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.- PREFACE

The‘history of diplomatic relations caﬁ never be defined 3i§p1y :
as a very concentrated political study. By their very nature they
involve the interaction of states whose ca‘positiaﬁ and interesats
were as varied as the socio-economic envi}onment in which they were
set, .

In spite of the obvious philosophical and historiographical

problems associated with the term "important,”" the scope of the presént

study does in fact lend itself to a better understanding of Europe in
L ] ' :

the Ancien Regime. The trends and developments prior to the events of

1789 were evident throughout most of Europe, and useful examples would

too., Philosophical systems connected vith the events that led to the
great changes brought in by cﬁL French Revolution Héfe not alien to
the participants of the diplomatic records studied here. The changing
role of the state is as much in evidence in the relatioms between

the two members of the Holy Roman Empire as they were in other states,
Therefore, even though the issues of concern to Hanover ;nd Vienna

are of ‘sufficient significance b; themselves, they can be linked to
the uore-general setting of conditions in pre-rev@lu;ianaty Europe.

As the correspondence of the Hanoverian em§éssy in Vienna
}emOIttited, the Reich was still a¥ important entity to all of its
members in the eighteenth century, Modern scholarship has certainly
supported the foundation for this ciaim, and this study élia tgs;i!
fies to it., The disturbances that shook the EEiEE in the period ffﬂé

&

v
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- 1740 to 1763 only tended to increase the interest among the Reichs-

staende and Kaiser in the future of the empire. ~Both the main points

of attention that surfiace in the diplomatic reports--the election of
the King of the Romans and imperial investiture—are exemplary in
this respect. But even in a mo;e general overview of eighteenth i
century European history, the Reich was by no means insignificant, ,1E
///’/.wac intricately linked to the balance of power in Europe; a Ecécept
that contiﬂued to rank preeminent among all the great powers. After .
1763 Western Europe settled into a period of relative péace and the
eastern regionl-—Pofand, Rua;ia, and the Ottoman Empire—captured the

attention of states and statesmen. Key members of the Holy Roman

Empire played central roles in those problems which arose. 7Th§sifw

+ emphasized the geo-political importance of ‘the empire and made it
that nugh more important to European stability, Consequently, the
two main issues discussed in the Hanoverian relations were also
keenly observed by all of the European powers.

Although decision-msking guthority had been diviéed‘ﬁithiﬂ the
Bgiggitheteby undermining a unisy of purpose and direction, the bonds
that heid that confederation of states together were still substantial
even in 1763. Most members continued to possess an ideological

affinity to the empire. Inaddition, the Reichsverfassung remained

important as a determining factor in the overall composition of all

member states and played a part in the general socio-economic condit-
ions prevalent. Therefore, even issues such as the election of the

King of the Romans and imperical investiture help to frame the social

L

and economic settings in the late eighteenth century.

vi



. This work also adds a great g;:l‘%f information about the
iﬂdiviéF;I men wvho filed the reports in the service of electoral
Hanover. The npezasiqn/nf_; foreign embasdy, and the diplomatic
| service in ggﬂef;1; wvas ;b:gfvablg at first hand. This adds to the
uﬁdéfxt:ﬁdiﬂg af‘the Hanoverian ambassadorial staff and also to that
of the officials and fellow representatives in Vienna. The duéie§ of
the Imperial Vice Chancellor are frequently iliuﬁin;tedi So too are
those of other officials of the imperial gﬂvernmeng. In addition,
the references to Emperor Joseph 11 and Maria Theresa demostrate
the degree to which they personally entered into the !ltt;t! reported
by the Hanoverian diplomats. Even Prince Wenzel Anton von Kgunitzﬁ.
Rittberg's name ;fiseg with regularity and shows that this central
figure in Austrian history was also involved and interested in the
workings of the empire. With the repeated references to other
electoral ambassadors aﬁé agents in Vienna this work provides
further information regarding the interaction of important affi;ials
in the Reich.

The use of hand-written dip}amati: reports in the original
ejighteenth :gﬁtu:? German sﬁtiptépravidedbthe foundation for this
study. Those reports indicated that the diplomatic relations of
the Hanoverian émbassj in Vienna from 1764 to 1772 deal with issues
of central concern to the future of the Reich and two of its most
important members. But by the nafure of the matters that occupied
Hanover and Viepnna, the work is also gkﬁiﬂtﬂ!!QEiali mi‘cro~economic

and biographical study of the Heiliges Roemisches Reich Deutscher

H;Eing in the eighteenth century.

&
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\.. CHAPTER I | » )

HANOVER, VIENNA, AND THE REICH TO 1764

As descendants of the Welfs, the House of Brunswick could!clain
& long and distinguished heritage. From 1235, when Otto the Child
became the vassal of the Emperor Frederick II and was invested with

~his own lands as a Feudum Imperii,l that legacy became increasingly

bound to the history of Kaiser und Reich. From the medieval period

on, the House of Brunswick was intimately associated ip a conflict
between particularism and centralization. Although the clash found
its most profo;;d results in the relationship between emperor and
estates, it was apparent in family relations, especially in the more
confined setting of the divisions of the patriwmony. Particularisa
destroyed the unity of the original hoidingt and the status they had
held earlier. By the beginning of the seventeenth century the lands
were in the possession of two lines with the secondary one sub-
divided into a junior and senior‘branch.2 It was the secondary and ‘
younger one that eventually acquired the title and rights of an
Elector of Brunswick-Luneburg (Hanover) in 1692.

Hhen_in 1648 the Peace of Westphalia recognized the sovereign
rights of every territorial state within the 53153, the yictory
~over imperial absolutism co;ld only be eﬁjoyed and exploited where .
such policies could be established without disruption. It was not

entirely coincidental that Brunswick-Luneburg was able to achieve

hegemony over the Welf territoriesafter the Thirty Years' War. What



vas less certain vas that one man alone would complete almost all the
ne§£;§gf7 steps towards that end. "It would be {uite admissible to
approach the crucial periaé of Hanoverian state building, which
occurred frai 1648 to 1714, in terms of the biography of Duke Ermst
August, later the first elector. His reign (1661-1698) witnessed the
changes wvhich determined the form of Hanover's govermment for the
electoral era, until’ the end of the old empire in 1806. The youngest
of four brothers, he had gained his first experience in governing in
the adwinistration of a territory outside of the Brunswick patrimonial
holdings which had ;1r§;§y been apportioned to his elder brothers,
He had become Coadjutor of yggdebufg in 16463 and later the first
Lutheran administrator of the alternating bishopric of Osnabrueck in
166l.4 Three years earlier, he had been married to Princess Palatine
Sophia, a union which assured him of the eventual sué;es:ian to
Lunebgrg_s In 1679 he succeeded to Calenberg.

Even bef;regth: dgath of Georg Wilhelm of Celle, his last
surviving brother, Ern;tgAugu:E‘g designs for a-unified house were

already well-established. The testament he published in 1682 not

only embodied s?i claims of inheritance to Celle but also the in-

-

divisibility of all the Brunswick-Luneberg territory. It was at once
a vindication of past policies and a program for future endeavours.
The testament received imperial sanction éhg very same year from
Leopold I (1658-1705) as a part of more complex negotiations then
underway with Ernst Auguiti The decision to make the testament of

1682 a Statuum Familiae reglitered in the Reichshofrat was linked,

quite probably, to Erns e to supply 10,000 troops on the

Y
b
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i
-
. ]



lower Rhine to combat Louis XIV during the War of the League of Augs-

burg. Support of the emperor was the characteristic of relations bet-

ween Leopold I and Ernst August from this time on. It vas this co-

operation that allowed Ernst August to make @th;f gains of g;g;F

pignificance in the development of Hanover as one of the Dﬂié ini
fluential member states of the empire in the next century. Additional
territorial acquisitions Qere made in the 1690's when Saxe-Lauenburg
and Hadeln (jmportant since they lay at the mouth of the Elbe) were
attained by military intervention6 and gostié}pufeba;es of rival

' inheritance clains.7 It must be emphasized that the main interest of
Ernst August well before 1690 was to acquire an electoral voice “and
not gimply to expand terriforial holdings.

The growth of the power of the duke of EfuﬁtﬁigkﬁLuﬁebe:g
manifested it¥elf by the increasﬁd importance of this prince in the |
affairs of the empire on the whole. It was the support given ggpetar-
Leopold I in his wars with both France and the Turks (1680-1699) which
provided the strongest reason for the success of the Brunswick attempt
to gain an électorafe. Although the negotiations between Erﬁi:

August and Leopold I are dxffxcult to chart, it remains clear that

they date fton 1682. Within a decade the desired goal was tr;nifuﬁ;gd
,xnto reality by the issuing of the Kurtractat of 1692B and imperial.

investiture w1th electoral status in Deceaberrpf that ye;t-g

The manner in which Hanover was elevated into the Electoral
College was sxgnxfxcant because it was carried out pflmlrlly by

impefYal fiat. Indicative of the personal nature ‘of relations between

Ernst August and Leopold I, such a unilateral action quite predictably



aroused an almost immediate negative response in many quarters of the

- Reich, Since any change to the Reichsverfassung could only be accept-

ed if agreed upon by the estates voting in Regensburg, the other
electors refused to seat Hanover initially. To substantiate their
oppocitiSU, the parties unvilling to accept the validity of Hanover's
elevation formed a ;:onfederation of princes including the archbishop-
electors of Trier and Cologne, the Count Palatine and the duke of
Brunswick-Wolfenbuettel. Known as the "wider die neunte Chur corres-
‘ondierenden Fuersten,"” their opposition was expressed in the Reichs-

tag and the nnich:kallegggg;cht.loi'Hham the confederation was renewed
11

in 1700, they also used the threat of military force. These princes

could not, however, present any serious threat to the installation of
Hanover in the College :f Electors iinﬂéiundaf the pressure of the
Spanish War, th; -njptity.of the Kurfuersten were persuaded to accept
the n;w member in 1708,

The outbresk of the War of the Spanish Suzggisipn in 1700 proved
useful for rallying support for Leopold I. Consequently he, and
later Joseph I (1705-11), managed to utilize the circumstances to carry
through the acceptance of Hanover. When in 1708 Bavaria was placed
under the ban of the empire for nuppa:tiﬁg Louis XIV, the matter of
enerancd could be formally settled. The Palatinate's reacquisition
of its former leatlz allowed Hanover to gain the vacant eighth
placc.13 >Along vith the decree announcing the decision of the elect-

ors to allow Hanover to enter.their ranks went the transfer of all

rights, privileges, offices and titles connectedwith that dignity.

The arch-imperial office of Erzschatzmeister was given in 1709,14



followed by another imperial investiture confirming the status in
1710.13 vd s

If Hanover's position as an electorate was considered ‘secure by
1710, clle exact determination of its titular office was soon in
question again. The Peace of Baden (1714) reinstituted Bavaria in
" its electoral position, thereby forcing the Palatinate to reclaim .

the eighth seat. Hanover, left only with the right to use the title

of Erzschatzmeister, and not the right to exercise the office, found

3

its precise character as an electorate somewhat illédefineéi The Peace
of Baden marked the beginning of a Enno;erian policy to g:iﬁ & more
definite soluti;n to this uncertainty; it was a poiiéy that would be
of continued importance throughout the greater part of the eighteenth
century. Th; setbacks resulting from the Peace of Baden were signif-
icant in determining one element of relations with the imperial court.
But that settlement ;lao affected the interaction and assaciatiaﬁ with
the other electors. Most noticeablyit set the ;enof of relations
with the Palatinate and caused repeated disputes between the two
coutt..l6 The correspondence of the Hanoverian embassy in>viéﬂﬂi
from 1764 to 1772 provides an indication of the degree to which
the matter of titular office continued to capture the attentiég of
Hanover and Vienna, Hanover and the Palatinate, and also the other
clectotl.l7

By l7lblwhen Georg Ludwig of Hanover acceded as George I to
the Englich throne, the electorate had .already reached its basic
terjitorinl configuration. The bishoprics of Bremen and Verden were

added in 1712 and 1715 relpectively18 but the Hanoverian succession

in Britain did little to alter the structure of government in the



electorate.l? The absence of the ruler resulted in the maintenance
of the constitutional and ad-iniltrafive foundations laid prior to

1716.20

Indegd, territorial integrity became the primary, and
perhaps solitary, intetect of th:labse‘:fe rulers and was all the
more easily accomplished by the aid of British ’Ublidiel.zl Since
military expenditures were by far the most costly feature of the
state budget, the need to demand ever increasin&_ ums of the
Hanoverian tax-payer was somewhat cushioned by the use of British
graats. Thelresult was a more prosperous economic¢ climate and also
an uncoamonly peaceful relationship between the electors and the
local estates. The situation in the eighteenth century was such
that it prompted one English observer to note;

...the Government of the several Counties which compose

thid Electorate is the least Despotick of any in the

Empire. The Elector cannot make laws, raise taxes and

c. without the consent of the estates which meet
regularly every year for the Publick Good.22

Though this assessment may have captured the outward impression to

some degree, itl_rather idealistic tone needs qualification. 1If the

elector's powers remained undeveloped, those of the estates were

successfully rg,tricted. The determination of policy was left to

central institutions e-bodying’the will of the ruler. Local or

. region;l governmental agencies dealt primarily with the collection

. of various levies and taxes. They implengnted the policies deter-

mined by the central otgan123 and never maintained prerogative powers.
The development of ablolu;iai centralization had alreadp-been

carried out by Ernst August and found its basic expression in the

Regierungsreglement of 1714.24

This ordinance was one of the most




»
important documents for Hanoverian history in the eighteenth century.

It regulated the administration of all the offices of the central
government. The most important officials who were described in it

were the Ceheimeraete (privy councillors) who staffed the Geheimrat.
25

They were appointed bi_the elector. It was in the privy council
that the most senior, and presumably competent, members of the
government eventually sat. Here policy directives for the elector's

approval were prepared; instructions from him were received and the

approval and signature. Here slso the reports arriving from all
edbassies were studied and acted upon. It was th§ privy council
alone which received the dispatches of the Hanoverian Comitial- o
gesandten, ambassador to the permanent Reichstag in Rggin:burg;ZE

All other ambassadors were required to send thiit:tgpafﬁi in duplic-
ate;27 one copy destined for the privy council and the other for the
German Chancellory in London. Policies concerning the other agencies

of government were also approved by the privy council. Hence, both

the Kammer (Treasury) and the Kriegskanzlei (War Department) operated

under guidelines set in it,

ment were concerned with the administration of justice. Although
the continued validity of customary law prevented the dgvgla§-sﬁz of
a single legal system or code of law, all nev laws emanated from the

-elector. The highest judiciary organs included the Oberappelations-

gericht, the highest court of appeal in the land. ‘Subsidiary to it

were the Justizkanzlei and the Hofgé:ight;zs Even wvhere local custom

was recognized, it was not allowed to impede the functioning of the
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dyﬁ;:;ié Gesamtstaat which transcended regional bouridaries. The
privy council was, of course, also actively involved in these legal
institutions.

Before George I's accession in Grgii Britain, the presence of

entrusted with the power to regulate the business of the privy

council. However, it was not long after 1714 that just such a position

Iy

was established de facto. Andreas Gottlieb Bernstorf and Hans Caspar

Baron von Bothmer both functioned in this capacity during the reign
of George 1_29 Shortly after George's death the status of the

Hugnchh;uQEﬂ‘b:a:hef:, Gerlach Anton and Philip Adolf, was E;;EIiﬁly
distinguished by their position in the privy council. Gerlach Adolf

30 It is understandable that

formally became prime minister in 1765.
as the absent ruler's interest became more concentrated ié the Island
Kingdom, the need-for a head of government increased proportionately.
.Nevertheless the first minister never held the pover af‘: governor-
general, even when the intérest of the elector in the German
possessions declined. To the very end of the Holy Roman Empire in

1806, the King of Great Britain had to be consulted in any matter of

importance. It was only the definition of what was important which
varied, so that the Hanoverian privy council could exercise power

more freely,

Along with the agencies of government in Hanover itself, a
liaison agéﬂ;y. the German Chancellery was created in London, It
:gint;inéd communications between the King in London and his

Hanoverian privy council. The secretary of the German Chancellory

supervised all incoming correspondence from Hanover and sent on the



outgoing decisions of the ruler. He also filled the role of personal
secretary and advisor. So close was the association betweenh the secret-
ary and the King that his position often aroused British suspicions,

He was thought to be either partially responsible for the King's
preference for Hanover, or the only man likely to alter the interests

of the gan;rch_zl The position could pfep;te its holder for higher
office in Hanover too. At the death of George I, the duties of the
German Chancellery were restricted by Parliament to dealing with

Hanoverian affairs ilané-gz Two secretaries were placed as the dis-
E

posal of the minister and assisted him in analyzing the business sent

to London. They were usually men trained in 1;3.33 However, af the

initiative and screened most of the commonplace affairs. Only more
important matters were reserved for the ruler's personal decisions.

In general, eligibility for any position of importance in the
34

It held an almost complete monopoly of the judiciary and legislative
offices. VatE;g rights in the courts were limited to noble members
in the gg;;gnbiﬂkihnithaugh a "learned bank' existed alongside it to
offer 1dviceizs Between :gvgn:y.iﬁd eighty families belonged to this
pover elite. Membership in the privy council from the lgt; seven-
teenth century to the end of the Holy Roman Empire came frow this

f:;;zs However, noble rank

group; indicating how strong their hold
did not include a right to lﬁthﬁtiii’péiiéiii; Consequently the
nobles alone were not considered to be as much of a challenge to

royal authority as the local estates had been. As in most other

states in Germany, the Hanoverian high nobility claimed to be the most
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capable strata of society and therefore entitled to hold the highest
positions in gavefﬁienti37 The qualities vhich formed the basis for
those claims distinguished them from the lesser nobility, or Hofadel,
vhich was much more a ceremonial ﬁQEiliEYiBB They vere :ijg clearly

identifiable in relation to the Staatspatriziat. These were the

bles, trained in law, vho were responsible for staffing the ¢

3

(¥« ]

‘lower ﬂfficel*af the ci?iiilﬁ bureaucracy.
Since the high'ﬂﬂbility wvas entrenched in all important agencies
of the government, seniority was perhaps the essential consideratiom
for acquiring a post, or for promotion within the administration. The
death of any member invariably brought about an iiiediltgfshuffling

40

of personnel. One member of the privy council in the¢f eighteenth

century went so far as to call this a quasi ius optionis seu ascen-—
41

sionis. The removal from office of a member of the pover elite wvas
also strictly regulated, Only a breach of loyalty or gross incompet-
ence could provide sufficient grounds for dismissal. Gerlach Anton
van\HHEﬁzhhgulgn stated in 1755 that it was "by time-honoured and
most revered traditiom recognized that a minister maintained his
departments until he declared how far and in what manner he was pre-
‘pared to step down from tha-;"sz With the decline in interest of
the Hanoverian Kiﬁggvin their German lande the high nobility becames
even mbre assured of zaiﬂt:inini their position and involvement in
the issues that were of concern to the electorate.

The rationalization offered by the nobility for its position
in the Hanoverian gavgtnggﬁt vié b::edkan a tradition th:tvg:;eﬂdgd.bk

far back into the medieval period. The conception of their status

wvithin the electorate was compounded and connected with feelings

v



towatds their position in the Holy Roman Empire. The ideological
link they provided between Hanover and the Efiéi vas manifested by
the social and corporate sentiments they shared with thefr counter-
parts evhere. The time-honoured role they contisbed to play in
Hanover's éavefﬁﬁent was based on claims that also characterized
their asgsociation vi;h the empire. Tyig affected their perception

of Kaiset un g ch, and transcended Landesfugfstencuﬁ and Terri-

torium.l‘3 .The dangers to their own state and position of power
could still be minimized by the continuation of the empire. When
peace was established in 1763, these beliefs were.given an opportunity

for actualization when the election of a King of the Romans became
‘the first order of the day. However, the outbreak of religious con—-
flicts in the empire prior to 1764 certainly provided concrete reasons
for the Hanoverian government to assess carefully ;gﬁ‘ position in
= . - \
the election that was planned after the Peace of Hubertusberg (1763).
Although many GEEEig jurists thought that the imperial constit-

ution was cumbersome, it continued to be "the bond and guarantor of

whl

=

the existing legal order. Its malleability was at once the cause
. fon-its complexity, but was also necessitated by the desire to have
a base that could respond to any changes in the power of any of the
empire's constituent states. At the centre of the visions embodied
in the comstitution '1gy the motive of preventing the emperor from
gaining absolute power. Consequently, the dynastic aspirations of

the Habsburgs were to be feared, The Peace of WEitphglil!hgd

established checks tnfigpefigl authority. Henceforth, nothing that

both emperor and estates. The treaty of 1648 also determined the.

i1
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internal structure of the empire until its end in 1806. That settle-
ment gave the empire the basic pesition it would hola in the concert
of uropean powers., Furthermore, it determined the policies of the
Austriam Habsburgs in relation to the Reich. »

That the German Empire failed to develop a highly centralized

nation-state under imperial authority was sade final by the firm

recognition of Landeshoheit of the member states in 1648. This simply

magnified the need for a policy designed to consolidate and strengthen

the Habsburg dynastic state. Initiated by Ferdinand I in the first

half of the sixteenth century,45 interest shifted until the reigns .
of Leopold I (1658-1705) and Charles VI'(1711-1760) resulted in the

almost complete lack of set policy regarding the empire. These two

emperors were quite content to deal with particular needs as the

6

situation de-anded.a It was thought that the Reich could provide

a cordon sanitaire against Vienna's most bitter rival, Pranc The

2

traditional emnity with Prance would assure Vienna of sugcess within

the empire without much effort. The empire's loyalty to the Habsburgs
weakened when Maria Theresa succeeded her father in Austria (1760)

and Austrian diplomacy failed to secure the imperial .election for hef®™
huoE}nd. Francis Stephen. The loes of the imperial crown, considered
for so-long as .cumbersome, fostered the plans of Prussia, Bavaria,

and France at the expense of Austria. It became quite apparent in
Vienna that retention of the imperial throne was s necessary pre-
requisite for the survival of the far-flung dynaltic‘huldingl.“7v
Although the Danubian Monarchy contiqud to be the primary concern of

the Austrian emperors even after 1745, there was a marked incréase

in interest in the emperor's throne and the Reich.



After 1748, the Austrians realized that they had substantial
support in the empire and reevaluated their position partly b;giéig
of it. However, the most significant impetus resulting in the implem-
entation of nev policies was the rise of Prussia. ugdgr Frederick II,
Prussia replaced France as the iﬁ;t dangerous threat to the Hﬁ;le of
Habsburg, a change which n:ﬁgi:itgtgd an entire realignment of
traditional alliance systems. "Seit dem Ahiterggﬂvi. Karis VI
haengt die Erhaltung des Gleichgewichts im deutschen Reich von den
politischen Verhaeltnissen ab, die zwischen Qggtgfgci:k und Preussen
stactfinden.” England's friendship and cooperation had also come to
be viewed with serious doubt in Vienna.*? That the British Crown was
unwilling to risk its individual interests in:GEEﬁlny vas given ample
verification between 1700 and 17&8;5D It was quite rightly assumed
in Vienma that English priorities lay primarily with its overseas
empire. Continental affairs were largely unimportant except vhen
France appeared to be gaining hegemony. It was not unpredictable,
then, that Kaunitz proposed to jettison the old alliances and attempt-
ed to link Austria to Framce. An alliance with the other Catholic
Great Powver in the gightienth century would establish a territorial
status quo and assure London that France would not gain preeminence.

. This would weaken England's desire to involve itself in continental
affairs and would give Austria a free hand in agniiﬂ; with Prederick
11551 ’ v |

But Austria's concern with the King of Prussia also provided
added cause for the re-evaluationof its policy in the empire. The
failure to achieve the reconquest of Silesia in the Seven Years' War

&=

(1756-1763) meant that other means to accompligh this end, or at least

13



to prevent fur;bdf/;rualian gains, would have to be adopted. This
influcncedltﬂ; attitude of the ;nperial court regarding the Reich
after 1765 and was also the attitude taken by the new emperor,
Joseph IT1, vhen he acceded to the imperial throne in 1765.

Joseph's own conception»of-hioj;ole as empeYor involved a con-
cern with uxntammg internal peace and the guarantess of religious
rights. After 1780, when he succeeded in Austria in his own right,
he proved unrestrained in carrying out reform in the dynastic. lands.
The Reich did seem to become less important to him. It was only

after the death of Maria Theresa in 1780 that the Austrians nanaged ‘

to alienate the important north German princes and electorn,52 and

even lost their majority support in the Prince's college in the Reichs-—

ta§.53 But prior to that time Joseph II was not indifferent to the

empire. One cannot unquestioningly accept the suggestion that "Joseph

had no desire, and therefore, no system or plan of reform for the

w34 '

Pl

nor that any plans he did hold were "less of a concern for
n35

empire,
the empire than a demonstration of youthfulvidealis- and exuberance,
His education in i-perifl history had left him with a sufficient undér-
standing of the emperor's remaining governing powers. From 1754 to
1759 Joseph met regularly with Christian August Beck, Professor of
State and Peudal Law at the Theresianum, toi be tutored in imperial
history and law. Beck made no attempt to credit the emperor's throne

56

with powers that it did not possess and impressed upon the royal

student the importance of the few still remaining. The instructiom

focused on the legal foundations of the Rcichs&crfallqgl and the

imperial throne. 1t was repeatedly emphasized that ng lav could be

valid in the Reich unless agreed upon by both emperor and estates, but

S

14
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also that "Reichsgesetzrecht Landesrecht bricpt."57 This formula was
the ideal that Joseph attempted to maintain once he became Kaiser.

By the time that Joseph succeeded to the i-pcrial throne he had
no remsining youthful illusions conéerning the Reich even if he lacked
exécriencc in its actual operations. The status of his perception of

58

the Reich was then given concrete form in the Deliberanda™" which he

presented to Kaunitz in November of 1766. This consisted of a series
-

of twenty-one points dealing vith,dfrious reforms or policy objectives
to be pursued in the empire. All displayed th; ;xﬁ;‘fundanental
implication; the influence of Austria in thg,é‘;;rethld to be developed
~in an effort to prevent the stronger states——especially Saxony, Bran-
\denburg-Prussia, and Hanovef6o-fto- becoming too powerful,
To.Jonephvone of the first things that had to be accomplished in
his new imperial policy was to convince the estates of ‘the e‘pire that
Austria was not bent on aggrandizement, but rather interested in the
common defense of the Reich. Commercial and monetary reforms designed

61

to strengthen the Reichsstaedte and the Reichsritter = were to aid in°

the demonstration of good will, Roth Protestant and Catholic states
would be the recipients of these reforms, and by persuading prominent

Protettan;ﬁacichspublizioten to promote the emperor's policies, the

] .
intentions might be more convincing.62 The winning over of these

influential men realized some success when J.J. Moser's son Friedrich
Karl was temporarily enlisted in the service of the 5£i£3£.63
A number of points also dealt with those powers of the emperor
uhicakcould not be jeopardized and would have to be enlarged. He
mentioned that the enpefor's rights as feudal overlord in the empire -

‘sust be maintained and all important estates encouraged to gain formal



investiture of their imperial figfi-Eé Thg‘gglibg:;gd; stated that

the Reichshofrat was to be made more credible and respectable in the

eyes J! the imperial e;§g§g§;§5 This pdint had been raised by
.

-~

letzte Wahrzeichen seiner Ueberherrlichkeit im Rgi:h"éesggﬂd was an

EnlenthI’;IEﬁgnt in the iittﬁIEGE investiture too, some brief
| comments must be made about this important institution of the Reich.

Certainly the emperor's role as chief magistrate (Oberstrichter)

in the empire too had come under scrutiny, and pressure existed te
force conformity to the Reichstag's desire to limit it.  Yet this
judicial suthority remained virtually wichanged from the jixtngntéf'

century to 1806.57 The emperor's legal functions were firmly entrust-

ed to the Reichshofrat (Imperial Aulic Council), the institution

manned by appointees of the emperor. He alone was responsible for
their salaries, He §:esided over its meetings in person or through
his representative, the Imperial VicgiChinzclluri The Kaiser could
hinder opponents or foster supporters by infiuihqiﬁg verdicts. To
the estates, this was considered its major fault, and prompted them

to demand its conformity to the Reichskammergericht (Imperial

Cameral Tribunal)., These efforts to make the RHR similas to the

estates' highest court were rebuffed. The Egich;haffit;_;dﬁgnllaf

165468 established its independence from the ;KF_GQ e

It was the ability of the RHR to set aside strict procedural
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regulations in an effort to reach decisions more attuned to individual
. \
circumstances and with greater speed, that assured its popularity. K
2

‘l'hg RKG,which on ong occasion required 188. years to reach a formal
. | 4

de::isio? over the validity of a nino’?“ifcc&nion clnil,?q bccige

1 s

netorious for its procranfimt~ion.7 By&he eighteenth century the

~
" decline in the number of cases brought to the RKG was offset by an
" inverse rise in the humber brought to the RHR. Prom 1767 to 1779 .

the number of new cases rose from 2,100 to 3,409.72 Tﬁgre was an

-

phnu’al average -of 1,000 to 2,500 undecided cases (known under the -

-

: rubl."ic of currentia)73 in the docket. The ﬁjorﬁty of cases involved
’ lesser‘;’n:inces and states, Imperial Free Cities and l(nightl,n_gho
felt that the RHR wvas Mecebtive to the}.r needs and desires and
could: be expected to render its decxuons more IIPLQ. However, it
was vith the q-petor's authority that all decisions vu.'o’ released,
~an auﬂthority the ;R&'Iacked. This meant that even the more'poverful,
estates preferred the RHR. "So \isf schlieulicﬁ zu verstehen, dass
die wichtigeren Angelegenheiten gewoehnlich nicht vor das RKG. sondemn

an den RHR gebracht Qvotdeu."75

~

The-'Inpe’tial Vice Chancellor Rudalf

Colloredo declared. the RHR to be "das einzig uebrig bleibende Klemod

~

des Kayc. Crone." n76 Not only the importance otxll attiached to thc

\

RHR and thc e-peror s legal po.ition in the empire in the exghteent:h
century makes the ref.erenco in thc Deliberandas i-portant, but investit-

ure in fiefs Peld of the emperor vas a legal matter involving this

\

institution. i o , x
»/Iﬁe'ut of proposals that Joseph made shortly after sucteeding

to the throne showed thit’he intended to play an active role in the
.
empiré. The response that the Beliberands engendered from the Imperial

O - -
- :

& - .

L.
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Vice Chancellor Rudolf Colloredo (1706-88) and Prince Wenzel Anton von
Kaunitz-Rietberg (1711-1794) indicates their importance.

Colloredo responded to each of the points, and as the highest
ranking imperial offici;l, his views were important and instruct-
§y¢.77 He argued that it was going to be difficult to convince the
.&ernan states of Austria's selfless intentions in the Reich. Prussia
would remain aﬁtagowﬁstic and could influence a great number of other
Protestant princes. To capture the confidence of these states by
showing that Austria's goals were purely defensive, seemed to be a
somevhat superfluous argument to him since most of the European powers
‘had already shown a desire to maintain the empire as a political
entity. However, by fostering a jealousy of Prulsi; in Haﬁover, ,\\\\V/N//
_ allies could be gained inditectly'through the friendship of Bruns-
wick-Luneberg. Catholic states, especially Bavaria, the Palatinafe,
and the ecclesiastical princes, voﬁld likely only be won over entirely
through expensive subsidies paid for.by Vienna or the Papacy. The
project of enlisting Protestant Publizisten, Colloredo informed
Joseph, was airendj undervay, as Friedrich Karl von Moser had been
won over. The Imperial Vice Chancellor was already ttﬁdying the
entire questioq of imperial investiture and how best to make it fully
opetaqiyc again2: Commercial and monetary reforms were to be noLelled.
after tyolg.i-plennnted in Austria. Colloredo's response to the
Deliberanda ;howt that a concret; policy was already in place to a
_linited d;gree And was to be the first order of business in the new
reign. | " |

Pfince Kaunitz's opinion on the Deliberanda of November, 1766,

-was directed not so much to a point by point discussion, but rather



ot
O

to a more general assessment of their entire Ej@h:iiia78 He began by
questioning whether the plan for reform was worth the effort and

expense. He admitted that the prestige of the imperial throne was

still quite valuable, but in the judgement of this seasoned statesman, '

the goal for Ja:gpb‘l system (i.e. Habsbarg dynastic considerations)

Der Endzweck E.Kais.M. Reichs-regierung ist die Hﬂhlfihft
des roemischen Reiches und die Vereinbarung dieser Wohl-

fahrt mit jener dero durchl, Erzhauses.’9

Kaunitz, toq, would have supported Joseph's proposal concerning the

enough to warrant the difficulty of implementing the plans.
Kg’@

It can be stated that the empire was still very mii)

an active
political entity in the eightggﬂth century. At the time of Joseph's
succession in 1765 this had not yet changed. The nature of government

in Hanover helped to determine its continued interest in the Reich

and the issues that captured the attention of its members. Equally,
Joseph I1's conception of his role as emperor indicated that the
Reich would again be an important element in the policies considered

best for his dynastic interests. A
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CEAPTER I1

THE ELECTION OF THE KING OF THE ROMANS OF 1764 4

When the Peace of Hubertusburg.wll signed on 15 February 1763,
the empire was uﬁved,intp a period of peace unparallelled since the
sixteenth century. The almost universal desire to halt the incess-
ant wvarfare was of sufficient magnitude to ensure t‘ peace would
be actively pursued and protected Hubertusburg embodied a perman-
ence that the settlements of the 1740'. did not. Almost immediately
after the contractual agreencﬁgwpnding the Seven Years' War in the
Reich had been finalized, the empire was faced by a test of both
its'willingness to maintain peace and'the direction it was to follow
in the future. The examination manifested itself in the events
leading up to and including the election and coromation of the King
of the Romans. It was a matter of interest to all imperial estates
and the Buroécan states, but only the electat;rthemselvzs gxéf@i:ed
any decisive power. To this end, it was important to send a new
ambassador fé Vienna and restore the normal link with the emperor.

The firli resident ambassador té represent the elector of
Brunswick-~Luneberg at Vienns once peace had been established, was
Georg Friedrich Steinberg (1727-1765). Of an illustrious noble
jfapilyl-fceorg Friedrich was related to George 1II-the S;-igb-rg-
were by birth assured of the right to attain high office, Georg

‘Friederich's father had held many posts in the H?nav;rign;:iniitryi

‘the most distinguished of which was Chancellor of the London Office
n
26



from 1738 to 1749, Georg Friedrich himself acquired his first

position by the age of eightegngz Promotions then allowed him to

become a Geheimer Kammerrat within eight years. In 1756 he wvas sant

as ambassador to Vienma but arrived too late to carry out any

4

sealed the fate of Hanoverian-Viennese Eél;;iﬁﬁlg The Diplomatic
Revolution ended a long but troubled history of association and
alliance between the tvo,3 followed by the outbreak of war. Hence
Steinberg's brief term as j.billldﬁf;s His career as a diplomat wvas
" begun in earnest two years later when he was sent to the Royal
Danish court. This assignment, which lasted until his reinststement
in Vienna five years later, uﬁd;ubtedly served as an apprenticeship.
During that time he familiarized himself with th; method and style
of instructions, of sending reports, and the eﬁtife procedure of
diplomacy. Stéinberg'. career would not have ended at the ambassad-
orial level either. Omnly his untimely death in June of 1765 (follow-
ing his recall to Hanover) prevented his from taking a position in
the privy council. Steinberg apparently suffered from an affliction
which periodically renderesd him bed-ridden. On, the auspicious
occasion of Archduke Joseph's coronation as King of the Romans he
wvas forced to excuse himself from travelling to Frankfurt because

of this recurring illnc-:gs The fact that the winter of 1764-65

was particularly inclement (Court Chamberlain Khevenhueller describ-
ed it as a vinter "sehr ungesund und variable, fast ohne Gefrier

und Kaelte, dehero auch viel luu:ﬁ an catheralischen Fiebern er-
kranket”)6 may have precipitated another attack which proved to be

fatal.



Georg Friedrich Steinberg's first dispatch from Vienna wvas
dated 4 January 1764. The first matter worthy of mention by him
vas the upcoming electoral diet meeting to choose a King of the
Romans. This topic would continue to rank as the preeminent one
throughout Steinberg's period of residence at the imperial court.
Hubertusberg had already indicated that such an election would take

place. With the ever-present threat of an interregnum in the event

of the emperor's untimely death, the determination of the success=
ion to the emperor's throne was a matter of concern to all. It was
that very threat that had stimulated propositions for this type of
election earlier in the reign of Francis I and in the history of
‘the empire. As early as 1748, and certainly by 1750, propositions
were made to the Viennese court suggesting that the election of a
King of the Romans would be well- advised ptié!utiﬂﬂ‘ig!iﬁit the

8 In January and again in June of

repetition of the events of 1740,
1750 Maria Theresa and the Dutch ambassador Count William Bentiﬁék
(1704-1774) met on several occasions and talked of an election.

Count Bentinck hoped to convince the empress that if Francis were

to die prematurely France would gain supremscy in the empire. An
immediate election would be advisable, Maria Theresa was not willing
to accept the arguments outlined by Bentinck and refused to consider
ot pursue the plans for an glgcﬁian.g Given its intricate nature,

and Whe especially difficult work of constructing a thllg;pitgjgtigqi

too many c&hccllionl would have been needed to realize success. The
project was shelved for the next decade and a half. The course of
events during that time were sufficiently decisive to make the proj-

ect of electing a King of the Romans somevhat more desirable, possib~

b
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le and necassary.

At the Peace of Hubertusburg, Friedrich II of BF!ndéﬂbﬁfgé?fUIlil
had agreed to an early election of the Kiné of the Romans, Little
;i-e elapsed before more concrete steps were initiated to begin Eh;\gg_j
electoral procedure., Chancellor Kaunitz mentioned the necessity of
beginning preparations to Maria Theresa as early as March of 1763,
Elec;ioneéting began shortly 1ftgtﬁirdl.lo Count Johann Baptist Per-
gen (1725-1814), the imperial resident at Mainz, was ordered to forward
plans for an election to Archbishop Emmerich Joseph who was ex officio
Archchancellor of the empire. Pergen was instructed to gain the support
for his proposal from the Afﬁhihlnééll@r.lliihﬁ vas natiaﬁly the first
officer of the Reich but also presided over the College of Electors.

He was in charge of all elections. His acquiescence in the plan was

the initial step that had to be taken, since it was he that sent the
notices to the electors and formally advised them of an impending
election., As in the case of all eleéta::i however, his vote too had

to be purchased by cash settlements, territorial concessions, or the
"currency” used in buying éat::i The Archbishop contacted Maria Theresa
shortly after Pergen's audience and inforwmed her of "the terrible
strain” his lands were forced to endure during the course of the last
'vit; The meaning of the declaration was clggfly‘;vid:nt‘in Vieﬁn;,

but it appears no concrete offers vere ever made; certainly Steinberg
was unaware of 1ny_l2 Vienna realized that the general desire for

pesce was felt also by the Afﬁﬁbi:hap of Mainz and counted on his Wish to

have an ordered succession to the imperial throne. His vote and cooperat=



ion was never really in question and may have been the reason why no
firm offers were made to him.

Pergen's instructions also advised him to forward similar notices
to the other ecclesiastical electors; n;igiy, to Archbishop ﬁ;:i:ili;n
Friedrich of Cologne and Joseph Philip of Itigtilj Both were
staunch eupporters of Archduke Joseph's candidscy. Steinberg's
reports contain almost nothing of notable length and importance re-
garding these f@; electors. In general, the dispatches are somevhat
silent on the zocitions of all three Archbishop-electors. Their

allegiance to the Catholic candidate from Vienna was never in dngbtli

and consequently, they were unimportant to the secular electors as
sources of opposition to Vienna's de:igﬁi.ls
The ;ccular electors represented a different political camp.
First they earned their right to rule through inheritance and not
by election as the three ecclesiastical Kurfuersten. Even more .
important was the fact that of the six temporal electors four—-
Bavaria, Bohemia, the Palatinate and Saxony-——were culed by Catholic
princes. The Catholic majority in the College of Electors tended to
raise the spectre of a revival of counter-Reformation policy under
Habsburg absolutism. In addition, a serious dispute 'had arisen
prior to the electpral congress that magnifiedxtaligiaﬂj tension
which had not been fully cradicated-by the settlements of Westphalia.
In thin‘instnnce it involved the Catholic duke of HugrtégEBGfg;
Charles Eugene (1728-1793), and his Protestant subjects. The duke's
circumvention of the Protestant estates was interp}ezgd as a direct

assault on established religious rights possessed by its members,

"By linking political rights of concurrence with religious guaranteed ¥

“



serious. Charles Eygene's rather unconstitutional attack on the-
. . A ,

rights of the estates emphasized the possibility that Vienna was

embarking on a revived policy of Catholic ‘absolutism,because no

- : - . ’ ] .
measures vere immediately tdken to censure the duke. Vienna was

suspected of being sympathetic t¢é such actions and contributed to

the religious crisis which "assumed eiuzial importance to the Prot-

——

estant electors."!® Although no measures were taken to restrain

more intricate and involved ;iaeeKthgi: gfievlﬂtéi‘HEEE invariably
more important to the foundations of the Reich and their support for
Vienna by no mesns a certainty. Indeed, Maria Theresa and Francis I
had already seen their gfiginal goal for éﬁe conclusion of the' elect-
iaﬁ before the end of 1763 dashe€d by a matter that captured the
attention of the i&éulg: electors. The delay was cnuigé vhen the
Princely estate at Eggeﬂgburé again requested the right to Pfl!lﬁé

a list of grievances to be incorporated into the Wahlkapitulation.

e

procedure. To the electors this was clearly an unconstitutional
"infringement on thgitnretagnigeé rights., They decided, therefore,

not to beégin the formal procedure until this issue had been resolv-
17 ‘

ed. Therefore, fie ig;gvggf impat%gﬁt to the imperial court because .

it resulted in an immediate delay in the election of a King of the
Romans, That the Archbishop of Mainz did not formally present the

electors with the Quaegtio; An?, and the first main session of the

o
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congress did not convene until March 3, 1765,18 indicates that

Vienna's concern about the positions of the secular courts was got
unwvarranted.
*
In the estimation of Vienna, Saxony was one of the least
cooperative electors. In March of 1763 Prince Kaunitz had written

the Austrian ambasssdor in Paris—Ceorg Adam Stahremberg——"so0

Chur Saechsischen Ministrii gegen Unsren Haf.“lg Although the

Catholic electors were well disposed to Austria, the Protestant
privy council was not willing to subscribe to all of Vienna's wishes.
the allidnces of the Seven Years' War had accomplished little in the
way of an improvement in the tenure of relations between the two

parties. The dichotomy of religious and political allegiance of

Saxony also made it an unreliable ally to other members of the

-

converted back to the Church of Rome. Nominally, however, they still

presided. The Catholics, on the other hand; were only too avare of
the hﬂi?ilg Protestant privy council and therefore were equally
suspicious of Saxony., Little éﬁuld be done to avoid relegation to
the group of electors of secondary isé@ttlﬂca wvhose only Qtrgngthﬂ
‘came from the associations that it held with other :t;ée:- Quite

predictably, then, the Reichspublizisten of the eighteenth century

could easily dismiss the Saxon electors as suitable candidates for
the imperial thf@ﬁE-za

Nevertheless, this electorate could not be ignored. Any

32
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decision which touched on the constitution of the empire ultimately

involved Dresden., Committed to the status quo, Herkommen (precedent

or tradition) was of vital significance in that vigilant posture, as
it was in the constitution of the empire itgeif.ZI . Accordingly,
Saxony was one of the first courts to express its unvillingness to
accept the Princely estates' requests concerning éhg election and the

th}ha?itq}azign.zz Steinberg's dispatch of January 21, 1764, in-

cluded information he had received "von gantz sicheren Hand" relating
how Saxony hoped that a united front could be presented against this
encta:gh-gntizz

Although Saxony's position contributed to the delay of the
election, Steinberg himself felt that it would lend Joseph its support
once the actual congress had beg\m.z6 That he could report through-
out January, February and March, 1764, that their Imperial Majesties
" were still carrying out preparations for an upcoming election and
coronation would suggest that Vienna too saw the Saxon position in
a like :gnngf;ZS Vienna realized that its support of projects being -
pursued by Prince Francis Xaver (1730-1806), the Regent governing in
the name of the minor Friedrich August III, could be linked to a

vote for Ja-eph.ZE

That the Saxon ambassador to Vienﬁ; vas one of
the first diplomats to depart for Frankfurt was accepted by Vienna

as a sign of cooperation from that qu:ftét.27 Although the'
iuggiigian of the second imperial ambassador to the electoral congress,

'Baron Johann Christoph T@ﬂ'BiftEﬂltﬂiﬂ,za to meet extra collegislit- -

55;;9 in an effort to conclude the selection of a King of the Romans,
was not accepted, Steinberg could still report with certainty that

Saxony was decided. Along with Mainz, Cologne, Trier, and Bohemia,



these electors were all in favour of the immediate conclusion af the

30

election. In the construction of the Wahlkapitulation Saxony was

equally complignt with Vienna's desire to maintain it in the form of

wvas to have Augustus the Strong's numerous illegitimate offspring
legitini;;H; a proposal Vienna could easily rejectg3L

The Count Palatine, Charles Theodore (1724-1799), was in much
the same position as his Saxon counterpart. As a !gﬁbEE of the
College of Electors this prince maintained an enviable st;tu;_ How—
ever, the period of recovery from the destruction and devastation of
the Thirty Ye;rl' War was crucial in determining the rank of that
electorate in the eighteenth century, The method of achieving a
period to allow for récovery was marked by the ﬁ;fticipgtian in the
alliances with France designed to hinder Habsburg hegemony and to
create a balance of power in Europe. Since Leopold I had been pre-
vented from embroiling the Reich in purely dynastic conflicts, Count
Palatine Charles Lpuis (1617-1680) thought it highly successful and
worthy of naintanance.32 He was one of the most vocal proponents of
the links to France, and by marrying his daughter to the Duke of
Orleans believed his security even more solidly established. He did
not, however, live to see that France would claim the inheritance
of his lands when he died vithout male issue, thereby setting off
fhe»ﬂar'of the League of Augsburg. The devastation that was t!ulldv

by this wir_ptoved to be everyﬁhere as complete and ruinous as that

of the Thirty Years' War. The Palatinate never recovered from these

conflicts during the remainder of the old Reich and before Charles

Theodore's reign was relegated to a secondary position among the

34
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electors in the eighteenth centuty.33

It v;o not only the economically depressed condition of the
Palatinate that fostered or earmarked its decline. After the death
of Charles Louis its policies began to suffer from a loss of credib-

ility in the empire. The extinction of the Protestant line of Counts

line. The new dynasty pursued policies sympathetic to C;thali:isj;'
There was also pressure to reconvert to the Churoh of Rome in the
predominantly Protestant lands. Attacks on the Protestant ministry,
wvhich were a part of that.policy, added additional prodlems for an
already struggling state. When the Peace of Ryswick (1697) was con-
cluded one cl;use provided that lands occupied-by the FPrench in 1684
were to be returned aloPg the religious status of that date. The
counts of the Palatinate supposed that iheir Counter-Reformation
programa'wnte sanctioned by the "Ryswick Clause.” The Protestants

throughout the Reich, however, would only accept the status quo ante

bellum and recognized a real threat to their constitutional rights.
It has been suggested that one of the most immediate outcomes of

the changes of religious affiliation of the Counts Palatine wvas
Hanover's acquisition of the ninth electoral voic¢.3“ If the Counts
Palatine were unsuccessful in their anﬁitious policies, they were
entirely successful in creating a hotbed of confessional strife in-
volving questions that concerned the entire empire.  Another chafge
in dynasty .in 1742 did little to alter the course of policy adopted
by the ;lectotd,35 nor the hostility of the Protestant ministry.

In the natter‘of the election of a King of the Romans, the

Mannheim court had little real significance at the time, even if
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A

Charles Theodore vas considered as a candidate. 1Its only power lay

in the alignments with other electors and the presentation of a

common front. Besides raising questions dealing with necessary

clarification of elements of imperial investitureQBE it also wanted

the Reichstag dealt with prior to the election. Prussia's proposal

to have the issue resolved by the Reichstag or the College of
‘Electors, or that they could be accepted as )‘cnndéry observers, wvas

well received by Charles Theadnrg.37 That such plans.r especially

a1

if adopted by more of the electors, could seriously retard the elect-
ion of the King of the Romans was sufficient to warrant concern in
Vienna. Steps had already been taken to gain the cooperation of the

court at Mannheim 1nd.di;:u;de it from further opposition. The offer
of granting the County of Eliiit:iﬁ, t§4ﬁhiﬁh the Palatinate had for
long felt it possessed a valid claim, was one inducement offered. A
600,000 Gulden payment ﬁa: also proposed ilﬁns with the expectancy of
_ Hildenauigg

None of these offers were agcepted outright, and thus Vienna

=k =
was forced to attempt ovheér measures which were also known to Stein—
i
¥

berg. He informed his ministry that early in 1764, Reichshofrat

Franz de Paula Gundekar Colloreds (1731-1807) “C had been sent fo
Prague to contaft Prince Friedrich of Zweybruecken and instruct him

' to communicate with Mannheim, The prince, a trusted Habsburg support-

Theodore from participating any further in the diiputg.él Precisely
what Prince Friederich communicated is not known. However, vhen
Steinberg wrote on 9 January 1764, and outlined the position of the

£
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electors, the Palatinate's stance vas unﬁeft;iniﬁz Indeed, Steinberg
makes no further mention of opposition ffﬁE>H£ﬂﬂhei;§ apparently
Joseph would receive its support. It :;y not have been the inter-
vention of the Habsburg supporter in Prague which brought about the
change in position of the Palatinate court. A lecfer vti;tgniby
Prederick -1I of Prussia to Charles Theodore in 1763, imploring him to
give his vote to Joseph, probably determined the degree to wvhich
opposition could be maintained and helped to hasten the assurance of

casting a vote for Ja:ephi43 By the early months of 1764 the offers
made by Vienna to purchase the Palatinate's vote had already become

gnneéesl;ry and were withdrawn. Only the work on the Wahlkapitulat-

o

on could then provide Mannheim with the opportunity to make some

ains. N

Since the weak economic condition of the Rhenish electorate
wvas common knowledge, it was gxpecéed that any proposal offering a
possible increase in revenue would be welcomed. Consequently, vhen
iﬁ§2§;ll or local commissions of inquiry had jurisdiction in legal
disputes of regional origin, the Palatinate sided with the choice
of th local cagmis:iansgkb The administration af-jugtice could be
a valuable source of incazé; this certainly influenced Mannheim's
choice., But there were also political implications that were gonnect-
ed with this matter and linked them to the religious disputes that
surfaced in the gmpigg in the eighteénth century. In one of the
most important documents included in the collection of diplomatic

correspondence of the Hanoverian embassy-—a document that Steinberg may

have acquire® from the same person who often provided him with private
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information and one he did not send through the postal service for

fear it might be intercepted‘s-—thil is quite clearly om:li.ned.l’6

To the Protestants, diltr;stful of imperial co-isliozs‘nnd their
objectivity, the local co-iasidns would be better able to deal
with disputes arising from rival religious camps in a given area.k7
Femiliarity with the details of such cases would also hasten more
appropriate decisions and would hinder the encroachment on Protest-
ant rights. The imperial government, however, considered these
suggestions illegal, contrary to the constitution, and uncertain in
their claims of being more objectiveland therefore likely to be more

binding. Their illegality was demonstrated by the terms of the

Westphalian Peace and the Nuremberg Execut:i.cmsordmng&,“8 both of which

specified the appropriate judicial‘godies in religious disputes. In
addition, any self-help (as the imperial governmeat considered these
local commissions to be) was strictly forbidden and had been held as
such "for quite some time."ag Furthermore, since local commissions
were to comprise one member from each opposing party, unchallenged
decisions would be as rare as objective ones.so The Palatinnfe, in
the opinion of the imperial government, was treading on thin ice'

51

and could be dealt with without too much trouble. Mannheim event-

*

ually dropped its support for the local commissions and accepted the

thlkapitulat{on on the terms favoured by Vienna. Support for .

Joseph had been gained at little or no cost.
The Bavarisn elector-duke held the same rank as the rulers
residing in Dresden and Mannheim. In the concert of Buropean states

he perhaps outweighed the othet,two{ Bavaria's strategic location

ensured the elector of this degree of importance. It had been the

>
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geo-political status which allowed Bavaria to achieve its rank by
capitalizing on the Habsburg-Bourbon conflict, By allying Ehglsélvéj
fo the most powerful state in Europe during the second half of the
seventeenth century, the Bavarian rulers strengthened their role as
the most eligible Catholic alternatives to the Habsburgs in ﬁhéi
empire. Than, in 1742, whan the failure of the Pragmatic Sanction
wvas assured, the court at Munich coyld score its most impressive

victory by the election of Charles Albrecht to the imperial throne

s Charles VII. It proved to be a victory bearing very little fruit,

From 1742 to 1745 the emperor was incapable of exercising fully
vhat few remaining powers were attached to that office and was even

"denied residence in his imperial city of Munich. Nowhere was he a
figure that commanded much respect and it was universally believed
that he was nothing more than a marionette operating under French
directions. For their part the French themselves were not very
confident in Charles Albrecht's abilities nor those of his ministers,
On several occasions they noted thlé he would have been better served

had he enlisted the SEE?iEéi»ﬂf the Austrian :aurt.52 The death o

[

the uynfortunate Bavarian emperor marked the bEgLﬂﬂlﬂg of the steady
decline for this state., Attention had to be shifted away from
ambitious foreign policies and directed towards internal reform.

But the events of 1742 to 1745 had implications that were far more

‘,..

ng than the brief glory attained by Charles Albrecht. ‘So many

\l“"“'

ast
"dangerous precedents had been set as a result of the atteémpts to
buy support for himself that all succeeding emperors had constantly

to ftéi the problem of undoing those previous ;étiaﬂ:,

»

The enmity held by Bavaria for Austria subsided notice ably after
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1745 and particularly after 1756. In the matter of the election of

a King of the Romans Elector Maximilian III Joseph (1727-1777) did
very little to aggravate the court at Vienna. Since it was precisely
then that negotiations were underway to bring about a matrimonial
link by the marriage of Archduke Joseph to Maximilian's sister
Josepha, this cooperation was samevhit predictable, By lending
support to Joseph and denying any further claims to certain f%efs

on the Bavarian-Bohemian bgdeT;SB the marriage was completed. Al-
though the acceptance of the two princely ambassadors to the

electoral congress also evoked some negative response from Bsf;figjié

Steinberg could report as early as 9 January 1764, that the ‘
Bavarian ambassador was soon to leave for ft:nkfu:t;is The implic=-
ation of this expected departure verified the knowledge that Munich
would vote for Joseph.
If the electors mentioned above had no ?ggl intention of
hindering Vienna from achieving the election of the King of the
Romans, the i:pgri;l government could not be certain that the
Br#ndenburg house would not use some delaying tactics. No prince
in the empire, and when one remembers the ;ﬂvic: given H;?ig Theresa

by Kaunitz after the War of the Austrian Succession, one could say all

of Europe,was considered more dangerous .than Frederick II, Military

might had proven incapable of limiting this rival. More subtle means
of achie%ing this ¥ad to be adopted after 1763}-E= In view of the
A'QIf that Fred:gigk IT had played in the election of the Bavarian
emperor and the attack @ﬁ the House of Habsburg-Lorraine facilitated

by that election, the fact that Frederick had agreed, in Hubertusburg, .

to lend Joseph his vote as King of the Romans was a real gain, Given
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the previous record of Prussia in reneging on binging agreements,
however, holding to that promise was by no means absolutely assured.

It wvas the opinion in Vienna that nothin, would be easily gained
from Prederick.57 As the leading Protestant prince in the empire he
had become the g;ardian for Protestant rights in the controversy
generated by Charles Rugene in Wurttemberg and sought further assuranc-—
es that such practises would not continue. These safeguards were
sought through proposals forwsrded by his representative at the
electoral congress and were hopefully to be written into the Wahl-

kapitulation. Though Frederick's vote may have been a certainty, his

position regarding the electoral compact threatened to delay the

election even longer and impose new and unvanted restrictions on the

future emperor. A
Sometime in early February, 1764, the o-pcrof'o ambassador ina

Berlin, General Joseph Heinrich von Ried, had»been informed that

Prederick wai anxious to see clarification, in a legal and constitut-

ional sense, of a ngnbet of matters relevant to the cnpi.t\xlation.sa -

The articles of the compact dealing with the "ban of the empire"

represented one such area, The events of the last war had demonstrated

how the Catholic majority in the empire could be nanipulatgd to

declare Vienna's enemies outlawed and outside the guarantees offered

by ncnbcrship in the Reich, Changes would have been necessary to

ensure that the Catholic majority could not determine such a decision

icrely to foster its own members' will. Purthermore, it would allow

like sanctions to be levied against such men as Charles Eugcn;. As‘

a further lalution'to the Wurttemberg controversy and the insecﬁrity

felt by many Protestant states the terms of the "Ryswick Clause" need-



ed alterations. The 1;;;1 foundation partly supporting the en-
croachments on the rights of protestant majorities inside partic-
ular states had to be dissolved. This would then make the emperor's
unwillingness to censure uﬂcﬂﬁditiﬂﬁ!lly such actions——as in the
case of the Duke of Wurttemberg~—less probable and explicable.

When the emperor then met with a number Gf.iEPEEill officials
in the opening months of 1764 to discuss the imperial @bjgécive-‘

for the Wahlkapitulation, Prussia's desires wvere also dealt with,

Both were dismissed since they were deemed outside the jurisdiction
of an electoral congress; .changes in imperial law and the constitut-

ion could only be initiated by the whole Reich, To accomplish the

the Beigh;t;g.sg Nothing :; isﬁﬂfiint was likely ever to be con-
cluded in Regensburg. The validity of Vienna's counters was sound
and implied that only an unwanted delay in completing the matter of
the election of a King of the Romans could be expected by persistence
in seeking clarification of the two points in the capitulation. This
certainly contributed to Prussia's eventual acceptance of Joseph's
electoral compact in a form almost identical to that of his father,
The solution to the teligiguj problems threatening Protestants in

the ::piti embodied in the Wurttemberg conflict was pursued through

the ggiehihgffat after 1764,

A number of factors :lj have influenced the relative ease with
. which Vienna gained support from Prussia in the election of 1764,
In addition to the knowledge that the Catholic electors were complete-

ly favourable to Vienna's candidate, the lack of support from Hanover

==the most important Protestant power after Prussia—in demanding
&



changes to the capitulation aided in determining Prussia's position
in the election. Equally significant was the general desire for
peace in the empire. Frederick supported Joseph in 1764 because he
di® not recognize hostile motives such as had been evident in the
prosposed election of a King of the Romans in 1750. The necessity
for peace that he himself felt after the many years of virtually
uninterrupted warfare also demanded the establisé@eﬁt of a succession
to the imperial throne. Hostility towards Austria was consciously
avoided after 1763 in order to help consolidate the peace, and even
the outbreak of a trade war with Austria in Hit;h of 1764 did lictle
to alter the outcome of Joseph's election.

Hanover shared the sentiments for peace ﬁhét wvere displayed
théﬁughoﬁt the empire and these helped to convince the privy council
of the need for an unbroken succession. Support for Jg:eph'inALTEA
could bring benefits of limited security by ensuring the peace of

the empire. At the same time it could also be used as an indication

& -
of Hanover's friendly intentions towards the court in Vienna. Both
7
considerations were most assuredly also prgvglgnt'in England. Vienna

in its turn, would accept overtures of this kind., Cordial ties with
Hanover (England) might provide the opportunity to concentrate on
other matters.

The Hanoverian.privy council was, however, by no means resigned
to unconditional backing for the Austrian. ' It too identified ;lig
events in ngrétéﬁberg as very gr;vé ;nd agreed vith Prussia that

the Wahlkapitulation could provide the means to a solution. When

the electoral congress convened in Frankfurt a.M. in 1764, the

Hanoverian special envoy, Ludwig Eberhard Freiherr von Gemmingen-
: —
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Hornberg, had been instructed to bring the matter up. He was not,
however, to act in any way that would delay the election and fore-

stall the inzvitable.él Unlike Prussia, Hanover did not feel that

who was the regular ambassador to the Reichstag in Regensburg, was

known for his sensitivity to the threats facing his co-religionists.
He was critical of Vienna and quickly identified as a dangerous
antagonist in the plans for a successful and hasty conclusion to

Joseph's election. -His actions created a marked uneasiness between

Vienna and Hanover, causing Maria Theresa and Francis I to doubt the

intentions of the Hanoverian gavernngnﬁiéz Ambassador Steinberg

found himself in what he termed a "very difficult and uneasy situation"

when the Prussian ambassador Baron von Rohde began to question him
concerning von Gemmingen's actions while attending & reception at
63

Marschall Battiany's residence late in 1763, Steinberg's lack

. of specific instructions regarding his government's position prevent-

d him from affefing any definitive response and would likely have

Hanover . %4 On 4 Januaryy 1764, the Hof-und Staatskanzler Prince

Kaunitez approached Steinberg and personally notified him of the
concern generated by von Géﬁginggﬁgss The Austrians did not con-

sider the special envoy to be the best-suited individual for re-

storing the traditional friendship between their two states, It

-

was :ugggitid that at the very least he should be instructed ‘to

vithdrav his opposition to Vienna's desire to end the election as
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66  The English ambassador to Vienna was also made

soon as possible.
avare of Vieana's discontent, indicating both the sefffousness of the

_matter and the clqse -relationship of the Hanoverian and English
67 o

embassies in the eyes of the emperor's court.
, Ambassador Steinberg had not been givtn‘adequltg instructions
cohcctning his government's position in the election. Throughout
January Steinberg had to base his\}esponsél and actions on an out-
dated privyjcouncil Rescript dated December 23, 1763. In it he was
merely told not to make any firm declarations about the electiaﬂ;é

~he could answer opecific questions only in the iﬂ!t’gengtgl terms.

Since his government was waiting to see how the proposed changes to

the Wahlkapitulation would be received in Vienna, the absence of
) . b

concrete instructions regarding the election was somevhat under-
standable. Yet, nevertheless, this made the Hanoverian diplaﬂﬂt un=-

easy. He feared his credibility in Vienna, "where foreign and

domestic ministers were in constant communication," would suffep if
69

nothingrwere done to remedy the situation, He remained ill-advised
and seemingly was even made avare of new actions carried out by
-Hanoverian agents by the Imperial Vice Chancellor. Di§pgzzhg§ from

¥

imperial and Bohemian representatives in Frankfurt and Regensburg

were, of course, at Eolloredo'c di;poaal. ﬁe then discussed some of

the contents with Steinberg during personal meetings. It was i§

thig way that the Hanoverian ambassador learned ;h:;,iartenntein had

" written near the end of January, 1764, to inform Colloredo of s .
meeting with von Gemmingen in Regensburg. The latter had giiuéed

Bartenstein of Hanover's friendship and immediately departed for

Frankfurt to pariicipate in the electoral congres;g7g That von

L]
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Gemmingen had withdrawn his objections indicates that th¥ Hanoverian
. H \\

privy council had committed itself to the unobstructed completion of

.the news of the arrival of the second Hanoverian electoral ambassador

in Frankfurt prior to the sitting of the first main sggéégn on
March 3, convinced Vienna of cooperation from Bfuﬂsviek*Luﬁeb=:g-72

The desire to see the solution to the religious turmoil that worried

Protestants in the empire vas ﬁﬂs made a sine qua non of the election

of a King of the Romans. Hanover certainly did not consider such a
position a&s tenable and refrained from making any serious desands for

alterations to the Wahlkapitulation. That the clause dealing with

¢ . .
the fulfillment of the electorate’s tjitular office and insignia was

again written into the document apparently satisfied Hanoverian

interests in the electoral Eapizulatian;?B

After the election and coronation were completed in March and
April of 1764, Sécinharg vag informed by Colloredo that hifil Theresa
had been pleased with the Hanoverian delegations' actions at Frank-

furt and interpreted this as an indication of the willingness to

 reestablish cordial Eillti§§3g74 A month later Steinberg gained

a personal audience with their Imperial Majesties and the King of

summer palace., On the occasion he expressed his personal and officia

conératulgtiani and accepted Maria Theresa's thanks. During the
Fl <

75 promises were ;xeh;ij:d to

. w6

course of this rather special meeting,
undo what the Empress called the "Umstaende des leidigen Krieges,

1
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and to work towards an even more favourable relationship between the

two states.. In what er this was to be accomplished remained to

_be determined, but cegfainly both courts were in agreement as far as
the naturé@ of the declaf;tion was comncerned.

As has been shown, none of the electors was ;rnly desirous of
preventing or even seriously hindering the conclusion of Joseph's
election as King of the Rbmans. Steinberg's cafrespgndEﬁzg illustrates
characteristics of tge policies of many of the other electors while
~those pf his own government were not always easy to discern. But
his reports also include a discussion of other igsues; some fein;gd
to the election and others not so closely tied to it. It should be
noted that with the completion of the election in April 1764, his
dispatches became much more irregular and infrequent. From May 1764
to June of the following year only five reports were received by

n Whether Steinberg's illness or that of his

the privy council.
principal George III was the cause for the lack of cnrt;spnndgngé
is not altogether clear. No indications for the absence of reports
were given by his teﬁporary or permanent replacement gither-78
Perhaps the most illuminating description preserved in Stein-
berg's co;;enpondence besides the actual account of the election
negotiations was of the preparations carried out in Vignna for
Joseph's trip to Frankfurt for the Qorohationi Preparations for a
procession of this magnitude had to be undertaken far in advance of
‘the actual daté of departure. They demanded thought and consideration *
since they involved such an i-p05cant show of status and of the

crown as a symbol of respect and power. The distances involved in

the journey, climatic conditions to be endured in late winter
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or early spring, the'p;otocol and ceremonial symbolism, and most
assuredly the financial considerations, all Eﬁntfibgzgd to the
complexity of ﬁhe preparations. It is easy to see, then, that -
Francis I and Maria Theresa were unvilling to alter quickly their
artangenenta and continued to press for the conclusion of the
election at the eatiie-t possible date.

At the beginning of 1764 Steinberg reported that the Bohemian
and imperial representatives were already departing for Frankfurt.
Baron Johaﬁn Christoph vén Bartenstein and Count Egidius Borie left
on January 1 and 2 renpectively;79 Prince Nicholas Joseph Esterhazy

80 Count Johann Baptist Pergen had

von Calantha left on January 6;
already been advised to go to the electoral city from Mainz. Prince
Joseph Wengel Liechtenstein, who along vith Esterhazy was an imperial
ambassador, vas not to depart untii the middle of January since poor
81

weather conditions and impassable roads warranted his delay. Their

Imperial Majesties and Joseph were also desirous of following Liech-

tenstein, but because of the unlikelihood of an election being hastily

¢

completed decided to forestall until more definite news arrived.
Steinberg himself predicted that an election before the end of April
was very improbable and concludéd that a departure would not occur

prior to the end of Harch.82

Continued fulfillment of plans was
carried out, however, with the notion of leaving in early February.
Joseph'i baggage was sent at the beginning of that month, and it wvas
said that the emperor and his son would soom fﬂlliﬂ-?g By this time
Maria Theresa had alreqdy decidcd not to accompany her husband ;nd‘

son. Nevertheless, preparations were still carried out and towards

the end of February another baggage transport left Vienna accompanied.

48



by a detachment of the Swiss and German Noble Gu;td:.s4 It had become

clear to certain ministers in Vienna that the delay in the election
would mean that departure could only take place after Elltef; One
such official told Steinberg th:t any. delay was costing the i-piriii
court an extremely high figﬂf! (the amount of 1200 Ducats per day
was nnntiaﬂed).as and for this reason the imperial retinue was still
hoping to leave befate-thg middle of March. Steinberg learned that
attempts made to dissuade th; emperor from leaving before Easter had
failed because Francis 1 was determined to hasten the election by
travelling to the vicinity of Prankfurt in an effort to prompt its
cancluiian.gé As it turned out the emperor and his two eldest sons

left on the twelfth of March and reached Hgfgenthg;:, near Frankfurt,

"on March 29, two days after an unanimous vote had secured Joseph the

crown of the King of the Rnnans_87

The estimated cost of the election and coronation, inclusive of
all relevant expenses, was in the neighbourhood of 3,000,000 Guldgngsg
Steinberg had mentioned back in January that their Imperial Majesties
would need no "extraordinary financial assistance,” hence no need to
Hﬁ:fy-ghauz the ruggufs of a univgrsalrhegd tax, and alloted Z,DQQiDDD

89

Gulden from their own treasury to meet the costs. In addition to

\I'-'

these enormous sums, all the members of the imperial court honoured

with an appointment as electoral ambassadors would alsoc be expected

to cover their own expenses. Baron von Bartenstein and Counts Pergen

" and Borie were to comtribute in this mannar, and so too wars Count
Esterhazy and Prince Liechtenstein. The latter tEB were certainly
able to ibiafb the costs since they were members of the wealthiest

families in the Habsburg lands. Steinberg estimated that their annual
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income from their estates alone approached 400,000 Guldgn.gﬂ

Certainly Joseph Wenzel Liechtenstein provided the equi

delivery of Isabella of Parma in 1760, and on that occasion so

many carriages were used that three hundred reserve horses had to be
kept at each stage of the PEQCEE!iQﬁ.gl Nicholas Joseph Esterhazy's
wealth was no less magnificent since his family's holdings spanned
entire provinces in Hungary. The immense sums necessary to con-
clude the election of the King of the Romans illuntf;te: not only
the degree to which ceremony and demonstrative gestures of imperial
gfsndéur had to be carried out but also the restrictive nature of

the highest office in the Reich. It is little wonder, then, that so

few princes could ever have been considered eligible for the emperor's
throne if the expenses accrued in 1764‘it3 any indication of the norm—
al coats.

One other matter that touched on the events leading up to the
election and coronation was also mentioned by Steinberg. Specifical-
. 1y, this involved éhg rights of certain claimants to lead the
imperial retinue on its way to Frankfurt. The bases for the invi&id—
ual claims rested on feudal law and demonstrated the continued
importance of it as an element of the gﬁpi:é‘g caﬁ:zitugianﬁin the
eighteenth céﬁggryi It was nlfegéy noted that the original rﬁuté to
b; taken by the procession had been altered to prevent the Elgézﬁr%
duke of Bavaria from accompanying the empg:af_gz This was done to
avoid any demonstration of preference for Bavaria's proposed marriage
alliance but was also carried out so as not to complicate a dispute
already underway between the Prince of Thurn-Taxis and the Duke of

Paar. These two magnates were fighting one another for the right to



lead the emperor on his journey to Frankfurt. Both claimed the
honour on the basis of their invectitufe with a particular fief or

imperial office, The Prince @f Thurn-Taxis was the Reichserbpost—

meister, vhich according to tﬁ;:§;;zﬁce gave him the sole right to
guide the emperor anywhere in the Reich. A number of members of

the Reichshofrat were convinced of the legitimacy of his claim,

¢éiting article XXVII, paragraph 4, of the Wahlkapitulation, as well

as several Judicata of the Imperial Aulic Council as evidgHEé.gz

The Duke of Paar was Erbhofpostmeister and claimed the same honour.

Paar and his supporters stated that these rights had been verified

by an agreement with the Thurn-Taxis family sub auspiciis Caesariis

in ;666, and by the possessionem non interruptem to the time of
Charles VII.96 Paar even attempted” to have'the matter decided by
the College of Electors but failed. ~Thevfinal solution to this
matter involving rights and privileges extended via investiture
demonstrated the nature of the particular fiefs of either disputant,
Paar, Holding his office not as an imperial one but rather as one
emsnating from the imperial dynasty (J. J. Moser said that this
office had once been an imperial fief but -that it had Iapged)gss
accompanied the empgfor only to the border of the Habsburg lands.

From there the Prince of Thurn-Taxis led the procession through the

enpire.96 This particular dispute aptly characterized the legal and

constitutional status of feudal law in the empire during the eighteenth

Century .
Although Steinberg only made this one brief mention of feudal
relations, his successors in YSenna dealt almost exclusively with’

subjects of this type. The death of emperor Francis I in 1765
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meant that all holders of imperial ficfo would have to se€k rein-
vestiture. Just as the election of a King of the Romans was the .
preoccupation of the Hanoverian ambassador Steinberg, so too would
the matter of imperial investiture cspture the attention of the men

who worked in the embassy after his death.
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CHAPTER III

HANOVER AND IMPERIAL INVESTITURE; THE ROLE OF
FEUDAL LAW IN THE REICHSVERFASSUNG

The role of feudal law in thé empire during the eighteenth
;encuff was somevhat enigmatic. Unquestionably it was iuéjzgﬂtialiy
dissi;ilg: to the feudalism prevalent during the Middle Ages. The
rise of the territorial state had supetseéed the need or desire to
maintain the close personal bonds between lord and vassal that
ﬁlasgical_fgudiii:n embodied. Feudalism in the empire had lost its
functional and real power in the sixteenth centu:y,l and during the
eighteenth it became a rarity for any important temporal ruler to
receive inv;atitu:e.z The reign of the Wittelsbach emperor had
weakened the status of feudal law and iﬁYEEEiEufE;3 " he had- sought to
regulate the procedure for the highest type of imperial Eiefrnn:g

than the Peace of Westphalia had stipulated. In part Charles VII's

aim was to grant certain pfivilgge: to gain votes for his election
as emperﬂf.A The same characteristics of decline evident in much of
the 55&52‘ tructure vere not i ceable in imperial investiture as
wvell. A .

very end of the Reich in 1806.5 J.J. Moser fittingly summarized the

opinion of many contemporary jurists'and statesmen by describing

the role envisaged for feudal law:



‘Die Lehensverfassung ist allemal ein wichtiges Stueck

d’f Staats- und Landsverfassung eines geist- oder

weltliches Landes; dahero das, was dahin einschlaeget,

allerdings auch mit in das Staatsrecht gehoeret .6
The empire still functioned ﬁndgr the legal and social structure of
hierarchy and ordained rnnk,7 and for the bulk of the minor Reichs-
staende it was the operative scheme that assured their continued
existence. Even many of the electors realized the §gliditj of it
iﬁ‘;ifcain fes§e¢ts; Hanover was included in that gioup. From the
enﬁerar'g point of view it was important as one of the few remaining
indications of imperial power, offering minimal opportunities to
exercise control over members of the Reich. The income from fees
and taxes assessed on various types of fiefs, which were demand-
ed to cover chancery expenses, were not entirely inconsequential
ei;her;g They probably provided the EngEQ; vith one of the few
remaining sources of income not derived solely from his dynastic
holdings. But it was not the economic factors which dictated the
wish to maintain feudal law and inpgrii%ginvg:titure. Rather, it wvas
‘to preserve the foundation of the 1;ggllgnndj which linked emperor
and estates. The important distinctions, in both a legal and con-
‘stitutional sense, were first outlined by the terms of investiture

and the transfer of rights, PELVIIEEE!, lﬁd other perquisites
attached to a particular fief. The lawful pa;:ennlnn of lﬁpgrixl
fiefs was dependent bn investiture. This in its turn d;tec;ly
affected the relgtinn;hip of the impeflal vglngl with the :ubv;s:ll.

Again, Moser best summarizes the eighteenth century p-fcgptlaﬂ @f

investiture:
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Sandgtn ein feyetl;chgg Zeugn;:: und fe;p. Bekenntnil:
dass die Lehen selbst, mit allen ihren Gerechtsamen,
von dem Kaiser und Reich an den Vassalen gekommen,
auch kein voelliges Eigenthum des Vasallen, sondern
;lelch allen anderen Lehen, dem Kaiser und Reich mit
einen besonderen Verb;ndl;chke;ﬁ .=« verhafftet seyen.-

investiture vas meant to play in the opinion of Joseph II. His
Deliberanda of 1766 included definite references to the strengthen-
ing of his pcﬁzfi as overlord (Ugbgfhg;;)_lo Even Kaunitz, unen=-

thusiastic about the potential of the Reich and Joseph's program for
revitalizing the imperial throne, was aware of the significance of
investiture and feudal ties,

Ueberhaupt ist gewiss und unwidersprechlich, dass die

wesentlichste Band zwischen Haupt und Gliedern und

ganzen Reichsverfassung auf der Lehensempfangung und

dem zu leistenden Juramento fidelict-
a t i s beruhe,ll :

Inves itufe fennlned a focus af ;tten;;an to the imperial gavi:nﬁgﬁ:
even though the eipéfﬂt.! power had also been trimmed in this facet
of his authority, To a great many of the imperial estates it was
equally .important since it sanctioned thetr right of passg;:;ﬁﬂ and
their right to rule. Disputes concerning investiture could still
result in serious confrontations even in the eighcéenth egn:uty;lz

That the work of the Hanoverian embassy in Vienna centered on
imperial investiture shows that it was still of concern to even the
most influential mgmb2fi of the’empire. The carrespaﬁdance pravide:
'a first=hand recomd of the negotiations and various positions of the

intet::t;d'p-ftigj involved in this facet of the empire's existence

during the period under scrutiny.



Georg Friedrich Steinberg's replacement meant that his

successor had already been chosen prior to his death in 1765. At

the functions of the Hanoverian embassy could effectively be carried
@ﬁt by the remaining personnel, However, the death of Francis i
beginning of procedures leading to investiture of all fiefs held
from the empire. It brought about a marked increase im the tempo of
diplomatic sctivitieag But the performance of the required steps

to gain investiture was much more strictly regulated by law and
precedent than the events surrounding the election of a King of the
Romans. This meaﬂé that minor officials in both the electoral
government and the lmperial one were more actively involved in the
n:gﬂ;i;eians_ It is not surprising, then, that the overwhelming
majority of dispatches from 1766 to 1772 were not the work of the

ambassador but rather of the embassy's legal secretary or Legations-

rath. It would have been extraordinary had the new Hanoverian
ambassador, Johann Ludwig von Wallmoden (1736!l811), carried out the
bulk of the intricate legal research involved in arranging in-
vestiture, |

Wallmoden's social standing rendered him eligible for all

higher offices and consequently excused him from the need 'to carry
L
out functions performed by his subordinates. His parentage was

distinguished although a controversy existed about the identity of
his father. It was nn:ert;iﬂ whether he vas the ‘son of Adam Gott-
lieb von Wallmoden, or_the offspring of an amorous liaison between

his mother Amalie Suph::‘;ﬁq_ﬂgndt (later the Duchess of Yarmouth)



and George II. Johann Ludwig von Wallmoden was the legalized son

of George II and Lady Yarmouth and did indeed resemble the second of
England's Hanoverian monarchs. Court Chasberlain Khevenhueller,

the source of so many obscure b;tl of info::;tiaﬁ_lbéu: personages

at the court in Vienna, made distinct remarks about von Wallmoden's

appearance following the new ambassador's first audience with Maria

13 -

Theresa and Joseph II.
Er ilt ein Sohn der bekannten. unlleng:t verstﬂrbenEﬂ
‘disem letsteren gar zu glexch,u- nicht zu IHPCEBBLttﬂ,

dass er vill mehr un.enfant de 1'amour que de 1'hymen
sein doerffte.14

Wallmoden had been reared at St. Janeils and given tﬁg military
éducation so frequently the trademark of noblemen in early modern
Europe. As with Steinberg, Wallmoden too had been involved in
various official capacities prior to arriving in Vienna. He had
begun to gain these posts at an even younger age than his ptédgcéijar.
assuming the role of a Domherr at Lubeck at the age of fifEEEﬂglé A
graduate of Goettingen, his diplomatic training was rereived at Bonn,
Mainz, Msnnheim, and then Munich in 1757.17 During the Seven Years'
War he also spent a great deal of time as a divisional commander under
Duke Ferdinand of Bruncvick.la From the time of his transfer.to
Vienna, until 1772, when he was recalled to fill a military position
in the electoral government, he was Hanoverian ambassador to ;hé

. -,l:
imperial court. Interel:ihglx, ‘many years later von Hallﬁﬂden lnd

- - —

his son both performed vd%ipud mxlxtary duties for Austria durlng
'y

the Napoleonic vars.!? His residence in Vienna came at s time vhen

his abilities as an ambassador did not merely involve carrying out

the ongoing business of the embassy or the specialized legal matters
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occupying the remaining staff. He attended tEﬂEPEiGnE; banquets

respect and a requirement of court e;i;uezig. Iﬂ‘thg period from
1766 to 1772 he eantgibuted surprisingly little in the way of
correspondence in his official capacity. After his first audience
in November, 1766, von Wallmoden reported regularly until July of
l767.ZB In that time he concerned himself with igttiﬂg in motion
the initial steps towards investiture that were ugggztgd by the
Hanoverian privy council, A seven month absence of di;@;t:hﬁ; was
then followed by another period of writtem correspondence. However,
from the spring of 1769 to February 1772 not a single ffelitian“ was
filed by the ambassador. 21 By that time the matter of investiture
was already far gnaugh advanced,so that the uﬂdefﬁiecretiry could
effectively deal with the business at hand.

The second position in the Hanoverian embassy in Vienna at that
time was held by Legationsrath Christoph Christian von der Muehl, 2?
He was responsible for mastering the intricate 1?5;1 kﬂéﬁlgége EE*‘

ired in ngga;l;t;ani linked to imperial investiture for

Hanover. In an age dominated by great noblemen, wealthy merchants,
or an intellectual and cultural 1iti, not Eﬂﬁuggriﬂfﬂf-ltiﬂﬂ exists -
about this individual and his unheralded governmental rank. However,
the services he performed in Vienna made him an integral part of the
ambassadorial machinery. Most probably educated and vocationally
ttliﬂed at Goettingen, von der ﬁﬁéhl H;S qualified to assume a paét
in the bureaucracy. Limited in the opportunity for ndvgégeﬁent;

Muehl could at 121:: expect to become a member of the "learned bank"

in an advisory pal;t;gn to some minister.?3 His duties as embassy



secretary were certainly in this mold, though embassies were by no
means key ministerial posts. His primary duties.ihcluded the ﬂiit*
ing and writing of the ambassador's correspondence (in matters not
considered privy), the supervision of other e-bas:ylér household
staff, and the rgpresentation of Hanover when dealing with various
imperial institutions or officers. The chationaragQFLi;a supplied
the embassy with the continuity during changes of personnel or on
the occasions when the resident ambassador was unable to perform his
 duties. It was von der Muehl who did precisely this when Stein~
berg died; only he sent the relations for the period from December,

1765 to November, 1766.24

Even duringethe period when von Wallmoden
was ambassador, von der Muehl continued to play a central role in
Hanover's relations with Vienna. He was allowed much leverage in
lines he was expected to follow were repeatedly sent by the privy
council, His dispatches greatly aiq er undergtanding of Hanover's
position regarding imperial investiture and also the entire question
of the significance of this element of thke Reich's development in
the eighteenth century., Too little is knoén about von der Hueh1,>'
however, and only the accusations of sreach of conduéﬁ and the
inplicatioﬁ of disloyalty levelled against him by the privy council

(when negotiations reached an impasse) reveal that he had already

been a member of goverpment for twénty yenrn.zs

The reports of ambassador von Wallmoden and legal éecregary von
der Muehl provide another indication of the degree to which the
Archbishop-electors of Mainz, Colpgne,.and Trier werg_an:iaus to

maintain the imperial status quo. Just as the positions they held
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"' .

during the election of Joseph as King of the Romans demonstrated a
desire to ensure the continuity under the common veil of the empire,
so too uere'ciyilar indications gi‘fn in the matter of imperial
investiturc. Indeed, the position of feudal law within the constit~
ution of the Reich was necessary of maintenance according to these
elected heads of state. They would have been particularly vulner-
able tO'incursionl from more powerful neiéﬁbors by the extension of
private state ovnershfp of imperial fiefs and the elimination of the
collective security afforded by merely enjoying usufruct of their
lands. Yet even these electors could not afford to overlook the
positibn‘that'theit secular counterparts took regarding invelfitutg
‘since their own position was relevant to that of the other electors
and imperial estates. Therefor;, they were just as reluctant to }ula
fill this requirement of imperial feudal law when it became evident
‘that néne of the other electors were likely to do so.

The negotiations that were carried out after the death of
Francis I and the succession of Joseph II in 1765 between Vienna
and the Atchbflhoprelectors would suggest that they were willing
to take investiture along the lines outl{ped'by the imperial court.
Cologne was reported to have been the first to forward the Lch;nt-
muthuné.26

and Trier followed shortly afterwards. But since Vienna was still

the formal document outlining c¢laims to a fief. Mainz

dealing with the temporal electors and unwilling to proceed with
. v . _ i, : ‘ ‘

investiture until the terms had been settled for all, the three

ecclesiastical courts received the expected grant of the Indult,

The Indult was basically a dispensation which constituted an

. agreement in principle between the lord and his vassal recognizing



;ﬁ;c investiture would take place at a later date. In other vords
there wvas dispensation of an immediate investiture. However, ful-
fillment of the constitutionally ordained fggdgl obligations had
become anachronistic; by the eighteenth century, investiture had
become a rarity. The electors were willing only to pay lip service

to feudal rgqﬁirﬁ;zn:s; For this reason the Indult became signific-

 ant because it vas recognition of obligations, but anly a vague
declaration of the intention to carry them out at a future date,

ts characteristics of a special grant issued as

oy

The Indult had lost

an intermediate step and by the validity of Herkommen (custom) had

become an accepted part of the feudal constitution (Lehen:vgtf;i:q§;).

reneved interest in revitalizing investiture and showed a reluct-
arice to be satisfied with this measure alone. The negotiations with
Hanover clearly indicate Vienna's desire to carry the ceremony to

its conclusion. The imperial court was not so insistent in its

=

demands regarding the Indult and the ecclesiastical electors and

von Wallmoden could still report with confidence Eh;trnggatiltiﬂns
.
between Vienna and the archbishops had reached the point where all

were éiftgiﬁ to take inv:i:ituri.27 If the iﬂgantiﬁn was obvious

parts from gaining 12‘2691
In spite of the difficulties suf:aunding the terms under which

the worldly electors would have considered investiture aécgptihle,
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of che;e courts acted in concert with Vienna and actually attempted
to persuade the other electors of the validity of investiture and
the importance Vienna attached to this matter. The archél:hop-
elector of Mainz even wrote to the Saxon court "informing" it

of its promise to seek and gain investiture——a promise Dresden was
to have made during the election of the King of the l?.o:utu.l8 As
early as April of 1768 von Wallmoden was writing his government
that Mainz's representative Graf Franz von Metternich (Qho was also
representing Trier from June of 1768) 29 could not be given firm
answers about Hanovef's p;lition in this issue.30. Although Metter-
nich claimed that he wxahed to know Hanover's stance only because

31
his principals ylshed to act in accordance with it, both von

Wallmoden and von der Muehl were deliberately vague when talking to »

him. Wallmoden realized that the ecclésiastical electors were open;
ly espousing and supporting Vienna's policy.iu investiture and
vthat Metterhich himself was especially cooperative with the
imperial court,

Man kann ihm auch nicht anders nls vie einen Kaiserli-

chen Bedienten nn:ehen, indem ich gantz gewiss weiss

dass seine Absichten blos auf hxelxge Poste gehen.32
The ;tte-pta by Vienna to gain further information about Hanover's
position were not successful in spite oﬁ_thil rather transparent
odbterfugc; at any rate Hanover wished t§ make no firm coulitmen£0‘
befor; understanding the terms that the‘other courts were bar-
gaining for. Although the electors of Mainz, Cologne, and Trier
still expressed a determined wish to gain investiture Q.ll into

the 1770'3,33 their power to influence the other Kurfuersten was

in the matter of investiture as minimal in the matter of'inve.titurc
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as it wvas in most issues that touched on concerns relevant to the temp-
oral electors.

If th& imperial court was to be successful in reestablishing imp~
erial investitute as an actual requirement of all fief holders in the
empire and as an act of recognition of the emperor's paii:ién as over-l
lord, then it was crucial that the temporal courts be persuaded to

fulfill their feudal obligations. Within their ranks it was recogniz-

maintaining that vestige of imperial power. To apply pressure to the
more difficult electors, Vienna could attempt a number of less trouble-
some members. It was with this in mind that Vienna degotiated with |
Saxony; Bavaria, and the Palatinate., Equally, the course of those
talks was of interest to the other electors—-especially Hanover and
Prussia—who would have to alter their respectiverpasitianj according

- to the terms reached with those states.

Saxony, Bavaria, and the Palatinate all presented the imperial

court with their Lehensmuthung within the specified period, Diffic-

ulties i?oce, hgue#er, in, the agreement oyer the specifie terms under

which investiture would be taken.

In the caﬁe of Saxony, the Lohens-uthggg vas presented by the '
ambassadorial staff in th; name of the regency government aézipg
~for the minor Frederick August III, If Vienna was willing to
accept the document because of the minority gf the gliztﬂtigﬁ it
was based on the belief that the regency would bg:wiliiﬁg to carry
out further negotiations as well, The g;pgi for proceeding in the
discussion with Dresden were quickly dashed when the Saxon ambassad-

opm s ’
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or informed the imperial ministry that the regency wvas unxhlg to do

“
anything more until Frederick August III had attained his major-
ity.35 This was obviously a tactic to force Vienna into making

its position known, thereby, allowing Dresden to offer nothing

too generous or cowmpliant with Vienna's HishES,aﬁ nor to procdeed

along gfaunds that the other te:patal courts would be un nlikely to

follow. When Saxony then notified Vienna that it was intent on

acting in unison with Bavaria and the court at Mannheim concerning

L 3
inviititufi,37 it further excused itself from making any move

towards reaching agreement over investiture., The Saxon statement
echoed similar tones issued previously Ey the Bavarian represent-
38 and the Palatinate's iﬂbllsldﬁr-Bg The admission of coll-

ative
usion meant that Vienna would be faced by the ?rﬂspect of having

-
to satisfy all three courts before gaining agreement with any.

Jince unanimity among the three partners themselves was by no

means an sasy task, the conpegt éﬁ doubt increased Vienna's concemn.

Certainly the relative frie dshlp and willingness to seek investit-
ure expected from Bavaria could, therefore, be seriously hampered
by the position of a somevhat more hostile partner. The concert's

xi

tence also opened the door even wider for any interfg§§nzn
from BtgndgnbutgﬁPfu;jié and Hanover; interference that is gtr?ngly
suggested by the Hanoverian correspondence. Consequently, the
concert of the three :ﬁuftlithEESEEEEd to seriously retard the!5
fulfillment of investiture from any quarter., The fact Ehit

neither Hanover nor Brandenburg-Prussia had jﬂingd the association
mesnt that it could still be controlled rgﬂd‘giv:n the traditional

jealousies, perhaps dismembered entirely. Nevertheless, Vienna
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continued to negotiate with all of the members of the concert and
pressed for definite conclusion of their feudal obligations.
Vienna's belief that the concert of Bavaria, the Palatinate
;ﬂd §cxony was not entirely disastrous for the plans touching
imperial investiture soon proved to be accurate. Ihe.fivllfiii

that were noted may have been a factor. Even more influential,
ween, Viennd and Brandenburg-Prussia and Hanover. These tended to

lines set out by the emperor and his officials. Throughout 1769
the ilpctiai court continued to press for concrete responses from

~ Manoheim, Munich, and Dresden éaﬂégrﬂing their terms for investit-
ure. By the end of that year imperial officials were able to
report a detectable change in attitude to the Hanoverian emb:;!yiﬁﬂ
i::hl himself was aware that the B;ﬁnfign ambassador had been
instructed to inform Vienna that a definite statement about the

matter would be issued shortljy,41 and in April of 1770 Munich
42

declared that it would take investiture on traditio®l terms.
" Imperial officials could then remark to Muehl that similar state-
ments were likely to be fBEthcaéinj from Six@ny iﬁd the P;litini
ute.“3 At the end of May, 1770, S;:ény Ein;i1§ agreed to take
inveliiture;ab in ;eptenbct of the same year the expected declar-
 ation of similar intention was also rne;ivij,frﬁi H:nnhiii.és»ﬂAII'
three temporal courts were willing to Eulfill;ﬁﬁeif»prg;ijg: under
the established ceremonial prgcidutg:,'thgrcﬁy enhancing the

success of negotiatiops from the perspective of the imperial court.

What this meant was that six electors had already declared a willing-
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ceremonial ptacedufe. Vienna could, Ehat:fafeﬁ cite these intent-

ions as inducements to the two remaining temporal electors to

#

follow suit, without being pefliitaﬂt in their demands for change

in the ceremony i tself. Vienna realized that the entire matter of

L} ’
imperial investiture Ultimately rested on the negotiations between

th

imperial court and Prussia and Hanover. For until it was deter-

L

mined that the two most powerful electors would comply with invest-
iture, and equally important under what conditions it would take ;;f
_place, not one of the courts already committed would take the Cv

firsc :tgp; Indeed, success depended on the participation of the %‘\‘xaggsy

two ﬁatﬁh German princes far more thgé the other electors combined.
The gr. ilECLE barrierg Enclng Vienna had yet to b;rﬁflfﬁﬁil-

The Prussian state under Prederick II was, in the matter of
imperial iﬁ?éititute, far more difficult to please and more
demanding than th; electors discussed above. Although the aégn
.hﬁltilitY'Eéﬁifdg Vienna had subsided noticeably since 1763, Freder-
ick was by no means committed to allowing ﬁienan the opportunity to
revitalize the imperial office. The negotiations involved in the
election of the King of the Romans-—especially the vish to see the

articles of the Ulhlkgpxtuiltlgn dealing with "the ban of the

altered—already demonstrated that Prussia niln:ilﬁgd a
. ,

empire"

i

vigilant posture regarding the powers of the empercr. Consequently,

ienna's motives for reestghliahing investiture did not escape

-<

Frederick's watchful eye, Ideally, he would have preferred to
' - :
eliminate imperial investiture altogether, thereby removing further:

vestiges of dependence on Kaiser und Reich that wére inherent in




the necessity of enforcement in a legally and constitutionally or-
dained way., Therefore, Prussia's state deveiopnent and fulfillment

as the sole resting place for the ius publicum was theoretically

still held in the ‘intermediate position thaf-feudalic-‘}egulated;
the state embodied the legal existence and will of its subjects but
was itself only finally sanctioned through the act of investiture.
Furthermore, that Frederick's state iﬁcluded territories outside of
the empire'’s juriadiction did little to lessen the implications-of
the ties to the Reich. His efforts to eliminate the differences
ﬁetueen the constituent parts of his state and bring them into line

¢
with the operations of a unified centralist state could only be

hamperel by the continuation of those very incongruities. The actions

of the Prussian court, as reported by the Hanoverian embassy,
“»
demonstrate how the requirements for gaining investiture were inter-

preted by Berlin, ‘They show a concerted effort to negate the
implications of dependence on tpe emperor and empire., Subsequently,

those interpre‘tations« also had immediate repercussions on the negot-

iations betvecﬁ Vienna and the other electorss

Already in the presentation of the Lehensmuthqu; or Lehensge-

sinnungsschreiben, as it was also called, Berlin indicated that it

would not willingly abide py the tradi;ional method of gaining in-
vutitut:o. ‘The PrussianMuthung was forwa;ded by the ambassador in
Vienna, Ba;bn Jakob Ftiederiﬁh von Rohde, over his own signature,
and not, ‘as prescribed, merely as an intermedi;te presenting his
principtl'aspetlonal dec{aration of i.nt:ent."6 It was more than a

’ pousibility, therefore, that the RHR, responsible for'asaésaing the

legalitﬁ of the Muthung would not act upon this presentation.éz The

A
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argument of the Prussian ambassador that he was able to make the
declaration himself on the basis of his special royally decreed
ambasgadorial rank, had little effect in zaéyiﬁcing the imperial

court of its acceptability. Within one month the Prussiar Muthun

was returned to Baron von Rohde by an official of the RHR who made
it quite clear that it had been rejected because of its improper

quxlityiés For the next three months von Rohde insisted that his

court ﬁﬁld not make any ggﬁmthggg :im:erit was considered a
requirement already fulfillad;69 In Vienna, the Imperial Vice

Chancellor Colloredo stressed the illegality of Baron von Rohde's
declaration, and so too did Vienna's ambassador in Berlin, General
50

Nugent, voice ;}?ilar notions directly to Frederick 1I. Vienna
wanted to maintain the established method of ptgiéntiﬁg the Muthung

since it maintained the pg:saﬁil nature of ties between the vassal
and the emperor. Eventually the Prussian court g:gnted that the

Muthung could be made along more proper lines without necessarily

jeopardizing the policy towards investiture in general, Consequent-
1y, von Rohde pfe;entid a new document to the RHR president, and to
justify this retreat stated that it was carried out only as a means
of assuring the other electors that Ei: court did not wish to hamper
the investiture for thg:-SI In contradiction to von iahdg's state~-
meat to f@ﬁ Wallmoden, who hi& been told that Prussia was in no way
»ablig;tid to follow the examples of the athgt>gle;ta:n,52 the issuing
of the new Hgth\mg was pgfhnpi ‘the result of nega:igéiaﬂs between

But the Muthung itself was merely the notification of intent to
. (

_ take investiture and had to be followed by the fulfillment of a number ™\



of succesive steps still negotiable. Economic considerations were
]
not as relevant to Prussia as they were with some other courts

seeking investiture, but the actual ceremony was a significant symbol

of legal and ideological restrictions on the state. Brandenburg-

Prussia was desirous of bringing about alterations to the ceremony
of investiture that would 2liminate some of these hindrances, and
could rely on rather imprecise definition of Herkommen (precedent)

to forward a number of proposed changes.

=

les VII were of essential importance. It was on the basis of the

manner that the Hnr;hung was presented at the time when Charles
Albrecht reigned that von Rohde justified his original declaration;
80 too were the demands concerning the other fequiféigﬂﬁi of
investiture. When Baron von Rohde suggested, after the new Muthung
had ﬁegn verified, that Fre d rick would only consider investiture

53 it vas viewed as an attempt to

lﬂrClblnet and not oeffentlich,
relegate the act to one of mere legal formality. Colloredo replied
simply that he would "mention" von Eah‘;f; statement to the emperor,
but clearly Vigng; could not afford to make this concession out-
tighfi To do s0 would have been to undermine negotiations with the
other electors. Even more important it would have granted validity
to actions carried out dT:;ng the reign of Chgtféi VII and p;ﬁed

the wvay for cauntle:; other claims made on this basis, and

Vienna repeatedly refused ﬁu accept gﬂy precedents set in the period
‘from 1742 .to 1745. Investiture negotiations between Vienna and

Berlin were thus stalled by this position taken in March of 1768



"~
-

and remained deadlocked for well over a year.
1

It was not until the summer of 1769 that the Hanoverian embassy
could report on any new devglap:gnti concerning the talks inveolving
the imperial court and that of Brandenburg-Prussia. At that
jgn:turé von: Rohde made a new and somewhat definitive statement. He
formally notified Vice Chinégllar Colloredo in August that his eourt
would only consider taking investiture in the "Austrian" manner, -
which did-nat embody implications of dependence or inferiority to
the emperor that the ceremony for the other electors did. 1In
September he emphasized that investiture was acceptable only in
Retirade (i.e. seated aﬂé behind closed de@:s)aSS This demand was
feiterl;gd when Baron von Rohde presented Colloredo with his court's
full set of demands. The Imperial Vice Chancellor was told that
Brandenburg-Prussia wanted investiture if: (1) kneeling was elimin-

ated unconditionally from the act of investiture; (2) that no

"excuse" had to be submitted by the Eibiiiidai‘i!king investiture

in the name of his pf;ncxpnl, and, (3) that Ehé act had to take

place in Rg:xtgd-.sa Clearly, Brandenburg-Prussia was hoping to

make investiture and feudal requirements a mere lega 1 formality and -

mbolic expression of suzerain dependence on Kaiser und
Reich. Nevertheless, the demands that von Rohde made were sufficient
' to prevent other electors from taking investiture in any form.

They were not to cauli: Eh!:l§1V!l ptléf to understanding the resp-

Brandenburg's reliance on ptegedeﬁti set during the reign of
Charles VII to support their demands were rejected on all fronts by

Vienna. Colloredo told the Prussian ambassador that to base demands



on such foundations was untenable. The@h;hgg could not be accepted

on those grounds and neither could the demands concerning the other

features of investiture, Colloredo notified von Rohde that the
manner in which Brandenburg undertook its investiture during the
reign of Charles VII, had been permitted then only because of an
agreement between the foreign minister of Charles VII, Count Ignar
Felix Toerring (1682-1763), and Frederick II's foreign policy
advisor and peace negotiator Count Heinrich Podewils (1695-1760).
It vasaan agreement between two individual states and not one
sanctioned by the Reichst5§.57 Therefore, it carried no weight in

matters touching on the Reichsverfassung. Furthermore, the valid-

ity of all agreements and precedents established by Charles VII

were not necessarily binding on his suc;gisgfggsg Héééfthéliii;
Colloredo was still willing to reach a compromise. He suggested

to von Rohde that the elimination of kaeeling and the need E§7{;hg
ambassador to "excuse" his Ptincipal at the time of investiture
were still negotiable. Other courts had also raised the matter of
kneeling which may have influenced tge impé:igl paéiti;n :cn:éfning
this requirement. The matter of Retirade could not be Eéﬂiidiféd-
Gencpll Nugent in Berlin reiterated thi;,ﬁoind, shortly before
departiﬁ. from Berlin in June of 1770, addeg that Vienna had n;ée
as many concessions as possible and. was inﬂna way pleased about

. bringing ia difforcnqoo between eiectode) thislnﬁtgz satter—Retir-

¢

ade--was at any rate contrary to the constitution and could not
61 '

legally b altered by the emperor.

' The neégotiations between Vienna and Braﬁdenkuri—PfUiiia con=
\ - : :
cerning investiture did not proceed any further than the position

= !

i



’which was reached in 1770. Even though the imperial ‘government was
on sounder ground than Berlin in the dispute around the precedents
of 1742-1745, little could be éaﬂé to alter the fact that what had
been done then provided a permanent precedent. Imperial investit-
ure cfrtainly rgceived a deathblow as far as the actual fulfillment

of it was concerned. It did, however, remain a part of the body of

lav incorporated in the Reichsverfassung. For Brandenburg-Prussia
and the development of the full powers of stgsiaﬁﬁit'uzi the preocc-
upation of its rulers in the eighteenth century, a slow and organic

alteration to the constitution of the empire wvas more likely to

Reich, The election of the King of the Romans in 1764 helped to en—

sure .that the latter would not occur. The investiture dispute

the development of a centralized state where the ruler alone embodied

the ius publicum.

s Although von Wallmoden reported to Hanover on 12 December

\ . ) . ' .
1766, that precedent alone would hinder the emperor’'s attempts to
reestablish investiture,6z the Hanoverian government had already *

# .
initiated the required procedures for investiture,

Legationsrath

von der Muehl received the Lehensputhbung in mid-July, 1766,63 and

presented it to the Reichsvizekanzler Colloredo on 16 August 1776.%%

The document was officially registered, bu:_né negotiatjons concern=:
ing the actual térﬁ{ of the act were B;gﬁn_unt;i early in the follow—
ing year. Muehl's regeated requests for Qn Indult did not in
themselves involve Qatter; necessary of specific discussion and

could be dealt with by théigggggléng.és But Vienna was certainly

‘ ®
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desirous of gaining further declarations from the Hanoverian embassy
regarding its intentions as soon as possible. A definite date for a

Hanoverian investiture, or strong suggestion thereof, would have

i

allowed the imperial government to utilize such a position as an
inducement for the other electors to make similar statements. .

Throughout 1767 and the following year only brief mention is made of

Vienna's hopes were not being realized. In that period, however,

continued pressure was still exerted by Vienna to gain some firm

responses from Hanover. It was in January, 1767, that the RHR first

ndult unconditionally--

at least not until a ?atgrgi Imperatorem had sanctioned izééﬁs

displayed a reluctance to grant a further

1 [

at

the request of the Hanoverian Legationsrath. The implication was
fillment of investiture. In April of the same year the Hanoverian
e-baicy learnad that Bohemia was prepared to lead the other electors.
This was to provide incentive for Hanover to step forwvard and follow
this éxaipl:f7 Nothing definite arose even with Bohemia's initiative,
‘and when the Prussian ambassador asked von der Muehl whether his
governsent was involved in any fﬁr:hgr ﬁeiatiltiansi the under—secret=
iry could f:p;y that he was un;ﬂgre of anyiés This did not, however, |
substantiate the reports that the Pfg;:i:% official said were being
made by his i:sagigtg stationed in London, where information
existed to suggest the appa:itg.ég | |

‘The first reference to any :pecifi;ﬂégfﬁ: over Hanover's
position surrounding the completion of investiture reported from .

‘the embassy in Vienna came in March of 1768, Wallmoden wrote that



he had met iithcallﬂfédntﬂ inform the Imperial Vice Chancellor that

kneeling was to bé abolished from the investiture a:tgignyiTD

Vienna's willingness to negotiate Ehll point with Erlnd-nbufg-Eru sia

wvas ugdaubtgdly influenced by Hanover's desire to see specific

alterations ta‘the :grenﬂnj; too, Nothing further developed between
) )

the imperial gQVEEﬁﬁent and Hanover until the following year. It was
-the dispatches sent from 1769 to 1772 which provide the most lucid
illustration of the course of negotiations between the two courts and

the actual positions of both.

The reports issued by Le

ationsrath von der Muehl in the first
half of 1769 contain repeated nncifie;tiaé‘th;; he had assured
Colloredo that Hanover was desirous of iﬁrengthening ties with

Vienna. As an indication of the sincerity of EhlE‘Hilh he had even
told the Imperial Vice Chancellor that his government ;puld not be the
last to take inve:titure_71 But the imperial court still hoped to
receive a firm date for the completion of Hanover's feudal obli gat-
ions. Muehl was told that Maria Theresa, as the elector of Bohemia, |
‘was 2215y to take investiture as soon as Hanover had declared a |

precise dat§!7z Gcllarada nat;fxed von der Muehl that the emperor,

fully aware af H;navir s "good intentions lnd strong patriotic feel-

insi‘ﬁ73 vas anxious to see the electorate assist Vienna in convinc-

iug the other courts to complete their 1nvn;t1tufg too. 74 There

-

Huuld have bgen very paixtlve effects from the example set by
Bohemia and Hanover, especially on the other Eempar;l IIEEE§SI;75
" The nature of the comments on friendship and cooperation voiced by

von der Muehl certainly allowed Vienna to entertain thoughts that

investiture could be reestablished; the legal status of the emperor
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F
as ;gygﬁ:h-rr’in the empire might well have®een reconfirmed.

General remarks, however, were soon followed 'by‘pécifit’; demands
r

L .
that transformed the casual manner of negotiations into complex and

very contentious ones. Hanover's willingness :a set an é:n!ple for
the other courts proved to be less subdtantial than hoped for in
éiEﬁﬂh7§ butiﬁ;s not the prime reason why investiture was delayed.
Since Hanover's :ecegtian into the College of Electors it had not
received any distipnct iféh*ilpgfiil,ﬂffiﬁéi insignia, and title
(Erzamt) that investiture was supposed to verify. Certainly it had
none that was uncontested. Hence its positiom and status was in-
complete, :Thi; had been a topic of concern to the government in
Hanover from 1962; and it surfaced once again in 1769,

It was during the same meeting with igperigi officials where
von der Muehl had been told of Maria Theresa's wish to see Hanover
follow her lead in investiture that he had first reported having
mentioned the matter of an appropriate Erzamt. He had stated that
the failure to resolve that issue had hindered investiture in the

77 : , ,
past, Muehl was told that the emperor was working diligently

towards re:zhingii solution to this problem.’8 It was very difficult

Reighnverf;;:gg!; no quick ;n:ﬁzrrcagld ba g:peéted. That none had
been found was indicative of the verity of Vienna's response but had

ilftl: effect in pacifying Hanover's privy council. That body was

- no loriger Eanzgnt'vitﬁlvsgug promises of future solutions or tempor-.

ary measures and became determined to have the Erzamt matter con-

cluded. Von der Muehl told Colloredo in October, 1769, that his

government vanted a concrete lﬂluti@n;Tg In the following month von



der Muehl was asked to present a formal statement outlining Hanover's

position regarding the Erzamt, as well as proposals to solve it.

. These would then be discussed by the imperial and Austrian niniltriesigo

Accordingly, von der Miehl forwarded a privy council memorandum to
Colloredé on 28 December 1769, which provided Vienna with the
‘ftaﬁevork for solutions. '

The desire tb reestablish imperial investiture as in active
requirement of all fief holders had already been expressed by Joseph

. : /

and granted v,lidity by Kaunit: and Colloredo earlier. The motiv-
ation for solving the.proble- of the imprecise character of ﬁanover's
electoral distinctions may verxy wvell have been stronger in 1769

than on previous occasions for precise'ly this reason. Joseph's

Wahlkgpitulgtion had documented this as an obligation of the new

LY

enpero?! :“;

Sofogt auch nach angetrettener Unserer kaiserl, kegierun§
daran sein und beim Reichs—Convent nachdruchlich befoerdern,
dass die Braunschweig-Lueneburgische Kur mit einem con-
venablen und anstaendigen Erz-Amt versehen werde...8!
v _ , .
Similar promises had been made by preceeding emperors and,ﬁonlequcntly

Joseph's did not necelsarily.nean that something would be finalized.
It was nog_until 1770 that the imperial and Austrian ministries
"&or-nlly met to discuss the matter and attempt to devélop an aéree-
able solution. At that time a number of options were o;;n'to Vienna
and all were explored and record;d by von aet Muehl in thg course
of negotiations over the next two years. )

. The first possibility was to have Hanover take investiture in

the mnn&ablilhed by the precedenti of 1692, 1694, and 1710,

What this entailed was that investiture would include.tﬂe provisional



granting of the Erzschatzmeisteramt, although the Palatinate alone

would exercise the functions of the office. Muehl reported on

14 March 1770 thxt-igl%predﬁ had proposedithis course of action
m

to him and that he in turn responded bi requesting more details. In

addition, he told the Imperial Vice Chancellor that the Palatinate

Hﬁuld likely not agree to this proposa, and that the exercising of

the office was more important than mereldy having the right to use

the title.sz

Even the suggestion that the soon to be expected de;:ﬁ
of the Bavarian elector would allow Hanover to assume full control
of that particular Erzamt had little effect in :aﬂiin:ing von der

83

Muehl that this was a "good" solutionm. The entire proposal was

still nothing more than a temporary expedient and could, theref
not receive serious censideration from the Hanoverian privy council..
Vienna did little to market the idea any further.

Another means of e ,d;ﬂg the impasse was also studied by

officials in Vienna., If th: gg;;:g;;::;i:t;t::; vas not satisfact-

ory, the creation of a new, leh!lﬂpa ial office might be nece:n;ry.
This was, in fact, one of the points mentioned by th: privy council
memorandum of 28 December 1769 which von der Muehl gave to Colloredo
at the latter's request. It was a suggestion EE:E had also been
made earlier in the eighteenth century. The Imperial Vice Chancellor
noted that a host of possible choices had been delivered to.the

iﬁ‘l?lﬂ,séjbut all had been refused because Ehe;)verg not

deemed suitable or infringed upon the rights of other imperial

offices. The Erzamt had, of course, to be unrelated to any other
isting dignity. ,Wizﬂizhz vast number of such honouws in circulation
within' the R;ighxlg that time, the task that faced Vienna was by no



means a light one. In 1770, however, two offices were eventually
selected as the most likely to minimige challenges from other office

holders and to receive Hanover's imprimatur; the Erzjaegermeisteranmt

and the Erzhofmeisteramt. Since the final ratification of either

choice could only be made in the difficult setting of the ng;hggg

in Regensburg, the former was slightly more favourable to Vienna,

In a note to Colloredo, Kaunitz justified his support for the Erzjae-

germeisteramt because Austria "possessed the most well-founded rights

to this officc."as Rival claims would, therefore, not surface if the
issue were brought up at Regensburg. Furgherga:g, this pit;igulér
office did not infringe upon any already in existence.. Hanover's
acceptance did not materialize as might have been eipgctgd; The

fact that Austria did possess a claim to it may have contributed

to the negative response of Hanover; in the event of a future dispute

with Vienna it could prove to be a point of contention. But Hanover

had also already expressed the desire to gain the Erzhofmeistersmt

in the memorandum given to Colloredo by von §:¥ Muehl. Inspite of
the incressed probability ;haf this office would be more difficult
to have passed in the Reichstag, Vienna could do little to object.
Muehl was duly informed of this by imperial éfficialiig6 !

In the process of fYeating a new Erzamt Hanover hoped that

Vienna would send a Commissions Qggret‘zg Béggniﬁur; specifically

stating the suggested office to be discussed and ratified, Colloreda
knew that the Reichstag H@glé consider a prépa:il made in this manner
as too arbitrary because "es gaebe Hoefe die sich ein rechtes Ge-

87

. schaefte daraus machen, die Ideen des hiesigen Hofes zu Kreutzen."
' ]

 More general terms offered for debate would probably not evoke an
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.‘iiildilt! negative response even if ; decision were somevhat

!LIQUEE in arriving., But at the end of May, 1770, Vienna was made
avare of a new Hanoverian demand that was unexpected and portentous,
Throughout the course of ;i;§u1niaﬂ jufrﬂuﬂding the solution to the
Erzamt matter Vienna appeared to be under the impression that in-
vestiture could still .proceed even prior to an agreement being
finalized, In May, however, von der Muehl left Colloredo vith:thg
distinct impression that the Hanoverian privy council ﬁéﬁi&réﬁt agree
to take investiture before an appropriate Erzamt had been formally

;l;ign:d.ss He soon followed this in December, 1770, with a formal

statement to the same effect on the instructions of his home govern-
89 :
ment, i

The position that Hanover now maintaiped resulted in Vienna's

adoption of the third method of resolving the Erzamt {ssue as decided
by the imperial and Austrian ministries. ‘Since nearly five years
had passed since the iuégeiiiaﬁ of Jai:phigl and still nothing
positive jad been\accomplished towards the reestablishment of imper-
fal investiture, each delay made success that much more unlikely,
Consequently, ?ieﬁng hapcé that the third method of solving the
matter which prgv?nt:d Hanover from taking investiture could still
be carried through rather quickly, It was hoped that by creating
& new office for Hinéirgt and then immediately exchanging it for

Bohenmia's Erzschenkenamt delays would be miminised. A:garéiﬁg to

Colloredo, this proposition too had been explored in 1718 when the
imperial ambassador to London was engagad im talks with such a plan
90 '

in mind, On that occasion Lomdon had responded by stating that

an exchange would be considered and it was now hoped, iﬂ-Vi!ﬁﬁS, that



time had not made the acceptability of this plan less agreeable. Of
course the exchange proposal could only be offered if it was under-
stood that Bohemia would not relinquish its preeminent position among’

the electors through an exchange., Furthermore, in the event of a

future vacancy of one electorate, Bohemia would automatically regain.

the Erzschenkenamt ahd Hanover acquire the vacant one. The expected

~

death of the Bavarian elector without male heirs was the obvious
1 .

reference for this proviaion.91 In the process of creating a new

]
" Erzamt as part of this proposed salution, Vienna would suggest the

Erzjaegermeisteramt to the Reichstag in an effort to bring about the

most rapid end to the matter., This was the package that was present-
ed to von der Muehl by Colioredo as a means to end the problem blamed
for Hanover's inability to make a concrete promise to take investit-
ure.

Regardless of the fact that negotiations between Vienna and

——

Hanover were still being actively carried out, and that several
possible solutions to their issue of contention existed, delay was

inevitable, When Vienna learned that Hanover had made the resolution

" of the Erzamt matter a sine qua non of its investiture, the possibil-
. " -_— |
ity of using that electorate to pressure the remaining ones into

conformity were dashed., That Saxony, Bayaria, and the Palatinate

finally agreed'ro investiture after April, 1776, was not coincidental.
. . v

? - .
1f Hanover and Brandenburg-Prussia were themselyes not officially part

of the concert of electors the tiﬁing of the declarations of the th:ﬂe '
§ . .

courts working in association certainly demonstrates the intimate
. ' - - ’ : :
connection of all electors in a matter as sigWificant as investiture.

In Vienna these new demands evoked some serious doubt as to the

'
a
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sincerity of Hanover's earlier claims of friendship and cooperation.

Von der Muehl was quickly made aware of the misgivings and Reichs-

) gi:g;;@;1g5_6§llﬂrgda took steps to allow Hanover time to reconsider

iés position, atiomsrath that he was vithholding
the new position paper from the emperor until the Hanoverian govern-
ment had reconfirmed its desire to follow this new course. This
action in itself was a :*egr indication of the negative response

that Hanover's staﬂ;g'fggifding investiture was likely to have in
Vienna, but Colioredo also realized that the implications were more
ingrgl too. The friendship of Hanover (England){ would have been
welcomed :iﬁég it might also have extended the possibility of support
for Auj;ria‘; plans regarding Palan;‘s future. Even more important
was hepe of support for Austria's blueprints for the tgtritﬂfiai con=
figuration of the Danube basin and the solution to the rivalry ?ith
Russia over the fate of the vulnerable Ottoman Empire. The latter
was a focal point of Austrian foreign policy in the Yte eighteenth
:enturyggg Since Colloredo had been one of the few iﬁpaftiﬂt states-
men in Vienna who still maintained strong convictions favouring a

continuation of the Anglo-Austrian alliance, Hanover's Mardline stance

L

on an issue of much interest to Vienna was a blow to his credibility,

Von der Muehl must have been fully aware of the validity of Colloredo's

toncern and the inevitibili;y of Vienna's displeasure over the new

position paper on investiture, Although he did allow ché\%gnévgri:n
privy council time to reconsider (a measure that latar btaught‘;iciga

ations of incompetence), he could do little to chéﬂge the demands of
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He then reported Joseph's response to Von der Muehl notiang the

Kaiser's disbelief and inability to cﬁipfgh:ﬁd the sudden transform—
LY

atioh in the tenure uf fgl;tianjipi Muehl also heard that General

Rugent had earlier r reported vith absolute certainty, "dass der

enig von England die Belehnung eben so wenig als er (Frederick 1I)

E‘

nehmen ﬁuerdg,“gs but that even the correspondence of that trusted
. # .

servant did not convince Joseph of Hanover's ill-will. Muehl was
also told that imperial investiture was now gravely jeopardized by

Hanover' ;Bdenand to settle the E zamwt problem, and that the emperor

=

. 6
vas, therefore, preventgd from upholding the :an!tltutlﬂﬂ.g’ Th

entire future of the Reick could very easily be altered as a result.
Although von der Muehl could justify Hanover's position on the b::;l

of the Reichsverfas sung he could not alter the Eact that relations

between the two atates wauld b\hvEfy much affected by the imperial
claims of E;ﬂﬂv rxan intransigehce.
Although anb;,,,dar von Wallmoden denied all allegations that

Hanover had been desirous i allowing imperial investiture to lapse

even prior to the new position of ;779,9 ,he would have been hard-

pressed to deay that his government's stance had a profound effect

on this element of the constitution. It is quite probable that
F ]

had Hanover taken investiture the other electoras Hﬁuld have foll=-

owed, The three archbishop-electors and lesser temporal electors

waight have been more willing to specify an exact date for completing

thiit feudal obligations. Even Bf;ﬂdenbﬁrginusiigkmight‘well have
found ;h; pressure to conform and the threat of possible isolatiom
difficult to overlook. Havgvgt, the opportunity to reestablish

imperial investiture was lost after 1770 because neither of the two
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Ve y .

most important electors higﬁlgiﬂﬂltfitéd a villingness to érﬁﬁeedi
Vienna was powerless to stop the disappearance of another function of
the emperor's powers, albeit somewhat nomifal, to maintain the tradit-
ional bonds of the Egi;h;y:éf;;guﬁ; as a unifyiﬁ; factor vithin the

»
Holy Roman Empire. None of the electors complied with Vienna's

plan to reestablish invesgiture in 1765 and so the relevance of thia

form oppositidn of the nine electors.
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, ) CONCLUSION '

Any remarks offered as concluding dr summarizing statements

‘in the decade f@ilﬁuing the Peace of Hubertusberg must rest primarily
on the two main issues which dominate the relations. Although the
findings of this study could be supplemented by the analysis of
the diplomatic reports of Vienna's ambassadors and some of England's
representatives (especially those gtati@ne& at Vignpg and Berlin),
certain observations are still possible. Those observations are
valuable in a variety of ways.

The election of a King of the Romans had traditionally captivated
the attention of the European and imperial states and the E;Fiplg of
1764 was no exception. Irdeed, the desire and necessity of an ordered
succession to the imperial throne made the election of the King of
the Romans in 1754 somevhat more central to the interests of all the

Reichsstaende and the great powers too.

The meaning attached to the election of 1764 was ﬂgtt:iﬁly
noticeable throughout ghe cafrgspandgnce of the Hanoverian diplomatic
agents in Vienna. On the basis uf:tha:e reports, the electoral
government was hoping to reestablish Friaﬁdly ties with Vienna and
to erase the animosity that the Sé%:n Years' War had embodied. The
election of a King of the Romans provided the immediate opportunity
to make initial overtures in this direction. Undoubtedly, as far as
Hanover was concerned, a vote for the Austrian candidate would be
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Hanoverjan claims, even though it would have been highly inadvisable
\ -

(given ‘the need for peace) for the electoral govermment to do any-

thing but support Joseph's bid for the crown. As a :an:gqugnce,nf

Xﬁl_fh;ie dual eén:i;;tgtianj. Hanover's willingness to refrain from
further pursuing the redress of grievances voiced by its represent-
ative von Gemmingen,when Vienna bggén to question the sincetity of
Hanover's claims to seek friendship and cooperation, is understand-
able. Furthermore, the significance of a King of the Romans election
for the overall stability of the European balance of gEvEt: meant

that Hanover's position was mogt probably dictated by the interests

of Great Britain. The wish ¢ 1stablish friendly ties with Vienna

‘was certainly felt across the Events connected with the

end of the Seven Years' War verified that England was not willing to

™

subjugate its interests in the name of alliances alone. The assoc~
iation with Vienna's most bitter rival, Brandenburg-Prussia, in no
cordial ties with the imperial government. Support given Joseph II
in his election as King @f;the Romans in 1764 was, therefore, the
first step taken by Hanover—England in the reestablishment of diplo-
matic relations with Vienna. The reports of the Hanoverian ambassador
suggest that success had been achieved on this score.
Just as the diplomatic correspondence showed the importance to

- Hanover-England's interests of the election of the King of the Romans,
it also Subgténtiazed the meaning it possessed for other important
members of the Reich. Vienna's unquestionable desire to maintain its
strong position within the gmpife thfauéh an ordered succession resting

with Austrian candidates vas clearly evident in the diplomatic reports



of E*; Hanoverian embassy. The caentrol of the jmperial throne was
necessary to insure the teéritariai integrity of the Danubian Monarchy
and to provide Eane;iggh:nisgfaf restraint of Er;ndgﬂbufg—Pru;:i;.

If the correspondence showed that Vienna was willing to meet certain
demands of the electors (the issue of princely concurrence in the

Hah¥§§pitu1§t§an) in order to achieve success, it also showed that

further reductions in the status of the imperial throne would not be

acceptable (the terms of the Wahlkapitulation itself). The support

of Joseph II by Frederick II indicated the latter's need for peace
and also recognition thsé the election of a King of the Romans

could foster stability th:aggh an @tdefed luzces:ian-\~The reports
of the Hanoverian embassy clearly demonstrate the importance of the
election of a King of the Romans in 1764 for its own %Pjeetivgl, but

r

also for those of Vienna and other states,

The election of 1764 was an event of much importance for all of
Europe. The other issue that monopolized the reports of the Hanover-
ian embassy, namely imperial investiture, wvas one that concérned the

involved factors that touched the internal composition and struct-

estates of thaiéhéirg more Ehi:zthe European powers in general. It

ure of the Reich and the association between member states and the
A€ich

imperial throne. Hence, Hanover's positions in this matter vere far

B

more representative of the interests of the electorate alone, and
not dicc:ﬁed_?yvthe p@liéiei of Great Britain to the same degree,
Hogﬁver, the nature of the iigug‘wng fg;evanﬁ to the status and
structure of the empire and cagl& not be entirely overlooked by
England either. Nothing that ran :agptér to the glt;bliqhgd status
'-gggliﬁr;d have been sllowed, and the government of electoral Hanover

4
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was undoubtedly very much aware of this.
On the basis of the diplomatic correspondence, and the implic-

ations of the reestablishment of imperial investiture as a necessary
element of the Reichsverfassung, it must be concluded that Hanover

- .
had no more desire than the other teaﬁafiﬁ electors to see Vienna

goals successfully achieved. Since at this very moment iq the
the

Pt

eighteenth century Hanover and a number of other states

empire were in the process of furthering the limits of sold juris-
diction of the central govermment, they could not easily have

endorsed investiture. The vehicle for direct involvement of the

emperor in the internal affair af,é;:h -enber state that inves-

titure embodied was clearly understood. If an ideological link to

Kaiser und Eei:h wvas still s pfaminent feature of the atritudes
—

chance for interference from the emperor was by no means also supported.
[~

Yet an open challenge to imperia}/investiture would have been dan-

gerous llnca it would hiwl been possible to label opponents as enemies

of the Egiggg This certainly had to be avoided by Hanover at the time
wvhen thgifgg:tabliihg;ﬁt of friendly ties with Vienna vas a ;:i:g con-
sideration. Furthermore, the abolition of imperial Lﬁveitxture (Sﬁa%*
E@ulé only-have been legally IQEEPEIEIE if it were brought about

by the i;izh:tggrin Regensburg; political :eiiity iﬂdiél%?d the
complete unlikelihood of success through :qch‘-i;n:i Haﬁgvaf, the

role precedent in the constitution could be glls ed to bring

of
*
about the defeat of Vienna's goals. Since thé entire ﬁrztgt of
investiture had been very much up in the air during the ‘entire
eiﬁﬁﬁa:nth century, and no important imperial e tes had taken it
)

2



since 1 , no absolute necessity to fulfill feudal obligations

/existed \in 1765. The Hanoverian government realized that 3flﬂd2ﬁbuf§*
ole in this matter had to be carefully watched even though
-1t vas quite pf edictable that Frederick II was not likely to abide by
Vienna's wishes, Eiglin': §=rﬁ: for completing investiture were un-
acceptable to the iﬁperi;itggverﬁgznt and severely hampered Vienna's
designs. This was noted by the Hanoverian embassy. The result was

that the other temporal éleet@:s of Saxony, the Palatinate, and

Bavaria™Xinally agreed to take iﬁve;tfiu e—declarations that wvere

largely subperfluous if Brandenburg-Prussia was not prepared to take
it~—and that Hanover was forced to forward its demands in much strong-
er terms. To prevent Vienna from ujing Hanover as the vehicle for
L] : i
pressuring the other electors into fulfillment of feudal obligations
the electoral government had to present demands concerning major
changes to ét: i%HEitit re procedure and distinctions associated with
its fief. The combined magnitude of Brandenburg-Prussia and Hanover's
investiture demands sealed the fate of Vienna's hope to see investit-
ure revitalized. That neither of the two most powerful electors were
viiling to take iﬁveﬁtitufe was enough to prevent any elector from
doing bo. It also went so far as to stop the electors from receiving
. investiture for other possessions that were not directly Ii;;ed to
the electorsl fief. Hence, Hanover did ﬁa:vt;kg investiture for the
alternating bishopric of Osnabrueck of which the Hanoverians again
became ad-a,igﬁ,,c,f: in '1765. The diplomatic reports of the Hanov-
erian embassy clearly indicate the significance attached to the matg-
er of imperial investiture and the deétee to which the electors—-

particularly Brandenburg-Ptussia and Hanover--were not keen to see
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this-facet of the constitution reestablished.
.

“The reports of‘t§€<ﬂan6‘gri;n embassy help to def%:f the para-

méters of state developsent and of the ideological link to-the Reich

through the positions taken regarding imperial investiture. They
also aid in the‘undorstandiﬁg of Vienna's imperial policy gftgé‘
1763. The election of the King of the Romans demonstrated the
degree to which Vienna was intent on maintaining pai:e:;ian of the
imperial throne,while the issue of imperial investituré forms one

concrete example of the structure under which the throne was meant

to operate. First, the correspondence supports the position, al- E

ready evident by Vienna's stance regarding the Wahlkapitulation, that

no further restrictions on the imperial throne could be tolerated.

The importance attached to a rule of law by the new emperor was wmerely

un@efacored by Vienna's position in this matter dealing with an

element of the Reichsverfassung. The nature of feudal law and

Vienna's hope to see it reestablished were closely linked to the
protection of the emperor's role as the highest source of justice
and final recourse within the empire. |
Another consideration was also connected to the ggtz&é of
imperial investiture. In this case the objectives could be defined
as political because of the implications of Vienna's policy. In-

. vestiture would have provided a tenable rationale for continuing

intervention in the intermal dgvelépngntl of wembers of the Reich,
e ===

An opportunity to hinder opponents through the support of antagon-
istic forces within a given state was a corollary to the legal and
constitutional claims embodied in the policy regarding investiture.

Since the Seven Years' War had failed to result in the desired

102
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reduction in the power of Vienna's nev afch—enely Brandenburé-?rﬁbsia,
investitute along the lines outlined by the imperial governdment would
have provided grounds for nttenp‘jng such a reduction, Hence even
Kawnitz, otherwise indifferent to the EESEE as a potential :6utce of
strength, endorsed imperial policy here. The diplomatic correspond-
ence of the Hanoverian embassy gave ample verification to the import-
an§¢ Vienna attached to iﬁperial investiture and these political over-
tones were very influential in determining the reluctance of the
electors to see Vienna's plans carried out.

Other consideretions also sust be mentioned regarding Vienna's
policy - in imperial investitute, the rule of law and amicable ties
with Hanover. As a result of Brandenburg-Prussia's seizure of
Silesia In 1740, Europe and the BSESE were thrust into an era of
diplomatic and foreign relations dominated by the powerful states
exerciling'thei; will through~force and the amipulation or negation
of exintiﬁg laws, triditionl and conventions govétning international
affairs. In this perspective the enlightened despot's actions
were not consisteﬁt with internal policies. In’the more confined
setting of the empire, the eighteenth century was éhgracterized

by the armierten Staende. The insecurity of the Reichsverfassung

\ N [ 4

as a guidinﬁ set of p;inciplea for the interactiom of imperial
estates vas made abundantly clear after 1740, and partially to combat
this Vienna emphasized the rule of law. This appeal to law did nét,

' héuuvet, hinder Vienna fros becoming oneSbf the most active particip-
ants in the "illegal" partitions of Poland. It was the involvemen;

in the turmoul in Eastern Eurdpe which helped to lend weight to the

overtures of’ly relations with Hanover-England but equally
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importantly in this respect, as with the rule of lav and investiture,
. was the eventuality of the Bavarian successiom. Austria il£ a key
/’ﬂ?IEite‘in this issue and even went to'uar in an attempt to gain
success for itl'deuignl. Since the court in Vienna claimed the right
of inheritance on the basis of long;standing legal foundations and
pacts with Bavaria, the desire for a rule of law pr igfving these

.

foundations was undb&b{edly meant to support the validi

ST
cliigg. By emphasizihg the preeminence and inviolability of law,a
1
costly ‘\and by no /means successful war might be averted., In the same
vein, the desire to reinstitute imperial investiture and strengthen

-

the Lehensverfassung in general was also linked to the Bavarian

question. Feudal laws of inheritance were intimately associated
with Vienna'lvclaina. Furthermore, and tied‘té both the rule of lgv
and investiture, was the hope of gaining friendship with Hanover
(England). As the lecona most important imperial electorate its
supﬁort and cooperation could have been decisive in an issue as
contentious and consequentual as Auctria'.kplgng to move into
Bavaria. Therefore, Vienna's claims to a le of law, the plans for
revitalizing imperial investiture and the £enure of relations with
Hanover. were all linked to the very serious matter of the Bavarian
succession, .
_ The issues that occupied tﬁe Hanoverian embassy in Vienna from
1764 to 1772 throw much light on the nature of fgi:tiaﬁ; between the
electorate and Vienna. They also add to the understanding of the
status and direction of the Holy Roman Empire in .the same period. Om

that basis alone the findings of this study are valuable. But other

general observations and conclusions can also be dravn from the same
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source,

First, the reports indicate tht the diplo-lti§>illilEEE§
among the various powers of late eightetfth century Europe were
by no means fir-ly entrenched or static., That ﬁnnover. acting no
doubt on the prompting of British policy, v;; hoping to reestablisgh
friendly ties with Vienna lends credence to this suggestion. There
was certainly a degree of ill-will between Hanover (Englapd) and
Brandenburg~Prussia that was noted on several occasions by the
Ranoverian diplomats. Also reported was the feeling that Viez?g and
Vafsailles were not always acting in unison or remaining fuliy
supportive of one another. The Diplomatic Revolution of 1756 may
have dreated new lines of alliance but assuredly did not completely
era;e pYevious linksyither, k

Another area touched upon by the correspondence of Hanover's
embassy, and relations with Vienna in general, was associated with
more widespread political trends in Europe of the Ancién Regime. One
of the most striking features of this period, and especially evident
in the eighteenth century, was the development of the state and the
exéansion of the jurisdiction and power of the central government,
The process of eliuiﬁating barriers to the state was discernible in
many parts of Europe including the Holy Roman Empire. The Prussian
model was onerof the most illustrative and the position this state
took tovxr&n imperial investiture was tos:lly consistent with the
) exanplgc 50: within fts territorial boundaries. But a similar process
had also been adopted in Hanover, although the urgency and success wvas '

lipited by the absence of the ruler after 1714, Nevertheless, the

Elector-King was not willing to see the Emperor's powers expanded to
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aliow for encroachments within his state, and consequently Hanover's
position towards inveltitﬁre was somevhat predictable.

The cotrespéndence also showed that the deéeloping claims of
central governmeuts can also be applied in a limited sense to the
imperial government. Although the opportunities for the emperor to .
ex@scise.effective powers in the Bsigh were severely restircted, the
euph;;is placed on the rule of fav, the role.of the emperor as the
font of justice, and the matter of imperial investitute as it relates
- both of the above, could be interpreted as a similar process. That
.nuch & movement was limited to legal jurisdiction does not necessari-
ly mean that the genéral inspiration was not of a similay quality,

The second general ohservaﬁxon psoo1b1e on the basxs of the
diplomatic rolatxons between annnn and Hanover was that the Holy
Roman Empire was not written-off as unimportant to exghteenth century
states anéig;;tesmen. If it was tepognized that the empire was not
likely to bécome the vehicle for g@}.oae power to direct at its will )
and, therefare, determine evant;%;f;;ar wider concern, it was an .
intricatf¢ factor in the European balance of power nevertheless. That
a ﬁd-ber 6f great powers had a ditégt association in the empire assur-
ed it of continuing inpo;tancc. Fgrtherubte, the Reich was a source
for potential allies re;;lting in the significance even of its less
pov:;tul members. As an influencing factor on the sability.of the
European balance of power the empire was of igtergst to all states,

If this 1nterect manifested itself only in the concern with the mainten-
iance of the status g_g and the pteventxou of a power vacuum, as the

election of the King of the Romans helped to do,active involvement

was still esstential. Equally important, if matters with such great
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implications as the Bavarian succession were to arise, th
very vigilant postures and diplomatic participation v:srjtill un=
_questionable regarding the empire.

. Other ob;:rvation can also be made on the basis of the work of ™
the Hanoverian embassy and the nature of relations with Vienna in
general, Some suggest implications that reach into social history
and the socio-economic environment prevalent at the time of the
correspondence. Particularly relevant was the issue of im%erigl in=-
vestiture, Not only did vestiges of feudalism still have a very
deter-initive'effect on the status of individuiljrgt :i;t time, the

e

r the role of subject vis-a-vis the state had Vienna's plans

tion. The continuity of the Reich, which the election of

_ ties affecting those people'living.vithin its boundaries would
also remain latgely' unchanged. Primarily, of course, trade between
individu;i states wvas destined to operate under conditions prevalent
in the late eighteenth century. If the correspondence does not
provide specific data rega /ing the intricacies of the socio-economic
setting in the Reich, it does help to define the parameters of that
aotfing as a foundation fog more detailed studies.

Some final observations are also very possible as a result
of this work. These are connected with eighteenth century diplom-
acy, the Hanoverian embassy and imperial officials in particular,
and the individual men who carried out functions of this type. Pract-
ical considerations influeﬁcing diplomacy are evident at firat hand.

The frequency of reports and incoming instructions, the time it took ’



for either to be delivered, the form of reports, and the duties of
the ambassadorial staff are all witnessed by the correspondence. The
examples are applicable to the diplomatic corps beyond that of
Hanover alone, Closer gaeun shows peculiarities of the Hanoverian
enbassy. Clearly it centered its attention on issues that touched
primarily on the electorate and allowed the English ambassador to
report in detail on more genefal topics. The absence of reports that
deal with the Polish partition of 1772 is perhaps the best example

of this. It is also clear that the ambassador and his subordinates
were expected to commnicate with the other repre esentatives located
in Vienna in addition to imperial and Austrian officials. On that
basis the r§1=: of other ambassadors are clarified as well as such
L!peru.l officials as the Imperi Vlce{haneellarﬁil‘ie correspond=
ence aids in understanding the roles of Joseph II and Maria Theresa
too, suggesting that their imperial m]eﬂ:u- did not frequently
involve themselves personally with the matters discussed by the

Hanoverian embassy and that thesﬁulkraf the vork was carried out wi

Hith*Rgizh:v ekanzler Rudolf Colloredo, Hence, the volume of work

dealt with by Colloredo would suggest that he was far more active
than Maria The:ei-, and some historians, would recognize, Also
interesting were the reference to the Archbishop of Mainz's repres—

agent and foreshadow the eventual role of primary importance that
his descendants would play in the Austrisn etate and Europesan
- politics,

In summation, the diplomatic correspondence of the Hanoverian
i

=

eibq?i;tfrﬁgl764 to 1772 is of significance to a number of matters. '
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It helps to outline relations bctggzglthe tvo states and the issues
that ;pey were involved in within the Empire. Although this alone is
very i;portant, the nature of relations, and the form and content of
the same, nake‘thia study a micro-political, micro-social, micro-

economic and biographic study of statesmen in the Empire and

Burope in the late eighteenth century..

~
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APPENDIX
4
Vienna, 4 -January, 1764. Post script.
In the main report of 4 January, 1764, Steinberg outlined some

developments pertaining to the election of a King of the Romana.
Most notably he mentioned that von Gemmingen's actions were not
being well received and that he was finding it difficult to promote
Hanover's claims of seeking friendship with Vienna. In this post-

script, he mentions his predicament again, with specific reference

to one "uncomfortable" situation.

was ich in Ansehung des Preussischen Ministers, in meinen heutigen
Bi%icht: Psto angefuehret habe, nicht auf leeren Geruechten gebauet
sey, habe ich derenselben gehorsamst melden wollen, dass wie

ermeldet Ministre ehegestern mit mir bey dem Marschall Bathiany ge~

spricht hat, derselbe mir alle in Beyseyn des Grafen von Balhoff,
und des auf einige Schritte entfernten Obrist-Caemmerer, Gfiféﬂ'vﬂn
Khevenhueller, und einiger andern, in seinen gewoehnlichen trivialen
Augdrucken ge;lg: habe; Wann, was hat ihre Hannoversches Ministerium
in der Roemischen Koenigswahl angefangen, und als ich demgelben

eine gemessene Antwort g;ggbgn; erviederte derselbe darauf; Wie es

nicht dergestalt gemeinet sey, sondern ihm dieser Einfall soeben

' gekommen ﬁ;efe; und gab uns darauf alles desjenige, was ich in er-

wehnten Psto. angefuehret habe, zu erkennen. Da ich nicht anders

urtheilen kan, als dass der von Rohde mir dieses nicht gesaget haben
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wuerde, wenn er nicht den Befehl haette, alle Schuld auf uns zu
legen; So habe ich indessen das geblaubet, um allen "sigreur” zwi-

schen beiden Hoefen zu verhuten, dass erstede mit Stillschweigen zu

- ¥

uebergehen, und das andere als ein®Wir zugekommene Nachricht aus-
zufuehren; inzwischen kan ich Eure-Excellenzien nicht Verhelen, dass

ich mich dermalen alhier in einer Situation befinde, worin mi

"

manches mahl schwer wird, mich zu behalten. . \\;?sfﬂs

Vienna, 9 January, 1764,

In this coircipﬁﬂdgncg Steinberg (ffin: by-;S::;;ing the
departures, and those yet to come, of ambassadors destined for Frank-
furt, The report ends with the following excerpt which outlines the
plans of the Imperial family regarding their journey to Frankfurt,
Allerunterthaenignter P.Stum smun.

Auch
Ailetgnnedigiter Koenig, Churfuerst, und Herr!

... Ohngeachtet das Gericht noch fortdauert, dass des Kaysers
Mt. Abreise nach Frankfurt, nach dea ef:ten P‘gﬁn, auch den 4 Maerz
festgestellt bliebe, und dass hoechstdieselbe die Nachricht vom dér
Erfolgten Naehe bey dero rélibquékEﬂ; des Prinzen Karls von Loth~-

ringen, Koenl, Hof, Zu Mergentheim abwarten wollten; so vermuthet

mann dennoch, da man hieselbst mehr und mehr einzusehen beginnt, dass
die Croenung nicht vor Auagnég\de- Monates April fuer sich gehen
‘koenne, dass Ihro Kayserl. Mt. ﬁéth eher, als bis:die nlthtithté?ﬂﬁ
.der'£00r sich gegangenen Wahl allhie: wird angelanget seyn, nach
Prankfért sufbrechen worden.

- Die Nachricht, als ob, befehl der bevorstehenden Roemischen



Koenigswahl, eine allgemeine Kopfateuer ausgeschrieben worden, ist
ein leerer Geruecht. Der Hof braucht dazu keine ausserordentliche

Geldhuelfe, da des Kaysers Mt., zwey Millionen Gulden dazu aus Ihren

chatze bestimmt haben, und die Fuersten von Liechtenstein und

Esterhazy die Gesandschaft auf ihre Kosten bestreiten, welcher Sie
denn desto fueglicher bewerkltelligEﬁ koenne, da fiﬂ jedg; vg
ihnen wenigstens 400,000 Guldén 5:§hr1ichg: Einkuenfte vaﬁn,,
Guetern, danebst sie, und ihre Familien, viele reele Guten
nungen von der Kayserien Koenigin Mt. zu geniessen haben.
Baron von Borie ist auch Rechnung gesetzet Hﬂ;dgn. Dem Grafen von

Pergen, und dem Baron von Bartenstein, sind 9,000 Gulden behuf der

/
Equippage und eintausend Gulden monatlich, und dem Reichshofraethe

von Senckenburg tausend Gulden Reisekosten, und 500f1. monatlich,
ausgeworfen worden, Mann saget fuer ganz geviss, dass des Kayser
Mt. gevillet sind, den ReichsViceKanzlers, Grafen von Colloredo,
den Hof und Staatskanzler, Grafen von Kaunitz-Rietberg, den Oberst
Cammerer, Grafen von Khevenhueller=Metsch, und den Feldﬁ:::ﬁh:ll;
Grafen von Daun, vaehrend Ihres Aufenthalte in Frankfurt, in den
Fuerstenstand zu erheben.

Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des
mehrere bés;geti

Gf. von Steinberg.




Vienna, 14 January, 1764,
After acknaﬁledgiﬂg his reception of a new ministerial Re cript

on the eleventh, Steinberg goes on to reiassure his government that

he has not made any definitive statements regarding the eleeti;% of

a Kxng of the Romans: the ceremonial dispute sufraund1ng the admissab-
lllcy of princely r prglgntgtiyli still occupied the Inperi:l court
making such declarations {guperfluous at the moment. The unegjﬁngil
between Hanover and Vienna surrounding the actions of the electorate's
representative in Rgggnaburgéaag special ambassader to the electoral
congress, von Gemmingen, was still very much in evidence, The dis-
patch ends with the following information centering on the probability
of Maria Theresa's desire to accompany her sons and Husband to
Prankfurt for the Coronation, the departure of other Imperial emissar-
ies, and S,g;”befg s reference to the illness that he suffered from
and how this would prevent him from going to the electoral city.
Alle:un:gfth;Eﬂigiég: P.Stum -

Auch

Allargn;edxgiter Koenig, Churfuerst, und Herr!

<= Mit jgnn hochverehrlichen Rescripts, von 28en vorigen
Monats, habe ich such dei vom 24 Hegen Begleitung Sr. Kayserl, H:.
nach Frankfurt, gupflnggﬁ. dass dgr Kayserin Koenigen Mt. nicht ent-

schlossen sind, die Reise nach Frankfurt mitzuthun, worden meine

Allerunterthanigste Berichte bereits laengstens des mehreren darge-
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laget habenm. : , . v .

Da indessen des Kaysers Mt. die Begleitung der hier anvesanden
fremden Ministres gern sehen, auch dem vornehmen nach, ausser andern

;uiﬁiiftigin. such der Churbayrische Gesandte und selbst der Pfgel;1=
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anch Frankfurt folgen werden; So faehlte ich dafuer,
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dass Vielleicht am besten seyn moegte, wenn ich meine Gesundheits

Umstaenden die Ursache setze, warum von mir ein gleiches nicht ge-

schen wﬁ:rdgi als wegen vﬁlﬁEEr b;:anggri nach einem noch erst vor
Acht Tagen gehabten starken Anfalle auf der Brust, die Medic mir eine
genaue. Sorgfalt, und so bald es die Witterung nur immer erlaubet, den
Gebrauch eimer Cur Verordnet haben. Meinem unmassgeblichen dafuer
halten noch, durftte meine Anwvesenheit in E‘raﬁkfuxs‘uu’ Eure
Koenigl. Mt. dienst de%ﬁghlen um so entbehrlicher seyn, da eines
daselbst haben werden, andern Theils bey dem kuertzen Aufenthalts

des Hofes, der wvie es hiesgligg nicht ueber Zehn oder Zwoelf Tage
dauern wird, die Kayserlichen Ministres dermassen Zerstreute seyn
werden, dass die Zeit und Gelegenheit mir fehlen duerffte, Eure Koe-
nigl. Mt. Geschaefte dort betriaben zu kqgnnen.

Der Fuerat von Liechtenstein gehet uebermorgen nach Frankfurt
ab. Da derselbe, der schlechten Wege halber, nicht vor Ende dieses
Monats in Frankfurt eintreffen wird; so vermuthet mann auch illhier,
dass die Eroefnung des Churfuerstentages in dem naechsten Tagen des
kuenftigen H;ﬂitl erst werde fuer sich gehen koennen.

Der Reichs~Vize-Kanzler von Colloredo hat mir vor etlichen
Tagen gesaget, wie der Baron von Bartenstein von Regensburg gemeldet
h;-tt:l dass Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet Comitialgesandten von
Gemmingen gegen ihn contestiert habe, dass er nlig offenbaren Unwahr- .
heiten und Glimpfungen Zuschriebe, ihm aber dabey versichert hade, ~ -  °
- dass da Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet befehle, dass Hihlggiéh;gftc
moeglichst so zu befoerdern, ih:bzugekai;gn waeren, er solche auch

seinerseits nach besten Wissen und Seryuegen beverkstelligen wuerde.

L
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Der von Gemmingen habe gleichfalls gegen ihn bezeuget, dass er, fuer

seine Person der voelligen Wiederherstellung und Befristung des guten

Vernehmens mit dem Diesseitgen Hofe nicht zuwider waere, und selbige

vielmehr als eine fuer beyde hnezhi:erﬁagfe erwvunschte, und erstries-

J

slich Sache ;ﬁ:;éhgg Und obwohl er, von Gemmingen, den 9ten diesen
erst von Regensburg Abéai;gn wolle, so haette er sich demnoch gleich
ueberreden lassen, seine Reise nach Frankfurt sofort anzutreten.

Das Kaysl. und Kaysl. Koenigl, Ministerium scheinen nunmehro ueber
alles Vorgekommen sehr beruhiget zu seym.

Naechsten Abend habe ich von dem ReichsViceKanzler vernommen
dass auch ihm gestern noch von Berlin zugekommene Nachrichten die
guenstigen Gesinnungen Sr. Koenigl. Mt. von Eégunicn, in Ansehung
der Roem. Koenigswahl bestaetigen.

Gf. von Steinberg.

Vienna, 6 June, 1764.
This report outlines the congratulations, official and personal,

that Steinberg offered the Imperial family after ea!plegian-af the.

Habe ich in Gefolge der vom Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet Geheimen
Rathe yon Behr auf dero hoechsten Befehl vom Iltn. May mir eventua-
liter gegebenen Anweisung, nachdem mit der letzten Montags-Post

Ewer Koeniglichen Majestaet fuglichen Bot = HyL@Ed Stormont,

der Bafehl zugekommen u-};Abgy-i;- Kayderl. Mtem, und der Roewmischen

Kognigs Mt. hoechst deroselben aufricAtig an ‘Antheil an der glueck-
lich Vollzogenen Roem. Koenigswahl in eigends deswegen zu suchenden

Audienzen vorlaufig zu beweugen, bis Ewer IﬂiﬂigliﬁhEﬂAHlleE!Qti
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solches mittelst dero Antwort Schreiben selbst bewerkstelligen wuerden,
auch, meines Arts, um selbiges in Ewer Koeniglichen Majestaets hoech-
sten Nahmen, nicht QEﬁiQES als Churfuerst zu bewirken, um audienzen

bey hoechstgedachten des Kaysers, der Kayserin Koenigen, und des Roem.
Koenigs Mt. Mt. Mt. angesuchet. Diese sind mir hierauf, bey Anwesen-
heit des Hofes zu Laxenburg, dasselbst am Verwichenen Sonnabend Nach-
nittagsigrtheiit worden, und wie unter andere die in Abschrift hinbey
liegende Antwort des zu Baden befindlichen Reichs Vize Canzlers auf

mein bey ihm geschehens schriftliches Anmelden, des mehrere darleget,

keit, die Ewer Koeniglichen Majestaet dem Kayserlichen Roemischen

Hofe bezeigen zu lassen geruht haben, mir zum voraus von dessen
" Ministerio versichert wvorden ist; So haben auch saiﬁhg allerseits
Kayserl. und Esy;grig Koenigl. Mt, Mt, Mt. mir bey den gegebenen
audienzen, auf neinen, nach der MyLord Stormont ertheilten VthéhfifE
auch meinerseits eingerichteten Vortrag, auf die Vollkommenste Weise,
steuren lassen.

Des Kaysers Mt. mir geantwortet, dass auf gleiche Art, als
dieselbe soeben gegen MyLord Stormont Ihre damals verpflichten fuer
Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet bezeiget haetten, hpechsédiesglbg solche
Zu:g:t auf dl:ilebh:fte:te erneuert haben wollten, mit der Versiche-
rung das Sr. Kayserl. Mt. gewiss zu keiner Zeit die nachdrueckliche
und EEjeu:igg Unterstuetzung welcher Evergkaeniglizhen Majestaet
als Churfuerst Ihro in dem Vollzogenen Werke haetten angedeyen lg;;en,!

vergessén, auch alle gelegenheiten mit Vergnuegen efgreiftgn wuerden,

Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet Ihre Erkenntlichkeit, Hochachtung, und



'
eundschaft darzulegen. Des Roem. Koenigs Mt. fuehrtem gleiche Ge-

:innung. und Ever Koeniglichen Majestaet wuerden auch wahrnehmen, '

dass hoechstderselbe sich zu allerzeit p;tflnt sch erveisen wvuarde.

Die Ka¥serin Koenigin Mt. haven Ihre Dankbarkeit und Erkennt-

Jkeit auf eben diese Art in den Verbindlichsten Ausdruecken fuer

wer Koeniglichen Majestaet geaeusser und hinzu gesetzet, dass die
Vollzogene Roemische Koenigswahl Ewer Kdepfglichen Majestaets werk
sey, indem nichts anders geschehen ng:;< als dasjenige mit Ewer

Koeniglichen Mt. beystand und Unterstuetjung zu Stand zu bringen was
hoechstderoselben in Gott ruhenden Hefrn Grosvaters Iafniglitha Mt.,

hoechstselbst angefangen, und in dieser Masse ausgefuehren, sich

bemuehet haetten, auch ausgefuehret haben wuerden, wenn nicht in Us—

staende des leigiden Krieges dazwischen gekommen waeren. Dieses

hat hiernaechst Ihro Mt. gelegenheit gegeben, da Sie sich ueber eine

. gute Viertelstunde mit mir zu unterhalten gerufen, auf gedachten

Krieg jelb;é zukommen, und hoechstdieselben haben dabey gé;us:é?t,

dass Ihre geviss gefallen waere, einen Umstand den Andere dergestalt,
als geschehen sey, nach sich ziehen zu sehen. Ihro Kayserl. Koenigl.
Mt., fugten dabey hinzu, dass Ihro in die:gi unangenehmen Zeitverlaufe

noch besonders sehr zu Gemuethe gegangen sey, dass Ihro auch habe auf-

‘geleget werden wollen, als ob Sie mit der Crom. Frankreicht die Ein-

kuenfte an Eier Koeniglichen Majestaet Teut:ch:gganden getheilet

haetten, Sie koennte hoechlich Versichern dass diesen keinen Grund

habe, und dass so wenig etwas aus Ewer Koeniglichen Mt. Landen, von

Ihro Mt. gezogen worden waere, dass Sie Vielmehr noch die 4 Bataillons

welche Sie zur erst bey der Franzoesischen Armee gehat haetten aus

Ihren eigenen bezahlen muessten., Auf diese, mit den Verbindlichste

%
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Ausdruecken von Hochachtung und Preundschaft fuer Ewer Koniglichen '

untermischte Aeusserungen habe ich erwviedert, dass dieses Zeiten
waeren, di;,uebgf::;ndgﬂ seyen, dass der Hergestellte Friede alles
in Vergessenheit gesetzet haette, und dass Everrxﬁgniglichen Mt.
night: luigightiger wuenschten, als Ihro Kayserl. Koenigl. Mt.
bestaendigen Proben Ihrer Freundschaft zugegeben, und mit hoechst
denenselben in Eaftdiuéfgndgﬁ gueten Vernehmen zu stehen. Die

. ,

Kayserin Koenigin Mt. versetzten hierauf, dass gewiss auch bki Thro

alles Vergessen waere. Das Roemischen Egeézgi Mt, haben meinen Vor-

trage nicht weniger auf das bindlichste beantwortet,
Im uebrigen soll Ich allerunterthaenigst unangemerkt nicht

lassen, dgl: MyLord Stormont sowohl als ich bemerktizu haben gl;ubgﬁ?!‘?j

wie mann hieselbst in der Erwartung zu stheen, scheinet dass Ewer

Kaénigliéhcn Majestaet auf eben die Art, als von allen denen Eagfen;

wohin eignen Absendungen mit der Notification der Vollzogenen Wahl

geschehen sind, bereits beobachtet wird, ebenfalls die Abschickung

des Fuersten von Auersbe;g:mi: einer eigenaiiggggnﬁAbagﬂdung er-

viedern werden, indem blos die HOtdiicg;n Cronen Niemand hieher

abgeordnet haetten, weil ;izh_;n!ji: niemand ‘abgeschickt worden

_ : : E..,'\,_
WVaere, .o
Ich vnfha:ts vie mein aliterunterthaenigster Bericht des

mehere besaget,

Gf. vom Steinberg.



Vienna, 16 August, 1766. |
- s

Le*i:igggflth von der Muehl TEPQEES>EZ the Hanoverian government

that he has Eulfillﬁi the reguired prg;éﬁtatiéﬁ of documents for
eventual investiture of Hanoverian imperial fiefs. He also records

’ Ptgliii?l lﬁgiﬁﬁ! towards this end were likely to meet with opposit-
iéﬂ from the imperial government since they were carried out in a
manner not in acca:dgn;e with tuitamary law and investiture procedure,
‘The reference to Brandenburg-Prussia's actions touch'on a sgtteg that

proved to be somewhat of a sensitive matter between Vienna and Berlin
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g prerequ*;i;é to lawful possession of imperial fiefs.

Des Koenigs von Préﬁssepziﬂti haben wie ich Vernehme, die Lehen
nicht, wie er Eerkpmmens'i!t. durch eigenhaendige Schreiben geyuthet,
" sondern durch Ihren RésidgntEﬁ,diesgg bewerkstelligen lassen, womit
sich aber der RHRath besoders bey der jetzigen Kayserl. Regierung
gewiss nicht begnuegen wird.

Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des mehrere

besaget.

3 . : : Muehl.
; . .
' &
Vienna, 23 December, 1767,
Ambassador von ﬁ:llm@égn'; report serves primarily as an intro-
duction to the copy of an imperial ﬂfoE-rElﬁlutiQH concerning invest-
iture that was presented to him by Colloredo on 21 December, 1767, He

%
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mentioned that the Imperial Vite Chancellor met with him and prior to
giving von Wallmoden the document commeted that simolar capie; had been
given to the other electoral representatives. fhg Hanoverian ambassad-
or was told by Colloredo that theiiiperinl court hoped that the indiv-
idual electors would study the document aﬁd send their agents in Vienna
appropriate instructions as quickly as possible. Von Wallmoden received
it ad refereqduq and appended the draft resolution to his dispatch of
| 23 December, 176’. The following passages represent the contents of
that document.
Des Hoechsterl. Kaysers Franz Mt. haben von Anfang bis zur Ende
| Ihret. zwantzig jaehrigen Regierung, die Erhaltung der Reichsverfassung,
und das éabey den Wesentlichen Theil ausmachende Band, Haupt und Glie-
der, mit die Erneurerung deren Reichsbelehnuhgen, zur Gesezmaessigen
. Wuerkung zu bringen, sich eben'laiiﬂrgfgeltigg Angelegunheit seyn las-
en, als Ihro Kayserl. Ambt, Ver&é&gé deren ieiéhssatzuﬂggﬂ und Ihro Be-

chworenen von denen Churfuersten errichteter Wahlcapitulation abgelegen

#
’

hat, die Lehensverdingung, deren Gerechtsame, das mit denen Gesetzen in
gleicher Gueltigkeit stehende Rliéhjhszﬁﬁjéﬂ,‘uea>dai Kayserl. Ansehen

und Wuerde, welche selbst dem gantzen Reich die lhro und die groesste

vl
-

Vorzu;ge gibt, aufrecht zu erhalten. Ny
Diese Sorgfalt hat sich zugleich bey allen Geleg;Ehg§t2ﬂ auf die
Aufmerksamkeit erstreckt, um déﬁen Churfuersten Ihre mait Q;;EEEfEﬁEEEﬂ
eingefuerhte und Ihren durch die Wahlcapitulation bestaetigte ausge—
zeichnete Ihren Bewiessungen allenthalben zu Handhaben, zur Vereinba-
rung des einen mit dem anderen und Vorzueglich zu Erfuellung ihrer auf

das wesentliche der Reichsverfassung gerichteter Abliegenheit, haben

sich allerhoechst dieselbe Bewogen gefunden, bey letzt hin. Vorgewesener
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Wahl und Croenung eines Roem. Koenigs Ihrer jetzo glorwuerdigste regie~
renden Kay. Mt. denen dabey Versammelte Churfuersten und Ihren Bott-
schaften, durch die Churboehmische Bottschaft einen freundschaftlichen
Vorgrag zu thun, wodurch die Kayserl. Zuneigung, dem Churfuerstenstand
Merkmale die d;t Vorzueglichen Achtung auch bey Reichsbelehnung zuge-
ben, bestaettiget, anbey den Fortgang der Belehnung zu erleichtern, und
nach etlicher Churfuersten geaeusserte Absicht angenehm zu-machen ge-
sucht worden.

Wie aber wieder Vermuthen von denen mehreste Herrn Churfuersten
unter vorig Kayserl. Regierung darauf keine Erklaerung erfolget, mithin
Thro jetzt glorwuerdigste regieren&e Kayserl. Mt. nach Vorschrift deren
Reichssatzung, und Wahlcapitualtion Art. 10 S. 10 mit Erfuellung Ihres
Kayserl. Ambst dem Herkommen nach, nicht weiter entstehen koennen; So
haben allerhoechst Sie gleichwohlen die von Ihres Herrn Vaters Mt. auf
dié Herren Churfuersten genommene Ruecksicht annoch vorersé auch bey
Ihre selbst eintritten lassen, und zu folge solcher geneigte Gesinnung,
dem Churfuersten zu Mayutz, als des Churfuerstl. Collegii Decatb, auf-
getragen, dieses denen Herrn Churfuersten zu eroefnen und von selben
die Wuerkstaendige Erklaerung auf den bey letztener Roem. Koenigswahl
durch die Boehmische Bottschaft gethanen Vétschl;g zu erfordern,

Ihro Kayserl. Mt. wollten solchemnach diese der Churfuerstl.’
Wuerde gewidmete Vorzuegliche Nachgiebigkeit in dem Zeithetigen
bey Belehnungen allgemein bekannten Herkommen denen hier anwesenden
_ Gesandten und Bevollmaechtigten hindurch Eroeffnen, mithin sich
v;rleh,n,>dasl sie an ihren Hoefen den“wahren'wehrt dieser Kayserl,
'Ru;ckticht geltend und einsehen machen, sofort die Rueckgab einer

erkaenntlichen Aufnahm und darnach erfolgender bereitwilliger



Erklaerung auch wuerklicher Vafiﬁhfgi:unglgu! Empfang ihrer Chur-
I »ratlichen ehebaltest Verschaffen wuerden; Wodann allerhoechst-
gegl. Thro Kayserl. Mt. in dem vorgeschriebenen Weg deren Gesetzen
und unfi.rdenklicher Herkommens zu Erhaltung der Reichsverfassung,
Vorzugehen icht weiter verschieben koennten.

Der Reich.ViceCanzler Verspricht sich von deren Herren Ge-
sandten und Bevol.naechtigten eigenen geneigzen Antrieb, dass Sie
dav on ihren Hoefen den schleunigen Bericht erstatten, und eine hin-
rung ehestens Verschaffen werden.
(Kayserliche Erklaerung, die churfuerstlich Crohn-Belehnungen be-
treffend. eine solche Ad. 1764 bey der Roem. Koenigswahl zu Frank-
furth von den Churboehmische Wahlbottschaft dem Churfuerstl. Collegio
eraeffne; vorden.
1/ Lassen lhro Kayserl. Mt. geschehen, dass von den Herrn Churfuersten,

sie moegen Geistl. oder Weltliche Koepige oder nicht Koenige seyn,

denselben incorporirten Lande coram throno nicht mehr kniend, sondern
stehend empfangen werde.

2/ Behalten sich Kayserl. Mt. anbey bevor, dass die Herrn Churfuersten
‘hoechsten Ruecksicht ansehen, und im uebrigen es bey den Herkoemmli-
chen gebuehren und Ceremoniel darunter bel::ien. und

.3/ Dieses neue Lehensceremoniel nur von den Churfuerstl. Landen ver-

Lande und Besitzungen noch dem bisherigen Ceremoniel kniend empfangen

wverde, auch



4/ saemtliche Herrn Churfuersten sich dahin einverstehen, dass die
Belehnung von nun an binnen einer discreten Zeit gesuchet und empfan-
gen, auch die persoehnliche nichterscheinung durch ein Foermliches
Anbringén entschuldiget werden solle. Wobey jedoch

5/ zwischen einen Churfuersten der die Investitur in Persohn
empfanget, und einem andere der solches durch Bevollmaechtigte Ge-

waltraeger thut, dieser Unterschied zu beobachten, dass Ersterer

wenigstens das Schwerd kniend zu kuessen habe, Schlusslich, und
6/ das Churfuerstliche Collegium Ihro Kayserl. Mt. mit seiner unter-

sondern jenen, die Zugleich Koenige sind, wie Vorpommern, H@11§§einé
élueckstgdﬁ und Savoyen eben so wenig als dEﬂ‘GEi!tliEhEﬂ Fuersten
und Grafen, auch sonstigen kleinen Léhiﬂrig der Belehnung eine
graduation gestattet, und dadurch in dem Reichslehenswesen einige
alteration veranlasset, sondern sie die Fuersten in ihrer vorigen
Cithggatie verbleiben moegen, H%iﬂh& nicht besser verhindert werden
koenne, als wenn die Herrn Churfuersten nach empfangener Churfuerst-
licher Belehnung auch bald hernach per actum Seperatum die Inves-
titur ueber iﬁre Fuerstenhaeuser und uebrige Lande style consueto

nehmen. folglich mit ihrem beyspiel den Fuersten vorgehen.

Vienna, 2 March, 1768, ’

* The following is the response given by ‘von Wallmoden to the
imperial viég Chancellor Colloredo to the draft resolution concern~
ing investiture that the Hanoverian !ﬁﬁll!;ﬂﬂf:EEﬁE at the end of

the previous year. Since no mention is made of any remarks about the

|
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two month period that had elapsed between the sending of the draft
resolution and the reply that von Wallmoden gave to Callrédé, ve
must assume that the imperial court considered it rendered within
the guidelines—"as soon as possible”——that were set out in the
original document,

Habe ich am Sonntage dem Herrm Reichsvizecanzler eroeffnet, vas
der Belehnungs Angelegenehit halber, in degfMinisterial Rescript
von lten darinn zusammen gefasset; dass Ewer Koeniglichen Mt, zu

wuenschen fortfuehren, dass ein Aussweg genommen verden moege, wo—

durch die Belehnungen wieder in gang gebracht wuerde, auch wenn die

solche von mir mit antreffen zu lassen, vie ich dann zu diesem Ende
mit noethiger Anweissung versehen sey, was aber die Sache selbst be-
trifft, Ewer Koeniglicher Mt. Gesinnung in dem an Chur Mayntz voriges
dass das Niederknien, als in welchem das wesentliche nicht bestehen
und welches fuer so angesehene Vasallen als des Teutsche- Reich zu

selbst eigenen Vorzuege ,pei;es Oberhauptes habe, nach den jetzigen

' & . £
Gebraeuchen nicht angemesse sey, gaentzlich bey allen Gelegenheiten,

und eben so auch bey allen Orten von Belehnungen den Herrn Chuffﬁétsteni

hihweg bleibgpﬁis:lste. Der Hefr Reichsvicecanzler hat uebernommen,
des Kaysers ﬁt. von dieser Eroeffnung den Vortrag zu thun.

Er scheinet im uebrigen, dass dieser Gegenatand ueberhaupt auch
fernerhin keinen grossen Portgang so bald machen moegte. Chursaech-
sischer seits macht man sich die Minderjaerigkeit Ihro Chutfugfitl_
Durchl. ;u Nutz;;. bis zu deren Eﬂéichlft man schon ah und fuer ﬂigh
selbst keiner Lehnsempfaengniss Verbunden ist; Sé haben auch die

133
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Preussische und Churpfaelzische Gesandte; irgend einiger Anweisung
noch nicht erhalten. Der Fuerstenstand wird nich; weniger allezeit
vielen Aufenthalt veranlassen, da man nicht nur hier immerhin genug
abnehmen kann, wie man gegﬁn demselben zu einiger Nachgiebigkeit
sich’nienlla entschliessen werde, sondern auch wohl Churhoefe selbst
zwar nicht damit sich werden beladen wollen, den Fuerstenstand zur
Unter;erfung unter das alte Ceremoniel zu vermoegen, jedoch aber die
Absenderung desselben ausdrucklich als einen privatiren Chﬁrfuetstl.
Vorzug bedienen duerften, wie solches was ein und andere Bevoll-
maechtigte manchesmahl in Gespraechen fallen lassen anzudenken
scheinet,

Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des
mehrere besaget. LA

Gf. von Wallmoden.

Vienna, 4 Juiy, 1768, .
In the following report Qon Wallmoden notes that Harza Therena
hal stated her willingness to proceed with investiture but does not
consider it productxve sxnce the example might not inspire the other
electors to follow her lead. In add1txon the Hanovorxan ambassador
mentions that Bavaria, Saxony, and the Palatinate have scated their
dglxre to act in unison, or at the very least to discuss investiture

between themselves, prior to committing themselves to any firm

~notification regarding investiture. . C%\ . v e
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Allerunterthaenigster P.Stum
Auch -
Allergnaedigster Koenig, Chutfuerlt, und Herr!
Habe ich Evr. Koenigli. Mt. in meinem letztern alleruntef—

" thaehigsten Postscripto vom l6ten aﬁgezeiget, vie mir der Chur-
trierischc Gesandte von Metternich wegen der Belehnungs Sache ge-
sprochen. Ich habe nachgehends in goressten Vertrauen erfahrenm, *
‘dass gleich bey seiner ersten Audientz Thro Mt. die Kayserin ihm
wegen dieser Belehnungssache und der von dem Churfuersten von Trier
z80 hoffenden Willfaehrigkeit bezeiget, wie Sie fuer Ihro eigene

Laender die Belehnung gern und willig wurde genommen haben, wenn Sie

haette glauben koennen, dass ein solches Beyspiel die andere Churhoefe

zu befolgung desselben hatte bewegen koennen. Ingwischen aber man
nachhero wohl ueberzeuget waere, dass in Ansehung des Cermoniels man

en gegenwvaertigen

/////z;;angfrten Zeiten durchkommen wurde~ Er
vollkommen die schon gehabte Heinuig, das

in Gange zu bringen, man Kaysl. Seits-in verschiedenen Puncten nach-

mit dem Punct des Niderkniens unmoeglich bey d
taerket also dieses

um die Belehnungen wiederum

zugeben gewillet-ist. Der Chursaechsische, ChurBayerische, und

ChurPfaelzische Hoefe haben sich inzwischen vereinbahret, in dieser

—

Sache durchaus einerley Sprache zu fuehren, und sich daher gedachte
3 Hoefe anjetzt dieserwegen, wie ich gewiss weiss, in genauen
.COtrclpqndebtz.

}gh verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des

CF
mehrkre besaget.

K - ~ Gf. von Wallmoden.

/ . ) . . \
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Vienna, 27 July, 1768,
Y In this dispatch ambassador von Wallmoden characterizes Mainz's

representafive von Metternich. The latter's complete cooperation

" with the imperial government receives mention because von Wajlmoden
deemed him untrustworthy. Purthermore, an iﬂdic:tiﬁn is given which
foreshadows the eventual service that later members of the Metter-
nich family yere to ren&et to Athria.
Allerunterthaenigstes P.Stum.-
Auch ~

gnaedigster Koenig, Churfuerst, und Herr!

gde,ich nicht ermangelt haben, dem mir Geschehenen Auftrag

ess, mich mit dem ChurTrierischen Gesandte, Grafem von Metternich
fleissig zu coﬁéertiren, er hat sich aber seit seines Gesuchen
Auftenthalts in eine. so genaue Verbindung mit bedienten der Reichs-
kgﬁzlei eingelassen,\aasl ich mich verbunden hatte, anzuzeigen, wie
nan'ih- ohnmoeglich/éin mehreres anvertrauet kann als was demselben
woertlich hintcrbricht werden soll. Man kann ihgigueh nicht anders
als vie einen Kayserl. bedienten ansehen, indem ich gantz gewiss
weis dass'ncing Absichten blos auf hiesige Poste gehen. Es scheinet
auch als w;dn der hiesige Hof sich berechtiget haelt, von dem Chur-
fuersten von Trier fuer die ihm geleistete so wuerksame Assistentz,
einea‘vollkounenen Beyfall in allen Reichesachen zu erwarten, und
wird de; von Metternich gewiss seiner Seits alles dazu beytragen,

- So ferner vigl ist qir"wenigstens bekannt, dass eben diesen Egtkii:hiﬁr
Folgsamkeit halbet swischen dem Chursaechsischen und Churtrierischen |
Hoefen in Reichssachen recht uen{g connexionkabﬁilzet. Ich habe es

N . ,
seiner Schuldigkeit erachtet diese Umstaende zu ervaehnen, theils um
’ [ 4



die etwa aber um dortigen Hof zu thuende Eroefnungen darnach ein
den von Metternich die Vertraulichkeit etwas einschrenke.

Ich verharre wie mwein allerunterthaenigster Bericht das
mehrere besaget.

Gf. von Wallmoden.

Vienna, 15 November, 1769

In the time that expired between Muehl's first mention of
Brandenburg-Prussia's filfillment of various requirements leading
up to imperial investiture and the report here, he informed his
governn;nt of the demands that were made by Berlin concerning changes
peing sought in the investiture ceremony. This dispatch, however,
outlineq Brandenburg-Prussia's definitive demands. These proved to
be the source of the impasse resulting in the breakdown of negotiat-
ions between the imperial court and Berlin, and were undoubtedly
the reason why several other electors finally stated their willing-
ness tb take investiture. ‘Since Brandenburg-Prussia's participation
in investiture was essential to the prélpegt of reviving this element

of the Reichsverfassung, this-dispatch is very illuminating as a

record of the failure of Vienna's plans. '

Ist noch in der vorigen Woche, auch di:‘chutpfggl;ilghin,
Gesandten von dem Herrn Riiéhiviclcgnglif, der Antrag, in Ansehung
. des Belehnungsgeschaefte, nn;h-bn. Er, fuer umr Pervobn, hat
von der Hinlaenglichkeit des Kayserlichen Erbietens, ueberzeuget
Zu seyn geschienen., Inzwischen hat er die Sache ad referendum

ge nommeh ,

137



Der Pféul;iléhe Gesandte hat dem Herrn ReichsviceCanzler eroef-
net, wie er funmehro seine Anveisung erhalten habe, und vie, v;féagge
derselben, der Koenig, sein H;ft, zu Qlf Lehnsempfaengnis bereit
waere, wenn n;; das Knigﬂ, durchaus aufgehoben, die Entschuldigung
des persoehnlichen Hiéhtetgchgin;n:, wvie kuenftige nicht Verlanget,
und die Belehnung in der 3%;%:;3%7EfEhEiIEtIUEdeE wollte,

die zwien ersten Punckte betraefe, der Kayser dem Verlangen des
Koenigs zu vorgekoomen waere, vie er dann auch ihm, Gesandten, die
darueber den andern Churfuersten schriftlich mitgetheilet Erklaerung

auf eben den Fuss behaendigen wollte;

Allein in Ansehung des gtittéﬂpﬂﬂﬁkti; hoften Sr. Kayserlicht
HE; dass Sr. Koenigliche Mt. von Preussen weiter in Sie nicht zu
dringen blieben wuerden. Sr, Kayserliche Mt. Waeren ueberzeuget,
nunmehro glies erschoepft zu haben, vas H:ghgiebigkeit in der Siﬁh?

und Hochachtung gegen die Churhoefen, haetten nur immer erwarten

lasgen koennen; hierueber Vermoegten Sie aber auch nicht mehr Hinaus-
zugehen, oder sich deswegen in einer fernere Unterhandlung einzu=
lassen; am allerwenigsten stuende, nach der Capitualtion in Sr. Mt,
Macht, eigan unterschied in Ansehung eines Herrn Churfuersten vor

dem anderen zu machen. Sr. Kayserliche Mt. wuerden unendlich

bedauren, wenn den Koenig seiner Foerderung beharren sollte; muessten -

es aber Thres Arts, darauf ankommen lassen, was Sr. Koenigliche Mt,

von Preussen wvuerden eﬁt;ﬁhlingEﬂ; und koennten ;llgnfglls d:rueﬁc:

das Werk weiter nicht mehr aufhalten.

Der Preussische Gesandte, beziehet sich zwar auf das, guch in

Ansehung des Punckts wegen der Retirade, von Mayl. Kayser Carls VI1I

138



J
erhaltenen Versprechen, und hiernaechst auf dasjenige, welches der
Kayserin Koenigen Mt. in dem Hubertusberger Frieden gethan haben.
Allein Kayserlichen Seits erwiedert mann, die Kayserin Koenigin,

s
mgmﬁdetf und also das, was ihr oblag erschoepfet. Carl VII

haette zwar jene Versicherung gegeben; alleiy es heise, dabey aus-

druecklich, dass die'Belehnung in der Retirade, wie von Oesterteickfffj

F

- sollte genommen werden duerfen; wie oceffters angéfuihtec wotden 7
, , yz
wvaere, haette Oesterreich die Belehnung\igfdafﬁetirade Kniend genommen
e

mithin wuerde der Koenig, bey diesem Beyspiele, wenn es in Anwendung
gebracht verden sollte, ni¢ht anders als Verlieren. Der von Lgik;-.
hat gegen mich hinzugefueget, dass wenn es hiernaechst darauf ankom~
men sollte, zu eroerten, wie ﬂgit des Versprechen Carl VII fuer seine
Nachfolger von Verbindlichkeit seyn koennte, der Umstand nicht aus-
ser acht éu lassen seyn wuerde, dass von dem gedachten Kayser keines-
weges eine Versicherungsurkunde Vorhanden waere, ja dass derselbe

ein nicht als Kayser, sondern nicht einmal als Churfuerst,

-
-
bl
-
[ o
]
fe
[

indem die Sache vor seiner Erhebung zur Kayser wuerde geschehen
wvaere, dass Versprechen bestaetiget haette, und alles auf einer
Festsetzung zwischen dem Grafen von fagrfiﬁg und dem Grafen von
Podewils beruhte.

Der von Leikam hat mich versichert, dass, was dem Preussischen
Gesandten zu erkennen gegeben worden waere, auch Sr. Kayserl, Mt.
festes Entschluss sey, vaﬁ den Sie nicht abgehen wgg:dgn; Mann

hofte aber auch, dass der Koenig sich zum viele allendlich legen

und Vorstellung zu berichten versprochen, sondern dabey, wie er mir -
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Vertraulich nicht Verhehlte, selbst anheim gegeben haette, dem
General Nugent in der Sache Auftrag zu thun, welches auch geschehen
° wuerde.

Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des

mehrere besagézg

Muehl.

Vienna, '18 July, 1770.

In this lengthy report Legationrath von der Muehl attempts to
present the imperial court with the suggestion that his government
cannot congider investiture prior to the settlement of the Erzamt
issue. Since the resolution of the problem of a titular office

had not been made a sine qua non in the negotiations with Vienna up

to this date, he recongized that such suggestions would have to r
be made with the greatest delicacy. Furthermore, he was forced to
reassure Vienna of the ernesty of Hanover's claims of friendship

and cooperation with the imperial government while at the same time
having t; suggest that his government had not formally decided to

take investiture previously. The latter consideration was Necessary
if he was to prevent any claims of dupliéity on Hanover's part from
being made by the imperial government, This &isy;fﬁh Hl!:piftizullfly
important because it documented the demands that Ranover was to
continue to make regarding its willingnesi to take investiture. The
linking of the Erzamt matter and investiture proved to be one of §he
major, if not the primary, stumbling block in the negotiations bet-
ween the two courts regarding the fulfillment of feudal obligations

L

outlined in the Reichsverfassung. That the issue could not be




resolved easily certainly helped to result in the collapse of Vienna's
plans to reinstitute imperial investiture as a necessary element af;
the constitution and the emperor's role as supreme overlord in the

Ist, wie vorher das Ministerial Rescript vom llten lggi, also
auch mit letzter Post, das vom 3te dieses, in der Lehensange legenheit,
mir zugekommen. Ich hatte inzwischen bereits die gantze Zeit her

seit meinen unterem 16ten Mai erstatteten Bericht nicht unterlassen,
bey allen Gelegenheiten mich dahin zu bemuehen, dass alle nachtheili-
ge Meinungen, welche auf die in Gefolge des Rescripts, vom 25ten

April, von mir geschehene Erklaerung, geschoepft worden waren, aus

dem Wege geraeumet worden moegte. Auch hatte ich die Sache so unter-

bauet, dass ich nach und nach die entstandene Bestuerzung in Verdopp el-

ten Vertrauen, auf Bwer Koen, Mt. freundschaftliche und patriotische
Gesinnungen mit der auflebenden Hofnung abwechseln sahe, der Er-
fuellung der erstern Erklaerungen sich als dann wieder zu naehern,
wenn auf mein in der Efgamtzazhg uebergebenes Pro Memoria Ewer Ke Mrt.
80, sie mann nicht zweifele, zufrieden gestellt werden wuerden, beson-
ders da im mittelst nunmehro auch der Churbayrische, Chursaechsische
und Churpfaelzische BeyEfitt erfolget waere. Dabey glaubte ich, mich
genugsam versichern zu EaenDEﬁ, dass alle widrige Eindruecke von dem
enfst;ndenen Missverstande bey Sr. Kays. Mt. selb;t sich V rmieden
befaenden. Im uebrigen hatte ich auch die gegenwaertige Lage der
Sache seit meinen Pro Memoria allzeit in der Gestalt bemerklich zu
machen gesuchet, dass bevor hierauf der Punckt wegen des Erzamts
nicht nur Aufklégtuﬂg ka¢eme, nach der Natur der Sache irgenﬁ einiger

wveiterer dii::ﬁé&ige: Schritt nicht zu erwarten seyn koennte. Ich
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habe also dafuer gehalten, daran nicht uﬁtgcht zu thun, wenn ich di;
Vo§1iegene Missdeutungen fortan so wenig als moeglich fuer Sprache
braechte, und also auch in dieser Absicht mich in Ansehung derer
durch das gedachte Rescript vom 3ten July bey dem Kayserlichen
Ministerio nur mir aufgegebenen Efléeuteruﬁg, begnuegte, Vartr;uligh
an den Geheimen ﬁeferendariuig;ﬁn Leikam mich zu eroeffnen.

Dieser fuehrte mich nun zwar aber, wohl auf den Hergang der

Sache zurueck, nach welchen Ewer Koenigliche ﬁé., so sehr von aller-
' =z

- hoechst denenselben dabey der Beytritt der andetn Churhoefe ge=

wuenscht: worden waere, jeden noch nicht nur selbst zu gléi:hetVZeiz

erkannt, dass Ihro von diesen eine Trennung durch die geschehene

Annahme des Angebotenen Ceremoniels, und durch die daraus Ealéaﬂdgﬁ

weitern Schritte, nicht'vor52ﬁ@rffen verden koennte, zaﬂd§§ﬂ auch
TN . c

. nach der Hand sxch gefaellxgst efklaert haetten, von ftggﬂd einiger

Beytritte anderer,‘geschweige von einer Einstimmigkeit derselben,

dero eigene Belehnung nicht abhaenglg zZu na;hen zu lassen, wann nur

: Churboehmen voran gegangen waere, ' Und eben so waere in Ansehung des

Erzamts von ersten Anfange an, nur von schicklichen Temperamenten
und v;n Hebung der Ausstaende, die Rede gewesen,

Dcﬁ von Lejkam glaubte llia, dass dem hiesigen Ministerio nicht
Verdacht werden koennte, wenn es durch d9e neuen EfklnEfung gerueht

worden waere, da selbige nicht ;1121n den Pun:kt des Erzamts weit

genauer mit der Belehnung zu verbinden, und anstatt sich ueber die

.Schxcklxchkelt oder unsE%xckllehk21t des Hebung des Anstaende Vor-

geschlagenen- Temperaments heraus zu lassen, weil mehr auf die wuerk-

liche Ausmachung des neues Erzamts, wozu sich Sr. Kayserliche Mt.

.-jedoch willfaehrigst erboten haetten, mit sehr unbestimmer hinaus-
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sezung der Zeit abzuziehen geschienen, sondern Vornehmlich in Ansehung

A

der Belehnung selbst ohne sich im mindests auf eine naehere Festsetzung
einzulassen, eine weit andere Ruécksicht auf die anderen Churhoefe,

s selbst

Ny
]

"

I

welcher Herbeyziehung mann im ueSrig;ﬂ Kayse

sich mit alleraeussersten Glimpfe hatte angeldgen seyn lassen, die

- Besorgnis des Vorwurfen von Trennung, ja eine nicht undruckliche
Ausstellung der Sache auf ihr gutes Einverstaendnis, und auf die
Communication mit ihnen gezeiget haette, wenn mann auch die hinzuge-
fuegfe etwas bedeutliche Frage beyseite gesezet hatte, wie mann ea
mit @enen zurueckbleibenden Hoefen in der Folge zu halten gedaechte,
Denn obgleich das hiesige Ministerium fuer Ewer Ke, Mt, vigl.su
tiefe Ehrfurcht truege, um allerhoechst denenselben nicht die gerech-

( tigkeit widerfahren zu lassen, dall.EEEf Ee._ﬁt. in Seiner Sache, und
also such nicht in dieser, worinn hoechst dieselbe g;ﬁe 80 ausnehmen-
de Probe vo; Freundschaft dem Kayser zu Sr. Mt. bestaendigen wahren
Verbindlichkeit gegeben haetten, der Absicht faehig zu seyn, der
Erfuellung Ihret Versprézhhagen ausweichen zu gullgni s0 haette doch
dasselbe bey diesen ungleichen Aeusserungen, nicht anders als be-
fuerchten muessen, dass das Geshcaefte aus EELFEE bisherigen Geleise
Fellen moegte besonders da ‘Vorhin schon Churpfaltz und andern Hoefe
. hoch erhoben haette, dass denen aus London erhaltenen Nachrichten
zufolge, Ewer Ke. Mt, Efkla;rungen nur allgemein und unverbindlich

~ waren, und Ewer Ke. Mt. Sich von den‘;ndgten Herrn Churfuersten nicht
trennen wuerdén, welches mann so lang man meine erscern‘Erklaerungen
allein,vor sich gehabt, mit gleichgueltigkeit auf sich beruhen
"lassen, und als einen Missverstand angesehen, nach der Hand aber

nicht mehr gleich unerheblich haette betrachten koennen; und da hier=
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naechst auch die zu eben der Zeit meiher letztere Erklaerung ;ué
London unmittelbar hietrher gekommene Berichte, nach bedenklicher
als dieme gelautet haetten.

" Allein, nach dem der v;n Leikam mich an alles dieses, obwohl
mit der besten Anstaendigkeit zurueck erinnert hatte, so faste er
sich dahin Zusammen, dais wie er sich von mir ueberzeugt fie}tel
dags ich mir eben-so sehr angelegen seyn wuerde, immer mehr uﬁd mehr
guten Vertrauen und Vernehmen zwischen beyden Hoefen guaéifﬁgg und
zu befoerdern als er mir dieses von seine Seite und von der Seite
des Kayserlichen Ministerii aufrichtig versichern koennte; so glaubte
er, dass dieser Zweck und die Pteuﬁagzhgfc der Hoefen erfordern,
aller dieser Discussionen sich voellig zu enthalten, und allein auf
die Sache, und also darauf zu sehen, wie dieser zu beyderseitigen
Vergnuegen fortan die Richtuang gegeben werden koenne. and da schiene
es, dass selbige eigentlich an den Punckt des Erzamts hoften; nicht
dass er mir geradehim einzugestehen Vermoegte, als ob, wie ich nach
der Vorschrift des Rescripts, meiner Seits geaeussert hatte, Der-
selbe mit der Braunschweigische besonderen Churbelehnung so wesent~-
lich Verbunden sey, dass die Bewerkstelligung dieser ohne ;uiggchung
des Erzamts sich nicht gedenken laste. Sondern mit dem d;bey be~

findlichen gern vernommenen Zusaze, dass Durch die von mi

Ly

geschenen
Erklaerungcn'cine- darueber zu trefenden arrangement ﬂichti in den
' Weg gelegt sey, :

Wodurch es, so sehr ihn jchf strenge susdfﬁgk Anfaenglich er-
schoepft haette, gelbiben fuer SeQiIdan; und in so weit “ﬂﬁidgf- .
sprechlich halten wollte. Denn dass keine solche wesentliche Uée

zertrennlichkeit, als gedachter Ausdruck anfaenglich den Sinn dar-
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boeten, Vorhanden wsefe, das zeigten, ohne auf den abengnggfuebrteﬁ
Hergang der gegenwaertigen Unterhandlung zurueck zu gehen, schon .
allein die Vorhin ohne Erzamt geschehene Belehnung bey Ewer Ke. Mt.
selbst eigenem hohen Churhause, ja Ewer Ke. Mt. Lehensrequisition
selbst, als in der von einem Erzamt nichts erwaehnet waere. Das
aber wuerde nicht in Aérede gestellet, dass, wie Sr. K;fs:lgrﬂzg

ueberhaupt Verbunden waeren, Ewer Ke. Mt. Erzamts Angelegenheit zu

befoerdern, also dieses jetzt Vorzueglich der rechte Zeitpunckt

‘waere, dieses zur Sprgghe zu bringen.

Was dann aber das Arrangement betraefe, welches in Absicht
auf die Belehnung deswegen zu treffen geiﬂ ﬁﬁgrde; so haetten Ewer
Ke. Mt. so wenig unrecht zu bgstehgn,‘d:gi der wuerklichen Ausmachung
eines neues ERzamts dabey naeher getreten werde, als die Sach von
langer Zeit gewesen say, und die Berichtigung nicht auf umbestimmte
Eéiiea. 80 weit es mehmelich von Sr. Kayserl. Mt, abhaengen koemne,
hinaussetzen zu lassen, dass er vielmehr erkeante wie die §3gndere
Hochachtung, Preundschaft, und Erkenntlichkeit des Kaysers, fuer
Ever Ke. Mt., und wie er sich ferner ausdrueckte, die Probite auf

Seiten des hiesigen Hofes erheischte, mehr fuer Ewer Ke. Mt. zu thun,

- als zu anderer Zeit eben als ein recht haette gefordert werden

P

koennen, Er waere aber auch einmahls Sr. Kaysrl. Mt. Wille, anders

wohin gegangen, ala dieses Ewer Ke. Mt. durch die That redlich und

aufrichtig zu bezeugen. Nachdem nun Ewer Ke. Mt, den Aufsaz des

Commissions-Decreti sich hastten gefallen lassen; soe wuerde auch

- nunmehro dasjenige, ﬁiiivan seiten des Kayserlen, Hofes und der Cron

Boehmen noch rueckstaendig waere, allerdings fortan erfolgen. Die



in zweyerley Eigenschaft eintrettenden Theilen, haette die foermliche
Antwort auf mein Pro Memoria noch aufgehalten. Wie sie aber in dem

Geleise waere, dass ich Sie alltaeglich ervarten konnte, so zweifelte

er, von Leikam, fuer sein Theil nach der gegenwvaertigen Lage nicht,
dass solché vor allen nebst der Kayserlichen auch die positive K;y—
serlich Koenigliche ERklaerung wegen des Erzhofmeisteramts, hier-
naechst die Versicherung enthalten werde, dass gleich jezo, bey
Erlassung des Commissions-Decreti, sowohl nach Regensburg als an

die Hoefe, die begehrten Schreiben mit den gemessenen Befehlen an
die Gesandten ueberall die Sache zu unterstuetzen, und wo von Ewer
Ke. Mt. Teutschen, oder auch dazu angewiesene Englische Ministres
bgfindlich sind, gemeinschaftlich und Vertraut mit ihnen sich zu be-
arbeiten, ergeben igiitei und durchaus sogleich jetzt die Beypflich-
tung des hiesigen Hofes werde erklaeret werden. Hinwiederum aber
glaubte er, von Leikam, dass Ewer Ke. Mt. eriaeughtést ermessen
wuerden, dass da Sr. Kayserl. Mt., in dieser Masse hoechstdieselben
80 willfaehrigst zu nementlich bedingen zu duerfen hoften wuerde,
dass auch der Berichtigung der Belehnungsangelegenheit nicht gﬁf
unbestimmte Zeit hinaus gesetzet werde, welches augenscheinlich ge-
schehen wuerde, wenn bloshin dabey stehen geblieben werden wollte,
ib:uﬁ:ftgﬁ, wvas das Caﬁ-isiinﬂiﬁnecreé wuerden, und ﬂilsdig Erzamtgs-
' sache vor eine Hgnéung nehmen wverde. Sr. Kayserl. Mt. gi:ubfen

Ever Ke. Mt, dadurch allermehl eine Probe Ihres Achtungs, Wollen

Vertrayens zu geben, so wie es zugleich bewveise, wie weit iinﬂ’hilﬁ“'

selbst von aller ?grvnfthéilung und Ugbgrnghﬁelltﬁg entfernt waere, .
dass von Ihro, Ewer Ke. Mt. die Festsezung und Bestimmung der Zeit

selbst ueberlassen und anheimgegeben wuerde. Gienge inzwischen die

l46



irzamtssache zu Ende, so uuefden Sr. Kayserl. Mt. darueber nur desto

o]

erfreuter seyn; auf den Fall aber, dass dieses nicht erfolgte, wuerden

Ever Ke. Mt. die Zulassung eines Temperaments nicht anders als hoechgt~

billig finden koennen. Die von Ewer Ke. Mt. selbst als fuer die

gantze Eeizh;verfag:qu zutrueglich und noethig angesehene Herstellung

der Belehnungen, bliebe immer das i tliche Geschaeft und die
Hauptsache; die Erzamtsangelegenheit aber, auch bey den eifrigsten
Bemuehungen, sowohl in Ansehung des Ausschlags fuer diese oder jéner
Idee, und also auch wegen des Erzhofmeisteramts, als in Ansehung der
Zeit Ungewiss, Ewver Ke. Mt. haetten diE*BEfEiEHilligkéiE zu schickli-~
chen Temperamenten schon von Anfang an patriotisch bezeuget, hingegen
in Ansehung der Belehﬂung nur eine Bedingniss, nehmlich den Chu
boehmischen Vorgang sich vorbehalten. Wann auch das Werk in der
lediglichen Annahme des Cermoniels weiterhin liegen bleiben sollte,
80 wuerden 3;2 andern Herrn Churfuersten gbenf;lli mit der Lehns-
empfaengniss fortan zurueck halten, hierueber aber gegen Ewer Ke, Ht.

ungezweifelte Absicht den gantze Eﬂd:ﬁgck verfehlet werden. Eben

andern ‘das Beyspiel gegébgn'hgetten. So lang aber dieses sich nicht
suf den aus der Annahme folgenden Schritt der Belehnung selbst er-
streckte, wuerde keiner von Ihnen sich beruhigt halten wollen, weil
sie alle zum Vorwand naehmen, dass dieses nur durch der fatgang
solcher Herrn ChurEuEflcnn, die :ugl:xch Kﬂ!ﬂlg! Hiefeﬂ, geschehen
ka:nﬁcg. Ich darf al; 1ch gegen ihn dgrer Bamuehungen Ervaghn;ng
that, welche Ewer Ke. Mt. Sich EEEEbEﬁ haetten, die andern Herren

Churfuersten herbeyziehen, darauf die Erkenntlichkeit dei hleslgan

Hofes auf das Verbindlichste bezeugte; hingegen aber auch mir eine
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nicht‘getinge Aufmerksamkeit lpuerrén liess, als ich nach;vgflnlgliung
des mir gewordenen Rescripts in Ansehung deren Ursachen, warum die

von mir in Gefolge des Rescripti vom 25 April ausgerichtete Erklaerung
nicht anders ausgefallen sey, -;t anfuehrte dass auch, Ob Ever Ken

Mt. Vorgang in dei Belehnungsgeschaefte ueberhaupt den Endzweck der
virklichen Befoerderung der Reichsbelehnungen haben werde, ungewiss
vaere. Er sagte bey diesem von mir woertlich beybehaltenen Ausdrucke,
dass er zwar nach seinen mir schon zu erkennen gegebenen Grundsaetzen,
weit entfernt waere, sich an solchen zu haengeq, da er aber ihm doch
etwvas dunkel vorkaeme, so wollte er nur mir nun immer an den Hergang
derselben geschlossen zu bleiben, zoviel nicht unbemerkt lassen, dass
zwar die Befoerderung des allgemednen Reichsbelehnungsgeschaeft von
jeher als eine glueckliche Ewer Ke..Ht. zu verdankende Folge ILhres
hohen Beyspiels sich versprochen worden, auch daran gu-ahlgn noch jetzt
zur Hand gekommenen Churbayrischen, Chursaechsischen, und Churpfael-
zischen schon Erklaerungen, nicht zu zweifeln waere, solche aber den
geéenstaud.deoszischen beyden Hoefem unterhandelten Geschaeftes

nicht ausgenacht haeﬁte; welcher blostuer Ke, Mt, selbst eigene
uBelehnung,,und diese g0 sehr allein gewvesen waere, dass Ewer Ke} Mt.
sich gegen alles, was sie mit andern compromittiren koennte, Vor-
geaezen, siég selbst aber nur den Churboehmischen Vorgang bedungen ha -
haetten; und indem mann diesen anaetlichenseitl sobald Ewer Ke. Mt.
gefaellig waere, bewerkstelligen zu lp;oen Vermoegte; so wuerde durch

" das Ersuchen, einen festen Terminum zu Lehnsempfaengnis nahmhaft
machen zu wollen, nichts anders geschebcn‘oeyﬁ, als was der natuer-
lichste naechste Schritt von seiten des Kayserlichen Hofes habe seyn

muessen. Auf solche Art habe ich also den mir ertheilte hochverehr-
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mir gegebene Erlseuterung aufgenommen worden, welches zu/ berichten

des Rescript mich anweiset. Ewer Ke. Mt. werden hieraus abzunehmen

geruhen, vie alle nachteilige Maynung hinweg geraeumat sey, jedoch

die in Ansehung des Erzamts ruckstaendiger Punckt, nach dem in meinem
letztern ‘Pro Memoria eroeffneten verlangen erlediget, s\ich entschlies-
sen wuerden, die Festsetrung der Frist zur Lehnsempfangling suf eine
Ihro géfiellig& feit, als welche dngegeﬂrﬁegungen gerden wird, zu-
rueck erklaeren zulassen, ein Gegichtspunckt, welghen alsdann Ver-
folgen zu koennen, wann hiesigen Ortes Fest ggb rredet bleibet. Der
von Leikam hat hinzugefueget, dass mann zvar, so iie die Antwort auf
mein Pro Memoria iehfif:;ich erfolgen werde, also auch diese gegen-
antwort schriftlich erwarten wuerde, dass mann aber hieselbst fuer
sehr erwvuenschte Ansehen muesste, wenn ich auf den Fall der gewuerdi- .
gen auf mein oftgedachtes Pro Memoria anfallenden Entschliessung, die
Erlaubniss zum Vorhinein erhalten sollte, wenigstens n;endlich die
Versicherung einer hiefnn;ch;t zu erfolgenden Fegtséczung des Termins
geben zu duerfen, weil sonst aufs neue eine solche muendliche Zusage
vorhanden und mann also Verstanden waere, in die Erzamtsache also~
gleich alles Verabredete abgelassen werden koennte.

Die churmaynzische und ChurTrierischen Gesandten haben diese
Zait. her verschiedeme mahl eigends die Celegenheit genommen, sich
‘bey mir zu erkundigen, ob von Seiten Ewer Ke, Mt. mit dem hiesigen

erfolget waere, als woran ihren Hoefen ungemein viel|laege da sie



beyde die Belehnung, wo moeglich hier abwarten sollten, welche jedoch
nicht eher, als bis durch Eﬁéf Ke. Mt, und der Kayserin Koenigin Mt.
" etwas gevisses Festgesezet waere, geschehen koennte. Ich habe nicht
geglaubet, diesen Gesandten vorerst noch etwas von dem Punct des Erz-
amtes blos geben zu koennen, und es also allzeit bey allgemeinen Ant-
ﬂaftin‘bg!ﬂdlﬁ lassen.

Die Bischoefliche Freisingische Belehnung Habe Sr. Kayserl. Mt.
die vorige ﬁachg an dem Domherr von Reischach, und den Reichsagent

-
Braun ertheilet.

Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des
mehrere besaget,

" Muehl.

L I

Vienna, 20 October, 1770, : ‘ ; . ‘
In this selection the matter of the Austrian Conscription and

census first arises, Along with a number of other dispatches vwhich

* i 5 * Iy
relate to the similar topic it is possible to gain some indications

of the rational and supporters of the measure, the responses to it
from various quarters, and the actual means of implementation.

Suchet mann, bey der in meinem heutigen allerunterthaenigsten

Berichte srwahneten, sogenannthen Conscription, wie den RHRath, also

auch die Gesandschaften unter solche zu zielen. Ersterer hat des-
wegen noch keine Entschliessung gefasset, so viel ich aber weiss,
haden diejenigen Hitgli:ﬁer bey denen die Conscription angesomnen -~
vorden ist, salche nicht zugelassen. Was letztere betrifft, so hat

der Unstand, das mein Quartier sich in dem Hause befindet, welches

welches das 26te in der Nummer ist, Veranlasset, dass mich zuerst mit
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jenes Ansinnéi betreffen hat. AI; nemlich heute vor 8 tagen gegen
Mittag sich in diesem Hause ein Officier mit einem Civilbedienten
einfan&, und dem Aufseher des Hauses andeutete, wie auf Bequr Ihro
Kayserl. Koenigl. Mt. sich Nachmittags zwischen & und > Uhr, alle
einwohner desselben zu Hause halten sollten, um die Conscription vor-
néhncn zu koehnen; so erviederte selbiger, wie er es alsogleich im
Hause bekannt machen wollte, iﬁ dem 2ten Stockwerke aber ich wohnte,
und mich wohl diese Verordnung nicht betreffen wuerde. Wie der Auf-
seher des Hauses aber mir hinterbracht hat, so antwortete der Offi-
cier, dass hierin kein Unterschied waere, mit dem Zusorge, dass sich
sowenig die Gesandschaften susschliessen koennten, als der erste |
Fuerst sich unterwverfen muesste. Bey diesen Umstaenden eracht;te ich
fuer das Glimpflichste, und zugleich fuer das in Ansehung der Gesand- '
schaftlichen Preyheiten behufigste Mittel, eben um diese Zeit'hich aus
dem Hause zu Vérfuegen, und meine Leute ein gleiches thun zu lassen.
Ich hinterlies blos den Legations-Canzlisten mit dem Auftrage, wenn
sich die_Co-ilcioh einfaende, mit gllcr hoeflichkeit zu aeusserm,

wie ich nicht zu Hause waere, hiernaechst fuer Ihro Kayl. Koenl. Mt,
und alles was hoechst Ihro herruehrte die tiefste Ehrerbietung hegte,
jedoch geglaubt haette, dass in Anlehung des gcgcnunertigen Falles ein
Hiiverlthnd :Erartcn muesste, und die ergangene Veré}dnung auf mich,
in Ansehung des Posten, welchen ich zu bekleiden haette, nicht ge-
meynet seyn koennte., Als nun die bestimmte Stunde liéh zur Conscrip-
tion ein Kayl. Koenigl. Hauptmann mit einigen Civil-Persohne eingefun-
- den hatte, wurde auch von dem LegatiénfCanzlisfeh das ihm aufgegpbene
geaeussert, worauf der erste Civil-bedienten antwortete, dnés mir dcf

Antrag unrecht susgerichtet worden seyn muesste, der ein mindesten
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nicht meine Persohn zur Absicht haette, in dem meine Immunitaet wohl
békannt wvaere, sodern nur dahin ginge, dass ich erlauben moegte, die-
jenigen von meinen Leuten asufzuschreiben, die Kayl. Koenl. Untertha-
nen waeren. Der Legationo—Can:lilf sagte, wie keiner zu Hauss uiire,
und hinauf ent ernte sich die Commission mit aller hoefflichkeiten
Seit dem ist nichts an mich gebracht worden.‘und vo wenig ich glaub-
te, dass wenn auf eine anstaendige Art, die Zahl, und die Nahmen de-

Fer in Gesandschaftlichen diensten stehenden hiesigen Landeskindern

von den Gesandschaften sich aus gebeten wuerde, diese damit aus han-
den zu gehen Ursache haben; so wenig ich glaube ich Unrecht zu thun,
eine von der Commissicn selbst zu bewerkende Conscription in meinen
Hause nicht zu Verstatte, sondern solche mit Glimpf und Hoeflichkeit
ferner zu Verbitten. Ich habe auch in Ewerggen, Mt. Sesandten Haus
den Auftrag gethan, falls ich dshin gewendet wuerde, sich auf die
Antwort zu beschrlechn, wie mir davon Nachricht gegeben werden wuer-
de. -Ich habe noch nicht erfahren, dass das Ansinnen vorerst noch bey
andere Gesandschaften als bey dem Ventianischen Botschafter geocheﬁcn
_sey, Auch dieser hat geantwortet, wie er alle Ehrerbietung fuer Ihre
Kayl. Kbenigi. Mt. truege, allein sich ausser Hand befaende, eine
solche Conscription in seinem Bot:chnft-Qua;tiern jemahls zu zugeste-
hen; or.uncto hiorﬁaochat der letzte von denen dermahlen hier befind-
lichen Botschaftern, und wuerde sich dem nicht entzighen, was andere
ihm Vorgehende fuer gut erachten wuerde. ‘
Ich verharre wie mein.alleruntertbaenigster Berichr deég~
 mehrere bclagoé.

Muehl,



Vienna, 28 November, 1770. )
After reporting that none of the foreign ambassadorial represent-

atives were required to register with the local Kreisamt in the cens-
us, Mushl :::t;d that he was acting in accordance ;izh Ehj?ﬂgli:h.
ambassador Mylord Stormont regarding the immunity of the iiﬁ:ily staff
in genefll. It was still not clear to Muehl, Stormont, and others,

if the immuhity of those persons could be included under the embassy's
rights. As we see by the Note Kaunitz sent to all diplomatic agents,
Vienna did not intend to extend diplomatic immunity to staff of

Austrian origin.

Um eine genaue und Zuverlaessige Kenntniss Erblaendischen Popul-

ation zu erlangen, haben Ihro Kayserl, Koenigl. Apostol. Mayjt. eine
allg:ﬁzingﬁ Seelen Beschreibung an zu ordnen, und solche auch in der
hiesigen Residenzstadt bewerkstelligen zu lassen geruehet.

Da sich verschiedene inlaendische Unterthanen in diensten der
hier anvesenden Auswaertigen Herren Botschaftern, Ministern, Residen-
ten etc. befinden doerften, so hoften Thro Majt, dass dieselben
allerhoechst Ihro Absicht mit befoerdern zu helfen nicht ermangeln
werden,

' Zu dieser Zuversicht haben Ihro Majt. dntazﬁéié und Staatskanz-

: -

gischen Geheimen Legations-rath Herrn von Muehl, wie hiermit ge-
schicket, zu ersuchen, dass diesselben, Falls Sie einige iﬂl;e§di!
schen Unterthanen in ihren diensten haben, solche in einer besonde-
re Fassion genau bemerkea zu lassen, und diililb& dem Hof- und

Staatskantzler zu uebersenden, zugleich aber gedachte erblaendische

Disnstpersohnen dahin anzuweisen belieben wollen, dass diejenigen,



welche zu seiner Zeit zur persoehnlichen Conscription vor das hiesige
nen, und.sich stellen sollen.

Der Kurbraunschweigische Geheimen Legations-Rath Herr v. Muehl

3

selbe zu geben.

St, James, 29 Nobember, 1770

After fi@ﬁgting Eﬁ;t the diplomatic immunities of the ambassad-
orial representatives themselver were being upheld, Muehl stated that
both he and the english ambassador, Mylord Stormont, were unsure if

they were alloved their domestic personnel to be registered in the
Cc nsus, Aithqugh no formal statement on the matter had yet been
A 7

he would take if, or when, such an announcement was made. His orders
arrived at the beginning of Noyember and the Hanoverian ministry told
him that he was to act in accordance with the English ambassador,
but that domestics of Austrian origin could be allowed to be regist-
ered. In this unique document included with the diplomatic torres-
pondence of the embassy, George III notified the Hanoverian privy
council that he approved of their instructions.

Auch ist was meine weitere Bericht vom t huius, batreffend die
Conscripirung der Gesandschaftlichen Bedienten, zu Wien, zu selber
Zeit geliefert worden,

Wir sind darin mit euch einverstanden, dass der Gsltartgi:hi¥
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schen Regierung Wohnungen absziélende Officiales vornehmen zu lassen.

Kaunitz der sonst ministerialiter, etluéhec worden, die in ihrem

diensten stehende :Lngebathea Landeskinder auszus eigen, solches dem
Gesandschaftl, Freyheiten unnachtheilig sey, uﬂd darin von ihnen
g:ﬁillf:&hfet verden koennen. *

Ihr habet indessen wohl gethan den LegatiomsRath Muehl ein-
formigkeit mit andern Gesandschaften beobachten werden moege, ihn
auszuwveissen sich mit mehreren diesselben, und vernehmlich mit
Unsere Botschafter, dem Lord Stormont, welcher aber ié seinen bis-= )
herigen Berichten der Shace mit kiiﬂeﬁ Wort Efﬁﬁhnung gethan hat,

zu besprechen.

Vienna, 5 December, 1770.

The presentation of the Hanoverian memorandum on inve;titgrg'
that Legationsrat von der Muehl carried. out in iite 1769 made it
clear that the resolution of the Erzamt matter was essential if
the electorate hoped to give a precise date for investiture. This

4
document did not immediately indicate that this was a sine qua non

but was still af_:uff cient magnitude to allow the thfli temporal

electors of Saxony, B;vgr;gg and the Palatinate to finally express
a willingness to take investitura. Thoss declarations made Vienna

even more determined to see Hanover set a precise date for investiture

and meant that the electoral psoition h;d to be defined in very

straightforvard terms. As a consequence, near the end of 1770 the
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Hanoverian privy council sent the mebassy a new Rescript which clear-
ly outlined the Hanoverian position. 1In it the resolution of the
Erzamt issue was made a prerequisite for taking investiture and
finally confirmed Vienna's fears th#z such a position was eventually
to be forwarded. The reaction of Vienna to this firm statement was
.likely to be less than warm. It was understood that it would not

' only IGVEf21y hamper the imperial government's goal of seeing invest-
iture reestablished but that it would also carry implications under-
mining Hanover's claim of seeking friendly and cooperative ties

vi;h Vienna. Hence, the following two excerpts are particularly
igpattént because they incorporate a number of considerations re- D
" garding the diplomatic relations between Hanover and Vienna.

Hat sich der Herr. Re;chsvi:eks zler auf seine Herrschaft Zie-
rendorf begeben, von wennen er erst Morgen furueck erwartet wird.
Ich habe ;i3§ das Pro Memoria in der Erzamts und Belehnungssache
ihm nocht nicht gebergeben koennen, indessen davon dem Geheimen
Referendario Von Leikam die Eroefnung gethan.

Die;::\Q:t mir darueber alleraeusserste Bestuertzung uﬁd Ver-
dru;ckt, dass ich ihm keine ueblera Zeitung haette bringen koennen,
é: sagte, wie er Sie so ansehen muesse, Théil; in Ansehung des
gegenstandes, weiﬁh;n das Pro Memoria eigentlich betraeffe, theils
in Ansicht auf das gantze Verhaeltnis zwischen beyden Hoefen ueber-
haupt, indem er mir nicht Verhelen koenne, wie Sr. Kayle. Mt.
weder in dem einen ﬁach in dem anderen betrachte eine so gbfeallige.

also auf hoechstdieselbe einen hoechstempfindlichen Eindruck mgﬁhenuK

wuerde.w Der von Leikam bezeugte mir anfaenglich, wie er, nach sei- '



nem wohlgemeinten auf bestaendige Feundschaft und dauerhaftes auf-
richtiges Vernehmen zwischen beyden Hoeffen abzielenden Gesinnungen
so niede?geschlaéen sich-befaende, dasé er in Wahrheit nicht wisse,
was er mir Antworten, oder sagen solle, wenn ich auf der uebergabe
des Pro Memoria bestuende. Endlich aber eroéf-ace‘er sich dahin,

er haette sich so lange er mit mir zu thun gehabt haette, i-crhin
oﬁfenhertzig; aufrichtig, und Freymuthig erwieseﬁ. und dabey glaubfg
er, bey allen Gelegenheiten mir dargethan zu haben, welche grosse
Ruecksicht er fuer meinen Hof hegté, und welchen Eifer.er anwende,
das Vertrauen immer enger zu knuepfen, und zusammen zu schliessen,
denn er machte auch kein Geheimnis vor pir daraus, zu bekennen, dass
er ein gen ues und freundschaftliches Vernehmen zwischen Ewer Ken,
:Ht. und Sr. Kayle. Mt. fuer das wahre und aechte Interesse des Kay-
ser und des Reiches halte, so wie er die"dieseitigen Principia iﬁ
Riechssachen hochschﬁetze und Verehre. Diese Drueckungsart, wolle

und koenne er dann auch in einer Epoqugipicht Verleugnen, welche

"ie

keinesweges die Bestimmung eines unerheblichen Umstandes betraefe,
sondern eine Eboque waere, die von der Gantzen Zukunft entscheide.
Er wolle mir also ehrlich und endlich die Folgen zeigen, welche
einen Pro Memoria nach sich zjeheh wuerde, und hiernaechst mir
 seinen Vorschlag thun, selbige abzuvenden,lweil er sich Versichert
pielte, dilc Ewer Ken. Mt. gewiss even so.sehr des Kayi;rs Freund-
schaft und Zufriedenheit wuenschte, dass Sr. Kayle. Mt. nachdem

ho chstdieselbe in der Lehnsangelegenheit mit Ewer Roen. Mt. wie

ein Freund mit seinem Freunde gehandelt, und Ever Koen, Mt. sich
hinviederum dagegen 80 betragen haetten, wie von ein Freunde und wie

es einem Herrn, der fuer die Veffassung und Geseze des Reiches wahr-
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haft bedacht ist, haette etﬂiréén vorden koennen, Sr. Kayle., Mt.

eben den nach der Hand genommenen Gang der Sache mehr als einmahl

in Nachdenken gerathen waeren. VFfEuﬂdlthifE, Hochachtung, und Ver-
trauen auf Ewer Koen, Mt. Erlaeuchtung haetten aber ailezeit;viédgr
die Oberhand gewonnen, und abgl ch aufs neue allerhand Berichte, -

. und Vornaemlich exn Umstand dazwischen gekommen waere, der Sr. Igyie.
Mt. sehr aufgefallen ware, da nghneliﬁh den E@eniﬁg von Preussen,

als der General Nugent in Sr. Mt. vor seiner Abreise von Berlin
wegen der Lehnssachen eines Tages anhalten ;edtungEﬂ haette, der
wortliche Auadru;k entfallen waere, wie er geﬁisn weisse, dass der
Koenig von England die Belehnung eben so wenig, als er nehmen wuerde,
80 haetten Sr. Mt. jedoch alle Zweifel unterdrucket, und Si:ﬁ Vorge-
nommen, lhres Orts, in dem angetretenen freundschaftlichen und
Vertrauensvollen Wege fortzugehen, in dem hoechstdieselbe sich nichts
anders also Versprochen koennten, dass Ewer Koen. Mt. allendlich
wieder die Vollkommene Detour Ihro ‘angedeyhen lassen wuerden. Sr.

Kayle. Mt. haetten also in der Ergantssiﬁhg alles grschaepfen lassen,

als Sie }n vorigen Zeiten eingebracht worden waere, auch selbst bey
Ihrer Frau Mutter Mt. durch die muehsame Verhandlungen zwischen des
Reichs, Staats, und Boehmischen Cantzley die Sache dergestalt als

Ihre eigene bctrieben, dass von seiten Ewer Koen,Mt, nicht ein
einziger Schtttt haette geschehen dusrfen, landern nur uebrig gg—
blieben waere, lxch blos am Endev:u Vefnihmung auch Ihra anle Ht.
Freundochaftlxchen EntlchILESiu&gEﬂ an des Kayle,. E@énigl. Ministerium

zu weisen, Mittlerweile waeren auch die Chursaechsische, Churbayeri-

sche und Churpfaeltzische Hoefe beygetreten, die allein auf Ewer EQQEQ
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Mt, Vorgang warteten, und die Kayserin Koenigin haette; um dem

Ihrigen zu leisten, sich zur Verabredung mit Ewer Koen.Mt. erboten.

b

uet, dass Ewer Koen.Mt. Ihro mit bestimmung der Zeit, die Sie je-
4 -
doch Ihro abermahl in Freundschaft legidliche anheim gelassen haet-

ten, entgegen koemmen, und dadurch den Schritt thun werden, voa dem

allein sich hoften liesse, das Werk zum wuerklichen Erfolge einzu-
leiten. Wenn dann Sr. Kayle. Mt. durch das Pro Memoria sich all-

endlich dieses Ihr Verlangen ein fuer allemahl abgeschlagen saehen;

so wuerde daraus erfolgen, dass Sr. Kayle. Mt. alle sich ueberzeugt
halten wuerden, bey Ihro aber die groesste Eupfindlichkeit daher rueh-
ren, dal-,vnaeﬁdan Sr. Mt. mehr als ein Kayser gethan, und selbst
lhf'ﬁayietli@he: Ansehen nachgegeben haetten, nur um die Reichsver-
fassung wieder in die Ordnung und das Geleise zu bringen, hoechst-
dieselbe nach einen solchen Sehrit;g zurueck gelassen worden waeren,

und dass Sr. Mt. mit dem anderen Herrn Churfuersten noch dazu Compro- :

schen, so wie Ewer Kent. Mt. den Churboehmischen Vorgang versprochen

.

haetten, und letzern zwar Verschaften, auf erstern aber Sie mit

" keiner Prascision weissen koennten, nitﬁin in Ansehung ihrer, um

Sie zu ihren Lehenspflichtep anzuhalten, mgar gebundene Haende haet-
ten. Dieses waeren die Folgen in so weit es die Lehenssache be-
traefe; Ueberhaupt aber wuerden ielbigz’dgriﬂn>b§itahan, dass unge-
‘achtet Sr. Mt, ein Hertz voll Freundschaft und Zuneigung fuer Ewer
iﬂgﬁ.ﬁt- hegten, und’uﬁgéachtg: auch hoechstdieselbe fuer defé:&lben
Persohn solche einmahles Verleugnen wuerden, sich in dem Geschaeften

anstatt Vertrauens und Vernehmens, Misstrauen, Zweifelmuth, Zurueck-
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haltung, wie E&:;ernUng, Gott wisse, auf wie lang in dem Weg legen
wuerde. "Dem allgemeinen Reichswesen muesste diese gewisse Nachtheil

bringen; was Ewer Koen. Mt. Interesse belangte, so waere es zwar

vie map doch immer in der Welt nicht wissen koenne, worin ein Hof .
den anderen gebrauchen koennte. Sein Vorschlgg gienge nunmehro nach
allen diesen Betrachtungen dahin, dass ich das Pro Memoria Vorerst
noch zurueck halten, ugdivon allen dem, was er mir aus wahrer Wohl-
meynung Vorgestellet'haette, Vorhero noch berichten moegte, waehrend
dem allenfalls auch noch Ewer Ken. Mt. durch den Grafen von Belgio~
-soho inmittelbare Vorstellungen gemacht werden koennten,

Er fuegte hinzu, dass wenn és bey dem Pro Memoria bleibe, er
fuer leip Theil so viel dabey verliere, dass er fortan untuechtig
gemacht wuerde, fuer die Freundschaft beyden Hoefe zu arbeiten; Er
waere fuer das #lte Sistem, und der Reichsvizecancler gewiss auch:
es gaebe schon anderen die anders dachten, und beyzubringen suchten,
dass @ef letzte Krieg unserseits noch nicht aufgegeben sey, und man
daher sich hier niemals sicher von unsere Gesinnungen halten‘nueslten.
Diese Partey wuerde genommenen Spiel bekommen, das muesste er mit |
Wehmuth qigen.

Ich habe dem von Lf?ﬁth'auf diese lange und nachher noch zu
zweytenmahl, da er mxch,i‘ sehen bekommen ha:, wiederholte Unterredung E
geantwortet, v1e ich hofffe seine mir bezeigte Freymuethxgkelt bey o
" allen Celegenhexten erkannt zu haben, und wie ich nichts mehr

wuenschte, als seinen Begehren jedesmahl genuege zu léisten; ich

zweifele auch an seiner Wohlmeynung, in Ansehun§ dessen was er mir
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Vorgestellt haette, nicht, und in so weit dankte ich ihm dafuer;

allein das Pro Memoria zurueck zu haltén, stuende in meinen Maech-
ten nicht. Es waere mir solches nicht>nur als Ewver Koen. Mt. Wil-
lenc-;ynung zugesendet, sondern woertlich Vorgeschrieben, Ueber-
geben muesste ich es also, und wuerde es, sobald der Herr Reichs-
vizecancler zurueckkaeme; ich wuerde aber auch nach meinen Pflichten'
getreu dasje;ige Berichten, was mir von Sr. Kayserlichen Gnaden oder
von ihm, vom Leikam, aufgegeben werden wuerde. Hiernach aber bliebe
mir nichts uebrig, als dasjénige hinviederum zu hinterbringen, was
Ewver Ken. Mt. nach ihrer erleuchtesten Einsicht fuer gut ansehe;
wuerden. 1Im uebrigen unterliess ich nicht von Evet Koen.Ht. Freund-
schaft fuer den ﬁaylet, und Threr eben so aufrichtigén als patrioti-
schen Denkungsatt, alles dasjenigé aufs beste geltend zu machen, was
ai. Gelegenheit an Hand ﬁab.

Der von Leikam erviederte was er von der Wichtigkeit des jetzi-

gen Zeitpunckt vorhin angefuehrt hatte, und fuegte hinzu, dass, ’

wenn ich mich aus diesen Gruenden nicht ermaechtige hielte, das

Pro Memoria vorerst an mich zu halten, er es mir auch keinesweges zu

muthen wollte, dass aber ich ihm doch in gleichen Vertraulichﬁeit,
als er mir ervic.enhhaette, meine selbst eigenen Gedanken zu Erhal-
tung des grossen Endzwecks, des guten Vernehmens zwischen beyden
Hoefen, mitheilen moegte.

Ich antwortete ihm, dass die Sachen in einen weit Vortheilhafte-
- rem Gesichtspunckt snsusehen waeren, als er befusrchtetsa.. Denn ob-
-gleich Ewer Ke. Mt, eine bestimmte Zeit zur Belehnung namentlich
nicht feststellten; so erhielte der Hieaige Hof darin seinen Wunsch,

dass Sr. Koenigliche Mt. sicﬁ heraus liesaén, wie Sie aus Hochachtung

161
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und Freundschaft fuer den Kayser, die Beaﬂﬂigun;iéar Erzamtsangele-
genheit zu einer nothwendigen Bedingung der Cﬁurbelehnung n@cht | '
machen wollten. Mir schienen anjetzo zween Wege Vorhanden; der eine
sich dabey aufzuhalten, das bey diesem nachgegebenen Grundsatze die
gesondere Feststellung der Zeit nicht mit erfolgt waere, und hier-
usber nicht nur dem Zweck zu Verfehlen, sondern noch dazu Misverstand :
zwischen beyden Hoefen zu erregen; der andere, den Faden da anzu-. {
knyepfen wo er sich darboete, mithin sich an henem Grundsatze zu be-
ruhjgen, und da Ewer Ke, Mt, die bestimmtere Festellung Verboeten,
weil Sie Theils die Wendung der Erzamgssache absehen, Theils auch

die Regulirung anderer Punckten ueberhaupt Vorher gehen lassen zu
.und Capitulationsmaessig zu befoerdern, und desto bergitvilligef zu
diesen letztern zit zu wuerken, wenn Sie zur Sprache kaemen, dass man
aber nicht Jahre lang die Sache in das weite Feld zu spielen willens
waere, wie befuerchtet zu ?Efd&ﬂ schiene, das erhallte auch daraus,

- weil mir, wie ich ihm Veértraulich eroefnen koennte, Auftrggﬁbﬁercki

lich geschen w:ere; ueber das was bey der Belehnung zu beobac

und zu fgguiirgn waere, Bericht und Gutachtun zZu erstatten.

Der von Leikam Versegte hierauf, wenn je eine Sache keine Point-
ille E:efa. 80 wvaere es diese nicht, sonderm es waere der allerwve-
sentlichste und vichtigste Gegenstand, zumahl wenn er Eiﬂ Zusammen -

hange des Verlaufs, und in Ruecksicht auf Sr. Mt. des Kaysersart zu

denken betrachtet wuerde, Wenn Ewer Ke. Mt. auch ein ganzes Jahr
zur Frist genommen haetten, soe wuerde es der Kayser sich haben ge-

‘ ’
allen lassen; aber die Praecision und die Natur der Sache liesse

I

sich keinen Begrif von dem Fortgange dieser letztere machen, wenn
) ’



- 163

¢ -

man nicht Terminum ad quem haette. Es waere auch der von mir angefuehr-

te Grundsacz lchﬁn laengst erhalten, da Ever Ke. HE. von dem ersten An-
LY

fange an schickliche Temperamente si ch

efallen lassen zu wollen,
Versprochen haetten. Das zu thun, wozu der Kayser die Capitulation
vegen des Erzamts Verbaende, wuerde man ein Unterlassen; Wenn aber

Sr. Mt. auf eine solche Art die Retour von Freundschaft Vér-ii:en soll-
ten, als das Pro Memoria ankuendigte, so wuerden, das saehe er Voraus,
Sr. Kaysl. Mt. zu dem, was die letzt ﬁate des Herrn Reichavicecanz-
ler enéhialtc, sich wohl picht Verdenden erachten. Auch diesas wollte
es mir nach, seiner FrgymugthLEEELﬁ und Wohlmeynung lieber voraus sagen,
und boete er mich instaendigst, auf meine obige Cedarken nicht zu
appugiren, sondern zu glauben dass Sr. Kayserl, Mt. nach dem jetzigen
Zeitpunckte auf immer ertheilen wuerden. Im uebrigen Versicherte er
mich, wie man hieselbst wegen derjenigen Punckte, die hierngeéhst
noch in Richtigkeit zu btinﬁgn waeren, alle ersinnliche Facilitaet
und vor Ewer Ke. Mt. Vorzuglich beweisen wuerds, be:anderl aeusserte
solche Erklaerungen éeiehghgﬂ sollten, ale man Vielleicht nicht er-
wvarten duerfte. l

‘Mir sind damit auseinander g:;chi:épﬁ, dass ich mir Verbehielte,
" dem Herrn Reichsvicecanzler einen Pro Hgiﬂfii Zu ueberreichen. In- .

dessen haben meine Ever Ke. Mt., mit einen theuren Eide glli;it!ten

-~

Pflich;in.:rfg;ﬂ:rt. allerhoechst derenselben diesen alleruntherthae-
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Viennd, 8 December, 1770,

In thedispatch below Muehl notified his principals that he had
presented the Imperial Vice Chancellor Colloredo with the Pro Memoria.
Muehl recorded the response of Colloreddlwhich was to be interpreted
as far more official»thin the one that the Vice Chancellor's assis§-
ant von Leikam gave to the Lc.gtionstaéh. Nevertheless, the contents
of this report indicate'that even Colloredo's response was still very
much a personal one and showed the leverage that he was able to exer—
cise in his capacity as Imperial Vice Chancellor.

Habe ich; in Vetfolge meiner zweyten allerunterthaenigsten
Berichts Nachschrift, von voriger Post, Gestern dem Herm Reichswice*'
canzler das in der Erzamts und Belehnungssache mir aufgegebene Pro
Hemorin, uf den gestrigen Tag datirt, ueberreicht.

Auch ¢r hat mir hierauf bezeuget, wie er, seitdem er durch den
von Leikam v deslen_lnnhalte benachrichtiget sey, sich }n einer g
groesseren Verlegenheit befinde, als er mir zu beschreiben im Stande
vaere, und sich hiernaechst, obwohl mit der aeussersten Anstaendig-
keit, und mit der tiefsten Ehrfurcht gegen Ewer Ke, Mt., jedoch mit
Nachdruck und vieler Umstaendlichkeit bmeuehet, mir die Sache aus
eben denselbei Getichtlpunékt-Vorzuncellen, als juengstin von dem
von Leikam geschehen ist.

Ich erachte fuer unno?thig. darueber mich nach der Reihe auszu-
breiten, da ich von meiner Unterredung mit dem von Leikam meinen
'pflichtueu{gen Bericht bereits hinlaenglich erstattet hade. Dieses

eintzige darf ich einberuehrt nicht lassen, wie auch der Herr Reichs-

vicecanzler zu Verschiedenen Mahlen darauf bestande, und darauf

appugiren von mir Verlangt hat, dass die Sache, nicht, wie es etwa
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as Ansehen haben moegte, von Unirhcblighieit Ei&ée, sondern es dabey
auf den allerwichtigsten Zeitpunckt ankaemea, welcher jes@ls zwischen
Ewver Ke. Mt. und dem Kayser sich ereignen Eﬂiﬂﬂt!!.iﬂdég er mir gantz
frey bekennen muesste, dass so wenig Sr. Kays. Mt. jemals an Ewer Ke.
Mt. persoehnlichen Freundschaft und persoehnlichen Gesinnungen, von
demen Ihro, wie ehemahls der Grafen von Seilern, also jetzt der Graf
von Belgiosoho, die allerschmeichelhaftesten Zweifel tragen wuerden,
) jedoch in Ansehung der Geschaefte, und der Frage von Fortsetzung,
und von immerméhrerer Befestigung, und Ausbreitung eines Vertrauli-
chen und zu vcr;i:htli;heﬁ Vernehmens in solchen, der Aufschluss
des gegeﬁQnortigéﬁ Gegenstandes in Sr. Kays. Mt. Gemuethe die Bestim-
mung und Entlcfltid’gng auf kuenftige Zeiten gehen wuerde. -
Der Reichsvicecanzler Hat hierauf viri:hildiﬁ: von dem Caractere -
fh:o Kayserl. Mt. und von hoechst Ihro Art Unbeweglichkeit in Urthei-
len, Entschliess, und Grundsaetzen auf der andere, sobald dieselbe
Tacta vor zich zu haben glaubten, bgfuh§etg Er sagte hinzu dass er
mir in Vertrauen ggride heraus sagen musse, wie verschiedene Beh;up;
teten, dass man sich uns seit dem letzten Kriege noch nicht Vertrauen
koennte, viel wenigstens dassen Au:drugkiﬁ wvie nocht nicht vergessen,
und die damahls gegen andere gngann;iigan Gesinnungen, noch nicht
;abgelcgt haetten, und von Anfang an, iii die erstere Erklaerungen
und Verhandlungen in der Lehnssache das Gegentheil hoffen liessen,
immerhin eingewendet haetten wie man nur auf das Ende varten sollte,

-

Hieraus folgerte er, in welcher Gestalt er und anderes nunmehro erschie-

nen wuerden, und welchen unauslieschlichen Eindruck hingegen jene, auf

Ihro Kayserl. Mt. machen muessten; dann er durfte es mir nicht verhelen

dass man in dem Gange welchen die Sache nach der Hand genommen haette,

-+
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vie seine eigenen Worte waren, eine Vorliebe fuer eimen andern Hof blos
und ;llgi%;%;utrgffen blaubte, so wvie man in mehren Stuecken die Retour

fuer das hiesig Betragen geschweige eine eifrige Begierde mit dem:

.

Kayser un&rieiﬂen Ministerio in Vertrautem Vernehmen zustehen, nicht
zu finden meinte, worueber er v elleicht sich einmahl noch naeher

hersus lassen duerfte.

Ken. Mt. wahre Freundschaft und Hochachtung fuer den Kayser, mit Hoechst-
ihro gesezmaessigen Denkungsdrt in Absicht :QE alle Reichssachen, Ewver
Ken. Mt. Hochbetrauten Ministerii ebenfalls hierauf gegruendete
Ggginnanggn, und wvas die éegenv:gftiga Sache b;tfifft, die wahrhaft
Vorhandene und von Ewer Koen. Mt. einmahls anders zu Vermuthende endli-
che Absicht, dli-VEtl?IQChéﬂé ins Werk zu sezen, auf die behufigste Art
vorzustellen; dabey aber angefushret, dass, so genau und peuencktlich
ich von allem, was er undidzy véﬂ Leikam mit mir g:radctlhggtten, be-
richten wuerde, %gh das Pro Memoria selbst, welches igh ihm zu ueber-
geben ;;e']:hrn gah;brt haette, zurueck zu ghalten nicht Vermoegte.

Der Herr Reichsvicecanzler antwortete mir hierauf, wie bey die-
ser meiner Aeusserung, ihg dann auch hart fallen muesste, seines Arts,
das Pro Memoria Sr. ;13;::1- Mt. dem Kayser, vorerst noch nicht vorzu-
legen, und dennoch bedaurte er, wenn er es thun muesste. Efbsag;g
endlich, er wollte das Pro Memoria noch genau durchlesen, und wohl ervaeg-
en, und behielte es sich vor, wvas er etwa veiter darauf mir noch zu

erkennen geben koennts; indessen ersuchte er mich, von dem, was er

=

nd von Leikam gegen mich aus wohlgemeinten Antreibe geaeussert haetten,

e

B

em besten und Umstaendlichen Gebrauch zu machen.

Als ich das Abends letztern ihm sah, wiederholte dieser mir solches



vie seine eigenen Worte waren, eine Vorliebe fuer einen andern Hof blos
und 11;:- anzutreffen blaubte, so wie man in mehren Stuecken die Retour
fuer das hiesig Betragen geschweige eine iifrige Begierde mit dem
‘Knyscr und seinen Ministerio in VQrtrngtf7)Vernch-cn zustehen, nicht zu
finden meinte, worueber er vielleicht sifh»ein-nhl noch naeher heraus
lassen duetf;e.

Ich habe nicht ermangelt, auch den Hekyn Reichsvicecanzler Ewer
Ken. Mt. wahre Freundschaft und Hochachtung fuer den Kayser, mit
Hoechstihro gesezmaessigen Denkungsart in Absicht auf alle Reichssachen,
Ever Ken. Mt. Hochbetrauten Ministerii ebenfalls hierauf gegruendete
Gesinnungen, und was die gegenvaertige Sache betrifft, die wahrhaft
Vorhandene und von Ewer Koen, Mt. einmahls anders zu Vermuthende end-
liche Absicht, das Versprochene ins Werk zuflezen, auf die behufigste
Art VOt;;ltellen; dabey aber angefuehret, dass, so genau und puenckt-~
lich ich von allem, was er und der von Leikam mit mir geredet haetten,
berichten wuerde, ich das Pro Memoria lelbsi.‘welches ich ihm zu ueber-
geben die. IThro gehabt haette, zurueck zu halten nicht Vérmoegte.

Der Herr Reichsvicecanzler antwortete mir hierauf, wie bey dieser
meiner Aeusserung, ihm dann auch hart fallen muesste, seines Arts, das
Pro Memoria Sr. Kayserl, Mt. dem Kayser, vorerst noch nicht vor:ﬁlcg;n,
und dennoch bedaurte ér. wenn er es thun uQ(rste. Er laéce endlich,
er wollte das Pro Memoria noch genau durchlesen, und wohl etvaegea,i
und behielte es sich bevor, was er etwa weiter darauf mir noch zu er-
kennen geben koennte; indessen ersuchte er mich, von dem, was er und
von Leikam gegen mich aus wohlgemeinten Antreibe geaeussert haetten,
dem besten und Umstaendlichen GebrnuchAzu machen,

Als ich das Abends letztern ihm sah, wiederholte dieser mir sol-
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vicecanzler das Pro Memoria vorerst noch an :i;h halten wuerde, weil
er immer hofte, das Ewer Ke. Mt. Sich noch guenstiger entschliesse
duerften; geschaehe dieses nicht, so hielte der Herr Reichsvicecanzler

dafuer, wenigstens nach seiner devotion, alles erschoepfet zu haben,

Ich muss hinbey allerunterthaenigst noch einer Aussicht gedenken,
in welcher mir das Ersuchen des Kaysers um Festsetzung eines Termins
zur Lehnsempfaengniss Vorgestellt wird. Mann sezetr naemlich darin
einen besondere Vorzug, welcher der Kayser Ewer Koen. Mt. erwveise.

Nach aller Lehnsrechten, und nach alle; Lehnsgebraeuche, sagt man,
waere es der Lehnsherr der die Frist anzusezen, und bey dem der Vaiill,
- auch bey legalen Verhinderungen, um deren Verlaengerung von Zeit zu
Seit einzukommen pflegte, und hone auf das zurueck zu ;iﬁiﬁ was unter
dea Hochherl. Kayser deswegen bey RHRath ergangen ist, wuerde dahero
auch, nachdem du:ﬁh Hebung der LehnsCeremoniel-Anstaende, die allen-
falls legal anscheinen moegende Hinderniss gehoben worden waere, der
RHRath Ordnungs maessigen Wege Fortgeschritten haber®, wenn nicht ich,
haette fallen lassen, ihm zu erkennen gegeben h;§tte, wie ich nicht
glaubte, dass ein sqlchen niliges und strenges betragen in gegenwaer-
tigen Falle schicklich und rathsam waere; worauf man, wie ich in mehre-~
re Sachen, sonderlich in der Wuertembergischen eine gleiche Willfaeh-

rigkeit nicht in Abrede stellen wuerde, sogleich dem RHRath aufgegeben

stehen, und auch die Jorhandenen Fristgesuche Vorerst unerledigt zu

lassen. Mehr haette nun der Kayser nicht thun koennen, als dass er in
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Ansehung Ever Ken. Mt. die Sache sogar umgekehret, und hoethstdensel-

ben, da von Ihro der Weg gebshnet worden waere, angeboten haette,

zwvar gleichwohl so weit hinaus, als es Ewer Ke. Mt,

sich slebst, und
billig find§ﬁ wuerden, die Frist anzuberaumen, welche bestimmte Frist,
venn man auch zur Praecision des Geschaeftes zwischen Ever Koen.Mt.
und dem Kayser ihrer ;icht noethig haeztéjégzifch in Absicht auf alle
und jede andere Churhoefen Ewer Ner. Mt. Varg;ﬁg Bedingungsweise
Versprochen haette, nicht gnd:;i als unumgaenglich zu erachten wisste,
Nur sweyerley koennte Sie, nach dem selbsteigenen Pro Memoria, aufhal-
- ten; erstlich die Abzuwartende Hgnﬁung in der Erzamts Aﬂ%elegéﬂhgitj
und hiernaechst die Berichtigung der b%y der Belehnung ueberhaupt

noch zu gggulirgnéEﬁ Punckte. ﬁi; Nothwendigkeit aber, jene abzuwar+
ten, fiele hinweg, sobald Voraus gesezet wuerde, dass die Bendigung
der Erzamtssache keine Nﬂthﬁgndige Bedingung der Churbelehnung seyn
sollte, es muesste dann an Sr. E;ysgrliéhe Mt. getreuen Erfuellung
dessen, wozu Sie Siéﬂ anheischig gemacht haetten, gezweifelt werden,
welcher Zweifel,. dass er Vorhanden seyn sollte, sich bey Ewer Ken.Mt.
bekannter Fféuﬂﬂiéh;ft und Achtung fuer den Kayser auch nicht ein-
mahl argwohnen liesse.- Was hingegen den zweyten Anstand betraefe;

80 wisste man iﬁéigitgns Vorerst hier nicht, was, Lullgt‘diﬁlﬂ, bye

in regula sonsten der RHRath, wie jeder Lehnshof, die Frist Vorzu-
schreiben pflegte, noch vor andere Vorhanden seyn sollten, als dass
etwa wegen der Bremischen Belehnung kein Lghﬁbfief Vorhanden sey,

und dass bey dem Taxamt eine Auskunft get:affan H;fden_mues:ei' In
Ansehung des erstere wuerde, sobald nur davon geredet werden woll€e,

nichts leichters seyn, als in Richtigkeit zu kamﬁén, und wegen des zwey-
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ten, vaerdn Bereits solche du:ehschnitté bis zur Lehnsempfaengniss

beliebet dass mann, sobald auch nut hlevan gesprochen werden wollte,

alle Zufriedenheit zu geben hoffte, wenn nur die Herren Chu:f uerste

nach gehobener Hinderniss, die man legal nennen ugllta. fortan keine
Ich Verspare das naechere ueber diese zwey letztern Gegenstaende -
bis zu § fg etragenen Berichte, den ich in 8 Tagen erstatten zu
koennen hoffe.
Ich verharre wie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des
mehrere besaget,

L4 !ﬁlﬂhl L]

Vienna, 15 December, 1770

~ This dlppltgh sent by von der Muehl follows the content of the

[pd

vo immediately preceeding it. Here again ve see that Imperial
) |

officials, and in plrtlcullr thei Imperial Vice Chancellor Colloredo,

- u‘ ’

continued to express much concern over the ipplications of Hanover's

positibn as outlined in the 'Pro Memoria delivered by the Legations-

rath. We also learn that Colloredo had not yet informed the Emperor

af the Pro Memoria and its contents; he h@ped that the Hanoverian

Sgav::nggnt would tgepnsider its position and send néw instruction

to the aﬁb;ilj. ! |
Hat mir der von Leikam, aus Auftrag und in Nahmen des Herrn - B

RGiﬂhiviceégniler zu erkennen gegeben, wie dieser, nachdem=ef-d§s von

mir in der Erzamts= und Belehnuq;;aaghe uebergebene erwogen habe,
\

s denen mir bereits Vortraulich eroefneten Ursachen, ueber sich

fortan nicht gewinnen koenne, solches Sr. Kayserlichen Mt. Vorzulegen,
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ohne vorher Ewer Ken. Mt. hoechsten Willensmeynung wiederholt versi-
chert zu seyn. Bestuenden Ewer Koen.Mt. darauf, so erkennte er seine
Pflicht, dem Kayser nichts zu hinterhalten, was die Eﬁefg an denselben
gebracht wissen wollten; allein, in gegenwaettigen Falle, glaubte er
diese Voranfrage seinen Pflichten und Gewissen nach weit mehr schuldig
iu seyn, weil éf sichiVerbunden ergchtete, soviel wenigstens an ihm
sey, alles abzuwenden, wovon er leyder nur allzusehr Versichert waere,
dass nicht nur daraus die gaentzliche Umsezung eines so heilsamen
und noethigen Geschaeftes, als die Reichsbelehnungen H,gfen, folgen,
sondern Vornehmlich darueber das gute Vertrauen und Vernehmen zwischen
beyden Hoefen geschwaechert, und bey allen Freundschaftlichen und auf-
richtigen C&‘:innuﬂgen Ewer Koen,Mt. und des Kdysers, Gott wisse auf
sie lange Entférnung und das schaedlichste Mistrauen entstehen wuerde.
”Er, der Herr Reichbviceénniler, boete mich, die Sache in diesen Géi
sichtspunckten, und seine Aeusserungen nach seiner wahren Wohlmeynung
Vorzutragen, und nunmehro die Verhaltungsbefehle einzuholen, ob ich ihn
in die fuer ihn gewiss traurige, ﬁothvendigkeit, das Pfa Memoria un-
veraendert an Sr. Kayserl. Mt, gelangen zu lassen, sezen muesste, ndl;,%%
ihm die freundige Botschaft einer gluecklichen Abaenderung, uns sol- A
chen gefaelligen Erklaerung bringen koenne, als sie der Kayser von }
ewver Koen, Mt. andsch#ft und eben so sehr nach dem Zusmnhgngg und
verlaufe der Sachen, als auf den starksten G}unden, er@;rtiﬁ:;Q Eagg-‘
" nen glaubte,

Ich kann>Umgang nehmen zugleich in diesen élletunteréhQEﬁig:teﬁ
B ric?te alles‘dasjenige anzufuehren, was mir in idesen dreyfachen
Absicht auch diese 8 Tage qebér, und bey gegenwaertigen Eroefnung, zu

gemuthe gefuehret worden ist, indem es eben dasselbe ist, was ich

.. )
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dieses Jahr hindurch bereits oftmshls und noch erst unteram Sten und
8ten dieses alleretbietigst habe berichten muessen.

Um Ewer Koen. Mt. mit wiederholungen nicht zu ermueden, werde
der kuertze die Gruende hinselbst allendlich zusammen fasset, warum
ﬁan dafuer hal;e, die selbststellung einer bestimmten im uebrigen
selbstgefaelligen Zeit zur Belehnung von Ewer Koen, Mt. erwartén zu
duerfen.

1) Weil mann sich auch nicht aus Grunden ;nd'Beyspielen, sowohl
Ewer Ken. Mt. hohen Churhauses, als andere Haeusser, dorten liesse,
‘dass Churbelehnungen und Erzamtliche Belehnungen in einer nothwendigen
Verbindung nicht stuenden, jedernoch Ewer Koen, Mt. von dem allerersten
Anfange an versprochen haetten, schickliche Temperamente eintreten zu
laisen, und weil sobald nach dem nunmehrigen Pro Memoria die Beendigung

_ der Erzamtsangelegenheit nicht zu einer nofhvendigen Bedingung der
Qhurbolehnung gemacht werden wolle, keine Ursache Vorhanden sey, diéii
letzte auf eine gantz unbestimmte Zeit auszusezen, und die Wenﬂu;é der
ersten abzuwarten. @

2) Weil Sr. Kayserl. Mt. auch, in Ansehung des Erzamts, alles
erochoopftén. was von Ihro nicht nur als Kayser, sondern als einen
Wahren Freunde, irgends ervartet werden koennte. |

3) Weil, wenn Sic& auch Ewer Koen, Mt. n;:;t erklaeret haetten,
Ihro Belehnung blos auf den Churboehmischen Vorgang, und nicht auf
andere zu Vérstellen, jedennoch nicht nur der Kayserin Koenigin Mt.

» zu jenem Bereit waeren, und die Verabredung dazu angeboten haetten,

sondern nunmehro auch seit der ersten Abfaelligen Erklaerung von

fruehjahre, Churbayern, Chursachsen, und Churpfaltz wuerklich beyge-
j L 4



treten, dass alsb, wenn diese auf eine gantz unbestimmte Zeit fortan
hinaus gesezet werden wollte, anstatt durch Ewer Koen, Mt. rumwuerdig-
stes Beyspiel das Belehnungswerk zu befoerden, dieses Vielmehr durch
iﬁi:géi in neuen umbestimmten Agfzﬁhub,‘und wie man von Ewer Koen. Mt.

Freundschaft versic hert vaere, vider hoechstdero Absicht, in eine

~~J
™)

Weit unangenehmere Gestalt, als jemal mit selbsteigener GEIPIB!LEEII“B;

Sr. Kaye. Mt, Worts und Versicherung in Ansehung der andern Churhoefe,

versuchet wuerde. Und;

4) Weil das Ansuchen um Feststellung der Zeit so wenig ein
Ueheft:igbenei Begehren in sich aschliesste, dass es vielmehr einen
Vorzueglichen Beweis von des Kaysers Freundschaft abgaebe, indem kein
Beyspiel Vorhanden seyn moegte, dass einem Hofe die Festaetzung der
Zeit zu seiner Belehnung in seine Willkuehr gestellet worden waere,
vielmshr der Kayser, wia jedar Labmherr, die Bifuégﬁi;: und das Her-
kommen fuer sich haette, seines Orts, den Termin zur Belehnung anzu-
beraumen, und selbst bey legalen Verhinderungen von Zeit zu S§it in
Ansehung desselben zu erkennen,

Ewer Koen.Mt. allerhoechste Befehle erwartet ich nunmehro in
allertiefster Unterwuerfigkeit und werde ich indessen, nach der Natur
der Sachen, vorexst Anstand nehmen muessen, den t;y;eflizh Koeniglich
Min it:ri; das aufgegenen, als sich auf mein uebergebenes Pro Memoria
beziehend, zu hinterbringen.

Ich verharre vie mein allerunterthaenigster Bericht des
mehrere besaget, |

. Mushl.



