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SUMNMARY

This thesis contributes to research into the historical sociology of
racism, the correspondences between racist ideologies and discursive
constructions of social collectivity, and the theoretical problems
associated with these issues. The historical source material for the
research is a rénge of nineteenth century Scottish texts concerned,
in various ways, with the description and explanation of human
difference. This material is the focus of an analysis which unpacks
and examines various kinds of racist argument, paying attention to
ways 1in which the latter displace and succeed each other. On the
basis of this analysis it is argued that an understanding of shifts
in the construction of collective categories contributes to the
soclology of racism by highlighting historical continuities and

discontinuities between different racist theories.

The thesis 1is presented in two parts, in the first of which I discuss
historical and theoretical topics relevant to the issues summarised
above. In Chapter One I review literature on the sociology of racism
in Scotland and 1 address some pertinent aspects of Scottish social
history: these 1include the development of Scottish capitalism,
Scottish 1involvement in British imperialism, and migration from
Ireland and the Scottish Highlands to the Lowlands. In Chapters Two
and Three 1 discuss the concepts of ideology and discourse, assess
the sociological significance of the 1idea of "“race", and suggest a
definition of racism. This discussion 1leads me to propose a
theoretically and historically informed approach to the analysis of
racist discourses and the discursive construction of social
collectivity., In Chapter Four 1 conclude Part One of the thesis by
dealing with a number of methodological problems involved in the

research.




In Pert Two I present a series of analyses of nineteenth century
discourses. In Chapters Five and Six my focus is on texts which
describe the history, geography and ethnology of Africa. I establish
evidence of the prevalence of racist accounts of the continent during
the period and argue that the texts exemplify contradictions between
ditfferent racist ideologies. I also argue that these contradictions

are related to a historical shift between two distinctive ways of

constructing social collectives.

In Chapter Seven I pursue this argument further through discussion
of the nineteenth century discipline of phrenology. I show that
Scottish theorists and practitioners of phrenology made a significant
contribution to the development of scientific racism, and that the
blological determinism which 1is fundamental to the phrenological
project corresponds to a distinctive way of constructing social
collectives. I explore the history of the discipline and its
relationships to orthodox sclence and to Christianity in this context.

In Chapter Eight 1 ofter an analysis ot some aspects of the
significance of racism for the construction of colliective categories
ldentifying populations within Scotland. I pursue this analysis in
two directions. First, 1 cite and analyse nineteenth century
histories of GScotland which refer to the "racial" composition and
"racial" qualities of the population of Scotland. Second, I discuss
scholarly and governmental literature which  describes  the
contemporary Irish and Highland populations of nineteenth century
Scot land.

In the final chapter I summarise the results of the analyses
presented in Chapters Five to Eight, and conclude by drawing out the
implications of these results for the problems raised in Part One. I
pursue the issue of the construction of 5Scottish "national identity"

through discussion of recent debates concerning nineteenth century
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Scottish politice end culture, and I suggest that this area could be

more fully researched by taking account of the significance of

imperialism and racism.

The thesis makes original contributions in two areas. First, by
providing a detailed examination of nineteenth century Scottish

discourses, it adds to the literature concerning the history of racism
and racialisation in Scotland. Second, in the course of examining the
discursive construction of collectivity, it analyses changes 1in
meaning pertaining to the term "race" and to other related terms. In

doing so it offers a means of understanding these changes in terms

of the antagonistic relations between different racist ideologies.
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PREFACKE

Anyone i1nvolved in research concerning racism in Scotland is likely to

be struck by the reactions of people who are surprised that this
subject should merit attention. The notion that racism is notable in
Scotland only for its absence 1s a commonplace one, despite the
accumulation of evidence to the contrary: what stirikes me as
remarkable, however, 1s the particular way in which this reaction is
often expressed. "There 1is no racism in Scotland,” I have frequently

been assured, "because the Scotg are more tolerant than the English".

So far as its explicit claim is concerned, this remark speaks at that
level of vacuous generality which characterises most such assertions
of national chauvinism. Of greater 1interest 1s the 1implicit
assumption 1t betrays concerning the category "Scot". If the
purported absence of racism in 5Scotland is attributed to the tolerant
nature ot the 5cots, then 1t 1is 1implied that people of Pakistani,
Indian and Chinese descent born in Scotland are not themselves
Scottish. How can they be, when 1t 1s the Scots who "tolerate" them,
with all the implications of distance and otherness which that word
carries’ This elementary but revealing assumption suggests a
relationship between racism and the construction of identities 1in
contemporary Scotland. The 1initial motivation for the research
documented here was a desire to explore some aspects of the history

of that relationship, and led to a more general exploration of the

history of racism in Scotland.

While pursuing this project I have been helped by a large number of
people in the Department of Sociology at the University of Glasgow.
Bob Miles has been & stimulating and diligent supervisor, whose

assistance has not been limited to his i1invaluable intellectual

contribution. He has helped me in obtaining resources and has
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trequently made himselt available at short notice despite the
pressures ot other commitments. I am happy to have this opportunity
to thank him for his patient perseverance and creativity. Pru Larsen,
Anne Adamson and Pip Townshend provided valuable help on frequent
occasions. Barbara Littlewood and Bridgette Fowler read drafts of
parts ot the thesis and made useful comments, as well as providing
practical assistance. Anne Dunlop read parts of the text, listened to

many long-winded accounts of 1ts structure and content, and gave me

greatly appreciated advice, help and encouragement.

I am grateful to many other people who have helped and encouraged me
during the past few years. Susan Browne has been a generous,

supportive and patient companion. My thanks also go especially to
Douglas Fraser, Gina Fraser, John Coyle, Paddy Lyons, Danny McSorley,
Lyndsey Bowditch, Fiona Sandford, Kenny McKenna, Ruth McKenna,
Maureen McAlpine, Andrew McGarva, Jim Fleming, Vic Satzewitch, Linda
Mahood, Smina Akhtar, Steve Roberts, Edelweisse Thornley, Paula
Cleary, Fraser Nelson, Anne Dawson, Nathaniel Lloyd, David Jean-

Baptiste and Camillie Trouve.

I would also like to thank the staff of Glasgow University Library,
Glasgow's Mitchell Library, the Adult Education Department Library ot
the University of Glasgow and the National Library of Scotland for

their assistance and professionalism.

Completion of the thesis was made possible in part by financial

assistance from the Economic and Social Research Council.

Finally, I would like to thank my mother and father, who have given

me open—hearted support and love throughout this project, as they

have throughout my life,




PAR'TT ONE



CHAPTER ONE

I NTRODUCTICON

Here's tae us

Wha's like us?

Damn few

and they're a' deid.
(Traditional)

The twist of gallows humour 1in this Scottish toast celebrates
camaraderie born 1in adversity, boasting of a superior identity while
grimly announcing the fate of the excellent. In G5cots idiom, the
question "Wha's like us?" can mean either "Who can match us?" or "Who
is similar to us?". This allows the final line a sinister ambiguity,
the deid could be 1lost companions, but they may equally well be

slaughtered rivals.

It has trequently been noted that collective categories <(for example
those which are said to identify "racial" groups) are founded upon
the signification ot boundaries which both include and exclude: that
is, on the inclusion of persons who are imagined to be identical with
each other in some significant sense, and on the exclusion of those
who are significantly different (Hay, 1968; Said, 198%a: p 119,
1985b: pp 7-8; Kaye, 1984; Cohen, 1985: pp 11-14; Miles, 1989: pp 75-
76; Anthias, 1880: p 22; Ree, 1982: p 4). To put this another way,
the social construction of the identities of members of such
categories depends upon relationships between the identical and the
different. Questions such as the one which forms the title of this
thesis therefore imply their opposite; "Who is unlike us?".



A conglderable amount of academic work has been done in relation to

questions of identity. For example the nature of relationships
between group and individual identities has been extensively
discussed in socilal psychological and philosophical literature (eg,
Berger and Luckman, 1966: pp 194-204; Glover, 1988: pp 195-202;
Tajfel, 1981), My focus 1in this thesis 1s not on the social
psychology of the individual but rather on the social construction of
categories which identify ‘“racial" and ‘“national" types (the
problematic nature of these terms will be discussed in Chapter
Three), Specifically, my concern is with ways 1in which collective
categories were constructed in texts produced by Scottish

intellectuals during the nineteenth century. I argue that in these

texte questions and answers concerning human difference were

premised on the presumed existence of mutually exclusive "racial”
categories, and upon a variety of ©physical and cultural

characteristics which served as '"racial" boundary markers.

Several commentators who have examined the social construction of
collective categories have made use ot the concept of "imagined
community" <(Anderson, 1991). Anderson originally introduced this term
in order to solve the problem of defining "nationhood", offering it as
part of a definition made "in an anthropological spirit" <(Anderson,
1991: p 5). By this he appears to mean that he does not consider
nations to be simply imaginary. Rather, he suggests that all
communities are imagined, in at least two senses: 1in the sense that
in a large community no member will know or even meet all of the
other members, with the consequence that the totality of the
community must be imagined by each member; and also in the sense
that the history and identity of any community are, in part at least,
fabrications. That 1is they are the product of what Hobsbawm has
called the invention of tradition, the various means by which myth-
histories are instltutionalised as the basis for collective identity

(Hobebawm, 1983)., For Anderson, this does not imply that national
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communities are mere fabrications or convenient political fictions;
unlike some other '"modernist" analysts of nationalism, he considers
the national to be a real and significant dimension of the social

(Anderson, 1991: p 6; ctf Seton-Watson, 1977: p 5; Foster, 1989: pp 31-
35; Anthias and Yuval-Davis, 1892: pp 23-24).

It has been suggested that the term 1iImagined community can
appropriately and usefully be applied to other categories, including
‘racial"” ones (Miles, 19&7: p 6; Hall, 1992: p 205). This has led to
some 1nteresting comparisons between the categories of "nation" and
“race". Miles, for example, notes that "races" and nations alike are
simultaneously exclusive and inclusive categories; where a discourse
describes an inferior "race" or nation 1t typically constructs, either
implicitly or explicitly, an inclusive group whose superior "“racial" or
national qualities are the measure of an excluded group's degradation
(1987: pp 6-14; 1989: p /79). My interest 1is, for the most part, in
one part ot this dialectic ot 1identification; specitically, the
discursive construction of "the other"”, However 1 take a somewhat
similar starting point to Miles, in that I use the notion of imagined
community to refer not only to "races" but also to “nations”. I also
apply 1t to groups identified by other epithets, such as "peoples" and
"tribes"., In this sense I can state my first aim as an analysis of

the "imagination" (in a transitive-verbal sense) of "“racial" and other

identities.

Processes of "racial" identification cannot be understood in isolation
from the racist theories and assumptions which inform them. My
second aim, therefore, is to examine some aspects of the history of
racism in Scotland, and to analyse their relation to responses to the
question "Wha's 1like us?". This constitutes a neglected area 1in
sociological research, 1n contrast to the larger volume of work
dealing with the history of racism in England (Solomos, 1993: pp 38-
39).
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Racism in Scotland: the literature

In an analysis of the history of sociology in Scotland, McCrone has
noted a tendency towards an Anglocentric and homogenising
perspective in British sociology. He argues that until the 1970's
specitically Scottish problems and issues, and the Scottish dimensions
of more general issues, were virtually disregarded as objects of
sociological enquiry (McCrone, 1892: pp 4-8).t'? Sociological work on
racism 1in Britain has exhibited, and continues to exhibit, the
tendency which McCrone identifies. Among the large number of

soclological texts which deal with the history and contemporary

nature ot racism 1in Britain (eg Bolt, 1971; CCCS, 1982; MacKenzie,
1984) there are few which discuss Scotland at any length, and many

which do not reter to the reproduction of racist ideology in any part
ot Britain other than England (eg Shyllon, 1977; Fryer, 1984; Visranm,
1986; Ramdin, 1987).

Whereas analyses of the history of racism in England have discussed
the linkages between this history and the development of imperialism
(eg, Bolt, 1971, 1984; Rose et al, 1984; Lorimer, 1978: pp 13-20),
similar approaches to Scottish history are rare. There has in fact
been a tendency 1n Scottish historiography to neglect the entire
issue of Scottish involvement in imperialism,. I discuss this

tendency, and some notable exceptions to it, later in this chapter.

Whatever the reasons for these omissions may be, they tend to
duplicate & commonsense view that racism 1is neither a part of
Scottish history nor a feature of contemporary Scottish society.*=“
The prevalence of this view has been noted by a number of
commentatorse (eg Miles and Dunlop, 1987: p 119; McCrone, 1992: p 21)
and its error is demonsirated by those few studies of racism which

focus specifically on Scotland. These include investigations of the

incidence of racist harassment and discrimination (eg, MacEwan, 1980;
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Walsh, 1987; Bowes, McCluskey and Sim, 1990), and a number of articles
which refer to racism in the context of analyses of the settlement of

particular migrant groups (e.g. Lobdan, 1971; Lunn, 1980; Ford, 1985;
Swift and Gilley, 1985; Dunlop, 1990; Dunlop and Miles, 1990).
References to racism can also be found in texts dealing with aspects

ot the history of religious sectarianiesm <(eg Curtis, 1968, 1971,
Miles, 1982; Murray, 1984),

To a large extent these contributions are concerned with issues
relating to contemporary racism. However enough has been written to
suggest that an investigation of the eighteenth and nineteenth
century history of racism in Scotland 1s also required. In this
context three areas of research deserve to . be mentioned 1in
particular. First, various commentators have noted the racism
implicit or explicit 1in Scottish philosophical texts written, and
widely read, during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. One
well known example is the racist position adopted by the eighteenth
century 5cottish philosopher David Hume, in his essay Of WNational
Characters (Hume, 1753: p 252; Popkin, 1880: pp 82-95, 251-266).
Others include the more sustained contributions to racist theory made
by the Scottish lawyer and Judge Lord Kames in the eighteenth
century and by the surgeon and anatomist Robert Knox in the mid-
nineteenth century (Kames, 1993; Knox, 1850, Harris, 13968: pp 99-100;
Lorimer, 1878: pp 137 ff).

Second, racist tendencies in writings by Scottish explorers of Africa
have been noted, both in studies concerned exclusively with Scotland,
and in literature dealing more generally with British exploration of
Africa <(eg Centre of African Studies, 1972; National Library of
Scotland, 1982: p 15; Hibbert, 1984: pp 208-209, 261, passim). Miles
and Muirhead refer to the production of "images of the colonial

'races'! in Scotland during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
and extend their survey ot such images beyond those produced by
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explorers (Miles and Muirhead, 1986: p 114). They compile a number
ot examples from texts by Scots whose involvement in various aspects
ot the British imperialist project brought them into contact with the
populations of Africa, including soldiers, merchants, missionaries and

colonial administrators (1886: pp 114-117; Miles and Dunlop, 1987: p
122).

The third area of research which should be mentioned concerns the
ldeological reaction to labour migration from Ireland during the
nineteenth century (Curtis, 1871: p 97; Miles, 1982: pp 130-135, 137-

145, see also Miles and Muirhead, 1986, 119-125; Bowes, McCluskey and

Sim, 1990: pp 86-87). Some work in this area has emphasised that
sectarian agitation and vioclence against Irish migrants in Scotland

occurred agsainst a background ot claims that the Irish population

were "racially" inferior to the "“indigenous" population (Miles, 1982:
pp 141-142).

These contributions point towards two 1ssues which are relevant to
my aims, and which will be explored 1in later chapters: the
reproduction of racist 1deology 1in nineteenth century Scottish
discourses concerning populations encountered overseas, particularly
iIn the territories of the British empire but also in areas of the
exira-European world not colonised by Britain; and the construction
of populations within Scotland itselt as ‘"racially" distinct and
iInferior. I turn shortly to a discussion of some aspects of Scottish
history which are pertinent to analysis of these issues. Specifically
I look at economic and other aspects of Scottish involvement in
imperialism and at the nineteenth century socio-economic history of
Scotland’'s Irish and Highland populations. Both of these areas can be
more easily approached, however, if I begin by making some general
comments concerning the internal politico-economic history of

Scotland during the period.
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The Development of Scottish Capitalism

There 1is general agreement among sociologists and historians on two
important points concerning the development of capitalism in
eighteenth and nineteenth century Scotland. The first point is that
capitalist economic development began, and gained momentum, later
than was the case in England. The second is that, following this
"delay", there was an extremely rapid development of the industrial
economy during the last two decades of the eighteenth century and

the first three of the nineteenth (Smout, 1969: pp 230 f{f; Dickson,
1980a: p 181; McCrone, 1992: p 43).

This rapid expansion of industry was grounded in a longer process
whereby capitalist relations of production were established
throughout the Lowland Scottish economy, and by concomitant processes

of capital accumulation (@ickson, 1980a: p 137). By the late
eighteenth century there was a secure basis of capital accumulation,
which was facilitated by several factors; an agricultural revolution
similar to that which occurred in England, the growth of trade in
cattle, the expansion of the tobacco trade between Glasgow and the
colonies in North America, and the establishment of the linen
industry. From the 1780's to 1830 capitalist relations of production
were extended throughout the Scottish economy. This period saw an
acceleration in the rate of capital accumulation, the rapid growth of
an industrial proletariat, and the emergence of an 1industrial
bourgeoisie capable of threatening the political dominance of the
land-owning classes (Dickson, 1880a: pp 137-177).

As the eighteenth century ended the linen industry Dbecame
increasingly important as a site of capital accumulation; from the
1790's the industry expanded rapidly, becoming the major employer of
industrial labour by the 1820's and replacing the cotton industry as
the principal area of development (Murray, 1978; Smout, 1872: pp 223-
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230; Dickson, 1980a: pp 95-102; Dunlop, 1988: pp 58-70). However
atter 1830 the textile industries declined as a result of
International competition and dependence on external markets (Dickson,
1380a: p 187; Dunlop, 1988: p 68); by the mid-nineteenth century heavy
industry, which had begun to develop rapidly after 1830 with the
growth of pig-iron production, was the most dynamic area of the
economy (Dickson, 1980Ca: pp 187, 191-194), Expansion of this sector
eventually led to Scotland's world dominance in the production of
heavy industrial goods. By the 1870's, with ship-building and related
engineering the principal and most dynamic area of growth, heavy

Industry dominated the economy <(Cairncross, 1954: pp 4-5; Dunlop,
1988: p 74 ff;, Dickson, 1380a: p 181).

As in the case ot other capitalist soclal formations, this rapid and
dynamic economic growth entailed contradictions. The development of
the industrial proletariat was accompanied by the growth of a labour
movement and the organisation of strategies designed to 1limit or
disrupt surplus-value extiraction. The growth of working class
radicalism was already evident during the period up to 1830,
particularly significant crises in the political class struggle being
the periods of the Scottish Conventions of 1782 to 1794 and of the
Radical War of 1820 <(Smout, 1972: pp 413 ff; Young 1979; Dickson,
1980a: pp 140, 166, 156-158; Foster, 1989: p 48). After 1830, with
the 1ncreasing concentration of workforces employed by heavy
industry, there was a massive growth in trade unionism, which largely
paralleled similar developments in England. Support for working class
political organisations was grounded in the exireme deprivation which
characterised working class 1life, particularly 1in the Glasgow area.
Phases of political agitation recurred throughout the nineteenth
century, with a marked increase in working class activism after 1890

(Young, 1979; Dickson, 1880a: pp 245 ff, p 268).
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A second important area of contradiction derived from the dominance

of heavy industrial goods production in the Scottish economy. In the
context of international recession, dependence on heavy industry (and
especially on shipbuilding) eventually led to a series of extreme
economic crises. It hss been argued by Dickson, and other
contributors to the 1980 study Scottish Capitalism, that the
ascendancy of heavy industry was achieved through a high degree of
specialisation in the Scottish econony. Whereas this 1initially
brought advantages through the capturing of lucrative world markets,
when those markets contracted during the crisis of 1873 the economy
was radically undermined <(Hobsbawm, 1969: p 127; Dickson, 1980a: pp
24/ ft). A recovery was ettected by the last decade of the century,
largely as a result of imperialist expansion. However similar crises
in the early twentieth century eventually had disastrous consequences
and led to longterm economic decline <(Dickson, 1980a: pp 247, 253,
287).

Client Capitalism and Imperialism

Dickson and his colleagues argue that the specialisation which they
identity in the late nineteenth century O5cottish economy was a
feature of OScottish capitalism even before the escalation of capital
accumulation in the 1780's. Controversially, they propose that this
specialisation is to be explained in terms of “client capitalism”
(1980a: p 90). They use this term to indicate that, as a consequence
of the Act of Union, the Scottish bourgeoisie were dependent upon the
English state for the political management of Scotland, and that this
led to the acceptance of "complementary rather than competitive forms
of capitalism" (1980a: p 890). Westminster, they argue, ensured that
Scottish 1industrial capitalism developed 1in ways which would not
present a threat to English capital: the implication is that long-

term economic disadvantages accompanied the short-term advantages

which the Union brought to the Scottish bourgeoisie, and that these

17




disadvantages resulted from the political imposition of a mode of

economic  development  which  ultimately proved unstable and

unsustainable.

The authors of Scottish Capitelism are not alone in seeing Scotland's

economic trajectory as one dominated and controlled, even in its most
dynamic phase, by Westminster and by English capital. In a similar
argument, Wallerstein proposes that Scotland constitutes a case of
dependent development, and that its history therefore bears some
parallels with those of other dependent, peripheral economies in the

world capitalist system (Wallerstein, 1980). Wallerstein concedes

that the Scottish case 1is an unusual one, since it is characterised

by the emergence of a dependent economy 1into the ranks of
industrially developed capitalist economies. However, like Dickson et
al, he understands thie transition to have been effected under the

domination and control of England.

These arguments have given rise to a debate, still current within the
sociology of O5cotland, concerning the extent to which the client
capitalism theslis and the underdevelopment model correspond to the
evidence of OScotland's economic history.=" The details of this
debate are not directly relevant here: however it 1is worth noting
that Dickson and his colleagues' position entails an argument
concerning the significance of imperialism in Scottish history.
Dickson argues that the advantages which derived from dependent
participation in British imperialism were among the factors which
made the Act of Union <(and client capitalism) "tolerable 1f not
positively acceptable" to the Scottish ruling class @Oickson, 1989: p
102).

This comment is notable because, as I mentioned above, Scottish
involvement in imperialism 1s an 1issue which has been largely
neglected in the academic literature. A particularly striking example
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ot that neglect occurs in Fryer's Black People in the British Empire
(Fryer, 1988). In the introduction to a section entitled How Britain
Became Great Britain, intended as an account of the history of the
British empire, the author slips easily from references to "England"
to references to '"Britain", without pausing to consider the

significance of the Act of Union in the creation of "Great Britain"
(Fryer, 1988: pp 3-4),t4-

Insofar as Scottish involvement has been discussed 1in academic
literature, two approaches to the question predominate. One 1is
epitomised by Andrew Dewar Gibb's 1937 text Scottish Empire, which
celebrates Scotland's contribution to the establishment and execution
of British imperialism, while implying that this contribution, and the
evident competence of Scottish administrators in the empire,

demonstrate Scotland's capacity for self-government (Gibb, 1937: pp
308-315),

The other approach 1is characterised by an implication that the
"British"” in "British Empire"” denotes England and an English history
within which Scotland is peripheral to the political power, economic
advantage and ideological heritage of imperialism; as if Scotland were
carried along 1in English designs but never as a willing partner.
Nairn finds evidence of this kind of approach in Hugh Macdiarmid's
assessment of Walter Scott. In reference to Macdiarmid's comment

that "Scott's work has real value where a stand is being made against
imperialism", Nairn notes that the interest of this remark

is not 1in 1its misinterpretation of Scott, but its
assumptions about Empire. By its precocious development
Scotland had in Scott's own time left the category of

"subject nations'" for good and joined the ranks of the

"Imperialists” (Nairn, 1981: p 167).
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The tendency to present Scotland's réle in the history of British
imperialism solely as that of a subject nation is also evident in
more recent texts, such as Hechter's lInternal Colonialism (1975).
The title of this analysis of England's economic and cultural
domination over Scotland, Wales and Ireland gives a clue to its
lopsided preoccupations. It is a bewildering experience to refer to
the index of the text and to discover that every reference to
colonialism, imperialism or racism discusses the exploitation of the
Celtic periphery of Britain. Not only is there no reference to parts
of the world which can without contention be described as colonies
but there 1s no acknowledgement that Scotland (even if it can
accurately be said to have been "internally colonised") played a réle

as coloniser and imperialist in India, Africa, North America and

elsewhere.

Other recent studies of OScottish politics and history have given
greater recognition to the significance of imperialism. Two examples
are Harvie's Scotland and Nationalism (1977) and Nairn's The Break-up
of Britain (1981), both of which were first published in 1977,
Harvie suggests that during the nineteenth century imperialism became
a major element in Scottish political culture, as Scotland's semi-
independence was "absorbed effortlessly into the expansion of British
political and economic influence" (Harvie, 1977: p 110). Subsequently
the reality and mythology of Scottish involvement in imperialism
became central components 1in constructions of Scottish national

identity (1977: p 102; Colley, 1994: pp 117-132). Like Dickson, Nairn
argues that the advantages of imperialism made the Union acceptable

to the Scottish bourgeoisie:

During the prolonged era of Anglo-Scots imperialist
expansion, the Scottish ruling order found it had given up
statehood for a hugely profitable junior partnership in the
New Rome (Nasirn, 1981: p 126).
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I discuss Nairn's contribution to the historiography of Scotland in
Chapter Nine.®™3 My immediate concern, however, is to take up his

comment by turning to the relation between British imperialism and

the development of the Scottish economy.

Imperialism and Scottish Capitalism

The concept of imperialism has been defined in a variety of ways (eg
Barrett-Brown, 1974; Brewer, 1980; Mommsen, 1980). Here 1 use the

term in a broad sense to refer, on one hand, to the exploitation of

formally colonial markets and sources of raw materials, but on the
other hand to refer also to the exploitation of global circuits of
exchange by core <capitalist economies whose relationship to
peripheral social formations was not directly colonialist. The period
of colonialism which occurred in the last three decades of the
nineteenth century was one of vast expansion; between 1870 and 1914
five million square miles of territory was added to the British
empire (Saville, 1923: p 167). However it was only one phase in a
long era of European imperialist activity. Many European countries
had established colonies before this period of "High Imperialism", and
the development of European national economies was already tied to
imperialist forms of exploitation (Said, 18993: p 266). In this sense
I can agree with Balibar that

imperialism 1is contemporary with capitalism itself,
though it was only after the industrial revolution that
the whole of production became organized for the world

market (Balibar, 1991c: p 175).

As the latter proviso implies, this statement does not entail
endorsement of Wallerstein's thesis concerning the priority of the

world capitalist system over the "internal”, national development of
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capitalist relations of production (Balibar, 1991c: p 174; cf
Wallerstein, 1974, 1979: pp 71-85),

Prior to the Act of Union there were a number of unsuccessful
attempts to establish Scottish colonies and thereby to circumvent the
domination of international trade by English capital (Cage, 1985: pp
2—-3; Smailes, 1981: p 9). The most notorious and disastrous of these
ventures was undertaken in the 1690's, when the Company Trading to
East Africa and the Indies raised funds to found a colony at Darien.
Dickson describes this project as "a last ditch effort to secure the
preconditions for independent bourgeois survival” (Dickson, 1880a: p
85; Donaldson, 1966: p 43; Smailes, 1981: p 10). It has been argued
that the economic jeopardy in which the Darien episode embroiled the
Scottish bourgeoisie was a motivating factor in their acceptance of
the terms of the Union of Parliaments; a signitficant part of the
financial settlement involved in the Union was designed to compensate

for private losses occasioned by investment in the colony (Harvie,

18977: p 64; Mackie, 1978: p 261),

In the 1longer term, the Union had positive, rather than merely
compensatory, economic effectis. Access to English colonies and
other overseas markets eventually facilitated the development of the
Scottish mercantile economy (McCrone, 1992: p 68). Colonial markets
in North America énd the Caribbean were important for the growth of
the linen industry during the eighteenth century, and access to the
North American colonies was crucial to the rapid expansion of the
Glasgow tobacco trade in the same period (Price, 1954, .Sdltow, 1959;
Devine, 1974, 1976: p 1, 1978: pp 177-179; Dickson, 1880a: p 86). The

cotton industry too was dependent on colonial sources for its raw
materials and, after 1830, was heavily reliant on overseas markets
which delayed its decline (Dickson, 1980a: p 187). LLater in the
nineteenth century the production of heavy industrial goods was

largely dependent on export trade and, by extension, on British
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imperialism. For example, as I noted above, the strength of the
shipbuilding industry in the late nineteenth century was increased by
the demands created by imperialist expansion: the same comment
could be applied to the production of locomotives (Dickson, 1980a: P
192; Dunlop, 1988: pp 76-77). During the late nineteenth century
there was also a trend towards the export of capital, as a developing
Scottish  rentier  bourgeoisie took advantage of  investment

opportunities in British colonies @ickson, 1980a: pp 193-194).

There has been some debate as to the nature of 1links between

colonial mercantile activity and the rise of the manufacturing sector

in Scotland. Specifically, the significant question here 1s whether
colonial trading profits became a source of capital invesiment in
industry and were thus a causal factor in the process of "internal"
primitive accumulation in Scotland. The details of this debate can be
pursued elsewhere (Campbell, 1967: pp 17-21; Devine, 1976, 1978;
Slaven, 1875: p 89; Lenman, 1977: pp 91-92; Burgess, 1980: p 99).
However the history of Scottish involvement in imperialism cannot be
understood in economic terms alone. Indeed, my principal reason for
discussing the economic basis of Scotland's relations with the extra-
European world during the nineteenth century 1s that 1t constitutes
an important part of the context for another aspect of imperialism's
"internal" effects in Scotland; that 1is, the 1ideological impact of
imperialism. In order to explore this aspect 1t 1s necessary 1o
consider the activities of Scots whose relationship to economic
exploitation of the colonies was tangential, but whose experience ot
Aslan, Australasian, American and African cultures was nonetheless
structured by 1imperialism. Many Scotse who explored, soldiered,
settled or proselytised overseas made significant contributions to
the flow of information concerning the extra-European world which
was available 1in Scotland; they also contributed, indirectly or
directly, to the development of ideological assumptions and arguments

concerning non-European people. It 1is therefore relevant to review
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some aspects of the history of Scottish involvement in such
activities.

Scots in the British Empire

The earliest example of Scottish colonisation overseas consisted in
participation in 'the plantation of Ulster". This was a settlement
etrategy which formed part of England's efforts to dominate Ireland
and which involved the usurpation of Irish land rights in favour of
colonists sympathetic to English interests (Gibb, 1937: pp 7-12;
Curtis, 1991: pp 15 {f). By the middle of the seventeenth century
there were 50,000 b5cots in Ulster; there were 100,000 by 1691
(Donaldson, 1966: p 30; Harvie, 13977: pp 83-94),

The seventeenth century was also a period of increasing Scottish
migration to the Americas. I have already referred to the
unsuccessful Scottish attempt to establish a colony at Darien. Scots
also colonised East New Jersey, South Carolina and Nova Scotia (Insh,
1922, Donaldson, 1966: pp 33-37; Landsman, 1985). However, as 1 noted
above, the failure of attempts to sustain 5Scottish colonies overseas
was part of the reason why members of the 5Scottish ruling class
agreed to the Act ot Union in 1707. After the Union emigration from
Scotland continued, extending now to colonies established by England
in North America, the West Indies and elsewhere. The colonists
included political exiles Bas well as economic migrants:  Scottish
criminals and Covenanters, as well as vagrants and other economically
displaced people found themselves on ships to America or to the West
Indies during the eighteenth century (Donaldson, 1966: p 39, 57-80).
During the first half of the nineteenth century, the government
promoted "voluntary", economic migration to North America (Donaldson,
1966: pp 92-96; Harvie, 18977: p 93; Seton-Watson, 1977: p 2195;
Smailes, 1981: pp 112-113), and there was also large scale migration
to Canada (Smailes, 1981: p 12; Donaldson, 1966: p 59). Later in the
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century Australia and New Zealand replaced North America as the main

destinations for Scottish migrants to the colonies. (Smailes, 1981: P
11; Donaldson, 1966: pp 160, 168 ff).

There was a large Scottish presence in India both before and after
the Act of Union, in the form of administrators, military personnel,
missionaries and merchants. These 1included many of the most
powerful figures involved in British domination of the sub-continent.
There were several Scottish directors of the English East India
Company, which effectively governed India until 1858; Henry Dundas,

the Earl of Melville, was president of the Board of Control of the
company from 1793 until 1801, and exerted a great influence on the

proportion of Scots in administrative positions (Smailes, 1981: p 57).
Harvie reters to "“a tradition of Scottish predominance in the Civil
Service", which was initiated by Dundas' presidency (Harvie, 1977: pp
97-98; Parker, 13885: pp 191-198; Bryant, 1985: p 22).

Along with Africa, India was & major field for Scottish missions in
the nineteenth century; indeed Indla was the first target identified
by the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland when it voted in
favour of foreign missions in 1824 (Smailes, 1981: p 74). Many of
the most prominent and influential missionaries in India were Scots,
including the first missionary sent by the Church, Alexander Duff. In
the 1830's and 1840's Duff revolutionised the approach and scope of
missionary work, basing it on education for "civilisation", and
founding the mission school system. His intention waes to cultivate
the "Anglicisation" of India's intellectual elite, with a view to the
formation of an educated Indian management class (Harvie, 1977: p
103; Smailles, 1981: pp 74-75). Almost as influential as Duff was
another Scottish missionary, John Wilson, who went to India under the
authority of the Scottish Missionary Society in the early nineteenth
century. Wilson did educational and missionary work in Bombay, with

similar ideological aims to those of Duff (Smailes, 1981: pp 75-77).
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Scottish  involvement in  the  administration and attempted
Christianisation of Africe was just as extensive as in India. During
the nineteenth century individual adventurism by Europeans in the
African continent gave way to organised, state-supported exploration
and led to the introduction of Christianity, technology and capitalist
relations ot production. Scots were involved in all aspects of the
"civilising" project (Kiernan, 1972: p 23). For example a large
proportion of the pioneering explorers of Africa were Scots, and in
many cases their explorations were carried out with explicitly
imperialist aims. Early nineteenth century efforts to map the major
river systems of Western and Northern Africa were initiated because
of interest in the commercial possibilities which might arise out of
the establishment of transport routes in Africa. OScote such as Park,
Clapperton and Laing (whose writings I examine in Chapter Five) were
prominent in the exploration of these rivers, and Glasgow merchants
were well aware of the potentisl commercial gains which could result

from such projects (Donaldson, 1866: p 183).

In the 1850's, the focus of imperialist attention shifted to East
Africe, with Livingstone's attempts to open that region of the
continent to trade and Christianisation <(Smailes, 1981: p 28).

Scottish businesses were substantially involved in the exploitation of
this part of Africa, as they were in the north of the continent
(Miles and Muirhead, 1986: p 110) So were Scottish missionaries,
though less directly. To some extent Scottish missionaries can be
described as imperialism's avatars in the continent (Smailes, 1881: p
28). For example, in the early 1820's Robert Moffat initiated the
first white colony in Central Africa, at Kurumen in Bechuanaland. His
work was completed by David Livingstone, another Scot, and the
expansion of the settlement eventually led to British economic and

political domination in what was 1o become Rhodesia, and later
Zimbabwe (Smailes, 1981: p 36).
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This was not the only case in which Scottish missionary activity led
to colonisation. In 1874 the Free Church of Scotland tounded
Livingstonia on the northern shore of Lake Nyasa (later named Lake
Malawil) and in 1876 the Church of Scotland responded by establishing
Blantyre, another mission memorialising Livingstone, on the southern
shore of the lske. The few hundred Scots who settled at these sites
shortly became involved in conflict with slavers supported by the
Portuguese, and the conflict was exacerbated when the African Lakes
Trading Corporation, founded in 1878 by Glasgow businessmen, took an
interest in the territory. When the British government intervened a

war ensued, which lasted from 1885 until 1896, and which led to the
establishment of a formal protectorate in Nyasaland (Smailes, 1981: p

41; Harvie, pp 104-5; Donaldson, 1966: p 184; Dickson et al, 1980: pp
250-251). For eighty years Nyasaland (now Malawil) was in effect a

Scottish colony, supported by the British government and the British
army (Harvie, 1977: p 105).

As 18 well known, the British army contained a large number of
Scottish soldiers and officers. In his account of eighteenth century
debates on the militia issue, Robertson argues that OS5cotland has a

long history of militarism,.

Since the high middle ages — to recede no further - both
the social structure and the national identity of Scotland

(has) been closely bound up with military prowess

(Robertson, 1985: p 1).

In the eighteenth century the armed forces were regarded favourably
by the Scottish public, in contrast to the situation in England where,
as Harvie states, joining the army was tantamount to social suicide

(Harvie, 1977; p 96; but see Cheyne, 1981). This militaristic
tradition tacilitated the raising of new GScottish regiments in the

eighteenth and nineteenth centurles, and their use overseas 1in
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Ilmperialist war and repression. Given the size of the Scottish
population, Scottish regiments were particularly over-represented in

India and in Africa (Bryant, 1985: pp 23-41; Gann and Duignan, 1967:
Pp /39-80).

This evidence of Scottish military imperialism has to be examined
caretully however. Harvie argues that Scottish military exploits in
the empire are part of a martial mythology which is belied by the
statistical evidence of regimental demography. He notes that there
was & high proportion of Irish and English officers and men in
Scottish regiments during the nineteenth century, alongside a
diminishing proportion of Scots in the British army as a whole (1977:
Pp 96-87; Nairn, 1981: pp 166-167). Nevertheless, there is no doubt
that ©Scottish soldiers played a 1large roéle in the gain and
maintenance of British imperial territory. Of twenty major campaigns
listed by Said in illustration of the rapacious aggression of British
imperialism between 1803 and 1899, sixteen 1involved Scottish
regiments (5aid, 1983: p 126; Wood, 1987: p 76, passim),

Intellectuals and Imperialism

The discussion presented above gives some indication ot the scale and
scope of Scottish economic and political involvement in British
imperialism. For my purposes the relevance of these aspects of
Scottish history 1is that they constituted an important part of the
context in which Scottish intellectuals sought to describe the extra-
European world, and attempted to analyse the significance of human
difference. Following Gramsci, 1 mean by intellectuals those
individuals whose work helps to create a sense of the homogeneity of

the class to which they are allied, and who provide ideological

rationalisatione of the economic and political activities of that
class (Grameci, 1388: pp 301, 304-5). Such people are not necessarily

professional scholars; whatever their particular professions may be,
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however, they form a specialised (though diverse) group allied to the
class whosgse interests they share. In his Prison Notebooks, Gramsci

observes that although "all men (si¢) are intellectuals ..."

not all men have i1n society the function of
intellectuals ... Thus there are historically formed

specilalized categories for the exercise of the intellectual

function (Gramsci, 1988: p 304).

On this basis the texts I examine in later chapters can be regarded

as the products of intellectuals, whether or not they were written by
protessional scholars. The explorers of Africa whose first hand

reports I examine in Chapter Five and the amateur or professional
phrenologists whose books and pamphlets I discuss in Chapter Seven
share the intellectual function with the scholars whose secondary

accounts ot Africa I examine in Chapter Six.

Gramsci’s analysis of the intellectual function suggests that the
dominant class in a social formation tends to be connected with =a
particularly elaborate and extensive group of intellectual producers
(1888: p 305). This was true of the Scottish ruling class during the
period which concerns me here. Throughout the nineteenth century the
class alliance which ruled Scotland was associated with intellectuals
who described and rationalised their changing socio—economic position
and their political aims. This role extended to description and
rationalisation of British imperialism, and of the place of the
Scottish bourgeoisie and its allies within imperialist politics and
economics. Not all intellectuals in Scotland consistently applauded
imperialist expansion; as was the case in England, there were periods
of broad intellectual opposition to certain aspects of imperial policy
(Saville, 1983: 173-177; Kiernan, 1972: pp 166-167, 173-177),

Neverthelees, throughout the century there was no shortage of

explicit or implicit attempts to Justiity continuous and progressive
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accumulation of capital through imperialist exploitation. In many
cases the basis of such rationalisations consisted in claims about

the supposed inferiority of non-Europeans. Thus in Scotland, as in
England and in France, the power of imperialism brought with it

the ability to be in far—-flung places, to learn about
other people, to codify and disseminate knowledge, to
characterize, transport, install, and display instances of
other cultures (through exhibits, expeditions, photographs,
paintings, surveys, schools), and above all to rule them

(Said, 1985b: p 129, ¢f Chinweizu et al, 1980).

In other words certain cultural productions were both products of and
instruments of imperialist administration and exploitation: the power
to produce texts such as those which I examine in Chapters Five, Six
and Seven theretfore derived from the powers exercised by the British

empire in the extra—European world.

However the relationships of power and exploitetion within which
racist texts were produced in nineteenth century OScotland did not
pertain solely to imperialist exploitation: socilal relations within
Scotland are also relevant here. Spivak argues that, in order to
understand what she calls '"the worlding of 'the Third World'" (Spivak,
1984: p 151) it 1s necessary to examine "how Europe ... consolidated
itself as a sovereign subject by defining its colonies as 'Others' ..."
(1984: p 128). The reflexivity implied by Spivak's prescription
indicates that attention must be paid not only to the worlding of the
Other, but also to the construction of identities for the colonising,
sovereign nations of Europe. In Chapters Eight and Nine 1 examine
this issue by looking at ways in which Scotland itself was imagined
during this period. In part this involves an examination of the
interest which Scottish 1intellectuals took 1n differences between

populations within Scotland; specifically, the populations of the
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Highlands, and the Irish migrant population of nineteenth century
Lowland Scotland. In order to provide a context for this examination,

I turn now to a discussion of some aspects of the socio-economic

history of these groups.
Irish Migrant Labour in Scotland

During the nineteenth century, labour shortages consequent on the

rapid growth of industry in the Scottish Lowlands, and particularly in
the western Central Belt, attracted great numbers of migrants from

other regions. It 1s sometimes overlooked that throughout this

period, and especially during the early decades of the century, a
large proportion of migrants to the growing urban centres of Scotland
came from rural paris of the Lowlands (Dickson, 1980a: p 138; Smout,
1386: p 58). My focus here, however, is on labour migration from the
Highlands and from lIreland. Both of these regions were sources of
migration to overseas colonies (and particularly to those in North
America), to coastal areas of Scotland (in the case of Highland

migrants) and to England, as well as to0 the industrial areas of
Lowland Scotland (Redford, 1964; Bumstead, 1972, Hunter, 1976; Dickson,
1380a: p 138, 18b5; Richards, 1982).

Records of migration between Ireland and Scotland date back to the
fifth century. It was not until the nineteenth century, however, that
migration and permanent settlement of Irish immigrants in Scotland
took place on a large scale, as well-established patterns of seasonal
migration to rural Lowland 5cotland gave way to longer-term
migratione to industrial areas <(Handley, n.d.,, 1947; Mason, 1971
Dickson, 1980a: p 149; Miles, 1982: pp 128, 130-135). Migration
increased at a particularly dramatic rate during the period from
1841 to 1861; between these dates the Irish-born population of
Scotland increased ftrom 126,000 to 204,000 (that is, from 4.8% to
6.7% of the total Scottish population), According to some estimates,
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people of Irish descent constituted at least a quarter of the
population of Glasgow during the 1840's, and in 1848 one thousand
people were saild to be arriving in Glasgow from Ireland every week
(Handley, n.d.: p 55; Freeman, 1957; Lawton, 1959: p 38; Jackson, 1963:
p 11; Garvey, 1963: p 23; Smout. 1886: p 22). By 1901 there were
205,000 Irish-born people in Scotland (4.6% of the total population).

The scale of Irish migration in the 1840's was in part attributable
to the pattern of industrial expansion in Scotland during the period.
However the agricultural and general economic crises which occurred
In Ireland during the first half of the century were powerful "push-
factors"., The series of tamines which afflicted the Irish population
during this period, and which culminated in the disastrous "Great
Hunger'" of 1846-1849, were brought about as a result of several
factors; these included over—dependence on the potato crop, increased
rent demands made by landlords and the continued export of
agricultural produce to London, Liverpool and Glasgow. As the Irish
economy moved deeper into a crisis exacerbated by British
Intervention, large numbers of Irish workere migrated from rural
areas to Dublin and Belfast, or 1lett Ireland for North America or
Britain (Cullen and Smout, 1972: Bumstead, 1972; Gibbon, 1975; Lees,
1979).

In Scotland, as in Britain generally, the greatest concentrations of
Irish settlement were around ports of entry and in industrial areas
(Lawton, 1953: p 40; Smout, 1972: p 367, 1986: pp 22-23, 93-94);, the
availability of Irish migrant labour was of crucial importance for the

development of industry in the central Lowlands (Dickson, 1880a: pp
185, 196, 201). Male Irish migrants were over-represented in those

areas of industry where there was a high demand for unskilled, low-
paid labour; for example in cotton and paper mills, in construction,
coal mining, ironworks, the chemicals industry, and sugsr refining
(Handley, 1947; Jackson, 1963; OSmout, 1886: p 93; Lobdan, 1971).
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within these industries Irish workers were over-represented 1in
physically demanding and dangerous occupations (Jackson, 1963: P 79;
Campbell, 1979: p 178). Employment patterns for Irish women during
the nineteenth century suggest that they too were concentrated in
particular occupations, especially in the textile industries and in
domestic service (Jackson, 1963: p 192; Swift and Gilley, 1985: p 17).
However Lobdan notes that although there were marked concentrations
ot Irish labour in a small number of occupations, the overall range
ot occupations in which Irish workers established themselves in

Scotland was larger and included shoe-making, tailoring, hawking and
work in the customs service (Lobdan, 1971: p 272).

The nature of the 1deological reaction to the Irish presence in
nineteenth century Britain has been discussed by a number of writers,
but only a few of these contributions have addressed the issue in
relation to OScotland (eg Jackson, 1963; Curtis, 1968, 1971: p 15;
Gilley, 1978; Curtis, 1986; Miles, 1982: pp 121-150; Miles and Dunlop,
1986: pp 27-30, 1987: pp 122-124; Miles and Muirhead, 1986: pp 120-
125>, 1 return to this topic in Chapter Eight, but here I want to
note that there 1s some evidence that patterns of employment
established among the Irish population of Scotland during the
nineteenth century were shaped in part by discrimination against
Irish workers. For example Lobdan refers to competition for
employment between migrants from the Scottish Highlands and
migrants from Ireland in nineteenth century Greenock. He notes that
Irish women appear to have been excluded from employment in domestic
service, in certain sectors of the clothing trade, and in retail work,
in favour of women from the Highlands who successfully competed with
them for jobs. Irish women consequently sought work in factories and
in paper mills Qobdan, 1871: p 272; Handley, n.d.: p 21), As this
observation indicates, Highland migrant workers were present

alongside Irish workers in Lowland Scotland during this period.
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Migration and the Highland Divide

Large numbers of Highland women and men migrated to Lowland Scotland
during the nineteenth century, contributing further to the
depopulation of the region which had already become so marked during
the notorious clearances ot the eighteenth, and which was reinforced
by state intervention following the 1745 rebellion. The clearances,
along with the disintegration of the clan system, were among the
more destructive and dramatic results of a process ot soclo-
economic transtormation which involved the introduction of capitalist
agriculture in the Highlands, the consequent creation of a surplus
population, and the eventual absorption ot part of this surplus into

Lowland industrial development and overseas colonisation (Marx, 1876:

pp 889-885; Gray, 1957, 1983, Smout, 1986: pp 62-64).

During the eighteenth century, depopulation and emigration overseas
became political issues 1in the context of anxieties over potential
future labour shortages, prompting the government to encourage
employment initiatives in Scotland (Bumstead, 1972). However this
policy was effectively reversed during the course ot the nineteenth
century, so that by the 1830's the state was positively encouraging
emigration (Smailes, 1981: pp 10-11). Alongside migration overseas,
there was continuous migration from the Highlande to the Lowlands
throughout the century. Most of the migrants settled in Lanark,
Renfrew, Dumbarton and Ayr (Dickson, 1980a: p 138). Like their Irish
peers, Highland migrant workers were concentrated in unskilled or

semi-skilled occupations (Lobdan, 1971: p 275; Treble, 1972: p 123).

The depopulation of the Highlands and the rapid erosion of Highland
cultural traditions did not go unremarked by Scottish intellectuals,
and the region became a tocus of philosophical and socilal sclentitic
attention during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. To a large

extent this intellectual activity was 1intended to provide an
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explanation for the socio-economic, cultural and political differences
between Lowland Scotland and its “uncivilised” hinterland. Indeed the
theories of civilisation developed by Fergusson and other
philosophers of the Scottish Enlightenment were formulated partly in
response to questions raised by the apparent '"barbarity" of the
Highland region, compared to the economic and cultural development of
the Lowlands (Fergusson, 1819; Harris, 1968: pp 29-31; Chapman, 1978:
Pp 18-20; Nairn, 1981: p 111, Womack, 1989: pp 20-26, passim Colley,
1984: Colley, 1994: pp 14-15, 395 ff). If the war of 1745 <(and the
destruction of Highland culture which was its aftermath) made this an

important issue in a political sense, the coincidence of geographical,

cultural and economic divides made 1t a fascinating one 1n
intellectual ternms, since it seemed to indicate some causal connection
between these factors. The explanations which were formulated in
this context were influential upon subsequent theories of human

dif ference which were applied both to Scotland and to Africa.®=-

Conclusion

Anderson's work suggests that the notional unity of a nation 1is
imagined partly in discourses which erase historical, socio—economic
and cultural divisions within the supposed homogeneity of "national
identity" (Anderson, pp 199-201, 204-206). Scotland presents an
interesting case in this respect since, although it is one of the "old
nations", 1t has always displayed a marked 1lack of cultural
homogeneity, not least with regard to contrasts between the Lowlands
and Highlands (Seton-Watson, 1877: pp 7, 21) Ironically,
representations of a unitary "Scottish identity" often utilise imagery
derived from Highland culture at ihe same moment that they elide the
economic, political and ideological divisions which have separated the
Highlands from Lowland Scotland (Womack, 1989; Kellas, 1989: p 24¢;
Pittock, 1991: pp 88-89, 144; McCrone, 18982: p 17).
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In Chapters Eight and Nine I discuss some aspects of the history of
ldeological corollaries of the socio-economic divide between the
Highlands and the Lowlands, and their relation to the construction of
Scottish ‘*national identity". It 1s here, and 1in discussing
ldeological reactions to Irish settlement, that I am most immediately
concerned with the way in which Scotland was imagined during this
period. However this 1is not the only sense in which the thesis
addresses "“the imagination of Scotland". As the discussion above
indicates, I am also concerned with ways in which Scottish writers
"imagined" the populations of other countries. This should not be
taken to mean that I propose the existence of a "Scottish
imagination”, 1in the sense of some collective consciousness or
zellgeist. On the contrary, an important theme of my analysis
concerns the ways 1n which various collective 1dentities were
differently constructed 1in Scottish texts occupying different <(and
opposed) ideological positions during the period. The problem of
finding an appropriate way in which to analyse such constructions is

one of the theoretical themes which I will expand wupon 1in the
following two chapters.
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Not es

(1] Wormald identifies a similar pattern of neglect in academic
studies of Scottish history (Wormald, 1991: p 8).

(2] During 1988 I contacted a major opinion polling agency to ask if
11 was possible to extract information relating to Scotland from
their data on attitudes to immigration and racism in Britain. I was
Informed that no polls relating to racism had been conducted in
Scotland because "there isn't any racism up there". The same agency,

contacted again in 1994, confirmed that this remained their policy.

As an example of the reproduction of unwarranted commonsense
assumptions, this 1s remarkable enough. In the context of widespread
unwillingness to acknowledge the problem of racism in Scotland, it

indicates a dangerous complacency.

(3] Dickson et al's arguments have been criticised by Kendrick et al
(1885) and by McCrone <(eg 1882: pp 63-68). Dickson defends the
client capitalism thesis in a paper entitled Scotland 1s Different, OK
(18890, Contributions which broadly cohere with Dickson et al’s
thesis include Lenman's (1977) and Wallerstein's (1980): Wallerstein’'s
paper 1s a response to Smout, who questions the applicability of
Wallerstein's model of dependency to Scotland (18980a, 1980b).

[4] However Fryer 1is one of the few writers to have commented, albeit

briefly, on the early history of immigration to Scotland from Africa
(Fryer, 1884: pp 2-4).

[5] Harvie and Nairn also discuss the relationship between Scottish
involvement in imperialism and the history of Scottish cultural
developments during the period (Nairn, 1981: pp 165-168; Harvie, 1977:
pp 139-40). However although their important contributions address
the significance of imperilalism in Scottish cultural and political
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history, 1t should be noted that where they allude to the relevance

ot racism they do not attempt a systematic analysis (or even =

survey) of the issue (eg Harvie, 1977: pp 99, 102).

[6] The nature of the historical reasons for the perpetuation of a
development gap between the Highlande and Lowlands has remained a
controversial question for contemporary social scientists (McCrone,
1992: p 50), Writers working within the underdevelopment problematic
have applied externalist theories in order to argue that, during the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, the Highland region was an
"internal colony", underdeveloped as a result of 1ts servitor
relationship to Lowland Scotland <(eg, Carter, 13874, Hechter, 1875: pp
137, 147-148; Hunter, 1876; Dickson, 1980a: pp 128-130). An
interesting study of Shetland by ©Smith (1989) reconstructs the
externalist approach in the light of evidence of the priority ot

production relations.
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CHAPTER TWO

IDEOCLOGY, DISCOURSE
AND MEANING

Introduction

Any study of racism which 1is based to a large extent on the analysis
of texts is bound to encounter a problem at the same time that it
takes advantage of a valuable resource. The problem is that a way

must be found of placing texts in a social and historical context. It

ls through the written record that we have access to arguments and
assumptions which can be 1dentified as racist <(according to a
definition which I will introduce in Chapter Three). But if analysis
of textual meaning 1s divorced {rom the political and economic
contexts 1n which meanings are produced, then an indispensable
dimension of the history of racism is lost. An analytical strategy
must be found which acknowledges the specificity of the textual but
which also takes account of its relation to a history which, though
it is certainly present in texts, is not exhausted by them. Insofar
as it ignores these considerations, and treats "ideas" as abstractions
divorced from the material circumstances of their production, any

"history of ideas" must be a misguided project.®'*

There 1s another, related but distinct sense 1n which some
commentators would insist that the history of racism is not a history
of ideas. It has been argued that racism consists in particular
practices (for example discriminatory practices) and that racist ideas
and texts, though they are correlates of these practices, do not
exhaust the materiality of racism. The theoretical difficulties which

arise from this proposition are among those which I address 1in the

next chapter, where I will discuss the definition of the concept of
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raciem, and some problems associated with the notion of "race", its

ontological status and its place in social scientific analysis.

In the present chapter my aim is to deal with issues which relate in
& more general way to the analysis of texts. Specifically, I discuss
work on ideology and discourse, including contributions which take

account of the political contexts of discursive production, and which

address the politics of meaning.
Ideology and Discourse

The concept of ideology has been defined in a large variety of ways,
several of which are incompatible with each other (Williams, 1977: pp
05-56; Eagleton, 1981: pp 2-3). Recently a number of commentators
have taken a jaundiced view of debates concerning these disparate
usages. Not for the first time it has been suggested that the
concept of ideology can serve no useful purpose in sociological and
philosophical analyses; the viability of the concept has been
questioned on the grounds that it 1is at once too c¢rude and too
inflated to have any purchase on analytical problems (eg Sayer, 1987:
p 95; Rorty, 1882: p 40). Nevertheless I will go on, in the next
chapter, to define racism as ideology. This 1s because the concept
of ideology has been the focus of indispensably useful theoretical
work, despite confusions arising from the diversity of perspectives

which have been brought to bear on 1it.

Two specific areas of enquiry are of particular relevance here. The
first concerns the devices of 1deological reasoning; that is, the
rhetorical strategies which recur in ideological discourses. These
are described and analysed in Marx's work, as Parekh illustrates in an
illuminating, if partial, exegesis (Parekh, 1982). The second area

consists 1in theoretical work which derives from Althusser's studies

of ideology, and is concerned with the antagonistic relations which
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pertain between discourses. The concept of discourse, 1like the
concept of 1deology, is much contested: furthermore it has been used
by theorists who have strong reservations about the use of the term
"ideology" (eg Foucault, 1980: pp 118-119). In what follows I define
the senses in which I use the terms ideology and discourse and I
deal in turn with each of the two areas I have identified. I argue
that attention to the forms of ideological reasoning is important,
but that analyses of ideological rhetoric are of 1little value if they

disregard the social determinants which bear upon the production of

meanings.

The Characteristics of Ideological Reasoning

The term ideology 1s inextricably linked to the work of Marx, who
used it in a highly original way <(although he was not 1its
originator).t=? Marx's texte do not offer a succinct definition of the
concept of ideology; neither are the theoretical innovations which
accompany 1its use reviewed there in a unified, summarised account.
This partly explaing the large number of secondary exegeses of those
passages by Marx which refer to the ideological, its conditions ot
existence and its effects (Larrain, 1983).

Parekh's Marx's Theory of Ideology (1982) promises an account which
summarises Marx's work on ideology and which corrects what the
author regards as erroneous or distorted interpretations. Parekh
considers Marx's critique of ideology to be addressed primarily to
the inadequacies of particular forms of "ideological reasoning” (1982:
p 1) and he pays particular attention to Marx's examination of the
fallacious forms of argument evident in the work of some social
theorists. This focus makes Parekh's account a useful one for my
purposes, as the analyses which I present in later chapters deal with
formal texts, many of which can be described as works of social

ecience. However I will argue that Parekh's summary of the logical
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tallacies typical of ideology 1is 1limited by his restricted

understanding of determinism.

Parekh's reading of Marx is based largely on the latter's critique of
the work of writers such as Hegel, the Young Hegelian philosophers
attacked and satirised in The German Ideology (Marx and Engels,
1976), the classical economists and others. Marx argues that these
writers base their social theory on the assumption of a dualistic
opposition between the ideal and the material, within which the realm
ot consciousness (or the spirit, or the 1ideal) 1is given
epistemological and sometimes ontological priority over the material
and the corporeal. A symptom of such 1idealism is a tendency to

build arguments and explanations around abstractions referring to

general categories, such as "man' or "property".

For Marx, notions such as "property in general”, '"man in general" or
any other general ideas, are too abstract to be of more than very
limited wuse 1in the analysis of concrete, historically specific
phenomensa. The 1latter can only be grasped using concepts which
specify their particular, historical characteristics. For example the
idea that 1t 1s possible to apply the category of "property in
general" to the analysis of historically specific forms of property is
an 1dealist fallacy: particular forms of property pertaining to
particular social formations cannot be analysed 1in terms of a
universal and transhistorical idea. The 1idealist supposes otherwise,
however, and attempts to discover the essential features of a
transhistorical category before bringing it to bear on the analysis
of a particular social formation <(Parekh, 1982: p 3). This approach
entails giving analytic priority to the ideal.

Marx is not opposed to abstraction in principle. As Parekh rightly
points out, Marx allows that the use of "rational abstraction" is

necessary in order to generate concepts which grasp the common
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teatures ot phenomena appearing in different epochse and in different
soclal formations (Marx, 1981: p 85; Parekh, 1982: pp 152-156).
However, although abstraction is a necessary step in the analysis of
social formations, it can only be appropriate if it facilitates the
apprehension of concrete, historically specific structures and

processes (Sayer, 1979: pp 146-148; Marx, 1981: pp 100-101).

This point 1s relevant not only to the critique of ideology, but also
to the generation of appropriate analytical concepts for social
science; since this and the next chapter are concerned in part with
the definition of concepts, it is relevant to look aside from Parekh's

account for a moment, in order to explore this topic further. In

the 1857 Introduction to the Grundrisse, Marx sets out a number of
methodological guidelines concerning the analytical procedures
through which the structures and processes of concrete historical
conjunctures can be grasped (Marx, 1981: pp 83-88, 100-108).
Paraphrasing his arguments it could be said that movement from the
concrete and historically specific to an appropriate level of
“rational abstraction", and then back to the historically specific,
allows the organisation of the concrete to be apprehended and
coherently laid out. However Marx emphasises that the wuse of
concepts generated by abstraction must be judicious. The concept of
production in general, for example, allows a grasp of what the
various historically specific forms of production have in common; on
the other hand it gives 1little indication of the particular
characteristice of the diverse, concrete forms of production which
have existed in different social formations at different points in
history <(Parekh, 1982: p 88), This analysis of the relationship
between abstract concepts and concrete, historical phenomena has some
relevance to debates concerning the concept of racism, as I will

argue in the next chapter.
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To return to Parekh's account; he argues that, in texts prior to The

German  Ideology, ideallsm and ideology are synonymous and
interchangeable terms for Marx, and that both refer to the error
described above. In these earlier texts the tendency to treat
ahistorical abstractions as 1if they were analytic concepts whose
definition adequately described historically specific phenomena 1is

taken to be typical of ideology and paradigmatic of idealism <(1982:
pp 2 ff).

In The German Ideology and in subsequent texts, however, the concept
ot apologia becomes increasingly important tor Marx's critique of
ideoiogy. Apologia 1s now seen by Marx as both the logical outcome
of idealism and as the sine qua non of 1deological reasoning. The
tendency, inherent in idealism, to employ abstract concepts as 1f they
were wholly sufficient for the purposes of historical analysis
typically entaills an error characteristic of apologetic reasoning.
This 1is because a social theorist who employs such concepts will
inevitably fail to recognise radical differences between the forms of,
for example, property or production in different historical periods
and in different social formations. Furthermore, in using abstract
concepts, such a theorist will typically define them in relation to
forms of property, production and so on which are familiar to him or
her. As a result, soclal relations pertaining to a specific historical
soclal formation are universalised and regarded as transhistorical
phenomena <(1982: pp 136-140). They are also seen as 1deal (dn
several senses of the term) forme which may require to be perfected
but which cannot be transcended. This leads to an apologetic stance,
the theorist posits the norms, values and social relations of his or

her own social formation as the only possible or defensible ones

(1982: pp 9-10),

Marx conceives the processes which generate apologia in terms of the

"point of view" or "standpoint” of the theorist (1982: pp 18-20, 231).
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Every individual theorist has a perspective or point of view which is
mediated by the class and other social relations which construct his
or her position in the social formation. Thus the philosopher or
soclal theorist works not only with epistemological and ontological
assumptions but also with "socially constructed premises" (1982: p
18). These may be intentionally imported into the arguments of the
socilal theorist or philosopher (as is the case, in Marx's judgement,
with the "vulgar economists", whose adopted task 1is to Jjustify the
contradictions of capitalist social relations), or they may be the
result of unintentional (though systematic) error, examples of which
Marx finds in the work of Smith and Ricardo (Marx, 1977, Vol 3: pp
814-831). In either case 1deological reasoning, with 1its idealistic
and apologetic character, fails to consider the socially consiructed
premises of its arguments. If this were not so, Marx argues, then
the social theorists he criticises would be forced to embark on a
critique ot society which apologetics, being biased towards a point

of view mediated by class and other social relations, systematically

avoids.

Having presented this reading of Marx's work on 1ideology, Parekh
summarises the -characteristics of ideology which Marx identifies 1in
analyses of capitalist social formations (Parekh, 13982: pp 136-142):
here I will mention those features of 1deological reasoning which are
relevant to my analysis of racism. The first of these, which has
already been noted, is the tendency to dehistoricise and universalise
the relations and values of a social formation. The paradigmatic
example of this tendency 1s identified in Marx's critique of the
classical economists. The latter conceptualise capital, wage labour
and the commodity 1in such a way that capitalist social relations
appear as germane to all social formations. This leads to the absurd
and 1inaccurate assumption that wage labour existed iIn & capitalist

form, in pre-capitalist social formations (1982: pp 136-137).
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necond, and ae & consequence of the first feallacy, ideological
analyses present the {ull development of the capitalist mode of
production as the most satisfactory and rational way of organising
social relations. Thus soclal theorists such as the classical
political economists were able to produce a hierarchical ordering of

contemporary human socleties within which their own appeared as the

pinnacle of human development (1882: p 137).

The third characteristic typical of ideological analyses is a tendency
to assume, or to make claims for, the naturalness of social relations

and institutions. Ideologies which take an apologetic stance 1in

relation to capitalism tend to claim that capitalism 1s the system
most compatible with “"human nature'. This characteristic of
ideological arguments i1s often linked to the first (though not
Invariably; 1t 1s poseible to universalise a phenomenon without

claiming that it is naturald (1982: p 137-138).

Fourth, ideological reasoning tends to "reduce a relation to a quality
and prefer a quality-signifying to a relation-signifying vocabulary™
(1982: p 139). For example economic inequalities and inequalities of
power may be explained in terms of the "natural” endowments and
rights of members of different classes. Personal wealth may be
accounted for in terms of the supposedly enterprising and diligent
character of the wealthy, rather than in terms of their ownership ot
the means of production. Similarly poverty may be explained in terms
of the lack of thrift and the laziness of the poor, rather than in
terms of exploitative social relations. As Parekh points out, such
reductions of relations to qualities involve a double fallacy; the
éupposed qualities of individuals or classes are used to jJjustify
social relations and the 1inequalities produced by those social
relations are cited as evidence of the different qualities of

individuals or classes (1982: p 139).
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Finally, the supposed self-evidence of "common sense" (that ig, a set
of values and arguments which may appear to correspond to the
reality of soclal experience but which are often inconsistent and
contradictory’) 1is frequently invoked in ideological arguments. This

involves appeal to a "realism" erroneously based on ideologically

constructed "ftacts" concerning human nature and social relations

(1882: pp 141-142),
The Limitations of Parekh's Account

Parekh's account of Marx provides an interesting and useful summary
of the idealist and apologetic fallacies which typically occur in the
texts of social scientists, It 1is therefore especially relevant to
work on 1deology which 1s based on textual analysis. However the
limitations of Parekh's account are even more interesting than its
merits. As 1 pointed out at the beginning of this chapter, attention
to the textual content of ideological arguments and assumptions is
inadequate without an understanding of the relationship of those
arguments and assumptions to thelr economic and political contexts.
Although Parekh addresses this problem, he does so on the basis of a
partial and tendentious reading of Marx's work, He confines his
comments to a critique of Marx's arguments concerning the "socially
constructed premises” of 1deological reasoning and, in doing so,
atiempts to demonstrate that Marx cannot provide a coherent account
of the determination of ideology. My concern in what follows is not
so much to correct the partialily of Parekh's reading of Marx, as to

point out the limitations of his understanding of determinism,

As I noted above, Parekh's discussion of the social bases of ideology
focuses on the concept of "point of view". The point of view or
standpoint of a social theorist is given by his or her position in
gocial relations, and delimite the theorist's perspective. when a

theorist incorporates these limitations into his or her analysis, in
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the torm of soclally conetructed premises, the resulting analysis will
be blased and flawed. Ideological reasoning arises because, and

Insatar as, a theorist's experience of a social formation is mediated

by his or her point of view.

Parekh ineists that this theory of ideology does not entail any form
of determinism. Marx's theory simply points to the limitations of a
particular, erroneous form of reasoning; limitations which result from
the bias inherent in a limited point of view, but which are not, for
all that, the ineluctable outcome of social relations (1982: p 27).

Furthermore, Marx's project, Parekh argues, 1is +to transcend the
partiality ot any limited point of view by achieving "the standpoint

of the whole"; that 1s, an objective perspective unstructured by
hidden, socilally constructed premises. This standpoint 1s a
prerequisite for avoidance of the twin traps characteristic of
ideological thought, and Marx considers it to be the basis of his own
analysis. Here Parekh opposes readings ot Marx which argue that the
latter adopted and theorised the point of view of the proletariat.
Parekh argues that such a project would be inconsistent with Marx's

view of the causes of ideological fallacies (1982: pp 176, 2200,

Parekh acknowledges that this constitutes a problem in Marx's theory
(as it 1s presented in his reading); indeed the position he attributes
to Marx forms the basis of one of his major criticisms of Marx's
theory., This consists in the surprising conclusion that Marx's theory

is fundamentally anti-deterministic.

The best proof of Marx's rejection of determinism lies in
the fact that he systematically explored how men can be
made conscious of, and thereby helped to rise above, their
basic assumptions ... Marx is guilty not of determinism but

the opposite (1882: 27).
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Parekh describes this "opposite" of determinism in his critique of

Marx:

Marx has been frequently criticised for not appreciating
the human capacitly to transcend the social and class
influences. In fact, he is open to the opposite criticism
that he exaggerated the human capacity to do so ... In

conferring upon self-consciousness the power to transcend

the deepest influences of class and society, he remained

an "idealist" (1982: p 222).

It would not be relevant to review the debate over the extent to
which various parts of Marx's work exhibit an idealist tendency.®
The correctness or 1inaccuracy of Parekh's reading of Marx is not the
central issue here. However it should be noted that Parekh's reading
is tendentious, in that it disallows the possibility of a coherently
theorised determinism. It could be said that Parekh offers Marx two
options. The first option consists 1in the view that a given
individual's subjectivity is wholly constrained by class relations; 1in
this case 1ideology eftectively expresses the point ot view of a class
and 1s theretore determined by the relations of production of a
social formation <(class relations being nothing other than relations
of production). According to the second option, the individual's
subjectivity 1s the "free" source of thought or discourse. ‘'Free
agents of thought" can freely produce their beliefs and ideas, freely
taking account of their positions in social relations (1882: p 27/).
Finding that Marx does not argue for the first of these options,

Parekh assumes that he endorses the second and charges him with

idealism (1982: p 222-3).

Farekh's claim, that by demonstrating that Marx does not assume a

relationship of mechanical mono-causality between class position and
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ldecology he has provided s "proot of Marx's rejection of determinism"”
(1882: p 27), implies that any deterministic theory of ideology must
entail & mechanical economism. But this 1s to dismiss the
contributions of Marxist theorists who, while explicitly arguing

against economism, do not reject deterministic theories per se

The Critique of Economism

Gramsci describes economistic versions of the theory of ideology as
incorporating the <claim that "every fluctuation of politics and

ideology can be presented and expounded as an immediate expression

of the structure”, a claim which "must be contested in theory as
primitive infantilism, and combatted in practice with the authentic
testimony of Marx..." (Gramsci, 1888: p 180). In fact, as Williams
points out, Marx's writings are not entirely free of the tendency to
treat the sphere of consciousness as a mere epiphenomenon of the

structure of the relations of production of a social formation
(Williams, 1877: pp 59-61). For example, in The German Ideology Marx
and Engels occasionally refer to psychological processes using
metaphors such as '"reflexes", "echoes" and “phantoms" <(eg, Marx and
Engels, 1976: p 42). Where such a vocabulary 1is used it can easily
be assumed that the writers take 1deological phenomena to be the
insubstantial by-products of material processes, existing 1in a

separate, abstract sphere of mental activity.

However, as Arthur notes, it is inadvisable to attach great weight to
isolated metaphors which were employed by Marx and Engels in order
to emphasise their opposition to idealism <(Arthur, 1970: p 22). The
overall tendency of The German Ideology, and of much of Marx's other

work, 1s towards a conception of the unity of consciousness and

material existence which is indicated in the statement that
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... Gonecloueness (das Bewusetsein) can never be anything
else than conscious existence (das bewusste Sein), and the

being of men 1is their actual 1life-process (Marx and

Engels, 1976: p 42).

The pun on bewusstsein in this comment encapsulates Marx and Engel's
anti-idealist stance by denying the autonomy of "consciousness".

However 1t does not specify the relationship between "consciousness"

and "the actual life process'".

Among the most influential statements of that relationship 1is the

passage from the 1859 Preface to A Contribution to the Critique of
Folitical Economy which refers to "the totality of ... relations of

production” as constituting the "real foundation, on which rises a
legal and political superstructure and to which correspond definite

torms of social consciousness" (Marx, 1870: p 20)., This has been
read as proposing a mechanical relation of causality between the
economic "base" and an ideological "superstructure”, such that the
content of ideology <(conceived either as being 1identical with the
general category of ‘"soclal consciousness" or as a type of
consclousness which is flawed in a particular way, see Larrain, 1983:
pp 168-173) can be wholly accounted for 1in terms of the direct
effects of economic relations. Since the publication of the 1858
Preface such reductionist interpretations have formed a large part of

the basis for economistic readings of Marx (Williams, 1877: pp 77-78;
Larrain, 1983: p 169).

However the coherence of the base-superstructure model has been
questioned by several writers opposed to the reductionism it implies.
Sayer, for example, argues that the 1859 Preface should be understood
as referring to "internal relations" between categories which should

not be regarded as seeparate entities (Sayer, 1979: pp 19-22).t47
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Since, in thie sense, the economic base is not an entity distinct from
superstructural elements, 1t 1is quite erroneous to propose =

relationship of external causal determinacy between base and

supersiructure.

Larrain &lso rejecte the base-superstructure model as an explanatory
device, but for somewhat different reasons. He argues that the model
can be regarded as a useful description of a state of affairs which
is, arguably, peculiar to capitalist social formations. It is a
"static image", which describes the existence, in capitalist social

formations, of specialised and apparently separate (though actually

inseparable) economic, political and 1ideological spheres (Larrain,
1983: p 179). It cannot, however, explain this development, nor can
it adequately explain how the relations of production have

determinate effects in the sphere of ideology (1983: p 193).

In order to develop such an explanation, Larrain proposes that the
concept of the determination of ideology should be understood to be
multidimensional, by which he means that 1t should involve "both the
idea of conditioning and of production” (1983: p 193). The
conditioning aspect of the determination of ideology consists in the
setting of 1limitse and constraints by institutions and by the
demarcation of "fields" which they institutionalise. These objective
constrainte are themselves consequent on the division of labour
within capitalist social formations and are therefore an aspect of
the organisation of relations of production (1883: pp 194-197).
Specific historical examples of the ways 1in which constraints on
"what can and should be saild" may inhere in the structures ot
ihstitutions, and in the discourses associated with them, have formed

the substance of some interesting and controversial research

(Macdonell, 1986: pp 82-125).
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The bese-superstructure model can accommodate this type of
determinination but, crucislly for its usefulness as an explanatory
model, cannot incorporate the productive aspect. The latter refers to
determination as the dynamic process whereby, to paraphrase Marx,
ideology becomes the means by which men and women become conscious
of the conflicts inherent in the economic conditions of production.

In this process forms of 1deology are actively produced and

"specified" (1983: p 194).t="

Emphasie on the importance of the active, productive dimension of the
determination of  ideology 1is  valuable and allows  clearer
identification of the error which Parekh makes in his critique of
Marx. It is because Parekh considers determination only in terms of
the constraints imposed on thought by the relations of production
that he finds Marx's position inconsistent; he considers that if Marx
does not suppose that the thought of social theorists 1s locked
within patterns corresponding to class points of view, then he must
abandon the concept of determination altogether. Larrain's discussion
of determination suggests the error of this view by proposing a

materialist conception of the active production of ideology.

Larrain's assessment of the base-superstructure model bears some
similarity to Althusser's argument that the model, as 1t appears 1in
the work of Marx and Engels, 1s a spatial metaphor and an item of
"descriptive 'theory'" which requires development if it 1is to become
explanatory (Althusser, 1871: p 132), Larrain 1s critical ot
Althusser <(Larrain, 1983; pp 154-164): nevertheless I will argue
that, in order to further elaborate Larrain's conception of the
positive determination of ideology, it 1s necessary to turn to an
aspect of Althusser's work which has often been overshadowed by the
attention paid, especially in the British 1literature, to the
functionalist tendency in some of his arguments. As Macdonell points

out, Althusser's work on the nature of ideology and its relationship
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to clase struggles has laid the groundwork for important
developments in theories of ideology and discourse (Macdonell, 1986:
Pp 24-60). Among these developments the work of Pécheux is
particularly important: I conclude this chapter by discussing his

work and its relation to that of Althusser.

The Determination of Meaning

Althueser’s work on ideclogy defies succinct summary, as it addresses
a large number ot distinct problems, and as his position on certain

questions changee in important ways from text to text. However, two

consistent features of his arguments are, first, a rejection of the
idea thatl individual subjects can be regarded as "free agents of
thought”, freely producing ideas (on the contrary, and controversially,
Althusser argues that subjectivity and its appearance of abstract
treedom are effects of ideology); and, second, his opposition to the
view that the 1deoclogy of the members of a class will always
correspond, in a mechanical fashion, to their position in relations of
production <(Althusser, 1870, 1971, 1977). In other words, he rejects
both of the alternatives which Parekh proposes in his critique of

Marx.

In describing how Althusser conceives an alternative, and more
coherent view of the determination of ideology, it 1is relevant to
note, contra his critics, that Althusser does not conceive of ideology
as inevitably serving the interests of the ruling class. In reading
his influential essay on JIdeology and Ideological State Apparatuses
as a functionalist argument, a number of commentators have assumed
that, for Althusser, ideology invariably serves to reproduce the
relations of production of capitalist social formations (Callinicos,
1976; Johnson, 1978: p 68; Clarke et al, 1980). However 1t 1is

important to note that in this essay, as in other parts of his work,
Althusser argues that 1ideology should be understood as a field
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constituted by struggles between classes (Althusser, 1971: pp 141-

¢). As Macdonell puts it in her account and defence of Althusser's

work and its influence:

ldeologies are set wup 1in what are ultimately
antagonistic relations: no ideology takes shape outside a

struggle with some opposing ideology <(Macdonell, 1986: p
33)

Just as classes are constituted by their antagonistic relation to
each other, rather than being autonomous "teams" which meet when
their contest begins, so 1ideologies are formed in antagonistic
relation to each other, Thus 1deologies "emerge, so to speak, from
between the classes" (1886: p 34>, and their conceptual and
rhetorical content 1s determined as the outcome of antagonistic
dialogues between opposed positions. This formulation conceptualises
the production of ideology through relations of class struggle while
refusing the simplistic assumption that each class has "its own

ideology".

In drawing atiention to the antagonistic relations between ideologies,
and to the antagonistic social relations which structure then,
Althusser 1lays the foundation for a theory of discourse which

addresses the politics of meaning, and which thereby allows analysis
of texts in terms of theilr political and economic contexts. Such a
theory 1is offered 1in Pécheux's study of the politics of discourse,
which is based to a large extent on Althusser's work (eg Pécheux,
1878, 1882).t=- Attempting to develop a materialist theory of
meaning, Pécheux argues that contemporary semantic theories are
marked by a common assumption that the source of meaning 1is 1in
subjective consciousness; as a result of this assumption they are
unable to explain changes 1in the meanings of words except by

reference to individual creativity. In order to challenge this
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tendency, Pécheux develops Althusser's argument that ideologies
always exist in antagonistic relation to other ideclogies. His work
suggests that the production of meanings can be understood neither
in terms ot the subjective conscious intentions of a speaker or

writer, nor by reference to the supposedly "internal”, extra-social

teatures of language use. Rather, Pé&cheux proposes that

.. the meaning of a word, expression, proposition, etc., does
not exist "in ditself" ... but 1s determined by the
ldeclogical positions brought into play in the soclo-
historical process 1In which words, expressions and
propositions are produced (i.e. reproduced) ... words,
expressions, propositions, etc., change theilr meaning
according to the positions held by those who use them .
(Pécheux, 1982: p 111)

"Foeition" in this formulation 1s defined in terms of two sets of

relations; first in terms of positions within class relations and,
second, in terms of positions within ideological institutions and the
"fields" of knowledge and enquiry which they demarcate.

A concern with the ways in which meanings are constituted through

soclal relations 1s characteristic of much of what has come to be
known as "discourse theory". This label 1is applied, often somewhat
indiscriminately, to a wide variety of recent theoretical work
(Cousins and Hussain, 1984: pp 77-78). For my purposes 1t can
perhaps be best understood as iIndicating theories of meaning and
communication which refuse to attend only to the formal
characteristice of language; that 1s, to processes "internal to"
language. Rather, work on discourse 1is marked by an insistence that

the uses to which a text 1s put, and the ways in which 1t 1is

"interpreted" are absolutely dependent on the social relations within

which it is produced and consumed. As 5Said puts 1it, "the questions
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making for & politice of interpretation” are "Who writes? For whom
1s the writing being done? In what circumstances?" (Said, 1983: p
135). Questions of this kind pertain to a definition of discourse as
being fundamentally social: discourse could be sald to refer to the
ordering and interactive use of signs (whether verbal or non-verbal)
within 1institutions and social practices. Being social, discourses

take shape in processes of dialogue, that is to say in relation to

other discourses which condition and inform them (Macdonell, 1986: pp

2—4).

In order to address issues such as these, Pécheux focuses on the

social determination of changes in meaning. Proposing a way of
approaching the analysis of texts, he uses the concept of discursive

process to refer to

the system of relationships of substitution, paraphrases,
synonymies, etc., which operate between linguistic elements ... in

a given discursive formation (Pécheux, 1982: p 112),

A word or phrase will change 1its meaning when used in one discourse
rather than another ("freedom", for example, may mean one thing to a
socialist activist and another to a member a right wing party). On the
other hand, two or more different words appearing in the same discourse
may be synonymous, this being the condition for their having a meaning at
all ("if you see what I mean", Pécheux adds drily, 1882: p 113). Pécheux's
work suggests that the discursive processes through which the meanings ot
a discourse are fixed or changed are aspects of struggles between
ideologies. As Hall has commented in the context of a different
discussion, 1deology 1s "precisely, this work of fixing meaning through
establishing, by selection and combination, a chain of equivalences ..."
(Hall, 1985: p 93). By elaborating this view of the production of meanings,

Pecheux's work demonstratee the political significance of the ordering of

words.
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Caonclusion

In attributing an idealist theory of ideology to Marx, Parekh's account
assumes that the only alternative to exclusive adoption of the conception
of determination as "constraint" is abandonment of the problematic of
determination. This either/or proposition 1is displaced by Larrain's
proposals concerning the multidimensional nature of ideoclogy, by
Althusser's arguments concerning the antagonistic relations which pertain
between ideologies, and by Pécheux's work on ideology and meaning. These
contributions suggest that ideologies can be analysed in terms of dialogic
relationships between 1ideoclogical discourses, and in terms of the
productive constitution of meanings. This approach does not depend upon
an ldealist view of consciousness as the autonomous source of meaning;
rather, changes 1n the meanings of words and propositions can be
understood in terms ot siruggles between ideoclogical positions. Such a
percpective taclliitates textual analyses which take account of the

ldeological, economic and political contexts in which texts are produced.

Although neither Althusser's work does not deal with racist ideology,
Macdonell has proposed that 1t can be used to analyse '"the historical,
including current, relations between ideologies that come from positions of
race and gender as well as from class positions” (Macdonell, 1986: p 36).
With this proposal in mind, and applying it also to Pécheux's arguments, 1
go on in the next chapter to explore ways in which the accounts of
ideological production and discourse which I have described here, along
with Marx's analysis of 1deological fallacies, can be applied to the

analysis of racism,.
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Notes

[1] Foucault presents an important critique of the history of ideas in his
The Archaeology of Knowledge (1972: pp 135-148). A central element of his

critique 1s succinctly summarised by the following comment, made in an

interview in 197¢:

Anyone envisaging the analysis of discourses sclely in
terms of temporal continuity would inevitably be led to

approach and analyse it like the internal transformation of

an 1individual consciousness. wWhich would 1lead to his

erecting a great collective consciousness as the scene of

events Foucault, 1980: p 69).

Questioning and displacing notions of continuity, Foucault's work has
emphasised conflictse and uneven transitions 1in the histories of
knowledges. For an illuminating discussion of the extent to which
Foucault's work contributes to understanding of the material bases of

such processes, see Macdonell's Theories of Discourse (1886).

[2] Discussions of de Tracy's theory of ideology and its relation to
Marx's adoption of the term can be found in Williams (1877:. pp 56-57)
and Eagleton (1891: pp 66-70).

[3] This debate was instigated by Althusser and Balibar's reading of
Marx (Althusser and Balibar, 1970). Their arguments are further
elaborated and modified 1in Althusser's £Essays 1In 5Self C(riticism
(1976). Parekh's approach is far from Althusserian, but parallels the
latter's work in one respect; both find certain aspects of Marx's work
incompatible with a materialist perspective. In Althusser'’s case the
"young Marx" <(prior to The CGerman Ideclogy) is said to be influenced

by an idealist Hegelianism with which he was later to make a decisive
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break. In Parekh's view, on the other hand, no part of Marx's work

providee a satistactory materialist account of the production of

ideology.

(4] On the concept of "internal relations", and its relevance to the

base-supersiructure model see Ollman (1976).

(0] For another, somewhat similar analysis of the multi-dimensional

nature of the concept of determinism, see Williams (1977, 83-89).

[6] Critical reviews of Pécheux's work include Woods (1977), Macdonell
(18966: pp 43-59), Belsey (1984) and Thompson (1984: pp 232-254)
Grillo (1985: pp 8-9) comments on the work of Althuss<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>