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Mercur ia l  Views of t h e  Seventeenth  Century 

Durant 1 ' E s t e  de  c e s t e  annee l e  Roy e s t a n t  a  P a r i s  f u t  adve r ty  pnr 

un nomme l e  c a p i t a i n e  Be l in ,  qu'en l.imosin, Pe r igo rd ,  Quercy, C en 

quelques  provinces  des  env i rons ,  p l u a i e u r s  Centils-hommes f a i s o i e n t  

des  assemblees pour r e l e v e r  l e s  fondemens de  r e b e l l i o n ,  que 

le  f e u  Mareschal d e  Biron 6 ceux q u i  e s t o i e n t  d e  s a  consp i r a t ion  

y  avo ien t  j e t t e z ;  ti c e  f u t  l e  p r e t e x t e  o r d l n a i r e  des  r e b e l l e s ,  

s c a v o i r ,  pour descharger  l e  peuple ,  C pour f a i r e  que l a  J u s t i c e  

l u s t  mieux admin ia t r ee  a  l ' a d v e n i r  pa r  ceux q u i  1 , 'exercaient :  

& t o u t e s  f o i s  l e u r  d e s s e i n  n ' e s t o i t  q pour peacher en eau t r o u b l e ,  

& sous  l ' apparence du b i en  p u b l i c  s ' e n g m i s s e r  des  ru inea  du 

pauvre peuple .  

During t h e  summer of t h i s  yea r  t h e  King, who was i n  P e r i s ,  was 

warned by a  c e r t a i n  c a p t a i n  Be l in  t h a t  i n  Limousin. Pe r igo rd ,  

Quercy and o t h e r  nea rby .p rov inces  a  number of Centlemen were 

meeting t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  bases  o f  t h e  r e b e l l i o n  t h a t  t h e  l a t e  

Marshal Biron and h i e  co-conspira tors  had l a i d  down. They had 

t h e  r e b e l s '  u sua l  p r e t e x t :  t o  l i g h t e n  t h e  people ' s  burden,  and 

t o  make s u r e  t h a t  t hose  who were cherged wi th  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  

of j u s t i c e  would.do b e t t e r  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  Nonetheless t h e i r  

r e a l  hope was t o  f i s h  i n  t roub led  water  and. i n  t h e  g u i s e  of 

t h e  pub l i c  good, t o  f a t t e n  themselves up a t  t h e  expense of t h e  

poor people .  

The y e a r  is 1605 ; - the  King.Henry IV of  France; t h e  source, Le Mercure 

f r a n c o i s ,  an e a r l y  ances to r  of t h e  d a i l y  newspaper. For s twent ie th-  

cen tu ry  r e a d e r ,  i t  is a  cu r ious ,  e x h i l i r s t i n g  exper ience t o  savor  & 

Mercure: t o  have t h e  noble  r e b e l l i o n s ,  t h e  n s s a s s i n a t i o n  o f  Henry IV. -- 



 he Thlrty Years War coming in os current news. 

If the twentlcth-century reader is o sociologist, this curious 

expcrlcnce offers o challenge to reflection on the character of his 

dlsclpline, and on sociology's relationship to history. The Mercure's 

reporter, after all, is proposing an age-old interpretation of rebellion. 

The interpretotlon runs like this: 

1. Self-serving, manipulative troublemakers drawn from 
discontented segments of the dominant classes enlist gullible 
rebels from the common people. 

2. The common people pay all the cost, and get none of the 
beneflts -- if any -- of rebellion. 

Elltes and outhorities often hold that theory todoy. 

In its context, the Mercure's interpretation is not absurd. A 

major form of rebellion in sixteenth- and seventeenth-century France was, 

indced, an nlllancc between a small group of discontented, self-seeking 

nobles and a large group of aggrieved commoners. The weight of taxes 

and the malndminlstration of justice were, indeed, widespread grievances 

and frequent justificotions'for rebellion. The organizers of rebellion 

did. indeed, often decamp with the gains and escape before royal vengeance 

struck them down. So far as it goes, in fact, the Mercure's analysis only 

contains one substantial error: it underestimates the extent to which the 

"commo~i people" acted knowingly on their interests; it treats ordinary rebels 

as o shapeless, manipulable mass. That error, many twentieth-century analysts 
' I 

of twentieth-century rebellion have made as well. 

The Mercure offers many more occasions for sociological reflection. 

In 1608, for example, we have the story of the Guilleria, three noble 

brothers from Brittany. During the recent Wars of Religion, the brothers 

"l~nd followed the League party under the Duke of Mercoeur, and had performed 

under his leadership os valiant, brave soldiers." On demobilization, 

they hod formed a robber band. "The proyenade of all these robbers crossed 

many ports of France," reported the Mercure, "all the way to Normandy, the 
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Lyon region, and Guyenne. On the highways leading to the fairs and mnrkets 

of Poitou they posted notices on trees, reading PEACE TO GENTLEMEN. DEATII TO 

PROVOSTS AND ARCHERS, AND THE PURSE, FROM MERCHANTS." ("Provosts ond orchers" 

were essentially the royal and municipal police of the time.) The governor of 

the Niort military district called together a force of provosts, besieged the 

Guilleris' castle, and finally took eighty prisoners. The youngest Cuilleri 

brother was executed (Mercure francois 1608: 289-290). 

Shades of Robin Hoodl Although we have no evidence that the Cuilleri 

bandits gave to the poor, they certainly felt they had the right to toke from 

the rich. In the context of the time, their quick chongc from valiant soldiers 

to dangerous criminals was rather more o shift in attitude, name ond coolitlon 

than an alteration in their day-to-day behavior. As the people of the 

ravaged French countryside testified repeatedly, it was often liord to tell 

the difference between troops and bandits. The transformation from covolryman 

to highwayman, the formation of a roving band, the posting of declorotions, 

the siege and the execution all portray for us a world in which a model of 

armed conquest was readily available. By no means did the nation01 state 

I have the monopoly on armed conquest. 

I Not that the state wos powerless. The king, his retainers, his 

clients and his bureaucracy formed a greater, stronger cluster than any 

other in France. He who touched the royol person or prerogative paid the 

price. When Ravaillac assassinated Henry IV in 1610, the king's counselors 

rolled out the terrible, clanking apparatus of royal justice. In o public 

execution before the Paris city hall, the hongman assaulted Ravnlllnc's 

body with molten lead and red-hot iron. Then it was time for drawing and 

quartering. "After the horses had pulled for a good hour," reported 



t l ~ e  Elercure, 

, Rnvnt l lac  f i n a l l y  gave up t h e  ghost  wi thout  having been dismembered. 

T l~e  execu t ione r  having broken him and c u t  him i n t o  q u a r t e r s ,  people  

of a l l  s o r t s  went a t  t h e  fou r  p a r t s  w i th  swords, kn ives  and s t a v e s ;  

they s n a t c l ~ e d  t h e  p a r t s  from t h e  execu t ione r  s o  eage r ly  t h a t  a f t e r  

having bea t en ,  c u t  and to.rn them, t h e  people  dragged t h e  p i eces  h e r e  

and t h e r e  t l ~ r o ~ ~ g l i  t h e  s t r e e t s  on a l l  s i d e s ,  i n  such a f renzy t h a t  

nothlng could s t o p  them" (Mercure f r a n s o i s  1610: 457) .  

A s  was customary on such occas ions ,  t h e  day ended wi th  t h e  burning of 

t h e  bloody remains i n  b o n f i r e s  throughout P a r i s .  

The l u r i d  k i l l i n g  of Rava i l l ac ,  and t h e  many o t h e r  pub l i c  execu t ions  

recounted i n  t he  Mercure, add two more e lements  t o  ou r  unders tanding 

of seventeenth-century France. F i r s t ,  we a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  importance of 

exenlplary j u s t i c e  and punishment, a s  opposed t o  an e f f o r t  t o  apprehend 

a l l  v l o l a t o r s  of the  law. Seventeenth-century a u t h o r i t i e s  d i d  no t  s eek  t o  

p1111lsh a l l  o f f e n d e r s ,  by any means; they sought  t o  d e t e r  p o t e n t i a l  de l inquen t s  

by t h e  quick and v i s l b l e  chast isement  o f  a few. The mounting of bloody 

examples dramatized the  power of t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  wi thout  ove r t ax ing  t h e i r  

l i m l t e d  j u d i c i a l  c o p a c i t i o s .  Second, we r ecogn ize  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  of 

o rd ina ry  people -- a s  s p e c t a t o r s  and,  t o  some degree ,  a s  c r i t i c s  and p a r t i c i p a n t s  -- 
ill t h e  process  of r e t r i b u t i o n .  On o t h e r  occas ions ,  t h a t  popular  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  

i n  j u s t i c e  provided a war ran t ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  a model, f o r  t h e  peop le ' s  t ak ing  

t h e  law i n t o  i t s  own hands. Tax r e b e l l i o n s  and a t t a c k s  on p r o f i t e e r i n g  

o f f i c i a l s  took t h e  forms of a s sembl i e s ,  d e l i b e r a t i o n s ,  d e c l a r a t i o n s ,  condemnations 

and, sometlmes, execu t ions .  Exemplary j u s t i c e  and popular  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  faded away 

i n  l a t e r  y e a r s ,  a s  tile government's r e p r e s s i v e  power grew and t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  

bctwcen accuse r s  and accused inc reased .  

La te r  i n  t h a t  same y e a r  of 1610, t h e  Mercure r epor t ed  y e t  ano the r  

execut ion a t  P a r i s '  P l ace  d e  Greve, i n  f r o n t  of t h e  c i t y  h a l l .  Th i s  time 

t h e  v i c t ims  were t h r e e  gentlemen of Poi tou:  du J a r r a g e ,  Chef-bobbin and 

Champ-martin. The c o u r t s  had convicted them o f :  

p repa r ing  a Manifes to  which t r i e d  t o  stir t h e  people of ~ o ' i t o u  

i n t o  r e b e l l i o n ,  and t o  induce t h e  people t o  j o i n  [ t h e  t h r e e  

gentlemen] i n  t ak ing  up arms, i n  o r d e r  ( they s a i d )  t o  change 

t h e  s t a t e  i n t o  an Ol igarchy -- France. they imagined, no t  

be ing  w e l l  governed. Unworthy t o  d i e  by t h e  sword l i k e  nob le s ,  

t hey  r ece ived  t h e  wages of t h e i r  d i sg race :  t h e  hangmnn's rope 

(Mercure f r a n s o i s  1610: 512). 

Thus we l e a r n  t h a t  t h e  law d e c a p i t a t e d  nobles  and hanged commoners. 

We glimpse t h e  s t anda rd  r o u t i n e  i n  which r e b e l s ,  l i k e  highwaymen, 

posted d e c l a r a t i o n s  of i n t e n t  be fo re  s t r i k t . n g  a t  t h e i r  enemies. And 

we begin  t o  s ense  t h e  prevalence of r e b e l l i o n  i n  t h e  e a r l y  seventeenth  

century.  

The news f l a s h e s  from 1605. 1608 and 1610 p re sen t  more than one 

cha l l enge  t o  t h e  s o c i o l o g i s t .  The f i r s t  cha l l enge  is t o  say how t h e  

n e a r l y  f o u r  hundred y e a r s  of exper ience and thought which have 

in t e rvened  s i n c e  then have improved ou r  unders tsnding of r e b e l l i o n  

and of o t h e r  s o r t s  of c o n f l i c t .  (The answer, I r e g r e t  t o  s ay ,  is: 

p rec ious  l i t t l e ,  and t h a t  l i t t l e  mainly through a )  conceptual  r e f ine -  

ments and b) c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  connect ions  between major con f l . i c t s  

and t h e  r o u t i n e  p u r s u i t  o f  everyday i n t e r e s t s . )  

The second cha l l enge  is t o  l a y  o u t  c a t e g o r i e s  w i th in  which t h e  

gene ra l  changes occu r r ing  i n  t h e  France of 1605 w i l l  make sense :  

I 

modernizat ion,  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e .  a g r a r i a n  bureaucracy,  something e l s e .  

(Although any r e p l y  we make t o  t h a t  cha l l enge  today i s  bound t o  be 

c o n t r o v e r s i a l  and incomplete. I f avor  s t r e s s i n g  t h e  development of 

c a p i t a l i s m  and t h e  growth o f  n a t i o n a l  s t a t e s  a s  t h e  con tex t s  of 



seventeenth-cenLury s t r u g g l e s . )  

Tile t h i r d  cha l l enge  i s  t o  examine whet d i f f e r e n c e ,  i f  any, 

i t a  makes wheLher we approach t h e  even t s  of seventeenth-century France 

a s  s o c i o l o g i s ~ s  o r  a s  h i s t o r i a n s .  (My answer is  t h a t  i n  p r a c t i c e  

s o c i o l o g i s t s  and h i s t o r i a n s  approach t h e  a n a l y s i s  of such even t s  r a t h e r  

differently, b u ~  i n  p r i n c i p l e  t h e r e  a r e  good reasons  f o r  seeking,  no t  

one grand s y n t h e s i s ,  but  s e v e r a l  d i f f e r e n t  syn theses  of s o c i o l o g i c a l  

and I ~ i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e . )  For reasons  t h a t  w i l l  become c l e a r e r  a s  

we procced, we might c a l l  t h e  t h r e e  cha l l enges  t h e  problems of 

c o l l e c t i v e  -, of s t n ~ c t u r a l  change, and of h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  

l l lese  t h r e e  problems have brought t h e  v a r i e d  e s says  i n  t h i s  book 

i n t o  being. 

What So r t  of Book is  This?  

1l1e book you l~nve  be fo re  you is both  broader  and narrower than 

Lhe a rea  de f ined  by the  t l ~ r e e  cha l l enges .  It i s  broader  i n  t h a t  i t  t a k e s  

up many o t h e r  t o p i c s  bes ides  r e b e l l i o n  and seventeenth-century France: 

t hc  use of computers,  t h e  o r i g i n s  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  t h e  thought of 

Emile I)urkheim, and s e v e r a l  more. It i s  narrower ,  much narrower ,  i n  

t h a t  i t  o f f e r s  only  fragmentary t r ea tmen t s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n ,  of 

s t r u c t u r a l  change and of h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  The book r e p o r t s  a  number 

of d l f f c r e n t  fornys  i n t o  t h e  t e r r a i n s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n ,  s t r u c t u r a l  

c l~ange,  h i s t o r i c n l  nnn lys i s  and, e s p e c i a l l y ,  i n t o  t h e i r  common ground, 

Most of t h e  book's chap te r s  f i r s t  emerged from my typewr i t e r  a s  

occas iona l  papers ,  and most of them have remained unpublished u n t i l  

now. An "occasionnl  paper" is a  c o n t r i b u t i o n  prepared expres s ly  f o r  a  

p a r t i c u l a r  occasion -- t y p i c a l l y  a  meeting o r  a  s e r i e s  of l e c t u r e s  

organized around a  common theme. The o r i g i n a l  v e r s i o n  of "Computers i n  

HisLorical  Research," f o r  example, was one of many papers  presented 

t o  a  meeting commemornting t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  of John Von Neumann t o  t h e  
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development of t h e  e l e c t r o n i c  computer. "The Long Revolt Against  

I n d u s t r i a l  Capi ta l ism",  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, is t h e  t e x t  of a  t e l e v i s i o n  

l e c t u r e  w i t h i n  a  s e r i e s  on t h e  h i s t o r y  of work. 

I n  one way o r  ano the r ,  a l l  t h e  papers  a r e  by-products o f  two long ,  

l i nked  i n q u i r i e s :  1 )  i n t o  l a rge - sca l e  s t r t r c t u r a l  change i n  western  c o u n t r i e s  

s i n c e  about  1500; 2 )  i n t o  changing forms of 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  

i n  t h e  same c o u n t r i e s  ove r  t h e  same t ime span.  The l a rge - sca l e  c l~anges  

which r ece ive  t h e  most a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  book's e s says  a r c  s ta temaklng nnd 

the  development of cap i t a l i sm.  The c o u n t r i e s  i n  ques t ion  a r e  most f r e -  

quen t ly  France and England, l e s s  f r equen t ly  ot l ier  c o u n t r i e s  o l  western  

Europe, on ly  r a r e l y  t h e  United S t a t e s  and o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  e l s cwl~e re .  

Under t h e  headings  of 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 ,  t h e  papers  d e a l  

most r e g u l a r l y  w i th  r evo lu t ions ,  r e b e l l i o n s ,  c o l l e c t i v e  v io l ence ,  s t r i k e s ,  
r 

demonstra t ions ,  food r i o t s  and r e l a t e d  ways of g a t h e r i n g  t o  a c t  on sllnred 

i n t e r e s t s  and g r i evances .  

The disadvantage of t h e  occas iona l  paper  a s  a  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  

knowledge is t h a t  t h e  theme of t h e  occas ion  is n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  t h e  

main theme of t h e  a u t h o r ' s  work; t h e  r e s u l t  is sometimes a  c e r t a i n  

s t r e t c h i n g  of t h e  argument o r  t h e  evidence t o  make i t  r each  t l ~ e  

common theme. (Despi te  l a t e r  p l a s t i c  s u r g e r y ,  "Soc ia l  Movements 

and Nat ional  P o l i t i c s "  s t i l l  shows s t r e t c h  marks r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  

e f f o r t  t o  make t h e  connect ion between a  meeting on s o c i a l  movements and 

a  r e sea rch  p r o j e c t  i n  which s o c i a l  movements, a s  such. a r e  no t  t h e  o b j e c t  

of a n a l y s i s . )  

The advantage o f  t h e  occas iona l  paper is t h e  converse  o f  i ts d i s -  

advantage: i t  r e q u i r e s  r e s e a r c h e r s  t o  break o u t  o f  t h e i r  r o u t i n e s  and s p e c i f y  

t h e  connect ions  between t h e i r  work and problems t h a t  i n t e r e s t  o t h e r  people .  

("Does Modernization Breed Revolution?", f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  d c l i b e r n t e l y  addres ses  
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Lhc weaknesses of wldely-held i d e a s  concerning p o l i t i c a l  development,  wh i l e  

most o f  my work on 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  simply ignores  p o l i t i c a l -  

development i deas  a s  f r u i l l e s s . )  The n e t  e f f e c t  of t h e  advantage and t h e  d i s -  

advantage I s  t o  produce a  s e t  of e s says  t h a t  i s  somewhat wider-ranging and 

ra t t ler  more polcmlcal  tllan Lhe main body of t h e  work from which i t  comes. 

A 1 1  t h l s  c e r t a i n l y  a p p l i e s  t o  t h e  e s says  which fol low:  they con ta in  a  good 

d e a l  more exhor t a t ion ,  a p p r e c i a t i o n ,  a p p l i c a t i o n  and e x p l o r a t i o n  -- and a  

good d e a l  l e s s  documenting, measuring, s p e c i f y i n g  and r e f i n i n g  -- than my own 

normal d a i l y  round of work. 

I l l s ~ o r y ' s  Place  

A l l  t he  ex l lo r t a t i on ,  a p p r e c i a t i o n ,  a p p l i c a t i o n  and e x p l o r a t i o n  

has  somehow t o  do wi th  h i s t o r y .  The word "h i s to ry"  r e f e r s  t o  a  phenomenon, 

t o  a  body of m a t e r i a l ,  and t o  a  s e t  of a c t i v i t i e s .  A s  a  phenomenon, 

I l l s to ry  is  t h e  cumulat ive  e f f e c t  of p a s t  even t s -on  even t s  of t h e  p re sen t  -- 
any p re sen t  you c a r e  t o  name. To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  when something happens 

ma t t e r s ,  h i s t o r y  is important .  Analysts  o f  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  f o r  

example, d i v i d e  roughly i n t o  people who t h i n k  t h a t  e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same 

process  of c a p i t a l  accumulation, t echno log ica l  i nnova t ion ,  l a b o r  f o r c e  

r ec ru i tmen t  and market growth r e p e a t s  i t s e l f  i n  country  a f t e r  coun t ry ,  and 

Ll~ose who th ink  t h a t  t h e  process  changes fundamentally a s  a  func t ion  of 

w l~ ic l io t l i e r coun t r i e s  have i n d u s t r i a l i z e d  and e s t a b l i s h e d  t h e i r  s h a r e s  

of t h e  world market be fo re  a  new s e c t i o n  of t h e  world s t a r t s  i n d u s t r i a l i z i n g .  

The second group a t t a c h e s  g r e a t e r  importance t o  t h e  phenomenon of h i s t o r y  

than t h e  f i r s t  group does. " H i s t o r i c a l  Analysis  of P o l i t i c a l  Processes ,"  

l a t e r  i n  t he  book, t akes  up t h e  ways i n  which ana lyses  of t h e  p a s t  vary  

from a h i s t o r i c a l  t o  ve ry  h i s t o r i c a l .  Other e s says  i l l u s t r a t e  t h a t  

v a r i a t i o n  i n  p r a c t i c e .  But i n  gene ra l  they argue t h e  importance of 

t h e  in f luence  of pns t  even t s  on t h e  p re sen t :  t h e  importance of h i s t o r y .  

- 10 - 
A s  a  body of m a t e r i a l ,  h i s t o r y  c o n s i s t s  of t h e  du rab le  r e s i d u e s  of 

p a s t  behavior .  The v i g n e t t e s  from Le Mercure f r a n ~ o i s  wi th  whicl~ we 

began a r e  mis leading i n  t h i s  r ega rd .  They pe rpe tua t e  an easy misunders tandlng,  

one which o f t e n  wanders i n t o  manuals of h i s to r iog raphy :  t h a t  " h i s t o r i & l  

records"  c o n s i s t  mainly o f  n a r r a t i v e s  o f  va r ious  kinds .  Chron ic l e s ,  con- 

f e s s i o n s ,  au tob iog raph ie s ,  eye-witness r e p o r t s  and o t h e r  s o r t s  of narraLives  

a r e  a c t u a l l y  a  t i n y  p o r t i o n  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l .  Most h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l  

c o n s i s t s  of fragmentary by-products of s o c i a l  r o u t i n e s :  t h e  remains o f  s t o n e  

w a l l s ,  t r a s h  heaps, t o o l s ,  beaten p a t h s ,  g r a f f i t i ,  and s o  on. A s  i t  I~appetis. 

h i s t o r i a n s  have concen t r a t ed  on t h e  w r i t t e n  m a t e r i a l s  remaining from t h e  pasL. 

But t h e  w r i t t e n  m n t e r i a l s ,  too,  a r e  mainly fragmentary by-products of s o c i a l  

rou t ines :  b i r t h  r eco rds ,  j u d i c i a l  proceedings ,  f i n a n c i a l  accoun t s ,  adminis t ra-  

t i v e  correspondence, m i l i t a r y  r o s t e r s  and b i l l s  of l a d i n g  a r e  f a r  more 

numerous than  a r e  n a r r a t i v e s  o f  any s o r t .  

A l l  documents a r e  no t  equa l ly  va luab le  i n  r e c o n s t r i ~ c t i n g  t h e  p n s t .  I f  

we a r e  t r y i n g  t o  understand t h e  p a t t e r n  of r e b e l l i o n  i n  seventeenth-century 

France,  one memorandum from Riche l i eu  w i l l  be  worth a  thousand b i b l i c a l  

g l o s s e s  ( o r ,  f o r  t h a t  ma t t e r ,  pornographic  poems) from t h e  monks of S t .  Germnin- 

d e s - ~ r 6 s .  S t i l l ,  coming t o  terms wi th  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  record means, among o t h e r  

t h ings ,  a p p r e c i a t i n g  how much of t h e  seventeenth-century w r i t i n g  went i n t o  

pious  e s says  and pornography. 

What pf h i s t o r y  a s  a  s e t  of a c t i v i t i e s ?  The c e n t r a l  a c t i v i t y  

is r e c o n s t r u c t i n g  t h e  p a s t .  That a c t i v i t y ,  t oo ,  e a s i l y  l ends  i t s e l f  

t o  misunders tanding,  t o  t h e  suppos i t i on  t h a t  t h e  main h i s t o r i c a l  problem 

is t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  f a c t s  of what happened i n  t h e  p a s t .  E s t a b l i s l ~ i n g  

what happened is a  hope le s s  program. It is hopeless  f o r  two r easons  

which become obvious a f t e r  o l i t t l e  r e f l e c t i o n .  F i r s t ,  t h e  supply of 

informat ion a b o u t  t h e  p a s t  is almost  i nexhaus t ib l e .  It f a r  exceeds t h e  

c a p a c i t y  of any h i s t o r i a n  t o  c o l l e c t ,  absorb,  syn thes i ze  and r e l a t e  i t .  



The l ~ i s t o r i a n  has  no cho ice  b u t  t o  s e l e c t  a  sma l l  po r t ion  of t h e  a v a i l a b l e  

documentaLion. 

Second, wl~aL m a t t e r s ,  among t h e  innumerable t h ings  t h a t  happened i n  

Lhe p a s t ,  is a  func t ion  o f  t h e  ques t ions  and assumptions t h e  h i s t o r i a n  

b r lngs  to  Lhe a n a l y s i s .  To t h e  h i s t o r i a n  who concen t r a t e s  on t h e  h i s t o r i e s  

of regimes, and who b e l i e v e s  t h a t  i n  any p a r t i c u l a r  regime t h e  a t t i t u d e s '  

and decisions of a  Pew s ta tesmcn make a l l  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e ,  r eco rds  of b i r t h s ,  

dcoths  and marr iages  a r e  t r i v i a l .  Records of b i r t h s ,  deaLhs and marr iages  

a r e  c r u c i a l ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, t o  t h e  h i s t o r i a n  who i s  t r y i n g  t o  exp la in  

why IndusLr l a l i zaL lon  occurred when and where i t  d i d ,  and who b e l i e v e s  

L ~ I U L  flucLunLions i n  t h e  l a b o r  supply s t r o n g l y  a f f e c t  t h e  F e a s i b i l i t y  of 

LndusLr i a l i za t ion .  I l i s to r l ans  t h e r e f o r e  s e l ecL  r a d i c a l l y  among a v a i l a b l e  

sou rces  and f a c t s .  

Other s p e c i a l j s t s  -- g e o l o g i s t s ,  a r c h e o l o g i s t s ,  c l a s s i c i s t s ,  

pn lcobo tan i s t s ,  f o r  example -- a l s o  draw s e l e c t i v e l y  on t h e  p a s t .  Yet 

they a r e  n o t ,  i n  gene ra l ,  h i s t o r i a n s .  The d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  f e a t u r e s  of 

t he  l ~ i s t o r i c n l  p ro fe s s ion  a r e  t hese :  

1.  Its members s p e c i a l i z e  i n  reconst rucFing p a s t  human behavior .  

2.  They use  w r i t t e n  r e s i d u e s  of t h e  p a s t :  t e x t s .  

3 .  They emphasize t h e  grouping and g l o s s i n g  of t e x t s  a s  t h e  
means of r econs t ruc t ing  p a s t  even t s .  

4.  Thcy cons ide r  where and, e s p e c i a l l y ,  when an event  occurred 
t o  be an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of its meaning, exp lana t ion  and impact.  

l l i s t o r i a n s  a r c  people  who do these  fou r  t h ings .  Professional h i s t o r i a n s  

a r e  simply t h e  people  who c e r t i f y  each o t h e r  a s  competent t o  do t h e  

Pour t h ings .  

A s  i n  o t h e r  f i e l d s ,  t h e  Ph.D. s e r v e s  a s  t h e  ch ie f  c e r t i f i c a t e  of 

competence i n  h i s t o r y .  The h i s t o r y  Ph.D. i s  a  p e c u l i a r  exper ience i n  

one regard:  a l though t h e  r econs t ruc t ion  of p a s t  behavior ,  t h e  l o c a t i o n  

and t r a n s c r i p t i o n  of r e l e v a n t  t e x t s  nnd t h e  a n a l y s i s  of t hose  t e x t s  a r e  

t h e  h i s t o r i a n ' s  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  s k i l l s ,  t h e  average h i s to r inn - in - the -  

making has  almost no s e r i o u s  p r a c t i c e  i n  t h e s e  s k i l l s  u n t i l  t h e  l u s t  

phase of h i s l h e r  t r a i n i n g .  Very few h i s t o r i a n s ,  f o r  example, eve r  e n t e r  

an a r c h i v e  be fo re  they begin  work on t h e i r  d o c t o r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n s .  Before 

t h a t  t ime, they a r e  busy l e a r n i n g  o t h e r  people ' s  syn theses :  b a s i c  sequences ,  

c r i t i c a l  even t s ,  r i v a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  major books. Wi t l~ in  a  l i m i t e d  

number of time-space b locks  ( C l a s s i c a l  Greece, La t in  America s i n c e  1816. 

e t c . )  they a r e  l e a r n i n g  what they might l a t e r  have t o  teach t o  undergraduates .  

They a r e  a l s o ,  i t  is t r u e ,  l e a r n i n g  t o  w r i t e  expos i to ry  prose  and t o  

c r i t i c i z e  o t h e r  peop le ' s  arguments.  But t h e i r  t eache r s  only  g ive  Ll~em 

s e r i o u s  exposure t o  t h e  b a s i c  h i s t o r i c a l  s k i l l s  n f t e r  t hey ,  t h e  s t u d e n t s .  

have mastered t h e i r  s h a r e  of t h e  d i s c i p l i n e ' s ' i d e n s  and b e l i e f s .  Within 

any p a r t i c u l a r  s p e c i a l t y ,  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  recognize  each o t h e r  

by means o f  t h e i r  o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  a  common l i t e r a t u r e .  

I n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  p r o f e s s i o n a l  h i s t o r y  i s  n  l a r g e  f i e l d ,  and 

predominantly a  t each ing  f i e l d .  A t  i ts  peak i n  1970, t h e  American l l i a t o r i c a l  

Assoc ia t ion  had about  20 thousand members. The demographic and economic 

c o n t r a c t i o n  of t h e  fol lowing y e a r s  brought t h e  number a  l i t t l e  below 16,000 

I 
by 1977. That i s  s t i l l  a  g r e a t  many p r o f e s s i o n a l s .  H i s to ry  was sma l l e r  than 

t h e  g i a n t s  among r e sea rch  f i e l d s :  chemist ry ,  eng inee r ing ,  b iology and 

psychology. Yet it approached t h e  s i z e  of phys i c s ,  and s tood i n  t h e  same 

range a s  such f i e l d s  a s  m a t h e m t i c s  and Anglo-American l i t e r a t u r e .  I n  1977, 

some 17  thousand people  who had r ece ived  Ph.D.8 i n  h i s t o r y  from 1934 th roug l~  

1976 were known t o  be  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  During t h e  e a r l y  19708, 

t h e  p ro fe s s ion  was g r i n d i n g  o u t  about  a  thousand new Ph.D.8 each yea r .  

I n  1976177, t h e  f i g u r e  was s t i l l  961: 36 pe rcen t  i n  American h i s t o r y .  

27 pe rcen t  i n  European h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  r e m i n i n g  37 pe rcen t  i n  a  g r e a t  



v a r i e t y  of o t h e r  f i e l d s .  I 
The g r c a t  bulk  of h i s t o r i a n s  who make t h e i r  l i v i n g s  a s  h i s t o r i a n s  

do s o  a s  t eache r s .  I n  1976177, of a l l  h i s t o r y  Ph.D.8 known t o  be employed, I 
96 pe rcen t  worked f o r  educa t iona l  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  Of a l l .  working Ph.D.8. I 
79 pe rccn t  were i n  teaching, 6 pe rcen t  i n  r e sea rch ,  6 percent  i n  management I 
and a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  ano the r  6 pe rcen t  i n  w r i t i n g  and e d i t i n g ,  and t h e  f i n a l  

3 pe rccn t  i n  o t h e r  s o r t s  of jobs  ( a l l  f i g u r e s  from AHI\ Newslet ter ,  December 

1978, o r  Nat ional  Research Council 1978). Of these  thousands of p r a c t i t i o n e r s ,  

moat spent  most o f  t h e i r  t ime t each ing  American.or European h i s t o r y  t o  I 
young people who hud no i n t e n t i o n  of s p e c i a l i z i n g  i n  h i s t o r y .  Many 

devoted some of t h e i r  non-teaching time t o  r e sea rch  and w r i t i n g .  A 

few hundred of tl~cm a c t u a l l y  publ ished books and a r t i c l e s  r e p o r t i n g  

t h e i r  h l sLor i cn1  work. Those w r i t e r s  were t h e  p r o f e s s i o n ' s  nucleus .  

They provided Lhe c h i e f  connect ions  among previous  work, c u r r e n t  r e sea rch ,  

what s t u d e n t s  were l ea rn ing ,  and what t h e  gene ra l  pub l i c  was reading about  

I ~ l s t o r y .  They s e t  t h e  tone of h i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  

The Ill s t o r l c a l  Zoo 

T hope my d e s c r i p t i o n  does  n o t  make t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  p ro fe s s ion  

seem smootl~Ly organized, n e a t l y  h i e r a r c h i c a l  o r  deeply  coherent .  In  

r e a l i t y ,  t h e  p r r ~ c t i c c  of h i s t o r y  resembles a  zoo more than a  herbarium, 

and a  herbarium more than a  cyc lo t ron .  I n  a  cyc lo t ron  a  huge, c o s t l y ,  

u n i f i e d  opparaLus whirs  i n t o  motion t o  produce a  s i n g l e  focused r e s u l t ;  h i s t o r y  

4ocs no1 behove l i k e  t h a t .  I n  a  herbarium, a  c l a s s i f i c a t o r y  o r d e r  p r e v a i l s ;  

crlcl~ d r i e d  p l a n t  l ~ a s  i t s  own niche.  H i s t o r i a n s  do d i v i d e  up t h e i r  s u b j e c t  

ma t t e r  and t h d r  s t y l e s  of thought i n t o  d ip loma t i c ,  economic, 

i n t e l l e c t u a l  and o t h e r  s o r t s  of h i s t o r y ,  but  t h e  d i v i s i o n s  a r e  s h i f t i n g ,  

i nexac t  . . . and o f t e n  ignored i n  p r a c t i c e .  

A zoo? Yes, watching h i s t o r i a n s  a t  work does have something i n  

common with  s t r o l l i n g  from t h e  po la r  b e a r s  t o  t h e  emus t o  t h e  a rmad i l lo s .  

Each s p e c i e s  o f  h i s t o r i a n  is conf ined t o  an a r t i f i c i a l l y  reduced h s b l t o t ,  

fenced o f f  from i ts n a t u r a l  p r e d a t o r s  and prey.  In  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  

zoo, however, t h e  inmates o f t e n  l e a p  t h e  b a r r i e r s  t o  run through t h e  

s p e c t a t o r s ,  t o  invade o t h e r  cages ,  and even occas iona l ly  t o  change 

themselves from one s o r t  o f  beas t  i n t o  ano the r .  I n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r y  

becomes c u l t u r a l  h i s t o r y ,  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  edges over  i n t o  economic. 

Never theless ,  a t  any given p o i n t  i n  time t h e  boundar ies  a r e  r e a l  and 

s i g n i f i c a n t :  p r a c t i t i o n e r s  on one s i d e  o f  a  l i n e  o r  t h e  o t h e r  have 

t h e i r  own j o u r n a l s ,  t h e i r  OM a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  t h e i r  own jargons ,  t h e i r  

own p r o f e s s i o n a l  agendas. That they should be f u r t h e r  subdivided by time 

and p l a c e  (Modern American I n t e l l e c t u a l  H i s to ry  being one recognized 

s p e c i a l t y ,  Medieval European Economic Hi s to ry  ano the r )  only  accen tua t e s  

t h e  f ragmentat ion of h i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  

What happens i n  t h e  zoo? Do n o t  t r u s t  s t u d i e s  of h l s to r iog rophy  t o  

t e l l  you. H i s to r iog raphe r s  r e l y  a lmost  exc lus ive ly  on 

t h e  s k i l l s  of b iog raphe r s ,  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r i a n s  and phl losophera:  they 

do n o t  ana lyze  h i s t o r y  a s  a  conc re t e  s o c i a l  a c t i v i t y ,  b u t  a s  t h e  

development and a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  g e n e r a l  i d e a s .  For every d i s c u s s i o n  of 

how Lewis Namier a c t u a l l y  d i d  h i s  work, we have a  dozen d i s c u s s i o n s  of 

t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  i n  p r i n c i p l e ,  o f  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  h i s t o r i c a l  knowledge 

by means of t h e  s o r t  of c b l l e e t i v e  biography t h a t  Namier c r ea t ed .  



Jcrzy Topo1.ski's massive Metllodology of History,.for example, begins with 

the coolplaint that 

Earlier statements by historians on their own research techniques 

reveal the nature and degree of their methodological awareness. A 

few decades ago when Marc Bloch was writing his The Historian's 

Craft and the science of scientific method was not so far advaticed - 
as now, historians took little interest in explicit problems of 

methods. Since then, much has been said about the science of 

history wlthout the participation of historians. Today the 

practitioners of llistoriography have to be more aware of 

methodological considerations (Topolski 1976: 3). 

To rcmedy earlier oversights, Topolski devotes 600 pages or so to 

Patterns of Historical Research, the Objective Methodology of History, 

the Pragmatic Methodology'of History and the Apragmatic Methology of 

History. Ile energetically reduces the problem of historical knowledge 

to a special case of the problem of knowledge in general. But he 

writes nary a page on en actual historian's workaday approach to his 

rcsearch. 

If we are to believe the historiographers who do portray 

flesh-and-blood historians, on the other hand, historians spend most of 

their time forming, joining or combatting Schools of Thought, focus, 

thelr analytic efforts on puzzles posed by history, and do most of 

thcir own analyses by thinking themselves into the circumstances of 

historical actors in order to reconstruct the states of mind which led 

them to act as they did. We might reflect on this characterization of 

E.P. Thompson's work: 

Attempts to partition society for purposes of onnlysis oftcn 

build upon Marx's insight that a group's economic function 

generates a distinctive class culture and social system as 

well as particular economic interests. In The Making of the 

English Working Class (1963), E.P. Thompson brilliantly 

used the Mnrxist notion of class to analyze the class 

consciousness or culture of British workers In the eighteenth 

and nineteenth centuries. Thompson contended that class is not 

an abstract concept that can be lifted out of context and treated 

as a static category. If class consciousness is "largely 

determined by the productive relations into whicl~ we are born," 

he wrote, it still develops over time and is conditioned by 

particular experiences. Class consciousness cannot be deduced 

from general principles, but must be studied historically. 

Thompson insisted that although the rise of class consciousness 

follows similar patterns in different times and places, it never 

occurs "in just the same way" (Lichtman and French 1978: 110-111). 

Thompson did, indeed, use the Marxist notion of class brilliantly. Ile 

did, in fact, emphasize the conditioning of class consciousness by 

particular experiences. Yet the summary suggests that Thompson cllose 

(for unstated reasons) to study British worklng-class culture, then chose 

to set up his study as an analysis of class consciousness, then developed 

a theory of class consciousness in order to deal with the available 

evidence. 

The intellectual context is missing. Especially lacking are two sorts 

of controversy: about whether England somehow escaped from a revolutionary 

situation in the first half of the nineteenth century, nbout the conditions - 
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under which workers develop mil.itant class consciousness. A reader of 

Tl~ompson who ignores this context is likely to be puzzled by Ills I 
repeated, vigorous, indignant, sometimes dazzling critiques of nineteenth- 

cyitury observers (such as Francis Place and Andrew Ure) as well as of 

twcntleth-century liistorians (for instance. John Clapham, R.F.W. Wearmouth, 

George Rude and Ne-11 Smelser). Thompson must knock down a lot of 

byslanders in order to make his own way to-the reviewing stand. 

Now. E.P. Thompson is not only a talented historian but also an adroit 

polemicist. With a fllck of his pen he can summon an image of an entire 

worker's movement, or dispatch an opponent to oblivion. Most historians fall 

short of 111s accomplislimencs in either regard. Yet they try. Historiographers 

tend to Ignore, or co~iceal, how much historical writing consists of documented 

commentary on previous l~istorical writing. Instead, they give us an historian I 
who dreams up questions on his own, and then goes to the sources to find the 

answers to those questions. 

Historical Practice as Social Structure 

Real historians behave rather differently. In order to be 

clcar and concrete, lct me concentrate for a while on American 

liivtorical practice. In the United States, by and large, a practicing 

historian embeds himself in a segment of the profession: modern Latin 

Amcrlcan economic history, Tokugawa urban history, or sometliing of the I 
sort. The basic dlfferentiatlon is three-dimensional: 

1. place (Africa, Asia, Brazil . . . ); 
2. time (Medieval, Renaissance. Early Modern, Modern, Contemporary, 
to take a common way of dividing up European history); 

3. subject.matter (political, intellectual, diplomatic, social, etc.) 

Courses and graduate programs in American universities divide up in roughly 

the same ways. As a result, most historians work mainly in one 

time-place-subject subdlvision of the profession, but are comfortably 

familiar with one or two more. Someone who works competently in four 

or five of the hundreds of pigeonholes dcfined by these dimensions la 

considered broad indeed. 

As a social structure,each historical subdivision has two main 

elements: an interpersonal network and a shared agenda. The network's 

nodes consist of major teachers and their former students. The shared 

agenda has several components: a set of pressing questions. an array 

of recognized means for answering those questions, and a body of evidcnce 

agreed upon as relevant to the questions. Some, but not all, networks 

formalize their existence by giving themselves a name, an associatlon, 

a journal or other professional impedimenta. 

American specialists in the history of the family, to take one 

recent case, long plied their trade as no more than a particularly 

well-connected clump in the network of social historians. At the end of 

the 1960s family historians -- encouraged by the success of their 
European counterparts -- began to differentiate themselves more decisively 

from other social historians. This historical network (like otl~ers 

tainted with social science) connected people who were interested in the 

same phenomena across a wide variety of times and places; historians 

of modern Africa talked to historians of ancient.Rome. Iluring the 

early 1970s. American historians of the family created 

conferences, an association and a journal of their own. By that time, 

a well-demarcated subdivision of the profession had come into existence; 

a college department could say it wanted to hire a historian of the 

family, and a well-oiled mechanism of communication and validaLion 

would whir into action. 

Historians with an entrepreneurial flair ordinarily play 

important parts in this sort of institution-building. By these means (as wcll 
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as  I,y e d l l i n p ,  reviewing, r e f e r e e i n g  and o t h e r  time-lronored means o f  

a c l ~ o l a r l y  promotlon and c o n t r o l )  they he lp  s e t  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  agenda. 

In I l l s to ry ,  s p e c i a l i s t s  who a r e  well-connected o u t s i d e  t h e i r  own 

country  -- p a r t i c u l a r l y  t hose  who a r e  connected wi th  s c h o l a r s  i n  p a r t s  

of t h e  world whose h i s t o r y  they a r e  s tudy ing  -- c a r r y  s i g n i f i c a n t  

e x t r a  welgllt; even i f  they have few i d e a s  o f , t h e i r  own, they commonly 

s e r v e  a s  condu i t s  and i n t e r p r e t e r s  of work being done e lsewhere .  

Because of t h i s  s t r u c t u r e ,  h i s t o r i a n s  who a r e  a l r e a d y  well-placed 

f ind  i t  f a i r l y  easy t o  reproduce themselves by connect ing t h e i r  own 

graduate  s t u d e n t s  (and, sometimes, a  few o t h e r  c a r e f u l l y - s e l e c t e d  

c l i e n t s )  t o  t h e  s t r u c t u r e .  

The i n t e l l e c t u a l  agenda i t s e l f  c o n s i s t s  of ques t ions ,  means fo r  

answcrlng clueations, and a  body of evidence.  As i n  many o t h e r  

d i s c i p l i n e s ,  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  i n  a  g iven s p e c i a l t y  i m p l i c i t l y  o r i e n t  

t he  bulk  of t h e i r  work t o  a  handful  of c r u c i a l  ques t ions .  I n  

American p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y ,  f o r  example, whether t h e  War of Independence 

constituted a  fu l l - f l edged  popular  r evo lu t ion ,  whether t h e  C i v i l  War 

was t h e  i n e v i t a b l e  denouement of a  l ong  s t r u g g l e  between two a n t i t h e t i c a l  

ways of l i f e  and why no du rab le  s o c i a l i s t  movement a r o s e  i n  t h e  United 

S t a t e s  s t and  l~ ig l l  on tl le agenda; they compel much more a t t e n t i o n  than 

such ques t ions  a s  whether n ineteenth-century changes i n  s u f f r a g e  a l t e r e d  

t h e  n a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e  of power. A  young h i s t o r i a n  who wants t o  make 
h i s t o r i a n s  

an impact on o t h e r  / w i l l  pose a  f r e s h  answer t o  p a r t  of one of t h e  c r u c i a l  

o ld  ques t ions ,  w i l l  h e l p  r e f u t e  one of t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  answers, o r  w i l l  

assemble a  new body of evidence suppor t ing  an answer t h a t  i s  a l r eady  i n  

compet i t lon.  

The o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  a  compel l ing s e t  of ques t ions ,  however, c r e a t e s  

an i n t e r e s t i n g  ambivalence. On one s i d e ,  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  p ro fe s s ion  l i e s  

i n  w a i t ,  posing compel l ing ques t ions ,  demanding new answers ,  and i n s i s t i n g  

on a  demonstra t ion of f a m i l i a r i t y  w i th  previous  work i n  t h e  f i e l d  a s  w e l l  

a s  w i th  t h e  a v a i l a b l e  evidence.  On t h e  o t h e r  s i d e ,  a  l a r g e r  pub l i c  c a l l s  

f o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  which a r e  l i v e l y ,  l u c i d  and se l f - con ta ined .  Wl~at i s  

more, t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  r e s e r v e  a  p a r t i c u l a r  admirat ion f o r  t l ~ e  h i s t o r i a n  

who reachea t h a t  l a r g e r  p u b l i c  wi thout  compromising t e c h n i c a l  s t anda rds .  

I n  t h a t ,  they resemble many of t h e i r  co l l eagues  i n  t h e  humani t ies ,  but  

d i f f e r  from most of t h e i r  co l l eagues  i n  t h e  n a t u r a l  and soc i a l .  s c i ences .  

The n a t u r a l  and s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  tend t o  doubt t h e  ser lo l rsneas  of anything 

t h a t  r eads  too e a s i l y  o r  s e l l s  t oo  w e l l .  The humanists tend t o  t h i n k  of 

t h e  supreme accompliahrnent a s  a  work which is a t  once accesaib1.e and 

profound. The humanists and h i s t o r i a n s  a r e  bookish; a l though they p r i z e  

t h e  wel l - turned essay.  t hey  c h e r i s h  t h e  wel l - read book. 

H i s t o r i a n s  a r e  more concerned about  con tac t  w i th  t h e  gene ra l  

p u b l i c  than a r e  most academic i n t e l l e c t u a l s ;  even t h e  narrowest  a p c c i a l i s t s  

chee r  t h e  co l l eague  who w r i t e s  g r a c e f u l ,  a c c e s s i b l e  prose .  Tlley envy o r  

admire t h e  au tho r  who can w r i t e  h i s t o r l c a l l y  acceptab1.e b e s t - s e l l e r s .  

Consider t h e  books which won t h e  P u l i t z e r  P r i z e  from 1968 through 1978: 

1968 Bernard Bailyn. Ideo log ica l  Or ig ins  of t h e  American Revolution 

1969 Leonard W. Levy. Origin  of t h e  F i f t h  Amendment 

1970 Dean Acheaon, P re sen t  a t  t h e  Crea t ion :  My Years i n  t h e  
S t a t e  Department 

1971 James HacGregor Burns, Roosevel t :  The S o l d i e r  of Freedom 

1972 Car l  N. Degler ,  Nei ther  Black Nor White: Slavery and Race 
Re la t ions  i n  B r a z i l  and t h e  U.S. 



1973 Ellchael Kammen, People of Paradox: An Inquiry Concerning 
the Origiu of American Civilization 

1974 Danicl J. Boorstin, The Americans: The Democratic Expericncc 

1975 1)umns Mnlone, Jefferson and His Tlme 

1976 Paul ~ o ~ g a n ,  I.amy of Santa Fe 

1977 David M. Potter. The Impending Crisis 

1978 Alfred D. Chandler, The Visible Hand: The Managerial 
Rcvolution in American Business 

Blographic~ and broad new interpretations of American experience dominate 

the list. Those are the contributions for which the intellectual world as 

a wholc rewards historians. When rewording each other, historians are 

somcwhat more llkely to give attention to new techniques and new varieties 

of evldencc. The American Historical Association's Bancroft Prize, 

for example, has gone to hooks with these titles: 

1973 Flre in the Lake: The Vietnamese and Fericans in Vietnam 
The U.S. and the Origins of the Cold War 
I3ookcr T. Washjngton 

1974 Frederick Jackson Turner 
The Other Bostonians 
The Devll and John Foster Dulles 

1975 Timc on the Cross 
Roll, Jordan, Roll 
Deterrence in American Foreign Policy: Theory and Practice 

1976 Tl~c Problem of Slavery in the Age of Revolution 
Edit11 Wharton: A Biography 

1977 Class and Community: The Industrial Revolution in Lynn 
Slave Population and Economics in Jamaica 

1978 The Visible Hand: The Managerial Revolution in American 
Business 
Tl~e Transformation of   me tic an Law, 1790-1860 

Biographies stlll stand out among the prize-winners, but general 

rcinterpretatlo~~s of American life appear to attract the Bancroft judges 

lcss than they 110 the Pulitzer Prize committees. Fresh answers to old 

questions on the historical agenda win praise from the insiders. As 

the inclusion of Fogel and Engerman's Time on the Cross (with its 

the fresh nnswers may even be controversial, nnd may even build on the 

social sciences. Yet on the whole technical tours dc force take second 

place to graceful expositions of subjects which interest the literate 

public. Thus the historical scholar who craves his peers' esteem must 

find a way to surmount the dilemma: solidity versus sccessibillty. 

The newly-trained historian faces the dilemma in its extreme form. 

The doctoral dissertation in which he has Just invested four or flve years 

ordinarily addresses a precise sub-question of one of the Big Questions, 

reviews previous answers to that sub-question meticulously, cotalogs and 

arrays the available sources, and cautiously lays out the evidence for 

a new reply to the sub-question -- in short, situates itself exactly 
with respect to an existing literature. But now, the diseertation 

c:mpleted, the young historian's career depends on publishing a book. 

A few fresh Ph.D.s have the good fortune of access to monograph series 

which publish books greatly resembling dissertations. Or they l~eve a topic 

and a dissertation committee vhich permit them to make light work of 

the connections with the field. Most of them, however, must think about 

turning a manuscript heavy with scholnrly apparatus into something 

quite different: a book whose buyers generally care little about the state 

of the literature, but are looking for a rounded, convincing, comprehensible 

treatment of the subject at hand. As editors and thesis advisors learn 

to their pain, the transformation comonly requires the dismantling 

not only of the dissertation, but also of the former graduate student's 

training in documentation and cross-reference. To become working 

historians, the newcomers must unlearn their graduate cducntions. 

But not completely. The skillful manipulation of acccptahle 

sources remains an essential part of the cmft. The problcm for the 

professional is how to convey the insider's signs of authenticity wlthout 
econometric analyses of the profitability of American slavery) indicates, 



impeding the  o ~ ~ t s l d e r ' s  acces s .  His book must con ta in  enough "primary" 

sou rces  -- t e x t s  produced a s  a  d i r e c t  e f f e c t  o r  obse rva t ion  of t he  

I ~ i s t o r i c a l  circumstances under a n a l y s i s  -- t o  demonstra te  h i s  f a m i l i a r i t y  

wit11 t h e  e r a  and i t s  m a t e r i a l s .  Yet he must weave t h e  sou rces  i n t o  a  

coherent  argument. The argument, i n  t u r n ,  must d i f f e r  i n  some s i g n i f i c a n t  

way from those  proposed by e a r l i e r  au tho r s .  The e n t i r e  procedure  r e q u i r e s  

a  lawyerly handl ing of t h e  evidence.  

l landl i~ig  t h e  Evjdence 

What is  t h a t  evidence? A t  t h e  bo rde r l ands  of anthropology and h i s t o r y ,  

p o t s l ~ e r d s ,  wa l l -pa in t ings  and paving s t o n e s  s e r v e  a s  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  record 

of d i s t a n t  c i v i l i z a t i o n s .  Some h i s t o r i a n s  of a r t  and c u l t u r e  work wi th  

buildings, s c u l p t u r e s  and p i c t u r e s .  S tuden t s  of t h e  r e c e n t  p a s t  have 

t ape  recordings and f i l m s  a t  t h e i r  d i s p o s a l .  P h i l i p p e  ~ r i &  and Lawrence 

Stonc have made fune ra ry  s c u l p t u r e  speak t o  u s  about t h e  family  l i f e  of 

e a r l i e r  c e n t u r i e s .  Yet t h e  g r e a t  bulk  of t h e  evidence t h a t  h i s t o r i a n s  

l e a r n  t o  use -- and do use ,  i n  f a c t  -- c o n s i s t s  of t e x t s .  H i s t o r i a n s  a r e  

t he  s p e c i a l i s t s  pnr exce l l ence  i n  r e c o n s t r u c t i n g  s o c i a l  l i f e  from i t s  

w r i t t e n  r e s idues .  

Within any p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r i c a l  s p e c i a l t y ,  however, p r a c t i t i o n e r s  

tend t o  recognize  on ly  a  l i m i t e d  range of t e x t s  a s  u s e f u l  t o  t h e i r  

e n t e r p r i s e .  In most subd iv i s ions  of h i s t o r y ,  o s t e n s i b l y  d i r e c t  

t e s t imon ies  by major a c t o r s  -- au tob iog raph ie s ,  d e p o s i t i o n s ,  p r i v a t e  

l e t t e r s ,  and s o  on -- have long  held  p r i d e  o f  p l ace .  In  t h e  h i s t o r y  of 

t h e  f ami ly ,  such t e s t imon ies  complement marr iage c o n t r a c t s ,  b i r t h . r e g i s t e r s ,  

household proper ty  i n v e n t o r i e s  and o t h e r  r eco rds  of r o u t i n e  t r a n s a c t i o n s .  

A m l l l t a r y  h j . a to r i an ,  on the  o t h e r  hand, is un l ike ly  t o  pay mucl~ a t t e n t i o n  

t o  r o u t i n e  donlestlc t r a n s a c t i o n s .  At l e a s t  a  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r i a n  is  

un l ike ly  t o  pay much a t t e n t i o n  u n t i l  someone e l s e  shows t h a t  b i r t h  

r e g i s t e r s  and t h e  l i k e  y i e l d  f r e s h  answers t o  t h e  ques t ions  t h e  

d i s c i p l i n e  is a l r e a d y  posing. 

A s i g n i f i c a n t  p a r t  of h i s t o r i c a l  i nnova t ion  c o n s i s t s ,  indeed,  

of showing t h a t  new aources  w i l l  answer o ld  q ~ r e a t i o n s  b e t t e r ,  o r  

d i f f e r e n t l y .  During t h e  1960s. Stephan Thernatrom almost s ingle-handedly 

r e o r i e n t e d  American urban h i s t o r y  by demonstra t ing t h a t  w i th  a p p r o p r i a t e  

s t a t i s t i c a l  p roces s ing  r ead i ly -ava i l ab l e  c i t y  d i r e c t o r i e s  and s i m i l a r  

enumerations o f  t h e  l o c a l  populat ion would y i e l d  e s t i m a t e s  of t h e  

r a t e s  and d i r e c t i o n s  o f  occupa t iona l  mob i l i t y  among d i f f e r e n t  segments 

of t h e  populat ion.  He c r e a t e d  i n d i v i d u a l  b iog raph ie s  by fol lowing t h e  

same person from one r eco rd  t o  t h e  n e x t ,  c o l l e c t i v e  biog;aphies by 

summing up t h e  exper iences  o f  a l l  members of a  g iven cohor t ,  c l a s s  o r  

e t h n i c  ca t egory .  Thernstrom modeled many of h i s  procedures  on those  of 

sociologists who had been s tudy ing  twent ie th-century mob i l i t y  p a t t e r n s ,  

and found ways t o  make them work i n  a  n ineteenth-century con tex t  w i th  

nineteenth-century evidence. He c a n n i l y  chose t o  s tudy  t h e  ve ry  

Newburyport. Massachuset ts  -- "Yankee Ci ty"  i n  pseudonym -- whose 

twent ie th-century c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  Lloyd Warner and a s s o c i a t e s  had 

examined i n  such d e t a i l ,  and whose nineteenth-century c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  

Warner had sketched from t h e  l o c a l  p e o p l e i s  memory a& myth. 

~ h e r n s t r o m ' s  f i n d i n g s  countered t h e  no t ion  of a  slowing o f  mob i l i t y  

from a  f l u i d  n ine t een th  cen tu ry  t o  8 r i g i d  twen t i e th  cen tu ry .  They a l s o  

suggested d i f f e r e n t  p a t t e r n s  o f  mob i l i t y  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  e t h n i c  groups. l l i s  

a n a l y s i s  t h e r e f o r e  bore  on two o f  t h e  c l a s s i c  ques t ions  o f  American urbnn 

h i s t o r y :  whether t h e  nineteenth-century c i t y  was a  s o r t  of oppor tun i ty  

machine which g radua l ly  slowed down, whether t h e  e t h n i c  and r a c i a l  d ive r -  

s i t y  of t h e  American working c l a s s  hampered t h e  development o f  common 

l i v i n g  cond i t i ons ,  c l a s a  consciousness  and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  Other  
.. . 



I~lstorlans in~mcdlately took up Thernstrom's challenge atid his model of 

dnalysls; not only city cirectories, but also manuscript censuses and a 

varlety of other records suddenly become relevant to pressing questions of 

tlic fleld. 

Today's historiography grows from yesterday's history: just as 

previous historia~is have set Lhe current questions, they have identified 

the proper means for answering them. The means vary from one historical 

subdivision to another. Because so many major questions in American 

political history turn on the mentalities and calculations of the chief 

actors -- the Founding Fathers, Abraham Lincoln or, more rarely, The 

People -- the favored means consist either of documenting those mentalities 
or of rearranging the existing evidence in a new interpretation of 

mentalities and calculations which appears to be more consistent, 

economlcnl andlor plausible than the available interpretations. The 

conventional means of documenting mentalities proceed through the exposition 

of correspondence, of public writings, of utterances, or perhaps of the 

materials of folk culture: songs, slogans, tales, pictures and the like. 

Some historians have lavished attention on voting records, and have 

b11ilt up large quantitative analyses of the correlates of one voting 

preference or another. Three of America's most energetic organizers 

of quantitative elcctoral studies speak of 

the elcctoral statement as a means of penetrating the outer 

structure of political life and charting the subterranean arena 

of conflicting values, interests, and desires that exist in most 

societies (Silbey, Bogue and Flanigan 1978: 4). 

The persistent secret hope of voting analysts is, I think, not so much 

to absorb political history into political science as to establish a 

new, reliable means of documentlng popular mentalities. 

Reinterpretation, however, scores more points with fellow 

historians than does documentation. Historians share with artists 

and literati a deep admiration for the ability to state and'defend 

an "original thesis". An able young scholar must, l.n consequence, 

take the greatest care to differentiate his arguments from those of 

his mentor; there is nothing worse in history than to be thought 

imitative -- better dull than dependent1 That drive to identify 

a topic and a approach, then to make them your own, accou~its for 

a feature of historians' behavior which frequently puzzles outsiders: 

if two people discover that they are working on the same topic, 

instead of competing to solve the problem faster andlor differently 

(as people in many other fields would do), they tend to divide up 

the territory: one drops the topic, both redefine, or they work out 

a division of labor. A "responsible" thesis director will not let 

his student continue working on a topic if he discovers that someone 

else is further along with the same topic. 

Historians commonly rationalize this behavior by saying that it 

takes,a long time to become familiar with a topic and that competition 

for the same unique body of evidence is likely to hamper the work of both 

investigators; it is therefore doubly inefficient to have two people 

working on the same problem. But such arguments apply a fortiori in 

fields where research is more expensive, and in which no sucl~ rule applies. 

In fact,.the rule resembles the rule of serial monogamy: adultery is 

unacceptable, but divorce and remarriage are desirable solutions to marital 

discord. Once Historian A has written her book, it is fair play -- even 
high adventure -- for Historian B to go back to the sources and tear up A ' s  

argument. The stress on originality and the emphasis on reinterpretation 

dovetail. 



- 27 - 
Reinterpretations and Theories 

This complex social structure helps explain how historians can 

so easily shrug off work by non-historians which, from the outside, looks 

hlgl~ly relevant to their concerns. Tt helps account for the mystique of 

primary sources and archives. It clarifies why the recurrent call for 

somcthing like a "general history of civilizations" (e.g. Marrou 1967: 

1475) attracts polite applause, but no action. Even the "total history" 

advocated by a Fernand Braudel turns out in practice to be time-place 

history which broadens the range of sources and processes under examination. 

tlistorlans recognize fellow specialists by their familiarity with a set 

oE conventional categories and facts concerning a particular ensemble of 

places and periods, their competence in locating and using a set of sources 

(usually writings of various sorts) agreed upon as relevant to the events 

whlch took place in those periods and places, and their orientation to the 

current body ot doctrine and controversy about those periods and places. 

The worker who deals familiarly with those categories, facts, sources, doctrines 

and controversies. who builds an argument and a body of evidence which 

reinterpret some or all of the categories, facts, sources, doctrines and 

controversies, gains recognition as a genuine historian. The reinterpretation 

starts from the knowledge that previous practitioners have left behind. 

And why not? Any coherent field proceeds by elaboration and criticism 

of previous work. Even poems and symphonies often define themselves in 

relaLion to previous poems and symphonies. I stress the connection between 

current and previous work in history only because historians have worked 

out their own distinctive version of that connection: cutting the past into 

tlmc-place blocks, posing a limited set of questions about each block, 

payLng exceptional attention to the questions the literate public is asking 

about that period and place, giving priority to politics, being concerned 

about the didactic, moral and political implications of the historical 

experience under analysis, insisting on the virtues of familiarity with 

a basic set of texts concerning that experience, and valuing the individual 

mastery, understanding and interpretation of the available texts. Civeo 

this organization of inquiry, we should not be surprised to Find historians 

proceeding in something like the fashion of literary crltica: moving. 

textes 'a l'appui, from reinterpretation to reinterpretation. Not for most 

l~istorians the economist's derivation and estimation of a model from 

neo-classical economic theory. or the sociologist's effort to bring data 

to bear on two conflicting hypotheses. No: an historicsl reinterpretaLLon 

should produce a new understanding of the place, time, phenomcnon and 

underlying question under study. 

Nevertheless, the means of reinterpretation vary from field to 

field within history. Demographic history, for example, has a 

technical edge: one showa that the methods by which earlier historians 

arrived at crucial conclusions were faulty, and that other methods 

produce substantially different conclusions. Thus Thomas McKeown 

begins his challenging reinterpretation of the causes of modern 

western population growth with a modest demurrer: 

Demographers and historians interested in the pre-registration , 

period have attempted to provide a substitute for national records 

by exploiting the information available on parish registers and 

bills of mortality. Can we, from such sources, expect to get a 

reliable national estimate of fertility, mortality and cause of 

death? I do not think so (McKeown 1976: 7). 

This hesitant seed explodes into a giant shade tree, c~~tting the sun from 

all its competitors. McKeown systematically sets up the accounting 

problem, steadily counters alternative accounts of population growth 

(he is especially deft at cutting down arguments which stress thc early 

contributions of medical improvements to life expectancy) and gradually 

builds up a case in which better nutrition plays a central part. 



ReorientaLlons in political history, on the other hand, rarely spring 

from methodolog~cal -Innovations. An impressive case in point is quantitative 

polltlcal I~istory: although dozens of historians have undertaken the measurement 

and rnodellng of elections, of legislative behavior and of political elites, 

and nl~l~ough the advocates of quantitative analysis have been among the 

most vociferous critics of narrative and biogrophical approaches to political 

I~istory, the field continues serenely to reward studies of Thomas Jefferson 

and of the American political temper. 

The variation in question-posing from one subfield in history to 

another gives the lie to two easy interpretations of the role of theory 

in historical analysis. (I am not speaking of the role that theory could 

or should play, but of theory's actual place in the routine activities 

of working historians.) The first easy interpretation is that history is 

essentially atheoretical: a miscellany of facts and opinions. The second 

is Its contrary: that theory plays obout the same part in history as in 

any otl~er analysis of human affairs, except that historians' general 

thcories are usually commonsense, or poorly explicated, or both. 

Neither is correct. The practitioners in each subfield of history 

create thclr own agcnda and establish a limited number of theories as 

rclcvant to the answering of questions on the agenda. Both the agenda and 

the available theories change in spurts, as new reinterpretations come 

along. The reinterpretations, in their turn, respond to the internal 

agenda, to new ideas in adjacent fields, and to events in the world at 

lorge. Ultimately, the most consistent points of reference for all these 

ogendas and theories are the political histories of large time-space 

blocks: Why did European states and their extensions come to dominate 

Asla ond the rest of the world after the eighteenth century? Why did 

"trndltional" China give rise to a far-reaching socialist revolution? 

Sucl~ master questions give rise to the subquestions on which most 

historical work actually focuses: why, for example, Britain became the 

dominant colonial power in the eighteenth and nineteenth century, or 

whether the Chinese revolution of 1911 somehow anticipated, or even 

caused, the struggles which eventually produced a Communist regime. 

Theories of capitalism, of liberalism, of industrialism, of class strugglc 

ultimately guide historians' inquiries into the multiple subquestions. 

Elsewhere in history, the master questions and relevant theories are 

different, but just as well defined. 

Many of the relevant theories are themselves historically rooted. 
' 

"Historically rooted" means embedded in time: focused on some historica1l.y 

specific setting or process such as the growth of a capitalist world-economy 

after 1500, or at least postulating some important slteration in a process 

depending on where it occurs in a time-sequence. (Alexander Gerschenkron's 

discussions of the "advantages of backwardness" in industrialization -- 
the chief advantage being that a latecomer can profit by the successes ond 

failures of early industrializers -- provide an exomple of the second sort 
of historically-rooted theory.) The historical rooting of historians' 

theories is neither self-evident nor universal; general psychological 

theories, timeless models of organizational structure and sl~istorical 

conceptions of political processes show up regularly in historical onolysis. 

Nevertheless, the historical grounding of the historians' master questions 

also predisposes historians toward historically grounded theories proposing 

answers to the questions. 

~tinchcombe's Challenjie ' 

Arthur ~tinchcombe has recently offered on account of the place of 

theory in historical analysis which differs somewhat from mine. In his 

Theoretical Methods in Social History, Stinchcombe pursues the theme ellat 

"One does not apply theory to history; rather one uses history to develop 

theory" (Stinchcombe 1978: 1). General ideas are illusory: 



The argumenl here  is t h a t  auch i d e a s  a r e  f l a c c i d ,  t h a t  they a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  

neiLher t o  guide  h l s L o r i c a l  r e sea rch  nor t o  g ive  t h e  r e s u l t i n g  

monograph tho r i n g  of having t o l d  us  about  t h e  human cond i t i on .  

l ' l~ese ideas  a r e  good f o r  i n t r o d u c t i o n s  and c o n c l ~ ~ s i o n s ,  f o r  1-hour 

d i s t l n g u l s l ~ e d  l e c t u r e s h i p s ,  f o r  exp la in ing  b r i e f l y  what ou r  

p ro fe s s ion  is a l l  abou t ,  and f o r  o t h e r  f u n c t i o n s  i n  which e a s i l y  

comprel~ensible  and inexac t  i d e a s  a r e  u s e f u l .  They o r e  no t  what 

good theory app l i ed  t o  h i s t o r i c a l  informat ion looks  l i k e ,  and 

conseque~ i t ly  t h e i r  being psycho log ica l ly  a n t e r i o r  has  no 

ep i s t emolog ica l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  It is  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  " t h e o r i e s  of 

s o c i a l  change" c o n s i s t  of auch f l a c c i d  gene ra l  no t ions  t h a t  makes 

them no much l e s s  i n t e r e s t i n g  than s t u d i e s  of s o c i a l  changes 

(S~ inc l~combe  1978: 116-117). 

E f f e c t i v e  s t u d i e s  o f  s o c i a l  change, acco rd ing  t o  Scinchcombe, i d e n t i f y  

deep c a u s a l  ana log ie s  among s e t s  o f  f a c t s ,  t hen  b u i l d  t h e  s e t s  of f a c t s  

thus  e s l a b l l s h e d  i n t o  cumulat ive  c a u s a l  ana lyses  of t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  p roces ses  

o f  change under s tudy .  Fac t s  a r e  deeply  analogous i f  they have s i m i l a r  

causes  nnd s i m i l a r  e f f e c t s ;  we might bu i ld  a  deep analogy among d i f f e r e n t  

formu of time- and work-disc ipl ine  imposed on workers by po in t ing  ou t  t h a t  

they a l l  r e s u l t  from the  e f f o r t  of owners t o  i n c r e a s e  t l ~ e i r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  

c o n t r o l  over  t h e  f a c t o r s  o f  product ion,  and a l l  tend t o  sharpen t h e  

d i v l s l o n  between work and non-work. 

Stinchcornbe goes f a r t h e r ;  he a rgues  t h a t  proper  c a u s a l  ana log ie s  

i d e n t i f y  " s i m i l a r i t y  i n  what people  want and what they th ink  they need t o  

do t o  g e t  i t"  (Stinchcombe 1978: 120) .  Thus'in our  a n a l y s i s  o f  time- and 

work-disc ipl ine ,  we might c la im t h a t  i n  c a s e  a f t e r  ca se  owners and workers 

a r e  locked i n  t he  same s t r a t e g i c  c o n f l i c t :  each s i d e  seeking t o  extend i ts 

c o n t r o l  over  t h e  f a c t o r s  of product ion,  bu t  adop t ing  a  d i s t i n c t l y  d i f f e r e n t  

s t r a t e g y  f o r  doing so .  By such a  deep analogy we anchor a  f a c t  i n  q 

p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r i c a l  s i t u a t i o n :  t h e s e  owners and workers i n  t h i s  p l a c e  

and time a r e  locked i n  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  s t r u g g l e  over  time- and'work- 

d i s c i p l i n e .  The c o r e  of an  e f f e c t i v e  h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s ,  however, 

is n o t  t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  o f  s i n g l e  f a c t s .  It is, i n  Stinclrcombe's 

view, t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of a  sequence of f a c t s  (each established a s  a  

f a c t  by means of proper  c a u s a l  analogy) i n t o  a  cumulat ive  c a u s a l  p roces s  

i n  which each f a c t  c r e a t e s  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e  nex t .  Thus we might 

f i n d  a  new market opening up, en t r ep reneur s  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  work they farm 

o u t  t o  l o c a l  weavers i n  o r d e r  t o  meet t h e  expanded demand, en t r ep reneur s  

making p r o f i t s  and accumulat ing c a p i t a l ,  some en t r ep reneur s  t r y i n g  t o  

i n c r e a s e  t h e i r  volume and t h e i r  p r o f i t s  by s t a n d a r d i z i n g  t h e  product  and 

. t he  c o n d i t i o n s  of p roduc t ion ,  t hose  same en t r ep reneur s  i nven t ing  o r  adop t ing  

means of time- and work-disc ipl ine  such a s  grouping p rev ious ly  d i spe r sed  

workers i n t o  t h e  same shop, workers r e s i s t i n g  by means of sabotage,  mutual 

p r e s s u r e  and s t r i k e  a c t i v i t y  . . . and s o  on i n d e f i n i t e l y .  The mark of 

a  good Stinchcombion a n a l y s i s  is n o t  t h a t  t h e  whole sequence r e p e a t s  i t s e l f  

i n  many d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n s  It is t h a t  t h e  c a u s a l  s t a t u s  of each s t e p  

i n  t h e  sequence i s  e s t a b l i s h e d  by a  deep analogy wi th  o t l ~ e r  s i m i l a r  s i t ~ ~ a t i o o s  

e lsewhere ,  and t h a t  t h e  e f f e c t s  of one s t e p  a r e  t h e  causes  of t h e  next .  

Most n a r r a t i v e  h i s t o r y ,  t h i n k s  Stinchcombe, is seduc t ive ly  mis leading.  

It g i v e s  t h e  appearance,  b u t  n o t  t h e  subs t ance ,  of such c a u s a l  sequences .  Most 

n a r r a t i v e  h i s t o r y  i s  s u p e r f i c i a l  because  t h e  deep a n a l o g i e s  a r e  miss ing;  

t h e  au tho r  s u b s t i t u t e s  an  easy ,  unve r i f i ed  r ead ing  of t h e  i n t e n t i o n s  of t h e  

ch ie f  a c t o r s  o r  (worse s t i l l )  a  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t h e  sequence of even t s  a s  

t h e  working o u t  of a  dominant Force o r  Plan.  S o c i o l o g i s r s  who stumble i n t o  

h i s t o r y ,  Stinchcombe sugges t s ,  commonly go wrong because t h e  convent ions  of 

n a r r a t i v e  h i s t o r y  mis lead them i n t o  th ink ing  they can s u b s t i t u t e  t h e i r  own 



(presumably s u p e r l o r )  Forces ,  P l ans  o r  r ead ings  of i n t e n t i o n s  f o r  t h e  

h l s t o r l a n s '  p i t i f u l  ve r s ions .  The s o c i o l o g i s t s '  p r e t e n t l o n s  conver t  a  

harmless ,  i f  i n e f f e c t u a l ,  l l t e r a r y  dev ice  i n t o  a  pe rn i c ious  mishandling 

of t h e  h l s t o r i c a l  record.  

Stinchcombe a t t a c h e s  h i s  provocat ive  arguments t o  d e t a i l e d ,  ingenious  

cxegcees of t h e  work of f o u r  h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s t s :  Leon Trotsky,  A lex i s  de  

Tocqucvl l le ,  Nei l  Smelser and Heinhard Bendix. (None of t h e  fou r  conforms 

t o  t h e  image of t h e  archive-mongering p r o f e s s i o n a l  h i s t o r i a n  I cons t ruc t ed  

e a r l i e r ,  Smelser and Bendix even l e s s  s o  than  Trotsky o r  de  Tocquevi l le .  

Por Stlnchcombe's main argument,  however, i t  ma t t e r s  l i t t l e  whether t h e  

a n a l y s t ' s  raw m a t e r i a l s  a r e  t e x t s  o r  o t h e r  h i s t o r i a n s '  g l o s s e s  on t e x t s . )  

Wl~en they a r e  good, Stinchcombe concludes ,  they a l l  do p r e t t y  much t h e  

same th ing :  they work e f f e c t i v e l y  wi th  deep ana log ie s .  When they  t r y  t o  

apply  very gene ra l  models t o  l a r g e  h i s t o r i c a l  sequences ,  conversely ,  t h e i r  

r e s u l t s  a r e  a s  vacuous and mis leading a s  anyone e l s e ' s .  T l l eo re t i ca l  Methods 

i n  Soc ia l  I l i s to ry  ends wi th  t h e s e  words: 

The moral of t h i s  book is  t h a t  g r e a t  t h e o r i s t s  descend t o  t h e  l e v e l  

o f  such d e t a i l e d  ana log ie s  i n  t h e  cour se  of t h e i r  work. Fu r the r ,  

they become g r e a t e r  t h e o r i s t s  down t h e r e  among t h e  d e t a i l s ,  f o r  i t  

i s  t h e  d e t a l l s  t h a t  t h e o r i e s  i n  h i s t o r y  have t o  g ra sp  i f  they a r e  t o  

be any good (Stinchcombe 1978: 124) .  

Now, ehere i s  a  conclus ion c a l c u l a t e d  t o  offend a lmost  everyone: h l s t o r i a n s .  

h i s t o r i o g r a p h e r s ,  t h e o r i s t s ,  h l s to ry - seek ing  s o c i o l o g i s t s .  Even i f  i t  is 

wrong, any s ta tement  which s t r i k e s  a t  s o  many che r i shed  i n t e r e s t s  w i t h  

t h e  same blow dese rves  s e r i o u s  a t t e n t i o n .  

I t  is no t  wrong.  There is much t r u t h  i n  Stinchcombe's cantankerous  

argument. Much supposed a p p l i c a t i o n  of gene ra l  t h e o r i e s  t o  h i s t o r y  does  

c o n s i s t  of a s s i g n i n g  resounding names -- r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n ,  modernizat ion,  

s e c u l a r i z a t i o n ,  hegemony, imper ia l ism -- t o  known f a c t s .  The sea rch  f o r  

deep ana log ie s  is, indeed,  a  key t o  e f f e c t i v e  h i s t o r i c a l  exp lana t ion .  

I Nar ra t ive  h i s t o r y  does commonly g i v e  an i l l u s o r y  appearance of causa l  

s o l i d i t y ,  an appearance which s h a t t e r s  a s  we r each  o u t  t o  g ra sp  t h e  

connect ions .  Stinchcombe's main p o i n t s  a r e  c o r r e c t .  

I Yet they a r e  on ly  c o r r e c t  w i t h i n  s t r i n g e n t  l i m i t s .  Let us 

I d i s t i n g u i s h  between two p rocesses :  t h e  one by which h i s t o r i a n s  a r r i v e  

a t  conc lus ions ,  and t h e  one by which they make those  conc lus ions  i n t e l l i g i b l e  

and convincing t o  o t h e r  people. The two p rocesses  i n t e r t w i n e ,  but  they 

a r e  n e v e r - i d e n t i c a l ,  and sometimes q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from each o t h e r .  

Stinchcombe's a n a l y s i s  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e  d e a l s  a lmost  e x c l u s i v e l y  

I wi th  t h e  second process :  how h i s t o r i a n s  make t h e i r  conc lus ions  i n t e l l i g i b l e  

and convincing t o  o t h e r s .  The c e n t r a l  i s s u e s ,  fur thermore,  a r e  ep i s t emolog ica l ;  

t h e  p o i n t  is no t  t o  s ay  how most run-of-the-mill  h i s t o r i a n s  do t h e i r  work 

from day t o  day, bu t  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  under which we could 

reasonably  accep t  h i s t o r i c a l  accounts  -- and i n s t r u c t i o n s  f o r  producing 

h i s t o r i c a l  accounts  -- a s  v a l i d .  

When i t  comes t o  a r r i v i n g  a t  conc lus ions ,  a s  opposed t o  v a l i d a t i n g  

them, h i s t o r i a n s  can and do r e l y  on broad t h e o r i e s .  They do s o  i n  two 

ways: 1 )  t h e  agenda f o r  any p a r t i c u l a r  s u b f i e l d  of h i s t o r y  has  a  t h e o r e t i c a l  

edge; t h e  s t u d e n t  o f  demographic h i s t o r y ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  can ha rd ly  escape 

t h e  in f luence  of t h e  ever-present  theory of demographic t r a n s i t i o n ;  

2)  haphazardly  o r  r i go rous ly .  t h e  sea rch  f o r  evidence r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  

s u b f i e l d ' s  ques t ions  e n t a i l s  a  t h e o r e t i c a l  choice .  The American h i s t o r i a n  

who examines t h e  t r ea tmen t  of s l a v e s  by under taking a  d e t a i l e d  s tudy  of 

s l aveho lde r s '  d i a r i e s ,  wh i l e  n e g l e c t i n g  t h e  r eco rds  of s l a v e  auc t ions ,  

makes an  i m p l i c i t  cho ice  f avor ing  a  theory i n  which s l aveho lde r s '  a t t i t u d e s  



a r e  significant determinants  of s l a v e  expe r i ence .  H i s t o r i a n s  may a r r i v e  

a t  decp a n a l o g i e s ,  but  they begin  wi th  t h e o r i e s ,  crude o r  r e f ined .  

Even i n  t he  a r e a  of v a l i d a t i o n ,  r e a l  h i s t o r i a n s  r a r e l y  conform t o  

S ~ l n c l ~ c o m b e ' s  p r e s c r i p t i o n s .  The i r  p r a c t i c e  i s  narrower i n  some r ega rds ,  

and broader  i n  o t h e r s .  It is narrower i n  t h a t  h i s t o r i a n s  o r d i n a r i l y  

r e q u i r e  v a l t d a t l o n  which goes beyond l o g i c a l  conv ic t ion .  Tlle two most 

p r e s s l n g  r eq i~ i r emen t s  a r e  t h a t  t h e  a n a l y s i s  be r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  

h l s ~ o r i c a l  agenda, and t h a t  i t  be  based on i r r e f u t a b l e  t e x t s .  It is 

broader In  t h a t  h i sLor i ans  do commonly g r a n t  v a l i d i t y  Lo forms of argument 

which Stincl~combe Force fu l ly  r e j e c t s :  p sycho log ica l ly  compel l ing n a r r a t i v e ,  

and effective naming of an e r a ,  a  group o r  an  i n t e l l e c t u a l  c u r r e n t .  That 

such p r a c t i c e s  a r e  widespread does n o t ,  of cou r se ,  make them sound. S t i l l ,  

t l ~ e i r  prevalence makes i t  c l e a r  t h a t  ( f o r  a l l  t h e  d e l i g h t f u l  exegesds 

of 'Trotsky, Tocquevi l le ,  Smelser and Bendix) Stinchcombe's main bus ines s  

Is not  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  bu t  a  p r e s c r i p t i o n .  

Within St incl~combe 's  chosen l i m i t s ,  however, I have on ly  one s u b s t a n t i a l  

ob jec t ion  t o  h i s  argument. The gene ra l  t h e o r i e s  which Stinchcombe 

d i smis ses  a s  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  h i s t o r i c a l  exp lana t ion  commonly c o n t a i n  

t n s t r ~ ~ c t i o n s  f o r  t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of deep c a u s a l  ana log ie s .  Theor ies  

a r e  tool  k i t s ,  va ry ing  i n  t h e i r  range and e f f e c t i v e n e s s ,  but  proposing 

s o l u t i o n s  t o  r e c u r r e n t  explanatory problems. Some of t hose  i n s t r u c t i o n s  

a r e  wor th l e s s ,  some a r e  mis leading,  and some a r e  good. But i t  i s  normally 

b e t t e r  t o  l ~ a v e  a  bad t o o l  than none a t  a l l .  

Why? Bccause explanatory problems r e c u r  i n  h i s t o r y  a s  they do 

e lsewhere .  When a  problem r e c u r s ,  why make t h e  same mis takes  over  aga in?  

Even a  bad t l ~ e o r y  gene ra t e s  s t anda rd  ways of s o l v i n g  r e c u r r e n t  problems, 

reminders of d i f f i c u l t i e s  on tlie way t o  t h e  s o l u t i o n s ,  and a  record of 

p a s t  r e s u l t s .  Toward t h e  cnd o f  t h e  n ine t een th  cen tu ry ,  Emile Durkheim 

e l abora t ed  a  t heo ry  of s o c i a 1 , d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  and i t s  consequences: 

The theo ry  inc ludes ,  among o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  a  s o r t  of r ace  between d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  

and shared b e l i e f s :  i f  a  s o c i e t y ' s  shared b e l i e f s  accumulate f a s t e r  ellan i t  

differentiates, change is  o r d e r l y ;  i f  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  proceeds f a s t e r  than 

shared b e l i e f ,  d i s o r d e r  ( s u i c i d e ,  i n d u s t r i a l  s t r i f e ,  p r o t e s t ,  sometimes even 

r e v o l u t i o n )  r e s u l t s .  Durkheim's theory is  bad. As "The Uselessness  oE 

Durkheim i n  H i s t o r i c a l  Analysis." l a t e r  i n  t h i s  volume, i n d i c a t e s ,  i t  no t  

on ly  gene ra t e s  i n v a l i d  h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l o g l e s  ( f o r  example, between i n d i v i d u a l  

cr ime and c o l l e c t i v e  p r o t e s t )  bu t  a l s o  m i s s t a t e s  t h e  c a u s a l  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

among s i t u a t i o n s . ( f o r  example, d i f f e r e n t  s t reams of rura l - to-urbnn 

migrat ion)  which a r e ,  i n  f a c t ,  analogous. Yet even t h i s  bad theory has  

advantages  a s  a  t o o l  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  F i r s t ,  i t  c r y s t a l l i z e s  

a  l i n e  of argument which is pe rvas ive  i n  western  f o l k  soc io logy ,  and 

t h e r e f o r e  q u i t e  l i k e l y  t o  t u r n  up when h i s to r i an ;  con f ron t  s u i c i d e ,  

i n d u s t r i a l  s t r i f e ,  p r o t e s t  and o t h e r  presumed v a r i e t i e s  of d i s o r d e r .  

It saves  time, e f f o r t  and confusion t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  main l i n e s  of t h e  

argument a t  t h e  o u t s e t ,  r a t h e r  t han  t o  have i t  e n t e r  t h e  account  piecemeal.  

Second, i t  c o n t a i n s  i n s t r u c t i o n s  f o r  ana log iz ing  and marsha l l i ng  evidence 

i n  support  of t h e  analogy: t h e  u s e r  must a t  a  minimum make a  showing t h a t  

t h e  people  detached from e x i s t i n g  systems o f  shared b e l i e f  have a  

p a r t i c u l a r  p ropens i ty  t o  d i s o r d e r .  F i n a l l y ,  i t s  r epea ted  e x p l i c i t  uee  

produces a  r eco rd  of succes ses  and f a i l u r e s  ( i n  t h e  c a s e  of Durkheim's 

t heo ry ,  I b e l i e v e ,  most ly  f a i l u r e s )  i n  a r r i v i n g  a t  s a t i s f a c t o r y  causa l  

ana log ie s .  The r eco rd  should e v e n t u a l l y  teach t h e  u s e r s  of t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  

t o o l k i t  something about  t h e  scope and va lue  of t he  s o l u t i o n s  i t  c o n t a i n s .  
, 

And t h e r e  a r e  good t h e o r i e s .  Leon Trotsky ( t o  t ake  one o f  Stinchcombe's 

f a v o r i t e  t h e o r i s t s )  proposed a  theory of dua l  power: l oose ly  s t a t e d ,  t h a t  

an  e s s e n t i a l  p recond i t i on  o f  r e v o l u t i o n  is t h e  emergence o f  an a l t e r n a t i v e  

concen t r a t ion  of power, a  counter-government, t o  which t h e  bulk  of t h e  



poplrlation can swi t ch  i t s  a l l e g i a n c e  i f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  government demonstra tes  

i t s  i ncapac i ty  o r  i n t o l e r a b i l i t y .  That is, I t h i n k ,  q u i t e  a  good theory.  

I t  c o n t a l n s  a  s e t  of i n s t r u c t i o n s  f o r  ana lyz ing  a  pre-revolut ionary s i t u a t i o n :  

look f o r  t h e  dua l  power, c l ~ e c k  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  acquiescence of t h e  

populat ion t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  government, watch f o r  de fec t iooa ,  and s o  on. I 

In  s l ~ o r t ,  p r e s s  r h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  analogy. 

T ro t sky ' s  theory of dua l  power is an e s p e c i a l l y  a p p r o p r i a t e  example 

because i t  is not  j u s t  a  good theo ry ,  but  a l s o  an h i s to r i ca l ly -g rounded  

theory.  Trotsky grounds h i s  a n a l y s i s  on an e x p l i c i t  comparison of t h e  

I!nglisl~ Hevolution of t h e  seven teen th  cen tu ry ,  t h e  French Revolution of t h e  

e i g l ~ r c e n t h ,  and t h e  Russian Revolution of 1917. That s e t s  l i m i t s  t o  t h e  

theo ry ' s  domain; a s  Trotsky formulates  i t ,  t h e  theory is no t  l i k e l y  t o  

opc rn tc  we l l  o u t s i d e  t h e  world of f a i r l y  s t r o n g ,  c e n t r a l i z e d  and autonomous 

n a t l o n a l  s t a t e s .  The r e s t r i c t i o n  i s  t h e  p r i c e  we pay f o r  o  theory which 

works effectively within t hose  l imi ts . .  

According t o  t h i s  account  of t h e  p l a c e  of t heo ry ,  and according t o  

St ioct~combe 's  treatment of deep ana log ie s ,  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  p l a c e  of t h e  

s o c l a l  s c l ences  i n  historical work is very l a r g e .  Whatever e l s e  they 
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t h e  arguments and concepts  on t h e i r  home grounds. A  ma jo r i ty  of h i s t o r i a n s  

s t a t i o n  themselves i n  a  range running from i n d i f f e r e n c e  t o  h o s t i l i t y :  I 
from no g r e a t e r  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  than i n  many o t h e r  I 
p a r t s  of t h e  western  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h e r i t a g e  over  t o  o u t r l i h t  I 
d e t e s t a t i o n  of t h e  i d e a  and t h e  p r a c t i c e  of s o c i a l  s c i ence .  I 
A Survey of H i s t o r i a n s  

A  mai l  survey I organized i n  t h e  l a c e  1960s c a s t  some l i g h t  on 

t h e  w a l l s  between h i s t o r y  and t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences .  (For d e t a i l s ,  s e e  I 
t h e  appendix t o  Landes and T i l l y  1971.) J u s t  under 600 h i s t o r i a n s  ho ld ing  I 
r e g u l a r  appointments i n  29 important  depar tments  o f  h i s t o r y  somewhere i n  I 
t h e  United S t a t e s  s e n t  i n  u sab le  r e p l i e s  t o  a  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  concerning I 
t h e i r  involvement i n  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences .  The ques t ions  s p l i t  I 

do,  thc s o c l a l  s c i e n c e s  s e r v e  a s  a  g i a n t  warehouse of c a u s a l  t h e o r i e s  

and of concepts  involvlng c a u s a l  ana log ie s ;  t h e  problem i s  t o  p i ck  one 's  

way t l ~ r o u g l ~  t h e  junk t o  t h e  s o l i d  merchandise. Only a  few fragments  of 

t h e  I ~ i s t o r i c a l  p ro fe s s ion ,  however, have r e g u l a r  con tac t  w i th  t h e  day-to-day 

worlc of L11e s o c i a l  s c i ences .  Even fewer have any th ing  t o  do wi th  
I 

sociology -- a t  l e a s t  w i th  sociology a s  a  r e sea rch  d i s c i p l i n e .  To be  

more p rcc l se :  a  r e l a t i v e l y  small number of l ~ i s t o r i a n s  i n  a  few specialties 

c a r r y  on a  cont inuous  d i a logue  wi th  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences ,  i nc lud ing  soc io logy .  

A s u b s t a n t i a l  minor i ty  of h i s t o r i a n s  f i n d  themselves i n t e r e s t e d  by 

arguments and, e s p e c i a l l y ,  by concepts  emerging from one s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  

o r  anoLher, a l t l ~ o u g h  they a r e  not  prepared t o  i n t roduce  i n t o  t h e i r  own 

work t h e  r e sea rch  procedures  and modes of a n a l y s i s  which accompany 

between a )  c h e c k l i s t s  and short-answer ques t ions  inven to ry ing  p r o f e s s i o n a l  I 
t r a i n i n g  and v a r i o u s  forms of con tac t  wi tht i le  s o c i a l  s c i ences  and b) open-ended I 

I 

r e q u e s t s  f o r  op in ions  and p roposa l s  concerning g radua te  t r a i n i n g ,  suppor t  I 
f o r  r e sea rch ,  d i s c i p l i n a r y  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  and r e l a t e d  ques t ions .  Assembl ed 

and t a b u l a t e d ,  t h e  responses  amount t o  a  s t a t i s t i c a l  map of t h e  zoo. I 
Some of t h e  f r e e  comments were pungent: 

I CONSIDER THE SOCIAL SCIENCES TO BE PSEUDO-SCIENCES LIKE 
ALCHEMY OR ASTROLOGY. THEY DO NOT ASK THE RIGHT QUESTIONS, 
NOR DO THEY LEAD TO REPUTABLE SOLUTIONS. 

THE SOCIAL SCIENTISTS ARE TRYING TO IMITATE THE MATIIEMATTCIANS 
AND THE PHYSICISTS - THIS IS  A  DEAD-END. 

WE NEED MALTHUSIAN RESTRAINT I N  RESEARCII, NOT EXPANSION. 
SUPPORT OR ENCOURAGEMENT. DEMAND QUALITY 6 ACCEPT NO SUBSTITUTES. 

( i n  answer t o  a  q u e s t i o n  about  how t o  encourage and f a c i l i t a t e  
f u r t h e r  t r a i n i n g  f o r  p r a c t i c i n g  h i s t o r i a n s )  ALLOCATE SOME OF TllE 
FUNDS USED FOR QUESTIONNAIRES TO TRAINING. 



Others  were, t o  bc s u r e ,  more hosp i t ab l e .  A  few hardy s o u l s  conf ided ' 

t h a t  thcy a c t u a l l y  were soc ia l ,  s c i e n t i s t s  who happcned t o  be lodged i n  

departments of h i s t o r y .  But t h e  bulk  of t h e  respondents  c l e a r l y  saw 

the  s o c l a l  s c i ences ,  i nc lud ing  soc io logy ,  a s  t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  of t h e  w a l l .  

The i r  formal t r a i n i n g  pointed them i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n .  The 

percentages  g e t t i n g  t h e i r  b a s i c  degrees  i n  h i s t o r y ,  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences ,  a r e a  

s r ~ ~ d l e s ,  1angu:tge and l i t e r a t u r e  and o t h e r  f i e l d s  ran l i k e  t h i s :  

Percent  g e t t i n g  degree  i n :  

s o c i a l  a r e a  language/ 
dogree h i s t o r y  s c i e n c e s  s t u d i e s  l i t e r a t u r e  other total 

B.A. 73.2 ' 7.9 3.6 10.0  5 . 3  100.0 

M.A. ' 80 .1  5.9 6.6 3.5 3.9 100.0 

P1l.D. 88.5 3 . 1  3 .9  3 .1  1 . 4  100.0 

Thc Itnndful of soc i a l - sc i ence  Ph.D.s i n  t h e s e  ou t s t and ing  h i s t o r y  

departments came mainly from economics and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s ;  

not a  s i n g l e  sociology Ph.D. appeared.  ("And a  good th ing ,  t oo l "  I can hea r  

most of t h e  respondents  excla iming.)  I n  f a c t ,  t h e  c h i e f  news i s  t h a t  

h i s t o r i a n s  breed h i s t o r i a n s .  The geographic  s p e c i a l t i e s  b r ~ k e  down 

a s  f0l.lows: 

United S t a t e s  31.6% 

La t in  America 4.9 

Europe 47.7 

Asia 9 . 1  

Af r i ca  2.0 

Other 4.7 

T o t a l  100.0 

I l ~ e  g reu t  bulk  of t hese  people were s p e c i a l i s t s  i n  t h e  n ine t een th  
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The percentage of U.S. s p e c i a l i s t s  i s  a  b i t  lower ,  and t h e  

percentage of European s p e c i a l i s t s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  h ighe r  than among t h e  

new Ph.D.s of 1976177: a s  I mentioned e a r l i e r ,  36 pe rcen t  of t h e  new Ph.D.s 

were i n  American h i s t o r y .  27 pe rcen t  i n  European h i s t o r y .  Although o t h e r  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of t h e  d i s c r e p a n c i e s  a r e  poss ib l e ;  I b e l i e v e  they r ep resen t  

a )  t h e  tendency o f  l ower -p re s t ige  depar tments  t o  emphasize American h i s t o r y ,  

and of h igh -p res t ige  depar tments  t o  g ive  p r i o r i t y  t o  European h i s t o r y ,  and 

b)  a temporal s h i f t  toward American h i s t o r y .  A s  t h e  s t u d e n t  body, and 

t h e r e f o r e  t h e  demand f o r  h i s t o r y  t e a c h e r s ,  c o n t r a c t s ,  t h e  p ro fe s s ion  ntl 

a  whole s h r i n k s  toward i ts i r r e d u c i b l e  co re :  American p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y .  

When asked about  t h e i r  s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  w i t h i n  t l t e l r  time-space 
. . 

b locks ,  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  d i s t r i b u t e d  themselves t h i s  way: 

p o l i t i c a l  22.4% 

d ip loma t i c  9.7 

i n t e l l e c t u a l  15 .0  

s c i e n c e  3:4 

economic 7.0 

s o c i a l  13.8 

o t h e r  28.7 

t o t a l  100.0 

A near-major i ty ,  then,  were d e a l i n g  wi th  t h e  p o l i t i c a l ,  d ip loma t i c  o r  

i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r i e s  of t h e i r  a r e a s .  The top  ranks  of t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  

p ro fe s s ion ,  i n  s h o r t ,  then c o n s i s t e d  l a r g e l y  o f  men ( I  use  t h e  mascul ine  

term adv i sed ly )  t r a i n e d  i n  h i s t o r y  from undergraduate  days  onward, and 

focus ing  t h e i r  a t t e n t i o n  on t h e  r e c e n t  h i s t o r y  of western  c o u n t r i e s .  

About h a l f  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  i n  t h e  sample had r ece ived  what they 

and twen t i e th  c e n t u r i e s .  
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regnrdcd ns  " subs t an t i a l "  t r a i n i n g  i n  one o r  ano the r  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences .  

( In  gcne rn l ,  " subs t an t i a l "  meant a t  l e a s t  a  gradunte  minor i n  t h e  s u b j e c t . )  

l l ic  percentnges  c la iming s u b s t a n t i a l  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  t r a i n i n g  ran a s  fol lows:  

p o l i t i c a l  51.3% 

dlplomntic  56.4 

i n t e l l e c t u a l  27.8 

sc i ence  11.1 

economic 75.0 

s o c i a l  34.3 

o t h e r  62.6 

a l l  f i e l d s  48.4 

Tl~c only  s u r p r i s i n g  th ing  about  t h e  high p ropor t ion  of economic h i s t o r i a n s  

reporting s"bs l an t in1  s o c i n l  s c i e n c e  t r a i n i n g  is  t h a t  i t  i s n ' t  h ighe r :  a  

f u l l  qunr t e r  of t h e  s p e c i a l i s t s  had not received t r a i n i n g  i n  economics. 

Nor I s  t h e  low percentage f o r  h i s t o r i a n s  of s c i ence  s u r p r i s i n g ;  t h e i r  o u t s i d e  

t r a i n i n g  is i n  n a t u r a l  s c i ence ,  and they a r e  commonly h o s t i l e  t o  t h e  c la ims 

of tlie s o c i n l  s c i ences .  I n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r i a n s  resemble them i n  t h e i r  

an t ipa thy  f o r  t h c  s o c i a l  s c i ences ,  bu t  d i f f e r  i n  g e t t i n g  most of t h e i r  o u t s i d e  

Lrnining i n  l i t e r a t u r e .  The s o c i a l  h i s t o r i a n s  n r e  badly  o f f :  p ro fe s s ing  

n  s c r l o u s  inLeres t  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s ,  bu t  having a  f r a g i l e  hold upon 

them. 

Altliougl~ l i l s t o r i a n s  i n  gene ra l  va lue  i n d i v i d u a l  work and eschew 

c o l l a b o r n t i o n ,  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  v a r i e s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  by s p e c i a l t y .  When 

risked whether they had eve r  done c o l l n b o r a t i v e  work, our  h i s t o r i a n s  

s a l d  yes  i n  t hese  p ropor t ions :  

- 42 - 

p o l i t i c a l  15.1% 

d ip loma t i c  16.4 

i n t e l l e c t u n l  6 . 3  

s c i e n c e  5 .6  

economic 29.5 

soc i a l .  11.1 

o t h e r  17.9  

a l l  f i e l d s  15.3  

The p a t t e r n  is e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same a s  f o r  t r a i n i n g  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  

s c i ences :  economic h i s t o r i a n s  a t  one extreme,  i n t e l l e c t u a l  and 

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

The p a t t e r n  a l t e r s  cons ide rab ly ,  however, when we a sk  who g e t s  

suppor t  f o r  h i s  research.  Table  1 presen t s  some s imple  informnt ion 

on t h a t  ques t ion .  The t a b l e  summarizes f i n a n c i a l  suppor t  from t h e  

h i s t o r i a n ' s  own i n s t i t u t i o n ,  o u t s i d e  g r a n t s ,  and r e l eased  time f o r  

r e sea rch  du r ing  t h r e e  yea r s  from t h e  summer of 1964 t o  t h e  summer of 

1967. The r e s u l t s  break a p a r t  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u n l  h i s t o r i a n s  and t h e  

h i s t o r i a n s  of s c i ence ,  d e s p i t e  t h e i r  g r e a t  s i m i l a r i t y  i n  o t h e r  r ega rds ;  

t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r i a n s  cone a c r o s s  a s  poor cous ins .  The 

gene ra l  rank o rde r  of p r i v i l e g e  is roughly: 

s c i ence  

economic 

s o c i a l  = p o l i t i c a l  - d ip loma t i c  

i n t e l l e c t u a l  

I do not  t h i n k  t h e  rank o r d e r  has  changed s u b s t a n t i a l l y  s i n c e  then.  

A few themes r ecu r red  throughout t h e  open-ended s e c t i o n s  of t h e  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  responses:  t h e  need f o r  a  g r e a t e r  v a r i e t y  of requirements  

i n  g radua te  t r a i n i n g  ( d i f f e r e n t  languages ,  s u b s t i t u t i n g  s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  
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Table 1 .  I l i s to r i ans '  Survey: Support f o r  Research by F i e l d  o f  Specialization 

S p e c i a l i z a t i o n  Named 
Ind LcaLor No P o l i t -  Dlplo- I n t e l -  Eco- , 

of Sllpport - Answer t c n l  mntic l e c t u a l  Science nomic S o c i a l  ------- 
PercenL rcce lv lng  
no f l ~ l n n c l a l  s ~ l p -  
p o r t  from unlvcr- 
s l t y  In I n s t  
t l ~ r e c  yenrs  22.0 31.9 27.3 29.1 27.8 25.0 21.2 

PercenL recc  lv lng  
over  4,5000.00 

, from ~ ~ n i v c r s l t y  20.0 12.6  29.1 19.0 22.2 38.6 26.3 

Percent  r ece iv ing  
no o t~Ls ide  g r a n t s  
i n  l o s t  L l~ rcc  yea r s  46.0 58.8 58.2 63.3  33.3  45.5 57.6 

Percent  receiving 
over  5,000.00 In  
o u t s i d e  g r a n t s  22.0 22.7 18.2 13.9  44.4 38.6 26.3 

PercenL rece iv ing  
no r e l eased  Lime fo r  
r e s c n r c l ~  In l o s ~  
Lllree yea r s  70.0 67.2 52.7 63.3 44.4 36.4 62.6 

Percent  r cce lv ing  
over  s i x  montl~s 
rc lensed Lln~e 14.0  21.8 16.4  15.2  27.8 20.5 11.1 

Other  T o t a l  - 

a language, pe rmi t t i ng  a  genuine concen t r a t ion  on economics, e t c . )  

depending on t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  t h e  g radua te  s t u d e n t  was 

pursuing;  t h e  va lue  of proper ly-organized " think tanks" and o t h e r  dev ices  

f o r  b r ing ing  s c h o l a r s  t o g e t h e r ' f o r  cons ide rab le  pe r iods ;  t he  need f o r  funds  

t o  support  r e sea rch  by g radua te  s tuden t s .  Others  were f r equen t ly  

mentioned, bu t  w i th  a  s h a r p  d i v i s i o n  of opinion:  r e t o o l i n g  through 

formal t r a i n i n g  a f t e r '  t h e  d o c t o r a t e  (a minor i ty  oE t h e  

commentators r e j e c t e d  such an  e n t e r p r i s e  a s  a  p r e t e n t l o ~ ~ s  waste  

of t ime,  and recommended t h e  s u b s t i t u t i o n  of t ime f o r  i n d l v i d u n l  

r ead ing  and r e f l e c t i o n ) ;  . h i s t o r i a n s  a s  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  ( t h e  smnl l  

number who had degrees  i n  economics o r  anthropology g e n e r a l l y  assl~med 

t h a t  s o c i a l  s c i ence  was t h e  po in t  of t h e i r  work, ano the r  smnl l  group 

drawn e s p e c i a l l y  from t h e  l i t e r a r y  branches  of h i s t o r y  i n s i s t e d  on 

a  p l a c e  among t h e  humanis ts ,  and many more e i t h e r  expressed aml~ivnlcnce 

o r  r e j e c t e d  t h e  cho ice  human i t i e s / soc i a l  s c i ence  i n  f avor  of 11l.ritory -- 
j u s t  p l a i n  h i s t o r y ) ;  l a r g e r  g r a n t s  f o r  t h e  expensive  v a r i e t i e s  oE 

r e sea rch  (some few s a i d  t h i s  would s imply e n r i c h  t h e  boondogglers and 

t ake  more h i s t o r i a n s  away from t h e i r  t r u e  func t ions  of t each ing  and 

informed r e f l e c t i o n ) .  

A l l  i n  a l l ,  t h e  1969 survey of h i s t o r i a n s  i n  e l i t e  i n s t i t u t i o n s  

d i v i d e s  t h e  p ro fe s s ion ' s  l ead ing  members i n t o  fou r  c a t e g o r i e s :  

1. a very smnl l  number who work e s s e n t i a l l y  a s  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s ,  
i n  r e g u l a r  c o n t a c t  w i th  demographers, economists ,  o r  o t h e r  
f e l l o w - s p e c i a l i s t s ;  

2. a  sma l l  minor i ty  -- probably no more than 20 pe rcen t ' - -  who 
mainta in  a n  a c t i v e  i n t e r e s t  i n  soc i a l - sc i ence  work ad jacen t  
t o  t h e i r  own; 

3. ano the r  sma l l  minor i ty  -- perhaps  ano the r  20 pe rcen t  -- who 
v igo rous ly  r e j e c t  any a s s o c i a t i o n  of h i s t o r y  wi th  t h e  s o c i a l  
s c i ences ;  

4 .  a  ma jo r i ty  who ma in ta in  a  p o l i t e  b u t  s k e p t i c a l  a t t e n t i v e n e s s  
t o  t h e  p o r t i o n s  of t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  which bea r  on t h e i r  
own work. 



T see no cvldcnce of a significant shift in the proportions since the 

late 1960s. Outside the elite institutions, furthermore, I believe that 

IndiCfcrence and hostility to the social sciences is more prevalent than 

in the dominant departments of history. Historians, on the whole, situate 

tl~cmsolves as uneasy neighbors of sociologists, snthropologists and 

oLl~cr social scientists. 

Illstory and Retrospective Ethnography 

The relationship to the social sciences which shows up in the survey 

rcs111ts follows from Lhc organization of inquiry within l~istory. On the 

wl~ole, we should expect a discipline which stresses individual mastery of 

a set of texts concerning a particular time-place block to have glngerly 

deollngs with disciplines wlrich claim to follow models, processes and 
h. 

rclntionships across time and space by means of abstract concepts, large 

comparisons and quantitative analyses. The old tension between general- 

izat1011 and partic~~lnrization is only part of the story. It is not a 

complctcly accurate part of the story, either: in fact, historians 

gcnerolize, too, hut under a son~ewhat different set of constraints -- 
especially time-place constraints -- from most social scientists. Nor 

(desplte some I~lstorlans' conception of social scienrists as mindless mimics 

of nnturul scientists) does the venerable distinction between 

GelstetlwlsscnschnFten and Naturwissenschaften. between disciplines in which 

meaning, co~~sclousness and will have their place and disciplines in which 

those factors can be disregarded, capture what is at issue; plenty of social 

scientists make their livings by analyzing meaning, consciousness and will. 

The crlrical incompatlbility, I think, results from the historian's 

inslstcnce In rooting the analysis in a body of material belleved to 

dcscr-lbc a partlc~~lnr place and, especially, a particular time. It may 

be u very large body of material (for example, everything known to be in 

the relevant archives), or a very large place (for example, Christendom as 

a whole) or a very long time (for example, the medieval era). But that 

rooting of analysis in a place and a time via a defined body of residues 

i of the place and time sets off most historical work from most work in the 
I 
I social sciences. 

One might think that anthropology would be the exception. After all, 

both anthropologists and hietorians tend to be fastidious about the particular. 

even when they are hoping to generalize. Anthropologists and historians 

frequently hold up as an ideal the form of analysis which Clifford Ceerrz, 

following Gilbert Ryle, calls "thick description": the grasping and 

rendering of " . . . a multiplicity of complex conceptual structures, mnny 
of them superimposed upon or knotted into one another, which are at once 

-. strange, irregular, and inexplicit . . . " (Geertz 1973: 10). In short, the 

interpretation of culturea. 

That concern sets anthropologists and historians off from most 

economists, sociologists, and other social scientists. Ethnographic field 

work resembles the historGnBs archival research more than it does the 

sociologist's survey design or the economist's national income accounting. 

The Pago-Pago Principle (as Arnold Feldman once called it) unites them: 

Whenever some social scientist hazards a world-wide generalization about economic 

change or shifts in fertility patterns, reported Feldman, someone in the 

back row of the audience stands up and says, "Rut not in Pago-Pagol" Ttlat 

someone is likely to be an historian or an anthropologist. 

On closer inspection, ve can discover possible grounds for dissension 

between the two. Ilistorians tend to be especially concerned about fixing 

human actions in time, while being less concerned -- or ambivalent -- about 
fixing them precisely in space. In a generalization about eighteenth-century 

America, an historian must be very careful to place the statement (and its 
. - 

, , documentation) before, during or after 1776; if information from 



Boston i s  not a v a i l a b l e ,  however, informat ion from Providence 

o r  Har t ford  may w e l l  do t h e  job.  An th ropo log i s t s ,  on the  o t h e r  hand, 

tend t o  bc much a t t ached  t o  p l a c e ,  and somewhat more r e l axed  about f i x i n g  

human nc t lons  i n  time. The "an th ropo log ina l  p re sen t "  f o r  a  g iven v i l l a g e  

may we l l  span a  gene ra l ion .  H i s t o r i a n s  tend t o  be h e s i t a n t  o r  h o s t i l e  when 

i t  comes t o  t he  use O F  c a t e g o r i e s  which were not  p a r t  o f  t h e  pe r iod ' s  own 

c o n c e p t ~ ~ a l  appa ra tus  -- For example, t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  vocabulary of 

c l a sy  t o  an e r a  be fo re  t h e  emergence of t h a t  vocabulary. Anthropologis ts  

q u l t e  r c g l ~ l a r l y  apply  a n a l y t i c  frameworks which would be  un fami l i a r ,  in-  

comprchenslble,  o r  even o f f e n s i v e ,  t o  t h e  o b j e c t s  of t h e i r  s tudy:  formal 

models o f  k insh lp ,  t r a c i n g s  of i n t e r p e r s o n a l  i n f luence ,  and s o  on. The 

historian's g r e a t e r  anx ie ty  about  s i t u a t i n g  human a f f a i r s  i n  time could 

very w e l l  be tllc b a s i s  of s e r i o u s  misur~ders tanding and d l sag ree~nen t  wi th  

~ n t h r o p o l o g l s t s .  

A s  tlie s p e c i a l i s t s  i n  t ime,  h i s t o r i a n s  have more than one way of roo t -  

ing t h e i r  ana lyses  i n  time. Let u s  cons ide r  on ly  two a l t e r n a t i v e s :  f i r s t ,  

t h e  s imple  nttnclunent of each a c t i o n  t o  a  p a r t i c u l a r  t ime; second, t h e  de-. 

l i b e r a t e  a n n l y s i s  o f  change over  time. In  t h e  f i r s t  c a s e ,  we c a r e f u l l y  

s i t u a t e  Amcrican r e a c t i o n s  t o  B r i t a i n  i n  1765 be fo re  o r  a f t e r  B r i t a i n ' s  e f -  

f o r t s  t o  impose t h e  Stamp Act ,  and r u l e  o u t  evidence from a f t e r  t h e  Stamp 

Act r c p c i ~ l  of 1766 a s  a  t a i n t e d  guide  t o  American o r i e n t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  pre- 

v lo l~ f i  year .  I n  tl ie second c a s e ,  we pu rpose fu l ly  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e  process  by 

whlcl~ American oppos i t i on  t o  B r i t a i n  c r y s t a l l i z e d ,  dnd then developed i n t o  a  

r cvo lu t lona ry  c l ia l lenge.  The second is more complex than t h e  f i r s t ,  be- 

cause  i t  I n c l l ~ d e s   lie f i r s t ,  and adds  t h e  problem of e s t a b l i s h i n g  causa l  

sequences. 

I l i s to r l ans  doing both tile s imple  and t h e  complex r o o t i n g  of ana lyses  

i n  time have r e c e n t l y  turned t o  anthropology. f o r  i d e a s  and npproaches. The 
. - 

t u rn  has  heen e s p e c i a l l y  v i s i b l e  among h i s t o r i n n s  who have wanted t o  hu i ld  n  

r igo rous ,  autonomous s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  a  s o c i a l  l i i s to ry  which was no t  a  s imple  

appendage t o  p o l i t i c a l  o r  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r y .  Historians of family  s t r u c -  

t u r e ,  of populsr  movements. o f  peasant  l i f e  end of s i m i l a r  t o p l c s  have 

reached toward anthropology f o r  i n s i g h t s ,  methods and exp lana t ions .  

The pa th  from s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  t o  anthropology has  g e n e r a l l y  been in -  

d i r e c t .  No doubt t h e  most important  s i n g l e  innovat ion i n  tl ie s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  

of t h e  l a s t  few decades was t h e  widespread adopt ion of one form o r  ano the r  

of c o l l e c t i v e  biogrnphy: t h e  sys t ema t i c  accumulation o f  m u l t i p l e  l i f e  h l s -  

t o r i e s ,  o r  f ragments  o f  l i f e  h i s t o r i e s ,  i n  o rde r  t o  agg rega te  them i n t o  a  

p o r t r a y a l  of t h e  exper ience o f  t h e  populat ion a s  a  whole. H i s t o r i a n s  of 

c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  have looked a t  t h e  occupa t ione l  l i v e s  of hundreds of people 

i n  o n e  c i t y  o r  ano the r ,  t hen  compounded them i n t o  r a t e s  of occupa t iona l  mo- 

b i l i t y  by c l a s s  of o r i g i n .  by r e l i g i o n ,  by r a c e ,  by n a t i o n a l  bockground, by 

l o c a l i t y  o r  by some o t h e r  c r i t e r i o n .  Demographic h i s t o r i a n s  have brought 

t oge the r  m u l t i p l e  obse rva t ions  of i n d i v i d u a l  persons  and even t s  from censuses  

o r  v i t a l  r eco rds ,  l i nked  t h e  r e c o r d s  t o g e t h e r ,  and then used t h e  l i nked  . 

r e c o r d s  t o  examine v a r i a t i o n s  i n  f e r t i l i t y ,  m o r t a l i t y  and n u p t l a l i t y .  Il ls- 

t o r i a n s  o f  popular  movements have c o l l e c t e d  informat ion about i nd iv idua l  

p a r t i c i p a n t s ,  connected t h e  var lnl ls  s c r a p s  o f  evidence concerning t h e  same 

i n d i v i d u a l s  w i th  each o t h e r ,  t h e n d r a m  from t h e  connected s c r a p s  an a n n l y s l s  

of t h e  movement's s o c i a l  composition. 

In  t h e s e  and many o t h e r  a p p l i c a t i o n s  of c o l l c c t i v c  biography. t h e  

po in t  is t o  move beyond t h e  gene ra l  impression o r  t h e  wel l -c l~osen exilmple 

wi thout  l o s i n g  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  t a l k  about  whnt happened t o  t h e  populat ion a s  

a  whole. Although t h e  approach of c o l l e c t i v e  biography is no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  

incompat ible  w i th  t h e  usua l  procedures  of a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s ,  i t s  l o g i c  tins 

1 '  



of v i t a l  even t s  and populat ion c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  i s  a  powerful way t o  r u l e  o u t  

. 
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mt~c l~  more i n  common wi th  t h e  r o u t i n e s  of demographers and s o c i o l o g i s t s .  In  

I t s e l  f ,  t l ~ e n ,  we might have expected t h e  adopt ion o f  c o l l e c t i v e  biography t o  

draw I ~ i s t o r i a n s  owny from anthropology r a t h e r  than toward i t .  

bod exp lana t ions .  I f  i t  t u r n s  o u t ,  f o r  example, t h a t  t h e  ch le f  d i f f e r e n c e  

. 

between pe r iods  of r ap ld  growth and of s t agna t ion  i n  t h e  development of a  1 
I 

p a r t i c t ~ l a r  c i t y  I s  t h e  r a t e  a t  which mig ran t s  come and go, then any explana- I 

I t  is t h e  I  i m i t s  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  biography a s  a  sou rce  of s a t i s f y i n g  ex- I 
p lnna l lons  of s o c i a l  a c t i o n  which have o f t e n  d r iven  h i s t o r i a n s  toward anthro-  

pology. Take demographic h i s t o r y  a s  an example. The c o l l e c t i v e  biography I 
I 

t i o n  of t h e  c i t y ' s  growth and s t a g n a t i o n  i n  terms of t h e  r e s i d e n t  popu la t ion l s  

v igor  I s  a t  l e a s t  s e r i o u s l y  incomplete. Yet t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  biog- I 
1 

raptly is  not  i n  supplying a1 t e r n a t i v e  exp lana t ions ,  but  i n  spec i fy ing  what is I 

t o  be expla ined.  H i s t o r i a n s  who have s p e c i f i e d  what i s  t o  be expla ined v i a  

c o l l e c t l v e  biography o f t e n  f ind themselves tu rn ing  t o  exp lana t ions  s t r e s s i n g  

t h e  lnunediate s e t t i n g  and o r g a n i z a t i o n  of everyday l i f e ,  o r  r e l y i n g  on some- 

thing vaguely c a l l e d  "cul ture" .  That moves them back toward anthropology.  . 
I 

The evo lu t ion  shows up c l e a r l y  i n  t h e  s tudy  of popular  p r o t e s t  and 

c o l l e c t i v e  ncLion. Let us s t i c k  t o  France,  because t h e  French and franco- 

I 
p h i l e s  have pioneered i n  such s t u d i e s .  U n t i l  e a r l y  i n  t h e  twen t i e th  I 

cen tu ry ,  t h e  s t anda rd  French approach t o  popular  p r o t e s t  and c o l l e c t i v e  
I 

a c t i o n  was t o  i n f e r  t h e  a t t i t u d e s  of o rd ina ry  people  -- " the  mob" t o  1 
a i ~ t l ~ o r s  on t h e  r i g h t ,  " the  people" t o  a u t h o r s  on t h e  l e f t  -- from gene ra l  

1 

p l i n c i p l e s  o r  from Lhe pronouncements of spokespeople ,  s e l f - appo in t ed  o r  I 
o the rwise ,  of o rd ina ry  people .  The a t t i t u d e s  then provided t h e  exp lana t ions  

of c o l l c c t l v c  a c t i o n .  M i c l ~ e l e t ,  d e s p i t e  h i s  g r e a t e r  enthusiasm f o r  The 

Peopic, was no more s o p l ~ i s t l c a t e d  than Taine  i n  t h i s  r ega rd .  I 

1 - 

The s o c i a l i s t  h i s t o r i a n s  wl~o began t o  Lbrive toward World Var I (Jcan 

J a u r e s  and Alber t  Mathiez a re . e i amples )  added subs t ance  t o  t h e  a n a l y s j s  of 

popular  movements, but  s t i l l  worked mainly from t h e  top  down, l l i s to ry  from 

below became a  gene ra l  and i n f l u e n t i a l  model f o r  t h e  s ~ u d y  of popular pro- 

t e s t  and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  wi th  t h e  work of Georges I.efebvre from tlre 1920s 

onward; Le febvre ' s  Paysans du Nord made i t  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  m a t e r i a l s  e x i s t e d  

f o r  a  r i c h  p o r t r a y a l  of r o u t i n e  s o c i a l  l i f e  nnd of o rd ina ry  people  i n  some- 

th ing  l i k e  t h e i r  own terms,  and f o r  t h e  l i n k i n g  of t h a t  po r t r aya l  wiLl~ gener- 

a l  accoun t s  of t h e  French Revolution and o t h e r  major p o l i t i c o 1  changes. I n  

t h e  1950s ,  c o l l e c t i v e  biography s t r i c t 0  aensu en te red  t h e  scene wi th  Albe r t  

Soboul ' s  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  l i f e  and composition o f  P a r i s i a n  workinp- 

c l a s s  neighborhoods du r ing  t h e  e a r l y  Revolution; Richnrd Cobb's t rea tment  of 

t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  m i l i t i a s ,  George RudB's ana lyses  of t h e  p a r t l c i p n n t s  i n  

major r evo lu t iona ry  journt?es, and many o t h e r  s t u d i e s  a long t h e  same l i n e  cc- 

mented t h e  j o i n t  between c o l l e c t i v e  biography and French r evo lu t iona ry  

h i s t o r y .  

Yet t h e s e  a u t h o r s  and t h e i r  succes so r s  soon discovered t h e  I f m i t s  of . 

c o l l e c t i v e  biography: c o l l e c t i v e  biography t o l d  them who was t h e r e  and some- 

th ing  about  how those  who were t h e r e  behaved, but  c o l l e c t i v e  biography d i d  

no t  i n  i t s e l f  provide compel l ing exp lana t ions  of t h e  behavior .  In  t l ~ e  1960s 

and 1970s t h e  successo r s  turned i n c r e a s i n g l y  t o  anthropology a s  a  sou rce  o f  

exp lana t ions ,  i n s i g h t s  and methods. Two broadly  a n t l ~ r o p o l o g l c a l  s t y l e s  of 

work became prominent i n  t h e  s tudy  o f  popular p r o t e s t  and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  

The f i r s t  was t h e  c l o s e  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  c u l t t r r a l  m a t e r i a l s  used o r  prod~rced 

by h i s t o r i c a l  a c t o r s :  songs ,  s ay ings ,  iconography, forms of r e t r i b u t i o n ,  and 

s o  on. The second we might c a l l  " r e t r o s p e c t i v e  ethnography". Lhe e f f o r t  t o  

r e c o n s t i t u t e  a  round o f  l i f e  from t h e  b e s t  l ~ i s t o r i c o l  e q u i v a l e n t s  o f  t l ~ e  e th-  

nographer ' s  obse rva t ions ,  then t o  u se  t h e  r e c o n s t i t u t e d  round o f  l i f e  a s  a  
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con tex t  f o r  t h e  explanat ion of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  I n  America, N a t a l i e  Zemon 

I ~ a v i s '  s c n s l t i v c  p o r t r a y a l s  of s ix teenth-century French c o n f l i c t s  i l l u s t r a t e  

t h a t  e f f o r t  t o  g ive  an an th ropo log ica l  t one  t o  h l s t o r i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  In  

France i L s e l f ,  Maurice Agulhon's t r ea tmen t s  of n ineteenth-century socia-  

b i l i t y  and syn~bolism i l l u a ~ r a t e  t h e  r i c h e s t  outcomes of t h e  nn t I~ ropo log ica l  

approach. 
I 

I n  a lmost  none of t h i s  work was t h e  in f luence  of academic anthropology , 
i 

very formal o r  very i n t r u s i v e .  The work neve r the l e s s  dese rves  t o  be c a l l e d  

a n t l ~ r o p o l o g i c a l  because, a s  compared wi th  previous  h i s t o r i c a l  work, i t  

s t r e s s e s  t h e  r econs t ruc t ion  of a  round o f  l i f e  and a  body of meanings from I 
t h e  pe r spec t ive  o f  a  p a r t i c i p a n t  obse rve r  on t h e  ground. It a l s o  r e l i e s  on i 
t h e  borrowing of i n s i g h t s  from o t h e r  e thnographies .  both  h i s t o r i c a l  and 

contemporary. 

In s t ead  of employing r e t r o s p e c t i v e  ethnography and t h e  sus t a ined  

a n a l y s i s  o f  symbolic s t r u c t u r e s  a s  a  means t o  t h e  exp lana t ion  of c o l l e c t i v e  

a c t i o n ,  a  number of French h i s t o r i a n s  have taken them up a s  worthy en te r -  

p r i s e s  i n  t l ~ e l r  own r i g h t .  The l i v e s  of peasan t s  and a r t i s a n s ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r .  

have come i n  for  a ~ ~ t l ~ r o p o l o g i c a l  s c r u t i n y .  Some of t he  i n s p i r a t i o n  flowed 

d l r e c t l y  from Fernand Braudel ' s  program of T o t a l  H i s to ry .  One o f  t h e  most 

impress ive  and i n t l u e n t i a l  examples i s  Emmanuel Le Roy Ladur i e ' s  v a s t  por- 

L r a l t  of t h e  peasan t s  of Languedoc from t h e  f o u r t e e n t h  tllrough t h e  e igh teen th  

c e n t u r i e s .  I t  fol lows t h e  program of T o t a l  H i s to ry  i n  syn thes i z ing  observa- 

t i o n s  on c l ima te ,  land forms, demographic changes, p r i c e s ,  a g r i c u l t u r a l  

technology. r c l i g l o u s  b e l i e f s ,  popular  movements and power s t r u c t u r e s .  I t  

fol lows t h e  l e a d  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  biography i n  b u i l d i n g  much of t h e  a n a l y s i s  

on a  massive parcel-by-parcel r econs t ruc t ion  of t h e  uses  and ownership of 

t he  land over  t h e  c e n t u r i e s .  The r e s u l t i n g  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of t h e  book is 

powerful ly  two-dimensional. The c o l l e c t i v e  biography of t h e  land provides  

t h e  f i r s t  dlmcnsion, t h e  f l u c t u a t i o n s  of p r i c e s ,  product ion and popu la t ion  

t h c  second. 

In  t h e  squa res  o f  t h e  two-dimensional g r i d  1.e Roy Ladurie  i n s e r t s  

h i s  r e t r o s p e c t i v e  ethnography. One s tunn ing  example is  h l s  r e c o n s t r ~ ~ c t i o n  

o f  t h e  1580 Mardi Cras  f e s t i v i t i e s  i n  Romans, a  smal l  c i t y  near  t h e  R I I & I ~  

sou th  of Lyon. There, i n  a  t ime of famine, a r t i s a n s  and pcnsants  "danced 

t h e i r  r e v o l t  i n  t h e  s t r e e t s  o f  t h e  c i t y "  be fo re  p u t t l n g  i t  i n t o  ope ra t ion .  

Jean Serve,  a  popular l o c a l  l eade r .  donned o bea r sk in ,  placcd himself on t h e  

consu la r  t h rone ,  dec l a red  p r i c e  c o n t r o l s ,  and l e d  a  s e r i e s  of b i z a r r e  cere-  

monial denunc ia t ions  of t h e  r i c h  o f  Romans. The even t s  have come t o  be 

known a s  t h e  Carn iva l  o f  Romans. The r i c h  s t r u c k  back, mlrrdering Se rve  and 

many of h i s  companions. "Thus ended t h e  Carnival  of Romans," w r i t e s  Le Roy 

Ladurie ,  "a f a i l e d  a t t empt  t o  i n v e r t  t h e  s o c i s l  o r d e r :  cve ry th lng  was put 

back i n  i t s  proper  p l ace ,  and t h e  dominant c l a s s e s ,  a t  bay f o r  a  wh i l e ,  

landed back or1 t h e i r  f e e t .  To conf i rm t h a t  r e t u r n  t o  good o r d e r ,  t h e  judges  

had t h e  e f f i g y  of Jean Serve,  t h e  r e b e l  c h i e f ,  hanged ups ide  down, f e e t  i n  

t h e  a i r  and head down" (Le Roy Ladurie  1966: 1, 397). Small wonder t h a t  

Le Roy Ladur i e ' s  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  Carn iva l  gave r i s e  t o  a  much-watched 

t e l e v i s i o n  d rama t i za t ion .  His  a n a l y s i s  exempl i f i e s  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of 

Cee r t z '  t h i c k  d e s c r i p t i o n  t o  t h e  d i s t a n t  pas t .  

A number of French h i s t o r i a n s  have followed Le Roy Ladurle ' s  l e a d ,  

and o t h e r s  have a r r i v e d  more o r  l e s s  independent ly  a t  t h e  same p r o j e c t  of .. 

i n t e g r a t i n g  ethnography i n t o  h i s t o r y .  Eugen Weber's widely-praised Pensnnts  

i n t o  Frenchmen u s e s  t h e  l o c a l  c h r o n i c l e r s ,  commentators and F o l k l o r i s t s  o f  -- 

t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  and twen t i e th  c e n t u r i e s  a s  proxy e thnographers .  Niche1 

Vovelle and Yves Castan have under taken t h e  c l o s e  in spec t ion  of r o u t i n e  

w r i t t e n  m a t e r i a l s  and iconography f o r  t h e i r  symbolic c o n t e n t ,  and f o r  t h e  

l i g h t  t hey  shed on t h e  sys tems of meanings wi th in  which people  l i v e d  o u t  

t h e i r  l i v e s .  Many o t h e r  v a r i e t i e s  o f  a  broadly  an th ropo log ica l  approach 

t o  h i s t o r i c a l  s u b j e c t  ma t t e r  have appeared i n  t h e  l a s t  decade. Much of 



t h a t  worlr has  been i n i t i a t e d ,  i n s p i r e d ,  publ ic ized o r  a c t u a l l y  done by 

h i s t o r l a n s  c l o s e l y  a s soc ia t ed  wi th  t h e  jou rna l  Annales. 

Let u s  cons ide r  j u s t  two samples of f i r s t - r e t r o s p e c t i v e  ethnography 

which have conle from t h e  mi l i eu  of t h e  Annales. The f i r s t  is  ~ n d r 6  

Burguibre ' s  Bretons d e  Plozi .vet ,  t l ie second Emmanuel Le Roy Ladur i e ' s  %- 

~ a i l l o u ,  v i l l a g e  o c c i t a n .  I n  d i f f e r e n t  ways, both  books i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  

s t r eng t l l s  and t h e  l i m i t s  of t h e  r e c e n t  a l l i a n c e  between h i s t o r y  and anthro-  

pology. 

~ n d r e '  BurgulSre received one of t h e  most f l a t L e r i n g  and cha l l eng ing  

ass ignments  a  h i s t o r i a n  has  received i n  some time. In  1962, a  team of 

g c n e t i c i s t s ,  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s ,  demographers,  s o c i o l o g i s t s  and o t h e r  observ- 

e r s  had descended on a  Breton v i l l a g e .  The v i l l a g e  was Plozdvet :  t h e  

famous I'lod8n1et of Edgar I l o r in ' s  Commune en France. I t  had about  3,800 

Inhab l t an t s .  The group hiid f i xed  on Plozdvet ,  among o t h e r  r ea sons ,  be- 

cause  t h e  r ecu r rence  of a  gene t i ca l ly -based  deformity  ( a  d i sp l aced  h ip )  sug- 

ges ted an endogamous g e n e t i c  i s o l a t e .  O r i g i n a l l y ,  t h e  team had excluded 

h i s t o r y  and I l i s to r i ans  from tlie i nqu i ry .  As t h e  p r o j e c t  wore on, they re-  

c r u i t e d  t h e  h i s t o r i a n  Burguiere  t o  w r i t e  t l ie gene ra l  r e p o r t  of t h e i r  f i nd -  

ings .  Bretons d e  Plozdvet  i s  tlie r e s u l t .  

Burguibre ' s  assignment had t h r e e  p a r t s :  f i r s t ,  t o  w r l t e  t h e  h i s t o r y  

of t h e  r e s e a r c l ~  p r o j e c t ;  second, t o  sum up and (where poss ib l e )  t o  i n t e g r a t e  

t h e  p r o j e c t ' s  d i v e r s e  f i n d l n g s ;  t h i r d ,  t o  w r i t e  t h e  h i s t o r y  of Plozdvet  a s  

a  con tex t  f o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  f ind ings .  He found it e a s i e r  t o  do t h e  

t h i r d  than t h e  second, e a s i e r  t o  do t h e  second than t h e  f i r s t .  The book he  

produced i s  f u l l  o f  va luab le  j u x t a p o s i t i o n s  and i n s i g h t s .  For example, we 

l e a r n  something important  about  t h e  cons t an t  c r e a t i o n  and r e -c rea t ion  o f  

" t r a d i t i o n "  i n  d i scove r ing  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  d e c o r a t i v e  c o i f f e s  worn on t h e  

heads of Breton women were e s s e n t i a l l y  a  product o f  t h e  l a t e r  n i n e t e e n t h  

cen tu ry .  Burgui&re r a i s e s  important  doub t s  a s  t o  whe t l~e r  t h e  v i l l a g e  a s  

such played,  o r  p l ays ,  a  fundamental r o l e  i n  l o c a l  endogamy o r ,  by exten-  

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

But t h e  po in t  h e r e  is n o i  t o  review t h e  i n q u i r y ' s  va r i ed  r e s u l t s .  

The important  t h ing  f o r  p re sen t  purposes i s  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  BurguiEre bad in  

d e v i s i n g ' a n  a n a l y t i c  framework which would be  a t  once adequate  t o  t h e  sub- 

I j e c t  ma t t e r ,  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  t h e  non-h i s to r i ans  on t h e  
I 

i p r o j e c t ,  and f a i t h f u l  t o  h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  c a l l i n g .  BurgutEre devo te s  some 

though t fu l  pages t o  t h a t  c o n f r o n t a t i o n .  Ile p o i n t s  o u t  t h e  problem o r  i n t e -  
I 

g r a t i n g  an  inqu i ry  which began o r i e n t e d  t o  t h e  idea  t h a t  t h e  u l t i m a t e  and 

c o n s t r a i n i n g  r e a l i t y  was i n d i v i d u a l  and b i o l o g i c a l ,  wl~icli  soon brought i n  

r e s e a r c h e r s  who were convinced t h a t  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  had t h e i r  owl h i s -  

t o r i e s  and consequences, and which f ixed  i t s  a t t e n t i o n  on those  a s p e c t s  of 

s o c i a l  r e a l i t y  which could  b e  observed and measured d i r e c t l y .  Burguihre 

searched f o r  an all-encompassing temporal framework, but  f i n a l l y  s e t t l e d  f o r  

an o l d ,  e f f e c t i v e  h i s t o r i c e l  dev ice :  he  organized h i s  account  arou~ld t h e  v i -  

c i s s i t u d e s  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  e l i t e ,  and e s p e c i a l l y  around t h e  f a t e  of a  s i n g l e ,  

i n f l u e n t i a l  family ,  t h e  Le B a i l s .  Thus i n  o r d e r  t o  i n t e g r a t e  h i s  r e t rospec -  

t i v e  ethnography he  had t o  r each  o u t s i d e  t h e  e thnographic  framework. 

Emmanuel Le Roy Ladur i e ' s  Montai l lou remains more complete ly  wi thin  

t h e  conf ines  o f  r e t r o s p e c t i v e  ethnography, a t  t h e  c o s t  of ending up w i t l ~ o u t  a  

gene ra l  a n a l y t i c  framework. Les t  t hose  words sound dep reca t ing ,  l e t  me say 

a t  once t h a t  t h e  book i s  a  joy and a  r e v e l a t i o n .  Montai l lou,  a  smal l  v l l -  

l a g e  i n  t h e  Pyrenees ,  was a  hotbed o f  heresy i n  t h e  l a t e  t h i r t e e n t h  cen tu ry .  

and t h e  o b j e c t  of a  s ea rch ing  inqu i ry  by t h e  I n q u i s i t i o n  i n  t h e  1320s. The 

i n q u i s i t o r ,  t h e  c l e v e r  and p e r s i s t e n t  b ishop ~ h c ~ u e s  Fournier ,  l e f t  behind l 
a  t r a n s c r i p t  o f  h i s  i nques t  which i s  f u l l  of d i r e c t  q u o t a t i o n s  from h i s  in- 

terviews w i t h  t h e  v i l l a g e r s .  



What a  source!  1.e Roy I.adurie t r e a t s  i t  a s  a  volumLnons s e t  of e th-  I 
nographlc  f l e l d  notes .  Ilc adop t s  a  s imple  and r e l a t l v c l y  convent ional  out-  I 
l i n e  fo r  t h e  r epor t  of f i nd ings :  "ecology" ( t h a t  I s ,  s o c i a l  geography), then I 

I 
"archeology" ( t h a t  I s ,  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s ) .  Wi t l~ in  t h e  two major s e c t i o n s ,  

we f ind  c l lnpters  on s tandard e thnographic  t o p i c s :  s e x u a l i t y ,  c o u r t s h i p ,  

marr iage,  l i f e - c y c l e s ,  ga the r ing  p l a c e s ,  forms of s o l i d a r i t y ,  and so  on. 

Le Roy 1.adurie b r ings  t h e  m a t e r i a l  i n t o  b r i l l i a n t  l i g h t  by embedding chunks 

of t h e  t r a n s c r i p t  i n  h i s  t e x t ,  by ingenious  p o r t r a y a l s  of t h e  v i l l a g e ' s  

p r i n c i p a l  c h a r a c t e r s  ( i nc lud ing  t h e  sexua l  adventures  of t h e  l o c a l  p r i e s t ,  

P l e r r e  Clergue) ,  by punctuat ing t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  wi th  unexpected but  o f t e n  

r e v e l a t o r y  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  d i s t a n t  t imes  and c u l t u r e s ,  by an a g i l e  p lay o f  

h y p o ~ h c s i u .  i n fe rence  and specu la t ion .  The r e s u l t  may wel l  be our  most com- 

prchcnsivc  account of t h e  d a i l y  l i f e  of a  medieval v i l l a g e .  Le Roy Ladurie  

g ives  t h e  l l e  LO tile I ~ S s t o r i a n s '  f r equen t  complaint t h a t  t h e i r  sou rces  do 

not pcrmlt  them t o  r econs t ruc t  t h e  vu lga r  d e t a i l s  of everyday ex i s t ence .  

T l ~ e  works of Le Roy Ladurie  and o f  Burguiere  g ive  us env iab le  n~odels  

f o r  t l ~ e  l n t c g r a t i o n  of h i s t o r i c a l  and an th ropo log ica l  concerns .  Yet they 

do no t  r e a l l y  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  convergence of h i s t o r y  and anthropology. 

The d l s c l p l l n e  of anthropology is  f a r  broader  than ethnography. Indeed,  

imporLane segments of t h e  p ro fe s s ion  cons ide r  t h e  s t anda rd  forms o f  

p n r t l c l p a n t  obse rva t ion  t o  be r e l l c s  of t h e  p a s t .  Much o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  

a c t i o n  In a ~ ~ t h r o p o l o g y  concerns  t h e  formal a n a l y s i s  o f  symbolic s t r u c t u r e s ,  

t l ~ e  humanization of b iology and ecology,  t h e  development of evo lu t iona ry  

m d e l s ,  t h e  r igo rous  t reatment  of k insh ip ,  demography and household s t r u c -  

t u r e s .  But tlrey a r e  f o r  t h e  most p o r t  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  ethnography, not  

a d d i t l o n s  Lo i t .  The po r t ion  of anthropology wi th  which French and franco- 

p l ~ l l c  I ~ l s t o r i a n s  have worked most e f f e c t i v e l y  i s  only  a  sma l l  p a r t  of t h e  

f l e l d .  and In some regards  a  backwater.  . . 

Furthermore, t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of h i s t o r i c a l  work on anthropological prac-  I 
t i c e  has  been s l i g h t .  Few a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s  know mucl~ h i s t o r y ,  Pewcr know I 
much about  h i s t o r i c a l  r e sea rch ,  and fewer s t i l l  en~ploy t h e  I ~ l s t o r i n n ' s  I 
models, m a t e r i a l s  o r  i n s i g h t s  i n  t h e i r  own work. The flow oE i n f l u e n c e  be- I 
tween anthropology and h i s t o r y ,  a s  p r a c t i c i n g  d i s c i p l i n e s ,  has  been l a r g e l y  I 
one-way. Under t h e s e  c i rcumstances ,  t o  speak of convergence bctween t h e  I 
f i e l d s  i s  a n  exaggerat ion.  I 
"Socia l  Science His tory"  

Yet something c e l l e d  " s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s to ry"  has  a r i s e n .  T l ~ e r e  is even 

a  j o u r n a l  by t h e  name o f  S o c i a l  Science Hl s to ry ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  J o u r n a l s  o f  

economic h i s t o r y ,  demographic h i s t o r y ,  s o c i s l  h i s t o r y  and t h e  l i k e .  How is 

t h a t  p o s s i b l e ?  The t o p i c s  o f  a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e  f l r s t  volume o f  S o c i a l  Scicnce I 
His to ry  g ive  an idea:  I 

"The I n s t i t u t i o n a l  Context of C r o s s f i l i n g "  

"Urbanization. I n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  and Crime i n  Imper ia l  Germony" 

"The Evolut ion of P u b l i c  Pe rcep t ions  of Adensuer a s  a  H i s t o r i c  
Leader" 

"The Congress ional  Game: A Prospectus"  

"Sampling f o r  a  Study of t h e  Populat ion and Lnnd Use of 
D e t r o i t  i n  1880-1885" 

"The S o c i a l  Punct ions  o f  Voluntary Assoc ia t ions  i n  a  Nineteenth- 
Century American Town" 

"Town and Country i n  Nineteenth-Century Germany: A  Review of Urban- 
Rural  D i f f e r e n t i a l s  i n  Demographic Beahvior" 

"Black Yellow Fever Immunities,  I n n a t e  and Acquired, a s  Revealed 
i n  t h e  American South" 

"The Growth of Engl ish  A g r i c u l t u r a l  P r o d u c t i v i t y  i n  t h c  
Seventeenth  Century" 

"The Changing Context o f  B r i t i s h  P o l i t i c s  i n  t h e  1880s: The 
Reform Acts  snd t h e  Formation of t h e  L i b e r a l  Unionis t  Par ty"  

This  incomplete list shows t h e  v a r i e t y  of t o p i c s  which crowd i n  under 

t h e  name of s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y :  e l e c t i o n s ,  p u b l i c  op in ion ,  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  I 



urhnn s t r u c t u r e ,  f e r t i l i t y ,  d i s e a s e ,  and s o  on. The l i s t  does  not  show 

the  unusual f e a t u r e s  o f  Lhe s t y l e  and con ten t s :  f u l l  of t a b l e s  and graphs ,  

f r e q ~ ~ e n t l y  sllmmorizing r e s ~ l l t s  o r  hypotheses  a s  equa t ions ,  se l f -conscious  

nbo t~ t  techniques o f  a n a l y s i s ,  speaking f r equen t ly  of models, hypotheses  

and problems of measurement, obsessed by comparisons over  time and over  

space.  These a r e  t h e  s t i gma ta  of s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y .  And s o c i o l  

s c l ence  h i s t o r y  is  f l o u r i s h i n g .  

Soc ia l  s c i ence  h i s t o r y  i s  f l o u r i s h i n g  f o r  two main reasons:  1 )  a  

number of s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  have become i n t e r e s t e d  i n  working s e r i o u s l y  wi th  

l l i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l s ;  some of t h e  l e a d e r s  i n  American s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  

a r e  a c t u a l l y  based i n  depar tments  of p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  sociology and economics; , 
2 )  u Pew s p e c i a l  f l e l d s  of l ~ i s t o r y  have inves t ed  heav i ly  i n  soc i a l - sc i ence  I 

approaches t o  t h e i r  problems and t h e i r  evidence.  A sma l l  p ropor t ion  of 

a  l a r ~ e  d i s c i p l i n e ,  augmented by o u t s i d e r s ,  i s  enough people  t o  c r e a t e  

and s u s t a i n  Ll~e i n s t i t u t i o n a l  appa ra tus  of a  sub -d i sc ip l ine .  Of t h e  15 

t o  20 chousnnd p r o f e s s i o n a l  h i s t o r i a n s  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  perhaps a  

Lhousnnd cons ide r  themselves t o  be p r a c t i t i o n e r s  of s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y .  

The s u b d i s c i p l i n e  of s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  is  unusual.  I t  is one 

of  t he  few s p e c l a l t l e s  i n  h i s t o r y  not t o  be de f ined  by a  time, a  p l ace  and 

an a spec t  of s o c i a l  l i f e .  Alshough they come d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  from t h e  

f i e l d s  wl~ich o r e  o the rwi se  known a s  s o c l a l ,  economic and p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y ,  

t h e  t o p i c s  whicl~ comprise s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  do not  form a  l o g i c a l l y  

cohercnt  block. H i s t o r i a n s  have no t  p rev ious ly  considered most of them t o  
simply 

belong toge the r .  Nor o r e  t hey / the  t o p i c s  which come, i n  p r i n c i p l e ,  c l o s e s t  

t o  t he  preoccupat ions  of t he  ad jacen t  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s .  The spread of s o c i a l -  

s c i ence  p r a c t i c e  has  no t  even followed a  p r i n c i p l e  of adjacency wi th in  

I~ l sLory ;  aepuroLe geysers  o f  s o c i a l  s c j e n c e  h i s t o r y  have erupted through 

p l a i n s  of convent ional  h i s t o r i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  

The s u b d i s c i p l i n e  has  o t h e r  p e c u l i a r  f e a t u r e s .  T l ~ e  common l i t e r a t u r e  

t o  which i ts membera a r e  o r i e n t e d  is  r a t h e r  t h i n ,  and mainly me t l~odo log ica l .  

Since  no s i n g l e ,  cohe ren t  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  e x i s t s ,  t h e  h l s t o r i n n s  involved 

a t t e n d  t o  d i f f e r e n t  l i t e r a t u r e s  w i t h i n  the  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s ,  depending 011 

t h e  s p e c i a l  h i s t o r i c a l  t o p i c s  which concern them. Almost a l l  t h e  h i a t o r l o n e  

i n  t h e  d i s c i p l i n e  have d u a l  o r  t r i p l e  a l l e g i a n c e s ,  f o r  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  

being devoted t o  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  a s  sucll , they work i n  s p e c i f i c  

t ime-place f i e l d s ,  and o f t e n  seek  t o  make c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  t h e  s o c i a l  

s c i ence  d i s c i p l i n e s  -- economics, anthropology,  demography, and s o  on -- 
wi th  which they a r e  most c l o s e l y  a s s o c i a t e d .  

People t r a i n e d  o u t s i d e  of h i s t o r y  commonly play l a r g e  r o l e s  i n  

s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y .  Technical  i nnova t ions  f r e q u e n t l y  come from 

o u t s i d e  t h e  s u b d i s c i p l i n e ;  new ways of s t o r i n g  evidence,  new s t a t i s t i c a l  tecllnlques, 

new models o f t e n  migrate  i n  from n o n h i s t o r i c a l  work i n  t h e  ad jacen t  s o c l o l  s c i ences .  

The common ground of s o c i a l  s c i ence  h i s t o r y ,  i n  t h e  l a s t  a n a l y s i s ,  i s  not  

s u b s t a n t i v e ;  i n s t e a d  of being committed t o  common problems, however 

de f ined ,  i t s  members s h a r e  an a t t i t u d e ,  a  r e l a t i o n a h i p . t o  t h e  l ~ l s t o r i c a l  

p ro fe s s ion  a s  a  whole, and a  sma l l  amount of t e c h n i c a l  l o r e .  

I f  t h i s  shaky common ground were t h e  whole o f  s o c i a l  s c i ence  

h i s t o r y ,  one could  r e a d i l y  unders tand t h e  susp ic ion  which g r e e t s  l t  

elsewhere  i n  h i s t o r y ,  and e a s i l y  p r e d i c t  i ts  r a p i d  disappearance.  Wlmt 

g i v e s  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  its s t r e n g t h ,  however, is t h a t  i t  i s  composed 

of a  number.of sma l l e r  c l u s t e r s ,  each of which does  s h a r e  problems, m a t e r i a l s  

and procedures .  As a  p r a c t i c a l  approximation of t h e s e  c l u s t e r s ,  we might 

t a k e  t h e  t o p i c s  o f f i c i a l l y  r ep resen ted  on t h e  program committee of t h e  1979 

meeting of t h e  S o c i a l  Science Hi s to ry  Assoc ia t ion :  Theory; Methods and 

Teaching of S o c i a l  Science Hi s to ry ;  Labor H i s to ry ;  S o c i a l  Structure and 

Mobi l i t y ;  Family Hi s to ry ;  E t h n i c i t y ;  Urban Hi s to ry ;  H i s to ry  of Education; 



Economlc Wlstory; Demography; E l e c t o r a l ,  P a r t y  and L e g i s l a t i v e  Hi s to ry ;  

Bureaucracy; E l i t e s ;  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Re la t ions ;  Diplomatic H i s to ry ;  Violence; 
dozen 

P ~ r b l l c  Disorder ;  Cr iminal  J u s t i c e ;  Legal His tory .  (Among the/members of t h e  

committee, i n c l d e n t o l l y ,  s i x  were based i n  depar tments  of h i s t o r y ,  fou r  i n  

departments oE p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  one i n  a  department of economics and one 

i n  a  department of soc io logy . )  The c l u s t e r s  a r e  of two over lapping kinds:  

h i s t o r i c a l  s p e c i a l t i e s  whlch have long e x i s t e d ,  bu t  which i n  r ecen t  yea r s  

have dcvcloped c l o s e  working r e l a t i o n s h i p s  wi th  one o r  ano the r  of t h e  s o c i a l  

s c l c n c e s ;  s p e c i a l t i e s  which e s s e n t i a l l y  came i n t o  being a s  a  r e s u l t  of 

t l ~ c  i n t e r a c t i o n  of h i s t o r y  and one of t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences .  

In  t h e  f i r s t  ca tegory t h e  most prominent ca se  i s  economic h i s t o r y .  

Durlng thc  1960s. economic h i s t o r i a n s  began adop t ing  economic models and 

cconomctric methods a s  s t anda rd  e lements  of t h e i r  i n t e l l e c t u a l  armnmentsrium; 

i t  i s  now hard t o  e n t e r  t he  f i e l d  st a l l  wi thout  having cons ide rab le  t r a i n i n g  

i n  economics. In t h e  category of new s p e c i a l t i e s ,  t h e  most dramat ic  ca se  

i s  dcmogrophic h i s t o r y .  (Many of its p r a c t i t i o n e r s  c a l l  t he  f i e l d  h i s t o r i c a l  

dcmogrnphy; t h e  changed emphasis i t s e l f  t e l l s  u s  something about  t h e  f i e l d ' s  

c h a r a c t e r ;  s e e  Count 1973.) Although t h e  s p e c i a l t y ' s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  o r i g i n s  

60 back t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  a r i t t ~ m e t i c i a n s  of t h e  e igh teen th  cen tu ry ,  demographic 

. h i s t o r y  has  only  e x i s t e d  a s  a  s u b s t a n t i a l ,  d i s t i n c t i v e  body of knowledge 

s i n c e  the  19608. 

Somewherc between t h e  cases  of economic h i s t o r y  and demographic 

I l l s tory  f a l l  t h e  o t h e r  major e n t e r p r i s e s  of s o c i a l  s c i ence  h i s t o r y :  

quantitative urban h i s t o r y .  t h e  s tudy  of s o c i a l  mob i l i t y ,  and s o  on. 

Each of t h e s e  s p e c t a l t i e s  has  i t s  own r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  some por t ion  of t h e  

s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s ,  and each s h a r e s  some pool of problems, m a t e r i a l s  and 

procedures. Each has  t h e  makings of a  d i s t i n c t  s u b d i s c i p l i n e .  

How Do His to ry  and S o c i a l  Science Coalesce?  

Why t h e s e  a r e a s  and n o t  o t h e r s ?  From a  l o g i c a l  p o i n t  of view, t hey  

a r e  no more obvious cand ida t e s  f o r  social-scientific work than o t h e r  s u b j e c t s  

which hove remained i n h o s p i t a b l e  t o  s o c i a l  s c i ence :  m i l i t a r y  h i s t o r y ,  t h e  

h i s t o r y  of s c i ence ,  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  popular  c u l t u r e ,  a g r i c u l t u r a l  h i o t o r y  

and biography a r e  c a s e s  i n  po in t .  I n  a l l  of t h e s e  f i e l d s ,  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a  

body of r e l a t e d  sys t ema t i c  work somewhere i n  t h e  s o c i n l  s c i e n c e s ,  and o  

s c h o l a r  o r  two have made t h e  e f f o r t  t o  apply  t h e  approaches of s o c i a l  

s c i ence  t o  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  problem. Yet,  u n l i k e  economic h i s t o r y  o r  t h e  

h i s t o r y  of t h e  family ,  t h e s e  f i e l d s  have no t  moved no t i ceab ly  toward t h e  

s o c i a l  s c i ences .  

It is p o s s i b l e ,  i n  p r i n c i p l e ,  t h a t  t h e  exp lana t ion  l i e s  i n  t h e  

r e l a t i v e  power of t h e  i d e a s  and procedures  a v a i l a b l e  i n s i d e  and o u t s i d e  

of h i s t o r y :  f i e l d s  whose gu id ing  i d e a s  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  weak, one rnigl~t t h ink .  

tend t o  succumb t o  s o c i a l - s c i e n t i f i c  enchantment.  I th ink ,  howevcr. t h a t  

i t  has  more t o  do wi th  t h e  c o m p a t i b i l i t y  between t h e  e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e  of 

t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  f i e l d  and t h e  s t y l e s  o f  a n a l y s i s  which p r e v a i l  i n  t h e  

a d j a c e n t  a r e a s  of s o c i a l  s c i ence .  The c r u c i a l  ques t ion  is t h i s :  w i l l  

e x i s t i n g  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  approaches t o  a  g iven problem y l e l d  f r e s h  

and/or  oupe r io r  answers t o  t h e  ques t ions  which h i s t o r i a n s  ore a l r eady  

a sk ing?  I f  t h e  answer is yes ,  and i f  someone wi th  s u f f i c i e n t  c r c d e n t i a l s  

a s  an h i s t o r i a n  t o  a t t r a c t  o t h e r  h i s t o r i a n s '  a t t e n t i o n  demonstra tes  t h e  

way t o  f r e s h  and/or  s u p e r i o r  conc lus ions ,  o t h e r s  fo l low qu ick ly .  Graduate 

s t u d e n t s  begin  proposing i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  t o  conf i rm,  d u p l i c a t e ,  e l a b o r a t e  

o r  r e f u t e  t h e  new conclusions .  S ince  r ev i sed  d o c t o r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n s  

make up t h e  bulk  o f  t h e  monographs pub l i shed  i n  h i s t o r y ,  t h e  new approach 

has  a  cons ide rab le  impact on t h e  books h i s t o r i a n s  a r e  r ead ing  f i v e  o r  

t en  y e a r s  l a t e r .  The e a s l e r  and t h e  more gene ra l  t h e  procedures  involved,  

t he  more qu ick ly  g radua te  s t u d e n t s  and j u n i o r  s c h o l a r s  fol low.  
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Ilie study of American slavery illustrates the point very well. 

l'lle efficiency and profitability of slavery in America's cotton regions 

before the Civil War are crucial problems because they bear directly on 

several fundamental questions: whether southern planters had a strong 

cconomic interest in slavery; whether the Peculiar Institution was likely 

to collapse of its own weight; whether the greater efficiency of northern 

agriculture and of free labor were further threats to the economic viability 

of the South: whether the Civil War was a logical ouLcome of the confrontation 

between incompatible sectional interests. These questions stirred American 

politicians and historians from the time of the Civil War onward. In the 

lntc 19508, however, Mired Conrad and John Meyer began to redefine the 

profitability of slavery as a question of formal economics, and began to 

derive estimates of that profitability from evidence on costs, prices and 

production in the South. Their estimates portrayed slave-powered agriculture 

as a relatively erficient and profitable system. That work shifted the 

terms of the dcbate, and started the stream of econometric research on 

slavery which eventually included the efforts of Robert Fogel, Stanley 

Engermrn, Cavin Wrlgiit, Richard Sutch and a number of other expert economists. 

Altl~ougli non-economists such as Eugene Genovese and Herbert Gutman continued 

to play important parts in the assessment of the character and consequences 

of American slavery, the proposal of an economic answer to an old historical 

question opened the way to an invasion of thnt part of history by economists. 

The invasion resembled the great migrations of the Mongols or the 

Normans: although tlieir arrival deeply transformed the social structure at 

their destination, eventually the newcomers and the older settlers assimilated 

to each other. The economists began by acting as if they were simply 
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going to incorporate American economic history into neo-clnasicnl economics. 

and leave nothing worthwhile for the hlatorians to do. Evcntunlly, however, 

the economists began to respond to the peculiarities of the American 

nineteenth century, even to interest themselves in the bistorlcnl problems 

posed by that time and place. At the same time, historians began to learn 

the strengths and weaknesses of econometric analysis, even on occasion LO 

learn how to do it. As Eugene Genoveae once put it: 

. . . the finest products of the new school have transformed thcmselves 
from economists who work on data from the past into economic 

historians in the full sense -- into historians who are primarily 
concerned with economic processes within larger social processes 

and who therefore struggle to define the extent to which economic 

processes are autonomous and the ways in which tlicy are contingent. 

The better traditional historians, analogously, did not dcny a 

degree of autonomy to the economic sector and did not reject tlic 

new methods; they tried to take full account of the new work while 

reevaluating the relationship between economic behavior and social 

behavior as a whole (Genovese 1975: 533). 

By 1978 -- twenty years after Conrad and Meyer -- Gavin Wright was prefacing 
an important econometric study of the Cotton South with the declaration that 

the fruits of econometric economic history "have frequently been valuable 

and stimulating, but I now believe that it is a mistake for economic history 

to define itself merely as economics applied to old data. Instead, economic 

history offers a distinctive intellectual approach to the study of economics, 

a view of the economic world in which historical time plays a fundamental 

role" (Wright 1978: xiii) . 



An~erican economlc h i s t o r y  is i n  no sense  r e v e r t i n g  t o  t h e  s t a t u s  

quo a n t e .  Any h i s t o r i a n  who now wants t o  be heard on t h e  v i a b i l i t y  of 

s l a v e r y  o r  any number of o t h e r  t o p i c s  i n  nineteenth-century h i s t o r y  has  

t o  be f a n ~ l l i a r  w i th  t h e  econometric work on t h e  s u b j e c t ,  and may w e l l  have 

t o  under take some econometric a n a l y s i s  o f  h i s  own. The b a s i c  t r a i n i n g  

in t h e  f l e l d  now inc ludes  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  amount of economics; indeed many 

of t h e  new people i n  t h e  f i e l d  a r e  g e t t i n g  t h e i r  t r a i n i n g  i n  depar tments  

o i  economics. But fou r  f u r t h e r  changes have taken t h e  f i e l d  p a s t  t h e  

po in t  s t  w l ~ i c l ~  It seemed t h a t  economic h i s t o r y  might simply van i sh  i n t o  

economics : 

1. The economists began t.o a c t  a s  i f  t h e  t ime and p l a c e  -- t h e  
l i l s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g  -- s i g n i f i c a n t l y  cons t r a ined  t h e  ope ra t ion  of 
economic p rocesses  which had p rev ious ly  appeared t o  be t i ~ n e l e s s  
and u n i v e r s a l .  

2 .  The economists began t o  respond t o  t h e  ques t ions  h i s t o r i a n s  
i n  gene ra l  were a sk ing  about  t h e  time and p l ace .  

3.  The h i s t o r i a n s  became s u f f i c i e n t l y  f a m i l i a r  w i th  t h e  procedures ,  
products  and p i t f a l l s  of econometric work tha t .  they could a s s i m i l a t e  
and c r i t i c i z e  its r e s u l t s .  

4 .  His to r i ans  and economists a l i k e  began t o  i d e n t i f y  problems t h a t  
were c r u c i a l ,  but  no t  e a s i l y  handled by t h e  a v a i l a b l e  economics. 

I n  t h e  p rocess ,  a s  Genovese says ,  a  d i s t i n c t  s p e c i a l t y  of economic h i s t o r y  -- 
n e i t h e r  s t r l c t l y  economics nor s t r i c t l y  h i s t o r y  -- began t o  form. 

Tlie changing h i s to r iog raphy  of s l a v e r y  provides  a  paradigm f o r  t h e  

d i f f u s i o n  of s o c i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  approaches i n t o  h i s t o r i c a l  i nqu i ry .  S i m i l a r ,  

l e s s  complete,  t r ans fo rma t ions  have occurred i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  s tudy  of 

family s t r t l c t u r e ,  c i t i e s ,  s o c i a l  c l a s s  and a  number of o t h e r  t o p i c s .  

That h igh ly  s e l e c t i v e  coalescence of p o r t i o n s  of h i s t o r y  wi th  segments of: 

t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  accounts  f o r  t h e  c u r i o u s  s t r u c t u r e  of s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  

h i s t o r y  a s  a  whole: i n s t e a d  o f  be ing  t h e  edge of t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  a s  

a  whole wi th  h i s t o r y  a s  a  whole, i t  i s  s c o l l e c t i o n  of many d i f f e r e n t  edges. 

S t i l l ,  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r i a n s  have t h e  common ground o f  

p r i s o n e r s  of war: t h e  comon  ground which r e s u l t s  from o r i g i n a t i n g  i n  

one broad t r a d i t i o n ,  and being confronted wi th  ano the r .  On t h e  one s i d e ,  

t h e r e  i s  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  w i th  i ts r o o t i n g  of n n n l y s i s  i n  a  time 

and a  p l a c e  by means of a  de f ined  s e t  o f  products ,  mostly t e x t s ,  of t h a t  

t ime and p l ace .  On t h e  o t h e r  s i d e ,  t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i f i c  t r a d i t i o n ,  w i th  

i ts d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  f e a t u r e s :  e x p l i c i t  concep tua l i za t ion  and modeling of 

t h e  phenomena under s tudy ;  a  s t r o n g  emphasis on measurement; t h e  d e l i b e r a t e  

u se  of comparison, o f t e n  q u a n t i t a t i v e  comparison, t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  s t r e n g t l ~  

and d i r e c t i o n  of important  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  The a t t empt  t o  r e c o n c i l e  t h e s e  

two t r a d i t i o n s  g i v e s  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e  h i s t o r y  a  c e r t a i n  methodological  un i ty .  

The s u b d i s c i p l i n e  a l s o  b e a r s  a  pa radox ica l  s t r a i n  of populism. 

Pa radox ica l ,  because  o t h e r  h i s t o r i a n s  o f t e n  r e s i s t  t h e  numbers and a b s t r a c t i o n s  

of t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences  on t h e  ground t h a t  they a r e  inhumane. Yet i n  f i e l d  

a f t e r  f i e l d  t h e  appea l  o f  s o c i a l - s c i e n t i f i c  approaches has  been t h a t  they 

f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  b r ing ing  of o rd inn ry  people  back i n t o  t h e  b i s t o r i c o l  r eco rd ,  

permit  t h e  h i s t o r i a n  t o  r e scue  them from a b s t r a c t i o n  and t o  gnin  a  s ense  

of t h e  day-to-day c o n d i t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  l i v e s .  Ordinary people  l eave  few 

d i a r i e s ,  l e t t e r s  and nove l s ,  bu t  t h e i r  expe r i ences  l eave  documentary evidence 

none the l e s s .  The documentary evidence shows up i n  b i r t h  c e r t i f i c a t e s ,  

marr iage c o n t r a c t s ,  n o t a r i z e d  t r a n s a c t i o n s ,  c o n s c r i p t i o n  r e g i s t e r s ,  t a x  r o l l s ,  

r e n t  books, censuses ,  c a t e c h e t i c a l  r eco rds  and o t h e r  r o u t i n e  sou rces .  One 
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of the greatest contributions of the social sciences to historical practice 

l~ns been to suggest means of combining the fugitive mentions of individuals 

ill such sources into biographies -- individual biogrnpl~ies, and collective 
ones as well. 

The most obvlous example of that populist use of collective biography 

is one we have already discussed: the systematic study of political militants 

and revolutio~~ary crowds. In the 1950s, Albert Soboul, ~ 8 r e  ~dnnesson, 

Richard Cobb, George ~ u d k  and otl~er students of revolutionary France followed 

the lead of Ceorges Lefcbvre in attempting exhaustive enumerations and descrip- 

Lions of different Important groups of activists. Their quantitative work was 

very simple and not very extensive, but it demonstrated the existence of 

abundant evidence concerning ordinary participants in the Revolution. Although 

enLlrely non-q~mntltative, the rich essays of E.P. Thompson and E.J. Hobsbawm 

on the lives of workers likewise displayed the promise of I~istory "from the 

bottom up". It dld not take social scientists long to see that the resulting 

rcdcfinition of the historical agenda gave them an opportunity to apply their 1 
! 

CIWII skills to tl~e available evidence. A segment of social science history 

devoted to tl~e study of crowds, militants and ordinary workers grew up. 

Tile growth of demographic history was in some ways contrary to that 

of crowd st~~dles, yet it produced a similar result. While the urge to study 

crowds originated wlthin !~istory, the historical study of vital processes 

grew very largely from the concerns of demographers. French demographer 

1.ouis Henry, In particular, sought to pinpoint the conditions under which 

dellberate fertility limitation became part of a way of life. The search 

for the origins of unreversed declines in fertility has long been one of 

. 
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demography's dominant preoccupations. llenry's pivotal insight wns to realize 

that the same sorts of materials that antiquarians used for the construction 

of genealogies would, with great care, yield fine measures of fertility, 

mortality and nuptiality. He and his collaborators developed a form of 

collective biography -- "family reconstitution" -- uslng the registers OF 
births, deaths and marriages the Catholic Church had established for its 

parishioners. The method yielded important results, includjng indications 

of much greater variability in pre-industrial fertility than had previously been 

thought to be the case. Other research groups elsewhere (notobly the group 

working with economic historian E.A. Wrigley and intellectual historian 

Peter Laslett at Cambridge University) took up similar inquiries. The 

early agenda was largely demographic; it was,,in essence, an effort to modify 

and refine the theory of demographic transition. 

The crossover into history occurred when Wrigley, Pierre Coubert 

and other economic historians began to interpret fluctuating vital rates 

as indicators of welfare, and to examine the covariation of demographic 

fluctuations with swings in the economy. Coubert, for example, traced 

the devastating effect of periodic food sl~ortages on the death rate in 

parishes of the Beauvais region, as well as the remorkable recuperation 

of fertility once the crisis was past. That line of analysis articulated 

neatly with the already-established interpretation of French economic 

history as a series of well-defined cycles. In France and elsewhere, the 

inquiry broadened from there: some investigators refined the study of 

demographic processes, others worked at bringing other routinely-produced 

documents into the analysis of everyday experience, still others concentrated 

on the connections between demographic processes and their economic context. 

By this 'time, formal demography. economic modeling and statistical analysis 
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were hecoming commonplaces in this particular branch of historical researcl~. 

A new vorlety of social science history was emerging. 

Is Cl)~~antification the Essence? 

In Field after field, the lending edge of the change was some form 

of clunntificatlon. Uecnuse of that uniformity, many non-quantitative 

lilstorians mistook the prow for the whole ship: they thought that quantification 

was the essence of the new movement, that its proper name was "quantitatlve 

I~lstory", that its practitioners claimed everything could and should be 

counted. The advocates themselves compounded the misunderstanding. They 

dellgl~ted in showlng how much historical reasoning which appears in non-numerical 

prose is nonetheless crudely quantitative: more or less, growing or contracting. 

crisis or continuity recur throughout historical writing. Each of them has an 

implicitly quantitative content (cf. Fogel 1975). Such arguments invite 

deliberate quantlficotion. 

The point is important, for it provides the demonstration that the 

quantifiers are not simply amusing (or abusing) themselves, but pursuing 

slgniflcant questions which are already on the historical agenda. Yet the 

argument is misleading, for two reasons: 

1. available quantitative models and statistical techniques are 

inadequate to deal with many of the more-or-less statements 

whicl~ do, indeed, abound in historical argument; 

2 .  quantification is only the most visible piece of a much 

lnrgcr analytical apparatus -- an apparatus of deliberate 
conceptualization, explicit modeling, painstaking measurement 

and  elf-conscious comparison. 

Tl~e defense of quantification therefore both oversells and understates the 

likely impact of social-scientific approaches on historical practice. 

Partly because of the inevitable discrepancy between early claims 

and later realities, leaders of the movement toward social science have 

recently taken to writing disclaimers. The disclaimers commonly say, in 

effect, "I never promised you a rose garden." In 1.975, we find Lawrence 

Stone, one of the pioneers of quantification in Englisl~ history, portraying 

most of the social sciences as treacherous allies on their way to internal. 

collapse. He deplores the heedless adoption of quantification, especially 

as the core of large-scale research.projects and specialized graduate programs. 

He castigates the excesses of psychohistory. And he criticizes the tendency 

to apply aimple, one-way, causal explanations to the complexities of hlstory. 

"The basic objection to these threats to the l~lstorical profession," 

declares Stone, "is that they all tend to reduce the study of man, and the 

explanation of change, to a simplistic, mechanistic determinism based on 

some preconceived theoretical notion of universal applicability, regardless 

of time and space, and allegedly verified by scientific laws and scientific 

methods" (Stone 1977: 38). "It may be." he continues. 

that the time has come for the historian to reassert the importance 

of the concrete, the particular and the circumstantial, as well ns 

the general theoretical model and the procedural inslght; to be 

more wary of quantification for the sake of quantification; to be 

suspicious of vast cooperative projects of staggering cost; to 

stress the critical importance of a strict scrutiny of the reliability 

of sources; to be passionately determined to combine both quantitative 

and qualitative data and methods as the only reliable way even to 

approach truth about so odd and unpredictable and irrational a 

creature as nian; and to display a becoming modesty about the validlty 

of our discoveries in this most diffic~~lt of disciplines" (Stone 

1977: 39). 
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Veterans of revival mcetings will immediately recognize this passage 

as a deployment of the "Sinner, Bewarel" technique: the preacher fixes 

Ills gaze over Ll~c congregation's head, points a prophetic finger, and 

EorecasLs doom for unrepentant sinners. He nnmes no names, and the sins 

In clucstion appenr as ominous labels -- lust, greed, gluttony -- rather 
than colicrete actions. Most of the congregation receive the double thrill 

of self-satisfaction and righteous indignation, a few thin-skinned souls 

fcel guilty, and the emptiness of the condemnation passes unnoticed. No 

rendcr, after all, is likely to cheer "quantification for the sake of 

clunntlfication", much less "projects of staggering cost". The social 

scientists and historians who are the objects of these 

complaints are likely to reply, hurt and puzzled, "Who, 

mc?" Pew readers will dare deny the importance of the concrete, the value of 

strict scrutiny of the sources, the attractiveness of modesty, and so on. 

Yet Stone's sermon is a disservice to historians. It is a disservice because 

it misrcperesents how the interaction between history and the social sciences 

has usually worked itself out, and misstates the choices now before the 

profession. The critical choice, indeed, is one I have barely mentioned: 

whether to l~elp the social scientists make proper use of historical materials 

and historical analysis. 

Sociology Reaches for llistory 

'Il~e choice is more critical today because several social science 

disciplines which had long operated far from history -- notably anthropology, 

sociology and political scicnce -- have recently reached out to reestablish 
their historlcal connections. Let us focus on sociology. The discipline of 

sociology grew out of history, via large schemes designed to place all 

historical expericnce into coherent master sequences. Auguste Comte's 

Theologlcnl, Mctaphyslcal and Positive stages of thought and Herbert 

Spencer's grand evolution of humnn societies were simply two of the most 

prominent among many such schemes. Since Comte coined the term sociology 

and Spencer gave it wide currency, however, the two schemes helped define 

the infant discipline. Quickly the historical content drained out of 
I 

I sociology in favor of an effort to create a timeless natural science of 

I society. Although Max Ueber and some of his successors were zealous 
!I 

historical practitioners, on the whole twentieth-century sociologists 

committed themselves to the study of the present; they sl~owed leas and 

less inclination to consider history important, either as a set of 

influences on contemporary social processes or as a field of inquiry 

worthy of sociological attention. 

Yet in the 1960s and, especially, in the 1970s. sociologists 

did begin to reach for history. llistoricnl analyses of industrinlizntion. 

of rebellion, of family structure began to appear in the journals that 

sociologists read. Departments of sociology began hiring specialists 

in something called "historical and comparative analysis". Sociological 

authors began to write as if when something happened seriously affected 

how it happened. Some few sociologists actually began to lenrn the - 
basic historical skills: archival exploration, textual analysis and the 

like. History began to matter. 

What happened? Among many strands. I see two as strongest. First, 

the social scientific work which had been proceeding in history doubled 

back on the social sciences. The successes of historical demography provided 

a model for contemporary students of marriage and the family as well as for 

other demographers. Historical studies of crime, of voting, of urban 

structure, of social mobility were sufficiently fruitful and/or provocative 

with respect to prevailing sociological doctrines that sociologists started 

to think of them as more than mere tours de force. Second (nnd more important), 

disillusion with models of modernization and developn~ent turned students of 

large-scale social change toward history. 



The disillusion with developmental theories followed a decade or two 

of enthusiasm after Wor1.d War 11. During the palmy days of developmentalism, 

western cconomlsts hoped to export the secrets of economic growth to the 
I 

"underdeveloped" world, and sociologista imagined other forms of development -- 

polltical, social, educational, urban, and so on -- to accompany the economic 
growth. The reaction against developmental theories had several different 

origins. Development of any sort proved difficult to engineer: capital 

acc~~mulation, family planning, land reform and other desiderata of development 

turned out to meet more powerful resistance, and to have more extensive 

polltical ramlfications, than optimistic western theories promised. The 

.theories themsclvcs fell on hard times: on the whole, they were inadequate 

to Lhe task of explaining what was.actually happening in the Third World. 

Their polltical premlsea -- especially the implication that western-style 

party politics was an inevitable, desirable concomitant of other forms of 

development -- excited the anger of Third World intellectuals and powerholders 

alike. Among other things, the standard conceptions of political development 

clashed with the explanation of the disadvantages of poor countries as 

consequcnces of western imperialism; that was, after all, an attractive 

al.ternative in che many former colonies that were acquiring statehood 

and ~lndertaklng planned natlonal development. In the course of the widespread 

opposltion to American warmaking in Southeast Asia during the 1960s. many 

social scientlsLs in the West (including the United States) became aware 

of, and sympathetic to, the anti-imperial and neo-Marxist alternatives 

to development theories. They even began to contribute to the building of 

those alternative theorles themselves. Developmentalism fell into disrepute. 

But why and how were the alternatives to developmentalism historical? 

Largely because, in one way or another, they portrayed the current situation 

of poor countries as the outcome of a long, slow, historically specific 

process of conquest, exploitation and control. Thus ~ndre/~under Frank and 

other students of Latin America spoke of "underdevelopment" not as the 

primeval condition from which the still-poor areas of the world had to be 

rescued, but as a product of the dependency of their economies on those of 

the world's dominant powers. "[Tlbe expansion of the capitalist system 

over the past centuries." wrote Gunder Frank, 

effectively and entirely penetrated even the apparently most isolated 

sectors of the underdeveloped world. Therefore, the economic, 

political. social. and cultural institutions and relations we now 

observe there are the products of the historical development of 

the capitalist system no less than are the seemlngly more modern 

or capitalist features of the national metropoles of these 

underdeveloped countries. Analogously to the relations between 

development and underdevelopment on tlie international level, tlie 

contemporary underdeveloped institutions of the so-called backward 

or feudal domestic areas of an underdeveloped country are no less 

the product of the single historical process of capitalist development 

than are the so-called capitalist institutions of the supposedly 

more progressive areas (Gunder Frank 1972: 4-5). 

Such an argument denied the idea of a developmental 

process which repeated itself over and over in different parKS of the world, 

denied the division of the vorld into "traditional" and "modern" sectors, 

with the modern transforming the traditional into itself, denied the validity 

of any analysis which took a single self-contained society as Its unit of 

analysis. All these denials moved analysts of the contemporary world closer 

to an explanation of the present as the outcome of an historically specific 

struggle for power and profit. The fact that Marx and Lenin provided the 

theoretical linchpins of the whole alternative system of thought further 

promoted the concern with history. 



A prestigious example of the move toward Itistory appears in the 

work of Immanuel Wallerstein. Wallerstein, an Africanist, published 

sympathetic studies of decolonization: Africa: The Politics of Independence, 

The Road to Independence: Ghana and the Ivory Coast, and others. As of 

1966, he was arguing that 

Lhe imposition of colonial administration created new social structures 

which took on with time increasing importance in the lives of all 

Lhose llving in Lhem. The rulers of the colonial system, as those 

of all social systems, engaged in various practices for their own 

survival and fulfillment which simultaneously resulted in creating 

movements which in the long run undermined the system. In the 

case of the colonial situation, what emerged as a consequence of 

the social change wrought by the administration was a nationalist 

movement whlch eventually led a revolution and obtained independence 

Wallerstein 1966: 7). 

In hls arguments of the time, history's role was limited: in any particular 

colony, the pasL practices of the colonizers accounted for the current 

political situation. Later, Wallerstein came to see the entire 

sequence of colonization, exploitation and decolonization as part of a 

single historical process: the incorporation of peripheral areas into 

thc evpandlng capitalist world-system. 

Wallerstein tells us that he first explored western history in 

a search for parallels with the African experience, in hopes of identifying 

a standard process of modernization. But the difficulties of drawing 

boundaries around the societies in question, of identifying the stages in 

their development and of making meaningful comparisons of seventeenth-century 

with twentieth-century states eventually came to seem more than technical 

problems to overcome; they grew into fundamental objections to the enterprise. 

"It was at this point," writes Wallerstein, "that I abandoned the idea 

altogether of taking either the sovereign state or that vaguer concept. 

the national society, as the unit of analysis. I decided that neither one was 

a social system and that one could only speak of social. change in social 

systems. The only social system in this scheme wos the world-system" (Wallerstein 

1974: 7). By this path he arrived at a deeply historical conception of 

the problem, in which what happened before made all the difference to what 

happened next.'That new conception drew the onetime Africanist back to 

a general study of the origins of the capitalist world-system in the European 

sixteenth century. 

Since the time of Rosa Luxemburg and Nikolai Bukharin, the idea of 

a capitalist world-economy has been a standard tool of Marxist analysis 

(see Palloix 1971). Gunder Frank's idea of the "development of underdevelopment" 

falls squarely into the tradition. Easter European historians such as Marion 

Malowist have long used a similar set of ideas to explain the connections 

between the commercial capitalism of northwestern Europe and the agrarian 

economies of the East during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. By 

virtually dissolving the national economy into the world-system, Wallerstein 

simply takes an extreme Luxemburgian position. Nor does he undertake 

original archival research to establish his position; The Modern World-System 

summarizes the writings of many ocher historians. Wallerstein's special 

contribution is to propose a synthesis -- a synthesis between a well-known 
line of thought about the capitalist world-economy and Fernand Braudcl's 

bold treatment of the entire Mediterranean during the formative years of 

European capitalism as a single, interdependent system. (This conjunction 

makes it less surprising that the enthusiastic comments on the book's 

dust-jacket came from Pernand Braudel, Eric Wolf and ~ n d r g  Gunder Frank.) 

He then sets out to write the long-lacking narrative of the world-economy's 

historical development. In his swing from single-country scudies of 
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a quest for regularities in the collective action of particular historical 

eras. 

For our own era, the two master processes are no doubt the expansion 

of capitalism and the growth of national states and systems of states. The 

expansion of capitalism combined the accumulation of capital with proletarianization 

of producers; increasingly workers with little or no capital sold their labor 

powcr to people who controlled substantial capital, and who decided how the 

capital and labor would be combined for their profit. From a small European 

base, the cnpitalists extended their decision-making power to the entire world. 

Wallerstein's Thc Modern World-System sums up one major interpretation 

of how that process worked, but there are others, notably the idea that 

capitalism was a sorL of invention which worked so well that one country 

oftcr another adopted it. The historical problem is, then, to determine 

why and how capital accumulation-cum-proletarianization occurred, why and 

how the system of productive relations expanded, and what were the consequences 

of that expansion. Time is of the essence, historical analysis indispensable 

to the enterprise. Yet there remains room for the classic problems which 

have concerned students of "modernizationt!:.why, how and with what effects 

production moved ineo large, capital-intensive organizations; what caused 

the industrial. city to come into being; what happened to the peasantry, and 

so on. All these follow easily from the historical analysis of capitalism's 

development. 

As counterpoint to that analysis, we have the growth of national 

states and systems of states. An organization is a e, let us say, in 

so far as a) It controls the principal organized means of coercion in some 

territory; b) that territory is large and contiguous; c) the organization is 

differentiated from other organizations operating in the same territory; 

d) it is autonomous; e) it is centralized; and f) its divisions are formally 

coordinated wit11 cach other. In that sense of the word, states were rare 
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phenomena anywhere in the world before a few hundred years ago. Yet 

by the twentieth century states had become the dominant organizations 

almost everywhere in the world. What is more, states struggled with eacl~ 

1 other, borrowed each other's organizational innovations, formed hierarchies 

and interdependent clusters, worked collectively at creating new states, 

containing old states, and realigning the weaker states to meet the 

I 
interests of the stronger. In short, not only states but systems of 

I states came to.dominate the world. 

Again the historical analysis begins with the Europe of the Kenaissnnce, 

fragmented into hundreds of nominally autonomous political units, none of 

them resembling a twentieth-century national state. For convenience, without 

i insisting stubbornly on the distinction, we can distinguish between the 

I internal and the external history of statemaking: how particular organizntions 
I 

grew up which asserted dominance over their "own" populations, how those 

organizations established their power with respect to competing organizations 

outside. Warmaking then becomes crucial on both sides of the divide: internally, 

as the activity which drove the statemakers to tax, conscript, commandeer and 

disarm a subject population, and thus build up their coercive power; externally, 

as the primary means by which statemakers established their exclusive rights 

within their own areas, expanded those areas, and reshaped the form, personnel 

and policies of other states. How states acquired control over education. 

welfare, marriage, natural resources, economic activity poses the next round 

of questions. We move easi.1~ to the examination of the central problems 

of contemporary political sociology: to what extent and how the economical.l.y 

I dominant classes control the political apparatus as well; under what conditions 

I 
I a national population is active, organized and informed with respect to 



na t ionn l  p o l i t i c s ;  how r i o t s ,  r e b e l l i o n s  and r e v o l u t i o n s  occu r ,  and s o  f o r t h .  

BIIL we t ake  up tlie problems wi th  s d i f f e r e n c e .  We t ake  up t h e  a n a l y s i s  of 
! 

power, of p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  of r e b e l l i o n  a s  h i s t o r i c a l  problems, u l t i m a t e l y  

aLtachLng Lllem t o  t h c  expansion of c a p i t a l i s m  and t h e  growth of systems 

of n a t i o n a l  s t a t e s .  

Cap i t a l i sm and s ta temaking provide t h e  con tex t  f o r  an h i s t o r l c a l l y -  
1 

grounded a n a l y s i s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n :  of t h e  ways t h a t  people  a c t  t oge the r  

In p u r s ~ ~ l L  of shared i n t e r e s t s .  Grounding t h e  a n a l y s i s  h i s t o r i c a l l y  aga in  

means f l c e l n g  u n i v e r s a l  cn t egor l e s .  In s t ead  of t h e  e t e r n a l  behavior  of 1 
crowds,  he p a r t i c u l a r  forms of a c t i o n  people  u se  t o  advance c la ims o r  1 

I 

r e g i s ~ e r  gr ievances .  In s t ead  of laws of s o c i a l  movements, t h e  emergence I 
1 I I 

oE thc  s o c i a l  movement a s  a  p o l i t i c a l  phenomenon. In s t ead  of power i n  

gene ra l .  t he  moda l i t i e s  of power w i t h i n  a  c e r t a i n  mode of product ion.  

Cap i t a l i sm and s ta temaking provide ano the r  s o r t  of grounding a s  w e l l .  
I 

For t h e i r  rhythms and d i r e c t i o n s  dominated t h e  changes i n  c o l l e c t i v e  

a c t i o ~ ~ ' s  t h r e e  fundamental components: t h e  i n t e r e s t s  around which people  

wcre prcparcd t o  o rgan ize  and a c t ;  t h e i r  capac i ty  t o  a c t  on those  i n t e r e s t s ;  

and Llie o ] > ~ ~ o r t u n i t y  t o  defend o r  advance those  i n t e r e s t s  c o l l e c t i v e l y .  

Concrete ly ,  we f ind  ou r se lves  examining how and why s t r i k e s  became s t anda rd  

v e h l c l e s  f o r  lnhor-management s t r u g g l e s ,  t h e  ways i n  which t h e  expanding 

I I 
inLcrvent ion of s t a t e s  i n  everyday l i f e  (by t ax ing ,  d r a f t i n g ,  r e g u l a t i n g  

o r  s e l z l n g  con t ro l  of c rops )  e x c i t e d  r e s i s t a n c e  from peasan t s  and a r t i s a n s ,  

t h e  conditions under which pa t ron -c l i en t  networks l o s t  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  

e f f e c ~ i v e n e s s ,  and s i m i l a r  problems. These problems a r e ,  t o  my mind, s u f f i c i e n t l y  

brood and important  t o  compensate s o c i o l o g i s t s  f o r  t h e  f a l l  from t ime le s s  
I 

un ive r sa l i sm t h e i r  p u r s u i t  e n t a i l s .  And they have t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  compensation I 

I 
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of b r ing ing  t h e  s o c i o l o g i s t  i n t o  t h e  r i c h  h i s t o r i c a l  res idl lcs  of everyday 

s o c i a l  l i f e .  The s o r t s  of r e s i d u e s ,  f o r  example, t h a t  we enco l~n te red  a t  

t h e  s t a r t  of tlie d i scuss ion ,  i n  t h e  Hercure f r a n s o i s .  

Let us  r e t u r n  t o  t h e  Mercure, t o  s e e  where a  program of l i l s t o r i c n l  

a n a l y s i s  l e a d s  us. Now we can r e v e r s e  t h e  ang le  of our  approach. E a r l i e r  - 
we looked a t  a  t e x t ,  and asked whet i t  could t e l l  us  about  t h e  e r a .  Now 

we a r e  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  t o  a s k  how t h e  evidence i n  t h e  t e x t  b e a r s  on t h e  

a n a l y s i s  of c a p i t a l i s m ,  ataternaking and c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  P ropc r ly  r ead ,  

t h e  Hercure f a i r l y  b u r s t s  w i th  r e l e v a n t  evidence.  

I n  1615, Louis XI11 (son and successo r  of t h e  a s s a s s i n a t e d  Henry I V )  

was fou r t een  yea r s  o l d ;  h i s  mother. Marie de  Medici,  was r egen t .  Louls and 

Msrie faced t h r e e  l i nked  cha l l enges  from w i t h i n  h i s  t u r b u l e n t  kingdom. 

The g r e a t  sovereign c o u r t e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  Parlement of P a r i s ,  were t r y i n g  

t o  c o n s o l i d a t e  t h e i r  own autonomy by such means a s  gua ran tee ing  t h e  h e r e d i t y  

of o f f i c e s ,  and t o  extend t h e i r  power t o  review and v e t o  r o y a l  a c t i o n s .  l'hc k i n g ' s  

c l o s e  k in  and r i v a l  p r inces ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  P r ince  of ~ o n d b ,  a l t e r n a t e d  between 

grudging acquiescence and armed r e b e l l i o n .  P r o t e s t a n t  c o n s i s t o r i e s  i n  Guyenne 

were o rgan iz ing  t o  r e s i s t  by f o r c e  t h e  very Ca tho l i c  marr iages  of t h e  king t o  

a  Spanish p r i n c e s s  and of h i s  s i s t e r  t o  t h e  Spanish crown p r ince .  The resistance 

of t h e  c o u r t s  depr ived t h e  king of t h e i r  s anc t ion  f o r  new t axes  wi th  wh ic l~  t o  

pay t h e  t roops  r equ i r ed  t o  put  d a m  t h e  r e b e l l i o n s .  The king and t h e  Quecn 

Mother turned t o  c r u e l  o l d  exped ien t s ,  such a s  e x p e l l i n g  a l l  p r a c t i c i n g  Jews 

and c o n f i s c a t i n g  t h e i r  p rope r ty .  Meanwhile, t h e  r e b e l l i o u s  p r inces  faced a  

p a r a l l e l  problem: how t o  squeeze t h e  wherewithal f o r  expensive  armies  from a  

r e l u c t a n t  popu la t ion ,  w i thou t  d r i v i n g  t h e  popu la t ion  i t s e l f  i n t o  r e b e l l i o n  

a g a i n s t  +. On t h e  22d of October 1615, t h e  army of tl ie p r i n c e s  



- 8 1  - 
went t o  lodge themselves a t  t h e  l i t t l e  c i t y  of Espougny, two l eagues  

from Auxerre. The in l l ab i t an t s  wanted t o  hold them o f f ,  bu t  t h e  c i t y  

was forced and p i l l a g e d .  People  have w r i t t e n  t h a t  r ape  and v io l ence ,  

more than barbarous ,  took p l ace ,  i n  t h e  church a s  w e l l  a s  e lsewhere .  

Complaints and murmurs reached a l l  t h e  way t o  t h e  P r ince  and t o  t h e  

Duke of  Mayenne. They had two s o l d i e r s ,  accused of r ape  and v io l ence ,  

I 

hanged (Mercure Cranfois  1615: 260). I 

IJhca they had t o  (which was o f t e n ) ,  t h e  p r i n c e s  l e t  t h e  t roops  wres t  t h e i r  
I 

food, lodging,  arms and sexua l  s a t i s f a c t i o n  from t h e  l o c a l  populat ion;  when 

tile e x a c t i o n s  th rea t ened  t o  t u r n  t h e  l o c a l s  i n t o  r e b e l s ,  t h e  m i l i t a r y  

commanders checked t h e i r  t roops  by means of exemplary punishment. When they 

could ,  t h e  p r inces  e s t a b l i s h e d  a  more r e g u l a r  system of t a x a t i o n ,  p a r a l l e l  

t o  t h a t  of t h e  king. As t h e  Elercure's w r i t e r  commented, 

I t  i s  very hard on t h e  poor peasan t s  t o  be  trampled by t h e  m i l i t a r y ,  

and t o  pay a  double t a i l l e  a s  w e l l ;  they were obl iged t o  do s o  by 

t h e  revenue o f f i c e s  s e t  up by thf  P r inces  i n  t h e  provinces  of 

Plcardy,  I l e  d e  France, Champagne, Auxerrois ,  Berry, Touraine and 

Anjou below t h e  Loire .  The o f f i c e s  s e n t  t h e i r  g a r r i s o n s  t o  s e i z e  

t h e  r i c h e s t  peasan t s ,  and held  them p r i s o n e r  u n t i l  they had paid  n o t  1 
I 

t h e i r  om1 s h a r e  of t h e  t a i l l e ,  bu t  t h a t  of t h e  e n t i r e  v i l l a g e ,  which 

they were then supposed t o  c o l l e c t  from t h e  o t h e r s  (Mercure 1615: 305-306). 

That t e c h n i q ~ ~ e ,  t h e  p r inces  had l ea rned  d i r e c t l y  from t h e  crown's own t a x  

o f f i c e r s .  

Now, i t  would take a  g r e a t  m y  more t e x t s  t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e  changes i 
I 

golng on i n  t h e  France of 1615. I n  c o n t e x t ,  however, t h e s e  two a r e  enough 

t o  i d e n t i f y  an unexpected convergence between t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of c a p i t a l i s t s  
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on goods, l and  and l a b o r ,  i n  exchanging them, and i n  b r i n g i n g  them i n t o  

l a r g e r  and l a r g e r  markets; t h a t  is how they accumulated c a p i t a l .  Cap i t a l -  

is ts  had a  powerful i n t e r e s t  i n  des t roy lng  t h e  capac i ty  of l o c a l  people  t o  

produce f o r  themselves, t o  b a r t e r  goods and s e r v i c e s ,  t o  keep l and  o f f  

t h e  market.  Sta temakers  needed r e sources  which were embedded i n  l o c a l  

communities -- e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  food, s u p p l i e s  and manpower r equ i r ed  t o  

keep l a r g e  armies  going. To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  goods, l and  and l a b o r  were 

being exchanged v i a  a  monetized market,  and thus  had v i s i b l e  p r i c e s ,  i t  

was e a s i e r  f o r  t h e  s t a t emaker s  t o  s e i z e  r e sources :  they taxed t h e  

exchanges themselves, t hey  used market-derived v a l u e s  t o  judge t h e  

c a p a c i t y  of people  t o  pay, t hey  grabbed t h e  money people  accumulated 

from s e l l i n g  t h e i r  goods, and they  used t h e  t a x  revenues  t o  buy food, 

s u p p l i e s  and manpower on t h e  market i n s t e a d  of commandeering them 

d i r e c t l y  from unwi l l i ng  households. The p rocess  had i t s  converse:  t h e  

enforcement of t a x a t i o n  i n  money forced people  t o  s e l l  goods, s e r v i c e s  

o r  l and ,  and thus  t o  expand t h e  market.  

C a p i t a l i s t s  played f a c i l i t a t i n g  r o l e s  a t  a l l  l e v e l s  of t h e  p rocess :  

a s  l o c a l  merchants i n t e r e s t e d  i n  making a  p r o f i t  on t h e  s a l e  of c a t t l e ,  au 

pu rchase r s  of t a x - c o l l e c t i n g  o f f i c e s  on which i t  was p o s s i b l e  t o  make a  

p r o f i t ,  a s  c r e d i t o r s  who advanced l a r g e  sums t o  t h e  crown i n  r e t u r n  f o r  Ll~e 

r i g h t s  t o  s h a r e s  o f  f u t u r e  t a x  revenues, en fo rceab le  by means of t h e  r o y a l  

m i l i t a r y  power. I n  o t h e r  r ega rds  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t s ,  too,  fought t h e  s t o l e ' s  

advance; bu t  a t  t h e s e  c r u c i a l  p o i n t s  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  c a p i t a l i s t s  and s t a t e -  

makers coincided,  and l e t  t o  an  e f f e c t i v e  c o a l i t i o n .  A c o a l i t i o n  which. 

f o r  t h e  most p a r t ,  excluded t h e  s t a t emaker s '  r i v a l s  and victimized t h e  

s u b j e c t  populat ion.  

and t h e  interests of s ta temakera .  C a p i t a l i s t s  s p e c i a l i z e d  i n  s e t t i n g  p r i c e s  I 1 



The c o a l i t i o n  worked. "Financiers"  ( a s  they were c a l l e d  a t  t h e  

time) and royal o f f i c i a l s  succeeded i n  g r e a t l y  expanding r o y a l  revenues ,  

and Ll~us made poss ib l e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  of l a r g e ,  s t a b l e  and r e l i a b l e  armies  

which were l a r g e l y  independent of t h e  g r e a t  magnates,  t h e  k i n g ' s  r i v a l s .  

Under t h a t  sorL of e f f o r t ,  t h e  French n a t i o n a l  budget nea r ly  doubled,  

r i s i n g  from about 27 m i l l i o n  t o  about  50 m i l l i o n  l i v r e s ,  between 1614 and 

1622. The process  of b u i l d i n g  a  r e g u l a r  army occupied a  f u l l  cen tu ry ,  

and t h e  f inanc ing  of t h e  army s t agge red  from expedient  t o  expedient  up 

t o  t l ~ c  K e v o l ~ ~ t l o n  of 1789. Yet t h e  exped ien t s  worked, most of t h e  t ime,  

and the  s t a t e  swel led i n  s i z e  and. power. 

'I'he s t a t emaker s  and f i n a n c i e r s  faced formidable  oppos i t i on .  Ordinary 

pcoplc r e s i s t e d  t h e  r i s i n g  t a x e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when t h e  t a x e s  c u t  i n t o  t h e  

n c c c s s i t i e s  o f  Local l i f e  and when they v i s i b l y  p r o f i t e d  t h e  l o c a l  

bourgeoisie. Nobles, g r e a t  and sma l l ,  fought  t h e  growth of a  r i v a l  c i v i l  

power and a  t h r e a t  t o  t h e i r  own power t o  t a x  and e x p l o i t  t h e  l o c a l  populat ion.  

On t h e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  t h e  enemy of my enemy is my f r i e n d ,  t h e  r a t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  

i n t e r e s t s  a l i g n i n g  both nobles  and poor commoners a g a i n s t  t h e  crown sometimes 

prodltced a  powerful a l l i a n c e .  The a l l i a n c e  could mean a  r e g i o n a l  r e b e l l i o n  

f a r  f i e r c e r  than t h c  t y p i c a l  noble  conspiracy o r  t h e  commonplace popular  

resistance t o  t h e  t a x  c o l l e c t o r .  A s  t h e  Mercure's commentator s a i d  back i n  

1605, t h e  rebelti '  usilal "p re t ex t "  was, indeed " to  l i g h t e n  t h e  people ' s  

burden, and t o  make s u r e  t h a t  those  who were charged wi th  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  

of j u s t i c e  woilld do b e t t e r  i n  t h e  fu tu re . "  I f  he may a l s o  have been r i g h t  

t h a t  " t h e i r  rcal.  hope was t o  f i s h  i n  t roub led  water  and,  i n  t h e  gu i se  of 

t he  pub l l c  good, t o  f a t t e n  themselves up a t  t h e  expense of t h e  poor people ,"  

a t  l e a s t  we can sec  why the  "p re t ex t "  had wide popular  appea l .  Popular 
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r e b e l l i o n s ,  many of them t i e d  t o  t h e  c o n s p i r a c i e s  of g r e a t  nob le s ,  racked 

the  French seven teen th  cen tu ry .  The g r e a t e s t  c l u s t e r  of them a l l ,  t h e  

s e r i e s  of popular ,  noble  and j u d i c i a l  s t r u g g l e s  w l t l ~  Lhe crown we 

c a l l  t h e  Fronde, a lmost  des t royed  t h e  monarchy. 

With t h i s  background. i t  is e a s i e r  t o  unders tand s e v e r a l  puzz l ing  

f e a t u r e s  o f  France i n  t h e  seven teen th  cen tu ry :  1 )  t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which 

popular  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  c o n s i s t e d  o f  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  someone e l s e ' s  

a t t empt  t o  t ake  something away -- t h e  r e c u r r e n t  r e b e l l i o n s  a g a i n s t  t a x a t i o n  

being t h e  most dramat ic  ca ses ;  2 )  t h e  coex i s t ence  o f  i n c e s s a n t  r e b e l l i o n  

wi th  s u c c e s s f u l  s ta temaking;  3) t h e  p e r s i s t e n t ,  and u l t i m a t e l y  s u c c e s s f u l ,  

e f f o r t s  of t h e  crown t o  n e u t r a l i z e  a  f r a c t i o u s  n o b i l i t y  v i a  coop ta t ion ,  

concess ion and r e p r e s s i o n ;  4 )  t h e  c u r i o u s  c o a l i t i o n s  which sometimes 

sprang up among P r o t e s t a n t  z e a l o t s ,  Ca tho l i c  nobles  and non~ ina l ly  Ca tho l i c  

c i t i z e n s  of t h e  towns. A l l  of t h e s e  make sense  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of a  

v igo rous ly  expanding s t a t e ,  seconded by a  growing bourgeo i s i e  whose 

i n t e r e s t s  coincided t empora r i l y  w i th  those  of t h e  s t a t e .  

Consider t h e  province of Quercy i n  1623. Bypassing t h e  previous  

arrangement by which t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  E s t a t e s  g ran ted  t a x  revenues  t o  t h e  

crown, t h e  king had e s t a b l i s h e d  an E l e c t i o n  t o  c o l l e c t  t axes  d i r e c t l y .  

The o f f i c e r s  of t h e  E l e c t i o n  had bought t h e i r  o f f i c e s ,  and gnlned t h e i r  

incomes from t h e  t a x e s  they  brought i n  f o r  t h e  crown. Word sp read ,  s a y s  

t h e  Mercure, t h a t  t h e  r eg ion ' s  powerful people  would support  a  popular  

r i s i n g  t o  a b o l i s h  t h e  E lec t ions .  When t h e  new o f f i c e r s  came t o  thke  o f f i c e  

A c e r t a i n  Douat, a  Quercy n a t i v e  . . . about  f i f t y - f i v e  o r  s o  (who 

fooled wi th  horoscopes ,  was a  g r e a t  physiognomist,and f o r t u n e - t e l l e r ,  

and had always s a i d  he  would d i e  i n  a c t i o n ) ,  having gone from p a r i s h  

t o  p a r i s h  s e c r e t l y  a g i t a t i n g  t h e  populace, pu t  h imself  i n t o  t h e  f i e l d  

a t  t h e  head of f i v e  thousand men, both  peasan t s  and o t h e r  good-for-nothlngs 



who had been discharged from t h e  armies  s i n c e  t h e  peace. The 

spec ious  p r e t e x t  of t h i s  g r e a t  r i s i n g  was t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  of 

t he  new E lec t ions ,  by which they s a i d  t h e  province would be 

overburdened wi th  t o i l l e s  [ i . e .  t h e  b a s i c  p rope r ty  t a x e s ] ,  and 

wi th  the  s a l a r i e s ,  b e n e f i t s ,  f e e s  f o r  s i g n i n g  t h e  r o l l s ,  and 

o t h e r  revenues t h a t  had been a s s igned  t o  t h e  E lec t ion  o f f i c e r s .  

Furthermore, t h a t  t h e  r i c h e s t  people  of t h e  province,  who had 

p rev ious ly  paid  t h e  h e a v i e s t  t a i l l e ,  up t o  t h r e e  o r  fou r  hundred 

1.ivres.  having bought t h e  o f f i c e s  f o r  t h e i r  exemption from t h e  

ta .Ll le ,  they would push t h e  t a i l l e  o n t o  t h e  l i t t le  people ,  i n c l u d i n g  

t h e  p ro  rn tn  s u r t a x e s  which a r e  now due on p a s t  and p re sen t  

assessments  (Mercure f r a n f o i s  1623: 473-474). 

The r e b e l s  a t t acked  t h e  l ~ o u s e s  of t h e  new o f f i c e r s .  Their  f o r c e  grew t o  

16,000 men. But t h e  m i l i t a r y  governor of Quercy a t t a c k e d  them nea r  

Ca l~or s ,  broke them up and captured t h e i r  l e a d e r s :  

The next  day,  t h e  8 t h  of June,  t h e  Marshal had Douat and Barau [ a  

second c h i e f ]  taken t o  Figenc f o r  t r i a l .  The Provost  sentenced 

Douat t o  have h i s  head c u t  o f f ,  h i s  body qua r t e red ,  and h i s  head 

impaled on a  pos t  a t  Figeac,  and a l s o  t h a t  h i s  fou r  q u n r t e r s  would 

be taken t o  fou r  of t h e  p r i n c i p a l  c i t i e s  of Quercy and suspended 

the re .  This  was done t h e  same day (Mercure f r a n $ o i s  1623: 477). 

Rorml was hanged i n  h i s  home town t e n  days l a t e r .  Thus t h e  Quercy r e b e l l i o n  

cnded l i k e  many o t l ~ e r s :  w i th  a  few of i t s  l e a d e r s  punished s p e c t a c u l a r l y ,  

and t h e  f i s c a l  power of t h e  crown (not t o  mention t h e  p r i v i l e g e s  of t h e  

bourgeois who had bought t h e  roya l  o f f i c e s )  confirmed by m i l i t a r y  fo rce .  

Except through t h e  presence of t h e  p r o f i t e e r i n g  bourgeo i s i e ,  t h e  

expe r i ence  of Quercy i n  t h e  1620s does  n o t  t r a c e  t h e  t r a j e c t o r y  of 

expanding c a p i t a l i s m  very c l e a r l y .  It does ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, show 

t h e  i n t e r p l a y  of s ta temaking and popular  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n .  S t a t ennk ing  

impinged deeply  and d i r e c t l y  on t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of o rd ina ry  people .  When 

they cou ld ,  o rd ina ry  people  r e s i s t e d  t h e  t h r e a t  t o  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s .  But 

t ime and m i l i t a r y  might were on t h e  s i d e  of t h e  s t a t emaker s ;  t h e  people  

t r i e d  r e p e a t e d l y ,  and l o s t  r epea t ed ly .  Before long ,  t h e i r  favored a l l i e s ,  

t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  n o b i l i t y ,  had been checked a s  we l l .  From t h a t  po in t  on, 

such popular  r e b e l l i o n s  a s  occurred posed a  diminishing t h r e a t  t o  t h e  

s t a t e .  I n  f a c t , , a s  France r o l l e d  i n t o  t h e  e i g h t e e n t h  cen tu ry  popular  

c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  a g a i n s t  t h e  s t a t e  dec l ined  somewhat. and a c t i o n  a g a i n s t  p r o f i t e e r i n g  

l a n d l o r d s  and merchants became more prominent.  While i n  t h e  seven teen th  

cen tu ry  t h e  t a x  r e b e l l i o n  and t h e  a t t a c k  on occupying t roops  o r  g ra sp ing  

o f f i c i a l s  had been t h e  more v i s i b l e  forms of popular  r e s i s t a n c e ,  t h e  e i g h t e e n t h  

cen tu ry  brought food r i o t s ,  occupat ions  of di.sputed land and s t r u g g l e s  

a g a i n s t  t h e  l a n d l o r d ' s  e x a c t i o n s  t o  t h e  f o r e .  Once we s e e  t h a t  t h e  food 

r i o t s  ac t ed  a g a i n s t  merchants and o f f i c i a l s  who backed merchants,  and t h a t  

t h e  l a n d l o r d s  who s t i r r e d  up t h e  g r e a t e s t  d i s s e n s i o n  were those  who bought 

most eage r ly  i n t o  t h e  expanding cash-crop market,  t h e  s l ~ i f t  away from 

s ta temaking t o  c a p i t a l i s m  a s  t h e  focus  of popular  c o l l e c t i v e  act1011 becomes 

man i fe s t .  The changes i n  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  responded s e n s i t i v e l y  t o  t h e  

t r e n d s  of s t r u c t u r a l  change. 

Do not  t ake  t h i s  quick ske t ch  o f  seventeenth-century France a s  a  model 

f o r  t h e  h i s to r i ca l ly -g rounded  s o c i o l o g i c a l  a n a l y s i s  I am advocat ing.  I t  

l a c k s  t h e  pa ins t ak ing  conf ron ta t ion  o f  t h e  sou rces  w i th  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  

i n  which h i s t o r i a n s  e x c e l .  It l a c k s  t h e  e x p l i c i t  modeling, p r e c i s e  conceptualization, 
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cnreful measureme~~t and deliberate comparison which are the emblems of good 

sociol-scientific work. It lacks the essential specification of the forms 

and cllnni:es of stntemaking, capltallsm and collective action from one 

ern to the next. Thc sketch simply evokes the problem: to situate social 

processes in time and place. The work requires a permanent encounter of 

soclology and hlstory. 
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