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CHAPTER OUTLINE AND
FOCUS QUESTIONS

CONNECTIONS TO TODAY

How does the exercise of state power in the seventeenth
century compare with the exercise of state power in the

Social Crises, War, and Rebellions twenty-first century? What, if anything, has changed?

Q

What economic, social, and political crises did Europe
experience in the first half of the seventeenth century?

The Practice of Absolutism: Western Europe
What was absolutism in theory, and how did its acrual
practice in France and Spain reflect or differ from the
theory?

Absolutism in Central, Eastern, and
Northern Europe

What developments enabled Brandenburg-Prussia,
Austria, and Russia to emerge as major powers in
the seventeenth century? What were the major
developments in the Northern states and Ottoman
Empire? What were the limits of absolutism?

Limited Monarchy and Republics

Why were Poland and the Dutch Republic exceptions
to the growth of absolutism? What were the main
issues in the struggle between king and Parliament

in seventeenth-century England, and how were they
resolved?

The Flourishing of European Culture
What were the major artistic and literary achievements

of this era, and how did they reflect the political and
economic developments of the period?

BY THE END OF THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY,
Europe was beginning to experience a decline in religious
passions and a growing secularization that affected both
the political and the intellectual worlds (on the intellectual
effects, see Chapter 16). Some historians like to speak of
the seventeenth century as a turning point in the evolution
of a modern state system in Europe. The ideal of a united
Christian Europe gave way to the practical realities of a
system of secular states in which matters of state took
precedence over the salvation of subjects” souls. By the
seventeenth century, the credibility of Christianity had
been so weakened through religious wars that more and
more Europeans came to think of politics in secular terms.
One response to the religious wars and other crises of
the time was a yearning for order. As the internal social and
political rebellions and revolts died down, it became apparent
that the privileged classes of society—the aristocrats
remained in control, although the various states exhibited
important differences in political forms. The most general
trend saw an extension of monarchical power as a stabilizing
force. This development, which historians have called
absolute monarchy or absolutism, was most evident in France
during the flamboyant reign of Louis XIV, regarded by some
as the perfect embodiment of an absolute monarch. In his
memoirs, the duc de Saint-Simon (dook duh san-see-MOHN),
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who had firsthand experience of French court life, said
that Louis was “to the manner born, for he stood out like a
king bee because of his height, grace, and beauty (even in
the tone of his voice), and because of his princely bearing
which was better than good looks.” The king’s natural
grace gave him a special charm as well. He spoke well
and learned quickly. He was naturally kind and “he loved
glory: he desired peace and good government. He was born
prudent, temperate, master of his emotions and his tongue
... he was born good and just.” His life was orderly, and his
self-control was impeccable. But even absolute monarchs
had imperfections, and Saint-Simon had the courage to
point them out: “the king's intelligence was below the
average. . . . Praise, or better, adulation pleased him so
much that the most fulsome was welcome and the most
servile even more delectable.” Indeed, “he acquired a pride
so colossal that, truly, had not God implanted in his heart
the fear of the devil . . . he would have allowed himself to
be worshipped.™

But absolutism was not the only response to the search
for order in the seventeenth century. Other states, such as
England, reacted differently to domestic crisis, and another
very different system emerged in which monarchs were
limited by the power of their representative assemblies.
Absolute and limited monarchy were the two poles of
seventeenth-century state building.

15-1 Social Crises, War,
and Rebellions

Focus quesTioN: What economic, social, and
political crises did Europe experience in the first
half of the seventeenth century?

The inflation-fueled prosperity of the sixteenth century showed
signs of slackening by the beginning of the seventeenth. Eco-
nomic contraction was evident in some parts of Europe in
the 1620s. In the 1630s and 1640s, as imports of silver from the
Americas declined, economic recession intensified, especially in
the Mediterranean area. Once the industrial and financial cen-
ter of Europe in the Renaissance, Italy was now becoming an
economic backwater. Spain’s economy was also seriously fail-
ing by the 1640s.

Population trends of the sixteenth and seventeenth centu-
ries also reveal Europe’s worsening conditions. The sixteenth
century was a period of expanding population, possibly related
to a warmer climate and increased food supplies. It has been
estimated that the population of Europe increased from
60 million in 1500 to 85 million by 1600, the first major recovery
of the European population since the devastation of the Black
Death in the mid-fourteenth century. Records also indicate a
leveling off of the population by 1620, however, and even a
decline by 1650, especially in central and southern Europe. Only
the Dutch, English, and French grew in number in the first half

of the seventeenth century, Europe’s longtime adversaries—
war, famine, and plague—continued to affect population levels.
After the middle of the sixteenth century, another “little ice
age,” when average temperatures fell, affected harvests and
caused famines. These problems created social tensions that
came to a boil in the witchcraft craze.

15-1a The Witchcraft Craze
Hysteria over witchcraft affected the lives of many Europeans in

the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. Witchcraft trials were held
in England, Scotland, Switzerland, Germany, some parts of France
and the Low Countries, and even in New England in America.

Witcheraft was not a new phenomenon. Its practice had
been part of traditional village culture for centuries, but it came
to be viewed as both sinister and dangerous when the medieval
church began to connect witches to the activities of the devil,
thereby transforming witcheraft into a heresy that had to be
wiped out. After the establishment of the Inquisition in the thir-
teenth century, some people were accused of a variety of witch-
craft practices and, following the biblical injunction “Thou shalt
not suffer a witch to live,” were turned over to secular authori-
ties for burning at the stake or, in England, hanging,

The Spread of Witchcraft What distinguished witcheraft in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries from these previous
developments was the increased number of trials and execu-
tions of presumed witches. Perhaps more than 100,000 people
throughout Europe were prosecuted on charges of witcheraft.
Although larger cities were affected first, the trials spread to
smaller towns and rural areas as the hysteria persisted well into
the seventeenth century (see Historical Voices, "A Witchcraft
Trial in France,” p. 447).

The accused witches usually confessed to a number of prac-
tices, most often after intense torture. Many said that they had
sworn allegiance to the devil and attended sabbats or noctur-
nal gatherings where they feasted, danced, and even copulated
with the devil in sexual orgies. More common, however, were
admissions of using evil incantations and special ointments and
powders to wreak havoc on neighbors by killing their livestock,
injuring their children, or raising storms to destroy their crops.

A number of contributing factors have been suggested to
explain why the witcheraft frenzy became so widespread in
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. Religious uncertain-
ties clearly played some part. Many witchcraft trials occurred
in areas where Protestantism had recently been victorious or
in regions, such as southwestern Germany. where Protestant-
Catholic controversies still raged. As religious passions became
inflamed, accusations of being in league with the devil became
common on both sides. After all, both Martin Luther and John
Calvin had described their personal battles with Satan.

Recently, however, historians have emphasized the impor-
tance of social conditions, especially the problems of a soci-
ety in turmoil, in explaining the witchcralt hysteria. At a time
when the old communal values that stressed working together
for the good of the community were disintegrating before the
onslaught of a new economic ethic that emphasized looking
out for oneself, property owners became more fearful of the
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A Witchcraft Trial in France

Why were women, particularly older women,
especially vulnerable to accusations of witchcraft?
What “proofs” are offered that Suzanne Gaudry had
consorted with the devil? What does this account tell
us about the spread of witchcraft accusations in the
seventeenth century?

PERSECUTIONS FOR WITCHCRAFT reached their high
point in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries when tens of
thousands of people were brought to trial. In this excerpt from
the minutes of a trial in France in 1652, we can see why the
accused witch stood little chance of exonerating herself.

The Trial of Suzanne Gaudry

28 May, 1652. . . . Interrogation of Suzanne Gaudry, prisoner
at the court of Rieux. . .. [During interrogations on May 28
and May 29, the prisoner confessed to a number of activities
involving the devil.]

Deliberation of the Court—June 3, 1652

The undersigned advocates of the Court have seen these interro-
gations and answers. They say that the aforementioned Suzanne
Gaudry confesses that she is a witch, that she had given hersell’
to the devil, that she had renounced God, Lent, and baptism,
that she has been marked on the shoulder, that she has cohabited
with the devil and that she has been to the dances. . . .

Third Interrogation—June 27

This prisoner being led into the chamber, she was examined to
know if things were not as she had said and confessed at the
beginning of her imprisonment.

—Answers no, and that what she has said was done so by
force.

Pressed to say the truth, that otherwise she would be
subjected to torture . . .

—Answers that she is not a witch. . . .

She was placed in the hands of the officer in charge of
torture. . . .

The Torture

This prisoner, before being strapped down, was admonished
to maintain herself in her first confessions. . . .

—Says that she denies everything she has said. . . . Feeling
herself being strapped down, says that she is not a witch . . .
and being a little stretched [on the rack] screams ceaselessly
that she is not a witch. . ..

Asked if she did not confess that she had been a witch for
twenty-six years.

—Says that she said it, that she retracts it, crying that she is
not a witch. . ..

The mark having been probed . . . it was adjudged by the
aforesaid doctor and officer truly to be the mark of the devil.

Being more tightly stretched upon the torture-rack, urged
to maintain her confessions.

—Said that it was true that she is a witch. Asked how long
she has been in subjugation to the devil.

—Answers that it was twenty years ago that the devil
appeared to her, being in her lodgings in the form of a man
dressed in a little cow-hide and black breeches. . . .

Verdict

July 9,1652. In the light of the interrogations, answers and

investigations made into the charge against Suzanne Gaudry
... seeing by her own confessions that she is said to have made
a pact with the devil, received the mark from him . . . and that
following this, she had renounced God, Lent, and baptism and
had let herself be known carnally by him. . . . Also, seeing that
she is said to have been a part of nocturnal carols and dances.
For expiation of which the advice of the undersigned
is that the office of Rieux can legitimately condemn the
aforesaid Suzanne Gaudry to death, tying her to a gallows, and
strangling her to death, then burning her body and burying it
here in the environs of the woods.

Source: A. C. Kors and E. Peters, eds., Witcheraft in Exrope, 1100-1700: A Documentary History (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1972).

growing numbers of poor in their midst and transformed them
psychologically into agents of the devil. Old women were par-
ticularly susceptible to suspicion. Many of them, no longer
the recipients of the local charity available in traditional soci-
ety, may even have tried to survive by selling herbs, potions,
or secret remedies for healing. When problems arose—and
there were many in this crisis-laden period—these people were
handy scapegoats. Of special concern was the fear that witches
harmed mothers and their households or caused male impo-
tence and thus disrupted the social order.

That women were most often the victims of the witch-hunt
has led some scholars to argue that the witch hunt was really a
woman hunt or “genderized mass murder,” arguing that men
hunted witches because they caused disorder and were sexual
beings in a patriarchal society. Other scholars have rejected this
approach and argue first, that men were also accused of witch-
craft, and second, that women accused other women of witch-
craft. These scholars believe that people in the sixteenth and
seventeenth century believed in witchcraft as a constant threat
in their society.
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Despite scholarly differences about the nature of the witch
hunts, there is no doubt that women were the primary victims.
Current estimates are that there were 100,000 to 110,000 witch
trials between 1450 and 1750 with about 50 percent of the
trials leading to executions. Of those executed, 75 to 80 per-
cent were women, many of them older women. A study of
the Wiirzburg, Germany, witch trials reveals that of the 255
executed, 190 were women, 140 were women over forty, and
112 were over fifty.

That women should be the chief victims of witchcraft tri-
als was hardly accidental. Nicholas Rémy, a witchcraft judge in
France in the 1590s, found it “not unreasonable that this scum
of humanity [witches] should be drawn chiefly from the femi-
nine sex.” To another judge, it came as no surprise that witches
would confess to sexual experiences with Satan: “The Devil uses
them so, because he knows that women love carnal pleasures,
and he means to bind them to his allegiance by such agree-
able provocations.” Of course, witch hunters were not the only
ones who held women in such low esteem. Most theologians,
lawyers, and philosophers in early modern Europe believed in
the natural inferiority of women and thus would have found it
plausible that women would be more susceptible to witcheraft.

Decline By the mid-seventeenth century, the witchcraft hyste-
ria began to subside. The destruction caused by the religious
wars had forced people to accept at least a grudging tolera-
tion, tempering religious passions. Moreover, as governments
began to stabilize after the period of crisis, fewer magistrates
were willing to accept the unsettling and divisive conditions
generated by the trials of witches. Finally, by the turn of the
eighteenth century, more and more educated people were
questioning traditional attitudes toward religion and finding
it contrary to reason to believe in the old view of a world
haunted by evil spirits.

15-1b The Thirty Years’ War

Although many Europeans responded to the upheavals of the
second half of the sixteenth century with a desire for peace and
order, the first fifty years of the seventeenth century continued
to be plagued by crises. A devastating war that affected much
of Europe and rebellions seemingly everywhere protracted the
atmosphere of disorder and violence.

Background to the War Religion, especially the struggle
between Catholicism and Calvinism, played an important role
in the outbreak of the Thirty Years” War (1618-1648), often
called the “last of the religious wars.” As the war progressed,
however, it became increasingly clear that secular, dynastic-
nationalist considerations were far more important. Although
much of the fighting during the Thirty Years’ War took place
in the Germanic lands of the Holy Roman Empire, it became
a Europe-wide struggle (see Map 15.1). In fact, some historians
view it as part of a larger conflict for European leadership
between the Bourbon dynasty of France and the Habsburg
dynasties of Spain and the Holy Roman Empire and date it
from 1609 to 1659,

The Peace of Augsburg in 1555 had brought an end to reli-
gious warfare between German Catholics and Lutherans. Reli-
gion, however, continued to play a divisive role in German life
as Lutherans and Catholics persisted in vying for control of
various principalities. In addition, although the treaty had not
recognized the rights of Calvinists, a number of German states
had adopted Calvinism as their state church. At the beginning
of the seventeenth century, the Calvinist ruler of the Palatinate
(puh-LAT-uh-nuht or puh-LAT-uh-nayt), the Elector Palatine (PAL-
uh-tyn) Frederick IV, assumed the leadership in forming a league
of German Protestant states called the Protestant Union. To
counteract it, Duke Maximilian of the south German state of
Bavaria organized the Catholic League of German states. By
1609, then, Germany was dividing into two armed camps in
anticipation of religious war.

A constitutional issue exacerbated the religious division. The
desire of the Habsburg emperors to consolidate their authority
in the Holy Roman Empire was resisted by the princes, who
fought for their “German liberties,” their constitutional rights
and prerogatives as individual rulers. To pursue their policies,
the Habsburg emperors looked to Spain (ruled by another
branch of the family) for assistance while the princes turned
to the enemies of Spain, especially France, for help against
the emperors. The divisions in the Holy Roman Empire and
Europe made it almost inevitable that if war did erupt, it would
be widespread and difficult to stop.

The Bohemian Phase Historians have traditionally divided
the Thirty Years’ War into four major phases. The Bohemian
phase (1618-1625) began in one of the Habsburgs' own ter-
ritories. In 1617, the Bohemian Estates (primarily the nobles)
accepted the Habsburg Archduke Ferdinand as their king but
soon found themselves unhappy with their choice. Though
many of the nobles were Calvinists, Ferdinand was a devout
Catholic who began a process of re-Catholicizing Bohemia
and strengthening royal power. The Protestant nobles rebelled
against Ferdinand in May 1618 and proclaimed their resistance
by throwing two of the Habsburg governors and a secretary
out of a window in the royal castle in Prague, the seat of
Bohemian government. The Catholic side claimed that their
seemingly miraculous escape from death in the 70-foot fall
from the castle was due to the intercession of the Virgin Mary,
while Protestants pointed out that they fell into a manure pile.
The Bohemian rebels now seized control of Bohemia, deposed
Ferdinand, and elected as his replacement the Protestant ruler
of the Palatinate, Elector Frederick V, who was also the head
of the Protestant Union.

Ferdinand, who in the meantime had been elected Holy
Roman Emperor, refused to accept his deposition. Realizing
that the election of Frederick V. if allowed to stand, could
upset the balance of religious and political power in central
Europe and give the Protestant forces greater control of the
Holy Roman Empire, Ferdinand sought the aid of the imposing
forces of Duke Maximilian of Bavaria and the Catholic League.
With their help, the imperial forces defeated Frederick and the
Bohemian nobles at the Battle of White Mountain outside
Prague on November 8, 1620. Spanish troops took advantage
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MAP 15.1 The Thirty Years' War. The conflict began in the German states as Europe’s major
powers backed either the northern Protestant Union or the southern Catholic League. As the war
progressed, religion receded in importance, replaced by a dynastic struggle between the French
Bourbons and the Spanish and Austrian Habsburgs.

Compare this map with Map 13.2. Which countries engaged in the war were predominantly
Protestant, which were predominantly Catholic, and which were mixed?

of Frederick’s predicament by invading the Palatinate and con-
quering it by the end of 1622. The unfortunate Frederick fled
into exile in the United Provinces. Reestablished as king of
Bohemia, Emperor Ferdinand declared Bohemia a hereditary
Habsburg possession, confiscated the land of the Protestant
nobles, and established Catholicism as the sole religion. The
Spanish renewed their attack on the Dutch, and the forces of
Catholicism seemed on the road to victory. But the war was
far from over.

The Danish Phase The second phase of the war, the Danish
phase (1625-1629), began when King Christian IV of Denmark
(r. 1588-1648), a Lutheran, intervened on behalf of the
Protestant cause by leading an army into northern Germany.
Christian had made an anti-Habsburg and anti-Catholic alli-
ance with the United Provinces and England. He also wanted,

however, to gain possession of some Catholic territories in
northern Germany to benefit his family.

In the meantime, Ferdinand had gained a new commander
for the imperial forces in Albrecht von Wallenstein (AWL-brekht
fun VAHL-en-shtyn). A brilliant and enigmatic commander,
Wallenstein was a Bohemian nobleman who had taken advan-
tage of Ferdinand’s victory to become the country’s wealthiest
landowner. Wallenstein's forces defeated a Protestant army at
Dessau and then continued to operate in northern Germany.
The forces of Christian 1V, despite substantal aid from their
allies, were defeated in 1626 by an army of the Catholic League
under Count Tilly and then suffered an even more devastating
loss to Wallenstein's forces the following year. Wallenstein now
occupied parts of northern Germany, including the Baltic ports
of Hamburg, Liibeck, and Bremen. Christian IV's defeat meant
the end of Danish supremacy in the Baltic.
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After the success of the imperial armies. Emperor
Ferdinand Il was at the height of his power and took this
opportunity to issue the Edict of Restitution in March 1629.
His proclamation prohibited Calvinist worship and restored
all property taken by Protestant princes or cities during the
past seventy-five years to the Catholic Church. But this sud-
den growth in the power of the Habsburg emperor frightened
many German princes, who feared for their independent status
and reacted by forcing the emperor to dismiss Wallenstein.

The Swedish Phase The Swedish phase (1630-1635) marked
the entry of Gustavus Adolphus (goo-STAY-vus uh-DAHL-fuss),
king of Sweden (r. 1611-1632), into the war. Gustavus Adolphus
was responsible for reviving Sweden and transforming it into a
great Baltic power. A military genius, he brought a disciplined
and well-equipped Swedish army to northern Germany. He
was also a devout Lutheran who felt compelled to aid his core-
ligionists in Germany.

Gustavus's army swept the imperial forces out of the north
and moved into the heart of Germany. In desperation, the
imperial side recalled Wallenstein, who was given command
of the imperial army that met Gustavus's troops near Leipzig.
At the Battle of Liitzen (LOOT-sun) in 1632, the Swedish
forces prevailed but paid a high price for the victory when the
Swedish king was killed in the battle. Although the Swedish
forces remained in Germany, they proved much less effective.
Despite the loss of Wallenstein, who was assassinated in 1634
on the orders of Emperor Ferdinand, the imperial army deci-
sively defeated the Swedes at the Battle of Nérdlingen at the
end of 1634 and drove them out of southern Germany. This
imperial victory guaranteed that southern Germany would
remain Catholic. The emperor used this opportunity to make
peace with the German princes by agreeing to annul the Edict
of Restitution of 1629. But peace failed to come to war-weary
Germany. The Swedes wished to continue, while the French,
under the direction of Cardinal Richelieu (REESH-uh-lyoo),
the chief minister of King Louis XIII, entered the war directly,
beginning the fourth and final phase of the war, the Franco-
Swedish phase (1635-1648).

The Franco-Swedish Phase By this time, religious issues
were losing their significance. The Catholic French were
now supporting the Protestant Swedes against the Catholic
Habsburgs of Germany and Spain. The Battle of Rocroi
(roh-KRWAH) in 1643 proved decisive as the French beat the
Spanish and brought an end to Spanish military greatness.
The French then moved on to victories over the imperialist-
Bavarian armies in southern Germany. By this time, all par-
ties were ready for peace, and after five years of protracted
negotiations, the Peace of Westphalia in 1648 officially ended
the war in Germany. The war between France and Spain,
however, continued until the Peace of the Pyrenees in 1659.
By that time, Spain had become a second-class power, and
France had emerged as the dominant nation in Europe.

Outcomes of the War What were the results of what one
historian has called a “basically meaningless conflict”? The

The Thirty Years' War

CHRONOLOGY

1608
Catholic League 1609

Election of Habsburg Archduke Ferdinand 1617
as king of Bohemia

Protestant Union

Bohemian revolt against Ferdinand 1618
Bohemian phase 1618-1625
Battle of White Mountain 1620
Danish phase 1625-1629
Edict of Restitution 1629
Swedish phase 1630-1635
Battle of Litzen 1632
Battle of Nérdlingen 1634
Franco-Swedish phase 1635-1648
Battle of Rocroi 1643
Peace of Westphalia 1648
Peace of the Pyrenees 1659

Peace of Westphalia ensured that all German states, including
Eﬁﬁ:mgi-ﬁm free to determine their own religion.
Territorially. France gained parts of western Germany, part of
Alsace, and the three cities of Metz, Toul. and Verdun, giving
the French control of the Franco-German border area. While
Sweden and the German states of Brandenburg and Bavaria
gained some territory in Germany, the Austrian Habsburgs
did not really lose any but did see their authority as rulers of
Germany further diminished. The more than three hundred
states that made up the Holy Roman Empire were recognized
as virtually independent, since each received the power to con-
duct its own foreign policy. The Habsburg emperor had been
reduced to a figurehead in the Holy Roman Empire. The Peace
of Westphalia also made it clear that religion and politics were
now separate. The pope was completely ignored in all decisions
at Westphalia, and political motives became the guiding forces
in public affairs as religion moved closer to becoming primarily
a matter of personal conviction and individual choice. Some
historians also argue that the Peace of Westphalia marks the
beginning of a modern international order in which sovereign
states began to operate as equals within a secular framework.

The economic and social effects of the Thirty Years’ War
on Germany are still debated. Some areas of Germany were
completely devastated (see Image 15.2), but others remained
relatively untouched and even experienced economic growth.
The most recent work pictures a damaged economy and a pop-
ulation decline of 15 to 20 percent in the Holy Roman Empire.
Although historians may debate the degree of devastation,
many people in Germany would have understood this descrip-
tion by a traveler journeying along the Main River in 1636:

[We] came to a wretched little village called Neukirchen,
which we found quite uninhabited yet with one house on
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IMAGE 15.2 The Thirty Years’ War: Soldiers Plundering a Farm. This 1620 painting shows a group
of soldiers running amok and plundering a farm. This scene was typical of many that occurred during the

Thirty Years” War, especially m Germany, where the war caused enormous destruction

fire. Here, since it was now late, we were obliged 1o stay all
night, for the nearest town was four miles away; but we spent
that night walking up and down with guns in our hands, and
listening learfully to the sound of shots in the woods around
us. . . . Early next morning, His Excellency went to inspect the
church and found it had been plundered and that the pictures
and the altar had been desecrated. In the churchyard we

saw a dead body, scraped out of the grave, while outside the

churchyard we found another dead body,

The Thirty Years” War was undoubtedly the most destructive
conflict Europeans had yet experienced (see Historical Voices,
“The Destruction of Magdeburg in the Thirty Years’ War,”
p. 452).

15-1c Was There a Military
Revolution?

By the seventeenth century, war played an increasingly impor-
tant role in European affairs. Military power was considered
essential to a ruler’s reputation and power; thus, the pressure to
build an effective military machine was intense. Some historians

believe that the changes that occurred in the science of warfare
between 1560 and 1660 warrant the title of military revolution.

Medieval warfare, with its mounted knights and supplemen-
tary archers, had been transformed in the Renaissance by the
employment of infantry armed with pikes and halberds (long-
handled weapons combining an axe with a spike) and arranged
in massed rectangles known as squadrons or battalions. The use
of firearms required adjustments to the size and shape of the
massed infantry and made the cavalry less effective.

It was Gustavus Adolphus, the king of Sweden, who devel-
oped the first standing army of conscripts, notable for the flex
ibility of its tactics. The infantry brigades of Gustavus's army
were composed of equal numbers of musketeers and pikemen,
standing six men deep. They employed the salvo, in which all
rows of the infantry fired at once instead of row by row. These
salvos of fire, which cut up the massed ranks of the opposing
infantry squadrons, were followed by a pike charge, giving the
infantry a primarily offensive deployment. Gustavus also used
his cavalry in a more mobile fashion. After shooting a pistol vol-
ley, they charged the enemy with their swords. Additional flex-
ibility was obtained by using lighter artillery pieces that were
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HISTORICAL VOICES

The Destruction of Magdeburg in the Thirty Years’ War

What does this document reveal about the effect of
war on ordinary Europeans? Compare this description
with the descriptions of the treatment of civilians in
other wars. Does this author exaggerate, or is this
description similar to the others?

AFTER GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS entered the war, he
was finally joined by German Protestant forces after the fall

of the Protestant city of Magdeburg to the imperial forces. In
this excerpt, a writer of this period gives a vivid description of
what happened to Magdeburg and its inhabitants.

An Account of the Destruction of Magdeburg

Thus it came about that the city and all its inhabitants fell into
the hands of the enemy, whose violence and cruelty were
due in part to their common hatred of the adherents of the
Augsburg Confession [Lutherans], and in part to their being
embittered by the chain shot which had been fired at them
and by the derision and insults that the Magdeburgers had
heaped upon them from the ramparts.

Then was there naught but beating and burning,
plundering, torture, and murder. Most especially was every
one of the enemy bent on securing much booty. When a
marauding party entered a house, if its master had anything
to give he might thereby purchase respite and protection for
himself and his family till the next man, who also wanted
something should come along. It was only when everything
had been brought forth and there was nothing left to give
that the real trouble commenced. Then, what with blows and

threats of shooting, stabbing, and hanging, the poor people
were so terrified that if they had had anything left they would
have brought it forth if it had been buried in the earth or
hidden away in a thousand castles. In this frenzied rage, the
great and splendid city that had stood like a fair princess in

the land was now; in its hour of direct need and unutterable
distress and woe, given over to the flames, and thousands of
innocent men, women, and children, in the midst of a horrible
din of heartrending shrieks and cries, were tortured and put to
death in so cruel and shameful a manner that no words would
suffice to describe, nor no tears to bewail it . . .

Thus, in a single day this noble and famous city, the pride
of the whole country, went up in fire and smoke: and the
remnant of its citizens, with their wives and children, were
taken prisoner and driven away by the enemy with a noise of
weeping and wailing that could be heard from afar, while the
cinders and ashes from the town were carried by the wind
to . .. distant places . ..

In addition to all this, quantities of sumptuous and
irreplaceable house furnishings and movable property of all
kinds, such as books, manuscripts, paintings, memorials of all
sorts . . . which money could not buy, were either burned or
carried away by the soldiers as booty. The most magnificent
garments, hangings, silk stuffs, gold and silver lace, linen of all
sorts, and other household goods were bought by the army
soldiers for a mere song and peddled about by the cart load all
throughout the archbishopric of Magdeburg, . . . Gold chains
and rings, jewels, and every kind of gold and silver utensils
were to be bought from the common soldiers for a tenth of
their real value . . .

Source: . H. Robinson, Readings in Enropean History, vol. 2 (Boston: Ginn & Company, 1906), pp. 211-212.

more easily moved during battle. All of these changes required
coordination, careful training, and better discipline, forcing
rulers to move away from undisciplined mercenary forces.
Naturally, the success of Gustavus Adolphus led to imitation.
Some historians have questioned the use of the phrase
“military revolution” to describe the military changes from
1560 to 1660, arguing instead that military developments were
gradual. In any case, for the rest of the seventeenth century,
warfare continued to change. Standing armies, based partly on
conscription, grew ever larger and more expensive. Standing
armies necessitated better-disciplined and better-trained sol-
diers and led to the education of officers in military schools.
Armies also introduced the use of linear rather than square
formations to provide greater flexibility and mobility in tactics.
There was also an increased use of firearms as the musket with
attached bayonet increasingly replaced the pike in the ranks of
the infantry. A naval arms race in the seventeenth century led

to more and bigger warships or capital ships known as “ships of
the line.” By the end of the seventeenth century, most of these
had two or three decks and were capable of carrying between
fifty and one hundred heavy cannon.

Larger armies and navies could be maintained only by levying
heavier taxes, making war a greater economic burden and an ever
more important part of the early modern European state. The
creation of large bureaucracies to supervise the military resources
of the state led to growth in the power of state governments.

15-1d Rebellions

Before, during, and after the Thirty Years” War, a series of rebel-
lions and civil wars stemming from the discontent of both nobles
and commoners rocked the domestic stability of many European
governments. To increase their power, monarchs attempted to
extend their authority at the expense of traditional powerful ele-
ments who resisted the rulers’ efforts. At the same time, to fight

452 CHAPTER 15 State Building and the Search for Order in the Seventeenth Century



their battles, governments increased taxes and created such hard-
ships that common people also rose in opposition.

Between 1590 and 1640, peasant and lower-class revolts
erupted in central and southern France, Austria, and Hungary.
In the decades of the 1640s and 1650s, even greater unrest
occurred. Portugal and Catalonia rebelled against the Spanish
government in 1640. The common people in Naples and Sicily
revolted against both the government and the landed nobil-
ity in 1647, Russia, too, was rocked by urban uprisings in 1641,
1645, and 1648. Nobles rebelled in France from 1648 to 1652 in an
effort to halt the growth of royal power. The northern states of
Sweden, Denmark, and the United Provinces were not immune
from upheavals involving clergy. nobles, and mercantile groups.
The most famous and widest-ranging struggle, however, was
the civil war and rebellion in England, commonly known as the
English Revolution (see “15-4¢ England and the Emergence of
Constitutional Monarchy,” later in this chapter).

The Practice of Absolutism:
Western Europe

Focus quesTion: What was absolutism in
theory, and how did its actual practice in France and
Spain reflect or differ from the theory?

Absolute monarchy or absolutism meant that the sovereign
power or ultimate authority in the state rested in the hands
of a king who claimed to rule by divine right. But what did
sovereignty mean? The late-sixteenth-century political theorist
Jean Bodin (ZHAHN boh-DAN) believed that sovereign power
consisted of the authority to make laws, tax, administer jus-
tice, control the state’s administrative system, and determine
foreign policy. These powers made a ruler sovereign.

One of the chief theorists of divine-right monarchy in
the seventeenth century was the French theologian and court
preacher Bishop Jacques Bossuet (ZHAHK baw-SWAY) (1627
704), who expressed his ideas in a book titled Politics Drawn
Sfrom the Very Words of Holy Scripture. Bossuet argued first that
government was divinely ordained so that humans could live in
an organized society. God established kings and through them
reigned over all the peoples of the world. Since kings received
their power from God, their authority was absolute. They were
responsible to no one (including parliaments) except God.
For Bossuet, though, his last point was especially important,
Because God would hold a king accountable for his actions,
Bossuet believed that kings faced serious responsibilities as
well as real limits on their power. There was also a large gulf
between the theory of absolutism as expressed by Bossuet and
the practice of absolutism. A monarch’s absolute power was
often limited greatly by practical realities.

15-2a Absolute Monarchy in France

France during the reign of Louis XIV (r. 1643-1715) has tradition-
ally been regarded as the b(,m of the practice of absolute
monarchy in the seventeenth century. French culture, language,
and manners influenced all levels of European society. French

diplomacy and wars shaped the political affairs of western and
central Europe. The court of Louis XIV seemed to be imitated
everywhere in Europe. Of course, the stability of Louis’s reign
was magnified by the instability that had preceded it.

Foundations of French Absolutism: Cardinal Richelieu In
the half century before Louis XIV came to power, royal and
ministerial governments struggled to avoid the breakdown
of the French state. The line between order and anarchy was
often a narrow one. The situation was complicated by the fact
that both Louis XIII (r. 1610-1643) and Louis XIV were only
boys when they succeeded to the throne in 1610 and 1643,
respectively, leaving the government dependent on royal min-
isters. Two especially competent ministers played crucial roles
in maintaining monarchical authority.

Cardinal Richelieu, Louis XIII's chief minister from 1624 to
1642, initiated policies that eventually strengthened the power
of the monarchy (see Image 15.3). By eliminating the political
and military rights of the Huguenots while preserving their

IMAGE 15.3 Cardinal Richelieu. A key figure in the emergence of
a strong monarchy in France was Cardinal Richelieu, pictured here in

a portrait by Philippe de Champaigne. Chief minister to Louis X111,
Richelieu strengthened royal authority by eliminating the private armies
and fortified cities of the Huguenots and by crushing aristocratic
conspiraces.

What could you learn about the character of Richelieu from
this portrait?
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religious privileges, Richelieu transformed the Huguenots into
more reliable subjects. Richelieu acted more cautiously in “hum-
bling the pride of the great men.” the important French nobil-
ity. He understood the influential role played by the nobles in
the French state. The dangerous ones were those who asserted
their territorial independence when they were excluded from
participating in the central government. Proceeding slowly but
determinedly, Richelieu developed an efficient network of spies
to uncover noble plots and then crushed the conspiracies and
executed the conspirators, thereby eliminating a major threat
to royal authority.

To reform and strengthen the central administration,
initially for financial reasons, Richelieu sent out royal officials
called intendants (anh-tahnh-DAHNHZ or in-TEN-dunts) to the
provinces to execute the orders of the central government. As
the functions of the intendants grew, they came into conflict
with provincial governors. Since the intendants were victorious
in most of these disputes, they further strengthened the power
of the crown. Richelieu proved less capable in financial mat-
ters, however. Not only was the basic system of state finances
corrupt, but so many people benefited from the system’s
inefficiency and injustice that the government faced strong
resistance when it tried to institute reforms. The taille (TY)
(an annual direct tax usually levied on land or property) was
increased—in 1643 it was two and a half times what it had been
in 1610. Richelieu's foreign policy goal of confronting the grow-
ing power of the Habsburgs in the Thirty Years" War, however,
led to ever-increasing expenditures, which soon outstripped the
additional revenues. French debt continued its upward spiral
under Richelieu.

Cardinal Mazarin Richelieu died in 1642, followed five
months later by King Louis XIII, who was succeeded by his
son Louis XIV, then but four years old. This necessitated a
regency under Anne of Austria, the mother of Louis XIV. But
she allowed Cardinal Mazarin (maz-uh-RANH), Richelieu’s
trained successor, to dominate the government. An Italian
who had come to France as a papal legate and then become
naturalized, Mazarin attempted to carry on Richelieu’s poli-
cies until his death in 1661.

The most important event during Mazarin's rule was a revolt
of the nobles known as the Fronde (FROHND). As a foreigner,
Mazarin was greatly disliked by all elements of the French
population. The nobles, who particularly resented the central-
ized administrative power being built up at the expense of the
provincial nobility, temporarily allied with the members of the
Parlement (par-luh-MAHNH) of Paris, who opposed the new
taxes levied by the government to pay the costs of the Thirty
Years” War (Mazarin continued Richelieu’s anti-Habsburg pol-
icy), and with the people of Paris, who were also angry at the
additional taxes. The Parlement of Paris was the most impor-
tant court in France, with jurisdiction over half of the kingdom,
and its members formed the nobles of the robe, the service
nobility of lawyers and administrators. These nobles of the
robe led the first Fronde (1648-1649), which broke out in Paris
and was ended by compromise. The second Fronde, begun in
1650, was led by the nobles of the sword, who were descended

from the medieval nobility. They were interested in overthrow-
ing Mazarin for their own purposes: to secure their positions
and increase their own power. The second Fronde was crushed
by 1652, a task made easier when the nobles began fighting each
other instead of Mazarin. With the end of the Fronde, the vast
majority of the French concluded that the best hope for stabil-
ity in France lay in the crown. When Mazarin died in 1661, the
greatest of the seventeenth-century monarchs, Louis X1V, took
Over supreme power.

15-2b The Reign of Louis XIV (1643-1715)

The day after Cardinal Mazarin's death, Louis XIV, age twenty-
three, expressed his determination to be a real king and the sole
ruler of France:

Up to this moment | have been pleased to entrust the
government of my alffairs to the late Cardinal. It is now time
that | govern them mysell. You [secretaries and ministers

of state] will assist me with your counsels when 1 ask for
them. | request and order you 1o seal no orders except by my
command. . . . | order you not to sign anything, not even a
passport .. . without my command; to render account to me
personally each day and 1o favor no one.”

His mother, who was well aware of Louis's proclivity for fun
and games and getting into the beds of the maids in the royal
palace, laughed aloud at these words. But Louis was quite
serious,

Louis proved willing to pay the price of being a strong ruler.
He established a conscientious routine from which he seldom
deviated. Louis met with his different ministers for two or three
hours each morning and afternoon. In addition, he also worked
alone, dealing with numerous issues as they arose. He wrote,
“I have always considered the satisfaction that is to be found in
doing one’s duty as the sweetest pleasure in the world.™ Eager
for glory (in the French sense of achieving what was expected
of one in an important position), Louis created a grand and
majestic spectacle at the court of Versailles (vayr-SY). Conse-
quently, Louis and his court came to set the standard for monar-
chies and aristocracies all over Europe. Just a few decades after
the king's death, the great French writer Voltaire dubbed the
period from 1661 to 1715 the “Age of Louis XIV," and historians
have tended to call it that ever since.

Although Louis may have believed in the theory of absolute
monarchy and consciously fostered the myth of himself as the
Sun King, the source of light for all of his people and an image, as
Louis said, that should “represent the duties of a prince and inspire
me always to fulfill them” (see Global Perspectives, “Sun Kings,
West and East,” p. 455), historians are quick to point out that the
realities fell far short of the aspirations. Despite the centralizing
efforts of Cardinals Richelieu and Mazarin, seventeenth-century
France still possessed a bewildering system of overlapping
authorities. Provinces had their own regional courts, their own
local Estates (parliaments), their own sets of laws. Members of
the high nobility, with their huge estates and clients among the
lesser nobility, still exercised much authority. Both towns and
provinces possessed privileges and powers seemingly from time
immemorial that they would not easily relinquish.
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Sun Kings, West and East

Although these two rulers practiced very different
religions, why did they justify their powers in such a
similar fashion?

AT THE END OF THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY,
two powerful rulers held sway in kingdoms that dominated the
affairs of the regions around them. Both rulers saw themselves as
favored by divine authority—Louis XIV of France as a divine-right
monarch (Image 15.4a) and Kangxi (GANG-zhee) of China (Image
15.4b) as possessing the mandate of Heaven. Thus, both rulers

IMAGE 15.4a

Administration of the Government One of the keys to
Louis’s power was that he was able to restructure the central
policy-making machinery of government because it was part of
his own court and household. The royal court located outside
the city of Paris at Versailles was an elaborate structure that

saw themselves not as divine beings but as divinely ordained
beings whose job was to govern organized societies. Louis, who
ruled France from 1643 to 1715, is seen in a portrait by Hyacinthe
Rigaud (ee-ah-SANT ree-GOH) that captures the king's sense of
royal dignity and grandeur. One person at court said of the king:
“Louis XIV's vanity was without limit or restraint.” Kangxi, who
ruled China from 1661 to 1722, is seen in a portrait that shows
him seated in majesty on his imperial throne. A dedicated ruler,
Kangxi once wrote, “One act of negligence may cause sorrow all
through the country, and one moment of negligence may result
in trouble for hundreds and thousands of generations.”

IMAGE 15.4b

served different purposes: it was the personal household of the
king, the location of central governmental machinery, and the
place where powerful subjects came to find favors and offices
for themselves and their clients as well as the main arena where
rival aristocratic factions jostled for power (see Image 15,5).
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IMAGE 15.5 The Palace of Versailles. Louis XIV spent untold sums of money on the construction of
a new palace at Versailles. As is evident from this exterior view, the palace was enormous—more than a

quarter of a mile long. In addition to being the royal residence, it also housed the members of the king's

government and served as home for thousands of French nobles. As the largest royal residence in Europe,

Versailles impressed foreigners and became a source of envy for other rulers.

@ How did the palace of Versailles support Louis’s view of himself?

The greatest danger to Louis’s personal rule came from the
very high nobles and princes of the blood (the royal princes),
who considered it their natural function to assert the policy-
making role of royal ministers. Louis eliminated this threat by
removing them from the royal council, the chief administrative
body of the king and overseer of the central machinery of gov-
ernment, and enticing them to his court, where he could keep
them preoccupied with court life and out of politics. Instead of
using the high nobility and royal princes, Louis relied on other
nobles for his ministers. His ministers were expected to be
subservient; Louis said that he had no intention of “sharing my
authority with them."”

Louis's domination of his ministers and secretaries gave him
control of the central policy-making machinery of government
and thus authority over the traditional areas of monarchical
power: the formulation of foreign policy. the making of war
and peace, the assertion of the secular power of the crown
against any religious authority, and the ability to levy taxes to
fulfill these functions. Louis had considerably less success with
the internal administration of the kingdom, however. The tra-
ditional groups and institutions of French society—the nobles,
officials, town councils, guilds, and representative Estates in
some provinces—were simply too powerful for the king to
have direct control over the lives of his subjects. Consequently,

control of the provinces and the people was achieved largely by
bribing the individuals responsible for executing the king's poli-
cies. Nevertheless, local officials could still obstruct the execu-
tion of policies they disliked, indicating clearly that a so-called
absolute monarch was not always absolute. A recent study of
Louis’s relationship with the parlements, however, asserts that
he was able to exercise both political and economic control over
these provincial law courts, which were responsible for register-
ing new laws sent to them by the king.

Religious Policy The maintenance of religious harmony had
long been considered an area of monarchical power. The
desire to keep it brought Louis into conflict with the French
Huguenots. Louis XIV did not want to allow Protestants to
practice their faith in largely Catholic France. Perhaps he
was motivated by religion, but it is more likely that Louis,
who believed in the motto “One king, one law, one faith,”
felt that the existence of this minority undermined his own
political authority. In October 1685, Louis issued the Edict of
Fontainebleau (fawnh-ten-BLOH). In addition to revoking the
Edict of Nantes, the new edict provided for the destruction
of Huguenot churches and the closing of Protestant schools.
It is estimated that 200,000 Huguenots defied the prohibition
against their leaving France and sought asylum in England, the
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United Provinces, and the German states. Although it was once
believed that this exodus weakened the French economy, others
maintain that an influx of English and Irish political and reli-
gious refugees into France offset the loss. Support for the expul-
sion of the Protestants came from Catholic lay-people, who
rejected Protestant legal rights, banned them from government
meetings, and destroyed Protestant churches in an effort to
regain Catholic control of heavily populated Protestant regions.

Financial Issues The cost of building Versailles and other
palaces, maintaining his court, and pursuing his wars made
finances a crucial issue for Louis XIV. He was most fortunate
in having the services of Jean-Baptiste Colbert (ZHAHNH-
bah-TEEST kohl-BAYR) (1619-1683) as controller general of
finances. Colbert sought to increase the wealth and power
of France through general adherence to mercantilism, which
stressed government regulation of economic activities to
benefit the state. To decrease the need for imports and
increase exports, Colbert founded new luxury industries,
such as the royal tapestry works at Beauvais; invited Venetian
glass-makers and Flemish clothmakers to France; drew up
instructions regulating the quality of goods produced; over-
saw the training of workers; and granted special privileges,
including tax exemptions, loans, and subsidies. to individuals
who established new industries. To improve communications
and the transportation of goods internally, he built roads and
canals. To decrease imports directly, Colbert raised tariffs on
foreign manufactured goods and created a merchant marine
to carry French goods.

Although Colbert’s policies are given much credit for fos-
tering the development of manufacturing in France, some
historians are dubious about the usefulness of many of his
mercantilistic policies and question whether Colbert stuck to
rigid mercantilistic convictions. Regulations were often evaded,
and the imposition of high tariffs brought foreign retaliation.
French trading companies entered the scene too late to be
really competitive with the English and the Dutch. And above
all, Colbert’s economic policies, which were geared to mak-
ing his king more powerful, were ultimately self-defeating.
The more revenue Colbert collected to enable the king to
make war, the faster Louis depleted the treasury. At the same
time, the burden of taxes fell increasingly on the peasants,
who still constituted the overwhelming majority of the French
population. Nevertheless, some historians argue that although
Louis bankrupted the treasury in order to pay for his wars, the
economic practices implemented under Colbert, including
investment in the shipping and textile industries and improve-
ments in transportation facilities, allowed for greater economic
growth in the eighteenth century.

Daily Life at the Court of Versailles The court of Louis
XIV at Versailles set a standard that was soon followed by other
European rulers. In 1660, Louis decided to convert a hunting
lodge at Versailles, not far from the capital city of Paris, into a
chateau. Not until 1688, after untold sums of money had been
spent and tens of thousands of workers had labored inces-
santly, was construction completed on the enormous palace.

Versailles served many purposes. It was the residence of the
king, a reception hall for state affairs, an office building for the
members of the king's government, and the home of thou-
sands of royal officials and aristocratic courtiers. Versailles also
served a practical political purpose. It became home to the high
nobility and princes of the blood. By keeping them involved
in the myriad activities that made up daily life at the court of
Versailles, Louis excluded them from real power while allowing
them to share in the mystique of power as companions of the
king. Versailles became a symbol for the French absolutist state
and the power of the Sun King, Louis XIV. As a visible manifes-
tation of France's superiority and wealth, this lavish court was
intended to overawe subjects and impress foreign powers (see
Image 15.6).

Life at Versailles became a court ceremony with Louis XIV
at the center of it all. The king had little privacy; only when
he visited his wife or mother or mistress or met with minis-
ters was he free of the noble courtiers who swarmed about
the palace. Most daily ceremonies were carefully staged, such
as those attending Louis’s rising from bed, dining, praying,
attending Mass, and going to bed. A mob of nobles aspired to
assist the king in carrying out these solemn activities. It was
considered a great honor for a noble to be chosen to hand
the king his shirt while dressing (see Historical Voices, “The
King's Day Begins,” p. 459). But why did nobles participate
in so many ceremonies, some of which were so obviously
demeaning? Active involvement in the activities at Versailles
was the king's prerequisite for obtaining the offices, titles, and
pensions that only he could grant. This policy reduced great
nobles and ecclesiastics, the “people of quality,” to a plane
of equality, allowing Louis to exercise control over them and
prevent them from interfering in the real lines of power. To
maintain their social prestige. the “people of quality” were
expected to adhere to rigid standards of court etiguette appro-
priate to their rank.

Indeed, court etiquette became a complex matter. Nobles
and royal princes were arranged in an elaborate order of senior-
ity and expected to follow certain rules of precedence. Who
could sit down and on what kind of chair was a subject of
much debate. When Philip of Orléans, the king's brother, and
his wife Charlotte sought to visit their daughter. the duchess
of Lorraine, they encountered problems with Louis. Charlotte
explained why in one of her letters:

The difficulty is that the Duke of Lorraine claims that he is
entitled to sit in an armchair in the presence of Philip and
mysell because the Emperor gives him an armchair. To this
the King [Louis| replied that the Emperor's ceremonial is

one thing and the King's another, and that, for example, the
Emperor gives the cardinals armchairs, whereas here they may
never sit at all in the King's presence.”

Louis refused to compromise; the duke of Lorraine was only
entitled to a stool. The duke balked, and Philip and Charlotte
canceled their visit.

Daily life at Versailles also included numerous forms of
entertainment. Walks through the gardens, boating trips, per-
formances of tragedies and comedies, ballets, and concerts
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IMAGE 15.6 Interior of Versailles: The Hall of Mirrors. Pictured here is the exquisite Hall of Mirrors
at Versailles. Located on the second floor, the hall overlooks the park below. Three hundred and fifty-seven

mirrors were placed on the wall opposite the windows to create an illusion of even greater width. Careful

planning went into every detail of the interior decoration. Even the doorknobs were specially designed 1o

reflect the magnificence of Versailles. This photo shows the Hall of Mirrors after the restoration work that

was completed in June 2007, a project that took three years, cost 12 million euros (more than $16 million),

and included the restoration of the Bohemian crystal chandeliers,

all provided sources of pleasure. Three evenings a week,
from seven to ten, Louis also held an appartement (uh-par-tuh-
MAHNH) where he was “at home” to his court. The apparte-
ment was characterized by a formal informality. Relaxed rules
of etiquette even allowed people to sit down in the presence
of their superiors. The evening’s entertainment began with a
concert, followed by games of billiards or cards, and ended with
a sumptuous buffet.

The Wars of Louis XIV Both the increase in royal power that
Louis pursued and his desire for military glory led the king
to wage war. Under the secretary of war, Frangois-Michel Le
Tellier (frahnh-SWAH-mee-SHEL luh tel-YAY), the marquis of
Louvois (loo-VWAH), France developed a professional army
numbering 100,000 men in peacetime and 400,000 in time
of war. Louis made war an almost incessant activity of his
reign. To achieve the prestige and military glory befitting the
Sun King as well as to ensure the domination of his Bourbon
dynasty over European affairs, Louis waged four wars between
1667 and 1713 (see Map 15.2).

In 1667, Louis began his first war by invading the Spanish
Netherlands to his north and Franche-Comté to the east. But
the Triple Alliance of the Dutch, English, and Swedes forced
Louis to sue for peace in 1668 and accept a few towns in the
Spanish Netherlands for his efforts. He never forgave the Dutch
for arranging the Triple Alliance, and in 1672, after isolating the
Dutch, France invaded the United Provinces with some initial
success. Louis did not believe that he had to justify his action for
posterity. He said, “Ambition and glory are always pardonable in
a prince, and particularly in a prince so young and so well treated
by fortune as | was.”” But the French victories led Brandenburg,
Spain, and the Holy Roman Empire to form a new coalition that
forced Louis to end the Dutch War by making peace at Nijmegen
(NIM-vay-gun) in 1678. While Dutch territory remained intact,
France received Franche-Comté from Spain, which served merely
to stimulate Louis’s appetite for even more land.

This time, Louis moved eastward against the Holy Roman
Empire, which he perceived from his previous war as feeble and
unable to resist. The gradual annexation of the provinces of
Alsace and Lorraine was followed by the occupation of the city
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The King's Day Begins

What were the message and purpose of the royal
waking and dressing ceremony for both the nobles
and the king? Do you think this account might be
biased? Why?

THE DUC DE SAINT-SIMON (1675-1755) was
one of many noble courtiers who lived at Versailles and had
firsthand experience of court life there. In his Memoirs, he left
a controversial and critical account of Louis XIV and his court.
In this selection, Saint-Simon describes the scene in Louis's
bedroom at the beginning of the day.

Duc de Saint-Simon, Memoirs

At eight o'clock the chief valet of the room on duty, who alone
had slept in the royal chamber, and who had dressed himself,
awoke the King. The chief physician, the chief surgeon, and
the nurse (as long as she lived) entered at the same time. The
latter kissed the King; the others rubbed and often changed
his shirt, because he was in the habit of sweating a great deal.
At the quarter, the grand chamberlain was called (or, in his
absence, the first gentleman of the chamber), and those who
had what was called the grandes entrées [grand entry]. The
chamberlain (or chief gentleman) drew back the curtains
which had been closed again, and presented the holy water

from the vase, at the head of the bed. These gentlemen stayed
but a moment, and that was the time to speak to the King,

if any one had anything to ask of him; in which case the rest
stood aside. When, contrary to custom, nobody had anything
to say, they were there but for a few moments. He who had
opened the curtains and presented the holy water, presented
also a prayer-book. Then all passed into the cabinet [a small
room] of the council. A very short religious service being over,
the King called, they reentered. The same officer gave him his
dressing-gown; immediately after, other privileged courtiers
entered, and then everybody, in time to find the King putting
on his shoes and stockings, for he did almost everything him-
self and with address and grace. Every other day we saw him
shave himself; and he had a little short wig in which he always
appeared, even in bed, and on medicine days. . ..

As soon as he was dressed, he prayed to God, at the side
of his bed, where all the clergy present knelt, the cardinals
without cushions, all the laity remaining standing; and the
captain of the guards came to the balustrade during the
prayer, after which the king passed into his cabinet.

He found there, or was followed by all who had the entrée,
a very numerous company, for it included everybody in any
office. He gave orders to each for the day; thus within a half
a quarter of an hour it was known what he meant to do; and
then all this crowd left directly.

Source: B. St. John, trans., The Memoirs of the Duke of Saint-Simon on the Reign of Louis XIV and the Regency, vol. 3, 8th ed. (London: George Allen, 1913), pp. 221-222,

of Strasbourg, a move that led to widespread protest and the
formation of a new coalition. The creation of this League of
Augsburg, consisting of Spain, the Holy Roman Empire, the
United Provinces, Sweden, and England, led to Louis’s third
war, the War of the League of Augsburg (1689-1697). This bit-
terly contested eight-year struggle brought economic depres-
sion and famine to France. The Treaty of Ryswick (RYZ-wik)
ending the war forced Louis to give up most of his conquests
in the empire, although he was allowed to keep Strasbourg and
part of Alsace. The gains were hardly worth the bloodshed and
the misery he had caused the French people.

Louis’s fourth war, the War of the Spanish Succession
(1702-1713), was over bigger stakes, the succession to the Spanish
throne. Charles 11, the sickly and childless Habsburg ruler, left
the throne of Spain in his will to a grandson of Louis XIV.
When the latter became King Philip V of Spain after Charles’s
death, the suspicion that Spain and France would eventually be
united in the same dynastic family caused the formation of a
new coalition, determined to prevent a Bourbon hegemony
that would mean the certain destruction of the European bal-
ance of power. This coalition of England, the United Provinces,
Habsburg Austria, and German states opposed France and Spain

in a war that dragged on in Europe and the colonial empires in
North America for eleven years. In a number of battles, includ-
ing the memorable defeat of the French forces at Blenheim
(BLEN-im)in 1704 by allied troops led by the English commander,
John Churchill, duke of Marlborough. the coalition wore down
Louis’s forces. An end to the war finally came with the Peace of
Utrecht in 1713 and of Rastatt in 1714. Although these peace trea-
ties confirmed Philip V as the Spanish ruler, initiating a Span-
ish Bourbon dynasty that would last into the twentieth century,
they also affirmed that the thrones of Spain and France were to
remain separated. The Spanish Netherlands, Milan, and Naples
were given to Austria, and the emerging state of Brandenburg-
Prussia gained additional territories. The real winner at Utrecht,
however, was England, which received Gibraltar as well as the
French possessions of Newfoundland, Hudson Bay Territory,
and Nova Scotia in America. Though France. by its sheer size
and position, remained a great power, England had emerged as
a formidable naval force.

Only two years after the treaty, the Sun King was dead, leav-
ing France in debt and surrounded by enemies. On his death-
bed, the seventy-six-year-old monarch seemed remorseful
when he told his successor;
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15-2c The Decline of Spain

At the beginning of the seventeenth cen-
tury, Spain possessed the most populous
empire in the world, controlling almost
all of South America and a number of
settlements in Asia and Africa. To most
Europeans, Spain still seemed the great-
est power of the age, but the reality was
quite different. The treasury was empty;
Philip Il went bankrupt in 1596 from
excessive expenditures on war, and his
successor, Philip 11, did the same in 1607
by spending a fortune on his court. The
armed forces were out-of-date, the gov-
ernment was inefficient, and the com-
mercial class was weak in the midst of
a suppressed peasantry, a luxury-loving
wim class of nobles, and an oversupply of
priests and monks. Spain continued
to play the role of a great power, but
appearances were deceiving,

During the reign of Philip [l
(r.1598-1621). many of Spain’s weaknesses
became apparent. Interested only in court
luxury or miracle-working relics, Philip 111
allowed his first minister, the greedy duke
of Lerma, to run the country. The aristo-
cratic Lerma’s primary interest was accu-
mulating power and wealth for himself
and his family. As important offices were
filled with his relatives, crucial problems
went unsolved.

HOLY

SWISS
CANTONS

MAP 15.2 The Wars of Louis XIV. The Sun King instigated several wars in his efforts to

expand the power of France and the Bourbon dynasty. A coalition of European states met
each military thrust, however, so Louis's gains were minimal despite the amount of blood

spilled and capital spent.

At the expense of what countries did Louis XIV make most of his territorial

acquisitions?

Soon you will be King of a great kingdom. I urge you

not to forget your duty to God; remember that you owe
everything to Him. Try to remain at peace with your
neighbors. I loved war too much. Do not follow me in that
or in overspending. Take advice in everything; try to find
the best course and follow it. Lighten your people’s burden
as soon as possible, and do what | have had the misfortune
not to do myself.”

Did Louis mean it? Did Louis ever realize how tarnished the
glory he had sought had become? Ten years before the end of
his reign one of his subjects wrote: “Even the people . . . who
have so much loved you, and have placed such trust in you,
begin to lose their love, their trust, and even their respect. . . .
They believe you have no pity for their sorrows, that you are
devoted only to your power and your glory.™ In any event,
the advice to his successor was probably not remembered; his
great-grandson was only five years old.

The Reign of Philip IV The reign
of Philip IV (r. 1621-1665) seemed to
offer hope for a revival of Spain’s ener-
gies, especially in the capable hands of
his chief minister, Gaspar de Guzman
(gahs-PAR day goos-MAHN), the count
of Olivares (oh-lee-BAH-rayss). This clever, hardworking,
and power-hungry statesman dominated the king’s every
move and worked to revive the interests of the monarchy.
A flurry of domestic reform decrees, aimed at curtailing the
power of the Catholic Church and the landed aristocracy,
was soon followed by a political reform program whose pur-
pose was to further centralize the government of all Spain
and its possessions in monarchical hands. All of these efforts
met with little real success, however, because both the num-
ber (estimated at one-fifth of the population) and the power
of the Spanish aristocrats made them too strong to curtail in
any significant fashion.

At the same time, most of the efforts of Olivares and Philip
were undermined by their desire to pursue Spain's imperial
glory and by a series of internal revolts. Spain’s involvement
in the Thirty Years” War led to a series of frightfully expensive
military campaigns that incited internal revolts and years of
civil war. Unfortunately for Spain, the campaigns also failed
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France
Louis XIII 1610-1643
Cardinal Richelieu as chief minister 1624-1642
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Edict of Fontainebleau 1685
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Spain
Philip 11l 1598-1621
Philip IV 1621-1665

to produce victory. As Olivares wrote to King Philip IV, “God
wants us to make peace; for He is depriving us visibly and abso-
lutely of all the means of war.”" At the Battle of Rocroi in 1643,
much of the Spanish army was destroyed.

The defeats in Europe and the internal revolts of the 1640s
ended any illusions about Spain’s greatness. The actual extent
of Spain’s economic difficulties is still debated, but there is no
question about its foreign losses. The Peace of Westphalia for-
mally recognized Dutch independence in 1648, and the Peace of
the Pyrenees with France in 1659 meant the surrender of Artois
and the outlying defenses of the Spanish Netherlands as well as
certain border regions that went to France.

- Brandenburg (1415)
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15-2 Absolutism in Central,
Eastern, and Northern Europe

Focus quesTions: What developments enabled
Brandenburg-Prussia, Austria, and Russia to emerge
as major powers in the seventeenth century? What
were the major developments in the Northern
states and Ottoman Empire? What were the limits
of absolutism?

During the seventeenth century, a development of great impor-
tance for the modern Western world took place in central and
eastern Europe, as three new powers made their appearance:
Prussia, Austria, and Russia.

15-3a The German States

The Peace of Westphalia, which officially ended the Thirty
Years” War in 1648, left each of the states in the Holy Roman
Empire virtually autonomous and sovereign, Properly speak-
ing, there was no longer a German state but rather more than
three hundred little Germanies. Of these, two emerged as great
European powers in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.

The Rise of Brandenburg-Prussia The evolution of Branden-
burg into a powerful state was largely the work of the Hohen-
zollern (hoh-en-TSULL-urn) dynasty, which in 1415 had come
to rule the insignificant principality in northeastern Germany.
In 1609, the Hohenzollerns inherited some lands in the Rhine
valley in western Germany; nine years later, they received the
duchy of Prussia (East Prussia). By the seventeenth century,
then, the dominions of the house of Hohenzollern, now called
Brandenburg-Prussia, consisted of three disconnected masses
in western, central, and eastern Germany; only the person of
the Hohenzollern ruler connected them (see Map 15.3).

MAP 15.3 The Growth of Brandenburg-Prussia.
Frederick William the Great Elector laid the
foundation for a powerful state when he increased
the size and efficiency of the army, raised taxes and
created an efficient bureaucracy to collect them, and
gained the support of the landed aristocracy. Later
rulers added more territory.

Why were the acquisitions of Pomerania and
West Prussia important for Brandenburg-
Prussia’s continued rise to power?
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Frederick William the Great Elector (r. 1640-1688), who came
to power in the midst of the Thirty Years’ War, laid the founda-
tion for the Prussian state. Realizing that Brandenburg-Prussia
was a small, open territory with no natural frontiers for defense,
Frederick William built a competent and efficient standing army.
By 1678, he possessed a force of 40,000 men that absorbed more
than 50 percent of the state’s revenues. To sustain the army and
his own power, Frederick William established the General War
Commissariat to levy taxes for the army and oversee its growth
and training. The Commissariat soon evolved into an agency
for civil government as well. Directly responsible to the elec-
tor, the new bureaucratic machine became his chief instrument
for governing the state. Many of its officials were members of
the Prussian landed aristocracy, the Junkers (YOONG-kers), who
also served as officers in the all-important army.

The nobles” support for Frederick William's policies
derived from the tacit agreement that he made with them. In
order to eliminate the power that the members of the nobility
could exercise in their provincial Estates-General, Frederick
William made a deal with the nobles. In return for a free hand
in running the government (in other words, for depriving the
provincial Estates of their power), he gave the nobles almost
unlimited power over their peasants, exempted the nobles
from taxation, and awarded them the highest ranks in the
army and the Commissariat with the understanding that they
would not challenge his political control. As for the peasants,
the nobles were allowed to appropriate their land and bind
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them to the soil as serfs. Serfdom was not new to Branden-
burg-Prussia, but Frederick William reinforced it through his
concessions to the nobles.

To build Brandenburg-Prussia’s economy, Frederick William
followed the fashionable mercantilist policies, constructing
roads and canals and using high tariffs, subsidies, and monopo-
lies for manufacturers to stimulate domestic industry. At the
same time, however, he continued to favor the interests of the
nobility at the expense of the commercial and industrial middle
classes in the towns,

Frederick William laid the groundwork for the Prussian state.
His son Frederick 111 (r. 1688-1713) made one further significant
contribution: in return for aiding the Holy Roman Emperor,
he was officially granted the title of king-in-Prussia. Thus was
Elector Frederick I1I transformed into King Frederick I, ruler of
an important new player on the European stage.

The Emergence of Austria The Austrian Habsburgs had
long played a significant role in European politics as Holy
Roman Emperors, but by the end of the Thirty Years” War, the
Habsburg hopes of creating an empire in Germany had been
dashed. In the seventeenth century, the house of Austria made
an important transition; the German empire was lost, but a
new empire was created in eastern and southeastern Europe.
The nucleus of the new Austrian Empire remained the
traditional Austrian hereditary possessions: Lower and Upper
Austria, Carinthia, Carniola, Styria, and Tyrol (see Map 15.4).
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MAP 15.4 The Growth of the Austrian Empire. The Habsburgs had hoped to establish a
German empire, but the results of the Thirty Years' War crushed that dream. So Austria expanded
to the east and the south, primarily at the expense of the Ottornan Empire, and also gained the

Spanish Netherlands and former Spanish territories in Italy.

@ In which areas did the Austrian Empire have access to the Mediterranean Sea, and why

would that potentially be important?
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To these had been added the kingdom of Bohemia and parts of
northwestern Hungary in the sixteenth century.

In the seventeenth century, Leopold 1 (r. 1658-1705)
encouraged the eastward movement of the Austrian Empire,
but he was sorely challenged by the revival of Ottoman
power. Having moved into Transylvania, the Ottomans even-
tually pushed westward and laid siege to Vienna in 1683. A
European army. led by the Austrians, counterattacked and
decisively defeated the Ottomans in 1687. By the Treaty of
Karlowitz (KARL-oh-vits) in 1699, Austria took control of
Hungary, Transylvania, Croatia, and Slovenia, thus estab-
lishing an Austrian Empire in southeastern Europe. At the
end of the War of the Spanish Succession, Austria gained the
Spanish Netherlands and received formal recognition of its
occupation of the Spanish possessions in Italy, namely, Milan,
Mantua, Sardinia, and Naples. By the beginning of the eigh-
teenth century, the house of Austria had acquired an empire
of considerable size.

The Austrian monarchy, however, never became a highly
centralized, absolutist state, primarily because it included
so many different national groups. The Austrian Empire
remained a collection of territories held together by a per-
sonal union. The Habsburg emperor was archduke of Austria,
king of Bohemia, and king of Hungary. Each of these territo-
ries had its own laws. Estates-General, and political life. The
landed aristocrats throughout the empire were connected
by a common bond of service to the house of Habsburg, as
military officers or government bureaucrats, but no other
common sentiment tied the regions together. Nevertheless.
by the beginning of the eighteenth century, Austria was a
populous empire in central Europe of great potential mili-
tary strength.

15-3b Italy: From Spanish to Austrian Rule

By 1530, Emperor Charles V had managed to defeat the French
armies in Italy and become the arbiter of Italy (see Chapter 13).
Initially, he was content to establish close ties with many native
Italian rulers and allowed them to rule, provided that they rec-
ognized his dominant role. But in 1540, he gave the duchy of
Milan to his son Philip I1 and transferred all imperial rights over
Italy to the Spanish monarchy.

From the beginning of Philip II's reign in 1556 until 1713,
the Spanish presence was felt everywhere in Italy. Only
Florence, the Papal States, and Venice managed to maintain
relatively independent policies. At the same time, the influ-
ence of the papacy became oppressive in Italy as the machin-
ery of the Catholic Counter-Reformation—the Inquisition,
the Index, and the Jesuits—was used to stifle all resistance to
the Catholic orthodoxy created by the Council of Trent (see
Chapter 13).

At the beginning of the eighteenth century, Italy suffered
further from the struggles between France and Spain. But
it was Austria, not France, that benefited the most from the
War of the Spanish Succession. By gaining Milan, Mantua,
Sardinia, and Naples, Austria supplanted Spain as the domi-
nant power in Italy.

15-3¢c Russia: From Fledgling Principality
to Major Power

A new Russian state had emerged in the fifteenth century under
the leadership of the principality of Moscow and its grand dukes
(see Chapter 12). In the sixteenth century, Ivan IV the Terrible
(r. 1533-1584), who was the first ruler to take the title of tsar
(“Caesar”), expanded the territories of Russia eastward after
finding westward expansion blocked by the powerful Swedish
and Polish states. Ivan also extended the autocracy of the tsar
by crushing the power of the Russian nobility, known as the
boyars (boh-YARS). Ivan's dynasty came to an end in 1598 and
was followed by a resurgence of aristocratic power in a period
of anarchy known as the Time of Troubles. It did not end until
the Zemsky Sobor (ZEM-skee suh-BOR), or national assembly,
chose Michael Romanov (ROH-muh-nahf) (r. 1613-1645) as the
new tsar, beginning a dynasty that lasted until 1917.

In the seventeenth century, Muscovite society was highly
stratified. At the top was the tsar, who claimed to be a divinely
ordained autocratic ruler. Russian society was dominated by
an upper class of landed aristocrats who, in the course of the
seventeenth century, managed to bind their peasants to the
land. An abundance of land and a shortage of peasants made
serfdom desirable to the landowners. Townspeople were also
controlled. Many merchants were not allowed to move from
their cities without government permission or to sell their busi-
nesses to anyone outside their class. In the seventeenth century,
merchant and peasant revolts as well as a schism in the Russian
Orthodox Church created very unsettled conditions. In the
midst of these political and religious upheavals, seventeenth-
century Moscow was experiencing more frequent contacts with
the West, and Western ideas were beginning to penetrate a few
Russian circles. Nevertheless, Russia remained largely outside
the framework of the West: the Renaissance, the Reformation,
and the geographic discoveries of the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries made little impact on Russia. At the end of the seven-
teenth century, Peter the Great (r. 1689-1725) noticeably accel-
erated the westernizing process,

The Reign of Peter the Great (1689-1725) Peter the
Great was an unusual character. A strong man, towering
6 feet 9 inches tall, Peter was coarse in his tastes and rude in
his behavior. He enjoyed a low kind of humor—belching con-
tests, crude jokes, comical funerals—and vicious punishments,
including floggings, impalings, roastings, and beard burnings
(see Historical Voices, "Peter the Great Deals with a Rebel-
lion.” p. 464). Peter gained a firsthand view of the West when
he made a trip there in 1697-1698 and returned to Russia with
a firm determination to westernize—that is, Europeanize—his
realm (see Image 15.7). He admired European technology and
gadgets and desired to transplant these to Russia. Only this
kind of modernization could give him the army and navy he
needed to make Russia a great power.

As could be expected, one of Peter’s first priorities was the
reorganization of the army and the creation of a navy. Employ-
ing both Russians and Europeans as officers, he conscripted
peasants for twenty-five-year stints of service to build a standing
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HISTORICAL VOICES

Peter the Great Deals with a Rebellion

How did Peter the Great deal with the revolt of the
Streltsy? What does his approach to this problem tell
us about the tsar?

DURING HIS FIRST VISIT TO THE WEST in
1697-1698, Peter received word that the Streltsy, an elite
military unit stationed in Moscow, had revolted against his
authority. Peter hurried home and crushed the revolt in a
very savage fashion. This selection is taken from an Austrian
account of how Peter dealt with the rebels.

Peter and the Streltsy

How sharp was the pain, how great the indignation, to which
the tsar’s Majesty was mightily moved, when he knew of the
rebellion of the Streltsy, betraying openly a mind panting for
vengeance! He was still tarrying at Vienna, quite full of the
desire of setting out for Italy; but, fervid as was his curiosity
of rambling abroad, it was, nevertheless, speedily extinguished
on the announcement of the troubles that had broken out in
the bowels of his realm. Going immediately to Lefort . . . he
thus indignantly broke out: “Tell me, Francis, how I can reach
Moscow by the shortest way, in a brief space, so that I may
wreak vengeance on this great perfidy of my people, with
punishments worthy of their abominable crime. Not one of
them shall escape with impunity. Around my royal city, which,
with their impious efforts, they planned to destroy, I will have

gibbets and gallows set upon the walls and ramparts, and each
and every one of them will I put to a direful death.” Nor did
he long delay the plan for his justly excited wrath; he took the
quick post. as his ambassador suggested, and in four weeks’
time he had got over about 300 miles without accident, and
arrived the 4th of September, 1698—a monarch for the well
disposed, but an avenger for the wicked.

His first anxiety after his arrival was about the rebellion— in
what it consisted, what the insurgents meant, who dared to
instigate such a crime. And as nobody could answer accurately
upon all points, and some pleaded their own ignorance, others
the obstinacy of the Streltsy, he began to have suspicions of
everybody's loyalty. . . . No day, holy or profane, were the
inquisitors idle; every day was deemed fit and lawful for
torturing. There was as many scourges as there were accused,
and every inquisitor was a butcher. . . . The whole month of
October was spent in lacerating the backs of culprits with the
knout and with flames; no day were those that were left alive
exempt from scourging or scorching; or else they were broken
upon the wheel, or driven to the gibbet, or slain with the ax. . ..

To prove to all people how holy and inviolable are those
walls of the city which the Streltsy rashly meditated scaling in
a sudden assault, beams were run out from all the embrasures
in the walls near the gates, in each of which two rebels were
hanged. This day beheld about two hundred and fifty die that
death. There are few cities fortified with as many palisades as
Moscow has given gibbets to her guardian Streltsy.

Source: |. H. Robinson, Readings in Ewropean History. vol, 2 (Boston: Ginn & Co., 1906).

army of 210,000 men. Peter has also been given credit for form-
ing the first Russian navy.

Peter also reorganized the central government, partly along
Western lines. In 1711, he created the Senate to supervise the
administrative machinery of the state while he was away on
military campaigns. In time, the Senate became something like
a ruling council, but its ineffectiveness caused Peter to borrow
the Western institution of “colleges,” or boards of administra-
tors entrusted with specific functions, such as foreign affairs,
war, and justice. To impose the rule of the central government
more effectively throughout the land, Peter divided Russia into
eight provinces, and later, in 1719, into fifty. Although he hoped
to create a “police state,” by which he meant a well-ordered
community governed in accordance with law, few of his bureau-
crats shared his concept of honest service and duty to the state.
Peter hoped for a sense of civic duty, but his own forceful per-
sonality created an atmosphere of fear that prevented it. He
wrote to one administrator, "According to these orders act, act,
act. | won't write more, but you will pay with your head if you
interpret orders again.”"

To further his administrative aims, Peter demanded that all
members of the landholding class serve in either military or
civil offices. Moreover, in 1722, Peter instituted the Table of
Ranks to create opportunities for nonnobles to serve the state
and join the nobility. He had all civil offices ranked according
to fourteen levels and created a parallel list of fourteen grades
for all military offices. Every official was then required to begin
at level one and work his way up the ranks. When a nonnoble
reached the eighth rank, he acquired noble status. Peter’s suc-
cessors did not continue his attempt to create a new nobility
based on merit, however.

To obtain the enormous amount of money needed for an
army and navy that absorbed as much as four-fifths of the
state revenue, Peter adopted Western mercantilistic policies to
stimulate economic growth. He tried to increase exports and
develop new industries while exploiting domestic resources like
the iron mines in the Urals. But his military needs were endless,
and he came to rely on the old expedient of simply raising taxes,
imposing additional burdens on the hapless peasants, who were
becoming ever more oppressed in Peter’s Russia,
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IMAGE 15.7 Peter the Great. Peter the Great wished to westernize

Russia, especially in the realm of technical skills. His goal was the
creation of a strong army and navy and the acquisition of new
territory in order to make Russia a great power. Godfrey Kneller, a
German artist who studied with Rembrandt and worked in England
as a portrait artist, painted this portrait of Peter for King William 111
while the tsar was in England. Peter was on his "Grand Embassy” to
the more advanced countries of Western Europe and was especially
fascinated with the ship-building techniques of the English and Dutch;
Kneller portrayed ships on mancuver through a window to the nght
of the tsar.

Peter also sought to establish state control over the Russian
Orthodox Church. In 1721, he abolished the position of patri-
arch and created a body called the Holy Synod to make deci-
sions for the church. At its head stood a procurator, a layman
who represented the interests of the tsar and assured Peter of
effective domination of the church.

Shortly after his return from the West in 1698, Peter had
begun to introduce Western customs, practices, and manners
into Russia. He ordered the preparation of the first Russian
book of etiquette to teach Western manners. Among other
things, it pointed out that it was not polite to spit on the floor
or to scratch oneself at dinner. Because Europeans at that time
did not wear beards or traditional long-skirted coats, Russian
beards had to be shaved and coats shortened, a reform Peter
personally enforced at court by shaving off his nobles” beards

and cutting their coats at the knees with his own hands. Outside
the court, barbers and tailors planted at town gates enforced the
edicts by cutting the beards and cloaks of those who entered
or left. Many Russians, as a result, according to one observer,
regarded the tsar as a tyrant, “and there were many old Russians
who, after having their beards shaved off, saved them preciously,
in order to have them placed in their coffins, fearing that they
would not be allowed to enter heaven without their beards.”™

One group of Russians benefited greatly from Peter's cul
tural reforms—women. Having watched women mixing freely
with men in Western courts, Peter shattered the seclusion of
upper-class Russian women and demanded that they remove
the traditional veils that covered their faces. Peter also decreed
that social gatherings be held three times a week in the large
houses of Saint Petersburg where men and women could mix
for conversation, card games, and dancing, which Peter had
learned in the West. The tsar also now insisted that women
could marry of their own free will.

Russia as a Military Power The object of Peter's domestic
reforms was to make Russia into a great state and a military
power. His primary goal was to “open a window to the West,”
meaning a port easily accessible to Europe. This could only
be achieved on the Baltic, but at that time the Baltic coast was
controlled by Sweden. the most important power in northern
Europe. Desirous of these lands, Peter. with the support of
Poland and Denmark, attacked Sweden in the summer of 1700
believing that the young king of Sweden, Charles XII, could
easily be defeated. Charles, however, proved to be a brilliant
general. He smashed the Danes, flattened the Poles, and with
a well-disciplined force of only 8,000 men, routed the Russian
army of 40,000 at the Battle of Narva (1700). The Great North-
ern War (1701-1721) soon ensued.

But Peter fought back. He reorganized his army along west
ern lines and at the Baule of Poltava (pul-TAH-vuh) in 1709
defeated Charles’s army decisively. Although the war dragged on
for another twelve years, the Peace of Nystadt (NEE-shtaht) in
1721 gave formal recognition to what Peter had already achieved:
the acquisition of Estonia, Livonia, and Karelia (see Map 15.5).
Sweden had become a second-rate power, and Russia was now
the great European state Peter had wanted. And he was build-
ing it a fine capital. Early in the war, in the northern marshlands
along the Baltic, Peter had begun to construct a new city, Saint
Petersburg, his window on the West and a symbol that Russia
was looking westward to Europe. Though its construction cost
the lives of thousands of peasants, Peter completed the city dur
ing his lifetime. It remained the Russian capital until 1917,

Peter modernized and westernized Russia to the extent that
it became a great military power and, by his death in 1725, an
important member of the European state system. But his poli-
cies were also detrimental to Russia. Westernization was a bit
of a sham because Western culture reached only the upper
classes, and the real object of the reforms, the creation of a
strong military, only added more burdens to the masses of the
Russian people. The forceful way in which Peter the Great
imposed westernization led his people to distrust Europe and
Western civilization rather than embrace them.
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