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MAP 15.5 Russia: From Principality to Nation-State. Russia had expanded its territory since
its emergence in the fifteenth century. Peter the Great modernized the country, instituting
administrative and tax reforms and building up the military. He won territory on the Baltic from

Sweden, enabling Russia to have a port at Saint Petersburg.

Q)

balance of power in Europe?

15-3d The Great Northern States

As the economic thoroughfare for the products of eastern
Europe and the West, the Baltic Sea bestowed special impor-
tance on the lands surrounding it. In the sixteenth century,
Sweden had broken its ties with Denmark and emerged as
an independent state (see Chapter 13). Despite their common
Lutheran religion, Denmark’s and Sweden'’s territorial ambi-
tions in northern Europe kept them in almost constant rivalry
during the seventeenth century.

Denmark Under Christian IV (r. 1588-1648), Denmark seemed
a likely candidate for expansion, but it met with little success.
The system of electing monarchs forced the kings to share
their power with the Danish nobility, who exercised strict
control over the peasants who worked their lands. Danish
ambitions for ruling the Baltic were severely curtailed by the
losses they sustained in the Thirty Years’ War and later in the
so-called Northern War (1655-1660) with Sweden.

Danish military losses led to a constitutional crisis in which
a meeting of Denmark’s Estates brought to pass a bloodless
revolution in 1660. The power of the nobility was curtailed,
a hereditary monarchy was reestablished, and a new absolut-
ist constitution was proclaimed in 1665. Under Christian V
(r. 1670-1699), a centralized administration was instituted with
the nobility as the chief officeholders.
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Why would the westward expansion of Russia during Peter's reign affect the international

Sweden Compared with Denmark, Sweden seemed a rel-
atively poor country, and historians have had difficulty
explaining why it played such a large role in European
affairs in the seventeenth century (see Map 15.6). Sweden’s
economy was weak, and the monarchy was still locked in
conflict with the powerful Swedish nobility. During the reign
of Gustavus Adolphus (r. 1611-1632), his wise and dedicated
chief minister, Axel Oxenstierna (AHK-sul OOK-sen-shur-
nah), persuaded the king to adopt a new policy in which the
nobility formed a “First Estate” occupying the bureaucratic
positions of an expanded central government. This created
a stable monarchy and freed the king to raise a formidable
army and participate in the Thirty Years” War, only to be
killed in battle in 1632,

Sweden entered a period of severe political crisis after the
death of Gustavus Adolphus. His daughter Christina (r. 1633
1654) proved to be far more interested in philosophy and religion
than ruling. Her tendency to favor the interests of the nobility
caused the other estates of the Riksdag (reeks-TAGH), Sweden’s
parliament—the burghers, clergy, and peasants—to protest. In
1654, tired of ruling and wishing to become a Catholic, which
was forbidden in Sweden, Christina abdicated in favor of her
cousin, who became King Charles X (r. 1654-1660). His acces-
sion to the throne defused a potentially explosive peasant revolt
against the nobility,
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Charles X reestablished domestic order, but it was his suc-
cessor, Charles XI (r. 1660-1697), who did the painstaking work
of building the Swedish monarchy along the lines of an abso-
lute monarchy. By retaking control of the crown lands and
the revenues attached to them from the nobility, Charles man-
aged to weaken the independent power of the nobles, He built
up a bureaucracy, subdued both the Riksdag and the church,
improved the army and navy, and left to his son, Charles XII
(r. 1697-1718), a well-organized Swedish state that dominated
northern Europe. In 1693, he and his heirs were acclaimed as
“absolute, sovereign kings, responsible for their actions to no
man on earth.”

Charles XII was primarily interested in military affairs.
Though he was energetic and regarded as a brilliant general, his
grandiose plans and strategies, which involved Sweden in con-
flicts with Poland, Denmark, and Russia, proved to be Sweden's
undoing. By the time he died in 1718, Charles XII had lost much

of Sweden's northern empire to Russia, and Sweden was no
longer a first-class northern power.

15-3¢e The Ottoman Empire

m_conquering Constantinople in 1453, the Ottoman Turks
tried to complete their conquest of the Balkans, where they had
been established since the fourteenth century (see Map 15.7).
Although they were successful in taking the Romanian terri-
tory of Wallachia in 1476, the resistance of the Hungarians
kept them from advancing up the Danube valley. From 1480
to 1520, internal problems and the need to consolidate their
eastern frontiers kept the Turks from any further attacks on
Europe. The reign of Sultan Suleiman (SOO-lay-mahn) | the
Magnificent (r. 1520-1566), however, brought the Turks back
to Furope’s attention. Advancing up the Danube, the Turks
seized Belgrade in 1521 and Hungary by 1526, although their
attempts to conquer Vienna in 1529 were repulsed. At the
same time, the Turks extended their power into the western
Mediterranean, threatening to turn it into a Turkish lake until
the Spanish destroyed a large Turkish fleet at Lepanto (in
modern-day Greece) in 1571. Despite the defeat, the Turks
continued to hold nominal control over the southern shores of
the Mediterranean.

Although Europeans frequently spoke of new Christian
Crusades against the “infidel” Turks, by the beginning of the
seventeenth century European rulers seeking alliances and
trade concessions were treating the Ottoman Empire like
another European power. The Ottoman Empire possessed
a highly effective governmental system, especially when it
was led by strong sultans or powerful grand viziers (prime
ministers). The splendid capital, Constantinople, had a popu-
lation far larger than that of any European city. Neverthe-
less, Ottoman politics periodically degenerated into bloody
intrigues as factions fought each other for influence and
the throne. In one particularly gruesome practice, a ruling
sultan would murder his brothers to avoid challenges to his
rule. Despite the periodic bouts of civil chaos, a well-trained
bureaucracy of civil servants continued to administer state
affairs efficiently.

A well-organized military system also added to the strength
of the Ottoman Empire. Especially outstanding were the
Janissaries (JAN-nih-say-reez), composed of Christian boys
who had been taken from their parents, converted to the
Muslim faith, and subjected to rigid military discipline to form
an elite core of 8.000 troops personally loyal to the sultan,

In the first half of the seventeenth century, the Ottoman
Empire was a “sleeping giant.” Occupied by domestic blood-
letting and severely threatened by a challenge from Persia, the
Ottomans were content with the status quo in eastern Europe.
But under a new line of grand viziers in the second half of
the seventeenth century, the Ottoman Empire again took the
offensive. By 1683, the Ottomans had marched through the
Hungarian plain and laid siege to Vienna. Repulsed by a mixed
army of Austrians, Poles, Bavarians, and Saxons, the Turks
retreated and were pushed out of Hungary by a new European
coalition. Although they retained the core of their empire, the
Ottoman Turks would never again be a threat to Europe.
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MAP 15.7 The Ottoman Empire. In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, the Ottorman
Empire possessed an effective bureaucracy and military. During this period, it conquered much
of the Balkans and made inroads into eastern Europe; by 1699, however, it had lost the farthest
reaches of its European territory and would never again pose a serious threat to Europe.

In what region did the Ottomans make the greatest territorial gains in the

sixteenth century?

15-3f The Limits of Absolutism

In recent decades, historical studies of local institutions have
challenged the traditional picture of absolute monarchs. We
now recognize that their power was far from absolute, and it
is misleading to think that they actually controlled the lives of
their subjects. In 1700, government for most people still meant
the local institutions that affected their lives: local courts, local
tax collectors, and local organizers of armed forces. Kings and
ministers might determine policies and issue guidelines, but
they still had to function through local agents and had no guar-
antee that their wishes would be carried out. A mass of urban
and provincial privileges, liberties, and exemptions (includ-
ing from taxation) and a whole host of corporate bodies and
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interest groups—provincial and national Estates, clerical offi-
cials, officeholders who had bought or inherited their positions,
and provincial nobles—limited what monarchs could achieve.
The most successful rulers were not those who tried to destroy
the old system but rather those like Louis X1V, who knew how
to use the old system to their advantage. Above all other con-
siderations stood the landholding nobility. Everywhere in the
seventeenth century, the landed aristocracy played an impor-
tant role in the European monarchical system. As military
officers, judges, officeholders, and landowners in control of
vast, untaxed estates, their power remained immense. In some
places, their strength put severe limits on how effectively even
absolute monarchs could rule.
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Absolutism in Central, Eastern,
and Northern Europe

CHRONOLOGY

Brandenburg Prussia

Hohenzollerns established in Brandenburg 1415
Hohenzollerns acquire East Prussia 1618
Frederick William the Great Elector 1640-1688
Elector Frederick Ill (King Frederick [) 1688-1713
Austrian Empire
Leopold | 1658-1705
Turkish siege of Vienna 1683
Treaty of Karlowitz 1699
Russia
lvan IV the Terrible 1533-1584
Time of Troubles 1598-1613
Michael Romanov 1613-1645
Peter the Great 1689-1725
First trip to the West 1697-1698
Great Northern War 17011721
Construction of Saint Petersburg begins 1703
Battle of Poltava 1709
Denmark
Christian IV 1588-1648
Christian V 16701699
Sweden
Gustavus Adolphus 1611-1632
Christina 1633-1654
Charles X 1654-1660
Charles XI 1660-1697
Charles XII 1697-1718

15-4 Limited Monarchy
and Republics

Focus quesTions: 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?

Almost everywhere in Europe in the seventeenth century, kings
and their ministers were in control of central governments that
sought to impose order by strengthening their powers. But not
all European states followed the pattern of absolute monarchy.
In eastern Europe, the Polish aristocracy controlled a virtu-
ally powerless king. In western Europe, two great states—the
Dutch Republic and England—successfully resisted the power
of hereditary monarchs,

15-4a The Weakness of the Polish Monarchy

Much of Polish history revolved around the bitter struggle
between the crown and the landed nobility. The dynastic union
of Jagiello (yahg-YEL-oh), grand prince of Lithuania, with
the Polish queen Jadwiga (yahd-VEE-guh) resulted in a large
Lithuanian-Polish state in 1386, although it was not until 1569
that a formal merger occurred between the two crowns. The
union of Poland and T
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created the largest Py
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MAP 15.8 Poland in the Seventeenth
Century

tury (see Map 15.8). Poland-Lithuania had a rather unique gov-
ernmental system in that assemblies of nobles elected the king
and carefully limited royal power. The power of the nobles also
enabled them to keep the Polish peasantry in a state of serfdom.

In 1572, when the Jagiello dynasty came to an end, a new
practice arose of choosing outsiders as kings, with the idea
that they would bring in new alliances. When the throne was
awarded to the Swede Sigismund 111 (r. 1587-1631), the new king
dreamed of creating a vast Polish empire that would include
Russia and possibly Finland and Sweden. Poland not only failed
to achieve this goal but by the end of the seventeenth century
had become a weak, decentralized state.

It was the elective nature of the Polish monarchy that
reduced it to impotence. The Sejm (SAYM), or Polish diet,
was a two-chamber assembly in which landowners completely
dominated the few townspeople and lawyers who were also
members. To be elected to the kingship, prospective monarchs
had to agree to share power with the Sejm (in effect with the
nobles) in matters of taxation, foreign and military policy. and
the appointment of state officials and judges. The power of the
Sejm had disastrous results for central monarchical authority,
for the real aim of most of its members was to ensure that cen-
tral authority would not affect their local interests, The accep-
tance of the liberum veto in 1652, whereby the meetings of the
Sejm could be stopped by a single dissenting member, reduced
government to virtual chaos.

Poland, then, was basically a confederation of semi-
independent estates of landed nobles. By the late seventeenth
century, it had also become a battleground for foreign powers,
who found the nation easy to invade but difficult to rule.

15-4b The Golden Age of the Dutch Republic

The seventeenth century has often been called the golden age
of the Dutch Republic as the United Provinces held center stage
as one of Europe’s great powers. Like France and England, the
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United Provinces was an Atlantic power, underlining the impor-
tance of the shift of political and economic power from the
Mediterranean basin to the countries on the Atlantic seaboard.
As a result of the sixteenth-century revolt of the Netherlands,
the seven northern provinces. which began to call themselves
the United Provinces of the Netherlands in 1581, became the
core of the modern Dutch state. The Peace of Westphalia offi-
cially recognized the new state in 1648.

With independence came internal dissension. There were
two chief centers of political power in the new state. Each prov-
ince had an official known as a stadholder (STAD-hohl-dur) who
was responsible for leading the army and maintaining order.
Beginning with William of Orange and his heirs, the house of
Orange occupied the stadholderate in most of the seven prov-
inces and favored the development of a centralized government
with themselves as hereditary monarchs. The States General,
an assembly of representatives from every province, opposed
the Orangist ambitions and advocated a decentralized or
republican form of government. For much of the seventeenth
century, the republican forces were in control. But in 1672, bur-
dened with war against both France and England, the United
Provinces turned to William I (r. 1672-1702) of the house of
Orange to establish a monarchical regime. But his death in 1702
without a direct heir enabled the republican forces to gain con-
trol once more, although the struggle persisted throughout the
eighteenth century.

Underlying Dutch prominence in the seventeenth century
was economic prosperity, fueled by the role of the Dutch as
carriers of European trade. But warfare proved disastrous to
the Dutch Republic. Wars with France and England placed
heavy burdens on Dutch finances and manpower. English ship-
ping began to challenge what had been Dutch commercial
supremacy, and by 1715, the Dutch were experiencing a serious
economic decline,

Life in Seventeenth-Century Amsterdam By the beginning
of the seventeenth century, Amsterdam had replaced Antwerp
as the financial and commercial capital of Europe. In 1570,
Amsterdam had 30,000 inhabitants; by 1610, that number had
doubled as refugees poured in, especially from the Spanish
Netherlands. In 1613, this rapid growth caused the city govern-
ment to approve an “urban expansion plan” that increased the
city's territory from 500 to 1,800 acres through the construc-
tion of three large concentric canals. Builders prepared plots
for the tall, narrow-fronted houses that were characteristic of
the city by hammering wooden columns through the mud to
the firm sand underneath. The canals in turn made it possible
for merchants and artisans to use the upper stories of their
houses as storerooms for their goods. Wares carried by small
boats were hoisted to the top windows of these dwellings by
block and tackle beams fastened to the gables of the roofs.
Amsterdam’s physical expansion was soon matched by its
population as the city grew to 200,000 by 1660.

The exuberant expansion of Amsterdam in the seventeenth
century owed much to the city's role as the commercial and
financial center of Europe. But what had made this possible?
For one thing, Amsterdam merchants possessed vast fleets of
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ships, many of which were used for the lucrative North Sea her-
ring catch, Amsterdam-based ships were also important carriers
for the products of other countries. The Dutch invention of the
fluyt (FLYT), a shallow-draft ship of large capacity. enabled them
to transport enormous quantities of cereals, timber, and iron.

Amsterdam merchants unloaded their cargoes at Dam
Square, and the city soon became a crossroads for the exchange
of many of Europe's chief products. Amsterdam was also,
of course, the chief port for the Dutch West Indian and East
Indian trading companies. Moreover, city industries turned
imported raw materials into finished goods, making Amster-
dam an important producer of woolen cloth, refined sugar and
tobacco products, glass, beer, paper, books, jewelry, and leather
goods. Some of the city’s great wealth came from war prof-
its: by 1700, Amsterdam was the principal supplier of military
goods in Europe; its gun foundries had customers throughout
the Continent.

Another factor in Amsterdam’s prosperity was its impor-
tance as a financial center. Trading profits provided large quan-
tities of capital for investment. The city's financial role was
greatly facilitated by the foundation in 1609 of the Exchange
Bank of Amsterdam, long the greatest public bank in northern
Europe. The city also founded the Amsterdam Stock Exchange
for speculating in commodities.

At the very top of Amsterdam’s society stood a select num-
ber of very prosperous manufacturers, shipyard owners, and
merchants whose wealth enabled them to control the city's
government. In the first half of the seventeenth century, the
Calvinist background of the wealthy Amsterdam burghers led
them to adopt a simple lifestyle. They wore dark clothes and
lived in substantial but simply furnished houses known for their
steep, narrow stairways, The oft-quoted phrase that “cleanliness
is next to godliness” was literally true for these self-confident
Dutch burghers. Their houses were spotless and orderly (see
Images of Everyday Life. "Dutch Domesticity,” p. 471); foreign-
ers often commented that Dutch housewives always seemed to
be scrubbing. But in the second half of the seventeenth century,
the wealthy burghers began to reject their Calvinist heritage, a
transformation that is especially evident in their more elaborate
and colorful clothes.

15-4c England and the Emergence
of Constitutional Monarchy

One of the most prominent examples of resistance to absolute
monarchy came in seventeenth-century England, where king
and Parliament struggled to determine the role each should
play in governing the nation. But a deep and profound religious
controversy complicated the struggle over this political issue.
With the victory of Parliament came the foundation for consti-
tutional monarchy by the end of the seventeenth century.

King James | and Parliament Upon the death of Queen
mi the Tudor dynasty became extinct, and the
Stuart line of rulers was inaugurated with the accession to the
throne of Elizabeth's cousin, King James VI of Scotland (son

of Mary, queen of Scots), who became James | (r. 1603-1625)
of England. Although used to royal power as king of Scotland,
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How do these three images demonstrate the Dutch
obsession with order and cleanliness? How would you
explain that obsession?

DURING THE GOLDEN AGE of the Dutch Republic,
Dutch painters delighted in painting scenes of domestic life,
especially the lives of the wealthy burghers who prospered
from trade, finance, and manufacturing. The Dutch painter
Pieter de Hooch (PEE-ter duh HOHKH) specialized in painting
pictures of Dutch interiors, as can be seen in three of his
paintings. In The Mother (Image 15.8a), de Hooch portrays a

tranquil scene of a mother with her infant and small daughter.

The spotless, polished floors reflect the sunlight streaming
in through the open door. The rooms are clean and in good
order. Household manuals such as The Experienced and
Knowledgeable Hollands Householder provided detailed
outlines of the cleaning tasks that should be performed each
day of the week. In The Linen Cupboard (Image 15.8b), a
Dutch mother, assisted by her daughter, is shown storing her
clean sheets in an elegant cupboard in another well-polished
Dutch room. The Chinese porcelain on top of the cupboard
and the antique statue indicate that this is the residence

of a wealthy family. In Two Women Teach a Child to Walk
(Image 15.8c), the artist again shows a well-furnished and

IMAGE 15.8a

spotless interior. A small girl is learning to walk, assisted by
a servant holding straps attached to a band around the girl's

head to keep her from falling.

IMAGE 15.8b

IMAGE 15.8¢
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James understood little about the laws. institutions, and cus-
toms of the English. He espoused the divine right of kings, the
belief that kings receive their power directly from God and are
responsible to no one except God. This viewpoint alienated
Parliament, which had grown accustomed under the Tudors
to act on the premise that monarch and Parliament together
ruled England as a “balanced polity.” Parliament expressed
its displeasure with James’s claims by refusing his requests for
additional monies needed by the king to meet the increased
cost of government. Parliament’s power of the purse proved to
be its trump card in its relationship with the king.

James's religious policy also alienated some members of
Parliament. The Puritans—Protestants in the Anglican Church
inspired by Calvinist theology—wanted James to eliminate the
episcopal system of church organization used in the Church
of England (in which the bishop, or episcopos, played the major
administrative role) in favor of a Presbyterian model (used in
Scotland and patterned after Calvin’s church organization in
Geneva, where ministers and elders—also called presbyters—
played an important governing role). James refused because he
realized that the Anglican Church, with its bishops appointed
by the crown, was a major support of monarchical authority.
But the Puritans were not easily cowed and added to the rising
chorus of opposition to the king. Many of England’s gentry,
mostly well-to-do landowners below the level of the nobility,
had become Puritans, and these Puritan gentry not only formed
an important and substantial part of the House of Commons,
the lower house of Parliament, but also held important posi-
tions locally as justices of the peace and sheriffs. It was not wise
to alienate them.

Charles | and the Move Toward Revolution The conflict
that had begun during the reign of James came to a head
during the reign of his son, Charles I (r. 1625-1649). In 1628,
Parliament passed the Petition of Right, which the king was
supposed to accept before being granted any tax revenues. This
petition prohibited taxation without Parliament’s consent,
arbitrary imprisonment, the quartering of soldiers in private
houses, and the declaration of martial law in peacetime.
Although he initially accepted it, Charles later reneged on the
agreement because of its limitations on royal power. In 1629,
Charles decided that since he could not work with Parliament,
he would not summon it to meet. From 1629 to 1640, Charles
pursued a course of personal rule, which forced him to find
ways to collect taxes without the cooperation of Parliament.
One expedient was a tax called ship money, a levy on seacoast
towns to pay for coastal defense, which was now collected
annually by the king’s officials throughout England and used
to finance other government operations besides defense. This
use of ship money aroused opposition from middle-class mer-
chants and landed gentry, who objected to the king’s attempts
to tax without Parliament’s consent.

The king's religious policy also proved disastrous. His mar-
riage to Henrietta Maria, the Catholic sister of King Louis XIII
of France, aroused suspicions about the king's own religious
inclinations. Even more important, however, the efforts of
Charles and William Laud, the archbishop of Canterbury, to

introduce more ritual into the Anglican Church struck the
Puritans as a return to Catholic popery. Grievances mounted.
Charles might have survived unscathed if he could have avoided
calling Parliament, which alone could provide a focus for the
many cries of discontent throughout the land. But when the
king and Archbishop Laud attempted to impose the Anglican
Book of Common Prayer on the Scottish Presbyterian Church,
the Scots rose up in rebellion against the king. Financially
strapped and unable to raise troops to defend against the Scots,
the king was forced to call Parliament into session. Eleven years
of frustration welled up to create a Parliament determined to
deal the king his due.

In its first session, from November 1640 to September 1641,
the so-called Long Parliament (because it lasted in one form
or another from 1640 to 1660) took a series of steps that placed
severe limitations on royal authority. These included the aboli-
tion of arbitrary courts; the abolition of taxes that the king had
collected without Parliament s consent, such as ship money; and
the passage of the revolutionary Triennial Act, which specified
that Parliament must meet at least once every three years, with
or without the king’s consent. By the end of 1641, one group in
Parliament was prepared to go no further, but a group of more
radical parliamentarians pushed for more change, including the
elimination of bishops in the Anglican Church. When the king
tried to take advantage of the split by arresting some mem-
bers of the more radical faction in Parliament, a large group in
Parliament led by John Pym and his fellow Puritans decided that
the king had gone too far. England slipped into civil war.

Civil War in England Parliament proved victorious in the first
phase of the English Civil War (1642-1646) (see Map 15.9). Most
important to Parliament’s success was the creation of the New
Model Army, which was composed primarily of more extreme
Puritans known as the Independents, who believed they were
doing battle for the Lord. It is striking to read in the military
reports of Oliver Cromwell (1599-1658), one of the group's
leaders, such statements as "Sir, this is none other but the
hand of God; and to Him alone belongs the glory.” We might
also attribute some of the credit to Cromwell himself, since
his crusaders were well disciplined and trained in the latest
military tactics (see Image 15.9). Supported by the New Model
Army, Parliament ended the

first phase of the civil war 150 300 Kilomelgrs
with the capture of King ; ;
Charles 1 in 1646.

A split now occurred in
the parliamentary forces.
A Presbyterian majority
wanted to disband the army
and restore Charles | with a
Presbyterian state church.
The army, composed mostly
of the more radical Indepen-
dents, who opposed an estab-
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IMAGE 15.9 Oliver Cromwell. Oliver Cromwell was a dedicated
Puritan who helped form the New Model Army and defeat the forces

supporting King Charles I. Unable to work with Parliament, he came to
rely on military force to rule England. Cromwell is pictured here in 1649,
on the eve of his military campaign in Ireland.

the king. Charles took advantage of this division to flee and seek
help from the Scots. Enraged by the king’s treachery, Cromwell
and the army engaged in a second civil war (1648) that ended
with Cromwell’s victory and the capture of the king. This time,
Cromwell was determined to achieve a victory for the army’s
point of view. The Presbyterian members of Parliament were
purged, leaving a Rump Parliament of fifty-three members of
the House of Commons who then tried and condemned the king
on a charge of treason and adjudged that “he, the said Charles
Stuart, as a tyrant, traitor, murderer, and public enemy to the
good people of this nation, shall be put to death by the severing
of his head from his body.” On January 30, 1649, Charles was
beheaded, a most uncommon act in the seventeenth century.
The revolution had triumphed, and the monarchy in England
had been destroyed, at least for the moment.

Cromwell and New Governments Alter the death of the
king, the Rump Parliament abolished the monarchy and the
House of Lords and proclaimed England a republic or common-
wealth (1649-1653). This was not an easy period for Cromwell.
As commander in chief of the army, he had to crush a Catholic
uprising in Ireland, which he accomplished with a brutality that
earned him the eternal enmity of the Irish people. In Ireland,
he had set an example early on in Drogheda (DRAW ih-duh) by
killing most of the defending soldiers as well as members of

Catholic religious orders. Cromwell justified the violence by
stating, “The enemy were filled with much terror. And truly |
believe this bitterness will save much effusion of blood, through
the goodness of God.”” Cromwell’s forces also crushed an
uprising in Scotland on behalf of the son of Charles 1.

Cromwell also faced opposition at home, especially from
more radically minded groups who took advantage of the
upheaval in England to push their agendas. The Levellers, for
example, advocated such advanced ideas as freedom of speech,
religious toleration, and a democratic republic, arguing for the
right to vote for all male householders over the age of twenty-
one. The Levellers also called for annual Parliaments, women's
equality with men, and government programs to care for the
poor. As one Leveller said, “The poorest he that is in England
has a life to live as the greatest he.” To Cromwell, a country
gentleman, only people of property had the right to participate
in the affairs of state, and he warned in a fit of rage: "I tell you
... you have no other way to deal with these men but to break
them or they will break you; and make void all that work that,
with so many vears’ industry, toil, and pains. you have done . . . |
tell you again, you are necessitated to break them.”"" And break
them he did; Cromwell smashed the radicals by force. More
than a century would pass before their ideas of democracy and
equality became fashionable.

At the same time that Cromwell was dealing with the
Levellers, he also found it difficult to work with the Rump
Parliament and finally dispersed it by force. As the members
of Parliament departed (in April 1653), he shouted after them.
“It’s you that have forced me to do this. . . . I have sought the
Lord night and day that He would slay me rather than put upon
me the doing of this work.”" With the certainty of one who
is convinced he is right, Cromwell had destroyed both king
and Parliament (see Opposing Viewpoints, “Oliver Cromwell:
Three Perspectives,” p. 474).

The army provided a new government when it drew up the
Instrument of Government, England’s first and only written
constitution. Executive power was vested in the Lord Protec-
tor (a position held by Cromwell) and legislative power in a
reconstituted Parliament. But the new system failed to work.
Cromwell found it difficult to work with Parliament, especially
when its members debated his authority and advocated once
again the creation of a Presbyterian state church. In 1655,
Cromwell dissolved Parliament and divided the country into
eleven regions, each ruled by a major general who served
virtually as a military governor. To meet the cost of military
government, Cromwell levied a 10 percent land tax on all for-
mer Royalists. Unable to establish a constitutional basis for a
working government, Cromwell had resorted to military force
to maintain the rule of the Independents, ironically using even
more arbitrary policies than those of Charles I.

Oliver Cromwell died in 1658. After floundering for eighteen
months, the military establishment decided that arbitrary rule
by the army was no longer feasible and reestablished the mon-
archy in the person of Charles I1, the eldest son of Charles |
(see Chart15.1, p. 475). The restoration of the Stuart monarchy
ended England’s time of troubles, but it was not long before yet
another constitutional crisis arose.
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OPPOSING

Oliver Cromwell: Three Perspectives

What motivated Cromwell’s political and military
actions? What was Edmund Ludlow’s criticism

of Cromwell, and how did Cromwell respond? In
what ways did Edward Hyde see both good and
bad features in Cromwell? How do you explain the
differences in these three perspectives?

OLIVER CROMWELL WAS A STRONG LEADER
with firm religious convictions. The first selection, taken from

a letter written after the defeat of the king's forces at Naseby
in 1645, reveals Cromwell's feelings about the reasons for

his military victory. The next selection, also by Cromwell, is
taken from his comments after his army's massacre of Catholic
forces at Drogheda in Catholic Ireland. The third selection is
by Edmund Ludlow, a general on Cromwell’s side who broke
with Cromwell after the latter had become Lord Protector. The
final selection, by Edward Hyde, the first earl of Clarendon and
a supporter of King Charles | and later Charles Il, presents a
royalist view of Cromwell.

Oliver Cromwell on the Victory at Naseby

Sir, this is none other but the hand of God; and to Him alone
belongs the glory, wherein none are to share with Him. The
general [Fairfax] served you with all faithfulness and honor: and
the best commendations I can give him is, that I dare say he
attributes all to God, and would rather perish than assume to
himself. Which is an honest and a thriving way, and yet as much
for bravery may be given to him, in this action, as to a man.

Cromwell on the Massacre at Drogheda

The next day, the other two towers were summoned, in one
of which was about six or seven score; but they refused to
yield themselves, and we knowing that hunger must compel
them, set only good guards to secure them from running
away until their stomachs were come down. From one of
the said towers, notwithstanding their condition, they killed
and wounded some of our men. When they submitted, their
officers were knocked on the head, and every tenth man of
the soldiers killed, and the rest shipped for the Barbados. The
soldiers in the other tower were all spared, as to their lives
only, and shipped likewise for the Barbados.

I am persuaded that this is a righteous judgment of God
upon these barbarous wretches, who have imbrued their
hands in so much innocent blood; and that it will tend to pre-
vent the effusion of blood for the future, which are the satis-
factory grounds to such actions, which otherwise cannot but
work remorse and regret.

Edmund Ludlow, Memoirs

Then I drew near to the council-table, where Cromwell charged
me with dispersing treasonable books in Ireland, and with
endeavoring to render the officers of the army disaffected, by
discoursing to them concerning new models of Government. |
acknowledged that | had caused some papers to be dispersed in
Ireland, but denied that they justly could be called treasonable. . . .

“You do well,” said he, “to reflect on our fears. . . . I now
require you to give assurance not to act against the Govern-
ment.” [ desired to be excused in that particular, reminding him
of the reasons | had formerly given him for my refusal, adding
that I was in his power, and that he might use me as he thought
fit. “Pray then,” said he, “what is it that you would have? May
not every man be as good as he will? What can you desire more
than you have?” "It were easy,” said 1, “to tell what we would
have.” “What is that, I pray?” said he. “That which we fought
for,” said I, “that the nation might be governed by its own con-
sent.” “l am,” said he, “as much for a government by consent
as any man; but where shall we find that consent? Amongst the
Prelatical, Presbyterian, Independent, Anabaptist, or Leveling
Parties?” | answered, “Amongst those of all sorts who had acted
with fidelity and affection to the public.”

Lord Clarendon, The History of the Rebellion
and Civil Wars in England

He was one of those men . .. whom his very enemies could not
condemn without commending him at the same time: for he
could never have done half that mischief without great parts of
courage, industry, and judgment. He must have had a wonderful
understanding in the natures and humors of men, and as great a
dexterity in applying them; who, from a private and obscure birth
(though of a good family), without interest or estate, alliance or
friendship, could raise himself to such a height, and compound
and knead such opposite and contradictory tempers, humors, and
interests into a consistence, that contributed to his designs, and to
their own destruction; whilst himself grew insensibly powerful
enough to cut off those by whom he had climbed, in the instant
that they projected to demolish their own building. What [a
Roman writer] said of Cinna [a Roman politician] may very justly
be said of him: he attempted those things which no good man
dared have ventured on; and achieved those in which none but a
valiant and great man could have succeeded. Without doubt, no
man with more wickedness ever attempted any thing, or brought
to pass what he desired more wickedly, more in the face and
contempt of religion, and moral honesty; yet wickedness as great
as his could never have accomplished those trophies. without

the assistance of a great spirit, an admirable circumspection and
sagacity, and a most magnanimous resolution.

Sources: Oliver Cromwell on the Victory at Naseby and on the Massacre at Drogheda, in T. Carlyle, ed., The Letters and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell, Vols. 1and 3
(New York: G_I2 Putnam’s Sons, 1904); E. Ludlow, Memoirs, in C. H. Firth, The Memoirs of Edmund Ludlow, Vol. 2 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1894); Lord Clar-
endon, The History of the Rebellion and Civil Wars in England, Vol. 6 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1839).
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James | ————— Anne of Denmark

(1603-1625)

Henrietta Maria —— Charles | Frederick V Elizabeth
(1625-1649) of the Palatinate
Sophia Ernst of Hanover
George |
(1714-1727)
first king of Hanoverian dynasty
Charles I1 Mary William 11 of Orange James Il —— Anne Hyde

(1660-1685)

William 111 of Orange and England
(1689-1702)

CHART 15.1 A Simplified Look at the Stuart Dynasty

Restoration of the Monarchy After eleven years of exile,
Charles II (r. 1660-1685) returned to England. As he entered
London amid the acclaim of the people, he remarked cyni-
cally, "I never knew that I was so popular in England.” The
restoration of the monarchy and the House of Lords did
not mean, however, that the work of the English Revolu-
tion was undone. Parliament kept much of the power it had
won: its role in government was acknowledged, the neces-
sity for its consent to taxation was accepted, and arbitrary
courts were still abolished. Yet Charles continued to push
his own ideas, some of which were clearly out of step with
many of the English people. A serious religious problem
disturbed the tranquility of Charles II's reign. After the
restoration of the monarchy, a new Parliament (the Cavalier
Parliament) met in 1661 and restored the Anglican Church
as the official church of England. In addition, laws were
passed to force everyone, particularly Catholics and Puritan
Dissenters, to conform to the Anglican Church. Charles,
however, was sympathetic to and perhaps even inclined
toward Catholicism. Moreover, Charles’s brother James, heir
to the throne, did not hide the fact that he was a Catholic.
Parliament’s suspicions were therefore aroused in 1672 when
Charles took the audacious step of issuing the Declaration
of Indulgence, which suspended the laws that Parliament
had passed against Catholics and Puritans. Parliament would
have none of it and induced the king to suspend the declara-
tion, Propelled by a strong anti-Catholic sentiment, Parlia-
ment then passed the Test Act of 1673, specitying that only
Anglicans could hold military and civil offices.

Mary 11
(1689-1694)

(1685-1688)

Anne
(1702-1714)

A purported Catholic plot to assassinate King Charles and
place his brother James on the throne, though soon exposed
as imaginary, inflamed Parliament to attempt to pass a bill
that would have barred James from the throne as a professed
Catholic. Although these attempts failed, the debate over the
bill created two political groupings: the Whigs. who wanted
to exclude James and establish a Protestant king with tolera-
tion of Dissenters, and the Tories, who supported the king,
despite their dislike of James as a Catholic, because they
believed that Parliament should not tamper with the lawful
succession to the throne. To foil these efforts, Charles dis-
missed Parliament in 1681, relying on French subsidies to rule
alone. When he died in'1685, his Catholic brother came to
the throne.

The accession of James 11 (r. 1685-1688) virtually guaran-
teed a new constitutional crisis for England. An open and
devout Catholic, his attempt to further Catholic interests
made religion once more a primary cause of conflict between
king and Parliament. Contrary to the Test Act, James named
Catholics to high positions in the government, army, navy,
and universities. In 1687, he issued a new Declaration of
Indulgence, which suspended all laws barring Catholics and
Dissenters from office. Parliamentary outcries against James's
policies stopped short of rebellion because members knew
that he was an old man and that his successors were his
Protestant daughters Mary and Anne, born to his first wife.
But on June 10, 1688, a son was born to James II's second wife,
also a Catholic. Suddenly, the specter of a Catholic hereditary
monarchy loomed large.
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The Bill of Rights

How did the Bill of Rights lay the foundation for a
constitutional monarchy? What key aspects of this
document testify to the exceptional nature of English
state politics in the seventeenth century?

IN 1688, THE ENGLISH EXPERIENCED yet another
revolution, a bloodless one in which the Stuart king James Il
was replaced by Mary, James's daughter, and her husband,
William of Orange. After William and Mary had assumed
power, Parliament passed the Bill of Rights, which specified the
rights of Parliament and laid the foundation for a constitutional
monarchy.

The Bill of Rights

Whereas the said late King James Il having abdicated the gov-
ernment, and the throne being thereby vacant, his Highness
the prince of Orange (whom it has pleased Almighty God to
make the glorious instrument of delivering this kingdom from
popery and arbitrary power) did (by the device of the lords
spiritual and temporal, and diverse principal persons of the
Commons) cause letters to be written to the lords spiritual
and temporal, being Protestants, and other letters to the sev-
eral counties, cities, universities, boroughs, and Cinque Ports,
for the choosing of such persons to represent them, as were of
right to be sent to parliament, to meet and sit at Westminster
upon the two and twentieth day of January, in this year 1689,
in order to such an establishment as that their religion, laws,
and liberties might not again be in danger of being subverted;
upon which letters elections have been accordingly made.

And thereupon the said lords spiritual and temporal and
Commons, pursuant to their respective letters and elections,
being now assembled in a full and free representation of this
nation, taking into their most serious consideration the best
means for attaining the ends aforesaid, do in the first place (as
their ancestors in like case have usually done), for the vindication
and assertion of their ancient rights and liberties, declare:

1. That the pretended power of suspending laws, or the
execution of laws, by regal authority, without consent of
parliament is illegal.

2. That the pretended power of dispensing with the laws,
or the execution of law by regal authority, as it has been
assumed and exercised of late, is illegal.

3. 'That the commission for erecting the late court of com-
missioners for ecclesiastical causes, and all other commis-
sions and courts of like nature, are illegal and pernicious.

4. That levying money for or to the use of the crown by
pretense of prerogative, without grant of parliament, for
Jonger time or in other manner than the same is or shall
be granted, is illegal.

5. Thatit is the right of the subjects to petition the king, and
all commitments and prosecutions for such petitioning
are illegal.

6. 'That the raising or keeping a standing army within the
kingdom in time of peace, unless it be with consent of
parliament, is against law.

7. ‘That the subjects which are Protestants may have arms
for their defense suitable to their conditions, and as
allowed by law.

8. That election of members of parliament ought to be free.

9. That the freedom of speech, and debates or proceedings
in parliament, ought not to be impeached or questioned
in any court or place out of parliament.

10. That excessive bail ought not to be required, nor exces-
sive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments
inflicted.

1. That jurors ought to be duly impaneled and returned,
and jurors which pass upon men in trials for high treason
ought to be freeholders.

12. 'That all grants and promises of fines and forfeitures of
particular persons before conviction are illegal and void.

13.  And that for redress of all grievances, and for the amend-
ing, strengthening, and preserving of the laws, parliament
ought to be held frequently.

Source: The Statutes: Revised Edition, vol. 2 (London: Eyre and Spottiswoode, 1871), pp. 10-12.

A Glorious Revolution A group of seven prominent English
“Thoblemen invited William of Orange, husband of James's daugh-
ter Mary, to invade England. William and Mary raised an army
and invaded England while James, his wife, and their infant son
fled to France. With almost no bloodshed, England had embarked
on a “Glorious Revolution,” not over the issue of whether there
would be a monarchy but rather over who would be monarch.
The events of late 1688 set the Glorious Revolution in motion.
The far more important part was the Revolution Settlement,
which confirmed William and Mary as monarchs. In January

1689, the Convention Parliament asserted that James had tried
to subvert the constitution “by breaking the original contract
between king and people” and declared the throne of England
vacant. It then offered the throne to William and Mary, who
accepted it along with the provisions of a declaration of rights,
later enacted into law as the Bill of Rights in 1689 (see Historical
Voices, “The Bill of Rights,” above). The Bill of Rights affirmed
Parliament’s right to make laws and levy taxes and made it
impossible for kings to oppose or do without Parliament by
stipulating that standing armies could be raised only with the
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consent of Parliament. Both elections of members and debates
in Parliament had to be free, meaning that the king could not
interfere. The rights of citizens to petition the sovereign, keep
arms, have a jury trial, and not be subject to excessive bail were
also confirmed. The Bill of Rights helped fashion a system of
government based on the rule of law and a freely elected Parlia-
ment, thus laying the foundation for a constitutional monarchy.

The Bill of Rights did not settle the religious questions that
had played such a large role in England’s troubles in the sev-
enteenth century. The Toleration Act of 1689 granted Puritan
Dissenters the right of free public worship (Catholics were still
excluded), although they did not yet have full civil and polit-
cal equality since the Test Act was not repealed. Although the
Toleration Act did not mean complete religious freedom and
equality, it marked a departure in English history: few people
would ever again be persecuted for religious reasons.

Many historians have viewed the Glorious Revolution as
the end of the seventeenth-century struggle between king and
Parliament. By deposing one king and establishing another,
Parliament had demolished the divine-right theory of kingship
(William was, after all, king by grace of Parliament, not God)
and confirmed its right to participate in the government. Parlia-
ment did not have complete control of the government, but it
now had an unquestioned role in affairs of state. Over the next
century, it would gradually prove to be the real authority in the
English system of constitutional monarchy.

Responses to Revolution The English revolutions of the sev-
enteenth century prompted very different responses from two
English political thinkers—Thomas Hobbes and John Locke.
Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679), who lived during the English Civil
War, was alarmed by the revolutionary upheavals in his contem-
porary England. Hobbes's name has since been associated with
the state’s claim to absolute authority over its subjects, a topic
that he elaborated in his major treatise on political thought
known as the Leviathan (luh-VY-uh-thun), published in 1651.

Hobbes claimed that in the state of nature, before society
was organized, human life was “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and
short.” Humans were guided not by reason and moral ideals but by
animalistic instincts and a ruthless struggle for self-preservation.
To save themselves from destroying each other (the “war of every
man against every man”), people contracted to form a common-
wealth, which Hobbes called “that great Leviathan (or rather, to
speak more reverently, that mortal god) to which we owe our
peace and defense.” This commonwealth placed its collective
power into the hands of a sovereign authority, preferably a single
ruler, who served as executor, legislator, and judge. This absolute
ruler possessed unlimited power. In Hobbes's view, subjects may
not rebel; if they do, they must be suppressed.

John Locke (1632-1704) viewed the exercise of political
power quite differently from Hobbes and argued against the
absolute rule of one man. Locke's experience of English poli-
tics during the Glorious Revolution was incorporated into a
political work called Two Treatises of Government. Like Hobbes,
Locke began with the state of nature before human existence
became organized socially. But unlike Hobbes, Locke believed
that humans lived then in a state of equality and freedom rather

than a state of war. In this state of nature, humans had cer-
tain inalienable natural rights—to life. liberty, and property.
Like Hobbes, Locke did not believe all was well in the state
of nature. Since there was no impartial judge in the state of
nature, people found it difficult to protect these rights. So they
mutually agreed to establish a government to ensure the protec-
tion of their rights. This agreement established mutual obliga-
tions: government would protect the rights of the people while
the people would act reasonably toward government. But if a
government broke this agreement—for example, if a monarch
failed to live up to his obligation to protect the people’s rights or
claimed absolute authority and made laws without the consent
of the community—the people might form a new government,
For Locke, however, the community of people was primarily
the landholding aristocracy who were represented in Parlia-
ment, not the landless masses. Locke was hardly an advocate of
political democracy, but his ideas proved important to both the
Americans and the French in the eighteenth century and were
used to support demands for constitutional government, the
rule of law, and the protection of rights.

Limited Monarchy and Republics

Poland

Merger of Poland and Lithuania 1569
Sigismund 11 1587-1631
Beginning of liberum veto 1652
United Provinces
Official recognition of United Provinces 1648
House of Orange
William 111 1672-1702
England
James | 1603-1625
Charles | 1625-1649
Petition of Right 1628
First Civil War 1642-1646
Second Civil War 1648
Execution of Charles | 1649
Commonwealth 1649-1653
Death of Cromwell 1658
Restoration of monarchy 1660
Charles I 1660-1685
Cavalier Parliament 1661
Declaration of Indulgence 1672
Test Act 1673
James || 1685-1688
Declaration of Indulgence 1687
Glorious Revolution 1688
Bill of Rights 1689
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The Flourishing of
European Culture

rocus quesTion: What were the major
artistic and literary achievements of this era, and
how did they reflect the political and economic
developments of the period?

In the midst of religious wars and the growth of absolutism,
European culture continued to flourish. The era was blessed
with a number of prominent artists and writers.

1552 The Changing Faces of Art

After the Renaissance, European art passed through a num-
ber of stylistic stages. The artistic Renaissance came to an end
when a new movement called Mannerism emerged in Italy in
the 1520s and 1530s.

Mannerism The Reformation’s revival of religious values
brought much political turmoil. Especially in Italy, the worldly
enthusiasm of the Renaissance gave way to anxiety, uncertainty,
suffering, and a yearning for spiritual experience. Mannerism
reflected this environment in its deliberate attempt to break
down the High Renaissance principles of balance, harmony,
and moderation (the term Mannerism derives from critics who
considered their contemporary artists to be second-rate imita-
tors, painting “in the manner of” Michelangelo’s late style).
Italian Mannerist painters deliberately distorted the rules of

proportion by portraying elongated figures that conveyed a

sense of suffering and a strong emotional atmosphere filled
with anxiety and confusion.

Mannerism spread from [taly to other parts of Europe and
perhaps reached its apogee in the work of El Greco (1541-1614).
Domeénikos Theotocopoulos (called “the Greek” El Greco)
was [rom Crete, but after studying in Venice and Rome, he
moved in the 1570s to Spain, where he became a church painter
in Toledo. El Greco's elongated and contorted figures, por-
trayed in unusual shades of yellow and green against an eerie
background of turbulent grays, reflect the artist’s desire to cre-
ate a world of intense emotion (see Image 15.10).

The Baroque Period A new movement—the Baroque (buh-
ROHK)—eventually replaced Mannerism. The Baroque began
in Italy in the last quarter of the sixteenth century and spread
to the rest of Europe, where it was most wholeheartedly
embraced by the Catholic reform movement, and especially
at the Catholic courts of the Habsburgs in Madrid, Prague,
Vienna, and Brussels. Although it was resisted in France,
England, and the Netherlands, eventually the Baroque style
spread to all of Europe and to Latin America.

Baroque artists sought to bring together the classical ideals
of Renaissance art with the spiritual feelings of the sixteenth-
century religious revival. The Baroque painting style was
known for its use of dramatic effects to arouse the emotions.
In large part, though, Baroque art and architecture reflected
the search for power that was so important to the seventeenth
century ethos. Baroque churches and palaces were magnificent
and richly detailed. Kings and princes wanted other kings and
princes as well as their subjects to be in awe of their power.

IMAGE 15.10 El Greco, Laocoon.
Mannerism reached its height in the
work ol El Greco. Born in Crete,
trained in Venice and Rome, and
settling finally in Spain, El Greco
worked as a church painter in Toledo.
Pictured here is his version of the
Laocoon, a Hellenistic sculpture
discovered in Rome in 1506, The
\'l'ln_l.:-l“'l.l_ contorted bodies pre ject a
world of suffering, while the somber
background scene of the city of Toledo
and the threatening sky add a sense of
terror and doom.

@ Compare this painting with

the painting by Raphael in
Chapter 12 (Image 12.11).
What are the significant

similarities and differences?

How do you explain them?
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Baroque painting was known for its use of dramatic effects to
heighten emotional intensity. This style was especially evident in
the works of the Flemish master Peter Paul Rubens (1577-1640),
a prolific artist and an important figure in the spread of the
Baroque from ltaly to other parts of Europe (see Image 15.11).
In his artistic masterpieces, bodies in violent motion, heavily
fleshed nudes, a dramatic use of light and shadow, and rich,
sensuous pigments converge to express intense emotions. The
restless forms and constant movement blend together into a
dynamic unity.

Perhaps the greatest figure of the Baroque was the Italian
architect and sculptor Gian Lorenzo Bernini (ZHAHN loh-RENT-
zoh bur-NEE-nee) (1598-1680), who completed Saint Peter's
Basilica at the Vatican and designed the vast colonnade enclos-
ing the piazza in front of it. Action, exuberance, profusion, and
dramatic effects mark the work of Bernini in the interior of Saint
Peter’s, where his Throne of Saint Peter hovers in midair, held by
the hands of the four great doctors of the Catholic Church.
Above the chair, rays of golden light drive a mass of clouds

IMAGE 15.11 Peter Paul Rubens, The Landing of Marie
de'Medici at Marseilles. Peter Paul Rubens played a key role in
spreading the Baroque style from Italy to other parts of Europe. In The
Landing of Marie de’ Medici at Marseilles, Rubens made dramanc use of
light and color, bodies in motion, and luxunous nudes 1o heighten the

emotional intensity of the scene. This was one of a cycle of twenty-one
paintings dedicated to the queen mother of France

Q)

Using only Image 15.11, what would you describe as the
chief elements in the Baroque artistic style?

and angels toward the spectator. In his most striking sculptural
work, the Ecstasy of Saint Theresa, Bernini depicts a moment of
mystical experience in the life of the sixteenth-century Spanish
saint (see Image 15.12). The elegant draperies and the expression
on her face create a sensuously real portrayal of physical ecstasy.

Less well known than the male artists who dominated
the art world of seventeenth-century Italy but prominent in
her own right was Artemisia Gentileschi (ar-tuh-MEE-zhuh
jen-tuh-LESS-kee) (1593-1653). Born in Rome, she studied
painting under her father’s direction. In 1616, she moved to
Florence and began a successful career as a painter. At the age
of twenty-three, she became the first woman to be elected to
the Florentine Academy of Design. Although she was known
internationally in her day as a portrait painter, her fame now
rests on a series of pictures of heroines from the Old Testa-
ment. Most famous is Judith Beheading Holofernes, a dramatic
rendering of the biblical scene in which Judith slays the
Assyrian general Holofernes to save her besieged town from
the Assyrian army (see Image 15.13).

IMAGE 15.12 Gian Lorenzo Bernini, Ecstasy of Saint Theresa
One of the great artists of the Baroque period was the [talian sculptor
and architect Gian Lorenzo Bermni. The Ecstasy of Saint Theresa,
created for the Cornaro Chapel in the Church of Santa Maria della

Vittoria in Rome, was one of Bernini’s most famous sculptures,
Bernini sought to convey visually Theresa's mystical experience when,
according to her deseription, an angel pierced her heart repeatedly
with a golden arrow.
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IMAGE 15.13 Artemisia Gentileschi, Judith Beheading

Helofernes. Artemisia Gentileschi painted a series of pictures

portraying scenes from the lives of courageous Old Testament women
In this painting, a determined Judith, armed with her victim's sword,
struggles to saw ofl the head of Holofernes. Gentileschi realistically and
dramatically shows the gruesome nature of Judith’s act

French Classicism In the second half of the seventeenth
century, France replaced Italy as the cultural leader of Europe.
Rejecting the Baroque style as overly showy and impassioned,
the French remained committed to the classical values of the
High Renaissance. French late classicism, with its emphasis
on clarity, simplicity, balance, and harmony of design, was a
rather austere version of the High Renaissance style. Its tri-
umph reflected the shift in seventeenth-century French society
from chaos to order. Though it rejected the emotionalism and
high drama of the Baroque, French classicism continued the
Baroque’s conception of grandeur in the portrayal of noble
subjects, especially those from classical antiquity.

Dutch Realism A brilliant flowering of Dutch painting paral-
leled the supremacy of Dutch commerce in the seventeenth
century. Wealthy patricians and burghers of Dutch urban
society commissioned works of art for their guild halls, town
halls, and private dwellings. The subject matter of many
Dutch paintings reflected the interests of this burgher soci-
ety: portraits of themselves, group portraits of their military
companies and guilds, landscapes, seascapes, genre scenes, still
lives, and the interiors of their residences. Neither classical nor
Baroque, Dutch painters were primarily interested in the real-
istic portrayal of secular everyday life.

This interest in painting scenes of everyday life is evi-
dent in the work of Judith Leyster (LESS-tur) (ca. 1609-1660),
who established her own independent painting career, a
remarkable occurrence in seventeenth-century Europe (see
Image 15.14). Leyster became the first female member of the
painting Guild of Saint Luke in Haarlem, which enabled her
to set up her own workshop and take on three male pupils.
Musicians playing their instruments, women sewing, chil-
dren laughing while playing games, and actors performing
all form the subject matter of Leyster's paintings of everyday
Dutch life.

The finest product of the golden age of Dutch painting was
Rembrandt van Rijn (REM-brant vahn RYN) (1606-1669). During
his early career, Rembrandt painted opulent portraits and gran
diose scenes that were often quite colorful (see Image 15.15). He
was prolific and successful, but he turned away from materialis
tic success to follow his own artistic path; in the process, he lost
public support and died bankrupt.

Although Rembrandt shared the Dutch predilection for real-
istic portraits, he became more introspective as he grew older.
He refused to follow his contemporaries, whose pictures were
largely secular; half of his own paintings depicted scenes from
biblical tales. Since the Protestant tradition of hostility to reli-
gious pictures had discouraged artistic expression, Rembrandt
stands out as the one great Protestant painter of the seven
teenth century.

IMAGE 15.14 Judith Leyster, Self-Portrait. Although Judith Leyster
was a well-known artist to her Dutch contemporaries, her fame

diminished soon after her death. In the late nineteenth century, a Dutch
art historian rediscovered her work. In Leyster's SelfPortrait, painted in
1635, she 1s seen pausing in her work painting one of the scenes of daily
life that made her such a popular artist in her own day.
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IMAGE 15.15 Rembrandt van Rijn, The Night Watct

I'he Dutch emjoyed a golden age of painting

Jlllm_,_' the seventeenth century. The !\lli_;_'\]un-\ and patricians ol Dutch urban soc 1Ly commissioned

waorks of art, and these quite naturally reflected the burghers” interests. In his painung The Night Watch,

Rembrandt portrays the two leaders and sixteen members of a civic militia preparing for a parade in the

city of Amsterdam

b A Wondrous Age of Theater

In England and Spain, writing reached new heights between 1580
and 1640. All of these impressive new works were written in the
vernacular. Except for academic fields, such as theology. philoso
phy. jurisprudence, and the sciences, Latin was no longer a univer-
sal literary language. The greatest age of English literature is often
called the Elizabethan era because much of the English cultural
flowering of the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries
occurred during the reign of Queen Elizabeth I. Elizabethan liter
ature exhibits the exuberance and pride assocdiated with England’s
international exploits at the time. Of all the forms of Elizabethan
literature, none expressed the energy and intellectual versatility of
the era better than drama. And of all the dramatists, none is more
famous than William Shakespeare (1564-1616).

William Shakespeare Shakespeare was the son of a prosper-

ous glovemaker from Stratford-upon-Avon. When he appeared
in London in 1592, Elizabethans were already addicted to the
stage. In Greater London, as many as six theaters were open

six afternoons a week. London theaters ranged from the

Globe, which was a circular unroofed structure holding three
thousand spectators. to the Blackfriars. which was roofed and
held only five hundred. In the former, an admission charge of
a penny or two enabled even the lower classes to attend; the
higher prices in the latter ensured an audience of the well-to
do. Elizabethan audiences varied greatly, putting pressure on
playwrights to write works that pleased nobles, lawyers, mer
chants, and even vagabonds.

William Shakespeare was a "complete man of the theater.”
Although best known for writing plays, he was also an actor
and shareholder in the chief company of the time, the Lord
Chamberlain's Company, which played in theaters as diverse as
the Globe and the Blackfriars. Shakespeare has long been recog-
nized as a universal genius. A master of the English language,

he was instrumental in codifying a language that was still in
transition. His technical proficiency, however, was matched by
anincredible insight into human psychology. In tragedies as well
as comedies, Shakespeare exhibited a remarkable understand
ing of the human condition (see Historical Voices, “"William

Shakespeare: In Praise of England,” p. 482).
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HISTORICAL VOICES

William Shakespeare: In Praise of England

Why is William Shakespeare aptly described as not
merely a playwright, but a “complete man of the
theater”? Which countries might Shakespeare have
meant by the phrase “the envy of less happier lands"?

WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE is one of the most famous
playwrights of the Western world. He was a universal genius,
outclassing all others in his psychological insights, depth of
characterization, imaginative skills, and versatility. His historical
plays reflected the patriotic enthusiasm of the English in the
Elizabethan era, as this excerpt from Richard Il illustrates.

William Shakespeare, Richard Il

This royal throne of kings, this sceptered isle,
This earth of majesty, this seat of Mars,
This other Eden, demi-Paradise,

This fortress built by Nature for herself
Against infection and the hand of war,

This happy breed of men, this little world,
This precious stone set in the silver sea,
Which serves it in the office of a wall

Or as a moat defensive to a house

Against the envy of less happier lands—

This blessed plot, this earth, this vealm, this England,

This nurse, this teeming womb of royal kings,

Feared by their breed and famous by their birth,

Renowned for their deeds as far from home,

For Christian service and true chivalry,

As is the sepulcher in stubborn Jewry [the Holy Sepulcher
in Jerusalem|

Of the world's ransom, blessed Mary’s Son—

This land of such dear souls, this dear dear land,

Dear for her reputation through the world,

Is now leased out, I die pronouncing it,

Like a tenement or pelting farm.

England, bound in with the triumphant sea,

Whose rocky shore beats back the envious siege

Of watery Neptune, is now bound in with shame,

With inky blots and rotten parchment bonds.

That England, what was wont to conquer others,

Hath made a shameful conquest of itself.

Ah, would the scandal vanish with my life,

How happy then were my ensuing death!

Source: G. B, Harrison, ed. Shakespeare, The Complete Works (New York: Harcourt Brace & World, 1952).

Spain’s Golden Century The theater was also one of the
most creative forms of expression during Spain’s golden cen-
tury. As in England, actors’ companies ran the first profes-
sional theaters, which were established in Seville and Madrid
in the 1570s. Soon a public playhouse could be found in every
large town, including Mexico City in the New World. Touring
companies brought the latest Spanish plays to all parts of the
Spanish Empire.

Beginning in the 1580s, Lope de Vega (LOH-pay day VAY-guh)
(1562-1635) set the agenda for playwrights. Like Shakespeare,
he was from a middle-class background. He was an incredibly
prolific writer; almost one-third of his fifteen hundred plays
survive, which have been characterized as witty, charming,
action packed, and realistic. Lope de Vega made no apolo-
gies for the fact that he wrote his plays to please his audi-
ences. In a treatise on drama written in 1609, he stated that the
foremost duty of the playwright was to satisfy public demand.
Shakespeare undoubtedly believed the same thing, since his
livelihood depended on public approval, but Lope de Vega was
considerably more cynical about it: he remarked that if anyone
thought he had written his plays for fame, "undeceive him and
tell him that | wrote them for money.”

French Drama As the great age of theater in England and
Spain was drawing to a close around 1630, a new dramatic

era began to dawn in France that lasted into the 1680s. Unlike
Shakespeare in England and Lope de Vega in Spain, French
playwrights wrote more for an elite audience and were forced
to depend on royal patronage. Louis XIV used theater as he
did art and architecture—to attract attention to his monarchy.

French dramatists cultivated a style that emphasized the
clever, polished, and correct over the emotional and imagina-
tive, Many of the French works of the period derived both their
themes and their plots from classical Greek and Roman sources,
especially evidentin the works of Jean-Baptiste Racine (ZHAHNH-
bah-TEEST ra-SEEN) (1639-1699). In Phédre, which has been called
his best play, Racine followed closely the plot of Hippolytus by the
Greek tragedian Euripides. Like the ancient tragedians, Racine,
who perfected the French neoclassical tragic style, focused on
conflicts, such as between love and honor or inclination and duty,
that characterized and revealed the tragic dimensions of life.

Jean-Baptiste Moliére (ZHAHNH-bah-TEEST mohl-YAYR)
(1622-1673) enjoyed the favor of the French court and ben-
efited from the patronage of King Louis XIV. Moliére wrote,
produced, and acted in a series of comedies that often satirized
the religious and social world of his time. In Tartuffe. he ridi-
culed religious hypocrisy. His satires, however, sometimes got
him into trouble. The Paris clergy did not find Tartuffe funny
and had it banned for five years. Only the protection of the king
saved Moliére from more severe harassment.
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CHAPTER

SUMMARY

To many historians, the seventeenth century has assumed
extraordinary proportions. The divisive effects of the Ref-
ormation had been assimilated and the concept of a united
Christendom, held as an ideal since the Middle Ages. had been
irrevocably destroyed by the religious wars, making possible
the emergence of a system of nation-states in which power pol-
itics took on an increasing significance. The growth of political
thought focusing on the secular origins of state power reflected
the changes that were going on in seventeenth-century society.

Within those states, there slowly emerged some of the machin-
ery that made possible a growing centralization of power. In
those states called absolutist, strong monarchs with the assistance
of their aristocracies took the lead in providing the leadership
for greater centralization. In this so-
called age of absolutism, Louis XIV,
the Sun King of France, was the
model for other rulers. His palace
of Versailles, where the nobles were
entertained and controlled by cere-
mony and etiquette, symbolized his
authority. Louis revoked his grandfather's Edict of Nantes, and

he fought four costly wars, mainly to acquire lands on France’s
eastern borders. Strong monarchy also prevailed in central and
eastern Europe, where three new powers made their appearance:
Prussia, Austria, and Russia. Peter the Great attempted to west-
ernize Russia, especially militarily, and built Saint Petersburg, a
new capital city, as his window on the west.

But not all European states followed the pattern of absolute
monarchy. Especially important were developments in England,
where a series of struggles between king and Parliament took

CHAPTER TIMELINE
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place in the seventeenth century. The
conflict between the Stuart kings, who
were advocates of divine-right mon-
archy, and Parliament led to civil war
and the creation of a republic and then
a military dictatorship under Oliver
Cromwell. After his death, the Stuart
monarchy was restored, but a new con-
flict led to the overthrow of James [l and

the establishment of a new order. The
landed aristocracy gained power at the expense of the monarchs,
thus laying the foundations for a constitutional government in
which Parliament provided the focus for the institutions of central-
ized power. In all the major European states, a growing concern
for power and dynamic expansion led to larger armies and greater
conflict. War remained an endemic feature of Western civilization.
But the search for order and har-
mony continued, evident in art and
literature. At the same time, religious
preoccupations and values were
losing ground to secular consider-
ations. The seventeenth century was
a period of transition toward the
more secular spirit that has character-
ized modern Western civilization to
the present. No stronger foundation
for this spirit could be found than in

the new view of the universe that was ushered in by the Sci-
entific Revolution of the seventeenth century, and it is to that
story that we turn in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER REVIEW

Upon Reflection

Q What theories of government were proposed by Jacques
Bossuet, Thomas Hobbes, and John Locke, and how did
their respective theories reflect concerns and problems of the
seventeenth century?

Q What does the witcheraft craze tell us about European
society in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries?

Key Terms

absolutism (p. 453)
divine-right monarchy (p. 453)
intendants (p. 454)
parlements (p. 456)

boyars (p. 463)

Full definitions also appear in the Glossary at the end of the book.
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