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SAINT-CLOUD.—WAS A RECONCILIATION WITH CHARLES THE TENTH
STILL POSSIBLE P—WAS THE PROCLAMATION OF THE DUKE OF BOR-
DFAUX UNDER THE REGENCY OF THE DUKE OF ORLEANS PRACTI-
CABLE P—M. DE LA PAYETTE AND HIS DOUBTS,—THE DUKE OF ORLEANS
AND THE MOTIVES WHICK DETERMINED HIM.—NO CHOICE LEFT
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' (From Jury 26 fo Avausr 11, 1830.)

I now reach the epoch at which I became closely, and
VOL. Ii. »



2 THE REVOLUTION ofF 18830.

with a certain degree of influence, connected with the
affairs of my country. If I had issued from the arcna
as a vanquished combatant, utterly overthrown by my
conquerors, I should cease to speak at present of the
struggles I had maintained. But the catastrophe by
which I was assailed and crushed, equally affected all
around me,—Xkings as well as their counsellors, my ad-
versaries with myself. Engaged together, we yielded to
the same assault, and suffered shipwreck in the same
tempest. I do not flatter myself that the greatest and
rudest vicissitudes of fortune carry with them, #t once
and everywhere, the light of conviction. I fear that the
ideas, the passions, and interests with which I have heen
in contest, may still occupy and disturb the hearts of
many. Human nature is’as obstinate as volatile, apd
party feelings have deeply-seated roots which the most
violent shocks cannot utterly eradicate. Nevertheless I
feel confident that in the higher walks of public life,
clear daylight has risen in its full grandeur, and minds
at present are sufficiently unshackled to look back into
the past for lessons of experience rather than to seek
weapons for fresh encounter. With this sentiment,
and this alone, I undertake to review our old conflicts.
I promise to be faithful to my friends, just towards my
adversaries, and severe in judgment on myself. If I
carry out this design, my work perhaps, when completed,
may reflect honour .on my own name, and confer some
advantage on my country.

I left Nismes on the 28rd of July, 1880, satisfied
with the elections in which I had taken part, with the
state of feeling I had found, and entireiy occupied with
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the thought of how it was necessary to proceed in order
to obtain for the decided, but at the same time moderate
and honestly expressed, wishes of the country, a pre-
dominant influence in the Chambers, and a favourable
reception from the King. It was only on the 26th,
while passing through Pouilly, that T obtained from the
guard of the mail the first intelligence of the decrees.
I reached Paris on the 27th, at five in the morning, and
at eleven, a note from M. Casimir Périer invited me to
his house, where a meeting of several of our colleagues
was afpointed.

" 'The struggle had.scarcely begun, and already the en-
tire establishment of the Restoration,—persons and insti-
tutes,~—was in visible and urgent danger. A few hours
before, and within a short distance of Paris, the decrees
were unknown to me; and by the side of legal opposi-
tion I saw, on my arrival, revolutionary and unchained
insurrection. The journals, the courts of justice, the
secret societies, the assemblies of peers and deputies, the
national guard, the citizens and the populace, the bankers
and the labouring classes, the drawing-rooms and the
streets, every regulated or unlicensed element of society
either yielded to or pushed forward the general move-
ment. On the first day, the cry was, Long live the
Charter ! Down with the Ministers! On the second, Up
with Liberty! Down with the Bourbons! Long live the
Republic! Long live Napoleon the Second! The decrees
of the preceding eve had been seized on as the signal
for exploding all the irritations, hopes, projects, and po- -
litical desires accumulated during sixteen years.

Amongst the evils with which our age and country
B2
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are afflicted, one of the heaviest is, that no serious trouble
can burst forth in any part of the social edifice, but un-
mediately the entire building is in danger of subversion;
there exists a contagion of ruin which spreads with ter-
rible rapidity. Great public agitations, extreme abuscs
of power, are not new facts in the world. Morc than
once nations have Lad to struggle, not only by law but
by force, for the maintenance and recovery of their rights.
In Germany, in Spain, in England before the reign of
Charles 1., in France as far back as the seventeenth cen-
tury, the political bodies and the people have often dpposed
the King, even by arms, without feeling either the neces-
sity or right of changing the dynasty of their Sovereigns
or the form of their government. Resistance and insur-
rection had their curbs and limits, whether arising from
the state of society, or the conscience and good sense of
men: the entire system was not continually in the hazard.
In the present day, and with us, each important political
struggle resolves itsclf into a question of life and death.
People and partics, in their blind excitement, rush on
the instant to the last extremes; resistance suddenly
transforms itself into insurrection, and insurrection into
revolution. Every storm becomes the deluge.

From the 27th to the 30th of July, while the popular
feeling exhibited itself here and there in the streets, ex-
tending and increasing from day to day and from hour
to hour, I was prescnt at all the meetings of deputics
held in the houses of MM. Casimir Périer, Laffitte,
Bérard, and Audry-Puyraveau, with no object beyond
that of discussing the conduct we ought to pursue, and
no connected plans except the notification transmitted
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from onc to the “other that we should repair at such a
time to such a place. According to the incidents of the
day, and the aspect of chances, these meetings were very
unequally anxious and numerous. At the first, held on
the 27th at M. Casimir Péricr’s, I had heen selected, in
conjunction with MM. Villemain and Dupin, to draw
up, in the name of the deputics present, a protest against
the decrecs. This T prepared, and it was adopted on
the 28th following, at two meetings held at the resi-
dences of MM. Audry-Puyraveau and Bérard, when it
receivéd, between members present and the authority of
others unable to attend, sixty-three signatures.! But on
the same evening, having again repaired, by agreement,
to the house of M. Audry-Puyraveau, I found that the
assembly had dwindled down to eleven. The diversity
of opinions was not less than that of numbers. Some
wished to carry resistance to the utmost.limit of legal
order, but not further. Some were determined on a
change of dynasty, not desiring more, in a revolutionary
sense; but considering the step as necessary as the oc-
casion-seemed favourable, and flattering themselves that
‘théy might stop at that point. Others again, more in-
clined to revolution without showing it, promised them-
selves all kinds of indefinite reforms in the institutions
and laws, commanded as they thought by the interests
and desires of the nation. Finally, a few unquestionably
sighed for a Republic, looking upon every other issue to
the struggle maintained by the people in the name of
liberty as an abortive deception. The gravity of the
situation, the rapidity and uncertsinty of passing events,
’ .1 Bee Historic Documents, No. L.



6 THE REvVOLUTION or 1880.

imposed some restraint on the expression of these diffe-
rent views, but they appeared in proposals, discussions,
and private conversations; they proclaimed the opposite
foelings that would manifest themselves as soon as minds
and passions were liberated from the pressing danger;
- they demonstrated the necessity of quickly bringing to a
close the crisis which suspended anarchy, but evidently
could not suspend it long.

When we looked beyond our assemblies on what was
passing in the streets, the urgency of a solution appeared
still more imperative. The rights of the nation violated,
and its honour insulted,—just and generous sentiments
—had roused the public in the first instance and led to
the original opposition. Byt the enemies of established,
order, the professional conspirators, the secret societies,
the revolutionists at any price, the dreamers of an ima-
ginary future, -had rapidly thrown themselves into the
movement, and became hourly more influential and ex-
acting. At one moment they noisily proclaimed their
designs, caring no more for us Deputies than if we had
no existence ; at the next, they surrounded and besieged
us with their messages and clamours, calling upon us®
vociferously to execute their wishes without delay.

On the evening of the 28th of July, while we were
consulting in a very small body at the residence of M.
Audry-Puyraveau, and in a drawing-room of the ground-
floor, with open windows, a crowd of labouring people
—jyouths, children, and combatants of every kind—sur-
rounded the house, filled the court-yard, obstructed the
doors, and addressed us through the windows, ready to
assist in our defence, if, as the report went, police-officers
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and soldiers were coming to arrest us; but at the same
time demnanding our instant adhesion to their revolu-
tionary movement, and declaring loudly what they would
do if we did not instantly comply with their demands.
It was not alone in the streets that this violent and
decided spirit so uncquivocally displayed itself. On the
29th July it took root in the only active authority of the
moment, in the municipal Commission established at the
116tel de Ville, to watch over, as it was said, the interests
of the city. Two members out of six became there-its
interpreters, M. Audry-Puyraveau, and M. Mauguin, a
ready, bold speaker, pretentious, conceited, without judg-
ment or scruple, well calculated in those days of general
perturbation to excite the irrational, to intimidate the
weak,.and to inflame the idle. Some firm, well-regulated
minds—amongst others, M. Casimir Périer and General
Sébastiani—ventured to resist, and show themselves re-
solved not to become revolutionists even while promoting
a revolution. But with no fixed basis, all opposition is
vain; and they had none prepared. With incessantly
increasing rapidity, the tide of anarchy ascended to the
higher classes, and spread with astounding echo through
all the lower departments of society.

In the hope of checking it, some enlightened Royalists,
the Duke de Mortemart, Messrs. de Sémonville, d’ Argout,
de Vitrolles, and de Sussy, attempfed to give legal satis-
faction to the country, and to bring about an arrange-
ment between the inert royalty at Saint-Cloud and the
boiling revolution at Paris. But when they demanded
an audience of the King, they were met by the un-
seasonable hour, by etiquette, the countersign, and re-
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pose. Admitted, nevertheless, they found the King, at
once tranquil and irritated, obstinate and hesitating.
After a long struggle, they extorted from him the dis-
missal of the Polignac Cabinet, the repeal of the ordi-
nances, and the nomination of the Duke de Mortemart
as first Minister. But this being accorded, the King
still lingered and delayed the necessary signatures. He
g&e them at last, but encumbered with many verbal
restrictions, and the Duke de Mortemart, ill, and con-
sumed by fever, departed for Paris without having ob-
tained from the Dauphin the free passport that he required.
Arrested at every step on his road by the Royal troops
as well as by the voluntary guardians of the barricades,
he was unsable to reach the assembly of the Deputies,
and with great difficulty conveyed to them, as also to the
municipal Commission, through M. de Sussy, the decrees
of which he was the bearer. These concessions were
rejected in ‘every quarter : at the Palais-Bourbon and at
the Hotel de Ville they were with difficulty taken note
of. M. de La Vayette committed a bold act in writing to
the Duke de Mortemart to acknowledge their reception ;
and two men on horseback having loudly proclaimed on
the Boulevard, “ All is over; peace is concluded with
the King; M. Casimir Périer has settled everything,”—
General Gérard and M. Bérard, who happened to be
present, with much difficulty rescued these individuals
from the fury of the mob, who would have massacred
them upon the spot. At Saint-Cloud there no longer
existed a power,—I shall not say capable of acting, but
of even parleying with the country.

It was in the midst of this menacing position, and to
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bring it to an end, that issuing forth from our meetings,
without any defined character or object, we met on the
30th of July at the Palais-Bourbon, in the hall of the
Chamber of Deputics, inviting our absent colleagues to
join us there, and to raise the great public authority of
which we were the scattered members. The peers then
in Puris assembled in a similar manner at the palace of
the Luxembourg. ¥’We'placed ourselves in coramunica-
tion with them ; and on the same day before noon, being
informed that the Duke of Orleans, who until then had
held aloof, inactive and invisible, was disposed to come
to Paris, we adopted the resolution expressed in these
terms: “The Assembly of Deputies actually present has
decided on the urgency of soliciting his Royal Highness
the Duke of Orleans to repair to the capital, to assume
the functions of Lieutenant-general of the kingdowm, and
of conveying to him their determination to preserve the
national colours. The Assembly has, moreover, felt the
-necessity of securing to France, without delay, during
the approaching session of the Chambers, all the gua-
rantecs indispensable to the full and entire execution of
the Charter.”

This resolution, precise though somewhat reserved,
was sanctioned on the instant by forty signatures. Al-
though they would hiave desired a different vote con-
veyed in other words, MM. Eustbe Salverte, de Cor-
celle, Benjamin Constant, and de Schonen, signified their
adhesion. Three only of the deputies present, MM.
Villemain, Le Pelletier d’Aunay, and Hély d’Oissel,
considering this as a decisive step towards a change of
dynasty, declined being parties to it.

. ! See Historic Documents, No. II.
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At this period of the crisis, it would undoubtedly have
been a great benefit to France, and on the part of the
* ngtion an act of sound sense and political virtue, to have

confined opposition within the limits of monarchical
right, and to have recovered liberty without overthrow-
ing the existing government. We never secure our own
- privileges more firmly than by respecting those with
which they are balanced, and when monarchy is desirable,
it is more easily maintained than founded. But therc
are difficult points of wisdom which we cannot prescribe
on settled rules to nations, and which the controlling
hand of Providence, the disposcr of cvents and time, can
alone teach them. On the side of the throne, a gross
violation of right had revived and given vent to all the
ardent instincts of the people The armed insurgents
evinced profound mistrust and antipathy towards the
house of Bourbon. The negotiations attempted by the
Duke de Mortemart were merely vain gppearances. De-
spitc the mutual esteem of individuals and the cour..
tesy of words, the question of an accommodation with
the elder branch of the royal family was never for a
moment sincerely considered or debated. The abdica-
tion of the King and the Dauphin came too late. The
succession of the Duke of Bordeaux, with the Duke of
Orleans for Regent, which would have been not only the
constitutional but the best political solution of the diffi-
 culty, appeared to the most moderate even more impos-
sible than a treaty with the King himself. At ‘this epoch,
neither the liberal nor the royalist party would have had
judgment enough, nor the Regent sufficient strength, to
conduct and sustain a government so complicated, di-
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vided, and disturbed. The opposition, too, held itself
legal in its origin, and felt confidend of success if it
pushed on to revolution. The masses gave themselves
up to the old exciting passions, and the leaders yielded
to the impulse of the masses. They held it for cer-
tain that there were no means of treating safely with
Charles X., and they had another king ready in hand
to occupy his throne. In the actual state of facts and
minds, there was no choice except between a new mo-
narchy and the republic, between the Duke of Orleans
and M. de La Fayette. “ General,” said his grandson-
in-law, M. de Rémusat, to the latter when he called
upon him at the Hoétel de Ville, ““if a monarchy is pro-
claimed, the Duke of Orleans will be King; if a republic,

you will be the President. "Take upon yourself the re-

sponsibility of the republic.” ‘ -
M. de La Fayette assumed more hesitation than he
really felt. Nobly disinterested, although relying much
on his own views, and almost as fearful of responsibility
as enamoured of popularity, it gratified him more to treat
"for and in the name of the people, than to aspire to the
government in his own person. That a republic under
his presidency should be formed, he looked upon as a
possible chance, if he wished to promote it; and also
that no monarchy should be established except under his
consent, and on the condition of resembling a republic.
Either alternative would satisfy his wishes; I will not
say ambition, for ambition he had none. M. de La
Fayette desircd to be the popular patron of the Duke of
Orleans, and not his rival,
Mauny will disbelieve me, and yet I do not hesxtate to

o‘,:
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affirm that the Duke of Orleans was ‘also unambitious.
Moderate and pgpdent, notwithstanding the activity of
his mind, and the changeable vivacity of his impressions,
he had long foreseen the chance which might elevate him
to the throne, but without seeking it, and more disposed
to dread than desire its fulfilment. ~After the long cala-
mities of emigration, and the recent trial of the Hun-
dred Days, one predominant idea possessed him:—he
was determined not to be again and necessarily involved
in the errors which the elder branch of his house might
commit, and in the consequences to which those errors
might lead. On the 31st of May, 1830, he gave a féte
at the Palais-Royal to his brother-in-law, the King of
Naples, who had arrived in Paris a few days before.
Charles X. and all the royal family were present; the
display of magnificence was great, the assembly brilliant
and animated. “ Monseigneur,” said M. de Salvandy
to the Duke of Orleans, as he passed near him, “ this is
truly a Neapolitan festival; we are dancing on a vol-
cano.” “Be it so,” replied the Duke; “1I think with
you; but at least the fault is not mine; I shall not have
to reproach mysclf with making no effort to open the
cyes of the king. But what am I to do? nothing is
listcned to. Heaven only knows where they will be in
six months! But I well know where I shall be. Under
any circumstances, my family and I remain in this palace.
No matter what danger may arise, I shall not stir from
hence. I will never scparate my own lot and that of my
children from the fate of the country. - Such is my fixed
determination.” This thought had held the foremost
place in the conduct of the Duke of Orleans through the



whole caurse of the Restoration ; he-was equally decided
not to become & conspirator or a victim: At that time I
was completely a stranger to him. Before 1830, I had
only seen him twice accidentally. I was unable to appre-
ciate the different sentiments which might have occupied
his mind ; but after having for so many years had the
honour of serving him, I retain a conviction that, if
it had rested with him to consolidate the Restoration
definitively, he would have preferred without hesitation,
for himself and family as for France, the security of that
future to the perspective which a new revolution might
open to him. .

When these prospects actually presented themselves,
another scntiment powerfully influecnced his conduct.
That country, from which he had resolved never again to
“alienate himself, was in imminent danger,—in danger of
rclapsing into chaos. The repose as well as the liberties
of France, order within and peace without, were equally
compromised. We had nothing before us but tempests
and darkness. Devotion and duty to our country are
certainly not feclings of modern growth, unknown to
our ancestors. But on these points there is a profound
difference between their ideas and dispositions and ours.
Fidelity to particular persons, superiors or equals, con-
stituted the dominant principle and feeling under the
old state of French society. This was derived from its
origin and early institutions. Personal and social ties
were identical. During the long course of our history,
civilization expanded; the number of independent and
influential persons increased immensely. Individuals
separated themselves from the private groups to which
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they had hitherto belonged, to live and mix in a general
"sphere. National unity vaised itself above hierarchical
organization. ‘The state, the nation, the countiy, those
collective and abstract existences, became real, living
beings, objects of respect and affection. Duty and de-
votion ta France, assumed, with a great majority of
minds, an empire superior to that of the ancient attach-
ments and ties of fidelity to persons. Noble and dis-
interested sentiments animated reciprocally on the banks
of the Rhine, the republican levies and the army of
Condé, in their lamentable combats; but their moral
and political faith differed as much in nature as in
object. The last suffered and died to remain faithful to
their king, their class, and their name; the first, to de-
fend and save that country, an idea without form, a
name common to all, from which they had only received
the honour of being born in its bosom, and to which,
from the single motive that it was France, they believed
themselves to be entirely devoted. 'The same transfor-
mation had taken place in civil life. The influence of pub-
lic interests, desires, and dangers, had become stronger
than that of private relations and" affections. It was from
profound causes, and under the dominion of great social
facts, that instinctively and without preméditation, the
two parties in 1789 called themselves royalists and
patriots. With the one, duty and attachment to the
King, the head and representative of the country,—with
the other, duty and direct attachment to the country
itself, formed the principle, the bond, and prevailing
sentiment. A royalist by position, the Duke of Orleans,
through events and the influences of his life, had become
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a patriot. . The country was seriously compromised ;
he alone colld extricate it from the peril. This was not
the only motive, but undoubtedly the most powerful
one, which guided his determination.

.There is littlé sense and honour in forgetting or mis-
representing, when the spur no longer presses, the true
causes of events. Necessity weighing equally upon all,
on royalists as well as liberals, on the Duke of Orleans
and on France,—the necessity of choosing between the .
new dynasty and anarchy,—such was, in 1830, with
honest minds, uninfluenced by revolutionary passion, the
determining cause of the change of government. At the
critical moment, this necessity was universally felt, —by
the attached friends of King Charles X., as also by the
most ardent spirits of the Opposition. 'What power but
‘the conviction of a paramount emergency could have led
to such a prompt and general adhesion of the very men
who deplored the gvent? How can we otherwise inter-
pret the words uttered in the Chamber of Peers by the
Duke de Fitz-James, the Duke de Mortemart, the Mar-
quis de Vérac, and so many other honourable royalists,
when swearing allegiante to the new system?! Others

! Of these speeches I shall only quote here that of the Duke de Fitz- *

James, at the sitting of the Chamber of Peers on the 10th’of August,
1830, bearing the impress of a loyalty and patriotism at once sincere

and sad :~

* Absent for a few days only, on a journey of short continuance, I
suddenly learned that a terrible thunderclap had burst over France,
and that the family of our kings had disappeared in the tempest. The
cannon which proolaimed a new sovereign seemed to await me yesterday
on' my arrival in the capital, and today I am called to this Chamber to
take a new oath of allegiance.

*“T’hdve never trifled-with my pledged faith, and with me the sanc-
tity of an oath has been held inviolable. I have taken only two during »
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who;* thmugh 'at%hment or.g. sense of “ho:mﬁﬁ‘ retired
entirely from public life,"by that very retirement, as"in=
active as it was voluntary, established the true and. ele-
vated charaoter of the event that -had taken place. On
that day all thinking men were governed by the same
cohviction. TFhrough monarchy alone France could es-
cape from the yawning abyss, and but one monarchy
was possible. Its establishment was a universal de-
liverance. “1I also,” said M. Royer-Collard to me, “ am
amongst the conquerors, but I am mournful in the midst
of triumph.”

In matters that relate to myself, I wish to conceal no
particle of the truths which time has taught me. In
presence of this certain and urgent necessity, we were

my life. The first, to Louis XVI., of blessed memory, when I had
scarcely emerged from infancy; the second, in 1814, to the consti-
tutional Charter, the principles of which had long penetrated my heart,
and which I saw with transport become the law of France. I defy any
living being to accuse me of infidelity to these two oaths. Perhaps you
will do me the justice of admitting that in this Chamber I have never
delivered an opinion not based upon the very text of the Charter, and I
affirm upon my honour that since the age of sixteen my heart has never
recognized a thought except in perfect aecordance with its principles.
Tried by misfortune from my entry into life, I was soon taught by
adversity to submit to the decrecs Jf Providence, and to fortify myself
against storms. My family has long known what it is to adhere to the
losing cause, and in that respect we are not now in our novitiate,

“ Undoubtedly I deplore, and shall continue to lament, the fall of
Charles X. Long honoured by his notice, no one is better acquainted
than myself with the virtues of his heart; and even when deceived by
ministers, more weak if possible than treacherous,—when, too vainly
alas! I endeavoured to make him listen to the truth which had been so
criminally withheld, I protest once more, and I shall ever continue to
do so, that I never heard him utter a wish but for the happiness of the
French nation and the prosperity of France. Duty calls upon me to
render him this justice ; these sentiments,iwhich will live for ever in my

* heart, and would suffocate me if I restrained them, I delight in giving



- tooereacyo adkirowledge and act-onti6,T ¢ one of the:
chief advmtages of hbqra’l institutions, tha men’ long
aacustomed to their exercise yield slowly to the yoke-of
emergency; and struggle much before they resign them-
selves to it; in such manner that reforms and revo-
lutions are only brought about when they are really
imperative and recognized beforehand by public opinion
strongly tested. We were very far from that clear and
determined wisdom. Our minds were full of the English
Revolution of 1688, of its success, of the noble #hd free
government it had founded, and of the glorious pros-
perity it had purchased for the nation. We were in-
spired with the ambition and hope of accomplishing a
similar work, of securing the greatness with the liberty

vent to before this assembly, and I pity those to whom they could give
offence.

“Yes, to my last breath, while a drop of blood circulates in my
heart,—on the scaffold, should I be doomed to carry my head there,—
I will loudly assert my love and respect for my old master. I will
proclaim his virtues, I will say that he merited a different fate, and
that the French people, who knew him not, have treated him with
injustice.

“But, a this moment, I am excluswcly a Frenchman, and I feel
that at the crisis in which my country is placed, I owe myself entu‘ely
to France.

“This grand consideration for the national safety is undoubtedly’
the only cause which can have moved so many prudent minds to pro-
mulgate with such precipitation the acts which, during the last six da.ys,
have decided the destiny of France. All was consummated, and seeing
anarchy ready to invade and devour us, carrying in its train despotism
and foreign invasion, they have doubtless said, ‘ Let us place ourselves
even above laws and principles to save the country.’ Such motives could
not find me deaf to their influence.

* To them alone I sacrifice the feelings which for fifty years have
attached me to life. Acting upon me with irresistible force, they
have opened my. mouth to pronounee the oath I am now required to
take,” -

VOL. 11, : c
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of otir country, and of advancing ourselves in the puneuit
of this design. We had too much confidence in our
foresight and strength. We were too much occupied
with the views of our own minds, and thought too little
of the real state of facts around us. In 1688, there
were in the constitution of society and the state of
public feeling in England, means of government, and re-
straining points on the brink of revolution, which have
no existence in France at the present day. Neither was
it & sulden and isolated act, such as the decrees of July,
which roused the English nation. At the close of the
reign of Charles II., and under that of James, his suc-
cessor, they had known all the excesses, and suffered: all
the evils, of a long, cruel, and varied tyranny. Every
right had been violated, évery interest wounded, every
party smitten by turns: and it was against the royalist
section itself-against the most confidential friends and
zealous servants of the Crown that the first blows had
been directed. The necessity and the spirit of resistance
had become profound and inveterate, expanding itself
through every gradation of society, overpowering even
the memory of ancient struggles and the ties of earlier
associations. To such an extent had this been carried,
that when the Revolution, of 1688 exploded, it was
ant;cxpated and received by men of the most opposite
tendencies, by many Tories as well as by the Whigs, by
the aristocracy and the people. It obtained partizans
and defenders from all points of the political horizon,
and from the united feelings of the country. For our
Revolution of 1830 we had neither the same profound
causes, nor the same varied supports. We were not
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delivering ourselves from an intolerable tyranny. " All
classes were mot combined in opposition to a common
oppressor. We attempted a far greater enterprise with
very inferior forces, much less capable either of support-
ing the contest with energy or of restraining it within
the limits of justice and sound judgment.

We were not even impressed with the weight of the
burthen we assumed, for we took pains to increase it.
Not content with having a monarchy to found, we de-
sired also to make a new constitution, and to change the
Charter with the dynasty. - For this, no necessity what-
eever existed. The Charter had passed with power and
credit through the-rudest trials. In spite of dbstacles.
and hostile Kttempts, it had been found sufficient, during
sixteen years, to defend the rights, liberties, and interests
of the country. Alternately appealed to, with different
views, by opposite parties, it had protected and re-
strained them all, by turns. The King, to escape from
its dominion, had been constrained to violate its con-
ditions, but it had not perished under this attack. In
the streets as in the Chambers it had remained the
flag of resistance and victory. We ourselves were mad
enough to hurl down and rend this standard.

But to speak the truth, with the greater part of those
who lent their hands to the work, it was not pure fan-
tasy. Profound instincts were concealed under this
movement. The predominating desire and crime of re-
volution is the love and sin of destroying, for the boast-
ful pleasure of creating again. In times tainted by this
malag}y, man looks upon all that exists before his eyes,
persons and things, rights and facts, the past and the

o c?

ey
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present, as so much inert matter, of which he may dis-
pose freely, and mould and remould according to his
own will. He persnades himself that the mind contains
isolated and perfect ideas which give him absolutg con-
trol over everything, and by authority of which he can
destroy at any cost or hazard all that now is, to repro-
duce it according to their impression. Such had been,
in 1789, the capital mistake of France. In 1830, we
endeavoured to fall into it once more.

I may here assume a new form of language, and no
longer use the term we. As soon as this esscentially
revolutionary tendency manifested itsclf, the partics en-
gaged in the great work then in progress of accom-
plishment, saw at once how widely they differed amongst
themselves, and separated in consequence. The policy
of resistance dates from the revision ef the Charter.

Many were desirous that this revision should be slowly
carried out, submitted to solemn, debates, and that an
entirely new constitution should spring from thence,
which might be called the work of the national will.
We had just been furnished with a ridiculous example
of the obstinate and unintelligent susceptibility of these
lovers of revolutionary creations. The Duke of Orleans,
when accepting, on the 31st of July, the office of Lieu-
tenant-General of the kingdom, terminated his first pro-
clamation with these words :—-* Z%e Charter will hence-
forward become a truth.” This implicit recognition of
the Charter, even for its reformation, displeased some of
the commissioners who had repaired to*the Palais-Royal ;
and I know not through what agency or at'what precise

‘moment they substituted in- the ‘ Moniteur’ of the 2nd
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of August this absurd phrase :—*“4 Charter will hence-
forward become a truth;” an alteration which the ‘ Mo-
nitcur’ on the following dag, the 8rd of August, denied
by a Jormal errafum. While they repudiated thus the
old Charter, they wished to introduce into the new one
many changes, all favourable to the abrupt extension of
popular liberty; and the exclusive supremacy of the de-
mocratic principle.

Our resistance on these points was decided, although
incomplete. We maintained the Charter as the pre-
existing and permanent constitution of the country; but
we did nothing to prevent the puerile gratification of
calling it ““Charter of 1830;” as if a constitution sixteen
years old wanted to be refreshed. Amongst the changes
which were here introduced, some, on experiment, were
found to be more injurious than useful ; others were: pre-
mature; two or three only might have been eonsidered
necessary. The complete fixity of the Charter, proclaimed
on the day following the Revolution, would certainly have
availed more, both for the liberties and repose of the
country. But no one would have ventured such a pro-
position. While we were deliberating, revolutionary pas-
sions and pretensions murmured round us, even to the
door of our assembly-room ; and beyond its walls, the
new government, still unsettled and almost unknown,
had neither strength nor means of action. We were
unable to maintain the Chamber of Pers on its consti-
tutional basis; and with great difficulty and to no pur-
pose, adjoumed‘ihe inquiry on the question. Through
the strenuous efforts of M. Dupin and M. Villethhin, the
permanence of the magistracy was secured. On a single
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point our success was complete,—we got rid of all delay
and futile debate. In two sittings the Charter was
modified ; in eight days the Revolution was closed, and
the Government established. While struggling against
these initiatory storms, a party began to form itself, as
yet ill-combined, inexperienced, and uncertain, but seri-
ously resolved to support constitutional mtonarchy, and to
defend it with firmness against the spirit of revolution.

Since that epoch, and particularly since 1848, a ques-
tion has been often agitated. When the Charter had
been thus revised, and the Crown offered by the Chamn-
bers to the Duke of Orleans, onght we to have de-
manded from the people, under some form of universal
suffrage, the sanction of these acts, and the acceptation
of the new Charter and the new King?

If 1 could satisfy mysclf that the omission of this
formality had in the slightest degree influenced, in 1848,
the fall of the Government established in 1830, I should
feel deep .regret. I know the value that sometimes
attaches to appearances, and I should consider as sense-
less obstinacy, and not as well-founded pride, the pre-
tence of despising them, when they are in reality im-
portant. But the more I reflect on the subject, the
more strongly I remain convinced, that the want of a
vote by the nation at large occasioned no weakness to
the monarchy of July during its course, and had no
influence on its final reverses. The adhesion of France,
in 1830, to the new Government, was perfectly free,

general, and sincere.” The country was more desirous of
. ’

1 A witness above suspicion, M. de La Fayette, wrote thus on the

26th of November, 1830, to the Count de Survilliers (Joseph Bona-
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seeing it established, than jealous of an express voice in
the mattcr ; and we obeyed the true wishes, as well as the
clearly understood interests of France, by putting a speedy
end tp the revolution, without complicated conditions or
delay, and by giving a regular authority to the head of
the Statc. But this motive, although extremely powerful,
was not the only one which determined us to abstain
from any appeal to popular intervention, and to wind up
the drama without submitting it to the official and ex-
plicit suffrage of the public.

We believed that a monarchy was necessary to, and
desired by France; and® this we intended to establish.
I honour a republic; it has its vices, its inherent and
inevitable dangers, in common with all human institu-
tions; but it is a noble form of government, which
responds to many exigences of our nature, to many of
the great interests of society, and may harmonize with
the position, antecedents, and tendencies of any defined
epoch or of any specific nation. I should undoubtedly
have. been a republican in the United States of America
when they separated themselves from England. A fede-
rative republic was, for them, a natural and consistent:
‘government, the only form suited to their habits, their
requirements, and their feelings. I am a monarchist in

parte) :—* With respect to the general consent, it is not only the
Chambers and the population of Paris, the 80,000 national guards, and
800,000 spectators at the Champ-de-Mars; but it is the deputations
from all the towns and villages of France, which my duties place me in
the way of receivingin detail ;—in a word, it is a pile of adhesions,
voluntary and indisputable, which confirms me more and more in the
conviction that whatever we have done isin unisovith the taue wishes
of ~ jreu majority of the Fronch people.” (Memoirs of General La
Fayditeyyol. vi. p. 471.) .
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France, for the same reasons and the same intercsts. As
a republic was to the United States in 1776, so is a
monarchy, in our days, the obvious and true system for
France, the most favourable to public liberty and peace,
the best suited for the development of salutary and legi-
timate strength, and for the repression of perverse and
destructive agencics.

But monarchy, in fact, is very different from a word
and a semblance. There was as much thoughtlessness as
confusion of ideas in continually speaking of a throne
encompassed by republican institutions as the best of
republics. Free institutions ar not of necessity repub-
lican. Whatever may be the analogy of certain forms,
constitutional monarchy and republicanism are cssentially
different, and both are compromised and altered in their
true character when associated together.

The monarchy we proposed to found was neither
elective nor republican.  Compelled by extreme measures
to break violently with the elder branch of our reigning
dynasty, we called in the younger to maintain royalty
while defending our libertics.  We did not adopt.a King
of our own selection ; we treated with a prince who stood
near the throne, and who alone, by ascending it, could
guarantee our public rights, and secure us from revolu-
tions. An appeal to popular sufirage would have given
to the reformed nonarchy the precise character we ar-
dently desired to detach from it. Such a course would
have been an adoption of the republican principle, pro-
fiting by the check which the monarchical system had

just. undergone,®o extinguish the latter completely, and

to take possessien pf the country under the royal titke.
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Betwceen the two lines of policy which at that time
stood opposcd to each other, destined to a long and
doubtful contest, my personal choice was soon made.
Beyond the general position of affairs, some particular
fac's, little important in appearance and scarcely noticed,
struck ine on the instant, as a light from above, and
at once decided my course.

While, by our acts and words in the capacity of
Deputics, we endeavoured to preserve the Charter by
modifying it, and to restore the tottering monarchy,
revolutionary ideas and passions boldly manifested them-
selves around us in declared opposition to our views.
On the 31st of July, a few hours after the deputation
from the Chamber had invited the Duke of Orleans to
assume the office of Lieutenant-General of the kingdom,
the walls of Paris were covered with the following pla-
card :—

“The Central Committee of the Twelfth Division of
Paris to their Fellow-Citizens :— A proclamation has
been issued in the name of the Duke of Orleans, who an-
nounces himself as Licutenant-General of the kingdom,
and who, -as a sole advantage, offers to concede the
Charter without amelioration or preliminary guaran-
tees. The French people ought-to protest against and
annul an act which violates their true interests. The
nation, which has so energetically conquered its rights,
has not been consulted as to the form of government
under which it is called upon to live. It has not been
consulted, because ‘the Chamber of Deputies and the
Chamber of . Peers, who held - their rtigﬂthoﬁty".ﬁnder“ the
Government of Charles X., have fallen with:him, sid, in

L]
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consequence, are incapable of representing the people of
» France.”

At the same moment another committee, known under
the title of the Assembly Lointier, and which included
some important persons, amongst whom were Deputics,
decided, “That a deputation should wait on the Duke
of Orleans, to apprise him that the nation refused to
acknowledge him as Lieutenant-General ; that the Pro-
visional Governmen® alone ought to be invested with
the necessary powers for assuring-pttblic tranquillity, and.
the formation of ‘popular assemblies ; and that the nation
would continue ini arms to maintain its rights by force,
if compelled to have recourse to violent measures.” -

Even amongst the avowed partisans of the Duke of
Orleans, the enthusiasm or habit of the revelutionary
feeling extended so far, that in the proclamation issued
on his behalf these words were included :—* At this
moment the Peers and Deputies are assembled in their
respective chambers, to proclaim the Duke of Orleans,
and to impose on him a Charter in the name ’qf the
people.”

On the same day, as soon as he had accepted the office
of Lieutenant-General of the kingdom, his Royal High-
ness mounted on horseback, to proceed to the Hotel de
Ville, as a mark of deferential courtesy to the national
guard and their commandant M. de La Fayette. We all
accompanied him on foot across the barricades, which
were scarcely opened. There was little appearance of
strength in this anxiety of the rising power to seek an
investiture of greater popularity than that- which it held
from the elected representatives of the country. - But the
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aspect of the people was even more significant,—they
pressed round us, without violence but without respect, .
and as if fecling their sovereignty in the streets through
which we passed to present-them with a King. We
were compelled, for our own preservation, and also to
protect the Duke of Orleans, to grasp each other firmly
by the hand, and thus to form on-his right and left two
moving hedges of Deputies. As we reached the quay of
the Louvre, & mass of women and dhildren rushed upon
and survbunded us,* explaiming, “ Long live owr Depu-

tice /" They attended tis to the Place de Gréve, dancing
and singing the Marseillaise. Cries-and questions of
every kind burst incessantly forth from this mob. Point-
ing to the Duke of Orleans, they demanded, “ Who is
that mounted gentleman? 'Is he a general? Ishea
prince ?” “1T hope,” said a female to the man whose
arm she held, “he is not a Bourbon!” ‘I was much
more deeply impressed by our situation in the midst of
that crowd and their attitude, than even by the scene
which Jollowed a few moments after at the Hotel de
Ville, and the apostrophes addressed by General Du-
bourg to the Duke of Orleans. What future perils
already revealed themselves for that new-born monarchy,
which alone seemed capable of conjuring down the pre-
sent dangers of the country!

During the following days, when the government had
commenced to act, I went frequently to the Palais-Royal,
at first as a commissioner, and afterwards as minister
of the Interior. At the gates of the palace, in the vesti-
bule, there were no sentinels, no police, no official guar-
dians of order and security. Simple cifizens, custodians
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of their own accord, or placed there by I know not
who, were seated or laying on the benches and the stairs,
playing at cards and receiving their comrades. There
was nothing of importance to reprehend in the demea-
nour of these voluntary guards, and if their ascendency
had been but a momentary accident I should probably
have lost remembrance of it; but the expression of their
faces, their manners, their words, all indicated that even
there- they still con#dered themselves the masters, and
that -great would be their discontent on' the ‘day When
order, which they maintained as much for ewl' a8’ for
good, would no longer lie at their disposal. '
From the 5th to the 7th of August, while the Cham-
ber was occupied with the revision of the Charter, groups
assembled in the approaches to the hall, in the court, and
in the garden, conversing with excitement on the ques-
tions debated within. They comprised nearly all the
young members of the bar, the schools, and the press;
not tumultuous, but ardent and imperious in the expres-
sion of their ideas and wishes. Armand Carrel and Gode-
froy Cavaignac might occasionally be seen amongst them.
Of the deputies, they considered M. de La Fayette and
Dupont de I'Eure as their standard-bearers. In going in
and coming out, I paused in the midst of these parties,
with whom my lectures and writings had obtained for me
some consideration. 'We spoke of the Monarchy, of the
two Chambers, of the electoral system, and of the here-
ditary peerage, which question happened to be the order
of the day. I thus ascertained to what extent republi-
can prejudices and projects had taken reot with this ge-
neration, brought up in the bosom of seccret societies
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and conspiracies. In thelr idea, monarchy was merely
a nominal and temporary concession, accorded against
their will, and which they intended to sell dearly. The
hereditary peerage they refused to admit on any terms,
or any other element opposed to pure democracy. They
were prepared to repeat the insurrection rather than yield
this point, and with great difficulty conceded the ad-
journment of the question. Their political creed, at every
hazard, was summed up in the entige possession of the
electxve _power, emanating from universal suffrage, and
in sn appeal to resistatice if this legitimate;s upremapy
as they interpreted it, should assume the appearance of
being violated. This was, in fact, to demand the per-«
manent empire of force under the pretext of right, and
the continuance of revolution in place of social security.

I received a written evidence of this diseased state of
many minds, which impressed me so strongly that I
have preserved the document. On the 6th of August,
as I repaired to the Palais-Royal to attend a council,
one of the most sincere and distinguished of these young
men stopped me at the foot of the staircase, and placed
a paper in my hands, which, with a tone of strong emo-
tion, he recommended to my most serious notice. The
contents were literally these :—

“ The position of affairs is misunderstood entirely.

“We must be national and strong, above all other
considerations, and without delay.

* The debates are interminable, and will wear out the
firmest, '

“ The Chamber of Deputies is worthless; this is evi-
dent now, and will become more so shartly.
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«The governing power, whatever it may be, should
act on the instant. We are pressed forward, and in three
days, perhaps, we shall no longer be able to restrain
those who are behind us, and who wish to advance still
further. :

.*Let the Lieutenant-General propose this evening or
tomorrow to the dtngle Chamber of Deputies, a republi-
‘¢an- constitution upder the monarchical form, and a.de-
claration of rights, to-be submitted to the acceptance: of
the people through a simple ges or 7o, within six months,

“ During the interval, let the Lieutenant-General be
considered the autforized provisional government.

“Let the Chamber be dissolved immediately after

this announcement.
“ Let us brand the Restoration, the men and the acts
of the Restoration.

“Let us march boldly towards the Rhine, carry our
frontier there, and continue the national movemént by
open war: let this be carried on by what has provoked
it. We have only to, take the initiative, to rally and
recruit the army, to hold it in hand, to associate it with
the Revolution. We shall thus speak to Europe, caution
and compel.her to go with us.

“To organize and rely on the nation is indispensable
and presents no danger.

“There is no modification in the property to be
actually realized; and consequently no-civil discord to
apprehend.

“ Let these measures be adopted, and embarrassments
disappear : the position is great, solid, and w1thout perll
It is only to wil/, and all is done.
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e “Onthese terms, we, declared republicans, pledge our-
selves to the service of the Government, our persons, our
abilities, and our means; and we kold ourselves respon-
sible for internal tranguillity.”

This text requires no commentary. It was the repub-
lic, -at once timid and haughty, not daring to proclaim

 its proper name; and impose itself openly on Frauce, but

 atfogahtly demumlmg to-be taken, under the mantle of
royslty,ito-dream and expand at its’éase. . If such views
hed prevailed, what would have become of society in
France and peace in Burope? It is not the Republic
that would -have been established.  Neither in 1830
nor in 1848 was that form in harmony with the situa-
tion, the interests, the natural instincts, the general
ideas, and the liberal sentiments of the country. Under
a false name we should have had nothing but a revo-
lutionary chaos, a deplorable mixture of anarchy and
tyranny, a continual nightmare of turbulent and futile
movements, projects upon projects, lies upon lies, with
every possible variety of suffering and danger rapidly
succeeding each other, after the explosion of a thousand
chimeras and the display of innumerable pretensions.

I will not say that I saw clearly, and to the end, into
this future; but I caught glimpses enough to devote
myself, body and mind, to resistance, as to the duty of
a rational, ¢ivilized being, of an honest man and a good
citizen. And when we applied ourselves in earnest to
the task,—the new Government in its collective strength,
and I in my individual capacity as Minister of the Inte-
rior,—the course of events and the experience of affairs
confirmed me fully in my presentiments and.resolutions.



CHAPTER II.
MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR.

MY FIRST CONSIDEBATION ON ASSUMING THE MINISTRY OF THE INTE-~
BIOR.—JOURNEY AND,K EMBARKATION OF CHABLES X.—COMPOSITION
AND INHERENT QUALITIES OF THE CABINET OF THE 11TH OF AUGUST,
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L'EURE, MARSHAL GERARD, AND BIGNON.—MM, CASIMIR PERIER, THE
DUKE DE BROGLIE, BARON LOUIS, COUNT MOLE, GENERAL SEBASTIANI,
DUPIN, AND MYSELF.—FPOSITION OF THE KING IN THIS COUNCIL.—
EXTENSIVE DUTIES AND DEFECTIVE ORGANIZATION OF THE MINISTRY
OF THE INTERIOR.—MY LABOURS.—THE OPPOSITION ACCUSES ME OF
DOING NOTHING.—MY STATEMENT OF THE CONDITION OF THE KING-
DON IN SEPTEMBER, 1830.—MY RELATIONS WITH THE PREFECTS.—
MY COMMUNICATIONS WITH M.DE LA FAYETTE ON THE SUBJECT OF
THE NATIONAL GUARDS.—MY ADMINISTRATION WITH BEGARD TO
LITEBATURE, SCIENCE, AND THE ARTS.—MY PARTICIPATION IN FO-
-BEIGN AFFAIRS.—EUROPE DESIRES THE MAINTENANCE OF PEACE.—
DISPOSITIONS OF ENGLAND.—OF RUSSIA AND THE EMPEROR NICHO-
LAS.—OF AUSTRIA AND PRUSSIA.—THE REVOLUTIONARY PABTY IN
FRANCE COMPLETELY MISTAKES THE STATE OF EUROPEAN POLICY.—
KING LOUIS-PHILIPPE COMPREHENDS AND TURNS IT TO 9 CCOUNT.
—SENTIMENTS OF FRANCE WITH REGARD TO FOREIGN REVOLUTIONS.
~M. DE T4LLEYRAND AMBASSADOR IN LONDON.—WHY HE WiS
SUITED TO THAT MISSION.—IS IT TRUE THAT KING LOUIS-PHILIPPE
ALONE SELECTED HIM P—OUR POLICY TOWARDS BELGIUM, PIEDMONT,
AND SPAIN.—MY CONDUCT TOWARDS THE SPANISH BEFUGEES.—BE-
LATIONS BETWEEN THE CABINET AND THE CHAMBERS.~—THE CHAM-
BER- OF DEPUTIES IS COMPLETED BY NEW ELECTIONS. — M. PAS-
QUIER I8 APPOINTED PRESIDENT OF THE CHAMBER OF PEERS,—
BILLS PRESENTED TO THE CHAMBERS.—PROPOSITIONS ORIGINATING
IN THE CHAMBERS.—MY FIRST APPEABANCES IN THE TRIBUNE,—AGI-
TATION OF PARTIES,—DEBATE UPON THE CLUBS.—CLOSING OF THR
CLUBS.—THE CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES IMPEACHES THE MINISTERS OF
CHARLES X.—PROPOSITION OF M, DE TBACY AND ADDRESS OF THR
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DEATE —REVOLTTIONARY TUMULTS.~THEY ARE DIRECTND AGATRET
'Tn 0‘"“ OF VINCENNES AND THE PALAIS-BOYAL.~DISSOLUTION OF
THE GABINET.—IT8 CAUSES.—MY VEELING ON LEAVING OFFICH—~
. LBTEER OF X. AVGUSTIN THIZRET.

(From JuLy 31 to NoveEmBER 2, 1830.)

On the 81st of July, the eve of its dissolution, the
municipal Commission, assuming, under the arrogant
influence of M. Mauguin, the airs of a provisional go-
vernment, indulged in the frivolous pleasure of appomt-
ing to various’ mmlsterwl offices, commlssmners even
more provisional than themselves, for they did not exer-
cise, even for a single day, the functions "delegated to
them. Amongst the number, T had been named com-
missioner for Public Instruction.” On the following
morning, August the 1st, the Duke of Orleans, in his
capacity of Lieutenant-General, called me under the same
title to the Interior; and on the 11th, after he had ac-
cepted the crown, I entered the Cabinet he then formed
as minister for that department.

At that moment, and despite the multitude and ur-
gency of the affairs with which I was overwhelmed, one
subject in particular occupied my attention above all
othérs. The revolution was accomplished. No resist-
ance presented itself from any quarter. The King, the
Charter, the Chambers, the Cabinet, all the new powers
were in VIgorous action, But Charles X. was still in
France, manifestly incgpable of maintaining his ground,
yet giving no indications of an intention to move. In
vain four commissioners, Marshal Maison, General Jac-
queminet, Messrs. Odilon-Barrot and de Schonen, had
repaired to the castle of Rambouillet to persuade him to

VOL. 11. . D



Y MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR.

whlch e!ged towards Ramboulllet wluther the mmm

sioners had gone a second time, movﬂyvsome préssing
words of M. Odilon-Barrot, and the statements, mere
opportune than exact+of Marshal Maisgn, respecting
the number of the assailants, Charles X. resclved to quit
his Iast royal residence, and to move to some point ot
the coast for embarkation. But he travelled .slowly,
stopping herc and there, hesitating as to his route,
evading the remarks which the commissioners some-
times pressed on him to regulate and hasten his
march, and appearing to .expeet the intervention of some
favourable incident to change his determination and
destiny.

We also, in Paris, were anxiously engaged in watching
possible events, but with very different impressions and
expectations. No chance of a rising or civil commotion
in favour of the fallen royalty presented itself; its most
devoted adherents remained in profound repose. M.
de La Rochejaquelein wrote thus to several journals:—
“You have been misinformed in stating that the Marquis
and Marchioness of La Rochejaquelein had arrived in
.La Vendée to excite an insurrection; they are residing
quietly in their own house near Paris.” The army was
equally anxious with the country te adhere to the new
Government. The very regiments that, with a noble
sentiment of discipline and honour, had- remained in
attendance on Charles X., feceived from him, as a deh-
verance, the order to return to their quarters, We were
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ihush/more: apprehenme of revolutionary passions than
royal’ regretn It w6 dangerous task"to oomhct the

'up bmnga, ‘_wes, to the evil promphngs o
tevenge o precaution, excited by the striffgleof the
‘eve or the uncertainty of the morrow. However, the
honour of the new sovereignty, of its councillors, and of
all the honest men who had adopted it, was engaged
in thjs difficult trial. It was absolutely necessary that
Charles X. and the royal family should arrive at the
termination of their bitter journey, not. only without
obstacle or insult, but with tranquillity and public re-
spect. I was assailed with alarming reports. Crowds
were assembled on different points of the road, threat-
ening alternately to arrest Charles X. and o hasten his
departure by violence. The commissioners who accom-
panied him, Marshal Maison, MM. Odilon-Barrot, de
Schonen, and de La Pommeraye, exercised a generous and
skilful activity in dissipating these dangers; but could
they always succeed? Their moderation sometimes
threw suspicion on themselves. Ite was complained
that in the midst of the royal train they did not always
display the tricoloured cockade and scarf. I wrote to
them, to quicken their movements, to avoid all pretext
for popular irritation, and to do all in their power to
place Charles X. and his family beyond the risk of
danger. M. Odilon-Barrot answered me on the 9th of
August, at the very moment when King Louis-Philippe
solemnly accepted the crown and swore fidelity to the
Charter. “ You know,” said he, “.that our mission is
D 2
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whmly one of deference and humamty ; the private ze-
sidations-of;the Duke andﬁ!)unheqs sof . Orlegns
have e us still more scmpul' s A fpeitient ot
rgepect” and deferenco has restram% us; from “ostenta-
tiongly. displaying, before an aged, uwate monarch,
and ‘4116 1a8es who accompany him, these symbols which
deeply wound them; but in public, and in presence of
his suite, we have never concealed our colours,” M.
de Schonen also said, “ As to the slow progress of this
funeral procession of royalty, it arises from no want of
remonstrances on our part; but what can we reply to
an unhappy old man who says, ‘I am fatigued ’?”

On the 17th of August, when I learned that Charles X.
had embarked on the preyious evening at Cherbourg, in
presence of a silent and respectful crowd, I experienced
a real sensation of decliverance. The note which, at the
same time, the King, Louis-Philippe, addressed to me,
began with this sentence :—* At last, here are despatches
from our commissioners which relieve my heart.” A
sincere emotion, however it may be judged by vulgar
minds. The King, at that period, dreaded some tragical
catastrophe muchamore than he feared a rival.

While two American packets, escorted by two French
men-of-war, rapidly conveyed the old King ‘and his
family from France, all France hastened to Paris. From
every part of the country thousands of visitors flocked
in daily : sope, to be present at a grand spectacle ; sone,
to satisfy that necessity of motion without definite object
which great events excite; and the greater number, to
seek their portion in the frults of a victory which they
considered the triumph of their cause and party.. Itisa
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.atrarfg‘e cbabswhmh springs from revalutxon in'a country.

g,
«desn‘e?’ an& & foel themselves mcxte& to réival
Avd these collected pretensions, these wild *ovBred: of
imagination or interest, préssed round the new power,
demandmg aliment.

- The Cabinet just formed was more calculated to aug
ment than diminish this confused fermentation. Com-
posed of eleven Members, seven ministers with port-
folios, and four for consultation, they had no unfty
beyond that which their first steps absolutely required
during the first days. We ywere all sincerely anxious
to consolidate the constitutional monarchy which .sprang
up from the Revolution. But when from this general
desire it became necessary to pass to defined and daily
action; when we were called upon to settle in detail
the Government of this monarchy and to put it in prac-
tice, animated and important differences burst forth, and
were repeated at every moment. Not only were we di-
vided between two tendencies which had exhibited them-
selves ever since the revision of the Charter,—progress
and resistance, the desire of reform and respect for tra-
ditional laws,—but in each of these distinct sections,
combination was alike deficient; important varieties of
opinion presented themselves, rendering it gpparent that
men outwardly agreed would speedily differ and perhaps
contend, and which deprived the existing authorities of
the nower of- escaping from the same confusion of ideas,
pretensions, and chances that fomented round them.



38 MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR.

.- Of the eleven Ministers, governing or consulting, who
h&ld sepnﬁs in the Cabinet, eight are dead : MM. Laffitte,
Dopoli 8e I'Bure, Marshal Gérard, Baron Bignon, Count

M6lé, Baron Lovis, Marshal Sébastiani, and, M.Cogimir
‘Pérign;- Three only, the Duke de Dr‘bglie; M. Dupin,
lnd myself"stlll survive. When I commenced: these Me-
moirs, T asked myself, not without perplexity, with what
degree of liberty I should speak of men, friends or adver-
series, whom I had closely studied, whether in the ex-
ercise or the struggles of power. The dead belong to
history ; they have a right to justice, and history has an
equal claim to freedom. I shall use the joint privilege
with candour. But the living still elbow each other in
this world ; they demand mutual forbearance, and this I
have promised myself never to forget.

Between the four members of the Council of 1830
who were claimed by the progressive party, per-
sonal importance and political ardour were unequally
divided. A brave soldier of the Revolution and the
Empire, Marshal Gérad remained faithful to the in-
. stincts and friends of his youth, without {aking much
interest in debates. on principles or party struggles.
From military habits he had learned to love order and
_ support power; but in this course he more readily com-
promised his person than his popularity. With a just
and even a delicate mind in practical life, but inactive
and restricted, he was averse to seeking, amidst com-
plicated situations and questions, the line dictated by
duty and honour. He paid little attention to arguments
which opposed his ideas and tastes, and entered less into
discussions on the policy he served, provided that there
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was nothing in it to detach him from his standard, M.
Bignon, on the contrary, brought to the aid of his party
& superabundant power of dissertation ; not in" 8 inte-
ior of the:Cpunail or-in private conversation: thee be
(MM‘“W*MWwd ‘not likiigto engag
| aonalmtest, -or-to' commiib himsélf on lpe&hﬁﬁfecﬁ
‘by'positive opiions:, ‘It was in the repose of hif shudy,
while: writitlg pamphlets for the public or speeches for
the Chamber, that he applied the resources of an in-
- foymation more specious than solid, of a diplomatic
experience somewhat inferior, and of a mind solemnly
supetficial. He thus acquired, amongst the bulk of his
readers and listeners, the reputation of a deep politician,
and supplied them with facts and arguments without
exercising real influence. Neither Marshal Gérard nor
M. Bignon were, in the Cabinet of 1830, ready and ef-
fective leaders of the party of movement. _
MM. Dupont de I'Bure and Laffitte alone possessed
and merited solid weight. I have watched too closely
the audacity and time-serving of peysonal interests not
to place full value on the sincerity and constancy of
convictions, even when opposed to my own. While we
were acting together, every sitting of the Council taught
me more and more how great was the difference between
M. Dupont de I'Bure and myself. Whether he was
aware of it or not, the idcas and reminiscences of 1792
governed his conduct and his thoughts. 4 He was not
intentionally and of his own knowledge elther & revo-
lntionist or & republican ; but he brought to the dawning
Cabingt .of the constitutional monarchy, the prejudices,
stuistrusts; : dentands, and antipathies of a vulgar demo-
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* titic opposition ; and hewas uisblo to find within kit

1 that elevation-of mind snd menners which-fn his
-movel sifuiation: coull’ alone have enabled him to un-
dérstand the conditions of a free government. On the
cohtmy, the more he became practised in the exercise.
of ‘power, the more he recoiled within his old habits,
with a certain degrec of rough pride; for while he suf-
fered himself to be governed by coarse, ignorant advisers.
he held an honest and obstinate faith in his own 1deas
believing them conformable to justice, and advantageous
for the public good, and feeling himself ever ready to
sacrifice to that object the interests of, his ambition or
his fortune. These qualities sufficed to win for him po-
pular esteem, and to render him important to his party,
although incapable of leadmg or restraining them.

M. Laffitte owed his popularity and inflaence to very
different causes. He had infinitely more intelligence,
and a mind more liberal, varied, and elevated than that
of M. Dupont de L'Eure. An intelligent and decided
man of business, a free and agreeable converser;
anxious to please all who came in contact with him, and
“kind to those le liked, he was ever ready to understand
and gratify the whole world. Although, in fact, extreme-
ly susceptible to the revolutionary influences that sur-
rounded him, he had, on liis own account, no general or
defined ideas; no determined or obstinate party views:
Le was neither an aristocrat nor a democrat, neither a
monarchist nor a republican ; attached to progressive
movement by natural instinct, and more for personal
gratification than from any profound design; seeking
importance from vanity rather than ambition ; mingling,



‘Weakness with carelessnpes, angd.impertinence with good
nature ; -g .veritable financier of high comedy, engaged
in politica: as his parallels under- the old system were
with worldly and literary indulgences ; desirous, above all
things, of being courted, flatteredy:and praised ; trusting
as much to Sijocess as to merit ; the same with the King
and the people, in revolutions as in atters of specu-
_lative business; and treating all questions, whether mo-
netary or political, with a presumptuous levity which
believed that it could reconcile everything; dreaming of
no obstacles, and foreseeing no reverses. In 1830, he
had reached the summit of his destiny, happy and proud
at having witnessed, or rather, as he tried to think,
produced, a revolution which satisfied the country, and
a King who pleased himself; and, expecting to remain
powerful, popular, and rich, without bestowing much
thought or care on the labours of government.

As partisans of the policy of resistance, we had in
the Council the advantage of numbers over the patrons
of progressive movement. But number is not always
strength. If not disunion, great diversities of position
and inclination existed amongst us, and produced weak-
ness in a contest which became more ardent from day to
day. Much opposed, in reality, to the spirit of revolu-
tion, Marshal Sébastiani and M. Casimir Périer main-
tained a certain degree of reserve: the one to be in a
copdition to remain in the Cabinet under any circum-
stances, and to support the King, whose confidence he
.had already acquired ; the other, with a more elevated
foresight, thinking that a day would come when he
might;he cglled upon to resist the anarchy he detested,
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and wishing to hold himself in for that emergency. Ba-
ron Louis resolutely practised, in the financig) depart-
ment, the policy of order, and adhered to it in all other
matters, but without taking much share in the contest,
and always following behind M. Casimir Périer. M.
Molé possessed this advantage, that-all the members of
the Council, partisans within of movement or resistance,
had declared, externally, for the policy of peace, and were
thankful to him for carrying it out with dignity. M.
Dupin held himself rather aloof and on the watch, a
friend to order and the King, but cautious and change-
able, careful not to compromisc himself beyond what
was absolutely neccssary, and deciding, on all occasions,
according to his estimate of the comparative strength of
the forces engaged, or his Impression of the moment,
without pledging himself to any system or any ally.
As minister of the Interior, I was required incessantly to
take part between the two rival policies, and my resolu-
tion was formed from the first day. Upon instinct and
reflection, I had an antipathy to disorder; a contest
engages more than it disturbs me, and my mind cannot
resign itself to inconsistencies. Not that the policy
of resistance was without its peculiar difficulty in my
case; I had served the Bestoration, and on that account
I was disliked, and even suspected by the revolutionists.
M. Molé and M. Louis had also served the Restoration,
and more ostensibly than I, sincc both had been wi-
nisters under Louis XVIII. But their past career
presented fewer points of attack. I soon became the
standard-bearer of resistance, and against me the blows
of its enemies were specially directed. The Duke “de
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Broglie supported me i# this difficult struggle: he had
held no office under the Restoration, and in 1830 only
desired to fill the unpretending department of Public
Instruction. On his own account he had fe% contests
to engage in. But he was more a liberal than a demo-
crat; and of,a refined and elevated nature, incoherent
and revolutionary policy was as unacceptable to him as
to myself. Although of different origin, position, and
character, we were already united, not only by a friend-
ship already old, but by an intimate community of prin-
ciples and generous sentiments, the most powerful of all
ties when it really exists, as it very rarely does. We
alone, in the Cabinet of 1830, acted invariably in con-
cert and op the same side.

In the midst of a council thus divided and unsettled,
the King, Louis-Philippe, had a difficult part to play.
No one at that moment troubled himself with thinking
of the influence that he might, or actually did, possess
there. Necessity and danger were too near and too ur-
gent to allow place for the jealousies of tranquil times.
The most suspicious felt distinctly, that more compro-
mised than any other person, both as regarded his
family and himself, his honour and his safety—the prince
who had just made common cause with the country had
truly a right to participate in the debates and resolutious
by which his own fate and that of the nation was equally
to be decided. The King, therefore, presided at the
Council, and cntered into all discussions as freely as his
ministers, without constraining them in the slightest de-
gree. But in his personal position and in himself there
‘were. chuses;of serious embarrassment. Revolutionary



44 MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR.

reminisconces had held g considerable share ‘in the
movement which called him to the throne; too' rauch
so for the mission which'the throne imposed. To these
reminiscences he owed the support of a host of men
who flocked round him as his natural friends, but whose
habits and prejudices might soon- change them -into
vexatious; adherents or perhaps-dangerous enemies. -
Many of these, under the Empire, had served ab-
solute power without scruple; but returning back to a
liberal system, they resumed their original ideas and pas-
sions, and the King found them at once attached to his
cause, and little calculated to serve it politically. The
Revolution of 1789 had left on his own mind contra-
dictory and weighty impressions. *As a yousg man, he
had participated with sympathy in that explosion of so
many lofty expectations. The great principles of justice
and humanity, of respect for the dignity and happiness
of men, which form the glory and strength of that
powerful epoch, had taken root in his mind. As time
went on, the course of events, the vicissitudes of his
own destiny, his travels in both hemispheres, had taught
him to recognize the errors which to such salutary results
had added such a mass of disappointment, mistake, and
crime. But while cnlightening himself on the Revo-
lution, the spirit of King Louis-Philippe had not com-
pletely shaken off its influence. He had seen it at the
outset so brilliant and always so strong, both in “word
and act, in anarchy and despotism, that it appeared to
him an almost irresistible and fatal power. At the same
time he felt the mecessity and difficulty of contending
against its passions and demands; and being convinced



that they were incompatible with free. and’ regular go.
vernment, he was by no means satisfied that such a
government could resist them with success. Surrounded
thus by favourable, although by discordant parties, and
sometimes disturbed by the doubts of his own mind, his
inclination led him, from the beginning, to shrink from
a strong, decided policy, and alternately to succumb to
*or resist the Revolution; in the hope, by ¢hus beating
about, of gaining the tone and strength he required, to
'surmoun\t the obstacles that beset the difficult Govern-
ment he was called on to establish.
These complications of his position, and this uncer-
tainty in his ideas, were perceptible in the attitude and
demeanour of the King towards the very opposite coun-
cillors by whom he was ‘surrounded. His attention
" above all was directed to the partisans of the popular
policy. He treated M. Laffitte, who was etill suffering
from a sprained foot, a hurt received in the midst of the
barricades, with friendly and almost anxious familiarity.
His language with M. Dupont de I'Eure was full of
frankness and gaiety, as if to conciliate the peasant of the
Danube. 'Towards M. Casimir Périer he evinced strong
respect, mingled however with some disquietude as to
his suspicious pride. With the Duke de Broglie, M.

Molé, and myself, his manners were simple and open,
' bearmg the impress of esteem-and cordiality, without ca-
resses.. His real confidence and outward deportment were
not always in perfect harmony ; hence, enemies and shal-
lqw observers accused him of premeditated duplicity ;
but. this was simply the natural result of a complicated
position, stilk undefined, and the working of a spirit as



.yt inexperienced in government, and aeekh:gﬁnﬂ: hesié
“tation its course and its friénds. -
T'find in the letters which, from that time, King Loiis
Philippe ‘addressed to me every day on passing affairs,
evident traces of these internal fluctuations, which mede
him ‘sometimes hesitate, either from not having formed
his resolution or from want of confidence in its success,
to adopt thes measures which appeared to him sound or
even necessary. On the 14th of August, 1830, in send-
ing me a police report on the disorders by which Paris
was troubled, and which no public force had repressed,
he added :—* It is necessary to form a body for this ex-
press service, but the matter is difficult and delicate.”
Towards the middle of September, I was preparing for
the Chamber a statement of the condition of the king-
dpm, and the changes already introduced into the
administration. The King wrote thus to me on the
13th :—* Would it not be possible to indicate in your
statement, that while the Government so extensively
participates in the dismissals demanded by the public
wish, yet no persecution takes place; individual liberty
is enjoyed by all in its fullest extent; also the free pas-
sage of travellers of eyery class and party; that the dark
closets* no longer exist; that the privacy of letters is
scrupulously and conscientiously respected ; that no one
is molested for his opinions, whatever they may have
been or may become? I do not covet the incemse of
compliment ; but nevertheless I think it might be said
to those who misconstrue my conduct and its motives—
Would you have done as much for ‘me and for us?
But perhaps it will be better to reserve this for artioles
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in the;jowsrals. .. Tt js.quite pessible’ that the. publio
weuld put a wrong cdnstruction on it ; and I always say,
when in.doybl, abstain. - Besides, there might be a diffi-
clty; in arranging the matter with your colleagues, and
it-could not be done without their consent.”

The King’s position, en this occasion, assuredly sprang
from modesty, and I do not think it would have beer
difficult to have adopted this language, in @oncert witl
my colleagues. But, at that time, he was generally dis
posed to shrink from taking the initiative when no
absolutely necessary, to avoid the slightest collision, anc
to confine himself within a restricted and somewhat fluc
tuating policy, which the divisions amongst his partisan:
and the doubts of his own mind induced him to lool
upon as alone prudent and practicable.

But this line of policy, open to the King, was close,
& his ministers. A system of liberty and free publi
discussion absolutely compcls the responsible depositarie
of power to make the first step; to be decided, prompt
and effective in action. It is essential that at every iu
stant, and under any circumstances, they should clearl
and openly take their part between the opposite solc
tions of questions, the different idegs and pretensions ¢
men. As minister of the Interior, I was more frequentl;
called upon than any%ther, and on the most importan
and delicate occasions, to act in this marner. The de
pgrtment at that time included the most varied an
extensive duties; not only the general administration i
the departments and townships, the establishments i
support of public order and charity, the police of th
kingdom and the national guards, but the public work
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of, every : kind,—agriculture, industrial labour, com-
merce, science, literature, the arts, and nearly all the
great material and intellectual -interests of the country,
—were under the control of the minister of the Interior.
Neither in the organization of the central power itself,
nor in its relations with the local authorities, was the
labour fairly divided, or the functions suitably defined.
Of all the ministerial departments, that. of the interior
was the most overloaded and confused. I had to bear
this weight, with the pressure of -all the unreasonable
demands, hopes, rancours, proposals, complaints, and
dreaming schemes which from all points of France car-
ried in thousands to Paris, and to my ministerial bureau,
the petitioners, the accusers, the curious, the scheming
projectors, the busy, and the idle. I surrendered myself
gptirely to this rough mission. T allowed myself only
four or five hours of repose. I gave inconvenient au-
diences at early dawn, that I might devote the entire
day to the Council, the Chambers, the public correspon-
dence, and current affairs. My strength sufficed for the
work, but gradually diminished like the waters of a
spring, all the canals of which are opened without caring
not to exhaust them. My fatigue became visible, and I
remember that one day, at Coungil, M. Castmir Périer,
who felt a friendship for me, s % to the King, “Sire,
you will want M. Guizot for a long t1me tell him not
to kill himself all at once in your service.”

Nevertheless loud complaints rose against the Cabl-
net, and against my department in particular. If they
were to be believed, no change whatever had taken place
in the administration. The functionaries of the fallen
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dynasty everywhere retained their posts. I had done
nothing to inculcate in the agents of the new system &
new spirit and new maxims: men and things, all fols
lowed the old beaten track of the Restoration. It is
not easy to comprehend how false and ridiculous thesé
clamours were, without having been compelled to -hear
and seriously discuss thegg. - It was the tumult of pers
sonal pretensions, of local animosities, of assumed, con-
ceited consequence, and of blind impatience, unable to
obtain satisfaction. In public places, at popular meet-
ings, in the newspapers, and even in the Chambers, the
revolutionary advocates seized upon these ebullitions of
dissatisfied egotism to raise tound the nascent power a
storm of ill-humour and general mistrust. The Cabinet
resolved not to remain silenf under such attacks, and
I was therefore instructed to draw up an Expositioqg
of the state of the kingdom, the object of which was to
show how much had already been done to place the ac-
tual administration in harmony with the spirit of the go-
vernment. Presented, in effect, to the Chambers on
the 18th of September,! this Exposition confounded for
a time the malcontents, and dissipated some credulous
prejudices. It evidently proved that, while refusing, as
Mirabeau had said in 1290, “to place everywhere, below,
what had been above, and above, what had been below,”
the Cabinet of 1830 had with more boldness than hesi-
tatjon, greatly changed the agents of authority in every
branch of the public service and in all districts of the
kingdom. For my own share, I had, in a single month,
changed 76 prefects out of 86, 196 sub-prefects out of

t See Historic Documents, No. III.
YOL. II. E
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2717, 56 secretaries-general out of 86, and 127 coun-
cillors of prefecture out of 315. And “in antlclpatxon
afthe Jaw for regenerating municipal administration,”
mys.rEspnamon stated that ¢ 398 changes: , had already
“talian place, and 8 circular Jetter instructed the prefects
“to. thake' s many more, without delay, ok, theymrgbt
deem necessary.” - g
- T do not pretend to say that in this rapld remal of
snch a long list of names, in so many places -and in &
dew days, 1 may not have fallen into some ‘mistakes:
Even after experience had pointed out to me more than
one, I should say of the imperfection of my work, as
M. Royer-Collard once gaid under different circum- -
stances, “ 1 do not know this, but I affirm it.”” In a
note from the King, I find an instance of the errors to
.vhich, in such cases, power is liable. On the 17th of
August he wrote thus to me:—“I am sorry to inform
you that two of our newly-appointed sub-prefects came
yesterday to the Palais-Royal completely drunk, and that
they were jeered at by the national guard. My aides-
de-camp will tell you their names, which I have for-
gotten, and which you will conceal out of respect to their
patrons. We shall not boast of these selections, but
replace them immediately.” a general view, not-
withstanding, and after a trial of eighteen years, I am
confident that the changes accomplished at that period
in personal administrators, soon threw off the yoke of
revolutionary tendencies, and that I called into the pub-
lic service & vast number of moderate, impartial, and
able men, who at once set to work in support of esta-
blished authority. On the 6th of October;1830; I wrote



MY MINISTRY -OF THE INTERIOR. 81~

as follows to the new prefect of Morbihan, M. Lorois, an
officer as intelligent as he was energetic :—*The na-
tional party must thoroughly understand that its situa-
- tiop 'is . not: chapged, dnd: that it hes:a Government to
oonédhdata. ‘Tt restaswith s to prove that we areicapable
d“iﬁéldmg power, and of maintaining order while deve:
loping liberty.. Itisfor us | to falsify those never-ceasing
imputations of our adversaries, who have 80 long accused
-us:of being capable of nothing but loud complamts, and
bent only on destraction.” I sought everywhere to places
in trust, and without caring for appearances, men who,
since 1814, whether in office or in opposition, had given
proofs of sincere attachment to constitutional monarchy,
and well understood the nature of its legal strength.
The greater number of those I selected, on the grounds
named, vindicated my prepossessions in their favour ; fore
while that monarchy lasted, successive Cabinets, notwith-
standing the variations of general policy, considered them
eligible to serve the State well, and introduced but few
changes into the local administration organized in 1830.
In calling to the direction of affairs so many new men,
on the day succeeding a revolution, I was anxious to
watch over and guide them effectively in their duties. I
am convinced that thegninister of the Interior, by per-
sonal intimacy and private correspondence, independent
of official communications, can exercise a powerful influ-
ence over his representatives in the departments, and
can impress on their public acts that self-confidence
and character of firm consistency which can alone give
them mioral force and credit with the popular masses. I
had not time for such an undertaking : scarcely enough
ER
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was allowed me to indicate to a few prefects, with whom
1 had been long acquainted, -the spirit with which I was
suimated myself and desirous of imparting to them.
On the 14th of September, ; 13830 I wrote to M. . Amédée
Thim'y prefect of the nghex Sabtte, ps follaws - Do
-not hesitate to replace the mayors who are repudlated by
the people, and by whom you. are’ lmpeded rather. tham
strengthened. Al that assumes the character of servile
-and blind re-action tends to produce a bad effect. Every
thing that attests a firm resolve to be well served and
o serve the public well, brings strength and reputation.
Seck out men who think and act by themselves. The
first necessity of this country is to establish, on all ques-*
tions, independent opinions and influences. The cen-
tralization of minds is worse than the centralization of
business.” And again, on the 16th October, to M.
Chaper, prefect of Tarn-et-Garonne :»—*1 wish to tell
you how much I am satisfied with your conduct and
correspondence. You are not sunk in the old routine
of administration. You do not act in obedience to a
circular. You do not write for the sake of writing. You
go straight to the fact on your own suggestion, and
with the assurance of success. I am tempted to thank
-you as for a personal obligation, Between ourselves, the
empire of forms and customs suffocates me. T have a
great turn for order, for regular and systematib activity ;
but this factitious and conventional order, this uncon-
cerned activity, this rhetorical and mechanical adminis-
tration, which neither emanates from an ongmal thought
or an energetic will, are my sovereign antipathies. Ro
not fall into this, I entreat you; do nét becomie what
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so many people call an eacellent prefect, which means -
s man who never leaves a petition or a letter without a
written answer, but who never troubles himself to dscez

tain whether his answers mlly advance busmess, or his
Tettds beovdto realitien” 7 .- R
- Aboit the same-time, the crosses erected &u“ﬂng e
Reatoratlon outside'the churches, had, in many phwﬂ,i
been objects of'popular attack ; and a report was spréad
that the Government, to evade the difficulty of protect-
ing them, had given orders for their removal. Several
public functionaries wrote to me to inquire if this were
the fact. Ianswered on the instant :—*“Tie Government
has issued no order whatever to remove these crosses.
In some places they have excited an active popular de-
monstration ; violent efforts have been made to throw
them down. The authorities, according to my instruc.
tions and those of the minister of Public Worship, have
opposed all attempts of the kind. In some places, the
clergy have been recommended to transport these sym-
bols of their faith into the interior of the churches, to se-
cure them from profanation. The clergy in general have.
seconded this suggestion, and the removal has taken
place respectfully, without disorder or outrage. Else-
where, the crosses remain erect, and will continue where
they are until they become the objects of tumultuous and,
sudden attack. The liberty of worship must be unre-,
strained; and the first condition is, that no form should be,
insulted,’« Let us not leave our enemies any pretext for.
taxingus with indecency or tyranny. I could never
gllow*my administration to supply grounds for such &
reproath; and:. thank you for enabling me on the ins,

L]
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dﬁt td' contradict a report which is already falsifiéd by
orders given throughout the two last months, on snnila.r
oceasions.” :

In the midst of the incidental excltement of the time,
and often without public support, I failed sometites in
thoronghly protecting either order or liberty; but when
my efforts were futile, I was ever ready to acknowledge
my impotence, and to declare the principles which con-
demned the aggressors.

Within the Government, and even in my own ex-
clusive department, I encountered embarrassments less
apparent but ‘equally pressing. The national guards,
whether in Paris or in the departments, their organi-
zation and management, even their employment when
necessary, fell under my duties and official responsibi-
lity; but I had no real power over them. Not only
on the 29th of July, during the height of the contest,
had their own spontaneous impulse conferred the comy
mand on General La Fayette; but four days later, on
the 2nd of August, before the Chambers had assembled,
and the Duke of Orleans, as Lieutenapt-General of the
kingdom, could preside at the opening of thetr session,
M. de La Fayette had announced, in an order of the
day addressed to the national guard at Paris, that “in
compliance with the desire of the Prince, he accé'pted
the post of commandant-in-general of the national guards
of France.” Would he retain this post under the re.
established constitutional monarchy? And if so, how
would the exceptional and singular powér be régulited P
What would be its relations with the Sovereign, withe
the responsible ministers, and moré particularly with the
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finigter of the Inferior? The gpprehensmn was gerum,
But supposing this doubt removed, the question of or.
ganization which remained to be settled was practically
as well as constitutionally, both delicate and difficult.
There tras danger of its becoming not only a question of
self-love with individuals, but of passion with parties.
It occasioned much anxiety to the Government, and ex-
cited many popular rumours.

M. de La Fayette took warm interest in it himself,
and adopted measures for its solution according to his
own views. I received, not from himself, but from his
staff, a note without signature, thus expressed : —

“In the condition under which our last happy Revo-
Jution has placed us, while millions of " citizens are in
active movement and enrolling themselves provisionally
as national guards; while a definitive organization is in
preparation’ according to a new law, which will require
consistency .and confidence; and while the declared or
secret but undoubted malevolence of foreign Powers
requires that we should show them a nation in arms,
throbbing with patriotism, and not only rallied round
liberty, but round the form of government we have

_chosen,—is it or.is it not desirable to place at the head of
this great impulse a man who enjoys public confidence ?

The population of Paris and of France have adopted
thla opinion. It was also the first thought of the Lieu-
tenant.General of the kingdom. It is still the*wish of
the King. General La Fayette himself accords with
it; singe, after having obstinately refused, in 1790, this
prdent. desire of three millions of national guards, he
has pensented to assume the title, and consequently the
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. .m. of- w&mmandant-m-genml of : t:he naﬁona!
+ s ghards of France, ,

““df -the King’s Government thinks dlﬁ'erenﬂy, the
matter is very simple, All the national guards of ‘the
departments, towns, and villages run to La Fayetté, - He
has only to reply to letters, deputations, and the general
feeling, that he has no longer any interest in the affair,
and to refer them to the minister of the Interior, It is
unnecessary to say that he would do so in terms the best
calculated to diminish the real effects of this answer.
By this course he would not only personally gain repose,
but a position more suited to his taste, to the particular
nature of his patriotic life; and it has been already seen
in the critical moment that he lost nothing by standing
alonc. But he believes, and we all concur in this be-
lief, that such a state of things would injure the great
national movement, the interior and exterior situation of
the country, and the Government of the King itself.

“ Nevertheless, as long as General La Fayette con-
sents to hold this great-command, it must not be a title
without duties, which, without giving him useful in-
fluence, would be prejudicial to that which is exclusively
personal and dependent on himself alone. - . i

. “The post of commandant-in-general of the national
guards of France has its inconveniences and dangers.
La Fayette has demonstrated this: more than any other
person. “"Are there no longer inconveniences and dengers,
that his services may be dispensed with? This is the
question, less for himself than for the pubhc interest: and
the Government.

“ Undoubtedly it:would be. more convement fo the
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administration ‘of ‘the- interios- o settler everything ity
clerks; but the state of things will not permit this;
fud military habits have taken such deep root for thirty
years; that La Fayette is the only man in France who
can replace civil and municipal authorities.

"“We have an example that simplifies the whole
matter. Marshal Moncey commanded the gendarmes
of France. He bad a chief of, the staff who transmitted
his orders. He was calied inspector-general ; he had
offices, and reports were transmitted to him. But this
in no way prevented the corps, the companies, and
brigades of gendarmes from communicating with the
minister of the Interior and the civil authorities, even
to the mayors of the towns and villages to whom the
gendarmes were obedient.

“ Tt would be necessary, therefore, to appoint an in-
spector-general, executing the duties of head of the staff
under the orders of the General-in-chief, with sub-in-
spector-general, officers, etc.”

In this language there was something more of personal
vanity than became so strong a position and so much
legitimate pride. The pride, however, was not without
address. The authors of the note had taken care to ex-
clude the King from the case, by affirming that his opi-
nion as monarch agreed with that he had held as lieu-
tenant-general of the kingdom. The question was thus
concentrated entirely between M. de La Fayette and the
minister of the Interior,—I might rather say, the offices

“of the:ministry, for it was to.the offices only, fo the cler#s,
that the objections of the note applied. The contest would
have' heen neither possible nor profitable for the authority



‘88 MY /MINIETRY: OR THE -INTERIOR:

tﬁzﬁe true prmmples of the constitutional system.. .There:
are situations in which silence speaks more forcibly. than.
argamgent. I abstained therefore from all discussigny’
“and on the 16th of August a royal decree, prepared.and
countersigned by myself, appointed M. de La Fayette:
General-commandant of the natipnal guards of France,
“until the promulgation of the law for their organiza-
tion.” This reserve for the future, which M. de.La
Fayette did not contest, was the only sign of opposition.
The decree appeared on the 18th of August in _the
‘ Moniteur,” and on the day following I received “this
letter from M. de La Fayette :— It happened by wmere
chance, my dear friend, that I had not read the ‘ Mo-
niteur’ of yesterday; and only this morning have. I re-.
ceived your official letter; thus I have omitted two
duties,—to present my respects to the King and to wait
upon you, both of which I shall.fulfil today. I have
also to request of the King and his minister, permission
to recommend to them General Dumas as major-general
of the national guards .of France. It rests with the
General-in-chief to name the head of the staff. But this
time the army is so numerous and the career so vaat,
that a presentation to the King and the ministers ap:
pears most, desirable. Besides, it was settled before-
hand, as you are aware. Dumas is the. man we requu'e
for the staff of this great command, and for mutual
understanding. I perceive with great setisfaction that
you are urging on the definitive organization, and I am .
delighted with your good idea for the choice of.secre-.
tary to the comunission. A thousand regards.” - . .
While this situation continued, taken upon both sxdea
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with“‘equat-accord and -candour, o diffiqulties whatéve:
oscnrred between M. de La Fayetts and myself. He
réghired, frankly my co-operstion when the official inter-
ferenee of a responsible minister was: evidently neces-
sary; and, on my part; I was careful not to interfere
with the exercise of the adthority of which he bore the
name, neither wishing to trammel it by paltry discus.
sions, nor to sanction. it by official association. On the
29th of August, the King, surrounded by the royal family
and a brilliant assembly, held a solemn review in the
Champs de Mars of the entire national guard, com-
manded by M. de La Fayette, and distributed their co-
lours to the different battalions. I was not present at
this ceretnony.

In the midst of the difficulties and tediousness of
these questions of organization and individual politics, I
found in other duties of my department a more con-
genial .interest and labour. When I turned to the re-
lations of Government with science, literature, and the
‘arts, I felt impressed with a conviction that we ought
to emerge from the old official routine, and act through
other chanuels than those of clerks and orders. To deal
suitably with men of letters and arfists, a general sym-
pathy or patronage is not sufficient. They wequire to
be impressed and treated with confidence, void of preten-
sion dnd without parade. Genius is a free and haughty
power,” which ‘reciprocates no cordiality when not re-
spected in its dignity and liberty. It is also a power
whicly.desires to be understood ‘and loved. It expects
from ‘its patrons something more than mere favours;
it ¥ ‘not satisfied or grateful unless when treated with
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intallSuieial and warm apprecistion: My natural tastes
led.cqme to' give, this character to my interconrse with.
men of letters, To assure myself that I should never
lose sight of it in the details of business, I called near me
as leaders,—one, from the section of science and lite-
rature, and the other, from that of the fine arts,—two
young men, M. Hippolyte Royer-Collard and M. Charles
Lenormant, both accustomed to thie most accomplished
society, trained up from early life in the administration,
practice, and love of intellectual labours, and both en-
dowed with dispositions as independent as their abilities
were distinguished. I felt confident that in the discharge
of their delicate functions they would never sink into
routine clerks, and they soon proved themselves useful
and attached goadjutors. They assisted me most effec-
tively in repelling the spirit of reaction which was strug-
gling to penetrate the learned wosld, equally careless of
rights or reputation. We should have banished it still
more completely, if, from customary habit rather than
conviction, the Government had not opened a door for
its entry by requiring from men attached to certain esta-
blishments exclusively scientific or literary, such as the
Board of Longitude; the Garden of -Plants, the: National
College, the Public Libraries, ete., the political oath-
from which the great learned bodies,.the Institute-for:
example, had always been exempted. - This condition.
cost those establishments two eminent men, M. Augus.
tus Cauchy and Doctor Récamier, With regard to the.
oath, I do not consider it in the careless light ,under.
which it has sometimes been regarded. In-the political
scheme it forms a moral tie, which may naturally be:
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«imposed upor all who take part in public aﬂ‘mt,%
nothing proves. ifs 1mportance more than the general
desire to be liberated from it on the part of those men
“by whom it hes been scandalously abused. But to take
the salary paid by the State, and not the nature of the
duties attached to it, as the principle of obligation in
the political oath, and on this construction to impose it
on astronomers, archeologists, botanists, orientalists, and
artists, is unquestionably one of the most ignorant ideas
and absurd chimeras ever conceived by the fanatical con-

" verts or servile worshipers of power.

In the intellectual movement which reflected honour
ons the Restoration, the revival of a taste for the old
historic monuments of France and the study of foeign

literature, had occupied a ‘prominent position. Some
measures had been adopted to arrest the destruction
of the masterpleces of French art, and to introduce into
modern France a knowledge of the highest class of
European literature. But both attempts were wanting
in a fixed centre and in defined means of action. If it
is desirable that the noble aspirations of human intelli-
gence should not be mere sterile impulses and passing
flashes of light, they should at once receive the support
of permanent institutions; and that those institutions
themselves should not become vain, they require from
the beginning to be placed under the control of men
capable of rendering them effectual and productive. I
had the good fortune to discover, amongst my personal
intimates, the two fittest persons that could be selected,
—the one, to prosecute and render popular the restora-
tion of the ancient monuments of France, the other, to



63 WY MINISTAZOP. m‘mmtm.

dissettinate an scquaintance with; andta.ste for, ﬂww
literary productions of European genius. - . ..

~8till young, M. Vitet had already become dlstm-
guished by the most difficult -judges for that quick per-
ception of the beautiful,—for that correct and diversified
knowledge of the history of art,—that critical and
sympathetic delicacy in the appreciation of its works
which had elevated him in the estimate of artists
themselves far beyond the position of a mere scholar or
amateur.

M. Fauriel, having reached the extreme limit of ma-
ture age, and after having enthusiastically dedicated him-
self to many studies and pursuits, with a refined and.ex-
pansive mind—a severe and erudite critic, although oc-
casmnally somewhat fantastical—a hellenist, orientalist,
philologist, philosopher, and historian—at last confined
himself to the literary and comparative history of Eu-
rope. 'The King, on my report, sanctioned the appoint-
ment of M. Vitet as Inspector-General of Historical
Monuments ; and the Duke de Broglie, on my recom-
mendation, created in the Faculty of Letters at Paris a
professorship of foreign literature for M. Fauriel. M.
Vitet has ceased to be Inspector-General, and M. Fauriel
is dead. But each established the work to which -they
were the first to lend assistance.!

My assistants being thus selected,—when I desxred to
act externally and to exercise with dignity and discretion
some influence over the labours of literature and art,
maultiplied obstacles presented themselves. Means were
wanting to support, in the midst of the general confnsmn

! §ee Historic Documents, No. IV,



mme om 2y 5 u?mon. *qjs:

of :affuirs, +they-great:: mentlﬁc undertakings which e
quiréd encouragement. - had much difficulty in en-
abling' M« Didot, by a strong subscription, to commence
his*new edition of the ‘Thesaurus of the Greek Lan-
gusge, by Henry Etienne, the materials for which he
had collected. I was anxious to establish a serious and
honourable dramatic censorship, intended to protect pub-
lic decorum against the cynical avidity of the contrac-
tors for corruption. Literary assumption, declamatory
promises, and interested speculation, seconded by the
thoughtlessness and weakness of our manners, placed
themselves in opposition with so much eagerness, that I
had no time to conquer them and carry out my design.

Politics penetrated even into the domain of art; there,
as elsewhere, popular passiohs sought to make the law,
and the democratic spirit looked for gratification. Men
of no note expected to be treated as eminent profes-
sors, and pupils as masters. Things and individuals be-
came equally confounded. It was necessary to finish
the monuments commenced, discontinued, and resumed
under various governments, and the destination of whieh
had been more than once changed. The greater num-
ber of these problems of prudence or convenience gave

me little trouble in their solution. While I caused the,
‘works of the trinmphal arch at the Etoile to be com-

pleted, I urged ‘the sculptor Lemaire to commence with-
out delay the pediment of the church of the Madeleine,
which the friends of the imperial system wished once
more to transform into a Temple of Glory, but which I
was +desirous of preserving for religion. The palace of
Versailles was threatened; the democrais, who detested
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the splendours of Louis XIV., and the economists, who
dreaded the expenses of keeping it in order, spoke of
.;hmwmg it down, or of converting it into (vast. bar-
socks. for. the relief of; Paris. .. I proposed {o the ng
to. establish there a. grand ethnographlc museum.
wh)ch would be collected the monuments aud remains of
the manners, customs,- military and civil life of France in
the first irfstance, and subsequently of all the nations of
the world. But the King had already his own ideas with
regard to Versailles, more influential than mine, and the
execution of which he commenced at once, by deciding
that the equestrian statue of Louis XIV. should be placed
in the principal court of the chateau.

We had to settle the internal decorations of the
assembly-room of the Chamber of Deputies. It was de-
cided that they should consist of three grand paintings
and of two statues, placed above and on each side of the
tablg.‘ In the centre, the King's Oatlk, at the sitting of
the 9th of August, when the Chambers offered him the
crown. On the right, the Constituent Assembly, after
the Royal Session of the 23rd of June, 1789, with Mira-
beau replying to M. de Brézé:—“Return, and say to
those who sent you, that we are here by the might of
_the people, and that we shall only be driven out by the
force of bayonets.” On the left, the .Natzonal Conven-
tion, in the midst of the tumult on the “1st of Prairial,
year IT1. (the 20th of May, 1795), with the President
Boissy-d’Anglas respectfully saluting the head of the
representative Féraud, which the insurgents brought to
him on a pike. Two great memorials,—ome, of resist-
ance to power,the other, of resistance to anarchy The
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statues were to he two allegorica] figures,—Order and
Liberty. The execution of these-was entrusted to the
sculptor Pradier. I wished also to assign the paintings to
the three masters of the school, Messrs. Ingrés, Bérard,
and Paul Delarochd; but the democratic influence opposéd
this decision,and imperativelydemanded competition,~at
excellent ordeal on the commencement of different career
by which to éstimate young and yet unknown ‘talent, but
most ob]ectxonable when a first-rate work is required,
for established ability will not submit to it. I hoped to
supply some remedy for the inconveniences of the com-
petitors, by calling in the most eminent artists to decide
on the results with their personal independence and au-
thority; but the jury was not to be selected until the
sketches were ready. When the time came, T had ceased
to be in office; and by an excess of democratic caprice,
the candidates were allowed to choose their own judges.
A vast number of sketches were presented. The prize
for the King's Oath on the 9tk of August was awarded
to that of M. Court, whose painting occupied the place
assigned to the subject until the revolution of the 24th
of February, 1848, when it disappeared, perforated with
musket-balls. This mutilated canvas, it is said, has
found a refuge in the repositories, where the work of
M. Hesse representing the Conglituent dssembly and Mi-

rabeau at the Session of June the 3rd, 1789, has gone
to rejoin it" The Boissy-d’ Anglas presiding at the Na-
tional Convention, by M. Vinchon, has been sent as a
gift to the fown of Annonay, the birthplace of the coura-
geous President; and I preserve in my own cabinet an’
extremely faithful sketch of the King’s Owti, which M.

VOL. 11. ' ¥
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Komnts o .. »m e v ot
gersed hke the actors. . - .- STt
. Amongst the monuments then resumed; one_glone,
the Pantheon, was an error on my part which nearly led
to serious consequences. That a nation should publiely
honour the great men who have upheld its aredit, is 8
just act and a generous sentiment; but the dead are
mappropriately distinguished, when religion is not present
to receive and consecrate the homage bestowed on them.
It belongs to religion to perpctuate memories and to pro-
tect tombs. The most illustrious dead require to repose
in temples where immortality is daily proclaimed, and
any veneration paid to them is cold and precarious indeed
when separated from the worship of the Creator. It was a
false and an unhappy idea Yo take the church of Sainte-
Genevieve from Christians, to dedicate it to heroes; and
the pagan title of Pantheon, with which was soon cou-
pled the odious name of Marat; mournfully declared the
character of this transformation. It was abolished in
1800; the vast mind of the Emperor Napoleon per-
ceived the vice of it, and, whilc leaving the great-men *
in the church of Saintc-Genevitve, he decided that it
should be restored to Christian worship. King Louis
XVIII followed up this idea of intellectual and moral
atonement.' But the wogk, although determmed in prin-
ciple, was but imperfectly accomplished i fagt. We re-
turned into the evil path. 'The Pantheon was given up
to the great men alone. This, in the midst of our ge-
neral resistance to revolutionary pretences, wis an act of
complaisance to the revival of inflated and declamatory

L
t

1 See Historic Documents, No. V.,
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-onprios; whibh mistook &b conditions of the énd towhich -
it -aspired. In committing this error, T had an.-interisl
feckigg -of dissatisfaction ; and to extenuste the evil ef.
fects, the deoree declared “that & Commission should be
appointed to prepare a bill, to settle the terms and forms
-under- which this testimony of national gratitude should
be deereed in the name of the country.” This Commis-
sion, instituted to gain time, was composed in such a
manner as to lead the partisans of the measure to hope
for a prompt gratification of their wishes. M. de La
Fayette and M. Béranger were included amongst the
members. But popular impatience refused to wait the
decision of even the most popular men. A numerous
assembly paraded through Paris the busts of General
Foy and M. Manuel, declaring their intention of carry-
ing them to the Pantheon, of forcing the gates, and of
installing them tliere on the instant. M. Odilon-Barrot,
at that time Prefect of the Seine, had great difficulty in
persuading the leaders of this crowd to forgo their de-
sign, and to deposit the two busts at the Hotel de Ville,
‘in expectation of the legal homage destined for them.
A few days after this clamorous and empty tumult, M.
Béranger, with his accustomed prudence and calculating
dread of ridicule, retired from the Commission, in which
he was immeditely replaced by M. Casimir Delavigne,
who undertook with little eagerness the prepatation of
the bill committed to his charge.

When, after the lapse of long years, we collect otir
reminiscences, we are astonished at the associations which
dperate in the memory, and which we took no note of
while facts were in progress of accomplishment. At the

. . ) F 2
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same period, perhaps on the self-same day, when these
disorderly riots occurred in the streets of Paris relative
to the Pantheon, and of which I retain such a disagree-
able impression, M. Lenormant brought M. Rossini to
breakfast with me. He had sustained some annoyunces
from the Revolution of 1880, which I wished to make
him forget. King Charles X. had treated him. with
great favour. He was Inspector-General of singingy re-
ceiving, beside his rights of authorship, a salary of 7000
francs; and a few months before the brilliant success of
‘William Tell,” the Civil List had signed an agreement
with him by which he erigaged to compose for the French
stage two great works. I was anxious that the new
Government should exercise towards him the same con-
sideration, and that in retirn he should supply us with
these masterpieces. ~We conversed together without
reserve. I was struck by his active, varied disposition,
open to every subject, gay without vulgarity, and dis-
posed to jest without bitterness. Hec left me after half
an hour of pleasant intercourse, which however led to
nothing, for 1 soon after ceased to hold office. I re-
mainéd alone with my wife, who had been interested
by M. Rossini and his conversation. My daughter
Henriette was brought into the room, a little child who
had just began to walk and prattle. My wife went to
the piano and played some passages from the composer
who had just left us,—from ‘ Tancredi’ amongst cthers,
We were alone. I remained thus for I know nct how
long, forgetting all external associations, gazing on my
daughter, who attempted to rum, perfectly tranquil, and
absorbed in the presence of these objects of my affec-
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tions. 'Thirty years have since passed over, and yet it
scems like ycsterday I do not agree with Dante, when
he says :—

L3

* Nessun maggior dolore
Che ricordarsi del tempo felice
Nella miseria.”

“There'is no grief more bitter than the memory of
hap‘py times when we are in misfortune.” .

1 think, on the contrary, that the reflection-of. aihgbt
upon the places it no longer illuminates is a precious
enjoyment, and when Heaven and time have allayed
the ardent rising of the soul against misfortune, it pauses
and gratifies itself in the contemplation through the past,
of the blessings and advantages it has lost.

As Home Minister, the re-establishment of order and
regular administration were the chief points, but not the
only ones, of my office and occapation ;—external affairs
filling an immense place in the government of the In-
terior. The spirit of war marched side by side with
the spirit of revolution. The policy of resistance to an-
archy was impracticable and futile without the policy of
peace. |

People and kings throughout Europe, with the excep-
tion of the dreamers and abettors of revolution, presented
in 1830 and the years immediately following—I may
say from 1830 to 1848—a rare and imposing spectacle.
"They were all inspired with the passion of peace. Never
had' more pretexts for war burst forth in so short a time.
In France, a great revolution with its. prolonged dis-
quietude. Other revolutions on all our frontiers,—in
Belg"fﬁm, in Switzerland, in Spain. Attempted revolu-
tions in. the centre and at the extremities of Europe,—
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Wm»m Poland, in Italy; with, alkthesquestiows -
‘and international complications inevitably.belonging to
such movements. Other questions' not. absolutely xeve-
lutionary, but in a political sense importanf, and diffi-
cult : the Ottoman Empire becoming weaker and weaker ;
Asia, -more and more divided and contested between
England and Russia ; France, predominant in Africa; in
the new world, France and England, England and the
United States,. the United States and France, engaged
In animated dlsputes on points of territory, money, in-
fluence, and national honour. Formerly war would have
frequently and interminably sprung up from these ques-
tions. In our days, they scarcely lead to a little partial
and transient excitement. On every side wg hasten to
arrest impending events. The world has remained im-
movable in the midst of storms; peace has resisted and
survived a host of dangers.

And does this proceed from the increased wisdom and
virtue of men? Are the questions of peace and war,
in our days, more scrupulously weighed than formerly,
and’ deliberately settled upon principles of right or by
considerations of justice and humanity ?

I am not one of those who build their pride (and a fool-
ish pride it is) on denying the empire of moral ideas. I
feel convinced that this empire is really progressing at
present in the mutual dealings of nations; and that con-
siderations of right and public welfare exercise now,
apon all questions of peace and war, much more influence
than they formerly possessed. But they do not entirely
control. We have passed a portion of eur lives in see-
ing these questions governed by totully different wmeans ;
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s i thpdssions ot initbrosts'whih inatbo o Wit i
 be effectually revived in' Burope, I miich doubt whe-
ther the principles of -justice and humanity are in a con-
dttlon to'meet them with a strong repelling obstacle.

“* O, 6an it be that revolutions in the midst of a dazzling
and delightful civilization have enervated the nations
who have been exposed to them, and that the prevailing
love of peace has its source in the effeminacy of manners,
and the necessity for those physical indulgences which
peace alone permits and supplies ?

Glorious examples refute this apprehension. Not less
since 1814 than before that great epoch, warlike vigour
has never been found wanting when required. The
French in Algeria and in the Crimea, and the English
in the Crimea and in India, have splendidly proved
that civilization produces no degeneracy, and that the
enjoyments of polished society are not incompatible with
the aspirations of military ardour and the rude trials of
life in the camp. But facts even more conclusive, in a
political sense, decide this question.

Two States especially, which had undergone no revo-
lution, and are not suffering from the consequent lassi-
tude and embarrassments—England and Russia—might,
from 1830 to 1848, through ambitious motives have dis-
turbed the peace of Europe. But these were precisely
the nations who, during that period, hgd been consist-
ently governed by the spirit of peace.

" In England; the people at large, from 1830 to 1858,
were peaceably disposed; from a sensible and clear un-
derstanding of their real interests, from inclination for
the preductive activity which peace engenders, and from
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a true Christian principle. Religious convictions are
not with them mere rules for private conduct or simply
intellectual indulgences; they enter into political life,
-and influence the actions of public men as conscicnce
weighs upon simple individuals. The dissenting sects
are generally the first who stir themselves energetically
for some object, which in their eycs religion commands
them to pursue. The movement soon extends through
the entire Christian church of the country, then into the
different classes of civil society, and finally reaches the
Government itself, which either coincides from appro-
bation or resigns itself to follow. Thus, the traffic in
slaves has been abolished; thus, the spirit of peace,
until the last few years, has predominated in England,
gathering power at once from the wisdom of material
interests and the force of religious convictions; and im-
posed by the nation upon the Government, which on its
pert, during the progress of this interval, has not re-
pulsed the public feeling, but has voluntarily adopted it
as the rule of state policy.

Russia, in her international affairs, is very far from
playing a part similar to that of England, and if influ-
enced by it, it is probably in a different sense. Russia
has reached that exact degree of civilization in which
a rough, bold, and devoted people, little given to reflec-
tion or foresight, and profoundly ignorant of distant and
complicated facts, are excellent implements of war and
conquest, and follow blihdly the leaders who conduct
them. But, notwithstanding the profound vexation which
the Revolution of July caused him to feel; and the ill-will
he bore tu King Louis-Philippe, the Emperor. Nicholas
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was desirous of peace. To rule his own dominions with
a strong hand, to weigh upon Europe in the interests
of order and monarchy, to carry on in his foreign rela-
tions the traditional policy of Russia, without urgmg
its march or results by any great enterprise, —such®were
the dominant ideas of this vigilant and active sovereign,
wnuch occupied with the power of his name and empire ;
but, after all, not violently ambitious, neither greedy nor
capable of military fame, and more haughty than daring
in the. exercise of absolute power. He might, perhaps,
have been tempted to take advantage, by war, - of thé
troubles of Eutope; but he preferred the grand air of
controlling the world in the bosom of peace.

In presence of England and Russia thus determined
on a pacific policy, Austria and Prussia adopted the
same cause, from a much stronger necessity. Austria is
strictly occupied in preserving and holding together her
heterogeneous States. Prussia, a nation still uncertain
of its future, and probably the only Power at present in
Europe which really encourages an* uncasy desire for
aggrandisement, can never expect to raise, by herself,
any European question whatever. Her Government also,
beset internally by liberal exactions, is little inclined to
encounter the risk of great enterprises, and makes no
external movement beyond what it considers indispensa-
ble to satisfy the national pride.

. Peace, therefore, though purchased by painful sacri-
ﬁces, was, in 1830, the desire and will of the great
Buropean States. The revolutionary faction in Franee
completely misunderstood this position. Governed by
habitat leadt as much as by passion, they looked upon war
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as inevitable for the country, and essential for them-
selves; and blindly assuming the character of heirs to the
Convention and the Empire, unfurled the double stan-
dard of the spirit of propagandism and the spirit of con-
quesg; expecting nevertheless, when strife commenced,
to find allies in Europe.

This was, perhaps, the most unaccountable of all their
chimeras. The revolutionapy spirit of our days admits
no regular or fixed system of socicty or government. It
means universal destruction and enduring anarchy. It
may excite conspiracies and insurrections; it may by a
momentary triumph achieve momentary conquests; it
has everywhere, amongst the popular masses, practised
agents, accomplices, and dupes; but it can never have
any government for ally, for with no government what-
ever can it act in concert. It was impossible in 1830
and 1831, to listen, without a smile, to the orators of that
party,—M. Mauguin amongst others, disposing today of
the cabinet of St. Petersburg, and tomorrow of that of
Berlin, to bring Europe into accordance with their own
views; and, in their fits of idle diplomacy, contracting,
according to their own wild notions, alliances with the
very governments they were incessantly insulting, threa-
tening, and endeavouring to undermine. '

Not only were the revolutionists of 1830 and 1831
shut out from alliance with any government; but it was
against them exclusively that all governments combined.
The facts so entirely unprecedented which had com-’

menced in 1815, and confirmed themselves in 1831 ;
the permanent accord hetween Powers hitherto so di::
vided ; the suspension of ambitious desires, of regal and
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national rivalries; the passion of united Europe for peace;
—all these feelings arose from the dread of that spirit
of propagandism and revolutionary conquest which had
excited and maintained them. Experience, although
actual, had less to do in the matter than anticipation.
All nations felt that every great war might merge into
a war of revolution, and none were disposed to incur
that risk. Europe remained motionlessy to withhold from
the revolutionary spirit any opportunity of once more at-
tempting a universal overthrow.

This disposition of Europe, which the revolutionists of
1830 either knew not or refused to acknowledge, was at
once comprehended by Louis-Philippe. No sooner was
he declared King, than he saw clearly that the cause of
order within, and that of peace without, were closely
united ; and the more resolutely he adopted the policy
of resistance, the more he devoted himself to the policy
of peace.

This boldness on his part was judicious and necessary,
bt difficult and meritorious; for in thus promoting the
true interests of France, he sacrificed his own ‘personal
prejudices and habitual predilections. By rejecting the
idea of all aggressive war, he had imposed on himself
the task of combating revolutionary propagandism and
of maintaining the treaties of 1815.

France, wigh no desire for more domestic revolutions
even while suffering them to take place, is pleased to see
them elsewhere. This movement, excited by her example,
gratifies her, and she persuades herself that she finds
frjends in all her imitators. Besides which, notions of
justice, reform, liberty, and social progress have been so
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senselessly mixed up by us with the idea of revolution,

- that whenever a revolution breaks out, our first instinct

. into-biieve that progress has commenced, that justice

st Tiberty are on the point of ‘establishing thembelves}
and we look wpon it as an-honour and almost s duty
to become, from a distance, their patrons: * In-the seqiel,
when revolutions, by excess or failure, have deceived our
hopes, their prososibed fugitives flock to us for shelter; a
lively interest attaches to their sufferings, their devotion,
and their courage. The reactions which succeed, produce
in their severities a lamentable confusion of honest men
and rogues, of noble spirits and inveterate mischief-
makers, of merited and unmerited calamities. The legi-
timate commiseration inspired by some extends without
discernment to others. The day, perhaps, arrives when
it grows cool and becomes extinguished to all; but
meanwhile a blind sympathy injures the principles of the
rights of the people, and compromises national policy
beyond what is due to the claims of misfortune.

Let the friends of peace and honest policy think se-
riously of this. It comprises a grave question, respect-
ing which the public rights of Europe and the interior
legislation of civilized eountries are really in their in-
fancy. The right of asylum is, in the estimation of all

, independent States, a noble and indispensable prero-
gative. Free nations take just credit ing assuring to
strangers as well as to natives, the protection of their
laws. While they thus alleviate heavy misfortunes, they
assist their neighbours by facilitating those voluntary ba-
nishments, which after political troubles blunt the edge
of reactions, and afford to dangers and autipathies time



MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR. 77

for abatement, But if this great privilege degenerates
into a principle of national disloyalty and a source of
internal and external etbarrassments, perpetually recur-
ring, it, W,lll sooner or later succumb to its own abuses.
Qut weak:.and incoherent ideas on this point, not only
ingreased materially the diffculties of -preserving. peace
for several years succeeding 1830, but they vitiated
peace itselfand destroyed some of its most 1mportant
frults (

T must say the same w1th regard to public opinion
and feeling as to the treaties of 1815. No one wished
to disavow or infringe those treaties, because peace was
the general wish; but there was an inclination, at the
_same time, to respect and condemn them, and to menace
without positive action :—dn wnworthy and unskilful
attltude, which inspired external mistrust, by words, at
the moment when endeavours were making to dissipate
it by conduct, and which, while calling upon the go-
vernment to maintain peace, imposed on it demonstra-
tions and language which rendered peace more difficult,

« and always precarious.

While Europe anxiously desired peace, she was deter-
mined and prepared—if the maintenance of amicable re-
lations became difficult-—to wage against us once more
the war of coalition by which Napoleon had been de-
throned. Bgtween the four great Powers, this coalition
still subsisted; and they were resolved to maintain, equally
against the spirit of revolutionary propagandism s in
o arrest of Tmperial conquest, the territorial position and
e,stubhshed order of Europe. The leading nations them.
Sﬁlves, the English, the Germans, the Spaniards,-and
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the Russians, would again have enthusiastioally seconded
their governments in this struggle; for the spirit of in-
dependence, of dignity, and of national rancour was
more powerful within them than the spirit of revolution.
France, on her side, notwithstanding the ardour of popu-
lar impulses and demonstrations, was neither disposed
nor able to brave such dangers, for she no lenger lay
under the control of the young ambitious passions which
had- once already involved her in them. The revolu-
tionary spirit still declaimed, and appealed to the masses,
but it was unable to incite them to a burning and de-
voted fever, and had no longer any great moral or
physical prey to hold out as an inducement. Any

aggressive enterprise, more noisy than rational, would
have ended in deplorable reverses, and perhaps in ridicu-

lous mistakes. And why engage in them? Where lay

the necessity? What duty was at stake? France had

just achieved one of the most brilliant acts of political

independence that could possibly be imagined, and this

act was acknowledged in every quarter. The nation

modified its institutions without the interposition of the

slightest obstacle on the part of any person in Europe.

All that could be demanded in the name of right was

already secured; the people were in possession of the

two benefits which have ever been their chief objects of
desire,—liberty and peace. If they had thrown those

advantages to the winds, to bring back to Europe and

to inflict upon themselves the two heaviest scourges that

can desolate human society,—anarchy and war,—France

would have -committed the most absurd and guilty act -
of insanity that has ever been recorded in the pages of

history. ’
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Despitc the variety of opinions and tendencies com-

prised in the Cabinets of 1830, on this single point they
were unanimously and entirely in accordance with the
King, whose conviction and resolution would, if required,
have assured thet of his advisers. In the somewhat pre-
cipitate fluency of his conversation, King Louis-Philippe
did not-aliways convey his idess under the most pers
‘sugsive form, He was generally so absorbed «in his
subject, that he thought little of his exact words, and
disregarded their effect upon his auditors. But he held
to the main point of his ideas and plans with un-
tiring perseverance ; and resumed, without being dis-
heartened, his efforts to win men whose co-operation
was necessary to him to ensure sugcess. IHis first
diplomatic selection, that of sending M. de Talleyrand
as ambassador to London, at once satisfied intelligent
minds, how much his views as to foreign policy were
decided, just, and sagacious.

It has been said that the King alone determined on
this appointment, and forced it on his Ministers. There
is no truth in this. Never did he take more pains to en-
sure their concurrence. He began by discussing with the
greater number of them, beforehand and in private, his
motives and their objections. 1 know not what those
who disapproved, or wished to avoid the appearance of
approving of this appointment, may have said to him, in
these confidential interviews, nor what they may have sub-

“sequently said to others besides the King ; but when
it was proposed in Council, some hinted a few doubts,
more, s, I believe, from personal precaution than to op-
poso the messure; no one raised any serious objec-
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tions. For myself, T felt convinced that. the choice was
appropnate
M. de Talleyrand, as a negotiator, possessed two rare

st valusble qualities. . He knew, with qurprising tact,
-Bow: ‘to distinguish the leading objeet in the iiterest’ of

the government he served, the essential pomat to hold in
view ; and to this he exclusively devoted himself, despis-
ing and sacrificing, with a earelessness at the same time
natural and calculated, every other question, even of the
most important nature, which might weaken him in the
position he wished to assume, or detach him from the
end he was determined to rcach. He excelled in the
art of pleasing, without degrading familiarity ; he was
singularly attentive and considerate to all persons whose
assistance he required, great or small, and at the same
time preserved in his intercourse with them the habitual
airs of patronage and superiotity, which gave an addi-
tional charm and value to his compliments and favours.

" Although the circumstances were very different, there was

a certain analogy between what he had accomplished at
Vienna in 1814, and what he had now to effect at Lon-
don in 1830. In 1830 also,—and the task was more
difficult,—it was necessary to replace the French Govern-
ment in confidential relations, and, if required, in com-
mon action with the great States of Europe. It was not
enough that there should be peace between them. It
was important that they should acknowledge with the
cxistence of our new dynasty, its influence; and with
its influence, the changes it was likely to produce in the
European system. The revolutionary party in France
is imbued with an ardent and. patriotic sentiment of
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national greatness ; but they indulge this feeling without
justice or limit, and can only satisfy themselves by vio-
lence. With them, violence is not only war between
States, but war, cagrying revolution into. the bosoms of
States,. Qﬁ‘;m%‘ force employed not alone to- conquer.
but to. destroy. At this price, the greatness of & cénn-:
try can neither be legitimate nor of long continuance,
Real and permanent success demands sounder reason
and superior morality. The government of King Louis-
Philippe imposed on itself, from the commencement, a
more salutary as well as a purer task. Its object was
to maintain peace; and through peace to preserve the
position of France in Europe. In lending its aid to the
European system, it undertook to conciliate for French
policy the tacit approbation,’and sometimes even the
active concurrence of foreign Powers, Intimate and
confiding relations with England were indispensable for
this object; for while England, with us, was strongly
disposed for the continuance of peace, she alone, in the
perplexing questions which the Revolution of July had
raised, had the power and inclination of uniting her
policy with ours in direct sympathy. Such was the mis-
sion of the Prince de Talleyrand to London; and in the
midst of so many representatives of old Europe, jealous,
uneasy, or perhaps decidedly hostile, he was the most
likely man to succeed; for the position required what
he eminently possessed, a mixture of liberal intelligence
and - aristocratic manners, of immobility and boldness,

of calm patience and quick*tact, joined to the art of
suggestings or listening with a certain degree of pride.

Fight days after this nomination, the King wrote to me

. VOL. 11, @
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as follows ::—* I have just read the English papers, which
are all, of every shade, in approbation of the choice of
Talleyrand. 'They consider the opposition of our jour-
‘nals on this point as the result of the exaggeration of
what they call w/tra-liberalism, and the plain good sense
of John Bull appreciates the appointment as being the
wisest and most fortunate for the two countries. It is
also this conviction which has determined me; it is the
dictate of my duty as head of my nation. I have only
deceived myself, in the hope that our public would be
more judicious than I have yet found them. They will
end by doing me justice on this point, as on many others,
in which I have been misconstrued.”

I cannot discover, that the soundest judgments have
yet rendered adequate justice to the policy of France
and Europe at the epoch of which I am now speaking.
Foreigh Cabinets gave proofs of a moderation, and the
French Government of a loyalty of purpose undoubtedly
well understood and most opportune, but extremely rare
as historical facts. On the part of the first, there was no
false pride, no mean jealousy ; they acknowledged with-
out hesitation the necessities which displeased them, and
accepted those which they did not fecl called upon to
combat openly; thus subjecting passion to reason, and:
personal prejudices to public rights and the general good.
The French Government, in its turn, played no double
game, and acted with no weak or treacherous reserve.
No attempt was made to vibrate between order and
anarchy, between the spirit of conservatism and revo-
lution; or to obtain alternately, from opposite parties,

. 1 On the 18th of September, 1830.
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contrary favours. It selected resolutely and definitively
its positien and flag. On both sides the policy was ra-
tional, consistent, and gincere. The nations are deeply in-
terested in according to it the esteem and rank to which
it is entitled. '

From the commencement of the debates in Council,
I had signified my entire concurrence. I looked upon
this line of action as alone suited to establish a free go-
vernment within, and to extend French influence with-
out,—to the advantage of European civilization. As
minister of the Interior, I was soon called upon to sup-
port it, under delicate circumstances.

Three States amongst our neighbours, Belgium, Pied-
mont, and Spain, were already invaded, or threatened,
by the revolutionary movement. Belgium had boldly
struck the first blow, and broken her ties with Holland.
The refugees who had been driven into France by the
political shocks in Piedmont and Spain, were stirring
themselves to return to their country, to renew their at-
tacks upon the prevailing systems.

These different foreign enterprises found varied sup-
porters in “France. As regarded Belgium, it was not
to sustain her in her aspirations towards independence,
but to reconquer that country, that our active leaders
interested themselves. The imperial and revolutionary
spirit combined for this object. Emissaries were de-
spatched to Brussels, to open communications with the
partisans of union with France. The Society of the
“Friends of the People” recruited a battalion of volun-
teers, t8 be despatched to the Belgian capital to se-

cond a French movemens. M. Mauguin and General La
a2
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marque were at the head of this enferprise, to:which:the
pure Liberals, M. de La Fayette amongst others;, were
strangers. Satisfied with the mdependence of Belglum,
and ready to support it, if required, they were more
anxious to lend their aid to the Spanish and Piedmontese
exiles. With thesc latter the question was not to make
conquests, but to restrain or overthrow governments for
the advantage of liberty.
On these different questions King Louis-Philippe and
his Ministers, in 1830, were also much divided.
As to Belgium, our policy was simple and decisive.
We were resolved to support her in her independence,
‘but to attempt nothing further. There was no idea of
territorial reunion, or of a French prince on the Belgic
throne. France in that quarter had a great and pressing
interest of dignity and sccurity to accomplish,—the sub-
stitution of a neutral and inoffensive state for that king-
dom of the Netherlands, which in 1814 had been esta-
blished against her. Our renunciation of all other ambi-
tious views rested on these conditions ; and with this un-
derstanding we sccured the concurrence and united action
of England in almost all the affairs of Europe. It would
have indicated little intclligence and courage had we he-
sitated to assume this position. King Louis-Philippe, in
conversation with me one day on the subject, pointed out
another advantage of even a more elevated order, as
being more general and permanent :—*The Low Eouu-
tries,” said he, “ have always been the stumbling-bleck
of peace in Europe. None of the great Powers can see
them in the hands of another without- uneasifess and
jealousy. Let them form, by general consent, an inde-
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péndent, neufeal State, and that State will become- the
keystone of :European order.” Tlris was perhaps to ex-
pect too much from the future. Pride and chimerical
fancy mingle in the wisest of human calculations. This
at least proceeded from a grand idea founded on a
prudent policy. 1In concert with M. Molé, I took mea-
sures to Wuffle opposing schemes. I propagated in every
quarter that they were disavowed by the French Go-
vernment. Some Belgians of importance, who came to
Paris to ascertain correctly our intentions, received a
formal assurance that they were not to reckon on the
reunion of their country with France, nor on a son of
the King for their throne. The voluntcers destined to
excite a movement in Belgium, had been promised that
they should be supplied with fire-arms by a merchant
of Valenciennes : he was forbade to deliver them. There
is no policy more compromising and disloyal than 'that
which, to escape from the difficultics of the moment,
cncourages nations or partisans to enter on a path® in
which it has predetermined nbt°to follow them. No
effort was wanting on our part, both in Belgium and
France, to escape the obloquy of this reproach.

At this early period we had no serious misunderstand-
ing with Piedmont. The Italian refugees were not in
strong bodies, either popular or military, in the direc-
tion of that frontier. I had at Lyons and Grenoble two
able and trustworthy prefects, M. Paulze d'Yvoi and M. de
Gasparin, who were watchful of the slightest symptoms.
They gave me™notice that at Bourgoing, at a meeting of
national guards, some fiery spirits, who were in cxciting
communication with Turin and Chamberry, had declared
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their in_tention of proposing an Address to. the King, to
demand the dismissal of a Ministry incapable of pro-
tecting liberty, even in the countries most disposed to
welcome it; but the announcement was so ill received
that it was quashed on the outset. No assemblies, no
movement on this frontier, afterwards so much agitated,
at that epoch disturbed the Court of Turin® and our
relations with Sardinia remained, if not mutually con-
fiding, at least regular and undisturbed.

With Spain our position was more complicated and
difficult. The Spanish exiles abounded in France, in-
cluding political and military leaders of much impor-
tance in the different shades of the Liberal party;—
Martinez de la Rosa, Isturiz, Torcno, Calatrava, Mendi-
zabal, Mina, Valdez, etc. They kept up an active corre-
spondence with their own country, and had numerous
adherents there. Some came expressly from Spain to
concert and mature a movement long in preparation.
They found patrons in Paris as zealous as they were
influential. M. de La TFayctte, without absolutely for-
getting the exigencies of his official situation, continued
to conspire for them and with them. “Up to the
moment of our last revolution,” he wrote,! “ 1 was free
in all my actions. At present I am differently situated.
I am intimately connected with the new government of
France, which adopts the system of non:intervention,
neither interfering itself nor suffering the interfézence
of foreigners in the affairs of our neighbours. -1t is an
honest government, and the King will not lend himself

1 On the 4th and 12th of October, 1830. See ‘Meinoirs of General
T.a Fayette,’ vol. vi. pp. 441, 446.
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in an undethand manner to what he has opeuly. dis-
avowed. Our common wishes are in favour of universal
liberty, but he has no wish to contribute to that cause
by a diplomatic falsehood. Such ha8 been the resolution
of the King and his Council. My own has not coincided
with theirs. Whatever may be my ties with the new
government, it can neither disposc of my anticipations
nor my sympathics; and our intercourse, long anterior
to the great week, rcmains unchanged in character
and object. Nevertheless, I must observe certain cau-
tions, for, in consistency with my necessary duties to
the King of the French, aud the command he has en-
trusted to me, I should incur the reproaches of my own
country if I permitted too much pretext for those of
foreign Powers.” As regarded Spain, reproaches on the
part of France were little to be apprehended; for the
French people had no esteem or consideration for Fer-
dinand VII. Ife had shown himsclf void of courage in
the struggle, and without dignity in reverses and with
his conquerors; without faith or pity in victory and
towards the vanquished. e was even looked upon as
more incapable and more detested by his own subjects
than actually proved to be the fact. General opinion
considered revolt against him as quite natural, and cared
little for the man or the European order he tended to .
disturb. Of all points in public feeling, the heaviest
agﬁast sovercigns is that which touches their personal
ohtracter and in our days, notwithstanding the weak-
"gess of moral tics, this is a consideration with which
they cannot dispense.

"Toward France and King Louis-Philippe, Ferdmaud
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m ‘had: placed” himself in a false and- aulo.yal posi-
i6Ht. " Without formally refusing to acknowledge the Go-
vernment of July, he delayed the official act of recog-
nition,' and during*the interval continued to treat tie
envoy of Charles X., the Viscount de Saint-Piest, as
the actual French ambassador. The Legitimists assem-
bled on the Spanish frontier, and openly prepared their
plans for a rising in the departments of the south.
Marshal Bourmont, it was said, was to assume the
command. The immediate arrival of the Duchess de
Berry in Spain was announced ; and the favourite minis-
ter of Ferdinand VII., M. Calomarde, gave authority to
these reports and importance to the alleged schemes, by
addressing to the magistrates and bishops of the Penin-
sula a circular lctter, couched in terms of bitter hostility
to France and her newly cstablished government.

In the face of these facts, and to compel the Court of
Madrid to put an end to them by making it feel the
danger incurred, we, on our side, determined to oppose
no obstacle to the preparations of the Spanish re-
fugces. We offcred them no encouragement, we en-
tered into no treaties with them. The King expressly
rejected their overtures for the marriage of his son, the
Duke de Nemours, with the young Qucen of Portugal,
Donna Maria, and for the union of the Peninsula under
the same sceptre. But we allowed a free course to their
hopes, their meetings, their efforts to negotiate a loan, to
their magazines of arms and ammunition; and we gave

! The letters of the King of Spain, accrediting the Count d’Orfila as
his ambassador to King Louis-Philippe, bear date the 25th of September,
1830, and were not presented by M. d'Orfila until the 23rd of October
following. ’
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them passports:for the: Spanishi frontiets, addirg forihe
most destitute the usual exponses accorded to indigént
travellers, 'We neither wished to deceive them by pro-
mises and acts which might have bodnd us to their cause,
nor to #hut them out from success, by preventing what
they could do for themselves or through their friends,
and which the Spanish government within its own terri-
tories was actively permitting against us. This defensive
menace produced its full cffect. The Spanish govern-
ment took the alarm, and while it prepared to repulse
the invasion of the refugees, hastened to assure to us on
its fronticr all those international rights which are usnal
between friendly states, provided we gave them the same
security. It was our desire, as well as our duty, to con-
tinue or to establish scttled and conscientious relations
with foreign countries and sovereigns. The unsuccessful
issue of the armed attempts of the Spanish refugees to
excite a Liberal insurrection in their country, soon fur-
nished a suitable opportunity. Defeated and pursued
by the royal forces, Mina, Valdez, and their companions
had no resource but to retreat back upon our territory,
their constant refuge. They were received on terms
which I may call equally honourable to the power which
proposed them and the unfortunate exiles to whom they
were addressed: I wrote as follows to our prefects on
the frontiers of Spain:—* 1T entirely approve your con-
dugt towards the Spanish fugitives who have re-entered
our territory. You have persuaded them to remove to
a.distance from the fronticr, and you have taken care
to avoid all coercion and harsh mcasures towards them.
This is precisely what was duc,—on the one side to the
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rights of nations, and on the other to the respect which
misfortune may justly claim. Irance is and desires to
remain in profound peace with her neighbours, par-
ticularly with Spain. A scrupulous and sincere ncu-
trality is the only condition on which such a peace can
exist. You have punctiliously observed it. But, at the
same time, it is both just and natural to evince towards
the unhappy exiles the estcem inspired by their cou-
rage, and the sympathy demanded by their calamitics. I
have brought under the King's notice in Council the
letter they have addressed to him, and which you have
transmitted. 1fis Majesty has detcrmined to adopt the
measures nccessary to secure to them, in the interior of
France, a tranquil hospitality, and the succour of which
they stand in need. The departments in which they are
to dwell will be pointed out, and there they and their
families will receive what the royal bounty has assigned
to them, subject only to the condition of not removing
without the consent of the local authoritics. Acquaint
them with this resolution, which will be immediately
carried into cffect.  The King is anxious not only that
his protection should relieve, but console them as much
as lies in his power, and I esteem myself happy in being
commissioned to transinit to them this assurance.”

“I do not admire,” says Pascal, ““ the excess of any
particular virtue, such, for cxample, as valour, unless I
see it accompanied in an cqual degree by the opposite
virtue; as in Kpaminondas, who to extreme courage
joined extremc benignity.” It would be to ask too
much from govcrnments, to expect that they should
unitc contrary merits in the same degree with Epami-
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nondas ; but now, more than cver, it falls within their
mission and their bounden duty to be at the same time
decided and liberal, firn and gentle, in their acts as in
their views, and to feel sympathy with, while they deal
justly towards, the opposing interests. and sentiments
which dispute empire in socicty and in the human heart.

I have hitherto only alluded to the least important
of the difficulties to which the new government, and
I especially, as minister of the Interior, were at that
time exposed. It was neither in the administration of
domestic nor forcign affairs that they were chicfly to be
found. It was in the Chambers that they all broke out,
for it was there that the lawful partisans of the new
dynasty engaged in their intestine struggles, and that
the revolutionists without sought and found an echo and
a support.

Neither of the two Chambers possessed at that time
their natural and necessary strength. Both had issued
from the Revolution, mutilated and enfeebled. In the
Chamber of Deputies, out of 406 members, 52 Legiti-
mists had tendered their resignation, and 18 clections
had been annulled from irregularity or violence. The
Chamber of Peers, in which, on the eve of the Revolu-
tion, 364 members took their scats, on the day following
counted only 189: 175 were excluded,—some through
the elimination pronounced, under the revision of the
Charter, against all the Peers created under the reign of
Charles X.; and others, by their voluntary withdrawal
or refusal to take the oath to the new system. It was
by the aid of powers thus shaken themselves that we un-
dertook to establish a governwent.
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In the hope of prolonging and taking advantage of
this unsettled state of affairs, the abettors of revolution
demanded the dissolution of the Chamber of Deputies,
and a general election on some new electoral principle,
either revolutionary in character or of popular origin.
We rejected this policy of indefinite and illegal expe-
riments. The new King was on his throne. The two
Chambers, whoghad arranged the treaty, were seated
round him. It rested with them, in concert with the
monarch, to bring into immediate exercise the legalized
system which formed their contract. The laws of nature
are sound modcls. To those who have created belongs
the right of bringing up. Of the many important poli-
tical errors committed in our time, the greatest of all
was that of the Constituent Assembly, in surrendering
to other hands the work they had scarcely sketched out.
We took care not to repeatit. The Chamber of Deputies
still occupied their place at the Palais-Bourbon, to sus-
tain and dircct in its first steps the dawning govern-
ment it had just consecrated. But while preserving the
Chamber, we applied ourselves to complete and strengthen
it. Three bills were immediately proposed ; two, to fill
up, by new clections, all the vacant scats; the third, to
submit to the chances of re-clection the Deputies pro--
moted to official posts. The two first, bearing in view
the loud complaints which the existing electoral systems
had given rise to, introduced into that system certain
provisional modifications, which settled the definitive law
under which the completed Chamber would be esta-
blished. The third, while instituted to assure the influ-
ence of the country in its government, a guarantee that
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had been long required, subjected to the ordeal of pub-
lic opinion, in thirty-nine electoral colleges, forty-one of
the leading agents of the new power.

The introduction, discussion, and passing of these bills,
fell under my superintendence. They encountered But
little opposition in the Chamber. In convoking the col-
leges for the one hundred and thirteen expected elections,
I took great pains to mark the attitudggthe Government
wished to assume;' and the Chamber of Deputies was
completed, with an indication of public favour, which,
while sanctioning what it-had already done, promised to
its future operations the strength it required.

We were unable to accomplish a similar result in the
Chamber of Peers. Already 1mutilated in composition,
it saw in the future a prospett of even more serious dis-
memberment. The question of hereditary peerage was
to be debated in the ensuing session; and on this ques-
tion, such was the dominant feeling, that on the 19th
of August, L830, when the form of oath to be taken by
both Chambers was discussed in the lower house, no
one thought of making, at the first moment, any dis-
tinction between the Peers and the Deputies; and they
were on the point of declaring the Peers who refused
the oaths, voluntary seceders, both for their descendants
and themselves, and their peerages absolutely extinct.
M. Berryer and M. de Martignac demanded this. M.
Dupin argued that a perpetual right of heritage existed,
which mo act of a temporary usufructuary could abolish.
| _proposed, that since it was decided that the hereditary
pﬂe.age was to be brought hereafter under discussion,

1 See Historic Documents, No. VI.
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until then it was no less the constitutional enactment of
the country than the legal rights of familics; and an
amendment, founded on my proposition, decided that
the Peer who refused to take the oaths should be per-
schally deprived of his seat, without preJu(hce to the
claims of his successors.

The Chamber of Peers owed one point also to the
Cabinet of 183Q—the choice of its President. Revolu-
tions bring individual names into strange contact. It
was M. Dupont de I’Eure who, as Chancellor, counter.
signed the nomination of M. Pasquier to this high office.
Like the appointment of M. de Talleyrand to the English
embassy, it was an act of clear and sound policy, which
conviction and urgency carried during the first moments
of a great crisis, against the prejudices and passions of
party feeling. In spite of some old disagreements, to
which we attached less importance with every succeeding
day, my friends and I looked upon M, Pasquier as the
fittest man to direct, through the complicated struggles
that awaited them, the important and compromised body
at the head of which he was about to be placed.

Throughout eightcen ycars he reflected as much ho-
nour on the Chamber and Court of Peers as they con-
ferred on him, by the ability, the dignity, the justice, the
prudent firmness and imperturbable tact he invariably
displayed in discharging the duties of their President.

. The two Chambers being thus constituted; legisla-
tive labours pressed rapidly in on them. Besides the
three bills I have named, I presented six more to the
Chamber of Deputies; some incidental, such as the
national rewards to be assigned to the.wounded and
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families of the slain during the struggle of July; on the
importation of grain, on urgent public works, etc.; and
others of regulations with respeet to the national guard,
whether stationary or movable. T had instructed a ge-
neral Commission, under the presidency of M. de %a
Fayette, to.prepare the two last, which were vchemently
demanded from all quarters. It constitutes, at once,
the merit and the danger of the institgtion of national
guards, that they excite the most opposite hopes, and lead
themselves to the most contrasted views. Their prompt
organization satisfied all those quick spirits who were
eager for the independence and external dignity of the
country. The friends of order expected to find in them
strength to maintain peace, in default of the army phy-
sically and morally weakened. "The Liberals flattered
themselves that, thanks to this force, always disposable,
a large standing-army would cease to be required. The
democrats saw with delight the people armed, and thus
placed in a condition to interfere in public affairs.

The ministers of War, of Justice, and of Finance, pre-
sented, at the same time, upon questions applicable to
their departments, nine bills,—some indispensable to the
public service, and others, which had long been the ob-
jects of parliamentary or popular remonstrance. By the
side of these government bills, prepared and presented
in less than threc months, twenty-two propositions,
emanating from the Chambers themselves, involved re-
forms in the municipal administration, in the penal
laws, the press, the taxes, etc., which gave rise to the
mos* important discussions.

At the outset, however, whether proceeding from the
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vaemmeﬁf or the Chambers, these propositi,oﬁﬂ failed
to: excite the long and animated debates . that might
‘have been expected. Some amongst them, long celled
for, such as the abolition of the law of sacnlege, and the
r&establishment of a jury to try offences of the press,

were received without opposition. Others, on the con-

trary, seemed, on the part of their proposers, to be
merely promises acquitted, or hopes held forth to their
friends without, and in no pressing expectation of the

result. M. Benjamin Constant and M. Bavoux, for ex-

amples, demanded,—one, the complete enfranchisement

of the business of printing; the other, a considerable

abatement in the security and stamp-duty imposed on

the newspapers; but they ncither of them called for

an immediate inquiry. Many propositions were thus ad-

journed. There was not yet any declared opposition in

the Chambers ; organized and irritated by long combats,

we were all disposed to agree in one common object ;

whether in sincerity or from convenicnce, we worked in

concert. There were occasional glimmerings of differences

of opinion and misunderstandings, but, gxcept M. Mau-

guin and a few declaimers of inferior rank, the malcon-

tents and dissentients were more disposed to restrain

than to declare themsclves,

The Government, on the other hand, was little dis-
posed to promote a contest. I was its principal organ
in the Chambers, and although, at a subsequent period, I
have been sometimes taunted with the ardour of provo-
cation, I cannot recollect that the reproach was ever cast
upon me at that time, and I am confident also that it
was not deserved. My temper in debate was then self-
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possested:uiid eserved, s much from the precsuﬁonary‘
Bilbdiof ‘hir Brétof-as from the ‘offcial ‘prudence’ of o
niifiister; To speak the truth, T began at thie tribune as
itthe Government ; I was, for the first time, in the front
rank of the field of battle, and entrusted with the respon-
sibility of powér. I was not a novice in the practice of
public speaking, which I had aequired at the Sorbohne;;
but at the Palais-Bourbon a quick instinctivertess told me
that T was in another theatre, with a very different au-
dience. Like the preacherin church, the professor speaks
from the elevation of his pulpit to modest and docile
listeners, asscmbled around him by duty or necessity,
who have no thought of contradiction; who admit be-
forehand his moral authority, and are disposed, howéver
little his discourse may please them, to treat him with
confidence and respect. It is, in fact, a monologue de- .
livered in presence of a favourable auditory. The poli-
tical speaker, on the contrary, has before him adversa-
ries who are thirsting for combat, and allies who only
render him their support when he can assure them of
victory. He is-in a continual altercation, on one side
with impassioned cnemies, and on the other with exact-
ing friends, who sit there as judges. He has not alone
to deal with his avowed opposers and rivals in eloquence.
While speaking, he is, as it were, in action with the
entire assbmbly who are listening to him, and whose
silence he must read and understand. If he cannot
unravel the rapid and conflicting emotions which take
rise atnongst them ; if he is unable to see on their faces
‘the irpression of their minds ; if'he fails to anticipate, in
ogder to prepare his answer, the objections and doubts
VOL,II. H
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they are ready to urge, his most laboured oratory will
produce no effect. His arguments will be cold and
futile, mistaken, misconceived, and turned against him-
self. An undcfined but actual interchange of =enti-
tnents and ideas, a sympathetic conversation sudden and
eontinued, between the orator and the assembly, form
the deading condition as wecll as the greatest difficulty
of political eloquence. Its power depends on the posses-
sion of this faculty. In 1830 I did not estimate the
dangers and exigences of this posmon as fully as I was
enabled to do at a later period; but I had a strong pre-
sentiment of them, and, far from being led away by the
warmth of my convictions or the frcedom of mythoughts,
I advanced cautiously in this difficult arena, prepared to
endure the inevitable impediments of the struggle, and
. without seeking to extend or inflame them.

Thus, the Chamber, left to itself, was and probably
would have long remained, comparatively tranquil;
but the approaching storm was incessantly murmuring
from without. While we discussed quietly—I might
even say coldly—the different questions in the order.of
the day, popular movements, tumultuous gatherings,
whiws and unexpected attempts of an excitable and un-
employed multitude were constantly increasing ‘i the
streets. Labouring men asseinbled in masses to drive-
away foreign competitors, and to destroy the+machines
which they said deprived them of their work. Several
factories were destroyed, and on the 8rd of September
the. ‘Journal des Débats’ was unable to appear. Meet-
ings, analogous to thos® which had sought to carry the
busts of General Foy and M. Manuel to the Pantheop,
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were formed to bestow the same honour on the bust of
Marshal Ney. Another assembly, strongly bent on their
object, and solemnly advertised for the 24th of Sep-
tember, mct at the Place de Grive, offf the same spot,
where, eight years before, the four scrgeants implicated
in the conspiracy of Rochelle—Bories and his three com-
pevions—had been exccuted. A platform was raistd, a
‘disconrse pronounced in homage to their memory; and the
Panthieon was promised, if not to their images; at. least
to their names. Besides these grave solemnities, excited
By political schemes or real feeling,”promenadings with-
out objgct or restraint, songs, and cries of bravado or
mere amusement, were incessantly agitating the most
populods quarters, especially the environs of the Palais-
Royal, the abode of the King, and the gallery of the
people. In the crossways, and at the corners of the most
frequented streets, placards continually renewed covered
the walls, couched in terms of lamentation or menace,
of licentiousness or insult. Curious idlers gathered
round with anxiety to read them, and gossiped on the
spot, carrying away to their districts and abodes the im-
pressions they received.

Although mischievous to society (the return and repose
of which they delayed,) and troublesome to the authority
which as-yet wanted the power to repress them, these
palpable irregularities would have signified little, if be-
yond and above strect demonstrations, other canses of
disorder, - older and more deeply rooted, had not taken

possession: of many minds. The Revolution of July had

not crnfined itself to the overtfow of a dynasty, and

the medification of a Charter: it had given rise to pre.
)

oy
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tensions and hopes, not alone in the political party who
‘desired for France a form of government opposed to
monarchy, but in all the schools, and in every sect,
through all the Yaried divisions of life, whether promi-
nent or obscure, who werc dreaming of another state of
social organization quite distinct from that which France
had received from her origin, her Christian faith, and her
fourteen ages of political existence. Besides the Repub-
licans,—and divided between a desire to join and to se-
parate from them,—the St. Simonians, the Fourierists, the
Socialists, and the Communists, much opposed to each
other in principle and unequal in strength, as in intel-
lectual power, were all in a state of ambitious efferves-
cence. 'The fundamental ideas of these schools whre not
more novel than rational. The world, from its earliest
dawn, in every great crisis, has witnessed the explosion
of the same chimeras, the same rebellion of human pride
against the arrangements of Providence, the same. false
calculations on human nature, and on man’s proper share
in human legislation. In a state of society firmly orga-
nized, and under a well-e-tablished government,. theg;;
reveries, which always brood” mdlstmctly, are of hﬂle
importance. They never acquirc more than a very re-
stricted number of rccruits or dupes, and they may be .
allowed to vegetate within a narrow sphere of action
without regard to their progress. But in the heart of a
democratic, remonstrating, and determined, nation, given
over for fifty years to innumerable expetiments and ¥m-
bitious hopes, all these small political and ph;losophlc
sections, some of them ®ven affecting senti-religious. airs,
became so many small rotatory powers, possessing Tittle
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physical strength, but capable of disseminating much
moral venom. The reformers scarcely pretended to as-
sume full control over French society, pr to reconstruct
it at their pleasure; but they aspired to exercise over
its laws, 1deas, and motives, a predominating inﬂueﬁce,
and they all supplied a contingent aid to the revolu-
tionary ferment which boiled round the Government it
had so recently introduced. By a strange combination
between the traditions of contrasted ages, these fermen-
tations found the most appropriate centres for reunion,
increase, and expansion. The secret societies of the Re-
storation had transferred themselves into revolutionary
clubs, thus combining the remains of silent discipline
with the extravagant enthusiasm of unbridled speech.
There, at daily and public meetings, all events and ques-
tions, whether of principle or incidental occurrence, were
warmly discussed. All designs, hopes, and dreams, were
boldly investigated. The entirc government, the mon-
archy, the chambers, the magistracy, the administration,
were attacked with undissembled violence. Their total
@vgrthrow wus unreservedly proposed. Working-people
ﬁﬁ%‘iouths, casual passers-by, cntered into these places
of assembly as to a public spectacle, enjoying their au-
dacious license; and round the leaders of these old re-
publican, Bonapartist, socialist, or other agsociations,
adyocates of the popular party were grouped, ready to
declare against the existing authoritics, which from day
to'%i{}{_:they were in the habit of hearing insulted and
denounced as enemies. .

T’ clubs, in their subversive ardour, forgot that they
were enigdged, not only with a power as yet unsettled and
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‘Aisturb public tranquillity and interfere with the progress

:‘%fg'mde. M. Laffitte has assured us that the Govern-

igient- would effectually attend to the- desire expiressed:80
strongly by all good citizens. I think it would be:well
that you should communicate this to MM. de Broglxe
and Guizot.”

I had not waited for this information to act accordlng
to the mode which appeared suitable to the state of facts *
and feelings. I had previously spoken in Council of
certain legislative arrangcments, which had rather the
object of entertaining than of settling the question, when
several deputies, friends of my own, and amongst others
M. Benjamin Morel, the great merchant of Dunkirk, in-
formed me that they felt called upon conscientiously
to declare in the Chamber the extensive mischief which
the clubs were producing and fermenting, and to press
the ministry for an immediate remedy. TFar from dis-
suading, I encouraged them in this design, with an as-
surance that the government would do its duty, as they
were anxious to discharge theirs.

Two days later, assuming for pretext the industriel
distress in his department, M. Benjamin Morel attacked
the clubs without reserve, and imputed to them the con-
tinued agitation which compromised at the same time
the credit of the new dynasty and the prosperity of the
country. The Chamber listened to him in silence, cm-
barrassed but favourably disposed. Some voices were
raised against the exaggeration of his complaints, and
in favour of the princi.ples of liberty which these poli-
tical associations might appeal to in common with iny
sulated individuals. I took up the question.at onee, not
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-without embarrassment in my turn, whethep arising
from the dispasition of the Chamber, or from some per-
,anldoubts of my own. - Lhad to. deal with wavering
{mitnds, wuneasy at the proceedings of the clubs, but still
.yemetnbering their drdent struggles for freedom' under
.the Restoration’ and I felt unwilling to abolish in ad-
vance and on principle, privileges which the future might
bestow on my country, or to concede to existing liberty
the right of causing and prometing anarchy. I believe
that I adopted the most convincing as well as the sincerest
arguments. I proposed no absolute or irrevocable maxim.
I admitted the perplexitics, and pointed out the various
considerations, the distant perspectives which appeared
to me connected with the subject. “ France,” I said,
. *“has accomplished a revolution, but with no desire to
place herself permanently in a revolutionary state. The
leading features of such a state are, that everything is
incessantly questioned, that pretensions are undefined,
and appeals continually made to violence and force.
These - features exist in all popular associations, in the
-action they produce, and in the impulse they compel
themselves to convey to France. This is not progress,
but disorder. It is agitation without object, but not
improvement. We have conquered more liberty within
the last fifteen years than any other nation has won in
a century. Why? Because reform was stern and labo-
‘n’ous; because we have been compelled to use prudence,
‘“patience, and perseverance in proportion to our advance.
Let us not depart from this path. I hasten to declare
that the,291st Article of the Penal Code ought not to
~ ‘hold a lasting or even a long place in the: legislation of
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a free people. The time will come when, not being jus-
tified by the state of society, it will disappear entirely
from that Code. But it is there at present. It is the
existing law of France. Since power is thus armed with
a legal remedy against the danger of popular associa-
tions, it is called upon to exert it. It has already done
80, and has determined to do so again, as long as may be
necessary for the maintcnance of order in the country,
and for the regular progess of her liberties.” The vote
of the Chamber evinced their full accordance with the
tone of this language. .
On the same day when this debate took place, the
Chamber of Accusation of the Royal Court of Paris sent
the leaders of the “Society of Friends of the People,” and
the owner of the house in which they assembled, before
the police-court; and in the evening, the society itself,
in full mecting, saw the hall surrounded by a vast num-
ber of the inhabitants of the district, the greater portion
of them National Guards, who hissed the orators, put
an end to their deliberations, and assailed the members
with hootings to such an cxtent that they hastened out,
as much terrified as incensed at their sudden unpopu-
larity. They tried, on the day after the morrow, to meet
again; but the hall was closed up, and a platoon of
the National Guard, posted at the doors, interdicted .all
admission. Four days later, the police-court sentenced":
the accused to three months’ imprisonment, and aeu
clared the dissolution of the club, which was constrained
to undergo a second metamorphosis, and to become once
more a secret society. o
The Chamber, the courts of Justice, the National
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Guard, and the Cabinet, by suppressing these centres of
subordinate ‘aparchy, concurred in an act of evident
sound sense gnd easy boldness.  But through the irri-
tation cherished by the vanquished party and the dis-
agreements- which less palpably and immediately began
to spring up in the heart of the government, this act
led to more serious consequences than it deserved, and
became the starting-point of the contest that speedily
commenced. In the Chamber, M. Dupin had seconded
me in the debate; but Messrs. de Tracy, Salverte, Ben-
jemin Constant, and M. Mauguin opposed me, some
from respect for absolute principles, and others as a
concession to violent and clamorous allies. In the Coun-
cil MM. De Broglie, Casimir Périer, Molé, Louis, and
Sebastiani voted with me warmly; but M. Dupont de
I'Eure was melancholy and dissatisfied, and M. Laffitte
would have been embarrassed but for his constitutional
carclessness. I had undertaken a commission in which
all my colleagues were not decided in following me. None
of them liked the clubs; but while some were eager,
others hesitated to break with them irrevocably. It was
no louger, as in the constitution of the peerage and the
revisal of the Charter, really opposite ideas and inten-
tions that entered into contest; but unequal resolutions, *
not able to keep the same pace on the same road.
W'he question, from day to day, resglved itself more dis-
dinctly into a contest between the policy of resistanct
and the policy of forbearance, between the active exer-
cise of constitutional power, and patience, not exactly
ab:tting but tolerant towards the intemperance of po-
pular. enthusiasm. It was evident that, on the first
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“tpitioal ébnjuncture, although the definite Wﬁiff Aff
ém% ‘nearly ‘similar, the varieties of chnracter and ten-‘
“dency would lead to a separation. :

From the first days of the Revolution, this event was
in preparation. In the Government, in the Chamber; in
the public mind, the trial of the Ministers of Charles X.
was the subject of extremely opposite but general and
anxious solicitude. On my own part, I was resolved to
strain every nerve to prevent the victory being stained
by blood when the contest had ceased. I had struggled
hard, under the Restoration, to pull down the political
scaffold, and I held myself bound in honour to oppose
its re-erection. There are solemn occasions when a
thinking man owes it to himself to seek to put in prac-
tice the truths he has advocated ; for in such cases incon-
sistency would be disgraceful, and would betray as much
weakness of mind as depravity of heart. The more I
reflected in 1830, the more I became fixed in the con-
viction which, in 1822, had induced me to oppose vehe-
mently the penalty of death for political offences. In
the case of the ministers who had countersigned the
decrecs of Charles X., as in that of the conspirators who
sought to dethrone Louis XVIII, T felt convinced that

" their minds wcre not imbued with that moral perverse-
ness, in the absence of which capital punishment is a
detestable iniquity; and that their condemnation was®
hot called for by the social necessity, which, joined-
to the offence of the accused, can alone legitimize the
extreme severity of the law. The argument set forth
in their favour. by the advocates of the ministers, and
founded on the overthrow of constitutional order -and
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the -expulsion of the K’,mg hisasels, had 1o deddedly’
legal valua; but as a moral conplderatlon it carried
much weight. There can he no doubt that the most
rigorgus punishment would have been more necessary
and just towards the ministers of a King remaining on
the throne, than towards thosc of a banished monarch.
And with regard to purely practical consequences, it
required but little sagacity to perceive that, far from
enbancing the security of the new Government, blood
shed on the scaffold would have augmented its diffi-
culties and dangers, by affording to revolutionary pas-
sions those feverish and poisonous gratifications which
irritate instead of appeasing them.

The entire Council, with. King Louis-Philippe at their
head, and nearly all the meit of note who surrounded
him, agreed in this opinion; but we were confronted by
an opposite sentiment, very ardently and extensively dis-
seminated. Amongst the population which took part in
the resistance that became the Revolution, and in the Na-
tional Guards, whose ranks were filled from that class,
hearts yere still trembling with the rage excited by the
decrees of July; with remembrance of the perils by
which the struggle had been accomplished, and of the
painful sacrifices that victory had cost. Should rights
violated and blood sacrificed remain without expiation?
Jn human nature there is at the bottom a grain of bar-
barism, which looks upon the law of retaliation as sound
justice, and exhibits a blind thirst in the desire for san-
guinary punishments. The revolutionary leaders and pro-
moters of disturbance at any price, took advantage of
this populsr inclination, and tried all means in their.
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power to animate it, with the hope of raising or cncou-
raging sentiments even more violent, by which to com-
promise the people through irritating reminiscences, and
thus to produce a chance of once more seizing the power
that had escaped them. Even in the higher ranks and
amongst conscientious men of the prevailing party, some
narrow, impracticable minds were not wanting, who
adopting a mode of reasoning at once revolutionary and.
juridical, supported capital punishment as the just-atid
necessary consequence of the great violation of national
rights which had rendered the Revolution itself 3ust
and necessary.

As soon as the question sprang up, these opposiug :
sentiments and objects displayed themselves simulta-
neously. On the same diy when M. Eusdbe Salverte
brought forward in the Chamber of Deputies his pro-
position for the impeachment of ‘the ministers, M. de
Tracy placed on the table his motion for the abolition
of the penalty of dcath. Both were disinterested and sin-
cere. The one a philosophic puritan, hard -without pas-
sion, and coldly fanatical ; the other a warm and ggnerous
heart, ever ready to stand forward for what he believed
to be just or beneficial to humanity, and astonished at
the difficulties he encountered in bringing others to his
own ideas, and in inducing them to adopt his views.

The same reporter, M. Béranger de la Drome, wag
ordered to draw up both propositions for the Cham-
ber, and acquitted himself with equal propriety, as a
moderate and impartial legislator, more careful of ex.
pressing justly the opinions of others, than of strengly
indicating his own. His report on the abolitiort gf -tfe
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punishment of death was not read in the Chamber
until thirteen days after that, the object of which was
the impcachment of the Ministers; and during this in-
terval, two unexpected incidents materially aided the pro-
position of M. de Tracy. On the 21st of September, at
the Place de Gréve, in the midst of a solemnity cele-
brated in memory of the four sergeants of Rochelle, and
ga if undex the dictation of their shadows, a petition was
. #igned in favour of the abolition of capital punishment ;
and two days later, the wounded of the three days of
July, still disabled in the hospitals, addressed an expres-
sion, of thie same desire to the Chamber of Deputies. The
publie, with justice, ascribed to M. de La Fayette the
honour of these generous manifestations. It was a for-
tunate chance for him, and which he hastcned to avail
himself of, that he was thus cnabled to give to the great
instincts of his own lofty nature a popular force and
utterance. When the pr;)position of M. de Tracy began
to be seriously debated, the impossibility of its rapid or
complete adoption became evident. The magistracy and
military indicated the danger of altering or enfeebling
the Penal Code to this extent, and the Chamber gladly
adopted an amendment of M. de Kcratry, who proposed
*to change the proposition into an Address to the King,
praying him to introduce a bill tending to abolish the
penalty of death in certain specific cases, exclusively
political. M. Dupont de I'Eure seconded the amend-
ment. “During the approaching prorogation of the
Chamber,” said he, “government will have the opportu-
nity of exemining this important question, and of pro-
pﬁaingg‘t,a» you, when the Chamber resymes its labours,
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a bill to reconcile all interests. I promise that, as chan-
cellor, I will give my entire solicitude to carry out the
wish contained in the Address to the King.” On the
same day, at eight o’clock in the evening, and at a
special sitting, the committec which had been directed
to prepare the form of address, presented it to the
Chamber, who adopted it almost unanimously, although
after a long debate; and on the day following, the 9th
of October, the King, surrounded by his ministers, with
the Duke of Orléans on his right-hand, standing on the
steps of the throne, received the deputation appointed
to present the Address, and who were accompanied by
a great number of the members. “The wish you now
express,” said the King, “has long been the desire of my
own heart. A witness, during my ecarly youth, of the
terrible extent to which the penalty of capital punish-
ment for political offences has been abused, and of all
the evils thereby inflicted on France and on humanity, I
have ever most ardently longed for the abolition of this
law. The remembrance of that disastrous time, and the
painful feelings which overwhelm me when my thoughts
recur to it, will secure to you a safe guarantee for the
readiness with which I shall lay before you a bill in
accordance with your wishes.” n

On all sides, between the ng, the Chambers, and
the Ministry, the engagement was strong and recipro-
cal, and reduced to conditions that appeared reasonably
practicable. No one mistook its origin and object.. The
immediate end was to save the heads of the ministers
of Charles X. from the scaffold, to which revolutibnary
passions and regentments were determined towgnsiffn
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them. When the glove was thus thrown down, many
began to say that a fault had been committed; that it
was wrong to engage in the struggle publicly and be-
forehand ; that the proposition of M. de Tracy was inop-
portune ; that it tended to drive those who opposed it to

“extreme violence ; that it would have becn wiser to have

remained silent, and to have allowed the impeachment to
proceed without clamour before the Chamber of Peers,
who would undoubtedly consider it with independent
moderation. In holding this language, a question was
cut short much more gencral and important than the
conduct to be held in the prosccution of the minis-
ters. Strength was given to the policy of forbearance
or expediency, in opposition to the policy of resistance,
and the latter was destined vefore long to succumb to
its adversaries. But sound policy has this virtue—that

" even’ in submitting it preserves much of its effectual

B

power. If we had not resolutely opposed the passions

.and calculations which demanded blood to nourish the

Revolution,—if we had not raised against the infliction
of the supreme penalty under similar circumstances a
strong and determined clamour, the revolutionary spirit
would have developed itself at its ease, and in all
probability have accomplished its object. But so maﬁy
and such powerful manifestgtiops against this design, ex-
cited a public feeling which rendered it impotent in its
triumph ; and even though it might succeed in over-
throwing the ministers by whom it was vehemently op-
posed, it found none amongst their colleagues, who, even
in -ertertaining the question, sincerely desired to pro-
m¥te itg/snccess.
VOL. 11. 1
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No sooner had the Address of the Chamber of Depu-
ties been presented and received with so much promp-
titude, than hostile plots and demonstrations began

- bastily to exhibit themselves in their turn. Already, for
.several days, some disgraceful symptoms.indicated..this
inauspicious explosion. Pamphlets; articles:in. the: news.
papers, and placards were disseminated against the fallen,
King, his family, and his recognized friends, including
the grossest insults and the most infamous calumnies.
A work appeared,_ entitled < The Scandalous, Political,
Anecdotal, and Sanctimonious History of Charles X.;’
and another, called ¢ The Sccret Amours of the Bourbons.’
It was affirmed that poniards and barrels of gunpowder
had been discovered in the palace of the Archbishop of
Paris, and that the commission entrusted with repairing
the disasters caused by the contests of July had granted
to the prelate an indemnity of 200,000 francs. Revo-
lutionists excel in the art of vilifying their adversaries,
to irritate their own instruments. Before long, the fire
of these attacks concentrated itself upon the accused mi-
nisters and the partics who advocated the abolition of ca-
pital punishment. The words “Death to the Ministers!”
were written on all the streets, and even on the walls of
the prison of the Luxembourg. The same menaces were
addressed to the judges gpd the accused.  The enemies
of our Revolution,” it was said, ‘“ have believed that on.
this. point it was rcady to yield. It will not yield a
single point. A great example is required, and will be
exacted. . . . Banishment for these guilty Ministers !
Gorged with gold, full of insolence and contempt for the
people, they think only of reaching some despotic cousts,



MY MINISTRY OP THE INTERIOR. 115

L 4

where they will ‘be received with all the honours due to
tyrants, and where they can prepare new plots for the
overthrow of liberty. But a river of blood surrounds
them, gnd & nation in arms watches its banks —-they

‘vaer pass it in safety.”

" -On- the 19tk of October, the manifestations were no
longer confined to pamphlets and placards. Two bands
of men, wonten, and children, belonging nearly all to
that idle, corrupt, and turbulent population which swarms
in the heart of Paris, ever on the alert for an oppor-
tunity to carry their excesses to the surface, paraded
the streets, and assailed the Palais-Royal with cries of
“ Dcath to the Ministers I—the head of Polignac!” min-
gling with these shouts insulting exclamations against
the King and the Chambers. The guard dispersed
these gatherings without difficulty, but without" effect.
They reappeared on the following day, the 18th, to-
wards noon, in still greater numbers, and bearing a flag
with this inscription, ““ Desire of the people; death to
the Ministers!” Some of the most conspicuous were
arrested ; but the remainder spread themselves through
the suburbs, where they obtained large accessions to
their number; and during the evening a dense crowd
tumultuously invaded the courts, the galleries, and the
garden of -the Palais-Roya], uttering louder insults than
before against King Louis-Philippe, the Ministers of
Charles X., the Chamber of Deputies, and the Chaml;er
of Peers: a lawless mob, with a determined object,
ready to attempt anything against any authority which
migut venture to oppose their ferocious demands. After
repeated- efforts; the guard succeeded in driving them

12
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from the courts of the palace, and in securing the iron
gates; but immediately a cry arose in the middle of the
square, “To Vincennes |—to Vincennes I Thousands of
voices repeated this shout as an indication of victory,
and the waves of the crowd immediately flowed towards
the direction to which the name invited them.

After having, during the day, held council in- the'
King’s palace, we were all, at that moment, assembled
at the house of the chancellor, uneasy as to the state of
Paris, and still more dissatisfied with each other. M.
Dupont de 'Eurc and his friends bore with impatience
the weight of our unpopularity, while we were equally
restive under the pressure of their want of firmness. We
held one of those vain consultations in which the time is
lost which no onc knows how to employ; when General
Fabvier entered and informed us, that the insurrection-
ary crowd expelled from the Palais-Royal had taken the
route to Vincennes with the most menacing demonstra-
tions and intents. It was absolutely necessary to adopt
a course, and we decided on two. I proposed an'imme-
diate repression ; but by others it was considered neces-
sary to yield something to popular feeling. I wrote on
the instant, at the Council table, to General Pajol, com-
mander of the military division :—

“ General,—The Council has just received intelligence,
through Gencral Fabvier, that a certain number of riot-
of1s persons have resolved this evening to march on Vin-
cennes tomorrow, under the pretext of ascertaining that
the state prisoners are still there; but in all proba-
bility with the intention of pursuing violent measures
against them. I am instructed to call upon you to take
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every nccessary precaution to place the Castle of Vin-
cennes in security, and to drive away any crowd that may
take that direction. It is equally important to concoct
measures for dispersing, by the presence of the National
Guard, the assemblages that have been formed in Paris
for several days. The Council places the fullest confi-
‘dence in’ the wisdom of the arrangements that you may
deem" necessary to establish order in the capital, and to
watch over the tranquillity of the citizens, so seriously
compromised.”

'The letter being despatched, before the sitting ter-
minated, I drew up for the ¢ Moniteur’ an article which
appeared on the following morning, containing, amongst
strong denunciations against he fomenters of distur-
bances, this sentence:—'The circumstance which has
given rise to this has no justifiable pretext whatever.
The government, which is of opinion that the universal
and immediate abolition of capital punishment is im-
practicable, thinks also, after a most carcful cxamina-
tion, that to confine it in our Code to the only cases in
which necessity may render it legitimate, requires time
and long preparation.” This was to adjourn indefinitely,
or at least far beyond the trial of the Ministers, the Bill
which the Chamber of Depittics had earnestly demanded
in their Address, and which M. Dupont de I'Eure, in
the King’s name, had promised to bring in immediately.
These two measures being adopted,—one to repress, and
the other to conciliate the insurrection,—the Council
broke up. '

Two hours had scarcely elapsed when General Fabvier,
commandant of Paris, received from General Daum:snil,
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the governor of Vincennes, this laconic note :—* General,
—a considerable mob has presented itself before the
fortress I command, but dispersed on my approach. I
request you to send immediately one or two battalions
of the National Guard.” Towards eleven in the evening,
in fact, the seditionists arrived in front of Vinccnnes.
Roused by their shouts, the prisoners, of whom they
were in search, saw through their narrow windows and
by the light of the torches that the crowd liad ‘gathered
before the castle, and demanded admittance. ‘General
Daumesnil ordered the gate to be opened, and presenteit
himself alone. ¢ What do you want?” said he. “ We
demand the ministers.” “You shall not have them;
they belong to the law alone, and Iwill blow up ‘the
powder-magazine rather than surrender them to you.”
After some minutes of hesitation and parley, the mob,
impressed with respect, and intimidated, resumed the
route to Paris, crying aloud, “Long live the Wooden
Leg!”—and Vincenncs resumed its tranquillity.

But three hours later, still in the dead of night, the
same crowd once more appeared round the Palais-Royal,
echoing the former demands and insults. A single guard
was posted there, weak in number and ill informed as to
passing events. The rioters shouted aloud, “ The King !
we want to see the King!” Some had already® pene-
trated into the interior and were ascending the grand
staircase, finding the royal palace more easy of invasion
than the prison of the ministers of Charles X., when
a few companies of the National Guard, hastily assem-
bled, arrived upon the spot, arrested the most audacious
of the insurgents, and finally dispersed the gathering. .
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Two days after, on the 20th of October, the ¢ Moni-
teur’” was filled with congratulations mingled with re-
grets, and with royal and popular exhortations. On the
19th, at nine in the morning, the King, accompanied
by the Duke of Orleans, M. de La Fayette, and Marshal
Gdérard, descended into the cour of the Palais-Royal,
and addressed to the National Guards and troops of
the line who had suppressed the tumult, affectionate
thanks and resolute counsel. M. de La Fayette, in an
order-of the day issued to the National Guard, had
éxpressed himself on the troubles of the eve, with an
overflowing of the heart ever confident and fond toward
the people, although a little tinged with melancholy, con-
juring them, “ not to fall from the lofty rank in which
the late Revolution had placed them, and to spare that
mortification to an old servant of the popular cause, who
rejoiced that he had lived long. enough to witness at last
its pure and glorious triumph.” The official journal
hastened to publish these instances of a return to order,
and these calls to future subordination, in which sage and
patriotic integrity were more apparent than the strong
hand of power. One article alone was wanting in the
‘ Moniteur’ of that day,—the proclamation addressed
to his fellow-citizens by M. Odilon-Barrot, as Prefect
of the Seine. More explicit and energetic than any
other, against the violence which had threatened at the
same time the safety of the accused and the independ-
ence of the judges, and impressed with a sincere moral
sentiment, the proclamation contained also the following
passage: “ An unseasonable step has led to the suppo-
sition that there was an understanding to interrupt the
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q!dmny cmgse of justice in-the case of the ex-ministers.’?
This was openly casting blame on the Chamber which
_had voted the Address on the punishment of death; on
the Cabinet and the King, who had not only seconded
and received it, but had pledged themselyes to a prompt
acquiescence. A government which had thus spoken and
acted could not, without a complete sacrifice of consist-
ency and dignity, appcar to give the slightest counte-
nance to this language of one of its principal agents.
The question of system and cabinet which had been for
some time fomenting approached a crisis. In expecta-
tion of the result, I insisted that the proclamation of the
Prefect of the Scine should not appear in the ‘Moni-
teur,” from whence it'was in consequence excluded.
Amongst the men to whom it has been my Jot to be
often opposed, M. Odilon-Barrot is, perhaps, of all others
the one of whom I find it most casy to speak without
embarrassment. I rctain with respect to him a double
conviction, which has survived all our contests, and rises
above all our disagrecments. I am convinced that, at
the bottom, our political views were the same, and that
he always desired, with me, a constitutional monarchy
for our common country,——neither more nor less. I
think also that in the idea he had formed of the econdi-
tions and policy under which that monarchy should be
founded, he has ever been sincere, and influenced by
objects of public advantage and not by personal inter-
ests. We may express our opinions freely when they are
accompanied by esteem. With an excellent mutual un-
derstanding under the Restoration; M. Odilon-Barrot and
I differed materially at the epoch of 1830. He belongs
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to the school of confiding politicians, who for the accom-
plishment of the good they desire place much reliance on
the spontaneous.and enlightened concurrence of the peo-
ple; a generous school, which has more than once done
good service ta. humanity by giving itself up to elevated
hopes, but at the same time short-sighted and hazard-
ous, forgetting within what limits and by what restrain-
ing checks human nature requircs to be held back, that
its good instincts may prevail over its evil tendencies.
What the disciples of the school chiefly want, is to
become sound and serious moralists: they are ill ac-
quainted with man, and cannot love without flattering
him. M. Odilon-Barrot persuaded himself that constitu-
tional government was more casy, and men more wise than
they actually are. ¢ expecied too much from the fa-
culty of free institutions to enlighten the nation, and
from the intelligence of the nation in the exercise of free
institutions. This was the sentiment which in 1830
prevailed in his conduct and words, and herein lay the
true cause of our separation and first contests. He had
made no application for the important post confided to
him. On the 12th and 15th of August, while accom-
panying Charles X. to Cherbourg, he wrote to me as
follows: ““Iread in the papers my appointment to the
Prefecture of the Seine.  Every one compliments me on
it, but I have received no official or even private com-
munications from you to that effect. I attach myself
with extreme cordiality to the cxisting government, and
I ask nothing better than to devote myself entirely to
its support, because T see in it the maintenance of all
my principles, and the alliance I have ever so anxiously



desired between.power and liberty. But still-encught
to beremployed according to their fitness, .and:an: admi-
nistrative carecr is to me.entirely new. I am:terrified:
at the difficulties of the post you offer me.” M. Odilon-
Barrot was not sufficiently terrified, notygnly for himself
but for us all, for the government and for France. I
never had to complain, as minister of the Interior, that
he treated me with any want of frankness. He not only
invariably acquainted me with his opinions and bias,
but he often tried to induce me to accord with his own
views; and when our disagreement became evident, he
at once tendered his resignation. e considered me
too uneasy, too exacting with the Revolution, the coun-
try, my colleagues, and himself. According to his no-
tion my friends and I required too much unity, regu-
larity, consistency, and inhcrent strength in the go%ern-
ment. He would have wished us to be more accommo-
dating to the desires and impressions of the public, more
disposed to give them latitude, and to trust to a favour-
able issue from their unrestrained development. I repeat
the words I have already uscd, as they are the only ones
that reflect my thoughts correctly ;—he preferréd, on the
day after a Revolution, the policy of leaving things te
their natural course, in prefcrence to the policy of resist-
ance.

Whatever might be thought of their respective advan-
tages, the two lines of policy could not act in concert. They
mutually condemned each other to inconsistency and con-
temptible impotence. A government so conducted .lost
all power as well as dignity. In®he Chambers, instead
of progress towards the organization and discipline of
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piketies, mhmn increasedfmm day to day. No:ome
applied himself either to.exercise authority systematically,
or to :seek . for it in rational and legitimate opposition.
Beyond the Chambers, the public felt surprised and
alarmed at sceggg affairs in the hands of an -adminis-
tration, ill-combined and incapable from its internal dis-
union, of effectually struggling .against public anarchy.
My personal friends and those of M. Dupont de I’Eure
equally manifested their impatience and discontent. It
was the general opinion of the Cabinet, and in this the
King agreed with his ministers, that such a state of
things called for an immediate termination. The Duke
de Broglie and myself had firmly resolved no longer to
sustain the responsibility. The trial of the ministers of
Charles X. supplied the opporfunity of a division not only
favoftfable but opportune; for a division reduced rather
than augmented the danger of this crisis, which was
looked forward to with general anxiety.

We knew that Messrs. Laffitte, Dupont de I’Eure, and
La Tayette agreed in the matter entircly with our views,
and would use their utmost endeavours to insure its suc-
cessful tormination. Unallicd with us, they were more
ealled upon as well as more capable of effecting this
end. On their part, opposition was not expected. The
prospect of this difficulty determined Messrs. Casimir
Périer, Molé, Louis, and Dupin to retire with the Duke
de Broglie and myself. Messrs. Laffitte and Dupont de
I’Eure—the onc as Minister of Finance and President of
the Council, the other in his former post of Chancellor—
becume the standard®earers of the new cabinet. Of
the partisans of the policy of resistance, General Sébas.
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tiani alone retained his seat there, as indifferent and
variable in his relations with individuals as decided and
persevering in his line of conduct. He cared little for
alliances and appearances. He wished to remain the
confidential adviser of the King, and 4 a position to
serve him according to the necessities and fluctuations
of the times.

We retired from office, the Duke dc Broglie and my-
self, with a feeling of deliverance almost joyful, of which
I still retain a vivid recollection. We escaped the morti-
fication of fruitless efforts, and the responsibility of errors
which we opposed without being able to prevent them.
With the public of Paris, and cven in the Chambers,
our resignation created no surprise and little uneasiness.
We had struggled rather than succeeded. We had ac-
quired some credit in defending order and regular go-
vernment; but our endeavours had not been attended
with a triumph sufficiently declared to win for us the
character and influence of its sole and indispensable re:
presentatives. We were reckoned upon for the future;
but for the present, cven in the estimation of a portion of
our friends, we were considered as more compromising
than effective.

At a distance from Paris, the public in the depart-
ments, governed by more simple and more fixed ideas,
looked upen the change of ministry as an important
event. Amongst the evidences of opinion that I received
at the time, I shall quote but one, displaying the true
feeling of a man more clear-sighted than the majority of
the lookers-on. M. Angnstin Tlﬂrry wrote thus to me
from Hytres on the 9th of November, 1830 :—* Under



MY MINISTRY OF THE INTERIOR. 126

the sufferings of an intermittent fever, which returns in
spite of all remedies, I have felt the full anxiety produced
by the change which the papers of this day announce.
They are real anxieties, for you may readily believe that
I have sufferedyequally as a friend and as a patriot.
Your entry into a minfstry which, immediately following
a revolution, had so many claims to contend with, so
many ambitious aspirations to satisfy or extinguish, was
indeed a painful task. This will soon be discovered. In
the meanwhile what you have cffected in three months
can never be lost, and the administration of the country,
let what may happen, will retnain in the mould in which
you have cast it. It will be a great gratification to
your friends to sec the little actually accomplished by
those who have opposed and* calumniated you with so
much bitterness and bad faith. The press of Paris, which
saved everything during the late crisis, scems now tc
have no other object than universal destruction. I can.
not understand what has happened, and was far indeed
from expecting it. But, thanks to you and your poli-
tical friends, order is re-established in France! We are
acknowledged by forcign Powers, and at peace at home.
A few blundering writers will be unable to upset all
this, and the good scnse of the provinces will learn to
appreciate as it deserves the turbulence of Paris.”

We had no occasion to wait until the good sense of
the provinces rendered us justice. As soon as he was
appointed, M. Laffitte, the President of the Council,
assumed that office to himself.
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CHAPTER }II. '

TRIAL OF THE MINISTERS OF CHARLES X, AND SACK
OF SAINT-GERMAIN L'AUXERROIS.

DISAGREEMENTS IN THE CABINET OF M. LAFFITTE.—~DLFATH AND FU-
NEBAL OF M. BENJAMIN CONSTANT.—TRIAL OF THE MINISTERS OF
CHARLES X.—MY SPEECH AGAINST THE APPLICATION OF THE PUNISH-
MENT OF DEATH,~—ATTITUDE OF THE HOUSE OF PEERS.—M. SAUZET
AND M. DE MONTALIVET.—EMBARRASSMENT OF M. DE LA FAYETTR
AFTER THE TRIAL OF THE MINISTERS.—PRETENSIONS AND HOPES
OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY.—THE CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES ABOLISHES
THE COMMAND-IN-GENERAL OF THE NATIONAL GUARDS OF THE
KINGDOM. — NEGOTIATIONS BLTWEEN THE KING AND M. DE LA
FAYETTE ON THIS SUBJECT.—DEMANDS AND RESIGNATION OF M. DE
LA FAYETTE.—THE COUNT DE LOBAU 1S APPOINTED TO THE CHIEF
COMMAND OF THE NATIONAL GUARD OF PARIS,~—CONVERSATIONS OF
M. LAFFITTE WITH THE AVBASSADOR OF FRANCE AT * % # % _y,
THIERS, UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE FINANCES.—STATE
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—M. DE TALLEYRAND AND THE CONFERENCE OF
LONDON.~-SACK OF THE CHURCH OF SAINT-GERMAIN L’AUXEBBOIS
AND OF THE ARCHIEPISCOPAL PALACE AT PARIS.—SCENES OF ANARCHY
IN VARIOUS PLACES.—BUPPRESSION OF THE FLEUR DE LIS IN THE
ARMS OF FRANCE,—EFFECT OF THESE SCENES IN EUROPE.~—ON
THE STATE OF PARTIES IN FRANCE ANP IN THE CHAMBER OF DE;
PUTIES.—~WEAKNESS AND INCAPACITY OF THE CABINET.—MY OPPO-
SITION+—FALL OF THE CABINET.—INTERNAL BTRUGGLE FOR ITS RE»
PLACEMENT.—M. CASIMIR PERIEE FORMS A NEW MINIST.RY.

(From Novemser 3, 1830, o MarcH 13, 1831.)

»

Ox the 9th and 10th of November, 1830, on the occa-
sion of a proposal by M. Bavoux, which called for
a considerable rcduction in the amount of securities,
stamp-duty, and postal expenses imposed onsthe news-
papers, a debate, or rather a conveysation, arose on the
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causes which had. led to the dumemberment of the old

" asbinet. apd: the formation of the mew one, and also upon -

 their different: pozhtxcs M. L fitte opened the dis-
- quasion :—* As members of the former and present ad-
ministration,” said he, ““ we feel called upon to explain
our intentions and conduct. We shall be brief and
exact. Disagreements have arisen; not, as you might
be inclined to believe, tending on the one hand to
anarchy, and on the other to conservatism. No, Gen-
tlemen, there was nothing of the kind. Every member
of the Council knew and felt convinced that liberty
should be accompanied by order, and that the continued
execution of the laws until they are reformed is indis-
pensable, under the penalty of confusion. Every one
was fully imbued with the experiences which the Re-
volution of 1789 has bequeathed to the world; every
one knew- that the Revolution of 1830 ought to be
maintained to a certain cxtent, and that it was necessary
to conciliate Europe to that event, by combining sus-
" tained moderation with dignity. Upon these points we
were agreed, for in the Council there were’ none but
men of sense and prudence. But there were misunder-
standings as to the manner of appreciating and directing
the Revolution of 1830. All were not equally con-
vinced that it was destined so soon to degenerate into
anarchy ; that we should so rapidly be compelled to take
defensive precautions against it, and assume an attitude
of mistrust and hostility. But except this general im-
pression, no fundamental disagreement on any point of
a s;stem separated the members of the late cabinet. .
Unanimousyupon leading principles, the difference con-
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sisted entirely in the more or less confiding tempera.
ment of the different parties. Either could possess
itself of power. It has becn said and repeated to us,
until we are compelled to believe it, that confidence in
this Revolution would establish a better condition for its
direction. Perhaps this view may be correct; perhaps
it may be better, to understand completely and to go-
vern this Revolution, that it should ncither be doubted
nor feared. Perhaps the ideas of order, the true maxims
of legislation, may more readily become popular with
certain names than with others. We have not the vanity
to believe that such influence rests with ours; but we
have been forced to think so, since power has been left
in our hands. While deeply regretting the course of
events, we have remainéd near the King’s person as
faithful and devoted subjects.” Thus M. Laffitte, on
his very entrance into power, felt the necessity of ex.
tenuating, in the eyes of the public, the misunder-
standings which had agitated the preceding cabinet,
and of enrolling under the same standard the ministers
who had resigned and their colleagues who had become
their successors. In truth, he scarcely compromised
himself by taking up this position in the terms I have
related ; there are general ideas so true that they be-
come from that cause insignificant, and may be attri-
buted to all the world without individual objection,
although at the same time common adhesion by no
means indicates actual unity. Besides, as regarded M.
Laffitte, it was not pure political tactics and dexterity
of language. His open, flexible, light, and superficial
mind, on almost cvery occasion thought in copimon with.



AND SACK OFeSAINT-GERMAIN L’AUXERROIS. 120

his associates, and readily persuaded himself that they
equally thought with him. But amongst his colleagues
or allies were dispositions more consistent and cha-
racters less pliable. At the precise moment when he
was endeavouring to represent the former and the pre-
sent cabinet as animated by the same views, M. Odilon-
Barrot, in justification of his own conduct, undertook to
elucidate the profound difference of their principles, and
the practical consequences resulting therefrom. While M.
Laffitte, in his financial solicitude, defended the stamp-
.duty on newspapers, M. Odilon-Barrot opposed it in the
name of the general line of policy which alone, accord-
ing to him, was suitable to the revolution:—*“I have
thought,” said he, “ that the sccurities, the stamp-duties,
and all the shackles on the iiberty of the press could
only be necessary at a time when power was reduced
to oppose the national interests, in support of which the
press contributed its full influence; but that under the
system which prevails at present, a system of govern-
ment which finds its strength and principle in the na-
tional interests, there could be no occasion to protect
ourselves against the freedom of the press. 'That, on the
contrary, such a government should appeal to the un-
fettered press to augment its energy, and to carry into
every class of society that prevailing voice of reason
which such complete liberty can alone proclaim.”
And when the question came to a vote, by the side
of M. Laffitte, who affirmed that the cabinet were una-
nimous in maintaining. the stamp-duty, M. Dupont de
I'Eure, practically applying the principle laid down by
M. Odilon-Barrot, openly declared for the reduction of the
VOL. 1I. ) K

oy
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impost. 'Thus, eight days’after its formation, disagree-
ment and incoherence betrayed themselves in the new
cabinet, even more glaringly than in the old one: the
policy of resistance and the policy of leaving things to
their course were still at issue. It was only that the
first, weakened and intimidated, endeavoured to coneesal
its true position while struggling to maintain itself; the
second spoke with loud confidence, and sought to govern
by impeding government.

Beyond the precinets of the Chaibers and of official
life, in private socicties and conversations, the internal
discords of the ministerial party were more freely dis-
cussed. An ambassador, recently appointed by the
King, and about to depart for his post, thought it ne-
cessary before he left Paris to take the instructions, or
at least to ascertain the views, of the new president of
the Council. Not finding M. Laffitte at the ministry of
finance, he encountered him scated on the boulevards
and placed himself by his side. M. Laffitte held a long
conversation with him, not on the subject of his mission,
but relative to the cabinct which he, M. Laffitte, had
lately formed, and to the difficulties of a situation under
which, however, he appeared to be ncither uneasy nor
embarrassed. He belonged, he said, to thé moderate -
party, the same who had desired that a ministry should
he formed.under the premiership of M. Casimir Périer;
he held similar opinions and intentions to theirs; he
also desired peace and a cordial understanding with
foreign powers, and was fully resolved to maintain that
policy. He spoke contemptuously of the influence which
M. de La Fayette pretended to exercise, of his mania
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for popularity, of the hair-brained persons with whom he
surrounded himself, and of the propagandism he was con-
tinually fomenting to produce revolutions throughout
Europe. “1I shall put a stop to all this work,” said he;
“I pledge myself to bring back to reason my own repub-
lican friends and these chimerical liberals. In fact, we
are all of the same opinion.” '

My friends and I sought to take no advantage of the
dissensions between our successors, to render their main-
tenance of power more difficult, and to resume it our-
selves. Nothing can be more lawful than to oppose a
policy which we believe to be injurious, always provided
that we are ready to substitute another essentially dif-
ferent, and that we feel ourselves in a condition to put it
into practice. All ambition that does not impose these
two conditions ,on itself becomes anact of evil person-
ality, which injures government, and is derogatory to
those who indulge in it. We left office, convinced, on
the one hand, that M. Laffitte and his partisans were
better suited than us to encounter the perilous dilemma
of the trial of the ministers; on the other, that it had
become mneccssary that the policy of non-resistance
should be brought to the test of facts, and condemned,
not only on our arguments, but on its own experience.
I abstained scrupulously from all opposition, from every
ambitious pretence. I re-enter into that old scene of
contest, now covered with ruins, to retrace my own
steps ; I have examined the monuments of my combats
with MM. Odilon-Barrot, Benjamin Constant, Mauguin,
and 3alverte; they are numcrous and animated; but
they-bear, tless T deccive myself, an evident impression

K 2
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of sincerc disinterestedness. My heartfelt desire was to
bring to light my opinion on the true character and
mission of the revolution of 1830; I maintained with
ardour, in the common interest of liberty and public
'prosperity, the necessity and legitimacy of resxstaqce to
the old examples and the new revolutionary 4 cied ;
but in that course I sought no destructive weapon, no
instrument of war against the cabinet. I.was entirely
occupied with the position of the country, not with my
own personal prospects, and thought much more of the
future than of the present. I engaged in general and
remote politics, rather than in personal and impatient
controversy.

I was thus in perfect harmony with the Chambers
and the King. Ncither at the Palais-Royal, at the Pa-
lais-Bourbon, nor at the Luxembourg, had they any con-
fidence in the “laisser aller” policy, or in its chiefs;
but there was no thought, while there would have been
a fear of displacing them. They were looked upon- as
a weak but solitary dike against the waves of the popu-
lar ocean. No better successors presented themselves.
Every opportunity was seized to obtain some additional
guarantees against their prepossessions and weaknesses.
The Chamber of Deputies, by choosing M. Casimir
Périer for president, and M. Dupin for one of the vice-
presidents, loudly manifested its disposition in favour of
the policy of resistance. When- Marshal Maison re-
signed the portfolio of foreign affairs for the embassy to
Vienna, the King immediatcly replaced. him by General
Scbastiani; and on the appointment of Marshal Soult of
the ministry of war, and of the Count d’Argout 4 that
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-of the marine, he assigned to Messrs. Laffitte and Du-
pont d¢ VEure inspectors rather than colleagues in the
Council. These were, in fact, so many securitics against
'a party who were feared and caressed at the same time,
- They held possession of the citadel ; the attempt was to .
:keep thé within bounds there, and not to expel them:
> At this epoch, the party lost, not its most powerful,
‘but its cleverest organ. M. Benjamin Constant died on
.the 8th of December, 1830. A man whose mind was
- gifted with infinite variety ; ready, expanded, clear, and
keen; great in conversation and in a pamphlet, but a
sceptical and deriding sophist, without conviction or
reflection, giving himself up from sheer weariness to
extinct passions, and solely intent on still finding some
amusement and interest for a blunted spirit and a worn-
out existence. Ile had received from the new Govern-
ment employments, distinctions, and favours. On the
recommendation of ¢he Duke de Broglie, he had been ap-
pointed president of the committee of legislation of the
state council, with a considcrable salary. King Louis-
Philippe made him a present from his privy purse of
the sum of two hundred thousand francs, thinking by
that gift to put an end to his personal distress. M.
Benjamin Constant nevertheless continued to engage
more and more in the opposition, and in the least
worthy of all oppositions,—in the subtle flattering and
feeding of revolutionary and popular passions. He paid
the most assiduous court to the press, under all its
forms and degrees; he undertook as an incessant task
to .qhérge_ ‘back upon the conquered of 1830, all the
-alarmag and indignations of the country, to relieve the
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conquerors from responsibility.  He declared himsclf op-

posed to all legal securities and demands, to the cxtent

of not wishing to require from elementary teachers a

certificate of morality. He had failed in recovering-
. either his fortune or the tone of his mind: Undee.the-
ministry of M. Laffitte, as under that which Medd )
he was ruined and melancholy ; and he carried his gloom~
to the tribune, exclaiming with an air of patriotic de<
spondency, “This sadness, gentlemen, will be under-

stood and shared by many; I shall not permit myself

to explain it to you.”

On the day before he held this language he re-
ceived a check which affected him sensibly. He had
long entertained an ardent desire to become a member
of the French Academy, to which his brilliant wit, and
talent as a writer at once elegant and popular, gave him
an indisputable title. Sick and impaticnt, he wished,
under the pretext of repairing an aet of violence com-
mitted, in 1516, by M. de Vaublanc, then minister: of
the Interior, who had cut off eleven academicians, that
I should create in the Academy, by an analogous pro-
ceeding, many vacancies and nominations which would
assure to him an immediate election. I peremptorily -
refused this reaction, and firmly resolved not to intro-
duce into any academy expulsions or appointments by
decree. On the 24th of October, 1830, M. Benjamin
Constant addressed a letter to me, in which his ill-
humour was ill disguised under amicable appearances.
“The course you have taken,” said he, “ banishes Cousin
and myself from the Academy for years. Nearly the
whole Academy laments it. I except that mischievous
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and silly Arpault. It also injurcs yourself; for you
belong essentially and at no distant future to that very
Academy which you wound today. Under the system
which only admits the remaining seven who “have been
excluded to a partial re-election after the vacancies, you
“close the ﬁor for & long time upon yourself and your
friends, as:well as upon us. Could you not revise this
arungement? I should owe my nomination to you, and
I should delight to be so indebted.”

I made no change in my decision, and M. Benjamin
Constant, reduced to the chances of an ordinary election,
offered himself to the Academy for the seat vacated by
M. de Ségur. But the Academy, aware of the violent
measures suggested by M. Benjamin Constant, felt little
disposed to open their doors to him voluntarily, and on
the 18th of November, 1830, M. Viennet, his competitor,
was elected in preference.

Phree weeks afterwards, when it became known that
M. Benjamin Constant was dead, the popular party
began to stir, and evinced a desire to pay him high
honours. A civic wreath was laid upon the scat in the
Chamber which he usually occupicd. A demand was
made that the entire Chamber, in costume, should
attend his funeral, and that a mourning crape should
be attached for several days to the flag placed in the
hall of session, above the president’s chair. A bill was
required from the minister of the Interior, and which
was in fact introduced shortly after, to enrol the deceased
at once amongst the great men of the Pantheon. The
greater part of these wild aspirations of a falsc entha-
siasm. g;aﬂomted without result. The assembly which
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accompanied the obsequies of M. Benjamin Constant
was’ humerous and pompous, but cold and dry, even
4 thev image of the dead 'man -himself..Nothing
man ‘be more beautiful than homage to the mémory . of
“#mén who- have reflected credit on ‘their ‘age; ibut it
should be justly meted out, and combined with sineers
respect and emotion. These sentiments were wanting
at the demonstration exhibited in honour of M. Benja-
min Constant. A merited check for the memory of the
individual, and a depressing symptom for the party who
glerified him. T felt uncomfortable and shocked during
my presence on this occasion.

A more weighty event, the trial of thg Ministers, was
approaching.  Scarcely retired from office, I hastened to
take a very decided position on this question.  During
the sitting of the 9th of November, 1830, certain ex-
pressions of M. Odilon-Barrot on the address of the
Chamber of Deputies against the punishment of death
for political offcnces, supplied me with a suitable oppor-
tunity. While on my way to the tribune, as I passed
M. Casimir Périer, “ Your efforts will be futile,” whis-
pered he to me in a low voice ; “you will not save the
head of M. de Polignac.” 1 expected better from the
public feeling, and I expressed my own in a few words.
“] take no personal interest,” I said, “in the fallen
ministers; I have no ties with any of them; but T fecl
profoundly convinced that it belongs to the honour of
the nation, and to its historic credit, not to shed their
blood. After having changed the government and re-
newed the face of the country, it is truly miserable to pro-
secute a paltry justice by the side of that imménse justice
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which has struck, not four men, but an entire gbvem-
‘ment, a total dynasty. On the quesfion of blood, France
desires nothing that shall be profitiess. Al revolutions
‘have .shed blood through inflamed passions, and not
from'necessity. 'Three months, six mogths after,—that
blood hes-recoiled back upon themselves. Let a8 not
today re-enter on the old track, which we avoided even
during the combat.” The Chamber was visibly moved
to sympathy. As I was returning to my place, M.
Royer-Collard stopped me, and warmly pressing my
hand, said, “ You may make greater speeches, but you
will never do yourself more Lonour,” M. de Martignac
came to place himself by my side, and thanked me with
sincerc emotion. It is a sac pity,” said he, « that this
cause is not to be decided heie and at this moment. Tt
would be gained.”

As regards the speaker, and even the listeners, the
impressions of the tribune are so vivid, that we are apt
to look upon them as decisive. Facts are not slow to
dissipate this illusion. When great questions of govern-
ment are in debate, eloquence is at once powerful and in-
sufficient. It prepares, but achieves nothing, and should
be employed swithout too much confidence. Our de-
bates in the Chamber of Deputics had certainly eluci-
dated true political justice, and impressed many minds
with a favourable sentiment. But when the trial actually
commenced, the difficulty and danger continued to be
enormous ; and during cight days, the Cabinet with all
its power, M. de La Fayette with all his popularity,
King Louis-Philippe with his well-timed, able, and hu-
mane dexterity, the House of Peers with its courageous
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wisdom, ‘exhausted .themselves in efforts, ever on the-
. vezge of failure, to rggtrain the underhand revolutionary
practices and improvident fury which sought respec-
tively, in the death of the accused parties, their grati-
fication and sucgess. During this period of action, the
Chamber of Deputles, which could take no part, ab-
stained from speaking.

Once only, on the very point of the erisis, the day
before the House of Peers was to pronounce sentence,
the cabinet judged it essential to obtain the explicit
support of the Chamber.  On an carnest address from
M. de Kératry, M. Laffitte exposcd in strong terms the
dangers of the situation and thc public uneasiness,
pointed out and distinguished without reserve the dif-
ferent enemies of order, and promised that the govern-
ment would do its duty, its whole duty, while con-
fidently expecting that all around him would follow the
example. M. Odilon-Barrot held the same language,
qualificd by a few unhappy expressions, borrowed from
the practice of the old parties rather than from his own
sentiments, and which very soon after he hastened to
disavow. M. Dupin and I responded to this appeal by
a frank concurrence. Every argument and criticism,
every injurious remark and unsecasonable suggestion was
laid aside. We declared ourselves committed with the
cabinet to one common responsibility, and determined
to support to the utmost of our power the struggle thus
maintained for the honour of all.

It formed the peculiar characteristic of this struggle,
that the embarrassments and perils of power came much
more from its instruments than dts enemies. The active
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promoters 6f disorder, the members of the clubs, the se-
.cret societies, the populace, idle anggturbulent, were in
fact little to be dreaded. But it was necessary to re-
strain them by the aid of a national guard, doubtful,
unsettled, and as full of discontent against the men they
were called on to protect, as against those with whom
they were placed in conflict. And this national guard
.was under the orders of a chief, animated on the special
question of the trial of the ministers by the frankest
intentions, but dissatisficd with the general policy of the
government, and aspiring to contest it for the purpose
of a change. M. de La Fayctte, besides, scarcely knew
how to exercise his command, except by compliments,
entreaties, and affectionate exhortations,—means of in-
fluence not deficient in moral dignity, and which have
their value in a specific moment; but can only produce
incomplete results, and are speedily exhausted when men
are called on to act against their natural inclinations.
Fortunately, and above all, through the able firmness
of the president of the Flouse of Peers, and of the house
itself, the trial was short, and divested of all that might
have aggravated it. The liberty of the defence was com-
plete, without for a moment exposing the tribunal to the
charge of weakuness. 'T'he same events, the same acts,
hardly yet cooled down, which, beyond the precincts of
the hall, in the court of the palace, and in the streets
of the city, still made so many spirits boil, and excited
even the battalions charged with the defencc of public
order, wérc at the same moment, within the confines of
the Chamber, recalled, commented on, and discussed
with uniform and appropMate boldness. The judges, the
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accused, and their defenders, preserved throughout an
equal dignity, a reqjprocal impression of their dutics and
their rights. Nothing passed within the walls that could
increase the external anxiety and ferment ; nothing that
“voctirred without interrupted the regular course of the
. trisl. T do not believe that the judicial annals’of ‘the
civilized world offer a more lofty example of justice
rendered with independence and imperturbable serenity,
in the midst of the most violent political storms. It is
the glory of the Housc of Pcers to have presented con-
stantly this noble spectacle under ditferent dynasties and
systems; in its hands the balance of justice has never
gwven way, whatever imght be the surrounding license of
public passions, or the tottering condition of the State.

Two men, previously unknown, but destined soon to
take an active part in public affairs, appeared then for
the first time upon the scene.  Awmongst the advocates
engaged on the part of the accused Ministers, and by the
side of M. de Martignac, M. Sauzet, defender of M. de
Chantelauze, astonished the Cotrt and the public by a
display of fervid, rich cloquence, overflowing with ideas,
emotions, and images, and which revealed in the orator
ample stores of political equity and intelligence, in the
midst of the somewhat cxuberant flow of his thoughts
and language.

M. de Montalivet, who had joined the cabinet on the
2nd of November, as minister of the Interior, at first
hesitated to accept such a rapid elevation, under the
plea that he considered himself too young, and’ dreaded
‘to fall prematurcly under the burden. “ You refuse
then to assist me in saving the life of the ministers,”
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said King Lonis-Philippe to him, somewhat brusquely.
M. de Montalivet yiclded on the in%ant, and responding
to the King’s appeal, undertook as his appointed mission
the personal security of the accused, throughout the en-
Aire-goursé of the trial. It was he who, on the 24th of
December, some hours before the moment when the sen-
tence was to be pronounced, assumed the responsibility
of “ally the difficulties it was impossible to foresee, took
MM. de Polignac, de Chantclauze, de Peyronnet, and de
Guernonville from-+the prison of the Luxembourg, and
on horseback by the side of their carriage, surrounded
by an escort of national guards and chasseurs, con-
ducted them rapidly to Vincemies, whence the cannon
announced that they had rcturned to the well-tried
cnistody of General Daumesns. :
The defile was cleared. At the first moment, when
the sentence was made public, the ferment redoubled
instead of subsiding. Ionest anger and factious hopes
Wwere equally deceived. During two days, measures for
preserving order were doubled.  The entire government
lent themselves to this with ardour. *The princes of
the blood royal sct the example. The Duke de Ne-
mours, scarcely sixteen, went the nightly rounds with
the mounted national guards But the cxcitement soon
ceased.  All the leading authorities, M. de La Fayette,
the ministers of War and the Interior, the prefect of
the Seine, and the prefect of Police issued orders of the
day and proclamations congratulating the national guard,
the troops of the line, and the population in general
on their conduct and success. The King traversed all
the different quarters of Paris on horseback, displaying
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everywhere his grateful joy. The satisfaction soon be-
came general ; the danger was over, and sclf-love satis-
fied; therc was nothing now to fear, and all ascumed
their own share of credit. The question which for six
weeks had filled all hearts with irritation or inquictude,
and condemncd so many citizens to so much fatigue
and weariness, was at length brought to a decision ; the
public sentiment was one of deliverance.

M. de La Fayette alone and his friends were not deli-
vered. 'They had acted loyally and effectively. A con-
siderable portion of the success and honour rested with
them, but they were about to be exposed -to a fresh
trial. To restrain the ardent spirits and impatient youth
which pressed around them; to obtain even their aid
against the violences in the streets, they had excited
many hopes, and had dealt largely in promises; vague
and empty on both sides, the consequences of the Revo-
lution of July, the programme of the 11dtel de Ville, re-
publican institutions environing a popular throne,—all
these confused aspirations towards the Constitution of
the United States of Amerjca in place of the Charter,
and nevertheless under the name and form of monarchy.
'The moment had arrived for paying these debts. During
the last days of the trial of the ministers, a certain
number of youths belonging to the Polytechnic, and the
schools of law and medicine, occupied themselves in re-
pressing all physical disturbance; at the same time they
publicly announced the price they expected for their
zeal.  Announcements posted in their different quar-

ters declared that « Without the prompt re-establishment
of order liberty is lost. With “the re-establishment
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of order, we obtain the assurance of public prosperity.
The King we have chosen ourselves, La Fayette, Du-
pont de 'Eure, Odilon-Barrot, our friends and yours,
are pledged on their honour to the complete organization
of the liberty for which they are bargaining with us,
and which in July we purchased with ready money. . .
Order first, and then let us demand a more republican
basis for our institutions.” T'lis new basis was now called
for with loud cries. In vain the ¢ Monitcur,” speaking in
the name of the government, declarcd that no promise
whatever had been made; in vain M. Laffitte confirmed
in the tribune of the Chamber of Deputies the assertion
~of thie * Moniteur,” and endeavoured to satisfy the youths
of the schools by voting to them, in the Chamber, the
same thanks which had been alrcady given to the
national guard and the army. The young men re-
jected with arrogant disdain the thanks of the Cham-

er, which was precisely one of the existing powers they

tended to reform. It was to M. de La Fayette and his
political friends that they looked for their real satisfac-
tion and the fulfilment of the promises made to them
when calling for their co-operation in support of legal
justice and the maintenance of public order.

At the moment when these new tumults burst forth,
the Chamber of Deputics was busily engaged in dis-
cussing the .bill for the organization of the National
Guards. This bill naturally brought into question the
position of M. de La Fayctte. As I have already stated,
thes decree of the 16th of August, 1830, had mercly
appointéd him General-Commandant of the National
Guards of the kingdom “until the promulgation of the
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law respecting their organization.” An article projosed
by the commission had even interdicted for a single de-
partment or division all central sommand of this nature
and had restored to the national guards their muni-
cipal character, by replacing them under the authority
and responsibility of the minister of the Interior.  After
a long debate, and despite the efforts of some mem-
bers that a temporary exception might place M. de La
Fayette beyond the reach of this arrangement, .the
Chamber adopted the article, and the functions of Com-
mandant-in-general of the National Guards of the king-
dom were thenccforth legally suppressed.

With simple manners, M. de La Fayette was shrewd
and proud. Being thus dismissed by the Chamber of
Deputics, in the name of the principles of the constitu-
tional system, and undoubtedly with the consent of the
King and the cabinet, for M. Laffitte had rested on the
article of the commission,-—he saw clearly that he had
but one weapon with which to defend himself with a&
prospect of success. Without further delay, he sent in
his rgsignation to the King, not only as commandant-
in-gencral of the National Guards of the kingdom, but
as special commandant of the National Guard of Paris.
If his importance, his popularity, and the service he had
so lately rendered in the capital should intimidate the
King and induce him to hesitate before this sudden
retirement ; if some animated manifestation of public
opinion should step in to increase this hesitation, then
M. de La Fayette would find himself in.a position to
make his own terms, and to obtain for his political
friends all that he had promised or allowed them to
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expect. If, on the other hand, the King accepted his
resignation without fear, and the public continued pas-
sive, the dignity of M®de La Fayctte remained intact,
and he would be looked upon by the popular party as
a great citizen, ill-treated and dissatisfied.

The King, I believe, felt but little surprise at the
resignation of M. de La Fayette, and resolved to accept
it. But he dreaded the appearance of wrong towards a
man of consideration, persevering in his devotion to his
principles, and who hiad just rendered him an important
service. Although capable of spontaneous and sudden
resolutions, King Louis-Philippe had a repugnance to
them. His exclusive object, in his personal acts, was to
assume the part of responsibility, and to appear on all
occasions influenced by necessity. He replied to M. de
La Fayette in vague terms, and expressed a hope that
in an approaching interview he should induce him to
reconsider his intention of retiring. 'The interview took
place at the Palais-Royal, on the same evening, and
ended by leaving nothing settled. Neither the King
nog M: de La Fayette wished to assume the air of having
formed a decisive opinion, or to enforce it on each other.
The day after, the King commissioned M. Laftitte and
M. de Montalivet to call on M. de La Fayette on his
part, and to request him to retain the title of honorary
commandant-in-general of the National Guards of the
kingdom, with the effective command of those of Paris.
After a long conversation, reserved on the part of M. de
La Favette, desultory and prolix on that of M. Laffitte,
the parties separated without any certain or clear re-
salt. M. de La Fayette adhered to his rcsignation with

voL. 1. L
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some commentaries that seemed to render it conditional,
and M. Laffitte declared himself convinced that in the
end M. de La Fayette would ®ccept the King's propo-
sal. M. de Montalivet, on leaving him, cxpressed doubts,
- and urged on M. Laffitie the necessity of a peremp-
' tory.assurance before arriving at & positive conclusion,
~“Bah!"” replied M. Laffitte, “ lay aside:your mcurahh
mistrusts and mathematical exactions; the matter will
be arranged.” The King, who thought differently,
again despatched M. de Montalivet alone on the same
evening to the office of the staff of the National Guard
to bring the question to a settlement. This time, the
questions and answers were concise and explicit.  “ Al-
though the law respecting the National Guard has not
yet received the sanction of the third legislative power,”
said M. de La Fayette, « for myself, it has decided.
There is no longer a gencral commandant of the Na-
tional Guards of the kingdom. As to the command of
the National Guard of Paris, if I accepted it now, I
should include myself in the responsibility of the non-
execution of the programme of the Hotel de Ville., I
cannot consent to this. The only line of policy that can
obtain my co-operation resolves itself into these three
points :—A Chamber of Peers, chosen by the King
from amongst the candidates named by the people; a
Chamber of Deputies, elected under the control of a
new electoral law, with a large extension of the right of
suffrage; and a ministry, taken entirely from the left-
hand party.” The position now became: cl'ear and M.
de Montalivet retired. M. de“La Fayette wrote to the
King, saying, “ that he looked upon himself as having
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sent in his resignation.” The King replied at once,
“that while sincerely regretting this, he was about to
take mensures for supplying the vacancy he had wished
to prevent.” It was then past midnight. M. de Mon-
talivet summoned the colonels of the different legions
. of the National Guard to the Palais-Royal, explained to
'ﬁwm the urgency of the case,.with the definitive. resig-
nation of M. de La Fayette, and being assured of their
adhesion, repaired at once to the residgnee of one of the
bravest and most honoured of the chiefs of the army,
General Count de Lobad, to announce the King’s inten-
tion of. confiding to his care the supreme command of
the National Guard of Paris. “ Disturb me not,” re-
plied the old soldier, as modest as brave ; “1 understand
nothing about national guards.” “ How! You under-
stand nothing, when perhaps this very morning there is
a question of battle and danger?” “ Ah! If that’s the
case, I am with you. Let what will happen, I accept
the offer.” The general rose from his bed, hastened to
the Palais-Royal, and within one hour assumed his new
command.

We now witnessed an exhibition of one of those
innumerable examples ofethe obstinate and eager cre-
dulity which so readily takes possession of parties,—
sometimes even of their distinguished leaders; and in-
duces them to credit the most absurd and extreme im-
putations against their adversaries, shutting their eyes
to the natural and true explanation of facts which have
excited either’ their active alarm, heavy defeat of hopes,
or bitter ‘displeasure. Throughout two years, in the
tribune, in the journals, in pamphlets, and correspond-

L2
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ence, M. de La Fayette had been accused of an. at-
tempt to coerce the King, and to constrain him, by fac-
tious combinations or popular movements, to bestow on
France those republican institutions promised by the
programme of the Hotel de Ville, and which were still
expected. In their turn, the friends of M. de La
Fayette accused the King of having woven against him,
in the Chamber of Deputies, a perfidious plot, and of
laying every descrjption of snare iu. an underhand ne-
gotiation, to deprive him of the command-in-general of
the National Guards of the kingdom, without absolutely
taking it from him; and to drive him from the com-
mand of the National Guard of Paris, under the sem-
blance of wishing to retain him in that post. It was in
vain that the King and ‘M. de La Fayette cither gave
themselves, or caused to be given by others, the most
explicit denials to these imputations. Both sides con-
tinued to ascribe this colouring to their intentions and
acts; and it has remained recorded in many minds and
written documents that, in December, 1830, after the
trial of the Ministers of Charles X., M. de La Fayette
“was a factious conspirator, and King Louis-Philippe an
ungrateful trickster. °

Neither the one nor the other was revolutionary or
Machiavellian to this extent. M. de La Fayette had
pushed to their utmost limit his means of influence, to
force on the government a very pernicious line of policy,
equally rejected by the desire of France and the sound
judgment of the King;, but the most unbecoming mani.
festations, even of his friends, had never reached sedi-
tion; and as regarded himself, he was at all times able
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to find, in the perspective of his resignation, a chance of
sccess, and to retire, rather than lend to a policy he dis-
approved the semblance of support. In acting thus, he
had freely exercised, but without exceeding them, the
privileges of his importance and liberty. And it could
not have been said that any factious combination accom-
panicd his resolve ; for if one of his two principal political
friends, M. Dupont de I'Eure, also resigmed with him,
the other, M. Odilon-Barrot, differed from their views,
and continued to hold his post, declaring without re-
serve the reason why. King Louis-Philippe, on his part,
was perfectly justified in availing himself of the sup-
port voluntarily tendered to him by the Chambers, to
escape from conditions which he justly considered pe-
rilous, and to establish in his government some small
degree of harmony and method, in place of the agitation
and trouble which M. dec La Fayette and his friends
were perpetually fomenting. There was neither violence
on the one side nor perfidy on the other. Simply,
King Louis-Philippe, in his oral or written demonstra-
tions, treated the comedy which is ever to a certain exg
tent going on amongst political actors, with more con-
sideration than his part required ; and M. de La Fayette,
in the midst of his republican chimeras, was rash in idea
rather than bold in action, and allowed himself to be
urged to undertake much more than he either had the
power or daring to execute. 'The crisis terminated with-
out noise. The command of the National Guard of
Paric passed quictly from the hands of M. de La Fayette
to those of the Count de Lobau. Neither the public
nor the National Guard itself appeared to care much for
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the change. The Chambers congratulated themselves on
having got rid of a turbulent influence, and of having re-
established constitutional order in this branch of the
administration. M. de La Fayette had deceived him-
self as to his personal importance, as he also comnmit-
ted a mistake in his plans of general policy. King
Louis-Philippe alone rose under this trial ; he had proved
himself skilfol and resolute, patient and ready. He
had no longer by his side an ally, often compromising
and always troublesome; *nor in his Council a crabbed
chancellor devoted to the policy of the opposition: - M-
Mérithou had replaced M. Dupont de I'Eure .in ‘the
ministry of Justice, and M. Barthe had succeeded M.
Mérithou in the department of Public Instruction. Both,
belonging to the popular party, bad been opposing con-
spirators under the Restoration; both were disposed to
consider their public and personal object as achieved by
the foundation of the new government, and resolved to
support it against all encmics. The cabinet thus be-
came more homogeneous, while the personal influence of
he King increased. Ie had gained much in public
opinion, and for the exercise of his oWn‘i)ower.

M. Laffittc was almost as well satisfied as the King.
He had aided and concurred in all that had taken place,
and remained president of the Council, without any addi-
tional contest. The same ambassador who in the month
of November had conversed with him on the boulevards,
as I have already stated, held a second conversation
during the first days of January, the particulars of which
he has preserved; and I now give them literally, for the
slightest alteration would make them lose something of
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their remarkable truth:—1 had returned to Paris,”
says he, “to attend the trial of the ministers, and on
rcpairing again to my post, I requested M. Laffitte to
name the day and hour when I could take leave of
him and receive his instructions. He was much occu-
picd, and appointed our meeting, not in the ministry of
Finance, where he had no official residence, but at his
own house, at eight o'clock in the evening, desiring
me to be punctual. He was still at table, and had com-
pany to dinner. I requested he might be told that I
whs: waititg in the deewing-room. He left his guests,
and camé to chat with me. I had little to te]l him.
What I desired to know was the feeling of the govern-
ment, the opinion formed on the present state of affairs,
“and the course it was intended to follow. M. Laffitte
gave me full information. He was even more satisfied
and confident’ than at our interview in the month of
November. The trial of the ministers had just con-
cluded, during which he had conducted himself as an
honest man, and had given proofs of judgment and
courage. His party secmed to have renounced tradi-
tions and revolutionary cxtravagancies. M. Laffitte at
that time was indulging in unqualified optimism. All
circumstances appeared to him favourable. He con-
gratulated himself on the cordial understanding which
France appeared to be continually augmenting with fo-
reign powers; he hoped they would not be disturbed by
the revolutions which his republican friends so impru-
"dent'y desired. He resolutely disavowed all interference,
on the pat of the French government; with the Italian
revolutionists and their secret societies. While he was
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thus speaking, the guests, dinner being concluded, came
into the drawing-room; e took no notice of them, and
continued to converse with me on internal and external
policy, without perceiving the somewhat astonished phy-
siognomy of his friends. He added much to their sur-
prise when he came to the chapter of England. Ilc was
not well informed, and judged very crroneously of the
ministry of Lord Grey, who within the last few weeks
had succeeded the Duke of Wellington. Ile did not
believe that the new cabinet could succeed in obtaining
a majority, and in passing the bill for parliamentary
reform.  This anticipation scemed to give him little
uncasiness. e said that the Duke of Wellington was
perfectly reasonable, that he had recognized without
hesitation, and in all sincerity, the accession of King
Louis-Philippe, and that undoubtedly we should have
a8 most friendly understanding with him® Perhaps it
might become nccessary to acknowledge Don Miguel as
King of Portugal; but that would produce no incon-
venience to France. This language, held so openly in
presence of such hearers, appeared the more strange, as
at that moment public opinion ran justly against Don
Miguel: the French flag had been insulted at Lisbon;
several Frenchmen had been arbitrarily imprisoned, ill-
treated, or transported to Africa; and the King’s govérn-
ment was preparing to send a squadron to the Tagus, to
exact satisfaction for this affront. As soon as M. Laffitte
had finished our conversation, I took my leave, and have
never known whether his friends demanded from him
an explanation of what they had heard. I suspcet not,
for they seemed to me more bewildered than vexed.”
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The illusions of M. Laffitte differed from those of M.
de La Fayette, but quite equalled them. Althoughs for
a moment he had separated himsclf from M. Dupont de
I'Eure and the amateurs of republican monarchy, he had
neither won over in the Chamber, nor with the public,
the friends of the policy of resistance. Parties do not
seriously afford their adhicsion, except on two conditions,
—fixed principles and brilliant talents. They wished to
be sure and proud of. their leaders. M. Laffitte failed
to present to the adversarics of the revolutionary move-
ment either of these points of satisfaction. A clever and
agreeable speaker in conversation, in the tribune he was
deficient in originality, fluency, and power.. Although
his ideas on questions of finance and administration
were in general healthy and practical, even considered
in this light he inspired no solid confidence. In his
special department, whether for internal details or for
the parliamentary debates which related to them, he
trusted entirely to M. Thiers, who had accepted the
duties of under-secretary in this office, in which he dis-
played talemt and activity that soon made him the ac-
tual minister. Several bills on the most important ad-
ministrative questions of the time,—on the system of
dircct contributions, on the sinking fund, on the budget,
on "extraordinary expenses, and on the civil list and
dotation of the CGrown,—were prepared under his care,
_presented and discussed in the Chambers, with that
minute study of facts, and that intelligent, fertile, and
spackling asgwell as natural eloquence, which rendered
his -oratory at the same time so agreeable and con-
vincing.  On all these matters he assiduously consulted

.f.,"‘.
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with Baron Louis, whose general views and experience
he 4ustly held in the highest esteem. M. Thiers often
worked directly with the King, at which M. Luffitte
took not the slightest umbrage, being thus spared the
exertion and weariness of toil.

But irrespective of these special questions of admi-
nistration, M. Thiers at that time, with a reserve cvi-
dently premeditated, kept himself entirely aloof. Still
young and new in the Chamber, and too clear-sighted
not to perceive the weak points in the position and con-
duct of the cabinet, he had no wish to engage himself
exclusively in the train of M. Laffitte, nor to compromise
his future on the outset, by avowedly giving his adhé+
sion and support to such a tottering policy. Thus, ift
the Chambers, and when all great questions of general
government were brought forward, M. Laffitte stood
without the concurrence of any influential party or great
orator, and remained almost alone under the responsi-
bility of government, with all his natural thoughtlessness,

‘improvidence, inconsistency, complaisance, indecision,
and presumption. .

The state of external affairs rendered his task from
day to day more complicated and difficult. The agi-
tation impressed on Europe by the Revolution of July
spread rapidly in many places: in Germany, in Swit-
zerland, in Italy, in Poland, as also in Belgium; and
everywhere, with each succeeding shock, the eyes of go-
vernments and nations were directed towards France.
Belgium offcred her throne; Italy ande Poland de-
manded the assistance of our armies, or at least of our
generals. In all quarters, questions of intervention or
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non-intervention, of moral or material protection, of the
maintenance or rejection of the treaties of 1815, sprang
up anew ; and at the end of all these, the supreme sub-
ject of European war or peace ;—a formidable alternative
incessantly paraded before the government of France.
And as often as, owing to some ncw event, these dif-
ferent questions were revived, animated debates sprang
up again in the Chamber of Deputies, Torcing parties
into collision, and compelling the government not only
to decide explicitly on its course of policy, but to be
continually announcing and defending it publicly, under
the ‘assault of unexpected complications. And while
the cabinet of King Louis-Philippe was thus reduced. to
donstent explanations and an incessant struggle within,
to render its measures intelligible and acceptable to
France, it sat in conference in London with the great
European powers, also assembled there to comprehend
and accept the necessities of its situation, and always
on the eve of expecting this general and pacific delibe-
ration,—the only resource through which France and
Europe could be rescued from the perils of war in the
chaos,—to be broken up by some internal or external
crisis.

One day, in fact, the Conference of London was in
danger of coming to an end. M. de Talleyrand, whose
position and influence there had rapidly become great,
ascertained that an idea had struck some individuals
in the Chambers, and even in the French Cabinet, re-
quir.ng that it should be removed to Paris. He im-
mediately- instructed one of the most intelligent of his
secretaries to repair thither and explain in his name, to
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the King and his ministers, the inconvenience of such an
attempt, with the improbability of success; and to add
moreover, from himself, that if the Conference ccased to
be held in London, he could not remain there as ambas-
sador, for his functions would be ended. The cuvoy
acquitted himself faithfully of his commission, and this
thoughtless scheme was abandoned. While he was in
conversation with the King on the subject, a tumultuous
gathering of people took place in the square of the
Palais-Royal, demanding some inadmissible concession.
“ Do you believe, Sire,” said he, “that the Confercnee
could maintain itsclf long in the midst of such scencs as
these?”

M. Laffitte and his Cabinet continued to sink from
day to day under the weight of their position. 1t was in
vain that, as regarded forcign affairs, the influence of the
King definitively prevailed in the Council; it mattered

- nothing that General Sébastiani and M. de Montalivet
struggled to exercise the policy of order and resistance ;
it was always in the ranks of the partisans of movetnent,
or non-interference, that M. Laffitte had his associations
and friends. Through indecision, want of judgment,
fickleness, or weakness, he surrendered himself up to
them, even when acting contrary to their opinions and
wishes. In addition to this, union, the spirit of cohe-
rence, authority, and strength were absolutely wanting

in the cabinet. The Chambers, in a state of uneasiness,
alternatively treated it with that outward consideration
and contemptnous discontent inspired by power unequal
to its mission, and which there is no desire to support,
although there may be lisitation to overthrow. The
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public too had not more confidence in the administration
of M. Laffitte than the Chambers had, and men in busi-
ness as little as diplomatists. Private interests were as
much injured by this state of affairs as the interests of
the country; commerce and industrial trade were in
pl'cy‘to perturbation and languor; disorder reigned in
the provinces as in the streets, and sepurity for the
future was as far removed from the simple citizens as
from the State.

The incident is well remembered which led to the fall
of this cabinet, by bringing into broad daylight the
radical vice of its origin and policy. 'The scenes of un-
bridled popular violence which followed the religious
ceremony celebrated on the 14th of February, 1831, in
the church of Saint-Germaih 1’Auxerrois, in honour of
the Duke de Berry, assassinated eleven years before by
Louvel, are present to my memory as vividly as if still
passing before my eyes. I saw, in common with all the
world, emblems of worship, ecclesiastical vestments, the
forniture, pictures, and books of the episcopal library
floating upon the river and trailed through the streets;
I beheld crosses overthrown; I visited the archbishop’s
palace, or rather the square of the palace, the house
of the resident priest of Saint-Germain I’Auxerrois, and
the church itself, that ancient parish of kings, after their
devastation. These sudden ruins, this desolate naked-
ness of holy places, presented a revolting spectacle ;
less hideous, however, than that of the brutal exulta-
tion of the destroyers, and the mocking indifference of
a.crowd of spectators. Of all orgies, those of popular
impiety are the worst, for in them arc exhibited the
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revolt of souls against their true sovercign; and in truth
it is difficult to decide which are the most insane, those
who deliver themselves up franticly to this excess, or
the passive lookers-on, who smile while they behold it.
In the works written since that epoch, as also in
the Chambers and the journals of the time, there has
been much argument on the question of deciding as to
what point the legitimist manifestations which occurred
on the occasion of the service given“in the church of
Saint-Germain I’Auxerrois, had caused and- almost justi<
fied the violence of the people and the attitude of the
cabinet. I look upon this discussion as unwerthy" of
rational men. It was never pretended that the legi-
timist party had abdicated and quitted France with
Charles X., nor that, being sstill in existence, they should
not seize obvious opportunities of manifesting their vi-
tality and sentiments. They had done so a few days
before, on the 21st of January, by services celebrated
in scveral churches in honour of Louis XVI., and no
one had venturcd opposition or exhibited offence. To
have the legitimist party still on the soil of France, and
to see them persevering in their principles and enjoy-
ing all the privileges sccured by the Charter to every
Frenchman, was the innate and inevitable condition of
the government of July. 1t was quite right to put in
force against this party, if they incurred their applica-
tion, the laws intended to protect the safety of the State
and the public authorities; and if those laws proved
insufficient, it would be equally just to frame new ones.
Nothing could be more simple or more clearly sanc-
tioned by sound policy. But the attempt to suppress
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every evidence, every outward manifestation of the exist-
ence and scntiments of the legitimists, would have been
scnseless, for it would have required the most odious
and impracticable tyranny. 'There are enemies and
dangers with which free governments.are forced to live
in peace, or to pass them over in silence, as long as no
absolute necessity exists to bring down upon them the
rigour of the laws. And of all the demonstrations with
which hostility can be associated, those which pertain to
religion..are the worthiest of being dealt with circum-
spéctly, for with them are mixed up the most venerated
of human sentiments, the most expanded amongst honest
men, and the most sacred of public liberties. The legi-

ist manifestations of Saint-Germain I’ Auxerrois were,
beyond all question, less dangerous to the country and
the constituted authorities, than the processions and. re-
publican demands of the Pantheon, which M. Laffitte
and his friends treated with so much consideration.

The Cabinet knew beforchand that a religious service
was_arranged for the 14th of February, in memory of
the Duke de Berry. Under this expectation there were
but two coursesgo adopt. If it was believed that public
peace,was seriously threatened by this ccremony, the ce-
lebration should have been decidedly prohibited, either
by an arrangement with the ccclesiastical authorities,
or by an act of government, publicly justified. If the
danger was considered too trifling to require such a mea-
sure of exception, power should have taken into its own
hands the cause of religious liberty, and have allowed
the ceremony to be carried through under its protec-
tion, always reserving to. itself the right of prosecuting
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before the regular tribunals any seditious acts which
might incidentally have been committed.

Under the first hypothesis there is reason to belicve that
the government, with a little foresight and resolution,
might have succeeded in preventing everything. 'The
service was first appointed to take place in the church of
Saint-Roch. Upon the representations of the ministers
of the Interior and of Public Worship, the Archbishop
of Paris and the curate of Saint-Roch refused to autho-
rize it. Why was not the same measure adopted in the
case of the church of Saint-Germain I’Auxerrois?. The:
ecclesiastical authorities assuredly could not have }
more blind and intractable in one parish than in anotk
And again, if the government had decided to place’
obstacle in the way of the ceremony, I é¢annot believe
but. that the public force was in a state to protect re-
ligious liberty effectually, while watching the ebullitions
of political passion with the avowed intent of suppress-
ing them according to law.

Instead of adopting heartily one or the other of these
resolutions, the powers in office did nothing. They
allowed free scope, at first to the legitygnists, and after-
wards to the anarchists. The causes of tumult were not
forestalled ; the rights of liberty were left unprotected.
The different partics alone were the actors; the govern-
ment looked on as silent spectators.

No contagion propagates so rapidly as that of anarchy.
Within the eight days which followed the sack of Saint-
Germain I’Auxerrois and of the archiepiscopal palace of
Paris,—at Lille, Dijon, Perpignan, Arles, Nismes, and
Angouléme, similar scenes took place, with the same
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mixture of political antipathies and impious passions.
Here, the statue of the Duke de Berry was thrown down -
and broken in pieces by the mob. There, the bust of
Louis XVIII. was extracted from the magazine in
which it had been buried, and dragged with insults
through the streets ; in some places the schools for the
clergy were pillaged and set on fire; again, in others,
the bishop believed himsclf compelled by. tumultu-
ous crowds to submit to the revocation of a minister.
In the heart even of the large towns, amongst the mu-
nicipal authorities charged with the repression of dis-
order, many were found sufficiently given up to popular»
passions to write thus to the minister of the Interior:
—* Scarcely established, the government which owes
everything to the people has secmed to deny its origin.
The retirement of La Fayctte and Dupont de I'Eure has
confirmed what was but too strongly indicated by the
law respecting the national guard, and the continued
withholding of the electoral bill. By relying on a
Chamber without power, and the object of general ani-
madversion, the government will not fail to reflect back
upon itself the hatred and contempt with which that
Chamher is surrounded.”

In the midst of these anarchical transports, and in
spite of the efforts of the King and his most trusty
advisers to arrest their course, the government itself
became tainted with the contagion. Its own language
and attitude carried some impressions of the evil tradi-
tions and dangerous tendencies with which it was at
issue; and the aspect of power was sometimes revolu-
tionary when, in point of fact, in direct conflict with the
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.
fomentors of revolation. Two days after the pillagé of
Saint-Germain I'Auxerrois, an official act brought . this
evil into- light. 1In ome of his fits. of deference .for
popular passions, M. Laffitte requested of the King to
change the arms of France, and to expunge the fleur-
de-lis, the insignia of his own house. The King com.
plied, not considering himself in a position to resist.
At these early periods of his reign, and under the do-
minion of the memories of his youth, the temperament
.of King Louis-Philippe led him to believe that the
spirit of revolution prevailed more than it actually did,
*and that his personal force in resistance was less than
he really possessed. He had besides, in unforeseen
emergencies, extremely rapid impulses, prompting him
to sudden resolutions far beyond the necessity. In
later days I more than once took the liberty of say-
ing to him, “ Never let thz King trust to his first im-
pressions ; whether in hope or apprehension they are al-
most always in cxtremes; to see things exactly as they
are, and to measure them by their correct standard,
the mind of the King requires to examine them twice.”
I believe that in this lamentable instance he deceived
himself, and that to check a tyrannical pretension of the
Aevolutionary spirit he might have said No,—undoubt-
edly with some degree of danger, but without incurring
imminent peril. Such was at that precise moment the
opinion of many men of honour and ability, sincere
friends of the King; and on the 19th of February, in
the tribune of the Chamber of Deputies, M. de Keratry
reflected credit on himself by openly avowing this sen--
timent.
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" Without dwelling on their deplorable echo through
Europe, these scenes and evidences of imbecility pro-
duced a most gmevous effect in France on the rising
party of order; loyal and honest minds were thereby
impressed with feelings of mistrust and estrangement
towards the new government. They had welcomed it
as the only rampart against anarchy, and they saw an-
archy ready to burst forth again, while the existing au-
thorities appeared to treat its precursors and abettors
with weak complaisance. These latter resumed their
malevolent feelings toward the monarchy born of the
revolution, and returned to them the more readily that
‘they no longer succumbed under the unmeasured terror
with which the revolution had at first overwhelmed
them. In effect, they werc’saved. They knew well
that the government defended, and would continue to
defend them against serious dangers; they were still
disturbed, but no longer really menaced, and they com-
plained freely of their prolonged uneasiness without feel-
ing indebted to power for their safety. Thus, amongst
the well-disposed classes, that unanimity of sentiment
disappeared which had been produced at the commnence-
ment<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>