Chinese Resistance to Industrialization — A Cultural Perspective
AP World History; Mr. Rhinehart

Over a period of 4000 years the Chinese people developed a unique and self-contained society at the extreme eastern
end of the Eurasian landmass. This society, like others in Asia, was based on agriculture rather than trade and was
governed by landlords and bureaucrats rather than by merchants and politicians. . . . The Chinese first came into direct
contact with the West when the Portuguese appeared off the southeast coast in 1514. After the Portuguese came the
Dutch and the British, who also arrived by sea.

L. S. Stavrianos, A Global History: From Prehistory to the 21st Century, 7th ed. (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1999).

The Manchu dynasty, which came to power in 1644, built upon the achievements of the Ming dynasty, which had ruled
China since 1368. Throughout the 600 years of the Ming and Manchu dynasties, emperors based their rule on Chinese
traditions. In those years, as China enjoyed a high level of prosperity, peace, and order, its rulers saw no reason to change
the Chinese way of life. Thus, China became a self-centered civilization, largely secluded from the outside world. However
after 1800 the policy of following old traditions and maintaining seclusion from the world worked against China. As the
nations of Western Europe and the United States embarked upon an industrial revolution, China was left far behind.

’

T. Walter Wallbank et al., History and Life, 4th ed. (Glenview, lIl.: Scott Foresman, 1990)

In the 1800s, the Manchus still ruled China as the Qing dynasty. For many years, China had been a prosperous country,
with a highly developed agricultural system. Farming was critical because, by 1800, China had some 300 million people—
more than the entire population of Europe. China was not industrial, but workers in small workshops were able to
produce most of the goods that the Chinese needed. . . . For decades, Europeans could do business only at the port of
Canton. Despite pleas from Britain and other nations, China refused to open other ports to foreigners.

Larry S. Krieger et al., World History: Perspectives on the Past (Lexington, Mass.: D. C. Heath, 1990).

There was nothing like the modern Western belief in "progress" and its orientation to the future. . . . The modern West
followed a different course, actively pursuing change in the name of "progress," attacking nature to get at its secrets, and
developing a new science and technology, which in a century or two transformed Western society in the progression from
steam and steel and railways to the internal-combustion engine and nuclear power. East Asia did not make this leap, until
the Japanese, impressed by new Western power, determined to replicate it for themselves in the last part of the
nineteenth century. China, Korea, and Vietnam (the latter by then under French colonial rule) resisted such catastrophic
change as disruptive of all their traditional values and moreover as something of despised "barbarian” origin, until their
modern humiliation at the hands of the West and Japan drove them finally to purse change.

Rhoads Murphey, East Asia: A New History. 3rd ed. (New York: Pearson Longman, 2003 10-11

Chinese dominance was challenged with the appearance of Westerners in Asia. . . . Pressures from the Western world
eventually forced China into a century-long struggle that led to the collapse of its ancient Confucian way of life.

Esko E. Newhill and Umberto La Paglia, Exploring World Cultures, (Lexington, Mass.: Ginn, 1986), 258



The Chinese did not want what modern science offered—greater technology, power over the natural world, and an
improved standard of living. Unlike Westerners, the Chinese felt no need to develop modern science to conquer the
natural world.

Esko E. Newhill and Umberto La Paglia, Exploring World Cultures, (Lexington, Mass.: Ginn, 1986), 323.

Basic cultural differences existed between the Chinese and Western Europeans. To Westerners, the individual was more
important than the group. The Chinese took the opposite view. Westerners believed in the supremacy of law. The
Chinese believed in an all-powerful emperor. Westerners placed a high value on technology and material wealth. The
Chinese considered proper relationships far more important. According to Confucian thought, Chinese society at this
time was divided into four classes. In order of importance, they were scholar-gentry, who governed in the name of the
emperor; peasants, who provided food and taxes; artisans, who crafted useful objects; and merchants, who made
profits by selling things that the peasants and artisans produced. Thus, while Westerners held merchants and business
people in high regard, the Chinese tended to despise merchants, who "neither plow nor weed."

Paul Thomas Welty and Miriam Greenblatt, The Human Expression, 4th ed. (Peoria, Ill.: Glencoe, 1992), 234.

Some Things Happened in China First (i.é. Industrialization as “Southernization”)

Looking at China, we expect to see certain kinds of economic changes, which in certain senses resemble those that took
place in Europe and America, but in other ways were distinctly Chinese. We think of social welfare as a national
problem, as a modern national problem, which emerged in the nineteenth century, but it's not until the second half of
the nineteenth century that we start to see European states caring about education.

Caring about the welfare of people in cities beyond the capital itself is really a late-nineteenth- and twentieth-century
development. However, in China, it's quit"e clear that governments have cared about the subsistence conditions—the
food supply conditions of its people—for many, many centuries. And they have done so not merely on a local level, but
spanning the entire country, which again, in the Chinese case, because it was an empire, is the equivalent of many
European countries put together.

What do we do, then, in terms of understanding the significance of those developments? We tend to discount their
importance because they don't fit our expectations of what governments do until a later point in European history;
therefore, we can't take seriously that these developments in China take place before comparable developments take
place in Europe. And that, again, makes it difficult for us to see the importance of these in a Chinese setting because we
don't have any comparable European examples until a later point in time.
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from the World History Bulletin, Fall/Winter, 1986/87

In this text a modern commentator cautions against judging Chinese history by later events
in Europe.

Francis Bacon (1561-1626), an early advocate of file empirical method, upon which the
scientific revolution was based, attributed Western Europe's early modern take-off to three
things in particular: printing, the compass, and gunpowder. Bacon had no idea where these
things had come from, but historians now know that all three were invented in China. Since,
unlike Europe, China did not take off onto a path leading from the scientific to the Industrial
Revolution, some historians are now asking why these inventions were so revolutionary in
Western Europe and, apparently, so unrevolutionary in China.

In fact, the question has been posed by none other than Joseph Needham, the foremost
English-language scholar of Chinese science and technology. It is only because of
Needham's work that the Western academic community has become aware that until
Europe's take-off China was the unrivaled world leader in technological development. That
is why it so disturbing that Needham himself has posed this apparent puzzle. The English-
speaking academic world relies upon him and repeats him; soon this question and the vision
of China that it implies will become dogma. Traditional China will take on supersociety
qualities-able to contain the power of printing, to rein in the potential of the compass, even
to muffle the blast of gunpowder.

The impact of these inventions on Western Europe is well known. Printing not only
eliminated much of the opportunity for human copying errors, it also encouraged the
production of more copies of old books and an increasing number of new books. As written
material became both cheaper and more easily available, intellectual activity increased.
Printing would eventually be held responsible, at least in part, for spread of classical
humanism and other ideas from the Renaissance. It is also said to have stimulated the
Protestant Reformation, which urged a return to the Bible as the primary religious authority.

The introduction of gunpowder in Europe made castles and other medieval fortifications
obsolete (since it could be used to blow holes in their walls) and thus helped to liberate
Western Europe from feudal aristocratic power. As an aid to navigation the compass
facilitated the Portuguese- and Spanish-sponsored voyages that led to Atlantic Europe's sole
possession of the Western Hemisphere, as well as the Portuguese circumnavigation of
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Africa, which opened up the first all-sea route from Western Europe to the long-established
ports of East Africa and Asia.

Needham's question can thus be understood to mean, Why didn't China use gunpowder to
destroy feudal walls? Why didn't China use tile compass to cross the Pacific and discover
America, or to find an all-sea route to Western Europe? Why didn't China undergo a
Renaissance or Reformation? The implication is that even though China possessed these
technologies, it did not change much. Essentially Needham's question is asking, What was
wrong with China?

Actually, there was nothing wrong with China. China was changed fundamentally by these
inventions. But in order to see the changes, one must abandon the search for peculiarly
European events in Chinese history, and look instead at China itself before and after these
breakthroughs.

To begin, one should note that China possessed all three of these technologies by the latter
part of the Tang dynasty (618-906)-between four and six hundred years before they appeared
in Europe. And it was during just that time, from about 850, when the Tang dynasty began to
falter, until 960, when the Song dynasty (960-1279) was established, that China underwent
fundamental changes in all spheres. In fact, historians are now beginning to use the term
revolution when referring to technological and commercial changes that culminated in the
Song dynasty, in the same way that they refer to the changes in eighteenth- and nineteenth-
century England as the Industrial Revolution. And the word might well be applied to other
sorts of changes in China during this period.

For example, the Tang dynasty elite was aristocratic, but that of the Song was not. No one
has ever considered whether the invention of gunpowder contributed to the demise of
China's aristocrats, which occurred between 750 and 960, shortly after its invention.
Gunpowder may, indeed, have been a factor although it is unlikely that its importance lay in
blowing up feudal walls. Tang China enjoyed such internal peace that its aristocratic
lineages did not engage in castle-building of the sort typical in Europe. Thus, China did not
have many feudal fortifications to blow up.

The only wall of significance in this respect was the Great Wall, which was designed to keep
steppe nomads from invading China. In fact, gunpowder may have played a role in blowing
holes in this wall, for the Chinese could not monopolize the terrible new weapon, and their
nomadic enemies to the north soon learned to use it against them. The Song dynasty
ultimately fell to the Mongols, the most formidable force ever to emerge front the Eurasian
steppe. Gunpowder may have had a profound effect on China-exposing a united empire to a
foreign invasion amid terrible devastation - but an effect quite opposite to the one it had on
Western Europe.

On the other hand, the impact of printing on China was in some ways very similar to its later
impact on Europe. For example, printing contributed to a rebirth of classical (that is,
preceeding the third century AD) Confucian learning, helping to revive a fundamentally
humanistic outlook that had been pushed aside for several centuries.

After the fall of the Han dynasty (201 BC-AD. 220), Confucianism had lost much of its
credibility as a world view, and it eventually lost its central place in the scholarly world. Tt
was replaced by Buddhism, which had come from India. Buddhists believed that much
human pain and confusion resulted from the pursuit of illusory pleasures and dubious

hHn fiannl ite heanlklim A ariilwnhal e dll fovie lehaffar kitml A



2/2/2015

Chinese Cutura Studes: Lynda Shaffer: China, Technd ogy and Change

ambitions: enlightenment and, ultimately, salvation would come from a progressive
disengagement from the real world, which they also believed to be illusory, This point of
view dominated Chinese intellectual life until the ninth century. Thus the academic and
intellectual comeback of classical Confucianism was in essence a return to a more optimistic
literature that affirmed the world as humans had made it.

The resurgence of Confucianism within the scholarly community was due to many factors,
but printing was certainly one of the most important. Although it was invented by Buddhist
monks in China, and at first benefited Buddhism, by the middle of the tenth century, printers
were turning out innumerable copies of the classical Confucian corpus. This return of
scholars to classical learning was part of a more general movement that shared not only its
humanistic features with the later Western European Renaissance, but certain artistic trends
as well.

Furthermore, the Protestant Reformation in Western Europe was in some ways reminiscent
of the emergence and eventual triumph of Neo-Confucian philosophy. Although the roots of
Neo-Confucianism can he fotind in the ninth century, the man who created what would
become its most orthodox synthesis was Zhu Xi (Chu His, 1130-1200). Neo-Confucianism
was significantly different from classical Confucianism, for it had undergone an intellectual
and political confrontation with Buddhism and had emerged profoundly changed. It is of the
utmost importance to understand that not only was Neo-Confucianism new. it was also
heresy, even during Zhu Xi's lifetime. It did not triumph until the thirteenth century, and it
was not until 1313 (when Mongol conquerors ruled China) that Zhu Xi's commentaries on
the classics became the single authoritative text against which all academic opinion was
judged.

In the same way that Protestantism emerged out of a confrontation with the Roman Catholic
establishment and asserted the individual Christians autonomy, Neo-Confucianism emerged
as a critique of Buddhist ideas that had taken hold in China, and it asserted an individual
moral capacity totally unrelated to the ascetic practices and prayers of the Buddhist
priesthood. In the twelfth century Neo-Confucianists lifted the work of Mencius (Meng Zi,
370-290 BC) out of obscurity and assigned it a place in the corpus second only to that of the
Analects of Confucius. Many facets of Mencius appealed to the Neo-Confucianists, but one
of the most important was his argument that humans by nature are fundamentally good.
Within the context of the Song dynasty, this was all assertion that morality could be pursued
through all engagement in human affairs, and that the Buddhist monks' withdrawal from
life's mainstream did not bestow upon them any special virtue.

The importance of these philosophical developments notwithstanding, printing probably had
its greatest impact on the Chinese political system. The origin of the civil service
examination system in China can be traced back to the Han dynasty, but in the Song dynasty
government-administered examinations became the most important route to political power
in China. For almost a thousand years (except the early period of Mongol rule), China was
governed by men who had come to power simply because they had done exceedingly well in
examinations on the Neo-Confucian canon. At any one time thousands of students were
studying for the exams, and thousands of inexpensive books were required. Without printing,
such a system would not have been possible.

The development of this alternative to aristocratic rule was one of the most radical changes
in world history. Since the examinations were ultimately open to 98 percent of all males
(actors were one of the few groups excluded), it was the most democratic system in the
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would prior to the development of representative democracy and popular suffrage in
Western Europe in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. (There were some small-scale
systems, such as the classical Greek city-states, which might be considered more democratic,
but nothing comparable in size to Song China or even the modern nation-states of Europe.)

Finally we come to the compass. Suffice it to say that during the Song dynasty, China
developed the world's largest and most technologically sophisticated merchant marine and
navy. By the fifteenth century its ships were sailing from the north Pacific to the cast coast
of Africa. They could have made the arduous journey around the tip of Aftrica and oil into
Portuguese ports; however, they had no reason to do so. Although the Western European
economy was prospering, it offered nothing that China could not acquire much closer to
home at much less cost. In particular, wool, Western Europe's most important export, could
easily be obtained along China's northern frontier.

Certainly, the Portuguese and the Spanish did not make their unprecedented voyages out of
idle curiosity. They were trying to go to the Spice Islands, in what is now Indonesia, in order
to acquire the most valuable commercial items of the time. In the fifteenth century these
islands were the world's sole suppliers of the fine spices, such as cloves, nutmeg, and mace,
as well as a source for the more generally available pepper. It was this spice market that
lured Columbus westward from Spain and drew Vasco Da Gama around Africa and across
the Indian Ocean.

After the invention of the compass, China also wanted to go to the Spice Islands and, in fact,
did go, regularly - but Chinese ships did not have to go around the world to get there. The
Atlantic nations of Western Europe, on the other hand, had to buy spices front Venice
(which controlled the Mediterranean trade routes) or from other Italian city-states; or they
had to find a new way to the Spice Islands. It was necessity that mothered those
revolutionary routes that ultimately changed thee world.

Gunpowder, printing, the compass - clearly these three inventions changed China as much as
they changed Europe. And it should come as no surprise that changes wrought in China
between the eighth and tenth centuries were different from changes wrought in Western
Europe between the thirteenth and fifteenth centuries. It would, of course, be unfair and
ahistorical to imply that something was wrong with Western Europe because the
technologies appeared there late. It is equally unfair to ask why the Chinese did not
accidentally bump into the Western Hemisphere while sailing east across the Pacific to find
the wool markets of Spain.
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Economic Philosophy of Industrial Revolution — Adam Smith and JS Mill

Mr. Rhinehart AP World History
Excerpt #1: Adam Smith on Mercantilism

In 1776, the British philosopher, Adam Smith, wrote An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of
the Wealth of Nations. According to him, the government should stop interfering in business
matters and let the laws of supply and demand regulate the market.

ﬁ?ly restraining, either by high duties, or by absolute prohibitions, the importation of such goods
from foreign countries as can be produced at home, the monopoly of the home market is more or
less secured to the domestic industry employed in producing them. ... In the system of laws
which has been established for the management of our American and West Indian colonies the
interest of the home-consumer has been sacrificed to that of the producer with a more
extravagant profusion than in all our other commercial regulations. A great empire has been
established for the sole purpose of raising up a nation of customers who should be obliged to buy
from the shops of our different producers, all the goods with which these could supply them. For
the sake of that little enhancement of price which this monopoly might afford our producers, the
home-consumers have been burdened with the whole expense of maintaining and defending that
empire. ... It cannot be very difficult to determine who have been the contrivers of this whole
mercantile system; not the consumers, we may believe, whose interest has been entirely
neglected; but the producers, whose interest has been so carefully attended to; and among this

| latter class our merchants and manufacturers have been by far the principal architects.

Source: Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations (London: Penguin Books, 1999), 6-7.
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Individuals in Soclety
Josiah Wedgwood

AS THE MAKING OF CLOTH AND IRON WAS.
revolutionized by technical change and factory organization, so
too were the production and consumption of pottery. Acquiring
beautiful tableware became a craze for eighteenth-century
consumers, and continental monarchs often sought prestige in
building royal china works. But the grand prize went to Josiah
Wedgwood, who wanted to “astonish the world”

The twelfth child of a poor potter, Josiah Wedgwood
(1730-1795) grew up in the pottery district of Staffordshire in
the English Midlands, where many tiny potteries made simple
earthenware utensils for sale in local markets. Having grown
up as an apprentice in the family business inherited by his
oldest brother, Wedgwood struck off on his own in 1752. Scon
manager of a small pottery, Wedgwood learned that new
products recharged lagging sales. Studying chemistry and
determined to succeed, Wedgwood spent his evenings experi-
menting with different chemicals and firing conditions.

In 1759, after five years of tireless efforts, Wedgwood
perfected a beautiful new green glaze. Now established as &
master potter, he opened his own factory and began manufac-
turing teapots and tableware finished in his green and other
unique glazes, or adorned with printed scenes far superior to
those being produced by competitors. Wedgwood's products
caused a sensation among consumers, and his business
quickly earned substantial profits. Subsequent breakthroughs,
including ornamental vases imitating classical Greek models
and jasperware for jewelry, contributed greatly to Wedgwood's
success.

Competitors were quick to copy Wedgwood's new products
and sell them at lower prices. Thus Wedgwood and his partner
Thomas Bentley sought to cultivate an
image of superior fashion, taste, and
quality in order to develop and maintain
a dominant market position. They did
this by first capturing the business of the
trend-setting elite. In one brilliant coup the
partners first sold a very large cream-colored
dinner set to Britain's queen, which they
quickly christened “Queen's ware” and sold M
as a very expensive, must-have luxury to «*
English aristocrats. Equally brilliant was
Bentiey’s suave expertise in the elegant

Jasiah Wedgwood (top right) perfected
jasperware, a fine-grained pottery usually
made in “Wedgwood biue” with white
decoratlon. This elegant cylindrical vase
(right), decorated in the form of a miniature
Roman household aitar, was destined for the
luxury market. (portrait: Down House.
Kent, Darwin Heirlooms Trust; vase: Image

copyright @ The Metropolitan Museum of At/ Jis
Art Resource, NY)
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London showroom selling
Wedgwood's imitation Greek
vases, which became the rage
after the rediscovery of Pompeit
and Herculaneum in the mid-
eighteenth century.

Above all, once Wedgwood
had secured his position as
the luxury market leader, he
was able to successfully ex
tend his famous brand to the
growing middle class, capturing
an enormous mass market for
his “useful ware” Thus when sales
of a luxury good grew “stale,” Wedg-
wood made tasteful modifications and:
sold it to the middling classes for twice the
price his competitors could charge. This unbeat-
able combination of mass appeal and high prices brought
Wedgwood great fame all across Europe and enormous .
wealth.

A workaholic with an authoritarian streak, Wedgwood con-
tributed substantially to the development of the factory systerm..
In 1769 he opened a model factory o a new canal he had
promoted. With two hundred workers in several departments;:
Wedgwood exercised tremendous control over his workdorce, :
imposing fines for many infractions, such as being late, drinking
on the job, or wasting material. He wanted, he said, to create
men who would be like “machines” that “cannot err.” Yet
Wedgwood also recognized the value in treating workers well.
He championed a division of labor that

made most workers specialists who
received ongoing training. He also
encouraged employment of family
groups, who were housed in company row -
houses with long narrow backyards suitable
for raising vegetables and chickens. Paying
relatively high wages and providing pensions
and some benefits, Wedgwood developed a
high-quality labor force that learned to accept
his rigorous discipline and carried out his
ambitious plans.
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QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. How and why did Wedgwood
succeed?

2. Was Wedgwood a good boss or a
bad one? Why?

3. How did Wedgwood exemplify the
new class of factory owners?



Background: Karl Marx and Frederick Engels published the Communist Manifesto in 1848, just as the socialist
revolutions on the European continent were erupting. Marx believed that all of history could be basically
boiled down to a history of class struggle between two groups - the bourgeoisie (owners of factories, fields,
etc..) and the proletariat (workers who worked in factories and fields). Marx believed that capitalism created
a system of conflict between the two groups where the bourgeoisie attempted to extract labor from t-he
proletariat at the lowest possible level, which had subjected the proletariat to suffering throughout history.
Marx argued, however, that workers were the ones in a capitalist society who created value —i.e. cotton was
not worth very much until it was made into a product, a shirt let’s say. The worker is the one primarily
responsible for transforming the cotton into the shirt, but the owner of the plant only paid the worker a small
percentage of the profit from the shirt. Marx wanted to change this system and he believed socialism and

communism offered a way to do this.

The Classless Society

In The Communist Manifesto, Karl Marx and 6. Centralization of the means of communication and
Friedrich Engels projected that the struggle transport in the hands of the State.
between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat 7. Extension of factories and instruments of production
would end in the creation of a classless society, owned by the State. . . .
In this selection, they discuss the steps by which that classless 8. Equal liability of all to labor. Establishment of industrig]
society would be reached. armies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing indus.

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, The Communist tries; gradual abolition of the distinction between town

Manifesto and country, by a more equable distribution of the pop-
We have seen ... that the first step in the revolution by the ulation Aten the country: _ _

working class is to raise the proletariat to the position of rul- 10. Free education for all children in public schools. Abgli.
ing class. . .. The proletariat will use its political supremacy tion of children’s factory labor in its present form. . |

to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the bourgeoisie; to cen-
tralize all instruments of production in the hands of the State,
i.e., of the proletariat organized as the ruling class; and to
increase the total of productive forces as rapidly as possible,

Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except
by means of despotic inroads on the rights of property, and
on the conditions of bourgeois production; by means of mea-
sures, therefore, which appear economically insufficient and
untenable, but which, in the course of the movement, out-
strip themselves, necessitate further inroads upon the old
social order, and are unavoidable as a means of entirely
revolutionizing the mode of production.

These measures will of course be different in different
countries.

Nevertheless, in the most advanced countries, the follow-
ing will be pretty generally applicable:

When, in the course of development, class distinctions
have disappeared, and all production has been concentrated
in the whole nation, the public power will lose its political
character. Political power, properly so called, is merely the
organized power of one class for oppressing another. If the
proletariat during its contest with the bourgeoisie is com-
pelled, by the force of circumstances, to organize itself as a
class, if, by means of a revolution, it makes itself the ruling
class, and, as such, sweeps away by force the old conditions
of production, then it will, along with these conditions, have
swept away the conditions for the existence of class antago-
nisms and of classes generally, and will thereby have abol-
ished its own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society, with its classes and
class antagonisms, we shall have an association, in which the
free development of each is the condition for the free devel-

1. Abolition of property in land and application of all rents opment of all.

of land to public purposes. ) . ;
2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax. @ How did .Marx and E‘ngefs d.efme the prolet?rxat? The:
3. Abolition of all right of inheritance. . . ‘ bqurgeo;sng? Why did Marxists come to behe\fe that
5. Centralization of credit in the hands of the State, by thjs distinction W.as paramount for understanding
means of a national bank with State capital and an exclu- history and shaping the future?

sive monopoly.



Discipline in the New Factories

Workers in the new factories of the industrial
Revolution had been accustomed to a lifestyle
free of overseers. Unlike the cottages, where
workers spun thread and wove cloth in their own
rhythm and time, the factories demanded a new, rigorous
discipline geared to the requirements of the machines. This
selection is taken from a set of rules for a factory in Berlin in
1844. They were typical of company rules everywhere the
factory system had been established.

SCIENCE &
TECHNOLOGY

Factory Rules, Foundry and Engineering Works,
Royal Overseas Trading Company

In every large works, and in the coordination of any large
number of workmen, good order and harmony must be

looked upon as the fundamentals of success, and therefore
the following rules shall be strictly observed.

1. The normal working day begins at all seasons at 6 a.m.
precisely and ends, after the usual break of half an hour
for breakfast, an hour for dinner, and half an hour for
tea, at 7 p.M,, and it shall be strictly observed. . . .

2. Workers arriving 2 minutes late shall lose half an hour’s
wages; whoever is more than 2 minutes late may not
start work until after the next break, or at least shall lose
his wages until then. Any disputes about the correct
time shall be settled by the clock mounted above the
gatekeeper’s lodge. . . .

3. No workman, whether employed by time or piece, may
leave before the end of the working day, without having
first received permission from the overseer and having
given his name to the gatekeeper. Omission of these
two actions shall lead to a fine of ten silver groschen
payable to the sick fund.

4. Repeated irregular arrival at work shall lead to dismis-
sal. This shall also apply to those who are found idling

by an official or overseer, and refuse to obey their order
to resume work. . . .

6. No worker may leave his place of work otherwise than
for reasons connected with his work.

7. All conversation with fellow-workers is prohibited; if
any worker requires information about his work, he
must turn to the overseer, or to the particular fellow-
worker designated for the purpose.

8. Smoking in the workshops or in the yard is prohibited
during working hours; anyone caught smoking shall be
fined five silver groschen for the sick fund for every
such offense. . ..

10. Natural functions must be performed at the appropriate
places, and whoever is found soiling walls, fences,
squares, etc., and similarly, whoever is found washing
his face and hands in the workshop and not in the places
assigned for the purpose, shall be fined five silver gro-
schen for the sick fund. . . .

12. Tt goes without saying that all overseers and officials of
the firm shall be obeyed without question, and shall be
treated with due deference. Disobedience will be pun-
ished by dismissal.

13. Immediate dismissal shall also be the fate of anyone
found drunk in any of the workshops. . . .

14. Every workman is obliged to report to his superiors any
acts of dishonesty or embezzlement on the part of his
fellow workmen. If he omits to do so,*and it is shown af
ter subsequent discovery of a misdemeanor that he
knew about it at the time, he shall be liable to be taken
to court as an accessory after the fact and the wage due
to him shall be retained as punishment.

s
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What impact did factories have on the lives of
workers? To what extent have such “rules”
determined much of modern industrial life?
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The Sadler Report of the House
of Commons, 1832

Although, for many factory owners, children were among the ideal
workers in the factories of the industrial revolution, increasingly
their exploitation became a concern of the British Parliament. One
important parliamentary investigation, chaired by Michael Sadler,
took volumes of testimony from child workers and older people who
had worked as children in the mines and factories. The following is
a sample of that testimony: an interview with a former child worker
named Matthew Crabtree who had worked in a textile facrory. The
Sadler Commission report led to child-labor reform in the Factory
Act of 1833,

What seem to be the causes of Crabtree’s distress? How could
it have been alleviated? If the owner were asked why he didn’t pay
more, shorten the workday, provide more time for meals, or provide
medical assistance when it was needed, how do you think he would
have responded? Do you think Crabtree would have been in favor of
reduced hours if it meant reduced wages?

THINKING HISTORICALLY

To what extent are the problems faced by Crabtree the inevitable
results of machine production? To what extent are his problems
caused by capitalism? How might the owner of this factory have
addressed these issues?

Source: From The Sadler Report: Report from the Committee on the Bill to Regulate the
Labour of Children in the Mills and Factories of the United Kingdom (London: The House
of Commons, Parliamentary Papers, 1831-1832), 15:95-97.
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Friday, 18 May 1832 — Michael Thomas Sadler,
Esquire, in the Chair

Mr. Matthew Crabtree, called in; and Examined.

What age are you? — Twenty-two.

What is your occupation? — A blanket manufacturer.

Have you ever been employed in a factory? — Yes.

At what age did you first go to work in one? —Eight.

How long did you continue in that occupation? —Four years.

Will vou state the hours of labour at the period when you first went
to the factory, in ordinary times? —From 6 in the morning to 8 at night.

Fourteen hours? — Yes.

With what intervals for refreshment and rest?>— An hour at noon.

Then you had no resting time allowed in which to take your break-
fast, or what is in Yorkshire called your “drinking”?-—No.

When trade was brisk what were your hours?>—From 5 in the morning
to 9 in the evening.,

Sixteen hours? — Yes.

With what intervals at dinner'?>— An hour.

How far did you live from the mill?— About two miles.

Was there any time allowed for you to get your breakfast in the
mill? — No.

Did you take it before you left your home? — Generally.

During those long hours of labour could you be punctual; how did
vou awake? —I seldom did awake spontaneously; [ was most generally
awoke or lifted out of bed, sometimes asleep, by my parents.

Were you always in time? — No.

What was the consequence if you had been too late? —1 was most
commonly beaten.

Severely? — Very severely, I thought.

In whose factory was this?— Messrs. Hague & Cook’s, of Dewsbury.

Will you state the effect that those long hours had upon the state
of your health and feelings? —1 was, when working those long hours,
commonly very much fatigued at night, when I left my work; so much
so that I sometimes should have slept as I walked if I had not stumbled
and started awake again; and so sick often that I could not eat, and what
I did eat I vomited.

Did this labour destroy your appetite? —Irt did.

In what situation were you in that mill? —1 was a piecener.

Will you state to this Committee whether piecening is a very labori-
ous employment for children, or not?—1It is a very laborious employ-
ment. Pieceners are continually running to and fro, and on their feet the
whole day.

'The main meal, in the afternoon. Not the evening supper. [Ed.]



814 21 / Capitalism and the Industrial Revolution

The duty of the piecener is to take the cardings from one part of the
machinery, and to place them on another? — Yes.

So that the labour is not only continual, but it is unabated to the
last>—1It is unabated to the last.

Do you not think, from your own experience, that the speed of
the machinery is so calculated as to demand the utmost exertions of a
child supposing the hours were moderate? —It is as much as they could
do at the best; they are always upon the stretch, and it is commonly very
difficult to keep up with their work.

State the condition of the children toward the latter part of the day.
who have thus to keep up with the machinery.—It is as much as thev
can do when they are not very much fatigued to keep up with their
work, and toward the close of the day, when they come to be more
fatigued, they cannot keep up with it very well, and the consequence is
that they are beaten to spur them on.

Were you beaten under those circumstances? — Yes.

Frequently? — Very frequently.

And principally at the latter end of the day? — Yes.

And is it your belief that if you had not been so beaten, you should
not have got through the work? —1I should not if I had not been kept up
to it by some means.

Does beating then principally occur at the latter end of the day,
when the children are exceedingly fatigued? —It does at the latter end of
the day, and in the morning sometimes, when they are very drowsy, and
have not got rid of the fatigue of the day before.

What were you beaten with principally?— A strap.

Anyrhing else? — Yes, a stick sometimes; and there is a kind of roller
which runs on the top of the machine called a billy, perhaps two or three
yards in length, and perhaps an inch and a half, or more in diameter;
the circumference would be four or five inches; I cannor speak exactly.

Were you beaten with that instrument? — Yes.

Have you yourself been beaten, and have you seen other children
struck severely with that roller?—1 have been struck very severely with
it myself, so much so as to knock me down, and I have seen other chil-
dren have their heads broken with it.

You think that it is a general practice to beat the children with the
roller? —TIr is.

You do not think then that you were worse treated than other chil-
dren in the mill>—No, [ was not, perhaps not so bad as some were.

In those mills is chastisement towards the latter part of the day going
on perpetually? —Perpetually.

So that you can hardly be in a mill without hearing constant
crying? — Never an hour, I believe.

Do you think that if the overlooker were naturally a humane person
it would be still found necessary for him to beat the children, in order to
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xeep up their attention and vigilance at the termination of those extraor-
dinary days of labour? — Yes, the machine turns off a regular quantity
of cardings, and of course they must keep as regularly to their work the
whole of the day; they must keep with the machine, and therefore how-
ever humane the slubber may be, as he must keep up with the machine
or be found fault with, he spurs the children to keep up also by various
means but that which he commonly resorts to is to strap them when they
hecome drowsy.

At the time when you were beaten for not keeping up with your
work, were you anxious to have done it if you possibly could? — Yes;
the dread of being beaten if we could not keep up with our work was a
sufficient impulse to keep us to it if we could.

When you got home at night after this labour, did you feel much
ratigued? — Very much so.

Had you any time to be with vour parents, and to receive instruction
rrom them?—No.

What did you do?—All that we did when we got home was to get
the little bit of supper that was provided for us and go to bed immedi-
ately. If the supper had not been ready directly, we should have gone to
sleep while it was preparing.

Did you not, as a child, feel it a very grievous hardship to be roused
50 soon in the morning? —I did.

Were the rest of the children similarly circumstanced? — Yes, all of
them; but they were not all of them so far from their work as 1 was.

And if you had been too late you were under the apprehension of
being cruelly beaten? —1 generally was beaten when I happened to be
too late; and when I got up in the morning the apprehension of that was
<o great, that I used to run, and cry all the way as I went to the mill.

That was the way by which your punctual attendance was
secured? — Yes.

And you do not think it could have been secured by any other
means? — No.

Then it is your impression from what you have seen, and from
vour own experience, that those long hours of labour have the ef-
fect of rendering young persons who are subject to them exceedingly
unhappv?— Yes.

You have already said it had a considerable effect upon your
health? — Yes.

Do you conceive that it diminished your growth?—1 did not pay
much attention to that; but I have been examined by some persons who
said they thought I was rather stunted, and that I should have been taller
if [ had not worked at the mill.

What were your wages at that time? — Three shillings (per week).

And how much a day had you for overwork when you were worked
so exceedingly long? — A halfpenny a day.
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Did you frequently forfeit that if you were not always there to a
moment? — Yes; [ most frequently forfeited what was allowed for those
long hours.

You took your food to the mill; was it in your mill, as is the case in
cotton mills, much spoiled by being laid aside? —It was very frequently
covered by flues from the wool; and in that case they had to be blown
off with the mouth, and picked off with the fingers before it could be
eaten.

So that not giving you a little leisure for eating your food, but
obliging you to take it at the mill, spoiled your food when you did get
it?—Yes, very commonly.

And that at the same time that this over-labour injured your
appetite? — Yes.

Could you eat when you got home? —Not always.

What is the effect of this piecening upon the hands? —It makes them
bleed; the skin is completely rubbed off, and in that case they bleed in
perhaps a dozen parts.

The prominent parts of the hand? — Yes, all the prominent parts of
the hand are rubbed down till they bleed; every day they are rubbed in
that way.

All the time you continue at work? —All the time we are working.
The hands never can be hardened in that work, for the grease keeps them
soft in the first instance, and long and continual rubbing is always wearing
them down, so that if they were hard they would be sure to bleed.

It is attended with much pain? —Very much.

Do they allow you to make use of the back of the hand?—No; the
work cannot be so well done with the back of the hand, or I should have
made use of that.



PETER N. STEARNS
The Industrial Revolution Outside the West®

Stearns, @ modern historian, discusses the export of industrial machinery
and techniques outside the West (Europe and North America) in the
nineteenth century. Again and again, he finds that initial attempts at
industrialization — in Russia, India, Egypt, and South America — led to
increased production of export crops and resources but failed to
stimulate true industrial revolutions. Consequently, as producers of raw
materials, these countries became more deeply dependent on Western
markets for their products, while at the same time importing from the
West more valuable manufactured products like machinery. What
common reasons can you find for these failures?

Before the 1870s no industrial revolution occurred outside Western society.
The spread of industrialization within Western Europe, while by no means
automatic, followed from a host of shared economic, cultural, and political
features. The quick ascension of the United States was somewhat more
surprising — the area was not European and had been far less developed
economically during the eighteenth century. Nevertheless, extensive
commercial experience in the northern states and the close mercantile and
cultural ties with Britain gave the new nation advantages for its rapid imitation
of the British lead. Abundant natural resources and extensive investments from
Europe kept the process going, joining the United States to the wider dynamic
of industrialization in the nineteenth-century West.

Elsewhere, conditions did not permit an industrial revolution, an issue that
must be explored in dealing with the international context for this first phase of
the world's industrial experience. Yet the West's industrial revolution did have
substantial impact. It led to a number of pilot projects whereby initial
machinery and factories were established under Western guidance. More
important, it led to new Western demands on the world's economies that
instigated significant change without industrialization; indeed, these demands
in several cases made industrialization more difficult.

Pilot Projects

Russia's contact with the West's industrial revolution before the 1870s
offers an important case study that explains why many societies could not
follow the lead of nations like France or the United States in imitating Britain.
Yet Russia did introduce some new equipment for economic and military-
political reasons, and these initiatives did generate change — they were not
mere window dressing.

More than most societies not directly part of Western civilization, Russia
had special advantages in reacting to the West's industrial lead and special
motivation for paying attention to this lead. Russia had been part of Europe's
diplomatic network since about 1700. It saw itself as one of Europe's great
powers, a participant in international conferences and military alliances. The
country also had close cultural ties with Western Europe, sharing in artistic
styles and scientific developments— though Russian leadership had stepped
back from cultural alignment because of the shock of the French Revolution in

! Peter N. Stearns, The Industrial Revolution in World History (Boulder, Colo.:
Westview Press, 1993), 71-79.



1789 and subsequent political disorders in the West. Russian aristocrats and in-
tellectuals routinely visited western Europe. Finally, Russia had prior experience
in imitating Western technology and manufacturing: importation of Western
metallurgy and shipbuilding had formed a major part of Peter the Great's
reform program in the early eighteenth century.

Contacts of this sort explain why Russia began to receive an industrial
outreach from the West within a few decades of the advent of the industrial
revolution. British textile machinery was imported beginning in 1843. Ernst
Knoop, a German immigrant to Britain who had clerked in a Manchester cotton
factory, set himself up as export agent to the Russians. He also sponsored
British workers who installed the machinery in Russia and told any Russian
entrepreneur brash enough to ask not simply for British models but for
alterations or adaptations: "That is not your affair; in England they know better
than you." Despite the snobbism, a number of Russian entrepreneurs set up
small factories to produce cotton, aware that even in Russia's small urban
market they could make a substantial profit by underselling traditional
manufactured cloth. Other factories were established directly by Britons.

Europeans and Americans were particularly active in responding to calls by
the tsar's government for assistance in establishing railway and steamship lines.
The first steamship appeared in Russia in 1815, and by 1820 a regular service
ran on the Volga River. The first public railroad, joining St. Petersburg to the
imperial residence in the suburbs, opened in 1837. In 1851 the first major line
connected St. Petersburg and Moscow, along a remarkably straight route
desired by Tsar Nicholas | himself. American engineers were brought in, again
by the government, to set up a railroad industry so that Russians could build
their own locomotives and cars. George Whistler, the father of the painter
James McNeill Whistler (and thus husband of Whistler's mother), played an
important role in the effort. He and some American workers helped train
Russians in the needed crafts, frequently complaining about their slovenly
habits but appreciating their willingness to learn.

Russian imports of machinery increased rapidly; they were over thirty times
as great in 1860 as they had been in 1825. While in 1851 the nation
manufactured only about half as many machines as it imported, by 1860 the
equation was reversed, and the number of machine-building factories had
quintupled (from nineteen to ninety-nine). The new cotton industry surged
forward with most production organized in factories using wage labor.

These were important changes. They revealed that some Russians were
alert to the business advantages of Western methods and that some
Westerners saw the great profits to be made by setting up shop in a huge but
largely agricultural country. The role of the government was vital: The tsars
used tax money to offer substantial premiums to Western entrepreneurs, who
liked the adventure of dealing with the Russians but liked their superior profit
margins even more.

But Russia did not then industrialize. Modern industrial operations did not
sufficiently dent established economic practices. The nation remained
overwhelmingly agricultural. High percentage increases in manufacturing
proceeded from such a low base that they had little general impact. Several
structural barriers impeded a genuine industrial revolution. Russia's cities had
never boasted a manufacturing tradition; there were few artisans skilled even in
preindustrial methods. Only by the 1860s and 1870s had cities grown enough
for an artisan core to take shape — in printing, for example — and even then



large numbers of foreigners (particularly Germans) had to be imported. Even
more serious was the system of serfdom that kept most Russians bound to agri-
cultural estates. While some free laborers could be found, most rural Russians
could not legally leave their land, and their obligation to devote extensive work
service to their lords' estates reduced their incentive even for agricultural
production. Peter the Great had managed to adapt serfdom to a preindustrial
metallurgical industry by allowing landlords to sell villages and the labor therein
for expansion of ironworks. But this mongrel system was not suitable for
change on a grander scale, which is precisely what the industrial revolution
entailed.

Furthermore, the West's industrial revolution, while it provided tangible
examples for Russia to imitate, also produced pressures to develop more
traditional sectors in lieu of structural change. The West's growing cities and
rising prosperity claimed rising levels of Russian timber, hemp, tallow, and,
increasingly, grain. These were export goods that could be produced without
new technology and without altering the existing labor system. Indeed, many
landlords boosted the work-service obligations of the serfs in order to generate
more grain production for sale to the West. The obvious temptation was to lock
in an older economy — to respond to new opportunity by incremental changes
within the traditional system and to maintain serfdom and the rural
preponderance rather than to risk fundamental internal transformation.

The proof of Russia's lag showed in foreign trade. It rose but rather
modestly, posting a threefold increase between 1800 and 1860. Exports of raw
materials approximately paid for the imports of some machinery, factory-made
goods from abroad, and a substantial volume of luxury products for the
aristocracy. And the regions that participated most in the growing trade were
not the tiny industrial enclaves (in St. Petersburg, Moscow, and the iron-rich
Urals) but the wheat-growing areas of southern Russia where even industrial
pilot projects had yet to surface. Russian manufacturing exported nothing at all
to the West, though it did find a few customers in Turkey, central Asia, and
China.

The proof of Russia's lag showed even more dramatically in Russia's new
military disadvantage. Peter the Great's main goal had been to keep Russian
military production near enough to Western levels to remain competitive, with
the huge Russian population added into the equation. This strategy now failed,
for the West's industrial revolution changed the rules of the game. A war in
1854 pitting Russia against Britain and France led to Russia's defeat in its own
backyard. The British and French objected to new Russian territorial gains (won
at the expense of Turkey's Ottoman Empire) that brought Russia greater access
to the Black Sea. The battleground was the Crimea. Yet British and French
steamships connected their armies more reliably with supplies and
reinforcements from home than did Russia's ground transportation system with
its few railroads and mere three thousand miles of first-class roads. And British
and French industry could pour out more and higher-quality uniforms, guns,
and munitions than traditional Russian manufacturing could hope to match. The
Russians lost the Crimean War, surrendering their gains and swallowing their
pride in 1856. Patchwork change had clearly proved insufficient to match the
military, much less the economic, power the industrial revolution had
generated in the West.

After a brief interlude, the Russians digested the implications of their defeat
and launched a period of basic structural reforms. The linchpin was the
abolition of serfdom in 1861. Peasants were not entirely freed, and rural



discontent persisted, but many workers could now leave the land; the basis for
a wage labor force was established. Other reforms focused on improving basic
education and health, and while change in these areas was slow, it too set the
basis for a genuine commitment to industrialization. A real industrial revolution
lay in the future, however. By the 1870s Russia's contact with industrialization
had deepened its economic gap vis-a-vis the West but had vyielded a few
interesting experiments with new methods and a growing realization of the
need for further change.

Societies elsewhere in the world — those more removed from traditional
ties to the West or more severely disadvantaged in the ties that did exist — saw
even more tentative industrial pilot projects during the West's industrialization
period. The Middle East and India tried some industrial imitation early on but
largely failed — though not without generating some important economic
change. Latin America also launched some revealingly limited technological
change. Only eastern Asia and sub-Saharan Africa were largely untouched by
any explicit industrial imitations until the late 1860s or beyond; they were too
distant from European culture to venture a response so quickly.

Prior links with the West formed the key variable, as Russia's experience
abundantly demonstrated. Societies that had some familiarity with Western
merchants and some preindustrial awareness of the West's steady commercial
gains mounted some early experiments in industrialization. Whether they
benefited as a result compared with areas that did nothing before the late
nineteenth century might be debated.

One industrial initiative in India developed around Calcutta, where British
colonial rule had centered since the East India Company founded the city in
1690. A Hindu Brahman family, the Tagores, established close ties with many
British administrators. Without becoming British, they sponsored a number of
efforts to revivify India, including new colleges and research centers.
Dwarkanath Tagore controlled tax collection in part of Bengal, and early in the
nineteenth century he used part of his profit to found a bank. He also bought up
a variety of commercial landholdings and traditional manufacturing operations.
In 1834 he joined with British capitalists to establish a diversified company that
boasted holdings in mines (including the first Indian coal mine), sugar refineries,
and some new-textile factories; the equipment was imported from Britain.
Tagore's dominant idea was a British-Indian economic and cultural collaboration
that would revitalize his country. He enjoyed a high reputation in Europe and
for a short time made a success of his economic initiatives. Tagore died on a trip
abroad, and his financial empire declined soon after.

This first taste of Indian industrialization was significant, but it brought few
immediate results. The big news in India, even as Tagore launched his
companies, was the rapid decline of traditional textiles under the
bombardment of British factory competition; millions of Indian villagers were
thrown out of work. Furthermore, relations between Britain and the Indian
elite worsened after the mid-1830s as British officials sought a more active
economic role and became more intolerant of Indian culture. One British
official, admitting no knowledge of Indian scholarship, wrote that "all the
historical information" and science available in Sanskrit was "less valuable than
what may be found in the most paltry abridgements used at preparatory
schools in England." With these attitudes, the kind of collaboration that might
have aided Indian appropriation of British industry became impossible.

The next step in India's contact with the industrial revolution did not occur



until the 1850s when the colonial government began to build a significant
railroad network. The first passenger line opened in 1853. Some officials feared
that Hindus might object to traveling on such smoke-filled monsters, but trains
proved very popular and there ensued a period of rapid economic and social
change. The principal result, however, was not industrial development but
further extension of commercial agriculture (production of cotton and other
goods for export) and intensification of British sales to India's interior. Coal
mining did expand, but manufacturing continued to shrink. There was no hint of
an industrial revolution in India.

Imitation in the Middle East was somewhat more elaborate, in part because
most of this region, including parts of North Africa, retained independence from
European colonialism. Muslims had long disdained Western culture and
Christianity, and Muslim leaders, including the rulers of the great Ottoman
Empire, had been very slow to recognize the West's growing dynamism after
the fifteenth century. Some Western medicine was imported, but technology
was ignored. Only in the eighteenth century did this attitude begin, haltingly, to
change. The Ottoman government imported a printing press from Europe and
began discussing Western-style technical training, primarily in relationship to
the military.

In 1798 a French force briefly seized Egypt, providing a vivid symbol of
Europe's growing technical superiority. Later an Ottoman governor,
Muhammed Ali, seized Egypt from the imperial government and pursued an
ambitious agenda of expansionism and modernization. Muhammed Ali
sponsored many changes in Egyptian society in imitation of Western patterns,
including a new tax system and new kinds of schooling. He also destroyed the
traditional Egyptian elite. The government encouraged agricultural production
by sponsoring major irrigation projects and began to import elements of the
industrial revolution from the West in the 1830s. English machinery and
technicians were brought in to build textile factories, sugar refineries, paper
mills, and weapons shops. Muhammed Ali clearly contemplated a sweeping
reform program in which industrialization would play a central role in making
Egypt a powerhouse in the Middle East and an equal to the European powers.
Many of his plans worked well, but the industrialization effort failed. Egyptian
factories could not in the main compete with European imports, and the initial
experiments either failed or stagnated. More durable changes involved the
encouragement to the production of cash crops like sugar and cotton, which the
government required in order to earn tax revenues to support its armies and its
industrial imports. Growing concentration on cash crops also enriched a new
group of Egyptian landlords and merchants. But the shift actually formalized
Egypt's dependent position in the world economy, as European businesses and
governments increasingly interfered with the internal economy. The Egyptian
reaction to the West's industrial revolution, even more than the Russian
response, was to generate massive economic redefinition without
industrialization, a strategy that locked peasants into landlord control and made
a manufacturing transformation at best a remote prospect.

Spurred by the West's example and by Muhammed Ali, the Ottoman
government itself set up some factories after 1839, importing equipment from
Europe to manufacture textiles, paper, and guns. Coal and iron mining were
encouraged. The government established a postal system in 1834, a telegraph
system in 1855, and steamships and the beginning of railway construction from
1866 onward. These changes increased the role of European traders and
investors in the Ottoman economy and produced no overall industrial



revolution. Again, the clearest result of improved transport and communication
was a growing emphasis on the export of cash crops and minerals to pay for
necessary manufactured imports from Europe. An industrial example had been
set, and, as in Egypt, a growing though still tiny minority of Middle Easterners
gained some factory experience, but no fundamental transformation
occurred....

Developments of preliminary industrial trappings — a few factories, a few
railroads — nowhere outside Europe converted whole economies to an
industrialization process until late in the nineteenth century, though they
provided some relevant experience on which later (mainly after 1870) and more
intensive efforts could build. A few workers became factory hands and
experienced some of the same upheaval as their Western counterparts in terms
of new routines and pressures on work pace. Many sought to limit their factory
experience, leaving for other work or for the countryside after a short time;
transience was a problem for much the same reasons as in the West: the clash
with traditional work and leisure values. Some technical and business expertise
also developed. Governments took the lead in most attempts to imitate the
West, which was another portent for the future; with some exceptions, local
merchant groups had neither the capital nor the motivation to undertake such
ambitious and uncertain projects. By the 1850s a number of governments were
clearly beginning to realize that some policy response to the industrial
revolution was absolutely essential, lest Western influence become still more
overwhelming. On balance, however, the principal results of very limited
imitation tended to heighten the economic imbalance with western Europe, a
disparity that made it easier to focus on nonindustrial exports. This too was a
heritage for the future. . ..

1. Did nineteenth-century efforts to ignite industrial revolutions outside
the West fail because these societies neglected to develop
capitalism, or did they fail because their local needs were
subordinated to thase of Western capitalists?

2. Explain.
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Lesson 1

Student Handout I—Readings on Motives and Justifications for Colonial
Congquests

1. British Perspective: Charles Wentworth Dilke, 1868

Many who are aware of the power of the English nations are nevertheless disposed to believe
that our own is morally, as well as physically, the least powerful of the sections of the race or, in
other words, that we are overshadowed by America and Australia. The rise to power of our
southern colonies is, however, distant, and an alliance between ourselves and America is still one
to be made on equal terms. Although we are forced to contemplate the speedy loss of our
manufacturing supremacy as coal becomes cheaper in America and dearer in Old England, we
have nevertheless as much to bestow on America as she has to confer on us. The possession of
India offers to ourselves that element of vastness of dominion which, in this age, is needed to
secure width of thought and nobility of purpose; but to the English race our possession of India,
of the coasts of Africa, and of the ports of China offers the possibility of planting free institutions
among the black-skinned races of the world.

Source: Excerpted from Charles Wentworth Dilke, “Greater Britain,” in John L. Heineman, ed., Readings in
European History: 1789 to the Present: A Collection of Primary Sources, 2™ ed. (Dubuque, IA: Kendall Hunt,
1994), 177.

2. British Perspective: Karl Pearson, 1901

History shows me one way, and one way only in which a high state of civilization has been
produced, namely, the struggle of race with race, and the survival of the physically and mentally
fitter race. If you want to know whether the lower races of man can evolve a higher type, I fear
the only course is to leave them to fight it out among themselves, and even then the struggle for
existence between individual and individual, between tribe and tribe, may not be supported by
that physical selection due to a particular climate on which probably so much of the Aryan’s
success depended. ... There is a struggle of race against race and of nation against nation. In the
early days of that struggle it was a blind, unconscious struggle of barbaric tribes. At the present
day, in the case of the civilized white man, it has become more and more the conscious, carefully
directed attempt to fit itself to a continuously changing environment.

Source: Excerpted from Karl Pearson, “National Life from the Standpoint of Science,” in Heineman, Readings in
European History, 171.

3. French Perspective: Edouard Guillon, 1881

[The natives] are great children who are just being admitted to civilization. Our task is traced out
in advance. [s it not our duty to direct them, to instruct them, to educate them morally? In
Indochina, as in Senegal or in-Algeria, as everywhere that we find ourselves in the presence of
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primitive or corrupt societies, our most useful auxiliaries will be missionaries and schoolmasters.
What force can resist the two levers of religion and science? Let us know how to use them, and
we shall have accomplished a useful and patriotic work. ...

Source: Edouard Guillon, “Les Colonies Francaises,” in Heineman, Readings in European History, 180.

4. French Perspective: Jules Ferry, 1890

Colonial policy is the child of the industrial revolution. For wealthy countries where capital
abounds and accumulates fast, where industry is expanding steadily, where even agriculture
must become mechanized in order to survive, exports are essential for public prosperity. Both
demand for labor and scope for capital investment depend on the foreign market ... All over the
world, beyond the Vosges, and across the Atlantic, the raising of high tariffs has resulted in an
increasing volume of manufactured goods, the disappearance of traditional markets, and the
appearance of fierce competition. Countries react by raising their own tariff barriers, but that is
not enough ... The protectionist system, unless accompanied by a serious colonial policy, is like
a steam engine without a safety valve ... The European consumer market is saturated; unless we
declare modern society bankrupt and prepare, at the dawn of the twentieth century, for its
liquidation by revolution (the consequences of which we can scarcely foresee), new consumer
markets will have to be created in other parts of the world. ... Colonial policy is an international
manifestation of the eternal laws of competition.

Source: Excerpted from Jules Ferry, “Tonkin et la Mére-Patrie,” in Heineman, Readings in European History, 184,

5. German Perspective: Friedrich Fabri, 1878

The fact is that England tenaciously holds on to its world-wide possessions with scarcely one-
fourth the manpower of our [German] continental military state. That is not only a great
economic advantage but also a striking proof of the solid power and cultural fiber of England.
Great Britain, of course, isolates herself far from the mass warfare of the continent, or only goes
into action with dependable allies; hence the insular state has suffered and will suffer no real
damage. In any case, it would be wise for us Germans to learn about colonial skills from our
Anglo-Saxon cousins and to begin a friendly competition with them. When the German Reich
centuries ago stood at the pinnacle of the states of Europe, it was the Number One trade and sea
power. If the New Germany wants to protect its newly won position of power for a long time, it
must heed its culture-mission and, above all, delay no longer in the task of renewing the call for
colonies.

Source: Excerpted from Friedrich Fabri, Bedarf Deutschland der Kolonien, in Heineman, Readings in European
History, 179,

6. German Perspective: Wilhelm II, 1897

http://worldhistoryforusall.sdsu.edu/ Page 8
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The voyage on which you are starting and the task you have to perform have nothing essentially
novel about them ... May our countrymen abroad, whether priests or merchants or of any other
calling, be firmly convinced that the protection of the German Empire, as represented by the
imperial ships, will be constantly afforded them. Should, however, anyone attempt to affront us,
or to infringe on our good rights, then strike out with mailed fist, and if God will, weave round
your young brow the laurel which nobody in the whole German Empire will begrudge you.

Source: Excerpted from Wilhelm II's speech, in Heineman, Readings in European History, 183,
7. United States Perspective: Albert T. Beveridge, 1900

God has not been preparing the English-speaking and Teutonic peoples for a thousand years for
nothing but vain and idle self-admiration. No! He has made us the master organizers of the world
to establish systems where chaos reigns ... He has made us adept in government that we may
administer government among savages and senile peoples.

Source: Excerpted from Richard Hofstadter, Social Darwinism in American Thought, in MaryAnn Janosik-
Ghiandoni and Roberta Leach, eds., U.S. History: The Emergence of Modern America, 1866 — 1920, Book 2 (Culver
City, CA: Center for Learning, Social Studies School Service, 2007), 115.

8. United States Perspective: Alfred T. Mahan, 1890

Whether we will it or no, Americans must now look outward. The growing production of the
country demands it. An increasing volume of public sentiment demands it. The position of the
United States, between the two Old Worlds and the two great oceans, makes the same claim
which will soon be strengthened by the creation of the new link joining the Atlantic and Pacific.
The tendency will be maintained and increased by the growth of the European colonies in the
Pacific, by the advancing civilization of Japan, and by the rapid peopling of our Pacific States ...
Three things are needful: First, protection of the chief harbors, by fortifications and coast-
defense ships ... Secondly, naval force, the arm of offensive power, which alone enables a
country to extend its influence outward. Thirdly, no foreign state should henceforth acquire a
coaling station within three thousand miles of San Francisco.

Source: Excerpted from Alfred T. Mahan, The Influence of Sea Power Upon History, in Janosik-Ghiandoni and
Leach, U.S. History: The Emergence of Modern America, 116.

9. Japanese Perspective: Okubo Toschimichi, 1874

If the people are adequately wealthy, it follows naturally that the country will become strong and
wealthy ... If so, it will not be difficult for us to compete effectively against major powers. This
has always been your subject’s sincere desire. He is even more convinced of the necessity of its
implementation today, and is therefore submitting humbly his recommendations for Your
Majesty’s august decision.

http://worldhistoryforusall.sdsu.eduw/ Page 9
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Source: Excerpted from Okubo Toschimichi, “Recommendation on Industrialization,” in Merry E. Wiesner et al.,
eds., Discovering the Global Past: A Look at the Evidence, Vol. II: Since 1400, 2" Ed. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin,
2002), 255.

10. Japanese Perspective: [to Hirobumi, 1895

What then is the aim of the nation? It is the imperial aim decided upon at the time of the [Meiji]
Restoration of imperial rule ... The aim of our country has been from the very beginning, to
attain among the nations of the world the status of a civilized nation and to become a member of
the comity of European and American nations which occupy the position of civilized countries.

Source: Excerpted from Ito Hirobumi, “Speech at a Homecoming Celebration,” in Wiesner, Discovering the Global
Past, 257.
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Individuals in Soclety

Giuseppe Garibaldi

WHEN GIUSEPPE GARIBALDI (1807-1882)

visited England in 1864, he received the most triumphant
welcome ever given to any foreigner. Honored and feted by
politicians and high society, he also captivated the masses. An
unprecedented crowd of a half-million people cheered his
carriage through the streets of London. These ovations were
no fluke. In his time, Garibaldi was probably the most famous
and most beloved figure in the world.* How could this be?

A rare combination of wild adventure and extraordinary
achievement partly accounted for his derigod status. Born in
Nice, Garibaldi went to sea at fifteen and sailed the Mediter-
ranean for twelve years. At seventeen his travels took him to
Rome, and he was converted in an aimost religious experience
to the “New ltaly, the Italy of all the Italians.” As he later wrote in
his best-selling Autobiography, “The Rome that | beheld with
the eyes of youthful imagination was the Rome of the future—
the dominant thought of my whole life”

Sentenced to death in 1834 for his part in a revolutionary
uprising in Genoa, Garibaldi barely escaped to South America.
For twelve years he led a guerrilla band in Uruguay's struggle
for independence from Argentina. “Shipwrecked, ambushed,
shot through the neck,” he found in a tough young woman, Anna
da Silva, a mate and companion in arms. Their first children
nearly starved in the jungle while Garibaldi, clad in his long red
shirt, fashioned a legend as a fearless freedom fighter.

After he returned to ltaly in 1848, the campaigns of his
patriotic volunteers against the Austrians in 1848 and 1859
mobilized democratic nationalists. The stage was set for his
volunteer army to liberate Sicily against enormous odds, aston-
ishing the world and creating a large ltalian state. Garibaldi's
achievernent matched his legend.

A brilliant fighter, the handsome and inspiring leader was
an uncompromising idealist of absolute integrity. He never drew
personal profit from his exploits, continuing to milk his goats
and rarely possessing more than one change of clothing. When
Victor Emmanuel offered him lands and titles after his great
victory in 1861, even as the left-leaning volunteers were dis-
banded and humiliated, Garibaldi declined, saying he could not
be bought off. Returning to his farm on a tiny rocky island, he
denounced the government without hesitation when he con-
cluded that it was betraying the dream of unification with its
ruthless rule in the south. Yet even after a duplicitous Italian
government caused two later attacks on Rome to fail, his faith
in the generative power of national unity never wavered.
Garibaldi showed that ideas and ideals count in history.

Above all, millions of ordinary men and women identified
with Garibaldi because they believed that he was fighting for
them. They recognized him as one of their own and saw that
he remained true to them in spite of his triumphs, thereby
ennobling their own lives and aspirations. Welcoming runaway
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slaves as equals in Latin America, advocating the emancipa-
tion of women, introducing social reforms in the south, and
pressing for free education and a broader suffrage in the new
Italy, Garibaldi the national hero fought for freedom and human:
dignity. The common people understoed and loved him for it.

Giuseppe Garibaldi, the charismatic leader, shown
in an 1856 engraving based on a photograph. (Bettmann/
Corbis)



Name: Date:

Directions: Read the following excerpt, and then answer the questions that follow.

The Berlin Conference

THE BERLIN CONFERENCE

Because of its size, surface features, climate, resources, and strategic importance, Africa became a prime
candidate for conquest by ambitious European empires. Although Africa is physically remote from the power
centers of Europe, North America, and Asia, it is surrounded by water and can therefore be reached easily from
the other continents. This meant that the Europeans needed to establish rules for dealing with one another if
they were to avoid constant bloodshed and competition for African resources. The Berlin Conference
established those ground rules.

By the mid-nineteenth century, Europeans had established colonies all along the African coast and
competed for control. The push for overseas territories was made even more intense by the Industrial
Revolution and the need for cheap labor, raw material, and new markets. The competition between the
Europeans often led to violent conflict.

The conference was held in Berlin between November 15, 1884 and November 26, 1885, under the
leadership of German Chancellor Otto von Bismarck. Although controlling the slave trade and promoting
humanitarian idealism were promoted as the focus of the conference, the conference only passed empty
resolutions about the ending of slave trade and providing for the welfare of Africa. In truth, the result of the
Conference was a method of dividing the continent of Africa between the European powers.

Article 34 of the Berlin Act stated that any European nation that took possession of an African coast, or
named themselves as “protectorate” of one, had to inform the other powers of the Berlin Act of this action. If
this was not done then their claim would not be recognized. This article introduced the “spheres of influence”
doctrine, the control of a coast also meant that they would control the hinterland to an almost unlimited
distance.

Article 35 determined that in order to occupy a coastal possession, the nation also had to prove that they
controlled sufficient authority there to protect existing rights such as freedom of trade and transit. This was
called the doctrine of “effective occupation” and it made the conquest of Africa a less bloody process.

The Berlin Act was an important change in international affairs. It created the rules for “effective
occupation” of conquered lands, ensuring that the division of Africa would take place without war among the
European powers. Through the Berlin Act, the European powers justified dividing a continent amongst them
without considering the desires of the indigenous peoples.

While this appears extremely arrogant to us now, it seemed to them to be the obvious extension of their
imperialism. The Berlin Conference is one of the clearest examples of the assumptions and preconceptions of
this era, and its effects on Africa can still be seen today.

The above information used with permission from hiip. www campis noriny wrk.edu history WebChron Africa BerlinConf hunl
Reading pulled from: Carmichael, Gary. "The Berlin Conference, 1884." Whitefish High School. htip //wps k1 2.mt.us/teachers/carmichaclg/new page_ 33.htm.



JOSEPH CONRAD
Heart of Darkness, 1899

Although his native tongue was Polish (and French his second lan-
guage), Joseph Conrad (1857-1924) became one of the leading
English novelists of the era of British imperialism. Drawing on his
experience as a mariner and ship captain, he secured a post as an
officer on river steamboats on the Congo River in 1890. Nine years
later he published Heart of Darkness, a novel that has introduced
generations since to Africa, the Congo, the era of colonialism, and
European ideas of “the other,”

In this selection from the novel, Conrad’s narrator, Marlow, tells of
his voyage up the Congo to meet the enigmatic European Kurtz, who
has secured prodigious amounts of ivory for his Belgian employer but
(we learn at the end of the novel) has lost his mind in the process,

What impression does Heart of Darkness give of Africa and Africans?
What does it suggest were the motives or intentions of European
explorers and traders in Africa? What feeling does this selection
convey about European colonization of Africa?

THINKING HISTORICALLY

Like many novels, Heart of Darkness is based on the actual experiences
of the author. Despite the basis in fact, however, it is very different
from historical writing. Imagine Conrad writing a history of the events
described in this selection. How would it be different? Would one
account be truer, or merely reveal different truths?

Source: Joseph Conrad, Heart of Darkness, A Norton Crirical Edition {New York: Norton,
1988), 35-39. Originally published by Blackwood’s Magazine (London, 1899, 1902).
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Going up that river was like travelling back to the earliest beginnings of
the world, when vegetation rioted on the earth and the big trees were
kings. An empty stream, a great silence, an impenetrable forest. The air
was warm, thick, heavy, sluggish. There was no joy in the brilliance of
sunshine. The long stretches of the waterway ran on, deserted, into the
gloom of overshadowed distances. On silvery sandbanks hippos and
alligarors sunned themselves side by side. The broadening waters flowed
through a mob of wooded islands. You lost your way on that river as
you would in a desert and butted all day long against shoals trying to
find the channel till you thought yourself bewitched and cut off for ever
from everything you had known once—somewhere — far away——in an-
other existence perhaps. There were moments when one’s past came
back to one, as it will sometimes when vou have not a moment to spare
to yourself; but it came in the shape of an unrestful and noisy dream
remembered with wonder amongst the overwhelming realities of this
strange world of plants and water and silence. And this stillness of life
did not in the least resemble a peace. It was the stillness of an implacable
force brooding over an inscrutable intention. It looked at you with a
vengeful aspect. I gor used to it afterwards. I did not see it any more.
I had no time. I had to keep guessing at the channel; I had to discern,
mostly by inspiration, the signs of hidden banks; I watched for sunken
stones; [ was learning to clap my teeth smartly before my heart flew out
when I shaved by a fluke some infernal sly old snag that would have
ripped the life out of the tin-pot steamboat and drowned all the pilgrims;
I had to keep a look-out for the signs of dead wood we could cut up in
the night for next day’s steaming. When you have to attend to things of
that sort, to the mere incidents of the surface, the reality—the reality
I tell you—fades. The inner truth is hidden —luckily, luckily. But I felt ic
all the same; I felt often its mysterious stillness watching me at my mon-
key tricks. . ..

[ managed not to sink that steamboat on my first trip. [t’s a wonder
to me yet. Imagine a blindfolded man set to drive a van over a bad road.
I sweated and shivered over that business considerably, I can tell you.
After all, for a seaman, to scrape the bottom of the thing that’s supposed
to float all the time under his care is the unpardonable sin. No one may
know of it, but you never forget the thump—eh? A blow on the very
heart. You remember it, you dream of it, you wake up at night and think
of it—years after—and go hot and cold all over. T don’t pretend to say
that steamboat floated all the time. More than once she had to wade for a
bit, with twenty cannibals splashing around and pushing. We had enlisted
some of these chaps on the way for a crew. Fine fellows— cannibals—
in their place. They were men one could work with, and I am grateful to
them. And, after all, they did not eat each other before my face: thev had
brought along a provision of hippo-meat which went rotten and made
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the mystery of the wilderness stink in my nostrils. Phoo! I can sniff it
now. I had the Manager on board and three or four pilgrims with their
staves—all complete. Sometimes we came upon a station close by the
bank clinging to the skirts of the unknown, and the white men rushing
out of a tumbledown hovel with great gestures of joy and surprise and
welcome seemed very strange, had the appearance of being held there
captive by a spell. The word “ivory” would ring in the air for a
while—and on we went again into the silence, along empty reaches,
round the still bends, between the high walls of our winding way, rever-
beraring in hollow claps the ponderous bear of the stern-wheel. Trees,
trees, millions of trees, massive, immense, running up high, and at their
foot, hugging the bank against the stream, crepr the little begrimed
steamboat like a sluggish beetle crawling on the floor of a lofty portico.
[t made you feel very small, very lost, and yet it was not altogether de-
pressing, that feeling. After all, if you were small, the grimy beetle
crawled on—which was just what you wanted it to do. Where the pil-
grims imagined it crawled to I don’t know. To some place where they
expected to get something, I bet! For me it crawled towards Kurtz—
exclusively; but when the steam-pipes started leaking we crawled very
slow. The reaches opened before us and closed behind, as if the forest
had stepped leisurely across the water to bar the way for our return. We
penetrated deeper and deeper into the heart of darkness. It was very
quiet there. At night sometimes the roll of drums behind the curtain of
trees would run up the river and remain sustained faintly, as if hovering
in the air high over our heads till the first break of day. Whether it meant
war, peace, or prayer we could not tell. The dawns were heralded by the
descent of a chill stillness. The woodcutters slept, their fires burned low,
the snapping of a twig would make vou start. We were wanderers on a
prehistoric earth, on an earth that wore the aspect of an unknown
planet. We could have fancied ourselves the first of men taking posses-
sion of an accursed inheritance, to be subdued at the cost of profound
anguish and of excessive toil. But suddenly as we struggled round a
bend there would be a glimpse of rush walls, of peaked grass-roofs, a
burst of yells, a whirl of black limbs, a mass of hands clapping, of feet
stamping, of bodies swaying, of eyes rolling under the droop of heavy
and mortionless foliage. The stecamer toiled along slowly on the edge of
a black and incomprehensible frenzy. The prehistoric man was cursing
us, praying to us, welcoming us—who could tell? We were cut off from
the comprehension of our surroundings; we glided past like phantoms,
wondering and secretly appalled, as sane men would be before an
enthusiastic outbreak in a madhouse. We could not understand because
we were too far and could not remember because we were travelling in
the night of first ages, of those ages that are gone, leaving hardly a
sign—and no memories.
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The earth seemed unearthly. We are accustomed to look upon the
shackled form of a conquered monster, but there—there you could look
at a thing monstrous and free. It was unearthly and the men were. ...
No they were not inhuman. Well, you know that was the worst of
it— this suspicion of their not being inhuman. It would come slowly to
one. They howled and leaped and spun and made horrid faces, but what
thrilled you was just the thought of their humanity —like yours—the
thought of your remote kinship with this wild and passionate uproar.
Ugly. Yes, it was ugly enough, but if you were man enough you would
admit to yourself that there was in you just the faintest trace of a re-
sponse to the terrible frankness of that noise, a dim suspicion of there
being a meaning in it which you—you so remote from the night of first
ages—could comprehend. And why not? The mind of man is capable of
anything—because everything is in it, all the past as well as all the fu-
ture. What was there after all? Joy, fear, sorrow, devotion, valour,
rage—who can tell>—but truth—rtruth stripped of its cloak of time.
Let the fool gape and shudder— the man knows and can look on with-
out a wink. But he must at least be as much of a man as these on the
shore. He must meet that truth with his own true stuff —with his own
inborn strength. Principles? Principles won’t do. Acquisitions, clothes,
pretty rags—rags that would fly off at the first good shake. No. You
want a deliberate belief. An appeal to me in this fiendish row —is there?
Very well. I hear, I admit, but [ have a voice too, and for good or evil
mine is the speech that cannot be silenced. Of course, a fool, what with
sheer fright and fine sentiments, is always safe. Who'’s that grunting?
You wonder I didn’t go ashore for a howl and a dance? Well, no—1I
didn’t. Fine sentiments, you say? Fine sentiments be hanged! I had no
time. | had to mess about with whitelead and strips of woollen blanket
helping to put bandages on those leaky steam-pipes—rtell you. I had to
watch the steering and circumvent those snags and get the tin-pot along
by hook or by crook. There was surface-truth enough in these things to
save a wiser man. And between whiles I had to look after the savage who
was fireman. He was an improved specimen; he could fire up a vertical
boiler. He was there below me and, upon my word, to look at him was
as edifying as seeing a dog in a parody of breeches and a feather hat
walking on his hind legs. A few months of training had done for that
really fine chap. He squinted at the steam-gauge and at the water-gauge
with an evident effort of intrepidity—and he had filed teeth too, the
poor devil, and the wool of his pate shaved into queer patterns, and
three ornamental scars on each of his checks. He ought to have been
clapping his hands and stamping his feet on the bank, instead of which
he was hard at work, a thrall to strange witchcraft, full of improving
knowledge. He was useful because he had been instructed; and what he
knew was this—that should the water in that transparent thing disap-
pear the evil spirit inside the boiler would get angry through the
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greatness of his thirst and take a terrible vengeance. So he sweated and
fired up and watched the glass fearfully (with an impromptu charm,
made of rags, tied to his arm and a piece of polished bone as big as a
watch stuck flatways through his lower lip) while the wooded banks
slipped past us slowly, the shore noise was left behind, the interminable
miles of silence—and we crept on, towards Kurtz.



CHINUA ACHEBE

An Image of Africa: Racism in Conrad’s
Heart of Darkness, 1975

Chinua Achebe* is modern Africa’s most read novelist. His Things Fall
Apart, about the impact of European missionaries in his native
Nigeria at the end of the nineteenth century, is a classic that is as
widely read as Heart of Darkness. In this selection, which first took
form as an address to an American college audience in 1975, Achebe
tackles Heart of Darkness. What is his argument? Are you persuaded?

THINKING HISTORICALLY

Achebe is a novelist criticizing another novelist for distorting history.
Could any of Achebe’s criticisms be directed at Orwell? What are the
responsibilities of a novelist to historical accuracy? How does a cri-
tique of literature like this add to our understanding of the past?

Heart of Darkness projects the image of Africa as “the other world,”
the antithesis of Europe and therefore of civilization, a place where
man’s vaunted intelligence and refinement are finally mocked by trium-
phant bestiality. The book opens on the River Thames, tranquil, resting,
peacefully “at the decline of day after ages of good service done to the

* chih NOO ah ah CHEH bay

Source: Chinua Achebe, “An Image of Africa: Racism in Conrad’s Heart of Darkness,” an
emended version (1987) of the second Chancellor’s Lecture at the University of Massachu-
setts, Amherst, February 18, 1975; later published in the Massachusetts Review 18 (1977):
782-94. Reprinted in Heart of Darkness, A Norton Critical Edition (New York: Norton,
1988), 252-34, 257-60.
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race that peopled its banks.” But the actual story will rake place on the
River Congo, the very antithesis of the Thames. The River Congo is
quite decidedly not a River Emeritus. It has rendered no service and en-
joys no old-age pension. We are told that “Going up that river was like
travelling back to the earliest beginnings of the world.”

Is Conrad saying then that these two rivers are very different, one
good, the other bad? Yes, but thar is not the real point. It is not the dif-
ferentness that worries Conrad bur the lurking hint of kinship, of com-
mon ancestry. For the Thames too “has been one of the dark places of
the earth.” It conquered its darkness, of course, and is now in davlight
and at peace. But if it were to visit its primordial relative, the Congo, it
would run the terrible risk of hearing grotesque echoes of its own forgot-
ten darkness, and falling victim to an avenging recrudescence of the
mindless frenzy of the first beginnings.

These suggestive echoes comprise Conrad’s famed evocation of the
African atmosphere in Heart of Darkness. In the final consideration his
method amounts to no more than a steady, ponderous, fake-ritualistic
repetition of two antithetical sentences, one about silence and the other
about frenzy. We can inspect samples of this on pages 36 and 37! of the
present edition: a) It was the stillness of an implacable force brooding
over an inscrutable intention and b) The steamer toiled along slowly on
the edge of a black and incomprehensible frenzy. Of course there is a
judicious change of adjective from time to time, so that instead of inscri-
table, for example, you might have unspeakable, even plain mysterious,
etc., etc.

The eagle-eyed English critic F. R. Leavis drew attention long ago
to Conrad’s “adjectival insistence upon inexpressible and incompre-
hensible mystery.” That insistence must not be dismissed lightly, as -
many Conrad critics have tended to do, as a mere stylistic flaw; for it
raises serious questions of artistic good faith. When a writer while pre-
tending to record scenes, incidents, and their impact is in reality en-
gagedininducing hypnoticstuporin his readers through a bombardment
of emotive words and other forms of trickery much more has to be ar
stake than stylistic felicity. Generally normal readers are well armed to
detect and resist such underhand activity. But Conrad chose his subject
well—one which was guaranteed not to put him in conflict with the
psychological pre-disposition of his readers or raise the need for him to
contend with their resistance. He chose the role of purveyor of com-
forting myths.

The most interesting and revealing passages in Heart of Darkness
are, however, about people. [ must crave the indulgence of my reader to
quote almost a whole page from about the middle of the story when

"See pp. 858 and 859. [Ed.|
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representatives of Europe in a steamer going down the Congo encounter
the denizens of Africa.

We were wanderers on a prehistoric earth, on an earth that wore
the aspect of an unknown planer. We could have fancied ourselves
the first of men taking possession of an accursed inheritance, to be
subdued at the cost of profound anguish and of excessive toil. But
suddenly as we struggled round a bend there would be a glimpse of
rush walls, of peaked grass-roofs, a burst of yells, a whirl of black
limbs, a mass of hands clapping, of feet stamping, of bodies sway-
ing, of eyes rolling under the droop of heavy and motionless foliage.
The steamer toiled along slowly on the edge of a black and incom-
prehensible frenzy. The prehistoric man was cursing us, praving to
us, welcoming us—who could tell?> We were cur off from the com-
prehension of our surroundings; we glided past like phantoms,
wondering and secretly appalled, as sane men would be before an
enthusiastic outbreak in a madhouse. We could not understand be-
cause we were too far and could not remember, because we were
travelling in the night of first ages, of those ages that are gone, leav-
ing hardly a sign—and no memories.

The earth seemed unearthly. We are accustomed to look upon the
shackled form of a conquered monster, but there—there you could
look at a thing monstrous and free. It was unearthly and the men
were. ... No they were not inhuman. Well, you know that was the
worst of it—this suspicion of their not being inhuman. It would
come slowly to one. They howled and leaped and spun and made
horrid faces, but what thrilled you was just the thought of their hu-
manity —like yours—the thought of your remote kinship with this
wild and passionate uproar. Ugly. Yes, it was ugly enough, but if you
were man enough you would admit to yourself that there was in you
just the faintest trace of a response to the terrible frankness of that
noise, a dim suspicion of there being a meaning in it which you—you
so remote from the night of first ages—could comprehend.

Herein lies the meaning of Heart of Darkness and the fascination it
holds over the Western mind: “What thrilled you was just the thought of
their humanity —like yours. . .. Ugly.”

Having shown us Africa in the mass, Conrad then zeros in, half a
page later, on a specific example, giving us one of his rare descriptions of
an African who is not just limbs or rolling eves:

And between whiles I had to look after the savage who was fire-
man. He was an improved specimen; he could fire up a vertical
boiler. He was there below me and, upon my word, to look at him
was as edifying as seeing a dog in a parody of breeches and a feather
hat walking on his hind legs. A few months of training had done for
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that really fine chap. He squinted at the steam-gauge and at the
water-gauge with an evident effort of intrepidity —and he had filed
his teeth too, the poor devil, and the wool of his pate shaved into
queer patterns, and three ornamental scars on each of his cheeks.
He ought to have been clapping his hands and stamping his feet on
the bank, instead of which he was hard at work, a thrall to strange
witcheraft, full of improving knowledge.

As everybody knows, Conrad is a romantic on the side. He might not
exactly admire savages clapping their hands and stamping their feet but
they have at least the merit of being in their place, unlike this dog in a
parody of breeches. For Conrad things being in their place is of the
utrmost importance.

“Fine fellows—cannibals—in their place,” he tells us pointedly.
Tragedy begins when things leave their accustomed place, like Europe
leaving its safe stronghold between the policeman and the baker to take
a peep into the heart of darkness. . . .

The point of my observations should be quite clear by now, namely
that Joseph Conrad was a thoroughgoing racist. That this simple truth
1s glossed over in criticisms of his work is due to the fact that white rac-
ism against Africa is such a normal way of thinking that its manifesta-
tions go completely unremarked. Students of Heart of Darkness will
often tell you that Conrad is concerned not so much with Africa as with
the deterioration of one European mind caused by solitude and sickness.
They will point out to you that Conrad is, if anything, less charitable to
the Europeans in the story than he is to the natives, that the point of the
story is to ridicule Europe’s civilizing mission in Africa. A Conrad stu-
dent informed me in Scotland that Africa is merely a setting for the dis-
integration of the mind of Mr. Kurtz.

Which is partly the point. Africa as setting and backdrop which
eliminates the African as human facror. Africa as a metaphysical battle-
field devoid of all recognizable humanity, into which the wandering
European enters at his peril. Can nobody see the preposterous and per-
verse arrogance in thus reducing Africa to the role of props for the
break-up of one petty European mind? But that is not even the point.
The real question is the dehumanization of Africa and Africans which
this age-long attitude has fostered and continues to foster in the world.
And the question is whether a novel which celebrates this dehumaniza-
tion, which depersonalizes a portion of the human race, can be called a
great work of art. My answer is: No, it cannot. I do not doubt Conrad’s
great talents. Even Heart of Darkness has its memorably good passages
and moments:

The reaches opened before us and closed behind, as if the forest had
stepped leisurely across the water to bar the way for our return.
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Its exploration of the minds of the European characters is often pene-
trating and full of insight. But all that has been more than fully discussed
in the last fifty years. His obvious racism has, however, not been ad-
dressed. And it is high time it was!

Conrad was born in 1857, the very vear in which the first Anglican
missionaries were arriving among my own people in Nigeria. It was cer-
tainly not his fault that he lived his life at a rime when the reputation of
the black man was at a particularly low level. But even after due allow-
ances have been made for all the influences of contemporary prejudice on
his sensibility there remains still in Conrad’s attitude a residue of antipa-
thy to black people which his peculiar psychology alone can explain. His
own account of his first encounter with a black man is very revealing:

A certain enormous buck nigger encountered in Haiti fixed my con-
ception of blind, furious, unreasoning rage, as manifested in the
human animal to the end of my days. Of the nigger I used to dream
for years afterwards.

Certainly Conrad had a problem with niggers. His inordinate love of
that word itself should be of interest to psychoanalysts. Sometimes his
fixation on blackness is equally interesting as when he gives us this brief
description:

A black figure stood up, strode on long black legs, waving long
black arms. . .

As though we might expect a black figure striding along on black
legs to wave white arms! But so unrelenting is Conrad’s obsession. . . .

Whatever Conrad’s problems were, you might say he is now safely
dead. Quite true. Unfortunately his heart of darkness plagues us still.
Which is why an offensive and deplorable book can be described by a
serious scholar as “among the half dozen greatest short novels in the
English language.” And why it is today perhaps the most commonly
prescribed novel in twentieth-century literature courses in English
Departments of American universities.

There are two probable grounds on which what I have said so far
may be contested. The first is that it is no concern of fiction to please
people about whom it is written. I will go along with that. But [ am not
talking about pleasing people. I am talking about a book which parades
in the most vulgar fashion prejudices and insults from which a section of
mankind has suffered untold agonies and atrocities in the past and con-
tinues to do so in many ways and many places today. [ am talking about
a story in which the very humanity of black people is called in question.

Secondly, I may be challenged on the grounds of actuality. Conrad,
after all, did sail down the Congo in 1890 when my own father was stjll
a babe in arms. How could I stand up more than fifty years after his



866 m 22/ Colonized and Colonizers

death and purport to contradict him? My answer is that as a sensible
man I will not accept just any traveller’s tales solely on the grounds that
I have not made the journey myself. I will not trust the evidence even of
a man’s very eyes when I suspect them to be as jaundiced as Conrad’s.
And we also happen to know that Conrad was, in the words of his biog-
rapher, Bernard C. Meyer, “notoriously inaccurate in the rendering of
his own history.”

But more important by far is the abundant testimony about Conrad’s
savages which we could gather if we wére so inclined from other sources
and which might lead us to think that these people must have had other
occupations besides merging into the evil forest or marterializing out of it
simply to plague Marlow and his dispirited band. For as it happened,
soon after Conrad had written his book an event of far greater conse-
quence was taking place in the art world of Europe. This is how Frank
Willett, a British art historian, describes it:

Gaugin had gone to Tahiti, the most extravagant individual act of
turning to a non-European culture in the decades unmediately
before and after 1900, when European artists were avid for new
artistic experiences, but it was only about 1904-5 that African art
began to make its distinctive impact. One piece is still identifiable;
it is a mask that had been given to Maurice Vlaminck in 1905. He
records that Derain was “speechless” and “stunned” when he saw
it, bought it from Vlaminck and in turn showed it to Picasso and
Matisse, who were also greatly affected by it. Ambroise Vollard
then borrowed it and had it cast in bronze. . .. The revolution of
twentieth century art was under way!

The mask in question was made by other savages living just north of
Conrad’s River Congo. They have a name too: the Fang people, and are
without a doubt among the world’s greatest masters of the sculptured
form. The event Frank Willett is referring to marked the beginning of
cubism and the infusion of new life into European art, which had run
completely out of strength.

The point of all this is to suggest that Conrad’s picture of the peoples
of the Congo seems grossly inadequate even at the height of their
subjection to the ravages of King Leopold’s International Association for
the Civilization of Central Africa.

“King Leopold I of Belgium escablished the International Association for the Exploration and
Civilization of Central Africa in 1876, with himself as president. The expeditions of rhe association,
particularly those of the explorer Henry Stanley (1880-1884}, led to the claim by the association of
sovereignty over the Congo basin. The territory of what was then known as the International
African Association was reorganized by Leopold as the Congo Free State in 1885, [Ed.]
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The Guillotine

No machine more powerfully symbolizes the revolutionary
era than the guillotine. The machine immortalizes Joseph
Ignace Guillotin (1738-1814), a physician and member of the
French Constituent Assembly. In 1789 Guillotin recommended
that executions be made more humane by use of a behead-
ing device. He sought to replace hangings, used for common-
ers, and beheadings by axe, used for the nobility. Both forms
of execution were often conducted with little skill, leading to
gruesome and painful deaths. Guillotin believed that a prop-
erly designed machine would produce predictable, nearly
painless deaths and remove the social distinction between
commoners and nobles, seen as embarrassing in a more egali-
tarian age.

After 1791 execution by beheading became the common
sentence for all capital crimes. Another physician, Antoine
Louis, secretary of the College of Surgeons, designed the actual
machine. Once directed to produce a suitable device, Louis,
in many ways a typical technician of his time, systematically
examined devices used elsewhere and experimented until sat-
isfied with his results. Praised by contemporaries because it
seemed to remove human agency, and therefore revenge, from
the death penalty, the guillotine became the physical symbol
of the Terror.

The Art Atchive

The Guillotine  The guillotine, introduced as a more humane and democratic
alternative to traditional executions, came to symbolize the arbitrary violence
of the French Revolution. In this contemporary cartoon Robespierre, the
architect of the Terror, serves as executioner while surrounded by guillotines.




Justice in the Reign of Terror

The Reign of Terror created a repressive envi-
ronment in which revoluticnary courts often
acted quickly to condemn traitors to the revolu-
tionary cause. In this account, an English visitor
describes the court, the procession to the scene of execu-
tion, and the final execution procedure.

POLITICS &
GOVERNMENT

1. G. Milligen, The Revolutionary Tribunal (Paris,
October 1793

In the center of the hall, under a statue of Justice, holding
scales in one hand, and a sword in the other, sat Dumas, the
President, with the other judges. Under them were seated the
public accuser, Fourquier-Tinville, and his scribes. . . . To the
right were benches on which the accused were placed in sev-
eral rows, and gendarmes with carbines and fixed bayonets
by their sides. To the left was the jury.

Never can [ forget the mournful appearance of these fune-
real processions to the place of execution. The march was
opened by a detachment of mounted gendarmes—the carts
tollowed; they were the same carts as those that are used in
Paris for carrying wood; four boards were placed across them
for seats, and on each board sat two, and sometimes three
vicums; their hands were tied behind their backs, and the con-
stant jostling of the cart made them nod their heads up and
down, to the great amusement of the spectators. On the front
of the cart stood Samson, the executioner, or one of his sons
or assistants; gendarmes on foot marched by the side; then
followed a hackney, in which was the reporting clerk, whose
duty it was to wimess the execution, and then return to the

public accuser’s office to report the execution of what they
called the law.

The process of execution was also a sad and heart-rending
spectacle. In the middle of the Place de la Revolution was
erected a guillotine, in front of a colossal statue of Liberty, rep-
resented seated on a rock, a cap on her head, a spear in her
hand, the other reposing on a shield. On one side of the scaffold
were drawn out a sufficient number of carts, with large baskets
painted red, to receive the heads and bodies of the victims.
Those bearing the condemned moved on slowly to the foot of
the guillotine; the culprits were led out in turn, and if necessars.
supported by two of the executioner’s assistants, but their assis-
tance was rarely required. Most of these unfortunates ascended
the scaffold with a determined step—many of them looked up
firmly on the menacing instrument of death, beholding for the
last time the rays of the glorious sun, beaming on the polished
axe: and I have seen some young men actually dance a few
steps before they went up to be strapped to the perpendicular
plane, which was then tilted to a horizontal plane in a momenz.
and ran on the grooves until the neck was secured and closed
in by a moving board, when the head passed through what wa=
called, in derision, “the republican toilet seat”; the weighty kn
was then dropped with a heavy fall; and, with incredible dexte=
ity and rapidity, two executioners tossed the body into the bas-
ket, while another threw the head after it.

How were the condemned taken to the executioner?
How did this serve to inflame the crowds? How wers
people executed? Why?
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The World in the Age ﬁf Western Dominance

A Call to Expel the British

A A A4

78 v THE AZAMGARH PROCLAMATION

On May 10, 1857, in Meerut in northern India, soldiers from three Indian infantry
regiments that were part of the army maintained by the British East India Com-
pany shot their British officers, released all prisoners from jail, and marched on the
nearby city of Delhi, which fell on May 11. In June and July similar mutinies oc-
curred across northern India, and with scattered support from peasants, landown-
ers, and a few native princes, for a time the rebellion appeared to threaten the very
basis of British authority in India. In the following months, however, British forces
regrouped, and with the help of loyal Indian troops, crushed the rebels in 1858.
Though brief, the Indian Mutiny, or as it is also known, the Sepoy Rebellion, was
bitterly fought, with atrocities committed by both sides. Two months after it
ended, Parliament passed the India Act, which stripped the East India Company of
its political authority and placed India directly under the Crown.

The significance of the Indian Mutiny continues to be widely debated. To some
historians it represents the first true expression of Indian nationalism; to others, it
was simply a series of army mutinies that never garnered much support outside the
north. There is more unanimity about its causes. It was triggered by growing dis-
content among the Indian troops (sepoys) in the East India Company’s Bengal
army, discontent that boiled over into rebellion when the British introduced new
cartridges greased with cow fat, which made them obnoxious to Hindu soldiers,
and pig fat, which made them obnoxious to Muslims. This was only the spark,
however. The rebellion gained support from many different groups, some with
specific grievances over British rule, and some with vague fears about British in-
tentions. Some of these grievances and concerns are revealed in the following
document.

The docament, known as the Azamgarh Proclamation, was issued in the sum-
mer of 1857, supposedly by one of the grandsons of the eighty-two-year-old king of
Delhi, Bahadur Shah. Although the king had little authority, even in Delhi itself,
he was a descendant of the great Mughal rulers of previous centuries and still was
considered “emperor of India,” since the Mughal Empire had never been officially
abolished. Some of the rebels, including the author of the Azamgarh Proclamation,
harbored the unrealistic dream of restoring Mughal authority once the British had
been expelled. Primarily for this reason, the Indian Act, which stripped the East
India Company of its political authority, also abolished the Mughal Empire.

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

I. What incentives does the author of the proclamation offer to those who would
join the rebellion?

2. For each of the groups discussed (zamindars, merchants, artisans} what,
according to the proclamation, have been the detrimental effects of British
rule?

3. What role does religion play in the proclamation?
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4. How do the views of the author of the proclamation differ from those of

Rammohun Roy (source 77)?

5. What solutions for India’s problems does the proclamation suggest?

It is well known to all that in this age the people
of Hindustan,! boch Hindus and Muslims, are
being ruined under the tyranny and oppression of
the infidel and treacherous English. It is there-
fore the bounden duty of those who have any sort
of connection with any of the Muslim royal fam-
ilies, and are considered the pastors and masters
of the people, to stake their lives and property for
the well-being of the public: With the view of ef-
fecting this general good, several princes belong-
ing to the royal family of Delhi have dispersed
themselves in the different parts of India, Iran,
Turan [Turkestan}, and Afghanistan, and have
been long since taking measures to compass their
favorite end; and it is to accomplish this charita-
ble object that one of the aforesaid princes has, at
the head of an army of Afghanistan, etc., made
his appearance in India; and I, who am the
grandson of Abul Muzuffer Sarajuddin Bahadur
Shah Ghazee, emperor of India,? having . . . come
here to extirpate the infidels residing in the east-
ern part of the country, and to liberate and pro-
tect the poor helpless people now groaning under
their iron rule, have, by the aid of the Mujahidins
[fighters for Islam against infidels] . . . raised the
standard of Mohammad, and persuaded the or-
thodox Hindus who had been subject to my an-
cestors, and have been and are still accessories in
the destruction of the English, to raise the stan-
dard of Mahavir.?

Several of the Hindu and Muslim chiefs, who
have long since left their homes for the preserva-
tion of their religion, and have been trying their
best to root out the English in India, have pre-
sented themselves to me, and taken part in the
reigning Indian crusade, and it is more than
probable that I shall very shortly receive more
help from the west. Therefore, for the informa-
tion of the public, the present proclamation, con-

A term used at the time to refer to northern India.
2Also the King of Delhi, Bahadur Shah.

sisting of several sections, is put in circulation,
and it is the imperative duty of all to take it into
their careful consideration, and abide by it. Par-
ties anxious to participate in the common cause,
but having no means to provide for themselves,
shall receive their daily subsistence from me; and
be it known to all, that the ancient works, both
of the Hindus and Muslims, the writings of the
miracle-workers, and the calculations of the as-
trologers, pundits, and fortune-tellers, 21l agree
in asserting that the English will no longer have
any footing in India or elsewhere. . . .

No person, at the misrepresentation of the
well-wishers of the British government, ought to
conclude from the present slight inconveniences
usually attendant on revolutions, that similar in-
conveniences and troubles should continue when
the royal government is established on a firm
basis; and parties badly dealc with by any sepoy
(soldier) or plunderer, should come up and repre-
sent their grievances to me, and receive redress at
my hands; and for wharever property they may
lose in the reigning disorder, they will be recom-
pensed from the public treasury when the royal
government is well fixed.

Section I. — Regarding Zamindars {landhold-
ers]. — It is evident chat the British government,
in making settlements with zamindars, have im-
posed exorbitant jummas (taxes), and have dis-
graced and ruined several zamindars by putting
up their estates to public auction for arrears of
rent, insomuch that on the institution of a suit
by a common farmer, a maidservant, or 2 slave,
the respectable zamindars are summoned into
court, arrested, put in jail, and disgraced. In liti-
gations regarding zamindars, the immense value
of stamps, and other unnecessary expenses of the
civil courts, which are pregnant with all sorts of
crooked dealings, and the practice of allowing, a

3Great Hero. In this context a name for the Hindu god
Vishnu.
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case to0 hang on for years, are all calculated to im-
poverish the litigants. Besides this, the coffers of
the zamindars are annually taxed with subscrip-
tions for schools, hospitals, roads, etc. Such extor-
tions will have no manner of existence in the
royal government; but, on the contrary, the taxes
will be lighe, the dignity and honour of the za-
mindars safe, and every zamindar will have abso-
lute mle in his own territory.

Section II. — Regarding Merchants. — It is
plain that the infidel and treacherous British
government have monopolised the trade of all
the fine and valuable merchandise, such as indi-
go, cloth, and other articles of shipping, leaving
only the trade of trifles to the people, and even in
this chey are not without their share of the prof-
its, which they secure by means of customs and
stamp fees, etc., in money suits, so that the peo-
ple have merely a trade in name. . . . When the
royal government is established, all these afore-
said fraudulent practices shall be dispensed with,
and the trade of every article, without exception,
both by land and water, shall be open to the na-
tive merchants of India, who will have the bene-
fit of the government steam-vessels and steam
carriages for the conveyance of the merchandise
gratis; and merchants having no capital of their
own shall be assisted from the public treasury. . . .

Section III. — Regarding Public Servants. —
It is not a secret thing, that under the British
government, natives employed in the civil and
military services, have little respect, low pay, and
no manner of influence; and all the posts of dig-
nity and emolument [reward] in both the depart-
ments, are exclusively bestowed on Englishmen.
. . . But under the royal government, . . . the
posts . . . which the English-enjoy at present . . .
will be given to the natives . . . together with
landed estates, ceremonial dress, tax-free lands,
and influence. Natives, whether Hindus or Mus-
lims, who fall fighting against the English, are

4Pundit and fakir are both vague terms. Pundits were learned
men; fakirs were mystics.

sure to go to heaven; and those killed fighting for
the English, will, doubtless, go to hell. There-
fore, all the natives in the British service ought to
be alive to their religion and interest, and, abjur-
ing their loyalty to the English, side with the
royal government and obtain salaries of 200 or
300 rupees per month for the present, and be en-
ricled to high posts in future.

Section IV, — Regarding Artisans. — It is evi-
dent thar the Europeans, by the introduction of
English articles into India, have thrown the
weavers, the cotton-dressers, the carpenters, the
blacksmiths, and the shoemakers, &c., out of em-
ploy, and have engrossed {taken over} their occu-
pations, so that every description of native artisan
has been reduced to beggary. But under the royal
government the native artisans will exclusively
be employed in the services of the kings, the ra-
jahs, and the rich; and this will no doubt insure
their prosperity. Therefore the artisans ought to
renounce the English services, and assist the Mu-
jahidins . . . engaged in the war, and thus be en-
titled both to secular and eternal happiness.

Section V. — Regarding Pundits, Fakirs,* and -
other learned persons. — The pundits and fakirs
being the guardians of the Hindu and Muslim
religions respectively, and the Europeans being
the enemies of both religions, and as at present a
war is raging against the English on account of
religion, the pundits and fakirs are bound to pre-
sent themselves to me, and take their share in
this holy war, otherwise they will stand con-
demned. . ..

Lastly, be it known to all, that whoever, out of
the above-named classes, shall, after the circula-
tion of this Ishtahar, still cling to the British gov-
ernment, all his estates shall be confiscated, and
his property plundered, and he himself, with his
whole family, shall be imprisoned, and ultimate-
ly put to deach.




DAVID HUME
On Miracles, 1748

The European Enlightenment of the eighteenth century was the expres-
sion of a new class of intellectuals, independent of the clergy but allied
with the rising middle class. Their favorite words were reason, nature,
and progress. They applied the systematic doubt of René Descartes
(1596-1650) and the reasoning method of the scientific revolution to
human affairs, including religion and politics. With caustic wit and
good humor, they asked new questions and popularized new points of
view that would eventually revolutionize Western politics and culture.
While the French philosophes and Voltaire (1694-1 778) may be the best
known, the Scottish philosopher David Hume (1711-1 776) may have
been the most brilliant. What does Hume argue in this selection? Does
he prove his point to your satisfaction? How does he use reason and
nature to make his case? Is reason incompatible with religion?

THINKING HISTORICALLY

The first step in understanding what Hume means in this essay must
come from a careful reading —a sentence-by-sentence exploration.
Try to paraphrase each sentence, putting it into your own words. For
example, you might paraphrase the first sentence like this: “I’ve found
a way to disprove superstition; this method should be useful as long
as superstition exists, which may be forever.” Notice the content of
such words as just and check. What does Hume mean by these words
and by prodigies?

Source: The Philosophical Works of David Hume (Edinburgh: A. Black and W. Tait, 1826).
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The second sentence is a concise definition of the scientific
method. How would you paraphrase it? The second and third
sentences summarize the method Hume has discovered to counter
guperstition. What is the meaning of the third sentence?

in the rest of the essay, Hume offers four proofs, or reasons, why
miracles do not exist. How would you paraphrase each of these? Do
you find these more or less convincing than his more general opening
and closing arguments? What does Hume mean by miracles?

I flatter myself that [ have discovered an argument . . . , which, if just,

~ will, with the wise and learned, be an everlasting check to all kinds of

superstitious delusion, and consequently will be useful as long as the
world endures; for so long, I presume, will the accounts of miracles and
prodigies be found in all history, sacred and profane. . ..

A wise man proportions his belief to the evidence. . ..

A miracle is a violation of the laws of nature; and as a firm and unal-
terable experience has established these laws, the proof against a miracle,
from the very nature of the fact, is as entire as any argument from experi-
ence can possibly be imagined. . . . Nothing is esteemed a miracle, if it
ever happens in the common course of nature. It is no miracle that a man,
seemingly in good health, should die on a sudden; because such a kind of
death, though more unusual than any other, has yet been frequently
observed to happen. But it is a miracle that a dead man should come to
life; because that has never been observed in any age or country. There
must, therefore, be an uniform experience against every miraculous event,
otherwise the event would not merit that appellation. And as an uniform
experience amounts to a proof, there is here a direct and full proof, from
the nature of the fact, against the existence of any miracle. . . .

(Further) there is not to be found, in all history, any miracle attested by
a sufficient number of men, of such unquestioned good sense, education,
and learning, as to secure us against all delusion in themselves; of such un-
doubted integrity, as to place them beyond all suspicion of any design to
deceive others; of such credit and reputation in the eyes of mankind, as to
have a great deal to lose in case of their being detected in any falsehood. . . .

Secondly, We may observe in human nature a principle which, if
strictly examined, will be found to diminish extremely the assurance, which
we might, from human testimony, have in any kind of prodigy. . . . The
passion of surprise and wonder, arising from miracles, being an agreeable
emotion, gives a sensible tendency towards the belief of those events from
which it is derived. . . .

With what greediness are the miraculous accounts of travellers re-
ceived, their descriptions of sea and land monsters, their relations of
wonderful adventures, strange men, and uncouth manners? But if the
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spirit of religion join itself to the love of wonder, there is an end of com.
mon sense; and human testimony, in these circumstances, loses all pre.
tensions to authority. A religionist may be an enthusiast, and imagine he

sees what has no reality: He may know his narrative to be false, and yet

persevere in it, with the best intentions in the world, for the sake of pro-
moting so holy a cause: Or even where this delusion has not place, van- |
ity, excited by so strong a temptation, operates on him more powerfully
than on the rest of mankind in any other circumstances; and self-interest
with equal force. . .. "

The many instances of forged miracles and prophecies and supernatu- -
ral events, which, in all ages, have either been detected by contrary evi-
dence, or which detect themselves by their absurdity, prove sufficiently the
strong propensity of mankind to the extraordinary and marvellous, and -
ought reasonably to beget a suspicion against all relations of this kind." . ..

Thirdly, It forms a strong presumption against all supernatural and
miraculous relations, that they are observed chiefly to abound among
ignorant and barbarous nations; or if a civilized people has ever given
admission to any of them, that people will be found to have received
them from ignorant and barbarous ancestors, who transmitted them
with that inviolable sanction and authority which always attend re-
ceived opinions. . . .

I may add, as a fourth reason, which diminishes the authority of
prodigies, that there is no testimony for any, even those which have not
been expressly detected, that is not opposed by any infinite number of
witnesses; so that not only the miracle destroys the credit of testimony,
but the testimony destroys itself. To make this the better understood, let
us consider, that in matters of religion, whatever is different is contrary;
and that it is impossible the religions of ancient Rome, of Turkey, of
Siam, and of China, should all of them be established on any solid foun-
dation. Every miracle, therefore, pretended to have been wrought in any
of these religions (and all of them abound in miracles), as its direct scope
is to establish the particular system to which it is attributed; so has it the
same force, though more indirectly, to overthrow every other system. In
destroying a rival system, it likewise destroys the credit of those miracles
on which that system was established, so that all the prodigies of differ-
ent religions are to be regarded as contrary facts, and the evidences of
these prodigies, whether weak or strong, as opposite to each other. . . .

Upon the whole, then, it appears, that no testimony for any kind of
miracle has ever amounted to a probability, much less to a proof; and
that, even supposing it amounted to proof, it would be opposed by an-
other proof, derived from the very nature of the fact which it would
endeavour to establish. It is experience only which gives authority to
human testimony; and it is the same experience which assures us of the
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! Accounts of miracles. [Ed.]

" [aws of nature. When, therefore, these two kinds of experience are con-
~ trary, we have nothing to do but to subtract the one from the other, and
embrace an opinion either on one side or the other, with that assurance
which arises from the remainder. But according to the principle here
explained, this subtraction with regard to all popular religions amounts
to an entire annihilation; and therefore we may establish it as a maxim,
that no human testimony can have such force as to prove a miracle, and
make it a just foundation for any such system of religion.





