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RESUMEN

Existe un debate en historia de la contabilidad acerca de |as distintas formas cémo los materiales historicos
deben ser recopilados, interpretados, analizadosy, finalmente, sobre laforma cémo los mismos deben ser redactados.
En cierta manera, € centro de este debate descansa en torno a la eterna polémica acerca de la
“objetividad/subjetividad” de la invesigacion histérica. Asi, mientras que la corriente mas ortodoxa sostiene la idea
de unainterpretacion objetivade la historia, € enfoque aternativo defiende unainterpretacién de carécter critico. En
este articul o, nosotros pretendemos hacer una valoracion del debate entre los enfoques tradicional y de nuevahistoria
de la contabilidad. En concreto, pretendemos contrastar la aproximacion tradicional y de nueva historia de la
contabilidad en torno a cuatro dimensiones. qué es lo que cuenta como contabilided, el debate entre origenes y
genealogias, los distintos papeles y roles que se atribuyen a la contabilidad, y las fuentes de historia de la
contabilidad. En este articulo examinamos las diferencias entre la historia tradiciona de la contabilidad y la nueva
historia en torno a cada una de estas dimensiones, concluyendo que a pesar de las posiciones tan diversas que
sostienen, las dos aproximaciones han contribuido sustancialmente a elevar € rigor investigador en historia de la
contabilidad, asi como afortalecer el programade investigacion en estadisciplina.

ABSTRACT

There is an ongoing debate in accounting history around the ways in which historical material should be
gathered, interpreted, analysed and written. Lying at the heart of this debate is the perennial concern with
‘objectivefinterpretive’ modes of investigation. The mainstream orthodoxy of accounting history embraces the
‘objective’ view of history, whereas the alternative approach promotesinterpretive and critical stances. The aim of
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this paper is to provide an overview of the achievements of NAH. This is attempted here by contrasting NAH with
TAH aong four dimensions: what counts as accounting; origins versus geneal ogies; roles of accounting; and sources
of historical material. Under each of these dimensions, we show the differences between the two approaches and
comment on the extent to which NAH may contribute to the study of accounting history. We argue that, although
TAH and NAH approaches exhibit fundamental differences, both contribute significantly to the field, and indeed to
the sharpening of each other’ s research agenda.
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New Accounting History, Traditional Accounting History, Archival Research

.. more and more historians are coming to realize that their work does not reproduce
‘what actually happened’ so much as represent it from a particular point of view. To
communicate this awareness to readers of history, traditional forms of narrative are
inadequate. Historical narrators need to find a way of making themselves visible in
their narrative, not out of self-indulgence but as a warning to the reader that they are
not omniscient or impartial and that other interpretations besides theirs are possible
(Burke, 1992, p. 239)

... all histories start with the curiosity of a particular individual and take shape under
the guidance of her or his personal and cultural attributes. Snce all knowledge
originates inside human minds and is conveyed through representations of reality, all
knowledge is subject-centered and artificial, the very qualities brought into
disrespect by an earlier exaltation of that which was objective and natural. (Appleby,
Hunt & Jacob, 1995, p. 254)

These two quotes taken from recent history books are illudrative of the debates which are
taking place now within the discipline of higory. They dso have import for, dthough by no
means fully reflect, recent debates in accounting higtory. For within the discipline of higory itsdf
and within the fidd of accounting higtory there has been a lively debate centred around the ways
in which higoricad materid should be gathered, interpreted, andysed and written (eg., Miller et
a., 1991; Miller and Napier, 1993; Tyson, 1993, 1995; Canegie and Napier, 1996; Hernandez
Edeve, 1996b). Lying a the heat of this debate is the perennid concern with
‘objectivelinterpretiveé modes of invedtigation which is captured by the above two quotes. The
mangream orthodoxy of accounting higtory (Traditiond Accounting Higory, TAH) embraces
the ‘objective view of higory, whereas the dterndive goproach (New Accounting Hidory,
NAH) promotesinterpretive and critical stances.
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The am of this paper is to provide an oveview of the achievements of NAH. This is
atempted here by contrasting NAH with TAH dong four dimendons what counts as accounting;
origins versus genedlogies, roles of accounting; and sources of higoricd materid. Under esch of
these dimengons, we show the differences between the two gpproaches and comment on the
extent to which NAH may contribute to the study of accounting history. We argue that, dthough
TAH and NAH goproaches exhibit fundamentd differences, both contribute sgnificantly to the
field, and indeed to the sharpening of each other’ s research agenda.

This paper may be of interest for severd reasons. Frd, snce the publication of the
ealiet NAH papers less than two decades ago, a large number of important studies home
become avaldble and me bdieve tha the time has come for an assessment of the past
achievements and future chdlenges of this research trend.  Second, we have drawn on primary,
archivd sources to support our arguments. Third, in this paper we am to contribute to the
internationdization of accounting higory research by paying paticular atention to some of the
contributions of non Anglo- Saxon accounting historians which have a bearing on our arguments,

Unlike TAH, but in common with novd devdopments within ay discipline which
chdlenge recaeived wisdom, NAH comprises severd heterogeneous gpproaches to the sudy of
accounting higory. Miller et al., (1991, p. 395) refer to some of the idyosyncratic characteristics
of TAH and describe NAH asinterrdated shiftsreflected in

a proliferation of methodologies, a questioning of received notions such as progress
and evolution, a widening of scope, a new attentiveness to the language and
rationales that give significance to accounting practices and a shift of focus away
from invariant characters such as the book-keeper and the decision-maker towards
concern with broader transformationsin accounting knowliedge.

Under this description NAH is viewed as a loose assamblage of disparate research
questions and issues, and indeed ressarch methodologies.

However, this description of NAH may be regarded as too broad to be helpful, or more
criticdly, too vague to aval itHf to sensble soruting. While not wishing to draw a more
resrictive description of NAH, we beieve it would be hdpful to identify some man themes that
would dlow a differentiation to be made between TAH and NAH. Under TAH, accounting is
typicdly defined in teems of one paticular method, that of double-entry book-keeping (see later).
Even cogt accounting, despite the absence of dautory requirements and given the multitude of
types of information and methods of reporting used interndly within organisstions, has been
presumed to be a sub-st of double-entry book-keeping (for example, Solomons, 1968). Thus,
managemet and cogt accounting ae typicdly cast in convertiond, functiondig terms For
example, Edwards and Newell (1991, p. 39) sate:

Management accounting is the term developed since the Second World War to
describe the provision, for management, of statistical information for the purposes of
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planning, decision making and control. The term cost accounting has older origins
and is concerned specifically with the identification and accumulation of costs and,

as such, provides much of the basic information required by management
accountants(origind emphess).

Under this definition, both management and cost accounting practices ae purposefully
desgned and utilised to provide information deemed relevant and ussful to the (presumed)
raiondly thinking and acting managers Management acocounting information, thus, is produced
because it is needed for rational action. It is presumed to emerge as a response to a carefully
aticulaed and raiond demand (hence the so-cdled ‘demand-response theory’ which dominaes
research in TAH).

In contrast to this view, NAH problematisess management accounting practices by
aopeding to other roles, over and above the purdy functiond, that accounting plays in
organisations and society. Although not an historica paper, the work of Burchdl et al., (1980, p.
17) pioneered this dterndive view of accounting which has been eegerly taken up by researchers
working within NAH:

The conseguences that accounting systems have cannot be considered to be simple
reflections of the interests which might have given rise to their creation.... For once
In operation, accounting systems are organizational phenomena. Indeed, having their
own modus operandi they themselves can impose constraints on organizational
functioning, often contributing in the process to the effective definition of interests
rather than simply expressing those which are pregiven ... (Accounting systems)
become mechanisms around which interests are negotiated, counter claims
articulated and political processes explicated (origind emphass).

Under such a view, it is imperdive to avoid the temptation to eguate the intentions of
desgners of accounting sysems with the outcomes of accounting implementation, for the
consequences of accounting are not determinigtic, nor necessarily the intended outcome of
rationd action. Compared to the view of accounting hdd under TAH, this is a fundamentdly
different view which renders accounting cdculations as politicaly and sodidly  condructed
meaaures rather than being objective, factud and neutrd. Acocounting information is presumed to

be produced and used not only as a regponse to (economicdly) rationd demands, but dso
frequently for socid and palitica reasons.

What counts as accounting?

Accounting higorians are inevitably faced with a cruda quedion a the outsst of their
ressarch inquiries What counts as accounting? Practices within any professon, such as
acoounting, change over time. An accounting higorian has to decide a the beginning of an
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investigation whether a contemporary notion of accounting practice will be adopted, or whether a
concept more suited to the historical context under investigation is to be consdered (see Previts
and Bricker, 1994). Put differently, the legitimacy of deploying concepts of the present to
describe and andyse past accounting practices is debatable. This is a chdlenging enough problem
for researchers concerned with chating accounting higory over the last few centuries (for
example, Garner, 1954; Solomons, 1968; Johnson, 1981; Hoskin and Macve, 1986; Hopper and
Armgrong, 1991; Carmona et. al., 1997; 1998), and the difficulty is compounded severa times
over for those concerned with accounting higory in ancient times (eg., Ezzamd, 1994; 1997,
Mattessich, 1989; 1998).

The influentid book Accounting Evolution to 1900 by A.C. Littleton (1933/1981: f.n.,
p.23) provides a useful dating point for discusson. Littleton devotes much time to deveoping
views on accounting which, for him, is double-entry book-keeping as “complete, systematic,
coordinated account-keeping.” Littleton identifies three main dtributes and four antecedents of
double-entry. The dtributes are, firdly, dudity (of books, of account form, and especidly of
entry); secondly, the equilibrium/baance of results (for example, as reflected in the bdance
shedt); and thirdly proprietorship (ownership of goods handed and dams upon emerging
income). Together, these three attributes are taken to conditute the form and substance of double-
entry:

The form of complete book-keeping is the duality and equilibrium which derive from
early record-keeping precedents, the substance consists of proprietary calculations of
the gains (or losses) from ventured capital. (Ibid., p. 27).

The antecedents, according to Littleton, are capital, money, credit and commerce:

If either property or capital were not present, there would be nothing for records to
record. Without money, trade would be barter; without credit, each transaction
would be closed at the time; without commerce, the need for financial records would
not extend beyond governmental taxes. (1bid., p. 12).

Littleton's notion of atributes and antecedents of accounting focus on the doman and
naure of what counts as accounting. While these atributes/antecedents can be traced in many
important accounting practices over past centuries, such conception may dso be regarded by
some researchers as too redrictive in the present context. For example, the ingstence by Littleton
on double-entry as the pure (indeed the only) form of accounting acts only to privilege one form
of accounting not Smply over others but, more cruddly, to the excluson of others (for smilaly
redrictive views see Weber, 1978; Sombart, 1979). Moreover, indsence on mongarisaion
excludes entries using non-monetary units to represent transactions or exchanges.
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To provide some concrete examples of our concerns raised above, consider the dtitude to
dternative forms of accounting teken by Stevelinck, a researcher working within the TAH camp.
In examining evidence of accounting transactions from Andent Egypt and Mesopotamia,
Stevdinck (1985) dismises the rdevance of such acocounting practices to  contemporary
acoounting higtorians. Steveinck raises two concerns, firg, that “These accounts gopear far too
digant from us They may be admissble but what can we learn from them that will be of use to
us professondly? Surdy, we should atempt to discourage students from learning techniques thet
ae out of dae” (p. 3). The second concern is “Accounting has been kept since time
immemorid, but double-entry bookkeeping goes back less than 1,000 years. In the lagt andyss,
it is this sydem tha redly interess us because it is dill in use, and because it would be
indructive to examine its origins, to follow its evolution sep by dep, to identify progress, the
path it took, the tentative innovations of our predecessors, the soultions they arived a.” (p. 3).
These concerns, we argue, underpin TAH research and demondrate mogt dearly its emphasis on
origins, evolution, progress, and the privileging of double-entry, over dl other admissble forms
asthe only interesting form of accounting practice.

In spite of these and other redrictive assumptions, Littleton's prominent view of what is
the essence of accounting, continues until today to underpin dmogt virtudly al the reseerch
conducted under TAH. This is not only time in the English spesking world; Itdy and Spain, for
indance, are countries where TAH conditutes the mainstream of accounting hisory research.
Rafad Donoso-Anes (1994), for example, examined the accounting procedures implemented in
the Casa de Contratacion in Spain in early 16th century to monitor the receipt of slver and gold
shipped from America as well as the subsequent minting and sdling in public auctions of these
precious metds to merchants. He agued that the double-entry bookkesping method was
deployed to account for transactions rdaed to the minting process Donoso-Anes (1994)
concluded that such evidence represented the earlies tetimony of the utilizetion of the double-
entry method in a Spanish public organization. Alberto Donoso-Anes (1997) dudied the reasons
for the introduction of double-entry bookkegping in the Cajas Reales de Indias (1784-1787) in
present Peru as wel as the causes that motivated its demise. He found that a number of politicd
and sodd reesons underpinned the of the public accounting reform. Such  findings, thus
chdlenge the prevalling notion that atributed the implementation falure of the reform to the lack
of double-entry bookkeeping expertise of civil sarvants. As a more recent example of research
focuang on double-entry bookkeping, Bisaschi (2003) invedigated the implementation of the
sysem in the Santa Maria de la Sdute Hospitd, in Parma (Itay). There are, however, some
notable exceptions where TAH ressarches do not excusvely focus on  double-entry
bookkeeping and monetarisation (see Heischman and Tyson, 1998 for a recent example of
enquiries not limited to double-entry systems).

Investigation of double-entry bookkeeping by TAH researchers is not redricted to
implementation isues; it ds0 extends to topics such as examinaion of the individuds who
played sgnificant roles in sdting up the foundations of the sysem (eg., Antinori, 1994,
Herndndez- Edteve, 1994), its dissemination into practice (eg., Crag and Jenkins, 1996), and its

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History

No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 30
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

diffusson in the domain of accounting thought (eg., Donoso-Anes, 1992; GonzdezFerrando,
1992; Nikitin, 1996).

By emphessng double-entry bookkesping and relaed monetarisation, however, TAH
researchers margindise other equaly, if not more, important accounting and control practices.
For example, the Royd Tobacco Fectory of Seville (RTF), a state-owned monopoly of tobacco
that arised dgnificat income for the Spanish Crown, developed a sophidticated sysem for
monitoring tobacco movements within the different production stages of snuff tobacco: drying,
milling, Seving, second milling, fementation and didribution. In contrast to the view of
accounting under TAH, this sysem was based on the charge and discharge method and measured
the flow of tobacco in quantitative, non-financid terms. To cope with increesng market demand
for tobacco, the RTF moved its factory premises from the Old San Pedro Factory to a new,
purpose-built building, known as the New Fectories, in 1758. As a reult of this change in factory
premises, the accounting sysem in the RTF become consderably more developed upan, as
illugrated by innovaions implemented in the Didribution dage (see AFTS, Leggo 2.10.1; see
dso Camona e d., 1998). The Didribution sage condituted the last pat of the production
process, tins were received from the Fermentacion production stage and gtored in the finished
goods warehouse before thelr digribution to the sales units spreaded over Spain. In the Old San
Pedro Factory, monitoring focused on the ddivery of finished goods to customers, though no
formd contral of inventory flow within the factory was enforced at thet time. In contradt, both the
flow of tobacco and the ddivery of finished goods to customers were carefully tracked down in
the New Fectories. The fdlowing example illudrates the improvement of control mechanisms
following the move from the Old to the New Fectories through the deployment of more and
more sophidicated accounting series. The following series were in operation in the New
Factories, three were kept in the Acocounting Office (Contaduria) and three others were produced
at the Didribution Sage:

1. Accounting series on the Digtribution stage kept a Acocounting Office

Tobacco ddivered to customers (1739-1840). This series dedt with tobacco ddivered to the
tobacco sdles adminidrations throughout Spain.  Entries were then dassfied according to
date, destination and type of tobacco.

Charge and discharge of tobacco (1760-1787). This series dedt with the receipt and
shipment of tobacco as far as the digtribution stage was concerned. The charge was formed
by the opening inventory, the inflow of tobacco coming from the previous production stage,
Fermentation, as wdl as by any increese in tobacco when reweghed. The discharge
condged of the monthly shipment of tobacco, and scrgp. The discharge was then dassified
by dedination. A summary was prepared a the end of the document, which was sgned by
the Didribution Supervisor, the Internd Auditor, and the representative of the Accounting
Office.
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Drafts (1760-1834). This new series was kept by the Didribution supervisor. It supported the
entries kept in the above-mentioned books In paticular, four different documents were
produced
A monthly lig of tobacco inflow/outflow. This condsted of charge/discharge of tobacco,
meking explicit references to the types of tobacco and tins recorded. A summary showed
the find inventory. The document was Sgned by both the Didribution supervisor and the
Operations manager (Director de Labores).

- A weekly lig of the outflow of tobacco. Entries were chronologicdly ordered and hed
three columns : the fird sated the region to which tobacco had been sent; the second
contained the entry itsdlf; and the third pecified the type of tobacco to be sent.

Charge. Thee documents kept daly records of the inflow of tobacco from the
Fermentation stage with the type of tobacco specified in each entry.

- Working papers. These documents were not kept periodicdly and were amed a

preparing drafts for the more forma accounting series.

2. Three accounting series were introduced in the Didtribution Stage a the workshop leve:
Charge and discharge of tobacco (1760-1841). This series comprised a set of documents
amlng a monitoring the inflow/outflow of tobacco. It conssted of the foll owing documents:
A Draft book which kept chronologica records of the incoming tobacco, specifying its
different types
Charge and discharge of Didribution. Thisincuded the following documents
Generd Charge which recorded chronologicaly the inflow of tobacco. There were annud
summaries for the different types of tobacco.
Generd Discharge which accounted chronologicdly for the outflow of tobacco. Entries
dso dated the types of tobacco and their dedination. As a result of the charge and
discharge entries, afind inventory satement was produced.
Charge which was a preliminary draft of the Genera Charge, mentioned above.
Discharge which was aprdiminary dréft of the Generd Discharge, mentioned above.
Notebook which tracked down the different types of tobacco ddivered in the Didtribution
dage. This notebook shows, by type of tobacco, opening inventory, inflows, outflows and
find inventory. There was dso a detalled account of the weight of the different tobacco
tins
- Santigma Trinidad warehouse. This document provided spedific records for this particular
warehouse. All entries stated the weight of the different tins
Permanent account for tobacco inventory.
Draft of tobacco outflow.
Accountlng records submitted to the Accounting Office (1760-1841). These documents
chronologicaly accounted for the inflow/outflow of tobacco according to different product
type and dedtination. It contained extensive detalls of scrgp ingredients.
Drafts (1762-1842). This series comprised two types of documents:
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Draft notebooks for the digribution of snuff tobacco. These notebooks showed a
chronologicd dasdfication of the different types of tobacco deivered, spedfying the
weight of each batch.

- Dalily records of delivered tobacco.

In short, accounting series in the New Factories not only accounted for the ddivery of
tobacco to cusomers but, more importantly, tracked down the flow of tobacco from Fermentation
to Didribution and then to cusomers. Of interest to this paper is the exigence of an extensve lig
of documents to support tobacco transactions in case of interna audit objections. Both the
documents and the accounting series, however, were based on the charge/discharge method and
condged of informaion of a non-finencid naure, in contrast to TAH'S emphass upon double-
entry and monetarisation.

Littleton, additiondly, was more concerned aout the invedigaion of “causes’ of
accounting then in researching its “consequences’ (Carnegie and Napier, 1996, p.11). This focus
on causss in turn, neglects some interesting possibilities of accounting history research (eg., the
organisationa effects of changes in the charge and discharge accounting method). For example,
the RTF witnessed a power gruggle between the Generd Superintendent, Mr. Vicente Carrasco,
and the Generd Inspector, Mr. Francisco de Portocarrero, during the 1770s. The Generd
Supeintendent hed full authority on RTF activities However, the seering Agency of the tobacco
monopoly obsarved that the RTF was not as efficdent as expected in deding with the ingaled
production cgpacity of the New Factories Accordingly, the post of Generd Ingpector was
launched to tackle manufacturing problems and it had some outstanding characteridics. Fire, the
sday of the Generd Inspector was higher than that corresponding to the Generd Superintendent.
Second, the Generd Inspector had no accountability duties to the General Superintendert but
reported directly to the Steering Agency. Ladtly, Mr. Portocarrero, a knowledgesble expert of the
tobacco business, was gppointed for such pod. The conflict between the two senior managers
formaly concerned technicd issues (eg., procedures to triple the annua production volume of
the RTF), but it actudly had a srong politicd component that Soreaded the entire organization.
The Accounting Office, for example, played on indrumental role in the desng and development
of accounting procedures to cadt light on operaion activities. In particular, the Accounting Office
was supportive of the initigtives of Mr. Portocarrero to triple production volume (eg., Carmona
et d., 1997) and, thus, dismissed some of Mr. Carasco's actions aming a Smilar puposes. On
239 December 1776, Mr. Carrasco issued a memorandum to improve the reporting system of the
Supplies Warehouse (eg., AFTS, Leggo 607) to enforce monthly reporting insteed of annud
reporting as well as to dipulate more dringent procedures for interna control. The Accountant
(Contador, as then Known) of the RTF complained about the consequences that such changes
would have on the work load of his office (eg., AFTS, Leggo 515). In short, the Accountant
conduded that “phydcd inventories cannot be undertaken on a monthly bass’. In mativating his
podtion, the Accountant contended that “office's and derks of the Accounting Office
(Contaduria) are dready busy during their working hours and have no time for any additiond
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tasks’. Interestingy, however, the Accounting Office was responsve to demands of Mr.
Portocarrero to account for endless experiments to improve manufacturing cods (eg., Carmona
et d., 1997). This episode reveds an issue tha is of congderable interest for NAH ressarchers,
tha is the deployment of accounting innovations is not ldy motivated for efficency or
technicd reasons, but dso play an indrumentd roh in the devdopment of organizationd
ativities

The limitations of Littleton's (and other smilar) view(s) of accounting have prompted
some NAH researcchers (for example Miller and Napier, 1993, p. 632) to assume, abeit
implicitly, that the term ‘accounting’ automaticaly leeds to the emergence of wha they cdl
“trediiond hidories of accounting” which they identify (correctly from our point of view) as
redrictive. Consequently, feding compelled to seek a way out of the problem, these researchers
have proposed replacing accounting history with “genedlogies of cdculaion” (Miller and Napier,
1993, p. 632) or “economic caculaion” (Miller et. al., 1991, p. 400) as a means of broadening
the scope of inquiry into accounting's past. This proposd, they argue, would make it possble to
shift the focus of andyds from seeking to trace the origins of the present (see dso beow) to
trying to undersand the outcomes of the padt. It is dso damed that this would promote an
emphads upon “the hidoricity of the various techniques and rationdes that have condituted
accounting at different times, and in different places’ (Miller and Napier, 1993, p. 632). The use
of the teem ‘cdculaion’ indead of ‘accounting’ is an atempt to avoid “an a priori limiting of the
fied of dudy of accounting as it currently exigs, or to a paticular accounting technique such a
doude-entry book-keeping”, and it is held to hep “congruct and support paticular relations of
power and influence’ (Miller et. al., 1991, p. 400).

Presumably out of concern for the implications of their suggestion to replace ‘accounting’
with ‘cdculation’, Miller et al., (1991, p. 401) hastened to add that: “This is not to say that there
is no such thing as the higtory of accounting. But it is to suggest that there is no sngle character,
no immutable entity or practice that will provide an enduring reference point with which to fix
the identity of accounting higory.” While in prindple we are in agreement with the argument thet
the “identity of accounting higory” should not be fixed by an “enduring reference point”, an
important question arises  Is it necessary to supplant ‘accounting’ with “‘economic caculation’ to
achieve this end? We bdieve that such supplanting of accounting with some other subdtitute is
both unnecessary and undesrable. We think there is much potentia to work within accounting_in
a manner that seeks to open up the terms of reference and debate concerning the nature and focus
of accounting practices.

While we endorse the concerns raised by these researchers over the limited scope of
accounting promoted by TAH, ther suggedion to replace ‘accounting’ with ‘caculaion’ runs the
serious risk of lodgng sght of the essence of accounting as a set of practices in terms of what may
be deamed ther unique or ubiquitous atributes as diginct from other forms of cdculation.
Indeed, Miller and Napier (1993, p. 631) begin by daming: “There is no “essenceg’  to
accounting, and no invariant object to which the name “accounting” can be atached.” In reacting
to their contention, much depends on wha they mean by “essence’; if they mean specific
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methods, such as double entry, then we are in agreement, for the “essence’ of accounting should
not be inextricably linked to some method that is assumed to be fixed or immutable over time. If,
on the other hand, they are concerned with portraying accounting as an ungpedified st of
cdculative practices, in terms of what it does or can do, then ther interpretation gives us cause
for concern. In our view, the “essence’ of accounting is about the latter; what accounting does or
can do. Accounting is a ondructor of economic vaue, and this “essence’ is invariant across time
and space. But irrespective of what Miller and Napier mean by the “essenceg’ of accounting, to
propose replacing ‘accounting’ with something ese heps little in progressng the discipline of
accounting, as there is likdy to be a tendency to gloss over issues tha may be centrd to the
devdopment of that discipline. An example is evident in Miller and Napier (1993, p. 631) who,
because of ther emphass upon ‘cdculaion’ do not provide a daification of wha “counts as
accounting”. Miller and Napier (1993, p. 632) suggest quoting Power (1992, p. 485) “not dl
forms of cdculaion are accounting; not al forms of quantification are monetarized’; such broad
brush daements are of little hep to researchers concerned with accounting higory. Ther
uggedion that use of the term ‘accounting’ results in “ruling out or margindizing practices that
do not fal within that domain” (ibid, p. 632) is not convinaing, for this concarn presumes that
the scope of ‘accounting as traditiondly defined is immutable, fixed, and not amengble to
reinterpretation.

Ancther example of a concarn with the limitations of conventiond views of accounting is
found in the work of Tinker (1985, p. 86), who prefers to focus directly upon accounting
prectices as a means of providing a vauation of dterndives of fadlitating exchange through the
determination of recprocity, and of adjudicaing economic dams (and socd rdations more
genedly):

Accounting practice is a means of resolving social conflict, a device for appraising
the terms of exchange between social constituencies, and an institutional mechanism
for arbitrating, evaluating, and adjudicating.

Although Tinker does not begin his andyss by identifying what may be termed, under
Littleton's framework, basic atributes and antecedents of accounting, he aspires to promote a
broad definition of accounting. Tinker (p. 85 and pp. 95-97), ligs a number of examples, as taken
from Mandd, (1962, 1968), of entries recording equivdence in labour time daing back to the
ealy and late medieva period in Jgpan and Europe. For Tinker (1985, p. 86), in these entries
even though not mondarised nor in the form of double-entry, “accounting information heps
parties to socid and economic transactions assess the adequecy of the vaue of their returns or
entitements” Tinker goes further in aticulating his views of accounting by noting that it
operdes a two levels Hrd, accounting examines dternatives from the perspective of each
individud paty to an exchange as buyers sdlers and producers. Second, a the socid levd,
accounting practices seek to edtablish a “raionde for goprasng exchange posshilities for the
collective parties to an exchange’ (Tinker, 1985, p. 86). Furthermore, Tinker carefully avoids the
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temptation to equate accounting practices with any specific ideology: “there is nothing inherently
and irrevocably conservetive, reformist, or radica about accounting practicg’ (Tinker, 1985, p.
82). Tinker's nation of accounting does not indst on monetarisation, commerce, profit making, or
double-entry. Rather, his emphasis is upon the ability of accounting practices to condruct, in
quantitative terms, human activities and economic exchanges, and in S0 doing establish modes of
reciprocity and adjudicate economic and socid dams.

Tinker's work enables a broadening in scope of accounting practices by dluding to the
myriad of posshiliies which may be cdled upon by sodd actors ether individudly or
collectivdly. However, there are limitaions to his andyss. In paticular, his goparent indstence
that accounting vauation is “only rdevant to those sodd sygems in which integraion and
cooperation have developed enough to enable socid members to devote part of ther efforts to
producing, not for persond consumption, but for a maket exchange (i.e commodity
production)” (ibid., p. 84) exdudes those accounting practices which exdusvely focus upon
redidribution within a centrdly adminigered economy, or on documenting ligs of persond
wesdlth, as occurred frequently in ancient economies (Janssen, 1975).

We follow Ezzamd and Hoskin (1998) in suggeding that a base-line ddfinition of
acoounting is possble whereby such a definition could goply equdly across time and space. They
argue that, fire, accounting is the practice of entering in a visble format a written record (an
account) of items and activities. Second, any account involves a particular kind of sSgns which
both name and/or count those items and activities recorded. Third, the practice of producing an
account is a foom of condructing finenda vaues andlor quantifying non-finencid activities and
manageriad actions (i) extringcdly as a means of cgpturing and representing vaues derived from
outsde for externd purposes, defined as vaduable by some other agent; and (i) intrindcdly in so
fa as this practice of naming, counting and recording in vigble format condructs the posshbility
of precise vauing or quantification. Acocounting is therefore a primary technology of veauing and
quantification; indeed, accounting is a condructor of vaue and this we contend, is true bath in
the presence and absence of market exchange, the profit motive, and indeed currency aslong as
there is some common denominaor that operaies as a ‘money of account’ (Ezzamd, 1997).
Under this broad notion of accounting, NAH resachas may involve themsdves in
investigations of experiments such as those reported in the RTF on 21% February 1777 (see
AFTS, Leggo 194), whose am was to determine the ided dze and qudity of tobacco tins RTF
adminigrators conddered that consumers perception of tobacco qudity was informed by the gze
of tins In paticular, they found that smdl dze tins gave a fdse impresson of low qudity
tobacco, in Soite of the “correct milling and Seving of the materias”

Origing/genesis of accounting

Ancther dimenson on which TAH and NAH differ is the debate on the origins versus
geness of accounting. The disagreement is not about fixing different detes for the origins of
accounting or chating different evolutionary paths raher, researchers promoting TAH ae
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primarily concaned with origins and evolution wheress those contributing to NAH argue that
such aress of interet are problematicl. A most obvious example of TAH's concern with origin
is the title of Littleton's book mentioned earlier, where the whole focus is upon tracing the
evolution of accounting to 1900. For Littleton (1933, p. 361), accounting evolution Sgnifies
progress. “Accounting is reaive and progressve. The phenomena which form its subject maiter
ae condantly changing. Older methods become less effective under dtered conditions earier
idess become irrdevant in the face of new problems Thus surrounding conditions generate fresh
ideas and dimulate the ingenious to advise new methods, and as such ideas and methods prove
successul they in turn begin to modify the surrounding conditions. The result we cal progress”
Littleton therefore contends that accounting progresses as a linear function of time, and such
contention in turn condtitutes a debatable issue for NAH researchers.

Much of the resserch under TAH centres around atempting to anchor the origins of
accounting a a particular tempord and spatid intersection to follow the path of progress thet
Litleton S0 unambiguoudy and uncriticdly promoted. For example Spanish  accounting
higoriography has devoted condderdble effot to andysng when and where double-entry
bookkesping was enforced by law in the private sector (eg., merchants and banks, see the Reales
Pragmaticas de Cigales enacted in 1549 as well as those promulgated in Madrid, in 1552), and in
the public sector, in 1592, through the cregtion of the job of Contador del Libro de Caxa de la
Real Hacienda (Royd Tressury Accountant of the Double-Entry Bookkeeping Method). In view
of this and other evidence, Hernandez Eteve (1992) contends that Spain was the earliest country
in which double-entry bookkesping was enforced in both the private and public sectors. In a
gmilar vein, the recaved wisdom under TAH is tha indudrid coging procedures for the
purposes of planning, control and decison making deveoped on a sgnificant scde only from the
mid-1880's (e.g. Solomons, 1952; Johnson and Kaplan, 1987).

For example, Vollmers (1993) traced the origins of Activity-Based Cogting (ABC) back
to the 1920s By examining the coding sysem of the Dennison Manufacturing Company in
Framingham, Massachusets, she found conddaable amilaities between the system in place ad
present formulaions of ABC. Moreover, Dennison Manufacturing deployed sgnificant efforts to
account for digtribution and marketing cogts, which “tend to be ignored today.” This fird event is
then taken as record of the origin (both in terms of time and space), from which the new practice
may sSoread both tempordly and spaidly. Smilaly, Lemarchand (1994) examined the
implementation of double-entry bookkegping and the charge and discharge methods in
eighteenth- century France. He found that double-entry booking was used by merchants as well as
in the textile indudry, that is sectors whose cgpitd came from trade In contrast, the
charge/dischage method was implemented by mining and medlurgicd enteprises, that s,
sectors whose ownership was formed by nobility and dso financiers. Lemarchand idertified a
number of wesknessss in the charge and discharge method that made it unsuiteble for busness
needs quedioning its vdidity and mativating the implementation of double-entry bookkeeping in
the ningteenth-century. In this example, we obsarve how inefficiencies of the charge and
discharge sysem were identified and then condrued by Lemarchand to render this method
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unuitable for implementation in cgatd intendve indudries and then to promote the argument
that, thus, the finendd and socid dite that owned such companies enforced its subgtitution by
the more advanced double-entry bookkegping method.

Rather then atempt to problematise search for origins or identification of evolutionary
trgectory, TAH ressarchers am to progress the literature by searching for examples of earlier
practices with the hope of pushing the origin of specific accounting practices by a few decades.
For example, Heschman and Parker (1991) seek to advance beyond this received wisdom by
aquing that sophidicated costing techniques were developed in a number of British companies
between 1760 and 1860. Similarly, Edwards and Newd| (1991, p. 36) andyse recently found
achiva evidence and suggest tha severd firms “operated advanced ‘totd’ cost accounting
sysems much ealier than he [Pollard] supposed, and ... that greater use was made of ad hoc
coding and esimates in guiding management decisons before 1850 than he suggests” Such new
evidence is then marshdled to demondrate the progress and evolution of accounting practices
over timein alinear fashion while aso presuming that modern concepts apply to past practices.

In contrast, researchers working within the NAH tradition would argue that this
whole approach is flawed. Firgt, it has the capacity to marginalise the importance of
accounting by concelving it as existing purely in order to serve, economically
rational action. The significance of accounting practices but also as a constructor of
value, as a form of power/knowledge (see Foucault, 1980), as a body of expertise,
and, as a disciplinary practice is typically ignored under TAH. An example of such
practices is shown by the ever-increasing concern of the RTF administrators to
eliminate the serious problem of tobacco theft (see AFTS, Leggo 194).

In the case of the RTF, tobacco theft and waste were controlled through a systematic
procedure of tobacco weighing after the concluson of each production stage. The charge and
discharge accounting method recorded internal transactions of tobacco between the different
production departments. Loss in tobacco weight between production depatments were
dandardized (see the 1761 Generd Regulation), so that the accourting ‘eye operated as a
disciplinay force on operaors for the purposes of both improving peformance and avoiding
deviant behavior (eg., thefts). Another example of disciplinary practices in the same setting (see
AFTS, Leggo 1949) is reveded by the decree issued on 20 March 1762 by Mr. Joseph Losada,
Generd Superintendent of the RTF. He required checks to be made on “each ail box taken from
the Factories to the Stables Pdtios and jal.” The role of accounting in underpinning and
condructing disciplinary practices was evident in this document, as Mr. Losada dated tha “The
Accounting Office [Contaduria] shdl keep a daly account of such trandfers [of ail]. The records
of the Accounting Office should be checked againg those kept by foremen.”

Second, the emphass of TAH on origins has atracted condderable criticiam from the
NAH camp. Raher than seeking to identify the origin of certain accounting practices, the am of
researchers adopting the NAH approach is to focus on the outcomes of the past by atempting to
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uncover shifts or discontinuities a the micro or macro leve in the economy or society in order to
Sudy the emergence of these practices. The focus is spedificdly located on shifts in the forms of
expatise or power & a paticular point in time and in a spedific socd/nationd context (eg.,
Hoskin and Macve, 1986; 1988, Ezzamd et. al., 1990; Hopper and Armstrong, 1991; Carmona
et. al., 1997), and to atempt to establish a link between locd and broader issues. In this way,
NAH researchers would argue, contemporary meanings are not privileged or given priority over
notions used in the pad; nor are past meanings recondructed in the guise of contemporary
meanings NAH is concerned with “re-directions, trandformations and reversds that time indates,
rather than seeking to go back in time to detect an unbroken continuity that links us to our past”
(Miller and Napier, 1993, p. 632). Researchers promoting NAH would seek to emphasse the
exigence of specific vocabularies & a paticular intersection of time and pace that endow certain
acoounting practices with specific meenings rather than assume that meanings are immutably
fixed. We provide some specific examples of NAH-based research below to illudrate these
points.

To differentiate their research agenda from that of TAH, Miller and Napier (1993)
identify three mgor aguments they dam for ther goproach. Fird, ther concern with
‘genedlogies of cdculation’ rather than a narrowly defined notion of accounting higtory; we have
commented on this propodtion in some detal earlier. Suffice it to say here that they seek to
emphasse the higoricd contingency of contemporary practice, and to chalenge the contention of
the permanence of present practice. Second, they emphasise the discursve nature of calculation
in a manner that seeks to dtend to the ways in which meanings endow certain cdculaions with
dgnificance, rather than being pre-occupied with when a particular accounting technique was
judged to have been firg introduced. Third, they emphasse ensembles of practices and rationdes,
raher than isolated indances of paticular ways of acocounting. Genedogies of accounting
practices would seek to avoid imposing time (and space) specific categories, for example, cogting
for pridng decidons on achivd maeid uncovered from earlier hidorica periods for such
classfications are not taken as sHf-evident. In sum:

Rather than a search for the origins of managerial accounting, genealogies of
calculation are concerned with the ways in which particular calculative technologies,
possibly deployed in enterprises over a long period, come to be linked together at a
particular moment in time into a functioning network of routinely applicable
expertise (Miller and Napier, 1993, pp. 639-640).

Ancther example is the work of Hoskin and Macve (1986), who drew on Foucault to
examine the lae medievd devedopments in accounting practices and the dday of a near universd
adoption of accounting discourse until the ningteenth century. They argue tha the discplinary
techniques of dite medievd educaiond inditutions (the new univerdties and ther examingions)
generated new power/knowledge rdations. These techniques, they contend, embodied forms of
textud rewriting, which in turn exeted an enduring influence on acocounting prectice They see
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‘double entry’ as an agpect of these rewritings, which is dso linked to the new writing of money,
especidly the bill of exchange By the eghteenth century accounting technologies feed back into
educationdl inditutions through the introduction of the written examination and the mathemetica
grade, thereby rendering whole populations of pupils into individudly caculadble subjects
amendble to evdudion. These accounting-based systems of evauation are then extended into the
U.S. rdlroads and other commercid organisttions to make up the bass of a moden form of
comprehensve manageria  accountability. They concdlude by suggeding that these developments,
in accounting and the examination, emerged not in a liner fashion but as the outcome of
discontinuities in the practices of dite educationd inditutions.

Arguing from a labour process theory perspective, Hopper and Armstrong (1991, p. 406)
criticise the work of Johnson and Kaplan (1987) thus “ther theory is flawed, ther higory patid
and some of ther prestription neglectful of the socio-economic conditions on which the
achievements of the 1920s depend.” They aso suggest that developments in cost accounting were
not consequences of economic or technologica imperatives, but rather should be understood as
rooted in conflicts centred on control of the labour process. Examples of the conflicts they
conddered to be rdaed to cost accounting developments included the dedtruction of internd
subcontracting and craft control of production in the early factories, the advent of ‘scientific
management and homogenised labour. Post-1930, findly, an accord between primary sectors of
labour and corporations promoted an increesed emphasis on monopoly pricng, smoothing
production (and hence employment patterns), and shifting economic pressures to secondary
labour and producer markets.

Drawing on the origind archives of the Royd Tobacco Factory in Seville we can dso
shed further light on this debate on the genesis of accounting (see AFTS, Cogt Ingdruction, 1773).
In 1773, Manud Vdlain, a farly junior accountant (segundo oficial de la Contaduria) in the
RTF a that time, desgned a detailed costing sysem that made it possible for the firg time in thet
factory for the cost of a pound of snuff and cigars to be caculated. There is no trace of evidence
in the Archives to suggest that Valain had to devdop such coging sysem in response to a
demand from senior managers. However, we draw on indirect evidence (eg., the front page of
the Cogt Indruction quoted below) to argue thet the main moativation for the desgn of the system
was Vdlain's own curiodty to find out if such a sysem could be ever developed Once the
sysem became known to the Tobacco Agency, a date organ charged with the responghility of
overssaing tobacco production in Spain, it quickly identified the potentid of the new sysem for
improving discipline on the shopfloor and enhancing tobacco revenue for the Crown and as
consequence the 1773 Indruction on cost was issued to enforce the introduction of this costing
sysem inthe RTF. The front page of the Indruction Sated:

It [the Instruction] is a copy of the original and novel work of Mr. Manuel Vallarin

who designed a ystem of cost calculation, the cost of a pound of snuff and cigars
produced in the factories (AFTS, Cost Ingtruction 1773).
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Moreover, based on the new cost data, the above mentioned RTF experiment to increase
production efficency in the New Factories was undertaken and a new regulaion to control
operations was enacted in 1779. In spite of that, there is compdling evidence to indicate that no
improvement in the utilisation of factory capacity occurred, as reported by Carmona et d. (1998)
for the 1770s, and by Carmona and Macias (2001) for the period 1821-1887. The point we are
making here is nat, therefore, that accounting has no use for the purposes of “rationd” decison
meking. Rather, as the case of the RTF illudrates, accounting practices could emerge for a
vaigy of reasons rather than specificdly or even primaily to atend to the rationdly imbued
needs of managers. But once invented, the potentia for exploiting these practices for managerid
purposes is fully reveded, thereby possbly creating a ‘raiondly’ motivated demand for ther
savices. In this example, the emergence of accounting was not a passve response to rationd
demand, rather it rendered that demand possible in the first instance.

Although more examples can be provided, the above cases hopefully serve to illudrate the
fundamentd differences between TAH and NAH. In any sudy of accounting higory a main
guestion has to be addressed: At what point in time and place should the andyss begin? Or put
differently, how does the researcher identify the crucid discontinuity from the past thet herads
the beginning of a new ea? Under TAH, the ressarcher would typicaly seek to identify the
‘origin’ of innovaions in accounting practice, and hence hidory is viewed as a collection of
events tha can be sysematicdly and chronologicdly aranged, dating with the ‘fird’ event and
moving gradudly down the tempora scde

Under NAH, this whole gpproach of search for the origins of accounting innovetions is
deemed to be both fraught with problems and fruitless as there is no a priori reason why a
paticular event (indeed, any event) should have occurred a any point in time or place (Ezzamd,
et. al., 1990, p. 157). For as the research conducted under TAH itsdf demondrates, we are
forever revisng apparent tempora and spatid origins of accounting practices as researchers
continue to uncover new evidence (see Edwards and Newel, 1991). Further, under TAH there is
a red risk tha old practices can gppear to be familiar when examining them through the lens of
the present (i.e., modern nations are imposed on past practices) rather than seeking to understand
the pagt in its own teems Under NAH, there is little to be gained from what is viewed as an
obsesson with origins and the chasng of an eve-moving target (of specific origing). For under
NAH, higory is viewed as being much more than Smply an aggregation of events Researchers
under NAH would seek to focus on ‘geness whereby, instead of looking backward in time in an
attempt to discover origins, the researcher ams to uncover the socio-palitical setting thet issue, or
give rise to, specific accounting practices.

Theroles of accounting
Another important dimenson thet differenisles TAH from NAH is the roles that

accounting practices are presumed to play in organisations (and society more generdly). We have
dreedy dluded to the rdiance of TAH researchers upon the economicadly motivaeted thess of
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‘demand-response (eg., Edwards and Newell, 1991; Heischman and Parker, 1991). Taken to its
naturd concluson, under TAH any accounting development must be explained in terms of a
response to an economicaly motivated demand by some user (see dso Canegie and Napier,
1996, p. 16). Hence, as a new accounting development is uncovered, search begins in earnest to
identify what would then be taken to be the precise type of demand that led to the emergence of
such a devdopment. At the very leadt, concarn with a ‘demand-response explanation to the
exdusgon of other possble explanaions ushers a ressarch agenda that runs the risk of ‘looking
had for the evidence and in the process probably wrong if only economic judifications are
atached to the emergence of new accounting practices. Tyson (1995, p.30), for example,
atempts in van to downplay the role of any moativation different from the economic ones by
dating that:”... dudies which contend that accounting was a socid or politicd condruct as much
a an economic response to competitive busness pressures are untenable and mideading.” This
datement is unwittingly condemned by the very dandards it sats for judging NAH research, for
Tyson fals to demondrate that his own argument is ether tendble a hdpful. In contragt, me
demongtrate below how unfounded Tyson'sargument is

One important criticiam rdaes to the falure of the ‘demand-response® thess to explain
accounting developments even within its own terms of reference. Thus, one of the widdy
accepted condusons under TAH is the lack of need for ‘sophidicated accounting practices in
Studions where compstition is absent and profit margins are high (Pollard, 1965). Moreover,
Heischman and Parker (1991; see dso Tyson, 1995) have suggested that intensve competition
provides the dimulus for the use of cogt cdculaions to improve firm efficiency and to strengthen
its competitive pogtion. While this may be a vdid argument in some spedific indances, under
NAH it would not be teken as a blanket satement of generd vdidity. Thus Camona et. al.,
(1997; 1998) provide primary evidence which demondrates sophisticated development and use
of accounting caculaions in the monopolic sdating of the Royd Tobacco Factory (RTF) of
Saville Span during the latter haf of the eghteenth century for disciplinary and politicd
purposes. Carmona et al., (1997, p. 443) noted that “the use of disciplinary accounting practices
in the RTF was linked to the dat€'s recognition of the importance of tobacco revenue to the
Treasury and aso to the emergence of the RTF as the symbal of the organizationd and indudtrid
presige of eghteenthcentury Spain. We have noted that the cost accounting sysem provided
information which contributed to the promotion of a drict work discipline which culminated in
the reduction of opportunities for theft and the minimisation of cost of production by subjecting
human behaviour to modes of survelllance and calculaion.” However, Camona et al., (1997, p.
444) dso recognise the posshility that, once invented, accounting practices can be deployed for
purposes other than those that gave rise to them in the fird indance: “Once avaldble as a micro-
technology, accounting opens up possihilities through which work practices and power rdations
can be renegotialed and redefined. Thus, while the emergence of accounting practices in
themsalves may be triggered by some higoricd discontinuity rather than an assumed demand and
response mode, once invented, these practices can be made to attend to specific ams”  Given
the absence of a number of recurrent economic explanations under TAH, eg. extremdy high
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profit margins for tobacco, the lack of disciplining competitive pressures, or the implementatin of
innovative accounting systems by observing the activities of competitors the Camona et. al.,
(1997, 1998) findings present a drong chalenge to the dams made for the ‘demand-response
thess and the unfounded assations of Tyson (1995) concerning competitive pressures as the
primary reason for the demand for accounting as noted above.

This chdlenge is further reinforced by other scholars from within the NAH goproach
(eg, Hoskin and Macve (1986; 1988); Miller and O'Leary (1987); Ezzamd et. al. (1990);
Hopper and Armstrong (1991); and Carmona and Macias (2001)). For example, in commenting
on the rise of disciplinarity, both practices and disciplinary knowledge in the Springfidd Armory,
Hoskin and Macve (1988, p. 68) note “We therefore see accounting not as the “practical”
regpone of men faced with new entrepreneurid and organisationd chdlenges who “sengbly”
devised ways of collecting and processing the data needed to make rationd economic decisons -
for in tha sene no “practicd” man would have invented modern accounting practice” In
contrast to the view espoused by the adherents of TAH of accounting as an indrumental set of
techniques that ae devedoped to guide management decisons, Hoskin and Macve, in ther
Foucddian interpretation, emphesise discontinuity and the powerknowledge effects  of
accounting both as apractice and as adiscipline (body of expertise).

These examples demondrate the drength of convection hdd by NAH researchers
concerning the roles that accounting practices are held to play in organizations and socety. Many
of the NAH researchers would agree that it is both plausble and possble to link the
emergenceffunctioning of specific accounting practices to economicadly motivated demands (eg.,
Carmona and Macias, 2001; Nufez, 1999). The mgor point of departure from TAH is that the
economicaly-based ‘demand-response modd does not stand the test of time as an dl-embracing,
or even the man, framework tha explans successfully the demand for accounting. Alterndive
explanations, for example the power/knowledge thess or labour process andyss yidd differernt,
and arguably, very convincing explanations of accounting as a caculaive practice The rgection
of the ‘demand-responsg model by NAH researchers has been motivated by two concerns. Firdt,
in contemporary organisations and society the reduction of the roles of accounting practices to
the purely rationd and economic has been discredited, as evidenced from the Burchdl et al.,
(1980) quote cited earlier. Second, such economic reductionism is even more problematical when
imposed on ealier hidorica periods, for it privileges a modern notion of rationdity over other
modes of thinking and acting which may have undepinned the emergence and functioning of
acocounting practices during those earlier periods.

Sour ces of historical material

Sources or archivd materid conditute a crucid theme in the debate between traditiond
and new acocounting higorians (see Heschman et al., 1996, p. 64). Researchers embracing the
TAH approach pride themsdves on badng ther higoricd ressarch upon a meticulous
invegigaion of original and primary, in contrast to secondary, archiva materid. At the same
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time, these researchers argue that NAH researchers have been guilty of relying on secondary
archiva sources. When NAH researchers use primary materid, they are criticised for providing a
uperficdd examingion of such sources (see Luft, 1997). These dams are examined below, but it
is worth gating from the outsst that even if some NAH researchers have rdied upon secondary
sources, there is nothing irherent in NAH that promotes secondary sources in preference to
primary sources (see dso Canegie and Napier, 1996). A careful invedtigator, irrespective of the
paticular gpproach embraced (i.e whether TAH or NAH) should adways seek to prosecute
origind and primary sources except when these are not accessble (in which case a dear
disclamer should be made).

The ultimate reason for the debate on primary/secondary sources rests on the contention
that it is difficult for “facts to soesk by themsdves’ (Miller et al, 1991). For some NAH
reseerchers, primary sources lack objectivity for two reasons. Firdly, archivd materids are
mogly biased towards depicting the hisory of the economic and socid dites, entrepreneurs,
kings and highly-ranked civil servants. In contrast, very little evidence reports the higory from
the perspective of those with a low socid or economic datus, eg., workers. This bias towards
those who control what is to be kept by way of achivd materid resulted, for example, in the
promotion of idedigic images of some professond assodaions of accountants “these hitories
tend to assume both that accountants are essentid to society and that much of the professond
success depends on how the associaions were organized” (Loft, 1986, p. 138). Secondly,
accounting higorians can be biasad in teems of ther choice of primary sources, and ther
interpretation of the materid, and this bias is underpinned by ther own educatiion and ideology.
In short, Tyson (1993, p.13) synthesses his perception of the attitude of NAH researchers to the
use of primary sources by gaing rather bluntly that “facts can never be objective, so why bother
to invedtigate them carefully”.

These arguments, TAH's researchers contend, are used by NAH researchers as an excuse
for not drawing on primary sources to support their investigaions. Some NAH researchers (eg.,
Napier, 1989), while acknowledging the importance of conventiond reseerch by emphassing the
ensamble of primay and seconday sources, refer to TAH ressach as “antiquarian”. This
paticular term, on the other hand, is perceived as disdainful by TAH researchers (eg., Hernandez
Egteve, 1996a, 1996hb), who argue that it neglects the rich tradition of archiva search that is
conducted under TAH. Indeed, TAH advocaies have drongly resented such charge. In one
extreme example it is agued that: “Higorians committed to conventiond accounting methods
must confront every atack that is made agang the relevance of primary sources’ (Tyson, 1995,
p.29). Other, more moderate examples, argue that the use of primary maerids conditutes an
essentid pat of accounting higory research (eg., Heischman et al., 1996, Hernandez Edteve,
1996b). The debate on the sources of accounting higtory research, moreover, extends to some
other controversd issues, such as the function of accounting history research. Parker (1997)
argues tha accounting historians are accountable for providing a higorical overview that both
enhances our underdanding of the pat and informs the debate, rather than producing
interpretations  conforming with any given draegy or ideology. TAH researchers diginguish
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between “researching within a paradigm”, that is the research currently prosecuted under TAH,
and “researching to the paradigm”, which, in thar view, sums up the Stuation under NAH. They
argue thet it is academicaly correct to “research within the paradigm” but not “to the paradigm’.
Moreover, Heischman and Tyson (1997, p.101) contend that NAH's arguments would be more
compdling if supported by primary sources given that some of its resserch (eg., Miller and
O'Leary, 1987; Hopper and Armstrong, 1991) smply rely on secondary evidence.

In the debate on sources of accounting history research, we argue, there is more common
ground between TAH and NAH compared to the previous three dimensons. Fire, in spite of the
cam by TAH advocates that NAH is inextricably linked to secondary sources, there are many
NAH contributions that are underpinned by primary sources. for example, Hoskin and Macve
(1986, 1988, e ds0 Ezzamd, et. al., 1990) invedtigated disciplinary practices in educationd
organisations drawing on primary sources, Carmona et al. (1997, 1998, 2002), adso the present
paper examined the desgn and use of cogt acoounting and control practices and accounting
change, and the rdaionship between accounting and spatid practices in the Spanish Royd
Tobacco Fectory drawing on primary sources. Second, as noted above, there is nothing inherent
in NAH that compels researchers not to draw on primary sources. Other NAH researchers who
draw mainly upon primary sources include Nufez and Gutiérez (1996), who investigated the
deployment of cost accounting practices in the monopoly of siver mines in New Spain, in 18"
century; Zambon and Zan (1998), who examined cash. flow practices in the Arsend of Venice, in
16" century; Nifiez (1999), who studied the gunpowder monopoly in New Mexico and the
process of accounting change that occurred as consequence of the gppointment of Mr. José de
Gévez as new Generd Inspector.

To sum up, the debae on the sources of evidence of accounting history research
conditutes an area of condderable commondity for scholars of both TAH and NAH. These
camps, however, depat in the theories which inform ther andyss sodologicdly and
philosophicaly-based for NAH and economicaly-based, as often implicitly applied, for TAH.
Research based on primary sources is a fundamentd dement of accounting higtory research.
Excdusve rdiance upon secondary sources requires an explict disdamer on the pat of the
authors and conclusions should be reassessed whenever primary evidence becomes avallable.

Discusson and conclusons

The differences between TAH and NAH, which, for convenience, have been summarised
under what counts as accounting, concern with origins and geness, the roles of accounting, and
sources of higoricd materid, are in the main farly crucid. For example, under the ‘demand-
reqoonse theds espoused by TAH, accounting techniques are assumed to be the products
desgned and implemented to serve rationdly motivated economic needs, ther ussfulness has to
be continuoudy reessessed over time in light of  shifting demands of managers, and when found
lacking in rdevance cdls are made for these techniques to be ‘reformed” so that their lost
relevance can be regained (Johnson and Kaplan, 1987). The demand-response gpproach is given
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legiimacy by the American Accounting Asodation (1977, p. 50) which defines acoounting
higory as comprisng the sudy of the evolution of accounting thought and practices as wdl as
the andyss of the inditutions that have been st up as a response to both environmental changes
and socid needs. Accounting is viewed as a product that is shaped and re-shaped to suit the
customers (users), and its problems, as there may be, are congrued exclusvely in terms of failure
to attend to the rationa needs of users.

In contragt, under NAH accounting's problems are not necessarily linked to lack of
relevance to the rcelved needs of users since rationd demand is not seen to be the exclusive or
even the primary driver for accounting change. Rather, “Acocounting's problems lurk from within
it from the outset and there is unlikdy to be any quick and essy remedy.” (Ezzamd, et al.,1990,
p. 157). Researchers working within the NAH gpproach would not view accounting practices as
having once been rdlevant only to become perverted a a later point in time and in need of reform,
as Johnson and Kaplan (1987) would assert. Rather, the problematisation of accounting is linked
explictly to the power of the cdculative practices of accounting as they are deployed to quantify
and vdue ativities messure human paformance and define the tems of accountability.
Researchers efforts under NAH would therefore not be directed towards searching for solutions
to goedific problems. Raher, they would focus on problematisng and decondructing
developments in accounting practices, identifying as far as possble their effects on organisationd
and socd functioning, gopreciding how goparently mundane accounting practices come to be
embedded in organisationdl action, shaping, and indeed condructing, perceptions of problems,
priorities, and solutions, defining posshilities and scope for action, forging petterns of human
and organistiond  interdependencies, and rendering activities cdculdble and vishle (Ezzamd,
1994).

But this is nat dl. If drictlly viewed as the product of the ‘demand-response thesis,
accounting practices become formulaied as secondary to ‘megter’ disciplines such as economics
(Klammer and McCloskey, 1992). Rather then focusng on the devdopment of accounting
practices in ther own right, under TAH they are underdood as manifestations of economic
reesoning and rationdity. This tendency dso caries through to any dtempt to theorise
accounting whereby it is conceptudised as an economic good. But recent ressarch has cast
serious doubt on this privileging of economics over accounting, as new evidence now drongly
indicates that the firg form of writing ever found was the writing of accounting transactions in
andient dvilistions such as Mesopotamia (eg., Schmandt-Besserat, 1992) and Egypt (eg.
Trigger, 1983). If one accepts this widdy accepted and gSgnificant finding, that accounting
prectices emerged before writing, and indeed before the advent of the economicdly retiond
being, then any gpproach that subordinates research of accounting history to rationa economic
thinking is compromised from the outset.

Although we have attempted to make a case for the new accounting history gpproach, we
do not believe it is ether helpful or hedthy to polarise the debate. Rather than seek to meke a
caxe for the new accounting hisory to the exduson of traditiond accounting history, we would
contend that there is a place for both gpproaches. Indeed, creating the space for both approaches
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should help in sharpening the research agendas of both. We are therefore not indlined to agree
with saf-congratul atory statements such as

In the space of less than a decade accounting history has come to occupy a
significant position within the discipline of accounting. This is not a matter of
volume, the just reward that comes from the accretion of years of patient research.
Historians of accounting have long toiled away, carefully documenting the past of the
discipline without such a reward. But until recently, this research seemed destined to
have a narrowly circumscribed role within the discipline as a whole (Miller et al.,
1991, p. 395).

Such daements dearly undermine the pioneering achievements mede by leading scholars
working within the TAH goproach. Smilarly, some TAH researchers (eg., Tyson, 1993), in
atempting to advance ther own argument, incorrectly accuse NAH researchers of lacking
scholaly endeavour. We would argue thet, irrespective of one€'s intdlectud persueson, a
scholarly study of accounting history commands both repect and recognition.

As our focus here has been on explicating the main achievements of NAH research o far,
we bdieve that this body of research has dready yidded a number of crucid indghts. First, NAH
has encouraged us to think beyond conventiond definitions of accounting o that a much broader
view is developed to embrace aroad st of quantifyng, vauing and representationa practices
there by having the potentid to extend to earlier higoricd junctures which would be exduded
under the traditiona definition of accounting. This, however, should not push us into the corner
of seeking to theorise accounting as a smdl subset of other practices of caculaion as some
researchers working within the NAH tradition have suggested. By broadening our definition of
accounting, we both avoid privileging contemporary dassficaions and employing them as
draitjackets to interpret past practices. Moreover, and relatedly, such a broadening of defining
what counts as accounting opens up new avenues for invedigaing many rich experiences in
specific socio-political  contexts that would be drawn from across the whole experience of human
higory and which ae radicdly different from those of modern times (eg, Ezzamd, 1997,
Ezzand y Hoskin, 1998). Ye, it is here where one of the mgor chdlenges facing NAH
researchers lies Although some promigng work on atempting to conceptudise a broader
definition of accounting has dready begun (eg., Tinker, 1985), more research in this area is
needed.

Second, there is much to be ganed from giving more dtention to the genedlogies of
accounting practices rather than smply focusng (as the mgority of TAH resserchers have done
0 far) upon tracing what may be deemed the origins of these practices. The few NAH dudies
which examined explidtly the genedogy of accounting have demondraied the worthiness of this
focus This empheds agan, avoids the privileging of contemporary meanings over meanings
forged in spedific time-gpace locaes in previous periods.
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Third, NAH research has demondrated the vaue of ascribing roles to accounting practice
other than the purdy economicdly rationd. Moving beyond, but not necessaily exduding,
economic explanations of the emergence and functioning of accounting practices helps to free our
thinking so that we no longer need to see accounting as a purely economic good. Alternative
views of the roles of accounting in organizations and society would dlow us to focus on those
roles which underpinned the emergence and functioning of accounting in the padt, rather than
presume that the ‘demand-response modd is capable of providing invarigble, tempordly and
soatidly fixed, explanations of the roles of accounting practices. For example, Labour process
andyss and the powe/knowledge thess have yidded many intereding indghts that have
enriched ou understanding of new roles and power effects of accounting practices that are not
possble under TAH. More future research should cgpitdise on these findings and extend these
gpproaches to accounting practices in different socio-politica contexts.

In spite of these achievements; NAH adso faces a number of important chalenges. In
addressng such chdlenges, however, we do not intend to outline a blueprint or research agenda
for NAH. Raher, our am is to provide some examples about what we deem as some of the
unexplored areas by NAH researchers. Firdt, double-entry bookkeeping conditutes one of the
mgor discontinuities in accounting higory. As noted above, invedigaion of the double-entry
method conditutes a prominent research area for scholas of the TAH camp. Surprisngly,
however, examination of the sodd and organisationd consequences of the implementation of
double-entry bookkeeping in organisations has been dmost neglected by NAH researchers (see
Lemarchand, 1996 for a notable exception, as he andysed the implementation of the sysem in
the Paris brothers business a Foucaul dian perspective).

Second, NAH places grest emphads upon the role of accounting practices in
organisations as an indrument of survellance (eg., as dated by the Foucddians) and exploitation
of the labour force (eg., as argued by the defenders of the labour process approach). By doing
this, however, NAH researchers have largdy fowsed on cost and management accounting to the
neglect of financid reporting practice. Notable exceptions to such neglect, though, are some
dudies of the dructuration of the accounting professon (eg., Annissete, 1998, Waker, 1993,
1996). Moreover, as Edwards, Boyns and Anderson (1995, pp. 36-37) have pointed out the focus
of NAH researchers on issues rdaed to “human accountability” has margindised examination of
other equaly important issues, such as price setting, preparation of forecasts, and measurement of
the profitability of departments and products.

Third, as noted aove, a number of NAH contributions have drawn on secondary sources.
Although such theorisation may by underdandable in explaining the emergence of a new research
trend, there is nothing inherent to NAH towards the utilisation of secondary sources. Future NAH
investigations, we contend, should rely whenever possible on primary evidence.

Fourth, interdisciplinarity condtitutes one of the mog dtractive aspects of accounting
higory research. Accordingly, the discipline has benefitted from contributions usng a number of
research frameworks, ranging from economics to socid theory. As far as research conducted
under NAH, however, mogt of these investigations have dedt with the application of recent socid
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and sociologicd  theories to specific accounting hidory issues. In the main, interdisciplinarity
under NAH has been an unidirectiond flow congging of the explanaion of accounting hisory
problems under the view of some sodid and sociologica theories'. Interdisciplinarity, as we view
it, however, condsts of a double flow; thet is, a theory is goplied to explain a given problem but
results of such explangtion should dso hdp in expanding the informing theory, and this is a
paticulaly important chadlenge as far as accounting is perceved under NAH as a sodd

Fifth, in contrast to TAH invedtigations which researchers fron a congderable number of
countries have contributed, invedtigations under NAH have been mogly undertable by scholars
dfiliaed to Anglo-Saxon countries. Understand the problem of publication in top-tier, research
outlets for nonrAnglo-Saxon scholars, consolidation of NAH as a research trend demands its
expandon to countries outdde the Anglo-Saxon doman, which in turn will provide evidence on
inditutiona  gtudtions diffeent from those characterisng the Anglo-Saxon domain. As Scott
(2001) contends, little will be known if dl, or nealy dl, cases address dmilar inditutiona
SHtings

Findly, NAH should expand its loca/nationd domain focus to redly address compardtive
accounting history reseerch. By doing that, our investigations will be cgpable of address richer
evidence and, accordingly, will help contributing the discipline of accounting higtory.

BIBLIOGRAPHY
American Accounting Association (1971): Report of the Committee on Accounting History, Sarasota. Florida.

American Accounting Association (1977): A Statement on Accounting Theory and Theory Acceptance, Sarasota,
Florida.

Annisatte, M. (1999): “Importing accounting: the case of Trinidad and Tobago”, Accounting, Business & Financial
History, Val. 9, No.1: 103-133.

Appleby, J.; L. Hunt and M. Jacob(1995): Telling the Truth about History, London: W.W. Norton & Company.

Bisaschi, A. (2003): “The Accounting System of the Venerable Society of the Living and the Dead of Parmain
Medieval Times’, Accounting History, Val. 8, No. 1: 89-111.

Burke, P. (1992): New Perspectives on Historical Writing, Cambridge: Polity Press.

Burchdl, S; C. Clubb; A.G. Hopwood; J. Hughes and J. Nahapiet (1980): “The Roles of Accounting in
Organizations and Society”, Accounting, Organizations and Society, Vol. 5, No.1: 527.

Carmona, S; M. Ezzamé and F. Gutiérrez (1997): “Control and Cost Accounting in the Spanish Royal Tobacco
Factory”, Accounting, Organizations and Society, Val. 22, No. 5: 411-446.

1 A problem that the authors fully admit responsible for in their investigations.

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History

No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 49
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

Carmona, S; M. Ezzamd and F. Gutiérrez (1998): “Towards an Institutional Analysis of Accounting Change in
the Royal Tobacco Factory of Seville”, Accounting Historians Journal, VVal. 25, No. 1 (June): 115-147.

Carmona, S; M. Ezzamd and F. Gutiérrez (2002): “Accounting and Factory Space’, Accounting, Organizations
and Society, Val. 27, No. 3: 239-274.

Carmona, S. and M. Macias (2001): “Institutional Pressures, Monopolistic Conditions, and the Implementation of
Early Cost Management Systems’, Abacus, Val. 37, Number 2; 139-165.

Carnegie, G.D. and C.J. Napier, (1996): “Critical and Interpretive Histories: Insights into Accounting’s Present
and Future Through its Past”, Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal, Vol. 9, No.3: 7-39.

Craig, R. and S. Jenkins, (1996): “Conjectures on Colonial Accounting History in Australia’, Abacus Vol. 32, No.
2 2-19.

DonosoAnes, R. (1992): “Bartolomé Salvador de Solérzano, Primer Autor de un Libro de Contabilidad por Partida
Doble o Cuatrocientos Afios de Reconocimiento Tedrico de la Contabilidad por Partida Doble en Espafia’,
Cuadernos de Investigacion Contable, Val. 4, No. 1-2: 1-42.

Edwards J. R.; T. Boyns and M. Anderson (1995): “British Cost Accounting Development: Continuity and
Change’, The Accounting Historians Journal, Vol.22, No.2: 1-41.

Edwards, J. R. and E. Newdl (1991): “The Development of Industrial Cost and Management Accounting Before
1850: A Survey of the Evidence”, BusinessHistory, Val. 33, No. 1: 35-57.

Ezzamd, M. (1994): “From Problem Solving to Problematization: Relevance Revisited”, Critical Perspectives on
Accounting, 5: 269-280.

Ezzamd, M. (1997): “Accounting, Control and Accountability: Preliminary Evidence from Ancient Egypt”, Critical
Per spectives on Accounting, 8: 563-601

Ezzamd, M. and K. Hoskin (1998): “On the Logic of the Supplement: Theorizing Accounting, Writing and Money
in Mesopotamiaand Ancient Egypt”, Working Paper, University of Manchester.

Ezzamd, M., K. Hokin, and R. Macve (1990): “Managing it al by Numbers: A Review of Johnson and Kaplan's
‘Relevance Lost’”, Accounting and Business Research, Vol. 20, No. 78: 153-166.

Fleschman, R. K.; KW. Hokin, and R. H. Macve (1995): “The Boulton & Watt Case: The Crux of Alternative

Approaches to Accounting History?’, Accounting and Business Research, Val. 25, No. 99 ( Summer): 162
176.

Fleschman, R. K., P. Mills and T. N. Tyson (1996): “A Theoreticad Primer for Evaluating and Conducting
Historical Researchin Accounting”, Accounting History, Val 1, No.1: 55-75.

Fleischman, R. K. and L. D. Parker (1991): “British Entrepreneurs and Pre-Industrial Revolution Evidence of Cost
Management”, The Accounting Review, Vol. 66, No. 2 (April): 361-375.

Fleischman, R. K. and T. N. Tyson (1998): “The Evolution of Standard Costing in the U.K. and U.S.: From
Decision Making to Control”, Abacus, Val. 32, No.2: 214-236.

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History
No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 50
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

Fleschman, RK. and T.N. Tyson (1997): “Archival Researchers: An Endangered Species?’, The Accounting
Historians Journal, Val. 24 No 2: 91-109.

Foucault, M. (1980): Power/Knowledge: Selected Interviews and Other Writings, 1972-1977, New Y ork: Pantheon
Books.

Garner, S.P. (1954): Evolution of Cost Accounting, Tuscaloosa, Alabama: University of Alabama Press.

GonzalezFerrando, J. M. (1992): “El villano Luis de Luque y Leyva, “reintroductor” de la partida doble en la
bibliografia espafiola’, Cuader nos de Investigacion Contable, Vol. 4 No. 1-2 43-68.

Gourvish, T. (1995): “Business History: In Defence of the Empirica Approach?’, Accounting, Business and
Financial History, Val. 5, No. 1. 3-16.

Hernandez Egteve, E. (1996): “Problemética genera de la historia de la contabilidad en Espafia’, En torno a la
elaboracion de una historia de la contabilidad en Espafia, 45-114, Madrid: AECA.

Hernandez Esteve E. (1996b): “Prdlogo”, en Donoso Anes, R. (1996), Una Contribucién a la Historia de la
Contabilidad: Andlisis de las précticas contables desarrolladas por latesoreria de la Casa de Contratacion de
lasIndias de Sevilla(1503-1717), 15-36, Sevilla: Universidad de Sevilla.

Hernandez-Esteve, E. (1994): Estudio Introductorio sobrela Vida de Luca Pacioli, Madrid: AECA.

Hopper, T. and P. Armgrong (1991): “Cost Accounting, Controlling Labour and the Rise of Conglomerates’,
Accounting, Organizations and Society, Val. 16, No. 5/6: 405433,

Hoskin, KW. and R. H. Macve (1986): “Accounting and the Examination: A Genedogy of Disciplinary Power”,
Accounting, Organizations and Society, Vol. 11, No. 2: 105-136.

Hoxkin, KW. and R. H. Macve (1988): “The Genesis of Accountability: The West Point Connections’,
Accounting, Organizations and Society, Val. 13, No. 1: 37-73.

Hoskin, K. W. and R. H. Macve (2000): “Knowing More as Knowing Less? Alternative histories of Cost and
Management Accounting in the U.S. and the U.K.”, The Accounting Historians Journal, Val. 27, No.1: 91-
149,

Janssen, J. J.(1975): Commodity Prices from the Ramessid Period, Leiden: E.J. Brill.

Johnson, H. T. (1981): “Towards a New Understanding of Nineteenth-Century Cost Accounting”, Accounting
Review, Vdl. LVI: 510-518,

Johnson, H.T. and R. S. Kaplan (1987): Relevance Lost: the Rise and Fall of Management Acconting, Boston:
Harvard Business School Press.

Klammer, A. and D. McCloskey (1992): “Accounting as the Master Metaphor of Economics’, The European
Accounting Review, Val. 1 No.1: 145-160.

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History

No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 51
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

Lemarchand, Y. (1999): “Introducing Double-Entry Bookkeeping in Public Finance: a French Experiment a the
Beginning of the Eighteenth Century”, Accounting, Business and Financial History, Val. 9, No. 2: 225-254.

Lemarchand, Y. (1994): “Double entry versus charge and discharge accounting in eighteenth-century France”,
Accounting, Business & Financial History, 4(1): 119-145.

Littleton, A. C. (1981, first published in 1933): Accounting Evolution to 1900, Alabama: The University of Alabama
Press.

Loft, A. (1986): “Towards a Critical Understanding of Cost Accounting in the UK, 1914-1925", Accounting,
Organizationsand Society, Val. 11, No 2: 137-169.

Luft, J. L. (1997): “LongTerm Change in Management Accounting: Perspectives from Historica Research”,
Journal of Management Accounting Research, 7: 163-197.

Mandd, E. (1962): Treatise on Marxist Economics, London: Merlin Press.
Mandd, E. (1968): Marxist Economic Theory, New Y ork: Monthly Review Press.

Mattessich, R. (1989): “Accounting and the Input-Output Principle in the Prehistoric and Ancient World”, Abacus
Val. 25, No. 2 78-84.

Mattessisch, R. (1998): “Recent Insights into Mesopotamian Accounting of the 3RD Millennium B.C. - Successor
to Token A ccounting”, The Accounting Historians Journal, Vol. 25, No. 1 (June): 1-27.

Merino, B.P. and A. G. Mayper (1993): “Accounting History and Empirical Research”, The Accounting Historians
Journal, Val. 20, No. 2: 237-267.

Miller, P.; T. Hopper and R. Laughlin (1991): “The New History: An Introduction”, Accounting, Organizations
and Society, Val. 16, No. 5/6: 395-403.

Miller, P. and C. Napier (1993): “Genedogies of Caculation”, Accounting, Organizations and Society, Val. 18,
No. 7/8: 631-647.

Miller, P. ad T. O'Leary (1987): “Accounting and the Construction of the Governable Person”, Accounting,
Organizationsand Society, Vol. 12, No. 3: 235-265.

Miller, P. and T. O’'Leary (1989): “Hierarchies and American Ideals, 1900-1940", Academy of Management
Review, April: 250-265.

Miller, P. and T. O'Leary (1990): “Making Accountancy Practical”, Accounting, Organizations and Society, pp.
479-498.

Napier, C. J. (1989): “Research Directions in Accounting History”, British Accounting History, Vol.21, No. 2: 237-
4.

Nikitin, M. (1996): “The Birth of Industrial Accounting in France: The Role of Pierre Antoine Godard-Desmarest as

Strategist, Industrialist and Accountant at the Baccarat Crystalworks’, Accounting, Business and Financial
History, Vdl. 6, No. 1: 93-110.

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History
No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 52
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

NUfiez, M. (1999): El papel de los individuos en la institucionalizacion de préacticas contables, Unpublished Ph.D
thesis, Universidad de Sevilla.

NUfiez, M and Gutiérrez, F. (1996): “Cost Acccounting Practices in the Monopoly of Silver Mining, in New
Spain”, Working Paper. University of Seville.

Parker, L. D. (1997): “Informing Historical Research in Accounting and Management: Traditions, Philosophies, and
Opportunities’, The Accounting Historians Journal, Vol. 24, No. 2: 111-149.

Pollard, S. (1965): The Genesis of Modern Management , Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Power, M. (1992): “After Caculation: Reflections on Critique of Economic Reason by Andre Gorg”, Acccounting,
Organizationsand Society, 17: 477-49%0.

Previts, G. J. and R. Bricker (1994): “Fact and Theory in Accounting History: Presentmindeness and Capital
Market Research”, Contemporary Accounting Research, Val. 10, No.2: 625-641

Schmandt -Besserat, D. (1992): Before Writing, Vol. I, From Counting to Cuniform, Austin, TX: University of
Texas Press.

Scott, W.R. (2001): Institutions and Organizations Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.
Solomons, D. (1952): Sudiesin Costing, London: Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd.

Solomons, D. (1968): “The Historica Deveploment of Costing”, Studies in Cost Analysis, 3-49, D. Solomons (ed.),
London; Sweet & Maxwell.

Sombart, W. (1979): “Sombart on Accounting History”, trandated by K. S. Most, Academy of Accounting
Historians Working Paper No. 35.

Stevelinck, E. (1985): “Accounting in Ancient Times’, The Accounting Historians Journal, Vol. 12, No. 1 (Spring):
1-16.

Tinker, T. (1985): Paper Prophets: A Social Critique of Accounting, New Y ork: Pragger.

Trigger, B. G. (1983): “The Rise of Egyptian Civilization”, B.G. Trigger; B.J. Kemp, D. O’'Conner and A.B. Lloyd
(eds.), Ancient Egypt: A Social History, 1-70, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tyson, T. (1993): “Keeping the Record Straight: Foucaldian Revisionism and Nineteenth Century US Cost
Accounting History”, Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal, Vol. 6, No.2: 4-16.

Tyson, T. (1995): “An Archivist Responds to Accounting History: The Case of the US Men’s Clothing Industry”,
Accounting, Business and Financial History, Vol. 5, No 1: 17-37.

Walker, S. (1993): Anatomy of a Scottish CA Practice: Lindsay, Lamieson and Holdan, 1818-1918, ABFH, Val. 3,
No. 2: 127-154.

Walker, S. (1996): “The Crimind Upperworld and the Emergence of a Disciplinary Coh in the Early Chartered
Accountoncy Profession”, Accounting History, Val. 1, No. 2: 7-35.

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History

No. 1 Diciembre 2004



Salvador Carmona, Mahmoud Ezzamel, Fernando Gutiérrez: Accounting History 53
Research: Traditional and New Accounting History Perspectives

Walker, S. (1995): “The Genesis of Professional Organization in Scotland: a Contextual Analysis’, Accounting,
Organizations & Society, Vol. 20, No. 4: 285-310.

Weber, M. (1978): Economy and Society: an Outline of Interpretive Sociology, Berkeley: G. Roth and C. Wittich
(eds.), University of California Press.

Zambon, S and L. Zan (1998): “Cash Flows and Accounting Practices of a Large XVI Century Organization: The
Case of Venice Arsena”, XXI Annual Congress of the European Accounting Association, Antwerp.

Salvador Carmona es Catedratico de Contabilidad y Economia Financiera, Instituto de Empresa, Madrid, Espafia. Su
e-mall es scarmona@profesor.ie.edu

Mahmoud Ezzamel es Professor of Accounting and Finance en la Cardiff University, Reino Unido de Gran Bretafia.
Sue-mall es. ezzamel @cardiff.ac.uk

Fernando Gutiérrez es Profesor de Contabilidad y Economia Financiera en la Universidad Pablo de Olavide de
Sevilla, Sevilla, Espaiia. Su e-mail is fguthid@dee.upo.es

Salvador Carmonais Professor of Accounting and Finance at the Instituto de Empresa, Madrid, Spain. Hise-mail is.

scarmona@profesor.ie.edu

Mahmoud Ezzamel is Professor of Accounting and Finance at the Cardiff University, United Kingdom. His email

is. ezzame @cardiff.ac.uk
Fernando Gutiérrez is Professor of Accounting and Finance at the Universidad Pablo de Olavide de Sevilla, Seville,

Spain. Hise-mail is fquthid@dee.upo.es

DE COMPUTIS Revista Espafiola de Historia de la Contabilidad
Spanish Journal of Accounting History
No. 1 Diciembre 2004



