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Preface

Three Centuries of Spatial Mobility in France
by Daniel Courgeau™

This report is one of a series of studies on the dynamics,
evolution and consequences of migrations produced as part
of the Population Division’s programme entitled ‘Develop-
ment and Promotion of Research on Population Dynamics’.
Migratory flows are now widely taken into account in
development planning forecasts and knowledge of them is
thus becoming increasingly important. The main purpose of
Unesco’s research programme is to study the evolution of
migratory flows, as well as their causes and consequences,
in a number of countries in various regions of the world. It
gives special consideration to the interactions between
rural and urban environments in order to bring out the
various aspects of population trends in specific countries.

The present report is the second in this series to appear
in Reports and Documents in the Social Sciences. The
previous study published was devoted to Mexico City.

. This study, by Daniel Courgeau, examines the history of
population mobility in France from the beginning of the
eighteenth century to the present day.

It considers migration in its most widely varying forms,
both temporary and permanent, with a view to identifying
all the changes that occur. This makes it possible, for
example, to show the changes in these population move-
ments and in the perception of space brought about by the

transition from an agricultural way of life to an urban and
industrial way of life. «

The findings of this analysis take into account not only
economic changes but also changes in the world of politics,
religion and the family (which appears as a refuge within an
ever-changing society) as well as in education and leisure
activities. This approach provides a means of identifying
more clearly the reasons for the highly original trends that
have occurred in France throughout the process of demo-
graphic change and urbanization. For instance, by drawing
attention to the considerable amount of temporary mobility
and to its pattern of change during the nineteenth century,:
fresh light is cast on the, in many respects, similar situation
to be found in developing countries today. The conclusions
to be drawn thus extend beyond the frontiers of France
and provide a more general view of population movements.

This report, which contributes a new point of view to
the study of migrations, should prove of great use to all
those interested in the historical aspects of migratory flows
and their interrelationship with industrialization and
development processes. In particular, students of popula-
tion will find it very helpful to study this report in relation
to the theory of demographic transition.

The opinions expressed are those of the author and do
not necessarily reflect the views of Unesco.

1. Département de Démographie Générale, Institut National
d’Etudes Démographiques, Paris.



Introduction

This study attempts to present a general account of
geographical mobility in France since the end of the seven-
teenth century. We shall see how the concept of migration,
if it is defined as a change of domicile, is inadequate as a
means of comprehending the changes concerned, as it is
too bound up with a view of geographical mobility that
belongs to modern civilization. In the past, mobility also
took other forms which we shall be considering.

Moreover, these other forms of mobility should be
compared with those to be found in developing countries,
where the concept of migration similarly fails to cover all
of them. This adds to the interest of the present study,
which provides a general account of France’s experience in
this domain over a long period of time. The solutions
adopted to resolve certain problems could give food for
thought to the developing countries which have similar
difficulties to contend with.’

~ These various forms of mobility, which are inter-
changeable, are in a general way connected with the French
people’s perception of space and their opportunities for
travel. Some types of movement have replaced others
which have ceased to serve their purpose; some which at
one time concerned only a minority subsequently became
very significant. It is therefore important to describe the
transition from one way of perceiving space to another,
without forgetting the major changes of a demographic,

economic, political or social character which have affected

the French population. :

To do this we must consider types of movement in all
their variety: commuting, temporary seasonal moves,
holidays, internal migration, international migration
and so on. We shall see that at certain periods each of

these forms of mobility emerges, disappears or expands.

It will also be interesting in each case to try to determine
the range covered by these types of mobility and how this
changes with time.

In order to show these changes clearly, the study must
cover a long period of time. Although French statistics
relating to the past are far from being as satisfactory as
those of other countries such as Sweden or Belgium, we
shall cross-check various sources in an attempt to provide
the most accurate description possible. In this way, we have
worked back to the eighteenth century; to go further back
would have involved making too many major assumptions
for which historical demography in its present state cannot
provide confirmation. Indeed, even for more recent periods,
there is a shortage of evidence and the findings of this study
should be regarded as provisional. A number of long-term
research projects based on the information contained in
parish registers will eventually provide more accurate
answers to some of the questions raised.

Despite these reservations, the information we have
gathered provides a fairly accurate picture of trends in
mobility. We shall, in particular, try to show how certain
more general models in this field apply to the case of
France.

The most interesting of these models is, in our view, the
one propounded by Wilbur Zelinsky in an article entitled
‘The hypothesis of mobility transition’, published in
April 1971 in Geographical Review. By providing a suf-
ficiently general picture of mobility trends in parallel with
demographic transition, Zelinsky’s model makes it possible
to place this study in a more comprehensive framework:
the changes often take place in parallel, though at different
times in different localities, and carry people from an older
civilization to a modern type of society.

We shall now try to describe this process in greater
detail before turning to the particular case of France,

Traditional society is marked by a high death rate and a
high birth rate which in the long run balance out. Over
short periods of time, however, there can be large dis-
crepancies as a result of epidemics or food crises or, alter-
natively, periods of recovery. Migration is rare in this kind
of society and occurs mostly as a consequence of marriage.
Certain movements of a temporary nature take place, usually
within a particular social milieu, such as visits to the fields,
to fairs, to places of worship, visits within the same
community and travel because of war. Only a small propor-
tion of the population—traders, students, soldiers, seamen,
aristocrats, etc.—make journeys further afield involving
contacts with other civilizations or other cultures. Such
travel is an embryonic form of some later aspects of mobility
but occurs on a very restricted scale in this essentially static
society.

When society enters a second phase,-this is marked by a
rapid decline in the death rate while fertility remains
high. The result is a sharp increase in population and a new
perception of space. Agricultural society experiences
certain changes in land tenure and farming methods. To
meet the increased demand for food, farmers have to adopt
a more intensive mode of production in order to increase
the yield of their land. Others set about cultivating land
which is less-accessible and less productive so as to increase
the area under cultivation.

International emigration provides a second safety-valve -

for this increase in population. The existence of land
occupied by other types of society (hunter-gatherers, for
example) offers these emigrant farmers an opportunity to
settle (America, Australia, etc.). These settlers, of course,
only succeed in establishing themselves after a hard trial of
strength but the agricultural type of society usually wins in
the end because of its more sophisticated military defences




and the unintentional introduction of diseases against
which the indigenous populations have no natural immunity.

The third safety-valve is the industrialization which takes
place in such countries. This is a very important change
because it encourages the growth of cities whereas, in the
previous phase, industry had been spread throughout rural
areas. The importance of localization, however, quickly
becomes apparent—near coal and ore resources or near the
centres of traffic by sea or land. These industrial cities,
which greatly expand during this period, are destined to
become a powerful attraction to country dwellers. It should
be noted, however, that this migration towards the towns
takes place after the start of international emigration,
which is in fact the quickest response to an increase in
population.

During this period there also occur the first signs of
growing temporary moves, though the author does not
dwell on this point.

The second phase is followed by a third which is
characterized by a drop in fertility—slight at first, then very
rapid before slowing up again—while the death rate continues
to decline, though more slowly after a while. As a result,
the population begins to grow less quickly, eventually
settling down to a much lower rate of increase than during
the second phase.

This new phase also entails changes in mobility: the
agricultural world is transformed by the introduction of
new techniques (fertilizers, mechanization, etc.) and efforts
to bring unproductive land into cultivation cease. On the
other hand, the new techniques make labour available for
the industrial cities, though the flow of migrants slows
down during this period. Lastly, international emigration
also falls sharply and may even stop altogether.

The fourth phase is marked by control over fertility,

which fluctuates at a much lower level than it did at first.
The death rate, too, stabilizes at a very low level and
roughly balances the birth rate, with the result that the
population grows slowly if at all.

‘New forms of mobility emerge and old ones disappear.
An example of the latter is the bringing into cultivation of
unproductive land. Not only does this trend stop but such
land is in fact abandoned as no longer worth while because
of new farming methods. There is still some international
emigration but it too has greatly changed, since it now
involves highly-skilled manpower which is required by
developing countries.

The direction and the volume of these population flows
depend greatly on specific conditions and are strictly con-
trolled by the political authorities.

On the other hand, a new form of international migra-
tion develops in the opposite direction to the previous flow.
The need for unskilled labour makes it necessary to attract
immigrants from less developed countries since the slower
rate of population growth means that enough nationals are
not available to fill the gap. The drift from country to
town, which used to provide the necessary labour, is much
smaller during this phase.

New forms of internal mobility develop, such as migration
from one city to another, or from one district of a large

metropolis to another. Changes of domicile take place at a
high rate. Lastly, there appear new types of temporary
moves such as commuting, tourist travel or travel in
connection with employment.

The model also includes a fifth phase which is intended
as a means of predicting future social trends. We shall not
describe it here as it goes beyond currently observable
facts. '

Besides dealing with trends in mobility as related to
time, it is worth saying a few words on the spatial dimension
of its various forms at a given moment. This theory also has
the merit of showing not only that different countries are
at different stages of their transition but also that the
various regions within a particular country are not neces-
sarily at the same point either. Looked at in spatial terms,
this model of mobility extends from capital cities to
the most remote areas and is transmitted by the flow of
previously settled migrants and the spread of ideas and
innovations.

In the course of this study, we shall attempt to follow in
time and space the trends of mobility in France, using the
thesis that we have just outlined as our point of reference.
We shall then identify the ways in which population move-
ments in France depart from this model.

Our study will therefore describe and analyse the history
of spatial mobility in France over three centuries, divided
into three major periods. The first covers the Ancien Régime
prior to the French Revolution in 1789, when France was a
mainly agricultural society. The second period comes about
150 years, from the Revolution to the end of the Second
World War, and covers the transition from an agricultural
society to a society of the modern type in which industriali-
zation and urbanization are predominant. The third period
goes from the end of the war to the last few years. Without -
the benefit of historical perspective it is more difficult to
discern the trends which will shape the future but recent
changes in patterns of mobility seem sufficiently interesting
to be worth describing.

It is obviously impossible here to give a very detailed
description of the various forms of mobility. In order not
to overburden the present account, the reader will be
referred to more detailed works whenever these are available.
On the other hand the author has tried to present all the
forms of mobility existing at a given. point in time so as to
show the variety of these forms and to provide a more
satisfactory description of changes in the types of mobility
over the years.

The appendix sets out the various sources and tools
available in France for the study of mobility. This methodo-
logical section is divided into four chapters which deal with:
— the various territorial divisions utilized;

— the presentation of data sources on geographical mobility
in France;

— methods for the indirect measurement of migratory
flows;

— the analytical methods employed.



aouel4 o sasuinoud jeslolsiH ('L depy

uojjissnoy

osopanbuen]

8ouanoid
auboosen

1e31Wo)

auusAng

Buydneq

stownoBuy

Aoneg aubianny

S|IBUUOAT uisnownt

sieuuoginog

ayoiep nowod

Ana
SIRUIBAIN g auleino nofuy

g1wo)

-ayoueiy ApunBing

sieueglo

aoes|y

souel4-ap-9j|
Apueulopn

aulen0

subedwey)

Apieoig

siopy

si1apuel4




Chapter |.

Geographical mobility before the French Revolution

Introduction

Before dealing in detail with the spatial approach on which
this work is based, a general survey of French population
trends in the eighteenth century is needed. This survey will
then serve as an essential point of reference for the rest of
the chapter. It should be observed, however, that we shall

not go further back in time since the data, which are already

scarce and open to dispute for the beginning of the eighteenth
century, become too unreliable for previous periods. Con-
sequently, it will only be possible to analyse with precision
the last spatial and demographic transition; we shall throw
no light on previous transitions (e.g. from a society of
hunter-gatherers to a farming economy) for which there is
too little information.

The French population, after a long period of serious
epidemic diseases, murderous wars and famines interspersed
with years of calm and recovery, took a new turn at the
beginning of the eighteenth century: the population, which
had until then hovered around the twenty million mark,
now began to grow quickly.

This growth was in the first place due to a decline in the
death rate, already noticeable by 1715 but particularly
evident from 1750 onwards. There were several reasons for

this: first of all, attacks of plague died down, in the extreme -

west to begin with, then in northern and eastern France and
finally in southern France, where the last plague struck
Marseilles in 1720. Secondly, famines became rarer and no
longer affected most regions after 1720 though there were
exceptions, such as the food crisis of 1740-41%2. We shall
later look more closely into the causes of this phenomenon
which have more to do with better transportation and
improved storage facilities than with a real increase in grain
yields. Lastly, there was a period of relative peace in com-
parison with the frequent wars of previous centuries and
their accompanying massacres, epidemics and famines.
There was also less looting by soldiers as they were better
paid than in the previous century.

Despite these improvements, it cannot be denied that
the death rate was still very high. In 1789, for instance,
average life expectancy for men was 27.5 years as against
23.8 years in 1740 and for women 28.1 and 25.7 years
respectively®. Advances in medicine were still very modest:
the first anti-smallpox vaccine only became available at the
end of the eighteenth century. In fact, there was not to be a
big fall in the death rate until after the Revolution.

This slight fall in the death rate was matched by high
fertility throughout the century, though there was a
marked drop in the years immediately preceding the Revo-
lution. French women had a total fertility rate of 5.44 chil-
dren each around 17404, corresponding to a gross birth
rate of 40 per 1,000. By 1780-1784, however, fertility

had fallen to 5.08 children per woman. This is a small drop

which can be explained by three factors: ‘

— First, the marriage rate declined noticeably throughout
the century: the proportion of women unmarried at the
age of 50 rose from 7.5 per cent for those born at the
beginning of the century to 11.7 per cent for those born
around 1760.

— Secondly, the age at first marriage rose steadily, that of
women from 25 to 26.5 years in the course of the century.

— Thirdly, the generations born after 1750 displayed a
lower age-related fertility at marriage, due to the begin-
nings of contraception.

This combination of late marriage, an increase in celibacy
and the beginnings of birth control thus resulted in a slight
fall in fertility at the end of the century.5 None the less the -
birth rate remained higher than the death rate throughout
the century, a fact which, assuming no emigration, would
mean a rise in population.

What has to be ascertained is whether international
migration took place on a significant scale. As we shall
see, such migration was still rare and only a few thousand
emigrants left France for the New World at the end of the
eighteenth and the beginning of the nineteenth centuries.
It may therefore be regarded as negligible throughout this
first period.

We can now make a fairly accurate estimate of French
population trends throughout the eighteenth century®.
The population was around 21.5 million at the beginning of
the century, 24.6 million in 1740 and 28.1 million in 1790.
In other words, it rose by about 6.5 million people in the
course of the eighteenth century. This 30 per cent rise was
likely to have a profound impact on the country’s social
structure and the spatial distribution of its people.

It is to this latter point that we shall now turn.

1. Mobility regarded from various standpoints

Though historical demography is beginning to provide a
picture of general population trends in France during the
eighteenth century, its account of regional populations is
still very incomplete and it has even less to say about their
movements. The main reason for this is the magnitude and
cost of the task of analysing the records and, in some cases,
the fact that they are incomplete. Nevertheless, a number
of interim findings now make it possible to clarify certain
assumptions and to put forward a tentative account of this
population mobility, an account which, even though it may
be approximate, is none the less interesting.

In our approach to these movements, we shall concen-
trate on description and only use the figures obtained to
clarify certain points. For this purpose we shall employ
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various standpoints chosen so as to make certain types of
migration stand out from the others. They consist of the
various social structures such as the family, associative
relationships, the economy, the political dimension, religion
and education. They are sufficiently general to apply to
many cultures but the form they take and their impact on
mobility are peculiar to each situation. Hence the advantage
of considering them here in relation to French population
movements.

(a) The family and associative relationships

The family is at once the most universal and the simplest
of social units and is found in most societies. First of all
let us endeavour to ascertain the boundaries of the space
which it defines when it comes into being, bringing together
two persons who had previously been separate. The existence
of marriage registers which record, because the banns are
published, the respective places of residence of the intended
spouses, makes it possible to obtain a good idea of this type
of mobility.”

It emerges that in rural France the proportlon of spouses
residing in the same parish remained constant and at a high
level between 1740 and 1789: 60 per cent of young men
married a girl from the same parish, the equivalent of the
present-day commune. In other words, they found each
other within a radius of less than 3 km. Of the remaining
interparish marriages, 41 per cent involved neighbouring
parishes from which 86 per cent parishes in the same diocese.

"Only 14 per cent of these marriages brought together spouses
from more distant places. This pattern remained very stable
up to 1789, showing that marriages were arranged within
a very small geographical area centred on the rural parish.

It is, however, interesting to see whether certain regions
show a different behaviour pattern.® France’s Atlantic
seaboard showed signs of a tendency towards greater mixing
of population: between 1740 and 1789, the percentage of
spouses residing in the same parish fell from 53 per cent to
51 per cent in Normandy, from 69 per cent to 66 per cent
in Brittany and Anjou and from 62 per cent to 59 per cent
in Charente and in Berry. By contrast in the north and in
the Massif Central the parishes seem to have become
increasingly inward-looking, with intraparish marriages
rising from 57 per cent to 62 per cent in the north and
from 54 per cent to 58 per cent in the Massif Central over
the same period. The variations, however, are small and
most of the other regions showed no change in the propor-
tion of endogamous marriages. This strong tendency towards
geographical endogamy is, moreover, matched by a strong
occupational endogamy which will be explained when we
come to the economic approach.

What was the situation over the same period, in urban
France which at that time was very much in the minority?
The first point is that the proportion of endogamous or
intraparish marriages is higher than in rural areas, no doubt
because the towns were more populous: it is easier to find a
husband or wife in a town of 10,000 inhabitants than in a
rural parish of 200. Moreover, the increasing population of
the towns in the eighteenth century may have contributed
towards greater endogamy. This is indeed what we find:
83 per cent of urban marriages were endogamous in 1740
and 86 per cent in 1790. However, even though such
marriages were on the incréase, the spatial distribution of
the marriages other than in towns changed somewhat:
marrying outside the diocese became more common (from
39 per cent to 43.5 per cent of such cases). This increase

10

is probably related to the presence of nobles or rich
bourgeois for whom marriage partners were chosen at the
national rather than parish level.

The detailed study of the city of Bordeaux® casts more
light on these migrations. As for all the towns and cities,
there was a slight increase in endogamy but, given the size
of Bordeaux, the proportion of endogamous marriages was
very high: only 6.2 per cent of marriages celebrated between
1737 and 1791 involved men from outside the city. It
should be noted that the population of this city rose from
45,000 in about 1700 to over 110,000 in 1790. This study
gives a more detailed picture of the exchanges between
urban and rural areas and between different towns or
cities as a result of marriage. In the first place these marriages
were not mainly of Bordeaux men with countrywomen
but the other way round.!® It may thus be assumed that,
after their marriage, these women left Bordeaux to live in
a rural community. On the other hand, the examination of
a rural parish 33 kilometres from Bordeaux reveals that a
certain proportion of the marriages celebrated there were
between local girls and young men from Bordeaux, and the
couples would presumably move to the city afterwards.
Lastly, nearly half of the Bordeaux marriages which involved
emigration to the Lot-et-Garonne were between city-
dwellers and hence people from the upper social classes
who had always had distant contacts.

These examples show the extremely complex pattern of
town-country exchanges through marriage which were not
one-way but in both directions, and inter-city exchanges
involving the upper strata of society. It is therefore necessary
to work through not only the city’s marriage registers but
also those of all neighbouring parishes and towns to obtain
a sufficiently clear view of marriage-related mobility. This
is obviously an enormous task on which work has only
just begun.

Once the famlly was established through marriage, what
movements did it occasion as it developed? French family
structures are in fact very varied and for this reason each
region tended to have its own perception of space. Once
again we cannot offer a detailed account here but can only
trace the broad outlines.

There are three broad types of family—the patriarchal
family, the clan and the nuclear family.1! The patriarchal
family unites under the authority of a head of family
his sons and grandsons, their wives and their children.
The head of the family owns and administers all the
family possessions, which may be considerable. It is easy
to see that the amount of mobility engendered by this
type of family is limited to exchanges through marriage,
which we have already considered, and to a few temporary
migrations.

The second types the ‘clan’, shares certain features with
the patriarchal family but its more flexible organization
facilitates adjustment to different economic conditions. As
in the patriarchal family, the family property is not divided
up and a single heir is chosen for each generation. On the
other hand, this person’s brothers and sisters have greater
freedom of manceuvre. In particular, they are free to move
out and find other means of subsistence if they want to
found a family. If they fail in their attempt they can
always return to the clan. This type of family therefore
encourages much more geographical mobility.

The third type, the nuclear family, contains at the most
two generations, the parents and children not yet of age. As
soon as the children reach adulthood they leave the family




nucleus either for other farms that have become vacant or
for the city. This type of family engenders the most mobility
because of its territorial impermanence.

In many countries there exists only one of these types
but in France, all types may be found in different regions.'?
It has been observed, for example, that in certain mountain
areas such as the Basque Country the family structure is
patriarchal, with a very extensive family group living under
the same roof. Indeed, these mountain regions were still,
in 1861, the areas with the lowest proportion of non-native
inhabitants. By contrast, a region such as Normandy
illustrates, at the same period of history, the typical nuclear
family limited to couples and their as yet unmarried children.
In 1861, the population of these regions comprised propor-
tionately two or three times more non-native persons than
the mountainous areas. The median type of family, the
clan, is naturally to be found in intermediate areas. In
Auvergne and Limousin, for example, the passing on of
land involved an elaborate system of arrangements in which
temporary movements and migrations played a big part.

The fact is that, to avoid dividing up the land, the
family property was not shared out. The heir, however,
who received all the family property, had to compensate
the co-heirs, who received their share in cash and then left.
He often had to borrow money and then travel about
elsewhere for a time in order to earn the wherewithal to
pay his debts. The length of time spent in such temporary
migrations depended on the size of his inheritance, the
number of heirs and- what he earned from these trips.

Another reason for migration was the need to build up
a dowry to enable daughters to get married. In many cases
the father of the family provided the dowry from his earn-
ings during temporary moves away from home. This
again was true for Auvergne and Limousin. We shall look
more closely at this type of mobility later since it was, of
course, of an economic nature and was stimulated by the
need of the towns for temporary labour. It was not until
the nineteenth century that we find young rural women
themselves rather than their fathers coming to the city to
build up their dowry. Lastly, a movement in the opposite
direction may be regarded as family-related mobility:
many infants from the towns were entrusted to wet-nurses
in nearby country areas.

The role of associative structures, though an important
source of eighteenth century mobility, is more difficult to
demonstrate. The fact that a great many migratory currents
remained stable over a long period is evidence that the
inhabitants of a feeder zone possessed special information
concerning a number of other places. Thus we find teams
or groups of individuals from the same village with a very
specialized occupation (pit-sawyers, woodcutters, craftsmen,
pedlars, etc.) often following specific routes associated with
their contacts in a city or region.

(b) The economy

As a matter of fact, most of these moves were under-
taken largely for economic reasons. We must now look into
this economic structure and consider its spatial implications.
The eighteenth century economy was primarily agricultural
but trade and even industry were expanding quickly. We
shall consider these three aspects in turn before going on to
show how they are interrelated and how people moved
from one to the other. Let us, however, first glance at the
economic changes which took place during the eighteenth
century.

Although it would be wrong to speak of economic
upheavals during this period, since agriculture and industry
had not yet undergone a revolution, there were important
changes in transportation, in the development of those
‘hubs’ of activity, the cities, and in the location of industries. |

Transportation was improved in various ways. Firstly,
the road system was greatly extended throughout the
century. The ‘royal corvée’, imposed throughout France,
mobilized hundreds of thousands of men every year to
build the major roads of the eighteenth century. This
conscription of labour, which was detested by the peasants,
achieved important results at low cost and was not replaced
by monetary contributions until 1787. This effort had a
big impact on the Frenchman’s perception of space: in
1765 it took nearly three days to go from Paris to Orleans
and over fifteen days to reach Toulouse, but by 1780 the
first trip could be done in a single day and the second in
only eight.'® This shows how distances were shortened by
these roads. Similar improvements were made in other
directions, towards the east and west: Strasbourg, formerly
eleven days’ journey from Paris was by 1780 at less than
five days’ and the journey to Rennes was cut from eight to
three days. Only those roads already built took the same
time as before, which was already competitive: Paris-Lyons
in five days, Paris-Lille in two, Paris-Rouen in one. France
was gradually becoming more homogeneous although it
continued to be centred on Paris. A few transverse roads
were built, for example from Bordeaux to Narbonne via
Toulouse and from Lyons to La Rochelle via Limoges and
Clermont. By the end of the Ancien Régime there were
40,000 kilometres of serviceable roads. .

Water transport was also expanded. The building of the
‘Two-Seas’ canal (now called the Canal du Midi) linked the
Atlantic to the Mediterranean from 1680 onwards. The
Seine was connected to the Loire by the Briare canal in
1642 and the route was completed by the Orleans canal
(1692) and the Loing canal (1724). The Crozat canal
(1738) linked the Oise and Somme rivers and numerous
other projects were started but remained unfinished (the
Charolais canal linking the Loire to the Sadne for example).
It can be claimed that, by 1789, France had 1,000 kilo-
metres of canals and the length of its system of navigable
waterways, may be estimated at 8,000 kilometres.

-Lastly, sea transport offered new opportunities for inter-
national trade. The Mediterranean routes did not change,
while trade with the countries of northern Europe was in
the hands of foreign countries; the result was that only the
ocean routes were open, to the West Indies and to the ports
of Africa and Asia. This trade, however, was fairly limited
during the eighteenth century: the average of 224 tons of
goods shipped to the West Indies in 1750 rose to 291 tons
in 178814

This network of communications led to the expansion
of urban centres at points of intersection. By the middle of
the eighteenth century these cities, which contained less
than a fifth of the French population in 1806, had begun to
expand. This is clearly seen in the case of a city like
Bordeaux, whose population rose from 45,000 inhabitants
in about 1700 to over 110,000 in 1790 as a result of
increased trade. But it was also true for smaller towns in
which, as we shall see, there was a much sharper increase in
various demographic indicators such as births, marriages
and deaths, than in rural areas. In many cases, this rise in
the urban population seems to have owed far more to the
development of trade than to the growth of industry, most
of which was still rurally based in the eighteenth century.
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Having sketched in the broad lines of the economic
dimension, let us now look more closely at its effect on the
spatial distribution of the population. To begin with, the
agricultural world, the dominant economic force in the
eighteenth century, was not as static as the unchanging
pattern of cultivation might suggest. The growth of the
French population during the course of the century made
further demands on agriculture. The problem was not
solved, as it was in England at the same period, by an agri-
cultural revolution. There was no sign, at least in France as
a whole, of the equivalent of intensive methods of farming,
yet gross agricultural production rose between 1700 and
1789 at least as quickly as the population, i.e. by at least
30 per cent.

In the first place we should bear in mind that France
was, at the time, one of the most densely populated terri-
tories. Land clearance, strongly encouraged as far back as
1760, doubtless brought new land, or land which had been

unproductive for twenty to forty years, into cultivation.!®

But this increase in the area under cultivation, amounting
to a few hundredths of the cultivated area, is not enough to
explain the increase in agricultural production.

Improved means of transport seem to have been a much
more important factor and one which brought about major
changes in the spatial distribution of crops. In other words,
better transport facilitated a regional specialization more in
accord with climate and soil. The newly-built roads, for
instance, could reduce costs by two-thirds and, in certain
regions, the canals cut them even more. This allowed the
upper Languedoc to specialize in the monoculture of wheat
for markets in the Gulf of Lions, while the Brie and Beauce
regions sent their produce to the nearby Paris region. Some
regions, such as Normandy, specialized in stock-raising
while others, such as around Auxerre, went in for wine; this
specialization occasioned two types of movement which we
shall describe below in greater detail. On the other hand,
such regions came to need extra temporary manpower
during very short seasons for harvesting or other work. On
the other, the export of their surplus production to regions
where it was required stimulated a demand for transport
which had previously been very limited.

The first type of movement, towards the cereal-growing
areas, varied from region to region. It should be noted in
passing that land clearance, even when virgin land was being
brought into cultivation, and also sowing, did not usually
require an additional outside labour force whereas harvesting
which had to be completed quickly but at dates which
varied from region to region, entailed a lot of travelling. In
France, the use of the sickle, which was preferred to the
scythe (in particular because the straw had to be left as
common pasture after the crop had been harvested), created
enormous manpower needs for harvesting which could not
be met by the local populations. The resulting movements
of harvest workers were of various types. The first was the
two-way exchange, usually at the local level, whereby
farmers whose cereal crops ripened at a few weeks interval
helped each other. A second type was in a single direction:
harvest workers, mostly from mountainous areas where
cropping was later, arrived as the crops ripened. For example,
those from the middle of the Massif Central went down
towards the Mediterranean (Gard, Hérault) then moved on
through Lozére and Cantal where harvests were later before
finishing in the Puy de Dome. We are not concerned here to
give a detailed picture of all these widely varying movements,
which affected a population hard to put into figures,'® but
merely to sketch in the broad outline.
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The poles of attraction were in all the regions where
cereals were grown. The Paris basin attracted workers from
Normandy, Champagne and even Lower Burgundy; Alsace
got its harvesters from the nearby Vosges and Jura moun-
tains, while the plains of the Saéne and Rhone rivers drew
them from nearby mountainous regions such as the Jura,
the Massif Central or the Alps as the case may be. Mention
has already been made of the Languedoc coastal plain
which attracted harvest workers not only from the southern
Massif Central-who then did several harvests in succession
as they worked their way back home—but also from the
nearby Pyrenees. Clearly these movements, though usually
confined to short distances, could in certain cases (especially
for workers from mountainous regions) involve much
longer journeys.

The regions which specialized in vine-growing also
needed extra labour for the wine harvest. This too was for
a short period only but considerable numbers were required.
In certain regions, such as the area around Bordeaux, the
demand for labour to carry out the major tasks of the
winter season, such as forest clearance and planting, was
also appreciable.

The major poles of attraction were around Bordeaux,
which drew as many workers from the Pyrenees as from the
Massif Central, Vendée and even Brittany. The Mediterranean
seaboard attracted workers from Auvergne, Rouergue and
the southern Alps. These were the two major regions with
strong seasonal flows. The other regions attracted their
wine-harvest workers from much nearer. One particular case
worthy of mention is that of the upland people of the Jura,
the Massif Central and the Alps who, as they were unable to
produce their own wine at home, acquired a vineyard in the
‘lowlands’ sometimes thirty or forty kilometres away. In
this case the cultivation and harvesting of the vineyards
necessitated temporary moves, although it must be admitted
that these were of a very special kind.

Other crops needed a certain amount of extra manpower.
Hemp, for instance, was introduced into the middle Garonne
region after the growing of tobacco had been forbidden in
France in 1720, and required a large workforce when it was
gathered between August and October. This particular
movement did not survive the Ancien Régime because the
manufacture of Agen cloth ceased.!” Similarly, the olive
harvest prompted wintertime journeys from the mountains
to Provence, as did market gardening around the big cities.

Beside these temporary moves, agriculture also gave
rise to permanent removals, as shown by records of dismissal
notices and change of domicile.’® Many of these removals
involved labourers who did not possess a farm but only
their implements, their livestock and a working capital.
They could therefore seek to improve their earnings by
changing their place of work. This type of mobility was far
from negligible since it affected 1 per cent of families per
year in the ‘élection’ (a former administrative district) of
Nantes. It depended however on the type of cultivation
practised: there was twice as much movement in areas
specializing in cereals. Moreover this mobility, although
regarded as local, included a significant amount of migra-
tion much farther afield: nearly 25 per cent of the migrants
recorded in Mantes, originated from an ‘élection’ other than
that of Mantes, even though the latter was about thirty
kilometres in° diameter.

Now let us look at the other type of mobility, prompted
by easier and cheaper transport. Travel of this type was
not unknown even before the period with which we are
dealing. Country dwellers, in particular, used their draught




animals and beasts of burden during the dead season, helping
the professional carriers who worked the roads and water-
ways.'® The role played by mule-drivers in the mountains
was an important one especially as in these regions roads
suitable for wheeled vehicles were not built until later.
Similarly in the Montagne Noire, the share-croppers were,
by 1750, already handling the carriage of local produce
—wood, coal, furze, hay, wool—towards the plains, and
bringing back consumer products from these areas. The
people of the Grandvaux region in the Jura had also by the
sixteenth century begun to transport their produce to the
Sadne valley or Lyons. As they owned good quality vehicles
they became waggoners for the season or even for a number
of years, taking goods to various countries in Europe, even
going as far as the Balkans.

These movements, especially road transport by waggon,
developed with the construction of new roads and many
peasants found it a profitable source of income, particularly
during the slack season. In some regions such transportation
was organized over long distances and sometimes even
competed with local agriculture, especially near the cities.
Water transport, on the other hand, required less manpower
and attracted few country dwellers, though we should not
forget the steersmen of timber rafts on various rivers in the
Paris Basin and the Rhone and Garonne valleys.

In order to provide the towns and cities with fuel, wood
and charcoal had to be transported from the forests but
there were also considerable movements within the forest
of woodcutters, barkers, charcoal-burners and so forth.
This long-established form of mobility was fed by migratory
currents from the Massif Central and to a lesser extent from
the Ariége in the central Pyrenees.?’ The highly-specialized
foresters from these regions migrated to all parts of France
and even, as far as those from the Ariége were concerned,
to Spain. In the forests of Aquitaine, the Loire Valley and
Burgundy there was a considerable movement of foresters,
who supplied fuel for the town and cities and also for many
workshops and for craftsmen such as smiths and glassmakers.

Pastoral migrations were another type of mobility which
already had a long history and followed well-established
routes at fixed times. The flocks wintered in the lower
Languedoc, Roussillon and Provence and were moved to
the nearby mountains in summer. These moves required
very detailed arrangements. In particular the tracks followed
were very strictly defined (e.g. the ‘Carraire’ in Provence
and the ‘Draille’ in Languedoc).?® A flock needed one
shepherd for every 350 or so sheep and these shepherds,
from the nearby mountain areas, had to accompany
numerous flocks. According to an estimate made in about
1790, the Bouches-du-Rhone département alone had
500,000 sheep. The five or six départements of the over-
wintering region would therefore have required some 7,000
shepherds. There was also movement in the opposite direc-
tion: families living in the mountains during the summer
would take their flocks down to milder regions for the
winter and, while one member of the family looked after
the animals, the others found employment as servants during
the bad season, leaving the older generation behind in the
mountains to look after the family house.

This is another example of the multiple activities which
were such an important feature of eighteenth century life.
Farm work left peasants with a great deal of free time.

These multiple activities, however, did not usually entail
geographical mobility. Depending on the season the same
people could, for example, cultivate their fields near the
village or sit at their spinning-wheel or loom. There were,

for instance, an estimated 450,000 textile workers in the
wine-growing Languedoc region around 1680.%% It was
thus still largely a local cottage industry of a type that was
still predominant in the eighteenth century. However, the
geographical concentration and mobility which developed
in the following century was already noticeable in certain
occupations, as we shall now see.

In the first place, certain movements were due to the
location of certain raw materials. Hemp which, as we have
seen, could be a reason for movements of agricultural
workers,23 also prompted moves connected with its
processing into yarn. This plant, which was grown through-
out France, entailed a lot of work, too much for the local
population alone, to transform the fibre into tow and then
into yarn by the use of finer and finer combs.?* Most of
these help combers came from a small number of mountain
areas and went to work in many different regions. They
came from a few cantons in the Puy-de-Déme and the Jura,
and migrated during the winter months.

Silkworm breeding required extra hands for a short
period of five weeks or so around May for raising the silk-
worms. Most cocoons were produced in the Ardéche,
Drome and Gard départements.” In many cases this was a
family moves: while the men tended the silkworms, the-
women and children went out to gather mulberry leaves.
Once again these people came from very specific regions,

.namely, the Cévennes and Dauphiné. Their moves

involved quite long distances and were frequently combined
with harvesting in June.

Wool production was mostly in the hands of local people
but the size of the sheep population, estimated at 20 million
in 1789, meant that certain regions in the south of
France required additional labour for shearing and some-
times for carding the wool.

The mining of ores and coal was necessarily localized.
As a general rule there was little to distinguish miners from
peasants though there existed two categories which can be
differentiated easily.?” There were, to start with, those
agricultural workers who sought to make use of their
slack periods by finding temporary employment in the
mines. Their main work was that of tilling the soil and
mining was an additional source of income. The other
category consisted of workers who spent nearly nine months
a year in the mines but stopped during the peak harvest
season in the hope of earning higher wages. The mines were
scattered all over France and mainly attracted country
people from nearby. People from the Limousin and Auvergne
would migrate to the mines of Languedoc around Alés and
Carmaux. Foreign miners were also to be found as foremen,
particularly Germans and Belgians. During this period the
presence of large mines in certain regions began to foster
the concentration of certain industries. In Nord département,
for example, the Anzin company was established for metal-
working (1757) and the Aniche company for glassmaking
(1773) and these two industries laid the foundations for the
spectacular development of this region which had previously
been of secondary importance.

Mention should also be made of the building industry
which was mainly centred in the cities and required large
amounts of labour, often over a short period. In the
eighteenth century, in fact, the building industry was rapidly
expanding to cope with both reconstruction and new pro-
jects. In Paris, a large number of teams from the Limousin
provided the labourers and masons needed and the most
skilled could move up the occupational ladder.
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By contrast, the other industrial activities, which were
strictly regulated under the Ancien Régime, afforded few
opportunities for temporary assistance in workshops or
urban factories. Most of their workers were recruited from
permanent migration to the cities. The working class popu-
lation of many cities rose very substantially especially during
the second half of the eighteenth century. Although little
information is available on fluctuations in the number of
workers it is possible, on the basis of purely economic
calculations, to estimate the increase in industrial workers
alone at between 150 per cent and 200 per cent during the
century.?® This population appears to have risen from

150,000-200,000 men in the time of Vauban to 400,000-- .

500,000 on the eve of the French Revolution. In addition
there were wives and children whose numbers were far
from negligible. Recruitment of these workers was still
on a very local basis, with most of the migrants coming
. from the suburbs or nearby countryside within a radius of
about fifteen kilometres. However, there was already, in
some cases, significant inter-city migration, though the
lack of statistics makes it hard to give figures. Similarly
there were quite a number of foreigners among these
migrants, often highly-skilled technicians but sometimes
ordinary workers. In the opposite direction, there was
significant outward migration of French labour to foreign
countries despite a policy designed to maintain the popula-
tion. A great many colonies of French workers were to be
found in many countries of Europe, sometimes as far
afield as Russia or the United States of America.

Thus, far from having given rise to greater concentra-
tion, the development of the French economy during the
eighteenth century led to industrial activities being scattered
over rural areas and a large number of towns and cities.
Indeed, we find the opposite of industrial concentration in
the growing number and variety of migrations by craftsmen
or traders, a tendency easily accounted for in the context
of a decentralized pre-industrial society. Transport was
made easier, as we. have seen, by the construction of new
roads and canals and the movements of craftsmen and
manual workers, pedlars, etc. became more and more
frequent as the century progressed. Most of these migratory
movements were temporary and involved agricultural
workers seeking to earn cash, the need for which was increas-
ing. Sometimes there were migrations which led to the
establishment of a complete network of traders.

Let us take the craftsmen first. Most of them came from
the mountains and many specialized in a particular occupa-
tion: boiler-makers, smiths, sharpeners of razors, knives or
scissors, shoemakers, cobblers, etc. A large proportion were
from Auvergne and Limousin?® and made their way not
only to all parts of France but also to Spain. Those from
the Auvergne were particularly drawn to working in leather
and metals and tended to specialize in boiler-making. Hence
the graphic expression ‘going to the boiler’ by which these
temporary moves came to be known. To take another
example, this time from the Pyrenées, the smiths from the
Foix area crossed the frontier into Spain, even though the
king’s government had forbidden emigration.

Peddling was another common reason for travel. The
peddlers were also from mountainous areas but they tended
to come from the Alps and the Pyrenées and less frequently
from the Massif Central. For example, the men from
Oisans in Upper Dauphiné would go down to the nearby
plains to peddle various local products such as woolen
goods, linen, wooden tableware etc. Some men from the
same region peddled medicinal plants gathered in the
mountains while others sold metals as far away as Russia
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and America. Other Alpine parishes also sold goods in
distant parts, for example the druggists from the village of
Saint-Etienne-des-Orgues. The Pyrenean peddlers sold a
wide variety of objects such as earthenware pots, glassware,
wooden items, etc. Other regions too were involved in
peddling but to a lesser extent—Auvergne, certain western
regions, the Thiérache (an area in the north of Aisne
département which produced a vast amount of linen).%
Somewhat like the peddlers were the junk dealers, who also
travelled about a good deal; all of them came from Auvergne
and the Limousin.

The merchants were the aristocrats among these migrants.
Many of them were former peddlers who had made good.
The nature of their occupation necessitated frequent trips
not only in France but also abroad. Take, for example, the
migration to Spain for trading reasons of people from a few
parishes in Cantal, which led to the establishment in the
eighteenth century of the ‘Société de Chichon’.®' This
company had twenty-four shops or warchouses in the
Provinces of Toledo and La Mancha whence merchants set
out with loads of haberdashery and cloth. At sixteen years
old apprentices from the Cantal would go to Spain for ten
years or so and then, having become ‘merchants’ could alter-
nately spend two years in Spain and two years in France.
Just before the Revolution, this company employed 400
people from the Cantal. Many other companies were estab-
lished along similar lines in German-speaking Switzerland,
Austria, Bavaria, the Baden region and so on. -

Important companies, usually established in the cities,
required more services. But such services were also likely to
be in demand in rural areas, where farm employees were
required for a wide variety of tasks. Many teacher-servants
from the Alps, for example, played an important role in
south-east France long before the foundation of state
schools.’> These winter journeys took them to various
regions as far as Languedoc, where they were recruited by
parish workshops, communes or even families. They taught
the alphabet, reading and arithmetic and performed various
household and domestic tasks. Another type of movement,
sometimes to the countryside and sometimes to the towns,
involved the chimney sweeps. Originating from Savoy and
Auvergne, these were children supervised by older leaders
who travelled over a large part of France. They were
particularly numerous in Paris. Lastly, there were a large
number of city services which provided jobs for many
country people who left home for a limited period: water-
carriers (many of those in Paris—estimated at nearly 20,000—
were from Auvergne), shoe-blacks, strong men, sedan-
bearers and so forth, not to mention beggars and cripples.

This population, referred to as ‘floating’ by the
administration, was estimated by Necker during the reign of
Louis XVI at over 40,000 persons.®® If we add those who
only returned home after several years spent in Paris
(domestic servants, porters, etc.), this floating population
can be put at over a sixth of the capital’s inhabitants.

In short, the economic structures of the eighteenth
century produced a mobility that is difficult to discern
because mostly of a temporary nature, but was none the
less on a very large scale. '

(c) Politics

Let us now examine the political aspects of the eighteenth
century perception of space. .

The first point to note is that the frontiers were far
from being the barriers that they are today. The strict
regulations and severe penalties designed to prevent the




expatriation of labour had hardly any effect on the number
of people leaving the country.® It was not until much later
that politicians managed to influence the concept of the
national frontier by endowing it with an emotional signifi-
cance in addition to its administrative one.

Much more important for the perception of space were
the movements of soldiers. Though the regular army was
composed of volunteers (though there were certain obliga-
tions in respect of military service) it meant significant
geographical mobility for many Frenchmen.®® There was,
to start with, the role of the militia in time of war. Lots
were drawn among the young men in every parish; the risk
was such that many potential militiamen preferred flight,
refusal to serve or disertion. Just after the Seven Years War
(1756-1763), 12,000 men are said to have deserted. This
geographical mobility led the recalcitrant conscripts to flee
to other countries.

On the other hand, those who chose, or at least accepted,
to serve in the army also came into contact with other
regions or other countries and some eventually settled in an
area other than the one where they were born—after getting
married, for example. Similarly it has been observed that
many soldiers, on their return to civilian life, did not go
back to their home region, often because groups of soldiers
from a particular regiment and region would settle in
parishes close to their original homes.

At all events, the experience of army life, in this period
often chosen as an escape from an oppressive community,
enabled a good many men to get to know places other than
their home parish. :

(d) Religion and education

It might at first sight seem surprising to regard religion as a
motive for travel but its role was far from negligible.

The religious dimension is revealed by the number of
shrines which attracted large crowds of pilgrims. It has
been suggested, for example, that the already-mentioned
migrations from the Cantal region to Spain® were due
to the fact that this part of Auvergne was on the route
between the two important shrines of Le Puy and Santiago
de Compostela. The merchants who followed the pilgrims
were thus able to take advantage of new opportunities in
Spain.

The impact of religion can also be seen in the fact that
the catholics, then in a dominant position, drove other
faiths out of France. This in particular caused the departure
of many protestants, who emigrated throughout the century,
especially after the Revocation of the Edict of Nantes. It is
by no means easy to put this outward flow into figures
particularly in view of the difficulty of distinguishing
between permanent emigration and temporary exile.
Estimates range from 100,000 to 1 million! 37 It is possible,
however, to put these departures at roughly 200,000 but it
should be noted that the people concerned did not neces-
sarily go abroad: many of them moved to some other part
of France. An opposite trend was the inflow of catholics
driven out of other countries which were mostly protestant
and seeking refuge in France. A good number of Swiss
catholics, for example, came to settle on territory ruled by
the king of France, in particular Alsace, at the end of the
seventeenth and beginning of the eighteenth centuries.
Sizeable groups of Irish catholics, too, driven out by the
protestant domination, settled in the Bordeaux region and
in Languedoc.

Lastly missionaries were dispatched all over the world
and formed a population of migrants who played an
important role.

In this section we have not dealt separately with move:
ments motivated by education because they were on a small
scale and often depended on the existence of religious
schools or universities. However, a few students travelled
to university cities and some teachers and scholars travelled
across Europe.

2. An attempt to quantify these movements

So far we have concentrated on the kinds of population
movements encountered in eighteenth century France as
revealed by documentary and other evidence. This approach
has brought out the different types of mobility—for tem-
porary movements and permanent migrations are closely
connected—and the different types of motivation: economic
reasons, family reasons, political reasons and so forth.

It is however worth considering how many people were
actually involved by these population movements so that
we may assess their importance in French society under
the Ancien Régime. Though it is still at present impos-
sible to estimate the migratory flows from the regions
and cities, certain data allow us to put forward more precise
hypotheses on the subject of geographical mobility in the
eighteenth century.

(2) Partial estimates

There are a number of sources which provide more detailed
information on past migrations. In the case of Paris, for
example, we have mentioned in the appendix the existence
of a compulsory identity-card*® which shows in particular
the date on which provincials arrived in the city. An analysis
of the thirty sections in Paris (out of forty-eight altogether)
for which the registers recording the cards issued have
survived is in progress.’ At present, only three of these
sections have been analysed, the sections of Popincourt,
Place des Fédérés and Faubourg Saint-Germain.*® Migra-
tion to these three districts hardly changed throughout the
second half of the eighteenth century. If these figures are
extrapolated to cover the capital as a whole, they suggest
an in-migration of 12,500 persons of both sexes per year.
Now it is known that the population of Paris varied very
little during these forty years, remaining steady at around
600,000 inhabitants. As a result the high proportion
(about 60 per cent) of non-Parisian inhabitants found in
these three sections can be accounted for only by assum-
ing that they differ greatly from Paris as a whole or, as is
more likely, that there was considerable out-migration of
native Parisians. These two possible explanations are not,
of course, mutually exclusive. One piece of evidence that
supports the second possibility is the fact that, in 1792,
10 per cent of the inhabitants of Versailles were born in
Paris.*

It is also interesting to see where those migrating to
Paris come from. It emerges that Paris was already drawing
people from a wide area: for nearly 300 kilometres its
power of attraction was as strong as it was to be a century
later; beyond, it was much weaker though still significant.
The Cantal, for instance, was already sending many migrants
to Paris though, as noted in the previous section, it
is not clear whether they were moving permanently or
temporarily.

It is also worth studying the case of Lyons, the second
largest city in France.* Unlike Paris, whose population
appears to have remained relatively constant during the
eighteenth century, Lyons steadily expanded, from an
estimated 100,000 inhabitants around 1710 to 150,000 on
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the eve of the French Revolution. Conditions were so
unhealthy that this increase cannot be ascribed to natural
growth but can be accounted for only by the influx of
massive numbers of migrants. Whereas around 1730, for
example, newly-married citizens born in Lyons were just
in the majority (52.3 per cent of men and 60.9 per cent
of women), shortly before the Revolution they were a
minority (47.2 per cent of men and 47 per cent of women).
The trend is particularly marked in that the number of
marriages almost doubled over the period in question. The
city attracted migrants from a much smaller area than in
the case of Paris: 80 per cent of them came from less than
100 kilometres away and more than half these from less
than 50 kilometres. Most of those from nearby regions
were of rural origin but the number of migrants from other
towns increased with the distance from Lyons.

Bordeaux too has been studied in great detail and pro-
vides an even clearer picture of the city’s force of attrac-
tion.*?> Bordeaux’s population increased not by 50 per cent
like that of Lyons but by over 100 per cent, from 45,000 in
about 1710 to nearly 110,000 in 1790. Here again this
growth cannot be put down to natural increase; it is due to
migration. It has in fact been possible to study these popula-
tion movements by examining marriage registers and hospital
burials, which also provide information on seasonal or
temporary migration. As in Lyons, there was a sharp increase
in the number of marriages with a husband or wife not born
in Bordeaux, from 22 per cent in 1740 to 35 per cent in
1790. Though the percentages are lower than for Lyons,
they indicate a substantial amount of migration to Bordeaux.
An examination of hospital deaths gives an idea of temporary
and seasonal migration. As early as 1740 nearly 80 per cent
of these deaths concerned migrants; the proportion exceeded
85 per cent around 1760 and then declined to just under
65 per cent. It should be observed, however, that in absolute
terms the number of such deaths more than doubled over
the 50 year period studied.

It is interesting to note the origins of these migrants.
Although Bordeaux attracted people from all over France,
most of them came from nearby areas. Around 1740,
51.7 per cent of migrants by marriage came from the

Gironde département. If one also includes the crescent of

départements bordering the Gironde, the proportion was as
high as 73.6 per cent at the same date. As time went by,
however, migrants came from further afield since by about
1790 the proportions had fallen to 39.8 per cent for the
Gironde and 61.2 per cent for the crescent surrounding
départements. An interesting point is that this migration,
involving more men than women, affected all social classes
and the tertiary as well as the secondary sector.

Let us now turn to a smaller town. Caen, whose popula-
tion rose from 32,000 in 1753 to 35,000 in 1793, is an
interesting case.*® It is tempting to regard the natural
increase of 2,600 people during this forty years period as
corresponding merely to a fise in the population of the
town, This oversimplified view overlooks the vast extent
of the mixing of the population of this town that occurred
during this period: between 1753 and 1774 there were
8,800 new arrivals and 1,500 departures, and between 1775
and 1793, 12,000 arrivals and 17,000 departures! To
introduce the factor of migration is to transform completely
the simplified view obtained by merely counting the number
of births and deaths.
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(b) An attempt to estimate mobility
at the end of the eighteenth century

In 1970, J.P. Poussou® could do no more than rely on the
estimate of P. Goubert, which put the geographical mobility
in France at around 400-500,000 movements, most of them
temporary; only a small minority involved migration in the
strict sense. Subsequent research, however, allows us to be
more precise.

Firstly, the INED sample survey has yielded information
on mobility through marriage. We have already noted that
40 per cent of 200,000 marriages per year in rural France,
i.e. 80,000, involved at least interparish migration. In the
towns and cities such cases were rarer: only 16 per cent or
6,000 marriages involved migration.

Rural migration other than through marriage can be
estimated by utilizing the records of dismissal notices and
change of domicile (‘congés et translations de domicile’).
Since most marriage partners had not previously appeared
on a register of tax-payers, this source complements the
other one. Note that it does not cover temporary or seasonal
moves, since the taxes of the people involved continued
to be payable in their home parish; it is therefore a measure
of permanent migration. As, however, there has so far been
little analysis of the archives, we shall use this evidence for
rural mobility only since other sources exist for the cities.
The records for the ‘élection’ of Mantes, reveal that inter-
parish mobility involved about 1 per cent of the population
per year. If we assume that this figure is applicable to the
French rural population as a whole, i.e. about 23.6 million
people on the eve of the Revolution, the total number of
changes of parish per year comes to 236,000.

It now remains to estimate urban mobility. This will be
done in two stages, by first estimating the net migration as
a result of which the towns and cities not only maintained
but also increased their population, and then estimating the
replacement mobility which, as we have seen, was far from
negligible.

The net migration served partly to offset the effects of
a negative natural growth and partly to provide the surplus
population needed for urban growth. Once again the INED
sample survey is a useful pointer. It reveals that natural
increase in the cities during the fifty years before the
Revolution was very slight. Now we know that although
births were accurately registered child deaths were signifi-
cantly under-recorded. Secondly, the urban habit of entrust-
ing infants to a wet nurse resulted in deaths in rural areas
that must also be taken into consideration. On the basis of
the INED survey these deaths may be estimated at over
30,000 children per year around 1789.*5 Moreover, the fact
that, for those born in about 1750, 13 per cent of deaths
were not registered makes it possible to estimate that,
around 1790, the population of towns was declining as a
result of negative natural growth at a rate of some 10,000
a year. This means that a net migration of 40,000 persons
per year would be needed to keep their populations at the
same level. It should be noted that, interestingly enough,
this figure is close to the figure of 50,000 deaths obtained
by M. Garden using different assumptions.*® We must also
allow for the factor of the growth of the urban population
in France, where applicable.

The INED sample survey again provides some useful
data. It emerges that, over a period of forty years, urban
births rose by 19 per cent and urban marriages by 20 per



cent. The consistency of these two figures, when it is
known that the birth and marriages rates dropped slightly
over the same period, suggests a net migration to the cities
on about the same scale. Assuming that this migration
continued throughout the period in question the annual
rate would be 0.5 per cent, indicating a net migration at the
end of the period of some 22,500 persons per year. This
gives us an overall estimate of net migration to the cities
before the Revolution of about 62,500 persons and accounts
for the observed population trends in spite of the birth-rate
and death-rate factors.

But this net migration conceals much greater migratory
flows. As we have seen, migration to the towns was not a
one-way flow but went together with an extensive mixing
of the population. Once again it is possible to estimate the
extent of this mixing. We have already seen that over
12,000 persons, or nearly 2 per cent of its population,
migrated to Paris each year even though net migration was
much lower. The figures for Caen show an annual immigra-
tion of 1.9 per cent and an annual emigration of 2.7 per
cent, with the consequent net migration of —0.8 per cent
offset by a replacement migration of 1.9 per cent, that is
roughly the same as for Paris. If it is assumed that the other
French towns and cities followed a similar pattern, with a
replacement migration of around 2 per cent per year, this
gives 90,000 migrations.

To complete these figures it would be necessary to
estimate international migration which, as we have seen,
was slight, and the migration of soldiers, a very special
form of mobility which we shall not deal with here. If
we add up all the above figures we reach a total of nearly
500,000 interparish migrations per year, i.e. a migration
rate of 1.8 per cent, at the end of the eighteenth century.
This is quite a significant figure when it is remembered that
the annual rate of present-day intercommune migration is
around 6.4 per cent, especially as we have not yet estimated
seasonal and temporary moves.

This is a much more difficult task since these movements
were not generally counted, even partially. But the fact
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Summary

The eighteenth century was marked by a considerable
increase in the population of France which lead to changes
in its geographical distribution. These changes, still on a
small scale when regarded from a family and political view-
point, had a much greater impact on the economy. In this
still essentially agricultural world, temporary moves
increased owing to increasingly specialized cultivation and
better transport. Temporary employment also provided the
extra earnings urgently needed by the rural population. But
the cities, which were essentially commercial centres, also
attracted rural migrants who contributed to their growth
and offset the high death rate. As a result there was signifi-
cant mobility in the eighteenth century though it is difficult
to gauge since it was largely of a seasonal or temporary
nature.




Chapter Il.

Geographical mobility from the Revolution to the Second World War

Introduction

As with Chapter I, we shall begin with a general account of
French population trends over these 150 years. The first
point is that the death rate which, as we have seen, fell
slightly before 1790, began to drop considerably, from
close to 35 per 1,000 at-the beginning of the period in
question, to 30 per 1,000 in 1800, 24 per 1,000 in 1850,
20 per 1,000 in 1900 and 13 per 1,000 just after the Second
World War. The beginning of this fall preceded the intro-
duction of preventive medicine and occurred in spite of
contributory factors such as the massacres and executions
during the Revolution, which were not, however, on a
sufficiently large scale to have a marked effect on the
national death rate, and the much greater casualties of war
during the Consulate and the First Empire.

Anti-smallpox vaccination, discovered at the end of the
eighteenth century, spread very slowly despite remarkable
instances such as the vaccination of the Grande Armée in
1805. It was in fact not until the discoveries of Pasteur in
the last quarter of the nineteenth century that decisive
progress was made in the fight against contagious diseases.

The fall in the death rate seems related to a reduction

in the incidence of food crises, which had replaced famines,

but whose effect continued to be felt as late as the Second
Empire and to improved hygiene as a result, in particular,
of town planning and water purification schemes which
continued throughout the nineteenth century. Medical
progress and personal hygiene were to have their full impact
on the death rate only in the twentieth century.

It should be noted, however, that the death rate did not
fall continuously but sometimes levelled off or even rose
during epidemics, food crises and wars. The wars of the
‘Revolution and the First Empire, for example, which
resulted in 1.3 million deaths bétween 1790 and 1815,!
were reflected in a slight rise in the death rate in 1790-1984
and 1810-1814. Deaths due to the cholera epidemic of
1831-1832, a disease previously unknown in Europe, were
in excess of 150,000, and there were other epidemics on a
more local scale which causes a smaller number of deaths.

Among the wars special mention should be made of the
Franco-Prussian War of 1870-1871, which left 140,000
soldiers dead, the First World War (1.35 million dead) and
the Second World War (nearly a million French killed).
Lastly, the food crises were less deadly: there were serious
crises in 1817-1818 and 1846-1847 and the last fairly
serious dearth occurred in 1853-1854.

As for life expectancy at birth, the fall in mortality
resulted in the following figures for women: 32.1 years
for the period 1790-1799, 35.6 years for 1801-1805,
40.2 years for 1851-1855, 49.1 years for 1901-1905 and
67.4 years in 1946. For men, life expectancy was always

lower by 0.6 years at the beginning of the period and by
5.5 years in 1946. In other words, the disparity between
men and women as regards life expectancy has grown with
time.

We must now look briefly at mortality in various
French départements, with particular attention to the
major differences between town and country.? Early in
this -period (1801-1805) there were three regions in which
women had a life expectancy at birth of over 45 years,3
that is, more than 10 years higher than the national average:
Normandy (Calvados and Manche), the south of the Massif
Central (Lozére, but Cantal, Ardéche and Aveyron are
close) and the Pyrénées (Ariége, but Pyrénées-Atlantiques
and Hautes-Pyrénées are close). At the other extreme are to
be found the highly urbanized départements such as Seine,
Bouches-du-Rhéne and Rhéne (Paris, Marseilles and Lyons
respectively) where life expectancy was around 30 years.
At the very bottom are some départements in central
France, especially Loiret and Loir-et-Cher, where life
expectancy was just over 20 years. At the beginning of the
nineteenth century, therefore, the death rate in France
varied greatly from one region to another, with life expec-
tancy ranging from 21.3 to 47.8 years, that is, varying by a
factor of more than two. During the nineteenth century the
discrepancies narrowed: those départements with a high
life expectancy at birth improved slowly throughout the
century. Calvados, for example, where life expectancy had
been 47.8 years in 1801-1805 reached 49 years in 1901-1905-
On the other hand, the most backward départements had
high rates by the end of the century: Loir-et-Cher, for
instance, where life expectancy was no more than 21.3 years
in 1801-1805 had one of the highest rates in 1901-1905,
55.1 years. Regional disparities in the death rate were
greatly reduced during this period. At the beginning of the
twentieth century, the lowest life expectancy was in south-
eastern France but it was also low in Brittany and Normandy,
in northern France and throughout the east: we find the.
formation of a negative image of the so-called ‘fertility
crescent’ of départements having a high fertility rate from
the early twentieth century onwards. This view is borne
out by the pattern of life expectancy by département
in the 1950s.

Let us take a closer look at the situation in the major
French cities. As we have said, their life expectancy was
well below the national average age at the beginning of the
nineteenth century. This is easily explained by the deplor-
able sanitary conditions which prevailed and by the over-
crowding which encouraged the rapid spread of epidemic
diseases. In particular the water supply and the discharge
of sewage were no doubt among the main reasons for the
high mortality. Throughout the first half of the nineteenth
century the lack of any concerted policy for putting such
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shortcomings right ensured that urban mortality remained
at a very high level. Lyons was the first, about 1850, to
establish a policy for water purification and hence for
improving hygiene, with the result that mortality began to
drop in the 1860s. Paris followed this trend throughout the
period 1850-1900. In Marseilles, however, whose water was
supplied by an open canal, the situation did not improve
until the very end of the nineteenth century. Further
improvements throughout the present century and advances
in medical science, particularly in the big cities, have com-
pletely changed the situation: it is the big cities which now
have the lowest mortality rate.

Turning to French birth rate trends, we can once again
detect the first signs of a decline in the fertility of young
Frenchwomen at the end of the eighteenth century. This
decline continued throughout the period with which we are
now concerned.

Let us begin by comparing variations in the birth rate
with variations in mortality. As we have seen, the birth rate,
about 40 per 1,000 in 1740 had dropped to 37 per 1,000
by 1790-1794. The fall accelerated until 1850 and then
slowed down a little in the second half of the nineteenth
century: from 32 per 1,000 in 1800, it fell to 26 per 1,000
in 1850, to 22 per 1,000 in 1900 and to 15 per 1,000 in
1941-1945. Thus France began its ‘demographic transition’
nearly a century in advance of other European countries,
where the birth rate did not drop until the end of the nine-
teenth century. This fall in the birth rate, in parallel with
the fall in the death rate, is much more difficult to explain
since the reasons for it are numerous and complex.

We can, to start with, eliminate the effect of the popula-
tion structure by age, which could distort the results, by
calculating, as in Chapter I, a total fertility rate.*
The fluctuations of this rate follow closely those already
shown: from 4.9 children per woman in 1790-1794 it fell
to 4.5 in 1800-1804 and to 3.5 in around 1850; it then
remained at this level until 1875 when it fell once again to
2.8 children by 1900-1905 and 2.1 in 1941-1945. The
impact of war can, of course, be discerned, especially the
First World War, when the rate fell to 1.65 children per
woman.

The effect of the marriage rate did not contribute to
this drop but acted in the opposite direction. The proportion
of women unmarried at the age of 50 years fell from over
13 per cent for those born in 1830 to 8 per cent for those
born in the first half of this century, while the woman’s
average age at marriage fell from 26.1 years for those born
in 1820 to 23 years for those born in the first half of this
century.

The reasons for the fall in fertility in France must
therefore be sought elsewhere. Since the Revolution, increas-
ing recourse to contraception has been accompanied by a
number of very important social changes and it is precisely
these changes which have also altered the French people’s
perception of space.

Let us consider whether these changes in fertility
occurred simultaneously throughout France or whether,
as in the case of the mortality rate, there were major
differences between regions. The pattern of fertility levels
by département in 1831° reveals that some rates were more
than double the level elsewhere. Normandy (Manche,
Calvados, Eure and Orne) had the lowest fertility in France.

It also had the highest life expectancy at this time. At the
other extreme we find Brittany (Finistére, Morbihan,
Coétes-du-Nord, Ille-et-Vilaine), northern and eastern
France (Nord, Ardennes, Vosges, Haute-Sadne, Doubs)®
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and mountainous regions such as the Massif Central (parti-
cularly Corréze, Haute-Vienne, Creuse, Allier, Loire, Haute-
Loire, Lozére and Ardéche) the Alps and the eastern
Pyrénées (Ariége and Pyrénées-Orientales).

To see how the major towns fit into this pattern we
must look at the départements in which they are located.
The pattern of fertility in 1861 was the same as it had been
thirty years before. The north-eastern départements (Moselle,
Bas-Rhin, Haut-Rhin) confirm the high fertility displayed
by Nordin 1831. The cities stand out clearly in this pattern:
Paris and Lyons? are seen to have already begun their decline
in fertility which will end with their having the lowest rates
in France by 1910, but Marseilles was in a département
which, in 1860, displayed the highest level in France.
Similarly, heavily urbanized and industrialized départe-
ments such as Nord, Pas-de-Calais, Seine-Maritime, Gard,
Vaucluse, Var and Alpes-Maritimes, all had a fertility well
above the national average. Thus, throughout the nineteenth
century, provincial towns and cities experienced relatively
high fertility in comparison with the rural areas where there
had been a big reduction in the number of births much
earlier. .

The pattern changes at the beginning of the twentieth
century. The mountainous regions with high fertility returned
to the norm: the Massif Central had only two départements
(Cantal and Lozére) with very high fertility and the Alps
another two (Savoie, Hautes-Alpes). Fertility in the Pyrénées
was now lower than the national average. On the other hand,
the so-called ‘fertile crescent’ took shape: beginning in
Brittany, it now ran through Normandy, the north and
Lorraine before ending in the Jura. Fertility in highly
urbanized areas fell, reversing the situation of the previous
century: rural areas now had higher fertility than the towns
and cities, whatever their size.

In short, though overall fertility fell steadily over these
150 years or so, the actual path followed varied considerably
from place to place. During certain periods, some rural
départements with low fertility at the beginning of the nine-
teenth century run counter to the general trend of France
as a whole. Fertility in the départements of Normandy,
particularly Calvados and Orne, whose very low 1831 levels
have already been noted, began to increase from 1851 and
continued to rise until 1946 whereas in other départements
it long remained very high and only began to drop in the
twentieth century. In the départements of Brittany and
Lorraine, for example, fertility only really began to fall
after the First World War. Lastly, though in Paris and Lyons
fertility started its rapid decline at a very early date, the
same occurred only much later in Marseilles and the smaller
cities, in fact not before the beginning of the twentieth
century.

We shall now turn to the third factor which helps to
explain the general population trends in France over these
150 years, namely, international migration. We shall not, at
this point, examine this migration in detail but deal only
with net migration, which is the complement of natural
increase. As some of the data provided by the successive
census returns are less precise than others, net migration
can only be roughly estimated.® From being very low at
the beginning of the nineteenth century (an estimated net
immigration of 8,600 persons per year for the period
1801-1821), it grew from 1821 to 1851 to over 20,000
persons per year. There was then a levelling-off between
1851 and 1872 and the flow was reversed with a net
emigration of 16,000 persons per year. From 1872 onwards
there was a new period of growth, with quite big fluctuations




from one period to the next, until the crisis of the 1930s:
it ranged from about 20,000 to 30,000 per year, according
to the estimates,'® until the First World War. It then
jumped to 175,000 per year from 1921 to 1931 and, after
the Second World War, net immigration resumed, though at
a lower level (about 70,000 per year from 1946 to 1954).

The aggregate effect of births, deaths and international
migration, calculated on the basis of a constant national
territory,'"! was a growth in the population of France
from 28.1 millions in 1790 to 40.5 millions in 1946. It
should be noted that this increase actually took place in the
first two-thirds of the period in question since the country’s
population had already reached 40 million in 1896.

This increase in population was parallelled by major
changes in the people’s perception of space, which we shall
now attempt to describe.

1. Geographical mobility regarded
from various standpoints

In Chapter I, we successfully employed a number of ‘stand-
points’ (family, economy, politics, etc.) to bring out the
significance of population movements. We shall now use
the same distinctions to show how they changed over these
150 years and what new attitudes to the spatial environ-
ment they prompted.

(a) The family and associative relationships

Chapter [ mentioned that just before the Revolution, the
spouses in 60 per cent of rural marriages were from the
same commune and that this proportion was 85 per cent
for French cities.

This situation continued more or less unchanged until
around 1830, when the figures were 61 per cent and 87 per
cent respectively. Under the Revolution and the First
Empire there was even a slight increase in endogamous
marriages in rural areas of southern France where conscrip-
tion was less intense and desertions more numerous.

By the middle of the nineteenth century, however, the
situation had begun to change completely under the com-
bined impact of urbanization on the one hand and the
gradual opening up of isolated rural settlements throughout
this period on the other. To bring out these various effects
clearly we shall first of all examine the situation in rural
communes, then look at the more densely populated com-
munes before making an overall estimate.

Let us start with the rural communes of Ardéche,
which have been studied over a period of more than a

“hundred years.!? In 1830-1840 nearly 60 per cent of mar-
- riages were endogamous, that is with both partners from
the same commune, but the proportion steadily declined,
to 52 per cent in 1865, 35 per cent in 1935 and only
16 per cent at the end of the 1960s. By interpolation we
can estimate that about 30 per cent of marriages were
endogamous at the end of the Second World War. A closer
look at the origins of the marriage partners reveals that this
geographical widening of the area of choice of partner was
not an extension to other more distant rural communes
but came through contact with urban centres all over
France. A similar study of rural communes in Loir-et-Cher
and Finistére!® produces comparable findings: in Loir-et-
Cher endogamous marriages in rural communes fell from
38 per cent in 1870-1877 to 27 per cent in 1946-1954, and
in Finistére from 45 per cent in 1911-1919 to 23 per cent

in 1951-1953. This study, however, distinguishes the com-
munes by size and thus reveals that endogamy declined in
communes of all sizes and especially in the towns of these
two départements. Thus the rate of endogamous marriages
in Loir-et-Cher towns of over 8,000 inhabitants fell from
68 per cent in 1870-1877, to 57 per cent in 1919-1924
and to under 50 per cent in 1946-1954 whereas their
average population grew throughout this time. Another
point is that such marriage-induced migrations began to
involve greater distances. For example, the proportion
of marriages in which one of the partners came from
outside the Loir-et-Cher département rose from 13 per
cent in 1870-1877 to over 28 per cent in 1946-1954.

Although urbanization, by concentrating the population
into a small number of towns, ought to have stimulated
endogamous marriages, the percentage of such marriages
actually fell considerably throughout this period. Whereas
in 1789 both the marriage partners were from the same
commune in 65 per cent of cases, this was so in only 52 per
cent of marriages in 1946. The proportion can be said to
have dropped from 60 per cent to 30 per cent for rural
communes and from 85 per cent to about 65 per cent for
the towns, figures which match those recorded for France
as a whole in 1946. It can therefore be concluded that, at
the end of the Second World War, more than 200,000 of
the 400,000 registered marriages involved migration.

Let us now turn, as in Chapter I, to mobility in relation
to the predominant type of family. The variety of family
types encountered in eighteenth century France tended to
narrow and one sees the restricted family gaining ground in
regions such as Provence and the Massif Central, where the
‘clan’ and even the extended family used to predominate.'*
The restricted family spread with nineteenth century indus-
trial and urban development: industry needed a mobile
population and this was facilitated by the development of a
type of family which fostered mobility.

-(b) The perception of space

at a time of economic upheaval

These 150 years transformed France from a mainly agri-
cultural country to an industrialized nation with a greatly
expanded tertiary sector. We shall begin by examining the
main changes likely to have influenced the geographical
distribution of the population before describing the popula-
tion movements they occasioned.

The first point is that the growth in population during
the nineteenth century made it necessary to increase agri-
cultural production. there were several possible solutions to
this problem.

The first was to bring as much land as possible into
cultivation. This is indeed what happened throughout the
nineteenth century, until about 1880: from 1840 to 1882
the proportion of uncultivated land fell from 18 per cent of
the national territory to almost 12 per cent. This expansion
was made possible by reclaiming heathland, scruf and
fallow land. In the mountains, the poorer soils were brought
into use terracing high up the mountainside. But with the
development of other methods during the first half of the
twentieth century this land, which was too difficult to farm
and gave poor yields, was abandoned once again. Between
1921 and 1938 land under forest increased by 400,000
hectares and land under cultivation fell by 1,700,000 hectares.

Among these other methods was a reduction in the
practice of letting fields lie fallow. This change came about
only gradually and was largely due to new ways of restoring
soil fertility. The first of these techniques was marling,
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which consists in feeding the soil with the calcareous
components in which it is deficient; although employed in
certain regions before 1800 this technique did not become
common elsewhere until around 1850. Next came liming,
a marked improvement because natural limestone does not
readily dissolve. The lime was obtained by straightforward
calcination of chalk. Numerous lime kilns were constructed
during the nineteenth century, making it possible to cut
down fallowing greatly and to increase yields. In Mayenne,
for example, over 150,000 hectares lay fallow in 1840 but
gnly 25,000 in 1890. Further progress was made possible
by the use of nitrates, phosphates and potash, the produc-
tion of which began in the second half of the nineteenth
century. The use of these chemical fertilizers spread con-
siderably in the twentieth century and they took the place
of marling and liming. In spite of these new techniques
fallowing, though on a much smaller scale, was still practised

at the end of the period we are considering: a 1938 statistic

estimated 1.700,000 hectares as lying fallow!

The development of new crops improved yields. The
potato, already known in the eighteenth century, was a
very nourishing crop which could be grown on poor land. It
spread very quickly, covering a million hectares around
1845 and 1.5 million in the first half of the twentieth
century. Beet, the use of which for the making of sugar was
first proposed by the chemist André Markgraf in 1747,
spread rapidly in France from the beginning of the nine-
teenth century.

Lastly, improved methods of cultivation had a big impact
on the farming world and its population movements. To
start with, the plough was introduced, an improvement on
the swing-plough [araire] as the soil could be tilled to a
greater depth. It first appeared in Lorraine in 1820 and in
fifty years had spread to most of France. However, until
the middle of the twentieth century, most farms were not
mechanized: draught animals were still the main means of
locomotion. For the harvest the scythe gradually took over

from the sickle during the nineteenth century but reaping-

machines, though introduced in about 1860, were not widely
used until the end of the century. Lastly, threshing machines
replaced flails from 1850 onwards. These technical improve-
ments gained ground very slowly, with some regions lagging
far behind others. They had a big impact on manpower
requirements and were in many cases introduced because of
the shortage of labour in a particular region.

These changes in agriculture were accompanied by perhaps
even more important changes in industry. We have already
seen how, in the eighteenth century, industry was scattered
all over France without any clear demarcation between
industrial and agricultural areas. Steelworks, forges, paper-
works, tanneries, textile factories of various kinds (drapery,
linen, etc.) were to be found in every region, in thousands
of villages and farms. The pattern of territorial dispersion
was related to the location of raw materials which were
scattered: hemp, flax, silkworms, sheep, etc., were to be
found throughout France; the water which provided power
for the many workshops was available in many places; fuel,
usually wood, could be had from any forest. Lastly, the
workforce was composed of worker-peasants who alternated
between farming and industrial activity accordmg to the
season or even the time of day.

This balance was gradually upset in the course of the

" nineteenth century. The output of woollen goods, for

example, could not keep up with demand in spite of con-
siderable progress and more had to be imported. The same
was true for flax, silk and so forth which were increasingly
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imported from distant countries. The growing importance
of cotton, which had always been imported, was further
evidence that the textile industry was managing without
the peasant workforce. These industries gradually became
concentrated in particular regions, the choice now depending
on major traffic routes and the availability of capital. This
shift in the supply of the raw materials for textiles is a good
illustration of the break in the practice of relying exclusively
on French sources of supply which had necessitated the
widely scattered location of textile factories.

Another abrupt change involved sources of power. In
spite of numerous measures to restore the national forest
reserves, the French forests soon proved inadequate to cope
with the demand from metal works, whose needs doubled
between 1819 and 1937. The small deposits of coal worked
in many regions of France developed into a number of
major coal basins; in the Massif Central, for example, where
the most productive coalfields were at Rive-de-Gier and
Saint-Etienne, and in the north where coal had been mined
by the Anzin and Aniche companies since the eighteenth
century. National coal production rose from less than
1 million tons in 1790 to nearly 20 million tons in 1880,
to 40 million in 1913 and levelled of at about 42 million in
1946.

As these major coal basins were developed so was the
French steel industry, whose mills were built near these
sources of energy, particularly in the north, Lorraine and
in the Massif Central (Le Creusot and Saint-Chamond, for
instance).

Distinct industrial regions gradually took shape, located
either close to major natural resources or near large markets
(big cities) or ports, etc. From being scattered throughout
the country areas—still the dominant pattern at the begin-
ning of the nineteenth century—industry became concen-
trated in a few urban centres where the pace of work, the
lifestyle and the mental attitudes contrasted sharply with
those of the farming community.

This change was made possible by big advances in means
of transport throughout the 150 years in question. The
great upsurge of road-building in the eighteenth century
has already been mentioned; it was continued throughout
the nineteenth century and the network was improved by
means of technical innovations; the invention of hard
surfaces, the study of contouring, curves, gradients and
routeing. The network of maintained ‘king’s highways’
rose from 14,000 km in 1824 (out of total of 32,000 km
irrespective of condition) to 35,000 km in 1855. The
network of local roads [chemins vicinaux], created in 1830,
covered 60,000 km in 1841 and 320,000 km in 1870.

The effort to extend the navigable waterways was less
intense, especially in comparison with the United Kingdom
or Germany. However, in the course of the nineteenth
century the canal network grew from some 1,200 km in
1821 to 4,200 km in 1860 and nearly 5,000 km by 1903.

It was, however, without a shadow of doubt, the railways
which really broke down the spatial barriers in France.
Although railway construction got off to a slow start—the
first lines were laid in 1830 and there were still less than
2,000 km in use in 1850—the decisive impetus came after
that date. There were about 17,500 km of lines in 1870
and over 40,000 km from 1914 onwards. With faster
speeds and greater payloads, the railway became the most
efficient and least costly means of transport. At the end of
the Second World War the development of the motor car,
not to mention that of the aeroplane, had scarcely begun:
in 1946 there were only a million private cars on the roads.



Let us now see how these profound changes in the
French economy affected mobility and the perception of
space.

The mobility of the rural population developed in
several stages. At first there was a sharp increase in tem-
porary moves, which then declined again. Then migra-

tions from country to town increased and took on a more-

and more permanent character and this had an important
impact on the geographical distribution of the French
population. We shall now look at these stages in detail.

Chapter I mentioned the large amount of temporary
move by country dwellers, particularly at harvest time.

Harvest moves already common in the eighteenth
century, increased in number with the growing amount of
land under cereals, which rose from 4.6 million hectares in
1815 to 6 million in 1850'% and, so long as the sickle was
employed, needed a large temporary labour force. As we
have seen, the sickle was always preferred for harvesting up
to 1850. For this reason such moves took place on a
large scale. The 1852 survey reveals that the harvest in the
Paris basin attracted nearly 110,000 workers from nearby
regions and even from further afield (Flanders or Belgium,
for example). Manpower needs were considerable in Lorraine
too: in 1852 nearly 60,000 workers came for the harvest.
The more traditional flows in the Rhone valley and
in Auvergne continued whereas in Provence harvest
workers from Piedmont were employed. From the mid-
century technical improvements greatly reduced the scale
of harvest moves. During the Second Empire, the scythe
began to replace the sickle, reducing the need for labour. At
about the same time the first mechanical harvesters appeared
but were not in widespread use before 1890. Although
more and more land was being used for growing cereals
(nearly 7.5 million hectares in 1860) and such crops were
becoming increasingly concentrated in the Paris basin, these
technical advances went hand-in-hand with a slow decline
in seasonal labour. The new machines seem in fact to have
been adopted not to cut down jobs but because labour was
in short supply. In the Paris basin, for example, harvesters
were recruited from farther and farther away because there
were not enough locally and large numbers of Bretons,
hitherto a very sedentary population, began to move
as far as the middle of the Paris basin. Workers also came
from Belgium, the Prussian Rhineland and the Duchy of
Luxembourg. The increasingly severe manpower crisis
made the mechanization of harvesting a necessity from
about 1866. The use of machines spread rapidly throughout
the Paris basin and gradually did away with the need for

temporary manpower which was increasingly difficult to

find. In Provence, too, despite the availability of Piedmontese
harvest-workers, machines eventually carried the day.
There still remained the Massif Central, which until the turn
of the century continued to attract the temporary labour
force necessary for harvesting. Early in the twentieth
century, however, these moves came to an end. The
growing of cereals was gradually concentrated in certain
regions in the north of France and declined sharply in the
south. Seasonal flows towards the Paris basin continued but
most of those involved were Belgians. After the First World
War as a result of greater mechanization, the move of
harvest-workers disappeared altogether. This brief survey
has brought out the very rapid increase in harvest-worker
moves which reached a peak in the middle of the last
century and came to an end at the beginning of the present
century.

We have already mentioned the large number of temporary
moves for work in the vineyards which needed a big
labour force, especially for harvesting the grapes. During
the period in question, both the area under vineyards and
wine production increased until the phylloxera crisis, which
really began in 1872: from 1.6 million hectares yielding
36 million hectolitres of wine at the beginning of the
nineteenth century'® to nearly 2.5 million hectares around
1875 yielding a mean annual production of 52 million
hectolitres for the period 1871-1879. The phylloxera crisis
dealt a heavy blow to French wine production which in
the period 1881-1885 fell to 33 million hectolitres. The

" treatments used to combat the disease, such as flooding the

vines, chemicals and finally the introduction of American
vines, were at last successful at the end of the nineteenth
century. Although the area under vineyards stabilized at
around 1.6 million hectares in 1900, wine production rose
to nearly 60 million hectolitres on the eve of the Second
World War.

The wine-harvest needed a lot of extra labour for a
short period of time. In the course of the nineteenth
century, the départements around Bordeaux (Gironde,
Charente-Maritime, Charente), for instance, employed
increasing numbers of temporary workers from nearby
départements such as Vendée, Deux-Sévres, Vienne,
Dordogne, Lot-et-Garonne, Haute-Garonne and Hautes-
Pyrénées. Even départements further away, such as Morbihan
and Ardéche, sent wine-harvest teams. The second area
needing labour was the Mediterranean coastal plain (Hérault,
Gard, Var) which employed workers from the neighbouring
mountainous départements such as Tarn, Aveyron, Lozére,
Basses-Alpes and Hautes-Alpes. A third area was the Sadne-
Rhéne corridor which also got its labour from the nearby
mountains.

There were other jobs in the vineyards and plantations
which, at the beginning of the nineteenth century, required
extra temporary manpower. These needs, however, were
more evenly spread over the year and, by the middle of the
century, the workers concerned were able to settle in the
wine-producing regions.

The phylloxera crisis had a big impact on the movements
of wine-harvest workers, who were obliged to seek other
work. The building of the railways in the southern Massif
Central, for example, made alternative employment avail-
able to those living in the mountains. The direct rail link
with the capital (from 1889) diverted the traditional
migratory flows. Once the phylloxera crisis had passed
some of these currents returned to normal while new ones,
such as the use of foreign seasonal workers, came into
being: more than 20,000 foreign workers were coming for
the wine harvest by 1910 and over 40,000 in 1960, the first
year in which the influx of workers was monitored.!?
These people made for the Mediterranean regions; Provence
was greatly helped by workers from Piedmont. The Bordeaux
region had less need of extra labour because the harvest
period was extended and because of the emphasis on quality
rather than quantity. Thus wine-harvest moves were
still needed in the mid-twentieth century, particularly in
the Mediterranean wine-producing areas. Although needs
had decreased a lot in the other regions, a growing number
of Spanish grapepickers were attracted to Languedoc. We
shall see later that this intake of labour is still continuing
at the present time.

The development of new crops brought other needs.
Thus sugarbeet, the growing of which steadily increased
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in certain regions throughout the nineteenth century,
requires a lot of manpower for intensive cultivation and
harvesting. The production of beet sugar rose from 1,500
tons in 1826 to nearly 50,000 tons in 1836 and over
200,000 tons in 1852. At this date distiller’s beet began to
be cultivated in addition to sugar-beet. The area under
industrial beet steadily increased during the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries, from under 60,000 hectares in 1840 to
over 110,000 hectares in 1852, 240,000 hectares in 1882,
over 300,000 in 1910 and 400,000 in 1950. Though
originally grown in all low-lying regions it was gradually
concentrated as early as 1837 in the northern half of
France where it could be cultivated intensively near the fuel
needed to turn it into sugar. In these regions the presence of
seasonal workers who had come for the harvest contributed
to the expansion of sugar-beet cultivation. Workers from
the west and north of France and from Belgium worked for
the harvest and also for the hoeing, weeding and uprooting
of the beet. During the second half of the nineteenth century
when, as we shall see, the cities and industry attracted
many people from rural areas, the expansion of sugar-beet
cultivation established regular flows of seasonal workers
who set out from the north of France, Belgium, Brittany,
Burgundy and Nivernais (the Nevers region) for the départe-
ments of the Paris basin, Artois and Picardy. At the begin-
ning of the twentieth century the flow of French seasonal
workers dried up and they were replaced at first by Belgians
and later by Italians and Poles. From the mid-nineteenth
century Belgians had come to seek work in rural France as
a result of competition from power-looms and the decline
of cottage industries. They were at their most numerous,
cultivating and harvesting the sugar-beet, at the turn of the
century: their number may be estimated at over 50,000
in 1900. Their place was taken early in the twentieth
century by Poles, at first in Lorraine from 1907, and then
in Champagne, Burgundy and the Paris region. Their
migrations were no longer seasonal but on a more long-term
basis, and these country dwellers would later settle down in
employment of a more industrial and urban nature. Up to
1950 in fact it could be said that Belgian seasonal workers
did most of the hoeing and uprooting of the sugar-beet crop.

Other industrial crops attracted a few seasonal workers
but on nothing like the same scale. Flax, hops, plants for
the perfumeries, fruit and vegetables were among the crops
which needed extra labour for harvesting. Similarly, the
moves of shepherds and their flocks, which had required
many seasonal workers in the eighteenth century, steadily
declined during the nineteenth. The loss of common pasture
and the fencing of open grazing made such migrations
increasingly difficult. As early as 1878 the railways offered
facilities for the transportation of flocks and this too had
its effect so that, by the beginning of the twentieth century,
such movements were on a very limited scale.

Country dwellers, particularly agricultural workers, con-
tinued to migrate. We have seen how, before the Revolution,
the number concerned could be estimated—through records
of dismissal notices and changes of domicile. As these
records ceased to be kept at the time of the Revolution, it
is more difficult to gauge the number migrating during sub-
sequent periods. Though research workers have taken little
interest in this replacement mobility, it has played a far
from insignificant role in French migratory flows. There has
as yet been no detailed study on the effect of land alloca-
tion, the apportionment of common land and share-cropping,
etc. on trends in this form of mobility.

24

On the other hand, there is much more information
available for studying the movements of country people
to the cities and the process of urbanization which took
place throughout this period. These movements were of
two types:

— temporary moves at their maximum in the nineteenth
century;

— subsequent permanent migrations which, though not a
new phenomenon, attained their maximum impact
during the twentieth century.

It is this twofold movement which we shall now examine.
The movements of foresters are the closest to purely

agricultural moves. It should be noted, however, that
they were already related to industry, since they provided
an important source of energy at the beginning of the
nineteenth century, and to urbanization since they supplied
the towns and cities with firewood. We have already seen
their function in the eighteenth century. Most of these
flows originated in the Massif Central and made for all
the French regions and in particular the well-wooded
départements, such as Landes, Gironde, Charente-Maritime,
Seine-et-Marne. The moves were on a weekly basis in
the case of workers from neighbouring regions, or seasonal
when they came from further afield. Paris’s enormous
demand for firewood, for example, provided a livelihood
for a host of woodcutters, charcoal-burners, etc., most
working on a seasonal basis in the forests of Nivernais and
Morvan, but by the first half of the nineteenth century
competition from coal began to affect these occupations in
much the same way as the mechanical saws had begun to
compete with pit-sawyers during the First Empire. From
the middle of the nineteenth century the changes in forestry
occupations rendered such work less attractive for French
workers, with the result that foresters began to be recruited
from abroad in rapidly increasing numbers. Italians appeared
in the Alps and in Provence and by the end of the nineteenth
century were working in the Jura and Burgundy while
foresters from Belgium and Luxembourg appeared in the
forests of Lorraine, Normandy and the Paris region. By the
beginning of the twentieth century almost all the French
foresters had been replaced by foreigners, but their number
steadily decreased as time went by: by 1955 there were
less than 2,000 of them, mostly of Italian origin.

Among other activities closely related to agriculture,
we have already mentioned the eighteenth -century
moves of hemp combers. These flows continued into the
nineteenth century, still fed by Puy-de-Déme département.
Numbers fell rapidly after 1850 and,by 1870, were negligible.
This decline was due to the existence of other sources of
income in their home regions and to improved machinery
in the textile industry.

Similarly the breeding of silkworms, which in the early
nineteenth century attracted many seasonal workers from
the Alps and Massif Central towards the Rhone valley and
Provence, declined rapidly after the epidemic of pébrine
in 1853. These moves were brought to a complete halt
by competition from imported silks.

Before the building of the railways—that is, mainly in
the first half of the nineteenth century—a great many
country dwellers were occupied in transportation. At the
same time more passable roads were being built and this
required a considerable influx of short-term labour. Later,
the building of the railway network made continuing
demands on the same workforce, largely from Limousin
and Auvergne but also from Piedmont. The number of







