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Abstract  

Thispaperexaminestheunproductiveresponsestoproblemsencounteredbytheoriesofmodernization  

byfocusingontwosetsoftheoriesofsocioreconomicmodernization・Itdoesthisbyfocusingontheprob－  

1emsposedfortheoriesof socio－eCOnOmic modernization by the persistence ofsmallscale production，  

specificallyontheresponseofconvertingmodelsorlgina11yconstructedtoexplainacriticalphaseinthe  

emergenceofmodernsocieties，intotraditional，mOribundmodels・Analternativeexplanationissketched，  

requiring・theoriesofmodernizaもionwithgreaterexplanatorypower・  

Keywords：Modernization，Transitionalmodels，Traditionalmodels，Simple Commodity Production・  

Household Production．  

概  要   

近代化理論が直面する問題への非生産的な対応に関して考察し、なかでも二種類の社会経済近代化理論を集中的に取  

り上げる。具体的には、小規模生産が依然存在し続ける状態の説明にあたって社会経済近代化理論が抱える問題にしぼ  

り、とくに、近代社会の出現における重要な段階を説明するために本来は構築されたモデルを、伝統的かつ静的なモデ  

ルに転用するような対応の問題点を詳説する。そこで、新たな説明を提案。概説し、近代化理論により大きな説明力を  

求めるものである。  

キーワ岬ド：近代化、移行期モデル、伝統型モデル、単純商品生産、家内生産  

ries，rather than reformulate the theories they  

adaptamodelwhichwasorlglnallyformulatedto  

explaindynamicchangestoaccountforwhatthey  

conceiveofasprematurelyhalted，OrStuCksocial  

trarlsitionihthesocialorganizationofproduction．  

Itwillbeshownthatdoingthishasahigh1yneg－  

ativelmpactontheorlglnaltheoriesthattheyare  

struggling・tOprOteCtby this strategy，1eading to  

a division between pure，unCluttered theory and  

practical，Clutteredsocialandhistoricalphenom－  

ena．Theelevationoftheorytoastatusofpurity，  

istodivorceitfromtherealitythatitwascreated  

to assist both our understanding of，and eト  

fectivenessin，itsimprovement，andconsequently  

elevatestheorytoapositionofexplanaもoryfailure  

1tltl・Oductioll．  

Thispaperwillfocusonsocio－eCOnOmicmod－  

ernization，detailinghowresponsestophenomena  

recalcitrant for theories（phenomena which con－  

tradict the explanations and predictions of pre－  

ferred theories），embrace contradiction，are un－  

productive，and do not attempt to resoIve con－  

tradictionandexpandexplanatorycapacities・For  

sake of simplification，theories of modernization  

wi11be dividedintotwosets，and brieflydetailed，  

andthenthestrategleSOftheoristsconfrontedwith  

the persistence of smallscale production willbe  

examined．This wi11show that when faced with  

phenomenawhichcontradictstheirpreferredtheo－  
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tenciesandinadequaciesofthetheoriestothesoci－  

eties，PraCticesandactorsthemselvesanddescribe  

these ascontradictory．In bothinstances thereis  

arefusaltoaddressdirectlyanddealwithincon－  

Sistencies and contradictionsin explanatoryun－  

dertakings．   

andpracticaluselessness．Thereisaneed tocre－  

atively address existing・theories and radically  

SOIvetheircontradictionsandproblems，prOViding  

enhancedexplanatOryCapabilities．Thepaperwill  

then，based on evidence obtainedin research of  

the Scottish Fisheries，ian explanation of small  

SCale production thatis technologlCally and eco－  

nomically dynamicis presented，Which cal1s for  

theoriststodevisenewtheorieswhicheradicatethe  

inconsistencies of the oldones andexplain actual  

processesofmoderni2；ationandcontemporarylife．  

Essentially，therearetwoapproachesavailable  

for analyzing the socialorganization of produc－  

もion；theories ofindustrialsociety or theories of  

Capitalist society．Both emerged during aperiod  

Of maJOr SOCialtransformation，for which they  

StrOVetOg・1VeaCCOunt，Offeringdevelopmentalthe－  

Ories；theories predictive of future，and ex－  

Planatory of past，developments and processes．  

Thesewere notdivergentconcerns；predictions of  

thefutureweretobeconfirmatoryofexplanations  

PrOpOSed for past processes．Thelackof success  

that these have had with their explanations and  

predictions has spawned claims that their ex－  

plan如orypro）eCtlsnotjustmistaken，bututterly  

impossible，duetotheimpossibilityofthescientif－  

ic undertaking and／or dramatic changesin the  

contemporarysocialworld．ii   

‡．TbeoriesofIndustrialorCapiぬ1is七Socieも狛  

Modernization，mOdernity，andmodernismare  

COnCeptSappliedtonumeroussocialprocessesand  

phenomenatheoccurredoveranexpansiveperiod  

Oftime；thetermsareusedtoexplaintheprocess－  

esleading to specific organizations of socio－  

economic activity，Of socialstructures，national  

and other cultures，tO SCience，SOCialtheory，phi－  

losophy，aSWellastothevariousarts，e．g．，muSIC，  

painting，1iterature，arChitecture，etC．The sheer  

expansiveness of the social phenomena to which 

theconceptsapplymakethetaskofcreatingaco－  

hesive，all－embracing explanation a Herculean  

task．Nonetheless，the transformations thathave  

occurredin the variousarenaS Of humanaCtivity  

demand serious scholarly attention in order to 

Clarify understanding of their emergence，nature  

and possible future consequences．Thereis no  

lack of scholarly activity addressing thereissues，  

in fact the socialscience pursuitof their studyis  

acontemporaneouscreation，andanumberofthe－  

Ories proposed．Howev8r，itis essentialto stress  

that true understanding willonly res111t from a  

wi11ingness toconfrontexplanatoryproblems and  

to reformulate our explanatory11ndertakings，if  

WearetOOVerCOmeeXplanatoryfailureswiththeo－  

riesthatexpandexplanatorysuccesses．Alltooof－  

ten thisis not the case，and existing・theories are  

treatedasthoughtheywerecorrectandtherecaト  

Citrant activities asincorrigible．Alternately，the  

postmodern trend nowis to ascribe theinconsis－  

Toexplainsocialchange，bothpredictedthatan  

initialpredominance of numerous，Smalldiversi－  

fied producers would be supplanted by that of  

fewlarge scale，hierarChical，Centrally organized  

andcontrolledproducersasmodernization．How－  

ever，thereisaparadoxinconfrontingtheproblem  

ofsmallscaleproductionill；While therehasoften  

been considerable progressive and successive de－  

velopmentin socialconditions and capacities this  

developmbnt has not been as predicted by these  

twosetsof theories，neitherin termsofcausesor  

Ofoutcomes．ThesocialorganizationoftheScot－  

tishFisheriespresentanobvious andserious，nOt  

unlque，anOInalyfor these sociologlCaltheoriesof  

moderni乙ation，tOWhich the theoreticalr¢SpOnSeS  

WaS tO redesign adynamic transitionalmodelof  

production，drawn from these theoreticalsets，  

COnVertingitinto a traditional，mOribund one．  

Regardless of whether，1n SO doing，the attempt   
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Qr On払e market．  

3．Physicalandtemporalseparationofthehouse－   

holdfromtheplaceofproduction．  

4．A socialdivision oflabour disperslng・taSks   

amongst organizations providing specialist   

goods and services，requirlng・a unitary ex－   

Changemediumtoequalizevalues；1，e．，mOney．  

5．Aninternaldivisionoflabourwithintheproduc－   

tionorganization，e．g．，thecompany．  

6．Anentrepreneur；eitheranindividualoraco   

pany enacting the entrepreneurial function of 

initiating・and enacting changesin production   

methods，gOOds，etC．   

WaS tO eXPlainit as an unstable，tempOrary Or a  

more permanent anOmaly there was an acute  

paradox；the models employed for this purpose  

Weretheveryonesoffered toexplain theprogres－  

Sivedevelopmentofthemodernsocialorder．This  

wassowhetherthe modern socialorderwasiden－  

tifiedasindustrialorcapitalistsociety．   

Thefirstsetoftheoriesareapparentinthework  

ofComte，Durkheim，Weber，Parsons，Galbraith，  

Bell，Kerr，et．al．，etC．，andthesecondinthework  

Orthe Marxisttradition，e．g．，Marx，Lenin，Man－  

del，Baran and Sweezy，Poulantzas，Wright，etC．  

While there are dissimilarities within and between 

bothsetsoftheoristsconcerningconceptionsofthe  

natureandcausesofmodernsocietyanditsdeveト  

Opment，they allshare similaritiesin their rep－  

resentationofsomeofitscentralprocesses．Both  

See the prog・reSS and concentration of production  

asinevitable．Both see this process as mediated  

by the producer units beinglocatedin a market  

economy，Wherein compe仁ition brings tbe con－  

Centrationofproductionin verylarge unitswhich  

derivetheirefficiencyandstrengthfromtheirsize．  

Their size allows them to develop their organi－  

zation and provides them with resources to do so  

With stamina．Both share some common ground  

in their portrayalof modern societyas a distinct  

COnStruCt Of socialrelationships，SOme Of which  

areextrapolatedheretoconstructatypificationof  

SpeCific features ofindustrial／capitalist society  

common to both：  

Thesecanbeconsideredtobethemain，Ornaレ  

ural，elements distinguishing modern  

industrial／capitalist society from allprevious  

types of society that are common to both theo－  

reticaltraditions．The differencesin the theories  

become apparent when their proposed causes of  

SOCialdevelopmentareexamined．Theoriesofin－  

dustrialsocietyseethedevelopmentinthedivision  

Oflabour and technologyand the rationalization  

Ofproductionthemaindynamicsofchangewithin  

a．competitivemarket．Theoriesofcapitalistsoci－  

etyemphasizeclass conflictspurredbythestruc－  

turaltendencieswithinacompetitivemarketasthe  

maindynamicofchaIlge．  

ⅠⅠ．TheoriesofIndustrialS胱iety．  

Theoriesofindustrialsocietytendtoshadowa  

theoreticalstrategyal（intothatofAdamSmithto  

explain the emergence and growth of industrial 

SOCiety as factory production based on prlVate  

OWnerShip of capital，and，Similarly，tO COnCeive  

the production practice preceding and leading to 

modern，industrialsocietyas asmallerscalever－  

Sionofwhatsucceedsit．The differencebeingln  

theunityofcapitalandlabourinproductionwhich  

WaS described as occurring・in or around the  

household：Householdproductionisthekernelthat  

evoIvedintoindustrialsocietyandprovidedthekey  

tothedevelopmentofindustrialsocietyofwhichit   

1．Feudalsocialrelationships and regulations of   

trade are supplantedbyforcesleading to mod－   

ernindustrial society，Where the market be－   

comes the medium of communication and   

decision－making for the provisionand distri→   

butionofgoodsandservices．  

2．Capitalbecomestheprivatepropertyofindivid－   

uals，COnSequently，1abour galnS What Marx   

termed，With bitinglrOny，adouble edgedfree－   

dom；freedomfrompossessionoftheirmeansof   

PrOductionandfreedomtoselltheirlabourpow－  
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WaS prOtOtyPICal．iY However，these theories of  

progressive，1mprOVingevolutionofsocietiesfaced  

twosevereproblems：（a）providinganaccountfor  

theinspirationofthatchang・e；and（b）tocohesive－  

1ylnCOrpOrate the change within an overallex－  

planatory framework which was，eSSential1y，a  

Self－COntainedequilibriumone．Y   

theirstressthatsocietyneverreachesanequilib－  

riumstateinallofthefunctionalrequirementsfor  

asocietytoreproduceitself．However，giventhis，  

asofeconomictheory，Weareledtoask；Whyde－  

Velopanequilibriummodelofperfectiontoexplain  

a societyin disequilibrium undergoinglmPerfect  

development？   

Toexplainsocialchang・eParsonsandSmelser  

attempted to devise a theory applicable to all  

forms of society；tOidentify features common to  

every societyin any time period or g・eOg・raPhical  

location・Tothisendtheyfocusedonthesupposed  

functionalrequirements of any society to re－  

produce．Thus，eVerySOCiety，eVerySOCialdeveト  

Opment，CametObecharacterizedandmeasuredin  

termsofthefunctionalfeaturesfoundatthepre－  

Ceding・phase．SurprlSingly，glVentheneedtodis－  

tinguish societies to detailtheir development，it  

was in terms of continuous features of societies 

thatthisdevelopmentwasbeingassessedvYl．   

Curiously，When this theoreticalperspectiveis  

examined closelyitbecomes apparent that，When  

COnfronted with counter－eVidence，the funda－  

mentaltransitionalmodelis transformedinto a  

traditionalmodelin effort to account for the ab＿  

senceoftransition．TheworkofSmelserandPar＿  

SOnS（1956）makes explieit払e core or払is theo－  

reticalapproach．Succinctly，theirarg・umentwas  

thatthemarketfacilitateddevelopmentintechnoト  

Og・yandthedivisionoflabourthatrequiredlarge  

SCale production forits existence and practice．  

Thehouseholdwasinadequatetothetaskofintro－  

ducingthisprogressivedevelopmentofproduction  

andwassupersededbysuperior，internallydiffer－  

entiated，PrOduction units．Where the household  

was not so superseded it became an example of 

traditionalproduc仁ion．   

The household provided the starting point for  

theiranalysisofthedevelopmentofsociallifeand  

SOCialstructurethatledtomodernindustrialsoci－  

ety・Thehouseholdwasidentifiedbythemasthe  

unitwhichfulfilledthefunctionalrequirementsof  

SOCietylnaSing・1e，COmPletesocialwhole．Within  

thehousehold，theycontended，allfourfunctional  

imperativesthatallsocietiesmustfulfiltosurvive  

andreproduce themselvescouldbeobservedcom－  

binedandfulfilled；gOalfulfilment，adaptation，in－  

tegrationandpatternmaintenance．However，this  

reassuringpictureofthefunctionalintegrationof  

SOCiety being met within a slngle，homely，unit  

haditslimitationswhichwereupsetbyforcesex－  

ternaltothehousehold．Responsestotheseforce  

they，first，identifiedasdifferentiationoftheper－  

formanceof，functional，taSkstotheseparateindト  

Viduals who composed the household；a SPe－  

Cialization that enhanced the efficiency of their  

performanceandproductionofbothsociallyinte－  

gratedindividuals and of their commodities．As  

SOCietiesdevelopedthesefunctions，1nitial1yunited  

Withinthesamepeopleandinthesameplace，Were   

Itmayappearstrange tosuggestthatParsons  

and Smelser utilize a transitionalmodelas a tra－  

ditionalmodelto explain away the anomalies to  

their prog・nOSis ofsocialdevelopment．After all，  

theyemployedafunctionalanalysISOfsocietyand  

they，1nlinewiththegeneralstricturesagalnStthe  

SynChronicsinherent to that model，Were COn－  

Stantly criticized as being unable to explain the  

PrOCeSSeS Of socialchang・e．While，both of these  

CriticismsareCOmmOnCurrenCylnthecriticallit－  

erature，itis certainly the case that Smelser and  

Parsons were concerned toexplain socialchang・e  

and development・Their awareness of the prob－  

1emstheyencounterinexplaining・Chang・eisobvi－  

OuSfrom theirproperwishtoextendthenotionof  

theresourcesbroughttoproductionforcommerce  

beyond those normally considered economic re－  

SOurCeSineconomictheory．Itisalsoapparentin  
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furtherdistributed among・StSOCialentitiesin dis－  

tinct g・eOgraphicallocations．Thus，for example，  

thefactorybecametheseparatelocationofproduc－  

tion，Of the adaptationfunction，While thehouse－  

hold became that of socialization and tension  

management，Ofthepatternmaintenancefunction．  

The function ofintegration was that of the en－  

trepreneur who brought together new combina∵  

tionsin order to answer dissatisfactionsin goal  

fulfilment．Assucharesponsiveandnotaniniti－  

atingfunctionisascribedtotheentrepreneur．The  

householdpresentedtheunityofaminiindustrial  

SOCiety outofwhich that modern societywas ar－  

guedtohaveemerg・ed．  

tended that progress entailed development in the 

division orlabour and technology and払at there  

WaS a COnCurrent homog・enizaもion of production  

proceduresandpracticesbothwithinandamongst  

any discrete units of production，due to compe－  

tition．These changes required expansionin the  

Sizeofthecompany，tOenableinvestmentinlarg－  

er，mOre eXPenSive and developed means of pro－  

duction and to provide economies of scale．The  

SCaleandthecomplexityoffirm’soperations，they  

further arg・ued，required，andled tothe develop－  

ment of，a COmPlexinternalcommand struCture：  

It required a complex bureaucraもic structure of  

personalandregulations tocommand andensure  

CO－Ordination andhomogenization oftheproduc－  

tion procedures and practices in the firm around 

the mostdevelopedandefficientones．Thesepa－  

rationoftheownershipfromthecontrolfunc七ions  

appearedin the emergence of professionalman－  

ag・erialgroupsandlargescalefinancecompanies．  

However，there was a centralparadox；the ef－  

ficiency generating・prOgreSS WaS Seen tO COntain  

Seriousinefficienciesbytheoristsofindustrialso－  

Ciety．While the prognoses of the theories were  

Seen tObe compromisedin anumberofwaysby  

Subsequent analysts operating some of theinef－  

ficienciescanbebrieflyandusefullylistedforthe  

purposeofthesubsequentanalysesasfollows：  

SmelserandParsontriedtomodelsocietyasmov－  

ing・tOWards aneverreachedequilibrium offunc－  

tionally differentiated andintegrated units．This  

integration was effected via the market．They  

Were aWare that the separation of functions was  

nevercomplete，nOrthefullfunctioning・Ofanyone  

function compatible with the functioning of any  

Other，Which generated enormous contradictory  

tensionsintheirtheoreticalframework，becauseit  

WaS preCisely these funCtions which defined the  

SeParateunitsinsociety．Afもerall，theseseparate  

entities were formed to meet the requirements of  

their functionalspecialism；this was the raison  

d’etre foi，theiヂeXistence，and七he functions were  

required to be met to ensure a stable socialsys－  

tem．In Smelser’s and Parsons’terms the func－   

tions defined the collectivities and the sub－Sub－  

SyStemSOfthesub－SyStemSOfasociety．Thedif－  

ferentiationsofthefunctionsinitial1yunifiedinthe  

household lost degrees of their distinctiveness of 

locationandidentity．Itwaspreciselyintheloca－  

tionofsuchintegrationthattheexplanationofthe  

Stubborn persistence ofthehouseholdinits orig－  

inalfunctionallyinteg、ratedformtendstobelocat－  

ed．   

1－Enhanced efficiencyln COmmOdity production   

WaS argued to requlre Separation from the   

household．Thus，WOrk was ascribed a unlque  

identity and value，meaSuredin monetary re－   

turn，forwhich，aS meanS tOan end，itbecame   

a cost，Creatinganincentive tolessen the cost   

andincrease thereward；thuscreatinginherent  

inefficiency．Yii  

2．Moderni2；ationincurred additionalcosts；Ofsu－   

pervisionin some proportionate order with the   

growthin the size and complexity of organi－   

Zations and the separation of ownership from   

COntrOl．As wellas performing・CO－Ordinating   

taskssupervisorswereaisothoughtnecessaryto   

maintainemployeeeffortandworkquality．   

The above model，With a number of refine－  

ments，WaSWhatwasdevelopedbythesubsequent  

theoristsofindustrialsociety．TheiranalysisconH  
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3．Modernization was a．rgued to repeatedly over－   

turnthevaluesthatlocatedpeoplesocially，1ead－  

ing to anomie and inefficiency at the individual 

andinst止utionallevels．  

4．Modernrationalizationwasdescribed，inprac－   

tice，aS entrapplng PrOducers，bringlng a re－   

ducedrangeofexperiencesandofopportunities   

toexercisechoice；thisincreasedmonotony and   

powerlessness，affecting motivation，Satis－   

faction，andcommitment．  

5．Bureaucracy，basic to the modernization proc－   

ess，WaSemPiricallyfoundalsotobringinflex－  

ibilityandinefficiency（c．f．，Blau1963，Gouldner  

1954，Merton1953）．  

6．While early theorists of routinization and buq   

reaucratization thought their application uni－   

VerSal，nOtal1subsequent research found them   

to conform with their theoreticalexplication．   

Notallsituationsandproductionprocesseswere   

seen amenable to routinization and／or bureau－   

Cratization，argued toless，nOt mOre，ef－   

ficiencyYjil   

developments．These theories predicted constant  

restructuring・Of thelabour process and the con－  

Centrationofproductioninmorecentralized，1arg－  

erunitsaccompaniedbyeversharperpolari2：ation  

in ownership，incomes，eXPeriences，and height－  

enedinter＿Class conflict．  

InMarxisttheorymodernizationascapitalism，  

WaSunderstoodtohaveemergedfrom，byacom－  

Plete tranSformationof，feudalism societyresult－  

1ng from class conflictand developmentin the  

forcesofproductionwhichcouldnotbeaccommo－  

datedbythetraditionbasedsocialrelationswithin  

whichitoccurrediI．Fromitsinceptioncapitalism  

WaS Seen aS neCeSSarily progressive，PrOg、reSSing・  

from smalltoincreasing・1ylarge scale con－  

Centrated production forms；that simple co－  

OPerationemerg・enCefromcraft，SimpleCommod－  

ity，Productionandprogressedthroughmanufac－  

ture，andmachinofacture，OntOlarg・eSCalecapital－  

ist production．The essentialcharacteristics of  

Simple commodity production are；（a）1abour  

OWnSitsowncapital，（b）productioniscentredon  

the household，（c）productionis for exchange on  

themarket，and（d）thereisnoapplicationofwage  

labour．Driving・this process were class conflict  

and thenecessityforeachproducertoachieve so－  

Cially necessarylabour timein their activities．  

With this modernization society progressed but  

becameincreasinglypolarizedbetweentheowners  

Ofcapitalanddispossessedlabour．Marxargued  

that theoreticaland historicaldevelopment were  

notdiscordant；theywerepresentedasoneandthe  

SameprOCeSS．X From theinitialstageeachstage  

provided the necessary and sufficient conditions  

for the subsequent one and once theinitialstage  

WaSaChievedeverystag・euntiltheultimatewasen－  

tailedotherwisethemodelflounderedwiththecon－  

tradictionofcontingency・Iicuriously，thefullre－  

alization of capitalism was the full realization of 

COntradictionandeachmomentofdevelopmentin－  

curredproductioninefficiencies・Ⅹii  

These were some of the main inefficiencies that 

Were Seen aS CauSed by the progressive develop－  

ment of the production process．These werealso  

Oftenproposedtoexplainwhythisdevelopmentin  

the production process was at times found to be  

Stalledinits practicalapplication．Theseinefq  

ficiencies were proposed to explain why，inlarge  

production organizations，the predicted develop－  

ments were n（）t carried ol止to their fullest．The  

COntradictions of the theoreticalprog・nOSeS found  

in practice were proposed to explain the absence  

Oftheprognosesinpractice．  

ⅠⅠⅠ．TbeoriesofCapi七alistSociety．  

Theoriesofcapitalistsociety，derivedfrom the  

WOrkofMarx，prOVidethealternativeapproachto  

modernization of the socialorg・anization of pro－  

duction；these alsostrive to explain socialchange  

and underg・O Shiftsin analyticalemphasisin ef－  

forts to accommodate and accountfor recalcitranも  Initially，thecapitalist merelycombinedwork－   
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ers and deployed them using the previous tech－  

nlqueSOfsimplecommodityproduction，aChieving  

Only the formal，nOt the real，Subsumption of  

labour．The act of bringing tog・ether decreased  

productioncostsandincreasedoutputandthesize  

Oftheproduceruniも．It also sharpenedproducer  

COmpetition by reducing the social1y necessary  

labour time and generatedincreasing class con－  

flictbetweentheownersofcapitalandthedispos－  

SeSSed workers．The number of producers si－  

multaneOuSlydecreasedwitheachnewrefinement  

asthosenotadoptingthenewmethodswerecom－  

Petitivelyoverwhelmed，Byandlarge thesewere，  

in the Marxistmodel，thebasicandcommonfea－  

turesofeachimprovementin theproductionproc－  

essandoftheemergenceofeachsucceedingstage  

Of capitalism．Progress along these stages was  

detailed as thenecessaryexpansion ofproduction  

andinnovat主onin technology so thatlabour was  

exclusivelydirectedtowardsvalorizingforcapital．  

Each stage was marred，though，bydeterioration  

in theconditionsandexperienceoflabourandin－  

creased class conflict．   

alizesinlowerrealwag・eSanddestitutionforthe   

worker．  

5．The porosity of thelabourer’s working・dayis   

eradicated；theirarenotimeswhentheiractivity  

is not directed towards valorization．  

These outcomes were seen asimpacting・On those  

carryingout thelabourprocessinsuch awayas  

toeffectboththeirexperiencesandconsciousness；  

it affected their commitment and motivation to  

workin the capitalist form of employment．The  

eschatologlCaloutcome was from deteriorating・  

WOrking andliving conditions to everincreasing  

classconflictandconsciousness andon tosocialist  

七ransformatiofland human completeness．Com－  

parative and contrasting sets of experiences were 

Offeredbythisthesisthroughoutthestagesofde－  

velopment．Itsimmediateimpactwas toincrease  

class conflictin the formof collective andindivid－  

ualresistance．Collective，in the formation of  

trade unions and the pursuit of strikes，Siトins，  

WOrk－tO－rules，etC．Individualintheformofab－  

Senteeism，tardiness，Sabotage，OutSmarting・taC－  

tics，etC．Both the cause and effect of capitalist  

dynamismwere，1nthistheory，theinefficiencyof  

thesystemandtheinefficiencyofeng・enderedcon－  

flict．Thestrivingtoreducethepotentialforcon－  

flictandincreasetheefficacyoflaboursimultane－  

OuSly was seen toincrease and decrease the con－  

flict．Nevertheless，1nthemodeltheincreasenec－  

essarilyexceeded thedecrease whichleftopen the  

possibilitythatothersocialorganizationscouldbe  

more efficient due to their beingless wastefulof  

the human energies expended in the process of 

COnflictandlostthroughthediminutionoftheex－  

Perienceand，thereby，Ofthecommitmentandmo－  

tivation towork・ZiiiInsofaras thedevelopments  

foreseen by Marxist theorists have been realized  

andtheyarefoundtodeleteriouslyaffecttheexpe－  

rience andevaluationofworkthenitshouldbeex－  

pected tha仁where there were allround better aト  

ternativesexperienced thesewillbepreferredand  

SOugh仁．   

Labour’s characteristic，aS the sole source of  

Value，WaSCOnCeivedofasarecalcitrantandpoten－  

tialproductionforce，nOtaSadeterminedquantity  

as machinery was considered to be，imposed the  

move from formalto realsubsumption through  

Class conflict and competition．This moveis de－  

tailed as having the followlng features and con－  

SequenCeS：  

1．Thecompleteseparationofconceptionfromthe   

WOrker’sexecutionoftheirtaskswithconception   

becomingthesoleprerogativeoftheownersand   

managersofcapital．  

2．The generaltask oflabouris fracturedinto   

Sma11er andsmal1erunitsrequlringless ski11ed   

and trainedlabour；1abouris made simple and   

homogeneous．  

3．Theincreasing mechanization of the means of   

produc仁ion．  

4．Thecostoflabourpowerisreducedandmateri－  
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The renewedinterestin thelabour process  

SParked by Braverman’s book，Which was an at－  

tempt to prove Marx’s prognoses reg・arding the  

deskilling・andProletarianizationoflabour，1ed，in  

facttotheopposite，tOanaWaTeneSSOfthework’s  

severelimitations，Braverman’s critics tended to  

focus on what he polnted out himself；that his  

analysis did not corlSider the worker’s responses  

tocapitalistchangesin thelabourprocess．With  

this the concernmOVed to thehistorica．1reality of  

the process to reveal that the achievements were 

far from perfect due to workers resistance to the 

Chang・eS；tOClassconflict．Starknotedtheimpor－  

tance of conflictin his reading・Of Montgomery’s  

analysISOfcraftsmen：  

to this transitional modelto provide an expla－  

nation for smallscale production．In doing this  

theyconvertatransitionalmodelintoatraditional  

modelstickingdevelopment．  

ⅠⅤ。ResolvingSma11ScaleProducもio王Iin七o  

Tradit，iotlalProduct，ioll．  

Both theoretical approaches to modern society 

experienced considerable difficulty when con－  

frontedwiththepersistenceofsmallscaleproducL  

tion，1ikeintheScottishFisheries，andbothdevel－  

OPed similar，COnVerglng・，Strategies to resoIve  

their difficulties．These explanatory strategleS  

bring no solution，instead they reconstruct small  

SCale production as traditionalproduction，Which  

isimpeded，StuCk development．Smal1scale pro－  

ductionis reconstructed asstuckdevelopmentbe－  

CauSeit contradicts the explanations and ex－  

pectations ofthese theoreticalperspectives．Also，  

as the models applied to small scale production 

Wereinitiallyconstructedtoexplainsocialchange，  

Withinthetheoreticalframeworkstheybecomein－  

herentlycontradictory．Deprivedofthetheoretical  

dynamismthatsupposedlygavethemthepowerto  

drive modernizationonwards，theycallintoques－  

tiontheseverysametheoriesofmoderni2：ation．   

”ln contrasttoBraverman，Wholocates the craftsmenls  

autonomyln their technicalskills，Montg・Omery arg・ueS  

that’asimpletechnoIoglCalexplanationwillnotsuffice．  

Technicalknowledg・eaCquiredonthejobwasembedded  

in a mutualistic ethicalcode also acquired on the job，  

andtogethertheseattributesprovidedworkerswithcon－  

siderable autonomy at theirworkand powers of resis－  

tancetothewishesoftheiremployers．” （1980p．322）  

And Pricenotedcontentedly：  

”．．．weare，therefore，facedwiththeironythatthe’fail－  

ure’of the’poliもical’struggle to displace the’wages’  

strugg・1elieswithintheincompletenessofdominationit－  

Self．カ  （1983，P．62）  

Inaneffor仁toprotectthe master theories，and  

PrOVide seeming explanation，the recalcitrant  

PraCtices are spoken of as unstable（ever able to  

COmeunStuCkandreassumetheirbirth－givendy－  

namism），incurringaneedtoemaciatetheirteleo－  

logicalpower．Thisisachievedbydlvidingtheory  

fromreality，fromsocialpractices；Wherebytheo－  

ries and models are ascribed pure theoretical，at  

bestheuristic，StatuS，andtheirsubjects，e．g．，the  

PraCticesofsmallscaleproduction，areglVenim－  

pure historicalor contingent status．The recal－  

Citrant practices were thus thought of as，On the  

Whole，neutralizedfortheory，becauseactualphe－  

nomenacannotbeexpectedtofullyaccordwiththe  

theoreticalcategoriesformulated toexplainthem．  

While theories and practices may to some degree   

Inotherwords，theclassstruggleagalnStthereal  

Subsumptionoflabournegatestheclassstruggle．   

WithintheMarxistmodel，inasimilarlocation  

to the Household Production model in the theories 

ofindustrialsociety，isthemodelofSimpleorPeト  

ty Commodity Production．Simple Commodity  

Production wasidentifiedin the modelas a tran－  

SitionalmodelwhichwouldrleCeSSarilytransform  

into fullscale capitalism．A curiosity emerges  

When smallscale productionis encountered．At  

thatpointtheoristswithintheMarxiststreamturn  
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differ，When they diverge such that the practices  

Seriously undermine the explanations，then ele－  

vated status of theories becomes a status of ex†  

planatoryfailure．Indeed，the analysts pursuing  

thesetacticstoprotecttheoriesfromembarrassing  

facts，Can beperceptive of aspectsofthepractice  

being studied，Particular1y of where these con－  

tradictthe theories’prognoses，however，they are  

hamperedbytheirreluctancetoformulatenewexT  

planatorytheoriesandcategoriessoastoenhance  

the explanatory capacities ofboth．Instead，they  

propose the contradiction of the theoryas the ex－  

planation．Recognition ofcontradictionoftheex－  

PeCtationsoftheories，does notequateprovide an  

explanation．Byconsideringthese modelsthe at－  

temptwillbemadetodevelopamodelfortheScoト  

tishFisherieswhichexplainstheirorg・anizationas  

PrOgreSSively developmental，nOt aS retarded de－  

velopment・‡iY   

holdproductionderivedfromitsdualcharacteras  

being distinctfrom andformally subordinated to  

processesinawidercontext．   

ForMarxists，thecontextwithinwhichSimple  

CommodityProductionoccurredwasasadynam－  

ic part of emerglng mOdern，Capitalist society．  

However，Whenfoundincapitalistsocieties，Marx－  

ist theorists alsoit as a dependent model，Which  

WaS SOmetimes expressed asitbeing determined  

a form，nOt a mOde，Of production．‡’However，  

this conceptionleads to a tendency toidealize the  

Very PrOblematic category of capitalismitself；  

Whenanalyzing・Simplecommodityproductioncap－  

italismcomes tobe conceived as developlngnOr－  

mally according to the expectation of the theo－  

reticalmodel．Thisispatentlynotthecaseasthe  

debates onthe persistence of smallscale produc－  

tionin a number of areas，On Class polarization  

and transformation，thelabour process，etC．at－  

test．Further，themarketmodel，Whileseemlngly  

affordingsomeexplanatorypurchaseonreality，1S  

Seriouslyflawedandthemodelofcapitalismisin－  

accurateforthepresentcontextwithinwhichSim－  

PleCommodityProductionissupposedtobelocat－  

ed．ZV）Nevertheless，forMarxistwriterstheinte  

esting aspects of Simple Commodity Production  

when applied after the emergence of later stages 

of modern development derived from its dual 

Character as being・distinct from and formally  

Subordinatedtoprocessesinawidercontex仁．   

For mainstream theorists the context within  

which household production occurred was that of 

developlng・industrialsociety．Householdproduc－  

tionwasseen asdependentuponthecontextofits  

location．Sometimes thislocation was theinter－  

Stice between co－eXisting forms of society and  

production．Thisinterstitiallocation was var－  

iously described as betweenindustrialand agrト  

Cultural societies，’commercial and non－  

COmmerCialeconomies，mOdern and traditional，  

peasant，SOCieties．In each case the former was  

COnSidered to be the dominant and determinlng  

form andHouseholdproductionwasresoIvedinto  

a stalled stage in the development to the former 

fromthelatter．However，therewasatendencyin  

this theorizing toidealize the former；theformer  

WereSPOkenofasthoughtheyhadbeenrealizedin  

PraCticeastheyhadbeendescribedinmainstream  

developmentaltheory． The debates that arise  

Wheneitherthesecategoriesoraspectsofthemare  

addresseddirectly makesitpatently obvious that  

theyarefarfrom being・Only minimallyproblem－  

atic for the theories． Nevertheless，for main－  

Stream Writers theinteresting aspects of House－  

For mainstream and Marxist writers：1．  

HouseholdandSimpleCommodityProductionare  

agreedtobedistinctintheunityinownershipbe－  

tween the direct producer and the means ofpro－  

duction．2．Bothmainstream and Marxistwriters  

then describe them as subordinated to processes  

ofawidercontext；thislocationoftheproduction  

processwaswithinthemarketeconomywherethe  

producershavetopurchasetheirlnputSandrealize  

theirreproductionbymeansofsellingtheirprod－  

ucts．It was the dynamic of competition within  

market relations which was proposed as necessi－   
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tating a process of restruchlring within either  

HouseholdorSimpleCommodityProductionrela－  

tions．Thiswasaprocessofcapitalaccumulation  

andconcentrationwhichwouldgiverisetoitsuト  

timate evolutioninto the modern form．The at－  

temptedreconciliationofthisexpectationand the  

apparentstability of theformerfallrough1yinto  

seven strategies．While these strategleS Were nOt  

alwayssinglypursuedbytheorists，Oftenfoundin  

some combination，itis analytically valuable to  

distinguishand treatthemseparately：  

Firstly，itis difficult to see whatis distinctive  

betweenthepurchaseanddeploymentoftechnolo－  

gybylargecapぬ1andthaもbyHousehold／Simple  

CommodityProducers；neitherdesignthetechnol－  

Og・yandbothareimpelledtodeployitbythesame  

processes of competition according to the theo－  

reticalexplanations being・deployed．Evenif the  

former were to design it the distinction remains 

tendentious given thelocationalcontext of the  

formsofproductionanditispreciselythisthatis  

StreSSed by the theorists；i．e．，the thesis confuses  

thecompanywithlabour．   1．AnApparentAnomaly．   

The contention here was that transformation of  

productionprocesses，Ofei血erHouseholdorSim－  

ple Commodity Producers was effected．Thatei－  

ther the rationalization of production or the real  

Slユbsumptionoflabourwasoccurringwithinei払er  

the Household or Simple Commodity Production  

forms．That this was carried out bylarge scale  

Capitalist companies providinginnovative tech－  

nologleS that determine the nature ofproduction．  

The marketlocationoftheproducersenforcedthe  

Widespread adoptionof theseinnovative technoloq  

gleS．Thecostanddesignofwhichwasarguedto  

ensure that small scale，apParently non－  

Capitalist，Piloducerswere actuallycontrolled and  

exploitedbylarg・eSCale，mOnOPOlycapitalatleast  

asmuchastheywouldbehadtheirmeansofpro－  

duction been owned by this capital and they been 

inits employ．AIso the cost of the teclm0logy  

madeit necessary for the producers to take on  

loans to buyit．Both the cost and theinterest  

Chargeseffectedthe transferofsurpluses tolarge  

Capital．Furthermore，the competitive producers  

faced monopsonisticbuyersfor theirproduceand  

received lower prices for their produce than they 

WOuld have otherwise．（c．f．，Clements1983c，  

Goodman andRedclift1986，1987）This thesiswill  

behotlydisputedas contrarytothereportedper－  

Ceptions andpreferences of thefishers andofthe  

featuresreportedascentraltothesecondtwothe  

SeS．Forby thatthere are threeprlnCipleflawsin  

thissortofproposition：  

Secondly，the thesisfailstotakeaccountofthe  

theoreticalneedforeithercentralized bureaucratic  

andrationalizedprocessesorforcapitaltoownthe  

meansofproductionandsubsumelabourdirectly  

underitscontrol．Anotherwayofexpressingthis  

isthattheyfailtotakeintoaccountthedistinction，  

Marxnoted，betweenthedivisionoflabourinpro－  

ductionandthedivisionoflabourinsociety：  

”Division oflabour within the workshopimplies the  

undisputedauthorityofthecapitalisitOVermen，Whoare  

merelythemembersofatotalmechanismwhichbelongs  

tohim．Thedivisionoflabourwithinsocietybringsinto  

COntaCtindependentproducers ofcommodities，Who ac－  

knowledgenoauthorityothertha．ncompeもiもion…”  

（Marx1976pp．476－7）  

This confusion appearsin the followingon Cana－  

dian fishers：  

”PenetrationofSCPbycapitalistrelationscanbeunder－  

StOOd as aprocess of Proletarianization…itwillbe  

guedthatcapitalismdoesnotnecessarilyfullyproletari－  

anslabour，Whichinstead maintains certain character－  

istics of so calledindependent commodity production．”  

（Clements1983cp．255）  

These characteristics are the ownership of the  

means of production which，Clements argues，1S  

a sham，a formalpossession without the control－   
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that accompanies such ownership．With this the  

divisionoflabourwithinsocietybecomes thedivi－  

sionoflabourwithinproductionand theneedfor  

COnCentration，andforprogresswithinthecapitaト  

istmodeofproductionisnegated．   

fit market conditions．Consequently，eXploration  

to find new areas of good quality fish was nec－  

essary and，itwas argued，the more risktaking，  

adventurous fishers could reap superior catches  

taking theirincomes tomultiples of thefleetav－  

erage．Thisimpededrationalizationoflabourand  

SpeCiesharvesting・WaSSaidtoobstruCtVerticalin－  

tegrationoftheharvestingandprocessingsectors．  

Furthermore，theintricaciesoftheseabedandthe  

hazardous nature of the sea and the weather de－  

mandedveryskilfulsailing．Theseintractablefea－  

turesimposeddependenceontheskillandvolition  

Ofthe skipper andcrew，thwartedimpositionofa  

highly centralized，hierarchical，and rationalized  

StruCture Of harvesting・，thereby of the con－  

Centrationoftheownershipofvessels．   

Thirdly，theoryrequlreSmOrethantheabsence  

Of anecessity toprovide an adequate explanation  

Ofsocialprocesseswhichruncountertoprocesses  

entai1ed by the theory，particularlywhen theen－  

tailment derives from reasons greater than the  

immediate consequences of the processes them－  

selves． These reasons derived also from the  

greater resources that ownership of capital was 

argue toafford，eSPeCiallywhenitcame topoints  

Whereit was necessary to be able to match or，  

more hopefully，Outlive，OVerWhelm and supplant  

the competition．The absence of necessity，the  

ability to achieve the same ends by other means，  

may provide the necessary conditions for an ad－  

equateexplanationbuttheydonotprovidethesuf－  

ficient conditions for one．   

Thisis anasとutethesisof血enatureoffishery  

activities however，it cannot save the develop－  

mental theses of the two approaches outlined 

above．Before considering this basic problem  

thereisthespecificproblemthatitcannotaccount  

for the spectacular emergence of the shore owned 

COmpanyboatsofthe trawlerfleetsinBritainbe－  

CauSeitpositsanaWareneSS Of theimpracticality  

Oflarge scale organization bylnVeStOrS．AIso，  

1imitation of the ability to rationalize and com－  

mandprocesseshasnotbeenseenasareasonpre－  

venting・eithertheimpositionofcompanystruCture  

Or the separation of capitalfromlabourin the  

past；ithasbeenpositedassubordinatetoandac－  

COmmOdated by these overarching processes．  

Thusbringingtogetherlabourenabledthedivision  

oflabourandrationalizationofproductionwithin  

theories ofindustrialsociety and the trans－  

formation oftheforcesofproduction andthereal  

Subsumption oflabourin Marxist theory．Any  

limitation，then，hasbeenseenasreasonfortrans－  

formationoftheseprocesses．   

乱TheSkillRequlrementSOfthe Production  

pro（！eSS．   

This was advanced，in some way，by Lofgren  

（1972）Sinclair，（1984）Thompsonetal．，（1983）and  

Wadel，（1972），andisquiteinformativeasitfocus－  

esonthespecificsoftheproducもionactivityascen－  

tralto the explanation of the socialorganization  

being analyzed．frowever，it cannot save the de－  

velopmental theses of either the two approaches 

outlined．   

Thisstrategyfocusedontheskillsoflabourand  

argued thatin particular activities，1ike fishing，  

there were peculiarities in the production process 

which impeded rationalization or deskilling and 

COnCentrationoftheproductionprocess．Infishing  

thesepeculiarities were said to be the volatile re－  

productionandmobilitypatternsofthefish，1im→  

itedkn0wiedge of these patternS，fish species co－  

habitinheterogeneousmixes，1mPedingrationalト  

Zation ofharvestinglabour and alsoofcatches to  

For this thesis，describing specific features of  

the socialpraxis of the fisheries，仁O beinformか  

tive，andfor the natureof the developmentwithin  

the fisheries to be taken account of，the develop－  
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explanationsare visited by theproblemsinherenも  

to both industrial and capitalist theories of mod- 

ernization．   

mentaltheories themselves need to be reformulat－  

ed．Hadthefisheriesbeenasingleexception，Per－  

haps their exceptionalism could be accepted as  

minor．ThattherearemanySuChexceptions，Sim－  

ilar and related，eXhausts the feasibility of ex－  

Ceptionalism．Indeed，the specific argument of  

exceptionalism here bears astounding・reSem－  

blance to Gouldner’s explanation for the diffeト  

entialapplicationofbureaucraticpracticeswithin  

agypsumplantandthemoreg・eneralcritiquesof  

the unintended consequences of the bureaucratic  

personality or of the anomicindividual．It also  

bears striking resemblance to attempted expla－  

nations for the restricted real subsumption of 

labourin generalcapitalism and of sectarian，  

economistic，COnSCiousness whichinhibited the  

formation of rullclass consciousness．Both have   

some foundation in the intractable nature of  

labour process whichinhibits capitalist develop－  

mentandengenders afractured，dividedanddisT  

tinctly unpolarized worlこing class，The factors  

identifiedinthisstrategyarecentraltotheexpla－  

nationofthe Scottish Fisheries，howeverfor them  

to be taken account of requires reformulation of  

払edevelopmentaltheories．   

For Friedmann the unity between capital and 

labour，aCriticalfactorintheSimpleCommodity  

Productionmodel，WaSguaranteedbythelocation  

and demog・raphic reproduction of the household．  

The household’s demographically determined  

laboursupplywas，Shewrote，Self－Sufficientand  

flexible，re官ardingtheoccasion，intensityanddu－  

ration of theirwork time．Being soflexible they  

matched optimally the fluctuatinglabour re－  

quirements of farming．This was further facili－  

tated，She argued，because their technology also  

helpedcouplethefamilyfarmtothedemographics  

Of the household with only minor，SeaSOnalneed  

for recourse to supplementary wagelabour．IVii  

Shearguedthatasthisseasonalhiredlabo11rWaS  

provided by the sons of other Simple Commodity  

ProductionHouseholds，Org・anizations theywould  

inheritorowninthefuture，theywerenot，1nthe  

Marxist sense，dispossessedlabourers and were，  

therefore，nOteXploited．Shearguedthatthisab－  

SenCe Of exploitedlabour obviated Simple Com－  

modityProductionHouseholdsoftheneedtoreal－  

ize profit，aCCumulate and expand，and dissoIved  

themodels’inherentteleology．I）oingthisshewas  

locating the requisites for accumulation firmly  

Within theinteTnalcapitalandlabour relations  

and notin the extellnalmarl（et mediat（〉d r（∋1aヒion－  

Ships．For mainstream writers，from which she  

draws her household features，it was precisely  

theseinternalstructures and externalTelations  

Which they advanced to explain further evolution  

in the production org・anization，throughrefine－  

mentin the division oflabour and／or the differ－  

entiationoffunctionalrequisiteswithinthehouse－  

hold．HeraccountherepartlyagreeswithMarx’s  

One Of the capitalist dynamic deriving from class  

relations，however，itig・nOreS anOther aspect of  

theseclassrelations；theneedforallstructuresto  

operate at socially necessary labour time and to 

accumulatetomaintaintheirefficiency；Classrela－   

3．FlexiblyResponsiveLabour．   

Thethiでdstrategytorecon¢ilesmallscalepro－  

ductionpracticeswiththegeneraltheoriesisalso  

informativebut，neVertheless，isincapableofpro－  

tecting those tbeories．Friedmann（1978a，1978b，  

1980，1986a，1986b，1986c）developed quite a so－  

phisticated version of this thesis in analyzing 

American wheat farmers where she attempted to  

merg・e the Household and Simple Commodity  

ProductionmodelstoresoIvetheproblemsinboth．  

Friedmann’s thesisis ofinterest here because of  

her discussion of flexibility in the application of 

labour．Interestin her work also comes from her  

examiningissues of both Household and Simple  

Commodity Production models，and from the  

StrOnginfluence she had onlater theorists within  

these approaches．Ultimately，because sheisun－  

wi11ing to rethink the theoreticalframework，her  
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tions within the marketimposed this needin  

Marx’s theory，and for very good reason；tO ad－  

dressproblemswiththelabourtheoryofvalueand  

toexplainhowfactorycapitalismovertookSimple  

CommodityProduction．Rather，thansoIvingthe  

theoreticalproblemspresentedbysmal1scalepro－  

ductionbyattempting・tomergetwOOPPOSingper－  

SpeCtives，ShesoIvesnoneoftheproblemsofeither  

andsuccessfullyimportstheproblemsofboth．   

COnStant teChnolog・1Calimprovements andin－  

CreaSed production by these so－Cal1ed Simple  

Commodity Producer Households．If thereis no  

imperative for expanded reproduction，the oc－  

CurrenCeOfchange，eSpeCiallycumulativechange，  

Withinthosetowhomthemodelisappliedpresents  

anembarrassment．AttemptingtosoIvethisprob－  

1em usuallyleads to racもors outside the model，  

Whichcannotthemselvesbeimperative，Otherwise  

theycontradicttheprohibitivewithinFriedmann’s  

derinition．   Even were Friedmann’s theoreticalstrategy of  

demonstrating thatlabour requlrementS Were aト  

most completely supplied for from within，and  

supplementary was indeed provided by future 

OWnerSOf，Simple CommodityProductionHouse－  

holds themselves，thisdoesnotaddress the ques－  

tion of profit，Whichis an accrued surplus over  

production costs． For both mainstream and  

Marxist writers problem of explaining profit re－  

mains，SOfar，unreSOIvedXY＝：Friedmannadopts  

the Marxisもattempt to coIICeptualize and explain  

profitasaproductoflaboureXploitation，Whereby  

profitdoesnotexistwherelabourandcapitalare  

united．However，this contradicts her definition  

and location of Simple Commodity Production 

Household firmly within the capitalist mode of  

production wherein the driving forceis compe－  

tition and profit is a surplus after the production 

CyCleis complete．AIso，the subdivision ofprofit  

into rent，interest payments，insurance，etC．，  

meansthatitismostlyanecessityforsmallscale  

producers．When asurplus arises atthe endof  

productioncycle，OraSeriousofcyclestheproduc－  

ers face theissue ofwhat to do with that’profit’  

COnfronts these producers，prOViding the opportu－  

nitytofurtherimprovetheircapacitiesasproduc－  

ers．Marketcompetition，aguarantOrOfexpanded  

reproduction withinthe capitalist mode for both  

SetSOf theorist，WaSCentraltoherdiscriminating・  

the Simple Commodity Production Household  

model；With these difficulties from the meaning・  

andsourceofprofit，herdefinitionandseparation  

Of mode from form evaporatesin confusion．  

These difficulties are most acute where therelS，  

Regardless，itwasbothherconcernWithflex－  

iblelabourandacceptanceofsupplementarywage  

labour that made her reformulation of the tran～  

Sitionalmodels so attractive for other theorisもS，  

and contributedit being applied to smal1scale  

productionin fishing・（Deas1981，1982，Sinclair  

1984）．However，becauseitwasapparentthatfew  

fishing boats could operate effectively with the  

labour from only a single household，thisled to  

further modification of Friedmann’s coupling of  

Simple commodity production and the household  

to enableit to contain a number of households．  

However，itwasexactlythisareaofnon－eXploited  

labour that Friedmann later identified sub＿  

Sequentlycriticizedasthemostproblematicaspect  

Ofherinitialmodel．Shethenarg・uedthatcombin－  

inghouseholdandproductionwas actuallyac抑－  

tradictory form of patriarchal exploitation of the 

docile domesticlabour of women！王lI Thus，払e  

distinction between inside and outside of Simple 

Commodity Household Production is eroded in 

another sense；both have patriarchalbosses pro－  

moting patriarchalexploitation．Simple Com－  

modityHousehold PTOductionhereonlydiffersin  

its scale，nOtinits form，and has the same con－  

tradictions of class and patriarchy that charac－  

terize socialtheory g・enerally．These theorists  

WOuld have been better tolgnOre theissueof ex－  

tendedkinrelationswithinwhichtheycouldlocate  

theflexiblelabouroffishers，andattempting・fur－  

ther extension of a modelwhichisinherently  

flawed．Thus，theunproductivecycleofstrivingto   

ー25－  



TheJo11rnalofKyushuUniversityofNurslngandSocialWelfareVol．3No．1Mar．2001  

ties in using this strategy to modify and deploy 

transitionalmodelstoexplainphenomenainmod－  

ernsociety．Smithlookstotraditionalcommunity  

norms，Of m11tualhelp and obligation to explain  

thesurvivalofSimpleCommodityProduction．He  

equivocatesbetween suggestingwhether theform  

Willcontinuetoexistordisappear，Seeing・athreat  

to its continuance coming from both within and 

Without the producers；the origlnalprogressive  

dynamicisherefeebleinstability．Theproductivi－  

ty differentials which he finds amongst different  

producerswerefactorswhichintheclassicMarx－  

ist modelfacilitated developmentintolarge scale  

Capitalism．However，Whilehefindsthatthesedif－  

ferentials allow some to commute theircommuni－  

ty obligationsinto money exchanges，he argues  

theseonlyattenuate，nOteradicate，thecommunity  

values stressing mutual help and obligations 

amongst producers．Insofar as these values and  

obligations are subject of commutation they have 

amarketvalue，Whichislessthantheval11eOfthe  

time spenton the duties that they replace，Othe  

Wisetheyof紬rlittleassisもance．Thecommutation  

made possible by the capitalist market context，  

which is necessary for the existence of Simple 

Commodity Production，makes the community  

values and obligationsirrationalobstacles to de－  

Velopmentandwiththistheycannotcontributeto  

astablecorenorexplainitscontinuance．Indeed，  

Smith’sunderstandingofthisiswhyhenotes the  

modelunstable，if not contradictory，because  

COmmutableculturalvaluesbecomemonetaryval－  

uesandcanprovidenoadditionalexplanatoryfac－  

torsformodernsmallscaleproduction．   

modify and synthesize compromised models and  

theoreticalundertakingsis only prolonged by  

Friedmann’s attempt synthesize the Household  

and Simple Commodity production models，tO  

which she has now added he additional problem 

Ofg・enderrelaもbns．   

4．Cul七uralValues．   

A fourth strategy，Of both mainstream and  

Marxist theorists，tO eXPlain the persistence of  

Smallscaleproductioninthefaceofcontrarytheo－  

reticalexpectations deploys culhlralvalues．The  

crucialproblem hereis that the culturalvalues  

add a supplomentary oxplanatory layer onto the 

theories toaccountforexplanatory andpredictive  

failings；eVenWhere thesefailingarefundamental  

and potentially murderous for the theories，the  

purposedofthesupplementsistosaveandprotect  

the theory，nOttO develop and advance the theory  

Orunderstandings．WhenculturalvaluesareglV－  

enthistask，ぬenぬeycandosoonlyto血edegree  

thattheyaremeaninglessforthetheoriesthatthey  

are being called upon to protect．Were they not  

meaningless，they would have a place within the  

theories，and could not afford any protection．  

Bothsetsoftheoriesarg・uethatculturalvaluesare  

not meaningless and contingent，but areintegral  

With processes of modernism．Indeed，mOdern－  

i2；ationis cited as directly challeng・1ngand over－  

Whelming traditionalculturalvalues，because of  

the superiority and compatibility of these values 

forsocialpracticeswhich are modernized．When  

Culturalvalues are depIoyed toprotect theories of  

modernization of production processes from in- 

StanCeSthatcontradicttheirexplanationsandpre－  

dictions，itis，therefore，SurPrlSing，if under－  

Standable，that these supplementaryculturalvalq  

ues are drawn from traditionalunderstandings，  

and aresaid tooperatecountertopropositionsof  

efficiency；the problems this presents for both  

mains仁ream and Marxist theoreticians becomes  

painfullyobvious．  

Thus，adding・dislocatedand，in thatsense，ir－  

rational，Culturalvaluesneitherexplainsthesocial  

practices norprotects eithersetof theoreticalap－  

proaches．The additionofsuchculturalvaluesis  

αdんoc addiもion aimed at forestalling productive  

replacement of flawed perspectives．If cultural  

Valuesareimportanもandcontributestothesもr11C－  

ture andpractice ofsocio－eCOnOmic activity，then  

these values need to beintegralwith theory，and   Smith’s（1985）workcontainsthemaindifficul－  
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notpatchedonαdんoc．XⅩ   COmmerCialfarmers receive greater state financ－  

ing・than small，independent farmers．With at－  

tempts toresoIve the problem of smallscale pro－  

ductionbyintroducing stateintervenもion，thereis  

theimplicit assumption that these prerequlSites，  

a）and b）were either met or unproblematic．  

However，neitherisactually meも．   

5．SもaもeInもeI、ventio‡l．   

Thefifthstrategyseelこingt touse theHousehold  

Or Simple Commodity Production models to prou  

Vide an explanation for the persistence of small  

SCale production evoked state intervention．  

（Friedmann1978b，1980，Sinclair1984，1985，1986a，  

1986b）PeterSinclairpursued this stTategyinan”  

alyzlngCanadianfishersandsoughttouseamod－  

elthatallowedthestateconsiderableindependence  

fromcivilsociety．Doingthis，heemphasizedfac－  

tors such as tTanSfeT paymentS，i，e．，investment  

grants，unemployment payments，etC．，and state  

licensing and regulating offishing．However，he  

WaS ambivalent as to the value of the strategy to  

explaindifferentialadvantagestoinhibitthesocial  

development of modernistindustrialor capitalist  

SOCiety．Hisambivalenceconcerning・thecausalef－  

ficacy ofthe state was expressed as a warning  

agalnSthaving an over－deterministic model：まiof  

thestateandinhisambivalentprognosesregard－  

ing thelong－term prOSpeCtS for the smallscale  

fishers．Unfortunately，the state cannot account  

for thelackof theoretically expected development  

in the fisheries in a way that protects either the 

mainstream of Marxist，theories．   

Thegeneralexplanaもionsandprog・nOSeSOfboth  

theoreticalperspectives when dealing・With mod－  

ernization andits consequences，e．g．，With the  

COnCentration and rationalization of production，  

role or functionaldifferentiaとion，Stratification，  

explaining・SOCialconsciousnessin terms ofsocial  

location，Of socialaction within socialstructure，  

arecurrentlyfraughtwithcontradictions．Recent  

formulationsofstatetheoryhavebeenundertaken  

due to such explanatory and predictive shorト  

COmings．The twists and turnS takenby theorist，  

Marxist and mainstream，1n reSpeCt Of the state  

are quite characteristic of the failure to address  

thefundamentalproblemswith theirexplanatory  

undertakings．Initially，thestatewasconceivedof  

as the creation of civilsociety，however the ex－  

Planatoryfailureswith civilsociety and the state  

led to attempts give the state some independence 

from civilsociety（relative autonomy），Whichit  

then acts upon to counter the developments pre－  

dicted by the theory used which would otherwise  

OCCur．The state then become an effective cause，  

not an effect，Of civilsociety，ⅠIjito soIves ex－  

planatory problems．However，aS SOOn aS Sub－  

Stantialindependenceis ascribed the state，and  

explanatoryundertakingspursued，inevitablythis  

leads back to the theoretical1y differentiated civil  

SOCiety to provide causalfactors to dealwith ex－  

planatoryproblemswiththestate．Thisispartic－  

ularly apparent in the discussion concerning the 

partner dichotomy to the state civilsociety dis－  

tinction，pOWerandlegitimacy・Ⅹ‡ili   

First，thestatecanonlyaccounもfo王一弘islackof  

fitcompatiblywiththetheoreticalperspectivesin－  

SOfar as，a）developments forecast by the theo－  

reticalperspectivesaregenerallyoccurring・1nCivil  

SOCiety，and，b）itispossibletoclearlydefinearld  

differentiate the statefromcivilsociety．Inability  

to do eitherresultsin the failure of the strategy．  

Successwithboth，bringstheproblemthen，SPeCifb  

ica11y，eXplainingwhystatesshouldsustainathe～  

Oreticallyinefficientproductionorganizationwhen  

Veryg・00dreasonsexistforitnottodoso．Indeed，  

StreSSneedstobeplacedonthespecificform，uSu－  

ally the action ascribed to stateinterventionis  

general，and does not attempt todiscriminate re－  

CIPlentS by their mode of operation．In farming，  

Where this explanationis most common，1ar・ge  

Sinclair，tO attemPt tO aCCOunt for smallscale  

productionintheCanadianfisheries，Choseatheo－  

reたicalapproachwhichconceived払estaとeascon－   
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Siderablyindependent of civilsociety．However，  

thaもthe staもehas，SOfar．proved unslユCCeSSfulat  

accountingforgeneralexplanatoryfailure means  

thatitcannotbedeployedtoaccountforaspecific  

explanatOry failure without directing theoretical  

attentiontoprovidinganaccountofthestate．The  

Statethenbecomespartoftheproblemofexplain－  

ing persistent，inefficient production practices．  

Werethestrategyproventobecorrect，Smallscale  

productionwouldbedemonstratedinefficient，Oth－  

erwisethestatewouldbeanunnecessaryfactorin  

the equation．The strategy of using・the state to  

accountforthetheoreticalfailingsisacircularone  

Whichleadsbacktotheneedforathoroughexpla－  

nationoftheissuesinhand；thestateisthenapart  

oftheproblemratherthanitsresolution，and the  

saviour of either of the theoretical approaches to 

modernism‥   

WOuld not be possible．AIso，Whyhas the subsト  

dizingactivitynotbeenreorganizedalongthelines  

of the models that are held to be more efficient in 

the theories advanclng・the cross－Subsidy arg  

ment？Furthermore，thebenefitstheoreticallycon－  

Sideredasflowlngfromspecializationandreorga－  

nizationarelosttothosewhoaresupposedly，eX－  

ploited，multトproducers．Themoreg・eneralprob－  

1emisthatbothsetsoftheoreticalapproachesex－  

plain the movefrom smallscale，throughSirnple  

Commodity or Household Production as entailed  

by movements of efficiency，in order to gain the  

benefits of the divisions oflabour，rationalization  

and greater controlover the production process，  

etc．Inshort，thisstrategylSalsoacirculartheo－  

reticalstrategy which returns the theorist七o the  

pointofdeparture，theneedtoaddressthefunda－  

mentaltheoreticalfailuresin the explanations of  

modeTnization，ratherthan attemptingparticular  

SOlutionstogeneralproblems．   臥Oecupationalpluralism，Cross】Subsidy．   

The sixth attempt proposes that the producers 

areengagedinotheractivitieswhichsubsidi21ethe  

One being analyzed as smallscale production．  

Thiscan taketheformofeitheroccupationalplu－  

ralism or of subsistence production．Within the  

modelsthisissometimespositedasanoverlapbe－  

lween modes of production and the small scale 

producers are argued to beinterstitialforms of  

production existing in spaces between modes of 

production．Forbothhouseholdandsimplecom－  

modity theorists this is argued to allow unequal 

exchange between the producers being・analyzed  

andthosetheysell，Supply，theirproductto，uSual－  

1ylargecompanies．ThecompaniesbuyataprlCe  

lower than that the reproduction prlCe WOuld be，  

Were the producers to specialize on this product  

alone allowlng a tranSfertodomineerlngCOmpa－  

nies．（C．Smith，1984） The prime explanatory  

PrOblemhereisthattoomuchisbeingaskedoftoo  

little；Where productionleads to a deficit，it re－  

mainsnecessary toshowwhythesubsidi2；ingac－  

tivitylSnOttheonespecializedin，aSthereareob－  

Viously g・reater returnS tOlnPut there than from  

the activity being subsidized otherwise subsidy  

了．Stl・llCtumltmpedimelltS．   

The seventh argues thatproductionis hetero－  

geneousandthatsomeareasofproductionareless  

tractable than others to capitalist reorganization  

and development along・Classiclines．（Mann and  

Dickinson1978）Thecontrastposedisapolaroムe  

betweentractableandintractableproductionpro－  

CeSSeS；the tractable become fully developed  

whereas theintractable do not transcend House－  

holdorSimpleCommodityProduction．Thecon－  

trast，however，CannOtbe sustained as starkly as  

thissincethebasisforintractabilityforgetstheex－  

istence of the market which founds the need for  

imposing・homogeneity，SOCial1y necessarylabour  

time，OnprOductionprocesses．Thecontrastcan－  

notbesustainedeitherasitisnotpossibletoshow  

theachievementoffulldevelopmenttractablepro－  

duction（e．g．，SeeHirschhorn1984，SabelandZeiト  

1an1985，DucheandSavey1987．）．   

Theintractableargumenもwasdevelopedinfood  

production，inparticular，Whereitwasarguedthat  

food production wasless tractable，andin some   
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cases，SOfar，fullyintractable tofull－SCale mod－  

ern rationalist or capitalist reorg・anization．The  

variedpenetrationbycapitalreflects，itisargued，  

thedifferencebetweentheproductiontimeandthe  

labour time necessary to produce the commodity 

andrealizevalueinexchang臥 Thethesisrestson  

theargumentthatcapitalextractsvalueonlyfrom  

thelabourtimerequiredtoproduceacommodity・  

Ifnaturalprocessessuchasplantgrowthcyclesor  

winematuring，eXtendtheproductiontimebeyond  

thelabourtimeentailedthentheabilityofthecap－  

italist to realize surplus value will be restricted 

and consequently reduced．Thisis so becauseit  

lengthens the time period between capital being 

expendedintheproductionprocessandtheactual  

saleofthecommodityonthemarketwhenitreal－  

izesits value．PrincIPally，the presumption that  

theshortertheproductioncyclethegreaterthere－  

alization of value and，thereby，Of surplus value  

founders on the inability to explain and ascribe 

profitanditsrelatedcategoriessuchasrentand  

interestrepayments，aSdiscussed above・Ifthese  

differentincomes were not being・equalized be－  

tween areas ofproduction thenthe marketmodel  

thatisadvancedasdifferentiatingHouseholdand  

Simple Commodity Production from，andinte－  

gratingitwith，itscontextcollapses・Ifthediffer－  

entincomesarebeingequalizedthentheinequali－  

tiesintherealizationofprofitinthesedistinctar－  

eas of production collapses，and there are not  

StruCturalimpediments．   

Ⅴ．ExplainingSmallScaleproduetion．  

Thetruesolutiontoexplainingsmallscalepro－  

ductionliesnotinthecontradictionsofthetheories  

ofindustrialand capitalist society，nOrin the  

StrategleSdevisedtoexplainthatproductionwith－  

in these theories and which rely on such con－  

tradictions．The solution to the problem of the  

smal1scale social1iesin the org・anization them－  

selves，andawi11ingnesstoaccepttheimplications  

Of that production org・anization for socialtheory  

suchthatleadstotheprog・reSSivereformulationof  

theory．Taking・血eharvesting・SeCtOrOftheScoト  

tish Fisheries as example，th8eXplana七ionof the  

predominanceofsmallscaleproductiontherelies  

in the distinctiveness of the activity and experiN  

ences of fishing，eSpeCially as the socialorgani－  

zation affects these，and contrastspositivelywith  

alternativeorganizationofproductiveactivity．   

ThesocialorganizationoftheScottishFishery  

isflexible，reSPOnSiveanddynamicbecauseofthe  

near unity between capitalandlabour and the  

share system of income distribution as they con- 

trastwithrotherorganizationsandsystems．Fish－  

inglS an aCtivitypractisedin the open，Changlng  

andsometimesdangeroussea，andthevarylngln－  

tensityofdemandswhenworkingaboardafishing・  

boat composes aninconsもanもunde王－taking．Be－  

causeofthis thefishersneed tobe able torelyon  

one another fulfilling・the responsibilities of their  

postthroughself－mOtivationandthefullestpossi－  

ble exercise oftheir abilities．Fishing，aS an OC－  

cupation，Offersfishersabundleoffeatures，SOme  

of which are common to most occupations and  

some are unlque tO fishing・・These fishers’ori－  

entation tbfishinglS a multifacetedone whereby  

they seelt and consider that fishing affords them 

more of the features sought of a work situation  

than any other open to them（c．f．，Suth肝1and  

1993）．The fishers’orientation and comparative  

assessments offishing・gaVe払em g・00d reason to  

worktosustain，nOt tOreStruCture，thesocialord  

gani2；ationoffishing・Theoutcomeofthevaneat  

Another equally serious difficulty with this  

strategylSthatitcannotexplainwhysomeareas  

of production that were replaced with full scale 

production reverted to smallscale production・  

Thiswasthecasewithfishingandwheatfarming・．  

Tosomedegree，thisthenbecomespartofamore  

seriousexplanatoryproblem；thedivisionofstruc－  

tureandaction，Whichisonlyfeasiblewhereboth  

moveinseparateways，yeteaChismeanttobethe  

productandproduceroftheotherE‡l▼  
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Fundamentally，Centralized，Shore companyown－  

ershipofcapitalasseもs，fishingboats，isconcerned  

With the regulation and reutilization of pracもices，  

and areis not abo血glVing over such controlも0  

0thers，allowing them to roam freely and take  

risksin search of any species of fish．Further－  

more，While fishers working for shore company  

OWned vessels，and paid a wage，face the same  

technicaldemandsoffishingtheyarelesswilling  

to fish a temporally flexible pattern，demanding・  

rationalized and routines system fitting・their  

payments，andincurredmoreconflictualrelation－  

shipswithslこippersandboatowners‡ⅩVi・Theso－  

Cialorganization of the Scottish Fisheries wher8  

the boats are owned，uSua11yin share，and con□  

trolled by the fishers and the income from each 

tripis distributed by the share system，makesit  

easierfor the fishers，aS a CreW，tO fishindepen－  

dently and adventurously．It makesit easier for  

them，aS a CreW，tO take measured risks fishing  

new and tricky grounds and／orin triciiy Weatber  

COnditions，galning someimportant differential  

advanぬge．   

tempttorestruCturefishing・along・Centralized’capq  

italistic’0Ⅰ、’rationaliz旧d’forms and ぬe fishers’  

perceptions and undersもandings dissuades both  

them and otherslinked with fishing，Who would  

normallybeconsideredsourcesofreorg・anization，  

byeitherverticalorhorizontalconcentration，from  

doing so（Sutherland，1996）．Studies of the shore  

COmPanyOWnedtrawlfleetfoundthemtobemore  

marked by conflictualrela仁ionships amongst the  

crew and between them and the fleet owners．  

Comparative studies of fishers on shore company 

OWned and organized fishing fleets found their  

fishers to be comparatively less satisfied than 

those worlこingonfisherowned boats（Sutherland  

1993）．   

A crew who can beindependent，adventurous，  

self－mOtivated，CO－Ordinatedandflexiblyrespon－  

sivein temporally and physically applying them－  

Selves tofishingarebetterplaced toseekout，fol－  

low and catch an unbounded and rapidly moving 

PreyWhich arefoundininconstant species mixes  

intheexpansiveanddangerousenvironmentofthe  

seathanthosewhocannotbeso．Thenearerunity  

betweencapitalandlabour，themoreinformaland  

Open COmmand structure，the more equitable  

methodofincomedistributionamongallcrewpo－  

Sitions，andtheoccupationalidentityofsharefish－  

erelicits this fromfishersbetterthan amorecen－  

tralized and rationalized ownership struCture．  

Furthermore，theyelicitthiswhilemaking・fishing  

a coTnparatively more comprehensively endowed 

andinteresting occupation．Fishers working to  

the share system of distributing・theincome‡】【Y  

fromatrip，determinedbythequantityandquali－  

ty of the fish caught and processed，equally  

amongstthecrewandtheowners，Withtheowners  

alsoworlting・aSfishersontheboat，COuldidentify  

SOme equity between the shared risks taken and  

払ereもurnsreceived．Thus，Whilefishersworl（ing  

On a Shore company owned vesselwho arepaid a  

Wag・e face the same technicaldemands of fishing  

theywould belessfree to strike outon theirown  

and fish adventurously to their owninitiative．  

A fishingvesselis asocial1ylocatedenterprlSe  

Whosestreng・thoforganizationpartlyderivesfrom  

thesocialnetworkoforganizationswithinwhichit  

isintegrated and the socialdevelopment of sci－  

entificl（nOWledge which enhance capacities，ef－  

ficiently and safely．While the appearance of a  

fishing boatis of alone vesselat sea and fishers  

Can PerCeive themselves as high1yindividualistic，  

they are，infact，SOCia11ylocated and their social  

Organization partly dependent on extensive social  

networks，e．g．，theirlinknges with shore organi－  

Zations such as fisb sales agencies，banks，etC．  

Partisinthesocialdevelopmentofknowledge，Of  

fish stocks，Of their reproduction and migratory  

patternS，fishing and navigationaltechnologies  

rxvii ，andofthemeanstoens11reanefficient，Safe  

and balanced harvesting・Ofspecies．The solution  

totheproblemofthesocialorganizationpredomi－  

nantintheScottishFisheriesliesalsointhequali－  

ty of the social relations within whichits emu   
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planations．Nor，doesit sit comfortably with  

postmodern socialscience，Which now prefers to  

positalienatedindividualsgrowinglnCreaSinglSO－  

1atedandindependentfortheirsocialcontext・  

bedded．The fishers selltheir fishin thelocal  

marketbyauction where thereis aminimumin－  

terventionprlCe，SetbytheEECandadministered  

by the fish producer organization thaもthey are  

membersof．Thefisharesoldthroughfishsellin  

ag・entSWho take acommissionforthisandother  

services that they provide．Other fishers and a  

fisher，s relatives andぎriends sometimes talこe mi－  

noritysharesintheirboat，1endmoneytothemto  

become established as share owning fishers  

and／or recommend themも00thers for this p  

pose. They also do this to assist them improve 

theircraft．Thefishselling・agentSalsolendrish－  

ers money to assisもthem buy orimprove their  

boats，aS dolocalbanks．In addition to theses，  

some fuelsuppliers，localbusiness consortiums，  

etc．，are OCCaSionally willing to finance new or  

successfulfishers tobuyorimprove theirvessels．  

None have shown any interest in establishing a 

largefishingfleetundertheirownershipandcon－  

trol，preferring，1nStead，tOreStricttheiractivities  

to those of their primary purpose and concern of 

fishselling，SerVicingandprovisioningthefishing  

boats，etC．Inthistheyhaveasimilarviewsofthe  

nature and practicalrequirements offishing and  

ofthefishers’orientationstofishing，intranslg・ent  

independence and assessments of what makes a 

goodfisher・Theirownlimitedcapacitiesもoexer－  

cise iIlformed control over the operations of the 

boats at sea withoutimpairing these boats’ef－  

fectiveness confirms this as does the failure of the 

earlier attempt to restructure the socialorgani－  

zation of the fisheries．Thus，Organizations and  

people closely associated with fishing face ob－  

staclesto，andhavesimilarreasonsnottoattempt  

to centralize ownership and control of a fleet of 

fishing boats．At this pointit must be stressed  

thattheaboveisnotcompatiblewitheitherofthe  

twotheoreticaltraditions，aS they explain socio－  

economic modernization，aS Outlined．at the be－  

glnning；COnSequently theimplications of the  

aboveconclusionsandproposedaccount，Whichis  

partialas described here，needs to be utilized to  

formulate more cohesive，1ess contradictory ex一  

C（lIlぐ111Si川I  

Modernization，mOdernity，andmodernismare  

conceptsappliedtonumeroussocialprocessesand  

phenomenatheoccurredoveranexpansiveperiod  

oftime；thetermsareusedtoexplaintheprocess－  

esleading to specific organizations of socio－  

economic activity，Of socialstruchlreS，national  

and other cultures，tO SCience，SOCialtheory，phi－  

losophy，aSWellastothevariousarts，e．g．，muSIC，  

painting，1iterature，arChitecture，etC．The sheer  

expansiveness of the social phenomena to which 

theconceptsapplymakethetaskofcreatingaco－  

hesive，all－embracing暮 eXPlanation a Herculean  

もask．   

Thispaperfocusedonsocio－eCOnOmicmodern－  

izationanddetai1edhowresponsestosocialprac－  

ticesrecalcitrantforsocialtheory（socialpractices  

whichcontradicttheexplanationsandpredictions  

ofpreferredtheories），embracedcontradictionand  

proved tobeunproductive，ratherthana肌emptto  

resoIve contradiction and expand explanatory ca－  

pacities．For simplification，theories of socio－  

economic modernization were divided into two 

sets，andbrieflydetailed，and then the strategleS  

of theorists confronted with the persistence of  

smal1scaleproductionwereexaminedandround－  

1y criticized．This revealed thatwhenfacedwith  

phenomena which contradicted their preferred  

theories，rather than reformulate these theories  

theysimplyattemptedtoadaptamodelorlglnally  

formulated to explain processes of dynamic  

change to account for wha仁they conceived of as  

impeded，Or StuCk socialtranSitionin the social  

org・anization of production．It was shown that  

their doing this had a wholly negative impact on 

the orlglnaltheory that they were meel（1y strug－  

glingtoprotectbythisstrategy，andthatthislead－  
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to an unhealthy divide between pure theory and  

PraCticalsocialand historicalphenomena．This  

elevationoftheorytoastatusofpurity，WaSShown  

todivorceitfromthemessyrealitythatitwascre－  

atedtoassistourunderstandingof，andeffectively  

elevatedittoapositionofexplanatoryfai1ureand  

practicalsuperfluity．Instead，itwasarguedhere  

thatthereisanurgentneedforsocialtheoriststo  

Creatively address existing theories and radically  

dealwith their contradictions and problemsin  

WayS thatsoIvestheseprovidingtheorieswithen－  

hanced explanatory capabilities．Based on ev－  

idence obtained from research of the Scottish  

Fisheries，an eXplanation of smallscale produc－  

tion thatis technologlCally and economically dy－  

namic was presented which，beinglnCOmPatible  

Withexistingapproached，neCeSSitatestheoriststo  

devise new theories which eradicate theinconsis＿  

tenciesofthe oldones toexplainprocess ofmod－  

ernization．  

Stable，COmplexanddisorderlythanitdoesnow．”（Flax，  

1986，CitedinHolmwood1996，p．107．  

111Examplesofsomeofthetypesofsmallscalereduc－  

tion，Otherthan thespecificresearchstrategyexamined  

here，SeeCurranandBurrow（1986）foranover・View，Or  

DucheandSavey1987，Whoarguethatrathertha．ndeclin－  

1nglnnumberandimpor・tanCeSmallandmediumfirms  

areincreasing，ScottandChristopherson（1987）whodis－  

CuSS thisin relation to high－teChnologyindustries，Or  

SabelandZeitlin（1989），foramorehistoricaldiscussion，  

forexample．  

1YParadoxically，theresistancetochangeofthehouse－  

hold came to provide the explanation of some types of 

Smallscaleproduction，forthesetheories．  

’Frequently efficiency，Orimproved efficiencylS Pre－  

Sented as animperative for change，Smith，Durkheim  

andWeber，forexample，preSentenhancedefficiencyas  

explanatorycategoryforchange，butwheretheproblems  

ariseisa）inlocating・thewe11springofthisrivercease－  

1ess of change，b）sustaining・its expansive flowwithin  

the banks ofthe explanatory categories of the requlre－  

mentsof（stable）socialsystems，andc）werea．8．ndbto  

provepossible，theproblemremainsofaccommodating・  

thesewithintheseessentiallyequilibriummodels．  

▼1Thisperspectiveofcontinuoussocieties，COntributesto  

theintroduction of a trag・lC elementinto their view of  

humanactionandfreedom・Associetiesdevelopalong  

COntinuousfeaturestherefinementofthesefeaturesleads  

tothecontainmentoflmmanaction andthenegationof  

freedom．  

Y＝seeclegg（1979）foraclassicdiscussionoftheneed  

for aninstitutionalframework to ease the operation of  

industrialrelations and overcome theinefficiencies  

SpaWnedbytheirabsence．  

Yl11AIvinGouldnerhaswrittentwoveryperceptivere－  

ports（1954，1955）ontheapplicationofbureaucraticpro－  

Cedures，based on his sもudyin a gypsum processlng・  

plantandmineintheUS．  

ltTheactualhistoricalpicもureismorecloudythanthe  

modelpresented by Marx and subsequent Marxists，Of  

COurSe，C．f．，Brenner1977，forexample．  

工Marxpresentshistheoreticalmodelimmediatelyfoト  

lowlng・trenChant crliticism of classicalpoliticalecono→  

my’scontention thatthefactorsofproductionexchange   

yootnotes   

IAsubsequentpaperwillextendthiscritiqueandex－  

Planationtotheperformanceofsmallscalerecord（CD）  

COmpaniesinthecontemporary】aZZmuSicbusiness．  

11Thishasspawnedaplethoraofpostmodernwritings  

Which ascribe theinconsistencies andinadequacies of  

these and their own theoTies to the societies，praCtices  

andactorsthemselves，Whichtheydescribetheseascon－  

tradictory；e・g．，disorganisedcapitalism（IJaShandUrry  

1987）；SChizophrenicsociety（DeleuzeandGuattari1977）；  

thereisnocoherentexplanationbecausethereisnoco－  

herentsocialworld，Onlylocalandcontradictorysocial  

phcnomena（Lyotard1987）；thereisno societynor are  

thereindividuals】〕audrillard（1983）；descriptions of  

POSトindustria・lsociety（Bell1973）；POStLFordistsociety  

（Elam1990）；andsuchlike．Whatcharacterises many  

Ofthemisalackstandard，SCientificorother，bywhich  

theirundertakingscanbedescribedasasuccessornot；  

We areleftwondering that the more contradictory and  

inconsistenttheirpropositionscome，themoresuccessful  

theywouldconsidertheirendeavourstobe：”…ifwedo  

OurWOrkwell，’reality’wi11appear more andmore un－  
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atequlValentvalues．Herethehistoricalanalysisapplies  

this critiquein the form of criticism of Smith’s theory  

Of prlmitive accumulation．Insofar as the mainstream  

theorists have an understanding of theneed forcapital  

accumulation，itisSmith’stheoryofprimitiveaccum  

lationwhich，eitherexplicitlyorimplicitly，prOVidesthe  

Starter mOtOr．  

tlThe modelfloumder・ed because the successive stages  

didnotunfoldasdutifullyaspredicted；thisledtothein－  

JeCtion of contingency，Whereby a preceding stage was  

demoted to the status of a necessary，perhaps，butnot  

byitselfasufficient，Sta官e，fortheemergenceofthepre－  

dicted succeeding・Stage forits emerg・enCe．The model  

flounderedonthecontra．dictionsofeachstagepreventing  

thedevelopmeTltOfthesubs8quentStag・ebecauseitsinef－  

ficiencywassurpassedbyanother，mOreefficient，mOdel  

Which did not have theseinefficiencies．Finally，the  

model floundered on contingency which meant that 

Stag・eSCOuldbeby－paSSed．  

‡1LInfunctionalistterms，therealisationofeachfunc－  

tionallynecessarystageincurreddysfunctionandthere－  

alisation of the ulもimatc functionalsocialequilibrium  

wastherealisationofcompleteandperfectdysfunction．  

tl＝  This contradiction contributed to ambivalencein   

Marxism respecting the meaninFfulness of reform；  

Whetherreformequalledthegraduala．chievementofso－  

Cialismorincorporation．WithSimpleCommodityPro－  

ducもion；WaSit a disguised form of，Or・a．haven from，  

Capitalism and Lhe capitalis仁1abourprocess？This，and  

itsobstinatepersistence，Were atthecoreofattemptsto  

formulate Simple Commodity Production models that  

WereneitherfunctionalistnorもeleologlCal．  

ZIY ThehistoryoftheScottish，indeedtheBritish，Fish－  

eriesmaybeconsideredtoprovideaclassicexampleof  

this developmental path with the emergence of shore 

COmpanyOWnedtrawlerfleets．Her・eWaSaneXampleof  

Separation of ownership from producers and there was  

considerable conflict between the owners and their em－   

ployees．However，thedevelopmentinthemeansofpro－  

duction，aSthehistoryalsoshows，WaSincrediblysti比ed  

anditis difficult to consider the conflict as anything  

more thantradeunionconflict，nOtaSClassconflict．  

Ⅰ’Theconceptofmodeofproductionwasreservedtode－  

SCribe the totality of social－eCOnOmic society，e．gリthe  

Asiaticorcapitalistmodesofproduction．  

X▼lBothaspects，forbothperspectives，areeXpreSSedin：  

”Insimplecommodityproduction，OWnerShipandlabour  

are combinedin the hotlSehold，and production takes  

placeunderconditionsofcompetiもion．”（Friedmann1978  

p．71．Emphasisadded．）  

T∀‖ Ideally，the minor and subsidiary status of this  

labourneeds，Whereused，tObedemonstra．tedthrough  

apreciseaccountofitsdeploymentanddetai1edfigures  

COnCerningitcost，ifnotitsoutputworth．  

Theattractivenessofthisthesisoflabourflexibilitywhen  

trylngtOeXplain thefisheriesisobviousfrom theabove  

descriptionofthefitfulnatureofthelabourrequlrementS  

there．However，thisflexibilityneeds tobesocial1ylo－  

Cated and cannot，forthefisheries，be solocatedwithin  

SuChhouseholddynamics  

Ithas also been said of the fisheriesin Scotland that，the   

demise of the company fleets related to the siz．e of thc  

boats，Of the technology，that they used which wer・e tO  

large tooperateeffectivelylntheinshorewaters．There  

aretwoproblemswiththisargument．One，aSnOtedin  

thehistory，thecompanieshadalongforewarningofim－  

Pending・Changesin territorialrightwith the expres  

purpose of excluding them；Within the entrepreneurial  

CaPitalism of economic and Marxist theoryit wasin－  

Cumbent upon them to modify their technology．Sec－  

Ondly，theargumentconvertsaclassmodelinto色teChq  

nologlCally determinist model；thereis no reason why  

lar酢boa亡scaTlnOもbedeployediIliれSborewatersas仙e  

recent appearance of viable120foot plus boats attests  

andthereisnoreasonwhythetechnologyofsmallboats  

CannOt be deployed as part of alarg・e COmPany fishing  

fleetwithinthetermsofthe theory；thecriteriaiscomT  

petitiv飢IeSS．  

Ⅰ▼1－1 0fcourse，itisassumed，aSinclassicalpolitical  

economy，thatprofitisthesurplusofincome overcost，  

andis a return to the entrepreneurfor theirwork，in－  

VeStment，andrisktaking．However，matterSarenOtSO  

Straightforward；thereturnfortheentrepreneur’swork  

ineconomictermsisareturntolabourorwages，there－  

turntOinvestment，insimilarterms，isinterest，andthe  

questionofriskbecomesin8uranCeCOStS，becauseriskis  

Calculable．The economist Knig加，1921，attemp亡ed to  

soIvethisproblembyintroducingthedistinctionofrisk  
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and uncertainty，the first determined situations where  

theeconomicagenthadcalculableprobabilities，thelat－  

ter where there were no calculations possible；however  

this plays havocwith the market modelwhich relies on  

PeTfectcompetition，thusperfectknowledge，for・ittoop－  

erate；if this mallket cannot be assumed，then classical  

and neo－Classicalecor10mics cannot be sust，ained．See   

Obrinsky，1983，for more detailed discussion of profit，  

and the difficultiesitposesforcontemporary economic  

theory．  

XIx Friedmann statedinherarticle：  

”Family enterprlSeS are nOt relics buも，for better or   

WOr・Se，are part Of the presentandnearfuture of ad－   

VanCedcapitalism．AsenterprlSeStheycanbeunderL   

StOOd as simple commodity production．However，   

Simple commodi仁y production does notinclude fami－  

1iesorhouseholdsinitsconcept：itissimplytheunity   

Of property andlabour within the context of gene   

alised circulationofcommodities．Indeed．．．itisdiffi■  

Culttoanalysefamilyand＄implecommodityproduc－   

tionin con】unCtion with one another because gener－   

alisedcommoditycirculationindividualiseshumanbe－  

1ngS．Itshapesmostpeopleasbearersoflabourpow－   

er，thatis，aSCOmPetitiveparticlpantSinlabourmar－   

kets．Itshapesothersaspropertyowners．Therefore   

the unity of property andlabour within capitalism   

refersloglCally toindividlは1s．Yet，VeryOften．．．this   

unitycoincideswithlabourandfamilyinheritance…   

Wehavetacitlyacceptedtheexplicitclaimsbyanthro－   

POlogistssuchasSahlinsandMeillassoux，eChoing・the   

popularvi¢W，thatdespitetheimpliedautocracyofthe   

head，households are characterised by the virtues of   

pooling，Sha．ring・andgenerosity．Feministanalysisof   

the household as the site of domination and subor－  

dination contradicts this ideology and suggests the 

importance of connecting family／household relations   

Withcommodity relations，Whether thesebe wages or   

Salesofthedomesticproduct．Forcommodityproduc－  

1nghouseholds，Whicharebasedonfamilytiesbutnot   

alwaysidenticalwith them，analysIS Ofthis kindwill   

dissoIve the dichotomy betweeninside and outside．．．   

Showing the reclprOCaleffects of value relations and   

theage／genderdivisionoflabour．’’ （1986a，p．47）  

m【Theissues or cul山ralvaluesIs，Or COurSe，a Critical  

Oneforsocialtheory．Ineconomicstheassumptionisof  

homeseconomicus，Ofomniscientandparsimoniousra－  

tionalmanwhomakeseconomicchoicestooptimise the  

returnforcos仁．Thus，thereisnoplaceforculもuralval－  

ues，Whichbecomeresidualcategories，andpackedin仁o  

theconceptoftaste，Whichisca11eduponinadhocman－  

nertoaccountfortheoreticallyunaccountedforphenom－  

ena，nOtarar・eOCCurrenCe．Theresidualcategorieswere  

packedup，andgiventosociologistsandpsychologiststo  

explain，Which eradicates their residualnature．In  

SenSetheappea．1toexternalculturalval11eSisanappeal  

toresidualcategories，and shouldbeoutofboundsfor  

anyrationalscience．  

王‡1In truth，an OVer－deterministic modelisin reali仁y  

an under＿deterministic model．1tis said to be over－   

deterministic becauseit ascribes features and even仁s   

Which do not occurin reality，Which means thatitis  

under－deterministic becauseit does not determine，eX－  

plainthesocialpracticesitissupposedtodetermineand  

explain．  

Z‡‖seeskocpolatal’sarticleinHeldetal．，1983．  

rrl L f seethediscussioninSkocpol1979，Poulanも犯S1978，  

Offe1973，Habermas1975，Giddens1984，Holmwoodand  

Stewart1991）inrespectofthistensionandconclusionof  

alackofdistinctivenessbetweenthecateg・Ories．  

Ⅰ‡iYFordetai1eddiscussionofthestruCtureagenCyPr・Ob－  

1em，SeeHolmwoodandStewart，1991  

‖’Thesharepaymentsystemwasmethodofequaldis－  

tributionofincomeamong・OWnerSandcrews．Thetotal  

incomeforthetrip，minusoperatingcosts（forfuel，ice，  

1andingfees，etC．）was firstdivided50％for the olVnerS  

and50％for the crew．Ownershipwasmostofteneither  

byasinglecrewmember，uSuallythecapta．inorantlm－  

ber of people，uSually allcrew member．Where there  

WaS mOre than one owner，the ownerlShare was dis－  

tributedindirectproportiontoownership，uSuallycalcu－  

1atedin16ths．Thecrewsharewasdistributedequally；  

each member of a crew of7would receivel／7th of the   

CreWS’proportion，regardlessoftheirstatusontheboat；  

the skipper receives exactly the same amount of the  

crew’s share as did the a common deckhand．  

11’lseeTunsta11，1962foraharrowing・aCCOuntOfthisin  

theUKcompanytrawling・fleets．  

Ⅰ－’11 These n8Vlga．しionaltechnologleS，alsoinclude use  
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