UNIVERSAL
LIBRARY

OU_216249

Advddll
TVSHdAINN






OSMANIA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
Call No GUO - 2ufMBSEN it N 23767
Mtbor - MowiA Tohn €,
Tide L__:u\cope [,:M e XiX Cem huy

| h' hmy‘\ a‘.pm].i Vo vt bien b nars 2 :}-'f]11't" I}u* ri-'ll

Ler mnathedd faehin






EUROPE
IN THE XIX CENTURY

(1815-1914)



CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY PRESS
C. E. CLAY, MANAGK
LONDON : v* I"R EWM<; L C. 4

NIW YOTK- G, P PUNIAM'S SON'S
BOMBAY. CALCULIS . MADRAS MAOMILJLAN AND CO, LTD.
TOKUMO J. M. DEFIl \ND SONS, i n-
TOKYO 'iHH MARL/hN-KAIiISHIKI KAISHA

12 rlylll; reserve J



EUROPE
IN' THE XIX CENTURY

( 1815 1914)

by
JOHN E.MORRIS

D Lut. (Oxfuiil), TITT D. (.Menu hcbttr), Assistant Mat ret
in Bedford School

O-ambrulgc :
at the I'niver”it\ Press



First Eihiinn 1916
Second Edition 19:0



PREFACE TO SECOND EDITION

My purpose has been to give such details of the great
jevents since Waterloo that the general reader and the student
may be able to attach some value to such names as Navarino,
Magenta, Sadowa, Sedan, Plevna. After experience of a
great war it should be needless to apologise for writing
about past wars, the success which attends determination
and preparation, the feebleness of alternate bluff and
non-interference. But | trust that the importance of les
idees has not been lost. The First French Revolution tried
to express "the rights of man"; the Republic at first
defended and then sought to spread, in defiance of all
crowned heads, these same "rights"; very soon the "idea"
of conquest and glory for France's own sake eclipsed all
else.  Even so the "ideas" of National Unity and of Self-
Determination, though the word was not yet invented,
dominated Europe in the middle of the iqth century;
yet "glory" still played its part. Therefore to see how-
ideas can be realised it is necessary to show how they have
been realised, namely by war.

| maintain against some critics that | have rightly
written "Napoleon Ill's Second Decade" to Chapter V1.
Bismarck is, of course, the central figure, but he had his
chance just because Napoleon was so feeble. It was not
so much what the one did as what the other failed to do
that influenced Europe. We s this now very clearly.
W'e believe in Self-Determination, and Napoleon's mind
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swung between the idee of glory and the idee of helping
those who would be free, so that the man who believed
solely in the idee of German Unity under the coercive power
of Prussia was able to crush each power that wanted to
determine its own future.

Since 1914 | have been much struck by the present
generation's ignorance of Carlyle's influence. Yet he is
almost worshipped to-day in Germany, and Hertling quoted
him recently as justifying Germany's retention of Alsace
and Lorraine. It is impossible to deny that his was the
mind that, at the same time when Palmerston was rinding
out Napoleon and unwilling to cooperate with him, made
us pro-Germans in those critical sixties; at least he influ-
enced educated minds, and in that decade blind uneducated
jingoism was not a strong factor in the political world.
There was, indeed, much excited talk against Prussia in
1864 and 1866. But Carlyle wrote that it "will go alto-
gether as soon as knowledge of the matter is had,” and it
did go. So we grew to admire the strong man. Too late
we saw that a new strong man, developed on Carlylean lines,
really meant something when he talked about "the mailed
fist."

So we come back to our main fact. The Crimean
entente faded away because we could not trust Napoleon
I 1'l; welooked on Francewith distorted vision after 1870;
and it was only after a long period of blind anti-Russian-
ism, while France and Russia were drawing near together,
that we learnt the wisdom of a better entente with the
Third Republic. And even then neither statesmen nor
people knew enough Latin to translate si vis pacem para
helium.

In this edition a few pages have been added to carry
the reader from the Berlin Congress to the murder of
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the Crown Prince of Austria in 1914. Throughout | have
aimed at preserving chronological sequence, so as to show
how German Unity and Italian Unity and other movements
advanced together; if each movement has its own chapter
the mind is apt to lose the sense of cause and effect as between
different nations.
J.E.M.
BEDFORD,
February 1919.
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CHAPTER |
EUROPE AFTER WATERLOO

After Napoleon's first collapse in 1814 the Powers of
Europe sent their representatives to a Congress at Vienna
to rearrange the map. The Waterloo campaign did not
materially influence the final settlement. The Congress
expressed the right of the Great Powers to exercise a
general control and inaugurated the Concert of Europe.

It will be useful first to sse what the Republic and the
Empire had done, so as to understand what the Allies
considered should be undone. In 1792 |Mouis XV I, still
king in name, was forced to declare war against Austria;
then in the same year when Austrians and Prussians
poured into France, when the Duke of Brunswick issued
a manifesto denouncing the French who had made their
king a slave and driven the nobles into exile, the country
roused itself, back to the wall, and the invaders recoiled
from the position at Valmy. The Repubhc was established,]
and the war-cry was for the defence of Liberty, Fraternity,
and Equality. Almost at once a new cry was raised; the
Republic would retaliate by invading countries under
monarchical rule so as to give them the blessings of re-
publicanism and the rights of man. It was a propagandist
Republic in arms to force its gospel upon Europe. And
a third cry was heard very soon; the Republic wanted the

M. X
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natural boundaries of France to be hers, namely the Rhine
and the Alps. Prussia, deserting the Allies, recognised the
Rhine frontier in 1705, for the French armies had actually
won it.

Bonaparte's campaigns of 1796 and 1797 iu north Italy
took the French arms far beyond the natural boundaries.
His tremendous victories in 1805-07 laid all central Europe
at his feet. He, as Emperor, was heir to the Republic in
so far as he broke down all out-of-date medieval survivals
and feudal inequalities. Where he annexed lands to
France, the north-west coast of Germany, north Italy, and
the Dalmatian coast, an element of persona freedom was
introduced for the first time on a wide scale such as would
satisfy republican ideals. Saxony and Poland may be
guoted as ardently attached to him. But whether the
Belgians and Dutch, the Bavarians and Westphalians, or
the Italians, were so ardent, it would be hard to say. The
burden of Conscription was laid upon them. They were
unable, under his Continental System, to obtain British
manufactured goods. In fact they were treated in the
Napoleonic scheme as victims to the honour and glory of
French military might, compelled to fight the battles of
France and to abstain from trade, rather than as peoples
liberated from monarchies by a generous and chivalrous
race of crusaders. The glitter of Napoleon's imperial
court, and of the minor kingly and ducal courts which
mimicked it, did not blind them to the truth.

Two countries in particular, Prussia and Spain, saw that
even in theory they were not invaded for their own good.
The Spaniards were the first to show that peoples as well
as kings were the enemies of France. The Tyrolese were
not far behind them in patriotism, but were few in numbers
and, being far from the coast, had no assistance from
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Britain. Then, after the retreat from Moscow, the Prussians
as a people led the uprising of Germany, forcing their king
inthe early days of 1813 to league himself with the Russians;
and indeed the Moscow disaster was brought about by the
Russian peasants co-operating with their Tsar, destroying
their property, and retreating before the French so as to
starve them out.

Thus various problems were placed before the Congress
at Vienna in 1814, while Napoleon was at Elba. Was he
alone to be punished, or France as well? Were the old
dynasties to be restored to the old positions, or were popular
rights to be acknowledged? How were the countries most
liable to be invaded by the French to be saved from future
invasion? In answer to thefirst question the Allies treated
France generously; she was not to suffer. But after the
Waterloo campaign a certain amount of humiliation was
inflicted, for, if she had not unanimously welcomed Napoleon
back from Elba, at least a great many of her sons had
welcomed him. As to the others, the chief and immediate
need was to strengthen Europe against any possibility of
renewed war. The various monarchs wanted compensation
after the hardships they had suffered from Napoleon.
The Congress could not formulate schemes of self-govern-
ment for each nation saved from France; it could only
restore dynasties, or award to them new lands left kingless.
Monarch and people in each case had to settle popular
guestions at home. "The result was disappointment and
brooding over wrongs up to the year 1848. In fact 1792-94
were too near to 1814-15. All that the Spaniards and
Tyrolese had done, ail that the Prussians had suffered,
could not make rulers forget that the crisis through which
Europe had passed had its origin in the republican fury
twenty-two years back. Liberty seemed to be synonymous

1—2
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with Jacobinical excess. And, even had such a thought
not been natural, one can hardly picture any statesman at
Vienna solemnly proposing the creation of a Parliament
and popular franchise for each country. It is ahard truth
that a nation must win its own salvation.

The crown of France was restored to Louis XVIII,
brother of the guillotined Louis XV I; "Louis XV II1" was
reserved for the young dauphin who had perished during
the early days of the Republic. At one time there was
a possibility that the French ex-Marshal Bernadotte,
adopted heir of the King of Sweden and Regent for him,
and declared enemy of Napoleon after the Moscow disaster,
might be chosen. * There was some feeling that the Bourbons
should not be restored, and it may be that Tsar Alexander,
who for a time supported Bernadotte, wanted to show
that the Powers in crushing Napoleon had no wish to
humiliate France and therefore ought not to force upon
her the old dynasty. But, as at the time of our own
Restoration, it must have been clear that the king de jure
should have his chance; should the JBourbons, like the
Stuarts, misuse it, then the French nation would take
matters into its own hands and none would pity them.
In the meanwhile la legitimte would stand for peace,
whereas Bernadotte might prove to be ambitious and
restless. France needed peace such as the true king,
restored by the Allies, would find it to his interest to
maintain. Moreover it was a new France over which
Louis XVIII was to preside; a France of peasant pro-
prietors and small estates, where the law of succession was
as laid down in the Code Napoleon; a France to which the
Revolution had given Uberty and towhich, though curtailing
the liberty which had become licence and brought anarchy
and bankruptcy in its train, Napoleon had given stability;



1] RESTORATION OF LOUIS XVIII 5

a France which, in spite of conscription and absence of
self-government, enjoyed personal freedom. The emigres,
those nobles and royalists who had fled in 1789 and subse-
guent years, some of whom were irreconcileables and had
hounded on the Austrians and Prussians in 1792, and some
of whom were less bitter and returned to France on
Napoleon's invitation, did not regain their old privileges;
they might hope to secure remission from taxation, as in
the good old days before 1789, and to occupy all the highest
positions in Church and State, but they had against them
the solid weight of a peasantry that had become free and
prosperous. The Bourbon dynasty without a privileged
nobility was not really dangerous.

Whether the men of 1814 consciously argued in this >
manner, or whether we with a century's experience attribute !
to them our thoughts, is immaterial. Something of this
kind, a confidence in the legitimist dynasty as the best
shield against civil war and a new revolution which would
bring in again a military despot, and as the best guarantee
of peace for a France drained of men by long wars, must
have been in the mind of the wily Talleyrand who repre-
sented la legitimite to the Powers.

In 1814 the Allies looked upon Napoleon rather than
upon France as the enemy. But, after " the hundred days"
of 1815, it was necessary to punish the country that had
welcomed Napoleon back from Elba. A fine of forty
millions of our money was imposed. An allied army of
150,000 men, under Wellington's chief command, w'as to
occupy certain positions. Works of art carried off from
conquered countries to adorn the Louvre were to be
restored’. Blucher and the Prussians, who indeed had

! For instance the bronze horses of St Mark, the restoration of
which to Venice caused much excitement; yet the Venetians had
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suffered more than any other nation from Napoleon's
severity, wanted to plunder in revenge, and in particular
to blow up the "Jena" bridge in Paris; their bitterness
was shown aso in much destruction and wanton defilement
of private property on their march after Waterloo into
France. But Wellington set his face steadily against the
reprisals of mere revenge, and our own soldiers, behaving
decently in France, certainly set a good example.

It was Wellington also who protested strongly against
the re-annexation of Alsace and Lorraine to Germany.
Louis, he argued, would not be safe on the French throne
if the provinces won by his ancestors were given up. They
had been recognised as belonging to France by international
treaties’. The inhabitants, from whose ranks had come
many famotis Frenchmen, wished to be French, for they
had learnt under France the meaning of freedom and the
Revolution had created a large class of peasant proprietors,
who might lose their advantages if handed back to Germany.
The Tsar supported Wellington, and Austria did not care
to make this a vital question. The Prussian desire for
annexation was not pressed, although the argument that

carried them off as loot from Constantinople at the tune of the
Fourth Crusade. The French bitterly resented the loss, and
probably the modern Huns justify their thieving instinct because
the French of Napoleon were fond of loot.

! The French iirst obtained Alsace, less a few patelies of land,
in 1648 by the Treaty of Westphalia; Louis X1V seized Stiasburg.
hitherto a free German city, in 16Sl by a mixture of fraud and
force, but the Treaty of Kastadt in 1714 recognised it as his 'lhiec
bishoprics of Lorraine, MHz, Verdun, Toul, became Fiench by the
Treaty of Cateau CambieSia in 1559; the list Duke of Lorraine,
Francis, gave up the rest of the duchy in 1737 when he married
Mana Theresa, and received Tuscany in exchange, it then fell to
a dethroned King of Poland, and on his death to France.
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German lands ought to form part of Germany appealed
to Prussian minds most of all; for Prussia was directly
aiming at obtaining the lead in Germany, and it was a
sentimental ambition, as well as a military need in view
of any future war against France, that demanded restora-
tion, and how could the British and Russians who lived far
away from Strasburg and Metz understand German senti-
ment? However France retained her old boundaries as in
1789. Indeed she had one actual gain, for the little papal
state of Avignon, joined to her early in the Revolution,
remained French. Just a scrap of Lorraine and a scrap of
Savoy, recognised as French in 1814, were taken away in
1815.

Napoleon's Europe was as follows. Belgium, Holland—
except for a short time when Louis Bonaparte was king,—
ail Germany west of the Rhine, a piece of north Germany
touching the North Sea and extending to a point on the
Baltic at Lubeck, Savoy, north-west Italy extending down
the coast to Rome, and the Dalmatian coast of the Adriatic,
were parts of France. North-east Italy was the Kingdom
of Italy with Napoleon himself as king, wearing the old
iron crown of Lombard}", and his stepson Kugfne as
viceroy. Mur.it. his brother-in-law, was King of Naples.
Central Germany, composed of four kingdoms, Westphalia
under his brother Jerome, Saxony, Bavaria, and Wurtem-
berg under German kings created by him and allied to
him. and several duchies, formed the Confederation of
the Rhine. Poland, reconstituted as the Grand Duchy of
Warsaw, was under the King of Saxony. Austria, stripped
of the Tyrol and neighlxwring territory which he gave to
Bavaria, and of the land behind Trieste incorj>orated with
France, was nominally indcj>endent. Prussia was reduced
to little more than East and West Piussia, Brandenburg,
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and Silesia, but a French garrison held Dantzig. Denmark
washisally. Onepointisclear; by abolishingthe medieval
survivals in Germany, the Holy Roman Empire, the
electorates, the secular power of archbishops and bishops,
the lay bishoprics in those parts of Germany where the
Protestant Reformation had given church lands to prince-
bishops, and by creating the Confederation of the Rhine,
he gave a great impetus to the German ideal of union;
similarly in Italy, by creating three main divisions and
abolishing all foreign rule except his own, he first suggested
a possible unity.

Of the immediate neighbours of France the question of
Belgium was the most important and touched the English
most nearly. The Austrians had been in occupation from
1714 to 1793, the French from 1793 to 1814. To our
statesmen it was a fixed idea that no strong Power should
hold Antwerp so as to create there during peace a naval
base from which it could menace our shores;—Napoleon
had wished to do so, and our ill-fated expedition of 1809
which occupied the island of Walcheren was aimed against
the shipping of Antwerp, but throughout the long war our
naval blockade of the mouth of the Scheldt made Antwerp
usdess to him. Now the Austrians had no ambition to
regain a country so far from them; they coveted rather
access to the sea by way of Venice and Trieste. No one
thought of a free and independent Belgium as coming
within practical politics; the mixed races, the Flemings of
the western part, the French-speaking Walloons of the
east, the Lifgeois who used to be governed by prince-
bishops, the Brabanters and Hainaulters lying between,
had no bond of union, except an affection for France.
Now this affection, which speaks volumes for her decency
and ability to secure the loyalty of even those whom she
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had conquered, was quite sufficient in itself to make the
Allies callous towards Belgian feeling. At Vienna the
statesmen of the moment cared only to promote the interests
of their own countries, not those of the people concerned,
least of all those of small states. So the Roman Catholic
Belgians were handed over to and incorporated with the
Calvinistic Dutch under the House of Orange to form the
Kingdom of the Netherlands. Such a strange union seemed
to be the only solution then possible.

Holland had been practically part of France between
1794 and 1814. Napoleon had indeed made his brother
INuis king for a short time, but he had enrolled both
Belgians and Dutchmen in his armies as if they had been
Frenchmen. The House of Orange was restored in 1814.
But after a French regime old and now meaningless titles
were dropped. "Stadholder" disappears, and a "king" of
the Netherlands appears for the first time in history. In
1815 Belgian and Dutch regiments fought against France
under the Prince of Orange, the new king's son and heir,
and at Quatre Bras they held their ground in a way which
materially helped Wellington's plans. Y et the union was
unnatural. Not only was there a religious difficulty, but
also, ever since the days of Philip Il and Parma, the Dutch
had been free, the Belgians in turn under the yoke of
Spain and of Austria; the Dutch were sailors and merchants,
the Belgians in pre-Spanish days had been manufacturers
and bankers; the Dutch had held both banks at the mouth
of the Scheldt, and had killed the commerce of Antwerp.
Of course the twenty years of connection with France
would do something to bring the two races together. Also,
when under the same crown, the Belgians would be able to
navigate the Scheldt freely, which meant that Antwerp
would enjoy a commercial prosperity that she had never
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known since 1585". But all the traditions of Belgium were
opposed to Dutch traditions.

At the other end of the French frontier the House of
Savoy was restored to its old dominions as in 1792, namely
the Duchy of Savoy, w'hich lay south of the Lake of Geneva
and west of the Alps; Piedmont, lying around the upper
Po and enclosed on two sides by Alps and on the third
by Apennines; the territory of Nice; and the island of
Sardinia, from which the Duke took the title of King of
Sardinia. To these were added the old rich republic of
Genoa, and the strip of coast known as the Italian Riviera
which had been conquered by Genoa”. It was a compact
little kingdom, strong out of proportion to its size because
it contained the Alpine passes between France and Italy,
and now stronger than of old because of the addition of
Genoa. The object of the Allies was to erect a strong
barrier against any future attempt of France to reconguer
Italy, either by the inland passes or the coast road. As a
matter of fact the Riviera is a very difficult country for
an army on the march; the mountainsin places fall sheer to
the sea, and landslides are frequent, so that even to-day
both the road and the single-track railway have to be often
repaired. But Napoleon had invaded Italy in 1796 along
this coast. Genoa had republican sympathy with France.
Therefore the land had to be annexed to Savoy and
Sardinia.

The restored dynasty had no leaning towards con-
stitutional government. But the Savoyards and north-
western Italians had enjoyed personal freedom, as had the

! The year when Alexander of Parma beseged and took Antwerp.

* Many a Riviera town has to-day an old fort erected by the
Genoee to overawe, not to protect it; the old "freedom" of
Genoa carried with it freedom to endave.
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Belgians, during the score of years of French regime;
probably also, like the Belgians, they felt that the burden
of conscription imposed by Napoleon had been balanced
by their share of military glory. Thus a yearning for
popular government was openly shown. Genoa lamented
her lost republic, and from her came Mazzini the ardent
conspirator and dreamer. Nice was the birthplace of
Garibaldi. And ultimately the dynasty, by no means
liberal in 1814, caught the ideas of democracy from their
subjects and became the champions of a liberal monarchy.

The Emperor of Austria, Francis | |, looked to Italy
and the Adriatic for his reward after years of war against
France and Napoleon. It has been the fate of Austria to
expand towards non-German lands, for France was her
hereditary enemy in the west, Bavaria supported by
France tried constantly to undermine her ascendancy in
south Germany, and Prussia was her youngest and strongest
rival in north Germany. For centuries she was the bulwark
of Europe against the Turks, gaining Hungary and much
Slavonic land in consequence. In 1814 she recovered the
Tyrol, which Napoleon had given to Bavaria, and thereby
held the Brenner Pass and the Adige route into Italy.
She recovered Lombardy, which the Spaniards had ceded
to her in 1714 and Napoleon had conquered in 1796. She
obtained Venctia, both the late republic of Venice! and all

LIt is interesting to compare modern Venice with modern
Genoa. The one has a magnificent hinterland for trade, the Po
valley, and access to the transalpine routes to Germany; but the
shallow water of the lagoon prevents the approach of the large
ships of commerce which the conditions of modern trade demand.
The other is shut in by atriple amphitheatre of mountains; but the
deep-sea harbour can admit large ships. The art of the engineer
has been unable to deepen the lagoon, but has been able to drive
roads and railways over the Apennines. Hence the trade of Genoa



12 EUROPE AFTER WATERLOO [CH.

the hinterland that Venice had conquered, and the
Dalmatian coast downwards from Trieste to Ragusa and
Cattaro. Thus Austria, by way of compensation for the
loss of Belgium which, indeed, she never cared to hold,
secured the string of harbours and inlets on the flank of
Turkey where she was able to create a navy; the effect of
this we feel to-day. Lower down, the protectorate over
the lonian Islands was entrusted to us, and Malta was
definitely acknowledged as ours.

South of the Po the Duchy of Parma was allotted to
Marie Louise, Napoleon's Austrian wife, for her life; a
new Duchy of Lucca was created for the Bourbon Duke of
Parma, who, when Marie died, was to have Parma back
again, and then Lucca was to go to Tuscany. The Duchy
of Modena was restored to a junior Hapsburg line. The
Grand Duchy of Tuscany, which since the extinction of
the famous Medici family in 1737 had been held by a
Hapsburg, was restored to the Emperor's brother. The
Pope regained not only full authority over Rome and the
Patrimony of St Peter, but also the Marches which stretched
from the Apennines to the Adriatic, and the Legations of
Bologna and Ferrara which touched the lower Po. The
Bourbon king of Naples recovered Naples, and Sicily, owing
to British aid, he had never lost. Thus the overthrow of
Napoleon simply meant the re-establishment, and in the
cases of Genoa and Venice the establishment, of foreign
rulers whose one idea was to be despots and who had no

is great, and that of Venice, whether under Austrian rule or as a
city of freeltaly, cannot be compared withwhat it wasin her glorious
medieval days. Genoa before 1914 was being rebuilt and laid out
as a modern city with wide and prosaic streets, only a few of her
quaint narrow ways remaining and still flanked by her old palaces,
and her citizens had largely forgotten the past in their more recent
prosperity. Venice is substantially unaltered.
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consideration for national feeling. Austrian white-coated
soldiers garrisoned the territories actually governed by
Austria, and were ready at a moment's notice to march
over the borders into the Roman or Neapolitan territories
to maintain pope or king. This was done to prevent any
possibility of a new French occupation. liberalism was
to be suppressed because it meant sympathy with French
ideals. Of course there was no bond of union between
Milanese, Tuscans, Romans, Sicilians, and the others.
Italy was "a geographical expression." But all Italians
must have had a feeling of community as long as the
French regime lasted. Napoleon had broken up the
artificial kingdoms and duchies of old days, the Allies had
restored them, and educated Italians could not but grieve
that they were handed over to the tender mercies of those
who cared nothing for them.

Napoleon had destroyed the medieval Germany of 1792,
a bundle of two or three hundred states, great and small,
lay and clerical. Francis Il was no longer Holy Roman
Emperor but Emperor of Austria. There was no thought of
reviving the electorates in 1814. Napoleon's example was
followed, and the Germany of 1814 as constituted by the
Congress of Vienna was in less than forty pieces.

The general position of the Emperor of Austria has
already been indicated. He was King of Hungary and of
Bohemia, he ruled over a considerable stretch of Slavonic
country, he recovered the Tyrol which Napoleon had cut
off from him, and he had no regret in giving up any claim
to the Belgian Netherlands. He held comparatively little
German land, and his ambition was to dominate Italy.

In strong contrast the ambitious dynasty of the Hohen-
zollerns aspired to dominate Germany. It was in 1701
that the " Markgraf " and Elector of Brandenburgfir st took
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the title of King of Prussia, as ruler of the non-German
Prussians’. Many small pieces of central and western
Germany were absorbed by the dynasty. The reigning
Hohenzollern in 1795 made peace with the French Republic
and deserted the Allies; in 1805 he made no effort to help
the Austrians against Napoleon; and in 1806 he reaped
the reward of his base selfishness, and was goaded into war
by Napoleon and overwhelmed in the double defeat of
Jena—Auerstadt. Napoleon crushed Prussia ruthlessly.
Her resurrection dates from the early part of 1813, when
she forced her king to make alliance with the victorious
Russians and took the chief lead in the uprising of Germany.
Prussian statesmen demanded a large reward for her
devotion and services, the entire annexation of Saxony
which had been Napoleon's warmest ally; but to this
Great Britain and Austria could not agree, and indeed
there was even some danger that the Allies might split
into two parties and fight each other on the Saxon question.
Finally Prussia obtained about half of Saxony and a good
part of central Germany, including the great cities of
Magdeburg and Halberstadt; likewise Westphalia, and a
large stretch of land on the | eft bank of the Rhine, including
Koln and Trier?. This was more than a mere gain of
many square miles and much population. It was a recogni-
tion that Prussia, not Austria, was the leading German
power, worthy to hold and defend against any new French
aggression that Rhineland which was so dear to the German

1 'We are apt to forget that the genuine Prussans not the
Brandenburgers, are Slavs. Hence modern talk of German Kultur
as a bulwark of civilisation against Russian Slavism is more than
a little illogical.

* That is the archbishopric-electorates of Koln (Cologne) and

Trier (Treves). The third archbishopric-electorate of Mainz
(Mayence) was added to Hesse Darmstadt.
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heart, which France coveted and had held so long, and
over which a watch had to be kept'. Westphalia and
Rhineland were Roman Catholic, and Lutheran Prussia
was deputed to guard them. Thus the future of the
Hohenzollerns was assured; they would be the champions
of all Germany, Catholic or Protestant, west or east, if in
course of time they kept up their military strength.

Prussian ambition also aimed at securing a good portion
of Poland. In the old pre-Napoleonic partitions of Poland
they had gained most of the Vistula and Warsaw with it;
Napoleon had restored Poland, not as a kingdom, but as
a Grand Duchy, and the Poles fought very well under him,
especially as cavalry. But as Prussia received so much
new land in Germany, the largest portion of Poland was
now awarded to Russia, Warsaw included; Prussia's gain
was the strip of West Prussia, filling the gap between
Brandenburg and East Prussia, with the old free German
city of Dantzig, and the fortresses Thorn and Posen;
Austria obtained Galicia, including Limberg, but Cracow
was made an independent republic.

Saxony, Bavaria, and Wurtemberg, had been Napoleon's
allies; but whereas Saxony remained true to him to the
end, the Bavarians turned against him, and he even had to
fight against them as he retired from the great battle of
Leipzig. Therefore it was thought that whilst the Allies
should punish Saxony they should leave the other two
intact. The Alliesfinally accepted the King of Saxony as
king, but only in command of half of his old dominions,
that is, the present Saxony lying around Dresden and
Leipzig. The Kingsof Bavaria—minusthe Tyrol—and of
Wurtemberg retained their lands and titles. Hanover was
entirely restored to George | 11 of England, no longer as

! Sep. 74
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Elector but as King of Hanover. The Grand Duchies of
Baden, Hesse Darmstadt, Hesse Cassel!, and the two
Mecklenburgs, were constituted; and several Duchies,
such as Saxe Weimar and Saxe Coburgz, still remained to
represent the little states which had formerly been a chief
feature of Germany. Four only of the old free cities of
Germany remained, Frankfort on the Main, Hamburg,
Bremen, and Lubeck. Bavaria held a piece of the old
Palatinate on the west bank of the Rhine. The old
archbishopric-electorate of Mainz was added to Hesse
Darmstadt.

A spirit of unity was abroad in Germany, yet the time
had not come for a settlement of a definite union. The old
jealousy between Austria and Prussia was quite sufficient
in itself to prevent the scheme, and the question of as
cendancy had first to be fought out between them. But
a Bund or Confederation was formed: it embraced thirty-
nine states, German Austria, Prussia, the four lesser
kingdoms, five grand duchies, many duchies, four free
cities, together with the King of the Netherlands by virtue
of his position as Grand Duke of Luxemburg, and the
King of Denmark who held the Duchy of Holstein. It
was by no means an ideal confederation. In general
terms one can say that the kings and dukes and others

! But, curiousy enough, the Grand Duke was popularly styled
"Elector."

* A former Elector of Saxony had two sons Ernest and Albert.
Luther's protector was of the Ernestine branch, but his nephew
lost the electorate in 1547; the lands of their part of Saxony were
split into fragments and shared by members of the family, such as
Coburg, Gotha, Altenburg, Weimar, Meiningen. The Albcrtine
branch got the electorate and the "march" of Meissen, which
Napoleon formed into the Kingdom of Saxony, and of which the
Congress awarded a large share to Prussia.
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were members of it, rather than the countries over which
they ruled. They nominated representatives who should
attend the Diets. The presidency belonged to Austria,
but neither Austria nor Prussia had more than one vote,
and the pettiest duke had one. It would be impossible
for the Diet to enforce its wishes upon its stronger members.
Still it accustomed the German mind to entertain an idea of
unity which might lead to something better later on. Asin
Italy, there had been hitherto no real bond between states
as far apart as Mecklenburg and Baden, but Napoleon had
forced all Germans to consider themselves in some sense as
one nation, and therefore the new Confederation had in it
greater possibilities than the old Holy Roman Empire.

In the old days the one great power of the Holy Roman
Empire had been Austria. Jealousy of Austria had always
prevented any scheme of reform which would tend to
produce unity. The many second-rate states, Brandenburg
before the creation of the Kingdom of Prussia, Saxony,
Bavaria, the three Archbishop-Electors, were none of them
strong enough alone to counterbalance Austria, and France
had only to offer her aid to one of these to find a ready ally,
through whom she could weaken Austria. But now there
were two rivals for ascendancy; the one, which would
prove herself within the next half-century strong enough
to lead and detach from the other the minor states which
held the balance of power, would win the unity of Germany.
Meanwhile the mere fact that Prussia had obtained such
a large portion of Roman Catholic Rhineland, whereas
Austria had only gained accessions of territory in Italy,
was a forecast of what would happen. Finally fear of
France would produce the desired result whtn Prussian
statesmen would be clever enough to exploit this feeling in
her own favour.

M. 2
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As regards smaller nations, the King of Sweden lost
both Finland and the small Swedish remnant of Pomerania:
in return the Allies awarded to him Norway, compelling
the Norwegians to submit by threat of armed force. Den-
mark lost Norway by her resolute devotion to Napoleon,
whereas Bernadotte, the adopted crown prince of Sweden,
had been clever enough to attach himself to the cause of
the Allies in 1813

Switzerland obtained the constitution which she enjoys
now, except that the central government is to-day stronger
in proportion to the governments of the cantons, and the
bonds which unite the cantons have been tightened by the
necessities of modern life.

Castlereagh obtained from the Congress a general con-
demnation of the slave-trade. France agreed to abolish
it. But Portugal and Spain,,in spite of all our services
to them, refused and argued as if this was an instance of
English hypocrisy. We did not abolish slavery till 1833.

Throughout the whole of Europe there were high hopes
that some constitutional form of government would be
adopted in each country, that popular rights would in some
way be recognised. Tsar Alexander, proclaiming himself
King of Poland, was going to introduce constitutional and
national freedom. One of the clauses of the instrument
which created the German Confederation assumed that
each of the members would have a Constitution. But
while the peoples had under French influence absorbed the
idea of popular liberty, the restored monarchs could only
remember that in France republicanism had produced
licence and excess, that republican excitement had begun
a long ser*s of wars and led directly to Napoleonism.
Even in England the fear that any much-desired reform
would only prove the thin end of the wedge of revolutionary
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radicalism had effectually checked redress of abuses;
between 1789 and 1815 the only remedial legislation that
was carried in the face of a strong reaction against reform
was the abolition of the slave-trade in 1807, and that was
only possible after Pitt's death; aso Sir Samuel Romilly
by persistent effort was beginning to reform the criminal
law, and brought about the abolition of hanging as a
penalty for certain small offences. Therefore, if in our
island Reform of Parliament had not yet been effected,
there is little reason for surprise that continental nations
which had never had a true parliament would receive one.
"Liberalism" was in the air, but the word was used to
imply an unjustifiable yearning after liberty and was used
scornfully.

A great deal depended upon the personal influence of
Alexander. He had high ideals and a generous nature,
but he was ready to fall under the influence of whoever
was the most masterful at the moment. Thus in 1805-07
he was Napoleon'senemy; in 1807, disappointed in receiving
no direct help from the British, he met at Tilsit the master
mind and became Napoleon's ardent ally; he accepted the
continental blockade against British trade, but soon, finding
that Russia could not get on without it, also insulted by
Napoleon's proposal for his sister's hand and subsequent
rejection of her for Marie Louise, he once more defied
Prance and the result was the great Moscow campaign of
1812; thereafter he was the warm friend of the British,
and was the most popular of the allied sovereigns who
visited England in 1814. A man of moods, inclined to
generosity and enthusiasm, then passionately resentful of
real or imaginary insults, he was apt to run to one extreme
and then to the opposite. In 1815 he suggested a Holy
Alliance in defence of religion as against the excesses of

2—2
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the Jacobin atheism of the early days of the French
Republic and the cynical toleration of the Catholic Church
by Napoleon. "Holy Alliance" meant nothing, but the
phrase is popularly used to express the political association
of the sovereigns of Russia, Prussia, and Austria, when the
clever Austrian Chancellor, Prince Metternich, obtained
influence over them one by one and persuaded them to
crush Liberalism.

Metternich moulded to his will the three potentates by
warnings, and then by triumphantly pointing to a certain
scene at Wartburg®in 1817 as a sure sign of the wickedness
of unrestrainedliberty. Studentsfromtheliberal university
of Jena and elsewhere—under the Duke of Saxe Weimar
freedom was real and Jena was the centre of liberal
propaganda—met to celebrate the third centenary of
Luther and the anniversary of the battle of Leipzig; they
celebrated in good German style with religious services,
and with feasting after service; abonfirewas lit, and into
it were thrown, in imitation of Luther's burning of the
pope's bull, writings which were in praise of despotism and
variousemblemsof military brutality. Because of youthful
rowdiness and the destruction of a pamphlet and a cane,
Metternich condemned the Germans as a nation to forfeit
all their rights to free speech and a free press. For the
strongest as well as the noisiest freedom-lovers were,
naturally enough, not the nobles who thought that they
had a divine right to administer Germany under their

Y In the castle of Wartburg X-uther was sheltered by the Elector
of Saxony in 1520; it stands above Eisenach in a detached fragment
of Saxe Weimar some miles west of Weimar itself. Eisleben,
Luther's birthplace, and Wittenberg, where he nailed up his theses
in 1517, being in Prussian Saxony, were not so suitable for a centenary
celebration.
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respective princes, nor the dull and lately all but slavish
peasants, but the keen student class.

Englishmen may find it difficult to understand why
such an outburst of high spirits should be so bitterly
punished, yet a very little reflection reminds us that the
present war is after all the result of assiduous teaching in
the universities and schools of Germany. But up to 1914
the Imperial campaign for the glorification of the German
nation as supermen fit to govern the whole world was
dictated from head-quarters; in 1817 the spontaneous
outburst of a few liberal young men set the governments in
alarm lest the ideas of freedom preached in the universities
should penetrate through the nation.

There was aso definite crime in honour of liberty; a
student who had been at Wartburg was, in a fit of devout
excitement, led in 1819 to murder a certain Russian
journalist in Germany who was thought to have influence
over the Tsar in the policy of tyranny, but this murder was
done after the Tsar as well as the King of Prussia had
already become reactionary. Alexander had already taken
fright, and the high promises which he had made to the
Poles that he would give them a free government, as well
as his more vague aspirations towards the abolition of
serfdom in Russia itself, had been abandoned.

The first of various conferences between the ministers
of the Great Powers met at Aachen (Aix-la-Chapelle) in
1818. As regards France it was agreed to vrithdraw the
Allied army of occupation, and even to consider Louis
XV III as afree sovereign and member of the Concert of
Europe. Now it was that Metternich first began to
exercise a real influence, bringing over Alexander to his
view that the Concert should regulate the affairs of the
other countries and repress liberty. Britain, represented
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by Castlereagh and Wellington, was not a consenting party;
certainly at home our Tory government favoured repression
and considered every form of rioting and disturbance as
acrime: the massacre of Peterloo at Manchester took place
in 1818; yet ours was nominally a free country and there
was a strong Radical minority in the Commons, so that not
even Tories could face Parliament if they should bind
themselvesto a union of European tyranny. Our ministers,
however, were content to disapprove of Metternich's ideal;
they did not actively oppose him, and their mere non-
compliance was quite counterbalanced by Alexander's
change of front. "Metternich has fairly enchanted them."

In Prussia there was no attempt to give a free parlia-
ment, and a vague idea expressed in the Congress of Vienna
that the new German Confederation should imply some sort
of constitutional freedom in each of the federated states
never came to fulfilment. Metternich pointed out that
the Prussian kingdom, composed of seven provinces new
and old, had no common point of union; the Crown should
govern, and allow merely provincial diets to meet for local
business and assent to what the Crown proposed; as these
diets were composed of local magnates, they were not
centres of Liberalism. Thus the Hohenzollern ideal of
doing everything for Prussians and nothing by Prussians
was carried out. The Crown arranged a system of national
education and watched over the material prosperity of the
country as in the days of Frederick the Great. The Crown
introduced the Prussian drill-sergeant into the annexed
provinces of Saxony and Westphalia. Among lesser
princes the "Elector" of Hesse Cassd was a conspicuous
rough despot; on the other hand the King of Bavaria, the
Grand Duke of Baden, and the Duke of Saxe Weimar, were
liberals and granted Constitutions. In 1819 Metternich
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assembled at Carlsbad the ministers of eight German states
to secure arigid censorship of the press throughout Germany,
and to enforce the Federal Diet to extend it to every state
in the Confederation; and in 1820 another meeting at
Vienna openly laid down the doctrine of the sovereigns
supreme rights, which, if need were, should be enforced by
the Diet.

Outside Germany the state of affairs in Spain and the
Kingdom of Naples called for the intervention of the
Powers. In Naples the restored Bourbon, Ferdinand I,
refused to allow any liberty or a Constitution; he even
cancelled what he had done, or promised to do under
British pressure, in Sicily; for when he had been maintained
in theteland simply and solely by British help, he had in
i8i2npfflnted a Constitution. But it was dangerous to
treat the Neapolitans as slaves, for under French rule they
had enjoyed at least justice and a fair administration.
The celebrated secret Society of the Carbonari, the Charcoal-
burners, had been formed before the expulsion of the
French, and was now enormously popular. Neapolitans
who had served as soldiers of France either joined the
society, or came over to it when there was arising. General
Pepe put himself at the head of the movement; Ferdinand
was compelled to grant a Constitution and took a public
oath to observe it. Now Metternich would have liked to
march Austrian troops at once to Naples, yet he preferred
to have the moral support of Russia and Prussia The
three sovereigns met towards the end of 1820 at Troppau
in Moravia. Their Concert was popularly but wrongly
known as the Holy Alliance, being confused with the union
which Alexander had proposed, five years earlier, for the
maintenance of religion against republicanism. There was
nothing religious in the meeting at Troppau, but only
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a decision to take steps in concert against Naples. Britain
and France stood outside, but it must be added that
Castlereagh protested. Ferdinand was summoned to meet
the sovereigns at Laibach in the south of Austria; he
escaped from Naples after swearing to uphold the Constitu-
tion, openly declared after his escape that his oath was
void, and arrived at Laibach. An Austrian army marched
south and entered Naples in March 1821 without any
trouble; unluckilyfor Liberalism, Neapolitansand Sicilians
were quarrelling and even fighting in Sicily instead of
making a united front; despotism was restored and the
horrible prisons of Naples were filled. Austriawas revealed
to Europe as the power which imposed itself upon Italy
by the frightfulness of its revenge.

Meanwhile there was a popular movement in Piedmont,
and some conspirators against the Austrian yoke were
plotting in Milan and hoped to obtain aid from Piedmont;
both movements collapsed and the House of Savoy did not
put itself forward to champion Liberalism or Italian
nationality. The fortress-prison of Spielberg in Moravia,
where the Lombard ringleaders were immured, has become
in Italian literature a synonym for horrors worse because
more refined than those of Naples.

Similarly there was a revolution in Spain, and as a fact
it began in Spain before the outbreak in Naples. The
restored Bourbon king was Ferdinand V I 1, who had been
deposed by Napoleon, and he was a bigot and tyrant.
It is wonderful to us that Spain should have submitted to
him at all after all the heroic deeds of the nation in the
war against the French, but Ferdinand was a good Catholic
and the mass of the illiterate Spaniards were Catholics.
His chief ambition wasto conquer the rebel Spanish colonies
of South America, but it was a task too great for him.
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Conspiracy was first hatched at Cadiz among soldiers told
off to sail to America, the movement spread, and Ferdinand,
like his namesake in Naples, granted a Constitution under
compulsion. But the Powers did not act against Spain so
quickly as against Naples. The European Concert was
assembled at Verona late in 1822; Alexander wanted to
send a Russian army to Spain; Wellington, who repre-
sented England—Castlereagh who committed suicide this
year, and Canning who succeeded him as Foreign Secretary,
were at one upon this point—resolutely opposed a joint
expedition against Spain. Then Louis XVIII, who
strongly disliked the idea of allowing Russians to march
across French soil, took the task upon himself. Neither
Canning nor Wellington felt it to be Britain's duty to use
armed force in Spain's defence. Left to themselves, the
Spanish priests and peasants welcomed the French royal
armies, though they had fought Napoleon in a war to the
knife. Ferdinand was restored in 1823. The Constitution,
extorted from him by soldiers and townsmen, was cancelled.

Any discussion on the rival merits of Castlereagh and
Canning may seem to be out of place in a history of Europe;
it is enough to say that Castlereagh was a man of decision
and coolness when once he was embarked upon a definite
policy, whether he made up his mind to resist Napoleon's
Peninsular ambitions to the bitter end, or opposed reform
at home. Canning was much more Liberal, yet he too was
a Tory in domestic politics. Whatever praise or blame is
due to Castlereagh during the years 1816-20 must be
shared by Canning, for during those years he was in the
Cabinet. Had Castlereagh lived he might have taken a
step forward from mere disapproval of Metternich. Had
Canning been Foreign Secretary at the earlier date he
might have confined himself also to mere disapproval,



26 EUROPE AFTER WATERLOO [ CH.

before he took up the line of active opposition. But
Castlereagh was reserved, though he seems often to have
hidden behind a cold manner more generous thoughts, for
otherwise his consciousness of his unpopularity in England
would not have driven him to suicide. Canning took up
any policy hotly and spoke eloquently, but had at least
areputation for belittling other politicians so as to surround
himself with a halo of glory. Yet even if we allow that
there was this element of meanness in Canning, that he
had not previously been more high-minded than Castlereagh,
and that now he was not more clever and liberally generous
in taking a next step, it remains that he, and not Castle-
reagh, took the next step. He acknowledged the revolted
colonies of Spain to be sovereign states. Spain herself
being overrun by French troops, he made the balance true
by a policy which made Colombia, Argentina, Chile, Peru,
and Mexico for ever independent.

The after history of Spain is exceedingly dreary.
Ferdinand died in 1833, leaving his widow Christina to
be regent for his daughter Isabella. His brother Charles,
known as Don Carlos, claimed the throne and waged a war
of "Carlists" against "Christinos" for many years; he was
a reactionary against any form of liberalism, and at one
time interfered on the reactionary and clerical side in
Portugal; his strength was greatest in the northern pro-
vinces, especially Navarre. Isabella was deposed in 1868.
In 1870 the offer of the crown to a Prussian precipitated
the Franco-German War. For a time a son of Victor
Emmanuel was King of Spain, but he soon resigned.
A second Carlist war, fomented by the grandson of the
previous Don Carlos, lasted from 1873 to 1876. A republic
was found to be impossible, for the extremists of the cities,
especially Carthagena, were communists after the example
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of the mob of Paris. At lastin 1874 Alfonso X | |, son of
Isabella, was restored. \n 1898 the United States interfered
to stop the long war between the Spaniards and the rebels
of Cuba; they annexed Porto Rico and the Philippines,
and made Cuba nominally free but practically dependent
on them. In recent years it has seemed that Spain,
previously torn asunder by ultra-democrats and ultra-
royalists, has adapted herself to a sane form of Parliamentary
government; yet there are still extremists in the cities,
and anarchists tried to kill with a bomb Alfonso XIII's
English wife.

In 1807 the royal family of Portugal, fleeing from
Napoleon's army, went to Brazil, and throughout the
Peninsular War a Council of Regency ruled. In 1816 King
John governed Portugal, and his son Peter governed
Brazil. In 1826 on the father's death Peter granted a
Constitution to Portugal, himself abdicating in favour of
hisinfant daughter Maria da Gloria, and returning to Brazil
as Emperor. A rebellion was set on foot by Dom Miguel,
Peter's brother, who represented the ultra-royalist and
clerical party and received help from Spain. Canning,
in defiance of the sovereigns of Europe, sent armed help
in 1826 to the party in favour of the child and Constitu-
tionalism so as to save England's old ally from civil war
and anarchy. But the death of Canning, just as we shall
se in the next chapter that it caused British aid to be
withdrawn from Greece, led to a withdrawal in Portugal.
Wellington simply allowed Dom Miguel to seize the throne
in 1828, which was a triumph for anti-liberalism. He
governed badly and tyrannically. At last Peter came over
from Brazil, enlisted volunteers from England with Pal-
merston's connivance, destroyed with their help Dom
Miguel's navy, and after a formal treaty with England
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and France drove him out. Maria then reigned constitu-
tionally, and her two sons and a grandson after her down
to the murder of the latter in 1908.

Louis XV IIl commenced his reign with the supple
Talleyrand, ex-republican and ex-Bonapartist, as his
minister. With him was Fouch£, chief of police and secret
service under both republic and empire. It was Talley-
rand's chief work for France that he had persuaded the
Powers to restore the legitimist dynasty. But it was
impossible to retain such men when the royalists were
restored a second time after Waterloo. Louis as early as
July 1815 issued an amnesty with certain exceptions to be
afterwards made; Fouche made a long list of exceptions
to gratify his grudges against his old colleagues and enemies,
and Louis got rid of the scoundrel. Then he called to his
service the royalist Duke of Richelieu, who enjoyed the
favour of the Tsar and had been, while in exile, engaged in
the administration of South Russia. Moderation was the
new minister's programme. But aroyalist reign of terror
broke out, the terreur blanche, so called as it was done in
favour of the white Bourbon flag, and it was worst in the
south of France; this was an excitable country and had
seen many horrible deeds of bloodshed on both sides,
especially in 1793 when Marseilles and Toulon declared
against the Republic. Several Bonapartist generals and
others were murdered. At Nimes vengeance fell largely
upon Protestants. Mostly the atrocities were due to mobs,
but there were government prosecutions aso and summary
sentences. The execution of Marshal Ney was ordered by
the Chamber of Peers; certainly a word from Wellington
would have saved him, and the sentence seemed to be due
to petty spite and a somewhat weird popular idea that
there must be a scape-goat, like the feeling after 1660 in
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England which sacrificed Sir Harry Vane; but it is clear
that Ney, put into a position of trust and then deserting
to Napoleon, had materially helped in bringing the latter
to power again. Argument in such a case is, however,
useless, and the verdict of feeling after Ney's execution was
that he was unjustly killed.

Louis in 1814 issued a Charter. He aone was, by
divine right, the source of law and head of the administra-
tion. But he acknowledged, what the revolutionists had
persistently refused to acknowledge', that something could
be learnt from England; he granted responsibility of
ministers to Parliament. He created two Chambers; the
Peers, nominated by him, some to be hereditary, some for
lifeonly; and the Representatives, chosen from the eligibles
who paid 1000 francs a year in direct taxes, by electeurs
who paid 300 francs. His first Parliament thus elected
was ultra-royalist and inclined to persecution. Hisyounger
brother, Charles, Count of Artois, a very violent man who
had been the head of the emigres and instigator of foreign
countries to destroy the revolutionists in 1789-92, was the
acknowledged chief of the ultras, and thought Louis too
backward. But the Tsar gave Artois a hint to be cautious
and not stir up acivil war in France. Louis and Richelieu
as moderate men saved the country from the white terror
after the first fury was abated, dissolved the Assembly, and
obtained a more moderate one in 1817. They had their
reward in 1818 when at Aachen the Powers admitted
France as a sovereign state to the Concert, and agreed to
withdraw the army of occupation.

Moderation, indeed, did not last very long. As Metter-
1 In answer to Mirabeau in 1790, when he offered to the National

Assembly a pamphlet on English Parliamentary methods, they
said "We are not English and want nothing English."
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nich's influence prevailed and the Tsar swung round to
intolerance, the ultras raised their heads again in France.
In 1820 a fanatic murdered the Duke of Beiry, the second
son of Artois; both Louis himself and Artois' elder son
w'ere childless, and the object of the murder was to destroy
the royal family. Murder is always stupid, as it gives to
tyrants an excuse to tyrannise, witness the Serbian-Austrian
crisisof 1914, Louis was ageing and could no longer resist
the ultras. Richelieu resigned in 1822. When the Powers
were holding conferences to suppress liberties in Naples
and Spain, French king and ministers alike seized the
opportunity to pose as anti-liberals worthy of Metternich,
and, to prevent the Russian armies from having an excuse
to march into western Europe, sent 100,000 French to
restore Ferdinand V 1 1. Louis died in 1824, knowing that
ultra-royalism was dangerous and fearing for the future.
On his deathbed he said of the baby born after Berry's
murder: "May Charles X preserve this child's crown!"
Thus Artois, the no-surrender reactionary, came to the
throne which he was to hold for six years. The ultras
were unmuzzled. The parti pretre, strengthened already in
the previous reign by the return of the Jesuits and by the
formation of a religious association called "The Congrega-
tion," obtained a law of strong penalties against sacrilege.
The press was under a strict censorship. The nobles
demanded a milliard (1,000,000,000) of francs as indemnity
for their lands lost in 1789, which the new men would not
give up except at the cost of a civil war; the money was
raised on loan burdening France with an annual charge of
thirty millions. Matters came to a crisis in 1829 when
Polignac was minister. In the Assembly there was a solid
opposition of 221; it was dissolved, and the new elections
returned 270 opponents to 145 niinisterials. A newspaper
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campaign defied the censors, and among the writers were
the young historians, Thiers and Mignet. Prosecutions
and fines were ridiculed. Finally Charles issued four
ordonnances, extinguishing altogether the liberty of the
press, dissolving the Assembly, and pronouncing a new law
of elections which gave votes to only the large landed
proprietors, and thus destroyed the Charter of IyouisX V I I | .
He tried to distract the French from home politics by a
new colonial policy, the conquest of Algeria.

In July 1830 the crisis came to the culminating point.
Barricades were run up in the streets of Paris; it was still
the old Paris of mostly narrow and winding streets. Who
would be resolute to clear them with whiffs of grape-shot ?
Marmont, Napoleon's old marshal, was in command. He
stormed some barricades and saw others rise; he failed to
concentrate his men, then fell back on the Louvre and
Tuileries. Regiments went over to the people, "car les
baionnettes aujourd’hui  sont independantes,” and only a
monarchy sure of its soldiers can afford to use soldiers, as
a comparison of the careers of Louis X V | and of Napoleon
abundantly shows. Thiersissued a proclamation calling for
the Duke of Orleans’, who came to meet a provisional
government sitting at the Hotel de Ville. Old Lafayette,
the "hero of the two worlds,” who had fought for American
Independence and had been a leading figure in 1789, a
theatrical person and yet popular as an old-time revolu-
tionary, publicly embraced Orleans, and Paris accepted
him for want of any better man. Charles X fledto England.

The meaning of the "July Revolution" is very plain.
The legitimist dynasty had had its chance; it behaved

! He was descended from the brother of Louis X IV ; and was
son of the Duke who posed as arevolutionistin 1789, and was known
as Philippe Egalit6.
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well as long as Louis remained cool, but went over to
revenge and absolutism under Charles. Even the Charter
of Louis was insufficient, for it posited the divine right of
Louis as the source of law in spite of responsibility of
ministers and the existence of an Assembly. The men of
July altered the Charter very considerably, taking these
"rights" as belonging to them "essentially” and not as
gifts of the crown; it was the same spirit which had made
the men of 1789 reject the scheme of reforms of Louis X V I,
and put forward their own. They accepted Orleans as
"King of the French,” not "of France." They were
fortunate in the circumstances of their revolt and in their
having a candidate, even an untried candidate, to bring
forward. At least they were not revolutionaries. Thus
they gave no excuse to the Powers to interfere.

Note to Second Edition. Perhaps it has not been
sufficiently emphasised in the text (pp. 8, 10, 14) that the
object of the Powers was to create a strong barrier against
any future French aggression; therefore the Congress of
Vienna deliberately united Belgium to Holland, awarded
Rhineland and Westphalia to Prussia, and consolidated the
kingdom of Sardinia. Also Metternich's policy of sup-
pression of free speech and free press, however brutal it
may now seem to our modern ideas, was dictated by a fear
that all democratic licence was akin to French revolutionary
fervour; therefore tongue and pen were to be restrained,
lest talk about "rights" might breed a new sympathy
with France and revolutionism.



CHAPTER 11

THE INDEPENDENCE OF GREECE

The Turkish Empire has a great fascination for us.
Y et we have to acknowledge that our ignorance about the
Turks themselves, the proportion of their numbers to those
of other Mohammedans, their history and past aims, even
the spelling of names', is considerable. We may read
expert historians?, and yet remain doubtful whether we
appreciate certain points. Where West and East clash
there are, by the nature of things, rival explanations,
because there are rival aspirations.

Herodotus first saw that there was a pendulum swinging
between Europe and Asia; the Greeks besieged Troy and
settled on the coasts of Asia Minor and on the islands;
Croesus and then the Persian kings conquered here, next
came the great invasion and repulse of Xerxes, followed
by Greek reconguest which to him was the culmination of
a world war. He would not have been surprised if some
prophet had foretold the overthrow by Alexander of
Macedon of the descendants of Xerxes, and the foundation

! Mohammed or Mohammad represents the Arabian pronuncia-
tion; Mahomet or M sh'mett isour approach to the Turkish variation.
Salonika is educated Greek, or even Thessalonika; Salonka ia
popular.

' The Balkans (Clarendon Press, 1915) by Mess's Forbes, Toynbee,
Mitrany, and Hogarth.
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of ths first overlordship of Europeans in Asia. Now it is
self-evident that neither the Persians nor the Macedonians
could themselves alone govern the lands that they overran;
their numbers were quiteinsufficient. The Persians, though
stamping down national life and religion in some countries,
as in Babylon after revolt, yet had to employ local native
administrators; they favoured the tyrantsin the Greek cities
of the Asiatic coast; they had the ships and men of Egypt,
Cyprus, Phoenicia, and these same Greek cities. Alexander,
posing at first as the champion of the Greek cause, soon
took up the role of liberator in Syria, Judaea, Egypt, and
Babylon, and appointed native officials; even when he
reached Persia he governed through Persian nobles. But
his life's work was, not so much mere conquest, as the
admission, through conquest, of the Greeks into Asia; his
Macedonian army was but his instrument, and the quick
Greeks profited by his wars and influenced thereby the
world's history, not the duller Macedonians. They settled
not only on the coasts, but also on the roads of the interior,
in the new cities such as Alexandria and Antioch and
Seleucia on the Tigris, and in the old cities such as Iconium
and Tarsus where Greek learning thus took root; the
brighter wits amongst the natives learnt the Greek ideas
and language, and we call them Grecians. Then came the
Romans as Alexander's heirs as far as the Euphrates.
So strongly did the Romans imprint on western Asia their
form of government that to-day the Turkish Empire is
"Rum."

The original Mohammedan conquerors, the Arabs,
swept through the southern provinces of the Roman Empire
in Asia and Africa. But the Eastern Emperors at Con-
stantinople held Asia Minor, or Anatoliaasit is aso called
for convenience sake, as a strong bulwark in defence of

3=
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Christianity. A powerful dynasty of "Roman" Emperors
was Anatolian by blood; the Anatolians remained a sturdy
rustic and inland race and changed their character but
little, whether their overlords were Macedonians or Romans
of old Rome or Romans of Constantinople, and they were
the defenders of the empire for some centuries; the Greeks
of the coasts and of cities on the high-roads still gave a
western touch to Anatolian civilisation. But the Turks
came to reinforce Mohammedanism. Their home was in
central Asia; they served first as mercenaries of the Caliphs
of Bagdad, were converted to Islam, grew in numbers, and
pushed on as adventurers to found dynasties, but never in
such great numbers as to be more than a dominant military
aristocracy. The thickest mass of true Turks to-day, we are
told, isto be found in Persia, whence the true Persians fled
and are to-day the fire-worshipping Parsees of India. The
Seljuk Turks at last shattered the defence of the Eastern
Roman Empire at the battle of Manzikert in 1071, and
founded "Rum/* their own Asiatic empire, with lconium
or Konieh as their capital. The advance of the Turks
made the Crusades both necessary and possible; they upset
the Mohammedan world, for they were not orthodox, and
when the Mohammedans were disunited the Christians had
ameasure of success in the First Crusade. Saladin, a Kurd
and the son of a captain of mercenaries, rising by sheer
merit in the midst of confusion to be Sultan of Egypt,
reunited the Mohammedans and foiled the Third Crusade.

Another tribe of Turks pushed into Asia Minor and
conquered to the north of the Seljuks of lIconium. From
one of their earlier leaders, Othman or Osman, they are
known as the Ottomans or Osmanlis. They made Brusa,
over against Constantinople, their capital in 1326. Their
strength lay in their recognition of the Greeks and the
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Anatolians, neither persecuting nor annihilating, but
granting privileges—such as remain to-day among Greek
landownersin the district of Brusa,—converting to Moham-
medanism where they could, and raising a professional force
of soldiers among Christian recruits. Later they imposed
the tribute of Christian children, who, trained to war, and
forbidden to marry, became the famous Janissaries. They
looked across the Dardanelles at the shrivelled remnant of
the Eastern Roman Empire, still centred round Constanti-
nople with its navy and impregnable walls, while behind
lay the main territories of the Balkans, held by Slavs and
Bulgars. They crossed and conquered at the great battle
of Kosovo in 1389 a confederacy of Slavs, who wereterribly
weakened by treachery and jealousy. But for a time the
great city was yet safe, for a new peril came from the East.

The Tartar hordes of Jenghiz Khan and Timur came
out of Asia as the next great swarm behind the Turks.
They shattered the Seljuks of Iconium, but in the mean-
while the Seljuks covered the Ottoman attacks upon
Europe. The Ottomans, when they had to face the Tartars
in Asia, were already a European power. Thus, although
their army was beaten and their Sultan taken prisoner at
Angora in 1402, they were able from Europe to reassert
themselves in Asia when the Tartar storm exhausted itself.
They took into their empire most of the late Seljuk empire,
and finally* captured Constantinople in 1453, so that at
last they had such a position both in Europe and in Asia
with "second Rome" as their capital that they were the
successors to Alexander and the Caesars, a dominant race
with Greeks and Anatolians their subjects, contemptuously
tolerant of Christianity, and not at all fanatical after the
Arab type with a choice between Koran or sword. Their
impetus carried them through the Balkan Peninsula in



38 THE INDEPENDENCE OF GREECE [CH.

spite of the resistance of the Venetians by sea and the
Hungarians by land. The Christians did not unite to
oppose them, but in their jealousy actually weakened
Venice by a league to win Venetia from her; Spain did
very little except occupy Tunis for a short time and take
a small share in the victory at 1"epanto in 1571. It was by
land that the Turks at last found their masters when the
Austrians beat them from Vienna in 1529. In the other
direction they extended their power to Syria and Mesopo-
tamia and Egypt, and nominally along the north of Africa
and in Arabia; but out on the extremities of their empire
they were not so well obeyed as at the centre.  The Sultans,
after Selim 1512-20, had some glory as the successors of
the Caliphs of Bagdad, and as the protectors of the Holy
Places of Arabia, but received a grudged submission, for
they were not orthodox, but merely the strongest Moham-
medans.

The decay of the Turkish Empire began when contact
with the steady Germans first stopped them. Every
conquering Eastern race has spent itself in time, the
Persians, Arabs, Seljuks, Tartars, Moguls, and like them
the Ottoman Turksin their turn.  Only Christian jealousies,
which allowed them to penetrate so far west, prevented
their being turned out of Europe. When the Sultans
ceased to lead armies to war, but directed from their
palace; when the Janissaries as the strongest element in
the state took to pull down or to set up, and finally, by
extorting the right to marry, became a caste and intrigued
in the government; when corruption and persecution were
the results of pride and power, and the overswollen empire
of many different races was suffocated by the combination
of ignorant refusal to do things with ignorant persecution
of those who tried, so that the riches of Anatolia and
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Mesopotamia and Egypt were allowed to disappear through
downright stupidity; when the Turks ruined irrigation
works, or as in the 20th century, greedy for bribes,
thwarted whoever has tried to restore them, and over-
taxed the farmers till Anatolia produced atithe of what she
yielded in the old Roman days; the Turkish peril was past.
There was no interference in the horrible Thirty Years
War, 1619-48, when Germany was rent and exhausted.
There was a revival of enterprise when the ambitions of
Louis X 1V made all Europe ook westwards in self-defence,
and the Turks attacked Vienna in the rear in 1683 but
were repulsed. The Austrians retaliated and won back
most of Hungary in 1699; again forced to fight against
Louis X 1V they slackened their efforts against the Turks
until, after the Treaties of Utrecht and Rastadt, they took
the offensive again and won more ground as far as Belgrad,
where they halted in 1739 and left that city to the Turks.

Russia came late upon the scene as a champion of
Europe, and her interest has been due to an anxiety to
reach to the sea, to the Black Sea in the 18th century,
to the Mediterranean in the 19th and 20th. Under the
Tsarina Catharine, a Russian war resulted in the Treaty
of Kainardji in 1774, by which she was acknowledged the
defender of the Christians of Rumania, and obtained
commercial rights in the Black Sea. Napoleon in 1807,
making alliance with Tsar Alexander | at Tilsit, sanctioned
so to speak Russian expansion at the expense of Turkey, but
nothing came of it because Alexander broke with Napoleon
too soon. The seeds of the jealousy between Austria and
Russia were sown, though forgotten when they were allies
against France, and later when they were allies against
Liberalism in Europe under Metternich's guidance.

The Balkan peoples whom the Ottoman Turks brought
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into their empire were various. The tribes conquered by
the Romans, the Roman and Greek settlers of the interior,
the Slavs who burst into the Roman Empire in the wake
of the Goths and Huns, the Tartar tribes from central
Asia of race akin to the original Turks themsdlves, in the
long period between 400 and 1400 fought each other and
partly coalexced with each other, fell apart and were
rearranged, while the Eastern Empire centred at Constanti-
nople was weaker or stronger at intervals up to the coup
degrdcein 1453.

The Rumans are descended from the Dacians of the left
bank of the lower Danube, and from some few Romans
who entered as colonists after the Emperor Trajan con-
quered and annexed the country in A.D. 104. In the
thousand years of confuson they were conquered or fled
to the mountains to avoid conquest, yet maintained their
distinct nationality and their language, which is Latin
essentially with a mixture of Slav. Some Rumans were
caught into Hungary in the 18th century, and to-day the
province of Bukovinaisin the Austrian Empire. The two
chief districts, Moldavia and Wallachia, which paid tribute
to but were never directly governed by the Turks, had in
that same century Greek governors, Ottoman corruption
at the worst period in their history stooped to put up to
auction these governorships, and the ready Greeks bought
them'. But in 1774 the Russian protectorate over
Rumania was established, though the Russians themseves
held Bessarabia, and the Austrians had Bukovina which is
Rumania irredenta.

The Serbs belong to the great group of Slav nations,
and have kept their blood pure; the original Bulgars were
Tartarsof thesame stock asthe Hunsand Turks. The Slavs

! See below, p. 47.
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brokefrom thenorth acrossthe middle Danube, the Bulgars
from the north-east across the plains of southern Russia,
into the collapsing Roman Empire in the 7th century.
Their modern historians claim, each for his own nation,
the right of priority of invasion. But it seems that the
Slavs, of whom the Serbs were the most numerous, were
by 650 settled between the Adriatic and the Aegean,
shortly before the Bulgars crossed the lower Danube.
The Eastern Roman Empire, defended by a navy and the
mighty walls of Constantinople, held them at bay, and
they were always bitterly jealous of each other, as they
contended for the middle debatable lands of Macedonia
and Thrace then as now. There were two short periods
of Bulgarian Empire, 893 to 972, and 1186 to 1258; and
then the Serbs had the supremacy, until, weakened already
by wars against the Hungarians, they collapsed before
the Turks. During these years the Serbs retained their
language and blood; Slavonic place-names have replaced
the old Greek and Roman names, except on the coast.
The Bulgars, on the contrary, attracted to themselves,
codlesced with and absorbed into themselves such Slavs
and, presumably, older inhabitants whom they conquered;
but, being adventurous and strong in physique, they
dominated when they absorbed, so that now they are a
hybrid race, largely Slav in blood, but with a high per-
centage of their old Tartar energy to counterbalance a low
percentage of Tartar nationality.

In the strong period of Turkish rule both Bulgars and
Serbs were "suffocated/” Some families became Moham-
medan, and colonies of Ottomans, or of other races converted
to Mohammedanism and generically styled Turks, were
planted. Where Christianity endured, the Orthodox Greek
Church maintained its sway, though in Bulgaria the
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authority of the Patriarch at Constantinople was much
resented. A Roman Catholic influence came from the
Adriatic coast. As regards administration the Turkish
hold was tightest over Bulgaria, and over Herzegovina
and Bosnia where the Mohammedan element was strongest
among the Slavs.

Then in the recoil of the 18th century the fortunes of
these countries varied. The Slavs of Croatia and Sla-
vonia were conguered by the Austrians and Hungarians,
disliked the change of masters and would have wished the
Turks back again, were forced into the Roman Catholic
communion, revolted and were subdued, and some of them
migrated into Russia; this tyranny was more Hungarian
than Austrian, coming at a time when the aim of the
Hapsburgs was to bribe Hungary into loyalty. Thus the
majority of the Slavs in the Austrian Empire north of the
Save are to-day Roman Catholics, and cut off from the
Orthodox Serbs.

One little ring of Serbs, being protected by their moun-
tains, were governed by their prince-bishops without much
interference from the Turks. These are the Montenegrins.
Their bishop Daniel founded in 1700 a dynasty which still
reigns, and his descendant Peter | won practical inde-
pendence by the end of the century, though the Turks
still held Scutari. Their kinsmen, the Serbs of the Serbia
that we know, had a harder task; Austria did not wish
to fight the Turks to liberate them; Russia was far away,
and Russian treaties with the Turks only concerned
Rumania; worse than that, the two families of Serbian
patriots, the Karageorgevich and the Obrenovich, almost
ruined the country by their rivalry in the 19th century.
A revolt commenced in 1804 by Kara George (Black George)

! seutari.
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was, owing to Russian inability to help, put down by the
Turksin 1813. Then Milosh Obrenovich renewed the war
in 1815, and was chosen as prince at Belgrad in 1817,
though he soiled his name by the murder of Kara George.
Meanwhile there is nothing to record as regards Bosnia and
Herzegovina, with their large Mohammedan population, on
the one hand, or Bulgaria on the other; and the Turks still
controlled Macedonia and Thrace with their mixed Serbian
and Bulgarian population and Mohammedans interspersed.

The mountaineers ot Albania, converted to Moham-
medanism, are aboriginals, and represent to us that strong
and manly race which contributed men to the armies of
Alexander and Philip, and under Pyrrhus were a danger
to Rome herself. They were rugged and independent.
Alternately they have been Turkey's best soldiers and,
though Mohammedans, dangerous rebels. Early in the
19th century, when the Sultan's governors in outlying
provinces were making themselves independent in the
manner of great medieval feudals defying their suzerain,
such as Mohammed AU in Egypt and Jezzar at Acre, the
famous A li Pasharuled Albania. Hiscapital was Y annina®
(Janina), and he utilised the services of the Greeks in his
administration. His sons governed Thessaly and the
Morea as pashas, and in fact his power was such that the
Sultan's rule seemed to be extinct.

Along the Adriatic coast from Albania northwards to
Trieste the population is Slav. But in the middle ages,
naturally enough, Venice extended her power over the
islands and inlets, for she could not afford to allow pirates
to threaten from them her commerce. Pola, Zara, Ragusa,
became Venetian dependencies; they were Slav cities, and
their hinterland was Slav, but naturally enough they were

L yannina.
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Italianised to a greater or less degree as they were nearer
to or further from Venice. To-day we are told that the
inhabitants, when in the cities they are Italians, in the
immediate neighbourhood are Slavs, and even in the cities
many who speak Italian as the language of Adriatic trade
are by blood Slavs. The Turks in their heyday con-
quered most of this coast. They left self-government to
the cities, and Ragusa in particular thrived as a trading
republic, paying tribute to the Sultan and never even
trying to revolt. Venice regained part of the coast in the
18th century, including the Bocche (mouth) di Cattaro in
Montenegro. But the most important fact in the history
of the Adriatic is the award by the Allies at the Congress
of Vienna;, Venice and Venetia were given to Austria,
and thus from Trieste, which was Austrian already long
before, down to Ragusa and Cattaro every harbour of
importance fell to the Hapsburgs as an inheritance from
Venice. The Slavs of Serbia and Montenegro were thereby
shut out from the sea, Austrian ambition to secure the
Balkans at the expense of the natives was encouraged, and
the Austrian navy, when once built up, had a strong line
of bases. To-day the Italian kingdom is regarded by all
Italians as the heir to Venetia, so that there isrivalry
between Italian and Slav for this coast, solely for Austria's
benefit as the present war has proved. Thelonian idands,
Corfu, Zante, and the others, Napoleon wished to make an
outpost of French influence in the Mediterranean; the
British wrested them, all but Corfu, from him; the Congress
put them under a British protectorate.

There remain to be discussed the Greeks, and this is
no light task. In classical days the Hellenes prided them-
sves on their pure blood, distinguishing themselves from
all other nationalities who were Barbarians. But with
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the conquest of the Persian Empire by Alexander they
entered on a new sphere of activity. They profited where
Alexander's Macedonians conquered. No longer confining
themselves to the sea and coasts as in those classical days,
they poured along the great high-roads of western Asia
and settled in cities, whether the older cities such as Tarsus,
or the new foundations such as Antioch and Alexandria.
When Rome conguered, there she found Greeks or Grecians,
citizens, civil servants, traders, scholars, philosophers,
proud of their race and yet cosmopolitans, citizens of the
world, at heart. When the Roman Empire was split into
halves, the Eastern Empire was Roman in administration
but Greek in character; the Orthodox Greek Church and
the Catholic Church fell apart, even as Constantinople and
Rome were apart. Thus the Greeks were ready to accept
the Ottoman Empire, "Rum/' the Asio-European agglo-
meration of races and tongues. The Greek blood must by
that date have been more than a little diluted by Slav
blood, yet the Greek strain was dominant, and ever inthe
worst days of subjection there was a consciousness of Greek
superiority. Othman, the founder of the empire, saw that
these Greeks were useful, whether the landowners of north-
west Asia Minor to whom he gave privileges which remain
to-day, or the children whom he demanded and turned
into Mohammedan soldiers. The Orthodox Church sur-
vived the capture of Constantinople, being "spared by the
Ottoman government to facilitate itsown political system—
by bringing the peasant, through the hierarchy of priest,
bishop, and patriarch, under the moral control of the new
Moslem master whom the ecclesiastics henceforth served®."
It was useful to the Turks that the seat of the Patriarch
should be in Constantinople.

LA, J. Toynbee, p. 182; Hogarth, pp. 325-6,
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Yet the Ottomans only used the Greeks where and as
they were necessary for the empire. In Greece proper the
landowners and peasants were trodden under foot; in
Constantinople and other cities Greek residents were in the
position of hostages, and they might be turned out at any
time if, for instance, the Sultan wished to give asylum to
the persecuted Jews of Spain. There is now a very large
Jewish population in the cities of the coast which otherwise
seem to be entirely Greek in character, Salonica in
particular.

Venice, the rival of Greek trading communities and of
the "Greek" Empire in her days of strength before the
Ottomans advanced, did her best in her own defence to
save Greece. Crete was not conquered till 1669, and a
new Venetian offensive in 1699 resulted in the possession
of the Morea for some years. Genoa held the island of
Chios up to 1566, and Venice kept the lonian Islands.
But whatever position the Greeks won in the Ottoman
administration they won, not as the protegees of the fast
decaying sea-republics of Italy, but by their own adapta-
bility.

The most remarkable of the Greeks of the end of the
18th and the first years of the 19th century were the
islanders, the men of Chios and Psara near the Asiatic
coast, of Hydra and Spetza near the Morea. The Chians
are particularly praised by all writers as a self-governing
and self-respecting race, prosperous and unmolested by the
Turks. The Hydriots and the others had, we are told,
a strong intermixture of Albanian blood, yet they were
recognised as Greeks; Byron's heroes were mostly islanders,
fine dashing fellows, ablend of the pirate and free adventurer
which appealed to the readers of his day. They entered
on a new sphere of activity as Venice fell to decay. The
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coasting trade of the Levant was theirs and brought them
much profit. Sometimes they traded under the Russian
flag so as to secure the benefit of the Treaty of Kainardji
of 1774. But what gave the strongest impetus to their
trade was Napoleon's great continental blockade; all the
efforts of the British to retaliate against Napoleon were so
far confined to the western sess that these Greeks had
their chance. The men who profited by the Russian
foundation of Odessa in 1792, and controlled the trade in
South Russian corn, were Greeks. The Turks simply
demanded a certain number of sailors for their own navy,
but there were hundreds of other islanders to man the
small trading ships which they armed and were ready to
use. Hence the Greek island communities won self-
government for themselves, and this practically meant
government by an association of shipowners. They
formed a strong contrast to the peasants of the Morea,
wholived at the mercy of Turkish officials and Mohammedan
landowners.

Another class of Greeks were those who won their way
into the Turkish administration in this period when the
energy of the Ottoman race seemed to have sunk so very
low. Clever men won positions as "dragomans" or secre-
taries in the civil service. We have seen how some of
them bought the position of "hospodars" or governors in
Moldavia and Wallachia, where indeed their rule was much
disliked; yet the mere fact of Christians being admitted
to such office, even by bribery, was a step towards the
possibility of native Rumans holding it. Such Greeks are
known as Phanariots, so named from Phanari, the quarter
of the lighthouse at Constantinople. The Ottomans could
not get on without the Greeks, who thus had in their hands
more than a little of local administration, whether in
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outlying parts of the Turkish Empire, or in such districts
as Albania which were in revolt against the Turks, as well
as of local trade. Greek prosperity in some respects was
pronounced just when the grip of the Ottoman was being
relaxed.

" The age of the French Revolution and of the Napoleonic
wars had silently wrought in the Greek Nation the last of
a great series of changes which fitted it to take its place
among the free peoples of Europe. The dgns were there
from which those who could read the future might have
gathered that the political resurrection of Greece was near
at hand......... The history of France, no les than the
history of Greece, shows that it is not the excess, but the
sense, of wrong that produces revolution. A people may be
so crushed by oppression as to suffer all conceivable misery
with patience. It is when the pulse has again begun to
beat strong, when the eye is fixed no longer on the ground,
and the knowledge of good and evil again burns in the
heart, that the right and the duty of resistance is felt™."
We sum up that many causes produced the Greek revolt,
the sense of unity given by the wide power of the Orthodox
Church, the tradition of ancient glory, the revival of
Hellenism, the high hope that a new Greek Empire would
arise to take the place of the Ottoman as the legitimate
heir to the Eastern Roman Empire, the new development of
Greek trade, the prosperity of Greek merchants at Odessa
and Salonica, the cleverness of the race which made itself
indispensable to its Turkish masters. If Rumans had
Phanariot governors, and Serbs were winning local inde-
pendence, if Jezzar at Acre, Ali Pasha in Albania, and
Mohammed Ali in Egypt could defy the Turks, the Greeks

! Fyffe, Modern Europe, chapter xv, pp. (popular edition) 525
and 544.
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in their turn could not remain still. They were striving
to educate themselves to be true Hellenes, reviving the
name and the speech of ancient Hellas, and no longer
submitting to be called "Romaioi" speaking the Romaic
language as if they were mere provincials. They could
look to their brothers in the lonian Islands, free as they
had never before been free, under the British Protectorate.
Byron familiarised to the Western world the dream that
"Greece might yet be free"; but Byron, though he after-
wards died for the cause, wrote with a sneer, for they were
"light Greeks carolling by," "hereditary bondsmen,"
"silent still and silent all,” unable to show themselves
worthy of |,eonidas and his Three Hundred. Shelley had
awarmer heart and the New Hellenism meant more to him.

"The World's great age begins anew,
The Golden years return...
Another Athens shall arise,
And to remoter time
Bequeath, like sunset to the skies,
The splendour of its prime."

He dedicated his Hellas to Alexander Mavrocordato, whose
family were Phanariots connected with Rumania.
Unfortunately a Greek rising in Greece was only too
certain to endanger the safety of the Greeks in Constanti-
nople and other parts of the Ottoman Empire, w'ho, scattered
in their various pursuits, or living as a despised minority
surrounded by Mohammedans, were hostages at the mercy
of their lords. Moreover there was the Concert of Europe
to be considered. The statesmen at Vienna had no thought
for national aspirations when they settled the fate of
Poland, Norway, Belgium, Genoa, and Venice. Metternich
had captivated the minds of the sovereigns of Prussia and
Russia, and would not regard Greece more favourably than

M. 4
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Naples and Spain. "Russia," writes Shelley, "desires to
possess, not to liberate, Greece.  We are accustomed to
an Eastern Question the difficulty of which is that each
Western Power is too jealous to allow any other to settle
the fate of Turkey. In those days it was not mutual
jealousy, but the solidarity of the three Great Powers,
which stifled nationality and liberalism.

The first impetus towards rebellion was furnished
by the " Philike Hetairia/' the Society of Friends,
which was founded in 1814. The first scene of their
activity was Rumania, and they hoped to interest the
Tsar in their fortunes, through one of the Phanariots, now
the Tsar's minister, by name Capodistrias; but he was
against any rash exploit. Then they won over Alexander
Hypsilanti, a descendant of a previous Phanariot governor
of Wallachia and an officer in the Tsar's army. The plan
was to create arising in Rumaniain 1821. But everything
went wrong. The Tsar was against the movement, being at
that very moment engaged heart and soul in preparations
against the Italian revolt. The congress at Laibach
condemned the Greeks as much as the Italians and the
Spaniards. The Sultan, Mahmud, forced the Patriarch at
Constantinople to excommunicate the insurgents. The
Rumans of course had no sympathy with the Greeks from
whom they had suffered much tyranny under Phanariot
governors. The Turks soon crushed the rising.

But the excitement of the time produced different results
in the Morea. There the Turks and other Mohammedans
were in the minority; there was a general rising in April,
accompanied by massacre in the open country. The Turks
were driven to a few fortresses such as Patras, Tripolitza,
and Nauplia. Similarly north of the Gulf of Corinth the
Greeks carried everything before them, and massacred in
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the country around Missolonghi. But both in Thessaly
and along the coast they had no success. Then it was
seen how fatal was such a movement to the Greek hostages
in the Sultan's power. Greeks were massacred where they
were helpless in both European and Asiatic Turkey. On
Easter Sunday the Patriarch himself at Constantinople, and
the Archbishops of Adrianople, Salonica, and Tirnovo, were
executed. This was the moment when the Tsar might
possibly have interfered. The hearts of the Russians were
roused by the news of the massacre of their co-religionists
and most sacred leaders. But still the influence of Metter-
nich prevailed. The Tsar could not bring himself to support
rebels, even persecuted Orthodox rebels, and the influence
of England was thrown on the side of non-intervention;
the terrible European war had been terminated only six
years previously, and Castlereagh shrank from taking any
part in what might lead once more to a war of all the
nations. The most powerful argument that could be used
in favour of non-intervention was that the British have
been themselves since the middle of the 18th century
a Mohammedan power, and it would be wrong for our
statesmen to enter upon a crusade against Islam as Islam
while there were so many Mohammedan subjects of our
Empireinindia. Theatrocitiescommitted ontheChristian
as well as on the Mohammedan side doubtless did much to
alienate sympathy.

But in the Morea the Greeks carried all before them.
Demetrius Hypsilanti, brother of Alexander, was one of the
earliest leaders. With him was Alexander Mavrocordato,
also the descendant of a Phanariot governor of Rumania,
the first President of the Assembly which the Greeks
formed in the early years of the war, and the man to whom
Shelley dedicated his poem. Of a different type was

4_*
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Kolokotrones, who in his previous life had been at one
time a gendarme, at another time a brigand or "klepht,"
a man of low type but said to have been a born soldier.
The Greeks pushed on. They captured Navarino, and
massacred there. They invested Tripolitza, and fearing to
lose their booty when they saw that negotiations for
surrender were going on, they burst into the place and
surpassed themselves in a massacre worse than that at
Missolonghi.

In 1822 the Turks were more free in the north, and
equipped large and regular forces to crush the rebels.
Early in the year they at last captured Yannina and killed
Ali Pasha. Two main armies were dispatched, the one
against Missolonghi, the other against the Morea. The
Greeks of Missolonghi held out successfully. The Greeks of
the Morea, either by design or by happy accident, seizing
the right moment after the Turks had pushed through
the Isthmus into the interior, rose on all sides and Koloko-
trones seized the mountains in their rear. Afraid to
advance, deserted by the Turkish fleet, and in danger of
starvation, the Turkish general, who in his plight might
be compared to some French marshal in the Peninsular
War cut off from France and harassed by Spanish guerilla
bands, had to fight his way back towards the Isthmus;
he himself died, and his army was annihilated. Such a
collapse is often seen in Turkish history; demoralisation
sets in just when matters seem most favourable, and usually
has as its immediate cause some Qross carelessness in
connection with supplies. The outlying Turkish fortresses
in the Morea now fell; next Athens was taken.

Meanwhile this same year a series of naval operations
was taking place, the Turks victorious here, the Greeks
there. Certainly the most energetic of the Greeks were the
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Islanders who formed an association of shipowners, such
as the Hydriots and the Spetziots from their islands near
the Morea, and the Psariots, whose home lay close to
Samos. But the fleet of the Islanders was not at hand
when an army of 7000 Turkish regulars and a horde of
irregulars were landed at Chios; in no part of the Greek
world wasthere such an enlightened community, which had
been self-governed and free from Turkish tyranny; now
helpless before the Turks they suffered for the savagery of
their kinsmen in the Morea, and were cut down or sold as
slaves in thousands. Too late to save Chios, the Greek
fleet under the command of Kanaris of Psara at last
appeared. Kanaris himself steered afire-ship by night up
to the Turks' flag-ship and destroyed it.

In 1823 there was no fighting on a large scale, and
the Greeks had time to consolidate their position. But
promptly they fell out and fought against each other.
Islanders were jealous of the men of the mainland.
Kolokotrones, the rough brigand, could not act with the
landowners, and therefore there was the unedifying spec-
tacle of civil war almost in the very presence of the enemy.
A breathing space was thus allowed to the Turks, and
meanwhile Mahmud applied for help to Mohammed Ali*
of Egypt, nominally his vassal, in reality independent and
the master of a considerable fleet and army.

The year 1824 opened under new conditions. [brahim
Pasha, Mohammed's adopted son, brought across a force
to Crete. The plan of campaign was to attack outlying
islands, with the ideathat the wrangling Greek government
in the Morea would be unable to send help so far in time;
the Greeks were strong in their navy of fire-ships, but a
speedy joint attack by Turks and Egyptians, if the Greek

! Sec pp. 71 and 72.
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ships were on the wrong side of the Aegean and neglected
the islands from which they could watch and blockade the
Dardanelles, might be successful, and of course lessen in
proportion the Greek offensive naval power. First Crete
was overrun. Then a Turkish fleet from the Dardanelles
attacked Psara, the home of the sailor-hero Kanaris, and
it was surprised even as Chios had been. Too late the
Greek ships arrived at Psara, though they paralysed the
action of the Turkish-Egyptian fleets for the rest of the
year. Then the Greeks returned to the Morea, and |brahim
fell back unmolested to Crete.

In 1825 Ibrahim transported his army from Crete to
Morea, and nothing shows more strikingly the weakness of
the Greeks than this repeated inability to understand the
true need of a small naval power, the need to strike, like
Drake, on the enemy's coast. The Egyptians now were
planted in the Morea. They made their base at Navarino
bay, and swept through the interior. Tripolitza was
deserted. Meanwhile a Turkish army under Rashid Pasha,
the conqueror of Ali of Yannina, laid siege to Missolonghi
from April 1825 to April 1826. At first the Greeks held out
heroically, especially as on the lagoons the light Greek
ships materially helped in the defence; but with the new
year Ibrahim came across from the Morea and at last
secured control of the lagoons with gunboats. The de-
fenders made a desperate sortie with all their women and
children, and a mere remnant cut their way through. In
spite of the help of foreigners such as Sir Richard Church,
whose life had been spent in the lonian Islands, and who
was an ardent sympathiser with Greek liberty, Athens was
blockaded; an attempt to relieve the city from the sea
came to nothing, for the Greek ships deserted and returned
to Hydra, and Athens fell in June 1827.
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Relieved from the worst of his anxieties by Egyptian
help, Mahmud carried out in 1826 a policy which he must
have long meditated. The celebrated force of Janissaries,
whichwasnow an hereditary militia, notwell trained enough
to take the field, yet capable of thwarting the Sultan's
wishes at Constantinople, was attacked and destroyed by
a force of Anatolians, the Sultan's devoted adherents in
Asia Minor. From this may be dated the renewal of the
Turkish military power. Mahmud was now able to train
an army of Mohammedans from the districts loyal to him,
though they were not by any means all of them pure-
blooded Turks. The mountaineers of Albania on the one
side and Anatolia on the other were henceforward recruited
into the Sultan's ranks without the interference of a jealous
corps at the capital.

The unspeakable atrocities of Turks and Egyptians,
however much they may have been inspired by similar
atrocities of Greeks when the revolt began, aroused at last
the attention of the Great Powers. The conditions in
Europe were undergoing change. Alexander | died in
December 1825, and even he had been beginning to under-
stand the need of the intervention of civilised force. The
heart of Russia was being aroused. His younger brother
and successor, Nicholas I, was ready to break the bonds
by which the Russian freedom to act was hampered
by Metternich. In England Canning had been Foreign
Secretary since Castlereagh's suicide, and the voice of
England was raised at lastin April 1826, when Wellington
himself, who made it the corner-stone of his military
policy to prevent Russia from becoming strong in the
Eastern Mediterranean under cover of protecting Christians
against Turks, went as ambassador to Petrograd on the
new Tsar's accession. It was agreed that Oreat Britain
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and Russia should co-operate to save the Greeks. The
idea was that Greece should be tributary to the Sultan, yet
with local self-government on the Rumanian model. But
the Turks rejected mediation.

In April 1827, owing to the illness of Lord Liverpool,
Canning became Prime Minister, and thus was able to put
the last touch to his rapidly maturing policy of interven-
tion; let it be remembered that he was Foreign Minister
from 1822 onwards, that he could have made a stronger
stand on behalf of Greece at an earlier date, or at least
have resigned if Liverpool had made this a test questioh;
yet it remains that he seized the opportunity now when he
had full power, and when the conscience of Great Britain,
however late, was at last fully aroused. It was too late
to save thousands of Greek lives and infinite misery and
desolation, yet not too late to prevent worse things. The
conscience of France was also aroused, and Charles X,
though an absolute sovereign, was a good Christian and
ready to take up the role of the ancient crusading kings of
France. A formal treaty was made at London between
Great Britain, France, and Russia, July 1827, on the basis
of the Petrograd agreement. Canning died in August, but
orders had already been given to the fleets.

The aim of the Allies was to stop the war, not to make
Greece independent. The Turks refused to submit. Ibrahim
continued to ravage and destroy in the Morea. The
three united fleets, under the command of our admiral,
Codrington, as senior officer, entered Navarino bay, where
lay the Turkish and Egyptian fleet. Ibrahim was absent
on his fiendish task, and the wanton fire of Turks on a
boat, followed by fire on even Codrington's flag-ship when
he tried to stop a general engagement, forced the sailors'
hands. The Egyptians were destroyed, October 20.
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The Sultan was still defiant. But the stop-gap ministry
of Lord Goderich withdrew from further action; it is
notorious that, Canning's influence removed, our states-
men regarded Navarino as "an untoward event." Their
purpose is somewhat difficult to understand. The one
great argument for our share in the Treaty of London was
the need to prevent the Russians from taking the Eastern
Question into their own hands; therefore absolute inaction
for fear of Russia obtaining too much power over the
Balkans was illogical. Yet this was done. The French
landed an army to clear the Morea. The Russians declared
formal war on the Turks in 1828, while we took no further
part.

The military power of the Turks had sunk very low,
and the Russians enjoyed a tremendous reputation as
fighters since 1812. But the campaign of 1828 was not
decisive. Certain features appeared which were to be seen
again in 1853-55 and 1877-78. It was no easy matter to
bring an overpowering Russian army, or sufficient supplies
for it, from a great distance; and there seems to have been
bad administration in high places, even corruption. The
Turks fought stubbornly from their bases in Bulgaria, the
fortresses of Silistria, Shumla. and Varna. Then the un-
expected happened, as often has happened when the Turks
seem to have the upper hand. In 1829 they accepted
battle, were defeated, and collapsed. The Russians
advanced on Adnanople, their wings spread out from the
Black Sea to the Aegean, but they were not in very large
numbers, and their position was anything but secure.
The Turks, however, were as much demoralised as in 1878.
Kars and Erzerum had fallen in the further east. So the
Sultan came to terms, and accepted the Treaty of Adnanople
by which the independence of Rumania was practically



58 THE INDEPENDENCE OF GREECE [CH.

acknowledged under Russian protection, and the Bosphorus
and Dardanelles were opened to the commerce of all
nations. In fact, after all, the Tsar gained very little for
himself.

The Independence of Greece was settled in London
earlier in 1829. Her northern boundary was drawn when
the Turkish resistance to the Russians collapsed. Under
cover of the Russian invasion of Bulgaria, the Greeks
regained Missolonghi and saw the departure of Ibrahim.
But it must have been a sore disappointment to the Greeks
that neither Thessaly nor Epirus was included, nor any
of the further islands, Crete or Samos or Chios, and that
their co-religionists of Salonica and so many other towns
of the Turkish Empire were still unfree. At first a repub-
lican form of government was set up with Capodistrias as
President. But he was accustomed to the ways of the
Russian court, when he had been minister under Alexander I,
and believed in a centralised administration or bureaucracy,
wisely, it may be, because the Greeks had proved to be
unable to live in harmony among themselves and were
hardly fit for a democracy; moreover in Europe in general,
even in Great Britain before 1832, there was no real demo-
cracy. An aristocracy of "primates" or of Hydriot ship-
owners might have caused civil war at any moment, and
would have been unacceptable eo the peasants. The crown
of Greece was offered by the Powers to Leopold of Saxe
Coburg, who first accepted and then refused it; then to
Prince Otto of Bavaria, who entered into possession in
1833 with a staff of German officials. Meanwhile Capo-
distrias, trying to rule by Russian police methods, had to
suppress a Hydriot revolt, and was assassinated. Thus
modern Greece did not begin well. Government on
Russian lines by a spy-supported autocrat was the only
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alternative to lawless freedom, until German methods were
introduced. The 20th century had yet to reveal fully
what a German king can do in a country of non-Germans;
but in the 19th century it was clear enough already that
he would crush individuality.
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CHAPTER  [11
FRANCE UNDER LOUIS PHILIPPE

Louis Philippe, chosen by the July Revolution, was
a bourgeois King of the French. Being son of Egalit6
and owing his throne to a revolution, he tried in vain to
be legitimist. The French nobles of the ancien regime
never acknowledged him as a body, though some few pre-
tended to "rally" to his cause There were but few
conspiracies against him; even two efforts made by Louis
Napoleon had no chance of success Legitimacy being
dead and Bonapartism not yet having raised its head
again, it remained that he had to be a constitutional
sovereign.  He was amiable and modest; Frenchmen had
no fault to find with him except that he had no command-
ing presence, and was nicknamed King Pear; but he was
under the taint which his father's action had attached to
the name of Orleans, thetaint of dallying with revolutionism
in order to obtain the crown from the legitimate Louis X V I..
He had had a life of poverty; but during his reign of
eighteen years he amassed a consderable fortune which
was invested in foreign countries, so that, when he in his
turn wes expelled, his family as well as himsdf, and it
was a very large family, were well off.

M. Adolphe Thiers was minister, and for a short time
Prime Minister, in thisreign; he was dso one of the ablest
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French historians and wrote the history of the Republic,
Consulate, and Empire. The thoughts of Frenchmen
under the Orleanist regime can be understood from his
work. The bourgeois government meant that policy could
be neither revolutionary nor truly royal. There was a
feeling of satisfaction that "we were governed by our
middle-class equals/* but this was not enough for the
French idee of honour and glory; "itis necessary, according
to an old writer, that the Fatherland should be not only
prosperous but also sufficiently glorious." Hence came the
yearning after distinction. Thiers thought that the most
glorious period in French history was that of the Directory
1796-97, when "France at the height of her power was
mistress of all the soil which extends from the Rhine to
the Pyrenees, from the sea to the Alps...when no eye,
however piercing, could see in that generation of heroes
any who would commit crime or stifle liberty." Therefore,
when he was Prime Minister himself, he had his programme
of glory. Helonged to see the Orleanist dynasty as glorious
as the best of the Bourbons or Napoleon himself, or, better
still, as glorious as was the Directory before Bonaparte
stifled liberty. Of course such an ideal was impossible.
The bourgeois king at a critical moment failed to respond,
and this yearning after military honour, which the writings
of Thiers did so much to encourage, only gathered strength
later under Napoleon 111. In fact the historian-premier
created the Napoleonic legend, that is to say encouraged
Frenchmen to believe that the glories of Napoleon were
far greater than his crimes, but was unable to create an
Orleanist glory.

In domestic affairs it is but natural to find that con-
stitutionalism was established in a thoroughly middle-class
manner. Membership of the Assembly was, by the electoral
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law, open to those who paid 500 francs in direct taxes;
qualification as an elector was fixed at 200 francs, or at
100 francs for officials and professional men, which gave
a voting strength in all France of about 200,000 citizens.
Therefore respectability and consequent capacity to vote
was a matter of money or profession; and we are irre-
sistibly reminded of Disraeli's policy of what John Bright
styled "fancy franchises/' Similarly, by the municipal
law, the same type of men elected town councillors, from
whom mayors were chosen by the government. The same
men again composed the National Guard, providing arms
and uniform at their own expense.

Foreign policy, of course, had to proceed on middle
lines. LouisPhilippe could not possibly support Metternich
and the autocrats of Russia and Prussia. If Thiers, like
the older Whigs of William | I I and Anne, stood for a bold
foreign policy, he also resembled them as advocate of
parliamentary government; his was the party of the
left centre. Guizot, another historian-minister, who had
aready held office under Charles X, was rather of the
type of the constitutional Tories of the same period; he
was a parliamentarian, yet preferred to se a pronounced
influence exercised by the king himself; and thus he
belonged to the right centre. Extremists were the right
and left wings of the Chamber, Legitimist Royalists and
avowed Radicals respectively.

Events in several foreign countries immediately tested
the capacity of the new government. It was impossible
for Paris to have its July Revolution without the govern-
ments of neighbouring countries being aso shaken.
Naturally enough Belgium followed suit in the autumn of
the same year 1830. The Belgians declared in their
"Proclamation of Independence" that though they were
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in amajority over the Dutch by about fiveto two millions,
they were outvoted in the States General; that the National
Debt of Holland was much greater than theirs before
1814, yet they paid taxes higher out of all proportion; that
almost all officials were Dutch, and the official language
was Dutch; and that mercantile policy favoured the Dutch,
for with their possibilities as a manufacturing nation they
wanted some form of protection, whilst the shipowning
Dutch were in favour of free trade. Beyond all this
Belgium was largely Roman Catholic, though with a free-
thinking element, and a sense of unity between Flemings
and Brabanters and Walloons had been growing up during
French rule; the Calvinistic Dutch had in other periods
been bitterly opposed to France, and their sense of nation-
ality did not go so far as to acknowledge the Belgians as
their equals. The outbreak took place at Brussels suddenly
on August 25. A small Dutch army, advancing to the
suburbs of the capital, was driven back on September
21-27. A. National Congress met on November 16 to
proclaim independence. In February 1831 the second son
of Louis Philippe was chosen to be king, for the middle-
class Belgians had no liking for a republic. But then
Britain intervened, for on no account might a cadet of
any Great Power hold the country which lies nearest to the
mouth of the Thames. In June the choice fell upon
Leopold of Saxe Coburg, late king-elect of Greece; he
accepted the crown, and was recognised by the British
government. He was a straightforward and honourable
king, and we know that his grandson has preferred to
pursue the path of honour, though another Coburger
and other Germans called to govern non-German countries
and their German relations have subordinated national
needs to the interests of Germanism. The French, not
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taking it amiss that their candidate was rejected, supported
the new government. When King William of Holland
refused to surrender Antwerp, a French army under
Marshal Gerard—he had commanded an army corps at
the battle of 1jgny, and had tried to persuade Grouchy to
march to the sound of the guns at Waterloo—came to
besiege Antwerp and marched across the field of Waterloo
on the way; an English squadron blockaded the mouth
of the Scheldt, and Antwerp was surrendered December

Duke of Coburg, lineally descended from
the Elector of Saxony who lost the electorate in 1547
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1832. The Dutch finally retained most of Luxemburg and
the fortress of Maestricht. Yet King William did not
give way to a fina settlement till 1838, and the Treaty of
London guaranteeing Belgian Neutrality was not signed
till April 1839; the guarantors of this scrap of paper
were Austria, France, Great Britain, Prussia, and Russia

In one particular the Belgians lost considerably by
cuttingtheir connectionwithHolland. TheDutch, holding
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both banks of the mouth of the Scheldt, could prevent ships
from passing to and from Antwerp. Therefore the great
port was useless to free Belgium. |1t was not till 18G3 that
free navigation wasbought from the Dutch, and the Antwerp
that we knew in 1914 is the creation of quite modern days.
Poland also had her insurrection. Tsar Alexander | had
in 1815 intended to govern constitutionally with a Chamber
as King of Poland. He put in as Viceroy his brother
Constantine, who married a Polish princess. When he
became a reactionary, Poland of course suffered; freedom
of speech and freedom of the press disappeared, and mili-
tary colonies of Russians were introduced. Consequently
secret societies were formed, for if any country aspired to
freedom, especially after enjoying a period of enthusiasm
for Napoleon, that country was Poland. The insurrection
burst out at Warsaw November 1830. Probably the Poles
took off the attention of Nicholas from Belgium and at-
tracted it to themselves, thereby helping a distant country
to their own loss. Both French and British sympathised,
and Palmerston and Grey gave offence to the Russians by
what they said, but they were too far away to send any
help; thus, while they held out for Belgian independence,
no autocratic power interfered to help Holland, but, while
tjiey only talked, the Russian autocrat crushed Poland.
In Italy the Carbonari were still active. Since their
failure ten years back their head-quarters were at Paris,
from which some attempt was made to knit together the
threads of revolutionary feeling. Yet when they tried to
raise the standard of revolt, profiting by the impetus
given by the July Revolution, the risings in 1831 were
but feeble and isolated. The kings and dukes of Bourbon