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In the 18th century France, province academies had an essential role in the process of social recognition of scientific knowledge. Financially supported by the “États du Duché de Bourgogne”, the Academy of Dijon offered annually (from 1776 to 1793) to the public a free course of chemistry and mineralogy.  During three months, three weekly sessions of about 2 hours each were offered to a varied public at the academy´s laboratory, that could accommodate around 50 people. L-B. Guyton de Morveau was primarily responsible for the creation of this course, as well as for its administrative and pedagogical organization. Although it included the study of vegetal and animal chemistry, the central purpose of the course was teaching mineral chemistry and its relation with mineralogy. Starting in the second year, the students had access to textbook.
The pedagogical organization of this textbook is based on a theoretic-experimental conception of chemical science as the branch of natural history which investigates the processes of dissolution and crystallization. Guyton's proposition was extremely original, since it tried to explain all chemical operations from a theoretical approach based on a reinterpretation of Stahl's chemistry, uniting phlogiston to the solution theory of Boerhaave, through a Buffonian version of Newton's attraction theory.  In fact, this Guytonian synthesis consists of the first entirely Newtonian explanation of chemical operations proposed by a French chemist. That is, Guyton successfully achieved Macquer’s objective of building a “chimie physique”. The textbook is divided into 20 chapters, one for each solvent. These solvents, conceived as instruments in chemical operations, are organized in a synoptic table that presents the same prognostic characteristics as Geoffroy´s affinity table. In fact, this table represents Guyton´s conception that chemistry is the science of dissolutions and unites the left part of Geoffroy´s table (in which water is the solvent) with the right part (where fire is the solvent).
To strengthen the interest in the course and to guarantee its continuity, the chosen strategy was to renew the experiments annually. This allowed for a continuous updating of the course, with the integration of new experimental features into a permanent theoretical basis. The study of this pedagogical method makes it possible to understand not only the evolution of Guyton´s chemical thought, but also its relation to the ideas of his most frequent correspondents (Macquer, Bergman, Kirwan, Berthollet and Lavoisier). This research allows us to refute the traditional description of Guyton de Morveau´s intellectual path. For a historiography of chemistry centered in the works of Lavoisier, Guyton de Morveau frequently appears as a fervent supporter of the theory of phlogiston who, after some reluctance, is converted into the new theory of combustion/calcination/acidity by oxygen (1787) and starts to collaborate in the construction of a new chemical language.  However, the intellectual relation between Guyton de Morveau and Lavoisier is a lot more complex than a “paradigmatic conversion”.  After arriving at a conclusion on the subject of the nature of “airs” and the composition of certain substances, the specificity of Guyton´s chemical theory allowed him to associate the “instrumental functions” of phlogiston to the caloric of Lavoisier. Moreover, his role in the elaboration of a new nomenclature is not restricted to a “namegiving technique” developed previously (1782) in translating Lavoisier´s linguistic philosophy, but constitutes an original contribution with a philosophical basis which differed from the “Condillac-Lavoisier project”. Thus, instead of a “conversion”, the relation must be understood as a “theoretical convergence” in the explanation of phenomena central to the chemistry of the 1780s. 
Finally, using a course manuscript from 1789 (of Claude-Antoine Prieur), we were able to analyze the chemistry taught by Guyton after his partnership with Lavoisier. This manuscript allows us to conclude that there was no “revolutionary rupture” in the chemical teaching at the Dijon Academy, which continued to integrate new experimental features into a theoretical basis that, while improving, continued to see chemistry as the science of the dissolutions and reciprocal attractions.
� For a description of the pedagogic organization see the textbook written for course, Élémens de Chymie Théorique et Pratique, rédigé dans un nouvel ordre, d’après les découvertes modernes, pour server aux Cours publics de l’Académie de Dijon, Dijon, Frantin, 3 volumes, 1777/78. For the development of the course see the periodical, Nouvelles de la République de Lettres et des Arts (1779-88) ; the Registre de l’Académie de Dijon (1777-1793), Archives privées de l’Académie des Sciences, Arts et Belles-Lettres de Dijon, Bibliothèque de Dijon ; and Claude-Antoine Prieur, Leçons du Cours de Chymie de l’Académie de Dijon, commencé le 25 février 1789, par M. de Morveau, Chaussier et Jacotot écrites de mémoire et d’après les notes prises à la leçon même, Ms. 193, Biblithèque Interuniversitaire de Pharmacie, �HYPERLINK "http://www.biup.univ-paris5.fr/manuscrits.html"�www.biup.univ-paris5.fr/manuscrits.html�. 





