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T H E C H U R C H P O L I C Y O F C A R L IV 

Gerhard Los her 

This contribution is an extended book review of the work by Wolfgang Hölscher: 
Kirchenschutz als Herrschaftsinstrument, 1985. Independent of one another, and 
almost simultaneously, three other extensive works about the Church policy of 
Carl IV have been published. The three come to similar conclusions: during his 32-
year reign the Luxemburger succeeded in bringing the majority of the appointment of 
bishops in the empire under his control. That the question of the Emperor's influence 
in the appointment of bishops has rarely been asked until now shows that in the study 
of the Late Middle Ages the relations between State and Church are still not suffi-
ciently taken into consideration. The work of Wolf gang Hölscher also gives a valuable 
overview of the rules of Carl IV's protectorate over the Church, notwithstanding the 
fact that it does so without sufficiently discussing all aspects involved. 

T H E C O N S T R U C T I V E C O N S E R V A T I S M O F E M P E R O R 
C H A R L E S IV O N T H E B A S I S O F T H E C A S E O F T H E 

A R C H B I S H O P R I C O F C O L O G N E I N 1372 

Ludger Tewes 

This short contribution íllustrates on the basis of an example, Emperor Charles IV's 
policy of strenghtening his power by reviving old traditions. In 1372 he invested two 
knights with an advocatia. These knights were the Masters of Wersterholt with their 
seat in the Westphalien section of the Archbishopric of Cologne. The property which 
went with advocatia had long since been alienated. The impression of stronger impe-
rial influence and control was underlined by the Emperor's repeated interference in 
Landfrieden and Freistühle affairs in Westphalia thereafter. 

A N E W S T U D Y O N E M P E R O R M A X I M I L I A N I 

Krysztof Baczkowski 

This is a detailed book review of the work by the Austrian historian Hermann Wies-
flecker on Emperor Maximilian I, which was published between the years 1971 and 
1986 in five volumes. Since it is in the eyes of the Polish book reviewer "probably the 
last word in archival and document research about the era of Maximilian I", he 
thought it necessary not only to praise the importance of the work for contemporary 
European historiography, but also to remind in detail of the "little inadequacies" of 
the work. 


