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Bl % MEMREES BE, REAHES Wat, SRR BHEE, Bl
Hoel HE AEEB) PR, THel FES: BARS, BHte £4, 12 @
B HRE 5 2ol ShhE M ERERES HEel b Ao fE Aol
() MEERAE B RRES BARE B3 Aok WK R ERA SERRG 51 0%
. & % HSLHY e ¢ Albert Fishlow, Railroads and -the Transformation of, the Ante-Bellum
Economy, 1965; Robert A, Fogel, Railroads and American FEconomic Growth: Essays in

Econometric History, 1964; Carter Goodrick and others, Canals and American Economic
Growth, 1960.
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AAZ D S e AL, M WEA S a7kl Brhe Biolth Z# o H W
HAAY EAES olv MEDA W A QolAE BRSNSt Beld
A AEg wbh AT 2E v e FHER Akl dE el BBl A BES S B
HEHY B It 2z BRed 2An, [ERS eRd BEANS HiEsle
WY & QESO o RN BHE SEHE 92 AY 9 Bod, A9 kEHe E
mmom WET + dE Awe AET 2% MEmes g #E & fe A
25 B WENA BHE AT 22¢ BH WEANA SR A A $ =B O

AE FEMETS BBeE AAY F At AL WEES [HRE] redirection o]
9 ST BE MR EERES AR R & BN E S W
2AEE B SEHE R AET BN oAt oA FHEmETLY K

TR 3 FEGLEES 2Ed 23 H4e : Peter Temin, ron Steel in Nineteenth-
Century America: An Economic Inquiry, 1964; Stanley L. Engerman and Robert W. Fogel,
The Growth of American Iron Industry, 1800—1860: A Statistical Reconstruction.

ERES Weiditol A3 %% : Alfred H. Conrad and John R. Meyer, The Economics of
Slavery, 1964; Robert Evans, Jr., “The Economics of American Negro Slavery,” Aspects of
Labor Economics, H, Gregg Lewis, ed., 1962; Richard Sutch, “The Profitability of Ante-Bellum
Slavery-Revisited,” Southern Economic Journal, Apr. 1964; Yasukichi Yasuba, “The Profitability
and Viability of Plantation Slavery in the United States,” Economic Studies Quarterly, Sept.,.
1961; Stanley Engerman, “The Effects of Slavery upon the Southern Economy: A Review of
the Recent Debates,” Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, 2nd Ser., IV, 1967.

BEmPae] AEMENE J1% & HERC w3 e : William N. Parker, “Productivity
Growth in Crop Production,” in Volume 30 of Studies in Income and Wealth; Paul David,.
“The Mechanization of Reaping in the Ante-Bellum Midwest,” Industrialization in Two System:
Essays in Honor of -Alexander Gerschenkron, Henry Rosovsky(ed.), 1966.

BB Lokl B4R uld %R Wi Bige : Allan and Margaret B. Bogue,.
“Profits and Frontier Land Speculator,” Journal of Economic History, May 1957,

HEEHAIHA 8 AR H#ol =Y P4 : Douglass C. North, The Ecomomic
Growth of the United States, 1790—1860, 1961.

TE(LFEEAS Bl 38 i e : Lance Davis, “New England Textile Mills and
the Capital Market: A Study of Industrial Borrowing 1840—1860,” Journal of Economic
History, Mar. 1960; Jeffrey G. Williamson, American Growth and the Balance of Payments, .
1820—1913, 1964,

#i{be) # : Eugene Smolensky and D. Ratajczak, “The Conception of Cities,” Explorations
in Enirepreneurial History, Winter, 1965. '

BEEEe] HERA A3 B : Jeffrey G. Williamson, American Growth and the Balance .
of Payments, 1820—1913, 1964.

(2) Simon Kuznets, “Summary of Discussion and Postscript,” Journal of Economic History, Dec..
1957, p.553; Robert W. Fogel, “Discussion,” American Economic Review, May 1964, p.378.
(3) Robert W. Fogel, “The New Economic History: I. Its Findings and Methods,” The Economic -
History Review, Dec. 1966, p.651.
C @) BEITFEY RS BEY AAT B ST B B S8 WES ASd =
A 42 AREM:-E 9o Fgteh. Lance E. Davis, Jonathan R.T. Hughes, and Stanley Reiter, .
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& ohr, EERE oL delvbl HENAATL AL FESA @ BB WEEE
MR (reconstruct)she %7701 Sl Aolth 719 Paul David 487 44 wAA Qe
ENE, BE 2 Stz HEsh] 1870 4ol AT 1803 4 Alol ) Albae] A4 FAk
2Bz iR Hd BkE HHE dewsEe 477k 2= E fld BEH.©

AAE FRBEHERE S FIH HHIEEE HES (ecombining)ste] Ligle] wtEeial
ol fE WEMEE d& MEd Wi 71ectz v, 719 Fishlow & el 25
WILE %HASH] $18te] New Orleans o A REfisizbol #FEFND PEIZHRS R2E
& AT 7 @ Temin & FERREST gt o= FUG HEE 2E2 349
RS e SRAEEEE UL POREEERE BHs H= gl Ao @

A 2 FRERE Sl WEEE MR =t BRI ed By Mitfsd R
of AEBRE oL BN A%t A=, o o £ Filel AR REER LB
HRE, R pE AR WEES BEEC 2ed REER O BER K
HsHe kol 2clath, 2 WHIRA Fishlow #ige REILH A BEGS M2E
#eEat7l 91k New Orleans o] Fo]& of Wl s:gdyel BIALLass] F3te] ofd &

& Aok Bed, oAA 2k ol MM MRS BitRaRe] TOMERs 2o 3
o AR BE st e Aol ® Ly, E— ol BREH A BIdE
W st dE B SR Rl AN 2RV B4 F UL gl

gAA R AR 5 v FEERS WEGEEY HEl BENeEE WEel AHE

A WEshe HEE Zot vedl H#E F2 Slde #old. o JHke miid
Alfred H. Conrad 8} John R. Meyer 7} #iiQgsae] #—&kiy Hite] @ ZE9 W
“The Economics of Slavery in the Ante-Bellum South”o} A Ffstz 9lEd, 252 #
B EHmATY TRRE RAERY #HAkE EATe e EBERe HEs s M
ol WETREE ERANT. 5, &— Ry - OEE R KRS RS IE
Sehd IEA RS ARBEEHY MO TE N4 kRS Fl—aok 9 Aol a @Y

“Aspects of Quantitative Research in Economic History,” Journal of Economic History, Dec.
1960, pp.531—47; Harvey H. Segal and Mathew Simon, “British Foreign Capital Issues, 1890—
1894,” Journal of Economic History, Dec. 1961, pp.566—81, ZiR.

(5) Robert W. Fogel, “Discussion,” op. cit., p.378.

(6) Albert Fishlow, “Antebellum Interregxonal Trade Reconsidered,” American Economic Review,

May 1964, pp.3562—364.
(7) Peter Temin, “A New Look at Hunter’s Hypothesis abou; the AntebeHum Iren Industry,”

. American Economic Review, May 1964, pp.344—351.
(8) Robert W. Fishlow, “Discussion,” op. cit., p.379 ¢ footnote 7 & BR.
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o) BB Mol A R 2 BB M I58RNT 508LL LY w4 I
ABHA 8 Bohe A€ WBE 4 A3l © B |
o A A 2 FHRIEES) AR FolfEgel A BWio) ER REIS drhE Ap4leld
B4 olwl Figd FRLEESL, 1859 wEtEose BlR LB, A MIEEY BRd 9
B MY WEES 9 9B 2 b BEG AL KR ERclda vl Qo
A BHES WEY SE/ Y HRAA 9 REER A ok 2E ol |
e B WET £ ft HRS MHEOSE WESHE 4% 9% T B
s "ok, ol W@ M WES o] QA e HEk BEel WHET A% 24 o) FEkE
& Azte) Atolo] ol MRMY MR otz ABESTh. Ransom & S REHS F
&L Wwsts) 4184 itﬂfﬁ, RIS ik, A, ROSE 2S EH OUEE S At B
2 st FhE Wm Qe 00 olw] AREEHERS Ransom o] EH: g

E8 kel Abold BIBEE MBI Fr Ao EBEm 53 WmAES Aol

oSk Bl A, FHRMSEEIT Efiol HEEE MM, o Sol KRS « ERMM.
Pl 59 Wbt REREC WA e BRE WEnA 7] @ Eel oS (FgHz 9
ot 29 2o WRES BBl vlA wEel WES HEE AN w4 ®wESE 9
oM oW ks W mE ko) el A AU wlel Mkl B HEEY op
2, BAAE FEIAE G Aol BE R EEE F R wES etk W
A= SEE A Db, ool WM kel ol B WS do olE W K
FHEN 4 (counterfactual condition)o] o}, 71# Ransom o] Jkis7h 9l 4 (HEE 2
ARy [osto) oM IBEEC A 4EEE L HEfhd 9 AR el 9rt 9 A
Atz Bew oZlel vl EHEEM Heeke & el AT 0V vk skl L} Wi

)

(9) Journal of Political Economy, April 1958, p.114; Journal of Economic History, Dec. 1957,

p.539. ‘
(10) Roger L. Ransom, “Canals and Development: A Discussion of the Issues,” American Economic

Review, May 1964, pp.365—376; Robert W. Fogel, The Union Pacific Railroad: A Case in
Premature Enterprise, 1960, Chap. 4. ‘

(11) Robert W. Fogel, “Discussion,” op. cit., p.381; J.D. Gould, “Hypothetical History,” The
Economic History Review, Second Series, Aug. 1969, pp.195—207; Ralph L. Andreano, The
New Economjc History, 1970, pp.75—78; Fritz Redlich, “New’ and Traditional Approaches
of Economic History and their Interdependence,” Journal of Economic History, XXV, 1965;
Albert Fishlow and Robert W. Fogel, “Quantitative Economic History: An Interim Evaluation,
Past Trends and Present Tendencies,” The Journal of Economic History, Mar. 1971, pp.
15—17. . N B
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2 e TR BT AN IR AT KR G942 29 AR o G
3 WEE WAE EHGEED =X KW FAER Roly T, zuEz olH
CRE B AR WA WEGHDS BIE - B BREE KESA g8

Q& Aolghun o

BLES B4 &4 Q& uke} Zol FiEmmEE el sbg mHdz A%
BEG HmS HES WEE BMAE 5 Aol obveh, LTl WEATHE Soh 2
A2 ABE WEssl A Eigel KERTE dchz wAT. FEELSL Eie)
e B A BEEE BHES WS HHE B9 RS BRMRSE ke R
FAb BES 2 e WEFHes molw we fEe HEHR BAe TRENSE
Bojz BE BASO) WEmoE B A ogA ¥ o FHEELT RIS RAHE
o B WL Fotol A QoA MRS HE, WOl MibE T BEEHE 2 RS
o) BHFER, 2Elm o B Y BMMAS 240 BEHY AU RESE G2 e &
Bl AT W Y 4 e EEMEE Bd mES B Sl JaA g
#Eol Bl Wit - BB WHE HELAY 2 e Flelth -

A E RIS AAY WL EERESE WEN BEO ML B3R A4S Ba
sEalel B9 ovh, o BumM MHE MY THY BESY HESle mIe S
NE FHAHLE BHAZ AL AY YA AE BEo] ohd. BEFEHIS Hiliol
T A 2N WS RS Bl T HAEel | iR x]x-rf;&bﬁl, A%

(12) Bl 1J.°1*1 o [RERY - BN WA Rl -‘Jrf]"’%t ﬁﬁ?%‘& Meyer 2 Conrad 9] %xE
3} Fogel, Railroads, Chaps. I, 1II, VI, 2. '
A7 A @A REHY BHZA Fogel o & A F ft&ry & 2d model & Mikd
o chgat gk, 4l EEERE A MW BE ot ol o] Hetk &
(1) a=Xk
o714 e MIRE GRHER B 7 ERHP R .45}] EzE Fiﬂ:%-/] He] 2, ke
X9 EYE FhEy BT B— kY RERE AW FEADL &% 7\%’°1 g &
(2) a=t[W(Dss—Dysr)+(BDsp—RDp))

o 714
W=if - vf4 %9 FHFHEEFE
B=iF - v+d %) FHAREEE
R=1F « v}d %) THHREER
Dyy=B5RAN A KBREB7A & T
Dypr=aRA A BEBGHAA o TFRBEn
Dsy=" KB BTTH ] A E—RAE7A o] iR
D, =8EBTE A g—RigAA 9 IR
FER@)ANA AW EUEY e BHiRse mo= RHE GE dew et ¥
& 9z AW EI O e MEC e sotstEr EY EE e e ¥ 4
gl th. (BEMNE ¥ Fogel, Railroads, ibid., p.56 uT 9 p,207 LT 28 )
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BFSi g A BB = BAT Mt BN EERRES #ifel b EELH
B9l REEEEY Ao g, J1¥ XEe Simon Kuznets, @] J.R. N, Stone 3
Phyllis Deane, {##ip59] Francois Perroux 9} Jean Marczewski% 7o AlgEo] 2¥r

z BAG. W g8 BELARES BRE S A9 #itd BRABRES BHS A= =
5 2227} EE B BERER BF AN BAY B RET 9L A
o g9z, RS A5 REHRY HEs BEN BEE JHA 25 o] & Hiel Al
A fprsted gakeE & Aol —kivelAdz & 5 A

FRBEHFSS o7 s s Bistel JEIER EE &8 97 A2 AolH,
E3) ERKH S HET BB 5o BEEsE s REZ LK HEE A
2 Yok, zEd orde & B B FwaEe 53 2 FelAx A BES EA
= RE FEHEY R ok B HEY REM BRC 3 HEWU HEEA
ghokAY mE WRE A$7 HSE E o 2 HEL BEste A %}1’4 BE
o] ¥ BASHAY 2 BREZ W S A el AR KT EY 2w 8
ol st Jx E AL AEEET Ao HE =v B BAR #HAEC
A FHE Aot 2 R FIKEEFES Mites ERESEs BASA BRESA He
d 2 FoAE AR fEEKS) 2ol Fkol [EEFSHT (regression analysis)ol v, [MEFSHT
& 7} Albert Fishlow 7} BE{LBSLETHS SEHEE fEsted HAT EFERIIN
3, Jeffrey Williamson o] #riftel W& Watel 4 ol FMET AxE zA ol 04 Paul
MacAvoy &= BUIEES EEE Aol MMMRET wEsted MRS THERS BRst2
ot ZEk ol =l d HERATHE A & B HEE AT FHAE dreA 2
& 9l&d 7tg William Whitney & Bi%i-} ST Bl =131 BRE WEStEH &
ABEHSHT (Input-Output - Analysis)-& FR3 = James K. Kindahl + A9 FEzd
ZHol A REILBPMEEERY MIZRTHREE fEs e BH%TSAE hypergeometric
distribution)&- MRz Y& Ao, 19

—#Rel KRERR ol = MAKIERY KB HEE REEER B ME
¥ s EReed ek BEMOE st Abge] Sld. 2V EHR edAE

e

(13) The Economic History Review, Second Series, Dec. 1966, p. 650.

(14) Fishlow, American Railroads, op. cit., Chapter 3 and Appendix B.; Jeffrey G. Williamson,
“Ante-bellum Urbanization in the American Northeast,” Journal of Economic History, Dec.
1965, pp.592—608, The Journgl of Ecenomic History, op. eit., p.652.

(15) The Journal of Economic History, ibid.; James K. Kindahl, “Economic Factors in Specie
Resumption: The United States, 1865—79,” Journal of Peclitical Economy, Feb. 1961.
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o] BIRE B3 e A woh, BRI BHSTE Dew s W RE Fog)
Ak ZE RBHE 28 £ 0o BUT G Hme sl ¥ YEkol
3 Adrz % 4 ek 296 o A4 AL WAENS Ho) MM HiFHEio)
FEHE RO S fsgste S0t &9 doke Aot ol® A% WY RKE
EEGE BERS 249 MIEY BHE EHeR ERS MAS 94 ¥ 4 gx
Fike EEE & gle WEES whmme S,

RS A E BMEShE EERC EAR ¢ /14 %G1 Paul David o) i
O] B Waeol A Fob & 4 Sk U0 MMM B3 B () EK (threshhold
function) & M8 7] Slel A EESVES FUEOAR SEEEEY FARREAER,
o] WS B, 292 TSR B9 BEMY MHEES SES Add R
o5 WEAEE 29 WE SRS o M EERS SleAE TAEERIE FA
Pk F Aol 27b HET AL MR KEERS BUe WS EY 2 @m0 H—
stebd el 9% AT o2 KESE A Abolel Mime] fEsERIShE ARyl
gl 2E FRBHH BT B B - TEE gkt e gut T
ELES B2 o W@ A el o stel /N (parameter) 7 Al 24l 3
Vol PHEME WHA WD o shehe e WEMEE, FFE, 295 Wl 58
o AEER AolS Kol gon o F Jeule g figshed LER BHE BRI
Qg & A Aol

WENES B fao A% BEsA vehte AL BERERE ¢4 & fils
Fiol vk HIEEE(LY MMEE MRS HZ ¥ Aotk 2ud REd A% 2% BRE
o] MEWRE ket EEE Qo HEH Tud BRG] HmEAS W %
A HE FE) Aol LB LESA Dok Te of RFEA Kok (counterfactual
«condition) & FEMO 2E WASA F& Aols W ¥l WEY + U= Wb BRk
o el EMEAE Fe Aolth oA S Mgk HEAE A T MR
A o9 Hoe AAAE Kl ARAE WEEKE T HWEE FEE HE R
FEMERLEE REEN RAE HESA T & Y - — A% 5 —Hy B
ol BEel JES Aolth odrA thAl Eips HESNS BEE WESA G¢
F 9ee ¢ F gu o

«(16) Paul David, “The Mechanization,” op. cit., pp.28—39.

+(17) 1.D. Gould, “Hypothetical History,” op. cit.; R.L. Andreato, The New Economic History,
0p. cit.; F. Redlich, “New’ and Traditional Approaches:,” op. cit.
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o145} New Economic History o] Fiiitkel EHMHE #IBAATL oo 2o
WG] BEIA REEFL HET Re A 2 AL FE 2 FRRRI B

ikl Ggleh. Wl FHEEEL S LAt Bme FadEd RENGT o o
Fik w3 MRS A R Aotk zEu, FEEEKEY e PO M &
w4 sl Be —iel BRMRS REWoE BMEAA & Holth & o)
o olee BEEES WES RWR] Kol B H HE B B B4 ARA B,
oA 2P0 B Y BEE 44 4& REE Su2 A o974 Fikwn
®ES| FAAE 2T EUHE AL FARIAT 25 REm 3 A KA
29 wA= %o

FHRe) WRRES A A% d9del AR SBE EEBEHRS Mk
of 3 P AT, ol FILBBLIAI LEERS MEREER oA MEkHE
b oW e HEE AP S FAl] Ba Roldh,

Bss hsh 2ol WA BEA AHSY EREES MLBRBLAS mHnte
bellum South)§ plantation fijfiEe] o &-# sle] &, (EEMWO T MRl I
= Eere Svh. WMPHWAIEG] o Tel IUEMIE HAMe S0l Ryl W Edl HEEE
b ERS AR, Tueh o] IREE —BIOR MY ¢ AYE AL 2UFd
2 RS HABIE BEel & MRS Elsh B A Tolghz AEel ghep, oo

o] RS BiE o gl& Alfred H. Conrad & John R. Meyer o gstel olaf A @
AT SBE A FAQT O o WAL IGHFTEES FiMel T Jdtks A
AubA s Qo BEGLE BRA L Y Bk TEAES AR, e RE.
o A Gevhe FRE FE IGKEM T GO £EANE R kR o o
£ #EE ERYTHE HE di#six 5. Conrad o Meyer & of FE#H Aloldl T
ML BEA RTES U g Meres, meke kel HES) ANANE #.
palrlol AT BF LRT ¢ A4S AAHR G5k 2ES ® s B A Ik

E RAME ¥ 4 0%, 297 WEo] PEEE TAAe LAkl BT MR
Fd el 99 BEY BARS B ¢ oH, ot WERERS, ] A

(18) Robert W. Fogel and Stanley L. Engerman(eds.), The Reinterpretation of American Economic:
History, 1967; Douglass C. North, Growth and Welfare in the American Past: A News
Economic History, 1966.

(19) The Economic History Review, Second Series, Dec. 1966, p.644.

(20) PAT % Conrad and Meyer, The Economics, Chapter 3, 2@,

F.X‘N
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Conrad } Meyer & IEIZHE T A9 WPILE Vo], A4 WS BFIERE ..
WH, S4s e FEWOLEMES WD AEENRE A%, $A B AR
& s BT ZTREH R BAREMC G2 wokth, 2824 o FMA.
& Fxel HAE TeAL WY BERS HES A o 2A . BTN WAl
Rt S TES I LAY PURAREE, WES EAERE o Ik 1
Adl Qe R b, KE R MRS PUBEA 264 gl g 202
ERPMEAS 5 WIEERT ks BB SN0 TE Bl WHIT. M
RIS MUBAS A ke M D BB BmGosM d9d. zala MUKAY B
B9 PPN FEHIE oA wEDT. o9 2L Mol 2ete] Conrad -
Meyer &= BFM#S Kade FENEY BMEBSBLAIY A%5 e plantation o A Wifk

0 575 8%<)W ZAL AR BN KRS WS RRA MEEREY kel
e R BRIA 2 Aolw Ay Bk B B2 s odd iy mK
ol A% e fEol @ 2004 5% Abelel AT, 2 K i+ AR 2= BB
H, o)A Al ) R, Be] A= . A Seholvhe} o Bul# 9] plantation o) A& 10 .
A 13% =g, o

W LTI WASIES 3 o o Conrad 9 Meyer & £5i10] 4 ¢ Ao
AQAQ LES $ab ohde} kel A KEAAAAL 2uEe Piae) mEHD, 23
2 OEE - RERAS FUHAR 2 BAMA HE ¥A god o HA9. 94 L
T EE € MBS Yobd BY 0 ool AR HiS AY febe BE WED A
# Conrad ok Meyer &= WifZe] LIRS IR 3% ol& £4& 0.1%% 7.1%4 ¢ #HH
& 5 A4 olested Y JA e b BREEEES PrREaty A%
4~5% ol WA EPA T WEEM) dolAE hE FEEEd BHE DI s
B WY + Y97 Aol 2Ee] 2uA ¥ & ANW AL LTWES Fae W
e ERBEEECA FEas WEPE HAolH, ogA st 2L FAMERSHITI
Aol 4~5%9 FAES S92 U9tk 2HE MESN] BT BET HR Tk
A wgt ol WEANS EREI A E FREE T IGE RS Ml 15RUT
sk 50 BBl kS ARbob suls] 2u) whslel ol & MASE MM E e SEHERE
kAT EEEO YR Aol |
mmic History Review, Second Series, Dec. 1966, p. 645.



4_...10-—

Conrad 9} Meyer o] BA#ify Zigol Risel Ufile]l R g - e WEE A
A HEEE w8 A9 $v= Yasukichi Yasuba o) v}, 2 3= fuike] 4AEHREHS HEY
el vt B A RYE 2 iRl A FHES ~°r]/3ﬂ A R EE Y MR B
B8, 2 TREES WY Ao oivg kel 4ER I MEFERS Hlasx gow
ok the Bie A Astglnh. —EEE A BAMY EigH 2 £AER Aold BE BE
foer 29A o8 HEsEE Ao ohvidh. JEEEALR & FiEe Wyl HHY
BARHERERAE oAV £ BFAFE] ABEEESE ko o ERFIEC flo =7
uf Eoll AR THEEMC] 2 AERS L K#Eo R TR =t

zE Y RS A 2 REdRC] fHGERE T o whE HEE NARBEE e gl
o, fitfae] ¥l AL —ifie 18084 LithS] BUERAC] Hd Bibs WEolz —
= BRI A SHEEACT AYRN BE by EERA o HiRsz A" FE
AEEE Aolslth olH e fweR rlctel [e] MEBAINS HEMMEL Zolex
AR Aolvh Yasuba o #:i2E 1821~2549 5HEEFL T 736 A WEMEL
B R 428 fhol EIE BEFIES -3 2 ) MEE BRI ?17]77}2151 HMESE
5 Jehz gleh, wbTe] mhebd 1821~25 SEfflell BAMbEl RERIEC] Ik THBEKE
o) 58%& vehilz, 1841~A5 ol IUEREMS 72%, 1851~G5 4] 85%% Holw
AgH.

ol A% FEILEIG ol 2 7tA 40 EHel AH REEBA AT AR age A
©)Re] kRS gltte AL wEFe s Yasuba: MEHIES BN REHE Bk
Heg dehilE BRE 28l 9ok #ut ofve}l Conrad o Meyer 7} e GERX
O HHEES 1A KEHES dds A MAC EHIERMEY RS BIH
A+ 80, A4 2582 REE BESE BERE PONE TBRERY
3ol M A R JoE YA GREKRS 23R Aol ,

ol g dte], BB BN HB) W REHE D T e 2o B E A7 A
v} AEGIRES RS e RERES HEE 5 de Aot BRERELS M
Hz H A EREEYX S 2 FBe 44 HXe AR wAdA FHdE B
S HEiEE Soh. IEE =E ) dele FAEES HiE WA stedE RS A
oz MEHL . o B EREEFEY HEEIMIAY MESEE Bk o

#22) Yasukichi Yasuba, ‘The Profitability,” op. cit., pp.60—67; D. North, Growth and Welfare,
op. cit.,, Chapter 7.



shebe Aoldt,

ol &l EILBBLAIY FEHY EWRS XY 9% 2L A2E WRER s
ARSI A H 9l Conrad, Meyer, Yasuba o #fhe] @HEL, M7 BRI
M) WEROI I E P A2 ATV SE REE 430 JITE Ae BN
EATh ola] Bbs] FIMMEE U4 EEd s MREEY AR Kme ndd
= AL ATH AWM PRESel Eelkwh =9 Richard Easterlino] a4 #a
o HERAIBTEY HAHES | A% FHOREC] FIRBLNY BRI S 7Y 1.5%2A
B A % HbA 2 SEe BETT GRSE 2o Fx e Holth o

19 HHBS) MK 30 4fs 20 fHE AUl AIERel WEol MY AL IUMBHS fE
Wtkol BED Aol ohe FILRSLZ e i @ Eol3 v}, Stanley Engerman ol g
e vhe ol B ELBSLEY RERC] WS WESIE HEEg &
T EEHS) 1A BIBS 1870 0] HISE XWSE KMo 2457 g Al B
o JEA B o] W Bel B 1860488 1 A% FEKMESZ [MEHEW o 30
£ AROH MRS TANR 1A% RRFEKHES 2L ] BiEshed e
E 600l AR THEE A Bk BT RERE RAHEL wEe mmRe
HERRE Y HENE BlA Boe EEES FEEEC 39 242 HEES
aHe Aol

LlkelA 2o & AAY IS £ LEEELS WE ol BAT H#HE A
W Aol Aol ATt EELUM A AE = HBEE B4 Eohe BET. $79 B
HEolA Bt W MLZHEE HMS LB B A2E PEEolnE o § Az 4
EETER Y

i

Arnold Toynbee F§t*-&] Paul Mantoux & A=A Hfito] ©| 27174 BEHFS L HE |
g BRS EEBEC REEE BOREE)S REESS BLM BRoE 25 fd. =
FER BT BEE HE, HMrE W% olz Kl A EREGE BEAI7 AL jenny
O, BRR, REME, BEH, RFSM, S e pBEcidz EAA $
oo zE v RS o A BRE HESE e A g, R BTl
e vl E#RY 2Rl WA —mEise —EESMd BEE Y Sl AR

. {23) Richard A. Easterlin, “Regional Income Trends, 1840—1950,” American Eeonomic History;
Seymour E. Harris(ed.), 1961, pp.525—47; L. Engerman, “The Economic Effects of the Civil
War,” Explorations in Entrepreneurial History, Spring, 1967.

2(24) Engelman “The Economic Effects,” op. cit.
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PR ES e P HEE AFAA & AR HT FAEY MRe 98 A
olgieh, ol &9 FigE W b MR vhProlath 2 AAE mEES HME RN
A s Rl T F RS LEMAMY REE A4 BRMA BaszA 6k
Bie wsheel ol BEHKY RFEMHY FWE William Parker o) /Napiiae] 25 5
Bl & 4 SITh 09 2 1840453 1911 4 Abolo] NSl Ao MEpAEEC] 3%
Bk RESTHE Ae dobileh, o AEEMMT 2% & B9 60%F Mkl =EA
AN 17%% S Mo, 16%E WML Mt FWRES MERAY, YA
7%E Hib WERA ERAL L. B WES WL WS (i) A% T 9
& w3 th. Parker #i%t WHEES BB O 2 Mol 9% WA 70%, £t M
HERME 40%LL1g ST et gl

29k a4 Parker o) Bigeol A, o) A ISl FERE 4] MmHIHS
q A ¢ EERE ERY SRR BRI BEMNS w4 R AoE 3
grtel ARoleh, Parker o ot MRS BBEAE Aol ohzh BEHMAA itk
®EE e 28 FERES MRS o) g 297 9P, —EHEY o
W Ee] A T A RS Bgel 2 BB KHAE AARE AL AA
N2g FRES PR FRE Y2 ' o)w. 2989 Douglas N.orth-7} 1600 4Ro])
A 19 HIRFREE Abo) S 250 4ROl Bal A AT b QlE AWRERED 50% Tl -
W) ol At RIEEHE WENOE ohFu BHE 7 FLoh 0 o REHTHS
A9 BE A4 WIATHS Wakok BRMY Hhshe HBERLe BR 2 #I1
Sz g WWITES PR WEHSE AMRE MAA e AL o LEE
S QA Ago) Wl w, MM Wi MEHERY HRTSETE AT 2
RERAE WTHA AR Atk o 2L HRNA L B MHHER ShelF #n
oA B ATeHEd FIE S WS AW GRT F A @ Al

Beom $AuWe) PRBENS MEERY RES RIS Hrheel gleh old 4
me) FIBR A% KRB A b 1860 F7A S REMHTRSY RE BT
Robert Brook Zevin £] gy#iol e, @7 Zevin o] filfsh=A] 1816 420l 4 18334l o] 277}

(25) William Parker, “Productivity Growth,” op. cit.
(26) D.C. North, “Determinants of Productivity in QOcean Shipping,” The Reinterpretation; Fogel
..and Engerman, op. cit. '
(27) Robert Brook Zevin, “The Growth of Cotton Textile Production after 1815,” Ther
Reinterpretation, ibid. . ‘ -
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A 7S T MTESEE Sh BklS WOl ol BIME ) ARAEe)
84 Hok=ol 4] 23] FiMECE= = HiAsle] 280 4% LLLS) Mg EiTh. B MBS W
ool Zevin & AES £ RERE 17.1%E WAt 2 o HEY 359 12
Z2 g EHS AnSidl o Hige MEENC BEs A & Aol YA
348 2% BHREIMS TRBB BEE T 99t Zevine o)A fAEEY FEE
SRS B, FRES TE, MemiE REow RER THu MRS k¥
o o EEM b el e Aom Fem A, AL MUAES FAA A
9 17%% AAY Polvh, FMEM FHS B%E A% BESNEY BES B
o 22%% AAgHE Aol

Zevin o] BigeE, ©E BESY 2 fas & oW Ad 2RSS U BE
EEWETES Biol oA A2E WRe R mRueh o JAE F—
Kiel BEoZ Ay P vhe B HEST Stk WA Y FES THRREY &
ol oA WES KIS BIFHEAA D5 geh 2R opF ok HWe K,
GRS EH, EREMS WE, Bl B e fee HRERS RS MR
A A b Aol @ S |

AR BEERS Bl WR BF SiFolth. HWERY EAE New
Economic History &) 7} A% &¢ W] 17 2 A o2 #4=) = geh. Peter Temin
o MR 2 2okl R B3 WE = 9EA HEelN ™ J B B
S0 =& Paul David o) Welifie] a ro] A&sheh O Wl 1830 £4Re] B9
D AAUE T WRE 20T R} o}F Ll WEL HAHAD Aol o HAH
of —fgolA WolmelAl # 1% WEE 1850 F4% el ol ki, o TS T BR
iy B FRel el A WL SR RESE Aok ¥ BEEo MK b
sk MESHH MOLE 2 BEo D MW AT, o=T RIS SEEKS LA
o WHMS MEMME A L @R FAAE ¥ FA Fotz Qo |

David & ol7| 4 #—, B, ko] A BES) faiige] KlKe fand 2 B
ol Sz Germl NEEEC) BESTY EHE WHRER WaA HHHoE FolA
9 Aojehm mabeh 2& E KEME R dE PEEEC ok BT e mESD U
(28) North, Growth and Welfare, op. cit., pp.6—10. -
(29) Peter Temin, “A New Look at Hunter’s Hypothesis,” op. cit., pp.344—51; Peter Temin, Iron

and Steel in Nineteenth-Century America, op. cit., Chapter 3.
{30) Paul David, “The Mechanization,” op. cit., pp.3—39.
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ojehehel B BRI QoA RS 4R BATY ABRESE Mty e
WS IRRTEIR (o) o] 7 i FEEAS NS AR BINESE TStz Q9o
o} 9 WRM O R S AEHHC 9T WE ololA% KA T e 2 B
HE B oA BB SRS = o] Hake AEhkdE s
@t 9 9o W Fol k.

9 BT KT BALd S BRAEE, WEREES BESHES Aol
o Leael MRAA FE EHEe Fue mes Sz 9ot DavidE o mWle #A-
WIS HeEstel 1850 A% HACl & RS BB BIRL, /NEEY TR 46 o o] A
BLES] el A vt WSS HATC ARFIEES Heol AAvhE AL w2
W R IO FLEMS o 256l0l7el AvhA @geh. meiel 50 44 el
A e B SWER A TEE Aok, o THE ERHE ¥
3ol olA 2 WA Foket. Al IEwel FHEBRE 30042 LAY W F,
oF 5 % ole] [RFMFHMSL PITEBERE Aol o F3Est 75% LlEolt MidE gl
® Aolrt. 1850 £ Hifflol WMo ol EEE Ax S @AH FE AL o
o] & Midol Y& Aol '

BT EREMES] BT AR FRRES BEd Bl WA Fhew MkE
o el JE e FEelth o SH WREEEZA REMA AL MHRE v gE
Robert W. Fogel ¢ %;%ﬁ Railroad and American Economic Growth o] v}, B MUkl
2 HE it Bk EEFEKES BES 9 39E 35 BEEKESY HBE.
24 9% & g BE Rt QN A9 REFHMES EHENoSE e 20 4
gk, o7l fRARM - B BA =E REEN BES A LB A5E Aelw o]
ol ME] $ule EED WEE YR Mot BEmo R e sl —Bh
o fHE Hams 2 S e R

Fogel & $19] sl 4] 1890 4Fol] Wdt =9} 2o WAlE A-¢2=m vt of el
Al BRE SuEe TREes K% (social saving)ol e}, o)1= FEER 3149 Mt&H
BAS WMEES Bidd oY WARERAD Sl REHNE O RRTFR 9%
F—pEdhe) A—igie] 2% Alold #gclatz HEsel glvh. o BEEE HE
o W@y BERT A B 24 debdeh, 2 S 3E RIS Repne w1
2 BEYR S A2 wEos AL AREE Hle Rilel BiEstH & itee] B

(81) Fogel, Railroads and American Economic Growth, op. cit., Chapters, 1, II, 1II, & VI.




o HlkrE At AT b e, B el BEY BunE KBS BEE Bkl
o Avtz ¥« ol LB WEW SVt BREBAS 4iNdle HHer BHHE 5 9L
7] Wi, Zgutk ob e Ffhel =& B ESEE #H 1R § B2 RTES 43
BEER AT Bkt Jd BES & Aox, HES e 4% BESE &
£ 29 it B4£F ol RUMHEY MY kel BEHE Aod. LES pe
—HBhe] Rl WMoz BEA f A% BAE F AE @E@ﬂ%«l Hskol Jid -
A& RAoltt.

A e St F A it BERE B, 2 s e BEy Eme
Aojul 2ol G EEEHQ Schbeln SHE e ERTHY FEKk, ®EV L= ER
FRE WAY W WA BRKE Q9 KRR, 202 KB KBS HER 23
o2 FASE KRB 3 22 WEmed BRAY #itelth. MHe BRENS #Hiss]
A A EEST] FAHEQ S, BEA (= 3 BE QS KK EEEL of B
o el A EHR Aolch WRA N 29 HESl o]z K BLE A = mE
B KLY o ® 9T EEMA MRS ERS HIFES JASE Hd o2
A TERE PR E: BES METOEM HEBMASUT. BES: mhEse
Rl A e Wz ot :

RS ol oF ¥ BKIS By BAKOE Qa4 Fogel o Pt MEWS Bigel WA

T kg BrEel RES S Ao o] WEHY HEAANE SEY f R Hiy:
el Mol B Al AhA e MRS EE REHA At =z AAw kst 1890
ol ERE R RS BRBtel TR e Aoz, AT S de A4 A=
5,000 =} &) fERjE I FjEo) & A @RE e et BEeld, Adv kRt
s ol YUrte BECl T, ofF F A BETH #ES wEH FES 3733 F 1890
o] MEERES 3.1%2 #Es . EREE ERiEEeR dJdAw mEn ¥

& GNP ol 1.8%2 WAdch, RKAE AL ol 8 o) B9 T shA9 TWAGo]
FERHA S BEERR Hide 9% Aelzte Adeleh. ol AEE EF Eashd mEry-
o] 80%c°l ZiE Aol ‘

o] o} [HEfsl A Albert Fishlow o EijtERSELIRTel #uga R FHES #FT FT=
1859 ] Mt&HY rd-g HEEeR Woh 6P o FHES st EBEY B okl B
(32) Albert Fishlow, American Railroads and the Transformation of the Ante-Bellum Economy, op.

cit., Chapter 2. B9l HkE #myrozE FrkFlS A$E I Steflano Fenoaltea,

“Raxlroads and Italian Industrial Growth, 1861——1913 ? Ezplomtzons in Economzc History,.
Summer, 1972, pp. 325—351. .
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o] < 175 g = GNP o] 4%t HAgieh. o 5 MEPS AW 449 1, Biyel
A9 359 1o] =3 k%A o] w27 el A & 242 v} Fishlow o 8¢ Fogel 9
A B W AIES FES BaEY) Sk RO Bl @R 2ME A$E MERY
AQE LT LES Aok ol el TR o A Aol REBMY H HY
8 #53 F A9e A¢ ¢ A

Blkol A $-2% New Economic History o @ 74 fRaE0e WoBREE HIRY A% ol
Aol EMY BE B 2 MRS RS ZH . dA4 334 2F A Bl
A EEEE 2RO T 4 Ak AL, IR W3 Robert Gallman, THEIRSLET -
o] bS] Yol Wa Jefirey Williamson, 19 HHE fRURES] Sl 49 &5l i)
o] 33t Stanley Lebergott, HABFAe) M¥aiol W3 John Bowman, 2] AT
o) BBl $3 Lance Davis 59 HFaRES ek @ ‘

V. New Economic History WEFA%RS FEREBRLDF #id

o7 A& FHEREEE ST WA ¥ 2 A BHEE d: MBS Hiksh
‘3 oolol WE-#tA1E A A St 2P oW $iEel HEMME =% New
Economic History o] RifERic 2 #iFs 2 AE7F? 9714 S8& 4 717 Big hle
= A9 IS MBS nea deh 2 AAE FHEREELE 29 Biel Slel aE
3 &7 MERES Stz drhe Aolw, EA: BES WA ME H% Ml Wt
o ffnsk A% MEA MRSl gt Bolx, AAE HEREBRS FE 3l
= RN MBS fHel =3 U FoE otk ez YA R ol she) Ml A%
27t WStz e A2, New Economic History & W=l SHPIHIY —Miaiikn=}
e BEs] B MRS S RS KK Bt oh =k, R - BOhH -
LY BEE Abol S MEMIRE NA(LA 7S BRSNS BERs Qo Bl

<A A R 5 e, MEREC) BT K XA AW B K
49 ol LRI e fihs o] sluke HlA ABEA Soldth. o] i
& New Economic History o 4:) $2iiehs. Ml#sl = 9lev] 3HEsam (Cliometrics)a
R #ES BRIt HA MRS & ool M2KMFAR F BEA M

«(33) The Economic History Review, Second Series, Dec. 1966, p.651,
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Wi HHIS FEE} oh gk, Bl HIE MR Hikel REAERS Bl wol =
E Blgor o Rl SolRiatel delA MEE SudE BHY Bl AGch
28, oA ol ISl HistE s Aok stz Yok, EHul 19654 LifkE New
‘Economic History & FEBEE distel Aviel, HE, =292, Fl, W% AR,
A, B0 % 7. do= 5o BME =t B4 m@sy HEd NRRE 38
Az 9o A BEE & 9ok 19684 BA FEel A MY EREHEA G x
#E7} New Economic History o] kst HHEEBEE ALoz BME vix AU o g
& M LELNG IIREEEESE ST HEY mEREY W Emms
i e MESEY MEHZ 93 doh 2l o AMSETI WW 5 Be Bl
WM AT KK =L post-doctor BRG] A P Y Buk ofdz, We AEAS
HRBBE A SIS #SSE HHoE WESY stz 9o 78 London School
~of Economics and Political Science ¢ #ByEsaERIE Bl SHBHEHE Hikie HEE)
e B, RSl BES BEABY MR ol - o=}, $7, oplol I
BNY A& OHE FEMMEPIERIS] LA MRS Zobd stz Qi Aojdh @
£EE WHZ S BRI HES B M Be BES oS AL ol
E BEREEY Aotk o] B 19704 9 B Ful= ko] 4 Mathematical Social
Science Board 7} PAfES & BEAIAE Tkd e, HERE 10 Hige KEEH %
BEES el K@, - A=, BEAA 4049 BEE Bt BB 1 F
MRCECl W Ee oliie) ARFER, REEATEY WHES R, HERGEHLR
& EES MRBE, WEE Qo4 FREMS BRI 2L SED BEEL K
FET QA BH, 47 Kol Y AR el e B HEY M sERo)
M EEE 2ol vk 5%k EREERBAGIA 13 = SHEREY it

«(34) Theé Journal of Economic History, March 1971, p.32.

rle
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e, AR, 299 3 28 SANE EE, A0 2 el EE Ml BN &
A% Qo Ae B 22 vk T BOAE #8 =99 299 FeMs Hk
TR AiEE BRI frgd BAD WE QYo HEe BRE B
sEsted 2AA g moh EHS S REE SEE Bl 1gs aFelsh

Zepioel MBS WelA R oE e Al BN He Hok 2Q ol AEAA
wEm FHkol WAE AL FE IoHHETE HEEAC BER Bl g4 gor, 2Ae
o DIRIRERS] S BEM BRI AT AA2AA MEHT ok zev, 2o
b ERLLIE Bkl RGN Ak HAKS BRAL B2 A7y Jose
AL Axolth. dukshd 19, 20 o] 104MFBL R 78 S M) W ag 9g AL
o Slete A SR TR AR, DTS ZhoE ofd Ao FAHA
Gz g FEI TR HWES FAESGE Aot Y moras MEY AnmRSel
FIEFHMBRS TAd B WA el F2A oY {HHE A2 29 2+ 3le &
G 2o BEE AR F4% A5 A0k, 2H Y BHS W AnERd B A
o ohn, 2s|ald A HPEEIA 16, 17HHES MR BT HHBNE Ea
AREY ol Wil A2 BERAIS MRS FFAY B8 Aold. Alice Jones & 181
Y EERBEGS FEY EEEREMY MESE, 2 SRAAS BEES 9
W, o sl = FARESRClY MBI 5o EH T WRAA FEE & e Aol
Btz HEEw g,

FAEY M HEEAE HHNCE AN RO Rk deldr, 29tz o
A SEEERRSC BES BB FAE JF BEYdrE T 4+ dohe 424
BEs B BAE @mpshme g ¢ Qb #@Eel v, mphEe) shie) W
E BESEUE BANOE AR 2 IR LURY MEBET] RELAE R
ool AR EES R AT Relm, 285 el 4 104K EERS i} B
B WEE (2 otz = @S0l ot 2XABUAZ AT A= e
CEHE e o SHEGE o TAd ML &Rl FIA AT Hael oA o8
J EAHEFES WEEA ) WWEL Mot ko) stz QE Aol o REER
HEO) KT MHe 2o MERES FAN WLL SR W Foloh, RS B

(35) Ibid., p.339) footnote 27 & 28. "
(36) Alice H. Jones, “Wealth Estimates for the American Middle Colonies, 1774,” Economic-
Development and Cultural Change, July 1970; The Journal of Economic History, op. cit., p.33..
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A BLLg 7HA ket William Ashley 7} T—ER Alole] deojvte A 2-& MLlE 93
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(37) W.J. Ashley, Surveys, Historic and Economic, 1900, p.24; - Guy S. Callender, “The Posxtlon
of American Economic History,” American Histary Review, Oct, 1913, p.88. o} ¥ 7+A r}'l
B The Journal of Economic History, ibid., p.34 oA K

(38) Edward C. Budd, “Factor Shares, 1850—1910,” Income and Wealth, Vol 24, 1960
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(39) The Journal of Economic History, op. cit., p.35.

(40) Ibid., footnote 34 BJE.

(41) Jones, *Wealth Estimates-,” ibid. :

{42) The Journal of Econmomic History, op. cit., p.36.

(43) A. Bogue and M.B. Bogue, “Profits and Frotier,” op. cit.
(44) The Journal of Economic History, op.- cit., p.36.
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o2, 37 EE oF @ A FAYE ol A el fepsa-g- AR ol
(45) “Primary Products énd Economic Growth: An Empirical Measurement,” Jowrnal of Pelitical

Economy, Aug. 1966, pp.315—32.
(46) The Journal of Economic History, op. cit., p.37.

47) Ibid.
(48) Ibid., p.38.
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