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What the Archives Say*

The municipal archives of Dijon occupy several cluttered rooms
in the grand old palace of the Dukes of Burgundy. The archives' main
door looks out onto the elegant semicircle of the Place de la Liber-

ation, built in the late seventeenth century as the Place Royale.

Readers in the high-ceilinged salle de travail have no troub%e tal-
lying arrivals and departures. A strident bell sounds in.thé room

so long as the outside door is open. The interruption usually Lasts
five to ten séconds, as the newcomer closes the street door,!crqsses

@

the anteroom, fumbles with the inner door, and enters. In bgd weather
arr%vaks are more disruptive; after the long bell stops soun?ing,
visitors stomp their feet unseen, temové their boots and hang up
their raincoats before presenting themselves for 1ﬁspection.’ Exits
Aare'equally distracting, for they mirror the entries precisely: thud,
| shugflg, stomp, ring. \
Distractions, however, are few. Not many people come to the ar- /
chives: a few city employees, an antiquarian or two, an occasional

student from the university, now and then an itinerant historian.

Those few have riches before them. They have the surviving papers

of the capital of Burgundy, both as an independent. power and: as a
major French province. The archives are especially full up to the point
at which the centralization qf the Revolution shifted the ba1ance of
power, and paperwork, toward the state's own bureaucracy.

Among the thousands of bundles in the pre-revolutionary: collection,
167. fall into series I. Series I includes Police,‘in the broad old-

regime meaning of defense against all manner of public ills.: Its

-

=T am grateful to the National Science Foundation for financial sup-
port. to the archivists of the departmental and municipal archives
of Dijon for aid, and to Martha Guest for help with bibliography.




;qpics'are sanitation, public health, fire protection, asylums, pur-
suit of beggars, végrants and criminals, control of games, gathérings
and public ceremonies. Nineteenth-century archivists sorted the papefs
by subject métter, by rough time period and then usually b? affair,

C !
event, session, or whatever other subdivision the organization producing

the records had used in its own work.

The series contains reports of the activities of the chassecoquins,
the seventeenth-century officials assigned, literally, to chase co-
quins [scalawags and ne'er-do-wells] from the city. It includes more

details than most of us would care to read concerning the official sur-

veillance of the wine-harvest, in'tﬁat great wine region, from 1290
on%ard. It has a great mass of reports——and; especially, of invoices--
from four centuries of publicly-sponsored celebrations. We see

the elaborate preparations for the annuai fireworks of St. John the
Baptist Day, including a note from 1642 on the "malefactors who set
off the fireworks when the mayor was going to light them himself aé
usiial . . ." (A.M. [Archives Municipales] Dijon I 43). We watch the
great funeral pfocessions, including the sixty musicians who played
and sang the funeral mass composed for the Dauphin in 1711 (A.M.
Dijon I 48). We witness incessant pompous entries into the city of
dukes, duchesses, queens, kings, princes and ambassadors: King Char-
les VI in 1387, Duke Charles the Bold in 1470, King Henry IV in 1595,
Louis XIV and the Queen in 1674, and dozens of others (A.M. Dijon I
5-36). 1In short, the very tapestry of Dijon's public life.

Those concerned less with kings and more with the participation
of- ordinary people in the city's public life also find much to think
about in series I. The fifty-four affairs in bundle I 119, for ex-
ample, deal with 'seditions'" and other serious offenses against pub-

lic order between 1639 and 1775. 1In the century before the Revolution,
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"sedition, emotion,”" and "mutiny" were common terms for events which

later observers would probably have called '"riots" or "disturbances."

mutiny,"

Unsympathetic observers, that is. '"Sedition, emotion,
"riot" and '"disturbance'" are terms of disapproval, power-holders' words.
The documents of Bundle I 119 breathe life into the shapeless
words. In 1668, for example, tﬁey show the municipality issuiné a
warning against unn;med people who had spread the rumor thaf the major
téx, the taille, was to be increased, and forbidding the populace '"to
assemble or form a crowd day or night on any prétext, or tozincite the
people to sedition, on pain of deth . . ." The anonymoﬁs énemies of
fhe people had allegedly said '"they needed a Lanturelu."
Lanturelu was a popular song of the 1620s which gave its name
to a ﬁopular rebellion of the 1630s. Back then, Richelieu aﬁd Louis XIII
" had annouﬁced the elimination of Burgundy's.privileged tax status.
On the 27th and 28th of February 1630, a hundred-odd armed men led by

winegrower Anatoire Changenet, plus a crowd of unarmed women, men and

children, gathered in the streets of Dijon. (Gens de bas gﬁage——lowly

folk--city officials called them later. Anatoire Changenet himself

had just served as King of Fools in the city's Mardi Gras festivities.)
Among other things, the crowd ‘sounded the tocsin, sacked the houses

of royal officials, and burned a portrait of Louis XIII. They are sup-
posed to have shouted '"Long 1ive the Emperor''--the Habsburg‘descend;nt
of Burgundian Charles the Bold, and mortal rival of ﬁhe French king.
Dijon's mayor hesitated a day before calling out the militia. The
militia killed ten or twelve of the rebels in the process of dispersing
the crowd. The King retaliated by imposing a state of siege, ordering

the winegrowers to move outside the city walls, requiring a large pay-

ment to the victims of property damage, further abridging the city's



.

privileges, and staging, in April 1636, a humiliating confrontation
Qith local dignitaries. The Parlement of Burgundy, doing its part,
Acondemned twé leaders of fhe rebellion to hang. That was a Lanturelu.
No Lanturelu occurred in 1668, yet seventeenth—ceﬁtury Dijon had
its share of seditions, emotions and mutinies. 1In February 1684 the
winegrowers again took their turn. The public prosecutor described

the event as "

. . . a popular sedition that three or four hundred
winegrowers wanted to start in the city by their enterprise of gath—
ering together, marching through the city with beating drum and un-

"' Later details

‘furled banner without any authorization to do so . . .
in thé‘prosecutor's own account set the number of maréhers at some-
thing over a hundred. (The exaggeration at the start of the account
may weli reflect the féct that in an encounter between city officials
and the winegrowers at the Guillaume Gate, as the prosecutor tells the
story, "it was only by some sbrt of miracle that none of them was
dssaulted, notably the aforesaid public prosecutor by one of¢ the
seditioners, who was at the head of the crowd and got ready to strike
him with his pruniﬁngnife.")v The winegrowers assembled to the drum-
roll, as people often assembled for special occasions in those days.
Among the leaders, as in 1630, was a winegrower named Qhangehet——this
one the Jean Changenet who later deScribed himsélf as '"'winegrower in
Dijon, rue Chanoine, twenty-nine years old, professing the Apostolic
Roman Catholic religion." :

The winegrowers went en masse to Champmoron wood, which*belonged
to the nearby Carthusian monastery. There they gathered firewood,
then returned.to the city. They were on fheir way back through the
gate when they met the small band of officials who had come to stop

them. Hilaire Edouard Demouchy (conseiller gg_roi,’tré%orier de

France and, most important, leaseholder of Champmoron wood) filed a

formal complaint asking for redress, prosecution and official
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rejection of the winegrowers' claim to the firewood. The authorities
clapped a dozen leaders of the march, including Jean Changenet, in jail.

A few days later the mayor and council received a petition reading:

You are asked by éome of the poof winegrowers and some of your
most faithful servants'among the poor people of this city to
have pity and compassion for the poor wretches who are in

jail here for having assembled at the sound of the drum to.

go to the woods, which was done without any thought of of-
fending you but only to give the group strength against

‘those who wanted to stop it from cutting wood . . . ¢

;

iﬁ their own petition, the twelve imprisoned winegrowers said they had
been arrested ". . . while returning from Champmoron wood where they
had gone to cut firewood, along with many other winegrowers from the
city who claimed they had the right to do so as a result of conces-
sions.granted to the winegrowers by the Duke of Burgundy, as has often
been practiced in the pas£ when required by bad weatﬁer and hard win-
ter, as in the present year where the need is great.'" Part of the
transcript from thg interrogation of forty—yeér-old Pierre Réignaut,

runs as follows:

Asked why they banded together thus to go to the wood if

they already had the right to cut there.

Replies that the reason they went to the aforesaid wood in
large numbers was that the first.persons to go had been chased
out by the valets of the Carthusian fathers and in the fear
that the same thing would happen again the greater part of

the winegrowers had assembled in order to maintain theitr

+

right to cut in the aforesaid wood.
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After some weeks in jail, the twelve prisoners went free on’their pro-

. &

mise of good behavior. Their aétion apparently stirred theimunicipality:
#he following year the city sued the Carthusians for enforcement of the
%ineg;owers' right to gather wood. ;

The tracesvof ﬁany other events appear in that rich bundle of
seditions: another confrontation over firewood (but this one over the
royal toll on wood entering the city) in 1696; threatening, -demanding
gatherings of women during the great hungers of 1693 and 1709; seizure
éf grain wagons by a crowd of '"more than a thousand" in 1770; still

others earlier and later. The events portray a Dijon in which some

~ issue brought crowds to the street and into confrontation wﬁth the

authorities every three or four years.

The Seventeenth Century Confronts the Twentieth

As I pored over the papers of Bundle I 119 one day in the spring
{ .
of 1975, Monsieur Savouret, Madame Jacquette and Monsieur Benoist, the
3 : 1
staff of the Dijon archives, were busy about their work in the reading
t Y

room. Gradually a muffled sound outside resolved itself into chanting,

’

crescendo. "What is it?" I stupidly asked my companions. We went to

1
the windows, which gave us a view into the Place de la Libération

: !

through the great barred gate of the palace. People were marching

i

outside. .
z )

I rushed to the exit. The indefatigable bell signaled my trans-
N } .
lation from the seventeenth century to the twentieth. Up the street

came several hundred young men and women, in uneven ranks. Some

carried an effigy of a man, others hoisted signs and banners. They

continued to chant loudly. A marcher thrust a handbill at me. The

issue, it turned out, was the future of students preparing to teach
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sports and physical education. The dummy appeared to represenf
3

M. Mazeaud, the Secretary of Youth, Sports and Leisure, who was pro-

1

posing a tiny budget for physical éducation as well as the removal of
.compulsory sports from public schools. That would seriously curtail
these students' job prospects. The demonstrators were on their way to

the Place de la République for a rally, as students in other French
i

cities were likewise on the way to their Places de la Rébublique for
3

rallies. An hour or éo later, they passed the archives agaih, on the

way back to the university area. The undisciplined ranks and disciplined
!

chants had dissolved, but the demonstrators still shouted %nd cheered.

Gradually their voices gave way to the ordinary noises of éhe street.
My thoughts turned back three centuriés to 1675. s

Are the turbulent events of 1675 and 1975 knots on th% same long
thread? The event in the archives and the event on the street both
consist of people banding together to act on their shared grievances,
hopes and interests. That banding together--let us call i%.collective
action fﬁr short--has its own history. As people's grievances, hopes

>

and interests change, and as their opportunities for actiné oﬁ them
change, obviously their ways of acting collectively change ‘as well.

.In between interest and opportunity, and less obviously, comes a third
factor: organization. Whether we are watching seventeentﬁ;century
winegrowers or twentieth-century students, we notice that they do not
seize every opportunity to act on their interests, and do not react to
every opportunity in the same way. How tbey are tied to eéch-other,
what ways of acting togéther are already familiar to them,iwhich sorts
of news they have alerted themselves to affect how much they act, in
what manner, and how effectively. f

The Dijon winegrowers had a pressing need for firewood that cold

winter. Indeed, wood shortage was becoming a critical problem in all
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Burgundy as forests passea into private hands and small.woogjburning
forgéé multiplied.. The winegrowers had the élim opportunity offered
by their claim to a privilege granted by the Dukes of Burgundy; that
opportunity was disappearing as the rise of bourgeois property squeezed
out the oid shared rights to glean, pasture, forage or fishfon local
territory. Compared with other groups of poor people in Digon, wine-
growérS'had the advantages of coherent organization: extensive ties
sustained by daily contact, relatively effective leadérshipf previous
experiénce in acting together. The history of collective a?tion
clearly has four components: ipterest, opportunity, organi;atioﬁ gnd
action itself. All fOur.vary from group to group, place ﬁo place,time
to time, problem to problem.

Interest, opportunity, organization and action: a large, rich
historical agenda. The turbulent events whose traces have survived in
seventeenth-century police archives are obviously a peculiar sample of.
all the century's collective action, and therefore of the interests, -
opportunities and organization at work. Nevertheless those’ events im-
mediately identify lineaments of seventeenth-century French’collective

action, and its context, which differ significantly from those of the

twentieth century.

Collective Action in Seventeenth-Century Burgundy

Dijon and Burgundy had comé to the French crown with Louis XI's
{

defeat of Charles the Bold, Duke of Burgundy, at the end of the fif-
teenth century. Charles' successors, the Habsburg emperors; continued

to press their claims by word and sword. Adjacent to the Habsburg

lands of Franche—Comtg, Burgundy was a military frontier and a favorite

1
¢

sixteenth-century battleground. After the decline of the direct mili-

‘tary threat from outside came a division from within; Burgundy ran red

a
\ 3
.
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with thelblood of sixteenth—cen;ury wars between Protesfants and Catho-
lics. The wars of the League, the dynastic struggles for céntrol of
. the duchy which blended into the Thirty Years Wér, popular ;nsurrections
continued through the tumultuous time of Lanturelu to the mid—seven-
teenth-century rebellion of the Fronde. During the early yéars of‘the
Fronde, many Burgundian notables sympathized, and even cons?ired, with
the insurgent governor of Burgundy, the Prince of Cond&. f;om 1651 to
1653 the supporters of Condé raised an armed rebellion which only ended
with the royal siege of Dijon and the conquest of the fort Pf Belle-
garde, at Seurre: With the victory of.Louis XIV and Mazarib over the
Frondeurs came the end of Burgendy's age of war and large—sgale rebellion.
The middle of the seventeenth century, then, marks an important
transition. The transition shaped the development of popu%ar col;ective
action in Burgundy as well as the province's general polit%cal history.
‘Before, every popular movement provided an oppoutunity forisome fragment
of the ruling classes to press its advantage against the Crown. The
clientele of one great noble or anotﬁer were frequently thé basic units
among the warriors or rebels. Crowds which moved against poyél exac-
tions, such as thé crowd led by Anatoire Changenet in 16304 found sym-
pathy or even support among the local authorities. With the decisive
subordination of local officials to royal power in the latér seventeenth
century the chances for implicit or explicit alliance between officials
and plebeian rebels greatly diminished. Ordinary people’cqntinued to
act. But the shift of the process of extension of royal power from
a stage of great uncertainty and cross-class alliances to a stage of
crunching but inexorable growth left ordinary people to act alone in

the name of their particular rights and privileges. The authorities,

quelled or coopted, increasingly treated popular gatherings as dan-

sedition.”

gerous sources of
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"During that seventeenth century, then, the interests, opportuni-

ties, organization and collective action of Burgundy's ordinary people
~were changing. Their interests shifted as a warméking monarchy pressed
‘them increasingly for taxes to support its growing armies,,and.as the
bourgeois of Dijon increased their domination of the regioq's land and
eéonomic activity. Their opportunities to act on those in%erests al-
tered, mostly for the worse, as thelimportance of patronage and the
possibility of alliance with regional power-holders declined. Their
organization changed as the proportion of landless workersirose and
I

the stratifiéation of rural communties. As a result, the eollective
action of ordinary people changed as well. ;
| In the years after the winegrowers' invasion of Champéoron,wood,

a number of.the incidents which left their remains in Dossier I 199

and adjacent archives involved popular resistance to demands of the

state. In 1691, a royal edict prescribed yet another creation and sale

of offices for the profit of the Crown. This time there wére two offices

of jurés crieurs des obséques_gE enterrements: public registrars of
funerals and burials. They sold for 6,000 livres. Word spread that
the funeral fees of the poor would therefore rise proﬁibitively. Men-
acing crowds formed outside the home of the purchasers of the offices,
insulted them, and called again for a Lanturelu (A.M. Dijon B 329).

In 1696, firewood was again the issue, and the Porte Guillaume again
the site of the crucial confrontation. This time countrymen de}ivering
wood to the city pried open the gate with pokers and crowb?rs,’in order
to avoid paying the new tax of eight sous per bundle (A.M.;Dijon I 199).
During the last years of the century, as Louis XIV pursuédfhis wars

against Spain, we see rising complaints and resistance against conscrip-

tion, impressment, billeting and military foraging among the reports

of Te Deums for royal victories.
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During those same years the food riot elbowed its way to the
. :

leading position among the more turbulent fofms of popular collective
action. From the 1690s to the 1840s, some form of the fooq riot was
no doubt the most common setting for violent conflict above the scale
of the barroom brawl in Burgundy, as in the rest of France. 1693 and
1694 bfought Burgundy innumerable instances of the food r%ot in all
three of its ﬁajor forms: the popular inventory and seizure of grhin
held in storage by dealers and priﬁate parties; the forced sale of
grain or bread at a price below the current market; the blockage of
grain shipments destined to leave or pass through on their%way to other
markets. In 1693, the combination of an inferior harvest and the pres-
sure to suppiy the Frenéh armies at war in Germany emptied.the Burgun-—
- diaﬁ markets, drove prices up and squeezed the poor. In response, the
authorities of Dijon and other cities did the same as the xiotefs when
they could: they inventoried and commandeered the grain o? hand,
blocked shipments, and arranged the public sale of food below the mar-
ket price. i

For the most part, the so-called rioters were either substituting
themselves for the authorities or forcing them to do theiriduty. Some-
times, however, the crowd wreaked or threatened vengeance.l A declarg—
tion of the Parlement posted on the 20th of August 1693 stated that
". . . yesterday from 8 to 10 P.M. many wives of winegrowers and laborers
gathered together and threatened to kill and to set fire to houses
because there is only a small amount of grain in aforesaid city, and
it cannot be enough to feed all the residents. ..." As usual, the
poster went on to forbid ". . . all inhabitants of Dijon, of whatever
sex or age, to gather in the streets or any place else by ?ay or night,

or to use threats, violence or inflammatory language, on pain of

death . . ." (A.M. Dijon I 119). “
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Food riots flourished in the next century. Only sixteen years

later, in 1709, arrived one of the greatest struggles over subsistences

s

in French history. Again the coincidence of a bad harvest and extra-
‘ i

ordinary demand from armies abroad put acute pressure on local supplies.
¥

Again the crisis gave merchants and local officials a hard choice:

<

Give priority to the local poor by commandeering the local stocks and
. T

selling them at controlled and subsidized prices; or accede to the

higher-priced, and officially-backed, demand from outside As the

Yot g

eighteenth century moved on, royal policy favored the arm%es and the
national market with increasing zeal and effectiveness; the desire of
3
. , :
merchants and officials to favor the locals wilted obligingly. Since
! €

the landless poor were actually increasing as a proportion of the gen-

eral population, the pressure on local communities increased despite

a slow rise in agricultural productivity. The widespread food riots

. /
of the eighteenth century replied to that pressure. L ‘

The structure of the classic food riot--commandeering, blocking

1

and/or selling below market--makes it clear that it was almeans of
: v

forcing the merchants and officials to favor the localitylover the

armies and the national market. The procedure often worked. The

I

structure of the individual event does not make it quite éo clear that
it was a tool to block the advance of mercantile capitaliém. In that
reggrd, it was-at best a monkey wrench in the machinery: ;stdpping
the gears now and then, knocking out a few teeth, but alsé encouraging
the development of tougher machines and protective screené.

The form of food riot that grew up in the late seventeenth century
nicely illustrates the place of.changing interests, opportunities and

organization in changes of collective action. The interest of the

local poor (and, to some extent, their patrons) in local priority

i
.
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over the food supply was growing as the interest of the Crown and
larger merchants in freeing it from the local grasp increa;ed. The
opportunities of the poor were mainly negative, since they coﬁsisted
of official failures to intervene in the local markét as local author-
ities were supposed fo. The change in organization in this case is
relatively unimportant although there are some signs that groups such
as Dijon's winegrowers were becoming more clearly aware of:their dis-

tinctive and threatened class position. What is important is the per-

sistence of local organization on the basis of which poor people pressed

their claims to the food supply. This changing combination of interests,
opportunities and organization produced the food riot as néturally as
other combinationsproduced the tax rebellion, concerted resistance to

conscription and attacks on enclosing landlords.

To the Revolution

If we were to inch forward through the eighteenth century, further

<

changes in the surface of popular collective action would give us more

indications of shifts in interest, opportunity and organization. To

L

get a stronger sense of the changes still in store, however, let us

<

leap a century from the 1690s to the Dijon of the early Revolution.
i3

A National Guard report informs us:
Today 23 August 1790, on the-complaints brought by a number of

citizens to the commander of the Volunteers' post at the Logis
i
du Roy around 11 P.M. that someone (to the great scandal of right-

r

thinking folk) had just sung, to the accompaniment of several
¢
instruments, a Romance or Complaint containing a funeral.. ode to
€

the Marquis de Favras, outside the home of M. Frantin, a city

official. We, Jean-Baptiste Roy, captain of Volunteers commanding

the aforesaid post at the Logis du Roy, thought proper to form



immediately a patrol to follow the group of musicians who we had
L -

been informed were heading toward the rue du Gouvernement and
€

therefore led the aforesaid patrol to that street whefe we did in

4
3

fact find the aforesaid group of musicians at the hour of mid-
1
1

night, stopped before the door of M. Chartraire, mayor of this
2

3

city. Among them we recognized, and 5eard, M. Roche, a lawyer,
i

singing to the accompaniment of a guitar and of several violins

in the hands of MM. Propiac, Pasquier and a number of:others un-

knqwn to us, the Complaint of the aforesaid Favras, ié which we

noticed the language of the enemies of the Revolution; in that
the-author of the Complaint in his delirium dares to ;ccuse the
Parisian people of madness, and taking a prophetic toﬁe announces
that the people will get rid‘of the new system. Consédering that
a text of thét type in which one is'not ashamed to favor a traitor
to the people such as the King's friend, sung at impr?per times

in the ﬁost frequented neighborhoods of ;he city coulé only have
for its object to incite‘the people to insurrection, ?nd consider-
ing that it is urgent to prevent that mishap, we thoﬁght it was
our duty to repért the event to the general staff. . E (A.D.[Ar-

<

chives Départementales]COte d'Or L 386). .
The comrade;in—arms of our commander at the City Hall postéinforms us
/ ;hat:
. . . a number of citizens of the city of Dijon, foll?wing a
musical ensemble, passed before the City Hall; eight bf the.rifle—
men of the post of the aforesaid City Hall, drawn by éhe melod&,
followed the line of march, which ended in front of the home of

the Mayor; there the musicians, seating themselves, s?ng a Com-

plaint or Romance which seemed quite improper to the riflemen,
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in that they heard some words which could overturn public
order . . . (A.D. COte d'Or L 386).

t i

And the "seditious song" itself? The surviving text includes this
{ .

vérse:
)

Since you must have a victim
Blind and cruel people,
Strike, I forgive your crime,
But'fear eternal remorse;
You will recover from madness;
And tired of a new system
You will see my innocence

You will cry on my tomb.

Now, the Marquis 6f Favras was part of a plot to seize the King and
spirit him away from the grasp of the Revolution. Betrayed by his fel-
léw conspirators, Favras was hanged in the Place de GréVe, in Paris, on
l§ February 1790. One could hardly have a more counter—revo}utionary
héro( Confronted with such evidence of subversive activity,;the National
Guard's general staff leapfrogged the city council to make its reportA
on the incident directly to the Departement's administrations it ap-
pears that among the night singers were some members of the éity coun-
cil itself.

The counter;revolutionary musicale connected with a whole series
of demonstrations of opposition to the leaderé and the symbols of the
rgvolutionary movement in Dijon. There is, for example, thaF group of
forty-odd citizens who "struck down the national cockade' in November,
and who "provoked all the citizens' at the cafe Richard (A.D. éate d'or

L- 386). There is the group of customers at the Old Monastery cabaret

who, two days later, insisted that three young men take off ‘their
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national cockades [that is, their red, white and .blue ribboné] before
being, served (A.D. CBte d'Or L 386). At that time, thé Natiqnal éhard,
municipal guardian not only of public safety but also of révglutionary
séntiment, was campaigning for the obligatory wearing of the cockade.
(fhe city council, at its meeting'of 8 November 1790, declared the re-
qﬁest that its members wear the cockéde on their cheéts "illégal and
hérassing": A.M. Dijon 1 D). |

We should not conclude from these little run-ins, however, that
D;jon was simply a counter-revolutionary haven. The capitalfof Burgundy
had undergone a: local revolution thi?teen months before the ?ayor's
serenade: an impeccably bourgeois revolutionary committee seized power
from a council which was strongly attached to the Parlement,'and there~
fore to‘old—regime institutions.. A more conservative municipality came
té office in the elections of January 1790. It faced an active patri-
otic Club speaking for the National Guard's leaders and the revolutionary
committee of 1789 (Millot 1925: 147-148). Other events displayed the
révolutionary spirit in Dijon: the popular demonstrations of December
1790 against the so-called Fifth Section of the Amis de la Constitufion,
a reactionary club; the workers' gatherings around the municipal offices
at the opening of the relief-work program in March 1791; thefcrowds of
April 1791 which "formed in front of the churches of La Madeleine and
La Visitation and went through the city to tear down coats of arms, pil-
lars and ornaments attached to private houses and public buildingé.‘. M
(A.M. Dijon 1 D; A.D. Cote d'Or L 444). Dijon was a divided city, like
many other French cities of its time. t |

The conflicts which divided Dijon reappeared throﬁghoutvFrance.

Rather'than flowing from a unanimous desire of the French people, the '

Revolution we know emerged from ferocious struggles in place after place.

.
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fheir form, their combattants and their results varied with.locél social
structure. The ﬁevolution which occurred in Paris during July 1789
started a vast effort to centralize political power, opened-up great
épportunities for the organized segments of the bourgeoisie: stirred

an unprecedented popular mobilization, encouraged a politicization bf
all sorts of conflicts. But the ramifications of the Revolution out-

side Paris posed particular problems in each locality, depending on the

.existing interests and organization. 1In the Loire, for example, the

fundamental cleavage which led to the department's participation in the
anti-Jacobin Federalist revolt separated two well-defined g%oups: the
Montagnards, composed largely of workers and a bourgeois fragment; a
moderate majority coalition led mainly by the region's landholders
(Lucas‘l973). In the Vendée, a compact nucleus of merchants and manu-
facturers faced a formidable coélition of nobles, priests, éeasants
énd'rural workers (Mitcﬁell 1968) . In Burgundy, .the bourgeois fought
ét once against the resistance of the Parlement's adherentsiand the
telatively radical damands of winegrowers.

Despite the diversity of these alignments,ffrom them déveloped
certain deep, common consequences: intense political participation on
the part of the general popuiation; a decline in the influence (and es-
pecially the official-position) of priests and nobles; a rise in the
politiéal significance of the regional bourgeoisie; a promotion of con-
ditions favoring capitalist property and production; a sharpening of
awareness of connections_between local conflicts and nationél:power
struggles; a concentration of power in a growing, increasingly ceptral—
ized state. In looking at Dijon's little serenade of 1790, we witness

a small reaction to a very large transformation.



¢ ’ -18- ' , ’

If the serenade was clearly part of the revolutionary struggle,
L . .

s B

it was just as clearly a piece of the eightéenth ceﬁtury.. We_héve al-
ready noticed the importance of song to public displays of sentiment
in the Lanturelﬁ. But we have not yet noticed the widespread form of
action which the 1790 night music most closely resembles. It is the
charivari--often corrupted into "shivaree" in American English, and

often called Rough Music in England. 2

" Charivari Before and After the Revolution

The basic action of the charivari runs like this: assemble in the
Al ‘.

étreétvoufside a house, make a racket with songs, shouts and improvised
instruments such as saucepans and washtubs, require a payof? from the
people inside the house, then leave if and when the people pay. .Tﬁe
words and action are mocking, often obscene. They -describe and condemn

the misdeeds of the house's residents. In its essential form, the -
H

= <

eighteenth-century charivari was the work of a well-defined group which

bore some special responsibiiity for the moral rules which the targets
i ' :

of the action had violated. The best known, and probably most wide-
R . 3

spread, examples concern familial, sexual and marital morality. One

<

standard case is the noisy public criticism of an old widower who mar-
¢ . -

}ied a young woman. In such a case, the makers of the cha%ivari.ordi;
{ . . .
narily came from the young unmarried men of the community,Awho often
‘comprised a defined, exclusive association: . the youth abbey.or its
équivalent. - In the case of moral offenses the payoff requ%red was not
élways:a simple gift or round of drinks. Sometimes the sefenaderé de-
manded the departure from the community of the tainted individual or
‘couple. Sometimes the guilty parties left town.

A Like most regions of Europe, Burgundy had its own version of the

charivari, linked to a complex of local institutions. In Burgundian

1

v
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villages, the "bachelors' guilds"‘(compagnies de gargons) included all

the unmarried men of twenty or more. The local bachelors' guild required
a cash payment of young men as they reached the minimum age, kept‘an
eye éh'their love affairs and even told them which.girls they had a
right to court, defended the village maidens from the attengions 'of men
from outside the guild. The bachelors' guild coilected a substantial
payment, in cash or in the form of a festival, from the young men who
married and, especially, from outsiders and otherwise unsuitable men
who dared‘to_marry women from the locality. This last category of mar-
r}ages was a common incentive for charivaris and bréwls. In Burgundy,
the same bachelors' guild often had responsibility for publiF bonfires
in Lent and atAothef secred moments of the year,. gathered‘wopd for

tpat purpose, and had the right to colleét a contribution from each

. household in compensation for its efforts. At the local scale, it was
thus a significant institution which provided services, bound the young
pgople together and exercised genuine social control. The charivari,
fbr all its apparent quaintness and tri&iality, had profoundirooté in
the regiﬁnal culture.

In that light, the observer of Burgundy's political life after the
Révolution notices some curious reflections of the old regime. Under
the July Monarchy Dijon's plice archives are jammed with old-fashioned
charivaris. For example, in July 1834:

! On the 22d instant, toward 9 o'clock at night, some youngsters

gave a charivari to the newlyweds-—Baudry,(a-tailor, and Miss Ody--
"~ who did not give a ball; that fact occasioﬁed a rather large

gathering on the rue St. Nicolas, but did not produce any disorder,

and the charivariseurs fled at the sight of the gendarmes (A.D.

' Céte d'Or 8 M 29.
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The charivari's being police business was not entirely new, since even

\ . . ) Lt
in the eighteenth century the municipal police intervened from time to

5

time when a charivari was too raucous or too long; the intervention of

the police nevertheless shows us the opening of a breach between bour-

) i
geois law and the law of popular custom.

Beside the usual applications of thé charivari to the improperly
married, furthermofe, we find its use for explicitly politiéél purposés.
A}police reﬁort from 8 September 1833 informs us that:

Yesterday evening the 7th instant, toward nine o'ciock, a
charivari took place oﬁtside the Hotel du Parc on the occasion of
the stopping in this city of a deputy named M. Delachaume, coming
from Paris onvhis.way to ChAlons-sur-Sadne, whither he_went:at
four o'clock this morning. The charivari only lasted a.few ﬁoments.
It began on the rue des Bons Enfans, where the organizers, known
! to be republicans, assumed that M. Delachaume was having supper
! ‘with one of.his friends. But having leafned different;y; they

.went to theAHGtel du Parc, where a crowd of more than 300 persons
P gathered at the noiée they made. The noise soon stopped at the

‘request. of one of them, a certain Garrot; known to be a fiery re-

publican; he raised various cries: A bas le rogneur de budget,

~le con de député, etc. and other indecent words we could not make
:oﬁt. .After those cries they left, along with the people whom the
scandalous épectacle had attracted. With Mr. Garrot at the head
of all these young people, most of them wérkers and digguised
some in work clothes and others in straw hats, the group scattered
and later gathered.at the Republican Club located at the Place
d'Armes over the Thousand Columﬁs cafe (A.D. COte d'or 8 M 29).

A charivari? Certainly a transplanted one. The event retains some
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. . i
features of its form, but aims at a political enemy and operates under

3

the guidance of a republican association with its headquarters a pri-~

vate room in a cafe. Those are nineteenth-century stigmata. Neverthe-

- T

less, to the eyes of Dijon's captain of gendarmes, it is a charivari.

v

. Another police report ten days later likewise sheds a revealing

4

light on the nineteenth-century version of the charivari:
Col «

On the evening éf the 18th, it was said that a serenade would
be given to M. Petit, deputy royal prosecutor, who had just re-
signed on refusing to make a search which took place at the -offices
of the Patriot, and also that a charivari would be give; to the
royal pfosecutor, who ordered that search. The gendarm? patrol
was thereforé sent to the homes of M. Petit and the roxél prose-
cutor, but disorder was seen (A.D. C&te d'Or 8 M 29).

This juxtaposition of the serenade and the charivari tells %é about
another: significant feature of these means of action: the exXistence of

) _ ;

gradations of the performance running from very negative to very positive.

One could organize a friendly charivari: a serenade. In fact, when the
: €

- deputy-philosopher Etienne Cabet arrived in Dijon in Novembe? 1833,

"mgny young people" immediately gave him a serenade. Duringthe festiv-
iﬂies the innkeeper Mortureux was arrested for ''seditious cr%es;" he had
shouted "Loné live the Republic" (A.D. Cote d'Or 8 M 29).

For another twenty years, the charivari continued to fill the
police dossiers of Dijon--and, for that matter, of other Ftepchbcities..
After the Revélution of 1848, its irrevocable decline began.é If you run
through the dossiers of the Third Republic, you encounter plgnty of ac-
tions of workers and peasants which attract police attention, but almost

no trace of that once-flourishing ritual, in either its moral or its

political form. So we are dealing with a form of action which did plenfy

‘ =
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of work for the ordinary people of the old regime, which adapted to dif-

ferect circumstances and to broad social changes, but which went into re-
- tirement inlthe age of ucions, associations and political parfies.

* The existencc of that range of applications of a musical:sanction
raises an-iﬁteresting series of problems. First of all we notice the
paradoxical combination of ritual and flexibility. As in evefy well- -
defined, familiar géme, the players know how to modify, improvise,
elaborate, even innovate while respecting the ground rules. From the
Revolution onward, we see the players extending the charivari;from its
moral base to explicitly political'affairs.v The charivari isxa well-
defined means of collective action, parallel in that regard to voting,
deﬁonstrating, petitioning and stfiking: Like every means of_collective
action, the charivgri'has its own appiications and its particular his-
tofy. But at a given point in history it belongs to a familiar repertoire
of collective actions which are at the disposition of ordinary people.
The repertoire of collective actions therefore evolves in cwoédifferent
ways: the set of means available to people changes as a funcﬁion of
social, economic and cclitical tranéformations, while each individual
means of action adapts to new interests and opportunities for ‘action.

Tracing that double evolution of the repertoire is a fundamental task

for social history.

How the Revolution Mattered

What that trace shows makes quite a difference to our unéerstanding
nf major political changes. We can, for example, imagine three different

roles for the French Revolution in the transformation of collective ac-
]

tion: as a hinge, as a milestone or as an episode. If it acted as a

P

hinge, the Revolution changed the whole direction in which collective
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action was evolving. Thus Albert Soboul, despite some conceséions to
'pre—revolutionary changes and to the general drift of history; decla:és
that the Revolution "tranéformed French existence fundamentally, making

. ~ 7
it correspond to the views of the bourgeoisie and the owning classes" -
.(Soboul 1962: 520).

Seen as a milestone, the Revolution marked but one stage among others
in the course of a transformation already well begun, and conginuing
afterward. Michelet, for example, portrays an acceleration of the march
of justice and of t?e French people under the Revolution, In‘his view,
the acceleration reinforced the continuous movement of history, rather
than contradicting, interrupting or even deflecting it.

1f, finally, we see the Revolution as an episode, we claim that at
most it broke the continuity of a set of social conditions which took
hold again later as if the Revolution had not taken place. Although he
does-alloﬁ the Revolutionary period some peculiarities of its‘own, Yves=
Mafie Bercé's analysis of Qeasant-uprisings from the sixteenfh to thé_’
nineteenth century concludes that 'the peasant risings of 1789-93 do not
display any fundamental break with the prior pattern of communal revolts.
They were in fact a survival of old forms, and did not mark'tﬁe appear-
ance of new forms of violence" (Bercé 1974: 162).

The nofions of the Revolution as hinge; milestone or episode obviously
apply to'pqpular collective action as well as to social organization in
general. Our historical promenade in the Dijonnais leads in the direction
of the second notion: milestone rather than hinge or episode. The Revo-
lution, that is, marked a stage of a process which was already visible
in the eighteenth century and was still active in the nineteenth. The

stage was crucial. The process itself was complex, including the resis-

tance of local interests against the incursions of the state and of
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capitalism as well as the rise of different types of association as the

bases of collective action, the nationalization of power struggles'and

a sort of politicization of collective action.

t

These conclusions emerge at three different levels: from the study

o I

of the occasions of collective action from the mid-eighteenth to the mid-
‘£ ]

" nineteenth century; from the analysis of the repertoire of collective
i

aétion during the same period; and from reflection on the work of the
Revolution itself.

At the level of occasions for collective action, it is remarkable

f N

h?w much the defense of threatened interests outweighed the pursuit of

hopes for a happier future. If in.France as a whole the sey%nteenth

century was the heroic age of tax rebellions, in the eighteenth and first
half of the nineteenth century that collective resistance to fiscal inno-
- t

vations continued, while struggles over food supply and common rights
b ’ 3

increased. In general, the interests at play were those of 'small local

.

units, especially peasant communities. The growth of capitalism and the

expansion of the state required the "liberation'" of resources over which

the needs of the local unit had exercised priority. The Revolution

3

-jpiayed the dialectical role of accelerating the threat whilé increasing

i

the chances for resistance to it. h
L

- At the level of the repertoire of collective action, the.century
from 1750 to 1850 broﬁght an amplificatioﬁ and elaboration éf the means
available to people without eliminating any of the principa¥ forms of"
action already in existence at the beginning of the pefiod.; It was the
sécond half of the nineteenth century that brought the disappearance of
the charivari, the classic food riot, the armed rebellion against the tax
collector, and even the inter-village brawl. During the hundred previous

years, in contrast, we see the appearance of the demonstration, the devel-

obment of the strike, the rise of the deliberately-called méeting as means

i; . 1
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and context of action. Despite the defensive orientation of an important’

part of the period's collectivé actions, the means of offensive collective

action were forming. . They were forming on an enlarged scale; on the base

of new sorts of organizations. The Revolution again played a contradic-

<

tory role. Although the  revolutionary legislation opposed special-in-
. . . !
terest associations, . the experience of popular assemblies, revolutionary
- ) ¢

associations and national elections provided a model and, to some degree,

a‘guarantee for action organized around a collective interest.

Rural Conflicts Before and After

1 -

The experience of Burgundy again gives us some concrete illustrations

_ of these general processes. In rural Burgundy, the collective action of

the eighteenth century had a strong anticaﬁitalist orientation. It was,

as we have already seen, the golden age offfood riots. The crises of

1709, 1758 and 1775 brought their clusters of conflicts, and others ap-
) .

peared in between the great crises. That is the meaning of the 1770
i -

eéict of.thé Parlement of'Burguﬁdy which forbade, like sd'ma;y other
eéicts of the period | ‘
: to gather and stop wagons loaded with wheat or other gr;in, on
| roads,-in cities, towns or villages, én pain of specia1¥prose;

3 €
cution . .-.W(A;ﬁ.”CGte d'or C 81)1' i ' ¢

s

That blockage of grain expressed the demand of ordinary people that tﬁe
. 1
needs of the communi;y have priority over the requirements of the market.
Téé market, and therefore the merchants as well..
. The second common form of anticapitalist action was less routine
and more ironic. It was local resistance to the landlords' comsolidation

of lands and of rights in.the land. The irony lies in our normal readi-

néss to place the landlords themselves in the anticapitalist' camp. As

7

-~

3
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the great regional historian Pierre de Saint-Jacob showed, the Burgundiaﬂ
landlords of the period--including both the "o1d" nob111ty and the en- |
nobled off1c1als and merchants——played the capltallst game 5y'seizing

the forests, usurping common lands, enclosing fields and inéisting on
collecting all the use fees to whidh their manors gave them‘ciaim.

Rural people fought back. Suits against landlords multipliéd, a fact

which de Saint—Jach interprets as evidence not only-of seiéniorial aggres-—
sion but also of an iﬁcreasing liberatioﬁ of the peasants f%om tradi-
tional respect. (Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie bids up the argumént farther

1.

by writing of a "politicization" of peasant resistance in Burgundy:
Where the lawsuit was impossible or ineffective, peasants resisted
the seizure of commons by occupying them, resisted enclosurés by break-
ing the hedges or fences. As Pierre de Saint-Jacob describes it:
The wardens of Athie were attacked by the people of Vikerny
for trying to forbid entry to a shepherd. On the land%Aof
Berﬁard de Fontette, Pierre César du Crest,'the lord of Saint-
Aubin, organized an unusual expedition. He went with 17 men
armed with "guﬁs, stakes and staves" to break down the en-
closures. They led in 40 cattle under the protection of two
guards "with guns and hunting dogs," and kept the tenaﬁts of
Bernard de Fontettée from bringing in theéir cattle. Iﬂ'Char—
mois, a; the urging of two women, a band of peasants went to
break down a fence set up by the overseer of Grenand &Bo could
do nothing but watch and receive the jeers of the crbw%a In
Panthier, a merchant wanted to enclose his meadow; he ‘got
authorization from the local court. People aséembledfin‘the

square and decided to break the hedges, which was doné

&
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Athat night. They led in the horses. The merchant‘wanted to
chase them away, but the young people who were guarding them
stopped him, ''saying that they were on their own property, in
ia public meadow, that tﬁey had broken the enclosures and that
they would break them again. . ." (Saint-Jacob 1960: 370-371).
As we can see, the oppoéition was not directed specifically against
the landed nobility, but against the landlords of any class who chewed
at the collective rights of the rural community. If in Longecourt in
1764 it was the lord who demanded his own share of the commoens, in
Darois two years later the Chapter of Sainte-Chapelle, in Dijon, tried
to take a share of the communal woods, and in Villy—le—Brﬁlé in 1769
it was a farmer-notary who enclosed a meadow only to see thé ditches
filled in by the local peopleA(A.D. Q@te d'or C 509, C 543, C 1553).
What a contrast with rural colléctive action after the.Revolution!
Food riots did survive until the middle of the ninetéenth céntury.
For example, in‘Apfil 1829 a crowd in Chatillon forced M. Béaudoin;
operator of a flour mill, to sell his wheat at 5 francs and®25 sous
per double bushel, when he had posted the price at 5F30 (A.D. CSte d'Or
M 8 IT 4). At the next market, several brigades of gendarmés weré on
hand to prevent such "disorders" (A.D. COte d'Or 8 M 27). Although
the food riot continued to flourish, post-revolutionary rural struggles
bore hardly a trace of the resistance against the landlords: Instgad
they concerned the policies, and especially the fiscal polities, of
the state. H
The active groups of the nineteenth century came especially from
the small landholders and the workers of the commercialized’, fully

capitalist vineyards. Robert Laurent portrays that sort of protest as
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it took place just after the Revolution of 1830:
. . . . in September, theAannouncement.of the resumption of

the inventory of wine on the premises of winegrowers Stérted

turbulent demonstrations, near-riots, in Beauné. On the

12th of September at the time of the National Guard review
; "eries of anger against the Revenue Administration [la Régie]
rose from its very ranks." Told that the residents of the
suburbs .planned to go to the tax offices in order to burn
the registers as they had in 1814{ the mayor thought it prudent
that eVening to call the aftillery company to arms and convoke
\ lpart of the National Guard for 5 o'clock the next morning. On

the 13th, toward 8 A.M., "a huge crowd ofvwinegrowers and workers,"

shoﬁting "down with the wolves," down with excise taxes,"

occupied the city hall square. To calm the demonstrators

the ma&or had to send the National Guard home at once.

"The crowd thén dispersed gradually" (Laurent 1957: I 484-485).
Despite that peaceful dispersion, the authorities had to delay the in-
ventory of wine. In Meursault it was less peaceful: the winegrowers
drove out the tax men. g ‘ : :

What is more, the anti;tax movement connected directly: to political.
movements. The winegrowing area stood out for its republicanism; that
was especially true of the hinterlands of Dijon and Beaune.” In fact;
we have already had a foretaste of the Bﬁrgundian flavor: f{the search
of newspaper offices which incited the serenade and the charivari of

September 1833 had to do with the Patriote de la Cote d'Or.! The news-

'

paper was being prosecuted for promoting resistance to tax collection.

Etienne Cabet, deputy of the vineyard region, took up the defense of
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the newspaper. And during the Cabetian serenade of November 1833,
peoplle shouted not only "Long live the Republic'" but also "Down with

the excise taxes."

What Was Changing? ; ¢

All things considered, we observe a significant transformation of
the repertoire of collective action in Burgundy. As compared with the
means: of action prevailing before the Revolution, those of-the nine-
teentﬁ century were less tied to a communal base, more attached to
national politics. Associations, clubs, societies played an increasing
part. Yet there were important continuities: the survival of the char-
Vari” the food riot, the classic anti-tax rebellion; the persistent
orientation to the protection of local interests against the claims of:
the state and the market rather than to the creation of a better future.
The o0ld regime repertoire of collective action survived thg Revolution.
The forms of action themselves altered, adapted to new conditions;
among; other things, we notice a sort of politicization of all the formé.
New forms of collective action arose; so far we have'ﬁoticed especially
'‘the appearance of the demonstration as a distinctive means’of ac;ion..
Later. we sﬁall see the strike taking on importance as well®. That hun-
dred years spanning the Revolution was a period of'transfofmation and
‘of growth of the means of collective action.

What of the Revolution's pl;ce in that transformation:and growth
of the means of collective action? The Revolution brought?an extra-
ordinary level of collective action, a politicization of all iﬁterests
and thus of almost all the means of action, a centralization of power
and thus of struggles for power, a frenzy of association and thus of

action on the basis of associations, a promotion of the conditions
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fof“fﬁé development of capitalism and bourgeois hegemopy and thus of

a mounting threat to non-capitalist, non-bourgeois interests. If

that summary is correct, the Revolution acted as a fundamental stage
in the course of avtransformation far longer and larger than the Revo-~
lutidn itself. Like the seventeenth-century consolidation of the
national state,jthe changes of the Revolution led to a significant al-
teration of the prevailing modes of popular collective action.

The evolution of collectivg action had not ended, however. Al-
though the Dijon winegrowers' deﬁonstrations of the.183OS certainly
display many more familiar features than the Lanturelus ofztheL163OS,
they also éhow their age. Nowadays, theCSuccessors of those winegrowers
typically assemble outside the departmental_capital, grouped around
placards and banneré identifying their Organizations and sumharizing
their deﬁands.‘ The classic.charivari and food riot have vanished,
along with a numbér of other forms of action which persisted into the )
hineteenth,century; Today's large-scale actions are even more heavily ‘
concenﬁrated in Dijon, Beaune and other cifies than they Qere in the
1830s. Labor unions and political parties often appear in the action.
Although prices and taxes continue to be frequent causes for éomplaint,
such exotic questions as American warmaking in Vietnam and the future
of students in sports and phyéical educatidn'exercise many a crowd.

As the world has changed, so has its collective action.

The Twentieth Century

In order to find the twentieth-century equivalent of the old
Series I of the municipal archiveé, we have to walk the few blocks to
the departmental archives, or even take the three-hour train trip to

Paris for an exploration of the national archives. With the Revolution




and—-especially-—ﬁith the building of a national police apparatus under

Napoleon three impprfant changes occurred. First, the surveillance,
control and repression of collective action became the business of
specialized local representatives of the national government: police-

/
men, prosecutors, spies, and ofhers. Second, the procedures of surveil-

lance, control and repression bureaucratized, routinized, became ob-

jects of regular reporting and inspection. Third, anticipatory sur-

veillance greatly increased: the authorities watched groups carefully,
to see what collective action they might take in the future, aﬂd to
Se ready for it. The user of French archives notices the;e changes in
a significant gxpansion of the documentation available, a;d a signifi-
cant displacement frém the'files of the many local old—reéime authori-
ties which had some jurisdiction over collective action to the files
of a relatively small number of agencies of the national government.
That is why the departmental and national archives yield so much more
of our nineteenth; and twentieth-century evidence.

Bundle SM 3530 o% the COte d'Or departmental archives illustrates

all these points. SM 3530 contains reports of commissaires de police,

regional police officials, from 1914 through 1922. On the whole,

SM 35301is less exotic than its old-regime predecessors. The reports
describe nothing so splendid as the 1564 entry into Dijon by Charles IX,
when no fewer than twenty-three painters were among the hundreds of
people paid for helping prepare the 'works and mysteries ‘necessary for
the arrival and entry of the King" (A.M. Dijon I 18), or the 1766 city
hall concert in honor of the Prince of Condé, which featured the prodi=-
gious Mozart children from Salzburg (A.M. Dijon B 400). They do, how-
ever, tell ué of General Pershing's-arrival in 1919 (He and Col. Howlet,

the local American commander, dined at the HGOtel de lat Cloche; alas,

no "works and mysteries" were performed) and of the allegedly
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aﬁtipatriotic performance by music-hall star Montéhus in 1917 (whilé

Dijon's Le Bien du Peuple declared that Monté&hus héd proposed "civil
Waf after the fighting had'ended," the five off-duty policemen in the
audience who were later interrogated said Mont&hus had told the crowd
he was a revolugionary socialist, but that politics»would have to wait
while there was a war on.) By contrast with the cramped héndwritten
minutes gnd elegantly penned proclamatioﬁs of the seventeenth century,
these twentieth-century dossiers contain many typewritten reports, some
telegramé, occasional notes of telephone conversations, sc;ttefed news-
'ﬁaper clippings and a few(standard printed forms. As archéological
specimens, they clearly belong to our own era.

Those are only their most superficial ties to the twentieth century.
The dossiers of SM 3530 also provide clear traces of the great events
of the time: the World War appears in such guises as the antiwar demon-
éstrations'éf 1914 and the ceremonies, onéthe.Fourth‘of July 1918, ré—
naming the Place du Peuple as the Place du Président Wilsoﬁ. The Rus-
‘sian ﬁevolution shows up in 1918 in the form of "Bolshevist propaganda"
spread by the detachment of 220 Russian $oldiers at Dijon ‘and by a few
Russian civilians in the city. The national split of the 1abor move-
'ment»into Communist and Socialist branchés leaves its mark in the 1922
fractionation of the departmental labor federation. The major events'
of political history have their immediate counterparts in the stream
of collective action gauged by the local bolice. €

The reports 6f 28 July 1914 give a sense of the twentieth-century
tone:

This evening, ‘toward 6 P.M., a group of about a hundred workers,

i

composed mainly of Spaniards and Italians and also of young



people from the city aged 16 to 18, almost Ail of fhém workers
at the Petit Bernard glassworks, formed spontaneouslf into

a parade at the Place du Peuple and, passing through Chabot
Charny and Libert€ streets, went to the Place Darcy,-shouting

\

"Down with war! We want peace!"

Because the demonstration was
growing from moment to moment. and because it seemed to be

of a kind which would prbduce disorder in the streets and
agitate popular feeling, I immediately took the necessary
measﬁres to stop the demonstration and, with the aid 6f a number
of the available police, I managed to disperse fhe deﬁoﬁsﬁratprs
at the Place Darcy and on the Boulevard de Sévign€, and by>7:20
calm had :etufned.

The commissaire's helpers had picked up the group's marching orders,

which read "Calm. Don't resist the police, disperse. 1In case’ of
breakup, reform at the corner of Eé Miroir. If broken up again, re-

form in fromt of Le Progr®s, then in front of Le Bien Public. No

shouts, no singing. In front of Le Prog;és, only one shout: Vive la

paix."

| To anyone who has taken part in.twentieth—century deménstrations,
both- sides of the story are wearily f;miliar. Despite his.allusion to
"épontaneity," the police inspector recognizes the event as an unauthor-
izedi demonstration, and takes the standard steps to check it. The
gléssworkers, on their side, anticipate the reaction of thé police,
and make contingeﬁcy plans. The players know their stage directions,
although the script leaves plenty of room for imprpvisatioﬁ, and no

one is sure how it will end. The demonstrators want to assemble as many

people as possible in a visible and symbolically’significaﬁt public

.
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plgce, and display their common devotion,to a single well—defined pro-
gf;m. The event shares some properties with the Lantureld?of 1630, the
serenédé of 1796, the political charivari of 1830. It bears a much
greater resemblance to the winegrowers' tax protest of 1830. It is
fhe full-fledged demonstration, a variety of collective action which
'germinated in the uineteenth century and flowered in the twentieth..

. Demonstrations, strikes an@ public méetings dominate,fhe publiély—
visible actions reported in SM 3530 over theAwhole period }rom 1914 to
1922. By Bastille Day 1921 the themes of peace and ihterﬁatidnalism
had returned to prominence after their dissolution in Worfd War T. On'
the morning of that holiday the "communist socialists" ofibijon organ—
ized a march to the city's cemetery. 150 to 200 people (fncluding some
20 Women) gathered at the Place du Présiden; Wilson. Young peéple dis-
tributed handbills as they paraded. At the head of the pgocession
camé Fhree dignitaries from the labor exchange, the editor of the so-
cialist newspaper, a former deputy and a departmental couécil member.
""Next came twernity children carrying flowers and three red flags repré—
senting the A.R.A.C., the union federation and the socialist pérty,
then six signs saying WAR AGAINST WAR, WE HATE HATRED, AMNESTY, HANDS
ACROSS THE:BORDER, THOU SHALT NOT KILL (JESUS), THEY HAVE;CLAIMS ON
Us (CLEMENCEAU)." Leaders of the movement gave speeches at the 1870-71
war monument, and members of th; crowd ceremoniously laid.Aut three
‘bouquets——one each for the French, Italian and German dead. "The ban-

"

ners were folded up," the inspector tells us, '"and the crowd left the

cemetery without incident at 11:30 A.M."

In the midst of this series of reports come periodic-appraisals

of local "public-spirit." Esprit public refers especiall? to the likely
P i .




intensity and direction of collective action on :the part of different

parts of the population. The job of the spies, informers hndzobsqrvers

embLoyed by the police is to gauge and document tﬂose likélihoods. In
19183 we find our inspector reporting to the public prosechtor that
The world of factory and sﬁdp workers is complaining ;bout
the cost of living but has not been too hard hit so fhr,by
the new controls. In any case, they are willing to do their

part. . . The three groups of : railroad workers (trains, roadbed

and operations) are holding secret meetings, and talking

[

L
about occupational questions; they expect a follow-through

- on the promises made to them; that looks to me like é sore’

point which could bring on some agitation in the future if they
. -1 ;
don't receive satisfaction. In my opinion it would be a good

idea to resolve the question of special compensation as soon

T

as possible.

Nothing unusual about all this. That is the point: By 1918, we have

; .
a police force routinely scanning the world of workers, students and

. 3 .
political activists for any signs of "agitation," any predictors of con-

]
certed action. That same police force has developed standard procedures

for monitoring, containing and, on occasion, breaking up meetings, demon-
strations and strikes when they do occu?. Its business is repression.

By comparison with the nineteenth century, these twentieth-century
actions are large in scale, strongly tied to formal organizations pur-
suing defined public programs, closely monitored by the pélice. Their
variety and color appear to have diminished: the charivaii and its
companion forms of street theater, for example, disappeatéd from the

popular repertoire without replacement. Popular collective action chan-

nelled itself into meetings, strikes, demonstrations and a few related
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types of gathering. These recent changes all continue trends which
were clearly visible by the middle of the nineteenth century. The
same sorfs of changes in interest, organization and opportunity that
welhave seen going on in the nineteenth century continued in the twen-
tieth: increasing state control of essential decisions and resources,
expanding importance of special-interest associétions, growing range
of governmental‘surVeillance, and so oﬁ. In the perspective of the
last three or four centuries, the period since the Revoluﬁion of 1848
is definitely of a piece.

X

iong-Run Changes in.Collective Action

The chronology of collective action which emerges erm our ex-
ploration of Burgundy has some surprises in itf If the Révolutibnb
of 1789 was not a hinge but a milestone, the less momentous Revo-
iution of 1848 has some claim to be a hinge; a greater chénge in the
Acharacter and direction of collective action occurred in the middle
'of the nineteenth-century than at the end of the eightéenéh. To
find a comparable transition, we must look back to the mi&dle of
the seventeenth century, the periéd of the Fronde. Then, és in the
nineteenth century, a éreat expansion and centralizatioﬁ of state
power altergd the character of contention for power. In Burgundy,
as elsewhere; thg transition showed up first and most visibly as a
series ~7 rebellions against new and expanded taxation. The Lanturelu
of 1630 is »» case in point. From that time on, Burgundy and most of
f?rance moved into two centuries of intermittent popular resistance
to i~ expansion of state power and the growth of capitalist proper-
tv welations. Anti~conscription ﬁovements, food riots, invasions

of fields, further tax rebellions started that popular resistance.
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feople haa fought taxes and military service long befére 1630.
The mid-seventeenth century nevertheless éerved‘asAa hinge in the
history of collective action. Before that point local aughorities
and regiénal magnates were often available-as allies; in popular
rebellion they saw the means of retaining'tﬁéir liberties or ex-
panding their power. The great rebellions of the seventeenth cen-
tury all built on the complicity or active support of local author-
ities and regional magnates. Starting with the repression of the
,Fronde, Louis XIV and his ministers managed to check, cooét, replace
or liquidate most of their regional rivals. After swelli;g in the
seventeenth century;-with considerable support from autho;ities and
magnates, popular resistance continued on its own for two‘centuries
more. It changed form as interests, orgénization and opportunity
shifted. We have noticed the durable rise of the food ribt at the
end of the seventeenth century, as the pressure on communities to
surrender local grain reserves to the demands of the natibnal market
increased, and gained the support of royal officials. We’ha@e seen
the rise and fall of rural efforts to defend communal rights fo
glean or pasture against the efforts of landlords to consolidate
their holdings and make their propérty claims exclusive. ' This sort
of resistance to thé claims of the state and the demands of capitalism
persisted unabated into the nineteenth century. .
The nineteenth-century transition brought a great and rapid de-
cline in the two-hundred-year-old resistance to statemakiﬁg and capi-
talism. Although the mobilization and politicization of ‘the 1789

Revolution anticipated some of its effects, the Revolution of 1848

marked--and helped produce--a major swing away from the defense of
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;ogal interests agéinst the expansion of the state and of capitalism,
'tow;rd popular efforts to crganizé around interests én a relatively
large scale and to seize some control over thé state andiover the
means of production. We have noticed the virtuai disappgarance of
the food riot and the old style of tax rebeilion, the flpuriéhing of
the strike, of the demonstration, and of the public meeting as means

of collective action.

 Collective Action as an Object of Historical Studyv

What sort of history is this? It cuts across political history,
social history, economic history~as we usually imagine them. The
categories and periods of collective action's history do:nbt follow
simply from those of political, social or economic history. Col-
lective action follows its own course. Like the history of science,
demographic hispory or urban history, the history:of collective
action has its own logic and momentﬁm. Like the history of science,'
demographic history and the ﬁistory of éities, it'dependé intimately
on économic, political and intellectual changes outside Ets own domain,

: :
but is not simply reducible to any of them. Our brief look at Bur-
‘gundy Has given us clear indicatiohs of the impact on coilective
action of changes in power structure and in the organiza&ion of pro-
duction, but it has also shown us how the ekisting repertoire of col-
lective action and the previous experience of the collective actors
constrain the way they act together on.in;erests, aspirafions and
grievances. Instead of treating it as a minor elaboratigﬁ of poli-

tical or social history--for example as the subject which George

Rud€ labeled The Crowd in History--we have some warrant to write

the history of collective action in its own terms.



Before we stake out a new historical field, however, we should

not ask merely whether it is conceivable and interesting. We have

to ask whether it is coherent, worthwhile and accessible. In the

case of collective action, the answer to all three seems‘to be yes..
The subject is coherent in several fundamental regards: Eanj given
population tends to have a fairly limited and well-established set
qf means for action on shared interesfs, and ta change those means
little by little; the available means of action, the resﬁlts of action,
the intensities and loci of action change in an intelligible manner

in the course of such large scale changes as industrialization and

~ statemaking; we can reasonably ask the same questioné about interest,
organization, opportunity and action in widely differentlsettings,
and caﬂ even expect similar éﬁswers to some questions to come back
from very different times and places.

Worthwhile? In the long run, the results of the inquiry will
tell us. In advance, we can see at least that thg'study‘of collective
action gets us to the problems that.concerned the érdina;y actors of
history in a way that almost no other inquiry does. It takes its
place with the historical study of work and the family;.it is ébout
the logic, framework and content of everyday life.

The question of accessibility is harder to settle. :Too little
of the work of making the evidence of collective action_available aqd'

\
comprehensible has been done. Interest, opportunity, organization,
action--none of them is easy to reconstruct at a distancé of a century
or two. The action is less difficult than the.rest, bec;use the most

precise and voluminous records come from legal authorities. The

authorities tried to establish what happéened in order to punish it

t
ya
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this time and prevent it next time. As for interest, opportunity

A <

and organization, we must either infer them from the action itself,
guess at them on the basis of general arguments, or piece them

together from scattered, brittle materials. When dealing with the

actions of ordinary people, most historians content themselves with
. . t
the first two choices: describe what the people did, then deduce

what interests they were pursuing, what opportunities to pursue those

interests they faced and how they were organized from what they said

4

and did during the action, as well as from general arguments con-
' 2

cerning the character of crowds, the nature of peasant life, the

meaning of resistance to conscription, and similar notions.

In the absence of direct, solid evidence concerning interest,

gpportunity and organization, the indirect approach combining general
;rguments with observations from the action can serve us ;ell. All
we need are sound.genéral arguments; well-documented actiéné, and the
wit to correct the general arguments when the actions pro;e fhem
wrong. In analyzing the actions of the seventeenth—centu?y rural
rebels who show up in history books under such quaint namés as Bonnets-
Rouges, Nu-Pieds, Camisards and Croquants, Yves-Marie Beréé frames a
hSefﬁl argument. At that time, according to Bercé, the lécal com-
muﬁity was the main locus of rural solidarity and the chiéf reposi-
tory of rights in which rural people had a strong investment. The
expansion of the state under Louis XIII and. Louis XIV thr?atened_
both the solidarity and the rights. £

To each form of local solidarity, Bercé argues, corrésponded a

form of rebellion: revolts of insecurity based on the inétitutions

of common defense against marauders, food riots based on the communal
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arrangements for provisioning in hard times, forceful defense of common
agricQBtﬁral rights based on the previous exercise and recognition of
those rights, rebellions against direct taxes based on the long partici-
pation of the local community in the assessment of thqse taxes, armed
_resistance to indirect taxes based on the prior existence of local
channels for the trading of the items now subject to inspection, taxation
and seizure. Says Berc@: |
It is roughly from 1660 to 1680 that, irreversibly, communal
powers were dismantled, their military, judiciary and fiscal
prerogatives choked or revoked, their established rights and
privileges crushed. The chronoloéy of great popular rebellions ’

follows the same rhythm. Then these reactions of collective

violence died away as the building of the state succeeded

(Berc&€ 1974a: 117).

) Berc€'s summary underestimates fhe importance of expanding capitalism.
Yet it pinpoints themes wﬁich do recur, time and time again, in seven-
teénthvcentury revolts: established rights being crushed, long-res-
pected privileges being éwept aside. That much appears in the action
itself, as when, in 1636, the peasants of Saintonge declared

". . . that they were good Frenchmen and would die, rather than live
any longer under the tyranny of Parisians who had reduced them to the
despair and extreme poverty in which our province now find themselves
because of the gre;t tax assessments and new burdens that they have
imposed upon us and invented in this reign . . ." (Berc& 1974b: 736).

The complaint from Saintonge illustrates both the promise and

the penalty of working with observations of collective action alone.

The promise is that people who act together generally have their own
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t . . N

idea of the grievances, hopes and intersts which motivate them, and a

notion of their chances of success. If the "tyranny of Parisians' re-
{

appears in complaint after complaint, we have some warrant for believing

A

that the people of Saintonge had a genuine grievance against demands

;
from outside. The penalty, however, is that the rhetoric of rebellion
. _ ‘ i :
dogs'not reveal the origin or factual basis of the grievance: how to
di§finguish, for example, between a longstahding condition ;ecently
be%ome intélerable because of changing aspirations or'self—éefinitions,
an?'new privations which.vio}ate longstanding rights? ;
. Part of the remedy consists of paying attention to the;whole pat-
te;n of actions and complaints: in old-regime France, almb§t every-
one who méde a public lament complained of "extreme.povertyg" if you
did otherwise, there was the chance the tax collector would bite harder
thé next time he passed by. Complaints of '"new burdens" and "Parisian

' on the other hand, varied from place to place, time to time,

tyranny,'
grﬁup to group. In that variation over place, ‘time and groﬁp we have
a chance to.try out our ideas concerning the interests, oppértunities
an&-organization lying behind the colléctive action. 1In thé case of
Betcé's argpment, we can determine whether there was,lindeea,-a ten-
N ; ) s
dehcy for regions just coming under firm réyal control to mount major
.
resistance movements, then lapse into docility as the state’won out.
(Tbere was, althougﬁ the connections were mére complex thanfBercé's
scheme allows.)
Nevertheless, a broad correlation between the rhythm of statemaking
and the rhythm of rebellion will leave open many alternati?e interpre-
tations of the interests, opportunities and organization at§work.

Eventually we will have to try to observe them directly. Two apparently

contradictory strategies apply. The first is the more obvious: dig

5 i 3
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into the evidence concerning the settings in which collective action

occurs. With enough spadework, it is often possible to discover the

5

interests, opportunities and organization in operation  outside the great

3
¥

episodes of ‘action. But eventually we will need comparisons with places,
times and groups in which little or no action occurred: if we £ind "ex~
treme povefty" in the Qetting of every seventeenth-century tébellion,

doeé that mean the peasants who did not rebel were less poor? 'That sort
of guestion leads us to the second strategy: .broad comparis?ns of places,
timés and groups which differed in interest, opportunity andiorganization,
Did. their collective action, or lack of it, vary accordingly?

+

In writing the history of collective action, we have a choice be-
] oy

tween historical particularism and the atﬁempt to compare and generalize.
In one view, all such comparisons are odious, first because ghey in-
evitably warp the interpretation of the past to fit the preoécupation

of Fhe present, second because'they wrench each event form‘tﬁe only con~-
text which can give it substance. "The Burgundian of the seventeenth

3

century,'" Gaston Roupnel tells us, 'did not bear the mark offthe modern
age: At the bottom of his soul there was something so old that it was
as if the Gauls were still around him in their new land wheré history .
hadnot yet arrived" (Roupnel 1955: xxx). .If so, presumably ineither
the ‘Burgundian nor the American of our own time can reconstifute or ex—
plain the events of seventeenth-century Dijon without projecging him-
self across thé chasm between the present and an earlier age; Compari-
sons will only serve to map the depth and contours of the chasm.

The depth and width of the chasm, however, are questions of fact,

not of faith. We can, to some degree, determine whether the -patterns

and explanations which help us order the collective action of the

BN




sevéﬁféénfh century give us any grip on that of the'twentieqh——pfbvide
us;ble categories for our observations, bring out obécure connections,
anticipate features which are not readily visible at first sight. The
points at which the seventeenth-century cafegories fail are -clues to
cﬁange, signals that we have something new té explain. Our ‘attempt to
move across the centuries may lead ﬁo fhe conclusion that different cen--
turies require fundémentally different‘approaches to collective action.
Thén Fhat conclusion, and the deliﬁeation of the essential breaks be-

tween one mode and another, will be accomplishments in themselves.

Evidence Then and Now

Al

The kinds of evidence we can gather concerning seventeenth-century
and twentieth-century events differ greatly. Although 1975 will also
fade inexorably into a past which is only accessible througﬁ documen-
tary traces of one variety or another,-as I write it is easy to find

witnesses and participants, to ask them about their expectations, inten-
i }

ti?ns and fears. With luck and perseverance, we can extend that sort
of.inquiry thirty or forty years into the past. Beyond tﬁe}memory of
li§ing people, we haée the surviving documents;
3 B .
For the seventeenth century, the surviving documentary;eVidence
i

?

concerning seditions, emotions and mutinies comes to us mainly as a

by-product of repression: the authorities who put down and punished

the efforts of ordinary people to act together used a judicial, military
t - :
. i A

and administrative apparatus which spewed out reports and dossiers as

it' chewed up its victims. Even when the muted voices of the partici-

pants reach us, it is commonly because the agents of repression did

the recording. We hear from Jean Changenet and Pierre Reignaut, the

Dijon winegrowers, because the prosecutor had them arrested and wrote
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down their answers to many questions. They would have been ‘unable to
writg down their‘bwn versions of the story if they had wantea to. At
least that seems a reasonable conclusion from their declarations, at the
end of their interrogations, that they could not sign their names.

Again the combination of broad comparisons and close lo;al.studies
help us around the difficulty. The broad comparisons permit indirect
testing of such ideas as that winegrowers are exceptionally prone to
prptest, at least to the extent of determining whether winegFowing areas
charactéristicaily throw up more or different protests thanrother kinds
of areas. The close local studies capture the actors both %n and out-
side the‘action, becauée they also pass througb the local documents in
other guises--as taxpayers, as parénts, as leaseholders, or something
else. The necessary historical research is demanding, but not impossible.

The incentives for analyzing the history of collective action, in-

‘sgead of co#tenting ourselves with the collective action of ‘our own time,
go beydnd the desire to understand the past in its own terms. The past
helped create the present; knowledge of the impact ofAthe~expanAing
seventeenth-century state on the interests, hopes and grievances of or-
dinary Frenchmen will help us identify the durable features of that
state and of its impact on collective action. If we are so foolish as
to ‘seek generalizations about the influence of statemaking--or of in-
dustrialization, or of urbanization,&or of the expansion of capitalism--
on prevailing patterns of collective action, we have no cho%ce but to
look at big blocks of historical experience in which statemaking, in-
dustrialization, urbanization or the expansion of capitalism were actually
occurring. Just such a foolish, absorbing search brought me to Dijon .

to leaf through seventeenth-century police reports and watch students

march through the streets outside the archives.
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