[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Historical Capitalisms Workshop Readers,

First of all, thank you for reading my paper (or for considering to do so if you chose to read this first). It’s one I wrote a while ago, and submitted to Modern Intellectual History. It came back as a revise and resubmit, and this is a revised version, but it still has a little way to go. In particular, I am specifically interested in the following feedback:
· I need to cut 1500-3000 words. Suggestions? Is there any context that seems extraneous, or overwritten? Repetitive? Looking for specific suggestions of what can go, especially in the sections discussing Samuelson and Cowles.
· Title – I’m looking for something that includes both “Lucas” and “Keynesianism,” and if possible “neoliberalism.”
· Are the stakes sufficiently clear in this reinterpretation?
Of course, anything else that strikes you about it I’d be interested in as well.

The following is my proposed abstract, which summarizes what I take to be the main argument:
As the paragon of Chicago school macroeconomics in the late 20th century, Robert Lucas is closely associated with the collapse of Keynesian hegemony in the 1970s and with neoliberalism more generally. This article explores Lucas’ changing political commitments using previously unexploited archival evidence. It shows that although he often articulated his views in the form of anti-Keynesian polemic, he had a deeply ambiguous relationship with the Keynesian project. Lucas upends interpretations of neoliberalism that emphasize ignorance in the face of the market, as his research program is premised on the hope that states and scholars can make the economy visible, and hence controllable, through stable policy rules. He was impressed by Keynesian successes and the technocratic worldview they made intelligible, but he remained suspicious of economists’ close collaborations with government.

Best,
Nic

