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TILE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, MODERNIZATION, AND MAN 

Kenneth A. Lockridge 



I n  an a r t i c l e  on t h e  American Revolut ion publ ished i n  1973 I 

expressed a  c e r t a i n  skept ic i sm concerning such  a  b i g  word as "modern- 

izat ion." '  - I was s k e p t i c a l  about i t  as i t  app l i ed  t o  c o l o n i a l  and 

r evo lu t iona ry  America, and s o  t r i e d  t o  d e s c r i b e  a  more l i m i t e d ,  complex, 

con t r ad ic to ry ,  and inadve r t en t  s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l  p rocess  which seemed t o  

be  t ak ing  p l a c e  t h e r e ,  a  process  which a l t e r e d  men's i n t e r e s t s ,  provoked. 

de fens ive  responses,  "modernized" perhaps a  few men, bu t  whose "modern- 

i z ing"  was c h i e f l y  i n  t h e  c r e a t i o n  of a  p o l i t i c a l  framework which made 

t h e  n a t i o n - s t a t e  more a b l e  t o  accommodate the r i s i n g  i n t e r e s t s  of a 

d i v e r s e  s o c i e t y .  I n  gene ra l  I d i d  n o t  p o s i t  any massive r e - s t ruc tu r ing  

of human r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o r  of t h e  human psyche, b u t  c h i e f l y  only  of 

i n t e r e s t s ,  t h e i r  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  express ion ,  and means of accommodation. 

L a t e l y  I have become even more s k e p t i c a l  about  modernization i n  

this and i n  later contexts .  True, wes t e rn  h i s t o r i a n s  have extended 

t h e  process  of modernization i n  the West over  a  v a s t  span of t ime, 

making i t  more s u b t l e  i n  t h e  process .  They now speak  of a  long s t a g e  

of a t t i t u d i n a l  p repa ra t ion  o r  modernizat ion l a s t i n g  from perhaps 1500 

t o  1850. Y e t  even t h i s  i n i t i a l  s t a g e  is still  seen  as a process  whose 

ch ie f  product  was presumably a  se l f -consc ious ,  r a t i o n a l ,  c a l c u l a t i n g ,  

choice-making, planning,  manipulat ive i n d i v i d u a l .  This i n d i v i d u a l  

was t o  some degree a pre-condit ion f o r  t h e  subsequent s t a g e s  of urban- 

i z a t i o n  and i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  which u t t e r l y  modernized s o c i e t y ,  i n  i ts  

e x t e r n a l  a s p e c t ,  and presumably a l t e r e d  men s t i l l  f u r t h e r  i n t e r n a l l y .  
2 

Thus h i s t o r i a n s ,  a t  least, s t i l l  tend t o  regard  even t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e  

of  wes tern  modernization a s  a  more t o t a l  t ransformat ion  of human 

r e l a t i o n s  and t h e  human psyche than  I f i n d  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  evidence. 

I am n o t  s o  s u r e  about t h e  l a t e r  s t a g e s  e i t h e r .  It seems p o s s i b l e  t h a t  



t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  has  changed less than  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  on modern- 

i z a t i o n  would have us  be l i eve .  

Today, l e t  me once aga in  use  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  on t h e  American 

Revolution as a p o i n t  of depa r tu re  i n  express ing  t h i s  enhanced 

skept ic i sm.  There has a r i s e n  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s  a n  immense l i t e r a t u r e  

which speaks i n  terms o f . t h e  p rog res s ive  s o c i a l  modernization of 

c o l o n i a l  Americans and speaks above a l l  of t h e  boost  given t h i s  

modernization by t h e  processes  of t h e  Revolut ion i t s e l f .  This  1Pter-  

a t u r e  concen t r a t e s  mostly on t h e  y e a r s  du r ing  and a f t e r  t h e  Revolution, 

and i t  speaks i n  terms of t h e  n e a r l y  t o t a l  modernization of t h e  American 

i n d i v i d u a l  and s o  of American soc i e ty .  What I would l i k e  t o  do i s  t o  

p re sen t  tMs l i t e r a t u r e  t o  you, i n  i t s  wides t  and most pe r suas ive  

a s p e c t ,  and then proceed t o  comment upon t h e  view of modernization 

i m p l i c i t  i n  t h e  works of  my col league ,  P ro fe s so r  Charles  T i l l y .  My 

s p e c i f i c  p o i n t  is  t h a t  I am both  sympathet ic  t o  and s k e p t i c a l  about 

t h i s  growing r age  f o r  modernization i n  t h e  America of 1750-1830, and 

t h a t  I would l i k e  t o  develop a more l i m i t e d  way of viewing t h e  v a s t  

s o c i a l  changes experienced by western man. 

The e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e  of t h i s  new l i t e r a t u r e  on e a r l y  American 

socdety and on t h e  American Revolution is  i ts i n s i s t e n c e ,  i m p l i c i t  o r  

e x p l i c i t ,  on t h e  u l t i m a t e  product ion of a "new man" very  l i k e  "modern 

man" as def ined  by P ro fes so r  Alex ~ n k e l e s . ~  This  man is  t h e  oppos i t e  

of t r a d i t i o n a l ,  c o l l e c t i v e ,  l o c a l i s t i c ,  and f a t a l i s t i c ;  he is modern, 

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c ,  cosmopolitan, a c t i v e  and o p t i m i s t i c .  The e x i s t i n g  

l i t e r a t u r e  speaks f i r s t  i n  terms of t h e  i n n a t e l y  l i b e r a t i n g  e f f e c t s  

of t h e  raw American environment, and then  s h i f t s  t o  t h e  inc reas ing  

degree  of geographic and s o c i a l  mob i l i t y  and of s o c i a l  d i v e r s i t y  and 



choice  i n  eighteenth-century America. I n  c rudes t  form t h e  r e s u l t  i s  

John C. Ga r ra ty ' s  "new man, f a c i n g  westward." Bernard Bai lyn ' s  " t y p i c a l  

American optimism, ind iv idua l i sm,  and en te rp r i s e"  is t h e  same t h i n g  i n  

another  gu i se ,  as is  Richard Bushman's new "Yankee" of t h e  pre-revolu- 

t i o n a r y  e ra .  James Henre t t a ' s  modem American of t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  e r a  

is  of t h e  same b loodl ine .  
4 

Recent h i s t o r i a n s  of t h e  American Revolution b u i l d  onto t h i s  b a s i c  

out look,  by emphasizing t h a t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  mobi l iza t ion  and con ten t ions  

of t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  e r a  f u r t h e r  accustomed men t o  an i n d i v i d u a l ,  supra- 

l o c a l ,  a c t i v i s t  and o p t i m i s t i c  p o l i t i c a l  out look.  I n  J. T. Main's 

P o l i t i c a l  P a r t i e s  Before t h e  Cons t i t u t ion ,  s i l e n t  a g r a r i a n s  awake from 

deference  i n t o  an a c t i v e  prosecut ion  of t h e i r  economic i n t e r e s t s  i n  t h e  

p o l i t i c a l  a rena .  They succeed i n  ob ta in ing  t h e i r  ends. Gordon Wood 

is more sub t l e - and ,  w i t h  o t h e r s  such as John Murrin and Rod Ber tho f f ,  s t r e s s e s  

t h e  inadver tence  of t h e  whole process  by which r evo lu t iona ry  Americans 

sought t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  p a s t  and i n s t e a d  tumbled backward i n t o  modernity. 

But i t  is modernity i n t o  which they  tumbled, t h e  modernity of J e f f e r s o n ' s  

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  "yeoman f reeholder"  and of a s o c i e t y  of. co-equal in- 

d i v i d u a l s  bound by no t r a d i t i o n  o r  h i e r a r c h i c a l  deference b u t  only by 

those  t r a n s i t o r y  "hor izonta l"  a s s o c i a t i o n s  of  equa l s  necessary  t o  

accomplish t a s k s  too  l a r g e  f o r  t h e  l i b e r a t e d  ind iv idua l .  A s  Richard D. 

Brown pu t s  i t ,  "it was dur ing  t h e  American Revolution t h a t  t h e  ba lance  

of t r a d i t i o n a l  and modern elements  i n  American s o c i e t y  was d e c i s i v e l y  

a l t e r e d .  Without gene ra t ing  any r a d i c a l  o r  spontaneous d i s r u p t i o n  of 

American s o c i e t y  [Note: most of t hese  "modernists" want t o  envish jn  

t ransformat ion  and t h e  b i r t h  of t h e  modem i n d i v i d u a l  t o t a l l y  wi thout  

s e r i o u s  s o c i a l  c o n f l i c t  o r  upheaval.] ,  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  r evo lu t ion  provided 

overwhelming l eve rage  f o r  f u r t h e r  modernization. Its impact was experienced 



. . . d i r e c t l y  on t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  and i n d i r e c t l y  on s o c i a l  

expec ta t ions  and behavior." The r e s u l t  was " the  modern pe r sona l i t y .  at5 

H i s t o r i a n s  of subsequent decades s t r e t c h i n g  i n t o  the  n i n e t e e n t h  

century  t ake  t h i s  new ind iv idua l ,  l i b e r a t e d  and transformed by s o c i a l  

p rocesses  and by t h e  Revolution, f r e e d  from t r a d i t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t i e s  down 

t o  and inc lud ing  h i s  own parents ,  and they  make him t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  

good bourgeois  c i t i z e n  of a p rog res s ive  middle-class s o c i e t y ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  

f e r t i l i t y  because h i s  educat ion and m e n t a l i t y  t e l l  him t h i s  is  p r a c t i c a l  

and wise, l i v i n g  i n  s h o r t  t h e  model l i f e  of a model modem c i t i z e n ,  

a thoroughly new man. 
6 

How a r e  we t o  r ega rd  this school  of thought? Its e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e  

is an emphasis on a n e a r l y  t o t a l  psychic t ransformat ion  as t h e  key t o  

t h e  modem i n d i v i d u a l  and on t h e  modem i n d i v i d u a l  as t h e  key, o r  a t  

l e a s t  one key, t o  modernity. This  a t  least is  t h e  u l t i m a t e  tendency 

of t h i s  l i n e  of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  I n  some ways, I am sympathet ic  t o  

this s o r t  of emphasis. My own a r t i c l e  contained h i n t s  of i t ,  and my 

subsequent r e sea rches  have turned  up two p i e c e s  of evidence t h a t  such  

an  i n d i v i d u a l  was indeed evolving i n  e a r l y  modem Anglo-America, even 

be fo re  t h e  American Revolution. F i r s t  of a l l ,  i n  New England, V i rg in i a ,  

and i n  England, persons  who l e f t  w i l l s  were s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  withdrawing 

from t h e  voluntary  c h a r i t s l e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  wMch had cha rac t e r i zed  a 

ma jo r i t y  of t h e  w i l l s  of a l l  s o c i a l  c l a s s e s  i n  late-medieval England. 

By t h e  t i m e  of t h e  ~ e v o l u t i o n m ~ ~  5% ,of t e s t a t o r s  bothered t o  l eave  such 

con t r ibu t ions .  Th i s  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  idea  of an emerging ind iv idua l  

who withdraws from t r a d i t i o n a l  s o c i a l  involvements,  concent ra t ing  on h i s  

o r  her own family and i n t e r e s t s ,  and l e a v i n g  wider  s o c i a l  needs t o  

vo lun ta ry  o rgan iza t ions  and t o  t h e  s t a t e .  I n  t h e  middle of t h e  e igh teen th  



century  some of  t h e s e  same t e s t a t o r s  a l s o  began t o  write t h e i r  w i l l s  

eve r  f a r t h e r  i n , advance  o f  dea th ,  a p o s s i b l e  i n d i c a t i o n  of an inc reas ing  

focus  on planning and on r a t i o n a l  c a l c u l a t i o n  i n  t h e  d i s p o s a l  of 

i n d i v i d u a l  and of family property.  ' For some, then,  behavior  could 

have been changing on a broad enough f r o n t  t o  sugges t  poss ib ly  an 

e n t i r e  new men ta l i t y  of c a l c u l a t i o n  and of r a t i o n a l i t y .  

Within t h e s e  l i m i t s ,  one could accep t  t h e  i d e a  of a  t ransformat ion  

of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y ,  though I might add t h a t  t h i s  new p e r s o n a l i t y  

where and when i t  occurred  must be  seen  i n  a  more s o p h i s t i c a t e d  

p e r s p e c t i v e  than most w r i t e r s  on e a r l y  American s o c i e t y  a r e  always 

w i l l i n g  t o  s e e  i t .  F i r s t  of a l l ,  i t  was no t  ' p e c u l i a r  t o  Americanbut 

was i n  most a s p e c t s  a  western phenomenon. I n s o f a r  a s  t h e r e  was a  new, 

modern man he could be  found i n  many of h i s  f e a t u r e s  e a r l i e r  i n  England 

and soon enough i n  F r a n ~ e . ~  Secondly, t h e  evo lu t ion  of any "modern 

pe r sona l i t y"  w a s  a lmost  s u r e l y  inadve r t en t ,  through an  i r o n i c  process  

by which men t r i e d  v igorous ly  t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  p a s t  i n  t h e  f a c e  of new 

cond i t i ons  and succeeded i n s t e a d  i n  ensh r in ing  new cond i t i ons ,  new 

exper iences ,  and new a t t i t u d e s .  This ,  accord ing  t o  Gordon Wood, John 

Murrin and Rod Ber thof f ,  Robert Gross, and now Harry S t o u t ,  is  how 

modern man and his mass o r  "horizontal"  s o c i e t y  emerged from t h e  i n i t i a l ,  

9 
s o c i a l l y  defens ive  s t a n c e s  of t h e  American Revolution. Inadve r t en t ly ,  

f i n a l l y ,  t h e  modern ind iv idua l ,  a s  f i r s t  p resented  t o  us by Alexis  de 

Tocquevi l le  i n  t h e  18301s,  is n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  t o  be viewed only a s  

o p t i m i s t i c ,  and e n t e r p r i s i n g .  Not by any means. Tocquevi l le  invented 

t h e  term "individualism" and he re  is how he descr ibed  i t :  

A s  s o c i a l  condi t ions  become more equa l ,  t h e  number of persons in-  
c r e a s e s  who, a l though they a r e  n e i t h e r  r i c h  no r  powerful enough. t o  
e x e r c i s e  any g r e a t  i n f luence  over  t h e i r  f e l l ows ,  have neve r the l e s s  



acqui red  o r  r e t a i n e d  s u f f i c i e n t  educa t ion  and f o r t u n e  t o  s a t i s f y  
t h e i r  own wants. They owe noth ing  t o  any man, they expect  no th ing  
from any man; they  a c q u i r e  t h e  h a b i t  of always cons ider ing  them- 
s e l v e s  as s t and ing  alone,  and they a r e  a p t  t o  imagine t h a t  t h e i r  
whole d e s t i n y  is i n  t h e i r  own hands. [These men a r e  ind iv idua l -  
i s t s . ]  Ind iv idua l i sm is  a mature and calm f e e l i n g ,  which d isposes  
each member of t h e  community t o  s e v e r  himself  from t h e  mass of 
h i s  fe l lows ,  and t o  draw a p a r t  wi th  h i s  family and h i s  f r i e n d s ;  
s o  t h a t ,  a f t e r  he  has  thus  formed a l i t t l e  c i r c l e  of h i s  own, he  
w i l l i n g l y  l eaves  s o c i e t y  a t  l a r g e  t o  i t s e l f .  Thus, n o t  on ly  does 
democracy make every man f o r g e t  h i s  ancestiors, b u t  i t  h ides  h i s  
descendants and s e p a r a t e s  h i s  contemporaries from him; i t  throws 
him back f o r e v e r  upon himself  a lone ,  and t h r e a t e n s  i n  t h e  end t o  
con f ine  him e n t i r e l y  w i th in  t h e  s o l i t u d e  of h i s  own h e a r t .  

The Marxis t s  would have us  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  t roub led  modem i n d i v i d u a l  

is a f e a t u r e  of  bourgeois  c a p i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y  r a t h e r  than of modern 

western s o c i e t y  i n  genera l ,  and t h a t  he  is a hope le s s ly  warped product  

of a warped system. They have only t o  look  t o  t h e  s a t e l l i t e  s t a t e s  of 

t h e  Sovie t  Union t o  see t h a t  modern man is a western o r  European c r e a t u r e  

.- who emerges under a l l  systems. And t h i s  u n i v e r s a l  modem man, withdrawn 

i n t o  the  s o l i t u d e  of h i s  own l i f e ,  fami ly  and h e a r t ,  does have problems 

of i d e n t i t y ,  a s  Tocquevi l le  suggested,  and t h e  problem i s  pu t  i n  a 

b e a u t i f u l l y  balanced pe r spec t ive  by t h e  American n o v e l i s t s  James Agee; 

desc r ib ing  l i f e  i n  a l a t e  nineteenth-century American family: 

On t h e  rough wet g r a s s  of t h e  back ya rd  my f a t h e r  and mother have 
spread q u i l t s .  We a l l  l i e  t h e r e ,  my mother, my f a t h e r ,  mytxuncle, 
my aunt ,  and I too  am l y i n g  t h e r e  . . . They are no t  ta lkang  much, 
and t h e  t a l k  i s  q u i e t ,  of no th ing  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  of no th ing  a t  a l l  
i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  of no th ing  a t  a l l .  The s t a r s  a r e  wide and a l i v e ,  
they seem each l i k e  a smi l e  of g r e a t  sweetness ,  andt they  seem very 
near .  A l l  my people a r e  l a r g e r  bodies  than mine . . . w i t h  vo ices  
g e n t l e  and meaningless l i k e  t h e  vo ices  of s l e e p i n g  b i r d s .  One is  
an  a r t i s t ,  he  is l i v i n g  a t  home. One i s  a musician, she  is  l i v i n g  
a t  home. One is my mother who is  good t o  me. One i s  my f a t h e r  who 
i s  good t o  me. By some chance, h e r e  they a r e ,  a l l  on t h i s  e a r t h ;  
and who s h a l l  eve r  t e l l  t he  sorrow of being on t h i s  e a r t h ,  l y ing ,  
on q u i l t s ,  on t h e  g ra s s ,  i n  a summer's evening, among t h e  sounds of 
t h e  n i g h t .  May God b l e s s  my people,  my uncle ,  my aunt ,  my mother, 
my good f a t h e r ,  oh, remember them k ind ly  i n  t h e i r  t ime of t roub le ;  
and i n  t he  hour of  t h e i r  t ak ing  away. 

Af t e r  a l i t t l e ,  I am taken i n  and p u t  t o  bed. Sleep,  s o f t  smi l ing ,  
draws me unto he r :  and those  r e c e i v e  m e ,  who q u i e t l y  t r e a t  me, a s  



one f a m i l i a r  and well-beloved i n  t h a t  home: bu t  w i l l  no t ,  oh, w i l l  
no t ,  n o t  now, n o t  ever;  bu t  w i l l  n o t  eve r  t e l l  m e  who I am. 

,/' For t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l ,  i n  t h e  sanct2ty.y of a  sma l l  c i r c l e  of family,  t he  

problem i s  i d e n t i t y .  And more, such i d e n t i t y  as modern man does have is  

t h a t  of a  l i b e r a t e d  i n d i v i d u a l  whose p e r s o n a l i t y  i s  s h o t  through with 

se l f - con t ro l .  We can s e e  t h i s  i n  t h e  poignant  modern i n d i v i d u a l s  

descr ibed  i n  t h e  works of Daniel S c o t t  Smfth, Maris Vinovskis ,  and Alex 

Inke le s ,  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  transformed by circumstances and educat ion,  

r i g o r o u s l y  c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e i r  f e r t i l i t y  s o  t h a t  they may g e t  somewhere. 

C lea r ly  t h i s  p e r s o n a l i t y  i s  n o t  an unmixed b l e s s ing .  10  

But was t h e r e  such a p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  t h e  f i r s t  p lace?  Did an 

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c ,  r a t i o n a l ,  c a l c u l a t i n g ,  planning,  i n s t rumen ta l  man, 

moving w i t h  h i s  family through a  h o r i z o n t a l ,  mass s o c i e t y  r e a l l y  

emerge t o  an  unprecedented degree i n  western s o c i e t y ,  before ,  i n  t h e  

course  o f ,  and a f t e r  t h e  American Revolution? This  is  t h e  l a r g e r  

ques t ion  which a r i s e s  from t h e  c u r r e n t  l i t e r a t u r e  on the-American 

Revolution-and-modernization and f r o m ' t h e  wider  l i t e r a t u r e  on modernization 

i n  t h e  e a r l y  modern West. It i s  an e s s e n t i a l  ques t ion .  For ,  whatever 

t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  a s p e c t s  of any modernizat ion which occurred,  we  a r e  

speaking of an  e n t i r e  t ransformat ion  of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  t h e  

r e c e n t  course  of  wes tern  h i s t o r y .  

It see- t o  me t h a t  the  evidence a v a i l a b l e  from American and from 

o t h e r  western s o c i e t i e s  i n  t h e  e igh teen th  and n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r i e s  

permi ts  us  s imul taneous ly  t o  take  a  much more l i m i t e d  view of t h e  whole 

impact of s o c i a l  change on the  human p e r s o n a l i t y .  L e t  me t ake  one 

example, t h e  voluntary  organiza t ion .  Under t h e  assumptions of t h e  

I I modem pe r sona l i t y"  school ,  t he  voluntary  o rgan iza t ion  is  only a  

t r a n s i t o r y ,  h o r i z o n t a l  a s s o c i a t i o n  of e q u a l s  c r e a t e d  t o  accomplish a  



s p e c i f i c  f u n c t i o n a l  t a s k  which cannot b e  accomplished by one ind iv idua l .  

Once t h e  t a s k  i s  c a r r i e d  out ,  t h e  modern i n d i v i d u a l s  go t h e i r  own ways with- 

o u t  f u r t h e r  a l l eg i ance .  Thus, a s t r ee t -pav ing  a s s o c i a t i o n  o r  a l o c a l  

m i l i t i a  o rgan iza t ion  does its job and no more. Even i n  t h i s  form, in- 

c i d e n t a l l y ,  and as Tocquevi l le  observed, t h e  voluntary  o rgan iza t ion  is 

t h e  one f o r c e  which can u n i t e  i n d i v i d u a l s  f o r  e f f e c t i v e  a c t i o n ,  and so  

remove them from i s o l a t i o n  and g ive  them a sense  of e f f e c t i v e n e s s  vis-1-vis 

t h e  overwhelming t i d e s  of major i ty  opin ion  and t h e  immense power of t he  

n a t i o n - s t a t e .  S t i l l ,  t h e  evidence i s  t h a t  t h e  voluntary  o rgan iza t ions  

which sprang  up l i k e  wi ld  g ra s s  i n  t h e  decades a f t e r  t h e  American Revo- 

l u t i o n  served  f a r  more va r i ed  and c o v e r t  func t ions  than  even Tocquevi l le  

was aware. To take  only one in s t ance ,  t h e  Adrian, Michigan, Guards was 

l a s t  and least a m i l i t i a  u n i t .  It w a s  more a means of  i d e n t i f y i n g  and 

re-enforcing t h e  h i e ra rchy  of weal th,  s t a t u s ,  and l eade r sh ip  i n  t h i s  new 

town, of absorbing r ecen t  a r r i v a l s  i n t o  t h e  mutual r e l a t i o n s  and assump- 

t i o n s  which pervaded t h i s  h i e ra rchy ,  and of b inding  a l l  t oge the r  i n  cer- 

t a i n  common f e e l i n g s  and ceremonies, While i n  some towns such organi- 

z a t i o n s  were s e v e r a l  and sepa ra t e ,  i n  most towns they  overlapped consider- 

ab ly ,  and i n  e a r l y  Adrian t h e r e  was e s s e n t i a l l y  only one. Regardless,  

what such voluntary  o rgan iza t ions  r ep re sen ted  was t h e  adoption of new 

t a c t i c s  i n  o r d e r  t o  r econs t ruc t  t h e  s o c i a l  and emotional r e a l i t i e s  of 

a s t a b l e  community under t he  changing s t r u c t u r a l  c i rcumstances of a 

mobile and developing America. To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h i s  e f f o r t  succeeded, 

what we have underneath i s  a homeostat ic  human p e r s o n a l i t y ,  adapt ing  i t s  

cons t an t  end, community, t o  changed circumstances,  mob i l i t y ,  through t h e  

adoption of new t a c t i c a l  behaviors ,  s u c h  a s  voluntary  organiza t ions .  

The ques t ion  a r i s e s ,  "how many new t a c t i c a l  behaviors  can t h i s  human 



p e r s o n a l i t y  adopt and s t i l l  remain i n  l a r g e  p a r t  cons tan t?  The answer 

could be, many more and t o  a much l a r g e r  degree f o r  much longer  than has 

been thought.  

Admittedly, a t  t h i s  p o i n t  we need a theory of t he  p e r s o n a l i t y  

t o  c l a r i f y  t h e  i s s u e s  involved. For v i r t u a l l y  no h i s t o r i a n  has  o f f e r e d  

a c l e a r  d e f i n i t i o n  o r  theory  of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  t o  b u t t r e s s  claims 

f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  ciunulative p e r s o n a l i t y  change. The modernis ts  seem t o  f e e l  

t h a t  behavior  i s  equ iva l en t  t o  p e r s o n a l i t y  and a s s e r t  t h a t  when some 

behaviors .and  t o  a degree the  a s s o c i a t e d  c u l t u r e  change, t h i s  impaies 

a change i n  pe r sona l i t y .  Perhaps, but- an amazing number of behaviors  

and an unrecognized propor t ion  of c u l t u r e  remain e s s e n t i a l l y  cons t an t  

through long,  long  spans of time. And more, t h e  family context  which 

- 
does s o  much t o  shape t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  h a s  changed only  i n  s u b t l e  
,. " 

-' and con t r ad ic to ry  ways over  t h e  c e n t u r i e s  of supposed modernizat ion of 

t h e  pe r sona l i t y .  Th i s  is  a f a c t  we  must consider .  Beneath a l l ' t h i s  l i e s  

t h e  evidence of c e r t a i n  cons t an t  human motives and of t he  homeostat ic  

capac i ty  t o  adopt new t a c t i c a l  behaviors  t o  keep these  motives and t h e  

ends they imply cons t an t  community, a -  s h a r e  of perceived resources-,  

s e c u r i t y .  Sure ly  t h i s  i s  n o t  s o  obvious t h a t  we can ignore  i t  i n  con- 

s t r u c t i n g  a t o t a l  view of t h e  western p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  t he  course  of cen- 

t u r i e s  of s t r u c t u r a l  change. 

While no adequate  theory  of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  o r  of i t s  

changes has  been used t o  suppor t  t h e  h i s t o r i a n s  of t he  modernization 

schoo1;'and whi le  I can o f f e r  no such t o t a l  theory  t o  confirm my own 

skept ic i sm about  t he  degree of p e r s o n a l i t y  change i n  t h e  p roces s  of 

modernization, I. can t u r n  t o  t h e  work.05 Charles  T i l l y  t o  b u t t r e s s  my 

skept ic i sm about  p e r s o n a l i t y  change, T i l l y  is  no t h e o r e t i c i a n  of t h e  

pe r sona l i t y ;  he 'is a s t u d e n t  of such. t h i n g s  a s  t h e  d e c l i n e  i n  f e r t i l i t y  



and t h e  rise of formal educa t ion  i n  e a r l y  modem Europe, and above a l l  

o f  t h e  changing l e v e l s  and forms of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  col-  

l e c t i v e  v io l ence  and s t r i k e s ,  i n  t h e  eighteenth-aand nineteenth-century 

West. I have spen t  t h e  p a s t  s e v e r a l  weeks reading his p u b l i c a t i o n s  to- 

ge the r  wi th  some unpublished manuscripts ,  and i t  seems t o  me t h a t  h i s  

work, coming a s  i t  does from an e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  e v i d e n t i a l  pe r spec t ive  

than the  works on r evo lu t iona ry  America, o f f e r s  a n - e s s e n t i a l l y  homeostat ic  

view of t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  t h e  e r a  of s o c i a l  change. Charles  T i l l y  

s t o u t l y  resists p o s i t i n g  a new o r  transformed human p e r s o n a l i t y .  H i s  

work i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  f o r  a l l  of us  s t r u g g l i n g  wi th  this i s s u e .  

For example, cons ider  t he  d e c l i n e  i n  f e r t i l i t y  and r i s e  i n  formal 

educa t ion  which began among bourgeois  households i n  seventeenth-  and 

eighteenth-century France and which spread t o  most of western s o c i e t y  i n  

t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  century.  T i l l y  exp la ins  t h e s e  changes i n  terms of a con- 

s t a n t  human p e r s o n a l i t y  marked by a d e s i r e  t o  be cared f o r  i n  o l d  age. 

This  p e r s o n a l i t y  i n i t i a l l y  adopts  t h e  t a c t i c  of h i g h  f e r t i l i t y ,  hoping 

t h a t  a few of t h e  many 'chi ldren born w i l l  su rv ive  i n t o  adulthood, marry, 

and prosper ,  thereby provid ing  old-age insurance.  Under c e r t a i n  condi- 

t i o n s  a sudden f a l l  i n  i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  persuades t h i s  person t o  adopt  a 

new t a c t i c :  f e r t i l i t y  i s  lowered and fewer c h i l d r e n  conceived because 

i t  is  more p robab le  t h a t  they w i l l  s u r v i v e  t o  adulthood. The investment 

of resources  which formerly went i n t o  conceiving and feeding  many f r a g i l e  

ch i ld ren  now goes i n t o  educa t ing  a few s t u r d y  c h i l d r e n  i n  formal schools ,  

w i th  t h e  hope t h a t  t h e s e  educated c h i l d r e n  w i l l  p rovide  old-age insurance.  

This  is  a s i m p l i f i c a t i o n  of a s p e c u l a t i v e  argument, b u t  you can s e e  t h a t  

T i l l y  does tend  t o  assume a cons tan t  underlying p e r s o n a l i t y  w i th  cont in-  

uing goals ,  adopt ing new f e r t i l i t y  and investment t a c t i c s  i n  t h e  f a c e  of 

a l t e r e d  s t r u c t u r a l  condi t ions .  
11 



The d i f f e r e n c e  between P ro fes so r  T i l l y  and such o t h e r  s t u d e n t s  of 

changed f e r t i l i t y  6ehavior  a s  Maris Vinovskis,  Dan Smith, and Alex Inke le s  

can be  drawn o u t  by means of a  diagram which T i l l y  himself  has  used in:- 

a  forthcoming review of a  book on t h e  evolving modern p e r s o n a l i t y  by 

I 

Alex Inke le s .  Bas i ca l ly ,  Inke le s  and t h e  o t h e r s  regard  lowered f e r t i l i t y  

and a l l  o t h e r  "modem" behaviors  a s  t h e  products  of a  process  which looks 

l i k e  this : 

S o c i a l  Conditions* Type of Learning+ A t t i t u d e s *  Behavior--) IPe r sona l i t y ]  

'- ̂ ~ ~ . i  c.tf cr, i m p l l c a t ~ o n  is  t h a t  changed s t r u c t u r a l  cond i t i ons  c r e a t e  new "learn- 

i n g  environments", among them schools ,  i n  which t h e  l e s s o n s  of  t h e  new 

s o c i a l  environment a r e  learned ,  l e s s o n s  which a l t e r  a t t i t u d e s  and u l t i -  

mately t h e  whole p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and f i n a l l y  change behavior .  Thus, improved 

s o c i a l  and economic prospec ts  a r e  conveyed - v i a  schools  and l a b o r  unions, 

a l t e r i n g  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of a  b e l i e f  i n  r a t i o n a l  plan- 

n ing  and progress ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  dec i s ions  t o  c o n t r o l  f e r t i l i t y  i n  o rde r  

t o  g e t  ahead. I n  t h i s  i n s t ance ,  t o  focus  the  example f u r t h e r ,  l i t e r a c y  

could be  a u s e f u l  i n t e rven ing  v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  process  l ead ing  through 

new types  of l e a r n i n g  t o  a  new p e r s o n a l i t y  and t o  lower f e r t i l i t y .  
12 

T i l l y  sugges t s  a  very d i f f e r e n t  diagram of  causa t ion :  

S o c i a l  Condit ions ---7 Type of Learning 

1 I [Pe r sona l i t y? )  
Behavior A t t i t u d e s  

Again, t o  t ake  t h e  s p e c i f i c  example of lower f e r t i l i t y ,  T i l l y ' s  explana- 

t i o n  would be  t h a t  f e r t i l i t y  l i m i t a t i o n  is a  s p e c i f i c  t a c t i c a l  behavior 

designed t o  p re se rve  cons t an t  goa l s  under changed cond i t i ons  of c h i l d  

m o r t a l i t y .  Whether wider  l e a r n i n g  o r  changed a t t i t u d e s  o r  changed per- 

s o n a l i t y  ensues is  n o t  only problematic  b u t  i n  f a c t  unnecessary and 



poss ib ly  even unl ike ly .  I n c i d e n t a l l y ,  i n  T i l l y ' s  scheme l i t e r a c y  would 

t h e r e f o r e  h a v e , a  lessened  r o l e ,  appear ing  poss ib ly  as a u se fu l  t o o l  i n  

l e a r n i n g  how t o  c o n t r o l  f e r t i l i t y ,  and c e r t a i n l y  a s  an  i n d i r e c t  r e s u l t  

of t h e  l a r g e r  investment  i n  c h i l d r e n ' s  e d u c a t i o n , . b u t  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  an 

i n t i m a t e  p a r t  of a l i n e a r  process  which f i r s t  educa tes ,  then changes 

a t t i t u d e s ,  and then a l t e r s  t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  and s o  l e a d s  t o  con- 

t r o l l e d  f e r t i l i t y .  I n  f a c t ,  t o  T i l l y ,  l i t e r a c y  becomes c h i e f l y  an epi-  

phenomenon i n  a  continuous s t r u g g l e  f o r  human adequacy i n  t h e  f a c t  of 

changing s t r u c t u r a l  condi t ions .  

Some of t h e s e  p o i n t s  can be seen  more c l e a r l y  though i n  a  more 

i m p l i c i t  form i n  T i l l y ' s  work on c o l l e c t i v e  v io l ence  i n  eighteenth-  and 

nineteenth-century ~ u r 0 ~ e . l ~  For f e r t i l i t y  and educa t ion  a r e  n o t  h i s  home 

ground and, a s  he  says ,  " i f  t h e r e  is a G r a i l  (of s o c i a l  change) I expec t  

t o  f i n d  i t  i n  changing c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  and power r e l a t i ons . "  I n  t h i s  

a r e a ,  T i l l y  h a s  e x p l i c i t l y  thrown away " the  b l u r r y  word, modernization" 

except  as a s e t  of s p e c i f i c  s t r u c t u r a l  changes. Most prominent? among 

t h e s e  a r e  t h e  r i s e  of the al l -powerful  n a t i o n - s t a t e  and of new power re- 

l a t i o n s  between t h a t  s t a t e  and co rpora t e  i n d u s t r i a l  powers on the  one 

hand and t h e  peasant  o r  worker on t h e  o t h e r  hand. The consequence of 

t h e s e  changes and of t hese  new r e l a t i o n s h i p s  is  n o t  an anxious, fu ture-  

shocked, and v i o l e n t  modem p e r s o n a l i t y .  Nothing of  t h e  s o r t .  The con- 

sequences revea led  by T i l l y ' s  r e sea rches  can b e  summed up a s  fol lows:  

between, say, 1600 and 1825 r e a c t i v e  forms of  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  and of 

s t r i k e s  and v io l ence  predominated, as s o c i a l  groups r e s i s t e d  the en- 

croaching c la ims  of t he  s t a t e  and of market forces~:on a l l  a r e a s  of t h e i r  

l i v e s ;  by t h e  middle n i n e t e e n t h  century  t h e  s t a t e  and l a r g e  co rpo ra t ions  

had succeeded i n  n e a r l y  monopolizing s o c i a l  r e sou rces ,  and so  they be- 

came t h e  t a r g e t s  f o r  "proactive1' c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n s  i n  which s o c i a l  groups 



made new claims,  c la ims  aimed t o  b e t t e r  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  ve r sus  t h e s e  ex- 

tremely powerful o rgan iza t ions ;  t h e  r e s u l t  was n o t  any p a r t i c u l a r  i nc rease  

i n  t h e  l e v e l  of c o l l e c t i v e  v io lence ,  s o  much a s  a s h i f t  i n  t h e  aims, forms, 

a n d t t a c t i c s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  and of  its n a t u r a l  ex tens ion ,  c o l l e c t i v e  

violence.  Local  p r o t e s t s  over  t axes  o r  over food p r i c e s ,  and t a x  and food 

r i o t s ,  gave way t o  t h e  organized i n t e r e s t  group seeking  t o  ga in  i t s  aims 

by par l iamentary  e l e c t i o n s ,  by lobbying,  by mass meetings and demonstra- 

t i o n s ,  by marches and a t  t imes by new forms of v io lence .  P a r t l y  a s  a 

consequence of t h e  new goa l s  and forms of c o l l e c t i v e  o rgan iza t ion  t h e  

number of s t r i k e s  d i d  i n c r e a s e  and t h e s e  tended t o  become l a r g e ,  dramatic,  

and br ief--publ ic ,  one might say. But t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  s t r i k e s  i s  no t  so  

s i g n i f i c a n t  as the  o v e r a l l  change i n  t h e  forms of ac t ion .  

This  i c y , , o b j e c t i v e  p o r t r a i t  o f  modernization and of human change 

speaks n o t  a word of a new p e r s o n a l i t y ,  and we know from T i l l y ' s  o t h e r  

work of h i s  skept ic i sm on t h i s  count. Men faced changing s t r u c t u r a l  

c i rcumstances,  h e  seems t o  be  saying,  and so  they  changed t h e i r  t a c t i c s  

and i n  a l i m i t e d  sense  t h e i r  goa ls .  But beneath i t  a l l  runs  t h e  d i s t i n c t  

impression of a cons t an t  man adapt ing  himself  t o  changed power r e l a t i o n s  

i n  o rde r  t o  preserve  h i s  i n t e r e s t s  i n  a world of s t r u c t u r a l  f o r c e s  essen- 

t i a l l y  o u t s i d e  of h i s  con t ro l .  T a c t i c s  change, b u t  does man? 

T i l l y ' s  work is more a query than  an  answer, b u t  i n  t h e  context  

of t h e  e x i s t i n g  l i t e r a t u r e  i t  i s  a t e r r i b l y  important  query. And we can 

s e e  Char les  ~ i l l y ' s  i m p l i c i t  skep t i c i sm dramat ica l ly  juxtaposed on t h e  

more ca tac lysmic  modernization l i t e r a t u r e  i n  t he  s p e c i f i c  ca se  of t he  

American Revolution. For,  where o t h e r s  have looked a t  t h e  Revolution 

and seen t h e  mul t ip l e  o r i g i n s  of an u t t e r l y  new "modern" p e r s o n a l i t y ,  

T i l l y ,  i n  h i s  r ecen t  paper  on "Co l l ec t ive  Action i n  England and America," 

14 
takes a more l i m i t e d  approach. He seems t o  be  say ing  t h a t  t h e  Revolution 



was a  s o r t  o f  pressure-cooker,  i n  which. t h e  c o l o n i s t s  qu ick ly  and of 

n e c e s s i t y  t r a n s i t e d  from o l d  forms of c o l l e c t i v e  action-the t a x  and food 

r i o t s  s o  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of  e ighteenth-ce~i tury  society-- to  such new forms 

a s  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n ,  t h e  s t r i k e  o r  boycot t ,  t h e  demonstrat ion,  and the  

committee of correspondence. These were t h e  forms s imultaneously emerg- 

i n g  among t h e  r a d i c a l s  i n  London, and would be  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  forms 

of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  i n  t h e  n ine t een th  century. Now, from t h e  d r a f t  I 

read  i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  t o  guess e x a c t l y  how f a r  T i l l y  would t ake  the  i m -  

p l i c a t i o n s  of  h i s  view of  t h e s e  r evo lu t iona ry  t a c t i c s  i n  America. On 

t h e  one hand h e  seems t o  be  say ing  t h a t  t h e  l e v e l  of  mobi l iza t ion  and of 

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of t h e s e  new forms of a c t i o n  became so  h igh  i n  t h e  co lon ie s  

t h a t  a t r u e  r evo lu t ion  emerged and t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  i n  f a c t  

became a new government. How revo lu t iona ry  t h e  u l t i m a t e  imp l i ca t ions  

of this event  were, however, i s  ano the r  ma t t e r ,  and T i l l y ' s  own work 

may set t h e  l i m i t .  For  modern America seems t o  emerge i n  T i l l y ' s  l a r g e r  

view r a t h e r  l i k e  modem Europe, a s  y e t  another  s o c i e t y  dominated by t h e  

s t a t e  and by l a r g e  co rpo ra t ions ,  i n  which groups cont inued p re s s ing  t h e i r  

I t  p roac t ive"  claims by means of t he  forms of a c t i o n  f i r s t  pe r f ec t ed  i n  t h e  

Revolution. And i n  no case  does T i l l y  speak of t h e  Revolution, any more 

than ,  he  does of any o t h e r  event  o r  even t s ,  a s  t h e  b i r t h i n g  ground of an 

u t t e r l y  new human pe r sona l i t y .  

I t h i n k  we must ag ree  t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  i s  open. One body of ev i -  

dence, which draws i n  p a r t  upon t h e  exper iences  of t h e  American Revolu- 

t i o n ,  sugges ts  t h a t  a new, modem p e r s o n a l i t y  evolved. I n  t h i s  view 

mankind may a l s o  be  more anxious and more c o n t r o l l e d  and is c e r t a i n l y  c u t  

o f f  from mankind i n  t h e  pas t .  Under ano the r  view we a r e  descendants of 

t h e  Revolution merely i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  we a r e  now t h e  l a t e s t  p a r t i c i p a n t s  



i n  a  t a c t i c a l  s t r u g g l e  f o r  human adequacy i n  the f a c e  of s t r u c t u r a l  

changes l a r g e l y  beyond ou r  con t ro l .  Th i s  view has  its b e n e f i t s ,  how- 

eve r ,  f o r  some of our  l a t e s t  t a c t i c s  seem t o  be  a s  e f f e c t i v e  a s  those  

employed i n  t h e  p a s t ,  and we a r e  i n  g e n e r a l  more c l o s e l y  l inked  wi th  

our  f e l l ows  i n  t h e  p a s t .  

It is  a l l  very  w e l l  t o  say  t h a t  r e a l i t y  must l i e  between t h e s e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i v e  i d e a l s  types of man. For t h e  moment t h e s e  a r e  t h e  i d e a l  

types  we a r e  presented  wi th .  Each has  imp l i ca t ions  f o r  t h e  way we 

view t h e  American Revolution, o r  vo lun ta ry  o rgan iza t ions ,  o r  l i t e r a c y  

o r  f e r t i l i t y .  Each has  imp l i ca t ions  f o r  psychohistory,  too ,  s i n c e  t h e  

former view sugges t s  t h a t  a psychologica l  d i s c i p l i n e  based i n  twentzeth- 

century  man cannot be app l i ed  t o  a n  understanding of man i n  t h e  p a s t ,  

whi le  t h e  l a t t e r  view shows l e s s  hes i t ancy  on t h f s  s co re .  1 5  
And, 

be fo re  t h e  s y n t h e s i z e r s  begin t h e i r  b l u r r y  work, l e t  me say  t h a t  I am 

i n c l i n e d  t o  t h e  view which keeps us  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  p a s t ,  simply because 

I f i n d  i t  more comforting. 

I n  a more moderate pe r spec t ive  Charles  T i l l y ' s  work and a  l i t t l e  

common sense  i n  t h e  ma t t e r  of "personal i ty"  a r e  u s e f u l  l e v e r s  on a  

s e r i o u s  s c h o l a r l y  ques t ion :  how d i f f e r e n t  a r e  we from humankind i n  

t h e  p a s t ?  A s e r i o u s  cons ide ra t ion  of man i n  t h e  p a s t  would be h e l p f u l  

i n  a l l  of t h i s ,  too. Perhaps man i n  t h e  p a s t  was f u l l y  a s  manipulat ive,  

poss ib ly  even a s  r a t i o n a l  and c e r t a i n l y  a s  " i n t e l l i g e n t "  a s  man today, 

' f o r  example, l eav ing  a s i d e  f o r  t h e  moment t h e  i s s u e  of t o t a l  pe r sona l i t y .  

A s  t he  Swedish s c h o l a r  E g i l  Johansson has  p u t  i t ,  t h e  mental toy box 

of mankind was as f u l l  t h r e e  hundred y e a r s  ago a s  i t  is today. I n  

this sense  t h e r e  has  been l i t t l e  change i n  manipulat iveness  and poss ib ly  

i n  o t h e r  important  p r o p e r t i e s .  The "toy box" is  y e t  another  l e v e r  i n  



t h e  e f f o r t  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a metaphor of t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  by which we can 

recognize t h e  p e r s i s t e n c e  of man i n  t h e  midst  of con t r apun ta l  changes. 

A t  i s s u e  f i n a l l y  i s  t h e  whig metaphor which has  dominated 

western h i s t o r y  f o r  t h e  p a s t  two hundred years .  "Modernization" is 

o f t e n  simply t h i s  metaphor i n  s c i e n t i f i c  d i sgu i se .  P a r t l y  t r u e ,  t h i s  

metaphor is  a l s o  profoundly c h a u v i n i s t i c  and i n  i ts  f i n a l  view of man, 

i s o l a t i n g .  It i s o l a t e s  "modern" man from t h e  p a s t  and l ikewise  from 

one another .  Ce r t a in ly  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  t h e  modem pe r sona l i t y  

and the p a r t l y  a r b i t r a r y  myth of such a p e r s o n a l i t y ,  armed wi th  t h e  

r evo lu t iona ry  legacy of  i n d i v i d u a l  r i g h t s ,  have been cha rac t e r i zed  by 

a savage d i s r ega rd  of a l l  human commonality. The f i r s t  s t e p  i n  

r e v i v i n g  a s ense  of our  common humanity, toward one another  and toward 

o t h e r s  abroad might be a s c h o l a r l y  r ecogn i t i on  of t h a t  humanity which 

we have c a r r i e d  w i t h  us  a l l  along. Th i s  would be  no b e t r a y a l  of t h e  

American Revolution, f o r  t h e  most important  ' t nhe r i t ance  from t h a t  

Revolut ion has been a d e s i r e  t o  deepen its own l egacy . .  
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