Name: ____________________________
Unit 21 & 22 - Explain the extent Napoleon could be considered a Son of or a Traitor to the Ideals of the French Revolution.  

Introduction: In his famous rallying cry, French Revolutionary Abbe Sieyes opened his widely shared pamphlet with the following paragraph: “The plan of this book is fairly simple. We must ask ourselves three questions. What is the Third Estate? Everything. What has it been until now in the political order? Nothing. What does it want to be? Something.” Thus sparked the first embers of the French Revolution. As you will see, however, revolutions are much more messy and complex than just simple platitudes. The French Revolution is a sprawling tale of tragedy and triumph that culminates with the rise of Napoleon Bonaparte, a loyal revolutionary soldier turned consul turned Emperor of France. Though at first glance it would seem the rise of an Emperor would mean the end of a democratic revolution, to this day it is still debated amongst historians to what extent Napoleon could be considered a son of or a traitor to the ideals of the French Revolution. Your job is the following:

1. Analyze the ideals of the French Revolution, both in notes and in documents, and determine first: What were the ideals of the French Revolution? This will not be easy, as you have to determine whether or the Liberal or Radical phase of the French Revolution best represented the ideals. 
2. Then, as you examine Napoleon in both notes and documents, explain second: To what extent could Napoleon be considered a Son of or a Traitor to the Ideals of the French Revolution?

Section 1: The French Revolution

Document 1 - Source: Abolition of Feudal Dues (also called the Decrees of August 4th), 1789. As pushed by the National Assembly, this document removed feudalism overnight in France. Note, however, what it did not abolish.

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who pushed this bill forth?


ARTICLE I. The National Assembly hereby completely abolishes the feudal system. It decrees that, among the existing rights and dues… all those originating in or representing real or personal serfdom shall be abolished without indemnification. All other dues are declared redeemable, the terms and mode of redemption to be fixed by the National Assembly. Those of the said dues which are not extinguished by this decree shall continue to be collected until indemnification shall take place…

III. The exclusive right to hunt and to maintain uninclosed warrens is likewise abolished, and every landowner shall have the right to kill, or to have destroyed on his own land, all kinds of game, observing, however, such police regulations as may be established with a view to the safety of the public.

… All hunting capitaineries, [2] including the royal forests, and all hunting rights under whatever denomination, are likewise abolished. Provision shall be made, however, in a manner compatible with the regard due to property and liberty, for maintaining the personal pleasures of the king.

XVII. The National Assembly solemnly proclaims the king, Louis XVI, the Restorer of French Liberty.

XVIII. The National Assembly shall present itself in a body before the king, in order to submit to him the decrees which have just been passed, to tender to him the tokens of its most respectful gratitude, and to pray him to permit the Te Deum to be chanted in his chapel, and to be present himself at this service.

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did it call for the end of? 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What part of feudal society, however, did it support and maintain was still needed?


Document 2 – Source: Declaration of the Rights of Man and Citizen, August 27, 1789. Written mainly by Abbe Sieyes and Marquis de Lafayette, and signed by the National Assembly, it was a proclamation of the beliefs and goals of the French Revolution during the “Liberal Revolution” phase. However, like our Declaration of Independence, it did not necessarily have any legal standing. It would take two years for a Constitution to be published in 1791 to try and enforce these ideals. 

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who wrote the Declaration of the Rights of Man? When was it written? 



The representatives of the French people, organized as a National Assembly, believing that the ignorance, neglect, or contempt of the rights of man are the sole cause of public calamities and of the corruption of governments, have determined to set forth in a solemn declaration the natural, unalienable, and sacred rights of man, in order that this declaration, being constantly before all the members of the Social body, shall remind them continually of their rights and duties; in order that the acts of the legislative power, as well as those of the executive power, may be compared at any moment with the objects and purposes of all political institutions and may thus be more respected, and, lastly, in order that the grievances of the citizens, based hereafter upon simple and incontestable principles, shall tend to the maintenance of the constitution and redound to the happiness of all. Therefore the National Assembly recognizes and proclaims, in the presence and under the auspices of the Supreme Being, the following rights of man and of the citizen: 

Articles: 
1. Men are born and remain free and equal in rights. Social distinctions may be founded only upon the general good. 
2. The aim of all political association is the preservation of the natural and imprescriptible rights of man. These rights are liberty, property, security, and resistance to oppression. 
3. The principle of all sovereignty resides essentially in the nation. No body nor individual may exercise any authority which does not proceed directly from the nation. 
4. Liberty consists in the freedom to do everything which injures no one else; hence the exercise of the natural rights of each man has no limits except those which assure to the other members of the society the enjoyment of the same rights. These limits can only be determined by law. 
5. Law can only prohibit such actions as are hurtful to society. Nothing may be prevented which is not forbidden by law, and no one may be forced to do anything not provided for by law. 
6. Law is the expression of the general will. Every citizen has a right to participate personally, or through his representative, in its foundation. It must be the same for all, whether it protects or punishes. All citizens, being equal in the eyes of the law, are equally eligible to all dignities and to all public positions and occupations, according to their abilities, and without distinction except that of their virtues and talents. 
7. No person shall be accused, arrested, or imprisoned except in the cases and according to the forms prescribed by law. Any one soliciting, transmitting, executing, or causing to be executed, any arbitrary order, shall be punished. But any citizen summoned or arrested in virtue of the law shall submit without delay, as resistance constitutes an offense. 
9. As all persons are held innocent until they shall have been declared guilty, if arrest shall be deemed indispensable, all harshness not essential to the securing of the prisoner's person shall be severely repressed by law. 
10. No one shall be disquieted on account of his opinions, including his religious views, provided their manifestation does not disturb the public order established by law. 
11. The free communication of ideas and opinions is one of the most precious of the rights of man. Every citizen may, accordingly, speak, write, and print with freedom, but shall be responsible for such abuses of this freedom as shall be defined by law. 
13. A common contribution is essential for the maintenance of the public forces and for the cost of administration. This should be equitably distributed among all the citizens in proportion to their means. 
14. All the citizens have a right to decide, either personally or by their representatives, as to the necessity of the public contribution; to grant this freely; to know to what uses it is put; and to fix the proportion, the mode of assessment and of collection and the duration of the taxes. 
16. A society in which the observance of the law is not assured, nor the separation of powers defined, has no constitution at all. 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to the National Assembly, what were the “sole causes of public calamities and the corruption of government”? 
 
 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to Article 2, what should be the aim of all government? 
 
 
4. ( Evaluate the Source ) What Article in the Declaration would be violated if government officials arrested and executed someone without a trial for speaking out against the government? 


5. ( Evaluate the Source ) Notably, what right common to modern democracies is not explicitly mentioned?
 
 
 
 
Document 3 – Source: Maximilian Robespierre, Report on the Principles of Public Morality, speech to the National Convention, February 5, 1794.  Robespierre here explains his and the Montagnards’ view of what the goal of the French Revolution was. This was spoken during the “Radical Revolution” phase of the French Revolution. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who gave this speech? In what part of the French Revolution was it given?

Some time since we laid before you the principles of our exterior political system, we now come to develop the principles of political morality which are to govern the interior… 
It is time to designate clearly the purposes of the revolution and the point which we wish to attain: It is time we should examine ourselves the obstacles which yet are between us and our wishes, and the means most proper to realize them: A consideration simple and important which appears not yet to have been contemplated. Indeed, how could a base and corrupt government have dared to view themselves in the mirror of political rectitude? A king, a proud senate, a Caesar, a Cromwell; of these the first care was to cover their dark designs under the cloak of religion, to covenant with every vice, caress every party, destroy men of probity, oppress and deceive the people in order to attain the end of their perfidious ambition. If we had not had a task of the first magnitude to accomplish; if all our concern had been to raise a party or create a new aristocracy, we might have believed, as certain writers more ignorant than wicked asserted, that the plan of the French revolution was to be found written in the works of Tacitus and of Machiavel; we might have sought the duties of the representatives of the people in the history of Augustus, of Tiberius, or of Vespasian, or even in that of certain French legislators; for tyrants are substantially alike and only differ by trifling shades of perfidy and cruelty. 
For our part we now come to make the whole world partake in your political secrets, in order that all friends of their country may rally at the voice of reason and public interest, and that the French nation and her representatives be respected in all countries which may attain a knowledge of their true principles; and that intriguers who always seek to supplant other intriguers may be judged by public opinion upon settled and plain principles. 
Happy the people that attains this end; for, whatever new machinations are plotted against their liberty, what resources does not public reason present when guaranteeing freedom! 
What is the end of our revolution? The tranquil enjoyment of liberty and equality; the reign of that eternal justice, the laws of which are graven, not on marble or stone, but in the hearts of men, even in the heart of the slave who has forgotten them, and in that of the tyrant who disowns them. 
We wish in our country that morality may be substituted for egotism… in a word, all the virtues and miracles of a Republic instead of all the vices and absurdities of a Monarchy. 
We wish, in a word, to fulfill the intentions of nature and the destiny of man, realize the promises of philosophy, and acquit providence of a long reign of crime and tyranny. That France, once illustrious among enslaved nations, may, by eclipsing the glory of all free countries that ever existed, become a model to nations, a terror to oppressors, a consolation to the oppressed, an ornament of the universe and that, by sealing the work with our blood, we may at least witness the dawn of the bright day of universal happiness. This is our ambition, - this is the end of our efforts.... 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to Robespierre, what are the goals of the war and the revolution? 
 


Document 4 – Source: Maximilian Robespierre, Justification for the Reign of Terror, speech to the National Convention, February 5, 1794.  Robespierre, after earlier explaining what the goal of the French Revolution was, then moved to explain why it was necessary to have a “Reign of Terror”. 

…If virtue be the spring of a popular government in times of peace, the spring of that government during a revolution is virtue combined with terror: virtue, without which terror is destructive; terror, without which virtue is impotent. Terror is only justice prompt, severe and inflexible; it is then an emanation of virtue; it is less a distinct principle than a natural consequence of the general principle of democracy, applied to the most pressing wants of the country. 
It has been said that terror is the spring of despotic government. Does yours then resemble despotism? Yes, as the steel that glistens in the hands of the heroes of liberty resembles the sword with which the satellites of tyranny are armed. Let the despot govern by terror his debased subjects; he is right as a despot: conquer by terror the enemies of liberty and you will be right as founders of the republic. The government in a revolution is the despotism of liberty against tyranny. Is force only intended to protect crime? Is not the lightning of heaven made to blast vice exalted? 
…In order to lay the foundations of democracy among us and to consolidate it, in order to arrive at the peaceful reign of constitutional law, we must finish the war of liberty against tyranny and safely cross through the storms of the revolution: that is the goal of the revolutionary system which you have put in order. You  should therefore still base your conduct upon the stormy circumstances in which the republic finds itself…  
Social protection is due only peaceful citizens; there no citizens in the Republic but Republicans. The royalists, the conspirators are, in its eyes, only strangers, or rather, enemies… Are not the enemies within the allies of those without?  
We must smother the internal and external enemies of the Revolution, or perish… 

1. ( Evaluate the Source ) How does Robespierre justify using terror? 
 
 

 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Whom should the government protect, according to Robespierre?  
 
 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What does Robespierre mean by “internal” enemies and “external” enemies of the Republic? 
 

 


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did Robespierre believe should be done to enemies of the Republic? 


5. ( Analyze Other Documents ) Is this document a contradiction of document 2? Why or why not? 



Exit Question: (Establishing a Plausible Narrative) After reading this section, what are the ideals of the French Revolution? In particular, what phase of the French Revolution (Liberal and Radical) captures the essence of the French Revolution? 




Section 2: Napoleon

Document 5 - Source: Napoleon's speech to his troops in Italy, 1796. Napoleon gave this speech earlier in his military campaigns in Italy. This is before his consulship or emperor. 

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who is speaking, and who is the audience? 

Undoubtedly the greatest obstacles have been overcome; but you still have battles to fight, cities to capture, rivers to cross. Is there one among you whose courage is abating? No... All of you are consumed with a desire to extend the glory of the French people; all of you long to humiliate those arrogant kings who dare to contemplate placing us in fetters; all of you desire to dictate a glorious peace, one which will indemnify the Patria for the immense sacrifices it has made; all of you wish to be able to say with pride as you return to your villages, "I was with the victorious army of Italy!"  
Friends, I promise you this conquest; but there is one condition you must swear to fulfill--to respect the people whom you liberate, to repress the horrible pillaging committed by the scoundrels incited by our enemies. Otherwise you would not be the liberators of the people; you would be their scourge; ... Plunders will be shot without mercy; already, several have been... Peoples of Italy, the French army comes to break your chains; the French people is the friend of all peoples; approach it with confidence; your property, your religion, and your customs will be respected. We are waging war as generous enemies, and we wish only to crush the tyrants who enslave you. 
 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is the limitation Napoleon places upon his troops regarding their conquest? 



3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is his reasoning for such a limitation? 


4. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or a traitor to the French Revolution? How? 
 


Document 6 - Source: Count Mole, a Councilor of State and Minister of France, remarks on Napoleon, early 19th century. Count Mole worked for both Napoleon and later Louis XVIII, the Bourbon King who briefly replaced Napoleon in 1814 and attempted to bring back feudalism.. 

1.  ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Count Mole?

...The more I saw of him, the more I observed him, the more firmly I was persuaded that, always under the sway of the moment, he thought of nothing but his own gratification, of magnifying himself and his power without limit and without rest. Irritated by the least obstacle, sacrificing everything to overcome it, and seeking only to establish at every juncture that nothing could resist his might and his will, when he had to choose between present and future he would choose the present, as being more certain and more subject to his control. In short, he was much less concerned to leave behind him a "race," a dynasty, than a name which should have no equal and glory, that could not be surpassed....  
"The impossible," he said to me one day, "is a word of purely relative meaning. Every man has his 'impossible,' according to how much or how little he can do. The impossible," he added with a smile, "is the ghost of the diffident and the refuge of the fainthearted. On the lips of power, believe me, it is only a declaration of impotence."  

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) In 2 sentences, summarize Count Mole's thoughts on Napoleon's character.  
 
 
 
 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Napoleon's great and supreme concern in life? 
 
 
 
4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How? 
 

 
Document 7 - Source: Napoleon's diary entry on December 30, 1802. 

“My power proceeds from my reputation, and my reputation from the victories I have won. My power would fail if I were not to support it with more glory and more victories. Conquest has made me what I am; only conquest can maintain me. Friendship is only a word; I love nobody; no, not even my brothers. Perhaps Joseph (his brother) a little; even then it's a matter of habit, it's because he is my elder. Duroc? Ah, yes, I love him; but why? His character attracts me: he is cool, dry, severe; and Duroc never sheds tears. As for me, you don't suppose I care; I know perfectly well I have no real friends. As long as I remain what I am, I shall have as many as I need so far as the appearance goes... Let the weak whimper, that’s their business; as for me, give me no pity. I must be firm and have a stout heart… 
 
1. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Napoleon's argument for his conquests? 
 


 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) In at least 2 sentences, describe Napoleon's personality and goals.  
 

 
 
3. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or a traitor to the Revolution? How? 
 
 

Document 8 - Source: Napoleon's thoughts and actions of reform in France, collected from various sources written by Napoleon.

“Of all our institutions public education is the most important. It is essential that the morals and political ideas of the generation which is now growing up should no longer be dependent upon the news of the day or the circumstances of the moment. Above all we must secure unity: we must be able to cast a whole generation in the same mold. New schools are being opened, and inspectors have been appointed to see that the instruction does not degenerate into vain and sterile examinations. The lycees and the secondary schools are filling with youth eager for instruction. The polytechnic school is peopling our arsenals, ports, and factories with useful citizens. Prizes have been established in various branches of science, letters, and arts, and in the period of ten years fixed by his Majesty for the award of these prizes there can be no doubt that French genius will produce works of distinction.

… The emperor's decrees have reestablished commerce on the left bank of the Rhine. Our manufacturers are improving, although the mercenaries subsidized by the British government vaunt, in their empty declamations, her foreign trade and her precarious resources scattered about the seas and in the Indies, while they describe our shops as deserted and our artisans as dying of hunger. In spite of this, our industries are striking root in our own soil and are driving English commerce far from our shores.”

1. ( Evaluate the Source ) Regarding education, what was Napoleon’s view and actions? 
 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Regarding industry, what did Napoleon do to help?  
 

3. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How?  
 
 
Document 9 – Source: Napoleonic Code, 1806.  Note: this would be applied not only to French citizens, but lands Napoleon conquered. 

Of the Enjoyment of Civil Rights. 
6. The exercise of civil rights is independent of the quality of citizen, which is only acquired and preserved conformably to the constitutional law. 
7. Every Frenchman shall enjoy civil rights. (Refers to all the rights granted by the Declaration of Rights of Man and Citizen)  
Property [abolishing feudalism] 
Article 544. Property is the right of enjoying and disposing of things in the most absolute manner, provided they are not used in a way prohibited by the laws or statutes.  
Article 546. Property in a thing, whether real or personal, confers a right over all which it produces, and over all connected with it by accession, whether naturally or artificially. 

1. ( Evaluate the Source ) Overall, what are the two main rights/privileges granted to the French citizen by this document? Is this only applied to French citizens? 
 

2. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How? 
 
 

 
Document 10 - Source: Letter written to Jerome Bonaparte, King of Westphalia, by Napoleon on November 15, 1807.

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who did Napoleon write this letter to?


I am concerned for the happiness of your subjects, not only as it affects your reputation, and my own, but also for its influence on the whole European situation...Your throne will never be firmly established except upon the trust and affection of the common people. What German opinion impatiently demands is that men of no rank, but of marked ability, shall have an equal claim upon your favor and your employment, and that every trace of serfdom, or of a feudal hierarchy between the sovereign and the lowest class of his subjects, shall be done away. The benefits of the Code Napoleon, public trial, and the introduction of juries, will be the leading features of your government. And to tell you the truth...I want your subjects to enjoy a higher degree of liberty, equality, and prosperity hitherto unknown to the German people. I want this liberal regime to produce, one way or another, changes which will be of the utmost benefit to the system of the Confederation, and to strengthen your monarchy. Such a method of government will be a strong barrier between you and Prussia than the Elbe [River], the fortress, and the protection of France. What people will want to return to under the arbitrary Prussian rule, once it has tasted the benefits of a wise and liberal administration? In Germany, as in France, Italy, and Spain, people long for equality and liberalism.  

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is Napoleon concerned about? What does he command Jerome to do? 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What are ALL of Napoleon's reasons for ordering Jerome to follow this policy? 


4. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as son of or traitor to the French Revolution? How?


Document 11 - Source: The Imperial Catechism, Napoleon, 1806. Though offering religious freedom for Protestants, Catholics, and Jews, Napoleon did require this taught in Christian churches.

1. ( Research Author & Context ) What relevant facts are in the source information?


Q: What are the duties of Christians with respect to the princes who govern them, and what in particular are our duties towards Napoleon I, our Emperor?  
A: Christians owe to the princes who govern them, and we owe in particular to Napoleon I, our Emperor, love, respect, obedience, fidelity, military service and the tributes laid for the preservation and defense of the Empire and of his throne; we also owe to him fervent prayers for his safety and the spiritual and temporal prosperity of the state...  
Q: Are there not particular reasons which ought to attach us more strongly to Napoleon I, our Emperor?  
A: Yes; for it is he whom God has raised up under difficult circumstances to re-establish the public worship of the holy religion of our fathers and to be the protector of it. He has restored and preserved public order by his profound and active wisdom; he defends the state by his powerful arm; he has become the anointed of the Lord through the consecration which he received from the sovereign pontiff, head of the universal church.  
Q: What ought to be thought of those who may be lacking in their duty towards our Emperor?  
A: According to the apostle Saint Paul, they would be resisting the order established by God himself and would render themselves worthy of eternal damnation. 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What are the duties of citizens regarding Napoleon? 
 
 

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was the consequence for those who were "lacking in their duty" towards Napoleon? 
 

4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why would Napoleon have such a document published and ordered to be taught in churches? 
 

5. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the ideals of the Revolution? How? 
 
 


Document 12 - Source: Memoirs of Madame de Remusat, early 19c. Remusat was the wife of one of Napoleon's colleagues, and a lady in waiting for Jospehine, his wife. A woman of keen intellect, her writings in the Napoleonic era are valued for the insight they provide into court life.  

I can understand how it was that men worn out by the turmoil of the Revolution, and afraid of that liberty which had long been associated with death, looked for repose under the dominion of an able ruler on whom fortune was seemingly revolved to smile. I can conceive that they regarded his elevation as a degree of destiny and fondly believed that in the irrevocable they should find peace. I may confidently assert that those persons believed quite sincerely that Bonaparte, whether as consul or emperor, would exert his authority to oppose the intrigue of faction and would save us from the perils of anarchy. None dared to utter the word "republic," so deeply had the Terror stained that name; and the government of the Directory had perished in the contempt with which its chiefs were regarded. The return of the Bourbons could only be brought about by the aid of a revolution; and the slightest disturbance terrified the French people, in whom enthusiasm of every kind seemed dead. Besides, the men in whom they had trusted had one after the other deceived them; and as, this time, they were yielding to force, they were at least certain that they were not deceiving themselves. The belief, or rather the error, that only despotism could at that epoch maintain order in France was very widespread. It became the mainstay of Bonaparte; and it is due to him to say that he also believed it. The factions played into his hands by imprudent attempts which he turned to his own advantage. He had some grounds for his belief that he was necessary; France believed it, too; and he even succeeded in persuading foreign sovereigns that he constituted a barrier against republican influences, which, but for him, might spread widely. At the moment when Bonaparte placed the imperial crown upon his head there was not a king in Europe who did not believe that he wore his own crown more securely because of that event. Had the new emperor granted a liberal constitution, the peace of nations and of kings might really have been forever secured. 
 
1. ( Evaluate the Source ) What explanation did Remusat give for why the people allowed Napoleon to accumulate so much power? Explain with at least 2 sentences.  
 

 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why was the word "liberty" associated with death? Why was the word "republic" also stained in the minds of the people?  
 


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) For the French people, what did they believe could maintain order in France after the French Revolution? 
 


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why would other sovereigns of Europe be pleased with the ascension of Napoleon? 
 


5. ( Evaluate the Source ) How do you think Remusat viewed Napoleon? 
 


6. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How?
 
 
Document 13 - Source: General Bonaparte’s Private Views, 1797, Miot de Melito. Miot de Melito (1764-1841), a French commissioner in the conquered Italian provinces, and about to go on mission to Corsica, recorded a private two-hour conversation in the summer of 1797 with General Bonaparte and the leading Milanese noble and citizen, Melzi d’Eril (1753-1816), who dreamt of a northern Italian kingdom “from the Alps to the Adige” separating Austria and France. This took place at Mombello, Bonaparte’s residence near Milan. Miot himself says that he was so struck by Bonaparte’s remarks that he recorded them at the time.

1.  ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Miot de Melito? 

“What I have done so far is as nothing. I am only at the start of the career that I must run. Do you think that it is to give greatness to the lawyers of the Directory - the likes of Carnot, of Barras - that I triumph in Italy? And do you also believe that it is to found a republic? What an idea! A Republic of thirty million beings! With our morals and our vices! How should that be possible? It is a chimera which has infatuated the French, but which will pass away like so many others. What they want is glory, the satisfaction of their vanity. But as for Liberty? - they understand nothing. Look at the Army! The victories that we have just gained, our triumphs, have already shown the French soldier his true character. I am everything to him. If the Directory were to think of depriving me of the command it would soon see who is master. The nation requires a chief, a chief rendered illustrious by glory, and not by theories of government, of phrases, of discourses by ideologues to which the French don’t listen…

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Napoleon’s ultimate goal based on this text?
3. ( Determine the Truth ) Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How? 
 



Document 14 - Source: Feet of Clay: An Examination of Napoleon Bonaparte, Max Sewell. This essay was taken from the Napoleon Series, an independent historical association dedicated to the studying of the Napoleonic Era. 

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Describe the nature of the source. 


One of the accusations often leveled against Napoleon is that he "betrayed" the higher ideals of the French Revolution, retarding democratic progress in both France and Europe. People making this argument apparently forget that the revolution had its truly dark side and fell a good deal short of being an ideal society. Life was not more secure nor more prosperous. France was not friendlier to Europe under the Committee of Public Safety or the Directory than it proved to be under the Consulate or Empire. Napoleon's initial achievements are a remarkable compromise with revolutionary ideals and the requirements of a country bled white by the excesses of failed governments. He signed the Peace of Amiens, which brought an end to years of war. His enthusiastic participation in and endorsement of the codification of law embodied and certified the social revolution. He negotiated the Concordat and made peace with the Catholic Church, but on revolutionary terms, making it subordinate to the state, and the dominant faith of the French once again became a steadying and unifying influence on daily life. Yet given his singular opportunities, it is often said that he might have gone further and established a truly democratic state, a goal one might argue went against political trends both within France and on the continent. Democracies were more conceptual than actual in the era, with the American experiment still in its infancy, and it might be said that the violence of the previous decade had made the French population indifferent to the virtues of democracy. Outside France, it might also be argued that whether France was a totalitarian state or a democracy made little difference to her enemies. If there was a perceived difference, perhaps a democracy might have caused more fear among the reactionary states than the civil monarchy that actually came into being. If this was the case, perhaps Bonaparte acted more out of pragmatism than idealism, attempting to solve foreign and domestic problems by establishing a stable government that was theoretically more acceptable to everyone. He might have reasonably imagined that any man who could achieve that successful transition deserved the reins of power.  

Warmonger? Bonaparte is also frequently held responsible for the "Napoleonic" wars and seen as a prime cause of them. It is argued that he should have prevented those wars with better statecraft and convinced the rest of Europe that France's new and ideologically threatening government was not an enemy. Whenever that policy failed, he should have won wars he could not avoid and negotiated generous treaties, making friends of former enemies, showing the world that diplomacy and not warfare was the proper tool of statesmen. Yet could any one man, acting unilaterally, defy centuries of rivalry and aggression to end the state of recurrent war in Europe? Hardly a decade seemed to pass without one conflict or another in the previous two centuries. Would any leader of the day have even considered a durable peace to be a real possibility, or is this more of a modern-day concept? Bonaparte's use of war to defend and enrich the state of France was anything but unique, excepting that it was consistently successful, something the Bourbons might have envied him. If waging war is now considered strictly a policy of last resort and inherently wasteful, there doesn't seem to be a major player of Napoleon's day who was above employing it to achieve their aims. It may be fair to accuse Bonaparte of failing to create a durable peace, but a study of his contemporaries and their policies would likely prove there were other guilty parties.  

Corrupt? Napoleon Bonaparte is often described by his detractors as a corrupt individual, bereft of morality, one who could not see that his actions were dangerous, damaging, and the cause of great anguish. His successes in war made him rely on war as an instrument of policy, and he was insensitive to its human cost. The execution of d'Enghien was criminal, the imprisonment of the Pope immoral, and Napoleon's quest for total dominance a reflection of his warped psyche. Lord Acton's adage "power corrupts, and absolute power corrupts absolutely" has come to be permanently identified with Bonaparte as its foremost example of veracity. But was Bonaparte's theoretical depravity a thing apart from his contemporaries? The assumption seems to be that it must have been, or else we would not make so much of it, yet how does this assertion hold up when Bonaparte is compared to other monarchs or society as a whole? Bonaparte shouldn't be judged on a moral scale comparing him to a theoretical ideal, but against his contemporaries, people born in his day and living in his world. Comparisons of corruption are not hard to find. Britain financed and facilitated an assassination attempt on the First Consul. Tsar Alexander was implicated in the murder of his father. In America, Washington and Jefferson owned slaves, and Jefferson used ethnic cleansing to further territorial expansion. Some of these incidents were natural enough in their day, although we now find them indefensible. If Bonaparte was corrupt, he certainly had some notable company.  

Megalomaniacal? Napoleon is often described as being ruled by a gigantic ego. His lust for power, the coup d'etat Brumaire, his dismissal of democracy and the establishment of Empire, are all seen as benchmarks of rampant ambition. Comparisons with contemporary leaders are regarded as irrelevant or even futile, presumably because Bonaparte is assumed to have been greater than they, and presented with unique opportunities, all squandered on a quest for personal aggrandizement. But if Bonaparte was indeed unique, and expected to accomplish deeds other men could only dream of, would he not need an ego as large as his ambitions? Achieving democracy in France and peace for Europe is not a task for a modest man, so was Napoleon's ambition simply a sin because it pursued goals we disapprove of, or that it pursued those goals using methods we disapprove of? As the leader of a totalitarian state, Napoleon made his own ambitions synonymous with those of France. With few abridgements to power, he was able to act as he saw fit, and is judged accordingly. Yet almost all the European states reflected the egos of their monarchs, and few of them were intent on fostering democracy, limiting their borders, or improving civil rights. Rather, each used their position to satisfy their ambitions, expand their borders, and increase their control over the nobility and populace. There was little respect for minor states like those in Italy or Poland and their borders were redrawn after each conflict. Bonaparte, in this company, seems to be regarded as megalomaniacal largely because he did not inherit his position, but achieved it by aggressively pursuing the same agenda as those born to power and doing so more effectively. It seems that absolutists may be forgiven their sins for being born to them, but parvenus are guilty for having freely chosen them.  

Conclusions Of course, Bonaparte was anything but pure, anything but modest, anything but democratic, and anything but a peacemaker. But in the end, who else that sat on a throne in Europe could claim to be? Should he be assailed for sins that were so sadly common? What is it about Napoleon Bonaparte that makes him the object of such unique criticism? Is it because he holds a special place in our imaginations, a place that we hope would be an example of our better selves? Was his genius, good fortune, and opportunity enough to condemn him, not so much for what he did, but what he failed to do? In the end, is our greatest disappointment in Bonaparte simply that he was merely human? 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is the author’s main argument? His reasoning? 



3. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to the author, “… Bonaparte shouldn't be judged on a moral scale comparing him to a theoretical ideal, but against his contemporaries, people born in his day and living in his world.” Do you agree or disagree with this statement? Why?
4. ( Determine the Truth )Does this document portray Napoleon as a son of or traitor to the Revolution? How? 




Part Two: Thesis
1. First, identify what were the ideals of the French Revolution.





2. Second, Write a two 1-2 sentence thesis with specific points.
a. In this thesis, you must necessarily repeat the question of the packet, and outline to what extent Napoleon could be considered a son of or a traitor to the French Revolution. 
b. As this is an “extent” type of question, you should construct a complex thesis as you need to measure the extent in several ways whether Napoleon should be considered a son of or a traitor to the French Revolution. 
c. Meaning, you might argue Napoleon was a son of the French Revolution in one way, but was a traitor in another. Perhaps he was mostly a traitor with some acknowledged benefits, or vice versa. Or you can argue he was entirely a son or a traitor. 
d. You should include a counter argument against a weakness of your position and acknowledge a way in which Napoleon wasn’t a complete son or traitor, or defend against attacks if you believe he was a complete son or traitor. This should be mentioned after your thesis in your introduction. 
THESIS:







Part Three: Create Presentation Outline
Instructions: Your group will: 
1. Create a clear and interesting contextualization.
a. Meaning: This is like the Star Wars text crawl. You want to catch the audience’s attention, and then get them caught up on what’s going on in this time period. When giving a presentation, you should never assume your audience knows the background and time of what you’re talking about. 
2. Write/Outline your thesis on the previous page in the speech outline. 
a. Example: See handout “Complex Thesis”.
3. Summarize supporting evidence from at least 9 sources (which are to be parenthetically referenced), and explain in detail the reasoning for their points. This also should include deeper analysis of the context, author, and evidence to further bolster your points.
a. Note: You must use a minimum of 9, but the ones you don’t use in your sections can be used against you.
4. Summarize supporting/incorporate at least 1 substantial reference to notes we discussed in class as part of your evidence. 
5. FINALLY, you must also explain why the possible counter-arguments are incorrect, which too must be rooted in the sources. 
	Contextualization









Thesis / Points









Point 1

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence





















Point 2

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence

















Point 3 

1. Restate Point


2. Summarize Evidence, Support Argument, Analyze Evidence


















Acknowledge and Defend Against Counterargument

1. State Counterargument


2. Defend











Concluding Statement:
























Part Four: Presentations. Each team will present and share their position with the class. Each member will be assigned a portion of Part Three to go over. The listeners will mark each box with a 1 (None at all), 2 (Little or Barely),  3 (Somewhat), 4 (Mostly), or 5 (Yes, perfect).

	Did they have a clear context and thesis with specific points that acknowledged a counterargument? Did they clearly enumerate their points and transition well between points? Did they have a clear conclusion?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did they use at least 9 of the sources for the two sections they focused on and have at least 1 substantial reference to notes? Did they strengthen their argument through corroboration, or combining documents that support their conclusion, and combating documents that rejected their conclusion clearly?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did each speaker speak clearly? Have adequate volume? Have good eye contact? Avoid too many “ums”? Use proper tone, pace, and language throughout? Did the team equally divide parts?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	Did they seem to properly understand and interpret each text rightly, in alignment with their argument? Did they acknowledge authorship and use context in their historical argument and discussion of documents, or ignore the surrounding context?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 

	In turn, did they include a possible counterargument in their discussion, and strongly defend against one raised by a peer / teacher?
	Group A: Team 1
	Group A: Team 2 
	Group B: Team 1 
	Group B: Team 2 



Total Points for GA, T1: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GA, T2: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GB, T1: _________ out of 25
Total Points for GB, T2:  _________ out of 25
 

