might even buy up manorial rights as profitable invest-
ments. Many more commoners were urban artisans and
unskilled day laborers. The vast majority of the third es-
tate consisted of the peasants and agricultural workers in
the countryside. Thus the third estate was a conglomera-
tion of vastly different social groups united only by their
shared legal status as distinct from the nobility and clergy.

In discussing the long-term origins of the French Rev-
olution, historians have long focused on growing ten-
sions between the nobility and the comfortable members
of the third estate, usually known as the beurgeoisie, or
middle class. A deminant historical interpretation, which
held sway for at least two generations, maintained that
the bourgeoisic was basically united by economic posi-
tion and class interest. Aided by the general economic ex-
pansion discussed in Chapter 19, the middle class grew
rapidly in the eighteenth century, tripling to about 2.3
million persons, or about 8 percent of France’s popula-
tion. Increasing in size, wealth, culture, and self-confi-
dence, this rsing bourgeoisie became progressively
exasperated by archaic “feudal” laws restraining the
economy and by the pretensions of a reactionary nobility,
which was closing ranks against middle-class needs and
aspirations. As a result, the French bourgeoisie n<nb.9m=%

nmﬁmgmmﬁn_ a capitalist order based on _D&Sazmrm
a market economy. R L

In recent years, a flood of new. Hnmnmmnr has nrp:.s.moa
these accepted views. Above all; revisionist historiangshave
questioned the existence of a growing social conflict be-
tween a progressive nmwmﬁmmmmn bourgeoisie and a reac-
tionary feudal nobility in ‘eighteenth-century France.
Instead, these historians see U,oww voﬁmnoﬁn and nobility
as ng< fragmented, Sm&aﬁ with. internal rivalries. The
great nobility, for example,, 4&5 profoundly separated from
the lesser nobility by nrm,nnobnam in wealth, education, and

world-view. Differences SﬁE ﬁwn voﬁmnoh&n|_unﬁ€nnﬁ 5

wealthy financiers and local _mﬁﬁmm for example—were mb
less profound. Rather than standing as unified blogs
against each other, nobility and botirgeaisie formed tWo

parallel social ladders increasingly linked together at Em_

top by wealth, marriage, and Enlightenment culture.
Revisionist historians stress three developments in pat’

ticular. First, the nobility remained a fluid and relatively -

open order. Throughout the cighteenth century, sub-
stantial mumbers of successful commoners continued to
seek and obtain noble status through government service
and purchase of expensive positions conferring nobility.
Second, key sections of the nobility were no less liberal
than the middle class, and unti] revolution actually be-
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gan, both groups generally supported the judicial oppo-
sition. to the government led by the Parlement of Paris.
Third, the nobility and the bourgeoisic were not really at
odds in the economic sphere. Both looked to investment -
in land and government service as their preferred activi-
ties, and the ideal of the merchant capitalist was to gain
enough wealth to retire from trade, purchase estates, and
live nobly as a large landowner. At the same time, wealthy
nobles often acted as aggressive capitalists, investing es-
pecially in nlining, metallurgy, and foreign trade.

The revisionists have clearly shaken the belief that the
bourgeoisie M.Mﬁ the nobility were inevitably locked in
growing conflict before the Revolution. But in stressing
the similarities between the two groups, especially at the
top, revisionists have also reinforced the view, long main-
tained by historians, that the Old Regime had ceased to
correspond with social reality by the 1780s. Legally, soci- .
ety was still based on rigid orders inherited from the Mid-
dle Ages. In reality, France had already moved far toward
being a society based on wealth and education, where an
emerging elite that included both aristocratic and bour-
geois notables was frustrated by a bureancratic monarchy
that continued to claim the right to absolute power,

The Formation of the National Assembly

The Revolution was under way by 1787, though no one
could have realized what was to follow, Spurred by a de-
pressed economy and falling tax receipts, Louis X¥]’s min-
ister of finance revived old proposals to impose a general
tax on all landed property as well as to form provincial as-
semblies to help administer the tax, and he convinced the
king to call an assembly of notables to gain support for the
idea. The dss¢mbled fiotables, who were mainly important
noblémen and Emré&%bmﬁﬁmﬁ were not in favor of ir.
H; ‘return for their suppott, mﬁw demanded that control
over all government mwnsebm be. given to the provincial
assemblies. When the moﬁgnﬁn cefused, the notables
responded that such sweeping tax ;nrmbmnm required the
approval of the Estates General, the H,nmh.nmnaﬁmmﬁ body of
all three estates, which had not Bo{ since 1614.

mmn_bm imminent bankruptcy, 9@ WEm tried to reassert
his authority. He dismissed the Eoﬁm_u_g and established
new taxes by decree, In wnabm; e

afiguage, the judges of

“ the Parlement of Paris ?oﬁ%&w declared the royal initia-

tive null and void. When the king tried to exile the
umgmnm a tremendous wave ofiprotest swept the country.
m:mrﬁgna inyestors also, refused to advance more loans
to the e Einally it ?E 1788, a beaten Louis XVI
bowed to public opinion and called for a spring session of
the Estates General. Absolute monarchy was collapsing,
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What would replace it? Throughout the unprecedented
election campaign of 1788 and 1789, that question excited
France. All across the country, clergy, nobles, and com-
moners came together in their respective orders to draft pe-
titions for change and toelect their respective delegates to
the Estates General. The local -assemblies of the dergy
showed considerable dissatisfaction with the church hier-
archy, and two-thirds of the delegates were chosen from
among the poorer parish priésts, who were commoners by
birth. The nobles were politically divided. A conservative
majority was drawn fiom the poorer and more numerous
provineial nobility, but fully one-third of the nobility’s rep-
resentatives were liberals commitred to major changes.

As for the third estate, there was great popular partici-
pation in the elections. Admost all male commoners
twenty-five years of age or older had the right to vote.
However, voting reguired two stages, which meant that
most of the representatives finally selected by the third
estate were well-educated, prosperous members of the
middle class. Most of them were not businessmen but
fawyers and government officials. Social status and pres-
tge were matters of particular concern to this économic
elite. There wete no delegates elected from the great
mass of laboring poor—the peasants and urban artisans.

The petitions for change coming from the three estates
showed a surprising degree of consensus on most issues.
Therewas general agreement that royal absolutism should
give way to constitutional monarchy, in which laws and
taxes would require the consent of the Estates General
meeting regularly. All agreed that individual liberties
would have to be guaranteed by law, that the economic
position of the parish clergy would have to be improved,
and that economic development required reforms. The
striking similarities in the grievance petitions of the clergy,
nobility, and third estate reflected the broad commitment
of France’s educated elite to liberalism.

Yet an increasingly bitter quarrel undermined this con-
sensus during the intense electoral campaign: how would
the Estates General vote, and precisely who would lead
in the political reorganization that was generally desired?
The Estates Géneral of 1614 had sat as three separate
houses. Any action had required the agreement of at least
two branches, a requirement that had virtually guaran-
teed control by the nobility and the clergy. Immediately

. ,after the victory over the king, the aristocratic Parlement

of Paris, mainly out of respect for tradition but partly
out of a desire to enhance the nobility’s political posi-
tion, ruled that the Estates General should once again sit
separately. The ruling was quickly denounced by some
middle-class intellectuals, who demanded instead a single
assembly dominated by the third estate to ensure funda-
mental reforms. Reflecting increased political competition
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and a growing hostility toward aristocratic aspirations, the
abbé Emmanuel Joseph Sieyés argued in 1789 in his fa-
mous pamphlet What Is the Third Estate? that the nobility
was a tiny, overprivileged minority and that the neglected
third estate constituted the true strength of the French
nation. When the government agreed that the third estate
should have as many delegates as the clergy and the no-
bility combined, but then rendered this act meaningless
by upholding voting by separate order, middle-class leaders
saw fresh evidence of an aristocratic conspiracy.

In May 1789, the twelve hundred delegates of the three
estates paraded in medieval pageantry through the streets
of Versailles to an opening session resplendent with feudal
magnificence. The estates were almost immediately dead-
locked. Delegates of the third estate refused to transact any
business until the king ordered the clergy and nobility to
sit with them in a single body. Finally, after a six-week war
of nerves, a few parish priests began to go over to the third
estate, which on June 17 voted to call itself the “National
Assembly.” On June 20, the delegates of the third estate,
excluded from their hall because of “repairs,” moved to a
large indoor tennis court. There they swore the famous
Qath of the Tennis Court, pledging not to disband uniil
they had written a new constitution.

The king’s actions were then somewhat contradictory.
On June 23, he made a conciliatory speech urging re-
forms to a joint session, and four days later he ordered
the three estates to meet together. At the same time, the
vacillating and indecisive monarch apparently followed
the advice of relatives and court nobles, who urged him
to dissolve the Estates General by force. The king called
an army of cighteen thousand troops toward Versailles,
and on July 11 he dismissed his finance minister and his
other more liberal ministers. Faced with growing opposi-
tion since 1787, Louis XVI had resigned himself to bank-
ruptcy. Now he belatedly sought to reassert his historic
“divine right” to rule. The middle-class delegates and
their allies from the liberal nobility had done their best,
but they were resigned to being disbanded at bayonet
point. One third-estate delegate reassured a worried col-
league, “You won’t hang—yow’ll only have to go back
home.”?

The Revolt of the Poor and the Oppressed

While the educated delegates of the third estate pressed
for symbolic equality with the nobility and clergy in a
single legislative body at Versailles, economic hardship
gripped the common people of France in a tightening
vise. Grain was the basis of the diet of ordinary people in
the eighteenth céntury, and i 1788 the harvest had
been extremely poor. The price of bread began to soar.




T e

THE PRENCH REVOLUTION, 1789-1791 701

The Oath of the Tennis Court This painting, based on an unfinished work by Jacques-
Louis David (1748-1825), enthusiastically celebrates the revolutionary rupture of June 20,

1789. Locked out of their agsembly hall at Versailles and joined by some sympathetic priests,
the delegates of the third estate have moved to an indoor tennis court and are swearing never

to disband until they have written a new constitudon and put France on a firm foundation.

(Réunion des Musées Nationaux/Art Resource, NY)

In Paris, where bread was regularly subsidized by the
government in an atiempt to prevent popular unrest, the
price rose to 4 sous. The poor could scarcely afford to
pay 2 sous per pound, for even at that price a laborer
with a wife and three children had to spend half of his
wages to buy the family’s bread.

Harvest failure and high bread prices unleashed a clas-
sic economic depression of the preindustrial age. With
food so expensive and with so much uncertainty, the de-
mand for manufactured goods collapsed. Thousands of
artisans and small traders were thrown out of work. By
the end of 1789, almost half of the French people wouild
be in need of relief. One person in eight was a pauper liv-
ing in extreme want. In Paris perhaps 150,000 of the
city’s 600,000 people were without work in July 1789.

Against this background of poverty and ongoing politd-
cal crisis, the people of Paris entered decisively onto the
revolutionary stage. They believed in a general, though ill-
defined, way that the economic distress had human causes,
They believed that they should have steady work and
enough bread at fair prices to survive. Specifically, they
feared that the dismissal of the king’s moderate finance

minister would put them at the mercy of aristocratic .

landowners and grain speculators. Rumors that the king’s
troops would sack the city began to fill the air. Angry
crowds formed, and passionate voices urged action. On
July 13, the people began to seize arms for the defense of
the city as the king’s armies moved toward Paris, and on
July 14 severdl hundred people marched to the Bastille to
search for weapons and gunpowder.
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A medieval fortress with walls ten feet thick and eight
great towers each one hundred feet high, the Bastille had
long been used as a prison. It was guarded by eighty re-
tired soldiers and thirty Swiss mercenaries. The governor
of the fortress-prison refused to hand over the powder,
panicked, and ordered his men to fire, killing ninety-
eight people attempting to enter. Cannon were brought
to batter the main gate, and fighting continued until the
prison surrendered. The governor of the prison was later
hacked to death, and his head and that of the mayor of
Paris, who had been slow to give the crowd arms, were
mEnw on wu%ﬁ... and paraded through the streets. The next
day a committee of citizens appointed the marquis de
Lafayette commander of the city’s armed forces. Paris
was lost to the king, who was forced to recall the finance
minister and disperse his troops. The popular uprising
had broken the power monopoly of the royal army and
thereby saved the Nationad Assembly. .

As the delegates resumed their long-winded and in-
conclusive debates at Versailles, the countryside sent them
a radical and unmistakable message. Throughout France,
peasants began to rise in spontaneous, violent, and effective
insurrection against their lords, ransacking manor houses
and burning feudal documents that recorded the peasants’
obligations. Neither middle-class landowners, who often
owned manors and village monopolics, nor the larger,
more prosperous farmers were spared. In some areas, peas-
ants reinstated traditional village practices, undoing recent
enclosures and reoccupying old common lands.” Peasants
seized forests, and taxes went unpaid. Fear of vagabonds
and outlaws—called the Great Fear by contemporaries—
seized the cotmntryside and fanned the flames of rebellion.
The long-suffering peasants were doing their best to free
themselves from manorial rights and exploitation. *

Faced with chaos, yet afraid to call on the king to re-
store order, some liberal nobles and middle-class dele-
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gates at Versailles responded to peasant demands with a
surprise maneuver on the night of August 4, 1789. The
duke of Aiguillon, also notably one of France’s greatest
noble landowners, declared that

in several provinces the whole people forms a kind of league
for the destruction of the manor houses, the ravaging of the
lands, and especially for the seizure of the archives where the
title deeds to feudal properties are kept. It seeks to throw off
at last a yoke that has for many centuries weighted it down.?

He urged equality in taxation and the elimination of feu-
dal dues. In the end, all the old exactons imposed on the
peasants—serfdom where it sdll existed, exclusive hunt-
ing rights for nobles, fees for justice, village monopolies,
the right to make peasants work on the roads, and a host
of other dues—were abolished, generally without com-
pensation. Though a clarifying law passed a week later
was less generous, the”peasants ignored the “fine print.”
They never paid feudal dues again. Thus the French
peasantry, which already owned about 30 percent of all
the land, achieved an unprecedented victory in the early
days of revolutionary upheaval. Henceforth, the French.
peasants would seek mainly to protect and consolidate
their revolutionary triumph. As the Great Fear subsided
in the countryside, they became a force for order and
stability.

A Limited Monarchy

The National Assembly moved forward. On August 27,
1789, it issued the Declaraton of the Rights of Man,
which stated, “Men are born and remain free and equal in
rights.” The declaration also maintained that mankind’s
natural rights are “liberty, property, security, and resistance
to oppression” and that “every man is presumed innocent
until he is proven guilty.” As for law, “it is an expression of
the general will; all citizens have the right to concur per-
sonally or through their representatives in its forma-
tion. . . . Free expression of thoughts and opinions is one
of the most precious rights of mankind: every citizen may
therefore speak, write, and publish freely.” In short, this
clarion call of the liberal revolutionary ideal goaranteed
equality before the law, representative government for a
sovereign people, and individual freedom. This revolu-
tionary credo, only two pages long, was propagandized
throughout France and Europe and around the world.

Moving beyond general principles to draft a constitu-
tion proved difficult. The questions of how much power
the king should retain and whether he could perma-
nently veto legislation led to another deadlock. Once
again the decisive answer came from the poor—in this in-
stance, the poor women of Paris.

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION, 1789-1791 703

Women customarily bought the foed and managed the
poor family’s slender resources. In Paris great numbers of
women. also worked for wages, often within the putting-
out system, making garments and luxury items destined
for an aristocraric and international clientele. Immediately
after the fall of the Bastille, many of France’s great court
nobles began to leave Versailles for foreign lands, so that
a plummeting demand for Inxuries intensified the general
cconomic crisis; international markets also declined. The
church was no longer able to give its traditional grants of
food and money to the poor. Increasing unemployment
and hunger put tremendous pressure on household man-
agers, and the result was another popular explosion.

On October 5 some seven thousand desperate women
marched the twelve miles from Paris to Versailles to de-
mand action. A middle-class deputy looking out from the
Assembly saw “multitudes arriving from Paris including -
fishwives and bullies from the marker, and these people
wanted nothing but bread.” This great crowd invaded
the Assembly, “armed with scythes, sticks and pikes.”
One tough old woman directing a large group of younger
women defiantly shouted into the debate, “Who’s that

~ talking down there? Make the chatterbox shut up. That’s

not the point: the point is that we want bread.”™* Hers
was the genuine voice of the people, essential to any un-
derstanding of the French Revolution.

The women invaded the royal apartments, slaughtered
some of the royal bodyguards, and furiously searched for
the queen, Marie Antoinette, who was widely despised
for her frivolous and supposedly immoral behavior. “We
are going to cut off her head, tear out her heart, fry her
liver, and that won’t be the end of it,” they shouted,
surging through the palace in a frenzy. It seems likely
that only the intervention of Lafayette and the Natdonal
Guard saved the royal family, But the only way to calm
the disorder was for the king to go and live in Paris, as the
crowd demanded.

The next day, the king, the queen, and their son left for
Paris in the midst of a strange procession. The heads of
two aristocrats, stuck on pikes, led the way. They were
followed by the remaining members of the royal body-
guard, unarmed and mocked by fierce men holding
sabers and pikes. A mixed and victorious multitade sur-
rounded the carriage of the captured royal family, hurling
crude insults at the queen. There was drinking and eating
among the women, who had clearly emerged as a major
element in the Parisian revolutionary crowd.’

The National Assembly followed the king to Paris, and
the next two years, until September 1791, saw the consoli-
dation of the lberal revolution. Under middie-class leader-
ship, the National Assembly abolished the French nobility
as a legal order and pushed forward with the creation of a
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constitutional monarchy, which Louis XVI reluctantly
agreed to accept in July 1790. In the final constitution, the
king remained the head of state, but all lawmaking power
was placed in the hands of the National Assembly, elected
by the economic upper half of French males.

New laws broadened women’s rights to seek divorce,
to inherit property, and to obtain financial support from
fathers for illegitimate children. But women were not
allowed to vote or hold political office for at least two
reasons. First, the great majority of comfortable, well-
educated males in the National Assembly believed that
women should be limited to child rearing and domestic
duties and should leave politics and most public activities
to men, as Roussecau had advocated in his influential
Emile (see pages 686—-687 )7 Second, the delegates to the
National Assembly were convinced that political life in
absolutist France had been profoundly corrupt and that a
prime example of this corruption was the way that some
talented but immoral aristocratic women had used their
sexual charms to manipulate wealt rulers and their minis-
ters. Thus delegates argued that excluding women from
politics would help create the civic virtue that Had been
missing: pure, home-focused wives would raise the high-
minded sons needed to govern the nation.

The National Assembly replaced the complicated patch-
work of historic provinces with eighty-three departrnents
of approximately equal size. The jumble of weights and
measures that varied from province to province was re-
formed, leading to the introduction of the simple, uniform
metric system in 1793. The National Assembly promoted
the liberal concept of economic freedom. Monopolies,
guilds, and workers combinations were prohibited, and
barriers to trade within France were abolished in the name
of economic liberty. Thus the National Assembly applied
the critical spirit of the Enlightenment to reform France’s
laws and institutions completely. .

The Assembly also imposed a radical reorganization on
the country’s religious life. It granted religious freedom
to the tiny minority of French Jews and Protestants. Of
greater impact, it then nationalized the Catholic church’s
property and abofished monasteries as useless relics of a
distant past. The government used all former church
property as collateral to guarantee a new paper currency,
the assignats, and then sold these properties in an attempt
to put the state’s finances on a solid footing. Although
the churcly’s land was sold in large blocks, peasants even-
tually purchased mmch when it was subdivided. These
purchases strengthened their attachment to the new rev-
olutionary order in the countryside.

The religious reorganization of France brought the
new government into conflict with the Catholic church

and many sincere Christians, especially in the country-
side. Many delegates to the National Assembly, imbued
with the rationalism and skepticism of the eighteenth-
century philosophes, harbored a deep distrust of popular
piety and “superstitious religion.” Thus they established
a national church, with priests chosen by voters. In the
face of widespread resistance, the National Assembly then
required the Catholic clergy to take a loyalty oath to the
new government and become just so many more employ-
ces of the state. The pope formally condemned this attempt
to subjugate the church, and only half the priests of
France took the oath of allegiance. The result was a deep
division within both the country and the clergy on the
religious question; confusion and hostility among French
Catholics were pervasive. The attempt to remake the
Catholic church, like the Assembly’s abolition of guilds
and workers combinations, sharpened the conflict be-
tween the educated classes and the common people that
had been emerging in the eighteenth century. This policy
toward the church was the revolutionary government’s
first important failure.

8 orld War and Republican
France, 1791-1799

When Louis XVI accepied the final version of the com-
pleted constitution in September 1791, a young and still
obscure provincial lawyer and member of the National
Assembly named Maximilien Robespierre (1758-1794)
evaluated the work of two years and concluded, “The
Revolution is over.” Robespierre was both right and
wrong. He was right in the sense that the most construe-
tive and lasting reforms were in place. Nothing substan-
tial in the way of liberty and useful reform would be
gained in the next generation. Fe was wrong in the sense
that a much more radical stage lay ahead. New heroes
and new ideologies were to emerge in revolutionary wars
and international conflict.

Foreign Reactions and the Beginning of War

The outbreak and progress of revolution in France pro-
duced great.excitement and a sharp division of opinion in
BEurope and the United States. Liberals and radicals saw a
mighty triumph of liberty over despotism. In Great Britain
especially, they hoped that the French example would lead
to a fundamental reordering of Parliament, which was in
the hands of the aristocracy and a few wealthy merchants.
After the French Revolution began, conservative leaders
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such as Edmund Burke {(1729-1797) were deeply trou-
bled by the aroused spirit of reform. In 1790 Burke
published Reflections on the Revolution in France, one of
the great intellectual defenses of European conservatism.
He defended inherited privileges in general and those of
the English monarchy and aristocracy. He glorified the
unrepresentative Parliament and predicted that thorough-
going reform like that occurring in France would lead only
to chaos and tyranny. Burke’s work sparked much debate.

Omne passionate rebuttal came from a young writer in
London, Mary Wollstonecraft (1759-1797). Bom into
the middle class, Wollstonecraft was schooled in adversity
by a mean-spirited father who beat his wife and squan-
dered his inherited fortune. Determined to be independ-
ent in a society that generally expected women of her
class to become homebodies and obedient wives, she
struggled for years to earn her living as a governess and
teacher—practically the only acceptable careers for sin-
gle, educated women——before attaining success as a
translator and author. Incensed by Burke’s book, Woll-
stonecraft immediately wrote a blistering, widely read at-
tack, A Vindication of the Rights of Man (1790).

Then she made a daring intellectual leap. She devel-
oped for the first time the logical implications of natural-
law philosophy in her masterpiece, A Vindication of the
Rights of Woman (1792). To fulfill the still-unrealized po-
tential of the French Revolution and to eliminate the sex-
ual inequality she had felt so keenly, she demanded that

the Rights of Women be respecred . . . [and] JUSTICE for
one-half of the human race. .. . It is time to effect a revolu-
tion in female manners, time to restore to them their lost
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The Capture of Louis XV,
June 1791 This English cartoon
satirizes the royal family’s disas-
trous attempt to sneak out of
France. Recognized and arrested
only a few miles from safety across
the Belgian border, Louis XVI
appeared guilty of treason to many
of the French. The radicalization
of the Revolution accelerated.
{Courtesy of the Trustees of the British
Museum)

dignity, and make them, as part of the human species, labor,
by reforming themselves, to reform the world.

Setting high standards for women—*“I wish to per-
suade women to endeavor to acquire strength, both of
mind and body”—Wollstonecraft broke with those who
had a low opinion of women’s intellectual potential. She
advocated rigorous coeducation, which *would make
women better wives and mothers, good citizens, and
even economically independent people. Women could
manage businesses and enter politics if only men would
give them the chance. Men themselves would benefit
from women’s rights, for Wollstonecraft believed that
“the two sexes mutually corrupt and improve each
other.” Wollstonecraft’s analysis testified to the power of
the Revolution to excite and inspire outside of France.
Paralleling ideas put forth independently in France by
Olympe de Gouges {1748-1793), a sclf-taught writer
and woman of the people (see the feature “Listening to
the Past: Revolution and Women’s Rights” on pages
722-723), Wollstonecraft’s work marked the birth of the
modern women’s movement for equal rights, and it was
ultimately very influential.

The kings and nobles of continental Europe, who had
at first welcomed the revolution in France as weakening a
competing power, began to feel no less threatened than
Burke and his supporters. When Louis XVI and Marie
Antoinette were arrested and returned to Paris after try-
ing unsuccessfully to slip out of France in June 1791, the
monarchs of Austria and Prussia issued the Declaration
of Pillnitz. This ¢arefiully worded statement declared their
willingness to intervene in France in cerain circumstances
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and was expected to have a sobering effect on revolu-
tionary France without causing war.

But the crowned heads of Europe misjudged the revo-
lutionary spirit in France. When the National Assembly
disbanded, it sought popular support by decreeing that
none of its members would be eligible for election to the
new Legislative Assembly. This meant that when the new
representative body convened in October 1791, it had a
different character. The great majority of the legislators
were still prosperous, well-educated, middle-class men,
but they were younger and less cautious than their pre-
decessors. Many of the deputies were loosely allied and
called Jacobins, after the name of their political club.

The new representatives to the Assembly were passion-
ately committed to liberal revolution and distrustful of
monarchy after Louis’s attempted flight. They increasingly
lnmped “useless aristocrats” and “despotic monarchs” to-
gether, and they easily whipped themselves into a patriotic
fury with bombastic oratory. If the courts of Europe were
attempting to incite a war of kings against France, then
“we will incite a war of people against kings. . . . Ten mil-
lion Frenchmen, kindled by the fire of liberty, armed with
the sword, with reason, with eloquence would be able to
change the face of the world and make the tyrants tremble
on their thrones.”” Only Robespierre and a very few oth-
ers argued that people would not welcome liberation at
the point of a gun. Such warnings were brushed aside.
France would “rise to the full height of her mission,” as
one deputy urged. In April 1792, France declared war on
Francis II, the Habsburg monarch.

France’s crusade against tyranny went poorly at first.
Prussia joined Austria in the Austrian Netherlands {pres-
ent-day Belgium), and French forces broke and fled at
their first encounter with armies of this First Coalition.
The road to Paris lay open, and it is possible that only
conflict between the castern monarchs over the division
of Poland saved France from defeat.

Military reversals and patriotic fervor led the Legislative
Assembly to declare the country in danger. Volunteer
armies from the provinces streamed through Paris, frater-
mizing with the people and singing patriotic songs like the
stirring “Marseillaise,” later the French national anthem.

In this supercharged wartime atmosphere, rumors of
treason by the king and queen spread in Paris. On August
10, 1792, a revolutionary crowd attacked the royal palace
at the Tuileries, capturing it after heavy fighting with the
Swiss Guards. The king and his family fled for their lives
to the nearby Legislative Assembly, which suspended the
king from all his functions, imprisoned him, and called for
a new National Convendon to be elected by universal
male suffrage. Monarchy in Prance was on its deathbed,
mortally wounded by war and popular upheaval.

The Second Revolution

The fall of the monarchy marked a rapid radicalization of
the Revolution, a phase that historians often call the sec-
ond revolution. Louis’s imprisonment was followed by
the September Massacres. Wild stories seized the city
that imprisoned counter-revolutionary aristocrats and
priests were plotting with the allied invaders. As a result,
angry crowds invaded the prisons of Paris and summarily
slaughtered half the men and women they found. In late
September 1792, the new, popularly elected National
Convention proclaimed France a republic.

The republic sought to create a new popular culture,
fashioning compelling symbols that broke with the past
and glorified the new order. It adopted a brand-new revo-
lutionary calendar, which eliminated saints’ n_m%m and re-
named the days and the months after the seasons of the
year. Citizens were expected 1o address each other with the
fiiendly “thou” of the people rather than with the formal
“you” of the rich and powerful. The republic energetically
promoted broad, open-air, democratic festivals, These
spectacles brought the entire population together and
sought to redirect the people’s traditional enthusiasm for
Catholic religious celebraiions to secular holidays instilling
republican virtue and a love of nation. These spectacles
were less successful in villages than in cities, where popular
interest in politics was greater and Catholicism was weaker.

All of the members of the National Convention were
republicans, and at the beginning almost all belonged to
the Jacobin club of Paris. But control of the Convention
was increasingly contested by two bitterly competitive
groups—the Girondists, named after a department in
southwestern France, and the Mountain, led by Robes-
pierre and another young lawyer, Georges Jacques Dan-
ton. The Mountain was so called because its members sat,
on the uppermost left-hand benches of the assembly hall.
A majority of the indecisive Convention members, seated
in the “Plain” below, floated back and forth between the
rival facdons.

This division was clearly apparent after the National
Convention overwhelmingly convicted Louis XVI of trea-
son. By & narrow majority, the Convention then sentenced
him to death in January 1793. Louis died with tranquil
dignity on the newly invented guillotine. One of his last
statemnents was “I am innocent and shall die without fear,
I would that my death might bring happiness to the
French, and ward off the dangers which I foresee.”8

Both the Girondists and the Mountain were determined
to continue the “war against tyranny.” The Prussians had
been stopped at the Battle of Valmy on September 20,
1792, one day before the republic was proclaimed. French
armies then invaded Savoy and captured Nice, moved into




the German Rhineland, and by November 1792 were
occupying the entire Austian Netherlands. Everywhere
they went, French armies of occupation chased the princes,
“abolished feudalism,” and found support arnong some
peasants and- middle-class people.

But the French armies also lived off the land, requisi-
tioning food and supplies and plundering local treasures.
The liberators looked increasingly like foreign invaders.
International tensions mounted. In February 1793, the
National Convention, at war with Austria and Prussia,
declared war on Britain, Holland, and Spain as well. Re-
publican France was now at war with almost all of Eu-
rope, a great war that would last almost without
interruption until 1815. :

As the forces of the-First Coaliion drove the French
from the Austrian Netherlands, peasants in western France
revolted against being drafted into the army. They were
supported and encouraged in their resistance by devout
Catholics, royalists, and foreign agents.

In Paris the quarrelsome National Convention found it-
self locked in a life-and-death political struggle between the
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Girondists and the Mountain. Both groups were sincere re-
publicans, hating privilege and wanting to temper eco-
nomic fiberalism with social concern. Yet personal hatreds
ran deep. The Girondists feared a bloody dictatorship by
the Mountain, and the Mountain was no less convinced
that the more moderate Girondists would wurn to conserv-
atives and even royalists in order to retain power. With the
middle-class delegates so bitterly divided, the laboring
poor of Paris emerged as the decisive political factor.

The lzboring men and women of Paris always consti-
tuted—along with the peasantry in the summer of
1789—the elemental force thar drove the Revolution
forward. It was the artisans, day laborers, market women,
and garment workers who had stormed the Bastille,
marched on Versailles, driven the king from the Tuileries,
and carried out the September Massacres. The laboring

poor and the petty traders were often known as the sans- .

L »

culottes, “without breeches,” because sans-culottes men
wore trousers instead of the knee breeches of the aristoc-
racy and the solid middle class. The immediate interests
of the sans-culottes were mainly economic, and in the

‘Contrasting Visions of the Sans-Culottes The woman on the left, with her playful cat and
calm simplicity, suggests how the French sans-culottes saw themselves as democrats and virtaous
citizens. The ferocious sans-culotte harpy on the right, a creation of wartime England’s vivid
counter-revolutionary imagination, screams for more blood, more death: “I am the Goddess

of Liberty! Long live the guillotine!™ (Bibliothéque Nationale, Paris)
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spring of 1793 rapid inflation, unemployment, and food
shortages were again weighing heavily on poor families.

Moreover, by the spring of 1793, the sans-culottes had
become keenly interested in politics. Encouraged by the
so-called angry men, such as the passionate young ex-
priest and journalist Jacques Roux, sans-culottes men and
women were demanding radical political action to guar-
antee them their daily bread. At first the Mountain joined
the Girondists in rejecting these demands. Butin the face
of military defeat, peasant revolt, and hatred of the
Girondists, the Mountain and especially Robespierre be-
came more sympathetic. The Mountain joined with sans-
culottes activists in the city government to engineer a
popular uprising, which forced the Convention to arrest
thirty-one Girondist deputies for treason on June 2. All
power passed to the Mountain,

Robespierre and others from the Mountain joined the
recently formed Committee of Public Safety, to which
the Convention had given dictatorial power to deal with
the national emergency. These developments in Paris
triggered revolt in leading provincial cities, such as Lyons
and Marseilles, where moderates denounced Paris and
demanded a decentralized government. The peasant re-
volt spread, and the republic’s armies were driven back
on all fronts. By July 1793, only the areas around Paris
and on the eastern frontier were firmly held by the cen-
tral government. Defeat seemed imminent.

Total War and the Terror

A year later, in July 1794, the Austrian Netherlands and
the Rhineland were once again in the hands of conquer-
ing French armies, and the First Coalition was falling
apart. This remarkable change of fortune was due to the
revolutionary government’s success in harnessing, for
perhaps the first time in history, the explosive forces of a
planned economy, revolutionary terror, and modern na-
tionalism in a rotal war effort.

Robespierre and the Committee of Public Safety ad-
vanced with implacable resolution on several fronts in
1793 and 1794. First, they collaborated with the fiercely
patriotic and democratic sans-culottes, who retained the
common people’s traditional faith in fair prices and a
moral economic order and who distrusted most wealthy
capitalists and all aristocrats. Thus Robespierre and his
coworkers established, as best they could, a planned
economy with egalitarian social overtones. Rather than
let supply and demand determine prices, the government
set maximum allowable prices for key products. Though
the state was too weak to enforce all its price regulations,
it did fix the price of bread in Paris at levels the poor

could afford. Rationing was introduced, and bakers were
permitted to make only the “bread of equality”—a brown
bread made of a mixtare of all available flours. White
bread and pastries were outlawed as luxuries. The poor of
Paris may not have eaten well, but at least they ate.

They also worked, mainly to produce arms and muni-
tions for the war effort. The government told craftsmen
what to produce, nationalized many small workshops,
and requisitioned raw materials and grain from the peas-
ants, Sometimes planning and control did not go beyond
orders to meet the latest emergency: “Ten thousand sol-
diers lack shoes. You will take the shoes of all the aristo-
crats in Strasbourg and deliver them ready for transport
to headquarters at 10 A.M. tomorrow.” But failures to
control and coordinate were failures of means and not of
desire. The second revolution and the ascendancy of the
sans-culottes had produced an embryonic emergency so-
cialism, which thoroughly frightened Eurppe’s propertied
classes and had great influence on the subsequent develop-
ment of socialist ideology.

Second, while radical economic measures supplied the
poor with bread and the armies with weapons, the Reign
of Terror (1793-1794) used revolutionary terror to so-
licify the home front. Special revolutionary courts respon-
sible only to Robespierre’s Committee of Public Safety
tried rebels and “enemies of the nation™ for political crimes.
Drawing on popular, sans-culottes support centered in
the local Jacobin clubs, these local courts ignored normal
legal procedures and judged severely, Some 40,000 French
men and women were executed or died in prison. Another
300,000 suspects crowded the prisons and often brushed
close to death in a revolutionary court.

Robespierre’s Reign of Terror was one of the most -

controversial phases of the French Revolution. Most his-

torians now believe that the Reign of Terror was not di-

rected ‘against any single class. Rather, it was a political
weapon directed impartially against all who might oppose
the revolutionary government. For many Europeans of
the time, however, the Reign of Terror represented a
frightening perversion of the generous ideals of 1789. It
strengthéned the belief that France had foolishly replaced
a weak king with a bloody dictatorship.

The third and perhaps most decisive element in the
French republic’s victory over the First Coalition was its
ability to draw on the explosive power of patriotic dedica-
tion to a national state and a national mission. An essen-
tial part of modern nationalism, this commitment was
something new in history. With a cornmon language and
a common tradition newly reinforced by the ideas of pop-
ular sovereignty and democracy, large numbers of French
people were stirred by a common loyalty. They developed
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The Last Roll Call ‘Prisoners sentenced to death by revolutionary courts listen to an official
solemnly reading the names of those sclected for immediate execution. After being bound,
the prisoners will ride standing up in a small cart through the streets of Paris to the nearby
guillotine. As this painting highlights, both women and men were executed for politicat

crimes under the Terror. (Mansell/TimePix)

an intense emotional commitment to the defense of the
nation, and they imagined the nation as a great loving
family that included all right-thinking patriots.

In such circumstances, war was no longer the gentle-
manly game of the eighteenth century, but rather total
war, 2 life-and-death struggle between good and evil.
Everyone had to participate in the national effort. Ac-
cording to a famous decree of August 23, 1793:

The young men shall go to battle and the married men shall
Jorge arms. The women shall make tents and clothes, and
shall serve in the hospitals; children shall tear rags info lint,
The old men will be guided to the public places of the cities
to kindle the courage of the young warriors and to preach
the unity of the Republic and the hatred of kings.

Like the wars of religion, war in 1793 was a crusade. This
war, however, was fought for a secular, rather than a relig-
ious, ideology.

The all-out mobilization of French resources under
the Terror combined with the fervor of modern nation-
alism to create an awesome fighting machine. After Au-
gust 1793, all unmarried young men were subject to the
draft, and by Januwary 1794 the French had about
800,000 soldiers on active duty in fourteen armies. A
force of this size was unprecedented in the history of
Buropean warfare, and recent research concludes that
the French armed forces outnumbered their enemies al-
most four to one.® Well trained, well equipped, and con-
stantly indoctrinated, the enormous armies of the
republic were led by young, impetuous generals. These
generals often had risen from the ranks, and they per-
sonified the opportunities the Revolution seemed to of-
fer gifted sons of the people. Following orders from
Paris to attack relentlessly, French generals used mass as-
saults at bayonet point to overwhelm the enemy. “No

maneuvering, nothing elaborate,” declared the fearless
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General Hoche. “Just cold steel, passion and patriot-
ism.”*0 By the spring of 1794, French armies were vic-
toricus on all fronts. The republic was saved.

The Thermidorian Reaction
and the Directory, 1794-1799

The success of the French armies led Robespierre and
the Committee of Public Safety to relax the emergency
economic controls, but they extended the political
Reign of Terror. Their lofty goal was increasingly an
ideal democratic republic where justice would reign and
there would be neither rich nor poor. Their lowly
means were unrestrained despotism and the guillotine,
which struck down any who might seriously question
the new order. In March 1794, to the horror of many
sans-culottes, Robespierre’s Terror wiped out many of
the angry men who had been criticizing Robespierre for
being soft on the wealthy and who wert led by the rad-
ical social democrat Jacques Hébert. Two weeks later,
several of Robespierre’s long-standing collaborators,
led by the famous orator Danton, marched up the steps
to the guillotine. A strange assortment of radicals and
moderates in the Convention, knowing that they might
be next, organized a conspiracy. They howled down
Robespierre when he tried to speak to the National
Convention on 9 Thermidor (July 27, 1794). On the
tollowing day, it was Robespierre’s turn to be shaved by
the revolutionary razor.

As Robespierre’s closest supporters followed their
leader, France unexpectedly experienced a thorough re-
action to the despotism of the Reign of Terror. In a gen-
eral way, this Thermidorian reaction recalled the early
days of the Revolution. The respectable middle-class
lawyers and professionals who had led the liberal revolu-
tion of 1789 reasserted their authority, drawing support
from their own class, the provincial cities, and the better-
off peasants. The National Convention abolished many
economic controls, let prices rise sharply, and severely re-
stricted the local political organizations where the sans-
culottes had their strength. And all the while, wealthy
bankers and newly rich speculators celebrated the sudden
end of the Terror with an orgy of self-indulgence and os-
tentatious huxury, an orgy symbolized by the shockingly
low-cut gowns that quickly became the rage among their
wives and mistresses.

The collapse of economic controls, coupled with run-
away inflation, hit the working poor very hard. The
gandy extravagance of the rich wounded their pride. The
sans-culottes accepted private property, but they believed
passionately in small business, decent wages, and economic
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The Execution of Robespierre The guillotine was painted
red and completely wooden except for the heavy iron blade,
Large crowds witnessed the exccutions in 4 majestic public
square in central Paris, then known as the Place de la Revolu-
tion and now called the Place de la Concorde (Harmony
Square}. (Musée Carnavalet/Edimedia)

justice. Increasingly disorganized after Robespierre purged
radical leaders, the common people of Paris finally re-
volted against the emerging new order in early 1795,
The Convention quickly used the army to suppress these
insurrections and made no concessions to the poor. In
the face of all these reversals, the revolutionary fervor of
the faboring poor in Paris finally subsided. Excluded and
disillusioned, the urban poor would have little interest in
and influence on politics until 1830.

In villages and small towns there arose a great cry for
peace and a turning toward religion, especially from
women, who had seldom experienced the political radi-
calization of sans-culottes women in the big cities. Instead,
these women had tenaciously defended their calture and
religious beliefs against the often heavy-handed attacks of
antireligious revolutionary officials after 1789. As the
government began to retreat on the religious question
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from 1796 to 1801, the women of rural France brought
back the Catholic church and the open worship of God.
In the words of a leading historian, these women worked
for a return to a normal and structured lifestyle:

Peacefully but purposefully, they sought to re-establish a
pattern of life punctuated by a pealing bell and one in which
the rites of passage—-birth, marriage, and death—were re-
spected and hallowed. The state had intruded too far and
women entered the public arena to push it back and won. It
was one of the most resounding political statements made by
the populace in the entire history of the Revolution.!!

As for the middle-class members of the National Con-
vention, in 1795 they wrote yet another constitution,
which they believed would guarantee their economic posi-
tion and political supremacy. As in previous elections, the
mass of the population voted only for electors, whose
number was cut back to mén of substantial means. Electors
then elected the members of a reorganized legisiative as-
sembly, as well as key officials throughout France. The new
assembly also chose a five-man executve~the Directory.

The Directory continued to support French military
expansion abroad. War was no longer so much a crusade
as a means to meet ever-present, ever-unsolved economic
problems. Large, victorious French armies reduced un-
employment at home and were able to live off the terri-
tories they conquered and plundered.

The unprincipled action of the Directory reinforced
widespread disgust with war and starvation. This general
dissatisfaction revealed itself clearly in the national elee-
tions of 1797, which returned a large number of conserv-
ative and even monarchist deputies who favored peace at
almost any price. The members of the Directory, fearing
for their skins, used the army to nullify the elections and
began to govern dictatorially. Two years later, Napolcon
Bonaparte ended the Directory in a coup d’état and sub-
stituted a strong dicratorship for a weak one. The effort
to establish stable representative government had failed.

N he Napoleonic Era, 1799-1815

For almost fifteen years, from 1799 to 1814, France was
in the hands of a keen-minded military dictator of excep-
tional ability. One of history’s most fascinating leaders,
Napoleon Bonaparte (1769-1821) realized the need to
put an end to civil stife in Prance, in order to create
unity and consolidate his rule. And he did. But Napoleon
saw himself as a2 man of destiny, and the glory of war and
the dream of universal empire proved irresistible. For

years he spiraled from victory to victory, but in the end
he was destroyed by a mighty coalition united in fear of
his restless ambition.

Napoleon’s Rule of France

In 1799 when he seized power, young General Napoleon
Bonaparte was a national hero. Born in Corsica into an
impoverished noble family in 1769, Napoleon left home
and became a lieutenant in the French artitlery in 1785.
After a brief and unsuccessful adventure fighting for Cor-
sican independence in 1789, he returned to France as a
French patriot and a dedicated revolutionary. Rising rap-
idly in the new army, Napoleon was placed in command
of French forces in Italy and won brilliant victories there
in 1796 and 1797. His next campaign, in Egypt, was a
failure, but Napoleon returned to France before the fiasco
was generally known. His reputation remained intact.

Napoleon soon learned that some prominent members
of the legislature were plotting against the Directory. The
dissatisfaction of these plotters stemmed not so much
from the fact that the Directory was a dictatorship as from
the fact that it was a weak dictatorship. Ten years of up-
heaval and uncertainty had made firm rule much more
appealing than liberty and popular politics to these disil-
lusioned revolutionaries. The abbé Sieyés personified this
evolution in thinking. In 1789 he had written that the no-
bility was grossly overprivileged and that the entire people
should rule the French nation. Now Sieyés’s motto was
“Confidence from below, authority from above.”

Like the other members of his group, Sieyés wanted a
strong military ruler. The flamboyant thirty-year-old
Napoleon was ideal. Thus the conspirators and Napoleon
organized a takeover. On November 9, 1799, they ousted,
the Directors, and the following day soldiers disbanded
the legislature at bayonet point. Napoleon was named
first consul of the republic, and a new constitution con-
solidating his position was overwhelmingly approved ina
plebiscite in December 1799. Republican appearances
were maintained, but Napoleon was already the real ruler
of France.

The essence of Napoleon’s domestic policy was to use
his great and highly personal powers to maintain order
and end civil strife. He did so by working out unwritten
agreements with powerful groups in France whereby
these groups received favors in return for loyal service.
Napoleon’s bargain with the solid middle class was codi-
fied in the farmous Civil Code of 1804, which reasserted
two of the fundamental principles of the liberal and es-
sentially moderate revolution of 1789: equality of all
male citizens before the law and absolute secasity of




wealth and private property. Napoleon and the leading
bankers of Paris established the privately owned Bank of
France, which loyally served the interests of both the state
and the financial oligarchy. Napoleon’s defense of the new
economic order also appealed successfully to the peasants,
who had gained both land and status from the revolution-
ary changes: Thus Napoleon reconfirmed the gains of the
peasantry and reassured the solid middle class, which had
lost a large number of its revolutionary illusions in the face
of social upheaval.

At the same time, Napoleon accepted and strength-
ened the position of the French bureaucracy. Building on
the solid foundations that revolutionary governments had
inherited from the Old Regime, he perfected a thoroughly
centralized state. A network of prefects, subprefects, and
centrally appointed mayors depended on Napoleon and
served him well. Nor were members of the old nobility
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slighted. In 1800 and again in 1802, Napoleon granted
amnesty to 100,000 émigrés on the condition that they re-
turn to France and take a loyalty oath. Members of this re-
turning elite soon ably occupied many high posts in the
expanding centralized state. Only one thousand die-hard
menarchists were exempted and remained abroad. Napo-
leon also created a new imperial nobility in order to reward
his most talented generals and officials.

Napoleon’s skill in gaining support from important
and potentially hostile groups is illustrated by his treat-
ment of the Catholic church in France, In 1800 the
French clergy was still divided into two groups: those
who had taken an oath of allegiance to the revolutionary
government and those in exile or hiding who had refused
to do so. Personally uninterested in religion, Napoleon
wanted to heal the religious division so thar a united
Catholic churth in France could serve as a bulwark of
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order and social peace. After arduous negotiations, Napo-
leon and Pope Pius VII (1800-1823) signed the Con-
cordat of 1801, The pope gained for French Catholics
the precious right to practice their religion frecly, but
Napoleon gained political power: his government now
nominated bishops, paid the clergy, and exerted great in-
fluence over the church in France.

The domestic reforms of Napoleon’s carly years were
his greatest achievement. Much of his legal and adminis-

trative reorganization has survived in France to this day. -

More generally, Napoleon’s domestic initiatives gave the
great majority of French people a welcome sense of sta-
bility and national unity.

Order and unity had their price: mevoﬁob s authori-
tarian rule. Women, who had often participated in revolu-
tionary politics without having legal equality, lost many
of the gains they had made in the 1790s. Under the law
of the new Napoleonic Cogde, women were dependents of
cither their fathers or their husbands, and they could not
make contracts or even have bank accounts in their own
names. Indeed, Napoleon and his advisers aimed at re-
establishing a mPBt% monarchy, where the power of the
husband and father was as absolute over the wife and the
children as ﬂrw\m of Napoleon was over his subjects.

Free mwoonw and freedom of the press were continually
Eo_mmn&\ By 1811 only four newspapers were left, and they
wer¢ “ittle more than or gais of government propaganda.
The occasional clections were a farce. Later laws prescribed
harsh penalties for political offenses.

These changes in the law were part of the creation of a
police state in France. Since Napoleon was usually busy
making war, this task was largely left to Joseph Fouché,
an unscrupulous opportunist who had earned a reputa-
tion for brutality during the Reign of Terror. As minister
of police, Fouché organized a ruthlessly efficient spy sys-
tem, which kept thousands of citizens under continual
police surveillance. People suspected of subversive activi-
ties were arbitrarily detained, placed under house arrest,
or consigned to insane asylums. After 1810 political sus-
pects were held in state prisons, as they had been during
the Terror. There were about twenty-five hundred such
political prisoners in 1814,

Napoleon’s Wars and Foreign Policy

Napoleon was above all a military man, and a great one.
After coming to power in 1799, he sent peace feelers to
Austria and Great Britain, the two remaining members of
the Second Cozlition, which had been formed against
France in 1798. When these overtures were rejected,
French armies led by Napoleon decisively defeated the

Austrians. In the Treaty of Lunéville (1801), Austria ac-
cepted the loss of almost all its Jtalian possessions, and
German territory on the west bank of the Rhine was in-
corporated into France. Once more, as in 1797, the British
were alone, and war-weary, like the French.

Still seeking to consolidate his regime domestically,
Napoleon concluded the Treaty of Amiens with Great
Britain in 1802. France remained in control of Holland,
the Austrian Netherlands, the west bank of the Rhine,
and most of the Iralian peninsula, Napoleon was free to
reshape the German states as he wished. The Treaty of
Amiens was clearly a diplomatic triumph for Napoleon,
and peace with honor and profit increased his popularity
at home.

In 1802 Napoleon was sccure but unsatisfied. Ever a
romantic gambler as well as a brilliant administrator, he
could not contain his power drive. Aggressively redraw-
ing the map of Germany so as to weaken Austria and
attract the secondary states of southwestern Germany
toward France, Napoleon tried to restrict British trade
with all of Europe. Deciding to renew war with Britain in
May 1803, Napoleon concentrated his armies in the
French ports on the Channel in the fall of 1803 and be-
gan making preparations to invade England. Yet Great
Britain remained dominant on the seas. When Napoleon
tried to bring his Mediterranean fleet around Gibraltar to
northern France, a combined French and Spanish fleet
was, after a series of mishaps, virtually annihilated by
Lord Nelson at the Battde of Trafalgar on October 21,
1805. Invasion of England was henceforth impossible.
Renewed fighting had its advantages, however, for the
first consul used the wartime atniosphere to have himself
proclaimed emperor in late 1804,

Austria, Russia, and Sweden joined with Britain to
form the Third Coalition against France shortly before-
the Battle of Trafalgar. Actions such as Napoleon’s as-
sumption of the Italian crown had convinced both
Alexander I of Russia and Francis II of Austria that
Napoleon was a threat to their interests and to the Euro-
pean balance of power. Xet the Austrians and the Rus-
slans were no match for Napoleon, who scored a brilliant
victory over them at the Battle of Austerlitz in December
1805, Alexander I decided to pull back, and Austria ac-
cepted large territorial losses in return for peace as the
Third Coalitioni collapsed.

Victorious at Austerlitz, Napoleon proceeded to reot-
ganize the German states to his liking, In 1806 he abol-
ished many of the tiny German states as well as the ancient
Holy Roman Empire. Napoleon established by decree
the German Confederation of the Rhine, a union of fif-
teen German states minus Austria, Prussia, and Saxony.




