Polish Miniseries Episode 4: “A Crazy Kind of Genius”
[bookmark: _GoBack]Hello and welcome history friends patrons all to WDF’s miniseries on Polish history, episode 4. Last time we examined how diplomacy and intrigue progressed in Moscow, as Peter the Great of Russia eventually managed to join the anti-Swedish league, which included both the Polish and Danish Kings. Coming late to the party on 9th August 1700, Russia was the third enemy that the barely 18 year old King of Sweden had to face, in less than a year. To complete our picture of the world in which Poland lived in 1700, today we examine the Swedish neighbour to the north, and the impact its kings had made on the PLC. It’s an important story, because it demonstrates how effected the Poles had been by the Swedes, in a relationship which dated back most uncomfortably to the beginning of the 17th century. Perhaps, in a century which began with a Polish-Swedish war, it was only apt that it end with yet another chapter of the never ending saga, which at times resembled a family affair as much as it resembled a war for power and advantage. Let’s begin our examination then, as we go to the young Charles XII, who had just learned of Augustus’ invasion of Livonia with his Saxon troops…
***
Charles XII was in the midst of a bear hunt when he learned that 14k Saxon troops had invaded his Livonian dependencies without a declaration of war. It was early March, and the snows had begun to melt across his crisp, frozen country, which enjoyed some of the best forestry and most lucrative mines in all of Europe. Much like the bear which Charles and his party were hunting, Sweden itself seemed to be awakening from a slumber, after so many years of peace. The traditional Polish, Danish and Russian foes, with whom war had so shaped the outlook and development of Sweden, had not been fought in significantly intensive force since the 1650s. In the meantime Sweden had consolidated its grip on its Baltic possessions, expanded its German holdings and kept an eye of trends in the Empire, such as the rise of Brandenburg-Prussia from the ashes of the TYW. There had also been much familial bonding going on. By 1700, Charles XII of Sweden could count as cousins the King of Denmark, Frederick IV and the King of Poland Augustus II. The three northern kings all claimed King Frederick III of Denmark as their grandfather, yet this familial closeness did not lead to strategic closeness. As a brief examination of the region’s complex history would demonstrate, close relations sometimes meant greater competition, rather that cooperation.
Indeed the dramatic splitting of the House of Vasa into two distinct branches, one Polish and Catholic, one Swedish and Lutheran, came in 1599 with the ejection of Sigismund III from Sweden by his uncle Charles. Charles enjoyed the support of the Lutheran Swedish nobility, and installed himself as King Charles IX of Sweden until his death in 1611, when he was succeeded by his son, Gustav Adolph, known to posterity as Gustavus Adolphus, sometimes the great, but always with a sense of justifiable rapture and wonder. Sigismund III, for his part, did not leave his Swedish patrimony for exile in France – instead he took up residence in Warsaw, as he had been the King of Poland in addition to the King of Sweden, in one of the most incredible union of the crowns in early modern history. The union was incredible because Sweden and Poland-Lithuania, for all intents and purposes, had next to nothing in common. They were not merely on different pages constitutionally, religiously and politically, they were in different books. Sweden had barely 1 million inhabitants by 1600, Poland-Lithuania had over 9 million. PL boasted one of the most developed and cultured forms of government, with an elective monarchy and a strong awareness of the importance of individual freedoms, however such beliefs looked on paper. 
Sweden was as simple a monarchy as they came, with a developing nobility and an all-powerful crown. Perhaps by marrying the two crowns together, those in Warsaw hoped for a repetition of the events which had joined Poland and Lithuania in a personal union in the late 14th century, when the pagan Grand Duke Jagiello converted to Catholicism, and married the last Polish Queen of the Piast dynasty, Jadwiga. Yet, the Polish-Swedish union was not to be as fruitful; established in grand ceremony in 1593 with Sigismund III’s ascension to both thrones, it barely lasted 6 years before Sigismund’s Lutheran uncle forced his nephew out of the country with a noble led rebellion against his rule. Such an act split the House of Vasa, ensuring in the process that all subsequent conflicts between the two states would maintain an element of the personal, at least until the two branches were replaced or died out. This, incidentally, was what happened in Poland at least, when Sigismund’s second son John Casimir died in 1668, leading to the extinction of the Polish House of Vasa in the process. From that point, the process of electing their monarchs became that much more important, and eventually, after a few disasters, the Commonwealth elected Jan Sobieski to the throne. By that point, it would be fair to argue, the damage had already been done.
The divided House of Vasa played a towering role in relations in North Eastern Europe for the first 60 years of the 17th century at least. In 1655, on the eve of the most devastating set of invasions the Commonwealth would ever experience up to that point, King John Casimir would declare himself unable to ally with Charles X of Sweden, his distant cousin, since he still claimed the Crown of Sweden as per his father’s legacy. Sigismund III had only died in 1632, dying mere months before his dashing cousin Gustavus Adolphus, but also apparently dooming his Commonwealth to a memory of competition with the growing Swedish neighbour. Sigismund had never recognised Gustavus Adolphus as King of Sweden, and had made use of his family ties across Europe to discredit his Swedish cousin, even as his victories and prestige began to pile up. What was more, Gustavus had trounced the Commonwealth armies, and built up a Baltic Empire for Sweden in Sigismund’s Livonian lands. The capture of these Baltic ports at Sigismund’s expense by 1629 led to the reduction in the Commonwealth’s prestige and incomes, while it massively expanded upon Gustavus’ ability to project his power, and ensured that the King of Sweden felt comfortable in invading Germany the following year.
The sudden absence of the two scions of the Vasa House in 1632 led to a period of consolidation on both sides. Poland-Lithuania had Russian and Ottoman concerns to ponder over, while the Swedes were by then thoroughly enmeshed in the Holy Roman Empire and the TYW. After Gustavus’ daughter Cristina abdicated the throne, the Vasa house was led by Gustavus’ brother and his progeny, embodied in Charles X Gustav, who would lead Sweden into the deluges, also known as the little northern war. Yet that war was anything but little, and throughout the late 1650s carved a set of consequences out of the continent which were still strongly felt by 1700. By the war’s end in 1660, Brandenburg had established its own sovereign rule over East Prussia, thanks to Polish distraction; Sweden’s Empire had been massively expanded, and above all, the Commonwealth’s back had been utterly broken following five years of ruinous, all-consuming warfare. 
The total war so devastated the Commonwealth that it proved to be the turning point in its development as a modern state. Before 1655, the PLC suffered from gross inflation, from a recalcitrant and sometimes plainly selfish nobility, exacerbated by a decentralised state structure, a union which had seen Poland and Lithuania drift further apart politically, and an elective monarchy device which tended to complicate and delay matters of state. By the war’s end in 1660, all of these problems were worse, except that now, the Commonwealth had been comprehensively defeated on the world stage, to the point of its near extinction as an independent state, and its ability to raise armies or defend itself had been greatly damaged. If such problems were even capable of being fixed, it would take a king of iron will and determination to fix them. Enter Jan Sobieski, perhaps the most famous of Poland’s Kings, and certainly the last good one.
Sobieski appreciated the shortcomings of his realm; he understood that the Kings of Poland possessed too little power and not enough independence, while the nobility retained too many freedoms and answered only to themselves. It was difficult and sometimes dangerous to attempt to mobilise support for a given policy where the nobility were required to give their unanimous assent; Sobieski could see that such traditions were hampering the Republic rather than helping it. As they emphasised their proud institutions of personal freedom and opinion in the unruly Sejm, the nobility became intensely suspicious of any ruler who would try to reduce these freedoms, or claw back some power for the crown. In the name of protecting the Commonwealth’s ‘democratic’ traditions, and I use the term democratic loosely here, the nobility declared themselves utterly opposed to any form of constitutional change or reform. Even considering the stunning and desperate victories he had achieved then, triumphs which very much saved the Commonwealth from its rapacious enemies, Sobieski could not move the nobles to see sense. At one point, the King had been reduced to tears in the Sejm, as the nobles threw slurs and accusations at Sobieski out of suspicion for his intentions to remove their freedoms and increase his power.[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  See Miltiades Varvounis, Jan Sobieski, the King who Saved Europe (USA; Xilibris Corporation, 2008), pp. 189-191.] 

They called him tyrant, despot and absolutist; they suspected, rightly as it turned out, that he intended to conquer the old Ottoman provinces in Moldovia for his family. Yet Sobieski recognised what Augustus II already knew by the time of his ascension; to rule as King of Poland with any modicum of strength, the king must glean his power not from the nobles of that Commonwealth, but from external sources. Sobieski believed this power lay in victories in Prussia or in Moldovia; Augustus believed they lay in his own Saxon holdings, and thereafter in a Livonian estate. Neither man, as we’ll see, were able to fulfil the true extent of these designs, yet they had been pushed into acting, they felt, because the constitution which they served as King so neutered their powers and influence, so as to give them no other choice. At some point in its history the Commonwealth’s noble intentions for fair and free action for its citizens had become a deadly weapon. This weapon returned to wound the PLC time and again over the latter half of the 17th century, but it was in the 18th century that the full extent of the failings in the Republic’s constitution would be felt.
This was the situation facing Charles XII of Sweden when he surveyed the strategic position of his kingdom in 1700. His old Danish enemy had once again moved to strike at the best opportunity, and the traditional Swedish enemy in Poland was also on the move. In Charles’ mind, there was little discernible difference between Augustus as Elector and Augustus as King; he would invade Poland as had his grandfather Charles X, and he would remove, not merely the threat of Poland-Lithuania for the foreseeable future, but also Augustus II himself from his newly gotten Polish throne. ‘I have resolved never to begin an unjust war’, Charles XII stated to his council, ‘but also never to end a just war without overcoming my enemy.’ Charles’ very upbringing had convinced him of the impossibility of compromise. These eternal, deeply historic enemies of Sweden would never be satisfied unless he and his house were destroyed; it was thus only sensible, only logical, to destroy them first. ‘It is curious that both my cousins, Frederick and Augustus, wish to make war on me’, Charles remarked:
So be it. But King Augustus has broken his word. Our cause then, is just, and God will help us. I intend to finish first one of my enemies and then I will talk to the other. We will make Augustus go back the way he came.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Cited in Robert K. Massie, Peter the Great, p. 318.] 

The first order of business was Frederick IV of Denmark, who had begun the war by attacking Charles’ other cousin and brother in law, the Duke of Holstein Gottorp. This strategically positioned Duke, just on the southern border of Denmark, had been an immensely useful insurance policy to check the Danes. Now this Duke was under threat by 16k Danish soldiers led by the King himself. But Charles did not lose his cool. Instead he capitalised upon the circumstances of the era, and the fact that both England and the Dutch, thoroughly occupied with Louis XIV’s looming decisions over the crown of Spain, were determined to maintain the status quo at whatever cost. In William of Orange’s mind, opposition to his nemesis Louis XIV was the principle goal of his foreign policy, and it was imperative that nothing detract from Europe’s ability to combine as one against France. In William’s mind, this meant bringing in Scandinavia against France, or at least ensuring that it remained friendly and neutral. Such a status could not be guaranteed so long as war seemed to be on-going there for the umpteenth time between Denmark and Sweden. To end the war before it could sufficiently jeopardise his plans then, William ordered an Anglo-Dutch fleet into the Sound to ally with the Swedes in snuffing out the Danish threat. Then, William hoped, everything could go back to normal.
As it transpired, William did not count for the fact that the war in Scandinavia and across Northern Europe was destined to outlast Louis’ latest round. The GNW would drag on until 1721, but there was no indication in 1700 that, after a quick crushing of Denmark, Sweden would not be left in peace. The PLC would surely join the Danes in signing the armistice, and then all these powers could be used, potentially, against Louis XIV. We must remember that during the course of his Great Embassy, William of Orange had met with and been much impressed by Peter the Great. Both men bonded over their fascination with sail, but above all over their terminal dislike for Louis XIV. In Tsar Peter then, William may well have believed that he had a useful eastern ally he could employ against the French. He could not have known of course that Peter had already planned for a war separate of Western Europe. It was mostly thanks to these secret plans that Augustus did not make peace with Sweden as William had hoped – instead the Saxon-Polish King held on, in anticipation that Russian support was on the way. 
Objectively, the anti-Swedish league misfired almost as soon as it became somewhat public. While Peter the Great was busy pretending that Russia had absolutely no intentions of declaring war on Sweden, as we saw last time, Denmark and Saxony were experiencing a series of setbacks which seemed to indicate that they had massively underestimated the young Swedish King. In the space of two weeks, with Anglo-Dutch naval help, Charles was able to bring about a naval landing and the complete isolation of Copenhagen as the outflanked and thoroughly outmatched King Frederick IV struggled to respond. With Augustus’ Saxon army struggling through the defences outside Riga, in Swedish Livonia, no help could be expected so close to the Danish heartland, and Denmark was forced to bow out of the war in the Peace of Travendal on 18th August, not even ten days after Peter had finally acquired the Ottoman truce he needed, and officially entered the war. After one portion of the plan had so disastrously failed, the continuation of the anti-Swedish league, and the success of Augustus’ scheme to seize Livonia for his family, depended on the growing body of soldiers assembling around Riga. With Charles XII’s full attentions now focused on Augustus though, the prognosis did not look particularly inspiring.
While Charles turned his gaze to the most immediate threat, Peter and Augustus began to fight amongst themselves. As we saw in the last episode, Peter’s motive for entering the war had been to seize Karelia and Ingria, two provinces along the upper Baltic and eastern border of Finland which had been taken from Russia in the previous century. The seizure of these two provinces would grant Russia limited access to the Baltic, and would greatly infringe upon Sweden’s position there. As Peter seized these lands, Augustus was to capture the more lucrative portion of the Baltic composing most of the modern-day Baltic States, known collectively as Livonia. In the months before the outbreak of war, Augustus had striven to ensure that Peter understood exactly what was and what wasn’t rightfully his. Augustus needed Peter to understand that Livonia was to fall to him, and that under no circumstances could the Russians establish themselves in Livonia. Using the classic ‘I saw it first’ defence, Augustus sought to impress upon Peter the importance of taking only what he was entitled to. Since Livonia had been seized from the Commonwealth as Ingria and Karelia had been seized from Russia, Augustus believed he was on firm historical and diplomatic ground, but the signs from Moscow had not been encouraging with the ejection of the Danes from the alliance. Word had reached Augustus that Peter planned to attack the fortress town of Narva, a coastal town on the Ingria, and not part of the agreement between Augustus and Peter. Baron Langen, the Saxon envoy tasked with making Peter see Augustus’ point of view, reported the following to Augustus in mid-August 1700:
I have done everything possible, with the help of the Danish ambassador, to distract him [the Tsar] from this intention. We found him so stubborn that we feared to touch any more on such a delicate subject and must be satisfied with the Tsar’s break with Sweden in the hope that in time Narva will be in our hands.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Cited in Ibid, p. 323.] 

Johan Reinhold von Patkul, the exiled Livonian nobleman who had essentially cooked up the entire scheme of Baltic repossession at Sweden’s expense, did not, under any circumstances, wish to see a Russian flag fly over Livonia. As uncompromising and stern as the Swedish King had been, the autocratic will of the Tsar was legendary even at this early stage, and Patkul imagined his freedoms and that of his peers being further reduced, rather than expanded, under the Russian yolk. The only thing for it was to ensure Livonia came under the jurisdiction of the Saxon Elector, and then the nominal suzerainty of the Commonwealth. Such a plan had been the cornerstone of Augustus’ ambitions as well, as we have seen, but he had proved mostly unable to mobilise his armed forces towards an impressive attack. His army remained stuck outside Riga, even while he joined them there in July in a bid to egg them on. While Augustus pressured Riga, Peter accompanied his army to the bastion of Narva, an impressive town surrounded by water and fortified by centuries of improvements. 
Supplied by the sea and maintaining a garrison of over 3k men, Narva seemed relatively safe from Russian attack, yet Peter intended to take the town as his first step towards the reclamation of the Baltic for Russia, and would not be repulsed easily. Digging a set of complex trenches, receiving invaluable Saxon engineers loaned to him by Augustus and orchestrating a vast transport of supplies and guns to the siege, Peter seemed destined to succeed while Charles remained far away, and Riga occupied his time. It seemed only logical that the Narva should fall; the military lessons of the previous century stated that a defensive bastion, no matter how impressive, could only hold out for so long against a sustained attack. Yet Peter’s attack, try as he might, was anything but sustained. He could not bring to bear sufficient supplies; the weather was too bad and the roads too poor to transport guns fast enough, and when they did arrive they were so beaten down and degraded that they disintegrated after a few shots. 
A siege could not be continued like this, and the Swedish garrison seemed to sense that they had the upper hand. Their morale remained high and they easily repulsed the amateurish Russian efforts to dislodge them. Every day new supplies arrived by sea for Narva, while every day Peter’s large force lost more men to disease and exposure. By 17th November 1700, Peter appreciated that there was no sufficient ammunition to continue the bombardment beyond a few more days, while he had also received bad news – Augustus, besieging Riga further down south, had also been forced to accede temporary defeat and enter winter quarters rather than continue his equally ineffectual siege. Even worse news came thereafter – Charles XII, far from distracted and content to enter winter quarters himself, had just landed 150 miles southwest of Narva, in between Augustus and Peter’s great designs. From this it was clear that Charles was determined to meet either Augustus or Peter head on, and for such a confrontation Peter had to be ready, as did Augustus. Yet Peter learned that Augustus had not merely gone into winter quarters; he had instead meekly withdrawn from the siege of Riga and moved across the border in to the Duchy of Courland to await developments. Back in friendly territory, Augustus believed he could better assess the situation, but to Peter this essentially meant that he was on his own against Charles XII. He would now have to prepare his men for the Swedish storm which was to come.
After consolidating his position around the town of Pernau, drilling his soldiers and gathering as many men and horses together as possible, Charles insisted on an uncompromising march northwards to meet the Russian threat head on. It was typically audacious and risky for Charles to insist on this, and he would not be persuaded that the lands were desolate, the roads horrendous, the weather biting and dangerous. The solution in Charles’ mind was as clear as day – the enemy was a week’s march away to the north west, and they must meet this enemy in the field. His officers voiced their concerns, but eventually seemed to have been won over by their King’s intense determination and confidence. At dawn on 13th November Charles set out from his camp, with a week’s march ahead of him. So it was that by the time Peter received news of Charles’ landing on 17th November, such news was already stale. Charles wasn’t merely landing, he had prepared his men, selected his target and now marched towards him with a disarming single-mindedness. He would arrive in only a few days, and then the hasty months of military preparation would be put to the test – how would Peter’s numerically superior but professionally inferior force stand up against Charles’ Swedish legions? The great test was approaching, the first of many pivotal battles in the GNW.
In the event, Peter had barely two days to prepare for the Swedish onslaught, but he could not have known it. In fact, in a move which was later pointed to by some as an example of his cowardice, Peter and his foreign minister moved to Novgorod on the night of 17th November. Peter’s aim was to ensure that reinforcements and supplies moved smoothly from this important hub, while he also hoped to meet with Augustus’ representatives. The Saxon withdrawal from Riga and Augustus’ apparent abandonment of his Russian ally had greatly irked Peter, and he wanted to ensure that he and Augustus were still on the same page. An important point we have to remember about the battle of Narva which took place on 20th November 1700 is that only Charles knew it was going to take place. As Robert Massie put it in his biography of Peter the Great, which goes into great detail on the GNW, neither Peter nor his commanders expected Charles to fight so soon after arriving. Massie wrote:
No one dreamed that an army just arrived after a long exhausting march would launch an immediate attack on an enemy four times its strength and protected by a ditch six feet wide and an earth wall nine feet high, studded with 140 cannons. Nor was anyone in the Russian camp fully aware of the impetuous character of Charles XII.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Ibid, p. 329.] 

The Russian army used the tried and tested strategy for defending itself, with the lines of circumvallation surrounding the besieged town of Narva, and the lines of contravallation providing them with a protection against the approaching Swedes. As Massie said, it was unthinkable that Charles would attack – instead Peter believed the Swedish King would consolidate his position a few miles from Narva, build up some reinforcements and send a few skirmishes out. He had never faced Charles in battle and was unfamiliar with his personality, which dictated that no quarter could be given or compromise made in pursuit of the end goal of victory. Peter also did not help his case at Narva since, before he left, he appointed the Duke du Croy, baron of the Holy Roman Empire, to command his army. Du Croy spoke no Russian, was uncomfortable with how the Russians were spread out, and had never faced the Swedes in battle under any of their previous Kings. He was probably the worst appointment Peter had ever made to any position, and he told the Tsar so, but Peter insisted, and left for Novgorod before du Croy could protest further.
Appearing in the cold rain a mile in the distance, du Croy was surprised by the willingness of the Swedes to do battle against such odds, while he also became concerned that the small size of the Swedish infantry was designed as a ruse. He wished his men would venture out and attack the smaller force as it marched toward his lines, but the Russians proved unwilling to abandon their strong positions, and du Croy was thus forced to wait and watch the Swedes come ever closer. High up on the collection of hills known as the Hermansberg to the east of Narva, Charles and his advisors looked down on the battle unfolding before them only a mile away. It was an incredible gamble, yet Charles knew that to do anything other than attack would have been equally impossible. Better to attack now before the Russians had time to prepare themselves, and while an element of surprise existed. Charles could at least discern from his position, as du Croy had done, that the Russians were very spread out along their lines of contravallation, and that through a set of concentrated attacks, they might hope to punch through du Croy’s lines. As 11AM approached, the battle of Narva began with a cold, stoic vengeance which encapsulated everything that the world could expect from the King of Sweden. His enemies, from the King of Poland, to the Tsar of Russia, had grossly underestimated him – now he would make them pay.
By the end of the day on 20th November 1700 a vast Russian army of almost 40k men had been destroyed, Charles XII was resplendent in his triumph, and the anti-Swedish league seemed absolutely doomed. The critical moment in the battle had come when, almost by divinely ordained gesture of approval, a vicious snowstorm ripped through the area around Narva. Hesitating for a moment, the Swedes wondered if they should continue their storming of the Russian position; Charles urged them on shouting “the snow is at our backs, it is in the enemy’s face!” So it proved, as the Russians, blinded by swirling snow and unable to see what the Swedes were fully planning, missed or misfired, and panic began to spread along the line as the Charles’ forces made steady progress. Splitting their forces and taking advantage of the cover the storm provided, Charles saw his flanks drive north and south along the Russian line, moving through the Russian trenches and then wheeling back around to complete the attack. The inexperienced and blinded Russians were shattered, and made their way in a broken panic towards the only available escape route – the bridge over the Narva river. Loaded down with thousands of men, the bridge collapsed, chucking so many Russians into the icy blackness of the river, and adding further to the catastrophe.
At some points the Russians had, through the tenacious use of wagons and barricades, entrenched themselves and used their superior number to mount a desperate stand, but by the evening, with darkness setting in and the spirit of the Russians broken, terms were organised. Charles XII, covered in mud and lacking a boot after it had been ripped from him by the mud, was relieved and ecstatic; the gamble had paid off, and the overwhelming odds had granted him a stunning victory. Riding over the battlefield the following day with one of his friends, Charles remarked:
But there is no pleasure in fighting with the Russians, for they will not stand like other men but run away at once. If the river had been frozen, we should hardly have killed one of them. The best joke was when the Russians got upon the bridge and it broke under them. It was just like Pharaoh in the Red Sea. Everywhere you could see men’s heads and horses’ heads and legs sticking up out of the water, and our soldiers shot at them like wild ducks.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Cited in Ibid, p. 337.] 

The triumph seeped into the courts of Europe, further adding to Charles’ intense exhilaration. Here was the invincible Swedish King, first trouncing the Danes and then outclassing the Russians with the greatest of ease. A medal commissioned for the event showed Charles triumphant and Peter meekly retreating in the day’s before, an image which caused much amusement in Europe and embarrassment in Peter’s circle. In the long run of course, this crushing victory of his foes proved Charles’ undoing – convinced of his own infallibility, Charles would commit to great risks and attack armies far larger than his for the rest of his career; on one occasion, Poltava, this penchant for risk would effectively cost Sweden its Empire. Further, he had been taught over the last few months of 1700 to massively underestimate his enemies. 
This vaunted anti-Swedish league, assembled with so much secrecy and with such predatory ambition, had failed to make any impression against Charles’ iron will. Now, having dealt decisively with two members of this league, the gleaming King of Sweden turned his attention to the final member of the league – Augustus. Suddenly the true extent of the danger was laid bare – Augustus was now effectively alone against the ancestral enemy of Poland-Lithuania. Not only that, but Augustus, as it transpired, would be targeted with a special and unique determination by Charles. He did not wish merely to defeat and humiliate his Saxon enemy, he wished to destroy his homeland, ruin his life and depose him from his Polish throne. The next few years would prove, as had been seen in the 1650s, that Sweden packed a punch far out of proportion to its population or size. In terms of its impact on Polish history, Charles’ actions were to have just as devastating consequences as those of his grandfather, 50 years before. Next time, we’ll examine how this dramatic turning of the tables played out, as Charles searched for his supreme brand of vengeance against first the Saxon Elector, and then his Polish realm. Thanks for listening history friends and patrons, and I’ll be seeing you all, soon.
