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zelnen Regionen Ostmitteleuropas nicht denkbar gewesen wäre. Die erwähnten Regionen werden in B.s wissenschaftlichem Diskurs zu einem Labor, zu einem Modell, das dem Autor als Ausgangspunkt für die Formulierung übergreifender Fragestellungen der gegen-wärtigen historischen Forschung dient, ohne dass er dabei ihre administrative Verankerung berücksichtigen müsste. Darüber hinaus versteht der Vf. die Geschichte der einzelnen Re-gionen Ostmitteleuropas nicht als räumlich geschlossene Ausschnitte, mit denen er später die Geschichte übergeordneter territorialer Gebilde illustrieren würde. Ganz im Gegenteil! Durch sein tiefes Eindringen in die gesellschaftlichen und institutionellen Strukturen dieser kulturell verflochtenen Regionen und mit Hilfe einer synchronischen, komparativen Her-angehensweise liefert er neue Möglichkeiten, die Landes-, Staats- und demzufolge auch die immer mehr an Bedeutung gewinnende Globalgeschichte zu interpretieren. Um sich mit den gewählten Fragen und Themen auseinandersetzen zu können, musste B. eine außergewöhnlich tiefe und zeitaufwändige Erschließung eines breiten Spektrums an schriftlichen Quellen, die in verschiedenen tschechischen, ungarischen, polnischen, ös-terreichischen, rumänischen und slowakischen Archiven aufbewahrt werden, vornehmen. Mittels gründlicher Erforschung der facettenreichen Dokumente und ihrer durchdachten Interpretation bietet er einen überaus originellen Einblick in die Machtstrukturen der ein-zelnen Regionen Ostmitteleuropas an der Schwelle zur Neuzeit. Nachdem er ausführlich analysiert hat, welches die Grundmechanismen der Verwaltungs- und politischen Ge-schichte der Polnisch-Litauischen Union sowie der böhmischen und ungarischen Länder in der Frühen Neuzeit gewesen sind, fokussiert der Autor vor allem jene Seiten des ständi-schen und monarchischen Lebens, denen bisher von den Historikern und Historikerinnen, die sich mit diesem Thema befassen, kaum Beachtung geschenkt wurde. B. skizziert hier ein neues Bild vom Spannungsverhältnis zwischen dem Herrscher und den Ständen der konkreten Regionen einerseits und zwischen den einzelnen ständischen Korporationen an-dererseits. Damit legt er gleichzeitig den Grundstein für weitere, ähnlich ausgerichtete For-schungen. 
České Budějovice Rostislav Smíšek   Martin Pabst: Die Typologisierbarkeit von Städtereformation und die Stadt Riga als Beispiel. (Kieler Werkstücke. Reihe G: Beiträge zur frühen Neuzeit, Bd. 7.) Lang-Ed. Frankfurt am Main 2015. 306 S. ISBN 978-3-631-66974-7. (€ 59,95.)  ‘Typologisierbarkeit’—all the parts of the word in the title exist in English, but I would be hard pressed to put them together in one. ‘Typologisieren’—‘to typologize’; ‘bar’—‘able’, as in ‘manageable’; ‘keit’—‘the abstract quality of all that’, ‘ity’, as in ‘manage-ability’. So, it means something like—‘the quality of being able to place (or to be placed) in a typology’. In this thought provoking book, Martin P a b s t  reacts to reigning typologies that have been based on one or a few criteria: North vs. South; Upper (German), North, Northwest, or Hanseatic, which, in his opinion, continues the North vs. South opposition. Thomas A. Brady, Jr.’s 1993 survey of the then recent literature found a rich variety of Reformations that had replaced geographical criteria with qualifiers of other sorts—‘people’s’, ‘prin-ces’’, ‘urban’, ‘magisterial’, ‘radical’, and ‘communal’. Even this falls far short of what P. refers to as his Fragebogen (survey, checklist), which in the proposed variant offers exact-ly 90 questions of potential usefulness in each individual case study. The book’s structure is transparent. A ‘Preface’ is followed by an ‘Introduction’ that addresses methods, offers an overview of the Stand der Forschung and a discussion of fundamental definitions. A second chapter surveys models and types of investigation that have been employed up to this point, followed by a critique of them. Chapter 3, by far the longest in the book (pp. 49-174), presents, in considerable detail, the bases for the new ap-proach that P. here proposes. It ranges widely across case studies in its examination of six larger topics that provide a basic model for typologizing ‘the Reformation in the Cities’. 
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They are: political structures; basic economic and social conditions; basic spiritual condi-tions; persons and positions, people and opinions; events and requirements; and, finally, the way to a new church life. At the end of many major and minor sections, we find in italics questions that ultimately make their way, in one form or another, into P.’s proposed check list. Each list is preceded by the formula ‘For the development of an empirically [my italics] founded classificatory typology of the Reformation in the cities, the [the above pre-sented discussion] yields the following possible characteristics’. A few examples: ‘Was the city to be investigated a member of a league of towns or another regional or supra-regional system of league-formation?’; ‘Did the city council and the population of the city to be in-vestigated have, already before the beginning of the process of Reformation, a significant experience of conflict?’; ‘Did members of the populace of the city to be investigated ap-pear as authors of theological writings or polemical pamphlets?’ And so-on for 87 more. A short Chapter IV (‘The Criteria of a Classificatory Typology of the Reformation in the Cities’) brings together, as an articulated list, the questions raised in the course of the previous chapter. The author leaves unexplained why we find here 14 headings (whereas Chapter III had six categories, and 31 subcategories). It has exactly 90 questions (as in Chapter III), but the questions are ordered in such different fashion, and under such differ-ent headings, that I am unable to say whether Chapters III and IV contain precisely the same questions. In any case, we may, I think, feel justified in taking the simple list of ques-tions in Chapter IV as P.’s proposed check list. In Chapter V we finally come to the long awaited study of Riga as an example of the proposed ‘typologizing’. It is the second-longest chapter in book (pp. 181-259); it could be read on its own, and with considerable profit. Chapter VI brings a brief conclusion, fol-lowed by a list of abbreviations and an impressive list of primary (manuscript and printed) and secondary sources. The book lacks an index, which would have made this important work so much more useful. P. emphasizes that his typological proposal adds quantity to the qualities that had previ-ously been the benchmarks. And he implies that his approach adds an empiricalness that had been lacking. I was unable to locate the author’s definition of what he means by quan-tity. I finally came to the conclusion that quantification results from many, many case studies that have been subjected to exactly this Fragebogen; then a computer would reveal the rates of coincidence between individual cities, and thus would arise an ‘empirical’ and quantifiable typology of the Reformation in the cities. I applaud the effort to add more and more detailed questions about the ways in which the Reformation came into being in a city and gave new shape to urban life. I can’t imagine, however, that, were one to go in this di-rection, 90 would be the ceiling number of questions. Nor can I imagine a large number of scholars agreeing to use any uniform checklist. Moreover, even if a computer would do the quantifying, the scholar would still need to address the issue of which question, or cluster of questions, should be treated as more or less decisive. And that would be an end to em-piricalness. This all touches on the notion of ‘the city of Riga as an example’. I think this chapter will stand on its own and make an important contribution, but there are questions here. How can Riga be an example if we don’t already have a considerable body of case studies subjected to this checklist? Or is the purpose to offer a first study to be compared with oth-ers in due time? I am also troubled by the lack of sources in Latvian (or other languages of the area). One suspects here the false assumption that, since the primary sources are almost entirely in German or Latin (or, in Lithuania, in Polish and Latin), the vernaculars can be ignored. First, the use of the ‘national languages’ was an important part of Protestant prop-aganda. I would suspect there is some body of primary sources in Latvian that have im-portance for the Reformation in Riga (next to the German and the Latin). Second, perhaps more importantly, the archives are now firmly in the hands of the ‘locals’, who ‘live’ in their archives. These scholars are producing ever more and ever better works based on 
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constant direct access to their archives, and outsiders interested in these problems ignore their work at their peril. If one is to aim high, as P. has done, why not expand the pool of case studies to include cities where the Reformation never made an appearance (and ask why), to those where it made an appearance but had an embattled existence (in what ways), cities in which some sort of coexistence of two (or more) confessions was negotiated (and how), the existence of crypto-Arians, etc. (and what were their conditions of existence). And many, many more. Even if the area of investigation is limited to Free Imperial Cities, those of the Prussias, and Old Livonia (and only those where the Reformation was triumphant), scholars should avoid the anachronistic terms West and East Prussia, and use those of Royal and Ducal Prussia, which have quite different, specific legal statuses. And here, missing from the secondary literature are two crucial books on Royal Prussia.1 In any event, the book is valuable and offers much to think about. P. himself imagines three different reactions to his proposed typologizing: 1) that the previous typologies might be confirmed by another method, wherein other cities might be discovered that belong to one of those types; 2) alternately, or additionally, the discovery of new types, whose char-acteristics have gone unnoticed because of the great geographical dispersal; and 3), that any discovered communalities have no significance, because the profiles of individual cit-ies are so different. Personally, I would be open to whatever is helpful in any of these three possibilities. But I am particularly sympathetic to the third choice (with the correctives of the others), and I will end with the piece of Rhineland carnival philosophy with which P. adroitly concludes all this striving for order: all cities may be comparable in some fashion, but ‘jeder Jeck is’ anders’ [‘Every jester’s different’] (p. 265). Berkeley David Frick                                   1  MICHAEL G. MÜLLER: Zweite Reformation und städtische Autonomie im Königlichen Preußen: Danzig, Elbing und Thorn in der Epoche der Konfessionalisierung (1557-1660), Berlin 1997; KARIN FRIEDRICH: The Other Prussia: Royal Prussia, Poland and Liberty, 1569-1772, Cambridge 2000.   Beate Bugenhagen: Die Musikgeschichte Stralsunds im 16. und 17. Jahrhundert. (Veröffentlichungen der Historischen Kommission für Pommern, Reihe 5: Forschungen zur pommerschen Geschichte, Bd. 49.) Böhlau. Köln u. a. 2015. 440 S., Ill., ISBN 978-3-412-22447-9. (€ 49,–.)  Wie die gesamte pommersche Musikgeschichte des 16. und 17. Jh. gehörte auch die Musikgeschichte der Hansestadt Stralsund, eine der damals einflussreichsten Städte an der deutschen Ostseeküste, bis zum Erscheinen dieser Studie zu den musikwissenschaftlichen Forschungsdesideraten. Da Vorarbeiten zur Stralsunder Musikgeschichte dieser Jahrhun-derte weitgehend fehlen, waren für die vorliegende Studie, die 2008 von der Ernst-Moritz-Arndt-Universität Greifswald als Dissertation angenommen wurde, beträchtliche Archivre-cherchen erforderlich, die durch das umfangreiche Quellenverzeichnis dokumentiert sind. Da ein geschlossener Quellenbestand zum Stralsunder Musikleben nicht existiert, hat Beate B u g e n h a g e n  ihr Material aus Aktenbeständen in Stralsunder, Greifswalder und Stettiner Archiven gewonnen. Ergänzend hat sie detaillierte Werkverzeichnisse der bespro-chenen Stralsunder Komponisten angefertigt, die zu vertieften künftigen Einzelstudien ein-laden.  Bereits seit dem beginnenden 20. Jh. gibt es zahlreiche Untersuchungen zum Musik-leben in norddeutschen Städten. Untersuchungen zu Funktionszusammenhängen einzelner 


