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This article examines the relationship between Huguenot soldiers and
William III, Prince of Orange, between the Revocation of the Edict of
Nantes in 1685 and the Glorious Revolution of 1688. It has traditionally
been accepted that many of the Huguenot refugees who fled France, following the Revocation (and especially those who went to the Netherlands), directly entered military employment in their places of refuge.
However, scant evidence exists for this assertion between the Revocation
and the Glorious Revolution of 1688. Despite a tradition which insists
that they were employed eagerly, there is in fact little proof that any but
some unrepresentative few were taken–on in Britain or the Netherlands
between 1685 and 1688.
In fact, most of the Huguenots associated with Dutch service before
1689, served in but a few regiments, when William issued commissions
to 54 officers in his Blue Guards. Another 34 refugees joined his Life
Guards.2 Foreshadowing this event, some companies of Huguenot refugee officers were attached to Dutch regiments, but their number and
nature is virtually impossible to deduce. In the same way, the assertion
that the principle Dutch fortresses ‘were used as so many depôts for such
officers and soldiers as continued to take refuge in Holland’, is true only
in so far as some Huguenot gentlemen could be found in each between
1685 and 1688.3 Undoubtedly, the Netherlands was a hot–bed of French
Protestant ex–officers all eager to join with William to attack France or
its satellites of interest.4 Significantly, this included Great Britain, with its
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catholic king, James II.
Of those Huguenot refugees who attained military employment in the
Netherlands between 1685 and 1688, it has been said:
“[They] formed a body ready drilled, either to fight the cause of freedom
on the battlefield, or to guide public opinion by means of the press.
Whilst six hundred gentilhommes were induced to swell the Prince’s body–
guard, four regiments of soldiers were enrolled.“5
Masson here conflates William’s actions between 1685 and 1688, with his
creation of our fully–fledged Huguenot regiments in 1689. The mistake
is typical of the historiographical myths that have grown up around the
service given to William by Huguenot soldiers. Their genuine usefulness
and important place in his struggle have blinded many researchers to the
finer points of their employment and reception by the armies of Britain
and the Netherlands.
One reason for not employing them immediately might have been the
fact that French drill differed from the Dutch version. Huguenots seeking military employment would first have had to serve as volunteers, in
order for them to learn Dutch drill, before they could be employed in the
Dutch Army.6 However, no refugee Huguenot officers appear to have
been immediately or eagerly employed in Dutch service. And while a few
were lucky enough to be offered positions in various Dutch regiments,
most refugee officers were forced to cool their heels, without military
employment, until the eve of William’s embarkation for Great Britain.
Only when it became clear in mid–1688 that the prince’s aims would be
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backed, or at least tolerated, by the anti–Stadholder and, occasionally, pro–
French States Party in the Netherlands, was he in a position to facilitate
the rapid creation of a number of Huguenot volunteer companies
designed to be attached to existing Dutch regiments. Each of these new
companies was to be manned exclusively by French Protestants. Two
companies of French cadets – volunteers who, generally, enjoyed noble
status – had indeed been raised as early as 1686, but they contained no
more than 50 Frenchmen each.7 Furthermore, William of Orange did
attempt to maintain some other Huguenot officers on pensions between
1685 and 1688, but their number was small by comparison to later pension lists that groaned with the veterans of his Irish campaign (1689–91).8
These efforts can in no way be construed as representing a general swelling of the Dutch Army with Huguenots between 1685 and 1688.
Though few of the Huguenots who fled to the Netherlands after the
Revocation were themselves immediately commissioned, they found in
the Dutch Republic a number of resident pre–Revocation Huguenots
already holding commissions in the Dutch Army.9 Indeed, Huguenots
were a prominent part of the Dutch Army before 1685, and links between William of Orange, some of his closest friends, and the Huguenot
soldiers who served in the Netherlands, were strong before the Revocation.10 Many Dutchmen served in predominantly French regiments in the
Netherlands, and there were many French soldiers scattered throughout
the Dutch regiments of the United Provinces’ army. A small number of
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these Frenchmen were Roman Catholic, but the majority of them were
Huguenots.11 In this way, many Huguenot military families served William of Orange and the Dutch Republic throughout the last quarter of the
century.12
There are many instances of the permeation of Huguenots throughout
the regiments of the Dutch Army before 1685. Indeed, French
Huguenots could be found serving in its most prestigious regiments
throughout the 1670s and 1680s.13 On the eve of the Glorious Revolution, many of the Dutch Republic’s allied regiments also contained veteran
French soldiers.14 The army of Brandenburg, for example, employed over
600 Huguenot officers, losing those it could not accommodate to the
Dutch Army when Marshal Schomberg entered openly into Netherlands
service in the middle of 1688.15 The fate of the large number of
Huguenots who remained in Brandenburg is beyond the scope of this
paper.16
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Shortly before his forces departed the Netherlands for Britain in 1688,
William of Orange made a request for volunteers to accompany him,
from among Dutch–based Huguenots. The Huguenot refugee, Isaac
Dumont de Bostaquet, says that William invited the ablest among the
French gentlemen to join with him in the invasion. Dumont de Bostaquet
was one of a large number of Huguenots who responded eagerly to the
invitation, and he was one of the few successful applicants, securing a
captain’s position in the Blue Dragoons. It was only at this late stage that
54 Huguenots were incorporated into the Blue Dragoon regiments. The
available data on post–Revocation Huguenot refugee employment in the
Dutch Army, confirm the fact that Huguenots appeared in the Blue and
Red Dragoons and in William of Orange’s Life Guards only on the eve
of the Glorious Revolution.17
Of the 88 Huguenots thus appointed by William of Orange to the Blue
Dragoons and to his Life Guards, the careers of only 15 can be traced
before 1688.18 While it might be assumed that the other 23 later joined
the Huguenot regiments raised (on 1 April 1689) by William in Britain for
his war in Ireland, it is virtually impossible to trace them in records before
that date. It should, therefore, be clear that post–Revocation Huguenot
refugees did not constitute a large or significant group of commissioned
officers in the Dutch Army in the period between 1685 and the Glorious
Revolution of 1688.
John Childs has estimated that William commanded more than a 1.000
Huguenot officers, constituting 10 per cent of his entire officer corps. This
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can be taken as a relevant comment only after 1688, when that prince was
in a position to offer commissions in a sprawling Anglo–Dutch force to
the vast majority of these soldiers.19 While the significance of the post–
Revocation refugees in the Dutch Army belongs to the decade of the
1690s, it is clear that many such refugee volunteers did accompany William to Britain in his 1688 invasion force. Their number is evidenced by
the speedy creation of the Huguenot regiments for William’s Irish campaign.
A leading figure among them, who accompanied William to Britain as his
second–in–command, was Frederick Herman von Schomberg.20 Being a
truly international figure, Schomberg felt at home in both England and
France, having taken a Huguenot bride as his second wife, while maintaining strong links with members of his English mother’s family.21 After the
Revocation, he departed French service (on 11 March 1686) on good
terms with Louis XIV, and retired to Portugal, but, soon thereafter, he
applied for employment to the Elector of Brandenburg. Attempts to
seduce or buy Schomberg into Dutch service soon followed.22
Louis XIV’s regret at losing a loyal servant and a good general was genuine. However, the French king’s goodwill towards Schomberg evaporated
upon the death of the Elector Frederick William (on 9 May 1688) whose
successor, Frederick III, was anti–French. His father’s death left the new
Elector free to pursue a strongly anti–French policy, in which Schomberg
participated.23 In 1687, Schomberg departed Brandenburg to serve William and the Dutch Republic. He took with him only those Huguenot
refugees who had not already secured employment in Prussia, leaving
behind a significant number that had.24 Many more remained to fight
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under the Elector Frederick in several notable actions, playing no role in
William’s invasion.25
In England, the role of Huguenot soldiers has been similarly misinterpreted. When he became king, Britain’s James II did little to cover his Catholic objectives, despite the bogey–man image which Roman Catholicism
possessed in Britain. Fears of increased Catholic interest at home were
enhanced by stories of the French king’s persecution of Protestants in
France, and this aggravated many Britons, who tended to have a good
knowledge of the Huguenots and their sufferings. The stream of
Huguenot refugees entering Britain throughout the 1680s – especially in
the peak–year of 1687 – ensured the speedy distribution of information
about their persecution in France, in print and through gossip. In this
atmosphere, King James’s aversion to Huguenot refugees was affected by
his need to maintain the good will of his subjects, most of whom felt pity
for the plight of the poor French Protestants. James’s actions towards the
Huguenots were, however, highly ambivalent, and this is nowhere more
apparent than in his treatment of Huguenot soldiers in Britain.
In September 1688, King James offered a concession to Huguenot refugees in the form of military employment in a regiment of dragoons to be
commanded by a well–connected noblemen, Armand de Bourbon, Marquis de Miremont. However, it was well understood that the unit was to
serve far outside Britain.26 It was to fight against the Ottoman Turks, in
Emperor Leopold I’s army in Hungary.27 Miremont undoubtedly owed
the king’s favour to the fact that his uncle – the pro–Stuart Huguenot
Louis de Durfort–Duras, second Earl of Feversham – was one of James
II’s favourites, and also Commander–in–Chief of the English Army.28
Though firmly allied to the Stuart interest, Feversham was the central
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(1985), pp. 130-137, here p. 130; The Memoirs of James II: His Campaigns as Duke of
York, 1652–1660, ed. Arthur Lytton Sells, London 1962, p. 222.
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figure in a network of prominent Huguenot refugees in London, and
during James’s short reign, the earl played host to his French in–laws at
his London home at Somerset House.
In fairness to the British king, it should be mentioned that the Empire
offered the only contemporary employment in Europe to soldiers–for–
hire. James II (in the words of John Childs), ‘was well aware of the lean
times which a spell of general European peace brought to mercenary
officers and men’.29 However, the truth is that service in far–flung
Eastern Europe was perceived to be a form of banishment, proving that
practicality and expediency could be combined to rid his kingdom of
embarrassing or potentially troublesome military forces which, in practice, helped James to ease anti–army fears in the British Isles.30
King James had little reason, beyond his own prejudices, to doubt the
loyalty of Miremont and his officers. The nobleman’s proximity to the
Earl of Feversham was a powerful statement in his favour, as was the fact
that several Huguenot gentlemen had already expressed a strong, and
presumably sincere, desire to serve the king’s late brother, Charles II. In
1683 – the year of the great siege of Vienna – a group of Huguenot
gentlemen drafted a letter to King Charles, in which they claimed to have
been ‘stripped for their religion’s sake of their employment [in France]’.31
They said they had come to Britain ‘to offer their hearts, their swords and
their whole persons’ in faithful service.32 Thus was the strength and
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potential of Huguenot loyalty expressed. Despite this, King James
suspected that these officers (like all Huguenots and most Protestants in
his opinion) were outright republicans. After all, a group of Huguenots
had, in the year preceding the petition (in 1682), reportedly been approached by Robert Murray, an agent of the disgraced Whig leader, the Earl
of Shaftesbury, to finance an insurrection in Britain.33
It is claimed that James II did ‘not disdain the Huguenot contribution’ to
his army.34 The establishment of Miremont’s Dragoons, and the fact that
some Huguenots served in the Royal Dragoons and under Lord Dover
in the Life Guards, seems to support the notion of the king’s appreciation
of the Huguenots’ worth as competent and potentially loyal soldiers. And
this was similarly the reason for the sometimes–generous royal support
of their academies in London, run by men such as Foubert, Mestre and
d’Agard.35 However, based on the evidence of the 1683 letter, Bernard
Cottret says that the ‘Huguenot element in the English army was conspicuous’.36 In truth, it was anything but conspicuous. Like many historians
of the Revocation and Glorious Revolution, Cottret failed to perceive the
difference between these scattered groups of French gentlemen refugees
in Britain before 1688, and the large bulk of Huguenots who entered Britain with William of Orange after the invasion.
A brief survey of the military careers of some of the signatories of the
1683 petition to Charles II is enough to demonstrate the relative obscurity of all but a very small number of them. Of 19 original signatories,
only four later appear on record in Britain as being in any way connected
with its army. One of the four – Monsieur Picard – is said to have retired
from Britain to the Netherlands, where he sought employment as a caval32
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ry officer.37 The other three gentlemen – Pierre du Quesne, and Messrs
d’Arques and de Jouisse – later obtained commissions in the Huguenot
regiments raised by William of Orange for his Irish campaign in 1689.38
The evidence presented by the careers of these French Huguenot gentlemen suggests that they all left Britain before 1688, to return via the
Netherlands at the time of the prince’s invasion. This seems to support
contemporary reports of Dutch Army recruiters operating in Britain
before the invasion.39 At least one British army officer – Humphrey
Oakover – firmly believed that the Dutch ambassador in London was
recruiting both Britons and Huguenot refugees resident in Britain, for
service in the Netherlands before 1688.40 Based on these suspicions,
King James may well have feared among his French Protestant officers in
Britain (what he thought to be) the ‘latent republicanism’ of the
Huguenots as a group. In practice, he had little to worry about on this
point, as the number of Huguenot officers holding commissions in Britain during his reign was demonstrably small and of little significance.41
There is another factor suggesting James’s willingness to dispose of Miremont’s Dragoons and Huguenot officers generally. This is the fact that
the king had created a Fourth Troop of his Life Guards (on 22 May 1686),
with the intention that it would train–up a new generation of loyal, and
mostly Catholic, officers for his army.42 Significantly, there was no suggestion whatsoever that this corps should enter the service of the Holy
Roman Empire. Ironically, Lord Dover, the Roman Catholic commander
of the troop, is said to have sold half the available commissions to refugee
Huguenot gentlemen: ‘For if a Turk had come, the 50 guineas had been
acceptable to that Lord, the Captain’.43 But then, Huguenots could drive
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hard bargains, and Henri de Foubert (son of Solomon, who established a
gentleman’s academy in London in 1679) secured his place as cornet in
the Life Guards due to a bribe of £ 500.44 Furthermore, Foubert would
later, in 1690, act as aide–de–camp to Marshal Schomberg at the Boyne in
Ireland.45 Having said this, it is also clear that the Fourth Troop harboured a number of committed Roman Catholics and others deeply loyal to
the king. One of the most significant of these men was Patrick Sarsfield,
who was later among William’s most implacable opponents in Ireland.46
Stephen Saunders Webb highlights the speed with which the Huguenot
officers of the Fourth Troop became devoted subordinates to John, Lord
Churchill, the executive officer of the Life Guards.47 The lack of control
exercised by James II over the personnel of the Fourth Troop of his Life
Guards is demonstrated by the fact that it not only contained Huguenots
but also housed some violent Whigs.48 The Huguenots of the Life Guards
later followed Churchill into the service of William of Orange. They did
not, however, create, foster or even significantly aid Churchill’s so–called
‘conspiracy in the army’.49 The Huguenots who joined the Fourth Troop
were professional gentlemen officers in search of a livelihood, commensurate with their religious faith and social status. They were not, as the
British king feared, plotters or violent republicans. Based on the evidence
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Webb, Lord Churchill’s Coup (n. 43), p. 108; Whitworth, 1685 (n. 28), p. 130; Ailesbury, Memoirs (n. 44), vol. I, pp. 130–131; Arthur, The Story of the Household Cavalry
(n. 47), vol. I, p. 202; Hare, The Conduct of the Duke of Marlborough (n. 47), p. 12.
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of their later actions, it is difficult to see any political profile at all among
Huguenots employed in the English Army before 1688.
The example of Lord Dover’s Company reinforces the problem that
faced James II in ensuring the support of his army. However, his attempt
to introduce Catholics into his armed forces does not represent a desire
to Catholicize the army as a whole. What it does demonstrate is the king’s
desire to staff his forces with trustworthy and dependable subjects upon
whom he hoped he could rely. Even on the eve of the Glorious Revolution, no more than 1.000 out of 18.000 soldiers, or less than 10 per cent
of the English Army, were Roman Catholic.50 The number of Huguenots
employed elsewhere in James’s army was meagre by comparison even to
this small figure. Besides those already mentioned, Edward Fox’s infantry
regiment contained some Huguenot officers, and there were six Frenchmen in the Royal Dragoons and a further nine in the Earl of Macclesfield’s Horse.51
Between 1685 and 1688, the armies of the Dutch Republic and Great Britain, contained numerous Huguenot officers. However, few of them were
post–Revocation refugees, of the sort who might be eager to exact revenge upon Louis XIV or conspire to that end. Many had been employed
before 1685, and they, like the small number of their compatriots who joined them before the Glorious Revolution, enjoyed a well–deserved reputation as competent professional soldiers. Consequently, the few post–
Revocation Huguenot soldiers employed anywhere between 1685 and the
1688 can scarcely be described as a ‘conspicuous’ element in any of these
armies. In the Netherlands alone, did post–Revocation Huguenots play a
part in military affairs worthy of their ability and potential in general, but,
even in the Dutch Republic, it was circumstances beyond their control
that conspired to thrust them into a position of prominence. The Glorious Revolution of 1688, and William’s subsequent Irish campaign in
particular – not the few years between the Revocation and the Revolution
50
51

Whitworth, 1685 (n. 28), p. 136.
Macclesfield maintained close associations with some Huguenots and Abraham de
Moivre dedicated to the earl his Annuities upon Lives (London, 1725): Childs, The
British Army of William III (n. 19), p. 134; Graham Gibbs, Huguenot Contribution to
England’s Intellectual Life, and England’s Intellectual Commerce with Europe,
c.1680–1720, in: Scouloudi (ed.), Huguenots in Britain and their French Background
(n. 7), pp. 29, 40.
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– was the making of the Huguenots as an international military group in
the post–Revocation era.
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Prime ministers of Great Britain and the United Kingdom. Load Previous Page. The Revolution of 1688.Â But neither William nor the
Whigs would accept such a solution. William was to be king in his own right, and in February the Convention agreed that James had
â€œabdicated the government and that the throne has thereby become vacant.â€ At the same time, the leaders of the Convention
prepared the Declaration of Rights to be presented to William and Mary. The declaration was a restatement of traditional rights, but the
conflicts between Whigs and Tories caused it to be watered down considerably. Nevertheless, the Whigs did manage to declare the
suspending power and the maintenance of a standing army His brother James II â€“ king from 1685 to 1688 â€“ was a confirmed
Catholic, but he was hostile to violence and held a moderate attitude towards French refugees â€“ for instance he delayed publications
about the Revocation and facilitated an attempt to settle Huguenots in Ireland. It was not until his brother-in-law William III of Orange â€“
king from 1689 to 1702 â€“ invaded England and put an end to the Stuart dynasty, that the Protestant Faith was defended, and that
French people of the Refuge came under his protection.Â The Huguenots were prominent in the financial sector but above all in the
cultural sector, as freedom of the press was introduced in 1689.Â William III of Orange came to power in England in 1689 thanks to the
â€œGlorious Revolutionâ€. From early in 1688, he was secretly recruiting battle-hardened soldiers from Protestant armies across
Europe and arranging gifts and loans from sympathetic bankers to pay for them. His cause was two-fold. The first was political - his
concern that James II's beliefs were about to bring a switch in Britain's foreign policy.Â Dutch talent flowed into England, its effects still
to be seen in painting, buildings and in the formal gardens that were a speciality of the Netherlands. The incomers also brought banking
methods that transformed London as a commercial centre. The result was that Britain boomed, becoming a rich and powerful nation
after 1688, while the Netherlands remained a European backwater. During the Glorious Revolution of 1688 Huguenot soldiers were at
the forefront of William of Orange's army. Their role was an important one and they are, with justification, best remembered for this act
among British historians and the public alike. Yet Huguenot soldiering existed long before this event, and French Protestants and their
descendants featured prominently in European armies long afterwards.Â Chapters examine the Huguenot rationale for foreign service
and the dynamics of the Protestant international of which they were such a prominent part. Their role in European armies after that date
is covered in the second section of the volume with a number of expert studies of Huguenot refugees in the armies of Britain, the
Netherlands and Russia. William of Orange, later William III of England and William II of Scotland (1650-1702), a protestant, landed in
England in 1688 to take the throne after an invitation from the English protestant nobility, dissatisfied with the catholic James II. Culture
Club / Getty Images. History & Culture.Â The Glorious Revolution resulted in the English Bill of Rights that established England as a
constitutional rather than absolute monarchy and served as the model for the U.S. Bill of Rights. King James II's Reign. When James II
took the throne of England in 1685, already tense relations between Protestants and Catholics were growing worse. A devout Catholic
himself, James expanded freedom of worship for Catholics and favored Catholics in appointing military officers.

