes
very long and sometimes quite burdensome to read. It would been better for
the book to have been shorter. Andersen’s organization, however, makes it
quite easy for scholars who are interested in a certain area to acquire the
needed information from a specific chapter.

Because of the lack of secular legal practice in the thirteenth century, the
transformation in the procedural system is primarily documented through an
account of the written laws, backed up by a discussion of later legal practice.
The lack of sources is explained by Andensen’s focus on secular procedure.
He has chosen not to use the charters from the thirteenth century regarding
conflict over land between ecclesiastical institutions and a secular party.
This is unfortunate, as these sources actually strengthen Andersen’s argument
about a radical change in Danish procedural law. Many of the cases were not
solved by canonical courts but instead by arbitration involving a large number
of secular arbiters. And from the second half of the thirteenth century, it is sta-
ted in the charters that the purpose of the investigations of these arbiters was to
find the truth, a change in Danish procedural law that Andersen, because of his
selection of source material, first finds in the fourteenth century.

Andersen has, in many cases, chosen not to translate the Danish terms, but
he has not explained the basis for his choice to translate or not, which is unfor-
tunate, as some of the choices seem quite strange. Why, for example, is the
Danish medieval word “ombuzman” translated to the modern English word
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“ombudsman”? It has very little to do with the medieval meaning of the word,
and either a translation as “the king’s official” or keeping the Danish term
would have been truer to meaning.

It would also have been very useful if there had been an appendix explain-
ing Danish words. For a non-Nordic-speaking reader, it would probably be
quite difficult to remember the meaning of all the Danish terms, even though
most of them are explained the first time they are mentioned and some are
explained more than once (although occasionally with different explanations
and translations; e.g., “hovedlod,” [100 and 135]). In general, the book
would have benefited from a thorough copy editing.

Aside from these minor objections, overall, the book is well written and
researched. It will be illuminating for any scholar interested in procedural
law, not only in Denmark but also—because of the comparative approach—
in Europe more generally.

Helle Vogt
University of Copenhagen

Emma Rothschild, The Inner Life of Empires: An Eighteenth-Century
History, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011. $35.00 (ISBN
978-0-691-14895-3).
doi:10.1017/S0738248012000144

This remarkable book describes a remarkable family, in a remarkable world, at
a remarkable historical moment. The family circle was an extended one: ele-
ven surviving children (of fourteen), born to an economically precarious
couple on a small estate in lowland Scotland, together with their spouses
and in-laws, their children, their servants and slaves, their friends and acquain-
tances. The latter included David Hume, Adam Smith, and Adam Ferguson
(therefore allowing Rothschild some stimulating reflections on the Scottish
Enlightenment in its local and global contexts). The world was an exploding
one, a rapidly changing theater of military conflict, global commerce, financial
speculation, and transatlantic slavery, of shimmering investment opportunities
and shifting goods. Across its hazy geographical, political, and institutional
boundaries, members of the family scattered to India, the West Indies, and
North America in search of the wealth and security that had eluded their
parents. The historical moment, too, was a decisive one: it spanned the mid-
to late-eighteenth century decades in which a British empire was taking
form, the fate of America was at issue, and the practice of slavery was brought
into question. A novelist would have been hard pressed to invent a family
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