
ConversationandDebate

TransformationofSociabilityinLateEighteenth-CenturyFrance-

ShigekiTOMINAGA

Inthe1830s ,hislateryears うPierre-Louis Roedereractivelyworkedlike

manyothersonthesociabilityoftheOldRegimeFrance: “asocietyofthe
elitewhichgrew うin themidstofthecapital ,withthecomingofthesevenｭ
teenthcentury.Itunitedthetwosexesbynewconnectionsandnewaffecｭ
tions;itmixeddistinguishedmenfromthecourtandfromthecity うpersons

fromtheworldofpolitesocietyandmenofletters;[...]itreformedandenｭ

richedlanguage ぅprepared thedevelopmentofanewliterature うand elevated

themind."1 Inadditiontohisgreatknowledgeofsalonsinlateeighteenth

century ぅwhich heprobablyobtainedthroughAndreMorellet うRoederer had

acareerasanewaristocratoftheEmpire うwhich wasatimewhenmany
FrenchbegantofeelnostalgiaforthepolitesocietybeforetheRevolution.

Yet ヲif thispassagefromRoedererretainsourattentionmorethansimilar

statementsbyotherauthorswritingaboutthissamesubject うit isbecause

weknowthathewasfirstandforemostanactiverevolutionaryparticularly

interestedinproblemsofpublicopinionandofpoliticalassociations.
Roederer うwho inthiswasexceptionalinthenineteenthcenturyasTocｭ

queville うinsists onacertaincontinuitybetweentheOldRegimeandthe
Revolution. Accordingtohim うthe latterwasversedintheideasandthe

moresoftheeighteenthcenturyandtheseweregraduallyextendedthrough

thepublicopinionmainlyasaresultofconversationandfreespeechinthe
salonsheldbynobleorbourgeoisfamiliessincetheprecedentcentury.2Asis

oftensaid うthe FrenchRevolutionwasinasenseaconsequenceoftheEnlightｭ

enment.HerewemayevenseeananticipationoftheargumentbyHabermas

1 MemoirepourservirIiI'histoiredeIαsociete polieenFn αnce (Paris う1835) ， pp.5-6.

Alltranslationsaremyown ,exceptotherwiseindicated.
2 L'EspritdeIαRevolution de1789(Paris , 1831) ,pp.4and24-25.
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onthepublicspace.Butunlikethisoptimisticmodernphilosopher , Roede苧

reralsofindsanobviousdiscontinuitywiththeEnlightenment.According

tohim ,theRevolutiondidnotinheritfromtheOldRegimethepublicspace
whichhadbeenavehiclefortherevolutionaryideas うand ittriedinvainto
reconstructit.AftertheexperienceoftheTerrorandtheThermidor うRoede­

rerhadtoclaiminapamphletthat “theparticularsocieties"suchasclubs
andpopularsocieties うwhere debatesseemedtoreplacetheconversationsof

salonsasameanstonourishpublicopinions うturned into “aseriousdisease
oftheRepublic"and うin hismind うthe publicopinionshouldbeformedby
waysotherthanpoliticalassociations.3

ItishisbitterexperiencethroughtheRevolution , ratherthanamere
yearningforthelostworld うthat ledRoederertoadmirethepolitesociety

oftheOldRegime. Ifheinsistsontheroleofthesalonsinguidingthe
Revolution うhe alsoremindsusthattheywererejectedbytheveryrevolution

theyprepared.Weneedtoread ,inhislaterwork うhis embarrassmentatthe

sightofthisstrangeconjunctionofcontinuityandrupture.Suchcoexistence
ofwhatseemsatfirstincompatibleconstitutesagreatenigmaoftheFrench

Revolutionitself. Itisclearthatatanyrateacertaintypeofsociability
cametoanendhereandanothersufferedasetback , or , atleast ,itisclear
thattheformofsociabilitychangedatthemomentoftheRevolution.How

wasthischangebroughtabout?Inordertoanswerthisquestion ぅI would

liketocomparetwokindsofpublicspace うthe conversationinthesalonson

onehandandthedebateinclubsorpopularsocietiesontheother.Both

oftheseseemtoplayasimilarroleinformingopinion うbut うas weshallsee ,
theyaresodifferentintheirwayofcommunicatingthatRoederercouldnot

butfindbetweenthemruptureaswellascontinuity.Thiscomparisonwill
shedlightnotonlyonthetransformationofthesociabilityinthelatterhalf

ofthecentury , butalsoonquestionofthepossibilityofcommunicationin
themodernpoliticalculture.

3 Dessocietespαrticuliere ふ たlies queclubs, reunionsetc. (Paris ,anVII) ぅp. 18;seealso

hisDeIα mαijorite nαtion αIe ， deIα mαniere dontelleseforme , etdesmoyens αuxquels

onpeutIαreconn αitre ， outheoriedel'opinionpωlique (Paris ぅ1797). ForRoederer's

ideaonthepublicopinion ぅsee LucienJaume , Eel問 αu libemlisme(Paris: KIME う

1990) ,especiallychap.III.

52



CONVERSATIONANDDEBATE

1.Thenightmareofdebate

Theattempttoestablishanewtypeofpublicspaceforcitizensinthe

midstoftheFrenchRevolutionencounteredenoughobstaclestobefinally

abandonedinspiteoftheimportantrolewhichitshouldhaveplayedin

regeneratingthenation.Thisfailureisdecisiveintwooreventhreeways.

AttheendofSeptember1791 う cl ubs andpopularsocieties ぅmodern poｭ

liticalassociations うamong whichtheJacobinsClubinPariswasknownas

themostactive うwere deniedlegalexistence うor atleastforbiddenfromparｭ
ticipatinginmanypoliticalactivitiesbyadecreeproposedbyLeChapelier ,
thesamedeputywho ぅthree monthsbefore うhad passedanotherbillprohibitｭ
ingthelaborsunions. Needlesstosay , thismeasurereflectedtheconflict
whichthenbecameclearbetweentwopoliticalfactions うthe Jacobinsand

Feuillants(ofwhichLeChapelierwasoneofthespokesmen).Butatthat

time ,itwasconceivedmainlyasameansofrealizingoneofthefundamental
ideascommonlysharedbyrevolutionariesconcerningthenewnationalreｭ

presentativesystem.FortheFrenchNation ぅregenerated afterlongyearsof

theabsolutemonarchy うthe lawwastobeconsiderednolongerastheresult

ofthemonarch うs arbitrarywillbutas"theexpressionofthegeneralwill"

(DeclarationoftheRightsofMαn αnd Citize 肌 articl e 6).Thereforethetask

entrustedtotheNationalAssemblyisthatofrepresentingthewholenation

andtomakethelawsthroughtheirdebates. Inconsequence う delib eration

(politicaldebate)withinpopularsocieties ぅalong withcollectivepetitionand

βliαtion (affiliationwithothersocieties) ぅit wasargued うmust beforbidden
asanunlawfulappropriationoftheauthorityoftheAssembly.Fortheword
“deli berat ionう う meant う according toLeChapelierandhiscolleagues うdebates

aboutthelawstobecomposed.4

ShortlybeforeLeChapelierproposedhisdecree うJacques-Pierre Brissot
hadmadeastatementうat theJacobinsClubindefenseoftheexistenceof

politicalassociations:"They[LeChapelierandhiscolleagues]claimthat ぅIn

arepresentativeregime うonly therepresentativeorganizationcandeliberate

overthelaws.~ Yes ぅif weunderstandthiswordtorefertothecomposition

ofthelaw.[...]Butisitinthissensethatthepatrioticsocietiesintendto

deliberate?Thesesocietieslimitthemselvestoemittingnotalawぅbut their

4 Archivespαdementαires ， vol.31 ,p.617.Forthedetailsofthislaw ぅsee ShigekiTomiｭ

naga , “L'impossiblegroupementintermediaire:ete-automne1791 ," Zinbun:Ann αis

oftheInstituteforRese αrch inHum αnities う 28 (Kyoto , 1993) ぅpp.1-22.
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ownopiniononthelaw;andcertainlyitistheirrighttodoSO."5Preliminary

debatesonlawsbothbyindependentcitizensandbydeputiescannotbe

identifiedwithdiscussiontomakelawsintheNationalAssembly.Further

more , suchdebatesareallthemoreimportantbecauseitisthroughthem
thatpublicopinionisformedordiscoveredbeforeitistransmittedtothe
legislativeassemblyandtransformedintothegeneralwill ,hencelaws.This
wasinfactoneofthegoalsoftheJacobinsClubatitsorigin(“T he object
oftheSocietyoffriendsoftheconstitutionis:10 todiscussinadvancethe

questionswhichmustbedecidedintheNationalAssembly[.卜.υ…. .. ] 'υ.. ] 'う" ).う

Itwa筋s fromthesameviewpointt出ha抗t i凶n MayFran<;伊ois Buzotobjected
tωoLe Cαhapelie 釘r whohadproposedye叫t anotherdecreethistimeprohibiting

collectivepetitionsbypopularsocieties. “Isolatedvowsformedbyobscure
citizenswillbedespised ぅ " saidhe. “If thegeneralvowisinsteadexpressed
bycorporations , bycities[…]bysocietiesofcitizens , thelegislativebody
andtheking ,whosedutyistoconsultpublicopinion ,cannotbuttakeinto
considerationtheseimposingpetitions."7 ForBuzotaswellasforBrissot

popularsocietieswerethematrixofpublicopinionasthesalonshadbeen

duringtheOldRegime.Itcanbesaidthatbothofthem うfuture Girondins う

wellunderstoodtheintermediaryroleofpoliticalassociation ヲwhich うas was
tobepointedout40yearslaterbytheprecursorofthemodernpolitical

sociology ぅAlexis deTocqueville うis thetransmissionoftheopinionsvoicedby

powerlessindividualstowardslargersocialgroupsandfinallytotheentire
societyitself.8

Misunderstandingヲor rejectingthisclaiminfavorofdebateandpetition

bysecondarygroups ヲLe ChapelierhadansweredtoBuzotinadvanceby
drawingaverynegativeimageofpublicspace: “Asthestreetsandtheparks
[lωplαces pωliques] arecommonproperty ぅthey thereforebelongtonoone ぅ

butbelongtoall[themembersofthenation].Itisnotonthestreetcorner
thateducationisacquired.Educationoccursinquietgatheringswherepeople

discusswithoutdeliberatingandenlighteneachotherwithoutpassionand

withoutapartisanspirit;educationisachievedthroughbooks うand lastlyby

5 Discourssurl'utilitedessocietespαtriotiques etpopulaires , surlanecessitedeles
mα intenir etdelesmultiplierpαr-tout (Paris , 1791) ,p.4

6 “R色glement delasocietedesamisdelaconstitution ," inF.-A.Aulard ぅLαS 何iete des
Jα cob ins (Paris ぅ1889) ， vol.1,p.xxx.
7 Archivespαrlement αwes ， vol.25 ,p.690.
8 DemocmcyinAmeric α， trans.H.Reeve(NewYork:SchockenBooks ぅ1961) ， vol.2,
p.129.

54



CONVERSATIONANDDEBATE

lawsdictatedbyahealthyphilosophy."9 Itissignificantthat うover andabove
theexistenceandactivitiesofthepoliticalassociation , whatLeChapelier
deniedtocitizenswastherighttoencountersandcommunicationinpublic
space. If, asPhilippeMeyerexplainsfollowingPhilippeAri おうthe decline
ofsociabilityintheopenspaceoftownshadalreadybeenunderwaysince
theseventeenthcentury ,lOthegeneraltendencyamongdeputiesoftheearly
revolutionaryAssemblytoencouragecompletenationalintegrationmadeit
difficultforthemtoadmitanyparticularformsofcivilsociability. Even
ifcitizenswereallowedtogatherinopenspaces うthey couldnotdeliberate
there うbut onlydiscussquietlyand“wit hout passion."
Inrelationwithwhatwillbearguedlater ヲwe mustalsoturnouratｭ
tentionto “books"whichLeChapelierrecommendsasordinarymeansof
communication. Insupportofthatconceptionoftheroleofbooks , one
deputypraisedtheprintingpressforitsuseindevelopingpublicopinion
everywhereinFrance , sayingthat“in acountrywhichisasdenselypopuｭ
latedasFrance,andwhereitisdi 伍cult toaddthesumofindividualvows
whateverrelationtheymayentertaintothemajorityofthenation ,itisclear
thatagoodbook[…]propagatesmoreknowledge ぅsays betterwhatthepubｭ
licwishes ぅand consequentlydeterminesadministratorsandlegislatorswho
mustnotignorepublicopinion うmore powerfullythancanapetitionwith
asignaturebyanynumberofcitizens."11 Asamatteroffact , LeChapeｭ
lierandhiscolleaguesweresimplyrepeatingaratherwidelydiffusedideaat
thattime.AccordingtoKant ,forexample ヲ “the publicuseofreason"canbe
representedbythe 自gure of“ α man oflearningaddressingtheentirereading
public."12

InFrance うit wasCondorcetwho ,onvariousoccasions うem phasizedthe
usefulnessofprintingmaterialsasimportanttoolsforformingpublicopinion.
Accordingtohim ,thismediumisusefulfirstinspreadingtherangeofthe
publicopinion: “theartofprintinghascirculatedit[knowledge]overalarge
areaandguaranteeditsduration ， 'うhe says.Butreadingprintedmattersis
allthemoreeffectiveinexaminingandjustifyingpublicopinionbecauseit
enables“a coolandsevereexaminationwhereonlyreasonshouldbelistened

9 Archivespαdement αires ， vol.25,p.681.
10 L'En}αnt etlα Tαison d タ'Etαt (Pairs:Seuil , 1977) ,pp.10-12.
11 Archivespαrlementaires ， vol.25 ,p.689.
12 “An AnswertotheQuestion:'WhatisEnlightenment?' ," inKαnt 泊Politic αl Writings ,
ed.HansReiss ,trans.H.B.Nisbet(Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress , 1970) ,
p.55.Italicintheoriginaltext.
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toandpreventstheirruptionofenthusiasm." PrintingisforCondorcet

an “art ofconservingthehumanreason"andwhenitcansuccessfullypass
thisexaminationbyreason , publicopinionsaysthetruthaboutwhatitis
calledupontodeliberate. Incontrastwithreading , oralcommunication
leadsmentotheerrorsundertheinfluenceofpassionswhicharecontrary

toreason. Moderneducationmustthereforeallotmoretimeforreading

andwritingthantoeloquenceaswastypicallythecaseintheGreekor
RomanAntiquity.13 Condorcetthusseemstocompletelyeliminatedebate

frompublicspaceandreplaceitwithprintedbooks.LeChapelierandhis

colleaguesprobablysharedtheseviewpointswhentheyrecommendedwriting

andreadinginordertoabolishpoliticalassociations.

Clubsandsocieties ,farfromlosingtheirpoliticalinfluenceatthatmoｭ
ment うmanaged tosurvivetheattackandevengainedmorepowerthanbeｭ

fore , asisshownbytheJacobinsClub'saccessiontopoweroneyearafter
theadoptionofLeChapelier'sdecrees. However ぅas thepoliticalsituation
becameharder ぅrevolutionary clubsgraduallybegantometamorphoseinto

noisy , aggressivegatheringwhereinfinitelyrepeatedinvectivesandpurges
replacedcalmandrationaldebates.What うmoreover ぅwas fatalforthesesoｭ

cietieswasthatevenamongtheiractiveleadersveryfewunderstoodtheir
socialandpoliticalsignificanceassecondarygroups. WhenLeChapelier

attackedthesocietiespointingoutthatmemberswereslanderingandabusｭ

ingestablishedauthorities , aswellastheindividualcitizenswhoappeared
toopposethem ,Robespierrelaunchedacounter-offensiveonlywiththefolｭ
lowingironicreply: “Isitthensuchagreatmisfortunethat ヲin ourcurrent

situation うpublic opinionandthepublicspiritdevelopattheexpenseofthe

reputationofsomemenwho ぅafter havingseemedtoservetheircountry う

wentontobetrayitallthemoreaudaciously!"14Thoughhedidsucceedin

preserving ,forawhileatleast うthe influenceoftheJacobinsClub ,itturned
outthatRobespierreviewedhisclubasaninstrumenttoaccusehispolitical
opponentsandtopurgethem.

AftertheproclamationoftheRepublicinSeptember1792,Brissothimｭ
selfwhowasthenaccusedandexcludedfromtheJacobinsClub , finally
acknowledgedthetransformationanddegradationoftheclubheenthusias-

13 “Vie deTurgot [1786]," in (E u抑'es completes. (Paris , 1847 , hereafterabbreviated
asO.C.) , vol.5, p.14; “Rapport etprojetdedecretsurl'organisation g白lera1e

del'instructionpublique [1792]," inO.C. ヲvo l. 7, p.475; “Discours dereceptiona
l'Academiefra 同aise [1782]," inO.C.,vol.1,p.393.

14 臼ωres deM，αximilien Robespierre(Paris:P.D.F , 1952) ,vol.7,p.748.
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ticallydefendedoneyearearlier.Hisownresponsetotheaccusationshows
ushowimpossiblecalmdebatehadbecameinthefaceoftheexaltationof

partisanspirit;theClubofParisisnow “a perpetualtheaterofdeceitful
denunciation ヲa centeroffermentation , anarenawheregladiatorswearing
themaskofpatriotismteareachotherapart ," aplace“where freedomof
speechisproscribed"andwhere“a smallbutboisterousminorityenchains
asoundbutweakmajority."15 ThroughthescenespresentedbyBrissot うwe

canseeanescalationofreciprocalviolencecausedbythemimeticrivalryina
Girardiansense ,16 andafterseveraltumultuousmonths うhe andhiscomrades

(includingBuzot)werefinallyputtodeath. Itseemsthatviolentdenunｭ
ciationhadbecomeawayoflifeforthesesocieties.Intheend , afterthe
RevolutionarygovernmentwasestablishedinOctober1793 ヲit wastheclub

membersthemselveswhorejectedtheiroriginalmission.Itwasdenounced
byJacobinsleaderssuchasSaint-Justwhowerethenattheheightoftheir

power うand debateanddiscussionwerefinallyreplacedbyacentralizedsysｭ
temofcontrolexercisedbythegovernment.Paradoxically ぅthe groupswhich

hadalwayssustainedtheextensionofpopularsovereigntyceasedtobea

forumfordemocraticdebatesattheverymomenttheirpowerreachedits

peak.AfterThermidor うwhen Jacobinsleaderslosttheirinfluenceandwere

executed うthe Constitutionof1795designatedpopularsocietiesasobjectsof

thelegalprohibition(articles360-362).Thusthefirstattempttointroducea
publicspaceofdeliberationintomodernFrenchpoliticalculturefailed ,both
fromtheoutsideandfromtheinside.

2.Thepleasureofconversation

Incontrastwiththedi 伍cult developmentofpublicspacethroughpolitｭ

icalassociationduringtherevolutionaryperiod うthere wasinOldRegimea

differentkindofspacewhichguaranteed うor atleastwasbelievedtoguarｭ
antee , existenceofpublicopinion:salons. Thesewereheldbynobleand
bourgeoisfamiliesforpersonstogatherregularlyandtoexchangeideasinｭ
formallyinaharmonioussetting.Asthenotionandimportanceofpublic

15 Surlαsociete desJαco b insaPαris (Paris , 1792) ,pp.30and34.
16 ReneGirard , Violence αnd theSαC陀d ， trans. P.Gregory(Baltimore: TheJohns

HopkinsUniversityPress ぅ1977). Asfortheescalationofviole 配e inthepopular

societies , seeShigekiTominaga , “VoiceandSilenceinthePublicSpace:theFrench
RevolutionandtheProblemofSecondaryGroups ， 'う Cαhier d'epistemologie , no.9607

(Montr 句1 ， 1996) ,pp.3-22.
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opinionbecamemoreandmoreprevalentthroughouttheeighteenthcentury ,
salonswentontoformthecenterofthesocalledRepublicofLetters うwhere

commonopinionaboutpoliticaloreconomicmattersweresharedbyawide

rangeofintellectuals.AsKantoncesaid , “amongallnations ,theFrenchis
characterizedbyitstastefortheconversation;itis うfrom thispointofview ,a
modelfortheothers."17Conversationwasoneofthefavoritethingsforboth

menandwomenduringthecenturyofEnlightenment ,andifdebatesinside
popularsocietiesfailedinformingpublicopinion うconversation withinsalons
successfullyfulfilledthatfunction うat leastifwearetobelievewhatvarious

authorsdescribedintheirmemoirsorotherwritings.Itwaspreciselythis
contrastthat ヲafter bitteryearsoftheRevolution うurged Roederertobegin

hisworkonpolitesociety.

“Iwanttobehappy うbut Ilivewiththeotherswho ,justlikeme ,alsowant
tobehappysidebyside;soletuslookforthemeansofgettingmyhappiness
whilegivingthemtheirs ぅor atleastwithoutinjuringtheirs."18Thispassage

showsushowtheconcernforsociabilityappearedatthebeginningofthe

eighteenthcenturyalongsidewiththepursuitofhappinesswhich うaccording

toRobertMauzi うespecially characterizesthatsamecentury.19 Sociability

graduallygainedgreatvalueanditwasprincipallysalonswhichembodied
thisharmoniouscommunicationamongmenandwomen.Originatinginthe

courtlifeunderthereignofLouisXIVduringtheseventeenthcentury うpo­

litesocietieswerepassedonfromcourttonobleandthentothebourgeois

familiesastimewentby.Bythemid-eighteenthcentury う Jean-Fran<;oisMarｭ

montel うone ofthemostfamousguestsofsalons ,triumphantlydescribesthe
developmentandtheaccomplishmentsofthisformofsociability: “theinterｭ
course ,theagreementofspirits ぅthis mutualtastewhichattractsthem[men
ofletters] うthis needtocomlnunicatewitheachother うthis delicatepleasure

thattheyexperiencetoenlightenandtoanimateeachother;thisunion う I

wouldsay ,hasalwaysmadethehappinessandgloryoftheLetters.Thelast
centurysawitreignamongthemostcelebratedwriters.Itisthesameunion ,
andevenmorepeacefulonewhichexistsbetweenthetalentsofourdays."20

17Anthmpologieinpr ，αgm αtischer Hinsicht αbgefat ， inWerke(Berlin:BrunoCassirer ,
1923) ,vol.8 ,p.207.
18ClaudeBu 伍er ， TraitedeIα soc iete civileetdumo νen deserendreheureux , enconｭ

tribu αM αu bonheurdespersonnes αvec q山l'on vit(Paris , 1726) ,p.108.
19L'Ideedubonheur αu XVIIIesiecle(Paris:ArmandColin , 1969).
20 "Discoursitl'Academiefra 同aise [22decembre1763]，"包 ωres completes(Paris , 1819) ,

vo l. lO, p.8.
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Regularlyinvitedtothesalons うmen ofletterssuchasMarmontelor

AndreMorellet うto whomIwillreferlater うdiscussed therewitheachotheror

recitedtheirwritingsinfrontoftheirhostorhostessandotherguests.Startｭ

ingfromtheselivelysalons ,whichformedapublicspacebutwerenaturally
intimateandlimitedbothinspaceandintime うa publicsphereseemstohave
grownasthecontentsoftheconversationsandreadingsweretransmittedto

theexteriorworldfirstbyprivateandthenpublicepistolaryform(among

whichGrimm うs LiteraryCorrespondencewasthebestknown)andbythe

publicationofworksbymenoflettersthemselves.Thiswidersocietywhere

acertainnumberofopinionswerecommonlysharedwascalledtheRepublic
ofLetters.21Asamatteroffact う “public opinion"isacontradictorytermin

adoubleway うfor opinionhadbeenwhatanindividualheldpersonally ,hence
withoutanypublicattribute ,whiledox 仏 which constitutestheGreekorigin

oftheword うshould becontrastedtoepistem 民 which meansrightknowledge.

IntheRepublicofLettershowever うthe wordwasacceptedasequivalentto

truth うthus invertingtheoriginalmeaning うand publicopinionwasbelieved

tobecorrectbecauseitwascomposedbringingtogetherenlightenedintellecｭ
tuals.AsLouis-SebastienMerciersaid ,menofletters"havemadetherights
ofreasonevaluated ,and[...]atimportantcrisestheydecidedpublicopinion.
Ithad うaccording tothem うthe largestinfluenceontheevents.Theyseemed
toformatlastthenationalspirit."22

Itisentirelyuncertainwherepublicopinioncanreallybefoundand うif

itcanbefoundinanyway うwhether ittellstruthornot ウbecause うas sugｭ

gestedbyCondorcetandmorepreciselynoticedlaterbyJulesBarni うit is

“t he scatteredpublic[lepublicdispe 何e] " thatacceptsit.23Yetヲfor theReｭ
publicofLettersitwasnonethelessrelated うor believedtoberelated うto a

21ForthedetailsonthesalonsandtheRepublicofLetters,seeD.Gordon ぅ Citizens

ωithout Sovereignty(Princeton:PrincetonUniversityPress う1994) andD.Goodman ぅ

TheRepublicofLetters(Ithaca:CornellUniversityPress,1994);unfortunatelyboth
of“apolit ical" character,asP.N.Millersuggestsin“CitizenshipandCultureinEarly
ModernEurope," JournalofHistoryofIde αs， vol.57 ぅno.4 (1996) ヲp.740.

22 Ti αb leau dePαris (Paris ぅ1782) ， vol.8ぅp. 289.Forthenotionofthepublicopinion
anditschangethroughtheeighteenthcentury ぅsee K.M.Baker, "Politiqueetopinion
publiquesousl'AncienRegime ヲ " Ann αles B.S.C.,jan.-fev.1987,pp.41-71;M.Ozouf う

“L'Opinion p山liq田， " L'Hommeregenere(Paris:Gallimard, 1989),pp.21-53;T.Sakｭ
agami, “Yoronnokannennituite[Ontheideasofthepublicopinion]," Keizαi-Ronso，

141-6(Kyoto, 1988),pp.1-18
23Histoiredesid 白s moralesetpolitiquesenFrance αu XVIIIesiecle(Ge 前ve: Slatkine,

1865),vol.1,p.48.
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concreteplace うthe salons. Moreover うit wasdependantonacertainform
oforalcommunication うthe conversationwhichwasentertainedthere.Ina

pamphletwrittenin1764againsttheKing'sdeclarationconcerningrestricｭ

tionoffreedomofthepress ,butpublishedonlyelevenyearslater うMorellet

referstotheuseoftheconversationinmakingpublicopinion.Arguingthat

thestatesman ,whoneedsknowledgeinordertogovernthestate ぅmust not

ignorepublicopinion ぅmuch lessrestrainthefreedomofthepressonmatter
concerningtheadministration ,heclaimedthatwrittenworksandconversaｭ
tionconstitutethetwomajor“sources ofinstructionforthePublicandfor
theGovernment"fromwhich“Society candrawthegreatestadvantage."24
Itissignificantthatwritinganddiscussingareputsidebyside ぅbecause in

viewoftherevolutionarydiscourseswhichwehavejustread うdiscussion was
substitutedwithprintingmattersasaninstrumentofpublicopinion.

Ofthesetwocommunicationmedia うMorellet islikelytopreferconverｭ
sationtowriting. “The wayぅoften differentfromyourown ,inwhichanother
personviewsanobjectmakesyouobserveitfromthenewperspectives. […I
Conversationgivesusavivaciousぅquick attentionwhichisoftenmoreuseful
forusthanthemeditation."Incontrast ,thee証ect ofpublicwrittenmateｭ
rialsis“t o turntheconversationtothesubjectofpoliticaleconomy.Then
talksbyeducatedpersonsrunontheseinterestingobjects;oneexamines うone

discusses ぅone attacks ,onedefendsandknowledgeisseentobebornfromthe
shockofideasandopinions."25Theconversationis ぅin hismind ヲthe center

fromwhichpublicopinionemanatesandprintedmattersaresupplementary

tothisprocess.ThecaseofJoseph-DominiqueGaratmaybestillmoreinterｭ

esting;evenaftertheRevolution ぅand thoughheprobablyknewCondorcet うS

Esquissewhereprintedmaterialishighlypraised ,hecontraststheboredom
producedbybookswiththepleasureoftheconversation. “Thereisneither
surprisenortroubleinbooks うand eventheirangersaremeditated. Books う

whicharealwaysartificiallycomposed ,aremorehypocritestillthanmen."
Forhimtoo ぅit islivelyspeechratherthanreadingthatismostusefulinthe

communicationprocess."Thegreatadvantageofthespeech[...Jistobeable
torectifyideasandexpressionsattheveryinstanttheygetout うto leaveno
timetoreignthe

24 Refiexionssurles αv αnt αges de1αLiberti d'ecrireetd'imprimersurlesmα tieres de
l'administration(London , 1775) ,p.24.
25 Ibid. ,p.25.
26 MemoireshistoriquessurleXVIIIesiede(Paris , 1820) ,vol.1,pp.173and244.
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whoadmirestheconversationinsalons うalso turnsouttobeextremelysevere

ofdeliberationsduringtherevolutionaryperiod.Describingascenewhich
shouldremindusofthenightmareofdebateseenthroughBrissot うs text ヲ

hesays: 河n their[theNationalConvention ぅnamely theAssemblyunder

theFirstRepublic]deliberationswheredebatesarequarrels うthe swordsof

combatareinthecanesbesidethedeputies うwhile theswordoftruth ,orthat
oferror ぅis intheirspeeches."27JustlikeRoederer ぅGarat managedtosurvive

thecriticalyearsandkeptmemoriesofthehappydaysintheOldRegime

wherefreeconversationwaspossibleateachsalon. Evenifitis ぅperhaps ，

aninventedmemoryofthepast , conversationwasundoubtedlyoneofthe
favoriteoccupationsofthattime うespecially inFrance.Thequestiontherefore

is うhow couldthesalonsdevelopsuchadelightfulformofconversationthat
itwasbelievedtoproducetrueopinion.

GeorgSimmel うwho takestheproblemofsociabilityas"anexampleof

pureorformalsociology ," distinguishesthecontentfromtheformofhuｭ
mansociety ,thelatterofwhichfindsitspurestexpressioninarts ,playsand
sociability. Inspiteofthefactthattheformmeansadeterminationand

restrictionoflife うwhich isthecontentormaterialofthesociation(Vergeｭ

sellsch αftung) ヲ sociabili tyぅ paradoxicall yう produces amaximum0ぱf f:台r陀e伺edom

givent出ha剖t the“、act ua叫lヲ li fe-condit ioned motivationofsociationareofnosigｭ
nificancetosociability."Theconversationwithoutanyothersocialpurpose う

talkingforitsownsakeinasocialgathering ,producesthisfreedomwhichis
realizedthroughsociability.Hereformdrawsitssignificance “fromthefasｭ
cinatingplayofrelationswhichtheycreateamongtheparticipants うjoining

andloosening ぅwinning andsuccumbing ぅgiving andtaking."28Thisisthe

verypleasureofconversation. Preciselythesamesubjectcanbefoundin

achapterofMadamedeSta るl うs Del'Allem αgne [OnGermany] うtitled “On
thespiritoftheconversation." Accordingtoher , itisnotthesubjector
contentofaconversationthatbringsaboutpleasure;ideasandknowledge
exchangedthroughtheconversationarenotsosignificantasthemannerof

conversation , “acertainwayonebehavestotheother うhow theycanmake

theirownpleasurereciprocallyandrapidly ぅ [ .. . ] howtheyshowtheirspirit

withallthenuancesthroughaccent うgesture and

27 Ibid. ,vol.2 ,p.338.
28Fundαmentαl ProblemsofSociology ,inTheSociologyofGeorgSimmel ,trans.anded.
KurtH.Wolff(NewYork:FreePress , 1950) ,pp.44and52.

29 臼ωres (Paris , 1868) ,vol.2,p.22.
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thepleasureofconversationistheresultofthepursuitforaformofsocial

lifetothedetrimentofitscontent.

Aslongassociabilityaimsatthepurificationofform ,its“charact er is
determinedbysuchpersonalqualitiesasamiability うrefinement ， cordiality ,
andmanyothersourcesofattraction ， 'うsays Simmel.Butpreciselybecause
“everyt h ing dependsontheirpersonalities うthe participantsarenotpermitｭ

tedtostressthemtooconspicuously."30ItisagainMorellet うfollowing what

JonathanSwifthadwritten うwho arguesinfavorofthiskindofself-regulation:
inconversationwhichisthe“source ofmuchpleasureandhappiness ， 'うit is

important うhe says うto avoid"theprincipalviceswhichspoiltheconversaｭ

tion ぅ " amongwhichonecancount “ inattention う " "egoism ," “despotismor
spiritofdomination ， ' う “pedantry" ぅetc. 3 1 Self-regulationaswellasexclusion

ofanyconcretepurpose ヲrenders conversationcomfortableanddelightful う

anditisthiscomfort , evenifitisalmost 白ctional orlimitedinthesmall

world うwhich assurestheharmonyandagreementamongthemembersofthe
salons.ReneGirardmighthavedescribedit “apactofmetaphysicalnonｭ
aggressionwiththeOther"which"hasnothingtodowithveritablelove う川2

butformostofmenandwomeninthatcentury うit wasplausibletobelieve

thattheirhappinessderivedfromthatsociabilityandcommunication.

3.Analogiesanddifferences/continuityandrupture

Beforecomparingthesetwotypesofsociability うboth ofwhichwereexｭ

pectedtoformpublicopinionbymeansoffreeoralcommunication うit is
importanttopointoutthatthisrefinementofconversationisnotsoeasily

attained うnor realizedinsuchasimpleway ,forsociabilityofhumankindhas
ineffectastrangeandcontradictorycharacter うas Kantnamesit “the unsoｭ
ciablesociability(u 旬esellig Geselligkeit)."Accordingtothephilosopherof

k凸nigsbergう who maintainedhisinterestintheproblemofcommunication

throughouthislife うit isnotsimplesociabilitybutanunsociability うor an
antagonism ぅwhich createsthetruesocialorder.33Morelletseemstounder-

30Simmel,op. cit. ,p.45.
3剖1 “恒Es路sa出i surlac∞onv 刊ersa 瓜tion ， " i凶n Mel 仇la αn句ge ωs del抑t“ttem αt向ur陀e etphilosopl 似M附e (Paris, 1818);
vol.4 ,pp.82-83.

3臼2 Or門it 叩

3臼3 “守Idea foraUniversalHistorywithaCosmopolitanPurpose ， "うin PoliticalWriting ,

op. , cit. ,p.44.IntheEnglishtranslationisemployednottheword"unsociable 刊but

"unsocial. 刊For Kant'sinterestintheproblemofcommunicationandhisideaabout
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standthisparadoxwellenoughwhenhesuggeststhat ,asquotedbefore ,the
advantageoftheconversationistoencountertheviewpointwhichisdifferent

fromone'sownandthatopinionisbornfrom“t he shockofideas"brought
throughconversation.Heinsistsmoreoverontheimportanceof“t he spirit
ofcontradiction ," whichconstitutesthe“charact er ofthemostcivilizedsociｭ
ety"asopposedtocredulityandimitation ,arguingthatitisthesedifferent
andcontradictoryideasthatbecomethepivotalpointofconversation.34Disｭ

cussionischanneledintoaconcordantconc!usion うnot inspiteofexistence
ofcontradictionortheconflict うbut preciselybecauseofthem.Suchwasthe

visionofconversationheldinsalonsoftheeighteenthcentury.

Whileconflictsbetweenmembersofpopularsocietieskeptincreasingunｭ

tiltheyeruptedinreciprocalviolence うsometimes evencollectiveviolence うthe

antagonismfoundinsalonconversationwasofitselfaresourceforharmonious

communication.Whatisthedifferencebetweenthesetwogroups?Needless
tosay , Morelletgaveusonlysomepsychologicalinsightsintothespiritof
contradiction うrather thanthesociologicalexplanationwhichisrequiredfor

acompleteunderstandingoftheproblem. Onehint うnonetheless ， willbe
easilygatheredfromhisorothervisitors うdescription ofsalons.Sinceconｭ

versation ,unlikethereading うrests onphysicalparticipationandsinceagents

oftenbecomeexcitedfromthesoundoftheirownvoiceaswellasfromtheir

opponents うaggressive words うsuch excitementwillneedtobeattenuatedby

someonewhoparticipatesintheconversation. Thispersonwasgenerally

noneotherthanthehostesswhopresidesthesalon(lessαlonnieres) . “She
[MadameGeo 狂'rin] temperedtheopinionsaswellasthecharacters ， 'うsays

Garat. “Oftenintheheatofthediscussions うshe preventedvoicesfromrisｭ

ing ヲbecause themovementsofsoulnearlyalwaysfollowthoseofthevoice
andcomeup ぅso tospeak ,withthevoice. 刊35 Ofthatsameperson うMarmon­

teltellsusthatshewas “still moreadroitatpresiding うwatching うkeeping

underherhandthesetwonaturallyfreesocieties[whichrespectivelytook

placeeveryMondayandWednesday] うat markingthelimitstotheirfreedom ぅ

andatbringingitbacktherebyawordうby agestureうas ifbyaninvisible
string."36

thesocialorderasresultofman 冶unsociability ortheconversionofthehostilityinto

thehospitality , seePierreSaint-Amand , LesLoisdel'hostilite(Paris: Seuil ぅ1992) ，

p.195.

34 “De l'espritdelacontradiction ," inMelanges , op. cit. ,vol.4,pp.140-141.
35 Memoireshistoriques... , op. cit ・ ぅ vol. 1 ぅp.113.

36Memoires , in(Euvrescompletes , op. cit. ,vol.1,p.340.
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Ifsociability ぅthe purestpursuitoftheformofsociation ,affordstheenｭ
tirefreedomtoallthemembersofasalonヲthis freedomisinfactproducedby

theskillfulhandofthehostess.Theequalityamongtheparticipants うwhich

assuresfreedomofspeech ,isnotasimpleequalitybutitis うto thecontrary う

sustainedbyainstancewhichissuperiortoanyoneofthem.Thisiswhy ぅ

accordingtoMorellet う “a womanknownformanyvirtuesandforagreat

knowledgeofmen" うonce againMadameGeoffrin , heldasaruleto “praise
rarelyherfriends ," orifitwerenecessarytodoso ぅto “praise themonlygeneｭ
rallyandneverforthisorthatfact."37Itisthisattitudeofdistancefromany
particularsituationwhichallowsequalitybetweenparticipants ,hencetheir
freediscussion. Intheeventthatherconcernsorherintentiontoimpose

theequalityandtorestrainparticipantsturnsouttobetooevident うhow­

ever ,theessenceofthesociabilitywillbesomewhatdisturbed.Morellettells
ofasalonwhichwasheldinastyleratherdifferentfromthatofMadame

Geoffrinandwheretheatmospherewasmingledwithcomfortandawkwardｭ

ness: “Theconversationtherewasnice うthough alittleconstrainedbythe
severityofMadameNecker ぅwith whommanysubjectscouldnotbetouched う

andwhosufferedaboveallfromfreedomofreligiousopinions.Butconcernｭ

ingliterature ヲwe talkedagreeablyandsheherselftalkedwellaboutit."38
CharlesDuclosalsoobservesthat“uniformity ofthecharacterinthesociety
causessomuchdisgustthatwebegintoseekthesingularity うand wewant
toteasewithabruptness うand becomeonlyexuberantandabsent-minded."39

AccordingtoBenedettaCraveri ,40 thiswasthecaseinthesalonofMadame

duDe 百end. Thesepassagesshowus ぅin theotherway ぅhow muchdelightful

conversationdependsonthepresenceofthehostessascenterorheartofthe
salon.

Ifwenowreturntothedebateduringtherevolutionaryperiod , one
canfindleaderstoconductthegroupsbut うas wehaveseenabove うthey

consideredpopularsocietiesmerelyasinstrumentstoenlargetheirpolitical

influence. Thoughparticipantsinsuchsocietieswereequaltoeachother ,
theirequalitywasnotsustainedbyanyinstance うso thatdebatescouldnot

attainconcordantconclusion.Nonetheless ,thisideaofguidewhowasable
tobringdebatestosatisfactoryresultwasnottotallyneglectedeveninthe

37 “De l'espritdelacontradiction ," op. cit. ,p.134.
38MemoiressurledゅfれLitieme siecleetsurlαRevol 凶ion (Paris ぅ1822) ， vol.1,p.154
39Considerationssurlesmceursdecesiecle(Lausanne:Re 町ontre ， 1970) ぅp.293.

40Mαdαme duDeffendetsonmonde(Paris:Seuil , 1987) ぅp.88.
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popularsocieties.Franc;oisLanthenas ぅwho pleadedthecauseofthesocieties
in1792 ヲ describes inthefollowingwaythesceneofthesessionwhichhe

consideredideal."Itisdesirablethatlarge ぅconvenient andsalubriousplaces ,
whereonecanholdreadingsandlectures , beconstructed;[...] thatthe
citizenswhocometolistentothem[lectures]formanassociationforthe

propagationofthegood ,thesearchofthetruthandthesenseofduty[…];
thatattentionandrespectberecommendedandprescribedinthisplace

ofgathering;thatonecarefullyrefrainfromthedenunciation ヲa formof

discussionwhichappealstopassionsanddrivesawaythereason[…];that
thewisestmen , ifnecessary ぅmaintain therethesilencethrougharigorous
censorship."41Itisremarkablethatheconsiderspublicreadingasaformof
oralcommunicationcontrarytowhatwasrecommendedbyCondorcetorLe
Chapelierinfavorofthepublicopinion.Evenmoreimportantisthefactthat

“t hewisestmen"arerequestedtomaintainorderandpreventpassionateand
irrationalutterancesduringmeetings うan imagewhichcannotbutreminds
usofthesαloniere praisedbyGarat.

Anticipatingthepossibilityofturmoilcreatedbytheoralcommunicaｭ

tionprocess うLanthenas didnotoverlooksettingupamechanismthatwould
preventthedisorderfromirruptingduringmeetingsofcitizens.Tousethe

expressionwhichheadoptsinadifferentcontext(inthedefenseofthefreeｭ

domofpressforwhichheproposestoestablish うin steadoflegalcensorship ,a
civilgroupasameanstokeepthepublicopinionandthemoresinline) ,this
preventivemechanismcouldbecalled“t he moderatorofpublicopinion."42
Thepresenceofthismoderatororcoordinatormakespopularsocietiesmore
similartosalonsoverwhichhostessespreside ,atleastinLanthenas うimagi­

nation. TogetherwithBrissotandBuzot うhe thoughtofasystemwhere
publicdisturbancesweretobecarefullyavoidedthroughtheactionofan

instancesuperiortoanymemberofthegroup. Theanalogyorcontinuity

betweenthesetwotypesgroupcanalsobeconfirmedthroughBrissot うs career

beforetheRevolution.InadditiontohisenthusiasmfortheUnitedStates

wherehemighthavelearnedaboutthesignificanceofthepoliticalandcivil

associations , somethingwhichwouldbecomepublicknowledgenearlyfifty

41Dessocietespopulairesconsidereescommeunebrancheessentielledel'instructionpubｭ
lique(Paris , 1792) ,pp.2-3.
42Delαliberte indefiniedelapresseetdel'importαnce denesoumettrelαcommunication

despenseesqu'a,l'opinionpωlique (Paris , 1791) ,p.33.Forthenotionofmoderaterof
publicopinion ,seeM.Ga 町het ， LαRevolution despouvoirs(Paris:Gallimard , 1995) ,
pp.91-92.
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yearslaterintheworkofTocqueville うthis clandestineauthoroncedreamed
ofestablishingatLondonasocietyforsciencesandarts“where thescholars
andthephilosophersoftheworldwouldgettogetheroncertaindaysofthe
week ," withajournal“which wouldserveaspassportforphilosophicaland
politicaltruth."43 Furthermore うit wasonthemodelofsalon ぅor bydemoｭ
cratizingthesalon うthat heenvisagedhisownsociety.Brissotthuscanbe
situatedasanintermediarybetweentwokindsofsociabilityanditseems
highlyplausiblethatthereissomeaffiliationbetweenhimandLanthenas ぅ

whoworkedverycloselywiththechiefofGirondinsduringalmostayear.
Intheconcludingchapterofherbookon “TheRepublicofLetters ,"
DenaGoodman , retracingtheactivitiesofBrissotbothbeforeandafter
1789,defineshimasa “link"betweentheEnlightenmentandtheRevolution ヲ

betweensalonsandpopularsocieties.Thiscontinuityhoweversoonreverts
intothediscontinuity ,forhisattempttoopenanewformofpublicspacewas
doomedtofailforseveralreasons.Aswehavealreadyseen うthe Republicof
LettersandtheRepublicinapoliticalsensetobebornwereincompatible.
What ぅmoreover うis fundamentalforBrissot うaccording toGoodman ,isthat
heinheritedandpracticed“t hefantasyofmasculineself-governance ," rather
thantherealspiritofthesalonspresidedbytalentedwomen.Thatistosay
thesolutionheadoptedconstitutedapureandsimpledeviationfromthat
spirit.TheRevolutionhadalreadybeenunderwayformorethan10years
when ,withoutthesupervisionofwomen ,mensolelyattemptedtoestablish
theformofmeetingwhichBrissottookasamode1.44Obviousasthefailureof
therevolutionarydebatesis うwhy isitthatBrissotandhiscolleaguesentirely
lackedtheabilitytobringaboutthesameresultasthesalonni 色res? Isit
reallyacapacityrelatingtoauniquegenderthatdeterminedthesuccessof
conversationinthesalons?Goodman'sexplanationonthediscontinuityin
theeighteenth-centurysociabilityisnotveryconvincing.
NeithercanweendwithoutawordaboutDanielGordon うs worktreating
thesamesubject.Gordonenthusiasticallypraisesthere 五nement ofsociabiｭ
lityandconversationintheeighteenth-centurycivilpublicspace ,butwithout
anyotherexplanationoftheirsuddendisappearanceattheendofthecentury う

thanthecomingoftheRevolutionorofa “demo

43 Memoires(Paris , n.d.) ,vol.1,p.239.ForthelifeandthoughtofBrissot ,seePatrice
Gueni 百'ey's briefbutpenetratingarticle “Brissot " in Dictionn αire critiquede lα

Revolutionfm 町α附 : Acteurs(Paris:Flammarion , 1992) ,pp.77-99.
44Goodman , op. cit. ,p.297.
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mere'numericalunits. け 45 Thoughthisconclusionmaynotbesofar0百 the

markasGoodman 冶うthe simpleword“democracy" canhardlybetakento
constituteasufficientexplanation ,andthisatleastintwoways.IfGordon
meansbythiswordapoliticalsystemincontrastwiththesalonsorwiththe

publicsphereineighteenth-centuryFrancewhich , accordingtohim ぅwould

havelessofpoliticalcharacter うit becomesimpossibletounderstandtherole
salonsplayedinpreparingtheRevolutioninthepoliticalsphere.Duringthe

centurysalonsembodieddemocracy ,atleastinaminiatureform うand there

publicopinionwasbelievedtogainaremarkablepoliticalinfluence. If, on
theotherhand うthe wordisemployedtorefertoasocialconditionwhereall

areequaltoeachother うwe canonceagainfindthatequalityinthesalons ,
asSimmelmadeitclear.Itwillbenecessarytoaskwhytheequalitywhich
engenderedtheharmonyinthesalonconversationledtoadifferentsituations

indeliberatinggroupsplaguedbytherepeatednightmareofdenunciationand

calumnies.NeitherGordonnorGoodman ぅor evenHabermasitseems うcan

doanythingbutimitateRoederer うs nostalgicpraiseofpolitesociety うand even

thatinasimplifiedway.

CertainlythepopularsocietythatBrissotandLanthenasconceivedcould

notsurvivethevicissitudeoftheFrenchRevolution うbut itsfailurewas

broughtaboutneitherbyalackofskillfulwomentoconductthegroup う

norbytheabruptcomingofdemocracy ヲan eventwhichwasalreadytaking

place ぅat leasttosomeextent うin OldRegimesalons. Itseemsimportant
todistinguishtwokindsofequality:onewhichexistedinsalonsandfaciliｭ

tatedsuchaharmoniousconversationthatpublicopinioncouldbetakento

expressthetruth うand theother うfound intherevolutionaryclubswhich ,
farfrompromotingthefruitfuldebates うrendered interactionsbetweenthe
membersofthosegroupsworseandworseuntilitledtothedestructionof
thesocialgroupharboringit.Thefirstoneemergedastheequalityofvariｭ

ousparticipants うbelonging todifferentsocialconditionsoutsideofthesalon う

anequalitywhichexistedinrelationtosomeonewhopresidedthegatherｭ

ing.Thesecondone うwhich ismerelyguaranteedtoindividualsbylawor
bysomeotherabstractinstance うbefore theformationoftheassembly ぅcan

notfindanycenterpreciselybecausethemembersareequaltoeachother.
Theequalityexi

45Gordonヲ op . cit・ ぅ p . 238 .
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moreconflicts.Wemaycallthissecondtypean “acquisitiveequality ," while
theothertypewhichisrealizedthroughtheself-regulativee百ort ofmembers

inthepresenceofthehostesscanbenameda “responsiveequality ," foritis
basedonthefreeresponseoftheparticipants.

Thusthepursuitofsociabilitywhichhadbeengoingonthroughoutthe

centuryreachedanendwhenonetypeofequalitywassubstitutedforanother

atthemomentoftheFrenchRevolution.Fromthenon ぅconversation lost
thevivacitywhichhadbeenexperiencedbyMorelletandotherintellectuals う

whiledebatesfacedgreatobstaclesintheattempttodevelopanewpublic

space.Thistransformationordisappearanceofthesociability ぅwhich forced

RoederertoconfesshisattachmenttothepolitesocietyoftheOldRegime う

alsosuggeststhelimitsofrationaldeliberationaswellasoftheformationof
opinionindemocraticpoliticalculture.Thoughinasomewhatdifferentconｭ

text うEmmanuel SieyesadmitsthatevendebatesintheNationalAssembly う

whichshouldmonopolizepoliticaldeliberationtothedetrimentofpopular

societies , cannotattainunanimousconclusionandmustbesatisfiedwitha
majoritydecision. “Whenwegettogether うit isfordeliberating ぅit isfor

knowingtheviewsofeachother ,fortakingadvantageofourmutualknowｭ
ledge うin ordertoconfronttheparticularwills うto modifythem うto conciliate
them ぅand finallytoobtainacommonresultbyplurality."46 Accordingto

BernardManin ぅ “plurality" meansherethemajoritywhichreplacesunaｭ

nimitywiththeaimoflegitimatingtheconclusionofthediscussion.47 This

di 白culty ofreachingunanimityindeliberationhassomethingtodowiththe
impossibledebatesamongequalindividualsinclubs うor inotherwords うthe

destinywhichtheyhadtofollowseemstoanticipatethefutureofrepresenｭ

tativedemocracy.

Orhavewealreadyreachedthattimewhentheprintedmediumprevails

intheworldinsteadoforalcommunication ぅas wasrecommendedbyCon 帽

dorcetorLeChapelier?Thoughtheirproposalformakingpublicopinion

bycalmsolitaryreadingissu 伍ciently convincingtosuggestthecomingof

suchanage うit isnecessarytorecallthatthisnewformofdebate うnamely

46"Diresurlaquestionduvetoroyal ," inEcritspolitiques ぅ ed . R.Zapperi(Parisand
Montreux:Archivesc∞on此t伺empo 目ra泊叩ir即Sう1985 町) うp. 238.Myitalics.

47Principesdugouvernementrepresentatij.(Paris: Calmanr トLevy ぅ1995) ， pp.242-243.

Manincoins ぅfor thisprocess うa newword“t ranssubst ant at ion ."
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Kant うs "publicuseofreason"embodiedinthe“man oflearningadressingthe
entirereadingpublic"was ,ifnotalwaysencouraged ,atleasttoleratedbya
somewhatparticularpoliticalinstance うthe enlighteneddespot.Weshould

rememberthatKantwrites“t he ageofenlightenment ううis also “thecentury
ofFrederick ヲ " whoonlycanutter “Argue asmuchasyoulikeandabout
whateveryoulike ぅbut obey!"48Itisnolongeraconcretehumanbeingwith
itsbodyandvoice ぅbut theReasonofStatenamedFrederickIIwhooccupies

theveryplaceofthehostessinhersalon.ThisiswhatMichelFoucaultwould
call“t he contractofrationaldespotismwithfreereason."49Thenewtype
ofcommunicationwhichmustarriveafterthedeclineoftheconversation

andthedifficultyofdebatesisdevelopedintoowidearangeforthehuman

beingstomeetdirectly(“ t he scatteredp山lie") andtotallysustainedbythe
ReasonofStatewhichdemandstheobediencetoeverysubject.Thetransｭ

formationofthesociabilityinthelateeighteenthcentury ぅthe disappearance
ofthepolitesocietyandthefailureoftheinventionofthenewpublicspace

ultimatelyteachusmuchaboutourmodernpoliticalculture.

48 “An AnswertotheQuestion:'WhatisEnlightenment?\ 刊 op . cit ・ ぅ pp . 58- 59 .

49 “Qu 'est -ce quelesLumi らres? ， 'うin Ditsetecrts(Paris:Gallimard , 1994) ,vol.4 ,p.567.
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