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Infroduction

» Early modern travel literature: long neglected, but interesting (cultural
history, history of architecture, tfravel writing...)

» Philippe de Hurges' travel account (1615):

» Numerous descriptions of monuments

» Particular interest in the ancient monuments and their interpratation

» Context: fascination for classical antiquity




Mc%oial‘: be ‘HC«'G;F‘” Be %,[jq_ &- 1674 k
¢ Biscours Ve mon Pria
> ' Qe C‘GJ"‘” ¢

de Hurges: fravel and

t‘{/.ﬂ .....3;. %4 .'-w;—\:"&wlﬁ. 1676 5 ‘m'j'un- S a&ﬁr\nw\o 'ru:vnsy 0‘3‘3-':53 c
° °1° B e o AP, § PR Coars M‘&e‘,;.;s'-b;.m—\o,
"{;‘eep,_e’.., 5 i) wriys) () gt confdnke), ainy e [l g
P W P S-S - Lo mh‘ 1&%»1) 4ok B o Cavnd Tomana]
So B -Dnéj, (Jt)zvqm “lese S 60 m. Sk dn '..,n.g..g
i& m,:l:.:r aé."‘:ﬁuu&.,‘ 26l 2= wfzﬁéﬂm :_:()
1 ! H . . & ‘qm B s waafon o v 'w’\ 1.;‘.' A
= Manuscript (BNF, Manuscrits, Frangais, n® 9025) ; s Salognt e mabin s sl
dition by H. V. Michelant (1872 W iohemmpenly 2 Qe Tl g Y
edifion by H. V. Michelant ( ) i oo XG0T ST S
e e s iy Ay
w,...{‘f: \‘c%‘ &oﬁ,?-,‘ it“j';, wa Ca Lv‘/i D& o ’C"F‘ km‘mjo
;?Nqu‘:.‘:?:aq (a«;n@wt‘sseza?tﬁ w(; 5&::;:
. ono . % lon et 16 By spovievd (G 2p Do(i- e fv-bn [ bsau peis”
= The journey of Philippe de Hurges (1585-1643) in  Sfoaadd e s Lo a® ot iand i,
O {";‘MY"“W wd Viveie K omar “v&f.‘sgﬁ-’ svwrn o
° wd scn-ur‘& ,_.;‘l..,.'.& 'c”f“-}" .‘,MI““J‘ o ’@e.'“,t& ‘“’“‘_‘%“. e
1615 oy o g o g ,
: L e e i mergor K 4. 27155 Ao mo v
M(...ML.‘ :QM&-&EW,% Hrrt D€ a8, ou 1€ alit

. R ftcanfe qwd e ,c..;f....nf 8. e .Au..-w\‘:v-
= From Tournai (Southern Netherlands) to Aachen w\s;;?:"ﬁz““’"’J:.ﬁm:f,;”f:r‘;:,f‘{g.}“;x«?
. . . I o i v vz e 4 D T g A
» | eisure fravel (with Denys Tesson): a desire to visit ——— (omg'2e St Gt Ay
Liege, Maastricht and Aachen s % ge‘.‘ég;;;‘cgi' bt
25 Dumepu boisbul] L
. . . . f‘ / m”: .QN " chad
= Arich fraveler: wealthy bourgeois of Tournai, %:’W 7 () i
husband of the daughter of an adviser of the | "‘;z::-:.;;ﬂ Busse (es ﬂiﬁfﬁ
Ham N . I-!Mrmam (ibus e .
Archdukes Albert and Isabella s 24 Tt bt T Ssbambrage P PN COMTR Buspe G i e 2e Bty
ﬁgmlm o 1;20”‘1: él:g)e W, wt (e Plwy s z
. . . . . s {5;2 bt G ' waz?w;b_ i-CFé?r
®» Numerous previous frips: Loire, Burgundy, Italian | }m’m%&_yfg "4 Sombnif. St
. oy | se surlmn - au .
peninsula, cities of the Southern Netherlands... ‘%f;‘u?&mm”;ﬂ 2 ?':i,:‘zﬁ.‘"’“'—;:%
nebCss. — 2 4. . oL e pex
. _ . MONTS. il capitele e 5t Glonge. —5+ -
» QOriginal descriptions and drawings A TEGE  Moeoma . . €

BNF, Manuscrits, Francais, n°® 2025, fol. 4 r. [Gallicq] 1



B - -

BEle (ontéing.

STEE.
& T
A Hﬂs""ilié"ﬁ’?’]

Some views of Liege and its region

Ph. de Hurges, Voyage de Philippe de Hurges &
Liege et a Maestrect en 1615, H. Michelant (ed.),
Liege, 1872, p. 116, 126, 146 and 336.




de Hurges: fravel and antiquities

» Philippe de Hurges and History:
» Histoire des eévéques de Tournai
» [Fascination for classical antiquity
» Advanced education: universities of Louvain, then Pont-a-Mousson (Lorraine)

» Readings: Blaise de Vigenere (1523-1596), Abraham Ortelius (1527-1598)...




Observation

» [he (Romcm) road from BQ\/Qy to Voyage de Philippe de Hurges sur la voie romaine Bavay - Tongres - Cologne
Tongeren:

» First descriptions : Guicciardini
(1567), Ortelius and Vivianus (1584)

de Hurges: more accurate
description

. Anvers

Louvain
Bruxelles

Tournai Waleffe-Saint-Georges

» Precise itinerary (Bray — Waleffe
Saint-Georges): almost 100 km (60
miles)

Lille Mons Bray . Liege

. Huy
. Namur

= Traffic volume ; customs taxes... ® Arras

» Description:

Source cartographique : Articque

®» Dimensions

» Pavement 30  60km

Trajet reconstitué a partir de l'itinéraire figurant dans le récit de Philippe de Hurges

» FElevation from the surrounding fields
(rainwater drainage)




Observation

= The (Roman) tumuli:

= | arge concentration in the
Hesbaye region: landmarks

= Description:

» Concenftration (sometimes on the
same site)

» Vegetation cover

» A landscape ensemble with the
Ancient road

= Drawing: “Modele des chaussees
de Brunehault”
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BNF, Manuscrits, Francais, n°® 9025, fol. 10 r. [Gallicq]



Observation

ook 3o Plgom oo

Teals - & wh e
t .&vﬁa;‘)‘;aq {-{i’:‘qﬁfl...o?,;:; fn} - .‘““M.m\..;..}h
,f.- on £a Nk licre, s AR quaSiea (el 7 \..‘t.;.._s}. o5 damys o

(Ah‘t Apmam

» A Roman or Gallic wall in Liege ¢

» Description

= Drawing (above)
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» A Roman fortin Caestert ¢

® Description

» Toponymy: Caesar/Caestert
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» Regular shape; drawing of a typical
Roman camp (below)
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BNF, Manuscrits, Francais, n°® 9025,
fol. 40 r. and 53 r. [GallicA]




Traditions

» Medieval remains perceived as Roman (Caestert and Liege)
» Difficulties in differentiating Roman, Carolingion and Romanesque styles
» | ocal traditions (“quelques hommes doctes de ce pais”)

®» Denunciation of the association with Julius Caesar; Caesar as a title of Roman
emperors

» Popularity of Caesar as founder of the cities of the Southern Netherlands




Traditions

®» Roman remains perceived as Medieval (Roman road and tumuli)

®» The Roman road: association with Brunehaut
» | ocal fraditions; foponymy (“chaussées Brunehault™)

» A Trojan or Gallic King from Bavay (with magic)

» A Frankish Queen (6™ c.), sometimes with magic or the Devil
» The interpretation of Philippe de Hurges
» Rejecting the use of magic

» The importance of local traditions (the “bones gens des champs, aux environs”)




Traditions

®» Roman remains perceived as Medieval remains (Roman road and tumuli)

®» The tumuli: association with Brunehaut
» The barrows as landmarks for travelers (esp. in winter)

» Concrete reuse of tumuli as landscape markers in the early modern period, but not their
original function (funerary monuments)

» The local tradifion: the "feminine" shape of the tumuli

» Philippe de Hurges and the local fraditions
» Collected local tfraditions and interviewed peasants
» Valued these traditions

» Rejected some of these traditions:
= Magic

» Trojan foundations




Conclusion

» Precise observations:
» Aspect of the remains (descriptions and drawings)
» Their impact on the landscape

®» Their reuse in the early modern period

» Despite the quality of the descriptions:
» Misunderstanding of the nature of the remains

®» |ncorrect dating

» | imitations of the autopsia process (antiquarianism)




Conclusion

®» Hypotheses:
= Not alack of education
= Difficulfies in identifying architectural styles

» |nsufficient knowledge of the sources used by antiquarians (Tacitus, Ancient
Itineraries, Peutinger Table) ¢

» Consequence of the teaching of history in the early modern period ¢

» Observation did not always allow for criticism of local fraditions; they
retained great authority among some early modern scholars




Thank you for your aftention !




