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Wofking;CIass Royalism in Toﬁlouse

During the-1830'giand early 1840's, thére waslé strbng and weli—organized royélist
movemént in Touiohse, dedicated to the restoration of the hlegitimatg" Boufbon dynasty 4
bvéythfoﬁh-by tﬂc Revblﬁtion §f 1830. This legitimist movement Béd important roots
among‘working-class Toulousains. Throughouﬁuthe.1830's aﬁd;eatly 1840's, Toﬁlousain
workers organized banquets to celebrate legitimist electoral victories and took to |
tﬁe.screets:to sérenade royalist leaderé. In Sepﬁember of 1833, a grbgp éf wbrking-

class .royalists gathered in the courtyard of the HOtel de France to serenade the

legitidiSt deputy Berryer. The police soon-arrived to disperse the demonstration.:

"Two months later, in November of 1833, police raided a meetiﬁg ofAlegitimist workers,’

seizéd a portrait éf Charles X,_fhe Bourbon pretender ta the thfoﬂe,Aand arresﬁed
severai’workers for partigipafion iﬁ-a counter—revolutionary éonspiracy. (A.D(}AMSO)
That same yeaf,'poliée reborted the existgnce of”é secret legitimisﬁ éounter-revélution—’
ary<army, eétimatéd to_number ovef one ;housénd men, andAéomposed largely of workers. -
Ihvignﬁar§ of 1835, twen;y—five Toulouéain értisans, several of whom ﬁad beeﬁ(arrested
in the policé raid.of_1833, held a banquet to celebfate.the recént electpral_viétory,

of the legitimist M. de Fitz-James. AAfter-the banquet, these wofkefé gaﬁhéred for

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

" through several neighborhoods of the inner city singing legiﬁimist songs, some of -

which fondly recalled the White Terror 6f 1815. (A.D.:4M48)
By the 1850's, such popular manifestations of legitimist political allegiahce

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

absent from the legitimist theater riof of January, 1863, to ptoﬁest the showing of
a-play which attackea the clergy and sati?ized royalist party leaders. They were
‘also absent from the legitimist deﬁonstration of July, 1867 to welcome the arcﬂsishop
of Toulouse back from his voyage to Rome and demopstrate in favor of thé temporal
power of the Pope. The paramilitary seére; legitimist army, which once counted
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hundreds of workers, still~ekisted in 1852 but by then it had only

}CIII9) In 1864 the Procureur Genéra_l

efxty-seven members.~(A N.i

lithe city' s highest ranking judicial official reported the change as

v.:follows._"In the past, in this area, the legitimist party had a very:

large number-of adherents among the-working classes. Ihis element is-
now comnletely detached from.a cause_which now,lives, toya.certain

: extent,'only-hy abstraction..u;theAoeople'haye turned‘away, with
scornful indifference,_from a political party which denies progress

30,88y

and condemns legitimate aspirations...(A.N.:BB
The story of the decline of working;classvroyalism-in Toulouse'is

not 31mply the history of a political party It is also'the history

of the transformation of the social and political relations which

ulinked Toulousain workers to the city's elite. Patron client structures

of.dependency provided the social and material_bases of legitimist'

.narty affiliation, and it was changes in'these structures that ultimately

' undermined working-class royalism.

Patron-Client Relationships .

Prior to, and.during, the l830's; Toulousain industry was based
upon handicraft production, and the city's small—scale artisanall
production catered{mainly'to a local and regional market. The city
of Toulouse nasaa~military, religious, educational, commercial, and
administratiye centeryfor'the entire southwest of'France. ihe wealth
of the city‘was highly concentrated into_the'hands-of a.powerful and
influential urban aristocratic elite and a.small.commercial and admin-
istrative bourgeois elite. .This wealth'was based upon Toulouse's
'position as a_regional entrepot, especially for the profitable grain
trade of the wheat-growing Garonne valley. Most of the wealth of the
city's elite was invested in land and commerce, and very little of it

was devoted to industrial or financial purposes.:- During the 1830'sg,
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the city'é economy'rgmainéd clésély tieé to agricultura; prdductioﬁ,
Aand’rélations be;ﬁgeﬁ Toulouse's 1an&gwﬁiﬁg urban‘aristocratic-elite”'
and the city's wofking class élsé reﬁqined quite traditiopal; These
social relations Qége_patronFélient.in'charactéf.l Arisfocratic
paﬁrons prdvided.workers-with employmenf; thé means of subsistence,
.during periods of ecdﬂoﬁic crisis, brokerage.éhd influence, apd
#eadership»for_commﬁnal ac;i?ifiés. Their_working-claés clientele
in turn prAVided patrons with defgfenge, comp1iance5ipdlitical
support, and various labof'sérvices,‘inclﬁding beariﬁg'arhs.
‘l'The-material basis of Toulqusain.working—class royalism waé
céntefed'arOund the economic ;nd social'power of the aristocracy:
and the‘clefgy. _prpérty apd wéaiﬁh not only bestowed the right to
_ vote upon its owners; it also pfovidéd tﬁe basis for the economiﬁ>
 dependenciés which were crucial to the méintenanée'of legiﬁimist
patronaée netﬁorks. Du;ing fhe Bou;bon Restoration; puﬁlic political
Apatronaée was-used to build pp a royalist clien;eie through the dié;
tribution of judicial posfs, govérnﬁeht offices, cbntracts, and. favors.
Privéte'pa;ronage méiﬁtained a‘cohstituency through'the distributién
of jobé, to lawyers, estate agents, clerks, church employees, tutors,
and domeétic sérvanﬁ#, and the distributioﬁ of charity. The conspicuous
conéumption of .the cit&'s legitimist notébleé helped to main;ain_é
-loyal ‘clientele éf merchants, shopkeepers, and artisans and‘to ﬁroQiden
employment for jewellers, upholéterers, fﬁrniture makers, h;tmakeré,
talilors, wigmakers, decorators, andAcarriage makers. ‘The aristocracy
relied upon members of the legal proféssions to represent their interesgs
in the courts, and thereby cultivated a distinguished and loyal clientele.
The Church, well endowed by wealthy gristocratic notables, spent a goog
deal of money on education and charity and for the.maintenance of the

'city’s many convents, monasteries, and seminaries. Local authorities

(3)



atfributed the political influence of the aristocracy to the tremendous
wealth under their control. "It is very true that the nobility has

" much. influence in this depaftmenf", wrote the Procureur Général in

'Jéppary of 183;.. "In éeheral, memberé of the pobility.are.yeaithy,
 p6ssess large land-holdings, and reéeivé the ;tténtion ﬁhat-ine?itabiy
.aCCOmpanigﬁ.the possessioﬂ of.great we#lth." (A.D.:4M48) co e

| | ' The'information géthered by local po;ice.on;iegi;iﬁist party
mili;gnts provideé-eyidenée'of'fhé aristocratic control of'thé party and
iof the ﬁatrohage basis of-pérty.affiliatién. (See Table i o;‘paée 5)..-
- The upper_rankslof the.party remained tﬁe domaiﬁ'of.theAcityfs urban
.vnﬁbility; who held 65% qf the 1;adership;pbsitidns. Formér:go§é:nmént
and militar& gfficiéls.uﬁder the Reétbfatibn'Méhafchy:and membéfs of ;ﬁe
llegalrﬁrofessions, mény'éf'whqm.jépe’of aristoératiq'bfigin,‘also_playéd
'-an'im§of;an£ folé>iﬁ the direc€i§n of_party.affairs.> Alth§ugﬁ legitimisf_
bér;y lé;dership'wés dréwn aimésgAexéiuéively ffom fﬁe.ariSﬁocfaqy, the
occupational backgréunds-of pafty activists_reveél-; gréatﬁdiééfsity of
ciass origins, a paﬁtefh genératéd by the‘vérfical 1o?élfies of patron;ge;
The . ranks of Toulduséin’iégitimist party activists inclﬁdea.23 arisgdérats
(12%), eight members of the clergy(4%), 26 legal _ﬁro-fe'ssiona'lls(l3%5,
21 former government and militgry officials(ll%),'18 bourgebis(9%);
18 ﬁetite bogrge&is(9%), l6‘stuaents(BZ), priméiil;llaw students, and
.a large coﬁtingent,of 69 workers(35%).The sixty-nine workingedlass
Aj royalis;s.were by and iarge éither employed'directlylbfAthe'ﬁfistocrééy,
the Church, the-for@er Bburbon regime, or the city's legitimigt newgpapers,
or tﬁey were local artisans cateringito a wealthy aristoé;atic clientgleb
Attisan§ constituted 587 of’the‘wbrking—class activiéts, and their occupa-
tional backgrounds represented a great diversity of trades; No-single'
occupation dominated their ranks. Included among these'legi;imist artisans

were five bakers, three hatmakers, eight furniture makers, three tailors,
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_Grand ‘Total

- Iabie 1  Social Class Compésition of Legicimist Party Militants, 1830-1870"3
{ Legitimist Party. % of | Legitimist Party |% of .
. . Leaders .~ | Total Activists Total
“Aristocracy 48 T €i. 8% 23 11.5%
'Clergy" 1 | 1.4% 8 4.0% _—.~_v-—t’
' ‘Legal Professions 8 10.8% 26 13. 0%
: -, 3 .
Tormer Gone : x| m ost |
. Legitimist Newspaper: :i0v8° | 0 0
Editors . cUe S
Boutgeoiéie 0 18 9.0% _
Petite Bbqrgéoiéie' lf4Z 18 9.0%
Working Class- Total - 1 1.4% 69 34.5% -
G ox exgor's o ; :
" Legitimist news- 0 '0» o )
paper employees 10 5.07%
Oﬁﬁer Employees 0  0' 7 3.5% _
“Artisans _1 ‘ 1.47% 40 20.0% ) ) _ ES
' Semi- and Unskilled & o g )
Laborers : ‘ 7 3.5%
Agriculture 0 0 1 2. R
étudents 0 16 8.0% —— e e
To;al'(YigzezscuPations | 74 1002 , 2001 100%
Mis§ing:(nq occupations listed)| 27 - 46 =
101 - 246 -

" Note:

Party activists include: all. persons: a}cited.in poiice records as 1égitimist party activists;

b)who were members of legitimist party organizations, including 1'Affiliation Catholique and its
'gecret counter-revolutionary army; the Société de Défense Mutuelle; and the masonic lodge La Sagesse;
'¢). . arrested or identified by police as participants in legitimist collective political protests

or for legitimist political crimes.
surveillance reports, t

LIS P ST S

_ Legitimist party leaders included those so designated in police
hose holding official positions in the organizations just listed, the editors of
e 1011 e Fhece mhecen Fa v un for nolitical office as lepitimist party candidates.



three housepainters, five plasterers, a macon, two upholestry wvorkers,

a watchmaker, a jeoeller, two Qig nakers, a bookbinder,.a'miller, a
.shoemaker, a metal_craftsman, a- locksmith and a carriage worker.

The urban nobility retained an image of workers as servants ‘who
owed respect and loyalty to .their masters. .Thef desired-to generalize
. their paternalistlc relationships with the domestic servants: they- |
.employed to the working.class as a whole. Most-Toulousain workers were -
not, nowever, domestic servants. In 1830, domestic serpants compriseqi,
’19.6%}of the_city's.working class>and_by l872, theyfconstitnted_only
_].2.f.1%.3 Wage laborers sold their labor power on theAmarketplaceito'
wnoeper could pay for it and, unlike domestic~servants,.nsually.nad no.
A long term contractual obllgations to any one employer. Their laoor |
power was‘available_as a "free" .commodity, readily mobilizable for
product1ve tasks and readily d1scardible durlng periods of economic
downturn, Thelr employers had no obllgatlons to feed cloth or properly
look after thelr workers as aristocratic employers did for thelr domestic
servants. In the case of domestic.servants,]the provision of room, board,
and other_non—nonetary rewards'provide& a social,underpinning-to-the
-economic relationsvbetneen workers and enployers4~ZWhere,such oirect,
personal,.nonfmonetary ties of depeddency nere absent;'the Church
) provided the social nexus which 1inked workers to the patronage,'though
"not the persons, of the urban aristocracy.

The Church relied hearily upon.the aristocracy for financial support.
The clergy in turn’serﬁed‘the aristocracy by providing an internediate
'l'link between'wealthy aristocratic patrons, who typically spent only three
monthsv of each year at their urban mansions in Toulouse, and their
Toulousain working-classclientele. The Catholic Church hierarchy of
Toulouse retained a close association with the city's legitimist party
and with local legitimist notables. Toulousain legitimists.made the

Church a center of their political activities, using religious holidays,"

(6)
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festivals, and processions as an,oppoﬁtunity to publicly display their-

‘political sent;menés.: Clerical:control bf the city's gducat%onal and- .
charitable'institufions gnsuréa that they retéined strong royalist as
well_éé :eligious.connéctions."Numéroﬁs réligiohs confraterni;ies,
mutual benefit socie;igé,'and‘pétron saint festivals linked Toulousain

‘workers to both religion and royalism. - Confraternities(confréries)

of local grtisans cdmbiﬁed religiqus dgvotion with trade solidar;gies__
and oﬁligatibns of.mutuai»aid to fellow tfaﬁesmen. _in 1812, there

were over 45 such confratefnities-infféulouse, sevefal'offwhichvweref
présidéd.ovef by well-known legitimist notables. It.was,ﬁhe artisans

of Toulouse, not the city's unskilled laborers, Qho'forﬁedrthe~wprking#
claSé base for_popg1af royalis@._ Théééjartisans Qere Aependent upoﬁ~
charity during périoas of economic cfiéis;vahd i£ w#s fhe chéritébie
'aétivities.of the réligious confrgte;nities and.mutual benefit sogiéties_
which linked them in a formally’brganiie@ manner to the:1océl royalisg
movement. When bread prices rose sharply Ar a long.hard:wiqfer prolonged
’the-annﬁal period of seasonallgnempléyméﬁt, arfisans as well as:uqékilledf
Qorkers were forced to turm to chérity fo féed'thgméglves aﬁd theif familie

-In August of 1831, the prefect ;éportéd that the city's most import=-

antvlegitimisf assoéiations; including the ultra-royalist Affiliation

Catholique. and the legitimist masonic lodge La Sagesse, had organized

"political bread distribufiqns". (A.D;:4M49,50) During this period,
bread cohstituted an estimated 50% of an average Toulousaiﬁ'worke;s'
‘total budget and 652 to_702 of a workers' food expenses. (A,N.;BB3O389)
Each'member of the‘Aiilligglgg_gagthgggg%s.secr;t arﬁy of 1égitimist‘
workers received eight livres of bread per week every winter fdr cheir

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

seasonal unemployment deprived many workers of their subsistenge level -

‘"incomes, were no small renumeration,
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‘Patuonage invblve@ a non-contractual exthange feigtionship, but {1t
was'noc simpiy a.ﬁatte; of ecpﬂomic rationality. The system had stfong
morél.underﬁmﬁniﬁgs; and.wasvbase&.upon graditi;nal copceptidns of
'justiée; Tﬁeré were certéin.minimal requirements tradiéionally expected

'of‘patrons'as part of thé moral ecopomy of pgtfonage, includiﬁé tﬁe
yzosligationzgo ensdre subéisténée duping‘periods 6f gconbmic crisisl .I;
‘was dgrihg times of economic and.political crisis that the 6biigatibns
and_payoffs of patronage relatiqns.bécame clarified, that previous
Aaeclaratioqs of loyalty Qere put to tbe teét;'énd that‘expécfa;iqns-were
validated §f bé;rayéd by experience. .The economic'crises of 1828-1832
and of 1844-1842 thus bfovide important“pdinté of reference for a study
of changes in one of thé'impoftant ties of:pétronage, the distriﬁutioh
- .of charity. |

| There is éome evi&epcé tha;'auring the economiciériéis of 1828-;832;
'Tduloﬁéain 1egitihist notables, after thifteen yeafs of rela#ively un-
challeﬁged pdlitiéal domination, wéré_somewhat réiuctan; to meet the
obiigations and responsibilitieé imposéd ﬁgon them by the'ﬁoral_eéonOmy,
of patronage. 1In March-of-1829,’the>ultra-royalist abb; Berger failed
'Vin‘an>aﬁtem§t_fo raiée’subscripfiéns‘of SOO.frénCS~ff6m one huﬁdred.of
the city's wealthy notables to provideiiﬁterest-free loans fé tﬁe city'g
artisans.4A ﬁespite the 1éck of sgpporﬁ_by the local nobility fér this
particular'effort to allevia;e suffering-among the city's working class,
examples of well-organized legifimist charitable activities were not
absent. "As we have already noted, sevéral legitimist .pa:t§ otganiza;ions
‘fén,ﬁread éoupon programs of private charity during thisrﬁeriod. By the.
‘time of the economic crisis of 1844-1847, however, evideﬁce of such
organized legitimist private charitable activity is scant. During this
crisis period, the bulk of charitable activity was carried out by the

gavernment, not the Church or the Legitimist party. The private charitable

activities of Toulouse's aristocracy and clergy were insufficient to
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d;alvwith the ghfeat of famine which faced the cify's.working class. In January?
Aof 1847, in ;rder to‘pfevenc widesprea@vfaﬁipé, thé local goye:nménc drgéhized a
bre;d distribution program which provided food to 14,000 of the city's workers
and qéened.up charity workshobs forj;he unemployed. Thé patron-cliégt syétem.of
' dependenciés failed to meet its morai 6bligations to ensure the subsistence of the
'city's working class. Theiprovision of éharity was not, however, the sple tie
between aristocratic pa;réns.and their wbrking—class clientele. Afistocratic and
clerical patrons were becoming botﬁjincapable aqd_unwilling to meet other important_'w
patronage obliéation$>as well,Ainéluding-the'prdvision of jobs;:protection, and
leade;ship.: Their working—tlgs; clientele, in-turﬁ; increasinéiy tejected the
béneVélgnt patérnalism of ﬁatrdnaée and refused éo provide theAdeférénce,'éémpliance,”
ana political support demanded of them. Botﬁ_the patron-client system of depénaencie;
and the workiﬁg—cléss fqyaiism which it'sustainéd.were in decline.v |
: Three major factors account for thé aecl;ge'of 1egitimis£ patroﬁ;éliént
relationshipé and of workiné—class royalism in Téﬁlouée: l)-changes‘in tﬁe dis-
tribution:of wealth which accompanied tﬁe emergenée of an urban;industrial ciass
structufe based on control over.capital-andilaﬁor rather tﬁanfiand; 2) thg grd&tﬁ
of class solidarities.and consciousﬂeés among Toulousain workers and fﬁe threat
posed to private property and public order-by the ensuiﬁg classvstruggles; and
3) the emergencebof working-class counter;institutiohs, thch wés facilitated by fbe

character of a changed urban setting.

The -Redistribution of Wealth

The loﬁg-term economic transformation wﬁich marked the period from 1830 to
1872 effectively undérmiﬁed_what'was once a dominant feature of Toulousain éolitical
;ifevby altering the distribution of-wealfh among social clasges. Legitimist
patron-client networks declined at the same time that the urban aristocracy witnessed
a decline in their share of the éity's wealth. The material resources which kept
légitimist patron-client links active were §low1y being redtstributed into the hands

‘af the city's commercial and industrial bourgeoisie. This redistribution of resources,

alongside the growing importance of liquéf)as opposed to landed capital, was part of




. a general econonic transfornation toking place throughout France.

:. Jean Sentou's'study of nineteenth centuty Toulousain inheritance records
discoveced a graoual decline in the  proportion of.landeo capital'aosets'in favor
. of liquid capital during the course of the nineteenth century .These records also’
revealed the gradual decline of the old landed wealth of the nobility and the tising
commercia13 industrial, and financial wealth of.bourgeoisumerchants, bankers,
'Aindustrialiste,,and gonernment officials.5 The reports of government officials
.corroborate'the.picture painted by these inheritance record statistics. The sub-
prefect of Mnret repotted the following observations to his superior in Toulouse in
: Apfil‘of'186o: "The econonic and social condition of tne provincial aristocracy has
drestically changed during the past years. The growth:andszVement of.public wealth .
and general economic growth nave lead toba disruption of . the position of certain
fanilies; Thoee yho Qegé et.the summit of the social hierarchy are noﬁ'et-tne bottom;
we have often seen theiattorneys and businese agents ot certain imoottant landowners_,
AAbecome‘the owners of estates on which their fathers waxed floors....In the last ten
years l've.witnessed the collapse of all theigreat landowning fortunes, all of the
greét names! Not one piece of land of any impottance in the area surrounding'Toulouse
belongs_today to the family that.had owned it for the past three hundred yearsi Is
it no wonder that tne wives and daughters of  the aristbcracy no longer fill the theaters,
'bells, and official~soirees 6f the prefect end‘éeneral? They have fallen back upon
religion and legitimism; but these are merely easy-pretexts which hide the real cause
vof their troubles,“the only cause, which is that they can no longer compete with the
industrieliste;.bankers, merchants, and state officials whose wealth is crushing them."
"(A.D.:4M ) -

After 1830, not only did the Toolousain nobility witness' a decline in the

private resources at their disposal, they also lost political conttol over a vast
) anount of public resources controlled by the government. The widespreed purge of
office holders which folléwed the Revolution of 1830 deprivee many devoted legitimists
of their jobs as well as their influence. The entire.prefectoral.administration, all

the sub-prefects of the department, and the departmental general council was entirely

replaced. In the department, 412 new mayors were appointed along with 358 new -

deputy mayors. There was aleo_g thorough purge of all those employed




i_‘by‘government agencies,.including the tax bureau,:rhe bureau of weighCS'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 bourge0151e did not simply mean rhat bourge01s patrons created-
'or took control of patron-client relations to serve their own‘polirical'interests.
Impersonal,uage labor.relations between u0rkers_and their.employersicontrasred:
' sharply nith'che personal cnaracter‘of_patron—client relationsnips. iTnese social
relationships did not resemble _the paternalistic,:non—contractual SOcial relationships
or.traditional patronage. The bourgeoisie had no powerful 1nst1tution possessing d
strong moral authority to 11nk workers to bourge01s class interests through the
'maincenance of a popular cultural tradition productive of verticallyjlntegratedp_
.solidarities.' The Church had_once played'just sucb a role for the city's aristocracy.
. The ideology of 1ais3ez-faire provided bourgeois employers‘and the'bourgeois monarchy
of.Louis—Philippe with a justification_for the abdication'of paternal responsibiliries
toward che working class. Certain Toulousain bourgeois, mainly members.of the |
liberal professions, did attempr to become patrons and political<leaders‘of
working-class organizations; but their.efforts were'by'and large unsuccessful.
By 1348; Toulousain workers were rejecting bourgeois political leadership'and
forbidding bourgeois sympathizers from attending their political rallies. VEconomic
ichanges slowly undermined the existing system of dependencies.and fostered the
growth of working—class consciousness.

Tne economic and social decline of the landed nobility did.not lead to the
disappearance of policical 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 Orleanist and Napoleonic officials resembled

what politiéal scientists generally refer to as patronage, a formal system of political
(11)



authbrify in whichAparty leaders distributéApublic ?esﬁurces or speciai favors
in fétdrn for electorai.support and loyaitiési } | 4

'During ﬁhe Second Empire, the grpwih of central state powér aﬂ&.thé iﬁp;éasiggiy
1mportaﬁt réle of the state inveconomic developmgné lead';o a creméﬁdpusliﬁcféase in
" public résoﬁrces, in jobs‘and'money, administered and controlled By'the central state
and by Napoleonic political bfficials. 'These resources were used to build up
party patronage and win-eléctions. The patronage politiéS»of the Iﬁperial fegime
did noc,~howévéf, establish networks of personal dependencies nor did it\create a
loyal following.in the local éommunity. It-sefved only to win §6£es fg; a nationally
organized and central sfate directed political party. .The public patroﬁage of the
-Imperiél'regime'was incapabie of genera;ing ﬁhé sénfiments of'loyalty-énd réépe;t
- that the private personalized patronage of the urban aristécfacyﬁoﬁée ‘commanded .
Touiouséin workérs noﬁlénger-welcomed beihg saved'from'starvatiqn by the charity .
of a benign patron and fhey no longer accepted chqrity with gtatitude and’defereﬁce.:
During theAdifficu;t winter of 1867-68, the city goverﬁment allocated 102,000 francs

‘for‘a'bread'distribution program to aid needy workers. The Procureur Général reported

the>following reception by those workers who were . the benéficiaries of the progfami
"It is distressing to note that those aided are not very grateful; they have been
so strongly convinced of their_rightsAthat they accept what we give them as partial:

and incomplete restitution and, in a way, as a settling of accounts." (A.N.;BB30

390)
The following ‘summer, the city witnessed the largest strike waQe that Toulouse had
ever seen. The benevolent paternalism 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 pdlitical power.
When the vertical loyalties of ﬁatronage were unable to maintain social control, the
harsh sanctions of the legal system remained to deal with those who d#red to‘také by
force what others had learned to accept with ébsequious gratitude. The group of

workers with whom the aristocracy came into contact most frequently were domestic
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servants. The harsh Jlegal repression these workers faced if they dared to betray
their loyalty by stealing from their nasters is documented by the severity of
convictions imposed by the courts., Throughout the 1830 s, domestic servants in
Toulouse were convicted to several years imprisonment for.stealing_silverware or
linen.: Many Toulousain workers received jail.sentences for collectively demanding'
aidecent wage uhich might obviate the necessity‘of charity. Throughout this period,
the theft.of food'remained a widespread crime for mhich many Toulousain;men and women
spent t1me beh1nd bars. The’ alternative to the benevolent paternallsm of patronage
was social control. through reliance upon the. legal repre551on of a harsh penal code,
- designed to protect the propertied from the propertyless. The patronage system of
authority and dominance, based. upon theHSupposedly shared moralrand religiousjvalues
of patrons and clients alike, was quite deceptive‘onlthe surface.-_lhe threat'of
1ega1 violence, though usually quite remote, underlay a seemingly'peaceful relation— '
<>sh1p 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 mobilizZation of Toulousain workers.following the February Revolution, and
in April of 1848, a crowd of Toulousain workers 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 Généralr "The insurrection which has just been defeated is not. the morh of

a political party that is trying to replace one form of government with another, that
Valso,accepts as its basis the eternal laws of society: private property and the family.
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 effort 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)



Iv'the-elass warfare of.juee; joined:forces wieh'ehei%'forﬁer QileapistienemieS'ih a
eonservetive poiiticai éoaiitioﬁ, known as the "party of orderﬁ, to eeef the ehfeae.-
from the working class. - - |

| In theulocal elections of March, 1849, the coneefveﬁive coalition'e eleetoeai
eeiate, entifled "the Friends of Order'", won a narrow Vietory,-garnéring-l0,00b votes

to slightly‘over 9,000 for the Republican cendidates, The Procureur>Général, vorried

about the polarlzed politlcal atmosphere which prevalled, commented on the sllm'and
unstable conservative maJorlty, Noting that a. Shlft of only several hundred votes"
could_ﬁave'eeant<a.different ouﬁcome, he estimated‘thetAZ,OOO persons ‘voted ender
administrative pfessure and pfobably wogld have voted differently'ﬁad public-
‘patrenege7been ender tﬁe eontrql of a different admieistfation.. In additien, he
.adde&, there were -many who; ":5 please theirjmasters or'to placate theirncreditors;‘

3036_5) In other words, the narrow

- voted against their traditional friepds.” (A.N.:BB
'cbnSerVative'victory'was based_upon an unstable political>foundatibn, the cqntinuation
'ofeexiscing ﬁatronage dependencies.;-Class struggles, and the aspiratioes and fears »
'they generated, transformed political coalltlons and polltlcal relationships in Toulous:?
The emergence,oand collect;ve expression, of polltlcal solldarltles 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—Institutionsrl

The population of the city of Toulouse inereased,frem 59,630 in 1831 to
"112,000 in 1872. All of this increase was duevto urban migration, not tQ-any
natural increase of_the‘population.' During ﬁhe period from 1821 to 1851, Toulouse
- grew faster than any other city in France. It had a growth rate of 79%, compared |
to 77% fer Marseille eed 597% for Paris.7 During the years from 1836 to 1871;
over 58,000 migrants arriQed end 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 ﬁhe Haute Garonne, 17% in the six'neighboring departments,IBZ else-

where in France, and 57 outside of France. (A.M.:Recensement de 1872) Urban growth

.~-—~Au
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transformed the social, as well as the:physical, structure of the city.

~In 1830, a majority of the city's populatlon (617) lived - in the small inner-
city area on the right bank of the Garonne river which had until just recently been .
surrounded hy large medieval walls. (See map on- pagel6 ) Thirtyfnine percent of
' ythe city's population lived either acroes 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 boundaries of the old city walls, primarily in the faubourgs St Mlchel
A St. Etienne, St. Aubin, Matabiau, and Le Busca. (See Table IT on page 17) 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,
admlnistratlve,‘and political activities were concentrated on‘the rlght bank of the
river, within the densely populated area once. enc1rcled by‘the walls. Wealth and
_.power were also heavily concentrated in this area.'iIt'was here .that the city's
elite resided,handvthis was also where the centers of political power, the city
hall and the Prefecture,‘were located.

The diSmantelingfof the massive city'walls, fifteen meters high and tWo meters
wide, didn;t begin until 1829, and the job took eeveral years to complete. The-
physical deetruction of the old walls did not destroy the social boundaries that
marked off the city. During the 1860's, massive publiC'works projecte were in-
augurated to transform the land on which the walls once'stood into Toulouse's first
‘.houlevards. Theae newly constructed wide boulevards contrasted sharply with the
narrov 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 groning older working-class faubourgs just outside the
. the boulevards, new working-class neighborhoods, including Bonnefoil, Minimes,
. Guillemery, Cote Pave, and Pont des Demoiselles, had ariden across the canal

1

and beyond the boundaries of the octroi line.i The new boulevards separated

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

St. Aubin, and Matabiau, from wealthy inner-city neighborhoods, such as $t. Sernin,
: (15)
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CTabler Ll ) . Urvan Growth: Lodu-Lise
Meighborhoods of Toulousg' ) ) : . o
ZTotal | ZTotal ZCity's | '} uCity's ZCity's - | %City's
o Pop.1830 | Poir.1872 | W. Class 1830 | W.Class 1872 | Elite 1830 | Elite 1872
Capitole ' 9. 7% 5.6% ~ 9.7% : 6.07 - .z7 12T
La Daurade. 847 | 5.17 9.6% - 5.17% 82 717
St.Sernin . 8.57 7.47%° |- 8.4% 7.8% " 8.7% | 9.4
Arsenal ' | .94 1.07 L.3% : : .97 - 1.07% “1.3%
S't..ceorgc . 6.17 4. 8% 7.1% ) ) 5.7%2 5.5% 4.0%
LaDalbade . - T 14.97 8.17% ) 15.1% 8.7% ) 19.5% 12,17
St.Eticnne ) WA 6.5% 15.47% 7.07 T 25.37% 12.3%
Center City - - 61.2% | 38.5% 66- 6% 41.22 | &2.47 | S6.5%
Total ’ S _ ,
St.Cyprien - 8.1% 8.1% . 7.9% - 9.1% 2.2% - 3.8%
Amidonniers - 55 1.3% -J% 1.17 . . |~ 0 Y
St.Pierre . X Y Y SOk 0 2 i
Arnaud Bernard . L5 2.2% Y 2.1% E .27 3.2% i
Matabiau - 1.6% - 5.6% 1.5% L.77% 2,47 8.7% i
St.Aubin 4.87% 6. 7% YA 777 , 3.17 3TZ :
. Fbg.St.Ctienne 2.27 2.7% 1.5% 2.47% - 1.27 4.5% i
“Le Busca 2.4% 4. 27, 1.57 307 177 3,97
St. Michel 5.8% - "6.0% 5.5% 6.67 3.67% 3.27
Minimes’ . 8% "1.8Y : . 6% 1.47 : YA YA
Bonnefoi- : . 3% ©1.9% .27 1.7% . 0 ©.5%
Guillemery : .87 5.5% YR 5.7 - .57 1.87
~ - Cote Pave’ , . 2% 1.9% - 2% 2.0% -0 N DN T
.'giiésdes Demois- 99 14y 1y T1.47 2% Y
. Purpan. I 47 .67 YD . . 5% ) Y
Croix de Pierre’ 47 1.0% .37 ..6% 0 . 6%
Faubourgs o ) o ‘ 9 o .
Total . 29.4% 51_54.  26. 1% 51.3% . 15.1% 36.8%
Sept Deniers . 5% 7% - 2% ' o W53 2% .23
- Lalande o 2.3% 1.9% 1.3% 1.07 L2 Y4
Les Cocus. o 3% 1.3% .17 o A7 0 .17
Croix Daurade . 5% 1.57% .27 1.27 YA .9
Montaudran . 6% .8% Y4 .87 0 .57
Rangeuil : . 3% . 2% 3% .37 0 : 17
Pouvourville . 9% .67 .67 .47 L27 N Y4
LaFourguette .5% .67 . NV .67 0 A4
Le Mirail .67% .5% <57 L7 _ 0 Y
St. Simon 1.27 . 8% .87 .o% 2% 1.47
Lardenne .8% .6% .97 YA T —.5%
St. Martin de Touchj 1.47 .67 1.4% - .67 - 127 1.27
Suburbs
Total 9.9% 10.1% 7.7 7.3% 2.2 | 7.0%




- St. Etienne, Dalbade, and Capitole, where a majority of the city's bourgeois and .
aristocratic elite resided in relative comfort and luxury. A sizable number of
'Vorkers, comprising 41.3% of the city'e working-cléss population,letill resided
within the.inner city erea. This workihg-elase population included a large:number.
of semi- and unskilled manual service.workers(do.AZ), mainly domestic servants,
as well as a large proportioo of non—ﬁenuel.laborers engaged in clerical.and sales
'jobe(15.9Z). Artisans constituted 33.4% of the inner eity's working—ciass population,
while semi- and unskilled industrial workers accounted for 20/ The compoeition
of the working-class population of the faubourgs differed from that of the 1nner-.
city neighborhoods, in that‘it contained a smaller proportion.of both non—manual
laborers(il;9Z) and of manual service.workers(13.92} as well as a iarger proportion
of -highly skilled artisans(39;7%) and semi-oand-unskilied industrial workers(34.3%).
In other words, the working—class'population.of-che faubourésﬁwas eomposed of a lerger
proportion'of wage-leborers whose'relationships with eﬁployerS‘were relatively devoidV‘
_'of.the benevoleot paternaiism which charaeterized patron-client relationships. It.
was not simpiy urban growth, but rather urban growth idihe cootext of early indusfrial N
'capitalish, that facilirated the transformation of working-class politicai solidarities;
- Workers settling in the nedly inhabited ﬁaubourgs, by andflarge,-worked for bourgeois
employers in an increasingly impersonaiized and eiienating workdegtﬁing, producing
goods for a national and international market.' Theitr center-city counterpartS'iocluded
a iarger prooortioo of workers engaged as doﬁestic servants and employees catering to
the needs of a small clientele of wealthy aristocrats.

-The .geographic concentration of working;elass royalism into several inner-city
.neighborhoods of Toulouse was evident during the reigh of Napoleon I. ﬁévid Higg's
study of popular. royalism in Toulouse during the First Empire revealed that "lower
class royalists were drawn mainly from the central districts of the city, the sections
4which had been the most affluent, with ooble residents providing employment..."10
Police and judicial dossiers od royalist political militants for the.period from 1830
to 1870, as well as membership records of legitimist'party organizatione for the

‘same period, reveal a similar geographic pattern of political
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soiidar;ties. (See Table III on page 20) Doring the July Monarchf, 98 of the 214 .
(45. 8/) persons cited in police records as royalist political militants had their
addresses 1isted. 87% of them res1ded in the neighborhoods of the-inner city area, -
enoAthe.oarty's.leadershlp was'entirely from the inner—c1ty quarters of St. Etienne,
Dalhade, and Capttole. Police records for the Second Repoblic andoSecond Empire,
though listing,addresses'in only 19.2% of the cases, reveal a similar petteth of

: geographic conceotration. Although A mejority of the city's population lioed out-
'side the 1hnet¥city area by 1872, very few royalist militdnts were drawn from the

) rapidly grow1ng faubourgs. |

Membership records of legltlmlst polltlcal organlzatlons also conflrm the

spatial pattern of legltlmlst political -solidarities suggested by pollce records.

The entire leadership of'the Affiliation Catholique's high council (Grand Prieuré),"
.-with the exception of the baker Bilas, was composed of wealthy aristoeratic’notables,

all of whom lived in the innerfcity neighborhoods of St. Etienne, Dalbade, and Capitoleﬂ

" The membership list of the iegitimist 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 nelghborhoods of St. Etlenne and Dalbade. Most of
the organizatlon's membership was drawn from these two neighborhoods. Twenty-three
members lived in the St. Etienne heighborhood and twenty in the Dalbade neighhorhood.
All but two of the members, a doctot and a merchant, both of whom lived in the faubourg
St., Cyprien, resided in one of the seven neighborhoods of'the right benk inner-city
area. (A.M.: 2Q7) The older inner-city area remained the stronghold of oideclining
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 upon 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—besed institutions in the center of the city
were incapable of integtating the growing number of workérs artiving in.Toulouse.

At the same time, new counter-institutions were slowlycemerging and becoming firmly
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rable 11T Lepitinist Darty tilitants
JULY l.Oll_A_l(_C}lY(lGBO -16 hd) 2nd Republic & Cnd’ | Liapire (1811 187'0)
Party | Party Total [ ,aoi Perty - Party lrotal | & ef
‘Leaders | Activists | __ .| otal | Leaders | Activists Total -
Capitole 3 9 1o Y12, 255 | -0 .6 |6 0. 1w
Daurade S N I WY N s 7 B O __. .9 9 0
St.Sernin Q__- oo oz f2208 | 1 |8 _ 9 31.0%
Arsenal 0_: o o o beos | o0 t._0______ 10 0
 8t.Georpge D T Y 0 e.0n |l o __l_.o Lo 0
Dalbaue 5 |l 5___ lio (1006 1. .0 0 -4 0
St.ktienne 1Q - oG 361301 L5 S (U U § S "__:’i‘____‘
Center City 18 67 5 86.75 o 20 26 89.70
TOTAL - -b— i —t
St.Cyprien _Q 5. szt .o l._=@ 2 16.99
Amidonniers Q Q s 0 o___ | .0 0 0
St.Pierre . Q 0. 0 0 0 _..0 0 - 0
Arnaud Bernard Q e | O 0 _o0o___ 1 o 0 0
Matabiau Q a 0 0 Q 1.1 O T N B 8.V
. St.Aubin Q a 0 S0 0 1.0 o_t 0
Fbg.St.Ltienne Q 2 2 1206 {__0.__. e Q- 0
LeBusca Q Q 9] Q____1._0Q.: 0 0 Q
St.lichel Q. 1 1 1.0% \ _—o_ 0 Q Q.
Minimes 0 .0 0 0 o___ 0 0 0
Bonnefoi Q Q 0 ) 0 0 o 1.0
Guillenery Q Q 1.0 .0 O Q - Q 0
Cote Pavé L 0 _ Q ot o __l._o._.1l_o : 0 0
Pt.des DP"IOISclleS Q 0. 10 Q.- I o _ 1.0 _.___1.0 10
Purran ~ Q 1 1 1.0%_t__6__ ' o 0. oI
Croix d= Pierre a_ a. O (.0t _o._ __0 0 0
Faubourgs - S : _ G
TOTAL 0 9 9 19.2% 0. 3 ) 3t 10.3%
Sept Deniers 0 Q. 0 0 " 0 _.0 0 C
Lalande Q 1 1 1.0% 0o _.1._0 0O 1.0
Les Cocus__ 0o _ 1l _«a o_.1lo____ |0 ___i{..Q__ Q 0
Croix Daurade L0 I o__ !0 e 0 Q o]
Montaudran Q | 1 r__l__‘_____{__;_ O 0 . l._0____ 0 0 ﬁ:
Rang=suil 0__ --Q 6 _to 0. __f..0_ 2 0 1 O
Pouvourville 0 o la 2.0% | .o __.}..0 Q1+ 0 _ |
LaFourguette Q.. 0 0 [0 o l_-o_ 1o 1o ___4
Ledirail 0 l_0 o_lo -t .o __d_.o .| o _ 1.0 |
St .Simon . _Q I o._lo___ ' _o__._1._Q 0 0
Lardenne —-- (o VRS o | 0__ 10 _____l_..0....}{..0 b .o
St.Mertin de Touch| I O T N B G o .
;S}i‘ﬁbs 0 L o, _lt_lf_ - "(2 e .0—" . 0 0
. 18 o) 98 | 1003 # &3 29 | 1005
CITY-YWOTAL SRR U RPN SUNRARIN SR I -
HMISSING DATA . 0 A~
" (no_address listed] 13 ) 103 {__]_'l_c__ I _‘:h__ R I M S
GRAZID
POTAL B G R O V& VRSO I3 . 900 SO, B Lol to_en ___|asi).




: establléhed in the répidly growving [aubourgs. Migrnnts settling in Toulouse's
f;usourgs were .not f&otle;s and aﬁomip; they crpated their own new social networks
and organizaéions,\independeﬁt.of ;leripal and‘érisfocrﬁtic domiﬁation hpd freed“

from the grip of institutions wﬁiéh réinforccd traditional soéiaf and poljtical
&alues. Standards of behavior were not ;bsent, as bourgeois moralists behoaﬁing
éhe~decline..of working-class~doéility or_Catﬁolic cleriés lamcnﬁing the dechriéé-
ianigatibn of the working class would have us bélieve; they.were'differeht. A new
brged of ufbaﬁ workers, no longer dependent upon the clergy or nobility for employ-
men:,.wés flooding into. what were once the Qutskirt$~of the ciFy._ Thé.powerful
bonds of-pétronége which tied center city workgrs into netwbrks of loyalties to
the Church and iegitimist ho;ables, and pfqvided,the:foundatioh for Qorking-class'
roya;ism, did not také rpot'in tﬁese areas of thg‘city. Workers setﬁling in the
faubourgs liVed beyond the Soundaries of a world where ties df'petsonal'depenéence-
largely determined political Behavior; Rapid urbén.grbwth hélée& t6 cre§te a new.
ﬁrbaa éetting in which older formé of.persona;'obligation“and dependenc& no. longer

- dominated working—claés political relaéionghips. Working-class migrants created
new'counter-inscitugions, and'becéme~emesped in new social‘networks;‘ﬁbich developed
relatively autonomously of the old social forces and_influenceé. |

' The growth of class and political consciousneés among Toulousain workers
involved the slow emergencé of autonomous wo%king—class social_and politiéal
counter-institutions. These counter-institutions emerged in direct confroﬁtation
with traditional institutions dedicated to the extension of the hierarchicai social
relations of the workplace into the everyday interactions of social life. Working-
class counter-institutions.mobilized workers against traditional vert;cal patron-
client structurcs‘of dependcncy.and challenged the cultural hcgemony of the ruling
class. Elite dominated'iqstitutions of socialization and social control, such as
the schools and the‘Church, reproduced.and,feinforced the traditional social
relationships of hierarchy, dominance, and subordination of the workplace.'-working-
class counter-institutions, including neighborhood cafes and taverns, mutual benecfit

‘societies, and trade associations provided areas of respite from the struggle for
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sﬁrviQal as_;ell aé.gd;lavés of resistance to'thé subordinaEion'pnd inéquali;y
‘ofléhé-workplqée._ These 5utonomogs-countgr-institutions éffepéd éféa# of socia-
'biiity where a spirit of cgmaféde;y ﬁnd.b;oéherhoéa, not hiérérchy'gnd.QOmindtibn,
1§revai1ed.' Céfes;‘;avefns, cabarcté,.AAncehalls, soc}al clubs? mutual benefit
éocieties; énd labdr associations became centers of- new régularized patterﬁé of"
“interaction which fostered and sustained ngWIsets of §oc1al and pgiitical values.
These 6%gaﬁizations and communication structures helped to prob;éate the collective
recognition of common broblém; agd“aépiratiohs émong workers. The political
étt;éhments of_tﬁe'small informal fr%endShip'g;oups-whichAgathered in these areas
Aof-sociébility ﬁlayed a majdr rolé in shaping thé ppiiticalAsolidgrities of recent
urban migrapts} The.SOCial ;glations'which prevailed'in tﬁese counter—ihgtitutions
reflécted~the newiy emeréing broad-based sdlidarities'qf social'class,'to which
Republican énd‘sééialiét political ideqlégy apﬁééléd, rathe; thgn‘thé nafrow
‘individualistic and corporatg intefests upén which leéitimist paﬁronége poli;ics~
was based. Unlike the Republicph bafty, the legitihist party lacked a solid core

~ of wofkipg—class party activisté who maintained regular‘accesé'gnd input,to,ﬁhese

centers of working-class sociability. "The legitimisﬁ party leadership', observed

the Procureur Général in January of 1855, "lacks what it takes to influence urban

‘popglations. They lack the adtivity, the means of contact,'and the aptitude for
o 30 |

propaganda...'" (A.N.:BB” 388)

Ddriﬁg the ﬁériod from 1830 to 1872, older forms of working-class orgénization,

including confraternities and compagnonnages, were élowly disappearing, and mutual
benefit societics, resistance societies, producers' coopeiatives, and trade unions
Qére gradually taking their place. fhesc new organizations, which began taking

root in Toulouse during ‘the late_1830's, provided workers with alternative sources
for the satisfaction of nceds previously met by institutions controlled by the city's
elite. Workers increasingly turned to these associations in times of need rather
than rely upon clerical, legitimist, or bourgeois controlled char;table.institutions.
These new organizations not only encouraged sélf—hclp by providing uncﬁploymcnt,
accident, sickness, and old age insurance; they also played an active role in
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'resiéting wage'rgducqipns add‘fighting fbr.bctfcr hour§, wages, and working conditions.
The tran;format#oﬁ of associations dedicated to mdtual~aid.among Toulouéaip'workcrs
;eflecté’the qu in whi;h working-class orghnizatioﬁs slowly tookléﬁ an increcasingly
secula;iied, politisfzcd,-class—based, and militant cﬁat;gter.

in 1843, there were an estimated 24 mutual benefit societies in Toulouse, with-
é‘total membership of apbroximately'1,336. In 1842, these local muﬁgal bgncfit societies
had distriﬁutgd a total of approximately 10,000 frénés in aid to néedy workers (A.D.:
4M54,55) During 1848 and 1849; Républiban party militanté actively_éhcéurﬁged
erker;‘Eo forﬁ such organizatiéns, and the food érisis.of the.eafly-lSSd's greatiy
stimulated tﬁe development of these associations. By'1855,;there.were 90 mutual
‘benefit societies in Toulouse,.aad by 1862 there were 96 of them, with an éstimatgd_
membership of IS,OOQ workerésla, At the same time that they Were]gaiqihg Qideébread'
: popﬁlarity(among Toulougain Qorkers, thesé organiéatiohs weré also Breaking off their. -
‘tieé to-the Church and becoming ﬁore'seéularized.- |
| During tﬁe Restqration, vainus groﬁpsAof Toulousain artisaﬁs, including joinefs,
macons, tinsmiths, carpenters, cabinet-makers,nforgers, athroofers; a;temptedhpo’
form gecularized versions ofvconfraternitiég of mutuai aid. ‘In.1821, complaining
of the high cost of clerical direction, they bétitioned the ﬁayor réqﬁesting that
:they be allowed.to forﬁ mﬁtua; Benéfitréociétieé Qithoht clerical direction or
. patron saints. The mayor rejected their petitions. Fifty years later, however,
a.lérgé majority of the " city's working class mutuai'benefit sécietigs had e#caped
the constraints éf clerical dominétion, and the secularized version of:tﬁ}s organizational
qum waé dominént. By 1852,.a1though most-mutual-benefi; societies ret;ined the
' customrof taking on the name of avpatfoh saint, only 34 gf the city's 64 mutual -
benefit societies had mccting places in loqai churches. The cuétom of nqming a
cleric as presiaent of the society héd complgtely disappeared by'1852.1:5 Not only

_did these working-class associations become more secularized; many also became

politieized agents of class struggle, acéively involved in strike organization.

(23).




' Dhring the strike wave which swept the city in the summer of 1855, many
mutual benefit societies provided strike payments to workers, and, according
to authorities,'these associations provoked and facilitated strike actions.

Mutual -benefit societies wereAconstantly suspected by authorities as dangerous

- centers of strike activity, and in Jan@ary of 1865, the Procureur Général expressed
these suspicions as follows} "I must once again point out the danger pqséd by
working-class trade asso;iﬁtions which, under the coveerf mutual aid, have
organized the trades, subjectéd workers to rigorously enforced clandestine
regula;ions, aﬁd often pléced eﬁployers at'thé'mercy of their Qofkers. These:

numerous associations have treasuries which, in the event of a work stoppage,

can sefvg to sdpport,a strike..." (A.N.:BB3Q389)

The rapid urban growth generated by eariyAindustrial cdpitalism did play én
.important role in tranéforﬁing the.pélitical landscape of Touloﬁse. Ité major
gffecé was to help. restructure regularized patterpé of spbigl interaction and to
facilitate fhé growth of new counter—institutions; raﬁher than to dissolve or
destroy soéial ties. .*Rapid urban growth played ah:important part‘in the trans-
formatioﬁ of the organizational Strucpure of.WOrking—class commuhities. ihis
organizational transformation, rather than &he socio—psychological imﬁaét of
uprooting upon recent migfants to the city helps to expléin fﬁe-chéﬁgés which took
place in working-class political behavior.i Historians have ‘thcrlu$sume%that_
migrants arriving in the city were disorganized, uprooted, or marginal,vand that
>the negative aspécts of their adjustment to city life determined their pqlitical

behavior. Instead of assuming that urban migration necessarily generates -

-

. s . N
. PR .. . . . &
"+ social disorganization, ‘this research has attempt

during the course of rapid urban growth, new regularized p:idtterns of interaction

and new forms of organization emergad to shape the coliective political expression

of group solidarities and interests.

(24)

eéd to understand how'



Conclusion ,

One of.theAmgdy‘changés wrougﬁf Sy.early iﬁaustfialjcapitali§m was the re-

'distfisution of résqurces among elite gfoups;'away,f;om the old'afiECOcracy into

'tﬁg hands ofia rising bourgéoisie. Economic éransformation also stimulated'maésive

 pobu1ation mﬁvements,'which produced rapid.urbaﬁ growth in'Tou1§us§ and in other

cities 1n‘Fraﬁ;e} This rapid growfh alone Aid no; deétroy patron-client relation-

ships nor did it create the counger—institutions which arose to.chéllenge existing

struétupeé of,dependehcy.. The_new utbén environment'did; however, greatly facilitate

both of these developments by helping to foster regularized patterns of interéction

and structures of‘éommunication which reinforced emerging solidarities of social classh
Changes in class struccufe, inttﬁe distribution of wealth, and in the Q;bau

enyironment aitered thg:dggree of dependenc& and aﬁtonomy of different groupé_in

the population, and reshaped the soqia;.and bolitical re;atiéné‘Which.linked these

' groups.;o one another; Large;scale soéial changes reallocated'¥esourcés aﬁd re-

structured patterns of interaction; they;théreby-helped to create andldestroy_

organizational and institutional struéturgs-of patronage dependencies ;nd transformed

. wo?king—class poiitical solidarities. As str;ggles'to-break the chains of dependency

séunded the death knell for traditional patron-client relationships, Toulousain

working-cladss royalism slowly became a mere relic of the past.
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9. Op.cit., Recensements de 1830, 1872.
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11. These figures are based upoh the archival sources listed in footnote
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