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John M. Merriman
The Demoiselles of the Ariége, 1829~1831

The departmént of the Ariége, in the Pyrénées, seemed far from
the political issues that dominated Paris in the Spring of 1830. In
the department’s forests, another kind of struggle was going on.
Bands of_peasants disguised as women and known as the demoi-
selles were chasing forest guards and charbonniers (charcoal-
burners) out of the forests. They were mm?a&:% ,mwwmmw traditional
rights of pasture and gleaning against the government and local
notables. -

John Merriman examines the intersection of social crisis and

_the Revolution of 1830 in the Ariége and suggests that the events

there were indicative of the impact of the revolution and of rural
capitalism on the traditional peasantry.

The author teaches history at Yale University. His major inter-
est is social change and revolution in nineteenth-century France.
He is the author of “Social Conflict in France and the Limoges
Revolution of April 27, 1848, Societas—A Review of Social His-
tory, IV, 1 (Winter, 1974), is finishing a book on the radicaliza-
tion and subsequent repression in France during the Second
Republic, 18481851, and is currently studying the working class
of Limoges from 1815 to 1914. .
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1830 IN FRANCE

The Reyoclution of 1830 was part of a significant social, eco-
nomic, and political crisis in France that lasted from 1827 to
1832. The popular protest of this economic d depression included
numerous grain riots, tax rebellions, moﬁmﬁ disturbances, and pos-
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sibly the mysterious series of fires in western France that still have

not been adequately explained.! Such violence reflected more

than just this particular economic crisis.2 France was changing:
the combination of a developing rural capitalism and a central-
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winning its struggle with the French peasantry. The forcible inte-
m;nmuoz of the peasantry into the national state and economy was
not easy. The social and economic transformation of modern
France in the nineteenth century came only at the expense.of (ra-
ditional peasant rights, local control over food supply and natu-
ral resources, and eyen the mormmEQ of the community itself.3 Tn
the spring of 1830, while the famous ‘221" deputies were oppos-
ing the intransigent Bourbon, Charles X, and his minister Polig-
nac in the name of what they believed were their essential
political liberties, peasant communities and the urban poor were
resisting tax collectors, grain merchants; gendarmes, and forest
guards.

The Revolution of July 1830 was precipitated by political
issues that were of concern to only a small proportion of the pop-
ulation. Nevertheless, the revolution was not finished when
Charles X had fled, the tricolor was flying, and a new administra-
tion began to carry out its duties to a new king. As the victors of
the :‘E:mo Glorious Days” tried to consolidate their power won
in the name of “liberty,” the common people seized the opportu-.
nity afforded by the events in Paris and renewed their own strug-
gle with vigor. They attacked customs ‘cmwdm? ripped apart tax
registers, rioted against the Emr price "of grain, and &m<wm5nnm
royal and _privately 'ownéd “forests.4 This protest sometimes
included an additional Q.Bnbﬂos_ learned from the revolutionar-
ies in Paris and seemingly legitimized by the tricolor and the
official proclamations announcing the new regime—they often
protested in the name of “liberty.” The events of 1830 are an
important indication of how France was changing nnosoB_nm_E
and socially.
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The Demoiselles of the Aridge, 1829-1831

Far from Paris, in the mountainous department of the Ariége
on the Spanish border, the struggle between the peasant com-
munities and their antagonists, the revenue-hungry state and the
local beneficiaries of a new economy, was waged in the forests.
The most significant years of the peasants’ organized resistance to
these powerful “outsiders” were from 1829 to 1831, appropriately
peaking in 1830, The “War of the Demoiselles,” as it became
known for reasons that will soon be apparent, lasted from 1828
until 1872. It has only recently been described in its entirety.’ If
we look closely at the two most important years of this “war,” we
will see a good example of how the traditional peasantry was
_affected by the impact of rural capitalism, which gradually trans-
“formed French society. We will also see that the Revolution of
1830 was part of this interrelated social, economic, and political
transformation.

The Ariege is nxs,mBn? heavily forested. In 1830 there were
175,000 hectares of forest in the department, often making up a
considerable percentage of the area of communes. On the edges of
the forests and in the valleys, a very poor subsistence agriculture
was possible, ‘particularly at the lower elevations, But many com-

. munities in the arrondissements of St. Girons and Foix were com-

pletely dependent upon access to the forests for survival. In these
communes the peasants pastured cattle and sheep as a “cash
crop” and sold them in the markets below the mountain eleva-
tions. But these peasants also depended on wood from the forests
for use as fuel and for repairing their houses in order to survive
the harsh Aritge winters. Until about the middle of the eigh-
teenth-century, the seigneyss, and the Crown, who owned Eomn of

piapunshas &i.(:

‘the mogma. had wrzwwm mnnm_w mnmbnmm Tights -of pasturage and of
gleaning’ mo%mwﬁ wmmwmam In somé areas there was a traditional
yearly allotment of Wood for fuel and repairs of houses. But gen-
mwwzwnw@ mmwmw:a ucwﬂﬁoo_nwmacnrébbawmﬁrnwdm&ommsm
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and wood plentiful enough so that there does not seem to have
been any speculation. The forests were valuable only to the peas-
ants, Ownership and use were two different things, and use was
by far the most important. Collective peasant rights of usage had

only been infrequently challenged, even if the actual deeds or the
!
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The Demoiselles of the Aritge, 18291831

grants themselves often no longer existed. The conflict of interest
between the owners, the Crown and the seigneurs, and the users,
the peasants, was only latent.®

Beginning in the second half of the eighteenth century, this sit-

>

uation began to change. As France’s metallurgical industry slowly
developed, the number of forges increased in the department.
The wealthy landowners could profit by using the wood from
their forests to supply the forges. The price of wood soared, par-
ticularly in the 1820s. The departmental notables, whose number
included many bourgeois who had purchased “biens nationaux’
during the revolution (by 1830 only twelve of the forty-three
forges in the Ariege still belonged to the seigneurial families—the
others were owned by bourgeois), began to challenge and oppose
the vgmwaw_ use of their forests. Many contestations between the

I i3}

owners” and the “‘users” ended up in the courts, where the local
notables usually won.? :

And for the first time, the Ariége began to be oé%omv:_wﬁmm.w
There were now more peasants depending upon access to the for-
ests for survival. Complaints of the devastation of the forests were
frequent. As the price of wood rose, the local notables and the
forest administration became more determined to keep the peas-
ants and their meager flocks out of the forests. During the bad
winter of 1816-1817, the peasants had difficulty finding enough
wood for fuel and were put in the wowm:o:, in the words of one
mayor, of “dying from the cold and hunger or breaking the
laws.”? .

In 1827 a new forest code of 225 articles was implemented in
France. This code was both an attempt to prevent the diminution
of France's forest resources and a major concession to commercial
and industrial interests. The code put under the strict control of
the forest administration all woods and forests belonging to the
state, and Crown, and “the woods and forests of the communes
and of sections of communes.” It created a complex and complete
series of regulations covering all types of usage of the forests by
peasant communes, even in forests that were communally owned,
t6 be enforced by the forest administration, civil mcnronammbwsa
the courts. From the point of view of the Ariége peasants, the
most important articles forbade the pasturing of any “‘bétes 4
laine,” goats, lambs, or sheep, which the forest administration
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1830 IN FRANCE

believed were eating their way through France’s forest resources;
established strict rules about the registration, marking, and pas-
turing of other animals; carefully regulated all other rights in the
forests, such as, in the Ariége, the right to a yearly cut of wood
for fuel and for repairing houses in each commune concerned;
put one-fourth of the communal forest into reserve if the com-
mune owned at least ten hectares as well as certain categories of
fully grown and underwood areas; prevented any division of the
communally owned forests among the inhabitants; and barred
any clearing of forested land without.specific authorization.*®

The forest code also gave the sub-prefects the power to author-
ize the propriétaires of forested areas to hire private forest
guards, who took an oath of service before the local court. They
were to do the same thing as the royal forest guards did in the
state, crown, and communal forests, that is, search the woods for
peasants taking wood or grazing animals in violation of the forest
code.

The tribunals were busy with an enormous number of prosecu-
tions for violation of the forest code or of the private property of
the notables. The latter were Uvmwm,nc_ulw vindictive. Even the
local administration officials sometimes spoke of the “rapacious-

"ness” of these fortunate few. Some peasants desperately searched

for old deeds granting them rights of usage, checking the base-
ments of deserted churches, and going as far to look as
Montauban.!' Many communes, already staggering under the
onerous taxes thaf victimized the poor throughout France, were
now faced with the loss of their most important, and in some
cases only, resource. General Laffite, the department’s leading citi-
zen, later aptly described the situation of “an indignant people
and several oppressive families of this department; here as else-
where everything was organized for the domination of some and
the suffering of others.”12

The peasants had no alternative but to resist. In February 1829
the Prefect, the Baron de Mortarieu, reported- to the Minister of
Interior that “for some time now, forest offenses have multiplied
in a very alarming progression; there exists . . . principally in the
arrondissement of St. Girons a spirit of resistance against the exe-
cution of the new code.”!3 In May there were reports of “groups
of armed men, disguised as women, and masked” in the royal
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forest of St. Lary, southwest of St. Girons.'* Throughout the late
spring and the summer violations of the forest code increased.
Forest guards and charbonniers were attacked in what appeared
to be an increasingly systematic fashion. A strange disguise was
sometimes reported, even in the arrondissement of St. Gaudens in
the neighboring department of Haute Garonne. Some of the inci-
dents, which began to spread into new regions of the department
after beginning in the canton of Castillon in 1829, are particu-
larly revealing. They will serve as an introduction to a discussion
of the nature of peasant resistance, in the months preceding the
Revolution of 1830, to the loss of traditional rights in the forests.

In October 1829, Marrot, a wealthy property-owner and lawyer
who lived in St. Girons, complained that the peasants were taking
wood from his forest every day and even selling it publicly in St.
Girons, while local authorities looked the other way. On October
14 he went into the woods with one of his guards. They came
upon a number of peasants taking wood. When the peasants saw
them, they sounded the alarm. The guard later reported that
“suddenly all of the fields of the gorge were filled with peasants
making H.Jm most menacing yells!” Marrot and his guard were
assailed with rocks. “My master fired at an individual dressed as a
woman!” Marrot filed a formal complaint for damages against
the commune of Moulis.15 :

In Illartein, in the valley of Ballongue near St. Lary, a band of
peasants threatened an innkeeper suspected of lodging forest
guards, shot into his house, warned him that they would return
in greater numbers, and continued their search for forest guards
in other houses and inns.2¢ All of the peasants were disguised as
women. In Aleu the mayor received notice “that if he should pre-
sent the slightest charge [against any forest offender], his house
and barns would be burned.”?? In the royal forest of Buzan, the
forest inspector and his guards found animals grazing illegally.
When they attempted to seize the animals, they were fired upon
by peasants and driven away.18

Beginning in 1830, the incidents spread into the cantons south-
east of St. Girons. Several wealthy landowners, principally M.
Laffont-Sentenac and M. Trinqué, dominated this area. On Janu-

ary 26, 1830, forty peasants disarmed and threatened one of Laf-

font-Sentenac’s forest guards. The next day an imposing crowd of
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between two hundred and four hundred peasants came to Massat,

the chef-licu of the canton of that name, and chanted, “Long live ,

the King, Down with the Forest Administration!”** A month
later, nearly eight hundred came to Massat, armed with hatchets,
scythes, and guns, and warned that as many as three thousand
would return. The next day sixty peasants in nearby Boussenac
burned down the house of a forest guard.2® On March 13 armed
peasants devastated land belonging to Laffont-Sentenac and
threatened to kill his sharecroppers if they did not leave within
eight days. The inhabitants of Boussenac were suspected of this
attack.?! . .

The difficulties of M. Trinqué are even more illustrative of the
situation in the arrondissement of St. Girons. Trinqué bought
the rights to the wood cut of 1829 in the forest forming part of
the commune of Ustou, high in the mountains, quite close to
Andorra. He paid four thousand francs, and his total investment
would be twelve thousand francs, a considerable sum but easily
returned with profit. On July 8, 1829, his charbonniers spent the
day working in the forest. M. Trinqué tells us:

At the moment of the 85323?% this work, when the charbon-
niers were to return to my forge toward two in the morning [!], a
band of armed and disguised madmen appeared before my char-
bonniers and made them promise to abandon their work under
the threat of death. Nevertheless, I was able to persuade them to
stay in the forest, with the promise to obtain the protection of the
authorities. Last Sunday, the 12th, toward four in the afternoon, a
crowd of masked and armed men, who were without doubt the
same who had appeared before, entered the work area, and, firing
rifle shots, chased away fourteen charbonniers. The people of
Ustou, joyous spectators to this horrible scene, offered no help to
the unfortunate charbonniers. The mayor of Ustou was sick in
bed, and could not find anyone to represent and support him, not
even the deputy mayor, who said that he could not go to the
scene because he had to be away . . . everyone agrees, the justice
of the peace, the mayor and the charbonniers, that the inhabit-
ants of the commune themselves are the authors of similar
attacks.2?

The next spring, 1880, Trinqué again no:%_mm:nm that the
peasants were devastating his forests. On April 2 several armed
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and disguised peasants came to the nearby commune Riverenert,
led by a “Monsieur Laporte, captain of the Demoiselles.” They
gave the mayor a letter for Trinqué and announced that if
Trinqué did not grant “to the inhabitants of the commune and
to those of Massat the free exercise of pasturage, his forest would
be ravaged on a daily basis and himself and his guards exposed to
the most horrible treatment.”?? The mayor urged concession.
Trinqué therefore went to the commune of Massat, where the
peasants had mm:ymnmm for an official function, and told the assem-
bled villagers that he would give them pasturage for two years
with the exception of certain areas of underwood, if they would
guarantee no further destruction by the demoiselles. In nearby
Riverenert, after unsuccessfully trying to persuade the mayor to
call an assembly, Trinqué offered the peasants the same condi-
tions offered in Massat. But when he said, “with the exception of
the underbrush,” the villagers cried out, “All or nothing.”
Trinqué’s troubles were therefore not over; following this event,
e “no longer dared to make any act of ownership in his own
forest.”24

By the-end of 1829 there had been more than thirty separate
incidents -in the arrondissement of St. Girons, such as those
described above. These incidents involved the participation of
armed and disguised bands. These bands became known as the
“Jemoiselles;” because the peasants were disguised as women.

The disguise was Arst mentioned in St. Lary, in May 1829,
when, as we have seen, “groups of armed men, disguised as
women’” were noted.25 By July reports specifically mentioned the
sighting of these “demoiselles.”28 One forest inspector described
the disguise as leaving the “shirt out and darkening the face with
red and black.”27 The disguise generally consisted of a white
linen-cloth shirt, always left out and giving the impression of a
woman’s skirt or gown, some darkening of the face, and often
some form of headwear. There were variations to the disguise,
which seem to have no:,mwvo:am& to the extreme cultural, linguis-
tic, and geographic compartmentalization of communes in the
Aridge. Thus in one case, peasants from one commune were
easily distinguished from others by local authorities because their
disguise included a twig attached to their shirts, long a symbol of
that particular commune.?®
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The similarity of the disguises contributed to the establishment
of a collective identity of the demoiselles. A proclamation of the
prefect of the Ariége on February 22, 1830, stated that:

n who, beginning the 24th of February, ijs found

Any perso
masked, face darkened, any sort of weapon in hand, shirt left

hanging out, of dressed in any sort of disguise, will be immedi-
ately arrested and handed over to the Prosecuting Attorney of the

arron dissement.2?

This collective identity was fostered by the peasants themselves in

order to give the impression of a well-organized, para-military

structure that could not be defeated. Warnings, which threatened

or preceded appearances of the demoiselles, were frequently

signed by 2 “captain” or “chief” of the demoiselles. The warnings

themselves were quite similar to the “Swing” letters at the same

time in England, which usually preceded attacks upon threshing

machines (‘Revenge for thee is on the wing, from thy deter-
mined Captain Swing”).3¢ One warning in Massat, scene of
nuImerous appearances of 5@%598:2. read: ,

By order of the superieur Demoiselles, we advise the public of the
town of Massat that the first person who furnishes lodging [to 2
forest guard will ‘have] his house demolished [and], the penalty
below [here was drawn a-cross with the words ‘A Mort] .. - We
warn the clercs of Massat that when the guards go into the forest,
it will begin their own agony.®! v

The disguis served two jmportant functions. First, it made
each vmww»ﬁ%&naw hile violating the forest code—taking
wood Tromy vately oian@ forests—or chasing away the “outsid-

ers” from the forests, the forest m:wam;ﬁa the charbonniers.

Secondly, it exptessed, and thereby reinforced, %?& of
nyalyed.in, the.stouggle- The disguise, associated

the commu (
with the carnival in ‘peasant communities, was an integral factor

in communal behavior related to the community sense of justice
and of traditional collective rightss o

The particular disguise of the demoiselles was neither unique
nor novel to French peasants. As Natalie Zemon Davis has sug
gested, the link between the carnival and charivari forms of
festivity and modes of collective communal protest is essential.
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Peasant carnivals and festivities “‘help explain how the peasant
community defended its identity against the outside world.”s8 It
was quite logical that communities used traditional modes of
group behavior, and particularly those festival modes expressing
popular definitions of justice, when struggling to assert and
defend those beliefs and values against those of “outsiders.”®
In his recent study of the “War of the demoiselles,” Frangois
Baby has even gone as far as to characterize this “war’ as 2
“révolte carnavalesque.” Placing what he calls a “jacquerie” into
the context of the region’s traditional folklore, Baby sees the
struggle as 2 “drama of social vengeance,” 2 psychodrama mystic
enough to be a ugocial exorcism,” complete with the sexual over-
tones of the peasants, invariably male when disguised, attempting,
as a cuckhold, to retake wommnmmmos of the forest, to which 1is
ascribed feminine characteristics, from the ‘“outsiders,” the
forest guards and charbonniers who have violated it.33 What
is at least clear is that the peasant community found in the carni-
vallike disguises the solidarity against the powerful “outsider”
who had disturbed and threatened the local sense of justice. Just
as peasants often donned masks during festivals in early modern
Europe to mock any inversion of the traditional, popular defini-
tion of justice or “misrule,” so the Ariége peasants ww?omamﬁi

éa seriousness to “do Emnm:‘wp.nrmrbgannmm\@.
: -

U

m»@%ﬁ%&ﬁggg

The outsiders %ﬁpﬁ;éﬁ%ﬁ%&._mm the state and. the
forge owners and thei - guards and arbonniers. The guards and
charbonniers were associated with the loss of traditional rights.
They were strangers 1o the regions in which they worked, intrud-
ers who spoke and dressed differently. The forest guards were
notorjously underpaid, uneducated, not above taking bribes, and,
as a result, rather choosy about whom to turn in for violations
of the forest code?” As outsiders, the guards and charbonniers -
were threatened by clumsily scrawled placards A:n:aavezzmn‘a. if
you work any more in this forest, your hours are numbered™),
shot at, chased away, and often their worksheds were burned. It
was virtually impossible for them to find lodging, because of the
demoiselles’ warnings to anyone who would give them 2 place to
stay. For example, “fifty masked and armed” peasants completely

o
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1830 IN FRANCE

intimidate the peasants.® But, in general, the demoiselles were
not ‘inhibited by the show of force by the Bourbon administra-

tion.
Finally, on March 15, 1830, the prefect announced that each

commune would be made collectively responsible for violations of
T o et P et et

thie forestcode committed on its property, by virtue of a law that

dated from the Empire. The twenty leading taxpayers, hardly an
impressive fortune in many communes in the poor arrondisse-
ments of St. Girons and Foix, were to advance the sum to the
commune in order to pay damages to the state or t0 the notables.
It was clear that the demoiselles were the peasants from the com-
munes struggling to maintain their rights of usage in the forests.
This participation and responsibility was now legally acknowl-
edged. The law itself was utilized by the courts several times,
beginning with the assessment of 5875 francs in damages against
the commune of Rivérenert, to be paid to M. Trinqué, the state,
and a small sum to two forest guards. Shortly thereafter, Bous-
senac was assessed the incredible sum of 20,000 francs.*?
Throughout the spring, the demoiselles appeared frequently
and over an increasingly wider area. The frequent appearances of

the demoiselles in the commune of Saurat, who were easily recog- -

nizable as local people, led the mayor to write that “the people of
Saurat only long for the moment when they can bring themselves
justice and be assured of their rights of pasturage in the
mountains.”5® But when July came, the demoiselles were not to
be seen. The peasants needed less wood in the summer climate
and, probably more important, many left the department to work
the harvests at the lower elevations.?!

, During this same spring of 1830, a major political crisis
mounted in Paris. But the confrontation between, Charles X and

g

the determined Chamber of Umm,.c;mmmfm.m& Tictle noticeable impact

- i AR
P N

E,émﬁmﬁqumma.ﬁm.%bﬁ&@@w&&ﬁk@%&?s
“fesistance against taxes, nor were there &mﬁommwx@up&mnosmﬂwﬁgﬂ
was only onAugust 3 that the prefect, the Baron de Montarieu,
issued a proclamation that “Grave disorders trouble the capital of
the Kingdom; the authority of the King has been ignored there
—it will not be such in the department of the Ariege.” By the
fifth, as in numerous departmental chef-lieux in France, a provi-

sional committee of administration had been formed. The pre-
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fect’s announcement attributed this measure to “the request of
several inhabitants of the Ariége for the creation of a commission
with the powers to maintain order, public security, and law
m:mo.anwamsn.:aw The next day the provisional committee of
administration appointed the retired General Laffite, a popular
and influential native of the department, to command the depart-
ment, with the power to reorganize the National Guard.®4 A few
_Omm_ officials resigned. One regime passed to another. On August
9 it was reported that “the flag of liberty is flying in all of the
communes of our department.”’58

\.K this point, so conventional histories would tell us, the revo-
:.:5: was over. But this sort of interpretation overlooks an essen-
tial point: the poor in France seized the opportunity provided by
the events in Paris and asserted their economic grievances in
renewing the struggle for ‘power at  the local level with
determination.5¢ This sustained -the revolutionary situation in
H.”B:na. and the timing of the widespread social protest is indica-
tive of the revolutionary process in general, as has been demon-
strated earlier in this volume by James Rule and Charles Tilly.s?
The new administration was confronted with a widely based chal-
lenge to its authority.

In .nxwgmanm the role of the peasants in the Revolution of
Swo. _.: the Ariége, we will note two vao:wE aspects of their
participation: Many communes became involved, and their
collective protest covered a wider geographical area and had sev-
eral objects. While the peasants’ collective action maintained the
sense of “doing justice” to the outsiders impinging upon tradi-
tional rights, a new dimension could be found—the mog began
to claim to act and even petition in the name of "liberty” and

gt
e

this “legitimization™ of -protést made

et bR

3 s

ot

_demoiselles temporatily disappéared.

L
gty

nr: there was ever a"hidinent for peasants to recapture ground
: ey rm.a lost, it was during the period immediately following the
evolution. The local administration was disorganized; gen-

- RSB e

MW«MMMF. forest guards, tax nOﬁmnSwﬂ-..mEQ.&ﬁb soldiers were
o) ain as to whom they were serving. In this first wave of vio-
onise: peasants attacked the chteaux and.property-of their antag-
Hmm?o~ seigneurs and the bourgeoisie wrwm. Hr@ amVn:nmm. ~against

nerous taxes that made them even poorer, burned down a
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large forge, and, as We would suspect, renewed their struggle for
the forests with collective enthusiasm. They saw themselves as
:&oiw justice” to their antagonists, the outsiders. Generally, they
were not disguised. :

In early August, within days after the first sketchy news from
Paris, the chiteau of the c:bo,%iw« Astrié de (Gudanes was

e AR b e 1o

attacked by peasants who believe that he had usurped their for-

st R A O NN R T e
P

ests. Hé hiad recenttyimensified the hate of the poor by taking to
~¢&iirt numerous peasants for violations of the forest code, includ-
ing some who were fined two francs for each animal they pas-
tured even in. “defensible” or permitted areas without attaching a
small bell.5® The population of the commune of Miglos, where
the demoiselles had previously appeared in the bitterly contested
forests, stormed to the home of a local notable and held him pris;
oner for four days.5® Three communes assembled at the sound of
the tocsin early in the morning and went together to pillage the
chateau of Bélesta in the arrondissement of Foix.8¢ The mayor of
Rabat wrote the provisional administration in Foix that he
believed that a leading property-owner would be harmed by the
“commune because “he represents for some of the .vnom:n the
former seigneurs.”®! S ,
Forests .in..all three arrondissements WETe pillaged. Two
hundred -to-tlitee hundred people went into the previously tran-
quil forest of Camarade in the arrondissement of wﬁ.inmm. In the
royal forest of Pradiéres, the mayor watched passively as two
forest guards were threatened and driven away (possibly by
demoiselles) while the local population cut down trees, Marrot,
the lawyer from St. Girons, again wrote that his forests were
being pillaged. In the commune of Prayols, all but five or sIX
‘families participated as the guards were driven away and peasants
took as much woo

T

with them as they could carry.®?

The most spectacular and perhaps most significant example of
peasant revindication came on August 21. In the commune of
Luzenac, near Ax, high in the arrondissement of St. Girons, four
hundred to five hundred peasants announced that they were
“doing justice” and burned the three buildings of the forge to the
ground while fifty soldiers stood by helplessly. The peasants, who
were not disguised, believed that the wood supplying the forge
was in the domain of their traditional rights of usage. At the
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same time, an anonymous letter written to the mayor of Saurat
said: .

The chief of the regiment of Demoiselles has the honor to tell
you that the forges which are near the forests will be completely
destroyed, and yours is in that number. Long live Liberty!68

Popular revindications were not just limited to the battle for
the forests, nor even to the forest communes. In the town of
Pamiers, which was the chef-lieu of the arrondissement, tOWNspeo-
ple participated in the type of tax “disturbance”, that swept
France after the revolution. A crowd knocked on the door of the
customs-barrier tax office and demanded that the official hand over
to the crowd the Hmmmm.ﬂmaol ,om,n.vn wowmo:h tax. KiioWwing the
Burdensome tax structure all too well, they had an agenda,
making three or four stops in town that afternoon and taking five
tax registers with them. In the mountains, resistance against the
taxes began almost immediately following the first news from
Paris. A proclamation of the provisional committee of adminis-
tration urged the people of the department to pay. But in Vicdes-
sos, a warning from the demoiselles was followed by the arrival of
people from the neighboring communes to “do justice” to the tax
collectors there.84

However, the impact of the revolution on the peasants of the
Ariége was more complex than simply creating the opportunity
for the poor to “do justice” to their antagonists. First, some com:

b iy indir

munes collectively attempted to wrest concessions- from. the. nota-

wﬂom‘-ﬁﬁm‘,wﬂ:& forests and often forges. Second, the peasants
soinetitiies claimed to act in the name ‘6f “liberty,” which,. after X
41T was what the révolution”in’ Paris-was-supposéd to have been
about. Third, they paused at that crucial stage_when the new

ety PRI SURRRIENES e

regime might have proven to be congiliatory. “Temporarily, the

demoiselles m_m?mu_«;&wwwmﬁwﬁa and the peasant commuiiites

G v e et inir RN
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appeared as petitioners to the new administration for cofcessions.
dmm.m‘m%mammm,am,‘mmﬁA.Awm,&mmammmﬂm,m__.m._.mm_ crucial in influ-
encing the outcome of the struggle in the Ariége between the new
economy and the new seigneurs and the peasant community and
its sense of traditional rights.

Some communes took advantage of the confusion that followed
the news of the revolution to the Ariége and attempted to wrest

pdd

concessions from the property-holders. The inhabitants 6f Mon-

Cnpsan s s 3,
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gailhard, a commune adjacent to Foix, “assembled on the public
place. . . . everyone manifested the firm resolution to claim the
lands which were usurped from the commune.” Only with “the
greatest difficulty” was the mayor able to persuade the commune
to refer the claim to the administration.8® But further away from
Foix, in the regions where the forests had recently been hotly
contested, the peasants moved on their own. In at least ten cases,

. they were able to obtain concessions. One hundred peasants of

the commune of Mirepoix went to the home of the Marquise de
Portes, the mother of a member of the Chamber of Deputies, in
order to force her “to give back to the inhabitants the rights of
usage that they claim to have in the woods.”% On August 26, “a
great part” of the people of Freychenet went with the mayor and
his deputy to neighboring St. Paul where they joined peasants
from nearby Mercus. Together, they forced the “agents” of a
property-owner to give them the right “to pasture in all of the
woods of the said Mademoiselle, except those held in reserve by
law.” A number of communes were able to force concessions from

. Astrié de Gudanes after attacking his chateau. The peasants were

reported as being satisfied with these concessions. “Voila la paix,”
wrote General Laffite. News of the burning of the forge at Lu-
zenac and of the concessions spread quickly and without doubt

. encouraged other communes to act.8?

Before the revolution, cries of “Long live the King, down with
the forest administration!” could be heard in the Ariége (“If the
Czar only knew . . .”). After the events in Paris, popular protest
became associated with the slogan “liberty.” The peasants learned
from the proclamation in each commune announcing the change

_in regime that “liberty” had been won in Paris. So the letter that

warned the mayor of Saurat that the forge there would be burned
was marked, “Long live liberty!” A cry of “Long live liberty” was
heard in Luzenac as the forge went up in flames. The mayor of
Ax noted that peasant demands for concessions had been part of
“the outburst under the word, ‘liberty.’ ” The mayor of Prayols,
where the peasants from several communes were freely taking
wood in the forests, wrote:

The liberty which His Majesty Philippe I [sic] has just given the

French nation has been misinterpreted by our mountain peasants,

who now believe themselves authorized to violate the laws, in
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delivering themselves, without any limit, to all the disorders that
they can commit against the forest administration.

The commander of the gendarmerie for the troubled arrondisse-
ment of St. Girons complained that “The public says resolutely
that it has conquered liberty and that it wants to gain from its
conquest; woe to him who would want to prevent it.”¢% A good
example of the convergence of social protest and the impact of
the advent of political liberty occurred in the small town of Ax,
almost literally as far as one could go from Paris and still be in
continental France. In the words of the mayor, on August 22,

... at three in the afternoon, 1 was with the deputy mayor and
the secretary of the mairie, occupied with administrative affairs,
when a numerous group invaded the town hall and demanded in
the name of liberty that M. the Marquis d'Orgeix give them the
use of his forests which they had fifty years ago; that the Mon-
sieurs Astrié de Castellet give up their project of establishing the
boundaries of the royal forests [which would be} prejudicial to
their usage; that there be no more forest guards and that the taxes
on beverages no longer be collected, all under the threat of death
and fire. In this position, being unable to be supported by the
National Guard, of which two-thirds participated in this uprising,
‘having only twenty-five soldiers at my disposition, I did not think
that I had any other choice than to be prudent.

“:

“After promising that “justice” would be done, the mayor sent a

deputation to the Astrié family and the Marquis d’Orgeix. He
then promised the peasants that the forest guards and the tax
collectors would cease their functions, in return for a guarantee
of their safety. The satisfied peasants left the Town Hall well

_ after midnight.®

At the same time, the mayor of Engomer, where there was a
forge that the peasants particularly resented, wrote the new
administration in Foix that the best way of calming the peasapts
would be to end the hated salt tax and to revise the forest code, 70

course, 'hé was 1@:@#@%&%@: the Ariége did not mean the
“essential political liberties, “the Charte, or an extended electoral
franchise. While it encompassed the general resistance to the bur-
densome jndirect taxes that Weighed so heavily on ‘the poor in
www:nm_ it primarily meant the return of traditional rights om

Usage in the Torests. |
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“The change in regime temporarily altered the response of both
the peasants and the administration to the forest guestion. Once
the initial wave of peasant violence subsided, the communes
involved in the forest struggle became virtual petitioners to the
new administration. And while the communes appealed to the
new administration for “justice,” the demoiselles were only rarely
seen. The new administgation seemed to offer some.hope of con-
ﬁm—mwﬁmo..m”r. i o e R ot RS *

"*TTe new government in Paris, faced with waves.of disturbances

s Gl
......... e A

acxiss the country, increased pilitance ameng.ths Paris workers;
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thie_threat, of
difficulties ipherent in reorganizing the judicial, administrative,
and military hierarchies, sometimes showed surprising concilja-
tory efforis i the early months of its rule because the discontent
of the poor was so widespread and intense™ The fourteen
Hundred troops in the department of the Ariége in September
1880 were probably not any more likely to be able to put an end
to the disorders in the department than the troops before the
revolution.” o

The appointment of the locil hero General Laffite as com-
mander of the department made conciliation seem possible. Laf-
fite, who remained extremely influential even after the new pre-
fect assumed authority, understood the situation clearly and
tended to sympathize with the communes against the greedy local
notables. He publicly expressed hope in the new government,
urging the peasarits to remain calm. His numerous reports to the
Minister of War in Paris explained the local situation and indi-
cated -that conciliation -would be advisable, particularly in that
the previous “administration, tribunals and Gendarmerie had
only one feeling, that of a brutal partiality” against the
peasants.’ Even the Minister of War agreed that the rights in
the forests were necessary for the existence of the “mountain
people” and that perhaps the Forest Code of 1827 should be
reconsidered because it did not take into consideration “immeé-
morial usage and perhaps some misunderstood rights.” The mili-
tary commander in Toulouse hoped that the “great property-
holders” would “relent a little in their egotism” and that even
the government, for the sake of peace in the Pyrénées region,
would renounce some profit from the forests.™

PR
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In September small commissions were established for each
department in the Pyrénées to check the validity of titles of own-
ership and usage in the forests and to see where additional con-
cessions were needed. In the Ariége, where the difficulties were
most extreme, a larger special commission was created to cansider
the claims of the property-holders m:@....om:ﬁ,sﬂ n.mmep_smw.,Hmmm
commission included six notables representing the large property
holders and the forges, five representatives of the communes
(four were mayors, the other a member of the Municipal Council
of Foix), and eleven property-owners “representing the general
interest of the department.”7?5

A number of communes did formally petition the administra-

tion_and this commission. The communes of the canton of
Cabannes wrote that “rights of usage should be represented as the
rights of property are represented.” This petition noted that the
reason for the somewhat deteriorating state of the commune’s for-
ests was not, as the owners alleged, because of use by the com-
mune. Rather it was because “several of them {the maitres de
forges] have doubled their revenues. . . . all have indeed become
extremely rich, and the communes usagéres are in misery, their
conduct has even made the seigneurial despotism be missed.” The
tiny (326 inhabitants) and impoverished commune of Montou-
lieu, surrounded by royal forests “in which it is rigorously for-
r.mmam: to the inhabitants to cut a single branch,” begged conces-
sions, particularly for wood necessary for fuel as the winter
approached.”® The commune of Montgailhard, as we have seen,
was persuaded by its mayor to forsake pillaging the wood and to
?5 their claim over to the new administration. The mayor peti-
tioned on behalf of the commune.??

At the same time, two other conciliatory gestures were intended
to limit disorders in the Ariege. A general amnesty was mEEnm
for those accused or convicted of violations. of the forest code.
before ¢ revolution. And, upon the recommendation of Laffite
an attempt was made to upgrade the personnel of the
forest administration, especially the forest guards.”®

The revolution had an important impact on the nature of the
Peasant’s battle for the forests. The opportunity that the events
In Paris gave the peasants, particularly by seeming to legitimize

Protest in the name of “liberty,” and the first moves toward con-
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_~“ciliation temporarily changed the form of peasant protest.

Although the incidents of peasant mobilization increased in the
two months following the change in administration, the disguise
seemed virtually to disappear. The revolution _nm:E.:Nmm protest
and vmmmﬁ: action, Then, once the wva.o:: commission had been
organized in September as the most important ¢ of the nc\u,wn_rﬁoi

gestures, the Ari¢ge was Z&w”:\o; calm. . T

C:::»S_w the new m&u_:;:w:os Qz:_mna very little. The sit-
uation in the >Emmm was not altered in any fundamental way.
The commission, which reported in December 1830, offered only
partial concessions. Although there was some modification of the
forest code, such as the reestablishment of the right to pasture
sheep, the forest administration still determined what were the
“defensible” or permitted areas of pasturage.”® The erosion of
traditional communal rights continued. The forest st administra
tion itself Was no more sympathetic to the peasants than before.
A special report of the Forest Commissioner in Toulouse said
that the peasants’ claims were “without foundation.” He recom-
mended the confiscation of wood and the maintenance of garri-
sons of soldiers in communes where the peasants continued to
resist in order to “stop the pretension that they should become
the masters of the forests.”8® The “mountain bourgeoisie,” which
was being reorganized into an elite National Guard, had clearly
won a decisive battle in the struggle for the forests.5! )

- Some of the peasants saw this quite early. At the end of August
1830 a letter from a “captain” of the demoiselles warned the new
officials and the clergy of an insurrection that would follow the
example of Paris and conquer liberty: “This three colored flag is
the only hope of our liberties, our beautiful hopes have been
betrayed.”” A women in Illartein said that if the forest guards
returned at all, “it will be necessary for the white robes. to
return,’82 The forest guards did, of course, soon return, even to
Ax, despite the mayor’s proclaimed hiatus in that commune. The
commune of Montgailhard found that it had waited in vain, after
presenting their claim to the administration as their mayor sug-
gested, and went back into the forest to take wood and dodge the
forest guards of the July monarchy. The mayor of one commune,
elected after the revolution because he had led the peasants into
the forest to take wood, was revoked by the prefect, and his suc-
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cessor was only installed with the help of troops. When gen-
darmes came to a hamlet to search houses for wood, a crowd of
peasants drove them away.$3

The next spring the demoiselles were back in the forests in full
disguise.®4 They appeared in the forests as late as 1872, but never
again as frequently or in such large numbers. The squeeze on the
peasants of the Ariége continued; the great Mmmowmmwz:o: of

the Ariége began. Many peasants simply left, moving out of the
mountains to find a livelihood elsewhere.85

St 1.t

The battle for the forests was very much a part of the Revolu-
tion of 1830. The revolution not only came during an importani
stage of the confrontation between rural capitalism and the peas-
ant community, it widened and intensified the struggle. The peas-
ants challenged the new w&B_Em:,m:oHH “their claims were often
formulatedfnt the name of :EHQQ The revolutionary situation,
as James Rule and Charles Tilly have suggested, was perpet-
uated. The Revolution of 1830 did not end with the resumption
of political power in the department by the new administration.
It continued, involving the local issue—the forests, and who had
rights to them. When the new administration demonstrated that
it would perpetuate the policies of the forest administration and
stood solidly with the local notables, peasant resistance contin-
ued.

The Revolution of 1830 marked a stage in the Ariege peasant
community’s losing fight for its traditional rights. The demoi-

“selles represented the solidarity of the community against the

woSnlE outsiders who were usurping the use of the forests.

=iy

“They were a colorful but tragic vestige of an old world and a dif-

ferent set of economic relations—in which use was communal and
far more important than ownership. But the experience of the

e et

ATiége peasants was certainly not unique. In many regions of
France the impact of rural capitalism was already apparent.8¢ A
fundamental conflict of interest divided the peasant community
from the state and local notables—noble and bourgeois. The
grain riots and forest disturbances of the 1827-1832 period illus-
trated the way in which this conflict was being resolved—against
the peasants.

The communal solidarity of resisting the impingement of out-
side control over local resources, against both ﬂr_a bourgeois and
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the fisc, may go a long way toward explaining the evolution of
rural radicalism during the Second Republic, as Maurice -Agul-
- "hon has described for the Var.87 The Revolution of 1830 was also
an anticipation of the appearance of thé common Frenchman as a
contender for political @nin.ﬁ,.,»ﬂﬁn(::vmnmm.c.. of 1830, even if only
the myth of a political elite, was a strong heritage, especially
when it became rooted in the idarity of ..,mg peasant ‘commu:

e bl gzl S

nity of equals. The era of “Long live the’ King, Down with the"

Forest Administration!” was just about over in France. The reac-
tion of the poor, including those who remained in the Ariége and
those who moved into the less mountainous regions of southern
France, to the impact of state-protected capitalism would become
more articulate, more organized. The communal solidarity of
peasants fighting the fisc and the advance guard of rural capital-
ism soon gave way to a more modern age of protest.®8

110

a

Notes

The research for this study was made possible by a faculty summer grant
from the History Department of Yale University. I would like to thank
Charles Tilly, Rod Aya, Susanna Barrows, and Anne Locksley for suggestions
on an earlier draft.

* Paul Gonnet, “Esquisse de la crise économique en France de 1827 4 1832,”
Revue d’histoire économique et sociale, 33, 3 (1955), pp. 249-292.

#On the significance of popular protest, see Charles Tilly, “The Changing
Place of|Collective Violence,” in Melvin Richter, ed., Essays in Theory and
History (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1970), pp. 139-164; Charles
Tilly, “How Protest Modernized in France, 1845-55,” in W. O. Aydelotte, A.
G. Bogue, and R. W. Fogel, eds., The Dimensions of Quantitative Research in
History (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1972), pp. 210-224; and
Louise Tilly, “La révolte frumentaire, forme du conflit politique en France,”
Annales, 27 (May-June, 1972), pp. 731-757.

® Particilarly relevant approaches include, Charles Tilly, “Food Supply and
Public Order in Modern Europe,” a working paper of the Center for
Research on Social Organization, the University of Michigan, forthcoming as a
chapter in Charles Tilly, ed., The Formation of National States in Western
Europe; Albert Soboul, “The French Rural Community in the 18th and 19th
Centuries,” Past and Present, 10 (November 1956), pp. 78-95; and E. P.
Thompson, “The Moral Economy of the Crowd in the 18th Century,” Past
and Present, 50 (February 1971), pp. 76-136.

* Gonnet, op. cit.; Roger Price, “Popular Disturbances in the French Prov-
inces After the July Revolution of 1830,” European Studies Review, 1, 4,
(1971), 328-55; James .Rule and Charles Tilly, “Political Process in Revolu-
tionary France, 1830-32,” in this voluine, pp. 42-85.

 Frangois Baby, La Guerre des Demoiselles en Aridge (1829-1872) (Mont-
bel, Ariége, 1972). Maurice Agulhon's discussion of the forest problem in the
Var and its impact on the creation of rural radicalism during the Second
Republic is invaluable, in La République au Village (Paris: Plon, 1972), pp.
42-92, Baby figures the separate “appearances” of the demoiselles at 114
between 1829 and 1872, including 36 in 1829 and a peak 53 in 1820 (page
93). See also Louis Clarenc, “Le code de 1827 et les troubles forestiers dans les
Pyrénées centrales au milien de XIX® siécle,” Annales du Midi, 77, 73 (July
1965), pp. 293-317. ,
® Baby, op. cit. and Clarenc, op. cit. give a good picture of the importance

111




1830 IN FRANCE

of the forests and the general economic and social situation. See also Archives
Départementales de I'Ari¢ge (henceforth, ADA), Pe 45, “Aperqu sur le service
forestier de Varrondissement de St. Girons” (September 29, 1830) and the
reports of General Laffite to the Minister of War (henceforth, MG), in the
D* series of the Archives of the Ministry of War at Vincennes (henceforth,
AG). The prefect estimated that two-thirds of the population of the moun-
tainous regions depended upon rajsing cattle or sheep for survival (Pe 45,
Prefect of Ari¢ge [henceforth, PA] to Minister of the Interior [henceforth,
Int.], March 2, 1830). The state owned the vast majority of the forests in
some cantons (Clarenc, p. 294).
7 Note Agulhon's chart of forest litigation in the Var, op. cit., pp- 50-78.
" The petitions of the communes of Unac, July 5, 1829, and “Observations pre-
sented by the mayor of Massat,” n.d. (ADA, Pe 45) are particularly revealing.
Baby, op. cit., p. 81, noted the changing class of the forge-owners.

® André Armengaud, Les populations de I'Est-Acquitain au début de
Iépoque contemporaine (Paxis, 1961), p. 165. Baby, op. cit., p- 30, says that
three of the most insurrectionary cantons were becoming rapidly overpopu-
lated between 1804 and 1841 (Massat, 21 percent growth in population;
Cabannes, 34.5 percent; and Castillon, 41.4 percent).

° “Obgervations presented by the mayor of Massat,” n.d., ADA, Pe 45. The
rising price of wood is noted by Agulhon, op. cit., p. 46; Clarenc, op. cit., p.
299; and Guy Thuillier, Aspects de Péconomie nivernaise au XIX* au XIX*
siéclg (Paris: Colin, 1967), p. 106,

10 M. Baudrillart, Recueil chronologique des réglements sur les foréts, chasses
et péches, HI (Paris, 1824); M. E. Meaume, Des droits d’usage dans les foréts
de Padministration.des bois communaux et de Vaffouage, I (Paris, 1851); Su-
zanne Coquerelle, “Les droits collectifs et les troubles agraires dans les Pyré-
nées en 1848," Actes du 78° Congrés National des Socidtés Savantes, 1953, pp.
345-363; Agulhon and Clarenc, op. cit. By notables, I am referring to impor-
tant property-holders, both noble and bourgeois.

1 The number of prosecutions increased in the arrondissement of St.
Girons from 192 in 1825 to 841 in 1828 (830 in 1833), Baby, op. cit., p. 39.

) ADA, Pe 45, “Tableau par ordre chronologique des divers attentats commis ...
par les malfaiteurs connus sous le nom de Demoisclles,” relates the story of
the peasants scarching for their deeds. “Rapaciousness” of notables indicated
by the sous-intendant militaire in Foix to MG, AG D* 127, August 17, 1829.

1M AG, E* 2, General Laffite to MG, September 16,.1830. The general was
given credit for putting down an uprising in the department in 1815, ADA,
Pe 48; “Apercu sur le service forestier de I'arrondissement. de St. Girons”; AG,
E° 1, Laffite to ¥G, August 10.

13 ADA, Pe 45, PA to Int., February 3, 1829. Early resistance also was noted
in the arrondissement of St. Gaudens in Haute Garonne, Commissioner of
Forests in Toulouse to PA, July 6, 1829.

14 ADA, Pe 45, PA to Int., May 30, 1829.

13 ADA, Pe 45, PA to Int., August 6, 1829; Int. to PA, August 31; and PA
to Int., September 7. Marrot apparently was able to buy the forest at a very

112

Notes

low price because of the tradition of the rights of the commune of Moulis in
the forest. :
18 ADA, Pe 45, Sub-prefect of St. Girons (henceforth, SPSG) to PA, June
80 and July 20, 1829.
17 ADA, Pe 45, SPSG to PA, June 7, 1830.
18 AG, D® 127, Commander of 10th Military Division (Toulouse, hereafter,
10th) to MG, August 20, 1829; ADA, Pe 45, PA to Int, August 20, 1829, and
SPSG to PA, August 18, 1829. All of the administrative correspondence rela-
tive to the demoiselles is gathered in Pe 45, in four dossiers or liasses. Hereaf-
ter, ADA will refer to Pe 45, unless noted. In addition, the departmental
archives include the procés-verbaux for ten trials of demoiselles, 1829 to 1831,
in 2 U 193,
1 AG, D* 129 10th to MG, February 14, 1830. Also letters of February 1
and 9.
20 AG, 10th to MG, February 21, 1830; ADA, SPSG to PA, February 18.
2L AG, 10th to MG, March 19, 1830, and ADA PA to Int,, April 5, 1830.
2 ADA, Trinqué to PA, July 17, 1829. His first recorded complaint was a
letter written to the prefect, June 17, 1829.
23 ADA, Int. to PA, June 9, 1830.
* ADA, Int. to PA, June 9, 1830; PA to Int.,, May 24, 1830.
*3 ADA, PA to Int.,, May 30, 1829.
* The very first mention seems to be AG, Commander of Gendarmerie to
MG, July-16, 1829, D* 126, which dates their appearance earlier than Francois
Baby indicates. Baby did not consult the useful AG. There is good evidence
that the demoiselles were active initially in the arrondissement of St. Gaudens
in Haute Garonne, Commander of Gendarmerie to 10th, July 3, 1829, AG.
1 ADA, Forest Inspector to Commissioner of Forests, July 6, 1829; ADA,
PA to Int., June 12, 1829. One of the most accurate and complete descriptions
is from the arrondissement of St. Gaudens in Haute Garonne, AG Com-
mander of Gendarmerie of the arrondissement to MG, July 16, 1829. This dis-
guise included a hood of cotton cloth.
*8 ADA, Mayor of Saurat to PA, June 5, 1830, and June 8, 1830. Peasants
from a nearby commune wore their native straw hoods.
* Proclamation in ADA refers to the “criminal association of the Demoi-
selles”; ADA, PA to SPSG, February 23, 1830.
E. J. Hobsbawm and George Rudé, Captain Swing: A Social History of
the Great English Agricultural Uprisings of 1830 (New York: Pantheon
Books, 1968), example from p. 206.
* ADA, signed “Madamoiselle Lagrande.”
3 The evidence confixms that the demoiselles were local peasants; ADA,
letter of a justice of the peace to PA, July 16, 1829, and mayor of Saurat to
PA, April 30, 1880. Indications of outsiders (Spaniards or deserters from other
anvwnﬂn_n:nmv in or recruitment for the demoiselles are slight. The prefect,
ot normally a perceptive man, agreed that the peasants involved in the July
1829 disturbances were locals (ADA, PA to Int, July 20, 1829, and ADA, PA
to Int., May 18, 1830). , _

;
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33 Natalie Zemon Davis, “The Reasons of Misrule: Youth Groups and Cha-
rivaris in sixteenth-Century France,” Past and Present, 50 (February 1971), p.
57.

-84 professor Davis asserts that «real life was always deeply embedded in
these carnivals” and that the “mocking laugh of misrule intended to keep a
traditional order” (pages 45 and 65). In ber “Women on Top: Sexual Inver-
sion and Disorder in Early Modern Europe,” preliminary draft of a paper
?68:8& to the American >=93wo~ommn& Association, 1972, Davis indicates
that female attire and titles in collective protest was to be found in Lyon in
the 1770s (page 10).

35 Baby, op. cit., especially pages 126 to 139.

38 Davis, op. cit. It was significant that one important incident of pillage in
the forests of the unpopular Astrié de Gudannes came on the day of the local
féte, ADA, PA to Int., June 12, 1880, which Baby notes (p- 105).

87 AG, D* 129, 10th to MG, February 14, 1830; ADA, commander of the
first subdivision of the 10th to PA, July 27, 1829. Brawls between the com-
munes and the forest guards were common; e.g., ADA, SPSG to PA, July 16,
1829.

ss ADA, PA to Int.,, December 18, 1829; ADA, SPSG to PA, April 23, 1830
(example from royal forest of Bethmale); AG, D* 128, 10th to MG, Novem-
ber 1, 1829, Other examples of attacks on forest guards and charbonniers
include, ADA, under-inspector of forests in St. Girons to inspector in Foix,

~ June 28, 1829, PA to Int, u::o,mP 1829, and July 3, 1829. Weapons usually

included scythes, hatchets, sometimes fifles, and even bayonettes (ADA, mayor
of Aulus to PA, June 14, 1830). The coramander of the 10th complained that
it was difficult to find charbonniers to go into the forests of the Aritge, AG
D* 126, July 25, 1829+

% AG, D* 126, Int. to MG, July 9, 1829 Secret police were used beginning
in June 1829, ADA, PA to SPSG, June 30, 1829.

0 For example, ADA, lawyer of propriétaire to PA, June 14, 1830.

1 AG, D* 127, 10th to MG, August 17, 1829, and Int. to MG, August 30. It
seems that some members of the National Guard were present among some of

the repressive forces in the summer of 1829, but these were certainly the elite
'in communes which were completely outside of the struggle.

# ADA, PA to Int, March '8, 1830; ADA, PA to Bishop of Pamiers, Jun¢
30, 1829, and Bishop to PA, September 10, 1829. In addition, the SpPSG con-
voked the mayors from the troubled areas, on orders from the prefect, ADA,
PA to SP, September 5, 1829, and the prefect talked to a number of mayors
on his tour of the arrondissement, ADA, May 18, 1830.

43 w&i. op. cit., pp- 60-61, indicates that priests sometimes helped the
insurgents, and that the communes mentioned, Biert and Soulan, were com
munes in which the curés were, at least in 1809, members of the “Petite
Eglise,” which had refused to accept the Concordat and the authority of thos¢
priests ordained since 1803.

« ADA, PA to Int., September 4, 1829. As the prefect wrote the Minister of
Interior, ADA, May 24, 1830, “the commune of Massat wants all rights of pa¥

turing without any nxnnmao?: In December, the number of incidents sharply
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increased, including those in st. Lary, Augirein, and Villeneuve. This followed
a period of relative calm. The Minister of War, whose job was to repress the
disturbances, frequently suggested some conciliation, e.g., AG, D* 129, MG to
Minister of Finance, February 7, 18%0. Few municipal coundils formalized
claims in the time following the decree in August, ADA, PA to Commissioner
of Forests, November 28, 1829.

3 AG, D* 127, 10th to MG, August 21, 1829; ADA, SPSG to PA, April 12,
1840. Troop movements can be followed in the General Correspondence in
the AG, e.g., D?* 125, 10th to MG, May 31, 1829. Baby, op. cit., p. 93, estimates
the entire repressive force, including gendarmerie, at more than two thousand
or one for every eighty-five people in the department. There were entire com-
panies in communes like Massat, Boussenac, and Rivérenert.

46 This was first suggested by the prefect, who generally preferred the hard
line, ADA, PA to Int, September 4, 1829, On complaints, see ADA, Int. to
PA, August 31, 1829, and PA to SPSG, September 5, 1829, particularly petition
from Castelnau (ADA, SPSG to PA, June 9, 1830), complaining that they
were forced to lodge troops in their communc which were used to watch
neighboring Esplas.

«7 ADA, PA to Int., March 8, 1830. Arrests included those in Ustou, where
the worksheds of the charbonniers were burned (AG, D* 126, 10th to MG,
July 28, 1829); trials involved arrested peasants from St. Lary, Seix, Sentenac-
de Sérou, Massat, Esplas, and Buzin, 2 U 19% ADA, ten affaires.

.S The most important was the trial and conviction of Bertrand Cointre,
dit Falot du Company, which was announced and posted throughout the
department, ADA, PA to Int, March 8, 1830. For example, one trial of ten
demoiselles resulted in the conviction and sentencing of three (two got ten
years and the other six months); witnesses could not, or would not, establish
the identity of the others, ADA, PA to Int., June 7, 1830. On the two major
trials, see Baby op. cit., p. 82.

..ewnoamawmo: of Prefect, ADA, March 15, 1830; ADA, Procureur of St.
Girons to PA, April 7, 1830; Int. to PA, June 9, 1830; AG, D* 130, Int. to
MG, April 17, 1830. In the Trinque case, 9500 francs went to the Crown as a
fine, and 300 and 75 francs to the two guards. The use of this law, the law of
10 Vendémaire, An 4, was first suggested by the prefect, ADA, PA to Int., Sep-
tember 4, 1829,

Swrd? mayor of Saurat to PA, June 8, 1880. The winter was apparently
particularly harsh, including an avalanche in Bethmale, Archives Nationales
(hereafter, AN), F* 6767, PA to Int., February 5, 1830. Spring appearances
Sn“.nn particularly marked in cantons of Massat, §t. Girons, and Oust.

ADA, St. Martin (inspector?) to PA, September 4, 1829, notes the return
omamoﬁ hundred peasants from the Spanish harvests.
" AN, F* 6767, PA to Int., September 10, 1829. Only mention of dissent is
; € vnnmn.nn.m report that the young of the “classes aisés are generally imbued

n the principles of independence which the liberal press sanctions and propa-
gates,” AN F’ 6767, PA to Int., March 11, 1830. Political interest undoubtedly
centered in the arrondissement of Pamiers, which had 355 electors, as com-
Pared with 845 for the arrondissements of Foix and St. Girons combined.
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sEADA, 5 M 44, August 3 mqo&wawao: of the cn&nn: 5 M 62, proclama-
tion of August 5. The wording of this petition may indicate that there was
already an outbreak of disturbances in the forests.

54 ADA, 5 M 62, August 5; AG, D? 131, Laffite to MG indicates Laffite had
arrived in Foix from Rouen.

s ADA, 5 M 44, proclamation of provisional committee of administration,
August 9, 1830. The departure of Charles X was not known until the eighth,
as evidenced by the fact that the committee replaced one subprefect on the
seventh because he would not swear Joyalty to Charles X. Two more members
were added to the provisional committee of administration on the 10th (pro-
clamation, ADA, 5 M 62). Another proclamation on that day asked each com-
mune to report on the local political situation, agricultural resources available
{0 the commune, and whether the tricolor was flying.

5 Eyen David Pinkney's excellent political history of the revolution, The
French Revolution of 1830 (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1972),
underplays the impact of the revolution on the common man and largely
limits discussion of the events in provincial France to political settling, such
as revocations and replacements and the threat of a pro-Bourbon uprising in
the West and South. He views the general economic cxisis and its popular
protest as contributing to the acceptance of the overthrow of the Bourbons
(p- 225). .

57 James Rule and Charles Tilly, “political Process in Revolutionary
France,” in this volume, pp. 42-85- -

s ADA, mayor and justice of 'thie’ peace of commune and canton of
Cabannes to Procureur, August 11, 1830; petition of communes of Cabannes
canton, to departmental commission on the forest question, n.d; AG, E* 1,
Procureur to MG, August 21, 1830.

® AG, E* 1, provisional committee of administration to MG, August 2L
1830; ADA, procés-verbaux of events, August 18, 1830. Damages were esti-
mated at 40,000 francs. . ‘

o0 ADA, complaint of owners, August 26, 1830. The commune of Fougax:
where there was never an appearance of the demoiselles, seemed to have pro-
vided most of the participants, who were not disguised.

o1 ADA, n.d., mayor of Rabat to the provisional commi(tee.

2 ADA, mayor of Prayols to PA, September 12, 1830; mayor of Labastide-
Sérou to PA, September 98; Marrot to PA, October 9. Other examples, pillage
of property to the Mirepoix family, AG, E® 2, 10th to MG, ma?a:&nu.mu"
mayor of Saurat ‘to provisional committee, September B; and complaint of
mayor of Ganac ‘that commune of Brassac was furnishing demoiselles Who
were coming into the forests at night, ADA, to PA, September 22, 1830.

3 ADA, mayor of Saurat to provisional authority, August 20, cites tbe
threatening letter. Details of forge-burning, ADA, mayor of Luzenac to provi-
sional committee, August 20, and mayor of Ax to PA, August 20; AG, E* b
10th to MG, August 922 and August 21; and AG, Es 1, vnoiwmos& au-
thority to MG, August 21. At the same time, an _intriguing incident seem$
to have occurred in Lavelanet, with Luddite overtones—an anonymous letter
to the provisional authority on August 28 mentioned that a machine of someé

i
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sort had been destroyed by individuals who claimed that the machine was
taking work from them, ADA.

61 pamiers incident, ADA, 5 M 44, subprefect of Pamiers to Eoi&o:ﬁ
authority, September 1: ADA, mayor of Vicdessos to provisional authority,
August 23. The mayor of Vicdessos also claimed, in a letter of August 27, that
the demoiselles were seen in the town the night before the people came (o
“do- justice” to the tax collectors.

63 ADA, petition of mayor of Mongailhard to PA, September 2.

o8 ADA, mayor of Mirepoix to provisional authority, and SPSG to PA, Sep-
tember 7, 1830; AG, E* 2, de Portes, deputy, to Int. (Guizot, his friend),
September 9, 1830.

o7 ADA, mayor of Freychenet to ?o&&o:ﬁ authority, August 98: AG, E°® 1,
Laffite to MG, August 21, News of concessions spread quickly, AG, E5 1, 10th
to MG, August 26 and ADA, mayor of Cabannes to vnoimmo:& authority,
August 12, Concessions angered the new wnomanr who wrote the mayors of two
communes that “all acts of usage or of property which are bases on the dispo-
sition of this transaction [the concession] will constitute, until authorized by
the King, an attack on the property of others and the communes will be held
responsible,” ADA, September 14, 1830.

% ADA, mayor of Ax to provisional authority, August 23; mayor of Prayols
to PA, September 12, 1830; AG, £S5 2, Commander of Gendarmerie of the
arrondissement .of St. Gaudens (Haute Garonne) to MG, September 1.

* ADA, mayor of Ax to provisional authority, August 23, 1830.

7 ADA, mayor of Engomer to SPSG, August 12, 1830.

_ ™ This attitude seemed to be reflected in Paris in the face of increased mil-
itancy of the workers; David H. Pinkney, “Laissez-faire or Intervention? Labor
Policy in the First Months of the July Monarchy,” French Historical Studies,
8 (1963), pp. 123-128.

" See note 45. There is no evidence that the number of troops and gen-
darmes in the department changed between April and the months of August
and September.

n.»o. E® 2, Laffite to MG, September 16, 1830.

=>n. E® 1, 10th to MG, August 26, 1830; MG to Int, August 31.

AG, E5 2, Minister of Finance to MG, September 23, 1830 and decree of
maw..anadnu 27; Laffite to MG, September 26, 1830.

.:.»U? cnﬁ.ﬁ.mo:m of Cabannes canton and commune of Montoulieu, nd.

. >U>. petition of commune of Montgailhard, September 2, 1830. .
Co U>. Inspector of Forests to PA, September 20, 1830, and report of the
B mmissioner of Forests at Toulouse, November 6, 1830. Amnesty noted by

wuw op. cit., pp. 90-91.
two ADA, report of the commission, December 18, 1830, in the form of twenty-
B::mx.&?& or mmnnanm. Article 10 provided for a hearing of the mayors and
..anm“nﬁ»_ mocsn: before the forest administration indicated each year the
re :&Em or permitted areas of the forests. The communes were still held
sponsible for all violations of the forest code as modified. One previously

bur . .
densome stipulation was removed—the communes no longer had to attach
'
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2 small bell to each animal pasturing (article 19). The tiny commune of
Montoulieu finally received some rights in the royal forests (see note 76).
® ADA, report of the Commissioner of Forests at Toulouse, November 6,

1880. It also recommended the upgrading of the personnel of the forest .

guards in response to the public clamor about the guards’ behavior.

sL AG, E* 2, Laffite to MG, September 16, 1830. In one interesting case,
again that of Massat, the commune actually purchased the disputed forest
from the owners after the revolution (ADA, n.d. “Observations presented by
the mayor of Massat”), later losing it back to the former propriétaires when
the payments could, apparently, no longer be made (Baby, op. cit., p. 89).

& ADA, letter of a “captain” of the demoiselles to the provisional author-
ity, August 30, 1830. .

#a ADA, PA to mayor of Montgailhard, November 30, 1830; Inspector of
Forests to PA, September 26, 1830 (reported that the new forest guard in AX
was being threatened); ADA 5 M 53, Int. to PA, December 14, 1830.

% AG, E* 9, 10th to MG, March 22, 183}, particularly in the Massat area.
Rumors of their reappearance began in this area as early as August 1830
(ADA, mayor of Massat to SPSG, August 24).

s Baby estimates the number of actual appearances, with disguise, of the
demoiselles at seventeen between 1831 and 1848, most of these in 1831 and
1882 (op: cit., pp. 93, 214-215). The number of forges continued to grow,

“reaching 57 in 1844 (43 in 1818), Baby, op. cit., p. 3. Armengaud, op. cit,
pp. 195-210 describes the depopulation of the Ariége. Between 1841 and 1856
emigration exceeded immigration by 23,362, particularly during the period
1851-1856. ’

# A5 suggested by Albert Soboul, “La question paysanne en 1848, La
Pensée, 18 (55-66), 19 (25-37), 20 (48-56), 1948; and more recently in,
“The French rural community in the 18th and 19th centuries,” op. cit. Baby
considers the “War of the Demoiselles” to be unique, the “last French revolt
to have made folklore its ornament, its motivations and its principal arm”
(op. cit., p. 149). He portrays this “war” as “not a revolutionary uprising . -
it is folklore, essentially [p. 147] . . . not a moment of the Revolution of 1830
but a simple jacquerie [p. 54]." While the disguise in the Ariége may have
been unique, there were similar forest disturbances in many areas of Franct
recorded most accurately in the General Correspondence in the AG and in
the BB'® series of the AN. Many of these involved the loss of the same rights
as in the Ari¢ge (see note 5, Agulhon, for example). The end of this folklore
element to protest was itself another indication of the disappearance of the
traditional peasant community.

*7 Agulhon, op. cit. In the May 1849 elections, the “démoc-soc” list wont
between 40 and 50 percent of the popular vote in the Ari¢ge (Maurice Agul
hon, 1848 ou Papprentissage de la république, 1848-52 [Paxis: Seuil, 1973], P
174). :

Ivnr»za Tilly, “The Changing Place of Collective Violence” and “HOW
Protest Modernized in France, 1845-55," op. cit.; and Tilly, “Collective Vior
lence in the European Perspective,” in Violence in America, in Hugh Dav’*
Graham and Ted Robert Gurr, eds, (New York: Praeger, 1967).
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Robert J. Bezucha
The Revolution of 1830 and the City of Lyon

The new government was faced with a variety of challenges to its
authority. In Lyon, France’s second largest city and one of the
most concentrated industrial centers in the world, this challenge
came from a resurgence of a tradition of municipal autonomy and
from the thousands of silk workers who rose up in insurrection in
November 1831 and April 1834.

In his study of the impact of the Revolution of 1830 on the city
of Lyon, Robert Bezucha challenges the view that the revolution
was ended by December of that year. Citing the similarities
between Lyon and Paris, he supports James Rule and Charles
Tilly's contention that the revolution inaugurated a crucial
period of political and social struggle. He argues that the lu-

tion in Lyon was finished only in June.of 1834, after municipal
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resistance to ceniral authority in Paris had been deflated, the-sitk
~m‘o..m.mmn§ had been, crushed-by the bourgeois National Guard and

the army, and a slate of conservative “men of order” had been
returried by Lyon’s enfranchised political elite in the clections of

lung 1834.

Robert” Bezucha teaches at Syracuse University. He is the
editor of Modern European Social History (Lexington, Mass.,
1972) and the author of The Lyon Uprising of 1834: Social and
Political Conflict in the Early July Monarchy (Cambridge, Mass.,
1974). He is currently studying the development of voluntary
associations in France in the nineteenth century.
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