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ABSTRACT

» The purpose of this thesis is threefold: firstly, to serve as a
centribution to the history of the Marseilles working class; secondly to
illustrate the impact of the Popular Front at local level; and thirdly, to
act as a case study of working-class mobilisation.

In the first section of the thesis the Marseilles working class is
briefly described. It was highly heterogeneous, being made up of various
racially, occupationally, and spatially-defined communities. The divisions
between these communities were to some extent neutralised by a strong sense
of the local community of Marseilles. Marseilles' claim to special status
within the nation was, however, increasingly coming under challenge.

Prior to the Popular Front the most successful political organisations
on the Left in Marseilles integrated themselves into the rich community life
of the town by playing down ideological issues and by practising the
politics of locally-based clientelism rather than those of class. The move-
ment for the Popular Front encouraged a new mood of militancy within the
Marseilles working class which both contributed to, and was itself
ercouraged by, the growth of Communist influence within the Popular Front
alliance.

At different moments the strikes of the period facilitated or
prrejudiced the unity of the working class and its integration into the
nation. Initially (1934-1937), the strikes which were undertaken advanced
the interests of workers against those of employers whilst increasing
working-class unity and support for the Popular Front. At the same time
the election of a Popular Front Government and its success in resolving
strikes to the satisfaction of workers aided the integration of the working
class into a new, enlarged, national political consensus. The fragility
of this consensus was, however, later revealed (1938-1939), as the
Government called for sacrifices in the workplace and the Communists called
fcr the launching of an unpopular war against fascism.
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ABSTRACT 2

The coexistence of a tradition of militant working-class action and
of extremist but minority working class organisations, is the paradox in
recent French history which this thesis sets out to explore. The strikes
of June 1936 are among the most well known, and extreme examples of this
curiously linked phenomenon. But the literature on the origins of these
strikes has been singularlyuninformative, with writers dividing between
the partisans of working-class spontaneity and those of Communist or
ultra-leftist conspiracies. Committed writers have sought confirmation
for their prejudices in an unduly generalised and often ahistorical view
of June 1936. As a spectacular national event June 1936 has usually been
considered purely at the national level and in isolation from the events
which either preceded or followed it. These deficiencies in the existing
literature seem to justify the approach adopted in this thesis. The
aim here is less to identify conspirators or to discover the virtues of
'spontaneous' working-class action, but rather to examine, analyse and
explain the complicated process of working-class mobilisation which took
place in Marseilles in these years. Marseilles has been chosen for study
because of its size as a town, the wealth of its archives, and because
of its neglect by historians of this period. In addition Marseilles'
own very distinctive history provides a healthy corrective to the
national perspective which is usually adopted in the study of the working

class during the Popular Front.
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The thesis itself is divided into four parts. In the first
part the Marseilles working class itself is examined. The second part
looks at the organisations making up the Marseilles working-class
movement while the third studies the experience of the Marseilles
working class in movement, in the strikes of 1936-1938. The fourth
part of the thesis explores the links between the turbulent political

movements and widespread working-class mobilisation of the period.

Examination of the Marseilles working class shows that it was
extremely heterogeneous, being made up of various racially, occupationally,
and residentially or spatially-defined communities. Successive waves
of immigrants tended to be transplanted en masse, moQing from relatively
small areas of their country of origin to live in even more narrowly

defined quartiers of Marseilles. Once in Marseilles immigrants tended

to use networks of family and friends to secure employment and occupational
segregation thus compounding the effects of racial and residential
segregation. The Marseilles population was, therefore, highly fragmented
by these various divisions, but the effects of this fragmentation were

to some extent overcome by the unusually strong local identity exerted

by the town. Faced with the world outside, with Paris - the centre

of power and decisions, most Marseillais had a strong sense of difference.
Even when Marseillais were not themselves foreigners they were aware that
in terms of temperament and trade their town was more a part of the
Mediterranean than the French community. This strong local identity
further undermined the weak class identity of the Marseilles working

class in the first part of the century.



Economic changes in the late 1920's and early 1930's challenged many
of the boundaries and identities of existing political and community
structures in Marseilles. The building of canals linking Marseilles
to inland ports, the growth, and subsequent location away from Marseilles
of new or newly expanded industries such as chemicals, petroleum and
engineering, all tended to weaken the old community structures based on

the largely immigrant and working-class quartiers around the port. These

same quartiers were meanwhile being reduced by wholesale demolition

and many of their inhabitants moved away to the suburbs in search of
more stable employment and better housing. Whilst the developing

new industries weakened the established divisions between communities
within Marseilles they also called into question the separation of
Marseilles from the national economy. In the past Marseilles had been
a centre for the import, processing and re-export of bulk materials.
These activities had been labour rather than capital intensive, and

the numerous small, locally-financed, flourmilling and vegetable-oil
pressing factories had depended on foreign sources for their labour,
raw materials, and markets. The new developing industries were far
better integrated into the national economy. Tending to be more
capital intensive they were financed by national or even international,
rather than by local capital, and they were more likely to sell their
products in France or Northern Europe rather than in the Mediterranean.
These economic changes in the 1920's and early 1930's helped to under-
mine the established internal structures of Marseilles society and
increasingly called into question the basis for the town's sense of

distinctiveness and separation from France.
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Study of the organisations of the Marseilles working class in the
second part of the thesis reveals a surprisingly strong tradition of
collective organisation and action. This tradition seems, however, to
have been better represented by the various mutual aid societies and
associations than it was by political parties, trade unions or the
Church. Examination of the formal political and trade union organisations
prior to 1934 reveals an influential and moderate Socialist Party which,
through the espousal of a rather vaque republican and anticlerica[
theory, and the practice of a locally-based clientelistic system, managed
to entrench itself in many aspects of local life. Occasional outbursts
of working-class militancy demonstrated that a potential audience did
exist for a more extreme form of politics, such as that inspired by
notions of class struggle. The embracing of a conflictual view of
society did not, however, indicate a readiness to follow blindly the
dictates of either Paris or Moscow, and the local Communists were more
'successful at recruiting, than at retaining, new members. By the end
of 1933 the Marseilles working class was largley quiescent and its
organisations were in disarray. The Socialists had lost the municipality
(and with it their access to the richest spoils) in 1929 and the Communists
were committed to a disastrously sectarian political line imposed on

them by Moscow.

The events of 6 and 12 February 1934 opened the way for the
widespread political and workplace mobilisation of the following four
years. The largely narrative account of the strikes of these years which
is presented in part three is followed by a more analytical consideration
in Chapter 10. The treatment of strikes in this thesis concentrates

on the impact they had on, the consciousness and identity of the local
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working class, the relations between this class and its organisations
(primarily the PCF), and the position of the working class in French
Society and its attitude to the State. It is suggested that the
connections between these various factors developed in three stages
between 1934 and 1939. From February 1934 to the Spring of 1937 there
was first a gradual, then a dramatic,growth in working-class mobilisation.
The experience of successful strikes increased working-class self
confidence and solidarity whilst winning influence and members for
organisations such as the PCF and CGT. Meanwhile, the politica! struggle
against the decree laws and fascism, and in favour of the Popular Front,
made the Marseilles working class increasingly aware of the implications
of national politics for their daily lives. ParadoXical]y the joint
successes of these struggles, first in the electoral arena in May 19356
and then, a month later in the factories,led to a heightened sense

of class identity at precisely the time that workers were celebrating

the benefits granted by a sympathetic Government,which was itself

the product of a class alliance. In this period the working class

was increasingly organised and better integrated into national

politics precisely through its own high level of mobilisation.

Tensions about the place of working-class action under a Popular
Front Government emerged from as early as June 1936 but were usually
satisfactorily resolved. From the Summer of 1937, however, these tensions
increased as some workers began to have doubts about the goodwill of
Government and its allies in the trade unions and parties of the Left.

The strikes which took place between the Summer of 1937 and 1938 tended

to open up divisions within the working class and between the working
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class, its organisations, and the Government.

After the Autumn of 1938 international events, which had
themselves been so important in producing the Popular Front alliance,
now contributed to its collapse. Government appeasement of fascist
powers was welcomed by the population at large as having preserved
the European peace, but it cost it the support of the PCF. Meanwhile,
workers were faced with the choice of retaining their class identity
by joining the PCF in its campaign for an international antifascist
crusade or of welcoming the peace the Government had won, and of

accepting deteriorating conditions and wages in the factories as its

price.

By the Summer of 1939 the Marseilles working class was once more
divided and obliged to be quiescent, but the experience of the period
since 1934 had produced dramatic changes. Even the disruption of the
war would be unable to undo the changes brought about in the previously
narrowly local and clientelistic world of Marseilles politics by the high
levels of class mobilisation, political organisation, and integration

into national politics seen during the Popular Front years.
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SECTION ONE: THE MARSEILLES WORKING CLASS, DIVIDED AND CHANGING

This study of the Marseilles working-class movement
starts with an investigation of the local working class. Such
an approach raises the question of whether there was, in reality,
a single working class in interwar Marseilles? To what extent did
those people who could be defined, either in terms of occupation,
status, or wealth, as working class, identify themselves primarily
with sucha class? The Marseilles working population was such a
heterogeneous grouping that it is worth enquiring whether it
constituted asingle working class rather than a collection of

di fferent working classes?

The heterogeneity of the Marseilles labour force created
problems for those groups advocating class-based politics. The
argument of this thesis is that, paradoxically, the period of the
Popular Front with its political basis of class alliances, saw the
shortlived establishment of a working-class identity in Marseilles.
For a short while, divisions within the Marseilles labour force were
overcome, and a united working class was created. The process by
which this was achieved will be examined in a later section. Here,
the task is to examine the obstacles to the creation of a unified
working-class movement, and to describe the changing nature of the
divisions within the Marseilles labour force in the first thirty

years of this century.



CHAPTER ONE: ETHNIC AND RACIAL COMMUNITIES IN MARSEILLES

1 Waves of Migration

The population of Marseilles grew dramatically during
the nineteenth century and more moderately during the early years
of the twentieth century. The population of 110,000 inhabitants

in 1821, had grown to almost half a million by 1901.

TABLE 1.1
Marseilles Population Growth 1801-1946

(thousands)
1801 111.1 1911 550.6
1821 110 1921 586.3
1851 195.3 1926 600%*
1876 318.9 1931 610%*
1901 Lg1.2 | 1936 620%*
1906 517.5 1946 636.3

Source: Annuaire Statistique de la France. Résumé Rétrospectif 1966
p 41. Institut National de la Statistique et des Etudes
Economiques (INSEE), Paris, 1966.

1821 figure from M. Roncayolo, Les Grandes Villes Frangaises:
Marseille, La Documentation Francaise, Paris 1963, p 38.

Note: *The figures for 1926, 1931 and 1936 are estimates made by the
INSEE. The desire of local politicians to obtain more subsidies and
political representation for Marseilles produced severely inflated
census returns in these years. Detailed analysis of the local
population is almost impossible in years when the INSEE estimate the
real population to have been 9, 31 and 47 per cent below the
populations of 652.2, 800.9 and 914.2 thousand claimed for the census
years of 1926, 1931 and 1936 respectively.

This rapid increase in population was entirely accounted for by
migration. From 1851 to 1872 110,000 migrants arrived in Marseilles,
followed by a further 100,000 between 1872 and 1891, and then

150,000 between 1891 and 1911.] The rate of migration slowed down

1 Roncayolo, loc.cit.



thereafter but it was still sufficient to compensate for negative
natural population growth. Between 1921 and 1936 the population
declined by 300 if natural movements alone are observed, while the
net total increase in population due to migratory movements was
89,000.] The large contribution made by migration to Marseilles’
population growth meant that, depending on the period, it was

often the case that only about one half of the town's population

had actually been born there. |In 1866 only 43 per cent of the
Marseillais had been born in the town.2 By the beginning of the
twentieth century the figure had risen and the proportion of
Marseilles-born people was around 60 per cent but 10 per cent of
these locally-born inhabitants were of foreign origin, either

having become French throuch naturalisationor retaining their parents'
nationality.3 By 1936, according to the (admittedly fraudulent, census
statistics only 714, 961 or 58.66 per cent of the claimed population
of 1,281,747 for the Bouches-du-Rhone, had, in fact, been born in

the département.

Migration to Marseilles was, therefore, a long established
and important factor in the local population.5 Until the beginning

of the twentieth century, however, such migration was divided

1 Annuaire Statistique de la France, Résumé Retrospectif, 1966,
pp93 & 99, op.cit. NB This figure for migration is made on
the basis of corrected figures for 1926, 1931 and 1936 as
indicated in Table 1.1.

2 A. Olivesi, 'Contrastes Sociaux et luttes politiques sous la
l1le Republique', p386 in E. Baratier (ed.) Histoire de
Marseille, Toulouse, 1973.

3  Roncayolo, op.cit. p38.

L France, Census 1936. Whilst the absolute figures are known to be
false there is no reason to assume that, had the real figures been
known, the proportion of locally-born people would have been
substantially different.

5 W.H. Sewell, 'Social Change and the Rise of Working-Class Politics
in Nineteenth Century Marselles', Past and Present, 65,1974,pp89-90,
shows hov93 per cent of the dramatic increase in population between 1821-

1872 was accounted for by migration, and only 7 per cent by natural
inCrease




equally between people of French and of foreign origin.] Migration from
elsewhere in France, was a long established tradition among those sons
of peasants and workers who were obliged to travel in search of work.

The two neighbouring départements of the Var and Vaucluse were the most

likely to supply migrants to Marseilles, but the attraction of the
townalso reached out into the Southern Alps, Corsica, the Cévennes, the

départements of the Hérault, the Ardéche and the Dréme.2

Migrants to Marseilles were not always well received by the
native population, and hostility towards the earliest, French, migrants
was later directed at the waves of foreign—born immigrants who arrived

in search of work.

Sccial observers of Marseilles during the first half of the
nineteenth century commented on the coldness and exclusiveness shown
by Marseilles=bornwcrkers towards outsiders.3 This antagonism was in
part based simply on a geographical difference, but in the early part
of the century differences in the place of origin were compounded by
differences in language. Sewell comments on how 'The segregation of
natives from immigrants to the city was accentuated by the difference
in language; (since) the Marsellais spoke a peculiar dialect of

Provengal that was strange to other Provencal-speakers, let

1 According to Roncayolo, op.cit. p38 in 1900 60 per cent of the
Marseilles population was locally born. Of the remaining 40 per
cent half came from elsewhere in France and half from abroad.

2 M. R. Loew, Les dockers de Marseille, Ecully, 1944. p38 gives a
useful analysis of the origins of dockers. For the origins of
Italian immigrants see, A.M. Faidutti-Rudolph, L'Immigration
italienne dans le Sud-Est de la France, Gap, 196k.

3 W.H. Sewell, 'La classe ouvriére de Marseille sous la Seconde
République: structure sociale et comportement politique', Le
Movement social, 76, 1971, ph7. -




alone to French-speakersf1 Even a commentator from so close
a place as Avignon was surprised at the exclusiveness of

the social world of Marseilles-born workers and the way in
which this contributed to the preservation of their Eatois.2
Still other commentators remarked on the superior attitude

demonstrated by Marseillais towards the franciots or French

speakers, where a Marseilles girl would consider it beneath
her dignity to marry a French speaker.3 Victor Gelu, a
Marseillais himself, described how, 'The franciot...is
sovereignly antipathetic to the pure-blooded Marseillais.
Only ltalians inspire a greater aversion in him...If anything
the franciot actually appears more ridiculous. And to tell
the truth, the franciot... (gives as good as he takes with)

this hatred and disdain'.h

Hostility to French speakers was less appropriate by
the end of the nineteenth century when French had largely
replaced Provengal as the language of the Marseilles working
class. Successive waves of foreign-born immigrants were, however,
met with the resentment and hostility earlier reserved for the

franciots. The scale of foreign immigration was considerable,

1 W.H. Sewell, op.cit. Past and Present, 65,1974, p95

2 Ibid.

3  W.H. Sewell, Le Mouvement social, 76, 1971, ph6.
Clearly though, many such mixed marriages did take place.

4 Cited by Sewell, op.cit., in Past and Present, 65, 1974, poi




and ifnaturalised foreigners were included, the already high
proportion of foreigners in the Marseilles population would be

even greater. What seems clear is that the proportion of

TABLE 1.2

Fereigners in the Marseilles Population

Date Number Percentage of total population
1870 40,000 12.54

1906 102,000 19.71

1911 110,000 19.98

1936 202,000 22.11 - 32.6%

1946 53,000 8.3

1954 38,000 5.8

Sources: Figures for 1870 & 1906 from A. Olivesi, 'Contrastes
Sociaux et luttes politiques sous la |lle République',
p386 in E. Baratier, (ed.) Histoire de Marseille,
Toulouse, 1973. Figures for 1911 from G.S. Cross, 'The
Structure of Labor Immigration into France between the
Wars', (Wisconsin PHd, 1977) p246. Figures for 1946 and
1954 from M. Roncayolo, op.cit.p39. Percentages have
been calculated against the total population as given in
Annuaire Statistique de la France. Résumé Rétrospectif
1966 p L1. INSEE, Paris, 1966. The percentage for 1870
has been calculated against the census figure for 1876.

Note: *The number of foreigners in 1936 is taken from the Etat de
Population dated 31.12.1936 contained in AD

M6/10816 & M6/9091. This figure is considerably higher than the
125,000 foreigners for the entire département listed in the census
of the same year. The proportion of foreigners for this year
depends on the total population of the town. The first figure is
based on the (false) census return claiming a total population of
914.2 thousand. The second figure assumes that the total
population was only 620,000 as estimated by INSEE. Roncayolo (and
Olivesi following him) suggests the real proportion to be between
20-25%. Our researches would suggest a higher proportion, nearer
the second of the two figures given, although this assumes that
the INSEE estimate of population in 1936 is not an underestimate.
The report of the total number of foreigners in 1936 as 202,000 is
credible, since it accords with the figure of 204,000 foreigners
given for 1934 in AD M6/10793 and dated 7.1.1935.




foreigners in the population reached its peak in the 1930's.

The largest group of foreign immigrants in 1936, and historically
the first group to come en masse to Marseilles, was the ltalians.

In 1936 the 126,000 ltalians in Marseilles accounted for more than
62 per cent of all foreigners in the town. Italians had first
arrived in large numbers in Marseilles around the middle of the
nineteenth century, and their colony grew thereafter. In 1851

there were already more than 15,000 Italians in Marseilles, by

1886 60,000, by 1901 90,000 and more than 100,000by 1931. Tkre
majority of lItalian immigrants came from Piedmont and Liguria,

but there were also many from the Mezzogiorno (30 per cent according
to a study of the 1926 census).] ltalian immigration proceeded
apace until the First World War when many ltalians were mobilised to
fight and were hence less mobile in their search for work. After
the end of the War however the rise of fascism meant that the old
motivation for ltalian migration - the search for employment - was
complemented by a newer, if not totally unknown motive - the search
for political freedom. Mussolini's rise to power in Italy meant
that, for those Left-Wing workers able to leave, there was an added

incentive to do so.

Marseilles' situation, halfway between the ltalian and
Spanish frontiers, meant that it was able to attract immigrants
from both of these countries. The Spanish community was quite
small until 1914, but the mobilisation of the Italians for war
increased the possibilities of work for other immigrants. From a

relatively small community of 5,000 in 1911 Spaniards increased

1 Roncayolo op.cit. p39 and Olivesi in Baratier (ed.) op.cit. p387
Also see Faidutti-Rudolph op.cit. Carte 6h4.




their numbers to 26,000 by 1918.] The growth in the Spanish
population in Marseilles does seem to have been restricted to the
period of the First World War, since by 1936, lacking in
substantial renewal through further immigration the Spanish
population had, through naturalisation and natural causes fallen
back to 22,000.2 As with the Italians the early motivation for
Spanish immigration, the search for work, was later, after 1936,

joined by politically-inspired immigration, as refugees from Franco

arrived in Marseilles.

The third and fourth largest groups of immigrants to
Marseilles arrived for economic and political reasons respectively.
Algerians and other North Africans, although not officially
foreigners, were recruited to work in the factories of Marseilles
during the years on each side of the First World War. Their
recruitment was aimed at replacing ltalian labour which was both
increasingly scarce and reckoned to be of dubious quality. From
an initial population of around 10 North Africansin Marseilles
in 1906, their numbers increased to 2,000 in 1914, and then to
9,500 in 1936. Whilst employers sought to attract North Africans
to Marseilles to work, Armenians fleeing the Turkish massacres
began to arrive in Marseilles. The colony of 16,000 Armenians in

1923 had grown to almost 20,000 by 1936.3

1 Olivesi in Baratier (ed.) op.cit. p387.

2 Olivesi ibid. Also see AD M6/10816. More details on the
local Spanish population may be found in E. Temime, 'Evolution
et problémes d'intégration d'une minorité étrangere. Les
Espagnols dans le sud-est de la France de 1861 a 1936: &tude
spécifique du cas marseillais',Ethnologie frangaise, VIil,3.

1977, pp245-254.

3 Olivesi, op.cit. p387, Roncayolo, op.cit. p39. AD M6/10816



These successive waves of immigration, first French,
then foreign and later colonial, produced a highly variegated
working population in Marseilles. Different waves of immigrants
may have fulfilled similar economic and often social functions
to those preceding them, but the waves of immigration were
staggered over time, and groups of migrants could displace
one another upwards through the social and economic hierarchies
of the town. Different groups of migrants had their own
distinct characteristics however, and it is for this reason
that it is necessary to investigate the differences Dbetween the
immigrant communities as well as noting the dichotomy between

natives of, and migrants to, Marseilles.

2 The Industrial and Geographical Location of Immigrants

Immigrants to Marseilles usually established themselves
within a few specific occupations in the town. The majority
came in search of work, and its availability would influence
the industries in which they were employed and the areas in
which they lived. Most immigrants arrived with limited skills
and resources and they were often obliged to find work and
employment in those sectors shunned by the better-off native-
born Marseillais. The experience of immigration, however, did
not merely involve the transition from an agrarian to an urban
labour market, but also a confrontation of communities. The
largely agricultural origins of immigrants to Marseilles meant

that they were assimilated only with difficulty into the local
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urban and working-class culture. Indeed, sometimes the very
strength of the local working-class culture, especially in the more
skilled or better paid trades, was asserted through a refusal

to admit immigrants to certain highly regarded trades. Sewell's
work on mid-nineteenth century Marseilles has identified a

series of trades which were closed to foreigners and immigrants
and almost entirely occupied by native-born Marseillais. 'Closed’
trades were often maintained through a restrictive corporate
structure, where sons of workers had the first right of entry,

but even after the erosion of the old corporate structures,
employment in most occupations was secured through contact and
recommendation rather than by open competition. Sewell's
researches reveal a paradoxical situation where the very success
of native-born Marseillais in using existing trade and community
structures to secure employment for their sons, meant that
intergenerational mobility across classes was greater for immigrants
to the town that it was for the Marseillais themselves. He argues
that the experience of migration freed ltalian and French migrants
to the town of their 'traditional ascriptive values regarding
occupational choices', but that 'a combination of prejudice and
lack of qualification kept the ltalians from experiencing upward
mobility, while the French migrants...attained upward mobility in

a relatively high proportion of the cases'.

T W.H. Sewell, 'Social Mobility in a Nineteenth Century European City
Some Findings and Implications', Journal of Interdisciplinary
History, VII, 2 (Autumn 1976), pp227-228. For the other statements

in these paragraphs see Sewell's works in Past and Present op.cit
Mouvement Social, po.cit. passim. )

-~
)
.

and L
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Sewell's findings are important in demonstrating the role
of community structures and choice as well as that of opportunity
in defining occupational location and intergenerational mobility.
Early foreign immigrants arriving in Marseilles were excluded
from the existing native working-class culture and had few
resources to enable them to compete for better jobs which were not
sought by the Marseillais. Over time, however, the experience of
the immigrant changed greatly. |In 1851 an Italian arriving in
Marseilles would find himself in an alien community and with few
resources: with ltalians constituting only 8 per cent of the
population it was possible to consign them to the least desirable
occupations and neighbourhoods. By 1936 however, after years of
Italian immigration and a degree of upward mobility too, people of
Italian origin probably made up about one half of the total
Marseilles population.1 The scale and duration of ltalian immigration
meant that migrants from that country arriving in Marseilles in the
twentieth century, would no longer find themselves part of an excluded
and marginal grouping but could instead join a community which was
sufficiently well established, integrated and defined to offer succour
to newcomers whilst being broad enough to open up possibilities of
social promotion. The Italian immigrant of 1860 would arrive and be
content if somehow he could find himself a job as a day labourer; by
the 1930's his successor would hope for something better. He might
also feel, given the number of his compatriots involived in local and
national politics, that he could afford the luxury of expressing

opinions, and maybe of even becoming involved in political actions

1 See p. 7 for details on the number of Italians in Marseilles

in 1936.
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himself, activities which he may well have been wary of in the

Second Empire.

The passage of time, therefore, or the existence of an
extended and supportive community structure, could produce less
restricted employment opportunities)either to immigrants from areas
with a long tradition of immigration to Marseilles, or to the
naturalised children of other immigrant groups. There was, however,
a degree of continuity in the industries and localities where
foreigners were concentrated. One survey of ltalians in 1911 showed
that they were concentrated in the building trades and the chemical
industry. Amongst certain trades ltalians constituted the majority
of the workforce, as was the case for cabinet makers, where
ltalians made up four fifths of the total active working population
in Marseilles. Cases such as these, where immigrants were able to
establish themselves as skilled independent craftsmen in sectors
requiring little capital, were examples of the possibilities
available to the more fortunate immigrants. For the most part however,
immigrants were required to seek employment in those areas which had
the worst working conditions and the lowest wages. In 1911, ltalians
as the largest immigrant group, were concentrated in the industries
that met this description; chemicals, gas and building.] Twenty years
later the same broad pattern of immigrant employment prevailed.
Foreign labour was estimated to account for 32 per cent of the employed
industrial labour force, but the proportion of foreigners in each

industry varied considerably.

1 Les Bouches-du-Rhone: Encyclopédie départementale, XII1,
Paris-Marseille 1921, p179.
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TABLE 1.3

Percentage of Foreigners in the Bouches-du-Rhone Labour Force

By Industry/Occupation (1931)

Labouring & Building 72
Quarrying & Tiles 63
Leather & Hides 54
Textiles 'y
0il & Soap 42
Transport & Carting L2
Ports & Docks L1
Mining Lo
Agricul ture 38
Chemicals 36
Wood 31
Food 23
Others 23
Engineering 19
Paper 8.5

Source: M. Carenco,'lLes problemes de 1'emploi dans les Bouches-
du-Rhone entre 1919 et 1939'. (Mémoire d'Histoire,
Université de Provence, 1976) p149

The wide variation in the percentage of foreigners employed
in an industry was due to many factors. Amongst these may be included
the wages and status associated with an industry, its working
conditions, security of employment, and the period at which it had
expanded. The date of the development of an industry might have
influenced the number of foreigners it employed, because newer industries
tended to be situated further from the centre of Marseilles. The ability
of recent migrants to settle in close proximity to such new industries
was obviously greater than that of those longer established locally-

barn workers who had family and other ties to encourage them to seek
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work in their own localities. Thus, low wage, recent and/or
growth industries, would tend to have high proportions of foreign
workers and, on occasion, contributed to the establishment of

immigrant ghettos in the suburbs of Marseilles.

One example of the intense localisation of immigrant
labour was that of Italian workers in the Marseilles suburb of
1'Estaque. At a distance of 9% kilometres from Marseilles this
suburb grew more than tenfold between 1872 and 1931 when the population
of Marseilles as a whole merely doubled.] The dramatic population
growth of the area was due almost entirely to the expansion in
employment resulting from the dynamism of the local tile and chemical
industries. For reasons partly associated with tradition, and also
connected with the level of wages in these industries they attracted
a mainly ltalian labour force. By the mid-1930's a survey of 1'Estaque
described it as a 'quartier ouvrier, avec de trés nombreux ltaliens',
and where '8 restaurants ouvriers aux noms ltaliens' could be found.
The extent of the foreign population was indicated by the fact that
the electoral register included the names of less than one tenth of
the population of the area. L'Estaque was not the only immigrant
ghetto. Other areas such as Saint Antoine, Les Aygalades, Saint Henri
and Saint André, had equally large foreign populations based on their

local industries.

The geographical distribution of foreigners corresponds
closely with the industrial map. The cantons with the largest
proportions of foreigners in 1931 were also the ones with most industry

or high proportions of working-class people.

1 Les Bouches-du-Rhone...op.cit.X1V, p325. NB reference here to the
population of Marseilles is to the figure as corrected by INSEE, the

figure for the population of 1'Estaque is uncorrected.

2 Les Bouches-du-Rhéne...op.cit.X1V, pp325-338 passim.
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TABLE 1.4

Marseilles 1931 Cantons Ranked by Percentage of Foreigners

Ranking Canton Percentage of
Foreigners

—
ok

37
5 34.7
12 31
27
26.5
25.7
25
22.6
21.3
20.5
14
12 11.7
All Cantons 25.4
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—

———h
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Source: G. Rambert, Marseille, La formation d'une grande cité
moderne. ftude de géographie urbaine,Marseille, 1934

pl60.

The high proportion of foreigners in the first canton was
linked with the attraction which the port and its associated industries
had for foreign workers. With casual labour hiring in its industries,
and a large supply of cheap, if overcrowded and unhygenic accommodation,
the area was well adapted to accommodate those workers who would be
employed in the traditional Marseilles industries. The other cantons
which had more than the average number of foreigners were those which
had particularly great concentrations of local industry. The 5th, 12th,

Lth, 7th and 11th cantons were all centres of either well established



or newly developing industry which needed immigrant labour

to develop.

The distribution of foreigners in Marseilles was
related to the availability of employment and of accommodation,
but the different immigrant communities were distributed
differently. These differences between the distribution of
immigrant groups reflected in part the preferences of immigrants,
but also those of employers. [Italians, for example, who
established themselves in the building and construction trades, as
well as in the oil pressing and soap industries from the end of the
nineteenth century, found that with the arrival of the twentieth
century their horizons, as well as those of their employers, had
been broadened. Employers sought other sources of labour and
established immigrants attempted to find more stable and
remunerative kinds of employment. The case of the arrival of North
African workers in Marseilles is an illustration of a form of
employer-sponsored immigration which changed the distribution of

immigrant labour within Marseilles.

As ltalians became established in large numbers in
Marseilles, they were less willing to accept the long hours, poor
pay, and insecurity which were the features of the sectors to which
they were confined. They were also increasingly willing to join
forces with French workers in trade union actions designed to improve
working conditions. [t was one such strike in 1907 in an oil

pressing factory which led the management to seek alternative sources

1 G. Rambert, Marseille, la formation d'une grande cité moderne:
Etude de géographie urbaine, Marseille, 1934, ph61.
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of labour. The foreman in the factory had the idea of
requesting friends of his in Algeria to supply Arab workers
to break the strike. The request was complied with, the strike
broken, and within a short time the employers' federation was
organising the transportation of large numbers of Algerian
workers to be employed in the industry. The operation was a
success and by 1913 the Prefect was able to report that:
"Il est facile de se rendre compte que les Kabyles jouent
actuellement un role économique fort important 3 Marseille.
Leur mentalité les tient encore éloignés des organisations
syndicales et tant qu'elle ne semodifiera pas, certains
industriels importants, tels que les fabricants d'huile,

les raffineurs de sucre, peuvent compter sur la sécurité
du travail dans leurs usines.']

The docility of Arab workers led to changes being made in the
Marseilles labour force. A strike in the sugar refining industry
in 1910 had as its consequences the substitution of the strikers
by 400 Arab workers.2 The President of the Chamber of Commerce
later expressed his fears during the First World War about the
return of Arabs to Algeria since they:
'remplagaient de plus en plus dans nos huileries la main
d'oegvre.[talienne et’d99t les services éFaient 3
particuliérement appréciés de nos ressortissants.'
Such attempts by employers to use new groups of workers in order
to have a more docile labour force, were founded on the assumption
that there would be little common feeling between Arab immigrants
and previous waves of immigrants, or native-born Marseilles workers.

Such assumptions were often valid, even if the Popular Front period

itself provided examples of solidarity among workers which managed

1 B. Viala 'Intégration au monde du travail et mouvements sociaux:
L'exemple nord-africain 3 Marseille. 1900-1940', Unpublished
paper communicated by author, mai 1979, ph., quoting report in
AD M6/11402 26.2.1913.

2 Viala loccit. ph.

3 cited by Vialaloc.cit. p8.
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to cut across these ethnic divisions. Clearly the behaviour

of local employers created an economic conflict between those
recent immigrants, such as Algerians, who were prepared to work

for relatively low wages, and the longer established French and
Italian workers. This economic conflict accentuated and compounded
pre-existing social and cultural divisions between immigrant

communities.

The occupations and location of immigrant groups depended
in part on the period at which they arrived in Marseilles. Generally
the last group of immigrants would find itself consigned to the least
desirable occupations and housing, obliged to accept bad wages for
unpleasant work, and to pay high rents for bad accommodation. The
privations of poverty could, however, be made more bearable by the
support and comradeship of fellow immigrants in similarly bad
conditions, and for some groups family ties with successful immigrants
could offer a chance of escape from the miserable conditions in which
they lived and worked. The comparison of the experiences of Arab

and Armenian immigrants is instructive in this respect.

By 1936, after almost twenty years of North African
migration to Marseilles, Arab workers were still consigned to the
least desirable employment and accommodation. A police report of
1936 described the experience of Arabs in Marseilles fairly accurately
when it explained how they worked:

'Sur les quais, savonneries, raffineries de sucre, en général
dans les usines ol s'effectuent des travaux malpropres'. !

1 AD M6/10817 Report to Prefect 30.3.1936



There had been almost no upward mobility for this group of
jmmigrants. As with the ltalians described by Sewell in the
nineteenth century, the experience of migration had led to a
dramatic change in yvalues and in occupation, but this had not
broken down the wall of prejudice which they faced from the host
community. A study of the conditions of North African dockers
living in Marseilles in 1942 found them concentrated in the cheaper
areas close to the port and its associated industries. The priest
who conducted the study described how:

Aux alentours de la place d'Aix, dans les rues qui descendent
vers le Cours Belsunce, se masse 1'T10t arabe le plus
important, habitant en garnis souvent collectifs, dans les
hotels a plusieurs par chambre, véritable dortoirs od les lits
se touchent... :

Tout autour de la Place d'Aix et dans la rue de Turenne
partiellement détruite, des hotels louent des grandes

chambres a des familles venues d'Orient, souvent des arméniens
qui s'y sont installés au débarquement et n'ont pas eu le
courage d'en démenager. C'est le royaume des meublés sans
meubles. Dans ce quartier toutes les conditions de paiement
se rencontrent: au trimestre et au mois (le plus rarement), &
la semaine, & la journée (cas le plus fréquent méme pour des
familles installées depuis des années), & 1'heure enfin...'

For the privilege of living in these conditions the Arab and Armenian
dockers were obliged to pay exorbitant prices. Pére Loew explained
how, for these immigrant dockers:

'habitants 8 1'embauche incertaine, tout est remis en question
chaque jour (car les tenanciers de ces garnies ne sont pas
tendres): le pain, le logement et avec lui la sécurité vis-a-vis
de la police et la protection contre les intempéries. On
comprend également comment la seule assistance que, dans de
telles conditions, on puisse espérer est celle quizprovient

de ses compatriotes et de ses fréres de misére...'

1 Loew, op.cit. phl

2 Loew, op.cit. pphi-42.

19
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This need for intra group solidarity and support led to an even
greater localisation of immigrant groups than that which was

rendered necessary by the overcrowding due to their limited finances.

The solidarity within some groups of immigrants such as the

Italians and Armenians permitted their members to escape from the
poverty of the ghettos to which the Arabs were consigned. Pére Loew's
description of Arabs' living conditions also mentioned that of
Armenians. But for Loew, the Armenians wholived in the area of
the Porte d'Aix, did so because they had lacked the courage to move
on from where they had first settled after landing. For Armenians
there was a possibility of escape from poverty, through the chance
of establishing a business to service the Armenian community, or through
the aid received from various religious charities. Armenians retained
their distinctiveness, and created ghettos of their own, but their
solidarity was not rooted in inevitable impoverishment. |t also
permitted a degree of social ascension which was denied to Arab
workers, who, although officially French, had fewer rights than the
foreign Armenians. The Armenians tended to move away from the centre
of the town towards the suburbs of Saint Antoine, Beaumont, Chateau
Gombert and Saint Julien. According to one report:

'...leur bt général...est de faire du commerce. Trés économes;

ils amassent un petit pécule sous 3 sous et lorsqu'ils peuvent

disposer d'une certaine somme d'argent ils acheétent un commerce,
et ne tarde pas a devenir prOpriétaire'.2

1 Loew, op.cit. ph2 refers to the 'enclose situés entre les quais et
le Boulevard de Strasbourg, de la rue Blidah, de la rue Desirée,
de la rue Kléber, enclos au nom admirable: Chateau Kléber..., de
la traverse Milliard, de la rue Peyssonel, des Grands Salons de la
Villette et du domaine Bonnefoy, pour ne citer que les principaux,
et qui sont les quartiers des dockers et des chiffoniers'. See map
from Loew in appendix.

2 AD M6 11354 Report to Prefect 14.1.1937
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Not all Armenians could aspire to such heights but at least for those
who did succeed in this way, the concentration and solidarity of the
Armenian community meant that they could count upon the custom of

their compatriots. Directories of Armenians traders were produced

to direct members of the community as to where they might shop, receive

medical attention or have their shoes repaired.

The experience of immigration varied considerably between
groups. Some, such as the ltalians, maintained their distinctiveness,
but were, with time, well integrated into the economic and social life
of Marseilles. Other groups, such as the Armenians, although recently
arrived and of a very different temperament from that of the native-born
Marseillais, managed to retain their originality and use their
clannishness to establish a distinctive and almost self sufficient
economic and social presence within the town. North African immigrants
by contrast had their distinctive and impoverished situation imposed
upon them, since they either lacked the skills or were denied the

possibilities of leading any other kind of life.

Another large and equally distinctive group of migrants was the
Corsicans. Already, by 1911, Marseilles contained more Corsicans

than either Bastia or Ajaccio and by 1938 there were estimated to be

1 Roncayolo, op.cit. p39 contrasts the ltalians and the Armenians:
'Si les ltaliens s'intégrent d'emblée a la vie marseillaise, les
Arméniens constituent des ilots encore homogénes, conservant leurs
traditions et leurs attitudes, ce qui apparait dans une structure
demographique tout d fait originale'. The directory of Armenian
traders in Marseilles may be found in the Bibliothéque nationale
Ouh Varjabetian, Guide de Marseille,Marseille, 1938
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60,000 Corsicans in Marseilles.] Like the North Africans, Corsicans
had French nationality and were not, therefore, foreign immigrants.
Corsicans, however, were like ltalians in that they had a long
tradition of migration to Marseilles, tended to originate from, settle,
and find employment in well defined areas, and be easily integrated.
Yet at the same time they preserved a strong group loyalty for they
brought with them the hierarchies, solidarities and loyalties of
village life.2 The experience of migration was one which involved
the promotion and advancement of the group as much as that of the
individual, and whilst these were also features of much [talian
migration, Corsicans were not disadvantaged by obstacles of language
and nationality in the way that ltalians were. For Corsican migrants
the decision to move to the mainland was born of hope as much as

of despair. Foremost amengst the hopes of such migrants was the
desire to be free from the insecurities and harshness of rural life,
and ideally to find employment which was both sedentary and stable.
The solidarities born of the adversities of rural life in Corsica
often proved helpful in ensuring the social promotion of Corsicans

within the urban enviromment of Marseilles.

A description of Marseilles written in 1934 made the

following comments about the Corsican group:

1 F.Pomponi et.al, Le Mémorial des Corses, Volume 6, Ajaccio,

1981, pph52 and 477.

2 Which were then reinforced by a flourishing collection of
Corsican mutual aid groups and associations. See F. Pomponi
loc.cit. pplh58 - 462.




'Tres cohérent et trés uni, il joue 3 Marseille un role

de premier plan, non point certes les carriéres actives,
pour lesquelles, depuis deux siecles, il ne semble plus
avoir aucun penchant, mais dans la navigation, dans les
professions libérales...et bien plus encore dans certains
emplois publics. Les immigrés corses excellent surtout

dans les fenctions modestes et multiples de surveillant,
d'agent de police, de gendarme, d'employé d'octroi, qui
rappellent, sous une forme évoluée, la traditionelle vie
pastorale; ils les peuplent en grand nombre, grace 3 leur
tenacité, grace aussi au concours de la politique locale,

d laquelle il se mélent passionnément tant par dispositions
naturelles que par intérét. |ls constituent 3 cet &gard une
sorte d'fT18t administratif dans la population marseillaise
ou le goOt des carriéres actives est la régle, soit chez les
autochtones, soit chez les étrangers.'1

The abundance of Corsicans in the sectors mentioned was the result,

not only of their abilities, but also of their solidarity. For
certain jobs were either in the disposal of fellow Corsicans,
involved in business, the professions or politics, or could be
obtained with the help of a letter of 'recommendation', as to the
honesty and integrity of the applicant. Writing of the problems
of police corruption, one Prefect commented in November 1937
that there really seemed no way of satisfactorily recruiting a
local police force in Marseilles, since:
'1a communauté d'origine engendre ici, en effet, des rapports
de camaraderie et d'amitié trés particuliers. On ne saurait
nier que le climat de Marseille n'est celui d'aucune autre
ville, et dans ce climat spécial l'esprit de clan, importé
de Corse notamment, risque de |'emporter trés souvent sur la
notion de 1'Ordre Général.'2
With such strong clan solidarity the provision of employment and

advancement for clan members seemed to outweigh the less tangible

demands of ideology or efficiency.

1 Rambert op.cit. ph59.

2 AD M6 11355 Prefect to Interior 15.1.1937.
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The advancement of Corsicans in Marseilles was in large
part due to strong intra-group solidarity. This solidarity, was,
however, due in part to the nature of the immigration itself.

On occasion almost the entire population of a village would move
from Corsica to Marseilles. Once in Marseilles they would settle
in a fairly closely defined area, usually in the 4th canton,

and there they would recreate the ties that bound them in the
village of origin. The topography of Marseilles facilitated this
establishment of relatively insular and self-contained communities
of migrant groups. Once established in this way, geographical
communities tended to develop into occupational ones too. A
study by Marie Francoise Maraninchi, of migrants to Marseilles
from the small Corsican town of Calenzana reveals the high
concentration of immigrants in sedentary and public sector

employment in Marseilles:

TABLE 1.5

The Occupations of Calenzanais living in Marseilles Pre 1931

Occupation Per cent Employed

White-collar 43.2 (11.5 Sailors)

Civil Service 41.9 (20 Police, 12 Post Office)
Shopkeepers 10.7

Professionals 3.5

Artisans 2.9

Source: Marie-Francoise Maraninchi, 'Un example de migration
dans l'entre-deux-guerres. L'Exode Calenzanais',
(Mémoire de maitrise,1977, Université de Provence),pl01.
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Maraninchi gives a very persuasive explanation of this process
for the Calenzanais when she writes how:

'La plupart de ces Calanzanais trouvent un poste dans
l1'administration de la municipalité, ou s'y efforcent

toute leur vie, par 1'intermédiare d'une ''personalité''...
souvent influente dans ce domaine...En effet, il est rare
que ces personnes n'aient quelques rélations dans le milieu
politique marseillais, ce qui leur permet de ''dépanner' les
Calenzanais sans emploi surtout en créant autour d'elles

une clientéle devouée et reconnaissante...A Marseille, la
Mairie représente pour les Calenzanals |'objectif principal
parce que c'est le symbole de la sécurité pour laquelle

ils sont venus...D'autre part, ''entrer a8 la marie'' est une
chance enviable car les Calenzanais et les Corses en

général sont surs de se retrouver ...ll semble que les Corses
aient besoin, méme dans leur travail, de reconstituer une
petite ''famille'', une sorte de clan a 1'intérieur duquel
chacun devient lui-méme parce qu'il a retrouvé une structure
traditionelle du village.']

3 Immigrants and Political Organisations

The operation of clan networks amoung groups such as the

Corsicans meant that political involvement, and occupational and
geographical location often combined, and were mutually complementary.
In some respects, Corsicans were unusual among migrants since their
French nationality gave them easy access to the political system.

By the 1930's, however, ltalian immigrants and their descendants

had also become well-integrated into established local political
organisations, and many of the most well-known Marseilles politicians,
including the Mayor and Deputy Henri Tasso, could trace their origins
back to ltaly. As a rule, however, such political integration for

foreigners was not always easy and often remained incomplete.

1  Marie-Francoise Maraninchi,'Un exemple de migration dans 1'entre-
deux-guerres. L'Exode Calenzanais', Mémoire de mattrise, 1977.
Universite de Provence, UER d'Histoire,p109. See also Faidutti-Rudolph
op.cit.p75 for details of the migrants from the ltalian village of

Sperlanga.

2 Between 1919 and 1939 six Corsicans sat as deputies for Marseilles.
(They were Canavelli, Morucci, Sabiani ,Ambrosini, Lucchini and Franchi).
From June 1935 to March 1936 Corsicans held ten of the twenty-four seats
as Conseiller Général and Conseiller d'Arrondissement for Marseilles.

A. Olivesi in F. Pomponi et.al.op.cit.ph77.
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Foreign immigrants to Marseilles tended to import their
political concerns with them. These were not always well adapted
to the local environment, and Marseillais may not have had much
time to spend on understanding the grievances of the Armenians
against the Turks, or the tribal conflicts within North African
groups or for that matter their struggle for independence from
France. Conversely, immigrants themselves needed either to be fairly
well integrated or to believe that it could be to their advantage,
before they would take much interest in a local and national polit%cs
from which they were debarred from participating. Given that most
foreign immigrants were in Marseilles primarily as workers and had
few rights as citizens, their political involvement could arise most
obviously in their role as workers. In this situation it was those
parties of the Left and trade unions which were prepared to organise

in and around the workplace which could make most impact on immigrants.

Tte role of immigrants in the workplace and their response
to the politics of the workplace was often an important factor in
determining their acceptance in society as a whole. And yet the very
existence of immigrants in the labour force seemed calculated to
increase the power of employers against that of workers and trade
unions. Whilst workers were trying to organise to control the supply
and price of their labour, the arrival of immigrant labour threatened
to undermine such attempts. Most immigrants were prepared to work for
lower wages and in worse conditions than would native workers. Faced
with union demands for improvements employers could choose simply to

replace the French workers with foreign ones. Trade unions and



socialist organisers were often forced to confront this problem
and to recognise that immigrants weakened their bargaining power.
Relations between a labour movement and the newly arrived immigrants
were, therefore, strained. However, the case of ltalian workers
demonstrates that the tensions between the French and immigrant
workers were not insuperable. The ltalian immigrants who came to
Marseilles at the end of the nineteenth century were often political
refugees. As such, they were quite likely to become involved in
expatriate socialist politics. Before long, however, ltalian
socialists realised that in order to sustain their movement, as well
as in the name of socialist internationalism, it made sense to orient
their propaganda towards conditions in France as well as in ltaly.
For immigrants in France the key issues tended to be those connected
with the workplace, and, with the encouragement of their political
leaders, Italian workers at the turn of the century began to become
more involved in the attempts of their French colleagues to organise
trade unions and strike actions. Italian participation in the dock
strike of 1900 in Marseilles marked a crucial turning point both for
involving ltalians in political and trade union actions, and for
winning them acceptance from French workers. Police reports on this
strike testified to the resolution of the striking italian dockers,
and commented on how their participation:

'paraft grosse de conséquences, car, jusqu'alors, 1'emploi

des ouvriers italiens était considéré pas les patrons

marseillais comme une assurance contre les exigences des

travailleurs francais. Lorsque ces derniers faisaientla

gréve, les italiens restant dans les chantiers permettaient
aux patrons d'attendre et d'assurer les travaux urgents. ')

1 Pierre Milza, L'intégration des ltaliens dans le mouvement
ouvrier francais a la fin du XIXe et au début du XXe siécle:
Le cas de la région marseillaise, Relations internationales,

no.12. 1977, p363.
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By the end of 1900, ltalian participation in Marseilles strikes
alongside French workers had brought about a dramatic change in

attitude. Another police report remarked on how this solidarity

marked:
'Une chose toute nouvelle pour les ltaliens. Car il y a
peu de temps, il y avait eu des manifestations contre
l'emploi de la main d'oeuvre étrangére...

...Grace aux greves, tout était changé; 1'ltalien qui
jusque-la avait été tenu dans un état d'infériorité marquée
au point de vue de salaire, etait traité sur le méme pied

que l'ouvrier frangais, 11 n'était plus question de
limites, comme on le voulait auparavant, dans l'emploi de
la main-d'oeuvre étrangére'....!1 en est résulté pour les

Italiens une amélioration trés sensible de leurs rapports
avec la populiation locale, une plus grande sécurité dans

le travail et une augmentation trés substantielle de leurs
salaires.'

The strikes of 1900 demonstrated that the interests of immigrant
and French workers did not always need to be in conflict. What was
possible for ltalians was not, however, necessarily so easy for other
immigrant groups. Arab workers who came to Marseilles in 1914
intending to seek employment on one of the building sites in the town
were greeted by a hostile reception from the crowd which gathered when
they went to the site in question. |t seemed that the hostility was
one which was based on race as much as on any desire to preserve a
trade union monopoly over hiring. A police report described how for
these Arab workers:

"Aucun n'ayant &té embauché quelqu'un leur donna le conseil
de se rendre a la Bourse du travail, ou ils furent suivis par
plusiers jeunes gens qui leur manifestérent leur hostilité

en sifflant sur tout le parcours. Il leur fut demandé de se
syndiquer pour trouver du travail, mais l'un d'entre eux qui

le fit n'en retira pas de profit, puisque l'embauche lui fut
refusé'.?2

1 Milza loccit. p366.

2 Viala op.cit. p7.
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More than twenty years later, in some parts of the building
industry at least, local trade union attitudes had changed little.

In May 1938 the Union Locale (UL) and Syndicat de Bitiment at

Marignane, near Marseilles, complained that of the first 24 workers
hired to build a new aircraft factory, 7 had been North Africans,
saying that the unions 'voudraient que les chomeurs de Marignane
aient un droit de préférence'.] It was difficult to reconcile such
calls with others made at the same time by Marseilles trade unions
for solidarity between French and North African workers. |t seemed,
however, that the basis for such unity was easily undermined in
periods of rising unemployment when competition for jobs increased.
The organisation of North Africans into trade unions was, meanwhile,
conducted on a corporatist as much as a class basis, with the union
often acting as intermediary between employer and employee in hiring
workers. Trade unions found themselves in competition with fascist
groups in this sphere, since some such groups had sufficiently good

relations with employers to guarantee employment to their members.

The internationalism of the parties of the Left led them to
try and organise immigrant workers. The degree of success which such
efforts encountered varied according to each group and the political
and economic situation. |talians and Spaniards were among the most
easily organised foreign migrants. Both groups had traditionally

contained a large number of political refugees, and, by the late 1920's

1 AD M6 10881 CS Marignane 13.5.1938.

2 See AD M6 11354 CD to Prefect 4.5.1937 on the success of the Parti
Populaire Frangaise in this respect.
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their own political preoccupations often matched quite closely
those of the French political organisations. The issues of fascism
versus antifascism, of anarchism and syndicalism versus communism
with which ltalians and Spaniards might be familiar all found a
resonance in France. Organising other groups was more difficult.
Arabs tended not to be interested in French political issues as
such, and often were reluctant to attract the attention of the
police through becoming politically active. Armenians tended to
adopt a more individualistic approach which left little room for the
collective remedies advanced by parties and trade unions of the Left.
These two last groups would be inclined to join trade unions in
periods of growth, to pay their dues regularly in the hope of being
guaranteed regular work, but to be unenthusiastic about the active

. . . . . . 1
participation required by attendance at union meetings.

This brief survey of the various ethnic divisions amongst the
Marseilles working population reveals the extent to which immigration
produced a heterogeneousworking class. This heterogeneity was expressed
in terms of the time of arrival and origin of immigrants to the town, the
occupations in which they worked, and the areas in which they 1lived.
Varying degrees of interest, job security, command of the French language,
and prior political concern and activity affected the willingness of

immigrants to participate in the political and trade union life of the town.

i Reference to the desire of foreigners to join trade unions in the
docks to improve their chances of obtaining work may be found in
AD X1VM25/143 CD to Sureté, report 13.5.1939. Concerning Armenians
there were problems both in getting them to join trade unions and to
Pay their subscriptions once they were members. On the reluctance of
Armenians to join the dockers' trade union see the report of Gagnaire's
meeting for Armenian dockers in AD M6 10888 CD to Sura2té 6.5.1939.



CHAPTER TWO: ALTERNATIVE DEFINITIONS OF THE WORKING-CLASS COMMUNITY

1 Spatial Communities

a) Physical and Administrative Definitions

The geography of Marseilles goes a long way to explaining

both its raison d'étre and its specificity. The superb natural

harbour offered by the old port explains the decision of the Phoenicians
to settle there, and the semi-circle of mountains surrounding Marseilles
played a large part in its cultural and economic isolation from the
rest of France. |Isolation from the hinterland mattered little before
the nineteenth century, since Marseilles as an economic entity was
geared more to the Mediterranean than to the Continental economy. This
distinctive and isolated situation made the town of Marseilles rather
exceptional: exceptional because of its geography, its economy, its
politics and its culture:

‘Les Marseillais comme les non-Marseillais étaient préts 3

admettre cette originalité d'un port marginal, plus ouvert

sur la mer que sur le continent, au tempérament plus

médi térranéen que francais, aux problémes toujours particuliers,

échappant a8 la logique nationale.'!

Struck by the exceptional nature of Marseilles outside

observers have tended to assume that the region constitutes a
homogeneous entity. Isolation does not, however, necessarily involve
homogeneity, and the exceptional aspects of the Marseilles region still
leave room for considerable diversity. There was little ecological

coherence within even the commune of Marseilles itself, and may argqued

that the administrators who had defined Marseilles as a town with an
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area three times that of Paris (22,800 hectares), had designed a nonsense.

1 Roncayolo, op.cit.pl.
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7,300 hectares of the 'town' of Marseilles were uninhabited hills

and it made little sense to include these with the estimated

3,650 hectares which made up the town core, and contained four

fifths of the population in 1931. There were, according to the

same estimate, a further 11,850 hectares of suburbs 'in' Marseilles

which contained the rest of its population. In 1931 these suburbs
contained much new industry, but also a fair amount of agriculture.

The administrative entity of Marseilles in 1931 made, therefore,

little sense. It contained within it a wide variety of different-terrain
and economic activities not all of which could be reasonably considered

as part of the town itself.]

Within the core of Marseilles itself, the very uneven terrain
made for a surprising degree of fragmentation into, and isolation

between, quartiers. An efficient tram network meant that transport

into the town was easier than that between the different quartiers, but

even so the integration of the quartiers into the town was far from

complete. This lack of integration was even more obvious when the
suburbs of Marseilles are examined. Suburbs sprawled across and around
the vast area of the town, often owing their location more to the
presence of some raw material or an environment conducive to industrial
development, that to a simple extension of the town itself. There was
no built-up area linking this vast tissue of suburbs, instead they were

relatively isolated from one another and from the town of Marseilles.

1 Rambert op.cit. pp 448-L449. Rambert based his estimates of
population distribution on the fraudulent census returns for
1931. Whilst the absolute figures are wrong there is no reason
to assume that the proportions of population in the town and
the suburbs should have been different from Rambert's findings.
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b) Economic and Social Definitions

i. The Port of Marseilles and its industries

Marseilles‘and its port were traditionally regarded as
synonymous. The location of the town, as a perfect natural
harbour situated halfway between the Spanish and lItalian frontiers,
allowed Marseilles to dominate trade in the Mediterranean. The
trade in which Marseilles was engaged was, however, a classic one
involving as it did the triangular pattern of the import of raw
materials, their processing and re-export. The port and its
associated industries lived, not as an intermediary between the
hinterland and the sea, but as an integral part of a Mediterranean
rather than a French economy. The conquest of colonies in the
nineteenth century meant that Marseilles was in an even better
position to fulfill its traditional function. The only threat
to its existence seemed to come from attempts at abolishing free
trade, but pressure from local politicians could often undo at the

implementation stage the damage intended by protectionist legislation.

Marseilles' necessary preoccupation with events abroad
and in the colonies meant that its links with the region and the
hinterland more generally remained weak until well into the
twentieth century. This was due in part to the obstacles posed by
the mountain ranges which isolated Marseilles, and also to the
difficulties of navigation at the mouth of the Rhone. The
development of rail transport and the canalisation of the Rhone
had improved the position by the First World War, but even by

the 1930's one commentator could write that:



'la fonction régionale représente & Marseille un
mouvement d'affaires beaucoup moins intense que
dans les grands ports de 1'Europe, mieux rattachés
a 1'intérieur'.

The contrast was so great that:
'...aujourd'hui 1'on voit Le Havre, Dunkerque, Anvers
méme, et Rotterdam, désservis par d'excellentes voies
d'eau et un réseau férré modéle venir concurrencer le
port provengal jusque trés avant dans le sillon rhodanien.
Marseille a donc une vive lutte 3 soutenir pour remplir
les fonctions de distributriced 1'arriére-pays des
marchandises d'origine exotique et de lieu d'évacuation
vers l'extérieur des produits de ce méme arriére-pays.'

It seems that the port's activity made little impact_ on
the hinterland partly because of the physical obstacles to
transport, but also because of the strong traditional links with
local industry. The port of Marseilles saw a large part of its
activity directed towards the supplying of local industry. These
industries grew up in Marseilles, in close proximity to the port,
and on the basis of its activity. The traditional Marseilles
industries of soap and vegetable oil manufacturing relied on the
port for their provision of raw materials. These industries
depended on small locally-based family firms and were often located
near the port. In the period prior to the First World War this
traditional integration of the port and industrial activities
of Marseilles produced a satisfactory result. The two were
mutually interdependent. The port supplied the raw materials for
local industry to transform and re-export. Industry and port

tended to gather in the same areas of Marseilles and drew their

workforce from the same quartiers. The port was the largest single

employer and its fortunes affected those of the Marseilles economy

1 Rambert, loc.cit.p352.

2 Rambert, loc.cit.pp352-3.
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as a whole. In social and political terms, too, the port set

the tone for much of the town. Local industrialists envied the
ease of hiring and firing of port employees, whilst many workers
were often inspired by the successes of the dockers to press their

own wage demands.

During the interwar period the previously closed world of
Marseilles with its own specific economic, political and social
practices was upset by certain national and international trends.
These trends in turn provoked a change in the nature of Marseilles'
business, a relocation of its industries, and an opening up of its

old working-class quartiers. This dislocation in the economic,

social and political life of Marseilles was, in part, the result of
economic success, but it was also the product of a belated adaptation

to changes in the international economy.

Rapid growth in port traffic prior to the First World War
had made Marseilles very overcrowded. Ships were obliged to anchor
outside the port and wait for a considerable time before being
admitted. Once ships had been admitted to the port the limited size
of the quays and handling areas meant that unloading cargoes was a
lengthy business. These delays were inconvenient and expensive to
the shipping industry, and it was with the intention of reducing them
that the port was enlarged considerably in the interwar period. It
was not possible, however, to extend the port forever. There were
physical obstacles to such a path, and besides, it was not evident

that Marseilles was a suitable site for the unloading of all cargoes.
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The explosion in 1909 of an oil tanker which was unloading at
Marseilles provided an added incentive for the transfer of similarly
dangerous cargoes away from such close proximity to the city of
Marseilles to an area which would both be more safe and less overcrowded.
It was with this aim in mind that the Marseilles Chamber of Commerce
acquired the concession in 1919 for the development of the Port-de-Bouc-
Caronte port complexes. By 1932, after considerable building work had
been undertaken, cargo boats of 10,000 tons were able to enter the Etang
de Berre thus assuring access to the ports of Port de Bouc, Caronte,
. . 1 .

Fos and Port Saint-Louis-de-RhOne. The opening up of the Etang de
Berre upset the traditional equilibrium between port and industry in
Marseilles itself, and was described by one contemporary geographer
as an unprecedented economic fact:

'En effet, dans cette petite mer intérieure les grandes profondeurs

cStoient littéralement le bord meridional; il sera donc aisé

d'établir de ce c6te une série d'appointements ou les vapeurs

pourront accoster et en arriére desquels, sur les dives du

canal, les usines pourront étre &levées a peu de frais.'
The transformation was a dramatic one, since:

'grace d !'aménagement de Caronte et de Berre, grace & la création

d'un double accés par le Rove et par Bouc, l'effort marseillais

fait nattre un chapelat d'établissements industriels le long

de rives, de plaines et de cdteaux naguére encore déserts od

presque’.

Paradoxically, the very success of Marseilles as a port had

led it to create, not only a rival port, but also a rival and far more

dynamic industrial centre just 45 kilometres from the town.

1 Alain Chenu, 'Industrialisation, Urbanisation et pratiques de classe.
Le cas des ouvirers de la région marseillaise', Thése pour le
doctorat és-lettres et Sciences humaines (sociologie), Université
de Toulouse-Le Mirail, 1981, pp90-92. See also Rambert op.cit.

p378.

2 Rambert op.cit. p378.

3 Ibid.
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The growth industries of oil refining, chemicals, and
with Marignane airport that of air transport too, were all
attracted to the cheap industrial sites around the Etang de Berre.
Meanwhile the economy of Marseilles itself experienced a decline in
prosperity, and the port's activity did not reattain its pre war
high. Increases in freight tonnage registered for Marseilles after

1930 were almost entirely due to the activity of the new ports

around the Etang de Berre.]

Table 2.1 reveals the scale of Marseilles' decline. Having
handled 8,938 thousand tons of freight in 1913 in the port of Marseilles
alone, by 1928 only 6,471 thousand tons were handled. Growth of the new

port annexes led, however, to an increase in the total traffic, but the

share accounted for by the traditional port of Marseilles fell from

86 per cent in 1931 to 65 per cent in 1938.

Marseilles' decline reflected, in part, the general
problems of world trade in the interwar period, but it was also the
reflection of a local industrial decline. Marseilles' traditional
industries of transformation were affected by the tendency of
producer countries to transform their own raw materials. In
addition, there was a strong incentive for international manufacturing
companies to locate plants in producer countries where transport
costs could be avoided and where labour was cheaper. Industrialisation
in countries such as Turkey, Iran, Egypt and India, resulted in a

shortage of raw materials needing processing by Marseilles' factories,

1  Rambert loc.cit.p32h Marseilles' share of total traffic continued
falling to 38 per cent in 1946 and then to 22 per cent in 1961.
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TABLE 2.1

Marseilles Shipping - Freight Transported

1913-1938 Thousands (tons)

Date Total Marseilles Annexes
1913 8,938 8,938 -
1920 6,026

1921 L,719

1922 5,825

1923 7,235

1924 7,171

1925 7,414

1926 7,311

1927 7,602

1928 8,241

1929 8,561

1930 8,722

1931 8,512 7,355 1,157
1935 8,427

1936 9,249

1937 9,776

1938 9,957 6,471 3,486

Sources: 1913-1931, Gaston Rambert, Marseille, La formation d'une
Grande Cité Moderne. Etude de géographie urbaine, Marseille
1934,p.323-4
1935-1937, La Vie Ouvriére, 10.3.1938, p.5
1938 Revue d'Economie Politique, Vol 53, Nos 3-4,p1330

whilst such materials as were still available were made more expensive
as protectionist trade policies began tobiteafter 1930. Adverse
developments in the international economy obliged the port and local
industry alike to depend increasingly on the French colonies.

Accounting for 37 per cent of exports and 14 per cent of imports in
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1913 the share of Marseilles' trade taken by the colonies had increased

by 1938 to the point where it accounted for 64 per cent of exports and

31 per cent of imports} Increased dependence on the colonies as

suppliers of raw materials and as market was not itself problem free, since
by the 1930's the colonies themselves were beginning to be industrialised.
By the Second World War Marseilles industries had to compete with sugar
refining and corn milling plants established in Senegal, Morocco,

Tunisia and Algeria.2 From the point of view of the port of Marseilles

the interwar period was an extremely turbulent one with changes

in the origin, nature and destination (whether to Marseilles or

its annexes) of cargoes having a severe impact on shipping, industry
and employment in the town as a whole. The most dramatic change was
accomplished in the petroleum industry between 1934 and 1938. lIraq,
the main supplier of oil, accounted for only 2.94 per cent of imports
to Marseilles (by weight) in 1934. This figure rose dramatically,
first to 16.12 per cent in 1935, then to 23 per cent in 1936 and
finally (in the prewar period) to 23.8 per cent in 1938.3 The meteoric
rise of the oil industry had implications for the growth of the local
chemical industry, but it was also accompanied by a decline in the

traditional local manufacturing industries.

For the purposes of this study the significance of these changes
was in the impact they had on the conditions of life of the Marseilles
working population. Dramatic structural change in the local economy

was taking place within an environment which was stagnant in global terms.

1 See Table 2.3.

2 Roncayolo op.cit. pl17. See also L. Pierrin, Industries traditionnelles
du port de Marseille. Le cycle des sucres et des oleagineux, 1870-1958
Marseille, 1975, pl21 ff for details on the development of overseas ’
factories rivalling Marseilles sugar refineries.

3 Chambre de Commerce de Marseille, Compte rendue de la Situation

Commerciale et Industrielle de Marseille en 1938, Marseille, 1939
ppl126-127. ,




TABLE 2.2
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Freight passing through Marseilles 1913-1938 - By weight

(percentages)
Products Imports Exports
1913 1938 1913 1938

Foodstuffs: 35 27 33 28
of which grain 24 11 14

fruit & veg 2 7 1 L

roduce. z 57
Oilseeds 13 12 L 0.3
Chemicals 2 1 10 20
Agricultural primary and
manufactured products 7 3 7 10
Coal 35 20 3 0.1
Hydrocarbons 2 30 - 3
Construction
materials - - 22 6
Minerals, Metals 1 3 8 18
Machines etc. 5 3 13 14

Source: M. Roncayolo, op.cit. pl7.

Note: All figures have been rounded to the nearest decimal figure.

Totals, therefore, may not always amount to 100.

Population growth in the 1930's was slight, and the local economy did

not expand greatly. Decline in some sectors was matched by the

dramatic growth of others.

These changes in the economy of interwar

Marseilles may have led to a change in perceptions of workers as well



TABLE 2.3

Freight passing through Marseilles by Origin 1913-1938

(percentages by weight)

Country Imports Exports

1913 1938 1913 1938

Colonial Trade

North Africa 8 15 30 51
Black Africa 2 7 3 4
Madagascar, Reunion 1 2 1 3
Indo-China 1 7 1 L
Total Colonial Trade 14 31 37 64

Foreign Trade

Northern Europe Lo 18 14 18
Mediterranean Europe 19 4 23 7
Middle East, Indian Ocean,

Far East 13 3 3
Africa 1 1
North America L 11 L 2
South, Central America 6 7 6 2

Source: M. Roncayolo, lbid.

Note: All figures have been rounded to nearest decimal point.
Columns do not, therefore, always add up to 100.




as to a change in their activities. The isolation of Marseilles
within France no longer rendered it immune to national and
international economic trends, and the relative isolation of the

traditional Marseilles working-class quartiers, was, in turn challenged

by the rise of new industries and new industrial areas. The various
economic changes discussed here may have helped to open up the closed
world of Marseilles' society and politics. With new areas developing
for shipping and industrial activity there was room for new capital
to be injected into a traditionally locally-run and financed economy.
Similarly, with workers moving into new areas and being emplioyed in
new industries, there was an opportunity for political and other
groupings with a weak local base to try and establish themselves

amongst the Marseilles working class.

ii. Suburbs and New Industries

The traditional port industries were in decline in the interwar
period. Other industries were, however, in the process of expanding.
Some of these expanding industries had been established for some time,
but started their more dramatic growth only in the interwar period.

The ship repair and engineering sectors provide an example of such
industries. Other expanding industries were, in contrast, of relatively
recent origin, and are typified by the oil refining and aircraft
manufacturing industries. |In terms of their location these two groups
of industries stand in contrast to each other. Whilst it is true

that both types of industry sought to escape from the traditional
industrial areas of Marseilles, this aim was achieved with varying
degrees of success. For the engineering and ship repairing industries
expansion during and after World War One led to their establishing

themselves in new industrial suburbs on the fringes of Marseilles.
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Marseilles' own urban development meant that these new industrial
centres were quickly integrated into the town itself, but the

main employers there still managed to maintain a near monopoly of
the local labour market. The new industries were located at much
greater distances from Marseilles. The first oil refinery was

built at Lavera in 1922, and its establishment was quickly followed
by other refineries being built in the same area. In 1931 a
refinery was built at Berre, and in 1934 another one was built at

La Méde. By 1938 the refineries around the Etang de Barre

accounted for a quarter of all French oil refining capacity. In the
same ten to fifteen year period other new industries established
factories in the same area. Saint-Gobain and Kuhlmaﬁn built chemical
factories at Port-de-Bouc, a dynamite factory was set up at Saint-
Martin-de-Crau, and the progress of the aircraft industry was marked
by the creation first of a factory at Istres in 1923, then by the
opening of Marignane airport in the same year, and finally by the

opening of another aircraft factory at Marignane in 1937.1

The new and expanding industries posed a challenge to
traditional local methods of industrial finance and management. In
the traditional oil and soap factories of Marseilles the units of

production tended to be small, capital was locally based, and

1 Roncayolo, loc.cit.p28 & Chenu Thése p87
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management methods inclined to be amateurish.] The new dynamic
industries for the most part did not fit these features.2 They
tended to be capital intensive, with large units of production,

and to be financed by companies based outside Marseilles, and
indeed in some cases, outside of France itself. Within these
factories managements tended to favour what were perceived as being

scientific methods of work organisation, and taylorism or le systéme

Bedeau as it was known in France, was experimented with widely.
Workers in the newer more dynamic industries might be better paid,
but they would also be under a more strict work regime. In addition
the role of national, or international, rather than local, capital
meant that trade unions found that there was less room for extracting
concessions from management in local-level negotiations. The outcome
of negotiations increasingly came to depend upon the decisions of
boards of management in Paris rather than in Marseilles, and as such,
they were influenced more by national, and international, rather than

3

by local political movements .

1 Roncayolo, loc.cit.pp29-30 & Pierrein op.cit.p36 describes the

traditional Marseilles industries as follows: 'I1 s'agit d'une
industrie legére, de technique simple, productrice de biens de
consommation et meme de nécessité. Industries qui peuvent se

monter aisément, rapidement: on loue une vieille usine, un
entrepdt ancien, et on s'installe; on utilise une main d'oeuvre
bon marché&, surabondante, venue de toute la Méditérranée, masse
flottante de manoeuvres, pour produire des denrées de tous les
jours, dont il est dur de se passer'.

2  Although some, such as Coder, were family owned.
3 Once again an exception should be made for Coder. Aciéries du

Nord or Sociéte Provencale des Chantiers Navales however are
examples from the engineering sector which prove the rule.
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The move away from the traditional industrial and
working-class centres of Marseilles was induced by the
development of new industries and the expansion of old ones.

This move was also encouraged by the inadequacy of housing in the
older parts of Marseilles, and by the development of the public
transport system after the First World War. Sadly, the first
attempts at improving the Marseilles housing problem accentuated,
rather than curing it. The six hectares of slums around the
Bourse, for example, which were demolished between 1912 and 1930
were not redeveloped until after World War Two. By 1933 council
officials estimated that 15,000 additional housing units were
needed in Marseilles, and it was clear that the efforts of the

Offices d'habitations 8 bon Marché to solve the housing problem

made little impact. Private developers stepped in to fill the gap
left by municipal inaction. The areas where housing was most needed
were in the new industrial suburbs where land was cheap and planning
controls almost non-existent. Houses, flats and a variety of shacks
were erected by workers themselves and by private developers in the
interwar period. This unplanned and uncontrolled development
resulted in appalling problems for the inhabitants who, although
they had succeeded in finding some form of housing, rapidly
discovered that the lack of adequate drainage, sewerage and other
provisions made their living conditions miserable in the extreme.
This lack of public services in the new industrial suburbs resulted
in serious political problems for the municipality. Unable to

afford a public works programme on the scale which was needed,

1 Details of housing conditions from G. Dumont,'lLa Question du

-

logement social a Marseille de 1875 & 1939', (Thése de 3e
Cycle, Faculté de Droit Aix-en-Provence, 1973), pp127-128




successive municipalities found themselves confronted with the
problem of an increasingly large proportion of the working
population which was badly integrated into the local political
system (because of the recent development of these suburbs and
the often foreign origin of their inhabitants) and increasingly

disillusioned with its performance.

The suburbs which grew up around Marseilles, and the
industrial developments in the region were noteworthy, therefore,
for their relative lack of integration into a traditional economic,
social and political definition of Marseilles. The rate of growth
of working-class suburbs was formidable. Places such as 1'Estaque
grew from a population of 1,287 in 1872 to 13,536 in 1931, whilst
Saint-André grew from 4,385 in 1911 to 7,931 in 1931. In Les
Aygalades the growth was even more dramatic with the population
expanding from 1,496 in 1918 to 7,848 in 1931.] This rapid growth
meant that the inhabitants of these new suburbs tended to have few
local loyalties. Ties either with the town of Marseilles or with

their new quartier or banlieue were slight. The common problems

of bad housing and public services might have encouraged some
collective identity to emerge among these new suburban dwellers,
but it would tend not to be one which was rooted in the
traditionally local elements of Marseilles culture. This new,
recently uprooted working class would have found that its problems
were more easily identified and resolved at the national rather

than the local level. Hence their availability for organising by

1 Les Bouches-du-Rhéne... XIV, pp325, 329, 336.
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political groups would depend upon the extent to which nationally
based groups could identify the problems and issues which were

of most relevance to these workers. Already, by the 1930's, working-
class life in Marseilles was no longer dominated by the

activities of the port and its industries.

c) Changes in the Working-Class Communi ty

Marseillais and non-Marseillais alike had often taken
refuge in assertions about the uniqueness and exceptional nature of
their town, in order to affirm that it had some internal
homogeneity. In view of the long tradition of immigration, and the
increasingly diverse origins of such migrants, this-notion of
homogeneity became more difficult to sustain. Between the First
and Second World Wars changes in the structure of local industry
brought about corresponding changes in the pattern of settlement
of industry and workers in and around Marseilles. In spite of
constant extension the port of Marseilles itself attracted a
decreasing amount of traffic in both absolute and relative terms.
Meanwhile, the port annexes dramatically expanded their capacity and
traffic and succeeded in attracting a great deal of new industry.
Marseilles' dominance within the region was increasingly being
challenged in the 1930's, as was its claim to have an economy better
integrated into the Mediterranean than into the national market.

The new oil industry reproduced one of the traditional functions of
the older Marseilles industries - the import and processing of raw
materials - but the processed petroleum was not then re-exported but

rather sold in the French market. The growth of this industry led
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to a relocation of industrial activity in the region, away from
Marseilles, and a better integration of Marseilles into the national
market. Marseilles also became more integrated into a national
market for capital as well as for products. Increasingly the capital
for Marseilles' industries came from sources external to Marseilles

and even to France.

Industrial changes cast into doubt the claims of Marseilles
to be unique within France and to be internally homogenous. The
Marseilles working population had to undergo changes, in its
occupations, places of residence and the origins of its employers.

Such changes called for new definitions of the working-class community.
It was no longer evident that workers would have any particular

loyalty to an agreed local community. It was even less clear as to how
such a community might be defined. In spatial terms the working-class
community might be based on a quartier, the banlieue, 'Marseilles',

the region or, indeed, the nation as a whole. The very nature of the
changes occurring in Marseilles meant that no single spatial

definition of community could claim to be predominant, and indeed the
unity of 'Marseilles' itself was open to question. Faced with these
changes in the traditional local community it is possible that,
increasingly, workers defined themselves in terms of their occupation

rather than according to their place of residence or origin.

1 For comments on the prior importance of the quartier in the
working-class identity see Chenu, op.cit. pp588-589. See also
the list of people evacuated from the 0ld Port in Marseille-
Matin, 28.1.1943 for evidence on the geographical concentration
of Corsicans.




2 Occupational Communities

a) The Occupational and Industrial Structure of Marseilles

Collective working-class consciousness may have been
generated through the experience of work rather than at the level
of the neighbourhood. Consideration of this hypothesis however
requires an accurate picture of the local occupational and industrial
structure. The construction of such a picture requires use of the
1936 census, which, as has already been pointed out, was deliberately
falsified. The problem is not insuperable, since it seems that the
occupational census was reasonably accurate in spite of the

falsification of the population census.

1 There was little motive to falsify the occupational census. In
addition the following table, which indicates the percentage of
total population accounted for by active population in France and
locally suggests the figures were accurate.

Date Bouches-du-Rhone France
1921 51.62 54,60
1926 4g.07 52.58
1931 49.93 §51.12
1936 51.28 47.09

Active population for Bouches-du-Rhone from France, Census,
1921-1936.Total population figures from INSEE 1966 op.cit. It
should be noted that the active population includes those listed
as unemployed.
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TABLE 2.4

BOUCHES-DU-RHONE - ACTIVE POPULATION

LISTED BY INDUSTRY 1926-1936

Industry 1926 1931 1936

Total % Total % Total %
| Fishing 2084 - 2263 - 2095 -
2 Forestry & Ag. 62877 15 60354 13 56346 12
3 Mining & Quarrying 5349 1 5379 1 4076 1
4 Manufacturing 146266 34 156663 34 150400 32

industry

5 Transport & handling 74885 17 75700 17 88752 19
4 Commerce & Banks 76246 18 88236 19 100751 21
7 Liberal Professions 13844 3 15069 3 19090 L
8 Personal Services 20316 5 18508 L 21031 4
9 Public services 28783 7 32518 7 34747 7
TOTAL 430650 100 454690 98 477288 100

Source: Census 1931 & 1936

Note: % Columns do not always add up to 100 due to the effects of rounding of

percentages.

Teble 2.4 shows that industry was surprisingly underrepresented

in the département.

Mining, manufacturing, and transport industries

together constituted only just over half (58 per cent) of the active

population in the département throughout the decade 1926-1936.

main industrial sectors also seem to have not been particularly dynamic,

These

and the share of active population engaged in manufacturing industry

declined between 1931-1936 at a time when certain white collar

occupations were expanding.
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As a département containing the second largest




town in France the Bouches-du-Rhone might have been expected to

harbour a concentration of blue collar workers, categorised in

census terminology as ouvriers.

In fact the proportion of ouvriers,

in the active population of the département is shown by Table 2.5

to have been below the national average in 1936.

The strong element

of self-employed and white-collar workers listed in the table reinforce
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the impression that Marseilles was not predominantly an industrial centre.

TABLE 2.5

BOUCHES-DU-RHONE - ACTIVE POPULATION BY OCCUPATION

1920-1936 COMPARED WITH FRANCE

Occupation

Totals Bouches-du-Rhdne

Bouches-du-Rhone (BDR) &
France (FR) (%)

1920 1931 1936 1220 1931 1936

BDR F BDR F BDR F
Factory managers 70795 68849 72993 16 30 15 29 15 29
White collar workers 82422 93833 101931 19 12 21 L 21 15
Blue collar workers 179192 190551 174647 41 4O 42 42 37 38
Unemployed 17922 11849 27263 4 2 3 2 6 4
Self-employed 84291 89608 100464 19 15 20 13 21 14
TOTAL 434622 454690 477298 99 99 101 100 100 100

Source: France, Census, 1920, 1931, 1936.

Rounding of figures means percentages do not always total 100.
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Within local industry the decline in the number of blue-collar
workers between 1931 and 1936 was, in part, the result of the
economic crisis, but there is evidence suggesting that it was also
induced by changes within industry. The declining number of blue-
collar workers in a period when the number of factory managers
increased whilst the total number of workplaces decreased by 32 per
cent (see Table 2.6) suggest that considerable industrial
rationalisation was underway. New industrial techniques required
fewer shop floor workers, more highly skilled white-collar workers

and more managers.

TABLE 2.6

BOUCHES-DU-RHONE - FIRMS RANKED BY NUMBER OF WORKERS 1931 & 1936

Size of Firm Firms
(workforce)
1931 1936

No. B.du R. % France % No. B.du R. % France %
0 41033 59 Ly 15770 3y 45
1-5 23021 33 50 27046 57 51
6-10 2375 3.4 2.8 2084 .4 2.5
11-20 1292 1.9 1.8 1079 2.3 1.2
21-100 1070 1.5 1.2 836 1.8 1
101-200 133 0.2 0.1 147 0.3 0.1
201-500 91 0.1 0.1 65 0.1 0.1
500+ 32 0.04 - 30 0.06 -
Total No. of 69047 47057

Firms

Source: Census, France, 1931 & 1936
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Table 2.6 shows the dramatic effects of the economic
crisis on Marseilles'industries . A large reduction in the number
of firms was largelyaccountedfor by the massacre of firms without
employees. Firms with no employees represented 59 per cent of all

firms in the département in 1931 (as against 44 per cent in France)

but by 1936 their share was down to 33.5 per cent (as against 45 per cent
in France). Small firms of this kind were clearly much harder hit

by the economic crisis locally than nationally. Large firms were

still, however, exceptional in 1936, and the major change in the

local industrial structure was the increase in the smallest of

firms with employees at the expense of the self-employed. As late as
1936, however, 91 per cent of local firms employed between 0-5 people

and only 0.46 per cent employed over 101 people.

TABLE 2.7

EMPLOYED POPULATION IN THE BOUCHES-DU-RHONE RANKED BY SIZE OF FIRM
1931 & 1936

Employed Population

Size of Firm

(workforce) 1931 1936

No. B.du R. % France % No.B.du R. % France %
1-5 43367 21 33 49650 26 36
6-10 18158 8.7 7.6 15855 8.4 7.6
11-20 19043 9.2 7.5 15888 8.4 7.3
21-100 LighQ 21.4 17.9 34296 18.2 16.9
101-200 18853 9.1 7.5 20732 11 7.1
201-500 28813 13.8 8.9 21401 11.3 8.7
500+ 35284 16.9 17.9 31154 16.5 16.3
Total Employed 208058 188976

Population

Source: Census, France, 1931 & 1936
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Table 2.7 focusses on changes in the employed population
and shows an 8 per cent decline in its size between 1931 and 1936.
The decline was greatest in those firms employing less than one
hundred people or more than two hundred . Although in contrast
to the rest of France with a majority (57.2 per cent as against
L9 per cent) of its employed population working in firms with more
than 21 employees, the Bouches-du-Rhone can hardly be said to have
been dominated by large firms. 1In 1936, only 38.8 per cent of
the local employed population worked in firms employing more that
101 people, and whereas the average firm had not been exactly large in
1931, the average number of employees per firm had diminished still

further by 1936 to reach 6.04. (Table 2.8).

TABLE 2.8

BOUCHES-DU-RHONE - AVERAGE SIZE OF WORKFORCE PER FIRM 1931 & 1936

Category by size 1931 1936
(workers)

1-5 1.88 1.83
6-10 7.64 7.61
11-20 14,74 14.72
21-100 41.63 41.02
101-200 141.75 141,03
201-500 316.63 329.25
500+ 1102.63 1038.47

Total No. of Firms

with workers 28014 31287
Total No. of workers 208058 188976
Average workforce per firm 7.42 6.04

Source: Calculated from Tables 2.6 & 2.7.




The information examined so far concerning employment
structure does not distinguish between different employment sectors.

Table 2.9 however, shows that the degree of concentration varied
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markedly between different sectors. Employment in the main industrial

occupations and in certain public services (categories 3, 4, 5 and
9) was remarkably concentrated with more than 65 per cent of their
workplaces consistently employing over 21 people in the period
1926-1936. Manufacturing industry (category 4) had the largest

number of employees but was far from being the most concentrated

sector, and indeed there were great variations within industry itself.

Table 2.10 shows the distribution of industrial emplioyment
between 1931-1936 by sex and occupation. Industrial activity as a
proportion of total activity was declining in this period, and the
hardest hit group was the female blue-collar workers whose number
declined by almost 20 per cent between 1931 and 1936. The number
of males in the same category declined meanwhile by 11 per cent.
The dramatic increase in the number of industrial factory
managers once again reinforces the view that production was being
rationalised albeit in a period of contraction as workers were
subjected to closer supervision. By 1936, blue-collar workers
only accounted for one half of the active industrial population.
Tables 2.11 and 2.12 permit closer examination of differences between
employment patterns in various industries. The major industries in
terms of their share of the employed population were transport,
engineering, building, chemicals, food manufacturing and clothing.

Handling and warehousing should probably be added to this list since



BOUCHES-DU-RHONE EMPLOYED POPULATION LISTED

BY INDUSTRIAL CATEGORY & SIZE OF FIRM 1926-1936

TABLE 2.9
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Census Date Size of Workplace (employed population) Total employed
Code population
(see 1-10 11-20 21-100 100+
z?z;e No. % No. % No. % No. %
1 1926 511 97 16 3 527
1931 4Lo6 100 L96
1936 486 100 486
2 1926 13856 83 1245 8 1350 8 16451
1931 12328 79 1342 9 1887 12 142 1 15699
1936 11356 85 865 6 1083 8 110 1 13414
3 1926 293 177 3 509 10 4222 81 5201
1931 400 179 3 386 7 4229 81 5194
1936 317 313 223 6 2976 78 3829
L 1926 24324 22 9620 9 28220 25 50506 45 112670
1931 23866 20 10748 9 28326 24 53774 L6 116714
1936 26615 26 8127 8 21009 21 45227 45 100978
5 1926 2127 11 792 2560 13 14307 72 19786
1931 1923 11 742 2710 15 12394 70 17769
1936 2303 13 1111 2159 12 12707 70 18280
6 1926 19190 48 5010 12 8157 20 8026 20 40383
1931 17920 45 4845 12 8570 22 8427 21 39762
1936 18628 49 4478 12 6837 18 8318 22 38261
7 1926 2718 39 1050 15 1486 21 1753 25 7070
1931 2731 37 1087 15 1948 27 1584 22 . 7350
1936 3456 Lo 904 10 2410 28 1950 22 8720
8 1926 1981 91 135 6 70 3 2186
1931 1840 89 77 L 157 8 2074
1936 2289 96 79 3 22 1 2390
9 1926 60 2 92 3 451 13 2873 83 3476
1931 21 1 23 1 556 19 2400 80 3000
1936 55 2 11 0 553 21 1999 76 2618

Source: France, Census, 1926, 1931 and 1936
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TABLE 2.10

BOUCHES~-DU-RHONE INDUSTRIAL POPULATION
LISTED BY SEX & OCCUPATION 1931-1936

(Census Groups 3,4,5 & 9B)

. 1931 1936
Occupation Male Female Total % Male Female Total %
Factory managers 11638 3180 14818 6 13908 4076 17984 7
White-collar workers 16393 3958 20351 8 15178 Ly17 19595 8
Blue~collar workers 118510 21342 139852 58 104789 17128 121917 50
Unemp loyed 7374 1541 8915 4 16646 4ook 20650 8
Self-employed 38467 18339 56806 24 49518 16182 65700 27

. Total active
Industrial popn.

192382 29048 240742 100 200039 L5807 245846 100

. Total active popn. 334468 120222 454690 352990 124298 477298

as % of B 58 24 53 57 37 52

ource: Census, France, 1931 and 1936

dockers, although classified for census purposes as self-employed, were
really employed, albeit in a different way from other workers. Different
kinds of employment raises the question of varying degrees of industrial
concentration. Table 2.12 shows that even if the industrial sector

of the département had relatively fewer factories with no employees than

was the rule for the département as a whole (9 per cent as against 34 per

cent - see Table 2.6) small factories still predominated in this sector
as in others. Whereas in 1936 95 per cent of all workplaces in the

département employed between 0 and 10 people, in industry the equivalent
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TABLE 2.11

Bouches-du-Rhone - Industrial Population Listed by Industry & Occupation 1936

(Census Groups 3,4,5 & 9B)

Industry Total Active Factory White & Blue- Unemployed Self-Employed
Code Population Managers Collar Workers

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
3A ¢ B Lo76 1.66 132 0.73 3829 2.71 114 0.55 1 -
LA 4608 1.87 14 0.08 274 0.19 4320 20.92 - -
4B 20006 8.14 3866 21.5 14715 10. 4 672 3.25 753 1.15
LC 16448 6.69 294 1.63 16020 11.32 112 0.54 22 0.03
LD 1895 0.77 124 0.69 1674 1.18 75 0.36 22 0.03
LE 3967 1.61 308 1.71 3203 2.26 228 1.1 228 0.35
LF 2799 1.14 196 1.09 1957 1.38 139 0.67 507 0.77
LG & H 22988 9.35 3475 19.32 9287 6.56 1339 6.48 8887 13.53
Li 6443 2.62 731 L.06 3216 2.27 369 1.79 2127 3.24
4y 9646 3.92 1449 8.06 5224 3.69 1069 5.18 1904 2.9
LK-M 30728 12.5 3156 17.55 23581 16.66 2239 10.84 1752 2.67
LPp & R 5784 2.35 345 1.92 5035 3.56 248 1.2 156 0.24
LQ 25083 10.2 2732 15.19 17060 12.06 2641 12.79 2650 L.03
4L TOTAL 150400 61.18 16691 92.82 101247 71.55 13451 65.14 18991 28.91
SA 56390  22.94 112 0.62 5477 3.87 5590 27.07 45211 68.82
58 32362 13.16 1049 5.83 28341 20.03 1495 7.24 1477 2.25
98 2618 1.06 - - 2618 1.85 - - - -
TOTAL 245841 17983 141511 20650 65697
Code: Source: France, Census 1936.
gg glgiﬁgin Note: 4N Precious stones with an
LA UnclaZsi?ied ndustries active population of 5 has been
4B Food manufacturing excluded.
Le Chemical industry
4D Rubber & Paper manufacturing
Le Printing & Publishing
LF Textile manufacture
4G Clothing industry
h4H Wickerworking, Upholstery
41 Leather & Hides
by Wood & Furniture

bK-M Engineering
4P & R Glass, Ceramics, Building materials

4Q Building & Public Works
b Manufacturing industry
5A Handling & Warehousing
58 Transport

98 Industrial Public Services



TRBLE 2.12

Bouches-du-Rhone - Factories Listed by Size of Workforce in 1936
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Industry Number of Blue and White-collar Workers Employed per factory
Code Total
0 1-5 6.10 11-20  21-100 101-500 500+ Factories
No. V4 No. 2 No. % No. % No. % No. 2 No. %

3A &8 2 2 IA 59 18 15 21 17 5 4 2 2 2 2 121
4A 4L 44 5 56 - - - - - - - - - - 9
;) 390 16 1769 72 143 6 56 2 72 3 19 1 - 2450
Le 4 2 63 28 25 1 30 13 58 26 38 17 5 2 223
40 b ] 43 Ly 12 12 18 19 17 18 3 3 -o- 97
LE 16 6 168 66 33 13 V7 7 12 5 8§ 3 1 - 255
LF 25 17 89 60 14 9 8 5 7 5 L 3 1 1 148
4G ¢ H 385 13 2223 77 123 4 83 3 63 2 7 - - - 2884
L 77 13 402 70 53 9 23 4L 16 3 L 1 - - 575
N 65 5 981 79 102 8 60 5 36 3 2 - - - 1246
LK-M 132 5 2236 81 185 7 99 4 87 3 25 1 5 - 2769
LP ¢ R 13 b 175 60 36 12 33 1t 24 8 8 3 2 1 291
LQ 106 ] 1840 75 258 11 117 5 104 L 21 1 2 - 2448
L TOTAL 1221 9 9995 75 984 7 5Ly L 496 L 139 117 - 13396
5A 6 6 48 L7 10 10 'y 11 15 15 9 3 3 102
58 35 L 684 74 86 9 61 7 36 4 14 L - 920
98 - - 2 7 6 21 1 3 12 W 7 24 1 3 29
TOTAL 2485 9 20794 74 2088 7 1182 L1060 4 310 4y - 27963
Source: France, Census 1936.

Note:

Key to codes on Table 2.11

Includes census groups 3,4,5 and 98 with the exception of LN,
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figure was, at 91 per cent, not very different. The typical

industrial unit employed between one and five people, and was thus

very small. A few sectors were exceptions to this rule of small

firms, with chemicals and handling and warehousing having a large
proportion of large workplaces, and in the engineering industry

too there was a significant number of large factories. (The high proportion
ot large workplaces in the public service sector is to be

expected given the concentration of public ownership.)

This brief study of the occupational and industrial census

figures for 1936 reveals that the département can hardly claim to

have contained a dominant working-class element. The employed
industrial population of white and blue-collar workers represented
only 24 per cent of the active, and only 12 per cent of the total,

population in the département. The proportions for Marseilles alone

would have been correspondingly higher, but it remains the case that
Marseilles and its surrounding area were not, in numerical terms at
least, a bastion of the industrial working-class in 1936. The local
industrial working-class was not only numerically small in 1936, it
was also relatively heterogeneous. Large factories tended to be the
exception rather than the rule in Marseilles, and the largest
industries were not always the most concentrated. Small units of
employment and a wide range of different occupations, meant that
insofar as it was possible to constitute a unified working-class,
such attempts would have had to reach beyond the actual experience of

the workplace.
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b) Occupational Differences

The nature of the work performed, as well as the terms
and conditions of work, varied greatly between different industrial
occupations. The most obvious difference was one which cut across
almost all the various occupations; that between the category
employés or white-collar workers, and ouvriers or blue-collar
workers. The former group had more security than did the latter but
they were also more remote from the agricultural origins which they
shared with most of the local working class. To be an employé
signified a degree of social mobility which might also be accompanied
by a political distancing from the concerns of ouvriers and
industrial workers. Manual workers, however, whilst still envying
employés their better pay and greater security, might actually be
proud of the dangers and hardships associated with their employment.
Mediterranean culture seemed frequently to require that men define
themselves and their masculine identity through manual labour. Thus,
the male working-class culture of manual, and often dangerous, labour,
was often contrasted with that of the bourgeoisie which was portrayed
as one of idleness, and of sexual ambiguity or decadence.] This pride
in manual labour made for problems in a society where the long term
trend was for the non-manual occupations to expand at the expense of
the manual ones. It was not always easy to make a specifically working-
class appeal which would not also undermine the potential ability to
mobilise white-collar workers too. Differences between occupations
however were often just as striking as this difference between employés

and ouvriers which cut across occupations.

1 This contempt for the safe life of the intellectual and bourgeois
is still alive and emerged during the interviews recently conducted
by D. Bleitrach and A. Chenu, and contained in L'Usine et la vie.
Luttes Régionales :Marseilles et Fos, Paris, 1979, ppl151 and 185,




i. Male and Female Employment

Women constituted about 15 per cent of the employed
industrial labour force in the Bouches-du~-Rhone in the 1930's.
(Table 2.13). The real situation is, however, concealed by the
use of an average figure. Closer examination by industry reveals
that women's employment on a large scale was restricted to certain
sectors. Women were almost absent from the transport and warehousing
sector, together with the building, woodworking, engineering and
mining industries. By contrast they were well represented in the food
and chemical industries (4B and 4C) but their presence in the latter
sector was mainly attributable to the large number of women employed
by the local vegetable oil undustry. In neither of these sectors,
however, did women's participation in the labour force approach 50 per
cent. The leather and textile industries stand in contrast to this
situation. In the former industry women constituted almost half of
the workforce whereas in the latter (4F,G and H) they made up two
thirds of the employed workforce in 1936. Even this last figure is an
underestimate since the large number of self-employed (isolés) almost
equalled that of the factory workers and was made up of 85 per cent

women in 1936.

There is only a limited amount of information available
concerning women's employment in local industry. It seems, however,
that women were employed either in industries which called for skills

in which they were likely to have traditionally been trained (e.g

sewing and textile manufacture) or in areas where an abundance of cheap

labour was required. The Marseilles vegetable oil industry fell into

this second category, and it seems that women were used almost

62
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TABLE 2.13

Bouches-du-Rhone - Industrial Workforce by Sex 1931-1936

(white and blue-collar workers)

Industry 1931 1936
Code Males Females Total Males Females Total
No. % No. % No. % No. %

A& B 4984 96 210 L 5194 3697 97 132 3 3829
LA - - - 274 - 274
4B 10167 72 3910 28 14077 11140 76 3575 24 14715
Ny 16574 83 3368 17 19942 13076 82 2944 18 16020
4D 1198 63 717 37 1915 984 59 690 41 1674
LE 2261 71 904 29 3165 2372 74 831 26 3203
4F 951 33 1894 67 2845 746 38 1211 62 1957
4G & H 2636 24 8146 76 10782 2212 24 7075 76 9287
Ly 2804 69 1264 31 4068 2300 72 916 28 3216
4J 6487 90 734 10 7221 4755 91 L69 9 5224
K - M 25489 96 1177 L 26666 22462 95 1119 23581
4P & R 6815 85 1226 15 8041 L249 84 786 16 5035
4Q 17809 99 181 1 17990 16834 99 226 1 17060
4L TOTAL 93193 80 23521 20 116714 81404 80 19843 20 101247
5A 5703 98 105 2 5808 5358 98 119 2 5477
58 28638 97 849 3 29497 27391 97 950 3 28341
98 2385 80 615 21 3000 2117 81 501 19 2618
TOTAL 134903 84 25300 16 160213 119967 85 21545 15 141512

Source: France, Census 1931 and 1936.

Note: Industry Codes - See Table 2.11

Industry 4N has not been included in detailed figures but is included
in totals.



64

interchangeablywith immigrants, as two alternative sources of
cheap, unskilled labour. Even where women were employed in an
industry such as engineering, where better wages were generally
paid, they found themselves either restricted to the least

skilled jobs or were simply paid badly regardless of their work.]

ii. High and Low Wage Industries

Much of Marseilles industry was typically small scale,
employing unskilled workers for low wages. Many industries
had grown up in the area precisely because the abundance of immigrant
labour favoured labour, rather than capital intensive industry, and
once such industries had become established they were often slow to
modernise. A study of the French shoe industry in 1938 for example,
showed not only that the Bouches-du-Rhone industry contained the
lowest average number of workers per factory amongst those firms
replying, but that it was also one of the least mechanised. The
national average of 8.88 machines per factory stood in marked
contrast with the 4.25 machines found in the average shoe factory in
the Bouches-du-RhGae.2 Other manufacturing industry was also badly
mechanised and paid bad wages: the oil pressing industry was perhaps
the most notable example, but many other parts of the food and chemical
industiies showed similar features. The building industry, too,
depending as it did on a largely unskilled immigrant workforce, and

organised in very small units, tended to pay low wages. Some industries

1 AD X1VM22/15 provides details of wages in engineering industry
showing that in March 1937 women and girls were paid between
63% to 76% of the wages paid to men carrying out equivalent work.

2 Statistique Générale de France, Statistiques industrielles
Obligatoires, Paris, 1941, p119 ff.
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contrasted with this picture of low wage manufacturing. Engineering,
insofar as it required skilled workers and tended to be organised in
larger and more profitable units than some industries, was willing

to pay higher wages.

TABLE 2.14

Some Hourly Wages - Marseilles & Paris

1934 - 1937

(francs)

% increase

1934-1936

'rofession Marseilles (M) Paris (P)

1934 1935 1936 1937 1934 1935 1936 1938 M P

'rinter 5.30 5.80 5.60 8.45 6.35 6.15 7.25 11.90 6 14
“ailor 5.60 5.00 6.25 11.85 5.50 5.50 6.38 8.49 12 16
.arpenter 4L.,75 L4.75 6.10 8.40 6.10 5.87 6.50 9.85 28 7
loiner L.62 L.50 5.60 8.01 6.10 5.87 6.75 9.85 21 11
"Tumber 4.50 3.70 5.60 7.78 6.50 6.25 7.25 10.45 24 12
}Tacksmi th 4.50 3.70 5.70 7.89 6.10 6.10 7.50 11.70 27 23
.ocksmi th 4.50 3.70 5.45 7.59 6.25 6.00 7.25 9.85 21 16
.athe Worker L.50 3.50 5.15 7.57 6.05 6.05 7.20 11.90 14 19
:lectrical Fitter 4.50 3.80 5.60 7.80 6.00 6.00 6.80 9.91 24 13
fason 4.50 L. 25 5.60 7.80 6.50 6.37 7.00 10.15 24 8
luilding Navvy 3.75 3.60 4.70 6.69 6.25 6.25 6.50 9.56 25 4
ainter L.25 L.00 5.20 7.32 6.00 6.00 7.00 9.85 22 17
)Jay Labourer 3.60 3.50 4.55 6.39 No figures available 26 -

jources: Marseilles figures from Bulletin de la Statistique Générale de la France,
Volumes 24, 25, 26.

Paris figures from Annuaire Statistique de la France, Résumé Rétrospectif,

1966.
INSEE, Paris 1966.

lote: Figures refer to October of each year.
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It is difficult to have an accurate picture of the wages
which were paid in Marseilles in the 1930's. The hourly rates of pay
listed in Table 2.14 are a useful guideline, but over-represent the
skilled working class at the expense of the more locally predominant
unskilled workers. In the two sugar refineries operating in Marseilles
in April 1934 hourly wages varied from 3 francs 90 to 4 francs 20, and
daily wages from 25 francs to 38 francs according to the age of the
worker and the harshness of the task.] In March of the same year

investigation of a vegetable oil refining plant (1'huilerie Reggio)

revealed daily wages of 25 to 28 francs.2 By 1936, after a further
period of deflation, wages in this sector had in many cases declined

even further. At the oil factory of Rocca-Tassy de Roux women's wages

on the eve of June 1936 were a mere 13 francsa day, and the result of the

3 This last

strike was to increase them by 54 per cent to 20 francs a day.
figure was comparable to the daily wage of 22 francs which unskilled
female engineering workers received after June 1936.h The most highly
skilled male engineering workers meanwhile emerged from the strikes of
June 1936 with an agreement which granted them 48 francs for an eight hour
day. Even within the same engineering sector, differences were fairly
great, and women workers in a small engineering factory producing metal
beds were earning only 14 francs for an eight hour day before June 1936.5
In other sectors such as the docks, high wages were paid to compensate

for the irregularity of the work, since it was assumed that a docker

would only succeed in finding work for a couple of days a week. In reality,

1 According to Rouge-Midi, 112, 3.4.1935.

2  Roige-Midi, 109, 16.3.1935.

3  Rouge-Midi, 181, 13.6.1936

4 AD XIVM 22/15

> H. Prouteau, Les Occupations d'Usinesen Italie et en France (1920 -
1936), Paris, 1938, p103.
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however, there is reason to believe that some more fortunate
dockers were effectivelyguaranteed work throughout the week, and
were able to ensure that they were hired to unload the most remunerative

cargoes.

iii. Conditions of Hiring

The way in which workers were hired differed greatly between
occupations. In a society where jobs were scarce, most firms small,
and most labour unskilled and hence highly interchangeable there was
always a great deal of competition for employment. |t was rare,
however, for the labour market to operate in any 'pure' sense. A
high degree of mobility of labour within Marseilles was facilitated
by an efficient tram network but networks of family, friends and
ethnic groups were often more important in matching workers to jobs.

In all but the most casual occupations the recommendation of a friend
or political or other patron was crucial in obtaining a job. Even in
supposedly casual employment the hiring of workers was not always
carried out in a purely market-oriented way. In the building industry,
for example, Algerian day labourers could be hired at cheaper rates
than French or ltalian ones, but employers were not always ready to
antagonise public opinion, the administration, local politicians and
possibly trade unions by behaving in such astrictly economically
rational manner. On the fringes of the 'casual' occupations there was
room for strictly casual hiring of workers, but there was usually a core
of workers who were hired on the basis of custom rather than for their

ability to outwork and undercut all possible comers.
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The docks provided one such example of a seemingly casual
but in fact highly structured labour market. Pere Loew in his study
of immigrant dockers in 1942 gave a classic picture of the insecurity
of their lives. He explained why so many immigrants tended to
concentrate in the area immediately around the port pointing out that:

'pour ces habitants 3 1'embauche incertaine,...on pourra

ainsi faire la navette de chez soi au port autant de fois

que !'embauche le reclamera; s'il y a des heures supplémentaires

ou de travail de nuit, on est sur place. On remédie ainsi a

1'instablilité du travail. Etant tous groupés, on remédie aussi

a l'insécurité; les nouvelles se propagent vite d'un voisin &

1'autre, dés qu'un bateau accoste on le saura et si un

contrema™tre a subitement besoin d'hommes, il ira faire un tour

dans ces quartiers on y expédiera un docker pour y ''faire des

P P Y

hommes''. ' 1
Loew described the situation of the marginal dockers 'a 1'embauche
incertaine'who were always hoping to pick up some extra work, but
who could be distinguished from the 'dockers' sent to hire them.
Most dockers were not, however, hired in this wholly individual and
irregular manner. Dock work was carried out not by individuals but by
teams of dockers, and, insofar as many of these teams had a degree of
stability, they were hired as a group on a daily basis. This was in the
interests of dockers and employers alike, providing increased security
of employment for the first, and the greater production resulting from
experience, sought by the second. It was only if a team of dockers
was incomplete, or if there was a sudden demand for extra dockers that
foremen would seek out other workers in the manner described by Loew.
Experienced dockers could usually afford to remain in a bar or café
during the hiring_period in the knowledge that if there was work to be
had a member of their team would secure it for them, and that if not they

could wait until the next hiring session later in the day. This

category of regular dockers had a degree of control over hiring practices

1 Loew, op.cit. ph5.
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in the port. The constitution of teams of dockers meant that

each team had its leader, and that access to membership of the team
was often the way in which new workers secured employment in the port.
Later attempts at trade union control of hiring in the port often had
to overcome the resistance of the individual teams as well as that of

the employers.

Networks of friendship, politics and race, were often
important in ensuring entry to and in regulating the supposedly casual
and unskilled occupation. These networks were also of importance in
gaining entry to more skilled occupations. Ship repairing, although
more skilled than dockwork, was equally subject to sudden variations
in the amount of activity, with the result that workers were employed
by the day rather than on a longer term basis. As in the docks, however,
ship repairers tended to work in teams, and even as they moved between
employers, these teams retained their own homogeneity based on the
existence of networks already mentioned, compounded in turn by the

addition of specialist skills too.2 Recommendations from friends

1 Roger Cornu et al. Analyse contextuelle de la mobilité. | er partie
Les industries portuaires a Marseille, CNRS laboratoire d'éccnomie
et du sociologie du travail, Aix en Provence,n.d. Chaps: VI,VIlI & 1X.

2 Cornu, et.al.op.cit. describes the situation among ship repairers as
follows, p214. 'Comme le genre de travail supposait en régle générale
I'intervention d'équipes, il y avait intérét de la part de 1'employeur
a avoir affaire a des groupements préconstitués, rodés au travail en
commun; inversement, pour les ouvriers, l'efficacité d'un jeu de relations
personnelles pour s'assurer des advantages specifiques, tenait & nouveau
au degré de cohésion de l'équipe ou de petit groupe dont il faisait partie
Ainsi, s'explique facilement 1'importance des relations de parenté, de
voisinage, d'origine géographique (immigration éspagnole, semble-t-il, en
particulier) dans la constitution, au sein de la main-d'oeuvre de bord de
la réparation navale, de groupes puissants aujourd'hui encore appélés les
tribus. L'inégalité dans la répartition du travail n'est qu'une des
conséquences de l'action de ces groupements informels, une autre
conséquence-complémentaire fut de diverser la main-d'oeuvre potentielle
suivant les entreprises: si, en effet, le systéme d'embauche journaliére
tendait 3 créer une conscience d'apparténance & un secteur, les facteurs
liés aux rélations personnelles qui contrecarraient en fait le
fonctionnement de ce systeme favorisant la création de corps d!

permanents de telle ou telle entreprise’.

ouvriers
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or priests could also be important in gaining access to the

more stable sectors of the engineering industry.]

Stability and security of employment were highly sought
after in interwar Marseilles and most often found in the public
sector. In theory, access to municipal employment should have
been controlled by competition and limited resources but this was
rarely the case in Marseilles. More frequently networks of
friendship and of political patronage were what ensured a worker's
ability to enter municipal employment. The importance of Corsicans
in municipal employment has already been mentioned (pp 21-35), but
this merely provides one illustration of the way in which emplioyment
in this much sought after sector was allocated. Political
connections, too, were of relevance in ensuring access to municipal
employment, and it was suggested in the official report into Marseilles
in 1939 that the holding of the correct opinions was often a more
useful passport to enter the mairie than was the holding of a
criminal record an obstacle.2 For other workers, if political or
clan networks were not available then their progress towards a fairly
menial type of municipal employment would dominate their early

3

working life.

This brief survey of hiring practices has concentrated
only on the extremes in occupations, contrasting the supposedly
highly casual dock labour market with that of the purportedly

competitive, meritocratic, and secure one of municipal employment.

1 As in the case of Papazian referred to.in Chapter 8.

2 See report in Journal Officiel 21.3.1939.

3 As was the case with Marius Eychenne. Information from interview
with Eychenne, Marseilles 29.9.1980.
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What emerges is that in neither sector does the traditional

image fit the case of Marseilles. Dock labour was less

casual than appeared and municipal hiring policies were more
influenced by networks of friendship, politics or ethnicity than
might have been imagined. These two types of occupation
represented extremes in many respects but they are useful to
illustrate a general point; that in Marseilles in the 1930's, the
difficulties connected with the search for employment were usually
resolved by non-market oriented structures. These structures took
the form of different types of community linkage - based on
friendship, politics or ethnicity or clan - which influenced the
operation of the labour market. Increased political activity
could be expected to supplement the more traditional types of
factors influencing hiring, and to replace or ameliorate the
influence of the market on hiring policies with that of connection

and/or collective action.

iv. Security of Employment

There were few sectors in the 1930's in Marseilles where
employment was wholly secure. Whilst dockers and other workers
may have been able to influence to some extent their probability
of being hired they could not guarantee that they would be retained
in work when there was none. Similarly, without very strong trade
union and legal protection workers who refused to accept the
authority of employers and foremen, or who engaged in unwelcome

political activity, were very likely to be sacked.1

1 Interview with Adrien Mouton, Arles, 18.9.1980 provides
information about one such irdividual obliged to constantly
change jobs, either because the PCF changed its mind
about which sectors he was required to work in or because
of sacking for political reasons.
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TABLE 2.15

Unemployment in the Bouches-du-Rhodne

Date Registered Unemployed Assisted Unemployed
1931 4203
1932 14218
1933 18186 9347 (April)
1934 20784 13123 "
1935 24583 17262 a
1936 March 22765

" June 21239

'  September 19628

"' December 20433
1937 March 22703

" June 19828

"  September 17800

'"" December 18475 16908
1938 January 7 17232

" " 13 17647

" ' 20 18365

" " 28 18515

'"  February 3 18949

" March 21003

' June 19094

"' September 16700

'""  December 30 17276
1939 January 7 17932

" " 13 18680

" " 20 19527

" " 28 19342

"'  February 3 19954

" May 1 - 6 23314 20559

Notes: Registered unemployed = registered unemployed in département at the
Office départementale de la main d'oeuvre

Assisted unemployed = unemployed helped by various caisses de chdmage

Sources: Column 1: 1931-1935 figures are annual averages from M. Carenco,'lLes
problémes de l'emploi dans les Bouches-du-Rhone entre 1919 et 19391,
Mémoire de martrise en histoire, Université de Provence), 1976, p89.




Figures of registered unemployed for 1936, 1937 and 1938 from the
Bulletin du Ministére du travail volumes for 1936, 1937 and 1938.

Figure for May 1939 from Journal Officiel Mai 1939, p6081 & pp6033-4.

Figures of assisted unemployed 1933-1935 from Archives Nationales

F 60/630 Note of Ministére du travail to Président du Conseil dated

22.6.1935.

Figures of assisted unemployed from December 1937 to February 1939
from Le Midi Syndicaliste 20Q.2.1939.

TABLE 2.16

Registered Unemployed Among Certair Trades in the Department

- September 1938

of the Bouches-du-Rhdne, March 1936

Industry or Occupation

Date Building Day Labourers Engineering Textiles Total
1936 March Lok3 6083 1949 118 22765
" June 2684 6648 1946 85 21239
'" September 3184 5906 1570 85 19628
'""  December 3353 5771 1583 71 20433
1937 March 3725 7290 1673 85 22703
" June 3022 6516 1370 156 19828
''  September 2653 6162 1255 39 17800
"'  December 3174 5137 1279 71 18475
1938 March 3774 6253 1506 262 21003
" June 3422 5717 1244 227 19094
' September 2904 4969 1115 113 16700
Source: Bulletin du Ministére du Travail 1936, 1937 and 1938

This vulnerability to economic trends and to the whims of employers was

something from which municipal employees were relatively immune.

Even

they, however, insofar as they had been appointed for political reasons

risked dismissal after elections in which their political patrons were
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TABLE 2.17

Index of Assisted Unemployed in Bouches-du-Rhone - January 1936 - December 1939

74

Date Index (January 1936 = 100)
1936  January 100
February 111
March 102
April 102
May 97
June 9L
July 102
August 95
September 92
October 97
November 90
December 95
1937 January 105
February 102
March 103
April 107
May 100
June 99
JU]Y 93
August 89
September 90
October 98
November 88
December 89
1938 January 102
February 97
March 92
April 96
May 93
June 82
July 101
August 77
September 60
October 80
November 80
December 84
1939  January 94
February 90
March 90
April 90
May 93
June 81
July 77
August 80
September 77
October 72
November 70
December 68

Source: M. Carenco, op.cit. plh0.
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defeated or exposed as being corrupt.] The public sector of
employment generally offered greater immunity from economic
disaster but political rectitude was still expected from workers
and employees. The memory of the railway workers sacked in
Marseilles after the failure of the strike in 1920 remained with the
strikers of 1936.2 Similarly, public servants who failed to go to
work on 30 November 1938 were iiable to dismissal for their strike
action.3 Workers were caught in adilemma for much of the period:
employment was difficult to obtain and insecure once it had been
obtained, yet attempts through trade union organisation to improve
the security of workers' employment, would, at least before June
1936, render those responsible liable to dismissal. After June 1936
legal provisions were greater and increased union strength could be
called upon, but union and political activists could still be made
the first victims of many redundancies caused either by a downturn

in the market or by less labour intensive work processes.

Industries varied in the extent to which their activity

fluctuated. The most volatile industries in this respect were

1 According to Marseille-Libre (admittedly not an impartial source)
9.1.1938, Henri Tasso sacked 1500 journaliers on entering the
Mairie in 1935. Sabiani claimed in July 1937 that Tasso had sacked
1,000 journaliers and hired another 1,479 on entering office in
1935. _Bulletin Municipal Officiel de Marseille, 23.7.1937. Similarly
later on in August 1939, many local authority workers were sacked as
a result of the official investigation into the workings of the
municipality.

2 Railway strikers in 1936 included among their demands the call for
the rehiring of the sacked strikers from 1920.

3 See Chapter 9 concerning the strike of 30 November 1938,
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those which were dependent upon good weather. Even in these
induétries, however, there was a certain predictablility to their
fluctuations in activity; building and ship repairing for example
employed least workers during the winter. (See Table 2.16 for
seasonal variations in unemployment among building workers). The
security of employment for workers in other industries was more
affected by the changes in the prosperity of the particular

enterprise or of the industry as a whole. Elasticity of demand, and
hence of employment, varied between industries. In less prosperous
times, or at moments when public authorities were engaged in fewer
public works programmes building employment would decline. Ship
repairing could, however, actually increase in such periods, as
shipping companies commissioned fewer new ships, preferring to use older
ships which in turn needed to be repaired more frequently. There were,
therefore, considerable variations in levels of unemployment between
industries. Unemployment was certainly underrecorded in France in the
1930's, but such figures as there are suggest a rate of 8 per cent
unemployment among the active industrial population of the Bouches-du-
Rhdne in 1936. (Census figures see Table 2.11). This proportion was
an overall one for all industries, building and woodworking industries
had the highest unemployment rate - at 11 per cent - whilst the chemical

industry with only 1 per cent unemployment had the lowest score.]

1 Calculations from Table 2.11. Sans emploi as a % of total active
population. Category 4A (industries mal désignés) is registered
as having a 94 per cent rate of unemployment, but it seems fair to
assume that this figure means little and that there was simply
less precision in determining the occupations of unemployed
industrial workers than with employed ones, with the result that
many unemployed industrial workers were simply allocated to this
category.
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v. The Conditions of Work

Conditions of hiring, remuneration and degrees of job
security varied between occupations. The actual conditions of work
varied in equally obvious, and even more important, ways. |f workers
defined themselves and their collective identity at least in part in
response to the work they were engaged in then it is clearly important
to have some understanding of the differences between the conditions
of work in the major local industries. Rather than describing
conditions industry by industry consideration is given here to different
aspects of the work experience categorised as follows: skilled and
unskilled work; dirty and unpleasant versus relatively clean work;
dangerous as against safe work; and relatively autonomous as against

highly regulated occupations.

(i) _Skilled and Unskilled Work
The hierarchies of pay and of job security often corresponded
with those of skill, and ethnicity. Immigrants were consigned to the
least skilled, least secure and most unpleasant occupations, but even
then, there was only a limited number of skilled occupations available
for the remaining Marseilles-born workers. There was an assumption
current in Marseilles in the interwar period that the most skilled
occupations were to be found in the small-scale artisanal industries,
such as small engineering and repair workshops, or in the cutting room
of the more prestigious local tailors' shops. Alain Chenu reports how:
'Lors de nos enquetes auprés des ouvriers marseillais, certains
d'entre eux ouvriers hautement qualifiés desouche marseillaise,
nous ont déclaré qu'il était de tradition qu'a la sortie de
1'école, les meilleurs éléves aient la possibilité de choisir

un petit patron, alors que les mauvais partaient dans les grandes
entreprises.'!

1 D. Bleitrach & A. Chenu op.cit. plhh. Chenu thése op.cit.pl8.
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Small artisans and small-scale employers were themselves often

skilled workers in origin, having worked for a few years at one
of the larger local engineering firms as a lathe-worker or die

cutter, before saving up enough money to buy a small workshop

attached perhaps to a flat or even a house.

Access to skilled employment was limited by the fact that
there was inadequate training provision. Training often depended on
obtaining an apprenticeship with a small artisan, but such things were
difficult to find, and the number of skilled workers thus
produced not always adequate or suited to the needs of the larger
local engineering firms. Training schemes could not keep pace with
demand, and really took off only in 1939 when it was reported that,
faced with a dire shortage of skilled engineering and ship repair
workers, the local Chamber of Commerce had established a training
school for 1,000 engineering apprentices.] On a more general level,
this lack oftraining provision. meant that the legislation on the
forty hour week was to have little impact on the problem of
unemployment since many of the new jobs made available required skills

which the unemployed did not possess.

If skills could be taught in some industries and acquired in
others, there were yet other industries in Marseilles where only a minimum
of skill was required. The day labourers from the building industry
were an obvious example, but workers in the local chemical and food

industries were not always very different. In some industries brute

1 AN F 14/15476 Report of 26.1.1939 by M. Gourret, chief engineer,
Port of Marseilles.

2 Concerning the vexed question of the effects of the forty hour
week legislation see A. Sauvy Histoire économique de la France
entre les deux guerres, Il, 1931-1939, Paris, 1967, pp29L-307,
J-C Asselin 'La semaine de quarante heures, le chomage et 1'emploi'
Le Mouvement social, 54, 1966, pp183-20L.
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force, in others the ability to withstand unpleasant boring or
arduous tasks was the only demand made upon the worker.
Rationalisation as it was understood in the 1930's tended to mean
an increase in the speed at which these unskilled workers were

expected to operate. Le systéme Bedeau 3as introduced in Marseilles

tended to mean a traditional piecework system combined with a
rigorous timing of the actions involved in each task. Discipline in
the factory increased dramatically for these unskilled workers in
the 1930's. As profits came under threat most local industrialists
sought to find their way out of the crisis by this adaptation of half-
baked and largely misunderstood notions of rational or taylorist
production. Lacking the means or the willingness to undertake the
necessary capital investment in new plant, many local industrialists
contented themselves simply with employing more supervisors and
speeding up the work process in their factories. Such attempts were
resented by the workforce and provided grist to the mills of trade

. .o . 1
union and political activists.

1 Rouge-Midi for 1934-5 concentrated on the question of industrial
rationalisation locally. For one of many articles devoted to the
subject see issue 56, 10.3.1934. Local industry was not only
faced with a lack of capital it was also unwilling to amalgamate,
with the consequent loss of family control which would result.
According to Pierrein in Baratier op.cit. p3/7 there were about
40 oil refining and pressing plants in 1913 and still 30 by 1938,
with the result thats 'pas de concentration, pas d'intégration
v€ritable: pas de force globale'. For many locally based
industrialists there was a strong attachment to small size firms.

L. Pierrein quotes J.B. Rocca as follows: 'c'est l'affaire moyenne,
gérée par un patron responsable, qui contient les meilleurs

éléments psychologiques et matériels de prosperité, de stabilité

et d'equilibre social', op.cit. 1975 p58. Declining demand did
however produce some changes. For a consideration of the effects of
rationalisation of industry at the national level, and of responses
to it see the following works: B. Doray, Le taylorisme, une folie
rationelle? Paris 1981; Y. Lequin, 'La rationalisation du capitalisme
francais. A-t-elle eu lieu dans les années vingt?' Cahiers d'histoijre
de 1'institut Maurice Thorez, 31 (1979) pp115-136; 0. Hardy-Hémery,
Rationalisation aux Mines d'Anzin (1927-1938)' Le Mouvement social,72

pp3-48.




Much of the work carried out in Marseilles in the 1930's
was not only badly paid and insecure but was also either dirty,
dangerous or both. The local oil pressing industry was renowned for
the unpleasant nature of the work, with the pungent fumes from the
refining process polluting the atmosphere of the whole area around
the factories and rendering conditions within the factory dirty and
dangerous. Indeed the work was so unpleasant that it was only
possible to get workers unable to find alternative employment to
work either in the oil, soap or chemical industries. Accidents were
common in all these sectors. One such accident at the oil factory of

Rocca, Tassy & de Roux in October 1938 resulted in ten deaths and

more than forty injured.] Another such accident at a local dynamite

plant near the Etang de Berre resulted in more than two hundred

injured and fifty three deaths.2

Not surprisingly, few workers could have been happy to work
in dirty or dangerous occupations, but there were few alternatives
open to them. Most of the local industries required tasks to be performed
which, in their nature, were neither pleasant nor particularly safe.
Given this situation many workers sought to use the insalubrity of their

work, and sometimes its danger too, as a negotiating and organising weapon.

Workers' ability to react to their working conditions depended
on many factors; legal provisions, the state of the labour market, demand

for the product and the strength of the trade union movement. In many

1 La Vie OQuvriére, 13.10.1938.

2 Rouge-Midi, 228, 20.11.1936.
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industries workers were obliged to accept unpleasant, dirty and

unsafe work on the terms at which it was proposed to them by employers.
Elsewhere, however, the situation was a rather more fluid one, and the
occupations of docker and ship repairer and builder offer the most obvious
examples of such cases. These occupations were difficult, unpleasant and
often dangerous. Ships' cargoes were often dirty or explosive, giving
of f dangerous fumes which could overcome careless or unsuspecting
dockers. The loads that were carried by dockers were heavy,] and cranes
were frequently overloaded to the point of collapse. Such injuries as
were contracted during work were rarely covered by any insurance

policy, and the resultant loss of earnings was the responsibility of

the workers alone. Similarly, in the ship manufacturing and repairing
industry considerable dangers were associated with the work; workers
were expected to climb to great heights - often without the aid of
ladders - and to carry out complicated work when they reached the
required part of the ship. It was not uncommon in such situations

for other workers to be killed or injured by a wrench carelessly dropped
or a welding torch accidentally misdirected. |t was of such common-
place incidents that the almost daily toll of accidents or deaths were
made up. Furthermore,ship repairers, too, faced all the dangers of
gassing and explosion associated with ships which had been incompletely

unloaded and unbaHasted.2

Faced with the prevalence of these wide ranging dangers to the
workforce many commentators have asked why workers put up with such
conditions? The answer lies in part in the degree of autonomy and
control over the work process that unorthodox and dangerous working

procedures made possible.

1 According to one international report Marseilles dockers carried some
of the heaviest loads in Europe.

2  Cornu et al op.cit. pp205-6 give a full description of the dangers
associated with the ship repairing industry.
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This brief survey of occupational structure and occupational
variations in Marseilles has revealed the coexistence of the formal
structures of the market with the informal ones of custom, clan,
political influence and organisation. The occupations of docker and ship
repairer were the most obvious examples of the second category of work.
As Chenu writes, the port was among the major factors in explaining:

'1a formation spécifique de la classe ouvriére 3 Marseille, (il)
est aussi le lieu ou se développent cette 'liberté' et cette
instablilité du migrant. Le travail sur les docks permét d'etre

payé a8 la journée, donc faire face 3 un entretien quotidien de
la force de travail pour celui qui arrive sans le sou.'

In addition:

'Le port...offre '"L'aventure', c'est a dire non seulement

celle,...du jeune homme qui ''réve des fles', mais celle

des gains exceptionnels: les heures supplémentaires pour

le docker, les petits trafics pour le navigateur, d'autres

trafics encore comme la prostitution, le banditisme."'!
It was through exploiting the dangers and irregularity of their work
that dockers, seamen and ship repairers were able to assert their
relative autonomy in the work process at the same time as they
contrived to increase their remuneration. There seems to have been
an almost limitless scope for different rates of pay for the one job

of docker. |If a cargo was deemed to be particularly dusty or dirty

dockers received additional payment. Similarly, perishable cargoes might

need to be unloaded quickly and working during unsocial hours, at
mealtimes, or outside of the normal working day, brought an

additional payment. It was through these additional payments that

many dockers managed to obtain a sizeable salary for themselves.
Similarly, ship repairers were encouraged to carry out work rapidly
and at unsocial hours, and in unorthodox ways. All these demands from
employers could be negotiated and arranged. If a mast needed repairing
and there was no ladder available which was tall enough, a worker

would be found to climb the mast and carry out the work if the rate offered

1 Chenu, thése, op.cit. pph2-43.



for the job was sufficient. This constant bargaining, either on an
individual level or on that of a small group, represented a way

in which workers could both assert their relative autonomy against
that of employers, and improve their earnings and self-respect, at

a time when it would have proved difficult to establish trade
unions. When trade unions were established they tended to build on
the basis of these old bargaining practices at the same time as they
hoped to establish a different kind of collective identity from that

already possessed by the dockers and other port workers.

The relative autonomy which dockers obtained for themselves
was based precisely upon the informality and lack of regulation
existing in the port. The creation of trade unions would, however,
call the old system into question, as unions required the creation
of more formal structures of industrial relations around which could
be created the loyalties of class rather than simply those of
friendship and clan. The conflict between these different approaches
to work organisation was not always an easy one. Bleitrach and Chenu
following on from the work of Roger Cornu and his team of researchers
have described these conflicts between individual or small group,
and collective solutions to requlating the terms and conditions of
work. On the subject of the problem of safety Bleitrach and Chenu
write of how they have:

'pris de 1'extension dans un processus contradictoire. Un

peu comme dans le vieux code de 1'honneur méditérranéen selon
lequel un homme véritable regle ses affaires sans s'adresser

a la police, l'ouvrier négociait avec la maitrise ses

conditions de sécurité ou d'insécurité au coup par coup,
monnayant éventuellement les risques encourus et acceptés.

La lutte syndicale pour la création d'une véritable police de la
sécurité n'a donc pas seulement rencontré une opposition du

coté des directions des firmes, elle n'a é&té possible qu'au

travers d'une longue confrontation entre un noyau de militants
syndicaux ayant une vue d'ensemble de l'intérét des salaries
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et des ouvriers plus sensibles aux avantages immédiats que
pouvait présenter pour eux une certaine liberté dans la
détermination ou 1'application des regles de securité.'

Writing of the casual nature of employment among ship repairing and
dock workers the same authors explain how:

'on observe parfois une évocatjon nostalgique des formes de
marchandage (dans le marchandage, acheteur et vendeur de la
force de travail se présentent comme deux individus libres et
égaux) et de 1'apparente auto-organisation de 1'emploi du
temps qu'autorisait la pratique du fini-parti et des heures
supplémentaires. Les responsables syndicaux interviewés
soulignent l'opposition un moment majoritaire dans certaines
entreprises qu'a rencontrée la réforme de la mensualisation
du salaire ouvrier: '""On va @tre attachés au pa}ron comme

ceux des bureaux'', protestaient les ouvriers.'

Tre fact that dockers and other port workers did not feel
themselves the slaves of their employers made the task of organising

3

them rather more difficult. In other sectors, however, the relative

autonomy enjoyed by dockers was envied even if their lack of security

1 D. Bleitrach & A. Chenu, op.cit.pl150.
2 D. Bleitrach & A. Chenu, loc.cit.p15h

3 This subject will be dealt with in more detail in a later section.
The following comments by Bleitrach and Chenu loc.cit. pl48 are,
however, worth bearing in mind at this stage. The two authors
write of how: ‘'Les syndicats ouvriers, centrés sur les négotiations
par corporation, ont longtemps é&té parties prenante dans un systeme
de marchandage qui offrait aux ouvriers des possibilités de gains
réeels et souvent de temps libre en fin de journée. Pendant

longtemps, comme le docker et le navigateur, l'ouvrier de la
réparation navale vit & cdté du port et comme eux il connait ces
altérnances de travail intense dans des conditions difficiles et
souvent dangéreuses et de disponibilité qu'il occupe en allant au
café, en jouant aux cartes ou aux boules si le temps le permét.
L'autonomie professionnelle mais aussi cette 'liberté' dans

l'organisation du temps, le caractére périlleux des travaux,
combinés avec une culture latine..., interviennent incontestablement
dans la création d'un milieu portuaire (caractérisé par 1'attente

"3 la cour' ou au café, par le travail en équipe, par le réle de la
force et du courage physique comme dimension de la qualification)
qui marque de son empreinte toute la classe ouvriere marseillaise.!



was not. In most factories work was perhaps more stable than in the
port but it carried less remuneration and was increasingly closely
supervised and controlled. The fights against piecework and the
speedup in local factories were not only about the pressure to
produce more, they also represented a resistance towards increasing
regulation, reduced autonomy, and diminished self respect within the
work process. The emphasis which would be found in the demands

of the June 1936 strikers for greater dignity and humanity in the

work process related back to these points.

3 Conclusion

This study of the Marseilles working class permits a better
answer than would otherwise have been possible to the questions posed
in the introduction to the section: Was there one or several working
classes in Marseilles in the 1930's? What were the problems which
political and union activists were likely to be faced with? It is
clear that there were a multitude of working-class communities in
Marseilles in the 1930's, and that these communities were based on the
ties of locality, ethnicity, skill and occupation. The fact that the
industrial working-class population was such a minority must also have
posed a problem to political and union activists of the period and the
extent of the divisions within this industrial working-class can only
have compounded these problems. The experience of these groups of

workers varied enormously. Some enjoyed relatively high wages, job

security and the privilege of working in occupations which were neither

unpleasant or dangerous. Others enjoyed none of these advantages,
working in declining and low wage industries where labour discipline

was harsh, the work dangerous and dirty. Still other workers were
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employed in sectors where a virtue could be made of a necessity

and unpleasant working conditions used as the basis for negotiating
improved pay and greater flexibility of working arrangements.

Workers, therefore, were divided in terms of what they did, the

degree of concentration of their industries and in terms of the
quartier in which they lived. To define this very variegated and
diverse series of working-class groups as constituting a single working
class would be an overstatement. Nevertheless, it would be equally
fallacious to see the local labouring population as simply an
agglomeration of isolated idividuals. A more appropriate picture is
one of contrasting and changing working-class communities. Divisions
of class existed but were often blurred by the alternative attractions
of community ties. Some features cut across these different community
ties: the desire for a degree of collective autonomy, for instance, as
individual advancement and security was achieved through the support

of and dependence on the community group. Attempts at political
organisation on a class basis conflicted with some aspects of these
different community cultures at the same time as they could capitalise
on others. Traditions of collective action, however, albeit within

a restricted definition of community, could be of relevance to political
organisation. As existing community ties were loosened through the
economic changes occurring in the local economy the possibility was
opened up for political organisations to replace the old community ties
by those of class, and those of personality by those of politics. The
organisations through which such attempts were made are the subject of

the following chapters.
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SECTION 2: THE ORGANISATIONS OF THE MARSEILLES WORKING CLASS

'Nous nous trouvons devant le fait d'une société vivante,

d'un organisme trés complexe (délégués du personnel, sections
syndicales, comités d'entreprise, cellules communistes d'entreprises
et de quartiers, syndicats de locataires, comités d'intérets de
quartiers ouvriers, organisations de Femmes de France, U.J.R.F.,
et, j'ajoute, mouvement populaire des familles).

L'évangélisation du milieu ouvrier est 1'évangélisation d'une
société structurée, qu'il faut voir sous son aspect dynamique,
vivant. Ce serait courir & 1'échec que traiter une telle société
comme un simple amalgame d'individualités.'

Jacques Loew, Journal d'une
mission ouvriére, 1941-1959,

Paris, 1959, p.88.

‘Chaque ville (...) posséde sa Bourse du Travail, chaque bourgade
sa Maison du Peuple, chaque rue sa coopérative, chaque corps de
métier son syndicat. L'esprit de groupement est chez nous une
vieille tradition. L'homme isolé n'existe pas. On appartient 3
une chorale, une harmonie, une société de tireurs a8 l'arc ou a
1'arbaléte, de coulonneux, de coqueleux...Ce sens de collectif,
&levé 3 un niveau supérieur, a permis aux ouvriers de créer des
syndicats puissants. ...L'association n'est pas seulement une
arme pour la défense des salaries. Grace 3 elle, on voyage, on
visite des villes, des monuments anciens, des cathédrales, des
musées...Ainsi, moi, gamin, je m'é@tais inscrit & la fanfare locale
ol je soufflais dans un piston. Un beau jour, nous sommes alles
jouer dans un port...Pour la premiére fois, j'ai vu la mer. '

Maurice Thorez, cited by Annie
Kriegel in Communismes au
miroir francaise, Paris 1974,

pl135.

The views of Jacques Loew, the worker priest from the Cabucelle
area of Marseilles, and those of Maurice Thorez, the P.c .F. leader, cited
above, serve as a useful corrective to the tentative conclusions of
Section One of this thesis. Having described the divisions of race,
ethnicity, geography and occupation within the Marseilles working-class
it is worth changing the perspective to look at the way in which the less
immutable divisions of opinion and sociability either cut across, or

coincided with, those of circumstance. The Marseilles working-class, in
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common with that of other towns, was structured by its own organisations
and associations as well as by the impersonal forces already described.

In many respects the rich tissue of organisations which will be described
in this section proved to be more important and more powerful as political
agency than the features of origin and circumstance discussed in

Chapters One and Two. The ways in which workers chose to group together
in various organisations were crucial in determining their ability to

act in a unified manner. |In a society with a highly divided and minority
working-class, such organisations could provide the basis for class unity,

or they could yet further undermine it.

The aim in this section of the thesis is to look both at the
ways in which the Marseilles working-class was organised, and at the ways in
which various organisations sought to influence it. 'Organisations' covers
a wide variety of bodies, and even though the focus of this thesis is
political, the view here will not be limited to the activities of the
purely political organisations. Many groupings of very diverse kinds were
important in both influencing the Marseilles working-class and in
defining its identity. The description of working-class organisations to
be given in this section will provide the background necessary to an
understanding of the strikes and political movements to be dealt with in

Section Three.
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CHAPTER THREE: THE VARIETY, GROWTH AND REPRESENTATIVENESS OF
WORKING-CLASS ORGANISATIONS IN MARSEILLES

'Marseille, surtout, est prodigieusement vivante.
Luttes électorales...Développement multiforme de
cercles, de sociétésde secours mutuels, de comités
de quartiers, d'oeuvres laiques, d'oeuvres pieuses,
qui sous-tendent d'un tissu serré de sociabilité
coutumieére les luttes politiques, syndicales ou
religieuses.

M. Agulhon, in E. Baratier (ed.)
Histoire de la Provence, Toulouse,

1969, p158.

Maurice Agulhon's writings on 'la sociabilité méridionale’
provide a useful insight into the Marseilles working-class.] In
other circumstances it may be possible to view the organisational
structures such as parties, trade unions, and various associations,
as having been grafted onto the working class from outside. In the
case of Marseilles, however, with its highly divided working-class,
a case could rather be made for seeing the existence and identity of
the class as resting solidly upon its vast network of different
organisations. Working-class organisations could not hope to
eradicate the divides of ethnicity, occupation or race, but they
could capitalise on and transcend these divisions by creating a
working-class culture. |t was precisely through organisation and
activity that this culture was expressed. Not innate, but created, the
moulding together of a local working-class culture both depended on
the activities of organisations and opened up new possibilities for

action.

1 Maurice Agulhon's major works in this context are:
La République au village, Paris 1970.
La sociabilité méridionale, Aix-en-Provence, 1966.
La vie sociale en Provence intérieure au lendemain de la
Révolution, Paris 1970.
Le cercle dans la france bourgeoise 1810-1848, Paris 1977,
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1 The Church and the Working-Class

The Church did not play the part in working-class 1ife
which might have been expected of it. It seems that the widespread
immigration from other Catholic countries such as Italy and Spain, and
from the rural hinterland, undermined rather than reinforced the
pattern of religious practice in the town.] The decline in religious
observance, as measured by the proportion of baptisms taking place
within one month of birth, was most dramatic during the second half of
the nineteenth century, precisely the moment of greatest immigration

into Marseilles.2

1 Fernand Charpin, Pratique religieuse et formation d'une grande
ville: Le geste du bapteme et sa signification en sociologie
religieuse (Marseille, 1806-1958), Paris 1964, p308-9.

2 CF the following graph reproduced from Charpin op.cit. p163.

Religious Observance in Marseilles
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The decline in the proportion of Catholic baptisms of
children under one year old in the twentieth century was in part the
result of an increase in the importance of other religions and to a
lesser degree because of an increasing number of children brought
up outside any religion at all. Above all, however, it was due to
a continuance in the trend for Catholics to become less observant
of the precepts of their faith. The decline in the proportion of
Catholic baptisms for children under one year old was paralleled
very closely in the twentieth century rise in the proportion of
Catholic children baptised between the ages of 1 and 13. Such an
increase is significant more of social than religious attachment
in a faith which calls upon its adherents to baptise their children
before they reach the age of one month, let alone 13 years.] As Loew,
the first worker priest was to discover, baptisms rarely took place for
reasons of religious conviction:

'Une famille vient ''commander'' un bapteme: ni les parents, ni
les parrains et marraines necroient au péché originel, au
Sauveur. Quant 3 1'Eglise et aux curés, mieux vaut n'en point
parler. Mais tous veulent que le petit soit baptisé; sans cela,
il lui '"manquerait quelque chose', ''ga risquerait de porter
malheur', "'et puis, on a toujours fait comme Ga dans la famille"
..... Ainsi, nos visites avant les baptémes sont souvent
excellentes en tant que contact et pénétration dans une famille;
des amitiés précieses peuvent se nouer, mais rien de chrétien
ntarrive & étre découvert ou éveillé par nous'.2

It was the difference between nominal religious affiliation
and active religious belief which explains the divergence of views
given by the two most recent and thorough observers of the religious

practice of the Marseilles population. Charpin, in his study of

baptisms in Marseille since the beginning of the nineteenth century,

1 See Charpin op.cit. p93.

2 J. Loew, Journal d'une mission ouvriére, 1941-1959, Paris, 1959,

pphl and 47.
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concluded that Marseilles in the early 1960's still had a 'Caractere
majoritaire du catholicisme' whilst Loew reported on the 'Incroyance
quasi-totale des masses marseillaises actuelles' in 19&9.] These
seemingly contradictory pictures of the local population were
explained by the fact that although most people chose to baptise
their children, few bothered to go to church, and, according to Loew,
of those who did go, even fewer actually believed in the Catholic
faith.2 Loew wistfully reported that:

'"Pour tant de soi-disant croyants, la religion est, en effet,

un ''‘code de morale & 1'usage des enfants''. Cela convient

d'exploiter leur crédulité dans un but louable d'éducation,

mais on ne peut pas croire au ''Pére Noel'' toute sa vie.'3

Such an instrumental and essentiglly unbelieving view of

Catholicism meant that in reality few people réally accepted its
notions or were prepared to observe its precepts. Marseilles was
noteworthy for its low level of church attendance and the nonchalance
of its inhabitants towards baptising their children within the

prescribed time limits.h One survey of religious practice which

appeared in 1965 cited Marseilles at the bottom of the list of towns

1 Charpin op.cit. p311 and Loew op.cit. p135.

2 Loew op.cit. plh5 cites one area of Marseilles where he estimated
the percentage of believers to be 2.9 and that of practising
Catholics to be 2 in 1949.

3  Loew op.cit. plhh.

4L  Charpin op.cit. p6l1 provides a table on the moment of baptism over
time in Marseilles. Charpin categorises baptisms by respect for
the hormal' delays and he list a delay of 1-31 days as fidelité, 1-2
months as tiedeur, 3-4 months as indifférence and 5 months to 13 years
as froideur. The data read as follows in percentages:

DATE 1806 1819 1841 1861 1881 1901 1921 1941 1958
DELAY

1-31 days 74.7 75 70.7 kb4 34,9 24 27.3  26.7 20.7
1-2 months 19.2 22 26 43.6 46.9 50.8 H41.5 34.7 255
3-4 months 3.6 2 2.2 9.3 13 18.9  19.9 18.9 29.7
5 months to 2.5 1 1.1 2.7 5.2 6.3 11.3  19.7 24.1

13 years
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classified according to the percentage of adults present at mass on
a Sunday.] According to the survey of attendance at mass on 8 March
1953 in Marseilles only 12.3 per cent of the population was present.
Attendance rates varied greatly however according to age, class and
locality in Marseilles. The population under 25 and over 60 years of
age was more likely to have been present at mass than were the
intermediate, and most economically active, age groups. Variations by
occupational class were even greater; 3 per cent of blue-collar workers
were at mass compared with 8 per cent of white-collar workers and 23 per
cent of professional and managerial workers. Different rates of
religious observance by occupational class, however, could be nuanced
somewhat by different types of residential area. As Lucien Gros
has explained:

'la pratique religieuse varie surtout en fonction du milieu

social et, dans le milieu ouvrier, du caractére ""residentiel"

ou "industriel" et donc ''prolétarisé', du quartier d'habitation.’
Bourgeois areas stood in marked contrast to working class areas in terms
of religious practice. The rates of religious practice in five

bourgeois quartiers at between 20 and 29 per cent stood in marked

contrast to the rates of 5.4 - 7.3 per cent observed in five solidly

industrial and working-class quartiers. The evidence supplied by Gros,

however, suggests that rates of working-class religious practice tended
to rise in the more solidly residential areas and where there had been
no recent social disruption caused by the development of new industries
and the importation of a new population. Thus working-class areas

with a long established residential population such as the Belle-de-Mai

1 A. Coutrot & F. Dreyfus, Les forces religieuses dans la société
francaise, Paris, 1965, p126.
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or Saint Henri quartier tended to have a higher rate of observance than

the more recently settled or thoroughly industrialised quartiers L'estaque

or Arenc. It seems likely that it was easier for the Church to secure some
kind of following in those working-class areas where the culture of the

neighbourhood predominated over that of the factory. Catholic patronages were

more likely to be located and have a degree of influence in the longer
established residential areas than in the newer and more industrialised areas.‘
The general findings about the geographical distribution of religious practice
in terms of attendance at mass are confirmed by Charpin's study of baptisms.
Charpin's maps on Marseilles baptisms in the interwar period, in addition to
confirming general impressions about the level of observance in different areas,
~also bear out some of Gros' points concerning the impact of rapid
industrialisation and population change on religious practice. His data on
baptisms in the northern suburbs of Marseilles, for example, precisely the area
which was undergoing some of the most rapid economic and social change, show a
dramatic drop in the proportion of children baptised within one month of their

birth, from 57 per cent in 1921 to 29.5 per cent in 1937.2

] L. Gros, La pratique religieuse dans le diocése de Marseille, Paris,
1954, pp 42, 32 and chapter 4 passim. See also maps in appendix 1.

2 F. Charpin op.cit. p63 permits comparison of the proportion of baptisms
taking place within one month of birth in one upper-class parish of

Magseilles, St. Joseph, and in the predominantly working-class northern
suburbs.
Percentage of baptisms taking place within one month of birth

Date Saint Joseph Northern Suburbs
1841 100

1851 99.1
1881 94.6 94.5
1901 79.4 64
1921 69.2 57
1936 57.6

1937 29.5
1946 54.8

1951 18.2
1956 50.7

There is a clear trend towards non-observance in both areas, but, having
started from a similar point in 1881, the fall-off in observance was more
rapid in the Northern suburbs and there was a clear speeding up in this trend
during the interwar period. Charpin sees the political events of the Popular
Front as having encouraged this trend, but the economic and social impact of
rapid industrialisation and in-migration seem more convincing long term
explanations.

For a general overview of Marseilles religious practice see the maps in Appendix
1.
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This rapid overview of religious observance in Marseilles
suggests that the Church had little influence over the lives of the
local working-class. Many workers were prepared to go through at
least some of the rituals and procedures required by the Church but
there were few believers or regular attenders in Church. Such
religious observance as there was within the working class seems to
have been in decline in the interwar period, and this decline in turn
seems to have been aided by the two, often linked, factors of new
industrial development and immigration. The Marseilles working-class
had rarely been much influenced by religion, but there is some evidence
that relatively stable working-class communities provided a more
hospitable environment for the Church than did rapidly changing and

heavily industrialised sectors.

The map of anticlerical activity seems to have complemented well
that of religious practice. Working-class areas with low levels of
religious observance tended to have the most solidly rooted anticlerical
organisations. Areas such as Menpenti registered both a low ratio for the

denier du culte per head (0.09F compared with more bourgeois areas such as

St. Giniez at 3.20F per head) and a high level of anticlerical activity.

In quartiers such as the Belle-de-Mai anticlerical organisations may well

have filled the social as well as the philisophical void left through the
weakness of the Curch. Anticlerical organisations could act as a form of
counter Church in such working-class areas, providing celebrations for those
adolescents who were not going to be comfirmed and for those newborn children
who would not be baptised. The political importance of anticlerical
organisations will be reviewed later, but what is already clear is that
anticlerical activity both reflected the level of hostility to the Church
among the Marseilles working class and could itself take over some of the

functions of social organisation which would otherwise have been

organised by the Church itself.]

-

1 B. Bouisson, 'L'anticléricalisme a Marseille de 1919 a 1939',
(Thése de 3e cycle, Aix-en-Provence, 1970), ppl76, 179 and 183.
A Thenu, op.cit. ppl10-115.
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2 Mutual Aid Societies

A more influential Church might have provided succour,
both spiritual and material, to Marseilles workers in times of
adversity. As it was, the local working-class seemed to value co-
operation, self help and communal solidarity more than charity. And
this desire for working-class co-operation to insure against the
insecurities of life, was what gave rise to one of the features
of the Marseilles working class; a remarkably well developed network

of mutual aid societies.

The number of mutual aid societies and people covered by
their insurance schemes had grown rapidly in Marseilles since the

mid nineteenth century. The first Maison de la Mutualité Francaise,

in France was opened in Marseilles in 1906.] In 1892 there were

330 Sociétés de Secours Mutuels, with the number rising to 428 in 1914

and to close on 1,000 by 193&.2 These small societies were grouped

together in organisations such as the Grand Conseil de la Mutualité,

which, by 1937 included 380 societies with about 200,000 members

in a département with a total population of 930,802.3

1 Maryse Piat-Audibert, Les société de secours mutuel dans les
Bouches-du-Rhéne de 1850 & 1914, Marseille, 1971, pl5 for
figures concerning 1905, ‘

2 M. Piat-Audibert op.cit. pl5 for figures concerning 1892 and
1914. A.D. Xl 3017 contains information on 18 Unions of Sociétés
de Secours Mutuels at the end of 1934. 17 of them contained 943
societies. 13 of them had 174,994 members.

3 Details on the 'Grand Conseil de la Mutualité' in A.D. XI| 3029,
Le Petit Provengal, 2.12.1937, and La Tribune Provengale, 4, 24.12.1937.
For more information on the movement see Marcel Mertens, 'Le mouvement
mutualiste dans les Bouches-du-Rhdne aux XIXe et XXe siécles',
Marseille , 22, 1954, pp17-4b.
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The establishment of mutual afd societies was often connected
with the political situation. During the Second Empire mutual aid
societies often served as a way of sustaining surrogate trade unions,
and later societies grouped members together on the basis of opinion,
origin or occupation.] During the Popular Front it seems likely that
the increase in mutual aid societies was a reflection of a more
general growth in unions, parties and other organisations which
characterised the period. Table 3.1 shows how membership grew
during the Popular Front before falling off again slightly in 1939.
The increasing membership of mutual aid societies was accompanied by
persistent attempts to politicise their activities. The expanding
trade unions saw the mutual aid societies as a useful instrument with
which both to win influence, provide a service for their members,

generate some additional income and to wage a political campaign.

_TABLE 3.1
fembership of Mutual Aid Societies - Group 'A' - Bouches-du-Rh@ne - 1933-1939
Date 1933 1934 1935 1938 1939
Honorary Members 7853 7499 7776 4656 5045
Ordinary Members Total 123720 128919 136261 176658 170252
Men 86720 88082 100998 98915
Women 34814 38607 39415 37174
Children 7385 9572 17807 17184
Over 60 17699 19928 18438 16979
Total Membership 131573 136418 144037 181314 175297

Source: AD XI| 3017

1 Piat-Audibert op.cit.phl cites how: 'En 1882, pour etre admis & la
société ''La Solidarité', il fallait: "avoir &té inquiétés pour opinions
politiques entre 1820 et 1874, ou étredescendants ou alliés d'un

condamné politique''.'



In 1936 Lucien Molino established a CGT sponsored mutual aid
society in Marseilles, but he was rapidly expelled from the ''Grand
Conseil de la Mutualité" for being too political or too radical,

depending on the point of view.

Politics intervened in the activities of the mutual aid
societies at regular if infrequent intervals. Even the names of
the societies were influenced by the political climate. Before

1880 147 out of the 277 societies in the département had religious

names, after 1880, with the rise in anticlerical activity the number
had declined to a mere 26 out of '405.2 Later, the conflicts of 1936
and of the postwar period raised the question of trade union and
Communist influence within the movement. It was hardly surprising
that politics intervened in this way: Mutual aid societies reflected
not only the solidarity of the local working-class but also its
fissures. For many years the mutual aid societies were unwilling

to admit some of the most needy elements of the population to their
ranks. Functioning as insurance societies for the respectable, male
working-class, mutual aid societies were initially only prepared to
admit healthy men between the ages of 16 and 45, working in the

safer occupations.3 Objections were raised to the admission of women,
it being claimed that they were ill more often than men, and the extent

of health insurance was initially restricted in many societies in such

1 Lucien Molino talked about his role in 1936 to D. Bleitrach and
A. Chenu. The interview is reproduced in their book, '"L'Usine et
la Vie. Luttes Régionales: Marseille et Fos, Paris 1979, pp31-32.
For more recent controversies within the movement see the reports
in Le Monde of 19.12.1980, 28.1.1981, 4.3.1982 & 5.3.1982.

2 Piat-Audibert op.cit. pk3.

3 Piat-Audibert op.cit. p83.
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. g . - ]
a way as to exclude illnesses 'survenues aprés rixe ou débauche'.

As the mutual aid society movement grew it became less
restrictive in its attitudes. It is possible that a growth in the
size of the movement made it more open-minded, but it may also have
reduced the sociability on which much of the solidarity associated
with the movement depended. Nevertheless the average size of each
society remained small, and the benefits of membership substantial.
In 1834 359 societies dispensed between them over 15 million francs
in different kinds of aid to their members. Hospital bills were
paid, medicines bought and convalescent homes and childrens'

colonies des vacances financed. 130,000 days of sickness were

reimbursed by mutual aid societies, funerals paid for and the families
of the deceased aided. Some members were even found jobs by the mutual
aid societies and some children were sent to training courses on society
funds.2 This wide variety of benefits available through the activities
of voluntary working-class associations is a testimony to the extent of
working-class organisation. Clearly, whilst mutual aid societies

did not always represent a very active kind of affiliation, they did
demonstrate the scale of the desire for voluntary organisation in the
1930's. This desire seems to be an almost constant feature of
Marseilles life and even today the town is remarkable for the highly

3

developed nature of its mutual aid societies.

1 Piat-Audibert op.cit. ph2.

2 Details contained in the returns on finances and membership contained
in AD . X1 3017.

3 Louis Calisti, current President of the Grand Conseil de la Mutualité
des Bouches-du-Rhéne, claimed in an interview concerning a recent
controversy that: '"'On veut étouffer le mouvement mutualiste en France,
et, si la premiére attaque d'envergure est déclenchée dans les Bouches-
du-Rhéne, c'est precisément parce qu'il y est particuliérement développé
et implanté de longue date'. Le Monde, 19.12.1980. See L. Calisti § J-F
Rey, Santé et cadre de vie, l'expérience mutualiste de Marseille, Parijs
1977, for further details.
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3 Associations

Mutual aid societies represented only one form of voluntary
organisation in Marseilles. The network of local associations
(registered under the law of 1901) was even more ubiquitous, and
associations were formed for almost every imaginable purpose.
Information on the total number of active associations in Marseilles
is difficult to come by. Details are, however, available concerning
the registration of new associations, and, judging by the rate of
their creation there was no falling off in Marseilles' associational
activity in the 1930's. On average well over two hundred new
associations were registered each year. The only feature linking
these associations was the fact that they were not designed with
a commercial end in mind. The largest single category of associationswas,

unsurprisingly perhaps, those which were devoted to sport. Of the sporting

TABLE 3.2

Registration of Associations in Marseilles

1930-1939

Date 1930 1931 1933 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938 1939

Number of
Associations 262 327 244 206 228 238 257 240 172

Source: AD Régistre des associations

4M 1032-1035 Récépisses de déclaration des associations

Note: The trend of these figures is more revealing than their absolute
number. In some periods registration may have been more diligent than
in others. Some associations will only ever have had an ephemeral
existence.
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associations, the vast majority were concerned with the playing of

boules which provides a good example of the kind of sociability which

the associations expressed. The establishment of a boules association
marked a degree of seriousness not only to the playing of the game, but a
commi ttment also to the group of enthusiasts with whom it would

be played. The daily meeting to play boules provided an opportunity for
for some sport, but more importantly, for the exchange of news

and gossip, argument, and the consumption of Eastis.] The

importance of these seemingly trivial social groups and rituals should
not be underestimated. It was often through the medium of these

groups that ideas could be formed, people influenced, and news

spread. These processes took place in groups which were not

ostensibly political and among people who might never have joined

a political group. It was the increasing interest in politics seen

during the Popular Front which produced a flowering of more or less
political associations. The dynamism of political movements in this
period is reflected by the contribution of political associations to the
total registrations of associations in Marseilles beteen 1934 and 1938.
Using a generous definition of 'political ' association it seems that their

numbers peaked in 1936 before declining again: in 1934 5 political

1 For further details on sporting associations see Jean-Pierre
Mea, 'Le sport a Marseille de 1919 & 1939 d'aprés Le Petit
Marseillais' Mémoire de Maitrise, Faculté de Lettres, Aix-en-
Provence, Dir. P. Guiral (n.d.). Mea traced 1,380 sporting
associations in Marseilles in 1929. 23.7% of them were
engaged in all varieties of sport, and the largest group
devoted to a single sport were the boules clubs of which there
were 173 cases, the 139 football clubs following shortly after
in the order. Pierre Guiral, La Provence de 1900 a nos jours,
Toulouse, 1978, p333 provides details on the creation of sports
associations in the period 1900-1914. See Richard Holt,
Sport and Society in Modern France, London, 1981, Chapter 8
passim for details on the theme of 'Sport.and Sociabu\lty'.
Other types of recreational associations in Mar§eflles have been
studied by Jean-Louis Parasis and Micbel Pgraldl |n“the|r
unpublished paper 'Eléments d'une genéologie de la "mise au
vert''. Les associations de Loisirs de Nature 1870-1914", ?nd the
article 'La ligne bleue des alpilles. Le mouvement excursionniste
5 Marseille (1870-1914)',Recherches, 45, (sepFembre ?981)pl§-55.
For a general study of the role and use of leisure tlme.durnng the
Popular Front see, 0.Querouil and L. Elhadad, L'apparition des
L'Etat social et ses Masses, Tentaives et Tentations,
des Sports et des Loisirs, Direction du

congés payes.
Ministere de la Jeunesse
Tourisme, Paris 1979.
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associations were registered, in 1935 23, in 1936 28, in 1937 19, and in
1938 12. As well as testifying to the dynamism of political movements
within Marseilles these figures also relect the increasing tendency

for political parties and trade unions to seek to extend their influence

by providing clubs for almost every kind of recreation and activity.]

TABLE 3.3

Registration of New Association by Type (%) Marseilles 1934-1936

Types of Associations 1934 1935 1936
Sports 26 23 18
Cultural and Hobbies 9 7 11
Migrants' groups based on 6 13 7
place of origin
Charitable and Mutual Aid 5 b 5
Occupational 16 8 15
Religious 1 1 2
Various residents' committees 15 13 12
Anticlerical 1 - 3
Political 2 10 11
Ex-Servicemen 3 3 3
Unclear or unclassifiable 15 17 13
names
99 99 100

Source: Analysis of sources in previous table.

Note: Rounding of percentages means totals do not always add up
to 100.

1 On this theme see the article by E. Fannuchi in Le Midi Syndicaliste,
No. 201, 6.4.1937 entitled 'I1 faut attacher chaque syndiqué a son
organisation'. The names of the clubs classified here reveal their
diversity. They range from the 'Association sportive ouvriere Belle
de Mai' to 'Vouloir, Groupement de revolte légale et de défense des

classes laborieuse'. (Respectively Nos. 1007 and 1023 in the Régistre
des Associations.
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The names of associations such as Les Amis de la Barbe,

Papillon d'or or the Mickey Club did not always reveal their purpose,

but politically-inspired groupings tended to be more easily identifiable.

The Jeunesses sportives sabianistes was probably an organisation

grouping supporters of and guards for Simon Sabiani as much as a sports

association. L'Union Intellectuelle et Quvriére listed its aim as being

to 'maintain the rights, interests and liberty of its members' but its
statutes made clear that this was more than a simple mutual aid society.
Bemoaning the lack of solidarity among the working classes the
association aimed to secure jobs for its unemployed members and offer
financial support to those who could not be found employment, but these
aims were phrased in a way suggesting that they were interpreted in an
intensely political way.] Other groups declared one aim whilst in fact

pursuing another: the Groupe d'Union Sociale des lbe et 5e Cantons had the

declared aims of 'politique et aide aux nécessiteux'. The linking of the
two aims is suggestive of a certain concept of politics. The qualification
for membership of the group was to be an elector (something that not all the
needy would qualify as) and its main activity was to organise flyposting

during election periods.

In addition to sporting and political associations there were a
large number which were based on the place of origin of immigrants. These
associations would be organised on the basis either of the country,

département, canton or even village of origin, and their declared aims of

mutual aid and sociability would often extend to the political sphere as well.

1 Details in AD 4M/1019.

2 Details in AD 4M/1019 Declaration dated 30.8.1935.
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Corsicans were perhaps the group of migrants who were best organised
into associations. The twenty or so Corsican amicales which existed

in Marseilles in 1925 had grown to around forty by 1939. These

amicales and mutual aid groups were usually organised on the basis

of the origins of their members, but some were organised according to
the place of residence or the economic activity exercised in Marseilles.

L'Amicale bonifacienne and Le groupe fraternelle de la vallée du Taravo

for example, existed alongside 1'Amicale des Petits Fonctionnaires corses,

and 1'Amicale des Corses d'Endoume, which grouped together Corsicans

living in that particular quartier of Marseilles. There were several
attempts to federate the various Corsican associations within

organisations such as the Fédération des Groupements corses de Marseille

and la Maison de la Corse, but political conflicts often frustrated such

attempts. Even the smallest grouping of Corsicans could be divided by

political conflicts and its was not uncommon for there to be two amicales

for migrants from towns such as Bastia or Calenzana, with each grouping
representing either those holding or competing for municipal office in
the town of origin. Within Marseilles, it was well known that

ostensibly professional groupings of Corsicans such as 1'Union des

Employés et Ouvriers corses des tramways de Marseille, were in fact

allied to local politicians - in this case Sabiani. This network of
Corsican associations was important in a social sense, as well as for
helping members into jobs and giving support to politicians and parties
at home and in Marseilles. The increasing importance of antifascism
meant that, increasingly, ltalian and Spanish based associations too,

were likely to become politically involved.

1 Information from F. Pomponi, op.cit. pph58-462. Also see the case
of the Union Populaire Italienne mentioned on page 156 of this
chapter.
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Residents' groups, too, were important. The movement of

Comités d'Intéréts de Quartiers was an important pressure grouping

on the local council but also served as a way of mobilising votes in
return for services provided by the council. They were certainly
perceived as influential organisations, and at one stage it was
rumoured that Communists were seeking to take them over and oust
their predominantly Socialist leaders.] Locally-based anticlerical

groupings of the Amis de 1'lInstruction laTque also functioned in a

similar, predominantly pro-Socialist, way.

Ex-servicemens' associations were further examples of
ostensibly non-political organisations which, in fact, often functioned
in a political way. The number of ex-servicemens' gssociationsbeing
formed in Marseilles in the 1930's was understandably small - most were
formed in the immediate aftermath of the First World War - but
Marseilles had its share of members of the large, nationally-based
ex-servicemens' associations. Many men in the Bouches-du-Rhone held

the carte du combattant (79,581 in the 193G's) and many of them were

. . . . 2 .
in the national organisations. The largest ex-servicemens'

association in the département was the Radical-inclined Union fédérale,

with 24,700 members in 1933-5 at a time when the Right-Wing Ynion

nationale des combattants had only 2,200 members. Contemporary police

reports suggested that about 15,000 people were either members of or

sympathisers with the various Left wing ex-servicemens' associations

3

grouped around the Association républicaine des anciens combattants?

1 See the report in AD M6/10817 CD to Prefect 23.7.1936.

2 Data from Antoine Prost, Les Anciens Combattants et la Société
Francaise 1914-1939, tome !1, Sociologie, Paris 1977, Table 16.

3  Prostloc.cit. Tables14-15. AD M6/10866 CC to Prefect 12.11.1935. See
also Janine Bourdin, 'Les anciens combattants et la célébration du 11
Novembre 1938', in La France et les Francais en 1938 et 1939, eds
R. Rémond and J. Bourdin, Paris, 1978.




This short survey of the associations created in
Marseilles in the 1930's shows the variety of their purposes and
the extent of their activities. Their existence of itself was an
aid to those who sought to organise the local working class along
political lines. |In Marseilles there already existed prior to
the Popular Front a rich tradition of working-class self-help,
mutual aid and association. Cafés and bars were the places not
only for the consumption of alcohol, but also of working-class
organisation - albeit for very diverse purposes. Whether people
had participated in sporting, recreational or locally-based

associations mattered little since all helped engender a sense of

the group and possibly the collectivity, together with the habit of

joint discussion, debate, management, organisation and action. These

habits and practices were invaluable when more overt political

organisation was undertaken, and it is probable that many of the
people who entered political parties and unions in the membership
explosion of the years 1936-7 had served their apprenticeships in

this patchwork of associational life.
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L Political Parties

a Election Results

Election results provide only an imperfect guide to
political opinion in Marseilles in the interwar period. Reasons
of age, sex or nationality could deprive people of the weapon of
the vote who were well able to join political parties and associations
and unions, and to participate in strikes. Electoral participation,
even of those registered, was also consistently lower in Marseilles
than elsewhere in France. Table 3.4 shows that the highest rates of

electoral participation in Marseilles were registered in the years of

TABLE 3.4

Valid Votes Cast as a Percentage of Registered Electors France &

Bouches-du-Rhone

1910 1914 1919 1924 1928 1932 1936

France 74 75 70 80 82 82 82
Bouches-du-Rhone 71 67 62 79 76 73 78

Souces: Figures for France calculated from M. Duverger
Constitutions et Documents Politiques, Paris 1957,

234-237.

Figures for Bouches-du-Rhone calculated from M-T & A.
Lancelot, Atlas des circonscriptions électorales en
France depuis 1875, Paris 1970, pp81-2, 87-8.
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greatest Left-Right conflict, 1924 and 1936. The high rate of
participation which had emerged as a trend nationally by the
early 1930's, was only mirrored in Marseilles for exceptional

electoral contests.

in spite of the relatively small proportion of the
population eligible to vote, and the even smaller number who actually
did so, it is still possible to draw some conclusions from the
pattern of voting in Marseilles. Marseilles is traditionally
associated with the political Left. A centre of Republican opposition
and of Internationalist activity at the end of the Second Empire,
Marseilles experienced its own, albeit shortlived, Commune in 1871.1
In the early years of the Third Republic Marseilles became established

as a centre of Left voting, dominated first by the Radicals and then,

later by Socialists. The Congrés ouvrier socialiste de France held at

Marseilles in 1879 saw the triumph of collectivism within the still
infant French Socialist movement, and in 1886 local Socialists were

elected to the Conseil général and then in the following year to the

Consei | municipal.2 The progress of the local Socialists was

sufficiently rapid for them to win control of the Marseilles town
hall in 1892 under the leadership of Dr. Flaissiéres. By 1919 the
Socialist Party was receiving 42 per cent of votes cast, but that
year also brought with it the threat of some kind of split from the
rather moderate local party, as a small syndicalist list stood for

election, yet took only 1 per cent of votes cast. With the creation

1 A. Olivesi, La Commune de 1871 & Marseille et ses Origines, Paris,
1950, and L. Gaillard, La Section Marseillaise de 1'internationale
1867-1875, Marseille, 1970 and L. Gaillard, La naissance du Parti
socialiste 3 Marseille, Marseille, 1980.

2 A. Olivesi & M. Roncayolo, Géographie électorale des Bouches-du Rhéne

sous la IVéme République, Paris, 1961, ppl1-12 & G.Lefranc, Le mouvemen t

socialiste sous la troisiéme République, Paris 1963 p39.




of the French Communist Party in 1920 Left dominance in Marseilles
seemed assured although its efficacy was reduced by this division

of forces. The Socialists seemed to be both moving to the Right and
declining in force locally, whilst there were indications that on
the far Left, the Communists had the potential to win over much
Socialist support. In 1924 Socialists won 47 per cent of votes

cast and Communists 6 per cent,in 1928 the figures were 48 per cent
and 10 per cent, in 1932 L4 per cent and 10 per cent, and in 1936
there was a dramatic change as Socialists scored only 31 per cent on
the first round as against 29 per cent for the PCF.] In the cantonal
elections of October 1937 the situation seemed to have stabilised at
a rather less dramatic level,with the Socialists at 36 per cent and
Communists at 27 per cent of votes cast.2 From 1924 to 1937 the
combined Left vote was well over 50 per cent, and in 1936 it amounted
to 60 per cent of votes cast in Marseilles. The Left's hold on

Marseilles seemed assured.

The strength of the Left should not, however, be allowed to
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give the impression that it was unopposed or unchallenged in Marseilles.

1 Figures from G. Lachapelle, Elections législatives du 11 mai 1924,
Paris, 1924,

Elections législatives, 22-29 avril 1928,

Paris n.d.

Elections législatives, ler & 8 mai 1933,

Paris 1932.

Elections législatives 26 avril & 3 mai,

1936, Paris 1936.

2 Figures from AD 1IM3/ 62 & 69 for cantonal elections. The apparent
increase in SF10 support from 1936 to 1937 is misleading. In 1936

Fernand Bouisson stood in the 8th constituency of Marseilles. Although
for many years an influential member of the SF10, in 1936 he did not
stand as the official SF10 candidate since he had resigned the party's

whip in the Chamber and was opposed to the Popular Front strategy.
these reasons Bouisson's votes in the 1936 elections have not been

For

counted with the SF10 results. Had they been so counted the SF10 would
have won 46 per cent of votes cast in 1936 rather than the 31 per cent
mentioned . In 1937 there was an official SF10 candidate in the

constituency and the situation was rather clearer.
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There was also a strong Right-wing tradition in the town which

was reflected in an upsurge in support on the eve of the First World
War, and a degree of support which gave parties of the Right more
votes in 1936 than were won by the PCF. In terms of membership as
well as in those of votes, the Bouches-du-Rhone was not immune from

the influences of parties such as Action franGaise, which, as it

happened, had been founded by a local writer, Charles Maurras, born

at Martigues.

b Membership of Right-Wing Parties

Marseilles and Provence more generally had long been centres
of Royalist and Right-wing activity. Until 1914 there was a daily

Royalist newspaper, Le Soleil du Midi, and after that date Right-wing

groupings found sympathetic publicists on the staffs of newspapers such

as Le Petit Marseillais and Marseille-Matin. After the First World

War traditional groupings such as Action frangaise still benefitted

from the goodwill of much of the local religious hierarchy, (even
after the Papal condemnation) but other, newer groupings often gave
the impression of being both more dynamic and more to the liking of

local industrialists. By 1935 the Croix de Feu seemed a younger,

larger and more dynamic grouping in Marseilles than was Action frangaise.

Action francaise gave the impression of being stuck in an ideological

rut at a time when there was plenty of scope for making a political
appeal based on one of the new revived Right-wing ideologies, or indeed

on none at all.

After 1936 the two main Right-wing groupings in Marseilles

were the Parti Social Francais (ex-Croix de Feu) and the Parti Populaire
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FranGais . The PSF locally seemed both to have better relations

with the local business community (the leader of the Croix de Feu

had been Jacques Arnault an influential local businessman) and to

be more ideologically motivated than was the PPF. The PPF in
Marseilles rested almost entirely upon the personal appeal of its
leader Simon Sabiani. When Marcel Déat complained to a local PSF
meeting that the ability to recruit was adversely affected in
Marseilles because 'la politique de clan se place au-dessus des
idées', he was thinking of Sabiani.] Sabiani's strength rested on

the appeals of personality and clientelism. His time as Deputy to

the Mayor until 1935 had allowed Sabiani to dispense considerable
patronage to his supporters.2 But his appeal also rested on his
charismatic personality and his powers of oratory which meant that
even if Sabiani was perceived elsewhere as the epitome of corruption,
many in Marseilles saw him as a rare example of a truly honest and
disinterested politician. Sabiani's popular appeal was something
which all the Right-wing groupings were willing to use to good effect
in June 1936 when there was an urgent need for some riposte to be made
to the activities of the Left and the trade Unions. The meeting of
protest called by Sabiani in June 1936 succeeded in attracting the
support of all the important Right-wing figures and indeed the patronage

of Doriot himself towards Sabiani. As Doriot explained:

1 AD M6/ 8289 CC to Prefect 29.1.1936.

2 AD M6/ 10881 CD 3.2.1938 commented on the fact that 150 of the 400
firemen in the town were members of the PPF in the following way:
'Ce nombre total, qui est assez important, est du & la propagande
personnelle du chef régional du Parti, M. SABIANI, qui lorsqu'il
était ler adjoint..., a fait avoir de nombreux avantages aux employés
de la ville, parmi lesquels un grand nombre a voulu manifester son
attachment a M. SABIAN! en adhérent au parti populaire frangaise'.
For further detail on Sabiani see: Jean-André Vaucoret, 'Un homme
politique contesté: Simon Sabiani (Biographie)' Thése pour le Doctorat
de Ille Cycle, Université de Provence, Faculte de Lettres, 1977-1978.
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'On a beaucoup daubé sur le mouvement socialiste et national
de Marseille - On ne peut cependent contester qu'il a été un
des seuls capables d'arreter net les menées moscovites, & un
moment ou la France s'abandonnait au bolchevisme.

En pleine euphorie du front populaire, en pleine gréve

révolutionnaire, l'organisation de Simon Sabiani a ramené

1'ordre dans le premier port de France.'
Sabiani seemed to be the most effective leader that the Right could
hope for in Marseilles during the Popular Front but his popularity
obscured his unorthodox politics. Although officially the leader
of the local PPF, Sabiani was unwilling to tolerate people in the
party who saw their loyalty to it, as coming before their loyalty to
him. The problem was rarely posed, but when it did arise, the
Sabianists triumphed over the Doriotists.2 Moreover, the Sabianists
were, in the last analysis, a more dependable base of support than
any other. By May 1939 when PPF support had waned and when only
3,000 of the 7,200 PPF members in Marseilles were actually paying their
dues, reports suggested that 2,500 of these dues-paying members were
pure and simple Sabianists rather than really being committed to the

PPF.

Right-wing parties, then, were strong in terms of membership
and support during the Popular Front. Their appeal was based on a
combination of business support, ideology and the support of Sabiani.
This last-mentioned element provided a good base on which the parties
of the Right could recruit working-class supporters, but the domination
of the movement by such a strong personality could prove to be a

liability as much as an asset.

1 Jacques Doriot in his preface to S.Sabiani, Colére du Peuple, Paris,

1936, pviii.

2 AD M6 10888 CD to Prefect 26.12.1938 explained that the XI| section
of the PPF in Marseilles had just been dissolved by Sabiani because its
leaders were followers of Doriot rather than himself. Writing of the
Sabianiste element the report noted that (ils): 'ont aucune foi, aucun
Parti, aucune conviction. lls sont NSABIANISTES''. Si M.Sabiani était

demain Communiste ou Royaliste tous ses amis épouseraient immédiatement
- - l
les convictions de leur Chef!.

3 M M6 10888 (D 27.5.1939.
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SF10 Membership - France and Bouches-du-Rhdne 1913-1938

TABLE 3.6

Date Bouches-du-RhBne France

Cards Ratio Stamps: Cards Ratio Stamps:
Cards Cards

1913 1725 68903

1919 2300 11.26 133277 6.68

1920 2600 12 130000

1921 50449

1922 L9174

1923 2620 12 50496

1924 3800 12 72659

1925 L4610 11.91 111276 8.35

1926 3775 1202 1113568 9.14

1927 4720 12 98034 9.53

1928 5996 11.94 109892 8.32

1929 4980 11.9 119519 8.9

1930 5202 12.01 125563 9.03

1931 5040 11.85 130864 9.13

1932 4325 11.51 137634 8.70

1933 L4670 11.77 131044 8.85

1934 k210 11.75 110000 8.75

1935 4962 11.44 120083 8.47

1936 5690 11.06 202000 7.94

1937 8151 11.58 286604 8.65

1938 6614 11.74 275373 8.18

Sources: Bouches-du-Rhdne 1913 & 1919, Jean Charles et.al. Le Congrés de
Tours, Paris, 1980.

Bouches-du-Rhone 1920-1924, Tony Judt, La Reconstruction du Parti

Socialiste, 1921-1926, Paris 1976, Annexe VI.

France 1913-1924, G. Lefranc, Le Mouvement Socialiste sous la

Troisiéme République (1875-1940), Paris 1963, Graphie 3.

Bouches-du-Rhone & France 1925-1938, Rapports des Congrés, SF10

1926-1939.
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c SF10 Membership

Although SF10 membership did not always match that of
its rivals of both Left and Right in numerical terms there is some
evidence that the party was more solidly rooted in the local community .
SF10 membership did not fluctuate wildly in the way that the

membership of the Action francaise or the PCF did. The impression

is rather one of relative stability within a party of moderate size.
The dramatic surges and collapses in membership experienced by the
SF10 nationally were reflected in an altogether more gradual manner in
Marseilles. The years 1919-1920 and 1934-1937 were ones of very rapid
growth in the SF10 nationally and locally, but, rapid though
membership growth was in the Bouches-du-Rhéne between 1936-7, it did
not match that which took place nationally. (Tables 3.6 and 3.7).
Relatively slow growth meant that the Bouches-du-Rhéne federation was
strongest within the SF10 when the party nationally was in a state of
decline. In 1920, for example, a good year for the SF10, the Bouches-

du-Rhone federation was the 16th in terms of numbers of members.

TABLE 3.7

SF10 Membership Growth 1929 - 1938

Year Bouches-du-Rhone Seine Nord France
1929 100 160 1G0 100
1930 104 106 102 105
1931 101 112 104 109
1932 87 138 108 115
1933 94 131 104 110
1934 85 112 100 92
1935 100 131 109 100
1936 114 251 125 169
1937 164 301 169 240
1938 133 343 176 230

Calculations from figures in SF10 Rapports aux Congres 1929-1939
Note 1929 - 100
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By 1924 its ranking had risen to 4th. A similar if inverse process
took place ten years later during the Popular Front period when from
being the 3rd largest federation in 1934 and 1935 (after the
federations of the Nord and the Seine) the Bouches-du-Rhone federation
was relegated to Lth place in 1936, and then to 5th place in 1937

and 1938.] The rate of growth of the Bouches-du-Rhone federation
relative to that of the Nord and Seine federations during the 1930's is
outlined in Table 3.7. The Bouches-du Rhone appears from

this evidence to have been among the least dynamic in France with
membership increasing by only 64 per cent between 1935 and 1937
compared with an increase of 240 per cent in France as a whole during
this period. The federation of the Nord emerges as having been
similarly sluggish in its rate of growth during the Popular Front, and,
but for the divergent behaviour of the Seine federation, it would be
possible to hypothesise that larger (in absolute terms) socialist
federations grew more slowly than average during the Popular Front.
Table 3.8 shows, however, that there seems to be some connection
between the density of SF10 membership and the rate of membership growth.
The Bouches-du-Rhone federation contained an unusually large number of
members both in absolute terms and relative to population. Density of

Socialist membership in the département outstripped both the Seine and

the national average, but it was never able to rival that of the Nord,
the other main Socialist stronghold. There is some evidence that weaker
parties (in relation to total population) were better able to profit
from the expansion of the Popular Front period, as was the case with the

federation of the Seine, than were the more solidly implanted parties

1 In 1936 the Bouches-du-Rhone came after the departements of the Nord,
Seine & Seine-et-0ise. In 1937 and 1938 it came after the départements
of the Nord, Seine, Pas-de-Calais & Seine-et-Oise. Sources, SF10
Rapports aux Congrés, 1936, pp182-3, 1937 p187, 1938, p201.,1939 pi51.
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TABLE 3.8

SF10 Membership in Relation to Population France, The Nord,
Seine and Bouches-du-Rhone 1929 - 1938

(Members per 10,000 inhabitants)

Date Bouches-du-Rhone Seine Nord France
1929 55 14 66 29
1930 57 14 68 30
1931 55 15 69 31
1932 L7 19 72 33
1933 51 18 69 31
1934 45 15 66 » 26
1935 53 18 /3 29
1936 61 34 84 L8
1937 88 41 113 68
1938 71 L6 118 66

Note: Membership figures from SF10 Rapports aux Congres, 1929-1939.
Calculations against Census figures for 1931 (1929-1933) & 1936
(1934-1938) . Population figures (corrected for Bouches-du-Rhdne)

are as follows:

Bouches-du-Rhone Seine Nord France
1931 910,672 4,933,855 2,029,449 41,834,923
1936 930,802 4,962,984 2,022,167 41,907,056

like those of the Nord and the Bouches-du-Rhone. Whilst it is possible
to discover general trends which influenced the pattern of SF10
membership in the Bouches-du-Rhone there is considerable