Some additional reading on cliometrics from a British perspective

Debate between ‘traditional’ historians and cliometric pioneers:

This is one of the most important exchanges:

Redlich, F. (1965a) ‘“New” and traditional approaches to economic history and their interdependence’, Journal of Economic History, 25 (4), pp. 480-95.

Fogel, R.W. (1967) ‘The specification problem in economic history’, Journal of Economic History, 27 (3), pp. 283-308.

who came off best?

but see also:

Fogel, R.W. and Elton, G.R. (1983) Which road to the past? Two views of history. New Haven and London: Yale University Press.

On the British scene, see also:

McCloskey, D.N. (ed.) (1971) Essays on a mature economy: Britain after 1840. London: Methuen.

Floud, R.C. (1979) An introduction to quantitative methods for historians, 2nd edn. London: Methuen.

Floud, R.C. (1984) ‘Quantitative history and people’s history: two methods in conflict?’, History Workshop, 17 (Spring), pp. 113-24.

Foreman-Peck, J.S. (ed.) (1991) New perspectives on the late Victorian economy: essays in quantitative economic history, 1860-1914. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Coleman, D.C. (1995) ‘History, economic history and the numbers game’, Historical Journal, 38 (3), pp. 635-46.

Crafts, N.F.R., Dimsdale, N.H. and Engerman, S.L. (eds) (1991) Quantitative economic history. Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Crafts, N.F.R. (1999) ‘Quantitative economic history’, LSE Working Papers in Economic History, 48/99.

perhaps reflect on why economic history is in the following:

Gardiner, J. (ed.) (1988) What is history today? London: Macmillan.

but not:

Cannadine, D. (ed.) (2002) What is history now? London: Palgrave.

or

Burke, P. (ed.) (2002) History and historians in the twentieth century. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Very recent work on quantitative economic history which shows enduring UK-UK cooperation:

Feinstein, C.H. and Thomas, M. (2002) Making history count: a primer in quantitative methods for historians. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

David, P.A. and Thomas, M. (eds) (2003) The economic future in historical perspective. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

and, of course, the about to be published:

Floud, R.C. and Johnson, P.A.. (eds) (2003) The Cambridge economic history of modern Britain, 3 vols. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

If cliometrics failed, how do we account for demographic history including and since:

Wrigley, E.A. and Schofield, R.S. (1981) The population history of England, 1541-1871: a reconstruction. London: Edward Arnold.

Finally, cliometrics triumphed in the sense that all the social sciences became more empirical, not least political science, where much historical analysis now occurs. Just consider, for example:

· Psephology: now requiring very high levels of QM skills – sample a paper from a recent issue of Electoral Studies, for example: Sanders, D. (2003) ‘Party identification, economic perceptions and voting in British general elections, 1974-97’, Electoral Studies, 22 (2), pp. 239-63.

· Ideological change: look at the following even on such an issue as leadership change: Cowley, P. and Bailey, M. (2000) ‘Peasants’ uprising or religious war?: re-examining the 1975 Conservative leadership contest’, British Journal of Political Science, 30 (4), pp. 599-629.

· Any research methods volume: Harrison, L. (2001) Political research: an introduction. London: Routledge or Marsh, D. and Stoker, G. (eds) (2002) Theory and methods in political science. London: Palgrave.

