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A number of fundamental problems remain in the way of providing a
comprehensive analysis of pamphlets and pamphleteering in Old R
France.' Qur incomplete knowledge of the sizes of editions, the mecha-
nisms of distribution, and author-patron relationships is one set of
problems. Another stems from the complexity of the texts themselves.
Pamphlet authors often cultivated a baroque style of rhetoric, twisting their
ideas into elaborate figures of speech, sometimes beyond recognition.
Many pamphilets, at least in the early part of the seventeenth century, were
intentionally written in colloquial speech, and some even contain parodies
of southern dialects.? Perhaps the most difficult obstacle to interpretation is
the rich undercurrent of allusions and citations to other pamphiets, to
popular customs, to learned books, and *'the whole cultural baggage of the
epoach.”’ to use Dernis Richet’s marvelous phrase.?

One of the main questions that arises from these difficulties is the
guestion of the audience. This is a particularly troubling issue for those
who are concerned about the concrete political functions of pamphleteer-
ing. The identity of the pubiic is especially obscure in the seventeenth
century. Millions of pieces of pamphiet propaganda were published, yet
there is precious little evidence as to who read them and how these readers
reacted . * Occasionally, we can learn from diplomatic correspondence that
this or that pamphlet caused a reaction among high-level politicians. But
what about the larger audience for whom the pamphlets were presumably
written? The evidence available about patterns of literacy suggests that the
readers were predominantly urban, but this is hardly a very satisfying
solution to the problem of establishing the audience for printed propa-
ganda.’

An indirect but very revealing approach to the problem of pamphlet
readers and reading is available through the texts themselves. By looking
very closely at the techniques of persuasion used by pamphleteers, we can
develop an idea of the audience that the pamphleteers hoped ta reach, and
of the ways in which they wanted their readers lo react. Pamphlet authors
came to their tasks with very specific purposes, They identified key issues,
and related them to the concerns of key political interest groups. And, as
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Peter France, Marc Fumaroli, and Louis Marin have shown, seventeenth-
century authors faced such a persuasive task armed with a formidable
arsenal of rhetorical strategies.® By reconstructing these strategies, we can
learn a great deal about how pamphlets functioned in this political culture.

What rhetoricians call ““ethos,’’ that is, the attitudes, values, and
personality projected by the speaker or narrator in a piece of discourse, is a
particularly revealing aspect of pamphlet rhetoric. Pamphleteers went to
elaborate lengths to invent and deploy an appropriate ethos in such a way
as to enhance the general messages of their pamphlets. If they used their
own voices, they were careful to adopt a tone and stance that would appeal
to the particular audiences they were trying to reach. In many cases, the
creation of a dramatized voice, or "“persona,”” was felt to be more effective
than straightforward, first person, argumentation.” In these cases the
authors created imaginary voices or even complete characters that were
fictional, yet clearly intended to be convincing porte-paroles for the authors
and their political factions. Many of these persona pamphlets were vaguely
satirical, but others were quite serious.®

Pamphlets with personae as speakers, both serious and humorous,
constituted a major proportion of the total production during the pamphlet
wars | have studied closely, those of the period 1614-1617. This particular
pamphlet war was part of the effort of Marie de Médicis and her supporters
to retain control of Louis XIII's government in the face of a challenge by
several great nobles. Persona pamphlets were especially important in the
early phases of this struggle, before civil war actually broke out in 1615. An
analysis of these persona pamphlets in their precise political context
reveals some interesting things about the ways in which skilled pam-
phleteers tried to enhance the effectiveness of their messages, the kinds of
audiences they were trying to reach, and what exactly they wanted those
audiences to do.

It is signjﬁ::ant, tor example, that some pamphlets were clearly
intended to move the reader to fits of partisan anger, while others tried to
evoke a more contemplative response. The persona of a militant Catholic
was often deployed in the former fashion. The “'Old French Warrior,"" the
“Colonel of the Parisian Militia,”’ ““The Dull-witted Wanderer,’" and the
“Blunt Roughneck’’ are some examples of militant Catholic personae who
appeared in 1614.7 It is not surprising to hear these characters praise the
administration of Marie de Médicis, applaud the policy of rapprochement
with Spain, and push for the completion of Louis XIII's marriage to Anne
of Austria. These were the typical positions of the militant Catholic party.
However, it is interesting to note how openly some of these pieces tried to
recreate the spirit of the Holy League of 1584-1593 by projecting the ethos
of a vicious, lower-middle class, Parisian, religious fanatic. They make it
clear that the Parisian working people will give every last cent they have to
wage war on the Huguenot vermin, and they openly praise ultramontane
clergymen such as the Cardinal Du Perron. In the discourse of these
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personae, the politics of 1614 is simply a matter of recognizing the rebels as
to-Protestants or worse, and mobilizing an audience of true Catholics
on behalf of Marie de Médicis" administration.

Other kinds of ethos-audience relationships utilized in these campaigns
are more subtle, more difficult to interpret, and more revealing. In order to
demonstrate how interesting and complex the ethos-audience relationship
could be, we might consider the somewhat famous 1614 pamphlet, Letter
from Jacques Bon-Homme peasant from Beauvais: To my Lords the Princes absent
from the court, '™ But, before we listen to its rhetoric, a brief summary of the
situation in 1614 may be in order.!

The year 1614 is famous, of course, for the meeting of the Estates
General convened by Marie as Queen Regent which met in late October.
This assembly was convoked in response to a typical noble revolt of the
early seventeenth century. The titular head of the opposition was Henri [I
of Bourbon, the Prince de Condé, and nearest heir to the throne outside
the immediate royal family. Condé was flanked by a faction of great nobles
who, like himself, felt they were losing influence at court. Condé and his
confederates initiated four years of political struggle by absenting them-
selves from the Court and heading for the provinces.

The revolt came to the attention of the general public when in February
of 1614, Condé and some of his party forced their way into the town of
Mézieres (close to the northeastern frontier). From Mézieres, they pub-
lished the text of a letter from Condé to the Queen, which severely
criticized the Queen’s administration and invited all good Frenchmen to
join a movement of resistance and reform. 2 Within a few weeks, copies of
this letter-pamphlet were circulating very widely throughout France.®?
Marie and her supporters reacted quickly by publishing an equally partisan
response, a masterful piece of political argumentation written for the
Queen by Villeroy, the powerful and experienced Secretary of State, who
was a veteran of the Religious Wars.¥ Marie’s letter was also circulating
widely throughout France by the end of March in both handwritten and
printed form.15

These two pamphlets turned Condé’s challenge into a national political
struggle and initiated a pamphlet war that lasted as long as the struggle
itself, that is, until Marie was removed from power following the assassina-
tion of Concini in 1617. In the meantime some 1400 pamphlets were
published.'® There were many different pamphlet genres, from silly
satirical verses to careful argumentation of the highest intellectual caliber.
Throughout the campaign, there were calculated “‘leaks’’ of important
correspondence, like the exchange between Condé and Marie mentioned
above. The texts of many official acts, and accounts of official ceremonies
were also turned into pamphlets. Both sides used these pamphlets in an
effort to gain the support of particularly important political interest groups,
such as the middle ranks of the nobility, provincial notables, the people of
Paris, and the militants of both religious parties.
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Several of the Queen’s advisers were genuinely concerned that the
rhetoric of “‘the public good” that Condé was trying to mobilize in
conjunction with his call for an Estates General might appeal to some of
these groups. In order to persuade these groups not to join the Prince’s
political coalition, a rhetorical strategy had to be mobilized that was based
on more than just religious partisanship. In fact, the most experienced
advisers at Court wanted to tone down the militant Catholic rhetoric for
fear of pushing the moderate Protestants with loyalist leanings into the
camp of the opposition.

Letter from [acques Bon-Homme peasant from Beauvais: To my Lords the
Princes absent from the court epitomizes this moderate rhetorical strategy
mobilized by many of the Queen’s supporters in the spring of 1614, not
long after the letters by Condé and the Queen appeared in print. The ethos
cultivated in many pamphlets of this campaign might best be described as
that of the nonpartisan sage. Indeed, except for his inability to read and his
low birth, Jacques Bon-Homme would be the ideal Stoic philosopher!
gentleman. He has all the stereotypical virtues of the honnéte homme—good
manners, integrity, openness, reliability, and a sense of justice and
proportion. Although a strong believer in law and order, Bon-Homme
stands far above factional politics. Although pious, he was not a fanatic,
and does not see his religious affiliation in terms of party. The persuasive
function of such an ethos was that it provided a platform from which to
deliver an ostensibly nonpartisan, good-natured, evenhanded rejection of
Condé’s challenge to the Queen’s administration. The attempt was clearly
being made through the cultivation of this ethos to reach an audience that
needed persuading, one that would not automatically side with the
Queen’s faction.

Jacques explains to his readers that he is a ninety-seven-year-old
peasant. His age and his station in life give him the temerity to speak of
public affairs, and to send this letter to Condé and his confederates. He is
careful to emphasize his peasantness. He explains in some detail that he
and his wife farm their twenty-five acres and their two small enclosures
with their own hands, and that he has two sons and three daughters, all
married happily ‘‘without having tried to change social condition’ as he
puts it. But at the same time, Bon-Homme has a reputation as a political
savant. This he earned by having once resolved a potentially dangerous
dispute between his village and some local seigneurs. The problem arose
when the mongrel watchdog of one of the villagers took a bite out of the
tail of a gentleman's greyhound. After he persuaded the seigneurs not to
take revenge on the villagers by devastating their fields, he became known
as one of the more persuasive men of the region. Jacques thinks it is
conceivable, then, that his ability to reason with people, may help bring
the discontented princes back to their senses, and hopefully back into the
Queen Regent's political coalition.
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Intereshngl}', Jacques Exp]a.ln_q. ln his letter that he has formed his
opinion of Condé’s enterp through his fanul.lﬂnlE with the
contents of the pam Hetﬁ menl:mn above, Cundé 5 let of late
February 1614 and the Queen’s response published a few days later.
Jacques doesn't claim he has read these himself, but rather to have learned
of their contents by talking to the village greffier. In the course of a village
assembly gathered under an elm tree, the clerk had explained some of the
specifics of Condé’s political complaints and of the Queen’s responses.!”
From this information Jacques can see clearly enough that ““the princes”’
have embarked on an ill-conceived :

We can already begin to appreciate the rhetorical and f&}thﬂlngi::al
complexity of this pamphlet. Jacques describes many of his life experiences
in a very realistic way, and with enough consistency that he emerges in the
end as an authentic peasant personality. Yet, the humor makes it abso-
lutely clear that no one was supposed to be fooled by this pamphlet into
thinking it had actually been written by a peasant. The reader is confronted
with an obviously fictional persona cE:ru.n' ing to be uneducated and
illiterate, who is clearly speaking for an inteﬁigi:nl and well informed
author. The anonymous, unknown author made no attempt to conceal
these contradictions. In fact, he was playful with them. Jacques mocks his
own nonexistence by explaining that he was named after his great, great,
great grandfather, the Jacques who led the Jacquerie.

The pamphlet was clearl dﬁl ned to be both entertaining and
disconcerting. In order to understand the author's message, the
reader has to read through ]acques' discourse. In other words, the persona
of Jacques Bon-Homme is a “'trap”’ in the sense that Louis Marin has used
this word.'® The reader is trapped into appreciating the author's point of
view not only through the process of enjoying his encounter with Jacques,
but through the process of trying to understand it. This gives the author an
opportunity to show how Condé’s revolt might look from a particular
point of view—a point of view that intelligent nonpeasants and other

people of good sense might share with Jacques Bon-Homme if they think
about it for a moment,

Since he is ostensibly addressing great lords, Bon-Homme was e
cially good at conveying this wisdom gently and politely. Thus he nften
used anecdotes rather than hard political argument.

| remember what happened in Beauvais once in 1533, when | look some
l:lgmns there to sell at the market, Some young men, having a as one

arned later, to meet at isely three o'clock, found themselves late for
their app:rmrment. So tlﬁy went to the keeper of the town clock and
explained to him that the clock was an hour fast, and that he should turn it
back. When he refused to do this, they became abusive. Things passed from
words to blows, and in the scuffle the mechanism was damaged. As a result,
the damaged clock functioned erratically for the next eight days. This shows
that violence is the enemy of order and the right way to do things. The gentle
and gracious means are always the most desirable and often the most
convenient. ?
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This anecdote has the important effect of personalizing and simplifying for
the reader the political struggle between Condé and the Queen. The
complex national struggle between two intricate political coalitions is
reduced to the same fundamental kinds of human relationships that one
can observe in the village. The political tactics of Condé and his associates
resembile the vandalism of juvenile delinquents. Just like the young men in
the story, they are making ridiculous demands and threatening violence in
order to get their way. This analogy is not exactly presented as a judgment;
it is simply an association that occurs to Bon-Homme on the basis of
common sense, a self-evident analogy that anyone in touch with the
realities of violence in his own community could reach for himself.

But the persuasive intention of the anecdote is more profound than
that. Note that it concludes with two “"commonplaces’” of a very general
and abstract nature, *'This shows that violence is the enemy of order and
the right way to do things. The gentle and gracious means are always the
maost desirable and often the most convenient.”” These two sentences are
provided to reinforce the logic behind the analogy between juvenile
delinquency and the behavior of Condé and his confederates. Upon
confronting the commonplaces, the reader cannot help but reconstruct
some of this timeless logic for himself. Reckless behavior leading to
violence and destruction should always be repudiated (major premise).
Condé and his associates are engaged in a reckless course of action that
may lead to violence and destruction (minor premise). Clearly their
behavior should be repudiated (conclusion). The question is no longer one
of village politics, but of the basic structure of the moral world. Condé’s
politics of violence and rebellion is in fundamental contradiction to the
moral logic of the human community.

But can we be any more specific about which human community? What
were the social characteristics of the audience for this particular pamphlet?
The rural themes are highly developed. There are elaborate plays on the
concern of Jacques and his village neighbors for their chickens. They say
they would one hundred times rather endure their present difficulties than
endure three months of civil war and the devastations of troops.? It is
tempting to associate the rural motifs with a popular or even rural
audience, that is, to see Jacques Bon-Homme as living in the political
dimension of the world of popular almanachs and the libliothéque bleye. 21
But most of the evidence points in a different direction, not only in this
pamphlet, but in the campaign as a whole.

e vast majority of pamphlets contained political discourse of a
relatively hlgh level of sophistication. And, despite the vaguely burlesque
qualities in Jacques Bon-Homme, this pamphlet too was written for an
audience of skilled and informed readers. The references to other pam-
phlets, the vocabulary, and the complexity of the ironic brand of humor
used throughout the pamphlet demonstrate this. So do the detailed
references to the actual workings of the King's councils, and the accurate
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descriptions of French society. Consider the following passage, ostensibly
addressed to the rebel princes, but which actually mocks the great nobility.
Bon-Homme asks why, if they are trying to improve their lot in life, are the
Princes preparing to fight?
Let us consider the question of pleasure, my honorable seigneurs! One gains
a good deal more satisfaction from a walk in the gardens of the Louvre,
hunting deer at Fontainebleau, practicing martial arts in the Palais Royal,
and eating Portuguese omelets at a chic cabaret . . . than from eating the
dust of the country side, feeling the midday heat on your back, sleeping
under the barrel of a cannon, and getting up at three in the morning for a
raid against some stronghold. . . . Such inconveniences would seem all the
more unsupportable in view of your delicate upbringing and your experi-
ence in every sort of pleasure and pastime.22

The people who would have laughed in the seventeenth century at this
ironic portrayal of the pastimes of Princes were the urban elite of Paris and
the provincial capitals who knew very well that princes were fond of
amusing themselves in frivolous ways, and that there was a good pos-
sibility that the revolt of 1614 would be just another frivolous amusement.
This audience might also conclude that it would be very dangerous to
support the princes in any way, since once they became tired of playing, or
had obtained what they wanted from the game, they would leave their less
llustrious supporters to face the full wrath of the royal government.

In this way, the author worked skillfully to discredit the idea among
urban elites that they might take advantage of the princes’ revolt for their
own purposes, especially in view of the recently announced convocation of
an Estates General. Bon-Homme was in fact a direct response to Condé’s
pamphlet, in which several issues of concern to the urban elite had been
raised, notably, corruption in the administration of the King’s finances. If
Condé emerged as a leader for reform in the eyes of the deputies to the
Estates General, the Queen’s control over the King's councils would be
very precarious.

The purpose of this pamphlet, unlike the militant Catholic pieces, was
to encourage inaction rather than action. The ethos was not intended to
spark a frenzy of militant support for the administration, but to convince a
certain audience to ignore the political challenge of the rebels and go about
their usual businesses as much as possible. Obviously, maintaining the
normal channels of authority within municipal governments and their
bourgeois militia was vital to the Queen’s faction. Indeed, the heart of the
rebels’ strategy was to build a political coalition of regional governors and
provincial towns so that they would be able to bargain with the Regency
government from a position of real military strength. The Queen's advisers
and her more farsighted partisans immediately realized this, and most of
their political efforts in the spring of 1614 were directed towards blocking
this effort. Jacques Bon-Homme was part of this campaign.
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What kinds of larger conclusions can be drawn from this kind of an
analysis? Pamphlet rhetoric makes clear that the most important sector of
the pamphlet audience consisted of the traditional political elite. Pam-
phlets were generally not designed to involve le peuple in national politics,
but to influence the thinking of what we might call "“mid-level” political
elites—municipal officials, officials in local sovereign courts, local gover-
nors, and religious leaders. Although it is certain that the contents of
pamphlets trickled down to the lower urban classes, the impact of
pamphlets on these classes was secondhand for the most part as local elites
circulated orally the factual and rhetorical material that they encountered
in pamphlets. More needs to be learned about this process in general, and
the pmbahle role of the clergy in particular. The important thing to
recognize is how complex and important the pamphleteering process was
in the context of the national coalition-building process that constituted a
struggle for control of the royal government in seventeenth-century
France.
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