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Five Provinces in 1698

In. 1697 or 1698, almost every French intendant set deputies and clients in.

mdtion to. help prepare a memoir for the king and his heir apparent. The memoirs

for the mstructwn of the duc de Bourgogne, as they are known, prov1de a superb

'basellne for the study of socxal change during the elghteenth century Movmg'

forward from these reports for nine or ten decades, we can watch the whole process

by ‘which the growth of th‘e national sta.te and the development of capitalism

transformed"Fran'ce. . We can observe the formation of a potentially revolutionary
dppositidn to the monarchy. Let us follow those changes in five 'contrasting

provinces: Anjou, Burgundy, Flanders, the Ile de France, and Languedoc. The

‘comparison will not‘tell us precisely why a revolution began in France in 1789, but it

will clarlfy the connectlons between very’ large structural transformations and the
consolldatlon of resistance to- royal demands. | |

eromesml, intendant of the ‘Generality of Tours, had - to report on its three
subdivisions: Touraine, Maine, and ‘Anjou. Of Anjou, he observed that its trade

"consists -vof:-supplies people gather in the c'o"untryside,.of cattle (of which the whole

province. provides a large number to adjacent provinces) and of a few items people

make here" (A.N. HI 1588 .,12). Miromesnil saw the trade of Angers ~-- rnainly
textiles. — in -a‘ warmer light. Ange_rs' woolgeﬁ. lndustry_ linked the city with its sheep-
raising hinterland. | | |
City and ‘country had other impdrtant bonds in Anjo_'u. l'-’_roduction and sale of
"white wines in great abundance" connected Saumur and other Loire Valley cities to -
nearby vineyards; Stock-fattening tied cattle’—market- towns such as Beaupréau both to
the farms of the Bocage'and to larger cities outside Anjou. C‘o'ttage linen
prodUCtion_, finally,. atta'ched small commercial towns such as Cholet or Chatea-ugontier‘4
at once to daily’ farm life and to ‘the Atlantic trade_ of La Rochelle,- Nantes, and St. '

Malo. Small mines of coal and iron dotted the landscape. Nevertheless, the Anjou.




~of 1698 turned in on itself mcre than did Languedoc, Burgundy, the lle de France, or
Flanders.

From. ‘a'political point of viéw, likewise, Anjou was less impressive than- most
other provinces: no Estates, no Parlement,. relatively few great nobles to protect or
exploit the province. Except for the deplorable weakness of ‘taxable trade, Anjou was
- a statemaker's -ideal, docile province.

Ferrant, intendant of Burgundy, portrayed his region'as more open than Anjou.
The Duke of Burgundy, the Prince of Conde, and their clients gave the province
strong .ties. to the royal court. Active Estates, a moderately .independent Parlemen't,
“and- mun1c1paht1es ‘with vesnges of autonomy gave Burgundy, in theory, the means of
“mounting’ respectful opposnlon to the ‘crown.

The provmce, furthermore, had some commercral interest. "This beautiful
province," rhapsod1zed Ferrant,

produces plenty of everythmg essentials gram, wme, fodder. There are forests,

tree farms, mines, and iron forges. The soil for grain-growing is not the same

quality in all of Burgundy. The districts (bailliages) of ‘Chalons, Beaune, Dijon,

Auxonne, St. Jean-de-Ldne and Verdun, and - more generally all the lowlands

down to. the Saone, consist of good wheat land, where it usually isn't even

necessary to use fertilizer. Most of the lJand can éeven grow wheat, barley, and
oats-in alternation. There are also turnips, which are only in the ground four
or five months.before being: harvested, thus leaving the earth free for seeding
in grain.  The land can therefore produce three harvests in two years. ‘

The other districts -- Autun, Auxois, Brionnais, Ch’étillon-sur-‘Seine -- are called

mountain areas. Even the Maconnais .and part of the Charolais have only light

soil, and produce little but rye, albeit in great -quantity.

Burgundy also produces plenty of hlgh quality wine. Some of it goes for

‘export: wine from Beaune goes by road to the region of Liege, to Germany, to

Flanders, and even to England (A.N. HL 1588 16).

Like Anjou, then, Burgundy rem'ained‘over\vﬁelmingly an agricultural region. The
difference w'asb'that Burgundy had a heavier involvement in international markets, and
devoted much of its effort to just two valuable cash crops: wheat and_'wine.

Flanders looked different. The "Flanders" of 1698 consisted mainly of lands

~which Louis XIV had recently seized from the Spanish; some of the territory, in fact,



late'r returned to the ‘Low Countries. Three different intendants‘ -- those of Nlaritime :
(or Flemlsh) Flanders, Walloon llanders, and Hamaut ;- divided the territory, and the
_task of reporting on .1t. Ypres, Lllle, and Mons served as capltals of the three
generalities. Armies had been ‘warring ‘back and forth across the whole reglon for
decades, and diplomats were then plotting ways to gain, or regain, permanent control
of its rich resources. o - .

-Many of Flanders' people spoke Flemish, and some spoke Spanish as well. They
drank beer and supported the Cathollc Church falthfully These traits separated them
from much of France. Yet they dlffered most from the people of other: provinces in
» bemg active and successful in trade.

~Lille acted as centerplece to all thls act1v1ty "The city of Lille," ob.se'rv.ed.
intendant Dugué de Bagnols,

._is the one thla.t keeps all the others 1n motion. 1t is, so to speak, the soul of

the whole region's' trade, since the wealth of its inhabitants permits them to

~start big Pprojects. This city's strength is hard to believe. Surely more than

100,000 people in the countryside and neighboring c1t1es live on Lille's business

(AN H1 1588 22). :

What \Las:Lllle s business? _;l'hat was the point: It included both an active
»manufacturing_A_complex (especlal_ly~ téxtiles) ahd the'trade sustained _by. an agriculture
the likes' of which did not exist else\»;'here. - "The effort"of country peop_l._e,'.' wrote
-Dugue’de' Bagnols, "plays a large p'aktr't.' I dare say t.here is hardly a land anywhere in’
‘the world where people work so hard . . . " (A.N. Hl 1588 22). Both . small-scale
textlle pr_oduction and cash-crop agriculture occupied ‘the bourgeois, peasants, and
landless laborers of the’ country In peacetime, furthermore, a large share of the.
goods produced in Lille's reglon flowed across the frontier to cities of the Low
Countnes, and. thence into -world markets. |

"To the northwest, in Flem:lsh Flanders, dairying and stock-raising involved'_a-
larger share of the population. To the southeast, in H‘ainaut, ‘mining of coal and iron

| constituted the region's ~"greatest wealth" (B.N. Fr 22221). Here, the intendant




offered one of the few cémblaints against Fthe region's.'peasants:-As mine operat,ors,'
_they left something to be dcsired; they 'lackedv thevcapital te .g.et at the lesbs-
accessible seams of coal. "Richer and more intelligent people,"f thought . intendant:
Voysin, could _b-ring m machines  to extract all tﬁe 'coal; Ne_verthelese; he gave
Hainaut's p'e0|')le high ratinés'fo% %cheir devotion to work, especially in view ;ofthe"i
repeeted Aravages they ‘had recently suffered -fror-n Freﬁch-Spahish wars (B.N. Ff'
A222_2'1-).' All t_hreeAexp_ert observers of Flanders in 1698 described the region asv
;i’ndustr_'iousA,‘ prosperous, énd eminent_ly commercial. All three could quickly dispose of
clergy and ﬁobility, - They were fe\;\/. ahd uniﬁlportant.: _The'se _ihtendants_were running
afeas populated by cemmpners, and run by bbufgeois.

The Generality'of Peris also Ead more than its _share" of commerce, but
opereted quite differently from Flanders. Intendant Phelypeaux gave the generality
outside ‘of Paris 857,000 people.. Another 560,000 ‘live‘d in the central city>. No other
_}generality of Franee épproacﬁ_ed ‘the 40 per'_cent of‘its populati-on' living in’ cifies.
(’Du»pﬁquier -197‘9': 195-197. The 40 percent includes Paris.). The rest of,the regi'on
'servedAthe capital: truck _f:arr‘ning close at (hand, Versailles and the court at arm's
length,. re‘gions of wheat-growing, winegrowing, and noble residen‘ces over much of the
remaihing terr-itory; Outside of Par_is and its ‘immediate surromvmdihgs, manuiaeturiﬁg _
had n'o‘mo_re‘than local impertance. Provins' descriptiOn in 1698 will_serve; mufatis
mutandis, for all the Generality: |

The Election's only trade i in grain thavt goes by wagon to Port Montain, on

‘the Seine two' leagues from Provins. These people load it on to boats for

~ shipment to Paris..- There. used to be a woolen industry in Provins, but it
- ‘collapsed because of lawsuits between the Merchant Drapers and the Weavers.

The weavers' gild is strong in Provins, and makes good tiretaines which sell in

nearby cmes (B.N. Fr 22205).

'Iﬁ fnany versions, the story repeated itself t-hroughout"the Generality of Paris. It
came down to the consolidation of an ée'onomy committed to the g;eat ’city;s needs.

The Generality had no Estates of its own.. But it more than made up. for that



lack: Paris and its hinterland had the country's preeminent Parlement, a proudl
P ‘ . p Y

autonomous municipality, a massive religious ‘establishment, and the .chief instruments

of national government. - "The Generality of Paris is the most important in the

,kmgdom," crowed Phelypeaux (B.N. Fr 22205) " If its nobles had long since lost most

of thelr power as. seigneurs of 1nd1v1dual parlshes within the lle de France, and if
they treated their. many country houses as places of entertamment and recreatlon

rather than seats of power, the great concentration of noble, bourgeois, and

' ecclesxastlcal landlords in the capltal still gave the region as a whole tremendous
.welght. In 1698, it was already true that “when Paris catches cold, all France blows

“its nose,"

- As intendant Lamoignon de Basville drafted his report on Languedoc, he
portrayed his province as a predominantly agricultural region on its way to becoming

industrial. '- Expanding the textile industry would, he thought, "give the peoples of
al 8 - g & P ,

-Languedoc a new activity; they progress by means -of this sort of work, and the

province can better support itself. this way than by agriculture, since the greater- part

" of the land is sterile" (.A.N.. Hl 1588 26). As of 1698, the greatest recent progress
" had appeared in the sale of woolens,’ especially fine woolens, to the.Levant via

‘Marseille. Basville described the tough French competition with the English and,

especially;_ the Dutch for that profitable trade. The French, he boasted; were

"galmng

ln51de the kmgdom, woolen goods of Lodeve, controlled by merchants of Lyon,
clothed both soldiers and civilians. Trade in silk goods, according to Basville, was
likewise relatively new -- no more than 60 years old as a significant item-of

roduction -- and growing. ~ This trade, too, operated under Lyon's direction. The silk
P 8 g P !

~ trade, commented Basville, "always decreases greatly in wartime, because people

- spend less on furniture and clothes, and because in peacetime we send a good deal of

silk goods to England and Holland. The wool trade, in contrast, increases in wartirne,'




'be-_cau‘se of the large number of troops there are to clothe" (A.N. H1 1588 26),

Basville even saw industry in Toulouse's future. "No City 'in the kingdom.," he

claimed "1s better located for trade and manufacturmg" (AN H1 1588 26). After

'all he - reasoned food was cheap, supphed for manufacturmg were - abundant, and the

city had superb access to -_waterways. ‘He had to admit, however, that as of 1698

« . there is little trade.  The inhabitants' spirit takes them in other.
_directions. They can't stand outsiders: Monasteries and nunneries take up half
the city. The fact that becoming a Capitoul makes one noble puts an.
" additional brake on the growth of trade. The same goes for the Parlement.
~ All the children of big ‘merchants would rather. live as nobles or take on publlc
off1ce than continue . thelr fathers busmess (A.N. Hl 1588 26)

Only the trade in F._renchA wheat ard Spamsh wool, in fact, kept Toulouse from being :

a commercial desert. - One had to go to Carcassonne and to the cities of Lower

‘Languedoc -- Montpellier, Nfrnes, Lodéve -- for the sort of commercial spirit that

warmed an intendant's heart and filled his coffers.
The rich wheat productionof Toulouse's plain, for all its concern to Basville in

crisis years, didn't enter his vision of the future. Nor did Basville consider the -

,inﬂuence. of Lyon and Marseille, or the relative unattractiveness of the landscape for.

| agriculture, as likely' causes of Lower Lanéuedoc's industrial develo_pment. Basville

saw Languedoc's regional variations clearly. In thirteen years of vigorous

administratien, he had learned his province well. But he looked hardest at the

variations -'which affected the success: of his mission, and attributed them chiefly to

dlfferences in the leading inhabitants' spirit of enterprlse.

The 1ntendants of our five reglons, then, described provmces that contrasted in

: important- ways: with respect to the importance of trade, ‘the promxnence of cities,

the extent of manufacturing, the strenfth of the regional nobility, the autonomy of

provincial institutions. At one extreme: Anjou, with fairly weak provincial

institutions, no great magnates, little manufacturing, relatively little commercial -

agriculture. At the other: Flanders, the very emblem of commercialization in




agriculture an'd 'manuf‘a_cturing, just coming under the por\'er of the French crown, still
quite distinctive in administration and ﬁsc-al structure._ V

If Anjou and Flanders deﬁné&i the limits, howe.ver,' the-‘l-le de:AFrance, Burgundy,
a_nd'Languedooeach marked off their oWn- special spaces: the lle de"FranAce for sheer'
‘power- a‘nd‘ wéalth, Sur-gundy f'or its fine w.ines‘ and great nobles; La‘nguedOC for its
Protestants, its comrhercia-_l _.involv’/ement inn AtheA Mediterranean world, its relatively
,'vbig‘or,ous and autonomous ,municipél inétitutiohs, and its sharp internal divisions. In
the: two dimensions of involvement with c‘apitalism'.and subordination to the national

“state, the five regions occupied very different positions.

Capitalism.;and Statemaking

.' "The e.ight’éenth century pushed>all ‘five-regio-ns further along both dimensions: A
toward increased involvemenf‘in capi’ralism, to\_vard greater subordination 4to the state.
In France éS. a ‘whol_é, both 'ogricuitu’ral and ihdusfrial- 'production commercialized as
~ they increased in' volume. The share of manufacturing rose. Capital accu'mulated,’
the proportlon of wage workers grew, and -- at least for such people as day-laborers
and ordmary constructlon workers -- real wages dechned Those changes summed to
the general advance- of. capltallsm.

Capitalismz'grew different'ly in. e’a’ch reg-ion: through» the expansion of. wool and
wheat trades in Languedoc, through the expansion of rural textile production and of '
wmegrowmg in Anjou, through wine -and wheat in Burgundy, through 1ndustr1al gro“th
" in Flanders, through the increasing commercial activity of Paris in the Ile de France.
L.ikewise, the relation.‘s between oapitalist markets and p_easént ‘communities differed
from. région to region. In Burgun’dyA and Languedoc, eighteenth-century landlords were
actively'.p'la.ying the capitalist garﬁé: consolidating property, squeezing out the rights
of small peasants, reestablishing old - dues, shifting to the most profitable cash crops.
In Fvlanders, great landlords had disappeared. Large peasants themsel\‘/es"had'

exceptional strength, although they had ‘to defend their stréngth against both the
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region's bourgeoisie and the local landless. In Anjou and lle de France, large

“landlords had long since snuffed out the privilegeé of peasant-COmmu'_nities_; ’-the fact

that those landlords were largely absentee nobles in‘A"njou and- often .commoners_in
the Ile de Franc.e is quite secbndary. Th_e‘largest difference between the two regions '
lay in the fact that the cash-crop farmers of the Ile de.France were producing for -

an -im_r:nense, hungry, growing, grasping metropolis, while their Angevin counterparts

_continued to grow their crops largely for bexpor_t. "~ The -growers of the lle de France's

great winefield shifted ﬁerceptibly to'c’heaperv 'varietie's for that mass market',during'
the eighteenth century (Lachiver 1982: 132-173). | .

As’ c'apit!al. inéreaseq, conc':entr‘atedv,t and- gre‘w in power, i‘t's' édvances.' stimulated
confl‘ict.- Holders‘of small cépital fought ._off their manib'ulati()n by holders of large

capital, workers struggled with Capitalists, and -- most of all -- people whose lives

. ) . $ . . .
depended on communal or other non-capitalist property relationships battled others

: ‘_ who.tr,ied'to extend capitalist property into those domains. They battled over rights

to land, food, and labor. The.eiéhteenth—century prevalence of the food riot
expressed the strugglé_against merchdnt capital on the local scale.. The rise of

worker-worker and worker-owner conflicts bespoke the. increasing importance of

. Industrial capital and the increasing size of the industrial proletariat. As the

eighteenth century wore on, the intensifying confrontation_ between landlords and

peasants as well as between landlords and-‘the rural poor followed the landlords"

| attempt_s to profit from exclusive capitalist property rights in the land.

_ Statemaking likewise- entered & new phase: After repeated seventeenth-century
challenges to the state's very survival, an eighteenth century of consolidation.

Instead of settling their troo-ps on the land, intendants increasingly taxed to pay for

" military expenses, -and 'segregated soldiers from the civilian population. Instead of

great regional rebellions and major claimants to national power, intendants found

themselves facing dispersed resistance, village by village. Instead ‘of dispatching
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armies to cow the 'people of a city or a region, intendants laid down a dense net of

agents and collaborators'. Louis XV felt sufficiently .confident of his power in the

provinces to use wholesale exile as a way of controlling uncooperative officials and

parlements; in the seventeenth century, ‘exiling powerful enemies would have invited

regional rebellion.” Taxes themselves routinized; the crown not only built up a corps

- of prdfessior'\al ‘revenue officers, but also ‘avoided the imposition of new taxes, and

taxes of du.b‘ious legality. A fortified, bureaucratized fiscal structure became- the

. framework™ of the whole state.. The state's very success ‘generated illegal activity, -
such as the smuggling of salt, which ironically assumed .the state's existence; without

the state's effort to make money by'.monopolizing salt, the price would have been too

low to- entice sngglers.

State control-grew unevenly, consolidating past gains in Anjou, Burgundy, and

the Ile de France while extending d‘ramatically in Languedoc and Flanders. In Anjou,
_ordinary people witnessed the consolidation of state power in the form of tightened

_tax collection, increased regulation of industrial production, more- stringent control of

smuggling and, supremely, promot.ion of the gr'ain.jtrade at- the expense of local

,demartds-for‘fqod. In Burgundy, the state l1kewnse appeared as a promoter of

-marketing and collector of taxes. But the state also made itself known ‘there as the

enemy of parlementary power.

In. the Ile de” France, people found the state invading everyday life. At least

in" Paris, police powers expanded significantly: agents of the state. closed in on

~ previously inviolable "free spaces" such as the enclos du Temple, required householders

‘to light their streets, arrested beggars and vagabonds as never before, organize&

syndicates of many trades in order better to.supervise and tax them. Jean

Delamare's great hanr:lbook .Traite' de la Police, published for the first time by 1720,

~summed up- the precedents and practices of the new, intense surveillance. With the

heightened royal control  of grain markets grew the popular idea that high officials,




perhaps ingluding the king himself, were building a grain_ monopoly in order to reap
the enormous profits speculation could bring. With some justice, the eighteenth-
century’ state ',gaine“d a're»puta»tion as ir;terferir;é and pro‘fiteering;
A"'Yet,.am‘ong our five fegions, it was in Lénguedoc and Fla'nders that state
" power .expanded most rapidly. Languedoc's intendants strove to subordinate
'muniqipalities, the Pérl’emeﬁt, and the Estates to the crown's needs. .In Flanders;
royal égents»sbught. to eliminate ‘the privileges and special .status rgcént conquest had
given' the région, On balance, the crown made great gains. .
R_e’lvativé to an expanding economy, however,- _th.e eighteenth-century state's
démands rése much  less than they had under Louis XIII and Louis XIV. Figure 1
'exp'ress-es the nati;)nal tax burden in terms o'f'hgctol'iters of wheat per person per
3 year; itvdivi'des taxes into direct and '{indirec{;' (not only excise, custohs, and the
like, but lalso other incidental sopré;és), and_ indicates _the.years in which France ‘was
i'nvol‘ved in international wars. It was still true, on the whole., that taxés rose.with'
internaﬁonal wars; yet even. fhat effect attenuated as the créwn relied inc.r-easingly on
longer-term loans for vmilitary"expehditure. Only Napoleon's grea't wars _aftér 1800
reestablished the dr'amatic, imm"e'diat.é CbrginectiAon between warmaking a:nd tax
increa-ses.. In real cost per capita; direct taxes actually ‘déclined slightly over the
_ceritury. | The ﬂuctuatioris .and increases concentrated on .inc_iirect Sources of revenue.
It is as if the Kking _had'lea'med how much resistance he could stir up by increasing
taxes oh land and property, andvhad shifted to taxes -on trade and transagtions. |
Contrary'. to .beliefs on both sides of the English Channel, Fl;éhch people ended
the eighteeﬁth century less heavily taxed than ‘their British neighbors. Figure 2 shows
the. evolution of ‘taxation in Great ng."r\idtain and France from 1715 to 1808, expressed
as a- ghare of income p'erA capita. "l_'he tWo countries began at .ab_out the same levels.
But in,these. terms, France's tax burden per cap;ta decliﬁed, while 4—-' if we include

" -Britain's enormous expenses in the Napoleonic Wars -- British taxes doubled their

10
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share of per ‘capita income. During the eighteenth century, the British state grew

faster than the economy. In France, the opposite was true: the economy grew faster

than the national state.

" Revenues probably came in more easily in Britain than in France; the British

_economy was more eommerciajized than the French, and the British collected a much |
" higher share of the total as indirect taxes. “Nevertheless, it is worth remembering

. that> the Stamp Act, a tax measure designed i'co help pay for the debt accumulated by'

the Seven Years War, not only incited w1despread re51stance in Br1ta1n, but

,.prec1p1tated the first stages of Bntams ~most 1mportant elghteenth century rebellion:

the American Revolutlon..

Then the wheel turned.'- 'Despite the 'relatiyely rapid growth of the French

econorny, the crown's ineffectu‘al'eff-orts to’ cope with debt accumulated from the

Seven Years War and the Amerlcan Revolution prec1p1tated its great struggles with

the . Parlements durlng the 1770s and 17805. They eventually led to the calhng of the

Estates General in 1789. That convocatlon opened the way to Frances own,
revolution.

Economic growth and taxes obviously varied from one region to another. By

the“_eighteenth century's third quarter, the distribution of agricultural production and

tax burden looked something like this:

11




VINGTIEMES

\ | "VALUE OF - VINGTIEMES  VINGTIEMES/
o PER SQUARE GRAIN PER  PER SEPTIER 100 LIVRES
GENERALITY LEAGUE - $Q. LEAGUE  OF GRAIN OF VALUE
Paris = - = 6,576 55,909 o -'1.95. 11.76
Tours 1,669 45,861 0.54 3.63
Dijon 1,571 77,759 1 0.37 2.02
Montpellier - 1,439 50,728 0.58 . 2.84
Lille 4,388 92,921 0.83 5.26
Valenciennes 2,280 22,729 o 1.63 10.03

SOURCE: Remond 1957

The_vingtiéme_, then a new tax keyed td estimates »Vo'f revenue from the» land,
Vr'e.;sresénterd an attempf at reform rather ‘than '_a'n.a(A:cumulation of previous practic-es.'
- Nevertheless, royal estimates 6f "ability to pay" sti.llvAdepended’i-n part on political
co,nsideriatiohs,_and on the sheer cost .Qf 'collectiorj. Altﬁou_gh the g_eneralitie's.of Paris
a_nd Lille had high prdductiv’ity in g‘i”afih, their taxes ran disproportibloné.tely. high. - The
Generality of V'a'l'e‘h‘ciehn_es (roughly, Hainaut and Cambrésis) péid for..beingva military
outpost, .but had somé. revenué_s froﬁw mi.nes', and metalworking to make up for it. |
Whether. measured by taxes per volime or ta'xes‘pér vélue,. the generalities of Tour:s',
: ,. Dijoﬁ, and Montp'ellier clearly ha_d the fiscal ad'vantage,;

| In Qne_ respect, stat_émaking and capitélism worked in'opposite directvions.'
Statemaking, broadly speaki'ng', homogenized Fpanée and each of its regions: imposed a
.com>m‘_on language, a singlé administration; increasingly comm_oﬁ systemé of law, 'taxes,A.
regulation, -and‘coe'r_cion.’. If statemaking had an uneven impact ddring thé eighteenth
i centu-ry, that ‘was because thé installation of the standafd apparétus had farther- to go
- in ‘a Flanders than in aﬁ Anjou.
'.The extension of c:apitalist property Arelations, on the other hand, tended- to”

differentiate among regions and even within.-them. "On the whole, areas of

.12
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agricultural -capitalism began to lose their industry, regions concehtra_ting on a single

cash crop became more common, and where industrial capital was accumulating that

accumulation speeded up. - Thus.eighteen_’th-’éentury: Anjou -saw Cholet emerge as the

nucleus of a small region of ,intensive. rural linen production tied closely to .the

_Atlaht_ic trade, while nearby Saumur played its part as the capi-tal"of wine and wheat;-

the contrast b_etiveen the two_ cities, and between their 'hinterlands, sharpened as the

century moved on.

Statemakers continued to rely on holders of capital'.for ‘their day-to-day =

revenues, and the capitalists continued to profit from their alliance. -Sp'eaking of

E Y ' : i_' o .
~special commission on tax-grabbers established by the Regent (the Duke of Orleans)_,

shortly after his arrival in power, Ahgers' “Canon Rene .Lehoreau reminisced that:

People claim that the: commission made those scoundrels pay back more than
300 million in the year 1716 alone.  The first tax-grabber (malttier) arrested
in Angers was Verrie, receiver of Ponts-de-Ce. The commissioners of Angers,
by order of those of Paris, arrested him and had him taken, feet and hands
~bound, to-the. city's royal prison, where he stayed for a long time. Through
the influence of his friends, he was finally taken to Paris, where he found
favor; they decriminalized hlS case, and turned ‘it into a civil suit.  Thus he
‘escaped the threat of -punishmient for his embezzlement. . They . charged him
25,000 livres. - What saved him was that he had dealmgs with our upright
mtendant, who, frankly speakmg, told him to steal; since [Verri-e] had taken
care to keep his letters, he received favorable attention. Anyway, half the
city was secretly involved in tax-grabbing and working with him; their- fear of -
- getting caught likewise helped him. His post was eliminated, but he has so
many friends that he is still collecting and, in fact, never stopped the only

difference is that he now ddes it through an intermediary (Lehoreau 1967: 257-
258). :

'lndeed contmued Lehoreau, it wasn't clear that Verrle ‘would ever have to pay back

‘the 25,000 livres. The maltdtier was Lndlspensable, he had so much mﬂuence that

royal officials could not afford to. eliminate him. In. this respect, eighteenth—century
statemakers continued the practices of the seventeenth century.

An ‘Opposition Forms

_Fiecal policy was not the only sphere in which statemakers helped capitalists

e‘Xpl‘oit other people, and in which exploited. people ;Qmed increasingly against royal
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po-liey.~ The same thing happened in regard to food supply, craft monopolies, and .

access to land. E—igh"t_een.th-century royal officials went even farther than .their

'.vs’evente'enth-centu,ry predecessors in promoting the nationalization of the "grain trade.

That meant combatting the claims of par‘tieulér locelities to the supply of grain
c_drrently on hand. They "freed" the grains.t_ra,de as a rapidly rising -share of ‘the total

population came to depend on marketed grain for everyday consumption. -More and

‘more people -- especially wage-workers- in agriculture, in rural industry, or both at

ane ',-;- therefore%became vulnerable - to shortages' and price rises. Result: an

unprecedented amount of contention over control of food

Craft monopohes d1v1ded the crafts themselves.- Large masters comm.on.ly’

evaded those portlons of the old regulatlons ‘that limited the- numbers of their

Journeymen'and apprentices, and that confined theml to workers duly approved by the

.loc_a_l'ar.tisans._ But large masters also held jealously to their control of t_he market.

Small masters commonly sought to maintain the corporate structure and the

restrictions on 'q_uality'g'uaranteed, with dect‘eésing effectiveness, by gilds. " Workers

fought the efforts of masters and entrepreneurs to undercut them by hiring cheaper,

less 'well-organized outside labor. Journeymen, expelled' from the gilds by their

masters, formed corm)agnonnages to defend their rlghts, and continued to use them

after the. legal abolition of trade corporatlons in the 1770s. Small masters against

large masters, compagnonnages against all masters, rival compagnonnages against each
other, all 'loca.l ﬂvorl.<ers against.outsiders -- as capital -concentrated, conflict
intensified. |

With respect to land, the crown geherally acted to promote its transformation

into dispos:able.property', to strengthen the rights of owners, to discourage multiple

- use rights in the same land. Customary hunting became poaching. Customary .

gleaning. and gathering became trespassing. Customary scratching out of a corner of '

the wasteland became squatting. All became offenses to be puﬁ_ished by rhanotjial‘ and
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royal courts. Landlords and their managers rationalized their estates', revivéd old
dues; brought thelr rent books up to date, pushed for or agamst enclosure of commons
depending on whether their incomes came mamly.from cultlvatlon (Com-mons
undesirable) or-grazing (commons deslrable).' All in all, their'action‘s reinforced. the

positions of the more prosperous peasants -- whether renters or owners -- and pushed

4 smallholders toward the rural proletariat. In the. agrarian world, then, large landlords

'fought w1th orgamzed communities over dues and over control of common resources,_ _
, whlle poor people resxsted the loss of their rlghts to hunt, fish, glean, pasture, gather
‘wood, and patch together an existence from' a hundred clever uses of the common

'ground.

‘For France's ordinary .people,- the eighteenth'century. fused the costs of

- statemaking with the burdens of capitalisrn"; ‘A fiscal policy favoring those who

loaned their capital to the state and 'extrgcted it from the people, a food policy
favoring the shipment of local supplies wherever merchants could get the highest
price, a strenuous effort to break monopolies of.w,orkers over: local employment, an

encouragement of bourgeois property in land -- all these features of government

~ action forwarded the interests of capitalists. ‘Among the great eighteenth-century

“ministers,  no doubt Turgot had the clearest view of this program. He self-consciously

advocated the accum-ulation of capital, the eliminat'ion of small .farmers, and the
sp'read. of \vage-labor-..in"agriculture and industry. It would be hard —to make the .ca_ll
for capitallsm more emphatic. But all French_ g'overnments of the later eighteenth
century helped make such a program a reality. They trar‘npledrthe ‘interests of
ordinary people : | ) ’

‘Alliances of capltallsts w1th statemakers produced a conglomerate opposition.
On the 1mp11C1t principle that the enemy of my enemy is my friend, petty producers,

tradesmen, small peasants, proletarians, lawyers, offlcers of Parlements, and

Protestants all Jomed in re51stance to royal power._ _ During the eighteenth century,
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the crown took' to direct attaclxs on the Parlements and on other institutions blockmg'

Aaccess to its potentlal income. Those attacks sohdlf;ed,the opposmon. They helped.

the national zn_etwork of lawyers and Parlementary officials to become the opposition's

" connective _tissue.. ~ Several times('beiore‘.l_789, large parts of th_veA opposition reached

the point of sustained defiance to t‘dyal command -- reached, that is, a revolutionary

situation. In 1789, the addition of a 51gn1f1cant subsistence CI‘ISIS 1nten51f1ed the

"revolutlonary 51tuat10n by 51multaneously lining up exceptlonal numbers’ of poor people -

. against royal ofﬁcllbals and by d15play1ng, yet agam,» the inability of those officials to

put down the poor in the absence of broad support from therich.

‘In all these’ regards, the Ile de France had pride  of place. Through the latter. -

half of the. eighteénth' centur_y, the struggle of the Parlement of Paris \\'i_t_h' the crown

provided - the chief signal and symbof for the crown's opponents elsewhere. As the

o mar.quis d'Argenson conﬁded to his diary for 28 N'ovember 1751:

'Yesterday mormng appeared a decree of the King's Council suspending a .
number. of consumption taxes: droits rétablis, 4 sous par livre, etc. That will
. make life cheaper in Paris. - The preamble says the act ‘is due to the dearness
of bread, and will last until bread prices decline. All this has made people say
that the government is afraid of the people, who could rebel, seeing the

.. Parlement in revolt and giving the example; that it took the step improperly,
with craven fear, that it would never have done so without the speeches
against -the government, without the shouts of the assembled people when the.
Dauphin entered Paris, and so on (Argenson 1865: VII, 47). :

(When. reading this analysis, it is worth. remembermg fchat the marquis' father, Voyer

'_d'Argenson,.had been Chancelor - ahd scourge of the Paflemeht --. during the
‘Regency of Louis ?(V). Wit_h the accéletation,of direct taxation and gbvernmehtal
"boi—_rb\')ving of the Seven Years' War (1756-1763), the Paflemehts of.- France tightened
their alliances, deepened their résistance, and lined ub -more solidly than ever beside'

theA Parlemenf of Paris.

A p-aradoxical situation emerged. One mlght have thought that royal )

“institutions and ennobling OfflCE‘S would  bind dxgmtanes to the crown 1deolog1cally, as

they did fmancrally. .In fact, almost the opposite occurred. On _the whole, places.
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w1th Parlements and other courts full of offxceholders mounted the most serious
opposition to royal pohcy from the 17505 to the beginning of the Revolution. Note

the numbers of ennobling offices, as of 1789, in the capitals of our hve reglons:

Paris o S :_ 1055
Dijon - 187
Montpellier | _ 175 :
Toulouse- -~ . . | 172
Lille - 17
Angers 2

(source: Shapiro & Dawson 1972)

The list describes the approximate rank order of resistance to royal will. Where

‘ofﬁceholders and institutions proliferated, three crucial things happened. First, in the

process of creatlng offlces and institutions, the crown also cemented nghts,

-pr1v11eges, and veto powers Second the courts, assemblies, and other institutions
'nommally serv1ng the king gave their occupants means of meetmg, formmg common

-programs, and broadcastmg those programs to a wamng publlc. 'Thlr‘d, officeholders

developed a strong interest both in limit_ing the crown's further indebtedness andin

sustaining the ability of their institutions to bargain for the payment of their salaries.,

To the extent that they added matters of principle and of regional rights to these

considerations, the Parlements and other sovereign courts became formidable bases of
opposition.
With the suspension of many Parlements, including the Parlement of Paris,

from 1771 to Louis XV's death in 1774, their‘ opposition became visible throughout the

nation. The Paris Parlement even acquired a popular ‘following in its own home

territory; that following lasted until the end of 1788. At that point, the Parlement,
restored to its functions after two more periods of exile .and faced with popular-

demands for a thorough housecleaning, aligned itself with the crown in defense of its
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- own privileges. Then the Estates General, soon to become a National Assembly, took

over.

- Thus occurred a series of switches worthy of the Fronde. The Parlements soon

»aba'nd_éned a revolution they had made pbssible; when ordinary people. demanded the

' curtailing of privilege, popular demands began to fhfeaten the Parlements' own

enormous privileges. The -capitalists against ‘whom ordinary people first directed their

revqli:_tiohar.y actipn'di\)ided Sharply; those whose’ strehgth lay in lahd and fiscal

privilege génerally clung to the threatened. monarchy, while those who took their

‘advantage from .con'trol of capital and prof‘_e?sional skill soon leaped over the masses

to lead the oppositioh to the crown. Even royalty divided: The king's brother, comte ‘

- de Provence?. maintained his Pa!ais. Rbyal as an island of free speech forbidden to the

police, while the duc d'Orléans (father of the Louisv-P'hilippe" who became King of the

French in 183(_)) cast his lot ’de'éisively wth the opposition in 1787 -- and suffered
exile for it before going to the ‘giuillotine, in. 1793, for his ties to counter-revolution.

_'Only the bloc of ordinary people remained more or less constant; ordinary people

were certain that they wanted food at a feasible pr'ice-; equitable:' and moderate

taxation, 'checks on speculators, and gUarantees of employment. Their alliances

.changed, but their interests remained the same.

What Barbier Saw, 1718-1762
No .eighteenth-ce'nt-ury observer saw all this coming. In. fact, no eighteenth- -

century observer saw the whole range of events that might have signaled the

o :~apprqach of great changes. But two-observant bourgeois of Paris chronicled many of -

the crucial conflicts before the Revolution. Between them, Edmond-Jean-Frangois

~Barbier and Sebastian Hafdy 'kept detailed journals for almost every year from'_l718

through 1789.
Barbier was a lawyer who never married. He lived all his life -- from 1689 to

'1771.‘-'- in ‘the house his father had bought in the rue Galande. From 1718 (when he
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was 29) to 1763 (when he was 74) he kept a journal of epigrams, songs, verses,

. decrees, gossip, and faits divers running seven volumes in manuscript and four in

expurgated print (B.N. Fr 10285-10291; Barbier 1847-1856). He never missed a royal
wedding, pregnancy, birth malady, or death. Bad. weather, high prices, juicy scandals,
exceptlonal celebratrons, and spectacular executions found their way unfalhngly into

his notebook Amtd ‘the hlstoncal brlcabrac, Barbler also reported the great conflicts

- and 'movements of the day: royal and ecclesiastical attempts to put down the too-

" rigorous Jansemsts, resistance of the Parlement to wartime taxes, chains of food

rlots. :

" No substantial movement entered Barbie’r'e record until 1720. InAMay of that -

" _year came a _popular‘rebellioh against the Parisian Watch. They were tramping

through the city looking for vagabonds to arrest, with the strong incentive of a

Vv bounty at 100 sous per capttve The' Watch made the mistake of trying their skills in

~ the Faubourg Salnt Antome “Everyone came into the streets and rose up w1th clubs

and other weapons They fell upon the archers, who fired the pistols they were

carrymg At that, the crowd beat the archers up. A dozen of them went to the

* Hotel-Dieu for trepanning" (Barbier 1847-1856: 111, 139).

That same year the so-called Law S'yste’m'(:olla‘psed. For two years, the

- Scottish -banker John Law.had been werking to convert French national debt into

shares of the Company of the Indies, and in the process to arrange a hidden’

o devaluation'of the ‘debt. _In_echo_es of the Fronde, petty b-our-geois and

Parlementarians alike protested the attack on the guaranteed annuities (rentes) that

constituted the mainstay of their income. Become Comptroller General in 1720, Law

“made his bank the agent of the conversion, and limited the amount of paper money
'any‘on'e could withdraw. "The run on Law's bank in the Palais Royal (where Barbier

‘reported 15,000 people jammed into the narrow rue Vivienne on 17.July). first left a

~ score of people trempled to death, then had crowds.milling with threats to break into




bt e s Sk

. FINCINEIRIES

the palace.

For its opp051t10n to Law's maneuvers, the Parlement of Parls found itself

.exiled 'to Pontoise. 'On the first of September, ‘when Barbier ‘strolled up to the Etoile
'With: rhany other people to watch the fine folks return from the Bezons Fair, he saw
the "lackeys" and "populace" ééu attention to Law's livery and stone the carriage. in
.which. Mr.nef. Law was hassing by (I, 50). just after'Christmas, Barbier no,_tedA the

- triumphant reentry of the recalled Parlement from Pontoise -- its popularity the more

surprising becaljsé, it had just given in to the king by registering the anti-Jansenist
papal bull Unigenitus. He saw that the Parlement was becoming the' focus of popular
opposition to royal power.

" To be sure, ‘Barbier mlssed some of the other conflicts of 1720 in Pans and 1ts

h‘interland He failed to mentlon, for example, a strike of Parlslan journeymen
‘printers, and the battle with tax—colle_ctors that stirred up Ville d'Auray on 2!

January (Kaplan 1979: 39; A.N. G7 443). The following year, on the other hand, he

.did note ‘a free-for-all between the servants of great nobles and the guards at the

Fva'ir. of St. Germain (I, 77-78). In 1721 he also chronicled the Vengeance of

| spectators at th’e whipping of a thief' When the thie'f'sv victim called for the hangman
to whip harder, the crowd sacked the victim's house (I, 79—80) "Barbier's journal
likewise mentloned the arrival .of a peasant delegation from Saint- Cloud at the Palais

' Royal (th‘e Regent's seat) to ask compensation for the_ damage done to their flelds by

the crowd at a local festival; the destruction by a crowd numﬁbering "five or six

.thousand people" of the stocks set up near the ‘house of ‘M. d'Erlach, captain.of the
" Swiss Guards, for the punishment of a servant who had insulted Captain d'Erlach's

-wife; and the throngs who went to visit the captured highwayman -Cartouche in

prison, then watched his breaking on the wheel (I: 95, 107-115).

. Through the 1720s, we find Barbier continuing to report bepular vengeance

', against too-zealous punishment, an occasional food riot or strike, and pitched battles
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between rival groups of young men. He neglected, for some reason, the repeated

encounters of toll- and tax-collectors with unwilling customers. Yet he kept on

noting such 'curious conflicts as the one besetting Big Thomas, tooth-puller on the .

Pont Neuf, in September 1729. Thomas proposed to celebrate the birth of a Dauphin

by holdmg a free dinner for all comers on the’ brldge, after the Pohce Counc1l.
forbade the dangerous gathering, dlsappomted dmers who arrived broke the wmdows of

Thomas_ nearby house (I, 297-298). In the 1730s, Barbler seems - to have’ notlced

“rather more public demonstrations of support for the. Jansenists (in the form, for’

 example, of mass attendance at the funeral of a prOminent ‘Jansenist priest) amid the

celebrations and condemnations An unhkely but deflmtxve fusion of Jansemsm,.
Gallrcamsm and the defense -of Parlementary privilege was occurring. It became a
popular- cause to the extent that it opposed the arbitrary power of pope and king.

In the 1740s resistance to conscriptiOn for the militia joined the catalog of

prominent--conflicts. So did attacks on the police' sent out to pick up beggars; the

‘police. were rumored to be .sending their victims -- men, women, and children -- off

to' populate Lou151ana (Recalling that moment, glazier'Jacques -Louis Menétra

' mentloned another rumor: "They were takmg young boys and bleedlng them to death~
S0 the blood could bathe a princess strlcken with an 1llness that only human blood
' could cure"; Menetra 1982: