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Rona l ' d  A m i n z a d e  
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  ~ i c h . i ' g a n  
D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S o c i o l b g y '  . 

B r e a k i n g  t h e  C h a i n s  o f  D e p e n d e n c y :  
3 . .  - -_-- .. . - 

From P a t r o n a g e  t o  C l a s s  P o l i t i c s .  

* 
T o u l o u s e ,  F r a n c e ,  1 8 3 0 - 1 8 7 2  

* T h i s  r e s e a r c h  was  s p o n s o r e d  b y  a  d i s s e r t a t i o n  r e s e a r c h  
f e l l o w s h i p  f r o m  t h e  S o c i a l  S c i e n c e  R e s e a r c h  C o u n c i l .  T h e  a r c h i v i s t s  
a t  t h e  m u n i c i p a l  a r c h i v e s  o f  T o u l o u s e  a n d  a t ~ t h e  d e p a r t m e n t a l  a r c h i - ~ e s  
o f  t h e  H a u t e  G a r o n n e  h e l p e d  t o  make  t h i s .  r e s e a r c h  a n  e n i j o y a b l e  a n d  
f r u i t f u l  e x p e r i e n c e .  T h e  a u t h o r  g r a t e f u l l y  a c k n o w l e d g e s  t h e  a d v i c e  
a n d  i n s p i r a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  C h a r l e s  T i l l y  a n d  t h e  i n s i g h t f u l  commen t s  
a n d  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  B r u c e  F i r e m a n ,  Mary J o  M a y n e s ,  a n d  O l i v i e r  Zunz .  
I w o u l d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  t h a n k  t h e  C e n t e r  f o r  R e s e a r c h  o n  S o c i a l  O r g a n i z a -  
t i o n  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  M i c h i g a n  f o r  p r o v i d i n g  a n  e x c i t i n g  a n d  
s t i m u l a t i n g  r e s e a r c h  e n v i r o n m e n t  o v e r  t h e  p a s t  f i v e  y e a r s .  



. Working-Class Royalism in Toulouse . ' 

~ u r i n ~  the. 1830's .and early 18401s, there was. a strong and well-organized royalist 

movement in Toulouse, dedicated to the restoration of the "legitimate" Bourbon dynasty 

overthro.wh -by the Revolution ,of 1830. This legitimist movement had important roots 

amongworking-class Toulousains. Throughout..the 1830's and.early 18401s, Toulousain 

workers organized banquets to celebrate legitimist electoral victories and took:to . 

the. streets. to serenade royalist leaders. In ~e~tember of 1833, a group of working- . . 

class .royalists gathered in the courtyard of the, Hatel de 'France to serenade the 
. . 

legitinkst deputy Berryer.. The police soon-arrived to disperse the demonstratipn:. 

Two months later; in November of 1833, police raided a meeting of. legitimist workers, 

seized a portrait of Charles X, the Bour.bon pretender to the throne, and arrested 

several workers for participation in a counter-revolutionary conspiracy. (A.D.:4M50) 

That same year, police reported the existence of a secret legitimist counter-revolution- 

ary army, estimated to number over one thousand men, and composed largely of workers. 

In January of 1835, twenty-five Toulousain artisans, several of whom had been arrested 

in the police raid of 1833, held a banquet to celebrate the recent electoral victory 

of the 1egitimi.st M. de Fitz-James. After the banquet, these workers gathered for 

- drinks at two well-known legitimist cafes. After leaving the cafes, they paraded 

through several neighborhoods of the inner c'ity singing legitimist songs, some of 

which fondly recalled the White Terror of 1815. (A.D.:4M48) 

By the 18501s, such popular manifestations of legitimist political allegiance 

had disappeared from the political scene and working-class royalism was largely 

a thing of the past. As late as July of 1850, police reported the existence of 

meetings of working-class legitimists, but Toulousain workers were not involved in 

the legitimist collective actions of the 1850's and 1860's. Workers were noticably 

absent from the legitimist theater riot of January, 1863, to protest the showing of 

a play which attacked the clergy and satirized royalist party leaders. They were 

also absent from the legitimist demonstration of July, 1867 to welcome the archbishop 

of Toulouse back from his voyage to Rome and demonstrate in favor of the temporal 

power of the Pope. The paramilitary secret legitimist army, which once counted . 



. . . . 

. . .  . . . . 
: .  h u n d r e d s  of: w o r k e r s ,  . . s t i l l  . e x i s t e d  i n  . 1 8 5 2 ,  b u t  by  t h e n  i i h a d  o.nly 

. . 
. .  . 

. l c  ~ & x ~ t y - s , e v & n  m e m b e r s .  (A.N.:F 1119.) 1 n  1 8 6 4 ,  t h e  P r b c u r e u r  ~ ~ n b r a l ,  - . '  

. : f h e  c i t y ' s  h i g h e s t  ? a n k i n g  j u d i c ~ a l  o f f  i c i i i l ,  r e p o r t e d  t h e  c h a n g e  i s  
. . . . . . . .  . 

. . 
.. f o l l o w s :  " 1 n  - t h e  . . p a s t ,  i n  t h i s  ' g r e a ,  t h e  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  h a d  a  v e r y .  . 

. . 

l a r g e  number-  o f  a d h e r e n t s  among t h e .  w o r k i n g  c l a s s e s .  i his' e l e m e n t  i s .  
. . 

. . 

now comp. ' l e t e ly  d e t a c h e d  f r o m  a  c a u s . e . w h i c h  now . l i v e s ,  t o  a  c e r t a i n  
. . 

e x t e n t , '  o n l y  by a b s t r a c t i o n . .  . .The  p e o ' p l e  h a v e  t u r n e d '  aw.ay, w i t h  

s c o r n f u l  i h d i f  f e r e n c e ,  f rom.  a . p o l i t i c a i  p a r t y  w h i c h  d e n i e s  - p r o g r e s - s  
. . 

a n d  c o n d e m n s  l e g i t i m a t e  a s p i r a t i o n s  ..'I.' ( A . N . : B B ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ )  . . 

The  s t o r y  o f  t h e  d e c l i n e  o f  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  r o y a l i s m  i n  T o u l o u s e  i s  

n o t  s i m p l y  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  a  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  I t  i s  a l s o  t h e  h i s t o r y  

o f  t h e  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  of  t h e  s o c i a l  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  w h i c h  

1 i n k e d . T o u l o u s a i n  w o r k e r s  t o  t h e  c i t y ' s '  e l i t e . .  P a t r o n - c l i e n t  s t r u c t u r e s  

o f  d e p e n d e n c y  p r o v i d e d  t h e  s o c i a l  a n d  m a t e r i a l  b a s e s  o f  l e g i t i m i s t  

p a r t y  a f f i l i a t i o n ,  a n d  i t  was c h a n g e s  i n  t h e s e  s t r u c t u r e s  t h a t  u l t i m a t e l y  

u n d e r m i n e d  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  r o y a l i s m .  

P a ' t r o n - c l i e n t  R e l a t i o n s h i p s  . - 

P r i o r  t B ' ,  a n d  d u r i n g ,  t h e  1 8 3 0 ' s ,  ~ o u l o u s a i n  i n d u s t r y  was b a s e d  

u p o n  h a n d i c r a f t  p r o d u c t i o n ,  a n d  t h e  c i t y ' s  s m a l l - s c a l e  a r t i s a n a l  

p r o d u c t i o n  c a t e r e d  m a i n l y  t o  a  l o c a l  a n d  r e g i o n a l  m a r k e t .  The c i t y  

o f  T o u l o u s e  w a s ) a  m i l i t a r y ,  r e l i g i o u s ,  e d u c a t i o n a l ,  c o m m e r c i a l ,  a n d  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  c e n t e r  f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  s o u t h w e s t  o f  F r a n c e .  The w e a l t h  

o f  t h e  c i t y  was h i g h l y  c o n c e n t r a t e d  i n t o  t h e  h a n d s  o f  a  p o w e r f u l  and  

i n f l u e n t i a l  u r b a n  a r i s t o c r a t i c  e l i t e  a n d  a  s m a l l  c o m m e r c i a l  a n d  admin-  

i s t r a t i v e  b o u r g e ' o i s  e l i t e .  . T h i s  w e a l t h  was  b a s e d  upon  ~ o u l o u s e ' s  

p o s i - t i o n  a s  a  . r e g i o n a l  e n t r e p o t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  f o r .  t h e  p r o f  i t a b l e  g r a i n  

t r a d e  o f  t h e  w h e a t - g r o w i n g  G a r o n n e  v a l l e y .  Most  o f  t h e  w e a l t h  o f  t h e  

c i t y ' s  e l i t e  was i n v e s t e d  i n  l a n d  a n d  commerce ,  a n d  v e r y  l i t t l e  o f  i t  

was  d e v o t e d  t o  i n d u s t r i a l  o r  f i n a n c i a l  p u r p o s e s .  D u r i n g  t h e  1 8 3 0 ' 9 ,  

( 2 )  



t h e  c i t y ' s  e c o n o m y ' r e m a i n e d  c l o s e l y  t i e d  t o  a g r i c u l t u r a l  p r . G u c t i o n ,  . '. 

. . . . . . 
. ' . a n d  r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  T o u l o u s e ' s  l a n d o w * i n g  u r b a n  a r i s t o c r a t i c  e l i t e  . . 

a n d  t h e  = i t y V s  w o r k i n g  c - l a s s  a l s o  r e m a , i n e d  q u i t e  t r a d i t i o n a l .  ~ h e s e '  

' 1  
. s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s  w e r e  . .  p a t r o n ' - c l i e n t  . i n  c h a r a c t e r .  A r i s t o c r a t i c  . 

p a t r o n s  p r o v i d e d .  w o r k e r s  w i t h  e m p l o y m e n t ,  t h e  m e a n s  o f  s u b s i s t e n c e ,  

d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  e c o n o m i c  c r i s i s ,  b r o k e r a g e  a n d  i n f l u e n c e ,  a n d  

l e a d e r s h i p  . f o r  communal  a c t i v i t i e s .  T h e i r  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  c l i e n t e l e  

i n  t u r n  p r o v i d e d  p a t r o n s  w i t h  d e f e r e n c e , .  c o r n p l i a n c e ; : p o l i t i c a l  . 

. .  . 
s u p p o r t ,  a n d  v a r i o u s  l a b o r  s e r v i c e s ,  . i n c l u d i n g  b e a r i n g  a r m s .  

T h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  o f  Tou1ousa i . n .  w o r k i n g - c 1 a s . s  r o y a l i s m  was  

c e n t e r e d  a r o u n d  t h e  e ' conomic  a n d  s o c i a l  p o w e r  o f  , t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y '  
. . 

a n d  t h e  c l e r g y .  P r o p e r t y  a n d  w e a l t h  n o t  o n l y  b e s t o w e d  t h e  r i g h t  t o  

v o t e  u p o n  i t s  o w n e r s ;  i t  a l s o  p r o v i d e d  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  e c o n o m i c  

d e p e n d e n c i e s  w h i c h  w e r e  c r u c i a l  t o  t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  l e g i t i m i s t  

p a t r o n a g e  n e t w o r k d .  D u r i n g  t h e  B o u r b o n  R e s t o r a t i o n ,  p u b l i c  p o l i t i c a l  

p a t r o n a g e  w a s  u s e d  t o  b u i l d  up  a- r o y a l i s t  c l i e n t e l e  t h r o u g h  t h e  d i . s -  
. . 

t r i b u t i o n  o f  j u d i c i a l  p o s t s ,  g o v e r n m e n t  o f ' f i c e s ,  c o n t r a c t s ,  a n d -  f a v o r s .  

P r i v a t e  p a t . r o n a g e  m a i n t a i n e d  a  c o n s t i t u e n c y  t h r o u g h  . t h e  d i s t r i b u . t i o n  

o f  j o b s ,  t o  l a w y e r s ,  e s t a t e  a g e n t s ,  c l e r k s ,  c h u r c h  e m p l o y e e s ,  t u t o r s ,  

a n d  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s ,  a n d  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  c h a r i t y .  T h e  c o n s p i c u o u s  

c o n s u m p t i o n  o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  l e g i t i m i s t  n o t a b l e s  h e l p e d  t o  m a i n t a i n  a  

. l o y a l - c l i e n t e l e  o f  m e r c h a n t s ,  s h o p k e e p e r s ,  a n d  a r t i s a n s  a n d  t o  p r o v i d e :  

e m p l o y m e n t  f o r  j e w e l l e r s ,  u p . h o l s t e r e r s ,  f u r n i t u r e  m a k e r s ,  h a t m a k e r s ,  

t a i l o r s ,  w i g m a k e r s ,  d e c o r a t o r s ,  a n d  c a r r i a g e  m a k e r s .  T h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  

r e l i e d  u p o n  members  o f  t h e  l e g a l  p r o f e s s i o n s  t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  

i n  t h e  c o u r t s ,  a n d  t h e r e b y  c u l t f v a t e d  a d i s t i n g u i s h e d  a n d  l o y a l  c 1 , i e n t e l e .  

T h e  C h u r c h ,  w e l l  endowed  by w e a l t h y  a r i s t o c r a t i c  n o t a b l e s ,  s p e n t  a  g o o d  

d e a l  o f  money o n  e d u c a t i o n  a n d  c h a r i t y  a n d  f o r  t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f .  t h e  

' c i t y ' s  many c o n v e n t s ,  m o n a s t e r i e s ,  a n d  s e m i n a r i e s .  L o c a l  a u t h o r i t i e s  

( 3 )  



a t t . r . i b . u t e d  t h r  p o l i t i c a l  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  t o  t h e  t r e m e n d o u s  

w e a l t h  u n d e r  t h e i r  c o n t r d l .  " 1 t  i s  v e r y  t . r u e  t h a t  t h e  n o b i l i t y  h a s  . . 

. . 

m u c h - i n f l u e n c e  i n  t h i s  d e p a r ' t m e n t ' ' ,  w r o t e  t h e  P r o c u r e u r  ~ 6 n 6 r a l  i n  

~ a n u a r ~  o f  1 8 3 1 . .  " I n  g e n e r a l ,  members  o f  t h e  n o b i l i t y a r e  w e a l t h ' y ,  

p o s s . e s s  l a r g e  l a n d - h o l d i n g s , '  a n d  r e c e i v e  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  - t h a t .  i n e v i t a b l y  

- . a c c o m p a n i e s  t h e  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  g r . e a t  w e a l t h . "  ( A . D .  :4M48) : .  
. T h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  . g a t h e r e d  b y  l o c a l  p o l i c e  on. L e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  

m i l i f a n t s  p r o v i d e s  e v i d e n c e ' o f  t h e  a r i s t o c r a t i c  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e  p a r t y  a n d  

o f  t h e  p a t r o n a g e  b a s i s  o f  p a r t y  a f f i l i a t i o n .  ( S e e  T a b l e  I o n  p a g e  5 )  

T h e  u p p e r  r a n k s  o f  t h e  p a r t y  r e m a i n e d  t h e  d o m a i n  o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  u r b a n  

n o b i l i t y ,  who h e l d  6 5 %  o f  t h e  1 e a d e r s h i p . p o s i t i o n s .  F o r m e r s g o v e r n m e n t  

a n d  m i l i t a r y  o f f i c i a l s  u n d e r  t h e  R e s t o r a t i o n  M o n a r c h y  a n d  members  o f  t h e  

l e g a l  p r o f e s s i o n s ,  many o f  whom were o f  a r i s t o c r a t i c  o r i g i n ,  a l s o  p l a y e d  

a n  i m p o r t a n t  r o l e  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  p a r t y  a f f a i r s .  A l t h o u g h  l e g i t i m i s t  

p a r t y  l e a d e r s h i p  w a s  d r a w n  a l m o s t  e x c l u s i v e l y  f r o m  t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y ,  t h e  

o c c u p a t i o n a l  b a c k g r o u n d s  o f  p a r t y  a c t i v i s t s  r e v e a l  a  g r e a t ' d i v e r s i t y  o f  

c l a s s  o r i g i n s ,  a p a t t e r n  g e n e r a t e d  b y  t h e  v e r t i c a l  l o y a l t i e s  o f  p a t r o n a g e .  

T h e  r a n k s  o f  T o u l o u s a i n  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  a c t i v i s t s  i n c l u d e d  23  a r i s t o c r a t s  

( 1 2 % ) ,  e i g h t  members  o f  t h e  c l e r g y ( 4 % ) ,  26  l e g a l  p r o f e s s i o n a l s ( l 3 % ) ,  

2 1  f o r m e r  g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  m i l i t a r y  o f f i c i a l s ( l l % ) ,  1 8  b o u r g e o i s ( 9 % ) ,  

18 p e t i t e  b o u r g e o i s ( 9 % ) ,  1 6  s t u d e n t s ( 8 % ) ,  p r i m a r i l y  l a w  s t u d e n t s ,  a n d  

a l a r g e  c o n t i n g e n t  o f  6 9  w o r k e r s ( 3 5 % ) . T h e  s i x t y - n i n e  w o r k i n g - c . l a s s  

r o y a l i s t s  were b y  a n d  l a r g e  e i t h e r  e m p l o y e d  d i r e c t l y  b y  t h e ' a r i s t o c r a c y ,  

t h e  C h u r c h ,  t h e  f o r m e r  B o u r b o n  r e g i m e ,  . o r  t h e  c i t y ' s  l e g i t i m i s t  n e w s p a p e r s ,  

o r  t h e y  w e r e  l o c a l  a r t i s a n s  c a t e r i n g -  t o  a  w e a l t h ' y  a r i s t o c r a t i c  c l i e n t e l e .  

A r t i s a n s  c o n s t i t u t e d  5 8 %  o f - t h e  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  a c t i v i s t s ,  a n d  t h e , i r  o c c u p a -  

- t i o n a l  b a c k g r o u n d s  r e p r e s e n t e d  a  g r e a t  d i v e r s i t y  o f  t r a d e s .  No s i n g l e  ' .  

o c c u p a t i o n  d o m i n a t e d  t h e i r  r a n k s .  I i l c l u d e d  among t h e s e ' l e g i t i m i s t  a r t i s a n s  

w e r e  f i v e  b a k e r s ,  t h r e e  h a t m a k e r s ,  e i g h t  f u r n i t u r e  m a k e r s ,  t h r e e  t a i l o r s ,  



Table  I , . S o c i a l  C la s s  Composition of L e g i t i m i s t  P a r t y  M i l i t a n t s ,  1830-1870.' 

. . 
, .  ' l ~ e ~ i t i m i s t  p a r t y  I % of 1 L e g i t i m i s t  P a r t y  

. . 
T n a ~ e r c  . T o t a l  , A c t i v i s t s  

Ar i s toc racy  48 . , oar 2 3 
1 I 
.I .. 

I . . . Clergy. ' 

I . - 7 A I 13.0% 
: ~ . ~ o a l  'Professions I 8 

Note: P a r t y  a c t i v i s t s  inc lude ,  a l l  persons :  a ) c i t e d  i n  p o l i c e  r eco rds  a s  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  a c t i v i s t s ;  
b)who were members of l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  o rgan iza t ions ,  i n c l u d i n g  l ' l f f i l i a t i o n  Cathol ique  and i t s  
s e c r e t  counter - revolu t ionary  army; t h e  Socie'td de ~ d f e n s e  Mutuel le ;  and t h e  masonic lodge La Sagesse; 
C )  - . a r r e s t e d  o r  i d e n t i f i e d  by p o l i c e  a s  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  l e g i t i m i s t  c o l l e c t i v e  p o l i t i c a l  p r o t e s t s  

o r  f o r  l e g i t i m i s t  p o l i t i c a l  crimes. L e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  l e a d e r s  inc luded  those  s o  des igna t ed  i n  p o l i c e  
s u r v e i l l a n c e  r e p o r t s ,  t hose  ho ld ing  o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n s  i n  t h e  o rgan iza t ions  j u s t  l i s t e d ,  t h e  e d i t o r s  of 
1 + n p , ~ q ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s  as w e l l  (hasee =hose* t- run f o r  political o f f  ice as legitimist party candidates.  

-- -- - - -  
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t h r e e  h o u s e p a i n t e r s ,  f i v e  p l a s t e r e r s ,  a  macon ,  two u p h o l e s t r y  w o r k & r s ,  
. . 

a  w a t c h m a k e r ,  a j i ? w e l . l e r ,  two w i g  m a k e r s , .  a b o o k b i n d e i ,  a  m i l l e r ,  a  
. . . . 

s h b e m a k e r ,  a  m e t a l . c r a f t s m a n ,  a - l o c k s m i t h ,  a n d  a c a r r i a g e  w o r k e r .  
. . 

' ~ h e ' u r b a n  n o b i l i t y  r e t a i n e d  a n  i m a g e  o f  w o r k e r s  a s  s e r v a n t s  w h o  . 

.owed r e s p e c t  a n d  l , o y . a l t y  t 0 . t h e i . r  m a s t e r s .  .They  d e s i r e d  t o  g e n e r a l i z e  

. t h e i r  p a t e r n a l i s t i c  r e l a t i o n s h - i p s  w i t h  t h e  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s -  t h e y .  

e m p l o y e d  t o  t h e  w o r k i n g  c l a s s  a s  a  w 'ho le .  M o s t  - T o u l o u s a i n  w o r k e r s  w e r e  

n o t ,  h o w e v e r , ,  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s .  I n  1 8 3 0 ,  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s  c o m p r i s e d  

1 9 . 6 %  o f  t h e  c i t y l ' s  w o r k i n g  c l a s s  a n d . . b y  1 8 7 2 ,  t h e y . - c d n s t i t u t e d  o n l y  
, 

3  
1 2 . 1 % .  Wage l a b o r e r s  s o l d  t h e i r  l a b o r  p o w e r  o n  t h e  m a r k e t p l a c e  t o  

w h o e v e r  c o u l d  p a y  f o r  i t  a n d ,  u n l i k e  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s ,  u s u a l l y  h a d  n o  

l o n g - t e r m  c o n t r a c t u a l  o b l i g a t i o n s  t o  a n y  o n e  e m p l o y e r .  T h e i r  l a b o r  

p o w e r  w a s  a v a i l a b l e  a s  a  " f r e e "  c o m m o d i t y ,  r e a d i l y  m o b i l i z a b l e  f o r  

p r o d u c t i v e  t a s k s  a n d  r e a d i l y  d i s c a r d i b l e  d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  e c o n o m i c  

d o w n t u r n .  T h e i r  e m p l o y e r s  h a d  n o  o b l i g a t i o n s  t o  f e e d ,  c l o t h ,  o r  p r o p e r l y  

l o o k  a f t e r  t h e i r  w o r k e r s  a s  a r i s t o c r a t i c ~ e m p l o y e r s  d i d  f o r  t h e i r  d o m e s t i c  

s e r v a n t s .  I n  t h e  c a s e ' o f  d o m e s t i c  s e r v a n t s , .  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  o f  r o o m ,  b o a r d ,  

a n d  o t h e r  n o n - m o n e t a r y  r e w a r d s  p r o v i d e d  a s o c i a l  u n d e r p i n n i n g  t o  t h e  

e c o n o m i c  r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  w o r k e r s  a n d  e m p l o y e r s .  Where  s u c h  d i r e c t ,  

p e r s o n a l ,  n o n - m o n e t a r y  t i e s  o f  dep . e r idency  w e r e  a b s e n t ,  t h e  C h u r c h  

p r o v i d e d  t h e  s o c i a l  n e x u s  w h i c h  l i n k e d  w o r k e r s  t o  t h e  p a t r o n a g e ,  t h o u g h  

n o t  t h e  p e r s o n s ,  o f  t h e  u r b a n  a r i s t o c r a c y .  

T h e  Church '  r e - l i e d  h e a v i l y  u p o n  t h e  a ' r i s t o c r a c y  f o r  f i n a n c i a l  s u p p o r t .  
. . . . 

T h e  c l e r g y  i n  t u r n . s e r v e d  t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  by  p z o v i d i n g  a n  i n t e r m e d i a t e  

l i n k  b e t w e e n  w e a l t h y  a r i s t o c r a t i c  p a t r o n s ,  who t y p $ c a l l y  s p e n t  o n l y  t h r e e  

m o n t h s y  o f  e a c h  y e a r  a t  t h e i r  u r b a n  m a n s i o n s  i n  T o u l o u s e ,  a n d  t h e i r  

T o u l o u s a i n  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  c l i e n t e l e .  T h e  C a t h o l i c  C h u r c h  h i e r a r c h y  o f  

T o u l o u s e  r e t a i n e d  a  c l o s e  a s s o c i a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  c i t y ' s  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  

a n d  w i t h  l o c a l  l e g i t i m i s t  n o t a b l e s .  T o u l o u s a i n  l e g i t i m i s t s  made t h e  

c h u r c h  a c e n t e r  o f  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s ,  u s i n g  r e l i g i o u s  h o l i d a y s , .  



. . 

festfvais,. and processions' as an. oppor.tunity to' public.1~ d.isplay th'eir. .:. 

- .political sentiments.. Clerical control of. the city's educational and.. 

charitable institutions ensured th'at they retained strbng royalist as . 

wel1,as religious connections. ,Num&rsu-s religious confraternities, 

mutual b.ene'fLt societies, and patron saint festivals linked Toulousain 

.workers to both religion and royali.sm. - ~ o n f r ~ t e r n i t i e s ( c o n f r 6 r i e s )  

of local artisans cdmbined religious devotion with trade solidarities 

and obligations o f  mutual- aid to fellow tradesmen. 1.n 1812, there 

were over 45 such confraternities in.Toulouse, severa-lo£--which were. 

presided. over by well-known legitimist nptables. It was t h e  ar.tisans 
. . 

of Toulouse, not the city's unskilled laborers, who formed the working- 

class base for popular royalism. These artisans were dependent upon 

charity during periods of economic crisis, and it was the charitable 

activities of the religious confraternities and mutual benefit societies 

which linked them in a formally organized manner to the local royalist 

.. movement. When bread prices rose sharply or a long hard wint'er prolonged 
. . 

the annual period of seasonal unemployment, artisans as well as . unskilled . 

workers were forced to'turn to charity to feed themselves and their familie 

In August of 1831, the prefect reported that the city's most import- 

ant legitimist associations, including the ultra-royalist ~ffiliation 

Catholique and the legitimist masonic lodge La Sagesse, had organized 

"political bread distributions". (A.D.:4M49,50) During this period, 

bread constituted an estimated 50% of an average Toulousain workers' 

total budget and 65% to 70% of a workers' food expenses. (A.N. : ~ ~ ~ ' 3 8 9 )  

Each member of the.gffiliation ~&h_qli-qye!s secret army of akgitimist 

workers received eight livres of bread per week every winter for t.heir 

services. (A.D.:4M50) These payments, coming at a time of year when 

seasonal unemployment deprived many workers of their subsistence level 

incomes, were no small renumeration. 



. .  . 
. . . . p a t n o n a g e  i n v b l v e d  a  n o n - c o n t r a c t u a l  e x h h a n g e  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  b u t  i t  

was  n o t  s i m p i y  a  m a t t e r  o f  e c o n o m i c  r a t i o n a l i t y .  The  s y s t e m  had s t r o n g  

. . m o r a l  unde.rpilit inings' ,  a n d  was b a s e d  upon  t r a d i t i b n a l  c o n c e p t i o n s  o f  
. . 

' j u s t i t e .    here w e r e  c e r t a i n  m i n i m a l  r e q u i r e m e n t s  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  e x p e c t e d  '. 

o f . p a t r o n s  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  B o r a l  economy o f  p a t r o n a g e ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  
. . . , 

' . . o b l i g a t i o n  t o  e n s u r e  s u b s i s t e n c e  d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  e c o n o m i c  c r i s i s .  I t  

was  d u r i . n g  t i m e s  o f  e c o n o m i c  and' p o l i t i c a l  c r i s i s  t h a t  t h e  o b l i g a t i o n s  

a n d  p a y o f f s  o f  p a t r o n a g e  r e l a t i o n s  became  c l a r i f i e d ,  ' t h a t  p r e v i o u s  

d e c l a r . a t i o n s  o f  l o y a l t y  w e r e  p u t  t o  t h e  . t e s t , .  a n d  t h a t  e x p e c t a t , i o n s -  w e r e  

v a l i d a t e d  o r  b e t r a y e d  by e x p e r i e n c e .  . T h e  e c o n o m i c  c r i s e s  o f . 1 8 2 8 - 1 8 3 2  

a n d  o f  1 8 4 4 - 1 8 4 3  t h u s  p r o v i d e  i m p o r t a n t  p o i n t s  o f  r e f e r e n c e  f o r  a  s t u d y  

o f  c h a n g e s  i n  o n e  o f  t h e  i m p o r t a n t  t i e s  o f  p a t r o n a g e ,  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  

o f  c h a r i t y .  
. . 

p here i s  some e v i d e n c e  t h . a t .  d u r i n g  t h e  e c o n o m i c  c r i s i s  o f  1828-1832 ,  

~ o u l o u s a i n  l e g i t i m i s t  n o t a b l e s ,  a f t e r  t h i r t e e n  y e a r s  o f  r e l a t i v e l y  un- 

. c h a l l e n g e d  p o l i t i c a l  d o m i n a t i o n ,  w e r e  somewhat  r e l u c t a n t  t o  m e e t  . t h e  

. . o b l i g ~ t i o n s  a n d  r e s p o n s i b i l . i t i e s  imp-osed bpon them by t h e  m o r a l .  economy,  

o f  p a t r o n a g e .  I n  March o f  1 8 2 9 ,  t h e  u l t r a - r o y a l i s t  a b b e  B e r g e r  f a i l e d  

i n  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  r a i s e  s u b s c r i p t i o n s  o f  500 f r a n c s  f r o m  o n e  h u n d r e d  o f  

t h e  c i t y ' s  w e a l t h y  n o t a b l e s  t o  p r o v i d e  i n t e r e s t - f r e e  l o a n s  t o  t h e  c i t y ' s  

a r t i ~ a n s . ~ .  D e s p i t e  t h e  l a c k  o f  s u p p o r t  b y  t h e  l o c a l  n o b i l i t y  f o r  t h i s  

p a r t i c u l a r  e f f o r t  t o  a l l e v i a t e  s u f f e r i n g  among t h e  c i t y ' s  w o r k i n g  c l a s s ,  

e x a m p l e s  o f  w e l l - o r g a n i z e d  l e g i t i m i s t  c h a r i t a b l e  a c t i v i t i e s  we. re  n o t  

. a b s e n t .  A s  w e  h a d e  a l r e a d y  n o t e d ,  s e v e r a l  l e g i t i m i s t  . p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  

r a n  b r e a d  c o u p o n  b r o g r a m s  o f  p r i v a t e  c h a r i t y  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d .  By t h e  

t i m e  o f  t h e  e c o n o m i c  c r i s i s  o f  1 8 4 4 - 1 8 4 7 ,  h o w e v e r ,  e v i d e n c e  o f  s u c h  

o r g a n i z e d  l e g i t i m i s t  p r i v a t e  c h a r i t a b l e  a c t i v i t y  i s  s c a n t .  D u r i n g  t h i s  

- c r i s & s  p e r i o d ,  t h e  b u l k  o f  c h a r i t a b l e  a c t i v i t y  was  c a r r i e d  o u t  by t h e  

g o v e r n m e n t ,  n o t  t h e  C h u r c h  o r  t h e  L e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y .  The  p r i v , a t e  c h a r i t a b l e  

a c t i v i t i e s  o f  T o u l o u s e ' s  a r i s t o c r a c y  a n d  c l e r g y  were i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  



. . - .  

d e a l  w'ith t h e  t h r e a t  of famine which faced  t h e  c i t y ' s '  working c l a s s .  .In January . 

. . 

. of  i847., i n  o r d e r  t o  p reven t  widespread famine, t h e  l o c a l  government organized a  
. . . . 

bread  d i s t r i b u t i o n  program which provided food t o  14,000 of t h e  c i t y '  s workers 

and ~ p e n e d  up c h a r i t y  worksh6ps f o r  t h e  unemployed. The p a t r o n - c l i e q t  system of 

dependencies  f a i l e d  t d  meet i t ?  moral o b l i g a t i o n s  t o  ensu re  t h e  s u b s i s t e n c e  of t h e  
. . 

c i t y ' s  working c l a s s .  The p r o v i s i o n  of  c h a r i t y  was n o t ,  however, t h e  s o l e  t i e  

between a r i s t o c r a t i c  p a t r o n s . a n d  t h e i r  working-class  c l i e n t e l e .  A r i s t o c r a t i c  and 

c l e r i c a l  p a t r o n s  were becoming both i ncapab le  and u n w i l l i n g  t o  meet o t h e r  important  

pa t ronage  o b l i g a t i o n s  a s  w e l l ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  of j obs ,  p r o t e c t i o n ,  and 

l e a d e r s h i p .  T h e i r  working-class  c l i e n t e l e ,  i n  t u r n ;  i n c r e a s i n g l y  r e j e c t e d  t h e  

benevolent  p a t e r n a l i s m  of  pa t ronage  aid r e fused  t o  p rov ide  t h e  de fe rence  ,' compliance, 

and p o l i t i c a l  suppor t  demanded of them. Both t h e  p a t r o n - c l i e n t  system of dependencies 

and t h e  working-class  roya l i sm which i t  s u s t a i n e d  were i n  d e c l i n e .  

. . . . Three major  f a c t o r s  account  f o r  t h e  d e c l i n e  o f  l e g i t i m i s t  p a t r o n - c l i e n t  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and of working-class  roya l i sm i n  Toulouse: 1 )  changes i n  t h e  d i s -  

t r i b u t i o n  of  wea l th  which accompanied t h e  emergence o f  a n  u rban - indus t r i a l  c l a s s  

s t r u c t u r e  based on c o n t r o l  ove r  c a p i t a l  and l a b o r  r a t h e r  than  l a n d ;  2)  t he  growth 

of  c l a s s  s o l i d a r i t i e s  and consc iousness  among Toulousa in  workers  and t h e  t h r e a t  

posed t o  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  and p u b l i c  o r d e r  by t h e  ensu ing  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e s ;  and 

3)  t h e  emergence o f  working-class c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  which was f a c i l i t a t e d  by the  

c h a r a c t e r  of  a  changed urban s e t t i n g .  

The Redis t t i b u t i o n  o f  Wealth 

The long-term economic t r ans fo rma t ion  which marked t h e  p e r i o d  from 1830 t o  

1872 e f f e c t i v e l y  undermined what was once a  dominant f e a t u r e  of Toulousain p o l i t i c a l  

l i f e  by a l t e r i n g  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of wea l th  among s o c i a l  c l a s s e s .  L e g i t i m i s t  

p a t r o n - c l i e n t  networks dec l ined  a t  t h e  same t i m e  t h a t  t h e  urban a r i s t o c r a c y  wi tnessed  

1 .  a d e c l i n e  i n  t h e i r  s h a r e  o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  wea l th .  The m a t e r i a l  r e sou rces  which kep t  

l e g i t i m i s t  p a t r o n - c l i e n t  l i n k s  a c t i v e  were s lowly  be ing  redistributed i n t o  the  hands 

af t h e  c i t y ' s  commercial and i n d u s t r i a l  bou rgeo i s i e .  Th i s  r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  r e sou rces ,  

a l o n g s i d e  t h e  growing importance of l i q u & a s  opposed t o  landed c a p i t a l ,  was p a r t  of 



. .  . , a g e n e r a l  economic t r ans fo rma t ion  t ak ing  p l a c e  throughout  France. 

. . 
. J e a n  s e n t q u t s  s.tudy of  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry  Toulousain i n h e r i t a n c e  records  

d i s cove red  a  deCline i n  t h e  p ropor t i on  o f  landed c a p i t a l  a s s e t 5  i n  f avo r  

, of  l i q u i d  c a p i t a l  du r ing  the  course  of  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tury .  ~ h e s e  r eco rds  a l s o .  

. . r evea l ed  t h e  g radua l  d e c l i n e  of t h e  o l d  landed  weal th  b f  t h e  n o b i l i t y  and t h e  r i s i n g  

commercial., i n d u s t r i a l ,  and f i n a n c i a l  wea l th  of.bourgeois~;merchants, bankers ,  . 

i n d u s t r i a l i s t s ,  a n d  government o f f i c i a l s .  The r e p o r t s  of o f f  i c i d l s  

c o r r o b o r a t e  t h e  . p i ~ t u r e  pa in t ed  by t h e s e  i n h e r i t a n c e  r eco rd  s t a t i s t i c s .  The sub- 

p r e f e c t  of  Muret r epo r t ed  t h e  fo i lowing  o b s e r v a t i o n s  t o  h i s  s u p e r i o r  i n  Toulouse i n  
. . 

- ~ p r i l  o f  1866: "The economic and s o c i a l  condi ' t ion of t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  ' a r i s ' tocracy  has  

, d r a s t i c a l l y  changed dur ing  the  p a s t  yea r s .  The growth and'.movement o f .  p u b l i c  weal th  

and g e n e r a l  economic growth have l e a d  t o  a  d i s r u p t i o n  of t h e  p o s i t i o n  of c e r t a i n  

f a m i l i e s .  Those who were a t  t h e  summit o f  t h e  s o c i a l  h i e r a r c h y  a r e  now a t  t h e  bottom; 

. . 
. . we have o f t e n  s een  t h e  a t t o r n e y s  and b u s i n e s s  a g e n t s  of c e r t a i n  impor tan t  landowners, 

. . 

become t h e  owners of  e s t a t e s  on which t h e i r  f a t h e r s  waxed f l o o r s . . . . I n  t h e  l a s t  t e n  

y e a r s  I ' v e  w i tnes sed  t h e  c o l l a p s e  o f  a l l  t h e  g r e a t  landowning f o r t u n e s ,  a l l  of t h e  

g r e a t  names! Not one p i e c e  of  l a n d  of  any importance i n  t h e  a r e a  surrounding Toulouse 

belongs today t o  t h e  family t h a t  had owned i t  f o r  t h e  p a s t  t h r e e  hundred yea r s !  Is . 

i t  no  wonder t h a t  t h e  Uives and daughters  of t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  no longer  f i l l  t h e  t h e a t e r s ,  

b a l l s ,  and o f f i c i a l - s o i r e e s  o f  t h e  p r e f e c t  and gene ra l ?  They have f a l l e n  back upon 

r e l i g i o n  and leg i t imism;  b u t  t h e s e  a r e  merely e a s y ? p r e t e x t s  which h i d e  t h e  r e a l  cause 

of  t h e i r  t r o u b l e s ,  t h e  on ly  cause,  which i s  t h a t  t hey  can no longe r  cornpet& w i t h  t h e  

i n d u s t r i a l i s t s , ,  bankers ,  merchants,  and s t a t e  o f f i c i a l s  whose wea l th  is  c rush ing  them." 

(A.D. :4M ) . . 
. . 

A f t e r  1830, n o t  o n l y  d i d  t h e  Toulousain n o b i l i t y  w i t n e s s . a  d e c l i n e  i n  t h e  

p r i v a t e  r e s o u r c e s  a t  t h e i r  d i s p o s a l ,  they  a l s o  l o s t  p o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l  over  a  v a s t  

.' amount of  p u b l i c  r e sou rces  c o n t r o l l e d  by t h e  government. The widespread purge of  

o f f i c e  h o l d e r s  which fol ldwed t h e  ~ e v o l u t i b n  o f  1830 depr ived  many devoted l e g i t i m i s t s  

o f  t h e i r  j obs  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e i r  i n f luence .  The e n t i r e  p r e f e c t o r a l  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  a l l  

t h e  sub -p re fec t s  o f  t h e  department ,  and t h e  depa r tmen ta l  g e n e r a l  counci l .was  e n t i r e l y  

rep laced .  I n  t h e  department,  412 new mayors were appoin ted  along wi th  358 new 

deputy mayors. There w a s  a l s o  a thorough purge of a l l  t hose  employed . I . - .  . < 



. . 

by. government agencies, including. the tax bureau, the. bureau of weights and measures ,. ' . 
. . . . 

. . .  : 
the 'customs bureau ,- the'.police, and the judiciary.. (A.D. :4M49) . , 

. . 

.. . The shift in the distribution of. both private 'and public resources. from the 
. . 

aristocracy' to the bourgeoisie did not simply mean that bourgeois patrons created 

or took control df patron-client relations to serve t'heir own .pofitical~'interests. . 
- 

. . . . 

Impersonal. wage labor reli tions between workers and their employers. contrasted . . 

sharply with' the personal character o f  patron-client relationships. These social 

relationships did not resemb1e.the paternalis.tfc, non-contractual social relationships 
. . 

of .traditional patronage. The bourgebikie had no power£ ul institution possessing 

strong moral authority to link workers to bourgeois class interests through the 

maintenance 0.f a popular cultural tradition productive of vertically; -integrated 

solidarities. The Church hadonce played just such a role for the city's aristocracy. 

The ideology of laissez-faire provided bourgeois employers and the bourgeois monarchy 

of. louis-phi1ippe with a justification for the abdication of responsibilities 

toward the working class. Certain Toulousain bourgeois, mainly members of the 

liberal professions, did attempt to become patrons and political leaders of 

working-class organizations; but their efforts were by and large unsuccessful. 

By 1848; ~oulousain workers yere rejecting bourgeois political leadership and 

forbidding bourgeois sympathizers from attending their political rallies. Economic 

changes slowly undermined the existing system of dependencies and fostered the 

growth of working-class consciousness. 

The economic and social decline of the landed nobility did not lead to the 

disappearance of political patronage. It did result in the increasing substitution 

of personalized private patronage by bureaucratized public patronage. Government 
. , 

bureaucrats, elected officials, and political party administrators slowly replaced 

local aristocratic and clerical notables as patrons. The private patronage ties of 

the city's legitimist notables resembled what anthropologists generally regard as 

. patronage, informal personalized exchange relationships between persons in different 

class positions. The public patronage of Orleaniat and Napoleonic officials resembled 

what politikal scientists generally refer to as patronage, a formal system of political 



. . 

authority in which party leaders distribute public resources or special favors .' 
. . 

' -  6 a .  
. in ritJrn for electoral. support and loyalties, . . . . . . 

During the second Empire, the growth of central state power and the increasi&jiy 

important role of the state in economic development lead to a tremendous increase in 

public resourcgs, in jobs and money, administered and controlled by the central state , 

and by Napoleonic political officials. These resources were used to build up 

party patronage and win elections. The patronage politics of the Imperial regime 

did not,. however, establish networks of personal dependencies nor did it create a 

loyal following in the local community. It served only to win votes for a nationally 
. . . . 

organized and central state directed political party. .The public patronage of the ; ' 

imperial regime was incapable of generating the sentiments of -loyalty and respect 

-that the private personalized patronage of the urban aristocracy .onbe commanded. 

. '  Toulousain workers no'longer. welcomed being saved from starvation by the charity 

. of a benign patron and they no longer accepted charity withgratitude and'deference. 

During the .difficult winter of 1867-68, the city government allocated 102,000 francs 

for a. bread' distribution program to aid needy workers. The Procureur ~e'n6ral reported 
. . . . 

the following reception by those workers who were. the ben6ficiaries of the program: 

"It is distressing to note that those aided are not very grateful; they have been 

so strongly convinced of theirrights that they accept what we give -them as partial. 
. . 

3 0 and incomplete restitution and, in a way, as a settling of accounts." (A.N. ;BB 390) 

The following summer, the city witnessed the largest strike wave that Toulouse had 

ever seen. The benevolent of patronage had already given.way to the 

. militant solidarities of social class. - .  

Class Struggles, Social Control, and Public Order 

Patronage was a means of social control as well as a basis of political power. 

When the vertical loyalties of patronage were unable to maintain social control, the 

harsh sanctions of the legal system remained to deal with those who dared to take by 

force what others had learned to accept with obsequious gratitude. The group of 

workers with whom the aristocracy came into contact most frequently were domestic 

(12) 



servants. The harsh .legal repression these workers faced if they dared to betray 

their.loyalty by .stealing from their.masters is documented: by the severity. of 

convictions imposed by the courts. Throughout the 18301s, domestic Bervants in 

Toulouse were convicted to several years imprisonment for .stealing silverware ot 

linen.. Many Toulousain workers received jail sentences for~collectively demanding 

a decent wage which might obviate the necessity of charity. Throughout this period, 

the theft- of fbod. remained a widespread crime for which many Toul.ousainirnen and women 

spent'time behind bars. , The alternative to the benevolent paternalism of patronage 

was social control.through reliance upon the legal repression of- a harsh penal code, 

, designed to protect the propertied from the propertyless. The patronage system- of 

authority and dominance, ,based.upon the supposedly shared moral and religious values 
. . . . 

of patrons and 'clients alike, was quite deceptive on the surface.. . The . threat of 

: legal violence, though usually quite remote, underlay a seemingly.peacefu1 relation- 
. .  . 

. -ship of 'charity, benevolence, and gratitude.. 

The response of legitimist notables to the political crisis of 1848 demonstrated 

that when the benevolent .paternalism.of patronage could no longer ensure public order, 

repression and legal violence were the chosen alternative. 1848 witnessed the mass' 

political mobilization of Toulousain workers following 'the February Revolution, and 

in April of 1848, a crowd of Toulousain w0rkers:demanding arms assaulted the Prefecture. 

The fears of legitimist notables, following the bloody June, 1848 uprising of Parisian 

workers, were summed up by the city's highest ranking judicial official, the 

Procureur ~6ndral: "The insurrection which has just been defeated is not. the work of 

a political party that is trying to replace one form of government with another, that 

also accepts as its basis the eternal laws of society: private property and the family. 
i ~ The war which has just erupted, it is painful to confess, is a war of one class of 

society. against another. It is a desperate efgort to transfer, by means of violence, 

-property, wealth, and riches." (A.N.:C931) The paternalistic ethic of legitimist 

political ideology did:not withstand the new social and political realities, highlighted 

by the class struggles of 1848. As patron-client relationships gave way to the 

. . solidarities and conflicts of social class, .legitimist party leaders, in the wake of 

(13) 
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. . . . .  

the class warfare of June, joined. forces with t.heir former ~rleanist enemies in a 
. . . : 

conserv~tive coalition, kn6wn as the "party of order"., to meet the threat . ' 

. . 

from the working .class. ' ' . . . . .  . .  . . . 
. . . . 

In the local elections of March, 1849, the conservative coalition's electoral 

slate, entitled "the Friends of Order", won a narrow victory, garnering'10 ,000 votes 
. . 

to slightly over 9,000 for the Republican candidates. The Procureur ~CnBral, worried . 

. . 

about the poiariz&d political atmosphere which prevailed, commented on the slim and 
. . 

unstable conservative majo'rity. . Noting. that ,a-shif t of only several hundred votes 
. . 

could. have meant. a different outcome, he estimated that .2,000 persons 'voted under 

administrative pressure and probably would have voted differently had public. 

patronage.been under the control of a different administration.. In addition, he 
. . 

.added, there were .many who., " t d  please th-eir masters or to their, creditors, 

3 0 voted against their traditional friends." (A.N.:BB 365) In other words, the narrow 

conservative victory was based upon an unstable political foundation, the continuation 

of existing patronage dependencies,. Class struggles, and the aspirations and fears 

6b 
they generated, transformed political coalitions and political relationships in Toulouse. 

. The ernergence,oand collective expression, of political solidarities based upon social 

class was related to the way in which urban population growth helped to transform 

working-class social- and political organization. 

Urban Growth and Working-Class Counter-Institutions 

The population of the city of Toulouse increased from 59,630 in 1831 to 

112,000 in 1872. All of this increase was due to urban.migration, not to. any 

natural increase of the populatfon. During the period from 1821 to 1851, Toulouse 

grew faster than any other city in France. It had a growth rate of 79%, compared 

t o  77% for Marseille and 59% for Paris. During the years from 1836 to 1871, 

over 58,000 migrants arrived and settled in the city. By 1872, only 38% of those 

living in Toulouse had been born in the city. 32% had been born in the surrounding 

rural area of the daute Garonne, 17% in the six neighboring departments, 8% else- 

where in France, and 5% outside of France. (A.M.:Recensement de 1872) Urban growth 
. . - . . ... . -, +*!... , , . . . . .- . . 
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transformed the social, as well as the.physica1, structure of the city.. . .  

. . . In 1830, a majority oi the city's populatibn (61%) livedin the small inner- . .  . 

city area on the right bank of the Ga-ronne river which had until just recently -been 

. surrounded by large medieval walls. (See map on. page 16 )- Thirty-nine percent of 

the city's population lived either across the river on 'the left bank of the Garonne, 

mainly in the working-class faubourg of St. Cyprien, or on the right bank outside 

the boundarfes of the old. city walls, primarily in the faubourgs St.. Michel, 

st. Etienne, ~ ' t  .' Aubin, ~atabiau, and ' ~ e  Busca. (See Table I1 on page I? ) Beyond 

these faubourgs, which bordered- the inner city area, lied a rural area which in 

many ways resembled a hinterland to the center city area. Industrial, commercial, 

administrative, and political activities were concentrated on the right bank of the 

river, within the densely populated area once. encircled by the walls. Wealth and ' . 

.power were also heavily concentrated in this area. . It.was here.that the city's 

elite resided,.and this was also where the centers of politi-cal power, the city 

.hall and the Prefecture;were located. ' . 

The dismanteling'of the massive city walls, fifteen meters high'and two meters 
. . 

wide, didn't begin until 1829, and the job took several years to complete. The 

physical destruction of the old walls did not destroy the social boundaries that 

marked off the city. During the 18601s, massive public works projects were in- 

augurated to transform the land on which the walls once stood into Toulouse's first 

boulevards. These newly constructed wide boulevards contrasted sharply with the 

narrow cobblestone streets which wound about the inner city. By this time, a 

majority of the city's population (62%) lived' outside the boundaries of the new 

boulevards, although economic and political power remained concentrated within. 

In addition to the rapidly growing older working-class faubourgs just outside the 

the.boulevards, new working-class neighborhoods, including Bonnefoi, Minimes, 

Guillemery, Cote Pave, and Pont des Demoiselles, had ariden across the canal 

11 and beyond the boundaries of the octroi line.* The new boulevards separated , 

hegvily working-class areas, such as the older faubourgs of St. Michel, St. Etienne, 

S t .  Aubin, and Matabiau, from wealthy inner-city neighborhoods, such as St. Sernin, 
(15) 
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St.Et i .anne,  Dalbade, and Cap i to l e ,  where a  m a j o r i t y  of  t h e  c i t y ' s  bourgeois  a n d .  

a r i s t o c r a t i c .  e l i t e  r e s i d e d  i n  r e l a t i v e  comfort and luxury.  A siz.able.number of ' 

. . 

. workers ,  compris ing 41'. 3% ' o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  w o r k h i - c l a s s  popu la t i on ,  s t i l l  r e s i d e d  . . .  . 

w i t h i n  t h e .  i n n e r  c i t y  a rea .  Th i s  working-class  popula t ion  included a  l a r g e  'number. 

of  semi- and u n s k i l l e d  .manual s e r v i c e  workers(30.4%),  mainly domest ic  s e r v a n t s ,  

a s  w e l l  a s  a  l a r g e  p ropor t i on  of non-manual l a b o r e r s  engaged i n  c l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  

. jobs  (15.9%). A r t i s a n s  cons ' t i t u t ed  33.4% o f  t h e  i n n e r  =ity ' s working-class  popu la t i on ,  

w h i l e  semi- and unskil1e.d i n d u s t r i a l  workers accounted f o r  20%. The composition 

of  t h e  working-class  popula t ion  of t h e  faubourgs d i f f e r e d  from, t h a t  of t h e  inner -  
. . 

c i t y  neighborhoods, i n  t h a t  i t  conta ined  a  . s m a l l e r  proporti6n::of. both non-manual 

l a b o r e r s  (11.. 9%) and of manual s e r v i c e  workers( l3 .9%] i s  w e l l  a s  a  l a r g e r  prof ior t ion  

o f . h i g h l y  s k i l l e d  ar t isans(39 ' .7%) and semi-:!and u n s k i l l e d  i n d u s t r i a l  workers(34.3%).  
. . 

I n  o t h e r  words, t h e  working-class popu la t i on  o f  t h e  faubourgs was composed of a  l a r g e r  

p r o p o r t i o n  of wage . l a b o r e r s  whose ' r e l a t i o n s h i p s  wilth employers .were r e l a t i v e l y  devoid 

o f  t h e  benevolen t  pa t e rna l i sm which c h a r a c t e r i z e d  p a t r o n - c l i e n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  1t 

was n o t  s imply urban growth, b u t  r a t h e r  urban growth i f t h e  con tex t  of e a r l y  i n d u s t r i a l  

c a p i t a l i s m ,  t h a t  f a c i l i t a t e d  t h e  t r ans fo rma t ion  of working-class p o l i t i c a l  s o l i d a r i t i e s .  

Workers s e t t l i n g  i n  t h e  newly i n h a b i t e d  Eaubourgs, by and l a r g e ,  worked f o r  bourgeois  

employers i n  an  i n c r e a s i n g l y  impersona l ized  and a l i e n a t i n g  work<se t t i ng ,  producing 

goods f o r  a  n a t i o n a l  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  market.  T h e i r  c e n t e r - c i t y  c o u n t e r p a r t s - i n c l u d e d  

a l a r g e r  p r o p o r t i o n  of workers engaged a s  domest ic  s e r v a n t s  and employees c a t e r i n g  t o  

t h e  needs  of  a  sma l l  c l i e n t e l e  o f  weal thy a r i s t o c r a t s .  

The .geographic  concen t r a t i on  of working-class roya l i sm i n t o  s e v e r a l  i nne r - c i t y  

neighborhoods of  Toulouse was e v i d e n t  du r ing  t h e  r e i g h  of Napoleon I. David Higg 's  

s t u d y  o f  popular .  roya l i sm i n  Toulouse du r ing  the F i r s t  Empdre revea led  tha.t "lower 

c l a s s  r o y a l i s t s  were drawn mainly from t h e  c e n t r a l  d i s t r i c t s  of t h e  c i t y ,  t he  s e c t i o n s  
. . 

which had been the ,mos t  a f f l u e n t ,  w i t h  nob le  r e s i d e n t s  p rov id ing  employment ... 11 1 0  

P o l i c e  and j u d i c i a l  d o s s i e r s  on r o y a l i s t  p o l i t i c a l  m i l i t a n t s  f o r  t h e  pe r iod  from 1830 

t o  1870, a s  w e l l  a s  membership r eco rds  of  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  f o r  t he  

'same p e r i o d ,  r e v e a l  a  s i m i l a r  geographic  p a t t e r n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  



- .  . . 
. solidarities. (See Table I11 on page20) During the July Monarchy,. 98 of the 214 

. (45.8%1 persons cited in police -records as roya1is.t political militants .had their 

addres.ses listed. 87% of them resided in the neighborhoods of the:inner city area, 

and the party's leadership was entirely from the inner-city quarters of St. Etienne, 
' 

Dalbade, and Capttole. Police records for the Second Republic and Second Empire, 

though listing .addresses' in only 19.2% of the cases, reveal a simila'r pat tern of 

geographic concentration. Although a majority ofthe city's population 1ive.d out- 

'side the inner-city area by 1872, very few royalist militants were drawn from the 
. . 

rapidly growing faubourgs. 

Membership recqrds of legitimist political organizatibns a'lso 'confirm the 

spatial pat tern of legitimist political .-solidarities suggested by police records. 

The entire leadership of the Affiliation Catholique's high council (Grand ~rieur&), 

with the exception of the baker Bilas, was composed of wealthy aristocratic~notables, 
. . 

all of whom lived in the inner-city neighborhoods of St. Etienne, Dalbade, and Capitole.. 
. . 

. . The membership list of the legitimist charitable society St. Vincent de Paul reveals 

a similar geographic pattern. The six members who listed their occupations as 

property owners (proprietaires), in all liklihood'members of the urban aristocracy, - -. 

all lived in the- inner-city neighborhoods of St. Etienne and Dalbade. Most of 

the organization's membership was drawn from these two neighborhoods. Twenty-three 

members lived in the St. Etienne neighborhood and twenty in the Dalbade neighborhood. 

All but two of the members, a doctor and a merchant, both of whom lived in the faubourg 

St. Cvp~ien, resided in one of the seven neighborhoods of the right bank inner-city 

area. (A.M.: 247) The older inner-city area remained the stronghold of a declining 

legitimist movement, while popular royalism simply failed to take root in the 

expanding working-class faubourgs. The social and political institutions of these 

faubourgs were not based upo'n patronage relationships with the urban aristocracy or 

clergy, nor were they tied to the old organizations and social networks of the Church. 

The politically royalist, patronage-based institutions in the center of the city 

were incapable of integrating the growing number of workers arriving in Toulouse. 

A t  the same time, new counter-institutions.were slowly.-emerging and becoming firmly 

' , (19) . 

I 



. . 

'3 
. I - - d - - -  -- 

S t .  Sernin  -.-- -- -.-.-!L-, 
Arsenal -.-.- -0-. . 
St'. Georze . --- 
Dolbaue ----- 
S t  :Kt ienntt ---- 
Center C i t y  18 . 67 
TOTAL . _ _  - _ - . - -  - 

. . 
St .&r i en - - 0 . - 5 .  - 
h i d o ~ ~ s , i r r s  0 - -- -.- -- 
St.Pierr-e- -Q . . -- 

----O-- ---. - - 0 -- ' 

St . A ~ t i l i  - --. 
Fbp,. St .Lt ienne 0 
Leliusca -- 
St .l.Iichel 
Minirr~es . ---- 
Bonnef'oi. -- - n--. 

- -  

TOTAL 

I 

Montaudran 

St .Simon -- 
- _ - - -  -- 
Suburbs 
TOTAL -- 

9C: 100;; 
CITY -TOTAL - -  
1.11SSIliG UAri'A c 0 
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. . e s t ; ~ b l i s I i e d  i n  t h e  r a p i d l y  r,rol.r.ing P a u l ~ o u r g s .  Migrim ts s e  t t l i u g  i n  ' r o t ~ l o u s c '  s . 

f a u b o u r g s  were- . n o t  r o o t  l e s s  qnd anomic ; t b e y  c r c a  t e i  t h e i r  own new s o c i a l  ne tworks  

and ~ r g a n i ~ a t i o n s ,  i n d e p e n d e n t  of  c l e r i c a l  and a r i s t - o c r a t i c  domiqa t ion  And f r e e d  

f  rom.'t.hc g r i p  of i n s t i  t u t i o n s  wliictl r e i n f  orcccl t r n d i  t i o t ~ a l  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  

v a l u e s .  S t a n d a r d s  oE b e h a v i o r  were n o t  a b s e n t ,  as b o u r g e o i s  m o r a l i s t s  bemoaning 

t h e  d e c l i n e  o f  workinf;-class.  d o c i l i t y  o r  C a t l ~ o l i c  c l e r i c s  lnmcnt ing  tlic d e c h r i s t -  

i a n i z a t i o n  of  t h e  working c l a s s  would have  u s  b e l i e v e ;  tliey w e r e ' d i f f e r e n t .  A new 

b r e e d  o f  u r b a n  w o r k e r s ,  no  l o n g e r  dependen t  upon t h e  c l e r g y  o r  n o b i l i t y  f o r  employ- 

ment ,  .was  f l o o d i n g  - i n t o .  what y e r e  once t tre o u t s k i r t s .  of  t h e  c i t y .  . The. powerful  

bonds  o f  - p a t r o n a g e  which t i e d  c e n t e r  c i t y  w o r k e r s  i n t o  ne tworks  of  l o y a l t i e s  t o  

t h e  Church and l e g i t i m i s t  n o t a b l e s ,  and p r q v i d e d  t h e ' f o u n d a t i o n  f o r  work ing-c lass  

r o y a l i s m ,  d i d  n o t  t a k e  root- '  i n  t h e s e  a r e a s  o f  t h e  c i t y .  IJorkers  s e t t l i n g  i n  t h e  

f a u b o u r g s  l i v e d  beyond t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  o f  wor ld  where  t ies  df p e r s o n a l  dependence 
. . 

l a r g e l y  ' de te rmined  p o l i t i c a l  b e h a v i o r .  Rapid u rban  g r o h t h  l le lped t o  c r e a t e  a  new 

u r b a n  s e t  t i n g  i n  which o l d e r  forms of  p e r s o n a l  o b l i g a t i o n . .  and .dependency no. l o n g e r  
. . 

dominated w o r k i n g - c l a s s  p o l i t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  Worlcing-class m i g r a n t s  c r e a t e d  

new c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and became erneshed i n  new s o c i a l '  ne tworks ,  which deve loped  

r e l a t i v e l y  autonomously  of t h e  o l d  s o c i a l  f o r c e s  and i n f l u e n c e s .  

The growth o f  c l a s s  and p o l i t i c a l  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  among T o u l o u s a i n  workers  

i n v o l v e d  t h e  s low emergence o f  autonomous w o r k i n g - c l a s s  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  

c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s .  These  c o u n t e r - i n s  t i t u t i o n s  emerged i n  d i r e c t  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  

w i t h  t r a d i t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t ' i o n s  d e d i c a t e d  t o  t h e  e x t e n s i o n  of t h e  h i e r a r c h i c a l  s o c i a l  

r e l a t i o n s  of t h e  workp lace  i n t o  t h e  e v e r y d a y  i n t e r a c t i o n s  of  s o c i a l  l i f e .  Working- 

c l a s s  c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s  m o b i l i z e d  w o r k e r s  a g a i n s t  t r a d i t i o n a l  v e r t i c a l  p a t r o n -  

c l i e n t  s t r u c t u r e s  of  d e p e n d e ~ ~ c y  and challenged tl ie c u l t u r a l  hegemony of t h c  r u l i n g  

c l a s s .  E l i t e  dominated i n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  and s o c i a l  c o n t r o l ,  s u c h  as  

t h e  s c h o o l s  and t h e  Church,  r ep roduced  and r e i n f o r c e d  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  s o c i a l  

r e l a  t i o n s h i p s  oE h i c r a r c l l y  , domitlancc, and s u b o r d i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  workplace: Horlting- 

class c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  neigllborhood c a f e s  and t a v e r n s ,  mutual  b e n e f i t  

s o c i e t i e s ,  and t r a d e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  p rov ided  a r e a s  oE r e s p i t e  Prom t l ~ c  s t r u g g l e  f o r  



. . .  
I . s u r v i v a l  a s  w e l l  a s  . .  e n c l a v e s  . o f  ' r e s i s t a n c e  t o .  ti;e . subo . rd ina t ion  and i n e q u a l i t y  . . . 

. . . . 
. . 

of  . . the .  w o r k p l a c e . .  These  hutonomous- c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s  of Eered a r e a s  o f  s o c i a -  . 

b i l i t y  where  a  s p i r . i t  of  camaradery  and b r o t h e r h o o d ,  n o t  h i e r a r c h y -  a n d  d o m i n a t i b n ,  
. . - .  . 

. . . . 

p r e v a i l e d :  CaE.es; t a v e r n s ,  c a b a r e t s ,  d a n c e h a l l s ,  s o c i a l  c l u b s ,  mutua l  b e n e f i t  

s o c i e t i e s , .  and l a b o r  a s s o c i a t i o n s  became c e n t e r s  o f . n e w  r e g u l a r i z . e d  p c t t e r n s  o f  

. i n t e r a c t i o n  which f o s t e r e d  and s u s t a i n e d  l iew. ' se ts  o f  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  v a l u e s .  
. . 

These  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  and coinnlunication s t r u c t u r e s  h e l p e d  t o  pr6pagat.c t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  . 
. . 

. . 

r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  common problems and a s p i r a t i o n s  among workers .  The p o l i t i c a l  . .  

a t t a c h m e n t s  o f  t h e .  s m a l l  i n f o r m a l  f r i e n d s h i p  g roups -  which s a t h e r e d '  i n  t h e s e  a r e a s  

o f  . s o c i a b i l i t y  p l a y e d  a  major  r o l e  i n  s h a p i n g  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s o l i d a r i t i e s  .of r e c e n t  

u r b a n  migran t s . .  The s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s  which p r e v a i l e d  i n  t h e s e  c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s  . . 

r e f l e c t e d . t h e  newly emerging broad-based s o l i d a r i t i e s  of  s o c i a l  . c l r ~ s s ,  t o  wliich 

Repub l ican  and s o c i a l i s t ,  p o l i t i c a l  i d e o l o g y  a p p e a l e d ,  r a t h e r  th?n' t h e  narrow 

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  and c o r p o r a t e  i n t e r e s t s  upon which l e g i t i m i s t  p o l i t i c s  . . 

was based .  U n l i k e  t h e  Repub l ican  p a r t y ,  t h e  l e g i t i m i s t  p a r t y  l a c k e d  a s o l i d  c o r e  

. , o f  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  par ' ty a c t i v i s t s  who m a i n t a i n e d  r e g u l a r  a c c e s s  and i n p u t  t o  . t h e s e  
. . 

c e n t e r s  o f  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  s o c i a b i l i t y .  "The legitimist p a r t y  l e a d e r s h i p " ,  o b s e r v e d  

t h e  P r o c u r e u r  ~ 6 n 6 r a l  i n  J a n u a r y  of  1855,  " l a c k s  what i t  t a k e s  t o  i n f l u e n c e  u r b a n  

p o p u l a t i o n s .  They l a c k  t h e  a c t i v i t y ,  t h e  means o f  c o n t a c t ,  and t h e  a p t i t u d e  f o r  

3  0  
propaganda.  . . " (A.  N. : BB 388) 

~ u r i n ~  t h e  p e r i o d  from 1830 t o  1872 ,  o l d e r  forms of  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  

i n c l u d i n g  c o n f r a t e r n i t i e s  and compagnonnages, were  s l o w l y  d i s a p p e a r i n g ,  and mutua l  

b e n e f i t  s o c i e t i e s ,  r e s i s t a n c e  s o c i e t i e s ,  producers . '  c o o p e r a t i v e s ,  and t - r ade  unions,  

were  g r a d u a l l y  takiny,  t h e i r  p l a c e .  These  new 6 r g ~ ~ n i z n t : i o n s ,  wllicll began t a k i n g  

r o o t  i n  Toulouse  d u r i n g  t h e  l a  t e  1 8 3 0 1 s ,  prov.idcd worlccrs w.ith ; ~ l t c r n a  t : ivc s o u r c c s  

f o r  t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  needs  p r e v i o u s l y  met by i n s t i t u t i o n s  c o n t r o l l e d  by tile c i t y ' s  

e l i t e .  Workers i n c r e a s i n g l y  t u r n e d  t o  t h e s e  a s s o c i n f i o n s  i n  t i ~ n c s  of  need r a t h e r  

t h a n  r e l y  upon c l e r i c a l ,  l e g i t i m i s t ,  o r  b o u r g e o i s  c o n t r o l l e d  c l ~ n r i t a b l e  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  

These  new o r g a n i z a t i o n s  n o t  o n l y  e n c o u r a ~ , c d  s e l f - l ~ c l p  by p r o v i d i n g  uncmployaicnt, 

a c c i d e n t ,  s i c k n e s s ,  and o l d  a g e  insurance; tl lcy a l s o  p layed  nn a c t i v e  r o l e  i n  
(22) 



. - . . 
r e s i s t . l n p ,  wage ' r e d u c t i o n s  and f i g l i t  i n g  f o r  b c t  t c r  h o u r s ,  wagcs,  and worlcing conditions. 

The t r o n s f  ormat  i o n  o r  a s s o c i a  t i i n s  d e d i d a  t c d  t o  mutual  . a id .  among Toulousn in  worlters . 
. . 

r e f l e c t s .  t h e  way i n  which w o r k i n g - c l a s s  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  s l o w l y  took  011 a n  i n c r e a s i n g l y  

. s e c u l a r i z e d ,  p o l i t i s i z e d ;  c l a s s - b a s e d ,  and m i l i t a n t  c l ~ a r n c t e r .  

I n  1843,  t h e r e  were a n  e s t i m a t e d  24 mutua l  b e n e f i t  societies i n  Tou louse ,  w i t h  - 

a t o t a l  membership of a p p r o x i m a t e l y .  1 ,336 .  I n  1842,  t h e s e  l o c a l  mutua l  be11cEit s o c i e  t ' i e s  
. . . . 

had t l i s t r i b u t c d  a t o t a l  o f  approximately 10 ,000  f r a n c s  i n  a i t l  t o  needy workcrs  ( A . D .  : 

4M54,55) During 1848 and 1849,  ~ b ~ u b l i k a n  p a r t y  m i l i t a n t s  a c t i v e l y  encouraged 
. . 

v o r k e r s  t o  form such  o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  and t h e  food  crisis of  t h e  e a r l y  1 8 5 0 ' s  g r e a t l y  

; s t i m u l a t e d  t h e  development  o f , t h e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n s .  By '1855,  t h e r e  were  90 mutual  

- b e n e f i t  s o c i e t i e s  i n  T o u l o u s e ,  and by 1862 t h e r e  were  9G of  them, w i t h  a n  e s t i m a t e d  

i a 
. membership of  18 ,000  workers .  A t  t h e  same. t i m e  th -a t  t h e y  were  g a i n i n g  widespread  

: p o p u l a r i t y  among ~ o u l o u s a i n  w o r k e r s ,  t h e s e  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  were  a l s o  b r e a k i n g  o f f  t h e i r .  - 

. . 

t i e s  t o  . t h e  Chdrch an? - becorriing more s e c u l a r i z e d .  
. . 

During t h e  R e s t o r a t i o n ,  v a r i o u s  g roups  of  T o u l o u s a i n  a r t i s a n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  j o i n e r s ,  

macons,  t i n s m i t h s ,  c a r p e n t e r s ,  cab. inet -makers  ,. f o r g e r s ,  and. r o o f e r s ,  a t t e m p t e d  t o  

form s e c u l a r i z e d  v e r s i o n s  o f  c o n f r a t e r n i t i e s  o f  m u t u a l  a i d .  , I n .  1821,  compla in ing  

o f  t h e  h i g h  c o s t  of c l e r i c a l  d i r e c t i o n ,  t h e y  p e t i t i o n e d  t h e  mayor r e q u e s t i n g  t h a t  

t h e y  be  a l l o w e d  t o  form m u t u a l  b e n e f i t  s o c i e t i e s  w i t h o u t  c l e r i c a l  d i r e c t i o n  o r  

p a t r o n  s a i n t s .  The mayor r e j e c t e d  t h e i r  p e t i t i o n s .  F i f t y  y e a r s  l a t e r ,  however, 

a l a r g e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  working c l a s s  m u t u a l  b e n e f i t  s o c i c t i e s  had escaped  

t h e  c o n s t r a i n t s  o f  c l e r i c a l  d o m i n a t i o n ,  and t h e  s e c u l a r i z e d  v e r s i o n  of  t h i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  

form was dominant .  By 1852 ,  a l t h o u g h  most m u t u a l  b e n e f i t  s o c i e t i e s  r e t a i n e d  t h e  

cus tom o f  t a l t i n g  on t h e  name o f  a  p a t r o n  s a i n t ,  o n l y  34 of  t h e  c i t y ' s  64 mutual  

b e n e f i t  s o c i c t i c s  had mcc t ing  p l a c e s  i n  l o c a l  c h u r c h e s .  Tile custorli of  naming a  

c l e r i c  a s  p r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  s o c i c t y  had c o h p l e t e l y  d i s a p p e a r e d  b y 1 8 5 2 . 1 3  Not o n l y  

d i d  t h e s e  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  a s s o c i a t i o n s  become more s e c u l a r i z e d ;  many a l s o  bccamc 

p o l i t i o i z c d  a g e n t s  o f  c l a s s  struggle, a c t i v e l y  i n v o l v e d  i n  s t r i k e  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  



~ " r i ? ~  t h e  s t r i k e  wove w h i c l ~  swept  t h e  c i t y  i n  t h e  summer of  1.555, many 
I 

. . . . 

mutual' benef ' i  t s o c i e t i e s  p r o v i d e d  s t r i k e  pclyrncnts t o  w o r k e r s ,  and ,  n c c o i d i n g  
. . . . 

ta authorities, ' t h e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  p r o ~ o k e t l  and f a c i l i  ta . ted s t r i k e  a c t i o n s .  

b f u t u a l . b e n e f i t  s o c i e t i e s  were  constant1 .y  s u s p e c t e t l  by a u t h o r i t i e s  a s  dangeroils  

c e n t e r s  of  s t r i k e  a c t i v i t y ,  and i n  ~ a n k a r ~  of  1865, t l ~ e  Procureu;  ' ~ G n f r a l  c x p r c s s e d  

t h e s e  s u s p i c i o n s  a s  f o l l o w s :  "I must o'nce a g a i n  p o i n t  o u t  t h e  danger  posed by 

w o r k i n g - c l a s s  t r a d e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  which,  under  t h e  c o v e r  o f  mutua l  a i d ,  have 

o r g a n i z e d  th'e t r a d e s ,  s u b j e c t e d  workers  t o  r i g o r o u s l y  e n f o r c e d  c l a n d e s t i n e  

r e g u l a t i o n s ,  and o f t e n  p l a c e d  employers  a t .  t he .  mercy of  t h e i r  w o r k e r s .  T h e s e  
. . 

numerous a s s o c i a t i o n s  have t r e a s u r i e s  which,  i n  t h e  e v e n t  of  a  work s t o p p a g e ,  

30- . 
c a n  s e r v e  t o  s u p p o r t ,  a s t r i k e . .  ." (A.N. :BB 3 8 9 )  

The r a p i d  u r b a n  growth g e n e r a t e d  by e a r l y . i n d u s t r i a 1  c d p i t a l i ' s m  d i d  . p l a y  an . 

i m p o r t a n t  r o l e  i n  t r ans ' fo rming  t h e  p b l i t i c a l  l a n d s c a p e  of  Tou louse .  I t s  major  

. . e f f e c t  was t o . h e l p .  r e s t r u c t u r e  r e g u l a r i z e d  p a t t e r n s  o f  s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  and t o  

f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  growth of new c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o ~ l s ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  t o  d i s s o l v e  o r  

d e s t r o y  s o c i a l  t i e s .  "Rapid u rban  growth p l a y e d  a n  i m p o r t a n t  p a r t  i n  t h e  t r a n s -  

f o r m a t i o n  o f  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e  of  b o r k i n g - c l a s s .  communi t ies .  T h i s  ' 

o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n ,  r a t h e r  than  t h e  s o c i o - p s y c h o l o g i c a l  impact  of 

u p r o o t i n g  upon r e c e n t  m i g r a n t s  t o  t h e  c i t y  h e l p s  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  changes  which took 

- p l a c e  i n  w o r k i n g - c l a s s  p o l i t i c a l  b e h a v i o r .  H i s t o r i a n s .  have  o f t e n ; , s s ~ f i ~ ~ I ; l , a t  

m i g r a n t s  a r r i v i n g  i n  t h e  c i t y  were d i s o r g a n i z e d ,  u p r o o t e d ,  o r  m a r g i n a l ,  and t h a t  

t h e  n e g a t i v e  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e i r  a d j u s t m e n t  t o  c i t y  l i f e  de te rmined  t h e i r .  p o l i t i c a l  

b e h a v i o r .  instead of  assuming t l l a t  urban migrn t i o n  nc<:cs:;:ir- i1.y g e n e r a t e s  
. . 8 2 .  

. - ! s o c i a l  d i s o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  . t h i s  r e s e a r c h  h a s  a t ;empted  t o  u n d & f = t a n d  how, 

d u r i n g  t h e  c o u r s e  of  r a p i d  u rban  growth,  rlcw r e g u l a r i z e d  p ; i t t c r n s  o f  i n t e r a c t i o n  

and new forms o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n  emergcdto  s h a p e  t l ~ c  c o l ; . e c t i v e  p o l i t i c a l .  e i p r c s s i o n  

of g roup  s o l i d a r i t i e s  and i n t e r e s t s .  



. . 
. . 

C '  

~ o n c i u s i o n  . ' 

One of t he  .many changes wrought by ' e a r l y  i n d u s t i i a l :  c a p i t a l i s m  was t h e  re- 

' d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  r e sou rces  among e l i t e  groups,  away from t h e  o l d  ' a r i s t o c r a c y  i n t o  

t h e  hands of a  r i s i n g  bou rgeo i s i e .  Economic transkormatdon a l s o  s t i m u l a t e d  massive 

popu la t i on  movements, 'which produced r a p i d  urban growth i n '  Toulouse and i n  o t h e r  

. c i t i e s  i n  France. Th i s  r a p i d  growth a l o n e  d i d  n o t  de s t roy  p a t r o n - c l i e n t - r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s  no r .  d i d  it c r e a t e  t h e  c o u n t e r - i n s t i t u t i o n s  which a r o s e  t o  .ch'allenge e x i s t i n g  

s t r u c t u r e s  of  dependency. The new urban environmen't' d i d ,  however; g r e a t l y  f a c i l i t a t e  

bo th  o f  t h e s e  developmen-ts by h e l p i n g  to.  f o s t e r  r e g u l a r i z e d  p a t t e r n s  of i n t e r a c t i o n  

and s t r u c t u r e s  of communication which r e i n f o r c e d  emerging s o l i d a r i t i e s  of  s o c i a l  c l a s s .  

Changes i n '  c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e ,  i n r  t he  d i s t r i b u t i o n  . o f  wea l th ,  and i n  t h e  urban 

environment a l t e r e d  t h e  ,degree of  dependency and autonomy of  d i f .£eren t  groups i n  . . 

t h e  popu la t i on ,  and reshaped t h e  s o c i a l  and  p o l i t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  which l i nked  t h e s e  
. . 

groups ' t o  one another .  Large-scale  s o c i a l  changes r e a l l o c a t e d  r e sou rces  and re- 

s t r u c t u r e d  p a t t e r n s  .of i n t e r a c t i o n ;  t h e y  thereby  -helped t o  c r e a t e  and des t roy  

organizational and i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s -  of  pa t ronage  dependencies  and t ransformed 

. working-class  p o l i t i c 6 1  s o l i d a r i t i e s .  A s  s t r u g g l e s  t o  break t h e  chairis of dependency 

sounded t h e  d e a t h  k n e l l  f o r  t r a d i t i o n a l  p a t r o n - c l i e n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  Toulousain 

working-CLASS roya l i sm s lowly  became a  mere r e l i c  of  t h e  p a s t .  
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by offering general support and assistance, including personal services, 
to the patron. See Jim Scott, "The Erosion of Patron-Client Bonds and 
Social Change in Rural Southeast Asia-,': University of Wisconsin, 
Department of Political Science; pre-publication paper. 

18 3 0 
2. A.N.: BB 1Zg8, 1214, 1319, 1338, 1412, 1443, 1445, 1679; BB 416, 
418, 388, 395; F 14. 

A.D.: 4M48-52, 55, 58-60, 66, 69, 82-84; 223U9, 17, 19, 25. 
A.M.: 1171. 

3. A.M.: Recensements de 1830, 1872. These figures are based upon a 
systematic sample of every tenth individual listed in the manuscript 
censuses of 1830 and 1872. 

4. David Higgs, "Poverty and Chartty at Toulouse, 1750-1850," in John 
Bosher (ed.), French Government and Society, 1500-1850; Essays in Memory 
of. Alfred -Cobban, (London, 197 3) . 
5. Jean Sentou, "Tbulouse," in Les Fortunes en France au ~ ~ ~ ~ S i e c l e ,  
(Paris, 1965), 570-572, A. Daumard (ed.). 

6a. Alex Weingrod, "Patrons, Patronage, and Political Parties," 
Comparative Studies in Society and History, X(July, 1968), 377-400. 

6b. For a discussion of class consciousness, working class social networks, 
and political coalitions, see Ronald Aminzade, Class 'Struggles, Social 
Change, and Political Conflicts: Toulouse, France, 1830-1872, University 
of Michigan, Department of Sociology, Ph.D. dissertation, 1977. 

7. ~harles Pouthas, La Population Francaise pendant la premiere ~oitig 
du XIX Siecle, (Paris, 1956), 98-107. 

_ _ _ _ _ . _ _ A -  C_--- - -.--.- --- .- -- . - - - 
~ndrg Armengaud, Les Populations Zee:' 1  s st Aquitaine, (paris, 1961) , 262. 

-- 

8. The octroi was a tax on goods entering the city, and the prices of 
consumer goods, including food and drink, were lower in the areas of 
the city located beyond the octroi boundary lines. .- 

9. Op.cit:, Recensements de 1830, 1872. 

10. David Higgs,"~ower Class Royalism in Toulouse," unpublished paper 
for the Canadian Historical Association meeting, June 1, 1971. 

11. These figures are based upon the archival sources 1isted.in footnote 
#2. The definition used to identify party leaders and party activists 
was the same as for Table I. 



12. Jules Delaye, Rapport spr Les ~ocietigs de Secours Mutuels d 'Ouvriers, 
(Toulouse, 18621,; A.N.: ~~'"388; A.D.: 4M54. 

13. Paul Droulet , 'Action -Pasfdf8le 'ef:~Problemes 'Sociaux 'Sous .La 
Monarchie de ~uillet' chez Mgr. d'Asfros, (Paris, 1954), 298-299. 

A.N.: Archives Nationales de la France ' 

A.D. : Archives ~g~artementales de 1'Haute Garenne 

A.M.: Archives Municipales de Toulouse 


