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DePradtvand Napbleon i
Inﬁroduotian kA | |

The problem of thls study 1ls to assién‘fb Abbe Do~
minlque Dufour de Pradt his place in the histﬁry‘of thé‘:LA
French Revolution and Napolednic periods. It is im-iﬁ
possible to take the estimates of abbe de Piadt'é coh-'7
‘temporaries as to his contributions and his relative place
of importance because of the conflicting Opinions wnichj
have been expressed concerning him, It is neceasary,
then, to trace sas accurately and’as closely as possible
the public career of Pradt in order that present day
estimations may be made which, due to theilr remqval in
point of time, are more likely to be formed wi#h the
proper perspective and to be f:ée frdm prejudices énd' ’
jealouaies. _' | | | | ‘ | ‘

An understanding of Pradt is desirable for an ade~
quate understaending of the perilod in which he liVed o
because he was one of the most stimulating political
writers of his time. His pamphlets were very numerous
and wldely read so that he became an influential factor
in the public thought of the times. In this respect ha\f
ranked along with such pamphleteersAand publicists as
Gentz of Austria, d!Ivernols of Switzerland, des Méistre

of Savoyu, d'Hauterive énd’Chatéaubriand of Frances



Pradt must also be taken into account because of
his relations to the dominant figure of the perlod,
ﬁapoleon, whom he served‘in the varying capacitles of
chief almoner, first chaplein and diplomat, but whom he
opposed, in the end,’to the extent that he became one of
the plotters for hils downfall. This study is only a
small part of the greater study of the diplomatic aspects
of the fali of Napoleog.‘ Pradt ia diétinguished for hav-
ing served Napoleon in three of hls major brojects vhich,
because of their failure, led directly to his ruin, name-
1y, the dethroning of the Bourboﬁs'and the establishment
of a Bonapartist regime in Spaln, the attempt to deprive
the Pope of his temporal power and the Russian campalgn.

The plan of thils study ié, first, to investignte
'Pradt‘s career previous to his first contacts with Na=-
poleon with a view to determining his original contri-
butions through his wrltings to public thoaght. The
second part is concerned with Pradt and his work in cone
nection with Napoleon in order that Pradt's responsibility
'for the success or fallure of the projects in which he
engaged may be determinede The final part is devoted to
Pradt, who, because of Napoleon'!s growing autocratic and
arbltrary attitude‘tOWard his diplomats, became the op-
 ponent of the very man he served and at the final reckon-
ing did not miss the opportunity to deliver retributive

justice.



Chapter I
-De Pradt: His Early career
On 13 April 1759 1n the village of Allanche in
Auvergne a chlild was born who was burdened with the name,
Dominique Georges Frederlc de Riom de Prolhiac Dufour de
Pradte For every individual apd,especially for one who
was born before the advent of‘mcdérn demdéracy therévwas
a preparation which wes. bound to datermine his destiny |
in 1ifes For De Pradt there was a preparation which led
“him to glve hls 1life to the church, thus allowing him
to drOp his pretentious name for the simple Abbe de Pradt.,'
De Pradtts father, Barthelemy Louis Isace de Riom,

baron de Pradt was the son of Gharles de Riom, seigneur :
de Prolhiac and Marie Francoise Dufour de Pradt. Marief
uncle, colonel of the Camp of Dragons, had donated to
her all his property on condition that she and her chil-‘:
dren should take the name de Pradt. Abbe de Pradt's ’
mother, Madeline de Lastlc, was the daughter of Hyacinthe
de Lastic de Fournel and Simone de La. Rocnefaucauld-Langeac.
It was Pradt's parentage on his mother!s side which 1n~,
fluenced him early 1n 1life to determine upon an ecclesias~
tical careers | 4

Abbe de Pradﬁ and hls twin br&ther were the yaing-
est of eight children. His youth was spent iﬁ‘the‘mcunﬁ

tains between the ranges of Cantal and Cesalier in the



village of Allanche. Judging from his later career he
mist have been an intelligent and prudent child. He had
- a taste for riding and for arms and 1t 1s thcu§ht a pe-
‘ culiar disposition for tactics and strategy- - But there
is, evidently, some confusioh,’on this point, of Pradt
‘withAhis twin bfdther, Dominique Antoine Hector, who ro-
‘éeivédba mi;itary eduéation, having entered the military
1 ééhooi'at Fleche 17 March 1868;(2)Hence it 1s probable
‘that‘this‘dispoéition for tactics and strategy right-
= fullj‘bélongedkﬁo his brother and has been erroneously
attfibuted to the abbe. Georges Frederic de Pradt, at
. an early age, determined.updn an ecclesiastloul 11fe,
feeling4sure 6f the support of his two uncles, his mother's
brother, Domihique de,Lastib, bishop of Conserans, and
his grandmother's brother Pominique de La Rochefaucnuld,
then archbishop of Albl.

In 1771 at the age of twelve years De Pradt entered
the seminary of Saint Flour to make his secondary studies.
He was ordained priest in iune,¢l783 at the age of twenty-
four at which time he ﬁent to the Sorbonne for his theo-
iOgicai studiés, living near Salnt Sulplce. Assimilating
'his studies rapidly and possessing a curious 1ntelligence’
‘of all‘things De Pradt was granted the degree of master
of arts in 1784 and that of doctor of theology in 1785.
| ‘Dominique de Ia Rochefaucauld, Pradt!'s great uncle,

in the meantime having become archbishop of Rouen, called



nis nephew to him and named him cenon and vicar general
of the diocese in October 1785. In addition he named
him archdeacon of Grand Caux and gave‘him>the'rich‘pri—
ory of Daumarie near Bar-le-duc. De Pradt worked dili-
gently at his new occupation spending freely of his _
physlcal and mental energies~ He read without doubt the
writings of phllosophers but preserved his Catholie faith
intuct-‘S) |

Pradt wrote a number of mandates or pastnral letters
which showed a greut deal of 1nte11igence‘and in this way
prought himself into public notice. Both he and his
uncle, Cardinul La Rochefaucauld were elected as deputies
of the clergy of Nofmandy to the Estates General in 1789,
Abbe de Pradt was then thirty years of age and without
doubt would soon have been called to a bishopric had it,
not been for the decided turn of politicnl events in France
at this time. When the Estates General'met 5 May 1789
De Pradt took the political role which he was to resume
from‘time to time throighout his career. From the outset
Pradt opposed the union of his order with the deputies of
the Third Estate. When the three orders united in the
National Assembly,‘he voted conslstently with the minofity,
defending the rights of thé church, the clergy and royaity,
There 1s little to gulde us concerning the part which :
Pradt played in the proceedlngs of the nssembly but it is'



 evident frbm the proceedings which are reported in the
Moniteur that he rarely mounted to the tribune and
probably contented himself with occaslonal interruptions.
Wie have a record of a single motlon which Pradt made at
" the sitting of the Assembly on 19 March 1780. The sup-
pression of religious houses and monasterles being under
’discussion he proposed that the monks remalning in the
cloisters should be allowed the use of moveable propor=
ties, ornaments of the cult,'on coﬁdition that they ex-
niblt them to the municipalities at any time 1t should
be required of them-(éa‘ |
On 12 July 1790 the Civil Constitution of the Clergy
was voted by which the bishops and priests were reduced
in number and were made a civil body, elected by tho
people, paid by the state and separated from the asovereign
control of the Popéc On 27 November the Assembly detor=-
mined fo enforce the acdeptance of the Civil Constitution,
Every eccleslastic holding'preferment or exercising publlo
functions was required to tuke an oath of fidelity to the
Consiitution of France, the terms of which included the
| measures regarding the Churche The king sanctioned this
~decree of'the Assembly on 26 December but the Pope re=-
mained officially silents On 4 January 1791 the ecclesi-
astical deputies were summoned to take the prescribed
oath. When the Assembly refused to make s formnl declara=-

‘tion that it meant no 1nterference with the exclusive



domain of religion, the great majority of the clerical
deputies declined the oath.(s)Pradt was among these
non=juring clergy who constituted abeut tweuthirds of i
all the ecclesiasts of Francm(s)lt was thought for a
whlle thnt the constitutional and the non-juring clergy
could get nlong amlcably together and a‘ﬁederete beneion
was granted to the non-jurers.'7)ﬁowever diaorder ande:
bloodshed followed and the ndnujuring clergy came te te
regarded as trailtors and rebels. The Assenbly acdord~e‘
’1ngly passed another decree on 29 November 1791 which
provided thsat all priests who did not take the oath with~
in a week were to be removed from thelr benefices by «
the Directories of thelir respective Departments‘and their_
stipends were to be corfisoated far the Treasury.(s)still
Pradt refused to teke the oath and was fbrthwith deprived
 of his 1ncome and positiona‘ Severe perseeution foliowed
which drove most of the non—jurors from France‘,

Pradt, however, regarded emigration as an act of dia~
loyalty toward France so he remained in the country under
these adverse conditions for nearly a year after the |
tssuing of the above decres. On 26 August 1792 a law
was passed by the assembly which previded’for the‘deportaé
tion of all priests who had not taken the oath.(g)It was
just previous to the passaée of this regulation thet

Pradt, being threatened with forced remOVal,froﬁ the



country,‘decided to emigrate which he dld on 16 Aaugust
‘1792‘(10) : o |

There 1s evidence to the effect that Pradt lator
regretted the course of action which he took nt thils

times In 1818 when he wrote his treatlse, lLes quatros

concordats, he included a chapter on the clergy during

the revolutlon to the time of deportation to the re-
11gious restoration. lie expressed in them the opinion
that theAclergy}committed a grave error in uniting thom=-
selves wilith the nobility and in emigrating with them.
The affairs of the clergy and the nobllity were not the
| sames 'This deportation had the disastrous effect of
‘throwing men together who dld not have common principlos
of dction. The clergy had nothing in common with thoase
~who wanted to take arms agalnst Frances The enlgration
was one of the worst faults that has ever been commlttod
in policy.? (ll)Then ngain he wrote, "The clergy who
remained in the country are 0 be highly pralsed for
their services.and bravery. (12)From these extracts one
can infer thet Pradt's regrets arose‘from thae appearance
which his emigration grnve of disloyalty to France. The
ﬁore.cbmmendable action would have been to have remalned
in the country snd to have worked secretly, though pre-

cariously, agelnst the revolutionary forces. The fntal

- weakness of the clergy he malntalned was their division



among themselves, which was only aggravated by require
ing the onth to the Civil constitution. ) .
In a two volume publicabion of 1824 entitled La France,

1'emigrntion, et les colons, Pradt expressed still more

emphatlically his attitude toward those who emigrated from -
France. The question beforé the French peopie in 1824‘ <~
was whether or not they would indemnify the emigrés for
their property which had been cbnfisbated during thelr
absence from the countrye. Pradt presented a strong argu=-
ment opposing ;Qdemnification in which he regarded the |
conduct of many 6f the emigresvas criminél. Infmaking
his criminal accusations he:was<carefﬁ1 to disﬁinguiSh
between the different classes of emigrations enumerating
five in all: l. the emigration for the sake of safety

and precautlon beginning on 17 July/1789; 2+ the armed
emigration; 3. the new emigration for‘safety which began
after 10 August 1792; 4. the forced émigration;‘s“the‘
supposed emigfation of men absent from France previdus

to 1789, in order that their prOperty might be confiscat=-
ed.(ls) He condemned as criminals those who took up

arms against France, elther with the forelgners or in

the civil wars, waged by the campaigns of Champagne and.
by the attacks lasting ten years from 1790 to 1800.(14%he

rights to make war, to call upon foreigners, to cedev

territory and to engage military chiefs and troops,
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anccording to Pradt, were rights pertaining to sover-
elanty, and the\emigrés were not sovereign.(lﬁ)
Pradt‘mude‘ﬁiapecial exception of the priests who
" had been forced to emigrate and who hed lost both thoir
« eociesiaaticnl ?rdpérty gnd their pensions und yet viore
making no démands for compénsntion.(le)In this writing
he did not, as formerlﬁ, oexpress his rogrets concorning
deportation nlthough he may still havo felt thoms On
‘ this,oécasion he merely théught 1t a good opportunity
to draw Q diatinction‘beﬁween’thoae wvho emigrated and
took up arms againsf France and omigreé 1iko himsolf
who wereleitnerfdeported or threuntened with forced ro-
moval.v
~ Upon leaving France on 16 iugust 1792, Prudt went
first to Maastricht in RBelgium whore he found compuny
among men in similar circumstuncos. ‘when Belgium wus
invaded by Doumouriez in November 1792 ho rotired to
iestphaline lidth tho entrance of the Prince of Coburg
into Belglum in 1793 after the battle of ileerwinden

Pradt returned to Brussels. It was during this stay

that he collected tho mnterial vhich he usod in his

publication of 1820, Ln Belplque dopuls 1783 jusquten
1794, He became interested in the public affalrs of
this country and throughout his stay was in closeo cone

tact with Count iercy-irgentesmu, former sustrisn em-
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bassador to France. cdunt Mercy was now charged with
secret negotiutions'between thé committeeyof public
safety and the court of Viennas Pradt was not intro-
duced into the secrets of all this affair but he did
learn something of that which was going on.(l7?Whan,
Bélgium was evacuated in 1794 by the austrlians De Pradt
took refuge with a bsand of emigres aﬁ.Hamburg where he,
 Rivarol and some others occupled themselves with po-
1itical publicatlions. Rivérolawas also an emlgre, who
had left France on 10 June 1792, He had first gone to
Brussels, then to England and from thére to Hamburg
where he retired to his drawing room 1life and started a
new dictionary of the French languagé.(la)

Pradt remained in exlle with these assoclates uhé
t1l 1802 when thé Consular government began‘to show
tolerance and when the settlement of the Quarrel between
the state and the Roman Catholic Church by’the}Concordat
of 1801 became éffective; Pradt's reaction to this ar- |
rangement at the time 1t was made is problematic and
largely a matter of conjecture. We‘knOW»thnt he must

have shown himself favorable else he could not‘have re-

celved the almost immediate appointment to a church of-

fices The reaction which is recorded in Les_quatres
concordats is revealing if one takes into‘accoﬁnt the

lapse of time and the course of ralaﬁionshipS‘between



Napoleon and Pradt from 1802 to 1815. Pradt in 1818
when writing the above mehtioned trentise did not re-
frain from criticizing at length the Concordat of 1801.
Heksaid that thﬁyignorance and inadvertance of the ne-
‘gotiators , the hébit of mixing the spiritual with the
temporal threw Naﬁoleoh nheadlong into the Concordnt
without s&spicionihg thg outcomes, ?gg)prevented him
from binding himself to toleratione. He erred by not
compleﬁely separseting church and state. 'With the ex-
ception of the one (concordat) at Fontalnebleau, which
was corrected in this respect, none of the? were well
fitted to the needs of church and staté."aO)On the
‘other hand, we have in this same discussion a state=-
ment which at first seemed directly at variance with
the former expression of opinion. The religious ros-
toratidn was at the time a work of genius on the part

: of Napoleon, Pradt asserted, and how fortunate it was

" that the number of dissenters was too small to couse
Vany effect;(gl)These inconsistenéies can be explalned
by Pradt's change oprosition in 1818. By the bheginning
of 1814 Pradt had turned alrectly against Napolecn and
shereafter criticized much to which he had formerly
adhered. Then;'foo, by 1818 Pradt had back of him ten
. full yéaravof intimate contact with bickerings between

the Pope and Napdleon, He had started as early as 1804
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advising the Emperor on the conductiﬁg of c&ﬁrch affaifs;:
In 1811 he had been appointed to twoicommiégions to the
Pope, at Savona, for the purpose of revising the arrange- o
ment of the Concordat of 1801 vhich had been §:otally S
alsregarded with the result that meny bishopr%,cs were |
left vacant in France. These ten years of experience
and observation had brought to light many defeéts in
pollicy so that 1t was only nntural to criticize in 1818
what had appeared to be a stroke of genius 1n 1802. we
can then be comperatively certain that Pradt rbturned
to Paris in 1802 rejolcing over the new arrang?mént be~ :
tween Napoleon and the Pope and hoping that He migp
once again take his place in the service of the\Church.
But two years elapsed before his hopes werelﬁeaiized, i
which period properly belongs tc the discussion{&f the
cultural contributions of Pradt for most of thig time
was devoted %o writings

A close study of the career of Pradt leads on? to ‘
believe that he was primarily interested in a 1ife] of \“'
action end the number of major negotiations of" StaLf 1n |
which he participated during the rise and fall of 1 W#-
poleon is really surprising. At times, however, he{exr,}
perienced reverses of political fortune and was foréed
to drop into the: background. Much to his ‘credit, ?radt

l

did not fall to use such timas as these to adVantage{and
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1nVariab1y turnéd to writing. Seversl of hils works not
only proved to be contributions in themselves but alded
in his own rehabilitétion.

| Pradt began to direct his talents toward writing
soon after he had completed his education., Whille serving
as vicar-general of the archbishopric of Rouen, 1t will
be recalled, he wrote a number of mandates and pastoral
letters which showed great 1ntelligence.(22)uis writings
‘of this naturé were interrupted when he wns elected to
the Estates General. When he again took up his pen hils
vorks were.perméated with entirely different motives and
‘emotions., |

Throughoﬁt his sojourn in forelgn coxntries as an

emigre Pradt‘employed his efforts in the interests of
pubiic policy in France especlally in respect to the
‘couhter revolﬁtionury attltude which should be assumed

by the other powers of Hurope. L'asntidote au congros

de Rustadt and la Prusse et sa neutralite were both vwrite-
“ten with this objects As mentioned above during his stay
atlHamburg, where he was forced to take refuge in 1794,
Pradt occupled himself with Rivarol in some political
‘publications and collaborated in a biography of men of
the revolution which wés’published in 1800. He also

contributed articles for a periodical publication,
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| ~ (28)
Spectateur du Nord, on military Operations.

The principal work of thls period was 1'antidote

au congres de hastadt. Pradt had become much alarmed

at the settlements of the Treaty of Campo Pormlo and
the ngreements prOposed at the Congress of Rastadt.‘ In
a aocreb article of the former kustria promised to help
France acquire the Rhlne boundary. Austria 1n return
was to get Salzburg and a part of East BuVaria¢ This ‘
treaty was negotluted between Prance and Austria in 1797¢
By the end of that year the'troops‘of the Republic had
advanced to the lefé bank of the Hhine so that by thé ‘
t1lme the Congress of Rastadt opened on 16 December 1797
France wus able to exercise material pressure¢ This
congress was nssemoled for the purpose of compensatlng
the German princes whose land on the 1eft bank of the
Rhine had been appropriated. by France. ‘The‘formal'cés~ ’
sion of the whole left bank of the Rhine was secured |
with slight reservations. ”he terrltorial indemnifi~‘
cation of the dispoésésséd princes by the secularization -
of eccleslastical stétes on the east bank of the Rhine_
became the‘object of considerable intrigue énd'ﬁas'noti( ‘
£inally settled until July, 1798 at conferences at 5612.24)
These settlements seemed dangerous qnd fatal to
Pradt because they tended to bring about peace,wltn a
revolutionized France and even to acecord to\her thé na=

tural frontier of the Khine and the Alps;' In his hatred



“for revoiution Pradt did not wish to-have peace until
such forces had been crushed. He sald of them in his
poignant phrases that 'the treaties of Basle and Campo
Formio and the Congress qf Rastadt sanctioned disorder.
lodern treatles tended to"de.stroy. The Congress of
Rastadt was going to sanctlon the stripping of the Em-
-pire and the increase of France to a degree which would
“leave no more hope'for‘thé 1iberty of EurOpe.'(gb)Prudt
then set up as the purpose of his exposition that of
offering:an honest plan of poliéy to replace the one
of thg Congress of Rastadte It was in thls plan that
Pradt gaVe'evidence of his remarkeble prophetic sense
and forecast noﬁ’only’the settlements of 1814-15 but al-
sd senséd the necesslty and the inevltable development
6f our present day League of Nationg. "He remarked that
the révolution had shown him that in addition to the
French Republic there was a Europesn Republic.(zs%he
French Revolution must be consldered the enemy of this
European Republica Neutrality was no longér possible.
Against this pest there must be an entente of all the
powers.

The objectiﬁe of this entente of powers, 4n Pradt's
estimétion, was to set up a new power balénce in Europe

to overcome the disproportion of France. Pradt then

presented a plan which he believed would accomplish this



ende The essence of this plan was the reunion}of,BelQ
gium with Holland énd of Milan with Pledmont, thﬁé
placing at elther extremity of France a'powef to .act aé

a counterpoise. Many of the details of this plan which ,'
he presented were not fully realized by the territorial
settlements of 1814=15 but the essentials were there. |
Holland and Belgium were united under the House of Orange
as he had suggested. Although Milan‘wasvnot united to
Piedmont, the House of Savoy did make some nétable‘gains
in territory, namely; Genoa and Capraja Island, and re-
gained Nice, part of Savoy and the proﬁédtoﬁate of\M6- "'k
noco, all of which served to strengthen the prestige of
that little state on the southern boundary of France. -
After presenting his plan Pradt elaborated upon its ad-
vantages and gave advice on the political negotiutions ‘
and thg alliances necessary to meke it effective. ’He
even presented a pian of campaigﬁito be waged against
the revolutionary forces in France and comparéd,thef
means of the two opposing forces for carrying on war,
both as to men and moneye ‘

The book, l'antidote au congres de Hastadt;‘ended

with a consideration of the coloniles of the‘EurOpéan
poverse Pradb felt that the revolution‘if givén time
to gtreﬁgthen 1tself,‘might‘extend its deadly activities
to the colonies. He stated that 'Europe owed to her
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coionies the opulence and sccomplishments of her modern
11fe.'(27)As to the general state of colonles they "1ike
children in their infancy have need of maternal vigllancee.
AIn their youth they seek to follow thelr own will and
desire independence." (28)The authorlity of the mother
eountrj should4experien¢e‘the sdme Qecline as that.of
paréﬁts-’ He added that 1t ﬁas‘England's fallure to mnko
‘this observation that héd caused her to lose her american
: co1on1es. isgain Pradt gave évidence of his prophetic
.dualitieé when,he.recommended the system now actually
employed.by Great .Britain wifh'hér dominions, He also
'predicted that the next revolt would be that of the
Bpanish colonies and he even announced a successful re-
volt of the ‘natives of Lnglish Indla, uhich, howover,

has not yet been realized.(zg)

Ltantidote was printed secretly in Paris and 1s

reported to have met with prodiglous success 1n all
- Europee It wes ndmlred by liallet du Pan, a contemporary

~ journalist, and the Joumal of Free Men considered 1t as

tthe most remarkaeble production W?ic? the genlus of
; ; 30
counter-revolution had imagined.! Its influence was

not immediate but, as we shall see later, Pradt's plan
was consideréd at the timerof the reconstitution of

, (31)
Holland and Belgium.

This book, 1§Antidote an congres de Raétadt, was



followed by la_Prusse et sa'neutrélite,‘writteh on . |
much the same principles but‘which had less succesg.i
Prussia in 1795 by the Treéty of éasel had withdrawn»

from the first cOalifionlof powérs’thefeby’giving'Francé

a free hand on the left bank of ‘the Rhine.(éz)As noted
in the analysis of Pradt's work on the Congress of Rastadt
this extension to the Bhine was, 1n his estimation, ‘
dangerous upsetting of the bglgnpe of Baropes To be_i_
sure Pradt felt that Prussia‘was justified in withdraw-
ing from the coalition slnce the war, contrary to the
original objective, had been tfansformed from one of
restoration to one of invasion and conquest. Nevefthe~ L
less he belleved that Prussia could not.afférd to remain -
neutrale . In fact he felt that theré was.no‘sucb thing as
' neutrality when war was 1nvolved“with revolutioh. It
was the duty then of Prussia to furnish a Cenﬁfal point;
which had heretofore beq?ségcking, fdr the deliberations
of the coalltion powers. It was her duty to demand

the formatioh of a congress for "it is’only in a congress
that one 1s abie to discuss common objects in a manner
useful to the community."(34)Pradt had & clear conception
of the new policy which ought to‘beradopﬁed‘by Prussia
in such a congresss Thils polilcy should pe based on the
same principles as the plan which he proposed“asran

antidote for the Congress of Restadt, that is, the
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maintenance of the equilihrium of‘Europe by surrounding
France wlth sﬁrong rather thaﬁ weak states. Tho detalls
wore as follows: l. AS an initlal step the barrier on
the north should consist of the ﬁnion of Holland and
| Belgium. The Empire should retain or recover its in-
tegrity. Austria should be compensated with Venice.

2. To complete the‘eqﬁilibriumiit would be necessary to
have a étate.1n~ltaly which should serve as a barrier to
France at the South. This state sharld be none othor
than Piedmont which ought t0 be formed from Lombardy,
Genoa and the Duchy of Parmae This ought to form a
~sufficient base to guard Italya 3. The third object of
Prussia's new policy should be to mnke an ally of Spain.
The mllitary alliance of France with Spain was not only
an 1mposition on France but on all Eur0pe.(35)

B After outlining thlis policy for Prussia Pradt brought
up a serles of six objections which might be offered to
the breaking of Prusslan neutrality and refuted them all,
to his own satisfaction. The answer to one of these ob-
Jjections is worthy of notlce since it shows how advanced
‘Pradt was in his thinking. Pradt did not desire that war
-shduld be the alm of the cessation of Prussian neutrality,
- although he admltted thst it was a very probable rcsult.
"Hence, the objection might be raised that Prussia could
" not meet the expeﬁses of another vwiare. There was a theory

‘more or less . common at the time that the wealth of a
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state was measured by the amount of treasure she had ,‘
stored up in her coffers and Prussia possessed no

such treasure. Alexander meilton in outlining the |
nutional debt policy of the United States had directed'
the incorporation, by laws, of the device of the sinking
fupd elther disregarding willfully or beingﬁignorant of
its fallacles. Pradt realized the economic loss of |
storing up metals in public coffers. He bfanded‘the pos=
gession of dead or inactive metals by hoarding as a great
oevil. 'Sloeping capital', he said, 'lost the advanta?es
and products that circulation would make it bear.

The latter porbion ‘of 1o Prusse et sa neutralite

was interesting from still another standpoint.‘ In eony"
sidering the forces of strength which Prussia would have
to moet In taking up arma againet France Prad* dida not
ovarlook’ Napoleon Bonaparte and we have an early reacticn
of Pradt to the man 1n whose service he was to be so0 in-
timately employed within a fow years. ’All government";
he asgerted 'was in the nands of Bonaparte. - He was a
man traly apart from the revolutione Up to now the
revolution had been without a head; it had been re-
served to Bonaparte to make it lose this distinctions

It was necessary to analyze his‘situation and evaluate
his influence in the place to which he had had the cour-

age %0 mount. Bonaparte was more able, more hardy, more
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fortunate, more considered than any of his predecessors.!

Such’was«Pradt's estination of Napoleon at the close of

the century,‘é man with a power to be feared and come

batted by all'the states of»EurOpe not excluding Prussiae.
The circumstances at the time of the pubiication of

 1a Prusse et sa neutralite (1800) were mich less favor=

able for the reception of thls book than they had been
for Pradt's previous work. By 1800 the Firat Coslition,
from which Pruésia had withdravn in 1795, had been dise-
solved in 1797 by the Treaty of Campo Formlo. Napoleon
had become master in France and was conducting succoess=
ful cempaigns in northern Italy and southern Germany 80
that frussia had sufficlent reéson for remaining noutral.
On the other hand,'it has been sald, "If these two pame=

‘phleﬁs (referring‘to l'Antidpte'au canpres de Rastadt and

la Pfusse et _sa neutralite) did not determine the new
coalition which formed then (1799) against the French
Republic,‘at least they served to Juétify 1t in a large
meésure."(ss)At least to this writer Pradt‘s arguments
were convincing end well recelved.

| As pointed out in the above discussion Pradt re-
tﬁrned}tO‘Paris early in 1802 after the agreement be-
tween chuféh end state héd been reached and the Consular
- government had begun to show tolerance. He stayed for a

long time after reaching Paris in a fourth story room on

the rue Canettes not far from the church of Saint-Sulpice.



He devoted his time to wrltlng Les trols ages des colo-

nies, ou de leur etat passe, present et a venlr, wniéh

book was published in 1802. In this writing Predt again
revealed a remarkable ablility to predict the'fdﬁurec He
prophesied a long series of events which within fifteen
vears had come true, namely, the indepéndénce of San Po-
mingo, the perpetulty of insurrections among ﬁhe‘negroes;
the successive and forced conquest of colonies by England,
the uncontested superiority of the Engllish merine over
all those of Iurope, the convenlence and probability of
the pemoval of the King of Portugal to Brazil, the fend-
ency of the Unlted States to acqu%gg)Florida, ‘and the

emunoipation of Spanish Americas!

The . success end influence of Les trois ages des

colonies cannot be exactly estimated., Pradt's detractors

made thelr assaults, asserting that t?e ?bbe was writing
40
on subjects of wnich ha knew nothing. The first edition

of the book was printed by the liiochaud printing establish-,~“‘

mente« In 1846 the younger Michaud in writing of Pradt
gave his recollection of the public reception of this
book. According to him 1t<"had 1ittle success; 1t was .

a subject altogether new to Predt and of slight interest
for France. Recognizing himself that a large part of

1t was borrowed frbm Raﬁnél,>he boasted of.having fore- B

seen a great many thihgs that have been realized since;



but\oné 15 able to say without exaggeration that the
greater part of these predictions were easy and that
' there was no great merit in making them."<41)ﬂav1ng
printed the book, Mlchaud was probably as good a
sourcé as‘any obtainable for_securing data on 1lts suo-
coss as a seller. However, he was likely prejudiced
- In his cr;ticism of 1ts contentes He was writing in
1846‘at a time ﬁhen people had greétly misprized Pradt,
who had dled only a fow years before, in 1837. To men
of those}times who dld not have the proper perspective
‘Pradt appeared only as a vacillating self-seeking chare
acter,‘Who could shift from the Napoleonist faction to
ﬁhe restoration'faction, from the ménarchist party to
.the}liﬁerai party without the least qualms. It 1s only
recenﬁly that his real contributions and his sincerety
have agaln been noticeds It must also be noted that
it was the younger Louls-Gabriel Michaud vwho wrdte the
“crlticism and not the elder Joseph Francols who enjoyed
a much greater reputation as a writer.

‘Pradt's next two publications concern entirely
different subjectse In 1802 he published in two

volumes De lietat de ls culture en France et des ameli-

- orations dont elle est suscentible and in 1803, Voyspre

agronomique en_ Auvergne. The latter was prefaced by

some general considerations on agriculture in some of the

central departments in France. Pradt felt that, of all
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the countriles of Europe,‘France had the most}faVOrable
circumstances for the prOmotion of agriculture and he

vias trying to encourage 1lts sclentific development.' Qg

l'etat de la culture en France received prominent conp

temporary notice in the Moniteur of 27 July 1802, where
1t was reviewed at length by Rousselfdz)The art1cle

was mainly a summarization, 1nc-1uding incidental crit5.~
cisme The chapter on the 1nfluence of the revolution on
agrioulture was criticized as being prejudiced. Like-
wise the 1dea that :ranoe should attempt to ppoduce a
great variety of products 80 as to‘makelﬁerself'ihde-v.
pendent of colonial and foreign produetions was cr1t1~
cized aus eoonomically unsound. Aside from thase remarks
the article was very commendatory. It appeared at a
time when agriculture was being given particular notice
in the columns of tho Moniteur and the review for this
reason probably attracted considerable public uttention.

Further than that we cannot judge the 1nfluence which |
the book may have hads Ve have no evidence of con=-

temporary notice of Voyage agrohbmiqge en AuVergne but‘
kue do have an 1ndication that interest in the book was
more than momentarye. However, at least a second edition
of 1t was published in 1828, to which Pradt added a

description of the 1mprovements Introduced into Auvgrgne'
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during:the 1ntefvening yoearse

- The wrlting of the first edition of Voyopre agro-

nomique en}Auverg@e was the final effort of Pradt
during this period from 1792 to 1804 in which he de=
voted hils energy and time to journallstic endeavors.
Desiring to return to a 1ife of action Pradt began to
seek out every influence he‘might have in order to
gain the attention of the new government and bring hime-

self recognitlon.
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Chapter II
Do Pradt and Nepoleon |

Part I. Flrst Constructive Se?Vices (1804¥1809)~

 From now on the narrative, which hes thus’far"v
centered wholly ebout De Pradt, mist ba extended 5o
take in the central figure of the period, Napoleén, ,‘7
since it 1s for him that Pradt served 1n'varidus‘capé;
cities up to within a year of the downfall of the‘E&e B
peror of France. Elther s an ecclesiast or é’diplomat
he rendered services which were lntended, for théymost:
part, to contribute to the exeéution of ce?tain of the 
major events of the program of Népolebn. After the
Emperor first recognized Pradt by receiving him into
his household there were very few:interéals‘during'which S
he was not in intimate contact ﬁith Nepoleon and‘he mast
have exerted some little influence for the Abbe vas al-
ways fond of expressing his opinlons which he formed
quite readily on a great Variety‘of'suﬁjéc335 It should
be helpful to note that there was at first almost per=-
fect accord between Pradt and Napoleon but that after
the first few years there grew up unconsciéusly a
gradual dlvergence of viewpoints -which led them in the
end into directly opposing campse

Pradt's former means of influence for gaining an
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‘eéclesiastical appointment had disappeared by 1805. His
uncle Dominique de Lastic had dled in 17956 end hls great
uncle Dominique de la Hochefaucauld had died in 1800.
He‘was;thefefofekforced ﬁo make other points of contact
wlth persons in 1nfluential»positions. He ronewed his
friendship W1th Taliéyrand, wilth ladame La iochefaucauld
and with General Duroc, who was related to the Lastiocs
aﬁd hence to;Pradt. Christophe de iichel Duréc had
zmov}n Napble'*.on‘iri his youth, had become his aide~-de-
. cemp in 1796 and had followed him on his campaign into
Egypte On.8 May‘laoé the Emperor in organizing his
household hed named General Duroc Marshall of tho Pnlaoé%)
In this positlon he was in qlose contact with Hapoleon
and was able to gainfhis ear in the interests of Pradt
and to obtain for him an introduction. "llapoleon was
charmed with the converaation and(the ingenious and
profound views of Abbe de Pradt." ?)

At just what time thils interview took place could
not be determined but it was likely sometime during
the year 1803. If so, one could then imaglne on vhat
grdunds Pradt may have appealed to Ndpoléon at that
times The Emperor was trying to restore the Catholic
religion along the old lines and Pradt, because of

his previous position as viear-géneral of Houen,

understood as vell es anyone the old ecclesiastical



traditions necessary to a coﬁplete reestablishment .
Then, t00, it was very probable, although we have‘né |
definite evldence to that effect, fhat Napoleon's ,
attentlion had been attracted to the recent publications
of the abbe. Does 1t not seem roasonable that, at the
very time at which he was qﬁtermining‘to maké a'coﬁpleté
change in his colonial policy, Napoleon would have been

interested in any such publicatlon as Les trois ages,

dos_colonies? If it dld not serve to influence Napole-
on's decision to sell Louisiana in‘April‘lsos‘the
views.thereih were probably welcomed as confirmetion

of hls chosen policys Whatever the basils of'appeal

may have been there is no doubt but that Pradt won the
desired attentions On 18 May 1804 the Senate voted to

make Napoleon Emperor whereupon he proceeded to organize

his imperial courtes Pradt was now given the recognition

he had soughts In sending some orders to Fouche, minis-
ter of police, on 1 September 1804 Napoleon 1ncluded a
request that, i1f Abbe de Pradt vere at Péria, Fouche‘
should send him to Aix-la~chapelle and to givé him

the necessary funds, adding that he would be very glad,‘
to see him.(S)Pradt evidently responded immediately to
his summons for on 9 September 1804 at\Aix—la-ghapelle ~
he was named Grand Almoner of Napoleon and was‘ad~‘

(4) ,
ministersd the oath by the Emperor himself..  This was



an office whioh first appeared during the reign of
Gharles VIII and was now revived by Napoleon. The dutles

e f the Grand Almoner were the superintendence of the

" Chapel Royal and all religious ceremonies of the Court,
‘the directing of the great hospital for the blind (Quinze-
”Vingts) and the nomination of the reglus professors and
‘,readers in the 0011ege de France.‘

- Holding this most favored position 1t naturally
devolved upon Pradt to act as master of ceremonies for
the clergy at the crowning of Napoleon as Emperor of

the Frénéh on 2 December lsbg;_ For pfac?ically avery
activity in %hich Prédt‘engaged he has left an account

and in this 1nstance hie record is found in Loes_gquatros

concordaus in a chapter entitled "The Journey of the

Pope to Paris" + As a rule, one cunnot rely upon these
accounts fof abaoiute historical correctness eapecially‘
in this‘case.ﬁheré the record was made fourbeén yoars
after the eveht."However, the account therein of the

- results qf tﬁe Pope's journey to Paris has a value as

- contemporary opinion and confirmé, in many respects,
the énalysis of the~authoritative historian.

‘} " Desiring to galn the respéct of the French people
‘ and of Europe without subordinating his own euthority,
Napoleoﬁ_wished to be crowned by the Pope, but he
wished that‘the Pope should come, at hils will, to Paris



to perform the ceremony. According to Pradt, a pért
of the court at Rome was opposed to the journey of the
Pope because they thought 1t injuricus ﬁo~Romanippwér -
and dignity. On the contrary, the politichl faction :
thought it was a good occasion to reestablish gnd'EO'..
fortify Home and they secured ajverbal promise of the" 
Logation in return for the concessién‘thé}Popequuld
make by leaving homes Hence policy and not religlon
was the determining factor. The Pope came to Parié
and the people everywhere greeted him on thelr Inees.
The court of Rome, however, was not et all imposing'aé
compared with that of France and inspired slighﬁ‘¢§n§,
slderation on the part of Napoleons ‘Pradt;‘theregA‘ ‘
inserted his geﬁeralization that 1t waé rare thet a
prolonged vlsit by one court to another added to thelir
mtual affoction and that this was the case with the
visit of tho Pope to Paris. ‘In‘?fadtfs GStimat19n the
Pope failed to secure,the‘Legations beQ§uéé the'promisa f
was only verbal and because he féiled to‘impress Napoleon
with tho prestige and importence of the Roman Courts
The journey of the Pope to‘Pafis pfodudeﬁ only spite
and regret of the Pope for having waéted his stéps and
lost his objeotives.(é? _’ mn ’ | o ‘1,

The final determination of the deéygb gd to Paris

i1s sometimes attributed to an accusation,. supposed to



have been made by Napoleon, that Plus VII had written
to Vienna for advicee. Whereupon the Pope immedlately
decided to &0 to Parls to prove his good falthe Pradt,
in his analysis, has omitted‘any mention of this.
Otherwise, nis account is geherally acceptable and the
Popé's‘failure to secure the Iegations is generally
attributed, as it was b& Pradb, to a lack of flrmness
"and a humility on his part«(G)

Because of the dangers of crossing the Alps during
the winber months the Pope did not leave Paris on his
return to Rome until Maroch 1805. Pradt, in the mean-
time, was glven notable recognition both by him and
by'fhé tmparor; By a-decree rendered from the Tuller-
".ies on 15 bécember 1804 De Prad:, first almoner of his
ylmperial maaesty, was named Bishop of Poitiers.(v)ht’
the same time he was made a haron of the Empire and was
giVGn a dotation of 40,000 francse Beaides thesae favors,
on 2 February 1805, the Pope éppo1nted him prelato of
Saint Sulpicé.(é)Pradﬁ, soon after, went to his dio-
ceae hﬁt he had not been there long when Napoleon in-
structed hlm to go to Hilan to ald in the crowning of
the ﬁmpero? of the French as King of Italy. Napoleon
1left St. Cloud on 3L March 1805 shortly after the de-
parture of the Pope and reached Lyons and Turin on

the same days as the Papal partys Pradt has described
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these stops‘and thé welcdmé givén both the Emperor and
the Pope in Les quatres concordats(g)so 1t7is-;ikely‘
that by this ti@é he had joined Napoleon; having cOﬁé f
from his diocese at)Poitiepso He followed the I ?m~
poror on to lMllan where they arrlved on;8 Hays Again =
Pradt officiated for-the clergy when, oh 26 May 1805, =
Napoleon was crovmed King of Italy by Cerdinsal Capraraf}O)
They made an extended stay in Milan, not leaving until
10 Junes FPradt followed Ilapoleon i‘rom there t0 Genoa |
where they arrived 30 June, He is reported to have
engaged in many 1ong, intimate conversations with the
Emperor, discussing the affairs o; the clergy.(ll>hheﬁher,
Prodt followed Nepoleon any farther than Genoa cannot
be determined.A,Ee méy have gono to Poitiefs bgt,itlis
more likely that he went back to Paris with‘his‘monarch
since we have evidence at a later date of his being in
that citye. If so he must have:reached Paris about ’
17 July since thnt was the date of Napoleon’s arrivalilz}
Almost a year elapsed after this supposed return’_
‘to Paris concernlng which there is no available data |
pertaining to ?raA%ED)Our next plece o? 1n£ormatian
comes {rom Pradt niuself to the effect that he léft ‘
Napoleon at Paris on 1 June 1806 and dld not see him
again until Aprll 1808.(14)He does not say where ha

went but it was probably to hls dlocese pfAPoitiéré
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because it ﬁas from there that Napoleon next called
~him into his immediate service.

| This temporéfj retirehént of Pradt from the active
service ovaQQoleon during the years 1805-1808 can be
: accouhtéd fdr by reason of the fact that Napoleon wvias
at that time actively engaged in military campaigns in
the East. In September 1805 he started his first of-
fensive campalgn against the austrians which c:ntlhued
thrazgh»the‘victory'of Auaterlits in December. Ho ro-
turnéd to Paris in January 1806 and made preparations
for hiS'next campaigna egainst Prussia and Russia
vhich he undertook in September 1806. Having finished
with the Prussiens by November, Napoleon turned against
the Russians with whom ho was occupled untll the Peace
of Tilsit in July 1807. Pradt's abilities werc not
applicable to the military services in which Napoleon
was interested'during this perlod of time so he once
more resumed the executlon of his duties as Blshop
of Poitiers.

Pradt's departure frpm Paris brings to a close
'»the firét period df Pradt's 1ife in the service of
Napoleon, The duties required of him during this
period were exacted of him as a churchmans In every

case he performed them creditably and was amply rewarded.



This first period 1s furthermore distingulshed by the
vay in which Napoleon, while at hoﬁé'in time df'péace,
kopt Pradt almosat continucuslyjnear him and engaged
him often in intimete conversation:f Oon whét subjeété'
they conversed we cannot be certain but it is probably
through these oantacts that Napoleon became confident
that Pradt possessed outstendlng abilities which he o
might find possible to subsequently use to adyantage. .
~ Pradb remsined in his dlocese at Boltiers until |
the spring of 1808 4gain Napolagn felt need of his
sorvices, this time not as a churchman‘but as a dipld-
mat in the negotiations with the’Bourbons‘bf'Spain,
whose famlly quarrels had reached a crisis. ~Napoieoﬁ
had dotermined to induce both Charles IV and his son,
Ferdinand, to come to Bayonne in southern France to
submit their differences to him for arbitration, nis
ulterior purpose being to put an end to the Bourbon
monarchy in Spalns Charles IV believing that there was
no other way out of his difficulties, sl nce the army
and the peoplé were both on the side of Ferdinend,
had sbdicated on 19 March 1808. A fow days later, on
the 24 llarch; Ferdinand made his royal entry to Madrid |
end was‘joyfully acclaimed by the people. However, v
on the previous day Murat, at the head of the French

troops which had. been pouring into Spain on the prenext



of.baing necessary to the conquest of Portugal, had
entered the city. He c&mp’licated matters for Ferdinand
by refusing to recognize him as kinge. With forsign
troops in the capital it became evident to Ferdinand
that his recognitibn by Napoleon was necessary to his
own continuation. Naepoleon had, in the meantime, given
indications of an intention ﬁo restore Charles IV, who
nad entered commnications with Murat and hed sécretly
retracted his abdication. Both roynl claimants were,
thus; at'thevmercy~of the French Emperors Murat and
GeneféltSavary acted as agents for Napoleon in inducing
both Ferdinand and Charles IV to come to Bayonnoe Murat
informed Ferdlnsnd that Napoleon was couming to see him
and suggested that he go to moet him at Burgos. Ferdi=-
nand was’not favorable to the idea at flrst so, on

8 April, he decided to send Don Carlos, his brother, 1n
his stead to meet Napoleon. On 9 April Don Carlos de-
parted with Hijar~Vallejo, Don lMacanaz and the llarquils
of Feria in his dompany. However, due to the persuasions
of Savary who had been sent by Napoleon to bring the
Prince to Bayonne in spite of his own wishes in the
matter; Ferdinaﬁd resolved, on 10 Aprll, to go to Burgos
ahd before leaving entrusted the government to his uncle
Don Antonipa(ls)ﬁe was accompanied on his journey by

the Duke of Infantado, the Duke of San Carlos, Don



Cevalhos, tho priest, Don Lscoiquiz, MQSQuiz and |
Lebradoxrs General suVary was uble to coax Perdinand
on ag far as Vitoria where tne prlnce and his party
remalned for three days while baVAry went on to Bayonne,
arriving there the day bofore the Emperors Vhen Napole=
on came the next day he sent Savary'back ﬁo Vitoria to |
bring Ferdlnand on to. Bayonne since it was his desire
to treat with him on French eoila(ls)bavary did as he
was dirccted and with the éid‘of Escoiquiz, who édviséd
Ferdinand on all his nffairé, persuaded him to gofén v
to Bayonne. Escolquiz still had a7blind faithvthat :
Mapoleon desired to dethréne Charles IV‘énd establish
the young Prince in his'stead. Accordlngly, the party
advanced on to French soll where they were meu by |
inporisl guords under the command of Duroc. Betweeﬁ
Vidante and Bayonng Ferdlnand was metb by Don Garlos who
told him that Napoleon planned to dethrone the Bourbons
but 1t was too late Lo turn béck.(lv)nefwas escorted
into Bayonne on 20 Aprils A s
tleanwhille Napoleon on 2.Apr11 had departed from
Parls announcing that he waé‘go ing to'visit ﬁhé de~
partments of the South;(la)ﬁe passed through Poitiers
on his trip down to Bordesux and Pradb has told us how,
on the evening before Napoleon 8 arrival he received
notice to get ready and to follow him on his trip to

(19)
the South. Pradt did so and followed Hapoleon to



Bordeaux«whefé the& remained for more than a week, not
leaving until 13 Aprii snd arfiving at Bauyonne the
next daj‘ The Emperor had had time to get nlcely
settled In the chateau of liarrac by the tlme of the
arrival of Ferdlnand on 20 April. He welcomed the
Prince at noon and invited him to dine with him at
Harrac. That evening after dlnner iapoleon had a long
convefsation with kscolqulz, the;ambitious canon who
was charged by Ferdinand to handle negotiétlons for
him.(BO) o
| This éonversation inltiated a ten day perlod of
cbntinuous conferences and negotiations during whlch
Napoleon constently manoeuvered in an effort to induce
" Ferdinand to voluntarily give up the Spanlsh throna.
It is during thils ten day period that Napoleon employed
Pradt in the hope that hls persuasive abilitles might
bfipg results. It is difficult to determine the ac-
curate‘details coacerning all the events of Napoleon's
negotidtibns with Ferdinand brevious to his father's
| arrivale. Talleyrand was especlally generous in his
appraisal when he said that 'all that passed then
‘(at'Baydnne) was found described in detail, with
exactness and interest, in the work of 1. de Pradt;
and’thereforé his object was simply to follow, as a

mere thread, the special events of each of the days



g
. {21)

that the young princes passed st Bayonnes? Pradt
in hils llemoirs on the Spanish‘Revolutibn has glven us
a full story but he has woven in such voluminoﬁs com=
mentaries that it has been difficult‘to‘Singlé dut
what actually took place. His work has been ﬁalﬁable
however for supplylng details which were‘lacking in |
other accounts. These added~t6 the thread of;daily,
events which Talleyrand presented has made‘a’faifly
complete story possessing at the same time’continultya~
Since the memoirs of other men of the time were-véry
briof on these proceedlngs at Bayonne it has boen dif~4
ficult to check for accuracy.(zg? | |

On 21 April Napoleon granteq priVate dudiences to
the Dulko of San Carlos, the Duke of Infantado and lis-
colquiz. AL thess conferences he told. them of his
dotermination to change the dynasty in Spain and of-
fered to Ferdlnand, in oxchange;‘ﬁhe Kingdomvof Etruria
and one of hils nloces in marriage¢(2$)A8'tothe roacﬁion‘
of these threc men to this prbposal there seems to be
a varlation 1n the accounts of Pradt and Talleyrand.
The latter has summarlzed thelr reaction saying Lhat
they reported their conferences to those in. the confidence
of Ferdinand and adv;sed acceptlng Hapoleon‘s propoaa§?4>‘
On the stherzhand, Pradt has recorded that the Spanish

were very dlspleased with Napolcon's plans According to
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~ him, Nepoleon, wishing to repalr the shock whieh the
bluntness of his proposal had produced, called Pradi

on 24 Aprll and gave him instructions to confer with

M. Bscoiquizs Pradt has clalmed that he was absolutely
igndrant, as was everyone else, of what was at tho base
of the affalr which was being trented between Napoleon
and the court of Spain. IHe sald he dld not even under=-
stband what Napoleon’told him, for on thls occaslon, as
when the emperor named him to tho Imbassy of \iarsaw,
Napoleon spoke s0 vaguely, that of all that he sanld,
there remained in Pradt's mind dnly two things, first:
thét he must éée e Hscolqulz, ond second, that he nust
repalr the shock which the lmperial agent, Savary, had
produced on the Spanisha(QS)

+,i9The variations in the two accounts can probably
be éccounted for in this manner. The reactlion of
which Talleyrand spoke was probably the onec imuedlately
following the conferences with Napoleon who undoubtedly
presented his pr0posal in a mwost tactful manners Pradt
has told us of a 1ively wrangle which took place bo-
tween M. Cevalhos and General Savary which greatly dis-
pleased the Spanlardse The blitter and repugnant out-
comes of this wrangle probably extended to all the
members of the Spanish delegatlon and caused the alter=

ation in 0pinion‘of vhich Pradt spoke and with vhich



a1

Napoleon wished him to cope. R
Napoleon felt that Pradt would be éspéciéliy sulte

ed to conferring with Escoiquiz since they were both

priests and would have that common bond of interest.

Pradt went to Escoiquiz whom he‘fdund all boiling with

anger at the treatment of his prince. He then recited

to Pradt all the proposals which hed been made to
FFerdinand concernilng Etrurié which Pradt insiatéd were
entirely new to him, He said that he could do no more
than partalke of the sentiﬁents of‘Escoiqaiz portréyéd
by his ardent narration.  After having expressed to
Escolqulz all the grief ﬁhaﬁ,this adcéﬁht’haéAcaﬁsédﬂ
him to experilence he asked him who nad edvised him to
come to Bayonns, and how he intended to work out of
thoﬁpresent situation. Hscoiqulz frankly admitted nis
ovn reéponsibility for the journej and said}hé did not
mow how to find a way outb and Pradt sympathéticélly,
added "nor did I". He frankl& admitted thst he ﬁas
useless in persuading Escoiquiz to abcept Etrdria in
compensation for the Spanish crowvn. Napoleon, Pradt
sald, was very anxious to hear the outcome of this
conference with Escoiquiz and asked that’he glve him

an immediate account of it.(zs)ln this acéount it 1s
probable that Pradt intimated to Napoleon the futility
of trying to get Ferdinand to accept hia pr0posal‘by |
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meanS‘of the prOCGdure being used but it is very unlike-
1y that he repdrted the sympathies he had felt for s~
coiquiz, else, without doubt, he would have been dls-
missed immediately from the negotiations. Iliany timos
a day, Pradt has reported, Napoleon sent to look for
,him and addressed him to Escoiquiz, from whom he al-
ways returned bringing thé shmé hurvest:1compla1nts and
refusals.(27) . |

Don Covalhos, as explained above, had become 80
- adverse to Napoleon's plans that he proposed to the
Spanish group that they.refuae all verbal commnunication
and that they resort to written notese . Don Infantado
and Escoiqulz were uppointéd to inform Nap?leon of this
decision t0 name a formal plenipotentiary. 28)anoleon
had previously had a conference with(CGVthos vhlch
proved to be quite a lively wranglos zé)uis viords ap=-
pearéd t0 produce no effect so he willingly agreaed to
the proposal o turn to formnl negotlatlons and appolnted
Champagny, his minister of foreign relations, whereas
the Spanish corps named Labrador as thelr agent. <The
outcomes of tnisVarrangement wore just as wvalne ‘The
two plenipotentiaries had a conference at which Chame
pagny demanded a8 a preliminary act tho cession of the

Spanish crown. Labrador replled that he did not have

povier to comply with the request and the conference
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broke ups Before“the final breakup'Pradb waé’seht on
the same sort of mission to. Labrador as formerly to ’
EacoiQuiz and experienced the same results.(SO)

lNot belng able to obtain the consent of Ferdinand
to exchange hils throne for that of Ltruria Napoleon det&mﬂned
to use more drastic means to bring about the dasirad
results. Ile began by questioning the valldlty of the
abdioatlon which Charles IV had retracted at the sug-
gestion of Napoleon!'s agent, lurats ﬁe fhdught'that
by weakenlng Ferdinand's rights to possesslon of the
crown he mlght lead him to surrender it¢ Working thrclgh
Murat uho was st1ll at Madwid he found 1t easy to lnduce
Churles IV, Marie Louisa and Godoy to cOme to BaJOnne-;
The Prince of Peace, Godoy, arrived on 26 April and ‘
Napoleon had 8 long conversation with him. W \ ' :

Finally on 29 April the emperor declded to resdrﬁ |
to a throats He called Don Escbiqdiz ﬁo him and ﬁoi&l\
nim that 1f Ferdinand dld not renounce the throne b&_.i
11:00 Pe He of that day he would treat with Charles IV
who was expected to arrive on the mdrr5wa‘ Esc&iquiz
went back to the Spanish councll ﬁith this’ultimatum
but did not return with a reply until the next dey
when Napoleon informed him that 1t was 00 iaue.(Sl)

Charles IV and laria Louisa arrived at Baynnne

(32)
about four o'clock on the afternoon of 30 April.
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At five o'clock the Emperor made them a vislt which
Jasted for two hours.(sg)On 2 lay Charles reclalmed

the throne from Ferdinand on the grounds. that he hnd
been forcad to abdicate.(54)As the king and queen dined
at the. cnateau of Warrac the next day Hepoleon discussed
‘with them the arrangement which he desired.(SS)Churlea IV
| quickly fell into 1ine and on 5 Mny signed a treaty
ceding hls ribhts to the throne to Napoleon.(56)Ferd1nand,
unaware of this treaty, was warned that 1t was his duty
to renounce the crown in favor of hls fabhor. lle pro-
posed that.he do it at Madrld hoping that by returning
}aguin to Spanish soil he might be able to assert his
soveroign rights.(sv)ﬁe vas, hovever, faced with such
serious threata.th&ﬁ, on 6 May, he rendered back the
crown, unreservedly, td his father nftef several dis-
graceful family sceness On 10 May Ferdinand adhored

to the treaty signed by his father on 5 May and Napole-
on'é purpose was accomplished. The Bourbons were re-
moved from the throne of Spaine

. ~Thus far we have taken accomnt of Pradt in tho
Spanhish negotiations in the capaclty of = go-betweon
for Napoleon with the task of cajoling the representa-
 tivés of Ferdinand, especially Iscoiquiz and Labrador.
ﬁThe'Situation in which Pradt. found himself on this

occasion is typlcal of the embarrassing positions i1n
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vhich he invariably found himself during the remaindar

of hls services for Napoleon. &8 on the occasion of

the conference wilth Escoiquiz, he always weﬁt enthusi-
aatibnlly to perform hls duty, only to discoVer before,\
ho had finished that he was engeged in a cause diamet?ié*y
ally opposed to his own sympathiess Lackinv a sincerety
of purpose Pradt was unable t0 succeed in the ‘task age
signed to him at Bayonnes However, 1t is doubtful whether '
the porsuasive powers of anyone, no- mattar how sincere, -
‘could have produced an effect upon Perdinand.} Napoleon
fully realized the difficulties of the aituatﬁon and a
appreclated to the ﬂallést extent the efforts put forth
by the Abbe de Ppadt whom he generously rewafded w1th én
cecleslastlecal promotion. dn 12 Hey 1808; wo‘days'aftér.
the completion of negotiations with the Spanish Bourbons,
Pradt vias named Archbishop of ﬁalineSe(QB)

The esteom with which Napoleon regarded the ser~v
vices of Pradt at the time of these Spanish negotiations
is also made clear by an order lssued from Bayonne to
Bigot de Preameneu, minlster of cults, on 11 MNay 1808°
It wes in reply to a request of Blgot for,Napoleon to
propose to him a means of corresponding with the court
of Home without tho intervention of the legation vhich
had just been suppressed. Hapoleon, feeling that Pradt's

ndvice on such a question would be more Valuable than
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‘ 'his_oen~o§&efed.B1got to ask ﬁtheeBishOp of Poitlers
to make e~ﬁeﬁofandum'on this question: Vhat mesns are
eethere'of haﬁing'any edmﬁﬁnication with the Court of

', Rome as to what has happened concerning the coneordat,
Athat is to 8ay,bhe institution of bishops-~----?"(39)
‘Thiseee#ves as‘d6ﬁb1e evidehce,‘first, that Pradt was

4  1ocated aﬁ'Bayonne‘at that time and second, that he

. was being used in confldentinl communicatiqns on church

| ;mattere., 7~“Y’

There still remaine one phase of Pradtfs services
in the negotiations at Bayonne which has not boen
}. touched upon.v Napoleon, 1n disp031ng of the Spanish -

'”situation, necessarily hed to consider the Spanien

' ,colonies in America and the effect vhich any dlsposi-

. tion that he might meke of Spain would have upon thems

- AS we have already seen Pradt made a study of colonies

and published his. treatise on them in 1802. It may be
that Hapoleon called Pradt into his counsel with the
videa that he could give good advice on the colonial
aepect of the problem. At any rate, Pradt did offer
Just such advice. -

| In his Memoirs Pradt has told how the question
Ve~fof the independence of the Spanish coloniee had often

 }occup1ed him,previous to this(period. He folt that

‘the moment when this preject corld be reallized had
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arrived. He also thought‘it appropriate to turﬁlﬁhe“
mind of Napoleon toward.aﬁother object than that of
removlnb the Bourbons to Etrurla 80 he went to him and
advised that 1f he wished Spain he should place great
barrlers between himaelf and the Bourbons., He should
keop the 0ld Uorld for himself and have the Bourbons :
%morica and Peru, Napoleon, says Pradt,'at first a~
graod to such a solution but afte a few moments of
conaideration ‘suddenly changed his mind and said that
ho had two ships in this country (Amgrlca) and that ha \
must have hiaApnrt.(4O)"The waalth, the immense oossm—lﬁ
bilitiea of Mexlco dnd Peru wera subjects, indeed,
qpprOpriate to inflame hils 1magination. (Ql)One evenihg'
upon returning to his garden at Harrac, after a. confer~v“
ence with Charles IV, larls LOulsa, Ferdlnand and Godoy,
(probably the conference of 5 May) Napqleon'assented:_u

het there was emong these persons only one man of |
genlus end that was Godoy vho wented 0 take_Chariea v
and Marla Loulsa to America, (not as sovereigns,‘of
course).‘ "And thereupon he spoke or rather poetized,
ho ossianized for a long timo on the immensities of
the thrones of Mexico’and Peru, on the grandeur of the
soverelgns who‘would possess them,.on'the results that

these establishments would have ﬁor the universea~¥-e1n '
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no cireumstance have I seen him develop such w?algh
‘ 42

of imaginatién-and language. He was sublime."”

- In short, Pradt's advice oan the questlion of coloniles
was‘weicomed if we acécept his ‘statement but was not al-
- lowed to'take'root'and produce resulis.

Napoleon and.his corﬁa of advlisors remained at
Bayoane until 21 July 1808. During this interval fol-
ldwiﬁg‘lo May tho Spanish Junta had met ond drawnm up
a-constitution“and Joseph had arrived safely at Madrid.
anoiedn‘thentwent back to Paris accompanied by his
Gpand Almoner, Pradt, who sald mass f?r him at noonday
when they stopped at Auch on 24 July. 4S)They went bacle
40 Paris by way of Toulouse, Montaubun, and Bordeaux,
arriving;ét their destination on 14 Auguste.

On 22 September 1808 Napoleon departed from Saint
Oloud for his trip to Erfurt to see the Tsar, Alex-
ander I. Vhether or not fhe emporor took his firsat
chaplein with him'pn this trip we do not know. Ie ro=
_turned from Erfurt on 18 October and 1t was not long
until he left Paris again for an expedition this time
into Spain.' Departing on 29 October he took the route
through Bordeaux, Bayonne and Vitorie énd arrived at
Burgos 11 November. Heanwhile Napoleon had sont word
for Pz’édt to jd-m him which he did at Burgos 15 ilo-

- (44)
vember 1808s  From there on to Hadrid Pradt followed



closély behind Napoleon and‘his trOOps; ahd waé‘within
watehing distance of the evcounter which took place
between the Spanish and the French at bomma-Sierra
Pass on 30 Novembers quoleon arrived bofore the cityF
of ladrid on‘2 December and forced the eity to capitu-
late on the second day ufter. Pradt ppobablj’enterad
the clty soon after its caéitulatioﬁfgnd renained there
untll 15 or 16 Jonuanry whille Napoleon spent his ﬁimé
travoling about reviewing troops'and'gaihing first hand
information concerning the situution.i it is prébable
that Napoleon left Pradt in Madrid to obsérve conditions
there in order that he might report them to hima"Prédt's‘
notes on his sojourh there nre very scant. HQ evidently
assoclated with churchmen while there and was urged.by
a venerable Spanish ecclesiast, chief of adminiﬁtfation
of hospltals of the c%ty, to take to Hapoleon an account
of thelr destitution. +9) -

after a trip to Benevente Hupoleon arrived at Val~
1ladolid, 6 January. There he awaited the arrival of
a deputation on 16 January, preceding its arrival by
nbout three hours. As soon &as dapoleon learned of his
presence he called him and questioned him on what was
happening at Madrid. Pradt did not disguise the dls-

.. (46)
content which he found there.



Vapoleon waes very impatleﬁt now to depart for
France since he had recéived news of the arming of
1Austria and of the intrigues of Fouche and Talleyrande
He mountedya horse the next day, went to Burgos and
fram there on‘to Parils withoﬁt stopping. Pradt re-
turhed to France ot the same time and began to make
preparations to take up his new dutles as Archbishop

: -{47) o
of Malines, '
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‘ Chapter II

Part II, Later Services (1809-1812)

In order to understand the positlon of Pradt at o
the time he went to hls dolcese of iallnes it wlll be.
neceossary filrst to understand the relationshipskwhlehk -
exlsted in the spring of 1809 between Napbleon and the
Popes. The journey of the Pope to Parls, as has‘been
polnted oat, resulted in straining the good feelings
viilich had formerly existed bebtwcen -the‘tﬁo soverelgns.
In June of 1805 the Code Napoleon was extended to Italy
and since the code permitted divorce it was a direct
doflance of the authority of the Popes In November of
the same year French troops occupied the papai port of
inconne The Pope, of course, protested, to which Na-
poleon replied that he did not wish to’appfdpriate
Ancona but that 1ts occupation was necessary for the
protection of the Holy Sees. Further antagonism was
aroused 1n 1806 when Napoleon requeéted the Pope‘to
racognlze Joseph as king of Naples and also tb close
the ports of Rome to the English, neither of which
requests were grentede Finally on 2 February 1808
the ¥rench General Kiollls occupied the papal stated
and expelled the leapolitan cardlnals. The Popa's
tomporal authority was thus openly defied end a serious

break between him and Napolebn was then impendinge
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Hence, it is not surprising that wvhen the Pope
delivered the bulls of institutlon for the new Archbishop
of ualines, he omitted the nsme of Napoleon. Pradt was
del gated to the consistory on 27 March 1809 by the Pope
and the copies of the bulls weroe sent to the Minlster of
Cults at Paris.(l)Since they were not 1n accord with the
requlrements of the Concordat of 1801 the tiltle of the
mission was not delivered to Pradt. Napoleon had just
departed on’ 15 April to conduct his scecond campalgn in
‘Ausﬁria'so‘thaﬁ Pradt had no mesns of redress. lio had to
seh dut on 15 May for ialines wlthout hls bhulls of in-
étifutidﬁ. Without them he comld not be installed dbut
he aanunced to the vicars general of the diocoso that ho
was ready to exercise episcopal functions.(2 |

This course of actlon waé considereﬁ 8. very sorlous
offense by‘Napolebh who, during the waf of 1809 declared
Pradt gullty of high treason for having taken up his dutles
without his apprOVal.(S)It dld not talke long, howover,
for Pradt to prove his loyalty to the imperinl Govexn-
menﬁ. Soon after hils arrival in Halines he began to co-
operate with the police in chastising the priests suse
pected of indifferonce and of lukewarm loyalty to “apole§ﬁ3
vhen, by a decree of Februery 25, 1810, the Gallican
Articlés of 1682 were applied to all the churches of
Belgium, Pradt subscribed té them ®mpletely. Ile eclso

required the head of the professors of the semlnar to
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slign the Declaration and held the papers &t the dls~-
position of the procurer-genérai.(O)he reported certa*n>f
of the mayors who were connivlng with prlasts who did
not recognlze the Concdrdab.(s \ ,

This conduct on the part of Pradﬁ-was‘greatiy ap=
preciated ot Parls., On 7 Deqembaﬂ 1809 Bigou addressed
5} repOrt to Napoleon on the aifficulty with the clergy
in Bolgium, tut he excepted De Pradt.(7 mhrglgh Just"‘
such roports as this the archbishop was gradually'éble‘,
to work back into favor with Napolebngmf ‘ |

Pradt does not seem to have been very fond of his :
residence in lialines and at thé‘end of 1809 hé,securedvl
a leave to go to Paris. - In the early pars bf 1810’he
mado himself = candidnté for thé Sehate hbﬁihg to have
o better pretext for absence from his diocese, but he « -
did not succeed in his ambiﬁion.(a)buring his sojourn
in Parils, Pradt placed himself in intimate communiéatioﬁ]*
vwith officilals ofyﬁhé §6vernment and vas able to advise
them on the conduct of affairs in Belgium. iHe'communi-
cated to Fouche, minister of pollce, "his adhesion,
without reserve, to a project which provided for,re- “’
moval by the high police of four eccleslasts from tho,
eanton of unvre" o(g)uhen Fouohe‘was succeeded by

General Savary, the labber relied a great deal on the

advice of Pradt on affairs in Belglums Savary proposed



to divide the priests into fowr groups, placing ono of
the groups in the old senineries of France and putting
‘the others under guerd. He revealed 1# his report to
Hapoleoﬁ that he had consulted Pradt end that Pradt had
replied that he not only partook of the sentiments of
Savary, bub that he thought that public tranqulililty
would be assured only when they had removed frOm thelr
dioceses a great number of thesoc porturbers.(IO)Napolc~
on in reply to Savary's report ordered him "to arrost
these thirty priosts and to lmprison them ot Ilam nnd at
Bouillon. (11?Pradt obtained pardons for four prlosts
vwho were to be trezted in this mannero(lz)ln this we
" have evidence that Pradt's opinion was not only Influ-
encing Savary in hié direction of affaoirs but that Ha-
ﬁ poleon waé accepting his advice and issulng orders ac-
ycordiﬁgly. Trom the state of having been accused of
hiah treason he had worked enLirely back Into tho confle
dence of the Emperor. '
Pradt was in‘a gense the director of eccleslastlcal
affairs in Bcl sium durlng the year 1810, Bellmare in
, his report of the executxon of imperlal orders in Belgium
 'sa¢d that Lhe recognized chqracter of the srchbishop of
:ﬁalines and the: conﬁuct thet he followed in this clrcum=-
stance did not allow any suspicion of him.(ls) Agalin he
reported to Savury, concerning the cure de lioll, who had

ceased to0 say prayers for the Emperor, that "the archbishop
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of lalines, whom I have coﬁsulted‘§h this subjeét, has ~
been of tho opinion that this’priest shoﬁld be‘punished ‘ 
jmmediately, in order to prevent the effects and the |
contaglion of hils example.((;é)Prédﬁ also desired the |
éxtension,of vigorous meésures to the départment of'Dyle.'

Concorning the order of St. Francis in Belgium,

Pradt commnlcated saying that "he dld not know how to‘ '
say enough to His Excellency about the vulgquty of the
stubbormness of the members of this family." (%é)Sudh |
sentiments a8 these were cormon among Pradtts friends

of the police and of tho guard. ‘

Pradt stayed in Parils durigg‘the.early part of 1810
and must have roturned to his dlocese about the same time
that Napoleon departed with the Empress, Marie‘Loaise,~
for a trip through Bélgium. Incidents which‘occurred on
this trip give us evidencé that Pradb héld theyfirSt
position among the clergy of Belgiumo Napoleon left
Paris on 27 April, 1810 and passing through Complegne -
and Cambral reached Antwerp on. 1 May. The next day, for
the Fmperor's benefit, the Priedl&nd, a_vessel of 80
canon, the first of 1ts kind to bo constructed on tho
banks of the ucheldt, was launched with great ceromony.u :
Pradt played a promincnt role in the procedure of the day.,f

"t 2:45 PolMs (Of the 2 May)vTheir‘Majesties aqcomw'f‘
penied by the King end Queen of_weétphalié'arrivéd‘at,'

the ersenal with all of thelr coﬁrt.ftThe minister of



the corps énd the merine, the vice~admiral liissiessy,
commander‘of the squadrdn and the Councllor of State,
lalonet, fofmer maritime profect, recelved Thelr lla=-
jesties on thelr desceat from thelr carriage, to tho
’ :sound ofvmusic and reiterated dlscharges from all the
vessels anchored before the cit&. A rich pavillion‘hud
_been raised on the platform to the extreme right of the
- moorings. Thelr Majesties sat there;wiﬁh the King and
Queen of Westphalia.‘ The Archbishop of‘Maiines, at tho
~head of hils élergy; aftér having presented thom the loly
watér, said the benediction offbhia vessel vhich, in
the’meantime had been sepafated from all its anchors,
‘no 1oﬁger‘reposad‘in its qradle, and held only by the
1ashings’placad in’front, bégan to enﬁéf'the water by
the stern. M. Sane, inspector general of the maritlme
engineeriﬁg corps directed all the separations vihich
were executoed, with order and perfect preclsionesse
The ropes were cut in an instant by blows of tho hutochet
and at precisely three otclock, the vessel launched from
" her moorings and entered majestically on the floods to
the noise and acclamations of the spectators.“(lc)

Pradt probably followed Napoleon rather closely
through Belgiume. It is likely that he was present at
the three addresses which Napoleon delivered to the

clergy of Belglum on varlous occasions. He addressed



&7

‘ .

L (17)
thenm at sntwerp sometims be¢ore his departure on 6 May e«
On the samo day, after his arr1Va1 at Bredaabout three
o'clock in the afternoon, he hqd a turbulent scenevwith
tho Catholic clorgy who come 0 greet him.(lB)Late%-in
the month whlle at Laeken he agnin addressed the cler sy
in much the same strain as at nntwerp, telling them that
he wanted the reliﬂion of the Gallloan Cburch.(l?)lt is
likoly thﬂt Pradt, as heqd of the clergy in Belgiuﬁ,
arranged for thede meetings. »

The cllmax of the whole trip for Pradt and thwt in-
cldent wvhlch shows conclusively that he had agaln galned
tﬁe févor”and confldence‘ofiwapoieoh océurrad atZOStend‘
on 20 Haye. On that day the Umperor 1ssued a decree
naning the ﬁrohbishop of Malines an Officer of the Legion R
of Honore. 2O)Shortlv after he we s named chamborla*n and
first chaﬁlain of Hap0190p521)The raconciliat‘on vas thus
completed and 1t was not long before Pradt viag aga*n taken
into the active services of hapoleon, this time bemng |
sent on o wission to the Pope at Savona to regulate some
dlscordsnces of opinion betwoen him and the Emperors N

Thus far we have oObserved the nrogress of the quar~‘
rel between the Emperof end the Pope up to‘F@bruary¢of-
1808 when General lilollls occupled the Papal~states. ’To
understond Pradf's mlsslon to ﬁhe-Pope 1n‘1811 it isA

necessery to follow through the relationships in the
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time intervening. The Popé, finding himself surrounded
by'French‘trbOps sent‘out protesty and forbade the bLishops
| of the Legations vhich had been gselzed to take the oath
| to‘the Bmperor. ﬁfter th victorios in Bavaria in April
of 1809, Nepoleon replied by issuing tvo deorees on 17 May
divaéting the Pope of his temporal power and declaring
thenpapal states a part of the territory of the lmpilre.
All protosts failing, the Pope resorted to his final
weapon snd on 10 June issued the bdbull of excommuniéation
agalinst the aﬁthors, favorérs, and executors of tho acts
of vioience against him and the Holy See, not mention-
ing any names, but of course‘aiming 1t nt Napoleon. The
ﬂmperdr.ﬁhen sent instructions to Joseph, king of liaples
: ﬁo arresth Ehé Pope 1f he preached rebellion. He sent a
second note to Marat telling him to use no more loniency,
;that the Pope vas a dangerous fool and must be locked ué?z)
On 6 July 1809 the Pope was arrested in the wulrinal and
. éarﬁied off to Savbna. Cardinal gacca, the papal secro-
‘tary, Waé taken to Fenestrella.(MS)Napoleon afterwards
ordered the cardinaisg the gonerals of the varlous orders,
the Papal court and the archlves to be transfarred to
Paris where he 1ntended to summon the Pope.

ot knowing how to advance any further, Hapoleon
,'decided +0 summon an ecclesiastical commiss1on made up

"of Fesch, Maury, ﬁmery and others to advise the govern=-

ment on the cquestions at issue. In 1ts advice it denled



the arbitrary power of the papacy in church affairs and
distlingulshed between the splritual and thé temporal
pover of the Popes Since the quc&rdat’waé a contradt
betveen Plus VII and Hapoloon, Pius VII was bound %0
obey 1t in splte of the annexut?on of @pme.‘ The com= -
mlssion demanded the 1ib0rtg of ﬁhe POpe, pretested cer-u
taln organlec articles and claimod thap a‘general counq;l |
only undor‘the presidency of the Popé cduld treat_mattérs
of nll Christendoms | - “ o v
This advice did not satisfy the Emperor so he dis? ¢ ‘
missed the commiésicn‘in Junuaryk1810a Hé ﬁhen’underé‘
toolt to regulate the doctrine of the Church by a Senatus |
Consultwa lssued 17 Fébruary 18104 JIt}deelared‘thé an=
nexatlon of liome as a free imperial city, guaranteed k
the Pope an income of two willlon francs, declared that
spiritual power could not be exarcised by a foreign power.;
within the Empire, énd that the future Popes, on election;
must swear not to contravene the Galllcan Articles of
1692 hereby declared common to all the churches of the
Emplree. These articloakestablished‘thé independence of
the French crowmn of sny foreign ecclesiastlcal povier, |
the falllblllity of the Pope in matters of falth, end
the supérioriﬁy of the councils over the papacy as af-
firmed by the Council of Constances The Emperor in
thls way mesnt to depend upon a' council of churches tél

conquer the resistance of the Pope; In Italy the
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bishops and priests refusing to adhere to these articles
were tolbe seht to Corsicas.

‘Wheﬁ the\chancery, ocreated by Nepoleon, nullified
his marriage with Josephine, and approved the one with
larie Louise, Plus VII refused to give his sanction, in

‘ COnsequehce of which thifteen cardinals refused to nt-
teﬁd the ecclesiast;cal‘ceremony. Napoleon transported
'thése cardinals to varlous provincial towns and made
them dependent upon cherity. They were also deprived of
theiﬁ’official robes and were thereafter known as the
black cardinalss ~Piusvﬁould not consent to the in-
vestitura of any bishops,appointe@ according to the
terms. of the Concordat npr ﬁould he make any concessions
untii his‘libert& was granted. Napoleon deprived him
of 811l hls advisors and toward’the end of 1810 deprived
him of all means of 6ommunicapion~by letterse

gEérly in 1811 Napoieoﬁ again began to feel the need
of advice‘on church affairs and Pradt as usual was lookod
to for counsels On 5 Januéry 1811, Napoleon, wishing
to sound out a few bishops before the meeting of the
national council, instructed Count Bigot de Preameneu
to address to them a series of four questions for their
reéponse. Prodt was among the seven blshops who were
interrogateda(24)Their opinions were asked as to whether

the}POpe had a right to excommunicate sovereligns and
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thelr ministers for temporal,objécﬁé, as to what means
should be used for institutipg‘bishops in case the Pope
violated the Concqrdat,'gnd as to other matters requiringv
a technicnl knowledge of}churchfhistOry.i R | |
Napoleon soughﬁ further adviée!ffom an ecclesiasti-
cal commission, simllar to the commissibn of 1809, which
he summoned in January of‘lallo To;this body he apﬁointed'
Cardinals Fesch, ilaury, Caselli; the Archbiéhop of Tours
and alines; the bishop of Nantes, Trevas, Evroux, dnd ;
Abbe Emery.(QS)mhére was & slight variation in the per=
gonnel of this commission as recorded by Télleyfand 1h‘
his Memoirs and the above personnel which was Pecorded
by Pradts. Talleyrand omitted the neme of the Archbishop
of lialines and included the Bilshop of Ghents It 1s'ﬁuchi
more 1likely that Pradt's account was thé more accurate
accounts fTalleyrend had by this time failen out of favor
with Nepoleon and had been dlsmissed from‘all offidial
connectlion with the Imperial government so that his |
Imovledge of affalrs at thls time nad o be~gathered‘
indirectlys On the other hand, Pradt was being confi~
dentially consulted at this time as we have seen by
the questilonnaire sent out by Wapoleons Furthermore,
the subjects treated in the’questionnaire were very
ailmilar to those discussed by the commiséion and 1t

18 likoly that Pradt, being included in the forner, was



cclled to the latter for consultation. It 1s obvious
that Pradt's knowledge of affaira was galncd much moro
directly than vias that-of’Talleyrand. We must therofore
gccord thé‘Archbishop of lalincs his share of the credlt
vhich is due thils commlssion for influoncing end shaping
lepoleonts eccleslastical policy.
The principal 6§3épts of the cormission swmoned

by Hapoleon were to prevent the interdiction of com=-
munications with the,nge, to propuse a new means of
canonic instiﬁut;on, ﬁq'return ?gg)Pope to liberty and to
~ end the afflictlng dissenslous, licotings viero hold
until‘thé end of March and’the conclusion reachod wvas
that dlocesan bishops were capable of granting dlspene-
‘sotionse. It suggested, if the Pope refused-to instituto
bishops, that they should roturn to the Pragmatlc Sanction
of 1438 andvit advocated a National Council of Churches
rather than a Géneral Roman Cetholic council.(QV)

' Napoleon then declded to swmmon a national council
but,beforé doing so he wished to make & fincl effort to
galn the Pope'sysanction of the Scnatus Consulbtum of
17 Februsry 1810. In ipril 1811, he sent one Italisn
bishop and threec French bishops to Savona t0 announce
to the Pope that a llatlonal Councll was belng convened

on'9 June, 2nd to expose to him the measures that the

Churech of France would be likely to teke 1n accordance
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wlth former precedents. They weré to 1nform4him thet
Napoleon vould consent to mainteining thé Concordat of
1801, providing the Pope would confirm the‘bishbps ai~
ready nominnted sund would sgree in the futﬁre that ﬁhev
confirmations should be made by the archblshops in}casé'
he should not have confirmed them in three'monﬁhs. The
pope might return to Rome as head of thebdathniic re-~ |
ligion in cage he should consont to the proposed modi-
fleations in the Concordat;"neswas to be offered two
mllllion franecs a year ahd all wad to be‘on condition
thnt he pramise to ﬂo\ﬁothingACOnﬁrary:to ﬁhe ﬂrﬁiCle5f
of 1682.‘28) R 5 _ | |

This deputation, sont wlth the understanding that
1t roburn before the o?ehiﬁg‘of the counoil,iarrived at
Savona on 9 lMay. The'Pope annoﬁnced the 1mpos§ibility'
of gilving bulls oxr of‘pérforming any‘othéﬁkfunctions
vithout counsel and the necessary mnterial for these
acts. Ho sold he would welcome conciliation.aélsoon és
he should be glven his‘liberéﬁ. Fogotlations continued
for ten days and on 19 May thoe Pope finally gave his
consent to tho following propoSitions? '

1. That he would accord canonical Institution of bishops
end archbishops nominated by the Emperor in the form-agreéd
upon in the Concordats with Fwﬂnée and Italye. |

2¢ That he would extend the same conditions in»Concordéts

with Tuscany, Parma and Plalsances
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3; That archbishOps should glve confirmation after
ix months unless the candidate be unworthy.
4+ That he earnestly hOped for the restopation of
' liberty, independence end dignity to the Holy See and
peace to the Ohurch-(gg)

Although the Pope eonsented to these propositlons,
Ahe did not g1Ve hls formal signature so that the agree=-
ment was not at all definitives lowever, he gracliously
' accorded all that was asked of him except that he
"changed the three mqnﬁh period for confirmation to six
mﬁnths.  He did not object to the convening of the Coun=-
cil; he OOnsented to sign the first article of the four
propositions of the clergy of 1C82 and opposed the otheors
_only because of objections to form which would be easy
‘to correct, he renounced all hope of returning to iomne
end he did"not insidt on the bull of excommunication of
Auapolebn.(OO)The bishops returned to France ccnyinced
that if the Pope were given more liberty and good advice
he)might‘be peréuaded to‘make further concessions.

- The National Coancil of Churches vas called for

9 June in the Cethedral of‘Notre Dame at Paris but be-
cauée of the baptism of the King of Rome 1t did not open
'untilllv June. The chief object of the Councll was to
' fegularize the mode of canonic institutlon. 'There viere

over onc hundred bishops present from France, Italy and



Germanye Searcely had thé 6ouncil convenad'than Na-' 
poleon discovered that its cempur was very much qif-
ferent than he had anticipated.; He had counbed strongly
on £h0 attachmont of the clergy bup‘he found that they
were very much devoﬁed'to Pilus VII, Pradt has attribused
Hupoleon's failure ﬁo sécure‘the‘sﬁppdrt of the clergy

to his absolute silence’on the'aﬂfairs of the Church.‘

lio suggested and 1t seems very probable, thal 1f Napolaon
had precedod the calling of the Council bv the successive~
publication oi the acts pf Lhe Pope, of his oun and of
thode of tho commission‘whinh had secured such d@sirabla
resulua he might have quleted much of tho fermenb uroused ‘
by tho captlvity of the Pope.(dl)The attltude of i"h@ clergy
wus soon made knovn to Napoleon by tne oath of f;delxty
which they took to Plus VII. On 5 July the Council de-
clared that nothing could bo done unless the Popo héd
glven hls consent to the convocation of such a bodyoand
appolnted a commission to learn of his intentions, | ha»
poleon sent a message saylng that the Pope had ag°eed to |
tiie lmperorts demands but the message wag dabxously acgw~
copteds On the nlght of the 9uh or 10th lay the»com—~
mission, delegated by the Council to investigate, reported
that the Councll was Incompetent to. Tule on the adqpuion
of tho mode of 1nstitution.(5§)xhls was equiValent to the

dissolutlion of the Council since its purpose for meetxng
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was ruled oule
Napoleon, very much asngered, ordered tho Councll

to be dismlssed and imprlsoned three of tho most prominent
loadors eb Vincenhes, the blshops of Ghent, Troyes, and
vournal. He then sumoned individually those nombors of
the Councll venaining in Paris aﬁd during the tvo suc~
ceoding weeks, with the support of the lilnlstor of Public
uorship~and'tho llinister of Police, ne converted theso
prelates-to his oun pdint oflview and recoived thelr np-
" probation of a decree which he was going to proposcs On
- 5 august he called the Council for thé second time 1n
order thet the decree might be sent to the Topo in 1t
name. This time epproval wus glven to llapoleon's pro-
positioﬁs;
- 1o That the Council was competent to rule on the in-
stltution of bishops in case of necessitye

2. That aréhbishoprics and bishoprics were not to ro-
main vacant for more then a year, during vhich tine
nominetlon, confirmation and comnsecration ought to tuke
placee
" S« That nominatlon should be by the Emperor snd canonice
al confirmation by the Pope for the vacent sees, in uc-
cordance with the Concordalse

4. That the Pope should‘give confirmation within six

months.
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5, That six months havlng;expirad, cqnfirmation}shaxld«
be glven by the archblshop or the eldest biéhbp.in‘the
provincea | ‘ B |

&8s That the present dscree should be submitted to the
approbation of the Popa and to this effect the Imparor.
was bheseechod 4o permiu a deputation of six bisi s to
go to His Hollness to beseocn him to confirm the decw@nxﬁ
whieh alone could put an end to the misfortunes of thﬂ
churches of France and. Italyc(SQ) v

I% was through this 1uttor provision thab Pradt
again eame inbto prominence in the course of.those ne- ’
gotiatlons wilth tho Popes on 19 Agast the eighty-fﬁve ,
bishops of the scecond councll signed a 1etter to the |
Pope in which they asked him to confirm the docrees
They then named hiné deputicskto carry 1% to him at.
Savonnt the archblshops of quﬁnes,‘PaVia and Tburs; thé'
bishops of Evreux, Nantes, Trevos, Plaisance, Faenza and
Foltre'(SO)The Pope had clamnad to the first-depuuation
that his motive for refusing to grant the‘builskwaa that
he had heen deprived of all council, 8o, to,remoﬁe this
comnlaint, flve cardlnals voere sent o him,SBéyaﬁne,yﬁuffo,
Roverello, Dagnani, Doria nnd‘the Archbiéhop of Edeésa, |
chaplain of the Popeo‘

This deputation presented the appearance of belng

sent by the Council bﬁt 1% was actﬁally.chosen and
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instructed by Napoleons On 16 Augast he commnicated
a note}to Bigot, minister of public worship, in which
he‘géve the composition of the group to be sent to
Savonste Iﬁ this commnlcation he mentloned only six
‘peréons, the archbishops of iialines, Tours; the blshopa
of Wantes, Feltre, Plaisance and the patriarch of Venlae.
He ordered Bigot to cali‘théﬁ togethor to dilscusa theao
questions: |
"1, How the Pope ought to glve his approbation to the
decree of the Council.
"o, That the decroe of the Council talkes in all tho
" bighops of the Impire, even tho Bishop of Romos"
He told him to have a conferonce that same day and to
. presaht to ﬁhe Imperor on the basls of this dlscusslon
a project of instructions to the deputatlon, in ordor
nat it might depart not later than tho 18 Augnst.(ae)
In a letter of the next day, 17 August, Napolocon
Instructed Blgot to eall the députies for Savona togoether
to give them thelr instructlons. Ilie sald he desirod
that if the Pope approved the decree of the Councll they
‘should remain at Savona to serve as a councll in lator
affairs and arrangementss If the Pope refused his ap=
proval, they were %o.return to Paris.(37)From thils note

we can see that Napoleon dld not choose this delegation

merely as messengers to the Pope bearing the decree
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but he chose them as diplomatic agents who should remain
in the service until the final peace with the Church
should be attained. It is significant that Pradt who
had previously been used in diplomatic negotiations
with Spain should egain be celled 1nto the services of
Napoleon as an envoy to the Pope. ’ “‘“

In a supplementary note Napoleon 1nstructed Bigot
to increase the slze of the deputation to nine bishope
Instead of six 1n order to give it a more solemn appeer~“
ance‘ The bishops of Treves, Paris and Lvreux were to
be added to the six origlnal appointeee.(os)’ |

| ‘The deputies arrived in Savona toward ehe‘enc:of"

August and conferences with the Pope vere commenced on -
1 September. 1n order to understand the outcomes of
the negotiations 1t 1s first necessury to take into ec~i
count the 1nstruot10ns given by Napoleon. The deputies .
were to secure the unreserved apprOVal of the POpe of
the decree, which was to extend to all the bishOps of
the Empire. Ho reservatIOns bv the POpe were to be
aceepted except for the bishopric of Rome.- The con=~
cordat was declared null and voids As soon as the Pope‘
should approve the decree the deputies were to come to
an understending as to the bounderies of ﬁome which was
not to consist of more than 100,000 soulse ,

By 20 September all the difficulties had been |
settled and the Pope asgreed to the six articles of‘the"
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decres. He inserted them in a brief of that date which
he addressed to the bishops ftwith expreasions full of
fpaternal tenderness and without the least retraction,
HeArecalled in the preamble, with touching gratitude,
-that God had permitted that, wlth the consent of hils
Very dear son, Napoleon I, Emperor of the French and
King of Italy, fou: bishops should come to visit him
and to pray him to provide for the churches of France
and Italyesoosto spékevof the nffection with whilch he
héd recaived‘bheﬁ, end wish real joy of the manner in
which'they had reported his vliews and hié intentions.
He announced that after a new authorization from his
‘very dear son Napoieon Ieesssfive cardinals and the

« archbiéhOp,'his‘enaplain, had returmed to him, and
that eight deputies (Feltre dled on the way), while
informing him that a general assembly of the clergy
had been held at Paris, 5 august, had delivered to him
a‘letter which related what had passed in this assembly,
and which was signed by & large number of cardinals,
archbishops and bishops, and that finally they had
begged of him, in sﬁitable terms -to approve anew the
f;ve articles he had previously approvede.

| tThe pOpé after having heard the five cardinals
and hié chhplain, the Archbishop of Edessa, confirmed

all the acts they presented to him. He added, only in
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brief, that the archbilshops or the.oldest bishops, _‘
vhen they should have to proceed with ﬁhe‘ccnfirmation,
should give the custdmary-information;' exact the pro-
fossion of faith, and oonfﬂrm in the name of the
soverelgn Pontiff, end that they should transmit to him
the authentic papers stating t?at these formalities had‘
been feithfully ﬁOGOmpliBh@dc %)

The deputy bilshops returned this brief to Napoleon
feeling that they had achleved a great victory but he
refused to accept it. He sald that it savored of the
language of the Gregorys and the Bonifaces and it dld
not explicltly extend the Frznch method of appointing
bishops to the papal stnte“,o)'ﬁe was offended at the
felicitations and pralses that the Pope addressed to
the bishops for thelr conduct and séntimenﬁs; On reading
a phrase which testified that the bishops had shown, as
vins proper, toward him and toward the Roman Church, which
13 the mother and the mistress of all the other churches,
a true obedience's.s.Napoleon could not control himSelf
any longer. He was offended at the words mistress and
obedience.(él)ﬁe further criticlzed the brief for lack
of mention of the Council and because it fell short of
the prescribed instructions.

Pradt has defended the action of the deputation

in accepting the brief on the grounds that the instructions
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touched so many poilnts thsﬁ prudence prompted them to
avolds The? considered‘themselves fortunate to scecure
the reinstatement of the Concordat and the granting of
the bulls. T "hey estimated that further questions on the
episcopal soats of home and the states of the Pope and
on the new sojourn of the po?zé)should be decided bo-
tween the Pope and Napoleon.:

VWithout any public notlce 1t was spread abroad
that”negétiations had been broken off with the Pope.
‘The blshops were not called together to be informed of
this but the news was sent to them in theilr dlocoses
‘telling them that, by fault of the Pope, negotlatlons
had ﬁeen broken off.

On 30 September Napoleon instructed Bigot to ordor
the bishOp_deputies at Savona to retum bringing with
thom the institution of all the bishops nasmed in the
‘vacant seats. He desired that they be In Perls upon his
arrival in order that he might give them instructions
(onﬂtheir next duties.(4O)Pradt, in the mesntime, before
the Pope hsd been informed of Nepoleon's scorn for his
brief, secured from the Pontiff a correctlion in his

owvn bulls for Malines on vhich Nepoleon's name hsd been
."omitted and also secured the delivery of bulls to the
. nominated bishops of Poitiers, Saint-Flour, d'Asti and

~ Lieges The Pope did this with graclious compliance as
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thouvh all controversy were at an ends -

For some reason whlch is diffieult to explain‘ B
Napoleon revoked thils first order for the reuurn of the |
blshops from Savona. It may bo that he still had ln ;
mind a goneral arrangement of the affalrs of the church :
and the Pope and thought that this deputation uculd be
useful. He also refused to make ?se of the bulls which
wore glven to Pradt at this tlnes 45):  » .

The winter of 1811-12 passed withbuﬁ any mafked‘
changes in the religious ordera In the sprlnv the
blshops, wlthout further orders from Napoleon began to
leave Savona and return to Paris. Pius VII vias again
reduced to captivity and 1n May 1812, to prevent the
British from carrying hin off, he was remOVQd to Fon~
tainebleau where he arrived on 19 June.v fhe next ne"\
gotiutions with the Pope, Napoleon undertook 1n persons

again Pradt had 6onscientiously undertaken'to per;"'w
form the services required of him by Napoloon onlv to '
find that, at best, his efforts had only served to ;j -
place him in aen embarrassing position. Thier;has refii
marked that "1t was not in our opinlon the charéotér of
the negotiators but the impossibllity of the success of
the mission which led to the check of the archbishOp.(és)
Napoleon by this time probably had‘in vlew the arrange-

ment for complete separatlon of church and state which
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he finally effected in the Concordat;of 1813 end ho
‘kwoﬁld have beén.ready to find feult with any arrange-
k'.menu thch mlght have been made on the basis of the
 decres of 5 iugust 1811,

Napoleon continued‘to}withhqld his approval of
Pradt's bulls of 1nst1tution and he had to return to
his diocese in the role of administratlng archblshop,
in fact, but subordinated in right to the vicars

- general.
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Chapter IIX

Part III. Pradbt, Ambassador to Wafsaw

Pradt was not forced to remain in this unfortunate
position in the archbishopr4¢ of Halinés fdr very 1ongQ
On the cve of the kussisan cqmpzign Hapoleon agaln de~'A fﬂ'
tormined that he could make use of Pradt's abllities
and o.ppointed him this time to a newly crostod and 1m-
portunt positlion In his dipJomatic service, ambassador““,-
to tho Grand Duchy of Warsaw. To accept a posltionvin‘
the department of state of the Empire in 1812 meantk
tuklng one's place in an excellently orgqnized svstem.
Napoleon had devoted a great denl of attention to the
reorgonlzation of hils ministerial,departments;in an
stteupt to make them more efficieﬁt.. The dep$ftment‘
of lixterlor Relatlons was at thls time under the di-
. rection of the Duke of Bassano. Hils duties were the
prescrvation and execution of all'treaties‘andvcon—
ventions, politicanl snd commercial, and correspondence
with the ambassadors, ministers, diplomntic and com~4‘
merclal agents, both of foreign powers to therEmperdr
of France and of the Emperor of Ffaﬁce to foreign
governmentse

For the purpose of carrylng on these functlons |
the service was organized into divisionsfl?a politicéi,

division of the North, headed by Besnardiere, for
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kéeping up the political correspondence of England,
‘Holland,‘the'donfederation of the hhlne, the courts of
Vienna end Eerlih, Denmark, Sweden and lussla; e politi-
cal division of the:Soﬁth; hoaded by ifonx, for kooping
up:the'pnlitical'correspondence with Spaln, Portugel,-
Switzerlend, the courts of the Itallan atates, thé ot~
;toqan Porte, the States of Persian and the Unlted States;
6 division of commerciel rolatlons, headed by Donmark,
»tcﬁhandlé such relationa in EFurope, Amerlca, the levant
snd the Bnrbary states, to settle controversies over
prizes, to legalize documents presented to the departe
ment; and to 1lssue passporbts and informatlon; a divislon
of archives, under the direction of d'llsuterive with the
t1tle of Counclllor of State to take cave of the collooction
of ﬁreaties,‘manifestos, decleratlons, conventions, polit-
ical and cdmmefciai feguiatldné, correspondenco, momolrs,
manuscripts, books and géographic charts, to look nfter
the demareatiOn of bouhdnries, the furnishing of in-
formation for the work of the other dlvisions and the
~vesearch hecessary‘forcmaking cortificates; a division of
foundetlons end eccounts headed by PBresson for the fi-
nancihg of tﬁe‘ministry,ﬁfor,the correspondence with
the political and diplbmatic agents on accounts; for
dividing the funds and for the deposit of laws snd
‘imperial decrees.

This orgenized department of forelgn relations
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operating at home in 1812, maintalned ambassadors, min~ '
isters, residents or charge diaffaires in twenty-two '
fOreign countries. The smbassadors sent to three co@ntries
were(ag Otto to austria, Caillard to Spain, and Lauriston
to hugssla. The minlsters sent to fifteen countrles wore:
Durand to the Two Sicllies, Hodonville to the Grand
. Duchy of Frankfort, ilercy Serra 40 Saxoﬁy,vﬁéinhﬁrd to
Woestphalla, Nlcolay to Baden, Vandeul to HesSG~Darmstédt,“
Semonvllle to Wwurzburg, St.-Aignan to Sﬁxony, Alquier to
Demmark, Serurier to the United States, Asinari.de Saiht
linrsan to‘Prussia, Sabathior»de-Cabre to Swedén;,and,;.
Augusto Talleyrand to Switzerland. The residents senﬁ
to two countries were: Bignon to Warvsaw and Laﬁoﬁssayé to
Danzigs ‘Yhe charge d'affalres sentltq two countriles
were: Dosauglers to lMechlenburg and Maubourg to the
Sublime Porte. These were the appointments as they
stood at the beginning of 1812. Some changes were'made ~
throughout the yéa?.' ‘ |

The impreséipn 1s someﬁhdt prevalent that NaboleOn!s
diplomatic service greatly deterlorated toward the end
of his reign. It 1s,cia1med that he grew more and more
arbitrary and desired only "paasive Obediencé“ frdm his
ministers end conéequently appoinfed only sugple and
docile men asthis servants.(z)This impression is not

only prevalent nt present but 1t also existed o
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."coﬁtemporaneodsly. ’Count Senfft, who was secretary of
.state and foreign affairs of Saxony 1n 1812, in a con-
‘VePSaﬁiOn with Pradt at the time he accepted hls appointe
ment of ambassador to Varsaw remeriked to him "$hat the
position‘of‘ambassador for Napoleon had become very eas
for 1t was nothing more than the role of a ccurtier."(4
v4‘ It iskprobablybtrue that Napoleon grew more arbl-

- trary in the latter years of his rule and it may be that
he intended to appoint men who would be servile in tholr
obedience to him but the evidence shows that i1f thils

. was his.intentlon ho did not succeed in accomplishing
the desired results. Several of the men in hils service
| vere not only outstanding for thoir accomplishments

but for the feurless‘manner~in which they offered ad-
vice to Nepoleon. Prominent in thls respect among the
men of the foreign service was d'Hauterive whom we

have glreadyfﬁaken 1ﬁto account as Councillor of State
and chlef of the fdreign‘office archives. Dtlauterive
often inéurred the wrath of Hapoleon with the ndvice
which he offered bﬁt this dld not intimidate him.(S)He
worked coﬁstantly»in the foreign office archives and
gained én historical background which enabled him to
offer really valuable advice. i858 an example of his
boldness, in 1811 he warned lapoloon that "England

was & kind of universal power, that she ranked above
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all ot present and that her efforts, the success of he"
industry, the aim and tendency of her enterprises, Iinaluv
ly the menacing aotion of her influence ought to be the.
constant object of the solicltude of all %overnments

and of the vlgilance of their ministers." Dfﬂauterive
of feread valuuhle lnformation concerning the'proper; |
diplomatic usage to both Napoieon and to~Mareh; Duke?of o
Bassuno, In 1811 vhen 8 conflict arose betﬁeeﬁ Auetria
and France over dip10matlc 1mmunities d'Hauterive gather~
od together some of "the arguments which he had used in -
meny of his conversations to curb the nrdor of Hapoleon
who wished to govern the world with canon, with imperial
decrees and police. (V)He had a single c0pv of thom -
printed and placed on the desk~of‘Napoleon the mernin°' 
that the argument ovor immmnities was ﬁd take plaee;
These wore enough to convince Napoleon of the errors

of hils contentions.(8)"D'Hauuer1ve established the

true principles of the science of diplomacyo (9)

Another prominehtfmember of Nepoieon's.diplométic‘
service was Caulincourt, ambassador to Russia. 'He
gsoliclted his own recall in 1811 and was replaced by ;.
General Lauriston but remained in Russila until the
and of 1812 when he returned to France with Napoleons

It may be sald of Caulincourt that he was obedlent
but was not servile in his attitude toward Napoleon.
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Montor in writing the 1life of d'Hauﬁerive gave an ine-
. teresting example of the way in which he carried out
his *nstrucb*ans'iﬁ'Wetter but not in spirit. Napoleon
ulshed to attack Ruusia but he wanted to keop the s~
tSlaPS innorqnt of his 1ntent. He ordered instructions
to be sen* to Caulincoirt to 1nform the Czar that the
feelung of the government of I'rance had nevor been
more oeaceful and that her troops had not boon inoreased.
Caulinccurt did.so and the Czar responded that thls was
'contréry‘to all his information but he said "if you
tell me MOnsieur Caulincoﬁrt, that you belleve 1t, in
turn I will begln to believe it." Caulincourt retired,
ylng nouhing. (10)

It may be that Napoleon was attempling to find
Mghe best servant of his own thoughta" (ll)vhen he np-
pcinted Pradt embassador %o iiarsaw, but 1f Pradt ovor
~ was such a,faithfui servant it will bo seen from tho
f0110winc investigation of his services at Varsaw that
he mist have proved a keon dlsappointment to Napoleon
in thils respect. Iarly in May Pradt was informod of
'fhe(new position to which he was delegated and on 10
May, the day after Hapolédn‘left Paris for the eastern
: campaign, Pradt started on his way to Dresden where he

had been told to go to get his instructions. Ilie arrived
‘there 17 Hay but it was not until the 24th that Hapoleon
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callod Pradt and explained to him the m*ssion to Poland‘
upon wvhich he was belng sent¢‘ ,

In order to understaqd the pu“pose end task of |
this mlsslon 1t is noceosary Lo oxamine the posltion of
poland ot this tlme. This Duohy oved its exlstmnca‘to‘
tho Poaco of Tilsit'of 1807 ond to’ﬁhaﬁ“of‘Vienna‘of
1809, By articlo 15 of the Troaty of Tilsit Prussia
renounced a%l her provinces of Polish origin except
erolapd.(l )The Austro-Polish provinces were gained :
in 1809;(13)The rule over thils newly established Duchy
was conferred by Napoleon upon tha K*ng of Saxony and
article 5 of the Treaty of Tllslt provided for rule
by a constitution which was apprOVGd by Napoleon'on
22 July 1807, | | ‘ -

Napoleon in 1812 when on the point of eﬁgdgiﬁg‘l
In war with Ruasia’had admitted that one,of'thé natural
consequences of the war would ba the reootobllshmohtof
Poland. Baron'Fain, one of Népoloon's pfiVate secre~o
tarles has told how Napoleon explained to his minlsters :
that the reestabllahment_of Poland had always appsared
deoirnblo'to hiﬁ for all the poﬁers of the East. "Its
reostablishment should not bo the motive for a war but
1t could become the result of one.’ (lé)NapolaOn, then,

had no real intention of striking a blow for Poland.
Vihat he did intend to do was to excite Polish patrlotic
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.emotions by means of which he hoped to obtaln men and
‘.moﬁey fof his greater nurvoéé of subdulng hussla, Vith
thﬂs objeCU he resolved t0 send some rathor imposlng
person to Warsaw with the tltle of umbussado" whilch
uould.be equ*valent to a declaratlon that ha rogarded
the Grand Duchy of Vlarsaw as a new state capable of
’resuﬁing the positlon of the enclent Kingdom of Poland.
T™is person was to urgo the Poles to confederatae, to
rise en masso, to form a generul dlet, and to triple the
army of Prince Ponlatowskil. He was also to forostall
“thé‘fulfillment of the rwsor which ran abroad that L=
pefbr Alexander vag going to declare himsolf King of -
Poland.(lS)Napoleon begen to foel that he could not do-
lay ény longér in sending anvumbassadpr t0o Vinrsawe lle
wished to have there a reliable mun, who with tho uid
of a pretonbidus state house, with a large follovlng,
dnd vwith a well established rcputation should dominate
ﬁhe Poiish iﬁsurreoﬁiOn.

For this mission Napolecoa at filrst selected Talley-
rand "and the selection wes o good‘one, for in addition
to great personal qﬁalities, which rendered him pe-
cullarly fitted for such a mission, he wns at this momert
the confident even to infidelity of the coart of Vienna,

- and he vould thercfore be able Lo csuse less dlsquiet
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than nny other to this court in the purauit of his d911~
cate mission." (ls)But it was on these very grounds that -
1Tapoleon hegan to distrust him and so. east aboutb for 8
new appointes. Through\the influence of Dur0c, who had
proviously interceded for his protege, ﬁab61eoh§a,chdice’;
fell upon the Archbish0p of Malinés; The main réasbn
for Napoleon's choice in this 1nstanoe vas "that he had
porsunded himself that the ecclesiastical diﬁnity cf
Pradt would be a proservative ubicb, whlle plaoing hfm R
outaldoe of all r1Va]ries, would assure him an ascendence
loss contested and consequently more u%eful. ‘17)

Ho also felt that an smbassador of his rank in the oc-
closiagtlceal hiorawchy would he better able to dominate
‘the generals, the ministers, and the noblas of the
country than would a general officor. To thls avougd
motive one 1s also able to add thats"thé Emparér'did
not fail, on occéaions which prcsented themselvéé, to
bring back the customs of the old monérchy¢ More‘than~
one time anclent Prqnce had had prelates for amqudeors
at \iarsaw, notably Montluc, blshop of Valence, and Gilles
of Nonilles, abbe de Lille, under Gharles IX, and abbe
Polignac, later cnrdinal, unqerbLouis XIVe" (18)As Bignoh, A
Pradt's predecessor at Warsaw, suggésﬁs,kthe Emperor

haed also seen Pradt carry out his w1shes in the negotia~

tions at Bayonnes He possessed a facllity of elocUulon,
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‘so pcmarkable on ull subjoets that ho was even ablo to
mekto the Eaperor listen to him.”(lg)nll of these things
combinod, ccntribgted to tie abpointment of Prudbe
| | "In his igtorviow with Pradt at Dresden an 24 ey,
Hepoleon ordercd him to go immedlately to lis poste Tho
mvmroy conuon sed all instrctions by hiideting hin Anto
nis own vievuse "If I ontor kmsola, he sald to hilm, I
h*ll fade] pe haps as far as ioscows One o tvwo batitloo
< willl opon the road for moe Loscow is the ﬁrue capitol
of tho empire. Having errived thero I ought to find
pcacoe I think ono eampalign will suffice; vat L tho
uar ﬂJasS out in longth, 1t will be for the Polas to
- do the roste I will nllow them 50,000 French and a
,subsidy of 21ty millinns{tg ald them. Such is nmy
"plene Thoro ar& your Ingtructions: 9°t accordingly;
yourr first cnré ought to be to arouse a great impulsos;
‘it is nocossary then‘that thils wmovemont should be suse
tained by the most bbstinato cfforts, and I count on
you to direct the aoal and tho good will of thoeso brave
people.” (20):a30160ﬂ instructcd Prodt to seolt more do-
talled Instructions from Haret, duke of Bansano, wiho
. uas ministov of axteriorvaelations. Pr&dt tiheon sourht
&0 iﬂtorview vith lerot and & “or wai ing e long hhil@
finally ”eceived 1nstructions of Wnioh he lator com=

(21)
X plalned on eccount of thelr brovity and lack of preclsion.
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However, there is little sympaﬁhy for Pradt in
this complaint for, after his arrivai at Warsaw, he
was sent a set of complete and.definife 1nstrﬁotions‘r
which had been dictated to the Duke of Bassano by Haw
poleon on 28 Méy.(zg)Through an examination of these
instructions we can see exacﬁly what was reQuired of
Pradt and will then,have a basis for judging the
success of hls miasion.' Pradt was soent nominally as
smbassador to the Duchy butb practically to direct 1ts ;-
government and to lead the Poles to take steps‘toward
asserting their own iudepondence;. This dominating
leadership wes made posslble by a recent decree of the‘
King of u&XOﬁY by which he created a speclal soxt of
government for Warsaw and con;erred on it e&traordié
nary powers for all that pertained to.administration.
The eighth article of the constitution of 1807 had
created a council of minlsters with a pfésident named
by the king from within the>mem§éfé of:the ministry.
Affairs Vore dlsoussad in this council and then present-
ed to the King for his approbaulon. By the decree of
May 1812 the Bcope and attributes of Lhe GOQnCLl were

oxtended in cases of urgency to powers attrlbuted by
the constitutlonal statute to the iting himselfs The |

extent of the influence which Pwadt might exert vias

thereby effeotually lnoreased.,
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Pradﬁ‘s first duty accordihg to hls instructions
was 0 see that‘the resources of the country viere en-
ployed for the use of tho armys Particular attention
and zeal vas td be‘given to the orgnnization, recruit-
ing, comnlethg, arming and equipping of all tho servicos
of the army and for this purpose the ambassador was to
enter the details of adninistration, securing prompt
eyecution of the demanda of militery euthorltiles.
| Pradt's next duty was to talke ateps toward the
réstoratiOn of Polend as a nation and the reunion of
© all its parts. He should first diroct the councll
of ministers to call a dlet to mest at Varsaw on the
10th or 15th'of Junes It was desired that a speclal
‘éommiﬁtee should make a long repoft on tho misfortunes
of Polandvand.the hopes of the reblirth of the country;

’thatlfollowing this report the right to confedorate for
the safety of the country owght to be proclaimed and a
'/  decree ought to bé proposed declaring the reestahlish-
| ment of Poland and the constitution of o Diet of Con=
 _1fedefa£iono Thefreport shﬁuld be Eurcpean and Polish

'in tone bub dirgcted entirely agalnst Russia wlthout

recriminaetions against sustria and PrussiaQ The central

:confederation, organized at Warsaw, ought to form com=-
mittees in the different Palotinates which showld make

in their turn some proclamations and all these acts
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ought to be printed énﬁid15tributed ndt only in fho'
Duchy but in ull the provinces of Polish Russia 80 as
to oxclte the whole nation to 1nsurrectlon in case of
Russian 1nvqsion. Throlghout all of thesa movements
the ambasaador was not to be seen but he wgs to»exer—;
cise "not only a grave influeﬁce,'but roal authority;
to see all, to Inow all, to dlrect all, to animafe aléfS)
When the cpnfederation should have been formed it was

to send a deputatiotho ﬁhe meoror to present the acﬁ

of confoderatlion and to ask his protection. qudleon
Indieated 1In adVance whnt his response to the delegatloa
wnlch should be sent (o him would be.

The ambassador was‘especially recommended t0 furthef
devalop the militéry Information service which ﬁés eée ,
tablishod by hils predecessor, Bignon, and upon(ﬁhich‘ .
Napoleon had based”ﬁhé pléns for his campsignq Bigncn‘
wna to be cansultod'forilocél information. . |

Vihat may have been_Pradt's‘reacticn to these insbrucQ
tlong ot tho time of thoir issuance one cannot be«certah1;’
but it was probably similar to though SOmewhat‘ﬁildar |
than his opinion as stated In his histofy qf the Embassy
to Varsaw wrltten in 1813. "They wore & complete dis~
course on clublsm," he said. "It wés only a matter of

employing the revolutionary methods in use among the
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perturbers of the human race: addressed, petitlons and
publicatiohs madé inkorder to keep thelr spirits 1In
“continual ferméntétidﬁg“‘gé)Pradt alwuys had opposod
himsélf‘to revblu#ionafy methods especlally ns they
were employed in' France by tho. Constltuent Agsomblys
Keeping this in ﬁind'will help to explaln in a 1argoA
measure his attitude toward the éxecutlon of lapoleon's
instructions as given in the dispatch of the Duke of
Bagsano. ' | i ’

Pradt proceeded t0 warsaw and ar;ived there'on
the-ﬁorning of & June. From the start he'buaied hime
gelf with coordinaﬁing the milltary engagements alroady
begune By 20 June he was ready to open his house to
ministerial callers and he soon began to busy himsclf with
preparations for the movement toward restoration,

’Pradtkfrom the start assumed a most unfortuncte
attitude toward the majority of‘tha Polese 8 we havo
seen from the 1nstructions he was to form a committoe
of information to advise himself. On 17 June Bagsano
wrote to Pradt asking why it had not been esitablished
- and in the absence of this committee what plan he had
.,adOpted.(zs)Pradt repiied on 23 June that 1t was lm-

- possible and useless to form a Polish comaittee because

of the poverty in the kind of men that he had met. Such

o committee would only open the way to cabals and
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(26) o o o
mrmrs « In such a statement one cen detect Pradt's

foar of rovolutlonary tendencles. Fortunately he dig
not have this feeling toward the council of ministers
wlth vhom 1t was necessary that he worlk. ,The‘members
of thils cabinet, according to his bwn sta#ément, "mited
all the qualltles desired in nen of state."” ‘He‘Said  |
he would have regarded it as cowardly to have used‘dll .
tho advantages which the position of hls own country
gave him in respect to these men.(EV) ‘

VWlth respect to the convocation of the Dieﬁ Pradtf
procecded uccdrding to‘ihst:uctions but hers again |
he had neﬁ goné\far until‘he bégan to fear the disorders
of rovolution. Soon afﬁer the letters of convocation
nad Deen sent out bJ the council of ministers and the
commltteos and orators had been chosnn for the occasion,
Pradt began to abhor the movement uhich he‘saw was fast
galnling momenﬁum.~ 0n‘l4 June he wrote tc'Baséanﬁ that
'the offervescence of spirits increased‘daily in the
city and in the country end that he would hnve a g“eat
doal to do to restraln the explosion Lill Lhe moeting
of the Digta! (28)13;; the 16th of June his fears vere
Incrensed to such en exﬁent that he wrote again to |
Bassano saying that ho felt it wovld be necessary to
change the Dlet into a commission. He gave two reﬁsqna

for coming to this decision:'first, that 1t was‘the
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epoch of St. John at ﬁhiéh time all the rents fell due,
leases were reﬁewed,‘and lands sold and that 1t was
necessary that tha deputies be at home at this time to
look after their affairs; second, he sald that judging
from the increasing exaltation of spirits tho Poles
would adVancé‘too fapidly and there would be no way to
stop them‘ In ofder to obvintevthese inconvenionces
,Pradﬁvasked 1f‘iﬁfwou1d not'be npprqpriate to reduce
the confedeféted Diétlto an intermedisry commisaion,
anncuncing at the seme time the reunion of the Dlet to
approve the works of the commission,‘gg)In a dlspatch
of a few days later Pradt sald that he was ocoupied in
confining the ardor of the members of the Diet, always
- ready to burst, and already impatlient to return to thelr
firesidos at sn epoch which requlred their presence.(ao)
The mee%ingkof the Diet should have taken place
~on 22 June but due to the fact that Pradt felt 1t neces=-

sary to rewrlte all the proclamatlions and public acts -

. which the Poles had dravm up, ho delayed the opening

'session for some dayss Pradt was.a fluent writer and
he realized the inadequacy of the Polish literary at-
temotsa Althﬂugh he left sn impression of contempt
for Pollsh efforts, Pradt sincersly felt that 1t was
for the good of tﬁe cause that he employ his literary
talentss In a dispatch of 2 July he said that in
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general 'all that emanated fromktne Poleskwas outside .
all rule of taste. Ve would cover ourselves with ridi-
cule 1f we let such pleces appear in Frénch. (32)

The Dlet met on 26 June and rapidly performed its
dutles as required by Napoleon. A ‘general confederation
was o6stoblished and Prince Adam Czartoryski, who was
chioscn presldent, proclaimed for the reestabllshmsnt of
tho kingdom of Polande The confederat+on then voted to
send a deputatlon to the Emperor to clainm his,protééﬁion
und soven men were named for tnis tasku | | |

On the fourtn day, 29 June, having recelved no defi-
nito lnstructions from Bassano, Pradt made use of his_~
discretlonury powers and dissolved the Diet retaining
only an intermediary commission. In reporting his action
{0 Buassano he said that the confederation had become a
gsort of insurrectionsl Junta with neither minisueré nor
administration. lils greatest difficulﬁy wés "to place .
some bounds on the eruption of the sentiments of their g
discourse and their pctge" (02)

The dissolving of the Diet was a metter of such
sarlous purport that everyone supposed thust the 1nstruc~,
tlons for this step ceme from the kmperor but it was in ;
reallty conbrary to his désir38¢ On 1 July Bassano
heard of the opening of the Diet and fourxdayS'later

winen he heard that 1t had been dissolved after the third
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csittihg, his first impulég was to0 reinstate the arch~
bishop in his dioéése immediately. Hé made this propo=
sition to the Emperor who at first agreed and then
changed his mind.(~O)InStead he directed Haret to write
a letter of reprimand to Pradt which portrayed consildor=-
able irritatian. In this 1etter of 6 July we have our
- first evidence of Napoloon's strong disapproval of
’Pradt's action &nd the Opening of a gulf between the
two men which from then on gradually widened till the
'vbridging of the gap became an utter impossibllity.
~Pradt‘wés,ﬁaprove& in the {irst vlace for having
rewritten thé‘éct of'éohfederation,‘thus causing 1t
to lose its Value because 1t was no longer Pollsh but
was Frenche "4 bed document, bus Polish, has more
value,than‘such enuncilations: the Imperor forbade the
ambassador henceforth to redraught the notss” Keproval
‘for dismissihg.the Diet vias stated ih no uncertaln terms.
'The ambéssadof ought merely to watch, to meintaln, the

enthusiaqm of the Poles in the prescribved limits. There

- were only two neetings of the Diets the acts of 1nf1uonce

on oninion were not numerous. The ambnssador acting
in the name of France has enguved the kwveroxr in too
decisive a manner. (54) A

Thus ended *he Iirst crisis in Pradt‘s career as

ambassadorkto Warsaves This crisis was not caused by
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any intent of Pradt to misconstrue his instructions
but rather by what he’believed‘to‘be a4COﬁscientious
performance of his dutys Although Pradt‘ﬁééwdaéerving
of reproval several times fér having féiled to executé‘

the instructlons of Hapoleon, 1t must, néverﬁhaless,'ba«

admitted that he was placed in a very‘difficult position, .

His primo duty was to arouse the Poles o a hationalistid
movement for tho restoration of their foﬁmer kingdon

and yot,'when this had been accomplished, Napoleon To=
sponded in such a manner’QS‘ﬁo gfeﬁtly c601 the ardor
which had been exciﬁéd. Napoleon, ever aince he had |
established the Grand Duohy of Uarsaw in 1807, had led
the Poles to expect a restoratlon as soon ns the oppor—.

tunlty should preaanﬁ itself. 'Princa Adam Czartoryski,‘

in vwriting to Alexander I of Kussia, January 1811, con- ::~f'“

corning the possibllity of husslan leadership/of‘a ;
regencration movement in Poland,‘sgoke'of the hoid which
HNapoleon had upon the comtrys "However justkthe\grie4
vances of the Poles against lapoleon may be, hé has yet:  7
persunded them that 1t was noﬁ want‘of good~will but
absolute want of power, vhich prevented him frém parfy—
ing the work of thelr regeneration any further....andl
that at the first rupture wilth iussia, Poland would

be restorede To this feeling is added gratitude for

waat Napoleon has already done, and repugnance’at the
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idea of turning against him, just at tho momont when
he most reckoned upon the cooperation of the new Polish
statoe which he has erected."(SS)

Napoleon continued to keep the Poles in this at-
titude of ekpectaticn. When he made hils entrancoe to
Vilna in Junejof 1812 hé~said that hé had come to ro-
creaté Po1and$ 9To a general nudience at the Imperlal
chateaux, Napoleon declared, in broken, vaguo and ob=
seura phrases that he had come to rehnbllitate Poland;
that a dletb wésyaséembled at Varsaw for the eloction of
the,king."(56)" | |

It wns then with high hopes that the Polish Dict
sent'their'dépﬁﬁatibn to Napoleon to claim hilgs pro-
toctlons This depubation conslstod of soven prominont
Poles who departed for Vilna on 2 July. 'They were re-
ceiVGd by Hapoleon on 12 July, wvhen, surrounded by
miniéters, gfgnd officers and officers of tho house,
beicki,,head of the delegation addressed the Jdmperor in
the name of the Confederation.(sv)napoleon then replied
with his evasive explanation in whlch he tried not to
discourage their hopes in splte of the fact that he dld
not satisfy their demands. "'If I had ruled at the time
- of tho partitionings of Poland', he said, 'I would have

- armed all my people in order to sustain you.' -sfter

- having recalled the restoration of Polend started in
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1807 by him, he added: 'I applaud all that you, have done, o
I authorize the efforts that you w1sh t0 make, all that

depeonds on me to seoond‘your resolutions I will do,....sf
But in countries so removed and sé exteﬁded;‘it‘is 654' 

“poclally in the unanimlty of the pOpulation whioh covers o

(38)

- them that you ought to found your hopes of S&COGSSa'"

Napoleon ulso added that he had guaranteed the Austrian
Inaperor hls doﬁainSc(sg} | |
In this vay the deputatiqn Wasiput off and the
decreo of reesﬁablishment was not granteds ‘Accérding‘
to Pradt this “cooling off of the deputation was come ,
municated to. all Poland and it never warmed up again. (40)
Vhereas Pradt may have been gullty of dampening the
zeal of the Poles by dissolving the Diet after a very
brief sitting, Napdleon wos at the éamé timé guilty;of
producing a slimilar effect’bﬁthis‘réception of the
deputatlon. It must not be supposed,'however; thét”
Pradt was surprised oy betrayed by the response which
Napoleon geve. Hapoleon had informed’ Pradt in his writ— -
ten xnstructions ‘that he would reply to the Poles who |
were sent to him thsat "it was only in their efforts, in
thelr patriotism, that thev could bring about & rebirth
of their counfry (41)It only serves to show the un=- (

fortunatie position in whlch Pradt found himself frdm -
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the stert relative to arousing a zeal for.the restorntiop
of Poland. =

Pradt has béen criticized rather soverely nndvpprf
“haps justly for the exeessive fear which he at times
kd*splayed on account of rumors of the approach of one=-
my troopse About the mlddle of July he wrote to Baasano
that some fifuy or sixty thousand Russians menaced tho
frontiérs,of‘the Duchy, Pradt had become much frightened,
and had prepared to depart from Viarsaw, vhen he dlacovered
that theférmy Which he thought was belng led by Goneral
‘Tormasow‘reduoed 1tseif to only a fow Cossacks. In the
meantiﬁeg as Pradt has told us in his account, the clty
of VWarsaw was fiiled wilth c§n§ternation. The people
wanted to stqﬁ the ambasgsador, the council of tho con-
federatlion and 2ll who were suthors of these dlsordors
and provocations against,Russia.(4?)In his fright Pradt
| ‘went so far as to write to Prince Schwartzonbersg, commande
| cr of the ﬂﬁétrian auxiliary corps, in order to ask his
aid, an act which later prompted a reprimand from lin=-
.poleona  SchWartzenberé wag happy to have such a protext
and’wasted much valusble time in a place vhere dangor
did not ex*st. |

Bassano on 26 July wrote in reassuring terms %o

Pradt and expressed his hope that the fears in Viersaw
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had been dissipateds He reprovedbhimksaying tthat in
case of alarm the council of winisters ought to be thexu
last to think of flight. Tho mon vho direct ought to
glve proof of courage. The Knssians can send only in-f
slgnificant detachments_into the heart of the Duchy.!
Basgano vas qulick to seé wherein hhej‘might profit by7
. this alarm. He urged Pradt to take advantage of the
anxiety caused by this rumor to excits'tha.Polesg to
urge then on to levy troops, end to 1ncrease the num-
bor of agents ofyinsurrection.(éé)an.28 July Pradt X
"informed Bassano by a dilspatch that the iﬁQﬁietuﬁe 9f f
\iarsaw had bean‘diasipated. He had sinde‘léafﬁéd(that
the camping of tho enemy on the border of the ‘duchy Was
a rt of the execution of another plan then a direct
project against the country. | | | |
llaret, who agaln thought 1t én,axcellent occésion
to sond the archbishop back o his diocese, wrote £0
Napoleon goncerning Pradt's canducﬁ.r Napoieoh did nbt
approve of the suggestion to remove Pradt but he was
astonlshed that the archblshop hadycorrespdaded di-
rectly with the generals and instructed Bassano to com-
mnicate hils disapproval to him 1mmediately, On 3 august
iaroet wrote 08 follows: 'His’Majeéty has‘preseribed that
I Invite you nost to correspond with the generals on

nllitary onerations. He gave me this order on the occasionV,
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of your letter to Prince Schwartzenberge It would have
been moré agreeable and éltogether natural if you should
have addressed yourself to General Dutaillis, military
‘commander at Warsaw,‘who’was authorlized to make such
commﬁnications.;(éé)
Later in October Pradt was struck with the same
kexceésive fear fbllowing the burning of Hoscow and the
retreat of Schwartzenberge On 4 October Bassano was
forced to write to Pradi in the same reassuring tones
as before telling him that The must sustain tho public
vspirit and avoidvailowing the retreat of Schwartzens
berg td cause any alarme.'! He said ho thought Pradt
‘7 'had‘been struck with the burning of Moscow and that he
had too much ailowed the‘impression to appear that he
was respmsible for this event, while hls role was to
prééent it 'under a point of viéw which would excite
enthusiasm'in place ofvthrowing spirits into molan=
‘choly Which leads %o discburagément.' Wihen they see
in your cduntenance end in your discourse a sustained
éecurity, they will model themse}ves after you nnd they
will judge things more sanely."( ) | |
" This warning concerning the attitude Pradt should
take toward the burning 6fVM08COW did not suffice vhen
rumors cane conéerning the project of a Russian

invasion. On 12 October Pradt wrote in grent nlarm to
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Bassano of the confirmetlon he had had that a Kussian
army vas thréaﬁening‘at forty leagues dlstance end theb
he had beon fiffy~fiva hours wilthout aﬂy oommunicaticné%e)
on 13 October Bassano agein informed Pradt that 'his role
was to bolleve all that whilch ought to reassure and to
ropulse oll fears, to sustain and excite theienthusiaém S
which had no more daﬁgefous enemy than disquieted and‘ :
timid men.(QV)Althdugh Pradt made an éffort to fqllow
Busaénp's advice, he was'not able to prevent'ﬁhé clty
from becoming panlec stricken‘on the fiftéenth wﬁenkit*
was invaded by fugltives from all parts of the Duchy
betwecen the Bug and the Vistula Riverse. ;Thése peoplél
f1lled the city with such stories that everyone Eegan to
contemplate leaving, and probably would have, had it
not been that Generel Dutaillis closed the gateé for
three days in order that a 1evywof 1200 horses might
bo madee The councll occupled ltself with measﬁres to
meoot the clrcumstances aﬁd issued a proclamation to re=-
nssure the inhabitants.‘*s)‘ |
Pradt noted in his dispatch of 16 October to Bas-
gano that the soclal 11fe of the embassy was being £9)
carrled on just the seme in splte of the confusion.“g
pradt's theory seems to have been that he could beét‘
keep up the enthusiasm of th@ people by distracting

their minds from the daengers about them and so he
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plenned numerous social ovents. The Countess Potocka,
nlece of Prince Stanilas Ponintowski of the formor
royal housc of Poland, has told how Pﬁadt‘s plans mat
with great difficultye. *all the young men vore in the
nrmyvandkthe'yoang wbmenVWGre scarcely in a mood to
render themselves ﬁo the pressing invitations of his
eminence.'(ﬁc)Countess Potocka's llemoirs show, better
than any other account, the difflcultles which Pradt had
fo faée‘in executing the urgent instruction which ro-
ipeatedly'came from Bassano to keep up the enthuslasm
of the Poless The Countess has related how Pradt made
every effoft to conceal the news of the rotroat from
liogscovi. "The ambassador took sll measures, posslble
and impossible, in order to keep up the illuslons thot
he wished us tO CONSErvossessshie de Pradt seemod to have
taken for a mottos to amuse and to abuse; he gave balls
and splendid dinnerss

"But suddenly the news was not lacking complotely,
and it was soon impossible to hide what was happeninge
’Faithful to the role thet he had Impased upon himself,
the ambasssdpf wished to meke us dence once more; but
this laét ball was so lugubrious thsat one would have
" thought himself asslsting in a funeral ceremony rather
than a festivale | | A

"y father-in-law made me go but I wore a velour
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robe S0 as to have a prete&t for not dancing.‘ De Prédﬁ,
affecting to show himself shocked at a costume 80 in- .
appropriate to the circumstance, repeated to me several‘”
times that 1t did not become my age; 'But while he paid : 
these honors with the most free alr in the world, taey ;
whispered about that the embassy had just received at; -

that instant the order to make themselves ready to
depart, and thst they were packing." (51)

Countess Potocks passed a rather unfair judgment
vhen she spoke of the "rolé that he had imposed upoh |
himself" for it was no;’altogethér:of his own choice
that ho was trying to hide the roverses which the
French armies had experianéed. ‘He‘wgs exécuting ine
structions which came from persons unfaﬁiliar With the
endurance of Polish enthusiasm for a cause from which
they could gain nothing and for whmch they had lost
practically alls | S

One of Napoleon's final chargeé agaipsﬁ ?Padt wéa'k
that ho hed falled to furnish sufficient military sup=
port for his armiess Here again Napoleon must Sharej
some of the responsibility, due to the pian he adOpted'
for making use of the Polish body of troops. 315 origi-
nal plan had been to send the Polish forces into Vol
hynia, a Polish province in the hands of kussia, 30 |

that 1t might arouse an insurrection there and bring
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obout 3ts union to the Duchye In anticipation of such

p movemont Count iorski, s Fronch roprosentntive, vas

sent into Volhynia to make pr@pnfstions. liapoleon in

tho moantime, decided to use the Polish army to strike

o blow at the mesians and left tho sustrinns to gunrd

~ Polahd and to arouse Volhynine %h:ls mando Count lorsil's

‘missien usceless and discouragod thd Poles profoundlyes

‘“The.diépefsicn of the Pollish forces," acoording to .
Pradt, "rendered adninistration Lnpracticablos Ono nover
kmew vhere to find ﬁhemo"‘ou)

| The formation of the sustrian corps into a sopurate

contingont and glving 4t Volhynla for n field of battlo

algo proved a rather sorious blunders This loft Princo
Séhwarﬁzenherg entirely to himsolf and ho worltod with

| laxity proving more an oneny thon on cide Princo Ponliae

towskl would have boon rmeh betltor able to arouse tho

poeple to insurrectione "The iustrian army, on tho

| cbntrary, did nothing useful: 1ts immedlato and unguard=

od contnct with the lussiens nccelorated the commnicntiong

~which later led to oben dofeection et tho court of Vionna.sbs)

| Hapoleon's complaints égainst Pradt, which como

through the Duke of Bassano, grew more frequent as tlmo

~ pessed on snd began o displey a spirlt of exasporatione

At tiues he’was'criticized for inertise On 27 Juno,
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jlaret wrote 1in the,folloﬁihg‘strain: “;‘.;take‘écéount o
21l tho dotail; but a'ct} |If directions seem nec‘essm‘j
to you for a purticular case,‘ask’them; but, if the cese
qrr¢ves and ghey have not reached you, act without awaite ‘
ing thems" (q )Aﬁaln he was critlclzed for assuming too
raach lmportnnce as on 7 July when Maret wrote Mhat you
cre more¢ the viceroy than the ambassador, that finally
you tend to doninate more bg authoritv than by pollcy:
Hls Majusty wtshes that you hold yourself back on that
which 1ls purely Pollsh, while boing ahgad es far.as pos~
slble ln all that vhich interests the service of the ﬂ
armye” b) ,

Froquently complﬁints‘cdme of the inexact ‘and
superflclal 1nformabion furniShed by the‘ambaqsador on
the number snd the movements of both the;PQlish aﬁd the,‘
cnomy btroopss In a dispatqh,df 5 August‘Pradt wgs ﬁrged 
to entor into more detail, "dotails of the situatioﬁ,
srmy hy army, gerrlsons, national guards, VQluﬁteérs, ‘
and so forth, which are in the Duchy, and those‘whicn f
aroe pleced in movemenﬁ against Volhyniae Detalls do
ndt fatigue the Emperor at all; they ure‘indiépensable -)'
to him in getting an idea of the situation of things."sss

‘/hen Napoleocn showed a readinéss td crihicize Préth

for the failure of the Duchy to furnish suff;cient supn v

plies, the ambagsador galned a great deal of sympathy
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even from the DuLe of Bassano who was always ready to
f£ind fault. On 3 August he wrote to Napoleon advising
him not to expect too mmch from the resources of this
1itﬁle ¢ountrv of Poland vhich possessed nelther caple
‘talists, benk ers, rich entrepreneurq nor any confidonce.
: Thé most that could he expected wss that 1ts resources
should drqw the various branches of government out o?
tne state of suffering into which they hnd fnllan.(dl)

| Agaln on 4 October, at the order of Napoleon, Hag-
sano wrote to reprimsnd Pradt for the lack of supplles,
but he‘wrotein the most sympathetlc straln saying that
'PisRMajestv‘hﬁd writteon him from liocscow on 27 Soptoms
ber thqf he was 1ittlo satisficd with viat vas happone
ing at uqr%aw, that there was no fornge in the storo=-
houses for the horsesy that thoro was almost none of 1t
in the dapital, that all the sorvices wvere in sufforing,
that the Polish army oight to reéoivé horses and mon in
order %o maintain itself.' Bassano esked Pradi to
write a memoir in.which he should ostablish tho atate
of thi ngs in detall so that he could use it in rospond=~
ing to the Emperor. Ho told him to 'write in this
memoir not only thé écattered informatibn of nis
various dispatches bdt all thet he was able to assenble,

to seize this occasion to present a true picture of the
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burdens that the Duchy had experienced.?!
Bignon and Pradt accounted for the economicvexw‘
haustion of the country in the same waye. Bignbn s*mply‘
stated that "the granaries of the pvoprletors were full;

'(59)
_According to Pradb,. ‘tne

thelr purses viere emptys
formatlion and‘support of an army of 85,700 men in the
campalgn of 1812 with 25,000 horses had drained the
Duchye The deficit of 1811 was twenty-one millions.
The continental system closed thelr ports 80 that they
died of hunger in the mldst of useless riches,;(eq)Thé
criticlsm heaped upon Pradt for his fallure to ralse ‘
the necessary aupplieé was undoubtedly unjust conslder-
ing the state of affairs in Poland;h | | |
llapoleonts exasperatlon with thé wey 1n;whidh‘
matters wore Being\conducted in the Duchy fiﬁally reach-
ed a climax early 1n December. Napoleon, on his return
trip from loscow to Paris, stopped at Viarsaw on the .
morning of 10 December and arranged an lnterview with
Pradt and a few of the ministers of the Duchye Bignon
and Pradt have both described thls interview but probably
the most impartisl account is glven by Caulincourt who
was not 1nterested;persona11y in thé bonduct 6f affairs
in the Duchy. Csulincourt up to this time had beeﬁ_the

Trench ambassador to Kussla. He now became esquire of

the Emperor snd accompanied him on a two weeks ride
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f:om Sﬁorgoni to Paris.-_Hapbleon truveied incognito as
| M¢ de Rayﬁsval, Seéfetéﬁy‘to Cnulincourt. With them
were’the Duke of Frioul,VCount Loban and Baron Fain.
They started from Smbrgoni, 5 December, and as mentloned
above arrived at ﬁafsaw 10 Decombere. They left Larsaw
in the evenlng of the'same day and arrived in Parils 19 De=-
cember. Caulincourt‘s ﬁemoirs begin with the ove of the
Russian campaign and a section of them 1s concerned with
thfs trip.(61)

Upon arriv’ng at Warsaw Caulincourt vislted the am-

bassador and arranged for the interview wlth Napoleon

et the Hotel Angleterré, the interview which spoelled the
‘end of Pradt's;services as & diplomat for Napoleone
Pradt immédiately went to see the Emperor and found that
he was rmch éngered with hime. Napoleon frankly told
~ him that his lenguage, his conduct, indeed nothlng about
him hed been Frenche. He réproached.him for making ﬁlans
for the campaign, for playing tho mllitary when he undere
stood nothing of it and sdded that he ought to have
'bound‘himéelf to the political and to saying mass,
having been sent by him to Wiapsaw in order to represent
- .France honofably and not to practice economies and to
arrange his fbrtune which would have been assured 1f he

. , (62)
had served him well, but he had only done foollshnesss.'
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"Pradt sought to justify hlmself, protested of
his devotion, his zeal,3his regrets that he had done
wrong and of his desire to do betters He defended
and justified the Duchy for not having done all that
the Emperor would have wished for the s,'ucées"s of the
Russian campaign. He enumerated the‘Saqfifiéesg‘the
forces which it had furniShed,‘and that 1t had support-~
ed more than 80,000 men. He atﬁested that everyone WéS'
rulned, that one was not‘ablé to'fihd a silver'dollar |
in the country and that it was neceééary to’give him
aid in money if he wished tO‘dﬁaw a part of it.- The’
more Pradt defended himself the more the Emperor was
angored." ,(63) | |

"pradt tried to 3uet1fy" himself and placed the
wrongs on all the French authorities, of whom he com=
plained a great deal, such as the generals.:" Caulin~v
court, the disinterested auditor of the interview, com~, 
mented that under some accounts it appeared tovnim that
Pradt was not far from right, that, being aroused without
doubt by the military controversies, he refuted Napoleon
tyith some reason as it appeared to him.' (64)

Pradt proceeded to tell Napoleon that he saw
"gafety only in that of which we have no more: in well

organized, well paid armies, and assured him that there

was not a horse, not a magﬁpg hope fcr‘from’the Duchy
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without money."
Napdleqn;péomewhat irritated, then asked Pradt

what 1t was ﬁhatxphé Poleé wanted, exclaiming that it
- was for themselves that they fought and for them that
he had diépensed the treasury. If they wished to do
nothing for‘the~cause it was uséless to excilte themselves,
as they had ddne, for their restoratlon.

' The ambassador responded with e sting that they
wished'to be PruSsians;and‘expluined the motives of
'the'ii"a‘ttachment‘to thils countrye.

' Napoleon then called in some of the Polish ministers

i whom he interviewed together with Pradt. These ministors

insisted upon the dlstress of the country and Pradt
seconded thelr demand for money. Napoleon was not 8o
harsh with these ministers and evén'promised that he
| would contribute some millioné.' Count Stanilss Potocki,
‘president of the Council, was ‘one of the three ministors
called in. He went away all enthusiastic and visibly
moved by Napoleon: He hurried home to his daughter-in-
law, Countess Potocka and reported that Napoleon 'had
not destroyed thelr hopes, but had encouraged their
efforts, in a word had made to pass into the souls of
those who listened to hlm the fire that was in his own
Vdiscduréeo" The Countess asserted that "the fascination
ﬁhaﬁ thié extraordinary man exercised on all those who

listenad to him was so powerful that my father-in-law
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who had left us all depressed, returned full of hope." .
after Pradt and the ministers had left Rapoleon o
told Caulincourt that Pradt "had frightened the Poles
more than he had assured them during,the cempaign'and
that he had lost affalrs for him in Poland." Ke also
told him to direct Naret to diémiss Pradt immediatelys -
Caulincourt pointed out to Napoleon "$hat this'chahgéf |
would produce a bnd effect upoh the Council of warséw;
Pradt would say that you had dismissed him for having
defonded the interests of the Duchy end that this would
have a bad effect." Gaulincourt‘then thféw the orders t
into the fire.(SS) | ‘
"ihen they had gotten lnto ﬁhe'carriage‘and started
on the way sgain, the Emperor spoke of Prédt'é tone, of
his manners as being 11ttleAin accord with the‘eduqaﬁion
he had recelved, wlth the soclety in which he had lived
and sbove all with the state that he embraceds The
Emperor repeated that he had lost Poland, that he'héa
caused hils campaign to be wantlng, that he had been
wrong to bother himself with foolishVintrigues‘and not
to send Talleyrand there, who would bave(served hiﬁ"
well."(SV) | | o - , | _
When at Kovno, twenty-one leagues from Varsaw, the
Empexor, nﬁ five o'clock in the morning,ywrote‘ﬁhé Duke

of Bassano a letter of four pages with a commission for
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the dismissal of Pradt. Napoleon wrote that 'one
~'¢041d not be more astonished than he had been at all the
/ ridicuioas things proposed by Abbe de Pradt during oue
‘hour, although he had not let him know how he felt. It
appeared that hé had nothing of what was necessary for
the place that he filleds. This sbbe has only the spirit
of books.! He instructed Bassano to recall him immedi=-
atéiy upon his arrivel at Pnris.‘ss)
A few days after the Emperof's‘vieit to \inranw,
Baasano arrived and was delivered this letter left by
Napoleon. Pradt, nOWGVer, had sensed thnt his con-
versatlon was very displeaéing to the lmperor and con-
’sequently_drew,up a long memoir which he sent to the
Duke the day after his.arr1Val.(69)In i1t he enumerated
~his ﬁotives for:aCéepting the position of ambnasndor to
Varsaw, the dlsappointment he hadkexparienced, and closed
by demsnding his recall. He sald 'he had felt 1t his
duty to accept the position when appointed by ilapoleon
although his health had pressed him strongly to refuse
the burden; that he was named ambassador but was not
-sent to a sovereign§ that he thought he was going to
a country ready to raise itself while not possessing

the means; that he had found exhaustion in a country

suspended on the precipice of bankruptey; that he
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counted on the state of the Polish nobility while he
found only ruined psople, and thnt a week after his
arrlval his posibion had changed to that of a com= k
missary requisitioner. Save for dispatches hls oc~.
cupation had been the furnlshing of" armies, hOSpitals,

hay and oats. The poeple around him he complained were

young, had different habits and dld not sympatblze with

a priest. He had no authority over military officers
and yet he was supposed to direct them. ! |

Pradt oxplained that ‘he had awaited tnis period,
when the suspensilon of operatlons permitted him uo re=-
turn to reflectlons and to return everything to its
proper place, to ask his dismissél.k "The Poles," he
said, "wlll accord as much to a requlsitioner as to aﬁ
ambassador, for it 1s to themselves, to’the needs of
thelr cruel situatlon that they respond, and not to
the tltle of the one who asks of them»" According to
him there were two useless things which existed in
Poland, the embassy and the confederation.(vo? , v

The Duke of Bassano, in receiving this memoir,
was spared an unpleassant task, and Pradt by sending it
escaped the disgrace of having been dismiSsedJ" Prédt‘
recéived letters of appreciation‘from Potdcki, presideﬁﬁ

of the Council of liinisters and Senfft,:ministér of
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fpreign relatlions for the King bf Saxony; He received
tpréofs of affécﬁion and regret from the Poles, and de-
:psrﬁed'ZV December 1812 for Paris.(VI)Upon arfiving at
 parls he found letters from the ministers of pollice and
of cults inviting him to visit. The minlster of police
' 1istened for'a long tilme regarding the affairs of Po-
land.” The minister of cults showed him the lettoer he
had fecéiVed frém Napoleon authorizing him to order
Pradt to return to his diocese.(va) ‘

A fow of Pradt's contemporaries such as Bignon
- end Ménevai were extfemely bitter in their criticism of
the‘ambassador and one cannot avoid feeling that there
nay have been jealousies involved. leneval. has said
that:‘when one has considered how Pradt behaved in his
embasay, as proved bj'his own dispatches, by the Em=-
perorts inatructiéné and the correspondence of the
minister of exterior relations, one is tempted to
accuse this fatai person of treachery, but the frivolity
and the incdnsisﬁency of hls character excludes such an
{ideaesssshl)l the evil he occasloned in the course of
the mission to Warsaw was inspired by his overweening
‘ arrdgance and vanity.'(VS)Pradt's History of the kmbrssy

{0 Viaprsaw, he said, was a "monument of ingratitude and

- cowardice, to which history ought to do justice had it
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: , (74)
ever occasion to deal with its author."

Whereés one must vecognize Prads's ehofbcominge,
such gross critlcismkis unwarrented- The faieer judgment‘
18 thnt he was, for a number of reasons, entirely unfitted
for tne position which he held. In the first place he |
unfortunately irritated the Polish people. Bignon has'
remarked that 'they saw in Pradt too mach ceremonial
exactness. He knew very little of Poland and he never
listened.! (VB)Countess Potocka, who was herself a Polish’
womaﬁ, comolained that 'he spoke without ceasing, that L
he boasted very highly of his ovn people; that in any
other country and especially in slmilar circumstances
he would have completely run aground, but the Poles saw ,V
in the Archblshop of Malines only the Dne who had sent
him, the one whose poverful hand would alone be able to .
ald Poland in raising herself avain¢ She conoluded |
that 'the ambassador seemsd to them 1ittle suited for the -

mlssion vhich he was confided- (76)Pradt himself realized

nis fallure to gein the sympathy of the peOple and re=~
marked at the close of hie mission that the embassy at
wﬂrsaw ought to . be filled by a married man of high blrth o
and possessing great riches. (77) | g

Pradt was furthermore unfitted for the mission

upon which he was sent because he hated revolutionary

movements and yet his main duty was to arouse an
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insurrection which should lead to revolution. Then too,

his locatlon at Varsaw placed him in the midst of milli-

tary opérations to which he was not accustomed and
made 1t necessary for him to provide for the needs of

the army, a task entirely out of his line.

‘~There are a few things which may be sald to Pradt's

credit ccncerning the way in whlch he cnnducted himself.

He dld not become a supple tool in the hands of lapoleon

uho was gradually growlng more and more dogmatic toward

those 1n his service. Naepoleoa was undoubtedly emotion~

ally unsuable following nis defeat in the Russlan came

palgn and without a great denl of reason vented hls

anger and 1aid the~responsib111ty on the neurést viotime.

‘Pradt did not lose the support of the Poles for the
Prench, the charge whlch Napoleon lald against him in
hxs conversations with Caullncourt. Bignon, who wvas
4appointed to f£111 Pradt s placa maintained that "“in

- spite of our (French) mlsfortunes, our wrongs even,
the general affection was always for the French," (78)
Fain has lauded the devotion of the Poles to the last
momenbte 'In the number of foreigners who always fol-
_16wed With the same alacrity the step and fortune of
lapoleon, the Poles ought to be placed in the firat
ranke ! (7o)

At the close of 1812 the breach bhetween Pradt

and Napoleon was practically complete. In the short
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space of seven months from liay to Decenber the formér““
friendship end mutual regard for the other's abiiity‘f”~
had entirely diseppeareds By:blaﬁing Pradt for the
failure of theJRussian campaign, Napoleon‘fdrced:him
into a defensive ppsipion which graduailytdevéloped

into open opposition.



Chapter IIIX
De Pradt versus Ndpoleon

Pradt retuzned to his diocese of lalinea 27 Janu~
ary 1813 and took with him Abbe Ondernard whom he named
‘rector of the parish of Brussels.(l)Pradt found that
affalrs in his dlocese were in a atate of dlsturbance.
The bishops of Ghent éhd Tournal had been removed in
the midst of the meeting of the Council of Ciurches in
1811s is there was some doubt as to the vacancy of thoir
éeats, tho people would not recognize theit removal as
valid. Successors were named to ﬁhe pleces and the
people would not recognize theme The chapter of Ghent
vas divided and an attonupt was made to incorporate thant
of<Tournai with #Malines, bubt thils project was repulsed
by the members of the chepter and finelly had to be
givén ups. To aggravate matters still further, more
than one hundred students of the sominary of Ghent were
 sent to serve in thé artillery, all of which tended
only to enrage the‘péOple. Not long after a great many
deacons and subudeacons were treatod in the same way as
~a result of an order which came from Dresden.(z)”hie
time Pradt's sympathies were with the Belgian people
rather than with Naﬁoleon. - Every act which served

to aggrathe them also irritated Pradt to the point
that he resolved to work for tbe downfall of Wapoleon.
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Meanwhile when not occupled with church matters

Pradt was engaged in wrilting his diplomutic.apologia,.

the History of the Embassy to_tho Grand‘nudhy’of'Waréaw.
In thia work he reviewed‘the:story of‘evénté ﬁsrthey“‘
had taken place during the precedlng'year, which, éé
one would naturally expect, nroved to be a rather bi~
nged account. The burden of the book was his defeﬁse
againét the allegation of Napolema“which he repeated a thdu- 
sand timod that 1t was Pradt Who had lost Poland.”
Pradt claimed that Poland was losh becauée thelﬁmperdf J
never gained any true informatlon concernlng conditlons
there' and that there werse three reasons for Napoleon's
1llu510ns on the Polish qzestion-v First, there was the
nature of his own character whlch disregdrded obstacles
in the face of illusions; secmdly, there were the ; |
Poles who placed at his disposition "their pernieiﬁusA;
talonts, theilr recognized figﬁts and thelr vasﬁ appetites”;
in the third place, there was the Duke of Bassané;‘“th 
wng a declared patron of‘theﬁPoles",‘ﬁnd yot; he made
himself the monkey of the Emperor and servad the Emperor
first rather than the Poles.” FS?V g

This book was not published until 1815.° ‘Napoleon, ‘
‘upon reading Pradi's account while bn Ste Holena, sald
that '1it was a good Spitéful workvagainst'himsélfVWhich

neaped him with wrongs, with injuries and with calumnies
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'and jet he pretended that(the vork had rather amused
than made him indignant,? 4)

Since Pradt was s8till unrecognized oy the Pope as
Archbishop of Malines he was not very cordinlly ro-
colved by the chapter, which mede hls position rather
embarrassing. He was glad for a pretext to leave his
epliscopnl town at the approach of the Cossacks on the
‘night of 15 December 1815.(5)Wh0re Pradt sojourned for
the next month is not certain. He arrived in Paris )
14 Jamuary 1814 at the time of the crisls of the_bnnk.(s
ile soon made friends wilth the Duke of Dalberg and with
Baron Louis(7)who wefe then closcely assocluted with
Talleyrend who was slready plotiing for the overthrow of
. ¥apoldon. From then until 31 ifarch Pradt had frequent
1nter?iew§ with Talleyrand. lie has told how, durlng
the first of these laterviews, the minlster of polilco,
,Savéry; Duke of Rovigo, ceme Iin whille they were con-
versing‘and how he,latér eipressed his regrets that he
did not arresi them.(a)

. oa 3l March 1814 Pradt played s deocisive role in
the negotiéﬁions which led directly to the restoration
of the Bourbons. Up to this time the purpose of the
allieﬂfpowers had been wavering due to a dlsagreomont
anong themselves as to what should be the new government
1okorénce& &lexander(had, since Jamaary, actively sup-
ported the PreﬁehsiOns of Bernadotte to the French

(9)

throne. Castlereagh, on the other hand, would not
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support a war waged for #he purpose of‘enthroning thé
Rourbons and insisted thﬂt peace mustvbe‘made with
Napoleon if he would conseﬁt to the "ancient‘limits""
of Prance.(lo)ﬁe, however, did not expeét the‘Emperor to '
consont end in that case he wished the return of the
Bourbons but, at the same tlme, “would not be a purty
to any overt attempt to set up the Baurbons,whlle the,
allles were still 1n'negoéiation with thevEmperbr, and
he was confirmed in this viéw‘by thé absencé of‘any
signs that tha Irench people vere réadv of their owﬁ 1
will to dethrone Bonaparte or wolcome back the ancient
fumily." (ll)Castlereagh furthermore used the Asustrion -
objectlons to Bernadotte to brin about the abandonment
of the prOposal of a regency under Marie Louise. 'MOE#GP*
nlch declared at the conference of Basle in’ the mlddle :
of January that, "whille sustria was prepured to renounce
all the advantages of her dynastic'connectidn with
Napoleon in favor of the Bourbons, 1f circumstanées
pormitted, nelther ﬁer pride nor her'inberests could
allow a French general to be placed with the help of
Alexander on the throne of‘rrance (12) | ‘
¥ngland end Austria were henceforth egreed that
there was no middle course, that 1t must either be |
Bonaparte or the Bourbons. ‘At'thé conféience‘at Tréyes

on 12 and 13 February the representatives of aAustria,

prussia and Fngland agreed that the war should end with -
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’ : (13)
the return of France to her former limits. If Napole=

on gave his cdnseht they'shoﬁld éign with him; if not

};thé will of the whole cauntry, not Paris alone, should

determine the gOVernmént of Prance; if the nation de-

clared for the Bourbons,’Louis XVIII should be placed

on the thrones iussia did not f£all in line with these

conclusions but decalred her oppositlon to Louls XVIII.

‘She agreed that the French should be allowed to take

the 1nitiative buﬁ'fhat tho allles should bo gulded

by the capitol, Parlse If Parls declared for Napoleon

they should trout with him; 1f not, a governor for Paris

should be appointed, preferably a Russlan governors
Wiith the break up of the conference of Chatillon

on 19 #March they had boﬁnd themselves not to'nogotinte

with Napoleon separately but to continue the war till

Frénce should be reduced to hér pre-revolutionary limit§%4)

They were stlll unwiliiﬁg to commit themselves oponly

concerning the return of the Bourbons feellng that tho

initial move should come from the French people them=

. gelvess This desired move came when Baron Vitrolles,

‘& secret envoy of the Bourbons, appeared at the hend-

quarters of the Allies on 22 lMarch and asked for a

' hearing.(ls)Metternich supported by Castlereagh wel~

' comed him heartily. They listoned to his sincere plea

and especially o the names of the high personnages

under whose authofity he acteds They questioned him as
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to who would be able to execute the prbpoéai of the
restoration of the Bourbons which he wés‘adﬁoé&fing
since‘the king was in Fngland, and with what'tﬁpe ‘
mon the new prince would surround himselfQi -
"'Fof example,' they said t0 me, (Vitrolles),

'Would he (Louls XVIII) have a dislihe for Abbe de

Pradt, nuthor of L'Antidote au conpres de Rnstadt?_’
You know him, without doubt?! - B

'Certainly,' I said, 'intlmately, for a long whiles
If 1t wero not’ such n treacherous compliment, I would
say of him what averyone savs. b A 18 not spirit (esprit)
viiich he lackae! | R

tih, hell,' saidkMetterniéh,"éuCh meh.ésyﬁhis*bne‘
offor us the bost guarantee of whaﬁ'surfouﬁds'YCut”‘
princes.! | e |

'1fon Dlou,! I sam to him, 'I\bbe de Pradt and many
othersl Only nelp us to croate an existence and a .
power, and you willl see thom flock fvom all sides, more
than one would wish«'"(l6)‘

 Vitrolles was questionéd‘in detaillaboﬁt the‘situ~

ation in Paris snd was informed that tho allles could
not think of déthréning~Napoleoﬁ br of enthroning the
Bourbons until Fréﬁce had mﬁnﬁfested a decided‘wish to
that effoct. Uette rnich and CqsLlereagh both urged

Vitrolles to go back to Parls lmmedlately and work to
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: , (17)
win the people to the support of hls cause. Alexander

“oonﬁnued'tongtand out against the Bourbons and insisted
'thét fhey were unfit to govern France.(ls)
| This was the firstlimbbrtént commmication which
the Allled Sovereigns had received and 1t gave them
hopes thaty; upon reaching Parié, they would be wele
comed by a party which wouid ald them to constitute a
- government and with whom they could negotlate. Castle=-
reagh, having detérmined;to hasten things along, made
‘~preparationé to bring the Bourbon princes to head=-
quartérs, and sent a mission to the Count d'Artols in
Switzerland fob this purpose.(lg)On 25 March the Vitry
proclamatlion was lssued whlch lald the blame for the
continuance of the war on Napoleon and explalned the
motlves for the rupture of negotiations ot Chatillonfao}
By this time 1t was well determlned, though not openly
declared, that there would be no more dealings with
Napoleon. The Allles were not willing to make a
declaration to this effect until they, and especlally
Alexander, were convinced that the French were through
with Napoleon and ready to support the Bourbons. This
: was the real task of the conference of 31 March in
"which Pradt played s decisive role, and which opened

the way for the restoration of the Bourbons by the
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provisional government. | -

On the morning of Bl Harch affer the bapitulatioﬁkj
of Parls to the allied éovereigna, a.debﬁﬁation §fiﬁhé:
municipality was sent oﬁt'from périsktb confer withf
Alexander. Among them were Ghabrol, prefect of the
Seine, Pasquler, prefect of police, Alexander de Laborde
and Tourton of*the naticnal guardal They were accompanied‘
by two foreign officers who had signed the uapitulqtion.
\hen they reaohed the allied camp they viere received by
Aloxander and Nesselrode, who treated them with the
greatest courtesy. As soon aa general conversations
wore finlshed, Alexander spoke to each of theymembers
of tho depﬁtation 1ndiv1du§liy, gsserting that he ﬁréught<
only an honorable peace télfnris'andvthat he would leave
her a free cholce of her governments. ‘NGSSGifodéiimmedif ‘
ately asked what the people of Paris wanteds Lébbfde 
raplied that they were attached to the gains of the
revolution and that they wanted the regency of Marie
Loulse if a change were necessary. He sald that the
Bourbons were only spoken of in tne drawing rooms of
the ancient nobility but he suggested to Alexander that
he consult Talleyrand who‘would furnish him with more |
accuraste information. Laborde was immediately sent |
back to Paris to detaln Talleyrand there and to assure
him that the allies held him in ths highest esﬁeem.(gl)

Talleyrand had been instructed to leave Paris for
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.Blois by the Dulte of Hovigo, who suspeoted that Talloy-
randts sorvices would be rondored to someono olso than
Sapoleon. affeeting a wiliingnosa to follow the doslrces
| of the minister of police he hud steppod in§o his cuye
,riﬁgé and toward the closc of tho dny, 30 Maroh, hud
| prosented‘himself without a‘panspoft nt the barrler
leading to the Opleuns routes The barrler was occuplod
by national guardé who had been 1rritatéd for tho naot
two days by porsons attoumpting to dogort the cltye. A
tumlt was ralsed around tio carriage of Talleyrand
and his passport was dem&ndédo ilo had nono and, not
wishlng to ?efy bhe defondors of Paris, he roturnod to
his home.(za)it was on the noxt morning that Lehoxrdo
deliverad his messege to Talleyrand who told him to
impart the same to the Dulte of Dalberg, sbbe de Pradt
ond Baron Louls who were c?nyersing in a nearby rooa
ond to aslz thelir epinidns. %)

Tho allles entercd the gotes of Paris botwoen teon
and eleven otclock 1n the morninge lossolrodo, roprosonte
ing the Tsan vont imnodlatoly to the home of Talleyrund
énd'aolicited an interviev. le snnounced to him that
,élezaﬁdor vould stay with him at ilotol Ste Florentine
while in Parls. Togother they arranged for a conforonco
ito be held later in the day and prepored the matters
which were to bo‘discusaad.(gé)

eanwhile tho allied troops as they marched through
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the streets of Paris were greeted by throngs of peoples
There was a gathering of royalists wearing the‘white
cockade at the place of Louis XV. vThay adVanced_albhg_3

the Boulevard Madeline toward tho sovereigns et the

head of their armies and when they met them they cried,

"Long 1ive the Bourbons, sovereigna, and Emperor Alex=~
ander. " (zb)Pfadt who was then at the home of Tallayrand"

said thet Dalberg called him %o the window which o@ened '
on the place of Louis XV end there they saﬁ‘aycrowd of.
persons vearing ﬁhitekéockades,and waving white £iags‘ -
They went to the place vhers they WGfé gathéred‘and'

found sbout fifty persons. Théy advanced toward Mode= i

line Boulevard and persons of all‘dlasses‘joined theme

pradt learned of the reunion of the fdyglista from
Betizy who invited him to join théir;meeﬁing whioh was‘ |
to be held that evenings When the troops hed entered
the clty the people had inﬁerpref?d:the white scarfs
which they wore on thelr axms t&5be the sign of French
royalty, Thils mistake aided in the success of the day
and served to win over many who had formerly been luke
warm about the return of the Bourbons.; Outside tals
group, however, there were few evidences of royaliot
enthusiasm on the squares formed by the bculevdrda.‘as)

The troops marched on to the Champs-Elysee vhere

they were reviewed by AleXander,,Fraderick William énd »
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Prince Schﬁértzenberga The Emperor of austria, Metter-
nich and’Castlereagh had stayed at Dijon, convinced
| théﬁ thé steps already taken wou}d result in a declara=-
}t;on ?or the Bourbons. The review took most of the aftor-
\ncon‘gfter which Alexander went on foot from the Elysee
palace td the hotel of Talleyrand, the passage to which
"he found crowded with beople waving their canes with
white handkerchilefs on‘them and . crying with a redoubliné
of energy, "Vive le roil vivent les Bourbonst"(ev)This
deménstration caught %he_eyg‘of Alexander; it appoared

t§ him as an expreséion of royalist sentiment, an in-
novation for the returnvof the Bourbons.(ga)

- The Tsar had hardly becomé settled In his new

1odging’at the Hotel St. Florentine when the councll
wes held which had been arranged“previously by Nosselrode
and Talleyrand tdldeoidg upon the political course that
the allies ought to follow. It cannot be dotormined
definitely at Jjust what time the conference convened,

for the‘reports vary on thils point. Pradt was the only
person‘who attended the councll that has left an ao-

count bf 1t’and’he has recorded that he went to the
homg of Taiieyrand at five o'clock in the evening.(gg)
, Paéquier, preféct’of police, in his memolrs of this

event recorded, in agreement with Pradt, that Alexander

- went to the home of Talleyrand‘at five o'clock in the
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(30) , . : | o
evening. Pasquier was informed concerning the meet«

ing of this council, shortly after its bfeak#up, by
Nesselrode when he came, by request, to seélTalieyfand;
80 thet hls date concerning 1% 6ught to be falrly ac-
curate. Vaulabelle who ﬁas written a sécondary accoﬁnt‘ 
of the lilstory of the Restorabions haa derived from |
sone source that the council met at seven o'clock 1n

the evening.(01)50rel, who has likewise vritten a ‘
secondary abcﬁunt, hes complicoted matbers with‘thé
report that the declaration 1ssuing frdmkthis‘council f
was publiahed at three o'clock in the afternoon. IﬁA

the absence of further veriflcations,‘the report of the
contemporaries, Pradt and Pasquier, 1; the one which
must be acoepted; The time’of meeting of thiébéouncil ,
will later be shown to be of vital importance in con~
sildering the responsibility of Pradt for the restoration
of the Bourbons. ‘

- Elght persons viere present at this gathering of
rulers and dlplomats- the Emperor of Russla, the King |
'of Prussia, Prince ochwartzenberg, the Prince of
Licktenstein,?rince Talleyrand, the Duke of Dalberg,
Count lesselrode and Pozzo di.Borgo. Schwartzéhbérg‘
was suthorized to exercise the powers of the nus+r1an .

monarch. He informed Dalberg that both he and metter-

nich thought that the conbinuation of the rule of
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; Napoleon was impossible, and th?t the restoration of
Bourbons vas the best solutione- After some prelimi-
nary renarks they agreed to reduce the debate to tho |
‘tﬁree following questions: Should they make peace wlth
Napoleén whiia taking all securities agaiﬁsﬁ him?
Should they maintaln the regency? Should the Houso of
Bourbons be recalled? Alexander profaced the dlscussion
by saying 'that they camo not for conquest or vengoance
‘but to combat Napoleon the ‘enemy of French llberty.! (3)
The King of Prussia and Sohwartzenberg concurred 1in
this. .Alexander sﬁid a few more words ahd then.aubmltted
the first qusstion to the councils It was hardly dlse
cussed and they deoided unanlmously that they would not
treat with Napoleon. The question of the rogency vag
then taken ups The Duke Dalberg pleaded tﬁe cago of
Merie Loulse and expected Talleyrand to affirm his
OpiniOn‘bué‘Talieyrahd sald nothings Pozzo dl Borgo
 combatted this pr0posél energetically and Alexander

: diacouru@ed lts acceptance S0 that 1t was discarded
without further discussion.

The question of the reestablishment of the Bourbons
was then befgre them. A1l the uncerbainties of Talley=-
rand then ceasede He pronounced himself in favorvof
the recall of the old royal famlly, declaring that this

combination was the only one which was agreeable, which
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was desirad, which could be accepted generally and
which placed the desired end to tyranny..(54)Pfince -
Licktenstoin, representing Austrla,‘allowed thehrejectiqn'
of the regency to go by‘without a wdrd and now turnéd,tai‘
the support of the Bourbona.‘ He, however, askedvTalleyu 
rand if he did not think he was going a little far in |
affirming that the return of the Bourbons was desired f,:;
by France and added that all the soldiers were‘loya17¢' =
to Napoleon. Alexander did not conceél that hevinplined'
to the return of the Bourbons bﬁt at the éame'time‘he Rt
pointed out all the objections. He said that no élan7:’
should be adOpted without the general assent of the v
country, that appearances were against it, that royalist |
acclamations had ‘been tardily %iven and that he ‘doubted :
- 1f the army could be won over.“ “In fact none of the .
soverelgns or their diplémats‘contested»the COnvenience
of this latter propogal but they did doubt,the existence
‘of & deslre for it, of which they had‘fqund no manifesba-
tion on all the route traversed‘by thé'armya ‘Tha-pdpué
lation had on the contrary given evidence of hostility
t0 such a proposal,(as)Talleyrand replied that the army
was more faithful-to‘its ownvglqry(bhan to Napoleona(67)
fihen Alexanﬁér ésked Tal1éyrand'whgt;medns he“
proposed tokuse'for‘carrying”outihié SuggestiOn, he

responded that 1t should be through the constituted
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authorities aond 'that he strongly favored the Senate;
Lhat any impulsion %iven 1t, would be followed by Paris
and by all Francee!
ﬁowever the menbers of the council were not yet

éonvinced and it was in order to overcomo‘this opposition
that Talleyrand determined to support hls caitention

with the testimony of Pradt and Baron Louis. He told

the Czar that he did not think he waé mistakon, but 1n

, Qnylcasé his error would be thatyof all the meh who
~ uynderstood France best and the étate of opinion thero.
He proposed then to call 1# thése‘tﬁo men "who for
‘several months had been occupied wilith thoese snge 1nboresﬁs
and with searching for means to manage them.“(ug)The
Czar consented to listen to them and Pradt and Louls
who'were in a neighboring apartmeht were lntroduced.
Praﬁt has”described the scene which followed. On the
right.side of the room were the King of Prussla, Schwart-
zenberg, Dalberg, lNesselrode and Pozzo dl Borgos At the
1eft were Taileyrand, Baron Louls and Pradte. “Alexsnder
facéd the assembly and repeated hls speech saylng that
~ the Allies had come to free Paris from ware. He asked
the assent of the King of Prussia and Schwartzenberg of
his statement and tﬁey acquiesced. Talleyrand quickly
made kmown to the newcomers the service whilch was wented

" of them and Alexander began to question them. Vhen it
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came time for Pradt to spesk he'burét forth wifh‘ V
the declaration that 'they were all rojalists, that
nll France was royalist; that if she hed not éhﬂwnliﬁ,
iﬁ was because of the cmtbtinued negotiatibns at Chatiii
lon; thaﬁ‘Paris was likewlse royalist and that she woﬁld
make 1t knoﬁn as soon as she should be called upon to :
do 80; that bhls wowld mean security for, slnce the Revo=
lution, Parls had exercised éuch an influence tha# hef;l'
oxample would be decisive and would be folioﬁed'everye‘
wheres'(40)Bér6n Louls cbﬁcurrad,trepéating withvnb;lesé
vohemenoco that all France vas royalist¢ She répulsed
Bonaparte, she wished no. more of hlm, that thls man was
only a cadavre whlch did not smell yet; (2

Alexandér was not acquainted with France and the
asnertions of Pradt and Louis were sufficlent to canvince
him thaet France was ready‘to support the BourbOns; - Con=~
cerning this eplsode, Vaulabelle has drawn an interest-
ing comparison. Two priests and a lesser churchman hed -
played the most influentlal role in the advent of Napole-
on to the govermment of the Republic at the;time of the
18 Brumaire, Sleyes, Talieyrand and Fouche. Three
priests, likewis?az§recipitgted his fall, Talleyrand,
Pradt and Louls, |

This latter group had brought. Alexander to making

a declslone He declared at once that bhey would no
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longer treat with Napoleon, but that it was not proper
’for fornigners to precipitate him from the throne and
st;ll less proper for them tocaIl baok the Bourbonse
After some moments of sllence Talleyrand responded that
it was the piace of the constituted‘authorltiea to charge
themselVes with tnese two tasﬂa, and he himself offercd
to take the responsibility of obtaining the cooperution
of'the Senates Le further suggostod that the Councill
shoﬁld make ~an officia1 report of 1ts doolsions in
order to guide them in thelr advances England was not
represented,ét this council, and Prince Mettornich and
the Emperor of Austria were absont so that practically
all dépepded on the Tsar Alexanders The declaration
was drawn according to his wishés and caitalned the
following étatemonts:
 M™mhe apmies of the allied powers occupy the capltol
of France. ‘The allled sovereigns are wllling to promote
he wishes of the French nation.
"fhey declarges

’ "Phat 1f conditions of peace necessgrily involved
~ the strongest guarantees when 1t was a question of
restrelning the ambltion of Bonaparte, they need be
less stringent when France herself, by again adopting
the rule of a moderate governuent, wili give the best
'pledge of pe#ce. '

 "inereupon the allies proclaim-=
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"That they will not treat with Napoleon nor with
eny member of his family.

"Thnt they respect the integrity of ancilent France,
such as it existed}undervher;legltimate kings, thot
they even do more because they still maintainrthe
principle that for the welfare of }uwope, France oaghb*,
to be great and powarfu1¢ ‘ ;

"That the allled sovereigns will recognize énd
guafantee whatever consti ution the French nation will
chooses They therefore 4nvita the benato to apnoint a
provisional government to diabharge the functions of ‘
the executlve, and prepare o sulteble constitution foi‘,
the French peopls. ‘ -

"the intentlons that I here ekpresaiafé sharsd -
with me by all the allied powers.““ |

"Alexanderﬁ'

"Gount Nesselrode",
(¢3)
, | Secratavy of State

Talleyrénd,demanded the prinbing and immediste
publication of the declaration. A copy was sent o
one of the Michsud brothers, printers, who since the
beginning of the conference, had walted in a neighboring
room, and an hour sfter it was posted on all the walls
of Paris.(44)

Talleyrand was suthorized to consult the Senate

and to provide a provisional government. -He celled
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this body together 1 Aprll end it met at four o'clock
in the aftéfnbon. He opened the meeting "by reading
a speech in a hesltating volce. It had been wrltten
by Abbe de Pradt 1in obscure incorrect phrases and was
read so hesltatingly by Talleyrand that 1t bocame pure
mockerye. Pradt has told that Talleyrand entered tho
Senate with two different dlscourses, one wrltten LY
himself, the other by a person whom he does hot namo.
If the Prince of Bencvento rcad the projoect of the
Archbishop of Malilnes, ?radt hes added, it was not by
eny motive of preference, but unlquely because he
placed his hand in his left pocket in place of putting
1t in his right;"(QS)On 2 Aprll the Senate announced
the fall of the Fmpire and released the people and the
~army from obiigatioﬁs to Nupoleon.(46)0n 3 Aprll the
Leglslatlve Corps adhergd to the acts of the Senuto.(év)
The constltutlonal charter waé adopted by the Senato on
G April which provided for the ostabllishing of a limited
monarchy, called Louls-Stanilas Zavier of France to tho
throne, and stated the condltions of his return.

~ HMeanwhlle the Parlslan members of the conference of
kSl Merch mado an effort to counteract the ovorﬁures
which the negotiatiors for Napoleon werec making to the
£llies. If they could not prevent them from arviving

to Interview the Allied soverelgns, they at least

soughtwtbyshorten their visits and to weaken the effects
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of them. Through the military governor of Paris the
royalists were able to get ccntrol of the press and ’1
employed a censor to inspect all publlcations and to
glve them a rovalist tone. ALl of them announced on |
1 Aprill that the white cockade had been adopted by the
people of Poris.(ég) |
The task now remains of QValuating the part which”’

pradt aotually played in the restoration\of the Bourbonsf,‘o
Talleyrand, as might be expocﬁed, has miniﬁized evorv~‘\
one's rosponsibllity for this event except his own. The
concelted tone of the following passage from his memoirs
will suffice to ‘show his attltudes 'I have known that
-.all I have just'said méy have displeased a @reat many,
for I have destroyed, I believe, the. lmpoxtance of all
those 11ttle efforts that a numbor of persons faithfully i
devoted to the Bourbons have boasted of having mada to .
lead to thelr restoration. But I have spoken my opinion,’
and my opinion is, thqt no one has caused the restoration,
nor I, nor others. Though I was able to say to the Czar
Alexander, whose confidence I had had during many,years,
Neither you, sir, nor the allied powers, nor i,“whOm’
you believe to possess somé 1nf1uence, not oné‘of us
could give a king to France. Frahce was conquered -
and by your arms, and yet even today, you haVe not that

powers To force a king upon France, would require both
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intrigue and force; one or the other alone would not
be sufficiente In order to establlsh a durable state
) jéf:things androne which could bo accepsted without pro-
tééé,Aone mist actAupon p?inciple;»‘w1th a principle
‘we are strong.  we ghall exﬁerienbe‘no resistance;
~6§pdsition*ﬁili At‘any rate vanish soon; and there is
, on1y bné‘principle; Louis XVIII is a principlo; he is
,thaqlegitimate king of France.f(EO)
"‘By the pclltical relations I had preserved, nnd
'by those whioh 3 had newly established, I had the ad-
'_vantgge’of being able to tell the forelgn soverelgna
 ' what they‘GOﬁid do, and by my long acquaintance with

"'politics I had been enabled to fathom and f%ll grasp
. Bl .

"‘T{the needs and the wishes of my soverelgns.

5 Although Pradt’s offort may have had tho appearance

‘. of belng slight to Tallayrand it neverthelesa cumo at
xthghpsyChalogical;moment yh;ch made 1t decisives. Pradt's

intervention and his onthusiastlc assertions concernlng |

B thé desires'pf the peopie caused all hesitations to

‘Vcease; Alexander at once determined to0 make tho do=

‘clarvation to be through with Napoleon and hls famlly,

thus 1eaving Lhe way Open for the return of the Bourbons.

\ "Tal1eyrand without tha support of Pradt would have had

j'a difficulb tima convincing the Tsare
michaud in his biographical account of Pradt has

f ‘,also denied him any of the responsibllity for the return
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of the Bourbons. In the following extract Michaud

has stated hls case: "It ié in the Recit historiqnev
that he (Pradf) has published this groet event, that

one is‘able to see all that happehed that day, and

that one 1s able to judge what influenoe his‘advice}

and opinions hnd on the decisions of the‘monarchs ase
sembled in council wﬁere he pretended that they did

him the honor of consulting him. It‘is‘there thet he
fells that he dlctated the bases of the famous de-
elaration by which Napoleon4was plaCQd”outside the law
of nationé and by which the‘Bcurboﬁs were indieated to
the French as thelr only plenk kasafety.'klt is indeed,.
true that thé‘influence of the prelétes in this ecir-
cumstance has been cohtested and that we, who were |
charged with tha printing‘ofkﬁhis‘impdrtaﬁt piece,‘reu
colved the manuscript of it not in the ant1~chamberrbf
Talleyrand where we never went, but in our domicilé and
from the hands of the provislonary governmeht which :
brought 41t to us 31 March before noon and,not at 3:00 P.l
when Pradt pretends to have‘dictated iﬁvtb use --éﬁThéil
copy of this memorable piecé had been drawn on the mormn-
ing of 31 March between Talleyrand and‘Nesselrode wh6‘
came directly from Bondi. The menuscript bore the‘
tiﬁle of prodlamation, which &e were permitted to change
to that of declaratibn,:a more agfeeéble terﬁ,yénd |

palleyrand approved the first proof that we submitted
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ebout one o?cloqk. It was necessary to bring him suc-
cessively three proofs, and on the last, vhich was read
" at seven o'clock 1n the evening by Emperor alexandor,
this monarch added this important phrase: 'The allies
will rospect the Integrity of anclent France such as 1t
‘has existéd under her legltimate kings; ﬁhoy oven do
more, because they always profess the principle thnt,
‘for the good of Europe 1t is necessary that IFrance be
‘great and strongae! (52)

In the first place, Michaud heas grossly uisrepra-

~sented. Pradt's account of what happened, as given in

the Hecit historique. Pradt made no pretense of having

dictated the declaration in quostlon. ‘The only claim
~which he made wés therne descrlbed in the account aa
,:giﬁen above. Furthermore, the fact that the deolnration
‘waa dravn up in the morning by llesselrode and Talloy=-
rand does not diminish the contribution which Pradt made.
Pasquiar,gave a similar account saying that "the pro-
clamation had assuredly béen drawn beforehand by Talley-
rand or Pozzo di Borgo, for 1t would have been impossible,
- at so sﬁorﬁ a sltting as that of the cowneil to draft,

éﬁ a Single stroké, a document wherg all essential points
were so thoroughly touched upon."(su)There is no claim
vhatsoever that Pradt?s contribution was that df Graft-

- ing the declaration but rather it was that of bringing
the allicd sovereisns to the decision to issue it. <*his
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was, after all, the more important contribution, for, -
ag Talleyrand has sald, the substance of the declafaﬁion
vwas only a prineclple for which none of them were respon=
sible. T |

Michaud has also stated erroneously that theylra-
colved the manuscript from the provisional government.
The provisional éovernment was establlshed by the Sénate ,
which dld not meet until 1 aAprll, the day after the meetw
ing of the councils Thils govermment fully appreciated
Pradt's ‘services and by a decree of 6 April named‘him
"oonmlssary to fulfill thg,functions attributed to the
grand chaﬁcellor of the‘iegion of Honor and to the . @)
Chancellor and Treasufer of the order of the iieunionn"(s4
There was so much objection by those who wére jealous'
of him as grand chancellor of the Legion of Honor that
he resigned 13 February 1815 énd was succeeded~by‘
Viscountrqe Bmges, Pradt receiving a pensidn‘bf 8,000  }
franca.(Ob) -

After Pradt had given freely of his services in
the restoration of the Bourbons he returned to his
diocese of lMalines. Cherged with the new office of
Chancellor and Treasurer of the order of the Reunion,
1t beceme necessary for him to have a coﬁfefénoé with
Van der Goes, the former treasurere. After their busi-

ness was transacted Pradt spoke to Van der Goes of the

reunion of Holland and Belglums, He told him thét he‘“
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was very much interested in it; that he did not know
Kolland end hnd not the honor of scquaintance with the
Prince of Orange, but that he viewed this reunion as
ﬁ whole and from a political point of view; that from
1798 1t had been his favorite idea, end that he had

written at this time l!'antidote au congres de Rastadt

and De la noutralite de la Prusse.(in vhich he advocated

the union of Holland and Belgium)., Pradt odded that
perhaps he would be, at present, in a position to render
service in this circumstance. * Van der Coes replled that
he had no power to discuss such matters but that he
would arrmnge a conference for him with Van Spaen, a
plenipotentiary of the Prince of Ornnge-(SS)

 Pradt was thus enabled to come in direct contnot
with those who were doing the woﬁk of reconstitution in
Belgium and Holland« From the 1etter'Which Spaen wrote
%o the Prince of Orange 1t 1s evldent that Pradt left
a very favorsble impression end it 1s probable that his
‘opinion exerted some influence. Spaen wrote that tthe
archbishop was an exceedingly witty and well informed
man and’that it wes a pleasure to listen to him spenk.’!
Pradt told Spasen almost what he had told Van der Goese
He sald in effect, that, if the projected reunion of
Belgium came to pass, aé he desired it would quickly

for the general good of Europe, and as he trusted it
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would after what Talleyrand and Metternich héd‘tcld him_-‘
of 1t, he wished'him to'aséﬁré'His‘Royalvﬂighness, Pfince  
of Orange, that he would be entirely dsvoted and disposed
to render him all the services in his power in case he
should remain st Malines, which was his ardent dasire,
unless his health or a formal order from the new king
prevented him frqm it.eg.o..'Plnally,' Spaen wrote, The
entered into the\qu@ation, always seeing things‘as a4' ‘
whole, and from this point of vie& considefed Ehis
rounion as advantageous from all aspects.....ﬁe put
forvard same extremely enlightened and 11beral ideas,
that,! Spaen wrote, 'he would'be charmed that His
Koyal Highness might hear from Pradt's own mouth.A‘He
dld not conceal that the clergy in general had very
1imitod ideas, a great many prejudlces, superstitians
and 1little whims from which thils nrchbishqp seemed |
vory romoved. He tdld him some very remarkable things
on the unfortunate tendency that the peraecution of
the Pope by Nepoleon, added to the astonishing events
of the day, had given to splrits’ everywhere, even 1n
France where they were formerly more enlightened,
tendency toward mysticlsm, ultramontane ideas and
superstitionss He spoke of the manner in which; in
the eventual case of reunicn, the clerby ought to be
treated.! 4 \

They talked some‘of the goverhment to be applied
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to Belgium in the case of rounion and Pradt informed
Spéen of the'prejudiees of the Belglan people along this
1ine. Spaon sald '4t appoared almost impoasible to
make'ﬁis ﬁOyal ﬁighnéas a clenr and exact report of their
very intereabiﬁg'conversation: tho rapidity of his
discourse, the V1Vacity of his vory enlightened ideas,
and the great nnﬂber of things of which they spolte had
’not allowed him the oéiﬁhééé of spirit and the lelsuro
%o orgqnize his Lhouohts w6lleeeeseIn ull that concernod
the clergy and the manner of directing ecoleslastiocanl
affalirs,! it appoared to Spoen that ho had sald Ysamo
very wise things and thet he could be extromely usoful
to Fis Royal lighness in the casae, which appeured
1ittle doubtful, that thia country should pass ror
the most par$ undor Jits domlnations! (e7)

On 12 mgy 1814 Speon wroto again to the Princo of
Orange and told of another conforence ho had had with
Prodte This'time he remarlked that 'His loyal Highnose
would notlce without doubt that tho prolato tried to
introduce himself and to malte himself useful, perhaps
-evon neéessnry; but since ho vias a man of a gront deal
of intellect, from whom ong could draw a groat donl
énd WO, 1ﬁ would appear, desired to remain at Halines,
1t seemad to him that he was worth more to have for
a friend than for en enemys‘ (58)

Pradtts abilitles soem not only to have appenled
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to Spaen but also to Fagel who’wrote to the Prince bf .
Orange 20 May 1814 'that he hOpéd that His Hoyal High¥
ness would employ the Archbishop of Malines, consider=-
ing tho great part thﬁt he héd‘to play there (in Belgium)’
with his 1ntellect ana his influenca among his fellow
countrymen. ! (89) | R |
Pradt's influence might héVe been still greater‘
and he might have played an a#t;venpartjin\thé,re-
constrgotion of Bélgium had 1t hot been‘that he was .
disliked in the locality of his own diocesé. It
was claimed there thet he was not in legitimate pos-
session of the archbishcpric of Malines. ,Napoleon
had installed him there without his institutions. Some
casually claimed that they had been delivered since,
whereas others claimed that they had never been giveﬁ
and that he could not take his seat again without 4}
subseguent confirmation from the Pope.(GO)The’factbis
that Beugnot had placed him in'posseésibh of‘his\bulls”'
and that Prad£ had informed the capitular‘bighops that
he was going to install himself. However, those who
were most ardent égainst him addressed a denunbiation'i
to liome against the archbishop. The Pope dld not
favor Pradt so he was forced to resign somebime in

August 1815, In a letter from Binder to Metternich
dated 16 August 1815 the notation appeared that Pradt,
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administrator of the a?ch?ishopric of Malines had just
61

- given his resignation. He sold his rights to the

-.‘archbishopric in return for an annuity of 10,000
francs which was pald for only a few years by the
King of Holland. (e2) -

Pradtgjthen,'at the age of fifty-six, retired to
puvergne to the lands belonging to his family and de-
voted his time largely to writing. His pamphlets be-
kéame'duité profuse and were filled with opinions en=-
tirely at variance with his former stand, taking up
the cguée of the rights of the people. His publication
on the law of elections which appeared in 1820 called
attehtion to his opposition to the ministry and he vas
inériminated for provoking disobedience to the law,
for a criminal attempt on the authority of the king and
the chambers,‘and for the inciting of civil war. The
jury, howevér, declared him not guilty and he was re-
leasedo(GS)

Pradt placed himself as a candldate of the liboral
‘party for deputy in 1820 but failed to secure eleotiog?4)
He remained in auVergne and wrote a number of pamphlets
oantaly, Spain, Belgium, Greece, Russia, America, the
affairs of the Orient and on all questions of exterior
}’relations.(ss)és to interior policy he insisted on-

liberalism, advocated liberty of the press and democratizatlon
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(66)
of suffrage and attecked the church and aristocracy.

In 1826 he severely:attacked the Jesuits in Jesultisme

ancien et moderne. In Lettre a un electeur de Parils

(1817) and Preliminailres de la session de 1817 he

charged that f&ulty principles and‘intrigues‘always_
brought the wrong end. 4

In the electlons of 1827 he ran as a’ 11bera1
candldate and was elected for the second term of the
Chamber of Deputles from the first department of Puy-
de-Dome. He was forced to resign In 1829 on account
of his health.(GV)His nomination as‘general councilor
of Puy-de-Dome was accepted, February 1831, but he
gave his resignation in 1853.(68) :

This terminated'Pradt's‘publié career and he
apent the remalnder of his 1ife in ratirement in
Auvergne. He continued to write a great deal and kept
his ridlng horses fof recreation. He rebtained hils
1nterest in sgriculture and the improvement of country
14fe and in 1828 published a revised edition of Vozage
apronomique en Auvergne. On his frequent trips to Paris
his inexhaustible spirit continued to dazzle and to ,
fatipgue those with whom he associaﬁed.‘Sg)He was carried“
off by an attack of apoplexy 18 Harch 1837 at the age

(70)
of seventy-elght.
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Conclusion
Confroversy is still enQAged over the amount of
‘icrédit for accomplishment which Pradt merits in the
period of hiStbry with which this sudy has been con=
cerned. By some he cmtinues to be condemned as a
‘thlundering, presumptuaus bréggnrt,'(l)lt is unjust
and inaccuraté;Lhowever, to condemn him s0 summarily.
pradt has left a monument to himself in his abundant
,}puh11CAtions, the importance and velue of which cannot
be denied entirely.. It is through these writings
that we have been sble to judge the contributions vhich
pradt made previous to his contacts with Napoleon and
independent of hiﬁ. Pradt's most consplcuous talent
was the‘flair which he posseséed for predicting the
future. Ve have noticed in his different works
statements which seemed to show nothing iesa than a
gift of pfophecy. These predictions emanated most
commonly from the Interest which Pradt had in colonies
and they appeared most frequently in the two works,

Lt'Antidote su congres de Reastadt and Les trols sapes

dos colonies. In the preface of his publication of

1816, Des colonies et la revolution actuelle de

1tAmerique Pradt summarized the predictions which he

made in the Three Ages, in 1802, which had been realized
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in that brief space of time, namely, the independence :
of Santo Domingo, the perpetuity of insurrections among

the negroes, the successive and forced conquast of
allen colonies by hngland, the uncontested superiority ’

of the English marine over éll those of kurope, the
convenlence and the probabllity bf the‘remOVal of

the king of Portugal to Brazill, the tendency of the.

Unlted States to eoquire Florida and the emancipation
of Spanish Americaa(g)ln additlon to these there were‘
the predictions of the revolt of Indiago%he establish~~
ment of a Unlted Sbates of Europe(4)and the separation

of church and state vhich he designated as the e§t
5
possible arrangemant in Les quatres concordats.

It should not be claimed ﬁhab this gift of pre-
diction was anything miraculoas‘ It came merely as
a rosult of n thorough, reasoned understanding of'_
contenporary hlstory and trends, and from a per-
sistent falth, which gulded him always; that 'the
humen race was on the march and was not able to turn
back.'(e)Therein lies Pradt's most essential contr£~
bufions He wrote abundantly and on such a great |
varlety of subjects that his Optimistic faith was
gble to reach and perhaps permeate a sufficient nnmbér

of individuals as to prodﬁée3én effect upon public

thoug;ht *
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Pradt's publioations vere by no means works of
1iterary arte He wrote 1in an easy, somewhat lax,
journalistio style, verbose and redundant at times,
but usually animated enough to hold interest, liis
works, coming‘annually, sem1~annually or even more
frequently;‘as they did, could not have been carefully
roeviseds. Théir popularity and interest rested upon the
clarity 6fithe‘rea30n1ng and their incisive, ofttimes
sercastic stvlea '

Besides these general comtributions to public
thought Pradt made some specific contributions through

his writings. De l'etat de la culture en Irance and

ppe‘others of his agricultural dlssertatlions wero
§léar1y intended to prométe selentific agriculture.
The phase to which he devoted most of his theoretical
and praCticél efforts was animal husbandry, particu-
lafly the threefprincipal farm anlmals, horses, cattle .
and sheép‘ ‘Such efforts as these serve to show Pradt's
breadth 6f interést and his progréssiveness which merit
a commendaﬁorj comment from the historian.

Another specific contribution of theory which
Pradt made in his writing, and which proved to have
influence in the end, was his suggestion concerning

the reconstitution of Belgium and Holland which
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appeared, first, in l'Antidoté QU Congres dé Rastadts -
of its influence we have certain prOof, fbr,’there
appeared in the Dutch correspondence of‘1814, as‘
colleoted by Colenbrander, long excerpts from the
Antidote, used avgumentatively in. support of the new‘
plan of reoonstitution.(?)Other references have been
made to Pradt's influencé in this connectlon previous-'
1y.(8) |

‘Such are the onduring achlevements of Fradt which
glve him promineﬁce, independent of his contacts with
Napoleon wlth whom h1s later. career was éo closely
connectede A summary Vieq‘ofhthe history §f Pradt's
work in the service of Napﬁleon shows a gradual di-
vergence from a conmon point of Interest, mutual cone
fidence and regard to directly opposing positions 1n~"
volving hatred and a desire for retaliation. The
problem now is to account for this divergence and to
determine in the face of it whether or not there were
any net results of Pradt's services.

An examlnatlon of the various-functions which
Pradt performed has shown that as loﬁg as he'confinad
his efforts to his chosen fleld of activity as a church-
men he was not unly able ﬁo gét along well with Napole—f

on, but he was able to be of service to him. As Grand
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Almoner and First Chgplain he performed ably the
duties incumbeﬁt upon the holder of those offlces,

at the same time'strengthening the bonds between niﬁ«
self aﬁd Napoleon through the confidential advice
whiéh he was able to offer dn matters concerning the
reestablishment of the church 1n Prance. Then agaln,
when Pradt took up his duties as Archbishop of linlines
in 1809-10, although he started wlth the condemnation
of Napoleon bacause he served ih‘sﬁite of the In-
,completeness of his bulls, he was soon able to work
his way back into favor by cooperating in exeouting
- Hapoleon's desiras relative to church.mattera in Bol~-
ugium.. In fact he was so loyal that he was condemned
as one of those "priests who are 1n constant proster-
nation before the civil authorities. (Q)But this do-
votlon did not last as we have seen.

We mst look to Pradt's dlplomatic career to no-
count for the gradual divergence in point of wview of
’Pradt and Napoleon; Pradtts first diplomatic services
’were those performed at Bayonne and we can Judge
1ittle of his abilitles from what he dld there be-
cause of 5he‘1mpossibility of the task ho was as=-
signed, that of persuading‘Ferdinand to accept Ftruria
in exchange for the throne of Spain. He accomplished
vnéthing in the way of permanent results although he

was genérously rewarded with the archbishopric of
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Malines, In ﬁhese negotiations thereyis‘the firsﬁ
ovidence that the diplomatic policy adopted by
Napoleon was not the one conceivead to be desirable ;
by Pradt. The fact thet Pradt could not wholeheartedﬁ. ‘
1y put himself behind Napoleon's pelicy in‘this‘iﬁstance«
acoounts, in part, for tho futility of his efforts, o
although he did hot éllbvaapéiéoﬁ ﬁo_bééomejaware‘ofd
. ‘ .’ . o
Pradt's next diplomatic undertakinr was the nego-
tintions with the Pope at Savona. These were not car=
ried on slhgléhandéd by Pradt so that whatever may
have beeh the net results, the respdnsibility for thém
was shared by all the members of ﬁhe éommiséioh;"ln
these nogotiatlons 1t was not a case of Pradt disaprree»
1ng wlth the policy adopted by anoleon, for the com=
mission tried to follow as closely as possible'their
instructionss. On the other hazﬁd,f these dealings did-
offer an excellent'example of Hapoieoﬁ's growing ar-
bitrariness ﬁoward'his diﬁlomats. With practically |
no oxplanation he flat‘v refused the outcome of the
dealings with the Pope which vas, after all, very '
nearly the outcome he had asked in his instructions. -
It 1s very likely that, in tho meantime, Napoleon :
hed chenged his mind concerning what would be the

nost desirable arrangement between the Church and
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the State and rathef than appeur inconsistent he
cast the rosponsibility for the fallure to come to a
settlément upon th?adeputation. Although there are
no positive result% of this diplometic undertaking
with which Pradt c%n)be accredited, at least he can-
not be held respons}bie for its falluree As to Na=-
.poleon's ettltude toward him he was left in a posltion
of uncertaLnty, the former friendship and mutual con=-
fidenco having been shakea.
Pradt's next dlplomatic posltlon, that of am-

bassador to the Duchy of Viarsaw, was the only one

which reaily tested his abllltles. This time he was
gilvon & task to be handled by himself alone with defle-
nite instructions for the eoxecution of tho Jobe Judged
by‘ﬂépoleon‘s standards of success Pradt was a complate
failura, Napoleon having remarked that he could not
have made a worse cholce or cbnfided hls affairs to
g man loss capable.(IO)This was en opinion expressed
by ﬁapoleon on his return from his fatal Russian
campaign when hils spirlts were low and when he was
looking for a defense for himselfs It is true that
Pradt did not accomplish all that was desired of him
by epoleon and this again was mainly because Pradt
did not approve of the diplomatic policy adopted by

‘the Emperore. Napoleon wanted a confederation



153
established by means of 1nsurrection but Pradt
established 1t through a quiet, lawful procadure be=-
cause he did not approve of anything which savored of
revolutionary methods. Napoleon uished thot the
- people should be violently stirred up by ardent patri-
otlc nppeals in order that their enthusiasm might be ’
oxploited in the Russilan campailgn. Pradt feared Lhat
such enthusiasm might lead to disorder so he care-
fully rovised all speeches and manifestces which vere
delivered or circulated over the country. But even so,‘
it must be ugreed that he wes taking a gréat deal 1nto
his own hands when he undertook to make these alter-
ations in policy. At the same tima, Pradt was perfect-
1y Justified 1n certain of his contentions concerning
the economlc exhaustion of the country and he had
the advantage over Napoléon of being in the 1océiityyf
when he formed his judgments. Pradt saw too0 clesrly -
to believe in the success of a campaign waged by a
prostrate country. He was not wﬁlling to camouflage
his honest estimation of tho situation‘to the extent
necessary to bring himself 1nto‘agreement with viewé
of his master. | 4 _’ ;‘

It 1s not‘nécessary ﬁo minimize Pradt's abiiity
as a diplomat to conclude thét a lessrihtelligenp,
but more supple, enthusiastic or’evén fanﬁtic soldier

would have been more successful in stirring up the
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poles and in obtalning from them the final sacrifice
ofltheir livas in protecting the retreat of tho
French army ageinst the pursuit of the Russlans. The
battlé front did not prove to be the proper setting
for a pegce~loving,kpriestly diplomaé. Pradt falled
‘in the performance of his duty ﬁeoéuse he adopted tho
wréng'method but Napoleon absurdly magnifled the
iimportance’of the embnssy to Varaaw when he held 1t
éocduﬁtable for the failure of the campaign which was
due to é wide combination of clrcumstances. In this
final‘episode ofAPradt‘s services for his once honore
ed master Napoleon's ilncreasing autooracy clsshed
with Pradt's unalﬁerable spifit of independence which
-claéh proved to be the bresking point for the friend-
”ship between the tvoe

Alligning himself in opposing ranks, Pradt awalted
aﬁ opportunity to avénge the wrongs and ingratitudes
resulting from his embassy to Warsaws This opportunity
came when. the Allied Soverelgng having entered Paris
on 31 iMarch, determined to hold a conference to dec¢ide
whét'shauld bé their future course of action. They
had already agreed that 1t was no longer feasible o
treat with Napoleon but théy did not feel justified
in making a declaration[éQ‘that effect until they

were assured that the‘French people were ready to
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dethrone the Bonapartés and welcome back the Bourbons. :
pradt gave the necessary ééhfirmatibn‘to the'conten£ion
of Talleyrand that France desired the rule of the
Bourbons with the result that Alexander, in\ the nahe‘
of the Allies, declared that they would no longer
treat with Napoleon« Such was the reﬁaliatioﬁ Pradt
dealt to the man whom, at one time, he had served sé
£ailthfullys. | |

As a dlplomat Predt is a good illustratioﬁ of"
the type of men who served Nﬁpbleon'in that cgpacity>
during the latter years Qf the Empireg He waé'ﬁbt a
supple 00l but a man with a reasoning mind and inde-
pendenco of spirit. He was unfortunate in that the
negative results of his diplomatie undertangs usuale
1y cancelled the positive. But when refused the |
opportunlty to lead a 11fe of action Pradt dlstinguished
himself in a manner,whiéh enduress  He continzad tol
write abundantly; his intelligence never weakening,
and he thereby pfoved himself to be a remarkable

theorlst and perhaps a man of geniué;
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