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Preface

This book benefited from the help of a large number of people and insti-
tutions. It is a pleasure to thank all who made this volume possible. The 
German Historical Institute London and the Society for Court Studies 
invited all contributors to a conference in London. Originally intended 
to ensure the coherence of the volume, it led to a lively and inspiring 
discussion and will hopefully prove that a multi-authored volume can 
provide a stimulating and coherent argument. We would like to thank 
the German Historical Institute London for hosting the conference and 
for generously funding the two-day event. We particularly thank the 
Institute’s director, Professor Andreas Gestrich, for his support, despite 
his preference for other strands of historical research. He has helped 
substantially to make this book possible. The Society for Court Studies 
invited its members to our conference and ensured a knowledgeable and 
critical audience. Special thanks go to Jane Rafferty for translating one 
and editing many of the sixteen chapters of the book. Her experience 
– she has been in the business for almost 30 years now – proved invalu-
able in many respects. We would also like to thank Daniel Siegmayer 
for his help in producing the manuscript. At Palgrave Macmillan special 
thanks go to our editors Michael Strang and Ruth Ireland. It has been 
a pleasure working with them. Although publishing houses are under 
increasing pressure to opt for the grand monograph, there are topics 
that not only benefit from, but depend on, the expertise of a group of 
authors.

We are grateful that Palgrave Macmillan supported our undertaking 
right from the beginning to its happy end. Exile rarely has a happy 
ending. Even when migrants return from exile, their experience has 
changed their attitudes and behaviour. It would be a great achievement 
if readers changed their attitudes towards monarchs in exile, in order to 
understand better certain aspects of the origins of modern Europe.
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1

Exile is one of the dynamics of European history. Not only can it induce a 
constant sense of danger, humiliation and exclusion. It can also provide 
opportunities for transformation, influence and action. In ‘Reflections 
on Exile’, Edward Said claimed that modern Western culture has been 
in large part the work of exiles, émigrés and refugees.1 Said’s essay is a 
reminder of the various forms of exile. He refers to the masses of people 
who fled war, persecution or individual misfortune as opposed to what 
he calls ‘heroic’ exile: ‘literature and history contain heroic, romantic, 
glorious, even triumphant episodes in an exile’s life.’2

Many historians have been interested in the former group: the refugees 
and displaced persons of the 19th and 20th century. Migration history 
represents one important way of understanding exile. Originating in 
the industrial and political revolutions of the 19th century, an unprec-
edented degree of mobility caused hundreds of thousands of people to 
leave their home country, with numbers dramatically increasing dur-
ing the course of the 20th century. Red Cross estimates for the year 
2000 assumed a figure of 500 million displaced persons worldwide.3 
Historians are still discussing why these migrants left and what impact 
they had on specific societies.4

The topic of the current book is closer to the second type of exile. 
Although exile is not understood as ‘heroic, romantic, glorious or tri-
umphant’ in a literal sense, the approach can be described as cultural 
and political. Historians have long researched elites in exile. The ‘Hitler 
émigrés’ are the most prominent case. Until the 1970s, a majority of 
scholars – amongst whom a large number were émigrés themselves – 
discussed the life of those artists, scientists and intellectuals who fled 
Nazi Germany or its satellites.5 Although their numbers were much 
smaller than the total migration figures mentioned above, the cultural 

1
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impact of the émigrés is still felt in their host countries. The émigrés 
put into words what others could not adequately describe: their feel-
ings of isolation, estrangement, and loss. Hence, émigrés’ works shaped 
our understanding of exile much more directly than statistical figures 
could do.6

Out of this tradition, new studies with a broader focus have emerged. 
Historians now look beyond the twentieth century and the age of 
extremes and examine exile in all its historic, political, and geographic 
dimensions. Publications such as Marc Raeff’s book on Russian exiles,7 
and Henry Kamen’s study on the exiles who created Spanish culture,8 
show that exiles made important contributions not only to the liter-
ary discourse on exile but to the politics, culture, and history of their 
respective countries. For the Early Modern period, Edward Chaney’s 
path- breaking, The Grand Tour and the Great Rebellion on English royal-
ists, and Tessa Murdoch’s, The Quiet Conquest on the Huguenots, both 
published in 1985, underline the dynamics of exile and the varied forms 
of interaction between exiles and their host societies.9

It might seem a daring undertaking to examine monarchs in exile. 
Monarchy and sovereignty seem too closely connected to be separated: 
the king is dead – long live the king. However, the three most com-
mon reservations about researching royal exile can be easily addressed. 
Although royal exile is often believed to be the exception rather than 
the rule, every European country, with the exception of Switzerland, 
experienced a sovereign residing abroad during the Early Modern or 
Modern period. Royal exile was much more common than might be 
assumed. At least 40 monarchs fled their country during the long nine-
teenth century from 1789 to 1918.10 It would have been easy to add 
more chapters taken from other centuries: on Henry Tudor before 1485; 
Stanislas Lesczynski of Poland between 1709 and his second and final 
abdication in 1736; the Bonapartes between 1815 and 1848;11 the Carlist 
pretenders to the throne of Spain after 1834; the Bourbon claimant the 
comte de Chambord after 1830;12 the House of Orleans’s two exiles in 
1848–70 and 1886–1950; the exile of the Karageorgevich dynasty from 
Serbia between 1858 and its return after the murder of King Milan in 
1903. The list indicates – and the examples in this collection illustrate 
further – how difficult it is to define royal exile. Out of the eleven dynas-
ties discussed in this volume, five returned; but in no case did a former 
reigning sovereign regain his (or her) crown. Hence the majority of the 
protagonists became monarchs in exile.13

In addition, royal exile is often believed to have been relatively com-
fortable or luxurious and, hence, lacking the uncertainty and difficulties 
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of other forms of exile. Royal exile is often thought of as retirement, as 
in, for example, the cases of Napoleon III after 187114 or William II after 
1918.15 In reality, as we will see in this volume, a large number of mon-
archs went through severe personal difficulties and crises during their 
time abroad. They remained in the dark about their political and per-
sonal future, often for years. Louis XVIII changed residence nine times 
in fifteen years before establishing himself in England and, depend-
ing on the political circumstances of the day (and his hosts’ political 
strategy), endured situations of great physical and psychological hard-
ship. In this regard, royal exile differed little from other experiences of 
exile.16

More importantly, monarchs in exile (and the artists that contributed 
to royal representation) proved eager to underline the individual suffer-
ing endured during exile. Visual representations used religious imagery. 
The representations of the Stuarts during their exiles after 1644 and 
1688, and the Bourbons after their return in 1814/15, provide numer-
ous examples.17 The literary scholar Helmut Koopmann has pointed to 
an additional aspect. Exile imagery also included an epic element. The 
‘oldest’ exile we know is Ulysses, a basileos or king who loses his oikos 
or sovereignty. He travels far and masters several challenges abroad. He 
returns home to defeat the unworthy contenders for domestic sover-
eignty in order to be rightly and justly re- installed head of his house. 
Legitimacy was contested and had to be re- negotiated. Some of the 
images of ‘the king over the water’ and the ideas associated with them 
originate in classical literature.18

Finally, exile is generally remembered as defeat. The last Stuart pretend-
ers in Rome and Florence, Napoleon I’s death on St Helena, Charles X’s 
death in Gorizia, and the German Kaiser’s in House Doorn, four of the 
most prominent examples of monarchs in exile, represent the failure, not 
only of personal ambition but also of a system of government. Although 
victory and defeat defined the contemporary perceptions of exile, it 
remains questionable whether these are useful categories for scholarly 
debate. Louis XVIII’s denunciation in 1804 of the conquests of Bonaparte 
as a ‘perfidious system of violence, ambition without limits, arrogance 
without restriction’, leading to wars without end, was as prophetic as the 
cry of Count von Platen, Foreign Minister of the exiled King Georg V of 
Hanover, in 1870 during the Franco- Prussian war – ‘despite all the victo-
ries of the Prussian army we should not assume that peace will last [...] this 
is merely a truce. It is certain that Prussian militarism cannot last’.19

The ‘defeated’ often end as the victors. To the retour des cendres, the 
reburial of Napoleon’s ashes in the Invalides in Paris in 1840, and the 
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return of Louis Napoleon to France in 1848,20 other examples of more 
recent date could be added. After the fall of the Soviet Union and its 
satellites, many exiles returned to their former homeland. The exiles’ 
heritage appeared more attractive than the recent Communist past. 
In 1992 President Yeltsin thanked Russian exiles in Paris for ‘preserv-
ing our cultural heritage’.21 The white Russian general Denikin was 
reburied in state in Moscow in 2005, the Dowager Empress Marie 
Feodorovna (as many other exiled Romanovs have been) in Saint 
Petersburg in 2006. Partly because of their function in de- legitimizing 
the intervening Communist regimes, after over forty years in exile, 
ex- King Michael returned to Romania in 1992, and ex- king Simeon to 
Bulgaria in 1996. In 2001–05, he governed it as prime minister Simeon 
Saxe Coburgensky.

What are the advantages of researching royal exile? So far, historians 
have looked at foreign policy. In some cases, exiled monarchs contrib-
uted substantially to international history. Philip Mansel shows in his 
article on Louis XVIII that the exile and return of the French Bourbons 
can only be understood in the context of their opposition to French 
expansion and commitment to the frontiers of France before 1792. 
British support of the Bourbon dynasty was due to international stra-
tegic considerations more than to concern for legitimate sovereignty.22 
The situation in France was equally affected by international politics. 
The return of the Bourbon dynasty was overshadowed by the allied 
occupation of French territory and the nation’s defeat. The restora-
tion of the Bourbons can be seen as an international event. The British 
government helped the Bourbons in the hope that they would return 
France to its old frontiers.

Louis XVIII’s exile influenced both his personal decisions and his 
public image. Bourbon monarchy after 1814 was different to what it 
had been before 1789. The exile experience and the impact of royal 
exile on both the individual sovereign and society help us to under-
stand changes in political attitudes and mentalities. Further examples 
show how royal exile changed public attitudes. Guy Stair Sainty and 
Torsten Riotte demonstrate that both the Kings of the Two Sicilies and 
of Hanover lost their thrones as a result of their opposition to Italian 
and German nationalism, respectively, and to those nations’ unifica-
tion by force of arms. The two monarchs in exile had only limited 
impact on international relations; but Bourbon royalism and Guelph 
identity remained political forces in their respective countries.23 The 
German scholar Wolfgang Schivelbusch has coined the term ‘a culture 
of defeat’.24 He argues that military defeat affects policies in many other 
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fields, from education and welfare to finances and warfare. Monarchs 
in exile could be part of such a pattern of influence.

In 1866, King Johann of Saxony (a Catholic ruling a Protestant coun-
try, as James II and III had hoped to do) was able to return from six 
months in exile in Austria because he accepted German unification. 
Despite his return as King, some alleged he had been reduced to the sta-
tus of mayor of Dresden. As James Retallack shows, Prussian supremacy 
proved as difficult for the victors as for the defeated. While parts of the 
Saxon public were sympathetic to the idea of a unified Germany, others 
proved highly critical of the Prussian- dominated German Empire. In 
this sense, the issue of monarchy and exile puts in question a homoge-
neous and deterministic picture of events. The British envoy to Saxony, 
Charles Edward Murray, commented in June 1866 on British newspaper 
coverage of Saxon defeat: ‘English readers of the “Times” ’, he wrote, 
‘will of course believe that the Prussians are welcomed here as broth-
ers, and that the Saxons wish no better and could do no better than 
to become incorporated with Prussia.’ Murray strongly disagreed with 
such an assessment. Instead, he wrote that, ‘the poor Saxons should feel 
the most intense hatred’.25

Exile shows the limits of nationalism: in defence of their cause, the 
exiled Stuarts and Hanoverians were prepared to fight on the side of 
France against their own countries, as Bourbons were prepared to fight 
against France for Britain.26 The history of Saxony, Hanover and south-
ern Italy cannot be understood without reference to their exiled mon-
archs. Further examples could be added to this list: support in Hungary, 
Catalonia, Scotland, and Ireland for exiled monarchs show the many 
alternatives always existing to ‘successful’ supranational states – as the 
revival of Catalan and Scottish nationalism, and Italian regionalisms, 
in the 21st century reminds us.

A discussion of royal exiles helps to understand the dynamics of pub-
lic debate on legitimacy.27 With a contender alive, there always existed 
an alternative. Accounts of political debates – as far as historians are able 
to trace them – illustrate that the departure and absence of a sovereign 
contributed to the public debate. Daniel Szechi describes Jacobitism as 
the most successful opposition movement in the eighteenth century. 
Although it is still debated whether the ’15 and ’45 rebellions had any 
potential for military success, the importance of Jacobitism to the polit-
ical culture of eighteenth century Britain is no longer questioned: J.C.D. 
Clark has established that even such a mainstream writer as Dr Johnson 
was a crypto- Jacobite.28 Monarchs in exile could, however, fail to be 
incorporated in the public discourse on recapturing political power and 
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status, as in the case of Napoleon III after 1871 and Wilhelm II after 
1918.29

Exile means absence. Declarations drawn up in the exiled court were 
the main means of communication with the monarch’s former subjects. 
From Charles II’s to those signed by the exiled Kings of Hanover and 
the Two Sicilies, they show the resilience and persistence of exiled mon-
archs, in contrast to the silence and passivity displayed by the ancient 
republics of Venice, Genoa and Dubrovnik, after their extinction by 
Napoleon Bonaparte between 1797–1806. Persistence did not, however, 
necessarily mean success. Whether any of the Kaiser’s publications 
after his departure in 1918 were taken seriously remains debatable. The 
published reviews imply that a majority of Germans understood the 
defeated Hohenzollern dynasty to be unfit for government.30 Royal 
exile shows what studies of monarchical representations often over-
look: the fabrication of monarchy is rarely a one- directional process 
and depends on the reader, consumer, or recipient as much as on the 
publicist, minister or artist.31

Royal exile also shows the operation of many competing views of 
sovereignty or political power at different levels. Monarchs in exile 
were closely observed. Newly established regimes considered it neces-
sary to employ police agents to watch exiled sovereigns. The archives of 
the Third Republic hold numerous files on Legitimists, Orléanists and 
Bonapartists, detailed accounts which lasted beyond the early, critical 
years of the Third Republic and even the turn of the 20th century.32 The 
Prussian political police proved similarly alert to ‘Guelph’ opponents.33 
Political authorities discussed the potential danger from royalist oppo-
sitions. Cabinet ministers, diplomatists and other political representa-
tives considered former dynasties to be a threat.

The book is a contribution to the discussion about the nature of mon-
archy. It sheds new light on the nature of legitimacy, and the nature 
of ‘the family of kings’.34 Despite the contemporary belief in dynastic 
marriage as a political instrument, in reality family ties and feelings 
of solidarity between monarchs were generally weak.35 Legitimacy was 
less important than strategy. Charles II received less help from his cous-
ins, the Kings of France and Denmark, than from Philip IV of Spain: 
indeed Louis XIV allied with a regicide, Cromwell. In his exceptional 
generosity to James II and III after 1688, Louis XIV may have been moti-
vated by opposition to William of Orange and the Anglo- Dutch alli-
ance, as well as by monarchical and religious solidarity. Similarly, the 
exiled Louis XVIII received little help from his cousins the Bourbon 
kings of Spain and Naples. Nor did George V of Hanover obtain support 
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from his British cousins, Queen Victoria and the Duke of Cambridge.36 
Austria supported and gave asylum to the Kings of Saxony and Naples, 
the Grand Duke of Tuscany, and the Dukes of Parma and Modena out of 
opposition to German and Italian unification – although Franz Joseph 
probably also saw himself as upholder of the monarchical principle in 
Europe.

The discussion of monarchs in exile will help in understanding the 
nature of the monarchical system, what ceremonies and customs sur-
vived in exile, who remained loyal and why, how exiles remained in 
touch with the former homeland, and how they adapted to life abroad. 
Exiled monarchs show what forces united, or divided, dynastic Europe 
and the relative importance of international politics and dynastic loyal-
ties in the destinies of monarchies. Charles II followed the ceremonies 
of the Anglican Chapel Royal and touched for the king’s evil;37 Charles 
VI maintained a separate household as King of Spain in Vienna after 
1711.38 Louis XVIII made new appointments to the Maison du roi and 
organized such ceremonies as the marriage of Madame Royale, daugh-
ter of Louis XVI, to her first cousin, the duc d’Angouleme, in the palace 
of the Dukes of Courland in Mittau in 1799, and the state funeral of his 
wife the last Queen of France, Marie Josephine of Savoy, in Westminster 
Abbey in 1810.39 The Guelph dynasty made spectacular marriages, such 
as that of the Duke of Cumberland to Princess Thyra of Denmark in 
1878 and of Prince Ernst August to Princess Viktoria Luise of Prussia in 
1913.40

Another device was the continued creation of knights of the respec-
tive monarchies’ orders of chivalry. Hence the competitions between 
Stuarts and Hanovers for control of the Order of the Garter (the lat-
ter dynasty changing its riband colour to ‘true blue’, darker than the 
blue of the Stuart order); the development of two rival Orders of the 
Golden Fleece, awarded by rival kings of Spain in Madrid and Vienna; 
the ‘confraternity of orders’ established by the exiled Louis XVIII and 
Paul I.41 Some exiled monarchs were sufficiently wealthy or politically 
useful to maintain their own regiments – the present Grenadier Guards 
and Life Guards of Elizabeth II have their origins in the exiled army of 
Charles II;42 Louis XVIII had regiments on the pay roll of the British and 
Austrian armies;43 the King of Naples kept forces fighting the Italian 
army in the south in the 1860s.44

The eleven dynasties selected for this volume represent a sample of 
European princes who lived outside their former sovereign territory. 
They were selected because they show the changes that occurred in 
royal sovereignty, legitimacy, and public debate in the 300 years before 
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the Great War. Independent of gender, rank, and territory, a royal exile’s 
main task remained the upholding of his or her status. Princes were 
expected to gather a group of loyalists, create a court, and recover sov-
ereignty. Such activism had little chance of success, if it was not per-
ceived as potentially successful. To provide for the future, exiled princes 
needed to be accepted by the European elites, the family of princes in 
particular. Their public image had to reflect their royal status. Hence 
the importance of the arts, literature and historiography to exiled mon-
archs in order to uphold the idea of loyal support, political power and 
legitimate rule.

In this context, the Stuarts represent the nexus, and principal literary 
reference, in the history of royal exile. No other dynasty had such a pro-
longed experience of exile, between 1644 and 1660, and 1688 and 1807, 
which explains why four essays deal with that dynasty. The Stuarts’ 
exile proved how important an exiled dynasty could be in crystallizing 
national sentiment. The exiled Stuarts were focuses for Irish and Scottish 
nationalism.45 They also show that the state in Early Modern Europe had 
not been detached from the person of the monarch.46 As John Cronin 
demonstrates, parts of Ireland even paid taxes to the exiled Charles II. 
Regional realities differed from metropolitan demands. Their restora-
tion in 1660 made the example of the Stuarts attractive to other exiled 
dynasties. It is surprising to see that not only the Catholic Bourbons 
saw their own exile of 1789 to 1814 in the light of the Stuarts.47 Even 
the Protestant Hanoverian dynasty proved eager to imply a historical 
continuity. George V of Hanover paid a historian, Onno Klopp, to write 
a history of the House of Stuart, a publication that was perceived as a five 
volume pamphlet in support of Hanoverian legitimism.48

After the middle of the eighteenth century, ideas of sovereignty were 
transformed. Loyalist elites found themselves confronted with new 
concepts of nation and state that challenged royal sovereignty and 
legitimate rule. The three chapters on France show how Louis XVIII 
hoped to win French hearts by representing himself as a pacific and 
European monarch.49 Napoleon I failed to find a balance between char-
ismatic leadership and legitimacy.50 Napoleon III depended as much on 
military success as on public support.51 All three sovereigns can be seen 
as representatives of changing ideas of sovereignty.52 During the nine-
teenth century, the modern nation state gained increasing control over 
public life. Many loyalists had to withdraw from active politics. Royal 
exile was confronted with modern concepts of the state and an increas-
ing bureaucracy. The qualities of a monarch became increasingly irrel-
evant to the failure and success of a national economy and – to a lesser 
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extent – foreign policy. Representative aspects of monarchy gained new 
dimensions, not least due to new forms of media such as photography 
and film. Two competing narratives exist for monarchy at the end of 
the nineteenth century. One is a narrative of decline. Stripped of politi-
cal power, increasingly questioned by democratic ideas and bourgeois 
thinking, European monarchy represented an anachronistic species on 
the verge of extinction.53 The other narrative sees monarchical Europe, 
thanks to the legacy of failed revolutions, as powerful enough to cause 
the outbreak and the catastrophic results of the Great War. The German 
case provides the most prominent example. John Rohl’s epilogue on the 
exile of the Kaiser illustrates both German society’s demand for a new 
form of leadership and Wilhelm II’s inability to meet it.54

Rohl’s interpretation of the Kaiser should remind us that the book 
also discusses the importance of character in history. For some – for 
example James III in Rome – as for many twentieth century exiles, their 
place of exile became the new homeland: the comte de Chambord felt 
more at ease in Austria, where he had lived since the age of twelve, than 
in France when he revisited it, for the first and last time since 1830, in 
1873. On the other hand their character and resilience, and a favourable 
situation in their former homeland, enabled Charles II, Louis XVIII and 
King Johann from Saxony to return to the throne in 1660, 1814 and 
1866 respectively. European history could have followed many different 
paths. Exiles and the defeated can affect events as well as nationalists 
and conquerors. Monarchy and Exile hopes to show that W.H. Auden was 
wrong when he wrote in 1937:

History to the defeated
May say Alas.
But cannot help
Nor pardon.

— lines he himself later called ‘quite inexcusable’.55
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Marie de Médicis (1575–1642), daughter of Grand- Duke Francesco I of 
Tuscany and Archduchess Joanna, and the queen consort of Henri IV 
of France, was widowed on 14 May 1610 following the assassination of 
her Bourbon husband. For the next four years, until September 1614, 
she acted as regent of France on behalf of her elder son, Louis XIII, 
but thereafter the relationship became increasingly problematic, cul-
minating in the fall in 1617 of her favourite, Concino Concini, and 
her temporary internal exile at Blois. During the 1620s, when Cardinal 
Richelieu assumed power as Louis’s creature, her alienation from her 
elder son became still more pronounced because of her growing hostil-
ity to the Cardinal- Minister’s policies and his successful working rela-
tionship with the king. After she failed to oust the cardinal through a 
court coup, more famously known as the Day of Dupes (11–12 November 
1630), she withdrew from court, first to internal exile at Compiègne. In 
July 1631 she slipped out of the French kingdom to self- imposed exile 
abroad, never to return. Between 1631 and the autumn of 1638 she was 
in the Spanish Netherlands; after passing through the Low Countries, 
she crossed the Channel to England, where she remained until the 
summer of 1641. Returning to the Continent, she passed once again 
through the Low Countries on her way to the imperial city of Cologne 
where, on 3 July 1642, she died.

Interest in Marie de Médicis, as an exile in the Spanish Netherlands 
in particular, has in the last decade undergone something of a surge, 
long overdue since the publication in 1876 of the now- dated work by 
the Belgian historian, Paul Henrard, and that of another Belgian his-
torian, Ernest Gossart, writing in 1905 on princely exiles in Brussels. 

2
A Queen Mother in Exile: Marie De 
Médicis in the Spanish Netherlands 
and England, 1631–41
Toby Osborne
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Thanks, in particular, to the art historian Cordula van Wyhe, we now 
have a deeper understanding of the exiled Marie de Médicis as a patron 
and collector, and more knowledge of her confessional identity, ele-
ments that, as van Wyhe has noted, were overlooked in major exhi-
bitions as recently as 2004 and 2005, which dealt with her only as a 
Dowager- Queen of France.1 Recognition, more broadly, should be given 
to the works of historians such as Luc Duerloo who have done much 
to elucidate the identity of the Spanish Netherlands in the early seven-
teenth century, the period when the region once again had a function-
ing princely court and when the Archdukes harboured a remarkable 
number and range of religious, political and, indeed, sovereign exiles.2 
Likewise, the work of Caroline Hibbard, and, more recently, of Karen 
Britland, have added to our understanding of the confessional and cul-
tural roles Marie de Médicis played at the Stuart court, which, it will be 
seen, were not entirely welcome or positive.3

Marie de Médicis’s case study crystallizes a number of themes central 
to this collection of essays devoted to monarchy in exile. What grade of 
sovereignty, if any, did she enjoy? Was she, indeed, a monarch, if by that 
term we are specifically to understand a royal ruler? We might ask more 
generally whether exile itself raised such questions about the degrees and 
nature of princely sovereignty. The very presence of a sovereign in a for-
eign territory required hosts to consider problematic issues of protocol, 
especially acute for exiled ruling sovereigns whose going into exile might 
well have been seen as an act of abdication. These questions of status, cou-
pled with that of public image, thoroughly permeated Marie de Médicis’s 
experiences in the 1630s, in both the Spanish Netherlands and England, 
and underpin this essay: of how she constantly presented herself as the 
afflicted mother, a royal sovereign, who wanted nothing else but peace 
with Louis XIII; of how, in turn, she was presented by her propagandists as 
a legitimate queen mother with monarchical authority and a distinctively 
female identity; finally, of how her presence in the Spanish Netherlands 
and England created dilemmas and resentment for her hosts who were 
required to provide for her as a queen mother, but who also remained 
uncertain of how trustworthy she and her various household officers and 
followers were, and of how far they should accord her royal rights.

Although Marie de Médicis was the maternal grand- daughter of 
Emperor Ferdinand I, she herself had not been born into a royal 
dynasty. Whatever their claims about themselves, or their efforts to 
secure monarchical status from the mid- sixteenth century, the Medici 
were a grand- ducal family, and even that status had only been acquired 
in uncertain terms in 1569. Her royal powers, such as they were, 
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seemingly derived from her status as Henri IV’s wife. In the canvas, 
The Consignment of the Regency, one of the Luxembourg Cycle commis-
sioned by the Queen Mother from Peter- Paul Rubens in 1622, in part 
to commemorate her dead husband, though also deliberately used to 
confirm certain monarchical images of herself, Henri IV hands his wife 
the orb of state decorated with a fleurs de lys, a clear statement of the 
royal power invested in her, even if the orb itself was not a customary 
object of French regalia.4 Marie de Médicis had been crowned Queen of 
France the day before her husband’s assassination, and she continued to 
enjoy a degree of sovereign power as a widow of Henri IV and mother 
of Louis XIII. That was confirmed by a lit de justice in Paris the day after 
the assassination, at which the Queen Mother was seated on the same 
level as her nine year old son, beneath a canopy that signified shared 
sovereignty with the new king. The assumption of Louis XIII’s major-
ity in 1614, however, left her in an anomalous position.5 Had her royal 
powers existed only so long as either her husband was alive or she was 
formally Louis XIII’s regent? This was the subject of debate and reflec-
tion in France from 1614 onwards, as the Luxembourg Cycle testified, 
and the 1630s brought this thorny issue to the fore once again. For 
Marie de Médicis, the entire period in exile was a continuation of the 
political, and public, debate about the nature of her status. The Queen 
Mother and her polemicists actively sought to construct images of her 
legitimate and indelible authority, as they had done since 1610, and 
then again in different circumstances after 1614.

Marie de Médicis’s historiographer, Jean Puget de la Serre, for one, 
had few doubts about the grade of his patron’s authority. De la Serre 
had travelled with the Queen Mother into exile, and remained with her 
until he returned to France in 1639 after she had gone to England. It was 
hardly surprising, then, that his object during his years in exile was to 
uphold the international status of his patron, even if he found employ-
ment with Richelieu when he eventually returned to his homeland. 
Over the course of the 1630s, he produced three major works in sup-
port of the Queen Mother to mark, in turn, her ceremonial entries into 
the Spanish Netherlands (1631), the Dutch republic (1638) and England 
(1638), each one accompanied by a series of high- quality illustrations, 
the works of some of Europe’s finest engravers, principally Cornelius 
Galle and Wenceslaus Hollar.6

On the frontispiece of the first pamphlet, the Histoire curieuse de tout 
ce qui c’est passé published by Balthasar Moretus at the Plantin Press in 
Antwerp in 1632 for Marie de Médicis’s arrival in the Spanish Netherlands, 
the Queen Mother and the Infanta Isabella Clara Eugenia, Governess of 


