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Social History
and the Historians

o mime s,

by Tony Judt ,

This is a bad lime to be a social historian.[l} . -
On the face ol it, this seems an unlikely suggestion, The lasl two decades have

seen a proliferation of journals and books in the field, and more men and women -

than ever before are writing and studying social history. The old m:irwzm..c_”
institutions and events has been replaced by an interest in all manner of ‘social
concerns, and the discipline has all the appearance of health and energy. Whar,
then, is wrong?

" The answer is tha
subject has become a gathering place for the E;n:cﬁzq_. for .
ideas and subtlety. The wrilings thus produced are without .:_Q:n:nm_ content, M
failing disguised by an obsession with method E_.n mnnrz._m:m. They 3_“3“3,_.
collectively a loss of faith in history. In their _.mmr”:oz.mmm_:m_ the chronolog ....“_
hmperatives of political or economic history, social historians __m._<.n aft _u:_._oM. _c.”__n..
with the historical evenis altogether. There is a constant m.:...”__:m. _.m: scientifis
status, a requirement comimoenly met by the :.::m:m:mﬁ_ and :a;&::__::n.__uc:cww
ing of terms and tools from other disciplines. One journal avowedly n_m:. ares
conunitment 1o ‘interdisciplinary history’, as il :E._::.ﬁ:: of c_:.n_. mz_..._mn_.m sn”h
required for history to remain a plausible underiaking. In mrnmo n:n:_zm_.aw...n_mm:_ﬂ
study of the past becomes a playpil {or the unattended urchins of cz::. _..E_w e
computer scientists, parsonian soviologists and structural anthropologists wa

socigl history is suffering a severe case of pollution. The

arotnd under a benevolenl editorial eye. Small wonder (hat .,En_m._ _:m:.i_‘. &rzﬂ.
scorn and disinste from the traditional empirivists, who at least retain their fait 1

hisiory, for all that they do net know what thai is

historians bereft of :

thould stress that

Hogarth Hudibrasy Skitnmington Ride

My purpose in this article is to discuss the dominant characteristics of much
modern social history, and then (o offer some reflections on the origins of these, |
. Tor two reasons, this is not a sirictly theoretical account of the
plablem. fn the firs( place, 1 do not believe that any properly theoretical thinking
informs most of (he wrilings under consideration. As a consequence, it might be
misleading to attempt a single analyrical explanation for them, the more 50 in thal
there is clearly more than one school of thought at work.[2) Second, the task of an
itial critique of the subject is 1o focus clearly an what is at fault, and how this came
tobe. The reader is thus offered here a historical accowmt of *modern’ social history;
dearly, a more analylical fnvestigation remains (o be done,

Why, i may be asked, do we need a eritique of modern social history? The
fsponse s that a whole discipline is being degraded and abused; a few more years of
the work currently published in certain European and American journals,[3] and

sl history will have lost all touch with the study of the past. Certain areas of
- Eivorical invest igation, notably the history of women, of revolutions, of industrial-
Kation and iIs impact, have proved especially vulnerabie, In (hese fields received

Heas and stereolyped models too often 1ake the place of theoretical insight or
tareful research, while certain specialists resemble Bertrand Russell's savages in

thelr aptitude for imagining a mystical connection belween words and things. Thus a

im such as 'modernisation’ or some ‘model’ of progress ix applied to a historical
uation, which in its circular turn becomes source and Iustification for claims made

tibehall of the word or concept in quesiion. As such writings come progressively ta
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The nonsensical, teleological aspect of such a view was implicit in the optimistic
spplication of il to Africa or Asia; it becomes even more obviously untenable when
-offered in the dimension of time rather than space. Here the usual approach is 1o
present history as divided into two quite distiner categories, dichotomnies, with all
social and human artributes tabelled “(raditional’ or ‘modern’.[6] The implication is
tisible, the resull oceasionally hilarious, One definition of a modern, developed
gwiely offers the following atiributes:- high participation; structural differentia-
tan;highly rationalised or secularised culture; nation state; capacity {o meet most
mnternal or external challenges. The author emphasises that the concept is ‘linear’,
though he acknowledges thal ‘setback’ may occur. It presumably follows that
tlassical Athens could not properly be more ‘modern’ than present-day lialy, yet the
éfinitions (with their Euro-centred pretensions to normative slalus) would supgest
dtherwise. [7]

A variation on this theme is Charles Tilly’s use of *urbanisation’ as a description
«2mu3nmmm e elsewhere labels modernisation; he defines the former as market
wpansion plus stale centralisation. The theory he derives from this is that
uibanisation breeds resistance where it has occurred in both vigorous and uneven
fosm, That is to say, under certain conditions modernisation breeds revoll, a view
Tilly has since put forth on many occasions. Here, as elsewhere in his work, one
must choose belween a megahistorical theory withoul explanatory value, and a re-
decription in pretentious terms of a particular process which could better be
dcribed in its empirical detail. The model offered is simultaneously overblown and
redundant. [8)

» The fuct that the term *modernisation’ is consistently used, despite its epistemo-
ogical vacuily is a reminder that it is serving a multitude of ideological purposes. To
b modern is to be where the ‘historical process’ intended you to be. It follows that
Hevidence of a willingness (o adapt o the demands of a modern sociely is, on the
e of it, confirmation of the modernised nature of the person or group in question.
Conversely, those who fail so 1o adapt, who ‘protest’ apainst the changes in
“gestion, are ‘backward-looking’ and the subject of much properly puzzled
fvestigntion. Thus Karen Offen admires the ‘middle-class views' of nineteenth-
teatury French artisans ‘towards’ women and wonders whether this laudable
haracteristic did not 2o in tandem with ‘modernisation”.[9] Peter Stearns makes
wuch of the growing ‘adaptability’ of European workers to the conditions of
modern manufacture.[16] As for William Sewell, we learn from his pen that
peasants who came Lo live in a city were more upwardly- mobile than the old urban
vorking-class, and this leads him to suggest that the former were ‘more receptive to
gihinds of moclern ideas'. It is clear, in the context, that Sewel) regards *modern’
s and behaviour as synonymous with compelitive behaviour in the labour
ssrket, [11] Like Palricia Branca, he clearly believes nal just in the rationality of the
surket, but in the purposeful inevilability of that rationalily. Capitalist social
shtions (never described as such) are synonymous with madernism, so that it
Yecomes proper to enquire, nol why a given labour force came to accept its own
sihjugation, but why it might ever have been so refrograde as to fail to do $0.[12)
Allthat remains for the historian is to classify, along the continuum, what shall or
#all not count as ‘modern’. Whole disciplines can be subsumed this way — Offen,
again, actually takes the view that what she calls *women’s issues’ may serve as
‘edicators of broad social change in societics undergoing modernisation’.[13] The a
“friori assumption thus breeds a definition which can be redeployed to prove the

jef.

be revealed as sterile and vacuous, so will social history lose the m:::.a gained in
recent years. It is not hard to envisage a reaction, a few years hence, :.._ favour of
‘old fashioned' history, with the social kind dismissed as a soft option for the
‘unserious’. - )
___dm_.w_q__e.n is also a more important point at stake. History is about pofitics. By this|
mean not the debates or electoral fortunes of parliamentarians, U:.P the means .m_a
purposes by which civil sociely is organised and governed. The ._.mazam to consider
this dimension lias 1wo consequences, Lo be discussed later. One is that whole areas
of the humag experience become incomprehensible; since :._n< cannot altogether be
ignored, we are offered a variety of alternative and Scm__w.c_NE.E accounts o..,.En:_
The recent hisloriography of revolutions is the most obvigus Emnm:nw. Politics are
reduced to evenis of marginal significance, explicable in _umva:o_om._nm_, terms, o
mere E.G:E_mm to a serial description of ‘long term mo&.m_ n:m.:mn ..1:6 mm.nc__.._
conseguence of the divoree of political from social _zﬂo_@ is the _=m.=_:=m denial Lo
people in the past of their political and ideological identity, Consciousness of any,
kind, particularly that relating 1o class, is glossed over or um_,mﬁ:qmm.na. 50 n._z.*
human society in the past takes on an oddly impersonal, neo-hegelian guality,
Strangely, then, modern social history fails at its first hurdle—the proper an
sympathetic account of people.

én%,“__.___ﬁ. hislory is _E\_ just aboul politics, it is politics. There m.m a ,...nQ mmnm_. &N
consisten! message contained in the writings of many modern mom_m_ :.mE:E.ﬁ. an
it concerns the present. Concealed beneath layers of pmqﬁm.:.cn.om_nm_ neutrality m:
abjeclive analysis, is a dominant tendency which is both ﬂ_:.__.mn._:n and no.:m.m._ém:,..
It is against this aspect of modern social history that criticism must initially eo.
directed, jusl as (he lime is long overdue for acknowledgement ol .::a. hollow an
shallow character of much thal passes for reflective thought in :_m.:n_a. mc.:dn:__:
rather odd has clearly happened (o a discipline when one of its leading practitioners

the editor of the Journal of Social History, can pontificale thus:-

The most striking characleristic of many social historians (other :E.: :._n: inabili
to wrile the English language} is their enthusiasm for ‘modernisation theory
Originally conceived and employed by economists and o::.:m as a .Emmma o
accouniing for and characterising the developmenl of the ‘third world’, :zm all
purpose explicandum is now very lrequently offered as a :.E:w_.q.o} for mmmnqm_u_:n
the course of European history. A combination of neo-darwinism m_E ?nn:c_ﬁ.
sociology, it strings the past out along a linear continuum. ‘_,_Em.m:w given event, or
attilude, can be labelled *pre-modern’ or ‘backward-looking’, with no concern as _.o
the refative or historicist idenlity of the tag. David Apler, a leading exponent m_:__w.
approach, clearly states thal he sees ‘developing communities’ as strung out in this
way, all ol them pursuing a single, 129.:;:3. upward path to the vmnm..w:r In place
ol a Whiggish Englond we are offered *the modern world’, and all _=n_ﬁ._m_.=m along
lhe line are either causally linked 1o soime slage in (he process or, where (his is i_a_.._
implausible, declared 1o be ‘atavistic'.[5]

b
e
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__.“M._H._ﬁvm:,_u.n_m .wqmznm Gmm what nm:..,.ﬁ._ domiestic manufacture (o persist was ‘sheer
M _m:m ism’, She ,.,‘,_._Hnm of factory girls and domestic servants in the 19th century
““:._n _3. chose their o.nnm:u:.o:m (a choice influenced by their ‘traditional® or
dma_ w. E.:E.mv. rather in the _.:n::o_. of a secretary reading the small-ads today.
i“mwm“”h _M"ﬂn.m“ﬂﬁa_w“.mﬂv:ma._mna.l ‘traditional job opportunities were preferre
e e io_d.m:.a hwﬂ_r;._ww::mn Tilly and Joan Scolt make a similar point in their
The theory lurking behind all (his seems Lo run thus: 'society’ modernises —
process over which no-one has any control. As it does so, i opens up little boxes ]
. people (o 2.:2. options and roles between which they E.d.\ choose s\oaw_.
v Apparently display a propensity for choosing hoxes which remind them o&“ the {pr .
o modern) :n.ﬁm from .J.Enm_ they have just emerged. Peasants and workers of w_uoﬁ.ﬂ
. a.n.aa oceasionally kick the boxes over in atavistic frustration, but they 1oo
2....::5:« come around and choose the suitable Adaptive stance. To the exten! that
{hese n__o_nn.m are conditioned by anything other tlyan personal 1aste, they are a resuft
of economic ‘pressures’ placed upon the individual by the m<=_<5 1
- Soclety.[20) & modem
. m_mmu:ﬁ_“w_“_m“wﬁ.__wﬂ moE.n <2.m_.o:. ol it, which informs the wrilings of most of the
: . m this E.“._En _., ....c:nm:an. IT they fail 10 recognise it, this will
.s.._a_\m_ummm_w_z be _u.mnm:.mn their satisfaction with the heuristic powers of the new
H“M _q“._mr_ﬁ has ubviated ::.w :mm.a ever to advance a theoretical account of their
" e m_ ings. But theoreticai ._:mann_:m@ alone does not explain the patently
.Bﬂmn_i.n_m character of such _:m:.i\. Nat merely does the laiter ignore both the
raints of the form of production and the beliefs of individuals — it also leaves

aut the very ways in which the cha i
the ¥ nges described were acty i
-+ and s ignorani of, politics. el effected. 1t enores

Two things are happening here, both of them inimical to the study of history.
The first is a simple Failure of intellipence. Take the following example: Edward
Shorter has decided that a high rale of illegitimacy is a pood working definition of |
medernity. He has gone on (o discover that the ‘single highesl group most prone
fsic] to illegitimacy was urban domestic servants’. Because of this he warns the
student of industrial eapitalism against ‘atlaching too much importance Lo factories
and the modern economy'.fI4]) His artificially esiablished criterion has become 8
norm, A (rwh-definition, from which all avaitable empirical data may be re
arranged, Yet without any definition of *modernity’ (except by reflerence to
illegitimacy) we have a merc taulology — and a rather dramatically silly one at that,’
Apler is litle better. He offers two central hypotheses. ‘One is that the greater the
degree of modernisation in a system, the greater the tendency to embourgeoisemen
— while the greater the degree of industrialisation, the greater the tendency towards
radicalisation.” Given Apler's point of view, the first is a tautology, the second a
troisni. Not surprisingly, we find {hat nineteenth-century Eurape was both bourgecls
and threatened by radicals. Q.E.D! We have actually learnt nothing.[15)

Secondly, and more profoundly inimical is the necessarily dualist siructure of
all modernisation theories. Tilly divides protest into pre-modern and modern, Sewel
divides artisans from proletarians on pre-selecied crileria of adaptability to bour:
geois altitudes, and so forth. This is rubbish-—the changing characler of rural
protest in late nineteenth-century France has nothing to do with definitions of
modernity, any more lhan we have any reason 1o expect workers in Marseilles to
desire upward mobility.[16] Nor can such views account for the exisience on
capitafism hefore indusirialisation, or the time-lag between the birth of classical
econontics and its political application. How could such a globally dichotomous
view of society make any sense of such inconveniently complex matters? The
answer, of course, is thal it ignores them. Hence both the inadequacy of the new
positivism when it comes to doing more than naming things, and its careful refusal
te do even that in the realm of ideas. Yet its aspirations remain unapologetically all-
embracing, as they musl.

One device for avoiding these problems has been the enthusiastic use of abstrac
nouns and the passive voice. It has been well said that the popularity of
‘modernisation’ comes from its ‘ability to evoke vague and generalised images"
When more precision is required we hear much abowt the active intervention of
*forces’ and *pressures’. As a result of these agencies, society ‘becomes' modern, .
people are ‘influenced’ and *undergo’ chanpes.[17] We are back here with what
referred to as the neo-hegelian character of this sort of writing. Shorter sees the
‘reintegration of the lower classes into the structure of civil society’ from .n_ua..n
1875'; here there is a nice mixture of the cavalier attitude to chronology, the hegelias .
conception of ‘resolution’, and anachronistic satisfaction at the ending of the nasty
conflicts which characterised the earlier, *transitional’ period.[18] .

A necessary conscquence of this enthusiasm for terms such as ‘modernisation”
and its accompanying impersonal agencies is the return to a naive determinisnt :ammm or even the age of menarche, these
Events, conflicts and crises are smothered under *long term’ considerations, or els¢ ::..:..mm %. events, of moments in time, which
placed on a sub-section of the linear continuunn, representing more or less posilive And this awareness in turn musi _.=<o_Wn :_m n:d.mz_q fashionable to emphasise.
stages in its path to self-ulfilment. Yet within all this there furks a strange and % Biervened in (hese events. Otherwise we _::.E aititudes and acts of those who
paradaoxical empliasis upon free will. This is particularly marked in writings upor ltural anthropology — of which :_53 e e not social history but retrospective
the history of women. While the historical process unfolds unquestioned, womes The study of the decisjve moment — g _.9“6: . S

relain, apparently, a free choice as to their rdle within the process. Thus we leart b smply an economic shimp — requires an mz.m_.n:m.ammow_hﬂmcﬂw _mﬂm“w_m_:o:. m vote, or
: ] ' i ; § & dynamic process.

I

3 =_ﬂ ﬂﬁ__nc_ Q_ :_Q LQ:.:RE Dq\. h.uh;.ﬁ\ ;un.zau-v. _mnmﬂ_:t ﬁ_k::—ﬂn_ S__:u _nwmmuﬂﬂ— to H__W
’
g_zn(m_zm_:m 0— .mOﬂ_m_ —__m__c_ Y, :un:

When the history of men is wi
: arche is widely tecognised as equal in im

" ; artanc

history of monarchy, we will have arrived.[21] portance o the
”.A_H__”ﬂw 2:__._4 llustrate _umm_n.. the condition of the discipline. This sort of *history
i nx_mwﬁu_w__:nm _mn eut’ is inimical to the very enterprise of social history. To
" at politics concerns the ordering and preservation of power, it affected

enteenth-century peasant no less than the smmnﬁnmsz._-nn_::@ burgher

ial historian is toncerned to account for changes in




A Clown in Regaf Purple 73

72 History Workshop

the state. [t cannot be understond if' its essential componenis — partics, ideologies,
pawer, class — have been lefi out of the cquation. No amouni of humber-crunching
in the matter of ‘collective violence' or ‘infernal wars' can resolve this problem,
Indeed, the fashionable enthusiasm for the indiscriminare study of violence, with
tivle regard for the malure of the act in guesy ion, nor its purpose and consequence, is
sctually inimical to the study of revoluions, violent or otherwise: it emphasises (he
fotm of the aci at the expense of ils conten, Certain kinds of violent act have far
more in common with a wide range of non-violent actions (han they do with other
Linds of violence. Many siudenis of revolution seem oblivious (o this obvious point;
but its effect is all buf to nullify their accounts of violent upheaval.[26)

With this playing down of the content of historical actions, particularly those of
& political nature, there goes a hetghtened concern with Torm, This, together with the
(here fargely baneful) influence of Michel Foueault, has resulied in some very
irange interpretations of sirikes in particular, Michéle Perrot is often guilty of this
@ her otherwise thorough and scholarly thése on French strikers, but hitherto
aplumbed depths of subtlety were attained in a recent piece on strikes in northern
France in the early 20th century. Virtually unreadable, the article argues thal the
“formal words’ employed in strikes and sirike demands did not represent the
workers’ innermost feelings: these ‘new words’ (by which the authors mean the
ocabulary of an organised strike) ‘are themselves part of a ‘political’ language
‘ame far removed {rom working-class life’.[27]
i Why ‘far removed™? How do we know? — Qnly through a prior assumplion
Ssoncerning the innately un-political character of {he working-class. The authors
waintain that 1o argue thai workers acted oul of political motives is to tie working-
s behaviour 1o a particular staie of mind which may ‘be of our own invention’,
This sort of infinitely relativisiic ‘Foucaultism® actually says nothing about any-
4 dng: but it doeg bear a close Family resemblance (o the more commonly held view
what ‘all’ women, ‘all’ PeEasants were unpolitical. (Foucault is a prominent French
icholar and scholastic.) This is extremely palronising, of course, and based on no
thted of evidence. Indeed, in the cage of French strikers ji requires a poker-faced
#nial of Lhat evidence. It also allows 1he authors of such views to dispense with the
plitical dimension altogether, on the circutar ground that they have shown politics
;e of no concern to the people under investigation. The premise is the conclusion
d vice-versa,
. The result of all this is remarkably instruciive. We begin with paranoia on the
subject of political history — *Only if one tacks on a“conclusion thal relates to
politics is it fairly certain that the historians will take nofice . .. '[28] And we are
armied immediately and of necessity Lo the denial ol any political ideas to the bulk
#fihe human Tace, past and present, When a political event disiurbs the landscape
elthe past it is confidently ascribed 1o an abst raction, such as ‘*socjal mobilisation’,
From here we advance (o the absurd: Marossian and Schaler assure us that * . . . after
1% Battle of Waterloo {1815], there was a femporary shortage of young men and the
Ystoration was possible’.[29] Here at last is the nemesis of the new social history: it
dndeny politics, but it cannot deny certain kinds of uncomfortably obvious events,
- ®hatit can do, and has done, is render itself quite unable to make any sense of (hese
amis, except by termihological obfuscation, Until monarchy and iis implications
‘e firmly placed back where they belong, in tha position from which they have
Yen dislodged by the non-history of, e.g., puberty, menarche (an instance of the
whictive facility of certain kinds ol social history, as Perrot hasg observed),[30]

moving rather than statie, but moved by people. The .c_umnmm_os s.:n_.“ m.qcnhzmqw“qw_wﬂ__.
demography, with what people ate and how many chairs they owne .__m a ﬁ_m e
the pages of Annales, much altered since the _E_S.R:_ H_E..m of m_o.”.ﬂ mu " mm
Similar ‘static’ obsessions inform the pages of certain English-speaking .E:J.mn_., X
well. Such concerns are not laudable in :_mamn_,.,_nm. They Eu_,nwm.:_ :E. ﬂ:”: M
scraping of the historical dustbin, with no question or problematic ch____saom_,n:_m
They are, bowever, harmiess — excepl when n_n_."o.znn_ :._ such a way tha oo
dimension of hwman experience and the political n_amsm_a.:.d are read out of his J_m
it is in such circumstances that the rejection of no__:nm.m concerns n_onw EE:.
damage. More precisely, it is a refusal to nozmmanﬂﬁazmﬁ that lies at ::wnqoo_ __”“ “.M.“Mn
disgracefol writing on the subjcct of change in the ._Em_.._mu_ 105.«“. afler a mm i:_.,.
key concept in the study of soviety. Even Charles ,_,___F._:__m enough nca.nquom wih:
the subjeet, is constrained to admit that most explanations of the g:a.ﬁc:qw e
such as Colbert require an appreciation of the .wqcnamm,o&. the “:u.m_dmm:cn. of po I.
thal was going on'.[23] This is a rare admission Irom a modern social _:m_o:maw____.
but it remains absiract — it is reduced in value by a complete lack of nosnmzw s.:ﬁ
the central questions: who was exercising that power, on _&__a.% behalf, an ; o: he
detriment of whsm? Any glossing over of such n_cm.ﬂ_m:m.. mm in the substitutio '
‘traditional’ and *modern® for 'pre-capitalist’ and .nmﬁ:.m:m_ . 5huls off m__%mun cg
understanding why socicty was governed as it was, why il changed when it did, an
populace was allected thereby, - A
roiq.“,_.._“ M:zﬂg:n:nam flow from this refusal to m.nmmr oﬁ.. or allow 3_... voﬁ“:___num_._wﬂma
economic power, The [irsl is & loss of political n___.nm«m:.:m__o._.: thus Eliza .nw HH o
can study work, women and family life by reference, in a single paragrap ﬂm.%o__m.
poorest family, an embassy and the White House, Ft is .mm though :mm n%sr_ " —“
attitudes and relationships were all the same, normatively determine .< s “
‘considerations' as ‘women’'s rdle’ or Family structure’. >=.o:§ Em:na.mmaa. the
result is that we learn nothing aboul any of her examples, since the most imporiant
and obvious differentiating actors have been ﬁc_.mc:nz..nua_. . » .
The second consequence is more serious. 1 may in principle be possible ___o
discuss socinl classes without relcrence to power 2..5__:2: no_._.:o_. Bul i._n“n__rm e
historian comes {o acconnt for differences in m:_:ﬁn or cn__m_.._,..‘. an ma ._ =.=w.
happens. Denying the public sphere (1hat is, the political), the m.ﬁ._cm_ _ﬂ__m_oq“waa
confined to the private sphere—and thus, often, (o psychological exp mm.ma e
Thus, because of the absence of any grasp of E_E_.:,m On:.cémnm _._m<m ca _.n _m“ﬁ
mediating character of white power on black nc:mn_o:a:mmm : the history of 5 v
becomes the history of a servite and quiescent group. m:.:__E_F Eom.za:...c_. .
industrial proletariat, appear 1o collude in Uheir own oppression: when _:m:w:m:._w_” :
not concerned with the economic or political E:_:.a. of .:_m: ou_:nm...,__m:. they,
conchide (hat there was something innately (or at best historically) m:_u::.mm_mn on_”.
political about the elass or group in question. This :_mz.wnnoEnm ] maz.nqm:mn _:.__: i
and encrgy is devoled to explaining it in terms Ow___.m private or na__nn.:s_u psycho www.
(biologically or socially determined) of the colluding Eo:u._um_. :._m the ﬁ_._.mban._?
consider class-hased relations of power which encourages such ___minn_ m:m .E._E_B.
psychological accounts of the history of m:.._msﬂ_:.m_m. Seen collectively an \ __” Mznr
of class, tocated in a particular historical sitsalion, understood as struggle,
thaviowr s very different. o
w.,__n_,\n__p.”.::_mmw_”_; _cz_,nn. is the reason for (he failure of most *new’ social _.d_m__o:“nwm.
tamake any sense of revohitions. A revolution is a siruggle for power, for contro ..

o
o

13

3
u.,




74 History Workshop

social history will remain in s
present condilion, bereft of any
social or theoretical value,

1}

The obsession with ‘models’, with
the abstractions to which they
lead, with the predictive value
proclaimed on their behall, has
resulted in some distortions of
history which go beyond a failure
1o pay any attention to (he dimen-
sion of politics. Among (hese
distortions is the strange bui
revealing obsession with numbers,

This is not the place to raise in
full the discussion of statiztical
history, or ‘cliometrics', a theme
much debaled elsewhere., What
interests' me here is not so much
the fact thal most  historians

the source of the problem.

The interest in numbers and their uses, is clearly linked to the absence of agy s
properly conceived historical questions. 11 is of course true that a genuinely worthy
undertaking might be assisted by a piece of quantative analysis, but it is 535:.6
to note how very few of the truly original contributions (o social history have wnﬁ
s0 assisled. All too frequent is the inferest in numbers for their own sake. d_ﬁ
Theresa McBride's work on ninefeenth-century domestics contributes nothing 1o
uncerstanding of the bourgeois houschold, and litile enough to our knowledge o
working women. So why do it? Becnuse it is there. Servants can be no:ina.. maps
constructed, graphs drawn up and a piece of data thrown thereby into the _E_a;?
graphical pool. The same applies to the study of eye colour, family size, age of
menarche, and anything else which has been counted for no other reason than i 4
be counted. A recent study of the “ransformation® of an Istrian village in moders

times concludes thus:

The foregoing analysis has deall with the nuclear family as a unit, employing
multiple regression to determine how and why families responded (o what they

perceived as modernisation.|15)

4 Clown in Regal Purple 75

This is a very typical instance of the resart to quantified and quantifiable data to
wompensate for the lack of an argument and the glaring absence of conceptual
- insight, As with words, so with numbers; reality disappears behind a blur of science.
What resulis is often absurd beyond beliel. Nor can it be said that the new social
historians hide their five-watl bulb under a bushel. David Apler, after all, asserts the
-need for the ‘ruthless elimination of ambiguity in order to take advantage of the
- possible application of computer techniques'.{36] Hence we move to the attempt by
; Matossian and Schafer to ‘refate the pattern of family emotional interaction to
political violence. . . ' by means of 4 computer; while Prof, Margadant’s eriticism of
Agullion in the above-mentioned review begins to make sense. Afler all, the subtle
evelotion and deployment of ambiguilies in the latter’s work is all to clear and
frequent.[37)
The real problem, then, is not quanlification as such, but rather that writing-by-
tumbers may lead to and fiow from a complete epistemological bankruptey. Thus
he author cannot make very much of the caleulations themselves, especially when
these quite patently contradict existing knowledge or common sense, What matters is
Imtention, the question or questions which prompt the use of a particular source,
Where such questions are absent, or where they are themselves founded upon
Bypotheses based on a theory or model derived from the sociologists, then the
tumbers may be deployed as skillully as you will — the result is stiil to hide from the

works of Maurice Agulhon can seriousty take him to task for ‘neglecting’ to u:m.m:m
‘syslematic guantative evidence',[33] The reader of journals in this field is beset wit
nwnbers on all sides; how many domestic servants were (here in nineteenth
century Versailles, how many Frenchmen had blue eyes in 1815, how man
eighteenth-century writers loved their mothers. .. 7[34] 1t would be too easy
dismiss all this a5 (he last resort of people whose only intellectual skill is the ahility ¢
manipulate a pocket caleulator; limitations of such a definitive nature are not always R rigorously and

eader and writer alike the historica) process purportedly described. And when serial
-#ata are absent, it is as though a crutch had been removed; the social historian is
kft, all too frequently, with nowhere to £0 and no means of getting there.[3B}

* The most common use of quantified data comes in the application of models to
bstory, It goes in tandem with the
tgorous exclusion of the unquan-
:fiffable — hence, perhaps, the
mmon lack of interest in any-
thing before 1750. A model so

b

| mﬁw

1)

Y

past,
does
8ot fit. Two examples will serve 1o
Bhusirate this. At the theoretical
» kvel we have David Apler (whom
quote again as & highly respected
theorist of modernisation) affirm-

iag that:

I may be necessary Lo {reat
explicitly as a testing ground
for analytically derived propo-
sittons and, even in a rough-
and-ready fashion, (o plunder
events in order to do hindsight
analysis. [39]
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RO History Workshop

passes for an explanation or a context for (he material unearthed. Why is Febvre's

ice ignored? .
mn_cw.m._w”wo_. the answer lies in the strocture of the _uqo*..mmacu_. in m:n mode of
production of history. Bad enough, as in France, to be hﬁ..:m_:&. a topic and told .__o
contribute an answer Lo the palron’s own questions, Elsewhere it is more ?B:Q.a “
the case that the student is direcled toward a source, .Bom__ commonly an m«n:m.“_
series or a statistical ‘run’. This source will almost nn_‘_m:.__w have been _.nnoﬂ:._nn
either because it is ‘workable’ {that is, can be manipuialed n:mam_:\n_wm_ or
converled into a diagramn or map), or else because the professor happens to have
access 10 a micro-edition of it {common in the USA, &:nq.m access 8. m.caoﬂnmh
holdings is a problem), The salient virtue of the source E_.__ be that it W_ dm V_u
‘unused’; the net effect of all this is a sort of academic variant of the Oklaliom:

land-prab, Young historians race oud across the historical plain, their wagons full of

fresh, crisp graph-paper, scrambling Tor the iast remaining plots of 'virgin® _n_.:EQ.
us are we offered original research, .
b Whatever answers the student derives from a reading o*..m:.n_._ ﬂm.pun_w__ ,W.;__
necessarily depend upon the questions which be .c_. E:.u mcn.nnmn_m in _Emm_::_ﬁ a.“:m__“m
the course of the research. Since the apprenlice :_Ec‘:m: all too rarely ; mmz_
with any problem to which an answer is sought, and since, Prof. m__%“ :o:.,““:
standing, it is all but impossible to eonstruct a problem out of a set of docu .
without some sense of why they were assigned, the usual paitern is to ::N ow
direction to the professor and the professor’s own work. In many graduale sc M.“
this tendency is reinforced by the siudent's abligation to S_.:m courses from, an
remain it close and dependent contact with their research a_:mnn.oq.. . .
This is the usual way in which ideas are transmitted in such _:m:_c:os.m. but i
modern social histary an extra dimension has been added. The professor is M: __cm
oflen passing on a model, or a theorem {0 be tested. As m no:.mnn_:m:n.m. ”:n%‘% nn::ﬁ
being asked to contribite a building-block ._o some :..ﬂo:omqmur_.nm edific m_ "
shape ol which remains unclear, Here __:w ::_umﬁ.:_. the :ni. vom:_c.,mmm .m‘ e
sharpest: tach rescarcher comes (o helieve in _::u existence ol a proper mwn:u_._a:
of the past and is led to be content with seeing the ﬁ_cn"c_.a. :ﬁm;.. or E“_ mﬂn -
book, ss a ‘contribution’ 1o that deseription. muqn.im_. obetsance is _._.mu e =p
direction of the poverning model or method, but little further effort is spent o

Cl

justifying or explaining the rescarch being undertaken:[57] it is sufficient to have

- e s uy
exhansted a source, correlaled two or more statistical series, ‘thrown light’ oa

hitherto darkened corner. -
A contribution has been made. Bul 1o what? . ) .
The answer, clearly, is that a contribulion is being made to :.E no:..ﬁz_n__o: .“__...

historical ‘science’. The ‘desire for scientific stalus in the social mn.nznmmﬁmw ”u

caplured the lalest generalion of historians, just as it obsessed their nineteent

r3

century forebears. The resolute rejeclion af the idealist m:a. theoretical no:nn_._.“n&,
of the intervening period lias lefi social historians in something of a .azm:m_mcr ey
will not acknowledge anyihing which smacks of hisloricist or marxist thinking, yef

they scorn the empiricists, They wish 1o be free to ascribe significance to anything

they choose, while retaining a claim for the scientific status of their Eu:_r _,um&
prectudes anything approaching a genuinely theoretical base. Theory has beea

repinced by disconrses npon method,

tt is this shift which accounts for the farmidable mavmn_.z:o.: ...ﬂs..._m_ :_m_c:.oﬂ
the post-war schoo! of western sociologisis. 1 is extraordinarily difficult to conceive
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of some historical method which would have served as a substitute for conceptual
thought, The tools of the historian have traditionally been subservient to the
intentions informing their use. But a certain sociology can plice method at the
" forefront of its investigations, since it takes society as an undifferentiated unit,
organised by function or Structure, The role of the investigator is that of a
taxonomer, and in thig role, pre-cminence clearly attaches to the method of
description or classification employed. For historians as for sociologists this must
presume the non-involved status of the observer. Small surprise, then, that Charles
, Tilly envies economists because they can agree on their criteria, and bemoans the
absence of such agreement among historians. Like other social historians, he
appears Lo accept uncritically the claim that economists and sociologists have
- value-free criteria, and this credulous attitude is reflected in frequent borrow-
ings.[59]

As a consequence of this enthusiasm for the categories and assumptions of the
sociologists, we find the uprising of 1851 accounted for in terms of entrances into
and exits from the polity, together with increasing ‘social mobilisation®.[60] Social
tlasses are delermined by status or ‘owtlook’, while ‘normative’ factors such as
income, property, occupation and so forth become the determinants of social
difference. Conflicts are ‘resolved’, political systems chosen. Change over time is
evoked, but never as a factor in any explanation, The only temporal distinction
“mare i5 that between “iraditional’ and *modern’ society; both are equally presented

' ascoherent and rational — (he former inherently, (i.e. on iis own terms), the Jauer
- Immanently (i.e. really, and increasingly). New research serves 1o *ffl! in the gaps',

The result will be a proper and complele account of society,

Just why this blind beliel in the virtues of altaining a scientific status for history

“has re-emerged is a very interesting question. The belief clearly dates from the late

19305, and can thus be linked to the simultaneous enthusiasm for 'scientific’ status
inthe post-sputnik era and the Joss of faith in philosophy and history alike. More

s+

dertain sorts of unsocial behaviour, The study of revolutions, violence and protest of
ultkinds came into vogue. Historians who could claim a *predictive’ value for their
findings, and who could offer sugpestions as 1o the circumstances in which

fevolution had been avoided or deleated, were al a premium. History acquired
: prophylactic qualities, and jig practitioners came close to claiming experimental
-satus for their findings.{61] Not surprisingly, such claims could only be made for
terlain soris of things — indeed, the demand only existed for claims of a certain
1kind, For social history to be true social science, it had carefully to eschew the study
of & number of phenomena {politics, idealogy) — or else 50 to apply the methods
barrowed from the sociologists as 1o
tifferent, Herein lay the origins of the approach which has now become standard
Tor dealing with politics in general, and with ideology in particular.

render these phenomena something altopether

There is no place for political ideclogy in most modern social history, any more

than there was in the sociology from which the laiter derived. 1t has proved
messary, however, 1o acknowledge its existence, both because idenlopy indispul-
- ably existed, and because a properly scientific history otight to be able to account for

£ The usual appronch has been to defuse its content by a reductionist account of its
Mot Thic (e achiacned ey monttar x0T R
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accounts of the revolutions of 1R30 and 1848 conceived in terms of a generation
gap), and then providing the standard account of why young people adopt such
extremist stances. This will go a long way, since most revolutionary movements were
of necessily composed largely of young persons.|62] The ideas of political women
have been delused, (oo, *Material' issues, we learn, were the motives behind female
participation in sirikes and revolts: where women had no material motivation, they
were simply oul stpporting the men for ‘familial’ reasons. Thus all revolutions
which see aclive female partivipation are, obviously, by definition, about ‘bread and
butter’ matters.[63] For the rest, they represent either a bad case of collective
pathology or else youthful exuberance.
The next slep is to place ideology, along with every other dimension of human
thinking, in the category of epiphenomena. This daring move dispenses altogether..
with the need to discuss ideas. We should not be surprised to find Edward Shorter in
the forefront of the move fo this end, Logic and ralionality, he claims,

are just other words for ego control, the psycho-struciural state of mind whenes
expressive sexualily flows,[64] 5

;
The appeal of such an approach is that it both dismisses human thought an
employs a properly ‘scientific’ method as the means lo this end —in this case;
psychoanalysis. Semetimes in place of Freud we are offered rabbits. Thus Matoss
and Schafer reduce the history of wars and revolutions (including the French:
Revolution) to problems of “crowditig stress'. 1789 was the direct product, we learn 53
of a demographic explosion, while the ensning peaks of political violence only tail
ofl when the population ceased to grow, in 1871. The subtle admixiure of socl
biology and bad history is seductive, [65] &

Those who choose not 10 reduce ideas in this manner have instead devised meang
of defusing their content, Michéle Perrat is a particular offender here, ‘reading
strikes with the gay abandon of Barthes deciphering an advertisement for wEoBoz_W
itis the 'signs’ that count.{66] In skillul hands this is entertaining though not very
informative in the eénd. But left to the drones, it is a device for denying to cmow_msﬁ
the past any mental independence whatsoever. Peler Stearns has laboured long anit
hard to show rthat the late nincieenih-century prolelariat was nol interested in
revolulionary politics; small wonder that hie is *astonished at the sucden oppositlod
to long work-days which emerged in the 1890s, ‘despite their longstanding in the
irade’. Had hie not been so resoluie in denying 1he workers their ideas (and had he
bothered 1o look), he would not have found the opposition to long hours *sudden’ i
the least.j67]

Attitudes of this kind produce histories of *protest’, which are rooted neither in i bremge Schale dndustrialised peasants 1920

Lime nor in popular support for an idea or doctrine, The ideas which mobilise sacil : ‘ ' _
conflict are carelully and aliogether divorced from (he participants in that san kaders. At no point do the peasants and workers themselves, men or women
conflict. This offers a double bonus. The signilicance of ideology is dismissetl, singé /4 wdquire any political identity of their own, They never chose, or were vc::nm:w..
‘modern’ social history is not interested in the views of an élite of the oppressed, wiscious. They rebelled blindly, or followed a lead.

Furthermere, the common people become, under *normal’ circumslances, stablé 2@y Thisis the stuff of scientific history. It is not ard to see how it fitted in wilh (he
and passive. Where protest was ‘pre-modern’, it is classed as alavistic and irrational: fequirements imposed upon themselves by historians who came to malurity in the
When protest has ‘modernised” iisell, it is usually said 1o have been organised - tly 1960s. But why is so much energy devoted Lo demonstrating thesc points? Why

around an ideology conceived on high and pirveyed (o the masses by pariies and
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. heli i imed to workers.[69] Where women come (o occipy a very particular place in capitalist
i it 50 important to deny ___m: popular q_EHMth_m.,_;wn__Wﬂmn_qhm_w.“ﬂ_m” MM:MM holding Eon_:n:n_.:,_ as in the lower-paid sections of the textile industry, we are assured by
believe, sn_:.na what they n_um_:na _cws.ﬁ,__n.ann_ in order to trim the rough cdges of a 5 Pawricia Branca that this was because men got out in search of better paid work,
the views which :_w« mm_%.: ot 9“..‘ e 50, belter jusl ignore ‘protest’ alto- : while women ‘saw less reason to change'.[70] The passive voice and the abstract
well-groomed positivist seience. If this were so, T soun are here invoked most frequently in order 1o avoid the sugpestion of
gether, fag ] k ledged challenge to which many social historians exploitation, or of human itervention of a class-based nature. Thus we learn with
The msmea..nq lies in the o ”ci ﬁm__mnm:E”é vmsmws_ or the nineteenth-century Louise Tilly that authority ‘is wielded’, production ‘grows’, new opportunities
are _,mm._uo:a:wm. Once the eip ﬁ_meu_ d Mm which he or she proclaimed, and given that ‘open’ for women. ..... [71] All under the acgis of a neutral ‘society’. Cultural and
m_:ro_.. s admitiec 1o be holding tie | “u ._o fcal Ecmmn..zm then a whole alternative: 5 sxcriptive values form the basis of Sewell's over-rated work on Marseilles, where he
:._mmm ._n_nmm e, T e oo *U.mmz.n ,Mowma Itisa ﬁ_m_.mmnnn of these assumptions sppears bemused by the workers’ sons’ apparent lack of interest in ‘*upward
:__a..o_:cm_ ox_ﬂ_nsmh._m”mwn_.kwwcﬂmw_. h_zwmnnman: .E_. a scienlific redout.Consciously or mobliity’. Had any of these authors, Sewell especially, chosen to ask themselves
which seems to m f

whether class consciousness and the capitalist system of production helped 1o
account for the things they describe, their explanations would have been both more
plassible and more properly historical. As i1 is they sit somewhere in the sirato-

ne, many social historians are doing haltle with the demon :,_E.x_m_m.. hin the new
This is not always obvious. It is relatively rare to read someone sn_. un -
orthodoxy contrasting his or her point of view with ‘the usual marxist interpre

it i ion to be sphere, uprooted in reality. [72]
. 5 not at all rare for that interpretation to . . | )
tion". I m_._o:E add, m_ohwm__w”_”m”_“”_h” “uuamn__ is (o reject from the outset any : The fear of marxism engenders much confusion. When the term ‘social class’ is
totally im.:.:nnq.m_oo ..73_3 m<n_._; on the vndersianding thal ‘economic’ and employed, it is divorced from any relationship to a joam of production, m:.n_
“ar_o:m_:.,n :“”m_ c_q_ﬂ_.”_“mwzm _:nnmﬁ,_.in are olfered a variety of alternatives, which + becomnes & mere ascriptive calegory, interchangeabie with any other, Economic
marxist’ are the sur .

. i tion 15 Blstory is quite ignored, and, with it, the very word ‘capitalist’, 5o that it is not just
; Max Weber, The extent to which these func : juite ig » &nd, . - thatitis !
O o etve ?.::. :_Mm.f___mww_“.rnm._mm:_m:%: reefs and sandbanks, may be deduced':75% Marx who is Jettisoned, but whole schools of conservaijve economic historians with
as atlempts to circum : : ;

f ir concern (o avoid any reference to social class, When Charles Tilly writes: +i him, What _.nﬂa.mm is a painfully <.=_uE. account of the human condition, in which
rom their . - lity he is juggling with concepts of starus)iiil 22 the central experience in people’s lives is consigned to a secondary siatus,

of people entering or leaving :__m_. o _mu:..mz__ cmmm:uau; to smash *apen the door . Even social histories of wark itsclf convey a a somewhat hydraulic sensation as if
power nc_w_.m..m prestige, social ncn. __.._ “M excluded’, The resuit of the conflict is seeq floating free of the thing described. This is because however accurate their
of the polity to some nom_mzn..un“ __m M.qqn_.. Ina m:r:m_‘ manner, Joan Scott invokes i 3 - description of the techniques of production and the proletarian experience of same,
mmm.qm-mqnm.._me:n_.:.o::n amn“m. :n_. 3 mnnw.:_: for the behaviour of Carmaux glass/ #4380 sieh histories avoid any account of the social formatjons contingenl upon a
traditional “culture m_z_‘.aosm - ..m.: siderable energy goes into the effort ta:5; patticular mode of production. Thus such work might as well be about the natives of
s.cm_”_na_. In her ,”..cq__wmfu:hﬂ _%.“__M”..n:“.:wmn_”:,ms the economic position of women North Barneo for all that it relates 1o a genuine historical experience. Indeed, the
avold the uwse of ¢ E .

< upgestion s apt, since the emphasis is precisely upon a stavic description, which is

ferred from the formal content of the work process and related events. This s
= more anthropology than history; with ali the anthropologist's relative lack of
=rdoncern for the dynamic of temporal change, The anthropelogist, however, has at
kast been there and could question the protagonists. The resolutely anti-marxist
Nstorian merely second-gliesses the participants, his subjects: they cannot answer

k, when their intentions and experiences are being confidently re-interpreted or
ored. Such wriling has a distinctly *alienated’ air 10731 Things keep *happening'
prople in the past for no very good reason, while the victims of history so
g= discribed become mere ciphers, their actions either ‘irrational’ because out of step
ewith the times, or else ‘rational’ but devoid of thought-content. The target is
marxism, but the real losers are men and women in the past, who are as determined
by this view as ever they were by the schemas of dialectical materialists. At least the
biter allowed the revolutionary class a passing claim to ideclogicai intervention.

- In France this denial of history has in some respects gone a step further. Fernand
it Braudel’s own work has a certain panache 10 it, but the broader impact of his
..m,__g fathings has been negative. Scholars have adopted the fong sweep(longue durée) on
b one hand, and rejected ‘events' (histoire évenementielle} on the other, and
‘e hve steadily dismantied the historical event altogether, One result of this is a glut

ol articles about minute and marginal matters: the ‘history of footwear’ or the
1915 Emage of the cooked in pre-modern mentalities’, . , . There has even been an altempt
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,ngm_._wm .Em.::.% .2. the industria! bourgeoisie. As an interpretation of popular
behaviour mﬂ Is risible. The sad conclusion is that the modern sacial histarian is
obsessed with material motives and impersonal causality. How jronic that it should

be the marxisis m_o:n among social historians who remain openly interested in ideals
aad non-material concerns!

to demolish the fact of the French Revolution, integrating it into the long sweep o
the popular (and therefore napolitical) experience. {73} -
There is not space here to consider in depth the inlellectual environment in whi¢
social historians have by-passed econemic history and thereby dodged (he contest
with marxism. 1l should be noled, however, that all 1his reflecis rather well 1
denial of class and ideology which characierised much of American social though
from the mid-1960s. It would be very misleading (o suppose that these were the
views of the political Right. On the contrary: not merely did the ‘old* Left lose
faith; the new Lelt of the 1960s openly denicd objective social and economis

v

vt

categories, and claimed the right to identify itself just as ir chose and with
whomsoever il wished. The individual rather than the class became the revolutionary g
‘unit’, and occupational or subjective sirata’, such as students or intellectoals;:
became the collective nouns for such nnits. The old marxist conceplion of revolution
was refained, but a very different and quite unrelated set of subjects was attached 16
it. Small wonder, then, that the next generation of social historians fost their wa
Some retained their inlerest inthe sexual revolution— Shorler unabashedly replac !
the capitalist economy with sexual liberation as the generalor of prolelaria
revolt—[74] but most proceeded to a new academic detachment, retaining the i
distaste for the classical accounts of sacial relations, but unable to find an
satisfactory replacements for them,

Out of all this has come a marked failure 1o separate the past from the present. :
disturbing number of modern social historians patently construct their :Ec_.mﬂm
explanations from the maserial provided for them by their own lives and those of ;5
their neighbours. To the extent that they avoid the private sphere, they nevertheléds »,.w.
depend very heavily upon the political world they have themselves experienced.|75
Here, as 50 often, il is the newer (ields of interest that suffer most. Scoll and Tilly
assure us that 'traditional famitics employed a varicty of siralegies Lo promote the
well-being ol the family unit”.[76] All thal this can possibly mean is that for moslo
human history men and women did everything they could 10 keep from slarving at
to prevent the break-up of their families. Bul the phrasing chosen speaks reams
about the authors® conception of choice and economie action. Prof. Branca, arguing
that the late 19th century saw the ‘modernisation’ of the age-old ‘mobility throtigh
marriage theme' (1), suggests (lial one reason why women entered secretarial work
was the hope of marrying an ‘up-and-coming young executive’. [77) No doubt ihé:
would happily have returned 10 the texiile factories to which they felt such
traditional affinity, had there but been some executives prowling the shop floor
search of proletarian wives! 1t is hard 1o tell whether it is the pulp novel,’
biography’ which accounts for this sort of twaddle. Both make bad history

The emphasis, it will be observed, is again and apain on the F&,\E:mm.u.ﬁ
isolated actor in the economy hell-bent on maximising his own profit*.[78] This i
be a fair and proper description of (the professor in search of promotion and obliged
to publish just aboul anything in order to obtain it, but it has little to say o’
experience of mosi Europeans in the 191h century, It is absurd to write of people
exercising ‘strategies of family fertility' in search of a place in the sun, Lik
theories of rising expectation, relative deprivation and so forth, such accobat
assume intention, frustrated or otherwise, on the part of individuals. Never is th
any sense ol people acting together, or for motives which transeend the maxim
tion of private or family weatih. This would e poor siufl if it had been writt

The present-minded character of the interpretations, (he search for ‘scientific’
status, the refusal to recognise the significance of ideas or politics, the ignorance of
znono__a._.amn (except in 50 far as it can be tabulated) — all this represents a complee
<ot of “”m:: in history. Traditiona] modes of histarical undersianding are scorned
ternative approaches praised unstintingly. Thus Theodare Zeldin's gioéo:.am
,D&.ai.g..aa% of Modern France is everywhere offered as the acme of modern
Sma_ history; yet it is a fundamentaliy wrong-headed work, albeit entertainingly
mm !u:m:._u_x Social history, as | suggested earlier, has-been transf, ormed into a sort of
E_am.nnn:é cultural anthropotopy.
Itisa very significant development. Traditional political history continues on jts
eniroubled way, describing in detail the behaviour of ruling classes and the
ﬁa.ﬁoqammo:m which took place within them. Divpreed from social history, this
femains, &5 ever, a form of historical wriling adapted (o (he preservation o__, the
1S Quo; it concerns iisell with aclivilies peculiar to the ruling group, activities of
.%Emnn.._w rational and self-justifying nature. In earlier days first labour history
then social history appeared a threat 10 all this, if only by providing alternative E:m
Jass complacent accounts of political events themselves. The impact of the work of
ma_.mm.m Lefebvre or Albert Sobouyl upon our wnderstanding of the political
evolution in France provides an excellent instance of Lhis,
- But social history is now being disarmed., Deprived of its claims upon the major
as_m m.mn changesin history, it is increasingly confined by its leading practitioners to
: _r.n:u.:cum of the non-political, the avowedly insignificant, Thig js thoroughjy
dalurbing, .EE:... is no m:::omw here with the process whereby labour history ceased
; %Ma en.cwﬁ_m%m& .s::_ unions and _Eu:S .:.Eizw at workers ﬂ.:n:;n?n? The interest
: mained political, and the political austory of a labouring class was enriched
i thereby, Modern social historians, in contrast, are encouraged (o scrabble around
dmong the oddments. From these they fashion mnno:_.__m.‘o‘, ._,..:.Emﬁm. such as women
# work .cq the changing nature of the Family ecanomy, which deserved better
.EBE..._:E the political hislory of the ruling class has survived unscathed the ::.nmm
foits hegemony of interpretation in those things that matter, rather in the way that
# International corporation wil) grant a degree of workers' control on the
thop-floor, smiling the while, in the knowledge that this is not where the true power
B, In both instances attention js deflected away from those areas, concern with
lich had posed the initjal threat. |
‘It eannot be said that the social historians of the last two decades have fought
ﬂw__ma to avoid this situation. On the contrary, Stearns and others have been in
e vanguard of the baitle to deny 10 men and women in the past any political
Hm_nznn.i_.m_mcmc.n? The result has been to lake away from people in the past the
ciniral n__a::mi_ﬂ_::m characterislic of g properly human and civil society., Small
wonder, then, that biological analogies are so frequently to be glimpsed in the papes

PR
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of journals of social hisiory. The urge to mz_fouo_ommmm.zeo% is part of :E. mma“
denial, and I cannot make the point betier than by quoting from a recent review o

some books on the Paris Commune: .
From an anmihropological perspective, the Commune was a .qwe.xuzm.mzon
movement’ with a strong messianic component, It sought to q.smmim_: the _Eﬂ.
rity of the tocal community by expelling those forces, symbolised by the u_._ﬂ,_m..
who opposed its lraternal and egalitarian ideals.{R0)

fume of benevoien( anachronism, Historians who wrilte like
people, yet they have neither the clarity, nor the conceptual

Hnge, to theorise,
- Oneshould not be over-sanguine. A refurn to the study of politics and ideology,
A willingness 1o criticise and condemn where appropriate, an improvement in the
Sovel of scholarship and literacy are none of them very likely in the near future,
Newcomers {the history of women, the history of the family) might yet force some

aiking on the profession, in order to avoid being stillborn. But that, too, is
ely. The pessimistic prognosis is much the more realistic, We are witnessing the
! ngulation of social history, watching while a high fever is diagnosed as
E&B_am good health. If the deity who waiches over the profession did indeed
_ En,ﬁ__n death of the past, what better way than to drive its high priests mad? It is
&mh.:_mmno:nm:mnm 1o be associated with this scene of progressive dementia. Now is
waly 8 bad time to be a social historian.

Whal is to be done? The solution, if there is one, :mm s.::. that minority o_._mmwn_
historians who remain commitied Lo the proper uE.m_”_: of :_m::.w.. fn ﬁ.::.o e
to ‘convince' the rest of the profession of whal we wm:m.sw“ to begin E_._:. it M.o_“um_,.r,
rather odd {o proclaim a ‘truth’ status m.oq. our awn ideas, 10 step in {o “sz_iw
apainst the *scientific’ claims of the oﬁvcmm:m:. The m:::\.m__. the past _” m:n e
cerebral aciivily — it has been well said (hat # E_ﬁ.nm u_m_nn in ‘._:.u u_‘nﬂ_ﬂ M.m::a:g
head’.[81] But this need nal lead to a vomm:o.: of ::.m::.m _.m_s:,.;m:__.. m _“ e
belween good and bad history can be established. mmﬁ_._nm_ social :ﬂc_”"m.“ e
have the courage to proclaim abroad, in articles and qmsm,.af z;:. a _un.ﬁ_%: .ﬂ.sﬁ.&”mm
or the premise on which it is founded, is unscholarly, .m:._n:_. or :_m_o:ﬁm mmﬁ_ i
There are so many naked academic u:._nm:mmm_mw__ E:..:mnm_:m groves these day

ic comment as to their appearance is ong overdue. ]
mcaﬂzw_,_”h“u_ task is undoubtedly that of re-emphasising, on every _,onnmm__wﬂ:qw,u
primacy of politics. It will no longer do to mnnmum a study _o ,Mﬂnznm ol
revoluiionaries which denies them their Emmm m:.a_ ﬁ._._m: _ﬁ_mm".m. on “dn m_.p e
the author ‘does a careful and competent job within the .::::.. :na_n_mm mwni -
elc., ete, This acknowledges the 225?55_, of :wm MEMH”_.”M“M_M_‘ addsa p

ed by those who reject suc| .

Eo_ﬁh”m _%_N___HWM wﬂﬂwwﬂu::owna writers shy n_mwa af _uz.ua_mm.am:m the need ?.. fing. Zo.~ everyone would ngree sy o :..:ﬁ ol
return to political hsitory on the principle of mc_#_m:_w..mon_m_ history, :Mw M:mmw iitians, and it s.“_w_cwquHWqNMMNMm%E“_MMm :__q”_ %.M“”mﬂ”%wwmﬂnw_q_.M_Mw“nu__mwﬂw% Mﬂw
is still such an infant discipline 1hat we shall all m._:,_.n_..:. we are seen 8._” __m.—uw&uﬁm Fiaeey e curently e 8 roduce .%En ond noa_n.m:_:c:m a1y
This sarl of view has & long pedigree; it is of a kind with the response Om Mm i : omy, German women and so forth, Geschichte und Gesellschafr and Mouventent Social
Sattre to the news of Stalin’s crimes. Keep it c:amq wraps, he nozsmna n_ l..m ticular) have publichey reprcscntative oxame ool Scheft nd ouvement Socia
Jaut pas désésperer Billancourt’.[83] The mms.n line has been o:.mqn. % _m &
criticism of some of the shoddy work produced in the name of women's hislo

Y. The text of this piece makes clear just how highly 1 rate the wark of Maurice Aguthon,
T, wsance, and one could add the names of Rolande Trempé, E.p. Thompson, Yves Lequin,
yet the implication is surely that second-best :m_n_m get mnno_.:._-cmﬁ.iwq_ﬁ. M_F___‘
should be grateful and shat up., In every case it is a bad mistake; the r

w&uﬂ.xg_ma and Nathalie Zemon Davis 1o a random {and long) lis of historians wha elicit
e, There is, too, a whole new gencration of historians of Britain, men and women wiih
Gresham's Law, applied (o the writing of history — the bad writing mc_.s_..ﬁ_-h».
edges oul the good,

t wark | am insufficienily acquainied 1o offer cither destrved praise or well-merired
smnstion. My theme, then, is not that things are all bad, b rither that the dross hag
HE:& disturbingly 1o the surface (to mix a metaphor), 1 is lime 1o condemn the shoddy
. e understood, will bring in its tral S of (e ﬁmcu_n.u_mncmm.nm in .:__m article, and this mus result mz.m pieee of polemie, rather
A return _.ﬂ _*:n Mn__uﬁ.:_a:wwu_.,u”%__e_..u_%wmmvm_ﬂum_mwwumm~ Real umcﬁm with opinions sarefully weighed discussion of the siae of the art. In adopting 1his approach ! run (he
recognition of the full iden : 1 ' Thasiit
their own, will re-cmerge from the heaps of taxonomological wool ::awa s_____ﬂ___i g
have been buried. One side-benefit of this might be m._.nn_:n:o: _:.:_n E..Muo zsmmn ok
thinking and bad writing associated with that sort of impersonal history. One hoges!

% appearing to condemn wholesaie where in fact I wish (o offer encourapement to others
share my views, Therc is also the danger that | may appear arrogant and aggressive in
: * W i3
that the lime will come when no-one will publish sentences like the following, swwk
containg most of the Tollies T have attacked:

o artitle has benefited greatly from the help and advice of other historinns, Guoff Eley
fgrally suggested the theme 10 me, and I have discussed it in the interval with David Crew,
“Hi¥ Higen, Patrice Higonnet, Ray Jonas and Gareth Siedman Jones in particular. They and
ﬂ?.:__wcn made Beute and accasionally critical suggestions and provided valunble references.
_.mm#m:_na a lot about social history from the graduate and undergradunte participants in a

JEREAAr O [he subject, held in Cambridge in 1978, | owe a particular debt of acknowledge-
34 10 Patricia Hilden, who first opened my eyes to the need for wonen's history and he
dehels In much of current writing on this and other topics, The nrticle owes a lot to her critica)

w.ﬁ-__:csmr neither she nor anyone else should be held responsible for the views expressed

become clear, this article reflects a number of strongly held and
» and it thus lacks much of the *detachmens® commonly associaled

; For rhis 1 apolagise in advance to the reader. If a muted tone had (he effect of reducing
&xree of the critique, and | fear this might be the case, then i is better to run the risk of
hought somewhnt overwroughi. Amid the chaiter and hum ol academic discourse, i
wieeines heips (o shout if You really wish to be heard,
2 fi may even be doubted whether any theary can be direetly associaied with the works of
M Tilly and hiis disciples, although theirs is the dominant infuence in many areas. With
el We ave in the presence of an iniellectual maverick (perhaps migpie would be g sharper
interleation), extraordinarily adept ay githering and applying data ane methods from a
%.«smm of idealogical positions, A careful reading of the collected works fails to reveal
.h@wu%uaannz:m & coherent "Tillyisnt?, unless it be the repeated i indiscriminate use of
w8 calegories and their application o the nac

A case can be made that exposure to (he modern sector &t EE.: .mnz..::uwﬂ.w
population to the values of individual .,.n:.ancﬁcu_:nj_ and _uq.mn:u_:.:nm we&m i
ness to experiment with new life styles and personality configurations, whi
then leads 1o action, should all other things be equal.[R4]
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i ing: ies-Socidtés-Civilisation
in mind in particular the following: Annales Econamies .m.a:m...&
nn:nnw __pn_q__w ,.M“ ﬁ:ﬁn..ﬁ. Hm_NU" Compurative Siudies in .wan._.wQ E.E. Histary (ciled as D.mmmtw.,
Journal of Interdisciplinary History (JIH), Journal of Social History (JSH); and, occasion:
\ly, Past und Presemt. )
i 4 Peler Slearns, The Impact of the Industrial Revoelution, New ._n;n.z G..B. p-6.
5 David Apler, Some Conceprual Approaches to the ..w:...&_ a.H Maodernisation, New .M_nawn
1968, p.243. Sce aiso the articte by D.C. Tipps, “Modernisation theory and the study
national societies: a critical perspeciive’, CSSH, vol. 15 no. 0, __o.B. pp.199-226. _uco._..GP
& The usual assumption scems to be that ‘(raditional’ covers the years ,
‘modern’ everything since! . X ;
7 See L.E. Shiner, *Tradition/Modernity: an Enm_. lype gone astray’, ﬁ..wmi. <cm.m m_qm_.&m.
2, 1975, p.249. Note the implication that a modern sociely is one where revolulions (‘Iaie
challenges') do ni succeed. .
g M_:z._nm Tilly, The Vendde, Harvard 1964, pp.13, 17, 37. Note too the comments. i
24-5, , .

PP 9 Karen Offen, ‘Commentary on papers by Boxer et u_... Proceedings of the .waﬁ
Meeting of the Western Society for French History 1974, Austin, Texas 1975, pp-204-T.
10 Peter Stearns, Lives af Labor, New York _.S_m. p.335. . i

11 William H. Sewell, 'Social Mobilily in & nineteenth-century city. Some findings
implicaions’, JIH, vol. VI no, 2, 1976, pp.217-33 (sce ?umm.u. . ‘
_Ev_m.. This view informs all Professor Branca's work, Sce Silen! ,ﬁa.ﬁml”aam_. r%.nwmf_wum

i ' i ' H tive typology’, W
specinlly o, 8: also 'A now perspective on women's work: 8 compara 2 .
w%_cquwﬁc?_mo.uu" and Wamen in Enrope since 1750, London 1978, the subject of & very
critical review in Sacial History, by B . ;

13 Offen, ‘Commentary on papers by Boxer', p.2id, . i {33

14 Edward Shorter, ‘llegitimacy, Sexual Revolution and Social Change in ?ﬁmﬁtﬂﬂ
Europe', JIH, vol. Tl no. 2, 1971, pp.237-73 {especially p.250). In the same article {p.2 wr R
learn that *Hit and run ilepitimacy typified & period when young nncz_m swooned _dq__dn_._n_,ﬂuun. Fo
through a socint landscape of disorder and flux’, Why — you would think he meant the :

15 David E. Apter, 'Radicalisntion and Embourgroisement: some hypotheses [or:
comparative study of history’, JIH, vol. |, no. 2, ._ 971, pp.265-305 (sce u.mm&.. ,

16 See the comments by R. Laurent in ‘Droite el Gauche de 1789 A nos jours
Collogue i Montpetiier juin 1973, Monipellier 1975, p.19. . g

_._.QO: the application of 'lorees’ and *pressures’, see Ted Em_.mma.m:.. ?Bmm:.. umc_nauﬁ
the Sccond Republic’, JIH, vol. ¥V, no. 1, 1974, pp. 1 19-131 A.Einq... m::n_.&” Note .H.___c 5 E.QMF ;
the absiraci-for-concrete in *The Changing Place of Collective Violence', in M. W_ns%nqm..n ki
Essays in Theory and History, Harvard 1970, pp.139-65, s.__nqm he speaks o i
.:‘E*m.,c_._::ﬁ_ herself elc. (p.139). The commenl on modernisation comes from T}
Modernisation theory', p. 199, |

18 Shorter, '[llegitimacy®, p.247, ¥
19 See Branca, ‘A new perspective’, pp, 135, 13840, Also Joan Scolt and Louise Tk

"Women's work and the family in nincleenth-century Europe’, CSSH, vol. 17 no. 1, 191
- i .54 especially). ) .
E_.wm ._.._;.M.M.Mn:_.,n _”m:m ._Ex..m_mv. advisedly? One of the most overhlown but __ﬁ:n::m_ ncnm.ﬂ”.n
tions 1o soctal history in recent years was the book by Neil Smelser, Social Q_nz_nm “a.. e
Industrial Revolution, London 1969, In this work, Smelser mum“wrm o:m:. ol his analyi ,U.,.mm.wﬁ
categories, or *hoxes’, into which the data is 10 be inserted. In the introduction we arE W1
that some ol 1hese boxes may, and should, remain empty! Bul how can we _n._ﬁ seripusly
‘historian’ who can wiite, with reference lo __:_n_nmz:_.nm:_:_.w. mzmw.ﬁa. ol mwarnmmmw. :
disturbance in the Torm of ‘‘unjusiified"’ __nma_?.n nEa:E“_a reactions and *‘unreal ﬁ%‘%
m%:s:::m:::.n_:_:.:....:22_:_.“_:2_;::-.n a.._na_mmm_a:.:?_mg. mmu

g iy

Labor, Siearns is so concerned Lo show how good things were getiing for the protetariat that he
axvally suggesis {pp.338-9) that (he piece-rate was favoured by workers, #s 1 means of raising
thefr pay. He includes sources such as the Statistigue des Gréves in his bibliography; had he
wtually used them he would know, as does anyone acquainted with the subject or period, that
gieee-ates were abhorred and were a very common target of strikes. Notwithstanding all Lhis,
Betet Sienrns bas pretensions: in The Tpuct of the Industrial Revohition he recommends to
i .T. reader {wo ‘general studies ol industriatisation’ — The Sucial Origins of Dictatorship and
Dawgorncy, by Barrington Moore, and European Society in Upheaval, by...Peter N,
armel

w4130 See the pertinent comments on this theme by E.F. and E.D. Genovese, ‘The political
Lo arigli of social history’, JSH vol. X no. 2, 1976, pp.205-21; also Sanford Elwiti, ‘Politics and
1 hieology in the French Labour Movement®, Journal af Modern History, vol. 49 no. 3, 1977,
bpARE-B0 (review article).

E.E Charles Tilly (ed.), The Formation of Nuational States in Western Europe, Princelon

5, p.635.

sui: 14 Elizabeth Pleck 'Twoe Worlds in One’, JSH, vol. X no. 2, 1976, pp.178-96 (see 187},
2§ See E.F. and E.D. Genovese, “The political crisis of social history®, p.212. Also Gareth
Hadman Jones, *From hisiorical sociology ro theoretical history', British Journal of Socio-

By, vol. XXV no. 3, 1976, pp.295-306. This briel picce is one of 1he sharpest contributions
;4athe debate surrounding the characier of the new social history, and my own thinking owes to
a cotisiderable deb.

3 See E.J. Hobsbawm, ‘Labor History and ldeology’, JSH, vol. VI no. 4, 1973,
F0.J71-82. The historiography of revotutions is immense. The reader wishing {0 find a way
Byough the maze coutd usefully begin with John Duna's Modern Revolutions, Cambridge
LI There seems ro me 1o be nothing worth learning in the works of Gurr, Tilly, Chalmers
mwp.%. ar any other practitioners of the siudy of *violence', *internal war® ete. This can be
; %s.&.ﬂ::&. for example, by a comparison berween the works of the French historian Maurice

i3t dguthon on the one hand, and Tilly and the rest on the clher, on the French revolution of 1848
i wad the ensuing republic.

5idY See R.P. and P.K. Baker, 'Actions Speak Louder than Wards but What do they Say?
A Ahesay on working class langunge and politics in early twentieth-century France', Proceed-
c#ttof the Western Society for French History, no. 3, 1975, pp.402-11. On p.406 we learn this:
WJK._EE from the Halluin strike thus allow us to rend within their words two different
mevage levels ot once; on the one hand, a narrative relational level with close ties to the

#eclogical goal; on the other hand a purely digital propositional message level designed to
! it in the oulside world, a level of demand, negation, and limited goal,’
28 Peter N, Stearns, 'Coming of Age’, p.249. )
8 M. Matossian and W.D, Schaler, *Family, fertility and political violence', JSH, vol. XI
¥ 1, 1977, pp.137-78 (see p.170).
35 Michéle Perrot, *The strengths and wenknesses of French social history', JSH, vol. X
‘# 2, 1976, pp.166-77 {see p,166). -

N Professional stmisticians have known this all along —a mathematical economist al
chdford recently explained 10 me {hat (he *ealculations' in a book by one of the better-known
Jaex’ social historians demonstrated preciscly nothing. The problem is partly that hisiorians
Aoz w0l muthematicians, partly that their data is very often insulficient and ill-adapted 10
~gpaiine slalistical manipulation, Where these caveais do nol apply, il is lrequently because the
QLE and approach were chosen in order for this to be so — hardly a plausible basis for good
Iy,
” +'Y1 Perrot, "The strengths and weaknesses of French social history’, p.172,

21 Peter Stearns, ‘Coming of Age’, JSH, vol. X no. 2, 1976, pp.246-55 (see p.250). m_mlww 5 18 Margadant, ‘Peasant protest’, p.123. . ]

really is something of a phenomenon. His work is shoddy (sec the many errors in Eiﬁ“ M _..E“E_ example of the mindless accumulation of daia on domestic servants, see Theresa
Lahor, not all of them atiribmable to a careless publisher), his approach _.____:_w mo-_."mm..ﬁ?.. Jgn_ Social Mobility for :mn Lower Class: Domestic Servamts in France', JSH, vol. VIII
chort H.:. the standards.of subitety his renown might tead one 1o expeet. In this same artice Toth m.?.ru?a.qm" on the enumeration of eye colour in early nineteenth-century France, see P.A.

attacks Edward Thowmpson, though not by name, for ending his Making of the Engled w«.ﬁ?»:n J. Hondaille, *La couleur des yeux & '"époque du Ie Empire’, Annales ESC, vol,
Working Class in the year 1832, Stearns attributes this (0 an unreasoning concein wsl

el a&: no. 4, 1976, I am indebted to Ray Jonas for enlling my attention to this path-breaking
tradidonal ehronotopy. Had he but understood the work in question, he would see clearly it

" . : N ] be] )w,\..
relarionship beiween the socinl history of the English _w.n.qx,:m class and their _._n.m_g 3
conscinusness, and the effect of the achievements and faitings of the Reform Act. In Live

3

15 R.M. Bell, “The transformalion a._.m rural village: kstirin 1870-1972°, JSH, vol. Vil no.
3 1993, pp.243-71 (see pp.262-3). Bell scems very conlused: on p.251 'work’ appears 1o be the
i wdernisine Tactor and determinant  vet foanr maces biter we doarn fhios o tneletfnl  Fae
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Boxer makes a nonsense of her siudy of French socialism's g
Question, since she offers an essentinlly frreffp
*Sucialism Taces Feminism

H [ " 1l k —. ] B 14
fe'ist 3 :
measurimng :-0 presence of the framework of modern life he N—_anu_ﬂﬂ of seasonal cycles 0

i wrringe and death,
c_:wa., _Uwu_nq_m.nq.-q_w Conceptual Appraachies, p.6.

lure 1o deal with the woman

n.:_..s.qamvo:mn_cu social question. See M. Boxer,
in France 1879-1913", PhD thesis,

iR [ Tin nd E d§ S F 974 58 i Iy ol 02__‘.0_:_.“_
i mn—ﬁ ! [ __= vers
i iti i Hnﬁ_ﬁn.. .138. . . . .
* tility and 3Dm:_nm_. 10 ! . . n | ) | ) | | ﬁ
.m_ _.__ Charles Til ¥y AN lmae.m: Shor ter, trikes in rance, Cambr —QWN 1 .m T V. *
- See Tor example 4 ann ..—,- R}

i ! 63,
icalisati 1 Embourgeoisement’, ﬁ..m " tes. Lok
" >_=n“. .m“c__ﬁ_w_.z.__ﬁ_.“”m_mw__m__::m_:m Place of Oc__an_?n%_cmnzw..m._..mu?_uq 8; Charles,
.. . s 7 . .
:;ammnh_w_wmm”.:_w. The xmamz__.cz.q. D.a::n_.w Harvard 1975, pp _.
a 41 Shiner, ‘Tradition/Maodernity’, v.ma. . ftical violence', pp. 154-60. The chart
42 _S.__oﬂ..mnz and Schaler, ‘Family, _.mn__.____w m:ﬂﬁmc_s.nﬁ_. eethtlcaily maﬁo«.n;m:nm b
is i ink that any istorians, I poerishe.
el mm_o:n__ﬁ_ﬁcﬂ_.ﬁ“_uw literature for evidence as to n:m::m_sw.__mnw.m_m_z Revaiuion
o oy wam.womzz =.:.. made in & review article by .w.n. mmw__ wm
U?nw&m%h%h@ e 3a5.§.m. <a____ wﬂ ”__”_n. .w_mc_hwwn cw_w:-m_ prolest in _.mmM:nuoe___.“
. . o icles by Harvey Smi ; lso J. Sagnes, 'Lt
e §:=:ﬁ3__,m_‘.nh M.E Past and Present, no. 79, .“,Sm.\ m_“uw m__oa. g .
o U\ﬁ_”c_mi en hm:m:agan-zo:mm:_cz.. Ea_ws..,....a_mza ocial, no.
™8 Seo nd Tilly, 'Women's work and the _.m_._:_w.. Hilden on the relationship betweas
p m.na__ ) % n__ﬂa.____w being undertaken by Palricia u: e e eonint
am e EM_M_M“:E political organisalion and the mqos.“.w_o._n:_ s :
M i r.ﬁ,n in the Nord should make a substanti o .
ic.h__..w_..m_axmuma,ﬂﬂ: ?:2 ‘From historical sociology to theoreti A
15 o an | N > :&g
tual Approaches, p 2 . wh neverthd
“M Wu_nqrwﬂ_mwmmﬁ_mmﬂrn this particular n::n_m._qu_ oﬁﬂ r.w.wﬁnnwﬂ wwoq__%mk e Narriatt tuﬂ
ne ¢ . in his recent book, A . .
bizarre things in hi 0 s Stone infers TonLd
o) 1400 1900, Lone 7. Here the problem is one of souy orher. lowd 2B
B_E_.E:M_ ...Ma_a.-ﬁ ﬁ_vm. o_m_w:maoﬂw__n__ N._\__m.m whoile attitudes and beliefs with respect to ' ;
malerinl relalin

fit

59 Tilly, *The Formation of Naiional Siates', p.604.
60 Tilly, “The Changing Place of Collective Violence", p.i43; Margadan, ‘Peasam
Protest’, P.126 (where ‘*soria) mobilisution’ is in is turn accounted for by expunding
Cmmunications nelworks).
- 6l For examples af the obsession with
-States', p.40, and Matossian and Schy Ter,
Awas in these circumstances thay cerlain
public and privaje money for the purcha
Atmosphere that was born the programme
- and concerned with 'Applied History an

taining in combination with statistics,
tlfers 5 unique vantage point for
policies. , . Oy graduates, wirh the
dealing with mulli-dimensionai soc
62 See Apter, Some Conceptu

25 63 William Reddy argues thay linen-weaving women supporied strikes
) fsbands on familial grounds, This is simply untrue, as any survey of the deta
thetexiile industry wij) confirm, See W. Reddy, “Fam

Ake Befla Epoque’, J5H, vol. VIl no, 4, 197
tanfirmation of 1his point with respe
1890-191p,

predictability, see Tilly, *The Formation of National
‘Family fertility and nolitical violence’, pp.138, 183,
sociologists turped hisiorians acquired vast sums of
se of research materials, and it wag out of such an
a1 Carnegie-Meflon University, run by Peter Stearns
d Social Sciences?, Its credo rung thus: 'Historica]
economics, psychology, sociology and political science
identilying socin] problems and formulating relevani

ir .Eﬁ&.nnmﬁ::uc_ r:oiﬁ_mn. offer the essentin) tools for
ial problems.*

al Approaches, p.243,

involving their
ils of strikes in
ily and Factory: French linen weavers in
4, ppA02-13, 1 am grateful to Patricia Hilden for
L 1o strikes in Lille, Ronubaix and Tourcoing in the years

! R & Shorter, ‘i1e itimacy’, p,252. 1y is hard to impgine anyone taking the authp of such
> ) roach —Dw‘r i IET, 4 Y p z yon 4 r
L with her manipulation of ‘advice :.E.Em_m . “.rn ﬁ_".uwﬂw_:ﬂﬂ_.u if taadile un_._omm_w. but they do. Ap article by J, Michael Phayer, ‘“Lower Class Morality, the
classes. _r_rn:_w_B:nm_._e: suspended in favour of its use as ‘neutral’ in e of mpz_:m.. ASH, vol, VI, 1974, PP.79-95, depends heavily on Shorter's work, as doeg
material is all foo often susp 540 - © JIH, vol. 1 ®asca. From Phayer we learn th
50 Shorter, ‘tllegitimacy’, 7280, . f Political Conflict in France', , vol,
PR e ‘aod Riot asa form o
51 Louise Tilly, “The Foo

al *The new moral attitudes ang behavior constijue the
o gdtfiest hisiorica) signs of class diversification and class consciousness'! {p.86).

. »‘mmza.omm?: =:amn:m_.2. .3:::? _.E,::Gn:a _uc_En.,: 123@..?30.
,,wﬂ .;, ,&man Zmn__m_n vn:.o_.hm.... Ouvriers en Gréve 1871-90, Paris 1974, 2 vols.
4 -87 Stearns, Livey of Labor, p.3.
-8 Offen, ‘Commeniary on papers by Hoxer', p,205.
88 Sec Joap Scotr, The Glassworkers of Curmats, Harvard 1974, and Scoi and Tilly,
omen's work and (he Tfamily*, p.64,
% Branca, ‘A new perspective’, p, 142,
U Louise Tilly, "The Social Sci

- .25), o ; 7.
Lo, E,_.mm_w mwnmu_nn %}um ME._ Great Sufisistence ﬁ_._”a__.m. wm_u:an:n 197
o ey .a ,ﬂ.zw. *‘Women's work and the family’, um.. . s vary according to time
Py A new rerspective’, p.13t. Naturally, the figures ted by, say, 1870, wors:
] o __.u:__“ﬂ_w_.“m zzw: o“. w.::..nn and Belgium s,__nﬂ mmn_cqn_..w mw_wnm. in .nn:m_z industriei= St
place. th X o rit ften over 40%} of the work- ' ienltural ool
y (often . ! arently agricultural ooce:iey
represented o large mino in the majority. Elsewhere, the app - equent. Only B
tobacco, _az:_%i;_@ su.nqn._“nio:a work in cotiage or [actory was <2u_a.__”_ niccE __aﬁ.u w ences and the Siudy of Women’, CSSH, vol. Xx no, !
tions of women is __._.a_.z.”_ _”W.n.% investigating Versailles, or parts of _.E_n_ O bt SR, pp.163.73 (review anicle).
the nbsurdly misleadirig ” M;E::E::z domestics or not gainfully employcd. 5 .3. Sewell, *Socia) Mobility', 1.230. See also W.H, Sewe, *Socinl change and the rise of
_E:_M m__m___wﬂ“.m”n__“.wemn._n___:ﬂ_::_m these poinis ?c:wwm_e. oﬁsﬁwﬂwwhw_.__n_w guilty of this, rn_ﬁ 5 M»M._H__J.m_nmm politics in nineteenthi-ceniury Marseille', Past gng Present, no, 65, 1974,
Pairicia I . v frequent. Branca is . I i) .
s is very freq Doctors in N . . .
55 The =_mn :_.a“f__.wnmﬁ._ﬂnwﬁwnun by George D. msmm:ﬁ: onu.m.wzn_ncm_“wc.%mmhw its ::n&& s ‘7 See F. Furet and D, Richet, Lg Révolution Franeaise,
are many others. A 1 ', CS§H, vol. X1X no. 3, 1977, pp.287-305, therd WA Rdaoveses wai| note, the modern Ann
Nineleenth-century v.:.:nmm ' m.w__ﬂnﬂ.:_ﬁn were too many man_aqml...:.3.5%%%%285. Wiall as analysis, and they have ailg
of avoiding a discussion of w ot'; instead we are to be offered a mS:m:nmr A b sl o polnient & o
and in some serises :_nqnm.*_n_q.nc:__n truc. Afler twenty pages of :m:nnm.:ﬁ.www- MH. medicine’:A3 H Shorter, ‘Nlegitimacy®, p.248,
why the Ea:cmn_o_.c”_,.mw_.n:_mr faced wilh the n_.anw cminn,: _HMW ;ﬂ._:o. as they 4 Bee for example Margadant op 151, which he sces as the ‘culmination of 4
the m_m.:_:_w. ﬁ” ,..HMM:o:_mE. the doctors ‘on the whole’ ehose the ’ AUpatoTy crisis in the polity (*Peasan| brotest', p.128). This is a partieularly \ransparen;
_..q”.__qmm___ﬂh” “”cﬂ_m_: it7 . the failure of Synthesis in France, TEX . m:”ﬂ of :__n .nﬁu”.—“mnu_nﬁan:n nx_v_.,.zn.ioau deri ur own lifetime inlo’ the
Wi Cpinit nism: LT *aple in other lands ar oiher iy .
36 Siec Marilyn Boxer, m:.._i”m“”._qwnwnm.wﬂwﬁ;n Worten New York _.e.:_. uw.qh_“nﬁm % Scorl mﬂn %::.. _Ec_“_m:q._m s.w; ..,__ﬂn_ “Hha_mma:w._ p.A0,
1914', in M. Hoxer & J. O,__m__ﬁw_:_am..w_..wm:“z of wriling wamen's social .u_ﬂchw _Mn st ‘A new perspective”, 145,
collection _....s_E_.:_::n‘::w _.__3_.2.5 by & hopeless _._._wnznm_.ms_.a_zm < that més {who clsel), “Ulegitimacy”, p.249,
‘Tamonis women'. .__ W ‘.n_.”“..mn_ﬂ Boxer's reprodoction m:. the n__n.__m _.M_:.Mnnm__uw e 2 3 Theadore Zeldin, France 1848-1945, Oxford 1973 and 1978, 2 vals,
mcnmam_mq_ ___..n.awm._rwa m”naq_“m it was n forcign and alien ideology, ill-adap 5 3 MNE of reactionary and myopic responses, I affirm [he view oceasi
' i ' hmw .N‘ : N i e . | F: H 1 * 0 . 1] 3 {
._q.w_ﬁ_%”_:.ﬂ. French socialism, _ﬂu. n%mnﬁﬂhmwmmw.z_ the outset, but is E:cqnm m.a:mzn.. g m“nm— Dr Zeidin's baak that i A5, ot simply, bad Bistary \U.
i tly, a problem ’ " wering iL. a
1 w__._. Z_a_"_q__a_ﬂmnhﬁ__a_:%:_‘_ﬂ of a aulte innnnconriate method of ans
dicnlarer

Paris 1965-6, 2 vals, As the
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odd consequence is that all Dr Zeldin's efforis come 1o nil. In a rather different constellss
we are being offered the most traditional of all history wriling — a lengthy compendk
‘one damn thing after another.’

RO Ted Margadam, “The Paris Commune, a revolution that failed', JiH, vol. VI 88
1976, pn.91-7 {review article). 1t is perfectly proper to employ anthropological approad i
their place - Annie Kriegel does a brilliant job with them in her study of Les Commus

structure and in certain static and functionalist ways — hence her choice of a certain modt

analysis. But 1 have yet 1o read a plavsible suggestion as to why we should *read’ the
Commune in this manner.,

Bl Stedman lones, ‘From historical sociology (o theoretical history®, 1.296. ,

82 I would nol wish to be though! sexist in my use ol metaphors — there are some
women, loo, But whai is the feminine form of the diminutive *princeling'?

R3 *We must not disillusion Billancour®, Boulogne-Billancourt is the suburb of
which houses the massive Renaudi car works, a stronghold of the French communist pariy
its trade union affilinie, the Conlédération général du travail,

84 Shorier, ‘Hlegitimacy', p.249.
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ties. M appears to be the model that we have all been waiting for and yet in
ways it is seriously flawed. This article is less an attempt to document the
of this simulianeous success and failure than a consideration of some of the
iradictions thal characterise the revival today. However, in order to do this it is
niry al least to sketch in the background,

2% Phe roots of the revivat are oo complex to untangle here, In some ways, il wasa
ol the trad jazz revival and the associated skiffle eraze. During the 1950s, a
achaniment with the banalities of pre-rock commercial music impelled many 1o
 for more satisfying alternatives. The influence of British pioneers, notably
MacColl and A.L. Lloyd, mingled with that of American groups, such as the
. From ils very beginnings, the revival was ar from a unified movement.
‘After stowly gathering mementum during the '50s, the new movement surged
§ :Ei@ in the early Emom. _ or its physical base : developed :ﬁ m.o_w club, an

Editor: Immanuel Wallerstein

Fevir is commitied 1o the pursnit of a perspective which recognizes the pri
analysis ol econumivs over long historical time and large space, the hobism of the
vical process, and the ransitory theuristicl nature of thearies.
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Fooncepl :mm proved very aE:E_P filling an empty njche in what is traditionally
gtﬁw. meeting place for the community. The pub room has given the revival a
base from which to operale, available ar minimal cost and located just where
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NANCY EITCIH The Demupraphic and Economic Eifects of Seventesath iy ctistomarily go to relax. H is ____ucm.m_:_n Lo over-emphasise the importance of
tury Wars: The Case of the Bourbonnas, ?..:sa.._, E@. for good or ill, in shaping the British revival. The absence of a comparable
MIKE 1IAVIS “Fondism™ in Crisls: a review of Michel Aglietta’s
crises: Loapirience des Fats-Unis Aimtation in the USA, for example, accounts for many of the differences in the
O T T T g%&—. the folksong movement in the two countries.
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ductive activity only relatively recently, use the word in the social science
sense for the nineteenth and twentieth centuries; for the more distant past,
“work™ is more often used to describe productive activity requiring physical
effort. The increasing separation and differentiation of exchange and use pro-
duction in the nineteenth century gradually moved much of women’s work,
in the looser historical sense, out of the category of work in the social science
sense, In order to talk about changes in women’s work over time, more rigorous
definitions, words, categories are needed. Similarly with the concept or cate-
gory of politics. If politics is conceived at the formal level and at the center of
the nation state, women enter the political arena only when they are demand-
ing rights in that arena, and then act in it. This largely leaves women out of
politics. Politics must be reconceptualized so we can talk about the politics of
those without formal rights. Using new categories or definitions is not willful
obfuscation or blithe innovation: it comes out of a serious effort at concep-
tualization. Similarly, quantified analysis of sources not rich er full enough to
inform on the individual level gives us a handle for studying many people who
otherwise would be absent from history. It is part of the historian’s mission.

University of Michigan

“Clowns in Regal Purple” - A Response Edward Shorter

1 feel like some poor devil who's just broken out of prison. Now that I'm out
at last I've gotten to experiment with researching the age at menarche,
women’s attitudes towards their bodies, why they have sex, and all that inter-
esting stuff. All of a sudden I feel this hand on my shoulder. “OK pal. Got
you at last. Back inside.” It’s Tony Judt.

Come on, Tony! Do we really have to go back to the Workers’ Struggle? After
a long blast at us as scholarly incompetents, disingenuous conservatives, and
brainless quantifiers, we learn who Judt’s real heroes are, “that minority of
social historians who remain committed to the proper pursuit of history.”
They are people such as Eugene and Betsy Genovese, Albert Soboul, Rolande
Trempé and E.P. Thompson, all worthy historians of course, but all old-line
marxists. They made their reputations writing about Worker’s Struggle. What
Judt wants us to do now is abandon the new directions in which we’ve tried
to move, directions concerning how patterns of intimate everyday life have
shifted over the centuries, and go back to writing the history of the union
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Sleight-of-hand number 1: The “incompetence” of the New Social Historians.
The apparent argument is that the field has attracted many mediocre minds
who make lots of mistakes, flaunt a bottomless ignorance about real life, and
generally threaten to drag down the tone of the profession. I am, for exam-
ple, charged with knowing nothing of Europe before 1500, which is true.
Louise Tilly and Joan Scott are chatged with not knowing how little dis
tance a male worker's wage carried his family in the nineteenth century,
which is probably false. The real argument Judt wishes to make, however,
is that we social historians are incompetent because we've misrecognized the
real motives behind (a) the participation of powerless groups, such as women
and blacks, in collective action at those times when they do participate, and
(b) misrecognized what’s going on in their minds at those times when they
don't. If we argue, for example, that women took part in strikes basically
because they wanted more money for their families, or that peasants didn’t
take part in revolts because they were uninterested in that particular political
ebb-and-flow, we’re charged with denying “to people in the past their political
and ideological identity” (68). Politics, it turns out, “affected the seventeenth-
century peasant no less than the nineteenth-century burgher” (71), and
anyone who disagrees with this cosmic penerality will be charged with “refu-
sing to-consider class-based relations of power” (72).

Judt, in other words, is filled with the view that at all times and places indivi-
duals have perceived rather sharply their position in some hierarchy of exploi-
tation, that this perception ascends to the level of an “ideology” when it is
encadred within a specific culture, such as a “working-class culture,” and that
if people have not always rebelled against their “‘exploitation,” it is only
because the apparatus of repression facing them was so grimly intimidating.
Some of us, of course, believe none of the above with respect to, let us say,
German smalitowners in the eighteenth century or brow-beaten Beaujolais
cottagers’ wives in the nineteenth. We argue instead that these unfortunates
accepied with resignation life’s unfairness, and indeed did, in Judt’s unbe-
lieving phrase, “collude in their own oppression”. Even Marx, one will recall,
spoke of *“the idiocy of rural life”. This view, it turns out, is “a device for
denying to people in the past any mental independence whatever.” He simply
cannot accept that “common people might under some circumstances become
‘stable and passive’ ™ (82). The result of the New Social Historians’ efforts to
rob people in past eras of their *“political existence” had been to strip them of
the “central distinguishing charactenstic of a properly human and civil
society”. And what is that fabulous characteristic? Precisely which aspect of
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for hundreds and hundreds of years most women from the popular classes
accepted with tired resignation the brutal, overbearing authority of their hus-
bands and consoled themselves that the many gynecological torments inflicted
upon them as a result of sexual intercourse were a judgment of God upon
womankind as a whole. In doing research on such women, are we “‘denying
them their individuality? In researching the history of their menstruation or
their vaginal discharges are we abandoning ourselves to trivia? That brings
us to the next point.

Steight-of-hand number 2: The unimportance of the New Social Historians’
research. Poor Peter Stearns is pilloried for having burbled once about age at
menarche. The Annales are savaged for having run Jacques Houdaille's article
about changes in the distribution of eye color. All these hapless American
Ph.D. candidates get it in the neck for having staked out some obscure quanti-
tative source and built their forts atop it. Judt's apparent agenda here is *“back
to the royal Toad of histoire événémentielle, boys”™! **Until monarchy and its im-
plications are firmly placed back where they belong,” he writes, “social his-
tory will remain in its present condition, bereft of any social or theoretical
value” (73-74).

The real grievance, however, is that the New Social History’s subjects tell us
nothing about the Class Struggle. None of us could quarrel with his noble
declarations that we must occupy ourselves with events, not just trends, and
perforce, with those who intervened in the events. But once we leave behind
that particular class of events which interests Judt, like the founding of the
Working Men’s College in Brighton, the rest turns out to be minutia. Research
on the structures of daily life, like household composition or diet, is revealed
to be a “static obsession with trivia” (72). There is no obvious link between
menarche and revolt, so forget menarche. The effroniery of this trick leaves
us almost breathless. The magician distracts our eye by evaking a nostalgic
sense of collapse in the historical profession: “For the decline in the quality
of the work of many modern social historians is directly related to the loss of
interest in the further past, to the dismissal of chronology and evenis” (79).
Then he produces from his hat the flopping bunny “Give-the-workers-their-
ideals.”

Sleight-of-hand number 3: The New Social Historians are obsessed with
“models”. “The real problem with quantification,” he says, is that “the
authors cannot make very much of the calculations themselves . . . What matters
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because they are (a) sensitive to jargon, (b) against the war in Viet Nam, and
(c) uiieasy about the possibility that individual mentalités could, at any point
in the last four hundred years, have been profoundly different from our own.
Thus Judt has gauged his audience well.

Judt’s real agenda, however, is to destroy the principal competitor to his own
marxist-leninist model, which is also a model of modemization. Marxist
economic thought asserts that at some point traditional modes of production
existed. And even if there was capitalism in sixteenth century Bruges (which
Judt accuses us of having somehow “forgotten’), he himself has obviously
forgotten that a suosistence economy dawdled on far longer in Oberpfafien-
hofen. This is the neatest trick of all. If you can knock out the principal rival
model of social change, the Great Transformation school, your own model,
faute de mieux, will carry the field. But you have to do it in a way that makes
all “‘models of social change” seem repressive and oversimplified. That way
people will naturally agree the only sensible point of doing historical research
is to discover how all this ghastly political repessiveness came about, whether
it was repressiveness in the fourteenth century or now.

Thus when he goes after Chuck Tilly tooth and nail, it is not merely because
Judt dislikes the idea of disk-packs of data on “violence’ sitting in the Com-
puting Center in Ann Arbor. It is not merely because he finds oppressive the
piston-like vocabulary of social science analysis or Tilly's refusal to genuflect
at the Wall of Martyrs at Pére Lachaise. It is because he is alarmed at the pos-
sibility that Tilly might actually geil the goods on such strategic questions as,
“Why do groups decide 1o mobilize for political action in the first place”?
And that Tiily might prove wrong, in a way that would be expensive and hair-
tearing to contradict without a lot of arduous research, some of the gasy
assumptions of the History Workshop Jowrnal gang. So why do research on
the history of menarche? This is the question left dangling at the end, because
if it turns out that information on such eminently *“non-political’” questions is
trivial, many social historians will be wasting their time. I recently spent six
months painstakingly putting together dates of the advent of the first menses
among rural women in eighteenth- and nineteenth-century France. 1 have
spent the last half year compiling statistics on the history of uterine prolapse.
1 am currently drafting an article on “The History of Vaginal Discharge.”
Maybe I should just forget about all this stuff,

Listen, Tony. In those Oxford senior common rooms none of the fellows are
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