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LIA&? VIRDI ?

. . THE FRENCH GUILD SYSIEM D 118 ABOLITION |
DURINGTHEREVOLUTION R

S N A'BSTRAC‘T. 3

. The French 5uild eyetem was ‘an extremely varied Do ‘ -

1nst1tution 1nc1udin5 ‘many tvpee of‘lnduetrial orizniza-

tion., They hll, neverthelees, performed the comm : § .
) A .
' runction of protecting their members against unwanted ) '. .’ ‘
~compet1tion. The quilds were dependent on economic circum- N |

. etances and flourishéd in times of recession and diminiehed

~

in importance in pericde of expaneion.v | s o
S S SN
" ' During the eighteenth century; one eueﬁ peried

_of economic’ growth, there Were attempte to abolieh the '

5u11de as part of .the emerginsg 5eneraz movements of refornm,

" The strensth and cohesiveness ‘of- Ancien “Régime 1netitutioqe,

[ N
.

however, made 1t imp0381ble to _destroy euch a privileged e _

quy: The “gurlds could only-be abolished ‘during the Lo
" Revolution which- brought abogt'a change in the bases of '

power themselves. The gullds were ewept away, along with

other antiquated Inetitutibne, in what was both dn eeonomic

" . and administrative refqrm.\)' co - | ' Vo
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N . “INTRODUCTION - T
4 , . . . "\ Lt . . ' ' o . Y

Yo

ThlS the51s on the French gulld system and its
- o o abolyxlon durlng the Revolutian, attempts to do three O

R ' thlngs., The flrs* is Eo respond to the hlstorlogr phical

[y

'riterature‘ﬂh’the question; the seéond’is to gxamine the

- -

ﬁature\pf the French gu{ld system;~and the third.is to pro-

i (. . 3
. . . e '

* - . vide 'an account of and the reasons for the abolition of the
. . e an ac ‘ e ror ¢ : f ’

»

~. °  guilds.

S A .. s .
L T | o

' ¢ N »

There are no detallrd descriptlons of the guilds R

?

[ ___,_,,,durlng_the~F£eﬁeh—Pevvfution. Although much has been

—_— - = ST A

¢
a ‘ K

wnltten ana clalumd about the economlc transformatlons '

effected by the Revolutlon, thére 'is ‘a paucity of actua&

re&earch carried out on the 1ndustr1a1 100191ation of the
. 3 A
 * Xonstituent Assembly. Guild historians, who have chosen

A )

invariably to recount the history of the French guilds over

*

-

a period of seven centuries, have perforce produced works™ .

* ° : ‘ . -
which: are too general, and therefore do not do justice to
the eomplexiety~d% the probiem. "These studies have also

usually relied too much -on administrative edicts and gu?id'




'

o —

=stétutes for a description of the corporative system,

~ L i -
~ r'

rather than on- economio évidence per se. It is moreover
unfortunate that no- major study of the guilds has appeared -

sincé, Emile Coornaert’ s book, which was wr;tten at' the onset

- .

of the Second World War. ) . C

Guild’historians have .terided to folidw either-one.
s ~

.of two approaches to the gulld system. They have elther

condemned it for its shortcomings or even manlfold ev1ls, -

”

or on.the eontrary,-have,praised it for ;ts_fraternal Splrit'%'

and the egalitarian ideal it suoposedly foétered.- Whatever

'theit attitude, these historians have provided only vague

dccounts-of the.aboLition_itself, or of its significance.

V-

Histortans of the Revolution have not manifested a greater

N

interest in ‘the .guilds. They. have at the most devoted one

-

;or two lines to the abolition in a chapter dealing,with,the

[} ‘ ®.

"reforus of the Constituent Asembly". TIn fact, Thiers was

a

the only nineteenth century historian to mention them at®

all. e - .
o ..' ‘5 ._ . :

\

N

v ‘ . -
The guilds only attained significant status in L

revolutionary historiography with the more recent Marxist
( ¢ . . .
historians. These haye placed a particular emphasis on the

¥

<

——
P
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abolition of the guilds during the Revolution. The Ré%olf

~
-
-

[ -~ '
"~ ution is said to mark the passage between feudalism and

. . . (- ' .
” ' capitalism, and the guilds, described as, feudal, institutions ° .
- are viewed as hindering the development of capitalism.” Con-
sequently their abolition is considered as one of the pre-

, 47 N - L. . * ..‘ ' . .
L requisites for such an economic transformation. This is the

way in which Albert Soboul has treated the guilds- in both -

- - . ' - 1 - . . ~ .
. . his histories of the Revolution.  His ‘analysis consists of
v !

e .three related assumptions: the non—capifalig; mature of the
: > e i

>

Ancien Regime guildsf the industrialization of France fol- ] -

o
O * -

T ~ lowing -the Revolution (and the guilds' abolition); and <

. finally the self-;onsciousnééa«of the boq;geoiéie.in abol-"

~ o
+

- 7 ' . * ».6 2
ishing the .guilds. In La crise de 1'Ancien Régime ,, a more

-

:g recent work, Soboul sttresses the post-revolutionary aspect’

' \ » 0 - - N @] L]
more fully than in his previous works. He there describes
' ‘ » N ! - .
the two roads to industrial capitalism.--The first ,--and
- ‘ ! . >
only !'truly revolutionary' one--"consists.of the victory of.

a5

-+ - industrial over commercial capitalism, signifying the pre- .

- M ' Pl s .'
- eminence of the entrepreneur, thé development of mechaniza-

A ‘1Albert Soboul, Précis d'histoire de la Révolution ",
francaise (Paris,1962), and La Révolution frangaise- (Paris,
1967). - ~ Lo .
S ,2 Albert Soboul, La crisec de 1l'Ancien Régime {(Parls, .
]970 . " . . .

o .

» : -

-
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o= © tion and 1ndustrlal concentration. The othar road thaﬁ of '

| ' : L

merchant capltallsm, merely pqppetuatds traditional £orms .

& -
o

of productlon, compromlslng with the old relatfons of pro-

] - -

hd o

duction, . The Revolutlon slachlevement aceording to Soboul,

was to insure that France followed the flrst road . In this

- =

!

o + framework, the guilds,are once more treated as hindranceS“

which must be. swept away in order to ushex in a new age’ of

; {

\J‘

- industriallsm. .

. , . v
. K . R, ‘ o - . .

o 0 i

o N, — ,
B

Régine Robin reiterates gnis;demh:caﬁion of pre-

capitalist and capitalist organisms.

\ <.
N . -l &

The French Revolution permitted -the generalization of.
- the capitalist mode of production, not on a short-term,
-but on a long-term basis...by the disentanglement oi :
. econom1c,‘§ﬁd1c1a1 and even political institutions
g which were integrated in institutional elements perpet- .
; , uating the reproduction of pre-capitalist social rela-
tions wh;ch formed real obstacles to the creation of a
national” market and free contract.. Such were the
guilds, the selgneurie, the officgs, the. orders.

. )
‘1Régine Robin, La société francaise en 1789: Sémur-
(,-T ~ en~Auxois (Paris,1970), p.42. ‘"La Révolution a rendu pos-
sible'la généralisation 4¢ mode de production capitaliste
non a court terme mais a long terme...par le désentrelace—
ment des instances économlques, juridiques, v01r@ pollthues . R
. qui intégrées dans-des éléments institutionnels pérennisant® '
N\ "la reproduction des rapports sociaux pré- capltallstes for-
maient de véritables obstacles, &:1' instauration du marché - .
national, du contrat llbre. Tels apparaissent 1a corpora- S~
tion; 1a selgneurle, 1'office, 1 ofdre."

[}
/ ]

R N - ¢ -
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For Robln, the gpllds are uéqualiflably feudal, that is,

'pre-capltallst‘ hether dﬁ or de facto does not eSpe-
-cap; 4——3

cially concern her. She is partlcularly amblguous in her

éha1y51s of the post-revolutlonary periods The seign@urial
and corporatlve classes have dlsappeared the f#rst des-

troyed by the revolt of the peasants, the second, by the

[>] N -

\ 1
edlcts of 1791 )

+ ! 1

Y

The ‘elements which'had made up those classes regrouped
¥+t in Various patterns. The seigneurs merged with the mass
- of large landowners; master. artisans, journeymen, and-

apprentices swelled the ranks either of the bourgeovisie,

or -0f wagerearners, while others still became members of.

a more or less independent artisanate which has suc-

\ ) .ceeded in maintaining itself until now. ™

Vo N |
. A , , .
" There is an inexplicable, unstated but implied, dichotomy .
- . ,

L olutons
between the pre-revolutionary and post-revolutignary
7’ -/ ‘

periods. The guilds (anéisanél_gssodiations)Aare described

~

"as pfe-capitalist 4in the pre-revolutionary period, but its

i . @

. members Becon%Lelenmntsaof a capitalist economy after the

\

12

"Revolution. This transformation

>

is not accounted for.? Nor

1Ibid, p.50. "Lés éléments qui constituaient ces
classes se restructurent de fagons diverses. Les seigneurs
-viennent se fondre dans la masse des grands proprlctarres
" fonciers; maftres- artisans, compagnons apprentis gr0881ront
les rangs qui de la bourge0131e, qui du salariat, qui de
1! artlsanat plus ou moins indépendant 1ongtemps pérennisé,
.+ encore vivace de nos jours.




. * '
. .

IS ‘ N\t " o i
7 l . ‘6 . 13

- ) . 1Y

- is it clear what the exgét difference is between the_
" artisan of the Ancien Regime . who, as is stated in the

paragraph quoted above, 'perpetuates pre-capitalist social
- T »

. ' . .
relations, gnd hinders’ the development of a free market

society" and that very craftsman twenty ydars later who

has been "relocatéd into-an independent art}sanate". -This

w
-

glossing over such crucial questions does much to uandermine

,

Robin's attempt to establish a framework,fdr the .transfor-

LT .
A

> mation from a "feudal" to a capitalist society.
- : ‘ v ° .
- : Marxist historians have therefore expounded two re-

. lated theses. The first is that the guilds -were ''feudal,
that is wholly pre-capitaliist in‘stiéuzi'ons, and the \gec’,ond,

' that the French Revolution assured the .ascendency af indus-

trial ' over commercial-capitalism, in which thée abolition of

the guilds played a significant part. LA
; ) .. .
‘r : M + (vs ' ) ' ‘ ) - |’
- - Both positions present problems. First, the stress
N T . , N : . L

_on indust‘:xjiali'sm‘ undern;:l;1es the Marxist assertion that 7the-"
_Rev"olutio’;‘x‘ constituted a bourgy-e,o’is~ victory, because" a r\efu-;
é - .
tation-of the industrial argument can be exi:ended to chal-~
’l.'enge\t;'iw‘t;hesis gf '.f:hé? bc')'u'fge;ois revqlution itself. ‘Tgi;
dis precisely what Alfréd Cobban attempt'ed to __do.‘,‘ In The

-

Social Interpretation of the French Revolution, Cobban =

y

- o

. Q

LI
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B . I T . - A N -

~ . ’ - ‘ ' N .
jusftly pointed out that ,the Revolution did not lead to in-

dusfrial concentrag;ion. He dlso obJected to Soboul's: _
. 4 ' o Ls
rigid ana1y51s of the gun.lds,z'and the c.oncomitant'radical "

-~ . , a
¢ li@f‘&tlon of productlve ‘forces dul::mg the Revolution. In i

his view, the guild system was ' breaking down ln the second

’& half of the elghteenth century, diSplaced by’ free urban and

’ - -

rural manufacture. The gullds“managed".to survive until the -

~

L~ Revol;utum merely becéause they were .financially useful‘to -
.‘. v ] - N .. *3 R ’ ?
»+  the bankrupt monarcay. Cobban was certamly mlstaken in -
- this last assumption. Yet he dids ralse seme import;ant

\ o Y e,

L rquestmons about the nat:ure o?feconomc transforrmatlons fok

[l " ——
'

1ow1ng the Revolutn,on, quest‘isons to Whlch Mar,{lst histor‘ians
‘ » of -
should pay closer attentlon. Thér only cbncession these ape

ot 4

willing to make, however, !lS of a "’tlme—lag .The ‘Revolu-

tion nevertheless conténues _to Ke viewed as the 81gnlficant_
~ b - ‘ \

catalyst for industrialization. For these historians the

oL ) . ) .
expected outcome remains 1arge—scale mechanization, and
industrial concentration.

- . ~
© guided:as: Tecent research pomts towards the gradual evolu- - |
N ' |

\ . ‘ N < v

This 1n31sLance is thea more mls- :

-

RS Alfred Cobban,f;The Social Int:erpretation of the

French Revelution (Cambrldge 1964), p. 80, . «
. 3.
2 as expressed in the Précis-... Cobban, . p.68. «. -
2 i - ‘
= "y ' = .
o , . ~




. . * 2 - . v
o 1t impgssible to posit a dichotomy bétween merchant and ..

tion of new methods and organlzations of production, even- in

[ Fad -~

Britaln theoretlcalky the “classic" example Qf industrlal

"".~°j” . 1 /‘
transfprmatlon. : The we;ght of cirpulating capltalimakes -

v

PR C IS . ' 2 “. . .
industrial capitalism: o e 3 ‘
N ~ The contention’ that, the guilds needed to be abol- 4

[l e ’
. ..

- R ‘ o ; - !
" ished in order to usher in an Industrial Revolution -has yet

—
»

to be.provea by a thorough and systematlc investlgatlon

both of the»role of the gullds in the pre—nevolutlonary

. ) ®

econdmy, and of the process of 1ndustria1 organization fol-

low1ng the abolltiOn. It is rather surpr181ng that the =

N

instltutlon whlch has been glven a centraf rdle in the .

4 ’) ., -

transition to cap1tallsm, has, i fact recelved such light

L4 ¢

treatment. Ron- Marx1st studies of the Revolption, as has

<

; already,been polnted ‘out, are even 1ess satisfactory as they

hardly_glscuss the questlon gt all The maln purpose og

~

thlS study has theraforé been sto attempt to £ill JE;some»of -

A

the gaps in-.our kaowledge of the gu11ds, and,to.refuté7szme l

+
b

- ' A . ;

e

- 1_ lFrangois Crouzet ed.,Capital Formation in the

Industrial Bevolution (London,1972), "IntroductloHT, p.54.

‘“. . ) ZIbld, polfSo ) f .oy

2

A .
¢ ' \
. . ,

~



) S ' S A . : .
of the miscoﬁceptions'that have-arisen about the nature of‘

e

the gulld system’of ‘the Ancien Reglme and ,the significance
of its abolltlon. This thesis w11l try to demonstrate that.

the guilds had been undermined by a developing commenclal

w -~

capitalism'long béfore the°Reyolution'began. The guilde

/S menaged'to survive because:theyleerved as -a protection for
their dfembers in times of recessior}, and because the-cor- ’
.. 5 & . . * .

. L X ' .. ‘ . .

. porative system was“supportedoby'the spokesmen for other

-,

'privileged~institut10ns and groups., The Revolutlon suc- ¢

- w '

ceeded ;n destroylng the q}d bases of power which sustalned
the’ gdilds, and 1n dealing the final blow to the corporatlve

system. The 51gn1f1cant break with the past lay more in -

1‘\).' ¢ N
'thls 1nst1tut10nal breakthrough th%g in economic trams- ° .

-

formatlons. The oldnand‘new pre-cabltallst and capltallst

1

¥ - .
forms of thﬁmnatlon s economy had long intermingled and_

eontinued to do so. 'Long after the hevolution'wes over,
artiganal productlon and cottage 1ndueﬂ;y contlnued to .,

thriveo * ¢ .. g *

N . . .
! $
4 , :

7/

3
-+

- 2 Sin:L there are few sufy1v1ng documents on-guild .

history/finost were burnt in the flre of the Hotel-de vilie '

,in May 1871~- I have hadxto rely 1arge1y on secondary

\-_/ * ° o v
. " . .

N é y)
@
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" material for my account of the guild systgm. The most:

satisfactory material to hand arises from the recent’

research into the social and economic organizations of the

-

“Ancien Reg;‘.me of such histc;r_ians s Pierre Goubert, or
Mauricet Gardén. Gui_id his,éjirepus‘éful for their reda;-

‘ pitulati&ns of statutes and ro‘yal‘edicts. For ' my .analysis
‘of the abolition. of the guilds I have drawn extensively on

pamﬁhlets of the period; on two newspapers: Le Moniteur

‘Universel and Les Révolutions gg‘Péris; the Actes ggjLa_.

1

Commune de Paris pendant la Révolution edited by*CSigismond‘

Lacroix; and the Procés-verbaux des comités d'agriculture> -

-

. ek de commérce de la Constituante, de la Législative et de

la. Convention, editede*iay Fernand Gerbauk and “Chatles )

Schmidt, these have: been invaluable for' an I\mderstanding of

" the last stages of guild life during the Revoiu,tionary

period. - .
PR . ] \
\
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" THE GUILDS

-
°

When the National assembly voted to abolish the//

corporations in March 1791, it was with the iqtentioﬁ of
Y

eliminating a half-bankrupt institution, filled with corrup- .
) 3

tion, rlgisty, and stifling regulation. D'Alla*de, the
.‘ & .

speaker on the question, while stressing éome fiscal aspects
. 'of the abolition, stormed against the evils of this monopo-

listic system which set up &abals, kept prices high, at-

tacked initiative, and denied the benefits of free competi-

-

1 e -
tion. The leaders of the National assembly regédrded the
3éui}ds‘from the standpoint‘og a laissez-faire philosophy.
'_; ~ ' For them, as for,Adam Smith, industry and commerce would

thrive bégt'under liberty, when the laws ‘of supply and

demand could operate freely. - \

Guild historiaqs suffer frém a-double curse. On the '

one hand, they have to describe a system to’ which.most

v

- 1Re1mpress1on de 1' Anc1en Moniteur, 72 vols.,q

(Paris,1858- 63) VIII, 393. ., . . _

5 Y , ) w *. . .
. | ‘ 11 . | S
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. misunderstandlng of its nature some authors in the 19308

1 . '
. runner of modern syndicalism.. On the other hand, guild

. and master, the first two stages lasting seven ye€ars and

tion-and for mutual aid, and here there is often finserted

.

economists have glven a very bad néme, except when, by a

5/

and forties apf%oved of the corporativg system'as thé.forer

el roe - t o

,his;oriéns have to contend with myths nurtured by schooi

we’ :
texts which are seldom torrected, for no,kone much bothers

'with guild histor&. This model,. taught to schoolchildren,
X .

describes a three-tiered hierarchy of apprentice; joﬁrneymaﬁ;.
. \
|

)

,terminatiﬁg in some form of examination.” Masters were sai
. . ¢ v .

’ .9t

. to have gatheréd in associatiofts in order to limit competi

) Py

a touching example such as_the pensions afforded widows -
§.te . LN >

and orphans. 'Each craft was clearly delineated, and masters

1

'of the seme trade worked in. the same vicinity which ex-

plaims the origin of street names in many old-world cities.

' E)

- The truth, however, is that there never existed such a ‘g ’

*

clearl&-dcfined guild syst::> It isgin fact very difficult

to express the complexity industrial structures in pre-

-

modern times, and this explains why the textbook model is .so ’}

YEmile Coornaert, Les corporations en France ayant
1789 (Parls 1968) and Edouard Dolléans, Histoire du travail
(Parls 1943) prcfaces in both cases.




»

‘enduring. , R . . . . :
! L 7~ ‘-r;(

.. a

, As Coornaert so aptly put it, there is no guild

L4 b

1
- system, there are guiw systems One could go further

and c1a1m that there ex1sted a d:Lstmctive organizat:.on for

. ,‘each guild :m_each town. 'I‘he gulld was dependent on its '

economid milieu. It was formed as a protective association

. - o

‘for members of ’ the same trad\e. Depending on the situation,

kS

however, the need for protection, the severity of the monop-

’ [y <

. oly and the regulations binding_'masters all differed.. A

guilld- also. underwent changes. ZI;ri periods of expansion, -

regulation tended to be loosened and more masters were ad- °
. 3 . ’.

.

miftted to the trade. In times of reqessioﬁ, on the other .

j™

hand, the regulations would be tightened or increased and
» L e - . . ! 3
masters would guard their privileges more jealously. '

/S
N . i

- ' Emerging in‘the twelfth and.thirteenth.‘centurieé,
the guilds were a product ofgthe urban resurgence, devel- "

: s , ’ y
. opit}g as both religi‘oq‘s and professianal associ?tioqs. We
shall enly deal ‘with their economi"chffunction, since it dom-

—
2 . N . 7.

) . . ( i
inated all others and was the raison d'@tre of the institu-.

-

3

tion as a whole. ,The guilds cor—responded to a pre--f-indus -

1Coornaert§. p.277.

o
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trial economy with ceilings on production, and ‘'an artisanal ‘;
- < ' ‘e . .

-

. 1 . -
form  of manufacture. 'Crdftsmen laboured with unsophis-

'tlcated machlnery, in small workshops,.aided by one or two

-, 3 ¢ ‘ ‘

f workersv They produced*generally for ‘a local market. . <

‘Export 1ndustr1es, whether textiles or luxury items, were
. :\,b
- ' ’ . i [N

. 3 controlled by capitél-owning merchants who were able to

X // ‘organize the 1abours of hore craftsmen, either by gathering
if%; »1 " them in large workshops or by puttlng-out wofk in both X
£ y urban and rural .areas. Tapping a 1arger market, better : -
. able -to respond to new'opportunltles, and expand.his control ',

L4

. over manufacture, the merchant represented one of the S

(X -

gravest thregats to gu\ld 1ndependence. The pther threat.f
L] ) ," 1
was znternal. XJorklng for a llmlted population, ‘the 1ndi—

- vidual craftsman had to insure his ‘substenance by obtaining .

some share of the market. The entrepreneur within the .o

¢ ! " , .
trade, who accuhulated shops, tools, and workers, and who
\., ; .

- cornercd Lhe supply of raw materlals was a dengerous to
L ‘. ' 1
the gulld as the merchant. Competitlon betveen masters was

"

therefore whittled down to an almost imsigpificant level®

- through ‘a series of regulations. The purpose of the guild -

| '

¢ ’ 1
1971), p. 143, See also COOLnaeLt pe 63.
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h within and from outside the organizaé?on. S

independent corporation. A difference between the métier -
¢ v E

f N ] 15' »

as to protect its mémbers from infringements both from . o
- : ' -

3

Guilds appeared almost simultaneously in most towns,
» ’ ‘ ~ co

both'ip France and in adjoining kingdoms. They eme;éed as ©

-more or less independent institutions, securing their inde-

pendence from the loca Séigneur on the quesfions‘of inter - '
nal policipg and legislation, at the same time as the -
ngicipalicies were obtaining theil own charters.  There

wefe,'névértheless,.important,variations. Not all guilds

enjdyed,thg same degreé& of independence..' The. métier juré

~ 4

was the most independent, %egulations being devised .and ]

b¥4 ; 4 & X t ~ R . R \
administered by the jurés (wardens). A second group, the - )

métier réglé, was not self-regulating kut depended on the

. F] . '
municipal jurisdiction. These.bodies generally had an \

internal organization resembling that of the métier juré.

. Masters of the jmétier réglé could be forced to pass a test

devised by the municipality and similar toe -that of the
* , L “
-4

juré and the métier réglé was that in the latter the pro--

fessiona% monopoly, ' the dues aml so on, did not benefit the

! Iy

masfér artisanélbut the municipality. Some trades, however,

'were not organized in guilds. Known as the métiers libres :
. . - ' L , .

) ' L] 4



th?y‘weré characterized by free competition in a sector
where no group held a monopoly and by the fact that any ‘one

who so desired could practiee the profession. The métiers
! ' — ‘j - ° ' ’
libres, \thoigh, were not totally fre® from control, they ° i

.

were under police supervision. Nevertheless, as Coornaert

points out, the great division was not between the three
. 1 -

- , ,
types of organijgtion, but between the métiers jurés and

1
réglés and the métiers libres. I fact, the history of the

3 » b

'guiids“is an attempt to swalloly those areas not yet under

cprporatlve control For the métier libre was not confined

L3

"

.to free urban trades, but also prevallé! in the countryside

whete produption was unconétrained.
. . . v

’

. ~ L
It is difficult to assess the extent of the guild
. .

system. d.w,‘Cole'estimates that there were 20,000 guilds

in Fr#hce in the eighteenth century when the system was.

most)widcspread " In Poitiers there were 18 guilds in the
fourtéenth centu v, 22 guilds in‘the fifteenth, 25 guilds.

in 1555, 35 guilds in 1708 and 43 guilds in both 1717 and:

o

1Coot‘naert, p. 3%.

ot

ot 2Charles Woolsey Cole, Colbert and a Century of . .
French Mercantllism (llamden, Connectlcut 1964) IL, p. 445.

v

<
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_ ' 1libres, while the rest were mere religious associations. -

.

» 2 v - ‘f5
- Of the 33 guilds in Beauvais, 14 were unregulated.” .In . .

‘and 27 métiefs’libres. The latter ihckrdedISuch prqfes~

1777 In the r\;ﬁ of the prov***e, however, the métier’

1
libre predominated ~ Tradgs whi- . . had’ b!&n free succumbgg

to regdlation in the seventeenth century. . The provinces °\ ’

~ k]

of PrOVence; Auvergne, and Dauphiné, though, remained on ~

4 a

“the whqle unrégulated.3 If Greroble listed 41 guilds in’
v - -
,1699, 1703, 1708 and 1721 and 56 in 1756, a survey taken

‘in?1752 showed that of Romans' thirty trades,‘bnlx five -

were organized in métiers jurds, twelve appeared to be
~ , o '

‘-.‘, P N o . ' .
Chartres, in mid-eighteenth century, there were 42 guilds T

-4

sions as those of 1nkeeper wﬁeat merchant, furrier, jewel- '%
® '-7 ) iy
. \/ . 7 - C 7.
lpaul Boissonnade, Essai sur 1! o:ganlsatlon du .

travail en Poitou'depuis le XI§ sidcle jusquid la Révolu-
tion, 2 vols. (Foiticrs, 1898-99), 11, 6.

i

2Coornaert, p- 142. S Co

®
*

"Maurice Agulhon, La vie sociale en Provence
intérieure au lendcmain tie la Kévolution ‘(Paris, 1970),"
. p. 150, and “Pierre Lcon et al. ,» Histoire économique et,
sociale de la France (Paris, 1971), 11, 252.

-

4pierre Léon, ia naissance de la grande induqtrie
en Dauphiné, 2 vols. (Paris, 1954), I, 54 and 144.

¥

5Plcrre Goubert, Ccnt mille prov1nc1aux au XVII®

' siecle.“JBeauvals et le ﬁpauva:slq dé 1600, a 1730 - (Par;s

19‘68), po 338- ! . N

.4’;
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ler, and-armorer. - The millers were independent but the
: ‘ - ’ . . 2 ©3 d ) ’ .
’ bakers had a guiI&5>;>(It was, in fact, usual for such

essential services to come under control.): o
. T : . A

o 1

Production was unreéulated in the countryside.
Guilds had emerged as urban assdciationg'funétioning within

an urban economy. Bagsed on co-operation and regulation,

. controlled by freqdent inspeqfion, the éysteurwaé theoret -
3 - : < . , i
ically z2xtenided to, but could only function with great
. difficulty ﬁ;kthg countryside. ' Local seignéuré; govern-

'
*

’medt and guild officials, found it hard to enforce legis~

Ve

K . lation.  In fact, the only ﬁepple who rgached the dis--

-

.pefged workers were the mefchants,’;who dared the elements,

1] H , -

could afférd ﬁraﬁsportation, provided,rawfﬁateriéls, picked

)

' up finished prbdqcts,,and either evaded or submitted to

\)

v .
v i

ifdspection at a Lfcal bureau. co.
* i 3 e
o’ . C -, _k")

P - © Merchants either belonged to separate merchant
4 . - )

. . C )
"generally a differentiation between the th?professionsuand

i
A b !
~ s

| 1Géneyiéve Acloque, Les corporations, 1l'industrie
I . et le commerce-a Chartres du XI® sicécle a la Révolution

| Zo e = =

-(Paris., 1917), p. 18.. _ ‘f \

b

t

-

. : o - gIbid, p.-9%.° \\ \

-

guilds,IOﬁ were members of manufacturing guilds. There was



N

the artisanal association, and to. join a pureiy ‘merchant

There vas a patterri of evo}ui:ion‘\toward full merchant ' , /

. or ma{ket;‘.ng of .goods to q‘t'he\r localities. He eventually

“eStablished his-indépendence from other merchants. If he

guilds, but rather gathered in'business associatjions, -

S . 19 -

the aim of most merchants was to 1iberate themselves from \

v \

« N

In many cases,- however, the profession of

.

organization.

~

<
E ’

merchant was free and anyone with suffii:iqr'xt_capital. could

\
register with the .authorities as-.-an independent trader.

-
- - - 2
-

< L ~

status. A wealthier 'ar,tilsan would beg:fn to diversify,'

investing some of his capital in the "purchase, transport,

s

S~

] \ >
became known as a master merchant manufacturcr, having

. b P L

possessed sufficient resources, he would abandon manufac-
A : B

ture altogethﬁr to concentratz on his mercantile igterests,

although he might retain an‘indifbc}: control over produc-

tion, ' There were 'several types of merchant, their statgs

van-:ying from that of the simple peddlar t%hat of the (
The marchand* was d ferentgiated C 3, .

wealthy slave *rader.
from. the -nég ociaht, ivho was both richer and controlled
. . '

vaster operations. Négociants as a rule did not belong to

¢
r

*See glossary for all %talic}zed French terms.

~
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% resembling chambers of conimgrce.' ) ~
Merchants exercised an almos;t'cgmpleté control -
“ over mé‘ﬁﬁ'fa.cturé"in the colim:;:yside.1 Thé rural arti-

.. g ) :
sanate's dependega stemmed from a variety of causes. Most |
of the ,workers only seught seasonal emp'logment:, netv:_;rning | .
) to ﬂthevfields when wo:.:k could be Qfound 'qn"-the 1s;lﬁd. They

. N

fi@,ere too poor to pretend to any sort of independence, re-
lying on the merchants to provide them with work, raw R
. materials, and wages. One needed capital resources to —

acquire and more significantly retain economic -indepen-
' L4

cience. Only those with sufficient funds were a'blego‘sus-:

.tain momentary losses, function with credit, hold enough

reserves to, purchase raw materials, pay wages before the

Al

final sale of the goods,|and often tq supply énachinery as
» N - \ + E

well ‘as transport prodycts. T,z

|4

- ,The royal go'vernment encouraged the spread of the
. guild system as long as it was under its control. From the

* time of'-their‘/estz’lblishment, the '\guilds had found it useful =~ .

4

* ' 1Francois Dornie, L'industrie testile dans. le Maine
: ét ses débouchés intermnationaux (1650-1 81) (Le Mans 1955),
“Dp. 102-03 and* Paul Bois, Paysans ge 1'Ouest (Parls 1971).

3
~ y »

"Z.' *
. )
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to turn to the royal authorities for confirmation of their

, statutes, uélng t&ls as a weapon agalnst merchants and

B .
rival guilds,, The guilds~had to pay a ‘fee for this grant
of privileges ‘and the\‘ monarchs weré quick to seize the

. . hd
< . , g

: ey S
¢hancg to improve: their finances. Edicts urging the for--

mation of guiIdé were passed periodically, bteginning with "
* . - i v
Jean le Bon's Grande Ordonnarice of 1351. .In.Paris, mon-

archs took-adéaptage of the popular revolts that broke ou

\

‘under Etienne Marcel (1357) and continued up to the Fronde

I'4

(in the middle of the seventeenth century) to strengthen
their hold over the guilds, by revoking and reinstating

their.privileges under. terms favourable to the central

~ g [ ' -
. 2 - o '
authority. ,This, of course,'accordingly.dlminlshed*the

. .. 7

guilds' control over tﬁeir‘g;n affairs.

In 1581, Henri III declared the gutlds the perfect

“

<
prototype of ingustrlal organlzatlon, transformed them into

gstate institutions, and ordered all trades to eltablish '
- \' . . ‘., .
métiers jurds. His successor, Henri IV, repeated the -

12
. '} °

1Etlenne Martit Saint—Leon,&Hiétdire des corpora- .

tions de niétiers dépuis leurs origines jusqu'a leur sup-

_pression en 1791 (Paris, 1922), p. - 244.

21p14, P 249 and p. 388.

N
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ordinance in 1597. Both measures, however, ‘proved fruit- - -

¥

less. . At’&?e Estatgs'beneral of “1614, the Tﬁird'Eséate

protested publicly.agaigb& the edicts of 1581 and 1597,_

. asking that-all guilds established since 1576 be abolished

. S hd . s . L8
and that the .exercise of a profession be left free., But it
] + N

should be noted that the Third Estate was protesting the

) :_growing eneroachment of its liberties by the royal govern-

' meht and-its desire for independent guilds, rather than

S

L

B
bd

making a plea for economit freedém;lf h

In Marc§:1673, Colbeé ,;p Comptroller Genefal,
ordered gll'crgdes to form guild organizétions.- Colﬁeft'S'
' ‘Aghe:cheory that the French :
:balgnce'of trade could-best be improveé by a higher quality

industrial code derived fr

of products. -Such a system would npecessitate stiff regula-

f{:

tion an )thorbﬁgh inspéction. The guild system, whiéh

Colbert believed to be the best suited to promote such anw

_“aim, would be extended and industry_egcouraged through

it

- 2 1 ~
grants and special privileges. , All guildsiwould have to

submit their statutes for royal confirmation and pay the

' . :corfpSponding,feeé. Colbert's legislation had -indeed fiscal
“,n 1Ibid, p;s373. _ 2Col-e, vol. II, chapter XII.
X ' Gh\ , ] .
I . : . ) ¢
> . ‘,—,j“. . ,
f‘ * 4‘,: . C ~
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_ origins. Iu fact, no gufld would be recognized unless it

%

~ hdd obtained royal cer-tification. ‘Colbert akso increased

. - 1
. ' o : ) - [
' *, the government's internal ‘eontrol of the gullds. . Tech-

L : nical operations were.'supervised by state inspéctors who
- - . 1

. . i _ 1 . .

werg~present at all guild meetings. . . . : X

! d

¢, ' .
e . *
N\

+  Guild‘regulations covgred two main aspects: thae
relatingo to production and trade monopoly and that toﬂ ru-
8

. lings dealmg with the internal orgpm.zation of “the trade.

. " The latter concerned apprenticeshlp laws, mgsterplece

Py s

requirements, the collection of dues, the stratificatiop
of masters, and the composition of"dec;s'i?n’-making' bodies.
1 - . ’ “ - ~ '

. / . All- guilds, whether self-regulating or dependent on
, . R | ; .
¢ > the municipality po*'sessed a hierarchy of apprentices and . 0w
Y » - '!7 b | >
‘ thastérs with an intermediary stratum of wage-earners. A ™

. . . . ¢
graqual transformation occurred in the relations between
o masters and Journeymen. In earlier tmes, mos t youngsters

\ had begun the:.r apprenticeship w\th the prospect that they

v e - tob would éventually set: up their ‘own shops. Of course it ~

~~~~~~~

ﬂ . '. N
- Y1bid, -II, 446. ~ SO e.

o

was expensive to establish meself indepeﬁntly and. many

N : " B |




years to acchmulh;e-suf?icient funds. "

a 3
.

:apprenticeé found thatcthey needed to work for several

Many{ howéVer, re-

mained too - poor and were forced to.labour as wage-earners

for’the rest of their 1ives.
rd

—o

!

The journeyman sgage did not

bgcou@%a requiremént fof'mastership until the sixteenth

century.

Apprentices with "money . .and connections"

-~

'could?rise swiftly to theé rank of master.2

, however,

This custom,

which was applied to sons and sons-in-law of masters,

caused much bltterness among -the Journeymen (or compaonon“)

LN

~

a

- A comgagnon could still aspire to mastershlp, however, with

the passage of time access was made progre351ve1y more

difficult.

It would

2

of course, have been economically

[

. a , ,
suicidal to allow all apprentices and compagnons to com=-

s

pete as masters in a limited market.

Yet,

in times of

plenty, small-scale fabricants would crop up everywhefe,

. par151en aux XIII®-XVe sidcles

-

o

disregardlng guild injunctions, only to totter and vanish,

¢

1

f

during a depression.

.

. .

-

Y ' .
3The_masterpiece examination was introduced in ‘the

1£fonlslaw Geremek, Le salariat dans 1! artlsanat

(Paris, 1968), p. 32. K

@

2 . - : g
. In some trades, sons of masters would be admitted

to. mastership at the ages of eight or nine.

(



!

. late fourteenth century, at first as a simple test, but in

. - : . 4
-them to forego their concern. v

25

£

the fifteenth and sixteenth qenturies it was  transformed -

into an instrument of deferment éhd exclusion} Tasks to
'perform became r1d1culously complxpated ‘and materials
were often tampered with to insure the failure of the as-
piring workeruz Anocther way to restrict entxy into the'
guilds was thréugh the entrance fees. A master's>;65 was

only expected to pay the legal fees which weuld average

around twenty or twenty-five livres at the clese of the

!

.. Ancien Regime. The comga?ndn on the other hand was charged

exhorbitant dues varying from a hundred to & thousand
: 3 , .
Tivres depending on the trade.  The royal esuthorities tried

to feform the more blatant of these injustices, but .their
‘ . \ : ' -
own growing interest in the guilds as fiscal resources led

&

b ' , I

1Martiﬁ Saint-Léon, p.-i60. Geremek, p: 48.
Frangois OlivierTMartin, L'orgad?sation corpora-
tive dans la France d!Ancien Régime (Paris,1938), p. 137.

- = - N

*

, QAside from the confirmation of statutes, the govern-
ment also sold masterships to the guilds. Supervisionary
.posts wer?t created and the government threatened to sell
them to the highest bidder If the guilds failed to repur-
chase.them. They, of course, complied. - Since this was in -
fact a forced contributiony recalcitrants were pursuaded
to discharge their duty. See René Nigeon, Etat financicr
des corporations parisicnnes d'art et métiers (Paris,1934).

/




by the guilds which'suffered from such compet{tion. Mean-~

\ LI

the number of cempagnons end;yufsiders admitted to the

~increased. ,[In Amiens, for example, before 1636, one third

& - 0 26 \ . . v

It was extremely difficult for a simple compagnon r

. to save sufficient money from his wages to meet the rising

cogt’ bf masterships. Waées were generalIy low, since they .
were supplemented in kind, with or without room and board.

In Beauva;s,. h ba111ff had to pass laws forblddlng the‘ o
paymenﬁ of workers with pieces of cloth, shoee, wine or
other'wares in’order to‘protect'the wage -earners from the.
obvious exploitation this entailed.l’ A jeqrneyéae might
try to supplemene his wages by taking extra‘work‘or by
training an app;entice‘,j Both,practices‘ﬁere prosecuted

f T ¥~
whilé the grievances against the chambrelans, workers whb

~

. . - ' 4
took work into their rooms, continued to be voiced.

It is not surprising, therefore, to observe that

] ,, ( .
guilds diminished wh?le the proportion of sons of masters

of the masters were sons of magters; in 1700 the ratio had

2

3 “~
risen to two thirds. In Chartres, 6 journeymen and 6 sons
. Y -

. 9 .
,1Goubert, p. 338. . . Geremek, p. 64.

3Plerre Dayon, Amiens capitale grov1nc1a1e (Paris, )
1967), p. 218. D '

e 4
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.+ of 'masters received masterships in 1702. In 1750, 13 of

4 S A
the fof;er'and only 7 of the latter became masters. In the
'q; \\/.. ) ) - v
second half of the eighteenth century the balance shifted

*  towards the privileged elegents. In 1759, 96 sons of

’
R

masters and only 5 joiLneymen were received. ‘By 1776 most
etrades had become closed to dhtsiders.l In Elbeuf, between
0 ' . ’ .

' 1717 and 1757, only %ohks of masters could become woolen
mandfacturefs. In/that year,'éhe'government, o%posed to <

‘masters' cabals, repealed the provision.
A ‘ . : .

y

~ As in the relations between masters and workers,

( an evolution also took place in the relations between the
) ‘

1

 maSters themselves.. At first all decisions affecting the

guild had been taken dgmocratigélly in ﬁéripdic*assemblie§

7

i By the seventeenth ééntury, however,

‘of all the masters.

v

masters had become differentiated according to their senior-

- _
{ ‘ity. --thus the jeunes were all new masters; the modernes

held their .masterships for ten to twenty years; the .anciens
were masters for more than twenty years; while finally,

A

there were the bacheliers who had served as guild officers--

o/ o o

MR

1Acloque, p. 48.

Jeffry Kaplow, Elbeuf during.the Revolutionary |
Period:History/aﬁd Social Structure (Baltimore,1964), p. 80.

Y
3
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with powmr gradually devolving to the older masters.1

-

Finally only the wardens, whether they worked in cOnjunc-

~ tién with the authorities or not, initiated all dec1sions."

e

. These wardens, the 'urés "had also been at firsf elected
Ahese S jurés, ha :

(for a term generally 1asting'two years) by all the. masters,

but ultimately they-céme to choose their own replacéments.
The oligarchy\was known b& the name of jurande, that is,

: war&bnshlp. it hane}ey 11 the business of the guilds,

making the rounds of inSpectlon, overseeing productlon, and .’

L

verifying that all regulations were being followed.w L

'
o

The economic regulations of tha guilds derived

'Y

from thelr economic c1rcumstances. Fearful of a monopoly

_'by either a successful master or the exploltatlon of weal-
‘ f r‘.
thier merchants, the guilds establlshed monopolles and

-1egislated an equallty between their members. A master

was only allowed to keep one shop at a tlme. He was re-
5 . Y

stricted in the number of looms and machlnes he'-could wuse.

Night work was forhidden to prevent fraud and unfair com-

2 n ’ ,
petition. Places at, fairs were drawn by lot. A master’

+

[
- 4

. . 1 :
Yantin S&Fnt-Léon, p- 430. ’ ZIbid{ p. .154.
3Acloque, p. 125. -

Q.
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could not compete w1th fellow gulldmembers by lowerﬂﬁg the
) L quality of the prpQuéts, by adulterating or_stretehlng and
therefore cheapening materials. Guild regulations assured

, a uniform quality and method of menufacthre,,which also

) : » : «
. served to insure a reputation and market for -the product.
Le s . .
; o
5 All innovations  were to -be shared. A master could oply
. - : O S
. train one appreg;ice at a time, and although he cédld,hire
, . . - : : . e

: as many journeyﬁen as ‘he wishtd, it was usual for the -
X I
. 1 :
" . labour pool to be divided almost equally). . The only un-
’ av01qu1e means of enrichment which regulatlon couid not

° )
2

prevent was elther an advantaoeous marrlage or natural

5

' dexterlgy, whlch would provide an enlarged clientcle anq '

,a growing income. Reoulatlons were also designed to
» o ~

identlfy a partlcﬁkgr trade. Some dyes, for example, -

~

belonged to one gullsxﬁgfher& to a second ~<the petit and -

Similarly, vinegar sellers fought lemonade ' sellers; and
. . . \ u

tailors forbade old-clothes dealers to sew new!garments.

The examples. are countless and much of the life of the

~ guilds consisted in squabbling over long-standing monopo-

hJ

Son

‘ ’ . 1Ol,ivier-Martin,v p. 131. ~

o

L]

.prands teints-- and wool, linen or silk could not be mixed.
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lies, dragging offenders to‘gefgt, éqd spending much money \\\\
in never-gnding lawsuits. The rg;al government tricd to §> '
resolve these problems by uniting similar trades into a

. !

singkg unit vhich merely created intérnal conflicts.

"

Althogé; the guilds fegulated all other ecdnogic
asbects,'two impoftaﬁt sectors:femainéd outside their
eontrols:*wages and priges. Wages were decided b;tween '

maétér ;nd éomga;kon and a contract'was agr to veggally 'j ;
| usually ﬂof.thp duration’of a year.1 ﬁages foliowed

supply and demand and a workeﬁ,would ask and receive a

' highef wage when labour was short and work plentiful

Maxima on wages were declsr@d in bad times, but as soon -

-
&

as conditions improved [Mnatural laws" took over. The

’ . , . .
gpprentice &id not receive a wage and the master obtained

payhent for the so-called training he gave and for the
o :

.upkeéb of the child. There was widespread cxploitation

- of this cheap labour as training periods lasted from
. q .
, ' | - .3
three to twelve years.

- 1Compa onQns uid hire the&selves out by the week
and by. the day.

2

Goubert, pp. 334- 35’\\ 3Gercmek; P. 91“1
Co 1 s

4
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Prices of staple items:such as bread, wine and

L4

even shoes were rcéulated by local and royal officials.
% ’,/’ . . - Y.

Gdiléigggne/acéﬁéed by all eighteenth century reformers

Y

'of forcing'up priées; They mostly did so 1nd1rect1y by . ‘<

forbld ing extended competltlonfwhlch would bring them down.

i .Y
(

-Whenever they tried to raise prlces more dlrectly, they

.
were prevented by the local authorities actlng in the
'xintcrest of the consumer. Masteré' attempts to raise
prices were looked on with as great disfavour as were

1 ,
workers' cabals to raise wages. //

, ' Pricesloﬁ goo&s were arrived at by bargaining.
Customers had to argue and were often swayed by near-by . - .

, -vendors who made more attractive offers. This! kind of

interference by atrtisans with someone else's customer was

eventually proscribed. Yet under-cutting was never for-
; - .

* * 'bidden. I€ was merely prohibited to advertise lower

: o , a2
R 'pgiees\either through handbills or town-criers.

o
o * '/éi;ulations of industry teached’its apotheosis
' 7 * ’," e
under Colbert. His best-known legislation dealt with thé e

S ; /
% 1Mart1n Salnt-Léon, p. 153; Ollvier-Martin, p. 153;
Kaplow, p. 80.
2Martln'Samt-Leon, p- 152,

y i/
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textile industry, The methoeds of production’ of each t:)&e

of cloth were delineated+in extreme detail. Deviati;)ns
from the regulations were pro:hibiteéi 'a'nd fined. Pieces

were to be inspected and marked with specidl seals and
. 14

!

fraud was to be severely prosequted. Inspectors of manu-

)

facture and marking stations were established throughout

the kingdom, including the countryside. Others before him

o™

1

had devised legislation, but Colbert's originality lay in

’ \& \
the creation of a system of inspection to accompany his

regulatiye/ordinances.

- \ N S :
Fraud, of course, continued on a grand scale,

particularly in rural areas. Despite the government's |

.efforts,, it was almost in;po‘ssib]:e to inspect goods outside

: the towns. Workers were dispersed and inspectors, who

{

were not numerous and had.to pay travel expenses out -of

- . L J
their- salaries, were not eager to criss-gross the country

£

-

H 2 . - .
inisearch of fraud. ' Communications were poor and most of

‘thHe roads ‘impracticable during the winter montl:;{;, which

. ¢ °

»
.

" lgole, II, 368. ' .

1 . - )
-,ZFranc Bacquié, Les inspecteurs des manufactures
sous 1'Ancien Régime* (Paris, 1927).

' . A t

L 3
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was the major manufacturing period. Inspection posts

were distant from one another and artisans-were unwilling

t/f walk miles bearing heavy loads only to have ‘to su'bnig‘ .

4 3
L]

to an inspection which cost them money. Since most were J
illiterate and cou],d not follow the compl:.cated regulations, A

1
they would f&thermore often be fined. The artisans pre-

* ferred to cede their cloths to the merchants and let them 7.

wo.rry\about inspection. Since the latter had turned to

| | . | .. Vs
the rural areas in search of ‘both cheap labour and an e

dvasion of régulation, "they were not at all héppy with .
{
Colbert s extension of 1nspect:ion, and cont:mued to av01d y

2

it whenever poss:.ble._ Slnce chnspectlon of goods was "

\

"ularly when so widespread,”was bound fo undermine fheir .

one of the'yprerogatives of the guilds, an‘g‘ the ,only way to

By 4 .
insure their monopoly over production, any evasion, partic-
a ' ' ,

n
<

authority and their vitality.

. ‘~ i . ' ' . #

™ Much of Colbert's legislation became entrenched. -

By the, eighteenth century many guilds used theirmstat:utes

~

to stifle all dynamism and discourage infiovations. They .

. .

.t °

lpois, p. 238 afid pp. 150-51,
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, clung' to their “monopoly the more tightly as it was being

1) ) 3
"-where between 1,5 and 1, 9%. Indas'tr;’.al entreprises

brought solid returns:' The tu‘rnover of Sedan linens quin-

~ + ’
. . . ) . ' ! i - il . v
\g P . : . y
A\ o . . - _ ° .
' 3 - N -

3”‘

challenged by merchants and. entrepreneurs who evaded i'egu-
L 3 % ,
lations and disregarded tradit:.onal privileges. ’
A
The eighte_enth cegtury was a period o% expansion

for France. External ttade tripled in ‘value between the

. 1
end of the War of the Spanish Success:t.on and the Revolution

Crouzet estimates that industrlal production rose at a

2
yearly .rate of 1,2%, while Lion believes it to lie some--

o

tupled between 1732 and 1788 and Oberkampf's dyeworks and »
the. An21n mines showed a yearly profit of 6,6 and 6,7% |
1‘espect::|.vely.4 Grou_nd-rent doubled and even trl.pled durin‘g.
the' century. In the cotton and mining sectors profits ‘

doubled gxd even trlpled every thirty years, while w1th1n

¢ . ¢

~

g lFrangois Crouzet, “England and France in the
Eighteenth Century. A Comparatn.ve Analysis of Two Economic
Growths'', in‘R.M. -Hartwell, The Causes of the Industrial
Revolutlon in England (London,,1967), p. 146.

/'\

/

21b1d pp. 149-50.

3~Léon, Histoire économigpe et °ocia1e... p. 521. -

!

41p1d, P 525, - ' S .




- that same period, and some banking houses increased their

: . profits six- and seven-—fold.

This expansion of the French indust;ry‘n turn
‘ g;rought changes in industrial structures. The accux.nula-
t:ion of capital in commerce stimulated vert:.ca]. int:egrat:ion
is merchant§ invested in manufactories and refineries,
bottling, candl'e-making‘ and armoring :Lndustr'ies.2 These
beginnnﬁgs of industrial concentratn.on drew upon &mixed
pool of labour. Both rural and urban putting-out net=-
works were extended.' Workerp were also assembled in large
: , , :
workshops, .particularlyv in the new industries. ~“The mer-
chants did not tugn to the moré costly guild products, and
M . _this expansion, in fact, worked to the df;ﬁriment of the -
| guild system. The traditional sectors, such as wpo’l, also .
. underwent a degree of conc;entratipn. In Sec.lan;‘ there h.ad
only been ;foum masters t'vhc'n owned more than 20 frames in .

L d

1721, whereas, in 1774, four masters owned 'bétween&SI é}éld' '

2

| [ lLabrousse", Histoire ‘économique et gpciale... ] \
p. 521. > : ] . v
’ 2 ey ' /\ i b - B
W See Frangois-Georges Pariset, ed., Bordeaux au

XVIIIe sidcle (Bordeaux,1968), and Plerre Dardel Commerce,
industrie et navigation 3 houen ct au Havre au KVII‘It
' sicclc (Rouen, 1966) R < \ .

. ,}h - , i
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100 frames, and two masters moré than 10%., The same

pattern of concentration could be observed ‘in Beauvais,
7 ! )

. -2 - e
Elbeuf, and Reims, while, at Montauban, there were 235

4
4

master'mfn;;;;;:;:;}\in 1709, ‘170"in 1745, and 60 manu-. 1
: -
|

. ‘factories in 1779 with no diminishing volume of trade.
R . ’ e ' .’ a4 .

. Concentration could nbt ta&ce place without the

t

-concomitant effect of masters enriching themselves at the -
& roe ,' ' : .
expense of other masters. This’was the very point which - . =~

reguiaﬁion had attempted to prevent. Yet whef‘levep possi-
bilities Sf eni‘ichment existed, gene'ra]:ly within the réach \

[

of already favom:ed masters, these would not hesitate to
-»  pursue them. Solidarity with fellow craftsmed nevek ¢
- ~ ‘ ’ ° ‘ .
exercised a very poyerful restraint. . The wealthier masters

. .wouldr provide their less iuok); cofx'{terparts with work, in
7 ) '

fact subordinating them to {:he position of paid workers.

Yet the lot of ﬂe dependent mastersfra;'ely resembled that | J .
~
of the °proletar1an. They owned their shops and tools -and _
o .

1. - -~ - . y . ,. t‘ ;o ,
}Léon, Histoire éconognique g_f_:_'soeialé...‘ p&i 259. .
' . ES IR
2Ibid, p. 259- L | o\

- i 3Dam.el ngou, Montauban & ']_._g fin de 1'Ancien Régimn
| Co et aux débuts de la Révolumon 1787-179% (Paris,1958),
p 107,




-

.~

: oL ;o 37 - T

4 . ' ’
could cling to the idlusion of a possible liberation\f‘rom

i & .
. their subjection. ® This process of subordination was,

$ ) ) . ‘ ¢ ) : : '

however, more current between masters and merchants than -

\ ’ /,'. N .

between .masters within the same trade.
I R . L ) ° 6

o

ki

-
1 - — >

v N . ! ““

- In the elghteenth century, merchants'sought to
4 “\'(xk # 4 N .
formalize thelr hold over productlon in, a more concrete .

4x_.

fashion. In Lyons for example, e merchants of the siL}ca

" indéstry, the Fabrigue, t:he merchant-hatters and.merchant-
LI '

hosierssc dem@ded a definit paration betwegn the mar- ¢

[ .
»

keting and manufacturing a pects in Cﬁeif gx.xilds.1 They

P Vs
% . . . N

-wéx‘lted‘to forbid the acchu}ulation of- the functions of

~J ¢+

-

-

]

.
¥, ' ° N -

<

L - N . .
- \
J : , . -

artisan and vendor and, prohibit masters to market products. .

‘. [ », ———
In this way, the artisans woyld become totally dependent

[ : 1Y

"on thé merchants for materials and wages. THis would also

RN . '
‘smash the 'compepiztlon of the J_ndependent master merchanL

manufacturers who threatencd the merchant hegem&ny and

\sktoodA as.a sy%bollof hope for the dependent master.

o

d .

¥ Ths s:i;llk industi:'y of ﬂyons represehted the most

4

5 - : !
advanced development towards the subjection of masters and"

-t 1y

" LN

roo lMauricé Garden, Lyon et les ljonﬂais g;._l_,XVIIIe

'sidcle (Paris,1970), p. 582, |

i Ar

N : e - ' -
=, . » [N .
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> o
workers in eighteenth century France. The silk 1ndustry -

-~

ahad been originally established 1n nyons by Italian and ®

- af

1
French merchants during the fifteenth century. Despite

4

~vagaries of fortune, andpthe expulsion of the Italians in

the late sixteenth century, the French merchants'nevei

fully relinquished their control. The moment that in the

earl} eighteenth tentuty prosperity returned they were ' ‘

ready to‘reassert:theiripower.» By 1744, the'merchants hed

succeeded in passing legislation ?orbideingtmaeters of the

Fabrigue ffom béEoming nmrchants.? "The .artisans had

rebelled agalnst this infringemen¥ of their traditional

rights, but the uprlslng was<trushed and the merchants
3

emerged victorious. . y f

[N}

-~
s

~

With the passing decades the control of the mer-

v

chants 'over the silk industry was no longer challenged

QL
WQen the artisans rose again, 'in 1786, it was no longer to \
ANES . . . ™
contest the monopoly of merchants; but to demand the
AN = A N '
N\ o . c
See Richard Gascon, Grand Commerce et.vie urbaine
au XVIe\§1ec1e. Lyon et ses marchnnds, 2 vols. (Parls,
;971).
2 ' , J
Garden, P- 579 .
BIb*d p. 580. S , ',
P L4 * ’ @>o ,
. . .
L d X ‘ *
F AP
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establishment of fixed rates for piece-work. This struggle

2

' . for'better working conditions anticipated nineteenth-:
. '\ A . y J’
I ) A

' ¢ 1 .
- century movements. '

‘ . ~

&

- ' ‘We can ,méasure the extent to which the masters fglt‘
Ehgir loss Sf powén bxﬁgptiﬁg their chanéed attitude toward
" status. ' While the number of masters more than doubled
between 1729 and 1786 (from 3,299 to 7,000), by the end

of that period masger,artisgné no longer identified their _
titles in marriage cﬁrtificétes and merely describéd their

L

occupation as silk worker. It was a clear -sign of .the
A : ’
. S : ‘ ’ .
disintegration of the distinction between master and

.Journeyman so dear to the guild. The division was no longer

.t s -

that between master .and compagnod but between the mer-

: -
chants and the rest, whether masters or journeymen. , .

N " The merchants had also come to realize the futility

-0f guild statutes and stratifications. In’a memoir ;

written in the 1760s, they outlined some reforms. for the

i |
\

: S ipdustry, and terminated by asking that the distinction
» & :

between merchant and masgter be aboiished.

-~

"®1bid, p. 2830 .,

?Garden, p. 580.

1
2 N
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, " The title of merchant is useless, for there are many

who purchdsc it, and yet remain workers.~ One is a

merchant by deed, it is talent and fortune which

determine it. 1

)

The regulations established inh 1744 were no longer neces-
1] ’ ‘ '

| ' sary. The merchants knew they were assured a de,facto

.control over productidn. Power relations within the in-
‘ €. ‘ .'5‘ - . , B ’ )
* - dustry did not need to be gegulated; they existed by the
. ‘~ PR '

-

mere interplay of cconomic forcés whose control fell tor | -

the rich.,

The merchants of the Fabfiﬁgg were ready to
- ¢

~
.

relinquish the guild structurg because they saw it as
anathronistic. Not'allégérchénts and least of all masters
were ready, to .come, to the same cohclusion. Yet, during

e

the eighteenth century, inequalities w1th1n the guilds ‘ ' s

»

became so,acute that in some, cases the_allenated masters

| - n " .
. _ themselves opted for abolition. Journeymen, who had an
< 9 M ’
\ 1 Lo ' . * Ny
* Garden, p. 578. ‘Le titre de marchand est vain,

car il y en a beaucoup qui L' achete, et qui restent o |
ouvriers. C'est par le fait qu'on est marchand,! c'est le '
‘ ' talent et la fortune quil en de01dcnt.
\ T o\ 2Marie-Fran901se Benech-Hochdoerffer, "Le déclin
des corporations toulousaines 3 la veille de la Révolution
.de 1789", in Annalcs Historiques de la Révolution Fran-
gcaise, hLIII (1971), pp. 197-220.

’
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incréasingly diminished chance of advancement, wére chal-

lenging the masters i; associations known as the gggégr
gnonnages, or were d{éregafﬁzng,guild injunctions and

working éutside the structure. The barriers which the
guilds 1mposed en productlon and competition, and their

&

struggles against the new industrles,--particularly against

the very popular calicoes-whosq.manufacture'was ﬁmohibited
between 1686 and 1757-- incensed liberal reformers who -
preached the freedom of industry. The opposition of o
. economists-as well as the'active evasion of statutes by,
' both fmerchants and masters prepared the demise of the
: , ' . \
system. § A 0

2 )

“ &
.One of the reasons the corporative systenxmanaged

to survive for so long, despite the fetters it placed in '
fﬂb way of expansion, was that 1t'prov1ded a necessary
shell in times éf rccessioﬁ. A merchant or entrepreneur
who might have sunk in a crisis: if left on his own, re-
tained a‘minimum share“of.the trade by remaining within
.thehguild.which'protecte&;ﬁim from unwelcémé competition.
Tﬁe guild protection, which was perhaps ﬁot too signif}- »

¢ant and even harmful in periods when a merchant cou}du
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flourish unaided, became crucial during hard- times. Guild

. 42

legislation therefore followed a see-eaw pattern depending
on economic condltlons which either permik%ed masters and
merchants to expand or, on the contrary, forced them to |

contract thelr activities "and retreat into monopoly.
?

The vagaries of legislation demonstrate the power
- ) .
and the limitations of the guild system. It is clear that
the guilds were as unsuited to an expanding. economy in

" the thirteenth as in the eighteenth centuries. There is

~also evigence frpm'the earliest t t wealthier

entréprencurs defied gui{?}rulings*

t

er they could,
- -and if theyqfqncﬁioead witﬁin‘a guil "was to meke
'mockery of the ideels of equaljty. Yet the guil&s per= ]
sisted practically unchenged from the time of their iﬁ-
ceéption almost to the eve of their demise. Doubtless, the
organization selted a limited market and those craftsmen
who catereé to a loq!i population. It also torresponded -
'to an economy directed towards the consplcuous consumption

7 -

of a small elite. It provided order and protection. ' For

A

even the most successful entrepreneur was prey to the lim-

itations of a pre-industrial economy. Expansion was not
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- unbounded, ‘'wars, crop failures, and monetary troubles ~ .,
i

A

triggered crises, and at such times'merchants retreated)

seeking refuge in the folds of guild protection. The o

guilds functioned as sheltering organisms for the wealthier -

in times of crisis, for,smaller fry practically at all

°

.

times. . o L

.
4
.

A major reason for théﬁpepsistence'of the system,

1
A4

however, was the interest of the royal govérnnmht. The

-

. attachment was both economic and‘"philosophical“. The
. guilds were milked by the aﬁthorities as'frequéntly as

other bodies in the state. :Yet the commitment .of the -

crown went beyond the fiscaitaspect. First one must

' recall the power of privileged institutions in the Ancien

I

Regime. The mbﬁopolies had been granted. and the privi-
leges bought. To revbke them, t-he monarch must first re-
imburse them. If the King's power came from God, it was

. constrained by custom, and the privilegestand quasi-inde-
pendence granted to various institutions. If the state
managed to recuperate some of its authority, it was never -

by abolishing those bodies but by creétiqg similar ;uthori-

"ities to rival them. Priéileged institutions werc impossible

0




-2,
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4t S

. B3 C oy
C 1
‘to dismiss or, worse, abolish under the old regime. *

" Both feudal and absolute monarchs were committed
to a certain vision of the world. E ch mémber and institu-
tion of the kingdom had a role to pe}fo;m, each in his

place 4nd to the best of His ability. It was the monarch's

role to supervise this commonwealth, ingﬁring that,all‘was

functioning in an orderly fashion. Trades were differen-

Al

tiated and assigned particular tasks. It was also the

. . . . *
duty of ‘the authorities to protect the consumer, and the

-worker from abuse and fraud. Matters, however, became too

complicated when there were too many~£ontradictory in=-

terests to upholdf As the fiscal interests of the ‘state .

Y

in' the guilds increased and as iEs commitments to indus-

N o v 3
trial and commercial development deepened, new pressure

groups arose to further stretch the unsteady foundations

of the system.  And this finally pushed it to its uitimate

collapse. \\L -

1Pierre Goubert, L'Ancien Régime, II, Les Pouvoirs
(Parls 1973) and Denis Rlchet La France moderne. 1'esprit

des institutions (Paris, 1973), passim. ) .
° LN .
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- CHAPTER II. ’
' QS ) w
) REFORM . & ’
. @ - '
< The sixteenth century in France has been named the
™ “eentury of the'Renaissance Similarly, the seventeenth .

~ 1is referred to as the "tragic" century,'and the,eighteenth
‘ hae-beqome known as the "age of Enllghtenment" Thisllest‘\
terA\brings to mind great French phllﬁsophers' Voltaire
and Rousseau, Montesquieu and Diderot. - If these men rep~-

resented a whole Spectrum'bf ideas, they have nevertheless

‘come to signify the'Eur0pe5h drive for reform and for a

il

liberation from tyranny, as well as the transformation of \}

autocratic monarchs into "enlightened" rulers. If the ' term
! > T ‘ . .
“"enlightened despotism" has been more reddily applied to -

Frederic II of Prussia or the Empress Catherine of Russia, . g |

than to eithef Louis Xv or his‘grandson Louis VI, move-~

ments of reform nevertheless emerged in France, to question .

tradltlonal policies. . ‘i' . S
. 7 0 r

b ) ) : )
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The mechanisms; of reform in the Ancien Regime are

‘only beginning to be studied. Till recently, the emphasis

‘ had beeh placed, to a great extent, on the intellectual

movements of the period. . In the same way, it was too
, readily assumed .that réform was-alien to the regime itself

and stemmed from‘outsiders whose frustra;ion would finally

i

' topple the whole system; But'recently Bosher and Egret,

A\

‘v

in their respective studies, have emphasized the réle of

administrators in reforming abuses, initiating reforﬁs,

1 .
and revitilizing the economy. The fact.that these offi-

cials were, on the whole, unsuccessful, reveals the -en-

-

durance of the system, and clariﬁies the power and the
‘methods of traditional privileged bodies in the facq{;%‘

. reform. What remains uhclear, however, 1is the role of
L — e . . !
lobbies, aside from court partieé\ the thitude-Zﬁd influ-

-
¢

X 13, r. Bogyer, The, Single Duty Projsct. A Study
‘of the Movement f£ot a Frefich Customs Union in the E Eigh-
teenth Century (London,¥96%) and Jean Egret,. La pré-
Révolution francaise 1787-1788 (Paris,1962). .

21i.0nel Rotﬂ%ﬁﬁg, Opposition to Louis XIV. The
Political and Social Origins of the French Enlightenment
(Princeton, N.J.,1965). Rothkrug unfortunately pnly fol- .
lows the merchant drive for reform until 1700.

] - . 2
ence of merchant groups;\gfuncils‘and Chambers of Commerce.

4
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. WX&& the reform of the guild system, in particular, we

-

la,re faced with disPerate inﬁoi'mation. . On the one <t}a_r'xd,

we know that merchants were'active1§ unde:;mining the guild,/ ’

- 4 /

systfem, and on the other, .that reforms originated in the

administration. Yet we have little information abou

munications between the two groSips, or the /ati:itude of

merchar}ts to sugge§ted changes in the corporati{le stru,l-

-

' ture. Although the merchants might well have expecteé\

that there wowuld oe legal repercussions to, the trans-
o
formations they"were wielding in industry, we are ignorant

of their efforts to bring about reform or, on.the contrary,

to Oppose it. L ;o o ’

f
* N -‘
~ . ¥
- ' Y
v
4 . . -
L4

° Until the middle of the cen{:ur'y‘, the government's

-

¢

\
\
some amb ivalence:

-

\\;tg:itude to ‘the grilds was Colbertist, although there was
The Bureau of Commerce, for examplé,

.refused to granf: 238 requests for guild statutes between

1729 and 1760, while accepting countless obhers. After

1750, the tredd is clearer as the Co:rmittee gran_ted 'ap'pe ]

‘from apprentices to be dispensed from acquiring certifi- -

. 1 - : °
cates.  Gournay noted in a letter of March 2, .1752, that

“~
=

-

1Co_ornaert£, .p‘.' 167. -

3 -

. \
'3 L+
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since his arrival in the Control General, the Burea;x had
regdlo;t'ly r‘efusod to grant, guild stat:ut:es.1 Liberal inten- -
dants. as well opposed the government' s rigidity by modera-
ting leglslation, only to be severely reprimanded by a,

- .conservatz.veh Comptrolllera General. They nevertheless -

persisted in waiving or redbcing fines' for contraven- ' . >
> o . : . ) N - .
tions in production. o s o
oo p :

v
S
e ”

. ‘A ;nodif:icz,ltion‘in governmental policy began in
1 . . [N . ,
mid-eighteenth century with the ascension of men influenced

'by Physiocratic and liberal ideas to‘kéy post:."s.~ in the ad-
ministration. Between 1748 and 1755 two Comptrollers

. " . . .
s o General, Machiault d'Afnouville and Moreau de Séchelles, and

. [N
4 ! i,
P

two intendants oﬁ commerce, Daniel de Trudaine and Vincent

- O

de Gournay, showed themselves willing _propagators of new

2 -
ideas. The_y were followed by Trudaine de Montigny, £irst
'pres'ident of the newly formed Committee of Agriculture, and

Bertln, who was Comptroller General from 1755 to 1763. Al= <

.
though the:v.r most noted efforts were in the field of agri- .
IJ . ’ ~
L . : 101:£vier-Martin, p. 515.
: . &

; . Georges Weulersse, Lé mouvement physiocratique

o en France de 1756 4 1770, 2 vols. (Paris,1910), I, 28.

‘ . i ® . * t' . . .
\ “\ i) v
. AP ) ‘ - ) ' . ‘ . . o



from thelfand.

- try.

~ The Physiocrats opposed mercantllist ne lect of

agriculture and the belief that wealth was the hrodu t of

industry and trade, by claiming that all wealth‘derided

The government s pollcy, theref re, shquld
[

be to maintain hlgh prices for agr1cu1tura1 products dand

free trade w1thin'the country, so that a surplus\ln one
- . \

1

province could_eonpensate_the dearth of another ;-thereby

keeping"prices‘at‘an equitable level. The Physiobratic

. critique of the guilds was centred on- the theme that these

maintained high prices for manufactured prpducts, while -

‘e

free competition would kéep them lonmand avaifahie to the. % °

o

agrerian consumer. Industry was gsecondary to agricqltur34'

»®

as it drew its raw materials from nature, and therefbre

: ' 2 .

its intrinsic valde came from the land. Gournay, and later
Turgoc, held a median position between the Physiocratic ¥

stress on anriculture and thé mercaitilist stress on 1ndus-

’

They recognlzed the importance of land, but th y ad<

Y

mltted that industry played a role in the creation of -

- weéalth. <

{ . o

Gournay Initiated discussicn againgt thgégurlds'and

P - .

g
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suggested that the topic of thelr abolition be the question

-

1
for debate at the Academy of Amiens. This inspired

- Cliquot de Blervache, some’ bhink under - the direction of

- Gournay, to publish a pamphlet entitled "Considérations sur‘_

?

. le Commerce et en'particulier'sur les Compagnies, Sociétés

2 - . - ,
et Maftrises", which .gppeared in 1757.

e
y

His tone was moderate and his arguments borrowed

from the Physiocrats; The wealth and ‘power of the nation
lay in its productivity, and labour both egricultural and

industrial must receive encouragement. Trades had to

."eXpand and competition introduced so that prices would be

L4

//’ " & lowered to their just level. . In his v1ew, the guiIds were " 7

JrAN t

-1t

. exclusive privilegeé under the control of jealous, self«

l

perpetuatlng oligarchles which excluded .compagnons by

-means of entrance fees, and were association$ of rich and

Y

not of capable, craftsmen. fhey imposed rldicuious terms
of apprenticeship and maintained hlgh prices through a
reJectlon of competition. Thisqgaised the pric? of French

goods on forelgn markets and reduced French citizens to

lolivier-Martin, p. 516.

5 2 smsterdam, 1758, 180p. (B.N. Vz 1962).

o+ * 4
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. o indigence through lack of work. Regulat;ions might main-
R : ) ' \ & .

taifi"a high quality of goods, but, cheap goods were also °®

~ ‘ \neéggsary.’ As to badly manufactured goods, they would
s:imﬁly bé- less marketable. Invéﬂtfibn had ‘:Q .be encouraged
rather than stifled and the "experi_ence of foreigh artisans

+

—~—~

L‘. ~ welcomed rather'than 'rejeqted, ’Inspect:ion, ofines, and

]

A.sei‘zures‘ wereﬂto“'l?e abolished for regulation ougﬁt to rest‘j:
on ger{e{rl/p;:ob.‘ity rather th"an'orﬂl the suppfés:sion of .

\ . occasional f(@/ The payment df"l offices and‘ the d’egbt‘:fs.u

| n : ‘inc’ur;'e,d by the’ gcﬁilcxlé were a furtho;r negati:ve aspec‘gl of

Ehe‘ institution. The sol‘ut,ion' lay in autﬁorough reform of
the .system‘. Cliqudt de Blervac&g 'did. not advo,cgte the / .

,abolitior}‘ of the guilds, but his proposal ‘amounted to %_c_i_e_

‘
1

12 facto" annihilation.
v ’ C <

-

~.'l'hree _dec'a,des l-ater,;_a posthumous free t":;adé pam-
- '?hlet:“by Bigot de éainte-Croixla’ppeérgd in pté'eparai:ion of

’furgot's projected i;efoz;ms. . The author voiced more radical

' - T

views regarding the concept of iiberty; than had been ex-

, pressfe'd, by Cliquot. T X

) ) 4
> N I

léigot de Sainte-Croix, Essai sur la libertd du

" fommerce et de 1'industrie (Pa_rfs,l??SﬁB.N. 8OV, ©862).

~

X .

I

S
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The first law of political Societies must be to ©
insure to all its‘xzens the full and "complete

exercise of that rty, which can only appear

dangerous to the*ignorant and the prejudiced... .

Reinstate the order of nature by restoripg general "
i freeq?m and there will be neither fraud, ‘nor con-
/ traventions, nor any oversell, in commerce. 1

The benefits of liberty would be wofold: consumers

& .
wgp%d be given a freedom‘of cheice amofgst a multitude of o
products, and manufacturers would be pe rmitted to produce
and/innovate as they pleased, relying solely on their

k\jéeenomic interest. Bigot emphasized the beneflts of com-

petition and reitersreé the criticisms of the guildslnhich

< were now common coin. The giilds, for him, represented

special privileges concerned'only with their own advantage.
?hey kept prices unnaturally high, and they increased the
cost of products by transfering éhe expenses of the‘guiles |
‘and the exﬁenditures of lawsuits to the eonsuner. The .

divisions in the production process imposed by the corggyiz>

tlve system delayed manufacture. He did net agrce-that

1fgid, pp. 2-3. "La premiére loi des Sociétés
politiques doit &tre d'as§urer 2 tous les citoyens le plein
. et entier excer01se de cefte liberté, qui ne peut paraitre
% ‘dangereuse qu aux yeux de l'ignorance et du préjugé... Ré-
_tablissez 1! ordre de la nature cn réndant la libérté géndc-
rale, et il n'y aura dans le commeree ni fraudes, ni contra-
" ventions, ni surventes." i 2

-
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s fraud-arose from a system of liberty but from regulation.
Competition'hohld provide a natural check’against indi-
' vidual disabifity which found its consecration in the
guilds. The government ‘ought not to wofry/gbout_fraud
:~' but to. encourage all types of productiona go;d or bad.
Not all regulations were harmful however, and here Bigot -
agreed with Cliquot de Blervache on the limitations of
anarchic freedom, which he considered as harmful to indus-'
try as rigid regulation. In conclusion, the abolitipn of
~\the guiids would bring abodi a reduction in prices, an l
-)@ncrease of tréde, andceconomies for the mongfch. A
Physiocratic perspective was §t the base of these reforms:
the abolition of the corporations would‘ben;fit producers

* and landowners by reducing'their expenses and leaving them

more capitél to invest in improvements in'agriculture.

While economists were advocating these reforms,
some praétical measures ‘had been adopted by the administya-

tiop. In 1755, a law stating that only. those artiqans.who

,.___,.—-——s.

had been apprentided in'a town could work gQere was repea=

led. An edict of 1762 consecrated the de facto situation

v

> which existed in the countryside by permittihg unregulated
: ( ' |
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textile préduction in rurai areas. Ihié was t@e edict ;hat.
Tarlé viewed as squnding the death;ﬁnell of the ghilds.}
‘fhese had been fighting for qenturipﬂ'to circumscribe and
“control this independent rwral production, and now it hag
received qffiéial recogni;ipn: There would be no more
‘restrictions on merchants who wiShed to evade inSpebéisn
and produce'more cheaply by using rural labouf. The real
threat to the guilds ldy in the suspicion that, once

launched on

program of reform, the government was not

likely td stop. In 1765, wholesale trade was declared a
./ . AN
métier 1i e.. The Six Corps had monopollzed the ugigg in

'Paris and had insured they should have no serious competi-
tors. Although they,retained their pre-eminence after the

decree, it was nevertheless. seen as_a defeat for the cor-
: o2

poratiens and an encouragement for the Economists. In

1767 the sale of masgerships'was extended to strangers.

The guilds protested violently, especially against the ad-

-~ mission of Jews. o In 1779 an edict would be issued which

1Euohen1 Tarle, L'industrie dans les campagnes en
France 3 1la fin de 1'Ancien Régime (Paris,1910), p. 53;

2Martin Saint-Léon, p. 532, . . .j

A BIbid, p. 514. «
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permitted textile manufacturers to manufacture cloths

without recourse either to regulation or to inspection.

A}

. . - . ',. ‘ ¢
~ Yet, despite those encouraging developments, the government

A Y
had also carried out contrary policies. In 1716, faced

with the bankrupcy of the guilds and the-lack o% pﬁblic
confidence that they insp;red; the Regeﬁt had éstablished
a commiésion of enquify.into the finances of the guilds,
with the .purpose of liquidafing their debts and improving
.their mgthoas of accountancy.2 In 1740, the commissién
was made p;rmanent,‘and inspector§ﬁips were eétablishe¢>
those role was to oversee the accgﬁpts of\eagh guild.
While. the effort at‘gconomy Qas laudable,’the King merely
perpetuaéed the problems by extending the system of sale
of offices, or rather of forced contribution from the -
gﬁilds.3 The guilds had profited froﬁ Law'é system} using
the abundant paéer currency to repay thgi?«debts, but were

' y ! . . 4 ’
.soon faced, once more, with insolvency. One of the con-

%équences was that the guilds raised the price of master-

1

. . | , \
1Boissonnade, II,' 547. 2Nigeon, p. 146,
31bid, p. 145. '

MMartin Saint-Léon, p. 507.
‘0 .
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ships and apprenticeships.

The history of guild réform in ths?Ancien~R;gime
"follows a see-saw pattern. -Althohgh wholesalg trade had )
* been libérated:iﬁ'1765, and ffee trade in grains had been ,
estéblisLed, in” August 1767 the government issued a retro-
. grade decree, érdering all trades to form corporative
agsociations.’ Repeating thelinjunct;ons of 1581, 1597,
and 1673, all artisans and merchants whose trades had re-
¢méined unregulated were ofderedffo acquire gtatutes to’
regulate them nowv. The countryside, however, remained
éxempt. Merch nﬁ; who had h;tﬁé;to bengfited.from free~-
dom, refused t obey.the.edict, and it was necessary to -
extend the deadline twiée to register them all.} Reaction

G

was on the way, and ‘in 1770, the grain trade. was once

more subJected to restrlctlons.

Anne-Robert Jacques Turgot was f§3%y-seven years
)
Qld at the time of his accession to the post of Comptroller
General on August 24, 1774. He came from,a long line of

parlementarians and his father had been prévst ées_mar-

- 5 - ‘ - . y <
. - » el

Martin Saint-Léon, p. 514. . a5

1



most notably of the corvées. . He was associated with the .

administration named.his friends Du Port de Nemours,

‘ of various local dues‘and of the officialdom of the Parisian

guilds was not new add had been di%cussed by "economists"

(. 57

chands at Paris. For twelve years preceding his arrival

at the Control General he had served as intendant of the

. province of Limoges where he becane famous for his reforum,

1

=

circle of economic reformers, and on his arrival in the

‘ : . 2 .
Condorcet, and Morellet as inspecteurs de commerce. Al=- o ’

though Turgot's reforms ranged from a restoration of free
trade in grains to an inquiry into the causes of murraiﬁ,
4 . . .

the culmination of his efforts came with the Six Edicts

of Febryary 1776. The firstwfoﬁr edicts prescribed reforms N

markets. The last two edicts dealt ‘with major issues:

the corvées and the guilds.3 The project of reform of the

L]
in the past three decades. Fauwre even found some evidence - °

that Terray, Turgot'S'predecessor at the Control General,

1Douvlas Dakin, Turvpot and the Ancien Regime in
France (New York,1965), Ch. V. The corvées were forced
lgbour on the roads which peasants owed to the seigneur.-

-t

2

-}

2Edgar Faure, 12 mai 1776, 1a dlsgrsce de Turgot
(Paris,1961), p. 73 % '

b 3Dak1n, Ch. XV. '
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ministdres de Turggt et de’ Necker (1774-1781) (Parls“1950),

. 58
o N - 1 .
had envisaged such a reform in 1773. It was not until

Turgot's edict, howéver, that the actual step was taken.
- | v
Turgot had expressed his views on the corporative

2
system as early as 1759 in the Eloge de Vincent de Gournay,

~in .which he’ praised Gournay s support of liberty of trade .

and industry and his critiCLsms of industrial regulations

<

and the restrictions of the guild system, Gournay_and

*

{ .
Turgot shared an attitude to industry which was a modified
: ‘ 3 -
version of the Physiocrats'. The former had argued that

g worker who' had manufactured a piece of cloth had added

s

<

real wealth to the riches of the State." n He regognized
the importance of industry in providing labour, orderl, and
prosperity to the stateg but unlike the Colbertists, qenied
that these could be achieved oy regulations. ' Freedom and

i

lraure, pp. 426-27.

2Gustave Schelle, Oesuvres de Turgot, I, Eloge de
Vlneent de Gournay (Paris 1913), pp. 598 623.

A

3Georges Weulervse, La physiocratie sous les

p. 31.

]

4Schelle, p. 600. '‘Un ouvr1er<;u1 avait fabriqué N
une picce d'étoffe avait ajouté 3 1a masse des richeéses de’
1! Etat une richesse réelle."

T



' industry as a whole as well.

oy I

"

) .
‘the laws of nature would insure the genei:al good, as_

economic laissez-faire would pnovide the best prices both

~

s '1 -
for the consumer and the producer. This would not only

profit the agrarian consumer, but the manufacturer.and

. 2 '
In the edict of 1776, Turgot repeated these argu-
ments. In the ‘preamble to tfxe edict he launched into a .‘

violer{t denynciation of the guflds. He reproved them for -

Al

being associations of the rich, excluding poor but worthy :
éraftsmen, a}nd forcing women intt; indigence’ and corruption
by denﬁrino them inembership: He deplored the monopoly and

self-interest which led them to deny innovations and retard

s

the progress of the arts by t:heir cmmtless seizures for

so=-called contraventions, and by their many lawsuits. He
accused them of - contriving to raise prices by their monop-

oly and by supporting maneuvers to that effect. Industry

-—

=

,would best develop under.a system of liberty and the case

lschelle, pp. 603 and 607. ’ -

5.
2G. -C. Lawergne, "Edit de suppression des jurandes"

. Archlves des coxrporations des arts ggmétiers (Parls 1879)

v
1
\
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of unregulated enclaves sror:réd that workers were as well
trai):;ec} under liberty as under a system 6f regulation.
In fact it would be in the interest of th'e om loyer to
hire craftsmen selected for their capability °alone.1 “

3 1 . >

Turgot finally'i\nsist:ed-on man's right to work and,
' I'4

. criticized the government's view that it was a’ pfivilege

that should be bought or sold.

' God, by giving man needs, by making it necessary
for him to rely upon work, hag rendered the right
of work the property of all men, and this property .
is the first, the most sacred and -the most unalien-

. .able of all, 2 v

v ‘. -3

The guilds were therefore to be abolished and professions

' to be opened to foreigners and as long as they registered

with the police to all those who wished to exereise a
trade. The ln:ades were to be supervised by wardens elected

. :
by the merchants of eac¢h section of the city, and existing
V i . . - R . .

lFaure, p. 432.

zLavergne, p. 12." "Dieu, en donnant 3 1'homme
dés. besoins, en lui rendant nécessaire la ressource du-

 travail, a fait du d:éoit de txravailler 1la propriété de --

tout ho*mte, et cetteVpropriété est la premiére, la plus
sacrée et la’ plus imprescrlptible de toutes." :

.
*® | S ’Xl
@ ) °
N
.

s/ !
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" regulptions in most trades :7:1 repealed. Some trades

were to remain regulated: tie ‘pharmacists, goldsmiths,
; ]
printers and booksellers whose professjons were to be the
subject ‘of a reform in the near future. Both masters and

4

workers were forbidden to assemble fo‘[ fear that they | >

would try to re-establish the guilds. Provisions were made’
; ‘ :

for;)!:}he se tl:{ng of the debts of ﬁhe,comxmmities: these |

would be reimbursed by the sale of all property held by

the co%:porations. 'Masters were .to be compensated for the

losgs of privilege by receiving an income from the)offices

purchased from the state. - ‘ : |

+  The reaction to the edict was immediate: in fact,

it preceded its publication. In early Januaxy the Six ;

)

Corps commissioned Delacroix, an Jadvocate, to write a

reply to Bigot de 'Sa;'.nte.-Croix"s pamphlet and to the im-

peding edict. of abolition which it was rumored had been ‘
,1 | _ *

presented to Louis XVI. ,(Delacrofx's tactics have general-

ly been considered sl;ill".c'ul.. He conceded that the gtiilds ﬂ

‘needed reform but not to 'the point of abolition.

] L]

Lo ) :
- IMartin Saint-Léon, p. 574.
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-

I do not defend abuses, I only defend privileges; ,

_therefore each of the times M. de Sainte-Croix will o
« - have presented only abuses which need correcting, ) '

I will join him to request their suppresssion, but

to reform does not mean to destroy, and his pamphlet

only sollicits destruction. 1 . '

> . : ) S
» KJ :

. Delacroix opposed the "chx.mera" of liberty,

esPecially\uhen carried to absv.rrd heights as when,,\acccrr-'

ding to the~ prmc:.ple of multip].e professipns, a bobt-

7
1

. maker must also be a baker, an.d one mlght purchase ha '
Iy

] 2
at a greengrocer's.  He refuted the’ argument of 1ib

by’ appealing to the need for iquality. French trade had /

been nurtured by superior product‘s and only rigorous

3 ]
traz.ning caild insutre Such good mayufacture. " The Econ-.

omists argued ‘that France ought to produce eheaply and

poorly, but Delacroix inquired what advant:age could

possibly be gair}e(i from the purchase of a suit wh:.c_h cost ’

1De1acroix, Mémoire 23 consulter sur I'existende
actue)ile des Six Corps et la “conservation de leurs privilé-
ges (Paris,1776), 26p. (B.N. Vz 664), p. 16. '"Je ne suis
pas le défenseur des abus, je défens deulement les privi-
18ges; ainsi toutes les fois que M. de Sainte-Croix n'aura
présenté que des abus 2 corrlger, je m um.rai 3 lui pour
en demander la suppression, mais xréformer n 'est pas dé-
truire, et son ouvrage ne sollicite que la destruction,"

21bid, pp. 2 and 5. 31bid, p. 5.. ‘-

.
$a
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100 sols, but only lasted one year rather ‘than buying one
' 1

for s.{x livres which would last far longPr. The interest

" of the consumer lay in buying quality goods\ at: low prices.

> For the gullds kept prices down by the reproaches maI{e to
4
the m?ster who tried to sell dear, -and by economic cﬁ“éum-
~

stances which often forced a merchant to undersell Reg-

ulations‘ and specializations were the safeguards of high
N 2 : . ‘
quality. Competition wou}-d ruin most craftsmern and en-

£

rich a few, so would it not be fairer to d’istl:ibixte the

a L

oIty
.
w

"} wealth more évenly?3 In answer to the“Physiocr'a.ts, he

would lose its w?rkgrs through an exodus to the cities.

| _ *
i Delacroix's .pamphlex: was clever because by con=--
ceding the need for reform, 'he removed some of the groufi‘d '
- from under his opponents' arguments. The publications
) ?;f the Six Corps after the abolition ‘were'moreasectarian.
- » . “ °
’ | Lrbid, p. 1 21p1d, p. 6.
id, p. 17. p. 6.
3ibid, pp. 6-P. 41bid, . p- 5. o,
e SRé&flexion des Six Corps de Par;Ls sur la suppres-
sion des jurandes (Paris,1776), 22p. (B.N. Vz 665). This
"was the main pamphlet nn, behalf of .the guilds followin\g
_ the edict. l o %

threatened that once the guilds were Opexi to ali, the land

\’_,
“



The abuses of 1iberty were described in florid terms,

particularly the anticipated debauchery of workers no
h 4 :
longer under the benefxcz.al control of masters, and the

degeneration of those peasants wlho would flock to the
‘e . .
city in search of work an‘d excitement and, finding none

of the former, would fall into the arms of the latter. -

, : N
Consumed by vice, and unable tqd return to their villages, ..

)
“ % " >

they would perish. in shame and degrada%ionu.l Moreover,
freedom would.bring fraud and malpractice into produc-

tion, which would cheat the consumer and ruin French indus- ,'
try. If prices of products were to be reduced, artisans
would °f«all into terrible misery, t\here_l?y perpetraring

s : : i ‘ 2 . ‘
frauds and causing' further injury ‘to industry. o |

The Six Edicts provqked intense oppositlon. They

united powerful and organized bodies. the corporatlons, %
» ®
the Parlements and the nobilit:y.~ The opposition of the
5 . . » i . ’ - ' - P4
Parlenments represented corporative solidarity, for the

~

o [

privileges of one body in the state must- be u;)hefd as a - w

support Against’ the threats to others. The Abbé Vé&ri,

s —— . -
.

. H . . . -
}Ibir,p. 14.. . ' 2%mpid, po g o



|
|
{ o R S
. o /E‘Tjrgtrt s friend arg mentor, h"f' est:.matci that the

’ 3
. , . . . . , b

S .Parlements made a yearly proflt of one million livrés. + . - l
—_——

|

. . fr,om the lawsuits between -the guilds.l S:Lmllarly, the s o |

. { |
. K mbribund Prince de Cont:. 5 oppos:.tlon to the Edicts and . !

v . his presence at the(}i.lt de Just::!.c:e of” March 12 when the

o

,pe- King forced the recalcitrant Pa r]:cment to reglster the ! s

Edlcts has bejtn exglained in terms of his. :mterest in

Y : ul f

| ' :, the ‘I‘e}z\ple, a pr:.v:.leoed entleve _vhich he leased to - \‘
' - , creftsmen for a yearly return 0f” 50,000 1:wres.2 Yet a » - . "
! ', | ‘!strong case can be Imade ‘that the Prz.nce s host:.lity was 1 "I,“‘
- § — tha{c ef an ant;-h-l:a}:erai arn.stoex aL susz.cJ.ous of-all re~ ¢

' N . ' ’ x
. "3 . . g N . .
:

N o8

T f,orms of the system. . ) \ . . c
a‘ © . . “"‘:\g' . a S ' u:‘ é '
g S - At the Lit'* de ,Iu‘stib.e,. t:he Chancellor Szguier made o
i ® . ' t . LT .
. ) -.a powe“ful and- mov!mg remonstrance ‘te the King. - Adopting VR

. * . ¥ ° }

Delecrou{ s p031t10n he agreed that the gullds needed re= ¢

- 2
‘ °ﬁ

. Al
- PO form but 0ppgsed the annrchy of. rreedom and -the need for,.:r"*
] v o N \ ) . -~
v . - = ——— o - é i ! R . - A
o 1 ‘ LN ’ H : B ap’-ﬂ ,u 2 ’ . . .
- SN Falgc, po‘ 430. : T, ‘o 5, Ibld, p- 4390 . "
R Came T ) - . . ’ I
. w3Ibid, p. 44007 g . 4 o i
. , . ‘\,- . . . R @ s -u\ 5
< 0 . .";'"- 4Laverane, ,‘Dlscoursz'prononce par MO A. =L. Séguier, :
avocat généx.al aw 1it de justice du 12 mars 1776". %&
™ ! R ' ) . 4 »
. ] s ".‘ - i“ . ‘ X I
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3

o veraines, leg tribunaux, les universités, les académies,

'of industry ahd of ﬂ%Jnch artisaps, and a threat to social

, warnef of the dangers of abolishing one.institution,

, divisés en autant de gorps qu'il'y a d'états différents

5 .
‘ 66, . .
the diesolution of the instttutfon. The éuildé‘umin-
tained order 16 the state, tney produced quality goods
which were envied throughout the world, and regulations .
’ﬂgsured the glory, and the extension of French commerce.
Liberty, on the other hand would bring about the ruin
*

order by the lack of control over. compagnons driven to. ‘

S X
desperation by lack of work .and high food prices. ' Séguier

thréhtening the destruction of the entﬂre system, * for.

2
all bodies in the statg -are organically connected.

ot . . '

¢ . - lIbid’ po 20. . \

-

o, 2Ibid, PP+ 15 16. "Tous‘vos sujets, Sire, sont
dans( le royaume. _Le clergé, la noblesse, les cours sou-

les &ompagnles de finance, lés compagnies de commerce; tout~ . -

représente, et dans_ toutes les parties de 1' Etat, des corps

existants qu'on peut regarder comme des anneaux d'une chat--

ne, dont le premier est dans la main de;Votre Majesté _

comme clef souverain administrateur de tout ce qui cons~- ]

titue le corps de la nation. '
La seule idée de détruire cette chaine précxeuse ,

devrait €tre -effrayante. Les.communautés de marchands et’ '

d'artisans font une portion de ce touk inséparable-qui.con-

tribue 2 la pbBlice générale du royaume; elles sont deve-

nues nécessaires; et pour nous renfermer dans ¢e seul objet;

la loi, Sire, a erlgé des corps ‘de communautés, a crée des

jurandes, a établie des réglements parce que 1' indépendence

est un'vice dans la constitution ‘politique, parce que 1'hom= -

'me est toujours tenté a' abu r de la liberté."

3 4




A11 your subjects,: Sire, are divided in as many Bodies
as there ate different states in the kingdom. The
clergy, the nobillty, the sovereign ‘gcourts, the tribu-
nals, the universities, the academies, the finance,
companies,  the trade companies;. all represent, and in
all parts of the State, existing bodies which may be
viewed as links-in a great chain, of which the first
is in the hand of Your Majesty, as the chief sovereign
adminlstrator of all that coﬁstitutes the body of the
nation. . '

The mere idea of destroying such a precious chain
must frighten us. The communities of merchants and -
- artisars form a part Sf this inseparable whole which
. contributes to the gerieral policing .of the kingdom; they’
have become hecessary; and to confine ourselves to
that sole object, the law, Sire, ha% ereeted guilds,
has created wardensinps, has established regulations
because independence is a vice in the political consti-
tution, because man is always tempted to abuse liberty.

\ . : \
i

The riots of the "Guerre.des Farines", when the
.pobulace thought it was b;&né starved by the government
' in sﬁpport of prAducers)énd hoarders, was only oﬁe year'
old. The argtgght againsr popular a§iration.ﬁas-therqforé
éotent.\ The alternativedpre§eéred to the King in the face"
of continued opposition to the‘édicts, namely the rhoice
~of reform rather than abolition, provided him with a way

) A . ~
out. Swayed by court 1ntrigue and continlied opposition

\ﬂ ’ . . : ’ !

to.Turgot,'Louig’XVI agreed to remjbe his minister and,

A

-

e )
1Faure, p._465. ' ) ‘ ,




- . k . '
on May 10, Turgot was dism¥fssed from the Control General. .

The corvées were restored on August 11 of the same.year, - —

<

and the guilds in Paris were reinstated by an edict of

© August 28, In January 1777, tle guilds of Lyons were

similarly E;-established; in April, the cities surroun-

ding Paris were included and in February 1778 Normaqdy,
779\

in May 1779 Roussillonaand Lorraine, and in July 1
Metz had their guild organizations restored.
» .

I

The preamble to the Edict of August 1776 declared

the, monarch's concern to grant liberty where it was war-

ranted and restorc usceful regulation re it was ne;EEHTQQ\\\

Forty-four guilds were fchreated in Paris. The fol- v

lowing professions were left free: flower-girls, brush- -
makers, gardenefs, old=clothes dealers, dealers in second-
hand goods, whip-makers, tw-dres%ers, dancing-masters,

mat;er?, fow: >rs, gingerbread bakers, prayefs, rod-fisher-

men, machine-fishermen, cobblers, weavers, basket-makers,

—

2 ) . .
- and scaverngers. A degree of liberty was retained: those

masters whé did not wish to belong to a community were not

3

| 2 - )
lMartin Saint-Léon, pp. 594-95, Ibid, p. 590%
v : 5 ,

P 4

”
n
S
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obliged to do so; but they could not claim the privileges
\ 4 2
and benefits accorded to guild members. The price of

~—

masterships was significantly lowereq'l to permit easier
1 . - W

access, with the understfnding that the King was to re-, .

: 1 ' ) .
celve three-quarters of all fees. The power of the guilds -

was limited and the wardzns had to consult the police
authorities before carrying out‘ seizures o;rvlevying fines;.

All old‘ lawsuits were suspended and the debts of the .
guilds were repaid i:hrough the sale of their prc;perty.

Guild membership was opened to foreigners and women were

3

‘allowed to become masters. Widows n6 longer autematically

profited from their late husband's mastership, but had to 5

o
. i ‘\d -
apply for their own within one year of the decease. In '

- February 1777, the Six Corps lost their case against_ the |

5oy 2
ednission of Jeun into "the trades. Once re-csta blished,

3

hox:ever the guildv assumed their tradltio’nal prerogativesl

and perpetrated the same abuscs. . It was inconcelyable for . -,

Vo

s N ) -] . 4 N <
the organizcd guilds to permit masters of their trade to
, . % .

L} R °
. -

lngec}h, p. 68. It  has been estimated that, be- ’ :
tween 1776 and 1785, the King received- 11 550 009 11vres ' '
as revenue from muster.;hips.

)

) ,
‘ ,AMartin Saint~Léon, p. 3590.

i



~ Comme 2 la galdre, : - ' ' ' )
* Travailler soir et mﬁ}kn, ‘ .
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" remain independent ffr'om ihe re-organized bodies and they

-~

were immediately compelled to join.

Turgot's defeat” was caused by the united press&re
of his Oppohents: the Court parties, -the noﬁilitx,-the

guilds, and the Parlements. .He had retained the confidence

and support of Louis XVI until the King finally#succumbed™

' to the pressure of Maurepas, his powerful minister of
Statﬁé and of Marie-Antoinette, and abandoned him. But

Td;got had the enthusiastic supports of the EconOmists?

’ .
and moreover his measures were popular with the masses.

. 4 ;
The peasants. sang: ) \?N

¢

‘Je n'irons plus aux themins,

-

Sans aucun saldire.
Y T
17 4 - the netiti -
I deduce this from the petitions sent to the

- Committee of Commerce and Agriculture during the Revolution.

25 letter written by Diderot to the Abbé Galiani,
on May 10, 1776, shows his_support for the abolition of the
guilds. As the son of an artisan he clajimed to understand
the abuses of the system, and to trust that liberty would

" not bring about the deterioration of production. Denis

Diderot, Correspondance, XV, eds. Georges Roth and Jean .
Varlet (Paris,1968), pp. 190-92. '

B 3Dakin, ps 254, "7 will no longer go to the roads,

:aé to the galleys, working morning and night, without any

salary."

'3




-

- ‘ ‘ |
" And in the cities: - : g - > \

Ve Chacun peut de son métie

‘Vivre aujourd'hui sans payer , 7

Juré ni maitrisg. 1 .

In Dakin's opinion, Turgot's popularity with the populace

2 - . '
was dangerous. For to initiate reforms which were so
L]

approved would be to threaten aristocratie privilegés and

X : - A
!

"force the opposition of the Parlements and the court st

) Versaxlles. Turgot suffered, as alrther m:.nisters of
the Ancien Régime from court intrigue. And ironically

s fall was brought about less from fear of his poliEies |

o

thafias a means to bring forward the claims and the can~

3 ‘
didate of another faction. . S ‘ ’

Turgot s reforms" were 1ess revolutionary than

e

Maupeou s of several years before. He represented less
» )
of a threat :o*arlstocgatlc privileges. Yet he failed.

-

This brings into quesfion the nature and problemsof reform

in the Ancien Régimé. - Too many groups united against

. 1Faure,'p. 458. "Today everyone'can livé by his
trade without paying either mastership or warden.!'

2Dakin, p. 270L BIbid, é 272, . .

4Maupcou dlsmembered the Parlemenxs.
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Turgot. Thix;mare powerful, they were organized, and the& .

N,

_had the custohary claim to the ear- and attenﬁion of the, '

monarch. Turgot's supporters amongst the Economists -

3

) .

and other liberal thinkers, could be dismissed as a @1nority
- of wild requmers. é; representied the asbiratioﬁs of the
bourgeoisie and could count on the Sympathy of the depen-

dent workers and of the peasants. He had the support -of

\9nlighteneq,ﬂdmiqisérators, of liberal bourgeois and nobles. o

They were;, however, unorganized and disunited elements..

+

They were powerless before the imposing front of tradition

. and .privilege. . It was only with the Revolution that there

Al

emerged an organized party of reform and of opposition, |
which was powerful enough to confront and destroy the old

bases of power. - ’ . o |
’ -
Until the calliﬁg of the Estates General and the

elaboration of the ¢ahiers, the views of ‘'various groups
[ N ' ﬁ?' o
about the guilds can only be guessed., It is logical to

(

r - L7 .
assume that those merchants and manufacturers who held a

de facto control over production or were inhibited by
L) ' , ( ) N
¢ ' ! . ¢ -
guild restrictions desired their abolition. ' Guild masters

whose title still represented an cgfective or potential -

4
- ! ' A
-

N
SRS (U
;
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.sure was the greatest for its' preservation, one is, sure
) ) »

73

privileée wanted those pkivileges maiﬁtained. . The com-~
Bagnons on the whole had little" to profit from the gulld
sysfem. The only benefit ‘the guilds afforded them was
the tﬁeoretipal exclusion of unskilled labour. Yet this
rule was oftén'disregaéded and wherever journeyméﬂ‘-pres-

I3 * s

to f£ind the greatest contravention. o e

The conclusions drawn by the histofians from a
7

reading of the cahiers de doléances of 1789 q<em to con-

tradict thls view. The cahiers were elaborated by the
nation in anticipation of the meetlng of the Estates

General which were to convene in the spring of that year. .
s ~ ‘
b4 n % A, f .
Impressive lists have been compiled ofsthose cahiers which
- ) : : &

were' for or.agqinst the guilds, ambivalent, or ambiguous

dbout the future of the institut%qnf In brief, i€ dppears

- L
4

that the major manufacturing centers and the large tpwns/ - e

’

. 1The cchiers were lists of grievances drawn up .

at cach level of the electorate of representatives at the
Estates General. The third Estate compiled parish, guild,
district, town, primary and secondary bailiwick cahiers;
while the clergy and nobility had fewer electorate divisions
and produced primary and secondary bailiwick cahicrs. There
were ‘also cahicks drawn up to repres sent the views of each‘
order of a region.

.
- 5,
v o &



74 ' '
-gtood for  the maintenance of the guildsf,1 Orléans and
: : 2 ¥
deonne(being\qge orily notable exceptions. - The, opposi-

* tion to the guilds came from the smaller towns, the tountry-
. . . , -3 '
side and poorer provinces such as Poitou., Middde-sized

|

| .
; ' towns were generally indifferent to the question.
: t . A= . 1 |

[ . ' B .

‘ .

— The cahiers drawn up by the guilds did not speak

- =TT directly in favour of the system, but implied it in their

requests either for reform, or for a return to greater

¥

rigidity and EEé;::fanization which existed before 1776.
am

Widows, for example; complaihed that they no .longer bene-

——

L Iartin Salnt-Leon, p. 611; Beatrice F. Hyslop,
"French Gild Opinion in 1789, The American Historical .
Review, XLIV (1939), p. 267; C. Riffaterre, .""Le sentiment
- ‘ du tiers-état sur les .corporations en '1789", La Révolution
‘ ' Frangalge, LXXXIEI (1929), pp. 291-93. '
: Rjffaterre compares the statistics of two cahiers
hlstorian Picard and Petrof. Picard has ‘found that 19
o A + .czhiers were in favour.of the guilds, 25 cahiers were
o ‘against, and two undecided. . Petrof counted 20 city cahiers
. and 30 bailiwick cahiers for the guilds, .14 city and 51
* bailiwick cahiers against, with fifteen undecided. Rif-'
S - faterre believes Petrof's figures to be more trustworthy,

« - and confirmed by Martin Saint-Léon's own conclusions.
5 - e : o :
2Riffaterre, p. 296. . 31bid, p. 295.

. “Hyslop, p. 257.
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S o 1 ' .
fited from their husbands' masterships.  The guilds had

also expressed their grievances agéxinst the forains,_'fhe
. . ‘ 2 ‘ .
colporteurs, and the chambrelans. Very few guilds demar-

* ded abolition. The cobblers who did, catered to the poor,

and they could not afford to -make new shoes, moreover, they-

- had to bear the tyranny of the shoemdkers' guild. ‘As for

the hosier’s who demapde'd abolition,. _the}; were"tota'lly _ur{der
thé control qf mer chants and no longer possessed "a meianiﬁg-
ful monoi)oly.B, g

.

Gu:.ld cahiers were generally writ:ten by the mas- ,

ters and of c0L1:t_.‘§g._represented their po:Lnt !view. The .

wage~carners expressed their grievances only on :the ques-

tion of unemployment and wages. The workers of Troyes -.

, proteeste'd against the excés d'a\ihég_e_nwhich they had to pay

{
to the merchants,4~ and the journeymen hosiers of the same

- “IMartin Saint-Léon, p. 609,
/. o **Ibid, p. 608. . Itinerant merchants, pedlars,s
and non-guild workers. . ' ’
# 3

4

o T
Ibid, p. 614.
4Roger Plcard Les cahiexrs de 1789 et les clas«:os
ouvricres. (Paris, 1910), p. 107. Merchants would ask for one
to four extra ells free for each twenty- el]fs of purchased
cloth. !Bois, p. 253."
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(A4

6

~—town complained as well agafnstf tk

. o1 )
‘was ruining the art:l:‘sans. The cphier of La Rochelle

new machinery whichk

demanded the abolition of the mdsterships on behalf of

all the citizens, which, according to P:Lcard, included

members of the métiers libres, the ‘compagnons, and the

-, ° ' 2
membeFS.Of the three Orders.

N

—

\
[ 4

The cehierp\«of the first two Orders, if they

/ . .’

dealt at all with the quest:.on, were' generally opposed

¢

to the guilds as it was hOped that their suppression

!

3
: would bring down the price of goods, = The third Estate

debated the questien to a greatay extent and often -leaned
S :

toward, economlc llberalism. There is a .jprogression

toward-a greater support of abolitlon extendmg from th°

A Y

guilds themselves to the city and to..the cahiers of the

th:l.rd Estat:e.

A .

It is not surprising to f£ind a general support fo.r'

tl/inetitutio_n among the guild c\ahiers', or to find t:,rtge'

N ' \ N
1Pxcard, p. 111. . 21bid, p.'93.

3Martin Saint -Léon, p. \ 607..

- ‘{*Hyslpp, p. 263. A
. % < ' '\ . : -
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. . 2 . ] i — ' .
joumpeymen and masters. Subjegj;'ed to merchant-control peti=-

~ . \

that the greatest

tioning 'againsﬁ them. What ig disconcerting is to note

.

support for the guild.s came from the pi:os-

~ ‘perous ‘manufacturing centers such as Paris, Lyons and

o

v . 'Rbuén, where merchants an&iﬁdustrialists were eagerly

/-

\ ) ' vtb‘e most 1vc'>ca1'= in requesting their suppression. Riﬁfa-

| , " .terre concludes that the maJori»ty of the industrial and !
T commercial bourgeoisie shgwed its supp'ort for ﬁgulation.‘l‘,

. . The petltlo;s sent: to the National assemb’/]'.y lbnly a few ok \

“This would inc_licaté

~ -

vance and requegt.

or the excl,us:.on of

e\fading guild regulations and logicqlly ought to have been

. morths - later, however, reveal the general desire of manu~ ‘

\)

2
kfactur-e’rss to disentangle themselves from regulation. oL

. o -

that the cahiers have to be examinéd *

‘ 4 v - <
| . &

. more closely not merely to elucidate.patterns of pro-and .

contra but ‘to_establish ‘the economic context of each grie-

S '
. g . .
Demands for- the maintenance of' duties
[ )
pedlars cannot after all be g&:en the
< ¢

.  same welght as requests for rigid legie&fcm and a grant

~~

r(v‘

: e ofs absolute .monpabr L | 4
" " _ . z. 4 . ‘ R
/ Y . °¥ i )
e ““‘ > R:Lf aterre, Pe 296 { 4
e S e NA *
i See ®hapter. four, . ‘ ‘ :
, A~ ! e . ~ . . .,\-y -
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. o Anotfher f’dctor ‘has to be kept in mlnd. In 1786 N

.. ’"\‘ . o, 9
' France had s:Lgned a free trade agreement with England.
* i
The result: “Were disastrous fo;: French industry as the
+ u‘ a\ \'-f’_‘ '

market wa flooded with cheaper English goods, and French |

Id

\ » - P44 / 1
\ .4 manuﬁécturers found no outlets for _their owne producst
. : . . , € o

' There had as yet been,no mitigation .of the crisis and it

\/‘ ® . ¥ s ' . v
. affected the elaboration of grievanced. ' Many cahiers '

¢ .

L _J * t
1

1 . : .
° S I expressed their dissatisfaction with the treaty and deman-

o 2 . ,
. ded its termination.. These demands were to.be répégted .*
. 2 ' . .o ) .f'- . C. . .
. . . ‘ . > .
C \ until the establishmént oi’i a taxiff in December .1790,.3*
N ' { . N - ot . o T ' \ - ‘

The gullds Had a‘lways pe;,'formed/th unct:l.on of
protectmor threatened interest;‘. It 'is 11Lely that the
f,ris:.s of the last years of the Regu@, mingled with §he

) R realizat:u.on of" the dlsasters wrought by absolute freedom, if

’ o . - -
- made monopoly appear attractive.
P ’ ~

‘ -
N - ’ - L
! ¢ Y ' *

-
LS

. - ' The' treaty "of* 1786 demongtrated the force not so
f . ' a \ v o. . ) . ' . ’ ° “"‘l 4‘&: .

. . ‘ -"1' " .. . ] 1L . ~ - b N

p . abx: ousse, Hlstm.re economiqug et socxale... .

’ “ po 5523 ? .

2 !
i

R Pl.card\,’pp. 159-‘165. T e el

‘ . N
& , .=
| o .

. .t 3Bosher, pp. 132 and 171, S g




y ‘ 1
Yoo much of reform as of economlc ideas* The treatx, was
. ,obviousl;g unSuited to the French ecbnomy‘ but it fitteid
\ “ A [ 2‘
— . very neatly into the sch ba of Physiétratic thgught. In
; B o " the same way, ‘the abola.tio" ?f the guilds was to be carried
. v 7 out .&\iherr imbue( with the ;.Ldeals of the Enlx.ghtenmant and
o . Py : s n q 0"
- - economc la,beral; m, arnd, who were’certain that; they were
¢ : Ol A
-, 'f_ollo’w:l,hg the ‘dictdtes “of Reason and Nature in abohshlng
w B . ' - . f" o b

™

[ . . . - . . e (Y
. the p_aSt seven'centurles. - Nz . .
| ° - < o,
| . . ¢
. —r
| . NN 1 . - ‘ ) o e ‘/ )
| ‘i; L Ibid po“ 171- . o )(" M . i
i b2 ' ‘
: Du Pont de Nemou‘.rs, a leading Physiocrat- had- '
R .Y beerr ope of the men who héd ncgoclated the ag%‘ee‘huent. .
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, . .. The Rebolution proper "began" on June 20 1789

gy . : -t 1.
with the faged Tennis Oath.Cofrt when the Third Estate
-
declared itself the Nationa‘\Assembly of the French people

. and vowed notl to dlsperse until France had been gr ted ‘)
. ”WV
The Estatﬁé‘ceneral had ‘been summoned by
. \

'° a poqytiturfgﬁ.
' ]

- thé King t advise.him on the financial banktupcy of the
r ‘ hd . R 3

,.-ététe, but, in 1288 opp031tlon to the reglme had crlsta1=
’ lized to- the point where demands were being v01ced for a

! more thorouOh reforg”of the system as a whole. ., In par-

ticn:‘l'ax, the third Estatﬁ (or tlere), composed of all’

\ v
. .

ing on end to privilegé and a say in the goverging of the

T . . .
- .

1The'tcrm "third estate" is confusing sinee it
. can réfer either to thHe Qrder as a whdle or Ko its
resentatives ab the Estates General. 1In 'order to .
the meaning, Third will be capitalized when it ref
. the repfesentafives, and left in smald letters whe
" refers toithe Ordgr as a whole,, N

’

;

¢« . .80

N -
Frenchmen who were uelther prlest nor nobles, was demand-




A

nation. .

~

’ - R ‘ i . !

In'DeceSher21788 the third Estate had won a first

°

! victory when the government had 'agreed to double thtir

I

representation. ‘It was nev?rtheless understood that each
. A o ! N
&

. it could be expeeted ihat the' ff¥st two Orders, the clergy

and the nobllity, would concur on all matters affecting ¢
{ “

their pr1v1leges, the numercial strength of‘the Third

E tate.would by itself be of little use. 2T

e

i

v v _’ ¢ N ,? . . 2

The majority of the representatives of the»tiers,
' * { Y

therefore, supported a vote by head‘rather than by estate.

From the opening of the Estates Genefal on May 5 1789 they

manifested their opposition to the prqpedures and disap- '

»

pointment with the scope’ of the. proceedings by adopging
stalllng-tactlcs, They requested that the crédentlals of
. deputles be examined in common --thereby. challenglng the

~scgaration of Orders~; and refused all attempts at ton- '

-

c111ation. They felt that thc&r role at this meeting. of

! . B e

.
[ S "

‘ lchn Egvct La pg;~vaolution francax;é 1787-1788
.(Paris,1962), and Gcorges Lefebvre,- The mein342£ the
French Revolution (Pfinceton,1971), pass im.

o . ' R .
Order would meet separately.and have a single vote. Since:.

1

e
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o "

the Estates was not purely advisory, but that they had

o

“received a maNdate from the Ff@nch péoole,fo implement ~D
. N ¢ - N B -

-

i

| : .

"‘ far-reaching reforms of the regine. On June 17, they
’ A ) .

N ' accordingly voted by 491 to 89 to adopt the name of

; gatiodgl Assombly and approprié%e the power of_collecting
N ,‘ taxes.1 “foe first two Oxdero appealed to the Kinélfor‘.
» /' . “action, ind a gene?al assembly was called for June ‘22 %qf*l

- Lo A .
admonish the Bhird Estate. On the twentiefh‘ the rep- Lo

\ . resentatives of the tiers found the doors of their meetlng v

-
* \

'.* v ha11 barred --it was bein> redecorated for the comlng _—
a R
~assembly.. In defiané& of theﬂmonarch they angrily con-,

« gregated in the ad301nlng tennis ‘court and swor o draft

a constlpution. / .

° e o ' - -
- Jlfe King attempted disper$e the Tgpresentatives . \

- Q:‘
refused to be zntimldated and !

.

) . ﬁy a show of forco, but the

invitod the dcputica of phc othor two Estates to join Lzé%::;\ R

~

i

r
-~ "
A

hg‘flrst Ordex, composed of many country prie ts sympa~
. ) | thetic to the aims of. the third ESLatL, voted Fo 39¢CFL R "
the offor. Fidally;neven the nobillty dCCLd%F td bide its

!

time bofore prcsuing\its own 61aims and mcrgcd witﬁ tho

{ N . .

N ‘ AR !
FXR *
\ s foe

*r ‘1Lef0bvr(" pp%" 81"'820
. ’ I
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‘A8sembly. . There was, however, no question of‘surrendéf

by either court or nobility. A couhper-coup was being
n : . i

! ¥
planned and troops were called to Versailles and Paris

to crush the insurrection'of the tiers.

The threat of counter -révolution was met by an .
uprising of the Parisian ﬁépulaé;.‘ The spirit of rebel-
1iousne;s: the hope for referm andallberation from "tyrt
anny” had fllécfﬁd down to ail ctlasses., Stirred by revo-
lutionary 1e;aegsiéﬁdnfearfu1}of rumored plots of aris-
N : S :

tocratic vengeance, the populace saved the revolution by

arming thegéigy and by rgducgnélthelmilitary opposition,

- which deserted_ tb the‘revolution. - The search for arms had

: *

. RS i .
led the sans-calottes” from arsenal to arsenal, until,”

e
v

3ﬁ1y 14,‘£hey.supccéﬁed in occupying the Bastille, the awe~

- SOme citadel ag the ‘hea st of Par1 16ng-the'symbql of op-

R
* Q_ -

. ’ l‘\' . . vy « > .
progsion. Wxth"ﬁhe“surrcﬁﬁe . of the fortress and the
desertion of.,1c*troopsffﬁquis AVEI had to concede failure.
o, . . Lo, K 3
On Jaly 17, he recognized the National Assembly.
. ; s N - . ®

"3 i

3 . ]

e . .,
1An““malﬁam of artisans, shopkeepers, journeymen,
and other labouring mem: " :

4;‘1' . zig‘mque \odechot The Tak mfv of the Bastille, 7

July 14th Z§S~(Londbn 1970), pag>1n, ond George Rudé, The
Cxo\d in th Y*ngb kcvnlution (Mew- York,1969), PP- 45 60..
NEDS \ e S~ < © oy
» et . " | . ‘
. .’ D ) -/,‘
N i » .
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“The victory of the Third Estate signaled the defeat
of privilegé. The radical wing of the Assembly was now

ready to prpcéde to a,transformation of the regime where )

sovereignty would 1lie with the representatives of thc peo- -

: ple. flthough it had relied ‘on. the support of the populace
to secure, its victory, the Assembly dld not view the arming

of the population with a favourable eye: The Revoiution
Vs .
would institute the legal equality of all®men, but give

'power to the sana pars, the property-owning middle classes.

-3

" A National Guard, open only to property owners, was estab-

lished to maintain order in the capital and to protect
' . 1 ;"‘ i 3! -
the Assembly. Allﬁgther ‘citizens were instructed to turn -

. 1in their arms.
» e “ ) !

\ ) T~ Both the National Assembly and the Parisian

' °

: . e
municipal authorities were concerned to contain the rising o
, 1 . .

force of the ens -culottcs. Food prices were rising dras-

tioally and fear of famin%ispread. In both July and August » L
' ) . . - ,
and with growing ferocity in Septembér and October, there ;

were angry shouts for bread, aqg repeated assaults on

N C 1Gcorre° Lefebvre, The French ReVO]utiqn, 2¢ vﬁls.'
" (New York,1969), I, 131. I , .




¥ w 1
bakeries whose owners were suspected of "hoarding''. The

! . P

sans-culottes also .feared that. the aristocrats would try 5

to Vanqgish the revolution by starving the citizens.' Panic
spread to rural areas. Rumors which sloke of aristocratic
. e . . ( i i ) ' o
: plots to regain conttol vf the country by supporting the

ravages of "Drigands" terrrified the peasantry. This

~ Grande Peur and the desire for reform were the motives for
. v ,

-

. . ' . ! . L) b
. widespread peasant uprisings. Castles and registries were
burnt, and dues were left unpaid. The peasantry was car-

. . ’ 2 .
rying out its own revolution. ‘ : ’ .

’ . —

»

' . Property-owners were horrified at the destruction

~

in the gountryside. 'The Assembly was in the midst of’
discussing measures to quell the uﬁrising, when on the night

o _

of' the fourth of August, liberal aristocrats took fhe ~ o
-~ "‘ > - - "

initiative in abolishing "feudalism'. Aware of the ir- -

k<)

. R * revocability of the peasant action, they realized that it

would be useless to_opposé it. Rather the Asscﬁbly ought .
. 3 - -

- M -

. to legitimize it;" in order both to control the movement - N

»
.

) h ‘ ' lRUdé, ppl 67-680
. ' . 2Géorgeé Lefebvre, La grande peur de 1789 (Paris,
' © 1932), passim. o | - , - ‘

~
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and obtain the loyalty of the peasantry. In an orgy of
self-sacrifice, electrified by a highly emotional'atmos-’
phere, representatives came forward, one after the other,

to propose the abolition of religious and nobiliar privi-

1

leges and the abandonment of provincial and corporative

-

prerogatives. At some point in this discussion ?tﬁe'
deputy from Beiujolafs appgoached;the platform to requesf
the refgrm of the laws rélating‘to,tﬁe guilds...and their

rationalization according to the pr?npiplcs of justice and

the common goc:»d."1

-
-

The débuty has been identified as Charles-Antoine

" Chasset. He was a lawyef and mayof of Villefranche-en-

Q

‘Beaujolais,.and the son of a merchant clothier.3 In 1788,

i
"

L,
LMoniteur, I, 287.. "Le député du Beaujolcis se
srapproche du burcau -pour stipuler la réforme des lois
relatives aux corporations d'arts et méticrs dans les-
quelles les maftrises sont établlies, et leur perfection-
ncment et 1la rdéduction aux vermes.de la justice et de
1'intérdt copmun. "

2Albert Mathicz, "Les corporations ont-elles été
supprimécs ecn principe-dans la nuit du 4 ao@t?", Amnales
Historigques de la Révolution Froencrice (1931), p. 254.

3bosgph Balloffet, Ilistoire gg'Villffanche,
capitale du Rdnhujolais - (Villefranche,1932), p. 273.
. . ﬁ‘. .




87 .

~

the Duke of Orleans‘hhd nominated him hs-pﬁe secrétar§
- . ‘ 1 .
of a newly formed Philantropic Society. He had drafted

the cahicr of his town whose ,thirty-firgt article had
+ - » B ‘ . Z” R .
demanrided the abolition of the guilds, or at least their

reform.2 In February 1789, the guilds of Villefranche

had even had to complain to the Parle&ent that they had

L
been excluded from :he'general assemblies of the munic=

‘ AN , )
ipality which were electing the represeéntatives to the
Qs:ateé General.3 Chasset himself was definitely antag-

onistic to the guilds and representative of those indus-

trialists and reformers who desired their abolition.

The propoqal that the corporatlve system be
X3 N

improved --though not necessarily abolished-- was one of

i

the Iast‘suggestions put forward on August 4. It appeared

.
Q

l1bid, p. 273. 7 .

Bpitrick Kessel; 'La nu1t du 4 ao@t 1789 (Paris,

e e ——

1969), p. 169; n. 674. "Quu 17&dit des maitrises de 1'an-y
née mil sept cent’ soixante- ~dix<sept soit abrogé ou modifié

et que 1a plus grande liberté soit laissée aux arts et
métiers ainst qu'ad commerce; sauf i dszner telle autre
loi qu'on jugera convenable pour le maifitien des corpora-

tions et pour leur police, sans taxe, ni frais quelconque."

4

31bid, p. 169, n. G73. - .

.
. Tm
- G
Y
.

-~
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as one of the last items in a succint recapitulatio
» . ;.\ p j )
published in the Monlteur Universel as "1a reforme des

‘ () J.urandbs ,% the reform of the guilds. The text of the

Moniteur has been the source of most accounts of that

fateful evening, being repr:.nted in both the Archives !
. 2 ’
° ;o arlemontalrcs and- Buchez and Roux's. Parliamentary

3 . ‘ :
"History of the Revolution. Since the Moniteur, however,

o

/ dldnot begin official publication till November 24 1789

<

and all earlier feports were pieced together from various

. 4
sources in the Year IV (1796), it is difficult -to judge

the reliability of the report. Most contemporary author-

ities, moreover, understood the decision of the As‘semb/}y‘
to mean the abolii:ion_ rather than the reform of the - |
institution. / .
. . ‘ |
The Révolutions de Paris amnnounced in its weekly’
recapitulation that the eleventh reform proposed on August
. lbionitcur, I, 288. . T e
N B J Z\adival and Laurent,'Archlive‘!;'nPnrleme"htaires, lst
series, 80 vols. (Paris, 1867-1914) ' | ' ,
350 B. Buchez and P. C. Roux, Histoire parlemen-
taire de }a R L\fOlUt.LDﬂ francaise, 40 vols. (Paris,l834-38).
: C o 4Mqthiez, p. 253.7
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jur,ats et maItrises

fourth had been the "suppression del_s

‘des villes", the abolitlon of the gu'l.ldx;.1 La Salle, a

députy who made @ list of proposed reforms, included ‘the

""abolition of all guilds -and'mastérship certificates". ' |

Ménard. de 1a Groye noted in his journal that, “the guilds

. were to be abéliashed, and Maupetit, another deputy, like-

. ' - (W - -
wise mentioned on August 5 that the abolition of the guilds

- 2 R R i
was being discussed. In fact, Barere was the only re-
portér who stressed reform rather than abolition when he"
wrote in his newspaper, Le ,point ‘du jour, that " a deputy

from Beaujolais had demanded the reform of the laws re-
f

" lating to the guilds and their iwprovement if they were

.ch’.

\

3

not to be -abo] ished".

-

1Révolutn.ons de Paris I,  noll, 23. " ‘ o

2Kesse1, p. 169, "Le députéQLa Salle écrit,
énumérant les articles arré&tés 2 "l'unanimité": 9¢ la
‘'suppression de toutes les jurandes et brevets de maftrise."
Dans son “journal un autre député, Ménard de la Groye, note
"suppression des jurandes''; et Maupetit écrira 1é 5 aoft .
' au matin: "“On parle de ],a suppression des Jurandes et
mitrlses. L

"Un député du BeauJolais a demandé
la réformation des ,lois relatives aux corporations dlarts
et métiers, dans les quelles les maitrises sont établtes,
et leur perfectionnement‘ au cas ou elles ne seraient pas

3Ibid, p:” 169.

.

' suppr imées.'

h i
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| | Whatever Chasset's real inténtion had been, on

N -
i . * T b

o .. August 5, Fréteau, the Assembly's secretarir:"recapitulated -
.the reforms of th'c:.previ'ous evening. The abolition of
the guilds appeared in the twelfth article:

»

" A national donstitution and public freedom be:.ng more .
advantageous to the provinces than those privileges .
which several had enjoyed, and whose sacrifice is
necessary, to the intimate union of all parts of the

_. empire, {# therefore resolved that all particular - . -

S privilegés of the provinces, principalities,' cities,

and eorporations and communities, whether fiscal or &

of any other nature, being merged with those rights

common tb all Frenchmen, are abolished with no re-
version.

Ed

" . . »Q

It was understood that the- term "comunity"‘referred to
. 2 . ' A :
the guilds as -they' were .commonly deécribed asi "les . . !

) . S
communautés d'arts et métiers". - Yet, on August 11, when .
i : f . . , -
the final and official version of the decrees was announced,

- ‘ ' ) ' TN ‘*}

LY

lMomtfmr, I, 293. 'llﬁe constitution nationale et
la lle:'te publique étant . plus avantageuse aux provinces
que les pr1v11<-ge.) dont quelques—uncs Joulssa:.ent, et dont
. -la sacrifice est nécessaire 3 1"union intime de ‘toutes les
L partics de l'empire, il gst déclaré que ‘tous les pr1v1lcgcs .
particulierd des provlnces, principautés, villes, corps et”
communautds, coit pécunia ires, Soit de toute tre naturc, ‘
sont abolis sans retour, et demcureront conw)gus dans les
- droits communs & tous les frangais."

2Mathicz, p. 255. | S

. ' ’
« e L
;
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LY

Y - . . . . . Q. ' B .
the article had been rewritten to read specifically '"villes

et” communiautés d'habitants", all rgference to the guilds
. - 1 . ) .. -
having been deleted. ’ : .

-
o

Strong preseure from some guarter Qor a}nother.", must .
) - ' . N .
have been put on the Assembly be;weén the sixth\gpd elev- -~
enth of August to convince it to ‘drop the item, at least

for the tin;e‘ being. No r:éco:;d has ever been If;)un.d of |

petit}:ons or delegatiors made either by guild'memberqmor Lo
corg_grai:iv.e supportérs ‘to the National Assembly Ang thos&
\

w . v .
five days. 'Nor:wdas tliere any publié 'debate,'—nor\ any echoes - \
. . . v N

e | ) i .

of the violent pamphlet war of 1776. In faet, the ear-

liest record of ghild action is a petition by tﬁc Six Corps T
. ; .

. N y e . . -
to the mayor of Paris, Bailly, in favour of the retention

¢

2 . . .
of the guilds, made in November. - Neither the Momiteur -

. &
nor the Révolutions de- Paris coémmentcd on the omission of .
the item relating to the guilds. Mathiez tried:to find e
references to the subjeet in the diaries of Robespierre -
B : i o 3\ “: ° . 'l
and other deputies, but fQund none. One can only surmise
\ . . L 3 ". ' - I_ . l
) * 1 . } . ' R ’ | o7 ¢ .
Moniteur, I; 333. . . . L y/
e S . ~ - . l . o
2Mar tin Saint-Léon, pp. 603-04. ° \ .
M‘athiez, psp. 256T51. . e . o
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L

N

. . . rl . s . )
*that powerful forces had been at work to ‘'insure the dele-.
- ~ 2

. - ¢
- . ' - . . o ‘

. tion of',éhe article. Al - Ten .

~ - o 9 .
¥ &
: ) ) .
- ' 3 t
[
. Y

. There arg fﬁrt,her ooséibilitiq;{.*, The deerees of
- ) ’ > ' S N * "
August’ 11 were made primarily in .response to the;uprising
. ~ - . < [

-

in the countryside by confi’.rming thehabo]:ition of feudal
. \—“/ &

~

’ . “

\dues and services.'- It is not unlikely that in t:his w1der

) context the future of the guilds appeared an insignificant

. .

'

" o the masscs. Cor}ronted with the restlessness’ Sf the

.~pothlnnt:io'ri, it‘_rru. ht have bécn thought wise not to liberate‘ .

N . i o N .,
ot E - cH
the wvorkers from their corporgtivg bonds. & ®_

‘

item, and was set aside in favour of granderf pro;ects.v’*
Lefebvrc also suggests that the reaso;/::he;btem was dropped
was joc'cause'the‘ third Estate itself was diviﬁed oon- hea .
valldlty of the corpo;atlve system, a confus:.oq c;.va.dent in

'

1 L
thé c“hu_ro. Moreoven, t he Assembly and tlwexParis commune
. 5

Y

contlnued to be conoerned\qbout popul-ar agitation, which

- ,

3
F was 1nc19easmg in this per}od. *It is a r‘elevant consiaéra-

- l
' o

tion as”there was a school of. thought:, exempllficd by

i

Chanccllor chulcr 5 warnlngs aftd* the filst abolitlon,

P a

that the gullds funotloned as restralru:* u'pon the anarchy
N\

A

24 ol

¥

.
n . 4 —~

1Le3"obv’re The chﬂn" of the I‘rong_ Rcvolu;:ion. R j\ .

&

- e - ’
f

.
. - Tt

p. 176,551180 Cooxn..ert, p. 174, . X3 \

o s \ A A Ve
> R
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+ pés d'y 'ébablir une bonne police, qui prévint les com-

ot . 93 o I\ S .
N ' /s '
In ‘fact, it can be argued .that the effects of*

-

the commotion of the Parisian populace in the month of
| N

Aygust has not been- given its”proper wexght‘iﬁ the assess;'

menit of the attitude of the Assembly toward.the ggilds.—

That’ the populace was restless in these ea;1§ August days
. [ . "

~ 2

was evident enough.' The dearth of provisions and-risina

prices, the excitement of the days of July, the atmos- )

-

phere - of -continued agitatlon, a11 these createq unrest and

o/rpetuated a state of tension in the L&plt&l Reading :
Mayor Bailly's memoirs for the period onq can sense his

e

terror of the qotential force of the sans-culotterie.

The Palais Royal, which had beewn the scene of the
. fifst (and then useful) agitation of ‘the Revolution,

v was becoming an’ object of anxiety to an ddministra-

tion which.sincerely wished to ‘bring back the peace

<\\\\which everyone desired. We were. busy establishing

a good police force in order to prevent the commo-
' tions that had been set afoot by certain ill-disposed

persons, and which threatened to become dangerous.
~ 0\

¢
)

1Jean--Sylvain--Bailly, Mcm01res:d un témoin de la
Révolution, 3 vols. (Paris,1804), III, 25. 'Le Palais
Royal, qui avait été le thédtre des premiéres .agitations

@lors utiles, devenait un objet d'inquiétudes* pour une |

admidistration qui désirait sincdrement de ramener la paix‘
dont tout le monde @avait besoin. Nous étions £drt occu-

'motions dirigtes par les mal-~ iutentionnés, et qui désormais

_- ne pouvaient qu étre dangereuses.'" - . e

- , -

o



- T Thig mistrust was directed againct,alr forms of

popular agitation. On August 7‘ fbllowing public dis-

. turbances sparked by the export of munitions and povwder

o

rom the capital,l-the Municipality igsued an order urging

11 commanders of- the National ‘Guard to "t ake effective

N

g

measures to stop all seditious gatherings."2 Oon Monday

13 ? T w

: v
“"combinations" of any kind and charged the municipalities

to pursue all agitators.3 N

o P

-

These precations affected industrial disputes 'and

cssemblies'by guild'members as well. Onh the tenth of

QO

August the ‘women of the Halles4 had been' at each other's-
throats when riyal groups of orange-girls and huckstresses,

'both organized in guilds, had fdbght over their respective

5\
monopolies.  The huckstresses " complaints against the’
f . .

o 1Révolutions de Paris, I, n%, 10-11.

2‘I!'ailly, 3III 38-39. prendre...les mesures les

. the tenth, the‘National Assembly 1tself forbade se itious"

plus efficaces pour faire cegser les, attroupements 8édi- .

_ tieux...". . . D . ’

. 3Ibid, p- 60.i"L Assemblée nationale-a chargé les
municipalités de poursuivre les perturbateurs, & défendu
_les attroupements séditieux... . X : .

4central narket. .SRévolutionE gngaris, I, 17.

a8
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*  orange-girls were submitted,tq-the municpality, which L

decreed on the eleuenth'thst both "would remain subject{‘
to the traditional regulations of their trades until the ", .

...Municipality...should...establish general guidelines

" to settle.the differences which”might arise between

[ * - . ) \ ~ ¢
various members of that useful class of citizens; &nd that,

till that‘time, and furthermore to insure order -and public '

: tranquility, the Assembly orders that the old regulations

shall be observed according to their present form and

3 , . *
»

Qurport.

The Municipality was perhaps justifiably concerned
to restrain“such squabbles between guild members; w?ich

were disturbing the public peace. The reference to law

"

1Sigis ond Lacroix, ed., Actes de la'commune de ‘\~\.
Paris pendant l1a Révolution, lst series,. S I, 175 "'As- - \

. sembl ée genérale des Représentants de la Commune, arretelﬁ\

~ o

queés les marchandes fruitiéres-orangéres et regrattieres

‘seront tenues de se conformer aux anciens réglemerts

jusqu'd la formatiori de la Municipalité..iqui, en- éta-
blissant les régles générales, st@tuera s .
rentes réclamations- relatives 3 cette classe de citoyemns &
si Utiles; et jusqu'd ce moment pour assurer d'autant . T
plus 1l'ordre et la tranquilité publique, 1'Assembl ée

ordonne que les anciens réglements seront éxécutés selon

leur forme et teneurj..." o

. N ' ~

o ' §
. : . . Ny - ¢
. '

24
a /

-
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and order, which s repeated in every decision conh T

Co s
Qfgtl a -} ey P e

cerning 1abour isPutes, revealed the extent of the an=

- xiety. On August 16, we fihd the Munic1pa;1ty issuing

Hhtchers than an end should be put to current\abuses in

% . -~

-: follew thelr trad1t10na1 ragulatlons and expressed the

Commune's concern with the nrest which the deliberatlons

“

'of the National Assembly,were ipadvertently stimulating.

> -
» .

QIn.relating these events, Bailly made the obser-..
L} * ’ F} [} ' )
vation: ., L . f , .

¢ v ’ . : . LR
. . .

. . ¢
T . ‘1 -The effects of the decrees of the fourth of Auaust
N, C were felt partigularly, in the guilds: all rebelled
AR agaxnst the privileges of the masters.’ The National
- Assembly, however, had:taken nb firm decision con-
cerning the futdre of the guilds; and although one
might expect that the, liberty of commerce would
necessitate their abolition, it was fitting, before
\ "~ permittipg totel freedom, to know which regulations
- the Assembly would wish to add to the decree, and to
® maintain the -old regulations in force until new ones
~4 . were degided. This’ was the gpirit expressed in the
* " National Assembly, and ome I brought into the ad-
. ministration...The Municipality had decreed on the -
v sixteenth that the regulations concerning the but="
. chers' gullé should continue to be respected. But
resistance was general, the forces it\our disposal .

. ' 1ibigd, I, 235. \_ , , e
.' ‘ .

o - ' ' ~
.
. « ‘

4
. “
FE
3 ’ / . M
s .

\.'" aTgeneral decree’ in reply to a demand by the community of

the rental of sqalls. The decree requlred all guilds to , .~

5 hd ’ . ?r . ! A
v < o : o . -
A \ . 3 . \ ) ] W
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swere inadequate and difficult to use, and 1icense and ‘.

breaches of the law grew daily. 1 '

. . . ‘ ﬁ‘
The Municipality 8 decrees had also stressed such terms as

>

L -

"license" and "disorder". Order would be kept 1f /the
- -guild members obeyed their statutes. This was clearly

. ', , enunciated 1n,;§; decision cancerning the disputes of the

R | l-a"di'es"cfr the Halles. 1If there were no guilds to_ send * .

(

i . them back to, and no regulatipns to obsefrve, the verdict

was plain enough, anarchy was boun-d to increase.

-
\
¢

. .
‘ . # .
| . ~ . .

, . A -

W ' 'J;he sanie principle—was— applied to workersM

.9 &

~ls

\e

|

the eighteenth, masters end journeymen tailors, and jour-

4_

se it Sentir 'particuliérement dans les corps iers?
tout se souleva contre les privileges des maftres. L'As-
' semblée nationale cependant n'avait rien statué sur les
~ jurandes; et quoiqbue 1'on put prévoir d'avance que la
libérté du commerce nécessiterait leur suppression, i1
était convenable, avant de laisser toute liberté de savoir
de. quels réglements 1'Assemblée voudrait 1'accompagner,
- r et maintenir les anciens. jusqu'd ce que les nouveauk fus-
S~ . ' sent faits. C'était 1'esprit de.l'’Assemblée nationale, ~
.¢'était celui que j'avais apporté dans 1'administration...
. Les représentants de la commune.avaient pris unarrété
o 1¢ 16 pour que les réglements concernant la communauté de
& bouchers fussent exécutés. Mais la resistance était géné-
rale et universelle, la force publi ue n'étaft phs assez
.grande, il était difficile de }'employery et la license
et les infractions gagnaient tous les” jowrs du terrgin."

-~ , -trations taking place in the latter part of the monéh On "

T o . 1Ba:[.ll,y, III, .89. '"L'effet des décrets du 4 aoft

o

- . ‘e . ¥ o v
.

) N 1 -

'ru !
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: ‘;geym?n;wigmékefs assembled independently to petition for

£
S
LS

N 2 ~. 1 ‘ -7 ' “~ .. .
“industrial reforms." Ballly responded to the demonstra- . .

'.qibﬁs'by dispatfhing trooﬁs to disperse them, and although

*" he admitted that there was some ;ustlce in their cause, S

J

2 .
he feared ﬁ?eir asscmbly. On the . twpnty-first ’éh v

Commune took a flrme1 stand and announced that it. would o }
] s (. - , . " \\.
prosecute aLl those who either took part in or incited \
\ H ‘

such seditious gatherings. ' 3 Ty

. - In some cases, however, the MUniCLpality respggded\\\\ ‘
0 ’
|
.to workers' {Fquestq- The j9UrnQXmgg{gﬁilgna_we;e;g:anted S
) _
|

. ; 4 ” : N
. @ raise in wages, and the wigmakers received a-partial -~ =

s 3
. 1 i o \‘\
- .recogéition df their griovances against the,clerks.of )
* their-gdild‘whg abused their power: in the- distribution of t

< .\’ ‘ - . T 3
1Rcvolut10ns de Parls, I, n%6, 27.

~

iy " 2pai11y, TII, 91 L o N

- k]

3Lacroix. i 298. Tth d1d not stop demonstraa o

L zgons by- guild members to achleve be%gfr working condi- A

EL I

ons. Domestic serwants gathered or\the twentieéth of - .

- LT August, joprneymen shoemakers assembI®d on- the thirtys .

. first, andfthe compagmons apothicaries congregated on the - -
. . ‘ ninth of.Scptember. ALl were admonished and threatened by -

) the Munic1pa11Ly. JIbid, I, 548, n. 3. . - ' -~

o . ' 4Réyolutions de Paris, I, n®, 27. o
« \‘ ' ’ { -‘(." : ’ -t “ “‘ e !
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. oo work -permits. Yet the masters tailors were rebuffed

N\ . ¥ ' . 4 . ) ) )
| vhen they petitioped. for a limitation of the activit::les-\

. r . "

" of the- old-clothes dealers, and demanded monOpoly .over’

the t_rade,k In" this case,. the Municipality explained its"
. A _7

"refusal’» by stating <that the demand "was contrary to the °

" spirit of the time".? . S

.
\
\
A 4

In refusing the tailors request, the Muni.cipality :

’

.. ' also revealed why it continued to insist that the old-

~s

regulations should be observed. This insistence stemmed

neither from a philosophical approval of the corporative
o l\-sy«stem, nor from a’'belief in the validity of its monopolies
—— - e A ‘

' " and methods of production. It showed thet its appeals

to regulations were’ intended to conta;ln all’ potential

. o _ ‘ 'p'opul'ar :actjion,' and not to 'uphold the olgd. i)rerogatives‘ in
. 't:hemselves. So‘oit appears evident. enough that both the

f[ T, O Paris Commune and the National Assembly wished to maintain .
‘ the guilds as,b'q;'riers against publi,c »disorder. This ‘ -

. .
LY £ - v
ra Y Y .

. llbid 1, n®6, .27. The district of the Saint- ,
.~ .~Augustins granted the request .that the pri.ce of the work
, ,card be. significantly reduced. . o \ "
21bid -1,-n%, 15. "La seconde demande...heurte
les Op:lnions ‘du jour. :

4
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uaititude arose both from a genefal mistrust of popular

agitation and a fear of the political force of the people

<

at large. The Assemﬁly had by now begun to discuss the

royal veto, and.it was clear that those deputies who fa-

1
voured a "suspensive' veto could bount on’ widespread

°

popular support,‘while the more conservativc advocates of -

‘ !

a’ total veto were fearful of the consequences of such gp'a:

appeal to the sans-culottes. . The "Monarchiens'", in fact,
even conceived of the removal of the Assembly from Ver-

o - 2 v -
sailles to Soissons or. Compiégne, where it would not be

5t

subject‘to puglic pressure. Their anxiety proved to be

- P

ju%flfled since it was through the combined action of the

o«

populacc and the Breton club (nutleus of the later Ja-

coblns) withln the Assembly tha the August decreesaand

the suspensive veto were passed, and’that ‘the King and -
the Assembly were brought in October to Paris, where they
i — ' . i . 5,

1The "suspensive' veto merely give the King the. -
power to reject legislation for two legislative sessions

- (four years). If after that delay the Assembly still re-

quested. the passage of the 1cglslat10n, it would then auto-

matiically beco e law. . A -~y y ¢

¢ zJeao‘Egret La Révolution des Notables, Moun1cr
et les Monarchiens (Paris, 1950), p. 170.

4 .o
b T .
.

iy
.
./:,

4

,
4
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- documentary evidence, been some controversy among his-

were placed under the watchful eye -of the Pdrisian ’sané-‘

<«

culottes. S A - ;

N ' - -

There has inevléably, in view of the lack of clear
‘ T b

N P
~ " . . N Pl
P

torians on thecintentj.ons of the National Aésembly regar- Lo

[ 5 , } ) . . Ll . »

ding the guilds. &Méthiez was able to.refute the argument

) , } Co - ‘ o

that ths_guilds had either. been abolisheéd in fatt or in .
. n .

principle -on the night of -the fourth of Au‘gus’t. Some !

¢ .

earlier-aut[po’rs, Lacroix and Pouthas for exampld] had been ,

LY

unaware of the omission of ‘the item relating.to the guiids

in the final version of August 11, or had misunderstood
&

its imporé, and tf,hcrcfore assumed that the guilds had been

abolished alc ., Wigh’otg?r privileges. Most other author- |

. .2
ities have tended to agree with Mathjez, and have:dis-.

———

(;.ounted any intention on the part of the Assembly to des-
troy the guild Systcm till ltS eventual dissolution by a . '
decree of March 1791. The Russian ﬁlstorlan T;—n:le, for

examplé, bdsed his ppinion that the‘ guilds ‘had been abol-
: N ., :

' " v v ¢ " !

1Mdthiez, p. 253. .Y

Vv

; .
?‘Both guild hlstorians and historians of the
Revolutlon. ' ’

| .
! * ) ' . ) .ﬁ *

L 4
.
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1
ished, in principle at least; on a mlsreading of Ba111y.
What Bailly had‘sald was that the gulld\regulat%ens were

- ‘ being_dlsregarQed, not that the’ institution itself had ’

been’ dissolved. 'In faet,~it becomes a purely academic . ' /

[ [l I * -

exercise to attempt to argue the point merely on the basis o

-~

of parliameutary debates. " In order to thablish .the actual-

status of the corporatlons after the August decrees, we

-

- - -

- must also consider the réaction of the gulld medbers them-

b

. -

‘selves. Generally they appeared to have been thcrqughly

confused as.to what the position actualIy was. Bailly

3

relates that,,foll&w;ng the fourth of August debate, many

workefs, expecting the guilds to bé abolished, had set
hop without mastershrp chrtificates. Yet, at the same

» they were aSSEmbllng-as guild,meuberé.and petitioning

{ . . ’

provements to be made. . The August movementis made no
LA .

?§ dlrect ention of dlssolutlon, and the mastetrs themselves, 7
. /.‘
- if they h rboureﬁi§ccreg doubts, nevertheless acted w1th

. ) . .
— ‘the utmost dssurance, Uickering over trade monopolies-as \ ;

acrimoniously \as they had in the. past. This confusion over

_the issue of the\guilds only increased with the Declaration

\
Ay

Al

1Lughen1 Tarlé La classe opéraia nella rivo-
luzione franccqc, 2 vols. (Rome, 1960), I, 109-10. -
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4

of the Rights of Man which \? accordlng ndividua].

»

liberty, gove rise to new misconceptlons.

i

' \.Thé Declafatioh}of the Rights of Man was cb

\

s, a preimble to the consl:itution.

-

L3

“The discuss ion o

o

ived

the.

.document began in _the Assembl,y on August 17, whén Mirabeau

--presem:ed the first draft on behalf of hls committee.

(2%

- The eleventh aftlcle stated that

)

.

,

’

Every citizen ha§ the right to acquire, to* pessess,,

. to menufacture and to trade, and
"and skills and to dispase of his pos}gssions as he

! pleases. .o

>‘ -

2

-,

to use his facgltles ’

- -/ ) ’
Ih the final draft, these principles of economi& \l,iberty

.

were llmitcd to the protectlon of property (artlcle XV1I),

and to a declaratlon of :Lndividua]. freedom (artz_cle iv):

-

s I

Liberty consists in the- abllity to do whatever does

‘not harm another; hence the exercise of natural rights .

<

Y maa

tion.
- 2

son gré de
3
. Pp. 221-22. e

‘a

3

d47

L.

ty

. " IThe sixth bureaﬁ of the Committée on the Constitu-

Buchez and Roux, I, 273.,, l3"1‘out citoycn aje droit

d'acquérir, de posséder, de fa%a;ﬁx:tqtter, de faire le commerce,

d employer scs facultés® et son 1ndustrie% et de disposer a
Qes propriétes... "o .

/

Lefebvre, The Coming of the French Revolution...

R

L 4




. 'by a M. Jabin whlch appeared at. about - thlS tn.me ~=0r 50 it

. —. "

b4
Q

4-' * P .
- . & . N \4
:  of each marf has no limits exceépt those which.pssure
" to other memifers of society the enjoyment . of the same
'rlghtsv. These limits can only be determlned by law. B

\- K
2 3 e . - . o
.. .
-

“AlthougfNEthe Declaration has appeared to lafer _ ®

.
. .

_gencfations as a statement of general philosophical prin- . .~ _

ciples, the articles seemed-to contemporaries to be rele-

-

vant %nc;ugt_l to tlie;'.f bwn é?.périence.l This experience made

j:hem well"aware of al;l'j;hos'e" ab'ﬁ‘é:eis ‘agains.t_' i;zdividual'qrpd .

col:l—ecti.'\‘;e': rigt;ts of the Ancien Régime vhich the De;:lara-q ‘ |

t.:ion' was Seeking. tq c:oyrect;.2 It is tﬁbrefor‘e-:underitarid-

able that thg f&us—th éllrtiélé\‘was'misin'terpreted' and t:;zken Y .
¢ /

quLte literally by Jgurneymen who saw :Lt as a confirmatlon

\ L4 ~
o
“that they had been freed from corporat:.ve bonds andrcou]?d .

work and set up their own shops as they pleased. As evi-

5 ' %

dence of 'tth wider, bellef there lS_ a pamphlet written - ©

. N '

WOuld appcar from its contents. It was written in res-

ponue to an c.nonymous pleu for «the retentlon both of the

'\. - >

prlvileoes of pr1e°Ls and of the gullds. Jabin answered

his opponcnt by clalmlng that,;the pr1.nc1ples of the\fourth

-~

— -
v

T o
T lmid,p. 173 “Zmbid, pp. 173-747
L7 ’ N L. ' -
5 ‘ :\ L. i . , .
vy - I r .
o * -
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1" B .
« ruin of trade. -~ =~ . R N

P

: pallty which upheld guild statutes in drder to keep order

':the neceSsxty and the 1nevitabillty of the abolltlon of

A .

~h§d been declsive. It somehow came to embody the "spirit™

. not Fb°1jfhed becagse the Assembly was dlvided on the ques~

'tieno B

. ' .ok Y e ‘
of August and the "Deglaration of the Rights of Man ., S :
. () . :’Lf"
.necessitated the abolitlon of the corporative system

. ! .
Awhich had caused abomlnable inequalltles as well as the -

. f 4 0‘
-
- L}
.
\ Ve N ‘ . e f ,
\ ’ . < B “

3 ~ ) P . ' -
. 3
. .

" 890 the decrees of August 4 and‘tﬁe Declaration of

&~
’

PP

|
. the R-ighcs' of Man could be, “and irideed were, use'd to argue . .

LY 2

the corporatlve 'system. The- decrees of August 11 had not 1 .t
destroyed the gullds, yet the night of the fourth of August

of the revolutlon and to stand out in the popular imagina-
) by

. tion’far mote. clearly than the’ actual decisions reaéhed e

' on the eleventh, whlch’omltted several items, while wa- ~ -

. \“
tering down many othkrs. It may be that the gullds were.

oo

t this BS nere capgecture. Its attltude-appears -

to have‘been tlosely simllar to that of“the Parls Munici« y”

. . . R -~
;’F g i M . o, ' !

j ' .
1M, de Jabin, gﬁitre-e ~Arts, ‘Liberté du commerce,
abolition des maftriged et jurandes, suppreSSLOn des,mélnes 4

"¢Paiis, 17897),-7p. (B.N. “Lb39 7882), pp. 5-6.

o
FAN
43
M"-(,]‘f . . i .




' whieh foll,owed witnessed an inchase im“the pressure for ’

106 | S

,in the capital, and\r;ot to protect gu:.ld privileges as - - -

such. If the guilds were not actual}y dissolved in the

month of' August, the proposal that 'they should be was "the

.pretude to their eventual demise. “The eighteen months o oo

) B “.

abolitlon, as well as the last desperate attempts of the L A

guild masters to ,preserve their traditlonal pr‘erogatives- .. ' o

) - » -
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_¥ . . .~ ABOLITION
- v S ~ The months which followed the October journées !
- s were relatively peaceful. Until the flight of the ‘royal !

,'family and their captdre at Varennes in June 1791, activity

i . both inside and outside the Assembly was maihly focused

2
(1
.-

on the recasting of old institutions and on the elabora-
’ : T tion of the. promised constitution. -Economic conditions 3 , -
s improved with plentiful crops and bread which had cosft

’ L  14%-sous for-a four-pound loaf in July 1789, for some

1 o |
- months .did not rise above twelve.. Wages, however, re- , : .
» N, .

. 2 '
- mained stationary. Meanwhile', there had been no, slack— \

ening of industr1a1 activity. Despite thyé steady stream

of emigration followa.ng the defeat of July 14 "the Assem~
. ° R

T 2 bly s twelve hundred deputies and their dependents provided

~ : &’

: - a new market for goods’.’ . If .the tailors clothed. fewer foot-
N ‘4 .-‘ . . L* . . . .

. d. ] ¢ o ' {,4 2 . ..‘ '
e , 1Rud§, pp- 28-81. Ibid, p. 84. y
| ) ~ - .7 .\ I ) a, ) 107 ' ! ", . ' " ~
:t“.‘e " ? . KRR K o S ’ @
:’ \ / , = !
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¢ \\10\8 | AN
T Lo R
men, they were busy sewing tniforms for the National
[ : :

1

'Guard.” Specialized tradesmen, such as the masons and

v 17?1. ' : < -

o

carpenters, prospe'red as well.2 For the rest, however, ,~

conditions remained wretched. and grumblings could be heard.

~In 1790 the workers of the,royal manufactories of the

\

"-Gobeliins, Sévres, Savonnerie, and Beau\'rais demanded better . .

working conditions and successfully agitated for' drise

3 -
in wages. Yet these were only‘ partial movements and it-

A

was not until after ‘the guilds' had been .abolished (in ’

‘March) that a more general wages movement began in April -

| On’ September 2 1789 tne'yatienel Aeeembhy nad. o
decreed the formation of a Gommittee of A.gr,ieultl.n:'e'an'd ‘ |
'gmmerce. It purpose waé to deal with all xnhtters;rela-
ting to a'_gricultur'e and trade, -and to pre"pere neports -for
the Assembly to examine once its work on the constitution .

had been completed.4 This explains the delay in dealing

i

lGrace Jaffé Mouvement ouvrier & Paris pendant la
Révolubion francaise (1789-1791) (Paris,n. d.), pp. 91-93.

2E dmond Soreau,’ Quvriers et pajsans de 1789 a 1792
(Paris,1936), p. 135. .

o

'/,? - 3pi4, p. 150, * dppch, Parl., VIIL 548.,
. . ) ' A Y i
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\ =

with'the guilds. The Committee was cemposed of'chirty-'

four members chosen according to tegion. The chairman

/ < ) &

was the Marquis de Bonnay, 'a conservative aristbcrat,igpo
A , N ‘

!
»

-emigrated in 1792.  The vice-chairman was another goblék <

Heértault de la Merville, who had served as 'a marine offiver

and administrator of the province of Berry. The Ecoriomist

Du Pont de, Nemours was,pamed associate secretary, while

S

the count of‘ﬁerwynn, an agronomist, bgcamg the flrst
2 5

. secretary. Ten members stated their profession, as négo-‘

ciant. They represented Alengon; Aisace, Bordeaux, Bour-
éogne, Champagne, Lyons,‘Montpellfbr,«Picqfdy,.Todlouse,

and Tours. The dcputles from Auch, Barrois ‘and Lorr alne,

Bayonne and Pau, Brlttany, Cambré31s and Halnault, Clermont

the Three‘Bishoprlcs, and Métz, La Rochelle, Orléans,,K and
o . :

4

Perpignan and Roussillon, had been lawyers or members of

-their previncial Parlement. The represiigatives f%r

: N
Corsica and Saint-Domingue were both nobles, the member

1J -F. hoblnet chtionnalre historique et biogra-
Ehlgue de la Rcvolutlog et de 1'Emnire 1789~ 1315, -2 vols.
(Paris,1899), passim. All the professions and descriptions
of deputies whlch follow have been drawn from these vol=-
umes. : R ST

2pych. Parli, VIII, 601.

. . .

L

[ 4

o }-\.




' Soissons, 'Bailly, is’ termed a laboureur. The professions )

'of the member for Caen, Franche~Comté Grénoble, Limdges,

two years, "five members had to be repla\ed either due to

. third of”‘the:,menbers ‘of the Committee were whblesale mer- .

. . ) " P
Lo 110 , .

\ ' » 7

for Aix 13 described as-a bourgeois, and the deputy far

[4

Peitiers, and Rouen have not been identified In the next

. death or-to resignation, -and their seats were taken by , e

.M Dauchy, 1andowner and farmer, MM. Hell and Sieyés,

i

‘both’ advocates, M. de Boufflers, a liberal aristocrat, and -~

1

) 5

M. Mayot, whose g;:ofession and associations are unknlown.
Although most. of the representatives of ttie tiers,

= N

. . - 2 C
- a8 is known, came from the basoche, approximately one -

]

* chants, and several more agronomists. &he majority held

progfe‘ssive views and sat on the left in the Asoembly.

RSN

The Committee conven?d on Mondays ana Fridays. -On Septem-
ber 16, one o€ the member\e 'huggested that the Cqmmittee

— change its name, adding “and of manufactures" to its title.

.Since industrial activity was an important component of o o 7

t "

]

YArch.” parl., XXXII, 543,

2}}1 those conneeted with the legal prof.essiop.‘
‘3Ro§ine"t y passim. S ' ' : .

v
y 8
.

I
o
“a
3
i
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.inaté,the masterships than the .guilds themselves. Masters

+ verbaux .des comités d' agriculture et de commerce.

s T 111

trade, it was agreed that ‘the Committee ought to concern

- itself not only with trade.and agricuIEure bqt with inddsf

1 [} l. . y . T 3

: trial éuestions as well.

a

Between September 1789 :and March 1791, the Com-'

. - . | _
mittee received about a hundred petitions regarding the

‘Eleds; Half were written bg comgagnons who, ‘while fre- :

~
he »

¢

L)

quently demanding abolitlon, were more concerned to elim-

-

sent. another thirty, petitioning for the retention of the N

old statutes.. Some gui}ds, it is\true, accepted an even-
tual abolitibn but demanded compensation. Fifteen re~'

quests revealed the pereisting confusion in which the iseue

stood, by asking whether the 'guilds had been abolished

/., w

one way or t¥e other. Not all petitions. sent by artis ns\

or industrialists dealt with the guilds{’ The usual c

&
pleints were voiced against the colporteurs. Inépstr ar

well as numerous pamphlets detailing schemes for th¢ im- -
‘ . .

1Fetnand Gerbaux and Charles Schmidt, Prodés=
la
Constitunnte, de la Légiglative et et de la Convention, ~3 vols.
(Paris 1906).

&, ' . , /.

.
- .
/‘ "
' . et
¢
' . .
.
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T e
3 p:;ovement\:ofli‘ndus"try. Merchants qoncent:;atéd 6r7/ their ., |

" a particular iﬁtefést,surquesting .the (inainte;nan\ce of At‘l,}e
franchise of their vc:f.ties, l;etitioning for the‘re;entior;‘

k of slavery,v'or demanding tf.}at the free-trade treaty of
- 1786 be’ rescindc’ad. On September 23 ’1789' the manufacturers

of Abbeville even i’:équested that all rural manufacture | Y

1 '
. be prohibitedi~ -

T L "~ On November 30 1789 thc‘avt‘:gmmiutteé received its
b . :'first. peti;:io;; de'mandi:ng the/abgﬁ'éion of the guil'cis.‘ ‘ o 1‘
B It was sent by a négociant from Rennds.? Petitions £il- ,-'
tered in slowly, and only in the spring of 1790 'did the
tempo quicken.' Most df the petitions constitute% almost

a dialogue between masters and journeymen. The master - \
. Y .
- ) wigmakers and compagnons o6f .that trade were the most vocal. ,

“ - The jom:neymen forwarded twenty-one petitions, both i\ //>

dividual and. collective, expressing their opposition to 3

' ‘mastership cergtificate\es. In most cases they had set up : > '
on 'their own following the decrees of August 4 and were. 31
- Y S \ ) . ‘ .
sbeing prosecuted by their masters, They asked to be main- .
- ) \ o
‘ lrpid, I, 22. 2114, I, 71.
——— L ) '
| ) ' - !
. ° N . u ]
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. tained in their’professioh; and that all magterships be

annulled. Suchﬂpetitions'ékme from all over the country, -

o

demonstrating the scope of thé opposition to the guildg. U?
Three of these petitions had been sent from Angoﬁleme, two
frommGrenoble, and two from Pimoges, and dne each from

. Archac, Chatellerault, CTt;mgnt-Ferrand, Cogpac,'Laoﬁ,

, Loches, Nancy, Nantes, Nevers, Niort,'Pgris, Poitiers,

Sens, 'and Toulouse. The masters wigmakers of Bordeaux,
. g- .
[ J

)

. - Chatellerault, Dijon, Douai,’ Laon, La Rochelle,“Marseille,

- cue. They protested the 1nsubqrd\natlon of the journeymen,

< - ~ .

)
|
{ oo ‘Metz Paris, Pezenas, and Saint- Quentln responded as if on
E
F

and asked the Commlttee to endorse their prosecutlons of
wage-earners disregarding guild ‘regulations. They also

requested the Committee to issue a directive forbidding all

1

journeymen tilvork outside the guilds. A parallel situa-

" tion divided the masters and journeymen tailors. The
-] -

o reitersted the complaints against

r“? ° -

; masters of Montbri

those compagnons who\had; set up ghop on their own, while

s thc Journaymen tallors of La Fléche, Rouen and Strasbourg

asked to he allowed to work yithout mastership certificates.
™~ N e ‘

~ Other mdsters expressed their attachment to- the




. e, , -v': ' s ,;// ' g
' : - 114 : , .
: old guild ‘monopoly by SEher means.‘ Thus, tﬁe mer chant-
| mercecs.of Abbeville, Agen: Amﬁqise,?goulogne-sur~Mer,
,ﬁohfleu:, Lisieux, Nantes, No&ons,'Richelieu, and Saint- -

/

Quentin, as well as the Parisian hosiers made no com- -

plaints against the compaonons but asked for protection

. against the competition of pedlars and- itinerant merchants.
. Bu;chegs.presented another set of grievances. Their guilds

were“controlied by powerful oligarchies who owned all the

L4

stalls and rented them to individual misters. In August
1789, as we have seen, the butchers had begun. to protest

the methods of rental and to set up shop indepen 'nfly,

»

- ; . <

and had become involved in controversies with the owners
A ]

. . :
‘of stalls. .The Committee received several petitions frdm-
A3

butchers --from Paris, Versailles, Tours, La Rochelle,
and *ittany--‘who petitioned to be maintalned in their
new 1ndependence.< The owners of the Parisian stalls, on
the other hand, aired their grievances‘:géinst the butchers,ﬁ‘
and won their case as the Committee decided on May 10 1790
hat the old regulations regarding the rental of stalls

C L ' *Jhould remain in fiorce until thequere specifically re-

~t

. pealed by the National Assembly.

) r}) \. b P 1Gerbaux and Schmidt, I, 272.

»

\ - -

.




' S S | I ' )

Most other petitions‘ﬁere\gritt-n by compagnons

in variius trades and various parts of France, who had .

/ . A

\\also misinterpreted the decrees of August and, faced with

\the wrath of the masters, were petitioning for the right

.
|
'A to work outside the guilds. These included requests from ‘
. \ hd

‘ - L

| " a journeyman shoemaker of the Havre de Grace, a locksmith

[ P s

i - : fnom Laon, a lemonade-seller from Nancy, a Parisian mason,

. and a comgagnon hosifr/;;om Lyons. Two petitions had been
L. ‘\‘ " < .‘ -

'_*sent by carpenters from Bourg and Rennes: A mercer from

N L . 4

,Saint=Quentin, who had set up shop and was -being proseéuted

Ty .

. by the merchant-mercers“of that town, appealedvto the Com-‘
mittee for support. A hairdresser from Nantes and a com-
gggnon jeweller from Brignolles protested against the abuses

of masters, while a master jeweller from Beauvais expressed i

L

his unqualifxed_approval of the guild system as it stood.ag

4 ; The Committee also received several collective ’ ‘ -
- a S . '

- { . . ' .
pleas, which were sent in the names of al¥ journeymen or .
%‘

_masters of a given 1oqaiity. On Marqh 26 179%; it acknowl-

Ay‘ ~edged recelpt of a petition by 3 0?0 compagnons of Nantes

1
. who demanded abolition." The artisans of‘Lisieqx,'on\the

.

vy 1 m ' ) * ) . LT .
e | Ibid, I, 240. .
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ot cloths% Several wecks later, the woolgn manufacturers

116 .

other hand petltioned for the retention of thelr privf-

leges, \at least éntll the Assembly had issued a- final ) .
1 g .
decrce. ‘ AR R o, 8

.
’

Not aJ:1 thc;_ 0ppositi6n to the‘guild’syst'em stemmed_

4

from the journeymén'. Mercbants and mdustrl\alists also
/ e .
voiced their dlscont:en-t with the system of regulat:.on. On
'\_ RIS

September. 22 ]/7,90 the textile manufa‘g:turers of Rouen com-

plained against ‘the- :mSpectlon bureaux, and the stamping
2 A Y

.
of Montauban denpunced the special priv11egcs of the royal

i
- x

’ s . c ’. (3 [ N 3
manufactories, and thelr use of a,specizl seal.: n March
. A N

-4 N N

“W¥1791, the Commiftce received a fma*l petltlon from the

textile manufacturers of BeauJola:st requesting thdt ins-
., . A
pection and st;amping be aBolishc;d.

-

f- '
)
’

J At least fiftcew petitions sent to the Comm

, asked for advice and. clarification of thé .status of thg'

. :
' 1;;1:_1_@_, ;‘ 586,
“ . 2Ibid, T, 553. December 13 1790,
- 7/‘,3%_12_@_5’\,‘/1‘, 706. Mar;:t} 4 ‘1791., . \)
/ . rbig, 1R, 95, - e s
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5 -
1 -
guilds. The first letter came from M. Chassey,” on

v
A
Qv

behalf of the municipality of Villefranche-en;-Beaujolais,
regarding the:suspension of the gullds. The chairman ‘ |
was instructed”fo tell M. Chassey that the Committee. i;'l-\ . }
t;enued to deal with this questikon, ‘and, until {t had S "
jreached a decmion, the chairmam was also to suggest that ‘

3t 2
‘fellow townsmen. In the follo_wing mdnths the Committee .

*\{‘ M. Chassey try to. restore peace and goodwill a.mong his *
i‘ )
was to be the repeated 'objéjct of such inquiries. In
March 1790, the merchants of Abbeville asked guidance on
. the course of action to be t;aken lagainet those people

' whe were setting up shop witheut taking masterships. ¢

" The 1ieutenant-genera1 of Pontoise, the ‘Munici'pality of

. Laon, a deputy from ﬁéulins," the guild masters yaf Toulpuse,

Fo3

the merchants of Qoqugﬁe—sur-'-IvI_er and the butchers of{
La Rochelle, all wished to know fhether or not the guild:;

had been abolished, and if not, whether they would be.

\ ' .
The ﬁuni,cipalibi@s of P&igueux and Rennes went further

: . ) Y )

1Cou;:d this be Chasset, the deputy from Ville=-
franche? See, above, p. 86.

- "2Gerbaiix and Schmidt, I, 97. Ibid, T, 177

31bid, 1, 293, 405, 408, 511, 518, ° , - .
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« o, o and urged that the Ngtmnal Agsembly reach some decision : ~
. - : \ . v

I . o
- . o on the future of.ﬂ)the guijlfs.l' More than one address /JV N

- - o

-~ . B
exprressed d;ssatisf-actio with tha indicisi;&(ness of- the

3

-Asgembly. The wardens of’ the guilds of Commercy anc('{')rours, "F‘
& locksmith from Laon, and M. de Gussy, ‘the .deputy from

P -+ Caen all ins:.sted that t;he mattér be set;led one way or

| the ot_her.z- : Z o o .8 .

N\
x

The initial feaction of the Committee had l;een

e ¥

'to dismi.ss all petitlons dealing with the gu\{lds. The o
words "il n' y a pas lieu 3 ;lélibérer" (there is .no need -
\for discussion) follows most: of the summaries of the

, petitions within the minutes of the Committee. . On .Iuiy ' ..

30 1790 the cha:.rman, neverthel&s,«re&uested the advi.ce

¥
ofJ&s-g:ommxttea on the numérous ' etitions with which he '

.
N .
’ -

- - was bemg bombarded. . "The Gommittece authorized him to.

L wmd e ey
\
K

e 'answer that since the National Assembly had not yet issued

‘
r i T
.

po L decree regarding this question, the old. re%ulﬂthnS were *

P L to be observed u’nt;l they were specifically repealed. n3!
_ ’ . : "' - , B . f\ ¢ ;’;; -
o ' 1;bid, I; 503, 545. - ' S

L. .77 2miq, 1, 328, 4163 II, 4 and I, 630.

R Big, 1, 420121. "Le Comité 1'a autorisé a

»
4
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On August 18 and again on September 30, the f N

: ‘.
, memﬁfr for Orleans, Gillet de la Jaqueminiére, insisted

L4 a 3

that the Committee.delegate one of its members tSLprepare“

a report -80 that when the question of the guilds squld be

h

| ' R _'ralsed in the As sembly, the Committee would .be ready to
i . .

-

. 1 .
‘ discuss ltt Some members obJected to'dealing with the -

matter at 'that particuléf'jpncture,'feeling thit theré;was T
, ‘ o | v
' - ~r;
a danger that’emotions would be aroused amongst the .popu- :

\

lation. v Gillet, however, signified that & did not mon-

slder puttimg the matter before the Assdmbly bdfore the
-Committee_was obliged to-do so, bit me égy suggested it

- should be preparecd when the time arrived.‘ The Co&j&ttee

édoptq his propos shl, and charged M. de Boufflers to draw

up a Q éllmlnary rcport.Z‘ From that time on;\all ‘peti-
1l R . - P » . * ‘
' _ tions relating to the guilds were handed to Boufflers.
5 o
“ Soon aftecr, a question arose 'in the Assembly whose

-
a7

resolution touched the future of the guilds. .On the

=
.

(cont'd) répondre que 1'Assemblée nationale n'ayant.

.rendu -aucuy décret sur ces obJets, 100 anciennes lois de~ -
: vaient Ctre ObSClVLCS jusqu'ad ce qu'elle y -ait derogé
3 . expreSSement.

. ' . P ) ' . 5 -
L ‘1ibid, 1T, 468. . 21114, T, 530.

<
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1

’ - . g - 3 .
-, seventeenth of October, Boufflers presented' the Committee

L]

with the draft of an edict dn the right of patents... The '’

preamble stated that "the National Assembly, judging

d

that each new 1dea.. .which can be useful to society, ) .
y 9
N L ] R * s

v belongs in the flrst place to the one who conceived it, -

and that it would be a serlous infringement of human rights

. o e N
not to consider an industrial inventign as.the property

M -

of its inventor ; cbns&dering further that the lack of .-
. such a declaratiqn up to.now has served as an impediment - - :,
to French indugtryvby driving away its most disé?hg&iqﬁc& .
techniéians who by emiggating have prbvided foreign‘nationé

J

e with new 1nventionu from‘whlch this klngdom ought to have . .
1" ~
* been the flrst to proflt... . Thc*Assembly, therefors,

%ecreed that each new invention should remain ;he‘proécrty

band g
3 -
v

llbzd I, 656. "L'Assemblée nationale, con51de- IR
rant que toute 1dae nouvclle.a<qu1 peut 'devénir utile 3 -
la société apparticnt primitivement 3 celui qui 1'a - oL
yconhgue; ‘en conséquencd;, que-ce serait attaquer les droits "
de 1'homme dans leur sssence que de ne pas regarder une
‘hecouvcrtc industriclle comme la proprlete de son inven-
teur; considérant aussi Bien le défaut dfune déclaration 5
**  positive a contribué jusqu'd préc seqt, d décourager 1 'in-
dustric frangaise en éloignant du royapme les artistes
" les plus distinguds et en faisant passer:2 1'étranger un
grand nombxe d'1nvcntlons dont cet empire auxaif da. tirer

1es premiers avantagés...'. { . .
! \fl N .
~ !
H B v K . >
hd ' b Y e .
. Z\"\ . - L3 B .

o 3 d . . !

L“ . - ' i 9 -
' [V ’ L7




’ ' .. ._'\- * }
v ' ) i .]..

. N < R .
\ s + re o

:u . of its 1ﬁventof,gfor & period which was yét to be deter-
mihed, as long as the inventiont?ad been properly des-
s - o
cribed and duly reglstered. The Assembly discussed and

adopted the proposgl on December 30 1790. This recogni-
< - . ' N N ' ) .
tion of an individual's right to profit from his own L

inventioen had, of _course, been denipd by the guilds. So,

"~ pilece by* pﬁece, guild privilege was: being eroded. i o

\
N I3
B - -
\\

o On September'IS, the Committee received a peti-

A

tion from a ladies' hairdregser who, three weeks previously,
/

" G
had established himself in Nantes by permission of. the

.. " T'Mayor. The masters of his trade, however, had seized all el
his belongings. ' His wife had fallen ill from fear and, as *‘\‘
A .

" he had two small children to support, he asked that his

goods be restored. On November 29, Boufflers recommended

that a letter be sent 'to the MdﬂlClpmllty udVialng it to
I . deal Llndly w1Lh é&lo men, untdl thc‘Asscmb]y had legis~
- 2
lated on the.gullds% - The Committee, anticipating an im-

minent decree on the corporations, was thus edging away ) .

N . ' 4 .
from any categorical support of the old regulationms.

»

-~ -

, 2 .
l1bid, I, 546. . (: Ibid, I, 679.

=Y
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On the fourth of . Featuary 1791, d'Allarde appeared

before the Commlttee of Agriculture, COmmerce, and Manu-_

~

factures, to present the draft of a decree which had been _
1
drawn .up in his own Committee of Public Contributions. .

He submitted that thé duties on drinks; except those ‘levied

by the towns, ought to be annulled and that the guilds

2
= 'should be abolished too. He was to make the same proposal’

-

in the National -Assembly on the fifteenth of the saﬁe month.

3

-~

The,impression one gains from reading the minutes
of the Committee of Agriculture, Commerce, and Manufactures,

ig that the abolition, or reform, of the guilds, was taken v - .

gﬁr granted. It was understood that it was merely a ques-
.

tio* of time before the Assembly'woulﬁ legislate on the

n, Until® that time, however, the Committee would

"lPhe members of that Committee wére Dupont de

Nemours, the Pny81ocr°t the Duc de la Rochefoucault, a

. liberal aristocrat, Adrien Duport, counsellor in the Paris-
Parlement, Talleyrqu former bishop of Autun, Moneron
"1'Ainé d' Annonay, a négociant, Laborde dé Méréville, former
keeper of the royal treasury, Fermond des' Chapellicres,

a' Allarde, a one-time captain, and Roederer, former coun-
selior, and known for his liberal leanings. Arch., Parl.,

. XXKIL, " 556, , | - -

2Gerbaux and Schmidt II, 23-28.

S
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nphold the'old'statutes, and try to restore order amongst S

artisans by appealing to existing regulations. rﬁé peti-
Y

tions themselves had lictle effect. Most not only remained

unanswered, ‘but were totally disregarded. The only time

the Committce seemed to hesitate and was stirred to action

‘wa$ when it recelved enquiries from officials about the

future of the- institution and the course of action to be

©

\\\\\t:ten regarding the privileges of masters. Rather than -
{

any individual petition,.it was the crescendo of such

DY
‘a

requests’that finally spurred the Committee to prepare
a report/ The situation seemed to be getting out of hand;‘
v : S .

it was no longrr enough to wait for an Assembly decree.
* :

And it look3'as if Boufflers was already in the act of

devising,sugy'legislnti when d'Allarde appeéééd with a

-

14

proposal of his own. -

: CI v o

A . ' - ¥

Even though they received sulh cavalier treatment

irf. the Committee, the petitions themselves are revealing.

?/ "! ] \4

The opinioné of artisans on the guilds have g erally been [
assossed from the cahiers. These, howeyer,'were drafted

. -~ v - ‘ . .

by the masters and contain very little direct information

. I . B o .
about ‘the attitudes of compagfons. Theé Committee, on the




r A ,
"other hand, 'received at least fifty-petitions from
journeymen who requested to be allowed to work without'

masterships, while five, one of which spoke for 3 000 men,

specifically demanded the abolition of the guilds. The .

5 petitions alsoo.made clear that meny compa2gnons, throughout
! ' LY ' ‘ ‘ )
. Fgance, had interpreted the decisions of .the fourth of

August to mean the abolition of the guilds, and had begun ;)

to work outside tRe system; The masters, on the ° her
hands defended éheir privileges. Most of the lette :
registeted grievances against jOurneymen who had set up o |

|

independently following the August decrees. The Committee

H

+ also received petltibns from manufacturers who wished to

i

‘ - liberate"themselves from guild inspection Industrlallsts,

however, concentrated. on other aspects, requesting the abol-
‘e : t . :
ition og daes and seals, and of internal duties, asking
. ¥ -

for financial support to establish manufactures, complaining

3

gy . about the ruin of commerce since the treaty of 1786, rather

i
”
o

~

0 ‘ than complaining directly about corporative restraints.

: By.thegwintcr of 1790 the guilds'were.neafin# coi-
lapse. Their,fegulations were no Idnger-observed and joﬁr~*p_// ’
//, ' neymen and industrialists/ignored guild monopolies and

s -~
T a
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worked or manufactured emtside their control. The Assembly
had also gradually undermined the validity of the system.
On- December 14, 1789, uhe Paris Commune had decreed, in )

accordance with the Assembly's reorganizatﬁon of municipal
) . . X ot ) . |
institutions, that the guilds woukd no longer assemble to

Ld ' . I

A elect municipal representa%ives. Henceforth only aeeem-
\ L Y . . “ +
" blies of citizens.were to conwéh(jfor such-a purpose.1 The’

4—"‘*\

guilds were losing their politlcal 1f not their economlc,

powef On March 22 1790, the National Assembly abollshed e~
. N _

the s;emping-of leather and iron goods, and-allkdues af-
1) . ] ‘
fecting the manufacture and transport of soap and oil.

In December 1790, it abollshed the venality of offlces,

0'\.

,and established criteria for compensation. Slnce'the SRR

l{'\

guilds had obtained these offices, and ‘Some members actuale.
ly owed their positions to the purchase of masterships,
; they were subJect to this new law. ' Later,that month, the

Assembly adopted the law on patents for 1nvention. \

uOn"Februéry 15 1791, the National Assembly received -

« | e ' *
‘ IMartin Saint-Léon%p. 603, and Mathiez, p. 255.

2Les’ Révolutions de Panﬁﬁgzlll n®37, 51, and -
n038, 42. ) o v .

-~

A
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a petition by 2,316 Lyonnais asking that the guilds be
‘dissolved.l‘ Little did they realize how quickly their

| request would be answered. That very da@, d'Allarde rose,
- ; \

-in the name of the Committee of Public Contributions, to

= - w by

.propose the abolition of tﬁg corporative system. He

®

-

' linked the propodsed eﬂict:to the;growingofiscal needs of

L S : : R .
s the'K§semb1y and to the impossibility of :;;;;;—;Qfgyants

L]

and artisans,- since these'merely countered by raising the
price of goods. Instead a patent tax would .be established

whicg would be paid;by‘éll merchants and craftsmen and,
. ) * ¢

since it would he 4 moderate and regularly-paid fee, it

.- |was hoped éhatoiﬁ stood less of a chanhce of being tfans- °
erred to the ;onSume%. "Your committee has felt thgt -

+  this tax ought to be lb&ked with a,greatlﬁenefit to indus-
'try and comﬁerce, Fhat is,'té the gbé}ition?of the guilds,u
-which, in your wisdom, you shoulﬁf;estréy, if only becaﬁée
’ they represent.exclusive privileges. The righé‘to worle

. 1s one of the primary rights of man; this right is his‘

property, and is also witﬁout‘déqbé, aécording'to the ex-

' praésion used by the minister-philosopher whg‘anticipated

your thoughts on this matter, '"the first, the most -sacred

L

El *
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Lo and %he most unalienab]:e of properties

. ¢
'. o 9 N

e . D'Allarde.‘éwent_: on'the criticize the guild system,

. - l
its monopolies, its treatz’?ént of apprentices, compagnons,

e
oo L\ N
- .

.
v *

and foreigrers, its rejection of indovation and competition, \Q
» o ' ‘ )
v ' Yits mane'uvré‘s to raise the price of goods, its lawsuits, and

its debts. Slnce masters hat‘ purchased thelr privileggi6

N
A

-

they would have to be reimbursed, at least partially. They
w0u1d not be despoiled, but dhstead would receive an in-
demnlty which could be usefully invested In trdde. "This

freedom conforms to the-i‘nterest of the gégociémts, it

. . also conforms to their patr1ot:ism. Should one claim that
;’ ' it is opposed to the interests >>f trade? Industry is
. ' -~

r\\ | the soul of commercé, and kiberty is the soul of industry."

T——

) - 1Moniteur, VII,/ 396. "WVotre comité a cru qu'il
’ [ Fallpit 1ior 1'existofce de cet imp8tt & un grand bienfait
ufl 'industrie .£et/pour ‘le commerce, 3 la suppression des -
Jurandes et maitr'ses, que- votre sagesse doit anéantir par
cela seul qu'elles sont des- pr1v11eges exclusifs. La facul-
té de travailler est un des premiers droits de 1'homme; ce
Lroit. est sa propriété,; et c'est sans doute suivant 1'ex~ -
;pression de ce ministre phiIOSOphe qui avait deviné quel- -
ques-unes de vos pcnsc,es, c'est sans doute 'la premiére
propriété, la plus sacrée, la plus imprescriptible'.'. The
minister in question was Turgot. ‘rSee above, p. 60. - N

A

, 2Ibid VII, 396. 'Cette’ 1iberté était conforme
aux intér8ts des négoc:Lants, elle’ est econforme & leur pa-,
triotisme. D:Lrait-on qu'elle est opposée & 1' intéret du

° .

PR

(.
-~
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Instead of purchasing members(p in guilds, tradesmen

. ~would acquire patents which would be pa:Ld for by an

annual fee propor;ional to :t:ent.1 ) f
" The edict which followed contained twenty arti;:les.
The first, which concerned the abolition of duties on
ﬂrinks was debated and apprgved separately. The second
declared the’' guilds abolished, tne third angl fourth made
provisions for the pregentation of certificates from which(/
indenmit'ieé would be determined.’ The fifth article stated
that a11 those who had obtained mastership cer‘tificates
after Ap}:‘i]. 1 1790 should receive a full indemnity, while

the rest should-have one-thirtieth of the'value subtracted

for each year they had en ed the privilege. Nevertheless,'

‘the deducti.on‘would n go beyond two-thirds of the price

of the masterships --as they had been determined by tﬁe .
edict of August: 17? The sixth article concerned the

debts of the guild which the state now took over. The,

<

seventh dealt with the transfer of guild funds, the eighth
. } .

»

‘ :(cont 'd¥ commerce? L'fme du commerce est 1'in-
dust:rie, 1'8me' de 1'industrie est la liberté."

\l1bid, VII, 399-400, 404-06. - |

(7 - f 1_
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declared the freedom of work; the tefith and eleventh stated
- the times at which patents could be obtained, the twelfth

article gave the price of patents. Those who paid up to

400 11vres in rent\ would spend 2. sous per,livre on their

k

patent; from 400 to 800 llszes, 2 sous 6 deniers, and 3 sous

for each }_i.ﬁ_% above 80Q livres of ren_t'. The thirteenth

article declared tgat all craftsmetl '.—me merchants, except
for apprentices, jomtneymen, and those who gaid less than
three days work in taxels, would have to acquire patents,

" and, beginning Apr:.l 1 1791, would not be permltted to

™

work without them. The bakers would only have to pay

ha:If the pr::.ce of t:he patent (artlcle XIV);. street,ven-
dor_s- and retailers in the Halles would be totaliy exemptz
(atticle’xv)g while 'tl'lpse who wished tolsell alcoholic
beverages or own teverns. or inns in addition to following ,
anothcr professmn would have to pay a/n,added fee (XVI), .
o‘i' they might purchase temporary permits lasting three to .

six months (XVII). Pedlars bgth in country districts and

i

*

I

1The reason (foif this was to preve{‘nt the price of
bread from rising. ~Moniteur, viI, 397.

<
1

2'1‘0 prevent the pr:.ce of vegetables, fish and other
food fxom r:.s:mg. Meniteur, VII, 397.

?

v ) i ‘ ) : ’ ’/ .

\
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s
\ ' cities, would also have to ‘acquire patents (XVIII and XX).

Finally, artiﬂe XIX established that 2 sous .of each livre

paid for a p]atent-should go to the municipalities.

7.

.

officers.

: 11bid, VII, 523-24.

2prch., Parl.,.XXIV, 379-80.

, , . ) .
e o Smbidg xxv, 212, | :

| On March 2,‘ the Assembly voted ten suppllementary.',
articles describing the p%nalties to be applied to thcse
who failed ‘to acquire these'certificates.l On the twenty-
— . sixth, d'Allarde added prsvisio'ns to reimburse tne Parisian
. guilds the 800,000 livres still outstand&ng from a 1,500, 000..
~ =
livres "gift"' they ‘had made to the King in 1782, josten=.
~ 8ibly for the pm:chase of a sh:l.p.2 Provisions were ‘also
. included to cohmpensate landlords who had leas d houses to
‘ the guilds. On April 20 it was agreed thac/:asters Yho
had abandoned their profession before Aptil 11789 should
not receive_' an indemnity. : In order that no mistake be made,
the wardens of the guilds were lnstructed to dx"aw member-

“:‘S% ship lists and have them‘*approved and signed by municipal

}

P 4

4

‘QJ'
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N The reacltion to the edict was.favourable on the

}ﬁa. The Revolutions de Paris re Joiced the gbplition
b

ut egretted that the octrois had not be aboliéhed by
the same st:roke.2 Only Maraj: expresseql his diSpleasMure.!

' . . - ( ’ ~ " .'. 4
The abolition would impoverish the, state, reduce“dndustry

and commerce, ruin the quality of goods; and destro\\the -

-X

- discipline and training of artisans. “"When each workex

...,r..

. can work ,on his own, he ceases to wish to work for others,

/

henceforth' there will be o more workshops, ynufacture,l

- 3
er commerce."

c.
1

But there x.aet‘e“e.tlsq dissenting voices.‘ The guilds, |
of course, denodnc.ed.lthe abolition.~ On March 30, the:
Comittee of ,A’griculturé, Commerce and Manufacturen re-
céived petitions'fron the guilds of Le Havre which protested .

both against the abo?ition of their privileges andethe /

b

y \
lcustom posts at the entry to cities.

> 2105 Révolutions de Paris, VII, n°84 266-67. .

. 3C1ted by Jean Jaurés, Histoire socialiste de la

'Révolution francaise, 4 vols. (Paris,1268), I, 872.

"LorEque. chaque ouvrier peut travailler pour son compte, il
cesge de vouloir travailler pour’'le compte des. autres; dads

‘lors plus d'ateliers,*plus de manufactures, p])ps de com=-

mexrce.
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1

favours accorded to the: colportéurs.l On May 2, the masters
: . : . , ;

and wardens of the guild of ‘the yveights-,and-scales-makers
of Rouen cgomplained 'agains;: :atbol:‘.t:ion.2 The National @@
} o As;semblzfzyreceived a -petition bg a merchant mercer w.ho .
‘ obiected to the 1av17‘ on patents, feeiing t;hat the indemnity
' accorded .;o masters was Loo small.Bn Lag&:énee, an agent
of the Six Corps of Parzs, petitioned the Assembly for a
compenea_ltion or pension in recognit‘lon of his many years \

4
of service. The Assembly, however, had rejected a pro-

posal made by d'Allarde on Apr:.l ZOf’t‘hat the clerks and

other officers of the guilds receive financial a:?.d.5 It

would already have to disburse 22 million livres to the

1N ‘ ' ' - o .7
. wigmakers alone, and approximately 15 million more for the
! , o 6 : f i
. other: masterships.
| lgerbaux and S(:hmidt, II, '1§3. {Ibid 11, 210.
0 _ | 3Pc,t1t10n a1l Asoemblée nationale par un marchand v
: mercier sur ‘le droit de patente (Parls 1791) 16p. (B. N,
Vp 6389).
7 '1\ F’Adres\,e al' Assemblée natignale par le sieuf’
Laorn énée (Paris,1791) 10 p. (B.N. Ln27 11067)~ ‘.
-~ ..
*  SArch. Parl., XXV, 213. ) g
| *Momiteur, VIL, 397. @, \
z 0, . x L - . - o
’
\ ‘ \ >
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It may indeed seem curious that the Natipnal'&

Assembly, which established patents in order to raise

o

funds, should then disburse §oﬁe forty million 1i§resk

.The revenues from'the.;;E;;;;\gére evidently expected to
« R . ‘ . v Coe
compensate this expenditure and eventually to provide a

handsome retﬁrn; The munic%paliéieé had been awarded one
tengh of th;,price of patents. On August 29, éhg-Parié“
municipality projected thatiin the nextfforlmﬁnéhs, that
is until the firsé of Japu;ry 1592, it_wohld earn’ 60,000
livres from the patents alone.t Thejgoverﬁmeng would
therefore receive the otherySAO,dQO ;;jzgg, innéhat‘séme

period, in Paris alone. . _
’ ° 2 ‘,’

s o ’ : T

The Parisian municipality had bBeen very thorough

y -

® .
©. in 1ts organlzag}on of the patent bureauw. It had plunged

readlly into tﬁg’Euréaucratlc £ray, quibbling over the

number and payment of clerks, the 1nscript10n on the stamps, .

and arguing over which bureau would be in charge of what.
/ ’ . 1 .

It was finally agreéd that the taxation office should

2 : . '
Irndle the certificates. The patent: burcau, with .head- 2

>

1acroix, VI, 205. .. 21pid, 1II, 568.
A o == .

7




‘ ' 1
quarters at the h8tel Soubise, opeu&d on Apri]. 15 1791,

o~

On the sixth. of Jufe, the Municipalit}; gave 1its first hint’

r A

4

\ ki

R _* that all was not g.on.ng as well as. expected with the dis-_

3
t:;_ii,buti.on of patents. ;To ease the process,.it offered

CORA -
— ‘ ] . & “ .
artisans and merchants the option of deducting the price

" of the certificate from the inde&ty théy were to receive’
R 2 3
« . for/ their magterships. This annoucement did not have

~the reqﬁi ed effect, and, on.dune 26, the deadline for -
T 2 —‘\ o s, -~ X “!

¢

< , rregistration which had beep set for #Ahe thirtieth of June.,’

\

3 .
had to be extended: to- July 31, On July 22, the deadline

~7 <
4 . 3
. was~moved forward once more. On” September 30, the Munic-
. < . Y -
> . ‘ . . 4

3 ) il;ality became angry. Only 20,000 patents had been issued,’
. ‘ /
_whiie it was,K known that there' had been some B0,000«fa‘xable

< ) . . - .
Ct ., guild members. iFurthermore, since the abolition pf the

-

_guilds, many compagnons had set up- shop on thej.r own, and

- %

o

\professiona]% such as advocate&\and bankers, who had not

. been previously organiZed, were also required to obtain

-~
-

- ’
' patents. Since the repeated injunctions and ‘efforts of

3 - »
-
> < - o ’ . a * t. z
| - R . . .

| .+ the Munieipality had been ineffective, it would now "turn

" : 0'

awn o

¢ ‘ 11bid, II1, 591. o ZIbid W, 497. p

> C R B1py 179, ; by
Co Ibid, V, 179. L . ibid, v 473, )




‘of .thedr patents.

'March 2.

~1iab1e for compensation.1

- ~ o+ 135

to compolsion. Lists gf”craftsmen would be drawn up,
specifying the amount they spent on rent,"and the price

They would be notified, and if they

-
o

failed to registen within a week, wnhld be prosecuted in
the manner prescribed by the Assenbly in its decrees of
The penalties included fines, seizures, as well

as the phyment of a triple fee for the work *certificate. ‘

_ . : o
The officers in charge of distributing indemnities for

mastersh;ps would be ioform?d that those who had not pa;d o
their patents would be counted amongst those who had

g;ven\op their professions and were therefore no longer

‘ This last edict must have had ‘.f

some effeé;, since. the only complaints registered by the

* Municipality after that were against the frauds introduced

N 2 R ~ , Y
in the duplication of certificates. '
I \ ) . : |

Ay

The abolition of the guilds provoked some resis-_

’tance to the 1aw on patents, even if it was only a passive‘

one. But the dissolution of the system also led to public

disorders. . "Ever since the news of the abolition of the
- “ A\

-

€¢

1 2 ' : |
Y Ibid, VI, 536-38. Ibid, VII, 148. . ‘
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guilds reached Montpellier , came a report,l"the city hds

.been in a state of violent agitation."1 In Paris, the

decrees stimulated worker demonstrations. - The legislation

of February and March 1791 may have abolished the guilds ? ‘

and enabled compagnons to work indepéndently, but it was

certainly not iﬁ%éndedlthat wage-earners’should;chhllenge
the power of employers. In April-and May the journeymen
carpenters,2 farriers, shoemakers, locksmiths, ‘and joiners
'agsembled to demahd raises in wages and a ten-hour working
day.  The master farriers even feared a general combina-

1

tion of all Parisian workers.é Peﬁ?tions were sent to the
National Assembly, ané the maséer carpenéers specificélly .
warned of the dangers of worker '"coalitions" which would
‘.resurrect‘the very bodles which the abolition of the

. ‘5
guilds had been 1ptended to destroy. .On June 14, Le-

.

1Nouvelles extraites des Eﬁpiers publics et lettres -

authentiques, n93, March 6 1791, 11p. (B. N. Lc2. 6869),
p. 11. 'Depuis qu' on a appris 2 ‘Montpellier 1a nouvelle
de la suppression des Jurandes, cette'ville est dans un
état de fermentation violente."

2Les Révolutions de Paris, VIII, n®96,'251-52.

3jaffé, p. 99 and p. 154. . 4Ibid, p. 154,

5¥bid, pp. 136-37. A

[
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| Do Chapelier rose- in the Assembly énd proposed it the name @

of the Constitution'Committeg that all-"coalit " be

u 1 ) N f T
outlawed. The law which was passed and bears his name
. L
was a victory for the bourgeoisie in that it was primarily

’ - 2 3
aimed at workers' movements, while employers' organizations -

. ) . ) ~» ' . .
were in practice disregarded. It-was alsgtthe fnspiration <o

for the Code Napoleon's medsures against unions, and, in

,Z fact, the law was not repealed until 1884.

‘ .- Although, ostenéibly,“gﬁékgﬁilds'haa been abolished

= for‘fisézl reasons, this was';ﬁviousiy not the crux of the

matter. Since the.mysterious‘equivocatiAn of August 1789,
. ' :pe Assembly had suc;ess;vel; abolished internal duties,

many onerous -and useless duties on products had recognlzed'.
the right of”iﬁventors; had reorganizgd the system of |

b iandownership, and had apprdbriated all churgh property‘and - '}

L ‘ « : » .

" issued a paper currency basgq\on its'sale. The princlple R

of econ freedom, the negation of exclusxve privileges /

which had relgn'ed in the Ancien: Régime, and the mistrust of

all 1€dependent and privileged Hodies, had guided'it in its

/ "
TMoniteur, VIIY, 661.




138

work. The same principles'appliéﬂ to bﬁé gpilds: They

had represented particular monopolies, and had possessed
. @ theoretical indeﬁendéncg {even if not always applicable

‘in ﬁractice) in matter of policing and legislation.' The
new state,xfaithful to Rousseaunian principles, would not .
.

ot !
tolerate suc¢h intermediary bodies.

™~

‘_There shggld not be

'mediators between the citizens and their government.

-

No fundamental debate took place on the nature

‘No futher mention was ‘made of t:h@:::l.e:k§ of public disorders

4

that might result from their abolition. The unchallenged

consensus was that these represented harmful m6n0polies

r

and ought to be destroyed.. The eighteen months which had

eiépsed since abolition had first been proposed had de-

monstrated that the institution was in a state of decay. |

i

Workers everywhere were disregarding régulatioﬁs and wor-

king independeqﬁly, and theé guilds .were quite unable to

!
'

. ah;ert their old claims. If the cahiers had shown that

]
1

" the gV{ids had solid support in industrial centers, the |

/

. 1Jean-Jacques Rousseau, Du Contrat Social (Paris,
° 1962), ch. III’ pp- 252"530 ' . . . / -

€

lv"

J

of.the. guilds, either in the Assembly or in ité committee85§

L]
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?

petitions sent to the Committee of Agriculture, Commerce, -
. ’ . * ‘ '
and. Manufactures proved that manufacturerd.‘and négociants

« rejected the regulative system. The first petition for

abolition had Eome from a wholesale merchané.— The same
arggbgnt.wés put forth in the‘égsgmbly over and 'over: again.
Indd;try and commerce would thrive best under a system

of liﬁefty, anﬁ competition would providé the true price

ot

of products and labour. As'd'éllarde so clearly stated,

the abolition of the guilds would s elbkét interests

of both péeociants and indu;tpiali

{ - : " :
, men and refailers werie no longer importamt. The guilds .

he pgbty crafts-

had protected'them and gnshrined their virtues. The time

'had now come for the entrepreneur to take over.

'
* ~
IS .
. . ' .
. ' .
'
l‘ *
s P - ' ©
. . . -
’
.
s
.
. B
.




J L > CONCLUSION ' ,

The question of the sigﬁificance or inevitablity

of the guilds' abolition can not really-be resolved without

extended research into the njture of industrial organiza- - . \
T ‘ . ’ .

tion following the Revolution. Nevertheless:-one can make

some observations on the basis of the information which

has been gathered about the revolﬁtiongry and pre-revolu-

-

tionary periods. The guilds were abolished because of-

the strength of alternate methods of production which

. challenged, and could not be incorporated ipto, the guild’
o . » o -
. ¥ system. The corporations had suffered from this increasing
. /’ . ,

/////?K//pressure from without, and had been weakened by the influx ’

' v :
of capital, the extension of markets, the introduction of
.l ’ .

L

' new machincry, the-cortrol of merchants, and.the need-to :

compete in a world challengéd by the greater efficiency of

o

. - the English and the . Dutch.

“ Although many succeeded in-s@bvézting or evading

guild contrpl, the institution represented a constant

- 140 * -
..l,_' . . [
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n . . ' * : . 1 !

igeitant, It erected too many barriers to be perpetuaI1y~»

©

challenged and overcome. dFurthermore, deépite%its'decrepi-

oy [ N i

\‘
fude,. the corporative system retained a power real enough
. : o |

to .enable it to survive the most ferocious attacks and to
counter by denying the freedom of action necessary to the

’
4

entrepreneur. The corporative system was therefore doomed

'j?h~abecause it was anachronistic, and because it obstructed

q

e

the path of'%hose who wanted to expand and modernizb. Yet
this does not ‘mean that the process of destruction had not

begun before ‘the Revolutioh. 1In 1791, the bourgeoisie

R}

sucgeeded in finally eliminating a regulative system which

it had been fighting, subverting, and manipulating for
centurles. As a consequence of the abolltlonﬁ the capital-
ist basis Whlch already ex1sted in certain sectors of the

1

economy could be more.jfsily extended. This was no mean

‘ " achievecment.

- ~
Although'thé éomposi%ion of the Assembly and of

‘various committees ought to be significant for the analys

of the abolition of the guilds, this consideration is mini-

7\ mized by the fact that there existed an unbroken consensus

® t

.
1
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’ on the validity of such a dissolution. And altheugh the

presenge'ofégégociants on the committecs\hnderlines the
. economic interests of deputies in the ébolition, there is

‘\no evidence that merchants argued m05§ vehemently than
~ .
-
lawyers on the need for the system 5 destructlon. As a,
~N

matter of fapt,.the debate on abolition was so slight,
cegfering on technical aspects, that_the final stage of . |

) ‘ liquidation becomes somewhat eerie:. It raises the question
0

1

were d01ng.

v

whether he deputies understood what‘they
o~

Surely thls was an important mattei which déserved- serious
eonsideration.’ In fact, however, the deputie; acquiesced
o in a wholesale condemnation of the system and made no Lo
effort to assess coolly its possible advantages: For this . Y
reason the. abolition hes-the‘appearancelof'a lesson learned
by rote, a mechanical repetition ot maxims. The arguments, .
which had been circuIatin§ for the past four decades, were;

,> repeated once more, mouthingathe same concepts in a similat

formulation. This lack of fuhdamentai debate on the mature

-

of economic development seems to demonstrate a generalized
S -
i . . . . ,

_ - - - commitment to the idea of liberty and economic laissez-fai-~
re, in which the guilds had no place. "Libenty is’ thp  + X

soul of industry", “liberty is the soul of France" were

»

2 _ . ‘o
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t

repeated with monotonous enthusiasm. There were, however,

b
¢

_'soﬁe.immediate conéide?itions, even while the potéﬁtial

- benefits te commerce andlindustry,were duly stressed.

/ : :

The dissolution of the corperative system was expected, on
the eone hgpd, to lower ‘the price of go}ds, while, en the

ether, the patent t;x weuld pravide revghue"ﬁor'the

govérﬁmeﬁt{‘
' g ] - ' »
The. abelitien of the guilds must be viewed in 2 - .

'furthgr context. It can net be's;paréted frem the general -

_effort of the Assembly te restructure and rgti;nalize ,
‘instituti;ns. The 6ongtitueﬁt Agéembly was cafryingvo;t o
a general pian for the transfermation ef a system based <f’,\
en custem aﬁd privilege intoj;ﬁ; based en law and reasen. 4///é°"
The.guilds repf?ntéd"partiquIa: privileges, éased_on.

: obscﬁre claims ané ledged in the cenfused, C9mpiicatedi
and cerrupt yéb of é}d regime finances. The cerperative

\

-;ystem itself was cerrupt 4nd inadequate, entingied’in its

1

suits, There was semething.thaesthetic in the centempla-

tion ef its labyrinthian cemplexity which was sure te - ‘
& . ’ , . '\'°

challenge the French' lawmaker whe prides himself en his




Car*teslihn qualities, his rationality, and %his love of

=

\ v
- symmetry and elegant clarity.

" If the abolition of the guilds was first-and
foremost an edonomic reforni,‘ it also played a role fn the
‘ complex rat:.onalizing proiess of the Assembly, and it

’exemplifled its denunciation of privileged intermediary

bodies. It was in this third sense that Le Chapelier -

Sy .
‘ referred to it as a precedent-for the outlawing of other -

such. "interme"diary bodies in the state", that is all.types
; ' «
q of combinations but, more speeifically, the compagnonnages.

When the aboljition was challenged in iater/ years, it was
. . ‘on 'econ\u:mic ground. Yet the restoration of the Bourbons -

raised hopes that the gur.lds would be reinstated along with

L3

< . N 1 ]
« other of the. privileges of the Ancien Régime. The fact -

&
l « * ~,

’ 1y have noted the fallowing pamphlets among those
supporting the restoration of the corporative system:
i Soufflot de Merey, Considérations sur le rétablissement .
o . +des jurandes et maitrises (Paris, 1805), (B.N. F. 44655);~
) ' Stoupe,.Réflexiorts sut les contrefagons en librairie, sui- .
vies d'un mémoire sur le rétablissement de la communauté .
des imprimeurs de Paris (Paris,1806), (B N. Q 6695);
Levacher Duplessis, Requéte au Roi et mémoire sur _]:g néceg =
. gité de rétablir- -leg corps de e marchands . et les communaut és
\ e d'arts « et métiers (Paris, 1817), (B.N. V 17079), Comte de
Verdalle, Des corporations ‘et de 1l'esprit qui s'oppose 2
leur rétablissement (Paris, 1820), (B.N. Vp 10206); Bénard,
Mémoire suw, le rétablissement des maftrises et cm:poratiogs .

.
’
-
T
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that this was not to.ll)e -demonstrates that the beurgeoisie
. t- N * . !
was strong eneugh to maintai;n‘ the victories wen &éough

the Revolutionary years.

L4

e

.“(cont'd) et sur la nécessité de limiter les attri-
butions  -des commissaires-priseurs _(Afras,1823), (B:N. - -
Lf 1226). . . ) ' )

L]
[

' The contrary view was expressed by the follewing: o

‘Vital Roux, Rapports sir les jurandes et maftrises (Paris,

1805), (B.N. F 23333); Pillet-Will; Réponse au mémoire de . =~ -
M. Levacher-Duplessis (Paris,1818), (B.N. V 49560); Des
maftrises et des corporations, ou réfutation du mémgire

sur le rétablissement des maftrises et corperations (Paris,
1824), (B.N. V 45544),

aQ
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A _ GLOSSARY OF, FRENCH TERMS - \\

1
. §
i

]

R "Anciens; name iltven to those who held their ‘mastershij

D
more‘than twenty years » L \

1

7At)é“lie;:s: wqushOps :
r . " ‘ o

" Bacheliers: masters who had se;:_véd as guild officers

12

) . Basoche: all Ehose’connected with the 1egél professi n

/ Cahier de doléances' list of gr:.evances drawn up for the
‘ meet:.ng of the Est;ates General ’ i\.

' Chambrelans: "those who work in their rooms"‘ refers t:o\1 :
those men who worked i],legally outside the jurisdict

. on
‘ - -of the guilds \ \

C91porte'urs: street vendors; pe@lars ’ : . \ \\ .

. Compaggmn: journeyman . R f"\\,"

" Communautés d'a;u.:ts‘ et métiers: guilds =~ . ~

~f

Corporations de métier_é: ‘guﬂ%
Corvées: forced labour on the roads

Fabricant?{ manufacturer R

Forains: foreign and itinerant merchantf pedlars

y ) - Halles: central market ° ‘ o ‘ .
. ) ) 2w
Inténdant: administrative:officer, agent of the royal .

B . governemnt o

146 -
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V

Jeunes: name of all now'mastefé

. & .
Métier.réglé: municipally regulated guild

147

. ' -~ - ow , ~ .
Journées: name given to days of great revolutionary action

Jurande »» wardenship - '.«'.‘

‘e . S
e

) Laboureur: peasant propiietor with a ﬁediumrsized holding

Lit de Justice: when the King sitting in the Parlement let
. his will. be known, overrriding the. objections ‘made by
the parlementarians

T ) ~ ' ‘ a

Livre (Tournois) -a unit of money, the livre was divisible
into 20 sous (or sols) and each sou into 12 deniers,
Its value was fixed by royalVQecreg

I

Maftrise: mastership

Marcﬁand: merchant

Métier juré: self-regulated guild d
Métier “libre: unregulated trade

)}

Modernes: name given to those who held their mastership

more than 10 years ” . *.w
Négociant: wholesale merchamt ° : L e
- Parlements: courts of law . _ . s

*,

Prév8t des marchands: electe representative of the mere- - °
chants to superv1se municipal functions

- Sans-culottes: an- amalgam of ' artisans, shopkeepers, jour-

neymen, and other 1abouring men,

Six Corp3° formed in 1431 as, an association of six major..
Parisian guilds: the drapers, grocers, jewellers, mercers

money-changers, and furriers
- L £ ‘ 'S
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