; . . 3

. - - . - e
f P - t\ o ! 8] ‘\

. .
PF’ : o ! 0 Sa
~ o\ -
\ . - \
’
,‘ \\: s \ » s - 0
T~ - ¢

e I
©
~
>
ES
v
j M
MR
’

. TMWOSITION -AND DIVISION ‘OF THE ESTA‘I‘E BN

’ . "
t«_‘] i . "

. ' OF e . -'\'_A'w BN
.. CHARLES DE COUAGNE

Gicldiatde

.‘
F
s
3
R 4
9
'

v . Ammsts . .S o
. 'The Department. . - E

- J

{ Presented in Partial Fulﬁnment of the Requirenente for i
- . : thy Degree .of Maater of Arts at "‘ Ly,
- ~ ' Concordis pniversity . : el

oL . v Montreal, Canada- - . .

el \® .7 ‘Maren, 2975 .- .. . T N

) _ N ) ‘ . - - : ' £ . - L
- ' . - . —— 4 , . . , , .
4 ’ . ' @ . ) ' . " m}, ' T ’
T  ‘maaleria ¥, Demont g6 _ .
* . ! P ‘ . :
e o ' 1,



W TR AT T T ey
’ .

P

"de Couagne.

o —— R i
¢« ! ‘.‘ \ . - ! .
J ] » ° )
« . ,
) . o AW b
’ . _\ ) N L]
¢ - - . ‘ ;' .
_ ABSTRAGT
. ~ . " ’ co
o na-Ma}ia Farago -DumoN¢ )
T/ THE COMPOSITION AND DIVISION OF THE
| ESTATE OF CHARLES -DE COUAGNE ..
¢ ) v "

8 5«4’» 8 AR LY f.\;y.'
1

' k \"f / ;~ ;,-’c;,vf;‘, . ')‘."'-Lm- ",
va s ,

LY -

This essay is 8 study of the eetate of Cherlee -

Ueing notarial deeds and minutes. an analysis S

is formulated of his fortunea how it was made, ite eompoei-

- tion duridg.his 1ife time and‘at his. deaxh. end its division.,

The: methodology and ‘the exploitation of" notarieed ' {

documents for empiricai results are emphasized. An

evaluation of de Couagne 8 soéial and economic etatus is

derived and his position within the etructq;ee of New

Franoe 8 society at. the turn ofithe eighteenth _century is

established.

of colonial eociety is the eeeential puryoee of the

2
Coneequently. an underatanding of' the natqre ) N

etudy.
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, g’ " INTRODUCTION

)

t i “‘

‘ Charles de Couagne had arrived 1n New' France by 16761
’q .. from Clion, France,® At this time he was alréady using the .
,surname /of de Couagne instead- of his family name Renaud.3 It
has been suggested that a military custOm in. France at this '
period consisted of dropping ‘the family ‘name and using a sur-

name.u He was describeql as, the mmugxﬂ of .Governor
Frontenac when he married Anne Mare;5 of Quebec City. the
daughter of Simon’ Mars, himself a member of an old mercha.nt’\

. family of La Roohelle.6 . Even by 1685 de fouagne would have - .
been considered among tha more’ welln‘bo-do? familips in

Montrqal. fqr he wap able to have’'a servant’, Catherine, as

J‘His firet recorded bu'gineas tranaaction is fouhd in
the minutes of the Toyal not%r Bénigne. Basset in 1676, = .
"Obligation de Francols Bailly ie 6 octobre 1676 ALN.QM.; .
Greffe Béenigne Basset: 4 = . S '

LN .

L 2" s
Cyprien,Tanguay, -
. EusBbe Senecal. 1875) I.i'I:. 269G,

Ll swe T T

- Mandrd corvister,
(Paris:-Arman Colin. 196

o 5cyprien 'ranguay. Pictionnajre ' Qggealggigugb ‘III. 269.
S 6Arcr;ange Godbout, tion y . e
. M (QUObGCl APQ! 1970 (] po ) . /

.+ "willlian Eccles, .
" Regime, ‘(Montrealc Harvaat Housge;

il \ - - Fl
@ . ' . v

.- (Québec

)
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- remarried in the same year. Hie eecond wife. Merie Gode.

L. 2 -

pert of his houeehold8 and pey her between eighty and one .
hundred _jygg; annually.g In 1685 Anne Maps dieds de!bouagne S
was the daughter of e Montreal carpenter.10

o Thie essay intends. to eeteblieh an empirical framawork
in.which an analysis of de Couagne e—sociel dhd ecenomic '
status can be ‘made. What ie under cqnsideration is how

é
"de, Couagne, a merchant in New Frence. earned his wealth and

what exactly was his financial standing at selected pointsl. ’ s

An hih life. It is expected that such an analyeis will -
indicate hie status within the society of New France and how
he ‘and his wealth fitted intO'u“ﬁsocio-eoonomic hierarchy
of the colony at the turn of the eighteenth century. ..

- ‘The basic.documentation used were notarial:deede ano
minntes from which were selected all treneactione to. which _
‘de Couagne was a perty.‘ A simllar eeleétion was carried out "’
both with the - judgements of the Sovereign Council or Superior
Council of the colony and certain private archives Buch as

-those of “the Sulpician Fethere and the Baby. Collection. . These

documente were then classified.under-busineSS traneactione,

vt

marriage oontracts..laet wills, estate inventories and papers

.- dealing with the divieion ‘of de Couegne‘d estate. The texonomy o

- ) .o ) . _
o !
\“i‘

o 8Be iamin Sulte, ‘ ’ ;'(Mont;JElz
wilson et’cle, 1882). 'A 9. : - .

9W1111am Eccles W&W&h
’ pe 65.

,,ocy‘prien Tanguay) Mignnei;e.&enﬁle;iqu: III. 2693

¢




et up to organize these dources was intended to-be revelatory

' 6f the merchant 8 financial standing ‘at the most significant

moments of hie life. }

4
LSS

«  The methodology was then syetematically applied. A
typolegy\wae drawn’ up of Kis recorded transactions to
establish the annual volume of bueineee that paseed through
hie hands. The making of his money was described and character-

ietice of de Couagne 8 entrepreneurship were revealed. The

total value of de Couagne 8 eetate was establiehed as accurately

', ~a8 poeeible based on his final inventory in 1706 and the
division of hie estate in 1732, It was formulated in such a
_way as. to. provide fruitful pointe of comparison with the firBt
inventory of de Couagne drawn up juet after his.-gecond. marniage
in 1685. The correlation eetabliehed between de Couagrie' 8

marriage contracte, last wills and divieion of gztate was

inténded to expose . oertain customs and valuee ingrained in
[ ]

- New France's society and found in\legal form in the colony's

law code, the Coutume de Paris. ,
Problems did present  themsélves in this study of

‘o

v

de’ Couagne 8 eetatex cultural valuee and value of property..
.~ However, inetedu of’acting as major obstaclee they euggeeted
‘new areas of research beyond the 1limits. eet of this paper.

This research would be initdated on’ other members of his

family ueing baeioally the teohnical and conbeptual fremework
“ ueed in the present eesay.

O KB AL A A b G, ;BTN ST s T S T
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CHAPTER 1 L
. . e AR .
MARRIAGE CONT /ACTS AND LAST wnris

AS INDICATIQNS OF. WEALTH
’ o g
A fruitful base for the comparative analysis of personal

-

L4

-fortune should be able to be found in marrisge cohtracts.
"Il est d un grandbin ret economique et social de comparer
la. repartition des biens entre des personnes Jeunes a celles
des patrimoines laissees apras les déces.“l In de Couagne 8.
first marriage QOntract only 1ndigations of wealtq seem to be
disclosed. The dowry of the bfideet§>cléarly stated, 2500
ang of which 1500 wereé in merqhandise from her father's

' store in Quebec City. De Couafne endowed hie wife to the
extent ofmsoo livres worth of’ furniture and 500 in cash’z
It is probablo that it w;s at this point that de COuagne .

" became an independant merchant instead o# chlef domestic aid

\to‘Governor General Frontenac. Many of: his buainess ;

. transactions from thd’gsint of his ‘marrisge on dbacribe him

. .
- ' . . - . .
. QA , 3

‘o

S

. lxdbline Daumard. "PrObleme«do Meth de én Histoire
eSociale ’ B;ﬂ;ﬂgﬂ;- (Paris: 1964), p.: 291

Z"COntrnt de Mariage de Chnrlee de Coua e et Anne Lo
’ A.N Q Q‘l Gr'ff‘ P rre mqu‘to ‘M'L

Mars'le 19 novembro 1680
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. as Charlee de Couagne, marchand bonrgeoie de Montreal.“3

| o

& Furthermore. the newly-wed couple would appear to-have moved

a

r

&

‘to Montreal immediately after thef:@ﬁj7riage end de Couagne 8
1

leaving the Governor General’e hou

e . @

A comparison o other endowmente would‘geafeaeible ror *“> ,

‘an evaluation. The non-exietence of such an index is a- ‘
definite lack in the reeearch on New France“ and remains to be
- set up., A restricted eampée of marriage contracte-drawn up
w from just before de Couagne's first marriage to just after,
was ‘taken from the minutes of the. notary Claude Maazne. with
whom de Couagne had derlt ex!eneively. This selected sample
furniehes certain comparative data. (See Table 1). The value

of .the index is limited in that Fhe material levels of the
K

" géveral. social groupe involved cannot be eetabliehed. However.

‘\

- -

all people selected were inhabitante of the town of Montreal.
Six.'of the twelve contracts selecteq\had parties involved in ‘
' commerce.' All contracts were drawn,up common as to\property.
Endowmente on the part of the future husband were often in |
the form of furniture. livestock'for a certain'fixed value i

and money’. .. The fiancée e dowry was ueually in caeh.

’ .

+

3“Marche entre Charles de Couagnew marchand bourgeoie
de ville - Marie et Prangois Couturier le 19 mai 1695",

A.N.Q.M., Greffe Clgude ugue. - co

"Obligation pour 229 livres, 1 eol, 6 deniers: entre’
. Charles de Coulagne, marchand bour eoie de Ville Marie et Jean, ,

<Réaume, voyageur le 6. octobre 169 “K. N.?hm.. Greffe Jean .
Batiste Pott er. .

l"'J.'he French hietcrian Adeline Danmard did formulate an .~

index based-on endowpents ligted some 125 .years later in France.
* Ses Adéline Daumard,:

(Plries 19613), p. 106, .

. ' [ N o o - , , '
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. Fd
De Couagne's contracts rank near the top’Bf this index. _
4
Among these contracts de Couagne's is the only one specifying

. e
—

i A'an endowment of 500 _ixggg in goods to be chosen from ths AN

King's Vessels. ) I ) ) : ,L:%&
. - De Cduagne‘s second marriage contract with Marre que ,; B Y
‘is missing frOm the preserved\notarial records. However, '

its date, June 25, 1685, not::;T\Flpude Maugue. na certain

o -
&

essential features of 'its contents are mentioned n the first v

. ,inventory of de Couagne 8 estate.5 faken shortly after his

fecond wedding on July 30, 1685.‘ The first inventory of o

de Couagne's estate was to establish his {roperty at that:

- N

‘iointgin order to protect.the interests of Jacques Charles

) g

. 1f 'e@ Marie Anne aged four and two regpectively at the time of
}' ', [A\“/hnné Mars, their mother's death. . They were to be adopted by’

A ©* the new de Couagne household. Both de Couagne and Marie Godé
o) AN .

were the children 8 official.guardians. 3§:§ paucity of \
r

information presents a strong contrast to

fe Codd's .

gecond marriage centract on Nevember 11, 1712, to Pierre

#- Derivon, six years after de Couagne's death. Her,seconﬂ
marridge contract lists her financlal stsnding and clearly

& -

5"Inventaire des Bieﬁg de Charles de Couagne -le 7
{ aout . 1686", A.N.G.M., Greffe Claude Maugue.

' 1l 6"?2§§a eMde Chailes de Couagne et Marie Gode le 30
* < Ju et ", Montréal, » Registre Egggiggjgl : N
‘. Notre Dame de Montréal p%i& ‘

s TS (HOREN A TIRURS - $7 S e sare oy Y
o
- .

LS A
.




-The dowry of de Couagne's first marriage. of which 500 livres ,

A}
. - . '
N ' -9- s e ¢
. , .
. v .

'dié niﬁibhed betﬁeen’the "biens pfopfee and oonquSts

immeubles" that she “was to administer for the surviving

RN

) de Couagne childrén.” (:' SRR

[

¥
"Biens progyes" were les
"immeubles echus par succession
en ligne. directe“su collateraleaou
far donation en ligne directe."
/
AR - "Gonquéts immeubles" were ”Qes .
T " immeubles acquis & titre onéreux,
.. c'est-3-dire par achat ou par
’ L1 exergice da' 5ne profession ou
d' un metler "

De Couasgne- gave 4000 ing' as an endowmenx t0 his

second wife and she contrib%}ed a dowry of 300 livres only.loy

:was to he from goods imported from %rance on the King's

Rt

Veseels, aleo suggests a change of career on de Couagne 8
part. For. if he and his new wife were to remain in the .
Governor General's employment most of their belongfhge would

heve been furnished by de COuagng 8 employer. Frontenac.

.
- . ‘/f‘ . -
— 0
. . ' :

4

1

7ncontrat de Mariage entre Marie Gode et Pierre Derivon.,

Sieur de Budemont, le ll noVembre 1712", A.N, Q M.. Greffe
'Antoine Adhémar.: C

»

8Yves Zoltvany. "Esquisse -de la Coutume de ‘Paris"”, ; -

R.H.A.F., December, 1971, p. 368,
9Ih1d : : ' o .

10rn a contract eettlihg some or°de Couagne 8 deébts
after 'his death,.the now digsappeared marriage eontract. is
referred to again. . See "Réedition de Compte de Jacques
- Gaudry dit Bourbonniere .des affaires entre- lui, et feu
Charles de Couagne, le 6 decembre 1706, Montreals A,P.C..
(0011ection Baby), M. G. 24, L. 3, Vol. 39, p. 270., .

L h‘ ' .( ﬁ%

[N

¥ Ty B




- 10 -
fhese’belongings. imported or mnot, would not have to be paid -
fér in cash. Furthermore, Simon Mars. de Couagne s father-in-
. : law and an established merchant from La Rochelle now 1iving
+ in %uebec Clty moved to mOntreal in 1685 This would ha;e-j'
_provided de Couagne with a link to the Mdntreal group of

merchants if and when he would want,to ex;iqituit. » Simon

Q

, Mars would have opened ehaeeels of’ggedit to de Couagﬁdf
However, the. study of such family relationships is beyond the
o scope of fhis peper.. Thus although the dowryﬂef his first
‘marriage may have contributed to his affirmatioﬁ as’' a mer-
chant inste;d‘of a domestic aid, his second contract did
nothingof the kind. Nor was the Godg fmnily part of the
‘social group of merchantg in Montreal. Indeed, Nicolae Gode.° k
" ldarie Gode s father was a carpenter.: . 1
Q Both Anne Mar's and Manie Gode's harriage coétracte

o
with de Couagne 'were formulated as "common as to property"”,

(Qommunauté de Biens) as opposed'to eeearate as to propert&.
(§é§aratien de Biens) the only. other possibility of the ,

beriod.11 According to the Adeliﬁe Dauriard, 'the vagueness of

‘first marriage contracts ‘was customary within the context .of
: the Ancien Regime in France: this ambiguity. based on custom

appears to be the case with de Couagne'’ e first marriage con-
~tract in New France. Probably his second one was similar as.
’, the outline of the de Couagne-Mars eetate was not drawn up

-
7 Frangois Joseph Cugnet, Izai1_A&zéééLﬂs__Ansienﬂ.Leia

outumes et Usages de la-Colonie du Canada, (Quebect .Chez -

Guillaume Brown,.l775), p. 79, offers a detailed explanation ’
of the traditional marripge contract.

PRt

reo e N

-
- . . . \
- . ¢ '

+
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until after his-second_marriagei On the other hand, ¢ustom
also'dictated that the marriage‘contract‘of a’wihow.’as opposed
to a w1dower or newly wed ind1v1dual. would furnish a desw
cription and estimate of her materlal value.12 The latter
wogld be neces51tated by her new role and resp0nsmb111ty in .
the a&mlnlstratlon of" the estate« ,Marle Gode 5 sehozi Wedding\
contract to a member of the nobilit¥§ Pierre Derivon,~does |

'present a description and outline of her. material status. iq ,
,this/ooéline reference was- again made to her first contract

thlch formed part of the minutes of‘the notary. Claude Maugue.'
They were married separate as to property. The'Sieur de'\

i ’ . €\ ) ) . )
"Budémont handed oger goods, furs .and titles for a total of
7418 livres, 13 sols, &4 anigrs. as Qell as 7555 livres as a
\ "

~ ~wedding present. L ' ,
™. - v

]

The marrlage contract as a legalﬂentity under the

,Qgg ume de E&rls put a very strong emphasis oh family intorv
ests, paternal authority and 1egitimacy. It follows that the
-Qon&um was not only the legal vehicle for values in New
Fragcew but also a reflection for certain primordial elements,g:
- of its &ulto;eg' "La,Coutuﬁe rééissait les Canadiens en tous '

: rleé actes de la vie, Ge'la naissance ﬁ\iarmﬁft}"l3"The
”admfnistration of gll property-aoquifed oeforerand after

‘mérriageAlEs thooret;caliy characterized by the opmination

<

F—

*

lede;ine Daumard. ”Problemos de Methode en His

“Sociale" MMMEMWM égh P. 292- -

lBMarcel Trudel, : on la' ll .
(Montreal: Holt, Rinohart ot W nston Ltee. 968), p. 233.

'




L5

‘ | -'12- " _,/ ) n

of t::/bueband and the lack of authority by the wife under
thé>eBmmon as to property contract. Althougn'all material

goods includlng real estate belonged legally to both parties;.

‘,the husband could sell(end mortgage their comen possessions "
lwithout Ris wf%e s consent as long as his theofetical aim was_'é
%o better the material level of the marriage. The married

,'male had authority over all property with the exception of

~ T~

»what\the Coutume termed pi ens_propres., property inheritead-

P
by the wife because” of a-former husband’s or- family member's.

Vdeath; . Here he was{free to. dispose of the interest or profit

ce -~ _ ' L
,resulting,frbm’the investment of such goods but the consent

~

. of the wife was necessary for him\to diSpose of the goods’

capits.l.ll'L ' ' ‘ e ‘ o

4

Furthermore. if married under the common as to 'property

.contract. a married woman's potential interests in business

" were iimited in that her hwsband’s\gsnsent had to be obtained

3

, for any potential transaction.' Indeqdd the Q_gjgmg implied

ithat married women werd to be protected from théir lack Of

- commercial . experlenoe unless their spouse contersigned as to

the-contrary. In dey-to-day practice femaxe particlpation

'was- frequent as any study of riotarial records in New France.

clearly reveals. Under the sépaﬁﬁte a to prOperty contract,

common in the oase of a widow' 8 remarriage, ‘the woman assumed"

-
paternal aothority and'male rights, Indeed the succession .

.\ '-‘x~
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N of the estate~would ‘be totally in her hands Specially if "the

,children from the first marriage‘were minors. Magie Gode" 's .

L

~second marriage contract-emphasizes-her'role'of'administrator
oi the-de Couagne estate for herself andofOr the de Couagne~
children. It implies that she was to have.itsuusufruct (the ‘ :fg.
' right to exp101t the estate s benefits), .a clause which would |
have been spelt out in her missing first contract between her

-3

and de Couagne. ' - | ' g
™~ &
‘ Upon the death of one of the married parties the . e

/ ! c

survivors (and other family members) had three choices avail-
able to them as to the remaining estate: accept it as it was, .
accept the estate with‘the aid.of an~inventory or renounce,

,,,,

{f it completely.l5 ~The first chbice was evidently taken if

the estate was greatly lndebted. Moreover. iIf the married

.
’ Ao e

couple had no children, they had the right to contract the
gon mutuals this codicil in the marriage contract stipulated

‘L 'that the‘surviving party would have the usufructlof all or a
' certain portion of the community during his life. epan regard-'
. :+ less of the estate 5, debts. After the- survivor s'death the -
| | estate would be diesolved and the oreditors paid. Another .
codicii. the don_ entre vife was theoretically forbi den. S

This was the transferring of property from one live

of the marital community to the other.’ In reality it was
W

A

- .

ki, S BRI
,

w0 : ’
15Yves 201tvany,‘?Esquisae de la Coutume de Paris” ; ’ . -
d'H d ' Amer JFranc¢alise, pecember. 1971. p. 379. CTT e

ENENETEY
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’ ?hildren hoped to avoid its seizure in fhe case of deb&»l6
| _ * ‘~Fnrthermore. the children of the deceased father could
¥ " refude the estate and upon the death of the mother djvide
‘ up her oniginai dowry.ﬂ It follows that the potential
exieted to .save - something from the patrimony even iﬁ the
‘ dfather\died 1oaded with debts. o '
Theoretically, the marriage contraeté of de’ Couegne
‘ should have offered a soiid base from which to compare the

. kinds and values or goods accumulated by him at the point

of his marriages to his finanoiai status at death. . In

reality only'suggeations of his financial worth can be

determined at this stage. Anne Mars received 1000 1 _izggg

'from de Couagne of which half were in form of imported

goods., -Marie Gode's exact dowry and wedding present are
'\unknowp although she‘received at ‘least 4000 livres in-cash

and stock.. This would indicate a 400% increase which probably

'reflected a change in thelnerchant's economic status,
o,

Moreover. the presence of Jacques Bizard and Pierre Gadois,
at the de Couagne-Gode wedding indicate that de Couagne '
already enjoyedﬂa certain social prestige. The former- was
major and the latter. gxmnxig; of the island of. Montreal.l?
( . Consequently, de Couagne's marriage contracts are of
'1little use for the precieepcalculationgof his'estate‘at'the

7
0"

16Claude de erriere. {0 [ >

Pratique, (Toulou et 1779), 78,

17"Meriage de. Chgrles de Couagne, marchand bourgeois de
Montréal et Marie Gode . AJN.Q.M., %Q&l&&!ﬂ.f!!ﬁi_ﬂiﬁl_ﬂﬂiii P
dM 18.p.l‘i. . . ‘ -

) . : ", Iy
. v o
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momentlof his two marriagesf However, they strongl& suggest i‘«’.
a changed economie status between 1680 and 1685t the larger
second’ wedding present on his part indicates a greater

+ affluence. ‘A year later'de Couagne’s inventory establishes
his increased wealth. Moreover. both marrlage oontracts )

point out important cultural values of the period formulated

in their legal férm. The antnmg_gg_ggzig was ‘intended to

uphold family values? mérriage contracts form bu{‘one element . ’

gf this intention. It was to protect property and to

. - 3

guarantee a certain inheritance to the surviving members of .

" a the merital community.s It is within ‘the context of this
|

mentality and the legal, framework of the ggntgmg that

-

de Couagne built up his estate.

' Two dominant features of the period can be found in’

+ de Couagne 8 last wills. The primo dial purpose of wills

was either to reward followers or t donate certain sums or’

properties to the Churchs for the ggg;umg;gg_zgzig regulated
&

inheritance=laws to the exfent that an individual's last will-~

was really a formality and for the purpose of donations Only.'
”Pere et mere ne peuvent par donation faite entre vifs par

' testament ou ordonnance de derniere volonte. ou autrement ’
en quelque maniere que sobt avantager leurs enfants venans
a leur succession_les uns plus que les autres."18 Ds Couagne

'formulated two last wills: one\when extremely sick in Quebec

’

1801aude Ferriere, W ' S
Vicomte de Paris, (Paris: Coohart, 1788), IT, 320. - t ‘

! .
o ‘

(5o ‘
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‘_ City on May 3, 1704, dicteted to Florent de la Citiere119'
| o notajre royal aéd the other just before his death in a T .

N Montreal on August 22. 1706. The 1atter was witneesed by
o a ‘* a notajire :gxg of Montreal. Antoine Adhemar.20 Their )
L \ contents as summerized in Table 2 confirm tggt de Couegne s
i _ was far from living in penury. E , o
| : . “Those\individuals that drew up a last will in New . .~
France were still subjected to several restrictions. ,
De Oouagne could not leave any of his.estate to a mistress_
or 11legitimate child. The_Coutume decreed that with-the
oo erceotion_of minor donations,'helf of his estete'should go I\

to his-wife and the other half to'nig legitimate children.

As in other sections of the Coutume, family ‘obligations . ‘ :
.came first. o S, | A' | _ A
Donations to the Church were part of the Ancien
Regime mentality transplantéd to the New wOrld.a The St
mg;ghgng_hggzgggig. bourgois being used i the sense of an
T :‘established town inhabitant. was’ neither of‘the nobility

< 1

characterised by its relative osivity in France, nor of

Y RN

.the ﬁeasant‘ciass characterized by its 'labouring of the “,‘ k_"f
earth. Many French historians emphasize that the deeply '
Catholié society of the Ancien Regime never fully approved

. of the p_g;gggig way of 1ife based on the earning of b,

!

' ' . monetary profit by any means feasible., L o i,

'
» )

w

19"Testament de Charles de Couagne, le 3 mai 1704" B
"A.N.Q.Q,, Greffe Florent de la Citidre. . ‘ | v

LN
L

20upestament de Charles‘de Couagrie, le 22 aout. 1706"' a \
A.N.Q.M., Greffe Antoine Adhémar. , -

' i
{ P
‘ .
. ,
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- I1 est d!ailleu remarquable de constater qu'au
dix-huitieme si§cle (alors que longtemps le <
vieux debat sur le pre,tfet 1'usure est dépasse
sur le plan d'activités - quotidiennes) moralistes
et théologues ne cessent de s"interroger sur le
gain 11legitime...pour beaucoup de ces moralistes
le, commergant reste le dernier dans horder du
salut bien apres 1'homme du plaisir .

Coneequently as a way of winning acceptance, Yast wills 5

" dictated by meml:ers of this occupe.tional group usue.lly -

included ‘donatt )ns to religious orderss moreover, charitable

‘donations as cfx formed one:eédement of the religious

] mentality of the time. 4 ‘ S .
De Coua'\e appears equally generous in his‘second '
His first will
donates 355 livres and two Elots,m the.tqv(n of ﬁon%‘::e’al.

H:ls second will donat Qoolnﬂn The fact that Aﬁtoine
\ £

Adhémar vwas the notary (res‘b@lo fgp\ghe execution of

. will towards the Church as in his firet.

his estate appe rs perfectly hgioal as the latter was,
the notary mos familiar wi‘bh his business transactions.
) De Couagne s Wills appear to indioate a certain maberial
Asﬂ' ].ega]fr documerits they emphasize the impdrtance of

. the ‘family unit and its right to an inheritance 1£ an

. 6a8e.

\ ,éetate exi&ted. Consequently azganalogy may be drawn to ‘
his mapriage contracts. All four documents ‘represent a N
oertain arfluen‘ce. How much afﬂuence is Q, next problem

under study.. The inventories of de Couagm‘;\esj:abe; in

‘contrast to "his J,ast ¥ills and ‘marriage con e.ctp. ,lend

t-
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_themselves tq,cpmpa:ati&e quantificatioﬁ.: Moreover, his

comﬁprcia; activitiqg can-also be evaluated empiricﬁlly.'
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) 2, " THE ROLE AND AET;VITIES o0 - N
. . o QE,COUAcNE ASAMERCHANT I | R

In New“France,exhe practice of trade by itselt did not
delimit a stratum of society, It did however. deflne an

area of common interests\for the men engaged in 1t, ' It

was ‘a way of making money and & way of life: an economic ‘ T}

»

activity practiced by many, social groups in the colony. not :at

a social condition.  Indeed, more and more historiana‘

‘ o .writlng aﬁout colonial North America areﬁemﬁhasizing'the

ii: . Junicn between commerce, the professions and political

"y power.1 The American hietorian. Virginia Harrington. points
ont that itlwould be difficult 'to find an important colonial

family in New York in this peciod who was not engaged '
gignificantly in commefc; in at leamst one'%f its ﬁranches.?
. {° An analdiy can be formqlated with New Frqpce. In comparié\h

to the relatively rigid class etructurcs with their associutc

A

T ““*“*-privileges -in Burope, -class barriers ‘for the earning of

¥, o

C wealth Qere more~supple in the New WOrld. o ' | . '
@ \ . . : . . ’ ) Ve e “ ) d j
e 1Bernard Bailyn, he New land Merchants in the .. T
‘ enteenth c ntu (CamErIaEec! %i’v'ar‘ﬂ'mcve sity Fréds, '
Y. . _ L e ‘ ,

- Virginia Harripgton. ' York Merc ‘ t, E
0mnmJuunu Columbia, Univorsity g%cue. 183553' 22 | | \\~

. . R * RN .
. . . ;
, o 20 -, , L. v - . . -~
- i Y " l .
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A é%udy_o; de Couagne's enterﬁriaes through hotgr@al/;
re§or&s.ré§eal§‘a de:iﬁite pattern in his-bgsinéss actions; . N
n,he\was a mercpant. fug.trader{'p?qqerty owner and‘.ﬁnajlgiar.{\~ -
» When he arrived in'pr France, de Couagne was not an gngggé'-\ '
a‘éoﬁtraéted worker, Whatever his reasons for lédving
Frande.lthe QPéisionftakqnanLded‘a certain mentélitysjone
-of adVenturg\and of ambition. He was engaged in the fur’
‘ffadq dem the bgginn%ng and does not appear to have figgg: y
~established his practite as an over-the-counter general™ ™
merchaqt, a practice which ‘eventually could hgve‘}urniehed
the neceséary capitﬁl to t;eq'entér some aspect of the.fur
" trade.. Indeed the contrary seems to have taken place. His RN
businesq,opportﬁnities were limited by thefprevailiﬁg g
“economic conditions. Indeed general economic developmént.
in Ne;'Frdnce at the end of the~seven%q§hfﬁ century was X
' iﬁpeded by its small population, the époradté’{f!?upis ware, o
and the lack of\bkterna;‘garkeig.'~gnyil'card money came

"’into common use’in the late 1680's the ‘colony was continu-

‘qlly”§n2::;::h%\maans“oi exqunge. It :bliows phat d; Couagne
,had n?ﬁe of Whe a entggee’enjoyed_by b&qinfssm?n,after N L
‘171;\§ﬁb were favoiired by IQQf years of ‘peace, a growing R
popufition} an qui éf'for‘wheat aE,Louisbourg.and thpfestab-
-lishmeggxof fﬁe St.lﬁaur;ge ironworks and shipyards at e
Quebgé by means ingtate subventions. However, the fact
that he'liyed in a less diversified echomy permitted ht@ .
to.taid‘advantage of New France's staple;'ﬁho fur trade.

Such'?peélglization‘was to his advnhtgg{%as ﬁi;l be pointgdf

. o . ‘
. ‘ ,
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.out in detail.

N

4 The hotaries de Couagne dealt with were mainly from
'the town of Montrealx Benigne Basset. Antoine Adhénmar,
Claude Maugue, Pierre Raimbault and Pierre Cabazlie. A
small percentage of his affairs were recorded in the minut%s

¢ .

‘of notaries from Quebec City: Pierre Duquet and Louis

Q—W e = o PR — e

‘Chambalon. This would indicate that his business trans-

Phenomenon as New Franoce's fur trade activities were con—-“

, cthrated within the tOWPao .

; : .The period of de Couagne 8 commercial activities

peaked between 1695 &and l70h. Chronoiogically\this was from

just vefore Frontenac's death to what appears to be a slow

——withdrawal~£rom”buainess on de Couagne ‘s part before his .

c actions occurred mainly in the Montreal region. a logioal L

?.'

o&ﬁ*death. Moreover. these several hundfed notarial"deeds
recording a variety of business transactions cast a reveal- X
ing light on the ménner and spirit in which de C?uagne con-' ’
4 ducted his affairs. He dealt with peopie of all ranks. ‘
Unlike ‘the narchand forain who sert his profits back to
j&im France.‘de Couagne reinvested nis in New France in the form

“ . . R —

~of 1oans. monetary or goods. It would seemblogicab to

affirm hat the continuous extension of credit. from '
ge COuagne to other individuals would be determined by his

1

debtors completing the terms of their contract in a satis- -

factory manner. or being\forced to bw a ruling of the ’ N
cd fSovereign.Council. Furthermore. the fact that de. COuagne R
' _concentrated his transactions in different kinds of loarns ?
4 - N ) e . ." > e . ‘.‘&o;
. i . L S .
g 9 ~ o

%




- 23 - o -
would indicate that'he_founthhen profitabte.‘ De Couagne
appears to have worked exclusively for himself and was not
rpsponsible for his decieions to a joint colonial company ,
orﬁmetropoli n.group in France. Although several glimpses
are offered in.de Gouagne?s grzﬁts de comptes, .it is

‘ L vimpossible to determine the merchant 8 long or short term

profits and losses without his ledgers. On the other hand,

~a qualitative and quantitative explanation is po;Lible based :
on the known eéonomic conditions in New France. ‘
De Couagne's@pusiness transactions fail into:three
main categories--categories which will serve to delineate
his particular commercial methodology: an gbligation, a
\ constitytion de rente and a iransport.
’ ' mhe—merohant_s_dominant_choiceiof investment was in
;o‘ obligations as the charts' annual divisions clearly show. o "_'T *1

&

(See Table 3)e In reality it was an extension of credit on
o " a short term basis. The notarial documen@ stated the

|

|

v . . - * l
obligation and the fee 'attached, usually 5 to 10% interest. ' .
' o

R

It statesccleerly what money was to be paid. how the sum in
question was to be paid and the time limit involved, usually
- within twelve months. The eighteenth century Digtl_nngng

unixgxggl_gg_ggmmg;gg of Savary des Brulons gives the . T
following definition of an gplyyxgign s S

i

) _ Acte par lequel on s’ engage de faire quelque chose ~ i
< oooL? acceptation d‘une lettre de change est une : '
espéce d' 8bligation qui va par‘'corps faute de
© payement.’ ' o

‘ ) . . ‘ '

~

, 3Savary des Brulons,. anmmw
(Parisn Jacques Estienne, 1723) II, . o :

1

o’
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. The form of loah extended by de Couagne was intended
‘o mainly for the purchase of merchandise from him (on credit)-

by another merchant or xgxaggg; Sometimes it served to_ L

'consolidate a person ] debts to a third party from’ whom

!'

land or grain. or other produce. had been bought. Con-

T -

sequently de Couagne s oblizations reflected the categories L

ofnecon%pic importance in colonial New Francet the - dominant"“~***;~\‘
fur trade. agrieultural produce 'and land. ‘

‘ The ohligations were drawn up in a standard formula.
Two or more g_xgggnz_ for example would engage themselves
to reimburee merchandise worth a certain sum of lingg ' R
Their voyage would be undertaken in the near future whose |
date. would be approximately fixed.“ Upon their‘return. pay*-
ment ‘would be made: de Couagne stipulated payment in the

form of furs not in money. either for a fixed sum or for a

+

certain percentage (30 to 50) of the x_xgggnzg exchange .

with the Indians depending on the numser of peopie involved
in the contract. Consequently, he would make a profit as a
wholesale merchant and as a creditor. Most ' thiggtigng foro
single- Iarge sums were drawn up in the Fall and Spring

which would coincide with the arrivals and departures of ’

the canoces. This is when de Couagne raOOrded payment of
3 . ’/ ] ~ -
- : - . : ' o S

: buconventions entre les Sieurs Juchereau, de Couagne, ;
. Hubert et Ducloe. le 2 octobre 1698," A.N.Q. M.. Greffe = = - tyo
" Antoine Adhemar. o R

L4
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s L
debts can be found as well; thelr sums would be financed .
by his own receipt of payment from'oth r individuals involved
Inths the obligations

b . llent out were for much smaller sums and tended To be the

- “Bn the furftradef During the winter m

balance of payment for farm equipment and personal items,

If divided into trimestere (Table 4) de Couagne 8

. greatest financial turnover occured between May and Septom-
' ber whic‘ would offer the best travelling condition§ for the
voyageur canoes. His two peak years 1695 and 1702 empha-

size this increased activity“ In contrast to the fall
months, September to December, most of his Ma&'to'September
.gpliggxl_ng are for large sums . From January to May.'
there is no analogeous coanetency in the value of his
. ) "8 transactions. However, from September to December, the
y\humber of his gh__gg;i_ng increases together with the .-
nuriber of g_ng;i_nﬁigngc their values fi

decreaee-significantly. COnsequentlyu not onlf—do°the

fhe other hand

number of people transacted with increase as weih but also.
the purpose of his loans divereifiee from merchandise for
the fur trade to persohal credit for other purposes. ;

d-
If de Couagne's. debitor wae unable to pay., hie

" obligation was transformed into two other possible forms
of credit: tha constitution de rente 5 or. tﬁéz ¢

- : «
. -

5"Conetitution from Geoffroy Lefobvre. le 3 janvier .
1703. A.N.Q. M.. Greffe Antolne Adhénar. - e

\
\

SR R B T

> [}
4

1 B




| ST S

¥ \ ar) .;d?:m_.bodw
R et cHERLE ’6_&. ,cc, #dlcdé . .u».v_._.*.:doU ufo 4° u?OﬁJ&?j .f 1 + ..,.ll—ld

- ——— e e e e t——— ——— = S e —
. S~ p - -
2 . v

_”. | | ; " : w\!‘\ , L g
[ M - ..\ - . ' Q“\ © (3 - -0 8 'Y \ , P \ ﬁ
“ \.x .. . | . . 7.L 4

¢ o00)
- ——— ' )

.= A I i st e

008 ]
= { L4

2

L s
[
L
- &7
& -
£
¥

B S
wlw

L

S [ R L

-t
h

A \!7 s | ‘-2‘,/ \t,_,..l.w..‘-s.: ,..u..,‘.ﬂ..sw,-ma.,um% o ]

H
o —— |1|.|r|Ll|l.Q»ly. DJﬁIL

| 4 li.1|!.l.l1»llll|| - ‘«.I
¢ \ i , SOOI UM o 4 454 S
: o -T s - ooety
. : s\ 1. B ullelllllq.Tu\rlw 1
] Y N T S, e S ———— R _..- .
v ‘ . L i ‘.4:,:!.%\.L
} - , \ e ,

3 . ST 2 .
- LT [ T

‘
° '
' R Bt R T T T Y
. . N TR I (1 i I e M R 1§15
a T h \ T ’ ) — - - - -——— l«nﬂll"!‘l‘n 4 om— A 3 K

. . y - # S L T T . . L.Lllm-w Ll \.. ._rl.

- eseenese s o -\ T ) B el Satus S S AP

w FHID30 AL e e s _ I B T coe.ucA
buxu.&um, S e e O T . :

. NALJIS . i L s T e T T T T
# uuw.r AV R - . J

e e b
AONBTLL 5L aNFVNOD 20 - WL
MW“%?% AAN | SIS AN 1YL N JIAONINL 573 NIV HhoD 2Q A = M.D.~<> M>rr(a<mf8 A

e e e b e
| .

) b - A . - L U .“L ,;“ .
: uo ’ , o \ ~ ) . . . X .
L e el T T Ty 3L - s

P S -

— e R ———— -




- 29 - ‘ , oo
‘"transport" 6 The gg__;_m_n_g_e_m_q acted as ‘a permanent
, recognition of debt. It was a fixed sum of money lent out

' N
w’ithout a date for repayment. However ' an 1n1:erest was to . -t

be paid annually on it. These ggntgs Were per pg_mgllg and
mgmnb_lgg_ The way the principal“was to be paid was

I

specified: however. the cre itor could never demand its

o
h\pament. The borrower would Wmu&llra»—oeptaimata of

’ interest established by royal decree, "le %ier de

1R L l'ordormance" 7 In other words, royal 1egislation would -

4 1

fix a maximum rate for 1nterest at specific periods beyond

_ which any charge would be considered usurous and illegal.
He would often guarantee his credit by mortgaging his
mrni'turq and other possessions in thé c;ntract. De Couagne's

_rentes vary from 8 to 15% in their rates.

the case of a bad debt: - " .

s Se dit d'un acte...par lequel on céde a qualqu un le
droit, 1la propriete ou l'interet que l'on a gquelque -
chose soit meubles ou immeubles...Ill se fait des trans-
.. . port d' oSligations. dg promesses de billets, de sommes
f\ liquidees par-des arrets de parties et de comptes o
ou par des jugements d' arrerages dueg etc. les uns =

N <
-

The iransport was another way of forcing payment in -

.- °"'1‘ransport de Jean Petit surm‘l&chv‘m—kw

fevrier 1704,* A.N.Q.M., CGfeffe Antoine Adhema.r. cT

) ’ ,. 7Pierre Goubert,
g Regimeé, (Paris: S. E’V..«l".E.N,.. 1999), P+ 3

,
~ ] .
s
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&~k o 7L
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' ﬁurs et siﬁbles sans garantieéet'les autres
.= portant. promesse de garantie. ;

In such transactions between merchants the debtor guaranteed

- , the payment either by engaging himself to iLBEﬂiE.and ’

av

tairg valoir or by guaranteeing all costs that collection

. . of the debt could _oceur. De Couagne was eventually forced
. I '

;*_ | to pay,2%96 French 1ng . to Martin Delisle, a merchant at

Tours. as well .as court expenses for a previous debt. 9 'For‘ C
o justice distributed by the Sovereign Council was an expensive

ﬁfocedure.lo De Couagne ﬁimself. when chased by creditors

: ' (‘ made use of their device.,'l R YR b

8

In New France, a Catholic colony, the existence of °

usury was theoretically forbidden. In reality it existed,

openly practiced without dissimulation even by officials of

, the Church. The Sulpician Féthers. the g;ggggrs T the _ \
- ‘ ' island of Montreal had lent 9530 liv :gé to de Couagne at. . ' . #
. 10% annﬁallyt The latter, had given them some 9670 livres

' ' 8savary des Brulons, Digiignnai_e_unixsxeslhﬂe_ﬂgmmahza
© p. 1809.

9"Transport par Charlas de Couagne aux Sieurs Peine de
Quebec, Tochet de lLa Rochelle, et Delisle de Tours. 1700 - *

-1703," J.D.C.S,4 V. 66 8qq.
( qacques Mathieu, "Les Causes devant la Prevoté de

Quebec! ﬂi_m._e_s_m_e.- vol. 3, -(avril 1969}, 101,
1l‘"l‘ransport g Jacques Darbel. le 17 mars l705k,,A.N Qe My 4 ,

-

S NG IR 57 S
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Greffe Antoine Adhemar.
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at least 5% interest.

' ‘certain ;gg_g a year as 1nterest it was nevertheless

—————

T financial turnover coincidee with*the saturation of the

- 31‘ -

in rgnﬁgg as collateral. quthermore. on obligations
drawn up as :zets de co mnte the merchant would claim

Although h goggti;ution paid a

considered & non-usurous loan as the principal would be
repaid at the borrower s whinm.,

Table 5 permits a comparative quantification of N

4

de Couagne 8 recorded financial transactions on a yearly

bagis in graph form. One might question that his greatest

beaver market in%France at the.beginning of the eighteenth
centruy. Also de Couagne's most extensive granting ofj

credit coincides with. the confusion surrounding the

2z

Pomnagnie_de_la_ﬂqlgniﬁ_ﬂgzm&ifin lZQO to act as administra-

n
tors of the fur trade for this particular period in New-

Erance.13 De Couagge was not totally oblivious to this

His gh;igg;igng at the beginning of the
eighteenth century are extended to many different individuals

economic conjécture.
mainly habitante and artisans. The great majority (although
a couple of exceptions exist) were for sums below 8ix hundred

livres and credited for farm tocle. land, and'the balance of

Pouy rrégault, "la gomggfl_iie de la Colonie", Le xv1n°
Siecle Canadign, (Montréals Editions H,M.H., 19 8), D E

a -previous account. ‘Individuals imown to be in the fur
. . &
. . e

e

12"Inventaire de de Couagne. le 28 aout 1706." AN.Q. M..

Greffe Antoine/bdhemarv

bl
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tradedsuch'as"Pierre Cardinal or Jacques-Hubert Lacroix, ‘
both signed _nliggii_gg for balance of payment IEEEE
onlyilu :; fL to pay in cigh within a year, and. not in
‘beaver skins for a certain specified value.lu The relative -
peacs with the Iroquois Indians was ano{ner factor contri- .

buting to de Couagne's prosperity. Furtgermore. it is

]
"‘probable tha%hﬁp Couagne. because of his.previous access to .

{i cre?it through Simon Mars and resultant social intercourse

{with the colony 5 administnative and military elite also

involved in the fur trade. made .use of certain influence'

peddling that-could not be retorded. o
A typology of ‘the contents of de Couagne 8 different
iznds of transactions does more than provide an understanding///

his particular rMoney~lending activities. Certain businesgs

-33-‘ R . T ‘ ;/t

\
————

'nabits of the period may be discerned in tne contente of'hie
~obl 1gg jons and transports as well ae in cases .involving
him as a "creditor and debtor presgnted to the Sovereign '
Council. "De Couagne‘made frequent use of des lettres de
change a kind of extended letter of credit and exchange in
his dealinge’with the King's Sxorehouses and with nis

I

\6 ‘ 1

o i:;;ﬂ?ﬂé&um.umrwwv o
.

Sty

o

o MY

WA T

tsae "Obligation a Pierre Carqinar‘ le 12 juillet .
1701," AN.Q.M,, Greffe Antoine Adhemar., : . /f

Also "Dbligation 2 Jacques-Hubert lacroix, le 15 ,
fevrier 1700. A.N. Q M., Greffe Antoine Adhemar.
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cdhtracts with French merchants in Bayonne.15 La Rochelle.16

and Paris.l7 At this time %p France this was tﬁ% most

\r
pragmatic.form of-monetary exchange. The Intendant Bignon

in France affirmed in his annual report of 1698 that "presque

tout.le commerce se fait par lettres de change actives ou

18  por de Couagne this would be the most con-

[

passives”.

Nvenienr form of exchange due to the following: communication -
(~elays across the Atlantic, the difference values of the

&

. French and, Canadian livres and the fact that lettres de

3

. change were paper currency and colony lacked h&;d coin.

De Couegne in his occupatienal role of a merchant
followed a.definite form of entrepreneurship. Entrepreneur-

ehip may be defined as the integrated sequence of actions'

__taken by a groups or indivlduale operating as indivfdnal

»

bus iness unite;'sucn actions being modified py contemnérary
economic and secial forces. Thie systematic activity is
moet evident in his role as creditor furnishing merchandise
or money to other people involved directly in the fur trade.
Such entrepreneurehip was recorded in an account book in

which were written all his transactions. bills of exchange.

<

ﬂj"Autorieation a payer a Pierre Dubroc. marchanu de
Bayonne, le 25 octobre 1696" ‘A N QsQ. Greffe Louis Chambalon.

1 lé"Ratification de Vente de CQarles de Couagne par

Plerre Dollire, marchand de Paris & Hilaire Bourgine, marchand
de La Rochelle, -le 20 septembre 1705", A.N.Q. M.. Greffe Louis
Chambalon, A

17
Ibid. P

‘ 18 A 7~ . -
pigrre Deyon, M&W
DL&;§gnxigmg_§igg;g. (Paris: '‘Mouton et Cie, 19 7). p. 102,

Li-."»"" .
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" Rig assets, etcy De ﬁéuagne.according”fo his estates’

inventories col;ectedjbooks. It is highly probable'that he
as other merchants of his perlod was influenced by|;g '
Parfait Negociant of Jacques savary.19 This text served as
the commercial manual of the'period. Its#pervasiveness on
business customs is emphasized by the fact of its passing - .
through seven successive editions from 1675 to 1713 in
France.2° It suggested two kinds of account books: journals

\
and ledgers. Journals gave a chronological listing of day

to day transactions, Ledgers were books in which'transactions

were grouped to show the entire story of a merchant s deal-

“ings with debtors and creditors.

Lsnd speculation on a small scale made up one of the
P \

_ elements of de.Couagne 8 entrepreneurship. The merchant

|

<

ooughtTund“soid—iand“on—the*tsiand—of—Mpntreai—and—en—the

south shore, in the area “that is now Boucherville and Sorel.

,vﬂis titles seem to indicate that land bought outside of the

" ‘town of Montreal was. leased out to. be developed by a farmer

21

who would pay an annual rent to de Couagne. Plerre Roberge

-

N ® .
19P1erre Deyon. ng- rl été al
Qi;;§gp&igm¢;§igg;g Paris: Mouton et Cie, 19 7)s Do 103.

i

“VJean Meuvret, "Manuels et Traites a 1 Usage des
Négociants aux premiéres Epoques de 1'Age Moderne,"” g
» (Pariss Librairie Armand Colln. 19 1),

© Po 231.

211n 1697 Adhemar drew up the title.of sale for land
that wag leased out to Pierre Meunier for 25 livres annually.
"Vente a Plerre Meunier. le 1 juillet 1697," A.N.Q.M., Greffe
Antoine Adhemar. A A

1
b
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_paid.a reht of 30 livres yearlj for land in'Lapre‘.irie.22

. one of her houses ‘on St. Vincent«stree€,25 This particular .

" juillet 1701, A. Q.Q M.. Greffe Antoine Adhémar .

e e e - UGN -7 bee o«

: , ‘ «

<, ] - 36 -

Sometimes land served as a mortgage for an unpaid obljigation.
Francois Lenoir was to pay .200 _igzgg annually on land for-

feited because of his own unsuccessful speculation in the

" fur trade.23 Lots and houses ‘within the town 8 1imits were

24

bought and sold on a speculative basis. De Couagne and oy

'another merchant, Antoine Defresne. even ettqppted to

defraud a certain Mademoiselle de-Roybons they were acting

as procureurs for the 1ady in question who wished .to sell

transactlon was never realized. -De Couagne and‘Defresne

were. attempting to sell the titles at a higher sum than

=g

g

u
LA

agreed upon'with the owner. Thus they intended to pocket

»
T
T

their own margin of profif as well as commission. The fact

that de Couagne was asked to act-as p;oggrgnr for the

'wealthy spinster. as well as for the Intendant Champ§!Ky26

] [ ]

0 22"Const1tution. le u avril 1699", A.N Q.M., Greffe -
Antoine Adhemar o CoL

23”Const}tution. le 6 fevrier 1698“. AN.Q.M,, Greffe
Antoine Adhémar. ; -

2‘*"Vente a Plerre Roy pour 720 livres, le 12 juillet

'1697*, A.N.Q.M:, Greffe Antoine Adhemar.,

25P G. Roy "Vente par Mlle. de prbon. B‘BJH 1919 s

© XXV, p. 277

. e - Q:
26"Traite entre de Couagne~et i Intendant. le 23 -

N 8




'option from one of the most powerful businessmen in'New

-3 -

: and other individuals?’ suggests that He must have had the

necessary contacts &nd knowledge for the buying and seiliné

of land at a profit.

’ De Couagne did buy the seigneurie of La Chenaiezs'

rFrance.29 Charles Aubert de La Chesnaye. ‘De Couagne not '

only éranted several'strips of land using ﬂ&s title of

seleneur, 30 but he also furnished the necessary farming

"

equipment from his boutique. Then six months later he
decided not to-complete the act of sale with la Chesnaye.

The se;gnggrie was eventually sold by La Chesnaye for the
same sum agreed upon with de Couagne.,éoooilix:gg. to two

other merchants in New France, Raymond Martel and Augustin le
Gardeur de Courtemanch9131 |

- In his cdnsistént‘role as an active middleman in the
fur traée de Couagne may be evaluated as having exhibited '
foresight in his refusal of the ‘title ‘of seigneur, regard-
less of the prestige that accompanied it. A geieneurie

\ | ‘ . 3 ?" '

, .Q:.H.I.A.L 19690 p' 11,

27"Vente de terpe, le 1 avril 1698 " A.N Q Mo, Greffe
Antoine Adhemar. ' o

‘
28"Vente de La Chesnaye a de Couagne, le 6 octobre
1699," Louis Chambalon, piece detachée.

29Yves\goltvany. "Aubert de la Chesnaye 1632 - 1702 ’

P

3°”Bail a ‘ferme, le 30 octobre 1699," A.N.Q. M.. Greffe .
Antoine- Adhémar.
!
31"Vente de la Seigneurie de la Chesnaye. le: 7,
decembre 1700," A.N.Q.Q., Louis Chambalon. pieéce defachee.

4




. The merchant's energies were canalised in the furnishing of

. first inventory. of ‘the de Couagne estate.32 The fact that

-38- '
needed" ample time and investment to b deve10ped profitably. / 1

supplies and credit for’ the fur trade. Definite examples

of business shrewhness‘can be picked out of the formulations
of certain of his Buslness.transactions; In 1701>his oldest
daughter, Mar&anné Mars-de Couagne was lo be married to
Jaeiues Leclair, a La Rochelle merchant. -Her dowry df'
precisely 6893 _ixrgg. 5 sols, was to cancel all existent

debts between her father and Leclair, including those in the

his oldbst daughter's dowry *was far superior to his own
endowment to either of his wives indicates de‘Couagne's
1ncreasing financial ease. Furthermore. he had four other

daughters to furnish with dowries as well.

A partial evaluation of the business competence of
de Couagne may be formulated.by,a study of other people's
dependence of his eavéir-faixg. First of -all he played -
the ‘tole of mg€;}§ d'hotel for Frontenac, that is to sey'

'the Governor General's chief domestic aid in his household.
This would be a post of some importance requiring definite

. organisational talents. On several occasions he was asked

to act as p;_gg;gg; for the buying or selling of a ggngg.

of a lot or the recovery of a debt. Such representation

occurreq not only for merchants andother settlersvin New : 1

4

3?"Con!ention. le 9 septembre 1701," A.N.Q.M., Greffe T
Antoine Adhemar. t . .

‘ . . - - {
» .
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France but also ‘for other individuals fp France who had
commercial Links with the colony.33 In 1686 the merchant
acted as a referende for the founding of a training schpol
‘for teachers;on property beside the Saint Pierre riverﬂBu
Moreover, a few years eaflier in 1684, de Couagne became ‘
margg_iller35 of the Sulpiciaq parish of Notre Daméfwhich
at that time’ contained the town of Montreal ﬁithin its
. borders., As one of the wardens of the parish responsible
for its administratlion de Couagne’must have been well known
'Vand respected by'its meémbers. For ,the position of curator,
then as now, was one of prestige in the parish although no
‘salary was attached to it. In the judicial records of the
Sovereign Council de Couagne is repeatgaly recipient of ’

the sum under dispute. This reinforces the fact of his

business kn0w-h0wx the terms of the particular contract‘

o were drawn up " in such a way that he was always -a safe

creditor in the case of bankruptecy or death36 involving.
the other party. . ’

!

33p.6. Roy, le.29 avril 1680, 1,D.C.S., II, p. 391.

3"’P G. Roy, "la Fondation d'une Ecole de Maftres,"
B.R.H., 1922, XXII, p, 38,

35? G. Roy, "Marguillers de la Paroisse de thre Dame , "
BiR.He s 1913, XIX, p. 276,

36"548/1/5 de Charles Testard, succession le 21 mars’
1689." A.N.Q. m., Greffe Antoine Adhemar. N .

~2 o
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«

At this point a definite sketch of de Couagne can be

.drawn. His occupatiohal role was that of a merchant.

. De Couagne 8 social role was mobile: 'o r r. moneylender.

" ereditor to a succession.‘councillpr. educator, curator,
xradesman...,ccrtainly he’disclayed characteristics associated
with entrepreneurs£ip.374'Sdmé rlsﬁ&was involved in his
_notarized dealing with voyageurs. His business would have

- had to have "been conducted energetically for success because |

| of competition from other merchants. He was personally
responsible for. the stock in his boutique as well as signed

"titles. His 'suppliers were merchants in France. De Couagnc,s
decisions to invest in money-lendlng ‘were calculated ones
and calculateq successfully as his :inancialeturnover must
‘have" been positive to be receated annuallys his deeds reveal
‘that he would félend money or furnish supplies for barter
with the Indians to the‘ same people dealt with afreviously.

It would appear logical to ‘assume that the terms of the
original c2¥¥ract wer& completed to° the satisfaction af both
parties., De couagne's titles on the island of Montreal. point

.out a certain foresight.for future expansion of the town and
of hlc warehouses. Underlying these determinants .of entre-
preneurship were organlsational skills: the selection of

apprdpriate goods, de Couagne's sales of produce and furs

to the King 8 Warehouses., cOnsequently. the preceeding

o David MeClelland, Ing_Aghig_thL§_21£I! (Toronto: -
; Golliar Macmillan. 1961). P. 207, .

.
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- study of de Couagne 8 recorded business tranéactions 'reflect

. much more ‘than a considerable financial turnover and a.

margin of profit that pemitted ‘the merchant to continue '
'i{money-leqding Iactivltiets. De Couagne may also be evaluated

-

in, the role of an entreppeneur.
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) ¥ . CHAPTER III .. - = .- .
t ) . . . - . r ) . .
- ' - DE COUAGNE'S ESTATE IN 1686 AND 1706

The eetdte at death of a person may be analyzed as’
representative of his life etyle. The different elemente of

' the estate were formed by the former's socio-economic role.

'Q B A calculation of a dead individual's worth was frequentlyf* _
’ required in the context pf the gggtgmg_gg_zgg;_ in New France.
L. -This was evaluated by means of a _post. mortem inventory. ‘
o o Marie Gode had a final inventory drawn uo of the de Couagne i
estatel not only because of the large number of businese

N , . L . -
“ traneaotions whose terms were not yet completed, but also in

order to -establish her own actual material standing. Further-

more. de Couagne himself had the notary Claude Mgugue draw

, (Pp an inventory. of the de Couagne-Mars estate in 1686.
having firem married\Merie Gode.3 The contents of both these
i . inventoriee were eiaesified end the total worth of each ‘of

E' e theeé cate ories calculated.- “A comparieon in percentage form,
|

% ////~ ‘ wee thenfrawn up as a basis for the analyeie of any chenge )
] = .

} ’ ' {nventaire des biens de Charles de Couagne, le 28

? ., aout 170 o" A.N. Q M., Greffe Antoine Adhénmar.

2n nventaire de Charles de Couegno. veuf de Anne Mers. .
le .7 aoyt 1686.' AYN.Q.M., Greffe Claude Maugue. - .

3 , e Mars died April 25. 1685. Do COuegno romarried ’
in July of the same year. i
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in de Couagne 8 socio-economic status. ' (See Table 6).

The eomparative proportions of goods and deeds in
-the de Couagne estate are of major significance for the
purposes of this monograpm. They would reflect any change
‘in his business habits as at this period in Canada. a
merchant s house also served as’his store, office 'and part
or all of his warehouse. The ground floor was the boutique

4

in de Couagne 5 case and the cellar. attic and rooms adjoin-
ing the ground floor all served as storehouses.u ,

Both inventories. first of all, omit the calculation of
any cash on hand. " This charaoteristic may be explained by
the scarcity of hardtcoin in the colony or 3imply'the mirtimal
need for it in the de Couagne household; Moreover, as other
historians of this period have noticed, it reflects certain
business castoms in' early eighteenth century New France in
that most financial transactions were paper ones only.s' From
1685 to 1706, the value of ‘his éstate's‘retail goods dimin-

' ished from twelve to zero per cent which would indicate a
total withdrawal from over-the-counter exchange. It is
possible that the de Couagne sons gradually took on their )
father's role (see Appendix). By 1706, de COuagne. if the )

. last . inventory drawn up br Adhegar;is accurate, dealt only
with paper trahsactions. 'Indeed. elghty-eight per cent’

P

'
’

uSee description of de Couagne 8 house on St. Paul
Street in his "Inventaire de Charles. de Gouagne, le 28
aout 1706", A.N.Q.,m., Greffe Antoine Adhemar.
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N 5L°uise Dechéne, %W o ‘
519.9_4. (Paris: Plon 197 189, . o
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: - k5 - |
‘a_’/'j ‘ of the value of his finél_estate'is found in éhligggigng.
gréégges. and -constitutions de rente. In 1686 oply 71% of
his estate was in the form of obligations, rentes gndvg;ﬁhnggg.
Claude Maugug did  not take the‘timé to cgtegorize’these |
.,différent promissory'n%tes as the purpose.of the firss f
‘inventory uas to eetablish de Couagne s material standing at
. that moment. @here ‘whs to be no divieion of the estate in
‘the near‘futupe. The. over: 180000 lixxgg in 1706, lent out
o in the form of ghligg;igng and gzggngg_ proved to 'be very
| difficult to collect after his death. .Some MOOO _szg; were:

-

_~ audited as bad debts as late as 1?32.6, ‘ . _— ?
' Liabllities formed thirty-three per cent of de Couagne 8
esdate in 1686 and twenty per cent ‘in 1706, This would seem
ind{}ate that he manipulated his own. debts in such a way
8 to borrow on a short term basis only and in a calculated
fashion. Or, payment was forced by his Bayonne and La
Rochelle creditors just before his death. Only one ‘recorded
debt of 15000 livres remained to be paid 'to Bourque, a |
,imerchant at La Rochelle.7 It is not surprising that all his
debts are in‘thevférm of obligations with the exception of
one small'ggnggiggxignbgg_zgn;g of 400 -1ivres payable at
. twenty livres annually, If anyléf da Couagne's ledgers or,

joufnals had sﬁrvived. his balance sheets would be able

6See the "partage" of fha G 6:defcdﬁagne gstate  later
in this Chapter. ]

7 Inventaire’, le 28 acut 1706. at. al." A.N.Q.M.
) Greffe Antoine Adhemar. S ,

e

e L kat




~ to be seen in detail. . A : o

. worth six thousand Xjiyres. When his house at 16 St. Paul

. { loAn‘coine Roy. (edit.), Hm__u_nmmmm ..
. ‘Montreal en 1731, A.P.Q., 1943,

o
: . X ‘v' -
. - b6 - |

»

_ <. ,

X o
Tpe calculation bf de Couagne's real estate was pre-

cise ijn the case of his 1686 inventory. His lot was then

Street was bought in 1687, it was worth 1100 _l_i_v_z_;gg.e By

1732 Ais house and lot was worth seme 24160 ,u_n_e_s_. 18 ‘ ((
sols. a rlse of some 350 per cent of its original value. '

Antoine Adhemar in his-evaluation of de Couagne s final

egtate made no mention of his real estate. However,

de Couagne's fﬂxed assets in real estate, at the. tlme of-

his estate's division, were worth 31807/1/0. (See Table 7)

Since this is the only time the va%ue of his property is 3 o

.established these assets were added to the value of his

final inventory. In addition to the notarised documents used ,
other sourges list certa..’m lots in the town of Montreal that
belonged to the de Couagne heirs.lo .This raises the problem
whether part of Charles de Couagne's real estate was divided o

\_
before its official recording. This 18 highly probable. It

\:ould explam partlally why the estate had diminished so much
n ,value by 1732,

4

,B“Vente d'lune- maison rue ‘st-Paul par Claude Tardy a .
Charles de Couagne, le l& octobre 1687 ," A.N.Q.M., Greffe
Claude Maugue. ’

9"P,artage. le 31 mai 1732", A.N.Q.M,, Guillet de Ghaumont.
” ”, . A ) \

Edouard Z. Massicolle. "L'Incendie du v1eux Montreal
en 1721' : gl ’ A J . .
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.colony 8 notaries in their minutes and not the value of the

- 48 =-.

De Qouagne's financial status mey uow be ﬁproximetely
established based on a resfricfed eample of 8 e'twenxy-one
final‘infentories of’me{chante in New Frauce ho died in the
samc ;eriod. Iﬁ 1706 de Couagne is classifie aslsecond
higheét on this endex drawn up by Louise Dech ne..11 The

latter calculated 15 g; tournois to the lixgg_ since‘her
|

book wq% researched in France), whereas all de Couagne s
titles and promissory notes are calculated 20 golg to the
livre. (In other words the value of the _ixgg at 20 sols
and 12 anigz_ to a 801 in New France, was used by the

French livre). This. financial difference woul t change

de Couaéne's high financial ranking. All ¢ /pe inyentories'

calculated would change in the same: ratio. This index also

.points out another particularity of de Couagne. Very few
' merchants would extend credit in the form of g_ng;i&u&igngs

de Couagne. on the other hand,cdid not shy away from this

form of annual revenue. De Couagne lncreaged his net worth

from 64788 livres, 15 sols, 9 deniers, in 1686.§to 205129 .

’

' Lzﬁge, 0 sols. 0 deniers, in 1706. Conséqueutry; a major

‘characterlstic of the merchant g8 social status Jould be his

;
comfortable material standing. }

L]

‘Certain characteristics of de Couagne's pqlvate 1life
are suggested by these two inventories. By theLend of his’

life 5pan, his modus vivendi, if his final inventory, is //// -

IR

Louise Dechéne, ﬂahlxaﬁ1ﬁ_g&.m:xshannalda_unn&znal
au XVII Siecle, Paris, p. 20%., |

e
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gccurate, was definitely austere: the de‘Ceuagnelhoueehold -
particularily.its furniture was worth some ten per cent less.
Yet..Marie Godé had-given'birth’to nine surviving children

all of them minors a father's _death. - This possible

austerity, however, does not satisfactorily explain the ten
per cent value drob.' Antoine Adhémar may have grossly under-
evaluated this section of the invehtory. Other cases such

' as the forty pér cent under-evaluation of the estate of

!

Fran%pls Etienne Cugnet can be found in New France history.12 '

. Or de Couagne's furniture was extremely old. Possibly a P Bay
large quantity had been sold or mortgaged to settle debts
in his complicated }or%une. For in the 1700fs several
European creditors to de Couagne sent represeﬁtatives before .
the Sovereign\Council demanding payment from the merchant.13 '

De Couagne's wardrobe was simple and his_ house func-
3

tionally furnished although with furniture of quality, of

o~

& mahogany,«that had to be imported from Frence. Very few
heusehold items in both inventories were made of silver or
gold, both of which arg traditional signs of wealth and
luxury items permitted tq:themselves by historical elites.
Also, de Couagne had a small-library. In the last couple
of years of his 'life, Jiz appears to be very. sick, a fact
pointed out by personal statements in both his wills. (Indeed .
in hls flrst\will he states that he is on his deathbed.) A

’ ‘ I 4 12

3 Cameron Nish, f:ggggi__ﬂ;igggg_ﬁggng& (unpublished
manuscript).

"Compte entre de Couagne et Charles Dudurot de la
Rochelle,” 1& 1 février 1704, . 8 seil 0 -

' IV. P 935.
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- " lifestyle of quiet withdrawal would not demand the same

wardrobe'or furnishings*judged necessary at the moment of
3 ‘ :_ ¢ lis marriage‘with Marie Gode, when the most active .part of
§ . his career was beginning. ' This activity was refleéted.in

§ ' the number and contents of his notarised transactions. ' o ~

o i In 1732 the de Couagne succession was settled. some

. twenty- six years after his death. In the meantime, Marle

' * God€ had remarried (November 19, 1712), and died (1731).
Because the de Couagne childreﬁ‘wefe all undef the age of
twenty-five at the time of their father's death, Qith’the
exception of ‘Jacques Charles,,they were considered as
minors under the law: their mother was legally responsible

+ - for the admlnistration of their fifty per cent oﬁ~the
estate until their individual majority was attained. (It
Wwas customary to wait until the youngest childgﬁould have
attained his majority). Two other plausible explanations
exist for the delay for “the official divisiprl of the

®ge Couagne estate. The final inventory of the estate
emphasizes ;ts complexityalu simple pragmatism would dibtatef‘
‘that its heirs wait until most of the titles were settled. '
Alse,ituis:highly probaple that the missing de Couagne-Gode . . N
marriage contféct ptovided for the usufruct of the total

Lo

1I*The complexity of de Couagne s estate is emphasized e
' by "Pierre"Raimbault's appointment after the succession's -
inventory: ‘wCommission au Sieur Raimbault fonction.de pro-' -
cureur du Roi de la justice royale de...Montréal pour con-
_ naitre de toutes les affaires du défunt Charles de Couagne,

le 1 septembre 1706," (tventeire des Ordamnances, I, p. 19. . '

.. . ~ .
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e estate upon the death of one of the two members of the

Yo . N )

1 ‘ marriage community. For the accord between Pierre Derivon,
- Sieur de Budemon, Marie Gode's second husband and the sur-
vivin% children of the de Couagne family states that their ' §

. mother had administered and enjoyed the usufruct oﬁ the : ' 'ﬁ

de Couagne succession.15
ko

The final division of the de Couagne succession was

. based on a detailed list of some 131 sheets drawn up by the

_— Sieur de Budemon on July 14, 1731, which estimated the con-
| temporary-valﬁe of de Couagne's_eétatq at 55347 livres, 8
" gols, and 7--deniers, of which money 5000 livr eg was from

‘ . the original Mars-de Couagne successioh.l6

‘ . ) This e{L}mation being éome 150780 livres, 11 gols and §
denjers, less than de Couagne’s net worth at his moment of
death,-immediately raises the question what happened to the
rest of his:eéfaée. It is plausible that Marie Godé used

b , cabitgl and iﬁcome from the estate to bring.up—her children,

| as well as to live in the'étx}e to which she was accustomed,
until her second marriage to Plerre Derivon .in 1712. Further-
o mdfe. as in any balance sheet in accounting, part of ‘the assets

and liabilities shown may need to be audited as' bad debts.

; : 15"Transaction entre Plerre Derivon, Sieur de Budemon,
N veuf de Marie Godd et les Sieurs de Couagne au sujet 'des biens B
Qprovenant de_ la succession du defunt Charles de Couagne et de '

- la ‘dite Gode, le 31 mai 1732," A.N.Q.M., Greffe Guillet de ‘ 1
Chaumont. .
o, 1680e "Transactiqn entre Pierre Derivon et les Sieurs

de Couagne.” . i T
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(This is shown td be, the case for some 4000 livres of the

total) ‘ ‘ &\~ . 3

The actual ng:gggg is of value for-the calculation of
the final status of the merchant at the moment of his death
as it presents a list of prOperty remaining as part of his
estate in 1732 with their 1ater evaluation. (See Table 8)
The merchant s estate was still heir to property worth some.

31807 1 ;gs. 1 sol and O denjers. De Couagne's fortune in
l?jzfevaluated by de Budemon, René de:Couagﬁe; Alexis MoniBra.

Francois de Francheville and Pierre de Couagne, all repre-
senting the surviving members of the de Couagne family, was
calculated at 70535 livres, 1 sol and 5 denjers, and was
broken down as follows: ) ' ' E '
25254/045 in gonatitutions and obligations
2795/0 in furniture :
570/0/0 personal items of Marie Gode\,

' 31807/1/0° in real estate
10109/0/0 in cash .

‘of this total sum de Budemon was given 16600 livres which

included his wife's furniture, the lot and'house on St.

' Sacrement Streb# and geftain creances. 3935/1/5 were cal&v

[

&;

) culated as non-recuperable debts. This left some 49941/0/0

to be divided equally among the surviving children of
de Couagne and Godé, 17

- ).'

17Jacques Mathleu points out that the_ "Partage" explalna
. the absence of family businesses that pass from father to son.,
Unless all the helrs formed a family company the careful
- division of a parent's estate would make the perpetuation of
his fortune as s whole, difficult, Jacqueg Mathieu, "Un
. Négociant de Québec a 'Epoqae de la Conquéte;” R.A.P.Q.,

1970, XLVIII, p. 29,

Al
. . . .
.
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"racleus of the old town.

o= 55~

‘several conclusions may be dfawn. The strictness of

the tume s in the minute equalization of a i
successio s division is. prominent. All legitimate family °

memberégtgre equal before the law and none could be dis-

« inherited. De Couagne s grandchildren. living in France,
'thgt is to say the children o: Japques‘Charles and MaryAnne

Marsrde.Couagne. both deéd. received the ' 5000 ;ingg remain-

ing from de'Couagné's first mérriagd community. The actual S

© 49941 1livres was divided. into six equal parts af%er an agree-
" ment .was made with Pierre de Budemon. 'The some 70000 lixngg

remaining of the merchant 8 invastments and loans after
tWenty-six years,. serves to emphasize his §g1_iz_jaizg'in
the original transaction. as well as his second wife's oo

AN
efficient manipulation of his state of affairs. Fyrthermore.

. de Couagne's fixed assets™in real estate located on the main"

streets of th® town of Montreal once more point out his
successful middleman raele in the fur trade which furnished,
him with the nqussary capital“for investment. Then‘as now

an individual's place of business and/br home held a certain

‘social r&nking. St. Paul and_St. Sacrement Streets were the



“Nish and Hamelin, will be -put forward as possible models

‘ position is ‘free 80 that he can move vertically .and horizon-

' tally to othersg;ng/they to him. This may be classified as , s i

"s0 that men canno® move from level' to. level. their own

.individual positions being so fixed that their careers are

L3 . i’ O
. . °

CHAPTER IV

‘THE NATURE OF THE SOCIETY
. . OF NEW FRANCE

- ’ : . ’
v

One way of assessing ?e Couagne s status and role
within the society of New France. is to consider the present. . *
status of the historiography on the subject. Four current

interpretations. that is to say those of Eccles, Dechene.

into which de Couagne's commercial activities can be incorp-. T
orated. An attempt will be made by means of these models to
give de Couagne a certain social ranking.ﬁvmhis_nankin will

PP N\\
base 1tsalf on the following possible definition of status:

status in all sooieties may be such that an individual's

an open status gfstem. Or, the status system may be closed

confined to one status and competition for any other status .
is not poesible.1 This ranking bases itself on the concept
that a soclety characteristically has an ordered structure{

. :Mﬂv%n M. Turmin (edit.), mmuzs:_smn_m "
dfication, (New Jereey: Prentice Hall, '1970), Introduction ‘ o
P. XTIT. o , ' ' oo . ' !
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e term order used.in the sense of a certain social and '

£

ecqnomic‘nierarchy. All four -historians selected, accept

this proposition.

; " 1
William Eccles presénts New France as an organic societyz,, . .
E

within which it was acceptdd as axiomatic that ghe. function .

. , ‘ . I
' of the Crown was to govern, to maintain law and order.and'to

ﬁortect the proper interests of all of its segments. In ..

economic affairs it was taken for granted that the best inter-

ests of the consumer ‘and not those of the individual producer

must prevail. Government intervention was a normal phenom-
enon to maintain quality, fair prices'and a .proper re;a d for'
goods and services. This pervading concept of social.respons-
ibility was made manifest in the lengthy instructions giyen
‘“‘“Ech‘Governor-General andIntendant upon appointmeqﬁ.
Furthemor;. Eccles proposes that New France maintained ~
part of its Ancien Regime heritage in its social structures:
Canada's most significant feature at the upper end of the : )
social scale was the aristocratic and military ethos that - .
dominated it.3 .Here he meant that the dominant values, of the .
period would be derived’ from those considered members of this

elite. In the context of New France, wealth would be

@

ingluentiai way of imitating a life style not secured by birth.
- * ,—‘ , rr

William Eccles §ng_9anadign;£zgn§iex._(Holt Rinepart
Winston: New York, 1959 » Pe 75 ) a o -

l.
William Eccles', mmmfn%ﬁx_mmum_mm
ngimg (Harvest House: Toronto, 1968), ps 2k I

- i
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evidemment pas une sooieté'figée.”
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Money would not be sought as an aim in itself. but to enable
men to live in the life style of the social group they wished

to enter. Consequently. for Eccles, an ambitious Canedian.

4

" ‘merchant would wish to be something more than- prosperouss he

would wish to bequeath to his sons a, higher social status
and a name,distinguished for military valor or the hoﬁding
of high office, '

On the other hand Louise Deohene s analysis of Montreal
u

society at the end of the seventeenth century’

{s anchored in

her interpretation of the relationship between production and .

‘tradefl The distribution of .goods resulting from this relation-

ship would determine an 1ndividPal's social and economic role.
She adopts 'the staple theory of economic growth first pre-
sented by Harold'Innis,,5 meaning that the fur trade was the .

major determinant of economic development .in New France.

‘Social mobility in New France would be in proportion to an

individual's savoir fajre in exploiting it, "Ce n'est
' 6

t !

However, recognition of status accordingto Dechene was

limited. The ggpig_gg_gg_lg_zghg a social order common in
France where a’ titip was- bought, in comparison to the nghlgggg

“Louise Dechene, Marchands et Habitants de Montreal.

~Rp; 353 - 480. ) ;

o A

5Melvin Watkins and Thomas We Easterbrook. (edit ).

Staple Theory of Economic Growth," Annzgggngg_tg_ggg?gign
» (Toronto: Universit of Toronto Press, 1969),
Pp..b9 = 7k, ,

6

n .
Louise Dechéene, >

Po 4070 . . . . , - .

:
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de 1'g’pg’g a member of the- nobility by birth, dld not’ exlst _
in the oolony. ‘Relative]!y few administrative and military
-positions could be determined whose- appointments >~were not
made in France. Few positions were open although Canadians
could become officers in the Troupes de la M rine. Con-
sequently. Dechéne, acknowledging her debt to Guy Freffgault .7
emphasizes the' existence' of two major groups who compoeed’
New France's elite, the merchants and the neblesse de ;L"g'pg'g' .

Although commerce in the form of the fur trade served as a

© common meeting ground the two groups remained distinct.

’Both were interested. in making\money. but social mobility
wit}% the ranks of the elite was difﬁcult‘:\’ Moreover. the
State appeared to favoyr the ngp_]_.ggg_g__g__;_'gp_gg in its admin--
1strat1ve edlcts and granting of 9__r]gg__.

For Cameron Nish the society of New France* in the

1760 s8 appears a far more amorphous entity than .it does for
either Eccles or Dechéne. 'i-[etfemphaeizes that the connotations
of e\uch words as economy, society, etc., must be analyied in
the North Amerioan‘colon'ial context and not.by consistent ‘re-
ferrals t/o France. Since‘ New France was administered on ~
authoritarian lines. it was moulded into distinct upper 'and
lower eohelons. }{owever, the existent social system was not
a o'loeed status soclety.

-

t o

| 7auy Frégault, ﬁag&ienﬁwmm@m.
" (CHA Bookletc Ottawa. 19 0. 3. :

8(’.‘arneron Nish ¢
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By means of emphasizlng the relationship between priv-

.ilege‘and commerce, Nish establishes criteria to define the

existente of g bourgois group. The paternalistic role of

=

the State was positive: instead of slowing down the colonial

economy through its messlve bureaucracy. the metropolis °

~encouraged its colony throngh’subsidies and State enterprises.

One social group only.composed of titled members of the-
nobility, administrators, geigneurs and established merchants,

. dominated tne functioning of the colonial economy. The 1inks .

betwgen the different members of this group was vased on

their access to capital, its agsociated pr1v1leges. power,

and matrimony. To characterize }heir functlons and classify

‘these members, leh called the "les Bourgeols-Gentilshommes

de la Nouvelle France". .

dean Hamelin-considers New Francelaé an embryonic"'
society onlyy having an administrative framewofk. but no
dynamism.9 ?he colony'e economy accﬂ&ding te his hypothesis,
lacked a commercial element capable of exploitlné its netdral\
resourcesj consequently. no capital accumulated to be re-
invested in the colony. Skilled 1mm1grants were rare and the
temporary mg:gngng_igzgin was a common phenomenon. Thie weak
and dependant sconomy was reflectad in the colopy's rigid

social structuref})the nobillty and the plebians who .were.

artisans, tradesmen and habitants. It was a'cloeed status

|

-

97ean Hameli §gonom1§ et §oc1§té de -la Nouvelle France, "
(P U Lo_ Qlfebec. 1 61 * . - / ’ ¢ ‘

I
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1

. system. Indequ Hamelin balmes the French regime‘for-the

non-existence of a French Canadian bourgoisie in the nine-
teenth century which would have been cgpable of cémpeting‘.
with the Anglo-Scottish elements in Canada.

"It may now be affirméd that de Couagne, within the
limits of research set ;Qt in this paper.wdoes_ﬁ;t fit
succiqtly into aﬁy of the fquf interpretations outlined. His.
éntrepreneurship evidently manipulated the direct relation-‘
ship between production and exchange emphésized by Dechéne,

De Couagne as ceftain objects in his final inventory suggest'

probably lived comfortably.,buf modestly. His dishgsland

furniture were the same objects imbortgd by members. of the

10

titled nobility from France. Mény comparisons anal&zing

wealth, life style, values, social contbacts, etc,, would

‘establish whether the only difference between de Couagne and

a titled noblé was one of birth. If the merchant and
poblesseg de l'ébéé groups were 11nked~sdcia;ly omly, cases of

intermarriage¢ would be rare because little community of

interests would exist. The problem must remain unresolved in

~ the de Couégne case as a study of his complete Igyily would

be necessary.

Hamelin's analysis as a framework for de Couagne has
yo be almost completely re%ected: for de Cou&gne’s gctivities
if they are to be studiedjaccurately, have to be assessed in
khe colonial context and comﬁared to other Perchanfs'of his

time. Hamelin's study cannof be used for this purpose.

10"Les Blems du Marquis de Vaudreuil,” R.A,P.Q- 195?\»
1959, pp. 337 - 353, would offer a-bdasis for comparing the |

Y

listed items in de Couagne's final inventory of 1706,




_1ndex based on recorded wealth at his moment of death.

"' nized as a means to the end of living in the life style of

. sources avallable indicated that de Couagne ambitionned to

. France society presented by Nish, although a thorough study

e : - e : : A s e e
» . ' @ v ' .
: 1 . ' i _ ©os . .
> , . )
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Since de Couagne ranks financially secend on a comparative . . |

Hamelin's hypothesis is of no value for this paper,

Eccles' interpretation does not establish what were the
values of the aristocratic and military,ethos that permeated

his view.of New France society. The earning of money is raéog—’

the recognized titled elite in the'colony; Nothing in the i

become an officer in the Troupes de la Marine ‘or be grant d

anoble title. .His marriages and exploitation of the‘fur
trade appear to' be aiméd at material improvement only.'

De’bouagne's milieu comes closest to the model of New e

of the difiéreﬁt mémbers of the de Couagne family wpuld be
necessary bef&;e a final cbﬁclusion_could be formulated.. As

in ;ts mother country, France, the éove;nmenf of the dependant. -
colony was centralized and paterﬁalistic; th}é was‘symbolfzed ~

in: the vast aufhority given to the Intendent, Governor- 2 g,

‘General and Sovereign Council}l New France was a Romari

" Catholic colony permitting no religious dissent. It was an

Srdqred SOdiety divided into the elite and masses, both orders
conéisting of several fluid'bcéupationaf g_roups.12 \

llAndre vachon, The Adminiétration'oleeW'Fraﬁce.
_(Toronto: Univereity of Toronto Press, 1970).

‘

leves Zoltvancy. ov 1¢] 1
or_Class Rule, (Scarborought: Prentice Hall Ltd., 1971).

- -, . Wt
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of 1685. The latter permitted~members of the nobility '

C. - 63'-

In New France, it was relatively easy for an ambitious

o
-

individual to move up the social scale. Four factors help

_v-.‘

account for this: the availability of free lan&\ the economic

opportunities provided by the fur trade, the presenoe of

a large body of regular troops in the colony in which Canadians

e

could obtain commissions as officers.13 and the royal Edict

resident in Canada to engage dfrectly in commerce and’
industry.- This engagement was not officiaiiy_pernitted in
France until 1701, although members-of the nobility were
allowed to engage in the manufacture of glass, paper and the
iron industry. ' It-is highly unlikely that most members of

the noblesse de l'epeélu in New France would have possessed

the same items as tneir counterparts in France if such a per-

mission had not compensated for their lack of revenue frpm

P
s

real estate and other éccepéed traditional sources. Yet;
luxury'items sucn aslpines. silks, pewter dished arrived
yearly on the King's'Vesse}sl these items cost proportionetely
more due to their importation. These items were found in the

fast inventories of merchants such as de Céuagne and members  “.

¢

of the nobility,? ) : “

!

¥
131n France, commissioned,marine or army officers were

members of the noblesse de 1'epee. »

1“"Arret du Conseil d'Btat,Qui Permet aux Gentilshommes "
de Canada de Faire Commerce, . 30 aout 168s5", Pierre-Ggorges Roy,
s et Del tions d 1 So ' (Quehec).
II, Pe 020, 3 . ' '

15F'or a description of the furnishings of a member of

the ggh;gsgg_gg___gpggg house, see, “Les Biens du Marquis -
de Vaudreuil d Montreal,® R,A.P,Q. 1957 - 1959, ppe 337 - 353+

René de Couagne, one of the de Couagne-Godé children. helped
with thls. inventory.

b’
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) The fur trade set the pace ,for economic ekpansion in
New,France.?'QOVernment interyentiih maé necesgary for max imum
'-;print from itSCan inyolvement;l6 The 'fur trade left a
’pecuiiar impact on gociety creating an excessive reliance on

imports from France for most products of a non-food nature.
:Its pecuniary lure affected all soc1al and occupational groups

in, the colony. Becauee»con81stent economic growth requires

an gbility to shift resources to satisfy the law of supply and
‘dehand royal intervention was necessary to control the fur
. .trade ?apace’and kind of development.{ Furthermore. since New

France ex1sted in theory. only to enrich France. the royal
officials would regulate the ‘staple product 1n such a way as’

. 3 ’
to participate 1ndividually and profitably in its exploita-

. %tion:l7 ST L ' ‘;‘

Under the mercantile commercial philosophy that linked
France and its colony. the economic purpose of New France was
to Supply what its mbtherland wanted and needed. Until the‘
beginning of the eighteenth century..the French demand was
almost exclusiyely fors furs and for beaver skins in particular.

Because of this; great demand and the fertile supply availahle

T o ‘ .‘) > s '.‘ A N . ' ’ I3
" ™7 - = . . 4
. X 16John F. Bosher., "Government and~Private Interests {in
New France,". ana i lic inis on, 1967, V, pp. 244 -
2§7. ' ‘ )

y ¢

& )
17John F.\Bosher. “Government and Public Interests in

Lo New Prance," m_mmmmmr 1967, Vo p.- 246,
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“La Pacotille rapport ordinairement sept cent pour cent de
profit,’fl8 according to one of the visitors to New France

during this period. Althoughjfhé precision of his overall
estimation of profit woulﬁ need t& be determined, the fact
remains, that if the fur trade would not have been a profit=-
able staple on both sides of tﬁe Atlantic the economy of the
colony would'have been forced to diversify to anothen’product‘
(or products) in demand in the mother country."Or New France .
would have no econopic reasjn for its existence.

The granting of a seigneury was considered recognition

of a certain social status. Such recognition was linked to

the values of the Ancien Q?gime where only a certain elite

wereflarge landowners.  Sejgneuries were requested and granted

for a variefy of reasons. However, land speculafidn was rare-
ly a purpose.19 Canada's population was small and a domaine

' 2 A
became K valuable only when settled and its rotures developed

as de Couagne recogniqed after buying the geigneury of la

Chesnaye on option. Two equélly strong checks on seigneurial

speculation presented themselves: the.existence of the ggih;

‘tax and the retrait linaegner as spelled out in the m&gma
de Paris » the law of the colony. The quint was a tax .paid to.

Louis A@mand de La Hontan, ug%iggigiéﬁéﬁgﬂngﬂ_M*—lﬂ
la Haye:

Chez eé Fr res Honord, 170 I, p. 70.

Ridhard Harris.
Canada, (Quebec: P.U.L.),

.
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the State by the buyer of fief. It amounted- to twgnty per
1cent of the purchase's value. The _gﬁ_gii__in_gng; meant that
the heirs could buy back a fief if it had been sold for
succession debts and the fief's new owner would be foncsd to
accept the money.<’ ¥ : '

i ‘The makiné of money in-New %rancé,by all social grouﬁs
was facilitated by a common acéess to different elements of
the fur trade. This would snggest a.plutocrgtic society where

| an 1ndividual'§ economic and social status was acquired by
his access to wealth. Moﬁey and its earning was not aimed at-

”buying a title 1n the noblesse de ;'ébégz Rather, weglth

' would”be'used to purchase the desired ennironment in\hn open
4statué system. In this sense money may bg concieved of as
the means to imitate the mggus_ziggnﬂi of'a'sociai group to
which admission was desired.z; \ S B

Consequently, social stratification within the ranks of

" the elite and the common people wgs a relatively fluid one |
becaube of the new world milieu. De Couagne reflected this
fluidity in his role of a merchant with its associgted
economic and social functions. At the moment of his death,

he was among the wealthiest merchants in New France. It is -

probable that at his moment of penetration~into the Montreal

2OCIaude de Ferrigre. uoh¥ggg ngmggtggrg sur la Qoyﬁgmg
di la_Prgvoté gf Vicomte dg Paris, (Paris: Cochart, -1770), °
Title VIII, Article 12, - 7 '

2 -

1Money would be used to purohaﬁb the environment of
what was considered the upper ranks. o

soclety. Thomas Marshall,.

o

8, (CambridFo: Cambridge University
e8s8,.1950), p. 93,
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“merchant circle de Couagne had little capital. However, he
would have had the necessary eontacts due to his father;inj’
law, Simon Mars.e This hypothesis is suggested by the L0OO0O%
‘increase in the value of his wedding endowment to his second

wife. Also, as mgj;;g_ﬂ_hg;gl to Frontenac he moved in,

‘ ~circles representative of the social groups that composed the .

upper echelon. De Couagne's own entry was secured through.
wealth earned as an entrepreneur in theifur tmide and as a
merchant. Althouéh his own social mobility may not have been
‘a series of calculated moves through marriage. and infleences
» peddling, he was a member of a small affluent'merchant'group
at the moment of his death. This social group, due to its
potemtial purchasing po&erw was considered part of the
colonv's elite. As eariy'es 1684, the Intendant Meulles sum-

A\ moned him to a meeting as representative of the merchant group

‘::“ " W. S b ca e o geny o SRR

in Montreal to discuss certein problems in the fur trade.22 L
Since titled nobility in New France was also permitted to

engage in trade this.eoclel contact on de Couagne's part was

, . reinforced oy'the upper echelons' members themselves. Marriage
‘ often intemsified the commercial ties in New France: the
~ de Couagne family in Ite links to the Moniere and de Franche-
‘ville families can be used as an 111ustration of this phenom-u

enon.23 (See Appendix ) ' ' .

' 22"Sondage da* Opinion par 1l'Intendant de Meulles, le 4
OctObre 168“'” AsCus M G. 1y pe S ,
| 2)wpccord entre Pierre .de Budemon et les Sieurs de
Couagne, le 31 mai 1?732", A.N.Q.M., Greffe Guillet de Chaumont.
) . . |

e
v -,

3 R -
g R




ey
»

- 68 - ’
/ ' .
Marie Gode's second marriage to Pigrre Derivon.

é&gxer and meﬁber of the nobiliéy‘by'birth was probably

" facilitated not only by‘hep share of de Couagne's estate, but

also by the social circles in which the de Couagne's would

have circdlaﬁed. Jean Batiste, the oldest de Couagne—Godé'

son, married into the nobility also. His wife was Marguerite

de Gannes de Falaise.zu The‘younger‘de Couagne becage an

erigineer and capitain at Léuisbourg. a post usually %reserved C0

for members of the noblesse de 1'¢pée”. In 1769 he had a
false geneoiogical tree drawn up stating that the dGZCQuagneb

0]

" family was originally one of the landholding seigneurs from

25

the region of Tourraine.
As in any other society26 the- basic criteria for evalu-

ation of an individual was his socio-economic role and assoc-

iated actlvities. De Couagne's career was tﬁe reflection of

an open status system in the New World in which he could

move vertically and horizontally in his dealings as a finan-

cler toﬁardg al} soclal groups in the colohy. Qreat sociﬂi

mobility’is indicated by his going from a mni&zﬁ_g;hﬁxgl to

a leading merchant. New France, because of its staple-based

5
*

'auSee “Appendix."” > : ' ‘

25"Genealogie des Couagnes Seigneuﬁs de la Roche, le
8 aout 1769," AP.C.y M.G.

2"’Elirwr Barbor, :im_.m;gign_}mmnmn_gs?nu
France, (Princeton: Pf#inceton University Press, 1967
Introduction. .
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economy needed skillful merchants who could provide the
necessary goods and credit for the fur trade as well as other
needs. Thus de Couagne's function as a.wealthy and exper-

ienced'merchant.was of proven value over a long time period

'~ to the great number involved in the fur trade including New

France's titled administrators, army qffic¢ials, ophbr

Jmerchants.,etc. De Couagnegs classification as a member of

the éolony's uppef echelon emphasizes the interrelations

between commerce.'govérnment and private interests in New

. France. Furthermore, de Couagne offers another case hiqjory.

in the study of the relationship between wealth,. social.

-

~
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+ -~ 4 ‘ . A . P . - .‘!}:‘
This study of the estate of Charles de Couagne hecessi-
tated a particular empirical methodology. ‘The framework
, drawn up had as its boundéfy moments in de -Couagne's life N
' w@;n—his estate was gxpected to be recorded: marriage contracts,
annual valume of business, post-mortem inventories, etc.

f P .

'W; 'ﬁe Couagne's marrlage contracts and lasﬁ'wills were
‘established as repﬁesenﬁative of a certain matgriél ease
- although preciéé figuges could not be determined in the'caéé-
| of hié,gecqnd marriage coﬁtragt:- The greatef signifi&ance of
_ these documents lay 'in their emphasis of the gég;nmg_ig_zézlg
as a law coﬁe‘ihgqﬁdqd to uphold the legitimate family uriit,
An analysis of de Couagne's business'transﬁctibns proved

" fruitful not only for an‘undefptgnding of his particulﬁf

entrepreneurship, but also‘for‘a dehonhtrﬁtibn of certain
Ibusiﬁeaé techniquéﬁ in New France at this period: the'k;nds ]
of transactions, m;thods of payment, what social groups'iﬁ ' f
New France were involved in the fur trade and Qi:h what groupé' ;,‘.‘
\ ' de Couagne came ip contact. De cbuagna was shom to be

_.8peclallized in monéy-i@nding altﬁough he did participate, in

1ang'speculation and some over-the-counter trading. How . ,,g
particular this;uﬂélto the'merchantAco¢munity of Montreal Vo

" could not be determined as de-Couagne was but one or‘so¥9faf .

.
i

E]

“poségble case studlies.
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Dmphasis was placed .on social ro%? a8s the main deter-
minant in social stratification., FUrthermore. money-making
‘was shown to be a potential diaintegrator of the social Qrders
. existent in New France. - Money-making was a way of 1life: New
France's elite was not an aristocracy.: The fur trade as the
staple of the colony's economy coniributed significontly to'
its fluid society. For in the environment of the American
contlnent its wealth was open to ambitious individuﬂls of
both- thé upper and lower echelons of New France. Such social
disintegration was taking place in the Ancien Regime as well,
exemplified in “the noblesse de 1'éﬁég and the.poblesse de la
gggg. Moreover, mafrioge was also pointed ouf as a possible
way of attaining or maintaining}ancertain social rank.
De Couagne's first marriage to Anne Mars certainly‘éontri-
" buted to his penetration of the merchants' occupational group
'in‘Montreal. If de Couagne was already a wealthy man by 1685
he would not have been_ggglgggg in marrying a carpenter s

. daughter, Marie_Godé: .This is emphasized by the presence of

Jacques Bizord and Pierre GCadois as witnesses at his second
wedding. De Coo;gne's second marriage also suggested a laok”
of soclal rigidity in New France. Moreover, his passage'from
mg;gxg_g_hgjg_ to the Governor-General to a well astablished
: merchant at his moment of death, indicated definite\social
mobility. L j\{\ : ‘ ' '

V% A precise oalculation of the two inventories of J

de Couagnels estate was computed based on the accuracy of the

notaried d ments.' Changes in the composition of the estate
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were noted and used to-explain possible ehangestin,de.Couagne's
partiEular business habits. Both inventories affirm the _
existence of real estate. They also list in detail household

items which would be another profitable point of departure to

"analyse social rank. 1In addition, de Couagne's different

categories of books could be used to determine his interests
in his leisure time, his level of education and possibly cer-
tain intellectual ‘values in New France during his life span.

The confirmation df.the existence of real estate is detailed

]
-in the partage where contemporary values are given. The

actual division of de Couagne's estate traces the marriages -
of the de Couagne ¢hildren and points out their social mobility
through matrimony. Both Jacques Charles and Rene de Couagne

became prominent merchants. It may be deduced that their

.apprenticeship took place with their father during his life-

time. Furthermore, a merchant family would appear to have ' .

been founded by Charles de Couagne. "Les Couagne. marchands} -
ne manquaient pas dans le Montreal du dix-huitieéme siecle,,
Mais Rene paraft avoir eté le plus important en meme temps

que le plus grand peut-gtre des marchands '‘de Montre'al."l

‘This remaine to'be confirmed‘by-further rasearch. The trad-

4

ing, buying and money-lending of this merchant family could .
then be correlated to their gocial status within the ranks of

those engaged in“simllar activities in New France.

[

lkntoine Roy, "Gouvernement de Montreal," RL.A.P.
1949 ~ 1951, p. 427,
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threshold of the gommggggnt. 50000 to 100000 livres that of a ,
: mmmer_ganl_aiié and over 100000 livreg that of 8:4152991&[13;‘3 ,
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Compared to the value of other contemporary estates,

_de .Couagne could be classified as a wealthy merchant at the

time of his decease.2 Moreover, the same conclusion of

affluence can be drawn from French standards of the period.

- Savary des Brulons, the chief formulator'of commercial

values and techniques of the period based his figures of the

value of the estates of merchants after several years of

]
I -

successful practice. He stated that 10000 livres was the

Iy

De Couagne never did succeed in pulling himself out of
practice all together, although the pade of his activitiles
certainly slackened the two years before his death. In
the summer of 1706, his final estate was worth well over
100000 _izggg even without a list of his properti?s. ]
Thus de Couagne as an entrgpreneur and part of the

Montreal merchant group, built fortune of over 205000
livres in the social and economic é¢ontext of Néw France. His

.ggngi_Igi;g, revealed in the kinds and terms of his busi-

ness Eoﬁtracts, together with the calculation of his material

standing as revealed in his\marriage contracts, estate inven=- -
b * At

" 2pouise Dechéne, ‘ s et d _ 0al, .

s(Montreal: Plon, 1974), p. 389.

ﬁ .

3Fernand Braudel, Ernest Labrousse, ﬂig%gizg;ﬁggnmnig%g
et Sociale de la France, (Paris: P.U.F., 1970), Tome 2, p. 615,
The calculation of 15 in d of 20 gols to the French livres
bnly confirms des Brulons classification.
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~ open status system existent in the two levels) aking up New

‘France sbciéty. Other people s dependence on(hls experience

. -de Couagne's financial standing ¢ould be fruitfully used for

" in'merchant activities in New France a clearer image would be-

tories, last wills and divisich of estate ‘establish his

financial sfanding; His social standing, a far| more gmorphous
position to assess because of its non-empirical nature, ranked

the merchant's most freqUent ass001atlons with ;those members

of New France s upper echelon participatlng in/the fur trade.

Indeed de Couagne's mobility emphasizes what appears to be
f

and oplnions contributed to an evaluation of his soctak /

. \ -
The methodology used in this paper to establish /

the construction of an index to measure the pnrsonal furtune
of other selected merchants in the same time period in exactly
the same way. The empirical result of de Couagne's material
sfqnding at selected moments in his life would be used as
one point on the index for each ca@egory measured. Since

!

this potential index &ould represent ‘those individuals engaged

formed of sécial_strat{;ication and;gobility in the colony.
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