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INTRODUCTION.

WVhile studying at the University of California I
often visited the many little curio shops owned by Vhite
Russian émigres in the San Francisco bay region. During
one of these visits I met a gentleman who took a great
interest in my studies. "When I was a student," he said,
"my life's ambition was to write the world's greatest novel.

But I read ¥er and Peace and now I know that the world's

greatest novel has already been written."

Not being a literary expert I cannot attest to the
truth of the gentleman's statement. However, Count Leo
Tolstoy's famous historical novel 1is certainly one of the
foremost literary works of modern times. But literary

excellence is not the only forte of War and Peace; the

historien will find this work a reliable narrative of
Russia's part in the Napoleonic Wars.

The life of several fictional families prominent in
St. Petersburg and loscow society at the turn of the nine-
teenth century forms the basis for the theme of the novel.
The young men of these families take active part in the
Napoleonic Wars, and in this way Tolstoy weaves together
his story of peace on the homefront and war on the battle-
front.

Tolstoy takes his reader slong with the Russian army
as i1t marches into Austria in 1805 to oopose Napoleon.
The reader witnesses the defeat of the Russian and Austrian

forces at Austerlitz and is present at the Tilsit conference
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two years later., But it is Napoleon's invasion of Russia
in 1812 that dominates the reader's interest as the story

of War and Peace unfolds. This sanguinary adventure, one of

the outstanding military campaigns of history, is so vivid-
ly presented that the reader can almost feel the hardships
endured by both the French and Russian forces.

Though the theme of ¥ar and Peace is built around the

lives and loves of fictional personages, Tolstoy describes
many actual events and introduces his reader to the import-
ant historical characters in the struggle between Napoleon
and Russia., The reader meets Napoleon, Alexander, Emperor
of Russia and Napoleon's chief political sdversary, such
famous Marshals as Ney and Lurat, and Tolstoy's hero, old
General Kﬁtusov, Nanoleon's leading onnonents on the field
of battle.

References to historical persons and events were not

inserted into War and Peace with reckless abandon. Aylmer

Yaude, Tolstoy's biographer and personal friend, says "...
Tolstoy was scrupulously careful as to the actual incidents
of the historic scenes depicted, and never put a remark into
the mouth of an historical character for which he -had not
good warrent [sic] ."l This thesis has been prepared with
the intention of substantiating, or refuting, Tolstoy's
historical accuracy.

Before proceeding with the main portion of this thesis
it will be of benefit to glance at the life of the author

1 Aylmer Maude, Life of Tolstoy (2 vols., London, 1930), I, 433.
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of War and Peace. The two volume work of Aylmer Maude,

Life of Tolstoy, furnishes a complete picture of the life
of this great Russian author. Maude's personal relations
with Tolstoy contribute much to the value of this book.
Count Leo Tolstoy was born in 1828 on his family's
estate, Yasnaya Polyana, two hundred miles south of Moscow.
He spent a few years at Kazan University, and in 1851 went
to the Caucasus as a cadet in the Russian army. In 1854 he
was commissioned in the artillery and immediately went to
the Crimea where he took part in the defense of Sevastopol
during the Crimean War (1854-55)., With the close of that
war he withdrew from military service to devote his time to
developing the family estates. EHe married in 1862 and in
1863 began work on what was destined to be his greatest

book, War and Peace. "Tolstoy used at this time to spend

whole days in the Rumyantsev luseum in Moscow studying books
and manuscripts relating to the times of Alexander I,..."z

He even spent several days at Borodino sketching the environs
and talking with the few survivors of that famous battle of

1812.3 The first complete edition of Var and Peace was pub-

lished in 1869. Tolstoy died in 1210 at the advanced age
of eighty two.

The experiences of Tolstoy's femily life enabled him
to present a living picture of the world of the Russian

aristocracy in the early nineteenth century, and his ser-

vice in the Crimea was invaluable in giving him a true

gA. Maude, Life of Tolstoy, I, 303.
Ibid., I, 303.
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feeling of what war is like. EHEis descrintions of battle
scenes and thoughts of soldiers are extrsordinary.

The factual material in this study is drawn mainly
from the Napoleonic memoir writers whose works were access-
ible. To test overall historical accuracy, the works of
several of the foremost Napoleonic historians have been con-
sulteds The famous twelve volume work of Adolphe Thiers,

Eistory of the Consulate and the Emnire of France under

Navoleon, has been frequently quoted since Tolstoy often
makes direct references to Thiers. The Modern Library's

edition of War snd Peace, translated by Constance Garnett,

was used as the basic work in this thesis,



CHAPTER I
AUSTERLITZ

In the spring of 1805 Napoleon was at Boulogne, on
the English Channel, prevaring his army for an invasion
of England. In April the Third Coslition was created when
Russia signed a treaty with England and joined in the war
against Napoleon. Austria joined the coalition in July and
declared war sgainst Napoleon in September. But in August,
in anticipation of the strategy of the Third Coalition,
Napoleon abandoned the plans of en invasion of England and
marched eastward into Germany. leanwhile, Emperor Alexander
of Russia began moving his troops westward into Moravia.
"...the Russian troops were occupying the towns snd villages
of the Austrian archduchy, and fresh regiments kept arriving
from Russig..."l says Tolstoy as he begins the story of
Russia's role in the Third Coalition.

Napoleon outmaneuvered and surrounded the Austrian
General Yack at Ulm, on the Danube River in Wurttemberg,
and on October 20, 1805, llack peacefully surrendered his
army. At this time the Russian troops under Kutuzov were
encamping at Braunau, in PRavaria, 160 miles west of Vienna.
Enroute from Ulm 2ack reports in person to Kutuzov at the
Russian headquarters. "You see the unfortunate ack,"

Tolstoy has the Austrisn general say.3

1 Count Leo Tolstoy, War and Pezce (New York, n.d.), p.97.

2 1pid., p.109.



Both Thiers® and Theodore A. Dodge, in his four vol-

ume work Great Captains - Napoleon,4 mention that Mack

passed through Braunsu and reported to Kutuzov. General
Rapp, one of Napoleon's principal field officers, states
that at Ulm lMack appeared before severel French officers
who did not recognize him and he said to them "'You see be-
fore you the unfortunate Mack 1™ Tolstoy may have taken
this remark and incorvorated it into the Braunau report
since, as will be seen leter, Tolstoy has used Rappn's
memoirs.

Seeing that he was greatly outnumbered by Napoleon,
Kutuzov began to withdraw his troops along the Danube in
order to reach the Russian forces still moving into Austria.
Tolstoy says "Kutuzov fell back to Vienna.,6 destroying be-
hind him the bridges over the river Inn (in Braunau) and the
River Traun (in Linz)...."7

Rapp recalls "...he‘[kutuzov] abandoned the Inn, the
Traun, and the Enns, and disappeared...."8 General Savary,
one of Napoleon's staff officers, states "...we found not a
singlé bridge that we had not to rebuild entirely: the Rus-

gians burned them in a mgnner that was till then unknown to

3 Louis Adolph Thiers, History of the Consulate and the

Empire of France under Napoleon (12 vols., London, 1894,
trans., by D. Forbes Campbell and John Stebbing), IV, 27.
Theodore A. Dodge, Great Captains - Napoleon (4 vols.,
London, 1907), II, 222.

General Count Jean Rapv, Memoirs of Genergl Count Rapp
(2 vole., London, 18233), II, 38.

Perhaps the translation should be "towsrd Vienna". The
Russians never passed through the Austrian capital.

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p.1l20.

J. Rapp, Kemoirs, II, 50.

o=~ OO0 O »
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us;..."9 Thiersl® and Dodge11 say that Kutuzov withdrew
burning the bridges along the Lanube.

But the French forces were not the only concern of
Kutuzov as he withdrew. Tolstoy mentions that the Austrian
populace grew increasingly hostile toward the Russians
while the Russians began to lose confidence in their Austrian
allies, 13 Thiers, a leader of the Napoleonic Legend school,
states "They [Russians] plundered, ravaged, even murdered,
behaving like downright barbarisns, so that the French were
almost regsrded as deliverers by the people of the country...."13
Dodge modifies the statement of Thiers by saying that the
French did everything possible to create a rift between the

Russians and the Austriana.14

Occasionally the Russians had to halt to enable their
baggage and artillery to keep up with the main force. A%t
these halts it would sometimes be necessary for the rear
guard to engage the French vanguard. Tolstoy notes that
especially stubborn and courageous actions took place at
Lambach and Amsteten, along the Danube ninety miles west
of Vienna,1® Dodge says that at Lambach "...the French
imperial recruit for the first time tasted the quality of

his new foe, and learned to respect his courage and endur-

9 General Jeen Savar{, Memoirs of the Duke of Rovigo
10 (4 vols., London, 1828), I, 102.

11 L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate snd Empire, IV, 31.
12 T. A. Dodge, Great Captains, II, 222.

13 L. Tolstoy, ¥Yar and Peace, p.132.

14 L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Emnire, IV, 36,
15 T. A. Dodge, Great Captains, II, 235.

L. Tolstoy, Wexr and Peace, p.133.
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a.nce...."16 and at Amsteten "...the French here got a bet-
ter idea than before of the stubborn courage of the Russian
soldier,..." 17

On the ninth of November Kutuzov crossed over to the
left bank of the Danube leaving the main French force on the
right bank. On the eleventh Kutuzov halted his retreat,
turned his army, and at Durrenstein, on the Danube fifty
miles west of Vienna, attacked the corps of Marshal Mortier
coming up the left bank. Tolstoy relates how the exhausted
Russian troops compoletely routed the French in their first
18

important engagement.
Thiers,19 Dodge,20 and Friedrich M. Kircheisen, in his
book Napoleon,@l g11 tell of the bloody encounter at Durren-
stein. This battle is also mentioned by such memoir writers
as Savary?zGeneral Marbotgsthen a young field officer with
the French, Count Segur,24 one of Napoleon's aides, and
Baron Meneval,25 Napoleon's private secretary. All these
writers include something Tolstoy forgot to mention - the

French were outnumbered six to one}

is T. A, Dodge, Great Captains, II, 236-37.
Ibid.’ II, 228.
L. Tolstoy, llar end Peace, p. 133.

19 1.0 A, Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV, 38-41.

20 7, A, Dodge, Great Captains, II, 23334,
2l Friedrich M., Kircheisen, Napoleon (New York, 1832, trans.
o3 by Henry St. Lawrence), D.33le

J. Savary, Memoirs, I, 105.
83 Jean de Mérbot, Eemoi;g of Baron de Marbot (2 vols.,

London, 1892, trans. by Arthur J. Butler), I, 179-80.
Jean de Segur, An Aide-de-Camp of Napoleon (New York,1895,
revised by Count Louis de Segur; trans. by H.A.Patchett-

25 Martin), p. 216-20.
Claude-fFrancoie de lleneval, Memoirs of Baron Cleude-

Francois de Yeneval (3 vols., New York, 1894, ed.by Napo-

leon Joseph de leneval; trans. by Robert H. Sherard),I, 393.
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In an attempt to cut off Kutuzov Napoleon sent larshal
Murat ahead to capture Vienna. The main bridze across the
Danube in the Austrian capital was a long wooden span called
Tabor Bridge. The French hoped to capture this structure
before the Austrians could fire it. Bilibin, one of the

lesser fictional characters in War and Peacep,tells Prince

Andrey Bolkonsky, one of the principal fictional characters,
how the French gained control of Tabor without firing &
shot and without having the bridge burned.‘g6

Vienna was undisputed and the French marched straight
to the bridge unmolested. The Austrian rear guard was
ready to fire the bridge when Marshals Yurat and Lannes
and General Bellard walked across it and talked to the
Austrian officers convincing them that an armistice had
been called (though this was untrue). Whik the false par-
ley was tsking place the French troops crossed the bridge,
threw the incendiary material into the river, and captured
the Austrian guns,

Thiers,2? Dodge,28 Kircheisen,?9 and August Fournier,

in his work Nspoleon the First,% tell of the ruse at Tabor
Bridge in words similar to those of Bilibin. Marbot,Sl

26 1, Tolstoy, Yar and Peace, pp. 144-45,

27 1. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV,
42-44,

28 1. A. Dodge, Great Centains, II, 238-39.

29 F, M, Kircheisen, Nanoleon, D. 33l

30 Apugust Fournier, Napoleon the First, (New York, 1925, ed.
by Edward G. Bourne; trans. by iiargaret B. Corwin and
Arthur D. Bissell), p. 311.

31 5, Marbot, Memoirs, I, 181-82.
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Meneval,33 Savary,33 and Captain Jean Coignet, then an en-
listed men with the French,34 all tell the exact same story.

With Vienna in the hands of the French, Xurat hastened
northward to intercept Kutuzov's line of march. The Rus-
slan general planned to turn northesst from the Danube and
try to march to Olmiitz and meet the main force of the Rus-
sian army. Murat was in a position to helt his march. Tak-
ing a gambler's chance, Kutuzov sent General Bagration
southeastward to Hollabrunn to try to stop Murat.

Tolstoy says that when EBagration's force confronted
Murat the French marshall thought it was Kutuzov's whole
army and was afraid to attack. Remembering the success of
his false armistice at Tabor Bridge, Murat proposed a three-
day truce, his object being to sllow enough time for the
French forces to collect at Hollabrunn, thirty miles north-
west of Vienna, and then overwhelm the Russiéns. But the
ruse backfired on lurgt because time was just what Kutuzov
needed to escape the French. Kutuzov ordered Bagration to
send General Winzengerode, a staff officer of the Emperor
Alexander, to Murat with a false armistice ostensibly from
the Emperor of Russia. Napoleon soon learned of Muret's

blunder and ordered him to attack Bagration immediately.35
Kircheisen36 and Fournier3? agree with Tolstoy's des-

cription of the false armistice ot Hollabrunne However,

gg C. Meneval, Memoirs,I, 396.

24 J. Savary, iemoirs,I, 106.
Jean Coignet, The Narrative of Captain Coignet, (New Yark,

35 1890, ed. by Loredan Larchey; trans. by Mrs. M. Carey), 121.
25 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 151-52.
F. K. Kirchelsen, Ngpoleon, p.332.

37 A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, p. 31l.
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Thiers38 and Dodge39 have a different version of the srmi-
stice. They say that Bagration initiated the request for
an armistice hoping that Yurat would be duped and thereby
enable Kutuzov's main force to escape.

The question now arises as to which interoretation to
accept as closer to the actuzl happening. All four authors
are eminent Navoleonic scholars, but the author of this
thesis believes Kircheisen and Fournier to be slightly more
reliable than Thiers and Dodze. Thiers was one of the first
scholars to undertake the writing of the history of Ianoleon
and therefore could not have had a knowledze of 211 the
documents available concerning Napoleon's era. Dodge,
though hsually reputable, has worked mainly from secondary
sources and, having written after Thiers, may have been in-
fluenced by Thiers. Kircheisen and Fournier both lived
nany years after Thiers and have therefore benefitted by
all the Napoleonic scholarshio that has gone before them.
Also, they were not as prone to use secondary sources as
was Dodge.

Napoleon wrote a biting despatch to Murat chiding him
for being duped by Bagration and treating with Winzengerode,
an unauthorized envoy. XNurat was ordered to march on Bag-
ration's force. Thiers40 and Dodze4l have practically the
same translation of this despatch as Tolstoy.43

Upon receipt of Napoleon's despatch Murat attacked

38 L. A, Thiers, History .of Consulate and Empire, IV, 49.
89 7, A, Dodge, Great Captains, II, 246-47.
2% L. A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, IV, 50,
43 Te A. Dodge, PFreat Cantains, 1II, 247-48.

L. Tolstoy, VWar and Peace, pp. 152-53.




Bagration. Tolstoy gives a stirring description of the
action at Hollabrunn where the outnumbered Russian force
held the French in check until late into the evening.43 Tol-

stoy has only one footnote in War and Pezce and it apnears

in the narrative of the battle at Hollabrunn. Supplementing
his description of a Russian infantry charge, Tolstoy in-
cludes this footnote: "This was the attack of which Thiers
says: 'The Russians behaved valiantly and, which is rare in
warfare, two bodies of infantry marched resolutely upon each
other, neither giving way before the other came up.' And
Napoleon on 8t. Helena said: 'Some Russian battalions showed
intrepidity.'"

The quotation from Thiers is found in the fourth vol-
ume of the History of the Consulate and Empire on page fifty.

Napoleon's 26th Bulletin from Znaim, dated November 13, 1805,
contains the statement "Some battalions of Russian gren-
adiers showed great intrepidity...." 44

Thiers,45 Dodge,46 Kircheisen,47 and Fournier48 give
brief accounts of the Hollabrunn action all in accord with
Tolstoy's presentation (Tolstoy includes much materisl on
the experiences of fictional characters). LlLention is made

in Var and Peace of the Russians setting fire to Hollgbrunn,4°

43

44 L. Tolstoy, War snd Peace, pp. 153-74.

Eighteen Original Journals of the Campaigns of the Emperor
45 Napoleon, (2 vols. London, 1817), II, 46.
48 L. A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, IV, 50,
47 T. A, Dodge, Great Captains, II, 248.
F. Y, Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 333.
48 4, Fournier, NaﬁoIeon the First, p. 313.

49 L. Tolstoy, Ver end Peace, D. 1623,
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Marbot, who passed through the town following the battle,
states, "This unlucky town had been so completely burnt
that we could not find a single house to take shelter in...."50

Bagration succeeded in holding back lurat until Kut-
uzov could escape. Kutuzov joined the main body of Russian
troops at Olmﬁtz, in Moravia, 110 miles north of Vienne,
where they were encamped with the Emperor Alexander., Niko-
lay Rostov, a fictional junior under Kutuzov, went to visit
some of his friends who had just arrivedat Olmitz with the
Russian Imperial Guard. Tolstoy says "The guards had made
thelr march as though it were a pleasure excursion, priding
themselves on their smartness and discipline. They moved
in short stages, their knapsacks were carried in the trans-
port waggons, and at every halt the Austrian government
provided the officers with excellent dinners...."o% Savary,
who was at the Allied headquarters as an envoy of Nepoleon,
recalls ".,..I saw the Russian guards pass by on their ar-
rival from St. Petersburg to join the army. It was a magni-
ficent body, composed of men of prodigious stature, who did
not eppear to be very much fatigued with so long a ;journey."53

When all the Russian troopvs were assembled together
with the Austrian forces a grand review was staged at 0Ol-
mutz., Toletoy describes the impressions of the young Rostov
a8 he watches Alexander ride among the regiments. "The

handsome, youthful Emperor Alexander....attracted the greater

share of attention with his pleasant face and sonorous, low

gg J. Marbot, Memoirs, I, 185.
L. Tolstoy, Var and Peace, p. <15.

Savary, Memoirs, I, 122,
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voice...."53 Ssvery couments favorably on Alexander by say-
ing "...he awed me by tﬂ; mejesty and nobleness of his look.
Nature had done much for him; and it would have been diffi-
cult to find a model so perfect snd so graceful,.,."54

A council of war was held at Olﬁﬁtz by Alexander end
Emperor Francis of Austria. Tolstoy relates "At the coun-
cil it had been decided, contrary to the advice of the elder
genersls, Kutuzov and Prince Schwarzenberg, to advance st
once and to fight a general engagement with Bonaparte....
The voices of those who urged delay, and counselled waiting
for something end not advancing, had been so unanimously
drowned and their arguments had been confuted by such in-
dubitable proofs of the advantages, that what had been dis-
cussed at the council, the future battle and the victory
certain to follow it, seemed no longer future but past...."
Tolstoy says 1t was the younger officers of the staff, led
by Russian Prince Dolgorukov and egged on by Austrian Gen-
eral Weierother, the chief of staff, that convinced Alex-
ander that the time had come to strike at Napoleon.55

Thiers states that Alexander was taken in by Weler-
other's plan of action snd was"...wholly under the influ-
ence of the Dologoroukis,..."56 Fournier mentions that Alex-
ander was especlially urged on to battle by Vieierother.°’
Savary recalls that in his mission to the Allied head-

gg L. Tolstoy, War snd Peace, p.233.
J. Savary, lemoirs, I, 114.
55 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p.227.
56 L, A, Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV, 56
57 A, Fournier, Navoleon the First, p.236.
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quarters he noticed "All the young veovle who were there
really believed that we Y?rench] were afraid, and endeavour-
ing to escape from them.," 58

Kirchelsen says "Alexander and his flatterers were con-
vinced that they would have an easy task in defeating Napo-
leon...."59 But he feels that Kutuzov's plan to retreat
into lMoravia was ovposed because of the widespread belief
that supplies would not be abundant enough to sustain the
Allied army for a long period of time. Hence, it was recom-
mended that an attack would be the lesser of two evils. €0

Tolstoy gives the story of General Savery's mission to
the Allied headquarters:

At dawn on the 17th,6l a French officer was conducted from
our Allied outposts into Vishau. He came under a flag

of truce to ask for an interview with the Russian Emperor.
This officer was Savary. The Tsar had only just fallen a-
sleep, and so Savary had to wait. At midday he was admit-
ted to the Emperor, and asn hour later he rode away &ac-
companied by Prince Dolgorukov to the outposts of the French
arny. Savary's mission was,...t0 propose a meeting between
Alexander and Napoleon. A personal interview was,... Tre-
fused, and instead of the Tsar, Prince Dolgorukov,... was
despatched with Savary to undertake negotiations with
Napoleon,... 62

Thiers describes the Savary mission much as Tolstoy
does,63 but Savary, in his memoirs, relates a different ver-
gsion. Napoleon sent him to treat with Alexander and upon
arrival at the Allied headouarters [eight o'clock in the
morning] he learned that the Russisn Emperor was still re-

tired, so he elected to wait. After an interview with Savary,

58 7, Savary, Memoirs, I, 126.

59 F. M. Kircheisen, Navoleon, p. 335.

€0 1bid., p. 334

6l November 29th on the Western calendar.
62 1L, Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 233.

3 L. A Thiers, History of the Consulate end Empire, IV, 59.
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Alexander refused to treat with Napoleon on the grounds
that the Austrian emperor must slso be included. Following
the interview Savary spent the remainder of the day at the
Allied headquarters. Being unsuccessful in gaining an armi-
stice on the first attempt, Napoleon sent Savary back to
Alexander, this time requesting a personsl interview between
the two empverors. Alexander refused the interview but sent
Dolgorukov along with Savary to speak with Napoleon.84

Concerning the fact that Savary snent an entire day at
the Allied headquarters Meneval says "The Emperor Napoleon
had sent General Savary from his bivouac to present his com-
pliments to the Emperor Alexander, and at the same time to
take notice of what was going on around him." 65

Allied headquarters throbbed with activity as prepar-
ations were made to attack the French. "At ten o'clock in
the morning (éve of the battle of Austerlitz], Weierother
with his plans rode over to Kutuzov's quarters, where the
council of war was to take place. All the commsnders of
columns were summoned,.."6€6

Tolstoy tells of the eager Weierother blurting out his
intricate battle plan to the indifferent generals; pudgy
Kutuzov sleepily ignoring the plan and having no desire to
command the operations of the next dey; Buxhevden with his
mind far away; Miloradovitch giving attention tainted with

sarcasm; Langeron trying to argue with Welerother; and Doh-

64 5, savary, lemoirs, I, 112-27.
¥eneval, leuwoirs, I, 333, Savary's memoirs hint of
this mission when he tells of his watching the arrival
€6 of the Russian Imperisl Guards. See above, page 9.

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 236.
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turov seemingly the only one seriously interested in the
plans.67

Tolstoy's description of the war council agrees with
Thiers®8 snd Kircheisen§® Tolstoy, however, says that Veler-
other was entirely responsivle for drawing up the compli-
cated plan’C® while Kircheisen maintains that "Weyrother,
it is true, was ordered to draw up a plan of operations,
but this merely meant writing down the instructions given
him by Alexander and his adviseTrS...." /1

Prince Adam Czartoryski, Polish patriot and personal
advisor to Emperor Alexender, was present at Austerlitz and
comments on Weierother in a manner similar to Tolstoy:’?

"He [Welerother] was an officer of great bravery and mili-
tary knowledge, but, like General lack, he trusted too much
in his coubinations, which were often complicated, and did
not admit that they might be foiled by the skill of the
eneny...." 73

Czartoryski goes on to say "I did not take part in the
military council assembled to carry out this decision [to
attack Napoleon) as 1t was entirely opposed to my opinions.

I do not know whether General Kutuzov was admitted to it; but

his advice was certainly not listened to0....The instructions

67 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 236.

€8 L. A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, IV, 65-66

€9 p, 1, Kircheisen, Napoleon, p.335.

70 1, Tolstoy, ¥ar and Peace, p. 236,

1 p, . Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 335,

72 1, Tolstoy, Mar and Peace, DD. 236-37.

73 Prince Adam Czartoryski, lemoirs of Prince Adem Czartoryski
and his Corresnondence with Alexander I (2 vols., London,
1888, ed. by Adam Gieland), II, 102.
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which were to direct the movements of each generzl did not,
I think, reach them till the morning of the 2nd of December
[the day of the battle of Austerlitz]..."74

"hile the Allied council of war was in session on the
eve of Austerlitz, eighty miles north of Vienna, KNikolay
Rostov was on picket duty in the front lines stumbling
through the darkness: "Behind him could be seen the imuense
expanse of the dimly burning fires of our [Russian] army;
before him was the misty darkness....“75 Marbot recalls
"There was no moon, and the darkness of the night was in-
creaesed by a thick fog which made progress very difficult...." ©

The senior officers on the picket line fancied they
had heard some commotion in the French lines and sent Ros-
tov to investigate. Tolstoy remarks "The shouts and lights
in the enemy's [French] army had been due to the fact that
while Napoleon's proclamation had been read to the troops,
the Emperor had himself ridden among the bivouacs. The
soldiers on seeing the Emperor had lighted wisps of straw
and run after him, shouting, 'Vive 1l'empereur!'"™ Tolstoy
then goes on to give the proclamation.77 It is the typi-
cal Ngpoleonic proclamation urging the soldiers to fight
bravely and win a victory worthy of their nation and their
emperor.

Several memoir ﬁriters, present at the demonstration,

substantiate Tolstoy's description. lfarbot and Constant,

74 4. Czertoryski, lemoirs, II, 1086.
Tolstoy, VWar and Peace, p. 24l.

76 7, Marbot, lMemoirs, I, 187.

7 1, Tolstoy, Yar end Peace, pp. 244-45.
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Napoleon's valet,?8 tell how Napoleon rode through the
bivousc amid the shouts and lighted straw torches of the
troops. Marbot adds that there was band music and says
that the Emperor's escort struck upon the idea of torches
to illuminate the pathway.79 Coignet mentions the music
of regimental bands and notes that the enthusiasm of the
men was not because of the proclamation but because of the
presence of the Emperor.80 Barres, a French line officer,
recalls the men trying to light Napoleon's path and follow-
ing after him with their torches.®!

Napoleon's proclamation on the eve of Austerlitz ap-
pears in Thiers82 and Dodge83 with almost the identical
translation as in Tolstoy.

The morning of the battle the Allied troops scurried
about in cold fog trying to be at the right place at the
right time. Tolstoy presents a very real picture of the
anxiety of the troops as they were marched to-and-fro and
finally halted when the higher command had to admit that
the march orders were in great confusion. "But after they
had been marching on for about an hour in the thick fog, a
great part of the troops had to halt, and an unpleasant im-

Bression of mismanagement and misunderstanding spread through

78 Constant, Memoirs of Constant (4 vols., New York, 1895,
' g trans. by Elizsbeth G. Yartin), II, 133.
80 Je Ma;bot, M%moirs, I, 197.
81 J. Coignet, lemoirs, p.lBZ,

Jean-Baptiste Barres, Memoirs of a Napoleonic Officer
(New York, 1925, ed. by laurice Barres; trans. by Bernard
Miall(, p. 74.

L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate gnd Empire,IV,64,
T. A. Dodge, Great Captains, II, 278-79,

83
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the ranks...." 84

Barres85 and Savary86 recall the heavy fog on the morn-
ing of the battle, and Kircheisen says "Dense clouds covered
the country and prevented any clear view...."87 The latter
also states that confusion was produced in the Allied ranks
due to the lste hour at which the Allied plans were distri-
buted and the many wrong distances used in those plans.88

Czartoryski reflects the tactical situation in the final
hour of preparation:
eesl looked round in every direction and saw a vast plain.
A column of Austrian infantry which seemed to me loose in
formation ceme to arrange itself in order of battle. Anxiety
was lmpressed on the faces of the Austrian generals, the
officers, and even the soldiers. The artillery officers
alone did not give way to the general depression, and ex-
pressed absolute confidence in the effect of their guns.
Our wings did not seem to be in any way secured; on the
right were to be seen the Guerds, who, following the plan
traced out to them, were to move off to a greater distance,
which would render it difficult to render any assistance on
the side, while on our left it was impossible. 89

The fog shrouded the field of battle at Austerlitz and
hid the French forces from the eyes of the Allies. Tolstoy
relates thaet Napoleon, on horseback with all his marshals,
gstood on the heights above the battleground end waited for
the opportune moment to attack the Allies. "His forecasts
were turning out correct. Part of the Russian forces were
going down into the valley towards the ponds and lakes,
while part were evacuating the heights of Pratzen, which he
[Napoleon] regardedas the key position, and had intended to
84 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 245-47.
Barres, lemoirs, p. 75.
Sevary, Yemoirs, I, 132-33.
M. Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 335.

89 Ibid., p. 335.
A, Czartoryski, Memoirs, II, 107,
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take., He saw through the fogzg, in the dip between two
hills near the village of Pratzen, Russian columns with
glittering bayonets moving always in one direction towards
the valleys, and vanishing one after another into the mist.
eee” About nine o'clock the sun broke through the fog and
shone brilliantly on the onposing forces. This was the
moment; Napoleon gave orders to begin the battle.90

Thiers mentions the fog and Nepoleon waiting until
what he judged to be the critical moment to begin the battles:
the moment when the sun gleamed down on the field, 91 Dodge
also tells of the heavy mist which hid the French lines end
describes the "...sun of Austerlitz..."92

Meneval recalls Napoleon's actions: "The Euperor, on
horseback from the break of day, surrounded by his marshals,
kept them by his side until the mist,...had been entirely
dispelled. Then, on a signal which he gave, each galloped
off to his corps..." 93

Segur remarks: "During this time the rising sun was ob-
secured by heavy mists which seemed to the Russians to favour
their flank movement forwsrds to the left; but on the con-
trary they veiled our attack, only deferred to surprise this
imprudént and foolish menoeuvre in the very act." 94

larbot says "The Austrians snd Russians fell into the
snare perfectly, for, weakening the rest of theilr line, they

clumsily crowded considerable forces into the bottom of Tel-

90 1. Tolstoy, Yar and Peace, pp. 248-49.

91 1, a. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV, 67,
92 7, A. Dodge, Grest Cantains, II, 282.

93 G, Meneval, Memoirs, I, 400.

94 7. Segur, Aide of Nopoleon, P. 248.
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nitz, and into the swampy valleys bordering on the pools
of Setschan and Monitz...."95

By concentrating their forces on the flanks the Allies
weakened their center [Pratzen Heights]. It was this wesk
portion of the line Napoleon determined to break through and
thus split the Allied front. The Allied forces did not ex-
vect a French offensive in the Pratzen sector and when a
French colunn began ascending the heigzhts they were totally
unprepared to repel the attack.

Tolstoy gives an especially stirring account of the
action on the Pratzen Heights.g6 "'Is it the enemy?...
Noe.e..But, look, it is...for certain....%hat does it mean?!
voices were heard saying....a2 voice in naive terror cried...
'Hey, mates, it's all up!' And this voice was like a cou~
mand.... there was a general rush, crowds, growing larger
every moment, ran back in confusion..."97

"...Prince Andrey, feeling the tears of shame and morti-
fication rising in his throat, was jumping off his horse and
running to the flage....'lads, forward!' he shrieked...
'Hurrah!'...he ran forward in the unhesitating conviction
that the whole battalion would run after him....One soldier
started, then another, and then the whole battalion with a
ghout of 'hurrah!',.." 98

Thiers does not describe Pratzen as dramatically as

Tolstoy, but the account in War snd Peace is essentially the

95 J. Marbot, lMemoirs, I, 197.
gg L. Tolstoy, ¥War gnd Peace, ppn. 253-56.
o8 Ibid., p. 254.

Ibid., ». 255.
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same as that of the former.9° Tolstoy mentions that Kutuzov
received a cheek Wound,100 a detail found also in Thiers.101l
Dodge has the same essentials and adds that at Pratzen "The
Russians indeed delievered (sie) a hearty attsck with the
bayonet, but they were met by a short range fire of the
French line;..."loz This last statement seems to pertzin to
Prince Andrey's attempt to rally the troops into a counter-
attack.

Segur recalls the storming of Pratzen: "The plateau at-
tacked on the front and in flank was scaled et a quick step
«seelhe enemy [Allies] was completely surprised; some were
8till marching towards their left, the others were facing us
on three lines, holding their ground badly....their lines
one after the other turned teil, leaving thelr knapsacks on
the ground before them, abandoning their artillery even, and
flying before our bayonets...."lo3

Czartoryski, present at Pratzen with the Emperor Alex-
ander, says:

Suddenly we perceived some French columns advancing rapidly
and pushing back the corps opposed to them. When I saw the
promptitude of the French troops, it seemed to me to sugur
i1l for the result of the day; the Emperor Alexander also
was struck by the renidity of this movement, which ceused

a real panic in the Austrisn ranks....A moment later there
was an outcry for the Emperor's safety; everyone turned his
horse and galloped off....104

While the French center was taking Pratzen, General Bag-

ration was busy engaging the French left flank. Nikolay

99
L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV, 71.

iggL. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p.254.

l.a.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, IV, 72.
1027, A, Dodge, GOreat Captsins, II, 286.
%SZJ. Segur, Aide of Napoleon, p. 249.

A. Czartoryski, lemoirs, II, 107-08,
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Rostov was sent in search of Kutuzov for more detailed
orders. On his way across the lines he rode in front of a
Rusgslan cavalry charge and narrowly missed being trampled.
Tolstoy pictures this charge: "The horse-guard had hardly
passed Rostov when he heard their shout, 'Hurrsh!' and look-
ing round saw their foremost ranks mixed up with some strange
cavalry, in red epaulettes, probably French....This was the
brilliant charge of the horse-guards of which the French
themselves expressed their admiration. Rostov was appalled
to hear afterwards that of all that mass of huge, fine men,
all of those brilliant, rich young officers and ensigns who
had galloped by him on horses worth thousands of roubles,
only eighteen were left after the charge." 105
The "brilliant charge of the horse-guards" is difficult
to determine exactly. Segur says the horse-guard attacked
Vandamme's battalions, broke through the French lines, end
almost overran Napoleon! Rap» was sent on a countercha.rge.lo6
Marbot tells of a charge upon the battalion of Napoleon's
brother Joseph by the horse-guards under Grand Duke Con-
stantine. "This regiment, composed of the most brillisnt
of the young Russian nobility, lost heavily....”107
Dodge relates that the Imperial Russian Lancer Regi-
ment was far out of position due to a misunderstanding when

entering the field. But this regiment went ahead and charged

some French cavalry only to be caught in the cross fire of

105
106 3
107

Tolstoy, Var and Peace, ppn. 2356-58,
Segur, Aide of Napoleon, ».252.

J. Marbot, Memoirs, I. 198-99.
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the French lines and be badly decluated,108

Thiers presents still a fourth charge by a detachment
of the horse-guard. This particular charge was met by &
fierce countercharge by French cavalry under Bessileres.
"Napoleon, who was present at this engagement, was delight-
ed to see the Russian youth punished for their boasting...."lo9

Tolstoy closes his story of the Allied defeat at Auster-
litz by describing the panic and suffering of the Russian
left wing as it tried to escape the French who were pushing
it back onto the lakes at the south end of the battlefield.
He tells how men, horses, and cannon gll tried to crowd
across the nsrrow dam at Augest while undergoing a deadly
cannonade from French ertillery. Dolohov, a fictional char-
acter, tries to save the day by leading some of the troops
out across the thin ice, but the ice breaks and unknown
numbers sink from sight.llo

Dodge gives a similar description of the disaster:
", ..Doctorov's division strove to reach an outlet to Aujesd
by a path between the two ponds....Some two thousand, at-
tempting to cross on the ice, were destroyed by the French
artillery, the shot of which broke their flimey footing...." 11

Thiers also says about two thousand perished as the thin

ice, pelted by artillery, gave way.llz

108 m, 4, Dodge, Greast Cavntainsg, II, 289.

109 1| A. Thiers, History of the Consulate snd Empire, IV,78.
110 4, Tolstoy, Yar and Peace, pp. 264-65.

111 7, A, Dodge, Great Captains, II, 292,

113 L. A. Thiers, Eistory of the Consulate and Empire, IV,78-7C.
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Barres,113 Coignet,114 }arbot,115 Segur,l118 and Gen-
eral Lejeune, a French staff officer,117 a1l recall the
piteous plight of the Russians at the lakes. All say many
thousands sank to their deaths. Lejeune estimates at least
six thousand died while Barres says up to fifteen thousand
lost their lives.

Kircheisen, however, introduces a different view of
the sction at the lakes: "In the French Bulletin 30 it was
maintained thet during the retreat some 20,000 Russians
were drowned in the lakes. This impudently falsified state-
ment has passed into most histories, even recent ones, and
seems to be ineradicsble. The fact is that when General
Suchet at Napoleon's order had the lakes searched a few
days after the battle, he found there only 36 guns, 138
horses, and 3 soldiers!" 118

Kircheigen's explanation is probably closer to the
truth than Thiers or Dodge for reasons already considered,119
The figures given by memoir writers cannot be relied upon
because of the inability of an untrained observer to accur-
ately estimate the size of a large body of people. These
writers were probably influenced by the report in Bulletin 30.

Following the debacle at Austerlitz the Russians with-

drew from Austria and did not ovnpose Napoleon again until a

113 5, Barres, Memoirs, pn. 76-77.

11& J. Coignet, liemoirs, pp. 134-25.
1%5 J. Yarbot, Llemoirs, I, 200.
llg J. Segur, Aide of Navoleon, p.255.

Louis Lejuene, iemoirs of Paron Lejgyne (2 vols., London,
118 1897, ed. and trans. by Nancy Bell), I, 32.
119 F. ¥, Kircheisen, Napoleon, p.336.

See above page 7.
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year later fwinter of 1806) in the wer in Prussia and Po-
land. Tolstoy's treatment of the interim between Auster-
litz and the Polish war concerns the affairs of his fict-
ional characters in lioscow and St. Petersburg.

The actuel fighting of the war in Poland is contained

in Tar end Peace only to the extent of presenting the ex-

periences of fictional persons in the Russian reserve forces
which never reach the battle front. However, the ciimax
of the war in Poland - the conference at Tilsit - is brought
into the story when Nikoley Rostov endeavors to get an inter-
view with the Emperor of Russia to plead for the life of a
comrade condemned to death by a military court. Rostov ar-
rives at Tilsit only to find that Alexander is enzaged in
a conference with Napoleon.

| Boris Drubetskoy, an acquaintance of Rostov, and a
staff officer assigned to the Russian Guard at Tilsit, was
present on the banks of the Niemen River when Alexander met
Napoleon on the raft. Tolstoy describes the scene: "He
[Boris) saw the raft with the royasl monograus, saw Napoleon's
progress through the French guards along the further bank,...
He saw both the Emperors get into boats, and Nepoleon reach-
ing the raft first, welked rapidly forwsrd, and meeting
Alexander, gave him his hand; then both disapveared into
a pavilion,..." 120

This meeting is similarly presented by Thiers,lzl

Kircheisen,122 and Fournier.l23 liemoir writers, larbot,124

120 1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 374.
%%% L. A, Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, IV, 564-65.
F. i, Kircheisen, Nepoleon, 0.401,

%52 A, Fournier, Napoleon the First, pp. 385-88.
J. larbot, llermoirs, I, o7%4.
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Lejeune, 125 Coignet,126 and Savaryl2? all mention the oc-

casion in words much like those in Yar and Pesce.

Cn July 9, 1807, the last day of the conference, the
French guards gave a dinner for the Russien guard bettalion.
Tolstoy tells of the festivities through the eyes of Rostov:
"In the market-place he rRostov] saw tables set out and pre-
parations for the banquet; in the streets he szw draveries
hung across with flags of the Russian and French colours,
and huge monograms of A and Ne In the windows of the houses,
too, there were flass and monograms." 128

Prior to the dinner the French and Russian guards held
2 mass review for Napoleon and Alexander. Tolstoy says
that during the review Napoleon asked Alexander to choose
the Russian who ", ,.bore himself most valiantly in this
last war,'..." This soldier was presented the Legion of
Honor, 129

Constant recalls: "The French imperiel guard once gave
a dinner to the guards of the Eumperor Alexander. The repast
could not have been gayer,..." He goes on to say "...His
Xajesty Napoleon paid a visit to the Emperor Alexander,
who received him at the head of his guard. The Emperor
NMapoleon asked his illustrious ally to point out to him the
bravest grenedier...He was presented to His liajesty, who de-

tached from his buttonhole his own cross of the Legion of

125 1, Lejeune, emoirs, I, 70.

126 J. Coignet, Xemoirs, p. 152.

137 g, Savery, Yemoirs, II, 75-77.
128 L. Tolstoy, Xar and Pezce, p.377.
139 1pig., pp. 380-81.
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Honor and fastened it on the breast of the luscovite
goldier.,." 130

Captain Elzear Blaze, a French field officer, remsrks:
"One of the finest reviews ever held in this world is [eic]
certainly the one held by the Emperor Napoleon at Tilsit,
«e."13l Lejeune notes: "...the time [at Tilsit) was fully
occupied with fetes, brilliant parades, and dinners,..."132
Barres mentions: "The Infantry Guard gave a dinner, on the
open ground behind our quarter of the town, to the 800 Rus-
sian Guards who came on duty about their sovereign...."133

Coignet gives a detailed descrintion of the banquet:
"lore beautiful tables were never seen, all decorated with
epergnes made of turf, and filled with flowers. In the
back part of each tent there were two stars with the names
of the two great emperors formed of flowers, and draped
with the French end Russian flags."134 Thiers says Napoleon
was generous in his presentations of the Legion of Honor,

but he does not go into detail,135

}gg Constant, Memoirs, II, 200-01.
Cavtain Elzear J.L. Blaze, Recollections of an Officer
of Navoleon's Army (New York, 1911, trans. by E. Jules
leras), p. 2329.

ig% L. Lejeune, MMemoirs, I, 71.
J. Barres Memoirs, p.ll4.

134 g, Coigne%, Kemoirs, p.154.

135 1, A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Exznire,IV,588.
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CHAPTER 1II

THZ ADVANCE

"Towards the end of the year 1811, there began to be
greater activity in levying troops and in concentrating
the forces of Western Europe, and in 1812 these forces...
moved from the west eastward, towards the frontiers of
Russia, where since 1811, the Russian forces were being in
like manner concentrated."l Thus Tolstoy begins the story
of Napoleon's expedition into Russia.

The causes of the expedition of 1812 were many. Thiers
says the conflicting interests of France and Russia in Tur-
key, especially Constantinople, were an important factor,
also Napoleon's incorporating the lands of the Duke of
Oldenburg - Alexander's uncle - into the Empire of France
contributed to the friction. He mentions Russia's per-
sistence in evading the demands of the Continental System
and thinks the armament race of 1811 and early 1812 was
significant.z

Joseph Fouché, one of Napoleon's ministers, feels the
ukase issued by Alexander in Decewber, 1810, putting high
tariffs on wines, laces, and luxury goods - France's most
important exports - was the most prominent reason for the
rift between Napoleon and Alexander. He rates Alexander's
protest over the Oldenburg affair as the second cause and

the movement to the north of Russia's loldavian army as the

1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 563.
2 1L. A, Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VII, 463.
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third cause.® Fouche says he often cautioned Napoleon ag-
ainst a conflict with Russia, only to be ignored. Napoleon
once said to him ",..how can I help it, if an excess of
power leads me to assume the dictatorship of the world?...
I must amalgamate all the people of Europe into one,e.." 4

Fournier lists several reasons: Alexander's fear that
Napoleon might want to revive the Polish state = the main
resson; Napoleon's marriage to Maria Louisa of Austria
though he first considered the hand of Alexander's sister,
Anne; French secret opposition to Russian designs in Tur-
key; Russia's evasion of the Continental System; the Olden-
burg affair; and the ukase of December, 1810, putting a
high duty on wines and laces, items of major importance to
French commerce. "It was now that Napoleon spoke of his
world-wide plans and held up to view his prospective world-
monarchyeees” 5

Eugene Tarlé, a present day Russian historian, in his

book Navoleon's Invasion of Russia 1812, offers a view hint-

ing of the contemporary political and economic philosophy
in Russia. He maintains that it was bourgeois imperialism
that led Napoleon to try to subdue Russia. Likewise, it
was the proddings of the Russian nobility, hungry for Brit-
ish markets, that led Alexander to flout the Continental

System.6

S Joseph Fouché, Yemoirs of Josernh Fouché, (London,1892), v, 304
5 Ibid., p.310
6 A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, np.516-20.
Eugene Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Rugsia 1812 (New York,
1942), pp. 1-12.
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General Caulaincourt, French ambassador to Russia and
alde to Nepoleon on the 1812 campaign, states in his mem-
oirs that Alexander did not desire war and that Napoleon
was continually reminded of this. Napoleon, however, con-
stantly thought up excuses, usually trifling, as to why
there should be a war between France and Russia.’

Czartoryski's memoirs contain the following excerpt
from g letter from Alexander to Czartoryskil dated Januery
31, 1811: "It is beyond doubt that Napoleon is striving to
provoke Russia to rupture with him, honing that I will make
the mistake of being the agressor [sic]. This would be a
great blunder in present circumstances, and I am deter-
mined not to meke it...." 8

Kircheisen, however, taekes an entirely different view
of the matter. Ee contends that Alexsnder was the aggressor
through his deliberate violations of the Continental Systemn.
Russia's persistence in arming forced Napoleon to take coun-
ter measures, Alexander's demand for withdrawal of French
troops from Germeny was the spark that ignited the tinder;
Napoleon was forced to act while military circumstances
were in his favor.® But further on Kircheisen makes a state-
ment that leads one to question his original thesis: "Long
before Napoleon decided to make war on Russia he had arrenged
for the printing of false Russilan notes...."10

This discussion on the ceuses of tpe ipgasion of 1812

7 General de Caulaincourt, TWith Napoleon in Russia (New
8 York, 1935, ed. by Jean Hanoteau), p.4.
A. Czartoryski, }Yemoirs, II, 225.
9 F, !, Kircheisen, Nepoleon, p. 545-49.
1071bid,, p.573.
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has been presented to furnish a background for Tolstoy's
explanation of the motivating forces behind the great cam-
peign in Russia. lMost of the reasons given sbove are con-

sidered in War and Peace, but Tolstoy holds these as only

minor tangible conditions., "...the war was bound to hapven,
simply because it was bound to haovnen...he ﬂNepoleon} was in
bondage to those laws which forced him...to do what was bound

to be his share in the common edifice of humanity in history."11
This is Tolstoy's theory of history.

The elaborate preparations for the campaign were about
to be put to test. On his way to the Niemen River, the Rus-
slan frontier, Napoleon made a grand tour across Europe,
culminating at Dresden. Tolstoy writes: "On the 29th of
lkay Napoleon left Dresden, where he had been spending three
- weeks surrounded by a court that included princes, dukes,
kings, snd even one emperor EFrancis of Austria]...."lz

Constant describes this journey: "...we were very much
petted in all the residences where we stopped...One should
have seen Napoleon at Dresden, surrounded by a court of
princes and kings, in order to get an idea of the highest
point which human grandeur can attain...."13

Kircheisen,14 Fournier,15 and Tarlel® tell of the

splendor at Dresden in similar words. Tniers says "Dres-

11 1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp.563-65.
12 1bid., p.588.
12 Constant, Memoirs, III, 264-65,

F. 1. Kircheisen, Nepoleon, pn. 556-57,
15 A, Fournier, Napoleon the First, p. 5323.
18 g, rarie, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 48-50.
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den overflowed with princes and ministers jostling each
other |to get near Napoleon)]..."1?

Napoleon did not spend three weeks at Dresden, how-
ever. This is one of Tolstoy's few chronological errors.
Caulaincourt says Napoleon spent two weeks there, arriving
on ¥ay 16th end departing on May 29th, 18 Thiers agrees
with Caulaincourt's dates.1®

Napoleon reached the Niemen on June 223nd and immed-
iately began reconnoitering the French position. Tolstoy
tells how the Emperor put on a Polish uniform when he in-
spected the river bank so as not to arouse the Cossack
scouts on the other side.?® Dodge,?l Lejeune,32Caulain-
court,®d and Meneval?4 mention this incident. Colonel
Labaume, one of Napoleon's field officers, recalls: "Nap-
oleon...in the disguise of & Polish soldier, examined from
the heights which dominated Kowno the most suitable point
at which to effect the passage of the river;..."z5

On June 24th Napoleon crossed the Niemen and the in-
vasion began. Tolstoy relates the story of how Napoleon,
after crossing the Niemen, galloped up to the bank of that
river in Kovno end ordered a squadron of the Polish cavalry

to look for a ford. Thg'overenthusiastiq o}qmgolonel

17 1, A. Thiers, History of Consulste end Empire, VII, 507.

lg Caulaincourt, With Nanoleon, p.34; p.38.

%0 L..A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, VII,507,
L. Tolstoy, War snd Peace, p.567.

gé T. A. Dodge, GOreat Captains, III, 463.
23 L. Lejeune, Memoirs, II, 151.

o4 OCaulasincourt, Vith Nepoleon, P. 48.

a5 C. Meneval, llemoirs, III, 26.

Eugene Lsbaume, The Crime of 1812 and Its Retribution
(London, 1912, trans. by T. Dundas Pillans), p.23l.
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plunged his men into the rapid river and lost some forty
men before reaching the other side,26

Thiers mentions an incident which is probably the same
one, but quite different in detail. After crossing the Nie-
men Napoleon rode up to the bank of the Wilig River at Kovno
and commended that pontoon bridges be laid (the Wilia flows
into the Niemen at Kovno). The Polish cavalry swam the
rapid river and lost twenty or thirty men, 27

Meneval recalls still a third version of what is pro-
barly the same story. After describing Napoleon's crossing
of the Niemen he says:

I will now speak of an incident which hapvened to a Polish
squadron, and which occurred whilst crossing & small river.
I do so because the losses which it is alleged were suf-
fered by these squadrons have been stated with a great desl
of exaggeration. The bridge having broken down, the Poles
bravely swam across the river - which was swollen by the
rain....Their loss amounted to one light cavalrymen... 28

Marbot tells this story in almost the same words as
Méneval:

Beyond Kovno flows a small stream called the Wilia, the
bridge over which had been cut by the enemy; and the storm
having swollen it, Oudinot's leading scouts were stopved.
The Emaperor Napoleon came up just as I reached the spot
with my regiment. He ordered the Polish lancers to sound
the ford, and one man was drowned....If I emphasize this
detail it is because the accident to the Polish lancer at
the passage of the Wilia has been vastly exaggerated. 29

Following the crossing of the Niemen Napoleon set him-
self to numerous administrative tasks. Tolstoy mentions
one of these 88 ",..hastening the arrival of the counter-

feit rouble notes that had been nrepared for circulation

36 1, Tolstoy, War end Peace, p.588.

27 1. A. Thiers, Eistory of Consulate a2nd Empire, VII, 522.
28 g, Méneval, lemoirs, III, 27,

29 J, Marbot,  lLemoirs, II, 215.




in Russige..." 0

Fournier writes that rubles were "...struck off in
Paris by tne millions..."3l fThiers says a great sum of
false rubles had been "...forged in Paris without scruple,
ee o33 Kircheisen's statement has already been noted:
"Long before Napoleon had decided to make war on Russia
he had arranged for the printing of false Russian notes....“:z’:3
While Napoleon was busy at Dresden Alexander was in
Vilna preparing his army for the defense of Russia. Natur-
ally all the ambitious courtiers wanted to please the Emperor
80 he was submerged in a whirl of balls and fetes. On the
evening of June 24th Alexander attended an elaborate ball
given at Zakreta, Count Bennigsen's - Alexander's senior
general - suburban home. Tolstoy describes the bell as a
".e..brilliant and festive entertainment. Connoisseurs de-
clared that rarely had so many beauties been gathered to-
gether at one place...." During the ball Alexander learned
of the French invasion but suppressed the news until the
following day.34
Thiers, 35 Tarlé, 38 and Kircheisen3? mention the festi-
vities on the night of the invasion; the latter snecificslly

mentions Zakreta.

30 L. Tolstoy, War znd Peace, p. 569

3l A, Fournier, Nenoleon the First, p.544.

2 1. A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, VIII, 118.
33 F, i, Kircheisen, YNapoleon, p. 573.

34 1, Tolstoy, Wer and Peace, pp. 565=71.

35 1, A. Thiers, History of Consulate and Empire, VIII 4.

gg E, Tarleé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 59.
F. M. Kircheisen, llapoleon, p. 560.
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l'ademe Choiseul-Gouffier, a Lithuanian noblewowan in-
timate with the Court of Alexander, rec2lls the fateful
evening:
I never saw one [ball] so beautiful, and never was there a
farewell so merry...?ho would have thought, in seeing the
grace and brillisncy which Alexander disnlayed on that even-
ing, that it was during the ball that he received the news
that the French had crossed the Niemen....Six months later
I heard Alexander say that he suffered intensely in being
obliged to show a gaiety which he was far from feeling. 38

Before devarting from Vilna as the Russian army began
its retreet Alexander sent General Balashov to Napoleon with
8. final offer of peace. Tolstoy writes that Bslashov ex-
perienced difficulty in being recognized by the French senti-
nels but was finglly allowed to pass.59 The Russian general
then encountered a colorful officer on horseback: "Balashov
was some ten yards from this majestically theatrical figure
in bracelets, feathers, necklaces and gold, when Julner,
the French colonel, whispered to him reverentially, 'The
King of Naples!' It was in fact llurat,..." Murat stopved
end chetted with Balashov discussing his mission snd denlor-
ing the war. Ralashov then continued on his'way.40

Thiers tells of Balashov's mission and notes that he
was detained in the French lines before being allowed to nro-
ceed. Perhaps Tolstoy gets his impression of lurat from

Thiers who pictures the King of Naples "...glittering with
gold, and his head covered with plumes, galloped through the

38 Mademe La Comtesse de Choiseul-Gouffier, Historical

Memoirs of the Emperor Alexand=r I and the Court of
Russia (Chicago, 1900, trans. by llary B. Patterson),
39 v. 91; p.%4. S

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 572-73.
40 1vid., pp.573-75.




the midst of his numerous squadrons." Thiers adds that
turat svoke amiably with BRalashov and lsmented the state
of war.4l

Tolstoy writes that Balashov was next ushered into the
presence of Xarshel Davout who treated the general with a
minimum of respect and detained him at the marshal's hesd-
quarters for four days before allowing him his interview
with Napoleon. After all this time Napoleon had moved the
French imperial headquarters to Vilna snd Ealashov was ob-
liged to backtrack.42

Thiers Bays that Davout received the Russian envoy "...
with coldness, reserve, and silence...." and detained him
because he [Davout] had orders not to let envoys pass until
Napoleon had reached Vilna.43

Balashov was finally granted an interview with Napoleon.
Tolstoy comments that the Russian general was granted all
the courtesies at Napoleon's disposal. " Though Balashov was
accustomed to the pomp of courts, he was impressed by the

splendour snd luxury of Napoleon's court. War and Peace

contains a lengthy discussion which took place between
Napoleon and Balashov.45The Emperor decried the fact that
the war was forced upon him. He criticized the men who sur-
rounded Alexander, and would not talk of peace as long as
Alexander demsnded withdrawl of the French behind the Niemen.,

Following the interview Napoleon graciously invited

4l 1 5, Thiers, History of the Consulgste and Empire,VIII,12.
ig L. Tolstoy, War snd Peace, DD. 575-77.
a4 L. A, Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,12.
45 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, P. 577,

Ibid., pp.578-82.
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Balashov to dinner. Tolstoy notes that Bessieres, Caulain-
court and Berthier were present and "...he ZNapoleon] sat
Balashov beside him, end addressed him affably...."4® Bug
the Russian envoy returned to his emperor unsuccessful in
his mission of peace. The war had definitely begun.

Menéval recalls that arrival of Balashov brought a ray
of hope to Napoleon's headquarters that peace might be con-
cluded before the war dragged on. But Napoleon would not
agree to Alexander's terms, and though the Emperor of France
was irritated at the offer he treated Balashov well.47

Caulaincourt states that Davout was ordered by Nazpoleon
to detain Balashov until the French reached Vilna, but when
Balashov was finslly presented to Napoleon the utmost court-
esy was shown. The Russian general dined with Napoleon,
Berthier, Bessieres and Caulaincourt, though peace was out
of the question.48

Constant's memoirs contain & much different version:
",.e..e Balachoff, dreading, like nearly all his countrymen,

a reconciliation between the two Emperors, had delievered [Sic]
his message in such a way as to irritate the pride of His
X¥ajesty (ﬂapoleon}, who sent him back after having received
him badly...."49 Perhaps M. Constant refers to Napoleon's
spirited criticlism of the Russian Imperial staff and the re-
jetion of peace offers. The statement of Caulaincourt, pre-

sent at the dinner, should bear greater consideration than

2? L. Tolstoy, War and Pesce, P.582.
48 C. Menewal, lemoirs, III, 28-29.
49 Caulaincourt, With Naspoleon, pp. 50-51.

Constant, Memoirs, III, 239,
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the contentions of Napoleon's valet,
Thiers says that Balashov was received =2t Vilna with
perfect politeness, though Napoleon said it was too late
to talk of peace.50 The dialogue between Nenoleon and Bala-
shov is presented by Thiers almost verbatim with that in

War and Peace, exceot that the Thiers version is shorter.51

No mention is made of the dinner.

The Balashov mission is given considerable emphasis
by Tarlé who tells much the same story as Tolstoy.sz Tarlé
states that the only account of the interview between Napo-
leon and Balashov is contained in the Russian general's
memoirs, but Tarlé questions their exactness; he feels un-
authentic dialogue was added. He also mentions that Thiers
has used excerpts from these memoirs.®3 From this it can
be deduced that Tolstoy probably used the memoirs of Bala-

shov in writing War and Peace.

As a final reflection on the Balashov mission the opin-
ion held by Kircheisen®% and by Fournier®® is offered. Both
men say that the Russian general was courteously trested.
However, they contend that his real mission was not to plead
for peace but to spy on the French headquarters. This
theory is certainly not refuted by any of the above state-
ments.

‘eanwnlle, the Russian army had been dlvided in tnree.

50 | L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Zunire, VIII, 24-25.
51 1vid., VIII, 25-26.
g§ E. Tarle, Naooleon's Invasion of Russia, pv».59-68.
54 Ibid., p.€0.
55 F. M, Kircheisen, Napoleon, p.562.

A. Fournier, QNzpoleon the First, p.543.
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the northern army, under Barclay de Tolly, was to defend
the Dvina River, the southern army, under Bzgration, was
to defend the Dnieper River, and the third army, under Tor-
masov, was in reserve. Alexander accompanied the army of
Barclay de Tolly, though the Emperor was to have no specific
command function. Tolstoy outlines the cosmopolitan imperial
staff retained by Alexander: there were numerous Prussian
generals, a Swedish genersl, a Sardinian general, the former
Prussian minister Stein, the Russian chancellor, and the
Eumperor's brother - the Grand Duke Constantine, 56

Thiers describes Alexander's staff almost exactly as
Tolstoy,57 while Kircheisen presents a list even longer

than in War snd Peace.®8 Carl von Clausewitz, Prussian mili-

tary theorist and a colonel holding various staff positions

in the Russian army in 1812, in his book, The Cempaign of

1812 in Russia, pictures the Russian imperial staff much as

Tolstoy does.5®

At the opening of his story of the campaign of 1812
Tolstoy states " There was no general plen of action [for
Russia). The vacillation between all the plans that were
proposed and the inability to fix on any one of them, was
more marked than ever after the Tsar had been for & month
at headquarters...."60 However, Tolstoy soon places the army

of Barclay de Tolly in the fortified cemp of Drissa on the

5$ L., Tolstoy, ¥ar and Pesce, p.590.
28 L. A, Thiers, History of the Consulate end Eupire,VIII, 5.
59 F. M. Kircheisen, Navoleon, p.556.
Carl von Clausewitz, The Cempaign of 1812 in Russia,
(London, 1843), pp. 9-10.
L., Tolstoy, Var and Peace, p.568.

60
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Dvina River, though he gives no reason why the zrmy is there.61
In outlining Alexander's staff Tolstoy concludes with:
".e.and the last and principal figure, Pfuhl, was there
{Drissa] because he had created a plan of warfare against
Napoleon, end having made Alexander believe in the consist-
ency of this plan, was now conducting the plen of the whole

campaign...."63 General Pfuhl was a former Prussian officer

serving on Alexander's staff. War and Peace contains a thor-

ough description of the Russian staff wrangling over the wis-
dom of Pfuhl's plan,63 yet this plan is never actually ex-
plained by Tolstoy. Likewise, no mention is made of when or
why Alexander decided to adopt the plean.
Clausewitz gives the details of Pfuhl's plan which was
patterned after the tactics of Wellington at Torres Vedras
in Portugal. Barclay was to withdraw to the heavily forti-
fied camp of Drissa and hold that position against the ad-
vancing French. EBagration was to use his army to harass
the French flanks end wear down Nspoleon's troons. ‘hen the
invader was sufficiently weakened Barclay's army was to
merch from Drissa and attack and defeat Napoleon.64
Concerning Tolstoy's statement that the Russians hed no
plan of action at the beginning of the caupaign, Kirchelsen
says "All foreigners sought if possible to enter Russian ser-
vice, and if they happened to be soldiers they felt bound to

submit proposals to the Tsar as to the conduct of the future

g% L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 5€9.
63 Ibid., »n. 589.
84 Ibid., pp. 588-601.

C. von Clausewitz, Campeign in Russis, p. 15.
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war with Napoleon....so that finally, as the result of all
these conflicting opinions, comnlete chaos prevsiled at
Russian Headquarters, and nobody knew what was actually
going to be done."65

Though Tolstoy devotes several pages to discussing
Pfuhl's personality snd the opposition to his plan66 -
eventually persusding Alexander to disregard the plan -
Kircheisen merely states "It is unnecessary to enter into
detail with regard to the various plans for the campaign,
or those put forward by Phull,...for none of them was put
into practice...."67 Yet Kircheisen later remerks: "Alex-
ander had hoped at first that Barclay, whose troops had
entered the fortified camp at Drissa between July Sth and
11th, would be able to await the French sttack at this
point, but the defences were still a long way from com—
pletion, and there could be no hope of holding them ag-
ainst a greatly superior force...."58

Fournier holds a view similar to Kircheisen, though
he does not even mention Pfuhl's name. "...it must not be
supposed that there was any definite purpose in view at
the Russian headquarters....burning all stores and maga-
zines behind him a la Wellington, Bsrclay marched hur-
riedly to Drissa, where s fortified coump was established
like Torres Vedras. Here nhe wanted to wait for Bagration,
eeeThe Russgians received word that Bagration could not come

gg F, Y. Kircheisen, Napoleon, pp. 556-57.

L. Tolstoy, Var an eace, pp. 591-601.
F. ¥, Kircheisen, Napoleon, 0.557.
68 1bid., p. 563.
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up, abandoned their ill-chosen position...and marched to
the east...."69

Dodge also contends there was no preconceived plan of
sction against Nepoleon. "At Drissa was a huge intrenched
camp, but being on no highway and liable to be turned, it
lacked strategic value...."?0 WThere seemed to have been
no specific plan of campaign: Alexander had decided to play
a waiting game."71

Thiers has a different oninion of the whole matter.

He says that from the beginning of the campaign there were

two schools of thought on how to defend Russia: one plan

was to advance and ravage Poland and East Prussia and then
retreat leaving Napoleon with barren country; the other

plan was to withdraw immediately into Russia and cause the
French to flounder in the supply problems of the vast pla.ins.72
Thiers states that Alexander decided to use Pfuhl's plan

from the outset,’S

Clausewitz, present on the staff at Drissa, is con-
vinced that Pfuhl's plan was what Alexander had in mind
when the Russians began their retreat from Vilna. He thinks
Alexander liked the plan because it reminded the Emperor of
Tellington's successful tactics in Portugal.74

Tarle, too, is of the opinion that Alexander immediately

launched the Russign army on the execution of Pfuhl's plan.

€9 4, Fournier, Napoleon the First, pn. 544-45.

T. A. Dodge, Great Cantains, III, 456.

Ibid., III, 453.

L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Ewnire, VIII,5-6.
74 Ibid., VIII, 8.

C. von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia, p.14.
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"According to eyewitnesses, the Tsar arrived at Vilna firmly
convinced that Phull's nlan was good...."75 "Acting on
Phull's advice, Alexander, without consulting either Bar-
clay or Bagration, ordered the construction of a 'forti-
fied camp' in the tiny town of Drissa on the Dving...."76

The question of whether or not the Russian army had a
definite plan of action to follow when the cempaign of 1812
opened seems to be a matter of personel opinion. None of
the writers mentioned has produced conclusive evidence to
prove his contention. If someone could present a Russian
field order, & communication of Alexander, or some similar
document, stating the objective of the retreat from Vilna
the question would be answered. But there seems to be no
such document extant.

Tolstoy gives a complete descrintion of General Pfuhl.
He mentions that Pfuhl was "...disposed at all times to be
irritsble and sarcastic..."’’ and states: "His love for his
theory led hin to hate all practical considerations,and he
would not hear of them. He positively rejoiced in failure,
for failure, being due to some departure in practice from
the purity of the abstract theory, only convinced him of the
correctness of his theory."78

Clausewitz recalls his impressions of Pfuhl: "The
author [Clausewitz] never saw & man who lost his head so

easily...“79 ".,..he had framed for himself a one-sided and

75 E. Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, ».73.
76 Ibid., p.71%

77 L. Tolstoy, TWar and Peace, p.596.
Ibid., p.597.

° Ce von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia, p. 6.
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meagre system of war, which could stand the test neither
of philosophical investigation, nor historical comparison
ee. 80 nge lsughed like a madman at the defest of the
Prussian army at Jena in 1806; after the entire catastrophe,
his irony broke loose on everythine which had hapoened."81

Alexander's presence at the headquarters of the Rus-
sisn army evoked criticlism from several members of the
staff. They felt that the Euperor's constant perusal of
Barclay's orders hindered the operations of the army.
Likewise, the demands of the large imperial staff did not
make for efficiency in the field. Finally a few of the men
more intimate with Alexander took it upon themselves to sug-
gest that he leave the armv. Tolstoy remarks:

.s.at Drissa, Sishkov, the secretary of state,...wrote to
the Tsar a letter to which Balashov and Araktcheev agreed
to add their signatures. In this letter he took advantage
of the Tsar's permitting him to offer his opinion on the
general question, and resvectfully suggested the sovereign's
leaving the army, urging as a pretext for his doing so the
absolute necessity of his presence to rouse public feeling
in the capital. 82 :

Thiers mentions the growing dissatisfaction in the army
with the Emperor's presence and tells of the letter urging
Alexander to leave. Thiers says Araktcheev and Balashov
brought the letter to the Emperor.83,Tarlé also tells of
such a letter to Alexander. He notes that Shishkov, Arakt-
cheev and Balashov collgborated in writing the 1etter.84

Tolstoy relates how Alexander went on a tour of in-

spection at Drissa and listened to Colonel Michaud deolore

80 ¢, von Clgusewitz, Campagicn in Russie, Pe 6.
1 Ibid., p. 7.
2 L. Tolstoy, War and Pesce, D.594.

gz L. A. Thiers, History of the Consulate end Emmire,VIII,51-52.

E. Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.80.
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the poor defenses of the ceaupn. "...Colonel lichaud had ec-
companied the Tsar on a tour of insvection sbout the Drissa
fortifications; and had tried to convince the Tsar that the
fortified caup, constructed on Pfuhl's theory,snd hitherto

regarded es the chef d'oceuvre of tactical science, destined

to overthrow Napoleon - that that camp was a senseless ab-
surdity that would lead to the destruction of the Russian
army¢"85

Tarlé mentions Alexander's inspection of the camp and
how the Emperor heard the criticisms of 1ichaud.B8® Clause-
witz recalls the inspection, conducted by Pfuhl, and re-
marks: “He [Kichaud] apneared less than any one satisfied
with the whole matter; end it was he who finally declared ‘
himself against the camp of Drissa,..."87

After receiving the letter urging his departure from
the arny, snd after hearing the dark forebodings of the
value of the Drissa cemp, Alexander called together his
staff and numerous advisors and held s council, Tolstoy
comments: "...not a military council - the Tsar loved to
have things vague - but a meeting of a few persons, whose
orinions he wished to hear in the nresent difficult po-
sition...."88 The decisions of this council resulted in
the Emperor's leaving the army and the abandonment of the
Drissa ca.mp.89
Thiers describes this council mentioning the numerous

85 1., Tolstoy, War end Peace, p. 585.

86 g, Tsrlé, Mapoleon's Invasion of Russia, Dp.79.
87 ¢. von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia , p.34.
88 L. Tolstoy, Uar and Peace, D.555.

89 1Ibid., pp. 597-601.
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staff officers and advieors, just as in Tolstoy's account,
and says the outcome saw Alexander leave the army and give
couzplete command to Barclay de Tolly who immediately aban—
doned Drissa.go

Clausewitz ma2kes no mention of the council but mskes
the rather vague stetement: ".,..1it had now been determined
not to give battle in the Drissa camp..."91

Constant mentions the "...lmmense works at Drissa,
where they [the Russians] had constructed an enormous in-
trenched camp..." Napoleon was positive the Russian army
would give battle at Drissa and most of his officers were
dismayed at the retreat; they hoped for a decisive en-
counter and quick victory for France.923

After leaving the srmy Alexander traveled to Loscow
where Rastoptchin, the Governor, called a great meeting
of all the Moscow nobles and merchants. These influential
personages gathered at the Slobodsky palace to hear the
pleas of the Euperor for aid in the war. The scene was
dramatic. Tolstoy conveys the emotion of the assembly by
telling of the tear filled eyes, the pledges of men and
equipment, and the Emperor's inability to speak because
intense feeling choked his voice.93

Thiers depicts the scene: ",..at the sight of Alex-

ander himself, coming to demand the support of the nation

against a foreign invader, their excitement had burst forth

90 14, Thiers, History of the Consulate and Emvire,VIII,52.
91 ¢. von Clausewitz, Caupeign in Russia, p.36.

92 Congtant, Memoirs, III, 271.
93 1. Tolstoy, war and Peace, pn.631-38.




45
in sobs and cries of affection...."94
Sir Robert Wilson, British observer with the Russian

army in 1812, in his book The Invasion of Russia, relates:

“...Alexénder reached loscow, and found the patriotism,
loyalty, and resolution of all classes excited to the
highest degree of enthusissm."95 "Hig reception was accom—-
panied by so many affectionate proofs of attachment and
fidelity that he could hardly control his emotions;..."96
Labaume recalls how he stopped at a monastery on the
road to Moscow during the French advance and spoke with an
0ld Russian monk who read aloud a letter recently received
from Koscow. The letter told of the nobles and merchants
gathering at the Slobode palace to await the arrival of
the Emperor. After being read Alexsnder's manifesto "...
the nobles announced their eagerness to sacrifice their
fortunes, and even their lives, for the country, and under-
took to raise, equip, and maintain a force for the defence
of Moscowe..." The merchants voted to levy upon themselves
sums proportionate to their holdings. The Emperor apreared,
thanked the assembly, and regarded them as the surest sup-
port of the throne.®’
Tolstoy writes of the pledges made by individual

nobles to man and equip entire regiments. Pierre Bezuhov,

the principal fictional figure in ¥War and Peace, was auong

those who offered entire military units. "On hearing that

94 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,122.
Robert T. Wilson, The Invesion of Russia, (London, 1860,
ed. by Herbert Randolph), p.5l.

gg Ibid., p. 79.

E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p.1l2€.
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Count l'amonov was furnishing e regiment, Bezuhov at once
told Count Rastoptchin that he would furnish one thousand
men and their equipment."98

Tarlé makes note of these versonal grants: "... indi-
vidual wealthy men and magnets from among the nobility
(such as Count llsmonov) pledged themselves to raise and
equip entire regiments..."©°

Meanwhile the French pushed farther into Russia and
on August 16th they were st the gates of Smolensk. Napo-
leon thought the Russians might defend the city, but Bar-
clay again decided to retreat after a brief, but bloody,
engagement. Tolstoy describes the attack on Smolensk not
in terms of military maneuvers but by telling of the trials
of the townspeople. He vividly portrays the French cannon-
ade and catches the fear and panic of the people as they
set fire to their city and rushed from its gates.loo

Caulaincourt tells of the fierce cannon fire by the
French and the red sky above the city as it went up in
flames. Only a few of the main buildings stood unharmed.101
General Rapp says "... the battle was obstinate, the cannon-
eade violent...the bridge and public buildings were a prey
to the flames...." Smolensk was half consumed by fire.log

Thiers depicts the scene: "... the French artillery
directed an incessant fire against the city, in which it
committed great ravages, and slew many of the troops with

98 1, Tolstoy, WVar and Peace, p.636.

138 E. Tarlé, DNavoleon's Invasion of Russia, ».160,
101 L. Tolstoy, Var and Peace, pn. 647-54.
10 Caulincourt, With Napoleon, p.80.

% J. Rapp, .emolirs, II, 190.
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which 1t was overcrowded."103 "Through the midst of the
darkness suddenly poured forth torrents of flame end smoke,
esoOur artillery [Erench] gdded fresh flawmes to the fire,
and rendered the city untenable by the enemy Russiens .104

Coignet recalls the sight: "The city took fire that
beautiful August night....All those fine storehouses were
a solid mass of embers,...It is impossible to describe the
different colors of the blaze...."105-

A courade of Labaume told hiam: "'It would be impossible
adequately to describe the horrible scene of devastation
presented by the interior of Smolensk. !y entry into this
town will be the epoch of my life. Picture to yourself all
the streets, all the squares, encuwbered with dead or dying
Russians, end the flames lighting up far and wide this
frightful spectacle.'" 106

The region around Smolensk was suffering from a severe
drought. Eoth srmies experienced great difficulty in tra-
versing this almost waterless waste. Tolstoy presents a
true picture of privation: "The cattle lowed from hunger,...
The marshes were dry....the infantry sank to their ankles
in the soft, stifling, burning dust, thet never got cool
even at night. The sandy dust clung to tueir legs and to
the wheels, rose in a cloud over their heads, and got into
the eyes and hair and nostrils and lungs...The Qigher the

sun rose, the higher rose the cloud of dust,...W"nen they

103 1, A.Thiers, History of the Congulate and Emnire VIII,SS.
{8‘; Ibid,, VIII, 92.
108 Je. Coignet, lemoirs, p. 221.

E. Labaune, Crime of 1812, p. 73.
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[soldiers) reached the villages, there was a rush for the
wells. They fouzht over the water and érank it down to
the mud."107

Jakob Yelter, a German comscript in the French aruy,
mentions in his memoirs: "The very great heat, the dust
which was like a thick fog, the closed line of march in
columns, and putried water from holes filled with dead
people and cattle trouzht everyone close to death; and eye
pains, fatigue, thirst, and hunger tormented everybody...."lo8

Clausewitz comuments that "The swarer was unusually hot
and dry, the seat of war was not rich in water, the smaller
streans were for the most part dried upv,...There was, there-
fore, a general want of water,..."lo9

Tarlé says "... the French soldiers literally fought
for a drop of muddy water from the swamps...."llo Labaunme
recalls that French soldiers dug into the ground with their
bayonets searching for water.111 Lejeune remembers: "...
the heat was intense, and the sand rose in masses of white
dust as our columns advanced, choking us and completing
our exhaustion...."112

Tolstoy relates that beyond Bmolensk the French cen-
tured a Cossack, a member of the Russian General Platov's

corps, who had lost his horse. The prisoner was brought

107 1. Tolstoy, War and Pesce, pp. 654-55.
108 Jgkob Walter, A Germen Conscript with Napoleon (Lewrence,
109 Kansas, 1938, ed. and trans. by Otto Springer), pP.37.
110 C. von Clausewitz, Czmpaign in Russis, p. 175.
1 E. Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russis, p.178.
111 E. Labaunre, Crime of 1812, p. 66.

12 1, Lejeune, liemoirs, Pp.170.
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before Napoleon who guestioned him, with the 2id of an
interpreter. The prisoner spoke freely telling of the
rumors which infested his squadron and confirming Navpo-
leon's suspicions that a great battle was neer st hang, 113
"If a battle is fought within three days the French will
win it, but if later, God knows what will couze of it,..."ll4
The Cossack was icnorant of the 1dentity of the person with
whom he spoke. %When he was informed that he was in the
presence of the great Napoleon he apneared dumbfounded.
Napoleon had him mounted on s fresh horse znd set him
free,115

The incident of the cossack in Yar and Peace is not

purely historical because Tolstoy identifies the man as
Lavrushka, the servant of a fictional charscter called
Denisov. However, the details of the affeir and the dia-
logue between Napoleon snd the cossack are taken from
Thiexd s work; in fact Thiers's name is mentioned several
times in the narrative.116

Caulaincourt remarks about a cossack captured east of
Smolensk. He recslls that the cossack was taken before
Napoleon and spoke without coupulsion about the rumors of
a coming battle end the way the cossacks preyed on the
French stragglers. Nspoleon gave the cossack a new horse
and some pieces of gold and released him.117

Constant tells of several cossacks captured beyond

113 1, Tolstoy, WYar end Peace, pv. 663-64.
114 1pi4., p.664.
115 Tpid., pp. 664-65.

116 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Expire,VIII,1Z21l.
117 Caulaincourt, With Nevoleon, pp. 88-91,
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Smolensk, being questioned by liapoleon. "These men seen

made to be eternally on a horse..." and drinx brandy like

water !"118

After telling of the evacuation of Smolensk '2r and

Peace dwells briefly on the activities of its fictional

cheracters in lloscow as the war closes in on them., Tol-

stoy includes the affairs of Pierre Bezuhov: "To divert

his mind...,Plerre drove out to the wvillage of Vorontsvo,

to look at a great air balloon which was being constructed

by Leppich to use against the enemy,..."l19

Kircheisen meintains that Rastoptchin, the governor

of lioscow, had hired a certsin Leppich - really a German

named Schmidt - to construct a balloon capable of carrying

men and materials over the French lines; the object was to

scatter explosives on the enemy. But the plan was a fail-

ure.

loon.

120

Tarlé goes into some detail over Levpich and his bal-

".,..he [Rastoptchin] made a great fuss over a certain

Leppich, a German adventurer who cleimed that he could

build a balloon in which he would rise above the French

army.

be destroyed.

He had hinted that with luck Napoleon himself mizht

121 "Having swindled enough Government money

out of his patron iRastoptchinl , Lepnich vanished into

thin air - without the help of his non-existent balloon...."122

118
119
120
121
122

Constant, Yemoirs, III, 252-53.
L. Tolstoy, War and Peasce, p. 702.
F. !’ Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 571.

E. Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 218.
Ibid., p.219
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CHAPTER III

BCRODINO

Yurmurings of discontent with the strategy of Bar-
clay de Tolly began to reach the ear of Emperor Alexander,
and the farther into Russia Barclsy's army retreated the
louder and more numerous became these whispers. Soon the
opposition to Barclay became public, and most of the influ-
ential nobles and srmy officers were clamoring for a new
commander-in-chief. Tolstoy says Barclay was unpopular
for two reasons: his avoidance of battle with Napoleon, and
his foreign nsme. In connection with this second reason
Tolstoy emphasizes the growing animosity toward the German
officers serving in the Russian army; he notes that Bar-
clay was a German.?

Bagration, leading the second srmy, detested Barclay
and tried to delay the joining of the two armies. ar and
Peace contains a letter written by Bagration to Araktcheev,
one of Alexander's advisers, deploring the genersl's po-
sition: "For God's sake, send me somewhere else, if only
in command of a regiment, for here I can do nothing. The
headquarters are crammed full of Germans, there's no liv-
ing here for a Russian, and no meking head or tsil of any-
thing. I supposed I was serving my sovereign and my country,
but in practice it comes to serving Barclay. I must own I

do not care to."3

1 1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 639.
Ibid., p.640,
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The salons of the fictional personages in loscow are
brought into the conflict concerning Barclay to show the
general displeasure in the court circles. Tolstoy des-
cribes how the nobility gradually built up a clamor for
General Kutuzov, hero of the recent Turkish war. 3
eeo0On the 8th of August4 a comnittee, conslsting of ...
S8altykov, Araktcheev, Vyazuitinov, Lonuhin, and Kotchubey
was held to consider the progress of the war. This com—
mittee decided that the disasters were due to divided
autinority; and although the members of the comuittee were
aware of the Tsar's dislike of Kutuzov, after a deliber-
ation they advised the avpointment of Kutuzov as commander-
in-chief. And that same day Kutuzov was apovointed... 5

Tarlé mentions the council called by Alexander and
includes the same meixbers sas Tolstoy.6 He also shows the
same letter from Bagration to Araktcheev as is contained

in War and Peace.’ According to Tarlé, Barcley was a good

general and reglized that Napoleon could not be helted
early in the campaign, still his subordinates were jeal-

ous of him end called him a foreigner.8 Tarlée states

that desvite whet many writers have said, Barclsy was not

a foreigner and a Germsn; he was of Scot ancestry and was
born and reised in Livonia.® Tarlé emphasizes the ani-
mosity between Bagration and Barcley and says it led to

10

inefficient generalship in menoeuvring the Russian srmies.

Dodge msinteins that "Barclay de Tolly was a staunch

S L. Tolstoy, ar and Peace, pp. 659-61.

4 August 20th on Western calendar.

g L. Tolstoy, XYar and Peace, p.66l.

” E. Terle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.l66.
8 Ibid., p. 138

9 Ipid., p. 82

0 IOid., pp. 86-870

Ibido, ppo 87-90.
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if not a great goldier...."Ll "The nobles did not under-
stand the wigsdom of retreat:...Tae blame was cast upon
Barclay, who was not of Russian blood; and Kutusov...
beceme the hero of the nation...."13

Clausewitz thinks the evacuation of Smolensk without
a decisive battle hed great influence on the decision to
replace Barclay.l3 As to the claim that Barclay was a for-
eigner, Clausewitz says "Barclay was, in truth, no foreign-
er; he was the son of a Livonian clergyman, a native of the
province; he had served from his youth in the Russian army,
and there was therefore nothing foreign in him but his
namne, and perhaps, also, his speech; for he spoke Russien
ill, end was more accustomed, by preference, to the German
language...."l4 As to the hatred of German officers,
Clausewitz states: "It was a trait of the Tartar char-
acter to consider gs a traitor an officer,...without rea-
sonable ground, merely on account of his namee....The indiv-
ual foreign officer did not suffer by it, for his associ-
ates, who were asble on near inspection to judge of his in-
tention, did them justice. The Author [Clausewitz), for
instance, almost always had to boast of the best re-
ceptionge.." 15

Sir Robert Wilson wrote from Smolensk in Auzust, 1812,

to Sir George Cathcart, British ambassedor at St. Petersburg:

11 T. A. Dodge, Great Canteing, III, 452.
%% Ibid., III, 565, )
14 C. von Clausewitz, Cemnezign in Russia, p.l1l306.
15 Ibid., p. 137.

Ibid., ppr. 138-30.
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The exaltation of General Barclay to the supreme comrand
was Orizinally an unponular mezsure; but the conduct of

the campaign, which comrenced by the sacrifice of six
fertile provinces, msgazines, &c., has excited a most gen-
eral discontent ageinst General Barclay and General Foule
|Pfuhl), who is supnosed to have counseled the operations.
eee 16 It must be stated that General Barclay does not pos-
sess the confidence of the army....l consider General Bar-
clay as terrorised {sic]) (if I may use the expression) by
the reputation of his enemy....l am certain he is not mak-
ing a war of manoeuvre upon any fixed and prearrsnged mili-
tary system, but a war of marches without sufficient ar-
rangement and method. I should hope that a sense of this
necessity, and of his inability to recover the confidence
of his officers and soldiers, will induce him to resizn,
end yet serve his country as a meritorious officer in a
less responsible station. 17 .

Cathcart, however, is not a severe critic of Barclay.

In his book Comuentsries on the Jizr in Russia end Germany

in 1812 and 1813 he writes:

A systematic retreat of a large force was conducted by Par-
clay de Tolly with the greatest of skill;...A certain de-
gree of disunion and varty spirit prevailed throughout the
army while it was under the command of Barclay de Tolly,
and impaired its capability for proapt and vigorous ex-
ertion....Begration and Bennigsen were, individually, able
and meritorious officers, yet they would have been more
likely to injure the cause by jealousy and rivelry, than
to prove cordial subordinates....it would have been diffi-
cult for an army, under any commander, to keep psce with
the sanguinary expectations of those who watched the re-
flex of the tide of invasion with intense eagerness at a
distance from the scene of operationse.e...1l8

Kircheisen says all the Russian generals hated Bar-
clay because he was a foreigner and because he failed to
give battle against Napoleon. The entire army rejoiced
et Kutuzov's appointment as co&mander—infchief.lg Four-

nier, also, states that Rarclaey was in disfavor tecause

16 g, T, Wilson, Invesion of Russig, ».3282.

17 1bid., p.384.
18 George Cathcart, Comnentaries on the War in Russia
10 and Germany in 1812 and 1813 (London, 1850),pn.55-83.

F. M. Kircheisen, Napoleon, pp. 566-67.
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he was a foreigner (though he reslly was a Livonian) and
because he did not defend S:nolensk.gO According to Thiers,
Barclay was blamed for the losses of Vilna and Smolensk.
"The cry of popular passion, swelled by the voices of
those wno envied hiim, spread not only throughout the aruy,
but throughout the whole country, denouncing Barclay de
Tolly...“z1

So it was that sixty-seven year old, one-eyed Genersl
Kutuzov assumed commend of the Russian army and began pre-
parations to halt the advance of the French. Though Pierre
Eezuhov, a fictional character, is the principal figure in

ar and Pesce, Kutuzov is the hero of the story. Tolstoy

constantly prsises the 0ld general asnd coues to his defense
when charges are made that Napoleon should have been trapped
in Russia but escaned because of Kutuzov's laxness.

Tarlt also believes that Kutuzov wes the hero of 1812;
he devotes some eizht pages to extolling the virtues of
the old soldier.zg However, the merits of Genersl Kutuzov
are presented in a manner hinting of the influence of po-
litical thought prevailing in Russia today: "He fKutuzov]
will be remembered as the genuine representative of the
Rueelan people in the most terrible mowent of Russia's
existence,"23

Kircheisen speaks well of Kutuzov: "The value of the

new Commander-in-Chief lay less in his military attain-

30 A, Fournier, Napoleon the First, p.553.

2l 1.A.Thier, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,124.
2 E. Tarlé, Nepoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 168-78.
$ Ibid., p. 168.
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ments than in his personal qualities, which had mede him
popular among the Russian people. His sound knowledge of
men, his tactfulness - though he had little education -
and his political shrewdness, and finally his vast experi-
ence of warfare made him eminently sulted to the position
to which he was now raised, for his duty was not only to
fight the enemy but to éccomodate himself to the wishes of
the Euperor and the officers of his army...." 24

Eugene Stschepkin, writing for the Cambridge llodern

History, says of Kutuzov: "Physically weakened by age, he

lacked the mental energy required for contending with Napo-

leon, but he had talent enough to play a Fabian part...."25

Wilson mentions General Kutuzov:

When he joined the army he was seventy-four years old,z6

and though hale, so very corpulent and unwieldy that he

was obliged to move about, even when in the field, in a
little four wheeled carriage.... 27 A bon vivant - polished,
courteous, shrewd as a Greek, naturally intelligent as an
Aslatic snd well instructed as an European - he was more
disposed to trust to diplomacy for his success than to
martial prowess, for which by his age and the state of his
constitution he was no longer qualified. 28

Thiers does not speak highly of Kutuzov. He describes
hin as being "...s80 perfectly worn out by war and pleassure

as to be scarcely cavsble of holding himself on his horse,

gé F. M, Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 567.
The Cambridge Nodern History, Lord Acton (ed.), Vol.9,
g Yepoleon, (London, 1908) p.494.
Kutuzov was sixty-seven years o0ld when he took command
in 1812. He was born in 1745 (Encyclopedia Britannica,
Eleventh Edition, Vol. XV, ». 956%.
Tolstoy describes Kutuzov: "...Kutugov had grown stouter
and more corpulent than ever; he seemed swimming in
28 fateeeo" p.692. Tolstoy often mentions Kutuzov's carriage.

R. T. Wilson, Invasion of Russia, p.1l31l.

27
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thoroughly corrupt, false, perfidious, 2nd a liar..."=29
All Russia was clamoring for a decisive battle with
Nepoleon and it was General Kutuzov who was chosen for
this task. After assuming comzand of the army on August
29th Kutuzov immediately made plans to halt the French ad-
vance. The stand he determined to mezke against the French
was 8t Borodino, a small town eighty miles west of loscow.
A deteiled discussion of the merits of the Russian posi-

tion at Borodino opens the section of Var and Peace devoted

to this great battle:

In giving and accepting battle at Borodino, Kutuzov and
Napoleon acted without design or rationsl plan....The Rus-
sians did not seek out the best position; on the contrary,
on their retreat they had vassed by meny positions better
than Borodino. They did not meke a stand at one of these
positions, because Kutuzov did not care to tzke up a posi-
tion he had not himself selected, because the popular
clemour for a battle had not yet been so strongly ex-
pressed,...The fact remains that there were stronger posi-
tions on the road the Russian army had passed along, and
that the plain of Borodino,...is in no resvect a more
suitable position than any other spot in the Russian eun-
pire to which one might point 2t hazard on the map. 30

Tolstoy has opened himself to criticism in
the sbove statement. ‘hat does he mean when he says Kut-

uzov and Napoleon acted without design or rstional plan?

Napoleon was eager to engage the Russians in a decisive
vattle. "Had not Napoleon ardently longed for a pitched
battle, he never would have attacked at Borodino...." says
Dodge.31 Fournier relates that Nzpvoleon was so anxious to
face the Russians in open battle that he could get little

sleep. "If Kutusoff would only stand firm! Y¥apnoleon was

39 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Euxpire,VIII,124,
30 p, Tolstoy, VYar and Peace, pp. 705-06.

31 T. A. Dodge, Great Captains, III, 568.
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80 excited by this question that he hardly slept..." And
the entire French aruy was eager to fight: "...they
EFrench troops] all came back and donned their best uni-
forms, for the long-desired festivel was at hande..."°?
Kircheisen states that "As Napoleon drew near the Russian
positions a2t Borodino he felt glad to be able at last to
begin the decisive battle...."SS

Did Kutuzov have a reason to make his aray face about
and oppose the French? "Kutusow would certainly not have
delivered the bettle of Borodino, frowu which he probably
expected no victory, if he had not been coumpelled to it
by the voice of the court, the army, and the nation at
largeee.." writes Clausewitz. 4 Dodge says "The new cour
mander [Kutuzov] had orders to fight the battle which the
czar and the nation demanded for the safety of LosCOWj..."S°
WVilson states: "Bound to the stake by the circumstances of
his Kutuzov's avpointment, he could not decline the bat-
tle which he had heard vociferously demanded wherever he
had passed;..."36

Tolstoy is correct in saying that the Rﬁssian position
at Borodino was inferior to what it should heve been, but
he does not consider the circumstances under which Borodino
had to be chosen. Clausewitz tells that the position was
chosen by Colonel Toll, the chief-of-staff, who also had

selected all of Barclay's positions. "...it was assuredly

92 A, Fournier, Napoleon the First, p.554.

33 P, V¥, Kirchelsen, Napoleon, p.568.

34 C. von Clausewitz, Campzign in Russia, p.l423.
85 1, A. Dodge, Great Ceptains, I1I, 568.

R. T. Wilson, Invasion of Russia, p.l1l3l.




59
not the best among the meny which that officer had thought
fit for the purpose of a battle."37 Clausewitz goes on to
say that Russia is poor in military positions. Either the
land is swampy, covered with forests, or almost completely
level. "If a commander, then, wishes to fight without
loss of time, as was Kutusow's case, it is evident that he
must put up with what he can get." 38

Tarlé presents a strong defense for Kutuzov's choice
of position at Borodino:

Only a few of the early military critics of this campaign
understood that the battlefield chosen by Kutuzov was the
only one possible, for the simple reason that Napoleon
with his main forces was now keeping Kutuzov's rear-guard
within his range of vision, and Konovnitsin [the rear-
guard counander] was forced to retire fighting every inch
of the way. Kutuzov could, to be sure, speed up his re-
treat and lesve Konovnitsin to his fate, but even then
Napoleon, after smashing Konovnitsin, would still have
been able to overtake Kutuzov somewhere near l'ozhalsk
jnear Borodino] and make him accept battle. Kutuzov chose
rather to stoo near the Kolotsk monastery, fortify what-
ever position he found there,...and await Napoleon. The
position for battle was none too good, and some military
historians claim that i1t was quite bad, but it had to be
accepted. 39

Kircheisen says that Barclay was intending to give
battle at Tsarevo-Zaimishtche when Kutuzov replaced him,
"He {Kutuzov] had originally intended to offer battle in
the position chosen by his predecessor, but by the advice
of Bennigsen, whom he had made Chief-of-Staff, he decided

to fight at Borodiro, so that if he were successful the

credit might not go to Barclay de Tolley!leo." 40

37 C. von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia, p. 142.
38 Ibid., p.l148.

E. Tarle, Nanoleon's Invesion of Russia, ».180
40 p, u, Kircheisen, Navoleon, p. 567
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Tolstoy is definitely in error when he says thet not
until the days of Borodino - early Septewber - was there
a ponular clamor for a decisive battle. It was the popular
clamor for a battle that was one of the reasons for re-
placing Barclay with Kutuzov.4l

The weakness of the Russians' left flank is discussed
next by Tolstoy. He contends that the Shevardino redoubt
was not an advanced position, as some writers claim, but
was the intended left flank until captured by the French;
then a new redoubt had to be dug on the Russian left. Tol-
stoy says that while pursuing the Russian rear-guard the
French stumbled upon Shevardino. Napoleon decided to take
thet redoubt in order to enable his army to deploy closer
to the Russisn lines. Tolstoy asks why Shevardino was so
determinedly defended on September 5th if it was only an
advance redoubt. He says six thousend men died defending
the redoubt when only a picket of Cossacks would have been
necessary to hold, and then w thdraw, if Shevardino were
only sn advenced position. "After the loss of the Shevard-
ino redoubt, we found ourselves on the morning of the 25th42
with our left flank driven from its position, and were
forced to draw in the left wing of our position and hur-
riedly fortify it where we could....and the disadvantage
of that position was aggravated by the fact that the Rus-

sian generals, not fully recognising the facts...,retained

their extended formation..., and, consequently had to trans-

ié See above page 51,
September 6th on the YWestern calendar.
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fer their troops from richt to left during the battle...."43
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Kircheisen substantiates Tolstoy's assertion regarding
Shevardino: "His [ﬁapoleon's] first move on September 5th
was to capture-the trenches of Shevardino, which were orig-
inally intended to cover the left flenk of the Russian posi-
tion....n44 Fournier says "The most westerly of his
(Kutuzov's] redoubts was captured by the French on 8S8eptember
5th after a fierce struggle: this pushed the left wing of
the Russians back from the Kalotza against the other lines,

so that they were arranged in the shape of an elbow with

22 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 706-07.
F. 1, Kircheisen, Ngpoleon, p.588,
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the angle at Borodino...."49 Dodge states that the Rus-
sian position at Borodino was tactically strongest on the
right and not until the eve of the battle - September 6th -
did Kutuzov begin transferring troops to the 1eft.46

Coignet tells of stumbling upon Shevardino: "In
order to vass into the plain occupied by the Russians,
it was necessary to leave the wood. As soon as we energed
from it we saw, on the right of the road, a large redoubt
which shelled us as we came out. 'e had to make unheard-
of efforts to take it...."4?

Labaume recalls the action at Shevardino much as Coig-
net does. He says that after pursuing the Russians through
some woods the French came out on g pleain. "Towards our
extreme right [ﬁhe Russian 1eft] the Russians hed a re-
doubt situated between two woods, from which a murderous
fire carried consternation into our ranks. They had con-
structed it to strengthen their left wing, which was the
weak part of their entrenchments. Napoleon saw this at
once, and that there was nothing for it but to carry this
redoubt...."48 Labaume goes on to say that following the
fighting at Shevardino he was sent to reconnoiter the lines.
"eoothelir [Russiansq left was much weekened by the loss
of the redoubt which we had taken on the nrevious daye..e.

As to our right, it will be understood thet our success of

45 4, Fournier, Napoleon the First, p.554.
48 T. A. Dodge, Great Captains, III, 571,
48 J. Coignet, Xemoirs, pe.323.

E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p.95.
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the previous evening had enasbled us to approach Xutusoff's
extreime left,..."49

Tarlé does not comnit himself on the question of the
Shevardino redoubt but says "Later military writers insist
that this redoubt near the village of Shevardino was one
of the fortified points of the position chosen by Toll for
the lmminent battle, but that it was decided to move the
left flank a short distance eastward, to cover it with o
Semenovsky trench and earthworks, winich were quickly
erected...."90

VWilson, however, holds to the theory that Sheverdino
was an edvanced entrenchment. "...in advance, on a hill
situated between two smzll woods , about eighteen hundred
yards in front of the village of Chewardino, was another
field work intended to delay the prozress of en enemy mov-
ing on Semenowskoie, "9l He further states that late in the
evening on Sentember 5th the Russians were ordered to with-
draw from Shevardino after a fierce defense against French
attacks : "...t0o withdraw from it, as it was out of the
main defensive line of the position,...and by checking, as
it had done, the evening's apnroach by the French , had
fully accomplished the object of its construction, %93

Clausewitz also thinks Shevardino was an advanced
position, and as regerds the Russisns having to hurriedly

dig positions, he says that all the earth works at Boro-

49 E, Lsbaume, Crime of 1812, p. 95.

50 g, Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.181.
Sl g, T. Wilson, Invasion of russia, p.l135.

52 Ibid., pp. 137-38.
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dino were not ordered to he dug until the entire army had
arrived.®3 He is in sccord with Tolstoy when he states
that the heavily manned Russian risht had to be shifted
to the left during the bettle.54

Caulaincourt recalls thet the doy vefore the battle -
September 6th - Napoleon observed the Russians digcing new
fieldworks, probably to replace the one lost at Shevardino.55

Tolstoy states that "...on the 25th56 not a shot was
fired on either side;..."57 Thiers agrees with this state-
ment: "By a species of mutusl consent the 6th had been al-
lowed to pass by without even the discharge of a musket, .. .28
But Rapv and Cauleincourt made observations to the contrary.
Reppn says that while reconnoiteringz the lines he was fired
on with grapeshot by the Russians; a similar mishap befell
Napoleon that day.59 Caulaincourt mentions that Septewuber
6th was spént in observation, excent for Polish units
which gained advantageous ground for the French.50

Concerning the weather of September 6th, Tolstoy says
",..it was a bright August®l morning..."62 However, in the
evening the weather changed. "The night was dark and daup;

a slight drizzle was falling almost inaudibly...."63

53 ¢. von Clgusewitz, Campaign in Russia, p.l1lZl

54 Ipbid., p.l52.

55 Caulaincourt, With Xapoleon, p.95.

§§ September 6th on the Viestern calendsr - the day before
the battle of Borodino.

57 1., Tolstoy, W¥ar snd Peace, De704.

58 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Eonire,VIII,134.

S9 5, Rapn,  ‘iemoirs, 11, 200-01.

gg Caulaincourt, l/ith Napoleon, p.S5.

a September on the Western calendar.
6% L. Tolstoy, WYar and Peace, p. 708.
Ibid., p.735.
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Thiers gives the same descrintion of the weather. The
morning was sunny64 but in the evening "...soldiers sleot
around huge fires, which had been lizhted to protect them
from the chill of the night, and the dawp arising from a
shower of small rain which hed fallen during the eVening."65
Constant recalls a cold, fine rain being driven in sheets
by the wind®6 but does not tell whether or not this rain
fell all day.

On Septeuber 6th, amidst preparations for the bettle
on the morrow, an elaborate religious procession marched
through the Russian lines. Tolstoy relates:"R church pro-
cession was coming un the hill from Borodino. In front of
it 8 regiment of infantry marched s:martly along the dusty
road, with their shakoes off and their nuskets lowered.
Behind the infantry came sounds of church singing. Sol-
diers and peasants caine running down bareheaded to meet it,
«es'They are bringing the Holy kother! Cur defender... the
Holy Mother of Iversky!ls..' 'The Holy Nother of Smolensk...'
another corrected." 67

Dodge tells of the religious procession: "Kutusov is-
sued no proclamation, but he paraded the Smolensk statue
of the Holy Virgin, which had been borne by the priests
from that city, and told the soldiers that they were fight-
ing for her snd for God, agsinst the enemy of all God's laws.

During the 6th the Russian soldiers attended divine service,

64 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Eupire,VIII,129.
€5 1pid., VIII, 135.

6 Constant, Yemoirs, pn. 177-78.

67 L., Tolstoy, Tar and Peace, p. 712.
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and the men received sbsolution...."©8

Lejeune recalls the procession:
eesthelr General [kutuzov], knowing the superstitious
piety of his soldiers, took care to rouse their fanaticism
by making the war apvear to be one in defense of their
religion., He had the image of a certain canonized bishop,
which it was szid had been miraculously rescued from the
impious hands of the French, carried through the ranks
with all the poup due to some sacred relic. It excited
the greatest enthusiasm wherever it apweared, and we could
hear the shouts of joy with which its passage waes greeted...69

Thiers says: "...they [the Russians] were on their
knees in the midst of a thousand flambeaux, before a miracu-
lous liwage of the ladonna of Smolensk, saved, it was said,
on the winge of angels from the conflagration of that un-
fortunate city, and now carried in procession by the Greek
ptiests through the bivouacs of the camp of Eorodino,..."70

Tarlé mentions that Napoleon was disturbed at the un-
rest in the Russian positions. "Sowme sort of coamotion
was. apvarent, and all the while the sounds of g distant din
reacned him. At midday, the French learned that Kutuzov
was inspecting his troops, and that the ikon of the Smol-
ensk lLother of God was being bofne round the Russian
CaMPe oo 0"71

The eve of the battle of Borodino saw Nepoleon con-
clude his duties &s commanding general end engage in vari-
ous personal affairs. Tolstoy tells of the arrival of Col-

onel Febvier from Spasin with the news of the French reverse

68 1, A. Dodge, Great Captains, III, 571.

€9 1, Lejeune, Xemoirs, vp. 177-78.

70 1, A. Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII,1l34.
71 ®, Tarilé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.l84.
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at Salamanca,72 also mentioned by Caula.incourt,73 Thiers,74
and Tarlé,75 and describes Napoleon's recention of li, de
Eeausset bearing a painting of the Ewmperor's son, the King
of Roue.?6

Tolstoy says that Napoleon found an egreeable surprise
wnen he stepped from the sleeping section of his tent and
saw de Beausset displaying the nicture. The Zuperor was so
delighted that he ordered the painting be set outside his
tent so the Guard could see it.

Caulaincourt,77 Keneva1,78 and Constant’9 all wention
the incident of the painting and the latter two tell of the
enthusiasm shown by the Guard when seeing the picture dis-
played outside the Zmperor's tent. However, l'éneval, Cau-
laincourt, and Tolstoy do not agree as to Napoleon's re-
ceotion of the painting. ileneval says the Emperor wes im-
patient to see it and ordered its container opened in his
presence, while Caulaincourt states that Napoleon found it
hanging in his tent when he returned from a reconnaissance.
Thiers throws a fourth light on this picture by saying that
the Ewperor did not display it to the Guard but had it re-
placed in its box.80

Breakfast followed the presentation of the painting,

end after dining Navoleon dictated a »nroclamation for the

72 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 726-27.

73 Caulaincourt, With Napoleon, p.94.

74 L,A.Thiers, History of tne Consulate and Empire VIII,135.
75 E. Terlé, . Napoleon's Invesion of Russia, p.l135

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 737-28.

;g Caulaincourt, Uith Nanoleon, p. Sb5.
79 C. leneval, lewoirs, III, 52-53.
80 Constant, llemoirs, III, 259.

L.A.Thiers, Eistory of the Consulate and Xwmire, VITI, 135,
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troops telling them of the iumortsnce of the couing battle
and vromising them good quarters and an early peace if
they would carry the day. Translations of this proclair

ation, almost verbatim with that in Tar and Peace,8l are

mentioned by Rap»,B82 Caulaincourt,83 Dodge,84 and Tarlé,.85

Tolstoy presents the attack order drawn up by Napoleon
the day before the battle - September 6tn.86 Though one
French division was to feign a flanking movement on the
Russian left, the main strategy was an infantry frontal as-
sault on the Russian ezrthworks. Tolstoy criticizes the
way Napoleon deployed his trooms 2nd says "...not one of
the instructions given was, or could te, carried into ef-
fect...."87 Navoleon's plans failed not because he viol-
ated any of the rules of military scilence but because the
opnosition from the Russians weas insurmountable.

Dodge has Napoleon's attack order in a translation
almost identical with that of Tolstoy.88 As to the suc-
cess of this order Kircheisen says"...hardly any of the
instructions for the attack given bty Napoleon on Septeuber
8th could be carried out as they were found to be quite
inpossible in practice."89

Napoleon's health on the dey of the battle proupted

Tolstoy to include a discussion as to whether or not the

8l 1. Tolsto War and Peace, p. 729.

82 J. Rapp, 7o Lemoirs, II, 203.

83 Caulaincourt, .itn lapoleon, ».96.

84 7, A, Dqdge, Great Captains, III, 571.

E. Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.l154.
86 1, Tolstoy, uar end Peace, pp. 780-31.

Ibid., pe731.

88 T,TA., Dodge, Great Ceptains, III, 574.

F. ¥, Xircheisen, DNgpoleon, p. 583.
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Ezperor's headcold impeded his decisions at Borodino. S0
The comuentary stresses the fact that it 1s fate end the
armies themselves which determine the tide of battle and
not just one man's judguent.

Genergl Dumas, the French quartermaster-generesl in
1812, recalls in his menoirs:
It has been frequently asserted that Napoleon did not dis-
play his usual activity on this day. Eis apperent indif-
ference has excited astonishment; it has been intimated
that he laboured under btodily exhaustion; that he was not
able to call into action all the resources of his genius;
in short, that his star began to grow dim, even in the
midst of victory. Napoleon certainly appeared to be in-
disposed; he had undergone excessive fatigue during the
two preceding nights, which he had employed in recon-
noitering in person the positions,... ©1

Fournier says "The generals hardly knew him from the
0ld Nanoleon; they laid everything to the inflammation of
a severe cold and the consteant pain he was suffering, but
in particular to his overstrained nerves, that were un-
equal to the new task after such wearing excitements..."S3

Kircheisen tells of Napnoleon's lack of energy on the
day of the bettle and mentions the Emperor's heavy cold,
but does not state an opinion as to the effect of the
cold.93 Lejeune blames the headcold for Napoleon's apathy
in regard to the events of the battle. 94

Constant mentions that Napoleon had "...great ex-

haustion throughout his person..." and had teen suffering

from a cold which caused a loss of voice on the day of the

90 L. Tolstoy, Iar and Peace, pp. 732-34.

91 1'athieu Dumas, llemoirs of His Own Time (2 vols.,
London, 1832), II, 334.

A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, p.555.

F. !l Kircheisen, Nanoleon, p. 569.

L. Lejeune, ifemoirs, II, 137.
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engagement., "During all the time thet the battle of the
X oskowa [Borodino] lasted, the Enperor had ettacks of dy-
eury-[sic)...."95 However, Constant mockXes no statement
that anyone on the French staff felt that the headcold
ha:pered Nspoleon. Thiers considers the headcold but
says it was "...not of a nature to paralyze his powerful
intellects..."96

Nepoleon could not sleep during the early morning
hours preceding the battle. He inspected the lines sev-
eral times and at three o'clock decided to sit down and
relax; he had some punch and engaged in conversetion with
General Repd. Napoleon talked of the state of the army
since leaving Smolensk and inquired into the distribution
of supplies. Tolstoy probably took this conversation 97
from Rapo's memoirs; Rapp presents the dialogue almost ver-

batim with that in War and Peace.98

"A solitary deen cennon shot boowed out on the right,
hovered in the air, and died away in the stillness. Sev-
eral minutes passed. A second, and a third shot was hesrd,
the air was full of vibration; a fourth and a fifth boomed
out majestically, closely on the right."99 Tolstoy begins
his narrative of the battle of Eorodino.

Lagbaumne says the long awaited encounter comrenced

when ",..8 cannon-shot from one of Sorbier's batteries an-

e e e e e Ci et mmmiase e = e e e e e . . .. . e ——

95 Constant, lemoirs, III, 259-60.

96 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Eupire, VII],b1l465,
97 L. Tolstoy, lWar and Peace, pp. 734-35.

98 J. Rapp, emoirs, II, 202-03.

99 L. Tolstoy, l'ar and Peace, p. 738.
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nounced that the battle had begun...."100 Wilson visual-
izes the scene: "...the eneny {French] suddenly ovened
fire from thelr right bzttery...with a thundering peal,
which was followed by lightning flashes from all the
other betteries."10l

As the battle began Napoleon situated hiwself at the
Shevardino redoubt. Vhile describing the progress of the
fighting by the French Tolstoy always refers to Napoleon
as being at this redoubt.log Lejeune mentions: "The Emper-
or announced that he would establish his headquarters on
the redoubt taken the evening before [Shevardin§], and as
a matter of fact he pessed a great part of the day on that
elevated position, sitting on the steep bank of the exter-
ioxr slope,..."103 Kircheisen says Napoleon rode to Shev-
ardino and stayed there for twelve hours "...in complete
apathy, and seemed as little i:ioressed by good news as by
bades.. 104 Kircheisen hints that the Emperor's health was
to bleme for this apathy.l05 FournierlO6 and DodgelO7 also
say that Nspoleon remained at the redoubt during the en-
tire course of the battle.

During his desaription of the battle Tolstoy brings

in an incident concerning one of lurat's adjutants and

General Beliard. In War snd Pesce ilurat sent an adjutant

100 g, Labaume, Crime of 1812, p.1l0l.
101 g, T, Vilson, Invasion of Russia, p.142.
102 1| Tolstoy, Uar and Peace, pp. 745-5l.
103 p,, Lejeune, lMemoirs, II, 178,
igg F. M. Kircheisen, Napoleon, p.569.

See above page &3.
106 4, Fournier, Nanoleon the First, p.556.
107 7, A, Dodge, Grest Csptains, III, 575.
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to Napoleon requesting reinforcements. "'Tell the King
of Naplesfwurat),' said Fapoleon, ‘that it is not midday,
and I don't yet see clearly over my chessboard....'" Just
after the adjutant devarted General Beliard rode up and
breathlessly told Napoleon that if another division were
brought up the Russians would be annihilated. "'You are
very hesty, Beliard,' szid Napoleon, '...It is easy to
make a mistake in the heat of the fray. Go and look egain
and then come back to me.'"108

Rapp makes mention of this same incident but elimin-
etes the sdjutant from the story. According to Ravp, Gene
eral Beliard had reconnoitered the wooded area on the
battlefield and noted the Russians in retreat. He told
Murat of this and urged an atteck by a fresh division.
furat sent him to Napoleon. The Euperor answered Beli-
ard's request for reinforcements by saying, "'I do not
see sufficiently clear on my chess board; I expect news
from Poniatowski [commanding the troops in the woods].
Return, examine, come back.'"109 Thiers tells of General
Beliard in much the sawme words as Rapp.llo

Kleenwhile, Kutuzov was no more busy than Nazpoleon.
Tolstoy describes the Russian comwander: "Kutuzov, with
his grey head hanging, snd his heavy, corpulent frame sunk
into a heap, wes sittiﬁg on a bench covered with a rug,...
He issued no orders, and simply gave or withheld his as-

gent to what was proposed to him....From long years of

108 L. Tolstoy, War end Peace, vo. 748-49,
109 J. Ranp, Lemoirs, II, 206-07.
110 1.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Zuwire,VIII,140.
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military experience he had learned, and with the wisdom of
old 2ge he had recoznized, that one man cannot guide hund-
reds of thousands of men struzgling with death;ees” 111
Tolstoy adds that "Kutuzov was with difficulty chewing
roast chicken,..."112

Bugene Stschenkin, in the Caubridge l'odern EHistory,

states: "Kutusoff remained inactive the whole tiume at
Gorki,far behind the line of battle, leaving BRarcleay,
Bagration, and Yermoloff to their own devices." 113

Kircheisen says that Kutuzov kept his ectivity to a
mininum and engaged in "...the enjoyment of culinary de-
lights,.sewith a view to avoiding all possible resnonsi-
bility for the outcome of the battlee..."1l4

Clausewitz mentions that he saw Kutuzov only briefly
during the battle, but that glimpse left an unfavorable
iupression. He seys it was an impression held by most of
the Kussian officers. "...he [Kutuzov) wes almost a null-
ity. Ee spoeared destitute of inward activity, of any
clear view of surrounding occurrences, of any liveliness
of perception, or independence of action. He suffered the
gubordinate directors of the contest to take their own
course, and anpeared to be for the individual transactions
of the day nothing but an abstract idea of & central guth-
ority...fGlausewitz admits he could be wrong, but says
that in later years he never had cause to change this

opinion. 115

1111, Tolstoy, War and Peace, pn. 751-52.
ﬁ% Ibid., p.753.

114 Cambridge odern History, IX, 455.

F, i, Kircheisen Nanoleon « D63,
115 ¢! von Clausewit, Citpargﬁ’ig Russia, p.1l41.
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Tolstoy tells of the rumor that the Russians had can-
tured 'arshal Ilurat. The genersl staff was jubilant and
Kutuzov, though trying to reteain en air of reserve, ordered
the news spread throuzh the ranks.11® Clausewitz remarks
that he was stending near Kutuzov when the news arrived
telling of the alleged capture of llurat. "The enthusiasnm
blazed up like lighted straw;..." PBut it was later dis-
covered that the prisoner was General Bonami and not 1urat. 117

woltzogen, the adjutant—-genersl, cane to inform Kutu—
zov of the menacing position of the French on the Russian
left. Tolstoy says "The sagacious Barclay de Tolly, see-
ing crowds of wounded men running back, and the ranks in
disorder, and weighing all the circumstances of the case,
made up his mind that the bettle was lost, and sent his
favourite adjutent [Woltzogen} to the com:znder-in-chief
to tell him so."

“nen Woltzogen told Kutugzov of the Russian withdrawzl
along the left flank, the o0ld generzl grew angry and sput-—
tered "'How dare you, sir, tell me that? You know nothing
about it. Tell General Barclay from me that his information
is incorrect, and that I, the comwander-in-chief, know
more of the course of the battle than he does.'"

Kutuzov added: "'The enemy has been repulsed on the
left and defeated on the right flank...Kindly return to

General Barclay and inform him of my unhesitating intention

to sttack the French to-morrow,'...'HS

116 L. Tolstoy, War snd Peace, p.753.
117 ¢, von Clausewitz, Campeign in Russia, p.159.
118 1. Tolstoy, M ar and Pezce, p.753.




Kircheisen tells of this same incident:
“hen Colonel VWolzogen, sent by Barclay, apneared in the
presence of the Coumander-in-Chief to revort the loss of
the positions and to ask for further instructions, Kutuzov
shouted engrily at his aide~de-camp and said, in order to
impress his hearers, that he was better informed of the
way the battle was going, and would place hiuself next day
at the head of his forces snd annihilate Napoleon's army. 113

The French and Russians fought at Borodino from sun-
rise to sunset. Tolstoy says that towerd the end of the
day Nepoleon was urzed by one of his generals to use the
Guard which had been kept in reserve all day. "'Eight
hundred leagues from France, I am not going to let my
Guard be destroyed'" answered the Emperor.lzo

This statement is found, almost verbatiu, in Thiers:
"'I will not destroy my guard. At a distance of eight
hundred leagues from France, it would be scarcely wise
to risk our last remaining reserve.'" 131

Caulsincourt mentions that Berthier and llurat re-
minded Napoleon that the day was ending and the only chance
for a French victory was to use the Guard in an attack.
But they went on to say that success at the price of the
Guard would really be a check and urged the Emperor not
to commit the only corps remeining at full strength. They
suggested that the Guard would be of more velue in future
engagements, Caulaincourt says Napoleon hesitated but

finally resolved not to use the Guard.l22 Meéneval states

that Napoleon answered s request to use the Guard with the

119 p, M, Kircheisen, Napoleon, po. 569-70.

120 1, .Toletoy, War and Pesce, p.751.

%g% L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate end Empire,VIII,147.
Caulaincourt, ifemoirs, 0.10l.
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retort "'If there's a second battle tomorrow, with whet
shall I fight it?'n 123

Stschepkin says "Napoleon had himself to thank for
the fact that the result of the battle did not justify
these sacrifices. If he had called up his Guards, who
were still 20,000 strong, he wmight have annihilated the
Russian army...."134

Kircheisen writes: "There is no doubt that the entry
of the French Guard would have proved the undoing of the
Russian army, but Napoleon would not risk losing his
picked troops, for he was reckoning with the possibility
of & fresh engagement,"135

Dumas recalls that after the battle, while at supper
on the field, Napoleon said to him, "'People will be
astonished that I did not bring up my reserves to obtain
more important results, but i1t was necessary to keep then,
in order to strike a decisive blow in the great battle
which the enemy will offer us before loscow: the success
of the day was secured; I had to think of the success of
the campaign, and it is for that that I keep my reserves,'"126

The Russian regiment commanded by Prince Andrey Bol-
konsky was held in reserve behind the Semyonovskoye re-
doubt during most of the action, but Tolstoy says it was

forced to suffer under intense artillery fire from the

French.l37 Clausewitz remerks that the Russians allowed
123 ¢, uéneval, Memoirs, III, 54-55.

134 cambridze Modern History, IX, 4986.

135 ¥, 1. Kircheisen, Nepoleon, p.570.

126 ¥, Dumes, liemoirs, II, 356.

127 1. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p.755.
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thelr reserves to form too near the battle lines and thus
endured needless losses from French artillery,l128

As the sun bewan to set at the end of the day the
fighting, which had resulted in no clear victory for either
side, began to subside. The Russian artillery, however,
was stubborn and continued to answer the French cannonade.
When told of this continued resistance,Tolstoy says Napo-
leon answered, "'They want even more!l...Well, let them
have it then,'"12°

Thiers gives Napoleon's answer: "Since they are still
anxious for it,...let them have it!'"130 Tarild has almost
the sawe reply: "'Intensify the fire, if that's what they
want !...Let them have it $tn13l

When the great battle finally came to an end a most
sanguinary and hideous scene was revealed. Tolstoy makes
an effort to describe the battlefield: "Some tens of thou-
sands of men lay sacrificed in various postures and uni-
forms on the fields and meadows...where for hundreds of
years the peasants...had harvested their crops...At the
ambulence stations the grass and earth were soaked with
blood for two acres round....Storm clouds gathered, end
e drizzling rain began to fall on the dead, on the wounded,
on the panic stricken,..."132

Jakob Walter recalls the scene: "This beautiful grain

128 ¢, von Clausewitz, Camveign in Russies, p.155.
129 Tolstoy, War and Peace, D.761.
130 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate end imoire,VIII,147.
%31 E. Terlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p.201.
33 L. Tolstoy, iiar end Peace, pp. 763-54.
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reglon without woods and villages could now be compared to
a cleared forest....the ground was sovered with people and
animals...."l33 Thiers says "Ninety thousand men,...covered
the battlefield, dead or wounded....they lay in heaps with-
out distinctlon of nation."134 Colgnet relates:"...near their
[Russian] field hospitals there were piles of dead bodles and
heaps of limbs which had been amputated."l35 Labaume mentions:
"The weather, which had been magnificent during the day, be-
came cold and wet towards night,..."136

Kutuzov may have entertained ambitions to make a fresh
attack the next day, but the fighting had been so flerce on
September 7th that the Russlan general could not hope to rally
his troops. Tolstoy says "...all that evening and next .day
news was coming in of unheard-of losses, of the loss of one-
half of the army, and another battle turned out to be physi-
cally 1mpossib1e."137

Stschepkin mentions that "Kutusoff had intended to con-
tinue the battle the next day; but in view of his losses, he
abandoned this intention, and on September 8, before daybreak,
began his retreat...."138 Clausewitz tells that the Russian
officers still felt able to oppose Napoleon, but upon hearing
of the frightful losses Kutuzov determined to withdraw from
the field.1>9

Who won the battle of Borodino? Both armies camped

133 7, Walter, A @erman Conscript, p. 39.
134 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII,148.

135 7, Coignet, Memoirs, p. 225.
%35 E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 110.
135 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. T69.
58 Cambridge lModern History, IX, 496.
139 & von Clgusewitz, Campaign in Russla, p. 167.
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overnight on the battlefield, but on the morrow the Russians
began to withdraw. Napoleon had possession of the field and
nothing more. Tolstoy voices his opinion: "Not the victory,
signalised [gic] by the capture of rags on the end of sticks,
called flags, or of the ground on which the troops were
standing, but a moral victory, that which compéls the enemy
to recognise [sic] the moral superiority of his opponent, and
his own impotence, was won by the Russians at Borodino...."140

Tar1d, %! and Kircheisenl“2 also feel that though Napo-
leon continued his march to Moscow, Borodino was a moral vic-
tory for Russia. Fournier says "It was only a battlefield
that Napoleon won on that September day, not a battle...."143
Thiers maintains that Borodino was a French victory, though
he says Napoleon was embarrassed by having nothing to show
for the victory.144

What was the price of this bloody battle to France and
Russia? The authors consulted in this theslis do not agree
exactly, but a comparison of their estimates will give the
reader an idea of the number of lives sacrificed in the
struggle.

The reader must ask himself which estimates can be
trusted most. The credibility of Thiers, Fournier, and
Kirchelsen has already been discussed.l45 Tarlé is prone to

preach a Russian peoplegs' war; Stschepkin was a Russian schol-

140 1,, Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. T6S.

lﬁl E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russla, p. 204.

142 F.M.Kircheisen, Napdleon, p. 570.

143 5. Fournier, Napoleon the First, p. 555.

144 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Zmpire, VIII,149.

145 gee above, p. 7.
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those of Kircheisen); and Clausewitz was present at Boro-
dino and probably was influenced by estimates made on the
field. The writer of thls thesls tends to belleve Fournler

and Kircheisen, though their figures are at variance.

TROOP CONCENTRATIONS AT BORODINO

Forces at Beginning Losgses

of Battle (killed and wounded)
French Russian French Russian
Cambridge History 120-
(Stschepkin) 146 130,000 103,000 28,000 50,000
Clausewitzl47 130,000 120,000 20,000 30,000
Fournierl#8 130,000 120,000 36,000 44,000
Kircheisenl49 124,000 121,000 28,000 50,000
Tar16150 130,000 127,800 50,000 58,000
Thiergl5l 127,000 140,000 30,000 60,000
Tolstoyl52 120,000 100,000 20,000 50,000

An average of the above estimates (considering the above
discussion) would place the French strength at about 130,000,
and the Rusgsian strength at about 120,000; the French lost

about 30,000, and the Russians lost about 50,000 at Borodino.

146 Cambridge lModern History, IX, 494-96.
147 T " von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia, p. 64.
%ﬁB A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, pp. 554-56.
9 F.M.Kircheisen, Nagoleon, pp. 567-68.
150 g, Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 188-89, p. 201.
151 1.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,132-34,148.
152 L. Tolstoy, ¥War and Peace, p. TO5.
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CHAPTER IV
1OSCOW

The Russlians departed from Eorodino and withdrew to-
ward Yoscow with the French close at their heels. At Fili,
within:sight of the ancient capital of Russia, Kutuzov halt-
ed his army and:called a council of his generals to determine
whether or not a last stand should be made against the French.

At two o'clock in the afternoon, says Tolstoy, the coun-
cil met in the cottage of the peasant Andrey Savostyanov. All
the important generals were there: Yermolov, Toll, Barclay
de Tolly, Dohturov, Ostermann, Raevsky, Konovnitsyn, and Ben-
nigsen. Bennigsen was the leader of the group that advocated
making a stand at Fill and dominated the discussion. He was
supoorted by Yermolov, Dohturov, and Ragevsky. But after some
debate, Kutuzov rose and sternly said, "'...I, by the authority
intrusted me by the Tsar and my country, give the order to re-
tire.'"l

Tarld tells of the same council at Fili. He enumerates
the generals present - the same ones as mentlioned by Tolstoy -,
remarks on Bennigsen's urging a last engagement, and mentions
Kutuzov's order: "'...By the authority granted me by the Tsar
and the Fatherland, I comnand retirement.'..."2 Thlers also
describes the council at Fili, much as Tolstoy does, except
that he lays stress on Barclay de Tolly suggesting a withdrawal
all the way to Vladimir. "Kutusoff had already, however, de-
termip?g_gpqnag;swqqgrngpfhaqpion33“§nd we must confess that

——

1y, Tolstoy, War and Pegce, pp. 771-75.
2 E. Tarld, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 210-11.
Thiers refers to the Russian withdrawgl eastward through loscow

and then southwestward to Tarutino.
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it was worthy of a great captain...."4

One week after the bloody encounter at Eorodino the
French were at the gates of ioscow. A vivid description is
glven by Tolstoy of Napoleon's first view of the great city:
"At ten o'clock on the 2nd of September5 the morning light
was full of the beauty of4afairyland. From Poklonny Hill
Koscow lay stretching wide below with her river, her gardens,
and her churches, and seemed to be living a life of her own,
her cupolas twinkldnglike stars in the sunlight....6 'Let
the boyards be brought to me,' sald he, addressing his suite.
A general, with a brilliant sulte of adjutants, galloped off
at once to fetch the boyards."! The general was probably
MNurat.

Napoleon walted several hours for a deputation of boyards,
but none ever came - lMoscow was almost completely deserted.
The Bmperor grew lmpatient and ordered his troops to occupy
the city. He spent the first night at an inn in the Doro-

gomilov suburb.8

Tarlé's narrative of Napoleon's first view of oscow
agrees with that of Tolstoy except for the time of day. "At
two o'clock in the afternoon Napoleon with his suite ascended
Poklonnaya Hi1ll, and Noscow unfolded before their efes. A

bright sun shone down on the vast city sparkling with innumer-

able golden domes...."9 Napoleon was infuriated that lMoscow

4 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII,151-52.
September 14th on the Western calendar.

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 813.

Ibid., p. 814.

Ibido, ppo 814'160

E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 229.

O O O\
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prsented no delegation of nobles to him. He ordered the
city be occupled and spent the first night in an abandoned
house near the Dorogomilov gate.lo

Caulaincourt recalls that Napoleon first viewed lNoscow
from the Sparrow 131111 at ten o'clock on the morning of
September 14th, and sent Murat into the city to find a dep-
utation of city authorities. After sémetime Napoleon learn-
ed that the city was abandoned, except for numerous wretches.

Thiers says: "At length having reached the summit of a
hill, the army beheld beneath it an immense city, brilllant
with a thousand colours, crowned with a multitude of domes
gleaming in the sunlight,..."}3 Concerninz a deputation from
the city, Thiers writes:YThe information sent to Napoleon
of the actual state of affairs deeply afflicted him. He had
walted during the whole afternoon the arrival of the keys
of the city,..."l4

Constant's memoirs have this to say about Napoleon's
billet on the night of September 1l4th: "The Emperor halted
at the entrance of the faubourg Dorogomilov, and was lodged,
not in an inn, as some persons have said, bat in a house so
dirty and misergble thatthe next morning we found in his bed
and clothing a sort of vermin very common in Russia...."15

Labaume remembers the first view of Moscow: "The staff,

while walting for a bridge to be thrown across the Moskwa,

12

10 E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 231-33.

11 Dumas uses the same name for this hill. Poklonnaya, used by
Tarlé and Tolstoy, means bow, or salute. Dodge mentlons the

1 Hill of Salute at Moscow.
2 Caulaincourt, With Napodeon, pp. 110-11.

13 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Emoire, VIII, 156.

14 1pi4., VIII, 158.
15 Constant, Memoirs, III, 279.
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tobk statlion at about eleven o'clock upon a high hill,
whence we perceived in a brilliant 1light a thousand gilld-
ed domes, which, glittering in the rays of the sun, re-
sembled in the distance so many luminous globes...."16

"At four o'clock in the afternoon, lurat's troops
entered Moscow...." says Tolstoy as he begins the section
devoted to the occupation of loscow. MNurat's arrival at
the Kremlin was greeted by musket fire, but two whiffs of
grapeshot slilenced this fragment of resistance. Tolstoy
ciltes Thiers while describing the acfions of a few vaga-
bonds who barricaded themselves in the Kremlin: "Thiers
has indeed devoted some eloquent lines to their memories.
'...Some of them were sabred, and the Kremlin was purged

yul7

of their presence. This reference to Thiers 1s found

on page 157 of volume eight of the History of the Consulate

and the Tmpire.

Tarlé mentions the incldent of the vagabonds at the

"

Kremlinl8 and also says that Murat entered‘Moscow "...about

midday...."19 Sergeant Bourgogne, a member of the Frensh
Guard, recalls this brief skirmish and says that two can-
non shots dispersed them,20

Coignet was present at this affailr and comments:"...we
were assalled by a perfect hall of shot, fired from the win-
dows of the arsenal. We wheeled about; the doors were burst

open, and we found the ground floor and first story filled
16

1 E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 132.
lg L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, ppe 834=36
E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 232.
9 Ibid., p. 231.
Jean Bourgogne, Memoirs of Sergeant Bourgogne (New York,
1899, ed. by Paul Cottin), p. 15.
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with drunken soldiers and peasants. A carnage ensued... "2t
"The town itself meanwhile was deserted." says Tolstoy.
"There was scarcely a creature in the streets. The gates
and the shops were all closed; here and there near the pot-
house could be heard solitary shouts or drunken singing. No
one was driving in the streets, and footsteps were rarely
heard...."22
Dumas entered lioscow shortly after Murat to secure sup-
plies. He mentioned that all the streets were deserted and
the city was like a tomb.23 Labaume recalls: "A mournful
sllence brooded over these deserted quarters, and even the
most intrepid hearts were depressed by this awful 1solation..."24
Bourgogne remembers entering lioscow: "We were astonished
not to see anyone come out...We could not understand this
total silence, and we imagined that the inhabitants, not
daring to show themselves, were peeping at us from behind
their shutters...."25
The sack of Moscow presented a welrd plcture. Tolstoy
gilves a brief description of the marauding séldiers and says:
"Moscow was without its inhabitants, and the soldiers were
sucked up in her, like water into sand,..." Shops were loot-
ed, storehouses were rifled, generals invaded carriage shops
for equlipage - the city was in turmoil.26

Most of the memolr writers devote considerable space to

g% J. Coignet, Yemoirs, p. 228,

L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 8193.
22 M. Dumas, Memoirs, II, 389.
2% E, Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 137.
25 7. Bourgogne, Memoirs, p. 17.
26 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 837.
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this eplsode in the invasion of Russia. Labaume says:"The
farther I advanced the more were the streets leading to the
Bourse (warehouse] obstructed by soldiers and beggars, car-
rying with them all kinds of effects;...“27 Coignet tells
of a colonel who systematically looted churches and melt-

28 Walter re-

ed the silver icons into ingots which he sold.
marks: "...each soldlier was now citizen, merchant, innkeep-
er, and baker of Moscow...."?? Bourgogne comments: "...the
whole place was filled with everything we could want..."BO
Following his comaentary on the pillage in Moscow,
Tolstoy takes up a discussion of the causes of the great
Moscow fire. The French clalm that Rastoptchin, the gover-
nor of loscow, was the instigator of the conflagration
while the Russians blame the excesses of the French for the
fire. Tolstoy, however, refudes to take sides in this mat-
ter and blames the fire on the fact that Moscow was pre-
dominantly a city of wooden construction exposed at that
time to occupation by careless soldiers. "...we cannot dis-
guise from ourselves there could be no such direct cause of
the fire, since Moscow was as certdin to be burned as any
village, factory, or house forsaken by its owners, and used
n31

as a temporary shelter and cooking place by strangers....

Cat.hcart,32 Thiers,33 Fournier,34 and Tar1é35 all believe

27 g, Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 139.
38 J. Coignet, Lemolrs, p. 230.

9 7. Walter, A German Conscript, p. 44.
30 5, Bourgogne, Memoirs, p. 108.
31 1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 337-38.
g% G. Cathcart, Commentaries, p. 75.

L.A.Thiers, Higtory of the Congulate and Emnire,VIII,154-55.

A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, p. 558.
E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Rugsia, p. 236.
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Rastoptchin 1s the guilty party, The governor 1s sald to
have removed all the fire fighting equipment and released
vandals from the jJalls with instructions to fire the city.

36 Stschepkin,37 and Kircheisen38 subscribe to

Dodge,
Tolstoy's theory that Moscow burned through the negligence
of its pillagers. Wilson says there ig much evidence for
and against Rastoptchin, yet there 1s no definlte proof of
the cause &f the fire.39

Clausewitz has a different opinion of the cause of
the great fire. "...the confusion which the Author [Clause-
witz] had witnessed in the streets as the rearguard defileq;
the circumstances that the smoke was first seen to rise
from the extremities of the suburbs still haunted by cos-
sacks, conveyed to the Author's mind the conviction that
the fire of lNoscow was a consequence of the disorder, and
of the habit into whlch the cossacks had fallen of first
thoroughly plllaging, and then setting fire, every abode
which they were obliged to evacuate to the enemy...."
However, Clausewitz later began to wonder if perhaps Rastopt-
chin was really to blame since his defence against the ac-
cusations of arson were rather weak. But Clausewitz 1is,
like the other writers mentioned, indefinite as to the cause.40

Though Tolstoy discusses the causes of the )MNoscow fire,

he does not consider the damage done or the signiflicance of

the fire. According to Kirchelsen, Moscow contailned some

36 T.A.Dodge, Great Captalng, III, 597.
37 Cambridge Modern History, IX, 496.
8 F.M.Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. S71.
R.T.Wilson, Invasion of Rusgsia, p. 173.
40 ¢, von Clausewitz, Campalizn in Rugsia, p. 189.
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8973 buildings before the fire and 2768 buildings after the
fire; almost three quarters of the city fell prey to the
flames.41 He maintalnsg that the fire caused the pillage and
disorder to increase among the French because the soldlers
tried to save as many goods from the fire as was possible.
But all thls marsuding only accentuated the disorganization
of the French army and Napoleon was unable to restore it to
its former discipline.42

The flre also gave a hint to Napoleon ofthe tenacity of
the Rusgsian people. Thiers says "Napoleon's feelings during
thls terrible conflagration were the bitterest and most sombre
he had ever experlienced in the course of his life. He had
never hitherto lost his confidence in his own good fortune,...
But now for the first time he seemed to perceive the possi-
bility that he might be the subject of some great disaster."43

The one month of French occupation in Xoscow found Napo-

leon busily engazed in municipal activities. War and Peace

briefly describes his efforts in reorganizing the municipal
government under a councl}, his unsuccessful endeavors to
stimulate commerce, and hls encouragement of theaters for

the troops.4# "Hig activity in Moscow was as marvellous and
as full of genius ags anywhere else. Command upon commagnd and
plan upon plan was continually being issued by him from thé

time he entered Moscow to the time he left 1t...."45

ﬁl F.M.Kircheigen, Napoleon, p. ST71.
42 Ibid., p. 572.
42 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII, 163.
45 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 936-37.
Ibid. '} ppo 932-33.




89

Constant's memoirs mention the erection of a theater
near the Kremlin. Several poverty stricken French actors
w10 remalned 1in ioscow were recruited and the army was en-
courazed to attend the performances. "...the Zmperor was
tormented by his administrative genius even amidst the ruins
of the great city. To divert himself from the anxieties
caused by outside affalrs, he busied himself with municlpal
organlzation...."46

Kircheisen mentions that Napoleon at first busied hix-
self with the reorganization of the local government and tried
to glve impetus to trade but the few people remailning in ios-
cow were in no mind to co-operate. Kircheisen maintiins that
most of Napoleon's wilshes were carried out by Berthier and
most of his activity was limited to dictating to this officer.
"ppart from this he [Napoleon] did little....Often he layon
a sofa and read novels...."*7

Tarlé also tells of Napoleon's new city zovernment
composed of a council of Russian citizens. Tarlé presents
a proclamation 1ssued by thls new government calling upon
all remaining citlzens of Moscow to co-operate with the laws.
In return for thls co-operation they would receive protection

48 This proclamation is the same as

49

from the new police force.

one that appears in War anéd Peace.

46 Constant, Memoirs, III, 293.

47 F.d.Kircheigen, Napoleon, p. 573. Constant remarks that dur-
ing this period Napoleon usually had Voltalre's History of
Charlegs XII on his night table (Vol. 3, p. 293).

48 g, Tarle, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 296.

49 1, Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 933-34.
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Labaume writes: "With the object of inspiring them
[§1t1zens of lioscow| with some degree of confidence, he
\Napoleon] had divided the remains of the city into quart-
ers, appointed governors for each of them; and installed
maglstrates entrusted with the administration of justice
among the few people who remained...."2°

"As regards philanthropy, too - the fairest jewel in
the conqueror's crown - Napoleon did everything that lay
within him...." says Tolstoy. "He visited the Foundling
Home; and as he gave the orphans his white hands to kiss,
he conversed graciously with Tutolmin [}he supervisor)..."51
This passasze may have been taken from Thiers who wrbtes:
"...he [Napoleon) visited the hospital on foot, and was re-
ceived at the gate by Generagl Toutelmine, surrounded by hils
pupils, who threw themselves at Napoleon's feet, kissing his
hands, and catching hold of the skxirts of his coats, eazer to
thank him for having preserved their lives...."22

Tolstoy agaln quotes directly from Thiers when he tells
of Napoleon paying his soldiers and indemnifying the few re-
maining residents of Moscow who were dlspossessed at the hands
of the marauding French army. "Then, as Thiers eloquently re-
counts, he [ﬁapoleonl ordered his soldiers' pay to be dis-
tributed among them in the false Russian notes he had counter-
feited: -
'Reinforcing the use of these methods by an act worthy of

hinm and of the French army, he had assistance distributed to
thosé whno had suffered loss from the fire. But as provisions

gg E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 165.
52 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 935.
L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Zmpire, VIII, 165.
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were too precious to be given strangers, mostly enemles,
Napoleon preferred to furnisn them with money for them to
provide themselves from without, and ordered paper roubles
to be distributed among them.'53

This passage from Thiers is found on pages 164 and 165

in volume eight of the History of the Consulate and the

Empire. Regarding the payment of the French troops, Thiers
mentlons the counterfelt rubles and says "He also pald the
army in these paper roubles, at the same time arranging, how-
ever, that those officers who desired to send thelr pay to
France should be agble to exchange this paper for genuilne
money at the government treasuries. "
liaintenance of disclpline was one of Napoleon's main
problems. Tolstoy says "...orders were continually being 1ssued
for severely punishing nonfulfilment of military duty and
for putting an end to pillaglng."55 But 1little heed was paid
the Emperor's commands. Tolstoy goes on to remark: "The army,
like a herd of cattle run wild, and trampling underfoot the
fodder that might have saved them from starvation, was fal-
ling to pieces,..."56
Thiers writes that Yapoleon "...issued the most stringent
commands for the suppression of pillage,..."57 General Caul-
ailncourt comments: "The fine state in which some corps were
maintained to the very last moment, compared to the disorder
and destruction suffered by others that had seen no longer

gervice, proves that our greatest foe was lack of discipline...

Dumas renarks: "The situation of subsistence, the plllage of

gz L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 935.
LA.Thiers, History of tne Consulate and Emoire, VIII, 164.
gg L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 935.

Ibido, pl 937.
57 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and "mpire, VIII, 164.

Caulalncourt, With Napoleon, p. 161.
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the ruins left by the fire, especlilally of the cellars, in
which there was still a quantity of wine and spirituous
liquors, contributed to relax dlscipline;..."59

While in Moscow Napoleon hoped that Alexander would
sue for peace, but the ETmperor of Russia had no intentions
of bowing to Napoleon. Tolstoy tells that Napoleon sent
General Tutolmin, the superintendent of the Foundling Fome,
and Captaln Yakovlev, a dlspossessed Yoscow noble, to St.
Petersburg to deliver letters to Alexander hintinz of Napo-
leon's desire for a treaty. However, no reply was made to
these messages.éo

Thiers mentions these two letters and says that Tutolmin's
letter to St. Petersburg was to inform the empress, the
patroness of the Foundling Home, that all was 1in good order.
Tutolmin's letter went by messenger to the Russian capital
while Yakovlev carried his letter in person.61 Tarlé agrees
with Thilers on these 1etters.62

Soon after the abandonment of Yoscow, Kutuzov sent Col-
onel lilchaud to St. Petersburg to glve the officlal report

of the affair to the Alexander. War and Peace contalns a

lengthy conversation betweeh the two men. Michaud told Al€x-
ander of the Russian army's fear that the Russian Emperor
might sue for peace before Napoleon was expelled from the
country. Alexander satd he would "...go and eat potatoes

with the meanest of my peasants rather than sign the shame of

59 M. Dumas, Memoirs, II, 397.
gg L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 933, p. 936.

L.A.Thiers, Higtory of the Consulate and Empire, VIII,1l66-67.
62 g, Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 290-91.
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my country and my dear people,..."63
Tarlé presents this same dialogue and says seven years
later Aichaud gave the detalls of this meeting to Mikhallovsky-

Danilevsky who was commissioned to write the officlilal Russian
history of the war. The combdlete conversation appears in
the latter's work.64
After leaving Moscow the Russian army withdrew toward
the southwest and finally encamped near Tarutino, a small
town some forty five miles gouthwest of Moscow. Thls posl-
tion enabled Kutuzov to protect the southern provi%ces, re-
celve supplies from those provinces, and oppose any move
Napoleon might make toward a retreat. Tolstoy says this
..famous oblique movement..." was no work of a military
genlus as many authors claim but was only the natural posi-
tion into which the army should withdraw. "So natural was
this oblique movement movement...that that direction was the
one taken by the flying bands of marauders from the Russlan
army,..."65
Thiers believes that the oblique movement was "...worthy
of a great captain..." Of all the plans that were presented
to Kutuzov, he decided on Tarutino - a move which proved wise.
"This was the plan drawn by the old Russian general from all
the various counsels which he had received; drawn from thnem
with a sagacity as profound as it was fatal to the French,..."66

Clausewitz says that several authors have considered

23 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 874-75.
4 g, Tarlé, Navoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 244-47.

62 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 920.
L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Tmn»nire,VIII,152-53.
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the oblique movement as an exaanple of the ultimate in mil-
ltary strategy. He remarks that several officers of the
Rusgslan staff proposed a retreat to the south and west of
Moscow; he emphasizes that this retreat was not the plan of
one man but was evolved by many. "...we think it no de-
gradition from the merit of the Russian commander fKutuzov]
to maintain that this notion of an oblique retreat had in
itself no singular merit, and has been overrated by authors."67

It was now October and Napoleon had recelved no offers
of peace from Alexander. The situation of the French army
in Moscow was becoming serious. Supplies were becoming
scarce and winter was approaching; Napoleon had to have
peace. Early in October General Lauriston was sent to Tar-
utino to question Kutuzov on the pbssibilities of opening
negotiations to end the strugazle.

Tolstoy explains Lauriston's mission in unique words:
The wild beast wounded at Borodino lay where the fleelng
hunter had left him; but whether alive and strong, or only
feigning, the hunter knew not. All at once a moan was heard
from the creature. The moan of that wounded creature, the

French army, that betrayed its hopeless plight, was the des-
patch of Lauriston to the camp of Kutuzov with overtures for

peace.gg

Kutuzov would not hear of treating with the enemy 1in
the heart of his native land so he sent the French general
back to Moscow with the tacit declaration that the invader
must fight his way out of Russia.

Thiers says that Lauriston was directed to make his mis-
sion appear as i1f he came to ask Kutuzov to lessen the fer-
oqityvof_the Russian resistance. If these overtures were

67 C. von Clausewitz, Campaign in Russia,p. 185.
68 1,. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 921.
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accepted by the Russian commander, then Lauriston was to
hint at the possibility of concluding peace. However, the
mission was unsuccessfu1.69

Fournier mentions that Kutuzov told Laurliston he had
no power to treat with France but would inform Alexander of
the Lauriston mission. But Alexander continued to ignor all
mentions of peace.70

Robert Wilson, the British observer accompanying the
Russian army, tells of an unusual circumstance surrounding
the Laurliston mission. General Bennigsen, the Russlan chief-
of-staff, suspected Kutuzov of treachery when he heard of
the proposed interview between the Russian commander and Gen-
eral Lauriston. Bennigsen expressed his suspicions to other
generals of the Russian staff, and they, too, felt as he did.
Bennigsen summoned Wilson to him and requested the British
officer, as a neutral party, to go to Kutuzov and inform him
of the susplcions of the officers of the staff. Wilson was
to be as tactful as possible, but was to impress upon the
01ld Russian general the fact that the staff would not toler-
ate a treaty with the French and would dispossess him of his
authority 1if a treaty resulted from the meeting with Lauris-
ton. Kutuzov was finally persuaded to ask Lauriston to the
Russian Headquarters (a secret meeting had been previously
arranged) and in front of several members of the Russian staff
the French general was told that peace was 1mpossible.71
Thig acggsation ofrtreachery 1s based entirely on the suspicions

69 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,1T4-T7S.
78 A. Fournier, Napoleon the First, p. 560.
R.T.Wilson, Invasion of Russia, pp. 182-30.
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of Bennigsen and has not been accepted by such historlans
as Kircheisen, Fournier, Stschepkin, and Tarlé.

Tarlé mentions Wilson in connection with the Lauris-
ton mission. He paints Wilson as hating Kutuzov and spying
on him for Alexander, whtle spying on both for the 3ritish
government. Tarlé also remarks that Lauriston complalned
to Kutuzov of the barbarity of the Russian peasants. The
Russlian general replied that the Trench were receiving their
Just dues.’?

Efforts toward peace had falled and the rigors of a
Russian winter were mear; Napoleon had to decide where his
army would spend the coming months. The Emperor hesitated
until he learned that the Russlian army had struck at his
advanced guard near Tarutino, then he declded to march to
meet Kutuzov. Tolstoy says the French army was "...getting
nearer its ruin everyday it remained in Hoscow??.But it diaqd
not move....It only started running when 1t was seized by
panic fear at the capture of a transport on the Smolensk
road and the battle of Tarutino...."T4

Fournier75 and Kirchelsen76 mention that Napoleon had
determined to withdraw to Smolensk but when the news came
of the Russian offensive at Tarutino he decided to immediate-
ly march to the southwest to aid Murat. Tarlé maintains that
Napoleon was hesitant about leaving loscow and departed at
the news of Tarutino because he thought Kutuzov was launch-

ing an offensive.’’

72 E, Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, pp. 307-09.
7 See above, page 91.
L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 9237.
75 a. Fournier, Nanoleon the First, p. 561.
76 F.M.Kircheisen, Napoleon, p. 575.

7 E.Tarld®, Nanoleon's Invasiosn 37 Russia, pn. 316-17.
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Clausewitz comments:

As Kutusow from Tarutino had three marches less than Buona-
parte to make Smolensko, the latter thought 1t better to be-
gin hls retreat with a kind of renewed offensive, and to
throw back Kutusow....By such a manoeuvre he would nullify
the advance which Kutusow possessed over hlm...78

Now the great retreat begins.

78 C. von Clausewitz, Campalign in Russia, p. 73.
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CHAPTER V
THE RETR=AT

Eefore turning to the story of the great retreat
from Moscow consideration should be given to the detalls
of the battle at Tarutino. Marshal lMurat was in command
of a French force sent to Tarutino to watch the Russian
encampmént. Because the Russians showed no signs of ag-
gressiveness the French fell into a careless habit of post-
ing 1little, if any, guards.

Tolstoy tells of a Cossack unwittingly coming upon
the French camp wnhile huntinz. News of the laxness of tuae
French soon reached the ears of Eennigsen who proposed an
offensive against Murat. Kutuzov was not favorable to un-
necesgsary engagements with the French but succombed to the
enthusiasm of his staff and allowed the preparation of a
plan of attack.

The attack was to take place on October 17th, but
the disposition orders for Yermolov, one of the generals
who urged the offensive, did not reach him until it was
too late to rally the troops. Tolstoy says he was not at
hls post because he deemed 1t necessary to attend a large
ball being held for the officers.

The morning of Cctober 17th Kutuzov rode out to in-
spect the Russian positions and found that the troons were
without orders and had not moved forward.‘ Tolstoy relates
how the o0ld general vented his rage on two innocent officers:

Zichen, a staff officer, and a Ca»ntain Brozin.
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The next morninz the attack was again ordered and
this time the operation was actually carried out, adthough
1t was not successful. The Cossacks of General Orloff-Den-
1sov made a surprise charge upon the French, catching the
camp unawares with most of the men still in thelr under-
shirts. Tolstoy says the Gossacks halted their charge to
begin looting and thus lost thelr chance to capture iurat.
Seeing that the Cossacks were not completing their charge,
the French reformed and recaptured thneir camp. Infantry
gsupport did not come to the ald of the Cossacks because
Bennigsen, in command of a portion of the foot troops, con-
fused hils directions and completely missed thie French camp.
Kutuzov, commanding the infantry ordered to attack the French
center, was apathetic about the whole venture and d1d not
comnit his troops. Tolstoy infers that this lack of initla-
tive on Kutuzov's part was very wise since the entire attack
was doomed to fallure because of the complicated maneuvers.1

Tarlé gives a detalled account of the action at Tarutino.
He says "Kutuzov wanted no battle, not even a minor one, but
he gave in to his generals, having declded to prevent the
clash from developing into a major engagement...." Tarlé's
description of the entire venture closely follows Tolatoy's
account, even to the mention of the officers Eichen and Brozin.
He does not, however, tell of the officers' ball but remarks
that Yermolov could not be found in time to be given his orders.
xention 1s made of Kutuzov's lack of co-operation; Tarld even
hints that aid from the o0ld general might have resulted in a
total d9£§§fw9f the French. But no explanation is given

—— e s et =t e e oo

1 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 924-31.
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for Kutuzov's actions.2

Thlers relates a similar story of Tarutino and says
"...by means...of 111 judged tactics on the part of the
Russians, iurat succeeded in falling back in safety..."D

Coignet was gsent to the French csmp near Tarutino
with a despatch. He describes his arrival at the camp:
I came upon a body of cavalry in retreat - our men, on
bare-back horses. They had just been surprised while
grooming thelir horses. I could not find Prince Lurat;
he had run off in his shirt. It was pitiful to see those
fine cavallers running for their lives....4

Wilson was present in the Russlian camp at the time
of the battle of Tarutino and mentions XKutuzov's reluct-
ance to fight. ™"“Wilson 1s especially critical of Kuturov
for not camnitting his troops at a time when thelr presence
might have meant a Russian victory. "The vast superiority
of Kutusow's force and the defectlve position of the enemy
rendered the success obtained very incommensurate with the
neans employed. Kutusow was master of the enemy's fate,
when he suspended the offensive and changed it to a tiluid
defensive...."?

When the news of tae French reverse at Tarutino reach-
ed Napoleon he gave the order to leave Eoscow.s It was amid
plunder laden carts and wagons the French army departed from

liloscow says Tolstoy. He likxens thls march to the last des-

perate lunge of a mortally wounded beast. !

2 E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, po. 317-21.
Z L.A.Thiers, History of the Coneulate and Fmpire, VIII, 188.
J. Coignet, Memoirs, p. 232.
2 R.T.Wilaon, Invasion of Russia, p»n. 206-12.
See above, page 96.
TL. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 938.
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Fournier says of the start of the retreat: "...the
whole array was not unlike a migrating tribe."8® and Stschep-

kin remarks: "The French host resembled a horde of nomads

"

rather than an army;..."?9 Jakob Walter thought "...all looked

w10

like a crowd of gypsies. and Coignet says "It was scarcely

posslble to make our way, for the road was blocked up with

carriages, and all the army plunderers were there in great

number...."11

Bourgogne glves the most vivid description of thls
march:

We found ourselves amongst a great number of carts and wag-
gons [sic) driven by men of every nationality....Thls crowd

of people, with their varied costumes and languages, the can-
teen masters with their wives and cerying children, hurried
forward in the most unheard of moise, tumult and disorder...jp

Seventy miles southwest of lLioscow the French encountered
the Russlans at Zaley Yaroslavets in a close fight which left
the fleld, covered with ten thousand corpses, in the hands of
the French.l? The siznificance of this battle, says Tolstoy,
was that Napoleon was convinced he must retreat from Russia:

At the council in Maley Yaroslavets, when the French generals,
affecting to be deliberating, gave various opinions as to what
was to be done, the opinion of the blunt soldier, Mouton, who
sald what all were thinking, that the only thing to do was to
get away as quickly as possible, closed every one's mouth;

and no one, not even Napoleon, could say anything in opvosition
to this truth that all recognised.jy

Thiers mentions that at the councll at ialo Yaroslavets,

8 a. Fournler, MNapoleon the First, p. 5672.
§00ambridge ¥odern Hdistory, IX, 438.
J. ¥alter, A Garman_ “Conscript, p. 43.
%%J. Colgnet, liemoirs, p. 233.
J. Bourgogne, Memoirs, p. 56.
13L.A.Th1ers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII, 134.
147, Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 956-57.
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when Napoleon was at a point of indecision as to a general
retreat, he asked the opinion of Moutén- who said, with-
out hesitation, that the French should leave Russia as soon
as possible. Although Napoleon deferred glving the order to
retreat, lLouton's advice seemed to have profound influence.15

Rapp recalls: "The General [Mouton} explained himself
with frankness: he had often done 1t before Nanoleon, who
treated him as a malcontent, but nevertheless liked him
much. "16

The morning after the engagzement at I’aley Yaroslavets
Napoleon had just started on a tour of inspection when a
troop of Cossacks swarmed down on his suite and almost cap-
tured him. "The Cossacks...swept down on the Emperor, and
all but took him prisoner...." says Tolstoy. "...That saved
Nagpoleon...that day was...the booty, which...tempted the
Cossacks to let thelr prey slip...."17

Both Caulaincourt and Rapp were witnesses to this scene.
Caulaincourt recalls that some three quarters of a mile from
Napoleon's headquarters the Cossacks were raiding an artillery
park. Due to the poor lizht everyone thought the intruders
were French untlil Rapp shouted, "'Halt, Sire! The Cossacks:'"
A cavalry charce by Eessileres sent the pillagers scurrying
away.18 Rapp mentlons nothing of the artillery park but says
that Caulaincourt was the first to call attentlion to the
Cossacks.19

Sergeant Bourgozne recalls this same incident though
%2 L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and “mpire, VIII, 196.
1 J. Rapp, Memoirs, II, 245.

g L. Tolstoy, Yar_ and Peace, p. 957.
1 Caulaincourt, With Nanoleon, p. 173.
19 7. Rapp, Yemoirs, II, 226-27.
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he gives no detalls. He was a2 member of the French party
that dispersed the Cossacks.EO General Dumas was 111 during
the fighting at Malo Yaroslavets and tells how he was lying
in a hut near where Nanoleon was almost captured. He says
that the entire area was swarming with Cossacks. 21

Following Malo Yaroslavets the French army bezan re-
treating westward toward Smolensk over the route which 1t
used when marching on !‘oscow. Tolstoy heaps severe critl-
¢ism upon Napoleon for this choice of route which lay througnh
the devastated country through which the army had already
passed. The countryside, stripped of all crops and animals,
could not possibly support the French troops:

Let the most skilful tacticlans, supposing that Napoleon's
object was the destruction of his army, try and devise a
series of actions which could, apart from any measures that
might be taken by the Russlans, have ensured with such cer-
talnty the complete destruction of the whole French army as
the course taken by Napoleon.,o

Clausewitz believes that Napoleon made the correct
decision when he elected to retreat over the Smolensk road:
We have never understood why it has been so obstinately con-
tended, that Buonaparte should have taken another line for
his retreat than the one by which he had advanced. From
what could he draw his subsistence, but from his magazines?
..+.The army would have been starved in a week.23

Tarlé agrees with Clausewitz on this point and even
quotes from the latter concerning the need of retreating
toward supply depots.24 Fournlier also mentions the necessity
of retreating toward magazines and adds that Napoleon did

not want to march along unknown roads subject to attack by

roving Cossacks.25 . e

20 7, Bourzogne, Memolirs, ». 59.
2l M, Dumas, xemolrs, II, 403.
32 L. Tolstoy, War ani Peace, p. 932.
3 ¢. von Clausewitz, Canpaign in Rus=ia, ». 199.

24 . '
E. Tarlé, Nacoleon's Inyaslon of Russia, . 327.

25A. Fourni~r», Nanoleon the pirqt. n. KED.
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The French army now made Smolensk its goal. There it
was hoped that food and equipment would be avallable to re-
lieve the suffering which had steadlly magnified itself since
the departure from Moscow. Eut Napoleon's forces were dis-
11lusioned - Smolensk was bare.
Tolstoy comments:

It was not because the soldlers knew there were plentiful
supplies in Smolensk and reinforcements, nor because they
were told so....but because this was the only thing that
could give them the strength to move and to bear their pre-
sent hardships, that they...deceilved themselves, and rushed
to Smolensk as to a land of promlse.ogq

¥éneval vividly describes the plight of the retreat-

ing French when he says

We hoped to find provisions, clothes, and fodder at Smolensk
for Napoleon had frequently repeated his orders that stores
of all kinds were to be collected in abundant quantities in
this town. But this expectation was doomed to disappoint-
ment owing to an incomplete execution of his orders and the
perfidy of various agents 1in the supply department, and the
army was forced to continue its march in the same state of
destitution....27

Smolensk on the retreat literally mocked the ragsed
French army, says Caulaincourt, for it was here that the
French, for the first time, really felt the futility of the
whole venture. "It seemed as if the Emperor [Napoleon] were
expecting some miracle to aiﬁer the climate and end the ruin
that was descending on us from every side."28

Labaume recalds Smolensk: "This town...where we had
expected to find the end of our misery, most cruelly shattered

our fondest hopes, and became, on the copt;gry{ﬂppgdgggng of

26 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 958.
27 C. lMéneval, Memoirs, III, T1.
8 Caulaincourt, With Napdleon, p. 209.
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our deepest humiliation and the acme of our woes...."'29
Bourgogne writes: "...we were supposed to reach Smo-
lensk the followlng day, the hope of getting food and rest,...
inspired many of our men to superhuman exertlions, in spite of
the frightful cold and every kind of privation."3o
The French army was on the south bank of the Dnleper
River which runs east and west through Smolensk; Kutuzov
and the Russian army were to the south of the French. 1In
Smolensk Ngpoleon could have crossed over to the north side
of the Dnieper, but "...in this instance Napoleon committed
a fault 1little worthy of his genius...he failed to take care
to place the Dnieper between the Russian army and himself...">1
Up to Smolensk the French army had retreated en masse,
but now Napodeon decided to split up into four serials march-
ing one day apart. Marshal Ney, with the Third Corps, was
ordered to remain in Smolensk until the last day, four days
following Napoleon who was in the first serial, "...a fatal
resolution, which cost the lives of many of our best troops."32
Napoleon soon realized the gravity of his error when he
found the Russian army blocking the road at Krasmoe. Napoleon
and the first serial got through without a struggle but the
follewing units were less fortunate.
Tolstoy says

«s.for three days, the separate parts of the French army pas-
sed, as 1t were, through the lines of the Russian army; first
the viceygy's [?rince Eugene'g) troops, then Davout's, and then

29 E., Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 228.

gg J. Bourgogne, Memoirs, p. 78.
L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Empire, VIII, 217.

32 Ipid., VIII, 218.
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Ney's. They all abandoned one another, sbandoned their
heavy bagzage, thelr artillery, and half their men, and
fled, making semiclircles to the rizht to get around the
Russians by nizht...Ney...reached Napoleon at Orsha with
only a thousand men, having abandoned all the rest, and
all his cannons, and made his way by stealth at night,
under cover of the woods, across the Dnieper.33

Caulaincourt recalls the severe fighting at Krasnoe
and says the entire French army was worried over the pre-
carious situation of Marehal Ney. "The Emperor fixed his
hopes on Marshal Elchingen's @Ney'é) rare courage and
presence of mlnd."34 Clausewltz writes that Kutuzov was
still hesitant to attack Napoleon but the actions at Kras-
noe were costly to the French, though they appeared to be
the victors 1in the struggle.35

Concerning Ney's position, Rapp recalls Napoleon say-
ing to him, "'Our situation 1s unparalleled; if Ney ex-
tricates himself today, he must have the devil in him! ' "3%
Véneval paints a vivid word picture of Ney's Third Corps
bayoneting its way through the Russian lines and sacriflc-
ing a thousand man rear guard to enable the remaining troops
to scramble to safety across the frozen Dnieper.>7

The accusatlon made by Tolstoy that the French abandon-
ed each other probably stems from the fact that Marshal Ney
was left to fight his way out of an almost hopeless position
with no ald. Marshal Davout has often had to bear the stigma

for abandoning Ney since Davout led the last corps through

32 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 996.
3 Caulaincourt, With Napoleon, p. 227.
35 ¢. von Clausewitz, Campalzn in Russia, p. 73.

36 J. Rapp, iemoirs, II, 245,
37 ¢. utneval, Memoirs, III, 74-76.
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Krasnoe prior to Ney's arrival. Caulaincourt says Cavout
was to have waited for Ney, but because the two men were at
odds with each other in private life many of Manoleon's of-
ficers belleved Davout had »nurposely left Ney to the mercy
of the Russians.38

Thiers believes Yanoleon was at fault and not Davout:
By ordering the lst Corps [Davout's command] to follow the
other troops in thelr departure from Krasnoe, and at the
same time directing it to awalt there as long as possible
the arrival of Marshal Ney, he [Nacoleon) threw upon this
heroic and well-digciplined corps_the terrible responsibil-
ity of abandoning Marshal Ney....J? he (Napoleon] had the
wickedness to allow the odium of the abandonment of Marshal
Ney to fall on Marshal Davout...4o

In fervent praise of the heroic stand of Russla against
Napoleon, Tolstoy completely slights the French military
prowess. Hig descrintion of the savage fightling and mirac-
ulous escape of the French at Xrasnoe 1s too derogatory to-
ward their courage: "Seeing the enemy unexvectedly, the French

were thrown into confusion, stopped short from the suddenness

of the frizht, but then ran on sgain...."“!

Serzeant Bourgogne tells how the beleaguered French
soldiers formed into squares and, under deadly artillery
fire, actually drove back the Susslan 1nfantry.42 The strensth
and cunning of the retreating French were strained to tne ut-
most at Krasnoe. They wanted to get out of Russia, but they

were not a flock of wild geese fleeing pell mell.

%8 Caulaincourt, With Napoleon, p. 225.
hg L.A.Thlers, History of the Consulate and Empire,VIII,212-13.
41 Ibid., VIII, 224-25.
L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 996.
42 7, Bourgogne, lemoirs, pp. 103-16.
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The last major obstacle in the French retreat from
Russia was the Berezina River. Tolstoy says that at 3t.
Fetersburg General Pfuhl had conceived a plan to trap Napo-
leon at the Berezina, but he does not give the details of
the plan.43 Thiers says the Russlian armies from St. Teters-
burg and Moldavia were to unite at the river and halt the
*rench retreat. Xutuzov, coming up from the rear, was to
ald the other two armies in encircling the French and Napo-
leon would at last be forced to sunrender.44

Napoleon succeeded in outmaneuvering the Russians
at the Berezlina and, amid intense suffering at the crossing
of the river, escaped this last attempt to halt the retreat.
Though only a remnant of his army remalned, Napoleon proved
that his retreat could not be halted.”5

Tolstoy describes the scene of agony during the cros-
sing: "When the bridges were broken down, unarmed soldiers,
camp followers,from Moscow, women with children, who were
with the French tramsport, all under the influence of vis
inertloe, dashed forward for the boats, or rushed into the
frozen water instead of surrendering."46

Constant recalls this incident: "It was literally over
a road of crushed bodies that the wagons of every sort reach-
ed the bridge...crowds of poor wretches who were trying to

cross 1t were geen to fall into the stream and be sucked under

the masses of ice...."47

43 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 1023.
ﬁg L.A.Thiers, History of the Consulate and Emoire, VIII, 182.
L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 1023.

ﬂs Ibid., p. 1023.
7 Constant, Memoirs, IV, 10.
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Walter48 and Labaume®? tell an ldentical story of the
misery created by the collapse of one bridge and the burn-
ing of the other. General llarbot also tells of the suffer-
ing at the bridges but feels that Jjust a 1little more con-
certed effort on the part of the French general staff to
organize the crossing would have eliminated almost all the
agony.so

Tolstoy 1s especially sympathetic toward the masses
of French camp followers who plunged to their deaths 1in the
icy Berezina in an attempt to cross the river and remain
with the Freach army. "Theér 8mpulse was a reasonable one
.+.the French had no need of authentic evidence that half
of the prisoners - whom the Russlans were unable to look
after, however much they desired to save them - were dying
of cold and hunger...."51

The Russians, however, were not alone in their prob-
lem of caring for prisoners. Constant recalls seelng the
French herd Russian prisoners together and drag them along
on the retreat march with the alr of conquerors. But these
prisoners were nothing but a source of added misery. "%hen
the victors are dying of hunger, what becomes of the van-
quished? Hence these miserable Russians, worn out by hunger
and marching, nearly all perished that night...."52
) Tarlé, however, says there were several instances at
48 J. Walter, A German Conscript, p. 93.

49 E, Labaume, Crime of 1812, pp. 268-63.
20 y. Marbot, Memoirs, II, 318-23.

g; L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 1023.
Constant, Memolrs, IV, 12.
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the Eerezina where Russlian soldlers shared their camp flres
with French stragglers.53

The crossing of the Eerezina found the French almost
out of Russia and enabled Napoleon to put the entire Russian
army at his rear instead of in front and on the flanks. The
Emneror decided this was the time to leave his army and has-
ten to Paris. Tolstoy is caustic in his remarks about this
flight: "Their chief commander wrapped himself in a fur
cloak, and getting into a sledge, galloped off alone, desert-
ing his companions....The final departure of the Emperor
from his herolc army 1s represented by the historians as
something great - a stroke of genius."54

Thiers shows that Napoleon had many reasons for hurry-
ing back to Paris: the Malet conspitacy,>? the fear that
Germany might revolt once the news of the Russian disaster
became known, and the belief that another army could quickly
be rallied to renew the Russian campaign.56

Despite such valid arguments the French army was not
cneered by the departure of their Zmperor. Constant recalls,
"By daybreak next morning the army knew all. The impression
produced by the news 1s indescribgble. Discouragement was at
its height. Iany soldiers blasphemed and reproached the emper-
or fgr having abandoned them. There was a universal cry of
gz E. Tarlé, Nagoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 387.
55 EA.?E%Z?Z?’Hiiioiﬁdoieﬁﬁi’cﬁﬁ;u?iiéglaa Emnire,VIII,208-12.

General Malet escaped from prison and spread news that Napo-
leon had been killed and that he had been appointed commander

6 of the Parislian troops. The plot was soon discovered.
56 1pid., VIII, 233-40.
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malediction...."2’ Labsume also tells how the French sol-
diers cursed Nanoleon for leaving them in what they con-
sidered thelr darkest hour.58

The French army, minus Napoleon, managed to drag it-
self across the Niemen and escape from the close pursuit
of the Cossacks. Only about thirty thousand French troons
crossed the Niemen on the retreat while more than four hun-
dred thousand hai marched into Russia the preceding June
says Tarlé.29 Xircheisen estimates that of the six hun-
dred thousand that eventually entered Russla through the
entire campaign scareely one hundred thousand returned.6o

"During three or four days the streets of Vilna were
filled again with a throng of men." writes Madame Choiseul-
Gouffier. "I cannot say scldiers since it was impossible to
recoznize them in that character under the grotesque gar-
ments which covered them."®l

On December 11, 1812, General Xutuzov and the Russian
army entered Vilna. "...Kutuzov found 0ld friends and old
associat.lons..."62 writes Tolstoy. Madame Choiseul-Gouffier
tells of Kutuzov's triumphal entry and his visit to her. He
had won great distinction but "Nevertheless he was unsatls-
fied, he said, for not having been able to make himself
master of the person of Napoleon...."63

Emperor Alexander arrived in Vilna on December 23rd.‘

gg Constant, lemoirs, IV, 15.
E. Labaume, Crime of 1812, p. 275.
59 E. Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 397.

60 F.ill.Kircheisen, Napnoleon, p. 587.

g% Cholseul-Goufflier, Historical Memoirs, p. 120.

63 L. Tolstoy, War and Feace, p. 1025.
Choiseul-Gouffier, Eistorical !‘emoirs, p. 124.
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Desoite Napoleon's rout Alexander was dissatisfied with
Kutuzov for falling to annihilate the French in the depths
of Ruszia. Tolstoy remarks: "...the Tsar had shown him
qutuzov] the hizhest marks of respect, but every one was
aware that the Tgar was displeased with the commander-in-
chief...."64

During a conversation with ladame Cholseul-Gouffier,
Alexander mentlioned Kutuzov's accomplishments: "'This old
fellow ought to be contented. The cold has done him good
service."65

Prior to awarding the Order of St. George to Kutuzov,
Wilson claims Alexander said to him: "'I know thatithe Mar-
shal [Kutuzov] has done nothing he ought to have done -
nothing agalnst the enemy taat he could avoid; all his suc-
cesses have been forced upon him....but the nobility of Xos-
cow support him, and inslist on his presiding over the natlon-
al glory of this war. In half an hour I must therefore...
decorate this man with the great Order of S. George, and by
so doing commit a trespass on its 1nstitution;..."66

Kutuzov could see little reason for continuing the con-
flict into Europe so Alexander gradually relleved him of hils
command. The o0ld Russian general was at the end of his career

and on April 28, 1813, at Bunzlau in Silesia, he died.®7

At the cloge of War and Peace, Tolstoy looks back and

says:

Who has not asked himself: How was 1t all the French were not

gg L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 1027.
Choiseul-Gouffier, Historical Memoirs, p. 1l44.

66 R.T.Wilson, Invasion of Russia, p. 356.

67 E. Tarlé, Navoleon's Invasion of Russia, p. 402.
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captured or cut to pleces, when all the three Russian arm-
les were surrounding them 1n superior numbers, when the
French were a dlisorderly, starving, and freezing rabble,
and the whole aim of the Russians (so history tells us)
was to check, to cut off, and to capture all the French?

How was it that the Russian army, that with inferior numbers
had fought the battle of Borodino, failed in its aim of cap-
turing the French, when the latter were surrounded on three
sides? 1At the Berezina| Can the French be so immensely supe-
rior to us [Russians) that we are not equal to beating them,
when we have surrounded them with forces numerically supe-
rior? How could that have come to pass?...£8

Tolstoy goes on to say that historlans answer these
questions by commenting that Kutuzov and other Russian gen-
erals falled to carry out certaln maneuvers at opportune
moments. Tolstoy replies that if these men were really to
blame why weren't they brought before military tribunals?
The claim is also made that Kutuzov deliberately hindered
Russian attacks on the Frencn. Tolstoy answers that Kutuzov
could not hold back his generals, as was witnegsed at the
battles at Krasnoe and Tarutino fouzght agalnst his will.
Because the French managed to escape from Russla desplte
numerous traps set by the Russlan army, Tolstoy says most
Russian military historlans reluctantly admit that the great
retreat from oscow was a series of victories for Napoleon
and nothing but defeats for Russla.

Concerning the Russian plan to stop Nap~leon, Tolstoy
malntains that the Russian army never planned to cut off the
French, and even if it did, such a plan could never have been
achleved. There was no object to such a plan says Tolstoy bee

cause, 1n the first place, Napoleon was fleeing with all possible

speed. Why try to stop him? Second, "...1t would have been

68 L.Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 998.
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1dle to stop men on the road, whose whole energles were
bent on flight...." Third, why should the Russian army lose
men trying to destroy the French when the French were rapid-
ly destroying themselves through cold and starvation? Fourth,
1t would have been absurd to capture the Empneror Napoleon
with all his dukes "...since possession of such prisoners
would have greatly enhanced the difficulty of the Russian
position,..." And last, why should the Russians have tried
to capture the French army when it could not even fleed and
clothe 1ts own men?69

Tolstoy says any plan to cut off the French would have
been impossible since large columns of troops on extensive
battleflelds cannot be moved about with minute precision;
maneuvers never coinclde with plans. Also, the Russlan army
could not halt the great inertlia of the French retreat with-
out many more troops than it actually had. Tolstoy maintains

that the expression to cut off 1s meaningless because one

army cannot bar the retreat of another army. The retreating
army can always go around 1ts opposition; it can escape under
cover of darkness; and soldlers can only be taken prisoner

if they allow themselves to be taken, and the French would

not surrender. But the maln reason why 1t was 1lmpossible to
stop the French retreat was the conditions under which the
war was fought. Tolstoy says the Russians suffered just as
much as the French, losing fifty thousand men in the pursult -
half thelr army - through starvation, sickness, and wounds. 19
It was no easy task to maneuver in knee-deep snow. "They

69 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p». 999.
70 Fournier afflrms this figure ( p. 563 ).
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[}he Russian army] are not to blame because other Russians,
siltting in warm rooms at home, proposed that they should do
the impossible."71

The people of Russia, writes Tolstoy, were not worried
over whether or not Napoleon was captured; their only aim
was to rid their homeland of the invader as rapddly as pos-
sible. And their aim was alded by the rapid flight of the
French themselves, by the guerrilla warfare on their part,
and by the efforts of the Russian army.72

Tolstoy claims historians have studied the letters of
soverelgns and generals and have come to the erroneous con-
clusion that the plan of 1812 was to cut off and capture
Napoleon - g plan that was never put into operation.
...the historians wrote the history of the nobles' sentiments
and fine speeches of vartous generals, and not the history
of the events themselves....They attach great importance to
the words of lkiloradovitch [one of Kutuzov's principal lieu-
tenants), to the honours bestowed on thls general or that,
and the proposals made by them. But the question of the fifty
thousand men who lay in the hospitals and graveyards does not
even interest them, for it does not come within the scope of
their researches....The plan of cutting off Napoleon and his

army never existed save in the imagination of some dozen men.
It could not have existed because it was gbsurd and could not

be carried out.73

Tolstoy now comes to the defense of General Yutuzov.
"Posterity and history have accepted XNapoleon as grand, while
forelign wr-i.'r,ers\'ﬂ+ have called Kutuzov a crafty, dissolute,
weak, lntriguing old man; and Russians have seen in him a

nondescript being, a sort of pupoet, only of use owing to his

$% L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 1000-1001.
Ibid., p. 1001.

;2 Ibid., p. 100l.
See statement by Thlers, above page 56 and statement by

Wilson, above page 95.
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Russian name..."72 But in reality 1t was XKutuzov who saw
the uselessness of attacking the French when they died in
great numbers from the rigors of the retreat. It was
Kutuzov who did not want to sacrifice Russian lives to
oppose the rapid retreat of the French. Tolstoy says

Kutuzov spoke of a golden bridge for the French to get

them out of Russia, but none of his generals could under-
stand this. KXutuzov was the only one who could recognize
the future value of presents events. Only he could see
tne futility of the pursuit. And wasn't he the one who
foretold the doom of the Allles at Austerlitz?

"Strange and terrible to say, Napoleon, the mbdst in-
significant tool of history, who never even in exile dis-
played one trait of human diznity, 1s the subject of the
admiration of the Russian historians, 1in their eyes he 1s

a grand homme." But 1t is Kutuzov, who did not want to

kill and maim and who had mercy on the suffering soldlers,

who is the truly great man. "To the flunkey no man can be

great, because the flunkey has his own flunkey conceptlons

of greatness."76
One cannot read thoughtfully Tolstoy's commentarlies on

the war of 1812 without realizing the great truth contained

in his words. lMany hlstorlans seem to be good critics of the

past, but miss the fundamental reasoms underlylng the actual

outcome of events. Too often history texts devote more time

to explaining what should have been done than to presenting

the real forces in history. In considering Tolstoy's criti-

cizm of the historians of tae war of 1812 it must be remembered

75 1. Tolstoy, War and Peace, p. 1011.
76 1pi4., pp. 1011-14.




117

that when he wrote War and Peace (1863 to 1869) the Napo-

leonic Legend school was at its height.77 Since the time
of Tolstoy historical research on Napoleon has continued
and today the war of 1812 i1s not presented as a glorious
venture of Napoleon and a humlliating defegt for Russila.
Tolstoy's contentions are supported by Kircheisen:

He [Kutuzov) has been criticized for his behavior...and it
hags even been suggested that he was acting in connivance
with the enemy. Thls, however, 1s quite unjustified.
Kutuzov was a shrewd man. He saw that the French army

was doomed in any case to destruction, and the more eager-
ly it hastened to leave Russia, the sooner must the dis-
integrating process be completed. Those, especlially the
forelgn Generals, who devised schemes of all sorts to
catch Napoleon and his army and annihilate them, d41d not
pause to consider that the Russlians were, after all, only
human, and could not be exvected to perform the impossible.
If they were to pursue the French, they must march equally
fast, and through districts which had been completely
drained of resources. Kutuzov could not, however, quite
bring himself to ignor the demands brought by his Generals,
and he ended by following the French, but at a safe dis-
tance....78

Tarlé also holds Tolstoy's point of view, but, unlike
Tolstoy who holds Emperor Alexander in high regard, he con-
siders Alexmander the personification of all that was bad in
early nineteenth century Russia and the archenemy of Kutuzov.79
Concerning the French escape at the Berezina, Tarlé says
"...regardless who was guilty, it was no use crying over spilt
milk. Napoleon had escaped."80

Fournler gives no opinion of the success or faillure of

the Russian army in 1812, but in reference to tne Berezina,

he remarks: "...nelther of these [kutuzov, Tchitchagov, and

et = e b e s

77 a. Fournier, Napoleon the First, pp. v-vi.

F.M.Kirchelgen, Na?oleon, p. S77.
gg E. Tarlé, Nanoleon's Invasion of Russaia, pp. 361-73.
Ibido ) po 3860
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Wittgenstein, the Russlan generals who were to co-operate
at the BerezinaJ...Was of a callbre to annihilate the great-
est general of the age...."81

Dodge presents his view of the action at the Eerezina:
"It must not be forgottem that none of the Russian generals
knew much about his colleagues' movements;...and despite
orders from St. Petersburg, each of the army commanders had
been acting on his own ideas, with only a very general view
of cooperation."82

Dumas substantiates Tolstoy's reference to military
operations: "...i1f we consider the difficulty of acting in
concert at such great distances, and of effecting such a
concentration of forces at a given point, we may doubt
whether this plan was really conceived and prepared with...
precislon..."83

Thiers opinion of Kutuzov has already been cited,84
as has Wilson's suspicion of the 0ld Russian general's
treachery.85 In all these years since 1812 no evidence has
been produced to prove Wilson's assertion. Kircheligen flat-
ly states 1t 1is untrue86 and Fournlier makes no mention of 1t.

General Clausewitz, who was with the Russian army on
most of the campalgn, pralses the actions of Kutuzov. "Never

was a pursult conducted with such activity and exertion...."

Clausewitz only criticizes Kutuzov for his lack of co-operation

81 5. Fournler, Navoleon the First, p. 572.
g.)? T.A.Dodge, Great Captains, III, 671.
M. Dumas, ¥Yemoirs, II, 118.

84 See above, page 56.
8§ See above, page 95.
O See above, page 117.
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at the Eerezina, but doubts if XKutuzov's support would have
made any difference to the French escape. Tolstoy's ex-
planations of Napoleon's escape are almost identical with
thése of Clausewitz. The latter emphaslzes the severe
weather, the great losses of the Russians, and the great
hardships endured on the pursult.87 In one concise state-

"

ment, Clausewitz gives his opinion of Kutuzov: "...Kutusow

was compelled to come forward as an independent commander,
and this command was one of the proudest of which history
tears record..."88

Tolstoy ends War and Peace with an epllogue inquiring

into the forces of history. He says anclient historlans
attributed historical events to the will of the Deity, but
modern historlans have discarded this philosophy and seek

to explain history as the acts of the free wills of individ-
uals. To Tolstoy, this modern philosophy 1s as wrong as try-
ing to ascribe to free will the movements of the bodies of
the universe. Tolstoy maintains that the lealing figures in
history are not the masters of their actions but their actions
are the manifestations of the degires of history. In short,
men do not make tne hlstory, history makes the men. "...if
the subject of history is to be the study of the movements of
peoples and of humanity, and not eplsodes from the lives of
individual nmen, it...1s bound to lay aside the 1dea of cause,
and to seek the laws common to all the equal and inseparably
interconnected, infinitesimal elements of free will."83

gg C. von Clausewitz, Campnaizn in Russia, pp. 212-15.
g Ibid., p. 140.
9 L. Tolstoy, War and Peace, pp. 1101-36.
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CONCLUSION

This thesis has been written to prove, or disprove,
the historical credibility of Count Leo Tolstoy's novel

War and Peace. On the preceeding pages the writer has

considered all the historical incidents mentioned in War
and Peace and has compared Tolstoy's version of them with
the versions contained in the works of the more prominent
Napoleonic historians and in the memoirs of men who took
part in the incidents. A perusal of the evidence presented
will reveal that for the most part all references in War
and Peace to historical inclildents are references to histor-
ical fact.

The literary style of this thesis may lead one not

acquainted with War and Peace to assume that Tolstoy's btook

1s a mere enumeration of historical occurances. However,

gucn 1s not the case. War and Peace is »primarlily a novel,

and such historical events as the Battle of Austerlitz and
the Napoleonlic invasion of Russia are integral parts of the
book only because they have great effect upon the fictional
characters. And it 1is because Tolstoy describes historical
events in terms of their effects upon individuals that his
book 1s so valuable to students of hilstory.

Tolstoy takes the narrating of history out of the realm
of recitation of facts and figures. By presenting hlstorical
incidents through the eyes of flctional persons Tolstoy makes
his reader feel that he i1s a witness to an actual historical

event. While the average historian describes a battle from
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facts he has taken from documents such as official reports
and field orders, Tolstoy tells the story of a battle in
terms of personal experiences. His reader watches cannon
balls fall around him, sees men slump dead at his feet, and
feels the emotion of a charge or a retreat. Tolstoy manages
to do all that and still keep his narrative within the bounds
of historical fact.

Leo Tolstoy is one of the greatest literary figures of
modern times. In an article in The Independent, shortly after
Tolstoy's death, Dr. William L. Phelps, Professor of Litera-
ture at Yale, stated, "There is not a single person on the
planet at this time December, 1910 who seems worthy to fill
the place left vacant by Tolstoy. This makes his death an
international event."'

To the historian, though, Tolstoy 1s important because
he 1s the leading exponent of the Russian patriotic point of
view regarding the war of 1812, His interpretation of the
history of that strugszle has exerted great influence on the
thought of modern Russian historians, such as Tarlé.? But
tnis interpretation has not been just the voilce of Russian
patriotism; it has been accepted as the true version of the
war of 1812 by F. M. Kircheisen, the international Napoleonioc

authority.

When considering the historical accuracy of War and Peace

and Tolstoy's interpretation of the war of 1812 it must be
1l

William L. Phelps, "The Influence of Tolstoy," The Independ-
, ent, vol. 69(1910), 1188.

Dietrich Gerland, Review of Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of
Rusgia, 1812, American Historical Review, vol.48(1943), 311.
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remembered that War and Peace was written before the work

of such great scholars as Kirchelsen and Fournler. The only
nistories availgble then were such prejudiced works as Thier's

History of the Consulate and Empire and Mikhailovsky-Danlilev-

sky's Russian official history of 1812. Tolstoy seems to
have been able to look beyond these one-sided interpretations
and see the true story. Thls thesls has shown where Tolstoy
quotes from Thiers many times, yet Tolstoy opposes Thiers
on many points, such as the personality of Kutuzov, where
Thiers has since been declared in error.

Tolstoy's theory of history should prove interesting
to historians. He condemns historians for trying to explain
minute incidents in terms of human desires while ignoring
the overall driving force of history. To Tolstoy all great
men are mere tools of history and thelr accomplishments and
faillures are nothing more than the desires of history. In

War and Peace history 1s presented as a human drama and not

as a cold chronology of political and military events. Tol-
stoy 1s not content to enumerate single historical incldents
but seeks to show the link between these incidents and the

great flow of hlstory.
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The most complete blogranshy of Count Leo Tolstoy 1s

Aylmer Maude's Life of Tolstoy (2 vols., New York, 1910).

Vaude 1s not a literary critic but was a personal friend of
the great Russian writer and had access to a great many of
Tolstoy's private papers. The latter part of the book con-
tains many personal observations of Tolstoy in real life.

An excellent survey of the Napoleonic era is the ninth

volume of the Cambridge Nodern History (24 vols., London,

1906, planned by Lord Acton). The specific periods covered

in War and Peace are found in Chapters IX and X (the Third

Coalition), by E.i.Lloyd, retired British soldier and special-
ist on Napoleonic military history, and Chapter XVI (the war
of 1812), by Eugen Stschepkin, professor of history at the
Russian Imvnerial University of Odessa. This work contalns
lengthy bibliographies for each chapter.

The best one volume life of Navnoleon 1is ¥riedrich M.
Kircheisen, Napoleon (New York, 1332, trans. by Henry St.
Lawrence). This is an abridgement of the seven volume work
of this great German scholar, one of the foremost contempor-
ary Navnoleonic speciglists. The fruits of over thirty years
of scholarship are found in this book. However, there 1s no
bibliography.

Ranking a close second to Kircheisen's book 1s Auzust

Fournier, Napoleon the First (New York, 1925, ed. by E.G.

Bourne; trans. M.B.Corwin and A.D.Bissell). Fournier was an

Austrian scholar of the latter nineteenth century and his
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book was generally considered the best one volume blography
of Napoleon prior to the publication of Kircheisen's work.
This book contains a lengthy biblliography.

Theodore A. Dodge's Great Captailns - Napoleon (4 vols.,

London, 1907) 1is considered the best extensive military
history of Napoleon in English. Dodge was experienced and
well read in military science and history. Though this
work 1s not based on original research, it enjoys great
respect for accuracy and wise judgements. No bibliography
1s included.

A fruitful and well written monograph on the war of

1812 1is Eugene Tarlé, Napoleon's Invasion of Russia, 1812

(New York, 1942). Tarlé 1s a widely known Russian scholar
specliglizing in the commercial and economic history of the
Manoleonic era. His main thesis 1s that the war of 1812
was primarily a struggle to gratify bourgeolis economic in-
terests 1n France and aristocratic interests 1ln Russia. This
book is notably devoid of references to religion and has no
bibliography.

Tolstoy often makes reference to Louls Adolphe Thiers,

Higtory of the Consulate and the Empire of France under Napo-

leon (12 vols., London, 1834, trans. by D. Forbes Campbell
and John Stebbing). Thils is one of the foremost works on
Napoleon's emnire, but the reader must regard Thiers with
caution as he was an advocate of the Nanoleonic Legend. No
bibliography 1is included.

A perusal of Nanoleon's bulletins issued while he was
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with his army presents interesting "official" interpreta-
tions of varlious battles. These bulletins can be found in

Eighteen Orizinal Journals of the Cam»naigns of the Emperor

Napoleon (2 vols., London, 1817).
Sir Robert T. Wilson, an English observer with the
Russian army in 1812, presents hils views on that campalgn

in The Invasion of Russiag (London, 1860, ed. by Rev. Herbert

Randolph). He 1s hostlle toward the Russian commander,
Kutuzov.

Georze Cathcart, English ambassador at St. Petersburg
during the Napoleonic invasion, in Commentaries on the War
in Russia and Germany in 1812 and 1813 (London, 1850), gives

a short account of the invasion of Russia and includes many
personal observatlons.

Emperor Alexander had many foreign officers on his
staff in 1812. One of these men was the Prussian Carl von
Clausewitz, later to galn distinction as a writer on mili-

tary theory. His The Campaign of 1812 in Russia (London,

1843), is a commentary on the war of 1812 interspersed with
personal experiences.

The Napoleonic Era has left a rich legacy of memolrs.
Below are listed the memoir writers consulted in preparing
this thesis:

Jean-Baptiste Barrés, Memolrs of a Napoleonic Officer

(New York, 1925, ed. by Maurice Barrés; trans. by Bernard
Miall). Barrés was a field officer in Napoleon's armies

and participated in the Austerlitz and 1812 campalgns.
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Elzéar J.L.J.Blaze, Recollectiormsof an Officer of Nano-

leon's Army (New York, 1911, trans. by E.J.Méras), deals main-

ly with army 1life, though he includes a few incidents from
the campalgns between 1806 and 1813.

Adrien Jean B.F.Bourgogne, Memolrs of Sergeant Bourgogne

(New York, 1899, ed. by Paul Cottin), was a member of the 014
Guaryd 1in the 1812 campaign and gives a vivid account of the
great retreat.

General de Caulaincourt, With Navoleon in Russia (New

York, 1935, ed. by Jean Hanoteau), was onee ambassador to
St. Petersburg and as a staff officer in 1812 was constantly
at Napoleon's side.

Mad ame Choiseul-Gouffier, Historical lemoirs of the

Emperor Alexander I and the Court of Rugsia (Chicago, 1900,

trans. by Xary B. Patterson), was written by a Lithuanian
noblewoman intimate with the court of Alexander before and
after 1812.

Jean Colgnet, The MNarrative of Captain Coignet (New

York, 1890, ed. by Lorédan Larchey; trans. by ¥rs. M. Carey),
1s the work of an enlisted man with Napoleon at Austerlitz
and Tilsit. Colgnet was a Jjunlor officer in 1812. He glves
especlally human accounts of hls experlences.

Constant, Memoirs of Constant (4 vols., New York, 1895,

trans. by E.G.Martin), was written by Napoleon's valet during
the campalgns of the Zmpire. He stresses personal detalls of
Napoleon.

Prince Adam Czartoryski, Memolrs of Prince Adam Czar-

toryskl snd his Correspondence with Alexander I (2 vols.,
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London, 1888, ed. by Adam Gieland), gives a good picture of
Alexander's political affairs. Czartoryskl was one of Alex-
ander's advisers and a famous Polish patriot. He was present
at Austerlitz.

iathleu Dumas, Memoirs of His Own Times (2 vols., Lon-

don, 1839). Dumas took part in the invasion of Russia as
Nanoleon's quartermaster-general. His memoirs do not re-
flect tne tragedy of the campalgn as do Bourgogne and Caul-
aincourt.

Joseph Fouché, Memoirs of Joseph Fouché (London, 1832),

was written by one of Napoleon's ministers in Paris and gilves
interesting reflections on the era of the First Emplre.

Eugene Labaume, The Crime of 1812 and Its Retribution

(London, 1912, trans. by T.D.Pillans). The author was a
field officer with the French army in 1812 and relates the
events of the Russian invasion in a manner not at all partial
to Napoleon.

Louis Lejeune, Memoirs of Baron Lejeune (2 vols., Lon-

don, 1897, ed. and trans. by Nancy Bell), is the work of an
alde-de-camp to Napoleon's marshals: Berthier, Davout, and
Oudinot. He took part in both the campaigns of 1805 and 1812.

Jean de Marbot, lemolrs of Baron de Marbot (2 vols.,

London, 1892, trans. by A.J.Butler). Marbot was a junior
offieer in 1805 and a regimental commander in 1812. He was
assigned to Oudinot's corps in the Dvina River region in
Russia and d1d not go to Noscow, but glves a good account of

the beginning and end of the loscow march.
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Claude-Francois de Méneval, Memoirs of Raron Claude-

Francolg de Mlneval (3 vols., New York, 1834, ed. by N.J.

de Méneval; trans. by R.H.Sherard). lMéneval was Napoleon's
private secretary from 1802 to 1815 and was with the Emperor
in 1805 and 1812. He is good for personal details of Napo-
leon.

Jean Rapp, lemoirs of General Count Rapp (2 vols.,

London, 1832), is written by one of Napoleon's field gen-
erals in 1805 and 1812. It is especlally good in his ac-
count of the events of the Moscow march.

Jean Savary, iMemoirs of the Duke of Rovigo (4 vols.,

London, 1828). The author was one of Napoleon's aides in the
cam»algn of 1805. He did not take part in the invasion of
Rusgsia.

Philippe de Segur, An Alde-de-Camp of Napoleon (New

York, 1895, ed. by Louls de Segur; trans. by H.A.Patchett-
Martin), i1s written by another of Napoleon's aldes at
Austerlitz. He wrote a detalled history of the Russlan
campalgn, under separate cover.

Jakob Walter, A German Conscript with Napoleon (Lawrence,

Kansas, 1938, ed. and trans. Otto Springer), 1s especially
valuable because Walter was just an ordinary private on the
1812 campaign. He gives a gripping account of the hardships

of the great retreat.



554

—_—

—_—
- — .
e
—

i

i




