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Introduction 

In 2019 Diebolt and Haupert (2019a), in a response to the question of whether economic 
history had been assimilated by the economics discipline, argued that rather than assimilation, 
economic history resembled a ninja, and had infiltrated the discipline. That view of the current 
status of economic history is not universally shared. Abramitzky (2015 p 1242) bemoaned the 
fact that the typical economist only cares about the past “to the extent that it sheds light on the 
present.” More recently, Stefano Fenoaltea (2018) mourned what he saw as the loss of respect 
for the field of cliometrics. 

Abramitzky and Fenoaltea represent contemporary scholars who identified dark shadows 
encroaching upon economic historians. Aitken (1960), Redlich (1965), and Hacker (1966) were 
critics of the shortcomings of clio. And Solow (1985) and Boldizonni (2011) were damning critics, 
predicting its imminent demise, exhorting its shortcomings, and criticizing its practitioners for 
derailing the discipline of economic history. Even one of its founders, Douglass North (1965) 
held a critical view of cliometrics at one point. And in the larger picture, economic history was 
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written off almost as soon as it asserted itself as a field (Marshall 1897, Veblen 1901), and 
frequently criticized throughout the 20th century (Gras 1920, 1931, 1962). 

But amidst this foreboding of doom and neglect on the part of economic historians, there is 
much to celebrate. Some indicators suggest economic history is being more widely published 
and cited (Diebolt and Haupert 2018) and economic historians have integrated themselves into 
the wider discipline where they are “appointed to prestigious offices . . . serve on the editorial 
boards of mainstream and field journals . . . [and] win major economics prizes.” (Margo 2018 p 
378).  

How did cliometrics in particular, and economic history in general, arrive at this crossroads, 
where it is at once considered to be a dying discipline and one that is spreading through the 
economics discipline as a whole? To understand the current status and future prospects of 
economic history, it will be necessary to understand its past. Economic historians have shown 
great interest in studying their roots. William Ashley (1893) was the earliest to discuss the 
evolution of the discipline. Among other notable contributors are Clapham (1931), Cameron 
(1976), Kadish 1989, and Mitch (2011). 

Economic history in Europe 

The origins of economic history are not shrouded in the distant mists of time. Rather, the 
field originated in the late 19th century, largely along two strands: one in Germany and the other 
in the United Kingdom. The two would eventually merge in the person of Edwin Francis Gay in 
the United States. Gay was not only a significant figure in the early days of economic history in 
the US, but he can legitimately lay claim to being the grandfather of Cliometrics. 

While the formal study of economic history as a discipline began in the late 18th century, there 
are examples of earlier works regarded as historical treatments of economic issues. Among the 
earliest recognized works of what could be considered economic history are two 17th century 
treatises (Temple 1672, Evelyn 1674). Each addressed concerns over contemporary 
international political and economic rivalries. 

The first economist to argue for historical context in the approach to addressing economic 
issues was Richard Jones, who taught political economy at Haileybury in the 1850s. This was an 
unusual calling, as political economy and history were separate subjects, taught in separate 
departments, and neither was particularly welcoming to the other’s discipline. Political 
economics departments tended to focus on contemporary issues with little interest in historical 
antecedents. History departments, while they were more likely to consider economic factors in 
their work, did not consider them particularly important. (Cole 1968)  

The Germans were the first to formally organize economic history as an academic discipline. In 
part, this was the result of German interest in establishing the most appropriate economic 
policies to be followed by the developing states in the mid to late 19th century. The UK followed 
at the end of the century in reaction to the rising social concern over the poverty of the urban 
industrial working class.  
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The seminal event for economic history in Germany was the publication of Wilhem Roscher’s 
Grundriss (1843), which altered the approach to economics. Roscher was a historical economist 
who focused on the origins and impact of historical economic activities and institutions. Along 
with Friedrich List, Bruno Hildebrand and Karl Knies, and later followed by Roscher’s most 
prestigious student, Gustav Schmoller, these historical economists published much of their 
economic history research relating to England, though little of it was ever translated and 
published in English. 

In England, a similar movement was taking place, led by Arnold Toynbee, who sought to develop 
economic history independent of political economy. Toynbee believed that economic theory 
was relative, not universal, and that history could be used to show how, for example, free trade 
and competition were not always beneficial. By the 1870s political economy had devolved into a 
methodological debate over the merits of inductive (the development of theories that would 
provide evidence of the truth) or deductive (the gathering of facts, which would then lead to a 
certain conclusion) reasoning. This debate helped pave the way for historical economics. The 
thorough investigation of the origin of social problems in turn fostered an interest in the origins 
of other economic-based issues. Ultimately it was the revolt against the deductive theories of 
classical economics that laid the groundwork for the emergence of economic history as a 
distinct discipline. 

Led by Roscher and carried on by Schmoller in Germany, and Toynbee and Ashley in England, 
the original aim of the historical school was to replace what they believed to be the unrealistic 
theories of deductive economics with theories developed inductively through the study of 
history. This line of thought held that history was the key source of knowledge about humanity 
and its organizations, and because it was culture and time specific, it was relative, and could not 
be generalized over time or space. Their view was that economics was best approached from 
the vantage point of empirical and historical analysis, not the deductive approach favored by 
political economists wielding their abstract theories. 

Before Schmoller, the historical economists had focused their work more on the field of history 
than economics. The distinguishing characteristic of Schmoller’s work was that it aimed to 
account for the evolution and variation of institutions in so far as they affected the economic 
aspects of life. Though trained in the historical school, Schmoller’s emphasis was on economics, 
which is what set him apart from his peers. For this reason, he is often identified as the first true 
economic historian.  

In the 1880s the historical school of economics developed a schism that would be further 
exacerbated nearly a century later by the rise of cliometrics. The more conservative branch, the 
historical economists who followed in the line of the original historical school, abandoned the 
use of theory altogether. While the work they did was valuable, Veblen (1901) argued that 
because it was completely lacking in economic theory, it was not actually economics at all – and 
thus not economic history. The other branch was represented by Schmoller, and was the 
wellspring of the first generation of economic historians. 
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Schmoller eschewed the use of formal models in the social sciences. He believed there were too 
many social interactions to consider to be adequately captured by a general model. He was, 
however, partial to statistics, which he considered an invaluable companion for historical 
research, but only for those variables that could be accurately measured. He always questioned 
the source and interpretation of the data in relation to other cognate facts and theories. 
However, the fact that he was willing to go this far is what distinguished him from his mentor 
and the elder historical scholars. 

The earliest form of economic history was based more in the historical approach. It tended to be 
narration fortified with occasional quantitative data. As the discipline began to take shape in the 
later 19th century, its leading practitioners sought to develop it independent of standard 
economic theory. Clapham (1929) argued that the central problems of economic theory, though 
stated in terms of a particular historical phase, were in essence independent of history. With 
few exceptions this general view permeated the writing of economic history into the 1920s. 
Data were only occasionally collected, and when they were, they were seldom used to test 
economic theory. They were typically either used anecdotally, or served in the role of summary 
statistics. Economic models were practically unknown.  

As the interest in economic history grew, so did the need to teach it, which led to the creation 
of exams, which in turn necessitated teachers of the subject. The adoption of economic history 
for examination in the History Tripos at Cambridge in 1875 led to the publication of the first 
English language textbook in the subject by William Cunningham in 1882. The History Tripos at 
Cambridge produced its first fully-fledged, formally trained, economic historian, John Harold 
Clapham, in 1898. (Tribe 2000)  

Cunningham made two seminal contributions to economic history. The most obvious was his 
lifelong effort to advance the subject through the further work on his textbook (1882), which 
had five editions and grew to three volumes. Additionally, he undertook a vigorous campaign to 
achieve public and scholarly recognition for the approach of economic history (Cunningham 
1892).  

The opening of the London School of Economics (LSE) in 1895 marks the unofficial beginning of 
economic history in the UK. The LSE was founded in opposition to the tenets of orthodox 
economics. As a result, economic history was an important presence from the beginning. The 
first Director of the LSE was an Oxford educated mathematician-turned-economist named 
W.A.S. Hewins. In 1901it became the first British university to offer a degree in economics, with 
economic history as one possible course of study.  

While the founding of the LSE and its courses in economic history was a cornerstone in the 
evolution of economic history, the discipline was suffering growing pains. At about the same 
time that the LSE was awarding its first degree in economics, the economics discipline itself was 
moving more firmly in the direction of deductive scholarship. It appeared that the attempt of 
the historical school to replace it with inductive theory had failed. The movement toward 
deductive reasoning was an effort to make economics more scientific. This was a reaction to the 
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rising stature of the natural sciences, and led to a waning of the historical movement, 
representing a historical low point for the discipline.  

Events during the First World War contributed to a growing interest in statistics at the expense 
of theory among economists. Chief among those was the creation of the National Bureau of 
Economic Research (discussed in greater detail below). This shift in focus began to close the gap 
between historians and economists. As an added benefit, it forced historians of all stripes to be 
less tolerant of research supported by loose, unsupported generalizations. In the UK the 
culmination was the creation of the Economic History Society, in 1926. It was the first formal 
organization of economic historians, and was followed in 1927 by the debut of the Economic 
History Review (EHR), the first academic journal dedicated to research in economic history. 
(Barker 1977)  

Economic History in America (Haupert 2016) 

American economists were always more tolerant than their European contemporaries of 
the use of statistics in their work. The American Statistical Association (ASA) was launched in 
1839, its membership consisting of individuals who paid serious attention to compiling time 
series data. Published collections of such data had already appeared well before the formation 
of the ASA (Pitkin 1816, Seybert 1818). By the late nineteenth century numerous state and local 
historical societies as well as the American Antiquarian Society (founded in 1884), could boast of 
vigorous data accumulation efforts. The federal government had conducted a decennial census 
since 1790, with attention to economic measurements increasing after 1850. Among the earliest 
American publications combining data and history were Freeman Hunt, Lives of American 
Merchants (1858), James L. Bishop, History of American Manufactures from 1608 to 1860 
(1861), and Thomas P. Kettell, One Hundred Years’ Progress of the United States (1870).  

Before the EHR and its American cousin, the Journal of Economic History, there was no 
specialized outlet for the publication of research in economic history. However, general 
economics journals did occasionally publish research in the field. Among the earliest with a 
historical bent were Charles F. Dunbar’s “Economic Science in America,” published in the North 
American Review in 1876, and a study of early US transportation and banking, which appeared 
in the Quarterly Journal of Economics (Callender 1903).  

Harvard was the epicenter of economic history in the United States in the late 19th and early 
20th century. Dunbar was a professor of political economy and founder of the Harvard 
economics department. With his colleague Frank W. Taussig, who authored Tariff History of the 
United States in 1888, he taught courses titled “Financial History of the United States,” and “The 
Tariff History of the Country.” J. Lawrence Laughlin, who would eventually leave Harvard to 
found the University of Chicago economics department, taught a course on the history of 
political economy. Over the course of the 1890s, Dunbar also taught “Economic history of 
Europe and America since the Seven Years’ War,” and Taussig taught “The history of tariff 
legislation.” (Mason 1982) 
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Harvard, and with it the United States, made its first serious statement in support of economic 
history in 1892, when Dunbar and Taussig hired William J. Ashley as the world’s first chair of 
economic history. Ashley’s reputation as an economic historian was made with the publication 
of his history of the English woolen industry (1887) and what is considered by many to be his 
greatest work, An Introduction to English Economic History and Theory (1885, followed by a 
second volume in 1893).  

Ashley studied under both Arnold Toynbee, the Oxford based scholar responsible for 
popularizing the term “industrial revolution,” and Schmoller. In 1885 he left Oxford to accept 
the position of Professor of Political Economy and Constitutional History at the University of 
Toronto. He argued for a course in economic history alongside the general economic theory (i.e. 
political economy) course (Ashley 1927). Later in his career he was a proponent of the study of 
statistics, which he felt would become an integral part of every important economics 
department. 

Ashley remained at Harvard for a decade, returning to England in 1901. Edwin F. Gay was 
chosen to assume his chair in economic history. The appointment of Gay to replace Ashley 
represented a sort of melding of the German and English roots of economic history. Ashley, 
though trained in the UK, was strongly influenced by German scholarship. For his part, Gay had 
spent more than a decade studying the social sciences in various European universities. While in 
Berlin in 1893, he attended Schmoller’s economic history seminar and became a convert. His 
contribution to economic history rests less on his research than his teaching and administrative 
skills. He would eventually become the first dean of the Harvard business school and the first 
president of the Economic History Association, as well as a founder of the National Bureau of 
Economic Research (NBER). But before that, he began to make his mark by producing graduate 
students grounded in the standards and techniques of the German methodological principle of 
sticking to the facts, of telling history as it really was. Gay used a multidisciplinary approach in 
the classroom, similar to what he had learned from Schmoller, who was famous for his 
insistence that the big picture always had to be kept in mind. To account for the complexity, Gay 
taught his students that hypotheses had to reflect economic, social, political, international, and 
psychological approaches. (Hamilton 1947, Heaton 1965a) 

Ashley and Gay were both proponents of the German concept of stages in economic growth, 
particularly the notion of a “take-off.” Toynbee (1884) had espoused this concept as well, but he 
called it the “industrial revolution,” coining a term that would develop a life of its own.  

Gay mentored a noteworthy assemblage of doctoral students, including Chester Wright, 
Norman S. B. Gras, Abbott Usher, Julius Klein, and Earl J. Hamilton, all of whom manifested in 
one way or another their perception of economic history as an adjunct of economic theories. 
Wright (1941) attempted to carry the relationship the farthest in his Economic History of the 
United States. Gras (1962) went to great lengths to extend the Germanic scheme of economic 
stages to study the history of capitalism. 
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While the first decades of the 20th century saw economic history spread widely across 
departments, it was still not very influential within the larger economics discipline. Many 
leading institutions in the US created chairs in economic history, but without a domestic society 
or dedicated journal, the field had difficulty making inroads. It didn’t help that economic 
historians rejected the growing fascination within the discipline with the scientific method and 
its potential applications to economics, exemplified by the theoretical approach espoused by 
Alfred Marshall (1890). In the US this manifested itself in the growth of economic forecasting. As 
Friedman (2014) details, this eventually led to the creation of the NBER. 

Forecasting, the NBER and the Roots of Cliometrics 

Wesley C. Mitchell, a Columbia University economist, believed that economic theories 
were not immutable laws, but rather that they depended on context and evolved over time. He 
was interested in developing the field of economics into one that took into account what human 
beings actually did, a precursor to the behavioral economics approach popularized in the 21st 
century. In this approach he was greatly influenced by Thorstein Veblen, his mentor at the 
University of Chicago. Mitchell’s Business Cycles (1913) was an assemblage of business data and 
his comments on the various series, which seemed to forecast a new theory of business cycle 
movements.  

During WWI, Gay and Mitchell headed the government’s Central Bureau of Planning and 
Statistics, responsible for the gathering and reporting of statistical data to aid in the war effort. 
It was during this service that Gay became convinced of the need for better economic statistics. 
After the war, the pair were instrumental in the creation of the NBER to stimulate the collection 
and interpretation of historical statistics.  

Mitchell served as research director of the NBER from its founding in February of 1921 until 
1945. He gathered tremendous amounts of empirical economic data in order to draw inductive 
generalizations from it. Building on his work on business cycles he envisioned the use of expert 
analysis and statistical investigation as a tool to improve society. He believed the dissemination 
of scientific, objective data coupled with a better understanding of business cycles would allow 
government and business leaders to successfully enact countercyclical policy that could tame 
the business cycle.  

While the gathering of statistics by the NBER was very much in the interest and to the benefit of 
economic historians, the resulting expansion and increased proficiency in the use of statistical 
materials diverted attention and resources from economic history. The field also began to lose 
graduate students to “applied” fields such as international finance, statistics, and business cycle 
analysis. Enrollment in economic history courses held steady, since it was a required course in 
the graduate programs of the leading universities, but writing it as a field declined. Norman Gras 
(1931) painted a gloomy picture of the state of economic history as being neglected by 
universities, who regarded it as a very special subject, but one suffering a lack of intellectual 
resilience. 
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The NBER ultimately served as a catalyst for the change in emphasis from narrative to 
quantitative studies in economic history, serving as a precursor to the eventual cliometric 
movement. Mitchell and Simon Kuznets led a group of scholars at the NBER in the production of 
a series of quantitative descriptions of the growth and development of the American economy, 
using data the NBER had gathered to measure growth as far back as the 1870s. The culmination 
of this quantitative approach to descriptive economic history was the Historical Statistics of the 
United States (1960).  

Over time economic history presented itself as empirical and interdisciplinary. The empirical 
focus stemmed from the NBER approach to collecting historical data. But data could also be 
qualitative, as the German school believed was the proper focus of economic historians. It was 
also empirical in that economic historians viewed history as a laboratory where they could test 
economic theory. 

The Birth of the Economic History Association (Haupert 2016) 

The formation of a U.S. economic history society was spurred in part by fear (Aitken 1975, 
Clough 1970, Cole 1968, de Rouvray 2004a, Heaton 1941, 1965b). Edwin Gay’s students, who 
dominated the American field of economic history, had learned the empirical, inductive 
approach to economic history, and when it was threatened with extinction by the growing 
mathematical approach, they sought a refuge. They feared that journals would no longer 
publish their work, nor conferences accept their papers, which would have sent the discipline, 
along with their careers, into a death spiral. Earl Hamilton, a Gay protégé, was the first to 
attempt a rescue. In 1937 he tried to rally colleagues to create a US based economic history 
association. The endeavor failed, in part due to the concern that it would cannibalize the UK 
Economic History Society and result in two weak sisters.  

Ultimately, it was the outbreak of WWII that led to the creation of a US economic history 
association. The war was expected to cause a decrease in scientific exchanges between the U.S. 
and Europe, which spurred American economic historians to action, and in December of 1940 
the Economic History Association (EHA) was born. Edwin Gay was named the first president, and 
E. A. J. Johnson was named editor of the society’s new publication, the Journal of Economic 
History, which debuted in 1941 

Gay was the obvious choice for president, but was initially reluctant to take the position. He had 
previously held the presidencies of the American Economic Association and the Agricultural 
History Society, in addition to his administrative positions with the NBER and as dean of the 
Harvard Business School. However, he had recently retired to California for the express purpose 
of reducing his administrative responsibilities in order to concentrate on research. 

At the time, Gay (1941) felt that the attempt by historical economists to displace the 
“theoretical school,” had failed. The use of the deductive method had been fortified with an 
increased range and depth of contemporary observations, and its perspective had expanded to 
become less individualistic and more social. In his presidential address, he called for the 
reunification of economic history with economic theory, noting that the economic historians 
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knew a great deal about the long trends of productive energies and social pressures that 
impacted economic growth, which could be combined with the tools of the theorist to lend 
more robust insight into the growth process. Far from incompatible, he felt that true 
philosophical objectives and the careful assembling and analysis of data were complementary.  

E. A. J. Johnson (1941) agreed with the approach that Gay proposed. While he acknowledged 
that the number of tools available to economic historians was increasing, he felt there was still 
too much work in economic history that was little more than a haphazard gathering of facts 
with little consideration for their applicability to understanding economic growth. He argued 
that the discipline could best be advanced by employing the most efficient theoretical tools at 
the disposal of the economic historian, citing Leo Rogin’s (1931) work on farm productivity as an 
example.  

Thomas Cochran (1943) believed that the use of limited and modest economic hypotheses, such 
as monopolistic competition or location theory, would be more useful tools for practical 
research than the sweeping assumptions of the historian. He felt that specific limited 
propositions could be the first steps in applying a logical technique to the data of social science 
for the purpose of stating and testing hypotheses.  

Even in its infancy the EHA was already sowing the seeds of the cliometric movement. It would 
be the next generation of economic historians who would reap the harvest. 

The New Economic History  

After WWII, with the American economy booming, the field of economics rose in status. 
Featuring rigorous models, tested using an abundance of quantitative data with advanced, 
mathematically expressed formulae, economics was regarded as the paradigm of the social 
sciences. William Parker (1986) quipped that if economics was the queen of the social sciences, 
then economic theory was the queen of economics, and econometrics was its handmaiden.  

Concurrent with the increased technical focus in the economics discipline, economic historians 
took greater interest in the determinants of economic growth and the widening income gap 
between developed and underdeveloped regions of the world. They felt their insights, coupled 
with new data, techniques and tools, could shed light on the mysteries of uneven global 
economic development. 

Norman Gras (1962) had a different take on economic history. He believed that it was showing 
its old age and ceding its status to the rising field of business history. He cited the decline of 
economic history in Germany as evidence of its waning influence. The burgeoning cliometric 
movement forestalled any imminent decline, but future events would prove Gras correct. The 
rise of the cliometric movement in the US was not mirrored in Europe, and when it did finally 
begin to make headway, it did so in the UK before arriving on the continent. Cliometrics did not 
dominate the European scene as early or as completely as it did in North America. Tilly (2001), 
Grantham (1997), Crouzet and Lescent-Gille (1998), and Floud (2001) document the history of 
cliometrics in Europe.  
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As we have seen, the roots of cliometrics, originally known as the “new” economic history, are 
deep. But its coming-out party can be dated to the 1957 joint meeting of the EHA and the NBER 
Conference on Research in Income and Wealth. If a specific moment were to be cited as the 
dawning of cliometric research, it would be a pair of papers coauthored by Alfred Conrad and 
John Meyer (1957 and 1958) that were delivered at the conference. The first paper, was 
methodological, and explained how the scientific method applied to economic history. Parker 
(1980) cites the second paper as one of the most influential in the evolution of economic 
history. It demonstrated the power of this new methodology by using it to calculate the 
profitability of slavery on the eve of the Civil war. The analytical method, the data, and the 
economic framework, showed what this new method, this “new” economic history, was capable 
of producing, and how it could upend previously held beliefs. Each would prove to be both 
influential and controversial for the next generation of economic historians.  

Arguing against those who cliometricians would later label “old” economic historians, Kuznets 
(1966) claimed that little would be gained from a study of the past unless it was systematic and 
quantitative, because that was the only way to gauge the relative effects of factors and events. 
His student, Robert Fogel (1965) agreed, crediting his mentor as the primary inspiration for the 
work of the new economic history.  

Kuznets may have inspired the cliometric movement, but it was Robert Fogel who reunified 
economics and history. He paired the latest techniques of modern economics with large-scale 
cross-sectional and longitudinal data sets harvested from original sources to reinterpret 
American economic growth in sectors as diverse as railroads, slavery, and nutrition. Rather than 
conjecture about the causes of growth, he set out to measure them with great care and 
precision, opening new ways to the past (McCloskey 1992).  

Fogel’s breakthrough work was Railroads and American Economic Growth (1964a). At the time 
of its publication, economists believed that modern economic growth was due to the “take off” 
of certain important industries that propelled economic growth. Fogel set out to measure the 
impact of the railroad, which was generally credited for the growth of the American economy. 
He constructed a counterfactual to measure, with extraordinary precision, the contributions of 
the railways to the growth of the American economy. Counterfactual analysis is the idea of 
determining the impact of an event or factor by considering what would have happened in its 
absence. Contrary to popular belief, he found that the railroad was not an indispensable 
ingredient in America’s economic growth.  

Fogel’s use of counterfactual arguments and cost-benefit analysis made him an innovator of 
economic historical methodology, but not universally loved. Fritz Redlich (1965) accused him of 
“fictitious quasi-history” for his emphasis on the counterfactual. He acknowledged the value of 
counterfactual analysis, but thought it was a tool well suited for social science research, but not 
history. Others simultaneously acknowledged the heroic efforts at data accumulation and the 
technical analysis Fogel applied to his railroad study, but criticized the absence of any 
consideration of other important beneficiaries of the growth of the railroad, such as the 
development of capital markets, the increased mobility of the populace, technological advances 
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in the iron industry, and the migration of foreign labor to America (Madden 1965, McClelland 
1968). Harry Scheiber probably spoke for many when he concluded that Railroads and American 
Economic Growth “is wrong, but brilliantly so.” (Scheiber 1966, p 278) 

Fogel was not the first to use counterfactual analysis, the concept had previously been used by 
Fritz Machlup (1952). But Fogel raised it to a new level with his exacting measurement and 
analytical approach. This approach formed his major works on slavery and demography as well 
(Fogel 2000, Fogel and Engerman 1974). Fogel recognized early in his career that to answer such 
questions much greater use had to be made of quantitative evidence. He mastered the most 
advanced analytical and statistical methods and successfully employed them in his research.  

Fogel was the embodiment of the difference between the “old” economic history and the 
“new:” He applied cutting edge techniques to newly created data series. Those techniques were 
made more powerful and easy to replicate and reconsider thanks to the growth of computing 
power. 

Like Fogel, North also focused on quantification early in his career, measuring the impact of 
decreased transoceanic shipping costs. His surprising finding was not that shipping costs 
decreased, which was widely recognized at the time. Rather, it was his explanation that the 
reduced cost was not a function of technological innovation, but institutional changes, such as a 
decrease in piracy and faster turnaround times in port, that were the primary source of the 
decreased costs. North would spend most of the rest of his long and successful career focusing 
on institutions. 

The generation of economic historians who were trained during the 1960s embraced the 
cliometric approach, using econometrics to test economic theories applied to historical settings. 
The love affair was not unanimous though. Cochran (1969) characterized the disagreement as 
one about the choice of models. Those preferred by the new economic historians were 
quantitative and mathematical, while those used by the “old guard” tended to be narrative. The 
latter accused the newcomers of bringing economic theory to history without a proper 
understanding of the facts, claiming that realistic historical models had to be too highly 
generalized or too complex to allow the assumption of mathematical relationships (Redlich 
1965, Aitken 1960).  

Historians and “old school” economic historians had neither the skills necessary to exploit the 
new tools the cliometricians brought to the academy, nor shared their narrow analytical focus. 
Critics chided Fogel for his “counterfactual” approach, dismissing the idea that any such exercise 
could be carried out with any meaningful result (Erickson 1966, Kirkland 1967). They were 
critical of the techniques Fogel and other cliometricians used (Hacker 1966, McClelland 1968), 
and they chastised Fogel in particular, and the cliometrics movement at large, for the 
condescending attitude of its disciples toward the old economic historians (Kirkland 1967).  

Econometrics and statistical analysis, familiar techniques to the economist, were foreign, 
unknown, and intimidating to many historians, thus they became easy targets, and the focus for 
criticism. “Economic analysis, using the tools of econometrics, is not enough and by itself 
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capable of explaining causatively the process and structure of change and development. 
Political, social and legal historians, examining institutions, and social philosophers and 
sociologists, theorizing about them, have much to contribute. The hunt for invariant law in 
history – to explain the past, manipulate the present, and predict the course of the future – has 
all the dangers of a fall into a deep and possibly bottomless pit.” (Hacker 1966, p 175)  

There was a difference in method between new and old economic historians that could not be 
ignored. But the schism was not just about methodology. It was also about orthodoxy. 
Cliometricians were using their new tools to “rewrite history” by overturning some long-held 
beliefs. Among the accepted wisdom they overturned was that railroads were indispensable to 
economic growth (Fogel, 1964a), they were built ahead of demand (Fishlow, 1965), that 
President Jackson caused the financial panics of the 1830s (Temin, 1969), and that slavery was 
unprofitable (Conrad and Meyer, 1958). 

Andreano (1970) collected a series of articles originally published in Explorations in 
Entrepreneurial History, Second Series that he felt reflected dialogue that had been taking place 
during the 1960s between economists and historians on the methodology of the “new” 
economic history. But the first attempts to bring together a body of work representative of the 
“new” economic history were the publication of The Reinterpretation of American Economic 
History (Fogel and Engerman 1971), and American Economic Growth: An Economist’s History of 
the United States (Davis et al 1972). 

Cliometrics was clearly not universally embraced, but its potential could not be ignored. Hughes 
and Reiter compared the computational effort it took them in their steamships paper (1958) to 
that of Newmarch (1857), who compiled more than 13,000 individual pieces of information and 
then performed a mere three arithmetical calculations, but all by hand. His efforts represented 
a lifetime of work, while the steamship paper was but one of many “big data” projects that 
Hughes and his colleagues at Purdue could explore with the power of new techniques and 
technology. For example, they cited four additional data-processing studies in economic history 
carried out at Purdue in the late 1950s that had developed entirely new statistical series, and 
could not have been conducted without the latest technology or mathematical models: Lance 
Davis’s textile studies (1957, 1958 and 1960), and the Davis and Hughes exchange rate study 
(1960). 

Cliometrics began as a small movement with a band of devoted and talented disciples. It 
required a broader stage to take over the discipline, and the Journal of Economic History 
provided just such a stage when Douglass North and William Parker took over as editors in the 
1960s. Robert Whaples (1991) found that from 1956-60 ten percent of all articles published in 
the JEH articles were “cliometric.” Over the next twenty years, six of which were under the 
North-Parker editorship, that percentage climbed steadily to 72%.  

By the end of the1960s the battle was over and the results were clear: economics was a 
“science,” constructing, testing, and applying technically sophisticated models, and the new 
economic historians fully embraced it. The awarding of the 1993 Nobel Prize in Economics to 
Robert Fogel and Douglass North put the final stamp of approval on the evolution of economic 
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history from the “old” to the “new.” The “old guard” faded in influence and their followers 
retreated to history departments. 

The Curse of Clio (Diebolt and Haupert 2019a, 2019b) 

Critics of the new economic history criticized them for throwing in their lot with the 
econometricians. Cliometricians turned to the collection and accumulation of historical data and 
used the latest econometric techniques to test their hypotheses about economic activity. While 
this brought economic history into the mainstream of economics as it was developing, in some 
ways it also contributed to the demise of economic history positions and courses. To non-
historians it appears that economic history is little more than the application of economic 
theory to historical data.  

As noted, cliometrics has had its share of detractors, and they continue to make their objections 
known. In its early days, the conflict was between the “old” and “new” practitioners of 
economic history. But even within the clio family there were words of caution, lest the 
movement get carried away. No less a figure than Douglass North (1965) cautioned early on, 
when the movement was just in its ascendency, that too much emphasis was being put on 
econometric technique as a substitute for theory and imagination. He criticized the resulting 
work as dull and unimaginative. Jonathan Hughes (1966) warned that cliometrics would be 
unkind to those who confused the means with the end in the pursuit of historical 
understanding. And Lance Davis (1968), though praising the new economic history for its 
contributions to both disciplines, argued that its greatest failure lay in the rush to apply theory, 
even if irrelevant, to a historical issue, or even worse, to a handy data set without 
understanding its historical context.  

More recently, its ascension to the dominant form of economic history has led to a rift between 
economists who practice cliometrics and historians who practice economic history without the 
use of formal models. These “traditional” historians, who closely resemble the “old guard” in 
their methodology, argue that cliometricians fail to see the forest for the trees, as they have 
become too enamored of statistical significance at the cost of contextual relevance. Boldizzoni 
(2011) attacked cliometricians for what he perceived as their singular focus on the 
quantification of history to the exclusion of its humanity. Alex Field (1987) cited problems from 
economic theorists, who questioned the value cliometricians brought to departments facing 
declining resources. They felt they could do without a specialist in economic history when 
anybody could apply theory to old data. Economic historians appeared to be theorists with a 
more limited focus. William Parker (1986) foreshadowed this problem when he observed that 
what was lost with the adoption of theory and econometrics was the humane interest of the old 
British political economy and social welfare and the concern for the whole society, the big 
picture of the idealistic German historical economists. 

Before cliometrics, it was the fate of economic history that was bemoaned, so the slings and 
arrows hurled at the cliometriican are not unprecendented. Economic history, no matter the 
form in which it is practiced, has been written off many times before. Norman Gras was an early 
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and persistent doomsayer. He wondered whether economic history was falling into disfavor 
because “historical economics has become discredited, or because the statistical method as 
applied to historical data has failed.” (Gras 1920 p 222) Ten years later he gloomily summarized 
the state of economic history as being neglected by universities who regarded it as a special 
subject, but one suffering a lack of intellectual resilience. (Gras 1931) 

A generation later, Hugh Aitken, questioning the veracity of the new economic history 
movement, warned that “economic theory today, in most of its branches, neither draws on 
economic history for its data nor goes to economic history for empirical verification. Economic 
history, for its part, commonly uses only the crudest of the tools in the economist’s tool-box, 
and displays almost complete indifference to the refinements in analytical methods that occupy 
the theorist’s working time.” (1960 p 87) According to Robert Solow, things had not improved 
much over the next quarter century. He expressed an equal degree of pessimism, lamenting 
that the recent work in economic history left him with “the sinking feeling that a lot of it . . . 
gives back to the theorist the same routine gruel that the economic theorist gives to the 
historian. Why should I believe, when it is applied to thin eighteenth-century data, something 
that carries no conviction when it is done with more ample twentieth-century data?” (1985 p 
330)  

The criticism continued into the 21st century, and the refrain was familiar, that the cleft created 
by cliometrics between history and economics put “the field of economic history . . . in deep 
trouble . . . from both history and economics, it is in dire straits in each of these disciplines.” 
(Coclanis and Carlton 2001, p 93) Paul Hohenberg, concurred, warning that “our discipline is not 
exactly prospering . . . Why [it] is struggling is no secret: the underlying disciplines of economics 
and history have diverged sharply.” (2008 p 340) 

Economists and economic historians alike have been predicting the demise of economic history 
for a century now, yet it is still here. While its extinction appears to have been staved off, the 
fact that it has not yet succumbed does not mean it is immortal. It is resilient, but does face 
some significant challenges, despite the fact that it may be more widespread now than ever. 

The disappearing economic history course  

While economic history is gaining wider support both within and outside of the economics 
discipline, there is some concern that the tools of their trade are not being taken seriously. 
Economic history is more than the mere application of theory to historical data. Much more 
than that, it is the empirical extension of the theory that all economic graduate students are 
taught. It is the addition of history, institutions, demography, geography, politics, and religion to 
economic models in the on-going effort to understand how and why economies grow. These 
dimensions are often missing from theoretical growth models, but have proven critical to 
understanding how economies work. And if they are not being taught to graduate students, the 
fear is that they will not be carried on. (Diebolt and Haupert 2019b) 
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Recent scholarship has highlighted the decline in the ranks of economic history positions and 
course requirements at leading PhD granting institutions. Two examples will suffice to illustrate 
the problem. 

Graduate education at MIT had long been based on a sort of three-legged stool approach, 
consisting of theory, econometrics, and economic history. Today the three legs are still there, 
but they are micro theory, macro theory, and ecometrics. (Temin 2016) Economic history has 
not only been eliminated as a requirement for graduate education, it has ceased to exist 
altogether. The 2018-19 MIT course catalog listed 46 courses in the graduate curriculum. Among 
them were six statistics and econometrics courses, four on micro theory, and none in economic 
history.  

A 2005 survey (Diebolt and Haupert 2019b) indicated that 7.1% of self-identified economic 
historians had earned their PhD at the University of Chicago, second to Harvard, which had 
produced 7.4% of economic historians. Like MIT, by 2018 the University of Chicago no longer 
required a field course in economic history at the graduate level, though it did offer one as an 
elective. The decline of economic history at Chicago has been dated to the early 1980s, when 
the required economic history course was eliminated. A decade later the percentage of 
graduate students writing in the field had decreased, and the economic historians on the faculty 
shifted their research into other fields. (Mitch 2011) 

MIT and Chicago are not the only examples of disappearing economic history courses at leading 
doctoral programs. By 2020, fewer than half of the top 50 graduate programs offered any 
economic history course, only 11 offered it as a field of emphasis, and eight required it as part 
of the core curriculum. (Diebolt and Haupert 2019b) These developments stand in stark contrast 
to the proclamation once made by Rondo Cameron that “the vast majority of professional 
economists are trained in graduate schools that require their students to take course work or 
examinations in economic history.” (Cameron 1965 p 112) The view that economic history is a 
useful tool, and that the research of its practitioners offers value and insight into the most 
pressing issues of the day has not translated into the belief that it is important to pass along its 
skills and tools in graduate programs.  

The disappearance of economic history as a field of study is due to the attitude of some 
economists that it is only useful if it can shed light on present conditions. “This is unfortunate 
and we can (and should) keep arguing that this is a narrow view of social science.” (Abramitzky 
2015, p 1242) We ignore history at the risk of missing its many important contributions. 
Economic history “accustoms the student to the inductive method of thinking; to the practice of 
generalization, and to the realization of the multiplicity of causation; and all this in an 
environment not of assumption but of recorded fact. It is precisely as a half-way house between 
the abstract and the concrete that . . . [it] is useful.” (Ashley 1927, p 9) 
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Whither the future? 

The use of history as a crucible to study economic theory has advanced the frontiers of 
our knowledge and understanding of how, why, and when economic change occurs. Cliometrics 
spawned two now common approaches to study economic history. Douglass North (1990, and 
with Davis 1971) pioneered the new institutional economics, carried on quite successfully by 
Daron Acemoglu (2015 and et al 2001, 2005, 2008a, 2008b), among others. Robert Fogel (1986) 
was an early and influential practitioner of anthropometrics. He was also at the forefront of the 
gathering of historical primary datasets that were essential for the large-scale data-driven 
studies he pioneered in the era before “big data” became ubiquitous. North and Fogel were 
recognized for their contributions to the study of economic history, especially cliometrics, with 
the Nobel Prize in Economic Science in 1993. 

There are several promising and innovative applications of cliometric techniques that have 
evolved as new datasets, new techniques, new approaches, and enhanced computer power 
have been discovered. Counted among them are experimental economics, geocoding, text 
recognition software, and linked census data. Novel innovations and approaches, applied to 
newly created and digitized data, suggest a promising future for economic historians. 

Cliometricians have borrowed experimental economic techniques to use history as a laboratory 
in which to perform natural experiments. Such historical experiments allow economists to get 
around the hurdles that impede empirical economic experiments. Jeremiah Dittmar’s (2011) 
study of the impact of the printing press on economic development was an early example. 
Other studies have explored historical questions with more traditional experimental economics 
techniques (Wilson, et al 2012). Cantoni and Yuchtman (2020) provide an overview of the 
intersection of economic history and experimental economics. 

Advances in computing technology have added many techniques to the economic historian’s 
toolbox. One popular example is geographic information systems (GIS), which makes possible 
the analysis and display of data along spatial dimensions. This allows for the combination of 
standard economic history issues of growth and development with the social and environmental 
aspects of geography. Jeremy Atack (2013, 2019) and Donaldson and Hornbeck (2016) used GIS 
to study the American railroad industry. Kasakoff et al (2013) and Hedfalk et al (2017, 2018) 
used geo-coding for historical demographic analysis, and St-Hilaire et al (2010) and Lan and 
Longley (2019) applied it to census studies. Goldberg et al (2007), Cura et al (2018), Weinberg 
(2018), and Ploeckl (2019), all provide overviews of the wide range of uses of spatial modeling 
to analyze historical data. The technique is popular and powerful enough that the London 
School of Economics has created a new program of study in economic history and geography. 

Economic historians of all stripes have stood out from their peers in the discovery and creation 
of databases, especially of the long run variety. These databases, which can contain millions of 
observations, make it possible to study the evolution of the economy over time. As well, they 
have shed new light on previously held beliefs, which has caused us to reevaluate what we 
thought we knew. Slavery was indeed profitable, the railroad was not the driver of economic 
growth, and the American south grew faster than we thought. 
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The construction of these datasets is an admirable contribution to our ability to understand 
economic growth. In combination with the rapid growth in computing power and more 
sophisticated theoretical models, the significance of these data sets has been compounded, 
especially when they can be linked over time and across other data sets to create the historical 
equivalent of “big data.” The ability to handle “big data” is not itself an economic issue, but the 
construction of significant long run data sets, which can then be used to test economic theories 
using the latest econometric techniques, is very much a contribution of cliometrics. (Diebolt and 
Haupert 2019d) 

Economic historians have exploited the marriage of the latest analytical techniques with large 
historical data sets in creative ways. Abramitzky, et al (forthcoming) test various automated 
methods for linking the digitized versions of the complete count US census records to create 
large scale longitudinal datasets linking individuals over time. They identify several reliable 
methods that allow for the exploitation of these enormous databases that will continue to grow 
as future censuses are released. Bailey, et al (2019) use automated methods to combine census 
data with marriage and birth records to create a multigenerational social database in their 
Longitudinal, Intergenerational Family Electronic Microdata (LIFE-M) project. Since 1992 the 
University of Minnesota’s Integrated Public Use Microdata Series (IPUMS) has made social and 
economic data integrated over time from more than 100 countries publicly available for 
historical research. They have created one of the largest accessible archives of census microdata 
in the world, containing over a billion records. (Ruggles, et al 2020) 

Computing power has also been harnessed to study non-numeric data. Large-scale qualitative 
databases can be used to analyze text. Wehrheim (2019) displays the usefulness of topic 
modelling to analyze the contents of some 2700 articles in the Journal of Economic History. 
Topic modelling infers the content from large databases of text. Borowiecki (2017) uses 
linguistic analysis software to construct a well-being index to study the emotional well-being of 
18th and 19th century composers and its effect on their music. The increasing availability of 
digitized qualitative data sources hints at the limitless possibilities for future research.  

Economic history is a multidisciplinary field that uses tools from and spreads its influence to the 
other social sciences as well as other sub fields of economics. More than 70 years ago John Nef 
argued that “any attempt to separate the economic side from the rest of life leads to a narrow 
view of history,” (Nef 1944 p 16) likening the work of economic historians to that of a hunting 
ground for other social scientists. Half a century later, Christine Romer argued that “the field of 
economic history is no longer a separate, and perhaps marginal, subfield of economics, but 
rather, is an integral part of the entire discipline.” (1994 p 49) 

Economic historians have always had, and continue to have an impact far beyond their own 
discipline. Diebolt and Haupert (2019a) demonstrate this by looking at the wide range of non-
economic history journals citing the research of economic historians and the increasing number 
of journals that publish their work. Their findings are in line with those of earlier studies 
(McCloskey 1976, Abramitzky 2015) citing the large and persistent percentage of citations and 
publications of economic history articles in the wider economics literature.  
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Cliometricians have made an indelible mark on the field of economic history narrowly 
considered, as well as the larger economics discipline. It is not their use of theory or cutting 
edge econometrics which has set them apart. Indeed, as Margo (2018) has shown, economic 
historians have lagged behind other sub fields of economics in their adoption of new 
techniques. Rather, it is the combination of theory, econometrics, and the use of time as a 
variable that has been the calling card of the cliometric approach. The inclusion of time makes it 
possible to study the growth and evolution of nations, institutions, and markets over the long 
term. The attention that economic historians give to noneconomic factors, such as legal and 
political systems, religion, and culture, is what distinguishes them from economic theorists. The 
longer time span that economic historians consider, allows for the study of how institutions 
evolve, and their impact on economic growth.  

Economic history provides more and better economic facts, and does so over a longer period of 
time and greater variety of institutional settings than any other field of economic study can 
provide. The practical value of historical scholarship is not necessarily in its direct or immediate 
application. It is, rather, an indispensable part of the combined labor of the social sciences. 

Conclusion 

John Nef long ago recognized the unique challenge faced by economic history when he 
prescribed a solution to what he saw as its declining relevance. “What economic history should 
become is an instrument for reducing rather than for increasing the number of compartments 
into which scholarship is now divided.” (1944 p 15) Seventy years later this sentiment was 
echoed by William Collins. Speculating on the future of economic history, Collins predicted “that 
the boundaries of economic history, which have always been permeable, will grow less distinct.” 
(2015 p 1232) To paraphrase Deirdre McCloskey (1976), the past does indeed have useful 
economics, and economic historians deliver that message. 

If the Great Recession of 2008, and the Covid-19 pandemic of 2020 have taught us anything, it is 
that we need to listen to people who know and understand what’s happening in our economy. 
These are usually the same people who understand our history, for “those who cannot 
remember the past are condemned to repeat it.” (Santayana 1905 p 284) Economic history 
crosses the boundaries of academic fields of study more frequently than any other field of 
economics. It is used to study issues, institutions, and entities across geographic borders and 
over the expanse of time. Cliometrics may have superseded traditional economic history in its 
practice, but at its core, it answers the same questions, faces the same hurdles, and offers the 
same advantages as it has since its inception. Its persistence over more a century and a half is 
testament to its value. While the ability and willingness of its practitioners to adopt the best 
tools and viewpoints from across the economics discipline has created growing pains, this is the 
very thing that has kept it relevant. Despite predictions of doom, criticism from all sides, and 
periods of decreased demand from economics departments, economic history has prevailed. It 
does not look like it did at its inception, and it may not look the same a generation into the 
future, but it will still be with us. 



19 
 

References 

Abramitzky, Ran, “Economics and the Modern Economic Historian,” The Journal of Economic 
History 74, no. 4 (December 2015), pp 105-47 

Abramitzky, Ran, James Feigenbaum, Leah Boustan, Katherine Eriksson, and Santiago Perez 
“Automated Linking of Historical Data,” Journal of Economic Literature, forthcoming  

Acemoglu, Daron, “Why Nations Fail?“ The Pakistan Development Review 54, no. 4 (Winter 
2015): 301-12 

Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, and James A. Robinson, “The colonial origins of comparative 
development: An empirical investigation,” American Economic Review 91, no. 5, (Dec 
2001), 1369-1401  

Acemoglu, Daron, Johnson, Simon, Robinson, James, “The Rise of Europe: Atlantic Trade, 
Institutional Change and Economic Growth,” American Economic Review, 
2005, vol. 95 (pg. 546-579) 

Acemoglu, Daron, and James A. Robinson, “Persistence of Power, Elites, and Institutions,” 
American Economic Review 98, no. 1 (March 2008a): 267-93 

Acemoglu, Daron, and James A. Robinson, “The Persistence and Change of Institutions in the 
Americas,” Southern Economic Journal 75, no. 2 (October 2008b): 281-99 

Adena, M., Enikolopov, R., Petrova, M., Santarosa, V. and Zhuravskaya, E. (2015). ‘Radio and the 
Rise of the Nazis in Prewar Germany’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 130(4), pp. 1885-
1939.  

Aitken, Hugh G. J., “On the Present State of Economic History,” The Canadian Journal of 
Economics and Political Science / Revue canadienne d’économique et de science politique 
26, no. 1 (Feb 1960), pp 87-95 

Aitken, Hugh G.J., The Association's Membership: Growth and Distribution, Journal of Economic 
History, vol 23, 3, 1963, (Sept) 335-341 

Aitken, Hugh G. J., ed., Explorations in enterprise, Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 196b  

Aitken, Hugh G.J., “In the beginning,” Journal of Economic History, vol 35, 4, 1975, (Dec) 817-820 

Aizer, Anna, Shari Eli, Joseph Ferrie, and Adriana Lleras-Muney, “The Long Term Impact of Cash 
Transfers to Poor Families,” American Economic Review 106, no. 4 (2016): 935-71 

Albouy, D.Y. (2012). ‘The Colonial Origins of Comparative Development: An Empirical 
Investigation: Comment’, American Economic Review, 102(6), pp. 3059-3076.  

Alesina, A., Giuliano, P. and Nunn, N. (2013). ‘On the Origins of Gender Roles: Women and the 
Plough’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 128(2), pp. 469-530.  

Allen, R.C. (2001). ‘The great divergence in European wages and prices from the Middle Ages to 
the First World War’, Explorations in Economic History, 38(4), pp. 411-447.  



20 
 

Allen, Robert C., “Revising England’s Social Tables Once Again,” University of Oxford Discussion 
Papers in Economic and Social History, no. 146, (July 2016) 

Allen, R.C., Bassino, J.P., Ma, D., Moll-Murata, C. and Van Zanden, J.L. (2011). ‘Wages, prices, 
and living standards in China, 1738-1925: in comparison with Europe, Japan, and India’, 
Economic History Review, 64(1), pp. 8-38.  

Alvarez-Nogal, C. and Prados de la Escosura, L. (2013). ‘The rise and fall of Spain (1270-1850)', 
Economic History Review, 66(1), pp. 1-37.  

Anauati, V., Galiani, S. and Gàlvez, R.H. (2016). ‘Quantifying the life cycle of scholarly articles 
across fields of economic research’, Economic Inquiry, 54(2), pp. 1339-1355.  

Andreano, Ralph L. (ed), The New Economic History: recent papers on methodology, New York: 
Wiley, 1970 

Angrist, J., Azoulay, P., Ellison, G., Hill, R. and Feng Lu, S. (2020). ‘Inside Job or Deep Impact? 
Extramural Citations and the Influence of Economic Scholarship’, Journal of Economic 
Literature, 58(1), pp. 3-52.  

Arrow, Kenneth J., “Maine and Texas,” American Economic Review 75, no. 2 (May 1985), pp 320-
23 

Ashley, William J., “The Early History of the English Woolen Industry,” American Economic 
Association vol II, no. 4, 1887, 297-380 

Ashley, William J., An Introduction to English Economic History and Theory, London: Rivingtons, 
1888 

Ashley, William J., “The study of economic history,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 7:2, 1893, pp 
115-36 

Ashley, William J., “The place of economic history in university studies,” Economic History 
Review, 1st series 1:1, 1927, PP 1-11 

Ashraf, Q.H. and Galor, O. (2013). ‘The 'Out of Africa' Hypothesis, Human Genetic Diversity, and 
Comparative Economic Development’, American Economic Review, 103(1), pp. 1-46.  

Ashraf, Q.H. and Galor, O. (2018). ‘The Macrogenoeconomics of Comparative Development’, 
Journal of Economic Literature, 56(3), pp. 1119-1155.  

Ashton, T.S., “The relation of economic history to economic theory,” Economica, n.s. 13:50, 
1946, pp 81-96 

Atack, Jeremy, "On the Use of Geographic Information Systems in Economic History: The 
American Transportation Revolution Revisited," Journal of Economic History 73, no 2 
(2013):313-38 

Atack, Jeremy, “Railroads,” in Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert Michael, eds., Handbook of 
Cliometrics, second edition, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 2019 



21 
 

Atkinson, A.B., Piketty, T. and Saez, E. (2011). ‘Top incomes in the long run of history’, Journal of 
Economic Literature, 49(1), pp. 3-71.  

Austin, G. (2008). ‘Resources, techniques, and strategies south of the Sahara: revising the factor 
endowments perspective on African economic development, 1500-2000’, Economic 
History Review, 61(3), pp. 587-624.  

Autor, D.H., Katz, L.F. and Kearney, M.S. (2008). ‘Trends in U.S. wage inequality: Revising the 
revisionists, Review of Economics and Statistics, 90(2), pp. 300-323.  

Bailey, Christopher, Tarique Hossain, and Gary Pecquet, “Private banks in early MIcigan, 1837-
1884,” Cliometrica 12, no. 1 (January 2018): 153-80 

Bailey, Martha, Connor Cole, Morgan Henderson, and Catherine Massey, “How Well do 
Automated Linking Methods Perform? Lessons form U.S. Historical Data,” working paper 
University of Michigan, (February 20, 2019) 

Barker, T. C., “The beginnings of the Economic History Society,” Economic History Review 30:1, 
February 1977, pp 1-19 

Basmann, R. L., “The Role of the Economic Historian in Predictive Testing of Proffered ‘Economic 
Laws’,” in Ralph L. Andreano (ed), The New Economic History: recent papers on 
methodology, New York: Wiley, 1970, pp 17-42 

Basu, Kaushik, Eric Jones, and Ekkehart Schlicht, “The growth and decay of custom: the role of 
the New Institutional economics in economic history,” Explorations in Economic History 
24:1, 1987, pp 1-21 

Baten, Jörg. “Die Zukunft der kliometrischen Wirtschaftsgeschichte im deutschsprachigen 
Raum.“ In: Schulz, G., C. Buchheim, G. Fouquet, R. Gömmel, F.-W. Henning, K. H. 
Kaufhold, H. Pohl, eds. Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte. Arbeitsgebiete-Probleme-
Perspektiven. Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag, 2004: 639-653 

Baten, Joerg and Muschallik, Julia, “On the status and the future of economic history in the 
world,” Munich Personal RePEc Archive, November 2011 

Baten, J. and Muschallik, J. (2012). ‘The Global Status of Economic History’, Economic History of 
Developing Regions, 27(1), pp. 93-113.  

Becker, Sascha O., and Woessmann, Ludger, “Was Weber wrong? A human capital theory of 
Protestant economic history,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 124, no 2, (May 2009), 
531-596  

Berg, Maxine, “The first women economic historians,” Economic History Review 45:2, 1992, pp 
308-29 

Bishop, James L., History of American Manufactures from 1608-1860, Philadelphia, 1861 

Bisin, A. and Federico, G. (eds.) (2021a). Handbook of Historical Economics. Academic Press, 
London.  



22 
 

Bisin, A. and Federico, G. (2021b). ‘Merger or acquisition? An introduction to the Handbook of 
Historical Economics’ in Bisin, A. and Federico, G. (eds.), Handbook of Historical 
Economics. Academic Press, London,, pp. xv-xxxviii.  

Boldizzoni, Francesco, The Poverty of Clio: Resurrecting Economic History, Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 2011 

Bolt, J. and Van Zanden, J.L. (2014). ‘The Maddison Project: collaborative research on historical 
national accounts’, Economic History Review, 67(3), pp. 627-651.  

Bornmann, L., Butz, A. and Wohlrabe, K. (2018). ‘What are the top five journals in economics? A 
new meta-ranking’, Applied Economics, 50(6), pp. 659-675.  

Borowiecki, Karol Jan, “How Are You, My Dearest Mozart? Well-being and Creativity of Three 
Famous Composers Based on their Letters,” Review of Economics and Statistics 99, no. 4 
(2017): 591-605 

Braudel, F., La méditerranée et le monde méditerranéen à l'époque de Philippe II, A. Colin, Paris, 
1949 

Broadberry, Stephen, and Austin, Gareth, “Introduction: The Renaissance of African Economic 
History,” Economic History Review 67 (2014): 893-906 

Broadberry, Stephen, Jean-Pascal Basino, Kyoji Fukao, Bishnupriya Gupta, and Masanori 
Taashima, “Japan and the Great Divergence, 730-1870,” Explorations in Economic History 
72 (2019): 1-22 

Broadberry, Stephen, Brice M. S. Campbell, Alexander Klein, Mark Overton, and Bas van 
Leeuwen, British Economic Growth, 1270-1870, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2015 

Broadberry, Stephen, Johann Custodis, and Bishnupriya Gupta, “India and the Great Divergence: 
An Anglo-Indian Comparison of DGP per capita, 1600-1871,” Explorations in Economic 
History 56 (2015): 58-75 

Broadberry, Stephen, and Gardner, Leigh, “Economic Development in Africa and Europe: 
Reciprocal Comparisons,” Revista de Historia Economica 34 (2016): 11-37 

Broadberry, S. and Gupta, B. (2006). ‘The early modern great divergence: wages, prices and 
economic development in Europe and Asia’, Economic History Review, 59(1), pp. 2-31.  

Budd, John W., and Timothy Guinanne, “Intentional age-misreporting, age-heaping, and the 
1908 Old Age Pensions Act in Ireland,” Population Studies 45, no 3, (Nov 1991), 497-518  

Callender, Guy S., “Early Transportation and Banking Enterprises of the United States,” 
Quarterly Journal of Economics XVII, 1903, 111-62 

Cameron, Rondo, “Has Economic History A Role in an Economist’s Education?” The American 
Economic Review 55, no. 1/2 (Mar 1, 1965), pp 112-115 



23 
 

Cameron, Rondo, “Economic history, pure and applied,” Journal of Economic History, vol 36, 1, 
1976, (Mar) 3-27 

Cantoni, Davide, and Noam Yuchtman, “Historical Natural Experiments: Bridging Economics and 
Economic History,” NBER Working Paper 26754, February 2020 

Card, D.E. and DellaVigna, S. (2013). ‘Nine Facts about Top Journals in Economics’, Journal of 
Economic Literature, 51(1), pp. 144-161.  

Carlos, Ann, “Reflections on reflections: review essay on reflections on the cliometric revolution: 
conversations with economic historians,” Cliometrica 4 (1), (January 2010), 97-111 

Chang, CL., Maasoumi, E. and McAleer, M. (2016). ‘Robust ranking of journal quality: an 
application to Economics’, Econometric Reviews, 35(1), pp. 50-97.  

Charette, Michael F., and Ronald Meng, “The determinants of literacy and numeracy, and the 
effect of literacy and numeracy on labour market outcomes,” Canadian Journal of 
Economics 31, no 3, (Aug 1998), 495-517  

Cioni, M., Federico, G. and Vasta, M. (2020). ‘The long-term evolution of economic history: 
evidence from the top five journals (1927-2017)’ Cliometrica, 2020, 14(1), pp. 1-39.  

Cioni, M., Federico, G. and Vasta, M. (2021). ‘The two Revolutions in Economic History’, in Bisin, 
A. and Federico, G. (eds.), Handbook of Historical Economics. Academic Press, London, 
pp. 17-40.  

Clapham, J.H., “The Study of Economic History,” (1929), in Harte, N. B., ed, The study of 
economic history: collected inaugural lectures, 1893-1970, London: Frank Cass, 1971, 55-
70 

Clapham, J. H., “Economic history as a discipline,” in Encyclopedia of the social sciences, ed 
Edwin R. A. Seligman and Alvin Johnson, New York: The Macmillan Company, vol 5, 1931, 
pp 327-30 

Clark, G. N., “The Study of Economic History,” History, New Series 17, no. 66 (July 1932), pp 97-
110 

Clark, Gregory, The Son Also Rises: Surnames and the History of Social Mobility, Princeton, NJ: 
Princeton University Press, 2014 

Clark, Gregory, “Markets before economic growth: the grain market of medieval England”, 
Cliometrica, 9, 3, 2015: 265-287 

Clarke, Conor, “A two part interview with Paul Samuelson,” The Atlantic, June 17-18, 2009, 
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2009/06/an-interview-with-paul-
samuelson-part-one/19572/, downloaded December 2017 

Clough, Shepard B., “A half-century in economic history: autobiographical reflections,” Journal 
of Economic History, vol 30, 1, 1970, (Mar) 4-17 

https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2009/06/an-interview-with-paul-samuelson-part-one/19572/
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2009/06/an-interview-with-paul-samuelson-part-one/19572/


24 
 

Coats, A. W., “The historical context of the ‘New’ Economic History,” Journal of European 
Economic History 9:1, 1980, pp 185-207 

Cochran, Thomas C., “Theory and History,” Journal of Economic History, vol 3, (December: 
supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1943, 27-32 

Cochran, Thomas C. 1969. “Economic History, Old and New.” The American Historical Review 
Vol.74. No.5. (June): 1561-1572. 

Cochran, Thomas C., “Arthur Harrison Cole, 1889-1974,” Business History Review XLIX (Spring 
1975, pp 1-5 

Coclanis, Peter, and Carlton, David, “The Crisis in Economic History,” Challenge 44, no. 6 
(November-December 2001), pp 93-103 

Cole, Arthur H., “Business History and Economic History,” Journal of Economic History, vol 5, 
(supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1945, (Dec) 45-53 

Cole, Arthur H., “Committee on Research in Economic History: a description of its purposes, 
activities, and organization,” Journal of Economic History 13:1, 1953, pp 79-87 

Cole, Arthur H., “Economic history in the United States: formative years of a discipline,” Journal 
of Economic History 28:4, 1968, (Dec) pp 556-589 

Cole, Arthur H., “The Committee on Research in Economic History: an historical sketch,” Journal 
of Economic History 30:4, 1970, (Dec) pp 723-741 

Cole, Arthur Harrison, “The Birth of a New Social Science Discipline: Achievements of the first 
generation of American economic and business historians 1893-1974,” New York: 
Economic History Association, 1974, downloaded from http://eh.net/items/birth-of-a-
new-social-science-discipline 

Cole, Arthur H., Arthur L. Dunham, N. S. B. Gras, eds., Facts and factors in economic history; 
articles by former students of Edwin Francis Gay, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University 
Press, 1932 

Collins, William J., “Looking Forward: Positive and Normative Views of Economic History’s 
Future,” Journal of Economic History 75, no. 4 (December 2015), pp 1228-33. 

Conrad, Alfred H. and John R. Meyer, “Economic Theory, Statistical Inference, and Economic 
History,” Journal of Economic History (December, 1957), pp  

Conrad, Alfred H. and John R. Meyer, “The Economics of Slavery in the Antebellum South,” 
Journal of Political Economy 66, April 1958, 75-92 

Crafts, Nicholas F. R., “Cliometrics, 1971-1986: a survey,” Journal of Applied Econometrics 2:3, 
1987, pp 171-192 

Crouzet, Francois, and Isabele Lescent-Gille, “French economic history for the past 20 years,” 
NEHA-Bulletin 12:2, 1998, pp 75-101, (Nederlandsch Economisch-Historisch Archief) 



25 
 

Cunningham, William, The Growth of English Industry and Commerce, Cambridge: C.J. Clay, M.A. 
and Sons, 1882 

Cunningham, William, “The Perversion of Economic History,” Economic Journal 11, 1892 

Cura, Remi, Dumenieu, Bertrand, and Costes, Benoit, “Historical Collaborative Geocoding,” 
International Journal of Geo-Information 7 (2018): 10.3390/ijgi7070262 

D’Avenant, Charles, An Essay Upon the Probable Method of Making a People Gainers in the 
Balance of Trade, London, 1699 

David, P.A. (2007). ‘Path dependence: a foundational concept for historical social science’, 
Cliometrica, 1(2), pp. 91-114.  

Davis, Lance E., “Sources of Industrial Finance: The American Textile Industry, A Case Study,” 
Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, IX (April 1957), pp 189-203 

Davis, Lance E., "Stock Ownership in the Early New England Textile Industry," The Business 
History Review, XXXII (Summer 1958), 204-22 2 

Davis, Lance E., "The New England Textile Mills and the Capital Markets: A Study of Industrial 
Borrowing, I840-1860," The Journal of Economic History XX (March 1960), 1-30 

Davis, Lance E., “‘And it will never be literature’: The New Economic History: a critique,” 
Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, 2nd series 6:1, 1968, pp 75-92 

Davis, Lance, “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in Econometric 
History,” Eh.net Project 2000/2001, http://eh.net/book-reviews/project-20002001/, 
accessed 2014 

Davis, Lance, Richard Easterlin, And William Parker, eds., American Economic Growth; An 
Economist’s History of the United States, New York: Harper & Row, 1972 

Davis, Lance E., and Jonathan R. T. Hughes, "A Dollar Sterling Exchange I803-i895," Economic 
History Review (August 1960) 

Davis, Lance E., Jonathan R. T. Hughes, and Stanley Reiter, “Aspects of quantitative research in 
economic history, Journal of Economic History 20:4, 1960, pp 539-47 

Davis, Lance E. and Douglass C. North, Institutional Change and American Economic Growth, 
new York: Cambridge University Press, 1971 

De Moor, T. and Van Zanden, J.L. (2010a). ‘Girl power: the European marriage pattern and 
labour markets in the North sea region in the late medieval and early modern period’, 
Economic History Review, 63(1), pp. 1-33.  

De Moor, Tine, and Jan Luiten Van Zanden, “‘Every woman counts’: A gender-analysis of 
numeracy in the Low Countries during the early modern period,” Journal of 
Interdisciplinary History 41, no 2, (Autumn 2010b), 179-208  

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijgi7070262
http://eh.net/book-reviews/project-20002001/


26 
 

de Rouvray, Cristel, “ ‘Old’ economic history in the United States, 1939-1954,” Journal of the 
History of Economic Thought 26:2, 2004a, pp 221-39 

de Rouvray, Cristel, “Seeing the world through a National Accounting Framework: economic 
history becomes quantitative,” presented at Economic History Society Annual 
Conference, April 2004b, Royal Holloway, University of London 

de Rouvray, Cristel, “Joseph Willits, Anne Bezanson and economic history: 1939-1954, 
Rockefeller Archive Publications, 
http://www.rockarch.org/publications/resrep/derouvray.pdf, accessed April 2014 

Debreu, G. (1991). ‘The Mathematization of Economic Theory’, American Economic Review, 
81(1), pp. 1-7.  

Diebolt, Claude, “Cliometrica after 10 Years: Definition and Principles of Cliometric Research,” 
Cliometrica 10, no. 1 (2016), pp 1-4 

Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert, Michael, “An Introduction to the Handbook of Cliometrics,” in 
Claude Diebolt and Michael Haupert, eds., The Handbook of Cliometrics, Berlin: Springer 
Verlag, 2016a, pp v-xiv 

Diebolt, Claude and Michael Haupert, “Clio’s Contributions to Economics and History,” Revue 
d’Economie Politique 126, no. 5, (2016b), pp 971-89 

Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert, Michael, “A Cliometric Counterfactual: What If There Had Been 
Neither Fogel Nor North?,” Cliometrica 12, no. 3 (2018), pp 407-434 

Diebolt, C. and Haupert, M. (2019a). ‘We are Ninjas: how economic history has infiltrated 
economics’, Sartoniana, 32, pp 197-220.  

Diebolt, C. and Haupert, M. (2019b). ‘The Vital Tools: how economic history complements and 
completes the training of an economist’, presented at American Economic Association 
annual meeting.  

Diebolt, C. and Haupert, M. (eds.) (2019c). The Handbook of Cliometrics. Springer, Berlin and 
Heidelberg.  

Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert, Michael, “Measuring Success: Clio and the Value of Database 
Creation,” Annals of the Fondazione Luigi Einaudi: an interdisciplinary journal of 
economics, history, and political science LIII, no. 2 (December 2019d): 59-80 

Diebolt, C. and Haupert, M. (2021). ‘Cliometrics: Past, Present, and Future’, BETA Bureau 
d’Économie Théorique et Appliquée Document de Travail n. 2021-13.  

Dippell, C. and Leonard, B. (2021). ‘Not-So-Natural Experiments in History’, Journal of Historical 
Political Economy, forthcoming.  

Dittmar, Jeremiah E., “Information Technology and Economic Change: The Impact of The 
Printing Press,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 126, no. 3 (August 2011): 1133-1172 

http://www.rockarch.org/publications/resrep/derouvray.pdf


27 
 

Domar, Evsey D. and R. A. Gordon, “Discussion,” American Economic Review: Papers and 
Proceedings 55:2, 1965, pp 116-18 

Donaldson, Dave, and Richard Hornbeck. 2016. "Railroads and American Economic Growth: A 
"Market Access" Approach." Quarterly Journal of Economics 131 (2):799-858. doi: 
10.1093/qje/qjw002.l,bj;omlkj 

Drukker, J. W., The revolution that bit its own tail: how economic history has changed our ideas 
about economic growth, Amsterdam: Aksant, 2006 

Dumke, Rolf H., “The future of Cliometric history – a European view,” Scandinavian Economic 
History Review 40:3, 1992, pp 3-28 

Dunbar, Charles F., “Economic Science in America, 1776-1876,” North American Review, vol 
CXXII, January 1876, 124-153 

Easterlin, Richard A., “Regional Income Trends, 1840-1950,” in Seymour E. Harris, ed., American 
Economic History, New York: McGraw Hill, 1961 

Easterlin, Richard A., “Is There Need for Historical Research on Underdevelopment?” American 
Economic Review: Papers and Proceedings 55:2, 1965, pp 104-108 

Economic History Association archives, Hagley Museum and Library, Wilmington, DE, Accession 
# 1479, folders 1-11, 29-31 

Edgeworth, Francis, New and Old Methods of Ethics, Oxford and London: James Parker and Co., 
1877) 

Ellison, Glenn, “How Does the Market Use Citation Data? The Hirsch Index in Economics,” 
American Economic Journal: Applied Economics 5, no. 3 (July 2013), pp 63-90 

Engerman, Stanley L., “The Economic Impact of the Civil War,” Explorations in Economic History 
3, Spring/summer 1966, 176-99 

Engerman, Stanley. “The Height of U.S. Slaves.” Local Population Studies 16, (1976), 45-50 

Engerman, Stanley L., “Counterfactuals and the New Economic History,” Inquiry 23:2, 1980, pp 
157-72 

Engerman, Stanley L., “Cliometrics,” in The social science encyclopedia, 2nd edition, ed Adam 
Kuper and Jessica Kuper, London; New York: Routledge, 1996, pp 96-8 

Engerman, Stanley L., John R. T. Hughes, Donald N. McCloskey, Richard C. Sutch, and Samuel H. 
Williamson, Two Pioneers of Cliometrics: Robert W. Fogel and Douglass C. North, Nobel 
Laureates of 1993, Miami, OH: The Cliometric Society, 1994 

Epstein, Roy J., and Colander, David, “How economics became a mathematical science: two 
views,” Journal of Economic History, vol 63, 2, 2003, (Jun) 514-516 

Erickson, Charlotte, “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth by Robert William 
Fogel,” Economica, New Series 33, no 129, (February 1966), 106-09 



28 
 

Evelyn, John, Navigation and Commerce, their origins and progress, London: printed by T.R. for 
Benjamin Tooke, 1674 

Fenoaltea, Stefano, “The discipline and they: notes on counterfactual methodology and the 
‘new’ economic history,” Journal of European Economic History 2:3, 1973, pp 729-46 

Fenoaltea, Stefano, “Spleen: The Failures of the Cliometric School,” working paper University of 
Turin, (November 2018) 

Ferrie, Joseph, “A New Sample of Americans Linked from the 1850 Public Use Micro Sample of 
the Federal Census of Population to the 1860 Federal Census Manuscript Schedules,” 
Historical Methods 29, (Fall 1996), 141-156 

Field, Alexander J., “The Future of Economic History,” in Field, Alexander J., ed, The Future of 
Economic History, Boston: Kluwer-Nijhoff, 1987 

Fishlow, Albert, American Railroads and the Transformation of the Ante-bellum Economy, 
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1965 

Fishlow, Albert, “The New Economic History revisited,” Journal of European Economic History 
3:2, 1974, pp 453-67 

Fleetwood, William, Chronicon Preciosum: or An Account of English Money, the Price of Corn and 
Other Commodities, for the Last 600 Years, London: printed for Charles Harper, 1707 

Floud R (1991), “Cliometrics,” in: Eatwell J, Milgate M, Newman P (Eds.), The new Palgrave. A 
dictionary of economics. Bd. 1, 2. Aufl., London / New York / Tokyo, p. 452-454. 

Floud, Roderick, “In at the beginning of British Cliometrics,” in Hudson, Pat, ed., Living Economic 
and Social History, Glasgow: Economic History Society, 2001, pp 86-90 

Floud, Roderick, and Bernard Harris, “Health, Height, and Welfare: Britain 1700-1980,” 91-
126, in Richard H. Steckel and Roderick Floud, eds., Health and Welfare during 
Industrialization, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1997 

Floud, Roderick and Kenneth Wachter, “Poverty and Physical Stature, Evidence on the Standard 
of Living of London Boys 1770-1870,” Social Science History 6, (1982), 422-52 

Fogel, Robert (1962) “A Quantitative Approach to the Study of Railroads in American Economic 
Growth: A Report of Some Preliminary Findings.” Journal of Economic History 22(2): 163-
197 

Fogel Robert: Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in Econometric History, The 
Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, 1964a. 

Fogel, Robert William. 1964b. “Discussion” American Economic Review Vol.54. No.3 (May): 377-
389.  

Fogel, Robert W., “The reunification of economic history with economic theory,” American 
Economic Review: Papers and Proceedings 55:2, 1965, pp 92-8 



29 
 

Fogel, Robert, “Physical Growth as a Measure of the Economic Well-being of Populations: The 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centuries,” 263-281, in F. Falkner and J.M. Tanner, eds., 
Human Growth: A Comprehensive Treatise, second edition, volume 3, New York: Plenum, 
1986. 

Fogel, Robert W., The Fourth Great Awakening and the Future of Egalitarianism, Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 2000 

Fogel, Robert W., and Stanley L. Engerman, eds., The Reinterpretation of American Economic 
History, New York: Harper & Row, 1971 

Fogel, Robert W., and Stanley L. Engerman, Time on the Cross: The Economics of American 
Negro Slavery, vols 1 and 2, New York: Little, Brown and Co., 1974 

Forster, Robert, “Achievements of the Annales school,” Journal of Economic History, vol 38, 1, 
1978, (Mar) 58-76 

Friedman, Walter A., Fortune Tellers: the Story of America’s First Economic Forecasters, 
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2014 

Galiani, Sebastian, and Itai Sened, eds., Institutions, Property Rights, and Economic Growth: The 
Legacy of Douglass North, New York: Cambridge University Press, 2014 

Gallman, Robert E., “The Role of Economic History in the Education of the Economist,” American 
Economic Review 55, no. 1/2 (March 1, 1965), pp 109-11 

Galor, O. (2012). ‘The demographic transition: causes and consequences’, Cliometrica, 6(1), pp. 
1-28. Goldin, C. (2014). ‘A grand gender convergence: its last chapter’, American 
Economic Review, 104(4), pp. 1091-1119.  

Gay, Edwin F., “The Tasks of Economic History,” Journal of Economic History, vol 1, (supplement: 
The Tasks of Economic History) 1941, (Dec) 9-16 

Gayer, Arthur D., W. W. Rostow, and Anna J. Schwartz, The Growth and Fluctuation of the 
British Economy 190-1850, and Historical, Statistical, and Theoretical Study of Britain’s 
Economic Development, 2 vols, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1953 

Geloso, Vincent, “Distinct within North America: living standards in French Canada, 1688-1775,” 
Cliometrica 13, no. 2 (May 2019): 277-321 

Gentzkow, Matthew, Jesse Shapiro, and Michael Sinkinson, “Competition and Ideological 
Diversity: Historical Evidence from US Newspapers,” American Economic Review 104, no. 
10, (2014), 3073-3114 

Giddings, Lisa, and Michael Haupert, “Earning Like a Woman: the gender gap in professional 
baseball 1944-1954,” Journal of Sports Economics 20, no. 2 (February 2019), 198-217 

Glaeser, Edward L. Scott Duke Kominers, Michael Luca, and Nikhil Naik, “Big Data and Big Cities: 
The Promises and Limitations of Improved Measures of Urban Life,” Economic Inquiry 56, 
no. 1 (2018): 114-37 



30 
 

Goldberg, Daniel W., Wilson, John P., and Knoblock, Craig A., “From Text to Geographic 
Coordinates: The Current State of Geocoding,” URISA Journal (2007?): 33-46 

Goldin, Claudia, “Cliometrics and the Nobel,” Journal of Economic Perspectives 9:2, Spring 1995, 
pp 191-208 

Goodrich, Carter, “Economic History: One Field or Two?” Journal of Economic History 20, no. 4 
(Dec 1960), pp 531-38 

Goodstein, Marvin E. (1965) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” Southern Economic Journal 32(1): 90-91 

Grantham, George, “The French cliometric revolution: a survey of cliometric contributions to 
French economic history,” European Review of Economic History 1:3, 1997, pp 353-405 

Gras, N.S.B., “The Present Condition of Economic History,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 34, 
no. 2 (Feb 1920), pp 209-24 

Gras, Norman S. B., “The rise and development of economic history,” Economic History Review, 
1st series, 1:1, 1927, pp 12-34 

Gras, N.S.B., “Economic History in the United States,” in Encyclopedia of the social sciences, ed 
Edwin R. A. Seligman and Alvin Johnson, New York: The Macmillan Company, vol 5, 1931 

Gras, Norman S. B., Development of business history up to 1950, selections from the unpublished 
work of Norman Scott Brien Gras, compiled and edited by Ethel C. Gras, Ann Arbor: 
Edwards Brothers, 1962 

Graunt, John, Natural and Political Observations Mentioned in a Following Index and Made upon 
the bills of Mortality, London, 1662 

Greasley, D. and Oxley, L. (2010). ‘Clio and the economist: making historians count”, Journal of 
Economic Surveys, 24(5), pp. 755-774.  

Greif, Avner. 1997. “Cliometrics after 40 Years.” American Economic Review Vol.87. No.2 (May): 
400-403. 

Gust, Sarah, and Joerg Baten, “Interpersonal violence in South Asia, 900-1900,” working paper 
Universität Tubingen, (March 2019) 

Gutman, Myron P., Emily Klancher Merchant, and Evan Roberts, “‘Big Data’ in Economic 
History,” Journal of Economic History 78, no. 1 (March 2018): 268-299 

Hacker, Louis (1966) “The New Revolution in Economic History: A Review Article Based on 
Railroads and Economic Growth: Essays in Economic History, by Robert William Fogel.” 
Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, second series, 3(2): 159-175 

Hadley, Arthur T., Railroad Transportation: Its History and Its Laws, New York: G.P. Putnam’s 
Sons, 1885 



31 
 

Haines, Michael R. “Growing Incomes, Shrinking People – Can Economic Development Be 
Hazardous to Your Health? Historical Evidence for the United States, England, and the 
Netherlands in the Nineteenth Century.” Social Science History 28, (2004), 249-70 

Halkos, G.E. and Tzeremes, N.G. (2011). ‘Measuring economic journals’ citation efficiency: a 
data envelopment analysis approach’, Scientometrics, 88(3), pp. 979-1001.  

Hamermesh, D.S. (2013). ‘Six Decades of Top Economics Publishing: Who and How?’, Journal of 
Economic Literature, 51(1), pp. 162-172.  

Hamermesh, D.S. (2018). ‘Citations in economics: measurement, uses and impact’, Journal of 
Economic Literature, 56 (1), pp. 115-156.  

Hamilton, Earl J., “Memorial: Edwin Francis Gay,” The American Economic Review 37, no. 3 (June 
1947): 410-13 

Harte, N. B., “The Making of Economic History,” in Harte, N. B., ed, The study of economic 
history: collected inaugural lectures, 1893-1970, London: Frank Cass, 1971, xi-xxxix 

Harte, N. B., “The Economic History Society, 1926-2001,” in Hudson, Pat, ed., Living Economic 
and Social History, Glasgow: Economic History Society, 2001, pp 1-12 

Hatton, Timothy, Kevin H. O’Rourke, and Alan M. Taylor (eds), The New Comparative Economic 
History: Essays in Honor of Jeffrey G. Williamson, Cambridge: MIT Press, 2007 

Haupert, Michael, “Economic Historians: A Preliminary Review of Society Responses,” 
Newsletter of the Cliometric Society 20, 2, (Summer 2005a), pp 56-59 

Haupert, Michael, “The Birth of the Economic History Association,” Newsletter of the Cliometric 
Society 20, 3, (Fall 2005b), pp 27-30 

Haupert, Michael, “The History of Cliometrics and its Impact on Economic History,” in Claude 
Diebolt and Michael Haupert, eds., The Handbook of Cliometrics, Berlin: Springer Verlag, 
2016, pp 3-32 

Haupert, Michael, “A Brief History of Cliometrics and the Evolving View of the Industrial 
Revolution,” European Journal of the History of Economic Thought 26 (Fall 2019), pp 738-
74 

Haupert, Michael, and James Murray, “Regime Switching and Wages in Major League Baseball 
Under the Reserve Clause,” Cliometrica 6, no. 2, (June 2012), 143-162 

Heaton, Herbert, “The Early History of the Economic History Association,” Journal of Economic 
History, vol 1, (supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1941, (Dec) 107-109 

Heaton, Herbert, “The Making of an Economic Historian,” Journal of Economic History, vol 9, 
(supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1949, 1-18 

Heaton, Herbert, “A scholar in action, Edwin F. Gay, Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1965a 



32 
 

Heaton, Herbert, “Twenty-Five Years of the Economic History Association: A Reflective 
Evaluation,” Journal of Economic History, vol 25, 4, 1965b, (Dec) 465-479 

Heckman, J.J. and Moktan, S. (2020). ‘Publishing and Promotion in Economics: The Tyranny of 
the Top Five’, Journal of Economic Literature, 58(2), pp. 419-470.  

Hedfalk, Finn, Svensson, Patrick, and Harrie, Lars, “Spatiotemporal Historical Datasets at Micro-
Level for Geocoded Individuals in Five Swedish Parishes, 1813-1914, Scientific Data 4 
170046 (2017), https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2017.46 

Hedfalk, Finn, Pantazatou, Karolina, and Quaranta, Luciano, and Harrie, Lars, “Importance of the 
Geocoding Level for Historical Demographic Analyses: A Case Study of Rural Parishes in 
Sweden, 1850-1914, Spatial Demography 6 (2018): 35-69 

Hilt, E. (2017). ‘Economic History, Historical Analysis, and the “New History of Capitalism”’, 
Journal of Economic History, 77(2), pp. 511-536.  

Hilton, George W. (1966) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, 
second series, 3(2): 234-238 

Hohenberg, Paul M., “Toward a More Useful Economic History,” Journal of Economic History 68, 
no. 2 (June 2008), pp 339-54 

Hudson, J. (2013). ‘Ranking journals’, Economic Journal, 123 (570), pp. F202-F222.  

Hughes, Jonathan R. T., “Fact and theory in economic history,” Explorations in Entrepreneurial 
History 2nd series 3:2, 1966, pp 75-100 

Hughes, Jonathan R. T. and Stanley Reiter, “The First 1,945 British Steamships,” Journal of the 
American Statistical Association, LIII (June 1958), pp 360-81 

Hunt, Freeman, Lives of American merchants, New York: Derby and Jackson, 1858 

Jaremski, Matt, “Today’s Economic History and Tomorrow’s Scholars,” Cliometrica online first, 
accessed June 2019 

Johnson, E. A. J., “New Tools for the Economic Historian,” Journal of Economic History, vol 1, 
(supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1941, (Dec) 30-38 

Jones, Geoffrey, Marco H. D. van Leeuwen, and Stephen Broadberry, “The future of economic, 
business, and social history,” Scandinavian Economic History Review 60:3, (November, 
2012), pp 225-253 

Kadish, Alon, Historians, economists, and economic history, London; New York: Routledge, 1989 

Kalaitzidakis, P., Mamuneas, T.P. and Stengos, T. (2011). ‘An updated ranking of academic 
journals in economics’, The Canadian Journal of Economics, 44(4), pp. 1525-1538.  

https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2017.46


33 
 

Kasakoff, A.B., Lawson, A.B., Dasgupta, P., Feetham, S., and DuBois, M.J., “Spatial In equality in 
Wealth: A Baysian Analysis of the Northeastern US in 1860,” Spatial Demography 1 
(2013): 56-95 

Kelly, M. (2020). ‘Under Persistence’, CEPR Discussion Paper DP15246. 

Kettel, Thomas P., One Hundred Years’ Progress of the United States, Hartford: L. Stebbins, 1870 

Keynes, John Maynard, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money, London: 
Macmillan, 1936 

Keywood, Thomas., and Joerg Baten, “Elite violence and elite numeracy in the Middle East from 
500 CE to 1900 CE,” presented at the Mobility and Migration in Historical Perspective 
conference, Regensburg, Germany, (March 20-22, 2019) 

Kirkland, Edward (1967) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” American Historical Review 72(4): 1493-
95 

Knies, Karl, Die Politische Okonomie vom Standpunke der Geschichtlichen Methode, 
Braunschweig, 1853) 

Knight, Frank, “The limitations of scientific method in economics,” in The Ethics of Competition 
and Other Essays, Mansfield Centre, CT: Martino Publishing, 2014 [1924], pp 105-47 

Kuznets S.: Modern Economic Growth: Rate, Structure and Spread, Yale University Press, New 
Haven, 1966 

La Porta, R., Lopez-de-Silanes, F. and Shleifer, A. (2008). ‘The economic consequences of legal 
origins’, Journal of Economic Literature, 46(2), pp. 285-332.  

Laband, D.N. (2013). ‘On the use and abuse of economics journal rankings’, Economic Journal, 
123(570), pp. F223-F254.  

Lamoreaux, Naomi R., (1998) “Economic history and the cliometric revolution,” in Molho, 
Anthony, and Gordon S. Wood eds, Imagined histories: American historians interpret the 
past, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, pp 59-84 

Lamoreaux, Naomi, “The Future of Economic History Must Be Interdisciplinary,” Journal of 
Economic History 75, no. 4 (December 2015), pp 1252-56 

Lan, Tian, and Longley, Paul, “Geo-Referencing and Mapping 1901 Census Addresses for England 
and Wales,” International Journal of Geo-Information 8 (2019): 10.3390/ijgi8080320 

Libecap, Gary D., “The new institutional economics and economic history,” Journal of Economic 
History, vol 57, 3, 1997, (Sept) 718-721 

Liebowitz, S. J., and Palmer, J. P., "Assessing the Relative Impacts of Economics Journals." Centre 
for the Economic Analysis of Property Rights, Working Paper 83-01, U. of Western 
Ontario, Jan. 1983 



34 
 

Lindert, Peter H., and Jeffrey G. Williamson, “Revising England’s Social Tables, 1688-1812,” 
Explorations in Economic History 19, no. 4 (October 1982): 385-408 

Lindert, Peter H., and Jeffrey G. Williamson, “Reinterpreting Britain’s Social Tables, 1688-1913,” 
Explorations in Economic History 20, no. 1 (January 1983): 94-109 

Linnemer, L. and Visser, M. (2017). ‘The Most Cited Articles from the Top-5 Journals (1991-
2015)’, Working Papers HAL-01634432.  

Lo, M. and Bao, Y. (2016). ‘Are overall journal rankings a good mapping for article quality in 
specialty fields?’, Journal of Business & Economic Statistics, 34(1), pp. 62-67.  

Lyon, E. B., “Economic History and Its Place in the College Course,” Social Science 1, no. 3 (May, 
June, July 1926), pp 238-42 

Lyons, John S., Louis P. Cain, and Samuel H. Williamson, eds., Reflections on the Cliometrics 
Revolution: conversations with economic historians, Routledge, London, 2008 

Machlup, Fritz, The Political Economy of Monopoly: Business, Labor and Government Policies, 
Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1952 

Madden, John J. (1965) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” Canadian Journal of Economics and 
Political Science 31(4): 611-12 

Magnusson, Lars, “Review of The Problems and Methods of Economic History by Wittold Kula,” 
Journal of Economic History, (September 2003), p 928 

Maloney, John, “Marshall, Cunningham, and the emerging economics profession,” Economic 
History Review 29:3, 1976, pp 440-51 

Manzel K, and Joerg Baten, “Gender equality and inequality in numeracy: The case of Latin 
America and the Caribbean 1880–1949,” Review of Economic History 27, (2009), 37–74  

Margo, R. (2018). ‘The integration of economic history into economics’, Cliometrica, 12(3), pp. 
377-406.  

Margo, Robert and Richard Steckel. “The Height of American Slaves: New Evidence on Slave 
Nutrition and Health,” Social Science History 6, (1982), 516-38 

Marshall, Alfred, Principles of Economics, London and New York: Macmillan and Col, 1890 

Marshall, Alfred, “The Old Generation of Economists and the New,” Quarterly Journal of 
Economics XI, 1897 

Mason, Edward S., “The Harvard Department of Economics from the Beginning to World War II, 
Quarterly Journal of Economics XCVII, August 1982, 383-433 

Matthews, R. C. O., “The Economics of Institutions and the Sources of Economic Growth,” 
Economic Journal 96, (1986), pp 903-18 



35 
 

McClelland, Peter (1968) “Railroads, American Economic Growth, and New Economic History – 
Critique.” Journal of Economic History 28(1): 102-23 

McCloskey, Deirdre (1976). “Does the past have useful economics?” Journal of Economic 
Literature 14, no. 2, pp 434-61. 

McCloskey, Deirdre [Donald], “The achievements of the Cliometric School,” Journal of Economic 
History 38:1, 1978, pp 13-28 

McCloskey, Deirdre [Donald], The Rhetoric of Economics, Madison: University of Wisconsin 
Press, 1985 

McCloskey, Deirdre [Donald], “Economics as an Historical Science” in Economic History and the 
Modern Economist edited by William N. Parker. New York: Basil Blackwell, 1986, pp.63-
70. 

McCloskey, Deirdre N. 1992, “Robert William Fogel: An Appreciation by an Adopted Student,” in 
Claudia Goldin and Hugh Rockoff editors, Strategic Factors in Nineteenth Century 
American  

Economic History. A Volume to Honor Robert W. Fogel. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 
pp.14-25. 

McCloskey, Deirdre N., The Bourgeois Virtues: Ethics for an Age of Commerce, Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 2006 

Menard, Claude and Mary M. Shirley, “The Contribution of Douglass North to New Institutional 
Economics,” in Sebastian Galiani and Itai Sened, eds, Economic Institutions, Rights, 
Growth, and Sustainability: The Legacy of Douglass North, Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 2014 

Menger, Carl, Die Irrthümer des Historismus in der deutschen Nationalökonomie, Vienna: Alfred 
Hölder, 1884  

Meyer, John R., “Notes on Cliometrics’ fortieth,” American Economic Review: Papers and 
Proceedings 87:2, 1997, pp 409-11 

Meyer, John R., and Conrad, Alfred H., “Economic Theory, Statistical Inference, and Economic 
History,” Journal of Economic History, vol 17, 4, 1957, December, 524-544 

Michalopoulos, S. and Papaioannou, E. (2017). ‘Series Introduction: Historical legacies and 
contemporary development’, in Michalopoulos, S. and Papaioannou, E. (eds.), The long 
economic and political shadow of history, VoxEU.org Book III volumes, London: CEPR 
Press, pp. viii-xxxi.  

Michalopoulos, S. and Papaioannou, E. (2020). ‘Historical legacy and African development’, 
Journal of Economic Literature, 58(1), pp. 53-128.  

Mills, Terence C., “Exploring historical economic relationships: two and a half centuries of British 
interest rates and inflation,” Cliometrica 2, no. 3 (October 2008): 213-28 



36 
 

Mitch, David, “Chicago and economic history,” in Emmett, Ross B., ed., The Elgar Companion to 
the Chicago School of Economics, Cheltenham, UK, Norhtampton, MA: Edward Elgar 
Publishing Inc., 2010, pp 114-127 

Mitch, David, “Economic History in Departments of Economics: The Case of the University of 
Chicago, 1892 to the Present,” Social Science History 35, no. 2 (Summer 2011), pp 237-71 

Mitch, David, “The Contributions of Robert Fogel to Cliometrics,” The Handbook of Cliometrics, 
Springer Reference Live, https://link.springer.com/referenceworkentry/10.1007/978-3-
642-40458-0_49-1, accessed June 2019 

Mitchell, B. R. (1965) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 
series A- General 128(4): 602-03 

Mitchell, Wesley C., Business Cycles, Berkeley: University of California Press, 1913 

Mokyr, Joel, Why Ireland starved: A quantitative and analytical history of the Irish economy, 
1800–1850, George Allen and Unwin, London, 1983 

Mokyr, Joel, The Oxford Encyclopedia of Economic History, vol. 1, New York: Oxford University 
Press, 2003 

Nef, John U., “The Responsibility of Economic Historians,” Journal of Economic History, vol 1, 
(supplement: The Tasks of Economic History) 1941, (Dec) 1- 8 

Nef, John U., “What is Economic History?” Journal of Economic History 4, Supplement: The Tasks 
of Economic History (Dec 1944), pp 1-19 

Newmarch, William, in collaboration with Thomas Tooke, A History of Prices, and of the State of 
the Circulation during the nine years, 1848–56, forming the fifth and sixth volumes of 
the History of Prices from 1792 to the present time,’ London, 8vo, 1857 

Nicholas, Stephen, “The future of economic history in Australia,” Australian Economic History 
Review 37:3, 1997, pp 267-74 

North, Douglass C., The Economic Growth of the United States 1790-1860, Englewood Cliffs, NJ: 
Prentice-Hall, 1961 

North, Douglass C., “The state of economic history,” American Economic Review: Papers and 
Proceedings 55:2, 1965, pp 86-91 

North, Douglass C., Growth and Welfare in the American Past: a New Economic History, 
Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1966 

North, Douglass, “Sources of Productivity Change in Ocean Shipping, 1600-1850,” The Journal of 
Political Economy 76, (September/October 1968), 953-70 

North, Douglass C., Institutions, Institutional Change and Economic Performance, New York: 
Cambridge University Press, 1990 

https://link.springer.com/referenceworkentry/10.1007/978-3-642-40458-0_49-1
https://link.springer.com/referenceworkentry/10.1007/978-3-642-40458-0_49-1


37 
 

North, Douglass C., “Douglass C. North, the Sveriges Riksbank Prize in Economic Sciences in 
Memory of Alfred Nobel 1993: Autobiography,” vol 2010, The Nobel Foundation, 1993 

North, Douglass C. 1997. “Cliometrics – 40 Years Later,” American Economic Review Vol.87. No.2 
(May): 412-414. 

North, Douglass C., and Lance E. Davis, Institutional Change and American Economic Growth, 
London: Cambridge University Press, 1971 

Nunn, N. (2009). ‘The importance of history for economic development’, Annual Reviews of 
Economics, 1, pp. 65-92. 

Nunn, N. (2014). ‘Historical Development’, in Aghion, P. and Durlauf, S.N. (eds.), Handbook of 
Economic Growth, Volume 2A. North-Holland, Amsterdam, pp. 347-402.  

Nunn, N. (2020). ‘The historical roots of economic development’, Science, 367, eaaz9986: DOI: 
10.1126/science.aaz9986.  

Nunn, N. and Wantchekon, L. (2011). ‘The Slave Trade and the Origins of Mistrust in Africa’, 
American Economic Review, 101(7), pp. 3221-3252.  

Nuvolari, Alessandro, Bart Verspagen, and Nick von Tunzelmann, “The early diffusion of the 
steam engine in Britain, 1700–1800: a reappraisal,” Cliometrica 5, no. 3 (October 2011): 
291-321 

Ó Gráda Cormac, “Dublin Jewish demography a century ago,” Economic and Social Review 37, 
no 2, (2006), 123–147  

O’Rourke, Kevin H. and Jeffrey G. Williamson, “From Malthus to Ohlin: trade, growth and 
distribution since 1500”. Journal of Economic Growth 10, no. 1 (2005):5–34 

Ogilvie, S. (2007). ‘Whatever is, is right’? Economic institutions in pre-industrial Europe’, 
Economic History Review, 60(4), pp. 649-684.  

Parker, William N., ed., Trends in the American Economy in the Nineteenth Century, Studies in 
Income and Wealth, vol 24, conference on Research in Income and Wealth, Princeton: 
Princeton University Press, 1960 

Parker, William N., ed, Economic history and the modern economist, Oxford; new York: Basil 
Blackwell, 1986 

Persons, Warren M., “An Index of General Business Conditions,” The Review of Economics and 
Statistics 1, no 2, April 1919, 111-117 

Pfister U and Fertig G. 2010 The Population History of Germany: Research Strategy and 
Preliminary Results, Max Planck Institute for Demographic Research working paper no 35 

Piketty, T. and Saez, E. (2003). ‘Income inequality in the United States, 1913-1998’, Quarterly 
Journal of Economics, 118(1), pp. 1-41.  



38 
 

Pitkin, Timothy, Statistical View of the Commerce of the United States, New York: James 
Eastburn & co., 1816 

Ploeckl, Florian, “Spatial Modeling,” in Claude Diebolt and Michael Haupert, eds., The Handbook 
of Cliometrics, second edition, Berlin: Springer Verlag, 2019 

Polanyi, Karl, The Great Transformation, New York: Farrar & Rinehart, 1944 

Price, L. L., “The Study of Economic History,” The Economic Journal 16, no. 61 (March 1906), pp 
12-32 

Purdue Faculty Papers in Economic History, 1956-1966, Homewood, IL: Richard D. Irwin, 1967 

Redlich, Fritz, “‘New’ and traditional approaches to economic history and their 
interdependence,” Journal of Economic History 25:4, 1965, pp 480-95 

Reinert, Erik S. and Kenneth Carpenter, “German Language Economic Bestsellers before 1850,” 
Working Papers in Technology Governance and Economic Dynamics no. 58, June 2014 

Reinhart, C.M. and Rogoff, K.S. (2004). ‘The modern history of exchange rate arrangements: A 
Reinterpretation’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 119(1), pp. 1-48.  

Rogin, Leo, The Introduction of Farm Machinery in its Relation to the Productivity of Labor in the 
Agriculture of the United States during the Nineteenth Century, Berkeley: University of 
California Press, 1931 

Romer, Christina D., “The End of Economic History?” Journal of Economic Education 25, no. 1 
(Winter 1994), pp 49-66 

Roscher, Wilhelm, Grundiss zu Volesungen uber die Saatswirtschaft nach geschichtlicher 
Methode, Göttingen: Dieterichsschen Buchhandlung, 1843 

Roy, Tirthankar, “Economic History: An Endangered Discipline,” Economic and Political Weekly 
39, no. 29 (Jul 17-23, 2004), pp 3238-3243 

Ruggles, Steven, “Linked Historical Censuses: A New Approach,” History and Computing 14 
(2006): 213-224 

Ruggles, Steven, Sarah Flood, Ronald Goeken, Josiah Grover, Erin Meyer, Jose Pacas, and 
Matthew Sobek, IPUMS USA: Version 10.0 [dataset], Minneapolis, MN: IPUMS, 2020, 
https://doi.org/10.18128/D010.V10.0 

Saez, E. and Zucman, G. (2016). ‘Wealth inequality in the United States since 1913: Evidence 
from capitalized income tax data’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 131(2), pp. 519-578. 

Santayana, George, The Life of Reason, New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons 1953 (1905), p 284 

Saul, S. B. (1966) “review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in Econometric 
History, by Robert William Fogel.” Business History 8(1): 65-67 

Satyanath, S., Voigtländer, N. and Voth, H.J (2017). ‘Bowling for Fascism: Social Capital and the 
Rise of the Nazi Party’, Journal of Political Economy, 125(2), pp. 478-526.  

https://doi.org/10.18128/D010.V10.0


39 
 

Scheiber, Harry N. (1966) “Review of Railroads and American Economic Growth: Essays in 
Econometric History, by Robert William Fogel.” Canadian Historical Review 47(3): 277-79 

Schularick, M. and Taylor, A.M. (2012). ‘Credit booms gone bust: Monetary policy, leverage 
cycles, and financial crises, 1870-2008’, American Economic Review, 102(2), pp. 1029-
1061.  

Seligman, Edwin R. A., Two chapters on the mediaeval guilds of England, Baltimore: American 
Economic Association vol 2, no 5, 1887 

Seybert, Adam, Statistical Annals, Philadelphia, 1818 

Solow, Robert M., “Economic History and Economics,” American Economic Review 75, no 2, 
Papers and Proceedings of the Ninety-Seventh Annual Meeting of the American 
Economic Association (May 1985), pp 328-31 

Spoerer, Mark, Thomas Brenner, Alexander Gebhardt, and Patrick Schwabl, “Is the geographical 
distribution of church bell casting dates a useful proxy for comparative regional 
economic growth? Preliminary results from the Upper Palatinate, 13th to 18th centuries,” 
working paper Universität Regensburg (March 21, 2019) 

Spolaore, E. and Wacziarg, R. (2013). ‘How deep are the roots of economic development?’, 
Journal of Economic Literature, 51(2), pp. 325-369.  

Squicciarini, M.P. and Voigtländer, N. (2015). ‘Human Capital and Industrialization: Evidence 
from the Age of Enlightenment’, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 130(4), pp. 1825-1883.  

Steckel, Richard. “Slave Height Profiles from Coastwise Manifests.” Explorations in Economic 
History 16, (1979), 363-80 

Steckel, Richard H., and Roderick Floud. Health and Welfare during Industrialization, Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1997 

Steckel, R.H. (2009). ‘Heights and human welfare: recent developments and new directions’, 
Explorations in Economic History, 46(1), pp1-23.  

Steckel, Richard, “Anthropometrics,” in Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert Michael, eds., Handbook 
of Cliometrics second edition, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 2019 

Stern, D.I. (2013). ‘Uncertainty measures for economics journal Impact Factors’, Journal of 
Economic Literature, 51(1), pp. 173-189. 

St-Hilaire, Marc, Moldofsky, Byron, Richard, Laurent, and Beaudry, Mariange, “Geocoding and 
Mapping Historical Census Data: The Geographical Component of the Canadian Century 
Research Infrastructure,” Historical Methods: A Journal of Quantitative and 
Interdisciplinary History 40 (2010): 76-91 

Stoianovich, Traian, French historical method: The Annales Paradigm, Ithaca: Cornell University 
Press, 1976 

Sumner, William G., History of American Currency, New York: Henry Holt & Co., 1874 



40 
 

Supple, Barry, “Has the Early History of Developed Countries any Current Relevance?” American 
Economic Review: Papers and Proceedings 55:2, 1965, pp 99-103 

Sutch, Richard, “The Profitability of Ante-Bellum Slavery: Revisited,” Southern Economic Journal 
31, no. 4, (April 1965), pp 365-77 

Taussig, Frank W., Tariff History of the United States, New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1888 

Tawney, R. H., “The Study of Economic History,” Economica 39 (Feb 1933), pp 1-21 

Temin, Peter, The Jacksonian Economy, New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 1969 

Temin, Peter, “Economic History and Economic Development: New Economic History in 
Retrospect and Prospect,” in Claude Diebolt and Michael Haupert, eds., The Handbook of 
Cliometrics, Berlin: Springer Verlag, 2016 

Temple, Sir William, Observations upon the United Provinces of the Netherlands, London: 
printed for Jacob Tonson, 1672 

Thomas, Robert Paul, “A Quantitative Approach to the Study of the Effects of British Imperial 
Policy on Colonial Welfare: Some Preliminary Findings,” Journal of Economic History 25, 
December 1965, 615-38 

Tilly, Richard, “German economic history and Cliometrics: a selective survey of recent 
tendencies, European Review of Economic History 5;2, 2001, pp 151-87 

Tollnek, Franziska, and Joerg Baten, “Age-Heaping-Based Human Capital Estimates,” in Diebolt, 
Claude, and Haupert Michael, eds., Handbook of Cliometrics, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 
2016  

Toynbee, Arnold, Lectures on the Industrial Revolution in England: Public addresses, Notes and 
Other Fragments, together with a short memoir, London: Rivington’s, 1884 

Tribe, Keith, “The Cambridge Economics Tripos 1903-55 and the training of economists,” 
Manchester School 68:2, 2000, pp 222-48 

Turner, Frederick J., “The Significance of the Frontier in American History,” American Historical 
Association Annual Report, Washington: Government Printing Office, 1893, 199-227 

United States Census Bureau, Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial Times to 1957, 
Washington, D. C.: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1960 

Usher, Abbott Payson, “Two Notable Contributions to Economic History,” Quarterly Journal of 
Economics 48, no. 1 (Nov 1933), pp 171-80 

Vasta, Michelangelo, Carlo Drago, Roberto Ricciuti, and Alberto Rinaldi, (2017) “Reassessing the 
bank-industry relationship in Italy, 1913-1936: a counterfactual analysis,” Cliometrica, 
vol 11 no 2, (May 2017), pp 183-216 

Veblen, Thorstein, “Gustav Schmoller’s Economics,” Quarterly Journal of Economics 16, no. 1, 
(November 1901), pp 69-93 



41 
 

Voitländer, Nico, and Voth, Hans-Joachim, “How the west ‘invented’ fertility restriction,” 
American Economic Review 103, no 6, (2013), 2227-2264 

Voth, H.J. (2021). ‘Persistence: myth and mystery’, in Bisin, A. and Federico, G. (eds), Handbook 
of Historical Economics. Academic Press, London, pp. 243-268.  

Wehrheim, Lino, “Economic history goes digital: topic modeling the Journal of Economic 
History,” Cliometrica 13, no. 1 (January 2019): 83-125 

Wei, G. (2019). ‘A bibliometric analysis of the top five economics journals during 2012-2016’, 
Journal of Economic Surveys, 33(1), pp. 25-59. 

Weinberg, Eric, “Using Geospatial Data to Inform Historical Research in R,” The Programming 
Historian 7 (2018): 10.46430/phen0075 

Weintraub, E. Roy, How Economics became mathematical science, London; Durham, NC: Duke 
University Press, 2002 

Weisdorf, Jacob, “Church Book Registry: A Cliometric View,” in Diebolt, Claude, and Haupert 
Michael, eds., Handbook of Cliometrics, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 2016 

Whaples, Robert, “A quantitative history of the Journal of Economic History and the Cliometric 
revolution,” Journal of Economic history 51:2, 1991, pp 289-301 

Whaples, Robert, "Review of John Black A Dictionary of Economics," Economic History Services, 
Mar 17, 2003, http://www.eh.net/bookreviews/library/0749.shtml 

Williamson, Oliver, The Economic Institutions of Capitalism, New York: Free Press, 1985 

Williamson, Samuel H., “The history of Cliometrics,” in Joel Mokyr, ed., The Vital one: essays in 
honor of Jonathan R. T. Hughes, Greenwich, CT: JAI Press[REH, supplement 6], 1991, pp 
15-31 

Williamson, Samuel H., “The History of Cliometrics,” in Engerman, Stanley L. et. al., eds., Two 
Pioneers of Cliometrics: Robert W. Fogel and Douglass C. North, Nobel Laureates of 1993, 
Miami, OH: The Cliometric Society, 1994 

Williamson, Samuel H., and Robert Whaples, “Cliometrics,” in The Oxford encyclopedia of 
economic history, vol 1, ed by Joel Mokyr, Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 
2003, pp 446-7 

Wilson, Bart J., Taylor Jaworski, Karl E. Schurter, and Andrew Smyth, “The Ecological and Civil 
Mainsprings of Property: An Experimental Economic History of Whalers’ Rules of 
Capture,” The Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization 28, no 4 (October 2012): 
617-656 

Wright, Chester, Economic History of the United States, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1941 

Yasuba, Yasukici, “The Profitability and Viability of Plantation Slavery in the United States,” 
Economic Studies Quarterly, (September 1961) 

http://www.eh.net/bookreviews/library/0749.shtml

	Page de garde WP6
	Diebolt-Haupert_The Role of Cliometrics in History and Economics
	Clarke, Conor, “A two part interview with Paul Samuelson,” The Atlantic, June 17-18, 2009, https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2009/06/an-interview-with-paul-samuelson-part-one/19572/, downloaded December 2017
	Economic History Association archives, Hagley Museum and Library, Wilmington, DE, Accession # 1479, folders 1-11, 29-31
	Edgeworth, Francis, New and Old Methods of Ethics, Oxford and London: James Parker and Co., 1877)



