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1. What we wanted to know: The stste of macro-history today.

The Trends in Western Civilization Project was outlined
by Professor Johan Galtung in 1972, and it is financially
supported by the Bischof Stiftung (Germany), the Nordic Com-
mittee for Research in Intermational Rulatiﬂnd*anﬂ the Univer-
sity of Qslo.

Behind this project there was a strong lmpression that,
somehow, the comprehensive study of Western Civilization had
fallen into disrepute and disregard among professional his-
torians.

We have seen a lot of traditional narrative histories
(histoire evenementieglle) of Europe or Westerm Civilization,
there is no lack of grand theory (Marx, Weber, Scrckin,
Toynbee...) and, in the last decades, we have goi an enormous
rumper of modern 'structural' studies of strategic, but
nevertheless highly restricted problems in Western history.

It was this state of research which I, on behalf of our
project, set out to investigate during my visits to several
West-European universities in July, 1974,

The same questions were put to all of the fifteen
historians I met:

(i} On which problems are you presently working or
intending o work?

{ii)} Do you know of any person, project or group doing
research on macro-historjcal problems like Trends
in Western Civiiization? -

{1i1) Can you recommend any bogk treat Eurgpean or

Western Civilization as a whole?

In addition to these, I asked question of resources and
organization and the role of history today.

The following chapters are a series of reflections on
the basis of ocur discussions,

2 The journey on which this reéport 1s based was genersusly
supported by the Nerdiec Committee,



2. What we all know,

The Trends in Western Civilization Project would not have
oeen undertaken if this kind of enterprise had been a common
one among historians. As we all know, it is not. But it
might be that somewhere in Denmark, somewhere in England or
cther places some new initiative had been taken in the direction
of Western macro-history. At least this was what Johan Galtung,
{ore Helestad and I assumed.

However, the more I travelled, the clearer one basic
conclusion emerged: There are many new and important advances
in historical research, but exceedingly few have to do with
broad-scale studies and interpretations of the course of
Western history. During my journey I heard of one or two
historians who were reported to be working on more or less
traditional event-histories of the World, but no one seemed
to know of any work in progress comparable to, say, the books
of the probably leading world-historian today, William McNeill,
the editor of The Journal of Modern Histoery, Chicago.

This is not to say that interest in 'the larger questions
of history' is minimal among modern historians; in their
teaching and discussions certainly most historians touch upon
the greater lssues of World history or at least Western history.
kor iz there any doubt that socilally perceptive historians
witness with growing uneasiness this gap between teaching and
research, and between the historical profession and its public
('society'). But in spite of this uneasiness and such signs
of the times as the re-emergence of German Universalges:hichteg,
the central well-known fact, which too many seem to take for
granted, remains: At least in Western Burope there is nc such
thing as an organized, systematic enterprise to collect and
investigate data and theories relevant to several "main trends’
of Western Civilization. This is an historical fact which, in
the very civilization that first produced critical and pro-
fesslonal historiocgraphy, no longer ought to be seen as a
normal, necessary, and self-evident state of affairs,

There is a growing need to scrutinize those arguments and
those structures which until now have impeded the development

of macro-history.



3. Macro-historv and the cuit original sources.

'Given the course which historical studies have taken
in recent times and which must be continued insofar
as history is to produce studies embodying thorough
research and precise knowledge, there does exist the
danger of losing sight of the universal, of the type
of knowledge everyone desires.' (Lecpold von Ranke)

Thorough research and precise knowledge connected with
first-hand archival study of original sources - those were

the marks of academic scholarship by which Ranke and his
school established history as a prestigeous profession in
the last century.

In this way the professionalized Quellenkritik of the new
nistory satisfied at the same time the hegemonic currrent of
positivism and the nationalistic need for a confidence-inspiring
genealogy on the basis of the national archives and the pre-
vailing concepte of "thorough", dijigent, respectable bourgeois
WOTHK.

Thus, the whole ethos and respectability of academic
nistorians became directly linked toc one particular aspect
of the ressarch process: the discovery and critigue of original
sources. This was clearly perceived and stated in the pros-
pectuses of the leading historical periodicals of the 19th
century {(Historische Zeitschrift 1859, Revue Historigue 1876,
The English Historical Review 1886).

It goes without saying that this traditional identification
of historical method with first-hand Quellenkritik tends to
define projects of universal history outside the centrality
and prestige of history proper.

Even today, this limited conception of method =till seems
to be prevalent among "radical™ and "conservative™ historians
alike. Indeed, it is typical that the application of new
ingights from scciology and political sclence and the re-
opening of soclal and local history have in many ways only
extended the scene of microscopic, originalescurces  activity,
whereas the problem of transnational universal history - with
the exception of economic macro-hisztory - have benefitted to a



mich lesser extent from these developments,

Thus, the traditional ethos of historians and the national
structure of historical archives 8till have a dominating effect
on historical studies.

Any "way out" of this situstion will have to be based on
1 timi Ol non=-ori s as lclient
ter for the study of versal hi .

Such a legitimization would imply new kinds of scholarship
with a heavy emphasis on bibliographical informaticn and methods
of data processing on the basis of Already published and
organized historical material. Of course, a more concentrated
work to refine these methods is completely dependent on the
basic research done by the original-scurces historians. And
the errors made by these will inescapably be prolonged and
blown up in the works of the comparative and synthesizing
historians. This is a dilemma, but the probability of such
errors can hardly constitute an absolute argument ageinst
comparison and synthesis.

Today, synthesis of world-historical problems are very
often by-products of mature original-sources historians' work
on more specialized subjects., Again Ranke represents the
model historian who in himself combines the roles of a spesialist
and a generalist., But it seems that Ranke's warning about 'the
denger of losing sight of the universal' has not been taken
as seriously by his successors as by himself. We have to
admit that the "production" of techniques and data directly
connected to original sources has increased infinitely more
than the supposedly complementary output in macro-nistory.

This phenomenon iz only too evident even in the great
works of world history, Usually, they are multi-volume
anthologies in which several specialists write chapters about
their own speciality. The result of this kind of division of
labor is generally s very fragmented wiew of history.

This lack of any explicit, professional analysis of theories
of world higtory in the great multi-volume works points to the
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fact that such insights are regarded as more or less casual
by-products of ordinary history or as matters of other sub-
Jects: philosophy or religion.

In order tc bridge the gap betwesn the narrow and theo- )
retically inexplicit studies of most historians and the un-
empirical "philosecphies of history", it seems necessary to
apen a new area of specialized studies in history and to

constitute theories of world historicel problems as a specialty
per se. That would mean to extend the professicnalization of
history to an area which until now has been cultiveted by a

rich fauna of aging, immensely learned historians, dispairing
prophets, gifted journalists and subtle theologians.

For smaller countries like the Scandinavian ones, whose
world historical role since the time of the Vikings has been
extremely limited, it is particularly necessary to leave the
traditional ethos of original-scurces acholarship as the one
prestigeous kind of merit,

Otherwise we shall persist in ocur self-imposed provincialism
on the seemingly respectable and pragmatic ground that our
naticnal archives simply force us to do so. Such a view ignores
the amount of publication of foreign original sources and the
vast production of special studies, many of which are more
reliable than any singular original source. But above all it
Lgneres the need for a thorough systematization and processing
of the flow of data from the specialist studies.

A new ethos of historians would recognize both the
necesaity of originai-sources studies and the need for more
refined methods of synthesis. This would at the same time
mean to recognize the commitment to both the local and the
universal perspective on history.

But it is only a debat.able '"impression' that the balance
of historical research seems to be seriously destroyed - at
the sacrifice of "the universal, of the type of knowledge
everyone desires"?

This problem of imbalance was highlighted by the History
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Panel of the U,S5. Behavioral and Social Sclences EI.I.WH]"EI

"Along with this striving for exhaustiveness has gong an
inordinate respect for what is called original research - which
is not so much research based on original ideas as first-hand
research based on personal investigation of the original {that
is, primary} sources. Here history seems to be different from
other disciplines, whose members are not only pleased to rely
on the evidence assembled by others but also base much of
thelr technique of inquiry on the assumption that processed
data are available and usable. '

The historian who is confronted with official statistics,
for example, worries a great deal about how the statistics were
collected. The economist (not the economic historian) takes
thufurwhatthaymwrﬂundtrieutnuﬂpulatu them in
such a way as to compensate for error,

The difference in attitudes shows up clearly in the
response to soms of the new bibliographical services now becoming
available. Whereas most social scientists have accepted with
alacrity the opportunity to rely on abstracts for information
about current publications, historians have remained suspicious.
They look upon this kind of sscond-hand information s&s poten-
tially misleading and reliance thereon ag a kind of abdication
of responsibility.

Thus in a report on Bibliography and the Historian, Dagmar

Perman cites some of the replies to a questionnaire sent by the
Joint Committee on Biblicgraphical Services to History to a
random sample of three hundred members of the American Historical
Association (only fifty replies were received),

The responses were as interesting for what was not wanted
as for what was: wr:.i' few requested further annotation of
bibliographical entries and almost none wanted evaluations of
these entries; on the contrary, many expllicitly stated that
they did not consider such evaluations as desirable or useful.
This was the respondents' attitude toward publications in their
own field, Very few had any intersst in bibliographical infor-
mation on other fields, but paradoxically, in so far as they
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did want it, they wanted carefully selected, highly annotated
and evaluative lists...Nothing comes free, and the insistence
on 'original' research is bought at a price, No other dis-
cipline builds so zlowly, because the members of no other
discipline are so reluctant as historisns to stand on the
shoulders of others,

All historians can recall criticisms of colleagues end
students on the ground that their work was too derivative at
ene point or another, that it relied toc heavily on secondary
sourcea. In one such discussion a man's Job hung in the
balance...until one scholar observed: “Why not? T always
thought T was writing these moncgrsphs so that someone else
could use them.'"
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L, ! w kind of history': the les school.

It has become a commonplace within the historical milieu
that, to put it crudely, the model historians of the world
are those more or less directly asscciated with the periocdical
Annales (Economies, Socletds, Civilisations) and the Sixiéme
Section of the Ecole pratique des hautes études in Paris., The
character of this 'school' and the nature of its world-wide
influence have been evaluated by i.a. John Hexter.)

It was therefore not surprising to hear that almost every
historian I met said that he admired the works of the Annales
historians as being the most representative examples of good
historicel scholarship today. With certain qunliric.nﬂnm,
this was also the view of Geoffrey Barraclough, whose great
world-historiographical survey for UNESCO (to be published)
makes him a very reliable guide in these matters.

The essentiel merit of the Annales 'school' has been to
open history to themes and methods which previously belonged
to geography, the social sceinces, and even the natural
sciences., This has been an invaluable contribution; it has
given history greater depth and it has sharpened the historians'
sense of complex, interdependent structures of society.

But this deepening of history into new transdisciplinary
fields of knowledge haz happened in a rather one-sided way =
in two respects:

{i) In spite of the impressive E:&IIP].EEE set by Lucien Febvre
and in spite of the favourite Annales concept of mentalitéds,
the Annales historians have contributed singularly little to
cultural and intellectual h.i.atur:.r.E Unintentionally they mey
rather have contributed to the apparently prevailing attitude
of disdain for Kulturgeschichte among many cf the exponents of
social and economic histery. In any comprehensive study of
civilization such an attitude would of course be completely
inadequate.

(ii) In spite of the omnivorous, gargantuan spirit of the doyen
of Amnales, Fermand Brawdel, whose large-scale perspective
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dominates his major works.? the bulk of the Arnmales research

is narrowly specialized, or, in Professor Brawdel's own words,
the younger historians have become too munuggguué; they have
become too clesely 'marrled' to a particular, narrowly defined
area or method of research, Instead, 'l'historien doit 8tre
polygame'.

The lack of polygamy is evident in historians' use of
e.g. sociology, from which several mlcro-sociological methods
and techniques have been borrowed, whereas the macro-sociclogical
elements in Spencer, Marx, Durkheim, Weber, Hobhouse have
been comparatively n&glected.a

&g Louis Dumoni observed, we are approaching a state of
specialization in which the specislities have become 50
specialized that the apecialists are on the point of being
incapable of mutual underatanding.

In the case of many of the Annales historians this problem
of communication arising from the rigoerous narrowness of
subject-matier may have become serious also because of their
somewhat esoteric and pretentious language, which my old tuter
Richard Cobb has criticlzed and ridiculed.

The Annales ‘school’ owes its present hegemonic peoesition
to 1ts pure cultivation of RanKe's idesals of factual infor-
mation and methodologleal ingemuity. But this maturation
of the professigonalization of historians has emerged with
ebvigus limitstions: macro-history is still largely the
business of amateurs, and the process of professionalization
has not been extended to the public function of historians,
to thelr capacity To find out and communicate 'the universal,
...the type of knowledge everyone desires' (Ranke).



11.11:]-

5. The national limitaticns of higtnrigl research,

To anyone familiar with the historical milieu the general
prestige of the Annales 'schogl’ is a trivial matter of fact,
Ner is it a surprise to perceive the almost total lack of any
regular and concrete Cooperation between the Annales historians
and their foreign admirers, Top=level historians meet, know
each other, exchange papers etc., but they are very seldom
tngaged in common research Programmesz crossing national
borders.

Seen from the cutside the whoele Annales culture looks
unavoidably very French, and in spite of its influence it has
net been able to take a lead in the process of breaking the
national limitations of historical schelarship and to
inaugurate a new era of itransnational, coocperative and Com=
parative research programmes.

This is not to say that such programmes do not exist at
all, but that they are of minimal importance compared to the
bulk of histerical research and, especially, compared to the
role such programmes play in the social and natural s¢lences,

Again and again the national structure of archives is
invoked as an argument against transnational research. Surely
it is an impertant impediment, and cne of the ways to deal with
it would be precisely to reorganize grester parts of historical
research along non-national lines. The comparative failure
to build up UNESco 1 as one cof the possible centers ror such
a reorganization may have discouraged people who have seen
the need for combined efforts in this field.

There iz little doubt, however, that the 19th century
advantage for Western historical research - the public function
of historiens being acknowledged for their contributions to
national consciousness and nation building - now has turned
into a disadvantage: the national tles of history tend to
impede more advanced forms of transnationally organized research
programmes, of the kind and extent which today seem to gi\m
the social and natural sciences much greater impetus - angd
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resources - than nistory, retaining very much of its 16th
century insular character.

To overcome this orgenizational backwardness will pro-
Dably be one of the great challenges for historians in the
coming years,
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6. The local organization of historical research,

The relative backwardness at the level of international
cooperation {or rather non-cooperation) in history has much
to do with the somewhat anarchical structure of research
organization at the local, departmental level, Again hi=ztory
generally comes out unfavourably as compared to the social
and natural sciences: It is not difficult and not necessary
to show that common research programmes and project groups
play & much greater role in the organization of these sciences
than in histnr3u11 Some of the reasons for this difference
are ocbvious: Especially the natural sciences have close contacts
with the innovation process in industry and have been, to some
extent, re-moulded tc meet the needs of industrial planning
and development, implying greater emphasis on efficient
organization. This emphasis has also been conditioned by
the organizaticnal demands arising from the ccllective use of
expensive technical eguipment within the natural sciences
departments themselves,

In the case of the social sciences government policies
and grants have often favoured large-scale investigaticns
conducted by project groups. The new data technology, far
from having fully come to history, has strengthened the more
collective character of social science work, And it has had
the advantages of the late comer: It was established and
organized at a much more 'modern' stage of societal development
than history, which may have beccome erganizationally ossified
Just because of 1ts century of enormous prastige.

Although the era of historians being national oracles and
genluses has waned long since, the element of individualism
seemed te prevail in most historical departments I visited or
heard of; the historian's craft is =till a basically lonely
business. {(Cf. p. 7). But there are notable exceptions, such
as Peter Laslett's by now well known Cambridge Group for the
History of Population and Social Strueture or Sven TEgil's
group for the study of national borders and border populations
in history (University of lund, Sweden), As a matter of fact,
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the smalliest historical department I visited, viz, that in
Lund, was undoubtedly most advanced with respect to organi-
zation. Under the lsadership of Professor Jerker Rosén it has
made impresaively concentrated efforts despite rather adverse
conditions as compared to historical departments in e.g.
Denmark and Norway.

The increasing trendinese of 'projects' makes it pertinent
alse to point out some problems arising from this way of doing
history. This is particularly important since it will probably
soon be clear, even in history, that crganizing research in
"projects’ iz the easiest way of obtaining financial support
and attracting students.

But calling en enterpriss z 'project' does not automatically
make a valuable, common research programme or a sense of
research community. The hierarchical university structures
still prevail and make crude competition and elitism inescapable.

Thus, as long as the hierarchical structures predominate,
'projects' will only apparently be a more democratic way of
doing research. It can easily mesn increased efficiency in
the form that some people will have more other people working
for them,

The concentrated resources invested in projects also make
the problem of priority {according to what values?) more
fateful than befere. As Esben Albrectsen in Copenhagen
observed, the encrmous increase in sheer numbers, be it students,
staff, or meney, vhich most historical departments have exper-
ienced the last ten years, has above all tended to reinforce
traditlonal priorities, whether resources are combined in
formal 'projecta' or not.

That is why the new project models, until now, primarily
have benefitted national or neighbour-countries history and
micro-history inspired by micro-scciolegy. This is conspicuocus
in two such different places as the Sixidme Section itself and
the Historical Department in Oslo.
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7. The need for theory,

There seems %o be an unspoken symbiotic relationship
between history and the (other) social sciences: Historians
provide data, zocial scientists provide systematizing and
interpretative methodg ard theory, or, in the less charitable
words of Stein Rokkan: "History is too important to be left
to the historians, !

The explosive increase of the amount of new historical
data produced by diligent, speclalized historians is lmpressive,
but it has created a certain confusion, the confusion arising
from unstructured, unrelated knowledge: Histories rather than
history. Hence there ig a8 constant need for overview, for
simplification, for a framework of ¢ o poeints of reference,
Increasingly, this framework is provided by concepts and
theories from the social sciences,

A leading exponent for close contacts between hiztery and
the social sciences is Hans-Ulrich Hahlar,"'E University of
Bielefeld. He is now embarking on a leng-term study of the
evolution of Germany since the 19th cen » in the light
of i,.a, macro-scciological theories of development. The
recent revival and recasting of the old macro-sociclogical
traditions seem to a surprising extent to pass unnoticed by
mest historians although these theories zometimes have s
very direct bearing on the interpretation of Western history.
This applies particularly to the theories of nation build.tng.ﬁ

One of the really weak points in quantitative macro-
sociclogy as well as in much Annsles research, is the cultural
aspect of society,

At the University of Sussex Peter Burke has started a
Comparative study of European popular culture in the earliy :
modern period. He works within an emerging British tradition
of cooperation between history and social anthropology,
originated around Evans-Pritchard and Keith Thnmus“" at Oxford,
Concepts and thecries of rationality, magic, popular symbolism

applied to the concrete materisl of Buropean history will
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be of great strategic value when we again shall reinterpret
that dramatic transformation and purification which was the
garly mocdern pericd.

in Cambridge, Professor J.H, Flumb, as a part of his waork
has taken up the study of one of those essential processes
which normally disappear in the narrative histories of Western
Civilization, that is the process of commerclalization, in
Plumb's atudy extended to the commercialization of 1&iaura.15

This 1z a point of view which, although limited to the
specific case of leisure, generates a common Tramework for
understanding: It pointa to commercializetion as one of those
basic, long-term processes which have shaped Western history.

In this way & link 1ls established between the epochs of Western
history, and the commercialization of leisure becomes an organic
part of the broader pattern of szocial change which Robert =.
Lopez has analyzed with regard te its medieval brﬁnk-thrnugh.1ﬁ
It goes without saying that an explicit theory or hypothesis

of such a pattern will stimulate research and make communication
and debate between epecialists easier.

As J.H. Flumb observed, ‘the aridity of old-fashioned
speciallzation' has created a deeply fell uneasiness among
many historlans, btut an even greater unsasiness exists as to
the alternatives. How can one reascnably do macro-history?
The alternative which Professcr Plumb himself ssemed to pro-
pose, i1& that of picking up central themes and trends,
elaborating them and thereby giving some ordsar to the present
anarchic state of monographical svent-data.

Having a very perceptive eve to their public, be it their
students or the readers of their important review articles,
both J.H, Flumb and Geoffrey Barraclough were painfully aware
of the gap between teaching and research in history. The toplcs
of teaching are generally very much broader than the objects of
research, and more often than not these whe lecture in 'Buropean
history' or 'World history' have their research background in
some narrow problem in the history of their own country. This
is & paradoxical situstion which means that both teaching and

macro-nistory are comparatively unprofessionalized.



Therefore, one way to reduce the incongruence between
teaching and research (and the communication problem between
the historians and their public and, not to forget, between
the historians themselves) would be to initiate research in
theories and concrete empirical problems of macro-historicsl
scope. One useful exercise for such a reorientation could be
to take the lecture programme presented to undergraduates and
analyze how the problems and theories cutlined there could
constitute a2 programme for new, non-microscopic research. A
greater resesarch priority of the problems of teaching will
necessarily imply a greater enﬁhas.is on explicit theories
(or rather hypotheses) as clear starting points for macro-his-
torical investigations.

As Geoffrey Best pointed out, the unorthodox "integrated'
curricula of the new polytechnlcs In Great Britain will
ultimately require, and probably stimulzate, more transdisciplinary
and macro-historical research. The perspectives of teaching
may again seen to be ahead of those of research. That 1s a
further reason to bridge the gap between tThe two.

There is perhaps no history in which one can so easily
degenerate into a mere antiquarian as . the Chinese one. But
preclisely in this field Mark Elvin'' has succeeded in elaborating
a theory ('the high level equilibrium trap') which 2lready has
proved rewarding to specialists and amateurs as well. It is
the kind of book which at once stimulates counter-reszearch
and influences new research programmes. Most likely history
would be better off if more resources were directed into
similar pattern-research. Now Dr. Elvin is engaged in a large-
scale computer work on Chinese population history, with speclal
regard to reglonal differences, Together with American and
Horwegian studies of nation building this project marks the
beginning of the application of computers to macre-historical
work. In this field as in others the coming of the computers
will make discussions of methods and theories more urgent
than before.
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8, The Trends in Western Civilization Project

Un the background of the preceeding seven chaptars some
words should be zald about The nature and aspirations of
Fro*essor Johan Galitung's new history project.

Like many other soclal scientists Johan Galtung has in
the past few years become more and more precccuplsd with the
histerical dimensions and rocis of modern development. The
references to the relevant parts of hig previous work are
contained in the first, introductory paper in this nar1e5.1a

But why take the unit of 'Westerm Ciwvilizastion' as a point
of departure? First, that this is one way of doing world
nistory, not as an alternative To local and regional histories,
byt as & necessary supplement, more nacessary today than ever
bafore because the structure of economy and politics has
becoma global, A global view of the role of Western Civili-
zation would mean that it 13 zeen both from the inside and,
especially, from the outside.

Second, that of sll the major cultural configurations
in the world Western Cilvilization 1s still the most powerful
and dominating c¢ne. Whathar one prefers talking about a
ferisis' of Western Clvillizaetion or not, one has to admit
the existence of several serious problems created within or
by this civilization: problems of ecolopgical imbalance, of
uncontrolled industirial development, or diversity without
comparable equality, of economic, poplitical, and cultural
expansionism, Until recently, the whole concept of 'Western
Civilization' has been invoked as an apologia or a smoke screen
covering up all these problems.

Today it iz necessary, at last, to stop treating Westerm
history as coterminous with world history itself or to see it
as the model for modern d&vnlnpnent.1g Non-Western history
and non-Western societles must be understood on their own
terms. But the same applies to Western history as well: the
de-universalization of it 15 an sssential precondition to
understanding it properiy.
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In this situation the advantages of the exceedingly
broad unit of civilization are that it allows for a truly
long=-term view of history (roughly, we start with the
decline of the West-Homan empire) and at the ssme time
encompasses the full interplay of cultural, economic, and
political aspects of history.

This is te say that such crucial phenomena as the Indus-
trialization of the West muszt be understood in its extreme
glowness and in its singularity as compared to developments
in other civilizations., But we shall not be over-emphatic
as to the importance of industrislization as a Western trade-
mark, Long before the emergence of industry concepts of the
character of the West was firmly established in the minds of
Westerners and non-Westerners aiike, - concepts stressing
such factors as e.g. aggressiveness and univerealism on the
one hand and an extraordinary blend of unity and diversity
an the nther.aﬂ In future papers we shall try to analyze in
depth this early awareness of particularly Western structures
and to trace the apparently remarkable contimiity of these
structures in Western history, before and after the Industriasl
Revolution.

We strongly believe that the present problems (or crises)
of Western Civilization, which to a large extent have been
imposed on the rest of the world, are fundamental alsc in the
sense that they represent historical habits of thought and
action. We have to understand how oid and how entrenched
and how unconscious those habite really are in order to change
them, if they cught to be changed.

One of the necessary questions will be: What are the
'holy cows' of Western Civilizations? One of them is undoubtedly
the division of labour in the form of narrow rcle specialization.
Since this has brought our civilization to the point where
nobody is educated or employed to see the whole (be it ecclogy
or history, not to speak of history of ecology), one obvious
remedy will be in history, to trace the tradition of holistic
thinking, of broad-scale analysis and interpretation of
Western development.
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¥When the Trends in Western Civilization Project started
in 1972=735, Johan Galtung concelved the idea of systematizing,
copparing, and supplementing the methods and theories of
Marx, Weber, Sorokin, Toynbee, and perhaps other macro=
hisztordians, This work will now be initiasted by Professor
Galtung in corder to provide a general framework for more
enplrical investigations of trends and structures.

The work done by Tore Helestad (0Ozlc) on long-term trands
of population, production, transport, and urbanization will
continue,? | whereas Bernt Hagtvet (Yale) is engaged to finish
his research on the role of intellectuals. We shali miblish
comparative studles by Hikon Stang (Osle) on Islam, and a
vaper on Christianity and Weatern development thinking by
myseli. Forthcoming papers alse include a collection of
biblicgraphical esseys on mecro-history, 2 revised version
of 'Two Ways of Being Western: Some Similarities between
Marxism and Liberalism® by Johan Galtung and & paper on the
theories of the cruclal early modern period in Western history.

We invite criticlem and comments on these papers as well
as bibliographical informetion. We should also like to consider
for publication in our series interpretetive papers on aspects
of Western history. It 18 our aim, during the next years, to
build up an international group of scholare who will be
interested in somes kind of coordinated macro-historical research.

Any study of Western Civilization will esslly get a
narrowly Wesi-European biss. Thers are more or less hidden
rfringes‘nf this civilization which conventionally have been
defined or ignored as seml-primitive, semi-irrational, semi-
oriental and certainly not 'typically Western':

1. Women

2, Children

3. The lower classes

i, Hon-aristotelian scientists

%. Eastern and Nordic Europe.

To integrate the activities and mentalitds of these fringss’
inte a broader concept of "Western Civilization' would also imply
a less dramatic and less pessimletic view of the decline of certsin
'"Western' positions in the worid today. When Rome fell, its poor

______ e Al s wiomsr om o um
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G, Hefarences

1. Williem T,7clnill's bocks inclufe:
The Gisc of tae YWest. A liatory of the Fuman Commnity {Chicago
and lwoncen 149G & Sorld Hisiory o S.Y., wozdon, Ueronte 1971 -
Seeond edition); The icame of ﬁﬁrﬂvean Hetory (H,.¥, 1974).

2, T¥rnat Serulin (ed.), Universalgescaichte (¥81r 1974), See also
Llfred dfeuss, Zur Theorie der -eitcencrichic (Herlin 1962);
Frits Jexner, Ter HiAtoriker und die Jeitreschickie (Freiburg
und Minchen 196%r. From & pedagoelcal opint of view: Cert iiller,
“Wniversoleeschichte in Tmierrieht und Lehre',in: heue Summlung,
Sx. 4, (1964 ), P43=-FEZ; Zrnst Weymar, Universal geaciichde I-:1
(Teview article]), ir: GCeschichte in Wisgserschaft und Unterricht,
Zeft 4-5 (1373,

. David 5. Tandeg and Charles Pilly [eds. ),
iistory a8 social Zpierce (Tnglewood C1iffs, ¥.J. 1971)
Tp. 19 amd 0.

4, iDspecially J.H. Hexter, Pernanc Braudel and the'MONDIE E3AUDNSLLIEN.,.
in: The Journal of Madern iilgtory, Vol. 44 (1972), 480-5393,
See mlso H. Aymard, Tho ANHALLS ans French Tistoriosraphy
{1923-1%?2], in: “he Journmal ol miropean sconomic History,
Vol, 727, 491-511; +the special lssus of Daedslus (Soring
1971), 'Historieal Studies To-day' ; 1. Stwart Hughes,
The CObstructed Patk. French Joeisnl Thought in the Years of

Tesperation 1930=1960 {(N.T., =vanston and Londen 1968},
Chapter ¢: 'ihe Nistorians and the Sceial Order!.

%, Iucisn Febyre, Un destin: Martin Tuther (Czris 1428) and
Te frobldme do I'lnceovance ouw avie wecle {Faris 1942).
Tee @iR0 the fine escaye edited by Peter Durxe, A New Hind of
Hiztory and fther Essays (London 1973).

&. ©OFf, the criticiam made by Heit® Thomazs in The New York REview
of Focks (Tecember 13, 1573): '1t is no accldent ThzT the most
ehiuring momographs produced by the Annales school during the
pa=t twenty yeare have related to material affairs, particu-
larly demography and tryade, wherezz Febvre's slea for the
study of mentalités remainz relatively unanswered. There are
scores of Dooks whnich owe their imspiration to Fhe Medliferraneas.
Tui where are the worthy successors to Le probleme de 1°Incroy-
arce gu Lvie ai&eletihis guestion could zlso oe raised in
commettion with the recent Englizh editions of articles from
Azmnales:  FPeter Turke (ed,), Leoromy and Society in Sarly Modern
Turore [(Londen 1972} and Marc rerroc led.), Goelal Historiana In -
ontewrporary France: 23zays from Annales EH.Y. I BN

7. ZYnglish translations:
The ed:terranean and the Mediterrancan world in the Age of
PRITip *1 (Longon 1972 and 1972), o volB8., Capitaiism and
terizl Life 1400-1800 {W.Y. 1573}, vol, one. Acaording to
Trof. Nraudel, tne ¥os for the twe last volumes of this work
are just finished.

A i i S I



- 5 -

"hiz iz to scme extent dpe to sne relative execlusion of
gvoluiionizt thought from medern soeciolocgsy itoelf. FRut
to=-d4ay, 23 we Mnow, histery and dizehronic analysia have
again crept into sceclology. Thas nas besn the case &ven
witn that sywbol-Tigure of funetionaliswm Tailcott-Farsone,
whoae recent worl includes: JocietieseTyolution and
Comparative FPerspectives [(Znglewood olifis, N.d. and
Ehﬁ‘ﬁystem DI Medern societies {Iaglewoed £3iffa, N.J. 1971).

'Hous les ivnales’, a review article renrinted in & Second Iden-
tlty: Essaves on France ahd Frenen Eissory {(Londen 1%69).

Tne amaitions UNZLEI0 History of the Zoierntifiece snd Cultural
pevelognment af Vardind nas nerdly Lived ap to tne expectations,
of, Wigls Steencgeard, foniversal Tistery fo- Cur Times' in
fre Jouynal of Xpdern Histery, vol. 45 (L973), Tz-82,

The UNZ3C0 Joernal of world Eistory (Cahieys dthistorie
mondlale} XIV/T 1972 contained this message to itas readers:

'The Jourral of Werid Histoery will cease pahlication with
Volume XTIV, Fo,d a2t the end of 1972, and will he replaced,
beginning in 1293, by 2 new intermstional periodieal,Cultures.

The Journal was initially suhlisned by the International
Commission for o Aistory of the Selentific and Cultural
Jewelonment of Mankind, After the completion of the Hiatn;%
of Fankind and the digaclutior ¢ the International Commlaslon,
tne UHLE:S Feneral Comference in 1970 auproved the publication
of & culiural geriodiral to continuwe the tradition of inter-
naticnal and interdisciplinary scholarsnip establisned in the
Joarral of World distory . . L'

L uzeful Index “=XIV (795%=1972) %0 t-e Journal was published
in 1972, This proved to e the |temporary:, end of the
UHREC0 macpg-nistorical enteroriza,

- — - 'most nistorians zre reluctant to meike uae of researea
gssistacts for any tut the mest routine tasks ar to aceept
the prineiple of grous research, in which responsibilities
arc givided and each member does, and hence by historieal
stendards knows, only a piece of the whole. 1t 18 xnot anly
that the ziistorian rarely nas ke funde to pay an asslstant
or that historians woulid find it ciffienlt to finance a large-
toale groun project. The moeint ia that se iong as historiog-
grapky 15 seen az an art as well as 2 hranch of Xnowledge,
niszorieal work fecomes an intensely pepsonal thing and henee
Intiviszivle 2nd moninterchansesble.!

{Iandes ani Tilay, op.cit., »p.13-20,

Geschichse als Joslalwissenschaft (Frankfurt L973) 1= a
¢ollection ol 1h-ronuctions Irom Proef. Wehler's important

editorial works: Geschichie und Psychoakalyse (KH1n 19571);
Gezehichte und SoFiclocie Jn0ln L0Te J;

TevOlKETu G560 11CHEE (ROLO f3(e )}
Geschichie und Leaencmie §ESln 1973,
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L

sen gepecially Steln Rokkan, Jitimens, Zleetions, Tarties

(Osle end W.Y. 1270%, ohanter 2¢ 'noacls z2nd Tethods in the
comparative Study of Fation-Puildins' ;0 0.3, Tigsenstadt and
J.okkan {eds,), Buiidiag itates and Jetions, Vol.l [ Londeon-
and Beverly Hills 1973), oanpter 2: T0ities,States and Hatiens:
L dmergional Model for the Study of Comtrasts in leveleopment' ;
ang 'Euilding States ard Natlona: & Selective Bitliography of
tas =zesearch Literaturs oy Theme ard Country' ; iI.Rokkan,
simensions of 3tate formation and Yation-Building: & Fosaible
Yaraligm Ior Research and Variations within Burope' , in
Charles Tilly {Eﬂ.}, The Tormation of National States in
Zestern Surope (Frincetonm L1974,

veligion and the Decline of HMawgie (Londonm 1971) has already
sevotle a classle.

fee Prof. Plumb's contribetion to Michael R. Marrus (ed.),
e Emergence . of - leisure (IF.Y. 1974,

The Commerecial develution of the [Midéle Ages, 950-1350
{I'li-zi- Ig:lJ

“he Patterr of the Chinese Pazt (Stanford 1973},

Dee Lhe Laorough rev.iew article by Damen H. HMyers,
'Trangfortations andg Continuity in Chinese Feoonomic and

geelal Hiatory' , in: The Journal of Asian Simdies, Vol.JCOHIIIT,
Fo, 2 (February 1974).

donan Galtung, On Maero-nistory and lestern Civilization,
Trends in Jeszternm Civilization Project, lLaper Ho.T wosic 1874).

see €,2. Johen Galtung, ferspectives ou Development: Tast,
Tregent, Future, ¥imeo. Te bLe puDLiShed 1n LE0ays AN PeEace
legeareh, vol,.4 [(Copenhagen 1975).

Tre classical theory of Weztern wiity and diversity is dis-
cuszed in 2rik Twderg, Corcepts of Western Fluralismp, Trends
in Vestern Civilization -ro ect, No.2 Lozic 19747,

The first tentative result ie Some Zongltudinel Tendeneies,
Trende in Western Civilization Projeect, Wo.3 (usio 1974 ).




10. Appendix A: Hiztory and the =ocial scisnces. Some U,S,
indications of the economic backwardness of history,

In Chapters 3 and ¢ I mede some generalizations about the
backward state of history which can be better substantiated by
reference to the large~scals Survey of the Behavioral and
Social 3Sclences. It was conducted in the United States between
1967 and 1569 under the auspices of the 'Committes on Sclence
and Public Policy of the National Academy of Sclences' and
the 'Problems and Folicy Commlttes of the Soclal Sclences
Research Council'., The History Panel was headed by David 35,
Landes and Charles Tilly. They edited the report on history

which was based on a survey of about &0 working historlans:

Hiatagx a3 Socisl Sclsnoe {Englewuud Cliffa, H,J, 1971}.
The findings of this survey cannot automstically be applied

o a description of the ztate of history in the countries of
Western Europe but they surely indicate certain general trendsa.

Pp. 24-25:

‘Affluence and numbers rarely coincide. By comparison
with the other behavioral snd soclal sclences, history is a
poor relation. It recelves its share of university funds
because of its instructicnal responsibilities; other things
being equal, such funds tend, over time, to be allocated in
proportion to the number of students tesught and similar criteria.
But it receives only 8 pittance from cutside sources, which are
channeied overwhelmingly, first, to the natural scisnces, then
to the more *sclentific' and equipment-using of the behavioral
and soclal sciences,

This relative impoverishment shows up in all the statistical
data. The anmual operating costs per full-time equivalent
faculty member of PhD=granting history departments came to
$15,230 in 1967; the moat favored of the social sciences,
psycholegy, spent $24,020; the mean of six soclal sclences was
$18,750.

Whnereas the average large psychology department was using
equipment valued at $448,7120, and the sverage large department
even in less experimental disciplinea like economice and
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sociolegy enjoyed & cpaital stock of $13,820 and $31,050
respectively, history could draw on a modest pool of typewriters
and ditto machines, plus an cceasional adding machine, valued at
an average of $2,350 per PhD-granting department,

The major psychology departments averaged 1,263 sguare feet
of space per faculty member; the mean for the social sciences
wasg 565 square feet; history, as usual at the bottom of the list,
enjoyed 227 square feet,

What is more, these departmental figures are only a partial
indication of the discrepancy between history and the other
disciplines; for in the other social sclences, far more than in
history, much of the research is undertaken in institutes and
centers independent of university departments. Thesze have their
own plants, their own budgets, their own offices: in 1966 they
accounted for 35 percent of research expenditures in the social
and behavioral sciences {as against 3& percent for departments
and 31 percent for professional achools). Most of these inasti-
tutes, to be sure, are interdisciplinary in character and a
number have found places for historians on their staff; but
these are a small privileged group and account for a small
fraction of these research outlays and facilities,

Spelled out in real terms, this means that the historian -
even the elder statesman of established acholarly reputation -
rarely receives summer support or has an assistant or secretary
of his own; that his department is drastically underequipped
with micrefilm readers, duplication and photo reproduction
equipment, recording equipment, and the other tools of his
trade; that he lacks the office space and spatial arrangements
most conducive to effective teaching and research; and that he
cannot afford the travel and telephonic communications that
have made it possible in other disciplines, particularly the
natural sciences, to talk of an internaticnal community of
scholars,

The one really costly installstion used and considered
indispensable by historians - for the modesty of their circum-
stances 1s matched by the modssty of their expectations - is



the library; but here, == we =hall zee in Chapter 7, the exponen-
tial increase in the volume and cost of new publications has
compelied even the greatest libraries to sacrifice the gquality
and accessibility of their collections, while the growing
dependence of the other social sciences on forms of reading
matter and evidential material other than books has left
historians almost alone {except for pllies from literature

and the other humanities) in their efforts to persuade uni-
veraity authorities to put more money into libraries.’®

F. 104:

"It iz this pattern that has required historians to pursue
thelr ressarch with only a frection of the support provided in
other disciplines. The Behavioral and Socisl Sclences Survey
Committea's study of social sclence departments reveals that
during the fiscal year 1967 the soclal sciences (omitting
peychology and educational psychology) spent only 45 percent
mera per student enrelled than did history; but their expendi-
tures for rezearch exceeded those of history by 508 percent.’

P. 29:

'On the whole, with the exception of histerisns of science,
the Kinds of historians who are best supported alsg show the
closest tie to the behavioral and soclsl sclences,'



Appendix B: Fifteen historians,

During my visits to varicus West-European universities,
July 1974, I had the plessure of meeting these historians:

Jerker Rosén University of Lund

Sven TEgil

Esben Albrectsen University of Copenhagen
Rainer Tamchina University of Hamburg
Hans-Jirgen Schréder, Institut fir Buropdische Geschichte,
Claus Schalf Mainz

Hang-Ulrich Wehler, University of Bielefeld

Sidney Pollard (p.t. Bielefeld)

Fernand Braudel, Maison des Sciences de 1'homme
Louiz Dumont {comp.sociol.)

Geoffrey Best, University of Sussex

Peter Burke

Geoffrey Barracliough Formerly University of Oxford
J.H., Plumb University of Cambridge

Mark Elvin University of Oxford

o




