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PREFATORY NOTE

Twuis monograph is a condensation of a doctoral dis-
sertation under the same title. Any who seek elabora-
tion or verification on a particular point, or a more
exhaustive bibliography, may refer to this unpublished
work in the Harvard University Library. The ques-
tion of Bernadotte’s desire for the French throne is
touched lightly here, because I have dealt with that
in separate articles. The Norwegian aspects of Berna-
dotte’s policy in 1814 have been curtailed on account
of space.

Professor C. K. Webster interested me originally in
this complex subject, and both he and Professor W, L.
Langer have encouraged and aided me throughout.
Two stipends from the American Scandinavian Founda-
tion enabled me to carry on the research in European
archives. Among the scholars and archivists who
helped me I must mention particularly Dr. Herman
Brulin of Stockholm, Dr. Emil Marquard of Copen-
hagen, and Rektor Sven Tunberg of Stockholm. I am
grateful also for the special permission accorded me to
use parts of the Bernadotte Family Archives.

Superior, Wisconsin
* February 4, 1935
Frangrmw D. Scorr.
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I
BERNADOTTE, SWEDEN, AND EUROPE
1810-1812

SWEDEN, once imperial mistress of the Baltic, as late
as 1800 possessor of over half the Baltic coasts, had
by 1809 sunk to the nadir of her fortunes. She had
been mutilated in territory by the Russian conquest of
Finland, weakened economically by the turmoil of war
and Napoleon’s Continental System. She had been
lacerated i pride by the ignomintous defeats of war,
and disrupted internally by the rule of the half-insane
Gustay IV Adolf and the revolution which deposed
him. Sweden seemed ready for the fate of Poland.
But although she hent before the whirlwind she was
toughened in purpose by a deep feeling of revanche.
A careful and fortunate diplomacy could still preserve
and resuscitate the state; an unsuccessful policy would
extinguish it.

In this crisis of 1809-1810, Sweden obtained as Crown
Prince and director of her foreign policy a French gen-
eral, Bernadotte, distinguished militaire in his own
right, marshal and Prince of Ponte Corvo by grace of
Napoleon. An heir to the throne had to be elected
quickly by the four estates of the Swedish realm be-
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cause King Carl XIII, put on the throne by the 1809
revolution, was childless and senile. The government
sent to Napoleon an appeal for advice, and hoped
through him to obtain a leader who would, in alliance
with France, eject Russia from Finland and reéstablish
Swedish power in the Baltic. Strangely enough the
master of Europe refused to meddle in the affairs of
the north and the result was the election of Bernadotte.
By a peculiar quirk of fate the Swedes mistakenly
thought him Napoleon’s choice, and rightly realized
that he could help the troubled finances of the Swedish
Riksbank. They elected for their future ruler a passive
but intense rival of the French Emperor.

In an astonishingly brief time this new leader shifted
Swedish policy away from its traditional friendship
with France and its ingrained hostility to Russia into
a system based upon war with France and alliance
with Russia. Sweden, instead of recovering Finland
and her Baltic supremacy, was to acquire Norway and
an increased interest in western Europe.

Jean Baptiste Jules Bernadotte, Marshal of France,
in 1810 renounced his titles and his religion and went
north to found a new dynasty, the only “Napoleonic”
dynasty which still survives. Born in 1763 in the dis-
trict of Béarn in Gascony, Bernadotte was a ‘‘pure
Gascon of Gascony’; “so complete an example of his
race that he reproduced in his single personality twenty
characteristic figures, Montluc and Cyrano, Henri IV
and d’Artagnan”; “the most daring, the most extraor-
dinary and the most fortunate of the cadets of Gas-
cony.” He was exceptional because in his case as in
that of his hero Henry IV, there was grafted onto the
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bravado, charm and daring of the Gascon, the prudence
and caution of the Béarnais.!

When Jean’s father, an impecunious member of the
dourgeoisie honorable de la robe, died in 1780, the boy
ran off to the army. For ten years his rise from the
ranks was steady but unspectacular. Then the Revo-
lution broke, and opened to him new and unrestricted
paths to glory. In battle he displayed the dashing
courage of the Gascon, in politics the cool caution of
the Béarnais and a firm loyalty to authority. Therefore
the Terror watched him but passed him by. Soon he
was a general and in 1797 it was he who led 20,000
reinforcing troops to General Bonaparte in Italy. There
two spectacular leaders of men measured each other:
Napoleon, ambitious, proud, cool, unscrupulous, avid
for power; Bernadotte, ambitious too, but vain, emo-
tional, loyal, avid only for glory. Soon Napoleon was
to see in the Gascon general a possible rival in his own
schemes. While Bonaparte went to Egypt Bernadotte
was sent as ambassador to Vienna, where his bold
flaunting of the revolutionary tri-color soon resulted
in a riot and his expulsion from the Hapsburg capital.

Back in Paris Bernadotte quickly won in marriage
the “pretty girl from Marseilles with the gay smile”—
Desirée Clary, already the fiancée of Joseph Bonaparte,
Napoleon, and Duphot. This marriage with Desirée
was one of the most important events in Bernadotte’s
career, for as Napoleon said at Elba, there were prob-
ably at least three times when he would have shot

 The three quotations, from Albert Sorel, Comte de Vogie, and Léonce
Pingaud, are quoted by Sir Dunbar P. Barton, Amazing Career of Bernadotie
{London, 1929), p. xiil.



6 BERNADOTTE AND THE FALL OF NAPOLEON -

Bernadotte had he not felt the bond of sentiment and
clan through Desirée (for Julie Clary had married
Joseph, and Bernadotte was thus within the outer
circle of the Bonaparte family). The only child of the
marriage was the son Oscar who was to succeed Berna-
dotte in 1844 as King of Sweden and Norway. Except
for a few months in 1810-1811 Desirée herself remained
in France until 1823; only faint traces can be discovered
of her political activity during this period.

In the spring of 1799 Bernadotte had accepted office
as Minister of War. He gathered war materials, re-
animated troops and nation, and developed an organiza-
tion largely responsible for the French victories of 1800
and 1801. Unfortunately for him he was not a poli-
tician. He was modest of his abilities and would not
“try to force his destiny.” He was also a devout
respecter of constitutional authority. For these rea-
sons Siéyés, plotting a coup d’état, had to get rid of
him, and in September, 1799, the emotional and loyal
Gascon was tricked into resigning his position of
authority.

When General Bonaparte came back from Egypt he
found that this man who would have tried to block
him was out of office. He invited Bernadotte to join
the group of the 18th Brumaire, but the strict consti-
tutionalist stood aside. Frankly he told Napoleon -
that he disapproved of violent and unconstitutional
methods, but he promised not to harangue the troops
and not to take charge of an opposition movement
unless called upon by the Directory; he would not
usurp authority even to combat a usurper. Napoleon
was satisfied, for it was the harangues he had feared.
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In the next ten years Napoleon made every effort
to “absorb” this man who was allied with his family
by marriage and who was too prominent and too able
to be pushed aside. Bernadotte was made a Marshal
and Prince of Ponte Corvo; he was a division com-
mander on Napoleon’s campaigns into Prussia and
Russia, at Austerlitz and Wagram. He was governor
at different times in Hanover, Anspach and Hamburg,
and showed himself an unusually efficient administrator
and a surprisingly lenient master. As a contrast to
~ the ordinary brigand type of officer he was long re-
membered, and in 1810 and 1813 the remembrance
became a matter of significance. Moreover, through-
out this period he maintained a frank independence
toward Napoleon, and often visited the salons of
Madame de Stagl and Madame Recamier. He was .
loyal to the Emperor as Emperor, but he never dis-
guised the fact that Napoleon was not his choice. He
irritated Napoleon with tactless and exaggerated re-
marks, and Napoleon angered the sensitive Bernadotte
by repeated attempts to throw on him undeserved
blame.

In 1810 the Emperor was attempting to get this
independent officer to retire to Ponte Corvo or to some
distant command, when out of a clear sky dropped the
offer of succession to the throne of Sweden. For Na-
poleon it was dangerous to have this man released from
his ties to the Empire; for Bernadotte it was a relief
to be freed from the shackles of obligation.

At the age of forty-seven Bernadotte went north to
his new destiny. Some of his youthful dash had been
subdued by experience; prudence had assumed a larger
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place in his character. He was a striking and dignified
figure: tall and dark, with curly jet-black hair, piercing
eyes and an aquiline nose. In the heat of sudden
anger he had the impetuosity and arrogance of the
Gascon soldier, ready with a torrent of words to sub-
merge his antagonist. In his habitual reserve and
calm he had the graciousness of manner of the Old
Regime, with a charm that was irresistible. He was
full of contrasts and extremes: boastful and modest,
impulsive and calculating, confident yet infinitely sus-
picious. He was a born idealist, yet experience had
taught him wariness. With all he was a painstaking,
far-sighted administrator, and although not a brilliant
tactician he was a superb leader of soldiers in the field.

As soon as Bernadotte, now named Crown Prince
Carl Johan, arrived in Sweden (October, 1810) he be-
gan to take the controlling part in governmental
affairs. This was facilitated by the old Xing’s unex-
pected delight in the son who had been imposed upon
him, and it was necessitated by the King’s physical
and mental incapacity.

Although matters of state centered in the Crown
Prince there were of course ministers who advised.
The minister for foreign affairs, Lars von Engestrom,
Chancellor of Lund University, was more scholar than -
politician. Well informed, able, he was lacking both
in personal magnetism and in the breadth of view
which makes a statesmnan. He was loyal to the Prince,
and fell in with his policy, but disliked him personally.
His feelings and opinions were hostile to Russia (partly
because his wife had estates in Poland) and caused
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him to suspect a score of secret deceits in the Tsar’s
friendship for the Prince.?

The real backbone of Crown Prince Carl Johan’s
political system was the Chancellor, Erik af Wetter-
stedt. Wetterstedt was the ablest Swedish diplomat
of the period, and almost the only man strong enough
to make his personality felt alongside the overshadow-
ing Prince. He had been private secretary to Gustav
IV Adolf, but wisely remained passive at the time of
the 1809 revolution, was soon accepted by the suc-
cessful party, and at the age of thirty-two became
chancellor. The office did not carry great authority,
but Wetterstedt rapidly won an influence which Enges-
trom never possessed. In 1809 he had already thought
it might be best for Sweden to venounce hope of re-
gaining Finland and expand to the west instead,
through the aid of France. His influence may have
had much to do with Bernadotte’s policy toward
Norway although Bernadotte’s alliance system was
the opposite of Wetterstedt’s. Wetterstedt’s work was
behind the scenes, but his upright, clear-sighted, level-
headed Swedish character sometimes provided for the
state a bulwark against the impulsiveness of the
Gascon.?

Neither Wetterstedt nor any other Swede could
have carried through the policy now inaugurated, for
jealousy and factionalism were rife among the nobles.

2 Engestrom reveals himself, unintentionally, in his Minnen ock Anteck-
ningar (2 vols,, Stockholm, 1876).

8 Prof. Hans Forssell wrote a first-class biography of the chancellor,
Minne af Statsministern Grefve Qusiav af Weiterstedi (Stockholm, 1888).
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Although most Swedes hated Russia and admired
France, the new Crown Prince had to assure the
Lowenhielm brothers in December, 1810, that he would
not allow Sweden to become a Napoleonic dependency.
However, if he had at once come out against France
he would have alienated the great mass of nobles and
people. This might have aroused anew the turbulence
which had resulted in the assassination of Gustav III,
the deposition of Gustav IV Adolf and the recent mur-
der of the dashing Fersén. Bernadotte had to work
gradually, graciously, persistently, to convert men of
divergent views to his program. He was admirably
suited to the task: his foreign birth placed him outside
the Swedish factions, and his personal magnetism won
all parties of nobles and populace.

From his perch in Sweden in the autumn of 1810
Bernadotte looked down on a continent subjected to
or in humble alliance with Napoleon; on Russia, whose
ruin was being prepared; on Britain, fighting the long
resultless struggle. For Sweden he felt neutrality to
be impossible. Yet if Sweden sided with Napoleon he
foresaw that she would be swallowed up by her ally
or left to destruction by Russia. He saw as the alter-
native an alliance with Russia by which that country’s
advance would be limited to Finland, and Sweden per-
mitted to compensate herself in the west. He consid-
ered Finland irretrievably lost. Sweden should aceept
this fact and instead win Norway and create a united
peninsular state commercially dependent on Great
Britain but politically independent. The conquest of
Norway, thought Bernadotte, would gratify Swedish
ambitions and give him the prestige necessary to con-
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solidate his position. The enlarged kingdom would be
separated geographically from too-powerful Russia, it
would have the ‘“natural frontiers” dear to a son of
the Revolution, and it would be divorced forever from
continental turmoils. Yet the conversion of the people
to this program could come only through some offen-
sive and shortsighted act of Napoleon himself; and the
foolish deed was soon committed.*

The French occupation of Swedish Pomerania in
January, 1812, suddenly alarmed Sweden into a reali-
zation of the danger from Napoleon. This invasion
was the culminating act in a long series of events.
Basically the difficulty was that Napoleon was attempt-
ing to make Sweden enforce his Continental System,
regardless of the fact that Sweden could hardly live if
cut off from commerce with Great Britain. For a
time Sweden may even have profited by the destruc-
tion of trade in other states, for she became the great
entrepdt for colonial goods smuggled to the continent.
Then in the treaty ending her war with Russia in 1809
Sweden had been forced to accept the French commer-
cial regulations, and in a treaty with France in January,
1810, she had to reiterate these pledges. Nevertheless,
despite these promises made for the sake of peace, she
permitted scores of British ships to trade off Gothen-
burg and to smuggle British goods to the continent’
through Pomerania.?

4 Swedish opinion was never thoroughly converted to the ‘“Policy of
1812.” See Adolf Schiick in the Swedish Historisk Tidskrift (1980), 231-28%.

5 See e.g., von Brinckman to Wellesley, Feb. 27, 1810, Baron von
Schinkel, Minnen ur Sveriges Nyare Historia (ed. by K. V. Bergman, 12
vols., Stockholm, 1854-1855; and a Bihang ed. by S. J. Bogthius, 8 vols.,

Upsala, 1881-18883), Bikany 11, 100; E. Heckscher, The Coniinental System:
An Economic Interpretation (Oxford, 1922), 151, 160, 179, 264-265.
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Napoleon’s irritation decpened as the treaties con-
tinued to be flouted. He first agreed to allow Berna-
dotte six months time to reorganize Swedish adminis-
tration. before France took any new measures. He
also asked Bernadotte to promise never to fight against
France. Bernadotte protested against this condition
as incompatible with his independent status, and it was
withdrawn.® His protest evidently worried Napoleon,
for on the very heels of the new Prince he sent an
ultimatum to Stockholm: Sweden must not only en-
force the Countinental System, but declare war on Great
Britain. The Emperor would allow the Prince no
opportunity to prepare a re-orientation of Swedish
policy. For Sweden in the autumn of 1810 there was no
choice. War against France meant imminent destruc-
tion; war against friendly Great Britain could be de-
clared but not fought, and even surreptitious comerce
might continue. To placate France Sweden declarved a
war with her fingers crossed and fought it with her
hands folded. Actual conditions remained as before.”

At this anomalous situation the blunt Alquier, French
Minister to Sweden, became more and more incensed.
He did not get on well with the Crown Prince, who
complained that the minister talked like a Roman pro-
consul, and at last he had an open altercation with

8 Uprrespondance de Napoleon I¢" (32 vols., Paris, 1858-1870), #16890;
L. Lecestre, Letlres Inédites de Napoleon I€T (2 vols., Paris, 1897 [2nd ed.)),
II, 66. Tradition has it that when Napoleon yielded to Bernadotte’s pro-
test, he orated, “Go, and may our destinies be fulfilled.” See also Czer-
nichefl’s despateh of October 21, 1810, Sbornik imperatorskago russkago
isloricheskago obshchestva (Transnctions of the Imperial Russian Historical
Society), Vol. XXTI (8t. Petershurg, 1880), 1-21 (hereafter cited as Sbornik).

70. Alin, Carl Johan och Sveriges Yitre Politil 1810-1815 (Stockholm,
1899), Only Part I of this work was completed before the author's death.
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foreign minister von Engestrom. With this event per-
sonal relations became impossible and Alquier was at
last removed to Copenhagen and M. de Cabre was left
in Stockholm as Chargé d’Affaires. With hoth these
second-rate diplomatists Napoleon was definitely dis-
satisfied but unfortunately for him he found no others
to take their places.® Nor did he exert himself to
conciliate his former marshal. Bernadotte pointed
out that the welfare of Sweden depended on commerce,
and that her warehouses were overflowing with iron
while the people famished for lack of wheat. For
months his appeals went unanswered, and the eventual
replies were evasive, flat. For a year the Swedes con-
tinued to trade, and to favor British commerce, while
the French continued to protest. Then suddenly
French troops invaded Swedish Pomerania, the conti-
nental entry for the illicit trade, and transported the
Swedish military detachment to France.®

This act of violence was the turning point in Swedish
policy—the turning point, perhaps, in Napoleon’s fate.
The Swedes, despite their disregard of the Continental
System, had felt admiration and friendship for Napo-
leon. If Napoleon’s outrage in Pomerania had not
pulled the noose around Sweden’s neck one jerk too
tight Bernadotte would have found it virtually im-
possible to align the Swedish people in a policy of
cooperation with detested Russia. This invasion made

8 Lagerbjelke (Swedish Minister in Paris) to King Carl JIII, March
19, 1810, Schinkel, Minnen, Bihang, 1I, 188-186; Napoleon to Bassano,
Nov. 22, 1811, Feh. 16, 1812, Paris AAE, N1790. See also Coquelle,
“La Mission d’Alquier & Stockholm, 1810-1811,” Revue d’Histoire Diplo-

matigue, XXIIT (1909), 196-239.
9 Alin, op. cit., chap. iv; Schinkel, Minnen, VI, 1150,
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Swedish opposition to Napoleon imperative. The lux-
ury of traditional hate had to give way before the
necessity of self-preservation. Prince Carl Johan was
ready for the change of opinion. Immediately his long-
considered plans began to emerge into reality.

Nor was Sweden alone in feeling the oppressiveness
of her French alliance. Prussia had been preparing
secretly for years to break her fetters; Russia had -
found the Continental System disastrous and Alexander
had been disillusioned in his “friend” Napoleon; Aus-
tria was ‘‘tacking, and twisting, and turning,” only
awaiting a perfectly safe moment to launch a fifth
campaign against the French, Among the northern
states Denmark alone was pro-French from her own
choice. Yet in all the welter of discontent only Great
Britain was actually at war with Napoleon, and she
was at war also with Russia and Denmark and Sweden.
A year and a half of bargaining, begging, and strife
was to pass before the old bonds were completely

snapped and the mew alignment forged for the last
coalition.
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Avriances Buirpine
February 1812-April 1818

No one, perhaps, saw more clearly the path ahead or
worked more persistently to break the trail than Carl
Johan, Crown Prince of Sweden. He was spwrred on
by three fixed principles: his firm belief in the inevit- -
ability of Napoleon’s collapse; his conviction that
Sweden’s economic well-being demanded the smashing
of the Continental System and close connections with
Great Britain; his personal necessity to do something
big for Sweden in order to establish himself and his
family securely in power. These ideas determined his
course of action from 1810 until 1814.

When Bernadotte first went north to the throne of
the Vasas the governments of Great Britain and Russia
looked askance; they feared he would be a puppet in
the hands of Napoleon. He did his best to reassure
them, but he was handicapped by the forced Swedish
declaration of war against Great Britain in November,
1810. However, as early as December, 1810, he as-
sured Russia that he had no designs on Finland, and
his friendly statements perhaps influenced considerably
the defiant ukase of December 81, 1810, by which
Russia refused to be bound by Napoleon’s commercial
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decrees.” With Great Britain Bernadotte’s diplomacy
had little effect. Mr. Edward Thornton was sent from
London in the fall of 1811 to negotiate with the Swedes,
but his instructions could not be reconciled with the
Swedish claims. Bernadotte might never have made
more progress had not Napoleon, angered by the way
the Swedes flouted his Continental System, committed
the short-sighted outrage in Pomerania. 'This one act
freed Bernadotte from any obligations to Napoleon
and from. Swedish restraints, and also enabled him to
initiate negotiations with Russia and Great Britain,
for now he had a grievance.

Pomerania had been invaded January 27, 1812, The
news reached Stockholm February 4. Carl Lowen-
hielm, as friend and emissary of Bernadotte, braved
the Baltic winter and reached St. Petersburg February
18 to ask for a Russian alliance and thus to begin
the last coalition. Negotiations proceeded with en-
thusiasm, for Russia needed to protect her rear and
marshal all her forces for her forthcoming contest with
the French. A return mission to Sweden was des-
patched, but in St. Petersburg the eager Alexander
dealt directly with Lowenhielm and a treaty was signed
on April 5. Sweden demanded a Russian guarantee
that Norway (then a kingdom joined with Denmark)
be annexed to Sweden; if threats to Denmark did not
gain it Russia was to furnish 15,000 men to help con-
quer it. Only after she had obtained actual possession

1 Czernicheff’s reports of his conversation with Bernadotte in Stockholm
were sent to St. Petersburg just twelve days before this ukase was promul-
gated (Sbornik, XXI, 22-48). See also Mémoires du It.-Gén. de Suremain
1794-1815 (Paris, 1902); A. Vandal, Napolean et Alexandre 167 I Alliance
Russe sous le premier empire (3 vols., Paris, 1891-1896), II, 5101,
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of Norway would Sweden send any troops to north
Germany for a diversion against Napoleon—if it should
then be necessary. To these bold demands Alexander
agreed because he had to have Swedish friendship and
perhaps also because he felt a certain remorse for his
despoliation of Finland three years before.?

Napoleon had intended that his bold stroke in
Pomerania should intimidate Sweden, and he had fol-
lowed it with demands for 2,000 Swedish soldiers, the
imposition of the French tariff with French overseers
in Sweden, war against Russia, and reality in the
phantom Swedish-British war. Bernadotte informed
the Council of State of these conditions of vassalage,
and said that if accepted “we must prepare, gentlemen,
to sacrifice our political liberty’; the Council there-
upon advised neutrality.? The ensuing declaration in-
dicated clearly the reorientation of Sweden’s policy.

Now Napoleon forgot his high-handed disregard of
Sweden. Immediately he sent (March, 1812) proposals
of alliance by Elof Signeul, Swedish consul in Paris,
offering to Sweden the then Russian province of Fin-
land, and promising to purchase a quantity of Swedish
goods at Danzig. The offer was no inducement to
Bernadotte: the prize was Finland, he wanted Norway;
there was no subsidy; and the Crown Prince had high
hopes of his negotiations with Russia and Great Britain.

2 Alin, Firhandlingar om allianstraktaten mellan Sverige ock Ryssland av
6 Aprl 1812 (Upsala, 1900); British and Foreign State Papers, 1818-1814
(London, 1841), I, 306ff. See report from the Count St. Julien to Melter-
nich, in N. Mikhailowitch, L' Empercur Alezandre I€" (2 vols., St. Peters-
burg, 1912), I, 500-504; alsc Engestrom’s Rapport & Sa Majesté of Jan., 1818,

3 Carl Johan to Statsrdd, Feb. 1812, SRA, C. J. Papper 88; from de

Cabre, March 3, 1812, Paris AN, 1700; Statsridsprotokoller (Resolutions
of Council of State) for Feb. 21-24, 1812, SRA.
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He replied by criticizing the past conduct of France,
refuting the French arguments and offering mediation
between France and Russia.* It was not a humble
response, yet it did not close the door, for Bernadotte
was ‘“‘broadminded” enough to wish to hear all sides—
one could never tell what might happen.

The Emperor did send back a better offer, but still
unofficial: Sweden would regain Finland and Swedish
Pomerania, add some German territory including
Mecklenburg and Stettin, and receive 6,000,000 francs
plus 1,000,000 per month subsidy; Bernadotte per-
sonally would regain his French appanage of Ponte
Corvo.? Still Napoleon refused to tear Norway from
his ally, Frederick of Denmark, and Bernadotte, fully
aware of the fragility of Napoleon’s power, sensed that
he would soon be overthrown. On the other hand,
Great Britain still held aloof from Sweden, and Russia,
ally though she was, wavered a little in May (1812).
It was a time to be careful.

Back to Napoleon at Dresden went Signeul, with a
response still oral—for the wisdom of experience made
Bernadotte cautious to an extreme. Signeul was to
criticize the French proposals as vague and non-official,

4 Schinkel, Minnen, V1, 141f; Carl Johan to Napoleon, March 24, 1812,
BFA; paper marked “Envoyées par Signeul le 28 Mars 1812,” SRA, C. J.
Papper 88. A good summary is in T, W. Morén’s Kring 1812 Ars Politik
(Stockholm, 1927), 19, See also B. Sarrans, Histoire de Bernadotte . . .
(2 vols., Paris, 1845), I, 386-388, and M. Bail, Correspondance de Bernadolte

. avec Napoléon , . . 1812-1814 (Paris, 1819), 108f.

5 Cambridge History of British Forelgn Policy 1783-1919 (8 vols., Cam-
bridge, 1922), 1, 697; Morén, 86-38; Schinkel, Minnen, VI, 195ff; A. Ahnfelt,
Tvé Kronta Rivaler (2 vols., Stockholm, 1887), T1, 78-81; Scaevola, Utlindska
Diplomaters Minnen . . . (Stoclkholm, 1885-1886), 298-301; de Cahre to
Bussano, May 15, Puris AN, 1700; Meddelelser fra Krigsarkiverne (9 vols,,
Copenhagen, 1898-190%), VI, 5.
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and to ask why France should oppose the transfer of
Norway, Sweden’s ‘“‘natural” acquisition. France
should first of all restore Pomerania and respect the
Swedish flag in the Baltic.® A reply to this new de-
mand the exasperated Emperor never sent. In any
case probably Bignon and Vandal are correct in their
explanations of the move: that Bernadotte had no in-
tention of leaving his allies, but wished to gain time
and make sure of Norway in all contingencies. Perhaps
above all he wished to force Great Britain’s hand by a
threat of Swedish alliance with the French.

Britain now became the state whose support was
vital, yet both Russia and Sweden were technically at
war with her, Worse than that, the British were still
suspicious of the Gascon Prince, reluctant to grant huge
subsidies to Sweden, and disgusted at the unblushing
demands for Norway, Nevertheless in the spring of
"1812 Mr. Edward Thornton was sent out anew.

Months of dickering eventually led to two simple
treaties of peace dated July 18, 1812, at Orebro,
Sweden—one between Sweden and Britain, the other
between Russia and Britain, Sweden gained no alli-
ance, for she held out for high terms: a guarantee of
Swedish possession of Norway, the island of Zealand
(on which Copenhagen is situated), and a West Indian

¢ From an untitled, undated paper in SRA, C. J. Papper 88. From
“internal evidence” there can be no doubt as to the identification of the
document. Schinkel guotes a different “Note Verbale” which he says
exists in the Schinkel Samling. I could not find it. Bignon and Vandal
quote still a different form as presented to Bassano: L. P. E. Bignon,
Histoire de France . . . (10 vols., Paris, 1829-1838), X, 418-420; A. Vandal,
Napoleon et Alexandre, 11, 440-448; Correspondance de Napoleon, XXIV,
450, Meddelelser, V, 234. The Journal de Malte, for Aug. 26, 1812, has
yet another version.
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island; annual war subsidies of £1,200,000; all this
prior to Sweden’s action on the continent. As for
Zealand, much as Bernadotte desired it he realized
that British opposition would probably be insurmount-
able because of the fear of having a single power
control both sides of the Sound.” Britain offered
£1,000,000 provided that the dashing marshal would
take a Swedish army to Germany at once, but if action
was delayed only £500,000; to the Norwegian terri-
torial guarantees she would not subscribe, and evi-
dently did not even consider the guestion of Zealand.
Deadlock resulted, for Bernadotte knew that in order
to gain and hold Norway he must have at least the
tacit consent of Britain and the support of the British
fleet. While couriers wasted week after week between
Stockholm and London the Russian auxiliary corps
promised to Sweden lay idle, Napoleon marched on
Moscow, and Bernadotte could do nothing but write
Alexander stimulating letters advising that if neces-
sary he retreat to the Caspian Sea.®

In order to hasten action the adventurous Admiral
Bentinck at length helped to bring about a long-
mooted conference between Alexander and Bernadotte.

7 When Russia and Sweden planned their attack on Zealand they agreed
that the future of the island would be discussed with Great Britain, and
the Tsar waived his rights thercin in favor of Bernadotte. (Treaty of Abo,
British and Foretgn Slate Papers, 1, 3461, and see Schinkel, Minnen, VI,
chap. vi. Treaties of Orebro in British and Foreign State Pupers, I, 158.)

8 Clorreapondance inédite de Uempereur Alexandre et de Bernadotte pendant
Uannée 1812 publide par X, (Paris, 1909), Carl Johan promised to lead a
Swedish army to the defense of Russig if the Tsar would give him tem-
porary possession of Iinland as a hostage for Norway (to G. Liwenhielm,
Oct. 6, 1812, BFA). See also P, O. von Térne in Historisk Tidskrift for
Finland (1925), 182-186.
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Only these two eccentric geniuses could tell what mag-
nificent dreams and practical schemes were broached
when they met late in August, 1812, at the bleak
Finnish castle of Abo. We know only that promotion
of Bernadotte to the throne of France was probably
dangled before the eyes of an ambitious Crown Prince;
that Alexander asked this same Prince to be his gen-
eralissimo, and was refused; that Bernadotte offered
to participate immediately in the war if Russia would
give over Finland as temporary security for Norway,
and that this was refused; and that a marriage of
Carl Johan’s son Oscar with the seven-year-old Danish
princess was suggested as a method of attaining peace-
ful Scandinavian unity. One practical gain was the
signature of a treaty increasing the number of prom-
ised Russian auxiliaries to 35,000.° The most impor-
tant result of the three-day meeting was the firm and
lasting friendship there cemented between the two
rulers of the north, between the visionary Autocrat of
All the Russias and the revolutionary parvenu elected
heir to the throne of Sweden, sworn enemy of Russia.
This was an anomaly that was to make history.

Soon after Carl Johan returned to Stockholm he
began a series of new appeals to Great Britain. He
was gradually convincing Thornton of his sincerity.
Now he wrote to the Prince Regent and sent Colonel
Bjornstierna on a special mission to London to plead
for concessions before the campaigning season was past.
He argued the absolute need of Norway in order to
reconcile the Swedes to the loss of Finland, and thus

? The original terms had already heen bettered by the Russians on
June 15, Convention of Vilna, British and Foreign Stale Papers, 1, 336f,
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to gain their cotperation in the new political system;
he pointed out the advantage to Great Britain of
forming a united Scandinavian state detached from
the continent and dependent on British trade. As to
method, if the Russian troops arrived the attack should
be made on Zealand; if these forces were delayed Nox-
way must be attacked directly; the British navy was
essential in either case.!® Britain yielded reluctantly,
and promised the help of the navy cven against Nor-
way, on the ground that Sweden deserved aid because
she had restrained herself and allowed the Russian
troops to be used in the common cause. Guadeloupe
was offered to the hard-bargaining Prince, and Britain
promised not to oppose the Russo-Swedish arrange-
ments as soon as Sweden actually took part in the war
against France.!!

The British concessions came too late. When
Bjornstierna reached home all idea of autumn action
had been abandoned and demobilization had begun.
Napoleon had entered Moscow and Russia was pros-
trate. The Swedes feared that their government had
made a ghastly mistake. The Crown Prince had to
put up a bold front and wait for the fulfillment of his

10 Carl Johan to the Prince Regent, Sept. 19, 1818, and to Bjdrustierna,
Qct. 6, BFA. Bjirnatierna’s note to Castlereagh, Oct. 6 (SRA, G. L. Sam.),
shows how Bernadotte tried to win British approval for his conquest of
Norway by pledges that, it would be given autonomy and liberal institutions.

It Castlereagh to Thornton, Oct. 10, 20, 1812, London FO, Sweden 71;
Bjbrnstierna’s notes, Upsala, Schinkel Sam., II1; Morén, 47-50. And sec
Supplementary Despatches, Correspondence, and Memoranda of . . . Duke of
Wellingtor. (15 vols,, London, 1858-1872), VII, 403-404. On the contribu-
tory mission of Gueisenau see M. Lehman, “Gneisenan’s Sendung nach

Schweden und England im Jahre 1812, Historische Aufsatze und Reden,

292-298; C. K. Wehster, The Foreign Policy of Custlereagh 1812-1815 (Lon-
don, 1931), 105-1086,
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oft-asserted prophecy that the fall of Moscow marked
the beginning of Napoleon’s collapse. It was a des-
perate situation for Sweden as well as for Russia. A
new Tilsit would have left both Prince and people at
the mercy of the conqueror. But Alexander stood
firm despite the intrigues of Romanzov, the hopes of
the Danes, and the fears of the Swedes. Soon came
the catastrophic retreat from Moscow, and the time
was ripe for all northern Europe to rise against the
lessening might of Napoleon. In the preliminary
jostling for position the new Gascon Prince of Sweden
had shown his independence, and the Swedish govern-
ment had acted with an aggressive farsightedness which
did much to restore her shatteved prestige.

The creation of the new alliance structure proceeded
so slowly through 1812 that Bernadotte was confronted
with an additional problem: how to prevent Denmark
from entering the alliance. If Denmark-Norway re-
versed her policy and joined the anti-Napoleonic coali-
tion she could get a guarantee of territorial integrity
from Great Britain at least and Carl Johan’s plans to
annex Norway would vanish like the mists of the
morning. Bernadotte must see to it that until Den-
mark gave him Norway she remained in the opposing
camp. :

Denmark dared not and cared not to oppose Na-
poleon when he marched 600,000 men across northern
Europe toward Moscow. But when the remnants of
that horde staggered westward again the position of
Denmark, on the flank of great military operations,
became different. She was then of little value to
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Napoleon because she had neither a good army nor
able military leadership. But she was of potential
value to the allies because of her proximity to the
commercial and financial center of Hamburg. Inci-
dentally, Denmark’s importance seemed to increase ag
Sweden’s decreased, for as the theater of war moved
south and west Sweden was less and less of a possible
threat to Russia.

Rosenkrantz, the able Norwegian-born foreign min-
ister of Denmark, foresaw the probable course of events
as early as September, 1812. Like Bernadotte he rea-
soned that the French occupation of Moscow was but
a Pyrrhic victory. Foreseeing the expansion and ulti-
mate success of the coalition he realized that if Den-
mark joined it early and fought valiantly the allies
could not tear Norway away from her. He embodied
these ideas in a memoir to King Frederick in Septem-
her.’? King Frederick, pinch-faced, proud, stubborn,
was absolute ruler of his kingdoms, and he lacked the
vision of his minister. Blinded by unrcasoning hate
of Great Britain, who had robbed him of his fleet and
his colonies in 1807, he placed his full confidence in his
ever-victorious and magnanimous friend Napoleon.
He would not listen to Rosenkrantz’ advice, but pur-
sued the ruinous course of a wavering neutrality.!®

Meanwhile, in St. Petersburg, the Francophil Rus-

14 Memoir of Sept. 19, 1812, and Trederick to Rosenkrantz, Sept. 20,
1812, DRA. Summary in C, T. Sgrensen, Kampen om Norge i Aarens
1818-1814 (2 vols., Copenhagen and Christiania, 1871), I, 41f,

13 Sympathetic but fair accounts of Danish poliey are to be found in
Sgrensen; op. cit., in Sgrensen’s later Bernadotie i Norden (3 vols., Copen-
hagen, 1904), and in E. Holm, Danmark-Norges Udenrigske Historie, 1800-
1814 (2 vols., Copenhagen, 1912).
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sian Chancellor Romanzov was telling the Danish
envoy, Otto Blome, that the Tsar had been seduced
by the Gascon charmer but had no intention of ful-
filling his pledge regarding Norway. At the end of
November the Tsar himself told Blome that Denmark
should abandon her alliance with France; if she did so
and joined the coalition she could acquire Hamburg,
Bremen, Liibeck, possibly even Holland, and become
a power of the first rank; Norway would have to be
given Sweden, he said, but only after Sweden’s military
action had earned her the right to it; would not Blome
get instructions to treal with the Tsar personally and
secretly?'* Small wonder that the Dane thought Alex-
ander wished to assure Norway to Denmark rather
than to take it away. Xven the cold and distrustful
Lord Cathcart, British Ambassador to Russia, tried
to become friendly and to suggest that if Denmark
stood with Great Britain and Russia then Sweden
would be powerless. Also the Spaniard Zea Bermudez
tried to find a formula for the reconciliation of Den-
mark with the allies.!®

But Bernadotte did not hibernate in his northern
fastness. He realized keenly the danger to him of
Danish accession to the alliance, and as soon as rumors
reached him of the Russian negotiations he sabotaged

14 Blome to Rosenkrantz, Aug. 27/Sept. 8 ot seq., 1812, DRA.

15 Blome to Rosenkranlz, Nov. 24, 1812, DRA; Morén, 71-74. A little
later Blome exulted over the discovery of a tactless letter written by Alquier,
French Minister in Copenhagen, which he thought showed French contempt
for Denmark; therefore Denmark could abandon the French alliance (Blome
to Rosenkrantz, Nov. 27, Dec. 1, 1812, DRA). See Meddelelser, VI, 12-18;
of. Blome to Rosenkrantz, Nov. 13/25, Holm, “Nogle Akstykker . . .,”
Danske Magazin, VI R. 11 B., 61-65,
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them, for he was a bit suspicious of his Russian ally.
The method he used was to state to Denmark imme-
diately the conditions on which Sweden would admit
Danish codperation, conditions which of course in-
cluded the preliminary transfer of Norway. A few
days later (December 10, 1812) Oxenstierna, Sweden’s
Minister in Copenhagen, presented a formal note to
the Danish government: if Denmark would cede Nor-
way to Sweden and put 30,000-50,000 men in the field
for- the allies Sweden would codperate to obtain for
Denmark compensation in northern Germany; she
would cede Pomerania to Denmark; she would re-
nounce 2,000,000 riksdalers in commercial claims
against Denmark and loan her another 2,000,000; and
Sweden would like a family alliance.!®

Consternation reigned in Copenhagen. The Russian
play had been foiled four days before the Tsar’s offer
reached Denmark! Denmark could not now ‘‘sneak”
into the alliance. Throughout the winter and the
spring of 1818 Carl Johan kept bombarding Denmark
with propositions, using as intermediary Baron von
Suchtelen, Russian Minister in Stockholm, or Mr.
Thornton, the British Minister, or dealing directly
with Count Baudissin, the Danish chargé in Sweden,
inviting Baudissin to dinner and exercising his potent
charm to the limit. The impressionable young Bau-
dissin did in fact come to think that expansion to the
south was better for Denmark than retention of Nor-
way, and thought that Denmark could reach a satis-
factory agreement with Bernadotte by an appeal to

18 Morén, 78, 81-82; Meddelelser, V, 278-275, VI, 186,
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his heart, for the Prince was “‘open, straight-forward,
and moved by those noble feelings which can best be
expressed by the word knightly.>*” But both appeals
and threats were unavailing, for, however different
the phraseology of the Swedish demands might be, the
demands themselves remained essentially the same.
Sweden must have Norway, either at once or at the
final peace.®

For months Denmark watched the net draw tighter
around her and only waited, rejecting all Bernadotte’s
proposals, yet refusing also to be forced into an actively
pro-French policy. She waited partly because of prin-
ciple, partly because of royal stubbornness, and partly
because she was out-maneuvered by Bernadotte. The
first signs of a shift in policy appeared in January, 18183,
when Rosenkrantz asked France for the relaxation of
the Continental System: particularly withdrawal of
French cruisers from Norway because they attracted
too much attenlion from the British fleet, the release
of Danish ships in the Baltic, and the lifting of postal
restrictions at Hamburg; he hinted also at Denmark’s
desire for a general peace, and said Denmark could
send no troops out of the country to aid Napoleon.t®

17 C, J. Anker, Utdrag ur Danska Diplomaters meddelanden frin Stockholm
1807-1808, 1810 och 1812-1813 (trans. by F. U. Wrangel, Stockholm, 1897),
186-200, (cited as Anker-Wrangel),

18 Carl Johan complained that nothing could he done with Denmark
because she was ruled by France through the hated Alquier. See Corre-
spondence, Despatches, and other Papers, of Viscounl Castlereagh (ed. by
C. W. Vane, 12 vols., London, ¢, 1851), VIII, 332, Epgestrom to Lowen-
hielm, March 8, 1813, SRA, Musc., and to Rehausen, Apr. 1, 1818, SRA,
Anglica. Alqguier in turn complained he did not even know what was
going on (to Bassano, Jan. 17, 1818, Paris AAE, D187).

1% Meddelelser, VI, 7-11, 24-25. The French reply was conciliatory,
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A few days later Rosenkrantz learned that Napoleon
had accepted Metternich’s proposals of mediation.
Dared Denmark drift any longer? At the end of
January the able heir-apparent, Christian Frederick,
urged the King at least to make peace with Great
Britain.?® Rosenkrantz, too, once more sent m a
pleading memoir, portraying the sad plight of Den-
mark wedged in between the Swedes, the British, and
the advancing Russians. Adapting Romanzov’s sug-
gestion he advised that Danish troops replace the
French at Hamburg and Liibeck before the Russians
arrived.?

King Frederick at last yielded to the basic essential—
peace proposals to Great Britain. But he demanded
the complete restoration of his possessions and com-
pensation for his losses of 1807; and in return all he
would pledge was neutrality. Such terms were pre-
posterous to a country not half as anxious for peace
as Frederick thought she was; furthermore, the propo-
sition did not reach England for a month—and that
the very month when the British were finally coming
to terms with Sweden. During that month Bernadotte
was in a position to counteract the Danish move, for his
Copenhagen spies had sent him immediately a sum-
mary of the note to London.?? Castlereagh’s reply was
friendly, but merely referred the Danes to Thornton,

20 Sgrensen, Kampen om Norge, 1, 61-63.

21 Jan. 31, 1818, Meddelelser, VI, 17-20,

22 Summary of Rosenkruntz’ letter to Castlercagh is given by Engestrém
in despatches to Ilegardt and to Liwenhielm on Teb. 12, 1818, SRA.
Ct. Meddelelser, VI, 29-30, The Crown Prince’s spies in Copenhagen did
excellent service. Sgrensen, Kampen om Norge, 66ff., and Morén, 131L,
give detailed accounls of the negotiations conducted by Sten Bille in
London. Cf. also Alquier to Bassano, Teb. 9, 13, 20, 1813, Paris AAT, D187.
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who had instructions; Britain was eager to do all pos-
sible consistent with her earlier obligation of which
Denmark was evidently informed.2?

Negotiations on Swedish soil, even with Thornton,
were more than Frederick would stand. He decided to
try another special mission to London, this time by a
respected diplomat, Count Bernstorff, brother of his
Minister to Vienna. Still the King would not join the
alliance, and expressed fear of the judgment of history
on a man who deserted an ally at the critical moment.
In April Bernstorff bore to England a new set of im-
possible terms. Castlereagh said he had expected more
conciliatory proposals; he offered to conduct negotia-
tions at Hamburg instead of in Sweden, but insisted
they must be carried on in concert with Russia and
Sweden; and then he said that the boat for Cuxhaven
would wait one day to take Bernstorff back. This prac-
tical expulsion of the Danish emissary was to calm the
apprehensions of Swedes, sorely troubled by the notori-
ous Dolgorouki mission in Copenhagen. Thus was allied
solidarity reaffirmed. Whatever advantage Denmark
had once held had been destroyed by her own pro-
crastination, her excessive claims, and Bernadotte’s
able manipulations.?

While with one hand Bernadotte vepelled Denmark
from the coalition and held her in her French orbit,
with his other hand he beckoned to Great Britain.

23 Meddelelser, VII, 89. This reply was known in Stockholm five days
hefore it reached Copenhagen.

24 Meddelelser, VI, 64-65, 42-45; Rehausen to Engestrom, to Carl Johan,
Mar. 2 et seq., Engestrém to Rehausen, Apr. 1, Cooke to Rehausen, Apr.
20, SRA, Anglica.
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Sweden and Britain were uncommonly slow to reach
an agreement because of mutual reserve and mutual
suspicions. Sweden had recently experienced Russian
perfidy at Tilsit, and Bernadotte had had wariness
ingrained in him by twenty years of the French Revo-
lution and Empire; Sweden hesitated to take any irve-
trievable step until she had definite British pledges.
Britain, however, could hardly place confidence in a
former ¥rench marshal until he was actually engaged
in conflict with France, or at least had positively indi-
cated his intentions, and she could not guarantee Nor-
way to Sweden as Russia had done. Castlereagh pro-
ceeded to explain to Carl Johan the difficulties of
parliamentary government;

“We [the British] can do much in support of foreign states
(I believe no Power so much) but we must do it in our own
way. The Continental Governments that have no account
to render to a Parliament can commit themselves to engage-
ments to guarantee possessions and never to lay down their
arms until others are acquired well knowing that they are
amenable to no authority for the prudence of such engage-
ments and that when they become impracticable the en-
gagements are dissolved either by circumstances or by
mutual consent. They can also keep such engagements
secret as long as it suits their convenience. In our system
concealment is not practicable for any length of tnne, and
when the stipulations are canvassed, they are impeached
upon every extreme case that ingenuity ecan suggest .
and the government charged with exposing the country to
these inconveniences at the hazard of the nation’s faith.
“It is not then to be inferred that the British govern-
ment do not mean to maintain a point for a Friendly Power
because they refuse to guarantee it. . . . This view of the
subject ought at once to satisfy the Prince Royal and the
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Swedish Gov't that if the support of Great Britain is the
object aimed at, their endeavors ought to be directed not
so much to press obnoxious stipulations, as by cordiality
and common exertion to establish claims upon the gratitude
of the British nation.”25

Although such exhortations had small effect Berna-
dotte was at last forced to take the two preliminary
steps Castlereagh demanded, for Sweden desperately
needed Britain’s support. This support had to be ob-
tained before Denmark decided to shift position.
Hence Carl Johan agreed to a treaty with the Spanish
Bourbons, November 25, 1812, thus repudiating his
brother-in-law Joseph; although this treaty, with the
promise of a paltry subsidy and a contingent of 1500
men to Sweden, was never ratified, the gesture satisfied
Britain.?® Bernadotte’s second step was to expel from
Sweden the French chargé, de Cabre, (December 1812).
Now Castlereagh was convinced that the Prince was
playing square, and glad that Sweden had been “made
to feel her diplomatic errors, without any diminution
of friendly sentiments.”?’

Britain’s satisfaction showed itself quickly both in
the rejection of Denmark’s advances and in the send-
ing of General Alexander Hope to aid Thornton in
negotiating an alliance with Sweden. General Hope

25 Cagtlereagh to Thornton, Nov. 29, 1812, London TO, Sweden 71.
Tor this quotation I am indebted to Professor C. XK. Webster, who has
printed part of it in his Cuastlereagh, 100-101; for an excellent survey of
Anglo-Swedish relations in 1812 see pp. 92-102 of the same work.

28 Great Britain would have paid the subsidy. Engestrom to Rehausen,
Jan. 4, et seq., Rehausen to Engestrom, Jan. 19, Feb. 16, 1813, SRA, Anglica.
See Villa-Urrutia, Relaciones entre Espafia 6 Inglaterra . . . (3 vols., Mad-

rid, 1911-1914), III, 230-236,
27 Castlereagh Corr., VIII, 812-314.
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arrived in Stockholm on February 11, 1818. The re-
treat from Moscow had reached its catastrophic climax,
General Yorck’s defection at Tauroggen (December
31, 1812) had signalled the upsurge of German national-
ism, and the Anglo-Swedish negotiations were thus
begun in an atmosphere of renewed hope and of confi-
dence in Carl Johan’s judgment.

The chief subjects in the ensuing discussions were
Norway, subsidies, and campaign plans. All three of
these items had long been agitated back and forth,
On Norway Great Britain had decided to yield to
Swedish insistence, to the extent, if necessary, of aid-
ing its conquest with her fleet (but she did not guarantee
possession). The subsidies question was troublesome,
for the Swedes were both poverty-stricken and hard
bargainers. They thought their army and their milj-
tary genius-Prince were sufficient contributions, and
that the financial sacrifice should come from wealthy
Britain for the sake of a grateful Europe. After much
haggling Sweden accepted the offer of £1,000,000 {o
keep her army of 80,000 until October, but she wanted
£300,000 at once, and asked that £40,000 advanced
for a separate expedition to Pomerania should be
counted as an extra.2®

Neither of the above agreements, according to Hope’s
instructions, was to take effect until the landing of the
Swedish army “on the Continent.” Hence the cam-
paign plan became of prime importance. Bernadotte
and the Swedes wanted a campaign which would gain
early possession of Norway; the overthrow of Napoleon

. 28 Engestrgm to Rehausen, Jan. 16 ef seq., 1818, Rehausen to Engestrom,
March 2, 9 (Ap. $2), SRA, Anglica; British and Foreign State Papers, T, 2061,
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was to them incidental if not distasteful. "The British
wanted a campaign which would quickly and effec-
tively curb Napoleon’s power; the Swedish acquisition
of Norway was posilively hateful to them. Yet each
" group could use the other for its purposes if the proper
formula could be found, a compromise clause which
would seem to give each nation its objective.2?

The compromise clause read:

“His Majesty, the King of Sweden engages to employ a
Corps of not less than 30,000 men, in a direct operation
upon the Continent, against the common enemies of the 2
High Contracting Parties: This Army shall act in
concert with the Russian Troops placed under the command
of His Royal Highness the Prince Royal of Sweden, accord-
ing to stipulations to this effect already existing between
the Courts of Stockholm and 8t. Petersburg.”39

This sounds as if the British view prevailed, but what
were the “stipulations to this effect” on which action
was predicated? Basically, that Sweden should possess
Norway before taking an army to Germany. By this
undefined reference to his Russian treaties Carl Johan
won approval for his plan of campaign. The vague
clause quoted was for the benefit of the British public
and the parliamentary system.

Privately between General Hope and Bernadotte a

29 Inatructions to Hope, Jan. 17, 1813, and Hope to Castlereagh, Feb.
14, London FQO, Sweden 79. In an additional confidential instruction
Hamilton, British Under-Secretary of State, specifically said that a Swed-
ish approach to the continent via Copenhagen was a “waste of time and
resources,” and thgt if Carl Johan insisted on this movement the British
alliance. should be held in abeyance until the Swedes actually reached
Germany (Jan. 19, 1818, London FO, Sweden 78). Evidently Hope did

not mention to the Swedes the idea of an alliance held in abeyance.
3 British and Foreign Slate Papers, I, 296K.
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detailed campaign plan was worked out, which pro-
vided for a British blockade of Zealand (with Copen-
hagen) and the landing of Swedish troops at both the
base and the tip of the Jutland peninsula—technically
“on the continent” but also in Denmark. By this
plan Bernadotte could force Denmark to disgorge Nor-
way and at the same time give valuable flank support
to the allied armies in Germany. The plan had strong
strategic merits as well as political advantages, but it
was soon scuttled in the exigencies of the general
situation.®!

Commercial interests were in the background in this
period of intense political strife, but they were not for-
gotten by either Sweden or Great Britain. Bernadotte
had constantly in mind the close economic affiliation,
both present and future, of Sweden and Norway with
Great Britain, the chief market for northern timber and
ore and an important source of necessary supplies.
Partly economic was his and Sweden’s desire for Guade-
loupe, turned over by Great Britain to the Swedish

& “Projet donné confidentiellement & Monsieur le Général Hope,”
[March 4, 1813} signed ““Charles Jean,” London ¥O, Sweden '79; draft in
SRA, C. J. Papper 88, with appendices on transports, ete. Hope, in a
despatch of Feb. 26 (FO, Sweden 79), upheld the idea of the aid to Russia
and Prussia from the flank position of the Swedish army, and enclosed notes
on Carl Johan’s plans. L. Tingsten in his Huvuddragen av Sveriges Yiire
Politik . . . m.m., 1809-1818 (Stockholm, 1928), 50-51, is wrong on the
campaign plan, but F. W. Morén has written a good account in Kungliy
Krigsvetenskapsakadamiens Tidskrift, 1920, hifte 7-8, and a summary in
Kring 1812 Ars Polititk, 152-154. Castlereagh’s note to Carl Johan, Mar.
27, 1813 (SRA, C. J. Papper 88), unknown to Morén, implies that Hope
had made a binding oral agreement with the Prince.

There is no good evidence an the suggested diversion in Brittany, but
see Liwenhielm to Carl Johan, Jan. 17, 1813, and Suchtelen to Romanzov,
Feb. 18/25 (copy), (SRA, Musc.), and Hope’s memorandum of Mar, 23
(London YO, Sweden 79).
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royal family.?> Britain took care of her own interests
by obtaining entrepdts for her colonial goods at Gothen-
burg, Carlshamn and Stralsund. Britain likewise in-
-sisted on keeping the Sound free from single-state con-
trol, for this might become a menace to British shipping
in the Baltic; therefore Sweden was not to be permitted
to get control of Zealand if Britain could prevent it.3?

The treaty was received coolly in England, largely
because of the aid Britain promised for the transfer of
Norway. Wellesley told Madame de Stagl that the
“treaty has an air of injustice which will perhaps pre-
vent its ever being executed.”’?* Castlereagh disliked
the whole proceeding, and waited until June to present
the treaty to Parliament, hoping Carl Johan would do
something spectacular in the meantime. When he did
present it, however, he made one of the ablest speeches
of his career, and won approval by a large majority.?
The Swedish Council had ratified the treaty on April 2.
Disputes were to continue, yet each state had made a
useful agreement. Britain had gained an ally against

32 Britain could cede only her rights of conquest from Irance; a later
settlement returned the island to France and granted Bernadotte a money
compensation from Great Britain. The Swedes also asked for any other
islands the British might have to give away (Thornton to Castlereagh,
Jan. 19, Feb. 14, 1813, London TO, Sweden 81; same to same, Mar. 4,
London FO, Sweden 78; Rehausen to Engestrom, Mar. 80, Ap. #2, SRA4,
Anglica).

83 Article VI (British and Foreign State Papers, X, 206ff). Colonial goods
were to pay 1%, on entry, 1% on discharge; treaty to continue twenty years.
The government reminded Cathcart on Apr. 9 of the auspicious prospects
opening for British commerce (W. Oncken, Oesterreich und Preussen im
Befreiungskriege [2 vols., Berlin, 1876], IT, 688).

% Mme. de Staél to Carl Johan, July (#), 1818 (copy), SRA, G. L. Sam.

36 Rehausen's despatches, especially of Apr. 18, 1813, SRA, Anglica;
Castlereagh to Hope, June ¢ (draft) London FO, Sweden 79; Webster,
Castlereagh, 145.
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Napoleon, and Sweden could now place the British
pledge alongside the Russian and consider that ac-
quisition of Norway was assured.

Although Russia and Great Britain were Sweden’s
essential partners, the government recognized that co-
operation with down-trodden but reviving Prussia was
highly desirable. Prussia bordered on and coveted
Swedish Pomerania, and lay near the line of communi-
cations for any Swedish army operating on the conti-
nent. Then, too, Sweden and Prussia were vitally
interested in each other’s future political and terri-
torial adjustments, which in each case were significant
for the eventual reorganization of all Germany.

To the very end of 1812 Prussia was in the chains
of forced alliance with France and even in January,
1818, she broke off relations with Sweden at the behest
of Napoleon. Yet Bernadotte kept in constant touch
with Frederick William, and repeatedly urged him to
respond to the rising insurgency of the Prussian nation.
When Sweden’s hopes were renewed by the negotiations
with Great Britain Bernadotte promised to lead an
‘army of 45,000 to act as the King of Prussia wished;
but Prussia must decide soon, for her decision would
force Austria and even Denmark to join the coalition.?®

Irresolute Frederick William, forced on by the rising
national sentiment, at length signed the treaty of

% Despatches of Tarrach (Prussian Minister in Stockholm), Berlin SA,
1, 20; and his intercepted despatch of Jan. 8, in Paris AAE, S208; Goltz
to Tarrach, Dec. 15, 29, 1812, Mar. 13, 18183, Berlin SA, 1, 20; Engestrom
to Taube, Feb. 23, Apr. 5, 1813, SRA, US XK. A concise summary of events
may be found in T. T, Hijer, “Sverige och det Tyska Rekonstruktions-
problemet vintern 1812-1813," Historisk Tidskrift (1933), 48-50.
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Kalisch with Tsar Alexander (February 27, 1818). It
took a few weeks more for him to muster up the
courage to negotiate with Sweden and Great Britain.
Then, to Bernadotte’s surprise, Baron Jacobi-Kloest
arrived in Stockholm, April 16, on his way to London.
The old Prussian diplomat oiled the machinery of dis-
cussion by panegyrics on the grace, principles, and
“divine fire” of the Crown Prince, and presented a
letter from Frederick William declaring that

“it is to you, my Prince, that it is reserved to lead to vie-
tory a nation which has been already the liberator of Ger-
many, and to recall by the glory of his arms the noble
exploits of Gustavus Adolphus.”’37

The instructions Jacobi brought were not very lib-
eral. Prussia had already assured Denmark of her
opposition to Sweden’s demand for Norway, hence this
was not mentioned in the instructions; and Prussia
assumed that Bernadotte was to come to Germany
immediately. But under the changed conditions cre-
- ated by Swedish suspicions of the Dolgorouki Mission,
and under the Gascon Prince’s fascinating influence, the
Prussian envoys were induced to sign a treaty far differ-
ent from what their sovereign intended.?® The treaty
guaranteed Prussian aid in the acquisition of Norway,
even with 15,000 Prussian troops if necessary. Prus-
sian insistence on operations against Napoleon “en
premier liew” was dropped under Swedish protests.
Not a word was said about the coveted Pomerania.

37 SRA, Frimmande Suverfners Bref til Carl Johan (cited as Prim. Suv.)

38 The most detailed account of these negotiations is Einar Forssberg's

‘Sverige ock Proussen 1810-1815 (Upsala, 1088), 85-75, although this disser-
tation is not entirely dependable.
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In Germany Prussia would add 27,000 men to the
Crown Prince’s command. In return 30,000 Swedes
would come to the continent and 25,000 would remain
until Prussia was reconstituted as of 1806—geograph-
ically and financially. (Hanover, and the territory
with which to compensate Denmark for the loss of
Norway were specifically excepted from this article).??

This negotiation, dominated by the Swedes, and
hurried by Jacobi’s haste to reach London, came as a
bitter disappointment to the Prussians. The fajlure
to mention Pomerania, or to insist on immediate Swed-
ish action against Napoleon was even worse than the
detested acknowledgment of Sweden’s claim to Nor-
way. Therefore Prussian ratification was delayed for
three months and Prusso-Swedish cobperation embit-
tered from the very start.

Austria did not yield so easily. She played a coy
role in the drama of diplomatic preparations. Chas-
tised too often, she would be sure this time before she
ventured battle. Despite fervent wooing by both mili-
tary groups she kept herself unpledged until the sum-
mer of 1813, and with Sweden she signed no treaty
until the war was over and Norway already won.

Austro-Swedish relations had not been pleasant since
the spring of 1812, when Bernadotte had informed the
Russians of the Austro-French alliance, and in resent-
ment the Austrian Minister to Sweden, Count Neip-
perg, was withdrawn “on leave.” He started back in

3 B. von Quistorp, Geschichle der Nord-drmee tm Jahre 1813 (8 vols.,

Berlin, 1894), 111, 225; British and Foreign Siate Papers, 1, 349ff. With
secret article the original of treaty is in SRA, Originaltraktater,
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January, 1813, when Sweden had just expelled the
French chargé; again Austria was irritated, for she
was then launching her mediation plan, and wished
maintenance of the status guo. Metternich’s scheme
was to make some gains by negotiation while post-
poning the ultimate day of reckoning. But a media-
tion led by Austria, ally of France, left Bernadotte
cold: he had no faith in Metternich, and he knew that
Norway would not be won through him or his tactics.t
Sweden was nevertheless vitally interested in enlist-
ing Austria in the coalition, for her accession would
give the allies both military and moral preponderance.
While Neipperg was gone the indefatigable Bernadotte
expatiated to chargé Binder on his interest in the re-
éstablishment of Austria and his determination to free
Germany.* August Schlegel, the German nationalist,
had joined the Prince, looking to him for the liberation
of the German people; so Bernadotte had Schlegel
write to his friends that Austria must take a stand or
be crushed by either France or Russia.®> Pressure was
renewed when Neipperg returned to Stockholm from
his “leave’; prospects were bright, and the Prince en-
tertained Neipperg with dinner and two hours of op-
timism.* A few days later, braced by the fair sailing
of the English negotiations, he gave Neipperg still
40 See e.g. memorandum in Wetterstedt's hand, about April, 1818, SRA,
G, L. Sam. C. S. B. Buckland, Meiternick and the British Governmenl from
1809 to 1813 (London, 1932), is the most recent exposé of Austrian policy.
4 K, Woynar, Osterrikes Forhdllande till Sverige och Danmark . . . 1813-
1814 (Stockholm, 1892), 131-138.
42 T Sickingen, Jan. 14, 1813, intercepied by the French and now in
Paris AAE, 5208 (printed in Scaevola, 649-655, and other places); to Gentz,

Apr. 25, Upsala, Alin Samling.
43 Neipperg to Metternich, Feb. 18, 1813, Woynar, 141-145.
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stronger assurances. The Corsican Pozzo di Borgo,
en route from London back to the Tsar, said that he
brought British accession to the Swedish-Russian plans
for Germany, which included an invitation to Austria
to resume her supremacy, and that Britain waited im-
patiently for an Austrian declaration. Neipperg him-
self seemed convinced that Austria could regain her
position only by war, but his government was super-
cautious, and was repelled both by the demands for
Norway and by the plans of Alexander for a constitu-
tional Polish kingdom.%4

Although disgusted with Austria’s hesitancy Berna-
dotte continued his appeals. Just prior to joining his
army for the campaign he sent special messages to
each of the key men in Austria. To the Emperor he
declaimed that his army would fight for the aggrandize-
ment of Austria and the enfranchisement of Germany;
that he wanted only Norway, in order to assure Sweden
independence; that his plan and his allies’ was to re-
pulse France to her natural frontiers for the sake of
Europe’s peace, and Austrian aid was welcome; that
if fate of battle carried him to Paris he would be the
first to replace the crown on Napoleon’s head, for it
would be a great evil to have a “populal system” fol-
low a French defeat. To archduke Charles, “prince
de bivouac,” he urged the reconquest of Illyria and
formation of an Italian state with the Archduke as
king, as a “boulevard puissant contra la France.” To
Metternich he urged that Austria resume hegemony of

44 Neipperg to Metternich, Feb. 19, 1818, Vienna SA. Scaevola, 653-660,
omits the Apostille, and even Woynar, 146-148, omits the final reference to
Alexander’s Polish plans.
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Germany and Italy; France with her natural limits was
fine enough for any king; he, called to the throne of
Sweden by the will of the people, limited himself to
reéstablishing her safety and ancient glory. With these
flattering phrases to each leader he impressed the idea
that his greatest desire was an agreement with Aus-
tria.4? ‘

At approximately the same time an equally exalted
tone was used in Vienna by Chargé Hegardt and by
Knut Bildt who had been sent down from Dresden as
a special envoy. Bildt’s instructions struck a bold
note: Carl Johan was about to appear with a respect-
able army to “act with energy in favor of suffering
humanity.” His military talents and his prestige in
Europe “have raised Sweden to a degree so eminent
that she can speak the language of a great power.”
Austria had made no definite approach to Sweden re-
garding her mediation scheme, yet “if the court of
Vienna ranges Sweden in the class of Kingdoms whose
feebleness deprives them of influence in the affairs of
Europe, it is mistaken.” Russia and Britain were in
perfect accord with Sweden; Austrian leadership should
be regstablished; if Austria would join hands a pacifi-
cation might be brought about as solid as that of West-
phalia. As to the acquisition of Norway, Austria need
not try to block it, for she could not prevent it; Austria
and Sweden could and should be useful to each other.*®

Nevertheless, neither in the interview with Metter-

45 Binder’s memorandum, Apr, 22, 1813, Woynar, 137-140. Bernadotte
read this and in his round scrawl wrote, “On a trouvé le tout trés bien.”
. 46 Engestrdm to Bildt, Mar. 7, 17, 1813, SRA, US.K.; Engestrbm to
Hegardt, Mar. 16, 19, SRA, Hegardt Bref.
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nich nor in the audience with the Emperor Francis did
the Swedes get anything but suavity and fair promises.
They were told thal Austria did not oppose the transfer
of Norway but only wished to avoid a Danish-Swedish
war; that the Emperor hoped for allied success but
wished to spare blood. The Swedish special mission
made no headway whatever.?

Vienna, as Bildt soon discovered, was a veritable
nest of anti-Swedish sentiment. Not only were the
Austrians hostile, but even the diplomats of Russia
and Prussia, allied powers, whenever the Norwegian
stipulation was mentioned,

“perdent la contenance et U'on peut presque lire sur leur
visage qu'il entre bien dans le politique de leurs souveraing
de promettre des monts d’or & la Suéde, mais nullement de
les donner."48

The only positive step Austria had taken against the
Swedish policy was an attempt by Lebzeltern, Austrian
Ambassador to Russia, to persuade Alexander to re-
strain Bernadotte from the attack on Norway. The
Austrian attitude was so obvious, bowever, that Sweden
saw both danger and an opportunity in the mission of
Wessenberg to London. News of the mission reached
Stockholm early, and was even in German newspapers,
yet Wessenberg traveled incognito under the name
Willmans. All went well as far as Copenhagen, where
he was received with joy. But the route to England

47 Hegardt to Engestrom, Apr. 21, 1813, SRA, Hegardt Dep.; Bildt to
Engestrom, Apr, 28, SRA, Bildt Dep.

Despatches te Engestrom were usually sent in duplicate to Carl Johan

after he crossed to the continent; the real Swedish foreign office followed
Carl Johan and the army.

8 Hegardt, to Engestrom, May 26, 1813, SRA, Tegardt Dep.
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lay through Sweden’s port of Gothenburg, and Swedish
law required travelers to have government permits.
The officials were now alert, and “Willmans™ and his
companion were detained while their papers were sent
to Stockholm. Here were two men bound on a mission
almost surely inimical to Swedish interests; they were
attempting to evade known Swedish law; by traveling
incognito they deprived themselves of diplomatic priv-
ileges. It gave a rare opportunity to “tweak the
mustache” of the: Emperor of Austria. Crucial, too,
was this moment in early March, 1813, with the Eng-
lish treaty just signed; Sweden wanted no counter-
influence at work in London. Hence Wessenberg was
deliberately allowed to cool his heels. After two weeks
of most courteous entertainment by General Toll, he
was allowed to proceed; General Hope had had ample
time to get the Anglo-Swedish treaty to London.*®
Austria can scarcely be credited with moral objec-
tions to the Norwegian claim, but she worked strenu-
ously to nullify it. Objections were stimulated by the
capable Danish Minister in Vienna, Christian Bern-
storff. Probably the Austrian government wished to
preserve the strength of Denmark as a counterweight
to Prussia, and certainly she wished to maintain what-
ever remuants of the old order were still intact. Den-
mark’s position, too, made her a natural proponent of
49 Wessenberg did not charge the Swedish government with detaining
him deliberately, but on Mar. 11 Engestrom wrote Lowenhielm about
Wessenberg, “on a trouvé raisonable de le faire reposer un peu & Helsing-
borg, afin que le Général Hope put arriver avant lui”” (SRA, Musc.). Wea-
senherg’s instructions are in Oncken, Oesterreich und Preussen, I, 416-425.
See also A. Arneth, J, F. von Wessenberg (2 vols., Vienna, 1898), I, 156-160;

Gentz und Wessenberg Briefe (Vienna and Leipzig, 1907), 63-68, 7476,
148-160.
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mediation, and thus brought her into Austria’s circle.
On the other hand Vienna remembered Bernadotte as
a revolutionary ambassador, and distrusted him as a
popularly chosen ruler who symbolised the threat to
legitimacy; the Russophobe Austrians likewise knew
and feared him as the friend of the idealistic but
strangely grasping Alexander. Any aggrandizement of
Bernadotte thus chafed the alvready mortified self-
esteem of the Austrians. They set themselves against
his demands even before they were horrified by his bid
for the French throne.

Austria failed to thwart Sweden’s policy, but Sweden
failed to gain Austrian codperation. It was the only
big gap in Bernadotte’s carefully built network of alli-
ances. Metternich would have blasted the Prince’s
hopes at the first favorable moment; Bernadotte’s cau-
tion kept that moment out of history.

In his eagerness for help Carl Johan did not stop
with the larger powers. He and the Prince of Orange
discussed the possibility of forming an “Orange Legion™
to act with the Swedish forces; but this was disap-
proved of by the British perhaps because of ““too much
Bernadotte in it.”’%¢ With Turkey Swedish relations
are rather amusing, When the Swedish-Russian friend-
ship was established the Swedes told the Turks how
noble and trustworthy the Russians were. In the

0 The Prince of Orange visited Sweden in April, 1818, G. J. Renier,
Grent Britain and the Establishment of the Netherlands 1813-1815 (London,
1930), 74f and 84f, Perhaps the Prince of Orange feared Holland might
be offered to Denmark as compensation for Norway, as Frederick VI
thought (Meddelelser, VI, 308, 804).
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spring of 1813, however, when the Tsar sent Dolgorouki
to Copenhagen Bernadotte feared he might have to
turn against Russia. He therefore ordered that Turkey
be warned that Russia was near collapse, that Ger-
many and Austria were jealous of her, and that the
Finns and Poles were ready to rise against her. For-
tunately the level-headed Swedish chargé in Constanti-
nople did not follow his instructions; the incident
merely illustrates the sensitiveness and the fickleness
of the Swedish Prince.%

In the spring of 1813 Carl Johan had a network of
alliances and guarantees: Britain, Russia and Prussia
were snared, Austria alone had escaped him. Not until
the end of the century did political morality approve
the Prince’s system of fore-sighted demands for
specific conquest, but he knew that otherwise a small
power would have to accept what was convenient. Ie
did not enter war because of an enemy attack, or to
make the world safe for anything, but because he
wanted Norway—a specific territory to round out a
Scandinavian kingdom; this was the price of his co-
operation, his only reason for codperation. National
sentiment, a wvital factor in this last drive against
Napoleon both with the Prussians and with the Span-
iards, had little effect among the Swedes. If active it
would have called for war against Russia, the tradi-
tional enemy, for even those who wanted Norway
thought to obtain it through the great Napoleon, not
through a perfidious Tsar. The policy of Sweden was
therefore clearly the policy of the Crown Prince, and

51 Schinkel, Minnen VII, 862-364; Engestrtm to Palin, May 7, SRA,
US.K,; Palin to Engestrom, June 25, SRA, Turcica.
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was at first opposed to the opinions of the leaders and
to the prejudices of the masses. The Prince must win,
or his dynasty might never occupy the throne. This
necessitated the battery of alliances and promises, and
even then Bernadotte knew that success of the “com-
mon cause’” might not mean full success for him. Euro-
pean sentiment was with Denmark, and Norway would
be denied him if a loophole could be found. Caution
therefore guided all Bernadotte’s movements.



I
INTRIGUES AND Drravs
Magch 1818-May 1813

ArrER Carl Johan had built his alliance support it was
still many weeks before he appeared on the continent
and more weeks before his army got into action. The
reason for the delay was not the preliminary attack
which he wished against Zealand or Norway, but a
complex of misunderstandings, intrigues, suspicions.

The first difficulty was the oft-deferred transport of
the Russian troops promised for a Norwegian campaign.
In the winter of 1812-1818, as British agreement seemed
assured, the Swedish Prince called more and more
loudly for these 35,000 Russian auxiliaries.! But the
Russians were by this time primarily concerned with
the pursuit of Napoleon, and not until after the capitu-
lation of General Yorck could Gustav Liowenhielm get
a promise that the troops would actually be sent by
April first (1818).2 Even then Carl Léwenhielm from
St. Petersburg warned his countrymen that the more
success the Russians had the less they would do for
Swedish friendship.?

1 Cax]l Johan to C. Liswenhielm, Oct. 12 ef seq. 1812, BFA; Correspond-

ance . . . Alexandre of Bernadotte , . . , 53-55.
2 Gustav Lowenhiclm to Carl Johan, Dec. 17 ef seq., SRA; Correspond-
ance . . . Alevandre et Bernadoite . . . , 655-56.

3To Engestrom, Mar. 8, 5, 12, SRA, Musc.
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In mid-February, 1818, Gustav Lowenhielm was
sent on a new mission to the Tsar’s headquarters to
arrange for the transfer of the troops and to do a dozen
other things suggested by his master’s suspicions, im-
agination, and common sense. His hodge-podge in-
structions, jotted down from Bernadotte’s dictation at
intervals from February 15 to 17, told him to warn
Alexander against Napoleonic and Danish intrigues,
Awustrian jealousy, and Prussian equivocation, to an-
nounce Bernadotte’s preliminary diversion on the
coasts of Pomerania, to urge Alexander to act early for
the reorganization of Germany, and to emphasize the
threat from an undecided Denmark. These instruc-
tions included also a unique idea: the formation of a
special force of French prisoners to he attached to the
allied armies and paid by Great Britain.* Bernadotte
was already in touch with many such prisoners in
Russia, and had set aside a sum for their relief, Lowen-
hielm was also to arrange for the control of the German
Legion, a force of some 8,000 captured Germans, now
to be organized and paid by Great Britain and put
under Bernadotte’s command.?

As soon as Gustav Lowenhielm reached the Russian
camp a new difficulty arose to delay further the des-
spatch of the troops and to irritate everyone. Lowen-
hielm arrived on March 11, and was greeted with the

4 “Note pour ma seconde mission en Russie 1813,” in Gustav Lowen-
hielm’s hand, SRA, G, L. Sam. The note is a mass of heterogeneous
affairs, written in first, second, and third person, from Bernadotte’s dicta-
tion—it, like the mission, is Bernadottian par excellence,

5Tord Cathcart, British Ambassador to Russia, at first created diffi-
culties in this affair because of his suspicions of Bernadotte. Catheart to

Thornton, Mar. 28, 1818, Thornton to Catheart, Apr. 12, London FO,
Sweden 9.
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plea that Bernadotte abandon his Norwegian campaign
and join at once the great drive against the French.
Two days later, March 13, two reports came from
Stockholm which made headquarters believe that Ber-
nadotte intended to do exactly what they hoped. The
Russians were jubilant; now they would not have to
send Bernadotte any troops. But Lowenhielm was “as
surprised as St. John at his vision,” and seemed to be
on a mission without a purpose.

The first of the misleading documents was from
Thornton to Lord Cathcart saying that since General
Hope had reached Stockholm the Swedes had accepted
as basis of negotiations with Great Britain ‘“‘direct
operations on the continent against the ‘common
enemy.’ ’%  Cathcart concluded mnaturally that the
Swedes would attack the French. In the second docu-
ment Baron Suchtelen quoted Bernadotte as saying:

“Quelles que soient les mesures & prendre relativement au
Dannemare, il est done arrété, que nous nous porterons di-
rectement sur le Continent aussitdt et & mesure que m’arrive-
ront les troupes que Empereur m’a promises, et pour que
nous ne perdions rien de la saison, j’espére qu’on en pressera
Pexpedition autant que possible. L’acquisition de la Norvége
(continua le Prince en s’animant) ne nous arrétera done pas;
I’Empereur de Russie et Angleterre me la garantissent; cela
suffit, mais il faut de la celerité. . . .7

Strangely these despatches implying Swedish action
against the French were both written while the Swedish
and British negotiators were trying to avoid any pledge

8 Peb. 19, 1813, London FO, Sweden 79; G. Lowenhielm to Carl Johan,

Mar. 15, SRA.
7 Copy to C. Lowenhieln, Apr. 16, SRA, Musc.
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to that effect, when all recognized that Sweden must
first bring Denmark to her knees. The extravagant
talk of Bernadotte, inaccurately quoted by Suchtelen,
may account for one despatch, for Suchtelen insisted
later that he understood the attack was to be made on
the “Danish Continent,” and that he omitted “Dan-
ish”” only through fear of indiscreet definiteness,
Thornton claimed to suppose that Cathecart knew the
leeway in Hope’s instructions and could interpret his
statement.? The excuses were weak; perhaps both en-
voys were deceived. Yet certainly Bernadotte did not
deceive them deliberately, for he was desperately eager
to have the Russian auxiliaries sent him quickly, and
above all he would have known that such a report
would stiffen the attitude of Denmark, as it did,®

The natural corrective for erroneous Russian and
British reports was a correct Swedish veport. This
was not sent, for Sweden had not changed her position
since Gustay Lowenhielm left Stockholm. Why should

& Engestrom to Lowenhiclm, Apr, 13, 1818, SRA, Musc.; Engestrim to
Lswenhielm, Apr. 10, 17, SRA, G. L. Sam.

Bernadotte could not conceive how Catheart could have “denatured
[the conventions] to the point where they seem to be in the mind of His
Imperial Majesty. These Conventions state that we will attack Femarn,
Tionia, Fladstrand, and the rest of the Danish continent.” (Carl Johan
to Gustav Lowenhielm, May 8, BFA and G. L. Sam.)

On Thornton’s understanding of the treaty see Castlereagh Corr., VIII,
84/7-348 and 876.

Neipperg wrote Metternich, (Feb. 19 and Mar. 6, 1813, Vienna SA)
that Sweden intended to attack Zeuland as well as Norway. Tarrach, too,
on Feb. 28 wrote Goltz that the Prince held to his program, and then
outlined the Prince’s promises that he would come to Germany aund act a3
the Lieutenant of the King of Prussia. This despatch also was misleading;
but it was obviously only the qutpouring of Bernadotte’s sanguine spirit
(Berlin S4, T, 20).

? Bernstorff to Rosenkrantz, Mar. 17, 1818, Meddelelser, VI, 60-61.
Bernstorff got the news through Stackelberg, his Russian colleague.
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he consider matters changed? Another trouble was
that Gustav’s brother Carl, the minister to Russia,
was irritated that he had been left at St. Petersburg
when the Tsar started on his campaign. Hence, even
when the treaty with Britain was signed, March 3,
1813, no copy or explanation was sent to Count Gustav,
the only Swede at the military headquarters. Count
Carl received a copy of the treaty but, wounded and
jealous, did not send it on to his brother. When
Cathcart and the Tsar received the treaty, therefore,
they easily interpreted its deliberate ambiguity to mean
what they wished it to mean. They thought it con-
firmed the earlier misleading reports.

Carl Lowenhielm at St. Petersburg heard of the mis-
understanding before word reached Stockholm. To
his brother he rushed off a protest, but still not the
treaty; to Cathcart he sent the treaty and a reminder
through the reference to the Russo-Swedish treaties,

“La réunion de la Norwége & 1a Sudde comme base préalable
a tout cooperation de la Suéde pour la Cause Commune y
est reconnue et statuée.”’1d

Stockholm was still oblivious of the opinions at head-
quarters. In the middle of March (1818) Carl Johan
decided voluntarily to speed his crossing. He then
merely wrote to the Tsar and to Gustav Lowenhielm
that a Pomeranian expedition was to leave the next
day, that he would follow by April twentieth and could
accept the Russian troops on the left bank of the Oder,
and that nothing could prevent execution of ‘“‘all that
has been agreed upon with His Majesty the Emperor

10 Copies with despatches of Mar. 28-29, 1813, SRA, Musc.
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H

Alexander.” He sent no specific information about his
modified campaign plans.'!

Early in April reports from Russian headquarters
at last reached Sweden, and Engestrom and Carl Johan
hurried off full statements of Sweden’s intentions, The
King held to the execution of the treaties, said Carl
Johan, and the plan was to blockade the island of
Zealand (including Copenhagen) and occupy the Dan-
ish. continent (Holstein, Jutland), thus forcing Den-
mark to give up Norway. If Denmark “listened to
reason’’ the Swedish army could advance to the Weser,
the Ems, and Holland. If Alexander would send his
auxiliary troops Denmark would know the Tsar’s in-
tentions and might yield.'? Engestrom gave a good
summary of the Swedish attitude in his despatch to
Gustav Lowenhielm:

“Le traité d’Alliance avec 'Angleterre fixe, il est vrai, la
cooperation des troupes Suédoiscs sur le Continent, mais il
était convenu de diriger Pattaque de maniére & dévenir
malgré cela directe contre le Dannemare. Les événemens
survenus dépuis ont fait juger & Monseigneur le Prince
Royale qu'il pouvait employer avec avantage pour la bonne

1 Carl Johan to G. Lowenhielm, Mar. 17, 1818, SRA, G. L. Sam.;
Carl Johan to Alexander, Mar. 17, BFA. TUnsatisfactory extracts in
Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 848-349.

12 To G. Lowenhielm, Apr. 6, 1813, SRA, G. L. Sam, G. Lowenhielm’s
report, of Mar. 25 brought the news of misunderstanding to Stockholm;
his earlier despatches of Mar. 15 and 18 were never acknowledged, yet he
said they passed Stralsund and should bave reached Stockholm by Apr. 1;
they were not lost en voute, for they now lie in Riksarkiv. (See G, Lowen-
hielm to Camps, Apr. 20, 1818, Upsala, Schinkel Samling VIII, and G,
Liwenhielm to Carl Joban, Apr. 20, SRA. See also Morén, 241 and Schinkel,
Minnen, VII, 3578 [incomplete]). M. Camps was a foster-brother of
Bernadotte from Pau, and the Prince’s most intimate companion.

Such & prolonged misunderstanding was possible only in an age of
mounted couriers, boggy roads, and frail sailboats.
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cause, une partie de ces forces en Allemagne. Son désir
était méme d’y passer avec toute ’Armée Suédoise, tou-
jours dans la supposition que le Dannemarc céderait aux
instances des trois Puissances Alliées, el que par consequent
il n’aura pas laissé un ennemi sur ses derridres, qui pourrait
profiter de Son absence pour attaquer la Suéde.”13

Castlereagh interpreted the Anglo-Swedish treaty
exactly as did Bernadotte, and although he lamented
any delay in meeting Napoleon he wrote the Prince

“If Denmark should refuse to accommodate to the general
interest (which seems impossible) I trust Your Royal High-
ness will soon extinguish that portion of [her] military re-
sources which is to be found in her continental provinces
and which alone, whilst Seeland is blockaded, give any
jealousy to your movements.”4

To Cathcart the British foreign minister wrote that
Carl Johan’s right to advance on Holstein was incon-
trovertible, “the only question being how far Sweden
can be prevailed on to relax”; Carl Johan was even
entitled by treaty to be in Norway with 35,000 Rus-
" sians; he must be treated with perfect fairness. Be-
yond cavil Bernadotte was thoroughly justified in his
plan of campaign; treaties as well as military com-
- mon sense demanded that Denmark join the allies or
be forced to her knees.!s

The Russians especially had no right o complain,
for by now the Tsar admitted he could not fulfill his
pledge of 35,000 men. Yet Alexander appealed to

13 To G. Liswenhiclm, Apr. 5, 1818, SRA, G. L. Sam.

14 Mar, 23, 1818, copy in Apr. 13 despatch from Engesttom, SRA, Musc.

16 Hope to Castlereagh, May 21, 1813 (secret), London FO, Sweden 79;
Castlereagh Corr., V111, 363-386.
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Bernadotte to postpone the claims ageinst Denmark—
appealed to his vanity, his reason, and even his cu-
pidity, saying the British could not subsidize him if
he did not fight in the common cause.!® And Berna-
dotte might have placed faith in his Russian and
British pledges if Engestrom’s suspicions of a great
conspiracy had not suddenly been supported by the
mission of the Russian Prince Dolgorouki to Copen-
hagen.

Obscurity veiled the sending of Dolgorouki, and ob-
scurity still clouds his real purpose. The Tsar had
made his engagements with Sweden when his empire
was in dire peril, and perhaps thought he would never
have to redeem them. But Denmark had refused to
yield peacefully, and Bernadotte’s clever forestalling
of Russian diplomacy had made compromise impossible.
During the winter the Tsar’s strides toward victory
then advanced him to where Sweden was no longer an
obstacle but Denmark and Austria were. His adviser’s
hatred of Sweden and his own sympathies for Den-
mark, an ancient ally, were stimulated by the interest
of Austria, which sent Lebzeltern in February (1818)
to beg Alexander to restrain Bernadotte’s attack.
Lebzeltern urgently stated Denmark’s case—her at-
tempts to reach agreement with Great Britain, and
her increasing military importance. The Tsar, at first
somewhat reserved, had by March 12 told the Aus-

16 Alexander to Carl Johan, Apr. 11/28, 1813, SRA, Frim. Suv.; G.
Lowenhielm to Carl Johan, May 4, SRA. According to the latter despatch
Alexander was still reacdy to make Bernadotte bis generalissimo, or to give
him auxiliary troops 4f they wounld be used on the Elbe.
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trians definitely that he regretted his obligations to
Bernadotte.!” Then came on March 18 the false im-
pression that Sweden would abstain from the attack
on Denmark. Why not at once draw Denmark into
the coalition? On March 14, Alexander sent Prince
Dolgorouki to Copenhagen, seemingly consulting no
one except Nesselrode.

Dolgorouki, a well-known Russian diplomat, was
much féted after his arrival, March 22, 1813, in Copen-
hagen. Danish hopes were high. Yet Dolgorouki had
nothing in writing save a letter of introduction and
good-will. Rosenkrantz at last persuaded him to write
out a Note Verbale. Herein Denmark was told that
when King Frederick had refused Alexander’s sugges-
tion of an exchange of Norway for richer lands in
Germany the Tsar had agreed with Swedish and Burit-
ish representatives to postpone the question “d un tems
plus opportun,” if Denmark would cotperate in the
cause of humanity. Denmark was invited to conquer
Holland, the Hanse cities, and the German coast region
except Hanover; she would become a power of the first
rank. Add to this Dolgorouki’s oral promise that Nor-
way would be excluded from discussion, and the Rus-
sian violation of faith is complete.’® Reports even

17 Mikhailowitch, Alexandre, II, 146-14%7, 162. See also Lebzeltern's
instructions. Feb. 24, 1818, Woynar, 162-154. See Meddelelser, VI, 60-61,
Alquier later analyzed, probably correctly, that Austrian pressure induced
the Tsar to abandon Sweden but that Bernadotte then intimidated him
and brought him back to his obligations (to Bassano, May 24, Paris AAE,
Dlls’;?%"Iolm, Danske Magazin, VI R,, 1T B., 86, dated Mar. 25, 1818. See
also Morén, 195; Alexander to Frederick, Mar. 2/14, 1813, DRA, Forestil-
linger; Meddelelser, V11, 40. Morén (187-204) has the best account of the

Dolgorouki mission as a whole, although he did not know the documents
in Mikhailowitch’s Alezandre.
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claimed that Alexander had said he would not lend
Bernadotte a single soldier and that 85,000 would make
him too powerful in Germany.'® Such startling treach- -
ery forces one to consider the possibility that Dol-
gorouki surpassed his instructions; on the matter of
Norway perhaps he did, but otherwise the whole offer
sounds surprisingly like that made to Blome the previ-
ous November. Itmustberemembered that the envoy
was sent the day after Alexander thought he had
learned that Bernadotte was coming immediately to
Germany. Thus it may indicate that Alexander real-
ized he would be safe from Swedish retaliation once
Bernadotte and his army were on the continent, and
it may indicate the fate of the Norwegian claim if
Bernadotte had allowed himself thus to get caught.
The secrecy of the move further strengthens the cir-
cumstantial evidence against il.

The Danes were optimistic, exaggerating the British
desire for peace, and their own strategic position.
Frederick VI took a commanding tone in his reply to
the Note Verbale. He demanded that when Danish
troops should join the allies the Tsar should guarantee
the integrity of all Danish territory, especially Nor-
way; cooperation must be conditioned upon peace with
Great Britain, which meant in turn freedom of com-
merce, restoration of Danish colonies, and restoration
of or compensation for the fleet and naval stores taken
in 1807.2° Count Moltke took this reply to the Tsar,

19 Camps to G. Lowenhielm, Apr. 17, 1818, SRA, G. L. Sam.; Castlereagh
Corr,, VIII, 382f.

20 Mar. 27, 1818 (draft), DRA, Forestillinger. A note from the king is
“entirely approving” (Holm, Danske Magaxin, VI R., II B,, 1 hit., 671),
and see also Meddelelser, VI, 84-85, 118-114.
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while direct to London was sent Count Bernstorff,
hope reborn despite the failure of Bille. .

Pro-Russian sentiment grew in Copenhagen, and in-
sults were heaped upon Alquier and other Frenchmen.?
But Swedish troops had landed in Pomerania, and the
Danes had still to prove their friendship with Russia.
Hence Rosenkrantz persuaded his King to occupy
Hamburg, Liibeck, and Travemiinde, on condition the
Swedes be excluded therefrom. General Tettenborn,
however, dared not admit the Danes on such a condi-
tion—much to the relief of the Hamburgers, who feared
Danish control.??2 Dolgorouki’s appeal to Tettenborn
was fruitless, and convinced the trustful Danes that
there was something wrong.?®> Dolgorouki’s plan was,
of course, to get the Danes irretrievably entangled
against France.

The Swedes were now aroused. They feared that
this proposed occupation was a scheme of the Danes
to get control of the cities, and then turn them over
to France. They began to realize the other dangers
of Dolgorouki’s intrigue when Baudissin asked Thorn-
ton why Britain wished Norway to go to Sweden when
Russia was not at all interested in this.?* The Swedish
chargé in Copenhagen, Lorichs, seemed blind to trouble,
but when Dolgorouki read him his Note Verbale (and

21 Alquier to Bassano, May 16, 1813, and Devear to Bassano, May 23
Paris AAE, D187. Reports that Bernadotte had given up the Norway
claim reached Copenhagen via Vienna and Berlin {Meddelelser, VI, 121, 122).

22 Meddelelser, VI, 122-125, 183-187; Sgrensen, Kampen, I, 97, 113-114.

22 Dolgorouki to Tettenborn, Apr. 10, 14, 20, 1813, (copies to G. Lowen-
hielm, May 9, SRA, G. L. Sam.).

24 Engestrom to Rehausen, Apr. 19, 1818, SRA, Anglica; to G. Lowen-
hielm, Apr. 5, SRA, G. L. Sam.



58 BERNADOTTE AND THE FALL OF NAPOLEON

why did he do so?) the summary of it dismayed
Engestrom. Lorichs was at once replaced by the
young secretary, Hochschild, who was ordered to get
to the bottom of things. To him Dolgorouki insisted
that both Cathecart and Gustav Léwenhielm had agreed
to postpone the question of Norway. Either he lied
or was himself deceived. Hochschild thought he had
exceeded instructions in giving a written note, but
that his propositions conformed to the Tsar’s inten-
tions; Hochschild had “always believed that the Rus-
sian government forgot easily through success.”2s

Policy made Carl Johan insist that Dolgorouki must
have violated the instructions of Alexander, but his
distrust was deep. Protests were speeded to the Tsar,
and with them the demand that Russia break off
diplomatic relations with Denmark. Cold suspicion
and leashed anger spoke in Carl Johan’s next letter to
Gustav Lowenhielm, and he asked, what if Sweden
had attacked Russia in 1812 along with France, Turkey
and Persia? Yet he reiterated faith in the Tsar, and
said it was for him to say whether the Swedish attack
should be delivered in Holstein or in Zealand, but in
either case he should furnish the 55,000 men.2s After
a few days to calm himself Bernadotte wrote direct to
Alexander:

“. .. Je suls trés chagrin de 'effet qu’a produit la maniére
dont le Prince Dolgorouki a rempli sa mission. Suivant
Iui V.M. Vinteresse vivement au Danemare et trés peu 4 la

Iy

Suéde. Accoutumé & mille changemens dans la suite des

25 Hochschild and Lorichs to Engestrom, Mar. 81, Apr, 12, 1813, SRA,
Danica.

28 Apr. 11, 1813, SRA, G. L. Sam.
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affaires et des événemens mon dme s'était fortement trompée
4 Pécole de P'adversité et de la fortune; mon esprit et ma
raison me représentaient tout chanceux dans cette vie, mais
nos traités avec V.M. avalent acquis un tel caractére de
foi auprés de mol, que je suis entrainé & professer un espéce
de culte, non seulement pour ces mémes traités, mais encore
pour les paroles prononcées par V.M. Excusez, Sire, la
sensibilité dont cette lettre porte 'empreinte; je n’y trace
que foiblement mon emotion. Tuisse-t-elle rencuveller &
V.M. la conviction de Pattachement vrai que je lui porterai
toujours. Vous dire, Sire, que j’ai besoin que ma politique
et mon coeur soient rassurés sur les resolutions que prendra
V.M., c’est dire que pour exister j’ai besoin de Vair que je
respire.”27

Before these protests reached the Russian head-
quarters Nesselrode had written Dolgorouki to try
once more to convince Frederick VI that although
Norway must be sacrificed the compensation would be
ample,?® and Alexander had told Lowenhielm that the
mission showed little hope and that he had ordered
Dolgorouki to leave Copenhagen if the King did not
decide quickly.?® These items are the best evidence
available of Russian good faith, but they are scarcely
proof. In any case Dolgorouki’s mission failed because
his arrangements could not be made quickly or quietly
enough, When the Swedish explanations of the treaty
with Britain and the Swedish protests against Dol-
gorouki reached headquarters the Tsar, though bitterly
disappointed, immediately disavowed his agent and

27 Apr. 17, 1813, BFA.
28 Copy with Rosenkrantz to Moltke, Apr. 22, DRA, Dolgorouki.
29 (3, Lowenhielm to Carl Johan, Apr. 15, 1818, SRA.
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ordered him to Berlin, condemning his ““unreflecting
conduct.”?°

Moltke, meanwhile, was rusticating at the Tsar’s
headquarters. He had to wait three days to see Alex-
ander, then was told that the Danish offer of 10,000
troops could not be discussed until Denmark ceded Nor-
way. He begged that Russia send grain to starving Nor-
way, and surreptitious commerce soon developed. He
was told that Denmark must inevitably lose Norway,
and the only wise course was to make an agreement with
the allies to gain compensation in Germany. Moltke
saw, however, the Russian antipathy toward the whole
affair, so lingered on in hopeful desperation. But
treaties and gratitude, and perhaps fear of the impul-
sive Gascon, kept Alexander true to his first bargain.
In negotiating peace with Great Britain through Lord
Cathcart Moltke had no better success. Cathcart was
as sympathetic as were the Russian officers, and as
powerless. Since Denmark would not even promise a
breach with France for acceptance of her high demands,
there was nothing to negotiate. Even when the Dan-
ish terms were lowered to an abject appeal for peace it
was hopeless, though Moltke persisted until mid-June.?!
Count Bernstorff, who was sent to London to negotiate
directly, fared even worse than Moltke, for he was not

3 G. Lowenhiclm to Carl Johan, Apr. 20, 27, 1818, SRA; Alexander to
Carl Johan, Apr. 17/29, Apr. 19/May 1, May 12/24, SRA, Frim. Suv.;
Nesselrode to Suchtelen, Apr. 15/27 (copy with Wetterstedt to Rehausen,
May 9, SRA, Anglica); Meddelelser, VI, 134-186. The condemnation of
Dolgorouki was more for his “indiscretion” than for his offers.

"1 DRA, Dolgoronki (extracts in Meddelelser, VI, 178-178). Moltke
could not treat with the Tsar unless, and until, he could gain assurances of
British codperation from Catheart; Morén (264ff) minimizes the British
angle of the mission, I think unduly. .
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allowed so much as to stay to await a shift in the
diplomatic breeze.

When Dolgorouki announced his disavowal Rosen-
krantz is said to have exclaimed, “You have ruined us!
On the faith of your words we have gone so far with
Russia that Napoleon will never pardon us.”’s? The
Swedes were almost as depressed as the Danes, for
they saw their “noble restraint” of 1812 repaid by
traditional Russian perfidy. Russophobia was re-
aroused, and Bernadotte considered abandoning the
alliance and acting independently against Denmark.?
With a glance backward to Charles XII and Peter he
reminded the Tsar that the Swedish army “still re-
members Narva, and it is not now sunk in the deserts
of Ukraine.”* As already noted he tried to prepare
Turkey for an attack on Russia, and he warned the
King of Prussia against the Tsar,

The structure of mutual confidence among the allies
was repaired, but was never the same again. The
Dolgorouki incident plus the misunderstandings about
the Russian auxiliaries and the Anglo-Swedish treaty
delayed the Swedish forces. Meantime disappointed
Denmark was forced definitely back into Napoleon’s
arms. The Dolgorouki incident had been a double
catastrophe for the allies.

32 Hochschild to Engestrom, Apr. 23, 1818, SRA, Danica. See Prince
Christian Frederick to Kaas, Apr. 28, DRA, Kaas Privat Arkiv.

8 Camps to G. Lowenhielm, Apr. 17, 1818, Carl Johan and Wetterstedt
to @. Lowenhielm, May 9, SRA, G. L. Sam.; Engestrdm to Rehausen,
May 5, SRA, Anglica; Neipperg to Metternich, Apr. 17, Vienna SA.

“ Ty G, Léwenhielm, May 8, 1818, SRA, G. L. Sam.

3% To Frederick William, May 8, 1818, BFA,
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Sweden’s attempts to threaten or cajole Denmark
into a peaceful solution had failed miserably. Just as
unsuccessful were her schemes for arousing Norway to
rise and demand union with Sweden. Count Wedel-
Jarlsberg headed a small party of Norwegians who
favored such a union because of their hatred of the
Danes, who for centuries had neglected and robbed the
northern kingdom. Nevertheless the masses of the
people hated the proud Swedes even more, so that the
work of Wedel-Jarlsberg and the Swedish agents scat-
tered about Norway bore almost no fruit. Even in
the face of famine the people trusted the promises of
Frederick VI and would not be bribed by offers of
Swedish grain.®¢

Carl Johan was desperately anxious for a quick set-
tlement of his claims to Norway, and continued to the
last moment his persistent but basically unchanging
proposals. Count Stedingk was called upon to plead
with Denmark Sweden’s geographic “right” to Nor-
way, but Rosenkrantz merely ridiculed the idea.?” On
March 80, 1813, the Swedes learned of the brief arm-
istices the Danes had won with Russia and Britain by
misrepresenting their peace negotiations; worried anew,
Bernadotte threatened to attack Denmark between
April 15 and 20 if she had not then joined the allies,
for he dared not advance an army while an unregener-
ate Denmark and Norway endangered his rear. Wet-
terstedt would negotiate an agreement in Copenhagen
if King Frederick would cede Trondhjem and the two

% Movén, 208-209; Meddelelser, VI, 298-307; spy reports from Norway
in Stockholm KB, Engestrom Sam.
87 Rosenkraniz to Stedingk, Apr. 10, 1813, SRA, Snior.
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forts of Kongsvinger and Fredrikshald; the rest of
Norway Denmark might retain even after the general
peace if she would yield Sweden her German indem-
nities. If Denmark did not agree she would be iso-
lated, the only state not codperating in the European
cause. Hochschild was to explain when he presented
these terms how much Sweden needed Norway, and
how excellent were her military resources and her
credit.®s

The Danes refused the proposals with hauteur and
a certain confidence (April 10), for Dolgorouki had
raised their hopes and they had just decided to co-
operate with the Russians at Hamburg. Danish skies
again quickly darkened when this cobperation was re-
fused, and when Thornton assured Baudissin anew
that Britain was at one with Sweden.?® Rosenkrantz,
with self-confidence shattered but hope still alive,
asked Thornton at last for negotiations on the sole
basis of Danish-Norwegian territorial integrity.*® It
was too late.

When a Danish gunboat cut some cables on the
Swedish shore the Stockholm government issued a
warning that future trespassers would be sunk. A
few days later the Kronborg (Elsinore) fort fired on
some Swedish vessels guarding a British convoy
through the Sound. On April 16, 1813, Sweden sent

88 Schinkel, Minnen, Bikang, 111, 142-144; Engestrom to Lorichs, Apr.
1, 6, 1813, SRA, Danica; instructions for Hochschild, Apr. 1, SRA, USK.

3 Lorichs to Engestrom, Apr. 9, 12, 1813, and Hochschild to Engestitm,
Apr. 9, SRA, Danica; Anker-Wrangel, 210-213; Most of the official Danish
reply is in Nielsen, Aktmacssige Bidrag . . . 1812-18183 (Christiania, 1876),
34f.

40 Anker-Wrangel, 214-216; Engestrém to Hochschild, Apr. 18, 18,
SRA, USX.
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her real ultimatum: the officer respousible for the firing
must be courtmartialed in six days or Sweden would
break diplomatic relations. Two alternative settle-
ments were proposed with the ultimatum: (1) for im-
mediate possession of Trondhjem and of the two forts
(or their demolition) Sweden would wait for the rest
of Norway until the French were pushed beyond the
Rhine and compensation won for Denmark by a
Swedish-Danish army; (2) for immediate possession of
all Norway Sweden would relinquish 1,000,000 riks-
dalers of claims against Denmark, pay 2,000,000
riksdalers, cede Pomerania to Denmark, and keep her
army on the continent until Denmark had full terri-
torial compensation.*

Rosenkrantz received the ultimatum on April 21
and the King decided to conduct the courtmartial as
a means of staving off war.®? DBut the Swedes had
decided to chance no trickery, and on the heels of the
ultimatum (April 22) came the recall of Hochschild
and the expulsion of Baudissin. Bitterly Rosenkrantz
said that the courtmartial was now useless.*® The
Danes were agonized. Dolgorouki was pitiful, sure
now of disavowal. The government appealed anew to
Austria, but prices of Swedish goods soared and Den-
mark was regarded as lost.%*

41 Engestrom to Hochschild, Ape. 16, SRA, U.8.X.; Anker-Wrangel, 215.

42 Meddelelser, VII, 44-45, 45-46.

43 Meddelelser, VI, 128; Hochschild to Engestrom, Apr. 23, SRA, Danica;
Engestrom to Hochschild, Apr. 18, SRA, U.S.K.

44 Rosenkrantz to Engestrom, Apr, 24, 1818, Stockholm KB, Engestrom
Samling; Hochschild to Tngestrom, Apr. 23, 25, 27, SRA, Danica; Meddelel-
ser, VI, 199, 130-131.
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The Swedish General Sandels had meanwhile reoc-
cupied Pomerania, thus tapping important grain sup-
plies and forestalling a Russian occupation of this area
evacuated by the French. But Bernadotte, even after
_ the breach with Denmark, lingered almost four weeks
In Sweden. Many factors are required to explain the
delay: transport difficulties, time-consuming prepara-
tions, non-arrival of the Russian troops, suspicions of
the Dolgorouki mission and of the Danish attempts to
join the coalition. This delay and the impasse in
Swedish-Danish relations exasperated Sweden’s allies
almost beyond endurance.

The Prince Regent of England wrote Carl Johan
that early action in Germany was the only purpose of
the treaty of March third; Castlereagh admitted
Sweden’s right to attack Denmark but finally begged
that the attack be abandoned, for it endangered parlia-
mentary approval of the subsidy. Liverpool added his
appeal; the commercial house handling the subsidy
grew anxious; Rehausen feared that the publication of
the treaty would cause the fall of the Ministry unless
Bernadotte acted against the “common enemy.” Gen-
eral Hope was sent out anew to impress Bernadotte
“in the strongest manner” with British impati-
ence.*

German exasperation reached a high pitch. Kotze-
bue wrote in the Russisches und Deutsches Volksblait,

45 Prince Regent to Carl Johan, Mar. 27, 1813, SRA, Frim. Suv,;
Rehausen to Carl Johan, Mar. 23, SRA, C. J. Papper 88; Rehausen’s
despatches Apr. 30 to May 25, SRA, Anglica; Cooke to Hope, May 26,
London 1'0, Sweden 79.
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“les suédols sont lents: ils ont 600 hommes & Rostock et
600 hommes en Pomeranie, mais ils ne font rien; ils disent
qu'ils n’ont pas d’ordre.”’¢8

The Countess of Pappenheim flattered the Prince and
pled with him to be the hero and leader of Germany;
with “vast impatience” she awaited him.*” The Prus-
sian Minister Goltz wanted the British Colonel Cooke
to help him force Bernadotte to renounce his prelimi-
nary campaign against Denmark. He sensed that the
Swedes felt uncertain of allied support and that their
army was in Germany not so much to fight the French
as “to make the Danes more tractable.”*® Xing Fred-
erick William argued that action in Germany would
best further Bernadotte’s own schemes, and eventually
granted Biilow’s corps to the Prince, “dans la supposi-
tlon que vous poussered le plutdt vos troupes en avant.”’*®

Tsar Alexander did not fulfill his own obligations but
he sent the rabid Napoleon-hater Pozzo di Borgo to
urge Sweden to surpass her obligations. Pozzo waited
day after day in Carlscrona while the Prince took a
slow inspection tour in Sweden. Bernadotte’s Gascon
blood had boiled when he heard rumors that Russia
“had no more need of Sweden” and might repudiate
agreements now “inoperative.” Even Wetterstedt had
become excited when the Tsar wrote that he would
send the troops agreed upon #f Bernadotte “will act

48 G. Lowenhielm to Carl Johan, May 4, 1813, SRA.

47 Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 869-372.

48 Gollz to Hardenberg, Apr. 28, 1813, to Yrederick William, May 9,
Hardenberg to Goltz, May 8 (draft), Berlin SA, Nor. As the Prussians

thought, the Swedes had orders to do nothing until Bernadotte arvived.
49 To Carl Johan, May 28, 27, 1813, SRA, Friim, Suv.
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immediately against France.”” Both Wetterstedt and
the Prince’s confidant, Camps, said that if Russia did
not send the troops and break relations with Denmark
Sweden would have to retire; the Prince wrote Enges-
trom to prepare the way for anti-Russian action.??
When Bernadotte at last reached Carlscrona he was
partly placated by the Tsar’s disavowal of Dolgorouki,
but angered anew by the absence of the Russian troops.
He received the Corsican Pozzo at midnight, and with
rapier-like tongues the two battled the night through.
Bernadotte digressed heatedly on military honor,
Swedish national feeling, Napoleon, and struck fire on
the fulfillment of treaties, the Dolgorouki mission, and
his need for Norway. Pozzo, who boasted to the Tsar
of his merciless frankness, insisted that the Russian
guarantee of Norway was inviolable, but that the
method of obtaining it must depend on circumstances,
not on the “letire morte des traités.”” The strength of
his argument was that Bernadotte’s acquisition of
Norway really depended on the success of the “com-
mon cause.” The angry debaters separated only as
the morning sun streamed in. However Bernadotte
might feel, 15,000 Swedish soldiers were already in
Germany; he must proceed or retire. In the afternoon
he announced that he would proceed—with reserva-
tions: he would cross the Baltic and send a small
detachment for observation only as far as the Elbe;
he still demanded the Russian troops and a decision

60 Alexander to Carl Johan, Apr. 11/23, 1818, SRA, Frim. Suv.; Wetter-
stedt to Engestrém, May 11, SRA; Camps to G. Lowenhielm, May 9,
SRA, G. L. Sam.; sec above, p. 45.
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from Denmark before he would lead his army against
Napoleon.®

As late as April 6 Bernadotte had planned an ad-
vance into Holstein and Schleswig with Swedish, Rus-
sian and German troops. What he visioned then with
eager energy was postponed and embittered by the
intrigues and delays but still more by the weather.
Swedish ships were insufficient, but had transported
15,000 men. The British ships to carry the rest were
held back by uncommonly contrary winds and beaten
by storms until they were a full month late at Carl-
scrona.®?  Against such a conspiracy of nature man’s
sails were helpless.

Bernadotte landed at Stralsund on May 18, to be
met by scores of appeals to be the “savior hero” of
Germany. Berlin had been frightened by a French
threat and hundreds had left the cily; the Swedish
chargé had burned his archives. Davoust was advanc-
ing on pro-ally Hamburg, threatening to wreak ven-
geance and to bottle up Germany’s leading commer-
cial and financial center and her only port in direct
communication with London. Letters and committees
and Bernadotte’s own eager officers urged immediate
aid to Tettenborn and his Cossacks who could not
alone hold the city."

51 Wetterstedt to Engestrom, May 8, 1818, SRA; Pozzo 'to Suchtelen,
Apr. 26/May 8, Upsala, Alin Samling X1I.

52 Car] Johan to Adwiral Puke, Mar. 80, Apr. 3, 1813, to Sandels, Apr.
6, 10, BFA; Wetterstedt to Rehausen, May 11, 13, 19, SRA, Anglica; Hope
to Castlereagh, May 14, London FO, Sweden 79.

52 Adlercreutz to Engestrom, Apr. 29, 1813, Stockholm KB, Engestrom
Samling; Alopeus to Carl Johan, May 5/17 (copy), SR4A, G. L. Sam.;
Suremain, Mémoires, 27Tf; Palmstierna (chargé in Berlin) to Engestrom,
May 16, 21, SRA, Borus.; Alexander to Carl Johan, May 12/24, SRA,
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The impatient and humiliated Swedes were held in
leash by a leader as cautious in action as he was im-
pulsive in speech. Even the transports were retained
for the withdrawal of troops in case Russia and Prussia
did not send their long overdue detachments.®* The
Prussians had not ratified the April treaty and obvi-
ously hoped they would not have to do so once Sweden
became irrevocably involved in their cause. Bernadotte
thus lacked both material and moral support from his
allies, and at the very moment when their lines were
withdrawing after their check at Lutzen (May 3).
Denmark, furthermore, could easily and joyfully sur-
round and put hors de combat any force the Swedes
might throw into Hamburg.’® When he saw condi-
tions on the continent Bernadotte did agree to use
Russian and Prussian forces against the French unless
Denmark attacked him, and he repeated his offers to
Denmark.?® On the other hand he complained of Rus-
sian hedging, of the omission of Sweden from the con-
vention of Breslau (on the reorganization of Germany),
and asserted that if Denmark was allowed to cotperate
before accepting Swedish terms he would “by this fact

Frim, Suv.; Engestrdm, Minnen, 11, 349-350; Goltz to Frederick William,
May 14, Berlin SA, I, 20; Schiick, Fxcellensen Grefve d. F. Skjsldebrands
Memoarer (5 vols., Stockholm, 1904), V, 8-9; T. T. Hojer, “Fn Hanseatisk
Karl Johansbeundrare pd férsommare 1813, Historisk Tidskrift (1934),
186-190.

54 Tispecially: Carl Johan to Admiral Puke, May 27, 1813, BFA; Hope
to Castlereagh, May 21, London 'O, Sweden 79.

&6 The best thing on the military situation at Hamburg is Tingsten,
Huvuddragen . . . 1809-1813, 165-178. Oncken i3 unfair and inaccurate
(Desterreich und Preussen, T1, 418). See also Quistorp, Geschichie der Nord
Armee vm Jahre 1813 (3 vols., Berlin, 1894).

5 Dictated to Pozzo di Borgo, May 18, 1813 (copies in SRA, G. L. Sam.
XT3},
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51 Wetterstedt to Engestrom, May 8, 1818, SRA; Pozzo'to Suchtelen,
Apr, 26/May 8, Upsala, Alin Samling XII.

52 Caxl Johan to Admiral Puke, Mar. 80, Apr. 3, 1813, to Sandels, Apr.
6, 10, BFA; Wetterstedt to Rehausen, May 11, 18, 19, SRA, Anglica; Hope
to Castlereagh, May 14, London FO, Sweden 79.

53 Adlererentz to Engestrim, Apr. 29, 1813, Stockholm KB, Engestrém
Suruling; Alopeus to Carl Johan, May 5/17 (copy), SRA, G. L. Sam.;
Suremain, 3fémoires, 977115 Palmstierna (chargé in Berlin) to Engestrom,
May 16, 21, SRA, Borus.; Alexander to Carl Johan, May 12/24, SRA,
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Prussians had not ratified the April treaty and obvi-
ously hoped they would not have to do so once Sweden
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thus lacked both material and moral support from his
allies, and at the very moment when their lines were
withdrawing after their check at Lutzen (May 3).
Denmark, furthermore, could easily and joyfully sur-
round and put hors de combat any force the Swedes
might throw into Hamburg.’® When he saw condi-
tions on the continent Bernadotte did agree to use
Russian and Prussian forces against the French unless
Denmark attacked him, and he repeated his offers to
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sian hedging, of the omission of Sweden from the con-
vention of Breslan (on the reorganization of Germany),
and asserted that if Denmark was allowed to codperate
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Frim. Suv.; Engestrom, Minnen, 11, 349-350; Goltz to Frederick William,
May 14, Berlin SA, I, 20; Schiick, Excellensen Grefre A. F. Skjsldebrands
Memoarer (5 vols., Stockholm, 1904), V, 8.8; T. T. Hojer, “En Hunseatisk
XKarl Johansbeundrare pi férsommare 1813, Historisk Tidskrift (1934),
186-190.

64 Fspecially: Carl Johan to Admiral Puke, May 27, 1818, BFA; Hope
to Castlereagh, May 21, London FO, Sweden 79.

55 The best thing on the military situation at Hamburg is Tingsten,
Huvuddragen . . . 1809-1813, 165-178. Oncken is unfair and inaccurate
(Oesterreich und Preussen, 11, 418). Sce also Quistorp, Geschichic der Nord
Armee im Jahre 1813 (3 vols., Berlin, 1894).

58 Dictated to Pozzo di Borgo, May 19, 1813 (copies in SRA, G, L. Sam.
XII).
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be delivered from all that his eagerness to be useful to
the general cause has dictated. . . .”’®7

The force which was sent in advance to the Elbe
caused extreme embarrassment, for General Déheln
disobeyed orders and sent four battalions into Ham-
burg. The Swedes thought honor was retrieved and
the Hamburgers bailed Bernadotte as their savior.
But the Prince was angered by the disobedience and
the possible upset of political plans. Immediately he
sent General Lagerbring to displace Dsbeln and with-
draw the troops; the new instructions closed with:

“Le Go! Lagerbring est instruit que mon intention est de
ne pas combatire jusqu'a ce que les Russes ¢t les Prussiens
m’ayant joint, et que jusqu'a cette époque le volonté irré-
vocable du Roi est que je ne m’occupe que de la défense
des frontitres de la Poméranie. Le G*!' Lagerbring a donc
4 se régler dans ses mouvemens sur la connaissance que je
Iui donne de la politique du Roi et de ses projets ultéri-
eures.”'58

Further instructions next day remarked that ever since
Charles XTI Swedish soldiers had fought well but with
sad results; now a new era should begin, but. the first
essential was discipline. In any case a city could
better be defended on its lines of communication than
in its streets. A characteristic warning was added:
“Mistrust everyone and above all the Danes. The
metamorphoses of governments in our time should re-
mind us constantly of the old adage: honor to the

87 Carl Johan to Alexander, May 21, 1813, BFA. Schinkel prints this,

but through his generous courtesy omits the paragraph with the threat!
(Minnen, VII, 877-381).

%% Curl Johan to Lagerbring, May 21, 1813, BFA.



INTRIGUES AND DELAYS 71

strong.”®® On May 26 the Swedes left Hamburg, to
the despair of the city and the angry disappointment
of the allies.

Bernadotte evidently hoped only to threaten France
while he brought Denmark to terms, and probably he
hoped he might not have to fight at all; he wrote once
that he came to the continent to contribute “& la paix
générale et de combatire pour cette noble cause s'il le
fallaut.’®® e was no longer merely a general, he was
a prince responsible for the policy of a state, and if he
could achieve the aims of the state without war so
much the better. As for Hamburg, his policy was wise
from the broad military standpoint, even the British
General Hope writing of “the mad Swedish General
who led the corps into Hamburg.”®® When the Rus-
sians withdrew from Hamburg King Frederick had at
last decided to occupy it. Danes entered to hold it
against either French or Swedes, but when Bernstorff
was rebuffed in London Frederick then decided to hold
the city for Napoleon. His orders were disobeyed,
however, prior to Débeln’s entry; the Danish troops
evacuated on May 19. The Swedes entered on the
twenty-first. Hence by sheer luck there was no clash
at Hamburg.®® Financially and morally disastrous as
was the loss of the city to the advancing French, the
loss was probably inevitable, especially after the second

5 To Lagerbring, May 22, 1818, BFA. Schinkel of course omits the
slur on Swedish discipline (Minnen, VII, 882).

80 To Lagerbring, May 26, 1813, Stockholm BFA. This too is garbled
in the Recueil des Ordres de Mouvement . . . (Stockholm, 1839), 21, and
worse by Schinkel (Minnen, VII, 384).

1 Hope to Castlereagh, May 21, 22 (two), 1818, London FO, Sweden 79.

82 Tingsten, op. cit., 161-164; Meddelelser, VI, 132-207.
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allied defeat at Bautzen, May 20-21, Fortunate in-
deed were the allies that Bernadotte’s small force was
not caught in that advanced outpost.

When Denmark was forced to return in humiliation
to the Napoleonic fold the King sent President of the
Chancellery Kaas with a humble apology to the Em-
peror. Tettenborn suggested that Kaas might listen
1o conciliatory Swedish propositions, and in the period
of depressed hopes Carl Johan ordered General Boye
to interview him. The proposition still demanded
Trondhjem but omitted the forts, gave Denmark a
chance to choose between German indemnities and
southern Norway at the peace, and was accompanied
by a warning against Napoleon’s wrath, assurances of
Danish expansion and renewed commerce if she would
join the allies. Boye missed President Kaas, took the
offer to Colonel Haffner at Altona, then to Hamburg
and to Litbeck. It was useless.’

A direct appeal to Copenhagen was likewise at-
tempted, on the suggestion of General Hope and
Thornton, They and Wetterstedt, with Suchtelen
along as “unofficial observer,” sailed in the British
ship Defiance to Kioge Bay outside Copenhagen. The
appealing notes they sent in to Rosenkrantz left the
terms unchanged, and the Danes sent a prompt rejec-
tion direct to the vessel; the envoys did not land.

82 Knas' reports are in DRA, Kaas Privat Arkiv; Tettenborn to Carl
dJohan, May 22 (copy), SRA, Anglica; Wetterstedt to Rehausen, May 28,
SRA, Anglica; Carl Johan to Boye, May 30, BFA; Stierneld to Engestrom,
June ¢, SRA.  And sce Kaas, Frederik den Sjettes Udsoning Med Napoleon
(Copenhagen, 1894),

It wos at this moment, May 21, that Col. Peyron reached Hamburg
with Napoleon’s latest offer to Sweden (see below, ch. vii).
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What had saddened the sanguine Gascon had stiffened
the stubborn Dane.%*

Was Bernadotte sincere in these final offers of recon-
ciliation? The offer to accept only Trondhjem seemed
to relinquish the very essence of his program. One
cannot but suspect that he counted upon border dis-
putes or revolt in Norway to enable him later to con-
quer what he was not then demanding. Or did he
make concessions only to humor the English, knowing
any offer would be rejected? Or did he want to make
any possible settlement so as to have his hands free
to pursue projects in France? Or is the obvious ex-
planation the true one—that his suspicions of his
allies made him ready to accept gratefully whatever
he could get?

Up to the first of June Bernadotte kept demanding
the Russian and Prussian troops, and he clung to the
Holstein campaign as the most he could do to com-
promise between his own goal and the “common cause.”
On June first he wrote Rehausen that he would retire
to Sweden if the allies did not keep their promises.®®
He talked wildly of how Alexander had betrayed him
and Frederick William wished to betray him, of how
they had used his women friends to excite his ambi-
tions, and had proposed him for Emperor of France;
but, he exclaimed, he had not fallen into their trap, he
would rather have a retreat in Lapland than rule over

64 Hope and Thornton to Castlereagh, May 28, 1813, London IO,
Sweden 78; Meddelelser, VI, 178-181, 423-424. See also Forssell, Wetterstedt,
178-185.

65 Scaevola, 358-362 and Schinkel, Minnen, Bihang, III, 154-158; also
Carl Johan to Woronzov, June 1, BFA.
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a degraded people—‘and the French are degraded.”o
Soon after the first of June, however, his spirits rose.
He had received word from Wallmoden and Biilow
that they and their corps had been attached to his
army. He saw that within two weeks he might have
an army of 100,000 men, and wrote Wallmoden,

“Dés ce moment l'issue de la campagne est décidée et
l'equilibre de I'Eurcpe assuré; mais tout que les traités
n’auront pas obtenu leur exéeution, le sort de 'Alliance me
parait incertain.” 87

He ordered all communication between Denmark and
Norway cut, and on June 7 wrote that he waited only
for Gustav Lowenhielm’s return to decide when to
begin the attack.®® All obstacles had been overcome;
at last everything was ready for the great offensive.

80 Suremain, 288f (May 28, 1818).

87 June 8, 1813, BFA.

88 To Woronzov, etc., June 5, 7, 1813, BFA. Wetterstedt emphasized
that as soon as Carl Johan had 15,000 allied troops he would advance,

sure of their good intentions; he did not promise that the advance would
be directly against Napoleon, as Forssell claims (in his Wetterstedt, 187),
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Ture ArmisTicE AND Pran or CaMpaIeN
June to August 1813

Tur Swedish troops were collected, the allies’ auxiliaries
were being put under Bernadotte’s orders, Denmark
had taken a hostile position—the Crown Prince of
Sweden was ready to act. Then, on June 4, Russia
and Prussia signed an armistice with Napoleon. The
allies needed time to consolidate their gains, collect
troops, and get slow-moving Austria into the coalition;
Napoleon needed time for the same purposes. Tech-
nically the armistice did not include the British or the
Swedes, but practically it did, for the British had no
troops and it would have been suicide for 80,000 Swedes
to fight France single-handed. A respite may have
been essential for military and political reasons, but
the news of it which reached Stralsund on June 9
created consternation and annihilated plans for ad-
vance.

Bernadotte kept Lowenhielm at Russian headquar-
ters to guard Swedish interests in case of a peace
conference, but he pled for war. He sent General
Skjsldebrand to the Tsar with three possible plans of
campaign and a warning that to allow Napoleon to
dictate peace would be to dig a grave for Europe. He
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reminded the Tsar of his high duty—‘“he belonged
not only to Russia but to the world,” and suggested
a conference between Tsar, King and Prince.” Berna-
dotte was eager for renewal of the war because of the
embarrassing and really critical position in which he
was placed by the long inactivity.

The first and greatest anxiety concerned relations
with Denmark and Norway. Swedish policy had of
course angered Denmark but had not yet brought her
to declare war. In case the armistice led to a general
peace Bernadotte could hardly hope to gain Norway,
for he had so far accomplished nothing; his whole
program would be a huge fiasco, and he would return
to Sweden with an embittered Denmark awaiting an
opportunity for revenge. As to Norway itself the
situation looked bad, for Christian Frederick, heir to
the Danish throne, had slipped into Norway and was
arousing the people against Sweden. Swedish spies
reported that Norway would join Sweden only if forced
- by hunger or the sword. Bernadotte did not falter;
he would do what Carl X and Carl XI had failed to
do; he would make Sweden once more a power.2 To
do so, however, he must have war with Denmark, and
he set about to goad her into a declaration. On
June 15 he ordered that Swedish boats refuse to pay
the Sound dues, and that all Danes at Carlscrona be

! Wetterstedt to Engestrém, June 11, 1818, SRA; Carl Johan to G.
Lowenhielm, June 11, and Wetterstedt lo G. Lowenhielm, June 18, 14,

SRA, G. L. Sam.; Carl Johan to Alexander, June 11, BFA (incomplete in
Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 3951f).

2 Essen to Wetlerstedt, May 16, 1818, SRA, Danmark-Norge 5; reports
ot Norway from Rosen, Eckstedt, Adlersparre, Edman, Essen, and Rahmn,

Stockholm KB, Engestrom Samling; Carl Johan to Essen and to Carl X111,
June 21, BFA,
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arrested as spies; on June 25 he ordered the blockade
of the Danish fleet.?

Sweden could hardly rely on her own strength alone,
however, in a contest with Denmark. Therefore Britain
was invited, in case of a continental peace, to join
Sweden in a separate attack on Denmark. For her
aid Britain would gain the island of Zealand as a
depot for commerce, and a “new Gibraltar” of the
Baltic. Oncken calls this scheme one of the Gascon’s
luftschlossern, yet Castlereagh gave it conditional ap-
proval at once, and when the Prince definitely resigned
his own claims to Zealand Count Miinster gained
Castlereagh’s full approbation.* The far-sighted Crown
Prince had retained the British transports. Now, if
war was resumed he could advance into Germany, and
if peace was signed by Russia and Prussia he could
attack Denmark with British naval support. Once
again Bernadotte had adapted his policy to the needs
of the moment.

The high-handed attitude of Russia and Prussia re-
garding the reorganization of Germany also angered
Bernadotte although it did not actually endanger his
position. Here again the Prince was able to shift
from his former cobperation with Alexander to a more
satisfactory cotperation with Great Britain. Swedish
interest in Pomerania and British interest in Hanover
both demanded the curtailment of Stein’s great ambi-
tions for Prussian expansion. Although Bernadotte

3 To Carl XIII, Toll, and Puke, June 15, 25, 1818, BIFA.

4 Oncken, Oesterreich und Preussen, 11, 419-421; Wetterstedt to Rehausen,
June 20, 80, 1813, Rehausen to Wetterstedt, July 6, 9, 23, SRA, Anglica;

Castlereagh Corr., VIII, 399-402, 402-404; Foreign Office draft to Hope,
June 17, Londen FO, Sweden 79.
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at first exaggerated British concern about George IIT’s
holdings in Germany he found Hanover’s Count
Miinster an able and useful ally to have in London.5
Bernadotte’s successful administration of Hanover in
1804-1805 increased his sympathy for its enlargement
into a great Guelph state, and likewise laid the founda-
tion for the suggestion that he become Statholder for
the Hanse cities.®

For these reasons as well as because of Swedish de-
pendence on British subsidies, naval support and com-
mercial relations, the policy of the two states grew
increasingly closer in the summer of 1813. Stein’s
policy of enlargement of Prussia had gained headway
as the Russian armies moved westward and his influ-
ence was evident in the Convention of Breslau (Mar.
7/19, 1818) by which the Tsar and the King of Prussia
provided for the reorganization of Germany to their
own advantage. According to this document Russia
was to advance into Poland and Prussia was to expand
into northwest Germany, into lands already earmarked
for Hanover and contemplated too as exchanges to
Denmark for Norway or as compensation to Sweden.
The Convention also provided for a Council of Ad-

§The German historians exaggerated the “Austrasian” project, as
Webster points out (Castlereagh, 105); Schinkel likewise overstates it
(Minnen, VII, 94). On Carl Johan's relations with Stein and Miunster
and their plans see T. T. Hojer, “Sverige och det tyska rekonstruktions-
problemet,” Historisk Tidskrift (1988), 1-81; Hormayr, Lebensbilder aus
dem Befretungskriege: Milnster (3 vols., 1844-1845.)

8 Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 84-92, and Bikang, 11T, 88-109. According to
Schinkel Count Wangenheim even proposed that Bernadotte be king of a
united North Germany. Herr Sieveking of Hamburg spoke of Bernadotte
a8 heir of both Sully and Gustavus Adolphus, and wished him to become

protector of a German confederation (Hgjer, “En Hanseatisk Karl Johans-
beundrare . . . 1818, Historisk Tidskrift (1934), 186-190.
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ministration in reconquered German territory. In this
organization neither Great Britain nor Sweden was
mentioned or invited to participate. Carl Johan was
bitter about this exclusion and still more so when the
Russian Alopeus was appointed administrator in North
Germany and asked the Prince to succor Hamburg;
he protested to the Tsar and warned Alopeus that
Germany would never be freed “if the Allies did not
march in concert and recall their mutual engage-
ments.”” The Council never attained much import-
ance, but Brilain and Sweden each “assumed an invi-
tation” and appointed a representative. . Miinster
roundly denounced the exclusive Russo-Prussian pro-
gram, fearing for Hanover. Bernadotte feared for his
“footing on the continent” and his place in the German
Diet, and he was wounded in his most sensitive spot—
his amour propre. He had hoped to be the adored
savior of Germany, now others managed things behind
his back and he did not even have the respectable

army so long promised.®

Within Bernadotte’s own camp arose fears, antagon—
isms and breaches of discipline which seriously dis-
turbed the Prince’s spirit. Back in Stockholm the
King had lapses of memory and might die at any
moment; his death might be the signal for outbreaks

7 Alopeus to Carl Johan, May 5/17, 1818 (copy), SRA, G. L. Sam.;
Carl Johan to Alopeus, May 18, to Alexander May 21, BFA. Schinkel
prints all of the latter to Alexander except the complaint about the Con-
vention of Breslau! (Minnen, VII, 877-381). See also Castlercagh Corr.,
VIII, 364, 374ff, 3844F.

8 Miinster’s memoir, sent by Rehausen to Wetterstedt, May 14, SRA,
Anglica; copy of Convention in Castlereagh Corr., VIIIL, 869-871; Wetter-
stedt to G. Lowenhielm, May 24, SRA, G, L. Sam.; Hojer, “Sverige och

., Hislorisk Tidskrift (1938), 1-81.
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in spite of the popularity of the elected heir. Pessi-
mistic Engestrém warned against placing confidence in
the Russians, and advised Carl Johan to shed no
Swedish blood in the war.? A controversy on the war
policy broke out in the press between two indiscreet
editors, Grevesmshlen and Wallmark; Carl Johan sus-
pected a Danish plot behind Wallmark’s diatribe, and
took immediate action prohibiting political articles,
The incident left a bitter taste in his mouth as he left
Sweden for the continent, threatening alternately ven-
geance and retirement.!®

The uncurbed independence of the Swedish officers
expressed itself in skdls to Hamburg and in memoirs
on how to conduct the war without Russian aid.
Even Wetterstedt was discontented with the long de-
lay and ““wished only that we could . . . do something
and write less.”'* The most spectacular breach of
discipline was the Anckarsvird incident. Colonel
Anckarsvird, Russophobe, ambitious, and hot-headed,
first absented himgelf from reviews and then wrote an
impassioned letter to Carl Johan referring to the bitter
loss of Finland and the gloomy outlook for Norway,
and concluding with a reminder to the Prince of the
1809 revolution and the possibility of another one.

2 June 21, 1818, Engestrom, Minnen, 11, 857-859. Cf. Schiick, Skjslde-
brands Memoarer, V, 50, and Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 99-100. See also
protocol of the Swedish council, Apr. 2, SRA, U.D. 60-11. Skéne was the
center of discontent in Sweden, under the influence of the poet, Tegnér.

10 An excellent summary is Helge Almquist's “Karl Johan, Utrikes-
politiken och Pressen &r 1813,” Scandia, II (1029), 1848,

1 To Engestrom, June 21, 1813 (also May 29), Stockholm KB, Enges-
trém Samling. On the general state of feeling see also Rein, Adlercrouts
(2 vols., Helsingfors, 1927); Johan Feuk, “Carl Axel Lowenhielms Lefvernes-
heskrifning,” Hislorisk Tidskrft (1025), 182-152; Skisldebrands Memoarer,
V., 25-26; Schinkel, Minnen, VII, esp. 898-309.
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His punishment was only dismissal and a brief con-
finement on his father’s estates, but Anckarsvird
never forgot his disgrace, and exchanged letters with
General Dtbeln, who had disobeyed orders at Ham-
burg, about “den fordomde fransosen” (“that damned
Frenchman™).'? Bernadotte was anguished by these
outbreaks of rancor and poor judgment, and since he
never learned Swedish he found it difficult to establish
really intimate contact with his officers and men.
Perhaps his slow-moving caution in the war was due
partly to smouldering suspicion of his own army.

The bevy of foreigners at Bernadotte’s perambulat-
ing court was both an aid and an irritation. August
W. Schlegel, the German author, had followed the
Prince since mid-winter, writing propagandist tracts
on German politics and the Continental System. The
following winter Benjamin Constant helped in similar
activities. Madame de Staél for a time exercised some
influence from London (she had been in Stockholm
during the winter 1812-1813), but her son Albert was
killed in a duel during the armistice and her other son,
placed in the Swedish Legation in London, never won
the confidence of Minister Rehausen.'®

Friendly Thornton and meek Suchtelen followed
Carl Johan from Stockholm. Great Britain sent out

12 Fnander, “Carl Henrik Anckarsvird och disciplinbrottet 1813,”
Personhistorisk Tidskrift, XXXI (1930), 174-198, is an admirable treatment.
In the BFA are some letters to which Enander did not have access which
portray Bernadotte’s forgiving spirit (to Carl XIII, July 8, 5, 18183).

13 Ahnfelt, IT, 247-248; Schlegel to Miinster, June 5, 1818 (copy), SRA,
C. J. Papper 88; see also my introduction to “Benjamin Constant’s Projet
Corrigé,” Jouwrnal of Modern History, VII (1885), 41f and below, p. 102,
Madame de Stasl’s Appeal to the Nations of Europe against the Continental
System was published originally in Stockholm, “by authority of Bernadotte.”
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also General Hope and Castlereagh’s brother Sir
Charles Stewart, and the Tsar got his more critical
information through the spying Corsican, Pozzo di
Borgo. Count Neipperg and later Count Vincent rep-
resented Austria, and General Krusemarck and General
Kalkreuth guarded Prussian interests. The suspicions
and the advice of this group, particularly of Pozzo di
Borgo, kept Bernadotte in a constant turmoil.

With his allies Bernadotte’s uncertain relations were
made even more critical by the armistice. Great
Britain, annoyed by her purchase of aid from an ex-
marshal of France with Norwegian territory and Brit-
ish money, at least wanted to see the marshal fight.
Other states, too, were seeking to obtain the greatest
advantages to themselves with the least possible ex-
ertion. Metternich admitted that Austrian codpera-
tion depended to a large extent on Bernadotte’s policy
and suggested for a plan of campaign that the Austrian
army take an “aftrtude offensive, mais qu’elle resiat sur
la défensive’; that the Russians and Prussians take an
“attitude offensive mesurée,” but that the Prince’s corps
take a “vigoureuse offensive pour déloger Napoléon de la
gauche de U'Elbe.”’'*

Metternich likewise used his control of the military
balance of power to determine the whole question of
peace or war. He stated the terms on which Austria
would stand for peace: (1) dissolution of the Duchy
of Warsaw, (2) enlargement of Prussia, (8) restoration
of Illyria to Austria, (4) reéstablishment of the Hanse

14 Oncken, Oesterreich und Prenssen, II, 678 and see 410f; cf. Forssell
Wettersledt, 1911,
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towns—at least Hamburg and Liibeck. To these es-
sential points others were added as desirable: (5) the
abolition of the Confederation of the Rhine and (6)
the restoration of Prussia as of 1806. No mention of
British interests, no mention of Swedish interests.
These were only general bases, of course, but they
showed Austria’s indifference or hostility to the mat-
ters not mentioned. Such was the foundation on which
Metternich signed the secret treaty of Reichenbach
with Russia and Prussia, and discussed with Napoleon
in the famous Dresden interview. And it was Metter-
nich who, on his own responsibility, extended the
armistice to August 10.'6

These moves behind the scenes and the need for
concerted action made Bernadotte anxious to confer
with his allies and the armistice provided the oppor-
tunity. Skjoldebrand, therefore, went to the Russo-
Prussian headquarters to make the arrangements, and
when Alexander at length wrote Bernadotte suggesting
a meeting at the castle of Trachenberg in Silesia the
Crown DPrince accepted immediately.'®* Bernadotte
traveled a long and rough journey through the byways
of northern Germany to reach Trachenberg on July
9, 1813. . Perhaps wounded dignity slowed his feet,
and the memory of the many slights he had received—
the Dolgorouki mission, the Tsar’s delays, the only

15 Webster, Castlercagh, 137-141, G. Lowenhiclm knew the Austrian
six points, but not the distinction between the four and the two, (to Carl
Johan, June 17, SRA). He was as ignorant as were the British of the
treaty of Reichenbach.

16 Skjoldebrand to Carl Johan, June 21, and “Borjan af Juli,” 1818,
SRA, Diverse; G. Lowenhielm to Wetterstedt, June 21, SRA; Alexander

to Carl Johan, June 16/28, 18/30, SRA, Frim. Suv.; Schiick, Skjoldebrands
Memoarer, V, 12-18.
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recently ratified Prussian treaty, the lack of troops—
for be arrived at the meeting place not until midnight,
and the sovereigns had waited dinner for hours. His
advisers feared then that his frigidity would wreck
good feeling.!”

A whole galaxy of talent was present. Wetterstedt
and General Stedingk had come with the Prince, and
Gustav Lowenhielm came from Reichenbach. Such-
telen was there, Stadion from Austria, and the British
envoys Cathcart and Thornton; even the Prussian
Crown Prince came the second day with Professor
Ancillon. Generals Toll, Volkonsky, Knesebeck, and
a bevy of Russian and Prussian diplomats headed by
Nesselrode and Hardenberg filled in the background.

Through the first twenty-four hours of greetings and
miscellaneous conversations Bernadotte felt his way
warily, The monarchs quickly convinced him they
meant to renew the war, but they found it difficult to
satisfy him on Austria’s attitude. He asked if Austria
had given any written pledge, and no one dared divulge
the sole, secret, treaty of Reichenbach. As evidence
of Austria’s firmness they cited the angry argument at
Dresden between Metternich and Napoleon, and a
letter to Alexander from the Emperor Francis promis-
ing war if Napoleon refused any of the six points.!®

On the second day (July 11) Bernadotte spent the
whole forenoon and part of the afternoon closeted with
Count Stadion—himself an indication of Austria’s de-

17 G. Lwenhiclm’s “Svar till Schinkel,” SRA, G. L. Sam.; Schinkel,
Minnen, Vil, 181-188; Suremain, 304; Stedingk, 221f; Tingsten, 192.
Oncken (op. cif., 421ff) treats the meeting very carclessly, but Woynar

(88ff) has handled him roughly for it.
18 Wetterstedt to Engestrom, July 11, 1813, SRA.,
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sire to please, for he was a known Napoleon-hater,
Through a conversation which grew more and more
friendly Stadion reassured Bernadotte by tracing the
trend of Austrian policy through the past sixteen
months. Bernadotte spoke vivaciously but wisely,
although he often digressed into interesting but irrele-
vant tales of his French soldiering. The afternoon
discussion bore on Norway, for which Stadion had been
prepared by Alexander. The Prince talked of his going
to Sweden and finally said he could not have come now
to the continent as a knight-errant, but only to gain
advantage for Sweden; he must acquire Norway, and
he wanted to know how Austria stood on the question.
Stadion explained that Austria considered the problem
as belonging primarily to Britain and Scandinavia, and
therefore did not mention it in her negotiations with
France; if a general peace congress eventuated Sweden’s
interests would naturally be in the first line. If, on
the other hand, the Prague negotiations were fruitless
and Austria joined in the war, it appeared to him
indubitable:

“Qu’alors il devait y avoir une réeiprocité parfaite d’en-
gagemens et que dés que la Suéde combattait avec I’Autriche
pour la méme cause, la cour de Vienne aurait & accéder aux
engagemens qu’avaient pris la Russie et la Prusse envers
la cour de Stockholm, tout comme cette derniére devrait se
joindre & ceux qui auraient peutdtre pris jusque 14 entre
I’Autriche et les puissances coalisées.”1?

Bernadotte caught at this statement and made Stadion
repeat it several times; it seemed to satisfy him com-

10 Stadion to Metternich, July 14, 1813, Woynar, 160-170,
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pletely. For making this unauthorized promise Stadion
had to excuse himself to Metternich: circumstances de-
manded it, he said, and it bound Austria to nothing
unless Sweden actually fought with and for her, in
which case the Emperor could hardly cavil at a con-
quest which could create no serious complications.
All in all, both Stadion and Bernadotte seemed con-
tent with the day’s work.2°

In order to clinch the Norwegian matter Wetterstedt
wrote to the Russian and Prussian Ministers asking
renewed assurances that in case of peace Russia and
Prussia promise to require Napoleon’s approval of the
cession. Both politely refused on the ground that it
was best to keep Napoleon out of this purely northern
affair, and that Denmark would have to be brought
within the treaty pacification herself. The allies evi-
dently wanted Sweden to act before being paid any
more promises, although that evening the Tsar defi-
nitely promised the Prince to break diplomatic rela-
tions with Denmark.?? With these pledges Sweden
had to be content.

For the sake of Austrian good feeling Carl Johan
agreed with Alexander and Frederick William that it
was best to sanction the continuation of the armistice,
but he insisted that his safety and the added expense
to Sweden and Great Britain forbade any further de-
lay. He rejected the indirect invitation to participate
in the Prague conference on the grounds that Norway

20 Ibid.; also Wetterstedt to Engestrom, July 11, SRA.

M Wetterstedt to Rehausen, July 11, 17, 1813, enclosing various copies
SRA, Anglica; Stadion to Metternich, July 14, Woynar, 169; Alexander to
Carl Johan, July 24, SRA, Frim. Suv.
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was not on the agenda, and that the London govern-
ment might misunderstand.?? He was inclined to be
both magnanimous and hopeful, for by evening of the
eleventh of July he had succeeded in his most immediate
aim: he had the promise of 22,000 Russians (the corps
of Winzingerode, Woronzov, Tettenborn, and Czernis-
cheff) and 40,000 Prussians (all of Biilow’s force, part
of Tauenzien’s, and some landwehr hattalions). With
Wallmoden’s 10,000 (German Legion, Hanseats, and
Mecklenburgers) and his 30,000 Swedes he had 100,000
men, an army which both satisfied his dignity and en-
abled him to act decisively.

On July 12, the third day of the conference, the
news of Wellington’s triumph at Vitoria invigorated
the meeting with increasing hope, and made Austrian
accession more probable. Bernadotte himself was per-
sonally pleased to receive by courier a flattering note
from the Emperor Francis; it promised nothing, but
implied - Austrian codperation, hence Bernadotte and
Stadion expressed anew the mutual regard and need
of Austria and Sweden.?

The military discussions did not crystallize into the
“Trachenberg Plan” until afternoon of the twelfth.
Patriotic Prussians cannot admit that Bernadotte de-
veloped the plan by which Napoleon was defeated,
and have inaugurated a debate which will perhaps be
endless. The suggestion that there was no plan is
ridiculous, and the claims for Toll’s or Knesebeck’s

22 Rain, Manuscrit de mil huit cent treize . . . (2 vols., Paris, 1824), II,
155-157; Wetterstedt to Rehausen, July 11, SRA, Anglica; Thornton to
Castlereagh, July 12, London FO, Sweden 82.

23 Schinkel, Minnen, VII, 408-409 and 191; G. Lowenhielm’s “Svar till
Schinkel-Tilligg,” SRA, G. L. Sam.
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authorship are based almost solely on national pride.
Radetzky, the Austrian, may deserve some considera-
tion, for on July 7 he drew up a plan similar to the
Trachenberg agreement; but he sent this to Schwarzen-
berg and the Emperor, and it could hardly have influ-
enced discussions before July 20. Its general ideas
might have reached Bernadotte through Stadion, but
Stadion was not a military man; he merely mentioned
in a despatch that the Prince approved of some mili-
tary suggestions he made—he did not say what these
were, and probably they were Metternich’s suggestions
of June; and the protocol of Trachenberg was written
after Stadion left. Suffice it then to say that Berna-
dotte assumed credit for the plan, it was perfectly
consistent with his methods, the Tsar and General
Schwarzenberg and Catheart explicitly recognized his
authorship, and it was the Swedish general, Count
Gustav Lowenhielm, who wrote out the protocol on
the orders of Bernadotte.?*

Before the plan was adumbrated Bernadotte had
announced the principles on which it should be based:
Assuming Austrian cotperation there should be three
main armies: (1) the Bohemian, the largest, composed
of Russian and Austrian forces; (2) the Silesian, of
Prussian soldiers under Bliicher; and (3) the Army of
North Germany, a mixed force under the Crown Prince
of Sweden. These forces should converge on Napoleon
in a great semi-circle, attacking detached corps, but
giving way before large numbers; if Napoleon in per-
son concentrated against any one of the armies it was

%4 See especially Sam Clason, in a lecture and bibliographical critique in
Karl Johan Fiorbundets Hondlingar . . . 1911-191}, 41-87,
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to withdraw while the others closed in on Napoleon’s
flanks and attacked his communications. In dealing
with a warrior genius one must wear away his strength
bit by bit, not allow him to deal a decisive blow.
Special detachments should harass the French, utiliz-
ing the friendliness of the territory; others should guard
the French forts on the Elbe and the Oder. Napoleon’s
arca should be diminished until at length he should be
forced to meet all three armies at once, and then the
. Bohemian army should destroy him. If he did not
allow the belt to contract about him he should be
forced to run from one army to another, losing land,
time, and men. Light troops should harass him night
and day. Each of the allied armies should have a
confidential officer in the camps of the others to pro-
mote unity. Supplies and reserves should he carefully
provided. In order that the enemy’s central position
be not used to destroy the allies in detail each should
begin operations at once. Briefly, the plan called for
a great semi-circular wall of men, flexible at the point
of massed attack, but steadily contracting about Na-
poleon, strangling his army.?"

The protocol applied these principles. The main
forces, it prescribed, should take a stand in the “salient
bastion” of the Bohemian mountains, and should be
increased to about 220,000 by the transfer of 100,000
from the then large Silesian army. The Crown Prince
should leave 15,000-20,000 to guard Denmark and the
Hanse towns, and with 70,000-80,000 concentrate on
Treuenbreitzein; when the armistice ended he should
force a crossing of the Elbe between Torgau and

25 Schinkel, Minnen, V1I, 197-199.
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Magdeburg and advance toward Leipzig. Bliicher’s
Army of Silesia, left with 50,000-80,000 should avoid
battle unless sure of victory and push toward the Elbe
and Carl Johan, ready also if necessary to reinforce
the Army of Bohemia. The main body should debouch
as circumstances indicated at Eger and Hof, in Silesia,
in Saxony, or along the Danube. If Napoleon at-
tacked either the Bohemian or the North German
army the other was to advance vigorously on his rear.
“All the allied armies will take the offensive and the
camp of the enemy will be their rendezvous.” Ben-
nigsen’s reserve should come up to Glogau and the
militia should watch the forts on the Elbe and the
Oder.2

As soon as the protocol was written the conference
broke up—Monday afternoon, July 12, 1813. In a
pouring rain the Russians and Prussians returned to
Reichenbach and the Swedes started the three-day
journey to Stralsund. Troops of Cossacks guarded
their carriages as they rumbled northward pondering
the new aspect of affairs. The Prague negotiations

2 J'Angeberg [Chodzko], Le Congris de Vienne et les Trailés de 1815

(2 vols., Paris, 1864), I, 25-26; Bernhardi, Denkwurdigketten aus dem Leben
« « . Grafen von Toll (4 vols. in 5, Leipzig, 1865-1866), TII, 80-82; Schinkel,
Minnen, VII, 200-202.

What seems a plausible hypothesis in the dispute as to the authorship
of the protocol, is that Carl Johan stated the general principles and that
General Toll made the specific application. There are, however, many
absolute contradictions in the evidence. One peculiar thing is that Toll
did not sign the protocol—it was signed only by Gustav Lowenhielm,
Knesebeck, and Volkonsky, It should be remarked that in June, Carl
Joban had proposed three campaign plans. One involved an attack on
Holstein; the others a masking of Denmark and Hamburg allowing action
either independently from Berlin, or in cotperation with the main army

in central Germany. (Clason, op. cit., 76-79; Schilck, Skjsldebrands Me-
moarer, V, 15-16). .
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they knew were unlikely to bring peace, and Austria
was almost certain to join in the war. Carl Johan
had not been asked to be commander-in-chief, but he
had obtained a large army and proof of his allies’ good
faith. He had been persuaded that Austria was not
as intransigent on Norway as he had feared. His plan
of att