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I. Introduction

-- Owenite socialism (1820-50) was more engaged with political economy than any other form of pre-Marxian socialism; but its origins are still little understood

-- main argument here: the key consequence of French Revolution for the language of radicalism was a shift from political to economic languages: consequently a 'social' critique of limits of civic humanism or republicanism (the dominant 18th-century radical political language in Britain): a debate between republicanism (as liberalism) and socialism defines 19th and 20th-century political thought: here a key question is the  relationship between republicanism to commerce

-- this occurred because of (1) the failure of the politics of revolution (the emergence of dictatorship), and (2) the centrality of the subsistence question to the fate of revolution in both Britain and France and thus the extension of arguments for right to subsistence of the poor: thereafter the centrality of economics to modern politics is clearly evident 

-- this takes 2 forms: (1) commercial republicanism; (2) socialism

[subtheme: substantial shift in arguments for common property between 1790-1848: from natural law basis to arguments based on econ efficiency, theologically based arguments to economically based arguments: machinery becomes the basis for much of new vision: centrality of discussions of property in the emergence of socialism, a central shift from a republican emphasis on an agrarian law to socialist concepts of econ regulation]

[2nd subtheme: the 'modernization' of radical republicanism thru 1790s, into socialism]

II. 3 stages to the development of socialist thought, argument here:

1. 1st phase: contours of the French Revolution debate in Britain; T Paine & the Painite tradition 1791-1850: constitutionalism, republicanism, centrality of property debates

2. 2nd phase: the ascendancy of contractual and economic languages 1796-1815: amidst food crisis & grain trade debates, shift in late 1790s to the question of rights to subsistence, greater pessimism about commerce; key texts: Paine's Agrarian Justice, John Thelwall's The Rights of Nature against the Usurpations of Establishments (both 1796)

3. 3rd phase: The Rise of Socialism and Critique of Republicanism 1815-50

-- arguing that socialists saw French rev as evidence of limits of radical, republican political thought, sought to transcend radical/liberal views of both politics and economy

1. The French Revolution Debate in Britain

-- in 1790 Burke's defense of ancien regime France in Reflections on the Rev in France inflames liberal opinion, provokes reaction, & Paine's vindication of American-style representative republicanism in Rights of Man (1791-2) aids massive growth in popular radical movement: new involvement of the working-classes in a way never before imagined, centering on near-cathartic reaction to P's Rights of Man, a new sense of politoca; consciousness & equality, and sense of rights emerges
-- Burke defended British constitution and prescriptive right, built on pessimistic theory of human nature, emphasising human proneness to vice, frailty of passions, fragile achievements of modern societies, built on spirit of gentleman and of nobility, by comparison with barbarism; attack on 'the swinish multitude' compared to 'the Corinthian capital of polished soc', nobility; free trade

-- Paine's Rights of Man (1791-2): sells c. 300-500,000 copies in next decade, opposes Burke on issue of natural rights, authority of past legislation over existing generations (eg. 1688); but both Burke and Paine favour free trade

-- Pt 2 of Rights of Man gave great praise to the American model and argued that the United States' increasing opulence was due to its form of government; society was thus largely the product of interdependent needs which all seek to fulfil, with most social order coming from mutual consent, not government

-- d. Paine's view of commerce is very important in Rights of Man Pt 2: commercial republicanism, reconciling commerce with popular sovereignty: some priority given to agriculture, but otherwise free trade, little worry about political corruption by luxury, natural debt; 

-- foundations of the modern welfare state: large landed estates to be broken up (100% taxation after £23,000), though estates of up to c. £13-14,000 annually (c. 200 families in Britain) would still be profitable, support to be given to poor in old age, poor children educated, workhouses set up in London to aid unemployed etc; but not utopia: poverty not abolished, no greater social equality
-- Paine distinctly upholds civilisation against natural soc, says no return possible, doesn't want primitivism (vs Peter Stanlis, e.g., who asserts Paine does); adapts a natural law theory of society as a system of wants, and commerce as the mutual satisfaction of these and means of uniting all by promoting natural sociability; 

-- Paine's new definition of civilisation: commerce will link all nations, help end warfare after monarchies are overthrown; 'civilisation' will thus be extended from sys of needs to  political relations (a natural law theory of society extended to government)

-- the Painites largely followed this modern view, often repeated they didn't seek levelling: almost no references to agrarian laws; mainly Spence (who argues for collective ownership but not farming), Godwin pushed theme of community of goods with more simple society (Godwin strongly anti-commercial); but they were relatively little read

-- but the anti-Painite loyalists nonetheless:

- a. argue that commercial soc was built on British inequality, and that even the British poor were better off than kings in primitive societies (Smith contrasts the common labourer with an African king); 4-stages theories of hunting-pasturage-agriculture-commerce were used to argue for the superiority of commercial soc in both opulence and manners over previous stages 

-- Painite republicanism was thus condemned as seeking to return to 'ancient rusticity' (a Canterbury printer), ending distinctions and ranks & returning to primitive society (thus the French Jacobins were described as being 'as ferocious as Indians'; even poverty was described as 'comparative riches in his state of subordination, compared to what it would be in such an equality as is recommended to him'; Paine's sys was thus calculated only 'for infant society, for shepherds, fishermen and huntsmen'

-- b. loyalists also rejected the application of the American Model to Britain: the Painites were often accused of applying American representative republicanism to British conditions, though to loyalists this model only suited to countries (if at all) where relative equality prevails, and much free land was available; the U.S. had little luxury, little developed commerce, corruption or vice; ancient republics were also associated with primitivism and love of war

-- the chief loyalist argument was thus that republicanism was not compatible with commercial society
-- the spectre of levelling then becomes central to loyalist literature from 1792: the core of debate becomes the question of civilisation, linked to inequality and ranks, opulence & politeness, against the theory of primitive equality associated with republicanism: the debate was 'alone a question of property' (Arthur Young) and the culture of commercial society
2. The ascendancy of contractual and economic languages in British radicalism: Paine's Agrarian Justice and Jn Thelwall's The Rights of Nature (1796)

-- as famine develops in the mid-1790s, both Paine and John Thelwall (a London Corresponding Society leader) attempt to extend arguments for subsistence rights of poor to more general case for sharing wealth; but both were also 'modern republicans' seeking to harness commerce while avoiding its evils

-- Agrarian Justice (1796) distinguishes between 'natural prop, or that which comes to us from the Creator of the universe, such as the earth, air, water', and 'artificial or acquired prop, the invention of men', and argues that 'every individual in the world is born therein with legitimate claims on a certain kind of property', eg natural property
- Paine now acknowledges that 'civilization' produces both poverty and affluence, and compares this with the natural state (N. American Indians), thus seeking justification for improving the lot of the poor:

     (1) Paine insists that: 'the first principle of civilization ... ought to be, that the condition of every person born into the world, after a state of civilization commences, ought not to be worse than if he had been before that period'

     (2) since the earth was the common property of the human race, Paine asserts that 'it is the value of the improvement only, and not the earth itself, that is individual property': thus all are owed something from loss of original inheritance

[argument: not only originally common property important to Paine, but God's granting of it: this allowed rights provisions which merely a original common condition did not

- but unlike later socialists, Paine in Agrarian Justice didn't want to conclude that a positive community of goods was needed, only that a debt was owed to all; thus Paine steers between negative and positive views: he rejects a positive community of goods, but also rejects purely historical, 4-stages account of the evolution of property, since this didn't allow sufficient rights (only theft in cases of necessity, sale of grain in famine)]

- thus Paine widened the scope of natural law accounts of rights derived from divine creation, and argued that all should get £15 at age 21, £10 annually from age fifty onwards

- but Paine not satisfied with argument from divine intention alone: adds:

     (1) a principle of progress: that none should be worse off

     (2) a 'social duty' argument: that since all wealth was earned in society, some was owed back in return

- both of these were wholly secular arguments which allowed Paine to propose taxes on other forms of property besides land, eg. the funds

- Paine thus has 3 arguments for redistribution in Agrarian Justice: scope now covered manufacturing and commerce as well as agriculture
-- 2nd example of the extension of rights language: John Thelwall, The Rights of Nature against the Usurpations of Establishments (1796):

-- after commencing as a classical republican with a strong antipathy to luxury, Thelwall (a leading 'Jacobin') in mid-1790s became more persuaded of value of commerce and its compatibility with republicanism

-- The Rights of Nature (1796) thus reflects his wish to defend an ideal of 'fair commerce' where all share in profit and its advantages; the text focuses on one claim: that all have a right to 'some comforts & enjoyments, in addition to the necessaries of life' and including leisure; correspondingly, society has a duty "to expand the faculties, encrease the sympathies, harmonize the passions, & promote the general welfare"

-- this claim was based on 4 arguments:

    (1) 'man has naturally an equal claim to the elements of nature', including the right to work; having lost the common inheritance of the earth thru inequality of property 

    (2) all were thus owed an equivalent by society 'for that which society has taken away', but also on the basis that society was founded on shared lab, private possession of land being based on 'expediency'

    (3) Thelwall then argued that that redistribution rested on an 'implied compact' tacitly entered into at the formation of society
-- this allowed (the most striking and important argument) 

    (4) the labourer a right to the produce of his/her employer proportionate to the profits of employer; this contract was 'implied in the very distinction of labourer and employer ... by the reason of the thing, and the rules of moral justice', and in addition supported by the argument that civil association was founded for the good of all

-- Thelwall thus agreed with both of Paine's principles of progress and social duty, adding to this, through greater stress on the labour basis of property, a rule of proportionate advantage 

-- Thelwall thus:

   (a) socialises existing theories of property rights (like Paine) by construing all property relations as between consenting equals, rather than master or servant, and especially
   (b) conceiving contractual relations in terms of a law of partnership: wage labour was no longer seen as controlled by the laws of the market (eg where wages were regulated by the value of lab, and the number of labourers, which allowed mere subsistence wages)

-- the law of partnership, acknowledged in most natural law texts, allowed 'comparative share' or proportionate advantage; this Thelwall saw as the only form of contractual relation which met republican demands and the obligation to meet the general good of social compact

-- both Paine & Thelwall thus extended natural law arguments about property in an effort to create a more egalitarian commerce compatible with republicanism
-- but reaction to pro-modern republicanism: 

-- thru Charles Hall (The Effects of Civilization on the People in European States, 1805), and various periodicals, we see the diffusion of the language of political economy amongst working-class radicals; here we note the central importance of the language of productive/unproductive labour in particular, where the working classes are identified as producers, and increasingly, the middle classes are condemned, with the aristocracy, as parasitic; 

-- for Hall, wealth was the 'power' to command labour; Hume and Smith in proclaiming the greater independence of commercial soc hadn't foreseen the 'new species of dependence of the lower order on the rich ... established in its stead'; wealth by definition created dependency because it implied 'an absolute compulsion on the part of masters' which nullified any notion of a voluntary compact of equal advantage, since the labourer received no equivalent for his/her labour
-- Hall's theory of wealth as power recrafted a republican theory of corruption as dependency: the dependency of the poor, assumed as natural and necessary by most earlier republicans was now seen as a cause of corruption rather than of stability; dependency was forced labour beyond a necessary minimum, generated by inequality of wealth; it was thus the chief enemy of republican self-sufficiency
-- for Hall commerce thus didn't integrate societies by mutually fulfilling needs, as the commercial republicans contended: the interest of buyer and seller was 'in every case, opposite', the former seeking to give as little, the latter as much, as possible, and rich/poor were merely buyers/sellers of labour

-- Hall also made one of earliest attempts to calculate the proportion of value of labour the poor received: a ninth after rent, profit and taxes subtracted: this was an important turning point in social theory, which contradicted the usual republican emphasis on taxation by corrupt governments as the main source of economic distress; calculating the exact division of the produce of labour was henceforth central to socialism 

-- the rise of the socialism of Robert Owen after 1817 leads to adoption of econ language and assumptions as the core of socialist argument
3. 3rd phase: The Origins of Socialism in Britain, 1815-1850

-- 'early' socialism emerges from French Rev in 2 senses: (1) builds on the subsistence debate; (2) commences from the premise that political action alone was insufficient: the French Revolution had failed because of popular ignorance: hence an elitist, anti- political element remains in history of socialism
A. The Making of Economic Socialism

-- the secondary literature tends to focus upon communitarianism as an essentially agrarian, anti-industrial movement in which, moreover, 'moral economy' assumptions were largely taken up; but when Owenite economic thought (Owen, George Mudie, John Gray, William Thompson) as well as practical communitarian experiments are examined, the picture changes: much more variety; much less primitivistic and more centrally concerned with econ factors

-- in their political economy:

     1. the Owenites built on Scottish four-stages theories (hunting, pasturage, agric, commerce) to posit a new industrial stage which they said made older republican arguments outdated, and which alone made communism possible (machinery could reduce necessary labour); from the Report to the County of Lanark (1820), Owen argues that greatly increasing unemployment comes from the invention of machinery leading to overstocked markets: the defect is both want of a market and of an adequate means of exchange
2. provided a remedy: a new standard of value: the principle of barter in primitive soc: 

Owen: "The genuine principle of barter was, to exchange the supposed cost of, or value of labour in, one article, against the prime cost, or amount of labour contained in any other article. This is the only equitable principle of exchange" 
-- Owenites also analysed competition in terms of an account of overproduction/underconsumption, and the centralisation and concentration of capital during commercial crises; and predicted the final collapse of the system via recurrent commercial crises (a common Owenite theme by early 1830s, which was picked up by the young Friedrich Engels in Manchester 1842-4)

     3. Owenites also argued in favour of the practical amalgamation of industrial and agricultural production in communities from the outset of the Owenite movement; they sought to avoid the charge of primitivism

     4. by the 1840s Owenism had largely accepted several of the central premises of commercial society/political economy, e.g. the notion of expanding needs and requirement of expanding production correspondingly: this represented a sharp move away from the republican agrarian law and agricultural society model, and points away from Rousseau and towards Marx
     5. Owenism did not revert to moral economy ideas of a 'fair day's wages for a fair day's work', and rejected the assumption of customary wages, and 'fair trade', instead seeking the regulation of commerce; frequently they proposed the abolition of the wage relation entirely, and of distinct between capitalist and labourer: 'economic socialism' is my label for their acceptance of commercial and industrial expansion (especially George Mudie and John Gray)
     6. existing categories of 'Ricardian' and 'Smithian' socialism are not adequate to explain Owenite economic thought: Owenism was closer to Smith than Ricardo, especially in its analysis of exchange: Smith's language of productive/unproductive labour was used to distinguish between those exchanging justly, and those acting parasitically ('middlemen')

-- but Owenism also very distant from Smith: 

  (a) they didn't use Smithian categaries within an economic discourse, but outside, in own social theory, in which the creation of the best 'character' was the first premise (like John Ruskin, J.A. Hobson later); and where, e.g. the social utility of produce (lace dress: Gray) became an important indicator of whether an individual was 'productive' or not; 
  (b) they also believed that mechanisation had invalidated Smith's central emphasis on the need for a narrow division of labour to produce increasing returns: they retained a view of personality undivided by task differentiation (nb. Adam Ferguson); but moved away from the martial and heroic personality of classical republicanism to a pacificistic, Quaker-like ideal of Christianity: 'rational character' described this
     7. tension here thus in Owenism between an inclination to accept jurisprudential/political economic arguments about increasing dependence via the division of labour (taken up in 'co-operation'), and republican and puritan wish for independence
-- Owenite economic analysis also becomes central to its political thought

B. The Making of Political Socialism

-- we see the direct confrontation of socialism with new forms of commercial republicanism
-- a spectrum of socialist political ideas emerges from anti- political thru democratic
-- 'anti-politics': there was agreement with the 1790s loyalists that republicanism and commercial society were largely incompatible, insofar as for socialists, true democracy was  impossible within commercial society;

 -- this led to perfectionist attempts to abolish conflict in the future society by superseding republican institutions; Owen proposed goverment by age, with conflict being adjudicated without voting: the rule of wise, with all passing through the same routine in life
 -- democratic socialists (especially 1835-45) rejected this perfectionist view, but accepted that socialist political economy had invalidate much of traditional radical republicanism; because of
  (a) evidence that the new growth of machinery was more important than the old 'taxation' analysis, and 

  (b) evidence that the USA increasingly suffered from poverty and economic distress

-- thus by the 1840s we witness an important new strand of non-Owenite social radicalism (notably in Bronterre O'Brien, much indebted to Owen) in which the juxtaposition of social to political reform denotes new views; but within Owenism, political socialism (the acceptance of the parliamentary struggle, particularly through the ballot, and the election of governmental officials) also occupied an important space within Owenism, beginning with William Thompson in the 1820s

-- mainstream Chartism continued a Painite natural rights discourse with a moral econ emphasis on a 'fair day's wages for fair day's work' (eg. Feargus O'Connor), while Owenism concentrated on the rights of lab, not natural rights

C. The Connection of Economic Socialism and Political Socialism
-- the linkage lies in 

     1. the widespread (not total) socialist acceptance by mid-1840s of nation-state as appropriate sphere of socialist activity, rather than the community: some institutions of centralised direction/administration would thus remain in future

     2. the widespread adherence to the view that the total abolition of the division of labour was undesireable or impossible; some degree of specialisation was necessary for increasing returns, and greater wealth; the complexity of soc would thus require greater political activity than more utopian view of Owen himself sought

[D. From 'Utopian versus Scientific' to 'Early versus Modern' Socialism

-- the traditional view of the historiography of socialism (from utopian to scientific) must be jettisoned: my view: 'early' versus 'later' socialism
-- emergence of econ &  political socialism was within Owenite (perhaps other early forms of) socialism, not with Marxism or only after 1848: thus:

-- Engels wrong to see all early socialism as 

   (1) bound to assumptions that the proletariat was only a 'suffering mass':  political socialism accepted a more active, transformatory role for the working-class; 

   (2) insistent in the belief that society could only be transformed by propaganda and experiments: parliamentary reform was accepted, as was trades' unionism; 

   (3) refusing to believe that the seeds of the new society were based on the econ developement of the old: Owenism accepted a version of the 4-stages theory of history, and contended that socialism could only be founded in the industrial age

Conclusion

-- the French revolution was central to the rise of socialism in 2 senses: 
(1) socialism asserted that radical/republican strategies had failed, as had mass politics, leading to attempts to 'transcend politics'; 
(2) it produced a growing perception that economic issues had precedence over political; leading to a growing concentration on issues of the rights of labour, the nature of exchange, the source of poverty in the wage relationship, and the need to abolish competition and introduce some form of economic planning

-- by 1840s Painite republicanism thus confronted with socialist alternative: this debate defines politics of modernity
