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The fact that a world-renowned academic sociolpgistauthor of one of the most influential
social science texts of the last five decadeshénTthird World and the First World, and not
least in the USA, with an impressive internatioaehdemic curriculum,Fernando Henrique
Cardoso, became President of Brazil, being twieetetl in a free democratic process, has
struck many people as a singular, perhaps uniqoermnce in political history of nations in
the twentieth century. Possibly if it had happemed smaller, less consequential country, it
would have attracted far less notice, and migheHaeen summarily dismissed as the kind of
oddity that can arise in the political processesnoinor countries. Be that as it may, it was
consideration of this case that originated the gedote, belatedly, where we look at a
number of careers that bear some degree of stalictimilarity to this one and the kinds of
socio-political circunstances under which have ozl

Attempting to see this occurrence in a comparagigespective, | will look, in this brief
account, at a number of cases where social sdents®ciologists, political scientists,
anthropologists, economists, and even for this gagmt least, historians) have come to hold
the top political offices of Presidents of Republar Prime Ministers, in the twentieth century
(the Presidency of course can carry little politipawer in republican parliamentary systems,
certainly in normal times, but even so it is fortyahe highest office of State). It could be
argued that lawyers (or “jurists”, in the ContirnEuropean parlance, which would include
university Professors of Law or Jurisprudence)haps the single most numerous category in
such posts in Europe and Latin America (and nohank elsewhere), should be counted as a
variety of social scientists, especially before th&ciplinary identies of sociology, political
science, international relations, etc., were cddatdd and institutionalized in separate
departments in universities (sociology could appewater a variety of rubrics, such as social
economics, social studies or social philosophyjtag@ly some, in terms of the subjects and
approaches of their doctoral dissertations, cbeldounted as such (work which in a number
of cases could easily have been done as histopliedpeconomics or political science), but in
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this Note | will not include them as a genus. Ndll Winclude physicians, who have been
prominent in the political elites of many countrtesught often their work in social medicine
and public health might in justify to some degneeirtinclusion among social scientists, such
as Allende, for example (similar considerations ldoapply to practicioners of psychiatry,
especially social psychiafly

The cases | am most interested are those of ssmigitists who pursued an academic career
of distinction for a significant number of yearsfdre entering politics, or being appointed
PRs or PMs (even though they may have harboureaticablambitions in that period, they
concentrated on scholarly work). | am not therefeconcerned with those holding an
academic post for the minimum number of years simplorder to add to their portfolio of
qualifications or credentials (in the sociologisahse), their c.v. aursus honorunwithout
producing a significant scholarbeuvreor those who, at any rate, did not pursue an aw&de
career for a significant length of time, for whatewveasons and entered full-time politics
instead. There are cases which may be difficulinterpret, and there will be legitimate
disagreement on how to classify them, but on thelevhhe analytical distinction seems
worthwile as a point of departure in the inquiry.

The first case | can think of of a social sciendigaiining a top political office in the twentieth
century is that of Woodrow Wilson, a Professor olitits and author of articles and books on
comparative government, who was twice elected &eesiof the United StatésBut it was
during his tenure as President of Princeton Uniwsethat Wilson, who had never been
elected to state or Federal offices, became thedomtic Party’s candidate for President in
an unusually fraught Party Convention. One mightrnegay it was a fluke that he was
nominated, in that he had not built up a followioger the previous years by pursuing a
normal political career or courting key Party figarover a number of years. Since then,
hardly any social scientists, not even economisés/e come close to being nominated as
Presidential candidates for either of the two mgparties, or even been talked about
seriously, in the USA, though two engineers (Hopw@arter) became Presidents, though
unlucky ones, neither being re-electéd...

2 The psychiatrist Frantz Fanon’s writings weredgfitial throughout what was then known as the TWiatld
among radicals and nationalists.

3 There are, to be sure, a number of figures whthowi being academics, deserve to appear in compsére
histories of political thought, in a fairly incluva sense, who held the office of Prime Ministethia U.K. (the
conservative leader Lord Salisbury being a cagmint, a recent journal of conservative thoughhbeialled
The Salisbury Reviewthough many would wish to include Winston Chulizhl he same would hold in the
case of authors of philosophical works, who wereamademics, though they enjoyed recognition asfgignt
thinkers in their time, the most salient being ArtBalfour, another Conservative Prime Ministerovagain
earns at least footnotes in histories of philosophiyhe period, though none of his works (he wiatte
considerable length on questions of epistemologgkars to be in print. Masaryk, whom we shall lablater
could easily be double-counted as a philospheredisas a sociologist, who became the first Pregidén
Czechoslovakia.

4 The economist Clark Kerr, President of the Uniirgrsf California, was talked about as a possibiesiiential
candidate for the Democratic Party but the studdmllion that shook Berkeley in 1968-9 put paidhis
prospect. It would have been the third instanceoafieone who had become the President of a majeensity
being nominated in the USA for a major politicatgathough of course General Eisenhower, President
Columbia University at the time of his nominatiar the Presidency, had not been an academic (eitsegar
as he had taught at a military academy). Congrassixid a number of former academics, and perhapshao
a number of scientist-entrepreneurs have becomemméires, it will recruit some more, bearing imohthe
prevalence of millionaires in the Senate and tesadr extent in the House of Representatives {stél country
with thirteen million millionaires there is a largeol to draw on). | have not considered candglpté forward
by minor parties, either in the instance of thedd®f other countries.




3

The great majority of cases of social scientistthdo than economists) reaching the top
offices subsequently throughout the twentieth agntuave occurred in newly emergent
polities, mostly either following the break-up ofmires within Europe in the wake of WWI
and later, after 1945, in the decolonization of dp@an overseas empires subsequent to
WWII. That is to say, in circumstances where, thesre not established national political
elites to draw on, so recruitment to highest officé State was fairly open to figures other
than professional politicians. Such situations @mest openings for prestigious figures of
scholarship or the arts, especially the perfornartg, especially internationally known ones,
sometimes apolitical, except in the sense of bpingicly identified with the national cause
in pre-independence days, to be elected or appbidePresidents or Prime Ministers (the
choice of the world-famous pianist and composeatgnPaderewski as Prime Minister of
Poland in 1919, in his time a world celebrijy Exceptional circumstances may arise, such as
that of governments in exile, like that of the SparRepublic or that of the Polish Republic
after 1939, and in the case of Poland again afié6 1where appointments to these positions
may be made outside the normal political critedad distinguished scholars may be
appointedaute de mieuxas it were. But in this Note we are mostly conedrwith relatively
self-determining or emergent politfes

Within Europe, the emergence of Czechoslovakidnenwake of the collapse of the Austro-
Hungarian Empire, led to the accession of T. Mdsaryo had been prominent for some time
as a leader of the Czechslovak independence movemerPresident of the Republic and
indeed “Father of the Nation”. Masaryk, though alggopher primarily, had published
studies of a sociological character, such as a nuiteld work on suicide, and was often
characterized as a sociologist. His internatiomglutation as a scholar and publicist was
certainly a factor in his accession: his partidipatin political movements to some extent
reinforced his other assets, of intellectual pgestind international fame, valuable to a new
country seeking recognition on the world stage anious way& A greater oddity was the
election of another sociologist, at any rate a fnrRProfessor of Sociology at Charles
University, Eduard Benes, who, as follower of Big&’s social throught, and his close
collaborator, succeeded Masaryk as President ofthostovakia (1935-38) and assumed the
office again after exile in the U.K. during WWduring 1945-48. Attempting to be neutral,
he in fact assisted in the process which led toGbemunist take-over of the country, with
the consequent destruction of the democratic paliforces.

Communist rule in Eastern Europe between 1945 @88 #lid not favour social scientists or
indeed intellectuals of any variety for even thendrific posts of President of the Republic
(even though some perhaps entertained the amhifidsecomingéminences grisesf the
leaders who counted or perhaps exerting influehceugh Party Summer Schools). Still,
there was one unusual appointment, Andreas HegedURrime Minister in Hungary, the
youngest Prime Minister in the history of the cauntfor a brief period, April 1955 to

5 This is perhaps truly unique. Especially valuabléhe national cause as a friend of Woodrow Wilson
According to some sources, he was again Prime kinid the Polish government in exile in 1940-41.

® Einstein was approached with the request thahbeld accept becoming the first President of Isrdel
declined to leave Princeton, much to the relighmaictical Israeli politicians like Ben-Gurion.

" Karl Renner is a case that deserves mention asial scientist who came to occupy the top offickState
without an academic career in a University or rete@stitute. A lawyer by training, he earned Ihiglihood as
a librarian to the Parliament of the Dual MonardHis research and publications already before Wildrassed
sociological topics. His best-known work on Thetitagions of private propertgarried out what be called a
Marxist sociological analyis of law, and indeed Erglish-language translation was published in the
International Library of Sociology edited by Karlddnheim and has remained a standard reference the&ith
break-up of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, as a pnemi figure of the social democratic party, andeester
conciliator, he became PM in 1919, and after W\W@ first President of the Second Austrian Republig of
the few eminent figures in the country not haviwegi tainted with Nazi associations.
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October 1956: replaced by Nagy in the course offé&st-moving process that led to the
Hungarian revolution, he signed the formal req@@sSoviet intervention. He had not been a
fully-fledged sociologist before his appointmentheshad spent practically all his life from
early adolescence in the Communist Party but suwlesdly he dedicated himself to
sociological research and publication, as freeassiple from political control, censorship or
ideological contamination, maintaining internatibisaholarly contacts as far as possible,
publishing his books abroad, and was never temipée#t into politics, even in more liberal
times, though he did protest against the Sovierwention in Czechoslovakia and was one of
the best-known dissidents while Communist ruleeldgperhaps this counts as some sort of
expiation for his action in 1956). This is a unigease in his post-political dedication to
sociological inquiry, a second, longer and moredpobive scholarly career than the one he
had prior to becoming Prime Minister. Most socieikatists who have held the top political
offices of State (as distinct from ministerial gSsto not return to scholarly inquiry on a full-
time basis after they had held such offices, partlydoubt owing to age, and the sense of not
being able to recover time lost, though some maint lively, acute, high-quality
commentary on world affairs.

Probably the greater number of cases of socialnsie assuming top political offices
occurred in the aftermath of decolonization, wille independence of former colonies of
European powers, above all in Africa, but alsohe Caribbean, in the 1960s especially,
having been leaders or prominent figures of inddpane movements.

Jomo Kenyatta, born and bred in Kenya, enteredeusity at the age of 41, earned a Ph. D. in
social anthropology at the London School of Ecormsmiunder no less a figure than
Malinowski (he was one of his last students at L3B9 revised thesis being published as a
book (Facing Mount Kenyain 1938, with a foreword by his supervisor. Hal diot
subsequently publish any scholarly work. He retdrtte Kenya after an absence of 15 years
and subsequently was arrested and tried during/ldne Mau emergency and imprisoned for
eight years under British rule. After his release became Prime Minister and shortly after,
having engineered a change in the Constitutionsiékeat, executive President (being both
head of state, head of government and commandshigf-of the armed forces) of newly
independent Kenya. As a Kikyu, he was a membehefmajority “tribe” orethnie and he
had been sufficiently close to the independenceamants, that together with his intellectual
standing, to be chosen for the post. Informallywared as “Father of the Nation”, he held it
till his death in 1978 (one of the first of the i&Bin Presidents for Life, in effect or in
denomination, that proliferated in later decadEsy}.the last eight years of his life the country
was a one-party state and Kenyatta was the onlyidate in the presidential elections.

K. A. Busia, a native of Ghana (the Gold Coasttagais called then) became Prime Minister
in independent Ghana from 1969-72, after the enthe@iNkrumah era. Having already taken
PPE, he earned a D.Phil in Social Anthropology froxford in 1947, at the time when
Radcliffe-Brown was director, published as a booki951 (The position of the chief in the
modern political system of Asharfi. Unlike Kenyatta, he went on to publish a numbtr
other scholarly works of an anthropological kin@: Wwas the first African to hold a Chair in
the University College of the Gold Coast (one & tew considered in this Note to pursue a
normal academic career, in this case both in Glawkhin Oxford, where he was a Senior
Associate Member of St Antony’s College in his weaf exile). In his case he had been

8 There have been a number of cases of sociolqgistaell as scholars of other disciplines in theiao
sciences) appointed as Ministers in the last coofptkecades in a number of Western countries, sodezd
being elected to Parliament as well, but they atecansidered here. But the cases represent theidence of a
young democracy with the recent rise of a new acéaldiscipline with a certain cachet of moderninythe
university systems of the countries concerned.

° The subtitle was: “A study of the influence of temporary social changes on Ashanti politicaliingbns”.
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involved in party and parliamentary politics fomamber of years, so that his intellectual
eminence was less of a factor than in the otheic&fr cases, his party leadership counting
more perhaps. He was ousted by a military coup fenkad been brought to his office by the
military coup that overthrew Nkrumah), and appewwtto have resumed scholarly activities
during the rest of his life.

In the post-colonial world, outside Africa, we hatee case of Eric Williams, a native of
Trinidad, an undergraduate at Oxford, where he Hiatbry, being awarded a First, he later
did graduate work in economic history in the samiersity. His chief work, Capitalism and
Slavery(based on his Oxford D. Phil., accepted in 193&)s wublished in 1944 in the USA
(it was not published in the UK for another twegears}’. It has been recurrently debated to
the present day, and was certainly a landmarkérréfevant historiography (unlike the theses
of Kenyatta or Busia, it was not about his own dourspecifically, except as part of
Caribbean history, but in a way on internationdltjpal economy, and those theses have not
provoked the same kind of persistent historiogregdhicontroversy). Williams, with his
Oxford doctorate, wanted to pursue an academi@cdrat, unable to do so in the UK, where
there was perhaps a racial factor counting agdiimt he emigrated to the USA in 1939,
where he taught at a leading Afro-American uniwgrsHoward University, though he
published little of comparable scope and origigaditter his remarkable book, which enjoyed
a considerable reputation among African intellelst@ssociated with Pan-African or national
African independence movements. He returned tahimtry, in its last years as a colonial
dependency, in 1948, and he was very active asdapendent lecturer and publicist, leading
to the publication of a history of the Caribbeans, w&ell in party politics. In newly
independent Trinidad, or, strictly speaking, Tramddand Tobago, as a figure of international
standing, indefatigable in his educational andtali activities since his return, he became
Prime Minister, and his astuteness and ability ley ghe political game in an ethnically
divided society, and to handle massive discontants the surge of “Black Power” which
nearly swept him from power, kept him in the offtdéhis death (he held the post of Prime
Minister without interruption from 1956 to 1981)pdh even acquired the informal title of
“Father of the Nation”, like Kenyatta, who had prded him also in his life-presidency.
Another case that would deserve to be listed Head,he not been assassinated, was that of
the Mozambican Eduardo Mondlane (1920-1969). Hainbtd a scholarship to study in the
USA, entered Oberlin College at the age of 31, gmted there in anthropology and
sociology, and subsequently earned a doctorate in sociadodyorthwestern University in
1960, having spent a year at Havard as a visitiglar in the meantime (his thesis, never
publishedin toto or in part, was not on an African topic, but orerobnflict?). He taught for

a year at Syracuse University and worked as a UWniations official, but returned
permanently to Africa in 1962. His intellectual emince and American connections, amongst
other factors, undoubtedly secured a call to himetarn to Africa to lead the movement for
the independence of Mozambique which was then prep#o start the armed struggle (at
that time it had not proclaimed itself a MarxistAimist organization, committed to “scientific
socialism” and Mondlane, although a socialist, mid subscribe to a Marxist creed). It is still
the ruling party today, more than forty years IatERELIMO, enjoying since 1975 a
monopoly or near-monopoly of political power. Moadé was assassinated in Tanzania,
during the war for independence (initiated in 19@W)ough what agency is still not entirely
clear. He would undoubtedly have become the finsisidlent of the new Republic of

101t was published by the University of North CanaliPress. The subtitle (which the work lacks) cduaide
been something like “British capitalism and Caridbeslavery”. The D. Phil thesis was entitled “Tleer@omic
aspects of West Indian slave trade and slavery”.

1 Among his teachers there were two well-known Axertisociologists, George Simpson and J. Milton ®¥ing
2| have not had access to this thesis, nor do Wikasmyone who has.
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Mozambique after independence had he lived, thaumghcannot tell whether he would have
become another President for Life or he would hawvesen to only hold the office for a

couple of terms or so, or whether he would have edotowards a less repressive post-
colonial regime than the one that was installedyway, he would have been another of the
tiny roll of sociologists to have become Presidem®ost of whom outside the normal

parameters of democratic politiés

Of all categories of social scientists, economigtsild seem to have the best chances of
reaching at least the office of Prime Minister. Agawve restrict our universe to those who
have enjoyed a distinguished academic careers deaat served in economic research
institutes prior to ministerial appointments. Theee=m to be two kinds of cases amongst the
economists who have attained the office of Primaisfer: those who are catapulted (or
perhaps one could say “parachuted”) into the offie the sponsorship of a king-making
entity, the military, the dominant Church, a mapmliitical dynasty, economic lobbies, top
bankers, key media, éfc and those who enter normal politics after adhig\eminence in
their discipline, in democracies, and succeed ingelected leaders of political parties, or at
least achieve prominence in them.

In the first type of case, it may arise most likelya military dictatorship. An example was
Salazar who after teaching and research, with abeunof scholarly publications, was
essentially brought to power sponsored by the CGhamd with the support of important
segments of the military (it is true that many fermniversity professors had held ministerial
posts since 1910, partly because of the demisbheoptevious parliamentary political elite).
Even though he belonged to a minor political pastgnding for the Church interest, it was
not because of the importance of the party thaivag appointed Minister of Finance with
exceptional powers. Through the exercise of thesgeps he gained influence and prestige
and became Prime Minister and in effect the rulen @ivilian-military dictatorship from
1932 to his illness and incapacity (or “politicaadh™) in 1968.

In military dictatorships in the post-1945 periodLlatin America, or better post-1960 period
when a turn to more modern-oriented military digtahips took place many economists were
appointed Ministers of Finance without any previquditical experience or affiliations,
picked out directly from universities, amongst theglling to serve a dictatorship, to be sure,
at least under certain conditions like being givamte blancheto implement ambitious
programmes of monetary, fiscal and other modexah@mic reform, often via stiff doses of
drastic “shock therapy” or “surgery”, and closingeir eyes to repressive practices, the
banning of free trade unions, arbitrary imprisonmegstematic torture, etc. taking place at
the same time (the term “technocrat” came to emjimespread currency in connnexion with

13 Mondlane and Kenyatta have both had universitiesad after them. The intellectual distinction and
prominence as public figures of Busia and Willianmuld have warranted similar memorialization. Cadgbn
liberation movements were often headed by intalkdstin their early phases, with academic expeeeémthe
metropoles (often after attending mission schaokhé colonies), where they in contact with memiloéisther
liberation movements (there were important clusséisuch persons at various times in London anéPand
established links with influential persons and oiigations that would prove helpful in various wayshe
movements and the newly independent countriesWorking”, it would be called later). Some indeed
comprised considerable numbers of intellectualsWedtern-educated persons in their cadres, bydrdminent
figures would often be writers (a surprising numbgpoets amongst them) rather than technicallyifie
(some combined a profession with literary giftshsae the physician and poet Agostinho Neto, heddeof
MPLA, which became the ruling party in Angola). TiMondlane became a sociologist was in away an ahom
in terms of the kind of academic fields chosenhm®se elites between the 1930s and 1950s: sociolugy
became fashionable later.

1 have listed entities which have been allegeldatee played this role in various historical acceysbme
perhaps rather doubtful) for a number of countgapecially in dictatorships or the aftermath dhattarian
rule.
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this category in Latin America and elsewhere, thoug a different sense from the word
originally had, in connexion with engineers and aocbnomists: they might better be called
“econocrats®). But even the most successful of these MinispéfSinance, Delfim Netto in
Brazil,an academic economist, under whose ausfiiegsighest rates of economic growth the
country has ever experienced before or since weaied for six consecutive years (the
years of the Brazilian “economic miracle” as wedl af the armed struggle and the state
terror), to whom therefore the military dictatogshowed a special debt, never rose any
higher, even though he did entertain hopes of bewprmresident (there was no office of
Prime Minister in a presidential systéfh)None of the “Chicago boys” elsewhere made it
either, though in some cases their policies didiltés or coincide with fairly high rates of
economic growth, if at the expense of not insigaifit social and environmental costs (in
others they were disastrous in every way, leadinfiniancial collapse and exacting terrible
social costs). Even in a non-dictatorial situatitmm, economists may be called directly from
the groves of academe to play a high role in pslitThere was at least the case of Andreas
Papandreou, who had been living in the USA foregainumber of years, having graduated
from Harvard, and become Professor of Economicg @hairman of the Department) at
Berkeley, though he also held Professorships oh&cucs at various other North American
universities, being a rather peripatetic acadeim&was asked by his father, the head of the
family’s political dynasty, and leader of a majalipcal party, to return to Greece, which he
did in 1959, having lived in the US since 1938 véhée had become a US citizen, and
became assistant Prime Minister, in effect, thobhglhwas also elected to Parliament for the
first time. Arrested and exiled again, he becamm@&Minister in 1981, having founded and
headed the Socialist Party, reelected in 1985 gathan 1993. The dynastic factor here is a
distinguishing feature of his trajectofy

In normal democratic politics, in Europe, as in #mericas, quite a humber of academic
economists have been appointed Ministers of Fingacehe equivalent)? One of the two
greatest economists of the twentieth century invibgy of many economists (the other one
being, of course, Keynes), the Austrian Joseph @pleter, a Professor of Economics who
became Finance Minister of the new Austrian Republiut an unlucky one. Another
Austrian, Rudolf Hilferding, a (not very orthodor)ember of the Social Democratic Party,
became Minister of Finance twice in 1923 and 1928%ingularly unpropitious economic
and political circumstances (Hilferding had becoare economist informally as it were,
through the classes provided by social-democratonemists, and a number of his
publications were of considerable importance sush his book on_Finance Capital
surprisingly topical once agd.

Other examples could be adduced in recent timesn @se post-communist countries of
Eastern Europe, even if none have so far enjoyeerasuccessful record, that is they have
not presided as yet over any “economic miracle”. G sure, a number of academic
economists have enjoyed great influence on econ@ulicy in their countries without

!5 The British political scientist Peter Self suggesthis term, | believe, in connexion with the pretions of
cost-benefit analysis in the determination of puplblicy.

181t is true that his second run as Minister of Riceadid not meet with much success.

" His son has become Prime Minister (the currenurimtment), like his father and grandfather.

8] use the expression generically. The post mayecomuler other rubrics in different countries: Cledloc of
the Exchequer in the U.K., Secretary of the TreaButhe U.S, Minister of the Treasury, MinisterRifinning,
and so on, in a number of other countries. OfterMimistry of Finance and the Ministry of the Ecompare
separated, at least for a period, and economisgshwld both posts. Cognate posts such as Minigterdoistry
could be counted also.

1% He authored a remarkable paper on totalitariaerar(under whih he subsumed both Nazi Germany and
Stalin’s Russia) in the late 1930s, published Memshevik journal in the USA. It was reprinted inW@right
Mills’ collection The Marxistsand yet it is too little known. He was a victimtbe Gestapo.
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holding a ministerial post, or even located in Keyancial institutions like Central Banks.
Keynes, who after all taught economics for manyrgeanay be seen as perhaps the
paramount instance, though his influence on thesvilayvhich economic policy was framed,
in a wide sense, was worldwide, and other caselsl dmureferred such that of Raul Prebisch
and his leadership of ECLA in Santiago de Chiley k#eas of which had world-wide
impact®. No need to dwell here on the role of the “Chichggs” ( a generic term, for by no
means all of the economists referred to had redeiflieir doctorates from the Universityof
Chicago, often earning their doctorates in theirnowountries) and the shaping of the
“Washington Consensus”, subjects which have bedreaded already at length everywhere.
Very few economists have gone on to become PMsRs, Possibly because their tenure of
the ministry was not in general very successfut, mexessarily because of the wrongness of
the policies, more perhaps the intractability af tbnjoncture when they were appointed or
elected (the post can be as much a breaker as er mmfolitical reputations, in fact more
likely the former¥'. Four cases come to mind, listed in chronologiceer, according to the
date when they first became Prime Ministers (orettpaivalent).

First, Ludwig Erhard (1897-2007), an economist wdicected an institute of economic
research, until dismissed during the Nazi period.iktroduced the very successful currency
reform of 1948, was appointed by the ChancelloMasister of Finance, a post he held
between 1949 and 1963, became a very successfatytucky Minister of Finance with the
resurgence of the West German economy, the vergt fieconomic miracle”
(Wirtschaftwundey, justifying his faith in the “social market ecamy” of Ordo-liberalism
and the Freiburg School (other countries have sulesely been looking for their “Erhard”).
Some even claim that his success was as impogaheaMarshall Plan for the resurgence of
Western Europe. Partly on the basis of his sucaddgsis affiliation to apolitical party (the
CDU) and partly though the convolutions of parleartary politics, was subsequently elected
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, wine held from 1963 to 1966 .

The second case was that of Raymond Barre (1924)280 academic economist teaching at
the Institut d’Etudes Politiques in Paris who beegPnime Minister under the Fifth Republic,
a presidential appointment. He was the only PMhef Eifth Republic not to be leader or a
prominent figure of any political party. This is aase where a President, as was his
prerogative, chose an independent figure who haplaged a part in politics, on the grounds
of intellectual distinction and professional congrete, though in fact he had held a number
of government advisory positions and had been Ménisf Industry for a few months. In fact
the President appointed him as both Prime Miniatat Minister of Finance and Economy
(the only person to have held both posts at theedarre in the history of the Fifth Republic),
which he was conjointly from the date of his appmient in 1976 till 1978. He was Prime

20 Celso Furtado deserves a mention, and not justi$ole in CEPAL. An academic economist, he waly o
briefly Minister of Planning before the military gp of 1964, which led to his exile. He exerted adesable
influence on economists and indeed the intelligantsgeneral through his writings on the econohigtory,
development economics and international econorhiesnvas one of the earliest Brazilian economistieteelop
an ecological consciousness and a sustainabilgyoagh, partly perhaps owing to his North Eastexckround
and practical experience heading the State develnpagency for the region. He was also one ofiteetd use
the phrase “mundializacdo da economia” (in theyeEdl70s).

2! Harold Wilson was an academic economist, butdtiter a short time, and was involved in Governmenrk
and party-political activities from very early &g | would not include his Prime Ministership insthist. Hugh
Gaitskell, similarly: he might have become Primenidier, as leader of the Labour Party but for nésymture
death. Since then there have been no instan@sademiceconomists coming so close to the office, or indeed
becoming Chancellors, in the UK. Maybe PPE is thigarsal qualification (both Wilson and Gaitskeilli PPE)
and there is no need to go on to do academic @s@aeconomics...Of course in a parliamentaryesysthere
are constraints in such appointments which do xist & presidential systems. Still, nominatiorthe House of
Lords has provided numerous Ministers from outsigeelected chamber, though never, | believe Heikey
offices, but no academic economist has been cHoséine purpose.
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Minister during the greater part of the Giscard E$taing Presidency, but headed three
different governments during this period (1976-191977-78, 1978-1981). The President
was not re-elected to a second term, and Barrernseeured national political office
subsequently?

The third case is that Anibal Cavaco Silva, whaedra Ph D in economics at the University
of York?®, pursued an academic career after his return tada, publishing a number of
technical papers, joined the center-right party ohthe two major parties since the transition
to democracy, became Minister of Finance (but odtenomists have served as Ministers of
Finance since 1974 in a variety of governmentsughonot all Ministers of Finance have
been economists). Eventually, having become leafitre party, Prime Minister. He enjoys
the dubious distinction of having been the secongést serving PM in Portugal after Salazar
(another economist). After some years’ absence faotive politics he stood for election to
the Presidency, backed by a wide spectrum of opjrémd not only by his party. A more
creditable achievement is that he is perhaps tly academic economist to have become
both Prime Minister and President of the Repulgiéctainly in a democratic polity (in a semi-
presidential system the President can be an impuqgptaitical player).

The fourth case is that of Romano Prodi, who waacademic economist at the University of
Bologna, having taught and researched there amdimalshe US, from 1963 till the early
1970s when he started a governmental career. Henalichold the Ministry of Finance,
properly speaking, but was Minister of Industry éaty rate, an economic ministry). He
became Prime Minister of Italy subsequently fron®@8.% 1998, and held the office again
from 2006 to 2008. In the meantime he was Presidétthe European Commission (1999-
2004), a new kind of appointment in the recentdnistof international organizations for
politician-academics.

We have not considered non-economist academicsiriiegoMinister of Finance (as has
happened) and then achieving one or the othereohijhest offices (of which only one case
comes to mind). We end by returning to the begigmifithis Note. A sociologist by training
and vocation, he followed a parliamentary caretardfis return from exile, having taught at
universities in three different countrfésFHC owes his election to the Presidency above all

22 Giscard had been Finance Minister (twice) befaraing for President. He was not an academic ecistom
on graduating from one of tlggandes école@he DNA) he went straight into the Civil Servicedastayed in
public administration or politics, in governmentiomparliament from then on.

2 Supervised by Sir Alan Peacock, a specialist dsli®&inance and a staunch liberal in economicovigio
use Schumpeter’s term) or ideology (very crititeitgh of some versions of economic liberalism, and
sympathetic t@rdo-liberalism at least to the extent of editing akoa this movement of thought). Cavaco
Silva was a rather pragmatic Finance Minister,anliberal ideologue seizing the chance to reshapetonomy
on neo-liberal lines, which would have been pradiydmpossible anyway in a democracy except peshap
particularly serious crisis-situations. He was ofise greatly helped by the accession of Portagthe
European Economic Community from January 1 1986¢hviescued the economy from its dire straitss Htill
a matter of academic discussion how far his pdiciemplemented the bonanza.

2 Two economists, Carlos Salinas and Ernesto ZediBoame Presidents of Mexico in recent years. kewye
after their doctorates in economics in top Amerigaiversities, they stayed in academia less thanyfears
before entering full-time government service, amelfirst was not elected but appointed since thesewot free
elections at the time. There are no doubt othenlfinerican examples.

% Something like the modalrsus honorurof Brazilian national politics for plausible presittial candidates
would demand at least some of the following elecposts: membership of either House of Parliament,
especially (but not exclusively) election to then&e, prefect (executive Mayor) of one the leaditigs of the
country, governor of a state, especially one ofntlagor states. Non-elective posts like being a @etbilinister,
or State Secretary in a major state like S&o Pawnéonot as decisive, in general. FHC was a disishgd
parliamentarian, but his one great mishap wasfato be elected governor of his own state of Sadd®
(though he was not defeated by a very wide margimjtunately, it did not prove fatal, and being Mtar (of
Finance) in this case more than compensated fonilshap. In any case he had being talked aboatpadential
President, papabile as it were, for some years before his first caacly.
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(though by no means exclusively) to the fact ttetwas appointed by the then President to
the Finance Ministry rather than to the Foreign istity, for which his qualifications, interests
and cosmopolitan background would have made himba&ious and excellent choice. He had
the good sense to listen to his team of econonaists the good luck to have a team of
economists who put forward a realistic programmeckviiurned out to be adequate to the
circumstances. In addition, of course, and this factor was aljche had the courage and
political savvy to launch a programme based orr ttemiommendations, which turned out to
be most successful economic programme, the Plaab Wedch marked a turning point in
Brazilian history since the transition to democratgrting in 1985, taming inflation which
had endured for decades despite numerous plangragchmmes, sometimes quite drastic, in
pratically every government trying to addressTihough the leader of only the fourth largest
party in Parliament, he won a substantial populajonity on his first campaign for the
Presidency, being substantially backed also bynamoitant segment of the intelligentsia
(those not irreducibly committed to the Workersttiy@and their leader, Lula, an emotional tie
which the strength of which cannot be underestidjatthe key media and a majority of the
middle classes. Certainly, he was the most intel#Ely eminent of Brazilian Presidents (and
not only¥’, and played a crucial role in the consolidationdefnocracy in his country. Of
course, he could not follow the prescriptions tmaight have been derived from the
dependecy theory he had formulated in the 1960stHat was due to world-changes and
reprioritzation of democracy as a goal and a prmlae after the ordeal of dictatorsffip

We are not in the business of prognostication, duew tentative reflections on future
possibilities may be advanced.

The great windows of opportunity for social scist#i(other than economists), or at any rate
politically ambitious intellectuals, to come to there in politics, via independence or
liberation movements, have narrowed as the gregiremmhave broken up, from 1918 to
1991. Of course there are still liberation movemmeantevery continent, and some of them
may still provide openings... Political elites pieally everywhere, certainly in Western
Europe, have become more and more professionalwdt, the top offices becoming
virtually the preserve of politicians who startithaolitical lives from their teens, absorbed in
party-political affairs of one sort or another abhoontinuously afterwards, holding local or
national political office or in an advisory capg¢itor at any rate serve in public
administration or quasi-governmental bodies of soe or another, national or international
financial institutions or companies, charitiesnBaational organizations, etc.(sometimes this
becomes a career after ceasing to play a parttionaé politics). Even when breaks occur
with party systems and established political elites in the French Fifth Republic or the
Second Republic in Italy, opening up political spaaffording room for new entrants from
outside politics, academics have not mostly bededapon, with few exceptions (R. Barre,
R. Prodi, respectively). There have been 14 Print@stérs in the Fifth Republic of France,

% Every serious presidential candidate in Brazitsif985 has relied on a team of economists evemetfe
electoral campaign starts, often drawn from a paldr university department or center.

2 Possibly the next President will be José Serrado State Secretary in the State of Sdo PauloisMinin the
FHC Administrations and subsequently elected Maymt Governor of the State of S&o Paulo. Serrad@ook
Masters in economics in Chile, and subsequentlyg.B An economics at Cornell University and taught
economics at a university in Chile and in Brazih{iersity of Campinas).

%8 This question has provoked a lot of commentargroill-informed. FHC has responded to it in casiou
writings, including his English-language book, Theridental PresidenSee also the interview and discussions
in Democracia, Crise, Reforma: estudos sobre &e&r@ndo Henrique Cardog®emocracy, crisis, reform:
studies on the Fernando Herique Cardoso era],cebijtdviaria Angela D’Incao and the present writeip S
Paulo, 2010. In this book the anthropologist Rabde Matta gives a very interesting account forviiaer
import of the “Plano Real”.




11

but only one of them was previously an academie, ¢lsonomist Raymond Barre (as
previously noted), even it they had all been to on@nother of thgrandes écolegafter
which they entered government service or partytigslat local, regional or national levels).
Even in the case of economists, those who coule lpwrsued an academic career with
distinction, may prefer or be seduced by, the prospof a career in financial institutions,
national or international, or advisory bodies amanmissions of one sort or another, or
occasionally bas CEOs of companies (especiallyeStaned ones), practically full-time and
life-long, a structure of opportunity which has astily widened in recent decades
(mathematicians and physicists also flocked to V8#iéet in the years preceding the Great
Recession). The paradigmatic example here is Myiiwho after a D. Phil. in economics at
Oxford®®, went straight into non-academic organizations, mmostly worked in international
organizations, Ministries, and Sate Banks, altholngh also taught concurrently at the
University of Delhi for a short period in the 1976& became Finance Minister (1991-1996),
a tenure where he enjoyed great success, turnonarthe Indian economy, though oddly,
no-one called him the Indian Erhard. Five yearsrdie left office, the Congress Party chose
him as their candidate for Prime Minister and sgbsatly he was elected Prime Minister of
the Indian Union twice, in 2001 and 2007 (he i#f 8te current incumbent) at a time when
India is a rising economic power on the world stAgehat is likely to be the major pathway
to the top political offices in future for economsigthough it may not happen, of course).

Of course there is always the possibility of sosiE@éntists, or indeed scholars or intellectuals
in general, being picked for Ministerial appointrteelby executive Presidents despite or
because of their lack of party affiliations or pickl experience (and/or arranging for them to
be elected to Parliament for safe seats). Wheré@tbsidency in parliamentary systems is in
normal times largely honorary, with little or nolgpical power (though there has been a
strong tendency towards the American-style presidieration of the powers of Presidents
and Prime Ministers since 1962), one might expeaetilectual distinction in one of the major
fields of the natural or social sciences, or irrhture, to be an asset, but it has rarely
happened, V. Havel in post-Communist Czechoslovakiag perhaps the outstanding case
where it did happeh.

2 He was a graduate student at Nuffield Collegejrfialieen a brilliant undergraduate in Cambridge..

%0 |f José Serra is elected President, then we nhigié the two BRIC powers which are democraciedied
economists (there are other similarities betweerntwo countries with respect to the distributiomafalth and
income, and in the trends thereof).

31 The philosopher Jan Patocka (1907-1977), beatemdseverely tortured under the Communist regime,
might well have become the first president of gosthmunist Czechoslovakia. There is at least one cha
philosopher becoming President in the twentiethugnS. Radakrishnan, the second President o&l(tbe
President being elected by Parliament), who, anvanigus professorial appointments, had held a Citair
Oxford University (the Spalding Chair in ReligiondaEthics): as a leading authority on Hindu religand
philosophical thought and its interpretation imtermore familiar to Western traditions, he had camded
great prestige. At least one philosopher, the BeazRobert Mangabeira Unger, a brilliant, wide-ganrg, and
prolific thinker, a professor at Harvard Law Schimwl many years, has expressed a desire to becossaént
of his country, though his chances are virtually(lne does come from one of the great politicalifiees of
Republican Brazil) . He held briefly a post of Mitér of long-term planning in the Lula Administaati During
the twentieth century philosophers have been apgaifmather than elected) to Senates (the polifhdbsopher
Norberto Bobbio was appointed life-senator), okaistries (in various European countries), eleasd
executive Mayors of cities (Massimo Cacciari hasrblayor of Venice), or, as | have already mentibraes
Prime Ministers (Balfour). The apppetite for majational political influence in a dictatorship (whnaight be
called “the Syracuse temptation”) has not beenitack outstanding philosophers, alas, Heideggeviging
perhaps a salutary warning, or Carl Schmitt intjwali theory. Some have led or been associatedteiitbrist
movements or signed execution orders in their n@ne capacity (Lukacs). The role of neo-Confucian
philosophers in contemporary China provides a @algily fascinating case-study in the relationsveen
philosophy and politics.
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Besides economics, other social sciences also lbex@me ever more closely associated with
policy-formation organizations of one sort or amtimational or international, quangos, and
the like, or at least involved in think tanks (wtiare now mushrooming outside the Anglo-
Saxoon world), research institutes, UN commissiddB|IESCO, Foundations, agencies,
chatrities, etc., a world which in part could bealdsed as para-academia (in some cases this
becomes a kind of extra-territorial career, esplgciuited, it seems, to those from small
countries). This is perhaps how at least ministerfice within states may be reached in
future, and the political influence that many cofthbugh in the past high civil servants could
play a part in social reform, in the improvemend axtension of the welfare state). With the
constant pressures over the last three decadesivarsities to become an integral part of the
market economy, knowledge factories, intellectualpprty generators, purveyors of services
to cognitive capitalism in a regime of techno-eaoimacceleration, biotechnological power-
houses, in sum, the hollowing out of the classizalersiy ideals and academic or scientific
ethos, the social sciences will become increasidghacademicized, as far as the old sense of
“academia” is concerned: we have entered the efpost-academic science” in the nominal
academia and outsitfe Perhaps they will follow the template of econasriit these respects,
with social scientists increasingly outside academiNevertheless, within academia,
competition within academic social science for jgm®motion, funding, publication, ratings
and rankings, etc., is possibly more intense thaar, eéhe consequences of which would
deserve careful study: after all, the cognitive liogitions of various modes of competition
have been a classical topic in the sociology ofwkadge. Economists and other social
scientists if and insofar as they follow the ocdigraal pattern of economists will no longer
serve as the research arm of the welfare-warfate sif the post-war consensus but of the
new market-security-warfare state (if not real sidguat any rate “surveillance”, justified by
an unending “war on terror” and the fear of themeypevithin, and until recently at any rate
rising levels of incarceration, within an over-alilture of fear, in a polity which now defines
virtual thought-crimes). De-academicized,morphetb ipolicy scientists or knowledge-
entrepreneurs, perhaps it won’t matter very mughlamger what posts they do secure.

32 The term was coined by the physicist John Zimanisrstudies of contemporary science.



