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Il 
The six papers  i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n  f a l l  i n t o  two broad c a t e g o r i e s .  which we 

I I 
might l a b e l  1 )  economy nnd s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and 2) p o l i t i c a l  processes .  The 

r e p o r t s  by Andorka. Olsson and Slenes/Carvalho d e  Mello examine d i f f e r e n t  i n s t a n c e s  

of t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  between t h e  r eo rgan iza t ion  of product ion and mnjor s o c i a l  

processes .  Those of Goldfrank, Liidtke and Sugimoto t a k e  up t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

between l a r g e  s o c i a l  changes and p a r t i c u l a r  p o l i t i c o 1  forms. I f  we had t o  f ind  
I I 

1 n common ground f o r  a l l  s i x  papers ,  i t  would have t o  be something l i k e  t h l s :  

how t h e  development o f  t h e  economic nnd p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  which dominated 

t h e  twent ie th-century world reshaped o t h e r  f e a t u r e s  of s o c i a l  l i f e .  

' I 
I 

I f  t h a t  i s  o u r  theme, i t  is a ve ry  o l d  theme indeed i n  sociology; one could 

I reasonably  a rgue  t h a t  i t  is t h e  theme which brought t h e  d i s c i p l i n e  of sociology 

I 
I I i n t o  being i n  t h e  f i r s t  p lace .  Our nineteenth-century p redecesso r s  observed 

I ;  
I t h e  expansion of i n d u s t r i n l  product ion,  t h e  spread of c a p i t a l i s m  and t h e  growth 

1. As I prepared t h l s  r e p o r t  a t  t h e  end of June,  I had d r a f t s  of t h e  papers  by Olsson,  
~ 1 e n e s l C a r v a l h o  d e  Mello, Coldfrank, Ladtke and Sugimoto, bu t  no more thnn a 
p re l imina ry  ske t ch  p l u s  some e a r l i e r  papers  by Andorka. This  r e p o r t  t h c r e f o r c  
may be i n a c c u r a t e  when it comes t o  Andorka's c o n t r i b u t i o n .  



of powerful n a t i o n a l  s t a t e s .  As they observed,  they began t o  t h l n k  and 

w r i t e  about  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e s e  g r e a t  changes had uniform e f f e c t s  and 
I 

followed gene ra l  laws of developn~ent.  Uniform e f f e c t s  and gene ra l  laws7 

The exp lo ra t ion  of t h a t  p o s s i b i l i t y  preoccupied t h e  e a r l y  s o c i o l o g i s t s .  Desp i t e  

t he  f r agn~en ta t ion  and empiricism of twent ie th-century sociology,  t h e  idea  t h a t  

i n d u s t r i a l i z a ~ l o n ,  t h e  growell o f  c a p i t a l i s m  and the  expansion of n a t i o n a l  

s t a t e s  might have uniform e f f e c t s  and g e n e r a l  laws of development continued 

t o  frame a  g r e a t  d e a l  of subsequent work. The competing i n q u i r i e s  s e t  i n t o  

motion by Kar l  Marx, Emlle Durkheim and Mnx Weber a r e  s t i l l  being pursued 

today. 

I f  so ,  1s t l ~ c r e  anythlng new about  t h c  work i n  sociology and h i s t o r y  

on today 's  program? The answer is yea. Seve ra l  f e a t u r e s  of t h e s e  papers  

r e f l e c t  r e c e n t  t r ends  i n  t h e  a r e a  of o v e r l a p  between t h e  two F le lda .  Taken 

a s  a  group, t h e  papers  i l l . u s t r a t e  t h e  i n c r e a s l n g  importance of s p e c i f i c a l l y  

l ~ l s t o r i c a l  work i n  contemporary sociology.  That i n c r e a s i n g l y  common s t y l e  

of work d i f f e r s  from p a s t  e f f o r t s  t o  sweep ve ry  l a r g e  blocks  of h i s t o r i c a l  

exper ience i n t o  grand deve1opmenta.l schemes. I t  a l s o  d i f f e r s  from t h e  use  

of a  s c l~emnt i c  view of h i s t o r i c a l  development a s  a  con tex t  f o r  sus t a ined  

i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of t h e  p re sen t .  The d i f f e r e n c e  is t h a t  i t  takea h i s t o r y  

s e r i o u s l y .  Taking h i s t o r y  s e r i o u s l y  invo lves  r ega rd ing  what happened (and 

not  j u s t  why i t  happened) a s  problemat ic ;  cons ide r ing  t h e  s p e c i f i c  t imes  

and p l aces  i n  which s o c l a l  p roces ses  o p e r a t e  t o  shape t h e  forms and 

consequences of t hose  p rocesses ;  recognizing t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l  evidence p r e s e n t s  

Its ow, demanding problems of co l . l ec t ion ,  measurement and a n a l y s i s .  Thus 

S lenes  and Carvalho d e  Mello do not  simply i n t e r p r e t  h i s t o r i c a l  accoun t s  of 

n ineteenth-century B r a z i l ,  but d l g  i n t o  t h e  documents su rv iv ing  from t h a t  

t lme and p l a c e  Lo r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  r eco rd .  

Yet t h e  work r epor t ed  h e r e  is f a r  from convent ional  r r a r r a t ive  h i s t o r y .  

How s o l  Espec ia l ly  i n  t l ~ r e e  r ega rds .  F i r s t ,  on t h e  whole our  a u t h o r s  a r e  

e x p l i c i t ,  even se l f - consc ious ,  about  t h e  concepts ,  models and arguments they 

a r e  a t t empt ing  t o  app ly  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r i c a l  c i rcumstances .  Second, i n  

gene ra l  t hey  under take d e l i b e r a t e  comparisons among r e l e v a n t  c a s e s  i n  o r d e r  

t o  v e r i f y  and r e f i n e  t h e i r  arguments. Third. i n  most c a s e s  c a r c f u l  measurement 

f i g u r e s  impor t an t ly  i n  t h e i r  ana lyses .  Sugimoto, f o r  example, pa ins t ak ing ly  

l a y s  o u t  competing gene ra l  models which mlght account  f o r  c o n f l i c t  i n  MeiJ i  

Japan, p r e c i s e l y  d e l i n e a t e s  t h e  r eg ions  and even t s  he Is comparing, and 

p u n c t i l i o u s l y  measures t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  r eg ions  and even t s  a s  he  

proceeds  t o  t e s t  t h e  competing g e n e r a l  models. None of t h e s e  is a  s t anda rd  

f e a t u r e  of n a r r a t i v e  h i s t o r y .  They a r e  t h e  trademarks of t h e  a n l y t i c ,  s o c i o l o g i c a l  

h i s t o r y  t h a t  has  been f l o u r i s h i n g  f o r  a  decade o r  so. 

The h i s t o r i c a l  work which has  emerged i s  not  simply sociology wi th  

h i s t o r i c a l  d a t a .  Look aga in  a t  t h e  papers  on our  program. Time f l g u r e s  i n  

most of t h e  ana lyses  i n  a  d i s t i n c t i v e  way: i t  i s  no t  t h e  f e a t u r e l e s s ,  u n i v e r s a l  

t ime of a b s t r a c t  s o c i o l o g i c a l  models,  o r  t h e  repeated c y c l e s  and scquences of 

sha~idard developmental schemes, o r  t h e  r i c h ,  s p e c i f i c  but  fragmented moments of 

n a r r a t i v e  h i s t o r y .  In s t ead ,  our  c o n t r i b u t o r s  move toward a  f o u r t h  a l t e r n a ~ i v e  

compris ing assumptions  about  t ime which a r e  nea r ly  h e r e t i c a l  i n  sociology a s  

a  whole: a )  t h a t  when something happens i n  a  l a r g e  s o c i a l  p roces s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

a f f e c t s  how i t  happens--- f o r  example, t h a t  t h e  n a t u r e  of s t a t e  coe rc ion  changes 

r a d i c a l l y  from e a r l y  c a p i t a l i s m  t o  l a t e ;  b) t h a t  t h e  exp lana t ion  o f  l a r g e  s o c i a l  

changes which occur  i n  a  p a r i i c u l a r  country  a t  a  p a r t i o u l a r  po in t  i n  time i s  

no t  l i k e l y  t o  l i e  i n  t h e  i n t e r n a l  l o g i c  of t h a t  coun t ry ' s  s t r u c t u r e  and development. 

but  i n  i ts  r e l a t i o n s h i e  t o  a  major h i s t o r i c a l  p roces s  such a s  t h e  e l a b o r a t i o n  of 

a  world c a p i t a l i s t  system. Both t h e s e  assumptions  cha l l enge  t h e  t i m e l e s s  l o g i c ,  



t h e  broad e v o l u ~ i o n a r y  s c l ~ e n ~ e s  and t h e  r e p e t i t i v e  developmental models which 

l~nve  Jong been t h e  s o c i o l o g i s t ' s  main cho ices  i n  den l ing  wi th  time. By adopt ing 

t h i s  s o r t  of h l s ~ o r l c i s m .  our c o n t r i b u ~ o r s  f a i t h f ~ ~ l l y  r e p r e s e n t  a  s u b t l e  hut  

powerful l anova t ion  which 11as been common In  r e c e n t  work on Lhe f r o r ~ t l e r s  of 

hlsLory and sociology.  

Some s i d e s  of r ecen t  s o c i o l o g i c a l  h i s t o r y ,  l~owever, a r e  nee r e a d i l y  

v i s l b l e  from these  papers.  A  r eade r  of t h e  papers  could ,  f o r  example, e a s i l y  

undc res t in~n te  t h e  g r e a t  impact of c o l l e c t i v e  biography: t h e  p l ec ing  toge the r  

of s tandard l l f e  h i s t o r i e s  f o r  l a r g e  s e t s  of i n d i v i d u a l s ,  households o r  o t h e r  

s o c i a l  u n i t s  i n  o r d e r  t o  d e r i v e  evidence of agg rega te  changes and v a r i a t i o n s  

In t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  popu la t ions  under s tudy.  I n  demographic h i s t o r y ,  

i n  t h e  historical s tudy  of c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  and s o c i a l  mob i l i t y ,  i n  work on ! 

p a s t  c o n f l i c t  and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n ,  rind i n  s e v e r a l  o t l ~ e r  a r e a s  of h i s t o r i c a l  

1 
r e sea rch ,  c o l l e c t i v e  biography I ~ a s  transformed t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  ways of 

I 
I i 
I 

handl ing Lhe s v n i l s b l e  evidence. Although o t h e r  p a r t s  of t h e  r e sea rch  of i 
Andorka, ~ l e n e s / C a r v n l h o  d e  Mello, Sugimoto and probably Olsson n s  we l l  do 

involve r igo rous  c o l l e c t i v e  l~ iog raphy ,  t h e  papers  i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n  do no t  

ellow u s  t l ta t  procedure  a t  work. 

Again, none of t11e papers  on our  progrnm e x p l k c i t l y  formulates  i ts 
I I 

argument a s  a  mnthemarlcal model. The ana lyses  of p l a n t e r  r a t i o n a l i t y  by 
I 

Carvalho d e  Mello and S lenes  r e l y ,  a t  l e a s t  i m p l i c i t l y .  on mathematical models I 

' 0  

of market behavior.  Sugimoto's s t a t i s t i c a l  ana lyses  commit him t o  s tandard 

l i n e a r  models of c o r r e l a t i o n ,  and perhaps  of c a u s a l i t y .  But we do no t  f i n d  ! I 
d i r e c t l y  r ep resen ted  i n  t h e s e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t h e  e x p l i c i t  ma t l~ema t i c s l  modeling 

i ; 

which has  become an lnc rens ing ly  common way of formulat ing t h e  arguments examined 

i n  I ~ i s L o r i c a l  work. Not t h a t  our  authoce s h o ~ i l d  have worked mathemat ical ly .  My 

po in t  is t h e  obvious one: we cannot t ake  t h e  wide-ranging papers  of t h i s  s e s s i o n  

a s  an  exhaus t ive  survey of t h e  r e a l i t i e s  and p o s s i b i l i t i e s  of c u r r e n t  r e s e a r c h  

5 

Let  u s  review t h e  papers  one by one be fo re  r e t u r n i n g  t o  r e f l e c t i o n s  on 

t h e i r  c o l l e c t i v e  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  

Rudolf Andorka, "Age, Cohort and H i s t o r i c a l  Fac to r s  A f f e c ~ l n g  S o c i a l  M o b i l l ~ y  

i n  Ilungary, 1930-1973". S ince  Andorkn's paper f o r  t h i s  s e s s i o n  110s no t  reached 

me, I am r e l y i n g  on h i s  a b s t r a c t  and on a  r e l a t e d  paper he preacnted Lo t h e  ISA 

Research Conference on S o c i a l  S t r a t i f i c a t i o n  i n  Dublin. Apr l l  1977. Andorka 

and h i s  c o l l e s g u c s  a t  t h e  Cen t r a l  S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e  i n  BudapesL have bcen 

s tudy ing  Hungarian censuses  and n a t i o n a l  sample surveys .  They o r e  c ry ing  t o  

i d e n t i f y  changes i n  t h e  p a t t e r n s  of i n t r a -  and i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  mob i l i t y  which 

occurred wi th  t h e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  and i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  Hungarian economy. 

and t o  s o r t  o u t  t h e  impact on mob i l i t y  p a t t e r n s  of such major even t s  a s  t h c  

Second World War. They ana lyze  t h e  occupa t iona l  p o s i t i o n s  of l n r y c  samples 

of a d u l t  mnles. e i t h e r  comparing son ' s  occupat ion wit11 f a t h e r ' s  o r  c o m p o r i ~ ~ g  

t h e  occupat ions  held  by t h e  same man a t  d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  i n  time. "Occupational 

pos i t i on"  c o n s i s t s  o f  l o c a t i o n  i n  a  n ine-category c l s s s f f i c a t i o n  (cxccut ive ,  

manager. p r o f e s s i o n a l / o t h e r  non-manual/skilled, and so  on) o r  i n  o  conder~sed 

ve r s ion  o f  t h a t  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  The s t a t i s t i c a l  ana lyses  a r c  l a r g e  but simple: 

they comprise t h e  p repa ra t ion  of d i f f e r e n t  s o r t s  of o r i g i n - d e s t i n a t i o n  t a b l e s  

f o r  syccessdve b i r t h  c o h o r t s  and s e l e c t e d  p o i n t s  i n  time. I n  t h e  r e p o r t s  I have 

seen,  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  do n o t  a t tempt  a  s t a t i s t i c a l  decon~posi t ion of Lhe 

o v e r a l l  mob i l i t y  p a t t e r n s  i n t o  t h e  e f f e c t s  of cohor t ,  t ime,  and s t r u c t u r a l  

change i n  t h e  economy. In s t ead ,  they seek  t o  reason about  t h e  t h r e e  s o r t s  

of e f f e c t s  through in spec t ion  of t h e i r  t a b l e s .  

The group 's  ana lyses  document some major p a t t e r n s  of mob i l i t y  i n  llungnry 

from 1930 t o  r e c e n t  yea r s :  s u b s t a n t i a l  f lows o u t  of a g r i c u l t u r e  and a r t i s o n e l  

occupat ions;  l a r g e  f lows  i n t o  non-manual jobs;  a  long-range d e c l i n e  i n  t h e  p ropor t lon  

of workers moving from ca t egory  t o  ca t egory  wi th in  t h e i r  owl c a r e e r s ;  a  compensating 

long-range i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  p ropor t ion  of new workers e n t e r i n g  t h e  l a b o r  f o r c e  wi th  



occupuLions d i f f e r e n t  from t h e i r  f a ~ h e r s .  The exper iences  of succes s ive  

cohor t s  d l f f e r e d ;  f o r  example, t h e  men born from 1923 t o  1927, who were 
1 

beginning t h e i r  occupa t iona l  c a r e e r s  around t h e  end of World War 11, acquired 

managerial and o t h e r  non-manual p o s i t i o n s  e a r l i e r  and wi th  g r e a t e r  frequency 

t h i ~ n  o t h e r  cohor l s .  There a l s o  oppear t o  be  h i s t o r i c a l  e f f e c t s  which c u t  

a c r o s s  cohorLs and which do no t  reduce,  i n  any s imple  way, t o  s t r u c t u r a l  s h i f t s  

wl thln  t h e  lobor  fo rce .  From 1951 t o  1957, f o r  example, both  i n t r a g e n e r a t i o n a l  

and i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l  u o b i l i t y  were higher  than i n  t h e  previous  pe r iod ,  d e s p i t e  

u  d e c l i n e  i n  Lhe r a t e  of change i n  t h e  composition of t h e  l abo r  fo rce .  Many 

explanations a r c ,  of cou r se ,  poss ib l e :  emigrat ion of non-manual workers who then 

had t o  be r ep laced ,  delayed e f f e c t s  of wartlme d e a t h s  on occirpat lonal  o p p o r t u n i t i e s ,  

changes In educn t lona l  po l i cy ,  a l t e r a t i o n a  i n  job recrui tnrent  p r a c t i c e s ,  s t i l l  

o t h e r s .  Tf we may complain t h a t  Andorka's ana lyses  neg lec t  women and f a i l  t o  

spec i fy  Llre p l ace  of formal educat ion in t h e  changing mob i l i t y  p a t t e r n s ,  we 

may be pleased t h a t  they l ead  e a s i l y  and d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of t h e  

impact of Ilungary's p a r t i c u l a r  h l s t o r l c a l  exper ience on t h e  coun t ry ' s  

changing p o t t e r n s  of movement from occupat ion t o  occupat ion.  In  t h e  f i n d i n g s  

we d l scove r  o coalescence of t h e  sociology and t h e  h i a t o r y  of s o c i a l  mob i l i t y .  

Lnrs Olsson, "Tl~e Impact of T n d u s t r i n l i z a t l o n  on t h e  S o c i a l  Environment 

of Chi ldren end Yo~rth". O l s son ' s  group a t  Lund is s tudying,  i n  e f f e c t ,  t h e  

c r e a t i o n  of adolescence.  They begin wi th  t h e  premise t h a t  be fo re  t h e  advent 

of l a rge - sca l e  i n d u s t r i a l  product ion,  most c h i l d r e n  worked -- bu t  i n  v a r i o u s  

fo rn~a  of household product ion.  I n  t h e  e a r l y  s t a g e s  of l a rge - sca l e  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  

7 

t h e  t echno log ica l  requirements  of i n d u s t r i a l i s t s  ( r a t h e r  than,  f o r  example, 

any r i s e  and f a l l  of h e a r t l e s s n e s s )  determined t h e  rhytlun of c h i l d  l abo r .  The 

example of Malmo's tobacco f a c t o r y  sl~ows t h a t  i n  t h e  e a r l y  s t o g c s  tlre c i t y ' s  

poor and broken f a m i l i e s  soppl ied t h e i r  c h i l d r e n ' s  l abo r  cheaply  wi th  t h e  

encouragement of t h e  a u t h o r t t i e s ,  and t h a t  i n  t h e  l a t e r  s t a g e s  t h e  d e c l i n e  i n  

t h e  employment o f  c h i l d r e n  depended mainly on t h e  changing technology of 

! product ion.  

many c h i l d r e n  went t o  work i n  f a c t o r i e s  and o t h e r  b ig  workplaces. La te r ,  reformers  i 
dec r i ed  t h e  e v i l s  of c h i l d  l a b o r ,  o t h e r  reformers  advocated increased school ing.  

and i n  f a c t  c h i l d  l a b o r  diminished n s  school ing inc reased .  But, a rgues  Olsson. 

Yet even tua l ly  c h i l d  l a b o r  d i d  dec l ine .  Olsson a rgues  p l a u s i b l y  t h a t  

on ly  wi th  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  d i d  l a r g e  numbcrs of c h i l d r e n  begin t o  pas s  

through a s t a g e  i n  which they were phys i ca l ly  capab le  o f  p roduc t ive  work 

but  d i d  no t  work. S ince  youngsters  had p rev ious ly  received a  good d e a l  of 

t h e i r  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  t o  a d u l t  r o l e s  through work, r i n g s  t h e  argument,  t h e  d e c l i n e  

i n  c h i l d r e n ' s  work produced youths  who were no t  on ly  i d l e  bu t  unsoc ia l i zed .  

Fr ightened a d u l t s  t r i e d  t o  c o n t r o l  and t o  s o c i o l i z e  t h e  newly-created adolescents 

by extending compulsory school ing and by forming adu l t - con t ro l l ed  youth groups. 

. .  " 

The r e s e a r c h  i t s e l f  fo l lows  t h e  expe r i ences  of s e v e r a l  Swedish towns from 

1800 t o  1930. They a r e  towns i n  which many c h i l d r e n  once worked i n  i ndus t ry .  

and i n  which i t  is p o s s j b l e  t o  fo l low changing l a b o r  p r a c t i c e s ,  educa t ions1  

po l i cy  and r e c r e a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y .  The argument and t h e  r e s e a r c h  des ign  

immediately r a i s e  i n t r i g u i n g  ques t ions :  Is t h e  s h i f t  i n  c h i l d r e n ' s  l a b o r  a s  

complete ly  determined by autonomous t echno log ica l  changes a s  Olsson 's  account  

makes i t  appear?  Don't t h e  employer ' s  demands f o r  l nbor  d i s c i p l i n e ,  t h e  

s t r a t e g i e s  o f  t h e  f a m i l i e s  which put  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  t o  work, t h e  shee r  a v o i l o b i l i t y  

of d i f f e r e n t  c a t e g o r i e s  of p o t e n t i a l  workers a f f e c t  both  t h e  frequency of 

c h i l d r e n ' s  wag&-work and t h e  r a t e  of adop t ion  of new technologles7 To wlwt 

e x t e n t  d i d  changing l i n k s  between schoo l ing  and occupa t iona l  oppor tun i ty  a l t e r  

c h i l d r e n ' s  and p a r e n t ' s  own e v a l u a t i o n s  of t h e  va lue  o f  s t a y i n g  I n  sclrool? 



What i s  t h e  evidence,  a s l d c  from alarmed s t a t emen t s  by o l d e r  people, of a  

genuine break In t l oc i a l i za t lon  a s  a  r e s u l t  of d e c l i n i n g  c h i l d r e n ' s  work? 

We can be g r a t e f u l  t o  Olsson and h l s  co l . l abo ra to r s  f o r  p u t t i n g  t h e s e  s t i l l - p r e s s i n g  

ques t ions  on our  ngendn. 

Robert W .  Slenes  and Pedro Carvalho d e  Mello, "Paternal ism and S o c i a l  Control  

In a Slave Soc ie ty :  The Coffee  Regions of B r a z i l ,  1850-1888". S l enes  and Carvalho 

begin by reviewiug t h e  i d e a s  of s l a v e l ~ o l d e r  paterns l inm i n  t h e  r e c e n t  work of 

Genovese and of Pogel and Engerman; t h e  f i r s t  emphasizes t h e  r o l e  of a  p a t e r n a l i s t i c  

ideology In  mediat ing c l a s s  and r a c e  c o n f l i c t s ;  t h e  second, pa t e rna l i sm a s  a  torm 

of r a t i o n a l  miinngement under excep t iona l  cond i t i ons .  SJ.enes and Carvslho then 

present  t h e i r  owl view of s l aveho lde r  pa t e rna l i sm a s  a  combination of pa t ron -c l i en t  

r e l a t i o o s h i p s  and rul i .ng-class  ideology l i k e l y  t o  a r i s e  under t h e s e  cond i t i ons :  

1 )  1naecurI.ty and l lmi t ed  l i f e  chances f o r  t h e  bulk  of t h e  populat ion;  2 )  a  dominant 

c l a s s  which 1s vu lne rab le  t o  t h e  escape and t l ~ e  r e s i s t a n c e  of i t s  workforce; 

3) s t n b i l l t y  o f  l o c a l  communities; 4 )  an i n t e g r a t e d  dominant c l a s s  which is a c t i v e l y  

involved i n  manuging i t s  economic i n t e r e s t s .  I n  t h e  l i g h t  of t h a t  argument, they 

present  t h e  metl~ods and m a t e r i a l s  of t h e i r  comparison between two coffee-growing 

municipios  i n  s o ~ ~ t h e a s t e r ~ ~  Braz i l .  The p r o j e c t  is very ambi t ious .  The i r  p re l imina ry  

r e s u l t s  l e a v e  Cnrvalho d e  Mello and S lenes  doub t fu l  about  any s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i c f e r e n c e s  in p l a n t e r  ideology between t h e  two r eg ions ,  but  o p t l m l s t i c  about  

f i n d i n g  t h e  c o r r e l a t e d  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  master-s lave r e l a t i o n s  and i n  t h e  

acceptance of t h e  r u l i n g - c l a s s  ideology by t h e  s l a v e s  t h a t  t h e l r  argument 

l e a d s  them t o  expect .  The i r  e a r l y  f i n d i n g s  a l s o  l ead  them t o  a L t r l b u t e  a  

g r e a t e r  impact of s l a v e  r e s i s t a ~ ~ c e  on s luveholder  behavior than e i t h e r  t h e i r  

own argument o r  previous  w r i t i n g  on t h e  s u b j e c t  suggetiLs. I n  centra l -west  

Sao Puulo provlncc,  they s p e c u l a t e ,  s l a v e  r e s i s t a n c e  was so  widespread and e f f e c t i v e  

t h a t  i t  inc l ined  s l a v e l ~ o l d e r s  t o  cons ide r  abandoning s l a v e  production f o r  f r e e  

l abo r .  I f  so ,  t h e  l n l t l n l  model w i l l  r e q u i r e  some r e p a i r s .  I t  appea r s  t h a t  t h e  

v u l n e r a b i l i t y  of t h e  dominant c l a s s  t o  worker r e s i s t a ~ ~ c e  on ly  promotes 

pa t e rna l i sm wi th in  narrow l i m i t s :  enough r e s i s t a n c e  t o  t h r e a t e n  i ts c o n t r o l .  

not  enough t o  d e s t r o y  i t .  It is r e f r e s h i n g  t o  encounter  an argument wlilch i s  

' i s u f f i c i e n t l y  s p e c i f i c ,  and a  r e s e a r c h  program whlch is s u f f l c i e n t ~ y ' r i g o r o u g .  

t h a t  new evidence can l ead  t o  an immediate r e fo rmula t ion  of t h e  ch ie f  

hypotheses .  

Walter Goldfrank, "Fascism and World-~conomy". c o l d f r a n k ' s  paper is of 

a  ve ry  d i f f e r e n t  type:  a  t hough t fu l  s o r t i e  i n t o  a  v a s t  t e r r a i n .  He u rges  on 

u s  t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  connect ions  between t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  c n p i t n l i s t  world-system 

i n  t h e  t w e n t i e t h  cen tu ry  and t h e  emergence of d i f f e r e n t  v a r i e t i e s  of fascism.  

The f i r s t  connect ion he proposes i s  t h i s :  t h e  combination of economic con t rnc t ion  

throughout t h e  system wi th  a  s h i f t  of hegemony from B r i t a i n  toward t h e  United 

S t a t e s  made extreme forms of na t iona l i sm a t t r a c t i v e  t o  compe t i to r s  i n  t h e  world- 

system. However -- and t h i s  is t h e  second proposed connect ion -- d i f f e r e n t  

v e r s i o n s  of f a sc i sm appealed t o  n a t i o n a l i s t s  i n  t h e  c o r e ,  t h e  semi-periphery 

and t h e  pe r iphe ry  of t h e  system, p r e c i s e l y  because t h e i r  economic and p o l i t i c a l  

i n t e r e s t s  va r i ed  a s  a  func t ion  of p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  world-economy. Th i rd ,  t h e  

. .- . . . . . 
very  p rocesses  which drove t h e  world-system -- c a p i t a l  accumulation and 

i n t e r s t a t e  compet i t ion -- a l s o  produced t h e  impulse t o  fascism.  I n  a d d i t i o n  

t o  t h e s e  t h r e e  arguments. Goldfrank o f f e r s  a  c a t a l o g  of t h e o r i e s  about  

I 1 fascism,  s t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  thought of Karl Po lany i  on t h e  s u b j e c t ,  a  schemat ic  

i 
! / summary of t h e  development of fascism from s e c t  t o  movement t o  regime, and 

! i some r e f l e c t i o n s  on t h e  unl ikel ihood of a  f a s c i s t  r ena i s sance  i n  our  own time. 

I That many complex themes c l u t t e r  t h e  paper ,  and keep Goldfrnnk from 

I . developing any one of them t o  t h e  po in t  t h a t  we can s e e  t h e  f u l l  argument ' o r  I 
I a s s e s s  i ts p l s u s i b i l i t y .  A s  a  r e s u l t ,  t h e  pape r ' s  bas i c  a s s e r t i o n s  s t a r t  o u t  

looking ve ry  s t rong ,  and end up looking r a t h e r  weak. At f i r s t  Goldfrnnk 



suggests  t h a t  t h e  ope ra t ion  of t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  world-economy exp la ins  t h e  r i s e  

of fascism i n  i ts many v n r l e t i e s .  But i n  tl ie d e t a i l  we f ind  indications t h a t  
* 
t h e  r e l a t i o n  of a  pa r t i c i l l n r  coun t ry  t o  t h e  world-system ( e s p e c i a l l y  i t s  l o c a t i o n  

i n  co re ,  semi-periphery o r  per iphery)  a f f e c t e d  t h e  con ten t  of i t s  own form 

of extreme ~ i a t i o n s l i s m .  Nor does  t h e  argument unfolded provide any c l e a r  and 

gene ra l  exp lana t ion  of t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  s t r e n g t h  of f a s c l s t  movements from 

one country  t o  ano the r .  A t  b e s t ,  we come away wi th  a  s e t  of provocat ive  

observat iono about  p a r t i c u l s r  n a t i o n a l l s t  movements and a s e t  of ca tegor i .es  

f o r  t h e  next  round of a n n l y s i s .  

Alf l;dttce, "The Hole of S t a t e  Vlolence i n  t h e  Per lod of T r a n s i t i o n  t o  

I n d u s t r i a l  Capitalism". ~ i i d t k e ,  i n  c o n t r a s t ,  pursues  a  gene ra l  argument through 

tlie 11iLcnslve s tudy  of s s l n g l e  h i s t o r i c a l  exper ience.  The gene rn l  argument comes 

from Mnrx: t h a t  wi th  t h e  c a p i t s l i z n t i o n  of product ion came a  t r a n s i t i o n  from 

extra-economic t o  economic forms of coe rc ion ,  from e x t e r n a l  c o n t r o l  t o  i n t e r n a l  

con t ro l .  The ccrse i n  po in t  i s  P r u s s i a  from 1815 t o  1848; ~ G d t k e  a l s o  o f f e r s  

b r i e f  comparisons wi th  Fra11,ce and B r i t a i n  i n  t h e  e igh teen th  and n ine t een th  c e n t u r i e s .  

The theme of h i s  a n a l y s i s  is .po l i c ing ,  i n  a  brood sense  of t h e  word: t h e  

whole s e t  of coe rc ive  means tl ie a u t h o r i t i e s  used t o  c o n t r o l  tlie behavior  

of workers and t h e  poor. Did P russ i an  po l i c ing  o p e r a t e  t o  fend o f f  t h r e a t s  

t o  p rope r ty ,  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of employers,  and t o  prevent  t h e  

c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  of workers? Dld i t  d l s p l a y  t h e  expected t r a n s i t i o n  t o  

more rou t in i zed  and i n d i r e c t  f o r o ~ s  of c o n t r o l ?  LGdtke's answer t o  both  

cluestlons 1s .  I th ink ,  "Yes, but . . . " I n  t h e  f i r s t  c a s e ,  hi.s ex t ens ive  

work i n  P russ i an  arc l i ives  and i n  nineteenth-century o d m l n i s t r a t i v e  wrl.t ing 

b r ings  o u t  t h e  c l a s s  b a s i s  of r e p r e s s i o n ,  indeed of t h e  ve ry  d e f i n i t i o n s  of 

o rde r  and d i s o r d e r .  Yet i t  a l s o  l e a d s  t o  a  p a i r  of important  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s :  

f i r s t ,  t h e  g r e a t  and contlnul.ng i n f l u e n c e  of t h e  landed gen t ry  -- no t  t h e  

q u i n t e s s e n t i a l  c a p i t a l i s t  c l a s s  -- i n  t h e  whole appa ra tus  of coe rc ion ;  second, 

t h e  cons ide rab le  a t t e n t i o n  given by t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  t o  c o n t r o l  of t h e  mobile 

p r o p e r t y l e s s  c l a s s e s  r a t h e r  than of s e t t l e d  i n d u s t r i a l  workers.  I n  t h e  c a s e  

of t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from e x t e r n a l  coercion t o  rou t in i zed  i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o l .  LGdtke 

g i v e s  u s  a  d e t a i l e d  account  of t l ie growth of c i v i l  p o l i c e  and makes some pass ing 

remarks concerning t h e  r i s e  of a n t i c i p a t o r y  s u r v e i l l a n c e  of workers '  a c t i v i t i e s ,  

but  ends up s t r e s s i n g  tlie con t inu ing  involvement of t h e  m i l i t a r y  i n  crowd 

c o n t r o l ,  t h e  m i l i t a r y  c h a r a c t e r  of much o s t e n s i b l y  c i v i l i a n  p o l i c i n g ,  and t h e  

g r e a t  d i s c r e t i o n  t h e  P russ i an  m i l i t a r y  r e t a i n e d  i n  d e f i n i n g  t h r e a t s  t o  pub l l c  

o rde r .  The d i s c r e t i o n a r y  powers of t h e  P russ i an  army, i n  L;'dtkels view, c o n s t i t u t e d  

one of t h e  most important  d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  German expe r i ence  and t h a t  

of France o r  England. We might t h e r e f o r e  a s k  how we l l  t h e  evidence suppor t s  

t h e  o r i g i n a l  argument: du r ing  t h e  per iod of P rus s i an  h i s t o r y  under obse rva t ion ,  

t h e  hypothetdcal  t r a n s i t i o n  from e x t e r n a l  t o  i n t e r n a l  means of coe rc ion  is no t  

a t  a l l  obvious. 

Yoshio Sugimoto, "Peasant Rebel l ion and Ruling C las s  Adaptat ion a t  t h e  

Time of t h e  Mei j i  Res to ra t ion  i n  Japan". Yoshio Sugimoto's s tudy  of Japan 

from 1830 t o  1871 in t roduces  a  s t y l e  of a n a l y s i s  we have n o t  y e t  encountered 

i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n ,  a l though i t  is o f t e n  employed i n  h i s t o r i c n l  work on p o l i t i c a l  

processes .  Sugimoto t a k e s  seventy  admin i s t r a t ive ly -de f ined  r e g i o n s  of n ine t een th -  

cen tu ry  Japan. c h a r a c t e r i z e s  t h e i r  economic s t r u c t u r e ,  d e s c r i b e s  some a s p e c t s  

of p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  i n  t hose  r e g i o n s ,  then fo rmul s t e s  and t e s t s  arguments 

concerning t h e  l i n k s  between economic s t r u c t u r e  and p o l i t i c a l  n c t i v l t y  v i a  n  

s t r a igh t fo rward  c o r r e l a t i o n a l  a n a l y s i s .  (Let me no t  make i t  sound too easy: 

t h e  volume of evidence Sugimoto has  d i g e s t e d  and t h e  ingenu i ty  of some of t h e  

I measurement a r e  both  remarkable.) He is p a r t i c u l a r l y  concerned t o  examine t h e  

p o s s i b l e  connect ion between t h e  f r equen t  peasant  r e b e l l i o n s  of Me i j i  Japan -- 
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1.029 i n  f o r t y  yea r s ,  by t h e  count  he  adop t s  -- and t h e  success fu l  oppos i t i on  

o€, t l te  l e s s e r  samurai t o  t h e  f euda l  regime. Behind peasant  r e b e l l i o n ,  he wants l o g i c  of Sugimoto's a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  c l e a r  next  s t e p  is t o  move away from t h e  

t o  d i s c e r n  t h e  e f f e c t s  of "exogenous" c s p i t a l i z a t i o n :  t h e  process  by which f l a t ,  c ros s - sec t iona l  comparison of r eg ions ,  t o  examine whether t h e  s t r u c t u r e .  

o u t s i d e  mercha l~ t s ,  r a t h e r  than primary producers ,  promoted commercia l iza t ion con ten t ,  t iming and i n t e r p l a y  of t h e  many c o n f l i c t s  from 1830 t o  1871 

and concen t r a t iun ;  i n  Jnpao, exogenous c a p i t a l i z a t i o ~ l  was e g p e c l a l l y  v i s i b l e  a c t u a l l y  correepond t o  t h e  rhyttuns of commercia l iza t ion and p o l i t i c a l  

i n  s i l k  product ion,  a s  compared wi th  t h e  i n ~ p o r t a n t  r o l e  of peasant  producers  

i n  t he  g rowt l~  of c o t t o n  product ion.  Sug i s~o to ' s  a b s t r a c t  s t a r e s  t h e  main f i n d i n g s  

a s  s u c c i n c t l y  n s  I could:  

8 )  peasant  u p r i s i n g s  were p reva len t  i n  a r e a s  where a g r i c u l t u r a l  

commercialization was f a c i l i t a t e d  by exogenous merchant c a p i t a l  

o u t s i d e  t h e  peasant  community; b) peasant  u p r i s i n g s  were s c a r c e  i n  a r e a s  

w l~e re  I n t l ~ i t u t i o n s  propegat ing ldeology E.unctional1y s l m l l a r  t o  t h e  

Western P r o t e s t a n t  E th i c  were s t r o n g ;  c )  t h e  movement organized by t h e  

innovstLvc po r t lons  of t l ~ e  e l i t e  s e c t o r  a g a i n s t  t h e  Tokugawa Shogunate 

regime was powerful i n  a r c a s  wl~ere  f euda l  l o c a l  governments succeeded i n  

e s t n b l i s l ~ l n g  a monopoly i n  t he  s a l e  o r  manufacture of coromercially p r o f i t a b l e  

oppor tun i ty .  
I 

I Conclusions. 

1 The s i x  papers  i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n  a r e  ag reeab ly  f r e e  oC e x h o r t a t i o n s  and 

I d e c l a r a t i o n s  about  soc io logy  and h i s t o r y  i n  gene ra l .  They do n o t  t e l l  u s  t h n t  

it is f e a s i b l e ,  o r  d e s i r a b l e ,  o r  complicated,  t o  b r ing  sociology and h i s t o r y  

toge the r .  They simply do it .  As compared wit11 t h e  bulk  of s o c i o l o g i c a l  

w r i t i n g  on h i s t o r i c a l  themes, t h e s e  papers  a r e  exccp t lona l ly  s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h e  

nuances and demands of t h e ' n v a i l a b l e  h i s t o r i c a l  evidence.  Our a u t h o r s  a r e  

unwi l l i ng  t o  t r e a t  h i s t o r y  e i t h e r  a s  a f l a t  space l i n e d  on ly  by g i a n t  

a b s t r a c t  Trends o r  a s  a s to rehouse  packed wi th  Date one can e a s i l y  c a r t  o f f  

I f o r  a n a l y s i s  somewhere e l s e .  Yet they a r e  not  con ten t  t o  w r i t e  t h e  h i s t o r y  

commodities; and d )  t h e s e  two types  of con f ron ta t ion  a g a i n s t  t h e  f euda l  system were I ' a s  i t  has  always been w r i t t e n :  Not one of our  a u t h o r s  r ega rds  an  a c c u r a t e  

negatively as soc ia t ed  wi th  each o t h e r .  The samurai movement organized i n  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  of what happened, a s e n s i t i v e  p o r t r a y a l  of t h e  way i t  f e l t ,  o r  

t h e  absence of popul.ar r e v o l t  become t h e  p r i n c i p a l  f o r c e  t o  g rab  I I even a new i n s i g h t  i n t o  what t h e  people  of t h e  t ime were t r y i n g  t o  do a s  t h e  

power i n  t h e  Mei j l  government which took t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  of modernizat ion f i n a l  aim of h i s  a n a l y s i s .  A l l  our  c o n t r i b u t o r s  a r e  t r y i n g  t o  combine l ~ i s t o r y  

from above. 

Suglmoto moves from h i s  f i n d i n g s  t o  a s e r i e s  of r e f l e c t i o n s  on two a d d i t i o n a l  

problems: how t h e  outcomes of t h e  c o n f l i c t s  he  bas  analyzed a f f e c t e d  t h e  

. . 
subsequent development of Japan,  and whether t h e  Japanese  exper ience provides  . , 

I ,  

a model of t r a n s l t i o n  from feudal ism t o  c a p i t a l i s m  which i s  n e i t h e r  producer-led i 
I 

and soc io logy  i n  o r d e r  t o  improve ou r  unders tanding of l a r g e  s o c i a l  processes .  

p roces ses  which a r e  s t i l l  shaping t h e  world today. For t h a t ,  we must 

thank them. 

nor merc l l an t - ln i~ l i t t ed ,  but  dominated by a fragrpent of Lhe o ld  f e u d a l  c l a s s e s .  

We hear e c l ~ o c s  O F  Barr ington Moore. Following Moore and fol lowing t h e  gene ra l  
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SESSION 3: AI.TEUNAT1W API'HOACI{I!S AND MT.l'tlODOI.OGICAL FROBI.EMS I N  HISTORICAL ANALYSIS 

Progran~ of t h e  Sess ion 1 

Igor  Kon (U.S.S: H. ) : "Sociology and His tory"  

WV. Dobrianov (Bu lga r i a ) :  "l 'ol.yvariantness of I l l s to ry ,  Rec rea t ive  H i s t o r i c a l  
P rognos t i ca t ion ,  and Sociology" 

Robert J .  Antonio and Pnrviz  P i r an  (U.S.A.): "The Loss of H i s to ry  and Man i n  
Daconian Soclology: The Relevance of t h e  Annales Cr i t i que"  

H a r r l e t  Priedmann and Jack  Wayne (Canada): "The Landed C las ses  and t h e  
Agr i cu l ru ru l  C r i s i s  in t h e  Late 1 9 t h  Century: A Comparative Analysis  of 
Grcut Ur l tu ln  and Germany" 

Nlcule  Bu~rsquet (U.S.A.): "La c a r r l & r e  h6ghon ique  d e  l ' h g l e t e r r e  au  s e i n  
d e  l'dconomie-monde e t  l e  d&nnt&lement d e s  empires espagnol  e t  p o r t u g a i s  
en Amerlque nu debut  du XIXe s i & c l e "  

Jan Winchester (Canada): "The Appl icat ion of Western L i t e r a c y  Growth Models 
t o  t h e  Thlrd World" 

Dieter  Croh and a s s o c i a t e s  (Gero~an Fede ra l  Republic):  "Sociological Approaches 
t o  German S o c i a l  Hls tory"  

C l ~ o r l e s  T i l l y  (U.S.A.): rappor teur  

~ d l m d n  Kul.cs6r (Hungary) : c h a i r  

Th i s  s e s s i o n ' s  papers  a r r a y  themselves i n  roughly descending o rde r  of 

1. gcne ra l  s t a t emen t s  on sociology and h i s t o r y :  Kon, Dobrlanov, Anbodio 6 Pi ran ;  

2 .  broad comparisons o f  major h i s t o r i c a l  e r a s  and processes :  Friedmann 6 Wayne, 
Bousquet ; 

3. aurvcys  o f  particular re sea rch  problems and approaches: Winchester,  Croh. 

To my r e g r e t ,  we have nu papers  p re sen t ing  monographic work which ana lyzes  a 

s l n g l e  h i s t o r i c a l  event  o r  s i t u a t i o n ;  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s t u d i e s  which comprise t h e  

program of Croh 's  r e e c i ~ r c h  group a r e  t h e  c l o s e s t  we come. That is r e g r e t t a b l e  

because most o f  t h e  lmportant  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  of sociology t o  h i s t o r i c a l  work 

1. A s  I prepared t h i s  r e p o r t  a t  t h e  end of June. I had d r a f t s  of t h e  papers  by 
Kon, D o b r i a ~ ~ o v ,  Antonio 6 P i r an ,  Friedmann h Wayne, but  on ly  a r e l a t e d  paper by 
Groh, a p r o j e t  by Bousquet, and t h e  t i t l e  of Winchester ' s  paper.  Th i s  d r a f t  
t h e r e f o r e  n e g l e c t s  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o r ~ s  of Croh, Bousquet and Wincl~ester .  
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occur a t  t h a t  l e v e l ,  because t h e  t h o r n i e s t  problems i n  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of 

s o c i o l o g i c a l  methods t o  h i s t o r i c a l  pcoblems and m a t e r i a l s  appear t h e r e ,  and 

because such monographic s t u d i e s  provide t h e  c l e a r e s t  con f ron ta t ion  between 

t h e  everyday assumptions  and p r a c t i c e s  of s o c i o l o g i s t s  and h i s t o r i a n s .  When 

they  begin working toge the r  on t h e  same community, t h e  same r e b e l l i o n  o r  t h e  

same change i n  family  s t r u c t u r e ,  people  from t h e  two d l s c i p l i n e s  o f t e n  swallow 

t h e i r  s logans  about  t h e  u n i t y  of knowledge, and recognize  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime 

I 
t h e  genuine d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  approach which s e p a r a t e  them. 

i S t i l l ,  t h e  l a s t  decade has  been a time of convergence between s o c i o l o g i c a l  

and h i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  The t i l t i n g  of h i s t o r y  toward sociology began e a r l i e r .  

Not long a f t e r  World War 11, i n  f a c t ,  h i s t o r i c a l  demography began t o  mature 

a s  an e n t e r p r i s e  w i th  i t s  own problems and l o g i c  -- f i r s t  i n  Prance and B r i t a i n ,  

then elsewhere. Although some of t h e  i n i t i a l  impulse toward r lgo roue  h i s t o r i c a l  

demography had come from t h e  d e s i r e  t o  i d e n t i f y  well-documented p a s t  expe r i ences  

wi th  which t o  compare t h e  demographic s i t u a t i o n s  of poor c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e  

contemporary world, i t  was a long t ime be fo re  demographers and o t h e r  sociologists 

begsn t o  draw r e g u l a r l y  on t h e  f i n d i n g s  of h i s t o r i c a l  demography; h i s t o r i a n s  

who wanted t o  understand p a r t i c u l a r  b locks  of Frencll. B r i t i s h ,  Japanese  o r  o t h e r  

h i s t o r y  were long t h e  ch ie f  b e n e f i c i a r i e s .  

Again, h i s t o r i c a l  s t u d i e s  of s t r a t i f i c a t i o n  and mob i l i t y  were f o r  some 

time n e a r l y  a one-way s t r e e t :  much a p p l i c a t i o n  of soc io log ica l  methods and models 

t o  s i t u a t i o n s  i n  which h i s t o r i a n s  were a l r e a d y  i n t e r e s t e d ,  l i t t l e  impact of 

t hose  s t u d i e s  on s o c i o l o g i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  Even now t h e  pioneer ing i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  

of a Soboul o r  a Thernstrom, f o r  a l l  t h e i r  f a m i l i a r i t y  t o  h i s t o r i a n s  concerned 

wi th  s o c i a l  c l a s s ,  e r e  l i t t l e  known t o  s o c i o l o g i s t s .  The same is t r u e  f o r  a 

number of o t h e r  a r e a s  of c o n t a c t  between sociology and h i s t o r y :  t h e  s tudy  of 

f ami ly  o r g a n i z s t i o n ,  of community s t r u c t u r e ,  and more. While h l s t o r l a n s  have 
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anxiously  in spec ted ,  and sometimes adopted,  t h e  s o c i o l o g i s t s '  models and 

methods, t h e  s o c l o l o g i s t s  i n  nearby a r e a s  l ~ a v e  a t  most expressed a  p o l i t e  

& u r i o s i t y  about  t h e  doings  of t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  ne lg l~bor s .  

Elsewhere, however, s o c i o l o g i s t s  bent  toward h i s t o r y .  While 

i n  h i s t o r y  t l ~ e  i n i t i a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  sociology was c l ~ i e f l y  me t l~odo log lca l ,  

i n  sociology , t h e  t u r n  toward h i s t o r y  r ep resen ted  a  genuine change i n  t h e  

d e f i n i t i o n  of v a l i d  problems and t h e o r i e s .  I b e l i e v e  t h e  most i n f l u e n t i a l  

s i n g l e  f a c t o r  was t h e  debac le  of non-Mnrxist t h e o r i e s  of development. 

T l ~ e o r i e s  implylng a  s tandard pat11 of modernizat ion f o r  a l l  c o u n t r i e s  made 

i t  easy t o  p a s t e  t oge the r  t h e  r e l e v a n t  h i s t o r y  from textbook c l i c h e s .  A s  

Third World c r i t i c s  chal lenged t h e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  of western  developmental 

mode1.s t o  t h e i r  own exper ience,  t h e  cha l l enge  made wes t e rne r s  wonder how 

wel l  t h e  t h e o r i e s  app l i ed  t o  t h e i r  home grounds. A s  h i s t o r i a n s  sought t o  

u se  contemporary devel.opment t h e o r i e s  a s  frameworks f o r  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  

p a s t ,  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t hey  encountered I. ikewise r a i s e d  doub t s ' abou t  t h e  

t h e o r i e s  themselves; t hose  doub t s  generated new h i s t o r i c a l  work. F i n a l l y ,  

t h e  opposi.t ion -- i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  -- t o  American and western  

European governments i n c r e a s i n g l y  cook t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  form of c r i t i c i s m s  

of t h e  development t h e o r i e s  t h e i r  dominant c l a s s e s  used t o  gu ide  o r  

j u s t i f y  t h e i r  d e a l i n g s  wi th  t h e  poor c o u n t r i e s  of t h e  world. Some of 

t h a t  c r l t i c l s i n  cons i s t ed  of h i s t o r i c a l  r e s e a r c h  on t h e  a c t u a l  p roces ses  

by wliich p a r l i a n ~ e r ~ t a r y  democracy. c a p i t a l i s t  proper ty  r e l a t i o n s ,  American 

hegemony, i ~ ~ d u s t r i a l  s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion  and o t h e r  arrangements which had 

once appeared t o  be n a t u r a l  outcomes of "development" came i n t o  being. 

The tu rn  toward Marxis t  t h e o r i e s  of development a s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  brought 

s o c i o l o g i s t s  i n t o  a  r i c h  and a c t i v e  body o f  h i s t o r i c a l  work on p o l i t i c u l  

and economic processes .  A s  o  consequence of t h e s e  and o t h e r  changes, t h e  
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l a s t  few yea r s  have brought an impress ive  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  amount of s o c i o l o g i c a l  

energy going i n t o  conc re t e  h i s t o r i c a l  s t u d i e s  on t h e  smal l  s c a l e  and t h e  

l a r g e .  We have had s t u d i e s  of t h e  changing world-economy, of r e v o l u t i o n s ,  of 

t r ans fo rma t ions  of family  s t r u c t u r e  under c a p i t a l i s m ,  and of a  hos t  of o t h e r  

t o p i c s  which most s o c i o l o g i s t s  would once have t r e a t e d  as .problems of 
I 
i modernizat ion.  It has  been an e x c i t i n g  time t o  work a t  t h e  f r o n t i e r s  of 

sociology and h i s t o r y .  

The papers  i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n  r e f l e c t  some, but  no t  a l l ,  of t h e  r e c e n t  

h i s t o r i c a l  r e v i v a l .  Before cons ide r ing  what t h e  papers  mny t e l l  u s  i n  gene ra l  

about  t h e  promise and problems of t h a t  r e v i v a l ,  l e t  u s  review them i n d i v i d u a l l y .  

I g o r  Kon. "Sociology and History". Kon o f f e r s  u s  a  ve ry  g e n e r a l  d i s c u s s i o n  

of t h e  convergence of t h e  two d i s c i p l i n e s ,  s t r e s s i n g  t h e  importance of Sov ie t  

c o n t r i b u t i o n s  and Marxis t  theory.  He sugges t s  t h a t  a s  western  soc io l . og i s t s  turned 

from t h e  narrow empiricism of t h e  1930s and 1940s toward t h e  a n a l y s i s  of s o c i a l  

change and h i s t o r i c a l  development,  t hey  had l i t t l e  cho ice  but t o  t ake  h i s t o r y  

s e r i o u s l y .  I have a l r e a d y  given some of my r easons  f o r  t h ink ing  it  was no t  

so  simple. Kon p r e s e n t s  family  h i s t o r y  a s  a  c h a r n c t e r i s t i c  a r e a  o f  r e c e n t  

i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y  c o l l a b o r a t i o n .  That is t r u e ,  bu t  i t  is a l s o  an ou t s t and ing  

example of asymmetry: t h e  impact of danography and o t h e r  branches of soc io logy  

on t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  s tudy  of f a m i l i e s  has  been enormous, wh i l e  t h e  d i s c o v e r i e s  

of family  h i s t o r i a n s  have so  f a r  had l i t t l e  impact on t h e  ways t h a t  s o c i o l o g i s t s  

t h i n k  about  f ami ly  s t r u c t u r e .  Why t h a t  should be  s o ,  and what sociology l o s e s  

a s  a  consequence, a r e  we l l  worth d i scuss ing .  

Kon c l o s e s  h i s  e s say  wi th  g e n e r a l  r e f l e c t i o n s  on t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of n  systems 

approach t o  h i s t o , r i c a l  development,  on t h e  v a l u e  of h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s  i n  

r e v e a l i n g  t h e  ~ e l s t i v i t y  and t r a n s i e n c e  of appa ren t ly  u n i v e r s a l  c a t e g o r i e s  and 

i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and on t h e  f u t i l i t y  of t h e  r e c u r r e n t  d e b a t e  between t h e  advocates  

of " s c i e n t i f i c "  and "humanjstic" concept ions  of h i s t o r y .  At t h i s  l e v e l  of 



g e n e r a l i t y ,  t h e  r e f l e c t i o n s  can be l i t t l e  more than p l a t i t u d e s .  The inqu i ry  

on ly  becomes conc re t e  and engaging when i t  comes down t o  a sk ing  how t o  d e a l  
1 

with p a r t i c u l a r  I l i s t o r i c a l  c a s e s  and processes :  how much of t h e  change i n  

, family  s t r a t e g i e s  t h a t  accoo~panied t h e  expansion of c a p i t a l i s m ,  f o r  example, 

we can i n f e r  from t h e  d e f i n i t e  h i s t o r i c a l  evidence of changing f e r t i l i t y ,  

nupt l a l i t y  and l~ouse l~o ld  composition, and how much we must supply  from o t h e r  

evldence,  from gene ra l  models, o r  Ero~n ou r  h i s t o r i c a l  imaginaclons? Now, 

t h a t  deba te  i s  proceeding i n  one of t h e  most p roduc t ive  p o s s i b l e  ways: v i a  - 
competing s l u d i e s  of conc re t e  h i s t o r i c a l  exper iences .  

V. Dobrlirnov, "Polyvar iantness  of H i s to ry ,  Rec rea t ive  H i s t o r i c a l  

L'rognostication and Sociology". The formidable  t i t l e  of Dobrianov's paper 

i n t roduces  a  p l ea  f o r  a  s y n t h e s i s  of s o c i a l  p lanning,  h i s t o r i c a l  r e c o n s t r r ~ c t i o n  

and s o c i o l o g i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  I n  t h e  i d e a l  c a s e ,  s o c i a l  p lanning s p e c i f i e s  a  

s e t  of a l t e r n a t i v e  outcomes whlch a r e  p o s s i b l e  du r ing  some span of time, sociology 

i ~ ~ v e s t l g a t e s  t h e  connect ions  between those  outcomes and o t h e r  s o c i a l  cond i t i ons ,  

and h i s t o r y  t r a c e s  how t h e  outcome which a c t u a l l y  emerged came t o  p r e v a i l  over  

t h e  o t h e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  Although he  would appa ren t ly  t o l e r a t e  some l l i s t o r i c a l  

concern wi th  t h e  p a s t ,  Dobrianov is mainly concerned wi th  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  

p re sen t  and t h e  f u t u r e :  t h e  cont inuous  product ion of "prognost icat ions"  concerning 

poss ib l e  f u t u r e  s t a t e s  of s o c i a l  l i f e ,  coupled wi th  t h e  cont inuous  comparison 

of unfoldlng r e a l l t i e s  wi th  un rea l i zed  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  I i i s t o r i a n s  would, i n  h i s  

program, become " h i s t o r i o l o g i s t s . "  " h i s t o r i c a l  s c i e n t i s t s . "  H i s t o r i a n s  w i l l  n o t ,  

1 Ll~lnk,  rush t o  Dobrlanov's banner. Slnce ,  i n  any c a s e ,  Dobrianov provides  no 

conc re t e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  of t h e  triumphs of h i s  new sc i ence ,  we may reasonably  

dawdle a  bi.t be fo re  comnlitting ou r se lves .  

Robert J.  Antonio and Pa rv iz  P i r a n ,  "The Loss of H i s to ry  and Man it1 

Baconian Sociology: The Relevance o f  t h e  Annales Critique". Antonio and P i r an  

t r a c e  t h e  p reva len t  empiricism of American sociology back t o  t h e  e r r o r s  of 

F ranc i s  BSCOII -- t o  Bacon's c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o ~ ~  of t h e  world "as  a  f i n i t e  

manifold of f a c t s  t h a t  could be l a i d  ba re  through c a r e f u l  obse rva t ion  and 

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n . "  They c l a im ( t o  my s u r p r i s e )  t h a t  t h e  ch ie f  mode of t l ~ e o r i z i n g  

i n  sociology c o n s i s t s  of summarizing c u r r e n t l y  accep tab le  empi r i ca l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s ,  

and t h a t  modern s o c i o l o g i c a l  t h e o r i s t s  assume t h a t  empirical g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s  

which hold f o r  t h e  p re sen t  hold f o r  a l l  t ime. P i r an  and Antonio c a l l  f o r  a  

r a d i c a l  c r i t i q u e  of Baconism, proposing a s  a  guide  t h e  c r i t i q u e  of t h e  " t r i v i a l ,  

narrow and i d e o l o g i c a l  n a t u r e  of event h i s to ry"  by h i s t o r i a n s  a s soc ia t ed  wi th  

t h e  French jou rna l  Annales. They regard t h e  Annales emphasis on long t r e n d s  

and on t h e  connect ions  of appa ren t ly  d i s p a r a t e  s o c i a l  phenomena a s  an e f f e c t i v e  

a n t i d o t e  t o  t h e  a h i s t o r i c a l  f ragmentat ion of Baconian sociology.  

As someone who has  long consor ted wi th  t h e  s c h o l a r s  of t h e  Annales, and 

has  much admired t h e i r  z e a l ,  v i s i o n  and i n d i v i d u a l  c r e a t i v i t y ,  l e t  me expres s  

a  pe r sona l  doubt  t h a t  they w i l l  h e l p  u s  r e b u i l d  s o c i o l o g i c a l  theory.  The 

Annales have no body of theory of t h e i r  own; t h e i r  t h e o r i e s  come from everywhere 

and nowhere. They have, i n s t e a d ,  an  openness t o  i nnova t ion ,  a  r ead ines s  t o  

c o l l a b o r a t e ,  a  d e s i r e  t o  make unexpected connect ions ,  a  d i s t r u s t  of n a r r a t i v e  

p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y ,  a  w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  r i s k  comparisons and ana log ie s ,  a  marvelous 

s e t  of exemplars i n  Marc Bloch, Lucien Febvre, Fernand Braudel ,  Emmanuel Le Roy 

Ladurie  and o t h e r s .  Formidable a s s e t s ,  t h e s e ,  bu t  n o t  t h e  s t u f f  of a  new s o c ~ o l o g i c a l  

theory.  

H a r r i e t  Friedmann and Jack  Wayne, "The Landed C las ses  and t h e  A g r i c u l t u r a l  

C r i s i s  i n  t h e  La te  1 9 t h  Century: A Comparative Analysis  of Great  B r i t a i n  and Germany". 

Eriedmann and Wayne begin wi th  a  conundrum: i f  i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s m  triumphed 111 

many western  c o u n t r i e s  du r ing  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  cen tu ry ,  liow d id  t h e  landed c l a s s e s  



hold on t o  t l i e l r  power so  long? Their  answer, In  two n u t s h e l l s ,  i s  t h a t  t h e  

landed c l a s s e s  1 )  s t a f f e d  nlneteenth-century s t a t e s  i n  d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e  numbers, 

* 
and thus  had t h e  s t a t e  appa ra tus  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  and 2 )  a l s o  organized 

e f f ecL lve ly  ouLslde t h e  s t a t e .  A s  they po in t  o u t ,  such an exp lana t ion  a t t r i b u t e s  

more autonomy t o  p o l i t i c a l  processes  than s lmple  economic de t e r~n ln l sm w i l l  

t o l e r a t e .  They illustrate and defend t h e  argument v i a  a  compariso~i  of Germany 

and BrlLuin. The two c a s e s  suggest  themselves because t h e  landed i n t e r e s t  -- a s  

s c l a s s  c o l l e c t l v e l y  and e f f e c t i v e l y  pursuing its own advantage -- survived t h e  

a g r i c u l t u r a l  c r l s l s  of 1873-1896 i n  Germany, but  succumbed ~ o w a r d  t h e  end of 

Ll~e ~ i l n e t e e o t h  cen tu ry  i n  B r i t a i n .  Why t h e  d i f f e r e n c e ?  I n  B r l t a l n ,  by t h e  

Prledmuno/Wuync uccount,  t h e  g r e a t e r  advance of l n rge - sca l e  n~anufac tu r ing  meant 

a  moro powerful i n d u s t r i a l  bourgeois ie  and a  more ex tens ive  involvement of 

organized workers I n  n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  Germany then becomes t h e  more t r o u b l i n g  

case .  Prledmann and Wayne propose a composite exp lana t ion :  g r e a t e r  need of t h e  

German i n d u s t r i a l  bourgeo i s i e  ( f aced ,  among o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  wlLh powerful 

l n t e r n a t l o n a l  compet i t ion and an a l r endy-en f ranc l~ i sed  working c l a s s )  f o r  t h e  

support  of t h e  bnokcr-bureaucrat-soldier c o a l i t i o n  whlch governed P r u s s i a ,  

demand f o r  mil iLory p r o t e c t i o n  of I n d u s t r i e s  l oca t ed  near  f r o n t i e r s  which were 

r lnged wi th  h o s t l l e  powers, p l u s  t h e  d e l i b e r a t e  o rgan iz ing  a c t i v i t y  of t h e  

landed c l a s s e s .  The f i r s t  two conform t o  our  convent ional  exp lana t ions  of 

t h e  Junkers '  s u r v i v n l ,  wh i l e  t h e  independent importance of t h e  o rgan iz ing  

a c t i v i t y  r e p u i r e s  more argument and evidence than t h e  paper provides .  The 
, 

two-nutshell  argument whlch su rv ives  is. I t h i n k ,  d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  one 

Wayne and Frledmann s t a t e  a t  t h e  o u t s e t .  It seems t o  run:  1 )  t h e  r i s e  of t h e  

i ~ ~ d u s t r l a l  bourgeo i s l e  d i d  produce a  t r a n s f e r  of s t a t e  power, but  w i th  a  l a g  

of t h e  landed c l a s s e s ;  2 )  t h e  t a c t i c a l  a l l i a n c e s  s t r u c k  by t h e  r i s i n g  i n d u s t r i a l  

bourgeo i s i e  a l s o  a f f e c t e d  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o r  power over  tl ie s t a t e .  I n  t h a t  

form, t h e  Friedmnnn/Wayoe argument has  much i n  common with  t h e  t reatment  of t h e  

same comparison by Barringtoll  Moore. 

Nicole  Bousquet, "La c a r r i & r e  h4g61oonique d c  1 'Ang le t e r r e  nu s e i n  d e  

I 
l'iconomie-monde e t  l e  d h a n t & l e m e n t  d e s  empires espagnol e t  po r tuga i s  en 

I h k r i q u e  au  debut  du XIXe s i8c l e" .  (At t h i s  w r i t i n g ,  I have t o  t ake  Bousquet 's 

argument from a  proposal  w r i t t e n  i n  September 1977.) Bousquet proposes t o  

i connect t h e  La t in  American independence movements of t h e  e a r l y  n i n t e e n t h  cen tu ry  

t o  t h e  r e o r g a n i z a t i o n  of t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  wor1.d-economy of t h e  time. The i n q u i r y  

I1 
has  many s t e p s ,  but  t h e  c e n t r a l  argument is t h i s :  s o  long a s  France and B r i t a i n  

!,i 

ii 
b a t t l e d  f o r  c o n t r o l  of t h e  world-economy, Spain and Por tugn l  were r e l a t i v e l y  

f r e e  t o  e x p l o i t  t h e l r  c o l o n i a l  empires; but  a s  B r i t a i n  acquired hegemony, her  

i/ need f o r  markets  f o r  manufactured goods even tua l ly  made t h e  opening up of 

v Lat in  America d e s i r a b l e .  I n  t h e  cour se  of p re sen t ing  and defending t h a t  

argument, Bousquet proposes  t o  c o n t r a s t  t h i s  s o r t  of world-system a n a l y s i s  w i th  

l i 
In t h e  conven t iona l  country-by-country n a t u r a l  h i s t o r y  of deco lon iza t ion .  S ince  
I 
I 
i ,  both t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  and t h e  methodological argument have been made be fo re ,  t h e  

d e l i c a t e  po in t  w i l l  be t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  d i r e c t  l i n k s  between tlie presumed 

B r i t i s h  i n t e r e s t  i n  p e n e t r a t i n g  La t in  American markets  and tlie a c t u a l  f a c t s  

! of n a t i o n a l  l i b e r a t i o n  i n  t h a t  p a r t  of t h e  world. 

: 1 I a n  Winchester,  "The App l i ca t ion  of Western L i t e r a c y  Growth Models t o  , 1 
I! 
i t h e  Third World". (Since Winchester ' s  paper has  no t  a r r i v e d  a s  I w r i t e ,  t h e  
I 

on ly  b a s i s  I have f o r  i n f e r r i n g  h i s  l i k e l y  argument is a  1977 essay. "What 

' ! Microdemographic Methods Have Added t o  Our Knowledge of t h e  l l i s t o r i c a l  Past ." )  
! 

a t t i b u t a b l e  t o  t h e  previous  s t a f f i n g  of t h e  s t a t e  and t h e  p o l i t i c a l  o rgan iz ing  Permit  me a  weak p red ic t ion .  Winchester ' s  argument, whe~i i t  appea r s ,  w i l l  



break i l l t o  two p a r t s :  a )  those  western  l i t e r a c y  growth models which p re sen t  t h e  

r i s e  o f  l i t e r a c y  a s  a  consequence of i n c r e a s e s  i n  communications and i n  school lng,  

v 
which a r e  i n  t u rn  supposed t o  be consequences of i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  o r  "modernization." 

do no t  nnd cannot  apply  t o  Third World exper ience,  s i n c e  In  t h e  contemporary 

world communlcntions changes comn10111 y  occur  ahead o f ,  or even independent ly  o f ,  

i n d u s t r i a l i z n t i o n ;  b) i n  f a c t ,  t hose  models do n o t  even apply  ve ry  we l l  

t o  western h i s t o r i c a l  exper ience;  among o t h e r  t h ings ,  industrialization o f t e n  

depressed l i t e r a c y  ( a t  l e a s t  i n  t h e  s h o r t  run ) ,  and many western  popu la t ions  

learned t o  read and/or  w r i t e  q u i t e  independent ly  o f  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n .  

u r b n t ~ i z u t i o n  and o t h e r  supposed p r e r e q u i s i t e s  of ex t ens ive  l i t e r a c y .  I f  so ,  

t h e  argument w i l l  be worth making and worth deba t ing .  

D ie t e r  Groh and a s s o c i a t e s ,  "Soc io log ica l  Approaches Lo German Soc ia l  

History". (Although t h e  paper was, by Groh's r e p o r t ,  f i n i s h e d  some time ago, 

I have not. r ece ived  a  copy. My sources  a r e  a  p a i r  of informal  p roposa l s  from 

Groh, p l u s  h i s  1978 paper.  "Basisprozesse  und Organlsationsproblem. Skizze  

e l n e s  soz io lgesch ich t l1chen  Forschungspoojekte.") The s o c i a l - h i s t o r i c a l  group 

a t  t h e  Un ive r s i ty  of Konstanz has  launched an nmbit ious  program of i n q u i r i e s  

i n t o  Baslrcprozosse: roughly speaking,  p r o t e s t s ,  s t r i k e  a c t i v i t y ,  o rgan iza t ion -  

bu i ld ing  and o t h e r  means by which workers a r t i c u l a t e  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s .  They mean 

t h e  progr.lm t o  c o n s t i t u t e  a t  once a )  a  c r i t i q u e  of s t anda rd  h i s t o r i c a l  approaches 

t o  t l ~ e  l abo r  movement and b) a  sys t ema t i c  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  of Marxis t  ana lyses  

of tho conncct lons  among t h e  o rgan lza t ion  of product ion,  r o u t i n e  s o c i a l  l i f e  

and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o r ~ .  T l ~ c i r  conc re t e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  d e a l  w i th  d i f f e r e n t  

groups of German workers from t h e  e igh teen th  t o  t h e  t w e n t i e t h  c e n t u r i e s .  The 

p n r t i c u l o r  p r o j e c t s  desc r ibed  i n  t h i s  paper i nc lude  t h e  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of workers 

i n  Bnden be fo re  t h e  Revolutlon of 1848 (Rainer Wir tz) ,  t h e  demands and 

complaints  of journeymen i n  e ighteenth-century towns (Andreas Gr i e s s inge r ) .  

s t r i k e s  i n  t h e  Saar  and t h e  Ruhr be fo re  1914 (Det lev Pu l s ) .  German s t r i k e s  

a s  a  whole from 1890 t o  1916 (Hans-Peter ~B 'ck ) ;  and t h e  d i s c r e p a n c i e s  between 

H i t l e r ' s  Weltanschauung and German dec i s ions .  1938-1945 (Uernd Laufs) .  I n  

a l l  t h e s e  c a s e s ,  and more, t h e  r e s e a r c h e r s  a r e  a t t empt ing  t o  u se  s tnndard 

soc i a l -psycho log ica l  models: from dissonnnce.  from l e a r n i n g  theo ry ,  and so  

on. Now, any such matching of c o l l e c t i v e  phenomena wit11 ind iv idua l - l eve l  

models f a c e s  an ascending s c a l e  of d i f f i c u l t y .  I n  p r i n c i p l e ,  i t  is r e l a t i v e l y  

easy t o  match t h e  concep t s  w i th  t h e  phenomenn under s tudy  -- f o r  example. t o  

show t h a t  one can r easonab ly  t h i n k  of e ighteenth-century journeymen a s  

l e a r n i n g  t o  make c e r t a i n  demands. It i s  much harder  t o  t e s t  t h e  t h e o r i e s  involved 

on t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  phenomena, s i n c e  a )  t h e  t h e o r i e s  on ly  y i e l d  f i rm  p r e d i c t i o n s  

about  i n d i v i d u a l  behavior and b) t h e  evidence f o r  v e r i f y i n g  t l ~ o s e  p r e d i c t i o n s  

a t  an  i n d i v i d u s l  l e v e l  is r a r e l y  a v a i l a b l e .  It is most d i f f i c u l t  of a l l  t o  

show t h a t  t h e  soc i a l -psycho log ica l  p roces ses  involved exp la in  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  

phenomenn i n  ques t ion ;  a f t e r  a l l ,  t h e  Basisprozesse  t h e  Konstanz group a r e  

cons ide r ing  c o n s i s t  a lmost  e n t i r e l y  of i n t e r a c t i o n s  wi th  a u t h o r i t i e s .  employers 

and r i v a l  groups of workers; a t  a  minimum t h e  exp lana t ions  of i n t e r a c t i o n s  

r e q u i r e  accoun t s  of t h e  a c t i o n s  of a l l  t h e  p a r t i e s .  That s i d e  of '  t h e  program 

does  n o t  look ve ry  promising. 

Another s i d e  does. The Konstanz group is a l s o  seeking t o  "decode and 

r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e  immanent r a t i o n a l i t y  o r  s o c i a l  l o g i c  of t h e  behavior of v a r i o u s  

lower-c lass  groups -- a g r a r i a n ,  p lebeinn and p r o l e t a r i s n "  and thereby t o  

fo l low t h e  connect ions  between c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  and everyday l i f e .  E.P. 

Thompson and P i e r r e  Bourdieu a r e  t h e  models f o r  t h e  e f f o r t .  Of course .  a l l  

t h e  s e c r e t  of such an e f f o r t  i s  i n  t h e  doing:  i t  can be  done very badly  o r  

ve ry  we l l .  Never theless ,  t h e  proposal  is appea l ing  i n  i t s e l f ,  f o r  i t  provides  



a11 oppor tun i ty  f o r  a r i c h  new s y n t h e s i s  of s o c i o l o g i c a l  and h i s t o r i c a l  

approaches t o  t h e  a ~ ~ a l y s i s  of c o l l e c t l v e  a c t i o n  and o t  everyday l i f e .  

v Conclusion 
I 

The papers  i n  t h i s  s e s s i o n  i l l u s t r a t e  a s imple  p r i n c i p l e :  i f  you want 

t o  advance t h e  collaborat.lon of sociology and h i s t o r y ,  l ook  f o r  an important ,  

conc re t e  l ~ l s t o r i c a l  change which p r e s e n t s  problems f o r  t h e  convent ional  

wisdom i n  both disciplines. Wayne and I r iedmann 's  problem -- bow t h e  land-based 

Junkers  kept t h e i r  power s o  f a r  i n t o  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t l o n  of Cermany -- i s  

a good example. H i s to ry  Lhen provides  you wi th  t h e  l u x u r i e s  of t ime-perspect ive ,  

opportunity f o r  comparison, r i c h  and va r i ed  evidence. Sociology, f o r  i t s  p a r t ,  

o f f e r s  concepts ,  models and s t r a t e g i e s  of a n a l y s i s .  That we should have t o  t h ink  

twice (11s Antonio and P i r an  remind us )  be fo re  applying t o  h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l s  

t h e  empi r i ca l  methods we adopt  r o u t i n e l y  and though t l e s s ly  i n  s o c i o l o g i c a l  

ana lyses  of t h e  contemporary world i s  a l l  t o  t h e  good. Thot s tandard h i s t o r i c a l  

e x p l a ~ ~ a l i o n s  of mass behavior ,  w l th  t h e i r  homogenization of motives and 

m e n t a l i t l e a ,  should s l l a t t e r  when confronted wi th  sound s o c i o l o g i c a l  t h ink ing  

can on ly  make t h e  encounter  of h i s t o r y  and sociology more f r u i t f u l .  Why n o t ,  

Lhen, abandon exhor t a t ion  f o r  ac t lo l l ?  


