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Raymond Williams’

» Williams identifies the end of the eighteenth century as a period
of economic and social transition.

» He chooses 5 keywords - industry, , class, art and
- to chart their semantic shift, and in turn, connect this
shift with a larger discursive transition during the late eighteenth

century.

» Specifically, Williams wants to show how the Industrial Revolution
brings about a fundamental change not only in the economic base
but also in the ideological structures.



structure of meanings, is obvxous The chang&c in then' use,
at this critical period, bear witness to a general change in
our characteristic ways of thinking about our common life:
about our social, political and economic institutions; about
the purposes which these institutions are d&n@ed to em-

The first important word is industry and the period in
which its use changes is the period which we now call the
Industrial Revolution. Industry, before this period, was a
name for a particular human attribute, which could be
paraphrased as ‘skill, assiduity, perseverance, diligence’.
This use of industry of course survives. But, in the last
decades of the eighteenth century, indusiry came also to
mean something else; it became a collective word for our
manufacturing and productive msutuhons, and for then'

way, and from lns hme the development of this use is as-
sured. Industry, with a capital letter, is thought of as a



Industry continued

« Williams argues that the word “industry” initially meant skill or
diligence, a connotation that still survives today.

* The predominant meaning of industry, however, now means mechanized
manufacturing processes and institutions.

* So in other words when we now speak of industry, we usually mean
industrial production or industrial unit. That is to say, we understand a
specific mechanized means of production. For example the coal industry,
the IT industry, or terms such university-industry interface, etc.

 When we speak of industry, we rarely imply personal skill or diligence.
Consider for example the related term industriousness.



Industry continued

» Williams identifies Adam Smith (1723 -1790), a Scottish economist
and philosopher, as one of the first writers to use the term
“industry” in this new sense in his The Wealth of Nations.

* Of note, The Wealth of Nations (1776) is a seminal work that
attempted to take stock of the changes brought about by the
Industrial Revolution, covering topics such as the accumulation od
staock, division of labour, etc.

» Smith’s magnum opus had influenced later writers including Karl
Marx. (Think back on in-class lectures on Raymond Williams and

the New Left).






Keyword: Democracy

lution of 1789 As that bhad transformed France, so this has
gls s change are different,

: pattern of change, a new society.

The second important word is democracy, which had
been known, from the Greek, as a term for ‘government by
the people’, but which only came into common English use
at the time of the American and French Revolutions.
Weekley, in Words Ancieni and Modern, writes:

t was not until the French Revolution that democr .

the political vocabular ¥

In this he is substantially right. Certainly, it is in reference
to America and France that the examples begin to multiply,
at the end of the eighteenth century, and it is worth noting
that the great majority of these examples show the word
being used unfavourably in close relation with the hated
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Keyword: Democracy
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Keyword: Democracy

» The American Revolution saw the break
away of the thirteen colonies from the
British Empire. The events, including the
Boston Massacre, the Boston Tea Party,
the War of Independence occurred
between 1763 to 1787.

» Writers looked upon this as a move
towards %reater rights and political
representation for ordinary men.

» Further Independent reading and
research:
» https://www.bl.uk/the-american-

revolution/articles/american-revolution-
timeline



,

Keyword: Democracy

ne French Revolution which popularized the
deas .tleerl’ge glﬂbeﬁty)a)fra %rmtel.t,
(fraternity or brotherhood), and egalité
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e radical ideas of the French Revolution
S would %reatly influence thinkers and writers

>

cross Europe. The British Romantic poets

,( espec1allI\1/.would draw upon the new ideas of
French philosophers and the spirit of the

Revolution in their work.

* Further Independent reading and research:

il » https://www.bl.uk/romantics-and-

(O victorians/articles/the-impact-of-the-french-
1 Q‘ revolution-in-britain
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Industry, to 1nd1cate an mstltutlon, begms in about 1776;
democracy,.s . se-datoddrg

most unportant modern sense, from about 1772. Before thxs
the ordinary use of class, in English, was to refer to a divi-
sion or group in schools and colleges: ‘the usual Classes in

Logick and Philosophy’. It is only at the end of the eight-

join lotwer-orders, which appears earlier in the eighteenth
century. Then, in the 1790s, we get higher classes; middle
classes and middling classes follow at once; working classes
in about 1815; upper classes in the 1820s. Class prejudice,
class legislation, class consciousness, class conflict and class
war follow in the course of the nineteenth century. The
upper middle classes are first heard of in the 18gos; the
lower middle class in our own cen

is spectacular history of
the new use of class does not indicate the beginning of social

-




Keyword: Class

« Williams is not arguing that there were no terms or words in the
English language that denoted social hierarchy. For instance, the
word “rank” was used to signify social difference.

* The term “class” was initially used within a pedagogic context. As
Williams says, it meant “division or group in schools and colleges”
(xiii).

* The new connotation of “class” as signifier of social hierarchy

develops during the late eighteenth century, around the same
time that the meanings of the other four terms were changing.



Keyword: Class

» The word “class” is more “indefinite” or flexible that the term
rank, which within the English context would imply social divisions
based on hereditary titles, and the implicit divisions between the
aristocracy the commoners.

« Williams outlines the use of the term class, beginning with “lower
class” and moving on to “middle” and “upper class.”

* The term class (and not rank) would play an important role in
Marxist critical thinking. Williams gestures towards this by
referring to terms such as “class prejudice” and “class
consciousness”



Keyword: Class - changing definitions

GAMES BROWSE THESAURUS WORD OF THE DAY WORDS ATP

SINCE 1828

DICTIONARY THESAURUS

C1dSS noun, often attributive

e Save Word

\ 'k‘Ias@\

plural classes

Definition of class (Entry 1 of 2)

1 a :abody of students meeting regularly to study the same subject
// Several students in the class are absent today.

: the period during which such a body meets

: a course of instruction
//is doing well in her algebra class

: a body of students or alumni whase year of graduation is the same
// donated by the class of 1995

: a group sharing the same economic or social status

/1 the working class

: social rank

2 a

b

c

GAMES BROWSE THESAURUS WORD OF THE DAY WORDS AT PLAY
SINCE 1828 class

DICTIONARY THESAURUS
: a group sharing the same economic or social status

// the working class

: social rank

especially : high social rank

/1 the classes as opposed to the masses

: high quality : ELEGANCE

/1 a hotel with class

:a group, set, or kind sharing common attributes: such as

b

: a major category in biological taxonomy ranking above the order and below
the phylum or division

: a collection of adjacent and discrete or continuous values of a random
variable

: a collection of elements (such as numbers or points) : SET sense 21
: a property of a geometric curve that is equal to the number of tangents that

can be drawn to it through any point not on the curve

/1 A curve is said to be of the nth degree or order when any right line meets it
in n points and of the nth class when n tangents can be drawn to it through
any assumed point.



Keyword: Art

xiv INTRODUCTION

a skilled person, as had artisan; but artist now referred to
these selected skills alone. Further, and most significantly,
Art came to stand for a special kind of truth, ‘imaginative
truth’, and artist for a special kind of person, as the words
artistic and artistical, to describe human beings, new in the
1840s, show. A new name, aesthetics, was found to describe
the judgement of art, and this, in its turn, produced a name
for a special kind of person—aesthete. The arts—literature,
music, painting, sculpture, theatre—were grouped together,
in this new phrase, as having something essentially in com-
mon which distinguished them from other human skills.
The same separation as had grown up between artist and
artisan grew up between artist and craftsman. Genius, from
meaning ‘a characteristic disposition’, came to mean ‘exalted
ability’, and a distinction was made between it and talent.
As art had produced artist in the new sense, and aesthetics
aesthete, so this produced a gemus, to mdlcate a SpOClal
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Keyword: Art

 Like the term “industry,” the word “art” has shifted from the
sense of skill to a more specialized meaning.

» The terms artist, genius, and aesthete acquire new individualized
meanings.

» An artist now means a person who has a specific aesthetic skill.
For example, a painter, a voice artist, etc. The artist now is an
individual who possesses unique talent, and the word is closely

associated with the term genius. It not longer means a craftsman’s
skill.



Keyword: Culture

e fifth word, culture, similarly changes, in the sam
critical period. Before this period, it had meant, primarily,
the ‘tending of natural growth’, and then, by analogy, a
process of human training. But this latter use, which

nineteenth century, to culture as such a thing in itself. It
came to mean, first, ‘a general state or habit of the mind’,
having close relations with the idea of human perfection.

Second it came to mean ‘the general state of mtellectual

century, it came to mean ‘a whole way of hfe material,
intellectual and spiritual’. It came also, as we know, to
be a word which often provoked either hostility or em-

s-trevelopment of culture is perhaps the most striking
among all the words named. It might be said, indeed, that
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Keyword: Culture

or lens through which art,
bet derstood.



Link to online version of text:



https://archive.org/details/culturesociety17001850mbp/page/n19/mode/2up




Raymond Williams

Keywords

A vocabulary of

societ y

Revised edition

OXFORD UNIVERSITY PRESS
New York




A Anthropology, Art

comparative evidence, encouraging more gencrally the wdea of alfernarive
cultures and hines of human development. in sharp distinction from the
idea of regular stages in a umbinear process owards civilizafian.

Thus, in m 20, there were stll the longstanding physical anthropology;
the rich and extending anthropolegy of “‘primitive’ peoples; and. n an
uncertain area bevond both, the sense of anthropology as 8 mode of study
and a source of evidence for more general including modern human ways
of life. (Of course by this perind 30CI0LOGY (g.v.) had become established,
in different forms, as the discipline in which modem societies {and, in
some schools, modern cufteres) were studied, and there were then difficult
overlaps with what were now called (mainly to distinguish them from
plvysicad anthropology) “social” or “cultural” anthropelogy | “social” has
been more common in Bntain, ‘cultural’ in USAC though  cuineral
anthropology, in USA, often indicates the study of matenal anetacts),

The major intelleciual 1s50es volved m this complex of terms and
disciplines are sometimes revealed, perhaps more often obscured, by the
complex history of the words. It 15 interesting that a new grouping of
these closely related and otten overlapping concerns and disciplines 15

increasingly known, from mOC20, as ‘the human sciences, (especially in
France “les sciences hmuaines™ ), which 15 in effect starting again, in a
modemn language, and in the plural, with what had been the hiteral but
then vaniously specialized meaning of anthropalogy.

Soe CIVILIZATION, CULTURE DEVELOPMENT, EVOLUTHIN, PSYCHOLOGY,
RACIAL, socmosy, STRUCTURAL

AR

The onginal general meaning of art, wo reter to any kind of skill, 1= sall
active in Englizh. But o more specialized meaning has become common,
and in the arts and 1o a large extent in artist has become predominant.

Art 41

Art has been used in English trom C13, fw art, o, rw arten, L -skill.
It was widely applied. without predominant specizhization, until 1C17. in
matters as vanous as mathematics, medicine and angling. In the medieval
university comiculum the arts (Clhe seven arts” and later “the LIBERAL
(g-v_) arts” ) were grammar, loac, rhetonc, anthmetic, geometry, music
and astronomy, and artist, from C165 was first wsed in this context,
though with almost contemporary developments to describe any skilled
person (as which it 1= in effect wdentical with artisan until 1C16) or a
practitioner of one of the arts in another grouping, those presided over by
the seven muses: history, poetry. comedy, tragedy. music, dancing.
pstronomy. Then, from 1C17, there was an increasingly common
specialized application 0 a group of skills not hitherto  formally
representesd:  painting, drowing, engraving and sculpture. The now
dominant use of art and artist o refer o these skills was not fully
establizhed wninl D19, but it was within this grouping that in 1C18, and
with special reference to the exclusion of engravers from the new Royal
Academy, anow general distinction between artist and artisan - the latter
bemng specialized to “skilled manual worker’ without “intellectual’ or
‘imaginative” or ‘creative’ purposes - was strengthened and populanized.
This development of artisan, and the mC19 definition of scientise, allowed
the specialization of artist and the distinction not now of the Jiberal bt of
the fine arts.

The emerzence of an abstract, capitahized Art, with 1ts oan intemal but
eeneral principles, 15 difficult to localize. There are several plausible C18
uses, but 1t was i C19 that the concept became general. 1t is histonically
related, in this sense, to the development of CULTURE and AESTHETICS
(gg-v.). Wordsworth wrote to the pamter Haydon i 1815 "High 1s our
calling, friend, Creafive Art.” The now normal associstion with creaiive
and imaginative, a5 a matter of classification, dates effectively trom 1C18
and ¢C19. The significant adjective artistic dates effectively from mC 14,
Artistic temperament and artistic sensibility date from the same period.
A0 too docs artiste, o further distinguishing specialization to describe
performers such as actors or singers, thus keeping artist for painter,
seulptor and eventually (from mC 19 writer and composer.

It 15 interesting o notice what words, in ditterent periods, are
ordinanly distingmished from or contrasted with art. Artless before
m{ 17 meant unskilled” or “devold of skill, and this sense has




42 Arr

survived. But there was an carly regular comtrast bevwoen art and raeuere: that is,
between the peodwct of human skill and the prodect of some inherent quahiy.
Artless then acquired, from mC 17 but especially from 1C1E, a positive scinse 1o
indicate spomtancity cven i ‘at”. While art sull meamt skill and imoUsTeY (G.v.)
diligent skill, tey were often chosely associated, bt when cach was absiracied
and specialized they were often, from ¢C 19, contrasted as the separale arcas of
imagimation and wiiliy. Until CI8 most scienees were apts: the modem
distinction between science and apt, 35 contrasted arcas of haman skill and
ciion, with fundamentally differemt methods and purposes, daves effectively
from mC 19, though the words themselves are sometimes comrasted. much
carlier, in the sense of “theory” and “practice” (see SCIENCE, THEORY ).

This complex set of historical distinetions betwieen varous kinds of haman
skill and berween varying basic purposcs in the vse of such skills is evidemly
related both w changes in the pracical division of labour and w fundamental
changes in practical definitions of the purposes of the exercise of skill. Tt can be
primanly related o the changes inherem in capitalist commodity production,
with its specializatson and reduction of wse values w exchange values. There
wis @ consequent defensive specialization of cernain skills and purposes 1o the
arts o the humarites where fooms of general wse and intention which were not
determined by immediate cxchange could be at keasy concepually abswracied.
This i= the formal basis of the distinction berween art and sadwsiry, and berwesn
fine arts and wseful arts (the laner eventually acguiring a new specialized term,
in TECHMNOLOGY (g0

The anist is then distinet within this fondamenal perspective not only from
seteviiisd and echrodegisr - cach of whom in caslicr periods would have been
called artlst - but from artisen and eraffsoen and skalled worker, who ane mow
operatives i erms of & speeific definition and organization of WORK (g.v.). As
these practical distinctions are pressed, within & given mode of production. art
and artist acquire ever mose general (and more vague) ssociations, offering w
capress @ gencral haman (i, nos-atilitasian) imenest, cven while, isonically,
st works of art are effcctively teated as commoditics and maost artists,
cven when they justly claim guite other intentions, are effeetively treated as a
category of independent craftimen or shalled workers producing a cenain kind
of marginal commediny.

Art, Behavioar 43

See ARSTHETI, CREATIVE, CULTURE, GEMIUS, INDUSTRY . SCIEMCE,
TECTINOLOGY

B

BEHAVIOUR

Behave is a very curions word which sull presents difficultics. There was an o
B hucibbreire - to comitain, fromm Fw de - about, habdbar - o hold. Bat te modem wosd
spems o have been inroduced in C15 as a form of gualification of the verb bave

(cf. sich behaben, in G), and cspecially in the reflexive sense of ‘1o have (bear)

onesell In C16 examples the past tense can be befad, The main sense that came

theough was one of public condwct or bearng: the nearest modem specialization
wionld perhaps be depertrment, or the specialized sense {foom C16) of mannees (of.

Cld manrerdy). Tn the verb this is sl a predominant sense, and 1o behave

(yourself) is sill eolleguially to behave well, alithoagh o behave hadly is also

immediately undersiood. In the course of its development from its originally

rather limited and digmificd sense of public condect (which Johnson stll noted
with an enplasis on exfermal), 1oa lerm summarizing. ina gencral moral sense, &
whale range of activitics, hehave has acquired a cenain ambivalence, and this has

hecnme especially imgontant in the asseciated devebopment of hehavipar, Use of
the noun o fefer o pablic condect o, in & moral sense, 0 a gencral range of

activitics is still common enough: the classic instance is “when we are sick in

fomune, often the surfeis of owr own behaviour” (King Lear, 1L i), Ban the eritical

developinent is the newtral application of the e, withour any mosal implications,
1o describe wave in which someone or something acts {reacts) in some specific

situation. This began in




Raymond williams keywords

Gl Civilization , Class

sutficiently stromg for it to retain some normative guality: in this sense
civilization, a civilized way of life, the conditions of civilized society may
be seen as capable of bemng lost as well as ganed.

See CITY, CULTURE, DEVELOPMENT, MODERN, SOCIETY. WESTEREN

CLASS

Class is an obviously difficult word, hoth in its range of meanings and in its
complexity in that partcular meamng where 1t describes a social division.,
The Latin word classis, a division according o property of the people of
Rome, came inta English in 1C16 i its Latin form, with a plural classes or
classics. There is a 1C 16 use (King, 1594) which sounds almeost modern:
all the classics and ranks of vamine’. Buot classis was primarily used in
explicit reference to Roman history, and was then extended, first as a term
in church organization (“assemblies are either classes or synods’, 1593) and
later as a general term for a division or growp (Cthe clussis of Flants™, 16641,
It is worth noting that the derived Latin word classicus, coming into English
m 17 a= classic from fw classigue, F. had socal implications before it
took on its general meaning of a standard authority and then its particular
meanming of belonging to Greek and Roman anbiguity (now  usually
distinguished in the form classical, which at first alternated with classic).
Crellius wrote: “classicis .. scriprar, non profetarins’. But the form class,
coming into English in C17, acquired a special association with education.
Blount, glossing classe in 1656, included the stll pimanly Roman sense of
“an arder or distribution of people according o their several Degrees” but
sdded: ‘in Schools {wherein this word is most used) a Form or Lecture
resirained to a certain company of Scholars’ - a wse which has remained
commoen in education. The development of classic and classical was
stromgly atfected by this association with authontative works for study.
From 1C17 the use of class as a general word for a group or division
hecame mone and more common. What is then most difficult

Class &l

is that class came to be used in this way about people as well as about
plants and animals, but without social implications of the modem kind. (Cf.
Steele, 1709: “this Class of modern Wits™.) Development of class in s
medern social sense, with relatively fixed names for particular classes
{lowver class, middle class, upper class, working class and sooon), belongs
essennally to the perniod between 1770hand 154, which 1s also the period of
the Indusinal Revolution and its decisive reorganization of socicty. At the
extremes it 15 not difficult to distinguish betaeen (1) class as 2 general term
for any grouping and (i) elass a5 a would-be specific description of a social
formation. There is no ditficulty in disinguishing between Stecle’s “Class
of modem Wits” and, say, the Declaration of the Birmingham Pohitical
Union (18300 “that the mghis and interests of the middle and lower classes
of the people are not efficiently represented i the Commons House of
Parliament”. But in the crucial penod of transition, and indeed for some
time before it, there 15 real difficalty in being sure whether a particular use
is sense (1) or sense (ii). The earliest use that | know, which might be read
in a modern sense, 15 Defoe’s * “ts plain the deamness of wages forms our
people inte more classes than other nations can show” ( Review, 14 Apnl
17050, But this, even in an economic context, is far from certain. There
must also be some doubt about Hanway s title of 1772: ‘Observations on
the Causes of the Dissoluteness which reigns among the lower classes of
the people’. We can read thiz, as indeed we would read Defoe, in a strictly
social sense, but there s enough overlap between sense (1) and sense (i) to
make us pause. The crucial context of this development is the altermative
vocabulary for social divisions, and it 15 a2 fect that wetil 1C18, and
residually well into C1% and even C20, the most common words were rank
and order, while estate and degree were still more common than class.
Estate, degree and erder had been widely used to describe social position
from medieval times. Bank had been common from 1C16. In virtually all
contexts where we would now sav class these other words were standard,
and {owerorder and lower orders became especially common in C18.

The essential history of the introdoction of elass, a5 o word which
would supersede older names for =ocial divisions, relates to the increasing
conscipusness that social position is made rather than merely inhented. All
the older words, with their essential metaphors of standing, stepping and
arranging in rows, belong to a society in
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Raymond williams keywords

o Cliass

classes adopted the descriptions useful or prodoctive classes, in
distinction from and in opposition o the privileged or the idle. This use.
which of course sorts oddly with the other model of fower, middle and
figher, has remained both important and confusing.

For it was by transfer from the sense of wsefid or productive that the
working classes were first named. There is considerable overlap in this: cf.
‘middle and mdustnious classes” (Monthly Magazine, 1797 and “poor and
working classes” (Owen, 1813) - the latter probably the first English use of
working classes but snll very general. In 1818 (hwven published Twe
Memorials on Behalf af the Working Classes, and in the same year The
Giorgon (28 November) used working classes i the specific and
unmistakable context of relabons between “workmen™ and  Ctherr
emplovers”. The use then developed rapidly, and by 1831 the Nafonal
CUion of the Working Classes wentified nod =0 much privilege as the
Slaws . . . made to protect . . . property or capital” as their enemy. (The,
distinguished such laws from those that had not been made o protect
INDUSTRY (g.v. b, still in its old sense of apphed lebour. ) In the Poor Man's
Cowardign (1Y October 18335), {(VBnen wrote of establishing for “the
productive classes & complete dominion over the fruits of their own
indusiry” and went on to describe such a change as “contemplated by the
working classes”; the two terms, in this context, are interchangeable. There
are complications in phrases like the labouring classes and the operative
classes, which seem designed o separate one group of the useful classes
from another. to comespand with the distinction between workneen and
emyplovers, or men and masters: o distinction that was economically
ineviiable and that was politically active from the 18305 ai latest. The term
working classes, onginally assigned by others, was eveniually taken over
and vsed as proudly as middle classes had been: “the working classes have
created all wealth” (Rules of Ripponden Co-operative Society: cit. . H.
Priestley, Aistory of RO dabmg from 1835 or 18349).

By the 18404, then, middle classes and working classes were common
terms. The former became singular tirst; the latter 15 singular from the
15405 but stll today alternates between singular and plural forms, often
with ideclogical sigmificance, the singular beng normal in socialist uses,
the plural more common in conservative descriptions. But the mosi
significant effect of this complicated history was that there were now two
COTNMION LErms, increasingly

Class 65

used for companson, distinction or contrast, which had been formed within
guite different models. On the one hand muddle 1mplied herarchy and
ihercfore implied lower class: not only theoretically but in repeated
practice. {n the other hand working implied productive or useful activity,
which would leave all who were not working class unproductive and
useless (easy enough for an anstocracy, but hardly accepted by a
productive middle class). To this day this confusion reverberates. As carly
as 1844 Cockburn referred o “what are termed  the working-classes, as 1f
the only workers were those who wrought with their hands™. Yet working
man or workman had a persistent reference to manual labour, In an Act of
1875 this was given legal defimition: “the expression workman . . . means
any person who, being o labourer. servant in husbandry. journeymian,
artrhicer, handicraftsman, miner, or otherwise engaged i manual labour . . .
has entered mto or works under a contract with an emplover’. The
association of workman and working class was thus very strong, but it will
be noted that the detinition nclwdes contrect with an employer as well as
manual work. An Act of 1390 stated: “the provisions of section eleven of
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1885 _ _ . shall have effect as if
the expression working classes included all classes of persons who earn
their livelihood by wages or salanes’. This permitted a distinction from
those whose livelihood depended on fees professional class), protiis
(trading class) or property (independent). Yei, especially with the
development of clerical and service occupations. there was a critical
ambiguity about the class position of those who worked for a salary or
even 4 wage and vet did not do manual labour. | Salary as fixed payment
dates from Cl14; wages and salaries 15 stll a normal C19 phrase; in 1868,
however, “a manager of a bank or raillway - even an overseer or a clerk i a
manutactory - 15 said o draw a salary”, and the attempted class distinction
between salaries and wages 15 evident; by eC20 the salariad was being
distinguizhed from the proletarial. ) Here agan, at a crnibical point, the eftect
of two models of class 15 evident. The middle class, with which the earmners
of sulanes normally abgned themselves. 15 an expression of relative soctal
positon and thus of social disimction. The working class, specialized from
the different notion of the wsefil or praduciive classes, 15 an expression of
cconomic relationships. Thus the two common modern class terms rest on
ditferent models, and the position of those who are conscious
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of relative social position and thus of social disinetion, and ver, within an
coonomic relationship, sell and are dependent on their laboar, is the point of
critical overlap hepween the models and the werms. Tt is absurd w conclude that
only the working classes wors (v ), bar if those who work in other than
‘manual’ labour deseribe themselves in werms of relative social position {middle
class) the confusion is incvitable. One side effect of this difficulty was a funher
claborason of classing nself (the penod from 1C18 w 1C19 & nch in these
derived words: classify, classifier, classification). From the 1860 the middle
class began w be divided into fower and apgprer sections, and laer the working
class was 1w be divided i stlled, semmi-salled and lobvoweng. Various other
syaicms of classification suceeeded these, nidably socio-ecomamie group, which
misst be secn & an anempt o marmy the two models of elass, and stamos (g

It is mecessary, fimally, 1w consider the vanatons of class as an abstract idea.
I ome of the carlicst uses of the singular social wem, in Crabbe's

To every class we have a schaosol assigned
Rules for all renks and food for cvery mind

class is virneally equivalent o reek and was so used in te definition of a middle
class. But the influence of sense (i), class as a general werm for grouping. was o
least equally sirong, and wesefld or prodeciive classes follows mainly from this.
The produciive distinction, bowever, 85 a perceplion of an active coonomic
sysiem, bed o a sense of class which is neither a synonym for ek nor a mode
of descriptive grouping. but s & deseription of fundarmental ocononic
relationships, In modem usage. the sense of renk, though residual, is sill active:
i one kind of use class is sl essentially defined by binth, But the more serous
uses divide between descriptive grouping and economic relatonship. Tt is
obvious that a weminology of basic cconomic relatonships (as booween
cmployers and employed. or propericd and propertyless) will be found wo
crude and gemeral for the quite different parpose of precise descrplive groaping.
Henee the persistent but confused argumems berween those who, wsing elass in
the sense of basie relatonship, propose two o three basic dasses, and those wiio,
trying o use it for descriptive groupang, find they have to break these divisions

down imo smaller and smaller caegones. The histoey of the word carries this
caaemlial ambdazuiy.

Class 67 When
the languwage of class was being deveboped, in eC19, cach wendency can be noted.
The Gorgon (21 November |818) referred quite namsally w *a smaller class of
tradesmen, ermed garrer-masters’. But Cobbetr in 1825 had the newer sense: “s0

that here is one class of socicty uwnited w0 oppese anmher class’. Charles Hall in
1805 had argued that

the people in a civilized state may be divided imo different orders: bat for the
purpose of investigating the manner in which they enpoy or are deprived of the
requisites 0 support the health of teir bodies or minds, they need only be
divided e pwo classes, vie. the rch and the poor, (The Effecs af Covalization
ot tee People in Enropean Siares)

Here these is a distinction borween erders {ranks) and effective conpomic groupings
{classes). A coton spinner in 1818 (el The Making of the English Working Clags; B
P. Thompson, p. 199 described cmployers and workers as ‘two distinet classes of
poersons”. In differen ways this binary grouping became conventional, thoagh it
operated alongside tripanie growpings: bodh the social groaping fapper, ouddle and
dower) and a modernized coonomic grouping: John Snean Mill*s “three classes”, of
‘landlords, capitalisis and labowress" (Monhly Reposiory, 1834, 330) or Marx's
‘three great social classes | | - wage-laboarers, capitalists and landlords” (Capainal,
[T In the acieal development of capitalist sociery, the mripaice division was owre
and more replaced by & new binary division: in Margisg language the bowrgenise
and rhe preoleiariar. (Tt is becawse of the complications of the wipanne division, and
becase of the primarily social definition of the English wem middle class, tha
bowrrgeoisie and even proderariar are often difficalt o wanslare.) A further difficaly
then arises: a repetition, & a differem level, of the vasiation berween a descrptive
grouping and an cconomic relationship. A class scen in werms of coonomie
relationships can be a calcgory {wage-earmers) or a formation (the working class).
Thiz main tendency of Marg's description of classes was wwards formations:

The separate individuals form a class only insofar as they have w carry on a

comimsn battle against another class; otherwise they are on bostile 1ems with
cach other as competitors. On the ather
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CULTUEE

Culture iz one of the two or three most complicated words in the English
langnage. This is so partly because of its intricate historical development, in
several European languages, but mainly becanse it has now come to be used for
important concepts in several distinct imtellectnal disciplines and in several
distinct and incompatible systems of thounght.

The fwr iz cultura, L, from rw colere-, L. Colere had a range of meanings:
inhabit, cultivate, protect, honowr with worship. Some of these meanings
eventnally separated. though still with occasional overlapping, in the derived
nouns. Thus ‘inhabit” developed through colonus. L to colonmy. “Honowr with
worship® developed through culfus, L to eult. Cultura took on the main meaning
of cultivation or tending, including, as in Cicero, culfura animi, though with sub-
sidiary medieval meanings of honour and wership (ef in English culture as
‘worship” in Caxton (1483)). The French forms of culfura were couturs, oF,
which has since developed itz own specialized meaning. and later culfure, which
by @C15 had passed into English The primary meaning was then in hushandry,
the tending of natural growth.

Culture in all its earlv uses was a noun of process: the tending of something,
basically crops ot animals. The subsidiary coulfer - plonglishare, had travelled
by a different lingnistic route, from culier, L - plouglishare, culter, oE, to the
variant English spellings culter. colfer, coulfer and as late as eC17 cultre
(Webster, Duchess of Malfi, III, u: ‘hot burming cultures™). This provided a
further basis for the important next stage of meaning, by metaphor. From eC16
the tending of natwral growth was extended to a process of mman development,
and this. alongside the original meaning in husbandry, was the main sense until
IC18 and eC19. Thus More: “to the culture and profit of their minds™; Bacon:
‘the culture and manurance of minds” (1605); Hobbes: “a culture of their minds’
(1651); Johnson: ‘she neglected the culture of her vnderstanding™ (1759). At
warious points in this development two crucial changes ocenrred: first. a
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degree of habituaton to the metaphor, which made the senze of human tending
direct; second, an extension of particular processes to 2 general process, which
the word could abstractly camy. If 15 of course from the latter development that
the independent noun culture began its complicated modem historv, but the
process of change 15 5o mincate, and the latencies of meaning are at times so
close, that it 15 not pessible to grve any definite date. Culture as an mdependent
noun, an abstract process or the product of such a process, 15 not important before
1C18 and 15 not common before mC19. But the early stages of this development
were not sudden. There 15 an interesting use m Milton, 1o the second (revised)
edihon of The Readie and Easzie Way to Establizh a Free Commonwealth (1660):
‘spread mmch more Knowledg and Crvility, vea. Religion, through all parts of the
Land, bv commumcating the natwral heat of Government and Culture more
dismbutively te all extreme parts, which now lie num and neglected”. Here the
metaphonical sense (‘natural heat”) shll appears to be present, and civility (cf.
CIVILIZATION) 1= stll wntten where m C19 we would nommally expect culture.
Yet we can also read “government and culture’ m a quite modem sense. Milton
from the tenor of his whole argument, 15 writing about a general social proc
and this 1z a defimte stage of development. In C1% England this zeneral proce
acquired defmite class ciations though cultivation and cultivated were more
commonly used for But there 15 a letter of 1730 (Bishop of Eillala, to Mrs
Clayton; cit Plumb, England in the Eightsenth Century) which has this clear
sensa: ‘it has not been customary for persons of erther birth or culture to breed up
thewr children to the Church’. Akenzide (Pleaswres of Imagination, 1744) wrote:
‘... nor puple state nor culture can bestow’. Wordsworth wrote “where zrace of
culture hath been utterly wnknown' (1805), and Jane Austen {(Emma, 1818} “every
advantage of disciphine and culture’.

It 15 thus clear that culture was developing in English towards some of its
modern senses before the decisive effects of a new social and intellsctnal
movement. But to follow the development through this mevement, m 1C18 and
19, we have to lock also at developments in other languages and especially in
German.

In French, untl C18, culture was always accompanied by a grammatical
form indicating the matter being cultivated, as m the English usage already noted.
Its occasional use as an mdependent noun dates
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from mC 18, rather later than similar occasional uses m Enghsh. The independent

noun civilization also emerged mm mC18; 1ts relationship to culture has since
been very complicated {ef CIVILIZATION and discussion below). There was at
this point an mportant development m German: the word was borowed from
French, spelled first (1C18) Culrr and from C19 Kulmur. Its main use was still as
a synonym for civilization: forst mn the abstract sense of a general process of
becoming ‘civilized’ or ‘cultivated’; second, m the sense which had already been
established for civilization by the historians of the Enhghtenment. m the popular
C18 form of the unrversal histonies, as a descniption of the secular process of
buman development. There was then a decisive change of use in Herder. In his
unfiniched Ideas on the Philosophy of the Hiztory of Mankind (1784-91) he
wrote of Culiwr: ‘nothing 13 more mdeterminate than this word, and nothing
more deceptive than its application to all nations and penods’. He attacked the
assumption of the unrversal histones that “crvilization” or ‘culture” - the historieal
self-development of humanity - was what we would now call 2 unilinear process,
leading to the high and demunant pont of Cl8 European culture. Indeed he
attacked what he ecalled Ewropean subjugation and domimation of the four
quarters of the globe, and wrote:

Men of all the quarters of the globe, who have penizshed over the ages. you
have not lived solsly to manure the earth with vour azhes, so that at the end
of time vour posterity should be made happy by Ewropean culture. The very
thought of a supenor European culture iz a blatant insult to the majesty of
Mature.

It 15 then necessary, he argued, in a decisive mnovation, to speak of ‘culfures’ 1in
the plural: the specific and vanable cultures of different nations and periods, but
also the specific and vanable cultures of social and economic groups within a
naton This sense was widely developed. m the Fomanfic movement, as an
alternative to the crthodox and dominant ‘civilization”™. It was fir't used to
emphasize national and traditional cultures, includng the new concept of
folk-culture (cf FOLE). It was later used to attack what was seen as the
MECHANICAL® (g.v.) character of the new cmilization then emerging: both for its
abstract retionalizm and for the “inhumanity” of cwrent indusinal development.
It was wused to distingmish between ‘human’ and ‘matenial’ development
Poliically, as so often m this period, it




90 Culrure

veered between radicalism and reaction and verv often, in the confusion of major
social change, fused elements of beth, (It should alse be noted, though it adds te
the real complication, that the same kmmd of distinchion, especially between
‘material’ and ‘spirtual’ development, was made by von Humboldt and others,
untl as late as 1900, with a reversal of the terms, culture being material and
civilization spintuz]l In generzl however, the opposite distinchion was dommant.)

On the other hand from the 1840 m Germany, KEulfur was bemg used m very
much the sense m which civilization had been used mn C18 umiversal histones.
The decisive mnovation 15 & F. Elemm's Allgemeine Kulturgeschichie der
Menschheit - "General Cultural History of Mankmd® (1843-32) - which fraced
human development from savagery through domesteation to freedom Although
the American anthropologist Morgan, tracing comparable stages, used °“Ancient
Sociery’. with a culmination in Chilization, Elemm's sense was sustained, and
was directly followed mn English by Tylor in Primitive Culnure (1370} It 1= along
this hne of reference that the domunant sense m modern social sciences has to be
traced.

The complexity of the modem development of the word, and of s modern
usage, can then be appreciated We can easily distinguish the sensze which
depend= on a hiteral contimmty of phy=ical process as now m “sugar-beet culture”
or, m the specialized phy=ical application 1n bacteniology smee the 1880s, “garm
culture’. But once we go beyond the physical reference, we have fo recognize
three broad active categones of usage The sowrces of two of these we have
already discussed: (1) the independent and abstract nown which descmbes a
general process of intellectual, spiritual and aesthetic development, from C1E; (11)
the independent noun, whether used geperally or specifically, which mmdicates a
particular wav of Life, whether of a people, 2 period, a group, or humanity 1
general, from Herder and Elemm. But we have also to recogmize (m1) the
independent and abstract noun which describes the works and practices of
intellectual and especially artistic activity. This seems offen now the most
widespread use: culture 15 musie, literature, pamfing and sculpture, theatre and
filma. A Mimiztry of Culture refers to these specific activites, sometmes with
the additton of philosophy, scholarshap, huistory. This use, (1), 1s 1n fact relatively
late. It 15 difficult to date precisely because it is in ongin an apphed form of sense
(1) the 1dea
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of a general process of intellectual, spintual and aesthete development was
applied and effectively transferred to the works and practices which represent and
sustain 1t. But 1t also developed from the earlier sense of process; of ‘progreszmve
culture of fine arts’, Millar, Historical Fiew of the Englizh Governmenr, IV, 314
(1812). In Enghsh (1) and (iu} are still close; at fumes, for mternal reasons, they
are mdistinguishable as m Ameld, Culiure and Anarchy (1867); while sense (1}
waz decimively introduced imto Emglish by Tylor, Primitive Culture (1870),
following Elemm. The decisrve development of sense (in) m English was in 1C19
and eC20.

Faced by this complex and stll active history of the word, it 15 easy to react by
selecting one ‘true’ or ‘proper’ or ‘scientific’ sense and dismussmg other senses as
loose or confused. There 15 evidence of thus reaction even m the excellent study
by Eroeber and Ehickhohn, Cultwre: a Critical Review of Concepts and
Digfinitions, where usage mn North American anthropology 1s in effect taken as =
norm. It 15 clear that, withm a disciplme, conceptual usage has to be clanfied But
i general it 1s the range and overlap of meamings that 15 sigmificant The complex
of senses indicates a complex argument about the relattons between general
human development and a particular way of hfe, and between both and the works
and practices of art and intelligence. It 15 espacially interesting that in archasology
and 1o culrural anthropolegy the reference to culture or a culture 15 primanly to
maierial production, while i history and cuwlural smudiss the reference iz
primarily to sign{fiing or symbelic systems. This often confuses but even more
often conceals the central guestion of the melatons between ‘matenal’ and
‘symbolic’ production, which m some recent argument - of mv own Culture -
have always to be related rather than contrasted. Within this complex argument
there are fundamentally opposed as well as effectvely overlapping pesihons;
there are also, understandably, many wnresolved questions and confused answers.
But these argument: and questions cannot be resolved by reducing the complexity
of actual usage. This point 15 relevant also to uses of forms of the word m
languages other than Engh:sh, where there 153 comsiderable vanation. The
anthropological use 1z common in the German, Scandmavian and Slavonic
language groups, but 1t 1= distnetly subordmate to the senses of art and learming,
or of a general process of human development in Italian and French. Between
languages as within a
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language. the range and complexity of sense and reference indicate both
difference of intellectual position and some bharring or overlapping. These
variations, of whatever kind, necessarily imvolve alternative views of the
activities, relationships and processes which this complex word indicates.
The complexity, that is to sav, is not finally in the word but in the problems
which its variations of use significantly indicate.

It is necessary to look also at some associated and derived words.
Cultivation and cultivated went through the same metaphorical extension
from a phvsical to a social or educational sense in C17, and were especially
significant words in C18. Coleridge, making a classical eC19 distinction
between civilization and culture, wrote (1830): “the permanent distinction,
and occasional contrast, between cultivation and civilization™. The nown in
this sense has effectively disappeared btut the adjective is still quite
common, especially in relation to manners and tastes. The important
adjective cultural appears to date from the 1870s; 1t became common by
the 1890s. The word iz onlv available, in its modern sense, when the
independent noun, in the arfistic and infellectual or anthropological senses,
has become familiar HostilTty to the word culture in Englizsh appears to
date from the controversy around Ameld’s views. It gathered force in 1C19
and eC20, in association with a comparable hostility to aesthete and
AESTHETIC (g.v.). Its association with class distinction produced the
mime-word culchah. There was also an area of hostility associated with
anti-German feeling, during and after the 1914-18 War, in relation to
propaganda about Enlfur. The central area of hostility has lasted, and one
element of it has been emphasized by the recent Amencan phrase
culture-sulture, It is significant that virfually all the hostility (with the
sole exception of the temporary amfi-German association) has been
connected with vses involving claims to superior kmowledge (cf the noun
INTELLECTUAL), refinement (culchah) and distinctions betwesn “high’ art
(culture) and popular art and entertamnment. It thus records a real social
history and a very difficult and confiised phase of social and cultural
development. It i3 imteresting that the steadily extending social and
anthropological use of culture and culmural and such formations as
sub-culture (the culture of a distinsuishable smaller gronp) has, except in
certain  areas (notably popular entertainment), either bypassed or
effectively diminished the hostility and itz associated uvnease and
embarrass-
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ment. The recent use of culfuralizm, to indicate a methodological contrast
with stucturalism in social analysis, retains many of the earlier
difficulties. and does not always bypass the hostility.

See AESTHETIC, ANTHROPOLOGY. ART, CIVILIZATION, FOLE, DEVELOBMENT,
HUMANITY, SCIENCE, WESTERN
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DEMOCEACY

Democracy iz a very old word but its meanings have always been

complex. It came into English in C16, from fw democratic, F, democratia,

mL - a translation of demokratia, Gk, from rw demos -people, ratos - rle.
It was defined by Elyot, with specific reference to the Greek instance in

15331: ‘an other publiqgue weal was amonge the Athemiensis, where

equalitie was of astate among the people . _ . This manner of governaunce

was called in grele Demeocratia, in latine, Popularis potentia, in englisshe

the rule of the communaltie ” It 15 at once evident from Greek uses that

everyvthing depends on the senses ziven to people and to rule. Ascribed

and doubtful early examples range from cbeving ‘no master but the law’ (7
Sclen) to “of the people, by the pecple, for the people’ (7 Clecn). More

certam examples compare ‘the insolence of a despot’ with ‘“the msclence

of the unbridled commonalty” (cit. Herodotus) or define a govermment as

democracy “becanse itz administration i3 in the hands, not of the few, but

of the many'; also, ‘all that iz opposed to despotic power, has the name of

democracy’ (cit. Thucydides). Anstotle (Polifics, IV, 4) wrote: ‘a

democracy is a state where the freemen and the poor, being in the majority,
are invested with the power of the state”. Yet nmch depends here on what

1s meant by “invested with power”: whether it 15




