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Chapter Two

Theoretical Overview: Life Beneath
the Level of the Marketplace

Huck was always willing to take a hand in any enterprise that offered
entertainment and required no capital, for he had a troublesome su-
perabundance of that sort of time which is not money. (Mark Twain,
The Adventures of Tom Sawyer)

What was life below the level of the marketplace like? What is it like to have
a super-abundance of the sort of time which is not money? What is happen-
ing to the subsistence peasants who live in Tanzania today? And what hap-
pened to the peasant of eighteenth century Scotland? This chapter is about
. the subsistence peasant’s world, and why despite their poverty, the peasantry
- isdispossessed of a great deal during the process of development, even while
others are realizing great gains. In sum, what happened to make the world of
Huck Finn, in which a superabundance of time, became to be thought of as
“troublesome” because it could not be turned into capital?
What is seen is that in the process of establishing a new world economic
. order, the old one is destroyed as peasants accept and reject the new risks
. proffered. Society changes from one focused by the risks of drought, flood,
. famine, crop disease, and epidemic disease, to one in which these threats can
e at least shared. But in the process it introduces a new threat of destruction,
at of the invisible hand of the marketplace, which just as surely as drought,
‘flood, and famine, can starve, dispossess, kill, and stigmatize.
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necessary to assess how they view the short-term risks which effect their
decision-making. This is difficult to do using the traditional tools of the his-
torian; undifferentiated subsistence peasants living in a world of personalis-
tic relationships and leave few written records to frame how life below the
level of the marketplace was organized. Peasants had no interest in leaving
the inventories, land sale records, legal records, censuses, wills, stock cards,
planning documents, written legal proceedings, and so forth needed by mod-
ern historians to verify their presence, and way of life. And yet they were
there; we know that logically subsistence farmers existed before the intro-
duction of differentiated labor markets in the 1700s in England. We also
know that 95% of the population in such circumstances fed themselves
through subsistence agriculture; nevertheless, by definition, it is only the
other 5% who have bequeathed social scientists the specialized paperwork
that we do have, and can analyze.! Making inferences from the records lefl
by the 5% about the other 95% is to look through an imperfect mirror; the
95% below the level of the market re-created their lives in non-durable
words and relationships, not the artifacts analyzed by modern historians and
social scientists. But with their enormous numbers, they were fundamental; it
was they who supported the bourgeois shopkeepers who would give birth t©
the new values which are the basis for the modern world.

How did the population of places like North America change from being
95% engaged in agriculture in 1800, to being one in which 2% engage in
agriculture in 20007 And what did the 95% think about, how did they view
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(Weber 1948:394). Ideal types are useful for thinking about institutions, be-
cause they describe the logic inherent to a system, without describing any
one particular group or society. As such, they are useful for evaluating data
from the “real world” which in turn can be used to fine-tune the ideal type.
As an ideal type for subsistence agriculture societies, 1 will describe how
such societies operate in the context of 1) demographics, 2) productivity and
trade, 3) ecology and settlement, 4) ideology and religion and 5) politics and
power. This is not an exhaustive list of what makes an ideal typical subsis-

tence society different from the modern world, market-based agriculture, or a

feudal guild. However, it does provide a basis for understanding what is
happening around the world as the social order shifts from the socio-
demographic regime, which emerged when humans first specialized in agri-

culture some 10,000 years ago, into a new society focused by a globalized
world dominated by marketplace economics.

Demography
In subsistence farming societies, birth rates are typically high, ranging

from 5-10 children born per woman. Death rates are also high, although not
necessarily at the same time that birth rates are high. In the short-run, there
may be a cohort of women who have a great number of surviving children.
In the long run though, there will be catastrophic events such as disease, war,
and famine which occur when the “carrying capacity” of the land to produce
for horticultural peoples is exceeded. The result is that if long periods of
population history are examined (e.g. periods of several hundred years),
there are swings in population density reflecting first, changes in mortality,

followed by years of recovery through higher survival rates for infants.” The
highest population growth rates (and lowest levels of child death) are found
in freshly settled areas, which have an abundance of game, and land for

clearing. Population doubling times in such circumstances can be as short as
20 years. This happened in North America between about 1700 and 1850,
when European farmers spread across a sparsely populated land. *

The sharpest decreases in horticultural populations tend to come in arcas
where crowding occurs, and as a result they become vulnerable to the dis-
eases epidemics and drought, which in turn stimulate raiding and conquest.
This is what happened in the 150 years following the arrival of the Black
Death in Europe in 1348, and also in Mexico following the catastrophes
brought by the Spanish Conquest in 1520. More commonly, such catastro-
phes involved localized famine, disease epidemics, or war.

In short, the demography of the subsistence peasant society is one in
which women have a large number of children. Populations expand until the
growth itself puts the population at risk for catastrophe.

Ecology and Settlement
Households in subsistence societies focused by agriculture are typically

extended kinship groups, members of whom feel personal obligations to

each other independent of the labor market. In areas of rain-fed agriculture, =
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defense purposes by requisitioning labor during slack times in the local agri-

cultural cycle.

Productivity and Trade
Subsistence societies grow, herd, hunt, and gather most of what they eat.

Production is focused by the extended family, entrance to which is gained by
birth, adoption, and marriage. Most of their production does not cnter the
marketplace. Production by each family unit is across a wide-range of prod-
ucts, and tasks vary both within the day, and seasonally. The risks that are
avoided by diversifying production include thosc associated with weather,
crop and livestock disease, raids, human disease, drought, and so forth.

Small surpluses of subsistence Crops and animals are “planned” for first
to cover unavoidable tributary tax payments, and second as 2 “prudent sur-
plus” against potential drought, or other unforeseeable problems. In the event
that the prudent surplus is not needed, trade for a mix of minor necessities
like salt and hoes, and religious rituals may be conducted. Such trade is typi-
cally done with familiar traders who are, as Sellers (1991:15) describes
them, “the market’s ambassador to the subsistence world.”

Much trade is done via barter, rather than with money, which was often
rare in remote subsistence farming arcas. Informal credit arrangements be-
tween farmers, traders, and kin are common, and often reflect the strength of
a relationship, rather than market advantage. Otherwise, significant interac-

tions with strangers are avoided, pa.rticularly those of the marketplace. The
great risk of the specialized modern farmer, market failure, is not typically
an issue in areas which, as Adam Smith put it, have no improvement in roads
or transport, or the specialization that come with it.

Ideology
The ideology of subsiste
the family unit. Obligations for the exchange

nce peasant society focuses on the centrality of

of labor and goods are medi-
ated in the context of the family, rather than the marketplace. Thus, work
groups are not allocated by skill o specialty, but by normative responsibility
to kin and typically reflect roles ascribed by gender and age. Fulfillment of
kin responsibilities comes before the individual accumulation of wealth, or
for that matter skill in a particular task. This i

deology often emphasizes the
freedom of the peasant family from the complications of mo

dern life (includ-

ing the marketplace), and a perception that profits accrued from the trading
in the marketplaces are immoral thefl. Production is tied to consumption and
the distribution of presents and gifts, including those involved in unequal
tributary relationships. There is a high regard for the external display of lux-
ury consumption, and even hedonism, which at an extreme can take forms ©

the destructive potlatches that Kwakiutl from British Columbia once con-
ducted (see Mauss ([1950]1990). Accumulation for its own gake is discour-
aged, and regarded as selfish. Good fortune whether in the form of crop sur-
pluses or other windfalls, is shared within the kin group. Poor fortune in the
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paying farmers, one as similar to each as the other, they sought differentia-
tion of tasks, and the development of wealth through specialized manufac-
ture, agriculture, and trade. Perelman (2000) calls this the period of “primi-
tive accumulation” in capitalism, when the older rights of peasants are
usurped, and their traditonal lands and property end up in the possession of
people who are able to master the ways and means of the new market econ-
omy.

Where the subsistence world had been one of similar homesteads, and a
small elite, the Improvers believed that through the practice of scientific ag-
riculture and manufacture, more could be produced. Particularly in the scien-
tific world in which many of them were embedded, they saw ways 10 spe-
cialize production so that a particular piece of land could be used to produce
a commodity which promised the greatest financial profits to the new
sowner.” All that was needed was two things. First, they needed to build
transportation networks into the interior where production took place. This
was a technical problem which the designers of ports, roads, planned vil-
lages, and ultimately railways were to revel in.

The second thing needed was a new way of looking at the landscape. It
needed to be looked at as being part of the marketplace, with 2 relationship
to the commodities it could produce most efficiently. And this production
needed to be compared to the market profits from rents that it produced if the
land was to remain as land for subsistence peasants. To be efficiently used
by the new economy, land and labor must be viewed as creatures of the mar-
ket, exchangeable in the same medium at what Marx and Engels (1848)
would call “the cash nexus.”

For this to happen, there needed to be 2 productivity revolution, in
which the means of pmduction——land, labor, and capital—are recast as
something independent of the human relationships which were s0 important
in the subsistence economy. To do this, to «commodify” everything, meant
that land, labor and capital needed to be shorn of the sentimental value they
had possessed in the older subsistence world. Labor, commodity and land
would no longer be offered on the basis of tradition and sentiment. Rather
they would be exchanged because one buyer—even a previously feared
stranger—outbid all others.

It was clear by the time that Adam Smith published The Wealth of Na-
tions in 1776 that specialized workers, doing simple tasks in a factory, werc
more productive than the Scottish peasant society they were replacing. But it
was also apparent that for this to happen workers would need to live close 10
“some sorts of industry which can be carried on nowhere but in a great
town.” Factory work requires workers to be in close proximity to each other,
each making a tiny contribution to produce vast quantities of 2 final product.
They also need to be near consumers who have something to exchange for
their product. But as Smith pointed out, when the market works well, even
less obvious examples illustrate the power of the differentiation of tasks. For
example, he points out that even the lowly porter works alone in an occupa-
tion which is possible only in the crowded environment of a town, where
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Box 2.1. Productivity Growth in the United Kingdom

Just how great the change in market activity, is 2 society shifts from general sub-
sistence activity to intensely specialized market activity, can be seen in the table below.
The table reflects productivity in the United Kingdom between 1785 as the Industrial
Revolution was just beginning, and 1987, by which time the United Kingdom had be-
come a socicty in which virtually every worker engaged in 2 specialized in the labor
market.

As Livi-Bacci (1997:150-151) points out, this table illustrates well the principle
characteristics of development and social change. During the 200 year period, popula-
tion expanded rapidly, the amount of productivity per worker increased, and the total
number of hours worked per year declined substantially.

Embedded in these statistics are a number of significant social changes. The first is
the fact that the total number of hours worked did not decline substantially probably
until about on¢ hundred years after the Industrial Revolution began. Also tucked into
statistics is the fact that at the beginning of the period, there was a great deal of migra-
tion out of both Great Britain and Ireland. The period covered includes the massive
migrations towards the Americas during the nineteenth century, as well as the migration
from the British and Irish countryside into industrializing cities like Birmingham and
London. In effect the long hours of undifferentiated farm labor were being exchanged
for equally long hours of differentiated factory work in the 100+ ycars after 1785. No-
tably, this period corresponded to the time when London and the other industrializing
cities were a particularly vile “population sump,” drawing in youth from the compara-
tively healthful countryside to work in an environment where victimization from crime,
industrial accidents, pollution, and of course disease rates were high.

Productivity in these urban work environments did not accelerate until after 1913,
Thus, in the 128 year long period between 1785 and 1913, productivity per hour rose

four-fold, while in the shorter 74 year period between 1913 and 1987, it rose five fold at
a time the total number of hours worked per year dropped substantially.

Hours
worked
per

year

Population Employed
(in ’000s) (in ’000s)

mlmmm_m-

Such statistics are @ powerful argument for the long-term benefits of development.
However, for the peasant contemplating movement from a 3,000 hour “job” on the farm
in 1820, to the 3,000 hour job in the city that same year, the incentives were indeed few.

Principal source: Livi-Bacei (!99’?:150-\5 1).
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Adam Smith and Scientific Development

An assumption behind Adam Smith and the eighteenth century Im-
provement Movement was the human tendency to pursue self-interest
through “truck, trade, and barter” in all human societies. Smith assumed that
the division of labor through which productivity increases, arises from this
tendency. The trick, according to Smith and his colleagues, was to establish
a system where this tendency would develop the different talents of people
so that they could pursue their self-interests as aggressively as possible
(Smith 1937:18-21).

The key, according to Smith, is the differentiation of labor, which in
turn is determined by the extent of the marketplace. The broader the market-
place, the more specialized labor will be and the greater the generation of
wealth. This is brought about first by improved transport and second by in-
creasing population density. Foot traffic, and even pack animals are insuffi-
cient for trade in bulk goods for practical reasons. The people and animals
necessarily consume much of the load they carry during the trip. Even slaves
and pack animals who are not paid a wage, eat much of what they carry be-
fore reaching a destination; and the further the journey, the more they eat.
This is why Smith wrote that markets were most likely to develop along
shorelines where water transport was readily available. So the extent of the
marketplace was in turn dependent on the costs of transporting goods. In the
1700s when Smith wrote, this meant a mixture of port improvement, since
water transport was by far the most efficient at that time, and the construc-
tion of roads along which wagons could be pulled by animals. In the nine-
teenth century the provision of transport improvements would also extend to
the provision of the steam engines which would come to be used by both
ships and railways. But these improvements Were in the future.

However, for the subsistence peasantry, whether in the interior of
Europe, or in North America, the provision of new transportation projects
had multiple consequences, & number of which were fundamental challenges
to their way of life. Most obvious was the demands to finance public works
projects (see Sellers 1991). Fortunes built on trade profits and associated
duties went a long way toward the initial financing of projects, however it
soon became apparent that taxes on products of the interior were also neces-
sary. In Europe, this meant increases in feudal dues, while in the new coun-
try of the United States in which land was very cheap, it meant excise taxes
on the few items like whiskey, which entered the marketplace. Resentment
emerged to such taxes and rents.

The extension of the marketplace into the interior also brought new de-
mands for specialization of production. In areas where previously only pack-
horses had had access, suddenly entire ship-holds needed to be filled in order
that ship-owners could recoup the cost of their voyage. For this to happen,
production along the new transportation routes had to match the demands for
goods in distant and unseen cities. The farmers of an arca needed to produce
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quires people willing to invest in factories, thereby deferring the use of
money for immediate pleasure. On the other hand, the subsistence agricultu-
ralist will refer to an agricultural heritage inherited from the Neolithic Age
which began with the invention of agriculture ten thousand years ago. For
the subsistence peasant, the word “farmer” is a source of pride, and does not
reflect a role in the marketplace, but a relationship to land and nature. Im-
plicit in the answer are relationships, clan groupings, and neighborhoods.
Indeed in many languages in tribal areas, formal greetings between strangers
answering the question “Who am 12" involve acknowledgement and confir-
mation of kin relations, not occupational relationships or place in the labor
market. They are two essentially different ways of Jooking at the world and
people in it.

Max Weber ([1904-1905]2002) made an early and perhaps the most in-
cisive comparison between the world of the subsistence peasant and what he
called “the protestant ethic and the spirit of capitalism.” In modern capital-
ism, he pointed out that the “acquisition of money, and more and more
money” is the primary goal of people. But he wrote, there is a paradox be-
cause at the same time, the hedonistic pleasures and spontancous enjoyment
money can bring should be avoided. In other words, you “keep score” with
money, but do not enjoy it. His point was that the general propensity of peo-
ple to truck, trade, and barter was inadequate as an explanation for the super-
structure of capitalism to be built upon. Indeed, for this to actually happen,
the answer to the most basic questions of “Who am [?” and “What will 1
do?" had to change. Too often in the traditional world, the answer to these to
questions meant that only enough was planted for the family, and labor then
stopped in order that the family could enjoy their relationships with each
other. But the “just enough” philosophy towards economic productivity is
not what capitalism demanded.

In short, Weber’s outstanding point was to be that for productivity to
exceed basic needs, there must be an “ideology” which justifies the accumu-
lation of capital for its own sake. This is in contrast to older ethics which had
emphasized communality, responsibility to the extended kin-group and even
hedonism in the consumption of material goods. Most important for capital-
ism, profits needed to be viewed as not windfalls to be shared and enjoyed,
but as an opportunity to invest in further production for the marketplace
which created the windfall in the first place. Again, this was a contradiction
to the ethic which had been developed since the Neolithic, in which the well-
being of the immediate clan and family were paramount.

The Non-Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Subsistence Agriculture

If the spirit of capitalism is ascetic drive to save wealth for its own sake,
the spirit of subsistence agriculture is the celebration of kinship and relation-
ships. As Marcel Mauss emphasized, such enjoyment could often be hedon-
istic in nature, to the extent of even doing as the Kwakiutl of the British Co-
Jumbia coast did, and destroy wealth in ritual “potlatches.”"’

].‘TEOPEHCQI OV(.’J view, Llfe Beﬂeﬂl" fhe LI‘.’V&'J Offhf JHH!-J( tplace 49
elplac

But, embedded in the spiri i
Wy o spirit _of capitalism is an irony fi
s ;:;sr:stt;:ci::ld[:;a;?r}t 1s far more indcpendenty oi? :’hlll(;(:g:é;wpl?-
1al wi i ety
. A orker. The subsistence peasant is less [ikfl:)lly

o itudes of int i
ient in the face Ay nternational economy an ;
peasant is freer ﬂ?:ns?ﬁﬂmg economic demands. In esseice (:ht::smgr? resil-
¢ worker tied to a specialized job in a fact u SlSte;'jcg
ory or else-

where. And herein la
y a paradox that Karl in hi
i _ arl Marx, in his compari
2 samene}:s andc;:: :;‘tt:(sjtled }mh. In the freedom of peasant llijf‘:;niss(’:n?bf }:fas-
o o . am:l;(?r_l orm to Lha? expectations of the traditional e
e e ition to specmlized occupation so prized i e
e LB enjf?ycd hedonistically and even vicaric)‘:lslz ; Iln e
g Pl honics Tt revelry, palaces are built by the elites a)I;l] Ty
oo hu urfil _pco;lale. In the case of the Ancient E s
ol consu—zdomsbc display of all was undertaken w&;ypuans e
b f('::;g by peasants dragooned by powerful Ph:fac:;asswe
of s ity o ;g;c?]tu@l cycle. In this pre-capitalist \:w:;rldslitlt]ir .
e e o or its own sake that Adam Smith vaIu’ed sg
The irony of course i i
Waber is that despite the fetters of mode
farl more important.
in individual roles

e . rmity—what
cage”—in the modern world, the indivizual b:coh:lz’s(

Sta[l.l.s 15 not Ineasl.l.IEd b,‘ Ielatwlls Wlth a k.ln rou but
g p!

The Ideol
o :ﬁhzf r::)es ;Mc;rkergface—?‘hmkiug like Benjamin Frankl;
aiit e Spirit of O P“W;":l‘ u]_sectlons of Max Weber’s The Prot nt 1
(WeberKalbons 20051_!; ism is whf.re he describes the nature of"stl‘:m E!fu_r:
e 'ei g—;;). Itrll this section, Weber takes quotati()nsa:"r;pmt
i ——p— middlcn century who Weber felt reflected the i
e T gL e c.lass he observed in the early t\'.lfentitﬂ:tl'ls]:’mt
e taken.for.grante;j v?:‘i;atlo;soz:ﬁcbeing representative of the cunu(:t;:
! — T Wi i

can middle class he observed in 1903. He a?sr:s sainv ilgetﬂ:oﬁi;cf;: t;dAnlﬂeri-

eology

p OSGd EO “‘hat had beEH found m t] 1€ “‘011 UP !ha tll]l
d to t e.

Remember that time i

‘ 1s money. The man th

It::-lst !:it:;;ré :(l;d dgor?s abroad, or sits idle, one lj;l
i e deoecel :

o g his diversion or idleness

sides.

can eam ten shillings a da
y b
fof that day, though he spcnd)r:

e , ought not to reck
has really spent, or rather thrown away, ﬁvccsf?irl]I i:]ilga: lzhe
) c-

Remember that credit i
em it is money. Ifa i
g _ ney. man lets his money lie i
gt ﬁ:: ag::es me the mterr:s:, or so much as I cg’n I::l:l: myf fjaﬂds_af-
ol Ed ounts to a considerable sum whe el
Rg credit, and makes good use of it. PRGSO
emember that money is of the prolific

ge: ulo[ley' and Its Oﬂsplll‘lg can beget more ﬂ]id soon. ..., I[e that klIIS a
b: l:edlng S0W, dcsll[’yﬁ all hel Dﬂspl mng to th dlousa]ldﬂl g{:Ileratlol 1. He ulﬂ.t

generating nature. Money can be-



I
‘r

50

Chapter Two

murders a crown, destroys all that it might have produced, even scores of

pounds.
The most trifling action that affect a man's cred

sound of your hammer at five in the moming or eight at night, heard by 2
creditor, makes him easy six months longer; but if he sees you at @ billiard-
table, or hears your voice at a taver, when you should be at work, he sends
for his money the next day. ...
For six pounds a year you may have
are a man of known prudence and honesty.
He that spends a groat a day idly, spen

which is the price of using one hundred pounds.
He that wastes idly a groat’s worth of his time per day, on¢ day with an-
other, wastes the privilege of using one hundred pounds each year.

He that idly loses five shillings’ worth of time, loses five shillings, and

might as prudently throw five shillings in the river.
He that loses five shillings not only Joses that sum, but all the advantage

that might be made by turning it in dealing, which by the time that a young
man becomes old, will amount to @ comfortable bag of money.

printer Benj amin Franklin is of course the source
of the above advice, in his publications Necessary Hints to Those That
Would Be Rich (1736), and Advice to a Young Tradesman (1748).” Such
sayings make sense to modern readers who deal with credit cards, mort-
gages, 401(k) retirement accounts, hourly wages, and in which are embedded
issues of time, money, and credit. Indeed, it is @ common-sensical ideology,
as natural as the air we breathe. But, this world of credit, wages, and com-
modities was not central to Franklin’s cighteenth century world, and unlikely
to be understood by the masses of subsistence farmers 10 whom Franklin
preached in his writings. Indeed, {his is why Weber emphasizes Franklin’s
writing: he sees it as an effective way to describe for readers the modern
ethic he believed underlay modern capitalism.
To describe an alternative view to Franklin’s, that of the traditional
peasant, Weber (2002:22-23) does not use pithy quotes, rather he relies on an

example from the agricultural labor market:

it are to be regarded. The

the use of one hundred pounds, if you

ds idly above six pounds a year,

The young American

For example, a man has been accustomed to harvesting 2 Y2 acres pet day
and to receiving one German mark for every acre of grain harvested. He thus
earns 2 Y2 marks every day. If the piece rate is raised to 1 %4 marks per acre,
he needs to harvest only 2 acres per day in order to earn the same amount as
before, and this, according to the biblical passage, “allows enough for him.”

Yet the employer's hope of increasing productivity by increasing the piece
rate has been disappointed (if the worker had harvested 3 acres, he should

have earned 3 % marks).
The opportunity of earning more appealed to him less than the idea of
working less. He did not ask: “If 1 produce as much as possible how much
money will I earn each day?” Rather he formulated the question differently:
“How long must I work in order to carn the amount of money—2 Y4 marks—
[ have eamed until now and that has fulfilled my (raditional cconomic

needs?” (Weber 2002:22-23)

7 JI{,’(?.F el vervi : Li 2
Tew. Ll_'fe Beﬂ'eﬁ'fh the Level Off}lt, Mm'kerpfac
2 K‘(If 0 W (4 Sl

In sum, in answer to the ion *
P i A o th c‘;‘ueshon ‘What am I going to do?”
i web;rh';zo?}zc-l;gltwe' sense that Franklin so %vel]dggovtigzdpéas?m
il acc(.) CI_) claims tl}ul this is because there are in factu‘l‘ -
fie pincple 1-lmds"r xz:ig“to whlch economic history has unfolded: tT‘lo
ey, s & opp;:u s ta;(}ﬁflélnot:;.r't'a Huck Finn did not see his tin:letai
o S inment and enjoymen i
it — C,fht;ls own alter-ego Tom Sawyer who bci]icl::d t;a;r;am ¥
e modem world were the basis for status. Huck lt:ing e‘l-
: n's

VIEW 1§ more “‘npﬂ t y
rtan 10 SubSlS!CHCC far“lcls, but IOII‘I Sa“‘ €r s view 1s thc

Politics and Power

The new mar .
in a legal Cﬂntextk:k?;:f?’ fl'ﬁ_e_lhough it may be to set prices, does so onl
ally “fixed” in 2 w a is eligible for sale and trade needs t(; be only
the market that crea:t da" e take ona life of its own, without dﬁ;o::rceptu-
“final word” about lhe t_lll- This requires definition by an entit whs t]:;ymg
b ooy e fairness of i transaction between slrangcfs 1 iy
transaction ,bct ng or lord traditionally had this word. In other ; Irl'dmedw-
TR ps;";*:iféa}"éz Ska;]gcrs to be possible, there necd;:io tos E:,ra

mpulsion,” that i i : 2
the face a transacti y is coercion, underl i
. Wi?;::olng :;dertaken for individual interest ratlf::?gth\:ga‘ fioat
is effective only when au.:lluio')- T:he Se_t _Of rules requires a state, and thr:l;u? ]
s Vetplise, rity is legitimated to the strangers I,neeting in tahz

The problem is that with T
e effective:e ; without limitations on the labor mark
capitalism is thﬁr‘(‘:’}flfe()f state power, the logical conclusion o: :hfe:t'eq b);-
of men” (Weber/Kalb y make tallow for candles out of cattle, and m s
e s aaSDiEEtZOtOZ: 13-14). A society in which humans ar‘::“:uyr: “r;
This is wh y to serve people, but one to serve th i

y government emerged to control the excesses of t}fer?aalgizp}a?e-
aire

- labor m 3
arket, control the abuse of child labor, unfair wages and danger
ous

working environments. In effi
im0 : . In effect, state power is necessary t 8
“fix” the co:t;i:lt?h ft:lmployers may legitimately emplg)rzy w(;r{l:::?;pzl B
ers. This happens Omros?‘:bl:ib " fan bfhbought ki f 5w be“‘,’ccr“]:“s:lfgn
i ously in the regul : ;
also Ih;;iﬁ:ns in the market for land, capitalg ai;“gom; ‘;?:;rl;:t. Bl;;t in fact it
sa i ; W
about the roler?l?a:;l;,itilj:r?::'d: (ci‘e 20t (2000 s vk C‘:Jl‘l.\fincingly
set : j SEAATIE POWCT lay in “fixing”
- :eﬁm :’::lsla ;;Ly rqal estate) in capitalism_pﬂg \:ﬁtgsxglti uihlf;l nature of as-
A T—— ;’ : “t’ fixing real property for the marketplaceetlfrowe;) pi
all play a role in t});i ?‘ﬁiﬁf.?wfeys’ DHOpEYY: Cogisstics and baﬂki“{;ugwhzgﬁ
- 0 - !
able ;SSCI in an open ﬂ‘larke% non-movable property makiﬂg them a trad-
his need for re i
gulation of the mark
Hisds market can also b i
m governments develop meat and grain inspcctiszes‘i;\:;::;l:c t):' ayuth; ;
, fair trade



I —

Chapter Two
52

issi i ions, and
cions, security and exchange commissions, bank:tr;‘g r;%zlatilt? ot
R of Gir] titutions which regulate and protect the 1 g;rd b
a host of Ot.l}‘?r ‘ES arketplace. Nevertheless, only those m’.mf an “q e
“ca_Sh s l'nt Bx::mce to the anonymous marketplace are :{fcl:r azmonal
P e ercise of such political power. Notaply,_ e tra e
iz . e);' the peasant nourished through the millenia a&f mxmise
gt “ghtsdodisa pear as a consequence. Because of }hxs, me t;'.l RS,
e m?rket. i tongus and trivial bureaucratic chores 18 at he i3
o g mOn_(;I order ultimately disadvantages those who d?l
o o i ect to the markets in land, labor and t_:ommo ity. 1o
- eﬂ;:':::’_!;h t{::asg.hiﬂ of norms from that of the subsmtcnc_riyp?gzma;cs
B er of government necessarl _ :
oy Qf ttﬂgnn;?::ge: :;Li;}ilgelsxt}: those gmosl familiar \;.rdnh [;Ef ;0:11:.;“5: ;::Z
s jami lins of the world.
e mmkcmlacc;lhgvg;:jgaemmojéa \Eio traditionally prowdgd the fo;_)a(:;:f
e o 1‘Mrltin the r.,na:kets of this world—the sub*s1stt=,_m:v.3boUt m;;
g SEPP(;[ otg marketplaces where strangers can trade is aovcr o
In the i::ii:)l;s o?i)ower in which urban centers gz;;? i‘l‘(lj-:?:smf;sthc bt
it ide. ities get to re-write the o
D C‘qun:rys:tl:; TGhizc?tﬁs gadvantage, itis n()t_sur-;msm%1 {:1:!?; m;?é
dso “:.: p::;:tczug; cha;nges and need to be coerced into aban g
peasants I 5

ways, and accepting the new.

d Strong
Strong Peasant and Weak State to Weak Peasant an
From Stro

p{)“‘]t Wllcre ﬂllS C p g t
Thls 15 the i ha ter COIHCS f\ﬂ’l Clrclﬁ ﬁo“l 1ts ar umen!

i mic devel-
i ideology play in the econorn
t demographics and i _ : Ao
ab?:;ntr:hractll?stgzlaﬁyi‘s Great Transfonnaimn& Eo tﬁ:dti,luync;r;t_‘rlzb;}c b I:hc
i i i here land 18 T
iti ly put, in cases wher ; L ol
hlucalingo‘t”hf.pz:g}:ni »Eili be strong relative Vto m;a st‘a;t::) qulf; :osn(t}rt; l?ableyl e
clearing, W e ‘
i in hi about Tanzania. !
i “t‘r:l;‘;sn:?%he peasant. Weak states bavc difc{;l_cultya;i(illzct;ﬁﬁ
o tP 'lh: : ui?ablc fashion in such places. Land tlt\’es arcs islti?';g]_,cgiti;nacy
tt?l};e:n?):cenim of central laws sporadic, wc?ﬁ,ma;dt 1(;1:;11“0‘ delli e
ituati Ve
i in such situations, because go ; e
is als‘_"e\;i'?nlr( :Ecspcﬁisgencc of the population and has d:‘ftii';cl:ﬂlfojgr; g!l o
E:éull:ws it does have. But, pOpula‘;ion lgmv:;ﬂ: :ztne; “(i; e allable 5
; ieines from the develope _ el
ticularly as medicines g
istence farmers move o pe
Suﬁh Cﬂn}":gs ’“SS;::lissh Territory,” which a weak central governmen'
hill,” or
: ifficult to control. -
B s trlr:: 5 crl;:)ficlive of a peasant with access to vadcagt a;al;‘;:mm i
wFrglr'::ical g:der is scen to bring only new dffm?ri:wfur gand g
ré‘eonsfder two basic functions of govcmment;:f;:;n gasl e radfiods! i
trati justi he interest of commoct #
stration of justice. In t

h N alld TaZ 1 t \J‘e y a (l. pOIlS, roads, alld
15

Theoretical Overview: Life Beneath the Level of the Marketplace 53

railways to facilitate trade are built. Such “benefits” are of course only pe-
ripheral to the traditional needs of a subsistence peasantry which had little
need for bulk trade in grains or urban infrastructure. Law enforcement is
applied to situations and feuds previously dealt with locally and the govern-
ment loses legitimacy when inevitably it favors one side over the other in the
application of the laws. Bureaucrats arrive and complain that market produc-
tion is not enough to meet rationally determined production goals and the
children are not going to school where numeracy and literacy are taught.
People from the city blame such problems on the fact that the peasant has too

many celebrations and fairs, drinks too much, and has too many children.
The peasant complains that taxes are paid, and promised results are never
seen., They assume that the proceeds are simply “eaten” by the greedy tax
collector. This is the situation observed in many areas of Tanzania today, and
was the situation seen in the United States where the first rebellion against
the central government was by peasant farmers resisting the “whiskey tax.”
Inevitably though, the practical limits to such agrarian populations are
reached, when a drought, crop disease or other sort of disequilibrium occurs,
often sporadically. In societies where the state has begun to intrude into the
rural areas, there will be demands for the one traditional responsibility that
the peasant could hold the lord to: famine relief. What the modern subsis-
tence peasant does not always recognize is that today’s famine stores do not
come from a local grain store, but from a broader world market. Irrespective
of whether they recognize what is happening, the peasant in the process qui-

etly surrenders traditional rights over trade, relationships and land to people
Max Weber described as:

narrow specialists without mind, pleasure-seekers without heart; in its con-

ceit, this nothingness imagines it has climbed to a level of humanity never
before attained. (Weber/ [1904-1906]2002:24)

And at least in the provision of relief, the peasant comes closer to the
modern government full of its narrow specialists, who manipulate skillfully
“the distribution of relief goods which are distributed as “charity” because it
is done without reference to the broader marketplace. But the hungry peasant
accepts this generosity because in traditional terms, the government is fulfill-
ing the role of a good patron. Nevertheless, they still resist the efforts of the
marketplace for the “primitive accumulation” which run counter to not only
their ethics and sense of justice, but also to their material interests. But, the
subsistence peasantry, challenged by the coercive nature of ecological disas-
ter loses its strengths. The provision of “relief goods™ from the world mar-
ketplace prevent a catastrophic die-off in the population, but does nothing for
resolving the underlying ecological paradox of too many subsistence farmers
on too little land. And ultimately, high fertility rates are the Achilles heel of

the subsistence peasantry. The peasant becomes weaker relative to the state,
and the state becomes stronger.
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spite occasional grouchiness,
admiringly of the Protestant work ethic:

this-worldly Protestant ascetism fought with fury against the spontaneous en-
joyment of possessions and constricted consumption, especially of luxury
goods. On the other hand, it had the psychological effect of frecing the ac-
quisition of goods from the constraints of the traditional economic ethic . - «
it challenged the irrational use of possessions. That which remained 50 famil-
iar to feudal sensibilities—a high regard for the external display of luxury
consumption—was condemned. . . . God wanted a rational and utilitarian use

of wealth on behalf of the basic needs of the person and the community . - -
it wanted that wealth to be used for necessary, practical, and useful endeav-

ors. In opposition to the glitter and pretensc of feudalism’s pomp and dis-
play, which rests upon an unstable economic foundation and prefers a tat-
tered elegance 10 Jow-key simplicity, the Puritans placed the ideal of the
clean and solid comfort of the middle class “home.” (Weber [1904-

1906]2002:1 15-116)
new capitalist spirit, grouchy Weber had

little nostalgia for what he termed “raditionalism,” and criticized it for itS
lack of productivity, inattention to skill, focus on sentimental relationships,
and protection from destructive competition. Weber did not particular'ly la-

Despite his cynicism about the
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ment, Famine, Pestilence, War, and Conquest, are good metaphors for understanding
how the size of farming populations are regulated.

4. See Chirot 1994:39-43; McMichael 2001:88-151; Livi-Bacei 1997:35-54.
Malthus (1799) wrote about the high population growth in the eighteenth century
English colonies in North America in part based on data reported to him by Benjamin
Franklin.

5. Blacksmiths, potters, priests, soldiers, etc., arc among the common castes who
are assumed to have special powers in traditional societies. Such powers are typically
restricted to people bomn to the caste. The systematic development of skills such as is
found in a modern society which emphasizes meritocracy does not typically tramp
the accident of birth.

6. As George Ritzer (1996:27-29) noted in his book The McDonaldization of
Society, this process was perfected by the Levitt family of New York, who began to
build “Levittowns” in the 1940s. Between 1947 and 1951, they were able to build
17,477 houses. Levittowns wete constructed by construction teams who specialized
in doing one task in the construction of homes which were built of inter-changeable
parts. This is what made the construction of American suburbs in the late twentieth
century efficient and affordable for millions of Americans. The Levitts’ innovation
was, as Ritzer puts it, to take the techniques of the factory and move them into con-
struction. Instead of a conveyor belt moving the job to cach specialized worker, the
workers moved from site to site, doing the same thing over and over again.

7. The fixing of property has received attention recently from authors as diverse
as Hernando de Soto (2000) and James Scott (1998). Both emphasize that the very
definition of modernity is the fixing of land into marketable fractions, the security of
which can be guaranteed by a government,

&. This is borrowed from a paper shown me by Nancy Spalding,

9. Karl Polanyi (1944:111-113) believes that the emphasis on the “invisible
hand” in Smith's writing has been exaggerated, presumably by later interpreters of
his work. He points out that Smith himself believed that the marketplace is only one
part of society, and could exist only within a framework in which there is a balance
of power, safety and security are guaranteed, and the material welfare of “the great
body of people” is observed. The economic interests of the accumulators of capital
are not paramount to his argument. Furthermore, Smith’s other great work, The The-
ory of the Moral Sentimens, describes the moral understandings implicit to justice in
economic and other spheres. See Koenig and R. Waters (2002).

10. African dictators like the extravagant Mobutu Sese Seko of Zaire, and Em-
peror Bokassa of the Central African Empire, both of whom were known for their
cxtravagant displays of wealth, were purveyors of such modern potlatches.

11. Using Franklin's sayings is probably a much more effective way to describe
the “spirit of capitalism” than the sarcastic follow up quotation from Kurnberger that
Weber (2002:15) uses to describe the emergence of separate labor and capital mar-
kets: “They make tallow for candles out of cattle, and money out of men.” The latter
of course makes a point against capitalist labor markets. But the Franklin quotes illus-
trate well the attitude necessarily at the core of the capitalist ethic.

12. Weber (2002:22-23) in fact claims that logically, when a capitalist labor
market confronts a society embedded in an ethic of «satisfaction of needs,” rising
wage rates leads to less productivity, while lower wage rates can lead to more. This
in fact, as Weber notes, is something that early capitalists were well aware of. In fact,
as Weber notes, in the context of traditional societies, lowering wage rates had two
happy coincidences, at Jeast in the short-term view of the person hiring labor. It
meant that workers would perform more work, in order to avoid poverty, and it in-

Th T j Life B bt / ¥ I 57
1eorelica verview, lfe eneath the Leve, Off e Mar kcfp{ﬂ'(.'é

creased profits. But, i
. . it can also mea W
improve the i n, as Weber notes, that posoraon )
techniques of work, and they in fact may declintehc;: ;sp!::tc::z I?cmwai o
, r diet makes

t.he wor kcr IESS capab €0 Susmﬂmd [+ W W ou n led C“HC of
, ort. In O(hel' Ofds, “-h tan | b i

. se i i .
productivity, pses on its own internal logic; it will not improve



Chapter Three

Pre-industrial Scotland, or
How Adam Smith Got Workers
into His Pin Factory

To hinder insurrection, by driving away the people, and to govern peace-
ably, by having no subjects, is an expedient that argues no great profundity
of politicks. . . . It has been a question often agitated without solution, why
those northern regions are now so thinly peopled, which formerly over-
whelmed with their armies the Roman empire. (Dr. Samuel Johnson 1775:
Chapter 24)

The petty tenants, and labouring peasants, live in miserable cabins, which
afford them little more than shelter from the storms. . . . In the Hebrides,
whatever might be their ingenuity, the want of wood leaves them no mate-
rials. They are probably content with such accommodations as stones of
different forms and size can afford them . . .

Their food is not better than their lodging. They seldom taste the flesh of
land animals; for here are no markets, What each man eats is from his own
stock. The great effect of money is to break property into small parts, In
towns, he hath has a shilling may have a piece of meat; but where there is
no commerce, no man can eat mutton but by killing a sheep. (Dr. Samuel
Johnson 1775:92)

The landlords have very properly done all they could to substitute a popula-
tion of sheep for innumerable hordes of human beings, who formerly vege-
tated upon a soil that seemed barren of everything else. (Robert Chambers
1827, quoted in McPhee 1970:7)
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The Emergence of a New Industrial World

In describing the Great Transformation to capitalism, Karl Polanyi uses Eng-
land as his main case study. There is some advantage to this, as at the time
that Polanyi was writing it was widely acknowledged that England was the
first country to undergo the Great Transformation and it was there that the
principles for the markets in land, labor, and capital emerged.' But, perhaps
because it was first, the process Was slowest in England, too. The story that
Polanyi told stretched over three hundred years from roughly 1500-1834, as
the range of laws and customs protecting feudal rights of lords and peasants
was slowly and recurrently dissolved in the context of legislative arguments
and the sweep of English history which included wars, peasant revolts, epi-
demics, famines and a political union between England and Scotland. But as
Polanyi shows, the underlying logic was such that at the end of the period,
the revolt of the rich against the poor was complete. The poor no longer had
rights to commons, hunting rights, grazing rights, or farming rights; the
common fields of peasant communities were literally fenced by walls to
keep the traditional owners out. The rich were in possession of the country-
side and factories, while the poor were working as wage Jaborers in the fac-
tories of London, Birmingham, Manchester, and elsewhere.

Western Capitalism as 8 Scottish Story

This chapter is not a retelling of the story that Polanyi told about Eng-
land. Rather it is about how this case applies t0 the Kingdom just 10 the
North of England, Scotland. Retelling the story from a Scottish perspective
has several advantages. Most importantly, it is @ way of verifying the validity
of Polanyi’s model. Second, it is a more direct challenge to economic histo-
rians, because the story of Western capitalism at its heart is a Scottish story.
First, the economist Adam Smith himself hailed from Scotland. In what fol-
lows, 1 make the case that Adam Smith missed a massive transformation that
was beginning in his own backyard. The differentiation of labor that he
wrote so effectively about, rested squarely on dispossession of the peasants
traditional rights in subsistence agriculture, 2 fact which is missing from The
Wealth of Nations.

The fact of the matter is that at the time Adam Smith was writing in Ed-
inburgh, not only were there pin factories, more importantly there was also
active specialization in the production of factory linens, spun from flax
grown specifically for the marketplace. This industry had already subtly
shifted the productive activities of the farmers around Edinburgh and Glas-
gow, who began to grow excess crops not only as the “prudent surplus,” of
the subsistence peasant, but in anticipation of sales to the marketplace as
well.

Sheep were also beginning to graze across wide expanses of the high-
lands, as factories in urban England, Holland and soon Scotland sought
enormous quantities of wool which could be made into clothing by water-
powered looms in the eighteenth century, and steam in the nineteenth. In
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such usufructuary systems around the world, the system was not one in
which those who used the land could sell use-rights in a free market. Rather
it was a system where land rights were dependent on active use of the land,
and the normative approval of other potential claimants.

The clan and its leader in turn regulated which family used what land for
subsistence purposes or commons and what dues in kind or in cash would be
required. Traditional norms emerged specifying which family farmed which
areas, the amount of goods to be paid for dues, and military obligations.
More norms regulated rights to graze cattle or hunt in the commons. Clans
also built fortifications in which to retreat in case of attack, and in which to
store grain reserves in case of famine. These traditional norms were custom-
ary, meaning that they had little relation to outside law, or for that matter,
market advantage. Ideally, a family farmed land and paid dues to a particular
lord for generations, without necessarily any consideration of the relative
needs of anything more than the local economy. Each clan also had norms
for caring for the poor which in an extreme this meant that the feudal lord
was required to purchase relief goods from outside the area for free distribu-
tion to tenants. Notably, these decisions were made not with reference to
how much a person or piece of land produced for the market-place, but to
maximize the subsistence of the clan (Dodgshon 1993:700).

Notably, these actions were not undertaken in the context of an open
market; land rights could not be bought and sold, but were dependent on
relationships. Access to famine relief was also dependent on relationships
and not a rationalized “need.” When defaults in dues occurred, as they might
during bad years, it was not always possible to seek replacement dues, peas-
ants, or soldiers from other sources. Default could lead to eventual forgive-
ness, and clan leaders could not foreclose on their farmers. So tied together
in a bond beneath the level of the marketplace the bond between lord and
peasant could do nothing except persist and eventually be renegotiated.

Karl Marx, presumably relying on the nostalgic memories of nineteenth
century people he knew, pointed out that “sentiment” was important to the

* culture and was in effect the glue that held people together in “human” rela-

tionships, as opposed to those determined in the marketplace where the “cash
nexus” was paramount (see Marx and Engels 1848; Marx 1853). Neverthe-
less, while Marx had a good point about how such societies functioned, he
also missed the violence frequently found in such situations (see Smout
1969:101-105). There was frequent skirmishing between clans which could
result in long feuds. In the Scottish Middle Ages (approximately 1000-1300
AD), clans built fortresses—castles—in order to protect themselves from
such raiding. Impressive as such fortresses were, they were built without
systematic recourse to a cash-based labor market. Rather they were built in
the same manner as the Great Pyramids of Egypt, through labor corvee
placed on the members of the clan; as in the time of the Pharaohs, families
were required to commit labor during idle points in the agricultural cycle.
Across periods of tens or hundreds of years, this labor was enough to build
impressive stone structures, even in remote Scotland.
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Politically, there was a tension between centralization and fragmentation

(Smout 1969:222-228). The patriarchs or chiefs ruling the clans at times se-

lected a King who typically reigned from what is now Edinburgh in southern

Scotland. The clan patriarch would in turn, pass on a portion of the tribute,
soldiers and labor, to projects of the King. In societies in which there was
little cash, tribute was typically paid in the same form that the clan received
from its clan members: as cattle which could walk, or as high value durable
goods like whiskey. Water carriage was limited due to an absence of ports
which were vulnerable to raids, particularly during the time of Viking expan-
sion (i.e. 900-1300 AD).
A key duty delegated by the clans in the late Middle Ages to the King
was the responsibility to establish times and places for markets. Suspicious
of each other, the King was viewed as a powerful but neutral arbiter in the
designation of such events, which inherently required exchanges between
clans which often had on-going feuds. At markets items such as salt, small
Juxury goods, and other items which could not be manufactured locally were
traded. Sold into the «market” at prices fixed by the lord or King were items
like cattle, whiskey, and at times of a good harvest, perhaps grain needed to
feed the small cities like Edinburgh which even at the beginning of the
eighteenth century had only about thirty-five thousand people. Prices, or
rather rates of barter, were set by fiat, based on 2 combination of tradition
and scarcity. Regulated were times and places for barter, the role of kin rela-
tions in barter, items that could be bartered, and rates of exchange. Only after
these legal requirements had been met were the mechanisms of the price-
setting marketplace, now taken for granted, allowed to work.*

But even in early-modern Scotland, change occurred, albeit slowly. By
the early part of the eighteenth century, the use of cash began to emerge for
the payment of dues, as the institutions of central government slowly reached
into hinterlands of first the southern lowlands, and even tentatively into the
densely-populated northern Highlands. The cities themselves remained small
and dependent on the farms in the immediate vicinity of the castle. But com-
pared to other countries, the proportion of urban people was high; it is be-
lieved 5-10% of the Scottish population lived in cities by 1700, where they
were engaged in trade, government, and minor manufacturing.

But still, in the early eighteenth century, the bulk of economic activity in
Scotland still focused on subsistence agriculture, that is on-farm production
of wheat and barley (and after about 1730 potatoes from Peru) by a subsis-
tence peasantry producing only small surpluses. Risks included crop failure
induced by combinations of drought, disease, and raiding. Up until the late
seventeenth century, famines would occur periodically as farmers pushed
into agriculturally marginal lands, including the more rocky hillsides and
river bottoms which were more likely to experience frequent crop failure due
to flooding. The Plague also periodically invaded Scotland, in particular tar-
geting residents of the densely populated burghs (Smout 1976:23).

In sum, before the last killing famine in the early 1690s, the Scottish

peasantry lived within the parameters found in most peasant societies be-
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can provide great returns, while the same investment 2 generation 100 early
\eads to the loss of investment capital.

Embedded in the cconomic take-off and the commodification of society
was violence and war. Attempts to integrate Scottish and English markets in
the eighteenth century resulted in splits between the clan chiefs in the north
(with the majority aligning with Prince Charles Stuart a claimant to the Joint
Throne of England and Scotland), and the industrializing southern cities
where merchants and landlords began 0 form alliances with the English.
This split was 2 basis for a revolt of the northern clan chiefs in the 1740s
under the leadership of Stuart, who became known as “Bonnie Prince Char-
lie." After invading northern England, Bonnie Prince Charlie was finally
exiled from gcotland following his defeat in 1745. Direct rule from London
was extended to the far corners of Scotland. Lords who had sided with the
British were awarded explicit personal title to the lands held by the clans in
the past, while the lands of the rebellious “lairds” reverted to the British
Crown, and were later awarded to more compliant {andlords. The end result
was that land which had been owned by on¢ group of people in 2 chaotic
feudal system focused by the runrig, became owned by individuals who had
ties to distant London and the market, This process as “primitive accumula-
tion” is the dirty amoral underside of efficient allocation by markets. It al-
ways involves the termination of traditional rights, in order that the item,
land, or labor can be commodified in the marketplace. Perelman (2000)
points out that such accumulation is a pre-condition for capitalist production
because it is through such mechanisms that traditional rights to land are ter-
minated and market rights asserted. Accompanying this appropriation of land

in Scotland were explicit laws prohibiting the use of Gaelic, the wearing of
kilts and other expressions of Highland culture.

The new land tenure arrangements, political union, improvements in wa-
ter and steam power and new demands for industrial products at the end of
the eighteenth century, provided key prerequisites for an economic take-off
in Scotland. This was particularly true in the lowlands of southern Scotland,
which easily fell within the orbits of Edinburgh and Glasgow. Wool for the
looms, flax for linen manufacture, and labor for the new factories in Edin-
purgh and Glasgow all became available. Capital was provided from the
profits emerging both in gcotland and across the old border with England,
where profits from 2 new trade with North America expanded fortunes. In
particular, Scotland became the site where Virginia tobacco was received
and processed for re-distribution across Europe. This happened at the same
time as the subsistence population 10 the north was again expanding demog-
raphically following the catastrophe of the war and English occupation.
Once again the risk of famine was created.

But, for the first time the increase in rural population density did not
simply result in the intensification of traditional agricultural techniques, fol-
lowed by famine or other catastrophe. Desperate Scottish peasants had an-
other alternative at the benches of the new factories. Areas around the new
industrial areas of Edinburgh and Glasgow began to re-orient themselves ©
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self-sufficient peasant, but a laborer tied to vthe _market: More generally the nineteenth 69
Smout wrote about the farms which developed in this tradition: e o e b e T e o e

These moderm-sounding ecological deserts, “factories for Inaking corn and But the rationalization of the _
meat,”” William Cobbett had described them on his Scottish tour of 1830, the countryside a new professi peasantry did not only occur in the city. In
were cultivated by squads of agricultural workers or hands, who formed not boundisies ina mannerpwhiz;smn) the surveyor, emerged, which would .ﬁx
a peasantry but a genuine la!'.ldless'pr('lletanat, in the sense that there was no profitable sheep runs. These ;UUId be used to triumphantly turn farms into
cxpwtanon_that at any time in their life would they become tenants of land, Cheviot black-tailed . . S leep runs were suitable for the new breed

or be anything other than simple farm laborers. (Smout 1986:15) bt fncked fhe b fii sheep which were known for their heav ]ree of

e hardiness and versatility of th y wool coats

. . - ; e . .
In this bargain were devilish details. Because for peasants 10 become land sheep. older, but less shaggy, High-

farm laborers, the old ways would need to be eliminated, as new ways of life

; . ; ; : In a little o
were invented. This would happen mn a recurrent fashion, as some €xperi- ver a century Scottish |
: . o lans. i : and surveyors
ments worked and others failed and economic trends matured and dissipated. !Jtsd; ;':;Ect ]::‘P'thanr:c of this output cxtcndeﬁ'ar bﬁ;zilécxi over 50,000
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. In what

| was an open and i i
= e e o u-cesf) o crlzg;ly a;ncoﬁ;r:ndt farming scene, half moorland with a
or , geometrical, fenced and wood land-

Scotland’s handloom industry provides an example of the risks. Hand- scape. . . . (Adams 1980:168-170
loom weavers who numbered 45,000 in 1790, reached a peak of 84,500 by HGB:179)
1840, Handloom weavers were the highly skilled craftspeople who produced

With the surveys, rights i s ,
cloth on traditional looms in their homes of small cottages, and were paid for ys, rights in a run-rig, grazing rights, and hunting rights

disappeared;
ppeared; and all that was left was the simplified product created by the

their production by peddlers who traveled in the more accessible parts of the surveyors for the landlords who lived i
countryside. But the handloom was displaced by the more efficient power While this may have been a triu w]: in the world of banks and investment
loom which needed a factory, beginning in the 1840s. The number of hand- city, for the peasants it meant thmp for the landlords, and the industrializin :
loom weavers fell to 25,000 in 1850, and to four thousand in 1880. The pro- at as John McPhee later wrote: &
fession itself was stimulated by the division of labor in the early nineteenth The glens were empty, and it wa ible i
century, but ultimately destroyed by the energy of a capitalist market which high ground and look out over msal:osmble in countless places to stand on
again improved on productivity by inventing the power loom (Smout lived and where the only inhabitantsenaoﬁh\::i;g&!{;‘l;eg u;'ousand people had

r forty shepherds. . . .

To the new lairds it was clear enough th i

: at their lan

tonr:i ;2:21:3 ?:;cz?sde; p;ople, and so the people h(::i \::Igofn.orc %:Z?l?‘b]e

o h,uu:smess managers, collectors of rent—;a:ent a:l;)uacc;

e b2 ﬂt.:s and gave the people notice of their evictions azd

L Ty et thoke: bc walls of the houses were pulled down and th

hi]lsid;s, often in snow (?:mrasinwifdd\isat::g:; Ltl]zy'ﬂzme‘ o O::

seven hu ; fopsth

o nown:(l;i?l gsezlis. t(;;ches had called the clans togethTrc?nbl?:c 2?' e
eared the glens. The people leaving sometimes hzze?(;

drain blood from thei o
1970:6.7) eir cattle and drink it in order to survive. (McPhee

1986:23).

More market irony was generated when the last Scottish famine threat-
ened, as a result of the potato blight in 1846-1848. The British government
responded with famine relief programs in places where the traditional lairds
failed to bring relief goods. In the coastal ports, there were grain riots which
took place when the relief agencies bought up the flour. Market-savvy south-
emers were concerned that purchase of the flour for relief supplies to the
starving Highlanders would drive up prices in their own localities (Smout
1986:13; and 1976:21-31).

But if crowding in the nineteenth century countryside was bad, condi-
tions in the city were not better for the masses. In the cities success meant
wealth for a very few, a new middle class status for 2 few more, and abomi-
nable conditions for the new proletariat. Urban failure might mean death
from tuberculosis, cholera, typhoid, or crippling from rickets or the other
diseases which thrived in the crowded urban environments of places like
Glasgow, where factory labor dominated. Indeed, between 1801 and 1839,
cholera made Glasgow Great Britain’s most lethal city. Equally disastrous
for the new proletariat, it could mean declining wWages, lay-offs, strikes, and
rebellion. The newly pro‘.etarianized peasantry of course suffered the costs of
the failures; while the immediate profits of the successes, particularly during

Writers lik i
o mai;{‘z:h:c d[:resen.t this as a dramatic story, which at times it
b I i }['n ,0 ama is deccpn_ve; most of all, it was a slow an:d
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shepherds . . ." Fire and starvation were a means on occasion for insuring T
this happened, as it still is in Tanzania today, or for that matter along the able 3.1—Population of Scotland and Its M i
Spanish frontier of the United States in 1789. But by itself, it was not ajor Cities, 1600-2001
enough; after all peasants could have easily returned, and repaired the dam- Year Population of | Birthrate G
age as they had in the past. Other factors induced this massive migration out Scotland per 1000 sgow Edinburgh
of the countryside and into cities around the world as well. Most importantly, persons
there was a change in consciousness and ideology, as the children, grand- 1600 800,00 70
children and great-grandchildren of Scottish peasants came to see themselves L, 1,000,000 000
and their world in terms of a labor, land and capital markets. It was a differ- 1755 1,265,000
ent yardstick than would have been used by their subsistence-focused ances- 1801 1,608,420 66.000 57,195
tors. s 81,865 (1791
1811 1,805,864 (1791) (120
1821 2.091,521 103,143
The Depopulation of Scotland’s Highlands, 1755-1931 1831 2.364,386 162,403
1841 2,620,000 202,426
Between 1755 and 1931, all of Scotland, even the most remote islands, un- 280,000
derwent an economic Revolution. At the beginning of the period, the glens 1851 2,888,642 L140)
were dominated by the tenants of the clan chiefs. They produced for them- 1861 3,062,294 341 191,303
selves and their chiefs and the land sustained a population of about one mil- 1871 3,360,018 3 5'0
lion of these self-sufficient farmers, many of whom lived in the remote ' 494,824
Highlands of the North. Far fewer than one hundred thousand people lived in 1881 3,735,573 333 (1872)
the urban centers, of which Edinburgh and Glasgow were by far the largest. 1891 4,025,647 30-5 658,073 277,387
But, by 1931, the balance had shifted; there were far more people living 1901 4,472,103 29'2 269,407
in the cities. There were 1.2 million people in Glasgow alone. At the same 1911 4,760,904 25'4 761,712
time the remote Highlands and hundreds of glens and islands had been aban- 4 ¢ 800,000
doned by the self-sufficient farmers. Indeed, by the end of the nineteenth 1921 4,882,497 330 (1912)
century even Scotland’s massive Cheviot breed sheep herd, introduced in the 1931 4,842.554 T 1,034,174
eighteenth century, had left as well, pushed out by the same market forces 1939 5,006"?00 1 7‘6
which had cleared the land of the peasantry because greenct pastures (in the ’ ’ 1,172,820
economic sense) meant that wool could be produced more profitably in 1951 5.096,000 17 (1938)
places like Australia and New Zealand. Nevertheless, for a time—much of 1961 5 179’000 2 1,089,555
the nineteenth century—Scotland had one of the world’s great herds of 1971 5’229’000 19.7 1,055,017
sheep, which in turn clothed BEurope’s rapidly expanding population with 1981 5' 130’73 5 144 897,485
warm woolens. But in testimony to the power of the world's new markets, in 1991 4,962, 152 e 774,068
the end, both farmers and sheep were gone. Oddly enough, the land was 2001 5’0 64’ 12.5 668,000 439
,064,000 ,660
449,020

permitted to revert to what it had been before the populations of humans and
sheep had expanded. In the twentieth century, forest reserves, which mar-

keted recreational opportunities for a remote middle class, and hunting op-
portunities for the rich came to dominate the land once held by humans and
later sheep. Scotland in the late twentieth century itself was by and large 2
modern urban society.

Statistics documenting change are sparse, and qualitative accounts typi-
cally focus on the dramatic events such as the violent clearances of some
areas of the Highlands.{' The statistics available though demonstrate not only
that Scotland underwent a capitalist transformation, but also clearly indicate
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that between the two dates, the population of Scotland quadrupled from 1.2
million to over 5 million (Table 3.1). They also demonstrate that it was the
new cities that absorbed the growth. More to the point, in the short period
between about 1755 and 1831, Glasgow grew over twelve-fold. By 1841
only ten years later, it had added another one-third. These people by and
large came from the rural areas of Scotland. They came first from the nearby
lands of the southern Lowlands, and later from the Highlands and more dis-
tant islands (Smout 1969 and Smout 1983:8).

And that is not the whole story. Besides the abandonment of the glens,
over one hundred islands were completely deserted during this period (Table
3.2). Island societies which had supported human populations for thousands
of years were abandoned, and reverted back to the birds. On other islands,
populations peaked sometime in the nineteenth century and then underwent a
decline, as islanders left for the cities (Figure 3.1). In some ways perhaps,
Scotland was fortunate: unlike Ireland across the sea in the nineteenth cen-
tury, Scotland as a whole never suffered the killing famine which led to the
catastrophic population decline caused by the potato blight; the relief com-
modities provided to Scottish peasants threatened with starvation probably
averted demographic catastrophe., Whether the impetus was that of violent
expulsion, hunger, or a new modern consciousness moved them, the High-
lands were abandoned, populations of islands and districts have declined,
and land which once supported settled human populations became vacant.

While the end results of the decline of subsistence agriculture in Scot-
land was relatively uniform across the 200 years, how it happened varied
between regions and islands. At an extreme were the Sutherland clearances.
These were the most notorious, occurring between about 1800 and 1820 as
the hereditary Countess of Sutherland systematically terminated the “leases”
of the tens of thousands of tenants living on “her” land. They were replaced
by a small number of English shepherd families, who tended the flocks of
sheep which financed her country estate at Dunrobin Castle. At another ex-
treme, though, is the remote island of St. Kilda, which was voluntarily

" evacuated by the declining population in 1930. Meanwhile, on the island of

Skye, the hereditary lairds, the MacLeod of MacLeod and Lord MacDonald,
went bankrupt in the 1830s, losing their holdings to creditors because they
had purchased famine relief goods to sustain the impoverished tenants.

Whatever the means though, by the twentieth century, the peasant popu-
lation of Scotland had undergone a transformation. Whether through the
rough appropriation by primitive accumulation needed to turn peasant farms
and lives into a commodity traded in a marketplace, the misery of a con-
gested population, or the more gentle allure cast by the bright city lights, the
lands occupied for centuries of subsistence peasants, lie empty today. The
range of ways these lands were cleared will inform understanding of how the
Great Transformation occurred in Scotland, and can occur elsewhere, even in
modern Tanzania, where the subsistence peasantry still persists.
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The Sutherland Clearances

Since the age of the Industrial Revolution the Highland county of Suther-
land has experienced 3 continuous decline of population. This has reflected
the great change in the character of economic activity in the region that oc-
curred roughly between 1780 and 1830. A labour-intensive, communal
economy gave way to a land-intensive, individualistic framework. . .. The
consequences of the change, however, ran counter to those in the national
economy. Sutherland failed to generate forces of cumulative expansion
which were at all comparable to those associated with the industrialization
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The most notorious of the Highland clearances Was undertaken in the e h
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] ral-

northern District of Sutherland, by the Countess of Sutherland. For nine-

teenth century radicals like Karl Marx, the Sutherland clearances are pointed
to as being the cruelest example of the clearance policies sweeping through
the Scottish Highlands between 1785 and 1854. During the Sutherland clear-
ances, tens of thousands of rural peasants were evicted and replaced by sheep
pasture and the improved Cheviot sheep. Conveniently, the story comes with
a pair of villains, the Duchess herself, and her manager Patrick Sellar.

The Duchess was the hereditary ruler of the Sutherland clan, which oc-
cupied a substantial portion of northern Scotland. Her family had sided with
the British during the 1740s rebellion of Bonnie Prince Charlie. In 2 number
of legal moves following the British victory the family had by 1811 surveyed
the traditional clan lands and registered them as their own personal prop-
erty.” At 1.25 million acres, it was the largest estate in Great Britain, For the
maintenance of this huge estate, there were several problems. First most of
the rents—that is the production of the estate—were paid in labor service
and cattle. Both “products” were transportable on the underdeveloped road
system, but neither were easily negotiable in the emerging world market-
place. Second, population was expanding rapidly on land of which only 1%
was arable. Famine conditions exacerbated by a high peasant birth rate,
emerged multiple times in the late eighteenth and carly nineteenth century,
necessitating the provision of relief supplies by the Duchess and her hus-
band, the Duke of Stafford (see Richards 1973:63-64).

In this context the Duchess hired a manager, Patrick Sellar, who had
studied carefully the principles of “planned economic devclaprmem.“B In
1807 they proposed a plan which was to remove the peasants to the periph-
ery of Sutherland, freeing up the Highlands for sheep. After careful study, it
was concluded that the peasantry could be provided the means to develop
their own industry on the coastline, Large sums Were invested by the Duch-
ess in the infrastructure to make the land and new villages profitable (see
also Smout 1969:353-356). Roads and port facilities would be built to make
the interior areas accessible, and peasants were permitted to buy their own
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rather than poor planning,
typically is to create needs
or what Smith called the natural impulse to truck, trade and ba
“natural” response. But it is not
or crime also can result from “pinched circumstances.
When benevolence did not wor
legal system focused by surveys,

then emerging in Scot
armed men, dogs, and fire to be used to force

or the limitations of the program. Their strategy
in a fashion which assumes that industriousness
rter will be a

the only response: desR’eratiun, flight, revolt

k, Sellars resorted to the new centralized
land registries, and central enforcement

land. Tt was in this context that Sellars arranged for
fully evict tenants resistant to

il

leaving their customary homes (Johnson 1991:220)."
Villagers described his eviction from their perspective, which focused

on the excesses of the Countess’ agents. Said Roderick MacLeod:

I saw the townships set on fire. Grummore with 16 houses and Archmilidh
with four. All the houses were burnt with the exception of one. A barn. Few
if any of the families knew where to turn their heads or from whom to get
their next meal, It was sad, the driving away of these people. The terrible
rememberance of the “Burnings” of Strathnaver will live as long as a root
of the people remains in this country.

(Source: http:!."members.noLcorru’Skycwritcsfclcar&html)

ess’ means of eviction may be a source of on-
mics. But, irrespective of the good or ill of her

intentions, it soon became apparent that her well-laid business plan brought
but also the profitability of her enter-

new threats to not only the peasants,
te the inter-connectedness with the

prises. The Sutherlands did not anticipal
new marketplace which, for the first time, was globe-straddling in its scope.
High prices for the herring, sheep’s wool and cattle that the estate produced,

did indeed, mean that portions of the investment could be paid off by 1820.
Herring was a particularly successful industry, and by the “miracle year” of
1819, several thousand men and women were employed in new coastal
communities in the catching and processing of herring for export to the
Mediterranean (Richards 1973:71-72). Other new industries which emerged
on the Sutherland Estate during the 1810s were coal mining, kelp processing,
brick works, and salt pans.
However, with the end of the Napoleonic Wars in 1815, Scotland’s new
industries soon found themselves in competition with resuscitated production
of similar products throughout the modern world. Distant events affected the
well-being of Scotland too. By the 1820s, herring prices fell due to entry of
the Irish into the herring industry and a decline of demand from the Baltic
and West Indies. The wool produced on the vast sheep estates also proved to
be subject to world price fluctuations, and demand for Sutherland wool fell
in the 1820s. By the 1830s, the Sutherlands were losing money on their in-

vestments and held onto the family lands only in the context of subsidies
from businesses they owned in

England to the south.
As a result, the 1830s was a time of great emigration from Sutherland,
with many former tenants and fishermen moving to North America. The de-
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of the island would gather, and decide what to do that day—they might tend
livestock and fields, collect sea bird eggs, fish, or catch birds. Women were
involved with child care, tending the peat fire and gardens, cheesemaking,
spinning wool, sewing and other domestic tasks. Men during the winter
would weave at the wooden beam looms that each household possessed
(Thompson 1970:38-39, 70-79). Neil Gillies, one of the last inhabitants de-
scribes the annual routine of the men in the early twentieth century in the
following fashion:

They started the first sheep shearing in June, and went to Boreray, and were
for a week in Boreray sheep shearing, and came back and started fishing
with the long line for herring . . . and after that, they started to kill the ful-
mar on the 12 August, and took a week there, and after that, they started to
cut the grass and dry it, and put into the “cleits” [small stone houses] and
after that they started to spin and weave. . . . They started to weave and was
weaving like that till about April, and they started to wash that tweed and
work it, and dry it, and roll itup .. . They used to be about 32 yards in each
roll, and some had half a dozen, some had eight, some had only four . ..
they got about three shillings a yard for it. (Kay 1996:28)

Many of the tasks undertaken are left out of this account, but the point is
that the islanders, even in the early twentieth century, were doing everything
by hand. This was enough to feed, house and clothe the community, as well
as participate in a minor way in the cash market. And yet the sum collected
for the hand-woven tweed was paltry—far less than one thousand shillings
per year, even for the most industrious family.

As for the daily tasks, apportionment of the “means of production” was
decided on an ad hoc fashion, in a manner which was regarded as normative
by the islanders. Boats, fowling gear, and climbing ropes were held in com-
mon. There was no President of the morning meeting which outsiders ro-
mantically called the “Parliament,” and the production of the day’s labor
would be shared among each family in a manner determined by custom. The
puffin and fulmar harvest was divided up at the end of each day’s harvest
between families, including a share for the poor. Different rules, but with a
similar communal bent, applied to the apportionment of grazing land for
sheep, fishing takes, and the use of what little farmland there was (Thomp-
son 1970:41-45).

The island also shared its annual debt to the MacLeod of Harris, who
sent a boat to St. Kilda at each Midsummer bearing “gifts.” In exchange the
feudal lord of Harris received tribute from the St. Kildan islanders. In mone-
tary terms, the “rent” that was levied against the islanders was eleven pounds
in 1758, had gone up to ninety-five pounds in 1883, and down to sixty
pounds in 1887. Between 1915 and 1928, the new owner of the island,
MacLeod of MacLeod, waived the payment of rents altogether.

Pre-industrial Scotland
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Unusually for the North Sea, St. Kilda was always 100 poor and remote
to attract the attention of raiders. But as in other subsistence societies, St.
* Kilda was subject to fluctpations in population as births replaced the fre-
quent deaths. For example, smallpox made its way to the remote istand in
1730, and all but thirty of the approximately 180 people died; surviving were
only 4 adults, and twenty-six orphaned children (Thompson 1970:66). In the
case of remote St. Kildans, death was frequent from other causes as well.
Birth rates were high, but infant mortality was also high. Tetanus infantus
apparently killed two in three infants in the nineteenth century due to a tradi-
tion of cleaning the umbilicus of the new-born with a mixture of fulmar oil
and dung (Thompson 1970:68-69). Boating accidents and falls from cliffs
also frequently killed men. In short, in a small manner they experienced the
demographic regime of a high birth rate, and catastrophic death rate found
elsewhere in subsistence societies.

But in the nineteenth century, regular visits from the mainland also be-
gan. The contact meant that the islanders became awarc of the broader
world, and within a few years—actually about two generations—the islands
discovered that they were “isolated” from the wider world, and that isolation
became the excuse for abandoning their home. Abandonment accelerated in
1852, when large-scale emigration to Australia began. In that year 36 people,
about 18% of the island’s population, left.

% 1
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The MacLeod of MacLeod and Lord MacDonald of Skye
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The contact between St. Kilda and the outside world intensified in the
late nineteenth century, when tourist ships began to arrive at the “‘most re-
mote island” in the British Isles. From the 1870s until 1930, boats brought
tourists eager to see and understand what «raditional and unspoilt” life in the
Scottish Isles was like, and to buy souvenirs produced by people living this
lifestyle. In exchange the islanders received modest payments; one calcula-

]
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T _: ;
able 3.3—Population Estimates for the Isle of Skye, 1755-1971

tion estimated that the islanders derived a profit of five shillings each in ex- Year

change for the display of their traditions (Thompson 1987: 187-191). Estimated
But by the late 1920s, life on St. Kilda had changed. The small fields 1755 Population
were no longer cultivated and the cash of the world’s economy had found its 11,250
way to the islanders. Islanders found that they could ask for money, coal, 1801 15.800
fish, and other gifts from the outside world. Minor government health and 184 :
agricultural services funded from the British Treasury arrived. In this con- % I 23,000
text, the St. Kildans asked to be evacuated. In 1930, the Scottish government 1883 17.000
contracted with the Royal Navy 1o evacuate the St. Kildans, most of whom ’

had requested resettlement in the cities (Thompson 1970:115-120). A num- 1971 7,372

per of the St. Kildans, natives of a treeless island, were given jobs with the
Forestry Department in Scotland tending trees.

So it was not clearance, Of legal compulsion that depopulated St. Kilda.
Simple exposure to the broader world was to prove fateful for the very type
of life it claimed to celebrate.

(Source: Seylar and Meylar 1973:101, 111)
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soldiers, cattle, and of course wool. Despite powerful individuals who were
to become successful in the new world order—modern island historians
boast of the number of generals and politicians born on Skye—the popula-
tion on the island itself has declined; apparently in the new world order, it is
more fashionable to claim ancestry on Skye than it is to actually live there.

As with most of the Scottish Highlands, the was farmed traditionally
under a run-rig system, in which planting and field rotation were shared.
Cattle and sheep moved between the lowland and highland pastures in sum-
mer and winter and shepherds who tended them moved with them. Before
1730 when the potato was introduced, diet consisted of oatmeal, gruel, her-
ring, milk and occasionally the meat from a domestic animal. By the 1830s,
the subsistence diet had changed, and was dominated by the potato.

Before 1746, there were four main clans on Skye, and a number of
smaller ones, with the MacLeods and MacDonalds being the most prominent
(see Sillar and Meyler 1973:114-115). The sixteenth century was particularly
violent, with struggles occurring between the chiefs, as well as with the
King. Most notorious was 2 1577 incident where it is said the MacLeod clan
killed with smoke and fire 395 MacDonalds who had hidden in a cave on the
small island of Eigg. The feuding between the clans continued until 1601
(Sillar and Meyler 1973:95-96).

As in the rest of Scotland, during the seventeenth and eighteenth cen-
tury, the clan system began to merge with more modern systems of rule
through law and courts. In this context, land tenure accrued personally to the
chiefs themselves, who like the Duchess of Sutherland, also developed an
interest in the economic Improvement movement, On the Isle of Skye, this
meant that there was a gradual exposurc to the modern world. Dr. Samuel
Johnson who visited the island with Thomas Boswell in 1775 described a
remote society which was only vaguely aware of the power that the money

of the lands to the south held:

It need not, I suppose, be mentioned, that in countries so little frequented as
[Skye], there are no houses where travelers are entertained for money. He
that wanders about these wilds, either procures recommendations to those
whose habitations lie near his way, or, when night and weariness come
upon him, takes the chance of general hospitality. If he finds only a cottage,
he can expect little more than shelter: for the cottagers have little more for
themselves: but if his good fortune brings him to the residence of a gentle-
man, he will be glad of a storm to prolong his stay. There is, however, one
inn by the sea-side at Sconsor, in Skye, where the post-office is kept.
(Johnson and Boswell 1775)

Ever the optimist with respect to cconomic development, Johnson continued
to philosophize in a manner similar to his contemporary Adam Smith with
respect to the importance of cash emerging as a medium for exchange:

That their poverty is gradually abated, cannot be mentioned among the un-
pleasing consequences of subjection. They are now acquainted with money,
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Photo 3.4. Scottish Peasant with Hand Plow. This man is demon-

strating a hand plow on Skye in the 1880s. A “black house™ of stone and
thatch is in the background. (University of Aberdeen photo collection)

But the short-term demands of modern labor markets are poor criteria
for a family planning policy, even if new industries are labor intensive. By
the late 1820s, the price of kelp dropped from over twenty pounds per ton to
less than three pounds per ton when the British in 1825 removed tariffs on
the sale of barilla. With a crowded island, a high birthrate and few opportu-
nities in the marketplace, the criteria for famine were met; the catastrophes
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of the Great Transformation finally began to visit Skye. The 1830s and
1840s were catastrophic for the population and the lairds were confronted
with famine once again. Without income from kelp or rents, they dipped into
family fortunes to finance the traditional relief responsibilities which tradi-
tion required. Mass death was averted, but at a cost. The clan leader, the
MacLeod of MacLeod, proved unable to provide enough relief goods, bank-
rupted himself in the late 1830s and left the island. Trustees rooted in the
market ethic took over his land, and finally began to evict the tenants and
replace them with sheep.

What was left of Skye was sheep pasturage. The traditional husbandmen
of Skye, just like people of Sutherland, were evicted from the farms. This
was quickly followed in the 1840s by the potato blight which touched Skye
but devastated Ireland. Pushed by dispossession of traditional land rights, the
islanders sought a way out. The most common destination for the islanders
were the military—islanders were to staff a number of Highland Regi-
ments—and Canada, which received thousands during the nineteenth cen-
tury.

The 1840s were also to be the last years of the privately financed feudal
relief programs. When the lairds’ relief programs failed as they did across
Scotland, the central government stepped in, directing tax money northward
(Smout 1986:65-66). On Skye, there were five thousand people on relief
during the 1850s. A man would receive in exchange for eight hours work,
one and a half pound of meal for himself, three-quarters pound for his wife,
and half pound for each child. The 1850s saw more evictions as land was
cleared of tenants for sheep runs; there was an estimated 6,940 families (i.e.
about thirty-five thousand people) evicted between 1840 and 1883, In 1883,
in one of the final evictions, there was an actual “battle” between tenants and
police, in which the Royal Navy was called for support. With one last whim-
per, the type of social organization that had been practiced on Skye for thou-
sands of years disappeared (Meyler and Sillar 1973:109-114).

By 1886 the mass evictions on Skye had ended, in part because there
was little land left to clear of farmers, but also because the twinges of mod-
ern conscience asked whether the unconditional support of property rights
over the traditional rights of tenants was just. Parliament passed a “Crofter’s
Act” in 1886 which for the first time recognized that families which farmed
land had traditional rights, and could not be evicted arbitrarily. Nevertheless
peasants continued to leave, even without the push of evictors, for it was too
late for the old style of life. Scholars debate whether the traditional Scottish
subsistence farms disappeared before or after World War I. But it was clear

that by the 1950s, the life of subsistence farming, known in Scotland for
thousands of years, had disappeared, as children sought not to farm the land,
but to seize the opportunities in far off cities of Great Britain, North Amer-
ica, and Europe. A style of life which had persisted in Skye for thousands of
years disappeared in less than one hundred years, to be replaced by the labor
and commodity markets of the modern world.
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The Paradox of Scotland and Rural Depopulation

!(arl lfolanyn‘s ub_servation that the “transformation” implied by development
is an ml{erently violent process in which peasants and the old way of lffe
victim, 1s rooted in examples like the Sutherland Clearances. And ind azc
urespective of the Countess of Sutherland’s intent, the c]carar;ces wel:s :c ,
leqt, and spurred by the fears raised by the use of fire, dogs, and guns in :}{: .
e;l;tlon .of tenants by the self-described “Improvers.” ,Howe’ver, t]%c cxampI:
gep(:l;lﬁlt?;;} z:):}d loba. lesser extent Skye, raises the question of whether the
e ﬂ::vsi:;:;?;; society that swept Scotland would have come
The subsistence peasantry in Scotland disappeare
tween 1750 and the twentieth century. In rctrospl:;}:;t ef(::oir:‘:srz, ti}tmislzl:lde::: y
prl?ct;.}ss to pbserve. In 1740, Fherf" was a very different life in Scotland ii
whic Fubsxstencc farmers maintained their lifestyle, as their forebearers imd
done since lh_e agricultural transition began eight thousand years earlier. But
by the twentieth century, all of Scotland was dependent on the lobaiized
wm_'ld marketp!at.l:e for a livelihood. By the end of that century egvcn what
a%ncu]tural activity remained was focused on sales to the market,’ not storage
ofa crops.on-.farm so that a family would survive the coming winter, sati
feudal obligations, or defend honor. -
Subsistence farming has passed from Scotland, as it has i
25:1;::;12{ (1)1;1%r g;ner;l. Buttj howdmuch of what was’ rural dc;ol;ultggoie\\;e;;
? uch was dependent on the violence of rapaci
asndhhow m'uch wasvunderiakcn at the initiative of the peagzﬁg)ut;;:sd;gf:‘;
uch questions are inherently embedded in the ethics and norms of modcrr;
society, which put at a premium the individual agency, and free will assumed
by a world of ﬁ'cle markets. It also assumes that a decision to leave is de-
pendent ona particular event like fire, famine, crop failures or employment
opportunities. But assuming that the Great Transformation took place as the

_result of a multitude of individual decisions obstructs our view of the grand

social and demographic process.

. The movement out of Scotland was slow and recurrent. Across two cen-
turies, Fhe accumulation of demographic pressure, breakdowns of the older
norma_ltwe. systcn?s, the violence of the new market-dominated world, and
technical innovation conspired to cajole the Scottish peasantry out of ’their
glens and islands and into the city. Was this to their long or short term ra
tional adv:antage? Perhaps so. But again, this is the wrong question. Ex iana:
tion c‘crtamly needs to take account of the remembered tales of vi(;lenfe and
coercion. But more so it needs to start with the stark observation that a w.
of life thousands of years old was abandoned for the high-risk urban i
ronment of Great Britain, North America, and even Australia. Only the ean
inferences tlae made about how this process occurred in Scotla:.-.d‘ y e e
B There_. is really no technical reason that some of the abandoned islands
ke St.. Kilda, could not be reclaimed by anyone truly interested in pursui
a subsistence lifestyle. The land, sea and seabirds that supported 1argpc poszf
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lations for thousands of years are still thcrc;_m"lly the peol];:llccca;:lor::;sltrﬁi
Meanwhile, wool production, the industry w?thm t.he tv;f‘or L '
Scotland bt;.eﬂy had a comparative advantage in dum_lg fa] _;:ﬂc ,vamc e
i lining wool prices. Today, rural Scotland is of I
b lk lace. Indeed, vast arcas of northern Scotland whic w
i t}'r:::r z?:nd p:eople hr;ve now become wildlife preserves, used by their
leﬂ;‘: odeszzndants seeki;'lg to feed their nostalgia for a lost Eden.1d omy
N aIlé’mt if the abandoned islands are not of interest to the \:;:r egctl): fm“;
they are also not of particular interest to the descendants Oth e [.; {Jb i
o land. Skye, or St. Kilda, people who today vote with their ieet by P i
Sl{{hermaindd,le c?as:s lives in the global economy around the v\rorl_tilc.l'l'hc;fle1 (;Snm
i‘:gsn the grandchildren of the peap(lie e:;c_::ls;t;:g lf;orr;usr:;eliiﬁ fz c(';f Ly
imi on
il T{ciﬁimﬁgén?ﬂ%?;tt in fact, there is no rush b).! the grand-
children ¢ F(:h e e%;acuated to return. Irrespective of the nostalgia the mn:mijl
e (ih ;S(acLeod and MacDonald clans of Skye express thro;:g
i h'e in societies, wearing of kilts, and tourism at the castle oln dei;,
s ared to reb’uild the cottage of stone that their ancestors ‘“1‘16 in,
non; T)r:tsp rle:grley, and potatoes, cut peat and sit through a 1?‘%85,00;;53 “::‘;
%;?in a s;one-built “plack house.” For the. people mo:f ‘..;tc.ﬂd ]am’i 5 a:nét nd
Isewhere in Scotland have crossed a subsistence thres "f i
—y ite the nostalgia for the abandoned subsistence life, they are -
l\:{;ﬁ-in[g)ﬂ:é? !:Zsume a life without the benefits of the modem differentiate

world.

—

Box 3.1—“The Duchess of Sutherland and Slavery” by Karl Marx

The Duchess of Sutherland and Slavery

by Karl Marx

Published in: The People s Paper, No. 45, March 12, 1853

London, Friday, January 21, 1853 — During the present momentary slackness in
political affairs, the address of the Stafford House Assembly of Ladies to their sisters
in America upon the subject of Negro-Slavery, and the “affectionate and Christian
address of many thousands of the women of the United States of America to their
sisters, the women of England,” upon white slavery, have proved a god-send to the
press. Not one of the British papers was ever struck by the circumstance that the Staf-
ford House Assembly took place at the palace under the Presidency of the Duchess of
Sutherland, and yet the names of Stafford and Sutherland should have been sufficient
to class the philanthropy of the British Aristocracy — a philanthropy which chooses

its objects as far distant from home as possible, and rather on that than on this side of
the ocean.

The history of the wealth of the Sutherland family is the history of the ruin and of the
expropriation of the Scotch-Gaelic population from its native soil. As far back as the
tenth century, the Danes had landed in Scotland, conquered the plains of Caithness,
and driven back the aborigines into the mountains. Mhoir-Fhear-Chattaibh, as he was
called in Gaelic, or the “Great Man of Sutherland,” had always found his compan-
ions-in-arms ready to defend him at risk of their lives against all his enemies, Danes
or Scots, foreigners or natives. After the revolution which drove the Stuarts from
Britain, private feuds among the petty chieflains of Scotland became less and less
frequent, and the British Kings, in order to keep up at least a semblance of dominion
in these remote districts, encouraged the levying of family regiments among the
chieftains, a system by which these /lairds were enabled to combine modern military

establishments with the ancient clan system in such a manner as to support one by the
other.

Now, in order to distinctly appreciate the usurpation subsequently carried out, we
must first properly understand what the clan meant. The clan belonged to a form of
social existence which, in the scale of historical development, stands a full degree
below the feudal state; viz., the patriarchal state of society. “Klaen,” in Gaelic,
means children. Every one of the usages and traditions of the Scottish Gaels reposes
upon the supposition that the members of the clan belong to one and the same family.
The “great man,” the chieftain of the clan, is on the one hand quite as arbitrary, on the
other quite as confined in his power, by consanguinity, &c., as every father of a fam-
ily. To the clan, to the family, belonged the district where it had established itself,
exactly as in Russia, the land occupied by a community of peasants belongs, not to
the individual peasants, but to the community. Thus the district was the common
property of the family. There could be no more question, under this system, of private
property, in the modemn sense of the word, than there could be of comparing the so-
cial existence of the members of the clan to that of individuals living in the midst of

our modemn society. The division and subdivision of the land corres-




ponded to the military functions of the single members of the clan, According to their
military abilities, the chieftain entrusted to them the several allotments, cancelled or
enlarged according 10 his pleasure the tenures of the individual officers, and these
officers again distributed to their vassals and under-vassals every separate plot of
land, But the district at large always remained the property of the clan, and, however
the claims of individuals might vary, the tenure remained the same; nor were the
contributions for the common defence, or the tribute for the Laird, who at once was
leader in battle and chief magistrate in peace, ever increased. Upon the whole, every

Chief. The perso
person who stood at the head of this economical revolution was a female

Mehemet Ali, who had i
: ' well d
Slid Masohionss of Statbod. igested her Malthus — the Countess of Sutherland,

LCI: us ﬁl‘st state that thc anc archioness Il] Sta”t)l’d were {he eat

estors Of ‘.hﬂ M h g!

men Ot tht'. most nor the[n pal‘t 01 Scoﬂaﬂd, 0! Very near [hree-quai ters 01 Suthc I d‘
rian:

plot of land was cultivated by the same family, from generation to generation, under shire. This country is more extensive than many French D

fixed imposts. These imposts were insignificant, more a tribute by which the suprem- “l'_'la“ Principalities. When the Countess of Sl.atherlzi.ﬂcll-l | h epartments or small Ger-

acy of the “great man” and of his officers was acknowledged, than a rent of land in a she afterward brought to her husband, the Marquis ofl nStca?tEgdd thcﬂsc Seucs, wnds
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Thus you see, the clan is nothing but a family organized in a military manner, quite as age. British soldiers were commended for &;n:x:l:u%elr fields converted into pastur-
little defined by laws, just as closely hemmed in by traditions, as any family. But the nan\lres. An old woman refusing to quit her hut was bon, gd s
land is the property of the family, in the midst of which differences of rank, in spite of my lady Countess appropriated to herself 794,000 a: g g e
consanguinity, do prevail as well as in all the ancient Asiatic family communities. :mg:emmal had belonged to the clan. In the cxlzbcranc;csf(}’zf Shoul; ke
o the expelled natives about 6,000 acres — two acres p::r f:;llgl?neﬁilg Ehgoagiotted
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The first usurpation took place, after the expulsion of the Stuarts, by the establish- had been lying waste until th

ment of the family Regiments. From that moment, pay became the principal source of Conntess whs genevous enon hen, and brought no revenue to the proprietors. Th
revenue of the Great Man, the Mhoir-Fhear-Chattaibh. Entangled in the dissipation of men who for centuries past I%adto sell thr: acre at 2s 6d on an average, to lhcbclar:
the Court of London, he tried to squeeze as much money as possible out of his offi- unrightfully appropriated clan-1 Séwd their blood for her family. The whole of the
cers, and they applied the same system of their inferiors. The ancient tribute was thin inBabited by orie singl t—_an‘ she divided into 29 large sheep farms, each of
transformed into fixed money contracts. In one respect these contracts constituted a 15.000 Gaels had alread bg e family, mostly English farm-laborers; and in'132
progress, by fixing the traditional imposts; in another respect they were a usurpation, y been superseded by 131,000 sheep. ’ ! e
inasmuch as the “great man” now took the position of landlord toward the “taksmen”
who again took toward the peasantry that of farmers. And as the “great men” now
required money no less than the “taksmen,” a production not only for direct con-
sumption but for export and exchange also became necessary; the system of national
production had to be changed, the hands superseded by this change had to be got rid
of, Population, therefore, decreased. But that it as yet was kept up in a certain man-
ner, and that man, in the eighteenth century, was not yet openly sacrificed to net-
revenue, we see from a passage in Steuart, a Scotch political economist, whose work
was published 10 years before Adam Smith's, where it says (Vol.1, Chap.16):
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The rent of these lands is very trifling compared to their extent, but compared to the
pumber of mouths which a farm maintains, it will perhaps be found that a plot of
{and in the highlands of Scotland feeds ten times more people than a farm of the
same extent in the richest provinces.

That even in the beginnings of the nineteenth century the rental imposts were very
small, is shown by the work of Mr Loch (1820), the steward of the Countess of Suth-
erland, who dirccted the improvements on her estates. He gives for instance the rental
of the Kintradawell estatc for 1811, from which it appears that up to then, every fam-
ily was obliged to pay & yearly impost of a few shillings in money, a few fowls, and
some days’ work, at the highest.

It was only after 1811 that the ultimate and real usurpation was enacted, the forcible
transformation of clan-property into the private property, in the modern sense, of the

Mr Loch, in his def
follows: ense of the Countess of Sutherland (1820), replies to the above as
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only?"”

And why, then, should the siavc—holq
sacrifice their private interest to the phi
of Sutherland?

The British aristocracy,
sheep, will, in a future not very
mals.

ers in the Southern States of North America
lanthropic grimaces of her Grace, the Duchess

who have everywhere superseded man by bullocks an_d
distant, be superseded, in turn, by these useful ani-

which, in Scotland, we have just now dcscrijned, was
nth, seventeenth, and eighteenth c:t:umt':r:?..I Tho-
i iti inni i th century. It was
mplains of it in the beginning of the sixteen tur :
m;sfoﬁ:?isi:hse:g?ancg irl: the beginning of the nineteenth, and in Ireland it 1;. now hm
gull progress. The noble Viscount Palmerston, 00, some years ago cleared of men his
property in Ireland, exactly in the manner described above.

i i bbery, it is literally true of the prop-
If of any property it ever was true that it was ro ;
er; of 3:1:: gritish aristocracy. Robbery of Church property, rgbbr;y o; :]on:(t:;t:rxts;!
fraudulent transformation, accompanied by murder, of fe:udal and patriarchal prop )
into private property — these are the titles of British aristocrats to their possessions.

The process of clearing estates,
carried out in England in the sixtee

And what services in this latter process were performed bI),“:‘ al scrvill: c\La;: t:lt; l:wi;:);z:::

from an English lawyer of the last century, Ua rymple, ,in -

fﬂu I;}a;‘::z?al Property, very naively proves that every law or deed concern}gg “;r:;]:h

e‘:‘g was interpreted by the lawyers, in England, when the ;’mddle_c:.s:a; msren ; Sy
! i the nobility enriched the A

i fthe middle class — in Scotland, w!:erc D ! -

1f‘:\tffr.i:1"'“211-{'::1*.c nobility — in either casc it was interpreted in a sense hostile to the peo

ple.

i land was justifiable, at least,
Turkish reform by the Countess of Suther _ :
't!r-tl:‘:na: ?\;ilthusian point of view. Other Scottish noblemen went further. Eavmg us::e
perseded human beings by sheep, they superseded sheep by game, and the pas
grounds by forests. At the head of these was the Duke of Atholl.

i rtions of the soil of Eng-
conquest, the Norman Kings afforested large porlic f .
;:;\sr iil:‘;'auc‘;nqlhc same way as the landlords here are now doing with the Highlands.

(R. Somers, Letters on the Highlands, 1848)

i d to make room for the game of
large number of the human beings expelle :
f;li gil:e ?fgmholl, and the sheep of the Countess of Sutherland, where did they fly

to, where did they find a home?
In the United States of America.

. . he
The enemy of British Wage-Slavery has a right to condemn Negro-SIa:'cry, a Duc!
ess of Sutherland, a Duke of Atholl, a Manchester Cotton-lord — never!
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Notes

L. Eric Jones in Growth Recurring ([1989]2001) points out that the Sung Empire
in China began a “great transformation” in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. As he
pointed out in this book, growth did not recur in China, nor the transformation to full-
blown capitalism, which would have been a logical conclusion if what began there
had continued.

2. See Polanyi (1944:33-129) for a legal history of how labor became an item on
the marketplace in England. Braudel (1992) has a similar social history of how mar-
kets in land, labor, and capital emerged. For almost three hundred years the peasantry
of rural England held on, even expanding demographically, According to Polanyi
(1944:70, 86-88), the “commodification” of labor was possible only when the mer-
carfti!e system of labor organization (which applied to farming as well), developed a
series of laws dismantling the obligations between peasants and feudal lords. This
began in 1536 during the reign of Henry VIIL These laws included the Statute of
Artificers, which designated obligations of workers to their employers, and the Poor
Laws, which specified what responsibilities parishes and the aristocracy had to sup-
port the peasantry of their estate. Together these laws were the English “Code of
Labor” until about 1800 (see also Somers and Block 2005). Specific laws specified
that “ownership” of land was an “entailed” honor, which could not be divided among

heirs or sold in the open market. In other words, the economic and the political were
intertwined. Land could not be sold to a successful peasant, but Henry’s Poor Laws
were also a promise to the poor of England that any peasants who could not work
would receive relief by returning to their natal parish. The natal parish had an endur-
ing responsibility to provide payments to them which would be adequate to survive.
The problem, of course, was that in such a context the peasants could shirk work in
urban factories; labor, which was guaranteed sustenance in the countryside, might not
labor in factories at all. Because peasants would be provided for in the parishes, there
was no incentive to work in the low-paying and onerous jobs that the factory owners
offered. The only way to eliminate this problem was, as Polanyi writes, to repeal this
guarantee. This happened in England in the nineteenth century, as bit by bit feudal
promises used to protect land and labor from the self-regulating market were disman-
tled.

3. Smout (1969:127) writes of the Scottish farm of the pre-1750 era, “The tradi-

* tional farming that was regulated and controlled in these ways appears bizarre and

inefficient to modem eyes: it is not easy to describe in a short space, because regional
variations undermined almost every generalization we make.” In short, the land was
not rationalized in terms of economic efficiency, as it would be today.

4. Harsh weather, and the steep terrain of both the mainland part of Scotland and
the many islands, meant that trade routes were limited. Tribute was typically paid in
the form of cattle which could walk, or whiskey. Some bulk grain was shipped from
the northern islands (Shetlands and Orkneys) to Norway, but by and large bulky
goods were consumed on the estate (Whatley 1997). Coastal people occasionally
supplemented their dict with fish, but despite the proximity to the coast, fishing was a
stigmatized occupation. Sce also Flinn 1977,

5. As for the local marketplaces themselves, they had expanded in the seven-
teenth century, as the King gradually increased the number of baronies to local no-
bles, who, nominally at least, controlled trade within their fief,

6. By definition, population counts are a product of modemn society. Self-
sufficient peasants who pay few taxes are of little interest to the state. Typically such
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peasants are reluctant to be counted as well, as the only reason to submit is to be
enumerated for taxation and military purposes.

7. Perelman (2000:142) notes that both Benjamin Franklin and Samuel Johnson
cited an issue of an Edinburgh newspaper which described the emigration of 1,500
people from Sutherlandshire in 1773. It is not clear that this was the result of a spe-
cific clearance policy. But it is notable that such a number of people were leaving at
such an early date.

8. Sec also Lockhart 1980 and Adams 1980.

9. However, Karl Marx, writing in 1853 for a New York newspaper, took a
jaundiced view of how the Duchess acquired her massive cstates and dispossessed the
peasantry of their traditional means of subsistence:

Thus my lady Countess appropriated to herself 794,000 acres of land, which from
time immemorial had belonged to the clan. In the exuberance of her generosity she
allotted to the expelled natives about 6,000 acres — two acres per family. These
6,000 acres had been lying waste until then, and brought no revenue to the proprie-
tors. The Countess was generous enough to sell the acre at 2s 6d on an average, to
the clan-men who for centuries past had shed their blood for her family. The whole
of the unrightfully appropriated clan-land she divided into 29 large sheep farms, each
of them inhabited by one single family, mostly English farm-laborers; and in 1821
the 15,000 Gaels had already been superseded by 131,000 sheep. (Marx 1853)

10. When his programs failed to realize their highest expectations, a frustrated
Sellars responded by comparing the Highlanders of Sutherland to the Native Ameri-
cans, who by that time had also been cleared from much of the eastern United States:

Both live in turf cabins in common with the brutes; both are singular for patience,
courage, cunning and address. Both are most virtuous where least in contact with
men in a civilized State, and both are fast sinking under the baneful effects of ardent
spirits. (quoted in Smout 1986:65)

11. Particularly notorious was Sellars’ own arrest and trial in 1814 for burning
the houses of evicted tenants. Sellars was acquitted of the charge. However, as Smout
(1969:353-354) has pointed out, “The verdict in Sellar’s favour has been reversed,
not in law, but in popular opinion. This was brought about partly by the power of the
Highlanders to enshrine ancient wrong in oral traditions, which was revived at the
hearing of the Napier Commission of 1884, and partly by the literary skill of Donald
MacLeod, the Stratnaver stonemason who emigrated to Canada and kept up a searing
polemic against the Sutherland family thirty or forty years after the event.”

Part Two

The Persistence of the Subsistence Peasant

from the Eighteenth to the Twenty-first
Century
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Introduction: The Persistence of the Subsistence Peasant

“There’s no but about it!"” Mother said. “Oh it’s bad enough to see [our son]
Royal come down to being nothing but a storekeeper! Maybe he’ll make
money, but he'll never be the man [a farmer is]. Truckling to other people
for his living, all his days—He’ll never be able to call his soul his own. . ..
won’t have [our next son] Almanzo going the same way!” Mother cried. “1

won't have it, you hear me?” ...

A farmer depends on himself, and the land and the weather, If you're a
farmer, you raise what you eat, you raise what you wear, and you keep
warm with wood out of your own timber. You work hard, but you work as
you please. You'll be free and independent son on a farm. (Wilder

1935:367, 370)

The traditional boundaries of history typically start with today’s political
borders. Thus, there is a history of England and Scotland. This tradition was
respected in the last chapter where it was described how the land of rural
Scotland was depopulated. Across 200 years, there was a population shift
from rural areas of Scotland to the cities as peasants died, were enclosed,
birth rates declined. Many survivors left for jobs in the newly differentiated
economics controlled from squalid nineteenth century cities like Glasgow,
London, New York and Sydney. But in framing the story from a Scottish
perspective, only the story of rural to urban migration is told. Related to the
broader story of what has happened in the Great Transformation whether
from Scotland or elsewhere, is the story of how frontiers are being pushed
back into the twenty-first century by farmers seeking to preserve their tested
way of subsistence life by growing, hunting, or raising what they eat and

certainly without truckling to the marketplace.

In eighteenth and nineteenth century Scotland, the limits to rural life
were reached when populations living in a world of high fertility unchecked
by demographic catastrophe pushed up against the practical limitations of
land, weather and landlords. As Malthus wrote in 1799, without a check on
the “passions” of male and female, subsistence peasants who have inherited
the agricultural techniques and fertility habits of the subsistence farmer will
instead be confronted by the checks of disease, war, and famine. And when
this doesn’t happen, the aggressiveness of the powerful secking a place in

world markets hurries the process along.
The two cases of the Great Transformation discussed below,

United States in the seventeenth to twentieth century, and Tanzania from the
nineteenth to twenty-first century, fill out the story of why “development” is
a risky process for subsistence peasants, no matier what the ecological cir-
cumstances they may find themselves in. Unlike in Scotland, in both circum-
stances there has been a nearby frontier, where land can be had for the clear-
ing; it was not necessary to seck a ship to distant lands to reproduce the old
subsistence way of life. As a result, peasants in both places flirt with the re-
current pulls and temptations of differentiated marketplaces, while at the
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