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ABSTRACT

This thesis looks at the career of the Grand Condé - Louis II de Bourbon, Prince
de Condé - between 1652 and 1660. During this period the prince was in exile in
the Spanish Netherlands. As a consequence of his power and status in France the
prince’s exile had a decisive impact not just upon the politics of the captain-
general’s court in Brussels, but more widely, upon the foreign policy of Cromwell’s
Protectorate, Philip IV’s government in Madrid, the regime of Cardinal Mazarin
in Paris and the Franco-Spanish war.

International relations between France and Spain during the 1650’s have been
largely ignored by historians, so too has French political history in this period.
Yet, the 1650’s were a vital decade for France and Spain both historically and
historiographically. The period saw the final stage of the costly and attritional
conflict between the two ‘great’ crowns, whilst in France the regime of Cardinal
Mazarin was the last ten years of government by a cardinal-minister before Louis
XIV’s declaration of personal rule in 1661. This has assumed enormous
significance for historians many of whom see it as an important period of
transition.

Ten major European archives have been consulted to build a detailed picture of
the impact of Condé’s exile upon politics within France and the war being fought
in the Flanders theatre. The cardinal’s regime existed throughout the 1650’s in an
environment of acute uncertainty and instability whilst it was by no means clear
that the war with Spain was a demonstration of an ‘ascendant’ France dealing the
death blows to a ‘declining’ Spain. By raising questions about France’s ‘rise’ to
European supremacy and the internal stability of Mazarin’s regime the thesis
rejects the straightforward terms in which this period has been treated. In
particular, using the example of Condé and placing his exile and Mazarin’s regime
in the context of aristocratic politics, it demonstrates that there were no
indications that grandee power was in decline. Indeed, the thesis argues that the
power of the grands as a crucial element in the power structure of Ancien Régime
France, was set to continue into the next century.



ABSTRACT

This thesis looks at the career of the Grand Condé - Louis II de Bourbon,
Prince de Condé - between 1652 and 1660. During this period the prince was in
exile in the Spanish Netherlands. As a consequence of his power and status in
France the prince’s exile had a decisive impact not just upon the politics of the
governor’s court in Brussels, but more widely, upon the foreign policy of
Cromwell’s Protectorate, Philip IV’s government in Madrid and the regime of
Cardinal Mazarin in Paris. Ten major European archives have been consulted to
build up a picture not only of the prince’s career during this period but also of how
the problem of Condé impinged upon relations between France, Spain and
Cromwell’s Protectorate during the 1650’s.

Condé was from the most senior cadet line of the Bourbon and in the 1650’s
was fourth in line to the French throne. This position was given official recognition
by his title - premier prince du sang. During the late 1620’s Condé’s father, Henri
IT de Bourbon, established the fortunes of the family by concluding an alliance
with Cardinal Richelieu. This alliance, which served Richelieu’s need for protection
and his ambition to establish himself within the grands, transformed the position
of the family from being the chief animator of revolts against the regency regime
of the 1610’s, to being the government’s most important and powerful supporter
during the 1630’s.

After the death of Louis XIII in 1643 and his cardinal-minister in 1642 the

Condé were able to build upon the political influence they had accumulated during



the previous decade to dominate the regency government of Anne of Austria and
her favourite, Cardinal Mazarin. When the Grand Condé succeeded his father as
Prince de Condé in 1646 his political power was vast and considered by
contemporaries to eclipse even that of his cousin, Louis XIII's younger brother,
Gaston d’Orléans.

However, the civil war of the Frondes between 1648 and 1653 brought an
end to the political predominance of the Condé. In 1650 the prince was arrested
along with his brother and brother-in-law, the Prince de Conti and the Duc de
Longueville, on trumped up charges. They were released in 1651 and during the
war of the princely Fronde that ensued (between supporters of Condé and
supporters of Anne of Austria and Mazarin, her favourite) the prince gradually
lost ground until he was forced to retreat from Paris northwards into the province
of Champagne in late 1652. The prince had long realised that as a consequence of
the superior resources available to the crown he would need the assistance of a
foreign power if he was going to defeat the queen mother, and in November 1651
had negotiated a treaty with Philip IV. This treaty gave promises of Spanish
assistance as well as the offer of protection in Spanish territory for the prince, his
followers and his army in the event of his defeat in the French civil war.

The circumstances of his withdrawal from Paris in October 1652 meant that
Condé had to choose between accepting Anne of Austria’s and Mazarin’s terms for
a settlement or continuing to assert himself and oppose the government from exile.
The prince chose exile and for eight years resided in the Spanish Netherlands
protected by Philip IV, his army acting as an autonomous satellite of the Spanish
Army of Flanders, fighting with Spain in the war against France. From Brussels

Condé sought with Spanish help to force a major breakthrough into France and



overturn Mazarin’s regime.

The thesis examines the impact of this exile and in consequence is as much
a study of international relations between Madrid, Brussels, London and Paris
during this period as it is specifically about the career of the prince. The 1650’s
were an important decade of the seventeenth century for France and Spain both
historically and historiographically. The period saw the final decade of the costly
and attritional conflict between the two ‘great’ crowns, whilst in France the regime
of Cardinal Mazarin was the last ten years of government by a cardinal-minister
before Louis XIV’s declaration of personal rule in 1661. This has assumed
enormous significance for historians many of whom see it as an important period
of transition.

Internationally the 1650’s is portrayed as the watershed of Spanish decline
when finally the European balance of power was seen to alter in favour of Bourbon
France. Within France the civil war of the Frondes is portrayed as the final victory
of the forces of modernity and state absolutism over the atavistic great aristocracy.
It 1s argued that individual grands like Condé had tried and failed during the
Frondes to return France to her feudal past. Mazarin’s regime of the 1650’s - the
embodiment of the victorious forward looking forces of centralisation and state
absolutism - is seen to set the stage for the rule of the Sun King. By 1661, it is
claimed, the great aristocracy had become ‘domesticated’ and reliant for their
power upon the king. Mazarin’s settlement of this internal social and political
conflict enabled Louis XIV to concentrate upon establishing France’s greater
European role.

However, despite a willingness to draw conclusions about the fundamental

forces influencing this period, the 1650’s has not been the focus of detailed



attention since the work of a French historian, Adolphe Chéruel, in the 1880’s.
This neglect applies to France as it does to the subject of international relations
between the two great crowns during this period. Recent studies of Philip IV and
the administration of his quasi-valido, Don Luis de Haro, have tended with only
one exception' to concentrate on the Spanish peninsula. Even Geoffrey Parker’s
study of the Army of Flanders pays scant attention to the problems encountered
in the Spanish Netherlands during the 1650’s. Claims about the social and
political change caused by the Frondes and engineered by Mazarin’s regime and
even about the Franco-Spanish war during this period have in consequence been
based upon the selective primary researches of 19th century historians.
Attention to the career of the prince during this period has been equally
limited. Unease over Condé’s ‘treason’ has meant that biographers have tended to
steer clear of examining the prince’s exile in any depth. At the same time it is
certainly the case that on one level the prince has not been neglected. Routinely
Condé is invoked as a symbol of many of the fundamental changes that it has been
claimed occurred during the 1650’s. The decline of grandee power after the
Frondes is often explained with reference to Condé, France’s last great feudal
aristocrat, whose exile constituted the final and desperate attempt of the grandees
to return France to her feudal past. The prince’s submissive return to France in
1660, ready to take up his position as a powerless courtier at Louis XIV’s court,
is likewise taken as the paradigm of aristocratic submission to the crown.
Similarly, the prince’s military exploits are used as a symbol of France’s increasing

martial capabilities. Rocroi and the prince’s string of victories during the 1640’s

' R.A.Stradling, The Armada of Flanders, Spanish Maritime Policy in
European War, 1568-1668, (Cambridge, 1992).



marked the turning point of French military fortunes. During the 1650’s his
defection to the Spanish cause - one of France’s greatest generals at the head of
a Spanish army - is used to explain why France’s victory over Spain in 1659 was
not more complete.

Whilst looking at a neglected period of international relations this thesis
tests the conventional interpretation of the 1650’s as a period of radical social and
political transition in France. In addition it looks at whether the final ten years
of the Franco-Spanish conflict can be taken as a demonstration of an ascendant
France delivering the final crushing blows to a declining Spain. Chapters one and
three look at the impact of the prince’s arrival in‘ the Spanish Netherlands. When
the prince first arrived in Brussels in 1653 the Spanish Netherlands were
governed by the Habsburg archduke, Leopold Wilhelm, and his second in
command, the Conde de Fuensaldana. Far from welcoming the prince with open
arms as the means to foster civil war in France and inflict a series of military
defeats upon her armies that would force her to sue for peace, Condé’s arrival was
met with hostility. Leopold Wilhelm was aware that the provinces under his
administration were not in a position to shoulder the burden of Condé and his
army, whilst politically he felt personally threatened by the prince. The high
command of the Spanish Netherlands - Leopold Wilhelm, Fuensaldaiia, Condé and
Charles IV, Duke of Lorraine - spent most of their time locked in costly political
disputes that had a serious effect upon Spain’s military capabilities in the
Flanders theatre. Far from assisting Spain and her armies, the first few years of
Condé’s arrival were of positive harm to the Spanish war effort.

Madrid was slow to react to the problems created by Condé’s arrival in

Brussels. At first, instructions from Don Luis de Haro and Philip IV were that the



prince’s needs were to be given the highest military priority. Bound anyway by the
treaty to supply Condé with money, troops and winter quarters in the Spanish
Netherlands they also felt that despite the unforeseen collapse of Condé’s position
in 1652 he still presented an opportunity to rekindle civil war in France. It was
only after several months of the prince’s exile that the extent of the difficulties he
had created in the Spanish Netherlands was realised. But by then there was very
little Philip IV’s government in Madrid or Leopold Wilhelm’s administration in
Brussels could do about the prince, short of suggesting to him various projects that
would take him and his army away from the Spanish Netherlands. Both Philip IV
and Leopold Wilhelm were constrained by the prince’s accumulation of troops. By
1655 Condé’s recruiting activities and grants of men from Madrid had been so
fruitful that approximately half of the troops in the Spanish Netherlands were
under his command.

Chapter three looks at the change of the high command which occurred in
1656 as a result of the seemingly interminable political wrangling created by
Condé’s arrival. Leopold Wilhelm was succeeded by Philip IV’s bastard son Don
Juan José and Fuensaldana by the former governor of Milan, the Marques de
Caracena. Looking at the consequences of this change, chapter three examines the
two most significant battles of the period which preceded the negotiations for
peace in 1659 - Valenciennes and the battle of the Dunes. Along with Rocroi in
1643 both battles form part of the myth of Condé as a great military commander
and contribute to notions of the growing military capabilities of France and how
they can be contrasted with Spain’s decay. However, the chapter demonstrates
how accounts of both battles were manipulated to suit the political exigencies of

the time, how this has distorted historian’s understanding of the engagements and



in consequence deflates Condé’s massive military reputation. By giving a more
detailed presentation of the final campaigns of the war it also raises questions
about France’s ‘rise’ to European supremacy.

A consistently underplayed theme within existing studies of the 1650’s is
the consequence of the intervention of Cromwell’s Protectorate in the Franco-
Spanish war. Chapter two examines specifically the race between France and
Spain to procure English assistance, whilst chapter three also pursues this theme
by discussing the consequences of English intervention at the battle of the Dunes.
Condé was key to the Spanish attempt to procure an English alliance between
1653 and 1655. The prince had a team of agents in London as well as in other
European capitals and his London representative, Barriére, came close to securing
an agreement with Cromwell for a joint amphibious invasion of Aunis. Uniting all
three chapters (one, two and three) are questions about the position of the grands
as actors in their own right upon an international stage. Far from being
representative of a decaying remnant of a feudal past, grands like Condé, Leopold
Wilhelm and Don Juan José were in significant positions of power. Although
outside of nineteenth and twentieth century experience European aristocrats of
this status were capable of running their own foreign policies and maintaining
separate relations with foreign powers.

The theme of grandee power and the position of the grands is raised with
more detail in chapters four and five. Chapter four looks specifically at the impact
of Condé’s exile on the politics of the 1650’s and places his continued hostility to
Mazarin’s regime in the context of the complexities of aristocratic politics. Part of
the problem associated with the conventional interpretation of the 1650’s is the

assumption that ministers like Richelieu and Mazarin were somehow separate



from the world of aristocratic politics. Indeed inherent to the conventional view of
the 1650’s is the idea that Richelieu and Mazarin as selfless servants of the state
were engaged in an ongoing struggle with the aristocracy. The homogenous
opposition of the grands, it is argued, sought to prevent the rise of the emerging
modern state of which the cardinal-ministers were the chief architects. Recent
studies of the regime of Cardinal Richelieu have certainly modified this view for
the period between 1610 and 1642. However for the historiography of the 1650’s,
these assumptions still remain firmly in place.

This chapter therefore examines in detail the problems Condé’s exile created
for Mazarin’s regime after the Frondes. Despite the insistence of historians that
1t was a period of calm consolidation of state power, preparing the way for Louis
XIV’s declaration of personal rule in 1661, Mazarin’s regime existed throughout
the 1650’s in an environment of acute uncertainty and instability. Moreover, far
from being separate from the grands, Mazarin aimed to establish himself within
this caste, whose mentality and ambitions he shared. The cardinal was
inextricably bound up in aristocratic politics and indeed it is impossible to
understand his policies during this period without taking account of this crucial
dimension of seventeenth century politics.

The final chapter of the thesis looks at the Peace of the Pyrenees,
consistently misunderstood as the cardinal’s greatest foreign policy success.
Looking at the negotiations that secured Condé’s return to France from the
comparative perspective of both Spanish and French documentation demonstrates
that, as far as the cardinal was concerned, the peace negotiated in 1659 was a
disaster. The peace of the Pyrenees is one of the most striking instances

demonstrating that the policies Mazarin tried to implement were not necessarily



synonymous with the best interests of the state and could in fact be as much
concerned to serve his own private interests.

Building upon this picture of the 1650’s, the conclusion of the thesis
discusses Condé’s return to France and reconciliation with Louis XIV at Aix-en-
Provence. Describing the self-confidence of the prince as he returned to France to
assume an almost equivalent position of power from that he had left in the 1640’s,
it briefly discusses the consequences of this for the conventional interpretation of
the 1650’s. Far from being in decline the power of the grands was in no way
dented by the events of the 1650’s. Condé was representative of his caste in that
his exile demonstrated in extraordinary circumstances the vast power and
international status of France’s grands. Indeed, contrary to a traditional
historiography, Louis XIV’s declaration of personal rule in 1661 inaugurated a
period during which grandee power, as a critical element of politics and society in
Ancien Régime France, was about to achieve new heights of importance and

significance.
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Introduction

CONDE AND THE HISTORIOGRAPHY OF THE 1650’S

The 1650’s were crucially important years in European history and nowhere
more so than for France and Spain. The final years of the Franco-Spanish war of
attrition saw the involvement of Cromwell’s New Model Army and navy before the
Peace of the Pyrenees was eventually signed in 1659, bringing to an end almost
thirty-five years of uninterrupted hostilities between the two great crowns. Sealing
the successful conclusion of negotiations in 1659 was the marriage of Louis XIV
to Philip IV’s daughter, the Infanta Maria Teresa, a development which
established a pretext for the War of Devolution (1667-1668). In France the civil
war of the Frondes gave way to the last decade of the administration of the second
of the two ‘great’ cardinals - Mazarin - before Louis XIV assumed personal
direction of his affairs in 1661. This coincided with what is widely acknowledged
to have been a turning point in the European balance of power. The 1650’s, it is
argued, saw Mazarin laying the foundations of French continental supremacy
whilst Philip IV tried and ultimately failed through military means to reverse both
the increasing international prominence of the Bourbons and the process of
Spanish decline.’

However, despite its importance, international relations during this period

and particularly those revolving around the Franco-Spanish conflict, have been

! H.Hauser, La Prépondérance Espagnole (1559-1660), (Paris, 1948), pp.376-394; New
Cambridge Modern History IV, The Decline of Spain and the Thirty Years War, ed., J.P.Cooper,
(Cambridge, 1970), pp.411-434.
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largely ignored. Whilst Philip IV and the administration of his quasi-valido, Don
Luis de Haro, have received some attention for the period,” very little work has
been directed towards understanding the politics of those regions of the Spanish
Empire directly involved in the final stages of the conflict - the Spanish
Netherlands, north Italy and Catalonia. Geoffrey Parker’s work on the Spanish
Army of Flanders, for instance, although highlighting Spain’s aims and policies in
the Netherlands during the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries, leaves
the period of the 1650’s untouched.’ Similarly, the ministry of Cardinal Mazarin
has always suffered from neglect in comparison with the attention lavished upon
his illustrious Cardinal-predecessor. Even when historians have proved willing to
examine Mazarin’s ministry, their attention has been drawn inexorably towards
the Frondes as the focal-point of their studies.* Very few historians, whether of
the 1850’s or 1990’s, have seen fit to produce a detailed overview of the ministry
from Mazarin’s seizure of power in 1643 to his death in 1661. The relatively few
biographies of Mazarin are constructed around the Frondes, and above all, the
easily-accessible source of the Mazarinades.’

Preoccupation with Mazarin and the Frondes - notably evident in Pierre

2 R.A.Stradling, ‘Anglo-Spanish Relations from the Restoration to the Peace of Aix-la-Chapelle,
1660-1668’ Ph.D. thesis, 2 vols., University of Wales, 1968; R.A.Stradling, Philip IV, (Cambridge,
1988); H.Kamen, Spain in the Later Seventeenth Century, 1665-1700, (London, 1980), also cf.,
forthcoming D.Phil thesis on Don Luis de Haro’s administration by A.Malcolm, Magdalen College,
Oxford.

3 G.Parker, The Army of Flanders and the Spanish Road, 1567-1659, (Cambridge, 1972);
Although Robert Stradling’s work on the Spanish Armada of Flanders is one exception, cf.,
R.A.Stradling, The Armada of Flanders, Spanish Maritime Policy in European War, 1568-1668,
(Cambridge, 1992)]

1 P.Goubert, Mazarin, (Paris, 1990); P.Guth, Mazarin, (Paris, 1972); K.Federn, Mazarin, (Paris,
1934).

5 Ibid.



5

Goubert’s recent biography, for example® - tends to provide a particular agenda
for the study of the ministry, a set of questions and rather too many ready-made
answers. Above all, it appears to lead to a characteristic, over-simplified gloss on
that major period of history separating the end of the Frondes in 1653 from the
peace of the Pyrenees in 1659. Six years of large-scale warfare - a period almost
as long as that from Richelieu’s declaration of war on Spain in 1635 to his death -
receives an almost universally cursory treatment underpinned by an
interpretation that remains suspiciously similar from one work to the next.
Only one historian has accorded the ministry after 1652 the detailed
attention that would be required for a serious assessment of its importance. In
1882 Chéruel published his three-volume Histoire de France sous le Ministére de
Mazarin.” In view of its unique status, it is perhaps no surprise to discover that
it is Chéruel’s history, now almost forgotten, which forms the basis of the
standard, reductionist treatment of the latter part of his Mazarin’s ministry.
Chéruel offered a picture of the 1650’s in unparalleled detail - his study was
underpinned by a nine-volume diplomatic and political correspondence spanning
the whole of Mazarin’s ministry.® However, despite the immense detail of
Chéruel’s work, the interpretation which emerges is quite recognizable to anyone
familiar with the étatist currents of traditional French political history. Chéruel
provides the portrait of a strong and patriotic cardinal emerging out of the

shadows and vicissitudes of the Frondes, and leading the forces of absolutism and

¢ P.Goubert, Mazarin, (Paris, 1990).
7 A.Chéruel, Histoire de France sous le Ministére de Mazarin, 3 vols, (Paris, 1882).

8 A.Chéruel, Lettres du Cardinal Mazarin pendant son ministére, 1872-1906, (9 vols., Paris,
1872-1906).
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modernity to victory over atavistic nobles and ‘declining’ Spanish imperialism.’
Within France the great aristocracy were portrayed as the chief obstacle to
progress, and crucially, as having had their last fling during the Frondes. Study
of the 1650’s was an exercise in state triumphalism: Mazarin’s regime after 1652
was portrayed as secure and confident; the hydra of aristocratic rebellion had
finally been hacked into subservience, and the cardinal could focus France’s
resources upon the already-overdue settling of accounts with Spain, leading a
grateful king and nation towards the sunny uplands of European hegemony."

It is not hard to see the appeal of such an interpretation. The senselessness
and chaos of the Frondes is given meaning: they were a reaction against the
strong central government that Mazarin had dedicated his life, as Richelieu’s
chosen successor, to creating. The defeat of the Frondeurs allowed the ‘Great
Enterprise’ to continue to its fulfilment in the peace of the Pyrenees in 1659 and
Louis XIV’s personal absolutism after 1661."" Most studies dealing with the

period after 1652, therefore, do not trouble themselves overmuch with names and

® Cf., Chéruel’s epitaph to the cardinal, A.Chéruel, Histoire de France sous le Ministéere de
Mazarin, 111.422-426.

19 1bid., Chéruel’s selective research and findings were refined and endorsed by later writers.
For some of the more obvious examples ¢f., H.Hauser, La Prépondérence Espagnole (1559-1660),
(Paris, 1948), pp.376-394; New Cambridge Modern History IV, The Decline of Spain and the Thirty
Years War, ed., J.P.Cooper, (Cambridge, 1970), pp.411-434; K. Federn, Mazarin, p.445; P.Goubert,
Mazarin, (Paris, 1990), pp.392-432; J Wolf, Louis XIV, (London, 1970), pp.74-177; F.Bluche, Louis
X1V, (London, 1990), pp.29-91; M.Pernot, La Fronde, (Paris, 1994), pp.399-404; G.Dethan,
Mazarin, Un homme de Paix a I’Age Baroque (1602-1661), (Paris, 1981), p.233.

' g Bluche, Louis XIV, p.51-56; S Kettering, Patrons, Brokers and Clients in Seventeenth-
Century France, (Oxford, 1986), p.209; N.Henshall, The Myth of Absolutism, Change and Continuity
in Early Modern Europe, (London, 1992), pp.30-33; O.A.Ranum, The Fronde, A French Revolution,
(London, 1993), pp.343-347; P.Goubert, Mazarin, pp.11-12; K.Federn, Mazarin, (Paris, 1934), p.445.
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events, being content to accept the outlines of this traditional formula.'
Chéruel’s work is an exception, but his presentation of the detail serves only to
corroborate the general thesis: the Frondeurs - essentially a homogenous
aristocratic opposition to the centralizing state - were split by Mazarin’s victory.
A number of grands and their families subsequently decided to cooperate with
Mazarin’s regime and its political programme - the Duc de Vend(“)me., Turenne, the
Prince de Conti. They had already accepted the fate of their caste and saw that
their interests lay in service to the centralizing state. Consequently they were
rewarded by Mazarin with office and status. On the other hand, those who -
inconveniently - remained hostile to the regime throughout the 1650’s, for
example, the king’s uncle, Gaston d’Orléans, the Duc de Longueville, and of course
the self-exiled Prince de Condé, were dismissed as the feckless adherents of a
defeated cause, criminally irresponsible on occasions, but in the end merely
pathetic.

This model of changing power structures during the 1650’s seems to pass
without question. Accounts of the period characteristically give a summary
treatment of the great aristocracy with a tendency to focus upon one member of
the grands in particular to support their arguments. As an example of the post-
Frondes demise of aristocratic power and of France’s growing military supremacy
historians often point to the career of Louis II de Bourbon, Prince de Condé.
Unease over his ‘treasonous’ activities during the 1650’s, however, has ensured

that with the exception of the prince’s rigorous nineteenth century biographer -

12D.0gg, Louis XIV, (London, 1933), p.8; T.K.Rabb, The Struggle for Stability in Early Modern
Europe, (Oxford, 1975), pp.64-65; N.Henshall, The Myth of Absolutism, Change and Continuity in
Early Modern Europe, (London, 1992), pp.30-33; R.J.Bonney, Society and Government in France
under Richelieu and Mazarin 1624-1661, (New York, 1988), p.158.
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the Duc d’Aumale® - the period of the prince’s exile has not been looked at in any
detail. Nonetheless, building on Chéruel’s arguments, this has not prevented many
historians from pointing to the broader canvas of the prince’s career as evidence
that the power of the great feudal aristocracy had finally come to an end." As
one of the more prominent members of the great aristocracy - a backward looking,
monolithic caste who expended their efforts trying to prevent the rise of the
‘modern state’ - Condé’s resistance then capitulation to the Mazarinist government
during the 1650’s is taken to encapsulate the process of aristocratic submission to
the crown. He left France in 1652 determined to bring the cardinal’s
administration to its knees. He returned in 1660 apparently humbled and
subdued, ready to take up his position as an ineffectual courtier in the gilded
prison of Versailles. Theodore Rabb, for example, amongst others, chose Condé’s
career between 1649 and the prince’s death in 1686 as the paradigm of aristocratic

opposition to the rise of the French unitary state:

‘Before the Fronde was over, therefore, it could not be said that the
growing powers of the central government were generally and widely
accepted, or that Frenchmen considered further resistance to be
pointless. But after the 1650’s there could be no doubt. Although a
final wave of peasant revolts did not die out until 1675 and a few
voices in the wilderness questioned the monarchy, the situation was
transformed. The nobility was domesticated, reliant for power on the
king, not on its strength in a locality. Condé, still treasonous during

13 Henri d’Orléans, Duc d’Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, 8 vols. (Paris 1863-96).

" S.Kettering, Patrons, Brokers, and Clients in Seventeenth-Century France, (Oxford, 1986),
pp.182-183; N.Henshall, The Myth of Absolutism, Change and Continuity in Early Modern
European Monarchy, (London, 1992), pp.24-25; T.K.Rabb, The Struggle for Stability in Early
Modern Europe, p.65; M.Pernot, La Fronde, (Paris, 1994), pp.400-403; O.Ranum, The Fronde, A
French Revolution, (New York, 1993), pp.344-347.



the Fronde, ended his days rowing ladies on the lake at
Versailles..”"

Similarly, the career of the Prince de Condé is cited as evidence to illustrate
another important development - the rise of France to European military
supremacy. The notion that the creation of the ‘Nation State’ of France resulted
from a series of great rulers and military victories is frequently supported with
references to Condé’s string of triumphs as a young man during the 1640’s." As
one of the pantheon of great military commanders the prince is seen to embody
France’s military progress. Condé’s victory over the Spanish tercios at Rocroi in
1643, is universally treated as the starting point of France’s growing military
capabilities.'” Until Rocroi, the French had suffered defeat upon defeat on
France’s northern frontier. It is this battle and the subsequent victories of the
prince during the 1640’s that are considered to indicate the point at which France
began her military rise to European supremacy.

Deployed as a symbol of French military successes during the 1640’s, the
Prince de Condé is used in the historiography of the 1650’s to explain away the
apparent inability of the French to repeat the victories secured during the
previous decade. Given the terminal decline into which it is assumed Spain had
fallen by the 1650’s, the length of time it took France to secure victory over Spain

during the final decade of the Franco-Spanish war is explained with an invocation

15 T K.Rabb, The Struggle for Stability in Early Modern Europe, pp.64-65.

16 of. A.Lottin, ‘Louis XIV and Flanders’, Conquest and Coalescence, ed., M.Greengrass,
(London, 1991), p.84.

17 p.Goubert, Mazarin, pp.165-177; P.Guth, Mazarin, (Paris, 1972), pp.383-404; J.Wolf, Louis
X1V, p.37; F.Bluche, Louis XIV, (London, 1990) p.66.
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of French chauvinism: the defection of the Prince de Condé after the Frondes gave
the Spanish a ‘proper’ military commander, and someone capable of slowing, for
a while, France’s inexorable military progress.’® It is argued that it was the
combination of the upsets caused by the Frondes and Condé’s attachment to the
Spanish - a French general with French soldiers - that prevented France from
pushing home the advantages gained by their armies during the 1640’s. The
important contribution of the Spanish high command in preventing the French
from making any headway in the Flanders theatre during the 1650’s is overlooked.

This traditional interpretation has dominated accounts of the decade that
preceded Louis XIV’s declaration of personal rule. However it should be said that
a small number of specialized studies have raised doubts about a triumphant post-
Frondes drive towards absolutism at home and hegemony abroad. As early as 1965
Lassaigne looked at the unrest of the provincial nobility after a series of unpopular
fiscal measures had been introduced in 1657." In 1976, Albert Hamscher showed
how the Parlement of Paris remained obstructive and hostile to Mazarin’s political
manipulations,? while Richard Golden went so far as to suggest the existence of
a third Fronde between 1652 and 1661, a religious conflict centred upon the

archdiocese of Paris.?! Studies of war and international relations from the

18 Chéruel, Histoire de France sous le Ministére de Mazarin, ii.181; J.Bourelly, Cromwell et
Mazarin, (Paris, 1886), p.101 & p.160; J.Dunlop, Memoirs of Spain from Philip IV and Charles
II, (London, 1834); J.Bérenger, Turenne, (Paris, 1986), pp.319-338; K.Federn, Mazarin, (Paris,
1934), p.402; P.Goubert, Mazarin, p.405.

19 J-D. Lassaigne, Les Assemblées de la Noblesse de France aux XVIle et XVIIIe siécles, (Paris,
1962).

20 A N.Hamscher, The Parlement of Paris after the Fronde, 1653-1673, (Pittsburg, 1976).

21 R.Golden, The Godly Rebellion, the Parisian Curés and the Religious Fronde 1652-1662,
(North Carolina, 1981).
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perspective of the Spanish peninsula in this period have opened wider questions
about the inevitability of Spanish collapse during the 1650’s, and the extent to
which the Peace of the Pyrenees was a virtual French diktat, marking the
unambiguous beginning of a new European order dominated by France.”

Equally important is the considerable re-evaluation in recent years of
Mazarin’s predecessor, Richelieu. The notion that Mazarin, as a servant of the
crown, was engaged in a conflict with the great aristocracy in the interests of
building a centralized, absolutist state, is not assisted by the growing body of
material which stresses that Richelieu himself was far from being such a selfless
servant of state-power. Richelieu’s intense preoccupation with his private fortune
and his concern for personal survival is contrasted with his indulgence in a largely
empty ‘rhetoric of reform’ in matters concerning the state. Far from being their
sworn and implacable enemy, he is shown to have shared the mentality and
ambitions of the great aristocracy, justifiably considering himself a constituent
member of the caste and seeking to achieve alliances within it.*

None of this, however, has so far led to a major re-evaluation of Mazarin’s
ministry. Neither has the recent pioneering work of historians of Philip IV led to
a re-assessment of the Franco-Spanish war and international relations from any

other perspective than that of Madrid. However, looking at the exile of the Prince

22 R.A.Stradling, Philip IV and the Government of Spain 1621-1665, (Cambridge, 1988);
R.A.Stradling, Europe and the Decline of Spain, (London, 1981); R.A.Stradling, The Armada of
Flanders, Spanish Maritime Policy in European War, 1568-1668, (Cambridge, 1992).

2 J Bergin, Cardinal Richelieu, Power and the Pursuit of Wealth, (Yale, 1985); J.Bergin, The
Rise of Richelieu, (Yale, 1991); D.Parrott, ‘Richelieu, the Grands and the French Army’, J.Bergin,
‘Richelieu and his Bishops? Ministerial Power and Episcopal Patronage under Louis XIII’ and
R.Briggs, ‘Richelieu and Reform’, Richelieu and his Age, eds., J.Bergin and L.Brockliss, (Oxford,
1992).
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de Condé during the 1650’s, his opposition to the Mazarinist regime in France and
his involvement in the Franco-Spanish war, requires both. In France the effect of
the Prince de Condé’s exile on French domestic politics was enormous and serves
to highlight the chronic instability of the second half of Mazarin’s administration.
Far from being solidly and securely re-established in 1653 with a mandate to
advance the cause of royal absolutism and state-power, Mazarin existed
throughout the 1650’s in an environment of acute political uncertainty and
instability. Continuing sources of opposition, one extreme of which was
represented by Condé, were not confined to some ‘lunatic fringe’ of the aristocracy,
while many of Mazarin’s ‘allies’ proved to be far from committed to his cause.
Mazarin’s survival was anything but a foregone conclusion, and, as a consequence
of Condé’s exile, the most important single factor shaping the fragile balance of
supporters and opponents was the fortunes of a war with Spain which, again
contrary to the received interpretation, was far from a predetermined
demonstration of French military superiority. The widespread assumption that
aristocratic power was in decline during the build up to Louis XIV’s personal rule
also seems difficult to sustain. Far from being representative of the backward
looking, politically naive remnants of an old order, Condé demonstrated during his
exile the enormous flexibility and power he possessed as a grand and that even
in the extreme circumstances of exile, he was well placed to maintain his power
and position.

Whilst Condé’s effect on French politics during the final decade of Mazarin’s
administration was profound, he had a correspondingly decisive influence on

politics in Brussels and Madrid and the foreign policy of Cromwell’s Protectorate.
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During the prince’s exile he had permanent representatives in London and
Madrid. His arrival in Brussels, at the head of his own army as a foreign prince
previously attached to the royal house of the chief enemy of Spain, had a huge
impact upon the local Spanish administration. One consequence of the prince’s
arrival, for example, was its clear demonstration that the high command in the
Spanish Netherlands - who strongly resented the prince’s presence in Brussels -
would not follow orders from Madrid that they judged to be against their interests.
In addition the effect of the prince on the course of the Franco-Spanish war was
significant. The extent to which France was gaining the upper hand in the
Flanders theatre during the 1650’s has been grossly overestimated, mainly as a
consequence of a failure both to understand the nature of the war once Condé had
deserted to the Spanish cause and the involvement of Cromwell’s Protectorate
towards the end of the 1650’s. Moreover, contrary to the traditional
historiography, it is clear that for the first four years of the prince’s exile, his
arrival in the Spanish Netherlands positively hindered the ability of the
administration in Brussels to wage war against the French, raising further
questions about the origins of France’s ‘rise’ to European supremacy.

Whilst illuminating a neglected period of French history and relations with
Spain during the final decade of the war, choosing to study international relations
from the perspective of a grand has another important benefit, for it demonstrates
the problems caused by approaching the period uniquely in terms of ‘states’
manoeuvring against each other. Historians are drawn to areas and ideas which
seem familiar to nineteenth and twentieth-century experience, and therefore give

weight and importance to the notion of France and Spain as unitary states,
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directly under the control of far-sighted, ‘modernizing’ ministers such as Richelieu,
Mazarin or Olivares. Yet this is to simplify dangerously the decision-making
processes and political realities of early modern Europe. Foreign policy and
international relations were not simply the preserve of all-powerful ministers and
their supposedly tractable rulers. It is obvious that Condé was pursuing a series
of political objectives in the 1650’s that were at variance with the interests of
‘France’, as defined by the policies of Cardinal Mazarin. It is perhaps less obvious,
but equally important to recognize that Condé was not, by fighting against
‘France’, simply incorporating himself into the global policy-making of Madrid.
Despite the fact that Condé was in Philip IV’s service, the prince’s representatives
in London for example, were pursuing goals and policies quite independently from
the resident Spanish ambassador. Similarly, the Austrian Archduke Leopold
Wilhelm, governor of the Spanish Netherlands during the first stage of Condé’s
exile, had interests determining the policies he adopted that frequently conflicted
with those of the Spanish king he was supposed to serve. The same could be said
of Cardinal Mazarin, who was frequently placed in circumstances in which his
personal and family interests - in particular, strategies to ensure his own political
survival - were not synonymous with the obvious best interests of the king or
state.

It is impossible to understand international relations during this period
without appreciating this aspect of policy formulation, which applied in Brussels
as it did in Madrid, London and Paris. Studying the impact of Condé’s exile
demonstrates the serious difficulties inherent to any attempt to understand the

political decision making of the period in terms of inevitable historical forces. They
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have to be seen in terms of contingent events and the reaction of personalities for
it 1s quite clear that decisions made for reasons of self-interest, and not
calculations of purely ‘state’ interests, had the widest possible political

implications.

THE GRAND CONDE: 1621-1652

Louis II de Bourbon, who bore the courtesy title Duc d’Enghien until the
death of his father, was born in Paris in September 1621, two years after his
father and mother’s release from Vincennes. Unlike his sister, two years his
senior, he did not suffer the indignity of being born in captivity, yet, despite
release from prison his father was still out of favour. As a consequence, barely had
the Princesse de Condé had time to recuperate than she was ordered to accompany
her infant son and join her husband at Montrond.?* Montrond was in the heart
of Berry, a province in the east of France whose governorship had belonged to the
Prince de Condé since Marie de Medici had fallen from power in 1617.?° It was
this imposing fortress that served as the young duke’s home for much of his
childhood.

Until the duke was fifteen he did not leave Berry, living between the

fortress of Montrond and the capital of the province, Bourges. Aged eight he

24 Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.309.

% Dictionnaire du Grand Siécle, ed., F.Bluche, (Paris, 1990), p.671.
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entered Sainte Marie de Bourges, a collége de plein exercice,”® where for six years
he received a rigorous training from the Jesuits in the civilization of classical
antiquity as well as instruction in Aristotelian philosophy, law and history -
uncommon for a grand of his status.?” Indeed, it was not until January 1636 that
the duke left Berry and travelled to Paris, where he had not been since his birth,
to be presented to Louis XIII and shortly after to begin further studies at the
Académie Royale under Pluvinel’'s successor, Benjamin.® These académies
instructed épée nobles in the polite as well as the military arts and served to
introduce young nobles to the court.” The duke was taught to sing and dance as
well as studying military planning, fortifications, fencing and horsemanship. Here
he remained for two years spending weekends with his mother at the chateau of
St Maur outside Paris® before he was called to Bourgogne in 1638 to assume the

temporary governorship of the province whilst his father was away on campaign

% Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.314; P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres au
Dix-Septieme Siecle, le Grand Condé, son fils le Duc d’Enghien, son petit-fils, le Duc de Bourbon,
(Lille, 1896), pp.11-17.

?" His schooling in the classics was sufficiently rigorous to provoke comment at court when, as
a young man of twenty, he was overheard holding a conversation in fluent Latin with the
Portuguese and Catalan ambassadors, cf., P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres au Dix-Septiéme
Siécle, p.111. Condé’s biographers have commented upon the particularly thorough schooling he
received - rare for a grand of his status. His entry in the Dictionnaire du Grand Siécle for example
comments, ‘Enghien jouit d'une formation théorique trés supérieure a celle des gentilshommes de
son temps..” Dictionnaire du Grand Siécle, ed., F.Bluche, p.381.

?® Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, p.335; P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres au
Dix-Septiéme Siécle, pp.82-95; C.Jouhaud, ‘Politique des Princes: les Cond¢’, ed., Philippe
Contamine, L’Etat et les Aristocracies (France, Angleterre, Ecosse), 12, Dix-Septiéme Siecle, (Paris,
E.N.S,, 1989), p.342.

? M.Motley, Becoming a French Aristocrat, (Princeton, 1990), p.154; L.Brockliss, ‘Richelieu,
Education, and the State’, Richelieu and his Age, eds., J.Bergin & L.Brockliss, p.241.

% Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.341.
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in the Midi.*

It had been the explicit intention of his father that the duke should attend
the académie in Paris less for the value of the education he was to receive than
for the possibility of cultivating friendships and creating ties and links of
allegiance with lesser épée nobles who would be attracted into the service of the
family.®* By the time the duke had arrived in Paris, service with the Condé
promised far greater rewards than it had done in 1621. Since the duke’s birth the
political fortunes of the house under the aegis of his father had undergone a
dramatic transformation. During the 1610’s the Prince de Condé’s efforts to play
a role in the government of the realm had enjoyed sporadic success as a result of
his involvement in a sequence of revolts against the regency before his arrest in
the September coup of 1616. His release from prison did not occur immediately
after the assassination of his chief enemy, Marie de Medici’s favourite Concini, but
in 1619 - over a year after Louis XIII had installed his own favourite Luynes as
his chief minister.*® During the decade that followed the period of the duke’s
early childhood, his father contrived to reverse his poor political fortunes by
stitching together a political alliance with Cardinal Richelieu that was to last until

the cardinal’s death in 1642.** When the Duc d’Enghien was baptised into the

31 P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres au Dix-Septiéme Siécle, pp.66-81.

32 M.Motley, Becoming a French Aristocrat, (Princeton, 1990), p.132. Henri de la Trémoille, for
example, went to Benjamin’s expressly to be with his cousin, cf., Henri-Charles de La Trémoille,
Mémoires, (Liége, 1767), p.3.

3 J.Bergin, The Rise of Richelieu, (Yale, 1991), p.163.

3 C.Jouhaud, ‘Politique des Princes: Les Condé (1630-1652), pp.338-342; D.Parrott, ‘Richelieu,
the Grands and the French Army’, pp.153-155.



18

catholic faith® in May 1626 foundations were already being laid for this political
alliance and by the time he entered Sainte Marie de Bourges in December 1629,
it had become a fait accompli.®

Richelieu’s plans for his political survival in the late 1620’s during the
period of his uneasy relationship with Marie de Medici, his patroness, and his
definitive break from her in 1630, had a profound affect upon the future of the
young duke. Although undoubtedly it was the cardinal that the duke would later
have to thank for the dramatic increase in the prominence, wealth and power of
his house during the 1630’s, as far as he was concerned, the alliance was to have
one bitterly regrettable consequence - his father’s agreement to what he regarded
as the humiliating mésalliance of his marriage with the cardinal’s niece, Claire-
Clémence de Maillé-Brézé.®” This was the payment for the alliance with the
house of Richelieu, providing the cardinal with what he hoped to be assurance of
cooperation in an uncertain future and serving the cardinal’s own ambitions to
advance his family’s position within the highest ranks of the épée nobility.*

There is evidence to suggest that the negotiations for this arrangement began

% His father had converted to the catholic faith following Henri IV’s initiative and his
determination to encourage the conversion of the Bourbon family. Condé had been given catholic
tutors and had been baptised a catholic shortly after his birth, c¢f., M.Wolfe, The Conversion of
Henri IV, (Harvard, 1993), p.175. Understandably this caused some consternation within the
Huguenot community, cf., N.M.Sutherland, The Huguenot struggle for Recognition, (Yale, 1980),
p.312.

% In his study of Bretagne James Collins, for example, explains how Richelieu used Condé to
seize political control of the province from the house of Vendéome in 1629, cf., J.B.Collins, Classes,
Estates, and Order in Early Modern Brittany, (Cambridge, 1994), pp.190-194.

37 Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.428.

38 J.Bergin, Richelieu: Power and the pursuit of wealth, (Yale, 1985), p.120.
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during the early 1630’s,’® however it was not until shortly before the cardinal’s
death that the marriage ceremony took place. In April 1640 the Duc d’Enghien
was called to Dijon to be presented to his fiancée for the first time and in Paris in
February 1641 he was led to the altar, ‘sa téte pale’, as one biographer described,
and married to Claire-Clémence.*

However, despite such an inauspicious start to the decade, the early 1640’s
established the military reputation of the Duc d’Enghien and this was to prove the
critical building block of his later enormous reputation and influence when he
succeeded his father in December 1646 as the Prince de Condé. The duke was
fortunate to have begun his military career in the early 1640’s - years of military
crisis for the Spanish Habsburgs in virtually all theatres of war. Diverting scarce
military resources to deal with rebellions in Catalonia and Portugal between 1640
and 1641 placed an intolerable burden on the Spanish military machine and in the
years that followed, over commitment to a war being fought on multiple fronts
took its toll.*' The added burden had particularly serious consequences for the
war being fought in the Spanish Netherlands. Here the administration in Brussels
had to coordinate a war on both northern and southern frontiers against the
French and the Dutch. A reduction in the assistance Madrid was able to provide

threatened to provide the French with the possibility of forcing a major

% Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.423; Anon., Vie d’Armand Jean du Plessis Cardinal
Duc de Richelieu, (Cologne, 1696), p.45.

“ P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres au Dix-Septiéeme Siécle, p.110.

‘! G.Parker, The Thirty Years War, (London, 1984), p.171; J.H.Elliott, Imperial Spain, 1469-
1716, (London, 1963), pp.349-353; H.de Schepper, ‘Los Paises Bajos Separados y la Corona de
Castilla en la Década de 1640’, J.H.Elliott, R.Villari, A M.Hespanha, B.Anatra and others, 1640:
La Monarqufa Hispdnica en Crisis, (Barcelona, 1991), pp.213-258; R.A.Stradling, Philip IV,
(London, 1988), pp.209-231; J.H.Elliott, Spain and its World, (Yale, 1989), pp.131-133.
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breakthrough.*

There is little doubt that the young duke profited enormously from this
state of affairs. He began his military career in the army of Picardie in 1640 under
the overall command of Richelieu’s cousin, La Meilleraye, and took part in the
storming of Arras in August.”’ In 1643, aged only twenty-one, he was appointed
to La Meilleraye’s command.* La Meilleraye had been one of Richelieu’s closest
fideles, linked by a double marriage to the Richelieu family.* Mazarin was
anxious at this stage to distance himself from those too closely associated with the
previous regime and Enghien’s appointment to La Meilleraye’s command was an
uncontroversial way of pushing aside this particularly well-placed fidéle of his
predecessor. The subsequent death of the king, the succession to the throne of a
four year old boy and the declaration of Anne of Austria’s regency was a further
opportunity for the Prince de Condé and his son to increase their political
influence. Anne of Austria was forced to rely upon the prince for support and this
placed Condé in a good position to further his son’s career.*

In the spring of 1643 the duke’s appointment proved its worth when the

‘2 G.Parker, The Thirty Years War, p.171; G.Parker, The Army of Flanders and the Spanish
Road 1567-1659, (Cambridge, 1990), pp.260-262; R.A.Stradling, Philip IV, pp.284-286;
R.A.Stradling, ‘Spain’s Military Failure and the Supply of Horses, 1600-1660’, History 69, (1984),
pp.208-21.

8 Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iii.623-632; P.H.Chérot, Trois Educations Princiéres
au Dix-Septieme Siécle, p.108; P.Chevalier, Louis X111, (Paris, 1979), p.570.

“ Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iv.8.
> Anselme de Sainte-Marie, Pére (P.de Guibours), Histoire généalogique et chonrologique de la
maison royale de France, des pairs, grands officiers de la couronne, de la Maison du Roi et des

anciens barons du Royaume, 9 vols., (Paris, 1726-33), iv.624.

6 G.Dethan, La vie de Gaston d’Orléans, (Paris, 1992), p.257; A.Barine, La Jeunesse de La
Grande Mademoiselle, (Paris, 1905), p.245; C.Jouhaud, ‘Politique des Princes: les Condé’, p.341.



21

Spanish Army of Flanders under the command of Francisco de Melo was defeated
in a set-piece battle at Rocroi by a French army under the overall command of the
Duc d’Enghien. The chronic weakness of the cavalry regiments of the Army of
Flanders, owing largely to the breakdown of the supply of cavalry after the
blocking of both land and sea routes to Flanders,*” had led to the rapid defeat of
their German and Walloon cavalry units. This enabled the duke to rally his
French cavalry and to isolate the tercios viejos who were overwhelmed by the
concentration of almost the entire army under Enghien’s command upon them.*
Rocroi was followed by a succession of other victories for the duke - Thionville in
the same year, Fribourg (August 1644), Nordlingen (August 1645), and between
June and October 1646 the storming of the coastal towns around Dunkirk,
Courtrai and Mardyck, before Enghien forced the privateering base itself to
capitulate.*

In a society that still saw itself in terms of a warrior culture, enormous
political and economic advantage could be gained by success on the field of battle.
A military commander of Enghien’s status presiding over a series of victories was
in a strong position to request suitable ‘rewards’ for his services. This could
involve the distribution of promotions or requests for governorships and the

transfer to other, more prestigious, military commands.*® Of course, the duke also

7 R.A.Stradling, ‘Spain’s Military Failure and the Supply of Horses, 1600-1660’, History lxix,
(1984), pp.208-21.

“8 Aumale gives the most thorough account of the battle, cf., Aumale, Histoire des Princes de
Condé, iv.128-133.

® Jean-Frangois Solnon gives a resumé of the prince’s achievements during the 1640’s, cf,,
Dictionnaire du Grand Siécle, ed., F.Bluche, pp.381-382.

% D Parrott, ‘Richelieu, the Grands and the French Army’, pp.145-146; J.Bérenger, Turenne,
(Paris, 1987), pp.378-379; A.Jouanna, Le Devoir de Révolte, (Paris, 1989), pp.40-65.
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had the advantage of his father’s political prominence and it was largely as a
consequence of the influence of his father and his string of military successes that
he saw a steady increase in his political power during the first half of the 1640’s.
In 1644, for example, he received his first provincial governorship - Champagne.*
At the same time he began to demonstrate his ability to distribute favour on a
large scale, even if his projects met with the opposition of other grands. This was
particularly the case in 1645 when, in the face of concentrated resistance, the duke
engineered the marriage between Henri Chabot, a tentative fideéle of Gaston, and
the sole heir of the late Duc de Rohan - Marguerite de Rohan. This marriage
elevated Chabot to the status of Duc de Rohan and, to Gaston’s considerable
irritation, brought Chabot into the growing circle of Enghien’s supporters.*
Whilst the duke manipulated his military successes to increase his political
stature at court, his exploits were used to create a powerful hagiography that
subsequent historians have spent time refining and developing. The idea of Condé
as one of the most renowned and capable commanders of the early modern period
was founded principally upon his achievements during the early 1640’s. This
reputation was tremendously important for the duke at the time, for more than
anything else it sparked off an image that he was to retain for the rest of his life -

an individual imbued with a capacity to lead and a charisma that was above the

51 Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iv.263.

52 The Duc de Rohan had died in 1639 in the service of Bernard of Saxe-Weimar. As Marguerite
de Rohan was his sole heir the question of her marriage was of acute interest to numerous parties.
Chabot was therefore the object of considerable envy when Condé finally procured this prize for
him. Aumale indicates that Chabot as well as his younger brother, Guy-Alphonce (who died in
Condé’s service in 1646), had enjoyed a close relationship with the prince that was plainly further
cemented by this marriage. Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, iv, pp.45 & 414; for information
about the Chabot-Rohan marriage cf., Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, v.30; Dictionnaire
du Grand Siécle, ed., F.Bluche, p.1350; G.Dethan, La Vie de Gaston d’Orléans, (Paris, 1992), p.292.
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ordinary and surpassed even the high expectations of someone of his rank. Indeed,
during the 1640’s and 1650’s the contrast between the Duc d’Enghien, a Bourbon
with a potential claim to the throne, and the young and vulnerable king of France
- Louis XIV - was obvious to all. Sovereignty was intimately linked to leadership
in warfare®® and, after Rocroi, it was not difficult for the prince to present
himself as a model of sovereign attributes. He had, after all, saved France from
the Habsburg menace during a period of political crisis. Rocroi, it needs to be
stressed, had occurred in the aftermath of Louis XIII's death and the accession to
the throne of a four year old boy, and threw back a Spanish invasion of Picardie.

Throughout Condé’s life artists tried to capture these sovereign qualities.
Prints were often engraved to ensure the prominence of his nose - an instantly
recognisable Bourbon physical feature - and from the date of his service as a
volunteer in the army of Picardie the prince tended always to be represented
clothed in armour, holding the baton of maréchal, and, after 1646, adorned with
the ermine of France’s first prince of the blood.”* Eulogies to the prince that
appeared underneath such representations invariably commented upon his
military achievements, placing special emphasis upon Rocroi which had, ‘fait
respirer la France abbattue de tristesse pour la mort de son Roy..”® and which
had been won by the duke, ‘avant la fleur de son aage..”® It was tempting to infer

that this was a man who had been born to lead and was eminently qualified not

58 J.Cornette, Le Roi de Guerre, (Paris, 1993), p.180.

5% Cf., British Museum, Prints and Drawings: Louis II de Bourbon, Prince de Condé, 0.1-29;
1893.4.11.77; 0.1-39; 1894.10.16.9; 1870.5.14.1359.

5 British Museum, Prints and Drawings: Louis II de Bourbon, Prince de Condé, 1893.4.11.78.

% Ibid.
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just for princely, but for royal status.

However, Enghien’s meteoric rise created considerable and understandable
resentment amongst rival grandee houses during the 1640’s. The stranglehold the
Condé held on central government threatened to become uncontrollable by the
time the duke inherited his father’s title as Prince de Condé in December 1646.
This was felt particularly sharply by the minister whom the elder Prince de Condé
had agreed to support - Anne of Austria’s favourite, Cardinal Mazarin. Various
measures adopted to frustrate the new Prince de Condé had begun as early as
1646 when Gaston was appointed to the supreme command of the royal army
fighting along the frontiers of the Spanish Netherlands. Gaston was one of only
three individuals to whom Condé had to cede precedence and the other two, the
king and his younger brother, Philippe, were clearly not in a position to act as
anything but figureheads. Gaston’s role, which he willingly adopted, was to divert
attention from the military achievements of his young cousin.”” The dispatch of
the prince to Catalonia in 1647°® was similarly a measure calculated to remove
Condé from the court, when his influence threatened to become excessive; in this
instance the initiative produced the desired effect - the spectacular failure of the
prince before the fortress of Lérida.*® On his return to Paris, the prince sought
to cast blame for the disasters of his Catalan campaign on Mazarin who, he

argued, had deliberately deprived him of the necessary supplies of men and

*" G.Dethan, Gaston d’Orléans, pp.219-226; Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, v.52-55.
5 Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, v.132-183.

% R.A.Stradling, Philip IV, pp.219-223; Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, v.182-185.
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ammunition.®

However, the subsequent rupture between the cardinal and Condé was not
immediate. Mazarin was in an extremely difficult position vis-a-vis the prince,
particularly in the circumstances of the late 1640’s, when increasing government
unpopularity simply had the effect of forcing him to rely to an even greater extent
on the prince’s power and prestige. In 1648 Condé secured a victory over the
Spanish at Lens and the cardinal used this in Paris as an opportunity to take
tough measures in the deteriorating political situation.’’ At the same time Lens
had the effect of boosting the prince’s stature at the French court and once the
prince had returned to Paris and beaten off the frondeurs at the siege of Paris it
seemed that he was prepared to support the cardinal’s crumbling regime in return
for increased powers. |

However, the siege of Paris marked a turning point in the already queasy
relationship between Condé and Mazarin. In the aftermath of the prince’s military
victory against the Parisian frondeurs the cardinal gave clear indications of his
wish to abandon an alliance with Condé by beginning discussions for a marital
alliance with the Vendbme - a grandee house that was a traditional rival of the
Condé.** At this stage, with his army camped outside the capital the prince was

at his most powerful, and Mazarin’s obvious attempts to promote the Vendome at

% Immediately after Condé’s defeat at Lérida suspicions grew that Mazarin had been behind
the prince’s appointment to the Catalan command with the express intention of engineering his
military defeat, cf., for example, Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, Piéces et Documents,
v.514: Le Chevalier de Riviére to Condé, 2 July 1647: ‘.et icy je mets dans le nombre de la
populace la bourgeoisie de Paris et chambres souveraines. Ils disent que la cour avoit envoyé Votre
Altesse pour la perdre..

81 M.Pernot, La Fronde, (Paris, 1994), p.82; R.Bonney, The King’s Debts, (Oxford, 1981), p.207.

2 Cf., pp.251-254.
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his expense seemed rash provocation. However the prince had accumulated many
enemies and Mazarin continued to be protected by the queen regent and to some
extent Gaston d’Orléans, who saw gains to be made by undermining his cousin’s
position.®® The coalition of opponents to Condé was spearheaded by the cardinal,
whose vulnerability to Condé’s efforts to remove him from office was increasing by
the day. The imprisonment of Condé and his kinsmen the Prince de Conti and the
Duc de Longueville in January 1650, was therefore a measure initiated by the
cardinal which aimed to limit temporarily the prince’s capacity to act against
him.%** Having bailed out Mazarin’s regime from complete collapse over the
previous twelve months, Condé was arrested on trumped up charges in a blatant
attempt to destroy his political power. In consequence the cardinal was given a
free hand and the prince’s supporters were forced to leave court and return to
their provincial bases.

As far as Condé was concerned the so called ‘princely’ Fronde was a struggle
to protect the position that his family had enjoyed for the past twenty years from
the ambitions of Mazarin and the house of Vendome. At the same time he wished
to ensure that the architect of his humiliating arrest - Mazarin - was either put
to death or exiled on a permanent basis. This ambition was close to being achieved
after his release from Le Havre by the cardinal en route for exile in February
1651.%° The prince returned to Paris. However before long the uneasy frondeur

coalition between families such as the Orléans, the Condé and the Guise collapsed

8 G.Dethan, Gaston d’Orléans, (Paris, 1992), pp.269-273.

4 M.Pernot, La Fronde, (Paris, 1994), pp.160-166; P.Goubert, Mazarin, (Paris, 1990), pp.291-
298.

65 P.Goubert, Mazarin, pp.311-316; M.Pernot, La Fronde, pp.192-202.
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into internecine conflict after Jean Francois Paul de Gondi, trading his support for
Condé against the offer of the cardinalate that was to make him Cardinal de Retz,
initiated secret negotiations with Anne of Austria to open an anti-Condéen front
in May.%

Fearing another attempt to have him arrested the prince left the capital,
though this time of his own volition, and retreated to St Maur where he
formulated plans for a full scale military assault against the queen regent and her
supporters.®” With the superior military resources available to the crown the
prince understood that to have a chance of success he needed the assistance of a
foreign power. But, despite the treaty concluded with Philip IV in November 1651
and his union with Gaston d’Orléans, the prince was unable to muster the
necessary military resources. Gradually, the forces of the crown gained the upper
hand and by the time the prince left Paris in October 1652 his armies in the

south-west and east of France were in slow but sure retreat.5®

% P.Goubert, Mazarin, pp.316-323; D.A Watts, Cardinal de Retz, the Ambiguities of a
Seventeenth-century Mind, (Oxford, 1980), pp.254-255; J. H.M.Salmon, Cardinal de Retz, the
Anatomy of a Conspirator, (London, 1969), pp.191-226.

§ M.Pernot, La Fronde, pp.259-272.

% M.Pernot, La Fronde, pp.273-339; A.Chéruel, Histoire de France sous le Ministére de Mazarin,
11.320-360; P.Goubert, Mazarin, pp.333-340.
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THE INHERITANCE OF THE GRAND CONDE

Common to all princes of the blood and the feature that distinguished them
from the princes legitimées and the lesser tiers of aristocratic rank was their
undisputed right to the succession in the order of their consanguinity to the king.
This entitlement was founded upon the juridical notion of ius sanguinis, a
procedural device that by the seventeenth century had become the undisputed
axiom of succession to the French throne.*”” This crucial distinction between the
princes du sang and their bastard cousins was important because the base of much
of the political power of a prince of the blood was the possibility that one day
providence might intervene to place him on the throne. The succession of Henri
IV, himself twenty one degrees removed from the last Valois, had underscored the
significance of membership of this exclusive caste. Quite apart from the rewards
of becoming king, proximity to the throne was a factor that in itself could be used
to massive political advantage. Much of politics during this period revolved around
a complex game of second guessing future fatalities within the royal family and
how this would effect the line of succession. Princes of the blood were able to play
upon this as their trump card to procure ministerial alliances and wider support
from among France’s political elite, enabling them to have a profound influence

upon the government of the realm.

% R.E.Giesey, The Juristic Basis of Dynastic Right to the French Throne, Transactions of the
American Philosophical Society, N.S. 1i, (1961), part 5.,p.38.



29

At various stages during the course of the seventeenth century it had
appeared highly probable that one of the Bourbon Princes de Condé would become
king. Next to Louis XIII and Louis XIV’s brothers, the Condé were the most senior
cadet line of the Bourbon, and this position was acknowledged by their unique title
- governorers princes du sang - carrying special recognition and privileges.
Between 1594 and 1601 the Grand Condé’s father, Henri II de Bourbon, stood as
second-in-line to the throne before the birth of the future Louis XIII. Between
1610 and 1638, before the births of the future Louis XIV and Philippe, a Condéen
succession seemed again likely as Gaston d’Orléans, Louis XIII's younger brother,
had no more success than his brother in siring a male heir.

Such close proximity to the throne was a factor that the Grand Condé’s
father, Henri II de Bourbon, was able to use to particular advantage in procuring
the political alliance with Cardinal Richelieu.”® As a consequence of their place
in the succession, the Condé became central to Cardinal Richelieu’s political
strategy. After the cardinal’s definitive rupture with both the queen mother, Marie
de Medici, and Louis XIII's younger brother, Gaston d’Orléans, in 1630, the
cardinal would need the protection of a grandee family of enormous power and
political resource if he was to have any possibility of maintaining his power after
the death of Louis XIII without male heirs.”

The meteoric rise of the political fortunes of the Condé during the late
1620’s and 1630’s was the consequence of the close understanding that developed

between Henri and Cardinal Richelieu. During this period, and supported by

™ C.Jouhaud, ‘Politiques de princes: les Condé (1630-1652), pp.338-343.

I D.Parrott, ‘Richelieu, the Grands and the Army’, p.153.
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Richelieu, the Condé made a number of important territorial acquisitions all of
which contributed to the enormous de facto power of the Grand Condé during the
late 1640’s: purchase of the estates of Sancerre in the province of Berry:” the
king’s decision to grant Condé the largest share of the possessions of the Duc de
Montmorency after his execution in 1632;® and, perhaps of greatest significance,
the prince’s acquisition in 1631 of the coveted governorship of Bourgogne.”
However, the vast political potential of princes of the blood was not simply
confined to their ability to conclude advantageous political alliances. The Condé
were able to play upon the substantial de jure claims to power they possessed as
princes of the blood. Political theorists presented these princes as the most critical
resource sustaining the ruling dynasty. For Loyseau in particular, the succession
of Henri IV was evidence enough of the importance of these princes to the
institution of the monarchy.” As a consequence they were seen to hold special
rights qualifying them as the king’s natural advisers and viceroys. Since
providence had selected them to underpin the rule of the king and ensure the
continuation of the ruling dynasty, they were assumed to excel in the qualities
needed to rule.” Described as born councillors of the king, imbued with the
qualities of virtue and fidelity, the writers of the most renowned treatises of

ancien regime political theory like Le Caron, Du Tillet and Loyseau all recognized

™ C.Jouhaud, ‘Politique des princes, les Condé¢’, p.339.

™ P.Rocolet, Lettres de Don des Biens de Feu Monsieur de Montmorency, (Paris, 1633).
™ Dictionnaire du Grand Siécle, ed., F.Bluche, p.668.

™ C.Loyseau, Traité des Ordres et simples dignitez, (Chasteaudun, 1610), p.79.

" Ibid., p.90.
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the prerogatives and claims of princes of the blood to assist in the government of
the realm. Of particular relevance to the politics of the 1610’s and 1640’s was the
obligation of princes of the blood to assume heavy responsibilities during a royal

minority. The precedent for this was provided by an ordonnance promulgated by

Charles VI in 1407:

‘les princes du sang plus proche de ladite couronne, sont ordonnez du

conseil pour le gouvernement & administration du Royaume, durant

la minorité des Roys: & par les dispositions particuliéres faites avant

ladite ordonnance, lesdits princes du sang avoient tousjours esté mis

dudites conseils les governorers apres les Roynes, non sans cause,

puis que la Regence du Royaume tollué par ladite ordonnance

appartenoit au plus proche du sang, si autrement par le Roy deffunct

(auquel majeur 'election du conseil de son fils Roy mineur, estoit

libre comme du sien) n’en avoit esté disposé.”’

Other important privileges of the princes du sang revolved around the
organisation of their households. For example, they were able to register members
of their households as commensal du prince in the cour des aides. Fashioned after
the commensal du roi, registration as commensal du prince carried important
fiscal exemptions and privileges and was a position that was highly sought
after.”® The appointments were largely honorific and rarely carried specific

functions.” Princes of the blood and sons of France were also entitled to their

own councils.®?’ This was an important attribute of the princely household and

" Du Tillet, Recueil des roys de France leurs couronne et leurs maisons, (Paris, 1602), p.221.
8 Dictionnaire des institutions de la France, ed., M.Marion, (2nd edn., Paris, 1989), p.115.

" P.Lefebvre, ‘Aspects de la fidelité en France au xvii siécle’, Revue Historique, July-September,
1973, No.507, p.62.

8 p Lefebvre, ‘Aspects de la fidelité en France au xvii siécle’, p.67.
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again was a feature modelled consciously upon the king and his royal council - the
conseil du roi. These privileges were important for more than anything else they
enabled families like the Condé to establish courtly alternatives to the itinerant
court of Louis XIIT and indeed, in the reign of Louis XIV, even to the royal court
at Versailles.

Much of the increase in wealth and power of the Condé had taken place
during the life of the Grand Condé’s father - Henri II de Bourbon - who had
pursued a conscious strategy of building up and consolidating the family’s
provincial power bases. Between 1612 and 1628 Henri spent 2,017,000 livres on
territorial acquisitions in and around his governorships of Berry and
Bourbonnais.?! These included the comté and marquisat of Chéteauroux, brought
in 1612; the estates of the Duc de Sully in Berry which incorporated the
strategically critical fortress of Montrond;*> and, in 1628 the estates of
Sancerre.®®* Henri’s purchases were complemented in 1631 with the acquisition
of the governorship of Bourgogne, a strategically vital province on France’s border
with Franche-Comté and contiguous to Bourbonnais. For a long time Henri
had been attempting to increase the family’s influence in Bourgogne. Together
with the prince’s other governorships, the acquisition of this governorship formed
a dense territorial block, increasing enormously the de facto power of the Condé
in eastern France. Whilst the project to obtain the governorship had been assisted

by Richelieu, who was anxious to replace the Duc de Bellegarde - a proche of

81 ¢ Jouhaud, ‘Politique de princes: les Condé¢’, p.339.
82 1 Aristide, La Fortune de Sully, (Paris, 1991), pp.67-72.
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Marie de Medici - with someone he could rely upon,’ Henri had also taken
independent steps to trespass upon Bellegarde’s position long before the office had
been handed over to him. The prince, for example, had concentrated his recruiting
activities for appointments to administrative posts within his household almost
exclusively upon robe families native to Bourgogne.** He had made frequent
visits to Chalons, the capital of one of the five baillages of the province,* and the
law faculty at Bourges with which Condé had close ties®’.

The Condéen possessions of land and governorships in eastern France were
complemented by two further important blocks of landed, juridical and
administrative power - the domains of the Duc de Montmorency that Condé
inherited in 1632 and the acquisition of territory in the Clermontois by the Grand
Condé in 1648. Both added a new dimension to the core provincial power base of
the family in eastern France. With Richelieu’s cooperation, the bulk of the
Montmorency inheritance after the execution of the last duke in 1632, had passed
to the Condé through the Princesse de Condé, Charlotte-Marguerite de
Montmorency - running against the normal custom that the property of a subject
guilty of léese majesté passed in its entirety to the crown. This inheritance
comprised the seigneurie of Chantilly with its chateau along with the duché-pairie

of Montmorency, near the Condéen duché-pairie of Anguien.®® Chantilly was to

8 P.Chevalier, Louis XIII, (Paris, 1979) p.374.

8 P Lefevbre, ‘Aspects de la fidelité en France au xvii siécle’, p.92.
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8 D.Roche, ‘Apergus sur la fortune et les revenus des princes de Condé, a 'aube du 18e siécle’,
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play a critical political role for the family because of the splendour and heavy
fortifications of the chiteau and the extensive estate that surrounded it; above all,
its proximity to Paris, without actually being within the city, made it an ideal
political base for the Condéen court. Like the policy of territorial aggrandizement
adopted by the family in Berry, the Condé retained a long term interest in slowly
increasing their territorial holdings in the region surrounding Chantilly. In 1694
the estate of Laversine was purchased from the Duc de St Simon and in 1701 the
marquisat of Coye by the Grand Condé’s grandson, Louis III de Bourbon.*”
Whilst Chantilly provided the Condé with a base close to Paris where they
could establish their court, the territories acquired in the Clermontois were, in a
different way, of incalculable political value to the family. In 1648 the Grand
Condé had agreed to compromise over his claims to the admiralty by accepting
from the king the ‘gift’ of the comité of Clermont and the terres and seigneuries of
Stenay, Dun and Jametz intact with all juridical rights and royal prerogatives.*
These estates contained three crucially important border fortresses - Stenay,
Clermont and Jametz - providing the prince with an extremely useful fortified
base on the frontiers of France. Indeed, the rationale behind the accumulation of
such large landed holdings was precisely the development of military defensive
capabilities upon which the family could fall back in times of trouble. A significant
feature of Condéen territorial possessions in eastern France for example, was the
presence of a series of important fortresses each of which were under the direct

control of the Condé. In Berry this included Montrond, Bourges and Issoudun, and

% D.Roche, ‘Apergus sur la fortune et les revenus des princes de Condé’, p.229.
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in Bourgogne, St Jean de 1'Osne and Dijon.”! During the Frondes and the years
in exile the Grand Condé was to make full use of their defensive military
capabilities.

As well as providing the family with military security from hostile interests
at court their landed possessions, which also included substantial territorial
holdings in Bretagne and Anjou,” provided the funds to support the elaborate
lifestyle that was a requirement for a prince of the blood. The duché of
Chateauroux, for example, valued at around 3,200,000 livres brought the Condé

a yearly return of 120,000 livres,”

in addition to which the family possessed
lucrative monopolies within the province such as the droit de marque on the forges
of Berry and the droits de cing sols levied upon all legal writs.”* Similarly, the
region of the Clermontois and area around Chantilly each brought the Condé an
estimated annual income of 150,000 livres® - although in the Clermontois this
figure fluctuated enormously according to the degree of disturbance caused by war.
Income from territorial possessions and other assets was supplemented by the

pensions the Condé received from the crown - 150,000 livres per annum as prince

of the blood and 10,000 livres per annum as grand maitre of the royal

1 An idea of the size of these garrisons can be gleaned for the financial claims the Grand Condé
was making for their maintenance in peace negotiations between Lionne and Don Luis de Haro
in 1656. Cf., A.A.E., Correspondence Politique, Espagne, vol.35, f.186: Condé’s demands for
compensation, 27 Aug.1656.
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household.”® The prince also received pensions as a provincial governor and
governor of fortress towns like Bourges and Issoudun®’ although these sums were
small when set against the opportunities to make money from, for example, the
sale of offices that such positions provided.”® At around 30,000,000 livres after
the death of Henri II de Bourbon,” the family fortune fell just short of the
fortune so notoriously left by Cardinal Mazarin and the estimated annual return
on this figure was around 1,500,000 livres.'®

Plainly, purely on the basis of their territorial possessions, local juridical
rights and wider administrative responsibilities the Condé were in a position of
enormous economic power and well placed to extract substantial financial gains.
However, the accumulation of wealth for its own sake was low on the list of
priorities. A far more important benefit sought from the acquisition of offices and
governorships was the opportunity to attract other nobles into entering the
‘service’ of the Condé. For example, the office of grand maitre was not valued for
its entitlement to a pension from the crown but for the right to appoint members
of the king’s household.'’’ This was a powerful source of political patronage - to
be named commansal du roi was coveted for the exemptions and privileges it
offered. As grand maitres of the king’s household the Condé therefore were able

not only to place men with loyalties to the family in important positions within the

% A.AE., C.P.Espagne, vol.35, f.186: Condé’s demands for compensation, 27 Aug.1656.
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king’s household, but also to add to their following by means of the power of
appointment that being grand maitre conferred.

The significance the Condé attached to the maintenance of their family
regiments was the best example of how economic prosperity and profit were
subordinated to the more important goal of obtaining sources of patronage. These
were regiments raised and paid for by the prince and similar in every respect to
the king’s entretenue regiments. Like commissions in the gardes suisses or gardes
francaises a commission in one of these regiments was highly prized. During the
1640’s the Grand Condé was colonel of four regiments: Anguien cavalerie, Anguien
infanterie, Condé cavalerie and Condé infanterie.'®® In addition to this he was
also colonel-in-chief of four companies of light horse and gendarmes. In each of
these regiments and companies the Grand Condé had a number of commissions
at his disposal ranging from the acting head of the regiment when he was not in
command - the lieutenant colonel - to a simple company ensign, the third and most
junior company officer.'®

The Condé were prepared to shoulder the enormous cost of maintaining
these regiments because their involvement in the military stood at the very core
of the family’s de facto power. As well as using his particular regiments to further
the careers of clients, thereby ensuring their loyalty, the Grand Condé also used
his various wider appointments to military commands to serve the same purpose.

Enormous importance was attached to the numbers of high ranking épée nobles

102 These were raised by his father between 1634 and 1636 cf., Aumale, Histoire des Princes de
Condsé, 111.361.

19 D Parrott, ‘The Administration of the French Army during the Ministry of Cardinal
Richelieu’. Oxford D.Phil thesis, 1985, pp.178-184.
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that the prince could attract into his service when acting as a corps commander.
During the 1640’s, for example, the Grand Condé went to great lengths to ensure
that he cultivated a following of high ranking épée nobles like the Comte de la
Suze and the Comte de Persan, a group who came to be known at court as the
petits maitres.'*

The petits maitres were individuals who rarely fulfilled a specific function
in the prince’s administration but who nonetheless attached themselves to the
prince as a consequence of his status, political influence and position as a senior
military commander. They accompanied the prince to court, fought side by side
with him in the campaigns in northern France and Catalonia and in every sense
regarded themselves as being in his service. It is clear that such individuals
played a vital role in determining wider perceptions of the prince’s power. This
was particularly the case with other grands like the Vendéme or Orléans who
competed with the Condé as rival patrons at the royal court, each trying to prove
that they had the greater capacity to distribute largesse, offer promotions, and
give their support to political or military projects.

In times of political crisis the épée entourage of someone like Condé was
demonstrably of critical importance. The number of high and middle ranking épée
nobles who were prepared to follow the Grand Condé into exile was striking.
Almost without exception those who accompanied the prince to the Spanish
Netherlands in 1653 had long histories of service with the family, frequently from
within one of the family’s entretenue regiments. The Comte de Guitaut, for

example, the Grand Condé’s favourite during the years in exile, had begun his

104 Mme de Motteville, Mémoires, (Paris, 1982), p.108.



39

career as a page to Richelieu and then, through the mediation of the Duc de
Chétillon, had been admitted into the entourage of the Grand Condé’s father. In
1647 Guitaut was an ensign in the Chevau Légers de Condé subsequent to which
he was promoted to the rank of lieutenant and then soon after captain of his
company.'” Guitaut’s wisest career move was to follow the prince into exile. In
Brussels he was promoted to the rank of governorer gentilhomme of the prince’s
household and raised his own regiment;'°® upon his return to France in 1660 he
was promoted through the prince’s patronage to the order of the St Esprit.'"’
Guitaut’s career path was mirrored by the Comte de Coligny-Saligny, who, like
Guitaut had begun as a page to Richelieu, had been brought into the entourage
of the Grand Condé’s father by his cousin the Duc de ChAtillon, and had been
promoted through the ranks of one of the prince’s entretenue regiments - the
Regiment d’Anguien. He too followed the prince into exile.!®

There was clearly a geographical strategy to Condé’s patronage of épée
families whose sons were making their careers in the army. The Comte de Montal,
for example, who like Guitaut and Coligny-Saligny, joined the prince in exile with
his regiment, came from a distinguished family in Berry who took their title from

a barony in Bourgogne.'” The count had two brothers both of whom had died

in the prince’s service - Gilles and Francois. Gilles was killed at Nordlingen in
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1645 where he had been a captain in the Regiment d’Anguien. His brother
Francois had died in Flanders where he had been a captain in the Regiment de
Condé.'® By the late 1640’s Montal was the only remaining member of his
family in the prince’s service. He followed the prince into exile and was made
governor of the fortress of Rocroi. Like Guitaut, in recognition of his loyalty the
count was promoted to the order of the St Esprit on his return to France.'"!

Commanders like Montal, Guitaut and Coligny-Saligny, relatively
uninfluential members of the épée nobility when they first entered the prince’s
service, were accompanied by others of rather greater political and social stature.
Individuals like the Comte de la Suze and Comte de Bouteville, distant relations
of the prince, were comparatively high ranking épée nobles, both of whom brought
with them substantial de facto military power which they placed at the prince’s
disposal. The importance of familial relations should not be underestimated in
determining the political alignments of individuals during this period. Kinship was
often the passport into service with a grand, for it provided a basis of mutual
obligation, loyalty and trust - precisely the rationale underpinning the marriage
strategies of Richelieu and Mazarin. Such a bond was invaluable in a society that
still subscribed to a warrior aristocratic culture that stressed individual autonomy
and independence and which continued to posit alternative sources of authority
and legitimacy to the crown.

Although distant, the blood link that both the Comte de la Suze and the

Comte de Bouteville enjoyed with Condé was the key to their close relationship

10 Ibid.

111 B N, Dossiers Bleus, Montal, ‘Eloge Funebre du Comte de Montal’.
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with the prince. La Suze was a distant cousin of the Condé through his mother,
Charlotte de la Rochefoucauld.'’? Accompanying Condé into exile he placed his
regiment at the prince’s disposal as well as his command of the strategically
important fortress of Belfort in the Franche-Comté.'*® Similarly, the Comte de
Bouteville, a cadet of the senior line of the Montmorency, was related to the Grand
Condé through the prince’s mother - Charlotte Marguerite de Montmorency.'"
Bouteville joined the prince in exile bringing with him his own regiment and
command of the fortress of Bellegarde in the Bourgogne which held out against the
royal army until 1654.'*°

The relationship between Condé and his petits maitres was not contractual
but diffuse and therefore quite distinct from the prince’s clientéle. Those who fell
into the category of the Condéen clientéle were the individuals appointed to
administrative positions within the prince’s household or who had administrative
responsibilities over the management of family estates. Holders of the highly
sought after posts in the prince’s household such as the prince’s intendant,
secrétaire des commandements, conseiller or trésorier général frequently came from
the upper ranks of robe or minor épée families. Often they had a tradition of
service to the Condé and were consciously recruited from families native to Berry

or Bourgogne''® where the Condé cultivated their provincial sphere of influence.

12 A C. Alliances de la Maison de Condsé, £.7.
13 B N., Ms.Fr.6722, (Lenet Papers), f.164: Condé to Lenet, 3 July 1659, also, cf., p.48.

14 P A. Aubert de la Chenaye des Bois, Dictionnaire de la Noblesse, 15 vols., (2nd edn, Paris
1770-1786), x.409.

18 of  p.48

116 p T afebvre, ‘Aspects de la fidelité en France’, pp.72-73.
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Entering the service of the Condé in an administrative capacity was highly prized
quite simply because of the opportunities it offered for social ascension and for the
honour of being attached to such an august house. Jean Lenet, sécretaire des
commandements to the Condé towards the end of the sixteenth century, for
example, was typical of the kind of Bourguignon minor robe noble whose family
achieved social elevation by attaching themselves to the Condé in the early to mid
seventeenth century. He was native to Bourgogne where he was governor of the
provincial chancellery, and one of his sons, Philibert, as a consequence of his
father’s attachment to the Condé, became a président in the chambre des. comptes
of Dijon.!"” Indeed, Jean Lenet began a tradition of family service to the Condé
through which his family were able to maintain a steady progress through the
noble ranks culminating in the late seventeenth century with Louis Lenet, knight
of the order of Malta and lieutenant général des armées du roi.''®

Whilst the Lenet brought to the Condé their provincial contacts in
Bourgogne and local knowledge of the Bourguignon administration, other members
of the princes’ permanent staff recruited from different regions or offices added
further dimensions. For example, Francois Chassepot, trésorier général to the
Condé between 1649 and 1664, brought his experience and contacts as trésorier de
la maison du roi and royal conseiller d’état to the family.'”” Similarly, Frangois-
Theodore de Nesmond, before he became intendant to Henri II de Bourbon, was

one of the présidents in the Paris Parlement and hence firmly established within

"7 Ibid., p.93.
8 Ibid.

9 Ibid., p.96.
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the capital’s political robe elite.'* Recruiting individuals of this calibre to the top
administrative posts within the prince’s household was critical less for the
practical skills they could offer than for the knowledge and contacts within, for
example, the Paris Parlement or the Parlement of Dijon. Whilst both institutions
were major forums of political power they were also the law courts that would
deliberate on lawsuits brought against or by the Condé, and in as litigious a
society as early modern France, the recourse of the family to the law was

frequent.'!

During the 1650’s Condé’s exile was to have a significant effect upon French
politics. This was understandable given the combination of enormous de facto
power he and his family had amassed during the 1630’s and 1640’s and his de jure
claims to power as France’s first prince of the blood. The impact of such an
important member of France’s political elite choosing the path of self assertion and
contracting a military alliance with the Spanish Habsburgs was huge, particularly
since so many of the prince’s entourage and clients saw that their interests were
best served by following the prince to Brussels. Many of the nobles who joined
Condé in the Spanish Netherlands during the 1650’s had through his patronage

been some of the most powerful members of the French court during the 1640’s

12 Ibid., p.94

121 Of. for example, during the 1650’s, the Condé’s involvement in two major cases that passed
through the Paris Parlement, the first against the Comte d'Harcourt concerned the lands of Arnay
le Duc & de Pouilly - B.N,, Factum 17526: ‘Sommaire de la defense de Monsieur le Prince contre
Monsieur le Comte d’Harcourt’, the second, between Condé and his brother Conti over the terms
of their inheritance - B.N. Factum 3988: Procés de Louis de Bourbon, prince de Condé et d’Armand
de Bourbon prince de Conti, son frére, au sujet de la succession dHenry de Bourbon, prince de
Condé, et de Charlotte-Marguerite de Montmorency, leurs pére et meres.’



44

and they used these positions to cause the maximum disruption to the cardinal’s
regime. In addition, the prince was able to exploit his position as a military
commander and colonel-in-chief of several regiments to lead a sizeable army
against what he regarded as the illegitimate Mazarinist regime. This military
strength was complemented by the strength of his de jure position as France’s first
prince of the blood, an enormous advantage in the propaganda war that was to

rage within France against the ‘tyranny’ of Cardinal Mazarin.
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Condé in exile: Spanish reactions in Madrid

and Brussels 1652-1656

THE TRANSITION TO EXILE

The abandonment of Paris by Condé’s army on 13 October 1652 and the
offer of a royal amnesty to the remaining Frondeurs during the same month, is
often regarded as the watershed that began Condé’s eight years of exile.! But the
issue of Condé’s exile was never so straightforward. For more than six months his
political status was ambiguous and indeed, it was not clear whether he was based
in France or the Spanish Netherlands. Those grands who had formed the coalition
known as the Fronde des Princes had retired defeated to their estates in the
provinces, nonetheless the grip of the Court on power was weak and Mazarin was
still in exile.2 Condé, who had not accepted the royal amnesty and was militarily

isolated, was engaged in a constant dialogue with Paris over the possible terms of

! Jean Bérenger touching on this period writes: ‘A la fin de 1652, La Fronde était donc & peu
prés terminée(sauf 2 Bordeaux). Mazarin dirigeait le gouvernement depuis Sedan, Turenne était
son plus fidele soutien, Condé passé a I'ennemi.’ J.Bérenger, Turenne, (Paris, 1987) p.317. A
clearer presumption of Condé’s utter defeat after Paris can be found in Goubert’s recent biography
of Cardinal Mazarin: P.Goubert, Mazarin, (Paris, 1990) p.347.

2 Mazarin’s second period of exile lasted from October 1652 until his return in February 1653.
P.Goubert, Mazarin, p.369.
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a reconciliation.’ There remained every likelihood that he would accept the terms
being offered to him, or that with the support of the Spanish Army of Flanders
and Spanish naval support in Guyenne a revival of his military fortunes would
occur that would demonstrate the weakness of the Court’s position in Paris and
cause some of the ex-frondeurs to rally again to the prince’s standard.

The political uncertainty of Condé’s position was reflected in the
geographical ambiguity of his status as an exile. It is simply not possible to
identify a date after which Condé can be said definitively to be in exile. Certainly,
after 1653, Condé perennially wintered in Brussels as a guest of the governor of
the Spanish Netherlands, but throughout his exile, he continued to hold territories
within France where regiments from his army, with varying degrees of success,
would pass the winter months.* After his departure from Paris in October 1652
Condé had no intention of going into exile, indeed had this been the case it would
have demonstrated his unqualified acceptance of military defeat in France. But
Condé was far from defeated and Paris was by no means the last bastion to fall.
Significant areas of France still held out against the Court. The most important
of these was Guyenne, but Condé still held parts of Champagne, Bourgogne and
Alsace where commanders loyal to his cause continued to resist the Mazarinist
coalition.

These positions were gradually absorbed by the French over the course of

¥ A.AE., M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures et Extérieures, vol.269, £.253: Mazarin to Fabert, 5
Oct.1652; £.269: Mazarin to Servien, 9 Oct.1652; £.304: Mazarin to Montaigu, 18 Oct.1652; £ 312:
Mazarin to the Abbé Fouquet, 20 Oct.1652.

4 Rocroi, which fell to the Spanish Army of Flanders and Condé in October 1653 and was
handed over to Condé remained an important base in Champagne for the prince where his troops
quartered yearly until his return to France.
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1653 and 1654, meanwhile contributing significantly to the chronic instability of
the cardinal’s regime after his return to France in February 1653. But the
reduction of Condé’s position in Champagne and Picardie was a slow process, and
Condé’s retreat into Luxembourg and Namur, provinces of the Spanish
Netherlands, was piecemeal. France throughout the 1650’s remained a patchwork
of loyalties, and during the early and highly volatile years of the decade Mazarin
and his allies were engaged in painstaking attempts to win over strategically
important enclaves. Whether this involved the replacement of provincial governors
by grandees loyal to the regime, of a mistrusted commander of a border fortress
by a reliable officer, or coordinating the reduction of those towns and regions
controlled by Condé, the overarching objective was the same: ensuring that
Mazarin and his followers had sufficient support in the provinces to govern, and
that the cardinal’s position as first minister was secure.’

Condé’s exile was therefore not a simple gesture. When he left Paris in
October 1652 he retreated into the north-east of Champagne where he had the
command of a series of important border fortresses. Champagne was an important
power base for the prince largely as a result of a deal struck with Mazarin in
1647. Condé’s brother-in-law Armand de Maillé, Duc de Brézé, had held the office
of Admiral of France and when he had died in June 1646 the prince had been
prepared to waive his claims to the Admiralty against the control of three major

border fortresses in Champagne: Clermont, Stenay and Jametz.’ Situated in the

® These issues are discussed in greater detail in chapter four.

¢ Henri d'Orléans, Duc d’Aumale, Histoire des Princes de Condé, (Paris, 1889), v. 124-127.
Condé made an explicit reference to this deal in August 1652: A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol 12, f.25:
Condé to the Parlement de Bordeaux, 19 Aug.1652.
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Ardennes these fortresses were contiguous to the duchy of Lorraine and they
linked on to an important ribbon of places fortes along the frontiers of Champagne
and Picardie. The loyalties of the commanders of these garrisons over the course
of the 1650’s were constantly open to question and Condé’s position in the
Ardennes provided him with many opportunities to gain control of these fortresses
through diplomatic means.” But it was to his possessions in Champagne that the
prince retreated in October 1652 with his small army of 3,000 men,’ consolidating
his position in the province by taking Rethel in the same month and in November
the fortresses of St Menehould and Bar-le-Duc in November.’

Condé’s strategy was not difficult to discern. The extension of his own
holdings to St Menehould, Rethel and Bar-le-Duc brought him further towards
Bourgogne, where he had been governor and with which he had close ties.
Additionally, he was now closer to two important fortresses: Belfort, a fortress
wedged between Alsace and the Franche-Comté commanded by an ally and
kinsman, Gaspard de Champagne, Comte de la Suze; and Bellegarde, a fortress
situated in Bourgogne commanded by another ally and kinsman, Francois Henri
de Montmorency, Comte de Bouteville."” Whilst Condé’s brother and sister, the

Prince de Conti and the Duchesse de Longueville, continued to hold most of the

" One such opportunity presented itself in 1655 for example when the Maréchal d’Hocquincourt
became disaffected with the court and bartered with Condé for the government of Peronne.
A.G.R.B,, S.E.G., vo0l.263, f.124: Archduke Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 20 Nov.1655; A.C., C.G.C.,
Série P, vol.15, £.402: Condé to Fiesque, 30 Nov.1655.

® Lenet gives an estimate of Condé’s army at this stage. A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.12, f.331:
Lenet to Don Luis de Haro, 20 Aug.1652.

® B.N. Ms.fr.6712 (Lenet Papers), f.5: Condé to Lenet, 3 Dec.1652; B.R.B. Rélations Véritables,
1652, p.558.

10 B R.B. Rélations Véritables, 1653, p.22; Marquis de Ségur, La Jeunesse du Maréchal de
Luxembourg, (4th edn., Paris), 1. 236-273.
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important fortresses of Guyenne, including Bordeaux itself, Condé had established
his headquarters in the fortress of Stenay from where he coordinated hostilities
against the court from the north-east of France with the continued resistance of
his brother and sister in Guyenne.!' At the end of 1652 and during the first six
months of 1653 the position of Condé’s party in France was therefore strong.
Through the various governorships and fortresses belonging to those allies and
kinsman loyal to his cause he controlled pockets of territories from the borders of
Namur in the Spanish Netherlands to the coasts of Guyenne in the South of
France.

Condé’s speedy acquisition of a number of these fortresses in Champagne
during the winter of 1652-3 was assisted by the complete absence of any serious
resistance. The governor of Picardie, the Duc d’Elboeuf, loyal to the Court, was
unable to muster sufficient numbers of men to pose any serious threat and his
attempts to obstruct Condé’s advance only amounted to military posturing.'?
Similarly, the Maréchal de Turenne, another supporter of the weakened regime
and in command of the royal army that had laid siege to Paris in 1652, did not
possess sufficient resources to divide the royal army and pursue Condé whilst

maintaining a firm grip on the capital.’® There were rumours anyway that Condé

1 AC, C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, f.54: Treaty between Bolsey and Condé, Apr.1653. B.N.
Ms.fr.6714 (Lenet Papers), f.70: Condé to Président d’Affiés, 10 Mar.1653.

12 This episode can be followed through the exasperated correspondence between the cardinal
and the Maréchaux d’Aumont, Senneterre and Hocquincourt: A.A.E., M.D.France, Affaires
Intérieures et Extérieures, vol.269, f.336: Mazarin to Aumont, 1 Nov.1652; f.334: Mazarin to
Hocquincourt, 5 Nov.1652; £.363: Mazarin to La Ferté Senneterre, 6 Nov.1652.

13 Mazarin was concerned that despite the king’s entrance into Paris in October, the capital
continued to be unstable. A.A.E., M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures et Extérieures, vol.269, {.324:
Mazarin to Ondedei, 26 Oct.1652; B.N. Ms.fr.23,202, f.64: Mazarin to the Abbé Fouquet, 21
Oct.1652; f.68 Mazarin to the Abbé Fouquet, 8 Dec.1652.
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had joined his forces with the Spanish Army of Flanders and it would have been
reckless in the extreme to leave Paris vulnerable to attack having so recently
secured the surrender of the Frondeurs and departure of the prince.™

The resistance that Condé did encounter in Champagne was presided over
by Mazarin himself who did not return to Paris until February 1653. But the
series of minor confrontations between Mazarin’s mercenaries and Condé’s
garrisons bordered on the comic. The cardinal was desperate to secure some kind
of military victory over the prince on the back of which he could return
triumphantly to Paris.’® Chateau Porcien, for example, a small garrison in
northern Picardie, changed hands twice in January 1653 passing between
supporters of Mazarin and Condé. On both occasions the effect on the balance of
power in Picardie was negligible, but it was not surprising that these events were
seized on by Mazarinist and Condéen propagandists in Paris to paint suitable
images of humiliating defeats.'® The indigenous population of the region seems
to have been ambivalent in professing support for either party and were more
concerned with the destruction wreaked on the local economy. Rheims for instance,
across the border from Picardie and in Champagne, refused both Mazarin and

Condé permission to garrison the town, which suggests that for contemporaries,

4 A.A.E., M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures et Extérieures, vol.269, f.320: Mazarin to the
Proc.Général, 25 Oct.1652.

15 Campion is very straightforward about this, c/. Henri de Campion, Mémoires, (Mercure de
France edn., Paris, 1967) p.209.

16 B R.B. Rélations Véritables, 1653, pp.46, 48, 58; A.A.E., M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures,
vol.891, f.5: Mazarin to Anne of Austria, 5 Jan.1653; f.24: Mazarin to Le Tellier, 10 Jan.1653; B.N.
Ms.fr.6713 (Lenet Papers), f.87: Marigny to Condé, 19 Jan.1653.
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Mazarin’s return to supremacy was by no means a foregone conclusion.!’

It is therefore not hard to see how the Spanish benefited from supporting
Condé. Clearly, the fall of Paris to the Court was a disappointment keenly felt in
Brussels and Madrid. The Spanish had hoped that the Fronde des Princes would
overcome the Court and a ministeriat under the control of Condé and Gaston, Duc
d’Orléans, would sue for peace with Spain. Peace was, after all, the platform of
Condéen resistance to the cardinal and his créatures.’® A condition of the treaty
Condé had signed with Philip IV in November 1651 had been the speedy
conclusion of negotiations for a general peace between France and Spain once the
Court had been defeated.' Such hopes had obviously proved premature but even
with Condé’s military position in central France in tatters, the prince provided a
diversion that was regarded by Madrid as enormously important. Whilst Condé
held fortresses in France the military resources of the adolescent Louis XIV were
being diverted away from the major campaign theatres of Catalonia, north Italy
and Flanders, and concentrated on areas of Condéen resistance. 1652, the annus
mirabilis of Spanish arms which had seen Gravelines, Dunkirk, Barcelona and
Casale regained by Spanish troops, had been blamed by Mazarin at least, on the

continuation of the Frondes in France.?

17 B.R.B. Rélations Véritables, 1653, p.130.

¥ For an idea of the Condéen agenda see for instance: A.A.E., M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures,
vol.890, £.86: ‘Les Motifs qui ont porté S.A.R. 4 se déclarer pour M. le Prince qui servent de
justification a son manifeste M DC LII’.

19 Cf the preamble to the treaty between Condé and Philip IV reproduced by Cosnac. P.de
Cosnac, Souvenirs du régne de Louis XIV, (Paris, 1866-82), p.425.

2 Mazarin consistently tried to shift the blame onto Condé for these losses, ¢f. A.A.E.,
C.P.Espagne, vol.34 f.166: note in margin by Mazarin in, ‘Articles de Paix donnée 4 M.Lionne s’en
allant en Espagne pour les proposer suivant son instruction de Juin 1656.’
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It was arguments based on the evidence from the most recent campaigns
and the chance that Condé and his allies would overthrow the incumbent regime
that were being used in Philip IV’s council to justify continued support for
Condé.?! The Spanish king was obliged to assist Condé anyway by the treaty
between the two negotiated in November 1651. This agreement was formal,
placing Condé’s resistance to the cardinal in the wider context of the war between
France and Spain. Embedded in the treaty were clauses that set out starkly the
obligations between Philip IV and Condé in the eventuality of peace negotiations:
both undertook not to negotiate with the cardinal’s regime unilaterally.?® As the
decade continued, the terms of the treaty came under close scrutiny as they were
set against the wider and occasionally divergent interests held by Condé, Madrid
and the Spanish high command in Brussels.

Philip IV and his ministers were aware that they had much to lose if Condé
chose to abandon his treaty and negotiate a reconciliation alone with the Court in
Paris.® Militarily, the benefits of Condé’s service were clear to see, politically the
influence of the prince in France was significant and a constant concern for

Mazarin and his coterie. Madrid was therefore clear that there were positive gains

2l Condé’s envoy in Madrid, St Agolin, wrote to the prince in March 1653, ‘Ils tesmoigne fort
autrement que le bon fondement de leurs affaires et la continuation de cette alliance qu’ils disent
considérer pour etre leur principale et qu'on ny il ne veullent songer a autre chose que se le
maintenir, B.N. Ms.fr.6714 (Lenet Papers), f.1: St Agolin to Condé, 1 Mar.1653. This was later
reflected in the comments made in the king’s council: ‘Afiadiendo ser la real intencién del
V.Magestad que se anteponga a sus particulares conveniencias el mantimiento del Principe y
partido que se hallan protejidos de V.Magestad...’ A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Consulta of the Council
of State, 23 Apr.1653. ¢f. A.G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.253, f221: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 26
Apr.1653; vol.255, £.70: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 11 Jun.1653.

22 Cf. Clause i of Condé’s treaty. P.de Cosnac, Souvenirs du regne de Louis XIV, p.425.

28 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Junta, 29 Apr.1653; Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 9 Aug.1653. A.C.,
C.G.C., Série P, vol.12, £.307: Fuensaldafia to Condé, 6 Jul.1652.
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to be made from supporting Condé. Juggling the commitments of fighting a war
on multiple fronts they tried to give Condé a high financial and military priority.
Orders sent to Brussels were emphatic that the support of Condé and his party
in France was of paramount importance and the deployment of the Spanish Army
of Flanders was to be geared to the service of Condé’s strategic aims.*

Despite this, Condé remained concerned that he might be abandoned by
Madrid and he was particularly exercised by this worry whilst rumours circulated
that the two major powers were on the verge of peace negotiations.”® It was
apparent as early as 1650 that the prince and his allies simply did not possess the
kind of military resources available to Mazarin and the French Court, and Spanish
assistance had quickly become recognised as a precondition for Mazarin’s
defeat.?® Despite the vestiges of Condéen military power remaining in northern
France and Guyenne after the fall of Paris, it was plain that without Spanish
assistance Condé had no choice but to negotiate his reconciliation with the Court
and in these circumstances he could expect harsh terms for any settlement.”
What was clearly a catastrophic scenario for him was the negotiation of a general
peace between France and Spain in which his interests were simply marginalised,

or worse, used by the Spanish as a bargaining counter to extract concessions from

2 A.G.R.B,, S.E.G,, vol.254, f.4: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 7 Feb.1653; f.11: Philip IV to
Leopold Wilhelm, 7 Jan.1653; £.90: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 15 Feb.1653; f.221: Philip IV to
Leopold Wilhelm, 26 Apr.1653; vol.255, £.70: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 11 Jun.1653.

% B.N. Ms.fr.6714 (Lenet Papers), £.213: St Agolin to Condé, 8 Apr.1653; A.C., C.G.C., Série P,
vol.13, f.164: Fiesque to Condé, 11/13 Jun.1653; f.242: Lenet to Condé, 10 Jul.1653.

2 (1.8.P.Venetian, xxviii.202: Morosini to the Doge and Senate, 24 Oct.1651.

27 B.N. Ms.fr.6714 (Lenet Papers), f.147: Condé to Lenet, Mar.1653; f.133: Condé to Lenet, 19
Mar.1653.
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Paris.”®

However, Condé’s relationship with the Spanish was not bipartite. A third
dimension was added to Condé’s relationship with Madrid by the Spanish high
command in Brussels. Until a change in personnel in 1656 went some way towards
rectifying the situation, the high command saw Condé’s interests, what they
perceived to be their own, and those of Madrid, as increasingly conflicting and
ultimately irreconcilable. Whilst Condé continued to defy the French Court within
France’s frontiers the high command in Brussels could see clear reasons for
deploying their scarce military and financial resources to support the prince.”
Condé after all had been indirectly responsible for the victories at Dunkirk and
Gravelines. Civil war in France had prevented the port from being adequately
defended whilst the resources of the French crown were concentrated on the task
of defeating Condé and his party.”® On one level, therefore, the high command
in Brussels was anxious that Condé should not come to an accommodation with
the French crown and they warmly welcomed his assistance.

But what the high command in Brussels wished to avoid at all costs was the
arrival of the prince in the Spanish Netherlands where the increased financial and

military burden of supporting the prince, his supporters and his troops, would

28 Condé was terrified of this possibility ¢/ B.N. Ms.fr.6714 (Lenet Papers), f.213: St Agolin to
Condé, 8 Apr.1653.

% A.G.R.B, S.E.G, vol.254, £.8: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 4 Feb.1653; f.73: Leopold
Wilhelm to Philip IV, 15 Feb.1653; A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.12, £.307: Fuensaldafia to Condé, 6
Jul.1652.

30 A AE., C.P.Espagne, vol.31 f.252: Recueil des discours tenu a la table de le Comte de
Fuensaldagne, le Prince de Ligne... 6 Nov.1652; M.D.France, Affaires Intérieures et Extérieures,
v0l.269, f.238: Mazarin to Estrades, 30 Sept.1652; £.240: Vendome to Estrades, 30 Sept.1652.
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impose economic and social costs they were not in a position to meet.’’ Moreover,
despite orders from Madrid to give Condé all necessary assistance, the high
command in Brussels saw that there was a balance to be maintained between on
the one hand assisting Condé and his party, and on the other, pursuing their own
military objectives. The potential conflict of interests between Condé and the
Spanish high command that this generated was demonstrated as early as August
1652 when the governor of the Spanish Netherlands disobeyed orders from Madrid
by abandoning Condé and undertaking the siege of Dunkirk.?? Despite the
success of this venture, a serious consequence was to deprive Bordeaux of the
warships the city so badly needed to prevent the Duc de Venddme from blockading
the Garonne and ultimately, it was Vendome’s blockade that drove Condé’s brother
and sister, Conti and the Duchesse de Longueville, to surrender to the young
Louis XIV in August 1653.%

The Spanish high command in Brussels were therefore far from convinced
that assisting Condé was in their interests to the extent that Philip IV and his
ministers in Madrid plainly believed. The governor of the Spanish Netherlands,
the Habsburg archduke, Léopold Wilhelm, complained to Madrid that their
military interventions on Condé’s behalf in France had been fruitless and the

archduke increasingly tried to demonstrate in his letters that Condé was an extra

31 B N. Ms.fr.490 (Clairambault), £.311: Arnolfini to St Amour, 3 Oct.1652.
52 R.A.Stradling, The Armada of Flanders, (Cambridge, 1992), p.143.

33 Fuensaldafia wrote to Condé in September 1652 expressing his regret that they could not
send the vessels he had been promised - they were engaged in the siege of Dunkirk. A.C., C.G.C.,
Série P, vol.12, f.348: Fuensaldaria to Condé, 3 Sept.1652. For an account of the surrender of
Bordeaux cf. S.A. Westrich, The Ormée of Bordeaux, (John Hopkins, 1971), pp.117-125.
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burden that they could well do without.** The complaints of the archduke and of

his second in command, the commander of the Spanish Army of Flanders, the
Conde de Fuensaldania, reached a crescendo as Condé’s position in France
gradually worsened.?* Conds, and more seriously his army, were forced to retreat
further and further across the borders of France and into the Spanish
Netherlands. As far as the high command in Brussels was concerned this was the
very situation they had hoped to avoid, and it seemed to them from the response
they received to their letters from Madrid that Philip IV was unmoved by their
pleas for greater financial assistance to bear the cost of the prince and his
army.%®

However, profound feelings of dissatisfaction were not confined to the high
command in Brussels. Condé believed, and argued in his letters to Madrid, that
the inaction of Brussels at various critical stages of his struggle in France was
directly responsible for the eventual collapse of his position.*” A consequence of
this was that as early as January 1653 the prince began to pursue a political

campaign through his agents and allies in Madrid against the commander of the

3 A.G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.256, f.16: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 11 Sept.1653; £.31: Leopold
Wilhelm to Philip IV, Sept.1653; f.138: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 1 Oct.1653; f.146: Leopold
Wilhelm to Philip IV, 4 Oct.1653; £.323: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 6 Dec.1653.

% Ibid.

% A.G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.256, £.98: Philip IV to Leopold Wilhelm, 17 Sept.1653; f.166: Philip IV
to Leopold Wilhelm, 29 Oct.1653; £.170: Philip IV to Condé, 29 Oct.1543.

% A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, f.164: Fiesque to Condé, 11/13 Jun.1653; £.340: Fiesque to
Condé, 30 Aug.1653; £.458: Fiesque to Condé, 12 Nov.1653; vol 15, £.267: Condé to Fiesque, 20
Aug.1655.
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Spanish Army of Flanders, the Conde de Fuensaldaiia.?® Condé was represented
in Madrid by a team of envoys and representatives who, as the decade wore on,
managed with increasing success to accumulate political influence in Madrid.
Condé’s delegation, headed at this early stage by St Agolin before he was later
joined by an envoy of greater weight, the Comte de Fiesque, made repeated
complaints about the lack of assistance they were receiving from Brussels.* Of
course, as Condé was well aware, the problem was not simply the differences of
opinion in Brussels. The general financial malaise affecting the Spanish Empire
was a more important factor that prevented Madrid from assisting the French
prince to the extent that they had agreed in 1651.*° This lack of funds vastly
raised the stakes in Brussels over the question of strategic priority, questions that
were clearly decided to a large extent in situ, for Brussels had already
demonstrated her capability for independent action when it came to deciding
where her best interests lay.

As Condé’s position in the heart of Champagne and the periphery of
Bourgogne worsened and he was pushed towards France’s amorphous frontiers,
the combination of the de facto presence of his army sheltering in Luxembourg and
Namur, and the priority he had been accorded by Madrid, meant that his
absorption into the high command in Brussels rapidly became a necessity. By

April 1653 Condé was integrated into the command structure. How else could the

38 B.N. Ms.fr.6713 (Lenet Papers), f.108: Lenet to St Agolin, 23 Jan.1653; £.127: Lenet to St
Agolin, 27 Jan.1653; A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, f.404: Fiesque to Condé, Oct.1653; f.406: Fiesque
to Condé, Oct.1653; vol.14, f.15: Fiesque to Condé, 29 Jan.1654.

% Ibid.

0 B N. Ms.fr.6713 (Lenet Papers), f. 158: Condé to Lenet, 5 Feb.1653.
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archduke and Fuensaldafia hope to co-ordinate their military strategies with
Condé who was fighting along the same frontier? At the very least, it
demonstrated to Madrid a certain willingness on their part to accommodate the
French prince. During the winter of 1652-1653 Condé was forced to quarter his
troops partially within the province of Luxembourg.*' The smattering of garrisons
the prince had taken in late 1652 and early 1653 gradually fell to commanders
loyal to the cause of Mazarin, the queen mother and Louis XIV. The most
important of these were St Menehould in November 1653 and Belfort in the
Franche-Comté in February 1654.*> But whilst the internecine feuds gathered
momentum within the high command in the Spanish Netherlands, of which Condé
was now a constituent member, the prince suffered another loss not in the north
of France but in Guyenne, where by August 1653 the entire Condéen position had
collapsed and his brother and sister had no alternative but to accept the king’s
amnesty.

The impact of Bordeaux’s capitulation on Condé’s overall position was very
serious for it raised the question of his future relationship with the Spanish.
Arguments for a re-negotiation of Condé’s treaty now seemed justified. Leopold
Wilhelm and Fuensaldana had always accepted the pragmatic sense in assisting
Condé whilst the prince’s hostilities in France tied down Louis XIV’s armies. But
in a situation where Condé’s military and political position in France had

collapsed, the benefits to be gained from his assistance were not so apparent.

“1A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, £.128: Condé to Meille, Persan, Montesquien, Berlo... (minutes
of letters), May 1653.

‘2. A.Chéruel, Histoire de France sous le ministere de Mazarin, (Paris, 1882), i1.119; B.R.B.
Rélations Véritables, 1654, p.102.



59

Condé’s treaty had been precise about Madrid’s obligations towards him in this
event. Whilst Madrid would continue to hold the same financial obligations
towards Condé, clauses eighteen through to twenty-two of the treaty held Brussels
to strict conditions over the accommodation of Condé’s troops in winter quarters
and stressed the high priority Condé’s strategic aims were to receive.*’ But these
were conditions that, if enforced in this situation, were likely to provoke a crisis.
Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldaiia had a poor relationship but if they were united
over one issue it was in their commitment to overturning Condé’s treaty. As it
happened they proved unsuccessful in this aim, but the consequences of their
unrelenting hostility towards the prince threw the situation in the Spanish

Netherlands into turmoil.

FINANCIAL CRISIS IN THE SPANISH NETHERLANDS

AND ITS IMPACT: 1653-56

The administration of the Spanish Netherlands was controlled by a system
of household government. Supreme executive authority was held by the governor
of the Spanish Netherlands. The powers of this office were wide-ranging and
embraced the judiciary and financial departments of government as well as
supreme command of the Spanish Army of Flanders. The governor was in effect
the viceroy of the Spanish Netherlands, but, unlike other viceroys in the Spanish

empire, did not have his authority checked by the Council of War in Madrid or the

13 p de Cosnac, Souvenirs du régne de Louis XIV, p.425.
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system of audiencias.** By the 1650’s there were two major offices in the Spanish
Netherlands - the governor and his second-in-command, the army commander.*®
The gobernador de armas, or army commander, was a post created during the
1630’s and superseded the maestro de campo general which had hitherto been the
most senior office in the military. In the absence of the governor, the army
commander became the overall commander of the Spanish Army of Flanders.
However, the introduction of this new office created resentment. This was
particularly the case during the 1650’s when it was well known that Leopold
Wilhelm disliked what he regarded as Fuensaldafia’s meddling in his affairs. The
ability of the army commander to use his position to oppose the projects of his
superior was considerable. James, Duke of York mentioned for example that the
Marques de Caracena, the army commander was actually capable of
countermanding Don Juan José, the governor, as a consequence of the political
power he had accumulated.*

Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldafia however both shared a common aim in
their wish to wish to overturn Condé’s treaty, for it bound Madrid and Brussels
to conditions they could not possibly hope to satisfy. Moreover, the burden of
supporting the French prince had now shifted onto the Spanish Netherlands.
Financial resources were scarce. Contributions raised locally and regional taxes

taken together only amounted to one quarter of the sum needed to maintain the

“ G.Parker, The Army of Flanders and the Spanish Road 1567-1659, (Cambridge, 1990), p.111.

** H.Lonchay, La rivalité de la France et de l’Espagne aux Pays-Bas, 1635-1700, (Brussels, 1896,
p.45.

% James, Duke of York, Memoirs, (trans.) A.Lytton Sells, (London, 1962), p.256.
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Spanish Army of Flanders.*” Brussels was completely dependant upon Madrid
to make up the massive shortfall. But during the early 1650’s Madrid was
encountering chronic financial problems herself. Philip IV was having to balance
the requirements of a war fought on multiple fronts, while a permanent feature
of crown expenditure had long been an ever-increasing deficit.*® Between 1640
and 1660 the crown was forced into two bankruptcies, one in 1647 and the other
in 1653.* Bankruptcies during this period were not as serious as the term
suggests, only amounting to a massive rescheduling of debts.*® Nonetheless, the
effects were felt in the Spanish Netherlands where revenues from Spain after the
second bankruptcy in 1653 were reduced to a small and inadequate trickle.

The arrival of Condé in these circumstances was therefore an added burden
that Brussels could ill afford. Aside from a series of substantial down payments
to Condé after the ratification of his treaty, the financial entitlement of the prince
to support his household and army was an annual revenue of approximately
1,250,000 escudos.’’ This sum was the Spanish obligation to Condé alone and
does not take into account the extra pensions and revenues set aside for Condé’s
commanders, or the maintenance of the households of Condé’s wife, Claire-

Clemence de Maillé Brézé, and his son, the Duc d’Anguien. To place this sum of

" G.Parker, The Army of Flanders and the Spanish Road 1567-1659, (Cambridge, 1972), p.154.
“ H.Kamen, Spain 1469-1714, (London, 1983), pp.214-219.

* A.Dominguez Ortiz, Politica y Hacienda de Felipe IV, (2nd edn. Madrid, 1983), pp.61-74, 97-
98; J.H.Elliott, Imperial Spain 1469-1716, (London, 1963), p.356.

% Bankruptcies did, however, have a serious immediate impact on the raising of new credits
from financiers. G.Parker, Spain and the Netherlands 1559-1659, (London, 1979), pp.33-34.

51 Cf. clauses iii, iv, v, vi, xvi, xvii, xx, xxviii, of Condé’s treaty. P.de Cosnac, Souvenirs du régne
de Louis XIV, p.425.
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money into context, in February 1654 Leopold Wilhelm wrote to Philip IV setting

out the requirements for the financing of the Spanish Army of Flanders during
that year. He distinguished between a defensive war, which he predicted would
need 2,500,000 escudos, and an offensive war, requiring 3,600,000 escudos.’? The
addition of Condé’s separate revenues therefore, increased these sums enormously,
adding onto the archduke’s predictions for the cost of waging a defensive campaign
a staggering 50% premium.

But the sums of money set out in Condé’s treaty and by Leopold Wilhelm
in February 1654 were far removed from the amounts Madrid was actually able
to send to the Spanish Netherlands during this period. Condé was never paid
anything approaching the sums Madrid had agreed to in 1651, neither were the
requisite sums ever paid to the Spanish Army of Flanders. It is unlikely that
Condé’s obligations could have been fulfilled even had they been made during the
1630’s, when levels of revenue remained at relatively high levels compared with
the later years of the Franco-Spanish war.” The extra burden of the prince aside,
subventions from Madrid were well below levels needed to maintain the Spanish
Army of Flanders and it is astounding that the Spanish were able to make such

considerable military advances during the Frondes.”* The financing of the

®2 A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Consulta, 16 Feb.1653.

% G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, p.295. Receipts of Spanish silver during the 1630’s were at
the high point of the Franco-Spanish war ¢f, J.H.Elliott, Imperial Spain, (London, 1963), p.184, and
H.Kamen, Spain in the later Seventeenth century 1665-1700, (London, 1980), p.135. Dominguez
Ortiz points out that it was not until after the 1640’s that the asiento system began to show signs
of strain, ‘El sistema funcioné con relativa normalidad hasta 1640..’, Dominguez Ortiz, Politica y
Hacienda, p.97.

5 R.A.Stradling, Europe and the Decline of Spain, (London, 1981), p.128; R.A.Stradling, The
Armada of Flanders, (Cambridge, 1992), p.127.
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Spanish Army of Flanders as it had existed before Condé’s arrival rested on a
precarious balance between local extraction of money and subventions from
Madrid.*® Condé now threatened to upset this balance completely, throwing the
provinces into social disorder. Furthermore, Condé’s treaty gave him a powerful
bargaining position in Madrid. Part of the funds previously destined for the
Spanish Army of Flanders were now siphoned off for Condé. The laborious process
of debt financing meant that while financial packages were being negotiated in
Madrid, they quickly became public knowledge and Condé’s envoys would then
move to obtain a percentage for their prince, on the basis of the financial
entitlements set out in the treaty in 1651.°

The financial strain created by Condé’s settlement in the Spanish
Netherlands was quickly felt. Purely on a financial level, local complaints about
the privations caused by the financing of the prince’s entourage and the support
of the households belonging to Condé, his wife and son, were unrelenting. The real
burden of financing Condé’s households rested on the local communities who were
expected to shoulder the immediate expenses and provide the required ceremonial
for the arrival of individuals of the social stature of Condé’s wife and son.”” Local

grievances voiced by deputies in Brussels were passed on to Madrid in the

5 G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, pp.139-157.

5% One of the best examples of this practice occurred in November 1655 when on the basis of
news arriving in Brussels that a financial package was being assembled exclusively for the use of
the Spanish Army of Flanders Condé’s envoys in Madrid immediately moved to obtain a percentage
for their master. A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.15, £.391: Fiesque to Condé, 13 Nov.1655; B.N.
Ms.fr.6720 (Lenet Papers), £.99: Condé to Lenet, 23 Jan.1656.

" A.G.R.B., Audience, 1363, Liasse 768: Leopold Wilhelm to La Mottry, 26 Aug.1653; Galaretta
Ocariz to the Audiencier, 24 Sept.1653; 1364, Liasse 770: Leopold Wilhelm to Bucquoy, 20
Nov.1653.
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archduke’s dispatches to the king. Of course, the sums raised by disaffected local

communities were tiny when set against the requirements of Condé and Brussels,
and the prince was driven into a state of perpetual crisis management. Even as
early as February 1653, when financial problems were less acute than they were
to be in 1654 and 1655, the prince remarked in a letter to his intendant, Lenet,
that he did not understand how the Spanish continued to wage war in the Spanish
Netherlands in such dire financial circumstances.”® Condé’s moveable wealth
quickly assumed enormous importance and on occasions when money made the
critical difference between loyalty and disloyalty among those of his high command
he supplemented his sporadic income through sales of jewellery in Amsterdam and
Rotterdam.®

The responses of Madrid to the unceasing demands from Brussels for
increased financial assistance were occasionally sharply pointed. In December
1653, in the aftermath of the bankruptcy, Philip IV suggested to his cousin,
Leopold Wilhelm, that he might like to ease the financial burden by contributing
some of his own revenues from his ecclesiastical holdings.®® During the same
month the king sent a missive to the archduke announcing that the pension
accorded to the Princess of Phalsbourg was to cease until further notice.®’ This

treatment was also meted out to the Princess of Phalsbourg’s brother, the Duke

% B.N. Ms.fr.6713 (Lenet Papers), f.158: Condé to Lenet, 5 Feb.1653.

5 B.N. Ms.fr.15964 (Chanut correspondence), f.202: Chanut to Brienne, 25 Feb.1655. This was
common practice, cf. F.Redlich, The German Military Enterpriser and his work force, (Wiesbaden,
1964), p.32.

% A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Consulta of the Council of State, 27 Dec.1653.

1 A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2081: Consulta of the Council of State, Dec.1653.
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of Lorraine, who until Condé arrived in the Spanish Netherlands was Philip IV’s
most important ally in the war against France. Most of the sovereign duke’s life
had been spent in the service of the Austrian branch of the Habsburgs. He had
fought against the Protestant rebels at the battle of the White Mountain, later in
1634 he had fought against the Swedish at Nordlingen and once France had joined
the thirty years war in 1635, he had served the Emperor in Franche-Comté and
Alsace.

The French had overrun Lorraine on several occasions after 1632 when
Cardinal Richelieu had waged a systematic war of attrition against the duke’s
power and patrimony. Between 1635 and 1659 the duchy was under a state of
almost permanent occupation by the French, forcing the duke to base himself in
Brussels. Condé joined the duke in an uncertain realm of quasi-independence and
autonomy. The duke was an obvious rival and over the question of finance the two
found themselves competing directly for money. Similar strategies were adopted
by Lorraine to the approach favoured by the prince’s agents in Madrid. Both
reacted to one another’s gains by making demands for comparability. When news
of a payment to Lorraine reached Condé, for example, a demand for money was
immediately made by the prince in both Brussels and Madrid to redress the
imbalance.®

Payments from Madrid to the Spanish Netherlands were made by

asiento.”® These were paper letters of credit that could be exchanged for cash,

52 B.N. Ms.fr.6718 (Lenet Papers), f216: Condé to Lenet, 23 Jan.1654; Ms.fr.6719 (Lenet
Papers), f.5: Condé to Caillet, 2 Feb.1654; f.11: Condé to Lenet, 5 Feb.1654.

% A.Dominguez Ortiz, Politica y Hacienda, pp.92-101; Alvaro Castillo also gives a brief
description of the asiento system cf. A.Castillo, ‘Dette flottante et dette consolidée en Espagne,
1557-1600°, Annales E.S.C., 18 (1963), pp.745-59. Parker develops this into a discussion of the
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normally in Antwerp, the banking centre of the Spanish Netherlands. Royal

finance relied upon the international system of mercantile credit® and loans
made in Antwerp on the back of an asiento entitled the creditor to a portion of a
specific source of future crown revenue, usually silver from the New World.** The
business of war finance in Brussels was therefore ultimately dependent on
shipments of silver arriving in Cadiz and a frequent palliative employed by Don
Luis de Haro to calm nerves in Brussels was a reference to the imminent arrival
of the treasure fleet.®® Although the silver brought from the Indies would have
been anticipated long before its arrival the very fact that the fleet had arrived had
the important effect of restoring confidence in the crown’s credit. Further asientos
could then be issued which were themselves anticipations on future shipments.
But the close relationship between war finance in Brussels and silver from the
New World created problems during the 1650’s. A glance at silver receipts during
this period shows that between 1651 and 1655 receipts were half the levels

reached during the same period a decade earlier and between 1655 and 1660 the

raising of credit for the Spanish Army of Flanders in the first half of the 17th century cf. G.Parker,
The Army of Flanders, pp.145-157.

% During the 16th century asientos were contracted, paid and re-paid in the meetings of
merchants and financiers at the ‘Fairs of Exchange’ ¢f. F.Braudel, The Mediterranean and the
Mediterranean world in the age of Philip II, (6th edn., London, 1990), 1.504-508, and A.-W.Lovett,
Early Habsburg Spain, (Oxford, 1986), p.223-235. Parker describes how during the 17th century
however the business of war finance devolved increasingly to financial specialists, G.Parker, The
Army of Flanders, p.147, and H.Kamen, Spain in the Later Seventeenth Century 1665-1700,
(London, 1980), pp.369-372.

% Dominguez Ortiz, Politica y Hacienda, p.93; G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, pp.146-156;
AW Lovett, Habsburg Spain, p.224; H.Kamen, Spain in the Later Seventeenth Century, p.370.

6 BN. Ms.fr.6718 (Lenet Papers), £238: Condé to Viole, 26 Jan.1654; Ms.fr.6719 (Lenet
Papers), £.126: Condé to Lenet, 29 May 1654; £.192: St Agolin to Condé, 2 Sept.1654. Cf. for the
impact of arriving silver on the money markets, J.Gentil da Silva, Stratégie des affaires a Lisbonne
entre 1595 et 1607, (Paris, 1956), ch.ii.
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silver receipts fell by a half again.”

The impact of declining silver receipts from the New World was a critical
factor shaping the nature of the financial crisis in Brussels. Asientos from Madnd
frequently proved to be worthless and some financiers were driven out of
business.®® Since the creditworthiness of an asiento was dependant upon the
name of the financier contracting the agreement, Condé would frequently make
demands that he only receive asientos contracted by certain financiers in Madrid
whose credit in Antwerp was known to him. In November 1653 for example, Condé
insisted that he should not be sent any more asientos contracted by the financier
Malo.%

But the infrequent arrival of asientos led to a second system of credit. This
was a system of loans contra(;ted in Antwerp using as collateral asientos that had
yet to be sent from Madrid.” The net effect of this second system was to reduce
the amount received by Condé still further. In making the loan, bankers in
Antwerp would demand compensation for their risk. The end result was that even
if the asiento was creditworthy, once it had arrived in the Spanish Netherlands it

had already been anticipated upon, and ultimately, the prince would only have

57 Hamilton’s table of imports of treasure in pesos of 450 maravedis by five year periods shows
that between 1651 and 1655 imports of treasure totalled 7,293,767 and for the following five year
period, 1656-1660, totalled 3,361,115.5, E.J .Hamilton, American Treasure and the Price Revolution,
(New York, 1970), p.34. Hamilton’s table is reproduced by Elliott cf. J.H.Ellott, Imperial Spain,
p.184.

68 B N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.112: Condé to Lenet & Viole, 19 Dec.1653.

69 B.N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.7: Condé to Lenet, 11 Nov.1654; f.63: Condé to Lenet, 29
Nov.1653.

0 B N. Ms.fr.6719 (Lenet Papers), f.11: Condé to Lenet, 5 Feb.1654; {.64: La Tour to Lenet, 2
Mar.1654.
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redeemed a reduced amount of its full value.”

It is difficult to arrive at a precise set of figures that show the real cash
receipts of Condé and the Spanish Army of Flanders during this period. Available
figures for the early 1650’s show the paymaster-general of the Spanish Army of
Flanders, filing year on returns in 1653 to the audit office of the Spanish
exchequer of payments totalling 1,752,277 escudos.” No further accounts remain
for the decade, but some idea of the extent to which Madrid was meeting the
financial needs of the Spanish Netherlands can be gleaned from correspondence.
This shows that 1654 saw a dramatic contraction in the supply of money to the
Spanish Army of Flanders and receipts fell to about 500,000 escudos.” In 1655
the situation deteriorated even further and the documentation from this year
shows that Brussels received no subsidy from Madrid. Towards the end of the year
Philip IV’s council resolved to send 650,000 escudos to the Spanish Netherlands,™
but this did not arrive until the following year. The situation for Condé proved to
be equally dire. In 1654 the prince received creditworthy asientos which amounted
only to a paltry 70,000 escudos.”” These levels were maintained in 1655 and in

December of that year one of Condé’s agents, Mazerolles, complained that the

104 P de Cosnac, Souvenirs du régne de Louis XIV, p.425.

1951 onchay, citing a letter from Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, described Condé as taking winter
quarters, ‘a sa convenance’, H.Lonchay, La rivalité de la France et de ’Espagne, p.164.

16 A C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.14, £.53: Fiesque to Condé, 1 Apr.1654; B.N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet
Papers), f.24: Condé to Lenet, 13 Nov.1653; A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip
IV, 6 Dec.1653.

17 (ondé was terrified of the possibility that his troops would not be given quarters. B.N.
Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.7: Lenet to Condé, 11 Nov.1653.
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prince had only received a total of 80,000 escudos during the preceding 16
months.”

Clearly these sums were woefully inadequate to meet the expenses that
Condé faced. The prince was at the head of a large organisation that included
three households, his court, a team of ministers and diplomats scattered all over
Europe and, of course, a large army including several garrisons. Efforts were made
to limit certain areas of expenditure, and the first to suffer were the households
of his wife and son. The expenditure that he regarded as critical was his army,
although maintaining a lifestyle befitting his rank and ensuring that his followers
did the same also figured prominently for political reasons, particularly in the
context of his rivalry with the archduke. In September 1654 for example, the
prince wrote to Lenet, his intendant, subsequent to the arrival of an asiento for
him, and advised him that he should ensure forthwith that he had an equipage
befitting his rank.” Condé was aware that lack of money was a problem that
undermined his position and might ultimately threaten to force him to negotiate
from a position of weakness with the French court.”® He was therefore not
prepared to take the issue lightly and made use of all available means to put
pressure on the archduke and Fuensaldaria in Brussels, and Don Luis de Haro
and the king in Madrid.

Lenet, who intermittently acted as Condé’s representative to Leopold

% A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.15, f.416: Mazerolles to Condé, 10 Dec.1655.
" B.N. Ms.fr.6719 (Lenet Papers), f.178: Condé to Lenet, 8 Sept.1654.
" Lack of money led to Condé’s envoy in London, Barriére, being arrested for his debts after

the defeat of the Spanish at Arras. A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.15, £406: Fiesque to Condé, 10
Dec.1655.



70

Wilhelm and Fuensaldana, was frequently involved in negotiations over financial
matters at the itinerant court of the governor and with the pagador (paymaster-
general) in Antwerp. In addition, Fiesque and St Agolin, Condé’s envoys in
Madrid, also played a particularly important role. They frequently countered
attempts in Brussels to deny Condé money by feeding the conviction in Madrid
that Condé was an indispensable ally whose demands it was prudent to satisfy.”
Diplomatic initiatives by Condé’s envoys in Madrid often resulted in percentages
being deducted from asientos that were formerly drawn up for the Spanish Army
of Flanders or further asientos being negotiated for the prince, causing
considerable resentment in Bruésels.so

Financial questions apart, the diverse origins of the gaggle of European
aristocrats that made up the high command in the Spanish Netherlands was
already a considerable source of political tension in Brussels. These tensions were
magnified by the hardships caused by financial crisis and individuals were quick
to suspect others of withholding funds for political purposes. Condé in particular
became convinced, with some justification, that Fuensaldana and Leopold Wilhelm
were deliberately denying him access to money that was his by right.’!
Fuensaldafia and Leopold Wilhelm, similarly, viewed Condé with suspicion,
believing he received too much money and frequently accused him of profligacy in

letters to Philip IV.#? Charles IV, Duke of Lorraine, harboured similar feelings

™ A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, £.406: Fiesque to Condé, Oct.1653.
8 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Fuensaldaiia to Philip IV, 28 Aug.1654.
81 B N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.24: Condé to Lenet, 13 Nov.1653.

8 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Junta, 25 Oct.1653.



71

of mistrust of the Brussels administration and after his arrest in March 1654 his
younger brother, Francis, continued to accuse Brussels of deliberate financial
neglect.®® Complaints and solicitations concerning the question of finance were
the staples of correspondence between Brussels and Madrid and came to a climax
during the year and a half of military setbacks after the defeat at Arras in August
1654.%

The impact that financial crisis in Madrid had on the social and political
structures of the Spanish Netherlands was profound. Brussels now looked to the
provinces themselves for further financial assistance, placing an enormous strain
on the populace. There were two systems for raising money in the Spanish
Netherlands. First, the formal system of local taxation, including the most
important levy - the aides, paid with the consent of the provincial estates.*
Revenues from this source, however, were frequently inadequate and beyond this
lay another more informal system to supplement revenues from local taxes. This
was the second system - a war tax known as a contribution. These were payments
made by local communities directly to army commanders on an ad hoc basis in

return for which the soldiers would agree not to loot and burn their property.®

8 A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Fuensaldaria to Philip IV, 28 Jan.1653; Est.Flandes 2081: Leopold
Wilhelm to Philip IV, 7 Apr.1653.

84 A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2084: Consulta of the Council of State, 28 Jan.1655; Consulta of the
Council of State, 19 Feb.1655; Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 29 Mar.1655.

8 G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, p.139; H.Pirenne, Histoire de Belgique, (Brussels, 1911),
iv.397-401; G.Parker, Spain and the Netherlands, (London, 1979), pp.165-166; H.Lonchay, Rivalité
de la France et de I’Espagne, p.52.

% Condé’s levying of contributions was possibly more ad hoc than those levied by the Spanish
Army of Flanders. Studies have shown that contributions were becoming more formalized during
this period ¢f. M.P.Gutmann, War and Rural life in the Early Modern Low Countries, (Assen,
1990), pp.41-46, 62-66, also c¢f. F.Redlich, The German Military Enterpriser and his Workforce,
p.147; F.Redlich, Contributions in the Thirty Years War’, Economic History Review, 12,
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This was not approved of by the estates but levied by commanders of both the

Spanish Army of Flanders and Condé’s army alike.?” Contributions came in a
number of guises and the commanders were frequently offered ‘gifts’ for a variety
of services that included ensuring the discipline of troops and moving their men
away from particular communities. Contracts were frequently drawn up between
commanders and local dignitaries, but as conditions deteriorated these were often
ignored and pressure to support the army, living parasitically off the land, would
increase.®®

As far as possible Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldana sought to deny Condé
access to the richer coastal and inland provinces of the Spanish Netherlands, and
this was largely brought about by ensuring that they dominated arrangements for
winter quarters. Left on the fringes of the Spanish Netherlands and in provinces
that were less well off, Condé and his commanders became involved in an almost
constant search for new territoﬁes from which to extract money and provide
sustenance for their troops.” During the early months of 1653 Condé was able

to extract money from within France and the French occupied duchy of Lorraine.

(2nd.ser.1959-60), pp.247-254; D.A.Parr:ott, ‘Strategy and Tactics in the Thirty Years War: The
"Military Revolution', Militirgeschichtliche Mitteilungen, 38, (1985), pp.18-20.

8 In January 1655 for example Condé quarrelled with the archduke over the rights to the
contributions of La Capelle and Catelet. A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.15, f.13: Fiesque to Condé, 27
Jan.1655. Also for Spanish levies of contributions c¢f. A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2087: Fuensaldafa to
Philip IV, 1 Jan.1656.

8 F Redlich, The German Military Enterpriser and his Workforce, p.147; A.G.R.B., Audience,
1363, Liasse 771: Prince de Chimay to Leopold Wilhelm, 5 Jan.1654; 1364, Liasse 798: Deputies
of Luxembourg to Don Juan de Austria, 23 Mar.1657.

8 Cf Condé’s references to the lands of St Hubert. B.N. Ms.fr.6718 (Lenet Papers), f.149:
Project comme le Vascher sous les ordres de M. le Marquis de Persan pourroit establir les
contributions pour les trouppes qui seront en Luxembourg, Jan.1654; Ms.fr.6719 (Lenet Papers),
f.11: Condé to Lenet, 5 Feb.1654.
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His ability to do so in France diminished as fortresses such as Bar-le-Duc and St
Menehould in Champagne fell to supporters of Mazarin. But he was never blocked
from levying contributions in Lorraine, where he continued to raise money
throughout the decade.*® Orders would be distributed to members of his high
command with precise instructions regarding the territories that they were to
cover.” Beyond this the methods they employed were at their own discretion.”
Condé frequently received complaints from French commanders loyal to Mazarin
about the exactions inflicted by his troops. These were generally ignored unless
there was a political interest at stake.*

One form of contributions were collected on customs duties. These were a
popular source of revenue and had been used to raise money in Bordeaux, where
a tax of 10% had been collected on the value of all merchandise sailing up and
down the Garonne.’* Condé’s underwriting of free trade zones along the
amorphous frontier between Champagne, Picardie and the Spanish Netherlands,
was used as a political tool. In October 1653, he negotiated a trade treaty with the

Duc de Noirmoutier, governor of Charleville and Montolympe and nominally loyal

% A.G.R.B., Audience, 1364, Liasse 781: Prince de Chimay to Leopold Wilhelm; A.C., C.G.C,,
Série P, vol.16, £.314: Caillet to Condé, 30 Aug.1656; f.51: Caillet to Caillet, 10 Feb.1656.

1 B.N. Ms.fr.6718 (Lenet Papers), f.149: Project comme le Vascher sous les ordres de M. le
Marquis de Persan pourroit establir les contributions pour les trouppes qui seront en Luxembourg,
Jan.1654.

%2 In February Caillet wrote to his brother that he exacted contributions from the inhabitants
from the region of La Capelle on pain of death. A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.16, {.75: Caillet to Caillet,
23 Feb.1656.

% A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.15, £.368: Ligniville to Condé, 23 Oct.1655; f.344: Louis XIV to
Bridieu, 30 Sept 1655.

% B N. Ms.fr.6713 (Lenet Papers), f.233: Anon to Lenet, Feb.1653.
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to Mazarin’s regime.”® Condé wanted to promote good relations with Noirmoutier,
a cousin through his grandmother, Charlotte Catherine de La Trémoille.
Noirmoutier corresponded frequently with the prince and was evidently toying
with the idea of rallying to the prince’s standard. However, the political agenda
underpinning Condé’s financial strategy could cut both ways. The prince’s
contempt for the Elector of Cologne, who had offered Mazarin protection during
the Frondes, and indifference towards the Elector of Trier, led to their territories
being periodically sacked by his troops.

In the Spanish Netherlands Condé was levying contributions in the
provinces of Luxembourg, Namur and Brabant. Fortresses were the bases from
which these taxes would be levied and occasionally the prince came into conflict
with Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldafa about the territorial limits of his
exactions.”® One such example was the entitlement to levy contributions around
the fortresses of La Capelle and Catelet in 1655. Both fortresses had been handed
over to Condé as compensation for the loss of Stenay and St Menehould in 1653.
Orders had come from Madrid to hand them over to the prince, but Leopold
Wilhelm was reluctant to cede to Condé the revenues from the territories that La
Capelle and Catelet commanded. A dispute ensued involving a series of
representations to Don Luis de Haro by Condé’s envoys in Madrid. However, the

fortresses were won back by the French before the issue was resolved to Condé’s

% A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.13, f.416: Noirmoutier to Condé, 31 Oct.1653; f.418: Contract - ‘pour
faire vivre les sujets du Roy des villes et gouvernants de Rocroi, Charleville, Montolympe, et
Meziéres en repos et tranquilité.’

% B.N. Ms.fr.6720 (Lenet Papers), f.46: Condé to Lenet, 29 Aug.1655; A.C., C.G.C., Série P,
vol.15, f.13: Fiesque to Condé 27 Jan.1655.
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satisfaction.”

Owing to the poor relations between Condé and Leopold Wilhelm the
widespread disorder created by Condé’s troops in Namur and Brabant became the
focus of the archduke’s dispatches to Madrid. Leopold Wilhelm accumulated a
small archive of the abuses and crimes perpetrated by Condé’s army that were
reported to him by the indigenous noble governors of the provinces.” It is clear
from this correspondence that Condé’s army was responsible for the ravaging of
Luxembourg, Liége, Namur and Gueldres. But it is also plain that this problem
was not specific to those provinces sustaining the burden of Condé’s army. Such
methods were constantly being practised by commanders belonging to the Spanish
Army of Flanders and indeed, were generic to the conduct of warfare during this
period.”® A more important theme to emerge from Leopold Wilhelm’s concern
about Condé’s troops however, was the issue of the archduke’s mandate as
governor of the Spanish Netherlands. Condé’s arrival in Brussels had called this
into question.

The political events that led to the creation of the office of governor of the
Spanish Netherlands, first held by the Duque de Alva in 1567, had
bequeathed to Leopold Wilhelm an impressive array of powers. The archduke was

supreme commander of the Spanish Army of Flanders, had ultimate discretion

% A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.14, f.324: Fiesque to Condé, 13 Dec.1654; vol.15, f.13: Fiesque to
Condé, 27 Jan.1655; f.71: Fiesque to Condé, 10 Apr.1655; £.92: Fiesque to Condé, 24 Apr.1655;
A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2084: Consulta of the Council of State, 1 Jan.1655.

% Cf A.G.R.B., Audience, vols 1363 & 1364.

% F Redlich, The German Military Enterpriser and his Workforce, pp.57, 132, 149, 258, 435;
G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, pp.117, 141.

10 3 Parker, The Army of Flanders, pp.106-107.
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over the distribution of financial resources, and was the final arbiter of justice. Of
course, the archduke owed obedience to the king and had to follow orders from
Madrid, but in the Spanish Netherlands he was in every sense the supreme
political figure and military commander.'’! The arrival of Condé was a challenge
to this position. Condé was not absorbed into the Spanish Army of Flanders, he
was independent and had his own autonomous command. Yet Condé was
frequently resident in Brussels aﬁd for the duration of his exile many of his troops
were based in the Spanish Netherlands. The net effect of this ambiguity was
political conflict. Condé became frustrated because he believed that the archduke
was deliberately trying to frustrate his projects. The archduke likewise came to
suspect that Condé was determined to undermine his authority.

Madrid continued to regard Condé as a central buttress in their strategy
against the French, and so was sensitive to the requests and solicitations of the
prince’s envoys in Madrid. This was frustrating for the archduke, who frequently
requested Madrid to confirm his mandate in writing, which the ministers were
reluctant to do for fear of offending Condé. The political backlash of the Estates
responding to the devastation wrought by Condé’s army was one example of a
situation in which the archduke was powerless to act.'”” The pleas of governors
and deputies from the provincial estates to regulate the abuses and crimes
perpetrated by Condé’s soldiers could only be responded to by addressing a request

to the prince himself. There was no sense in which the archduke could take any

101 of parker’s discussion of the office of captain-general: G.Parker, The Army of Flanders,
pp.106-111.

12 A G.R.B., Audience, 1363, Liasse 774: St Amour to Leopold Wilhelm, 24 Nov.1654; Liasse
771: Deputies of Dole to Leopold Wilhelm, 30 July 1653; Leopold Wilhelm to the Estates of
Brabant, 30 Jan.1654.
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direct action even if he was able to resolve the problem, which was unlikely. But
in pursuing his political struggle against Condé, Leopold Wilhelm chose to
emphasize this problem in his dispatches to Madrid, arguing that such a situation
was intolerable. In December 1654 for example, he wrote to Philip IV that Condé
was uncontrollable and levied contributions with unparalleled ferocity upon all the
territories under the heel of his army.'®

The tensions created by the blend of Condé’s poor relations with Leopold
Wilhelm and practical problems of government and military administration,
emerged with greater clarity from the perennial disputes over the winter
quartering of troops. Again, the terms of Condé’s treaty made impossible demands
on the Spanish Netherlands and the problems Leopold Wilhelm faced in
accommodating Condé’s army added to the argument that the terms of the initial
agreement with the prince should be re-thought. Clause twenty-two of Condé’s

treaty concerned the prince’s troops. Philip IV undertook to:

‘recevoir les troupes, que ledit seigneur Prince aura en Champaigne
et en Bourgogne, dans les terres de Sa Majesté Catholique en cas que
pour quelque accident imprévu elles fussent contraintes de se retirer,
auquel cas elles y seront receues comme amies et traictés comme
celles de SMC..""%

Clearly, when the treaty was negotiated in 1651, the Spanish had not
envisaged Condé’s defeat in France. If they had it would have been unlikely that

they would have made such an undertaking. The issue of winter quarters was not

193 A G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.257, £.350, Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 19 Dec.1654.

194 p de Cosnac, Souvenirs du régne de Louis XIV, p.425.
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as manageable as finance. The prince was in a position to take matters into his
own hands.'” He had command of his troops and ultimately it was his decision
where and when to quarter them at the end of a campaign. This created serious
problems. Condé claimed that on the basis of clause twenty-two he was entitled
to take winter quarters within the Spanish Netherlands - territory described as
the Pais Real in the dispatches to and from Madrid.'*

For Condé the stakes were huge. His army, after all, was his most
important asset, underpinning his position in the Spanish Netherlands and giving
him influence in Brussels and Madrid. It was also central to his ambition to return
to France and would prove critical in the likely eventuality of a return to civil war.
The quality and availability of winter quarters was crucial. Poor winter quarters,
or quite frequently their lack of availability, led to widespread desertions and high
mortality rates.'” However, the burden of winter quarters fell onto the
provinces, and amongst all the other impositions it was this demand that proved
to be the most frequent source of social unrest. Attempts during the reign of
Archduke Albert to alleviate the burden by constructing barracks had not been a
lasting solution to the problem.'”® During the 1650’s it was plain, particularly

in Condé’s case, that apart from some general agreement among the high

151 onchay, citing a letter from Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, described Condé as taking winter
quarters, ‘a sa convenance’, H.Lonchay, La rivalité de la France et de ’Espagne, p.164.

106 A.C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.14, £.53: Fiesque to Condé, 1 Apr.1654; B.N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet
Papers), f.24: Condé to Lenet, 13 Nov.1653; A.G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Leopold Wilhelm to Philip
IV, 6 Dec.1653.

197 Condé was terrified of the possibility that his troops would not be given quarters. B.N.
Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.7: Lenet to Condé, 11 Nov.1653.

18 G.Parker, The Army of Flanders, p.166.
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command for the local distribution of regiments, there was no centrally directed
system. Winter quarters came to be indistinguishable from the imposition of
contributions. Terms were dictated to local communities with devastating social
and economic consequences.

Traditionally, the richer provinces of Flanders and Hainaut were reserved
for the elite Spanish and Neapolitan regiments of the Spanish Army of Flanders,
whilst the poorer provinces, such as Namur and Brabant, tended to be left for the
army’s motley band of international units.’® But the regiments who frequently
received the worst treatment were those under separate commands. For example,
regiments under the command of the Duke of Lorraine or the Duke of
Wiirttemberg - semi-autonomous generals in Philip IV’s service - often found that
their troops were singled out for the poorest regions, or indeed, that no provision
at all had been made for them. As far as Leopold Wilhelm was concerned, Condé
fell into this category and was encouraged to find quarters in France thus
eliminating the problem altogether from Spanish governed territory.'® But
Condé was in a strong position to argue otherwise and tried to insist upon his
entitlement to quarters in the Pais Real, specifically in the province of

Flanders.!!!

The process of bargaining for winter quarters began several months in

1% FEven Condé did not pretend to demand the same quarters as the elite Spanish regiments
of the Spanish Army of Flanders: ‘Je ne demande pas pourtant les quartiers qu’ils donnent 4 leurs
Espagnols naturels mais bien que mes trouppes soient au moins aussy bien traictés que le sont
leurs.” B.N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.24: Condé to Lenet, 13 Nov.1655.

110 A G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.256, £.323, Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 6 Dec.1653; f.352: Leopold
Wilhelm to Philip IV, 20 Dec 1653.

M A C., C.G.C., Série P, vol.14, f.117: Mémoire du Comte de Fiesque pour Don Luis de Haro,
31 Jan.1654; £.263: Fiesque to Condé, 9 Sept.1654.
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advance.'’? The matter was normally settled in Brussels, but during the 1650’s
it was referred to Madrid through necessity, for both Condé and Leopold Wilhelm
were incapable of reaching an agreement without recourse to higher authority.
Condé suspected that Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldania were denying him winter
quarters for reasons of personal strategy and tried to use his influence in Madrid
to bypass the archduke.'’® But on this question Madrid chose to support the
archduke. They believed that the future of the Spanish Netherlands was at stake
and that if all Condé’s troops were permitted to take winter quarters within the
Pais Real the rebellion of the loyal provinces that Leopold Wilhelm had foretold
would occur.''*

The financial crisis in Brussels added significantly to the suffering of the
provinces and contributed to the view that a revolt was likely. A consulta drawn
up in Brussels in April 1654 stated bluntly that the provinces simply did not have
the resources or capability for sustaining so many troops with so little money.'"
The removal of Condé was identified as the means to alleviate this burden and he
was blamed for the scale of the crisis faced by the government in Brussels. It was
argued that the prince’s treaty had to be re-negotiated or, alternatively, that he

should be removed from the Spanish Netherlands. Some months later, in the

12 or AC., C.G.C., Série P, vol.14, £.234: Mémoire du Comte de Fiesque pour Don Luis de
Haro, 24 July 1654.

13 B N. Ms.fr.6717 (Lenet Papers), f.24: Condé to Lenet, 13 Nov.1655; A.C., C.G.C., Série P,
vol.14, £.9: Fiesque to Condé, 22 Jan.1654. '

14 A 3 S Est.Flandes 2080: Consulta of the Council of State, 27 Dec.1653; Est.Flandes 2083:
Leopold Wilhelm to Philip IV, 6 Dec.1654. There were parallels between Leopold Wilhelm’s
warnings of rebellion in the 1650’s with the crisis in Madrid of 1629 when Philip IV firmly believed
the loyalty of the provinces in the Netherlands would collapse. J.H.Elliott, Olivares, (Yale, 1986),
p.391.

15 A G.R.B, S.E.G., vol.257, f.141: Consulta, 18 Apr.1654.
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autumn of 1654 Geronimo de las Torres wrote to Philip IV from Brussels,
stressing once again the need to re-negotiate Condé’s treaty.''® Evidently the
situation had not improved and Las Torres articulated the almost universal feeling
of bitterness, arguing that when the prince’s treaty had been negotiated in 1651
the outlook had been so much better. Condé at that time controlled great swathes
of territories in France and it was not thought that he would ever have to call
upon the Spanish Netherlands to sustain his army.

Focusing on the question of winter quarters Las Torres suggested three
possibilities. The first two proposed territorial alternatives: the Pais Neutrales or
Alsace and Lorraine. His third suggestion was that Condé should leave the
Spanish Netherlands. The author went on to reject the option of the neutral
terntories out of hand, on the basis that Condé’s activities in Cologne and
Franche-Comté had come to close to provoking an international crisis during the
previous year. But the second and third suggestions, he recommended.'”’
However, sending Condé to quarter his men in Alsace and Lorraine was as
impractical as asking him to winter in France. Although the prince proved capable
of extracting contributions from these territories they were predominantly under
French control and Condé was not likely to be receptive to this idea. Trying to
persuade the prince to leave the Spanish Netherlands posed even greater
problems. Everyone was aware of the size of the army under Condé’s command.
The possibility of Condé’s dissatisfaction with Spain causing him to turn his men

against the Spanish Netherlands, whilst opening simultaneous negotiations with

16 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Geronimo de las Torres to Philip IV, 3 Sept.1654.

7 Ibid.
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Paris, were suitably apocalyptic to prevent Madrid from advocating this policy. Yet
Las Torres had undoubtedly struck a chord in Madrid, where it is clear that much
the same questions were being asked. Philip IV’s council tried to support Leopold
Wilhelm on this question, upholding his advice by ordering that the prince should
not be offered the additional quarters he requested in the Pais Real, and
attempting a compromise by the usual ineffectual resolution to send money
forthwith to assist the prince’s search for quarters.'’®

Condé’s role in these negotiations was far from passive and his response,
even to instructions from Madrid, was frequently to adopt an interpretation of
winter quarter instructions that best suited him and the army under his
command. Generally, this involved ignoring requests to reform his army or take
active steps to regulate their abuses.”® Through the process of negotiation,
referral to Madrid and re-negotiation in Brussels, Condé did gain legitimate access
to certain territories on the periphery of the Spanish Netherlands. During the
winter of 1654 for example he was given permission to quarter some of his men
in Luxembourg, Namur and Gueldres. The heavy burden of his men in these
regions provoked a series of complaints and remonstrances, mainly from the
respective governors, commanders themselves in the Spanish Army of Flanders,
and deputies in the provincial estates.'”

The complaints of the deputies and governors give some idea of the scale of

118 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2083: Junta, 6 Sept.1654.
119 A G.S. Est.Flandes 2080: Junta, 25 Oct.1654.
120 A G.R.B., Audience, 1363, Liasse 771: Chimay to Leopold Wilhelm, 5 Jan.1654; Liasse 774:

St Amour to the Audiencier, 25 Oct.1654; St Amour to Leopold Wilhelm, 24 Nov.1654; St Amour
to Leopold Wilhelm, 29 Nov.1654.
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the economic and social problems Leopold Wilhelm had to face.’”’ In January
1655 for example, in a missive to Brussels, the Comte d’Isenghien, governor of
Gueldres, described at great length the abuses of one of Condé’s commanders and
kinsmen, the Comte de la Suze.'” The French count’s regiment had murdered
several townsmen in Weerta, and had even taken to launching food raids into
territories belonging to the province of Holland, at peace with the Spanish
Netherlands since 1648, and not to be provoked by such casual military actions.
A similar example was provided by the Comte de St Amour, governor of Namur.
In November 1654 he complained that he had no authority to take steps against
Cohdé’s men who were committing atrocities on a daily basis. St Amour appealed
to the financial concerns of Brussels, pointing out that Condé’s activities for that
year would certainly affect the degree of formal financial assistance Namur would
be able to offer.’”® St Amour’s warnings were in fact born out for in 1655 the
disorder created by Condé’s army led to the refusal of the province to grant the
pain de munition or aides and the province was reputedly so destitute that its
lands could not even provide adequate cavalry forage for that year.'™

There is some evidence to show that Condé’s troops were spilling over into
Hainaut, a province that normally quartered the Spanish Army of Flanders, but
generally the prince seems to have respected the territorial boundaries of winter

quarters within the Pais Real, established by meetings of the high command and

121 of  the Comte de Bucquoy’s complaints about the Spanish Army of Flanders. AG.R.B,,
Audience, 1363, Liasse 775: Bucquoy to Leopold Wilhelm, 7 Dec.1654.

122 A G.R.B., S.E.G., vol.258, £.40: Isenghien to Leopold Wilhelm, 12 Jan.1655.
123 A G.R.B., Audience, 1363, Liasse 774: St Amour to Leopold Wilhelm, 24 Nov.1654.

124 A G.R.B., Audience, 1364, Liasse 780: St Amour to Leopold Wilhelm, 22 Oct.1655.
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backed up by Madrid. Nonetheless, the quarters that he was offered in

Luxembourg, Namur and Gueldres were plainly not adequate to maintain all the
troops under his command. His solution to this problem was straightforward: he
simply moved a number of regiments from Luxembourg northwards into Liege, a
neutral prince-bishopric belonging to the Elector of Cologne, and holding this out
to Leopold Wilhelm and Fuensaldana as an incentive to provide him with more
adequate quarters within the Pais Real.'®

The winter quartering of Condé’s troops in Lieége during the winter of 1653-
54 and the incursions of his troops during the winter of 1654-55, narrowly avoided
causing an international crisis and threatened to involve the German princes in
the Franco-Spanish conflict.'*® Again, the social and economic privations caused
by Condé’s troops in Liége were not uniquely responsible for the political and
diplomatic crisis that ensued. Personal antagonisms and individual loyalties were
fundamental, particularly owing to the resentment and loathing that Condé and
the Elector harboured towards each other. Maximilien Henry, Elector of Cologne
was a cousin of Ferdinand Maria, Elector of Bavaria. The Elector of Bavaria was

in turn married to Henriette Adélaide of Savoy, daughter of Victor Amadeus I.

This link was critical, for Savoy was fundamental to Mazarin’s long-evolving

125 The Elector’s territories were an important crossroads between France, the Holy Roman
Empire, the Spanish Netherlands and the United Provinces. As a consequence, despite the
Elector’s frequent neutrality, they often found themselves under military threat. Cf. H.R.Rowen,
John de Witt, Grand Pensionary of Holland, 1625-1672, (New Jersey, 1978), p.826; H.Lonchay, La
Rivalité de la France et de l’Espagne, p.162.

126 Ionchay discusses the problems created by Condé and the Duke of Lorraine in Liége at
length, explaining that their brutish way of thinking did not alert them both to the political
consequences of their actions, ‘Hommes de guerres avant tout, et d’humeur fort peu accomodante,
ils ne comprenaient pas les attentions que la cour de Bruxelles montrait au chef d’'un pétit Etat..
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