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This dissertation is about how the hist srical processes of structural change in economies and societies
are being conceptualised and explained and atout how the main concepts and forms of explanation could be
improved. The starting point is an awareness t}.at there are major methodological and conceptual weaknesses in
the explanations currently provided by many hi:torians of economic and social structures. Empirical weaknesses
in explanations will always be with us in the se1se that more information about present and past economies and
societies is constantly becoming avaliable as a result of research and the process of social change itself. But
methodological and conceptual weaknesses may be susceptible to permanent improvement as a result of
analytical thought, including examininations >f conceptual systems, of the logic of enquiry and reasoning
employed by particular sciences, including structural history, and of how some sciences have become more
advanced than others. In particular, the crucial process of forming a coherent domain of scientific enquiry for
social structural history must be examined.

The extended articulation and defence of historical science in this dissertation tries to design and situate
its fortifications so as to deflect the attacks of advocates of hermeneutical relativism, post-structuralism, and
"common sense” historiography. The fortifications are built on a prominent outcrop of the strategic territory of
analytical philosophy of science, and they are constructed out of materials gathered from scientific realism. To
the advocates of hermeneutical relativism and post-structuralist theory arguments for a science of history are now
atavistic and néive, and to the "common sense” practitioners of traditional interpretive history they are irrelevant.
Conceptualising and trying to discover the real hidden structures of society and the real processes of social
structural change are unfashionable and outmoded to all these opponents. But I persist in holding that the
histories of economies and societies, like the histories of the earth and the biosphere, proceed independently of
beliefs, concepts, theories, ideologies, and philosophies. Theorists and philosophers only try to conceptualise and
interpret the world (or even just each other's imaginative theoretical creations), the point is to explain the origins
and nature of the real structures of the world an. their transformations.

Herein I examine the underlying incividualist and holist methodologies (or which are often only
unexamined assumptions) for approaching the explanation of the history of economic and social structures. |
argue that there exists a third alternative to individualism and holism - what I call "methodological
structurism”. Like the other two, this third n ethodology is interconnected with a concept of structure and a
concept of structural change. But unlike the ot er methodologies, it has not been well articulated nor extensively
defended. Methodological structurism, I shall argue, now exists quite widely as an unexamined assumption
embedded in the explanations of many historians. [ shall try to articulate it and show why it is the most
appropriate methodology for approaching the e::planation of structural history.

CONTENTS
INTRODUCTION
1) EXPLAINING THE HISTORY OF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL STRUCTURES: THEMES AND THESES

ON HISTORIOGRAPHY, METHODOI OGY, AND MOVES TOWARDS THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
SCIENTIFIC DOMAIN

2) A CRITICAL SURVEY OF STRUCTURAL HISTORY APPROACHES

3) METHODOLOGICAL STRUCTURISM IN HISTORICAL EXPLANATION

4) STRUCTURISM AND REALISM AS T/{E FOUNDATIONS FOR A SCIENCE OF
STRUCTURAL HISTORY

5) HISTORICAL MATERIALISM AND ¢TRUCTURISM

6) REALISM, STRUCTURISM, AND HIS "ORY AS THE FOUNDATIONS FOR A UNIFIED AND

TRANSFORMATIVE SCIENCE OF SOZIETY



STRUCTURIST APPROACHES TO ECONOMIC
AND SOCIAL HISTORY



Certificate
I certify that the substance >f this thesis has not already been submitted for
any degree and is not currently being submitted for any other degree.

I certify that any help received in preparing this thesis, and all sources used,
have been acknowledged in this thesis.

Alan Christopher Lloyd



ONE:

TWO:

THREE:

FOUR:

FIVE:

SIX:

CHAPTERS

DETAILED CCNTENTS
ACKNOWLED GEMENTS
INTRODUCTION

SUMMARY OF MAIN THESES
STRUCTURE OF THE ARGUMENT

EXPLAINING THE HISTORY OF ECONOMIC AND
SOCIAL STRUCTURES : Themes and Theses on
Historiography and Methodology, and
Movement Toward The Establishment of

A Scientific Domain

A CRITICAL SURVEY OF STRUCTURAL
HISTORY APFROACHES

METHODOLOGICAL STRUCTURISM IN
HISTORICAL EXPLANATION

REALISM AND STRUCTURISM AS THE
FOUNDATIONS FOR A SCIENCE OF
STRUCTURAL HISTORY

HISTORICAL MATERIALISM AND STRUCTURISM

REALISM, STRUCTURISM, AND HISTORY AS
THE FOUNDATIONS FOR A UNIFIED AND
TRANSFORMATIVE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY

CONCLUSIONM

BIBLIOGRAPHY

11

81

111

158

199

224

242

244



DETAILED CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION

1) EXPLAINING THE HISTORY OF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL STRUCTURES

I
II
I

<

VII
VIII
IX

XI

Early Approaches to Tnhe Writing of Economic and Social History
Toward a Science of Social Structural History

Interrelationship of Philosophy, Methodology, and Theory in
Scientific Explanation

The Concept of Scientific Domain

Importance to Social Science of a Policy of Realism

Events, Actions, and Structures: On the Metaphysics of the Social World
Three Alternative Methodologies for Structural Explanation

Event History and Stn ctural History

Problems of Explanation of Structural History

Relationship of Structurist Methodology to Structurist Theory

Toward a Scientific Domain for Structural History

2) A CRITICAL SURVEY CF STRUCTURAL HISTORY APPROACHES

I
IT
I

<

vl
VIiII

The Current Cacophany

Aims of the Survey

The Structure of the C itical Survey
Empiricist and Individ 1alist Approaches
Systemic-Functionalis: Approaches
Interpretist Approaches

Structuralist Approaches

Relational-Structurist .\pproaches

11
22

25
38
46
51
55
59
62
67
69

81
83
85
88
94
97
100
105



3) METHODOLOGICAL STRUCTURISM IN HISTORICAL EXPLANATION

I Mentality, Social Struc ture, and History 111
II The Problem of Modernity and Modernization 116
Il Agency, Power, and Realism 116
The Development of S ructurist Methodology 121
V  Structurist Historiograshy 125
Clifford Geertz -- The Scientific Cultural Hermeneutics of Structures 128

VII Emmanuel Le Roy Lacurie -- The Geology of Structured Historical Totalities 143
VIII Structurism -- Toward the Recovery of Historical Agency in Social Science 155

IX Toward a Science of Structural History 155

4) REALISM AND STRUCTURISM AS THE FOUNDATIONS FOR A
SCIENCE OF STRUCTURAL HISTORY

I Logic of Discovery Versus Logic Of Argument 158
II  Natural and Social Re:lism 160
Il The Structure of Reascning in Natural Science 162
IV The Structure of Reascning in Social Science 168
V A Convergence Theor/ of Truth 171
VI  Realism and Structurism: The Importance of Mandelbaum's Contribution 175
VII Basic Issues for a Science of Structural History 186
VII The Problem of Social Reality and Truth 187
IX  The Problem of Social Causation 192
X The Problem of Social Change 195

5) HISTORICAL MATERIALISM AND STRUCTURISM

I The Problem of the Essence of Historical Materialism and Its Validity 199
I  Prima Facie Varieties »f Historical Materialism 202
Il  Defining Historical M: terialism 204

A Brief Critique of Some Recent Reconstructions 206
V  The Inadequacies of Some Existing Frameworks for Structural History 213

Beyond Historical Ma:erialism: Toward a Non-materialist, Structurist,
Theory of Structural Fistory 218



6) REALISM, STRUCTURI5M, AND HISTORY AS THE FOUNDATIONS
FOR A UNIFIED AND TRANSFORMATIVE SCIENCE OF SOCIETY

I The Political Necessity for a Historical Science of Society 225
I Methodological Structirism 230
IIT  Structurist History 232
IV Toward the Reunificat on of the Social Studies 234
V  Toward Democratic Transformative Practice 237
CONCLUSION 242

BIBLIOGRAPHY 244

v



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

All intellectual sources employ:d in this thesis are acknowledged in the footnotes and
Bibliography.

I thank Professor Malcolm Falku s for valuable help.

The Internal Research Grants Committee of the University of New England has provided
assistance with my research exjenses since 1986, including travel to other libraries in
Australia to gather material. From 1990 an Australian Research Council grant enabled me
to purchase a more powerful computer and to visit libraries in Britain and the United
States. Both sources of funding were valuable in enabling me to have access to material
not available at the University of New England and I place on record my gratitude.

The staff members of the Dixson Library at the University of New England have been
courteously and efficiently helpiul to me over many years. In particular, the members of
the loans and interlibrary loans sections have tolerated my many requests with constant
good humour and diligence. I thank them very much.

My strongest thanks go to Lin ey Lloyd for her invaluable editorial help, intellectual
companionship, constant good humour, and love. The thesis could not have been written
without her assistance.



The Significance of Science

To those attempting to understand the knowledge-seeking and knowledge-acquiring enterprise - to

understand how we should go atout trying to get knowledge, and what it is that we have if we get it -
one of the major lessons of sciencz in the twentieth century is this:

The results of scientific investigation could not have been anticipated by common
sense, by the suggestion of everyday experience, or by pure reason.

I will call this the Principle of Re ection of Anticipation of Nature....

The full significance of the principle is a product of scientific enquiry, and especially of the results
of that enquiry in this century; it is not an a priori stricture, laid down, for example, by the nature of
enquiry or scientific method itself...The evidence in its favor is indeed overwhelming; even a brief
survey of just some of the more familiar such evidence can only lead to its acceptance.... Nor is such
evidence limited to the physical sciences. Who could have anticipated the complexity of the
processes of life - of heredity and development, or of the nervous and immune systems?...

But if so many of our conteraporary scientific beliefs could not have been anticipated by common
sense, the suggestions of everyd:y experience, or pure reason, then how have we managed to think of
them and come to adopt them?... That understanding is gained through a second great lesson of
modern science, one which furnshes profound insight into not only the knowledge-seeking but also
the knowledge-acquiring aspect of the scientific enterprise.

This positive lesson of modern science stems from the fact that the sorts of considerations that
have led us to alter our beliefs about nature, at least when those considerations are ones we call
‘rational’ or 'based on evidence', have themselves been scientific ones. For twentieth-century science,
even more than its predecessors, has shown the possibility of formulating our beliefs in ways that
make it possible to subject therr to scientific scrutiny, and thereby to see how we might modify or
reject and replace them if necessary.... It is thus through this incorporation of beliefs into the scientific
process that it has become possible to modify or reject so many beliefs which had previously seemed
unassailable, and to arrive at so inany beliefs of modern science which could not otherwise have been
anticipated - and ... to have donc these things for good reasons. This record of achievement provides
the second major lesson of mode 'n science, a lesson which can be formulated as a principle:

Every aspect of our belic fs ought, wherever possible, to be formulated, and to be
brought into relation to ell-founded beliefs, in such a way that it will be possible to
test that aspect.

In short, this second lesson >f modern science tells us to internalize all aspects of our beliefs into
the scientific process. For that reason, I will call it the Principle of Scientific Internalization, or, more
briefly, the Principle of Internalization. It is a normative principle; and its value, its necessity, as a
policy, a guiding principle, of science is something that has itself been learned through the scientific
process, through a record of achi:vement that led to its adoption.

In connection with the two .essons or principles, it is important to realise that radical changes in
the fabric of science have not becn restricted to alterations in our substantive beliefs about how things
are. They have also extended to the methods and rules of reasoning by which we arrive at those

"
beliefs, and the aims we have in seeking them.

Dudley Shapere, 'Methcd in the Philosophy of Science and
Epistemology: How {10 Inquire about Inquiry and Knowledge’,
(1987), pp. 1-2.
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