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made him a regenerator with respect to Europe, of which many
nations, in torpor till he came, will live henceforth with the life

he gave them. But in this Napoleon obeyed the dictates of his
nature. The child of war—war was his tendency, his pleasure

;

domination his object; he wanted to master the world, and
circumstances placed it in his hand, in order that he might make
use of it.

Napoleon has presented in France what Cromwell presented
for a moment in England ; the government of the army, which
always establishes itself when a revolution is contended against;
it then gradually changes, and from being civil, as it was at first,

becomes military. In Great Britain, internal war not being
complicated with foreign war, on account of the geographical
situation of the country, which isolated it from other states, as
soon as the enemies of reform were vanquished, the army passed
from the field of battle to the government. Its intervention
being premature, Cromwell, its general, found parties still in
the fury of their passions, in all the fanaticism of their opinions,
and he directed against them alone his military administration.
The French revolution taking place on the continent saw the
nations disposed for liberty, and sovereigns leagued from a fear
of theliberation of their people. It had not only internal enemies,
but also foreign enemies to contend with; and while its armies
were repelling Europe, parties were overthrowing each other
in the assemblies. The military intervention came later;

Napoleon,finding factions defeated and opinions almost forsaken,
obtained obedience easily from the nation, and turned the
military government against Europe.

This difference of position materially influenced the conduct
and character of these two extraordinary men. Napoleon, dis-

posing of immense force and of uncontested power, gave himself
up in security to the vast designs and the |^ of a conqueror;
while Cromwell, deprived of the assent which a worn out people
could give, and, incessantly attacked by factions, was reduced to
neutralise them one by the other, and keep himself to the end
the military dictator of parties. The one employed his genius in

undertaking; the other in resisting. Accordingly, the former
had the frankness and decision of power ; the other, the craft and
hypocrisy of opposed ambition. This situation would destroy
their sway.

All dictatorships are transient; and however strong or
great, it is imposssible for any one long to subject parties
or long to retain kingdoms. It is this that, sooner or later.


