
ground, the more outside capital had to be employed. Already in 1517 there 
was an uprising of the miners. The „big wigs" were inveighed against. Abuses 
in the administration and peculation by officials were discovered. Probably 
already at this time it was that Thomas Münzer took up contact with the 
Joachimsthal miners. At the beginning of the Peasants' War unrest arose here, 
when great Bohemian mine-owners and, in 1525, the district chief of Electoral 
Saxony, Kospoth, in St. Joachimsthal reeruited mercenaries against the rebell-
ing peasants, but failed to attract many reeruits. 

As early as 1519, Joachimsthal miners emigrated to Buchholz. Unrest be-
gan there in March 1525, especially against the clergy. Then the town of 
Schlettau and villages which were part of the property of the monastery of 
Grünhain rose up against the monks. All the traffic from Zwickau to St. Joa-
chimsthal passed through this region. It is revealing that the miners of St. 
Joachimsthal asked the Council of the town of Zwickau for help, but the 
latter refused it. The Annaberg Council, on the other hand, which feared that 
the miners of this town would be infected by the Joachimsthal example, wan-
ted to mediate between the rebels and the Schlick administration. Even the 
Dresden Council made efforts on behalf of a compromise in St. Joachimsthal, 
and experts from Freiberg took part as mediators. 

As a result of their relationships, comradeliness, and common experiences 
and distress, the miners on each side of the border felt close to one another. 
Thus Annaberg supplied bread and weapons to the rebels. Two Saxon miners, 
Wolf Göftel and Andreas Cosener, activeiy conducted propaganda — to be 
sure, without success — on both sides of the border for the common action 
of the miners together with the peasants. 
t The miners formulated their demands in 17 articles. Although the prestige 
of the miners was lowered by the defeat of the Central German peasants at 
Frankenhausen, the miners managed to score some successes, in the agree-
ment of 25 May 1525, especially those of a social character. This agreement, 
consisting of ten articles, between Count Schlick and the miners of St. Joa-
chimsthal put an end to the uprising. On the basis of these negotiations, the 
Schlicks promulgated, as the mine-owners of St. Joachimsthal, new mining rules. 

T H E B O H E M I A N S T A A T S R E C H T AND T H E H O H E N -
W A R T - S C H Ä F F L E C A B I N E T ' S A T T E M P T A T A S E T T L E -

M E N T 

Rudolf Wierer 

In the period before 1848, Ferdinand IFs so-called Revised Ordinance of 
the Land of 10 May 1627, which secured the legislative right for the King 
of Bohemia, was in force. The Estates retained the right to approve taxes. 
From the year 1842/43 on, in the Bohemian Diet, it was especially the high 
nobility which fought against the absolutist reforms of the government, en-
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deavoring to demonstrate that the Estates had retained their rights, in a 
limited form. In the revolutionary period of 1848—1849, the constitutional 
rules issued by the Emperor did not také into consideration a special status 
of Bohemia. In this period the Czechs also paid little attention to the „Bo-
hemian Staatsrecht" (the demand for the historical rights of the Crown of 
St. Wenceslas), demanded already before 1848. 

Following the neo-absolutism of the years 1851—1859, the October Diplo-
ma of 1860 recognized, to some extent, the rights of the Crownlands and 
their diets. The diets were given back their right to approve taxes, but the 
actual right of legislation was not granted to them. Only the February Con-
stitution of 1861 created an imperial representation and made the transition 
to constitutiorialism. This meant the predominance of the German middle 
class, which was favoured by the electoral systém, and this led to an alliance 
of the Czech liberal middle class with the „Bohemian Staatsrecht" nobility. 
The adoption of the „Staatsrecht" program by the Czech liberals proceeded 
only hesitantly; this is revealed especially by Palacky's ideas of 1865. 

The resistance of the Hungarians to Vienna's constitutional unitarianism 
forced the so-called Austro-Hungarian Compromise of 1867. The Compromise 
created two states, the Hungarian Crown and the so-called Cisleithania. Bo-
hemia was only one of seventeen Cisleithanian crownlands. This led to an 
intensive Czéch Opposition, which was reflected in the radical declaration of 
1868 on the „Staatsrecht". This Czech „Staatsrecht" radicalism was also 
f urthered by the theory of J. Kalousek. 

The Czech Opposition to the Cisleithanian Constitution of 1867 was ex-
pressed in the withdrawal from the Reichsrat. For this reason Potocki's mo-
derate Cabinet of 1870 attempted, though unsuccessfully, to win the Czechs 
for the Reichsrat by means of autonomist concessions. 

The Hohenwart Cabinet was willing to give Bohemia a far-reaching special 
status within the framework of the Constitution. In the negotiations with the 
Cabinet, the Czechs were willing to recognize the Hungarian Compromise, but 
did not want to recognize Bohemia's Subordination to the Cisleithanian Con-
stitution. Finally, drafts of the settlement laws were agreed upon, of which 
the draft of the Fundamental Articles was the most important. These drafts 
were approved by the Bohemian Diet, after the German liberals had stayed 
away from the Diet in protest. The Emperor presented the drafts to an ex-
panded Ministerial Council, which, however, turned them down. Since the 
Czechs refused to make any significant cuts in their demands, the Emperor 
then dropped the settlement plan, also frightened by the probable negative 
financial consequences of the settlement. 
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