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After four years of successful collaboration, the INTERCO-SSH project is coming to its end. Marked by 
two important events— an international conference in Córdoba on “Social Sciences and Humanities in 
the Changing North-South Relations” and a workshop in Rotterdam on the “The Social Sciences and the 
Humanities in the European Research Area,” — the last year of the project was devoted to preparing pu-
blications that will contribute to the establishment of “SSH studies” as a research domain. Three books, 
corresponding to the three research directions of the project, –institutionalisation, internationalisation 
and circulation patterns– are forthcoming at Palgrave McMillan, as part of a series that this publisher 
asked us to run on the topic. Two special issues of journals are also in progress, one on modes of inter-
nationalisation (Serendipities) and the other on the international reception of great thinkers (Sociologica). 

our main results to a large academic audience and open a debate on the future of the SSH in Europe and in the world.

Dear INTERCO-SSH friends and partners,

Gisèle  Sapiro
Scientific Coordinator of the INTERCO-SSH project, CESSP-CNRS. 

In the last four decades, the name 

of Antonio Gramsci has spread 

well beyond the boundaries of 

(mainly Italian) political theo-

ry and Marxist thought where it 

was originally confined, reaching 

disciplinary fields as diverse as 

literary criticism, historiography, 

sociology, media studies, anthro-

pology, international relations, 

and linguistics, and countries 

as distant from Italy as Korea, 

Brazil, India or South Africa.  

From (British) Cultural Studies to 

(Asian) Subaltern Studies, from 

(American) race theory to (global) Gender Studies, Gramsci has become a fashionable resource for any brand of critical (social) theory and an 

intellectual icon for progressive movements all over the world. Studying the international circulation of Gramsci may be therefore strategic for 

the advancement of an empirically based historical sociology of intellectual production, circulation, and consecration. 

The Gramscian Bibliography was used to identify patterns, trajectories, timing, agents and modes of its reception in different national contexts 

and languages. Created by John Cammett in 1989 and subsequently updated by the “Gramsci institute” in Rome, this exceptional data set en-

compasses nowadays more than 19 000 items (books, journal articles, conference proceedings about Gramsci, as well as the whole Gramscian 

production). Other sources included citation indexes, archives and interviews. As shown in Figure 1, the spread of Gramsci’s ideas through 

publications followed a different pattern in Italy and abroad. In both cases, the trend has been rising since the early sixties and until the end of 

the eighties, with a peak in Italy in 1976 (just after the publication of the critical edition of the Prison Notebooks) and in 1988 in the rest of the 

world. A decline is apparent in Italy since the nineties, combined with a change in the ranking of languages (English is declining, while Spanish 

and Portuguese are rising).

The International Circulation of Gramscian Ideas (through Bibliometrics)

Marco SANTORO and Andrea GALLELLI (Università di Bologna)



Amine Brahimi and Clarisse For-

dant (CNRS) conducted a study 

on the reception of Edward Said 

in the francophone space of SSH. 

They surveyed 254 articles citing 

Said’s works, which were present 

on three SSH portals (Cairn, Per-

sée and Web of Science) during 

the period 1980-2014. A content 

analysis of these articles allowed 

them to classify the authors’ ap-

preciation of Said’s works as posi-

tive (50.23%), neutral (39.7%) and 

negative (10.70%).

Negative citation was particularly 

important during the 1980s when 

Said published his most cited 

controversial book Orientalism: it 

concerned close to 15% of the ar-

ticles published during this period. 

Negative appreciation strongly de-

creased in the 2000s (7%) and re-

mained on the same level in the ar-

ticles published after 2010 (8.57%). 

Neutral citation, i.e. without value 

judgment, regularly increased du-

ring the three decades under stu-

dy— from 30% in the 1980s to 48% 

during the 2000s— indicating a 

progressive canonization of Said’s 

theses. Positive appreciation of 

his works was present in more 

than half of the articles published 

in the 1950s (53%). It decreased 

during the 1990s and remained 

close to 45% in the 2000s. Posi-

tive citation strongly increased to 

about 68% for some of the more 

recent articles that were published 

between 2010 and 2014.

The canonisation of Edward Said 

in the francophone space of SSH

Amine BRAHIMI and Clarisse FORDANT (CNRS) Peter Tibor NAGY (Central European University)

Starting from Kuhn’s observation, that official positions in the field of 

science are primarily filled by representatives of ‘normal science’, this 

survey of top elites tries to escape all national biases by identifying 

the main intellectual innovators in the SSH among ‘canonized’ scholars 

cited as foreigners in national encyclopaedias. In our approach of ‘re-

putational elites,’ emigrants deceased elsewhere than in the country 

of their birth were separated from others. 

Data presented herewith emanate from the Hungarian National Ency-

clopaedia (2010). Following the graph, less than one third of ‘reputa-

tional elites’ under scrutiny died abroad in the 19th century and more 

than a third in the 20th century. The SSH followed this trend towards 

growth, representing about a quarter of all reputational elites cited in 

the Encyclopaedia. The differences between disciplines can be sum-

marized as follows: 

1. Internationally oriented SSH disciplines have a ratio of immi-

grants of 33-45%. These include political science, sociology, philoso-

phy, psychology, economics, philology, music and history of art.

2. Disciplines, with a strong national affiliation, have a ratio of im-

migrants of 31-32%. These are ethnography, aesthetics, anthropology 

and pedagogy.

3. More “national” sciences include law, national literary studies, 

geography, history and theology with a ratio of immigrants of only 

22-29%. Theology seems to be an ‘outsider’ in this cluster.

4. Clearly ‘registrative’ sciences with localized functions in national 

societies are archaeology, statistics, cartography and bibliography, 

with a ratio of immigrants of 8-21%.

The role of migrants in SSH elites

Elite immigrants deceased abroad (with dates of death)

The Argentinean team of the Interco-SSH project organized an International Conference on “Social Sciences and Humanities in the Changing Nor-

th-South Relations”. This event was held in the Historic Museum of the National University of Córdoba on September 10–11, 2015. The aim of this 

conference was to discuss ways of understanding the dynamics, structures and effects produced by international relations expressed in various 

disciplines, in different times and places. This meant, in essence, to enquire about the conventional assumptions of the relationship between the 

academic spaces of the «north» and «south» countries, «developed» and «emerging», «metropolis» and «provinces», and other binary relations that 

have guided the usual understanding on this topic.

During the Conference, 24 members of the project reported the results of research related to specific subjects of the workshop. As expected, most 

contributions empirically addressed Argentina. However, in line with the hypothesis that organizes the project, all the presentations considered the 

space of international competition as a central factor for understanding national developments as singular cases among other possibilities.

Discussions were intense and enriched by critical perspectives among participants of mixed age and gender, coming from different countries and 

disciplines. The workshop helped strengthen the conceptual tools and empirical frames for the study of North-South International Relations in the 

Social Sciences and the Humanities.

International Conference on “Social Sciences and Humanities in the Changing 

North-South Relations” in Córdoba

Gustavo SORA (CONICET)



The UK team is currently employing a performa-

tive methodology in order to analyse the circu-

lation of social scientific and philosophical ideas 

into and out of academic disciplines and social 

movements on an international scale. Whilst 

acknowledging the significance of the material 

realm to social life, the emphasis of the UK team’s 

analyses is instead on the symbolic component 

of the reception, or rejection, of such ideas.

Rather than tackling the issue of knowledge circu-

lation from a panoramic perspective concerned 

with tracking the aggregate scale of the inter-

national and interdisciplinary flow of ideas, the 

UK team focused instead on a series of historical 

case studies. From these case studies, are iden-

tified certain mechanisms which are believed 

help account for why certain ideas succeeded in 

spreading, whilst others did not. In particular, 

the UK team adopts a dramaturgical and positio-

ning theory perspective, asking questions such 

as: who were the main actors involved in facilita-

ting knowledge circulation and how did they po-

sition their own and others’ ideas within the in-

tellectual field? How did such ideas find symbolic 

resonance with their audiences? What resources 

and contextual contingencies were necessary for 

ideas to become transformed from the merely 

technocratic to the potently dramatic?

Case studies include the introduction of French 

structuralism into English studies in the UK, the 

impact of German phenomenology on philoso-

phical developments in post-war France, and the 

reception of, inter alia, the ideas of Negritude, 

existentialism, and Paulo Freire’s pedagogical 

theory, or the Black Consciousness Movement in 

apartheid South Africa.

Performative methodology 

for analysing the interna-

tional circulation of ideas

Marcus MORGAN (University of Cambridge)

Philipp KOROM (UNIGRAZ)

Hall of Fame: Who gets cited in introductory 

textbooks?

Introductory texts are often viewed by academics with suspicion and scorn. At best, such 

writing is considered second-hand knowledge. All too often it is argued that “real scho-

lars don’t write textbooks.” Maybe it is because of this negative attitude that a history of 

“textbook sociology” is rare.

At a second glance, the field’s most influential textbooks appear as valuable sources for 

chronicling a discipline’s progress at least because, at the ideological level, the textbook 

symbolizes the particular mind-set which academics advocate at a given time. Furthermore, 

citations in textbooks allow for identifying the most influential members of a discipline.
rank

no. of citations no. of books no. of citations no. of books no. of citations no. of books
1 Max Weber (208) Max Weber (10) Adam Smith (80) Milton Friedman (9) Sigmund Freud (108) John B. Watson (10)
2 Karl Marx (195) Karl Marx (10) Milton Friedman (52) John Maynard Keynes (8) William James (60) Sigmund Freud (9)
3 Emile Durkheim (160) Talcott Parsons (10) John Maynard Keynes (51) SmithAdam (7) Burrhus F. Skinner (51) Burrhus F. Skinner (9)
4 Robert K. Merton (95) George Herbert Mead (10) Karl Marx (34) Robert M. Solow (7) Ronald C. Kessler (49) Jean Piaget (9)
5 Erving Goffman (70) Sigmund Freud (10) David Ricardo (32) Alban W. Phillips  (7) Neal E. Miller (46) Walter B. Cannon (9)
6 Talcott Parsons (66) Robert Michels (10) Joseph A. Schumpeter (31) Karl Marx (6) Jean Piaget (45) Abraham H. Maslow (9)
7 Charles Wright Mills (66) Emile Durkheim (9) Thomas Robert Malthus (27)Paul A. Samuelson (6) Martin E. P. Seligman (44) Alfred Binet (9)
8 George Peter Murdock (63) Robert K .Merton (9) John Kenneth Galbraith (26)David Ricardo (5) Walter B. Cannon (43) Carl G. Jung (9)
9 Kingsley Davis(58) Charles Wright Mills (9) Robert M. Solow (23) Joseph A. Schumpeter (5) Ivan P. Pavlov (43) William James (8)

10 GeorgeHerbert Mead (53) George Peter Murdock (9) Alfred Marshall (22) Thomas Robert Malthus (5) John B. Watson (38) Ivan P. Pavlov (8)
11 Joe R. Feagin (45) William Fielding Ogburn (9) Paul A. Samuelson (21) John Kenneth Galbraith (5) Abraham H. Maslow (35) Gordon W. Allport (8)
12 William Fielding Ogburn (43) Charles Horton Cooley (9) Ben Bernanke (20) Alfred Marshall (5) Gordon W. Allport (35) Charles Darwin (8)
13 Auguste Comte(41) Wilbert E. Moore (9) Alban W. Phillips (17) John Stuart Mill (5) Charles Darwin (33) Harry F. Harlow (8)
14 Seymour Martin Lipset (40) William Graham Sumner (9) John Stuart Mill (15) Arthur M. Okun (5) Albert Bandura (32) Karl S. Lashley N. (8)
15 Sigmund Freud (39) Friedrich Engels (9) Arthur M. Okun (14) Irving Fisher (5) Harry F. Harlow (31) Raymond B. Cattell (8)
16 Charles Horton Cooley (39) Peter M.  Blau (9) Edmund Phelps (14) Alan Greenspan (5) Carl R. Rogers (31) Solomon E. Asch (8)
17 Pitirim A. Sorokin (38) Robert E. Park (9) Paul A. Volcker (14) Vilfredo Pareto (5) Robert Plomin (29) MillerGeorgeA. (8)
18 Wilbert E. Moore (37) Edwin H. Sutherland (9) Irving Fisher (12) PigouArthurC. (5) Roy F. Baumeister (28) Alfred Adler (8)
19 Ralph Linton (37) Ferdinand Tönnies (9) Alan Greenspan (12) John F. Nash (5) Karl S. Lashley (27) Neal E. Miller (7)
20 William Graham Sumner (36) Howard S. Becker (9) Henry George (12) Ben Bernanke (4) Hermann Ebbinghaus (27) Albert Bandura (7)
21 George Ritzer (36) Louis Wirth (9) John R. Hicks (11) Edmund Phelps (4) Erik H. Erikson (27) Carl R. Rogers (7)
22 Robert M. Maciver (34) Erving Goffman (8) James Tobin (11) Henry George (4) Kenneth S. Kendler (25) Hermann Ebbinghaus (7)
23 Friedrich Engels (33) Kingsley Davis (8) Friedrich A. Hayek (10) John R. Hicks (4) Alfred Binet (24) Erik H. Erikson (7)
24 Herbert Spencer (33) Auguste Comte (8) Vilfredo Pareto (9) George J. Stigler (4) Max Wertheimer (24) Max Wertheimer (7)
25 Gerhard E. Lenski (33) Herbert Spencer (8) George J. Stigler (9) Ronald Coase (4) Edward L. Thorndike (23) Edward L. Thorndike (7)
26 PeterM. Blau (31) Charles Darwin (8) Paul Krugman (9) Robert E. Lucas Jr. (4) John P. Guildford (23) Henry A. Murray (7)
27 Peter L.  Berger (31) Ernest W. Burgess (8) Hal R. Varian (9) Charles L. Schultze (4) Raymond B. Cattell (22) Kurt Lewin (7)
28 Ernest W. Burgess (30) William I. Thomas (8) Edward H. Chamberlin (9) Frédéric Bastiat (4) Solomon E. Asch (22) Torsten N. Wiesel (7)
29 Charles Darwin (30) Seymour Martin Lipset (7) Arthur C. Pigou (8) William D. Nordhaus (4) David H. Hubel (22) Ernest R. Hilgard (7)
30 William Lloyd Warner  (30) Peter L. Berger (7) Ronald Coase (8) Robert Giffen(4) Clark Hull L.  (22) Wilhelm Wundt (7)

sociology economics psychology

This table presents a selection of the most cited authors from three disciplines: sociology, 

economics, and psychology. The statistics are based on an analysis of the 10 most read 

textbooks in the Anglo-Saxon world dating from the 1970s and the 2010s. Included are, 

for example, Samuelson’s legendary “Foundations”, Inkeles’ “What is sociology”, and Ruch’s 

“Psychology and Life”. Two different criteria are used to determine who enters the ‘hall of 

fame’: (a) the number of pages on which an author is mentioned or cited in 10 textbooks; (b) 

the number of textbooks in which an author is mentioned. 

Some exploratory insights are: Sociology’s core knowledge persistently builds on Weber, 

Marx and Durkheim. From textbook to textbook there is strong agreement on whom to 

include (second column) in the field. High citations such as for Joe R. Feagin (first column) 

point, however, to the fact that there is room for the author to be “different.” Manuscripts 

were not homogenized, at least not in the 1970s. 

Economists cite other economists rarely. If they do so, “Stigler’s Law of Eponymy” often 

holds— the author affixes the name of the scientist to all or part of what he has found. 

Surprisingly, the list for psychology includes many classical figures. Freud continues to hold 

first place, despite a current lesser interest in his theories.

The Interco-SSH workshop, “The Social Sciences and the Humanities in the European Research Area,” was held at the Erasmus University in Rot-

terdam on February 25 and 26, 2016. The eleven papers that were presented focused on the institutional arrangements and developments within the 

emerging European research area (ERA) for the classical social sciences (economics, political science, sociology, anthropology, psychology) as well as 

some of the humanities (history, philosophy, literature). 

The participants covered a wide range of subjects: the position of the SSH in EU framework programmes (Rafael Schögler), the history of European 

professional associations in the social sciences (Thibaud Boncourt), European social science surveys (Kristoffer Kropp), the history of the European 

University Institute (separate papers by Oriane Calligaro and Thibaud Boncourt) and European journals (Johan Heilbron). Peter Tibor Nagy explored 

the early history of the ERA while Vincent Gengnagel investigated the visibility of the ERA from the perspective of US scholars. Barbara Bach-Hoenig 

presented a study on the relation between European funding and the status of the SSH in the scientific field. Matthias Duller addressed the institu-

tionalisation of sociology in 24 European countries, and Victor Karady presented a case study of the internationalisation of Hungarian SSH scholars 

since the 1950s. This wide range of topics, and the discussions that followed, provided valuable insights into the functioning of the European field of 

the SSH. These can be used to identify obstacles to European exchange and to create new possibilities for collaboration in the SSH.

Workshop on “The Social Sciences and the Humanities in the European Research Area”

Johan HEILBRON and Rob TIMANS (Erasmus Universiteit)



Interco-SSH Final Event

More information: http://www.interco-ssh.eu/events
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«The institutionalization and  the internationalization of the SSH » 
The last meeting of the project will take place at the EHESS (105 bd Raspail, 75 005 PARIS)
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