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85. See for example: Stone, “Theones of Revolution” and Zagorin,
“Theories in Contemporary Historiography.” (Full citations in note 7.)

86. See for example: Alfred Cobban, The Social Interpretation of the
French Revolution (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1964); and J. H.
Hexter, Reappraisals in History (New York: Harper & Row, 1963).
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88. This argument is developed in E. H. Carr, What is History? (New
York: Vintage Books, 1961). '

89. Charles, Louise, and Richard Tilly, The Rebellious Century
1830-1930 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1975).

90. Reinhard Bendix, Nation-Building and Citizenship (New York:
Wiley, 1964). See note 69 for Anderson citation. Although Bendix’s theoretical -
perspective -is Weberian and Anderson’s is Marxist, both use a similar kind of
comparative approach.

91. See Ernest Nagel, ed., Jobn Stuart Mill’s Philosophy of Scientific
Method (New York: Hafner, 1950), bk. 111, chap. 8.

92. For a discussion of Tocqueville’s use of the comparative method,
see Neil J. Smelser, Comparative Methods in the Social Sciences (Englewood Cliffs,
N.].: Prentice-Hall, 1976), chap. 2. On Marc Bloch, see William H. Sewell, Jr.,
“Marc Bloch and the Logic of Comparative History,” History and Theory 6:2
(1967):208-18.

93. For contemporary discussions of comparative analysis, see:
Smelser, Comparative Methods; Arend Lijphart, “Comparative Politics and the
Comparative Method,” American Political Science Review 65:3~4 (1971):682—
93; ‘Hopkins and Wallerstein, “Comparative Study of National Societies”; and
Morris Zelditch, Jr., “Intelligible Comparisons,” in Comparative Methods in So-
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ciology, ed. Ivan Vallier (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1971) pp. 267—
307.

94. Edwards, Natural History, p. xviii.

95. Brinton, Anatomy of Revolution, pp. 16—17.

96. This difficulty is stressed in Adam Przeworski and Henry Teune,
The Logic of Comparative Social Inquiry (New York: Wiley, 1970). Smelser,
Comparative Methods, chaps. 67 passim, discusses ways to handle it.
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2. OLD-REGIME STATES IN CRISIS - (A MISLG““,’L'%@)
7

1. For the concept of “imperial state” as a type of state, I draw upop
Frances V. Moulder, Japan, China and the Modern World Economy (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1977), p. 45. However, in contrast to Moulder, I
hold that imperial states are partially bureaucratic, rather than nonbureaucratic.

2. The criteria of bureaucracy employed here come, of course, from
Max Weber, Economy and Society, ed. Guenther Roth and Claus Wittich, 3 vols.
(New York: Bedminster Press, 1968), chap. 11, esp. pp. 956—63.

3. Further discussion and specific references (for this and other intro-
ductory statements) will appear in each case analysis below. For comparisons of
urban networks (partially based upon marketing systems) in five premodern agrar-
ian states, including France, Russia, and China, see Gilbert Rozman, Urban Net-
works in Russia, 1750-1800, and Premodern Periodization (Princeton, N.].: Prince-
ton University Press, 1976), chap. S. )
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5. Stefan T. Possony, ed., The Lenin Reader (Chicago: Henry Reg-
nery, 1966), p. 358. The quote comes from Lenin’s “The Collapse of the Second
International,” written 19 191S.

6. Useful recent reviews of French Revolution historiography are to be
found in: Alfred Cobban, Aspects of the French Revolution (New York: Norton,
1970); Frangois Furet, “Le Catéchisme Révolutionaire,” Annales: Economies,
Sociétés, Civilisations 26:2 (March—April 1971): 255-89; and Gerald ]. Cava-
naugh, “The Present State of French Revolutionary Historiography: Alfred Cobban
and Beyond,” French Historical Studies 7:4 (Fall 1972): 587-606.

7. See, for examples: Georges Lefebvre, The French Revolution, trans.
Elizabeth Moss Evanson (New York: Columbia University Press, 1962), vol. 1;
and George Rudé, Revolutionary Europe, 1783-1815 (New York: Harper &
Row, 1966).

8. A start in this direction is made by C.B.A. Behrens in The Ancien
Régime (London: Harcourt, Brace and World, 1967).
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9. General background for this and the next paragraph (and for later
statements about French absolutism) was provided by: Pierre Goubert, Louis X1V
and Twenty Million Frenchmen, trans. Anne Carter (New York: Vintage Books,
1970); Pierre Goubert, L’Ancien Régime 2: Les Pouvoirs (Paris: Armand Colin,
1973); W. H. Lewis, The Splendid Century (New York: Doubleday, Anchor
Books, 1957); Menna Prestwich, “The Making of Absolute Monarchy (1559-
1683),” in France: Government and Society, eds. ]. M. Wallace-Hadrill and J.
McManners (London: Methuen, 1957), pp. 105-33; and G.R.R. Treasure, Seven-
teenth Century France (London: Rivingtons, 1966).

10. Leo Gershoy, The French Revolution and Napoleon (1933; re-
print ed., New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1964), p. 6.

11. Nora Temple, “The Control and Exploitation of French Towns
during the Ancien Régime,” History 51:171 (February 1966): 16—34.

12. Ludwig Dehio, The Precarious Balance: Four Centuries of the
European Power Struggle, trans. Charles Fullman (New York: Vintage Books,
1962), chap. 2.

13. Treasure, Seventeenth Century France, chaps. 19-21.

14. Behrens, Ancien Régime, p. 25. Behrens’s estimate of the peasant
proportion of the population is probably highly inclusive, counting the rural poor
as well as all who owned or rented land to work.

15. Jan Marczewski, “Some Aspects of the Economic Growth of
France, 1660—1958,” Economic Development and Cultural Change 9:3 (1961),
379.

16. For a general treatment that nicely captures both the dynamism
and limits of economic growth in this period, see Jan De Vries, The Economy of
Europe in an Age of Crisis, 1600—-1750 (Cambridge: Cambridge Umversnty Press,
1976).

17. This paragraph and the next are based upon: Paul Bairoch, “Agri-
culture and the Industrial Revolution,” in The Industrial Revolution, ed. Carlo M.
Cipolla, The Fontana Economic History of Europe, {(London: Collins/Fontana,
1973), vol. 3, pp. 452-506; Marc Bloch, French Rural History, trans. Janet Sond-
heimer (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1970); Ralph Davis, The Rise of
the Atlantic Economies (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1973), chaps. 17
and 18; F. Crouzet, “England and France in the Eighteenth Century: a Compara-
tive Analysis of Two Economic Growths,” in The Causes of the Industrial Revolu-
tion in England, ed. R. M. Hartwell (London: Methuen, 1967), chap. 7; Behrens,
Ancien Régime, pp. 25-46; and George V. Taylor, “Noncapitalist Wealth and the
Origins of the French Revolution,” American Historical Review 72:2 (January
1967), pp. 472—6. :

18. Davis, Atlantic Economies, p. 313. The analysis of this paragraph
relies heavily on Davis, but it also draws upon Crouzet, “Eng]and and France.”

19. My ~arguments about’ the dominant class in eighteenth-century
France have been in large part inspired by Pierre Goubert, The Ancien Régime:
French Society, 1600-1750, trans. Steve Cox (New York: Harper & Row, 1974),
esp. chap. 6.

20. See, for example, the discussions of feudalism by Perry Anderson
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in his Passages From Antiquity to Feudalism, and Lineages of the Absolutist State
(London: New Left Books, 1974).

21. Furet, “Le Catéchisme Révolutionnaire,” p. 272. The quoted pas-
sage has been translated from the French by me, with the gratefully acknowledged
help of Jerry Karabel.

22. This paragraph and the next are.based upon: J. McManners,
“France,” in The European Nobility in the Eighteenth Century, ed. Albert Good-
win (New York: Harper & Row, 1967), pp. 22—42; Behrens, Ancien Régime, pp.
64—84; Colin Lucas, “Nobles, Bourgeois and the Origins of the French Revolu-
tion,” Past and Present, no. 60 (August 1973): 84-126; William Doyle, “Was
There an Arstocratic Reaction in Pre-Revolutionary France?” Past and Present,
no. 57 (November 1972): 97-122; D. D. Bien, “La Réaction Aristocratique
avant 1789: ’Example de I’Armée,” Annales: Economies, Sociétés, Civilisations
29:1 (January—February 1974): 23—-48; Jean Egret, “‘L’Aristocratie Parlementaire
Frangaise a la Fin de I’Ancien Régime,” Révue Historigue no. 208 (July—Septem-
ber 1952): 1-14; Robert Forster, The Nobility of Toulouse in the Eighteenth
Century (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Press, 1960); Robert Forster, ‘“The
Noble Wine Producers of the Bordelais in the Eighteenth Century,” Economic

.History Review, 2nd series 14:1 (August 1961): 18-33; and Behrens, Ancien
Régime, pp. 64-84.

23. As George V. Taylor puts it, “the struggle against . . . aristocracy
was the product of a financial and political crisis that it did not create” (‘““Noncapi-
talist Wealth,” p. 491).

24. George V. Taylor, “Types of Capitalism in Eighteenth-Century
France,” English Historical Review 79:312 (July 1964): 478—97; and Taylor,
“Noncapitalist Wealth.” See also Guy Chaussinand-Nogaret, “Capital et Structure
Sociale sous I'’Ancien Régime,” Annales: Economies, Sociétés, Civilisations 25:2
(March—April 1970): 463-76.

25. Taylor, “Noncapitalist Wealth” p. 471.

26. Ibid., p. 472.

27. Ibid., pp. 477 and 478-9.

28. Ibid., pp. 479 and 481.

29. Ibid., pp. 487-88.

30. Lounse Tilly, “The Food Riot as a Form of Political Conflict in
France,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History 2:1 (Summer, 1971): 23~57.
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32. Walter L. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 1740—-1763 {New
York: Harper & Row, 1963), esp. chaps. 6-8.

33. Ibid., p. 114.

34. Behrens, Ancien Régime, p. 153.

35. Betty Behrens, “Nobles, Privileges and Taxes in France at the End

of the Ancien Régime,” Economic History Review, 2nd series 15:3 (April 1963):
451-75.
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37. ]. E. Bosher, French Finances, 1770—1795: From Business to Bu-
reaucracy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1970); and George T. Mat-
thews, The Royal General Farms in Eighteenth Century France (New York: Co-
lumbia University Press, 1958).

38. Behrens, Ancien Régime, p. 149.

39. Behrens, “Nobles, Privileges, and Taxes.”

40. Franklin L. Ford, Robe and Sword (New York: Harper & Row,
1965), p. 248.

41. Alfred Cobban, A History of Modern France (Baltimore: Penguin
Books, 1957), vol. 1, Old Regime and Revolution, 17151799, p. 155.

42. Ford, Robe and Sword; Forster, Nobility of Toulouse; ]. H. Shen-
nan, The Parlement of Paris (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1968); and
Egret, “L’Aristocratie Parlementaire.”

43. Georges Lefebvre, “The French Revolution in the Context of
World History,” in Revolutions: A Comparative Study, ed. Lawrence Kaplan (New
York: Vintage Books, 1973), p. 164.

44, William Doyle, “The Parlements of France and the Breakdown
of the Old Regime, 1771-1788,” French Historical Studies 6:4 (Fall 1970): 415-
58.

45. Shennan, Parlement of Paris; Ford, Robe and Sword; and Cob-
ban, History of Modern France, vol. 1.

46. Cobban, History of Modern France, vol. 1, p. 122.

: 47. Pierre Goubert, L’Ancien Régime, 2: Les Pouvoirs (Paris: Armand
Colin, 1973), pp. 136—7.

48. Matthews, The Royal General Farms, p. 258.

49. Ibid., p. 257. :

50. Bosher, French Finances, pp. 183-96 and p. 308.

51. Ibid., p. 304.

52. Ibid., pp. 304-5.

53. This paragraph draws upor:: Norman Hampson, A Social IHistory
of the French Revolution (Toronto: U.iiversi. -:f Toronto Press, 1963), chap. 2;
and A. Goodwin, “Calonne, the Assembly ot i" >nch N::ables of 1787 and the
Origins of the Revolte Nobiliare,” English Histori~ . - «:few 61:240 (May 1946):
202-34 and 61(241) (September 1946): 329-77. ° _

54. Hampson, Social History, chap. 2; Jean Egret, “The Origins of the
Revolution in Brittany (1788-1789)” and “The ™:_-Revolution in Provence
(1787-1789),” in New Perspectives on the French Revolution, ed. Jeffrey Kaplow
(New York: Wiley, 1965), pp. 136-70; and Jean Egret, La Pré-Révolution
Frangaise (Paris: Presses Universitaires de France, 1962).

55. On the French army at the end of the Old Regime, see: Bien,
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“Réaction Aristocratique: "Example de I’Armée”; Emile G. Léonard, “La Question
Sociale dans I’Armée Francaise au XVIII Siecle,” Annales: Economies, Sociétés,
Civilisations 3:2 (April-June 1948): 135-49; Louis Hartmann, “Les Officiers de
I’Armée Royale a la Veille de la Révolution,” Révue Historigue 100 (January—
April 1909):241-68, and 101 (May—August 1909):38-79; P. Chalmin, “La
Désintégration de I’Armée Royale en France a la Fin du XVIII* Siécle,” Révue
Historique de 'Armée 20:1 (1964):75-90; and S. F. Scott, “The French Revolu-
tion and the Professionalization of the French Officer Corps,” in On Military
ldeologg, eds. M. Janowitz and J. Van Doorn (Rotterdam University Press, 1971),
pp. 18ff. -

56. Katherine Chorley, Armies and the Art of Revolution (1943; re-
print ed., Boston: Beacon Press, 1973), pp. 138—39.

57. The classic statement of this thesis is to be found in Georges
Lefebvre, The Coming of the French Revolution, trans. R. R. Palmer (Princeton,
N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1947), pt. IL
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59. J. Murphy and P. Higonnet, “Les Députés de la Noblesse aux
Etats Généraux de 1789,” Révue d’Histoire Moderne et Contemporaine 20 (April-
June 1973): 230-47.

60. Elizabeth L. Eisenstein, “Who Intervened in 17882 A Commen-
tary on The Comirg of the French Revolution,” American Historical Review 71:1 .-
(October 1965): 77-103.

61. On the Municipal Revolution see especially: Lynn A. Hunt,
“Committees and Communes: Local Politics and National Revolution in 1789,”
Comparative Studies in Society and History 18:3 (July 1976): 321-46; and George

Rudé, “The Fall of the Bastille,” in Paris and London in the Eighteenth Century
(New York: Viking Press, 1973), pp. 82-95.
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63. George Rudé¢, The Crowd in the FrenaH Revolution (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1959), chapters 4, 12, and 13.

64. For general background see: Mark Elvihy:The Pattern of the Chi-
nese Past (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1973); andr®olfram Eberhard, A
History of China, 3rd ed. (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1969).

65. Frederic Wakeman, Jr., “High Ch’ing: 1683-1839,” in Modern
East Asia: Essays in Interpretation, ed. James B. Crowley (New York: Harcourt,
Brace and World, 1970), pp. 4-5.
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66. Albert Feuerwerker, The Chinese Economy, ca. 1870-1911,
Michigan Papers in Chinese Studies, no. 5 (Ann Arbor: Center for Chinese Studies,
University of Michigan, 1969), p. 15. Actually 80 percent is probably a- minimal
estimate for the proportion of peasants in the pre-1911 Chinese population.

67. Background for this paragraph and the preceding one comes
from: Dwight H. Perkins, Agricultural Development in China, 1368-1968 (Chi-
cago: Aldine, 1969); John Lossing Buck, Chinese Farm Economy (Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1930); and R. H. Tawney, Land and Labour in China
(1932; reprinted, Boston: Beacon Press, 1966).

68. Perkins, Agricultural Development, p. 115. The facts on trade
reported in this paragraph come from chapter 6 of Perkins’s book.

69. Thid., p. 172.

70. G. William Skinner, “Marketing and Social Structure in Rural
China (Part 1),” The Journal of Asian Studies 24:1 (November 1964), p. 32.

71. Gilbert Rozman, Urban Networks in Ch’ing China and Toku-
gawa Japan (Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1973), p. 82.

72. Perkins, Agricultural Development, p. 184.

73. Franz Michael, “State and Society in Nineteenth- Century China,”
in Modern China, ed. Albert Feuerwerker (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall,
1964), p. 58.

74. Quote from Robert C. North and Ithiel de Sola Pool, “Kuomin-
tang and Chinese Communist Elites,” in World Revolutionary Elites, eds. Harold
D. Lasswell and Daniel Lerner (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1966), p. 320.

75. Chung-li Chang, The Chinese Gentry (Seartle: University of Wash-
ington Press, 1955), pt. 2.

76. Ping-ti Ho, The Ladder of Success in Imperial China (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1962).

77. Wakeman, “High Ch’ing,” in Modern East Asia, ed. Crowley, pp.
12-15; and Chang, The Chinese Gentry, pt. 3.
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was the system of venality of office in absolutist France. (See Chang, The Chinese
Gentry, pt. 2, esp. pp. 138-41).

79. Michael, “State and Society,” in Modern China, ed. Feuerwerker,
p. 66.

80. Chang, The Chinese Gentry, pt. 1.

81. Michael, “State and Sodiety,” in Modern China, ed. Feuerwerker,
p. 58.
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82, In addition to the citations in notes 80 and 81, see: T’ung-tsu
Ch’i, Local Government in China Under the Ch’ing (Cambridge: Harvard Univer-
sity Press, 1962), chap. 10; and Yuji Muramatsu, “A Documentary Study of Chi-
nese Landlordism in Late Ch’ing and Early Republican Kiagnan,” Bulletin of the
School of Oriental and African Studies 29:3 (1966): 566—99.

83. Chang, Income of the Chinese Gentry; Michael, “State and Soci-
ety,” in Modern China, ed. Feuerwerker; and Perkins, Agricultural Development.
Perkins notes: “Because the rate of return on'land was low, most landlords made
their fortunes outside of agriculture and held land as an easily marketable asset and
a source of prestige”” (p. 184). Office holding and commerce were the chief loci of
fortune building.

84. Scholars who take basically this position include Chang Chung li,
Franz Michael, and Mary C. Wright.

85. Scholars who take basically this position include William Skinner,
Philip Kuhn, Fei Hsiao-tung, and John King Fairbank.

86. Frederic Wakeman nicely conveys how marginal gentry could
share the power of core gentry is his essay “High Ch’ing,” in Crowley, ed., Modern
East Asia, pp. 12-15.

87. Background for this paragraph comes from: John K. Fairbank,
Edwin O. Reischauer, and Albert M. Craig, East Asia: Tradition and Transforma-
tion (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1973), chaps. 9, 16, and 19-21; and Frederic
Wakeman, Jr., The Fall of Imperial China (New York: Free Press, 1975), chaps.
7-9. See also Frances V. Moulder, Japan, China and the Modern World Economy
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977), chap. 4.

88. Fairbank, Reischauer, and Craig, East Asia, p. 625.

89. For comparative-historical evidence on this point see: Alexander
Gerschenkron, Economic Backwardness in Historical Perspective (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1962); David S. Landes, ““Japan and Europe: Contrasts
in Industrialization,” in The State and Economic Enterprise in Japan, ed. William
W. Lockwood (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1965); and Barry
Supple, “The State and the Industrial Revolution, 1700-1914,” in The Industrial
Revolution, ed. Carlo M. Cipolla, The Fontana Economic History of Europe, vol.
3 (London: Collins/Fontana, 1973), pp. 301-57.

90. Perkins, Agricultural Development.

91. Ibid.; Elvin, Pattern of Chinese Past, chap. 17; and Feuerwerker,
Chinese Economy, ca. 1870~-1911, chaps. 1-3.

- 92. This paragraph is based upon: Yeh- chlcn Wang, Land Taxation in
Imperial China, 1750-1911 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1973); and
Feuerwerker, Chinese Economy, ca. 18701911, chap. 5.

93. Feuerwerker, Chinese Economy, ca. 1870—-1911, p. 64.

94. Wakeman, Fall of Imperial China, pp. 105-6.

95. An excellent brief survey is provided by Albert Feuerwerker, Re-
bellion in Nineteenth- -Century China, Michigan Papers in Chinese Studies, no. 21
(Ann Arbor: Center for Chinese Studies, University of Michigan, 1975).
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96. On the Taiping Rebellion, see especially: Yu-wen Jen, The Taiping
Revolutionary Movement (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1973); Philip A.
Kuhn, Rebellion and Its Enemies in Late Imperial China (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1970); Vincent Y. C. Shih, The Taiping Ideology: Its Sources,
Interpretations, and Influences (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1967);
and Frederic Wakeman, Jr., Strangers at the Gate: Social Disorder in South China,
1839-1861 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1966).

97. Mary C. Wright, The Last Stand of Chirnese Conservatism: The
T'ung-Chih Restoration, 1862—1874 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1957).

98. Kuhn, Rebellion and Its Enemies, especially pts. 1II and IV.

99. Ibid., pt. VLB.; Feuerwerker, Rebellion, chap. 5; and Stanley
Spector, Li Hung-chang and the Huai Army: A Study in Nineteenth-Century Chi-
nese Regionalism (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1964).

100. These figures and this paragraph as a whole are based upon
Feuerwerker, Chinese Economy, ca. 1870-1911, pp. 64-72.

101. Ibid., p. 63.

102. Feuerwerker, China’s Early Industrialization, pp. 12—-16; and
Ralph L. Powell, The Rise of Chinese Military Power, 1895—1912 (Princeton, N_].:
Princeton University Press, 1955), chaps. 1 and 2.

103. See, for example, John L. Rawlinson, “China’s Failure to Coor-
dinate her Modern Fleets in the Late Nineteenth Century,” in Approaches to-
Modern Chinese History, eds. Albert Feuerwerker, Rhoads Murphey, and Mary C.
Wright (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1967), pp. 105-32.

104. Wakeman, Fall of Imperial China, chap. 10.

105. Ibid.; Fairbank, Reischauer, and Craig, East Asia, pp. 726-37;
and Mary C. Wright, ed China in Revolution: The First Phase, 1900-1913 (New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1968), intro.

106. Wright, ed., China in Revolutios, p. 50.

107. See, for example: Mary Backus Rankin, Early Chinese Revolu-
tionaries: Radical Intellectuals in Shanghai and Chekiang, 1902-1911 (Cam-
bridge: Harvard University Press, 1971).

108. Yoshihiro Hatano, “The New Armies,” in China in Revolution,
ed. Wright, pp. 365—82; and Powell, Rise of Military Power.

109. John Fincher, “Political Provincialism and the National Revolu-
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3. AGRARIAN STRUCTURES AND PEASANT INSURRECTIONS

1. Barrington Moore, Jr., Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democ-
racy (Boston: Beacon Press, 1966), p. 480.
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3. Chinese peasant rebellions are further discussed below.

4. This carefully worded sentence represents my way of dealing (for
the limited purpose at hand) with the complexities of a lively debate among histori-
ans of France about seventeenth-century revolts in particular. The main protago-
nists are: Boris Porchnev, Les Soulévements Populaires en France de 1623 4 1648,
Oeuvres Etrangeres, no. 4 (Paris: Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes, VI Section,
Centres de Recherches Historiques, 1963), versus Roland Mousnier, Peasant Up-
risings in Seventeenth-Century France, Russia, and China, trans. Brian Pearce
{New York: Harper & Row, 1970), and “Recherches sur les Soulévements Popu-
laries en France avant la Fronde,” Révue d’Histoire Moderne et Contemporaine
no. 5 (1958): 81-113. See also: Leon Bernard, “French Society and Popular Upris-
ings under Louis XIV,” French Historical Studies 3:4 (Fall 1964): 454-74.

5. See Paul Avrich, Russian Rebels, 1600-1800 (New York: Schocken
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Books, 1972).
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8. See: Eric Wolf, Peasants (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall,
1966), chap. 1; and Teodor Shanin, ed., Peasants and Peasant Societies (Baltimore,
Md.: Penguin Books, 1971), p. 15, and passim.
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Review 27 (1968): 1104-24; and David Snyder and Charles Tilly, “Hardship and.
Collective Violence in France, 1830 to 1960,” American Sociological Review 37:5
(October 1972): 520-32. The latter study looks at indices over time in order to
better approximate the logic of relative-deprivation arguments; it finds that such
arguments do not predict patterns of collective violence over time in France.

10. Eric Wolf, Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century (New York:
Harper & Row, 1969), p. 290. , ’
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13. These phrases, summing up Marx’s views on forces and relations
of production, come from Robert Brenner, “Agrarian Class Structure and Eco-
nomic Development in Pre-industrial Europe,” Past and Present no. 70 (Febtuary
1976), p. 31. - |

14. Especially useful are: Ibid.; Arthur L. Stinchcombe, *Agricultural
Enterprisc' and Rural Class Relations,” in Class, Status, and Power, 2nd ed., eds.
Reinhard Bendix and Seymour Martin Lipset (New York: Free Press, 1966), pp.
182-90; Wolf, Peasant Wars; and Moore, Social Origins. More eclectic, but also
informative are Henry A. Landsberger, “The Role of Peasant Movements and
Revolts in Development,” in Latin American Peasant Movements, ed. Landsberger
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(Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1969), pp. 1-61; and Landsberger, ed.,
Rural Protest: Peasant Movements and Social Change (New York: Barnes &
Noble Books, 1973).

15. Stinchcombe especially emphasizes this in “Agricultural Enterprise
and Agrarian Class Relations.” Paige in Agrarian Revolution sharply disagrees, in
part for the good reason that (as he argues) smallholders can be divided against
one another. But Paige fails to realize that community patterns (in opposition to
landlords) have overcome divisions among smallholders in some cases. See my
comment in note 12 above. '
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17. Norman Hampson, A Social History of the French Revolution
(Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1963), p. 82.

18. Georges Lefebvre, “The French Revolution and the Peasants,” in
The Economic Origins of the French Revolution, ed. Ralph W. Greéenlaw (Lexing-
ton, Mass.: D.C. Heath & Company, 1958), p. 76.
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20. Georges Lefebvre, “Répartition de la Propriété et de ’Exploitation
Fongieres a la Fin de ’Ancien Régime,” in Etudes sur la Revolution Francaise
(Paris: Presses Universitaires de France, 1963), pp. 279-306; and Ernest La-
brousse, ‘*“The Evolution of Peasant Society in France from the Eighteenth Century
to the Present,” in French Society and Culture Since the Old Regine, eds. E. M.
Acomb and M. L. Brown, Jr. (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1966), pp.
44-6. .
21. Pierre Goubert, The Ancien Régime: French Society, 1600—
1750, trans. Steve Cox (New York: Harper & Row, 1974), p. 102. The details in
this paragraph are based on Chapter 6, “Landed Income and Ground Rentiers,”
especially pp. 122-34,

22. The sources for this paragraph include: Goubert, Ancien Régime:
Society, chaps. 2, §; Alun Davies, “The Origins of the French Peasant Revolution
of 1789,” History, new series 49:165 (February 1964): 24-41; and Georges
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the end of the section on France in Chapter 2.

34. Goubert, Ancien Régime: Society, p. 14. Drawing on the works of
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68. 1bid., p. 153.
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This entire paragraph is based upon Brenner’s synthesis, pp. 61ff. Of course, a
classic argument is R. H. Tawney, The Agrarian Problem in the Sixteenth Century
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Farming in the People’s Republic of China” in China’s Modern Economy in His-
torical Perspective, ed. Dwight H. Perkins (Stanford: Stanford University Press,
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the Nineteenth Century (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1967), chaps. 9
and 10; Wolfgang Franke, A Century of Chinese Revolution 1851-1949, trans.
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conscious kind of social banditry that Hobsbawm calls haidukry: “the haiduks
were always there in the mountains, . . . as a recognized nucleus of potential dissi-
dence. Unlike the Robin Hoods, who exist as celebrated individuals or not at all,
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A FOCUS ON STATE BUILDING
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Communists, see: Robert C. North and Ithiel de Sola Pool, “Kuomintang and




R A ]

Chinese- Communist Elites,” in World Revolutionary Elites, eds. Harold D. Lass-
well and Daniel Lerner (Cambridge: MIT Press, 1966), pp. 376-9.

11. Lane, Roots, p. 27; Davis, “Study,” pp. 48—9; North and Pool,
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24. See: M. ]. Sydenham, The French Revolution (New York: Capri-
corn Books, 1966), chaps. 7-8.

25. See: Barrington Moore, Jr., Soviet Politics—The Dilemma of
Power (New York: Harper & Row, 1965); Arthur Rosenberg, A History of Bol-
shevism (New York: Oxford University Press, 1934); and Robert Vincent Daniels,
The Conscience of the Revolution (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1960).

26. See: Stuart R. Schram, The Political Thought of Mao Tse-tung,
rev. and enlarged ed. (New York: Praeger, 1969), esp. the intro.; and Roland Lew,
“Maoism and the Chinese Revolution,” The Socialist Register 1975 (London:
Merlin Press, 1975):115-59.
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5. THE BIRTH OF A “MODERN STATE EDIFICE” (W% Juad 7.5'4-“","0'!@

IN FRANCE

1. For a short, concise statement of an undiluted “bourgeois revolu-
tion” interpretation, see especially Albert Soboul, “Classes and Class Struggles
During the French Revolution,” Science and Society 17:5 (Summer 1953):238-57.
For hard-hitting (and, by now, very well known) criticisms of this sort of interpre-
tation, see: Alfred Cobban, The Social Interpretation of the French Revolution
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1964); and Cobban, “The Myth of the
French Revolution,” in Aspects of the French Revolution (New York: Norton,
1970), pp. 90-111.

2. See Gerald ]. Cavanaugh, ““The Present State of French Revolution-
ary Historiogtaphy: Alfred Cobban and Beyond,” French Historical Studies 7:4
(Fall 1972):587-606.

3. For example, Norman Hampson has aptly suggested that Alfred
Cobban’s conclusions point toward “a non-Marxist economic interpretation of the
Revolution.” Consider this passage from Cobban’s Social Interpretation: “It was
not wholly a‘revolutien fof, but largely, one against, the penetration of an embryo
capitalism into French society. Considered as such, it largely achieved its ends. The
peasant proprietors in-the country, and the lawyers, rentiers and men of property
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4. Perhaps the most important example—and culmination—of this
strategy is Norman Hampson’s A Social History of the French Revolution (To-
ronto: University of Toronto Press, 1963). But the trend was started by Georges
Lefebvre’s magisterial The French Revolution, 2 vols., trans. Elizabeth Moss Evan-
son (vol. 1) and John Hall Stewart and James Friguglietti (vol. 2) (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1962, 1964).

5. Of course, one of the classical interpreters of the French Revolu-
tion, Alexis de Tocqueville, placed the state at the center of his analysis in The Old
Regime and the French Revolution, trans. Stuart Gilbert (New York: Doubleday
{Anchor Books), 1955).

6. See: Cavanaugh, “Present State,” pp. 599-606; and M. J. Syden-
ham’s The French Revolution (New York: Capricorn Books, 1966), in which the
author has: “deliberately chosen to reassert the importance of political develop-
ments . . . particularly . . . the emergence of the new religion of nationalism and the
attempt to reconcile constitutional authority with popular control of power” (p. 5).
Even Albert Soboul, especially in his interpretive essay, A Short History of the
French Revolution, 1789—-1799 trans. Geoffrey Symcox (Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1977), invokes Tocqueville frequently and highlights develop-
ments in the state—though his basic theoretical argument of course remains that
the French Revolution “marks the advent of bourgeois, capitalist society in French
history” (p. 1). For relevant empirical studies, see works cited in the last section of
this chapter, on “The New Regime.”

7. Cobban, Social Interpretation, chaps. 6, 8, 12—14.

8. Ibid., p. 70.

9. David S. Landes, The Unbound Prometheus (Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1969), pp. 142-3.

10. Walter L. Dorn, Competition for Empire, 17401763 (New -
York: Harper & Row, 1963), pp. 252-3; and F. Crouzet, “England and France in
the Eighteenth Century: A Comparative Analysis of Two Economic Growths,”
chapter 7 of The Causes of the Industrial Revolution in England, ed. R. M.
Hartwell (London: Methuen, 1967).

11. Henr Sée, Economic and Social Conditions in France During the
Eighteenth Century, trans. Edwin H. Zeydel (New York: F. S. Crofts & Co.,
1931), p. 154.

12. Tom Kemp, Economic Forces in French History (London: Dobson
Books, 1971), chaps. 5—6. .

13. Ibid., p. 102.

_ 14. Alexander Gerschenkron, “Reflections on Economic Aspects of
Revolutions,” in Internal War, ed. Harry Eckstein (New York: Free Press, 1964),
pp. 188-9. -
15. Ibid., p. 190. See also: Landes, Unbound Prometheus, pp. 142—
50; and Kemp, Economic Forces, chap. 6.

16. See: Kemp, Economic Forces; Jan Marczewski, “Some Aspects of
the Economic Growth of France, 1660~1958,” Economic Development and Cul-
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tural Change 9:2 (1961):369-86; Jan Marczewski, “The Take-Off Hypothesis
and French Experience,” in The Economics of Take-off into Sustained Growth,
ed. W.W. Rostow (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1963), pp. 119-38; Claude
Fohlen, “France 1700~1914,” in The Emergence of Industrial Societies (1), ed.
Carlo M. Cipolla, The Fontana Economic History of Europe, vol. 4 (London:
Collins/Fontana, 1973) pp. 7-75; and Barry Supple, “The State and the Industrial
Revolution 1700-1914,” in The Industrial Revolution, ed. Carlo M. Cipolla, The
Fontana Economic History of Europe, vol. 3 (London: Collins, 1973), esp. pp.
327-33.
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Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy (Boston : Press - 1966)

18. Quote from Karl Marx, “The Civil War in France” (1871), re-
printed in Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works (New York: Interna-
tional Publishers, 1968), p. 289.

19. Hampson, Social History, pp.112—13.
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21. See: G. E. Aylmer, The Struggle for the Constitution, 2nd ed.
(London: Blandford Press, 1968), esp. chaps. 1-2; D. Brunton and D. H. Pen-
nington, Members of the Long Parliament (London: Allen and Unwin, 1954);
and Ivan Roots, “The Central Government and the Local Community” in The
English Revolution, 1600—1660, ed. E. W. Ives (New York: Harper & Row,
1971).

22. This point is strongly emphasized by Lynn A. Hunt in “Commit-
tees and Communes: Local Politics and National Revolution.in 1789,” Compara-
tive Studies in Society and History 19:3 (July 1976): 321-46.

23. Alfred Cobban, “Local Government during the French Revolu-
tion,” in Aspects of the French Revolution (New York: Norton, 1970), p. 118.

24. Ibid., pp. 118-20.

25. Ibid., pp. 121ff.

26. For accounts of August 4th, see: Hampson, Social History, pp
78-85; and Sydenham, French Revolution, pp. 51ff.

27. For a particularly vivid incident, set in the context of the contin-
uing peasant unrest into 1791-2, see Georges Lefebvre, “The Murder of the
Comte de Dampierre,” in New Perspectives on the French Revolution, ed. Jeffrey
Kaplow (New York: Wiley, 1965), pp. 277—86. See also Hampson, Social History,
pp. 95-6. . .
28. On the unrest in'the army in 1789-90, see: S. F. Scott, “The




Regeneration of the Line Army during the French Revolution,” Journal of Modern
History 42:3 (September 1970):307-18; and Katherine Chorley, Armties and the
Art of Revolution (1943, reprint ed., Boston: Beacon Press, 1973), chap. 8.

29. Donald Greer, The Incidence of the Emigration During the French
Revolution (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1951), pp. 21-31.

30. This quote is borrowed from the keynote of Chapter 6 of Hamp-
son’s Social History, p. 132.

31. Frangois Furet and Denis Richet, The French Revolution, trans.
Stephen Hardman (New York: Macmillan, 1970), chap. S.

32. See Geoffrey Bruun, “The Balance of Power During the Wars,
1793-1814,” in The New Cambridge Modern History (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1965), vol. 9:250—74. Also, for one attempt by a nonkhistorian to
analyze European international dynamics during the French Revolution, see Ky-
ung-won Kim, Revolution and International System (New York: New York Uni-
versity Press, 1970).

33. See Ludwig Dehio, The Precarious Balance, trans. Charles Full-
man (New York: Vintage Books, 1962), chap. 3.

34. George Rudé, The Crowd in the French Revolution (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1959), esp. chap. 12.

35. Ibid., esp. chap. 13.

36. This point is particularly well developed by Gwyn A. Williams,
Artisans and Sans-Culottes (New York: Norton, 1969), chap. 2.

37. See: Ibid., chaps. 2, 3, §; Rudé, Crowd; and Albert Soboul, The
Sans-Culottes: The Popular Movement and the Revolutionary Government, 1793 —
1794, trans. Rémy Inglis Hall (New York: Doubleday [Anchor Books], 1972). ’

38. For an overview of the Montagnard dictatorship, see (aside from
general histories of the Revolution): Soboul, Sans-Culottes; Richard Cobb, Les
Armées Révolutionnaires, 2 vols. (Paris: Mouton, 1961-3); and R. R. Palmer,
Twelve Who Ruled (Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1941). 1 shall draw
on these sources throughout the following discussion.

39. Jacques Godechot, “The French Revolution,” in Chapters in
Western Civilization, 3rd ed., 2 vols. (New York: Columbia University Press,
1962), vol. 2, p. 34.

40. Donald Greer, The Incidence of the Terror During the French
Revolution (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1935), p. 124.

41. See Colin Lucas, The Structure of the Terror (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1973).

42. Quoted in John Ellis, Armies in Revolution (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1974), p. 97.

43. Sydenham, French Revolution, p. 187.

44. Scott, “Regeneration of Line Army.”

45. See: Rudé, Crowd, chaps. 8—9; Moore, Social Origins, pp. 86—
92; and Soboul, Sans-Culottes, especially pt. Il and conclusion. Moore, in particu-
lar, emphasizes the agrarian aspect of the Montagnards’ economic difficulties.

46. See: Palmer, Twelve Who Ruled, chaps. 11-13; and Soboul, Sans-
Culottes, pts. 1I-V and conclusion. Soboul is especially excellent on the political
contradictions between the popular movement and the Montagnards.
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47. See Sydenham, French Revolution, chap. 8, “The Republic of
Virtue.”

48. Rudé, Crowd, chap. 10.

49, Clive H. Church, “The Social Basis of the French Central Bureau-
cracy under the Directory 1795-1799,” Past and Present no. 36 (April 1967), p.
60.

50. Martyn Lyons, France Under the Directory (Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1975), p. 173. 1 have drawn broadly on chapter 11 for this
paragraph.

51. See C. H. Church, “In Search of the Directory,” in French Gov-
ernment and Society, 1500—1850, ed. ]. F. Bosher (London: Athlone Press, 1973),
pp. 261-94. Church questions the widely accepted idea that the Directory was
straightforwardly a “bourgeois” regime, pointing to the tensions between Directo-
rial politicians and the notables whose support they sought without great success.
Church’s approach pays much attention to the political structure and difficulties of
the Directory, an emphasis that 1 find convincing and useful.

52. Lyons, Directory, p. 155. See also all of chap. 10.

53. Ibid., p. 154.

54. Jacques Godechot, “The Internal History of France During the
Wars, 1793—1814,” The New Cambridge Modern History (Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1965), vol. 9, p. 298.

55. On Napoleon’s regime, see: Leo Gershoy, The French Revolution
and Napoleon (1933; reprint ed., New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1964), pp.
375-81; 451-67; F.M.H. Markham, “Napoleonic France,” in France: Govern-
ment and Society, eds. J. M. Wallace-Hadrill and John McManners (London:
Methuen, 1957), pp. 188-206; and Franklin L. Ford, Europe 1780—1830 (Lon-
don: Longman, 1970), chap. 8.

56. On the difficulties of the Continental System see: Kemp, Eco-
nomic Forces, pp. 96—104; Gershoy, Revolution and Napoleon, chap. 17; and
Dehio, Precarious Balance, pp. 132-80.

57. My discussion of these military developments is synthesized from
a number of sources, including most notably: S. F. Scott, “The French Revolution
and the Professionalization of the French Officer Corps, 1789—1793,” in On Mili-
tary Ideology, eds. Motris Janowitz and Jacques Van Doorn (Rotterdam: Rotter-
dam University Press, 1971), pp. 5—56; S. F. Scott, “The Regeneration of the Line
Army during the French Revolution,” Journal of Modern History 42:3 (September
1970): 307-30; Ermest Barker, The Development of Public Services in Western
Europe (New York: Oxford University Press, 1944), chap. 2; Theodore Ropp, War
in the Modern World, rev. ed. (New York: Collier Books, 1962), chap. 4; Alfred
Vagts, A History of Militarism, rev. ed. (New York: Free Press, 1959), chap. 4;
and John Ellis, Armies in Revolution (New York: Oxford University Press, 1974),
chap. 4. .
58. Scott, “Professionalization,” pp. 8—18.

59. On the overall changes wrought by the Revolution in the French
officer corps, see Scott, “Professionalization,” pp. 18ff.

60. On this point specifically, see Vagts, History of Militarism,
p. 109.




61. Scott, “Professionalization,” pp. 45-7.

62. Barker, Development of Services, pp. 42~3.

63. Vagts, History of Militarism, p. 111.

64. Quoted in Ropp, War, p. 116.

65. Vagts, History of Militarism, p. 126.

66. Gordon A. Craig, The Politics of the Prussian Army, 1 640-1945
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1955), p. 27. See also Vagts, History of
Militarism, chap. 4. Apparently (see Vagts, p. 128) Napoleon was backing off from
some of these tactical innovations by the end of his reign. But this does not change
the fact that the Revolution made them possible.

67. Barker, Development of Services, p. 14.

68. In “Social Mobility” (Summary of Proceedings of a Conference) in
Past and Present no. 32 (December 1965), p. 8.

69. Ibid.

70. J. F. Bosher, French Finances, 1790-1795 (Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1970), p. 302.

71. Ibid., p. 313.

72. Ibid., p. 305.

73. Ibid., p. 287.

74. Ibid., p. 309.

75. Ibid., pp. 310-11.

76. Ibid., p. 288.

77. Barker, Development of Services, p. 14.

78. Napoleon’s government is well described in: Godechot, “French
Revolution,” in Western Civilization, vol. 2, pp. 47-51; Gershoy, Revolution and
Napoleon, pp. 348—59, 451—-67; and Ford, Europe 1780—-1830, pp. 170-88.

79. Herbert Luethy, France Against Herself, trans. Eric Mosbacher
(New York: Praeger, 1955), pp. 18-20.

80. See Joseph Ben-David and Awraham Zloczower, “Universities and
Academic Systems in Modern Societies,” Archives Européennes de Sociologie 3:1
(1962), esp. pp. 76—80. Here France is grouped with Soviet Russia, in contrast to
England and the United States, because of the highly centralized, technocratic, and
state-oriented nature of the higher educational systems that emerged from the
French and Russian Revolutions. .

81. Godechot, “French Revolution,” in Western Civilization, vol. 2,
p. 48.

82. Ford, Europe 17801830, p. 174.

83. William McNeill, The Shape of European History (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1974), p. 154.

84. T.J.A. LeGoff and D.M.G. Sutherland, “The Revolution and the
Rural Community in Eighteenth-Century Brittany,” Past and Present no. 62 (Feb-
ruary 1974), p. 96. This paragraph draws on the article as a whole.

85. See especially: Paul Bois, Paysans de I’'Ouest (Le Mans: Imprim-
erie M. Vilaire, 1960); Marcel Faucheux, L’Insurrection Vendéenne de 1793
(Paris: Imprimerie Nationale, 1964); and Charles Tilly, The Vendée (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1964). See also Harvey Mitchell, “The Vendée and
Counterrevolution: A Review Essay,” French Historical Studies 5:4 (Fall 1968):
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405-29; and Claude Mazauric, “Vendée et Chouannerie,” La Pensée no. 124
(November—December 1965):54-85.
86. Le Goff and Sutherland, “Revolution and Rural Community,” p.
109.
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'88. Thomas F. Sheppard, Lourmarin in the Eighteenth Century: A
Study of a French Village (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1971), pp. 217-18. 1
am taking a bit of poetic license with this quote. Strictly speaking, Loumarin may
not have been a “peasant village” as such, but rather a local market town. More-
over, since it was located in Provence, it already had, prior to the Revolution, an
oligarchic form of government that deemphasized the role of the general assembly
(see: Loumarin, chap. 3; and Albert Soboul, “The French Rural Community in the
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centuries,” Past and Present no. 10 (November 1956),
p- 81.). However, this only highlights the significance of the changes Sheppard
notes as resulting from the Revolution. And it suggests that the loss of local
solidarity and autonomy may have been even greater, by comparison, for rural
communities elsewhere in France. .
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PARTY-STATE IN RUSSIA
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Lynn A. Hunt, "Committees and Communes: Local Politics and National Revolution

in 1789," Comparative Studies in Society and History 18:3 (July 1976): 321-46.

2. The “dual power” situation after the February Revolution is well
described by Isaac Deutscher in “The Russian Revolution,” in The New Cambridge
Modemn History, 2nd ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1968), vol.
'12:403-32. See also: Marc Ferro, The Russian Revolution.of February 1917, trans.
J. L. Richards (Englewood Cliffs, N.]J.: Prentice-Hall, 1972), chap. 6; and Oskar
Anweiler, The Soviets, trans. Ruth Hein (New York: Pantheon, 1974), chap. 3.

* 3. This is how 1 interpret. the evidence presented by Marc Ferro in
February Revolution, chaps. 3-5. )

4. Roger Pethybridge, The Spread of the Russian Revolution (London:
Macmillan, 1972), chap. 1.

5. See the general argument of Teddy J. Uldricks, *“The ‘Crowd’ in the
Russian Revolution: Towards Reassessing the Nature of Revolutionary Leader-
ship,” Politics and Society 4:3 (1974):397-413.



6. See: William Henry Chamberlin, The Russian Revolution 1917~
1921, 2 vols. (1935; paperbound reprint ed., New York: Grosset & Dunlap,
1965), vol. 1, chap. 11; and John L. H. Keep, The Russian Revolution (New York:
Norton, 1976), pt. IIL.

7. See: Chamberlin: Russian Revolution, vol. 1, chap. 12; Paul H. .
Avrich, “Russian Factory Committees in 1917,” Jabrbiicher fiir Geschichte Osteu-
ropas 11:2 (June 1963):164~82; and Keep, Russian Revolution, chaps. 5-6.

8. Marc Ferro, “The Russian Soldier in 1917: Undisciplined, Patriotic,
and Revolutionary,” Slavic Review 30:3 (September 1971): 483-512; Allan Wild-
man, “The February Revolution in the Russian Army,” Soviet Studies 22:1 (July
1970):3-23; and Chamberlin, Russian Revolution, chap. 10.

9. Anweiler, Soviets, chap. 3.

10. For general background on the problems of governing after Febru-
ary, see: Pethybridge, Spread; and Paul R. Gronsky and Nicholas J. Astrov, The
War and the Russian Government (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1929).

11. Anweiler, Soviets, chap. 3; and Keep, Russian Revolution, pts. 11
and IIL

12. See the references cited in note 8, plus Alexander Rabindwitch,
“The Petrograd Garrison and the Bolshevik Seizure of Power,” in Revolution and
Politics in Russia, eds. Alexander and Janet Rabinowitch (Bloomington, Ind.: Indi-
ana University Press, 1972), pp. 172-91.

13. For a vivid account, see Alexander Rabinowitch, The Bolsheviks
Come to Power: The Revolution of 1917 in Petrograd (New York: Norton, 1976),
chap. 8.

14. See: Katherine Chorley, Armies and the Art of Revolution (1943;
reprint ed., Boston: Beacon Press, 1973), pp. 195ff; and John Erickson, “The
Origins of the Red Army,” in Revolutionary Russia, ed. Richard Pipes (New York:
Doubleday [Anchor Books], 1969), pp. 292-5.

15. See the section on Russia in Chapter 2 for a discussion and refer-
ences on industrialization under the Old Regime. An overview is also provided in
Alec Nove, An Economic History of the U.S.S.R. (Baltimore: Penguin Books,
1972), chap. 1.

16. Anweiler, Soviets, chap. 4; and Uldricks, “Crowd in Russian
Revolution,” pp. 410-12.

17. T. H. Rigby, Communist Party Membership in the U. S.S. R,
1917-1967 (Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1968), pp. 57-68; and
Anweiler, Soviets, pp. 176-92.

18. Anweiler, Soviets, pp. 176—92; and Oliver H. Radkey, The Agrar-
ian Foes of Bolshevism: Promise and Default of the Russian Socialist Revolutionar-
xes, February to October 1917 (New York: Columbia University Press, 1958).

19. For accounts that stress both the Bolsheviks’ internal tensions and
their remarkable ability to keep in touch with popular orientations, see Alexander
Rabinowitch, Prelude to Revolution: The Petrograd Bolsheviks and the July 1917
Uprising (Bloomington, Ind.: Indiana University Press, 1968); and Rabinowitch,
Bolsheviks Come to Power. : .

20. Rabinowitch, Bolsheviks Come to Power, chaps. 11-15 provides
an ‘excellent account.
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21. Anweiler, Soviets, pp. 176-207.

22. See: Leonard Schapiro, The Origin of the Communist Autocracy
(London: G. Bell and Sons, 1955), pts. I and 1I; and Keep, Russian Revolution, pts.
IV and V.

23. Paul H. Avrich, “The Bolshevik Revolution and Workers’ Control
in Russian Industry,” Slavic Review 22:1 (March 1963):47-63.

24. Quoted in Chamberlin, Russian Revolution, vol. 2, p. 79.

25. Ibid., p. 81.

26. Lazar Volin, A Century of Russian Agriculture (Cambridge: Har-
vard University Press, 1970), pp. 143-50.

27. This contrast between France and Russia is emphasized by
Chorley, Armies and Revolution, chap. 11.
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Chamberlin, Russian Revolution Vol. 2, pp. 297-316 )

30. Erickson, “Origins of Red Army,” in Revolutionary Russia, ed.
Pipes, pp. 301ff.

31. John Ellis, Armies in Revolution (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1974), p. 174.

32. For general background see: Erickson, “Origins of Red Army,” in
Revolutionary Russia, ed. Pipes; Ellis, Armies, chap. 7; Chamberlin, Russian Revo-
lution, vol. 2, chap. 21; and David Footman, Civil War in Russia (New York:
Praeger, 1962), chap. 3.

33. Chamberlin, Russian Revolution, vol. 2, p. 29.
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Raymond L. Garthoff, " The Military as a Social Force, " in The Transformation

of Russian Society, ed. Cyril E. black (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,

1960), p. 329.

35. Schapiro, Origin of Communist Autocracy, p. 243.
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37. On the suppression of Makhno’s movement, see: Ellis, Armies,
pp. 184-87; and Footman, Civil War, chap. 6.

38. Merle Fainsod, “Bureaucracy and Modernization: The Russian
‘and Soviet Case,” in Bureaucracy and Political Development, ed. Joseph La Palom-
bara (Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1963), pp. 249-53.

39. Chamberlin, Russian Revolution, vol. 2, p. 105.

40. See: Avrich, “Revolution and Workers’ Control”; and Jeremy R.
Azrael, Managerial Power and Soviet Politics (Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1966), chap. 3.

41. Nove, Economic History, chap. 3.

42. The situation is poignantly described in Paul Avrich, Kronstadt,
1921 (New York: Norton, 1974), chap. 1, “The Crisis of War Communism.” See
also Seth Singleton, “The Tambov Revolt (1920-1921),” Slavic Review 25:3 (Sep-
tember 1966):497-512.
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University of Michigan, Center for Chinese Studies, 1968), chaps. 3—5; and Ches-
neaux, Chinese Labor Movement, chap. 2. For Russia, see: Raymond W. Gold-
smith, “The Economic Growth of Tsarist Russia, 1860-1913,” Economic Devel-
opment and Cultural Change 9:3 (April 1961), p.. 442; and Teddy ]J. Uldricks,
“The ‘Crowd’ in the Russian Revolution,” Politics and Society 4:3 (1974), p. 402.



sledal Yof

”

27. Wilbur, “Military Separatism,” in China in Crisis, eds. Ho and
Tsou, vol. 1, bk. 1, pp. 244-5; 259-60.

28. Hung-mao Tien, Government and Politics in Kuomintang China,
1927-1937 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1972), p. 180.

29. Ibid., p. 181.

30. Ibid., chaps. 5 and 6; John K. Fairbank, Edwin O. Reischauer,
and Albert M. Craig, East Asia: Tradition and Transformation (Boston: Houghton
Mifflin, 1973), pp. 787—8, 793; and Lloyd E. Eastman, The Abortive Revolution:
China under Nationalist Rule, 1927-1937 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1974), chaps. 1,3,5.

31. Feuerwerker, Chinese Economy, 1912—1949, pp. 54-56.

32. Ibid., pp. $7-59; and Douglas S. Paauw, “The Kuomintang and
Economic Stagnation, 1928-1937,” Journal of Asian Studies 16 (February
1957):213-20. Eastman, in Abortive Revolution, pp. 226-39, disagrees with
Paauw’s argument that the modern sector “stagnated” under the Nationalists. But
he still presents a gloomy picture.

33. This paragraph draws especially upon: Tien, Government and
Politics, pt. 1; Patrick Cavendish, “The ‘New China’ of the Kuomintang,” in
Modern China’s Search for a Political Form, ed. Jack Gray (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1969), pp. 138—86; Ch’ien Tuan-sheng, The Government and
Politics of China, 1912—1949 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1950), pas-
sim; Sheridan, China in Disintegration, chaps. 6~7; and Eastman, Abortive
Revolution.

34. Feuerwerker, Chinese Economy, 19121949, pp. 54, 59-62.

35. Barbara W. Tuchman, Stilwell and the American Experience in
China, 1911—45 (New York: Macmillan, 1971). On rural conditions during the
wartime phase of Kuomintang rule, see Graham Peck, Two Kinds of Time, rev. ed.
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1967).

36. Mark Selden, “The Guerilla Movement in Northwest China: the
Origins of the Shensi-Kansu-Ninghsia Border Region (Part 1), China Quarterly
no. 28 (October—December 1966), p. 68.

37. Franklin W. Houn, A Short History of Chinese Communism (En-
glewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1973), chap. 3; and Robert W. McColl, “The
Oyiiwan Soviet Area, 1927-1932,” ]oumal of Asian Studies 27:1 (November
1967):41-60.
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