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VHOUGH iT 18 NOow generally qualified by the adjectives “archaic”

or¥primitive,” the process of globalization in eightcenth-century

“Europe was considered by those experiencing it to be revolutionary in

the most thoroughly modern sense of the term. Contemporary French
observers did not use the term “globalization,” but referred often to the
“advances of trade”:(les progrés du commerce); a phrase that evokes both

economic growth and the social progress accompanying it. The opening

of the East Indian trade and the establishment of a colonial plantation
complex that rapidly followed upon the discovery of the Americas were
oou‘:,Eos_vN held responsible for millennial social and political transfor-
mations on the Continent. Paradoxically, the most significant effects.of -
primitive globalization were believed to be taking place within Europe,
and no aspect of traditional society was considered exempt from these
changes; we find no shortage of observers who believed that les progrés
du 8333& were responsible for undermining an intimately related set
of social relations collectively known-as feudalism. In this vein, Guillaume
Thomas Raynal began his Philosophical and Political History of the Eu-
ropean Colonies.and Gommerce in the Tiwo Indies (t770) with the observa-
tion that “there has nevér been an event so important for the human race

in genéral, and for the people of Europe inparticular, than the discovery
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of the new éoﬂ_m and the ﬁwmmmmo to the Indies by the Om@o of Qoom
‘Hope. From that point forward there _onmws a revolution in the 85-
‘merce, the power of :.%559 the customs, the industry and the moﬁ%z.
ment of all peoples.” Despite the oracular tone, Raynal was not telling
" his eightcenth-century readers something they did not m?om&% know:
international best-sellers are not Bmmo of such stuff. Rather, he and ?m
collaborators drew upon a historical analysis that was developed in or-
der to describe——and in some senses to master—a revolution that, al-
though already three hundred years old, was not yet complete. The in-
- completeness of this revolution, and the stakes involved for France in

mastering an intérnational scene Eo-.omm_:m_% dominated by commercial

peoples, forms the most basic context for.the development of economic

thought in ngoobar-oosgg France.' :
"The revolutionary effects of les %émﬁ& du commerce p6sed one mna of
problems for contemporaries and pose yet another for twenty-first-c ns::,v\
: _mwmnoimsm. For enlightened %\:Na&uw&v statesmen, and merchants, les
?s.mﬁ& du commerce-presented an unprecedented set of oﬁ@oi:ﬁsom
] mOw the enhancement of public power and private well- rn_sm At the very
", same time, the context of international competition and Eno;m_ social -
transformations posed- distinct risks.. When writers such:as Charles
Louis de Montesquicu, Adam Smith, and Raynal wrote about the de-
struction of feudal social relations and. forms: of government by the
growth of trade, they were not pursuing purely antiquarian historical
interests. Though in some respects fluid, &mmgns_&-encgg France re-
mained a hierarchical society organized into status groups called orders:
the clergy, the aristocracy, and the third estate. Zmzv\ believed that this
society of orders, with the king and his aristocracy at the head of it, was
incompatible with, and would be swept away by, new forms of wealth
and economic activity; could France embrace commerce without fully
m:oosggsm to its revolutionary effects? , :

. Over the course of the eighteenth oosz:.va French economic: SE_US.w
mn,iowo& a oon%mnm:iw ‘science of commerce”—note the significance
of the phrase in contrast to the more " commonly  used  “political
economy”—that was devoted to analyzing the components of economic
prosperity., Ancient and modern nations provided examples of the type
of economic activities that were carried out in different societies and of

Nié&ﬁn&e\; oy

_x.hro: effects :vo: omamvrmrnm moﬁu.::.gn? status r_ngwngomv msm o:_-

tures. On the margins of. ernonir-onaﬁ.% economic debates, some

.vnrﬁam that France had a capacity for commercial prosperity every bit
. as strong as the commercial “republics” among its competitor nations,

fieE E@.:m:m.m:m m:m_wsmL ;Onronm,w@roﬁm‘ that an ancient, proudly. belli-

cose monarchy such as France should not get mixed up in' the grubby,
excessively bourgeois: occupation of trade; advocates of republican vir-
tue and austerity believed much the same thing. Between thesé extremes,

_the science of commerce provided a historical and sociological method

to. address how France could rise to the challenge posed to it by primi-

tive globalization: finding a prosperous, politically- mnm_u_o w_moo for =mo_m g

inan evolving international division of labor.

A central purpose of this book, therefore, is to- Qnmozwxw nro cconomic
”ro:mre of globalization in’ o_mrnnozar-ogn:m% TFrance. Though some

‘readers may object to the term: m_owm_msmao& ” there is real value in this
* anachronism-at-the outset; then as now, transnational economic forces

elided the control of individual states. Like tectonic plates moving slowly
and silently underfoot, the changes wrought by the Commercial Revolu-
zo: and the expansion of Europe’s colonial empires were seen as im-
mense and ineluctable and so :m::m:% commanded sustained interest

vao_mm_omr literary, and mercantile circles. It would seem sufficiently am-

bitious to describe the origin and development of this economic thought,

but the dénouement of this story, the collapse of the absolute monarchy
in Gm.o and the fall in 1792 of the constitutional monarchy that took its

: v_mooo imposes yet another set of a:omsozm. Do these events signify that

|
an OummENEm question of the science of commerce—how France was to

become a modern, commercial monarchy—rested on a false premise and -

that|moderate reform had always been impossible? This weighty ques-

tion invokes another: what is the relation between the Commercial Rev-
olution, which figured so prominently in the economic writing of the
eighteenth centuryyand the Great Revolution of 17897

The Treaty of Utrecht (1713) acted as a ?m_norcﬁ call for those who

assigned increasing geopolitical importance to questions of trade, and

from around this date until roughly 1760, the French developed a sci-
ence of commerce, the central focus of which was reconciling a new po-

litical order founded upon commerce with the peculiarities of France’s
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government, social structure, m:& o:ﬂoEm. After Hﬁhw and the publica-
. tion of the Esprit des los, the science of 8559.8 sharpened its con-
~cepts-and methods while m:nsma_o:_:m its intellectual authority by

persistent reference to- Montesquieu, who also mo:mrnoozﬁaos_mo be-

tween old and new types of imm_e? __moem_ Enﬂma&:; and forms of

moﬁﬁ.sgo:ﬁ T S

"The science of .commerce: oxv_o:wo_ a wm:.mmox_nm_ series of mnﬁw_ow-
ments - unleashed by the discovery-of the Americas and mﬁown s subse-
quent colonial expansion. Shipments of gold .and silver were only the
first manifestations of historically unprecedented wealth, and it was com-

monly understood: that sugar, coffee, rare.woods; nocomfnox:_om@ and

dyestuffs linked a distant colonial periphery to merchants and industries
in the heart of the European metropole: In order to-ensure a successful
m%EgoEm of domestic Emcmsqa colonial 15:3:5:.@ and Eoucrm::“ oﬁ&-

. .:&“ all agreed that-the legal norms associated with “arbitrary” moﬁu,:-

V.Eosnm (feudal or absolute monarchies) would have to give way. to: more

unm:_mﬁ nro:mr not necessarily democratic, forms of government. The
oomSowo_:m: flow of merchant capital; which rendered unimpeachable

judgment on rapacious states on a daily basis, as well as the routines of

commercial activities and the individual passions associated withthem,
had a softening effect on governments and T manners everywhere: What
Albert Hirschman has called &2«2 commerce  (“gentle”™ or “sweet” com-
merce) worked these effects all over Europe and was helping to force the
passage from the feudal and the arbitrary to the modern and commer-
cial, whether monarchs and the aristocracy that supported them liked it
or not.* Commerce was widely believed. to be penetrating more deeply
than ever before into Europe’s political order. As a corollary of doux
commerce, the interests of productive classes had to be taken more ex-
plicitly into account in order to multiply wealth coming from the Ameri-
cas. The examples of small commercial republics demonstrated that
territorial empires’ natural impulse to conquest had to be rethought in
an age where wealth, and not territory per se, mnno-,::Som the v&mzoo of
‘power in Europe. - T R TRt

It is-hardly accidental that the mn<o_o?=o=n Om the science Om com-

merce, which was associated in French government circles and in the

Republic of Letters with a-moderate path of reform, coincided with an .

N

.

% Introduction T O g

A

1 interval of relative tranquility and prosperity. Despite the critical tone
v ~ofteni taken toward the monarchy by some economic: €E2P this was a
~time of comparative optimism, and Justly s0¢ _ozowom by its thriving sugar-
~ " colonies, France made great strides against its competition, fully exploit-
. ing- what Perry Anderson has termed the “field of compatibility” vn-;

tween capitalist accumulation and the “nature and: programme” of an
absoltist state that remained, however, “irreducibly feudal”-because of
its basis in aristocratic and more generally corporate society.?

*.In eighteenth-century France, moderate reform under the sign ‘of com-

_:mercial monarchy: was not so-much an illusion as a successful formula

nwm‘m&mmmsao run-up .mm,m,m:mn its inherent limitations in the 1760s: the

; @noﬁm_o:& coincidence -of interests” between: the m_wnsor monarchy
and an expanding world of production and exchange was coming to an

end: The Seven Years’ War, which concluded witha massively indebted

France oon__sm its North' American possessions to Great Britain, was in

this respecta prodrome of the final crisis that came in 1789. .Hro.:bwo?
sibility of merely moderate reform was most forcefully articulated by

~the Physiocrats, the school of economic thought: started by Frangois
~‘Quesnay. Following Quesnay’s initial analyses of France’s rural econ-

omy; which began to appear in the pages of Diderot and d’Alembert’s
N.&G_&%m&s.m,mz G.wﬁ the Physiocrats directed considerable critical fire
mm&:mﬁ Europe’s colonial-mercantile enterprise. Whercas most French ob-
servers had taken colonial commerce as a modernizing force, the Phy--
m_oowmam argued that a regime based upon slavery, trade restrictions, and
mwmn@::o warfare entrenched social relations characteristic of quasi-feudal,
mmwmfmc monarchies. The Physiocratic solution, which extended from -
France’s rural economy to the organization of its colonial trade, was to
abolish, for the sake of economic liberalism, the whole system of orders,
privileges, and corps upon which the monarchy rested: in short, to com-
plete the Commercial Revolution so widely discussed in the Republic of
Letters. The Physiocrats never waged a frontal assault on the French
monarchy-~Physiocracy was amovement that originated, after all, in the
halls of Versailles—but as Alexis de Tocqueville rightly observed, the

ensemble of their @oro:wm0 if enacted, would have left no remnant of the

old Regime. Although monarchist to'the core in their political ﬁrozmrr

theirs was the monarchy of enlightened despotism and not the moderate
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or “civilized” monarchy m@?.oﬁwm by Zoiome:o: and like-minded fol-
“lowers.As the Revolution later vqoﬁwm the Physiocratic conception of

,mo<9d_m:$~ could casily: m_mwnzmn with a-‘monarch.® .
. From the early, 1760s until the watershed of 1789, :o:ron wr%m_oo_.mQ
. rior moderate reformism was fully dominant; French-¢conomic thought,
like the moomwﬂ% m:.:o:s&:m it, remained in a holding pattern, alternat-
ing betweei two incompatible understandings of the way moHSm& Parts
of the Physiocrats’ social and: political vision were: ‘debated or even tem-

porarily implemented, orily to be weakened or;entirely withdrawn in-

‘the face of short-term failure or criticism: the liberalization of the grain
trade (1763, Go.?ucm 1775); the demolition of the guild system (1776); the
oopening up of trade in the West Indies (1765 and 1784); and the abolition
of overseas :.m&sm oOB@msmom.Awwmwv are notorious examples of this pat-
tern. Hesitant policymaking was an éxpression of a deeper E%QEQP
sinice different approaches. to reform derived. from- conflicting moo:;

L%
...Ecmo_m and, crucially; attitudes toward the value of history. QFESa Emoﬁ

and ahistorical generality made E_v\m_ooumﬁo ‘political economy” a more ,

"modern, “scientific” tool of analysis, and in arguing for the supériority

‘of their-system, the Physiocrats criticized Montesquieu and those who

followed his lead as methodologically and: politically nonmsm@m m@o_o-.

- gists for the irrational i Emsgcocm of France’spast.” - oo

>E5:mr unlikely, it is =oe E%Omm_v_n that the French Eozmnorva‘

rather than meeting its violent demise, might'have ‘continued muddling
through asiit had done in the latter half of the eighteenth century, patch-
ing up the financial strains and social conflicts caused by its failed
struggle for commercial hegemony with Great Britain. In the event, the
“absolute monarchy did not survive the financial and political shocks of
" 1787-1789, which were precipitated by the debts accumulated by France
during the American War of Independence; nor, as it turned out, did the
government designed to take its place. France’s constitutional monarchy
has often been described as a worthy if flawed structure built on top of the
“smoking volcano of popular sovereignty; revolutionary ideology was des-
tined to push toward successively more &Hoon.oﬁuwawmwog of democratic
will and demands for social equality much at odds with the structures
and ‘aims:of BOQQ&P limited government. However, if we widen the
frame of the i E@—:Jw we _uo:aw understand the relationship between: nro
fall of the monarchy and cconomic thought about m_o_um_ﬁmsoz.

o
Tntroduction €% e

+In addition to msnr:m a mnmv_o oosmsn:sos& order for Em_s_msn F wmsooo ,

Ho<o_:co=m:nm had to establish a new regime in the whole of the French

‘empire. While ensuring the persistence of m_m<o~.$ such an‘order had to
w:.:S an equitable balance between the economic interests of mainland
France and its colonies; which had been m:ﬁ.m_:m in recent decades due
to the growth of the sugar islands. No workable: compromise involving
all of these n_o,EnEm ‘was ever possible, and the terms of the conflict show -
the degree to which the social and political visions that exploded in what -

~has come to be known as “the affair of the colonies™ (I &5««:3« des colo-
.33\ preceded the Revolutionary @nzom

*'The Revolution did more than mE%_w ==_nwmr pre- nx_mssm ocsm_onm.

o<nn.hro social and political forms appropriate to-a modern, noEEnan_m_.

‘French nation; but itis hardly surprising that when the terminal crisis
_ +of the absolute monarchy came in 1788-1789, a similar set of questions

~should reappear with new urgency. The constitution of 1791 instituted
3 ,minmwa_@:m:momaosw.mo.d,<om=m and-office-holding in order to pre-

serve property from.the leveling tendencies of universal, direct democ-
racy, while the system of slave production received a temporary re-

prieve in order to guarantee an unintetrupted flow of wealth from the

islands. Advocates of these arrangements believed that the Revolution
could not survive without prosperity and social order, which-effectively
meant terminating the Revolution before every revolutionary principle
had been brought to its logical conclusion. An incomplete but stable Revo-
lution would have to reconcile itself with the existing social regime on
the mw_mzmm“ and within France, as a condition of further progress.

The debate over the constitution of 1791 and the affair of the colonies
turned on a set of similar issues about the relationship between property,
national prosperity, and an expansive notion of citizenship; both contro-
versies reflected the political choices posed by les progrés du commerce,
although the affair of the colonies underscores the economic element of
both discussions. But what was economics in the eighteenth oosﬁnnv\w

‘ HﬂwoB. Huo:nom_ m,.nowoaw to the .m‘owmsom of Commerce

“Political economy” and the “science of commerce” were pervasive though :

not precisely synonymous terms used during the eighteenth: century
to denote systematic inquiry into the economic processes mmnozbm
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- individuals; communities; and states: Along with commerce.én général

‘and commerce politique, among others, these terms jostled against one
-another.in‘a rough sort of parity until “political economy,” the favored
‘usage of the Physiocrats, _uomms to clear the field in the last quarter of the
‘century; This winnowing was no_:v_nnom with the consolidation of eco-
nomics into a discipline during the ca _VN.E:Q@@ET century. From this
point onward; the history of economic thought became largely the his-
tory of political economy, wao.uonssm the related social concerns and sci-
entific.conceits of this discipline onto the past.. By now, the oimo:on is
s0 overwhelming as to verge on nrn,aoaao:v_,moo that the history of po-
litical economy is biased toward Whiggish narratives cheering the inevi-
w/,_“wm_o, development of _mmmmoN..,mm,:o out'of mercantilism'and tracing the re-
- finement of m:oonmm?&v\ more abstract and scientifically rigorous models
of value, growth, and distribution. Historical attention is _n&wromﬂzwos
cighteenth-century writers who cut the most plausible figures as precur-
-%8rs:of nineteenth- and twenticth-century political ‘economy;, and the
significance of their work is assessed, accordingly, in these terms. If we
::mnwmnm_& the history of political mo.osoﬁwN as a teleological progression
“from mercantilism to laissez-faire, the material at-hand is more or less
,mn_m.oﬁm:imsm" just situate an author within this teleological arc-and
-affix the label “pre-” “post-,” “neo-,” or “anti-” as-appropriate. In the
French case, this explains why the Physiocrats, arch-advocates of the
free market and. of a-deductive model of social-scientific inquiry, have
been so thoroughly studied since the nineteenth century, while other
thinkers have either fallen by the émva_mo or voos defined @:3@ in rela-
tion to this group.°
>=ro:mr saying so risks a kind of :o:::»rms wholly out of place in
the study of history, it is true that terminological choices help to deter-
mine available perspectives on a phenomenon. Economic inquiry in the
century of ms_mw.rnncamzﬂ sprung from a conjuncture of intellectual, po-
litical, and ¢conomic forces that deserve to be understood on their own
terms, apart from two hundred years’ accretions on the term “political
economy. ? Gm:_m a term uniquc to the o_mrgocer century, the “science
of commerce,” scems a good place to begin. Although they started out as
rough synonyms, the “science of commerce” and ¢ ‘political economy”

finished, toward the end of the cighteenth century, as rival conceptions

: K
" Introduction C&5:"g:

about the future of the French polity in-a new era:‘dominated by com-

e . - ‘merce: In order 8 tell this story and to give it the true weight of its his-
- .* torical significance, T have 8:%053-% set aside concepts that have long

colored the intellectual history of political economy. Rather than dwell-
ing on'the o_o<o_o_qu=n of models-of value, n&EE:.::P and ?.om:?

tivity, or on traditional %nroﬁoﬁ_nm stich as laissez: mm;o\anomssrmE%

s ,15&:25:\:&&9 and individual _annmn\oo:on:é interest, this: book -
‘places into the foreground ooznoE@onQ thought about competitive pres-

sures, imperial politics, modes of governance, and the related questions

#+ " of culture and social structure. This thematic reorientation necessitates

a consideration of a range of sources broader than those normally used;
while the intellectual history of political economy has generally favored:
the principal witness: provided by developed: treatises of economic:the- -

~ oryand the mcw_wo;_zm testimony of published ephemera @mEﬁEQm and
" "journal articles); I shall also eritér into évidence the writings of adminis-
- trators, diplomats, and Eanormam who thought about m.ESoo S overseas

:mmo. .
-~A minority of the authors to vn examined here were intensely inter-
ested in-developing abstract economic theory susceptible to broad ap-

- plication, but.the majority-abstained from such speculation’ for want of

time, _:o_Em:oP mmn::vn or neéd. - What held these authors together in-
stead was a-common concern over the historical effects of les progrés du

~ commerce; the daily preoccupations of merchants in the counting houses

of moanmcx were not those of highly placed ministers at Versailles; but

éro,r they wrote about the geopolitics of trade, writers in both places

ﬁnzm_& to adopt the grandiloquent tone and Olympian perspective char-

acteristic of the wider Republic of Letters. Intellectual exchanges and
poliey disputes between the cities of the Ponant (the western seaboard of -
m.gs,ony Saint-Domingue, Versailles, and Paris were not conducted in
the logically rigorous language of the economic treatise, with its increas-
ingly well-defined problems of value, growth, and circulation; instead,
conflicting claims -about the causes of economic progress, its socio-
political effects, and the role of government intervention were made in a

specifically historical idiom, which appeared in a.widely recognized

- genre of writing: the history of commerce. Once we are sensible to the -

existence of this genre and come to understand its methods, central
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categoties, and common: tropes, a hitherto obscured unity' within the

economic thought of the &mrﬂom:_“r century emerges. The historical ap-
-~ proach to les progrés du commerce did not amount to a school of thought
like Physiocracy with its charismatic leader, its rigid policy orthodoxy,
~and its organs of opinion: N evertheless, the publication of Montes-
- quieu’s Esprit des lois in 1748 helped to crystallize-a hitherto fluid com-
pound; henceforth, the many writers who perceived the o@corm_ m_ms_m-
cance of France’s transformation into a commercial power had:a more
clearly. defined and _:8:@3:.@:% authoritative ém% of mvo&czm about

TEESAE

&zm phenomenon.”

The ensemble of recent studies suggests that historians have moved be-
yond a Whiggish affirmation of present-day cconomic orthodoxy in or-
&na to search out fresh historical problems. Approaches to the history of

‘ T@-:uom- economy, nourished in the Anglo-American world by Cambridge

*'School contextualism, therefore deeply inform this book. Of equal impor-
tance, on the French side, is the work of Jean:Claude Perrot and those

,:,L:m@?&w_uw him, who have consistently pushed beyond canonic textual

‘sources. Simone Meyssonnier and Catherine Larrére reopen the canon -

and reintroduce a whole range of m:nroa most notably the circle of
thinkers surrounding France’s Intendant of QOBEoSo Vincent de Gour-
nay, whose methods and concerns were ,msmo,w.o:mo:n of the Physiocrats.
Two recent studies confirm this trend by om,mni:m broad synthesés of
eighteenth-century French economic thought that mention the Physiocrats
" but do not assign to them a central role in the developments traced.® Across
the Channiel, historians such as Donald Winch and John Robertson
have written groundbreaking studies centering on England, Scotland,
and ltaly that provide invaluable models for discussing the polemical
and comparative national: contexts of political economy.. Emma Roth-
schild’s study of Adam Smith and the Marquis de Condorcet forcefully
demonstrates the warping effects that nineteenth- and twentieth-century
cconomic ideology have had on our view of the whole Enlightenment, in
which ideas of commerce played such a central role: merwn_,mog:mornim
recent work connects the political thought aroused by the interminable
financial imbroglio of the French government in the cighteenth century

- Intgiduction” N>+ 11

)

L .,wi..,:r key elements of WQQ:&Q%Q an_cm.% Zownnmnio: figures ,w.ﬂoi-

s ,Eose_w in some of these contextualist accounts, in a Sm% that a narrow
.::moamnmzm_sm of what a:m__mnm as nrn €CoNnomic nro:mrn of the @niom
,,io:E have made impossible.® S o

- But the virtues and limitations of the Cambridge School .%@womor are

. ‘v of a piece. Early modern economic growth provoked debates about how
‘commerce might supplant other models of political obligation and social

organization, and historians Son_cam inthis tradition have reconstructed

ithis seventeenth- and ‘eighteenth-century political dialogue in luminous
«détail. We now:know more than ‘ever, thanks to the work of Em,aolwsm.
suchas]. G: A. Pocock and Istvan Hont, about how the economic thought |

of the period was nourished, for example, vvﬂ 3@:5-85 and j Jurispru-

dential traditions. These historians display an imposing command over
 the mass of second- and ﬁr_a-oaaw thinkers, but: their nozﬁm_ argu-
ments are usually structured around references to political wr__cmowrnwm
~‘such’as David Hume, Adam .mi.:?, Samuel Pufendoif;-and: James

Harrington, so that, despite its contextual richness, their work réads like

‘a dialogue between canonic authors; in this colloquy of immortals, prob-

lems of international trade become abstract very quickly and with them
the underlying conception of capitalism. “Commerce” is treated as one of
5»:% political concepts in a historical lexicon and rarely as a set of insti-
tutions, practices, or potential antagonisms; the social conditions that
dictated the anpnnoc,wsm distribution of wealth are rarely addressed,

and commerce is transposed from a material field into-an almost exclu-

| ,m?n_mw philological one. Perhaps this is an inevitable consequence of the

origins of Cambridge School contextualism in ari explicit rejection of

what its fotinders saw as reductive, materialist approaches to history.”
This curiously irenic conception of eighteenth-century commercial

capitalism is related to a geographically constrained picture of its opera-

" tions. In this sense, the Cambridge School continues with some older

traditions even as it breaks decisively with others. Because of his on-
going interest in the political and economic questions. arising out of
international trade, the work of Istvan Hont deserves special attention
‘here as a case in'point. Tn his work, examples of intra-imperial exchanges
are largely confined to the problem of trade between m:m_,ms&“ Ireland,
and Scotland; a. mmm,:mm,omzn sourcé of surplus, slave labor in Europe’s
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plantation complex in the Americas, is left out of his account, as is the

method by which a &mi_ozmo:.o?rmm, surplus that was favorable.to the

mother country, was secured: Among the many discussions of the theo-
retical rights-and wrongs of protectionism and empire, there is 1o
detailed treatment of the Navigation Acts; the.cornerstone of the British

.imperial trade regime. While inequalitics _uoﬂéows center and periphery
clearly enter:into Hont’s msm_v\mmmoéro,.moo:m on European exchanges has

the effect of systematically: accentuating the consensual rather.than the
‘coercive aspects of mercantile expansion.: Ireland :b&ozgo&% stood in

a colonial Ho_wcosmr% to England, but it was not Saint-Domingtie, South

Carolina, or Jamaica. Hont often oswrmm_aom in his account the devel-
‘opment of market models such:as Hume’s mwoo_n-moé mechanism, which
demonstrated the futility of sovereign attempts to control foreign trade;
these models have mote limited application in the wider Atlantic world,

where the i E%Om_:os of _mva regimes and. terms of trade within’ empires,

;and the competition for markets'and territories between them, vwnmonwnm

aless abstract and benign face. Zoﬂdoﬁ.wb while Hont rightly underlines
warfare and war debt as.the emblematic vmﬂwmoxom of European com-
~mercial development, it is essential to recognize that commercial warfare

os_% became intolerably expensive and voﬁ:unm:% explosive-once it ex-

panded to Europe’s colonial periphery—and in wmnco:_ma the Atlantic .

world." - LTy

Classical political economy and the intellectual r_mncu% arm_“ has mo<o_-
oped out of it sit uneasily with :.msm:m.:osm_.moosoa_o models, whether
grounded in world-systems theory or approaches based upon imperial
or oceanic units. The most immediately relevant examples of such units

are the British Imperial economy; the economy of the Atlantic; or still

more narrowly, the French Atlantic world. Although agriculture, indus-
try, labor'markets, and the grain trade are subjects of undeniable impor-
tance, as principal themes they too easily lead back to nineteenth- and

twenticth-century preoccupations over the industrialization of individ-

‘ual nations and the models of value, growth, and distribution employed

in modeling this process. The international context in which these sec-
tors functioned exercised an organizing influence.on the development of
eighteenth-century economic. thought and zoamm to be go:mrn much

N

more oxﬁro:_w into account.'
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-Once the broader fieldof the Atlantic world is-adopted and some
mo_m:oé_nmmﬁosn made of the structures that sustained production and

@oxcrmsmo in this space, the problem: of governance must arise. Colonial

socicties were often ::Q:»:w mnmm__o and subject to the incursions’ of

L nE%oEm_ rivals; when the economies of these oo_oaom aﬁievom beyond

a onw@_: point; wealth: and newfound political confidence often gave rise
to antagonisms with the mother country. The political economy of im-

petial and oceanic spaces had to contend with the difficulties inherent in
‘both situations. This book does not ?.ono:m to offer a developed study of

all the institutions that oversaw France’s maritime empire, but it is taken

" " ifor granted that no accurate picture of the economic thought of primi-
. tive globalization can dispense with the views of those who conducted -
i foreign trade on a-daily basis, ensured France’s economic interests in
- %Q&m: ports and courts, protected trade on the high seas, ensured the
- governance of the colonies, or developed broader geopolitical strategy.
| ‘Accordingly, I'sound the im%m of merchants active in the chambers of
" commerce established in France’s port cities, consuls of comaerce and
~ diplomats stationed abroad, and finally bureaucrats working in Versailles

and in the colonies for the minister of the navy. Broadening the geogra-
phy and sources for-the ,ﬁ:&N of economic thought also oxwmso_m the

¥

sorts-of Eo_o_o:gm it can m&&omm.

it

I

| .Hoéma mv\:ﬁrom,,mm

By temporarily laying aside political economy in favor of the science of
ooiinaonq I hope that the social thought of the period will-look quite
différent. But the broadest insights offered here result from squaring this .

intellectual-historical approach with developments in four other areas of

historical research: the economic history of pre-industrial Europe, par-

ticularly as it relates to the rise of the econiomies of the Atlantic world;
the history of French absolutism and state formation; intimately connected
with the first two, a literature about the spatial organization of capitalist
accumulation; and the history of the political thought of Old Regime and
Revolutionary France: Set in its proper contexts and furnished with a

-‘new range of wmsqnnmg the study of economic thought can suggest a new

synthesis where reigning modes of historical interpretation have falsely
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opposed political:and’ monwm_,‘wro:voso:mw,mzm hence modes of explana-
‘tion, to one-another. Eighteenth-century economic writers sought to an-
‘alyze the relationship between the political and social transformations of
‘their times; theitself-awareness does. not ox@_mE every historical prob-
lem the wozom_,a_mrevog for us, butitis a very good starting point. So-
ciological and.economic nnmnmuor‘w:no,_ the eighteenth century not only

provides background material to confirm or negate the content O@E&- .

lectual history but helps s refine our initial questions and take better
‘stock, along the way, of the pressures that shaped. 8585%3&% responses
-to primitive globalization.: = . - ,. AL,

‘The role. of foreign trade in the economic ?mﬁoJ\ of pre-industrial
.mzﬂowo has never-entirely receded from view, but in recent decades a
new prominence has been accorded to Atlantic exchanges in explaining
‘the’different paths to Em:mam__smsos among European nations. ,Hr_m

- new emphasis received i its first and most important impetus from <<9.E-
-§Ystems theory. and has been much reinforced by the om_oﬂomoosoo.Om
Atlantic history, whether focused explicitly upon the economy or not. A
‘group of new institutionalist economic historians has recently argued
- the importance of Atlantic nxormzmom to _osm.noz: growth and industri-
alization, while an econometric study afficmed the proposition that for-

eign trade acted as a motor of growth for the entire French cconomy. A -

case could be made that a study of primitive globalization and the eco-
nomic thought related to it should take into account the East Indian and
Levant trade; while acknowledging that this entire system ultimately
hung together, this choice rests on two observations. First, in the cigh-
teenth century, the Eastern (Asian and Levant) trade was in relative decline
compared with Atlantic commerce; second, while eighteenth-century
‘observers conceded that the European discovery of the East Indies was
instrumental in opening up the world of commerce, they also believed
that the winds of social and political change had shifted since the six-
teenth century and were blowing stiffly from the west.”

" Beyond the specifically French example, even formerly skeptical his-
‘torians have begun to appreciate the “inseparable connections” between
foreign trade, the growth of the fiscal-military state, and the encourage-
-ment-of domestic industry in contrast:to more closed national models of

-economic development. In the colonies, slaves produced sugar, tobacco,

i
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‘coffee, and- cotton; while Europeans consumed these commodities. or

‘worked them into items of popular luxury; the colonies themselves pro-
wided ‘a market mﬁ the networks of proto-industrial ;production'that
_flourished in-the: r_sna&wzmm of Atlantic 'ports. These related transfor- -

‘mations in patterns of work, consumption, and urban __Szm wereé instru-

‘mental in the Bm_ﬂ:m of Europe’s modern economy."
< Fromthe ernoo:ar century to our ownday, attitudes toward France’s

I eo_n in this grand narrative of European economic progress have varied.

‘Recent historical assessments of the French Atlantic économy have been

equally changeable; and as in so many other matters, Britain stands -
as an implicit or explicit point of contrast. One extreme sces the French -
‘Atlantic as an inherently infirm economic body further wracked vw short- s
term 555:@.5.mo<9.=5o=n‘o=d_nm and chronic rent-seeking by ‘elités.
This pessimistic intetpretation underestimates the many strengths of :

- -France’s overseas trading empire, but it lights upon one important fact:

unlike analogous British and Dutch ventures, French crown-sponsored
trading companies never overcame their origins in‘foyal vsqosﬁmndo?. .
works and remained primarily examples of a risk-averse, rent:seeking
Sﬁn of coprt capitalism: Against this womm:s_m_uo account,another ex-
treme sees the French Atlantic economy adding strength to strength all

‘the way - up until 1789. I adopt-an intermediate view: despite-a solid
“overall performance, the French' economy had fundamental weaknesses

to which it finally succumbed in the financial crisis of 1788-1789. The
Adlantic economy played a key role in these advances, but it too had
structural problems. These included the absence of an American conti-

nental base, such as the British vo%ommo& in North America, which could

.Eoﬁmo consumption goods and markets necessary to the ongoing

prosperity of island economies. France also relied excessively on reex-
portation of colonial goods due to limited home demand, which made

the country vulnerable to the vicissitudes of demand arising out of com-

petition and warfare. An inability to meet the protection costs of com--
mercial empire was-a final, besetting weakness with mo% wo_:_om_
causes and implications.”®

As scholars have given a more accurate description of the €Ow_c=mm of

French mrmo_ﬁ_ma“ the mixture of archaism and modernity that charac-

terized the economic ‘domain has come to seem less paradoxical; these




16« REVOLUTIONARY.COMMERGE

developments help to shed light on‘many of the central concerns of the
cighteenth century’s science of commerce. The notion of an absolute mon-
- -arch projecting aunified mo<2.9m= s:: ‘onto a coherent territory through
a set of rationally articulated institutions was always myth; indeed, this
myth served anideological function in-breaking down the resistance
that the elites and corps of French society posed to absolutist rule, and
the conflict between theory and practice is a theme that runs throughout
this book:. Fven wheré historians have conceded this reality, mm.rmm.omn:

served as only a mild corrective to the view of absolutism as an-inher-

ently modernizing and centralizing force. Already in the cighteenth owﬁu
tury, Adam: Smith bad articulated one aspect of what would become a
‘consensus position among liberal and subsequently Marxist historians:
the:absolutist state represented a Eomog_ﬁsm w:E:no of convenience
between crown and mercantile bourgeoisie against their common enemy:
‘noble:elites.: Later, .Hooa:n,::a extended. this interpretation, ?.22&-
+itig to show how the absolutist state systematically w=_<oENnm the insti-
tutions of a hierarchical and corporate society, thus wmi:m,,nrn ‘way for
the ill-fated democratic egalitarianism of: the French Revolution. The
+“Tocquevillian view of French-absolutism has come under a sustained at-
nwo_r_ and it now seems clear that the mismatch between means and am-
bitions constrained absolute monarchs to work through local elites and
corps in order to ensure a steady stream of income and the exercise of
power: The absolutist state was modern after its own fashion, rational-
- izing its-administrative forms and the society under its tutelage, but this
process was self-limiting given the way selling offices, raising loans, and
organizing commuinities into readily taxable units strengthened oppo-
sitional elites and countervailing nodes of local power inherited from
France’s feudal past.’s - .
As a matter of logic, Smith’s simple view of 2 crown-bourgeoisie alli-
ance against the nobility cannot survive revisions to the Tocquevillian
Ennﬁua@ﬁmsoF but one question remains: given these elements of archa-
ism; what was the relationship of early modern state formation.to the
growth of modern, commercial capitalism? Armed é:r amore realistic
picture of the absolutist m.nmnnv historians and historical sociologists such
as Gail Bossenga, Julia Adams, and Perry Anderson have begun to pro-
vide answers.Taken together, their work affirms a set of premises crucial

v
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to-this ro.o_n.mumr,_ political mcm,mo_mm%rn_v&, to determine the anro that

different carly modern European states occupied in:the international
vision of labor; sécond; in abandoning .owz.mo liberal and Marxist soci-

_ologies, they open the way for a more accurate assessment of the role-of
“traditional elites and forms of government in the era of primitive global-

ization; third, while positing a complicated dialectic between the archaic

~and the modern in the process of early modern state formation, they re-

- Bm_: alive to the tensions—and ‘sometimes explosive: contradictions=-
| ' petween modes of accumulation and forms. of government during this
o wwmom. Fighteenth-century economic writers. explored these issues in
- “their own language, but the science of commerce was fundamentally so-
ciological inits approach to the possibility of commercial monarchy, and
- nobody who discussed Enowsm_:o:m_ noz%nccﬁw:mmm could 1 _mcog the
. French state.” :

A developing literature on the spatial &:ﬁcm_os om omwamrmn accumu-

e _msos and state formation: ro_@m to put some of these questions into fo-
L _cus. Liberal and Marxist modernization arnou% oftenequates the spread

of capitalist relations of production'withthe consolidation of ever-larger
national units and, within these units, a process of homogenization that
simplifies ‘class relations and breaks down spatial barriers. Thanks.to -
the work of philosopher Henri Lefebvre, Regulation School economist

- Alain Lipietz, and geographer David Harvey, we now understand much

better how the capitalist “production of space” must diverge from this

simplified norm.” Historians who have given thought to ‘the organiza-

noneom the capitalist world economy have thus been drawn to spatial

‘Ennwwro% for.depicting the flow of goods and the political divisions that

helped to determine—and enforce—patterns of unequal exchange. Al-
nrozmr much debated, the distinction between core and vazvroQ used
by Immanuel Wallerstein remains paradigmatic. In this vein, Giovanni
Arrighi-explains the rise and declinie of early modern commercial em-
pires as cycles of “territorialization” and “de-territorialization,” which
corresponded, respectively, to “intensive” and “extensive” regimes of ac-
cumulation. The Genoese and Dutch preferred extensive trade regimes
based upon trading companies, merchant and financier networks that
shied away mnoa territorial acquisition, whereas in this account the

‘English and French model concentrated, especially toward the middle of
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the eighteenth century, on intensive wmmmamw,_umm&u:wo;vﬁrn organiza-
tion of their colonies into more enoomsmunm_% territorial, nation-state-like
units, These choices were-determified by:the evolution: of protection
costs, the possibility of collecting imperial tribute @m\”ma British Bengal),
and ‘the need. for a more nre.o:mr, integration of production.and. ex-
change within imperial spaces. For example, the slave economies of the
Americas.could not be maintained on the cheap like mere imperial trad-
ing posts: they required heavy internal policing, maritime protection,
-and a framework-of imperial trade that could make these considerable
-outlays-a profitable proposition for the nations that made them.'?’
A set-of related: economic and worcom_ questions- led: 9@?80:&7
‘century writers to conceive of primitive m_o_um_ﬁmcos. in explicitly spatial
terms. By overflowing the limits of territorial, “feudal” polities, oceanic
exchanges helped to usher in an era where commerce, not conquest, was
ern principal-occupation of states. After mid-century, the realities of em-
. Euo camemore clearly into focus, and some began to rethink the center-
“periphery divisions that seemed so natural to organizing oceanic space.
‘Did the division of Francc’s own commercial empire into zones of un-
<equal-exchange merely reinscribe, and in some senses intensify, the

4

‘archaism that-the rise of commerce was thought to overcome? The

Physiocrats envisioned a-solution whereby' the distinction between .

center and periphery would be abolished, thereby creating a more rec-
ognizably modern nation based upon-an even distribution of economic
and political rights; others insisted that the. context of international
rivalry made such a solution impossible and. that more supple and
heterogencous—perhaps .outwardly m:mornos_m:olaomn_m of sover-
_ eignty and governance were necessary. U—:.Em the Revolution, argu-
ments over the form that the French empire should take reproduced and
intensified these conflicts, exposing for us how central, in the monar-
chy’s waning days, the problems om. economic o«mmcﬁmcoz were to com-

peting notions of mo<9.9m=n%

These were national and international -contexts thatishaped a specifi-
cally French-science of commerce. Primitive globalization touched all
other Europcan: nations. to a certain extent, and .a different type of
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m.omoz..sn of eighteenth-century economic: thought would: examine: re-
sponses to this: ;phenomenon elsewhere. Cosmopolitanism was an o8-
gential characteristic of the m,.srwrnnsagn and Sroao intellectual con~
nections were particularly dense; as between m_mrnon:nr-oozgn% France

and Scotland, comparison would lend contrastand strength of composi-
tion to the portrait that follows. Here such comparisons are largely set

aside i in order to purstie the intellectual and political _Ewrom:os of les
?ﬁwﬁa du commerce into the early phases of the French Revolution. -
-This book is an extended casc for the proposition that the study of the
‘economic nrosmrn of the Enlightenment, if ﬁuﬁaoworom in the correct
‘way, should retain priority for those who are interested in the relation-
mr% between ideas and social change during the long eighteenth cen-

‘tury. This brings us around to-a discussion of the relationship between
eighteenth-century economic thought and the political thought of Old-

_ Regime and Revolutionary France: The science of commerce points the
‘way out of the impasse created by the false’ &57085% between “so-

‘cial” and “political” interpretations of the:Revolution and its ‘origins.

‘Eighteenth-century. economic: writers were all concerned with France’s

political structures and the mﬁ.wmms, imposed upon them by the Commer-
cial Revolution. All the orders in French society were affected—albeit
differently—by thes¢ transformations, and the common cry for reform
nrmn was heard in 1788-1789 is a reflection of this fact. That there is no ;
social referent in these calls for reform that ooﬁn%osmm to the categories
‘of :523:&7855% political ‘economy is hardly surprising. The
>,o;_=nm heel of the “social”—that is, Marxist—interpretation’ of the
Hﬂqmmor Revolution had always been a narrative of events that relied ex- -
nommzo_% on sociological categories more appropriate to the nineteenth-
onsmiw and its Industrial Revolution than to the Commercial Revolu-
noL of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Once it could be estab-
lished that there was no industrial bourgeoisic whose preponderance in
the sphere of civil society necessitated a readjustment in the apparatus of
the state, it was a fairly easy matter to point out that, without the requi-
site social actors, the historical drama could not have been staged as

scripted. Although the “social interpretation” was never so pat as this

criticism suggested, many revisionists pressed the advantage they gained

by pointing out this grave flaw in order to claim that the Revolution was
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a @:,no_%,vo:anm— mmmmmﬁ.émwro:w.,iuaoamm_,,oimmsm of any kind. The stage

was set for, understanding the:Revolution-as ‘an. event with political

causes and outcomes; underlying social changes were relegated to the.

background as the study of political culture _soanmm_nm_% mnmznm ern re-
search agenda for the French Revolution.®
That there is no social referent in'these calls moH H.nmoﬂ:_ &En corre-
sponds to the categories of nineteenth-century political economy is hardly
“surprising. That there is no social referent at all is a proposition that de-
prives politics, as a category of analysis, of any sense. The abstract, vol-
* untarist political discourse that spread toward the end of the Old Re-
gime has been represented as the political pathology of absolutist France;
this searching on the level of discourse; which had concrete effects of its
‘own, expressed a profound social reorganization that was under way all
over Furope. Economic reformers were trying to straighten out some of
.the kinks in this process that were: peculiar to France, and their mxmﬁos
-t the constitution as the ;_8%,8%5:8 s economic success or failure
only demonstrates how intractable many- of thes¢ problems appeared to
them at the time. When the Revolution broke out, the ongoing obsession
“with forms of sovereignty that writers from Tocqueville and Frangois
Furet to Keith Baker observe was not simply a fact of Old Regime politics
transposed into a Revolutionary contextbut of political economy. It was
what we would now ‘call primitive m_OVm_mNmmo,F and not industrializa-
tion, that posed the greatest challenges for the organization of France’s
political economy. Tt is to this process that we need to return if we want
to give an accurate account of the relationship between the two revolu-
tions that have always seemed to hold the Wo% to our own modern eco-

nomic mzm political hife.

'CH/APTER~1

F 9.&@5,%5% m:m,Zmao:,m__ Models

YN CLASSIC AGCOUNTS of the ‘development of French economic
Hnrocmrr the first half of the ¢ighteenth century is usually understood
as a transitional phasé from mm&b_ﬁnosn_wéaiﬁ.f Colbertist mercantil-
ism to thé laissez-faire doctrine of vnrn,wrammoonmnm. This era is often,

399

 therefore, called the “pre-Physiocratic” or “neo-Mercantilist” period; the
“better to emphasize this-doctrinal shift. If we accept this periodization

and these labels, we immediately lose sight of major developments in
cighteenth-century economic thought. The contribution of- Montes-
quieu’s De Uesprit des lois (1748) earned him the sobriquet the “father of
nro;mowgoo of commerce,” but Montesquieu had little or nothing to mmw
about freedom of trade or guild restrictions, the mainstays. of laissez-
faire reactions against mercantilist @a:omomw moreover, as we shall see,
Montesquieu’s influence was strong with' economic writers who fell
on both sides-of this divide. How could he have been so influential if
his major contribution did not relate in any way to a dichotomy that was
so-politically and intellectually central to cighteenth-century economic
thought? The answer is obviously that the laissez-faire/mercantilist dis-
tinction did not structure m:rmregao:n economic thought as much as
we hdve come 8 believe; and it is only by setting this distinction aside
that we can‘fully understand the period in question. Of equal and lasting

Y



(184 o, ,=m<,or.c‘,Eoz>z,< ‘GOMMERGE

" The Branch and the Trunk: The Fruits of Colonial Growth
By the outbreak of the Seven <mw_.mw<<m_. in 1756—that is to say,-even
fore the feisty (and successful) defense-of their privileges in 1765-
directors of France’s chambers of commerce were able to. claim sm? :
‘hanced authority. the ‘oos:w:q of colonial 85596,@, to France’s. ecoi

.omy as:a whole. It was a sort of keystone that upheld the entire edific
mﬂloﬂ?i? manufacture, commerce, and oo:mmgwa.ozn *it is-enough
observe that cotton alone,” which was not yet.a colonial export of ;
ing significance, “supports a world of workers in the Hnm_a‘.u A deput

‘Nantes described at length the reciprocal linkage effects that multipl
the production and consumption of ,,moon_w.o:_ both sides of the Atlan|

. Hrn,wsoanmesm importance of foreign trade to the French cconomy. i
thesis substantiated by present-day economic Emnc&wsm.. Exterior:t
amﬁwnm%ﬁmom&oeﬂmnn 1 and 1.5 percent of F Hms,onom,. gross national prod
in 1715 w_w& between 4.5 and 5.5 percent in 1791 it was responsible forb
tween 14 and 27 wﬂ.onsﬁ of France’s industrial production as a wholeand

between 6.5 and 7.5 percent of mz..mﬂo,/e&. in the national economy. B
%o:&“,ﬁunmo figures; modern economic historians—like the deputies
Nantes—have come to regard the Atlantic trade asa leading sector oft

v

eighteenth-century economy.” ‘ TR :

The importance of colonial trade in the metropolitan economy served
here and elsewhere as an argument for protecting Frarice’s exclusive ac-
cess to colonial produce and for preserving an increasingly rich captay
market for French goods: But carried to a certain oxnnmsﬁ the argument
had an unintentionally subversive potential, as when the Nantes deputy-
- concluded at oné point that #colonial commerce has become such a con-
. siderable object that one may affirm that it is the principal branch, and -
might be the ?.ss&u of the whole realm’s commerce.” Flsewhere, defend-
ers of the Exclusive regime argued that the exploitation of the colony was -
justified on utilitarian grounds by the superior size of the mother coun- ‘
try; colonies were referred to in seventeenth-century English as “planta ‘
tions” and the: capital invested in them, by nmmrnnmcar-on:nﬁw%‘Eo:o,r
writers, as the germe or seed. Georges-Marie Butel-Dumont pictured the
colony-metropole relation in terms of a tree and its branches, defending

trading restrictions as a salutary means of drawing away excessive sap

. &,.Bmam:.mmon itself.20
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Q,_nromv_maa the branches. w_mamrm«a ‘the n.nammnw to grow, roéoiwﬁ
this is ‘why, in defending the Exclusive regime, ‘the deputy of Nantes

moved from regarding commerce as an important branch or seed to con-
..om&:ﬂ that it might indeed be: the weightiest element of commerce na-

tional: the trunk. This reversal of roles, which was made w_mzmmzo&%
increasing contribution of colonial trade to France’s wealth, was eagetly
seized upon by critics of the Exclusive regime; even Smnrwz‘.mnrm,mowm_
the Exclusive came in the form of

The most mnw,m.“msﬂm_.énm_noasm«om.

adecree issued by the king’s council on 30 August 1784. This decree was v :
‘both a political and economic ‘tesponse to-the War of American Inde-

pendéence (1776-1783); absentsome a.nnm:wnwmo:‘ of the economic rela-

" tions between center and periphery, it was feared that a similar uprising
. might upset the'French empire. This was particularly true because dur-

ing the inevitable: disruptions of war; French .o,o_oiom were supplied
by neutral ships, and the crown wished to prevent political :@rog&.g«.
preserving the economic status’ quo: As ‘a part -of the 1778 EmﬁnOn

‘American Treaty of Amity and: Commerce, a mitigated form of the Ex-

clusive was put into effect on the islands; and the policy was-a political
success. Much incontrast to their behavior during the Seven Years’ War,
islanders mollified by a modified Exclusive made a concrete difference

in the American War of Independence, supporting instead of passively

resisting French efforts. The 1784 decree was a signal to metropolitan
merchants that France would not reimpose trade restrictions as com-
pletely as it had after previous conflicts. This new system of regulation—
ultimately -softened due to pressure from metropolitan merchants—
established frée ports around France’s sugar islands and allowed for the
importation of basic goods (wood, grains, cattle, etc.) and the exporta-
tion of colonial produce (syrups and ftafias) in foreign bottoms.. This
last item was' of major significance; in 1770 alone, France exported
5,777,747 gallons (worth around 5 niillion L.t.) of molasses, the main in-
gredient in-rum \vuom:nmoso to the thirteen colonies of British Zo.ZT
America: In the preamble to ,nr,o 1784 decree, the Marshal de Castries.
obsérved that the _m:m. needed “to reconcile the agricultural growth: of
his colonies in :America with the Mnamwm_,mxnonmmoc of the commerce Om
his kingdom.” Like theé 5985.5% of France’s Atlantic ports: writing




quired a different set of political and economic arrangements, in the same

{
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eighty-four years carlier against %owﬁo:owo_v\ﬁii_ommm enjoyed: v%

‘ Qoa.wmminmw POccident, the crown was mmi.mﬂm:wzm that o<.o_<ww,m<
:oaw_o.ooz&&osm|ro~9 “the agricultural m.wo.ﬁar.o,m [theking’s] oo_o.mm =

‘made it necessary to “temper”:the re ime of the Exclusive. in

maintain in a &.:&&WS.N&E.E& of msaﬁmmnm that should EM_W_M:_M ,wM“MMnm
other.?! . b e T o
‘The deputies of Nantes, Bordeaux, Saint-Malo, La .Wo,orom_w |
Bayonne among others resisted the Ezmvm‘vw&olmvmo,:mw OMoo.znmm ; u
| tacitly accepted. the argument that much had changed, economical
speaking; in the colony-metropole relation: the :_unmno.rd.rmm .<QJ~ w 4
.‘Ev\ become the “trunk,” so soi..iw%w of justifying the Hmmso relation r_
of &%@:mm\:on had to be invented. Here again, the basic issue was wheth
the Ew:ovo_@rmm the right to impose the Exclusive because, o:m@ 5 .
oo_oma_o&mu it-had _mmz& in its -corresponding obligation to. provide th
om.%:mm_whamm:_% m_m<nmv, and consumption goods without which the col
nies would languish. The deputies of .Hﬂﬁsooom >zm=&o,orm9vmw |
commerce repeatedly drew up inventories and ship lists intended to r
fute nro colonists’ insistent claims that they were being starved. of E
‘basic’necessities. As the eighteenth century progressed, the growth’o
mw.hmmo_o:womﬁwazﬁznu. and patticularly mmmse,.UoEmcm:o only Em.&
this m.mcam&oc more pressing; Jean-Baptisé Dubuc, the moﬂ..Eow,m.nmn m;nQ.
tary-in the Ministry-of the Navy who launched n_:__w debate of 1765,-chal
lenged on this basis a fundamental premise.of the colonial pact. Perhaps .
the colonies were created “by and for” the metropole, Dabuc argued ,
but a colony is a “sum of culture” and not a “sum of land.” Over EM,
course of the century, Saint Domingue and Martinique had grown rich
v_:_ this was in spite of metropolitan merchants’ capital and entrepre-
:wﬂim_ activities, not thanks to them. Indeed, the largest boost to Marti
‘nique’s sugar production came with the occupation by the British from
‘H.u@p to 1763, when large numbers of slaves were brought in: The mE@_mow-
tion of Dubuc’s-argument was that in assessing its trade wo._mnmom n,oém_.m
the o.o_oiom“ the crown should think more about productivity m,so_ cu?.
tal inputs (culture) than about sovereignty and:the right of Ennnowo_:mm.
exploitation that flowed from it (land).. Changing forms of wealth uny

- S 66 ‘- 18 R
way that “conquest” was repudiated by most- observers from the 17305

s

‘Guadeloupe’s ¢réole population
cultivate their land-more sagely and productively than at'present—all to

«vm.nmnoowm benefit, including easier defense against the m.:.m:w?ﬁ :

. This type of thinking was the drift of later proposals to open up.the
‘southern part of Saint Domingue to foreign merchants who could pro-

vide subsistence goods and slaves in order to lift it out of its chronic

“tive

Colonies, than that the Colonies were formed by the zn:.o@o_? ;
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onward irf¥favor of “commerce” (or conservation). In this connection, the

‘Marquis ‘de zmmemmtﬁm brother .Fw:&?ﬁ&:m&%%ﬂ.‘ovm,oﬁaa; that if

Sme.,.mqu& fuller rights, they w suld .

under-development. Upon his arrival and installation as the governor

~ general of Saint-Domingue in 1789, the Marquis de Chilleau issued a
; ,.%c_w,n.m opening up southern ports to foreign merchants. (It was reversed
by ‘nrn_owoiz, mrow.;n_% thereafter on the grounds that it nWonaQ.,nm his au-
“thority.) The members of the: Chamber of Agriculture of Cap Frangais

were more pleased with: Chilleaw’s initiative than was the crown, since
they hoped that the same E&:Q would:be-extended to ther in the
porthern @mi of the island; in their praise; they contrasted the profit mo-
that underlay commerce national with the imperative to “extend
cultivation and give rise to prosperity to which #;ﬁmmgvdoﬁw:m:& has
always been called;” but which “exclusive privilege” put out of reach,
Heére, the colonists opposed commerce national to “culture” because the
former undermined the latter through exclusivé privileges. The colonies
owed their enormous-eighteenth-century growth not to the Exclusive
but to infractions against this regime: all Dubuc and others sought, in
effect, was a legalization for the conditions of the colonies’ optimal
growth. The colonies and indeed the entire French nation (not just the -
commercial part of it) would be better off if Saint-Domingue, Marti-
nique, and other islands ‘could build up their “culture,” even if this
meant using foreign capital and goods. Dubuc ventured the opinion that
due to the type and magnitude of these colonies’ wealth, they deserved
to be considered “integral parts” of the French state, not mere satellites.
Perhaps colonists were even more deserving of consideration than cer-
tain parts of the mother countty, since the islands were home to “more’
usefulness; more enlightenment, fewer people and fewer knaves.” Dubuc
concluded with the radical observation that «it thercfore would actually
be truer to say that Bordeaux, Nantes, Lie Havre & c. were formed by the

%33
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| French merchants were unwilling to -concede the policy :demands
‘made by colonists and their. supportérs‘in the royal administration but
‘were forced by the sheer fact of ,,armm‘mnoé.”r,, onto different ground. The
manner in which they refuted their critics in this crucial period between
1784 and 1789 is therefore revealing. Charles T.emesle—a self-styled “old
man from theMédoc” butin reality a Som_nrvw merchant and the director
of the: Guyenne Chamber of Commerce—described, in his ww%osmn 8,
Dubuc’s Le Pour: et le contre, “an immense chain'that links the Golony-to
nrohgoﬁo@o_o:rmmr%m are the bridges by which France and its Colonies
seem to touch one another: how: delicious this rmnmwo&lmy Sir!”?-Al-
aro:%__,hoaom_o invoked a great chain of being that linked the oo_osw..wv
the metropole in ties of dependence, elsewhere he affirmed the obserya-
tion made in 1756 by the deputies of the Guyenne Chamber of 00.5528.
gv.: types of commerce are “tightly linked,” he mﬁ.:nn_" “itis a tree where
all of the/branches nourish one another, Em:m_n;,m:m grow together: but -
Ameriédh commerce is the principal trunk where sap is made that carries
‘both Oamminsn wnm..,.moo::&n% to all:of the extremities.” Eowm» Americais
,w_won@ ,m:rm‘oosﬁoﬁ where it had formerly been in. the periphery. Elses
* where, Lemesle did not privilege: America and its produce in this striking
fashion; rather, in order to refute Dubuc’s assertion that the colonies had
built up the metropole, Lemesle relativized France’s (and Europe’s) posi-
tion even further. According to Lesmele, Dubuc and other colonists had
made the mistake of placing the colony in the center, where the metropole
had once stood. Such a reversal, according to FnEn&ﬁ masked the full
complexity of the world economy: “you have certainly not measured this
circle whose center is everywhere and whose circumference extends to
the ends of the earth.” When this “old man from the Médoc” reaches for -
theological metaphors for God’s omnipresence to describe the decen-
tered world of global capitalism, it scems evident that the shifting reality
of markets had begun to clude habitual modes of expression.” i
In this altered world, where old questions of wnoﬁosmmwmﬁon and de-
pendency could no longer be settled casily with reference to the metto-
pole’s superior size, wealth, or centrality in the world economy, a different
set of principles were called upon to bring order to commerce national:
-“it is merely a question of thé general interest of commerce, that is to'say,
of the interest of the nation; from this grand principle derive all of the
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relations between nrn.mc_ca\ and the metropole.” According to Lemesle,
this mznﬂnﬁmn was verified with reference to a “national outcry” that called -
for the reestablishment of the Exclusive for the good of the nation. The
?K%% of his reasoning was ratified in the x:wu,csw._, of the nation”: “what
is more; we write under the eyes of the nation; and we write for the conser-
vation of national wealth.” Another critic of Dubuc, the Chevalier Deslan-
des; put the matter in a similar way: a general appreciation of what was
good for le commerce national required a common @nnm.wnon?n beyond the
colony-metropole division: “let us set aside all dogmatism (esprit de sys-
téme) Let’s be Frenchmen and patriots.””" R =

- By esprit de systéme Deslandes might, of course, have meant dogmatic
economic or ﬁo:mom_.ﬁném such as those advanced by the Physiocrats; .
but in practice he meant anything too closcly associated with either the
immediate economic interests of the colonial planters or a too dogged in-
sistence that the size, m@_o:&oﬁ and economic weight of the colonies enti-
tled them to .vo:&o&a.@:m:g,:..ES colonists are without ‘a:doubt sub-
jects of the King like everybody else,” wrote the deputy of Lie: Havre;
“they 'deserve the same treatment, but in reasonable and admissible
things.” What was unreasonable or inadmissible? It was the demand that
colonists shoiild purchase goods as cheaply as possible, if this meant re-
course to foreign merchants. Indeed, Deslandes himself—like so- many
other supporters of the Exclusive—conceded that the English sold goods
in the French colonies more cheaply than the French merchants them-
sclves. What could balance the scales and make this seeming exploita-
tion of an increasingly large and productive segment of France’s popula-
tion acceptable? (As Lemesle himself conceded, after all: “some sort of
reciprocity is necessary.”) What, in a word, could make this commerce
national based upon the Exclusive truly “national” in the range of inter-
ests it reconciled? The mmaw_o.mmmnumo.: of common nationhood-—a call
to patriotism and a respect for law—was one answer. These arguments
crowded in where the older material justifications, backed by organic
metaphors, strained to the point of breaking.’®

. The final years of the Old Regime saw a ratcheting up of voluntarist
political discourse as the contradictions of the absolutist state mounted:
will replaced: justice:or Hmnmo:m:n% where ‘the latter two solutions pro-
duced more conflict than they resolved. In Keith Baker’s account, the
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?ozz.o_dw mnm r_maoiom_ ES_:SE befittinga moo_a_%
t0: ﬁr_mu ithe m_moo_:.mo Om reason found nrn basi

. I
nxwaomm_o: ‘Baker saw in‘the moos._:o of the wr%mwoonma. w=mr5m in to-

,S_ﬂn the place of these incompatible visions of society and the-institu
tional conflicts.they generated was the doctrine of political will. Inthi
‘context; it is clear that the “public opinion” and “general interest” in
voked by metchants eager to elide conflicts between colony and metro-
wo_o@ﬁo a produced; not a found, artifact. Frangois Furcteliagnosed a -
similar pathology in the.social thought during the autumn of the Old"
an::? arguing that the French constantly groped for a :vo:mom_ vi- |
sion of society” because théy could not envision individuals wooosﬁ_m:m
their ::,@mnmnm in the marketplace or.any other institution operating apart .
-from-tl§ state. But Furet assigned a different role for the Physiocrats in
his analysis of French political culture; though Frangois Quesnay msm‘
‘his mc.mcéoam‘ann_ to depoliticize the economy arid the market by assimi- |
~ “lating it to nature and reason, their doctrine of n::mrn.osnm,momvommwr
only magnified the role of the state and, hence, of specifically vo_mmom_ -
will. Pierre Rosanvallon describes this memorably as the “return of the
repressed” in search of a fixed order of nature to replace the vicissitudes
of political will, they put despotism and sovereign proprictorship in the
service of laissez-faire. In place of an organic constitution resembling the
“animal oeconomy™ with its capacities of self-correction, the Physiocrats
[insisted upon a constitution, in the much more modern sense of the
term, as a fixed imposition of the rational will. Whereas Baker and Furet
viewed the growth of voluntarism as having a “specifically political con-
tent” without any “discrete sociological referent,” here én,m@n economic
conflicts with discrete social referents (acknowledged, moreover, on all |
sides) being papered over by voluntarist claims. In the context of metro-
politan and colonial contlicts of interest, the problem was that the volun-
tarist solution cut both ways: “the law is nothing but a chain,that links
the interest of cach individual with the general interest. The general in-
terest of the colony and the metropole are V:oo,sﬂ they can’t be divided
~ without leading to the tyranny of the metropole or the mzmowo:mgoo of
the ,oo_ozw.s How, then, to re-establish this chain of interest to avoid -
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looming;: oosm_onmu for which the American <<mn of Hzmn@gmo:on wno-

;Smom such‘a ?mrno:_:m pattern??.- R .
,Hsnuommuzm? metropolitan merchants ﬁms& that the extension. of

creditbalanced the scales. Although French merchants did charge more

<

for goods than their English rivals, only “national” merchants extended

credit; which allowed colonists to find capital at the right time to expand
their operations.: Credit implied a- special and reciprocal relationship -
‘bétween colonial planters and metropolitan merchants that justified the

larger context of commercial restrictions. This ignored, of course, the

" stark reality of the exploitation of planters by merchants through credit.

Indeed; Dubuc argued that the colonies were better off with:the cash-
and-carry system ‘established:between them and mozw_ms smugglers: it
forced them to live within their means. The irony here is, of course, that
this renovated argument for the Exclusive presupposed the operation of
the Exclusive itself. Only in-a context where foreign trade was made. il-
legal would it be impossible for: English; Usno: and American mer-
chants to extend credit.®® o T e L
‘What this récourse to tautology suggests is nrme v% the _mno Gmomv rm.
bitual ways of thinking about the relation of France’s metropolitan cen-
ter'to its colonial periphery had broken: down. Everybody agreed that a
prosperous commerce national wasa beneficial thing;, but there was little
consensus about what, finally, was to be comprehended by this term.
Over the course of the ernoo:nr century; commerce hational became
more politically invested: ﬁnoammoimnm on both sides described the space
of Euro-American exchanges in more starkly voluntarist terms; terms
that transcended natural hierarchies of parent to child, head to body, or
trunk to branch. While orsm:_m to old economic interests and argu-
ments, the deputies of m.mw:no s Atlantic chambers of commerce were
nevertheless pushed by the _om_o of economic developments, and by the
ingenuity of their colonial intetlocutors, into rethinking their place—

and reinscribing their privileges—in the world economy.

5 wuomwmwm and ?.?wmmo. |
)

Thus mmr only the chambers’ rearguard actions have come into view, but
merchants were also: capable of taking stock of the political opportuni-
:mm presented to them by les progrés du commerce. In response to the -
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king’s:decree of 11 July 1788 asking for advice about how to organize the
Estates General, France’s chambers of commerce waged an organized.
campaign to secure. separate representation. for merchants among the
*third estate deputies:in the run-up to the Revolution. On this head they
‘advanced three related claims:. commerce now occupied a central and
historically novel position in all European states; those involved in for
eign trade were best suited to offer advice on pressing economicmatters
and finally, anachronistic privileges fettered commerce while oxo_cmmsm
from political representation the very classes upon whose economic ac
tivity‘and insight France depended. - PR R ;
E The'terms: of Nantes’ initial call to arms of .mm July could have been
taken from the pages of Raynal’s Histoire des:: . . dewx Indes itself: “the
discovery of the two Indies has completely changed the politics of the
m:wovmmb.voéonm -+ and has directed the views of diverse mo<o~,:inim_
moimam%rn growth-of no:ﬂ,:uowon.s Montpelier alluded specifically to the
‘new importance of “arts and industry” rather than “arms”—commerce
versus conquest—in fixing the balance of power between states. At the
. time of the last Estates General in _m_wqiugm:% every chamber o:%rmw ,
sized; commerce was only in its‘infancy, so the O.,E forms of Howuomo:&q )
tion conformed to the seventcenth-century social landscape of agricul-
ture and aristocratic domination. stﬁomwgzoqmsm, Saint-Malo explicitly
emphasized the establishment of colonies as decisive historical changes
while others referred to pivotal “revolutions” in mo,w.ommz and especially
maritime commerce that necessitated new forms of representation.” Un-
surprisingly, merchants imagined themselves ::E:owv\ suited to under-
stand what Saint-Malo called “the science of the interests of commerce”
and therefore believed themselves specially placed to help France cope
with debt, bad economic conjuncture, and its ongoing rivalry with
England. Picardy’s chamber commented impertinently that if the king
had listened to merchants rather than to “financiers and capitalists,” he

might have avoided the source of the present troubles: useless wars and
the taxation that accompanies them. More revealing, perhaps, is the ac: .
count many chambers gave of the emergence of commerce out:of feudal-
ism and of the challenges ‘that merchants, usually described as a class,
faced ina society still organized around privilege. Amiens told a familiar

story of doux commerce, recounting the rise of a “new class” that had
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“softened manners” among the French and enriched. their cities: “their
fathers’ [who] were riothing but serfs or vassals, have become free and

independent” through commerce: Low.origing had inculcated this class
with a solid work ethic and also given them speci linsight into the prob-
Jemn of privilege: “the ravages of monopoly; the inconveniences of privi-
leges, the exploitation of certain taxes, the prejudice of the prohibition of
ports . . in a-word, all the obstacles. that hinder communications and
bind (emmaillotent) commerce.” Connecting privilege and commercial
stagnation to immediate political concerns over the representation of the
third estate, La Rochelle concluded: “it is time to remove the stigma of
feudalism from France and to count mop.‘mosonrmzm.s: IR
- 'The chambers defended the Exclusive by using the voluntarist rheto-
ric of nationhood that was becoming increasingly pervasive in the 1780s.
This fact does not so much explain the success of the metropolitan lobby
as it underlines a set of related phenomena: the escalation of the social
struggle between colony and metropole, the delegitimization of the Ex-
clusive regime that institutionalized it, and the clusiveness of a solution
based upon truly shared: economic ws.ﬂoanmnm. Much in" contrast to their.
defense of oMn_smm,,\o trading privileges; when it came to establishing their
right to representation in the Estates General, the chambers drew the
. connection between commercial restrictions and the vestiges of the feu-
dal order. A prosperous France required a rational social order premised
upon the political freedom of its productive classes and the fullest pos-
sible emancipation of markets and industry. The contradiction in the
chambers® positions can be ascribed to hypocrisy or to willful blind-
ness. There was plenty of both to go around, as we shall see in the next
chapter, when debates about colonial commerce were refracted through
the problem of slavery. .
Another way of seeing this contradiction is that the chambers’ re-
sponses only reflected a broader indecision about the future of the French
polity in the wake of les progrés du commerce. The chambers advanced
the widely shared premise that history had placed commerce at the cen-
ter of European states and societies. The merchants’ call to “remove the
stigma of feudalism” and the manner in which they joined this to a far-
reaching criticism of France’s political economy recall nothing so much
as the Physiocrats’ anticorporatism. In this vein, chambers: advanced
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reform propositions on subjects'as varied as taxation, omzm:o:m&nw,
corvée labor,and internal customs duties, suggesting at all times the nee
to renounce individual and corporate interests wﬁd&nﬂg mrmwo a-more
rational; progressive, and prosperous national economy. At the same tihe,
French B‘nnormam; posed themselves as nro,m:.or enemies of momammm_,.d,
(esprit dé'systéme)—their code for Physiocratic laissez faire and other radi.
cal mmm@nsm.v\_o:%nmﬁ. oo:mumn:_mnom France’s.chambers . of commerce
for charting a course between “the illusions of vnwmosm_ interest and the
false charms of the spirit of system.” Like many o"r.,nﬁm.aow_oraosg Bms.%
: Om whom were, advocates of a politics of fusion or of moderate reform;,
these ‘merchants believed in the possibility of a compromise betweei
France’s o,oEEoHowm_ future and the hierarchies, institutions, and prac-
tices inherited from its past. ,H.rn.mm\no,\o_:nos put paid to thisillusion.”

PR 3

CHAPTER 7

LAffaire des Q&si&,msm ﬁrn_
 Fallof the Z,osmwor% e

Oﬁuz THE COURSE OF THE EIGHTEENTH- nmzacwf philosophes,-
administrators, and merchants struggled to understand the politi-
cal threats posed to France by primitive m_o_um:smmo:m,mémﬂo:nmmdm
these threats was sharpened by the increasingly conflict-ridden relation- 1
ship between the European core and its colonial periphery, as well-as by
the financial strain that arose when economic competition took a mili-
tary turn. The final verdict on the monarchy’s ability to reconcile its
feudal, corporatist heritage with the imperatives of participating 1n
Europe’s new commercial order came in two successive stages: first,
with the bankruptcy of 1788 and the ensuing Revolution of 1789; and
second, with the fall of the monarchy in 1792 and the proclamation of the -

Republic.

Between the monarchy’s initial and terminal crises, members of the
newly established National Assembly sought to give the Bourbon mon-
archy a more modern social basis and constitutional framework. Socially,
this entailed sweeping away the remains of France’s feudal regime and
dissolving its corporatist structures; constitutionally, this meant estab-
_mmr?m a representative and limited government. Over the past thirty
yeats of historical writing, the failure of this project has been: cast

in almost exclusively political terms,

as the collision of two mutually
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and 115) and once in the main body of the text (245). Nowhere is there any discus-
sion of the concréte provisions of these-Acts. Slavery is mentioned: three times:
twice in thefootnotes-as political slavery. (chap. 7) and-once indirectly in a refer-
erice to black.shipbuilders; presumably slaves, in' North: America (255):- The
-American constitutional system is.discussed at length in chap. 7, but there are
few and only glaricing references to America and American trade or production

élsewhere::
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= On'the transcendent vao:mzno,owmiﬁnn to understanding the Atlantic world, see

Trevor Burnard; “Empire Matters? The. Historiography of Imperialism in Early

America; 1492-1830,”" History: of ‘Européan’Ideas 33 (2007). See also Emia
Rothschild, “Global Commerce and the Question of Sovereignty in the Eighteenth:
. Century Provinces,” Modern Intellectual History 1,10:1 (2004)

‘World-systems approaches include Immanuel Wallerstein, The Modern World .&aw

tem, §vols. (New York: Academic Press, Gﬁnémoﬁ and Fernand Braudel, Cepital-
ism and Givilization, 15¢th-18th Century, 3 vols. (Berkeley: University of California

Press, 1985-1992); esp. vols. 2 and 3. The New Institutionalist view is articulatedin ’
Daron Acemoglu, Simon Johnson, and James Robitison, “The Rise of Europé: At

lantic ‘Trade, Institutional Ormsmo and’ Ec¢onomic. Growth;” American Economic

Review 95, no. 3:(2005). For a sectoral analysis of the Frénch conomy; see DE_-.

laume Daudin, Commerce et prospérité: La France au xviiie sidclé (Paris:: Presscs
Universitaires d¢ 'Université Paris-Sorbonne, 2005); on foreign trade in general and
growth: 210 and 223; on'the dynamism of the Atlantic trade: 225; for the relative de-

cline of Asian and Lievant:trade: 296 For further affirmations of the importance of

the Atlantic trade to France, see Paul Butel, “Succes et déclin du ooBEnnnn colonial
frangais; de la Révolution ala’ Womnmzwmcoz, Revue économigue 40, no. 6 (1989):
‘1086. Fora. _:mrq skeptical view about the importance of Atlantic trade, see Pieter.
Amﬁsnﬁ “The:Myth.of Farly Globalization: The Atlaiitic mnoaozdr 1500-1800,”

< European Review 11, no. i (2003); Emmer: concentrates too heavily, in my view, on

14

what he sees as the inferior.mass of eighteenth-century trade flows,
.Hro convert to foreign trade and empire is.Patrick. K. O"Brien, “Inseparable Con-

? m_oo:onm" Trade, Economy, Fiscal Sate; and the Expansion omma_u:ﬁ.amml&am“:

- in Oxford:History of the British Empire; vol. 2, ed. P:;]. Marshall (Oxford:-Oxford

15.

University Press, 1998).: For-an important recent synthesis; se¢ Robin Blackburn,
The Making of New World Slavery: From the Baroque to the Modern, 1492-1800
(London: Verso, 1997), introduction; chaps. g and 12. Blackburn assigns great im-
portance to the role of racial ideology and its relationship'to the forms of civil soci-
ety characteristic of the capitalist mode of production; but these are not of immedi-
ate concern to the thesis' developed here. . .

A summary of all the pessimistic-accounts can be found in James Pritchard,

“In Search of Empire: The French in the Americas, 1670-1730 (Cambridge: Cam-

bridge University Press, 2004), esp. chaps. 4, 5, and 9. The comparison of French to
British and Dutch trading companies comes from Adams, The Familial State, orm?
6. On the wildly optimistic side, see Jean-Pietre Poussou, “Le &Swammzﬁ,mn
Péconomie frangaise sous Louis XVI1,” Revue économique 40, no. 6 (1989):974;
and L. M. -Gullen, “History, Economic Crises, and ‘Revolution: dzmonmﬁm:&:m
Eighteenth-Gentury France,” Economic History Review 46, no. 4 (1993)::640. Paul
Butel-also sees few clouds on the horizon until 1789: see “Succes et déclin du com-
merce colonial frangais, de la-Révolution a la Restauration.” More nuanced views
can be found in Sylvia- Marzagalli, “The French Atlantic,” Itinerario 23; no. 2 (1999);
and Pétré-Grenouilleau, “How-Did. France Play Its Role in the Atlantic?” Despite
the loss of the British North American colonies in 1776, British trade with North

America quickly exceeded preconflict levels. See Jacques Godechot, “Les Relations
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- économiques ‘entre la: m.z:-nm ¢t les Etats- GEm de1778°a Gmw,s 3«3& msh?.:a&
. Studies 1,00, 1 Q@mmv Sk ,

17.

Adam Smith; WA, book ILE; &5@ mr .chaﬂnS:n LAncien ».mn:;n etla wae&:nSS
book 2;-chaps: 3-4.-For revisions to the Tocquevillian Snﬁ see'David:Parker, The
Ei::m of French Absolutism (London: Edward Arnold; 1983); <§=EB Doyle, Ve-

nality: The Sale of Q%&m i mﬁw&a:&@ Century France (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1996); Gail Bossenga, “City and State: A Urban Perspective on:the Origins of the -

French Revolution,” in The French Revolution and the Creation of Modern Political
Culture, vol. 1; ed. Keith:M: Baker(Oxford: wanmwBoF 1987); and 5~ the same.aus
thor, The Politics. of Privilege:: Old Reginic ‘and Revolution: in: Lille (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1991);-and Hilton Root,-Peasants-and: King.in Bur-
mﬁ:& Agrarian Foundations e\ Frénch m?&:?ﬂi Awour&.% C::SHEQ of Califor-
nia Press, 1987). - ;
Anderson; h§§m& a\ n\pah?&ﬁ:& .w&:.& 40415 >%Emu The m.a::s& %R? Ho, (on

corporatism-and patrimonial rule) and. chap. 6_(for. comparative insights).. For-a ~

subtle discussion of the role of corporate institutions other than trading companies

i eighteenth-century French capitalism; see Gail Bossenga; :T.oﬁnn:am Meérchants:

Guilds and: Commercial Dmﬁ_nmrma in mﬁfngﬁr.nozgi H.,nmznovs French His-

- torical Studies 15y :o.aﬁowmv Lol s s

18+

19

Fora criticism of liberal Eomo_..z_sw:oa Enog sce Ormlmm .‘D:% “Did ﬁro Om_no om.
Custom' Break?”.in.-Consciousness “and - Class. Experiénce. in i Ninetoerith-"and
Twenticth-Century Europe; ed; John Merriman (New York: Holmes-Meir,1980).

Tilly is responding to Eugen Joseph ' Webe¥, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modern-
ization of Rural France, 1870-1914 (Palo Alto, GA: Stanford G:EQEQ Press, Hoqmv

The classic of Marxist inodernization theory is Barritigton Moore, Social Origins of
Dictatorship and Democracy: Lord and Peasant in the E&S:@ of the Modern World
(Boston: Beacon Press, quv On the “production of space,” se¢ Henri Lefebvre, La
Production de espace (Paris: Editions:Anthropos, G.EY and Alain Lipietz, Le Gap-

ital et son espace (Paris: m,awzmo_m Magpero,1977), 19~ 25. A good summary of Lefeb-
vre’s ideas, particularly in relation to the problem of state formation, can be found in
Henri Lefebvre; “Space and the State,” in State / Space: 4 Reader, ed. Neil Brenner,
Bob Jessop, and Martin:Jones (Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2003). Fot further reflec-
tions on state formation, see Nicos Poulantzas, “The Nation,” in the previous vol-
ume; John Ruggie, :A.n::oalmmgﬂi Beyond: Problematizing Moderity in In-
ternational Relations,” International Organization 47, no. 1(1993); David Harvey,

The Limits to Capital, new and updated ed. (London: Verso, 2006), chap. 12; and -

by the same author, Spaces of Capital: Towards a Critical Q%hﬁa%@ Arozn_c? Rout-
ledge, 2001); chap.7: “Capital: Factory of Fragmentation.” :

For the éxistence of center-periphery relations within the center, see wnwsmor Capital-
ism and Civilization, 15th-18th Centuiry, 3:35-42. Giovanni Arrighi, The Long Twenti-
eth Century: Money, Power and the Origins of Our Times (London: Verso, 1994), 218~
222, AlainLipietzalsodiscusses the processofterritorializationand de-territorialization
in Mirages and Miraclés: The Crises of Global Fordism Fo:mo:," Veiso; 1987), 54-59,
within ‘s wider criticismof crude center-periphery theory, 48-60. For challenges to
world-systems theory, and in particular the dominant relationship of the center in
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‘ ZQ&R:\Q Germany AOxmonn_ Oxford University Press, 1984); 53-55- (ot vo_:mﬂo_m
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"developing capital-intensive methods of production, see Sidney W. Mintz, Sweetness
and Power: The Place of Sugar in Modern History (New York: Penguin Books; 1985);
introduction. The problem of space has recently been incorporated into studies'of
the French Atlantic world: Kenneth J. Banks, Chasing Empire across.the Sea: Gom

" anunications: and. the State in the French ktaﬁ&& QG.IG@ cSobs.om_ McGill-
Queen’s “University Press;2009). . © <o :

.+ :See, in'particular,:Georges Lefebvre, The @3&& xaee?n:xﬁ m_éﬁ 1Its. Qih:a to
~1793 (Néw York: Columbia University Press, 1962); 6-13. Lefebvre émphasizes both
the importance of the Atlantic trade and, from a Marxist perspective; the complex-
ity.of owmgnn:wr-mosgnw social relations and the conflicts to which they gave rise.
At thie same time as revisionist historians dismantled the narrative of the ris¢ of an in-
dustrial bourggoisie-and its inevitable capture-of the state; cognizant Marxists were
busy reworking their own views.. An early expression of this was Peiry Anderson’s
Livieages of theAbsolutist State. Later, GeoffEleyand David Blackbourn'argued that
 capitalist social relations cotild and did subsist in nineteenth-century Europe with-,

out the bourgeois capture of the state insisted upon by older varieties of Marxism.:
Their brief was-to demolish’ the. Sonderweg thesis by proving.that-nineteenth-
century Germany wasa liberal (i:e., capitalist) society despite the continued politi- ,

/
cal dominance-of aristocratic elites. These histortans used Gramscian Marxism;to.

M&Emszw the very:same notion of bourgeois revolution memorably denotinced by
Turet as the “Jacobin catechism”—even citing Furet approvingly in'the bargain. See
The Peculiarities-of Geriman History: Bovrgeois Society and Politics in >\§.§§3.

¢ revolution) and 169n Amoa Furet): Wallerstein is chastised fora similarly crude sociol:
ogy in his world-systems.theory, which insists:upon bourgeois: dominance, in
P.]. Cain and A. G. Hopkins, British Inperialism: Innovation and Expansion,
1688-1914 (London: Longman,1993), 57: )

\

1. m,ozums Trade and Zmzo:m_ _Somm_m

Georges Weulersse, Le Mouvement physiocratique en France de Gmm a 1770 (Paris:
Félix Alcan, 1910),1:20-29. See also Antoine Murphy, “Le développement des idées
économiques en France (1750-1756),” Revue d’histoire moderne et contemporaine 33
(1986). The mercantilist/laissez-faire dichotomy was only used, ina highly partisan
way; beginning in 1763. See Lars Zwm:ﬂ.mmozu Mercantilism: The Shaping of an
Economic Language (London: Routledge, 1994), 25.

On recovery and. peace,- see Joél Félix; “The Economy,” in Old Regime France,
1648-1788, ed. William Doyle (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), 13—25. For
comparative statistics, see Paul: Butel, L'Economie frangaise au xviiie siécle (Paris;
SEDES, 1993), 12, 80-87. See also. Frangois Crouzet, “Angleterre et France au
XVIIe siécle: Essai. d’analyse comparée de deux croissances économiques,” An-
nales E.S.C..21 (1966): 254-291, which is-a source for some of Butel’s statistics. On
export growth, see Guillaume Daudin, Gommerce et ?&?3? La-France au xvitie
siécle (Parisi Presses de I'Université Paris-Sorbonne; 2005), 219. For all of these

. growth figures, we mro:E take inito accouint that m._.m:oa was starting from'a smaller

‘Christine Théré, “Economic w:wrmgsm arid -Authors, 1566-1789,” in
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base than England- msm that vnu.nmv:w income and ﬁo?nuﬁ:w trade still remained
superiorin mzm_wsm in qum despite Frénch gains: 0 L .
Perceptions-of the French merchants are discussed at m:wﬁnn length in Ormvan 6;
See-also Watren G Scoville; “The French Economy in1700-1701: / An >EE:.£__ by
the Deputies of Trade” Journal of Economic History 22;no: 2 (1962): . ;
The first publi¢-diring of :wma“&m:mﬁom ‘camein 1791; with Mi-Arnould, De la ?&-
ance du commerce et-des relations commerciales extéricirs dela France dans toutes
les parties du globe; particuliérement a la fin du régne de Louis XIV et au motiient de
la Révolution; vol.'g (Paris: Buisson, 1791). The’ closest thing to'a systématic assess-
ment of population statistics came in 1778, with M: Moheau, Recherches et consi-

dérations sur la population de'la France buw& ed. Eric Vilquin (Paris: Instittut

National d’Etudes Démographiques, INED,.1994):- For: authorial statistics; see

Studies in
the History of French:Political Ecornomy: From Bodin to Walras, ed. Gilbert Facca-
rello (London: Routledge;1998);242. See: also‘Daniel Roche; France in'the En-
lightenment AOva:mm? ‘MA: Harvard University Press; 1998); 152: On'intéllec-

* tual-and anomsz_@ elites, see Daniel Roche; “Négoce ¢t culture dans 1a fin du

XVlIlle m_wo_o,: ‘Reviie- dhistoire moderine et contemporaine 25 (1978): mqmlwmm.
Kindlebergeracknowledges the importance of trade to France’s eighteenth-cefitury
successes; but:the title of the chaptér: that:contains ‘these reflections-is- telling:
“France, the Perpetual Challenger.”. See :Gharles P. Kindleberger, World. Eco-
nomic Primacy, Goe:ﬁc.oc AOxmoa Oxmc& GE<QEQ w:wmmq 6@3, nru@ 7; esp.
109=118:

Alexis de _H.ooazoS:o -LAncien régime &, 5 Révolition Awm:m. Om:_Bma 6me

|

_book 3; chap: 4. Tocqueville, it should be said, did not believe in the now noBEo:€

accepted post-1770 downturn in the French economy. .
Daniel Roche also aEverNom the lack of connection among France’s agricultural,
manufacturing, and ‘commercial-sectors; which individually-had their own latent
dynamism in the o_mr.“ngnr century but were riever quite brought together. Roche
tends to cast these nsomco:a in‘spatial terms: Roche, 3.«5& inthe Hiﬁims;%;
chap. 5, esp. 142143
“The most comprehensive statement of this view, a and one that has the Enﬂn of taking
into account the scholarship by critics of modernization theory-and its extensionsin
economic history, is by Maxine Berg-and-Pat Hudson, “Rehabilitating the Indus-
trial Revolution;”. Economic History Review 45 (1992). In many ways, Berg and
Hudson reassert the rélevance of David Landes; The Unbound Prometheus:. Techno-
logical Ghange and ?&:&3& Development in Western Europe from 1750 to the Pres-

- ent (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1969); which-also lays emphasis on

factors of sectoral integration (see 51).- For a highly pessimistic account of France’s
path-to-industrialization; ‘particularly in respect of its credit markets and entrepre-
neurial activity, see the comparative study by Clive Trebilcock, The Industrializa-
tion.of the Contitiental Powers, 1780-1914 (Londor: Longman; 1981). On the other
side of this'question, Robert Aldrich summarizes the * ‘revisionist” economic his-
tory of France’s pathito industrialization, which seeks to narrow the differences.
raniag Fance and England.in the ninetéenth' century, in “Late Comer or. Early
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- miemoir states as‘a principle that the power of a Kingdom is exclusively the result of
the' number and of the wealth of its habitarits. This maxim taken literally would be
- tertibly dangerous: the annals of history present us on every page with great nations

~ed: Christine Théré, Loic Charles, and Jean-Claude m.nn_non,.ﬁ.wlgm" INED, 2005),

. On“aworld of workers,” see A:D.; L.~Atl; G 737 (1756), Nantes Chambre de Com-
.»merce; “Trés humbles représentations du Comimerce de Nantes 2 M. le:Garde.des
-4 Tyes humble représentations des directeurs députés de la Chambre de Commerce

-de 0\56550 » M le Garde des Sceaux: Ministre de-1a Marine.” An element left

‘lfer historians-also endorse this view. See Fernand Braudel, The:Wheels-of Com-
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1-26. “Réponse du OoEBEnm du St. Malo:: - 2 f, 22r; “Réponse de la Chambre d¢
Comiiiterce dela Rochelle;” A.N., Colonies, F2b/7; piece 5, f.4: “The author of the

weakened by faxury.” oo -7l e
“Réponse du Commerce du St. Malo. . . ;> ff. 1v-ar,
Frangois Quesnay, “Lettre sur Popinion de Pauteur de PESPRIT DES LOIX: con-
cernant les colonies,” Journal de Lagriculture, du covtimerce et des finances, April
1766; reprinted in Frarigois Quesnay, Oéuures économiques complétes et autres &xw&v

2:869-879. - =

Sceaux Ministre dé la Mariné, surle comimerce efranger aux-colonies.” For similar
sentiments, sée also A.D.; L.“Atl.;C 737.(1756), Guyenne Chambre de Commerce,

latgely unexplored in this chapter but taken up in Chapter 71s the' manher in which
the chambers of commerce wotked together on an issue to advance a shared agenda.
“The figures come:from Guillaume Daudin,-Gommerce et prospérité: La France

amu wotiie siecle (Paris: Presses de PUniversité Paris-Sorbonne, 2005), 397-398. Ear-]!

merce, vol. 2; Civilization and Capitalism, 15th-18th- century (London: Fontana
Press, wav“ who finds that the Atlantic shipping boom was responsible for the
“ihereased modernity of Europe,” 191" More recently, Robin Blackburn uses the
pheriomenon of New World slavery—and the circuits of Européan production and
consumption associated. with: it—to .solve the long-standing Marxist puzzle of
“primitive accumulation.” Robin Blackburn, The .Ea?.aw, of New World Slavery,
from the Baroque to the Modern (London: Verso, 1997). To ?mm list shouldalso be
added Sidney W. Mintz, Sweélness and Power: The Place of Sugar in Modern His-
tory (New York: Penguin Books, 1985); and the excellent but curiously forgotten
Ralph Davis, The Rise of the Atlantic Economies-(Ithaca, NY: Cornell C:?S&Q
Press, 1973).

The accounts of the Bureau de la Balance de Commierce, to which merchants and
chambers of commerce were obliged to-give information, provide abundant confir-
mation of the growth of colonial ooiaon.no in the years 1716-1789. (The bureau was
the successor to the Council of Commerce.) A.N., F12 643, Bureau de la Balance de
Commerce. These figures are gathered and printed in Ruggicro Romano, “Docu-
menti e Prime Considerazioni intorno alla ‘Balance du Commerce’ della Francia dal
1716 al 1780, in Studi in Onore di Armando Sapori, ed. Antonio Noto (Milan: Isti-
tuto Editoriale Cisalpino, 1957). A-broader Jiscussion of these accounits canbe found
in Daudin, Gommerce et prospérité, 191-203. On- “branch and trunk,” see A.D.;
L:-Atl., C 737 (1756); Nantes Chambre.de Commerce, “Trés humbles. représenta-
tions du Commerce de Nantes 3 M. Ie Garde des Sceaux Ministre de Ya Marine, sur

-

3t.

139,

33-

34.
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le commerce étranger aux colonies,” my emphasis. For-utilitarian .m:mmmowmozm“ :
- see AN ”>.m.;,m:wuﬁ, (777); “Mémoire sommaire.” The'most common alterna:-
tive -to- Coloniie “was ‘Etablissement, which hads no such organic connotations;
however.. Do SR i s e s
On French fears; seé Malick Ghachem; a ‘Bétween France and the Antilles”: The
Commercial Assimilation: of the American Revolution in-Saint-Domingue, 1784~
Gmmwx;maéa&&aaﬁz.a.?58@_ Seminar: Working Paper Series WP:# owomm.
(1999)- On the politics of this arrét, see Tarrade, Le Gommerce colonial; 1:453; ADs,
Li-Atl:; C737,1784, France: Conseil d'Etat mﬁ.wor «Arrét du Conseil d’Etat du Roi
Concernarit le commeérce étranger dans les Isles Frangois de PAmérique;? my em: |
phasis. D’Auberteuil; Considérations sur Vétat présent dé.la Colonie Frangoise de
Saint-Domingue; echoed the same opinion, citing again Montesquiew’s EL, 1:18-19.
New historical citcumstances requiréd.a different set of laws: On:inolasses, see.
JohnMcCGusker, “The Rum: Trade and:the Balance of ,m.mvﬁ_n:em of the Thirteen:
Coitinental Colonies, Hmmo,.l,..wqqmw»qzu,, diss:, University of Pittsburgh; 1970), 409
(table VI-g), vt o e L AU ot
The directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Le Havre called it an “an insult lack-
ing any sense whatsoever” that the nietropole couldniot provide for colonial needs;
but Paul Butel’s judgment is that the colonists’ claims were correct: French mer:-
chants wére unable to keep up with colonial demands. Paul Butel, L’Economie \3\5,
gaise aw xvitie siéele (Paris: SEDES, 1993); 119 AD:, Li-Atl; €737 (1788); a.:mnwn
tives observations des négociants du Hayie sur Parrét-du Conseil d’Etat du Roi,
du 30 Aofit:1784, concernant le: commetce étranger ‘dans-les-Isles m..nwzodmm,nm,.n—o
PAmérique.” On-the importation of slaves; Robert Louis Stein; The French Slave
Trade in the Hﬁiwwﬁ%.a«iﬁ@u An Old Regimie Business (Madison: Univetsity of
Wisconsin Press, 1979), 46-47, affirms: the importance of British slave merchants
duting this period: Jean-Baptiste Dubuc, Le Pour et le contre sur un objet de grande
i discord; et d’timportance majeure. Convient-il & ladministration de céder part, ou de
e rien céder aux érangers dans le commerce de la métrapole avec ses colonies? (Lon-
don: 1784), 1-2. For Mirabeau, se¢ Hagley Museum and Library; manuscripts W-2
5671 (1764 or 1765), “Mémoire sur les colonies,” ff. 298-302. ,
On Saint-Domingue’s prosperity, see A.D., LAt C 735, Cap Frangais, Chambre
d’Agriculture, “Copie d'un arrété de 1a Chambre %>man===nm du Cap addresséa .
. MM les administrateurs de Saint Domingue en date du 5 Juin 1789.” Jean-Baptiste
Dubuc ind Paul Ulic Dubuisson, Letéres critiques et %&&.&:& sur les colonies & le
commerce des villes maritimes de France, dddressées o G T. Raynal (Geneva: 1786),
104, 13-14; and 18, The final obsérvation is also cited by Léon Deschamps, Histoire
de la question.coloniale en France (Paris: E: Plon, Nourrit et Compagnie, 1891), 316.
Charles Lemesle, “Réponse 2 la brochure intitulée Le Pour et le contre” (London:
- 1785), 10. This EB@EQ was-collected by the Nantes Chamber of Commerce, and
o se€s its arguments trotted out by the Atlantic chambers of commerce in the en:
suing four Sawn,_m. (Indeed, it was likely written at the behest of the Guyenne [Bor-
deaux region] Chamber of Commerce?) See, €., A. D., Gironde, G 4382; piece 26
(1788), “Nouvelles Svnmmnamaozmmam directeurs du commerce de la province de
_Guienné; sur PArrét du Conseil du 30 Aolt 1784, concernant le commerce étranger
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dans les Isles Frangaises dePAmérique;”where the directors speak, like Lemesle, of

1 a “chain” that “links” all thie people of the kingdom. See Pauil Butel; Les négociants

- 35

36.

-38.

bordelais, UEurope et les Isles. au-XVIe sidcle ﬁumim >=§9., G.EY ﬂw on Lem-
esle’s affiliation with the chamber. - .

Lemesle,“Réponse ala brochiite intitulée Le 3:2. et le 8:?.&: 26-27; onrmEm
added.." " i g :

Ibid:;20. “God s a sphere whose center is everywhere and Eromo circamference

- is nowhere (Deus ést sphaera infinita; cuius centrum est ubique, circumferentia

nusquam).” For attributions.and discussions of -this. expression, which is often
falsely attributed to:St. Augustine, sce Robin- Small, “Nietzsche.and-a Platonist
Tradition ofithe Cosmos: Centeér Everywhere and O:n:Emonn:oo Nowhere,” Jour-

-nal of the History of Ideas 44, 10.1(1983): 90-93. For the phrase ¢ ‘reality of markéts”

and the problem of linking this to discourse, see Minard, La Fortune du colber-
tisme; 308. :

‘On “generalinterests,” se¢ Lemesle, sﬁmvozmo ila ?.oor:no 525_8 Le Pouretle

confre;37. Seealso ibid., 61 On the “tribunal,” see Chevalier de Deslandes; *Ob-
servations importantes sur la-décadence du comimerce maritime frangois, aix colox
nies;” in' A.D., Li-Atl:, G735 .(1789):: The: Chevalier was trying to .carye out for
himself a-position as the head.of a new maréchaussée in* Saint Domingue, whose
@:ﬁo_@& purpose would be the suppression of contraband trade: -

On “reasonable.and admissible” things, see’ Lie Havre: Chambre-de Commerce,

‘AD., L-Ad., G737 AGmmv “Itératives observations. des zmmoommswm du Havre sur )

:on du Conseil dEtat du Roi, du 30:a00it 1784; concernanit le commerce étranger:
danis les Tsles Frangoises de ’Amérique.” On 85509@ prices; see Deslandes,
“Observations importantes,” 4. See also A.D., L:-Atl., G735 (1789), Barbé: Marbois
(intendant of Saint Domingue in 1789), “11 May, 1789, délibérations sur le nouveau
régime proposé par M. le Gouverneur général pour admission des étrangeres dans
la partie du sud dela colonie.” On reciprocity; see Lemesle, ¢Réponse ala brochure
intitulée Le Pour et le contre,” 26. ] -P. Hirsch, “Les milieux du commerce, I'esprit
de-systeme etle pouvoir, 3 la veille de la Révolution,” Annales ESC 30, no. 6:(1975):
1360, discusses this conundrum. On respect for law, sce also Barbé-Marbois, “11
May, 1789, délibérations sur le nouveau régime.” :

On public opinion, see Keith Michael Baker, Inventing the French Revolution: Essays

“on French Political Culture in the Eighteenth Century (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 1990), 170-172.- Thomas E. Crow, Painters and Public Life in
Eighteenth-Century Paris (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1985), 166-180:
Frangois Furet, Interpreting the French Revolulion, trans, Elborg Forster (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981), 30. The notion of voluntarism asa pathol-
ogy of eighteenth-century political discourse that contributed to the dérapage of the
French Revolution is a leitmotifin most of Furet’s writing on the subject. See Fran-
cois Furet, Revolutionary France, 1770-1880, trans. Antonia Nevill (Oxford: Black-
well, 1988), 41-150. On the return of the repressed, see Pierre Rosanvallon, Le Capr- -
talisme utopique (Paris: Editions du Seuil, 1979); 54 Michael Sonenscher also seeks

. to connect developments-in nmmrnmnsﬁr-nom::@ political economy with: the rise: of

potentially radical voluntarist discourse:during thie revolution. See Before the Deluge:
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toi“NJ: Priniceton University-Press; 2007), 411, For .more on the paradoxes of the
Physiocratic theory of the state; see “Yves Citton, Portraitdel’é conomisteen physiocrate:
Critique Littéraire de Uéconomie politique (Patis: 17Harmattan; 2000), chap: 9. Furet
echoes: Rosanvallon’s. judgmenits in Interpreting the French Revolution, 30: In this
case; Baker is attempting to correct for anoverly materialist bias in Habermas’s ac<
count of the rise of the public sphere and of public opinion. Onlaw and general inter-
" est; see d’Auberteuil, Considérations sur Uétat présent dela Golonié Frangoise de Saint-
Domingue, 2:360. As Wallerstein observes of a world economy divided into core.and
periphery, “‘Nationalism’?s a niechanism both of imperiuin/integration uzm of resis-
tance/liberation.” Wallerstein; T he Politics of the World Economy, 20.
On “national” crédit, see-A.Dy; Li-Atl:; G736 (1785), “Lies Anglois wmaazoa.:mq les
-Anglo-Américains dans leurs no_oEom et1és autrés nations ouvrent-elles leurs:ports
aux Etrangers??A- similar discussion can be found in Dubuc and Dubuisson,
Lettres critiques, 70~ 51."An: éntire dossier-is oozmnnnwanm to aro EcEaB of debt:
among colonial planters: A.D: L.-Atl;, (ol 7 PN es N S x
For:Nantes® call to-arms, seeA. D.; Gironde, C 4460 ﬁ.umm ‘23 ._c_v? Directors of
Nantes to Guyenne Chamber; of Commerce; (Cited in J. Letaconnoux; “Le Co-

“mité des députés extraordinaires: des manufactures et ‘du-commerce ‘et Posuvre
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économigue-de Passemblé-constituante, 1789-1791" Annales-Révolutionnaires 6
{1913):-150n.) This- effort failed, and the merchants did poorly in the general elec-
‘tions for répresentatives ‘to.the Estates Genetal; but they did manage to exert formi-
dable extra-parliamentary pressure by way of their comité extraordinaire: For other
historical arguments, see’A.D;; Ch-Mar, La Rochelle ChG; 1111 G.Nmmv Lille also
echoed Nantes? laniguage from the HI (Lille, 30 October).

All quiotations in this paragraph come from pamphlets collected in A. Us Ch-Mar,
La Rochelle ChC, T11/1. For similar sentiments, also see Toulouse’s pamphlet. Bor-
deaux and Amiensalso mention feudalism and privilege.

JA:D., Ch-Mar, La Rochelle ChG, T11/1:

7. LAffaire des Colonies and arm Fall of the Monarchy

See Patrick Villiers, Marine royale, corsaires et trafic dans VAtlantique, de Louis X
& Louis XVI A<Eo=n=<o-..._u>mnan.wn,nmmom Universitaires du Septentrion, 2002), 1:204~
209 and 2:494-500 for annual estimates; percentage of revenue estimates on 1:207.
For the comparison between naval and war-(i.e.; land army) expenses as a percent-
age of revenue, see Michel Morineau, “Budgets de Détat et gestation des finances
royales en France an' dix- huitidme sigcle,” Revue Historique 264, no. 2 2 (1980), 315
(for calculations on figures). If possible, naval accounts are even'more obscure than
the regular budgets of the crownas a whole, so it is safer to rely upon trends rather
than upon -specific figures. On this confusion, se¢ James Pritchard, Louis XV’s
Navy, 1748-1762 A Study of Organization E& Admiinistration 9\_023& McGill-
Queen’s University Press, Gmdu chap.11.

The possibility of financial reformis broached with excessive ow:::ma in E. N. White,
“Was There a Solution to the Ancien Régime’s m.::_so_w_ Dilemma?” Journal of




