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Programme
  9.30 -  9.45       Welcome and Introduction 

    Patrick O’Brien and Simona Valeriani

  9.45 -10.15        
Liliane Hilaire-Perez (Paris)
Artisanal Cultures, Bureaucracy and the Markets in early modern England, France and China. 

10.15-11.00         Discussion

11.00-11.15         Break
11.15-11.45         Christine Moll Murata (Bochum) 


Useful and reliable knowledge revealed and concealed in Chinese guilds during the Qing dynasty.
11.45-12.30         Discussion

12.30-2.00           Common Lunch
   2.00-2.30          David Washbrook (Oxford)
Innovation, Skills and Transmission among pre-modern artisans in India.
  2.30-3.15           Discussion

  3.15- 3.30          Break
  3.30- 5.00          Roundtable (chaired by S. Valeriani):                       

William Ashworth (Liverpool) 

Bob Allen (Nuffield)

Maxine Berg (Warwick)

Kristine Bruland (Oslo) 

Celina Fox (London) 

Maarten Prak (Utrecht) 
5.30

    Drinks reception in the URKEW Office (Room V203)

Abstracts of Talks

Liliane Hilaire-Perez, 
Artisanal Cultures, Bureaucracy and the Markets in early modern England, France and China. 
Recent studies in France and in China have identified a close relationship between the rise of publications on technology and the building of central powerful administrations. Perhaps the major figure in this evolution was the expert, circulating between different cultures and accumulating different sorts of knowledge. He/she mainly belonged to learned elites (literati) but could come from the professions and produce and develop useful knowledge of benefit for the State and the whole of society. Chronologies differ between France and China. In France the rise of experts and expertise flowed from the enhancement of technical innovation as a mode for Enlightement (E. Brian, L. Hilaire-Pérez, S. L. Kaplan). In China it has been represented as an outcome of the Song and Yuan ideologies and policies  responding to growing demands of urban populations (C. Lamouroux, C.-H. Mau). The process continued during the Ming and Manchu dynasties (C.-H. Mau) but the part played by the literati in the building of any kind of science had become more tenuous by the 18th  century (C. Jami). Nevertheless common features have been underlined. Historiographies that have tended to analyse the forging of technological cultures within comparative frameworks for early modern France and pre-modern China, basically emphasise the roles played by literati (working with experts from trade and crafts) to codify and standardize technologies. Something similar occurred under the auspices of learned institutions in England, although the State was not less involved (C. Fox, C. MacLeod, L. Stewart). All three historiographies (China, France and England) assume that technological codification was driven either by States or by private institutions and by the literati, who could be assisted by merchants and other professionals.

Here I would like to stress another path towards the rational understanding of labour by focussing on the records of artisans and entrepreneurs in England and in France in the 18th  century, that foreground a closer relation between technological knowledge, markets and consumption. I will show that England’s artisanal entrepreneurship, facing growing demands for complex commodities (M. Berg, H. Clifford), stimulated a more heuristic technological language than the learned elites involved with the codification of technology, although it was never their intention to construct systemic and scientific principles behind their form of knowledge.

Entrepreneurs ran firms developed networks, and a management of skills that were no longer was based on traditional craftwork identities but on the coordination of tasks that answered the needs of the firms and fostered skills and technological convergences. In that context, they were crucial for the birth of new rationalities of labour, based on agency and cooperation. On the shop floor - as business ledgers reveal - work was already understood as a labour process because it was seen as operative skills. By focusing on some artisanal firms, we will expose the technological rationality of Smithian growth, as a process expanding markets. Differentiated demand led practitioners to integrate production and consumption as sequences and processes, well before any standardisation of labour (M. Berg). We will then analyse the impact of these artisanal rationalities on the development of a new science that emerged at the beginning of the 19th century, along with the machinery question and the birth of political economy, which was called “technology”, “the new modern science of technology” as Marx termed it after the Cameralist Beckmann (Entwurf der allgemeinen Technologie, 1806). 
Christine Moll-Murata,

Useful and reliable knowledge revealed and concealed: Chinese handicraft regulations, technological handbooks, and guild epigraphy

This presentation gives an overview of technological knowledge in China in the branches of building and shipbuilding, printing, porcelain making, and silk weaving between the twelfth and the nineteenth centuries. 

In the process of producing and exchanging goods and objects belonging to the field of material culture, the main participants were the bureaucracy of the Chinese central government, individual merchants and artisans as well as guilds as representatives of a free or regulated market, and scholarly collectors and observers of arts and crafts items. They encoded the knowledge that was useful and reliable from their particular perspectives – economic, technological, aesthetic, symbolic – in texts that sometimes refer to each other, but more often do not. This presentation will explore where and when information was most dense in which field. Moreover, with respect to the question whether local and international levels of production and exchange of knowledge can be compared rather than national scales, it will offer points of reference when technological knowledge traveled within China, and when and for which craft branches it spread abroad and was adapted from outside.
David Washbrook, 
Innovation, Skills and Transmission among pre-modern artisans in India.

The paper looks at artisans in the pre-modern/pre-colonial period, when India was 'the workshop of the world', and explores the social organisation of 'skilling'. It examines family, caste, village and religious institutions disseminating skills, assesses their strengths and weaknesses and concludes by considering the problems of transition to the colonial/modern periods.

Topics for Discussion

1. The Geographical Scale of Enquiry: Between the local, the national, the international and the global.
Scholarship in the history of science and technology tends to underline the importance of local contexts in analysing phenomena of production and diffusion of Useful and Reliable Knowledge. Even “science” and “nature”, concepts that tend to be assumed as universal, need to be studies in specific historical and geographical contexts. At the same time the importance of interactions between different localities and of so called “contact zones” is recognised (Roberts 2009). It has even been suggested (Perez & Verna 2006) that the local and the international  -rather than the national- are adequate scales of enquiry when discussing the production and diffusion of Useful and Reliable Knowledge. How do we connect the different scales of enquiry and what is the methodological approach enabling us to go all the way from a micro analysis to a metanarrative on a global scale?

2. The Temporal Scale of Enquiry: comparisons and long term phenomena.
Dealing with global history, and particularly with a project like URKEW, that has a very wide spacial and temporal scope not only the geographical but also the temporal scale of inquire become a methodological issue. When comparing the regimes for the production and diffusion of useful and reliable knowledge in the East and the West in the long run we are confronted with changing developments and changing relationships inside each region and between regions so that the comparative exercise is all but straight forward. How do we solve this methodologically? Shall we compare “golden age” with “golden age”? Shall we choose a series of dates (following which criteria?) and have a series of “comparative cross sections”?
3. The Role of Institutions: How to Compare?

Institutions devoted to higher levels of education, to the selection of bureaucratic elites, to the local and central administration of the state, to the construction of a shared cosmology etc. play an important role in shaping the way in which useful knowledge is produced and transmitted in any given society. How do we approach a comparative analysis of these kinds of institutions on a global scale?
4. The Conduits or Connexions between artisans, natural Philosophers (or their analogues) and wealthy patrons and investors in innovation. Much work has been done in recent years by scholars of European history on this problem. They have been underlying different mechanisms that affected the relationship between learned elites and craftspeople but also between those possessing the knowhow and potential investors (Ash 2004, Smith 2004, Fox 2009). On the one side the role played by craftsmen themselves with their growing self-awareness has been underlined, while, on the other hand, the increasing importance of mediating figures claiming (self-defined experts?) able to communicate both with polite circles and with artisans has been emphasised. Can we see a managerial class of projectors emerging? How does this compare across cultures?
5. The role of associations in different cultures. It is a widespread opinion in most literature, that a so called “associational culture” characterised Europe –as opposed to other regions of the world- in the Early Modern. Never the les it seems that most cultures had their own mechanisms to come together and discuss the issues of the day (political, cultural, proto-scientific) in a public or semi-public space. Can we consider these phenomena in a comparative way, and is it something we should do?
