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‘the tragic seventeenth' century’ or-the:fctisis of the'seventeenth=
century’; referring to a period running from:1630to:1730. The begin-
nings of economic advance go: back to:the decades r450-80; wher:
. France was emerging from-the long MGHOHUSD malaise of the late:
. Middle'Ages, and from its:own particular affliction;:the Hundred:-
Years:War with England that had repeatedly devastated great areas
of ithe country until-it.-was.ended- in"1453. Thereafter the loss of
- population 'was gradually ‘recovered and empty and abandoned-
lands:and villages were teoccupied = 2 process:which in wﬁmﬁb&ﬂ
and Picardy went onuntil late in the sixteenth century. There wasa
prolonged industrial expansion especially in the north-and east, and
the creation of hundreds of new fairs reflected:the growth of internal
‘trade. This recovery had not @Eno reached its natural limits when:
. &Qvnqgm of the religious wars in 1562 vﬂmmn to disturb partsiof
the country; wnomwoaﬁw faltered in'the south in‘the 15605 but:ad~
vance' continued - in: the: Paris: region, and Humov&uq i most “of -
notthern France, until after 1580. When:Henri 1v secured:a:general
peace in 1598 a new period-of industtial expansion was ushered
that was halted by the _omm:SEm of a'period iof renewed wats an:
internal conflicts between 1626 and-165 9% e :
+ The general economic expansion that tan without: Bﬁnr,_bﬁmﬁﬁﬂ!
tion for.a hundred years from the:late: Middle Ages was associated:
‘ th rapid @OHUENEOD increase; by 1580 theremay have beenhalfas.
any Frenchmen again as there had-beena century.eatlier. Tn:
of:France-the land filled up:to support the maximum numbers:its
existing ;mmﬁn&ﬁﬁ.& techniques would: ‘bear. - War -intensified the:
already growing difficulties -of feeding:the’population; but it was:
not:merely war that caused:the slowing: of expansion. The ‘birth:
rate-was declining in‘some localities:soon after 560, and gener

of the .mmd.

‘million late in the mggﬁnob? nnDEQU Castile at its; w@mw had 10
mote than seven million people, and:the Dutch Nethetlands two.:
. Thegreatnumbers of: the German-and Ttalian-speaking Huowﬁmﬂonm ,
farther east were divided among a multitude of small states, a few.
‘genuinely independent but most of them clients of greater powers..
French unity; however; was much: more. mBWS@ inthe, political
than in the economic sphere. Its economic regions had very differ-
ent resources; communications between them were poor, and tariff
‘andtoll barriers:divided them as much from-each other as most-were
. from foreign countties, until Colbert overhauled the tariff systemin -
+ 1664. The chronology of prosperity and depression; of population
“advance:and decline, shows great differences between the north and
the 'south of France,; and between the Atlantic and channel coastal .
‘towns and: rural manufacturing regions and: the eastern interior.
Generalizations about French mgo_o.wagn mﬂm.nosmﬂmbmw subjectto .
wnoHﬂa“m@:”ﬂoa from the: owwnﬁnbdo of particularareas. ...
-Most French economic historians set theit history within a frame-
~work of mu%onﬁw-nnnnﬁ% economic advance and seventeenth-cen-
tury-economic decline or;at best mﬁmmnmﬁo?pbmonmu, they-write of

until well on in:the eighteenth century: The foweted resistanc
mun ; @ooH was .8%8&, ‘Uuﬁ the “wnmwvmmmmnnn wow. ...Emwﬂpmw d&\: v

gm,,,hooB mou oNHumDmHOD in ﬂwomﬁnﬁ.ﬁﬁw afte
recovery of birth rates in the:z620s; but in the aoo@b&ﬁﬁmﬁﬂém the:
new century all the:adverse influences returned:togéther; famine;”
plague, and the:devastation of external-and internalwar-After'1626.,
notthern France was tepeatedly invaded from: the Spanish:Nether-
lands, -and -eastern: France:from the Rhine ‘valley, while the’great.
port of La Rochelle underwent aprolonged-siege::Setious epidemic’,
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Mediterranean. south-was-engulfed:in:the-catastrophes of 164852

when famine.and-epidemic faged-alongside:the Frondist wars;-and
thete was a:final if more-localized burst of sericus famine in:1659-
62 H.Wm Josses: om Eomoﬁmﬁmw, »Bm mﬁﬂn&»ﬁw of. H.gw mn H&Gamm

Zwb% 0m .ﬂwo setbacks: wﬂw»ﬁ,pm&nﬁo ‘the- mﬂmbn_u nnOboB% must: vo
attributed 'to the:chatacter-of French. igovernment; its extreme
weakness during much of the ‘period: 1560=1660; ubm ﬁrn Homnﬂob
, mmﬁbmﬁ the consequenices of this weakness.: - - SR T
-The:great nobles of the sixteenth:century ‘were- ﬁoﬁnoﬁ& Hoam
noBme&bm the allegiance of men-over large-ateas of France, and
they ‘were able to-rally forces round:themselves-and bring pressure
on kings. Thelong series-of religious wiars-that so‘damaged France
,vognnn T562andyT mwm. 'was largely: moﬁmbﬁ by :noble-factions:that
drew support on one side fromHuguerot fanaticism, on the othet
fromCatholic'reaction'and:the ‘external:support of mw&b but-both:
depending heavily ‘onthe :clients ‘and : resources: of ‘theit - noble
leaders’ home :tetritories:: The -wats were ‘prolonged: because. the

crown:wasunable eithet t mﬁw@nnmm\&n mﬁawmwn orto decide finally :

betweenthe:contestants.: : trong king; Henti rv;

‘was:able: ﬁo,‘,,vomsﬁonODQbmcoP of Ea genuinely religious:partici=
pants;torouse national feeling: m\hbmn,mvmbpmw intervention; and so
tos wHBm the:nobility to‘heel an sthe:s ; ‘

: nks: m the grea Huoénﬁm ~=/Was’.enot
BOﬁmHM?nomﬁ, mbm mﬁno@q ;Eﬂdmmsm,, taxes -onboth: peasants: mmm
towasmen built-up.widespread-réséntment. Inithe years 1648=53;

nobleswho wete seeking for the lasttime toitécovertheir independs -

ence from. the’ crown:securedsithe support iof- &mnoﬁobﬁnm urban
, urban;poot = above

French ecohomy in'the sevénteenth céntury:In:the aftermath of the
Fronde; Louis xtv built on-the:order-and confidence that Henfi v
rpm begunand: &naﬂ&owmm,mﬁ Bﬁabm&% absolutist:tule. The nobility;

itheParismob = in the series of -
tisings: knownas the-Fronde. Eheseiyeats:mark thelow: point-of the: -

A

s

discredited- and deprived of power, was allowed:to-miaintain most
‘of its. old taxexemptions;:was bolstered with:sinecutes and: privil-

soffice: With thenobility either crushed-or pacified; the kihg was: ble
o putsie his own policies; Haw&bm France into greatand costly wats
/in"which French resources were Huoﬁom, out;: taxes. bomm% oub n@

E noHoE& HuommommHOhm lost.:
,,m.amnno ‘Was: o<mm€w&55~w€ rural mb@.ﬁ.Emm& mEoEEH& mnmwna

‘basis seemed incapable-after:the 15608 of ' mrwvoﬁbm,,,,ﬁoﬁa thanta
‘géneration ot so-of rapid-population: growth: without. HEEBW into

- of France as.a whole; and’ we must examine:the: nrm.omobn oM,@nHT

‘north, and ‘of lands twith 2 mote mixed-agticaltur
the fringes of Mediterranean climate in the'south::
+ The plains anddow hills of France:from the Loité vall y oﬁr.

- large proportion of -France’s population. -Here: wnmmmbﬂ roEEmm
though they were supplemented with refited land = whilst - @»mﬁﬁm

‘tained. The peasants of: this ‘region were heavily preoccupied with
- corn-production; but yields were very: “low:"because “of lack of
‘manure. Few peasants had: much surplis cornito sell nmoowﬁ in‘the
years of exceptionally bountiful harvést; while:in b %nmnm
‘went hungry and even starved: Most: had: patches of garden
they grew.peas and beans and’ toots; and kepta vine-and one'or go

~rents and dues < notably hemp,:
‘Nevetrtheless, the'small peasants depended rnmﬂq o sutviv
‘earnings m.&ﬁ did not comefrom thedand: on ‘wa I
fatmers, on catrying

woolleni manufacture that their: m»BEom nOdE mnm iy nw o E.a
tegion. The greatest:part of the' v , ;
in open fields; with-a: Ehno.%npﬁ
Jland fallow each year: Aftet the-1580s little: m..omr landof any value*
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‘eges, and renewed in each generation by creationsfromitheé ranks: of
financiers, tax-gatherets and officials 'who had built up moaﬁﬁbnm in .

‘Prench’ tetritories: invaded: mmmw;x in: ﬁwo boﬁr an

3

the wide range of employment.in rural industry. The agricultural

disaster. In agriculture, however; it'is least'of all possil

speak

sences of broad regions; andabove:all those of

-ward, densely populated ‘and’ indeéd: covetcrowded, ‘contained 2

ere  tiny ~ two-thirds ‘of them less than two and 4 ‘half acres,

and-common was" “very scarce;'so that few animals’ nOd.E €'maif-

o%

fruittrees; they usuallyreserveda EH_@ 1and for:

ot i

et ountry ax.

chatcoal” vﬁébm ‘an
iwoods,and above all 6n the industtial by: ‘employm

otation that. _om anmﬁm om Eo
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:could-be taken into cultivation without enctoaching:on thé already , growing European demand for these semi-luxuries; but as increas-
'scanty commons; so there was muich division:of peasant holdings ~ ingly-unsaitable land- was pressed into cultivation the inevita Ho,,
-and/an: intense: competition for: rented land: that pushed'rents up  limitoof this process was reached arounid 1680, ﬁ&aﬁ serious food
rsteeply-in: the fitst' half of the seventeenth:century. Nevertheless, - shortages-developed:in En,moﬁw ubm Eﬁdﬂ Om the _.unmmmbﬁ fell
<fnany-of the youngimen: could-secure neither’ holdings:not regular : . into debtand their land was sold: S :
‘employment; and had to move to thetowns t6 seek-work. This Wwas : - = In' the wooded -districts of 90 énmﬁ - WEQE‘J\ and éoﬁano
_the'regionthat suffered-most:severely: m..oB,,Em_oEQ 10 m&ﬂmﬁ its . ZoHanm% there was‘a distinctive rural economy, in' égnun corn- g
‘production:to population growth except over quite short periods. ~ growing peasants kept far more animals than ﬁromo ! ﬁro rest Om,.
A generation of over:full farm-houses, or of-furthér subdivisions of E  northern France. The best land was ‘under’ corn,

holdings, eventually faced a year or two :of exceptionally bad hemp; but beyond this each peasant had mc._uwﬁmnﬁ mMmNBW _mn& _
<hatvests without sufficient teserves;and -was sharply-reduced in size , parts of which he burnt 6ver occasionally and replanted with corn-
by famine; accompanied by &mo»mo. With the land:so- emptied:the 8 for a year or two. Most households-had cows and sold biitter mbm_
ssutvivors. had a few:decades of easier-conditions; and then ‘the cheese, whilst nearly all were able to supplement income Eﬂ wotk in'
<growth of population brought ctisis agairi. ‘Fhis was a: ma@mgom Emﬂ B  the linen industry. ‘This wis an'atea of modestly prosperous p Eagh
‘wasrepeated time after time between 1580 and 1716+ - S ants, and ‘here too the pressure of wowEwnon was &oﬁﬂ. 8 B&ma -

The. southéin Jands' = Languedoc;: Provence; E%Enm -ap- ¢ itself felt than in the great corfilands, - v R
wuomngm the Mediterranean and-a driér; sunnier'climate; wete less 8 +Peasant poverty is spoken of i the Emﬂo_..%wom evety OOE\EH% {nthe

:suited torcorn both:by:the ﬁbnonﬂﬁbﬁ% of rainfall and the difficulty - S pre-industrial dgeasa matter'of course, anditis all too omm% o think
of terrain. Much land:on which corn ‘was:grown was of: poor mﬁ»:&w : L of the'mass of peasants ﬂrnoamwoﬁ Europeaslivin « :
normally: Wmmn as fough-pasture but nHoEu& oneyear infive, cight o tiated condition:. close to a:common subsistence-level: Wﬁ ‘there!
-of -ten’y that is with-no: HnmEmH rotation; and with -adjustments to : wete, of course, great differences even vngnnb ‘the aver. a%m living

the: tise ot fall of demand by small ‘changes™in the frequency: of standards Om the wmmmmnnm in %mﬂ.oa nocbnnnm mbm HomHOEm due: not:

. Gotn Spmﬂmmoén mﬂ times:wherever land was suitableand , .
ooc.E vo AémﬁoHom nmﬁE..»:% dyiitrigationybutithe a mdommmo peasant
e grazed sheep and ;goats on-the un-
Hmﬁom ,,H ?oﬁ&bm woolymilkiand onnmmHObm:% meat:He
mﬁoé ines; olives and fruit-on hillside terraces-orin enclosures;and
was: romﬂ_% dependent on the market conditions for thesé products.
‘Except-in the'most: bountiful: years he: bought corn to supplement
-his. own; wﬁdomﬂ and: the region’ imported.a large quantity from -
‘northetn France in those. petiods when: it-had asurplus; o ‘even
from the Baltic: Theland was emiptier than:thé north; ‘though'much
.of it was-infertile ._,OH.Smnnnm&En and the'livings obtairied from it
‘wete. poot ;«ifi life. was: normally: hard; the’ periodical-squeeze-out
om excess:population:did fiot.operate:so:mercilessly here. Through
orhundted -years from 1480 to 1680 (with’'some interruption
‘during;the religiou: émnmv,nro tural population:was-able'to expand
slowly because youniger sons’df peasant families could:still gorout
and:make-thémselves: WoEBWm “bringing: marginal grazing:lands
into cultivation; ‘terracing hillsides; ‘making: smallitrigation works
»m& -enclosutes for 0_2 s:and:vines.: They. were favoured by the




moH 1688, the, m<amwmo_5n08a is. um S5 oﬁoﬁ&nm ﬂEm to B&smn 9@

e Epm_w@ﬂm Bm% be moom

BESSH o 90 HoEoBm of a Bm&w@?oﬁﬁ.n& onOboBMP H ~throws
much.. I

, 49% o_omn 8
BEBEB HQ&Hm A gt omﬂ mﬁ of th cora.prod om;b France never
%Huomn& on. the anwoﬂ in.most. years BmHWQ ?uoom Hnmnnﬁn& quite
limi ; noHD vﬁﬁ

\nWmBmo?nm _uﬁﬁ
éono oboHBosm

prices hiad. .mn.oB,& to'sug-
momﬂ man obu mnﬂuq _wno_uHQB was. vﬂbm Bmmﬁomam H.Em nODEEnm

nnnﬂ.mnob on. corn, VE it nrnn, Humonommom thr ugh bad @oﬂomm mm

rell-as good mnn&nnmab s corn. prices.fell away aft
and _ua%ODm the Hnmmhmﬂon of. th mmBmmo of the r rm&oﬁ Wars;.
ﬁwﬂn was 2. nonm_momm_u,_.o investment.of Evmb Hmmoﬁdmm in 5%34@.
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side some large wheat farms of two to:three hundred acres: were
built-up by capitalist farmets taking their-example fromthe handful

~of ecclesiastical home farms in the: area: Rents rose-steeply in: the

Patis region; more than doubling'between 1610 and 1670 underthé
influence of the:competition for holdings; particularly by bourgeois

and richer peasantry-trying to build up’ large _noBmvmn farms: Not

was change entirely confined'to the Paris region: There was much

drainage of coastal marshland in- the: south-west; iseigneutial:clear- -

ances of heath in Poitou: to:produce new. métayage holdings swhich
they. stocked. ‘with-animals for: niixed-farming;-and clearance.of
forest for cornland in central France. In-a-wide-atea: serving Paris;

pastute:areas. were being: extended to-suppottrspeculative stocks
rearing for the-Paris market. Inthe south a:steady ploughing up of
marginal Jand for corn and the extension of vineyards:wenton:into
the 1670s; long after stagnation had setin over much-of thenorth:
- This expansive movement came to.an end fora time in the 1630s;
in the cotnlands of notthern and eastern Franceé: The devastation:of
renewed foreign war ruined many peasants, and its:risks made agri-
cultural investment: less attractive to utban:capital.: The condition
of the peasantry was setiously-wotsened: by:the teform of taxation
‘and of the tithe system under Richelien.. They-had been telieved of
much of the réal burden of old; fixed seigneurial dues by the long

tise in prices, and of tithe by: the: distepair into which'its ¢ollection-

* “had fallén. during the religious. wars. Between: 1620 and 1640, how-

ever; Richelieu vigorously:reshaped: the tax administration; raised
the level of ‘taxes:very .m.w»ﬁu@w. 'and: reactivated the collection:of
tithes. A gteat part of the tax increase fell on.the.peasants;-the old
seigneurial burden was replaced by fiscal burden.-Moreover; the -
landlords-found opportunities to replenish:their incomes: Though
most peasants owned some of the land:they &mom%ﬂg% mnormally

mﬁuw_oaonnom this with- plots: of rented:land, -and in the period of

rising population to the 1630s the landowners; ,meuﬁ.om themnow
town mérchants, lawyers:and. officials, were -able to. push: up-the
rents of the land they let out: Finally, and perhaps in the:long-run
most impottant, the wats-themselves: caused many: peasants:and -
village communities to fallinto.debt in attémpting to‘meet:dues:and
taxes when ‘their ¢rops-and -property-had been: mnmﬂow&. -and in
_uoHHoéBw to. H&&mno mﬂo&m that w»@&og wEnm _oH i
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‘were, were limited in mnoHuoy H.rn% left France still 2 nosnﬂQ of poot

@nmmubﬁm 'who were to be further impoverished in many areas by
invasion and: 94: war. Prosperous:and ‘we -equipped farmers of
large Wo_&bmm — known in thenorthas/abourenrs = while increasing in
nunibers; remained rare in most Szmmnm. moE.Smm were generally
very small;’ E.nmﬁmw& mmomsﬁn to sustain‘the 1 mommpnﬁm only with
the assistance of wage-labour ‘on others” farms, or industrial by-
oBEO%Bnn ;-and dwmﬂq tippeduinto’ shortage and:debt by two or
three bad hatvests or 2 single encroachment by Bpnmﬁ&bm soldiers:
The landlord, rarely: resident, “left it to his agents to squeeze what
mpo% could from the tenants, whether from rents or from making the
most of old seigneurial H_mgm ‘and he'invested i _BWHOARB@DH ‘onily
in the' most: propitious- circumstances. 'The Huawmma f the ‘mid-
seventeenth on_bﬁﬁ%, his:land" wnomcnﬁm a low: return; and with
taxe, ‘tithes and rent takinga third ot even a half, of his income,
had little  opportunity: to accumulate nm@:“& ot ﬂo om.nn a c.mamE
mmBmDm moH. msn wnomﬁnﬂm om Smnma”% , :

Hb ﬁro S.HE mnwmam om mﬂmboo m Hono.qﬂ% mHoB :wm Fﬁm-Bo&QB_

Paris and' Omnmbm 2 Hew' Q.oounn _anﬁmmngn in HpbWﬁ&On mnm
iron manufacture on‘a small’ scale!in many: parts of eastern France,
particularly- Umﬁugn “But over the whole petiod of the sixteenth
and seventeenth centuries the most _Bﬁoﬁ»bn moqnwowaoﬁm were in
the linen and woollen industries, first in the towns of Huunmn&\ and
Notmandy but increasingly in- the nosbﬁwmio ‘Textiles were
nmwms&nm n northern France not onaﬂ by moving from town to
country: but also by-spreadingout geographically; woollens from
Picardy and the Cambrai atea where they had long been'settled,
eastwards into- meawmmnn and westward into Normandy, while
linens extended still farthiér into ws.nwn%v Maine ‘and .?doa The
towns remained important industrial centres, but Eﬂ the'middle of
the seventcenth nnbﬂtaﬂ the early processing pbm éomﬂbm of coarser
and middling fabrics in both'linen: and" woollen- anmnﬁnm was
almost entitely rural. These rural industries,
town mEmEbm,ﬁmmnm and town markets Wmm by 1650 pushed far
beyond. serving Bnn&% local demands ‘ot ‘sending goods’ abroad
through’ convenient: ports. Despite’

sing the resources of -

‘the difficulties of “internal ,
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transpott they had created a: national market for. their products' in
France, so that, for:example, Qoﬁwm.amma in ﬁrn area om w@»n<ﬁm oH
Mans were sold in every cotner of the country. - 5

. The seventeenth century witnessed the: m@@oﬁ»ﬂnn of nvmmem

fashions in textiles; not Bnﬁo_% the tutn from:woollens: tosilks;

linens and. presently cottons, but also.the acceptance of-an:increas- -
ing range of types of woollen cloth: The-chief sufferers:from this -

. were -the wnomﬁnonm -of “heavyhigh-quality - dloths; -who faced

increasing competition for a-market that' ceased:to expand. At the
beginning of the seventeenth century the towns: of Normandy:and
Picardy were: still - B&oH centres for weaving and: mémgm these
cloths; though: mHuEEbm was entirely rural. The technically conserva-
tive utban artisans in these heavily regulated trades were unwilling
to change the methods, organization and-fabtics' they knew; and
they could  not stand up:to the competition of. innovations:pro-
duced by the new Dutch industry at Leyden ot the English makers
in Wiltshire. The French-home market was invaded by these foreign
cloths; and they were only checked by Colbett’s imposition of very
high tariffs in 1664. Behind this tariff bartier he mﬂﬁoawﬁmm to stimus
late ‘the industry- by :subsidizing' the immigration-:of Dutch'and .
Flemish weavers and entrepreneuts into Normandy: Pressed by its
difficulties and encouraged by state assistance; the industry slowly
changed its ‘structure and its: products. By 1680 the independent

“town cfaftsman had generally been replaced by the small wotkshop

in-which a mEmHo master; backed by merchant finance, oBHu_ow&
several j Homnboﬁaan »bm he Abmmo Em Hunomd.oﬁon mnuﬁgo _u

HnrmHOGm wats ,mbm ‘the: mmpEmr.,EﬁpmH

_tecovering a new prospetity in.the first:quarter of \ﬁro next noBEH%v
it'was again- destroyed by war after 1630. But the industry tevived
once mote. in' the ‘decades of stability-after 16
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Normandy and Champagne; and producing still cheaper vatieties of
cloth::On the:other hand, the Languedoc:industry which captured
Mediterrariean markets during: the, sixteenth: century :was so badly
weakened: by the ;ﬁo,sznm of ‘the:1640s-and 1650s. that evési a
massive: concentration: of  state:assistance 7in Colbert’s time: put it
only: precariously on-its feet,:: and: m=.= Honoﬂuaﬂ Was: m&m&ﬁm gE
.€n= intc the eighteenth century SrRaTE N

‘The leaders of the European woollen: Emﬁmﬂuﬁ in mmnn wete now
the Dutch and English; - while new: nOB@oﬂEOD ‘was-appearing late
in the:seventeenth:century. from: the rising Silesian’ 5@55 ‘The
French coild not: excel-at: wqmﬂﬁw.ﬁ »-and. the:speciality:in-which
they-now led:Europe was linen; especiallyfine linens:and best quality

canvas: The French industry first grew" to: importance in Picardy

(where it began with labour released by the decline of the woollen
industry at:the end of the Middle Ages).and spread. southward from
thefe: UEubm the sixteenth-century.it was-able to teplace impozts
from the Netherlands; its quality was-imptoved after 1600 by the
. introduction- of Dutch: bléaching  methods and-‘the best French
products forged. fat-ahead: of their rivals. The BnEmHQ originally
used flax: grown in»the lower reaches. of the tiver walleys of -the
west;-but even before the end. of the sixteenth:century-it had:to
mﬁwEaBnbﬂ thése native supplies by _m&mo imports from the Baltic.
The best quality linens:were made in‘the area:behind -Rouen‘and
exported thtough it; they had no competition-except from Flandets:
‘Brittany-had-a- <mﬁnm linen production; largely serving the home
market-but’also: exporting: &ﬁoc.mw Nantes:-and::St: Malo, while
Anjow’s chief product was canvis. Everywhere the industry-was one-
of rural outworkers taking their materials:from:merchant organ-
izers;and it gave'double support torural population asan employet
om Euoﬁ mbm.,m asa consumet ofa HnmnE% mnoén mmw Q..O@ HWn
‘the >ﬁ_mﬂnn ‘was mﬁonmq oEoDﬁom noéﬁ&m nw.woﬁsm Hwosmr
badly:hit by the mid-century-wats; it was firmly set ‘on a path of
long-term growth, well. able to.cope-with Dutch and German com-
petition, for:the: mﬁownmb maanm for rbobm was wnc Hm?&w
‘oM_umﬂ&bm ;
«The silk: Eaﬁmﬁﬁ aMnnwﬁoHS:w ﬁBoﬁm noMEnm was an: &Bomﬁ
d&uozw wurban-one..Its ‘centre after the middle of the muwﬁnonﬂr ‘cen=
tury: was:Lyon; well: away.: from the:main cutrents-of wat; and its
competitor:was not-oné:of: ﬁwn mmn&% reorganizing countries of the
west, but.an Italian anmn.‘w that was:old-and inflexible in its' ways.

¢
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The industry at Lyon therefore flourished :almost throughout the
seventeenth ' centuty; diversifyinig - its “range - 'of “products:"into
damasks and brocades to-attract new-customers. During the: four
Bﬁ.nmbﬁ.ﬁ% decades that were disasttous to much’of French in-

- dustry, the number of silk-workshops in’ the' H‘%ou%mnmw Qnﬁp:%

doubled: The organization of the industry changed it was brought
largely. under ﬁwn domination' of the merchants:-who' HBHuoHn& silke
from Ttaly. The master artisans were reduced to. the situation ‘of
dependent wotkers; though they still held to their: own workshops
and employees and maintained some influence through: control of
the: gilds.: Finding most: of  its .customers: among “the- rich,: x&w
5&55 was. Ho.mm mmooﬁom ,Hrg,oﬁr.nnm ._u% .nwwnmwnmimmm

WQOH& these Emﬁmﬁﬁnm iﬁnr served bmﬂonm_ »Dm Bﬁowbmﬂo_u&

i BmHWnﬁm Emsmﬂﬂw was manoﬁm,zw mnm:nm& in m_BmE ﬁEG mmm, bmﬁo.é

mwmnoﬁnbﬁo size- é&g ub% &mﬁQ H_po Bomomﬁ mﬁﬁombﬁr.nggﬁ%
expansion of the metal industries; and of the iton" Emsma..% in’par-

ticular after. the introduction -of the blast furnace; was menw& in

the following:centuty by the' expansion’ of Dutch trade in German,
Lorraine and presently Swedish iron and iron goods: It remained a

- “§mall-scale - industry, “generally ‘with old-fashionied  miethods, “in

manyof the well-timbered ‘ateas:of France; to'be given some
stimulus: after 1661 by Colbert’s: msg&wmnos of “selected: eriter~

- prises: in Dauphiné, Burgundy and Languedoc. ‘Beyond this; even

such well-known ‘industties with - export- _anwﬂm as nWoBHn&m :
papet, glass and fine leatherware were small. « i

' Thete was an old:tradition of government Homﬁ_mDOB,om ﬁmvub
Emﬁmﬁnnm _oomp mﬁommr the maponm_ Hmmﬁ_mﬂon HBHuomom _uw BﬁEQ. .

‘ &.mmnc_ﬂom om branches: om the: éooznb Emﬁm

to return to industrial protection-in"1648.

minister: Colbert: set” out :more mwmﬁmamﬁnmzw to moﬁmow some
branches 6f French industry. He believed that French manufactures
had. been. losing: something ‘of  that- mnn_.Em for quality that had
enabled them to compete with the Italians in the luxury marketiin
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the sixteenth century. The highest:quality goods ‘would always be
sought; at almoest any:price; by the: éo&mp% at homeand abroad; and
he:sought to create a new French reputation fot: them.:Somé kinds
of manufacture were set up-in state ' workshops — Gobelins tapestry:
ot'VanRobais woollens ; some left inprivate hands but given tem-
poraty: monopoly advantages ‘and subsidies; ‘and put-under: strict
regulations:to be minutely observed-under the eyes of government
inspectors: The policy had some success in raising the international
esteem of the best French products;:in aiding the recovery of the
fine-woollen :industry.of ‘north-western: France vand -setting the
Languedocwoollen Emﬂmﬂ% onits feet, and in establishing cannon
foundries. In these advantageous respects it-outlived-Colbert ; butit
left behind-also his legacy of detailed control; meticulous inspection
and - reliance ‘on privileges that added to.the:rigidity -of French
industry and E.,Ea_o_um tunito its: ‘ﬂomwbomm., Inany:case, Colbett’s
work-had less influence: on-the recovery. of 1660-90:.than the:re-
organization"forced: upon- industries: by the - difficulties - of ~mid-
centuty; which bore its fruitin-a. maDonEoD of ‘comparative peace;
population growth atid trade expansion: The move of industry into
the countryside .accelerated, and - craft-iconservatism “was broken
down by merchant pressures exercised directly on producersto get
morte - saleablé: products. In‘theradvancing industries: there was a
géneral tendency:t towards the replacementof independent craftsmen
by sharply: divided groups of ‘merchant.capitalists on one side'and
dependent wage-earners on ‘the other: In.the rural districts mer-
_ chantsdealt dizectly with the wotkets;butin the towns they exercised
theirinfluence on‘productionindirectly HTHOﬁmr theit: moﬁ:smbno om
Bomnm&% Humoﬂuﬂosm vﬁ mnm.obmgn éozwmwow OWNErs: it

H.rn 5%»2 om the new: currents Om Rmmm Emﬁ wnmpb to moé nrnoamr
Europe in the late fifteenth century had been felt chiefly on the peri-
phery.of France: The north=south route mBBﬁmw the Rhoéne 4»:0%
gained  renewed importance, and Lyon: became: the: most  active
financial centre of thé west outside Ttaly. Zmnmﬂznm and Toulouse

flourished on expanded trade with: Spain;: and the  connection of

northern France with Antweip-was strengthened. But France’s size;

population-and natural resources ehabled it to-be remarkably selfs
sufficient: ‘At the beginning: of the:sixteenth: century France's only
major foreign: msm%rnn was Italy; from which: it ifnported-fine silks’
and other fabrics, spices; drugs and m%omgmm The: nbooﬁmmmoBoDn of

the new:silk-industry at Toutrs:and Lyon, and-the:opening of difect
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trade. with the Turkish Empite in. the 1530s; wete &2@3@8‘ to
reduce this trade, mo_.. there was.no noHnamHuou&bm mnnnnr nwwon” o

Eﬂam the mmmrnmﬁ mmommow om mﬁ mﬁﬁonbnw.nnbﬂﬁuw WO ever; &po

‘expansion of overseas trade was: associated with the rise: om ‘the

westetn potts. On the channel coast Rouen nogonﬁom Paris ‘and
northern France with the trading metropolis of >DQ§HF and was
in fact a satellite of that city, with its business carried-on largely-by
Italian and Spanish commercial houses. The small potts of Notz-
mandy -and Brittany had. old-established fisheries, and after: 1520
wete turning patticulatly: to. the Newfoundland: mm_pnnvw sending
hundreds of vessels-a year after mid-century. Thete was 4 large
coasting trade; connecting the ports at the mouths of the.great rivers
that led into the interjor. Bordeaux and Rochelle exported great
quantities of wine to England and the Netherlands; Morlaix and St
Malo, as well as Rouen, sent linens to Spain, and great: flcets ‘came
to apo Biscay coast to lade Brouage salt for the Netherlandsand: the
Baltic. The bulk trades were largely in foreign hands; English and
Dutch ships carried away the wine; and Dutch and Hanseatic: mw%m
the salt, which accounted for most: of the tonnage of. Erench expotts.

But the valuable trade was with Spain; indirectly through Rouen
and Antwerp, to Oﬂ&oE» and: Valencia through Marseilles; and
directly to the rising markets of Castile through Morlaix, St Malo;

Nantes,  Bordeaux and. Rochelle.  This-rapidly expanding: mwwﬁmw

trade particularly benefited the linen'industry of Maine- and Anjou;
which found its main outlet-there; but woollens, corn, woad; iron=

~ware; paper and other goods‘were also sent.to m?:b The linen

trade was largely in the hands-of Spanish merchants:settled in the
western ports; and it was from them-that the. mnonn_p at: St Z&o
Nantes and. Bordeaux learned Bomnnb Hﬁmrmb noBBaHm_&

‘niques.

2 Overseas: Q..mmo mnmnnnm more mHoB War. QSD _Bomm mnoﬁonm of the .
economy. It seems likely that in the eatly years.of the-156os; before
the -wars of. HnFWHOD a trading peak was attained that wa OE%
briefly reached again in the early seventeenth centuty,: and then lost
until after 1660. The sieges of Rouen and Havte in 15623, 0f Rouen
again in 1591-2;and the blockade of Bordeaux in 1592-5,accentu-
ated the trading difficalties that-wars in-their immediate. hinterland
created, though the trovbles of each particulat port brought short
surges of prosperity to.the. others. From the 1570s Mootish piracyin

“the Meditetranean and Dutch and English: competition began to
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whittle away the trade of Matseilles: The eatly seventeenth-century
wats hit the:potts:less directly. ,Aﬁrocmwm,Woorozomdbmagmﬁ along
siege in 1626-7) but they again suffered from the damage done to
Bgsmd% in‘the notth; and-from the breach of relations with Spain.
~After 1660:the western potts eritered-a flourishing @oﬁom The
8_”& tonnageof ‘Frerich merchant shipping doubled in the ‘next
thitty: years;with Rochelle; Nantes, St: Maloand Bayonne in the
lead; This is paradoxical ina period-inrwhich the main export trades
. were not doing well, the linen expott:to Spain showing:a falling:
tendency and the Lievant trade stillin-the doldrums.The ports and:
their? metchants fourished becatse Frenchmen took ovet some of

the old bulk trades from foreigners;and above:all because colonial

+trade expanded very rapidly. The m@mﬂmﬂmm_,éwo;g&g& the com-
mercidl life of the western ports were being:replaced, in the eatly
decades of the seventeenth century, by Dutch merchants, and in its
middle decades. most trade and shipping:in‘the west was in Dutch
hands::Colbettnot only gave France industrial wﬁoﬁooﬂoHH by:the
tariffs of 11664 and 1667, but also:proceeded to: squeeze out 'the
Dutch traders and carriers. Shipping was: promoted by subsidies:for™
building: mnm,.vmﬁnwmmﬁmu.wgww and nbnoﬁmmmBoE for: Uﬁnr and
‘English shipwrights:to practise their craft in France. In- 16732
mnnhnm mNoFme moHQmD m_BHum.,mHoB mmﬁﬂmmmbm in ﬂuobnw noHoEmH

ey > centre om ; 5@5@%#@& oﬁuwbﬂon swas:the’ dqomﬁ Hn&mn
trade, of shic ‘ochell: and Nantes:were: ‘the chief vnbomﬁmhnm qn
iﬁm Huoﬂom with St Maloand Bordeaux some way behind: St Malo
thie céntre fot the Newfoundland and St Lawrence fisheries, and

for Atlantic-whaling.“The French:Atlantic potts; their @ow&mﬂoa
growing' fast; became prosperous from Burope’s-growing demand
for-tropical .products, and-called: on+French: industry’ for :manu-
‘factured goods to send to the colonies in return. A large shipping
-industry " was' built up, - largely based on’ “this.colonial - trade
.mHoB which 'the Dutch ‘wereexcluded; “with-the:single important -
exception of Baltictrade, the Dutchhad been teplaced as carriers for
‘France before 1690 Ovetseas ﬁmm.owémm‘mmqmnmq set-back in the war
-of 1689=97, when'ports wete closed and great’ numbets-of French
ships-were: captured;:but:it AHmno<oHom. and-aftet1702: was.supple- -
mented by 2 brief but mwﬂnn&mzwﬁm “of ditect trade with Spanish
meticay St Malo, whose cod. fishery hiad first: given it a- close conx:
ction with Spain; was the centre-of this'new trade; its ships even-
wnnoﬁmﬂnm -the Pacific; and when--Spanish- -American  trade with
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mnmbnm Hmoﬂa&m nm severe: mnﬂvpow in’ Hﬁm EN _Do peace trea
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region mﬂmmcmc% abandoned its inferior wine production:for-cider.
Rapid expansion: of ‘the lirien. and: canvas industries -after»1660
encouraged: peasants-in: the . Donwéqnm.n to teserve ‘mote -of their
land: for- growing:flax to secute a cash: revenue::In south-western
and central France, new field crops‘were inttoduced; of buckwheat
- grown on lands that would:bear no-other: cereal = and. of thaize;
which ‘was high yielding and ‘used for fodder, helping to ‘make
possible:enlarged cattle herds: Similarly-in:the:pastoral areas that
setved Patis, the introduction of sainfoin‘and other artificial grasses
suppotted larger-herds. Ounlyin 1. few-cases, howevet, did the turn
away from cotn to:other: products involve: the extension of ixed
farming ‘that :would: Admprove :corn: yields: < The: convertible hus<

bandry that elsewhere in western Eutope was-breaking the:vicious
circle:of -few: wEB&m »bm _oﬁ corn yields was: Hwanq m&owuﬁnm in

Erance: 5

. Cotn ﬁnEm HoBEnnm Hoé mnnoH&bm to. ﬁro mﬁhwEn mmﬂm ﬁwoc.mr
ﬂwnmo, are:scattered and not:wholly: conclusive. The averages that
haye been computedare very heavily influenced by the'scatteting of

‘bad: harvests: among them; thus the catastrophiciyears 164351
reveal such:a mixed bag of influences ~.war;bad weathér; Fronde -

and plague ~ that the basic causatiofy is not easily: disentangled; and
the ‘low ﬁoﬁu period: 16871715 is:onein which thrée orfout years’

- bad harvests @E& down the-average levels of mote than a quatter
~ofa nggw in- which: the:réturn:was. generally reasonable. Tt.is
possible; as some writers: sliggest, that periods:of particular diffi-
culty-for French mmﬁos._ﬂcno areirelated to climatic cycles: of ‘thirty-
five to forty years’ duration; but:final judgement on: this must:be
reserved: until ‘the: existence; of ‘such régular- monn term climatic
movements has been confirmed-and explainied: o

«Cereal prices.were: moﬁnmw:% declining from 1662 cb& Eo B&.
HmmOm and after that date remained:at: smodest levels in most yeats;
rising:to extraordinary: heights in the: yeats: 1692-4-ahd 1709+10:
* This-was' .an‘unfavourable: situationfor:.cor. Hunomﬁnﬁob Jdong:
sustained low prices:discoutdged investment in building up- latge
and efficient cereal farms; while:th

peasants-whose sutpluses:wete wiped iout:so:they -had to borrow: if
they were to survive: The level 6f rents -was creeping downward for
well over half'a century after 16705 giving:some relief to.those: who
cultivated: leased lands:: Cere Hunom.c.ncon was: cbmo&uﬁo&% being
expanded; for the slow mnnrno of prices was:going:on alongside 2

ctasional ‘dearths-that -tem=
porarily favoured the'very large producers; were disastrous to:small

.HsmﬁmeEw %o mnn»mom »mﬂnn Hmmo saw ﬁro Hnno<nQ ‘of ru

industries that had been overrun by wat, and-the building: ap:i

selected industrial sectors by: government ‘efforts.This received
some: mﬁwwoﬁ from the increased purchasing power; H&nmma& by
cheap food, in the hands of townspeople; and: more plentiful mat-
ketable mE..mFmom at-the disposal of many peasants. Paris was the
great consuming centre of France, but never its economic centte of
gravity; the latter might have been found in-the industrial areas of

- the north-west set amidst a thick peasant population, or in the

Rhéne valley; but at the end of the seventeenth century the most
rapid economic advance was in the Atlantic woﬁm of St Z&o :
Nantes, Rochelle and Bordeaux.

Post-1660 prospetity received a serious shock with the petsecu~
tion of the Huguenots in the 1680s, in consequence of which some
two hundred thousand people are said to have emigrated, a large
proportion of them Hoémmwnowwn of the west and:-south-west —
merchants, artisans, lawyers, mariners. The beginnings of agrarian
depression in the south wete followed by the deficient harvests of

- 1684~7, threatening the retutn of general food shortages and show- .

ing that France had failed to break out completely from the: mn_u-
sistence .cycle. ‘Then in 1689 came renewed war, pursued on a
tremendous scale and continuing with- only a. brief interval until
1713. Taxation was enormously increased — at its peak absorbing

“possibly 15 per cent of national income - and as always most of it fell
- on the rural poor and the peasanttry. This new taxation imposed.a

crushing burden on-an already weakening agrarian base. The

“famine disaster of 1692~4 was probably-the most: destructive in
- three hundred yeats; that of 1709—10-was equally deadly in many

tegions, though it did net strike the whole of France. Between 10
and 20 per cent of the French died in these two brief periods. The
disaster 'was not merely rural; for the cutting-off of demand -as
people used all their money to ‘buy: necessary food created heavy

“industrial -unemployment, and this joined with: farhine and: the

migration of rural labourers to bring hardship and pestilerice to the
towns. Overseas trade was stopped by wartime blockade for long
petiods, particularly in the 1690s, and was always hampered; many
thousands of . m?@m were lost to:English and Dutch wndwnnﬂm. .




; M<Qu when' the wats wete ovet their baléful effects were felt; the
»#QB? to liquidate thé: legacy. ofcrown debt: by means of i EmoEoc.m
; y. John Law was ahead of its time
and brought about a huge firiancial'and commercial crisis in 1720,
This held back advance for some years; mmm“wﬁg.nﬁ& the-propet
"development of French banking institutions. for more than halfa
.nnbﬁﬁn MSmHmnm,‘ rmm ,meom mﬁ Wogm m,nmbnow B@ﬁmﬁﬁm&%u

‘ Eomonu “weiters - have - exatnined ‘two  “aspects’ “of
capitalism- in the ‘period ,_un\némobﬂ.,nrm_,mmﬂnmbﬁwﬁ,»mm the: erﬁma th
century. One is the concept of the “spirit of capitalism’,” Lwill
not be wﬁmﬁom here because it is concerned withi the ﬂomwohpmo,.ﬁo the
increasing importance of capital in”productive H&mﬂoav,;npﬁw@n:
than with mOBnEBm preceding’ o causing this development.. “The

~other ‘is the growing importarice ‘of ‘capital-using ‘types ‘of ‘com-
- metce’ and industry, and the ‘extensionof - nm?npbmn,.émmo.nmnbon

telationiships tolarger sections of the wow&mﬁon

' There are ambiguities iti the economist’s view of op@ﬁ& which
have: @mﬁo&ﬁ impottance for the pre-industtial age. In'the first
place, land is often ‘treated as ‘something " distinct from " capital,
though'itis fully recognized that cleared and cultivated land mnEom
Bd.nr of* ;m ﬁﬁb@;@og w»ﬂbm,&mnn:&oﬁo _u< r:Bmm v S

anwmbm UEEBW 0m RﬁmeOb mwmﬂoﬂbmv moH new mBmcboE,Bmm
in“Provence; and ‘on’a mote spectaculat scale polder-building' in
Holland, fen ‘dtainage “in‘ eastérn''England “and” ‘south-western
France, and swanip clearance and irtigation works in St Uogmﬁn. .

f
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.N‘b Hdm ﬁwo >Bnﬁnmb Un&mnmﬂon om Hb&ommbmmbno
,,pbbognnm the anmWEW up:of the colonial;systems: whose origin
and. development have been. principal themes: of this-book; and

“Adam: Smith published his: Inguiry-intothe -INature and Causes-of .the

Wealth of Nations, laying the foundation of modern economics with
a-wotk based - on-empirical study:of the economy: of :the pre-
ifidustrial -age.- Adam . Smithwas:not -conscious: that -an .extra-
ordinary change in ‘economic and: social life-was.-on the point. of
-overtaking his countty; and neither English nor French wtiters of
the time imagined that an Industtial-Revolution :would within a
-couple: of: decades have caused:the economic hegemony of - MSnoHuo
to.pass decisively to. England. The half century before 1776-was:a
petiod:of prosperity and expansion for. both France and England,
and the literature of the time is full;of self-congtatulatory matetial.
Statistics: suggest: that both:French-and English-national income
more than doubled in the first: three-quarters: of:the eighteenth
, century, Hwo_pmw these - estimates  probably  overstate - the “true
increase; and it is likely that in the middle decades, from 1730 t0

‘1770, the advance was faster in France than in England. Yet the

acceleration. of economic growth and the mounting evidences of
prosperity fell far short of the scale of change in England that was

to follow 1776. They may bettér be compared with the expansive

period 16oo-30 that terminated with the downturn of the mid-
seventeenth century. There was nothing new in'rapid economic

progtess in Europe, but it had in the past come in brief surges as it |
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did to France in the eighteenth century. ‘The really new thing, was

" the steep uptutn in England in the last. quatter. of the century,

which is outside the period.of this book. These. oOb&d&wm nr\%ﬁmnm :

-will examine-the mid- Qm_pﬁoobﬁw century-expansion:of - its:.own.

merits; but it is impossible to ignore the greatlandmark in economic
history that looms up immediately beyond the terminal date of 1756
In examining development in the middle decades of the eighteenth
century, the questions must be asked whether it exhibits features
that explain the great discontinuity of the Industrial Revolution
that was about to occur;-and whether it reveals the reasons: é.r% mpn
Industrial Revolution came to Britain and not to France.- i
Rising production-and national income:must be seen in- ﬁro con-
text of populations that were growing-fast; in England from the
17408, in France from a trough in the 1720s. In 1690 there had-been
some five and a half million MDmrmw men arid women ; theirnumbers
had not reached six million in ‘175 1; but Hrow passed seven- million
in 1771 and eight-million befote 1791: In France, the wnopobmmﬂop
of war and economic troubles prevented real recovety of the:losses
of 1709-10 before: the: 1720s; but-from: a low point; of nifieteen
million. the French WO@E&EOS rose-to twenty-six million-in 1789
(including a million in freshly annexéd: territory). The renewal of
population growth towards the middle.of the eighteenth century,

after wnoﬂonmam stagnation, was the common experience of Europe.

Yet there is a significant difference between the general European
movement, to which the French corresponded, and the coutse of
development in England. In mbm_wnm .tenewed. growth began in

the 1740s from the highest level that had ever been reached; by 1770

it 'was some o per cent higher-than it-had been in-1630, and it
continued to- grow at-an-accelerating pace-into: the -nineteenth
century. In France the initial growth of the 1720s and 17308 Was 2
recovery to. old levels of population; by 1770 the numbers wete
only some 25 pet cent higher than they had been in 1630,2and in the
1770s rises in’death rate began to appear in‘some areas, slowing: 9@
rate of mno/ﬁw and presently bringing about some décline of popu-

lation in southern -and central-France.. In -England growth: was
continuous and accelerating ; in France there was only;a brief phase

of mnoqﬁw matching England’s, before the spectre of the subsistence
crisis began to hover once more. The: special:problem- of: mbmrmr.

~demographic history, the. oMEpD»ﬁOD of: the sustained .growth of

numbers: continuing “into -the  nineteenthcentury;: “which oﬁrom
countries-did not experience,-is beyond-the scope ofthis' book:;
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Renewal of population growth in France séems to be cleatly
associated with improved food supply; ending the recurrent onsets
of severe famine that had affficted France since the late sixteenth
century. Thete was long tun of generally good harvests from 1726
until 1770 (setiously broken only in 17359-41) and this corresponds
with population growth reaching its fastest rate between 1750 and
1770. The chief mechanism of growth in this period, in France as in
England, ‘was a fall in the death rate — and patticulatly the death
rate among children '~ rather than more births. It showed itself in
both ‘countries in 2 cutting down ‘of the occasional violent leaps in
the death. rate, which in previous centuries had wiped out several
years” population increase once o twice in evety-decade; and in
France in- the disappearance after 1709-10-of those extraordinary
demographic disasters -that had. repeatedly” prevented population
mnﬁbm back: to its eatly seventeenth-century peak. Yet English
expetienice suggests: that bettet moo&ﬁm was-by no-means the sole
explanation’ of a lowered death ratei"In England the subsistence
problem in its most serious form had long since been solved; people
still died because they were undetdiourished and unable to stand up
to illness, but famine had long been absent: It 'has been strongly
argued that on the other side, better subsistence could have been
expected to produce some rise in birth rates. The factualevidence on
this in the eighteenth century is inconiclusive, but it had some éffect
in Ffance, if not in England. Howevet, the well-attested demo-
graphicexperience of the English- peerage throws great doubt on
subsistence explanations of population growth in this century. It is
unlikely that families of the nobility ever suffered from being undei-
fed; yet they showed the same ‘markéd fall in-death rates, in'the
monOD& mﬁmﬁﬂ of the erﬂonbap nobﬂﬁ%v as %m. moﬂnﬁ% as'a éwOHn

,.H.ra _u»&m moH. %o EmBm whom@oﬁQ in Ew Ba&o monmmnm Om %m
eighteenth ‘century-lay -in’ the unusual ‘combination .of growing
populations with ‘an-agticultural ‘production that kept pace™with
their needs. The more spectacular and more frequently commented

on-industrial expansion was dependent on this, to provide part of _

its matket, to release labour from the land; and to feed the manu-
- facturing’ wo@c._mﬂog In England; HBHuHoABBQ.:“ of ‘agricultural

~ productivity had long been under way, with' rising crop yields per.

acre; and great diversificatiorLand %mﬂmﬁwwﬁon of patticular areas.

‘More corn was produced, alongside a rise of animal husbandry. Its
conjunction with'a century of only slowly:tising ‘population aftet

France and England in the Eighteenth Century |29%

. 1630 had resulted in the emergence of 4 food surplus; with low corn

prices; culminating in something of an overproduction crisis for the
more specialized cotn producers in the period 1736-56. The funda-
‘mental improvements continued to spread, at 4 pace that accelerated
aftet mid-century; their'main features wete the introduction of more
flexible crop rotations embracing roots, HomsBom and improved
grasses, which enabled the land both to catry more stock and to
grow mote corn. The obstacles of open-field farming and of peasant
tenures wete broken down more easily in the eighteenth century, as
the economic advantages became mote apparent and the social costs

~more acceptable to 2 government now composed of great landlords.

The larger farmets, in whose hands an increasing share of the land
was held, had the best opportunities to learn about intiovations that
had _u@mn pioneered, and-had the resources to introduce them. After
mid-century, moreovet, Hmmmnm population-brought an-end to the
long-term stability of corn'prices that had prevailed for nearly a
century, and they began to move upward. This caused 2’ fenewed”
interest by large farmets and their landlords in“expanding ¢orn
production, mb& the main nonﬁﬁvc.ﬁom to'it'was‘tnade _u% ploughing
up much of the old common and waste; particulatly in the eastern -
counties. Thanks to the improvement of fodder' crops and the
btinging into use of more Welsh and Scottish-highland to: rear
«cattle for England, this reduction of commons did‘not prevent
continuing increase in supplies of meat and dairy mﬁo&non :
Change in- m&%ﬁi was associatéd withi the rapid movement
away from a society of peasants to one of middling and large fatmets
employing a little wage labour and producing: for' the market.
France, on the other hand, remained nmmabﬂmc% a country of poot
peasants, with no substantial changes in rural structure; although
landlords were attempting to build up larger farms heré'and there:
Nevertheless, the years 1730-70 saw a big advancein the produc-
ESQ of French agriculture. Wheat prices were low: and'still declin-
ing until 17601, more than a decade after they had'started to fove
upward in England and Holland, clearly Empnmﬂbm that in an age of
.population growth ‘French production was tising to - match it
Writers on mbmrmr agrarian _Bmﬁoﬂw explain i increases'in HObm-Eb
@nomﬁnﬂﬂg by improvements in methods and" ‘organization; the
‘French see the good years: Smoio as essentially a- moom wnﬁom in

3

~the climatic cycle, four decades-in which years of -good harvest

weather were clustered unusually thickly. These differing emphases
reflect, to some extent; the development of the two' countties:

L




292

-agticultural WBHVHOASBOE was, over-a very long period, much mote
evident in-England than in France.. Nevertheless, improvement was

going on in France; and.in wpnﬁn&mn the gains of the years of good

" weather 1726-38 built up peasant:resources and enabled some of
them to. expand their livestock and equipment, so reinforcing: the
effects of 2 ‘continuing favourable-climate in the next three decades.
On the othet side; if climatic conditions helped the peasants of

northern France, they must have had some influence on the increase
of English corn production. In both countties a clustering of yeats
of. moom harvest weather between 1730 and 1770 supported invest-
ment in the land and improvement of methods of cultivation.
French agricultural production leaped forwatd in this period.
Rather dubious overall statistics suggest a doubling of production

between 1701-10 and 1781-90; but evidence of improvement of this

order of size also comes firmly from the records of yield of tithes in
many parts of France. On rented land — which. on. the eve of the
Revolution accounted for ovet two-thirds of France - rents at least
moszom and:in many Emnom tripled, between- 1720 and.1780.
Yet peasant incomes were tising, because there was some time-lag
before the diversion of their income to increased rent took effect.
“Landlords had taken: little interest in agricultural improvement
but a combination of circumstances brought them into it after 1760.

A literatute of agricultural improvement began to appeat in France,

and in the 1760s the Physioctats were drawing attention to the
mo@obmgnn of allincomes on a healthy agriculture. Mote important,
rising corn mﬁnom gave an impetus to the-ploughing up of fresh
land — which-in the north meant encroachmient on the already very

limited commons — and -the state; reversing-its. eatlier attitude,

encouraged this QOHW from 1761, onward. The enclosure of com-
mons was.often. the work -of ‘landlords, their resources  already

‘enhanced by enlarged rent rolls; and. their renewal.of pressure on

the peasantry was a factor in- building. up the tising peasant. dis-
content that reached a tevolutionary pitch-in 1789. i
Through the petiod 1730-70; thetefore, the French nnODoB% was

greatly strengthened not only- _u% rising ‘peasant incomes. that

brought more of them into the market for industrial products but
also by the inctease in landlord incomes and by the sustained rise in
population that a more ample food supply supported. The average
peasant remained vety poor; but the group that had struggled
beyond subsistence level to some modest comfort. was namnmom

‘The muodﬁr of landed i incomes as 2 whole was. probably faster in”
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France than in mbmﬁmbm in the eatly part of this period, and this - was

“certainly true of the growth of rents. After about 1760; ‘however,

the experience of the two countries &dn.nmnm In England, the Hm?m
adaptation of capitalist farmers to a rising demand for-corn. in-
creased its supply and steeply augmented farmers’ and landlords’

incomes. In France, the efforts.of some landlords and their larger
tenants made only slow headway, for the tone of French agriculture.
was still set by a great mass. of landowning peasantry, not indeed -

..éwo=< conservative but adapting itself too. slowly. The peasants
 remained in 1770, as- Eow had been a hundred yeats eatlier, the

brake on French economic expansion.

Regional mwnnwmmw.mmon in agriculture. mnwﬁwmom on moo&v,noBBﬂE.,. :

- cations to distribute its products. Few major agticultural products

could bear the costs of. Honm-&m@bnn transport except by water-
ways; and the risks to a region that. specialized away from.corn
were vety serious if it was not assured that supplies could easily be
Eosm? in from outside. The problem was 2 lesser one for England,
where no point was a great distance from the sea, than it was for
France; but even so the improvement of msm:mr tiver systems for
navigation, beginning in the 166os but carried on much mote
actively in the eighteenth century, was very impottant. The mﬁwwq
of the swollen city of London depended in part on food brought by
tiver from the upper part of the Thames basin; and while far mote
food came into the Thames by sea, it had been vnocmwﬂ down to the
seacoast to be laded for London by means of the tiver systems. .

'The Great Ouse and its many tributaries cartied corn from much of

eastern England down to King’s Lynn and other ports, and a series
of improvements at difficult points of this system had. been made
during the seventeenth century. In the north, the tivers om the Trent
and Ouse basins cartied goods from a huge area down-to-the
Humber and the sea. Great extensions were made to the D»Smmv_o
sections of the Trent around 1700, and in. B_mlnon\nﬁn% Cheshire
cheese was more often being carried to the Trent and: by river and
sea to London, than sent out énmgma mﬁoamr Chester. These
tiver improvements were not, of course, wholly for. agricultural
purposes; they were designed to get lead from the Pennines to the
sea, to provide cheaper transport:of wool and woollens fot ‘the

_Yorkshire prﬂmmnﬁsnbm area, to bring Cheshire salt down to the

Mersey and Dee estuaries, and to open up Midland: nomEmEm But

their principal mSDnEoHH was carrying. corn mnm mommmm Ho:oﬂbw
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_many inland areas of surpluses that had 05@,0 been gn&& saleable,
supplying deficit areas more cheaply, and generally HQBEDW down
the price differences that corn sales showed at markets in @E.o.mmﬁn
patts of the country: The further improvements of river navigations
in the: 17408 and 1760s, and the beginnings of true dpb&&ﬁbﬂﬁ_m
with the Sankey Navigation of 1757 and the Bridgewater Om.b&, of
1761-7, were prompted chiefly by the need to bring food and raw
‘materials into the fising industrial disticts of the notth and to the
Bitmingham atea. In the same petiod, road ‘,.vawowoB,.nnﬁ began to
strengthen thie links of towns with the waterways and to speed the
movement of long-distance passenger traffic. © - o
The French problem was far greater, in alarger country, Bc.nw of
it vety rémote from the sea. Great rivers cut mbwo_wn_mmquu but the
heavily populated north was less well served'by them than the
centre and the south. Moreover, to'send goods down the immense
stretches of ore of these tivers to the Atlantic sea coast, and then
coastwise and up anothet tiver; was a tremendously long mb& costly
business. ‘Drought ‘made’ sections" of -the ‘rivers ﬁnbmﬂm&.uﬂm in
‘sumimer; and icing was likely to be‘encountered in'some winters.
There were tolls everywhere; the river Loire hiad seventy-five. ”H_.w@
great cenitre of circulation was the Loite, connected by road links
with' Paris and the-east, and ‘with the' Rhone-Saéne basin to the
south-east; its great city and river port was Otleans. Paris secured
its corn supply not metely from the surrounding: countryside v.ﬁ
from a vast area of central and eastern France served by the Loire
- and Seine, extending into Burgundy and Liorraine. Corn for Lyon
was cartied down the ‘Sadne from Franche Comté 4nd Burgundy,

_2nd from Provence up the Loire. But much traffic was along short |

stretches, alternately of road and river,'in the intetiot. %2\3\ mH.o,B
‘the ‘tivers' many villages wete 'quite -isolated, and the regular
phenomenon of seventeenth-century France .Wme_u.nmﬁ, setious food
shortage-and high prices in one region, whilst supplies were ,NBH&@

no mote than a'hundred miles away.” = = = "
Colbert, who was conscious of the need to assist development of

2 national'market, gave most of his attention to roads. Though his

funds wete never adequate, it was nevertheless established in France
that the creation of a trunk road system was a function of the state
rather thati of HOnmemmnnEmeWmn,Ow private enterprise. After 1738
a-national plan"fot ‘roads was gradually implemented, with roads

radiating out from Patis to the seapotts, frontiets and gtreat towns. _

Road-building technique reached 2 high level from the 175¢s, and
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' in the third quarter of the century French roads were fat'in advance.

of English. Yet it was a road and not a waterway system, built
ptimarily. for strategic and-administrative rather than commercial
reasons; it greatly speeded personal travel but did little ﬁ@“.nrowwﬂw
the cartiage of heavy goods, ot to-open up remote regions, so-its
economic impact was limited. The improvement of waterways was -
more modest. The famous and. costly Canal des Deux Mers, which -
in 1681 was completed tolink the Mediterranean with the Garonne
basin, had little economic value. The important waterways wete.in
the north, particularly those that supplied Paris and the industrial
areas. In the late seventeenth century, parts of the Loire and the
Seine were improved by embanking and straightening: the Loite
and Seine connection was established by the Otleans Canal (1692)
and the Loing Canal (1724), and the Oise and Somme were con-
nected in 1738. The ultimate alleviation of some of the extremes of
food shortage; and the improvement of rural:incomes, did owea
good deal to the improvement of waterways:- The weak link in
French communications, however; remained the inadequacy of the
pathways that connected most villages with the great trunk roads or
with navigable water.... - T Sl

Since. the agricultutal sector was so large ~ in eighteenth-century

o mEan& accounting for some 40—45 per centof national production,
" and in France for .some Go per cent — the state of its health had a

strong reaction on the industrial sector of the economy. Indeed,
modern writers now see in the long-term advance; and, the short-
term fluctuation of agriculture, an important part of the explanation
of English and French economic development in the eighteenth
century, and perhaps in the preceding one. Sl e R
~'The complicated relationship between agricultural and industrial
prosperity is usually simplified by making two general assumptions:
that agticulture was overwhelmingly dominated by corn produc-
tion, and that the demand fot cotn was vety inelastic. The first may
serve, though we are conscious that it applies more-closely to the
densely populated parts of northern: France and:southern and mid- -
land England than to the hilly parts of those countries, and that in
England during the first half of the eighteenth century the other
produce of the land was being rapidlyincreased. The second assump-
tion is attested by the wide year-to-year fluctuations in corn prices.
Since cotn (ot its derivatives, flour.and _ummm@.,,..q_\mw\ammnbm&:ﬂo
people’s lives, they would bid up-its price very rapidly if it was
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scarce; but since it 'was the regular and least nwﬂgm food, once this’

necessary demand had been satisfied they spent any money they had
left ‘on other foods or on industtial products, so that a sutplus of
cornwould cause its price to fall a very long ‘way. Indeed, beyond
the most -modest deviations from average, a large cotn harvest
would actually produce a smallet total cash return to the producer

than an average harvest would do; and alonig spell of good harvests

would actually depress the incomes of large corn producers. Within
the limits-of these assumptions, the likely ‘cotisequences of the
decades of good harvests that wete oM@nﬁnDnom in ».Wo B&&n of the
eighteenth century may be examined. :

Better harvests changed the ‘incomes of those ﬂ&o &oﬁﬁ& in-
comes from cornland; they sold mote; at prices that were lowered,
and mote labour had to be put into harvesting, threshing and carry-
ing, whether v< the family or by wage-earners. Since most people
detived theit income from the land in one way ot anothet — as
peasants ot farmers, labourers or landlotds, catriers or dealers in
foodstuffs — change in their incomes powerfully influenced the total
of all-iicomes that wete available to be spent-not only on agricul-
tural products but on manufactutes, setvices and imported goods.
Moreover, all but the well-to-do spent so large a part of their
income on the basic foodstuffs that a “modest reduction in ‘corn
prices could ‘multiply the surpluses to be spent on other things.
' Transpott costs, gtinding and baking and traders” margins made up

a large part of the final cost of flour and bread bought by most
- consumers; and the relative stability of these additional costs pre-
vented bread prices from fluctuating so violently as those of corn.
The disagreements among historians over the short-term impact, of
harvest fluctuations, and the ‘more: permanent- results of long

periods’ of low or high corn’ prices, arise from their differing.

estimates in two' fields. One is the importance-of the combined
incomes of all those who supplied-and served the matket for corn,

in ‘relation to-'the total income of all food wnomﬁoanm the “other
concetns' the patterns of expenditure of vatious classes’ within
society and the way these classes reacted to changing prices. The
differences treflect real and important oonnnmmﬂm between the social
structure of England and France.” .

* Assuming that the demand’ for cotn ‘was B&mmcn ‘the mm.mnn om an
»vsbm»a supply on the incomes of its producers - could range
‘between two extremes. At ofie-end was’ the large capitalist farmer,
employing wage labour to do much of his work, and expecting to

France and England in the Eighteenth Century | 297

sell most of his.corn on the market though he kept some for seed,

tithes and his own family consumption. In an exceptionally good
harvest, doubling his normal yield, he would be:able to sell-a good
deal more than twice his normal supply on the market ~ pethaps two
and a half times as much. However; the very heavy reduction in

price, and the greatly increased cost of harvesting; threshing and

carrying, caused such a farmer to suffer by a good hatrvest. A seties
of good hatvests could be disastrous for him; as English experience
showed in the 1730s. He was, of course, the best equipped of all
farmers to divert resouces away from corn production if the long-
term prospects seemed bad. At the other extreme was the peasant
whose main concern was to produce the corn needed to feed his
own family. His rents and other outgoings-were found from'the
proceeds of such subsidiary products as grapes,: flax ot pigs; by

labouring for others on their land, ot EmstE,_.v%.ymbH,O%Bodﬁ‘om;

himself or his family. In‘an average year he produced nnosmw corn
to meet his family needs, pay his tithe and provide next year’s seed;
in a good yeat he had surplis corn to sell on the arket, and this
was pure gain for him beyond his normal condition— however low
the price, he got something rather than nothings-A. mnﬁom of low.__
corn prices gave him no adequate EAﬁnﬁanﬁ to ﬂwbmmnn resources
to other production. : ;
Obviously there was every kind’ of mnwgmnbno on ﬁ_pm BNHWQH moH
corn between these two extreme types of producer; but it is import-
ant to see that, over most of the intermediate range, good crops
must have added to peasant incomes, apart from by-employments.
Consider, for example, the peasant who in an average year, was:able
to sell a quarter of his corn crop as surplus. In-a moderately bad
year he would have none to spare and he might go hungry. Ina very
good year, in which the harvest was doubled; he could-sell neatly
five times as much as in the average year, and-fio conceivable fall in
price would prevent his income being raised.:Moreover, in a year of
cheap corn the demand for-other food products would expand and
(if weather conditions favouring. corn had not been harmful:to
them) the same peasant would get more money for his:sales of: this
other produce. Much the greatest part of French rural production,
and a very considerable part of English even in'thé middle of the
¢ighteenth century, came from small and modest peasants in this
-intermediate” range, ﬁomomson with the really poor:subsistence
peasants. Those English writers: on. the eighteenth: century. ‘who.
assett that the farming community suffered from the series of good
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harvests lean too heavily on the expetience of the big farmers; even
in England the class 'of cultivators as a whéle probably benefited
from good harvests. Rural social structures in France and England
differed greatly; in-England in 1750 - ot'in 1700 ot even 1650 — the
admixture of large capitalist farmets was substantial. The English
generalization about good harvests is closer to reality, thetefore, for
England than it is for France. The large farmer was a substantial
customer for the products of industry, and a decline:in his income
would reduce his purchases; but even in England the expansion of
peasantincomes might well have counterbalanced this, and in France
it certainly did so. However, the smaller peasants — and particularly
those in the more remote ateas of rural France ~ would have spent
their extra earnings more with'the small craftsmen of their own
localities than on the produce of the national large-scale industries.
~What were the effects of lowered:corn ptices on-othetr incomes?
‘Half the population of England, and tather less in France, were
regular wage-earners, though of course:they received only a small
part of the total national income. Neithet in England nor in France
did wages on the land orin industry fall along with food ptices;and
there was some increased employment to handle a bigger output.
With incomes-at least maintained,; and the cost of their flour or
bread considerably reduced, the wage-earners: could buy more of
other: things; and their total additional- demand would ‘be large.
English: writets: have-attached great importance to exparsion in
demand for industrial goods from this source. However, they had
otheroutlets for their sutplus income; later experience suggests that
 increased: real income among poot wage-earners was likely to' be
spent onimproving the quality of their food supply, and particulatly
onbuying more meat. Moreovet, tural labourers; and even workets
in small-town industry and setvices, wete . mote likely to buy the
coarse.products ‘of local weavers-and shoemakers, and the urban
poor tobuy the cast-off clothing of the rich that-descended through
servants to the second-hand ‘matket, than add to the demand. for
products of the national; large-scale industries. French historians,
indeed, incline to the view: that this part of the population was
notrmally: so poor and undetfed that its reaction to.cheaper bread
was:to: buy ‘much more of it. On the whole it seems doubtful
whether ‘wage-earners made’ a large contribution to. industtial
demand, even in England. . o oo 50

.- Much the largest compor

ent of income that was in the hands of
the tich or relatively well-to-do -was-in the form:of rents-of land.

e

‘scale, in France. If the rich landowners; ‘traders, financiers and
~officials spent much of theit income-on services. and luxury .ctaft
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The level of rents, when they could be freely negotiated; moved

under two different influences. An expanding peasant population;

with younger sons seeking landholdings, had-always bid up rents
competitively, and this was still happening:in France between the
1720s and 1770s despite the lowness of corn prices. Men awanted
livings for their families, not the right to produce for a competitive
corn market. In France in this period agticultural production was

greatly expanded; 2 little of this gain went to the consumers in

lower prices; most peasants gained by- eating better yet-selling
more, until higher rents ate into their surpluses; and their landlords
presently managed to push rents up very substantially. Only a few
big specializing farmers suffered. ‘The improvement in landlord
incomes - the doubling and more of rents in half a century — was
probably the most powerful influence on raising the level of iridus-

trial demand in France, The other influence on rents was; the ability
of the entetprising, market-oriented farmer to pay;and this:might
well decline in 2 period of low cotn prices. In England, in fact, the

maximum level of rents was set. by what: the large commercial
farmer would pay rather than by: peasant-demand; and until well

after 1750 it reflected the low prices he was getting for his produce:-
Maximum commercial rents had some tendency.to fall. The total-of

rental income :was tising moderately, however; with the continuing
process of dispossessing smallholders, breaking up open fields, and
transferring inefficiently - cultivated lands. that had. produced: low
rents into the hands of . commercial farmets who would: pay. the
maximum market rent. Before 1 760, however; total rents weté: not
tising at anything like the pace-of those in France. . - oo

In both countties. thete was a.considerable stratum of urban:
population as well as.of middling peasants well above the. level of
the very poor. Many:of them derived. their income ultimatelyfrom
land; the modest minor beneficiaties of the income of great estates' =
cousins, nieces, aunts of the minot mﬂ..mﬂonﬂm.n%_l,,ﬁﬂgmm.ﬁ%ﬁoiw&&
towns. There was a. great proliferation. of :dealets;: carriers and
shopkeepers with the widening of market areas, and industrial pro-
ducers and craftsmen were multiplying.- The rise of ‘these middle-
income groups is a conspicuous feature of English social develop-
ment in the eighteenth century, and.it is evident, if not on the same

products, and the poot bought from local craftsmen, these middle
strata accounted for a great demand for produce of good: quality
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that was ‘produced : reasonably: nﬁnﬁ&% ‘The -typical ‘large-scale
industties of ‘the eighteenth century, the great rural textile indus-
 tries, turned out- great quantities of woollen and linen cloth, of
stockings, sheets and blankets; to meet these: ‘middling demands.
The spending of ‘such people was important ‘to' the metallurgical
‘industries, making ‘cutlery, locks, metal otnaments-and buttons;
and to such industries as w»ﬁ.BmEbmu soap-making, Humwﬂrnamw_bm
and many others. In these families in the'middle ranks of society,
spending patterns could be matkedly influenced by the cheapening
of corn; the very prosperous craftsman of shopkeepet, the low-
Hmbgm official or small professional man making L1006 a year,
might in a nonﬁﬁ %nﬁ,. mmgm a mmw of mEm on vmnmmmamm for Em
mmnuq ST ,
"'Though views: &mﬂ. on the am.on... om annomm_Dm mmEnEEn& pro-
ductivity on the income and spending of different social classes,
~they lead to the same general conclusion about the ovetall'effect on
industry. For some English historians, the good harvests and low
corn. prices of Eo.ﬁmm.&mwaogﬂr century indicate a reduction in
farmers’ and landlords’ incomes; yet they consider industrial demand
was expanded because the tise of émmo-omnbonm incomes and other
urban demands outweighed the fall in rural producers’ spending.
For the-French writers; 'who 'see farming as- 0424;&85%%
Hunmmwbﬁ farming, moom harvests indicated higher:farm incomes and

increasing ‘rents; ‘all but the pootest peasants could buy mote

industrial goods; and so could theit landlords; while wage-eatners
. hatdly affected the’situation for they lived so ‘close to subsistence
that their- surpluses wete always negligible. All agtee, however,
that good hatvests were good for industry and for the economy as
2 whole; and looking beyond these narrow economic atguments it
“was obviouslya better society in'which the mass of the people were
adequately fed and had some small mcﬁuﬁﬁmmm. ‘The most powetful
effect ‘on: industrial expansion was exerted by the increased put-
chasing power of ‘the middleiincomes in MDWFDQ and by this to-
gether with the expansion of landlord incomes in: France: Purchas-
ing: power 'was released by the cheapening of basic foodstuffs and.

- the raising of real incomes. The increased demand for foods of

better quality and mote ‘varied kinds; and for manufactutes and
craft’ -products, reinforced: the purchasing” power’ of cattle-raisers

and dairy farmers, artisans and ‘wage-earners and theit employers; -
thete was 2 BEEE@H effect at work, whose. EEEWDS even extended .

to some expansion of i 54835#

18 France and mﬁ.\%&
-~ Industrial Growth |
and Industrial ngﬁ\ikm_ ,u

.N.D the Hmﬁa mggggg onnnb.w voﬁw Mnm_mbm »bm mapnnn

werit mpnocmw a phase of some industtial growth;"but in Hunubno it

was less vigorous and was very mnnoc.m_% checked by the wars and

famines of Hmwle.\Hm. while in England several ‘branches of -

industry continued to move ahead rapidly and weré even stimulated
by wartime conditions. After 1730 French industry was ‘again
expanding fast; English industrial growth acceletated in the eatly
17308, was-slowed manbm the long war-of 173948, and bufst
forward rapidly in the interval of peace that mo:oénm Over the fitst
three-quatters of the eighteenth century, takeni as‘a whole, industrial

.growth was at much the same pace‘in both countries; in the middle’

decades its acceleration was possibly stronger in France. H.Wn extent
of growth is hard to establish with any precision, for it camie Fbw&%
through the expansion of 2 range of minor industries whosé statistics
cannot be very usefully aggregated. Though both woollen and linen

industries continued to expand, they ceased todominate the 5&5@5_ :

scene so completely as they had done in preceding centuries:’
Diversification away from the old textile industry was Humnﬁoimﬁvﬂ
marked in Britain, but-even ‘here the woollen industry was farfrom

stagnant. The woollen and worsted Smcmﬂaﬂ of West Yorkshire was -

one of the most actively growing' séctors ‘of the economy. Its
counterpart, however, was the decline of other producing ateas:
Devon, which had been the leading producer o». wotsteds iri the first
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1949~55). The literatute in languages-other than Dutch is very scanty. A
useful general study is C. R. Boxer; The Dusch Seaborne Empire (London,
1969). Early Dutch’ development is touched on: in M. Postan’s chapter
in the Cambridge Economic History of Europe, vol. II (1952) dnd P.

Dollinget, The German Hansa (London, 1970): V. Batbous, Capitalism in
Apmsterdam-in the Seventeenth Century-(Baltimore, 1950) contains 'much
interesting ‘material, and C: Wilson-examines the ‘Decline of the Nether-
lands® in Econ. Hist. Rev. (8, 1938). B. H. Slicher van Bath’s ‘Agriculture
in-the Low Countries; 1600-1800" (Int. Congress: of Historical. Scienices,
Rome; 1955) supplements’his work teferred ‘to in’chapter 6; A. E.
Christensen, Duzch Trade to the Baltic abost 1600 (The Hague, 1941) is an
exhaustive survey of quantities of trade and miethods ‘of trading; and
N. W. Posthiumus, Geschiednis van de Leidsche: Lakenindnstrie (The Hague,

1933-9) is an excellent study of the branch' of textile industry that came
to’ prominence in the: seventeenth ' century. ' J:-C. Riermesma, Religions

- Factors in Early Dutch Capitalism (The Hague, 1967) analyses religious

gtoupings and their telation to state policy and econormic behaviour.
CHAPTER 12! ENGLAND: THE UNTROUBLED ISLAND '

Three general surveys cover the sixteenth and seventeenth centuties:
L. A Clarkson; The Pre-Industrial Economy in England, 1500=1750 (Lon-
don; 1971); P: Ramsey, Tudor Economic Problems (London, 1963); and
C. Wilson; England’s Apprenticeship- 1600—1763 (London, 1965), which
is altogether more detailed. P. Jeannin has surveyed the English ex-

petience froth another standpoint in L’ Europe du Nord-Ouest-et du' Nord

anxe XV Tle et XV/TIIe Siécles (Patis; 1969): T P R.-Laslett, The World we

have Lost (London, 1965).is an original and usefal examination of social

trends; if at times'it reads too much-into limited &vidence; and L. Stone;
¢Social Mobility in England, 1500~1700 (Past §& ww&.%:, Gamv is full of
,UHEEEH ideas that-await investigation. . "

‘Agricultural history- is “exhaustively mﬁn‘qo%om moH its Humﬁom by J.
Thirsk. (ed.), The Agricultural History of - England: and Wales, Vol 1V,
15401640 (Cambridge, 1967), but E. Hﬂnnﬁmmo “The Agricultnral Revo-
Iution, I570=1670 (London, 1967) piesents an important new interpreta-

tiofi ‘of the early history of agricultural improvement. P. Ramsey has

edited a collection of essays on The Price W%&S,NSN in %Nx&%:& n.&ﬁ@.
England (London, 1971). B O \

- Among a large number of Eﬁoﬂ% Om B&Smn& S&smﬁnam no single
one coversthe great woollesi Emcmﬂ% inits ‘entirety; but the oﬁmﬁmﬁ&bm

Hnmposm._ history, ‘G."D. WmBmmw s, Wiltshire Woollen Industry in the Sixe-
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teenth and Seventeenth Centuries (Oxford, 1942) illuminates probletns ‘of:
marketing and organization .that were general. w.,,.d.u,..Zomum;H e Rise e\
the English Coal Industry (London; 1932) is a solid study; and in: The-Con=
quest: of the Material World (London, '1964) he has reprinted: essays:in
which he drew attention to rapid expansion among the minor-industries
duting the petiod 1540-1640. J. W. Gough, The Rise of the m\ﬁw\%‘smm&\
(London,; 1969) summarizes the history of several:industties; .

G. D. Ramsay, English Overseas Trade in the: Centuries of mSm‘N%&
(London, 1957) is an excellent general survey; several of the key essays
for modern interpretation ate: collected by W. E. Minchinton, The
Growth of English Overseas Trade in the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries
(London, 1969), but the most important-article’ deals. with-an earlier:
petiod: it is F. J. Fisher’s ‘Commercial Trends and Policy in Sixteenth
Century England™ (Eron. Hisz. Rev., 10, 1940). B. E: Supple, Commercial
Crisis and Change, 1600—1640 (Cambridge, 1959) goes beyond a survey-of
040/_/.@@3 trade to present an exceptionally lucid mb&%mwm of the relations
_u@ngﬂmob commercial interest, economic thinking and economic-policy;
and-R. Davis, The Rise of the English Shipping Industry in the S %«S.%S&
and Eighteenth Centuries (London;; 1962) relates overseas trade to problems

of transport. Wotks on'banking and finance are listed in the bibliography

to chapter 14, but P. G. M: Dickson’s finie study of .the government:
debt, The Financial W%&S,N&N i1 England Ponmon 1 omd %mﬂﬁwm mention
here.

E. M. Carus-Wilson Anmv m:.&:. in m.n§$§n m&&@m 4o_m. H mmm HH
(London, 1954 and 1962) has collected many of the most useful mﬁ&mm

_written in the past half-century.

CHAPTER 13: FRANCE: THE GZmHm.PU% GTANT

The new Histoire mg%»\n.%& et Sociale.de Ja France; ed: F.-Braudel and
E. Labrousse, provides inl vol. I1.(Patis, 1970) a set of magisterial surveys
of the period 1660-1789 that makes further bibliogtaphy-almdst supest=
fluous. However, another useful general volume isithe mmmnw& issue:of the
journal Dix-Septiéme Sidcle (70-1, 1966) devoted to economic: history:
_The great strength of French economic history isin its regional studies;

9@% are too numerous.to be fully listed, but those wmnﬁnimnq useful for.

this period include P. Goubert’s masterpiece;. Beampaisiér le Beamvaisis de
‘1600 @ 1730 (Paris; 1960); M. Venatd;: Boargeois et-Paysans .an - XV/IIe
_Séécle; Je: Role des: Bourgeois Parisiens dans-la.Vie -Agricole: an.sud de Nu&.ﬁ

(Paris, 1957); E. Le Roy Ladurie, Les Paysans de. Languedoc (Patis, Hommv 5

R. Bachrel, Une Croissance: la Baisse: Provence rarale: (fin:du- XY/ 1o Sidcle-— .
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1789) (Patis, 1961); and A. Zink, Agereisc: -la Vie d’mne Communanté
Rurale o la fin du XVII Sigcle (Patis; 1969): Little more need be said about
agriculture, but J. Jacquart’s contribution to- Dix-Septiéme Sitcle(supra)
is useful'and brief.: J.C. Toutain has attempted to construct a statistical

account of ‘the growth of-agricultural-production in Le Produit de.

I Agriculture Frangaise de 1700 8 1958 Q.Sum 195 8); it is severely criticized
by E. Le Roy Hmmsno “Lies Oonﬁmm mmngmm@ﬁom ‘de QnomoQ King’
(Annales; 23, 1963): .

Industrial history:is much less: mmnmmmnnoﬁq nOdonam H. Hﬁumﬁm Une
Famille des Marchands: Les Ruz (Patis, 19%55)-has a ‘good account of the

‘sixteenth-century linén industry; P.'Deyon contributes 2 useful section

on industry in Dix-Septicme: Siccle (supra), “and 'his-Amiens: Capitale
Provinciale (Patis, 1967) ‘deals with: an important cloth-making centre:
W.: C. Scoville,  The Persecutionof  the Huguenots  and. French Economic
Development, 1680-1720 (Berkeley, 1960) examines several branches of

‘industry, and P: Leon; La Nuissance de la Grande Industrie en Danphiné

(Patis, 1953) is 2 good study of metallurgy. J. Delumeau has a summary
of overseas trade in Dix-Seprieme Siécle (supra); beyond this the reader

-should 'go to-the histories ‘of pozts;-such as R. Boutrouche, Histoire de

Bordeanx, 14y 3~171 5 (Bordeaux, 1966); G. Rambett, Histoire du Commerce
de Marseille: (vols" IV-VI, Marseille, 1954-7); and M. Trocmé and M.
Delafosse, Le Coremerce Rochelais de'la Fin dn XV au Début du XV IIIe
Siécle (Patis, 1952). C. ' W. Cole’s. Colbert and a Century of French Mercan-

#ilism-(New - York, 1939) examines the noBHbonQ& Huorﬁmm of govetn-

ments- during the saventeenth'century.

CHAPTER 14: CAPITAL, OWM_UHH AND HuHZ>ZOH.>H

.HZmHHHGHHOZm

Sixteenth-century exchange and banking, and the role of exchange fairs,
are examined in M. Vigne, La. Bangue & -Lyon «(Liyon, -1903) ‘and D:
Gioffté, Génes ¢t 'les Foires de Change: de Lyon a Besangon (Patis, 1960),
while R. Ehrenberg elucidates the emerging role of-Antwerp in Capital

. and Finance in the Age of the Renaissance (London, 1928). The working of

the exchange system is illustrated in M. Lapeyre, Une Famille des Mar-

chands i -les - Rusz (Patis; 1955) and F. Rulz Martin, - Lettres Marchandes

echangtes entre Florence et Medina del Campo (Patis, 1965).

R. de Roover, L Evolytion. de la Jettre de change (Patis, 1953) is the
standard - work; J. M. Holden, . History ‘of - Negotiable - Instraments in
English Law (London; 1953) explains how the favourable legal situation

- facilitated theit proliferation in eighteenth-century England. H. Van det
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Wee, “Anvers et les Innovations de la Technique Hu.EEuann aux XVIeet
XVIIe Siecles’ (Annales, 22, 1967) shows: some differences from- de
Roover’s conclusions. A. P. Usher, “The Primitive Bank of Deposit,
(1200-1600" (Econ. Hist. Rev., 4, 1934) leads towards modern banking;"
J-'G. Van Dillen, History of the Principal Public Banks (The Hague, 1934)
has a chapter on each of them. Different aspects. of banking develop-
ment in England, the' country where-it ptogressed farthest by: the
eighteenth century, are examined by R. D. Richards, The Early History of
Banking in England (London, 1929), D. M. Joslin, ‘London: Private
Bankers, 1720-1785" (Econ. Hist. Rev., 7, 1954), and J. H. Clapham, T#e
Bank: of England (Cambridge, ‘1944). The institutions discussed in-H.
Liithy,- La Bangue Protestante en France (Patis, 1959) wete largely -con-
cerned ‘with public finance, but there is a useful discussion of French
banking in Braudel and Labtousse (see chapter 13). Institutions of HEES
debt are further examined in R. Carande, Carlos V" y sus w&@&%&.
Ag/mmﬁm 1943—9); B. Schoapper, Les Rentes'an XV Te Sidele : Histoire d'un
Instrament du Credit (Patis, 1958);and P: G. M.’ U:nwmou The ~u§§§\ ‘
Revolution in England (London, 1967)- ,
* A long historical noEHOANaHm% on the mhogabm HEHVOHQES of bills of
exchange in multilateral trade in the seventeenth century is summed up
by J. M. Price, ‘Multilateralism and/or Bilateralism” (Feor. Hist. Rev.; 14,
1961), and S.-E. Asttdm, From Cloth-to Iron: The Anglo-Baltic Trade in
the late Seventeenth Century (Helsingfors, 1963). S. Homer’s History of -

“dnterest Rates (New Brunswick, N.J., 1962) throws much bmwa onkorﬁ:ﬁ

scarcity of nﬁuﬁ& ;

CHAPTER I5: THE H.WOHVHOPH. COLONIES IN »PEH@WHO.P

R. Pares, Merchants and w\aﬁs (Cambtidge, meOV is ﬁ_bm best mmunmﬂ
discussion of the problems of the sugar planters, and his=4 Wes? India
Fortune (London, 1956) illustrates themn from the long experience of a
single family in Nevis. L. J. Ragatz, The Fall of the Planter Class in the
British Caribbean (New York, 1928) examines, and perhaps: overstates,
theit difficulties in the eighteenth century. N: Deetr’s History of Sugar
(London, 1950) is wide-ranging mbm makes Huomm:&n noBHumEmODm vmganb

"sugar-producing areas:

R+ B. Sheridan has a 4&ﬁm§n economic survey of all the gnmﬁ Indian
«colonies of the powers in Chapers in Caribbean History (London, 1g70).

-On the particular colonies; useful works are F. W Pitman; The Devélop-

ment of the British West Indies, 1700-1763 (New Haven, 1917); L. Det-
migny, ‘St. Domingue aux 17° et 18¢ Sitcles” (Rev. Historigue, 204, 1950)-
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(which: summarizes- scattered -and: inaccessible works' of G. Debien);
L. P. May, Histoire Economique de la Martinique, 1635—I763 (Patis, 1930);
C. R.. Boxet. The Dutch -in Bragil, 1624-1654 (Oxford, 1957); and-F.
gwﬁo ka w&&\h& er \CAQSS%& an. XV/11e b«&«\. I M\el.&\c (Paris,

! mmov

CHAPTER:- Hm THE BRITISH g>H2H>ZU OOH.OZHmm ™

.sz,w onObon&n Emnog of noﬁopm& America, éE&p mﬂﬁmnﬂnm Bsnw atten-
tion in the early part of this century, has been relatively neglected in
recent years, and many gaps temain unfilled, while much.good wortk is
confined to particular colonies; and is therefore of too narrow an interest
to. be listed here. L. H. vamODum.BobﬁBnDS_ The British: Empire before
the’ American Revolution (vols I and TII;; New York, 1960) includes
detailed description.of the economic activity of the different colonies in
the middle of the eighteenth century. The most useful general history is
C. P. Nettels, The Roots of American. Civilisation (London, 1963); S. C.
Bruchey, The Roots of American Economic Growth, 1607~1861 (London,
1965) is slight but has some stimulating ideas. Useful regional studies'are
P. A. Bruce, Economic History of Virginia in the Seventeenth Century-(New
York, 1907), W. B. Weeden, Economic.and: Social History of New England,
1620—1789 (New York, 1890); and D. E. Leach,: The Northern O.Q\%NS\
Frontier: (New York, 1966). .- . :

L. C. Gray, History.of \A%Q&&&@ in N&m S &m&&é g@%& States to H%m 0
(New York, 1941)is comprehensive. M. Harris has a wide-rahging:dis-
cussion of The Origins of Land Tenure in the United States (Ames, lowa,

"1953). The recent detailed analysis of the land history of 2 small com-

munity, P. J. Greven’s Four Generations: Population, Land and Family in

" Colonial Andover, Mass:-(London, 1970) is extremely valuable and poses

new questions.. Important discussions ‘of colonial markets. are J. M.
Price, ‘Economic Growth of the Chesapeake and the European Market,
1697-1775 A Jnl: Econ: . Hist., ‘24, -1964).on tobacco, and W. Sachs,
£Agricultural - Conditions in the Colonies before the Revolution’.{ .?\

- Eon; Hist., 13, 1953) onfood supplyto the towns. Twoexcellent volumes

-on town mHoﬁr and economic activity; by C. Bridenbaugh, are Citées in

the Wilderness Aan\ York, 1960) and, especially, Citiesin Revolt, 17431776

(New York; 1955). V. S. Clark’s History of Mannfactures in: the United
States of America(Washington, 1929) covets the colonial petiod in vol. I.
There is no good general study. of tradé from the colonial end: R. Davis,
n.mbmrww Foreign Ttade 17001774’ (Econ. Hist. Rep., 15,:1962) sketches

the structure of colonial trade and.its impact on Britain. Much illumi-
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nation can be obtained from the histories of individual business houses,
such as J. B. Hedges, The Browns of Providence. Plantations. (Cambtidge,
Mass., 1952),. P.. L. White, .Beekmans of New: York (New Yotk 1956);
and-B.. Fairchild, Messrs.. William. Pepperel): (Ithaca, NiYis 1954)- "The
West Tndian: trading ‘connection is discussed:inR. Pares;-Yankees and.’
Creoles (Londogn, 1956). "The effect -of British legislation on: Atderican
trade and industry is the subject of Q.M. Dickerson; The ,.ZQSW&,&&
Acts and the American. Revolution (Philadelphia; r951), and recent con-
troversy on the overall economic effects-of the Navigation Acts'is sum-
matized in G. M. Walton, “The New Economic H.bmﬂo&\ and the Wﬁnmnbm
of the Navigation: Acts’(Ecom. Fist: Rev., 24::1971):+ Lo

CHAPTER .I.7: FRANCE 'AND: MZQH>ZU IN“THE:
EIGHTEENTH OMZHGW% e s
CHAPTER T8 H,W>ZOM. AND ENGLAND . HZUdeWH>H
OWO/&..HHM AND - INDUSTRIAL WN<OHGHHOZ

In mbmFbm ﬂro nmb.rdn% vomo_”n ﬁrm Hbmc.m_ﬁ& WQNOEEOB rmm &ém%m
attracted the interest of economic historians, mnm the. literature is very
extensive; in France, however; it has teceived less:attention than thetwo
" preceding centuries. The best ‘overall discussion; “for France, is again
F. Braudel and E. Labrousse (eds.), Histoire ..m.%§§£§ ‘et Sociule'de. la
France,. wol. 1L (Paris; 1970): :R. :Mandrou, :La: France:anx. XV II¢ ¢t
XV e Sidcles. (Paris, 1970) s -also useful. -Good ‘general ‘wotks for
m_pmﬂmbm areT. S, Ashtony: The Eighteenth - QWS«\Q (Londony' 1955) and
Eéonomic -Fluctnations in: England, 1700-1800 .(Oxford; - Gmwv mbm O :
Wilson,- - England’s \@NQE.NR&%“ ‘T600-7763: (Londoty::
century has attracted some statistical studies, riotably:the: nmnrmn sectionis.
of P. Deane and W. A: Cole; British Economic Growth 1688=1959 (Cam-
bridge, 1967); J. Marczewski, ‘Some Aspects. of the Economic Growth
of France; 1660195 8” (Economic Developnient and- Q\\QR\ ﬁ&&@& 1961);3:
and’ P. -Léon, ‘I’Tndustrialisation .en-France: en. tant- que! facteur de
Croissance Economique du Début' de XVIIIe Siécle a nos jours” (Inz.
. Conference of Economis History, Stockholm, 1960).D: Vi, Oummm and BD.E: €.
Evetsley, . Population inHistory (London, 1965) teptint a numbet - of
important essays on English and French demographic history.

Turning to specific sectors, English agticultural history is summatized
by J. D. Chambers and G. E. Mingay, The Agricultural Revolution in -

_ England, 1750-1880 (London, 1956), and E. L. Jones has collected a

number of important recent articles in Agricultnre and Economic Growth in
England, 1650-1815 (London, 1967). The background of change in the

N
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cotton industry is examined. in great! detail-by A. P."Wadswotth and
J.:de: L. Mann; The Cotton Trads: and-Industrial. Lapcashire; 1600~I780
(Manchéster, -1931), -while: S. D.. Chapman’s:more  récent | :The. Early
Faitory Masters Newton Abbot, 1967)-has'demonstrated the impottance
~of its north-midland origins.:R. G. Wilson, Gentlemen -Merchants, 1700~
- 1830 (Manchester, T971) shows how'the forms of relationship between
merchants and producers in Yorkshire fostered: the concentration of the
woollen industry there during the: eighteenth céntury: The best study of
the metal industties:is W. H. B. Court;: The Rise of the: Midland Tndustries
(Oxford, 1938). R. Davis, {English Foreign' Trade, {1700-=1774"(Econ.
Hisz. Rev.;y 15, meNv »b&%mom the mﬁmﬂmﬂnm and: &mnc.mmam their HBET
cations. : G
E.. H»vnoc.mmn La erise: &n N.mgaa\ﬁ%& Hu».&m\&.&
Régime et an-Début de la Révolution (Patis, 1944) is a'supetb analysis of the
. agricultural ‘economy. For French industry, the works: teferred toin
chapter: 13 remain useful, and ‘may be supplemented by P ‘Datdel;
Commerce; Industrie et- Navigation & Rouen et .an Havre, an X VIIIe Sicle
(Rouen; 1966);:B.: Gille,: Les: Origines:de la- Grande: Métallargie en:France

(Paris, 1947), and ‘T J. Markovitch, ‘L’Industtic Lainiére Francaise au

Début du XVIHe: Sitcle?. (Rew:v:d’Histoire: Econ. “et: Sociale, 46, 1968).
Volume IV of F. Hpnoﬁrmw»%o\n Aomv Hu@b.&é as m.§§§§ Gumﬁm me Hv
is avuseful.discussion. i =

“"Fhereateinnumerable éoHWm ‘on: Hro Hbmc.mazﬁ Wg&ﬁﬁon in’ mBm_mnm
most of which give a good deal ‘of ‘attention to: the ‘eatlier background
which is the subject of:these chaptets. Outstanding. among them are

P Mantoux’s classic: The Industrial:Revolution: of .the ‘Eighteenth: Centnry .

(Lotidon;i1928), D Landes> Hunbmﬁpnbm analysis-in his-chapter.of the
Gambridge: Economic-History of - Europe; wol: VI-(1965); and - P.:Mathias,
The: First: Industrial - Nation: (London, ~1969),  which is the ‘best " of ‘the
modern’ textbooks. A: E..Musson: and- B Robinson; Science and. Tech-
riology in the Tndustrial Revolution (Manichester; 1969) includes much intefest-
ing material: The final chapter owes much toF.
nbbmHoﬂaRn et ‘France aw XVHIe. Siecle: Analyse: Comparée-de Deux
Ctoissafices: Economiques™ A\AEN&\&‘. 215°1966), iﬁnw mﬂBEmﬁ& ‘me ﬂo
much: Eoﬁmwﬂ if in the obm to'some &mmmnooamnﬂ. ; SO

\§ \@“ &n P Ancien

rouzet’s fine study;
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