DUNOYZR AND THK BOURBON RERSTORATION OF 181Li-
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. )
] :

Charlaes Dunoyerl (1786-1862) gave up his career in the
impoeriel service in Hollasnd following Napoleon Bonapartel!s un-
sucoessful campalgn in the frll of 1813. His romsons for breaking
with the Empire were simllar to those sxpressed by the republicax
ard liberal oppositiorn im the "Address of the Legislative Body
to Nepoleon" or December 28, 1813, Dunoyer returmed to private .
life in Paris and re-estsblished contact with hiz friemdsz who hsd
shared his 1egnl_stud1as or his political conversstions,

Dunoyer had goxe to Paris ix 1803 as an éié;g gléi;gg
to athend the &ggééégg_gg Jurigprudence, after completing his
sscondsry educktior im the école cestrsle nt Cohers.® The 1lively
interest in philonopﬁy and litersture which he ncﬁuired et the

6Cole gextrele was less expressed after his srrivel in Paris as

the Cénlulate wis being tramsformed into the impsrisl regime
(Mzy, 1804), The offticiml hortility to the intellectusl imfluence
of the philosephes sxd Ideologues d14 mot dimimish Duncyer’s
ixterest ir their idess 2rd their writinge, His pelitioal idensr
were formed by his close readixg of Locke, Comdillsc, Bexthas,
snd esyecislly the writimgs snd corverssztions of Antoine-Loule-

Claude Deat#tt,'coﬁﬁe de Tracy (1754-1836).

1. Darthblemy=Charles-Plerre~Josephn DuRyYer was DOrm MRy .20, 17066

st Caremmrc, provimce of Qusrcy (medern department of Lot) to

& 'ranilleaiansgedccienne' which omce held the seismeurie de

Sarrazac, MNis. father was Jean<JacqQues-Fhilip Dunroyer de Sezorzac

smd hfn mother Hexristte ds Lz Grange de Roufillsc, Destined we

ax infaxt for the order of 3t, Johm of Malta, he bpgzr his

schooling inm the orderis house at nesrby Martel. After the cor-

fiscatior of the orderésg houses ir 1792, he coxtinued his educat-

fon at heme, first with his sunt, & former member of the Visitat-

jox order, ani later with the former Bemedlictine prior of Caremsko.

F. Ay Mignet, ¥Charles Duwoyer, Notice ... 3 Mai 1873," Nouvesux
-~ —— flores Historigues , Perie, Didier, 1878, pp. 239-84, esp. ¥p. 23G-45..



‘Aécordlng to Hignet, Destutt de Tracy was Dunoyef‘n-
*Venerable master' zmd Victor de Tracy, Destutt de Tracyls
son Dunoyer’s closs friemd, Desztutt de Tracy welcomed comver-
gation with young people interested in politiocal ideas and
Dunoyer*s acquaintamce with the de Tracy!s appssrs to date
from this pericd eof his etudent days in Paris. The writings
of Destutt de. Tracy wers & continustion of the work of locke
end Condillac, axd his writimgs were formed by readimg and
re-reading the works of his hero of rsason, Voltaire, whom he
visited ze & joung BOR ¢ Destﬁtt de Tracy was sssociated with
the circle or‘dondercet arourd Mwe, Helvetius which imcluded
Cabanis, Volney, Garat and baunou {with the latter three of whom
Dunoyer wauld. be closely associuted during the Beutoration).
Destutt de Tracy waR acquuinted with Jean-Bapticte Say and
based his own ecomomic work on Say‘s mggggg d*€cononie politigus
(1803), ax well as on Quesmsy, Turgot snd Alam Smith, Simce
Dsetutt de‘Trécr wes & lomg-time friend of Iafayette, and simce
nis daughter serried Lsfayettsis eor, George, in 1802, with the
two'raniiiei-frequently spending 1ong periods at eﬁéh'other‘s
homes, Dunorar‘l close association with the Larayetteli dutring

the Rentoration uay have Segun at this tine.3

Z. Stemming Trom the edUGRLiORRl work from the: hBLates.gemerale:is. -
%03 the [ewEYE=s of Public Imstruction, the eceles centrales
wers organized under the Directory by the Ideologues, including
Destutt de Tracy, and ptaffed by the disciples of thelr ideas.
The egole enty ie attended by Dunoyer was singled out for its
introduction of ldeologue idpas and authors, Pierre-Louls Gimguene,
an Ideologue editor of La Décade (October 22, 1801, ps 161) meted
the success of the §bole centrale of Lot 1n an articlo on sducst~

lon. Joanna Kitchin, ‘Decade (1794-1807 goug§§1 tPhilosoph~
igue,* Pnri;, LettresL%BE:r:e, 19 PR 3-10° Charies Hunter

Van Duzer, Comtrjbution!oef the Ideolo ues gncg evolu i
Thought, ﬁaltilore, The John: nz Hopking Prell 19 141~ 2'

Emmet Kennedy, Destutt de’ %_%&1 and Ideology . (unpub Shed

manuscript), jS1op =T

3+ Mignet, *Dunoyer,* clt., wp. 243-45, 270; Jean Cruet, la

o !hiloséggle ueraie ggbsociaiQB de Dest ’ de T acy, Tour s, g.
Bousrez-J. Allard, 1909, pp. ? 55

Paul Chansox, Le_Feyette et t Napol&on Lrona ke, 1953’ Pi ¥61’62*




Following law ﬂtudiel at the !ég;g,gg Qggli; Duioyér

" Re RN .
translated the Novelles of the E-peror leo IIX. Im 1807 Dunoyer

mnet Charles. (Frangols-Charlos-Ln@is) Conte (1782-1837) with whom

he them cellsborated on the Becuell des lois et arrets bsimg
preparsd under the direction of the Jurist, J. B. Sirey. Duneoyer
and Charles .Comte were drawe together by their nuturil interest

in the writisgs 9f the eighteerth cextury 1hglgso!gel, &nd the

works of Locne,.ﬁethnn, Comdillac, Destutt de Tracysamd . .the
Ideclogues formed the subjects of thelr commonr political discussions.
Mowever, &t the insistenmce of his pareats, Dunoyer raiuotnntly left
his scholarly pufsuitl 1% Paris and entersd government service umder
the Empire ii suﬁordinate diplomstic and adeinistrative posts, Mis
entry ixto the 1nper1t1 service was through & family.which was |
friendly uith'Dunoyer‘n parente, the Bessieres of Praysgac, lote«
Marechal Jean Baptiste Bensieres, duc d4lstrie, was commander of
French srmies im. northern Spaim; his younger brother, Baron Bertrand
Begsidres, was & Napoleonic general de cmvalerie and, adwiristrator.
Thelir cousin,-Julien Bessférel, had participated as a savant in the
Rxyptian oxpedition and visited North Africs, returaing to France
by way of Jexins (Albani) aad Vemice, Whem, followimg the imter-
vention -of Hawoleon im Spaim in 1808, & Fremch adminlstration was
established in Hﬁvarre, Julien Bessieres was 1ntenden§‘gé;5£al and
Dunoyer wasisent3to Spain as his secretary. lLater, Bsssidres?

_administrative mctivities concerned the Fremch army in Spains

Duiorer!s strengéinterest in Spanrish politics was maintained during
the Restoration,. Dunoyer sccompamied Bessidres whem thellatter became
intendant 1ndnollandf(in December, 1813, Bessidtres became prefect of
Gers, and them prefect of Aveyrom in 181k4). Duncyer had become
strongly opyosed to the Empire, not least due police methods of the

imperial governwent in- Holland .- On returaing to Paris he -jdentified -
wt bh +he 1iherel ewmorition ir the penate, espeeiallr Degtutt de Tracy,



Gré&oir;, dafat; Lanjuinaig an&‘Lambrechts.u

The liberal senators had been viewed by Napolecn as
more dangerous than the royalists, and in late March, 1814 they
took the lead in his depos;tion, Dunoyer's friend, the abbd”
Gregoire, had prepared two years earller a draft of an act
of deposition, .On-March 30; -Destutt de Tracy, Lambrechts and
Taééher were deputized to interview Joseph Bohaparte, the
Grand Elector, but he had departed from Yaris., With the Allied
armies' occupation of Paris on March 31, the liberals were
joined by other senators in propﬁsing Napoleon's deposition,
Talleyrand, Vice-Orand Klector, persuaded Tsar Alexander to
restore the Bourboms, and on April 1, he preéidad over the
senate's session which coreated a provisional government of
five members headed by himself. The senate simultaneously
directed the provisional government to present to the senate
a draft of a constitution containing the substance of the
following prlﬁéiples: the senate and legislative body to be
integral parts of the constitution, the army to enjoy its
grades and pensions, the public debt and the sales of national
domains would be irrevocably maiﬁtaineﬁ, no Frenchman was to
be diatqrbed for his political opinions, and the maintenance
of freedom of worship, conscience and the press, "except ﬁhe
legal repression of crimes which are able %o give birth to

abuse of this fresdom."”

F. Wignet, *Dunoyer,® op. cit., pp. 239-46; the conspiracy of
General Maslet, in October, 1812, was blamed on Destutt de
Tracy, Garat and Grégoire, among others, intluding royalists,
and Napoleon, in a response to an address of the consell
d'etat on his return from Russia, centered his fears of
opposition from republican liberaliem on the Ideologues in
thelsenate. P,-J.~B, Buchez and P,-C, Roux, Histoire.
Parlementaire de la Révolution Erangaise, Paris, Paulin,
1858, XxXiX, 388, 395, k52-58.

5, Buchez and Roux, Nistoire Parlementemire, XXXIX, 49B8-507;
Scandar Naguidb Fahmy, la France en 181F et la gouvernement
provigoire, Paris, les Presses Modernes, 193%, pp, 30-31, 101,

116-18,
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Napoleon was deposed by the senate, April 2.3, 1814,
Talleyrand aéked“tha agsistance of the senators in the preparat-
ion of the draft of the oonstitution probvably to compromise the
republican liberal opposition to accepi a more royalist constition
than they would prefer, 6n April )y, the provisional government |
qh_argaﬂ five. senators - Lebrun, kmmery, Barbe’{uarbois, Destutt.
de Traéy and lambrechts = to draft & congtitution, Many persons
were brouzht together to judge jt and the discussion was prolonged
throughout April 5 and the draft adopted. The gsenate named a
commision on.April 6 to examine 1i%; four members approved ity
and three - Gré&oire, Garat and Lanjuingais - opposed it. The
senate decrsed it as the constitution; it oalled the brother
of the last king to the throne of & oonstitutional monarchy.

The royalists viewed the constitution as the fruit of Jagobinism,
The English government was dissatisfied as they ﬁelieved.that
Talleyrand and the senate, supported.by Tsar Alexander, envisioned
8 Frénco-Russian entente and 4ntended the Bourbon monarch, who

was favorable to England to be a rigure-head totally limited

by the senate's conetituion and by a cabinet dominated by .the
genste since 1t would be responsible to the 1egislature.6.

Despite the gafeguards in the constitution, the prov-
jsional government re-estabiished censorship on April 7.requir-
ing authorization of the prefecture of poliee, appointing. Michaux,

. a member of the Ingtitut, as oensor of journals existing on March
31,‘“It malnxained the execution of the regulatlons on printing
and bookselling based on the imperial decree of February 5, 1810
and vested eauthority in the departments of the interior and general
police. The‘mambera of the senate pressed the provisional government
to allow freedom of the press, but the abbé Monteaquiou, ‘one of the
ZFueher end Houx, Nistoire Pariementairs, THXXIX, 4’T7:§T"_?EHE§T"L§

France en 1814, pp, 130-37, 1(8"»&5. J. F. Eernard, Talleyrand,
Wer York, G. P., Putnamts sSons, 1973, Pr. 323-353.
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five members of the provisional govermment, represented .the
royalists 1ndadvocat1ng‘the continuation of the oeﬁaorship.7
Dunoyer was one of the gentleman of the National Guard
cavalry which was formed as & guard of hdnor for the comte
dtArtolis on his entry into Paris on April 12, But, Dunoyer
withdréw from the guerd of honor when the senate's canstitution
was set aside by Louis XVIII; in the declaration of Salint-OQuen
on May 2-3, the king promised a new constitution, Dunoyeris
contact with the liberal senators incrased his commitment .to \
strict adhergnce.to the constitution, and he responded in May,
1814 with an. anonymous pamphlet: Béﬁonse E_guélgges pamphlets
contre la constitution (Paris, 1814, 16 pp.). For Dunoyer, the
re-establishment of the censorship wes a wound at the .oconstite
ution at the momaent that the senate had given it birth; the
censorship reserved to the government the power of permitting
the publioation, as Dunoyer put it, of adulation or outrages.
He wondered how forelgners wéuld judge the French who now .
criticized the govermment wﬁere they once praised the. imperial
government withbexagge§ation. Mo was bitter over the press
gttacks on men who no longer had power either to support .
themselves on,ﬁo;defend themselves, especisglly as the attacks
were by journmalists who once praised those men, Me argued
against the gufficiency of reliance on royal promises once the
king had set aside the senate!s constitution, Concerning the

attitudes of:fﬁéjroyalists, he wrote:

7. Frank Neloy Anderson, ed., itne constitutions snd other select
documentse illustrative of the history of France (second edition,
1908), New York, Ruseell and Russell, 1967, pp, ¥3=51, 433-35;
Guillaume de Bertier de Sauvigny, The Bourbon Restoration
(trans, by Lynn M, Case), Philadelphia, The University of
Pennsylvania Press, 1966, pp. 34-45,
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I believe that I do a useful thing In responding
to.some of those brochures of diatribes which. think

to serve the cause of the royal authority in attack-
ing the Comstitution, which alone ls able to serve

as & .foundation. Several of these pretended amis du
roi who are in effect his most dangerous enemles,

seem. to be given the word to write that he does not
need a constitution; that Loulis is our legitimate
magter; that it is a crime to wish to limit his powers.,

In order to aveid the arbit?éry government of the
0l1d Regime which.Dunoyer charged that the royalists were seek-

ing to re-establish, he insisted upon a strict adherence to

nei&her the monarchy nor the parlements of the 0ld Regime .

possessed 1egitimate authority. Sincse the royslists believed
that the French hdd been so happy for eight centurles under
despotism and, feudalism, he insisted that the nation had to
vphold the constitutional guarantees lest they be returned
to their previous status of slavery and varbarism. NMis outrage
at the royslist demands for & return to the 0ld Regime was
stated in terms of the inconsistency between the feudalism
and barbaerism upon which the Capetian dynasty 'was founded ,
and the modernism of the early nineteenth century, Dunoyer sald:
Someone dares, in the 19th century, after 25 years
of .revolution, and ten years of Bonaparte's regime,
to propose to 30 million Frenchmen to yield them-
selyes. bound hands and feet to one man, to place
themselves without shame, without dignity, at his
discretion.9 ‘ s
Since.a strict observance of the constitution. was
central for nis hopes for a stable and progressive France,
Dunoyer was .parfticularly concerned regarding the men who...
would determine government policy. The reservoir of political

leadership seemed to him to contain a vast majority of people

8. Charles Dunoyer, Reponse B gquelques pamphiets contre la constitution,
Paris, 1814, pp. 3-7; Dunoyer added in a footnote:. "There appeared,
since the first days of April, a Journal having as:its title:
1'Ami du Roi, permit us to mistrust this friend on parade; the

Marquis de Mirabeau was baptised the Ami des hommes; Merat called

himealf +he Amd A nenmle. ® Thid.. v, 16, Wienet. op. cit.. pn. 246-U47.




B Bt
NP 9
e s e e

v ¥ b

ThEréwis in their language a reversal of sentiments
and of ideas made to revolt, to dispair evsry delicate
and enlightened man who fells his dignity as citlpen,
and especially, the dasnger to which these servile
dootrines expose the state and the king.ll ...
As n legal government body, the senate was acting és
a constituent assembly when it wrote the constitution, and
Dunoyer viewed 1t as possessing constitutional competence, a8
an alternative to an elected convention or an estates-general.
The royalists rejection of the senate's constitution, he suggested,
was forcing ‘Louis~XVIII into the role of the successor of the
unconstitutional despotism of Napoleon. He responded forcefully
toc the royalists! claim that the king was like god and the.
constitution.must be his work: o
wﬁaf,ﬁﬁiousidoctrine! Let us hasten to repair the
mortal. injury that it made to humanity,-and .parti-
icylarly to the French netion. Let us hasten to say,
that Louis-Stanislas-Xavier, far from the power.
himself alone to rule our destines, 1s on the
contrary the only Frenchman who is not able .to
take. sny-active part in the act which will fix
our destines; it sufficies that our volces be
turned. toward him and designated him as the ,
Frenchmen who is most worthy of the first magist-
racy of the state, for which he ought to abstain,
‘were. it only by show, from concuring in the-form- .
ation of laws which regulate his powers, and of
which he ought to be the depository.12
This reference to Louis-stanislas-ﬁﬁvier echoed the
gsenate's form in calling Louis XVIII to the throne as the brother
of the last king; it indicated that he was not king until.he
accepted the agreement with the senate. Dunoyer's concept of
nthe first magistracy of the state" very strongly expressed his
view of the chief executive as necessarily at most the equal of
the legislature. So long as the royal DpOWer wWas formal and real

power resided in the legislature and the ministfy:rBSponéible to

Fa
11, Dunoyer, Beéponse, pp. 10-11.
12, Dunoyer: Béponse: p. 1k,
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the legislatyre,.it did not matter whoether the outward forms
were those of a.republic or of a monarchy. One root of Dunoyer's
ongoing consitutioéal conflict with the Restoration government
can be seen in his concept of the king as "the first magistrate
of the state,!... W s o
Dunoyer distinguished three parties in France at the
begiming of the Bourbon Restoration: Bonapertists, royalists,
and Jacobins, The Bonapartists he charactegized 88 blind support-
ers and hirad sesassins, The royalists were blind, ignorant and
cuidious; they sought sbsolute power and class privileges. The
royalists were_néteworthy, acoording to him, for abandoning
Louis XVI because he had supported yhe,consfitution and the
limited monaychy., The Jécobins, as beneficiaries of the extremism
of the royalists, caused the degeneration of the 1789 .Revolution,
He warned that onee again-the extréﬁism?éf‘the?rﬁyalists,_such
as their refusal to support the tull comﬁitment of Louis XVIII
to the constitution, would behefit the Jacobins., As a .result,
the degeneration.of the 1789 Revolution would be repeated during
the "revolution.of 1814." Dunoyer's favorable references to the
1789 Revolution.and his criticism of the Jacobins prefigures his
future sgpportpfor the concepts of the 1789 Revolution and its
leading living representative, lafayette., His designation of the
institution of a.constitutional government as the "revolution
of 1814" indicgted the optimism he had %or constitutionaiiém,
aB well as his fears for the repetition of the revolutionary

events caused by royalist extremism,>> o

13. Dunoyer,. Be onse, p. 15. By his words, '"revolution of 1814 *
Dunoyar did not intend to connote something negative in the
sense that Charles Fox did when he said that "a Restoration
was the most pernlclous of all revolutions." Douglas Johnson,
Guizot, Aspects of French History, 1787-1874, London,
Routledge % Kegan Paul, 1963, p. 28. _
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In. the,discussion of the parties struggling to control
.\
the political.power of the state, Dunoyer's Reponse a gquelgues

pamphlets contre la constitution evidenced some aspects, still

undeveloped,.of his future more comprehensive contributions to
political and.social thought. Although centered still on political
rather than economic fouhdations, he identified a cless which
* 4

was separated from party divisions of ondinary politics and
which aid not bepefit from #hat politics. He noted: . .. .

In.the midst of these parties, there is & class

of men of whom no one speaks at all; 1t is that .

of _honest citizens who desire 2a government founded

on law., These men do not at all consider the king

ag. God, they do not at all say, with M. F., .that
8ll faces ought to be sbassed and humilieted before

him: that one ought not to envisage the splendor of
the royel dignity: that this contemplation and that
profound respect command & submission without reserve;
but . they revere him as the first magistrate .of the
state;. they obey his order when he commands .in the
nsme of the law, and they devote themselves without
regerve to his cause when he does not separete his
fyom that of the nation. These men do not tgke _eany
more for théir device: Live free or dle, as.the .
Jacobin:deputies made theirs; but they protest . in

the depths of their hearts all the ects which.

attack .public liberty, and they are always praying

to be rallied to governments which do not wish to
have more authority than the laws give to them.14

A new oonstitution, the Charte, was issued by.the
royal government..on June L: it was & response to pressure, by
the Allies occupying Paris who had concluded hostitities with

France by the treaty of Paris (May 30, 1814}, Dﬁnoyaruaccepted

the Charte as.s.comtact between a new monarch and a new nation
Tormed duringtéwenty-fiva years of revolution. He expected "the
first magistrate.of the state," the king, to be bound by the
constitutionﬁand;by the lawe ss sny other citizen. He .insisted
thet the Cherte.be interpreted strictly and directly, .and .,
concelved ofﬁtngﬁparliamentgfy systém as the instrumegt,pg

which the rights guaranteed in the constitution would be respected

through ministerisl regponéibility to the leglslature.
Th. Dunoyar, Response, p. 15.
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Public opinion, through the lggislature, was for.
Dunoyer the ultimate sanction for respect for the constitut-
ion, Thus, the gbility of the public to inform itself and to
be informed was an absolute necessity, for the success of .
constitutional government., Therefore, the cenéorship, carried
—-out bythe interior minister, the abbé’Montesquiou, appeared
to Dunoyer to be very threatening. He witnessed the unsuccess-
ful attempt by the censors to prevent publication of Benjamin
Constant's May 24 pamphlet, Relexions sur les Constitutions

et les Garanties (which expsnfied Constant's statement: of his
concept of censtitutional monarchy which appeared in the

Journal des ngats, April 21, 1814), In criticism of the ..

censors! attempted censorship, Constant replied with his '

De la ;iberté’des brochurés, des pamphlets,'éﬁ des Jjournaux,

considerde sous le rapport de 1'interest du goverqgent.15

The chellenge to freedom of thr press and the central
role which the prass could perform in implementation of the
Charte caused Dunoyer to join his friend, Charlass Comte, in
editing the new journal, the Censeur, of which Comte had 1issued
the first weekly edition on June 12, 1814, Comte, a friend of
Dunoyer since 1807, came from Loggre, and had arrived in Paris
alone and without entre or fortune, but with a rude aspect and
energetic character, Comte's compatriot from Loéére, 0dilon Barrot
(1791-1873),. among whose friends Comte occupied a specizl place,
éaid of Comte: "His conversations and his example:fortified and
purified in me the sentiment of liberalism of which my education

and my origin had given me the germ."16 S

15. Bertier de Sauvigny, The Bourbon Restoration, pp. 51-55; Mignet,
"Dunoyer," op. cit., pp. 247-48; Elizabeth W. Schermerhorn, Benjamin
Constant, New York, Haskell House, 1970, pp. 269-70; Paul Bastid,
Benjamin Constant et sa doctrine, Paris, Librairie Armand Colin, n, 4.,

I, 265, Constant!s "European' approach to French politics was parallele:
by others, cf, the anonymous pamphlet, L'opinion publique; ou o
r&Flexions sur les jlournaux, le Sengt, 1a l1ibertd de ia presse, et les

e S——————— Frirrn b r——————; i rirer—.
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The advertisement in the first issue of the.Censeur
emphasized the. question of the constitutian., It used the const-
{tution issued by Napeleon when he seized control of the republican
government as & negative reference. Napoleon's constitution guarant-
eed "the free exercise of thelr civil snd political rights,“ﬂbut
he was fcareful.to introduce all the vices which he belleved proper
to favor his_ambition." Anyone who attempted the defense of the
constitution, would have suffered the attentions of tha police,
who first would have the newspapers 1dentify his as "a seditious
person and a, traitor," and then have taken him to one of the
*dungeons whéfejPichegru was stangied.“ The advertisement said:

Théf,féign of violence and oppression has céased,

and_s_new order of things has succeeded it. The,

greater part of the vices which were found in our

Constitution have disappeared; but it is necessary

to prevent their introduction anew; it is necessary

mainly.thet it be respected and that it be respected

by the ministers of the prince as by the last

Frenchman,17 : S
Public opininn. was seen ag the basic means by which respect for
the laws would be achieved. Public opinion was formed .by education
or by pbfiod}cal7writings avidilable to everyone, However, the
usefulness of journalists was 1imited by their preference foe
vgimple discussion fo literature" and their sndifference to morals
end legislation..But, still worse, R

the habit of that servile adulation that the_greater

part of them had contrected under the last government,

3id.not permit ome to hope that they would be.occupled
with enlighteningicitizens ag to their true interests.

In_effect, how could one expect that men wlways prostrate

truth and to denounce publicly the errors or the arbit-
rary acts of a m;nister?ls S

15, (cont,) Ailiees, Paris, les Marchends de Nouveautes,.1814, p. 13
speaks of 'ce patriotisme europeen. " . T

16. Charles Almeras, Odilon Barrot, Paris, ¥aitions Xavier. Mappus, 1950,
pp. 22-2L4; P, Ay Mignet, Notice historigue sur la vie et les :
travaux de M. Charles Comte, ancien secrétalre perpetuel de 1'acadéﬁie
eee 39 Mai, 1846," Portraits et Notices Historigues et Littéraires,

Deuxiéme adition, Paris, Didier, 1852, I1I, 79-8%.
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This critical attitude toward the press was to be & constant
theme in the Censeur, In the new situation under the Charte
8 new kind of journalism was in order and the Censeur would
attempt to fulfill that role:
Hhat fhey will not do at all, we will undertake,
Strangers to all the governments which have succesd-
ed“each other in France during the space of .twenty
years, we have, in writing, only the interest which
ought to animate all Frenchmen, that of seeing our
fellow citizens obey the law, respect public morals
and resist oppression. wWhat men of such and such a
party, of such and such a sect, should not look for
then in this work is what will feed their passions
for they will find here nothing which will be
able to please them,19
Volume one (June 12-September 30, 1814) of the Censeur
contained twelve issues. Since there was a space of three weeks
between the first issue of June 12 and the second issue in early
July, it is 1likely that the work of putting out the journal
was too heavy for one man. Indeed, the friendship between Comte
and Dunoyer had led some people to assume Dunoyer's role in the
Censeur before his public assocliation with it in the second
{ssue, For in the second issue he refers to an exchange with
a royalist on leaving the chamber of deputies in which he. was
attacked for. the material appea}ing in the first issue of the
Censeur.zo Numbers two, three and four of the Censeur appeared
in July: numbers. five, six, seven and eight appeared in August;
and numbers nine, ten, eleven and twelve appsared in September,
1814, The first three issues were published by Charles; there-

after the publisher was Renaudidre, <!

e ——

17. ;g,canseurifgg Examen des actes et des ouvrages gul tendent‘é
det

rr————————"

uire ou A consolider la constitution de 1l'etat, tome I, i1li-iv.

e ————

This wag the title for six of the seven volumes of the (Censeur,;
the second volume (probably due to the new censorship of Oftober,
1814) carried this. btitle: Observations sur divers actes de l'author-
1t et sur des matidres» de legisdetion de morale et de politigue.
Subscriptions to the Censeur were placed through Chez Madame
 Marchant, rue des Grands-Augustins, No. 23.
18, Censeur, I, V. ' ‘
19. Ipbid.," I, vi.

~ kel
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Charles Comte's major article in the first issue,
WCharte congtitutionelle,*ZZ indicated their shared belief that
the Charte was capsble of being the basis for the evolution of
ever increasing freedom, and thus of ending the succesgive
revolutions which the PFrench had expétienced, but which had
failed to increase freedom, Dunoyer and Comte hoped that the
royalists agoepted limited monarchy and ministerial responsibil-
ity, with the bourbons restored to honor but not to power.
They believed that the constitutionialists would find the
Charte a major accomplishment in which most of their principles
were clearlxwapglled out. Republicans were advised that the
forms were less important than the content and that, with the
Charte, France as ¥ngland, was a true republic in all but name.
The Bonapartists, as the most recent reunlers, were the least
easily recongiled; however, they could gain support, fulfili
their ambition for offices and return to power in the avent
of major fallures by the new regims,

Dunoyer undertook much of the political reporting

and analysis for the Censeur, including coverage of the chamber

of deputies.:ne_érépared the Bulletins du Censeur (Nos, 1-11)
which were begun. with the second issue {they were paginated
separately from the body of each issue of the Censeur). As.an
attempt to introduce late-breaking itens, the Bulletin con-
tained shorter and more immediate comments on events. Dunoyer
“began regular coverage of théidebates on the day that it had
adopted'the rules for its organization, June 27, 1814, He
emphasized that the chamber began to have an interest .which - _

it lacked under the previous regimes. He noted that some.people

. . P
21. Ephraim Harpaz, ""Le Censeur,” Nistoire dTun journal liberal,"
Revue des Sciences Mumaines, N. S., Fasc, 92, Octobre-Decembre
1958, LB3.B%, The Censeur had announced that it planned to
_ appesr. four times a month, on each Saturday, end it would con-
sist of three sheets (forty-eight pages) or less. -
22. Censeur, I, No. 1, 1-9,
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expréssed alaém‘that the deputies would "not forbid themselves
sufficiently, from the mania of making laws that one had had in
France for twenty five years.," The deputies, he hoped,. would
center theirlieal on resisting attempts to reverse the gains

of the revolution and on defense of laws against infringements

of the government.23 S o e o

Dunoyer considered it a hopeful sign that the. deputies
(late in June) requested a new law defending freedom of the press
in accordance with the eighth article of the Charte: o

Article 8, All Frenchmen have the right to publish

and have printed their opinions provided they comply

with the laws intended to repress ( eprimer) abuses

of this liberty.2k

Me was pleaSed that the deputies had denounced the ordonnance

of June 10, 1ssued by the minister of the interior, abbé/Montesquiou,.
which ra-established censorship in violation of the Charte. Whatever
the urgency: necessary for the completion of the penal law .on the
press, Duno reY Lelt there was greater urgency to revoke the
ordonnance of June 10 which destroyed freedom of the pres& and

viclated onp “of . the most important srticles of the Charte. 25

Dunoyev in “Decouverte politique,* regarding a pamphlet
on freedom of uhe press, reised the theme of the parody of.the
English conaistutlon whioh he was to apply frequently.hae admired
Englend's fgggggm of the press and its use of jury tr%a}g_in

press cases, With irony, Dunoyer declpred:

R ' [ )

23. Ibidog I. NO- 2 32-,13’ 390 - -
24, Bertier de Sauvigny, The Bourbon Restorstion, pp. 66-6?,

Irene Collins, The overnment and the news r _press in
France, 1814-1881, London, Oxford University Press, 1959, p. 1.

25, Cemseur, 1, No. 2, 32- 3,
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Re jpice six, -France triumphs; England is lost, .lost
without return. Our ministers have borne it a mortal
blow;.in three months, it will be in a state of revol-’
ution, and in six, we will' conquer it, -What! then
they found the means to destroy 1ts navy or its credit?
They have done better, they have found the means, to
oxerthrow its government. Seeing that we have not been
able to destroy it by arms, they will attack it by
ridicule., Thne act of June 4, which we have taken.as

s constitutional charter, has begOme a parody of.the
English consitution, We have freedom of the press ...
with preliminary crnsorship; we have a legislative
power,. with ... Oh! this is pleasing and we will

cause all the people of Europe to laugh at the

expense of England! 26 T

punoyer continped by describing his leaving bhe chamber of.
deputies and. hearing the comments of "an old habitué’of_Vaudeville"
who was interrupted by a "brave royalist® who spoke to Dunoyer

regarding tﬁ;:béhseur:

I have read the first number of the Censeur; and,
ag all honest men, I have been jndignant at your.
audecity. What! you date to speak to us of truths
and, cugtoms, you underteke the defense of laws, ..
against the ministers of Mis Majesty! Beware, Be
informbd tjat this faithful chamber of deputiés.
will know how to make you regret your temerity,
and.that it will be eager to suppress a freedom .
of which you meke a BO criminal usage., His Excell-
ency, the minister of the interior; will come
foreward to demand of 1t the suppression of it, and
you will be able to be convinced that it will not
be refused him, 27 . .

Duncyer concluded with the fable of the Calif Aaroﬁ Al Raschid

wherein the chief minister was reproved by the Calif who prefered

error to circulate rather than risk censoring truth, Dunoyer

presented a warning to the ministers thét they had not any right

to abrogate laws.even when the effect of their action might be good.28
In, early July, 1814 the government proposed,a,new press

law. Claiming that 1t was only an elaboration on article eight of

the Charte, the minister of the interior, abbé Montesquiou,.presented

to the deputiés on July 5, the proposed law in which Royer-Collard
and Guizot had sn active part. The penal Code introduced by Napoleon

26. . Ibido’ pp. 57-58- . . . . .
27. Ibid., p. 58. o
a2 Toia. . pn. 58-60: Bulletin I, 1 (ler-5 juillet), 1-2.
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wag viewsd by. the govéﬁﬁment ag insufficient. That code provided
for direct provocation of gbdition, but did ndt believe it .
possible to prove and punish indirect acts. The code punished
calumny, the statement of false information, but did not punish
true 1nformation;:wh6tever feeling of injury might be involved.
Montesquiou rejected the English law of 1ibel as unacceptable,

snd prefered;toiailow'the government to hold discretionary power
to maintain polifigglwétability. The ministers denied the.accusab-
ion of the deputiegwthat the bill violated the Charte wgichhhad

gpoken of repressing press abuses, while the bill's preliminary
¢ - 29

FRY -

censorship was_notvfépression but prevention.
Charles Comte publiéhed an open letter to the minister
of interior with .reference to freedom of the press.30 Dunoyer
followed with,a,discussioh of the debates of the deputies on
this freedom;%Ihmplace of attempting to propose laws to“sﬁfeguard
and even increase, the freedom of the press, the proposed,la# was
viewed as plaging;the freedom of the press in peril. Dunoyer was
shocked that.the.law not only punished the authors but'also the

printers as accomplices in erime., He declared: "I belleve that

Sgr e s

it is not posgikle to make & law more despotic in content, ner
WL e e e e

more liberal . in.ite form.
29, Regarding the bill's important_provisions: "Tts nine brief

articlesxwene.badly worded; no one could be sure what_the
ministers meant by them, and liberel deputies were at liberty

to assume.the worst. The first eight articles entitled the
director-general of publishing to send sny writing of thirty
pages Or .1less vefore a penel of censors and to suppress the
writing if the censors reported it dangerous to law and order,
contrary to the, Charter, or injurious to public morals. The

bill did not state whether newspapers were to come under these
provisions,or‘not. The only article which referred specifically
to newspapers was erticle 9, whereby no newspaper or. periodical
could appear.without permission fpom the king, This was in itself
a form of. preliminary control, and along with the previous eight
articles.it-was,attacked by liberal deputies as contrary- to the
Charter. ....Liberal deputies, however, denied that anyone could
~ever have believed rébrimer £o be synonymous with prévenir, and
from this time onuwerd arcicle 8 of the Chater was quoted by
liberals as 8 deliverate promise of complete freedom from

e meamladaa ORI EANIE, Q.'D.;,,F;ir_t:-, Ph. 2_,3.
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Iﬁ“xhe Bulletin, Dunoyer oriticized the noticom .that
freedom of the press was something forelgn that would bring un-
happiness to France, He accused the police of failing to prevent
public display,on the streets of pictures contrary to good morals
in order to ﬁrouse sentiment destructive of freedom of the press,
Dunoyer was impressed by the resistence of public opinion to. the
reimposition of censorship after the constitution, in his opinion,
had abolished it.- The ministry of interior's proposed law was
attacked by & mass of pamphlets while its defense was llmited solely
to what Dunoyer.said wag "one or two anonymous people who well are.
able to belong;tg‘the directory of the librairie." The newspapers
equally had condemned the proposed law, and ithe lone support of
ﬁhe mildly royalist Gazette de Prance was attfibuted to its censors
He singled out.as the best pamphlets defending the legality of
freedom of thpr.press those written by Benjamin de Constant, Bechateau,

Suard, Soulety and Durbach. He noted that the Gazette de France

considered alluﬁsuppoﬁters of freedom of the press as inflamatory

'except Benjamin .de Constant. Dunoyer praised the Journal.de Paris

for withstanding. government pressure in order to expose police
brutality and.to.give news of events in Spain from German and English
newspapers, In.proposing tothe ministry ﬁon-interfeﬁencebwith freedom
of the préés,rheusuggested that the ministry consider fodlowing the
example set by governments of the Left-bank of the Rhine.where the
institutions.established by the Revolution were preserved. Dunoyer
ésked if the:police in Paris had been directed to seek the names of
the authors and4printers of the anonymous pamphlets whibh were sedit-

ious because they attacked the articles of the Charte.32

30, Censeur, I, No. 3, 75-110,

31. Ibid., pp. 110-15.

32. Bulletin du Cemseur, I, No, 2, 11-12; No, 3, 13-16, 17-20;
No. &, 23-24; Censeur, I, 39, 121-22, 213-16, 259,
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The.arguments of the press, the pamphlets and the deputies
caused the majority in the chamber to préssure Montesquiou to adopt
a number of .amendments to the proposed law. Howsever, the call to
the opposition of M., Dumulard, a deputy, t¢ use "revolutionary
methods® to dispose of the bill ied to a response by the ministry

which recalled for the deputies the memories of Pre Duchesne.

The deputies.then voted to pass the bill, Dunoyer criticized
Montesquiouis,claim that repression was a synonyﬁrfor prevenfion.
He noted that only by using them a8 synonyms could the ministry
easily reconcilg censorship with freedom of'the press. He insisted
that the government was attempting to prevent action which they
opposed rather than punishing actions proven to be wrong. The
fundamental difference between an arbitrary system énd a system
providing guérantees for civil liberties seemed to him undersocored
by the illegality of preventive action and the legality. of punish-
ment of a proven crime. He recalled the importance of freedom of
the press in Kngland: "The néwspapers whieh in England serve as
the strongeet barrier to government thet the human spirit has been
able to conceive, are in France only véin sheets that the wind
blows away &8 those of the Sybile.“33
Monetary and fiscal policles of the Restoration were
discussed by.Dunoyer in the early August issue (No. 5) ofithe
Censeur, Noting .a proposal to the chamber of deputles tc.prohibiﬁ
" the .importation of precious metals or coinage which were marked with
false valuations, Dunoyer opposed this attempt to have the government
interfere ip:thé money market and he called theaattentionrof his

readers and of the deputies to the economic writing of J. B. Say.

33& Ibido’ pp. 251""56.
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Dunoyer's discussion of Say's contribution based on the 2nd
edition (181i4) of Say's 1803 Traite d'economie pgl;t;gge, is

a purely economic one dealing with monetary and fiscal policy.
But, this esrly full understanding and agreement with Say's
economic analysis pfapared Dunoyer, as well as Charles Comte
(who later becamg-Say's son~in-law), for accepting Say's
extensive social'gﬁeb;& aﬁd then expanding and deepening 1t.
themselves, once. they encountered say personally in 1815,
Dunoyer in No, 5 of the Censgeur refered to Say's Traite (181&)
as: "This work, one of the most useful which has been published
for a very long. time, ought ﬁo be the manusl of all persons who
are occupled with administration.“B“

Ig,contrast to those who claimed that the institutional
forms re-esthblished by ﬁhe Restoration were miﬁigated or weak,
Dunoyer believed that the important issue was that the government
made no attémbt,to build on the "new customs and new laws."

Instead its ordannaces were based on "some gothic usage or some
abroated edict." Petitions were based on fifteenth century
superstitutions, such as the devotions for the birth of an heir,

Me noted thsat as soon as the Charte was promulgated forty members

of the former parlement of Paris gathered and requested that the
king register it with them. While the ministry sought to turn

the chambere into parlements, the members of the former pariement
nof Paris protested against "all that had happened from the"beginning.

of the revolution to the present day inclusively.” 35
Dunoyer was concerned about the newspaper attacks on all

thet the revolution had acccmpllished over twenty-five years, and he

wae especially-eritical of the attempt of the government to gain

3L, Ipid., pp. 205-208,

35 Bulletin du Censeur, I, No, 6, 41-42, h6-48; references to the
pariements appeared in several of his articles cf Censeur,
Pp. 33-37, 210-13,
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absolute authority by exciting the public agalnst "the men who had
overthrown royalty in France." He detected a program ofq“ﬁalculated
indignation®, by.the newspapers against these men in order to isolate
them from all the parties and then have them proscribed. These
actions he considered to be criminal and he demanded that the
formentors of that ppoggém should be punished for provoking the
people to revolution and civil war. He insisted that the government
give complete respect to the laws protecting clitlizens from the
government as. well as to publie oplnion.36
Strong opposition to the press bill of the ministry
developed in.the chamber of peers. Not only did the peers. force
the ministry.to.accept additional amendments, but the preamble
proposed by Montesquiou, in whibh the law had been presented as
aﬁcomplementwtowthe Charte, was struck from the bill by the
ma jority of . the. peers. The Censeur devoted more than one hundred
pages in the ninth and tenth issues (first and second weeks of
September) to‘the-ieers debates on freedom of the press. The
Censsur's coriticism of the governments 1imitation on press
freedom was continued by Dunoyer in the eleventh issue, He noted
that the minister of the interior, tha'abbéfﬁontesquiou,‘had
claimed that. the. press law would gsuspend freedom of the press
for two yearsfonly although he had inisted that censorship.and
freedom of the press were compatible. However, on August 30,1814,
Montesquiou;had,contradicted that contradiction bj steting to the
peers that the government waé no favorable to freedom of the press,
but was opposed.to it, and that the press law was not sgyepensitory
put permanent. Dunoyer's criticism was prespared on the basis of
the notes ot the speech delivered by Montesquiou which were made
by comte Dadelay-d Agier. The latter had answered the mininster's
V'Gharge that all revolutions wers the result of printed matter by

agking if such anti-feudal risings as the Jacquerie were dueéto
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the yet-to-be-iﬁventad printed matter, Dedelay-d'Aglier éalled the

attention of .the, government to the means used in England to.calm

agitation -.the.formation of a néw ministry. He recommended that

the French king.use hls powers to follow the inglish example,

Since the minister of the jnterior refused to answer solid object-

iong to his.proposed press law, Dedelay-dtAgier said the minister's
37 S

responses alarmed him. .

;e

In.the Bulletin, 31 adtt-6 septembre, Dunoyer, once more
called atteniion to the workse of Benjamin Constaﬁt. He compared
constant's writings which had passed through eevéral editions
with the ministerial newspapers and writings, Hé felt that the
several editiong of Constant's wrtings were an encouragement to
persons of good . intentions. Quoting from the London Morning .
Chronit¢le, he.ipnformed Montesquiou that the English constitution
was & produqtggguchoice which had been formed by wiédom end by
experiancé.“ﬂeusaid that law had purpose in souiéty only if it
cuaranteed liberty to man: "the security of his person, of his
property, of_his, thought and of his conscience,” The rights of
man were congldered to be the basis of the conceptrof a_constit-
ution; if these rights were not recognized by the limitations
on actions of governmental bodies then the system of balences
and limitstions.between them would be meaningless., If fhere.
were any true balances and counter-weights against the goveén-
ment, it wouid;gpt be found in the constitutional arrangemgnt.

" It would be;fgggd outside of it in public Opinion.38 .

Lo mae e v e

3%. Bulletin du Censeur, I, No. 6, 46-48, o

37, Censeur,. I,.No. 9, 359.400; I, No. 10, 401-460; I;.No. 11, 461-72;
Builetin du.Censeur; I, No. 7, 4B8; peers singled out by Dunoyer for
defense .of . freedom of the press wWere: comtes Desutt de Tracy, de
Malleville, .lanjuinals and Boisy dtAnglas, and the duc de Tarante
(d‘otrantes; speeches featured from the debates of August 16, 20
end 23 were: comte Cornudet, duc de Brissac, comie de Malleville,
duc d'Oudeauville, comte Boissy d'Anglas and comte Porcher de
Richebourg; and of August 27 and 30: duc de la Rochefoucoult, combte
Dedelsy-~d'Agler, comte Lanjuinsis, comte de Valence, duc de L nis,
duc de Choiseul-Praslin, duc de Tarente {(4'0trante), comte Cholet,
mmte Teawniw_Tarashe. and combe Volney, (enseur, I, no, 9, 359-400;
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Freadom of the pressg was central to public opinion's
control over government, Recalling the minister of the interior's
justification for repression of freedom of the press that the
government feared'abuées of it, Dunoyer suggested that there
would be an infaliible*means to judge the justirication of that
fear. That would be to deberhine "who, for six months, had most
used this freedom in the interest of law, of good order and of
public morality, the ministry or the nation." He doubted that
the examination would prove to the ministry's advantage, and
that it would indicate that those deménding censorship were
39

the most in need of it.

Among. several continuitles from the Napoleonic,ﬁo
the Restoration regimes, Dunoyer found the:attacks on "phil-
osophig." Dunoyer found it anémolous that the attacks on
“philosophie® for criticizing the vices in the institutions

and customé\and for demanding their reform was less severe
in the eighteenth century than the current attacks on it for
seeking to defend the institutions developed since the revol-

ution. "Philosophie! was accused of rebellion agnd of the spirit

of consistent system of thought; it was the butt of every
common-place, Another schobl of thought was built on a system

of inconsistency and sought to "praise the past at the expense

of the present,® as well as "secretly undermines the new institut-
‘ions, and strives to revive the old ones, " Phiiosohie,?; in his
defended those laws which were harmonious with the enlighten-

ment and customs which had developed in recent decades whiile

ite oppoﬁents sought to "revive ambrogested and forgotten laws

which are contrary to all living ideas.“uo

e

38, Bulletin du Censeur, I, No. 8, 49-51 To_g6: 1, No., 9, 57-59, 6h.
9. Tbia., I, No. 10, 67-68. ’ ' P ' ’
k0. Tbid., I, No. 10, 69-70.
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The twelfth issue {(the end of September, 1814} of the
weekly Censeur marked i1ts last 1ssue as a weekly. Due to the
pagsage of the more stringent press law, placing periodicalis
in the format of the Censeﬁr, under censorship. This final 1ssue
of volume one of the Censeur contained a short concluding essay,
"Adieux . la ;libertéide_la presse, " refered to as an article
communiqué and signed with the initials, G. F. In the context
of the criticism of the new press law, it appeared necessary
to ?omte and Dunoyer to be cautious about signing articliles
which would be more likely to be subjected to prosecution. One

form of preotection was to label articles as communiauéﬁ

articles which were apparently written by Comte -or Dunoyer were
so labeled. In addition, various initials were used to disquise
some of the articles of Dunoyer, if not Comte too. The initiéls,
G. F., appear in several issues of the Censeur.as well as in the

Censeur Euronéén, 1ts successor. It may be a disgulise for jointly

authored articles, or for those of one or the other editor. The
style of this article, as most others, appears to be that of
Dunoyer.

In the article, the impact of the proposed press law
was emphasized by the view that "in deciding the fate of the
press” tﬁat;moment could be *one of the most important of our
history." The decisions regarding the press would determine
the future rot merely of the present generation in France, but
lDunoyer felt that of '"generations which will come after.us.
Dunoyer linked freedom of the press to the question of public
spirit to which he:-dévoted several articles in the weekly

Censeur,
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In:efféét, freedom of the press is the unique means

of forming a public spirit in a monarchy, and public

spirit being the sole power capable of.maintaining

the. laws and the rights of cltizens, ought to be .,

considered as a supreme goal. For us, it is a quest- L1

ion of acquiring or of daring nearly without return ...
At that point, the editors stated the remalning ten lines of the
paragraph were suppressed by the censor.

Again Dunoyer recalled that there was an almost
universal lack of support ﬁor the press law. He sald that none
of its supporters were men of talent, except the minister of
the interior, and that none of these, including the minister,
could find reasonable justification for the law, He singled out
for praise and called on the French to honor the patient and
firm opponents of the press law: Benjamin Constént,_Baynouard,
:Lanjuinais,wDedalay-d'Agier, de Brancas, Lenoir-laroche, Cholet,
Boissy-d'Anglas, Dumaland. For Dunoyer, even a representative
institution with a long trazdition of freedom could produce few
examples "of such a beautiful discssulon as that which took
place in the.chamber of peers®" in opposition to the limitations
on freedom of the press., Ee fe-emphasized his strong feeling
that the press law represented a turning point for‘.the Restor-
ation withiﬁ half a year of the abdication of Napoleon:f,

‘ Bﬁt; ﬁﬁile there is.still time, let us profit‘from
these last moments 6f & freedom without which.our
other freedoms will be precarious and even nulified;
let us profit from it in the hope of maintaining it,
of rendering it at least a last homage, of acquiting
our consciences and national honor and of seeking to
obtain it with our votes and our public suffereings
until it is taken from us.42

He found stetements of principle hollow because behind them were
merely unstea@y opinions which were quickly abandoned. This

could be attributed to previous "stupid habites of slavery,"

L1, Censeur, I, No, 12, 549-50.
42, Tbid., p. 551.
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How could such an unconstitutional law be on the verge of being
sanctioned? Nis answer was: "It is that we have no public spirit.”
The inter-relation between freedom of the press and the exist-
ence of a public spirit among the French was of great concern

to Dunoyer, His oonélusicn was made after he had examined the
subject in g seribks of articles that he contributed to the first
volume of the Censeur during the summer of 1814,

The institution of censorship "as the most important
guard for beautiful literature" according to the ministry caused
him to wonder whét would befall an English minister who.argued
thus, But, Dunoyer's own enswer was not published as the censors
suppre359d his obser&éﬁions. He did note that every Londoner,
shouting "long live the king," would desire the "most prompt
expulsion" of such an enemy of law. |

But we, alas, with a constituion more positive still

in favor of the press than that of the mglish, we

are fsr from having the public spirit that freedom

of the press is able alone to give us in the long run.43
Euégne Hatin noted the response to the imposition of censorship:
iThe press did not remain mute. A newly founded journal, which
had come to.enjoy & major role and to exercise & decigiva in-
fluence in these years of crisis, le Censeur, of which we will
speak bélow,hburst forth above all with a great force and great
hardiness against that law, "as despotic in its base as it was

1iperasl in its form." ... It was not only that liberal journal,
-which was unique. for that epoch, which attacked the proposed 15_1\':.“"“‘L

Moderate royalist jourhéls such as the Journal de Paris.and.Journal

/
des Debats . attacked the law, but the brunt of the counter-attack

by the ultra-royalists was aimed at the Censeur, 'The Quotidienne

njescribed the liberals as Jacobins on half-pay, and compared

le Censeur to Marat's paper" L'Ami du Peuple,

E3, Ipid., p. 552.
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Dunoyef wished freedom of the press his "1ast .adieu.”
With the new.press law becoming effective in October, 1814, Comte

and Dunoyer .temporarily suspended publication of the Censeunr to

——— P t——

await the final.directives of the censorship and to resume public~
ation in a formet least under the censor's control, The first
- months of ~the Censeur were summarized by Hatin:

The. only journal of the epoch which was truly indep-
endent was le Censeur, which, for that reason precisely,
we have cited several times, and of which our readers
know alteady the gpirit and style. Le Censeur had been
created by two of those young men to whom the .imperial
despotism contradicted all their 1deas, revolted all
their sentiments, and who despite their patriotism,

nad seen in the day of March 31, the singal of unlv-
sal.diliverence., Admitted in the intimacy of the most
distinguished members of the liberal minority .0f the
Senate and the philosophic party, the Tracys, the
Lanjuinais!, the lLenoir-laroches, the Lambrechts!,

the Volneys, the Cabsnis', Comte and Dunoyer had imbibed
the horror of tyrammy, and it was to prevent its return
that they had taken up thelr pen. ... the ideas which,
in.its first numbers, le Censeur expressed and develop-
ed in a firm and grave tone, contrasted singularly

with the most part of the writings then currently
published, In summation, 1t was a support rather than

a danger to the constitutional government of June 4,

if that government would march directly along its .
path; but it would encounter in the new paper an in-
flexible censor everytime that it devisted.45

The new press law proposed by interior minister Montesquiou
became law on October 21, 1814; it provided for government author-
ization for newspapers and preliminary censorship for publications
of less than twenty sheets (feullles) eagh sheet containing
sixteen printed pages (or censorship of publications of less than

320 pages ). Comte and Dunoyér in an Avertissement to volume two

of the Censeur explained that in the twelfth issue of the first
volume of the Censeur they had announced their decision to with-

draew their publication from the arbitrary preliminary censorship

I Zurene Hatin, Eistoire politigue et littéraire de la presse gn
France, La presse moderne, 1789-1860, Volume Viir, (La presse
sous is Restauration), (Paris, 1859-61), Geneve, Slatkine
Reprints, 1967, pp. 49-52, 146, 71-75.

kg, Ibid., pp. 82-86. :
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of government agents. To this end, they planned to publish a volume
of more than 320 pages each month instead of the weekly {sBues of

three sheets or 48 pages in the first volume of the Censeur., But,

Comte and Dunoyer were informed by M. le director-géhé?ale de la
librairie that the Canseur was nevertheless a periodical which
could appear only with the authorization of the government. Comte
and Dunoyer decided to forego fixed periods of publication, such
as regularly appearing each month; in order to be not subject to
the press law and its censorshlp, the Censeur, starting withe
second volume, was published at irregular dates for the sake of
appearing not to be a periodical as defined by the government.

In the Avertiseement Comte and Dunoyer, made fun of the premises

of the censorship. "Although in the sense of the law," they said,
"such an authorization, it appears to us, is only for periodical
works of less than twenty sheets, we have offered to destroy by
a contrary declaration, the declaration we had made in the 12th
issue, But as ths papers which we sddressed to it were submitted
to the censors, they have refused to make it publiL»::.”LIr6
The government by royal ordinance placed the direction
of publishing.under the Chancellor, Dambray, and he declared, by
=3 decneé on October 28, thet newspapers published in Paris required
&uthbfization from the director-genersl of police while those in the
provinces required authorization from the director-general of publish-
ing (librairie).. These officials would masintain surveillance over the
newspapers they authorized and the authorization could be withdrawn
at any time, Dunoyer, in criticizling the ministry of the interior

for re-establishing the arbitrary and preliminary censo?hhip of

Bonapafte, felt that the system of authorization had a wider purpose,

46,..Censeur, II, 1ii; Collins, The government and the newspaper press,
ppo 3"']1.




He felt thaf;if,the minister of the interior was serious_about
prohibiting seditious or defamatory writings he would have pro-.
posed censorship and then permitted anyone to establish newspapers,
while not threatening, in addition to the censorship, to seize
the prop;rby of the owners of newspapers, Thus, Dunoyer concluded
that the purpose of the censorship to publish more widely the
“maximes of servitude," for which censorship was insufficlent.
The ministers desirsd that the newspapers speak at their will,
and the position of the newspapers was placed outside the law

by the ability of the government to abolish them at will, He.
felt that Montesquiou violated the concept of equality of French-
men by insertgng,the provision of royal authorization for news-
papers as some people would be accorded publication and others
excluded, Chaﬁcelior Dambray's decree seemed to him to viclate
the spirit snd substance of the Cherte because the king must

sct with the ministers, and not the ministers alone.u7

Duﬁoyer's ﬁh messieurs des Censeurs ministeriels"ua
noted that ths interior minister believed newspapers had an .
analogy to human beings, equating human majority to the age,
twenty-one,,and,newsﬁgper majority to the length, twenty-one
sheets. KHe described thencenseur gs ‘“completely minor in 1ts
gize, and too major perhaps in its relation of sentiments,”
and as "maturally inflexible." The original form, he sald, was
tmore slender. and its character more independent." Dunoyer in-
gigted that the very title of Censeur excluded any preliminary
censorship. Further, it would have been completely abéur&, he

felt, that it appear only with the permission of government

asgents when‘ihépbbjective was to expose the errors and aﬁﬁitrary

7. "De 1'arraté de M, de Chancellier de France de 28 octobre 1814
relatif sux journaux et certies ecrits periodigues,! Cengeur,
II, 281-88; Collins, op. cit., Pp. b-s5,

48, Censeur, II, 1.19,



actions of government officlals, "Although.ﬁe have not had long
relations with.the censors,* Dunoyer oéserved, *we have been able
to judge how sensitive they are to arrows directed agalinst the
ministers, and with what active and tender sollicitude they efface
all which is able to injure the so0 irritable vanity of our
excellencies."g9 | ‘
' The ‘censors had greatly criticized the issues of the
first voluma, of .the Censeur before they had the power of repress-
ion, With the new power, Dunoyer anything worthwhile could be
published by periodicals. Dunoyer noted that a passage from the
Mé%oires of.Fran%ois Eudeg de Mezeray (1610-83) had been_suppréss-
ed; he added: "the truths which had puliely opposed the despotic
reign of Louis XIV have not beﬁn able to obtain permission to be
republished under the free and paternal government of Louis XVIII."
In private conversation with the censors, Dunoyer was assured the
toleration of some opposition. But, in studying the corrections
that the censors made in his article, he concluded that the opposit-
ion permitted would be filled with courtesy, flattery or ministers
and reproaches for minor things while closing their eyes . to the
me jor arbltrery ections of the government. Dunoyer was interested
not in superficiazl appearances but in the content of the material
published. "It is not impossibﬁe that our tone contrasts often
with the violence of writings published in the interests of the
ministry and with its approval; and perhaps they have been ashamed
50

more than once at the reserve and at the moderation of our lenguage."

Collins observed.

The 1liberal Censeur evaded the press law by publis=hing
its numbers &t irreguler intervels and denying the title
Tperiodical.' Even so it showed no startling opposition

to the Government, Its editors, Comte and Dunoyer, had
accepted Louls XVIII as the best guarantee against milit-
ary despotism, and although they regretted his pretensions
to hereditary sovereignty they belleved that all classes
could f£ind satisfaction in constitutional monarchy. 51

14'9. Ibidc ] ppo 2"60
50. Ibid., pp. 5-8.




Dypoyer rejected any opposition in merely minor reproaches
as too divious.and too cautious. The Censeur undertook to speak the
truth in 1tsnéntirety which was what ites public demanded.. The most
important tbuth was that the ministers did not propose laws to

f
implement the Charte, and he insisted that he would quickly inform
his readersiéﬁbﬁld the ministry implement it. o

It is.true, sirs, that the Censeur in i1ts early numbers,

had yet fulfilled only half its task,.and that in the

middle. of numerous infractions of the charter that 1t
indicated, there was not cited a single ministerial

act. which had for its purpose to sustain our new. inst-

{tutions. But perhaps does one infer from this silence

that it hed neglected to make known what the ministers

had done to give our institutions strength and. stability?

We ask. not what good have the ministers done, that quest-

jon will be too general doubtless, But, have they acted

to.assure the execution of the charter? Which have those

of the charter's dispositions been rendered more certain

or.more complete by the particular laws proposed by them?52

Their.demands that the ministers implement the Charte
1ed the ministers' supporters to accuse Dunoyer and Comte of
being "enemies of the goverment - anti-royalists." Dunoyer expected
the next charge.to be pertisanship to the Emperor, "of wishing to
make'regreted_the'o&ious regime which has come to an end, to swear
arms to the malevolence of its partisans, of being Bonapartists."
Pro-government writers linked Comte and Dunoyer "with the nsmes of
men who are treated as seditious, as regicides, as Septemberists.”
nunoyer prcotested deing labelled a Jacobin through the accusgtion

of "wishing to establish the repﬁblic in the midst of the monarchy." -

He noted thst Comte and he had been "strangers absolutely to.all that
occured fbf{twenty years," The cause of liberty under the monerchy wes
thé true object.of the ministerial newspapers' attacks on the Censeur.
Defenders of.the, constitution were attacked as"Jacobins,.regicides,
Septemberists! since the beginning of the Restoration by the party
of men “who; after having absndoned France in 1792, because there was

in existence a constitution contrary to their privileges, do not wish

52, Censeur, II, 10-173, T
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in 1814 to recognize one whioch will not return to them the pre-

"o -

rogatives that they iost then, or the lands of which they then
were dispoiled,. and to which twenty-four years of miéery_and of
proscription have not been able to make them abandon their
absurd and arrogant .pr-etenéions."s3
The. royalist party was seeking its former position in
the state, "and. the prospect of giving s new congstitution to
France appeared.tc it a horrible crime; one can recall with what
violence it ,declaimed against the Senate, on the occasion that
theﬁprojectﬁofpthe constitution was published; one had seen then
with what deep discontent it received the Charter of June h,v
Theseéemigrég,‘the Vendeans" denied the right of the king to
create a contract between him and the nation in the constitution
because it changed the old laws and did not return the confiscated
feudal doméins.aThey viewed the Bestorétion as lost when the Charte
did not restore_the prerogatives that "distinguished them from the
rest éf Frenchmen. ! Dunoyer believed that adherence to the principles
of the Charte was essential and "the religious observation of which
alone is able to assure the hearlth of the country." Those seeking
to "prevent the progress of the counter-revolution" were accused by the
ministers?® supporters of "teaching revolutionary doctrines, of wishing
to deliver France to new disorders.! Those with & revolutioﬁary past
were attackéa for their current views supporting the Charﬁe.'
The very great fault of M. Meliee, of M. Carnot, is not
to.have wished to weaken the horror attached to certain
revolutionary excesses; their true crime was to have
denownced with energy the arbitrary acts of our ministers,
the ambitious, domineering, counter-revolutionary views
of .some men, of having exposed them to public reprimand, 5%
The role "Des Journaux"55 in modern political life was
important not only because of the need 6f the public for..informed
criticism but bhecause of the government's desire to control and

limit public opinion. The manipulation of the newspapers was
emphasized by bunoyer: |
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Ddéé;bne wish to render successful some arbitﬁagy:“
decree of which one doubts the result? The newspapers
prepare slavishly the spirits to pecure it, If .one.
has nesd to accredit some maxime ocontrary to received
jdeas the newspapers are charged to insinuate i} safe-
ly.and with care, With the newspapers well conducted,
the government is never able to do anything bad it
is unable éeven to have enemies,. 56 .
Dunoyer believed that newspapers tended to have a common position
‘on all matteprs goncerning government: "it 1ls this unity of spirit,
of design, Qf doctrine from which it is never permitted to deviate
on certain matters.! Diunoyer felt that the greatest unity among
the newspapers cccured under Bonaparte: "that they had never.
been more in_accord ro denote, extol, admire, libel, decry,.'
calumny accgrding to the fantases of its master." He concluded
that Bonaparte!s, government had hrought the strategic use of.
the newspaper to its height: M;m”
Thegsix hundred thousand bayonéts of the empeﬂa;uﬁére
es nothing for him, It was the newspapers which made -
hig.power; and he knew it so well that, in the .last
war, .when he was not more than forty leagues from ..
Paris, he did not allow a single number of the Moniteur
without having read it and corrected the proofs himself,
They. were not able to preserve his empire for him; but
what service had they not rendered to him? wWhat errors

sq.useful to his despotism had not been propagated?
What lmpostures, what cowardice had he not made them

sy ?57,
The nature Qf French newspapers were revealed by comparison of
what they had written under the Empire and what they wrote under
the new gbvernment. The Restoration found the newspapers.wiling to
do the government's bidding and to change their doctrines at.the
governmentts, direction. "On the 31st of March they still<pleaded
the cause of.the usurper; on the 1st of April they already sang
the return 6f4£ge legitimate government and the triumph of the |
good cause,:&hiah they had combatted exclusively to that day.“58

53. Ibid., pp. .13-16.
54, Ibid., pp. 15-19,

22 %ii"%. ’ pplljg-gl-zozo
. . P- F)
57. Tbid., p. 19%.
58, Ibld., p. 193.
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Dynoyer had found the latest pamphlet of M. d Montgaillard
on the press. provided a deep penetration of the political issues of
the Fréﬁch&ﬂevolutinn. Eis treatment of the divided opinion in
Restoration France added to the perspective which Dunoyer was
developing and which by the second Restroation would become for
Dunoyer & new interpretation of history. It is important.to
underscore that. Dunoyer singled'out"Moﬁtaillara‘s'insights on
the cohtemporary press as & clarification of concepts of power
and of classaé,defined by relationship to power. |

Wwhat difference has one not appreciated between .
the journalists of March 31 and the journalists .
of. April 1, 1814! Lately these men spoke against
the institutions anterior to 1789; they manifested.
a sincere hatred against any prejudice of birth;.
now.they proclaim these institutions and that pre-
judice is the chief-work of legislators, and the
sole gage of public happiness! Theyheld forth to
ug, . scarcely six months ago, on the perfectability
of the human spirit; they emphasized the enlighten-
ment of the eighteenth century, and today they . wish
to return us to the centuries of lgnorances, of .sup-
erstituon and of intollerance, to those fortunate
times when the people were flocks of sheep, where
‘the nobles wers the shepherds, where a monk disposed
of the crown of France, and where the French were
serfs.in body and in spirit.59

The Restoration's officisl journalists expressed "enthusiasm for
Ultramonteine. principles and the enlightenment of the Middle Ages.
It wes expected .that these journalists would demend the return
of a1l institutions and positions end offices established between
Charles Martel and Louis XVI, including replacing the new repre-
gsenative institutions with Phiiip the Fair's Esta%es General,
Duncyer's anlysis of the Restoration dgixin importan&
feature of the Cengseur starting with the secong volume. The

Quotidienne viewed 1itself as the dove of peace which returned

to the ark aftar the great flood bearing sn olive branch to

59, Ibid., pﬁ.,195-99. Jesn Gabriel lMaurice Roques, comte de Montgalillard
(1761-1841) had been confidential advisor of the comte de Provence
(later Louis XVIII), of Napoleon snd of Louis XVIII, In 1814 he
wrote, De 1la Restauration de la monarchie des Bourbons et du
retour & 1'ordre, '
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announce thq:regtoration of happiness to mankind. But, Dunoyer
found that the post-flood Restoration in Europe had not hrought
happiness to.'those who remainded of mankind from St. Petersburg
to Madrid, from.Lubeck to Rome." For him the purpose of the
Quotidienne was.something other than its claimed purpose: "One
is not slowﬁto'fécognize that this dove was a true butcher bird,
and that in place of bearing an olive branch, it held in its beck
a Tire brand_which it caused thoughtlessly and perhaps malicliously
to discard in.the ark at the great risk of putting it afire and
of burning it when the flame had not been put ovut." He felt that

the Quotidienne was as aware as sveryone else that the ministers

had 11ittle regard "for the new institutions that France had coms

to receive." The policy of the ministers was "to destroy the
guarantees that the new charter gave to the nation, to undo the
revolution plece by pieée, to reconstitute on its debris the

gothic edifice.of the o0ld monarchy, and to re-establish insensibly
the things in. effect where they wer found at I know not what epoque."60

The Quotidienne dug into the history of the revolution for

ammunition to.slander the principles it opposed, and Dunoyer noted
that "it had _recalled the abhored names of the Marats and the
Robespierres, and it has had the impudence to associate the opinions
of men who havs,&evoted themselves generously to the defense of our
laws, to that of those stupid and atrocious men." It described all
the horrors of .the revolution for whecih the highest principles had
been & pretext and pretended "to fear that the doctrines of the
defenders of the constitution which has its source in the same
character will be carried aﬁay one day by the same excesses,'
Dunoyer saiq‘yhgt they called forth the crimes due to migiqtgrpretu

ation of the laws as a reascn to violate the laws in the future.61

60. Censeur II, 212-~15,
61. Ibid., pp. 216-17,
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Duynoyer believed that the "ldeas of independence gnd liberty
which had caused the revolution and which the revolution had not a
1ittle contributed to propagate and to strengthen, despite the
horrible abuse.of it that had been made" had been the major obstacle
to the enslavement of the French by Napoleon, "Bonaparte, as.soon
as he had been_made Consul, announced that the revolution was
completed, It was difficult to begin with & more vain and ridiculous
act, and one.had already been able to recongize, in this first stroke,
the man who since then proclaimed such arrogant extravagances." Dunoyer
held that Baonaparte had concentrated on undermining the "ideas of
independence. and liberty which had ceused the revolution! especially
by discrediting.the writings of the eighteenth century philosophers
from whom the French had learned them, The newspaper edltors, in
Dunoyer's anlaysis, were a major force in this actlivity, and the
editors "who sing today so gallantly of the return of legitimate
princes, leggued. themselves with ardér then to found the_empire
of the usurper on the ruins of liberty and of pudblic morality."62

Dunoyer accused the Journsl des Dé%ats of playing the

strongest role in the "war of extermination during a dozen years

againet the philosophes, and especially against Voltaire." The

fall of the empire caused the Journal des pébats to give a respite

to its assauylt, . but Dunoyer noted that the campaign was in the
process of being revived which caused him to believe that .its
financial status. would not long be desperate. The Journsl) des Dégats,

with the largest circulation during the Restoration, was published

by the Bertin brothers, and was a regular receiplent og of govern-

ment monies:ﬁébﬁberning its war on the philosophes, Dunoyer said:

62. Ibid- ) pp- 226-280



One_knows what always has been the tactic of the Journal
des Débats, in its war against the philosophes, The editors
of this newspaper have made immense efforts of spirit to
change the course of our 1deas, to end our taste for the
books of philosophy and of gerious studies, and to carry
a1l our literary affections %o works of pure enjoyment.
Tt has established a sort of battls between the century
of besux arts and that of philosophy and it has declared
itself the champion of the first apainst the second, giv-
ing to writers of the reign of Louis XIV a noisy pre-
ference to those of the following reigns; wishing to
prove, in some way, the excellence of their principles
by the purity of their tacte and the perfection of their
style; putting such an orator, or such a poet of the
century of Louis XIV much above all the philosophers of
the eighteenth century, and appearing to make much of a
case for a verse of Racine or a phrase of Bossuet, than
of .the entire Encyclopedie.63 .

The Journal de Paris was found to be removed from the

excesses:;nto.which the other papers had fallen. It was sober

and did not_undertake diatribes against the imperial government,
attacks on Jacobins, or praise for Chouans and Vendeans, It did
not view the emigré§ as the perfect Frenchmen or the participants
in the revolution as brigands. "They had not at all found that
one_had a striking resemblence to Danton, Marat or Bobesplerre,
because one dared to defend the laws of this country. They had
not proclaimed the institutions of the thirteenth century as

the nec plus ultra of hﬁman wisdom.64

The Journal Génerel de France, which followed the

political thought of Royer-Collard, guizot and the Doctrinaires,
was found by Dunoyer to have sincerely constitutional principles.
It had changed from a mixture of articles and the role of comedian
to a more sericus treatment of material. According to Dunoyer,

it gave little esteem to emigré% and it considered it possible

for a gentleman not to be dishonored by remaining faithful to his

country and even by defending it In the ranks of the republican

63- Ibid-, P, 22?"30.
6k, Toid., rp. 239-40.
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army. Equally he was impressed by the editors severity toward the
office-holders who had made the transition from the imperial to
the Restoration regime under the motto "that one is unable to
betray an usurper, one can only abandon him." Dunoyer shared
their belief that treason even if it served a good cause was

not a proof of fidelity to country. In Dunoyer's:opinion.the

Journal Gendral de France carried material that was more.energ-
etic in criticism of the government and the royalists than the
Censeur dared to publish. But, some of the articles reflected

the influence of the ministry, espeéially the praise for the

most recent pamphlet of Chateaubriand. Dunoyar wondered that the
gbsence of good faith in Chateaubriand's claim of constitutional-
ism was not recognized., Chateaubriand, he felt, made much edo
over objections that were not important, and he glided over
objections to which it would have been very important that he

- responded, Dunoyer insisted that the constitutionnels had made

several observationg over the manner in which the Charte had been

~
octroyee, But, he was sure that Chateaubriand knew that the

ittt e e

friends of the constitution did not plead that "it was not liberal

enough.! Rather, they desired that it be observed with fidelity.

i
Dunoyer wondered why in the Journgl Géneral de France Chateaubriend

was not criticized for not responding to that issue. Dunoyer felt
that the failure to criticize Chateaubriand in that regard was as
revealing of the ministry’s intentions as the writings of Chateau-
briand themselves were ministerial. Chateaubriand was criticized
there only for having devoted the early chapters of his brochure
to a refutation of Carnot whose writings were viewed in the Journal

Général de France as an apology for regicide. Dunoyer ineisted in

response that "M. Carnot had not wished to make an apology for

regicide."65

65. Genseur, 111, 227-36,
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Dunoyer's opposition to khe king's issuing the. Charte by
personal decree in place of acceptling the constitution writtén by
the senate was paralleled by his opposition to the ministry's use
of ordinances in place of legislation passed by the chambers. The
1sw relative to freedom of the press, he noted, confirmed the ord-
inance of June 10 which had re-established the censorship. He felt
that the ministry's attitude was to issue ordinances and if they
raised opposition, then to have the chambers transform them into
laws and legitimatiZe arbitrary acts. The laws made by the ministry
had very few amendmenps by the chambers causing Dunoyer to wonder
whether the .chambers had very sweet dispositions or the ministers
had extreme wisdom. Me explained that the chambers were divided
intd bwo parts. One discussed and deliberated from various points
of view, and;oppOSed the ministry. The other declided in the same
way repeatédly and in obedience to the ministry. He found no evid-
ence of real debate among the deputies as the opposition speakers
rarely received an answer from the ministerial deputies. This
was very disturbing to Dunoyer since he considered representative
inétitutions, and the representatives, to be the ma jor part of the’
new constitutional system which was to preserve France from the
despotism which he felt had been dominant in France during most -
of the quarter century of the French Revolution. The attacks on
the Charte, on freedom of the press and representative government
streck at-the means by which public opinion exercised its political

_ dominance.
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The strong opposition to the desires of merufacturers and firanckers
to gain government priiileges indicated the adbility of Comte and Dunoyer
to drawﬁthe logical conclusions from the analysis of class conflict which
they derived from Montlosier's writings, But, it reflected also their
increased oommit&ent to the study of economics under the influence of
Jesn-Baptinte Sey end his writings. The introduction to the Censeur Burop-
gen does nod ddenk in terms of the editors' presenting 1deas very differ-
ent from those which were published in the Censeur. The style of the
journal had evolved. But, much of the evolution in the sﬁﬁLe end organ-
1zetionaof the articles had ocoured during the Censevr, once the more or
less wekkly peblication of the first volume of the Censeur had 1o be
tremeformed into indefinite publication. Comte and IDunoyer dld not
conslder the siﬁie of the Qepnseur that different fromthe Censeur Buropéen

gince they had:hoped to use the seized seventh volume of the first as

the initisl voiume of the second, They launched the Cengeur Européén

with three thousand copiles per volume in contrast to the forty=seven
hundred issues of +the Censeur. The shock of the contrast between the
rather free-wheeling situation of the first Restoration and the Fundred
Days had been fdllowed by the rigldity of the White Terror of the second
Restorestion. Events seemed.ﬁore settled gnd the public was more cautious
so that 41t was wise business practice to publish a more limlted production.
Hharles Comte seemed to feel that the adoption of the more "philosophique
approach had caused a reduction in populzatity compared with.the Censeur. ‘
During the press trials in ‘the summer of 1817, Comte sald: "In changing
elso the direction that we have followed, in order to take %he direction
which appeared to us ought to be the most useful for the public, 1t is
evident $.. that our work lost a greet part of the populexlity which bt

had hsed until then.. -e" f3

75. GCenseur ropeen,'v %517. Ephraim Harpaz, Mie Censeur Buropéen Histoir
d"un Journal Industrxa;iste, I* " Revue d'nistoire ecopcmique e% scci&&
XXXVII, 3, 354~55." .
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| Years later Chsrles Duroyer belleved that thereﬁﬁéd been & wide
difference between the views expressed in the Censeur when 11 was selzed
in the fall of 181% and in the Cenceur Xuropeen when 1t was begun in the
iall of 1816. He desoribed the impact of ﬁ@; Copstsnt'e view that industry

/ wag " the unique object of modern natlons," of Montlosier's historlcaly
" disocussion of the formation by industry of a mew class opposed to the

feudal class, and of Say's improvement oz the concepts of Adew 3uith,

on the production of pﬁysical goods by 1nﬁﬁstry, and the inference thet
industry is the major objective of sooiety. But, he did not belleve. thal
these writérs had a2 true oz f£ull grasp of the meaning of industry.

For the rest, 1f it is doubtful that these writers had apprecliated
the political consequences of their observations relatively to
industry, 1t is not thet these observations did not shed or politics
a new day dingulerly fevorable to its preogrese. Their writings, {ekl
‘into the hends of sevaral men who made this sclenoce thelr spetfal
study, csusing & revolution in thelr ideas. Such was notabkyy the
effact that they produced on the sauthors of the Genseur.
There writers had been forced by the repction of 1Gib 10 susperd
the course of +theiy publication. This violent iwiterruptdon of thelr
work, which had & duratior of more then e year, permltted them o
evemine at their leisure the Rirection that they hed followed until
then, They ssked thewselves i the libergl opposition, if ‘e
constitutional politics, had an object wkll determined; a=nd, wlthout
misunderstending the high degree of usefullness which the efforis
which some made to establish certain insiitutions can posslibly have,
they weroe obliged to confass to themselves thet in general they did
not ¥mow, that they had not asked themselves, where sociely ought o
he heading aud in view of what genersl object of activity Lt ought
40 be congitituted. : -
It wes easily visible kovever that this wes the first thing to nvw;
for institutiomssexmpeorly sble to bde good when they are well zdzpted
to the object of society; it i crear that to edapi them fo this cbiec”
14 was necessary to look for 4%, it was necessary % understend this.
They spplied thempelves then mt fiert to discover the eim towards whick
socizl activity ought to direct iimelf, or mether that aim which was
ixdicated by the writinges of which I heve mede mentlon. They did no%
gay with M. Benjamin Oongtant that industry was the object, and the
unigue object of modern nations: enough passions for domine tian. (nobke,
cleriecnl, mercantile) occupy the scene as yet, for one to be sble easil
to recognize in peoples that honorable disposition Yo prosper ornly by
eaceful work ané rogular exchanges. But what M. Bemjamin Constentt
estublésied in fzot, they possess in principle. Fhéy recognlzed, not
vwhat indugtry was, but what it ought to be, what 1t wes destimed to
pecome, thet 1t becomes more and more the eir of modern netions, and
that the mission of political writers ought to be at this time to
verify fuis aim aud Yo investipete how soclely is eple 1 atiain 1t
Such was also their object in the new work which they undertook,
undertithe title of the Jenseuy Buxcpeen, a very different producilon
- from that whick they had already published under the-simple- titie-of
Censeur, snd of an oPder infinitely more sclentific smd more elevatez.
7 1
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Vhatever the reason that Dunoyer wished 1o see s vast dlfference

between the Oengour and the Cengeur Buronéen, the difference does not

neex 50 evident ox elear-cui from this distance. Constant's commen tsmy
had been Auhdthhed before the Coansour was launched end was reflected

1m the articles in the Censeur. Doubtless, the Hundred Days caused

Inmoyer and Comte to look with a more clear and oriilecal eye at the writing

-

of Constent. But, that was reflected in the sixth and severth volumes
of the Censeur, Similarly, reviews of Montlosier's books had mppearod
in those volumes., So thet there was 1o great s dlstlretion drawm by

Durcyer when he ceoclared:

o
e mirdt of the Qenseur Burcoeen was to appreciate the part that 1t
exiracted for the progress of socisl ecience from the knowledze of

wnis fact, well atated by histowy, avd or which M. de Nontlosier
came to throw & light ®c new ené B0 liwely,’ihat, eince the mnené

romote times, and notebly since. Whetwellthycentury, the industrious
clesses have never cessed 10 Increase in nulber, in welath, iu Iknow-

ladzmz, iv &Lmmity, 4» Influence. It drew from 1t this evidertd

consedquence thet industry is the vitel principle of sccliefy, and 1t

ghowed that %o industry alone 1t epperiaine to conserve scelety,
thet 1% only L capsble of rendering soclely progperous, noral,
peaceful, etc.75

Althoush referpres was made to Jesn~DBep tiste Say's economicwwiiiin
ol A apai? 5 = e 5 e

3

agein in the sizth and seventh velumes of the Genseur thaet the works of

Sey received detailed zttention. Volume six contelined a review of Say's

recently published resulis of invesfisetive nisslon ¢ Englenc: D2

I'Mnpletorre d¢ dos Anglals (par Jesn-Bepligte Say, puteur de el b8
5 . 74 , .
a' gconomie politigue), End volume seven had Comie's review of the Trsl

¢! gcononmie politicue, ou Simple exposition de lg mzniere dovt se foxment,

se distribudnt et se consumuent les richesses; Lar Me Jo Be Seys €X=DEmLre

du Tribunstel®

alrepdy in the early issues of Hhe Cengeur in the suumer of {1814, it was

[a)
9

7he Dunoyer, "Neuice historique sur 1'incustrialisne,"gp. 176=-80, During ‘th

Hundred Dzys, Cernot spd Constant had worked to emphasize the rcle of

industry in societye Smile Le Galio, Les OenteJours, ppe 216-18¢
75 Duncyer, "Nctice," pp. 180-=81,
T6s Censour, TL, 161~76.
TT7e Genseur, VII, 45-=T77.




WOLUY D The exp:‘gbéibn‘ %f"‘i 'Eé:f'éé :iay'“ i tings’ ;,n,'*the faanl two volumes

ol o' ﬁhna chi o@ny g d

woam e A

Lrgf 'j{&?ﬂé'ﬁ sé}_&:m rt,hé reﬂ\t’l‘t *uf ﬂamte taig, mmo;gar meéﬁmg Say during

o‘C-

'..Jn.U.l.‘f.t i »uﬁ.s -

fc—rf ;‘. 1

A TR N

k‘hhé ﬁundr,é& “Bayy. I?is" ‘ﬂxz‘ﬁerest m"féti’am.““ﬁféir close d‘sﬂﬁciation, and

T 4»‘1‘ wti !‘ f“\

v;w’ L Xl ¢

fj.hally‘“'hhe haprigEec ’r»rcpmte 45 1813 w Sav's a%ughte&f.“CAdrimne.

S AT Ctv A D E UL Y00 TR :

"‘ " I{;is Bt th‘i:s’ epoquec“tha“‘l‘r MMs an'ba’ a.nd I}'.mp'y‘é*‘ enisoyn tered, 2% the home

LIV ,',,- LR FE R Sas ST :

of H. Gré"oira, ano‘fs‘rﬁ‘@’bﬁ.shop o:r :Blois, the ceiebrated economist

]lf‘

J’ean-Bap‘histe 'Say, ‘ivhv- appreoﬂ.ated them, v.ho &n&ésﬁgined *tnem at his Home,

L;!.-—i’du o

vl a:nd of ’w‘hich 'Lhe I‘elaﬂﬁh‘%ﬁip ‘became ‘Waeh ﬂ.ater ?:‘or 1* Oom-l;e the origin

ana 'th so;,rce af ’his goméstic 'ha,pniness."?g i!lmt noted 'hhw'b while he

: “U( S I3
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was a“c the unlvers.a.ty Imuoyer studiei 'the vorke of the eighteen th century
writers who had influenced the French Rovolution, especially Locke,’
Gondilliac, Debtu'ht de Tracy snd Bentham. Condille e's method was fundamental
for ithe work of Smy a8 well as Deswuit de Tracye. the discussions ol Comte
and Dunoyer during ‘the em;i.re of Benthan's wriiings were made possible by
the French translatlons oEE Sen them' s works, such as Pilsrre Etlennse Dumon t's
translation of the Manusl of Political Eeopomy in the Biblioc uheg;x,e
britennious (Geneva, 1797-98). Comie Destutt de Tracy is refered 0 by
Eignet as Dancyer's "venerable master," while Victor de Iracy was Dunoyer's
close friend. In his'economic s‘md:.es,’ﬂcs’m'tt de Tracy .had developed the
concept that the produckive people in scclely were the scholars, entrepreén-
curs mnd workmen, whille gevermment was ugproduc'tive, piterlle and W@Ls’cefu.l:’?’r
When Dunoyer Becalled the Influenge of Say's new edition in 1_81-’+ of
the f;xgjiﬁé;, he noted that "politicel econonmy only considered huma‘r:'- industry
in one S&rits applica"bions; in 4te applicstion tc the foxmation of meterial
weslth' but, in showing how physicel goods which we POBSORS are elvays the

frust of some useiul woklk, 1t leads 1o 4he reccgnition of how all the

¥5, "runcraiiles de M. Comloy Discours de L. BErenger ses 15 avril 1857,
metiut Royal de France. Aoadem*e royale des sclences norales et‘ .
pollilqugs, Paris, Pirymin Didot ¥ reres, 1837y Do 3o :
79, Mignet, Woharles Dunoyery Nodtlce .ee 3 nal 1577 " ?ouzpaAY z*oges
distoriques, Faris, lidier, 187 8, poe 243=45, 7@‘ ¥dgard Ailix,?j
e nethode et la canoeption de 1 écomomie po‘ﬂtique dans l'oeuvre:.
de demBe Sa¥, " Revue duhi“ﬂtlr des Bocirined econjgues et soelmles,:
IV (1511}, PPe 321=00; <&y _Wa Steln, Ihe ¢deologges, {heir theories
and Boliticg, New Yok, Columblia University Phe. De dissertation, 1952,
' LT .. DDae 1721--*90. . Ner h ,
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79. Bertier de Ssuvigny, The Bourbon Restoration, pp+ 34

P,

3"'510

2l

9o Destutt de Travy basing his thinking on Locke viewed property as

LY

& necessary, ineviiable and inallenable aspect of individual
.personalitys. Man was borm. a.property-owner bntetior. and superior
“to any Institutlion. Ownership of land arose from the mixture of
one's labor with the natural resourcqs. Thus, he found feudal land
control 2 negation of property ownerhhip. Feudal landholders
.gained ;the land- by déwee. conquest direcily or indirecily through
political pwwer, Jean Cruet noted of Destutt de Travy! Yridicism:
One bears for feudal landholders "a Buperstitutions love and-
réspects”" That is absurd. They are.only speculators and parasites,
and not eultivators." For Destutt de Tracy, sgriculture was a form
of industry (and not.a more productive or worthy underiaking as the

- Physisocrats held); - a farm was s mamufaotury. and a field was a tool,

<

But, the feudal rulers had expanded their control from landed industry
tp all iIndusiry and expanded thelr feudal dues into general taxation.
In contrast to the productive work of commerial, industrisl and fews

- agricultural workers, there was a séerile class.of parasites whose

political’ power ‘enabled them to live off the productive class. These
rarasltes were for Destutt de. Tracy the "wasps of ,the hive." .

Jean Cruet, Lg %h;logohle Morgle & Sociale de Destutt de Irscy,

PDe. TTs- 52=5 3 09=T0. . R S o B T

oo . P f - . - .- 5 v : : -
' - Vo Mg e s, T s e v . P I | -k Lo R Y N




voesible goods are the fruit of work, end 1t tends also 1o conslder

industry, thet 48 o0 sey ths union of all the useful profeseions, as the

only ain that ong is ablse reaaonahly 0 asslign to the metiviiy of soaiety?o
' Say became the most imporddn+t French sconomist during the Reatoration..

Sey ae editar of the Ideologue Dgogde and in his Trelte (1803) strengthenfd

the new influence of Adam Smith's economic concepts in s France where theseé
of the Pnysioérate had been dominant, Condorcet represented the beginning |
of & transindion fronm the exclusgive sgrarisnism of the Physiocrnts, but

his initidtives toward industrislisw remained limited. But, the impact

of the industrisl revolution in Prence (it had resmched the poini of
inaug%éation of stendardizetion of menufaciured elements by 178H) upon
Oonaoréct, had wore far resching resprocussicns on the thinking ol Say

and Destutt dé Travy. Hpwever, the frame of reference of Physiocratic
thinking remained significant. For -them, nqﬁ@fwl scelely existed Yefore

the siate. Natursel soeieﬁy Was abaaluﬁe, necessary snd permenent; the
gtate was relative, accidental and provisiorsal. The Physioccrats' ararchisnm
{ilooked foreward to *he disappearance of the siante. Condorcet skrorngly

articulated ‘this individualism and nis thought was sccorded nore gttention
| in ‘the G:é'cadé thext that of any othexr \rm:':i.'l'.tar«81

Say held that only man in a siate of advanced persounal we ’1wbking

could achieve ‘the nstural perfeciion of wnlon Kousseau spbke. Only where
the society 1s natural can na‘tural end soclal perfection be achieﬁed;
economic society for Say is naturaly but politicelsoclety is not'ﬁatural
gnd thus 14t inhibhtes man’s perfection. Ssy's Opﬁimimmend uatural;ém vere
funaamental 40 the economic thoucht which he inxroduced. His yremisegﬁwere

based on those of many of the Physiococats as well as on Roupseau.iThéx‘“k

Physioerats placed the sge of gold in the futmme in contrast %o Rousseau'7

Sheylunoyer, 'Notice historigue sue 1 inuustria;isme, vpse 17773 »
81. Joanna Iitohin, Ls Ddszde, pp. 110-35, 198, e
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they ;)oéi'&-édjéﬁ‘:ﬁ di#l&a'ﬁ?lih*'&fu:ali'éin“i Por 10T Yo Houssesu's
individusl neturslism p priori. e influence of Roussesu’s individuslism
elong with that of Adam Emith caused Say W negete the polstical mesng
which many ?hysioerats bad favored, The Individuelism of Say's thought
led him through economic naturalism to obviate the political system.

In putting aside the scceptance of a politicel system, which the Fhysio=
erats hoped to rationalize, Adam.Smith established his strong GiffEmence
from them. His contridution was rooted in n wtllitarian naturalism in which |
peopomic and soclal relations flourished in the asbsense of political

action, however rational the 1ntention.82

It was Eéon Ssmith'e optimism and naturalism that much of the debste
ocoured In England snd Franca folleflue the French Revolutlon. While
Thomas MaXthus and the Bnglish econonists oppoed the Prench Revolution
end the Industriel Révolution or sew them ac meikiylovevesawesessary,
Say and the French economists were favorable to these revolutions as

jwere Smith's English followers, Mackintoeh (the fiiemd of Constent),

' Paine and Godwiv.

Amongst these democrats who were opposed ‘to Burke, Mackintosh, Paine,
Godwin submitved so strongly to the influence of Swith that {they ended
by showing themsdlves ths Insufficiancy of the Declaration of Rights.
Xothing cstelies this wore thay <o sBee Hacklintosh subordinate netural
rights to utility, Peine sinmply jumtaposed the two doctrines, and
Godwin, Tinelly sensing the wecesszify of chosing, perfected the ldeas
of Paine in disassoclating goveimnent snd society, in showing that,
far from relazing itae zoclal bond, the sbolition of government binds
1t tightere «ee Goodwin in ascord with the wradition of wtilitarisn
naturelisw of Smith, had sacrifleed politics to economics. It wae
economles thet the artificial uitiiitarianism of Benthan sacrificed

0 POLLTICEa sea

ser L5 Lt not Adem Smith's optimistic utlliterianiem thet J.-B. Say
begine anew? In such a mamer that definitely will his peolitical
ecorony be founded aclually less agalirngt Godwin thon agalnst Bentham,
legs against the u¥iliterien rationsllism of Benthem then ageivst the
ressinistic utilitarlan neturelism of Malthus and Ricardo?S3

82, Zrpest Yeilnac, L'Qseuvre ecopomique de Jesn=Bantiste Spv, Peris,
Tilbraxie Felix tlcan, 1947y Dbs 170, 64, 193. Lester-ﬁ%ﬁcrocker,
Yature snd Cuidure, Rthical Thoueht in the Preven Bnplishtenment,
Beliimore, The Hohms Hopkine Press, 1065, PDe 47, L4haif, 432405,
219~325; Crocker, Rousgeeubs Social Contredts An Interpreistlve Essay,
Cleveland, Press of Casd Webtern Reserve Upiversity, 1065, passim;
Marlic Ednaudi, [The Physiccratic Docdrine of Judleldal Control, Cambridge,
Harvard Unlversity Press, 1956, passim; Roneld L. Heek, The Economics
of Physiocracy, Cambtidge, Harvard University Press, 19635, DPe 515=15,
ZR22=23, ) _ over
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Weiss, "Adam Smith end the philosophy of anti-history,"
White, fhe uses of history, pp..15=3f.
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Tn corrset to the Physiocrats, for many of whom, tae model was

[ oninese agrarisn despotism, for Say, Americe wes the model of the young,
' fresh, sctive, unrefined socliety whose indugtrialismeand anarchism would
contribute to humen perfectlone Say sald in his Tralte (1803, I, 393)

Here we indiont e the point of pontact between politioal economy
and pure politics. Everyone is convirced that the samcrifices ithat
the state of soclety imposes on us are especlally the least where the
covernment 15 beetesess It which comudry 15 one best governmed, that
is to say least governed at the cuaeapesi coet thar iv the United Stg:eeﬁ

Dunoyer's interest in the United States, his comments upon Americen affairs,

and his placing of articles, especlally apout Frenklin, In his jJournals,

reTlectod the insérest of the Ideologues snd particulerly of Say in the
m. Say published much of Prenklin's works in Rhe Dehpde; for Say,
a8 Tor many French radicels, Rousseau was aga_‘iﬁ;ciatad vith Franklin and
Jeffersons Say corresponded with Jefferson, ss did Destutt de Tracy, \

go thet one might say that they snd Ihelr followers esiablished ir Frandl‘e.‘__

|
N N

s Joffersonian image of Ameriocs. Dunoyer especlally was an herr to that
Jeffersonien image; according to Koenrsaed We Swar-t:

pyior to the Revahution of 1830 the American dream slso sppkaked

it meny republicens and liberals, some of whom like Charles Dunoyer -

and Chatesubriend looked to the United Stales as the country that

would iake over the leadership of Waetérn civilization from an old

end decaying BEurspea.’ 85

Robert Pulton represented an ideal Awerican in Poris with his book
on improvement of canal navigation, which Say reviewed, snd his successiul
steamship saling on the Seire, reflecting the development of industrialisatt
ion. The attitude toward industrializaﬁiw was 2 crucial test for economls:
Smith's positive cconomic attitade towerd Indusiry distinguished him from

the Physiocrats, but from Malthus snd his successors in #gland &s well.

83. Teilhac' Sa 5 2De 231-33'

84, Ibide, Do« 176

85efDurand Foheverriam, Mirsege in the West, 4 Hieloxry of the FPrench Image
‘of Ameriosn Speclely to 5, Princeton, New Jersey, rrinceéton Unlversit

Press, 1957y DPs 275, 216, 22224, 2323 Kitchin, Lg Déadde, DDe 194=05,

Tawrence Se Taplan, defferson gnd Irance, gn essay on poilitles and

Jpoliticel idens, New Havem, Yale Uriverzity Press, 1967, passim.,

Koenradd W. Swart, The Sense of Decadence in hinedeenth century ¥rance,
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Just as Malthus' writings were a response to Smlth, through Godwln,
say's industriplisme was a re-affirmetion of Smith and Godwin. "If

from the Wemlth of Netlons, the Dyeitd of Say derived in one part only
 his germs of industrislism, he derived in snother part only the single
optinistic branch of his utilitarian naturslism; and he made this double

part coincide. If he industrislized nature, he neturalized industiry." The
application of indusirialization in absolute freedon would resul+ 1nlgen erfal:
well=beinge The Decade saw an indefinitely incressing prosperity due o e
sgonomicfreedom or capltalism, and to the use of machlnery applying riew
technology end scientific discoverles. For Bay, the fecility of amsuilul-
ating capital, in a society free of privilege, was oneecf the causes of
tndefinite humen perfectabllity. Say credited his friend the abbe Henri

{/ Gregoire, the founder of the Conservatoire des Arts et Hé"'bier, with

; recogiizing the solution of human progress which méchfmery wag providinge.

| Enpemgaion the Tribunate in 1803 for publishing the Iraf té and refusing
o accept a2 buresucratic posltion, Say undertook to apply the recent devel~
- opmeibts in machinei'y to industriazl production. He established & cotton
spica:cy tthich ever tually employed almost ﬁo@gil}mldred personse "Je=Be

Say was intimetely involved in the emergence of large scele indﬁstry.

He vas, in offoct, omg of the most remarkable types of these menufacturers

]

of the Consulate snd of the Buprie, of those Lirst grest entreprensurs who

24

sought % plece ing'operation the new tecimologleal processes," When he sold
his business a decade later am the E‘Lﬂpi’:e ves ending, Say E,eé.ezfﬁered the

ip tellectusl 11Pfoof Paris with a complete knowledge of the role end the
effects of industrielization on modern mociety. When the mecend @ditlon

of the Tealte was publisched in 1814, the materiel conditions as well as the

~

] &) i:‘B
iv tellecdvel conditions were ready for indusitrielismes: °

T8, Litchin, ia Decade, DD 10700y 154=<0j L6LLINEC, SBY, PPe 102, 112=20,
137, 228, TEu® since 1789 industry had tripled. The Censeur Europeen
pand Saint=Simon riumphed. I Btendhal remained curiously hostile To
industrislism, Benjamin Constatzt in 1818, and espeeclally in 1829,

allowed hinself o spproach it probably under the Influence of the
success 0f Je=Bs Saye' Ibidey Do 220,
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Among the important coxtributions of Sey e industrlalisme were
goncepte of property and of the state, In the second edition (1814) of
the __{fg_r_aééé Say held ‘that the property of ruptriel facultles aré of
cppitel were sobuwoluts righis, while clalmp W lerd m-ianersh:‘-.p hsed to be
clogely exanmineds Industrlsel grprlties were a part of a person end capital
was the result of work or sevings in the pasyy but contrsl ofer lended
propexrty had only e single origin - spoilaticii. de hed grave doubts
thet iand hzd been legltivetely transfered frow the time thet the first
legitimate owser hed brought it under culTiratione Say!s hayconious
ond¢ optimistic reiurelisn found soclety and civilizedion to be b
neturel stiugtion for mar md indupkey e te B logicsl conciusioer from
thate lowaver, society and the siste wers o very Ciflereni, even
conslicting eutities. Day inslsted that 1% war proper Mo relize the

'

question of imowing &% a noclety is sble To AﬂSuev%*uoum governman "

He fovna ‘the't guarehy Was & vegonuble bosis Lfor soclelty and wivilizatlion
and that govemumen iy ot besd, vas sh sacilGer sal existence, not s necessary
mebbtution. From Say's concept was derived unover's "nihilisme gouverne=
mendel.” "Ths idsa that goverament must be worked upon o give Lis

dissppeerance is fouad expressed ln o oenmemrlc nenner in the Genseur."BT
334

.

feilhae had noied thed Yihe industriclist ldeo passed in tum to
the (engeur and ito its edliera: Shexles Comte, Dureyer and fugustin
M eryy, v ordsr to fouch in the end Yo Szint-Slmor and to Karl Marx."

Teilhec fourd the Jeugeur i ?*royegp' presenvation ol iae historicel

development 02 the confliet hetween ‘the producsrs, the ladusirislists,

&ad the exploiters an fxportent stage Im rilnedesnth eentury thoughts

ke
<

%e if the reletionzhlp 81 the economic liberelism of J.-D. Say

a4 Yhe political liberallsm of the Qgnseur is tighv, 1% dies not

ver “ess one d*flerance; The sole criticisn that Dujgyer addressed
hig mastex 13 of not heving sl tuet his Goetrine was in itsel?®

gystem of ppiitical ihcurlz and of heving reduced the gystem of

1

clivical 1hought 6% mers gonsti Vhtlﬂngl forme. 36

3’8%

b=f m



Jqoyer indéed believed thet he had cerrisd to fulfillment Say's
concepts of Induptriellsme. Having exemined how the useful focilitles

»

pervailel ln soclety by e rerdering of services 10 oonsumers g, Lunoyer
cnetucet that "the orly flemend that the privete prefesslons could make
of induetricl pelitios is thet they be preserved frow ell in terference,"

For the Seneowy Bursneon, Tunorysr ineleted sbsolv 1tely free end unlimited

¢

fcrmn&¢LL1cn Lad o be prplief, I% wouls not ceitiowlsd ¢gge inel ens industry,
1

| the Industry sroducing security, oouls egetne the o dircotor over
the other Industriss, Whet wew veelsd 0f szovernmant walle it exlsoted wes
to Lree people from 1ts controls, As on industry, somvetlag among other
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