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The object of the course is to examine those debates that underlie the understanding of the key changes in the operation and development of capitalism historically that have later been considered to be at the core of its historical meanings and value as an analytical tool for understanding the world economy. Obviously, there is a limit to what topics we can accommodate in a semester, and these are simply five among a multitude of possibilities.  I provide a discussion of the dimensions and relevance of each topic under its headings.

So our task will be both theoretical and historical-empirical. As social scientists we will try to acquire from these cases the concepts and arguments that can help us in our present research. At the same time, we will try to make an accurate appraisal of the validity of the interpretations of various crucial events and periods in the rise of modern capitalism, given the material before us. This is necessary for our work today. As David Fischer recalls a saying of Mark Twain: “History doesn’t repeat itself, but it rhymes.” 

As with many seminars you have had, the readings are drawn from both books and journals. We will be using e-reserve for the readings. I will also activate BlackBoard for posting commentaries on readings.

Note: I am sure that the volume of syllabus readings seems a bit intimidating. Yes, there will be a lot of reading. But do not be intimidated. There will be core readings, and we will share the additional load collectively via commentaries.

The commentaries consist of a short statement of the argument, the evidence presented, its significance, and a tentative appraisal of its value.

We will discuss all of the readings together. There will be a resource person armed with a commentary for each reading to assure adequate coverage. 

A long paper (25pp) on a topic or five short papers (5pp) on topics related to the work of the seminar is required. Please let me know as soon as possible which avenue you intend to take and how you will structure the writing(s). A short written description would be appreciated.

8/31: Introduction
9/7, 9/28, & 10/5 World Economies with and without Capitalism
Supposing one knows what capitalism is, what economies came before or existed alongside of capitalism during its development? How did other economies compare with capitalism in the nature of production, the appropriation of labor and the distribution of surplus? 

Has the economic success of modern capitalism, however qualified, conferred a superior economic and social valuation on Euro-American societies such that capitalism’s triumphs are stressed (and its defeats ignored) in ways that diminish the accomplishments of the others’ economies?

Turning the tables, what are some realistic valuations of non-capitalist economies before and during the rise of capitalism? Were earlier or competing economies, regional and world, any more functional or fair than the capitalism that arose in 16th Century Europe? 

We will explore several approaches to sorting out the meaning of world economies, capitalist or no.

9/7: First a description of the ancient economies of the Mediterranean:
M.I. Finley, “Landlords and Peasants,” The Ancient Economy, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1974), 95-122.

Michael Mann, “The Roman Territorial Empire,” The Sources of Social Power I, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1989), 250-300.

Marc Bloch, “Material Conditions and Economic Characteristics” and “Servitude and Freedom,” Feudal Society, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1961), 59-71, 255-274.

Chris Wickham, “The Other Transition: From the Ancient World to Feudalism,” Past and Present, 103, (May, 1984), 3-36.
9/28: Second, more recent accounts of world economies from the 13th Century to the 18th Century have described its more heterogeneous, non-European elements. They are after, in a sense, the origin myth of Europe as the first-mover in the development of the modern world economy. Weber, here, provides the Europe priority as well as superiority argument.

Janet Abu-Lughod, Before European Hegemony: The World System A.D. 1250-1350, (New York: Oxford University Press, 1989), 137-152, 212-260, 352-373.

Eric Wolf, “The World in 1400,” Europe and the People without History, (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1982), 24-72.

Andre Gunder Frank, “Why Did the West Win (Temporarily)? And “Historiographic Conclusions” and “Theoretical Implications,” ReOrient: Global Economy in the Asian Age, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1998), 258-359.

Marshall Hodgson, “Before the Deluge: The 18th Century,” The Venture of Islam, 3: The Gunpowder Empires and Modern Times, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1974), 134-161.
Max Weber, “Prefatory Remarks,” Collected Essays on the Sociology of Religion.” In Max Weber: Readings and Commentary on Modernity, edited by Stephen Kalberg, (Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2005), 53-64.

___________, “The Principal Modes of Capitalistic Orientation of Profit-Making,” Economy and Society, (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1978), 164-166.

10/5: Third, in the human migratory flows of slave, contract, and free labor, the first two, slave and contract labor, suggest how the heterogeneity of world economies continued far beyond the rather arbitrary and doctrinal assertion that free labor forms the basis for modern economies. In addition, we need to analyze the other costs that colonialism imposed on colonies over the long-term.

Eric Wolf “The Slave Trade,” Europe and the People without History, (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1982), 73-100, 195-231.

Patrick Manning, “Why Africans? The Rise of the Slave Trade to 1700,” “The Transformations of Slavery and Society, 1650-1900,” “the World and Africa,” Slavery and African Life: Occidental, Oriental and African Slave Trades, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1990), 27-37, 126-148, 168-176.

__________, “Labor for Industry and Empire, 1700 to 1900,” Migration in World History, (New York: Routledge, 2005), 132-156. 

Paul Bairoch, “The Balance Sheet of Colonialism,” Economics and World History: Myths and Paradoxes, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1993), 88-98.
10/12 & 10/19   Capitalism and the Long Duree
How do we analyze the passage of historical time as well as the duration of contemporary events? How do we accommodate the consequences and value of long-term economic, demographic, and human geographic phenomena in our explanations of pasts and presents? Fernand Braudel’s concept of the long duree has deeply influenced how we think about economies and capitalism. Though it has drawn scant attention in anthropology, its impact on world-system theorists such as Wallerstein and Arrighi is acknowledged by both authors. At the same time, historians and historical demographers have evaluated the impacts on long-term trends in human capabilities and economic circumstances, and find them highly relevant background factors in the determination of the basic parameters of capitalism in the long duree. Are analyses such as these destined to remain agency-less, and if so, so what? What impact do they have on causal accounts, or more generally, explanations in the social sciences?
Fernand Braudel, “By Way of Conclusion,” The Mediterranean and the Mediterranean World in the Age of Philip II, translated by Sian Reynolds and abridged by Richard Ollard, (New York: HarperCollins, 1991,650-664.

__________, “History and the Social Sciences: The Long Duree,” On History, translated by Sarah Matthews, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1980), 25-54.

Robert Fogel, The Fourth Great Awakening and the Future of Egalitarianism, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2000), 74-79,139-163.

David Fischer, “Great Waves in World History,” The Great Wave: Price Revolutions and the Rhythm of History, New York: Oxford University Press, 119996, 3-11.

Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist System: Concepts for Comparative Analysis,” Comparative Studies in Society and History, 16:4, (1974), 387-415.

Robert Brenner, “The Origins of Capitalist Development: A Critique of Neo-Smithian Marxism,” New Left Review, 104, (July-August, 1977), 25-92.
Giovanni Arrighi, “Introduction,” The Long Twentieth Century: Money, Power, and the Origins of Our Times, (London: Verso, 1994), 1-26.

Hill Gates, China’s Motor: A Thousand Years of Petty Capitalism, (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1996), 1-41, 84-102, 243-280.

Note: For investigation and critique of Braudel, see Cheng-Chung Lai, “Braudel’s Concepts and Methodology Reconsidered,” The European Legacy, 5:1, (2000), Cheng-Chung Lai presents a thorough explication and critique of Braudel’s theory of structural history and time, while, with sympathy, noting some of the difficulties of applying Braudel’s fuzzy concepts to a method that does not simply rely on Braudel’s genius. Others have directly criticized the absence of a theory of power and a theory of social change. See Lynn Hunt, “French History in the Last Twenty Years: The Rise and Fall of the Annales Paradigm,” Journal of Contemporary History, 21:2, (1986(, 209-224; Ulysses Santamaria and Anne Bailey, “A Note on Braudel’s Structure as Duration,” History and Theory, 23:1, (1984), 78-83. Jean Heffer, “Is the Longue Duree Un-American?” Review of the Fernand Braudel Center, 24:1, (2001), 125-137, argues that Braudel’s view of the slow-moving sub-structure of society may have been better suited for describing agricultural societies and works less well after societies become industrialized. 
10/26, 11/2, 11/9 Capitalist Development in Europe
What brought about capitalism in Europe? Feudal decline per se? The resulting class conflict? Rising long-distance trade, markets, and cities? Demographic Catastrophes? Though the debate was raised in the context of a dispute between Maurice Dobb and Paul Sweezy in the fifties (found in Science and Society and repeated below in Rodney Hilton et.al.) it was re-invigorated in the seventies by Robert Brenner’s substitution of the internal class contradictions of feudalism as the primary explanation for the rise of capitalism. We review that debate here in the first part of the unit. Does the variety of outcomes in resolving agricultural crises throughout Western and Eastern Europe pose problems for a general thesis such as Brenner’s? Is the insistence upon the importance of class conflict more an artifact of the ideological currents of the seventies than the new interpretations of the period sustain? 
Robert Brenner, “Agrarian Class Structure and Economic Development in Pre-Industrial Europe,” and “The Agrarian Roots of European Capitalism,” The Brenner Debate: Agrarian Class Structure and Economic Development in Pre-Industrial Europe, edited by T. Aston and C. Philpin, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1985), 10-63, 213-327. 

M.M. Postan, “Population and Class Relations in Feudal Society,” The Brenner Debate: Agrarian Class Structure and Economic Development in Pre-Industrial Europe, edited by T. Aston and C. Philpin, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1985), 64-78.

Rodney Hilton, “A Crisis of Feudalism,” The Brenner Debate: Agrarian Class Structure and Economic Development in Pre-Industrial Europe, edited by T. Aston and C. Philpin, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1985), 119-137.

Robert Bates, “Lessons from History, or the Perfidy of English Exceptionalism and the Significance of Historical France,” World Politics, 40, (July, 1988), 499-516.

Robert A. Denemark and Kenneth P. Thomas, “The Brenner-Wallerstein Debate,” International Studies Quarterly, 32:1, (March, 1988), pp. 47-65. 

Eric Hobsbawm, “From Feudalism to Capitalism,” In The Transition from Feudalism to Capitalism, Rodney Hilton, et.al, (London: Verso, 1978), 159-164. Also find in Marxism Today, August, 1982.
George Comninel, “English Feudalism and the Origins of Capitalism,” Journal of Peasant Studies, 27:4, (July, 2000), 1-53.
In the second half of this unit, we take up the question so-called of “the 17th Century Crisis,” said to be the first world systemic crisis in the development of capitalism. In the mid-fifties, Eric Hobsbawm re-ignited the questions of its causes and effects in leading a more general movement among Marxist historians to substitute more standard non-economic materialist accounts of the rise of capitalism – a trend that continues today. Studying the 17th Century provides us with a magnificent case study of how economic phenomena are either the principal causes or conjoin with other factors in creating a general social crisis. Is Hobsbawm’s account sufficient? Does one need more heterogeneous accounts to support interpretations of general social crises?
Eric Hobsbawm, “The General Crisis of the European Economy in the 17th Century,” Past and Present, 5, (May, 1954), 33-53; 6, (November, 1954), 44-65.

H.R. Trevor-Roper, “The General Crisis of the 17th Century,” Crisis of the 17th Century, (New York: Harper and Row, 1967), 46-89. Also in Past and Present, 15, (1959), 31-64.
Geoffrey Parker and Lesley Smith, “Introduction,” The General Crisis of the 17th Century, (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1978), 1-25. 

Niels Steensgaard, “The 17th Century Crisis,” The General Crisis of the 17th Century, (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1978), 26-56.

Anthony Reid, “the 17th Century Crisis in Southeast Asia,” Modern Asian Studies, 24:4, (October, 1990), 639-659.

Immanuel Wallerstein, “The ‘Crisis of the 17th Century,’” New Left Review, 110, July-August, 1978), 65-73.

11/16 & 11/21 Peasantry and Rebellion: From A Sack of Potatoes to Revolutionary Force
Half of the world’s population now lives in cities, a fact recently celebrated in media and so on. Yet, the obvious rejoinder is that one half of the world’s population lives in rural societies. The most pressing political issue of the 20th Century, in fact, was what to do about it. Could peasants foment revolutions, and if so, what kinds and how? Has there been a persistent political bias on the part of revolutionaries and nationalists to favor industrial working classes as the instigators and carriers of revolutions and colonial struggles? What does the historical evidence suggest?

Karl Marx, Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, excerpts.

Max Weber, “Capitalism and Rural Society in Germany,” From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology, edited by Hans Gerth and C. Wright Mills, (New  York: Oxford University Press, 1946), 363-385.

V.I. Lenin, Section 13, Conclusion of “The Differentiation of the Peasantry,” The Development of Capitalism in Russia (1899),

http://www.marx.org/archive/lenin/works/1899/dcr8ii/index.htm
Leon Trotsky, “The Proletariat in Power and the Peasantry,” (1906), http://www.marx.org/archive/trotsky/1931/tpr/rp05.htm

Joseph Stalin, “On the Grain Front,” Pravda, May 28, 1929, http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/stalin/works/1928/may/28.htm
Mao Tse-tung, “Analysis of the Classes in Chinese Society, (March, 1926), http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/selected-works/volume-1/mswv1_1.htm
Barrington Moore, “The Peasants and Revolution,” Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy: Lord and Peasant in the Making of the Modern World, (Boston: Beacon Press, 1966) 453-483.

Eric Wolf, “Conclusion,” Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century, (New York: Harper and Row, 1969), 276-302.

Jeffrey Paige, “A Theory of Rural Class Conflict,” Agrarian Revolution, (New York: Free Press, 1975), 1-71.

James Scott, “Revolt, Survival, and Repression,” The Moral Economy of the Peasant: Rebellion and Subsistence in Southeast Asia, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1976), 193-240.

Theda Skocpol, “Agrarian Structures and Peasant Insurrections,” States and Social Revolutions, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1979). 112-157.
Marc Edelman, “Bringing the Moral Economy Back into the Study of 21st Century Transnational Peasant Movements,” American Anthropologist, 107:3, (September, 2005), 331-345.
Theda Skocpol, “What Makes Peasants Revolutionary?”  Social Revolutions in the Modern World, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1994), 213-239. See Comparative Politics, 14:3, (1982).

Rodney Hilton, “The Peasants as a Class,” English Peasantry in the Later Middle Ages, (London: Laurence and Wishart, 1979), 4-12.
11/30, 12/7, & 12/14 Class Analysis from Industrial Capitalism Onwards
Marx’s thesis that class conflict underlies the movement of history, and that capitalism is driven by an ever-sharper antagonism and polarization between the bourgeoisie and the working class has defined the social stratification debate for over a hundred years.  Weber (and Durkheim by ignoring Marx) attempted to launch a major counter-attack on Marx’s formulation, but the more interesting debates, perhaps, have concerned the questions of class formation and class consciousness, and the role of the working class in revolutionizing and transforming bourgeois society. Concerning the latter, the classical readings on the peasantry above do most of the work as the working class vanguardism (steered by a revolutionary party) bias is rather obvious. The manner and degree to which class interests are formulated by markets alla Weber (see Parkin) are not necessarily incompatible with Marxian programs. The concreteness of class ideas and outlook too find some common ground, though not admitted, though Marxist scholars have added an arresting addition to our understanding by stressing the lived and cultural components. The capabilities of class theory to carry itself along in light of successive revolutions in technology and in changes in the social relations of production have been sorely tested. Yet, most people in normal discourse and in historical accounts seem to find no trouble using the category.

Where are we here? Is class best an historical explanation than a current factor in politics? Has it become a common sense rather than an analytically useful category? Or is common sense enough for social scientific use?

From a realist perspective, are classes efficacious agents of social change in modern society? Is such a judgment now confined to the bourgeoisie rather than the working class?

I have not included the voluminous literature on race and gender as theoretically superior to, combined with, or as conjoining class as key factors, so as not to unleash a deluge. Erik Wright below provides a short structural description of the interactive effects of class and gender. They are salient, and given the changing division of labor in many parts of the world economy, may be more important than class per se in speaking about mass mobilization for change.

Specific department seminars in race and gender can provide the consideration and depth missing here.

We confine our work here with a basic question: Is class still immanent in the operation of contemporary societies, and does it work analytically in social science explanations?

Karl Marx, “Critique of the Gotha Program.”

Max Weber, “Class, Status, Party,” From Max Weber, edited by H. Gerth and C.W. Mills, (New York: Oxford University Press, 1946), 180-195.

Edward Thompson, “Preface” and “Class Consciousness,” The Making of the Working Class, (new York: vintage, 1963), 9-16, 711-832.

Raymond Williams, “Golden Ages,” “The Morality of Improvement,” “Three Around Farnham,” “The Country and the City, (New York: Oxford University Press, 1973), 35-45, 60-67, 108-119.

Erik Olin Wright, “Class Structure,” “The Transformation of the American Class Structure, 1960-1990,” “Conceptualizing the Interaction of class and Gender,” Class Counts: Student Edition, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2000), 43-66, 115-124. 

Nicos Poulantzas, “Social Classes and Their Extended Reproduction,” Classes in Contemporary Capitalism, translated by David Fernbach, (London: Verso, 1978), 13-35. 
Frank Parkin, “Social Closure as Exclusion” and “Social Closure as Usurpation,” Marxism and Class Theory: A Bourgeois Critique, (New York: Columbia University Press, 1979), 44-88. (For critique, see Jeff Manza, “Classes, Status Groups, and Social Closure: A Critique of Neo-Weberian Social Theory,” Current Perspectives in Social Theory, edited by Ben Agger, 12, (Greenwich, CT: JAI Press, 1992), 275-302.
Adam Przeworski, “Social Democracy as a Historical Phenomenon,” In Capitalism and Social democracy, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1986), 7-46.

Beverly Silver, Forces of Labor, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2003), 1-40, 168-180.
Richard Sandbrook, Marc Edelman, Patrick Heller, and Judith Teichman, “Prospects,” Social Democracy in the Global Periphery, (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2007), 232-254.
Robert Wiebe, “Raising Hierarchies,” Self-Rule: A Cultural History of American Democracy, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995), 138-161.

Donald Sassoon, “The Revival of Working-Class Militancy, 1960-1973,” One Hundred Years of Socialism: The West European Left in the Twentieth Century, (New York: New Press, 1996), 357-382.

Dennis Gilbert, “Magicians: The Response of Middle Class Mexican Households to Economic Crisis,” Journal of Latin American Anthropology, 10:1, (2005), 126-150.

George Konrad and Ivan Szelenyi, “The Evolution of the Intelligentsia into a Class in the Socialist Societies of Eastern Europe,” The Intellectuals on the Road to Class Power: A Sociological Study of the Role of the Intelligentsia in Socialism, (New York: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1979), 145-252.,
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