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INTRODUCTION 

MR CHILD, YOU KNOW NOT W A T TO BOF 
ITER ART 1CHOKES ARE SY NO MEANS THE WORST OF 

THOSE THINGS 
WHICH RIMINISH THEIR NATURAL RES TSTANCE 
UNBEft THE TOUCH o r OEM«ATS FINGERS. 
TAKE HOLD OF THE FKIOCLY LEAF WIT* POWER 

ASWIT* 
THAT IS THE MEANINS OF ALL SCIENCE# 

(TAFFWI 

FROM THE STANDPOINT OF ARCHAEOLOQY THE HISTORY OF MAN FOR THE LAST 

2f®,QQQ m POSSIBLY «&0#000 YEARS HAS SEEN THE HISTORY OF TECHNOLOSICAL 

DEVELOPMENT. FROM THE PALEOLITHIC AGE TO THE RESENT THERE HAVE BEEN A 

NUMSER OF TECHNOLOGICAL REVOLUTIONS, EACH OF WHICH HAS PRODUCED CORRES-

mmmm REVOLUTIONARY EFFECTS ON MAN*© SOCIAL LIFE* THOS THE BOI«ESTTGATIGN 

OF PLANTS AND OF ANIMALS, THE DISCOVERY OF THE USES OF METALS, AND 

FINALLY, THE WVELOPMENT OF A MACHINE TECHNOLOGY AMU THE FACTORY SYSTEM 

ALL CONTRIBUTED TO THE PROGRESSIVE URBANIZATION OF SOCIETY. |T IS TRUE 

THAT THE CITY IS NOT A REGENT CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT—EXCEPT, OF COURSE, 

FROM THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL POINT OF VIE* ASAiN«*~SIN©i A FEW CITIES GREW UP 

IN THE VALLEYS OF THE NILE, Tl WL©-EUPHRATES, AND INDUS RIVERS ABOUT 

5,000 YEARS A60.* THESE CITIES REPRESENTED EXCEPTIONS, HOWEVER, SINCE 

THE SREAT MAJORITY OF THE PS@«.E LIVED IN RURAL AREA® THROUGHOUT ANCIENT, 

%®RB©N GHILBE, m.AT HAPPENED III HISTORY. PP. 17-19-



MEDIEVAL* AMD EVEN MODERN TIMES. I f WAS » F UNTIL ABOTFT 1BOO~AND THT* 

GMLY IH iESTERM CIVILIZATION—*ITH THE ABVENT OF THE it§SH®r(UAt REVOHI-

FLON PROPER THAT URBANIZATION BECAME EXTENSIVE. ENGLAND*8 URBAN 

POPULATION, $m EXAMPLE, REPRESENTED ONLY 30 pen CENT or ITS TOT At POPU-

LATION *» 10OO* BUT THE PERCENTAGE JUMPED TO 50 « " M H T IH 1850 AND TO 

80 PER CENT t « 193©# SIMILARLY, TMC URBAN POPULATION OF THE UNITED 

STATES ROSE FROM 2$ mm mmt OF THE TOTAL POPULATION IN 1880 TO 

PER CENT Ml 193©»2 

ITFDUSTRIALIXATLOH AN© URBANIZATION HAVE BROUGHT MANY GREAT CHANGES 

IN S00I1TY* AND MEN FROM THE TIMES OF HESIOD AND HOMGFT HAVE M E N AVARS 

OF CONTRASTS BETWEEN LIFE IN RORAL COMMUNITIES IMS LIFE IN URIAH ©©IMMU-

NITIES. THE DISTINCTION MAS FOUND ITS VAY INTO THE WORK OF MOST OF TMC 

PROMINENT SOCIAL PHILOSOPHERS AND THEORISTS OF THE LAST THREE THOUSAND 

YEARS* IT Wm ALMOST INEVITABLE THAT TMC NEW SSICMOET OF SOCIOLOGY 

AMD ANTHROPOLOGY WHICH EMERGES IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY IN THE MIDST 

OF THE INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION SHOULD BECOME PREOCCUPIED WITH THE STUDY OF 

CONTRASTING FORMS OF SOCIAL LIFE* FOR TMF FIRST TIME A SYSTEMATIC AND 

WORE OR LESS SOW1STIOATED DICHOTOMY OF TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE WAS FORMU-

LATED* THE POLES OF THE DICHOTOMY HAVE RECEIVED ALMOST AS MANY DIFFERENT 

NAMES AS THERE HAVE SEEN THEORISTS WHO HAVE STUDIED THE PROBLEM. THUS, 

AMONG THE FORMS WH i CH THE DICHOTOMY MAS TAKEN ARE THE FOLLOWING! RURAL-

URBAN, FOLK-URBAN, PBTMITIVE-CTVILIZEP. QEMEINSCHAFT-

eOMMUNITY-ASSOCIATION, PRIMARY GROUP-SECONDARY GROUP, SACRED—SEGULAR, 

MECHANICAL SQLIDARITV-ORGANIC SOLIDARITY* MLLITARV—IN8H8TRIAL, 

%ARRY O.MER BARNES AND 0. M. FTMEDI, THE AMERICAN WAV OF LTFE. 
SECOND EDITION* P. 6 t 0 , 



I M A T ) OMAL-SEMSATI » AND QEHUIHE-SPURIOUS* 

ALTHOUGH »T IS POSSIBLE TO MVI UK THE SOCIOLOSIICAL AKB AMTHROPOL0-

SICAL THEORISTS WM0 HAVE MALT WITH THIS PROBLEM l»t© TWO GROUPS—TWOS! 

«HO SSELCOME IMMSTRIAUZATIOM AND URBAN 12ATIQW *«» THOSE <MQ LOOK #POI» 

tlRSAM LIFE WITH 8REAT DISTASTE—THERE AWE A NUMSER Of THEORETICAL 

ELEMENTS COMMON TO ALL W THEM. AGREEMENT »L MAHY OF THE POINTS HAS 

SEEM SO GENERAL WAT TOE* HAVE SEER WIDELY ACCEPTED A»B IHCORPORATEB 

m INTRODUCTORY TEXTS* Pm EXAMPLE* THE FOLLOWING TEXT® DEVOTE OH* 

OR MORE CHAPTERS r© m EXPLICIT DISCUSSION OF OICHOTOMOUS FORMS OF 

SOCIAL LIFE* JOHN Sf« BENNETT AMD fciELWIM M« TU&IIN, SOCIAL LlFEt STROCTtlWE 

AttH fUHCTlOW^ F. CUBER, SOCIOLOSYt ,4 SVMOPaiB Jfc ftemeiPLgfii* 

ROBERT L* SUTHERLAND, J. L* *ITOOD«ARB, MIS M ILT®# A. MAXWELL, .iaiSSffilSS, 

mmoLMn$ KIMBALL Youac, S00T0L<*m A Mm, SL 38f TOf. M B W k W m * 6 

AT LEAST OWE INTRODUCTORY TEXT, DOH MARTIMBALE A«S EtlO B. LLOMACHESF *8 

ELEMEMTS OF SOCTOLOSV. IS ORSAKIIEB ALMOST ENTIRELY AROUWD A S A S H E D 

SECULAR DICHOTOMY OF TYPES OF SOCIAL L I F E , AW© I T I S W16HL* SIOMIFTCANT 

THAT THEY DISCUSS THE DICHOTOMIES OF VARIOUS SOOIOLOQFCAL THEORISTS 

IM A CHAPTER ENTITLES "THE SOCIOLOGICAL TRADITION." IN TRUTH THE CONTRAST 

BETWEEN OPPOSITE FORMS OF SOCIAL LIFE HAS SEEN THE CORE OF SOCIOLOGICAL 

THEORY M THE PAST. HARRV &.MER BARNES AMD HOWARD SEEDER, RECOGNISING 

THIS, HAVEMABE THE SACRED-SECULAR DICHOTOMY THE ORGANLLLNS PRINCIPLE 

OF THEIR MONUMENTAL SURVEY OF SOCIAL THEORY, SOCIAL THOUGHT FROM LORE TO 

SCT£NCE, EVEN AT THE PRESENT TIME A VERY LARQE HOMBER OF COMMUNITY 

^CHAPTERS XXI, XXH» XXilf. %IAPTIR XXII. 

W P T E R XVIif. ^CHAPTERS XIV, XV, 



STUDIES ARE M I N ® CONDUCTED 8Y RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS AMD ANTHROPOLOGISTS 

WITH THE DICHOTOMY OF TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE SERVING AS THE GUIDINS PRIN-

CIPLE* 

|« LIGHT OF THE CENTRAL IMPORTANCE ACCORDED THE DICHOTOMIES Iff 

SOCIAL THEORY, IT IS HIGH TIME THAT THEY m RE-EXAMINE® A«» CRITICALLY 

APPRAISES. |T 18 THE PURPOSE OF THIS TMESIS T© EXAMINE SYSTEMATICALLY 

THE THEORIES OF SELECTED SOCIOLOGISTS AH© ANTHROPOLO®ISTS WITH THE END 

IN VIEW OF DETERMINING WHETHER OR NOT OR TO WHAT DSfflPHE THE VARIOUS 

DICHOTOMIES A«E VALID AND USEFUL* }TT AMBITION TO SPECIFIC ©RITICISMS 

OF DOCTRINES PECULIAR TO INDIVIDUAL THEORIST®, AN ATTEMPT WILL M MADE 

TO ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS* FLMAT ARE THE THEORETICAL SOURCES 

FROM WHICH THE DICHOTOMIES OF TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE IN W B M M SOCIOL0-

OTOAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORY ARE DERIVED? *RE THE DICHOTOMIES 

BASES UPON LEGITIMATE CONTRASTS WHICH CAN FT£ DEMONSTRATED EMPIRICALLY? 

TO WHAT EXTENT 80 THE VALUE OftiEWTATIONS OT THE THCORtSTS BIAS THEIR 

RESULTS? HOW VALUASLE ARE THE DICHOTOMIES AS OUfDE® TO EMPIRICAL 

INVESTIGATION? TO WHAT EXTENT DO THE DICHOTOMOBS THEORIES 0ONTSISUTE 

TO AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE CAUSES AND DIRECTIONS OF SOCIAL CHANQE? 

BECAUSE OF THE VAST M M M OF THEORETICAL MATERIAL INVOLVING BICHO-

TOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE, IT HAS M E M NECESSARY TO EXERCISE A CERTAIN 

AMOUNT OF ARBITRARY UUS8WEMT IN SELECT INS THEORISTS TO BC CONSIDERED. 

AN EFFORT HAS SEE* mm TO SELECT THOSE THEORISTS WHO HAVE SEEN OR 

GREATEST IMPORTANCE M THE DEVELOPMENT Of 91 CHOFOMOUS TYPOL#©tES OR, IN 

A FEW CASES, THOSE THEORISTS WHO ARE MOST REPRESENTATIVE OF A PARTICULAR 

POINT OF VIEW. DICHOTOMIES SUCH AS THOSE FORMULATES »Y VESLEN, SUMNER, 

QBUM, PARK, AND OQBURN, ALTHOUGH ADMITTEDLY RELATED IN SOME RESPECTS 



r© THE DICHOTOMY' CONSIDERED IN THIS THESIS, WILL MOT BE CONSIDERED, 

mme THEY CUT A&mm the LATTER TYPE o r w w « r , VESLCN** DICHOTOMY 

OF TECHNOLOGY AIMS INSTITUTIONS, FS» EXAMPLE, MAY ftfiFgR TO COMTftASTtN® 

CHARACTER 1ST 108 WITHIN MODERN UR8AN SOCIETY, WHICH ITSELF FORMS & 

8E PAR ATE SRANCW OF THE DICHOTOMIES CONSIDERED IN THIS SIMILARLY, 

B>M F A SPATIAL OFIBER-MORAL ORDER GUTS ACROSS THC OTHER »I©TT#T©W.T£8* 

PARK, mmmm* ALSO DEYELOPEC A 3 ft CHE ©**SE GTFL AR DICHOTOMY 9HICK, AITHOUSH 

IT DOES NOT APPEAR IM MIS PQBLISMED WFTLTIMS®* HAS SECN EXTREMELY H»FLU-

ENTIAL THROUOH THE WOFUC OT H I S STUDENTS, BECKER AMD REOFIELD. 

FFCOCEDURALLY, THE THEORETICAL SOURCCS—ANCIEHT, MEDIEVAL, AMD EARLY 

M0ag«N<-«©F THE UICH0T0MIE8 OF TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE WILL «E CONSIDERED IN 

CHAPTER I f . EXPOSITION OF THE VARIOUS DICHOTOMIES ttt EUROPE AM AND 

AFRICAN SOCIOLOGICAL A»B ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORY WILL FOLLOW IM CHAPTERS 

11 I J( I V , AMD V» ALTHOUCH SPECIFIC 0RITICISM8 OF INDIVIDUAL THEORISTS 

• I L L BE INCORPORATED IN THE CHAPTERS OF EXPOSITION, A GENERAL CRITIOAL 

APPRAISAL OF ALL THE THEORIES WILL FOLLO* IN CHAPTER ¥ ! • 



CHAPTER II 

THEORETICAL SOURCES 

DlC A POET SINS THIS CENTURIES AGOf 
HO* IS i t POSSIBLE? H i t MATTER 13 OF 

YESTERDAY AND TODAY* 

GOETHE 

PHE-MOBIW SOURCES 

INTROPUCTIOH.-~TV>£ CONSTRUCTION OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPOLOGIES OF 

SOCIETIES IS BY MO MEANS CONFINED TO THE MODERN SQCSAL THEORISTS, FOR 

THERE IS A GREAT WEALTH OF SIMILAR MATERIAL »» BOTH ANCIENT AND MEDIEVAL 

SOCIAL THEORY. HERE IT WILL 8E POSSIBLE TO SKETCH THE IDEAS OF ONLY A 

FIN OR THE THEORISTS «HO ARC MORE OR LESS REPRESENTATIVE OF THEIR TIMES* 

IT IS EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO DETERMINE THE DEGREE TO SHICH THE PRE-MOOERN 

THEORISTS HAVE INFLUENCED THE DEVELOPMENT OF SUBSEQUENT THEORY, BUT 

IT IS SAFE TO ASSUME THAT THEY HAVE MAO AT LEAST AN INMREST INFLUENCE. 

THEORETICAL INNOVATIONS, JUST AS MECHANICAL INVENTIONS, HAVE A LONG 

HISTORY OF GRADUAL DEVELOPMENT, AND IT IS AS ABSORB TO SAY THAT A PARTI-

CULAR THEORETICAL INNOVATION OF MAJOR IMPORTANCE IS *THOUGHT UP® BY A 

BRILLIANT INDIVIDUAL AS IT «S TO SAY THAT THE AUTOMOBILE WAS INVENTED 

8Y A SINGLE INDIVIDUAL. SOME IDEA OF THE CULTURAL AND THEORETICAL BACK-

GROUNDS OF THE MODERN SOCIAL THEORISTS MAY BE DERIVED FROM A CONSIDERATION 

OF THEIR ANCIENT AND MEDIEVAL FORERUNNERS. 

THE PRINCIPAL DICHOTOMY WHICH IS FOUND IN PRE-MODERN SOCIAL THEORY 

6 



If THAT BETWEEN THE RURAL AND THE Iff*AN WAYS OF LIFE* WITH THE FORMER 

INQLUDItttt BOTH AGRICULTURAL AND PASTORAL FORMS# IN ALMOST EVERY CASE 

THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN CITY AND COUNTRY WAS COUPLED WITH AN ATTACK UPON 

URBAN Lire AND UR0AN INSTITUTIONS. AT THE SAME TIME THE VIRTUES OF RURAL, 

M F C WERE EXTOLLED, AND MOST OF THE THEORISTS GALLED FOR A REVERSAL OF 

THE URftAHIZATtOtt TREND* 

HEBRAIC THOUCHT»<*-OlTIL ABOUT THE NINTH CENTURY 8«C* THE HEBREWS 

REMAINED A MOM AO! C PEOPLE WITH HO CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, FOR PATRIARCHY 

ANU GERONTOCRACY WIRE SUFFICIENT TO MAINTAIN ORDER IN SUCH A SOCIETY. 

TkS CONFLICT WITH THE «4»HSTIN£S» HOWEVER, MADE IT (NECESSARY TO FORM ft 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, AND SAUL WAS CHOSEN AS THE FIRST OF THE KINSS. TWl 

CONFLICT WITH THE FHlLtSTiNES WAS NOT RESOLVED UNTIL THE TIME OF SAUL*8 

SUCCESSOR# DAVID. DAVIE, itt SPITE OF HIS OWN SHEPHERU BACKGROUND, 

GRADUALLY DRIFTED AWAY FROM THE NOMADIC I DEALS OF THE DESERT* A«» THIS 

TREND WAS CARRIED EVER FURTHER 3Y HIS SON, SOLOMON. PUBLIC RESENTMENT 

AOAINST SOLOMON AMD HIS VIOLATION OF THE TRADITIONAL IDEALS RESULTED IN 

AN UNSUCCESSFUL REVOLT, AND IN A LATER REVOLT NORTHERN ISRAEL SPLIT 

OFF* TIME OPPOSITION AND CLEAVAGE, HOWEVER, DIB MOT PREVENT THE INSTI-

TUTION OF MONARCHY FROM CONSOLIDATING ITS POWERS, AND THE OLD TRIBAL 

LEADERSHIP WAS COMPLETELY REPLACES SY COURTIERS, COUNSELLORS* AMD 

PROFESSIONAL SOLDIERS WHO MAINTAINED ORDER. THE POPULATION 8ECAME 

DIVIDED INTO TWO GROUPS* THE CREDITOR PATRICIANS AMD THE DEBTOR 

PEASANTS AMU LABORERS. DURING THIS PERIOD THf UPHOLDERS OF THE NOMADIC 

IDEALS COMPILED THE COVENANT CODE, WHICH REAFFIRMED THE NOMADIC WAY OF 

LIFE AND CALLED FOR SPECIAL PROTECTION FOR WIDOWS, ORPHANS, AND THE 

P008« IN SPITE OF THE CODE, HOWEVER, THE DEMORALIZATION OF THE NOMAEU0 
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JDTALS CONTINUED.1 

BIG STRONGEST SUPPORTERS Of THE 0L» WOMABIG WAV OF LIFE WSRS THE 

PROPHETS OF TOE EIOHTH OEMTURV 9«C#„ PA«TI«YLARLT FESOS, HOSEA, M B 

MLCAH. AMOS mm A SHEPHERD FROM THE SQUTHERW HILLS* km WMEM ME 

TKHJFLNEYKD TO T«S CITIES TO ©ELL HIS WOOL HE OSSERVGL) WITH SREAT 

WATION THE BFT£AKB0«M OF THG HOMABTC IDEALS IH THE CITIES* THE TRADITIONAL 

ETHOS OF MUTUAL AID MAS SEEN GOFCTF-LETELIF CAST ASIDEY AMB &JA«Y OF T«G 

HEBREWS WERE EVEU SILLIN© OTHER HESREWS INTO BEST SLAVERY* AMOS THUN-

DERED AGAINST @##4 PRACTICES, AND H.£ PROCLAIMED THAT A SOOIETV SA3EB OH 

INJUSTICE AMD LICENTIOUSNESS COULD NOT LONG ENDURE* TTLOAM* WHO ALSO 

0AUC FROM A NOMADI 0 HAMLET, AATIVIO THAT THE UR9ANIZATI0N OF I8FTACL 

mm THE PRINCIPAL OAOSS Of THE DETERIORATION OF HE8RCW SOCIETY, AMD TO 

RIEWEJJY TH1 SITUATION HE CALLS© FOR THE COMPLETE BE3T«UCTI0M OF AO. 

CITIES* THE CITIES OF INIQUITY WHERE *THE HEADS THEREOF WUDSE r o w 

REWARD, ALTS THE PRIESTS THEREOF TEACH FOR HIRE* *«» THE PROPHETS 

THEREOF DIVINE FOR MONET" MUST ST DESTROYED AND *# • « THEREFORE SHALL 

ZTON rm YOUR SAKE BE PLOWED AS A FIELD, AND ^JERUSALEM SHALL BE O W E 

HEAPS** (ML ©AH 6S6}* NEITHEH AMOS M M MI CAM COWL© AT CONSIDERED A REVO-

LUTIOHARY IN THE UQOAL SENSE , HOWEVER, SINCE YAMSEH,, NOT MAN* HA# 

SUPPOSED TO REMEDY T i l t SOCIAL EVILS.2 

I«L SEVERAL THE ATTITUDE EXPRESSED 0¥ THE OLD TESTAMENT CNF THE 

BIBLE IS FAVOFTASLE TO AURAL LIFE* PARTICULARLY TO ITS PASTORAL FORM, 

AS® IS ANTAGONIST!© TO URSAN LIFE* THE CITIES OF SODOM AND OOMORRAM 

* H A M V AND HOWARD SEOKER, M L A J F T W M K FI®I I*§S£ 1 2 
SCIENCE. PP* 12EM22* 

P P* 124-126. 
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AS WELL M r u e CITY o r BASEL WERE MMMVM M YAHWEH MOMM OF THE STM 

OF THE PCR80N* «H0 M E L T IN TBTM (GENESIS L 8 F & « 2 3 F T « £ « £ A W 

A TTTLM8£FT o r CHARACTERISTICS OF TH£ CITY M I E N ARE MENTIONED IK VARIOUS 

PARTS OF THE BIET.ES THE © I F ? I S A SOWTFST OF STNFOL«88S AMD DEPRAVITY 

(GENESIS T 8 ) $ TF I S THE PLAOE ©R REFUGE FOR CRIMIHAL® (NUMBERS 3 5 ) I 

IT IS. THE PLAOL OF REFUSE FOR STRANSERS ({&JM8ERS 1 4 ) | THE 0 1 TF »® A 

FORTTFIEB PLACE AND I S THE CENTER FOR THE ACCUMULATION OF WEALTH 

(GENESIS 4 1 1 •< CHRONICLES 8 * 6 « ? » 9 « 3 5 ) F TR T« THE CENTER OF LUXURY, 

MAGNIFICENCE, A»B BEAUTY (EZEKIEL 2 7 ) f I T I S A FLACK M O M POPULATION MAS 

A SHORT MEMORY (GCCLESTA8TES 9 # 1 5 ) L I T S STREETS ARE MORALLY BANSEROUS 

(FROVPRSS 7 ) | ANB (FTSSOS* AMD FOLLY LIVE ©IDE. BY S I M IN THE CITY 

(FFTOVERSS 8 * 9 ) , AM ALLUSION TO THE. HETEROSENEITY NHICH ACCOMPANIES 

URBANIZATION MAY ALSO BE SEEN IN TME STORY OF TME CONFOUNDING OF THE 

UNIVERSAL LANGUAGE WHEN YAHWEH DESTROYED BASEL « 3 CN TME OTHER HANO, 

TME BOOK OF FTETM GIVES A PICTURE OF RURAL L I F E *H|€IM I S WHOLESOME AND 

H A W * ALTHOUGH RATHER HARD BURIN© YEARS OF FAMINE* OUTSTANDING CHAFLAO* 

rmtmtm OF THESE RURAL PEOPLE ARE mmtim, PATRI ARCHAL ATTACHMENT, 

J U S T I C E , HONESTY, mm MUTUAL OARE OF FAMILIES AND RELATIVES* 

CLASSICAL THQUQBT.»-»THE GREEKS mm THE ROMANS, LIKE THE HEBREWS* 

«ER6 ALSO CAUGHT UP IN TME PROCESS OF URBANIZATION, AMD THE OISOR6ANI-

2ATION OF THE OLBER RURAL HAY OF L I F E BROUGHT A THEORETICAL REACTION 

AOAIMST 01TIT® IN FAYOR OF RURAL L I F E * OUT OF THE FIRST PERSON# TO 

©IVE EXPRESSION TO T H I S REACTION WAS HESIOD, A GREEK WHO LIVEB SOME 

3 S T * P I T I R I M A* SOROKIN, CARLS C» ZIMMERMAN, AND CHARLES <J» G»AL P I N , 

COT T O M , A ssMmmi. ̂m M& m FERN V O L . I , P * n *m 
FURTHER BTSLTCAL REFERENCES TO URSAN TRAITS# 



10 

lim BETWEEN t«E ELEVENTH AND THE EIGHTH CENTURIES B.C. HESlOB BELtgVIB 

THAT rmm WERE P I U PERIODS m A RESRCSSIVE HISTORICAL PROCESSI THE AGES 

OF THE ®m,& RACE, THE SILVER RACE, TME 3fi0NZ£ RACE, THt HERO RACE, AMD 

THE RAOE OF IRON. THE ORIGINAL AMD HIGHEST CULTURE IAS THAT Of THE «Qt» 

RACE, AND FROM THAT TIME MAN*S CULTURE HAS PR0anE88lVELY 08TENIORATED* 

HEBIOD BELIEVED THAT ME HIMSELF LIVED 1M THE A&E OF THE RACE OF IRON, 

THE CHIEF CHARACTERISTIC OF WHICH 18 THE GROWTH OF CITIES* HE8I0D COM-

PLAIN* ABOUT THE CITY ARB ITS DEMORALIZATION M THE FOLLOW!MS TERMFF 

THE Oirj7 rATHER SNALL MOT BE LIKE TO HIS CHILDREN « • . NEITHER 
SHALL WEST T© HOST* HQH F«l£«» TO FRIEND, W0« BROTHER T© BROTHER 
M BEAR AS AFORETIfciEi AND THEY SHALL ©IVE WO M M TO THEIR SWIFTLY 
AGE I KG PARENTS, ANS SHALL ©HI be THEM KITH WOKBB OF ilfTEft SPEECH j 
SINFUL MEM, KWOWINC HOT THE FEAR OF OODS* * * « RlBHT SHALL LIE IN 
MtQHT Of HAND, AND REVERENCE SHALL 8E HO MORES THE BAD SHALL WRONG 
THE BETTER MAN, SPEAKING CROOKSB W&RBS AND ABETTING THEM WITH ©ATM# 
ENVY, BRAWLING, RfitiOIClNft IN EVIL, OF HATEFUL COUNTENANCE, SHALL 
FOLLOW ALL MEN TO THEIR SOHROW* * * * JUSTICE FOLLGWETM WEEPIM* . . 
INTO THE SITY AMD THE HOMES OF MEN WHO DRIVE HER FORTH AND DEAL 
WITH HER CROOKEDLY* WHERE IJUSTICE IS RESPECTED THERE REIGNS PEACE, 
ABUNDANCE, PROSPERITY, FERTILITY* #HER£, AS IN THE CITY, IT IS 
©ISCARBEB OFTENTIMES A WHOLE CITY REAPETH THE RECOMPEMSF OF THE EVIL 
MEN IN THE FORM OF WAR, PESTILENCE, STERILITY* GOOD HUSBANDRY IS 
TME BEST FOR MOKTAL*4 

k rm HUNDRED YEARS LATER PLATO ALSO EXPRESSED A MOSTALSIA FOR THE 

PRC-"URBAN WAY OF LIFEl 

IN THE PRIMEVAL WORLD, MID A L0N& WHILE BEFORE THE CITIES CAME 
INTO 8E1N6 THERE I S SAID TO HAVE SEEN A 8L£SSF& STATE AND WAY OF 
LIFE. • . • THE DESOLATION ©F THESE PRIMITIVE MEN «@*IL» CREATE 
IN THEM A FEEL INS OF AFFECTION AND FRIENDSHIP TOWARDS ONE ANOTHER; 
AND THEY WOULD HAVE NO OCCASION TO FI8HT FOR THEIR SUBSISTENCE, FOR 
THEY WOULD HAVE PASTURE IN ABUNDANCE* * * • HENCE IN THOSE DAYS THERE 
WAS MO SRGAT POVERTY. . . * &HB THE COMMUNITY WHICH HAS NEITHER 
POVERTY NOR RICHES WILL ALWAYS HAVE THE NOBLEST PRINCIPLES; THERE 
IS MO INSOLENCE OR INJUSTICE, NOR, AGAIN, ARE THERE AMY CONTENTIONS 
OR ENVYINS MONO THEM* *ND THEREFORE THEY WERE ®OOB» AND ALSO BECAUSE 
©F WHAT WOULD BE TERMED THt SIMPLICITY OF THEIR MATURE®! FOR WHAT 
THEY HEARD OF THE NATURE OF 600D AND EVIL IN THEIR SIMPLICITY THEY 

TRANSLATION FROM HESIO»*S .'VORKS AND DAYS* 
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BELIEVED TO BE TRUE* AMD PRACTICED. • . • iOULU HOT MANY GENERATIONS 
LIVING ON I* THIS VAY, ALTHOTFOH RUDER, PERHAPS, AMD MORE IGNORANT 
OF THE ARTS filNERALLY • • • AND LIKEWISE OF OTHER ARTS, TERMED IM 
©ITlfS LEOAL PRACTICES AND PARTY CONFLICTS, AND INCLUDING ALL CON-
CEIVABLE VAT8 OF HURTING ONE ANOTHER IN «ORD AND SEED} WOULD THEY 
HOT, I SAY, BE SIMPLER AMD MORE MANLY, AMD ALSO MO«E TEMPERATE AND 
IN GENERAL MORE TLUST? 

FOLLOWING THIS PFTFI-TFLTSAN STAOE THERE APPEARED CITIES AND GOVERNMENTS 

IMMERSE© IN VIOE Aua INJUSTICE. AMY CITY, FIATO SELIEVED, is ACTUALLY 

MADE UP o r T«@ PARTS, A CITY OT THE POOR A»» A CITY Of W E RICH, AMU THE 

T M PARTS ARE CONTINUALLY AT WAR WITH EACH OTHER. WITH URBANIZATION 

THERE IS ALSO AN INCREASE IN INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM# WHICH ftATO RESARBS 

VITN « W | ALARM! "CONSEQUENT UPON THIS FREEDOM COMES . » • B|§©0£BltN©£ 

TO RULERSf AND THEN THE ATTEMPT TO ESOAPE THE CONTROL AND EXHORTATION OF 

FATHER, MOTHER, ELDERS, AND WHEU HEAR THE 1 »©, THE CONTROL OF THE LAW® 

ALSO; AND AT THE mm END THERE IS THE CONTEMPT OF OATHS AN© PLEDGES, 

AND NO REGARD AT ALL FOR THE C80DSJ AND THUS THEY • . * LEAD AN EVIL LIFE, 

mm THERE IS NO CESSATION OF ILLS.*** 

Re ACT ION AGAINST URBANIZATION OCCURRED IN ROMAN SOOT At. THEORY 

TOO, AS MAY BE SEEN IN THE «R»TINSS OF CATO, VARFTO, ClCERO, SALLUST, 

VIRGIL, HORACE, COLUMELLA, SENECA, FLINY, TACITUS, JUVENAL, AND OTHERS* 

VARRO, FOR EXAMPLE, MADE THE FOLLOWING COMMENT* 

IN THE HISTORY OF MANKINB WE FIND TWO MOSES OF LIFE, THAT or 
COUNTRY AND THAT OF THE TOVN, AMD IT IS OBVIOUS THAT THESE TV© 
DIFFER MOT ONLY AS TO PLACE, SWT AS TO TIME WHEN THEY SESAN TO BE* 
THE COUNTRY LIFE IS MUCH THE WORE ANCIENT OF THE TWO, SEEING THAT 
THERE VAS ONCE A TIME WHEN MEN LIVES IN THE COUNTRY AND HAD NO TOWN 
AT ALL# • • • &MB NOT ONLY IS FARMING MORE ANCIENT, IT IS ALSO 
SETTERf WHEREFORE OUR ANCESTORS WITH GOOD REASON SENT THEIR CITIZENS 

5|£|D., PP. 30-31. TRANSLATION FROM PLATO*S LTM* 

%!!£•* **• 32-33. TRANSLATION FROM R.ATO*S REPUBLIC. 
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FROM THE TOVN OACX TO TH£ LAND, R « til PEACE T«£Y WERE FE© 0V THE 
RUSTIC ROMANS AMD IN WAR WERE DEFENDED 8* THEM** 

OF GREATER IMPORTAFTOE, HOWEVER, IS THE «0«K OF COLUMELLA* «HO FORMULATES 

* mamw OF PRINCIPLES WHICH HAVE BEEN SOMMARIZED #Y SOROKIN, ZIMMERMAN, 

AMD GAL PIN AS FOLLOSS* 

FIRSTF THE MATURE OF AGRICULTURAL WORK REQUFRES PEOPLE MORE R0SU8T 
IN HEALTH, ENDURANCE, OMARACTER, INBTTSTRY, MORALITY, AMD C!RCUM~ 
SPECTION THAN THE MAJORITY OF URBAN TRADES* SECOND, THE RURAL 
NEIGHBORHOOD IS MUCH MORE INTEGRATED, AS» THE QUALITY OF THE 
NEIGHBORS IN A RURAL ENVIRONMENT IS MUCH WORE IMPORTANT THAN IN THE 
CITIES. THIRD, AGRICULTURAL WORK AND LAND TIG AN INDIVIDUAL TO 
THE PLACE OF HIS SOAK ANO MAKE HIM LE88 M0SILE OR SHIFTING THAN 
MANY OTHER OCCUPATIONS. FOURTH, URBAN SLAVES ARE MORS DEMORALIZED 
AMD NORSE THAN M M . SLAVES. FLFTH, IN THE PRECEDING AGRICULTURAL 
STAGE, THE HAPPINESS, THE STANDARD OF LIVING, JLHD THE FOOD OF THE 
P W CLASSES WERE WORE SATISFACTORY AND HEALTHFUL THAN IN COLUMELLA'S 
TIME, A PERIOD OF URSATTL{ATION* SIXTH, THE FAMILY ANO THE RELATION* 
SHIP OF HUSBAND AM» WIFE AND THE ESTIMATION OF WOMEN WE«£ MUCH A 
SETTER AMD HARMONIOUS IN AGRICULTURAL ROSIE THAN IN URBANIZED FIOME. 

IN SUMMARY, THE CLASSICAL THEORISTS IQCALIZED RURAL SOCIETY. THEY 

CONCEIVED OF RURAL LIFE A3 BEING WELL-INTEGRATED, WITH FREEDOM FROM *ANT, 

FREESOIS FROM CONFLICT, RESPECT FOR AUTHORITY ANO FOR THE GODS, ANO A HIGH 

M W M & OF HAPPINESS AND CONTENTMENT* T«£ CITY, ON THE OTHER HAND, HAS 

BLAMED AS THE CAUSE OF CONFLICT, DISHONESTY, EXTREME INDIVIDUALISM, 

DISRESPECT FOR AUTHORITY ANO FOR THE GODS, AND EXPLOITATION OF THE POOR* 

1BN-KHALDUN.--ALTHOUGH HE STANDS OUTSIDE THE MAIN LINE OF DEVELOP-

MENT OF EUROPEAN SOCIAL THEORY, {SN-KHALOUN, A MOSLEM BERBER OF TUNIS OF 

THE FOURTEENTH CENTURY, IS OF GREAT IMPORTANCE TO A CONSIDERATION OF PRE-

MOAGFLLJ DICH0TOMQU8 TYPGLOSIES, SOROKLN, ZIMMERMAN, ANO GALPTN 60 AS FAR 

AS TO CALL {SH-KMALBUM THE FOUNDER OF SOCIOLOGY OR AT LEAST THE FOUNDER OF 

PP. 41-42# TRANSLATION FROM WARRO'S Mmm BUSTICARUM LIBRI 
TRES* 

P* 4$m 
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RORAL-URSAN SOCIOLOGY. AT ANY RATS lBM~KMALByM H A m A REMARKABLE CONTRI-

BUTION TO SOCIAL THEORY WHICH ANTICIPATES 0 ¥ FIVE CCNTURIES MANY OF THE 

THEORIES or Tomtits* DURKMEIU, GIDOINGS, AND U M I M M U OTHER MEMSERS 

W TOE L i f t . A Y s r n e i i n FRANCE. 

iSN-KHALDUN*8 THEORY I S ORGAHIZED AROUND TWO SASIO POLAR TYPESt 

f H t NOUAD1C L i r e o r THE DESERT ANB THE @£B£«TARY L I F E Of" THE C I T I E S AND 

THE TOWNS* THE MOST IMPORTANT DlfFEHENCE BETWEEN THE TWO I S TO BE FOUND 

IM THE KIND OR SOCIAL S 0 8 B WHICH UNITES THE MgMSEJtS OT EACH TYPE OT ©0**-

TTUNITY. IBN-KHAL1KMI*8 TERM FOR T H I S SOCIAL BOND I S 'ASASIUUIU 8HICM I S 

MOST CLOSELY TRANSLATED AS ESPRIT CORPS. ESPRIT Sg, CORPS I S FOUND IN 

I T S MOST TYPICAL AND WREST FORM IN THE CASE OT THE PASTORAL NOMADS, AMD 

I f I S , OF COURSE, WEAKEST AMONG URBAN PEOPLE#^ THE SOLIDARITY OF THT 

NOMADIC ©ROUP 6R0H8 OUT OF THE MATURE OF NOMADIC L I F E AND THE SEEDS FOR 

DEFENSE AND MOBILITY: 

h m m THE TRIBES OF THE 3 E 8 E R T , H O S T I L I T I E S CEASE AT THE VOICE 
OF THE ELDERS AND OF THEIR RULERS t TO tfHOM EVERYONE SHOWS THE 
© L A T E S T RESPECT. t » ORDER TO- PROTECT THEIR SAMPS AGAINST EXTERNAL 
ENEMIES THEY EACH HAVE A SELECT TROOP COMPOSED Of THEIR BEST 
WARRIORS AND YOUNG MEN #HO ARE MOST DISTINGUISHED FOR THEIR BRAVERY* 
BUT THAT SAND WOULD NEVER BE STRONG T M M M TO REPULSE ATTACKS 
UNLESS ALL ITS MEM8ER3 BELONGED TO THE SAME FAMILY AND WERE A N I -
MATED BY THE SAME ESPRIT DT£ CORPS. IT I S PRECISELY THIS FACT WHICH 
RENDERS THE TROOPS COMPOSED OF DESERT ARABS SO STRONG AND FOR-
MIDABLE* EACH COMBATANT HAS ONLY A SINGLE THOUGHTJ THAT I S TO 
PROTECT H I S TRIBE AND M*S FAMILY***' 

Ah INVARIABLE CONCOMITANT OF ESPRIT DjE CORPS, IbN-KHALDUN BELIEVES* 

I S A "BOND OF BLOOD" OR PARENTAGES 

L * £ S F R I T DE CORPS I S KNOW ONLY AMONG PEOPLE LINKED 8Y SLOOD OR 
SIMILAR T I I S * I S I T I E S OF SLOOD HAVE AN INFLUENCE WHICH MOST K N 
RECOGNIZE SY A NATURAL SENTIMENT* THE INFLUENCE OF THESE T I E S I S 

%ARMES AND BECKER, O P . C # T . . P P . Z f O S & Z * 

^ % © W 0 K f * t ZIMMERMAN* ANU GALPIN , j g f # C I T » . P . 5 8 * 
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SHOWN mm OME I® TROV0LEB OVER THE C0N0JTIOM OF HIS PARENTS Oil 
KIM WISH THE* SUFFER AW t*WUST ICE OR AWE IN DAH<S£R OF 1.0fti NO THE IR 
l i k e s . The evi l that so*jeone mass done to &m or our pauents, the 
0UTRASES THAT OPPRESS THEM, APPEAR AS INJURIES TO OURSELVES? KITH 
THE RESULT THAT WE WOULD WISH TO PROTECT THEU BY INTERPOSING OUR-
SELVES BETWEEN THEM AMD THE SOURCE OF SANGER* SINCE MCtt WAVE EXISTED, 
th i s sentiment has seen in their hearts* ta two persons » » 
MUTUAL AIB AND A«6 «£LATE» ©LOSELY ENOUGH TO BE UNITED IK HEART 
AND SENTIMENT, jT |ft DUE TO THE INFLUENCE OF T IES OF flLMB SWISH 
ARE MANIFEST IN THE CONDUCT OF THESE RELATES « ; R « W t S » " 

ISN^ALBUN*® r««T«Eft DISCUSSION REVEALS THAT *BO»B OF BLOOD* UOES NOT 

NECESSARILY REFER TO BIOLOGICAL TIES LITERALLY} IT I S , AT LEAST IK SOME 

GASES, A METAPHOR FOR CULTURAL BONDS WHICH CAUSE A PERSON TO IDENTIFY 

HIMSELF WHOLEHEARTEDLY WITH A TRIBE OR FAMILY* Ttt«8 IT I S POSSIBLE FOR 

A WAN TO BE TAKEN IHTO A TRIBE Aft A "BLOOD RELATIVE* ON AH EQUAL FOOTIN6 

TO OTHER M & a m m OF THE TRIBE IF H i SEVERS ALL HIS TIES WITH H I S FORMER 

THISE AM© ADOPTS THE HEW TRIBAL MAHE, SYMBOLIC OF Hid PROS*»S£ TO HUB 

THE SACRED CUSTOMS OF THE MEW TRIBE. ?ME ISOLATION OF THE M©S9A»16 

TRIBES PREVENTS THEIR CONTACT WITH OTHER PEOH.1S HAVING DlFFERENT W 8 ~ 

TOMS AND CHARACTER, AND THE UNITY OF THE TRIBE I S PRESERVED* "TfclftJt 

ISOLATION I S THUS A SURE GUARANTEE AGAINST THE CORRUPTION OF BLOOD WHICH 

RESULTS FROM UNIONS CONTRACTED WITH STRANGERS.-*2 

SEDENTARY LIFE IN THE CITY, ISW-KHALE&UN MAINTAINS, is OHARACTERIZED 

BY A GENERAL WEAKENING OF ESPRIT § m m AMB AN IRREVERSISLE TREND TOWARD 

MORE AND UOJ<E LUXURY, EASE, AND SENSUALISM. BE UENTIONS, AUONfi OTHER 

THINGS, 018NONE3TY AND VULSAR AND OBSCENE 3l»££CH AS CHARACTERISTIC OF 

THIS reWJDENOY; THERE I S ALTO a LOSS OF ftESOURSEFULNS S S , HEALTH, 

^ t » i p « . PP* 

^%ARNE8 AND 8ECKER, OP. P I T . . P . Z?2» SEE ALSO SOROKIN, ZIMMERMAN, 
w adWP** W0mmm ^ * w m 

AND CiALPIN, jg£> C I T * . P . fftm 



*5 

SELF-RELIANCE* TRANQUILITY* BRAVERY, I NDEPENDENCE, MID MORALITY* 

THE IMNASITAMTS OR THE E R N E S ARE USUALLY OCCUPIED WITH THE** 

PLEASURES AMD THEY ABANDON THEMSELVES TO LUXURIOUS LTVLMQJ THEY SEEK 

THE TMIWS3 OF THIS TRAMSITORY WORLD *H» SURRCMBER COMPLETELY TO 

THEIR PASSTOMS* ATTOH® TOWNSPEOPLE THE SOUL CORRUPTS ITSELF WITH 

TOE EVIL QUALITIES ®H16H ARE ACQUIRED IN SRGAT NUMBER; AND TMI 

MOW* IT PERVERTS ITSELF, W E fcS0ftg IT STRAY® FROM THE PATH OF 

VIRTUE* IT SOMETIMES HAPPENS THAT THE PEOPLE EVEN F0R6ET ALL THE 

ORDINARY DECENCIES IN THEIR CONDUCT* M HAVE FREQUENTLY MET 

PERSONS OHO INDULGE IN VULGAR AMD RUDE EXPRESSIONS i« THEIR 

MSETINSS AND BEFORE THEIR SUPERIORS* TMEY DID NOT ABSTAIN EVEN IN 

THE PRESENCE OF THEIR WOMEN**3 

COUPLED WITH THIS NEGATIVE EVALUATION OF SEDENTARY URSAN LIFE IS A THEORY 

OF A CYCLICAL SOCIAL PROCESS* THE URBANIZATION PR00ES8 NEVER RESULTS 

IN A COMPLETE DISAPPEARANCE OF ESPRIT BE CORPS. FOR (BEFORE THIS POINT IS 

REACHES* A CITY BECOMES INSTITUTIONALLY 30 WEAK THAT IT IS CONQUERED M 

mmnmm BY OUTSIDE FORCES* OUT OF THE DECAY ©F THE SEDENTARY LIFE 

ARISES ONCE MORE A VIGOROUS NOMADIC WAT OF LIFE*** 

THOMAS MOSSES* SOCIAL CONTRACT I^EOH? 

IN THE «GRKS OF THE SOCIAL CONTRACT THEORISTS o r THE SIXTEENTH, 

SEVENTEENTH* AND EIGHTEENTH CENTURIES IN EUROPE MAY BE FOUND A BASIC 

DLCHOTOMY INVOLVING THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN WAN IN H18 ORIGINAL "NATU-

RAL* STATE AND MAN AS A MEMBER OF POLITICAL SOCIETY. THE GROWTH OF 

COMMERCE AND OF CAPITAL IN EUROPE DURING THIS TIME M A X NECESSARY THE 

DEVELOPMENT OF STRONG, CENTRALIZED NATIONAL GOVERNMENTS TO GUARANTEE 

AND ENFORCE OONTRAOTS AND TO MAINTAIN A CERTAIN M O U N T OF ORDER IN ECO-

NOMIC RELATIONS* AN IMPRESSIVE PROBLEM WAS PRESENTED TO SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY 

AS TO THE EXPLANATION OF THE ORISIN AND THE JUSTIFICATION OF THE NEW 

*3|B|P, 

14&AFTHFI8 AND S3E0KEK, OP. CIT*. PP* 275"2?6. 



POWERFUL POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS, AND SOCIAL CONTRACT THEORY REPRESENTED 

THE FIRST ©F THE TO THE PROBLEM. FOR THS MOST PART THE 

CONTRACT THEORISTS PLACED A NEfiATIVg EVALUATION ON MAN IM HIS "NATURAL® 

STATE, BtNtf THE* BELIEVES THAT ONLY lit A POLITICALLY OftBERLY SOCIETY 

eOULB MAN* 8 NATURE SE BROWQHT W H N CONTROL AND CHANNELED ALONO CON-

STRUCTIVE LINE* OF SEVELOPNENT. UtE INSTRUMENT WITH WHICH POLITICAL 

SOCIETY WAS ESTABLISHED, THEY BELIEVEB, WAS W E SOCIAL OR GOVERNMENTAL 

CONTRACT. 1$ 

ALTHOUGH THE DOCTRINE OF THE SOCIAL CONTRACT MAD DEVELOPED IN THE 

THEORIES OF HOOKER, SUAREZ, MARIANA, ADD GROTIUS, IT RECEIVED ITS FIRST 

CLASSIC STATEMENT IM THE WORK OF THOMAS HOBBES, AM 0IGLI8H PHILOSOPHER 

OT THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY* HOSSFIS ATTEMPTS TO DISOOVER THE STATE OF 

EARLY MAN BY DEDUCING IT FROM WHAT HE ASSUMES TO BE THE UNIVERSAL TRAITS 

OF HUMAN NATURE. HE K M ICS ARISTOTLE*® BICTUtU W A T MAM IB BY NATURE 

SOCIAL, FOR HE BELIEVES THAT RELATIVELY PERMANENT SOCIAL GROUPS CAN ORIGI-

NATE ONLY IN TME MUTUAL FEAR WHICH ALL MEN HAVE FOR ONE ANOTHER. §LAN*8 

BASIC CHARACTERISTIC IS " . . . A 8ENERALL INCLINATION . . • A PERPETUAL 

AND REBTLEBBS DESIRE OF RENTER AFTER POWER# THAT CEASETH ONELY IN DBATN."^ 

TFCVS IN THE NATURAL STATE ALL WEN ARE ENEMIES* FOR THEY ALL MSI RE TO 

ATXAIN THE SAME ENDS OR TO POSSESS THE SAME 600BS. £VTN UPON THE ATTAIN-

MENT OF OOOBS, EACH MAN MUST LIVE IN CONTINUAL FEAR THAT THEY WILL BE 

pp. 3?8, 437-438* THE SOCIAL CONTRACT THEORISTS WERE TME 
FIRST THEORISTS TO VIEW THE PROCESSES OF SOCIAL ©HAWSE POSITIVELY* EVEN 
SOME OF THE CONTRACT THEORISTS, HOWEVER, WERE DISSATISFIED WITH THE TREND 
OF EVENTS* SEE, FOR EXAMPLE, THE DISCUSSION BELOW OT ROUSSEAU, W O IB 
IfStMLLV CONSIDERED THE LAST OF TME IMPORTANT PHILOSOPHERS OF SOCIAL CON-
TRACT# 

*%*©MA8 HOBBES, LEVIATHAN, P. 49# 
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TAKEN FROM Hill Br MiS FELLOWS. JEALOUSY, PRODUCED BY MANfS INEVITABLE 

W i n AND VANITY, ADDS TO THE OCNERAL MISERY OF THE MATORM. SOCIETY Of 

FORCE AND FRAUD. IN A FAMOUS PASSAGE HO8BE8 DESCRIBES THE PRE-GOVERNMENTAL 

SOCIETY* 

iSHATSOEVER THEREFORE IS CONSEQUENT TO A TIME OF «ARRET WHERE 
EVERY MAM IS EfcEMY TO EVERY MAN| THE SAMS It CONSEQUENT TO THE 
TIMS, WHEREIN MEN LIVE WITHOUT OTHER SECURITY, THAN WHAT THEIR OIN 
STRENGTH, AMD THEIR OWN INVENTION SHALL FURNISH THEM WITHALL. IN 
SUCH CONDITION, THERE IS NO PLAGE FOR iMOUSTRYJ BECAUSE THE FRUIT 
THEREOF IS UNCERTAIN! AND CONSEQUENTLY NO CULTURE OF THE EARTH, 
N© NAVIGATION, NOR USE or THE COMMODITIES THAT MAY BE IMPORTED 
BY SEA| MO COfcifcSODfOUS BOILBINGJ HO INSTRUMENTS BF MOVINS, AMD 
REMOVING* SUCH THINGS AS REQUIRE MUCH FORCE} NO KNOWLEDGE OF THE 
FA«E OF THE CARTH} NO ACCOUNT OT TlMCS NO ART8J NO UTTERS; NO 
SOCIETY} AND WHICH IS WORST OF ALL9 GONTINUALL FEA*£, AND SANdfift 
OF VIOLENT DEATH; AND THE LIFE ©F MAN, SOLITARY* POORE, NASTY, 
BRUTISH, AND SHORT.17 

H08BES DOES NOT INSIST UPON THE HISTORICITY OF HIS THEORY OF THE STATE 

Of NATURE* SINCE H« INTEND# IT PRIMARILY AS A TOOL FOR THE ANALYTIC 

INTERPRETATION OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF MODERN SOCIETY* 

IT MAY PERAOVENTURE BE THOUGHT, THERE WAS NEVER SUCH A TIME* 

NOR EO«»ITIOM OF WARRE AS THISF AND I BELIEVE IT WAS NFVFR 6ENERALLY 
SO, OVER ALL THE WORLD* BUT THERE ARE MANY PLACES, WHERE THCY LIVE 
so NOW# FOR THE SAVASE PEOPLE IN MANY PLAGES OF AMERICA* EXCEPT 
THE GOVERNMENT OF SMALL FAMILIES, THI CONCORD WHEREOF B£P£NQETH 
ON NATWAU. LUST, NAVE NO OOVERNMENT AT AU.| AMD LIVE AT THIS BAY 

IN THAT BRITISH MANNER, AS I SAID BEFORE.*® 

HOBBES MAINTAINS THAT MAKFS NATURE IS INCONSISTENT WITH THE "LAWS 

OF NATURE* AND THEREFORE SOME EXTERNAL POWER MUST 81 SET UP TO FORCE 

MEN TO CONFORM TO THG NATURAL LAWS. 

FOR THE LAWES OF NATURE {AS UusTtog, Esyiif, MODESTY, MERCY. 
AND DOING TO OTHERS. Ag WOULD §g BONE TFFV OF THEMSELVES, 
WITHOUT THE TgRRQUR OF SOME PO«G»# TO CAUSE THEM TO BE OSSERVEJJ, 
ARE CONTRARY TO OUR NATURALL PASSIONS, THAT CARRY US TO PARTIALITY, 

REVEMSE, AND THE LIKE* AND COVENANTS, WITHOUT THE SWORD, 
ARE BUT $ORDS, AND OF NO STRENGTH TO SECURE A MAN AT ALL* THEREFORE 

*7|BIP». PP. 64-65* $&* 
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NOTWITHSTANDING THE LAMES OF NATURE, {WHICH EVERY ONE MATH THEM 
ttlt» WHEN HE MAS THE WILL TO Kt£f» THEM, WHEN ME CAM DO IT SAFELY) 
If THERE BE MO ffewER ERECTED, OR MOT GREAT ENOUOH FOR OUR SECURITY* 
CVCRY MAM WILL* ma mt LAWFULLY RELY GM_HIS OWN STRENQTH mm 

ART* FOR CAUTION ASA INST ALL OTHER 

THE EXISTENCE o r SUCH A POWER TO ENFORCE CONFORMITY 18 LACKINO IN THE 

STATE OF NATURE* BUT III ORDER TO ESCAPE THE MISERIES OF LIFE If* THE 

STATE Or MATURE* H088ES ARGUES* A SOCIAL. CONTRACT If MADE 0Y EACH MAM 

WITH EVERT OTHER MAM » tM SUCH MANMER AS IF EVERY MAN SHOULD SAY 

TO EVERY MAN, J, AUTHORISE ANO »»WT OR Ĵ Y RlSHT JHT OPVERItlN® JJG, SELFE* 

JH B § M M U J S TO JTYTS tmm,T & «G&> AN L A N SBAAIIAGB» J M LASA 

ETVE MJT JFFLX J & M E AUTHORISE ALL HIS A-ENOW JM LIKE MANNER**20 

SWQM A CONTRACT SETT IMS OP AN ABSOLUTE OGVEMIMCTTT' 18 NECESSARY, HF FEELS, 

FOR *THG ONLY SAY TO ERECT SUCH A COMMON ft>«£R, AS MAY HE ABLE TO BEFEMB 

THEM FROM THE INVASION OF FORRAIBNERS, AMD THE INJURIES OF OMK ANOTHER* 

AMD THERE®* TO SECURE THEM IN SUCH SORT, AS THAT BY THEIR 0»N£ INDUSTRIE* 

AND SY THE FRUITES OT THE EARTH, THEY MAY NOURISH THEMSELVES AMD LIVE 

CONTENTEDLY? IS* TO ©ONFERRE ALL THEIR POWER AND STRENQTH UPON ONE WAN, 

OR UPON ONE ASSEMBLY OF MEN. • • 

IN THE COMMONWEALTH WHICH IS FORMED BY THE SOCIAL CONTRACT* ALL 

IMPORTANT RELATIONS BETWEEN MEN ARE GOVERNED SY CONTRACTS ENFORCEABLE BY 

THE AUTHORITY OF THE FIOVERMMENT* THIS CONTRASTS SHftRPLY WITH THE STATE 

OF AFFAIRS RPtlOft TO THE DRAWING UP OF THE SOCI AL CONTRACT* SAYS H088ES* 

•I NOB WITHOUT A COERCIVE POWgR THERE WAS NO WAY TO FORCE A PERSON TO 

HONOR HIS CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS: 

ir A COVENANT SE MABE, WHEREIN NEITHER OF THE PARTIES PERFORMS 
PRESENTLY, BUT TRUST ONE ANOTMER) IN THE CONDITION OF MCER NATURE* 

tftstn., P» 8?. ^ieiD,, Pm 
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(«HtCH I S A CONDITION OF ftylftftE OF EVCRV Ml AM A6AINST EVERY MAN) 
w m t AMY REASONABLE SUSPtTIOM, I f I S VOYDt BUT I f TH£R£ ©g A COMMON 
P i m m . SET OVER THEM BOTH, »ITN RISHT AND FORCE SUFFICIENT TO COM-
PELL PERFORMANCE* IT 18 MOT VOYB* FOR HE THAT PERFORMETH FIRST , 
HAS MO ASSURANCE THE OTHER WILL PERFORMS AFTER? BECAUSE THE BONDS 
OF TORS® ARE TOO mm TO 8RIDLE MEMS AM0ITION, AVARICE, AN6ER, AMD 
OTHER PASSIONS, MlTMOUT THE FEARE OF SOME OOERCEIVE f*WE*J WHICH 
IM THE CONDITION OF MEER NATURE, WERE ALL MEN ARE SQUALL, AND 
UUD6ES OF THE JUSTMEaOE OF THEIR 0»N FEARS, CANNOT POSSIBLY 8E 
SUPPOSED. fimm THEREFORE HE *H*CM PERFORMETH F I R S T , DOES POT 
BETRAY HIMSELFE TO H»B ENEMY; CONTRARY TO THE ftlUMT • • • Of 
DEFENDING H I S L I F E , AND MEANS OF LI VIMS* 

BUT IN A CIVILL ESTATE, W E R E TMIRE IS A f & w p t SET UP TO 
CONSTRAIN THOSE THAT MOULD OTHERWISE VIOLATE THEIR FAITH, THAT 
FEARE I S MO MORE REASONABLE} AMD FOR THAT CAUSE, H | WHICH BY THE 
COVENMIT i s TO PERFORM FIRST, IS OBLISEB TO M SO*2® 

HAWSES HAS UNDOUBTEDLY HAD A GREAT INFLUENCE ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

SUBSEQUENT THEORIES OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL L I F E , 80T HIS INFLUENCE 

HAS SEEM ALMOST WHOLLY OH THE FORMULATION OF ONE BRANCH OF THE DICHOTOMY* 

H I S PARTICULAR THEORY Of THE NATURAL STATE OF MAN MAS BKCM ALMOST U N I -

VERSALLY REJECTED, BUT HIS EMPHASIS UPON CONTRACTUAL RELATIONS «N THE 

MODERN COMMONWEALTH HAS MET WITH SfifaATER ACCEPTANCE. TOMMIES, FOR 

EXAMPLE, ACKN0«!L£0®£D A SREAT DEBT TO H08BE3, AMD HlSSERLE MAKES THE 

FOLLOWING COMMENTS 

TWAT THOMAS BOBBES SHOULD HAVE RECOSMIZED THE RADICALLY «E» 

PRINCIPLE OF THE MOSERM STATE M OPPOSED TO ALL EARLIER "COMMUNAL* 
FORMS OF POLITICAL BODIES AND SHOULD HAVE UNDERTAKEN TO MAKE IT 
CONCEIVABLE BY THE DOCTRINE OF A SOCIAL CO¥E»Ai»T, TOMMIES APPRECIATED 
AS THE SOCIOLOGICALLY SIGNIFICANT FEATURE OF MOSSES*S THEORY OF THE 
STATE AMD OF THE RATIONALISTIC DOCTRINE OF SOCIAL CONTRACT IM 
€SltgRALi FOR THE MODERN OMNIPOTENT CENTRALIST!0 STATE, INDEPENDENT 
AS IT WAS *M PRINCIPLE OF AMY ETHlli© M S t S , COULD, IN FACT, »g 
UNDERSTOOD ONLY SY A RATIONALISTIC CONSTRUCTION. . • 

PP» ? 0 " 7 1 • 

^RUDOLF HESERLE, ATTA« SOCIOLOGICAL SYSTEM OF FERDINAND TOMMIES* 
'COMMUNITY* AND 'SOCIETY*,* JFE M JGFE JFMISBBT M . SSSISKSSL* . 
EDITED BY HARRY ELMER BARNES, PP* 24*-242. SEE THE DISCUSSION OF TOMMIES* 
QESELLSCWAFT IN CHAPTER III BELOW FOR AN INDICATION OF HOW HOBBES 
INFLUENCED THE FORMULATION OF THIS POLAR TYPE* 
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AM JACQUES ROUSSEAU* ROMANTIC THEORY 

ROMANTIC THEORV DURING THE EIGHTEENTH AND NINETEENTH CENTURIES 

IM EUROPE REPRESENTS A SHARP REACTION AGAINST THE RATI0WALISTIG THEORIES 

or HOSBES, LOCKE, AND OTHERS. IN CONTRAST TO THE DOMINANT FAITH IN THE 

PROGRESS OF CIVILIZATION, THE ROMANTICISTS TENSED TO I DEAL I2E A MONFI OR 

U & M FICTIONAL PAST, AT THE SAME TIME CONDEMNING CIVILIZATION AS THE 

CORRUPTER OF MAN*® INHERENTLY WOO NATURE. In -MANY RESPECTS THgftg 18 A 

©LOSE PABMJLSt* B C m i N MANY OF THE CLASSICAL THEORISTS OF GREECE AND 

Roue AND THE ROMANTIC THEORISTS# FOR THERE 19 A PRIMITlVI8TI0 BIAS 

RUNNING THROUGH THE THEORIES OF BOTH* The ROMANTIC THEORY Of SOCIETY 

HAS INFLUENCE® THE DEVELOPMENT OF THEORIES OF IHCHOT«OUS TYPES OF SOCIAL 

LIFE IN MODERN SOCIOLOGICAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORY, BUT ITS INFLUENCE, 

LIKE THAT OF THE RATIONALISTIC THEORY OF SOCIETY OF HOBSES, HAS SEEM 

ALMOST ENTIRELY ON ONE BRANCH OF THE DICHOTOMY. |T EMPHASIZED THE 

OPPOSITE SIDE FROM THAT WHICH HOMES EMPHASIZED, HOWEVER, AND SUBSEQUENT 

THEORY RFFWESENTS MORE OR LESS A SYNTHESIS OF THE TWO POINTS OF VIEW# 

TOMMIES, FOR EXAMPLE, STATE® THAT HIS THEORY REPRESENTED A COM^INATIOH 

OF HOSSESIAN THEORY AND ROMANTIC THEORY 

THE WORK OF «JEAN JACQUES ROUSSEAU, A FRENCH PHILOSOPHER OF THE 

EI8HTEENTH CENTURY, REPRESENTS AN EXTREME ROMANTIC REACTION AGAINST 

CIVIL SOCIETY AND PARTICULARLY AGAINST THE CITY* L» HIS DISCOURSE ON 

THE ORIGIN AND FOUNDATION £F INEQUALITY AMONG MEW FtOUSStAM MAINTAINS 

THAT THE HAPPIEST Of ALL PERIODS OF HUMAN EXISTENCE WAS THAT PERIOD Of 

PURE SAVAGERY PRECEDING AND THUS SEFNS UNCONTAMINATED 0Y CIVILIZATION. 

^SEE THE DISCUSSION OF ?ONN*£S IN CHAPTER IT) BELOW* 
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He PIOTORES MAM IN THIS STATS OF MATURE AS A FREE AND EASY-SOIIM* SAYAM 

WITHOUT AMY CARES OR WORRIES. THE 8AVA6E SUPPOSEDLY WAS GOVERNED WHOLLY 

BY INSTINCT AND WAS CONCERNED ONLY »ITH HIS OWN WELFARE. THE LIMITATIOM 

OF IDEAS VITHIN A *CW NARROW RANGE WAS COMPENSATED FOR 8Y THE SENFRAL 

BLISSFUL AND SIMPLE LIFE M4ICH THE 8AYASE LED»^* LATER »« HIS &TLLF» 

ROTTFTSFIAU ATTEMPTS TO DISCOVER THE NATURAL MAN •¥ NYPOTHETICALLT REM0VIN8 

FROM MODERN HA* ALL THOSE ELEMENTS WHICH ARE HELD TO SF TNE EFFECTS OF 

SOCIETY AND ITS INSTITUTIONS* HIS ATTITUDE HAS SEEM SUMMARIZES AWIRABLV 

8Y TAITTT* 

STRIP OFF THE ARTIFICIAL MAHITS OF CIVILIZED MAM, MIS SUPERFLUOUS 
•ANTS, HIS FALSE PREJUDICES! MATTER ALL SYSTEMS, RETURN TO Y0U#T 
OWN HEART, LISTEN TO W E INTIMATE SENTIMENTS* PERMIT YOURSELF TO BE 
GUIDED 8¥ THE LIGHT OF INSTINCT AND CONSCIENCE! AND YOU KILL RE-
DISCOVER THE PRIMITIVE ADAM, LIKE TO A STATUE OF INCORRUPTIBLE 
MARBLE THAT, FALLEN INTO A MARSH, MAS LONG M E N BURIED UNDER A 
CRUST OF MOLD AND SLI'MI, BUT THAT RESCUED FROM ITS ENCLOSING FILTH, 
CAN AGAIN BE PLACED ON ITS PEDESTAL IN ALL THE PERFECTION OF ITS 
FORM AND IN ALL T«« PURITY OF ITS WHITENESS*2® 

ACTUALLY ROUSSEAU DOES NOT CLAIM THAT THE STATE OF NATURE EVER EXISTED, 

FOR ME IMPLICITLY STATES THAT IT 18 A TORE •FDGA OF REASON" REACHED *Y 

ABSTRACTION FROM THE STATE OF SOCIETY. HE DOES NOT FAYOR A RETURN TO THE 

•TATE OF NATURE, OUT RATHER TO A STATE OF SAVAOERY INTERMEDIATE FTETWEEM 

THE NATURAL AND SOCIETAL STATES, 80 THAT THE 3IMPLICIT* AND ADVANTAGES 

OF NATURE COULD SE RESERVED ALONG WITH A CERTAIN AMOUNT OF SECURITY AND 

COMFORT TO SE FOUND IN SOCIETY,^? 

JACQUES ROUSSEAU, THE SOCIAL CONTRACT AND DISCOURSES, TRANSLATES 
SY 0* D. «* COLE, PP. 194-203,^4^7* 

CASHES AND BECKER, OP. PIT.. P. 44% TRANSLATION FROM TAINE*© 

MMmrnam* 

2?Q* D. H» COLE, • INTRODUCTION,• ROUSSEAU, £P« C»T«. PP. XIII, XIY* 
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ROUSSEAU BELIEVES THAT THg URBANIZATION PROCESS AMD ITS CONCOMITANTS, 

THE GROWTH or xmwj&mI AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF wmmm AND COMMUNICATION, 

AM RESPONSIBLE FOR «AN*S DEGRADATION-. HE STATE® THAT ALTHGUSM THE 

SCIENCES AND THE ARTS AM PROBABLY THE "MOST AMINBANT M O frriatcnf* 

SOURCES OR CORRUPTION, THERE ARE A SREAT MANY OTHERS TOO# F©« I X M A T » 

" # # * COMMERCE AND ALL THAT FACILITATES COMMUNICATION AND CONTACT 

BETWEEN WAT IONS CARRIES TO EACH Of THEM NOT THE VIRTUES OF THE OTHERS 

BUT THEIR CRIMES AND PERVERTS THGIR MORE©* SHICH W&RE ADAPTEO TO THEIR 

QLL&ATE AMD F® THE CONSTITUTION OF THEIR GOVERNMENT TH£ FOLLOWING 

SELECTICW FROM NARCLSSE DESCRIBES THE PROCESS 0Y WHICH MAM 18 CORRUPTED! 

«HEN A TASTE FOR STUDY AND ARTS AMD LITERATMRE Si® 1*8 TO 
DEVELOP AMONG ANY PEOPLE IN THE *ORL», THE MORES BEGIN TO BIGSHE-
ItATt* * » * T»E APPEARANCE or SUCH AN INCLINATION ALMYS SI^UIFLES 
THE BEGINNING OF CORRUPTION. • * . KU INCLINATION TO LITERATURE* 
PHILOSOPHY, AND THE ARTS ANNULS OUR PRIMARY SENSE OF DUTY AND OUR 
REM. GLORY. » . . IT SOFTENS OUR BODY AND SOUL.. * * » IT WEAKENS 
ALL THE TIES OF ESTEEM AND BENEVOLENCE WHICH ATTACH A MAN TO SOCIETY* 
FAMILY AN© NATIVE COUNTRY BECOME FOR SUCH A MAM MERE WORDS* EMPTY 
OF MEANtNGf FOR SUCH A PHILOSOPHER THEM IS NEHTMER PARENT* NOR 
CITIZEN, NOR MAN* • . • FROM IT THERE ORIGINATE ON THE ONE HAND* A 
REFINEMENT OF TASTE, POLITENESS, VILE AND DEFILING FLATTERY# AND 
OTHER INSIDIOUS* CHILDISH, AND SEDUCTIVE PROCLIVITIES, WHICH, IN 
THE LONS RUN, M Y UP THE SOUL AND CORRUPT THT HEART) ON THE OTHER 
HANS, JEALOUSY, RIVALRY, THE HATRED OF ARTISTS SO SELL KNOVN, 
PERNICIOUS CALUMNY, TREASON* UNFA ITHFULNESS , ^ 1 8 1 M C I R I T Y , AND EVERY-
THIN© THAT IS THE VILEST AND ODIOUS IN VISE#2* 

BOUSSEAW ATTACKS THE CITIES AS "THE SOURCE OF PERDITION OF MANKIND") 

AS A "SOURCE OF PHYSICAL AND MORAL DEGENERATION*} AS 11 TME SUCKERS *HO 

SLEID THE NATION^! AND AS "THE SCHOOL OF VICES AND CONTEMPT**^ HE ALSO 

^^SOROKIN, ZIMMERMAN, AND GLALPIN, JFCP* CIT>. P* TRANSLATION FROM 

ROUSSEAU'S J T E I S B * 

^ I B I P » P* 1 3 5 -

P . 136* TRANSLATION FROM ROUSSEAU'S QUEVRES COMPLETES* 
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HEAPS SCORN ON THOSE ORBANITE3 WW© ASSUME AH ATTITUDE OF SUPERIORITY 

WITH REGARD TO THE RURAL PEOPLE I'M THE FOLLOWING PASSAGE* 

ACCORDING TO THEM TO EVADE PARIS MEANS TO HATE MAMKIMOf THE RURAL 
PEOPLE AWE NOTHING IN THEIR EYESJ If «C ARE TO BELIEVE THEM9 THERE 
IS NO HUMAN BEING OUTSIDE OF THE BOARDING HOUSES, ACA0EMIE3, AND 
DINNER PARTIES* « . • ftURAL LIFE AND AQ*ICULTURE HAVE THEIR 0*N 
PLEASURES? mm THESE PLEASURES ARE LE»® INSIPJ0 AND LESS RtfOg THAN 
THET THINK THfiMf AM0N6 RURAL PEOPLE THERE MAT BE FOUND A TASTE* 
EXQUI8ITENCSS, AND DELICACY? A RESPECTABLE MAN WHO WOULD RETIRE 
»lTH HIS FAMILY TO THE COUNTRY AND SOULD BECOME HIS 0*N FARMER CAN 
EMU0Y A LIFE AS SWEET A3 THAT AMIDST THE AMUSEMENTS OF THE 01TYJ 
FINALLY, THE MOST TENDER SENTIMENTS OF THE HEART MAY ANIMATE 
ftttfWtt, SOCIETY MORE PLEASANTLY THAN THE ARTIFICIALLY EXQUISITE 
LAMStfAS&E OF THE CITY CIROLES* WHERE OUR SATIRICAL AM© MORtIB LAUGHTER 
IS A POOR SUBSTITUTION FOR A NATURAL GAIETY LOST BY US. . • . THE 
COUNTRY'S LESSONS ARC IN LOVJTO AND SERVING HUMANITY WHILE THE CITY*8 
LESSONS ARE IN DESPISING IT»3» 

TMttS B0038EAU MAKES USE OF A RURAL-URBAN J3{ OHOTOMY AS WELL AS THE «ORE 

GENERAL AM® INCLUSIVE DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE NATURAL STATE OF MAN AND 

THE CIVILISED STATE Of MAN* 

KARL UARXS SOCIALIST THEORY 

ONE OF THE m m IMPORTANT INFLUENCES ON THE THEORISTS OF BICHOTOMOUS 

TYPES OF SOCIETY IS THE SOCIALIST THEORY OF KARL SlAM, A GERMAN PHILOSO-

PMER AND ECONOMIST OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY, AND HIS ASSOCIATE, FRIES*ION 

©*®ELS« ALTHOUGH FEW OF THE THEORISTS ADMIT A DIRECT BEST TO MARX, 

MOSASLY BECAUSE OF HIS ASSOCIATION WITH REVOLUTIONARY SOCIAL 1ST ACTIVITY* 

THE APPROACH WHICH THEY 8ENERALLY USE IS DISTINCTLY MARXIAN *N SOME OF ITS 

ASPECTS MARX'* DEVASTATING ATTACK UPON CAPITALISTIC SOC4ETY PARTICULARLY 

HAS HAD A OREAT INFLUENCE—EVEN MORE SO WHEN IT MAS MOT BORNE A MARXIAN 

LABEL—FOR ESSENTIALLY THE SAME AROUMENTS HAVE SEEN TAKEN OYER BY ROMANTIC 

AND REACTIONARY THEORISTS A# NELL AS BY SOCIALIST THEORISTS* 

3*UHD.» p» 137« 
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M a r x ' s mmmn w i t h t h e d i a l e c t i c a l p r o c e s s o r h i s t o r y f « w h i c h 

AONTftASTtNCt F O R M S OF S O C I E T Y R E P L A C E O W E A N O T H E R P E R H A P S 0 B 8 C W E S T H t 

SASIC DICHOTOMY O f S O C I E T A L TYPES TO SE F O U N D I N H I S W R I T I N G S * Th IS 

d i c h o t o m y i s h o t t h a t m e t m m c a p i t a l i s t i o s o c i e t y and f e u d a l* s u e 

SOCIETY BUT RATHER A MORE G£N£RAL OfSTfMCTIOM BgfWSMH £0©t£T»ES SASfD 

WON PRIVATE PROPERTY OM THE ONE HAND AND SOCIETIES 0ASEB UPON THE COM-

MON OWNERSHIP OF LAND OH THE OTHER HAND. BOTH CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY AND 

FEUDAL I STIC SOCIETY ARE BA&gB tiPON THE I M©T J TUT 10*1 OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 

AMD ITS INVARIABLE S0MPL8MGMT, ©LASS STRUGGLE 8IT8EEN OPPRESSOR AMD 

OPPRESSES, AMD T»|ER£FORE THE¥ APE ik.UCH THE SAME i n flASIC RESPECTS* 

*Jke, MODERN 80UR<fc0l8 SOCIETY THAT HAS 8PROUTED FROM THE RUINS Of FCUOAL 
% 

SOCIETY . • . ttAaj SWT ESTABLISHED WE® GLASSES, «E» ©QNDI T «0»S OF OP W E S * 

8 # O H , M E W FORMS O F S T R t W f S L t lit PLACE O F THE OLD O N E S # * ^ REAL 

CONTRAST l » WAYS OF L I F E * MARX MAINTAINS, I # TO BE SEEN I I I fTill CONTRAST 

MWMKN SOCIETIES BASED m PRIVATE PROPERTY AND S O C I f E f i g S BASED on COMMON 

OWNERSHIP OF LAND. 

Marx b e l i e v e s t h a t p r i o r t o t h e deve lopment o f c i v i l i z a t i o n t h e r e 

was a p e r i o d o r p r i m i t i v e communism i n w h i c h a l l l a n d was n i l s i n s m n * 

These p r i m e v a l men p resumab ly l i b i b y l l i c l i v e s i n w h i c h e©@pfR*TiON 

RATHER THAN CLASS STRUGGLE WAS THE ORGANIZING PRINCIPLE* * ITM THE GROWTH 

OF C I V I L I Z A T I O N , HOWEVER, THIS GOLDEN AGE OF THE PRIMITIVE GRADUALLY MOAN 

TO m REPLACED! W * ITM THE DISSOLUTION OF THESE PRIMEVAL OOtsfcttWITIES 

SOCIETY BEGINS TO BE DIFFERENTIATED INTO SEPARATE AND FINALLY ANTAGONISTIC 

3 % a r l Marx mo F r i s d r i c m E n g e l s , »Tm Communist M a n i f e s t o , * 
S 2 E & * BT I Communist M M t m s T O , e d i t e d m Max 
Emwmi P 7 3 2 2 , 
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£VEN IN THE FEUDAL STAGE, MARX ARGUES, THE SYSTEM OF 8061 At REi.AT ION-

SHIPS «AS HOT TOTALLY ALIEN TO THAT FOUND III FKIMTTIVF COMMUNISM, BUT WITH 

THE ADVENT OF CAPITALISM THE LAST VESTIGES OF IWJ. I PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS 

AMONG MSN HAVE DISAPPEARED, A GASH NEXUS FOR ALL HUMAN RELATIONSHIPS HAS 

BEEN SUBSTITUTES! 

THE BOURGEOISIE, HHEREVER IT HAS GOT THI UPPER HAND, HAS 
PUT AN END TO ALL FEUDAL* PATRIARCHAL* IOYLLIC RELATIONS* IT HAS 
PITILESSLY TORN ASUNDER THE MOTLEY VCUBAL TIES THAT BOUND MAN TO 
H I S "NATURAL SUPERIORS,* AN® MAS LEFT NO OTHER NEXUS BETWEEN MAN 
AMD M M TNAN NAKED 8ELF~INTEREST , THAN CALLOUS *BASH PAYMENT** 
IT MAS M M M M R M MOST HEAVENLY ECSTASIES OF RELIGIOUS FERVOR, OF 
OHFVALROUS ENTHUSIASM, OF BFLLLSTINL SENTIMENTALIBM* IN TNE ICY 
WATER o r EGOTISTICAL 0AL6ULATION. IT HAS RESOLVED PERSONAL SSORTH 
INTO EXCHANGE VALUE, AND IN PLACE OF THE NUMBERLESS INDEFEASIBLE 
CHARTERED FREEDOMS, HAS SET UP THAT SINGLE, UNCONSCIONABLE FREEDOM— 
FREE TRADE. IN ONE WORD, FOR EXPLOITATION, VEILED BY RELIGIOUS 
AMD POLITICAL ILLUSIONS, IT MAS SUBSTITUTE® NAKED, SHAMELESS, DIRECT, 
BRUTAL EXPLOlTATI0N.3* 

I k S INTRODUCTION OF THE FACTORY SYSTEM HAS SPEEDED THE IMPERSONAL I NATION 

OF RELATIONSHIPS AND HAS MADE LIFE PROGRESSIVELY MOftC DRAB FOR THE BULK 

OF THE PEOPLE! 

OWING TO THE EXTENSIVE USE OF MACHINERY AND TO DIVISION OF 
LABOR, THE »ORK OF THE PROLETARIANS HAS LOST ALL INDIVIDUAL CHARAC-
TER, AND, CONSEQUENTLY, ALL CHARM FOR THE WORKMAN* HE BECOMES AN 
APPENDAGE OF THE MACHINE, AND IT I S ONLY THE MOST SIMPLE, MOST 
MONOTONOUS AND MOST EASILY ACQUIRED KNACK THAT I S REQUIRED OF HIM* 
THESE LABORERS, MO MUST SELL THEMSELVES PIECEMEAL, ARE A COMMO-
DITY, LIKE EVERY OTHER ART!CLE OF COMMERCE, AN» ARE CONSEQUENTLY 
EXPOSED TO ALL THE VICISSITUDES OF COMPETITION,, TO ALL T«F 
FLUCTUATIONS OF THE MARKET* * . • MOT ONLY ARE THEY TNE SLAVES 0F 
THE BOURGEOIS CLASS AMD OF THE BOURGEOIS STATE, THEY ARE DAILY AND 
HOURLY ENSLAVES BY THE MACHINE, BY THE OVERLOOKER, AND, ABOVE ALL, 
BY TOE INDIVIDUAL BOURGEOIS MANUFACTURER HIMSELF* THE W I T OPENLY 
THTS DESPOTISM PROCLAIMS GAIN TO BE ITS END AND AIM, THE MORE PETTY, 
THE MORE HATEFUL AND THE MORE EMBITTERING IT LS*->? 

p* 3 2 1 « SEC ALSO KARL MARX, CAPITAL* 

^%ARX AND ENOELS, OP* P I T * . PP* 3 2 3 « 3 2 4 * 

^ % s i s * # p» 3 2 8 * 



T«E PROLETARIANS ARE MOT THE ONLY ONES WHO HAVE SUFFERED UNDER CAPITALISM, 

HOWEVER* "THE BOURGEOJ«K WAS STRIPPED o r ITS HALO .CVBRV OCCUPATION 

MLFHSRT© HONORED AMFI LOOKED UP TO WITH REVERENT AWE* AMU *IT MAS @@»«* 

VERTED INC PHYSICIAN, THg LAWYER, THE m i EST, T«t POET, T»E MAM Of 

SCIENCE, INYO IfS PAID WAGE LABORERS#*^* MOT EVEN THE FAMILY MAS fSOAPS® 

W E DISORGANIZING INFLUENCE Of OAPITM.ISTT» IT MAS DEQENERATE0 AMONO 

80TH BOURGEOISIE AND PROLETARIANS* 

THI BOURQEOISIE HAS TORN AWAY FROM THE FAMILY ITS SENTIMENTAL 
VEIL, AM® MAS W W THE FAMILY RELATION TO A MERE MONEY RELA-
TION* . . . THK BOURGEOIS SEES IN HIT WIFE A mng nnrmmmt OF 
MOWCTICIW* » * • BOURGEOIS MAWIIAOE IS ill REALITY A 8VSTEM ,0T 
WIVES IN COMMON# * « # OW* BOUROCOIS, MOT CONTENT WITH HAYINTT THE 
WIVES AMD DAU©J-f¥E»S OF THEIR PROLETARIANS AT THEIR DISPOSAL* NOT 
TO SPEAK ©F COMMON PROSTITUTES, TAKE THE 6REATE8T PLEASURE III 

mmntm EACH OTHERS* WIVE®. . • * Bur THIS STATE OF THUMBS f t urn 

ITS COMPLEMENT IN THE PRACTICAL ABSENCE OF THE FAMILY AMONO THE 
PROLETARIANS* AN© m PUBLIC PROSTITUTION. . . , THE BOURGEOIS 
CLAP-TRAP ABOUT THE FAMILY AND EDUCATION, ABOUT THE HALLOWED CORRE-
LATION OF PARENT AND CHILD, BECOME ALL THE MORE B13QUSTIM0, THE 
FCSORE, M THE ACTION OF MODERN INDUSTRY, ALL FAMILY TIE® AMOMO THE 
PROLETARIANS ARE TOR* A80M0ER AND THEIR CHILDREN TRANSFORMED INTO 
SIMPLE ARTICLES OF COMMERCE AN© INSTRUMENTS OF LA80FT«3' 

IN CONTRAST TO PERSONS SUCH AS AMOS AND ROUSSEAU WHO CALLED FOR A 

RETURN TO AN OLDER WAY OF LIFE* M W X IS ORIENTED TOWARD AN IDYLLIC 

SOCIALISTIC SOCIETY OF THE FUTURE* CAPITALISM, BECAUSE IT CARRIES WITHIN 

ITSELf THE SEEDS OF ITS OWN DESTRUCTION, Hi 'SflLIEVtt, WILL INEVITA8LV 

CRUMBLE AND M REPLACED EVENTUALLY BY A COMMUNISTIC SOCIETY WITH COMMON 

OW4ERSHIP OF LAND AND FREEDOM FROM CLASS CONFLICT# THUS MAN WILL W M K 

INTO A SECOND SOLDEM ASE WHICH IS SUPERIOR EVEN TO THE FIRST, THAT OF 

PRIMITIVE G&mmtm, SECAUSE OF THE OREATER PRODUCTION OF TEOHMOLOOY. 

A ®L@»IN® DESCRIPTION OF THIS FINAL STASE IN »AN*S DEVELOPMENT IS FOUND 

*• 32** 37{ B > 0 <. PP» 324, 339-340, 
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IH I t * FOLLONlMO EXOfiRPT FROM HMt*,** OfttTtQUE $£. J i g : QOTHA 

t » THE HIGHEST W A M OF COMMUNIST SOCIETY,, AFTER THE ®fSAPPiARANOC 
OF THE ENSLAVEMENT OF MAN CAUSED 8 * H I S SUBJECTION TO THS PRINCIPLE 
OF DIVISION OF LABOR) WHEN, TOGETHER NlTH T H I S , THf OPPOSITION 
8CTWEN BRAIN AND MANUAL WORK * ILL HAVE DISAPPEARED! WHIN LABOR WILL 
HAVE CEASED TO H A MERE MEANS OF SUPPORTING LIFE A«» » ILL ITSELF 
HAVE BECOME ONE OF TH€ FIRST NECESSITIES OF L I F E * WH«M WITH THE ALL-
ROUND DEVELOPMENT OF THE IMMVIBTFAL, THE PRODUCTIVE FORCES, TOO# 
WILL HAVE OROWN TO MATURITY, AMD ALL TK* FORCES OF SOCIAL WEALTH 
WILL BE POURING AN UNINTERRUPTED TORRENT—ONLY THEN WILL IT 0 1 
POSSIBLE WHOLLY TO PASS BEYOND THE NARROW HWJ20N OF 6QWR6E0IS LAWS, 
km ONLY T « « SILL SOCIETY 8E ABLE TO INSCRIBE &H IT® BANNER* 
•FROM EACH ACOORDINO TO HIS ABILITY! TO EACH ACCORDINB TO H I S NEEDS.*-'"' 

HENRY S«MN£« I&MK6* HISTORICAL UURISPRUB£M©£ 

HENRY S*»*N£R MAINE, AN ENGLISH PROFESSOR OF LAW IN THE WDHHNCTICNTH 

CENTURY, I S CONSIDERED TO BE ORE OF THE FOUNDERS OF HISTORICAL J U R I S -

PRUDENCE, SWT H I S INFLUENCE MAS EXTENDED 6EY0MB THE FIELD OF LEGAL 

HISTORY INTO UCHERAL SOCIAL THEORY. IN H I S DICHOTOMY OF 80GIETAL TYPES 

I S TO OS FOUND THE ROOT OF THE DISTINCTIONS LATER ELABORATED AND 8Y8TEMA-

f t 2KB BY VARIOUS SOCIOLOGICAL AND AN THROPOLOSICAL THEORISTS. MAHY OF 

THESE THEORISTS, PARTI6ULARLY TONNtES A»B DUftKHSStf, HAVE HKOOONlZCD A 

DIRECT DE3T T© MAIMS, AMD THE OTH£FTSF OF COURSE, HAVE ®F«N INDIRECTLY 

INFLUENCED* ALTHOUGH MAINE I S VERY CLEARLY BIASED IN FAVOR OF THE KIND 

Of SOCIETY FOUND IN MODERN CIVILIZATION# ME COMES CLOSER TO AN OBJECTIVE 

STUDY OF TYPES OF SOCIETIES THAN MOST OF H I S PREDECESSORS. |fc SHARP 

CONTRAST TO THE LATTER, WHOSE ANALYSES FOR THE MOST PART HAVE A DEFINITE 

POLEMICAL CHARACTER* H I S OBJECTIVITY SEEMS REMARKABLE FOR HFS TIMES. 

ALTHOUGH MAINE FSELS THAT KNOWLEDGE OF PRIMEVAL SOCIETY MISMT BE CAIMCD 

FROM A STUDY OF CURRENT PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES, HE REJECTS THIS APPROACH TO 

3%ARNE« AND BECKER, © P . e i T « « P« 6§6« 
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THE PROSLEfJi BECAUSE Of THE INADEQUACIES AMD ERRORS JMM TO 8 I A S IN THE 

DATA COLLECTED i f COMT£M#»TUOUS OBSERVERS Of PRIMITIVE S O C l i T I E S * S I M I -

LARLY we BELIEVES THAT HISTOftlOAL RECORDS OT A PARTICULAR SOCIETY ARE Of 

LITTLE VALUE, SINCE THEY ARE DISTORTED BY CULTURAL MYTHS ATTRIBUTING 

DEVELOPMENTS IN THE SOCIETY TO |4|AS|MA«Y G0I5S AMD UYTHI6AL HEROES. IT 

I * i n THE STUDY OF ANCIENT LAW THAT U*tHE DISCOVERS THE NATURE OF FAST 

SOCIETIES, FOR U 1 TENDS TO S £ PRESERVED AND TWOS SEOTES A® AM EXCELLENT 

INDEX TO TWg SOCIAL LIFE OF T«E P A S T * 3 9 

THE DICHOTOMY WHICH MAINE INFERS fwow » U STUDY OF LEOAL SYSTEMS 

INVOLVES, 0 » TMF OM£ HAND, SOCIETY DASED UPON STATUS BKLATIOWSHIPS AND 

THE BOMBS OF KINSHIP AND, ON THE OTHER HAND, SOCIETY BASED UPON CONTRACTUAL 

RELATIONS MMMQ INDIVIDUALS A£D «F*ON TERRITORIAL OOTTTITTUFVY* MAINE SETS 

FORTH A mrmimmm. THEORY OF ANCIENT SOOIETV m%m i s BASED UPON THE 

EtBLMML HISTORY OF THE HEBREW PATRIARCWS» Ifci THE PATRIARCHAL SOCIETY 

THE FAMILY WA8 THE ®AS»© SOCIAL UNITS * . • . SOCIETY IN PRIMITIVE TIMES 

MM MOT WHAT IT . I® ASSUMED TO BE AT PRESENT, A COLLECTION OF IMP!VIDUALSt 

. . . . IT WAS AM ASQFISSATION OF FAMILIES**** THE SOCIAL RELATIONS Of TMS 

PATRIARGMAL SOCIETY MAY BE SUMMED UP IN THE RELATIONS OF THE FAMILY, FOR 

BEHAVIOR WAS OR&ANiZED ALMOST ENTIRELY AROUND THE STATUS WHICH A PARTI-

CULAR M M M MAD WITHIN HIS. FAMILY. MAINE DESCRISES s o w s OF THE FEATURES 

OR SUET* A SOCIETY* 

IVlE ELDEST MALE PARENT—THE ELDEST ASGENDANT-~IS ABSOLUTELY SUPREME 
IN H I S HOUSEHOLD* H I S DOMINION EXTENDS TO LIFE AND DEATH, AND I S AS 
WNFTTALIRUID OVER MIS CHILDREN AND THEIR NOUSES AS OVER NLS SLAVES] 
INDEED THE RELATIONS OF SON SHIP AND SERFDOM APPEAR TO DIFFER IN LITTLE 
SEVOND THE HIGHER CAPACITY WHICH THE CHILD IN SLOQD POSSESSES OF 

39HEM«Y S » « I £ R HAINE* ANCIENT LAW* THIRD AMERICAN EDITION, P . 1 1 6 # 
SEE ALSO HENRY SUMNER MAINE, A & S M I T F i & E FETO* 2 3 2 , 

Me* * » 1 2 1 • 



BECOMING mm »*¥ THE HEAD OF A FAMILY HIMSELF. T«T FLOCKS ANB HERDS 
OF THE CHILDREN ARE THE FLOCKS AND HERE® OF THE FATHER § AH© THE 
POSSESSIONS OF FWR PARENT, WMIGH HE HOLDS IN A REPKESEHTATIVE RATHER 
THAN IN A PROPRIETARY CM AFT ASTER* ARE EQUALLY M Y | | E » AT MIS DEATH 

AMONG HIS M»EIM»A»T© IN THE FIRST DEGREE. • * • * ' 

MAINE DEVOTES MOST OF H I S ATTENTION TO TKFI CHARACTERISTICS OF ANCIENT LIW» 

WHICH m FINDS TO BE SCANTY IN PRIMITIVE SOCIETY BECAUSE IT WAS SUPPLE-

MENTED ©IF THE ARBITRARY DECISIONS OF THE HEAD OF THE HOUSEHOLD* IT HAS 

ALSO CEREMONIOUS, FOR W„ , . THE TRANSACTIONS TO WHICH IF PAYS REGARD 

RESEMBLE INTERNATIONAL CONCERNS MUCH MORE THAN THE QUICK PLAY OF INTER* 

0©TFR« BETWEEN I N D I V I D U A L S * " ^ SINCE TME FAMILY RATHER THAN THE INDIVIDUAL 

»AS THE 8ASIG W I T OF PRIMITIVE SOCIETY, ANCIENT LA* M W M T M » THE INDI~ 

VIDUAL ONLY TO A VERY LIMITED EXTENTT 

THE MORAL ELEVATION AND MORAL DEBASEMENT OF THE INDIVIDUAL APPEAR 
» QE CONFOUNDED WITH, OR mmvmm TO# THE MERITS &*» OFFENCES 
OF TME GROUP TO HHFCH TME INDIVIDUAL SELONGS* IF THE COMMUNITY S I N S , 
IT® GUILT I S «8CH MORE THAW THE S«S OF THE 0FFEKCG8 OOI«**?TE» T F 
I T S MEMBERS? TMF CFTTWE 13 A CORPORATE ACT, AMS EXTENDS IM IT® CON» 
SEQUENCES TO WMV MORE PERSONS THAN HAVE SHARES' LIT ITSI ACTUAL 
«E»F»TT«IATT0L§* | F T M TBI OTHER HAND, THE INDIVIDUAL I S CONSPICU-
OUSLY GUILTY, IT I S WIS EHIUBREN* H*S XIMSFOUT, HI© TRIFTSSHFLT* OF-
MIS FELLOH-CITIZENS, WHO SUFFER WITH HIM, ANB SOMETIMES FOR H I M , 4 ^ 

HAINE 8 E L I F * E S THAT A REAL OR ASSUMES BOND OF KINSHIP UNITED THE MEMBER® 

OF TME PRIMITIVE SOCIETY* T«£ SOCIETY ITSESLF WAS MERELY AH EXTCNSTOM 

OR THE PATRIARCHAL FAMILY* 

OF THIS WE MAY • . . 8E CERTAIN, THAT ALL ANOIENT SOCIETIES REGARDED 
THEMSELVES AS HAVING PROCEEDED FROM ONE ORIGINAL STOCK, AN© EVEN 
LABOURED UNDER AN INCAPACITY FOR COMPREHENDIMS ANY REASON EXCEPT 
THIS FOR THEIR HOLDING TOGETHER IN POLITICAL UNION. TH£ HISTORY OF 
POLITICAL I OKAS K 8 I N 8 , IN FACT, »ITH THE ASSUMPTION THAT KINSHIP IN 
SLO0B I S THE SOLE POSSIBLE GROUND OF COMMUNITY IN POLITICAL FUNCTIONS 
NOR I S THEME ANY OF THOSE SUBVERSIONS OF FEELING, WHICH WE TERM 
EMPHATICALLY REVOLUTIONS, SO STARTLING AND SO COMPLETE AS THE CHANGE 
WHICH I S AC COMF1* I SHED WIEN SOME OTHER PRINCIPLE—SUCH AS THAT, FOR 

41jsio., p. n% *22- %ll£* 
^PWIlPWW îPPP' ^ ^ -
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INSTANCE Of LOCAL OONTtCOt TV--EBTA3118HE8 tTSELF FOR THE FIRST TlUi 
M we BASIS OF COMMON POLITICAL AfTtON*̂ * 

W i t h the passage of time, however, m m s r i m m®m w increase t» mm~ 

LATION BY mm® OTNEH THAN NATURAL INCREASE* A eOttfLIS? THUS RESULTED 

si-tweem the theory that a l l m m related throosh bssmnt r « « a common 

ANCEBTO* AND THE FACT THAT THE GROUP NAD MULTIPLE ORIGINS, BUT THE CON* 

FLICT VA8 AT FIIWT HESOLYSO THROUOI THE USE OF LEGAL FICTIONS* *TfcE 

CXfEBfESMT WHICH l» THOSE TIME* COMWAMMB FAVOUR »AS WAT THE INCOMING 

POPULATION SHOULD FEtBtl THEMSELVES TO BE DESCENDED FRO&S THE SAME STOCK 

AS THE PEOPLE OM WHOM THE* WERF ENttRAFTEDf AND IT IS PRECISE!.* THE 6000 

FAIW Of THIS FICTION, AND THE CLOSEHfSB WITH WHICH IT SEEMED TO IMITATE 

REALITY* THAT WE CANNOT HOW HOPS TO UNDERSTAND*#̂  

Althoubh Maine uoes not consider the sources of social chambe, me 

does describe m i proms® of bhambe from ancient primitive society to 

MOBERH CIVILIZATION. THEM HA® BEEN, HE BELIEVES, A UNIFORM MOVEMENT 

OF ALL SOCIETIES FROM A SOCIAL ORGANIZATION BASED UPOM STATUS IN THE 

FAMILY TO ONE BASE© UPON CONTRACTS 

TVlE MOVEMENT or THE PftOG*E88IVE SOCIETIES HAS BEEN UNIFORM IN 
me rebpebt* Through a l l i t s course i t has been distinguished by 
THE ©RADUAL DISSOLUTION OT FAMILY DEPENDENCY AND THE GROWTH OF 
INDIVIDUAL OBLIGATION IN ITS PLACE. B*E INDIVIDUAL 18 STEADILY 
sussTittfTgo for vnc Family, as the w i t or which c ivi l laws take 

ACCOUNT.4® 

THE 90MD mIOB holds modern society together 18 NO LONOER KINSHIP, BUT 

RATHER Ĉ TRACT BETWEEN fWBifimiALBf 
COMTIUCT « • • IB THE TIE BETWEEN MAN AND MAN WHICH REPLACES BY 
DEGREES THOSE fOPWB ©F REBIPROaiTY 9# RIGHTS AM8> DUTIES *»*©« HAVE 
THEIR ORIGIN •« WE FAMILY* • . • START 1MB, AS FROM ©»E TgftMIKtHI 
®T MlSTORY, FROM A CONDITION OF SOCIETY IN WHICH ALL THE RELATIONS 

p« 124# p* t 2 6 * 4 t l l lS*# *» t 63* 
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o r ffeRSOIHS AFTFI SUMMED UP IN THE RELATIONS OF FAMILY, WE tfi€« TO HAVE 
STEADILY MOVED TOWARDS A PHASE OF SOCIAL ORDER IN WHICH ALL THE8E 
RELATIONS OF PERSONS ARISE FROM THE FREE AGREEMENT Of INDIVIDUALS* 
IN WESTERN EUROPE THE PROGRESS ACHIEVED IM THIS DIRECTION HAS SEEN 
CONSIDERABLE. THUS THE STATUS OF THE SLAVE MA® M M M U W R H I T 
HAS BEEN SUPERSEDED BY THE CONTRACTUAL RELATION @F THE SERVANT r& 
HIS MASTER* THE STATUS OF THE FEMALE mwn TUTELAGE, IF TME 
RAM. AGE HE UNDERSTOOD OF mamas OTHER THAN HEM HUSBAND, HAS ALSO 
CEASED TO EXISTJ FROM HER 60111 MS OF AM TO HER MARRIAGE ALL THE 
RELATIONS SHE MAT FORM ARE RELATIONS OF CONTRACT. $0 TO® THE STATUS 
o r THE SON UNDER POSER MAS MO TRUE place IN THE. LAW OF mmm 
EUROPEAN SOCIETIES. |R ANY CIVIL OBLIGATION BINDS TOGETHER THE 
PARENT AND THE CHILD OF FULL AGE, IT IS ONE TO WHICH ONLY CONTRACT 
GIVES ITS LEGAL VALIDITV.W 

BIT SHIFT FROM STATUS TO CONTRACT IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF CIVILIZATION IS 

PARALLELED* ttAlNE BELIEVES, SV ANOTHER CHANGE FROM THE PRINCIPLE OF 

CONSANGUINITY TO THE PRINCIPLE OF TERRITORIAL CONTIGUITY AS THE CONDITION 

OF COMMUNITY IN POLITICAL FUNCTIONS. *T«E P&IRCIPLE OF LOCAL CONTIGUITY. 

MOW RECOGNISED EVERYWHERE AS THE CONDITION OF COMMUNITY IN POLITICAL 

FUNCTIONS « • • PROVED TO BE ENDOWED WITH A FAR HLGHCR MEASURE OF 

VITALITY.*^® 

IN SUMMARY, MAINE'S PICTURE o r ANCIENT SOCIETY INVOLVES TMC FOLLOWING 

CHARACTERISTICS: KINSHIP HAS THE BASIS OF SOLIDARITY* PROPERTY WAS JOINTLY 

OWNED, TME FATHER WAS POLITICALLY AND SOCIALLY DOMINANT* LAV WAS INITIALLY 

FAMILY LAS INTERPRETED BY THE FATHER, AND TNE INDIVIDUAL WAS COMPLETELY 

SUBORDINATES TO TME GROUP. |N MODERN SOCIETY, ON TNE OTHER HAND, CONTRAC-

TUAL AND LEGAL RELATIONS ARE PREDOMINANT, PROPERTY IS INDIVIDUALLY OWNED, 

SPECIALIZED INSTITUTIONS ARE DOMINANT POLITICALLY, AM® THERE IS A MUCK 

SREATER DEGREE OF INDIVIDUALISM* LLHEREAS KINSHIP WAS THE BASIS FOR 

TME ORGANIZATION OF ANCIENT SOCIETY, TERRITORIAL CONTIGUITY SERVES AS 

THS SASLS FOR MODERN SOCIETY. 

*?I»ID«> PP. 163-16*. P. IAB» 
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EAMUV EUROPEAN SOCIOLOGICAL BIEORY 

1NTRODUCT t ON . —AUGUST E COMTE AND HERBERT SPENCER, WHO ARE 6eMCRM.LV 

RECOGNIZED AS THE FOUNDERS OF SOCIOLOGY AS A SEPARATE DISCIPLINE, WERE 

SOTH CONCERNED PRIMARILY WITH THE STUDY OF HUMAN fWNjMmfM* GOMTE, FOR 

EXAMPLE, DEFINED SOCIOLOGY AS THE SCIENCE OF S0#IAL ORDER ANB PROGRESS. 

AS A NECESSARY BY-PROBUCT FROM THE CONSIDERATION OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION 

AND PROGRESS, EACH ELASORATg© CONTRASTING SOCIETAL TYPES. PROGRESS OR 

EVOLUY KMF THEY BELIEVED, CONSISTED Of THE MOVEMENT FROM ONE EXTREME 

TYPE TO THE OTHER, ALTHOUGH THE INFLUENCE OF 0OMTE AM© SPENCER WAS 

CONSIDERABLE UPON EARL? AMERICAN SOCIOLOGISTS AND UPON SUBSEQUENT EUROPEAN 

SOCIOLOGISTS, TKEIR INFLUENCE DECLINED RAPIDLY AFTER THE TURN OF THE 

CENTORV* THE DICNOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIETY OF $AfitJ AMI) GlDBlNSS, WOSEVER* 

•ERE TAKEN ALMOST DIRECTLY FROM COMTE AND SPENCFFIR WITH LITTLE M9DIFI0A~ 

TION* 

AtlGUSTE COMTE»«**i,COMTS*S THEORY OF PROGRESS IS DERIVED FROM THE WORKS 

OF TURGOV, &URDIN, AND SAlNT-SlMON, WHO HELB THAT THERE ARE THREE STAGES 

IN THE PSYCHOLOGYGAL EVOLUTION OF MAN! (1) THE CONJECTURAL 9TA6E, {2} THE 

"Ml CONJECTURAL* 8TAG£F AND (3) THE POSITIVE STAQE.^ COMTE ELABORATE# 

THIS DOCTRINE WITH HIS OWN FORMULATION OF THE PROOREtS OF THE DEVELOPMENT 

OF THE MINBf 

IN THE TH£OLO«»CAL STATE* THE HUMAN MIND> SEEKING • • . FINAL CAUSES 

(THE 0RI6IN AND PURPOSE) «F ALL EFFECTS—IN SHORT, ABSOLUTE KNOWLEDGE-
SUPP08E8 ALL PHENOMENA TO BE PRODUCED BY THE IMMEDIATE ACTION OF 
SUPERNATURAL SEIMFIS* 

IN THE METAPHYSICAL STATE, WHIOH IS ONLY A MODIFICATION OF THE 
FIRST, THE WINS SUPPOSES, INSTEAD OF SUPERNATURAL 8EIN6S, ABSTRACT 
FORGES, VERITABLE ENTITIES (THAT IS, PERSONIFIED ABSTRACTIONS) 
INHERENT »» ALL BEIN3S, AMD CAPABLE OF PRODUCING ALL PHENOMENA. • • • 

*9&ARN£S AND BECKER, ©P. C|T.» P* 
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l« THE FINAL, THE POSITIVE STATE, THE MIND St YEN OVER THE 
VAIN M M M AFTER ABSOLUTE NOTIONS, THE ORIGIN AND DESTINATION o r 
TTTG UN*¥EFTSG» THE CAUSES OF PHENOMENA, AND APPLIES ITSELF TO THE 
STUB* OF THEIR LAW®*̂® 

PARALLELING THE 1WIKS STAGE® OF MENTAL BEVELOPMENT* THERE ARE ALSO THREE 

©HEAT STAGES OF SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT, SWT SINCE THE MIDDLE STAGE, THE 

METAPHYSICAL* IS "MERELY A STATE OF TRANSITION," COMTE*S SYSTEM ACTUALLY 

INVOLVES DICHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIETY. 

COMTE MAKES A FURTHER DISTINCTION BETWEEN MILITARY AND INDUSTRIAL 

SOCIETIES *HTCH IS CLOSELY TIED UP WITH THE MORE GENERAL DICHOTOMY# THE 

THEOLOGICAL IS INVARIABLY FOUH0 IN CONMECTIOK WITH THE MILITARY* 

. EXAM T MAT I OF* WILL ALWAYS SHOW THE NEOESSI FY OF THE MILITARY SYSTEM 

TO CONSOLIDATE, AMD YET MORE TO EXTEND, TH* TME0LO6IGAL AUTHORITY, 

DEVELOPED III THIS SAY SY A CONTINUAL POLITICAL APPLICATION. • » • * & 

AT me SAME TIME, THE MILITARY SYSTEM IS DEPCNDENT UPON THE THEOLOSICAL 

MENTALITY* SINCE "IT IS PLAIN THAT MO MILITARY SYSTEM COULD ARISE AM© 

mams WITHOUT THE COUNTENANCE or THE THEOLOGICAL SPIRIT, «HICH MUST 

SECURE FOR IT TOE COMPLETE ANB PERMANENT SUBORDINATION ESSENTIAL TO IF# 

On THE OTHER HAND, THE POSIUVE OR SCIENT title SPIRIT IS 

FOUND IN CONNECTION WITH INDUSTRIALIZATION, SINCE BOTH ARE HOSTILE TO 

THE THEOLOGICAL SPIRIT AMD TO MILITARISMS *»I®E CANNOT • . • OVERLOOK THi 

POLITICAL INFLUENCE BY WHICH THE GRADUAL EXPANSION OF HUMAN INDUSTRY 

MUST AID THE FROORCSSIVE ASCENDANCY OF THE SCIENTIFIC SPIRIT, IN ITS 

ANTAGONISM T© THE RCLISIOVSf TO SAY HOTHIN© OF THE DAHiY STIMULUS WHICH 

^AUAUSTE COMTE, POSITIVE F^ILQSOI^Y. TRANSLATED AN© CONDENSED EV 
HARRIET MARTINEAU, VOL* I, P* 2* 

}BIB« ^isio»« Ita,# il» p» 331 • 33®* 
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INDUSTRY AND SCIENCE tmmt to EACH OTHER, mm on he STRONG mmtm rm 

MUTUAL A S T I O N * * ^ THS COURSE or mmmm, Cmm MAINTAINS, ITTRNVII 

THE SHIFT MILITARY SOCIETY TO TFLBUSTRML SOCIETY! 

ALL POLITICAL INVESTIGATION o r A RATIONAL KIND W O W S THE m i -
UITIVC TENDENCY OT MANKIND, LIT A GENERAL WAY, TO A MILITARY LTFEF 
AND TO I T S FINAL ISSUE IN ML INDUSTRIAL LIRE* NO ENLIGHTENED WIN® 
©ISFUTSS THE CONTINUOUS DECLINE OF THE MILITARY S P I R I T , AND THE 
GRADUAL ASCENDANCY o r THE INDUSTRIAL. WE SEE NOW, UNDER VARIOUS 
r o w s , M S TURNS AND MORE INDISPUTABLY . • » THE REPUGNANCY o r 
MODERN SOCIETY TO A MILITARY L I R E » " 

O M M DESCRISES SOME o r THE e r r g c r s o r INDUSTRIALIZATION UPON SOCIAL 

L I F E IM THE FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

• . • IMBUSTRIAL LIFE MAS UNQUESTIONABLY DEVELOPED NEW INTELLECTUAL 
AMD SYMFATHETTS POWER IN THE VERY LOWEST OLASS OT THE POPULATION* 
INDUSTRIAL L i r E FAVOURS A UNIVERSAL GOODWILL, 8ECAUSE EVERY MAN*8 
DAILY TOIL WAY SE REGARDED AS CONCERNING OTHERS QUI?€ AS MUCH AS 
WIWSELFJ WHEREAS THE MILITARY L i r g ENCOURAGED THE MOST MALIGNANT 
PASSIONS# • • • THE INFLUENCE o r THE CMANSE ON DOMESTIC LIRE HAS 
BUM VAST| rOR IT 0FEWEB THAT MODE W EXISTENCE FOR THE FIRST TIME 
TO THE MOST NUMEROUS CLASS—THERE BEING NOTHING IN W E CONDITION OT 
SLAVES OR SERFS WHICH I S WORTHY THE NAME OF FAMILY LIFE* . . • TNF 
INCREASINGLY SPECIAL CHARACTER OF EMPLOYMENTS* FAVOURED# • * A CLOSER 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN APTITUDES AND DESTINATIONS AND AT THE SAME TIME, 
THE NATURAL CONNECTION BETWEEN PRIVATE AMD PUBLIC INTEREST WAS 
BIRECTLY IMPROVE® FLY THAT MARVELLOUS INSTINCTIVE SOCIAL ECONOMY 8 ¥ 
WHICH EACH INDUSTRIAL MEMSER I S CONSTANTLY EMPLOYED IN DEVISING 
M O CARRY I NO OUT NEW METHODS OT SERVING THE COMMUNITY—EVERY P R I -
VATE OPERATION ASSUMING THE CHARACTER OF A PUBLIC FUNCTION, AMD 
THE BROAD OLD DIVISION BETWEEN THE TWO BECOMING INBISTIN6WISHABLE* 
• • • THE INDUSTRIAL MOVEMENT ABOLISHED THE SYSTEM OT CASTE BY 
SETTING OF AGAINST THJJL, ANCIENT SUPERIORITY OF SIRTH THAT OT WEALTH 
ACQUIRED BY I M D U S W . ' ® 

ALTHOUGH COMTE RESARDS POSITIVE-INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY AS THE GREAT END 

TOWARD WHICH MAN SHOULD STRIVET HE I S NOT UNAWARE OF THE ASUSES o r 

INDUSTRIALIZATION UNDER CAPITALISM* TME3E HI REGARDS, HOWEVER* NOT AS 

THE RESULT o r THE INDUSTRIALIZATION PROCESS, BUT AS FHE RESULT o r THE 

^ I S I P * , p . 3 3 2 # % t 4 2 * » p* 3 2 6 * 

^ I s i s . , VOL. I l l , p p . 2 1 2 - 2 1 4 . 
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fAtiuftc or A SCIENTIFIC MORALITY TO KEEP PACE WITH TMWTT**#*. M V W L Q F M M * 

TWUS HE SETS FORTH ft THEORY OR CULTURAL LAO BHICH ANTI01 MT£8 BY A CEN-

TURY THAT Of OGSUftNS 

AGAIN, tr «8 OBSERVE ONLY TOWN INDUSTRY, WE SEE THAT, OWING TO TMT 
SPREAD Of INDIVIDUALISM AND SPECIALITY, THE MORAL DEVELOPMENT IS FAR 
»M THt REAR OF TMt MATERIAL, THOU OH w£ 3H0UJ.D SUPPOSE W A T THI MORS 
MAN ACQUIRES NEW MgAMS OF ACTION, THE MO»f MORAL CONTROL IS 
SITE AT me smg r$m* THAT we MAY NOT &m »#« mw POWERS TO THE 
INJURY or HIMSELF OR SOCIETY. hS THE WHOLE INDUSTRIAL PROVINCE 
LAY mtmm o r RELISIOUS REGULATION, NEVER HAVING SEE* CONTEMPLATED 
II* THI THEOLOGICAL SCHEME* IT M S TACITLY ABANDONED TO THE ANTAGO-
NISM or PRIVATE INTERESTS, EXCEPT THAT SOME VAfflUI GENERAL MAXIM 
WERE PREACHES THAT THERE WAS m TOWER TO EHFOROE* INDUSTRIAL 
SOCIETY M M THUS DESTITUTE, FROM ITS MODERN BeeINNING, or ALL s*sg|-

MATIC MORALITY WHICH COULB REGULATE ITS VARIOtt® COMMON DELATIONS*"' 

COMTE r i«MLY «ELIC*E® THAT INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY IN THE FUTURE :l« DESTINED 

TO BE SYSTEMATISE® AND REORGANIZES BY RATIONAL PRINJSIPLfS# FOR "THE 

INDUSTRIAL EVOLUTION HA® @££*t THUS FAR GMLY PREPARATORY, tHTRQBUetfciCi 

VALUABLE ELEMENTS OT GENUINE AND PERMANENT ORDER, AND HOW AWAITING THE 

REORGANIZATION WHICH WILL PERFECT TO DIRECT THE PROCESS OF 

REORGANIZATION C « M T F OFPERS A MEW SCI ENCE—SOCI0L06Y .5^ 

HERBERT SPENOER.»-ALTHOUGH S m t m m DENICS THAT ME IS INDEBTED TO 

CQMTE FOR SOME OF HIS BASIC THEORETICAL IXIEAS, M E CLOSE CORRESPONDENCE 

SET WEEN THE TWO AT MANY POINTS CAN HARDLY K EXPLAINED A3 W R I ACCIDENT* 

PARTICULARLY THEIR THEORIES OF TYPES or SOCIETY ARE VIRTUALLY IDENTICAL* 

IN PLACE or GOMTE'S DICHOTOMY or THEOLOGICAL-MILITARY AND PQSITIve-iNDUSTRIAL 

272-SFT. % « » . » P. 27*. 

S$ltoaiT6*ft BELIEF IN THE NECESSITY OF PROVIDING A NEW SCIENCE COM-
PREHEN8IVE ENOUGH TO GUIDE THE PROCESS OF SOCIAL AMD INDUSTRIAL REFORM 
IS ALSO DERIVED FROM THE THEORY OF SALNT-StMON, WHO WAS ONCE A TEACHER 
AND CLOSE retina or COMTE* $AIMT-§*H0l§» HOWEVER, CALLED THE NEW SCIENCE 
SCIENCE' POLITIQUE. AND PRESUMABLY FOR THIS REASON ALONE THE TITLE "FOUNDER 
or SOCIOLOGY* HAS SEEN AWARDED TO COMTE RATHER THAN TO SAINT-SIMON. SEE 
BARNES AND BECKER* J£. PIT*, PP. 565, 571* 
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WITH A TRANSITIONAL STAGE OF CRITICAL-METAPHYSICAL, SPENCER USES A 

01CHOTOMY OF MILITANT AMD INDUSTRIAL SOCIETIES# SPENCER, HOWEVER, OOM* 

VERTS COMTG's THEORY OF RATIONALLY DIRECTED PROGRESS INTO A THEORY OF 

SOCIAL EVOLUTION WHICH PROCEEDS ACCORiUlNO TO ITS OWN LAWS Of" DEVELOPMENT 

i r NOT INHIBITED BY MAN*S M L "MEAN INS SWT INEFFECTUAL EFFORTS TO CONTROL 

TMC PROCESS# SPENCER DEFINES EVOLUTION « $ * » * * A CHANGE FROM AM 

INCOHERENT M0W36ENEITY TO A COHERENT HETEROGENEIT Y , A0C0MPANYIN8 THE 

DISSIPATION OF MOTION AND IHTECMATIOH OT MATTER#***0 SOCIETY, HE MAIN-

TAINS, HAS PASSED TMHOttSM AN EVOLUTIONARY DEVELOPMENT FROM A STATE OF 

"INCOHERENT HOMOGENEITY* TO 8E FOUND IN THE PRIMITIVE WARLIKE OFT MILITANT 

SOCIETY TO A STATE OF "OOMERENT HETER06ENEITY" TO BE FOUND IN PEACEFUL 

INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY* (« THE GAME OT THE MILITANT SOCIETY *• • • TNE 

STRUCTURE® CARRY IN® ON EXTERNAL ̂ jJTlLITARjf ACTIONS ARE LARGELY DEVELOPED! 

THE SUSTAINING SYSTEM EXISTS SOLELY FOR THEIR BENEFIT; AM© THE ACTIVITIES 

ARE MILITANT**^ IN THE INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY, ON THE OTHER HAND, *. • . THERE 

18 PREDOMINANCE Of THE STRUCTURES CARRYING ON SU3TENATI0NJ OFFENSIVE 

AND DEFENSIVE STRUCTURES ARE MAINTAINED ONLY TO PROTECT THEMf AND THE 

ACTIVITIES ARE INDUSTRIAL.**^ SPENCER BOF® NOT DISTINGUISH THE INDUSTRIAL 

TYPE OF SOCIETY FROM THE MILITANT SOLELY BY THE AMOUNT OF INDUSTRY BEING 

CARRIES ON, FOR HE BELIEVES W A T MILITANT STATES MAY BE VERY INDUSTRIOUS 

TOO# THE REAL CONTRAST IS TO 8E FOUND IN THE DEGREE OF PERSONAL FREEDOM 

ALLOWED IN EACHJ 

^NTFT#SFTT SPENCER, FIRST PRINCIPLES* SIXTH EDITION, P» 332. 

^HERBERT SPENCER, IfHE PRINCIPLES OF 30CIOLO6r, THIRD EDITION, 
VOL* L» P. 55&* 

^1,81 g*. PP» 5^-557* 
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» • * 30#ffT§lS MA* BE mmtmB AS MILITANT AUTO INDUSTRIALS Of WHICH 
TMfi HUE TYPE IN ITS DEVELOPED FORM IS OR&AMIZeB G« TNK Of* 
COMPULSORY mammrwH, ®HILE THE OTHER IN ITS S S M O P C E mm is 
©R6AWIZEB ON Pit PRINCiPLE OF VOLUNTARY CCKJPEflATIQN. THE GK£ IS 
8HA*A6TER*2£B MOT ONLY BY A DESPOTIC CENTRAL PQW&ft* BUT ALS© BY 
UNLIMITED POLITICAL CONTROL OF PERSOWAi. GOWBtf&Tf VHILC THE OTHER 
13 CMA*AOT£RlZCD HOT ONLY 6Y A DEMOCRATIC OR REPRESENTATIVE CENTRAL 
POWER* ®j*T ALSO 8* LIMITATION OF POLITICAL COITROL OVC* PER8GMAL 
WMwnrso 

TmWS tm IHSU8TRI At, SOCIETY OPERATES ACCORD}NG TO THE PRINCIPLE OF 

LAISSEZ f A H K AM» GRADUALLY AND PEACEFULLY EVOLVES Y©SAftE> A THIRD AND 

HIOHfR STAGE DEVOTED TO ETHICAL IMPROVEMENT AS WELL A# MATERIAL PRO-

DyCTIOM.^4" 

«*• 5&5-#7-

^Harr* fiuwin Sarmes, "Herbert Spencer and the Evolutionary Defeme 

® r INBIVIDOALISM," i & 12 ™ ! Hf STORY J£ «MTf» 
by Marry Elmer Bmm@, H 
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EUROPEAN SOCIOLOGICAL THEORISTS 

Ir TOW WISH TO TREAT YOTFFTSELF IN TME 8E8T U T P08SI8LI, 

Do NOT REST OH fOURSELF AU3Ht* 
BUT FOLLOW THE HIND or A MASTERI 
UNDER MIS LEADERSHIP EVEN ERROR ENTWOS tow m m * 

OoerHE 

FERDIHAMB TOFIUIGAS flgmfMtHarr Mm Keaeu,IWT 

INTRODUCTION* »~QMS OF THE BEST KNO«M AND MOST INFLUENTIAL &T«NO-

WW88 or SOCflTAL T¥l«8 18 THAT OF GgUEt HSCHAFT AMD 0E8ELL8CHAFT 

ELABORATED 8* FERDINAND TONTTTES l» TOWTLFT «AS 80RM AND SPENT 

HIS EARLY YEARS IN THE FRtSlAH REGION OF SeHLg8WI6~M©LaTEIH Itt GERMANY, 

Alt AREA WHERE SERFDOM MAS NEVER DEVELOPED AND IN WHICH MANY OF THE 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE AMOUNT GERMANIC RURAL COMMUNITY WERE PRESERVED̂ * 

BURIN® T«t LATTER WRY OF THE NINETEENTH OENTURY, HOWEVER, THE INFLUENCE 

OF CITIES AltB URBAN VALUES WAS EXTENDED TO THIS RE8I0N, WITH THE RESULT 

THAT THE TRADITIONAL WAV OF LIFE IN TUB AREA WAS PROfOUMDLY 

TOMMIES, WHO LATER MOVED TO THE CITIES OF GERMANY FOR UNIVERSITY EDUCA-

TION AND FOR PROFESSIONAL WORK, WAS STRUCK BY WHAT SEEMED TO Hilt TO 8E 

TME TREMENDOUS DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 0R8AN SOCIETY AND THE SOCIETY IN WHICH 

HE HAD SPENT HIS YOUTH* ?MT8 00NTRA8T IN WAYS OF LIFE WHICH HE HAD 

08SERW® PERSONALLY WAS FRGBA8LY ONI OF THE FACTOR® WHICH LED HIM TO A 

^FERDINAND TOMMIES* FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS OF SOCIOLOSY. TRANSLATED AND 
mmt&tmrsm »r CHARLES P* LOOMIS. 

aa 
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SYSTEMATIC CONSIDERATION OF THE PHEW0MEN08 AND THE DEVELOPMENT Of A 

DlCMOTOMY OT SOCIiTAJ. TYPE*»^ A® MAS BEEN POINTED OUT t « CHAPTER II* 

TME IEEA OF TWO KIND0 OF SOCIAL t i r e *A8 CERTAINLY MOT ORIQIMAL #ITH 

TONNISS# BUT WE *A® TME FIRST THEORIST TO FORMULATE TME DICHOTOMY 

CLEANLY A&3 TO TRACE THE lUPLIOATION* OT THE THEORY, J« rACT HEMRLE 

SUGGESTS WAT IT WWILB HAVE SEEK IMPOSSIBLE FOR AW PERSON 8EF0RE TME 

tiiue of Tommies t o a r r i v e a t a s i m i l a r cohg lus ion , because t h e ©tOHOTOWY 

mm m p a r t b a s e s upon t h e romantic theory or t he s t a t e and mm sty 

mm t h e knowlei>©e or the s o c i a l u r E or p r i m i t i v e peoih.es, mtm r e s u l t s ® 

FROM THE 0£VEL0««EHT OF ettLTUftAL AWTHROPOLOfiY, OOMPARATIV£ PHILOLOGY, 

AH© COMPARATIVE LA» IN THE HHUETEEI9TH @ESilttR¥»3 Bg©A«SE ©F THE CENTRAL 

import amse of Tommies' theory in the whole t r a sh riot* o r s i c h o t w o w s 

TYPOLOGIES OF SOCIETY, THE 8ASIC THEORETICAL IMA® W Ml® SYSTEM WILL. SI 

TR*#E» IN mm, DETAIL* 

ftlRE SOCIOLOSY AMD rug NORMAL OOHQEPT.'—ToWUES MAKES A DISTIN0TION 

BETWEEN SPECIAL SOCIOLOGY AND OME OF IT# SUGDIVISIONS, 8EHERAL 80CI-

o l o s y . Severa l soc io logy iwclmjes s p e c i a l sociology* s o c i a l b i o l o q y , 

SOCIAL f W % G S Y , Alt© DEMOGRAPHY, KWER2A8 SPECIAL SOCIOLOGY IS CONFIHE© 

TO THE STUDY OT "SOCIAL ENTITIES*"* U t T t E ATTEHTKW 13 SIYIN TO GENERAL 

SOCIOLOGY 8Y tOIW«C»» BUT SPECIAL 80CI0L0QY IS FURTHER MMMVIftCB WTO 

% » m r Heberle# *The S o c i o l o g i c a l System or Ferdihaiid Tommies! 
» Qmmm ft* a«i» ' S a w E i r ' $

m i M T w y t r i p j g j j f i , H i s to ry sg. Sociolosy* 
e d i t e d BY Harry Elmer Barmes, pp . 247 , 24-3* 

3 t l l P » i P» 232* 

^CHAm.K8 P. tOOMIS, "TRANSLATOR'S J MTRQDtt 6TI ON , * TOWMIES, J£g* »»T«> 
P« <««»«• S i t AtS© HESERLE, ,gg» S I * * P* * 
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F M W E SEPARATE MSEI#I.*«G®I <1) OR MMM T I E A I / W | M » THEORETI 
t -T i r i n i [ , , i m u l " 1 J 

SOCIOLOGY, (2) *PT^I£EP^MGI8AWBTE^80CI<M.Q6Y. AND (J) EMPIRICAL 

PLGMPIRISCM£L1'3QC»ALQQ¥ OR SOOIOQRAPHV.^ IT IS IN IMS AREA OF PURE * Q M ~ 

QLOBT W A T THE CORE OF TONNIES* SYSTEM AMI} METHODOLOGY MAY 9E FOUND. 

FTLRE SOCIOLOGY IS A 1 0 8 I U I 8V8TSM OF W NORM AT,W OR **»IJIAI* TYPES OF 

•SOCIAL ENTITIES* IN A STATIC OOWOITIOM* APPLIES SOCIOLOGY, ON THE 

OTHER M M , CONSISTS OF THE APPLICATION o r THESE "WIRE1* CONCEPTS TO 

CONCRETE HISTORICAL CASES L« GRQER TO INTERPRET THE PROCESS OF MISTO~ 

RICAL CHANGE. THUS, WHEREAS PY«£ SOCIOLOGY REPRESENTS A STATIC APPROACH, 

APPLIES SOCIGLOSY IS BY ITS VERT NATURE DYNAMIC AN® IM THIS RESPECT IS 

STMLT.AH TO COMTI*S CONCEPTION OF SOCIGLOSY AS A SCIENTIFIC PHILOSOPHY OF 

HISTORY# PURE {T@EIM.IHIY UTILIZES A CONSTRUCT I YE APPROACH, IN CONTRAST 

**TH THE ESSENTIALLY QE8U0TIYE NATURE OF THE APPROACH IN APPLIES SOCI-

OLOGY. TM OSWECT IS THE LATTER CASE IS TO SYSTEMATISE AND INTERPRET 

EMPIRICAL DATA AOCOROINS TO A PRINCIPLE OF EVOLUTION FROM SEMEINSOHAFT. 

ONE NORM AT. CONCEPT OF SOCIETY, TO 8EL£IJTS0TT&FF* ANOTHER NORMAL CONCEPT 

OT SOCIETY* ?©M§!E#» IDEA OF THE ROLE OF PURE SOCIOLOGY IS CLEARLY 

REVEALEB IN THE FOLLOWING PASSAGE QUOTES BY MEBERLE# 

AS SUCH SOCIOLOSY IS MAINLY CONCERNED WITH CONCEPTS# • • • IT MAS 

TO P O P U L A T E TNI SI CONCEPTS, 1*1*, MAKE THEM HEADY FOR USE . * • 

SO AS TO MAM6 UPOK T«E« LIKE ON NAILS OR TO SEIZE AS «»TM CLAMPS, 

THE FACTS OF EXPERIENCE* L» THIS REALM, IT IS NOT SO MUOH ITS 

TASK TO PEKOE1VI FACTS SWT TO CONSTRUCT THE HANOIEST, THE MOST 

USEFUL IMPLEMENTS FOR THEIR PERCEPTION! A TASK OF SUPREME IMPOR-

TANCE, WHICH IS, FREQUENTLY TO THEIB 0«M OTSAOVANTASE, NOT MUCH 

APPRECIATES 8Y T«1 FCCRE EMPIRICIST# 

PP. 231, 247« •FTLRE SOCIOLOGY" IN THIS SENSE GORRESPOMBS 

FAIRLY CLOSELY TO THE T E W *SENERAL SOCIOLOGY* WHICH HAS GAINED ACCEPTANCE 

AMONG AMERICAN SOCIOLOGISTS. THIS MUST NOT SE CWNFUSES WITH "SENERAL 

SOCIOLOGY* M TONNIES* SENSE, HOWEVER* 

6ISIRU. P. 247. TRANSLATION FROM TONNIES' SPZIOLOOISCHE SRUMM* 
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HIT ELA80RATI0M OF ftPF CONSTRUCTS 18 WOT AM 1MB (!« I TSELF# "RLESE CON-

STRUCTS MUST BE AJ»Pl*K»f 

TFLTH TNI AID OF SOCIOLOGICAL TERMINOLOGY AND THEORY, APPLIED 
SOCIOLOGY touu» FOLLOW THE COURSE or THE EUROPEAN . . . DEMOI8-* 
mm IN ITS FUNDAMENTAL PHASES UP TO THE PRESENT HOUR, THUS IT 
VFLL CMS UP WITH THE INQUIRY INTO PRESENT ®A¥ SOCIAL LIFE, A RESEARCH 

THAT SHOULD SI AS THOROUQM AS POSSIBLE,/ 

THIS LATTER TASK# HOWEVER, IS THE SPECIAL JO0 OF EMPIRICAL SOCIOLOGY, 

WHICH USiS THE INDUCTIVE METHOD IN Tilt STUB* Of SOCIETY*® 

Iht IOCA or r m NORMAL CONCEPT DESERVES F«RWF« CONSIDERATION, SINCE 

IT HAS SEEN EXTREMELY INFLUENTIAL IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF CONTEMPORARY 

SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY,? IN THE FIRST PLAGE# TONNIES MAKES IT CLEAR THAT 

NORMAL CONCEPTS 00 MOT CORRESPOND EXACTLY WITH ANY PARTICULAR EMPIRICAL 

FACTS. THEY ARE NOT "NORMAL* M THE ORDINARY SENSE OF BEIN® REPRESEN-

TATIVE OF A CLASS OR ©ROUP OF ENTITIES# THEY REPRESENT RATHER LOGICAL 

NORMS FROM WI0F EVERY CONCRETE CASE DIFFERS* IT It THE VERY COMPLEXITY 

OF SOCIETIES 1HICH MAKES IT NESESSAFTY TO ANALYZE THEM 18 TERMS OF THE 

SEOREE OF THEIR CORRESPONDENCE TO OR DIFFERENCE FROM THE NORMAL CONCEPTS. 

HIE NORMAL CONCEPTS ARC ARRIVED AT NOT SY STUDYIN® PARTICULAR SOCIETIES 

OR EVEN BY FINDING SOME KIND OF AVERA3E OF THE CHARACTER I ST J OS OF 

SOOIET»ES« As TimttliS PUTS IT IN DISCUSS INS THE TWO NORMAL CONCEPTS OF 

HUMAN WILL* 

f isIP« TRANSLATION FROM TONNIES* EINFUHRUNQ jyi DIE SoztOLOGig. 

® ilSJB* 

9 TTE eoaeswr *IDEAL ty«E»* *»ie» is USUALLY ASSOCIATE® WITH ISAX 
WESER, IS ESSENTIALLY THE SAME AS THE "NORMAL CONCEPTT* WHICH WAS USED 
BY TONNIES SEVERAL YEARS EARLIER# TONNIES ALSO USED THE TERM "IDEAL 
TYMT* OCCASIONALLY, HOWEVER* SEE TONNTES, JF* GIT*. F>» 1©. TW« OONCCPT 
•ILL SE CONSIDERED IN FURTHER DETAIL IN CO«f4£CTIOM WITH WEBCR* 
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HiE CONCEPTS or THE FORMS OF WILL ARE NOTHING 8UT PRODUCTS 
m THOUOHT, TOOLS DEVISE© IN ORBER TO FACILITATE ?Mt UMWRSTAWMNfi 
OF REALITV. TH6 SWAT QUALITATIVE VARIETY OF HUMAN WILLING 18 
m m COMPARABLE BY RELATIN6 IT . • . TO THESE NORMAL CONCEPTS AS 
COMMON DENOMINATORS.'0 

H»ese NORMAL CONCEPTS, BECAUSE THEY ARE SIMPLY THE •nut AND ARBI TRARY 

PRODUCTS OF THINKING,** CAN U M A M MUTUALLY EXCLUSIVE, SO THAT EACH 

NORMAL CONCEPT REPRESENTS A SEPARATE ENTITY* NO AMOUNT OF EMPIRICAL 

#«*»¥ ANB OBSERVATION NEE© BRING TO LIQHT A SOCIETY WHICH CORRESPONDS 

TO ONE OR THE OTHER NORMAL CONCEPT IN EVERY RESPECT* tN FACT, SUCH A 

SOCIETY CANNOT EXIST*** «HfAT WE MUST LOOK FOR ARE TENDENCIES IN A 

SOCIETY OR INSTITUTION TOWARB ONE OF THE EXTREMES, THE NORMAL CONCEPTS# 

ELBIENTS OF BOTH EXTREME TYPES MAY (COEXIST ANB EVEN SERVE EACH OTHER 

WITHIN THE SAME SOCIETY OR INSTITUTION* BUT THEY TEH© TO CONTRADICT AND 

OPPOSE EACH OTHER IN THE CRUCIAL MATTER OF POWER AMD CONTROL* JM THE 

T«ANSM»8T0«l6J*L SENSE# THEN, IT It POSSIBLE TO BfTffWlNE THE SRABATIONS 

OF SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS IN TERMS OF THE NORMAL CONCEPTS# THE NORMAL 

CONCEPTS MAY ALSO BE USED FOR HISTORICAL PURPOSES, FOR IT'BECOMES POSSIBLE 

TO STUDY THE SAME SOCIETY OR INSTITUTION AT HISTORICAL INTERVALS TO 

BEFfRMIME THE TREND FROM A SOCIETY ©« INSTITUTION BOAMNATEB ©V THE CHARAC-

TERISTICS OF ONE EXTREME TYPfi TO A SOCIETY OR INSTITUTION 0@MIMATEO t* 

THOSE ©F THE OTHER.*2 TONNIES CAUTIONS, HOWEVER, THAT •, , . THE ARTIFICIAL, 

EVEN FORCED, CHARACTER OF THESE ABSTRACTIONS MUST ALWAYS BE KEPT CLEARLY 

IN MIND. » , ,»*3 

10»stp«. p, i6a» 

^fklS TYPE OF CONCEPT HAS BEEN USED VERY FRUITFULLY IN THE NATURAL 
SCIENCES* ABSOLUTE ZERO, FOR INSTANCE§ EVEN THOUGH IT HAS NO EMPIRICAL 
EXISTENCE, SERVES AS A USEFUL NORMATIVE REFERENCE POINT* 

!2iSiS* P# 2&f. 
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RATIONAL WILL AND NATURAL WILL J4«*~T0NNIES SUM® TOE DICHOTOMY OF 

A»» OEfELLSQHAfT OH A FURTHER DISTINCTION BETWEEN RATIONAL 

WILL ARB NATURAL NATURAL KIU IS A TYPE OF M M AM VOLITION WHIOH 

SERIES AS A BASIS FOR ORGAMIC UNITY Of THE GROUP AMD ITS VALUES* An 

ACTION IN THIS CASE It WILLED MOT A# A MEANS TO AN END, SUT A# AM END lit 

ITSELF. TH6 TRADITIONAL VALUES OF THE GROUP ARE BEYOND QUESTION AND ARC 

ACCEPTED WITHOUT A W RATIONAL CONSIDERATION OF THEIR TROTH, GOODNESS, OR 

UTILITY. TOMMIES BELIEVES THAT THE SOURCE o r NATURAL >IU IS INHERITED 

HUMAN NATURE, MID NATURAL WILL 18 INSTINCTUALt 

SPECIF TO NATURAL WILL IS INBORN IN THE HUMAN HI-IN® IN THE SAME VAT 
AS F» ANT species A SMOIFTE FORM OR SOOT AND SOUL IS NATURAL* 
EVERY INDIVIDUAL NATURAL WILL ARRIVE* AT ITS COMPLETE AND MATURE 
EXISTENCE IN THE SAME NAT AS THE ORGANISM WHICH IT REPRESENTS, BY 
GRADUAL GROWTH DEVELOPING FROM AN EMBRYO OR TENDER BUi> WHICH CON-
TAINS THE £SY0HIC AS SELL AS PHY31CAjL/ FORM AS IT HAS M M 
PRgBiYERMIMED AND ORIGINATED BY THE UNION OF CELLS DERIVED FROM THE 

* NATIONAL WILL" AND "NATURAL WILL* UO NOT CARRY ALL THE MEANINGS 
FOUMB IN TWINIES* TWO CONCEPTS, &ORWH.LE AN© WESENWILLE« AM© THERE IS 
DISAGREEMENT ON HOW THEM TERMS SHOULD SE TRANSLATED* THOMFS TRANSLATES 
THEM AS "RATIONAL WILL* AND "NATURAL WILL#" ALTHOUGH HE REOOMIUS THE 
LIMITATIONS OF THE EMLISN WORDS* SEC LOOM**, £ » 0IT«. !»• t$* SALOMON, 
ON THE OTHER HAND, TRANSLATES TMEM AS "ARBITRARY (BILiL® AND "ESSENTIAL 
WILL*" SEE ALBERT SALOMON, "IN MEMORIAM FERDINAND TONNIES," tooiM. 
BESEARSH. Ill (AUG*, 193&)» 3 3 « THE MEANINGS OF THE TERMS WILL BECOME 
ALEAK ONLY IN CONTEXT. 

^ACTUALLY TONNICS1 DISCUSSION or SOCIETAL TYPES PREOEBIS HIS DISES-
SION OF TYPES OF WILL IN QEMEINSOHAFT UNg QESgLLSCHAFT* BUT HE ADMITTED 
IN THE INTRODUCTION TO THE FIRST EDITION OF Tift BOOK THAT FROM THE POINT 
@F VIEW OF SYSTEMATIC TREATMENT, W E TWO SHOULD HAVE SEEN REVERSES L« ORDER. 
SEE CHARLES P. LOOMIS, "TRANSLATOR1# AW*®®**" IN T O M I M * JG> ETT«» *» 300* 
Ilm FACT THAT THESE CONCEPTS DO OCCUR IN THE ORDER TMIY DO SEEMS TO IND1-
©ATI THAT THE CONCEPT OF RATIONAL AND NATURAL WILL WAS PERHAPS DEVELOPED 
AS MORE OR LESS AN AFTERTHOUGHT. TWOS, THE FOUNDATION APPEARS TO HAVE 
SEEN PROVIDED AFTER THE HOUSE WAS ALREADY BUILT* FOR THE SAKE OF CLARITY, 
HOWEVER, THE LOGICAL LINE OF DEVELOPMENT WILL BE FOLLOWED IN THIS AN® IN 
THE FOLLOWING SECTION* 
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PRGSREAT0R«* ACCORDING TO W I S ORIGIN, NATURAL WILL WAS TO S i 
UNDERSTOOD A t INBORN AMU INKER! TC®»»& 

THUS THERE IS AM INSTINCTIVE SYMPATHY AMOMfi ST0LOtf<MU.Y RELATED INDI-

VIDUALS, SR0WIW6 ©«T Of THE INNATE NATURAL WILL* «*T»§» TOE CLOSE-KNIT 

BIOLOGICAL GROUP} THEREFORE, THERE «3 COMPLETE UNITY OF PURPOSE AND 

ACTION* THIS IS ONLY TNE PROTOTYPE OF NATURAL «tu,» KOKWII, FOR THE 

UNITY DERIVED FROM BIOLOGICAL I ICS S0FVGT,OF@ INTO A UWITY ORGANIZED 

AROUND A LOCALITY, 8UCH A8 A VILLAGE OR TOWN# |T MAY DEVELOP EVEN 

FURTHER INTO A COMMUNITY OF MIND, 0RSA8IZED AROUND SOME COMMON SlLltFy 

SUCH AS AM ACOEPTAMflfi OF A DEITY**? THIS SPREADING OUT Of THE NATURAL 

COMMUNITY FROM THE BIOLOGICAL GROUP l» ACCOMPANtED SV AM INCREASING 

9E0KEE o r RATIONALITY IN NATURAL WILL, FO* RATIONAL ELEMENTS ARE IN 

GREATER ABUNDANCE IN THE VOLITION OF A GROUP ORGAN!ZED AROUND A COMMON 

VALUE THAN IN A GROUP ORGANIZED AROUND KINSHIP* NATURAL WILL DEVELOP® 

FROU ITS PURELY IRRATIONAL PROTOTYPE, BLOOD-RELATIONSHIP, THROUGH 

ME IGH0ORLI NESS TO FRt£«»SH*P.^ 

J ^ T O N N I E S , OP* P I T * . Pm 1 2 1 . T « t S I M A MAY 8E T R A C E D » A M AT L E A S T 

Aft FAR AS THE ANCIENT GREEK PHILOSOPHERS. CF» JWtf®TOTLE fS MOTION OF MAN 
AS A SOCIAL ANIMAL* SEE ALSO THE THEORY OF THE % L © 9 » BOND* OF 
GUUPLOWlCZ AND KATZEtlMOrER* 

F* 4®* 

^ % i s ® t « L E AN© BECKER EVIDENTLY DISAGREE »N THE INTERPRETATION OF TOMMIES 
ON THIS POINT* FOR BECKER STATES THAT NATURAL WILL *• • • IS PRACTICALLY 
EQUIVALEKT TO NOTMTATIOMAL# « . *" (HARRY STMER BARNES AND HOWARD 8EOKER, 
S O U L THOUGHT F M M L®P*E TO SCIENCE* P. 8 8 8 . ) HESERLE SAYS, HOWEVER, THAT 
NATURAL WILL *• • # IS SY NO MEANS NECESSARILY IRRATIONAL* ON TMf CONTRARY, 
ONE CAN D I S T I N G U I S H BETWEEN DEGREES OF R A T I O N A L I T Y OF THE i j E S S N W I L L E A N D 

OF THE * 4 W W M I » « « , > WHICH DERIVE THEREFROM." (HESERLE, OA* SIT*. ** 2 3 3 * ) 
H g S E R L E * ® I N T E R P R E T A T I O N SEEMS TO SE MORE I N ACCORD WITH TUNNIES* W R I T I N G , 

BUT IT IS DIFFICULT TO SEE HOW NATURAL WILL CAN SE AN IDEAL TYPE AND AT 
THE SA t tg T I M E CONTAIN SOME OF THE C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S OF T M f OPPOSIFE I D E A L 

TYPE# ?*<E I D E A L TYPES ARE SUPPOSED TO 8 6 MUTUALLY E X C L U S I V E * TO BE C O N -

SISTENT WITH THE IDEAL TVPIOAL METHODOLOGY, IT WOULD SE NECESSARY TO 
REGARD AS NATURAL WILL ONLY THE INSTINCTIVE, COMPLETELY IRRATIONAL UNITV 
AND LIKING OF 8IOLOGIGALLY-RELATED INDIVIDUALS# 
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RATIONAL WILL I t EOMTKA«TEO TO NATURAL WTU. IN THAT I ? IS CONCERNED 

EXCLUSIVELY *ITN THE NATIONAL DETERMINATION o r THE mm mm® TOUAR© 

AM BNO» T«U», VMEREA3 NATURAL WILL I# TWE IN#T»N«TIVE* OR6ANI© FORM OF 

m.lTi©» WBJ6H miV£S HUMAN ACTIVITY AC00RBIM© TO THE CUSTOMS AMD HASITS 

OF THF PA8T, RATIONAL WILL 18 PURPOSIVE AMU ARBITRARY AND IS ORIENTED 

WITH REGARD TO MT cxi>eeTso FUTURE. NATURAL WILL MAKE* NO BtsT«»eT*o« 

SIT WEEN AEAMS M O M M * F M THEY ARE IDENTICAL* BUT RATIONAL WILL 

DIVORCES MEANS FROM ENDS AMD C0M8IBERS MEANS FROM A RATIONAL STA«OPOIWT« 

MEANS MUST 0E aOSGEB SOLELY AS TO WHETHER THEY WILL eONTRI8ttT£ TO#A«B 

THE REALIZATION OF TNI ULTIMATE SN0» FOR ALL OTHER CONSIDERATIONS ARC 

IRRATIONAL AND 8E8IDE THE POIMT*^ S l N f E SECONDARY CMOS TIM» TO BE 

SUBSERVIENT TO A MORE GENERAL END, THESE SECONDARY ENDS ARE THEMSELVES 

M M M O TO THE STATU® OF MIRE MEAN#. THERE IS# THEN, IN w e IDEAL CASE 

OF RATIONAL WILL* A HIERARCHY Of ENDS AND PURPOSES, WITH EACH EWE LEABINS 

TO A WISHER AltO MORE GENERAL I S © # 2 0 THIS ULTIMATE € » » I S ITOFILF DETERMINED 

M RATIONAL THOUGHT, HOWEVER, A«» IH THIS RESECT RATIONAL WILL I S COM-

PLETELY DIFFERENT FROM NATURAL WILL. It* THE CASE OF RATIONAL WILL IT 

13 POSSIBLE " • * * TO DERIVE OR IXPLAIN ALL M O M M K I M OF VOLITION FROM 

ULTERIOR THOUSNTS.*2' T«E IMPORTANCE OF TMOUSHT IN RATIONAL KILL 18 

INDICATED IN THE FOLLOWING PA88ASE* 

THINKING . • • establish®! itself as THE RULING POWERI it ©ioomes 
THE DEITY WHICH GIVES MOTION TO INERT SOtfQTAHCE* THUS IT SHOULD 
8E CONCEIVE© AS SEPARATE AND FREE FROM THE ORIGMAL WILL » . . 
CONTAINING AMD MANIFESTINQ WILL AND WISHES INSTEAD OF SEiNG CON-
TAtNEJD BY THEM AND MANIFEST IN THEM, A RATIONAL WILL CAN EXIST 
BECAU86 THE RESULTS OF THINKING BITH HESARO TO FUTURE AOTION « M 
PERSIST AMD ACQUIRE A 8SEMINSLY INDEPENDENT EXISTENCE, ALTHOUGH 

I^Tonmies, gp. CIT.. P» 15, P. 138. 

^ P. 139* 
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fHE¥ m NOT P08S68S AM* REALITY EXCEPT THR0U8M THE CHEAT IMS AND 
CONSERVING THOUGHT.22 

Ill ACTUAL PRACTICE $HE INDIFFERENCE TOWARB CONSIDERATIONS OTHER THAN 

W A T OR THE END ITSELF, WHICH IS KE0C88ARY FOR RATIONAL BEHAVIOR, MAY 

BE ATTALNEB ONLY Vt OVERCOMING A COM3!DERABLE AMOUNT OF RESISTANCE, 

FOR ELEMENTS OF NATURAL WILL INFLUENCE EVERY PERSON TO SOME OEOREE. 

THE PURELY RATIONAL OUTLOOK WHICH AlWUSTS MLANS TO ENDS MAY BE REGARDED 

WITH FEELIWAS OF RELUCTANCE, FEAR, ANXIETY, AVERSION, OR REMORSE, FOR 

SUCH BEHAVIOR IS REGARBE0 AS UNS@RYM.OUS AK£> FSMORAL FROM THE POINT OF 

VIEW OF NATURAL WILL* TOMMIES QUOTES GOETH* AS SAYIN© THAT THE ACTUM 

MAN 18 ALWAYS "WITHOUT CONSCIENCE."^ 

TO SUMMARIZE fHS CONCEPTS OF NATURAL AND RATIONAL WILL, TORIES 

MAKES THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS 

* • • ON THE ONE HAND THERE ID THE SIMPLE EMOTIONAL . • . AMD, 
THEREFORE* IRRATIONAL VOLITION AMD ACTION, WHEREAS ON THE OTHER 
THERE 18 THE SIMPLE RATIONAL VOLITION AN© ACTION IN WHICH THE 
MEANS ARE ARRANGED. A CONDITION WHICH OFTEN 8TAMB8 IN CONFLICT 
WITH THE FEELINGS# 

NATURAL WILL AMP RATIONAL WILL ARE IQEAL TYPES OR MOWMAL CONCEPTS, SIMOK 

ALL H W A N BEHAVIOR TAKES PLACE BETWEEN THE TWO EXTREMES-, THERE ARE SON* 

ELEMENTS Of RATIONAL WILL IN ALL ACTIONS, UUST AS THERF ARE ALSO SOMK 

ELEMENTS Or NATURAL WILL* 7WE CRUCIAL QUESTION 13 WHAT IS THE BESREE OF 

CORRESPONUENCE OF A PARTICULAR HUMAN ACTION TO EITHER OP THE ISEAL TYPES* 

THE IHEAL TYPES • SHOULD SERVE A® STANDARDS M WHICH REALITY MAY SE 

RECOGNIZEE JUW DESCRIBE©.*2'' 

TOMMIES BELIEVES THAT NOT ALL HUMAN 8EIN0S WITHIN A SOCIETY ARE 

^ i e t p * ® j y U £ * » 

241BIP. *3IS£&» 

mailto:UNS@Rym.OUS
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Ail ICE IN THEIR BEPEN0ENCE UPON NATURAL WILL OR RATIONAL KILL. THERE ARE 

SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG M M THE FIRST AN© MOST IMPORTANT 

DIFFERENCE is THAT BETWEEN MEN AMD WOMEN. MEN ARE LEO MORE BY RATIONAL 

SILL, WHEREAS K I P ARE LED MORE 8* NATURAL tWLif 

IT IS AM OLD TRUTM--WUT «B*ST Fiwt THAT REASON IMPORTANT AS THE OUT-
COME OF GENERAL EXPERIENCE—THAT WOMElt ARE USUALLY LEO BY FEELINGS* 
MEN MORE m INTELLECT* IFEJ* ARE MORE CLEVER* F«EY ALONE ARE CAPABLE 
OF CALCULATION* OF CALM* * • THINKING, OF CONSIDERATION, COMBINA-
TION, AND LOGIC. As A RULE SOMEN FOLLOW THESE PURSUITS i«EfFESTIVELY. 
THEY LACK W E NECESSARY REQUIREMENT OF RATIONAL WILL.*® 

TONNTES IMPLIES, HOWEVER, THAT Hi BELIEVES THE DIFFERENCE IS NOT COMPLETELY 

INHERITED, FOR THE ACTIVITIES OF MEN TEND TO NECESSITATE AN© DEVELOP 

RATIONAL WILL.2? A SECOND DIFFERENCE 13 FOUND BETWEEN T»C YOUNS AND 

THE OLD* THE YOUNG IN THI® CASE TEND TO M GOVERNED 8Y NATURAL MILL 

AND THE OLD BY RATIONAL WILL# THUS, A YOUNG WOMAN t» THE TRUE WOMAN, 

AND AN OLD m*m TENDS TO HAVE MA3CULfME QUALITIES. A YOUTHFUL MAN, 

ON THE OTHER HANS, TENDS TO HAVE SOME FEMININE CHARACTERI STICS, AND IT 

IS THE OLD MAN «HO IS THE TRUE MAN.2® A THIRD DLFFCRSNGE IS PRESENT 

BETWEEN W E COMMON PEOPLE AMD THE EDUCATES CLASSES, WITH NATURAL WILL 

PREDOMINATING IN THE FORMER CASE AND RATIONAL WILL IN THE LATTER CASE* 

TOMMIES ADMITS, HOWEVER, THAT THIS DIVISION IS FLEXIBLE, FOR THERE ARE 

CONSTANT CHANGES OF PERSONS FROM ONE ©ROUP TO ANOTHER AND INTERMEDIATE 

GRADATIONS CAM BE ISOLATED#^ 

QEMEIHSCHAFT AND QfLa£LLSeBAFT30-»1ME CORE OF TONWHS' THEORETICAL 

p* 174. * M £ ? 

*• *79* P* 181. 

3®TM£©E T#0 TERMS A«« USUALLY TRANSLATED Aft "COMMUNITY* AND "SOCIETY,* 
8UT SINCE THE gNOLtSN WORDS CARRY M INCORRECT CONNOTATION, IT IS CUSTO-
MARY W USE THE ORIGINAL GERMAN WORDS. 
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SYSTEM* AS SUGGESTED PREflOUSLY, 19 MIS DICHOTOMY Of SOCIETAL AMD A880-

Cl&TtOMAL TYPES, QEMEINSCHAFT ANI> Qg8ELLSCHAFT. TWE FORMER BASES SM ft. 

PREDOMINANCE o r NATURAL. WILL AHB TOE LATTER BAH© ON A PREDOM-INANCE o r 

RATIONAL WILU IN S£TTING FORTH THE THEORY HE ATTFMFTIO TO OOMSIN& 

AMS 8YHTHE3IZE TWO ©PPOSJMG SCHOOLS OF SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY! THE UTILITARIAN 

AMD CONTRACT THEORY OF SOCIETY ON W E ONE HAND AND THE ROMANTIC CONCEPTION 

OF SOCIETY ON THE OTHER, He BELIEVED THAT H09BE8 HAB ALREADY ORSATEX) 

THE "PERFECT SOCIOLOGICAL T8E0RY* OF THE 3TRUCTURE Of RATIONAL SOCIETY, 

BUT m HELD THAT H0&8E9 HAD LARGELY NEGLEOTEU ANOTHER fOKOAMDITAL TYPS 

OR HUMAN ASSOCI AT ION<31 I* ORDER TO MAKE 300*01.00? COMPLETE* TT WAS 

HIS AIM TO ADO TO THE *UA* OF NATURE OF SOCIETY1* A "NATURAL LAW OF 

COMMUNITY" (SEMEmS0BAFTSNATt#RRSQHTl»3% TW« ELEMENTS OF TONNIES1 THEORY 

OF OEMEiMaCHAFT AMD GESELLSOHAFT mm B£»T¥GB FROM A NUMSER OF SOURCES, 

THE MOST IMPORTANT OF *H«OH WERE H38SES, tlARX, ANf> iiAtM£* OTHER SOURCE* 

INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING* GIERKE., Momm* ROUSSEAU, HAITIANS, COMTE, SPENCER, 

WAGNER, SCHAEFFLE, ROI)BCRTU8 , KANT, SPINOZA, AMJB SCHOP£*HAUER#33 

TOMMIES DEFINES A SEMEINSSHAFT A# ANY KIND OF AHSO©IAT»O« IN WHICH 

NATURAL WILL PREDOMINATES ANP A OESELLSgHAFT AS AN ASSOCIATION WHICH IS 

FORMES AND WUBITIOHED BY RATIONAL •ILL.34 8®TH OF THESE TEW# REPRESENT 

POSITIVE RELATIONS I PS OF PERSONS, FOR THEY BIND THEM TOSETHER TO FORM 

A SOOIAL ®RQUF» WHICH FUNCTIONS WITHOUT OOllfLfOT, ffellATttl RELATIONSHIPS 

31 ALBERT SALOMON, "GERMAN SOCIOLOGY," Tiwaimra CENTURY SQCIOLQ&Y. 
EOITE© BY GEOROES OURVITCH AND GILBERT E» &OORE, W»* FPKFLIPF# 

P» 555* 

3 3 F U M » KELSON HOUSE, J J E liftlfflii. ££ S S U M E * 1 9 5 * 

3%0«WIES» $£» t»Tt» P» 17» 
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Alls OHARACTEKJi£» BY CONFLICT AMD A TENDENCY T©»Af© THE "DESTRUCTION W 

THE OTHER fttlL QH MrC«*3£ TONNISS SPECIFICALLY EXCLUDES AU. NEGATIVE 

RELATIONSHIPS FROM HIS STOP* AND ©ONBE^UgltfLY FROM HIS MCHOTOMOUS TYPO-

LOGYS "THIS BTUDY iiu, consider A* its subject OF investigation ONLY 

THC HSLATIONOHIPS OF MUTUAL AFFIRKATION#®^ POSITIVE RELATIONSHIPS 

MAY 8t OF EITHER A REAL Cm AM IMAGINARY NATUREt HOWEVER. THE POSITIVE 

RELATIONSHIPS CHARACTERISTIC or THE INSOHAFT ARE real AM© orsam#©i 

TH08S CHARACTER!5TI © OF THC flysgM-nftWrr AFTG IMAGINARY AND MgOHA*tCAt.«37 

TFCE SEMBEIW8QWWT I® A UNION OF INDIVIDUALS WITH COMPLETE SOLIBARITY 

SPRING-IS© FROM COMMON VALUES A«» INTERESTS* INDIVIDUAL 3ELF~t NTSKEST I S 

m p m e m m by THE COMMUNITY ©ILL* AND THE group is GOVERNED by HABIT AND 

TRADITION RATHER THAN BY RATIONAL CONSIDERATION OF PROJECTED EMUS* THE 

ORIGIN OF SEMETNSCHAFT KAY BE FOUND IN THE ORIGINAL AND NATURAL UNITY OF 

HUMAN WILLS* AND THIS UNITY IS LATER PRESERVED "TO FORW THE BASIS OF LIS® 

NATURAL mourn* THE NATURAL CONDITION OF UNITY OF mills IS FOUND PRI-

MARILY IN THE FAMILY, WHICH SERVES AS THE PROTOTYPE OF ALL GEMGLNSQHAFT 

RELATIONS*^ TWEHE ARE THREE TYPES OF RELATIONSHIPS ITTHIN THE FAMILY 

BWICH REPRESENT THE 0L08E INTERRELATIONSHIP OF PERSONS IN ITS MOST tKTEMSE 

FWMBt (1) THE RELATION BETWEEN ft MOTHER AND HER CHILD 13 ROOTED MOST 

DEEPLY IN INSTINCT. NOT ONLY IS THERE AN INSTINCTIVE LIKIN® BETWEEN 

MOTHER CHILD, BUT ALSO THERE It A PURELY PSYCHIC S0NB WHICH DEVELOPS 

AS THE RESULT OF THE SHARING OF EXPERIENCES# TMt FORMATION OF HABITS, 

TMC EXPRESSION OF GRATITUDE BY THE CHILD FOR THE MOTHER*® CA«f» AMD SO 

FORTH* T«WB, EVEN AFTER THE NC«C8»i TY OF THE MOTHER*8 PHYSICAL CA*E 

fiflOTirrjrilirrff̂ iTiTiir̂ w^Trr en TJ îJ '̂jj*ptTiafiira'':irnrrT:iiinTrlrjfii3ĵ  •̂ T̂ n̂ jt̂ ririĵ MJrrfiî fcmr-J . j n imprTmin. ijjymuiiM iiiiiiffjwantliwir̂ iLi Lii »jfuujnwiai awmnni B»w. iwmnw inii»iTiniriuin>»i[iifntpr̂ irnrT ̂ inft ' inixnr»Wtf rrniMjrtrirrn rnrnrir in iHMSncTiJ rn riyTrm̂rni i,riiî irfli:0':iirlirtf̂ rr'Iiirrr-pn r.nnr;-rnr"rriiirir riLi ifri ifirrr"—' 

35teio,. i». 3 7 . 36|gfB, 

37f&tut: 3&1B|P»« Pm 42# 
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DISAPPEARS, THE BOND BCTWEEK MOTHER AND CHILD REMAIN*. (2) ?«E PEL AT ION 

©ETSESW HUSBAND AH© WIFE fS SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT FROM TNE FIRST TYPE OF 

«£LAT*0»«tf», FOR INSTINCT PLAYS A LESS SIGNIFICANT *OLE» THE SEXUAL 

INST I MOT# FOR EXAMPLE* DOCS WOT REQUIRE THAT A MAN AMD WOMAN LIVE TOGETHfR 

IN A PERMANENT UNION* THIS TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP 18 BASED UPON A CULTI-

VATED LIKING OF AM® HABITUATION TO ONE ANOTHER* ?H£ COMMON POSSESSIONS 

AMU HOUSEHOLD, AS WELL AS COMMON RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CHILDREN OF THE 

UNION* ARE ALSO FACTORS TENDING TOBAKB MUTUAL AFFIRMATION. (3) THfi 

RELATION AMOMG BROTHER# AMD SISTERS IS ALBS IMPENDENT ONLY SLIGHTLY ON 

INSTINCT* A SHARING OF COMMON EXPERIENCES AND LOYALTY TO THC FAMILY 

SROUP PRODUCE A SPIRIT OF SOLIDARITY IN THIS CASE TOO*39 TONNlES ALSO 

DlSCUSSES A FOURTH KINO OF FAMILY RELATIONSHIP, WHICH* HE 8AYS, INVOLVES 

LESS INTIMACY BUT IS STILL RELATED TO THE OTHER THREE TYPES. 7*118 

RELATIONSHIP IS THAT BETWEEN FATHER AND CHILD. INSTINCTIVE LIKIN8 

BETWEEN FATHER AND CHILD IS MUCH LESS PRONOUNCED THAN IN THE CASE OF 

MOTHER AND CHILD, AND THE RELATIONSHIP TENDS TO BE SIMILAR TO THAT 

AMONS BROTHERS AMD SISTERS#4® THERE IS A CRUCIAL PI FF£RE:*CE, HOWEVER, 

IN THAT THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN FATHER AKIl CHILD IS TSMPE*6D 8Y 

AUTHORITY BASEU ON A6E, FORCE, AND WISDOM. AUTHORITY IN THIS SENSE DOES 

NOT IMPLY POSSESSION AND USE OF THE CHILD FOR THE 9ENEFIT OF Y»I FATHER. 

ON THE CONTRARY, IT IMPLIES EDUCATION AND INSTRUCTION, THAT IS, 

*• • • SHARINS THE FOULNESS OF ONE*S OWN LIFE AND EXPERIENCES WITH TW8 

CHILDREN WHO WILL GROW GRADUALLY TO RfiCI LOCATE THESE SIFTS AND THUS TO 

ESTABLISH A TRULY MUTUAL RELATIONSHIP.*** THE RELATION BETWEEN FATHER 

AND CHILD IS THE PROTOTYPE FOR ALL AUTHORITARIAN RELATIONSHIPS IN T*»f 

39|siw. pp. 42-43* f*9 44* ^laia». r* 
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AND THUS EXPLOITATION OF OTHERS BY VIRTUE OF SUPERIOR 

POWER It ALIEN TO THIS TV WE Of GROUP* TWf AUTHORITY OF THE RELIGIOUS 

LEADER TENDS TO SE OF THIS SORT, FOR INSTANCE, AND IN THE ROMAN CATHOLIC 

CHURCH THE TITLE JFCPE MEANS LITERALLY "FATHER*""*2 

till ORIGINAL SEMEINSCHAFT OF 8L00D FOUND lit THE FAMILY If DEVELOPS!* 

AND DIFFERENTIATES INTO GEMS!NSCHAFT OF LOCALITY SASEO UPON A COMMON 

HABITAT* THIS I8 FURTHER DIFFERENTIATED INTO G£M£)id3CHAfT OF MLND, 

WHICH 19 BASED UPON COMMON ACCEPTANCE OF VALUES AND GOALS* tONENEVgft 

PERSONS ARC RELATED TO ONE ANOTHER ORGANICALLY BY NATURAL WILL, 

OF ONE OR ANOTHER OF THE THREE TYPES WILL BE PRESENT. AN ORGANIC RELA-

TION IS ALWAYS BASED UPON KINSHIP, NEIQH80RH00D, OP! FRIENDSHIP OR ANY 

COMBINATION OF THf THREE»43 DEFINITE PATTERNS OF SOCIAL ORGANI NATION 

QORRESP&ND TO EACH OF WE TYPES* KINSHIP RELATION* Mil ORGANIZES 

AROUND THE HOUSEHOLD, FOR PHYSICAL PROXIMITY AND NEARNESS ARE NECESSARY 

TO FULFILL THE DESIRE FOR LOVE* NEIGHBORHOOD REFERS PRIMARILY TO THf 

RURAL VILLAGEf IN SHICH THE PROXIMITY OF DWELLINGS* THE COMMUNAL FIELDS^ 

AND THE CONTIGUITY OF HOLDINGS NECESSITATE CLOSE AND INTIMATE CONTACTS 

AMONfi MEMBERS OF DIFFERENT HOUSEHOLDS. FRIENDSHIP IS INDEINDENT OF 

BOTH KINSHIP AND NEt&HBORHOOD, FOR IT DEVELOPS USUALLY AS THE RESULT OF 

COMMON WORK AND OF A OQMMON INTELLECTUAL ATTITUDE* USUALLY IT TAXES THE 

FORM OF FRIENDSHIP BETWEEN THOSE OF THE SAME CRAFT OR CALLING* SWT ®#NM 

FREQUENT MEETINGS ARC NECESSARY, THIS TYPE OF SOCIAL RELATIONSHIP IS 

FOUND MOST FREQUENTLY IN THE TOWNS* BELIEF IN A COMMON DEITY MAY ALSO 

CREATE A COMMUNITY OF FEELINS, FOR THE BELIEVERS FEEL THEMSELVES TO Si 

UNITES WITH ALL OTHER BELIEVERS BY A SPIRITUAL BOND,** 

'* 22* P m *&• 
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, T0«F4IES SUMMARIZES WHAT ME CALLS »TH£ GREAT MAFN LAWS? OF FIIEMEINSCHAFTT 

(1) RET Aft WES AND MARRIES COtfn.CS LOVT EACH OTHER OR EASILY 
ABJ08T THEMSELVES TO EACH OTHER* IFCFY 81%AK TOGETHER AMD THINK 
ALONS SIMILAR LINES. LIKEWISE 00 NETOHSORS AM© OTHER FRFENOS* 
(2| BETWIEII PEOPLE W O LOVE EACH OTHER THERE IS UMDERSTA WOTN©» 
C3) THOSE WHO LOVE ANB UNUERSTANB EACH OTHER mmin ANB DWELL 
TOSETHER AND ORGAN)ZE THEIR ©OMMOM LIFg* • * * TVtl REAL FOUNDATION 
OF UNITY* M & CONSEQUENTLY M I POSSIBILITY OF (TEMKIWIOMRR* IS M 
WIT FIRST PLACE CLOSENESS OF SLOOO RELATIONSHIP AND MIXTURE OF 
BLOOD, SECONDLY PHYSICAL PROXIMITY, mo FINALLY-W-TOR HUMAN SGTWSS—' 
INTELLE6TUAL PROXIMITY* IN THIS ORABATTOTT ARE* THEREFORE, TO SFI 
FOUNB THE SOURCES OF ALL KINDS OF UNBIRSFMSIINT**? 

IN THE GESELLSOHAFT* IN SHARP CONTRAST WITH THE GSMEIMSOHAFT* THERE 

IS HO BEHAVIOR WHICH RESTS UPON T«E FUNDAMENTAL ORSAHILC UNITY* If 

RESEMBLES THE GSMEINSCHAFT ONLY SUPERFICIALLY, SINCE IN SO FAR AS THE 

<MSI VISUALS 00 LIVC TOGETHER PEACEFULLY, THEY ARE UNITED ONLY tY 0ONS*-

DERATIONS OF SELF-INTEREST. THERE ARE NO ACTIONS WHOSE ORIGINS MAY SE 

TRAMS fO *H&mm EX I ST INS UNITY OF INTERESTS IN THE feiEUHMiHAFT, 

M S MO ACTIONS ARE UNDERTAKEN SV AN INDIVIDUAL WHICH* WILL SE OF BENEFIT 

ONLY TO OTHERS* «LL PERSONS ARE ISOLATED FROM ONE ANOTHER# AND A STATE 

OF TENSION EXISTS BETWEEN AM INDIVIDUAL AND ALL OTHER PERSONS. SPHERES 

®T ACTIVITY ARC STRICTLY LIMITED A»» EVERY PERSON REFUSES TO ALL OTHER 

PERSONS ADMISSION TO HIS SPHERE• |F AN INTRUSION SHOULD OCCUR, IT WOULD 

BE RESARDED AS A HOSTILE ACT* STILL THE PERSONS IN THE SOCIETY ARE 

DEPENDENT V P W ONE ANOTHER, FOR THEY ARE HELPLESS TO REACH THEIR ENDS 

TMROTTQTT INDIVIDUAL ACTIVITY# A RATIONAL FORM OF OOOPgRATlVE ACTIVITY 

WITH EACH PERSON PURSUING HIS OWN INOIVIDMAL INTERESTS THEREFORE DEVELOPS. 

TWE PROTOTYPE OF AUL SESELLSCHAFT RELATIONS IS THE TRADINS RELATIONSHIP 

IN THE MARKET* BASIC ELEMENTS IN THIS RELATIONSHIP ARE DESCRIBED BY 

TONNIES IN Tttg FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

•^LEIO.* P* 55* 
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* « • m m m wm?% w SRAMT AND mamos. mvtHim FOR AMSTHER trot-

VIDUAL, HOB Wilt. Ml 8E INCLINED TO ®f¥t UNGRU»6IN®LV TO ANOTHER 
tWOlVIDUAl., I# IT fit MOT IN EI8WAWE FOR A Of FT Of. LABOR EQUIVALENT 
THAT ME eOSSIMRS AT LEAST E«|WAL TO WHAT HE HAS GIVE*. IT IS «*«» 
NECESSARY W A T IT tf MORE DESIRABLE TO MfM THAU WHAT M GQULB HAVE 
KEPT HIMSELF? 8I©A«'S€ OWLY FOR THE SAKg OF *1084VIMS SOMSTHIIte THAT 
SEEMS SETTER TO ffiW «>U. HE ME. fc®¥g» TO GIVE AVAV A 600B#® 

SOGH CONCORB OF WILLS AS MAY EXIST (M THE IESGJJLSCFLART 16 TWT MERE 

RESOLUTJQN OF TENSIONS, ANSI W I S RESOLUTION MAY 81 SEEN MOST CLEARLY L» 

THE CONTRACT, «H|«M IS *• * * THE RESULTANT OF TWO DIVERGENT INDIVIDUAL 

SILLS, T M M M P T T M IN ONE FOIHT."^ I N V O L V E S IN THE CONTRACT SITUATION 

IS TOE ASSUMPTION THAT ALL HUMAN ttEINOS ARE RATIONAL PERSONS AMD FREE 

AGMMT&+ $tHm EQUALITY OF HIM AM 8EINSS IS A NECESSARY COROLLARY TO THESE 

ASSWPTION8, SLAVERY HAS MO PLACE It* THE QESELLSCHAFT SOCIETY* WITH A 

SYSTEM OF SLAVERY A CONTRACT IS MOT NECESSARY FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF 

SOME TASK» FOR THE TRADITIONS OF THE COMMUNITY ALRSAPY HAVE METKfttttlt£& 

W E SLAVE'S SPHERE or ACTIVITY* T H U S , IN THE Q E M E I H S S W A F T THE STATUS OF 

A PERSON DETERMINES HIS ACTIVITIES* ALL WORKERS ARE THEORETICALLY FREE 

IN THE QESELLSCHAFT, aho THEY ARE FREE TO CHOOSE THEIR ACTIONS IM mm 

A mmm THAT THEY »I«L RESULT IN THE FURTHERANCE OF THEIR O*W INTERESTS. 

A C T U A L L Y MAMV WORKERS ARE UEWIVED OF WORKINS TOOLS, AND THEY ARE FREE 

ONLY TO SELL THEIR LABOR T© MERCHANTS ANO CAPITALISTS* SOT EVE* IN 

THIS CASE TMEY THEMSELVES ARE FREE MERCHANTS OF A SORT*4® IN THE 

OSSELLSCHAFT. THEM RESTS MOT IM THE HANDS OF THOSE WITH HIGH STATU®, 

•tlf IM THE HAMS® OF THE MERCHANTS OR CAPITALISTS WHO OWN THE CAPITAL AN» 

THE MEANS OF RRO0OGTION OF THE SOCIETY* WITH THEtR RESOURCES THEY A m 

74» *• 82* 

P» 96* TONNIES' DISOTTSSTON OF THIS POINT IS ESSENTIALLY THE 
SAME AS THAT OF THE CLASS!CAL ECONOMISTS AND MARK* 
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ABLE TO CONTRACT FOP. THE LABOR ASB SCflVtCCS OF OTHERS. T«E AUTHORITY CNF 

TMI capi ta l is ts , however, I S SOT EXERCIZED FOR the benefit of the worker. 

The OW.Y CONSIDERATION II THE maximization OF profits for the contractor#4^ 

INE AUTHORITY OF THE CAPITALISTS I S CROUNIK® ITI mmsm. AND NATURAL LAW, 

THE PUREST FORM o r WHICH I S COMMERCIAL LAW. LAS HAS S E M D K S ) HOWEVER, 

ONLY l» m FAR AS THE TRADITIONAL MORIS OF TME COMMUNITY HAVE CEASED TO 

M INFLUENTIAL* fOR EXAMPLE, THEM WERE SIMULTANEOUS TRENDS IN THE ROMAM 

&UPIRE, ONE TOWARD THE ELABORATION* UNIVERBALIZATION, AMD CODIFICATION 

Of LAS, Mm THE OTHER TOWARD THE OKOAT OF THE FAMILY AND SOCIAL LIFE# 

TONNIKS BELIEYE8 THAT THE TWO TRENDS SERE CONCOMITANT*̂  

14TT ORFIANIJEATION OF SOCIETY MOST TYPICAL OF (lESELLSCHAFT IN 

GENERAL I S THE CITY, PARTICUL ARLY THE COMMERCIAL TOWN, IN WHICH CAPITAL 

I# THE MEANS FOR THE APPROPRIATION OF PRODUCTS OF LABOR A«» FOR THE 

EXPLOITATION ©F WOWSERS, TWE CITY I S MADE UP OF FREE PERSONS WHO 

CONTRACT WITH ONE ANOTHER WITHOUT ANY COM0I0ERATIQM OF ANYTHING SOT 

SELF-INTEREST* PERSONS COOPERATE WITHOUT THI EXISTENCE OF A COMMUNITY 

Of INTERESTS TO WHICH INDIVIDUAL WILLS SHOULD BE SUIIORDINATE, AHO THE 

RESULT IS THAT HOSTILE AND ANTAGONISTIC INTERESTS UNDERLIE EVERY EXTERNAL 

CONTACT# This is particularly true OF the RELATIONS » . . . BETWEEN the 

RICH OR THE SO-CALLED CULTURED CLASS AND THE POOR OR THE SERVANT CLASS, 

WHICH TRY TO OBSTRUCT AND DESTROY EACH OTMER**^ T«« CITY I S NOT THE 

©«&.? TYPE of GESeLLSCHAFT ORGANIZATION, FOR THE NATURE OF TRADE CREATES 

MARKETS WHICH FIO FAR BEYOND THE OITY. THE STATE AMD THE NATION, THERE-

FORE, ARE MERELY SftOABER EXTENSIONS OF URBAN GESELLSCHAFT* | T »S ONLY 

ITT THE 80RLC MARKET, HOWEVER, IN fflHlCH THE QESELLSCHAFT REACHES IT® 

* 9 { 8 I P « « P ^ . 9 5 - 9 6 * * • 2 3 4 * ^ J » L 2 * » * • 2 6 6 « 
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FULFILLMENT, FOR ALL OTHER MARKETS ARC DEPENDENT UPON 

TOMKtES VENTURE* IliTO THE REALM OF HPH.TE.LI SOCIO!.0@Y, A3 ML DEFINE® 

IF, 8* RELATING U|» DICHOTOMOU® CONSTRUCTS TO ACTUAL PERIODS IN HISTORY. 

THUS, WERE ARE TWO CONTRAST IN© PE«IO®S IN THE HISTORY OF A M M V 

DEVELOPED CULTURE! A PERIOD OF GEIIEINSOHAFT «RA0M«UwY OIVES WAV TO A 

PER I OS OF QESELLSCHAFT*S THERI ARC SEVERAL EF»0®MS WITHIN THE GEMEIMSCHAFT 

PERIOD# GRISINALLY THG CLAN WAS THE PREDOMINANT TYPE OF OOCIAL OROAMI-

ZATION, AND IT WAS O M A H I M S AROUND KIN3MIP RELATIONS. IT VAS CHARACTER!ZED 

BY UNDERSTANDING AMD CONCORD, AFIB THE Witt OF THE PEOPLE (VOLK) WAS 'THE 

REAL, C0NTR0LLIN6 AGENT. LATI«» WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF A6BICULTURE, 

VILLAGE 0R8ANIZATIOM SECAMB POSSIBLE, WITH COOPERATIVE ACTIVITIES SUJDEB 

BY TMC FOLKWAYS AND MORES# £VEN »»TH THE DEVELOPMENT OF TOWN LIFE* 

OGMTIYOTLAFT RET AT ION® CONTINUES FOR RELIGION AND OTHER COMMGW VALUES 

TENDED TO PRESERVE THE UNITY OF THE mmP* #*TW THE DEVELOPMENT OF CITY 

LIFE, HOWEVER, TNg UNITY OF VALOES DISAPPEARED AND RATIONAL CONSIDERATION 

OF SELF-INTEREST BECAME ITS DOMINANT CHARACTERI STI©• LAW REPLAOE© 

CUSTOM Aft THE AGENT OF SOCIAL CONTROL TONNIES APPARENTLY VIEWS THE 

TREWS TOWARD (%E8£LLS6HAFT WITH SOME ALARM# THE FOLLOW I MS M U M M T * WHICH 

REFLECTS THE INFLUENCE OF MARX m TONNIES, ALSO CLEARLY EXPRESSES 

Tmmm9
 FEELIHSSI 

01TY LIFE *HB GGSELLSEMAFT DOWN THE COMMON PEOPLE TO DECAY AND 
OK ATM J IN VAIN YH«Y STRUGGLE TO ATTAIN POWER THROUGH THEIR OWN 
MULTITUDE, AND IT SEEMS TO THEM THAT TWgY «AN USE THEIR PG»ER 
ONLY FOR A REVOLUTION IF THEY WANT TO FREE THEMSELVES FROM THEIR 
FATE. • . • THE STATE, TO THEM, IS AM ALIEN AND UNFRIENDLY POWER; 
ALTHOUGH SfitMINQLY AUTHORIZED SY THEM AMD EMBODY iN<3 THEIR OWN WILL* 
IT Ift NEVER? KELESS OPf»OS€» TO ALL THEIR NECBS AND DESIRES, PROTECTIN® 
PROPERTY WHICH THEY DO HOT t»03»«88jr FORCING THE1* INTO MILITARY SERVICE 

P. 265. 
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FOR A COUNTRY WHICH OFFERS THEM HEARTH A«O ALTAR ONLY IN THE FORM 
or A HEATED ROOM CM! THE UPPER FLOOR OR 6»H» THEM* FOR NATIVE 80*1., 
©if* STREETS WHERE THEY MAT STARE AT THE SLITTER AND LUXURY IN 
LIGHTED WINDOWS FOREVER BEYOND THEIR REACH I THEIR OWN LIFE IS 
NOTHING BUT A CONSTANT ALTERNAT1VE BETWEEN WORK ANB LEISURE, WHICH 
ARE BOTH BLSTORTED INTO FACTORY ROOT»WE AND THE LOW PLEASURE OF THE 
SALOONS# . « . THE MASSES BECOME CONSCIOUS OF THIS SOCIAL POSITION 
THROUGH THE EDUCATION IN SCHOOLS AND THROUGH NEWSPAPERS# THEY PRO-
CESS FROM CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS TO GLASS STRUGGLE* TN*S CLASS STRUGGLE 
MAY DESTROY SOCIETY ANB THE STATE WHICH IT IS ITS PURPOSE TO REFORM* 
THE ENTIRE CULTURE HAS SEEN TRANSFORMED INTO A CIVILIZATION OF STATE 
AMD GESELLSCHAFT. AND THIS TRANSFORMATION MEANS THE DOOM OF CULTURE 
ITSELF" IF NONE 0? ITS SCATTERS© SEEDS REMAIN ALIVE AND AGAIN BRING 
FORTH THE ESSENCE AND IDEA OF GEMS INSCTT&FT« THUS SECRETLY FOSTERING 
A MEW CULTURE AM 1138 T THE DECAYING ONE*^? 

TONNLES BELIEVED THAT THE NEW CULTURE MIGHT BE FOSTERED THROUGH THE 

COMBINATION OF COOPERATIVE AND TR ADE-*ML ON MOVEMENTS WITH STATE SOCIALISM* 

LH FACT, HE REGARDED SOCIALISM AS THE LOGICAL DEVELOPMENT OF A GFISELLSCHAFT 

SOCIETY, AND HE SPOKE OF THE *• * # TRANSITION FROM *N ORIGINAL, SIMPLE, 

FAMILY COMMUNISM AN© VILLAGE-TOWN INDIVIDUALISM BASED THEREON, TO AW 

INOEPENDENT, UNIVERSAL* URSAN INDIVIDUALISM AND, DETERMINED THEREBY, A 

SOCIALISM OF STATE AND INTERNATIONAL TYPG**^ 

-THE MOST OSVIOUS WEAKNESS IN TOMMIES* THEORETICS SYSTEM 

IS MIS RELIANCE UPON A PSYCHOLOGICAL THEORY OF W#LL WHICH HAS SINCE SEEN 

THOROUGHLY DISCREDITED* THE DOCTRINE OF NATURAL WILL, WHICH ASSERTS THAT 

%!!£•» pp* 
pp. 273-^4. SALOMON REMARKS THAT TONNIES NOT ONLY ACCEPTED 

SOCIALFSMAS THE LOGICAL OUTCOME OF THE DEVELOPMENTS IN MODERN SOCIETY, 
80X KG ALSO ACCEPTED THE ECONOMIC ANB SOCIOLOGICAL IIMAS OF ISARX MID INTE" 
ORATED THEM INTO HIS THEORY * YET TONNIES* WORK WAS NOT WELCOMED SY THE 
MARXISTS* THEY PRACTICALLY IGNORED IT, PROSASLY BECAUSE THEIR DOGMATISM 
PREVENTED THEM FROM ACCEPTING A SOCIOLOGICAL FORMULATION OF MARXIAN IDEAS* 
SEE SALOMON, *1* MIMORIAM FERDINAND TONNIKS,* P* 3 ^ » 

^GENERAL CRITICISMS #ILL BE RESERVED FOR THE FINAL CHAPTER# THIS 
PROCEDURE WILL BE FOLLOWED IN THE CASE OF EACH THEORIST* 
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THERE IT AN INSTINCTIVE LIKIN6 AMONG BIOLOGICALLY RELATED PERSONS* CANNOT 

EE ACCEPTED* BECKER, FOR EXAMPLE, TAXES A TOLERANT ATTITUDE* POINTING 

OUT THAT Tmtmm WROTE SEMEINSCHAFT um GESELLSCHAFT MORE THAN SIXTY 

TEAM AGO, A TIME WEN INSTINCT P3YCHOLOGY SMS ®tSWILf ACCEPTED* HS 

SELIKVES THAT IT I S NECESSARY ONLY TO SUBSTITUTE CERTAIN WORD© FOR 

"NATURM. WILL*I H^TWMTEG? REALLY MEANS BY *0StfEClFIV6 »ILL# AND SIMILAR 

TERMS ONLY THE URGES, MAGITS, ETC., EXPRESSED AS ACTIONS MOT ACCOMPANIED 

BY CLEAR-CUT GONSCI0U8NE98 OF RATIONAL PURPOSE*®^ SALOMON MAINTAINS 

THAT TONNtES* DOCTRINE Of NATURAL AMD RATIONAL WILL IS MOT A PSYCHOLOGICAL 

DOCTRINE FUNDAMENTALLY , BUT RATHER A KIND OF SOCIAL PHENOMENOLOGY AVANT 

M «-ETTTC> UNDERLYING H t » SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS IS A PHILOSOPHICAL 

ASSUMPTION THAT HUMAN MATURE I® FIXED AND UNCHANGING WITHIN TOE SHIFTING 

CONDITIONS OF SOCIAL LLFF#^ IT ®AB THIS PHILOSOPHICAL BACKGROUND, 

*ITH THE CONCEPTION OF SOCIOLOGY AS *. . . THE MODERN SCIENTIFIC TYPE 

OF THE LAV OF NATURE* . .* WHICH PRODUCED THE THEORETICAL ISOLATION OF 

TONNIES* OTHER SOCIOLOGISTS REFUSED TO ACCEPT HIS PHILOSOPHICAL ASSUMP-

TIONS* AND A "SCHOOL® NEWER GREW UP AROUND TONNIES^ £*EN THOUGH TONNIE® 

BASED MIS D|CHOTOMY OF SEMEINSCMAFT AND GE3ELLBOWAFT UPON THE DOCTRINE 

Of NATURAL AND RATIONAL «ILL, MOST SOCIOLOGISTS HAVE TENSED TO JMSCARD 

THE WILL THEORY AND TO ACCEPT THE DICHOTOMY OF TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE, AT 

LEAST IN ITS •ROAD OUTLINES* PARSONS* FOR EXAMPLE» IGNORES NATURAL AND 

^H©»AR» BECKER* SYSTEMATIC SOCIOLOGYJM THE BASIS OF THE BEZIEWNQSLEHRE 

m fciMi sl iMpmi mi' mm*p* 

^SALOMON , " IN I&MOR»A» FERDINAND TOMMIES T1* P. 35&* S e s ALSO SALOMON, 
•SERMAW SOCIOLOGY," P# 

^SALOMON, " IN UEUORIAM FERDINAND TONNIES,* P. 35** 
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RATIONAL W U L IM HIS EXTENBED NOTE O* TOWNIES, *«© MQS1f 0 r M E f l ® R , T E R® 

M Y ONLY SCANT ATTEMTION TO W E THEORY#**2 

TOMNtES* BI8TIHSTI0N ®ETWEEW PORE SOCIOLOGY ANB APPLIES SOCIOLOGY 

DOES MOT HOUO »P IN ACTUAL PRACTICE, »<ILE THEORETICALLY A H0RMAL CON** 

tSP? IS D£F»«£B WITHOUT REFERENCE TO CONCRETE HISTORICAL OASES# I# PRACTICE 

TOMWIES* QEMEtMSeHArf *«® OSSSLLSOHAFT ARE LARSELY OiSCR»PT»ve OF the 

COMMUNAL LIFE OF PEASANT SOCIETY ON THE ONE HAND AMD OF THE MARKET RELA-

TIONS OF A CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY ON THE OTHER MAUD* 

TOWNIES FREQUENTLY CONlRISES GERMAN CULTURE PATTERNS OF THE NINETEENTH 

egMT««Y WITH UNIVERSAL HUMAN CHARACTERISTICS IN Ml© 0tt@tfSSIONS OF VARIOUS 

POINTS* "PltS IS PARTICULARLY ffWJE l« THE SECTIONS IfHIfH DEAL WITH THE 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN MEM A»® WOMEN* HIS INSISTS MCE,, FOR EXAMPLE, THAT 

WOMEN AMI OOVKRNED BY NATURAL WILL BECAUSE THEY ARE INSAPA0LE OF CALCULA-

TING OR ENGASINS IN ABSTRACT THOUGHT IS OBVIOUSLY A MIRE REFLECTION OF 

THE POSITION OF THE WOMAN IN QeRMAM SOCIETY AT THE TIME *Hfl* TONNtES *A8 

«fRt tims* Again, mis description of tme husban»-*if« relationship in the 

taEMEIM3CHAFT rAMILY REVtALS HIS LACK OF CULTURAL PERSPECTIVES B^ARfl»A^7 

06C« MOT LIA» @0 MUCH TO A FIXED MUTUAL RELATIONSHIP AS TO ONE-81DEB 

SUBJUGATION OF THE SfOMAN, MHO, WEAKER BY NATUREt CAN BE REDUCED TO AN 

OBJECT OF M£t;E POSSESSION OR TO SERVITUDE#"^ 

BfiCKER COMMENTS THAT "THE SIGNIFICANT THIN® ABOUT TOMMIES* WORK IS 

^lALCOTT PERSONS, THE STRUCTURE OF SOCIAL ACTION. PP. 686-694-. 

^SEE ALSO DON MARTINDALE AND gLIO D. MONACHESI, ELEMENTS OF SOCI* 

olocy, p» 175* Pitirim souokin, Contemporary Socioloqical Theories* 
P* 4911 HOUSE, op* CIT., P. W t BARNES a w Becker, ££. j|£»* pp* tHMttft 
AMB gMORY $. 806ARBUS, OEVCLflf'MKIIT OF SQMAI, THOUGHT. SECOND EDITION, 
P* 

^TONNISS, £P. SIT.. P# 43, 



THE CLOSE ASSOCIATION IT ESTABLISHES SETSEEN PERSONALtTY AND SOCIAL 

structure* thus antici patins Baldwin, Cooley, Duskheim, Ieao, a « a 

NUMBER OF RELATES T » t T H E R E CAN BE WO BISPtfTC WITH THE POINT 

that Tories believed that personality a«» social structure are relates* 

SOT THE TYPE o r RELATION IN TONNIES* CASE I® 80 M««H: DIFFERENT FROM THE 

TYPE OF RELATION IN THE ® A M OF THE OTHER THEORISTS MENTIONS® THAT W E T 

CAN MARBLY 8S COMPARES. TOMMIES BASED SOCIAL STHUCTyftE UPON THE PSYCH©-

LOGICAL. FORMS OF NATURAL *11.1. AMD RATIONAL WILL* VHEREAS THE LATER OROtfP 

TENBIB TO REVERSE TOE PROCESS ANO DERIVE PERSONALITY FROM THE STRUCTURE 

OF SOCIETY* T0NNIE3* ENTIRE THEORETICAL SYSTEM IS SASIOALLY PSYCHOLO~ 

SISTIi IN t© FAR AS THE WILL THEORY IS RETAINED, AMP IT IS SISNIFIOANT 

THAT IN A REVIEW OF &JRKH£IM*a ĵ gS REOLSS JJI METHODS SOCIOLOOIOUE 

«f AGREED THAT TARBE WAS Rf<SMT IN CRITIC!2186 DURKMEIM FOR CONSTRUCT I MS 

SOCIOLOGICAL CONCEPTS WITHOUT PSYCHOLOGICAL FOIINDATION 

0NS OF THE MOST PERSISTENT CRITICISMS OF TONNIES HAS BEEN THAT THERE 

IS Ifl HI# SYSTEM AN IMPLICIT VALUE JUDGMENT THAT GEM&I&SCHAFT 13 600© 

All» THAT OESELLaCWAFT 18 0A»» HlS CRITICS HAVE CALLED HIM A PESSlMIST 

JWD EVES A ROMANTIC* I# THIS L»«WT THE «®LI©AT»0« HtSTORY OF 

GSMSINSOHAFT m f SSSELLSOHAFT I® INTEREST!MQ, iHEM THE FIRST EDITton WAS 

PUSLlSHEfc IN 1807 IT ATTRACTEB ALMOST NO ATTENTION, FOR THERE WAS AT TMK 

TIME IM GERMANY AM ACADEMIC OPPOSITION TO AUT0M0MTO8 SOCIAL SCIENCES. 

TWENTY-FIVE YEAR# PASSES BEFORE A SCOONB COITION WAS PUSLISHEDf »UT THIS 

TIME IT CNJOYEB AN ENTHUSIASTIC RECEPTION, PRINCIPALLY SECAOSE IT WAS 

SHEETS® 8Y STDOCNTS IN THE RISINO YOUTH MOVEMENT AS A SCIENTIFIC 

^Barnes AND Becker, jop. cit»» p* 889* 

6%.ocmis, "Translator*s Introduction," P. XVIII, 
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IXPRfSSlON or THEIR OWtt ANT IRATIONAL 1ST 10 R O M A N Y I T C W t t E * * HOWEVER» 

SXPFTGLMLY BEN (ED TMAf MG HAD ANT SUCH INTENTION OF PORTRAY IMS 

AS SUPERIOR T© SgSELLSiettAFT. ABB Mg CLAIMED THAT Hi SIMPLY BESOMSEB THE 

IRREVERSIBLE COURSE OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION FROM AM 004ESTIVE POINT @F VffW» 

In AM ARTICLE PUBLISHED IM 1932 TOMMIES AMSWEREU HIS CRITICS, PARTI©ULARLf 

ILESG ma QPPGMHEIMBFT» SY COMPARING THE HISTORY OF t®®iEfie» TO T«S 

LIFE-OYQLE OF HUMAN B€*W@S# IT IS HOT POSSIBLE TO SAT WHETHER YOUTH IS 

"BETTER" THAN OLD AGE9 FOR THERE ARfi SERTAIW ABVANTAQES TO BE FOUND IN 

EACH.^7 TOMWTGS A# AH ARDENT RATIONALIST HIMSELF mm THE FIRST TO RECOG^ 

MI3K THAT THE DEVELOPMENT OF QgSfcLLSCHAFT WROUGHT PROGRESS AND ENLI ®HTF.NMgNT 

AMP T«R BEVSL©*MlS»T OF FREEDOM AMD CIVILIZATION*^® *« SPITE OF TONNISS* 

m SQL AIMERS, HOWEVER, IT IS ALMOST IMPOSSIBLE TO ACAD HI'S WORK WITHOUT 

GETTINQ THE IMPRESSION THAT »£ PtgQARBEB CaEMEINSCHAFT MORE HIONLY THAU 

GESEIL3CHAFT. HE8IRLE, TOMMIES* SON-lM-LASS, MAKES THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS 

TOMMIES WAS, HOWEVER, A mm OF FIRM AUUSMEMT AND, ON MANY THINOS, 
HS HELD RATHE* FIXED OPINIONS, T»TT» IT CANNOT BE BEMUD TWA? 
ANTIPATHY TOWARD MANY FEATURES OF OAPITALISM AND INDUSTRIAL SOSIETY 
CROPS Oil? QUITE OBVIOUSLY IN HIS WRITINGS. BUT, IF ME HAD VRFTTEN 
m FEUDAL SOCIETY, ME WOULD NOT HAVE FAILED TO ©3MDEIIN IN NO LESS 
eOGCMT FASHION CERTAIN FEATURES OF PRECAP*TALISTIC SOCIETY* THERE 
WAS, HOWEVER, NO REASON FOR SUCH CRITICISM |» QgMElNSCHAFT UWP 
G£BELL8CHAFT. SINCE THIS SOOgWAS !NTENDED AS A CRITIQUE OF THE 
PRESENT AND NOT ©F THE PAST*®9 

#T SHOULD BE' REOOSNLZED THAT TONMIES* ADVERSE REACTION TO 6IE3ELLAEHAFT 

^SALOMON, »T* MEMORIAM FERDINAND TONNIKS," PP. 3*9* 351* 

^ L o o m s , ^TRANSLATOR'S INTRODUCTION," P* XIU 

STATEMENT t o THIS EFFECT MAY ag FOUND IN HIS PREFACE TO THE F0URTH 
AND FIFTH EDITIONS OF FIEMEINBCHAFT UNO QCSELLSCHAFT. IN WHICH HE ALSO 
BtmAtMID ANY INTENDED PESSIMISM Oft ROMANTICISM* HE SPECIFICALLY 
OBJECTED TO THE THEORIES OF SPEN®L£R» SEE I SIB*. P. *1* 

%*E8IFTL«I JFCP. 0IT». PP» 242-243, 
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TAXES TMC rem* or AM ATTACK ON CAPITALISTIC INSTITUTIONS AND HOT ON 

INDUSTRIALISM AS SUCH* TONNIES UNDOUBTEDLY WOUL© HAVE WELCOMES 

GESELLSCWATT ORGANIZED ON A SOCIALISTIC BASIS MATHER THAN ON A CAP!TALISTI0 

BA9I3. 

MAX MESSRS 0OMM8WAL REL AT I0N3H t PS AMD 

ASSOCIATIVE RELATIONSHIPS 

THE IDEAL TYPICAL METHOD.**IM THE MM OF MAX $IBER MANY OF THE 

CONCEPTS DEVELOPED BY TONNIES MERC RCPIMED, MADE MORE SYSTEMATIC, AND 

STATED IN BIFFERENT TERMS. THIS IS TSUI OF TOMMIES1 CONCEPTS GEMEIHSCHAFT 

AND Gcscllschatt. SOT MMIN'B CHIEF CONTRIBUTION WAS IN THE DEVELOPMENT 

W A METHODOLOGY UTILIZING IDEAL TYPES, OR NORMAL CONCEPTS A# TONNIES 

CALLED rum* 

WE8ER DEFINES SOCIOLOGY AS THE SCIENCE WHICH ATTEMPTS TO DETERMINE 

THE CAUSAL EXPLANATION OF THE COURSE OF 80CIAL ACTION#?® I* ORDER TO 

ISOLATE CAUSAL FACTORS, HOWEVER, IT IS NECESSARY TO EMPLOY THE IDEAL 

TYPICAL METHOD. T«#S METHOD INVOLVES THE CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN ELEMENTS 

OR REALITY INTO LOGICALLY PRECISE CONCEPTS WHICH REPRESENT TNI EXTREME 

LIMITING CASES#?* S0EGER CALLS 8UCW CONCEPTS * IDEAL TYPES," BUT "IDEAL* 

^ % A X tVEBER, j m y m. m m *m fteatti T R A N 8s« 
LATEB sy A* M» HENDERSON and TALCOTT PARSONS, EDITED @y T* PARSONS, p* OO« 

71 DON MARTINDALE HAS POINTED OUT THAT THE NATtiRC OF THE IDEAL TYPE 
MAY PERHAPS 8E MIRE CLEARLY SEEN 8Y CONSIDERING WHAT IT IS NOT« (1) |T 
IS NOT A STEREOTYPE, ALTHOUGH BOTH ARE ARTIFICIALLY SIMPLIFIED MODELS* 
AM IDEAL TYPE IS RATIONALLY CON8TRUCTEO AMD IS WITHOUT POLEMICAL SlA®. 
(2) IT IS MOT AN AVERAGE, FOR IT REPRESENTS AN EXTREME CASE* (3) IT 
IS NOT A SCIENTIFIC LAW| IT IS ONLY AN INSTRUMENT TO BE USED IN ARRIVING 
AT TMC LAW* (4) |T 18 HOT A HYPOTHESIS, THAT IS, A PROPOSITION ABOUT 
CONCRETE REALITY WHICH CAN SE VERIFIED* (5) it tS NOT AN ESSENCE OF A 
CONCRETE INDIVIDUAL PHENOMENON, FOR IT HAS A LOGICAL RATHER THAN AN 
EMPIRICAL NATURE* (6) IT IS NOT A FORMULATION OF THE CHARACTERISTICS 
COMMON TO A CLASS OF CONCRETE THINGS* (UNPUBLISHED LECTURES, UNIVERSITY 

OF MINNESOTA*) 
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iff THIS CASE WAS NO REFERENCE TO VALUES.^ "^SV ARE SIMPLY THE RATiONM.LT 

w e FORMS or SOCIAL ACTION, AMD PRECISES.V BECAUSE OF THEIR PURE CON-

STRUCTED NATURE, WET SSL BOM CORRESPOND TO RE At I TV# FTEBER DRA«S AN 

ANALOGY BY POINTING OUT THAT IN TM6 SCIENCES OF PHYSICS CERTAIN PHYSICAL 

REACTIONS AM CALCULATED ON THE ASSUMPTION OF A« ABSOLUTE VACUUM, A TYP* 

CONSTRUCT SSM16H HAS NO CORRESPONDENCE WITH R E A L I T Y I 3 THE IDEAL TYPE 18 

ESSENTIALLY A HEURISTIC DEVICE INTENDED TO INSTITUTE COMPARISONS. | T 

18 USED A3 A STANDARD AGAINST WHICH ALL SOCIAL PHENOMENA CAM BE MTASUREB 

T© DETERMINE THI DEGREE OF THEIR CORRESPONDENCE TO THE IDEAL TYPE# T»US, 

FOR THE PURPOSES OF SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS, ALL IRRATIONAL BEHAVIOR MAY 

BE TREATED AS FACTORS OF DEVIATION FROM A CONCEPTUALLY PURE TYPE OF 

RATIONAL ACTIONS 

* • * A PANIC ON THE STOCK EXCHANGE CAN BE MOST CONVENIENTLY ANALYZES 
M ATTEMPTING TO DETERMINE FIRST WHAT THI COURSE OF ACTION WOULD HAVE 
BEEN IF IT HAD NOT SEEN INFLUENCES BY IRRATIONAL AFFECTSJ IT I® THEN 
POSSIBLE TO INTRODUCE THE IRRATIONAL COMPONENTS AS ACCOUNTING FOR THE 
OBSERVED DEVIATIONS FROM THIS HYPOTHETICAL COURSE* SIMILARLY, IN 
ANALYZING A POLITICAL OR MILITARY CAMPAIGN I T I S CONVENIENT TO DETER* 
MINI IN THE FIRST PLACE WHAT WOULD HAVE BEEN A RATIONAL COURSE, GIVEN 
THE ENDS OF THE PARTICIPANTS AND ADEQUATE KNOWLEDGE OF ALL THE C I R -
CUMSTANCES, ONLY IN THIS WAY I S IT POSSIBLE TO ASSESS THE CAUSAL 
SIGNIFICANCE OF IRRATIONAL FACTORS AS ACCOUNTING FOR THE DEVIATIONS 

FROM THIS TYPE*7* 

7?QE«TH AND MILLS MAKE THE FOLLOWING COMMENT CONCERNING THIS POINT* 

"TNE TERM ' ISKAL* HAS NOTHING TO SO WITH EVALUATIONS OF ANY SORT* FOR 
ANALYTIC PURPOSES, ONE MAY COMSTRUCT IDEAL TYPES OF PROSTITUTION AS WELL 
AS OF RELIGIOUS LEADERS. THE TERM DOES HOT MEAN THAT EITHER PROPHETS OFT 
HARLOTS ARE EXEMPLARY OR SHOULD 8E IMITATED AS REPRESENTATIVES OF AN 
IDEAL «AY OF L I F E # * (H. H» GIRTH AND C. «. MILLS, *INTRODUCTION* TUt 
MAN AND His nanis,* FROM MAS WOWM SSSAYS J N SOCIOLOGY, TRANSLATED BY 
H. H. OERTH AND C. «» MILLS, P* 59.) F&SSIBLY BECAUSE OF THE • INCORRECT 
CONNOTATIONS OF THE 8KJRD *IBEAL* THE TERM "CONSTRUCTED TYPE" I S BE IN© 
USED WITH INCREASING FREQUENCY 8Y PRESENT-BAY THEORISTS. 

^VTEBER* THE THEORY o r SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC ORGANIZATION. P . 1 1 0 . 

^ I B I D . . P . 9 2 . 
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(XxmmAL RELATION8HIPS AN3 ASSOCIATIVE RgLATION*HIPS.--tN SO FAR A# 

'•Mm* mm:Lom a oeneralittn system of theory,?? i t i s most expl ic i t ly 

STATED i» #fftTSCHAFT UNO GgSEtLSOHAFT#18 NHICH HC ©ISTJNQVISHES IDEAL 

TYPES OF SOCIAL ACTION AND IDEAL TYPES OF RELATIONSHIPS* |N BEFINtMt 

sociology as THE • . . » science vhioh attempts the interpretive under-

®TAM3fN® OF SOCIAL ACTION . . .» MfeBgft SHIFTS THE FRAME OF REFERENCE OF 

TRADITIONAL SO©!OLOGY BY SUBSTITUTING THE PIVOTAL CONCEPT "SOCIAL ACTION" 

FOR "SOCIETY.*?? CONSEQUENTLY, #ES£R BOSS NOT SPEAK OF SOCIETAL TYPES 

III THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE THEORY 80T ONLY OF TYPES OF SOCIAL ACTION AND 

TYPES OF 8001AL RELATIONSHIPS.?® 

mm* CONSTRUCTS FOUR IDEAL TYPES OF SOCIAL ACTION! (1) RATIONALIS-

TIC SOOtAL ACTION, {2} EVALUATIVE 800!AL ACTION* (3) AFFECTIVE SOCIAL 

ACTION, AND (4) TRADITIONAL1ST10 SOCIAL ACTION.?? RATIONALISTIC SOCIAL 

?5wte8£ft SIB MOT BELIEVE THAT IT WAS POSSIBLE OR J3E31RASL£, TO FORMU-
LATE A PERMANENT SEM€ftALI ZED THEORY« SEE TALOOTT PARSONS, "MAX sfcSER'S 
Sociological Analysis of Capitalism awo mmnn Institutions,* M Intro* 
nuoTiON to the History or Sociology, edited by Harry Elmer Barnes* pp. 

?^W£#ER, JSLL J £ Social and Economi# Organization, p. 9&* 

^iSJLS-t *• 

?%tARTINDAL£ AND MONACHgSI, AFTER POINTING OUT THE WEAKNESSES OF THE 
TERM •SOCIETY* FOR USE tn SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS* *TATE THAT "SOCIETY* CAN 
M REDEFINES IN TERMS OF. SOCIAL ACTIONS* *$0®IETY* ! • * » * « TWC TOTAL 
or A relatively independent series of social actions." ( M a r t i n h a l e and 
MONAOHESt, OP. CIT», PP. 191-192, 2E>3«) APPARENTLY THIS IS ESSENTIALLY 
«WAT iteSER DID, EVEN THOUGH HE MADE NO EXPLICIT STATEMENT ON THE PROBLEM. 

79mmn* Tm Theory of Social a»» Ecmmto Organization, p. 115* 
Parsons prefers to leave ^rationalist ic social action" and "evaluative 
SOCIAL ACTION* IN THEIR ORIGINAL GERMAN F0RM8V ZjjgQKRATIONAL ANO . 

•RTRATIONAL. FOR HE MAINTAINS THAT THERE ARE HO &IGLI8H EQUIVALENTS. 
M English translation uses by Martinhale and Honashest, however, WILL be 

USES IN THE FOLLOWING DlSOUSSiON, SINCE THE TERMS "RATIONALI ST10* AN® 
•EVALUATIVE* S0NV8Y THE GENERAL MEANING INTENDED. Sfg MARTINHALE AND 
MONAOHESI, OP. PIT., P« 179. 
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ACTION IS ACTION WHICH INVOLVES T«i RATIONAt CONSIDERATION OF SOTH END* 

m & MEANS. H»IS INVOLVES THE WE I OH 1NO Of ALTERNATIVE MEANS, OUT ALSO THE 

CONSI DEfiAT ION OF THE RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF VARI0U8 EM»S» gte® in THIS 

CA8£ ARE NOT DETERMINED Qf A RATIONAL ORIENTATION TO AM ULTI MATE SYSTEM 

OF VALUES, FOR ABSOLUTE VALUES ARE THEMSELVES ALWAYS IRRATIONAL* THE 

Gttisms HOLE IS THE PRINCIPLE OF EXPEDIENCY SWERE8Y atlB*l€0TfWE (tAMT® 

ARE ARUANSgD IN A SCALE OF CONSCIOUSLY ASSESSED URGENCY, AND THE RATIONAL 

PWSOM ORIENTS MIS ACTIONS IN SUCH A WAV THAT MIS WANTS ARi SATISFIES 

* # ORDER OF UROENCY. EVALUATIVE SOCIAL ACTION* ON THE OTHER HAND, 

ALTHOUGH IT INVOLVES RATIONAL CONSIDERATION OF MEAN®, IS BASES UPON AN 

ASSOLtlTE INO WHICH IS ACCEPTS© WITHOUT QUESTION. AN EXAMPLE OF EVALUA-

TIVE ACTION MAY •£ SEEN PARTICULARLY IN RELISIOUS CONBUG? StfT IT IS ALSO 

PRESENT IN AESTHETIC AND MANY OTHER TYPES OF CONDUCT. IN EVERY CASE 

THERE ARE DUTIES AM© COMMANDS KM I ©H THE 1MB} VI DUAL FEELS OBLIGATES TO 

FULFILL AND OBEY WITHOUT ANY R6SARQ TO PERSONAL COSTi AFFECTIVE SOCIAL 

ACTION, UNLIKE RATIONALISTIC AND EVALUATIVE SOCIAL ACTION, IS COMPLETELY 

IRRATIONAL, FOR THE ACTOR REACTS EMOTIONALLY TO SPECIFIC STATES OF 

FEELINO AND ACT8 UNDER THE IMPULSE OF STRONG EMOTION, SUCH AS LOVE, ANGER, 

FEAR, OR HATE* SOCIAL ACTION IS TRADITINAL WHEN IT INVOLVES THE HABI-

TUATION OF LON© PRACTICE* NEITHER EN®# NOR MEANS ARE RATIONALLY CONSIDERED, 

AND TUg ACTOR FOLLOWS THE SOCIAL CUSTOMS AND TRADITIONS SIMPLY BECAUSE 

fiVftftYONK MAS ALWAYS SOME 80*^° $EBER CAUTIONS THAT IT WOULD 81 VERY 

UNUSUAL TO FIND CONCRETE OASES OF ANY OF THESE TYPES OF AOTION IN THEIR 

WIFIE FORMS, SUT THE FUNCTION OF THESE IDEAL TYPES IS «ERIL* TO SERVE AS 

A STANDARD AOAlNST WHICH TO MEASURE THE DEGREE OF RATIONALISTIC, EVALUATIVE, 

OPagaEryJis Jwgmr, OF ̂ SOCIÂ  ANB | e » , l .SSSMilLM.fgft* 115-1*7. 
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AFFECTIVE, OR TRADITI0NALI8TIC ORIENTATION OF A PARTICULAR 900IAL ACTION#®* 

A L T H O U G H «8EBIR MAKES A FOUR-FOLD DISTINCTION or TYPES OF SOCIAL 

ACTION, IN CONTRAST WITH THE BiMtAR TYPgS OF *RATIOMAL* MIS "TRADITIONAL* 

USE® »? TOHMI€0» IN HIS DISCUSSION OF TYPES Of SOLIDARY MMIM. RELATION* 

ships WEBER ADOPTS A DICHOTOMOUS TYPOLOGY. COMMUNAL SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS 

ARE BASED THE SUBJECTIVE FEELIM6S Of PERSONS THAT THEY ABE SO«MB 

WETHER EITHER TRABITIONALLY OH AFFECTIVELY. ASSOC f AT »V*E SOCIAL RELA-

TIONSHIPS, ON THE OTHER HAND, ARE BASED UPON THE RATIONALLY MOTIVATED 

ADJUSTMENT OF INTERESTS WITH REOARD EITHER TO ABSOLUTE VALUES OR T© 

REASONS OF EXPEBIEWPV.^2 THUS T«0 OF W G TVRES OF SOCIAL ACTION AMI 

GROUPED TOGETHER IN THE FORMATION OF EACH OF THE TYPES OF 9001 At. RELA*» 

TIONSHIPS. COMMUNAL RELATIONSHIPS INVOLVE TRADITIONAL AND AFFECTIVE 

SOCIAL ACTIONS} ASSOCIATIVE RELATIONSHIPS INVOLVE RATIONALISTIC AHD 

EVALUATIVE SOCIAL ACTIONS* 

COMMUNAL R£L AT I ONSMI PS MAY REST UPON AFFEOTUAL, EMOTIONAL, OR TRADI-

TIONAL BASEBf BUT IN ANY CASE THE DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTIC OF THIS 

TVPE IS THE CLOSE BONB UNITING THE PERSONS OF THE OROUP* THE CLEAREST 

EXAMPLE OF COMMUNAL RELATIONSHIPS 18 FOUND IN THE FAMILY, BUT SIMILAR 

TIES ARE PRESENT IN TMI CASES OF RELI6I0US BROTHERHOODS, EROTIC RELATION-

SHIPS, PERSONAL LOYALTIES AHD FRIENDSHIPS, ESPRIT UE SQRPS OF A MILITARY 

UNIT* AND IN MANY OTHER TYPES OF INTIMATE RELATIONSHIPS. THE COMMUNAL 

RELATIONSHIP IS THE MOST RADICAL ANTITHESIS OF CONFLICT* BUT EVEN IN 

ftjglP*. P* «?. 

TIM GERM AH T M M FOR "SOMMUHAL SOCIAL WSLATIONSHIP* 
AND »ASSOCIATIVE SOCIAL RELATIONSHIP" ARE VERtgMEINSCMAFTUNg AND 
tfeftSEBELL SCHAFTUNS» TONNIES* INFLUENCE oh iE8ER IS 08VI0U8, SINCE Tonnies* 
TERMS HAVE BEEN ONLY SLIGHTLY ALTERED* 
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THE CASE Of tm MOST INTIMATE COMMUNAL GROUPS, SUCH AS THE FAMItY, COERCION 

OP THE WEAKER MEMBERS It A COMt/lON PRACTICE .^3 KSBfR DISAOREES WITH TONNIES 

AS TO fHC ORIGIN or OOMMUNAL RELATIONSHIPS OK &TMEIHSOHAFT, TOMMIES HA® 

ASSUMED THAT THE BONDS UNITING THE GROUP DEVELOPED ALMOST AUTOMATICALLY 

BECAUSE OF THE HOMOGENEITY OF THE GROUP. ISEBER INSISTS, HOWEVER# THAT 

"IT IS ST NO MEANS TRUE THAT THE EXISTENCE OF COMMON QUALITIES, A COMMON 

SITUATION, OR COMMON MOOES OF BEHAVIOR lllKr THE EXISTENCE OF A S M M N M . 

SOCIAL ReLATIQNSHIP.^ FOR EXAMPLE, PERSONS BELONSIMG TO THE SAME R A M 

Oil TO THE SAME LANGUAGE GROUP DO MOT NECESSARILY 6IWQY COMMUNAL RELATION* 

SHIPS WITH W E ANOTHER, I f IS ONLY MIEN CERTAIN CONDITIONS SIVE RISE 

TO THE MUTUAL ORIENTATION OF THE BEHAVIOR OF EACH OF TMF PERSONS INVOLVED 

AND TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF A FEELING OF BELONGfH& T06ETHER AMONG THESE 

PERSONS THAT COMWONAL RELATIONSHIP CAN EXIST*®5 

MEttSR LISTS W A T HE 60NSIDgRS TO BE THE PUREST CASES OF ASSOCIATIVE 

RELATIONSHIPS* 

• • » (A) RATIONAL FREE MARKET EXONANQE, WHICH CONSTITUTES A COMPRO-

MISE OF OPPOSED SOT COMPLEMENTARY INTERESTS! (s) THE PURE VOLUNTARY 
ASSOCIATION BASED ON SELF-INTEREST, A CASE OF AGREEMENT AS TO A 
LONG-RUN COURSE OF ACTION ORIENTED PURELY TO THE PROMOTION OF SPE-
CIFIC ULTERIOR INTERESTS, ECONOMIC OR OTHER, OF ITS MEMBERS} {c} THE 
VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATION OF INDIVIDUALS MOTIVATED 8Y AN ADHERENCE TO A 
SET OF COMMON ABSOLUTE VALUES, FOR EXAMPLE, THE RATIONAL SECT, IN SO 

% £ ! © . , P# 137« t^is POINT SEEMS TO BE RATHER INCONSISTENT SITU 
#EBER*3 EARLIER DEFINITION OF AFFECTIVE SOCIAL ACTION, WHICH INCLUDED BY 
IMPLICATION ACTIONS BASED ON THE EMOTION OF HATE* I f COMMUNAL RELATION-
SHIPS ARE DEFINED IN TERMS OF AFFECTIVE SOCIAL ACTIONa MATE AND CONFLICT 
WOULD SEEM TO BE AN INTEGRAL PART OF COMMUNAL RELATIONSHIPS, OUST AS LOVE 
AND COOPERATION ARE* 

P* 138* 

ISID«. PP, 138-139. WEBER SIVES NO SPECIFIC DETAILS CONCERNINS THE 
PROCESS WHEREBY THE COMMUNAL BONDS ARE ESTABLISHED, SO HIS POSITION IS 
ACTUALLY LITTLE DIFFERENT FROM THAT Of TONNIES* 



FAR AS IT DOCS MOT CULTIVATE EMOTIONAL AND AFFECTIVE INTERESTS* BUT 
SEEKS ONLY TO SERVE A •CAUSE**®® 

ASSOCIATIVE RELATIONSHIPS most CQ«ONLY REST m THE RATIONAL abreememt 

TO CERTAIN ACTIONS ST T«0 PERSONS W IT A OFTOUP OF PERSONS, AMD THERE 

EXISTS AN OBLIGATION ON THE PART Of ALL PARTIES TO LIVE Of TO THE M W I * 

MENT*^ THIS A6R£EM£NT REPRESENTS, HOWEVER, ONLY A COMPROMISE BETWEEN 

RIVAL INTERESTS, AND IT IS SELDOM THAT THI UNQEFTLYTMS CONFLICT M « W L 

PERSONS IS COMPLETELY ELIMINATED* ASSOCIATIVE RELATIONSHIPS DEVELOP 

M T F M T M THE *• . . PARTICIPANTS INTER INTO A L I M E N T S IN ORDER TO 

BETTER THEIR COMPETITIVE SITUATIONS, M . * • THEY ALL AOftSC ON RULES 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF RE6ULATINO TRANSACTIONS AND OF SECURING FAVOURABLE 

GENERAL CONDITIONS FOR AU.**®^ 

F«OM A HISTORICAL POINT OF VIEW IEBIR BEIS THE GRADUAL ENCROACHMENT 

OF RATIONAL1ST16 SOCIAL ACTIONS ON THE SREAT B O W OF TRADITIONAL!STIC OR 

ATFISTIVE SOCIAL ACTIONS. He SPEAKS OF THIS PROCESS AS "RATIONALIZATION" 

wr he ALSO quotes SCHILLER*® PHRASE, "the BISEMCHANTMCMT OF the s@RL%* 

WITH FULL APPROVAL*®? RATIONALIZATION C0NSI8TS OF THE • SUBSTI TUTIOW 

FOR THE UNTHINKING ACCEPTANCE OF ANCIENT CUSTOM OF DELIBERATE ADAPTATION 

TO SITUATIONS IN TERMS OT SELF-INTEREST *9® OFCRTH AND ULLLS POINT OUT 

THAT HiSiR*S VIEW OF RATIONALIZATION EMSODllS SOMg OF TME ELEMENTS OF 

LIBERALISM AND OF THE ENLIGHTENMENT PHILOSOPHY WHICH HELD THAT MAN IS 

MAKING PROSRESS: IN A UNILINEAR DEVELOPMENT, iVftBER WAKES THE STATEMENT 

THAT "THUS FAR THE CONTINUUM OF EUROPE A*t CULTURE DEVELOPMENT HAS KNOWN 

^lg»o*. P. 136# 
Wmmemmmw * — •»- --p— •— • 

***1810*. PP* 138-139* ^G»*TM AN© lltLLSf £P. Jl|>f 

9%ESER, THE THEORY OF SOCIAL, .AND ECONOMIC ORGANIZATION. P# 133* 
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NEITHER COMPLETED CYCLICAL MOVEMENTS NOW AS UNAMBIGUOUSLY ORIENTED 

'UNILINEAR DEVELOPMENT*»* «»T OfiRTH AMD MILLS STILL FEEL THAT HSPMSFT 

CLEARLY IMPLIES THE UNILINEAR CONSTRUCTION IN HIS IDEA OF THE BUREAU* 

CRATIC TREND- 1k£ IDEA OF "CHAMSUA,* HOWEVER# 8ERVKS AS A SREAK TO 

THE SOWSTANT TRTNB TOWAR© NATIONALIZATION AS REPRESENTED BY BOREAU-

SRATIZATiON, WITH THE RESULT THAT THERE ARE DISCONTINUITIES IN HI8Y®«Y#9* 

& 4 I L E D U R K H E I M I M E C H A N I C A L S O L I D A R I T Y M B 

ORGANIC SOLIDARITY 

#—©»ILFI OURKHEIM SET FORTH A THEORY OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPES 

Of SOCIAL LIFE I« ft M iM-tflW M MMMk ««.••*» III L 8 © T 

SIX YEARS AFTER THE POSLlCATtON OF TOMMIES* SiaglNSCHAFT UMD QESELLSCHAFT* 

DURKHEIM'S THEORY, ALTHOUGH APPROACHING THE PHENOMENON FROM A DIFFERENT 

POINT OF VIE** IS IN MANY RESPECTS SIMILAR TO THAT Of lONNIES. 7fc« 

LATTER*® WORK UND008TEBLY WAS AN IMPORTANT INFLUENCE IN THE DEVELOPMENT 

OF DURKH£IM*S THOUGHT, IN SPITE ©F THE FACT THAT UtMVCHEItt SAW M© «ICOQ* 

MITION OF MIS antf TO TOWNIES* UNHE REASON FOR F W I S ACADEMIC SLIGHTING 

It PRQSA8LY THAT DtlRXMEIM FELT THAT TONMFFI® HAS ADDED VERY LITTLE TO 

THE THEORIES FROM «H|0M THE SYSTEM HAD SEEM DERIVE® AND THAT HI MAS MADE 

THE SAME MISTAKES AS HIS PREDECESSORS. THUS, IN A REVIEW OF SEMGLNSCWR 
# 

WRITTEN IN t889# BORKHEIM ATTACKED TONNIES* TMESIS 

THAT P R I M I T I V E SOCIETIES ARE MORE "ORGANIC* THAN MODERN URSAN SOCIETIES# 

AT THE SAME TIME HE POINTED OUT THE RESEMBLANCE W PARTS OF TONNIES* 

THEORETICAL SYSTEM TO THE THEORIES OF MAINE, HEGEL, SPENCER, BENTHAM, 

<$8ERT« AND MILLS, OP* C I T , . PP. 5 1 - 5 & * 

9%THE D I V I S I O N OF LASOW JN S O C I E T Y * TRANSLATE® m GEORGE SIMPSON* 
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AMD O T M £ » i » S OUtUCHCiM EVIDENTLY REGARDED TOMMIES* WORK AS OF A 3EC0ft~ 

BARF NATURE. 

SOLIDARITY AMD ORGANIC SOLI PARI TT^-DTMKHGLLI^A PRINCIPAL 

®®WC6WI ( 8 I I M .Kf.yi.8-i.tN m TRAVAIL SOCIAL I S r u g DEVELOPMENT OF MODERN 

CIVILIZATION AMD IT® CONTRASTS TO PRIMITIVE SOCIETY* Hf AGRSES WITH 

$MHSER AMD THE UTILITARIANS THAT ONE Of THE GREATEST CONTRASTS BETWEEN 

PRIMITIVE AND CIVILIZED SOCIETIES I® IN THE AMOUNT OF THE DIVISION Of 

LAFLQFT OR THg mmss. o r SOCIALIZATION OF FUNCTIONS* HE MAINTAIN®, HOWEVER, 

WAT SPENCER, BECAUSE OF H I S PftEOCCUPAYJGM WITH PURELY ECONOMIC MATTER®* 

WAS WE&LECTEB THE FAR MORE IMPORTANT M t M . AND LEGAL CHANGES WHICH 

RESULT FROM THI DEVELOPMENT OF SPECIALIZATION*?* OURKHEIM SELISV18 

THAT TMg ESSENTIAL DIFFERENCE 8CTWECN PRIMITIVE AND CIVILIZED SOCIETY I S 

FOUND IN THF TYPE V SOCIAL SOLIDARITY «HIC« TOENAILS# THUS ME SETS 

FORTH H I 8 DL GHOTOMOUS TYPES MOT A® TVPES OF SOCIETIES S»T AS TYPES OF 

SOCIAL SOLIDARITY CHARACTER I ZL N6 SOCIETIES. OH THE ONE HAH© THERE I S 

MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY, *«*©« I S FOUND IN THE PRIMITIVE S 0 6 i f T * S 

OTHER, ORGANIC SOLIDARITY, WBIOH I S A CHARACTERISTIC ©F MODERN CIVILIZA-

TION. 9 5 

MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY I # THAT WHICH EXISTS IN SOCIETIES WHICH ARE 

RELATIVELY HOMOGENEOUS AND POSSESS ONLY A RUDIMENTARY DIVISION OF LABOR* 

SOLIDARITY ARISES OUT OF THE LIKENESS OF ALL PERSONS,, AMD A "COLLECTIVE 

CONSCIENCE11 COMPLETELY ENVELOPS AND COINCIDES SITH THE BELIEFS AND VALUES 

OF THE COMPONENT MEMBERS OF THg SOCIETY. INDIVIDUALITY DOES NOT EXIST* 

FOR "THE INDIVIWAL CONSCIENCE . . . I S A SIMPLE DEPENDENT UPON THE 

9&OOM!S, "TRANSLATORS INTRODUCTION,* TONNIES, ©P. « I T * > P . X V I I U 

9%iRKMEIM» OP. ClT». PP. 200-2£)6» PP* '30-131 • 
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COLLECTIVE TYPE AN® FOLLOWS ALL OF its MOVEMENTS* AS THE POSSESSES OSJECT 

FOLLOW© THOSE or ITS M W R . 8 ^ D U M M M ABOPTS THE TERM "MECHANICAL 

SOLIOARITR* m mmn TO SUQSEST THE ANAL©®* A«RWFG» THIS TYPE or SOCIAL 

SOLIDARITY AMD T«£ MOLECULAR ORGANIZATION OF INORSANI© MATTERF 

THE SOCIAL MOLECULES WHICH CAN BE COHERENT M THIS WAY CAN 
ACT TOGETHER ONLY ! N THK MEASURE THAT TH£T HAVE NO ACTIONS OF THStft 
OWN, AS TWE MOLECULES of tmmnANtv somes. THAT IS WHY «C PROPOSE 
TO CALL THIS TYPE OF SOLIDARITY MECHANICAL. T W TERM DOSS MOT 
SIGNIFY THAT IT IS PROBUCEB BY MECHANICAL AMU ARTIFICIAL MEANS. ttE 
CALL IT THAT ONLY ®V ANALOgJt TO THE COHESION SHICH UNITES THE 
CLEMENTS Of A LTVFTML SOBY#W 

IN @0 FAR AS SOCIETY IS CHARACTERIZES BY WIRE MECHANICAL SOLTBARITY 

* . THE INDIVIDUAL DOES NOT APPEAR. » • 

DURKKEIM DEVOTES MUCH OF HIS ANALYSIS TO A STUDY OF LEfiAL SYSTEMS 

IN THE BELIEF THAT LA* IS ONE OF THE BEST INBTFTCS W THE TWO TYPES 0T 

SOLIDARITY* "SINCE LA* REPRODUCES THE PRINCIPAL FORMS or SOCIAL SOLI-

DARITY » M HAVE ONLY TO CLASSIFY THE BIFFEFTFINT TYPES OF LAV TO FIND 

THEREFROM THE BIFFERGNT TYPES OF SOCIAL SOLIBARITY WHICH CORRESPOND T© 

»T."99 IWS LESAL FORM WH10H CORRESPONDS TO MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY 18 

REPRESSIVE OR CRIMINAL LAS. AN ACT IS CRIMINAL WHEN IT OFFENDS THE 

COLLECTIVE CONSCIENCE OF tm 996ICT¥# THAT »@# THE TOTALITY OF BELIEF# 

AMD SENTIMENTS ST AVERAGE PERSONS IN THE SOCIETY*^3® CRIME, THEN, IS NO? 

SIMPLY THE JJISROPTIGH OF SERIOUS INTERESTS! IT IS RATHER AN OFFENSE 

AGAINST A TRANSCENDENT AUTHORITY, WHICH IS THE COLLECT*VE MORAL FORCE# 

TKE VERIFICATION OF THIS IS SEEN IN TOE FACT THAT T«E VIOLATION OF THE 

COLLECTIVE CONSCIENCE IS MET THROUGH THE A6EN6Y OF PUNISHMENT, WHICH IS 

P. 130# ^IFTUH 

% 1 S . 

» PP» 79-80, 
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ESSENTIALLY A PASSIONATE REACTION.101 I* PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES, FOR EXAMPLE, 

PUNISHMENT IS INFLIOTED AS AN END IN ITSELF« THE CRIMINAL I® PUNISHED 

FOR THE SAKE OF MAKING HIM SUFFER, AN» THOSE WHO IMPOSE THE PUNISHMENT 

ARC NOT CONCERNED WITH SEEKING ANY ABVANTAGE FOK THEM8ELVC8 TMROOQH 

THEIR ACTIONS. CACM ACT OF F>UN ISHMENT SERVES AS A REAFFIRMATION OF THE 

IDEALS AND SOLIDARITY OF THE GROUP I T S E L F # ^ EVEN IN MODERN CIVILIZATIONS 

mum mmmrnLY USE PUNISHMENT TO DEFEND SOCIETY HAVE MERELY MODIFIED 

THEII* CONSCIOUS INTENTIONS, AND THE REAL FUNCTION OF PUNISHMENT, VENGEANCE' 

AGAINST THE VIOLATORS OF THE COLLECTIVE CONSCIENCE, 18 P«E8§W«D#*®3 

ORGANIC SOLIDARITY IS BASED UPON THE DIVISION OF LABOR IN A SOCIETY, 

AND, IN SHARP OONTRA8T WITH MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY, IT RESTS UPON THE 

FOUNDATIONS OF HUMAN DIFFERENCES AND INDIVIDUALITY* THU8, SHEREAS 

MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY . • IS POSSIBLE ONLY IN SO FAR AS THE INDIVIDUAL 

PERSONALITY IS ABSORBED INTO THE COLLECTIVE PERSONALITY, ̂ RSANIC 80LI-

DARITJP IS POSSLSLE ONLY IF EACH ONE HAS A SPHERE OF ACT ION SHLCN IS 

PECULIAR TO HIM, THAT IS, A PERSONALITY.**0* BIT MORE THAT SPECIALIZA-

TION OF LABOR TAKES PLACE, THE MORE DEPENDENT EACH INDIVIDUAL SICGMES 

IN RELATION TO SOCIETY AND OTHER INDIVIDUALS* THE SOLIDARITY FWICM 

RESULTS FROM THE DIVISION OF LASOR, SAYS DURKHEIM, RESEMBLES THAT WHICH 

IS FOUND AMONG THE MFSHER ANIMALS, IN WHICH CASE EACH ORGAN HAS A SPE-

CIALIZED FUNCTION. YET ALL THE ORGANS ARE INTERDEPENDENT, EVEN THOUGH 

THEY ARE NOT DOMINATED SY AN EXTERNAL AND SUPERIOR FORCE, AS IN THE SASE 

OF THE INORGANIC CONSTITUENT PARTS OF AN OFTUECT* THIS ANALOOY LEADS 

DURKHEIM TO ADOPT THE TERM "ORGANIC SOLIDARITY* TO BE8CRISE THE SORT OF 

101J8ID** P, 85. 102|8|D». P. 86, 

' 10 îS»£«» - 10iiSiS*» p* 13*» 
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S O L I D A R I T Y WHICH E X I S T S UNDER THE IMPACT OF SPECFATI2ATION OF FUNCTJONS 

DtlRKMflM SAY3 THAT THE COMPLAINT I S GFTEM MADE THAI THE DIVISION OF LABOR 

MAKES EACH o r W« AH IMPERSONAL, INCOMPLETE BE INS AND COWSEQUENTLY RESULTS 

IN A DIMINUTION OF INDIVIDUAL PERSONALITY. 1*HlS I S NOT TRUE, Ml SAYS, 

FOR "TO BE A PERSON I S TO BE AN AUTONOMOUS SOURCE OF A C T I O N . " ^ 

BECOMES AUTONOMOUS ONLY IN SO FAR AS HI ACQUIRES SOME QUALITY WHICH I N D I -

YIDUALIZES HIM AND SETS HIM OFF FROM OTHERS, 8 0 • FAR FROM BEING 

TRAMMELLED 8 Y THE PROGRESS OF S P E C I A L I Z A T I O N , I N 0 I VISUAL PERSONALITY 

DEVELOPS WITH THE # 1 V I S I O N O F T A T O R . " ^ THE D I V I S I O N OF LAS0R S R I N O * 

GREATER INDIVIDUATIONS 

A S WE ADVANCE I N THE EVOLUTIONARY S C A L E , THE T I E S WHICH S I N D THE 

INDIVIDUAL TO H I S F A M I L Y , TO H I S NATIVE S O I L , TO TRADITIONS WHIOH 

THE PAST HAS S I V £ N TO H I M , TO C O L L E C T I V E GROUP U S A G E S , BECOME LOOSE* 

MORE M O » I L I , HE CHANCES H I S ENVIRONMENT MORE E A S I L Y , LEAVES H I S 

PEOPLE TO 6 0 ELSEWHERE TO LIVE A MORE AUTONOMOUS EXISTENCE, TO A 
W A T E R EXTENT FORMS H I S OWN IDEAS AMD SSNTf&OITf«*°® 

IN 0R8SR TO REACH THE FULLEST DEVELOPMENT OF PERSONALITY, OURtCHEIM ADVISES 

THAT A PERSON MUST CONTRACT HIS HORIZONS AND IMMERSE HIMSELF COMPLETELY 

IN A DEFINITE TASK RATHER THAN TO ENUOY THE PLEASURES OF DILETTANTISW* 

HC EVEN STATES THAT IT I S A PERSON*S DOTY TO SPECIALIZE AND FARTHER THE 

DIVISION OF LABOR.* 0 ? AS ALREADY SUGGESTED, HOWEVER,, GREATER INDIVIDUATION 

DOE® W T RESULT IN SRgATSR INDEPENDENCE AND FREEDOM, "FAR FROM SERVING 

TO EMAWCIPATE THE INDIVIDUAL, OR BISENGAGIMG KIM FROM THE ENVIRONMENT 

PP« 1 3 1 - 1 3 2 . IT I S INTERESTING TO NOTE THAT TOMNISS AND 

OURKHEHi SAVE THE TEAMS "ORGANIC8 AND "MECHANICAL* OPPOSITE MEANINGS. 
ilHETHER OR HOT DURKNEIM INTENTIONALLY REVERSED THE MEANINGS .JUST TO BE IN 
OPPOSITION TO TOMMIES, A S SOROKIN SUGGESTS { S O R Q K I N , J I £ . JSAX«, P . 4 9 1 ) , 

BOTH USAGES ARE LOGICALLY VALID IN THEIR RESPECTIVE CONTEXTS. TOMMIES* 

USAGE H A S , HOWEVER, GAINED WIDER ACCEPTANCE* 

1 0 ^DWRKHFLM, O P . C I T . « P . 4 0 3 # 1 Q ? I B I D » 

1 0 ® J S | D » , p» 4 0 0 . 1 ° 9 | » I D « « P . 4 0 1 . 
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WHICH SURROUNDS HIM, IT MAS, ON THE CONTRARY, THE FUNCTION OF MAKING HIM 

AW INTEGRAL PART OF A WHOLE, AM», CONSEQUENTLY, OF JDEPRIVING HIM OF SOME 

LIBERTY or MOVEMENT."^ 

DW«K«£*Mf8 CONCEPTION OF THE TYPE OF SOLIDARITY {EXISTING IN MODERN 

INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY DIFFERS SIGNIFICANTLY FROM THAT OF T0NNIES, WHOM 

"POSITIVE RELATIONSHIPS OF HUMAN WILLS1® SEEMS TO CORRESPOND TO DURKHEItt'S 

"SOLIDARITY#* TOMMIES LOOKS UPON PERSONS IN THE QESELLSOHAFT AS ISOLATE© 

INDIVIDUALS m O CONTRACT WITH ONE ANOTHER IN EACH INSTANCE WITH MO OTHER 

CONSIDERATION THAW WEIR OWN WTERESTS* DURKHEIM INSISTS, H0WgV£ft» THAT 

THERE IS A PREVIOUSLY EXISTING SYSTEM OF RIGHTS AND DUTIES WHIOH UNDERLIES 

ALL RELATIONS tU A MODERN INDUSTRIAL SOCISTY AS WELL AS IN A PRIMITIVE 

SOCIETY*
 u*M&f m SOCIAL SIMILITUDES GIVE RISC TO A LAW AND A MORALITY 

WHICH PROTECT THEM, SO THE DIVISION OF LABOR GIVE8 RI8E TO RULES WHICH 

ASSURE PACIFIC AND REGULAR CONCOURSE OF DIVIDED FUNCTIONS#**^ T* TH£ 

CASE OF ORGANIC SOLIDARITY, HOWEVER, IT IS HOT ORIMlNAL LAW VHICH Pilg» 

SERVES THE FUNCTIONING OF THE S*ST©»| IT 18 RESTI TUTIVE LAW, WHICH 

INCLUDES CIVIL LAW, COMMERCIAL LAW, PROCEDURAL LAW, ADMINISTRATIVE LAW, 

AM© CONSTITUTIONAL LAW,** * R f t r i T U r i V E LAW DIFFERS FROM REPRESSIVE LAW 

IN THAT IT 18 MOT EXPIATORY BUT SEEKS ONLY TO RESTORE CONDITIONS TO THILR 

NORMAL ORDER. SOTTI OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF REST I TUT! V£ LAW ARE DES*" 

CRISES IN THE FOLLOW!MG PASSAGES 

SUFFERANCE PROPORTIONATE TO THE MISOEEO IS NOT INFLICTED ON THE ONE 
M O HAS VIOLATED THE LAW OR W40 01SREGARBS ITJ HE IS SIMPLY SENTENCED 
TO COMPLY WITH IT. IF CERTAIN THINGS WERE DONE, THE MIDS! REINSTATES 
THEM AS THEY WOULD HAVE SEEN* HE SPEAKS OF LAW* HC SAYS NOTHING Of 
PUNISHMENT. DAMAGE-INTERESTS HAVE NO PENAL CHARACTER; THEY ARE ONLY 

1 1 0 t » i p „ . p . 398* 1 1 1 MHD.. P* 4 0 6 . 1 l 2 i s i P . . p» 6 9 . 
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A WEANS OR REVIEWING THE PAST IN ORDER TO REINSTATE IT, A© FAR AS , 
POSSIBLE, TO ITS NORMAL FORM.»'3 

FFCAOEFUL AMD BENEFICIAL RELATIONS AMONO THE VARIOUS FUNCTIONING PARTS Of 

A SPECIALIZED LABOR FORCG ARE POSSIBLE ONLY IF THERE EXISTS A FRAMEWORK 

OF LAW® TO REGULATE THE REL.ATIONS* IN THE ABSENCE OF RESULATTON THE 

DIVISION (ST LABOR MAY BECOME ANOMIC, IN WHICH CASE SOLIDARITY CEASES TO 

EXIST. EXAMPLES o r THIS KINO o r SITUATION INCLUDE CLASS CONFLICT AND 

INDUSTRIAL CRISES, BUT DURKHEIW REGARDS THESE AS ABNORMALITI£S RESULT IN® 

FROM A LACK OF REGULATION OT THE RELATION* BETWEEN PRODUCTION AND CON-

SUMPTION AND o r THE RELATIONS BETWEEN MANAGEMENT AND LABOR* ORDINARILY 

THE GREATER THE DIVISION OF LABOR BECOMES, THE SWEATER WILL ®S THE DEGREE 

OF INTERDEPENDENCE AND SOLIDARITY.*** 

DORKHEIM STATES THAT THE HISTORICAL TREND IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

SOCIETIES is FROM MECHANICAL SOLIDARITY TO ORGANIC SOLIDARITY F M I M 

REASON THAT THE DIVISION OF LABOR HAS CONSTANTLY ASSUMED GREATER IMPOR-

TANCE. HE DISAGREES, HOWEVER, WITH THE UTILITARIANS AS TO THE CAUSES FOR 

THE INCREASE OF DIFFERENT IATION AND THE RESULTING SAINS IN ECONOMIC PRO-

DUCTIVITY* THEY HAD ASSUMED THAT THE DIVISION OF LABOR RESULTED VERY 

SIMPLY FROM THE CONSCIOUS DESIRES OF INDIVIDUALS TO INCREASE THEIR HAP-

PINESS BY PROVIDING A HIGHER STANDARD OF LIVING. DURKHEIM MAINTAINS THAT 

THIS SUPPOSES THAT MAN REALLY DOES BECOME HAPPIER WITH AN INCREASE IN THE 

DIVISION OF LABOR, BUT ACTUALLY, NOTHING IS LESS CERTAIN. HAPPINESS IS 

A RELATIVE THINO, FOR HUMAN BEINGS HAVE ONLY A LIMITED AND MODERATE CAPA-

CITY TO ENUOY ECONOMIC GOOU6* SOCIAL HEALTH, WHICH IS INTIMATELY CONNECTED 

WITH HAPPINESS, IS IMPERILED BY EXCESSES OF EVERY SORT, ANO AN OVERABUNDANCE 

113|BID*. P. 111. m i B i P * , P* 111 gT PASSIM. 
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OF MATERIAL 60003 MAY NOT RESULT IN HAPPINESS. GREAT SOCIAL CHANSES 

* 0 U L C INVOLVED WHlOH «fO«LB DISRUPT SETTLED WASH'S, ©RFATTTMS IN THE 

PROCESS MUCH SUFFERING.^? FURTHERMORE» TW® PERSON WHO LIVES IN A Pftlttl-

T*¥€ SOCIETY CffSTAINLY FTFGMS TO «« AT M A W At THE PERSON W © LIVES 1H 

CIVILIZED SOCIETY. LI# FACT, IN 80MG RESPECTS ME II PRO8A0LY HAPPIER, 

AS I® INBfGATES 0* THE MUCH HIGHER INCJOHNCC OF NEUROSIS AND fttflfltDgs 

IN CIVILIZED 80CIETY THAN IM PRIMITIVE SOCIETY**1** HAVING DISPOSED OF 

™ s F»*CHOLO«lSTIC THEORY OF TME DEVELOPMENT OF THE DIVISION OF LABOR 

TO MIS SATISFACTION, DURKKCIM TURNS TO AN EXPLANATION WHICH IS BASED ON 

©MANOES IN THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE, WHICH IN TURN DEVELOP BECAUSE OF CHANGES 

IN TME "MATERIAL AND MORAL DENSITY* OF THE POPULATION* POPULATION TENDS 

TO INCREASE NATURALLY AN 13 THIS BRINGS ABOUT Ml INCREASING AMOUNT OF 

COMPETITION AMONG THE PERSONS OF A SOCIETY* T>»£Y ARE FORCED TO SPCOIALIZf 

IN ORDER TO SURVIVE* THUS DURKNEIM FORMULATES THE FOLLOWING PROPOSITIONS 

TkS. DIVISION OF LABOR VARIES IN DIRECT RATIO WITH THE VOLUME AND 

DENSITY OF SOCIETIES, AND, IF IT PROGRESSES IN A CONTINUOUS MANNER 
IN THC COURSE OF SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT, IT IS BECAUSE SOCIETIES BECOME 
REGULARLY DENSER AND GENERALLY MORE VOLUMINOUS* ' 

CRITICIAM.«*-ALTNO>IAH HE NEVER DISCUSSES IT EXPLICITLY, DURKHCIM 

IMPLIES THAT HE IS USING IDCAL TYPES OR NORMAL CONCEPTS IN HIS ANALYSIS 

OF SOCIAL SOLIDARITY* THUS, "EVEN AS THE SOLIDARITIES DEVELOP IN INVERSE 

RATIO TO EACH OTHER, OF THE TWO CORRESPONDING SOCIAL TYPES, ONE REGRESSES 

W I L E THE OTHER PROGRESSES, AND THE LATTER IS THAT FIXED BY THE DTVISION 

OF LA80R.*^® HIS LACK OF FULL AWARENESS OF THE METHOD, HOWEVER, LEADS 

TO AN INCONSISTENT U8C OF THE TYPOLOGY* FN SOUS CASES HE EVEN SEEMS TO 

«»• 233-23*» m * 1l6l»io.* PP. 246-3*?. 

LIY>SID** P. 262* 11^T»|P*» P* 19B* 
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MISUNDERSTAND THE NATURE OF IDEAL TYPES, EVEN THOUGH HI II FAMILIAR WITH 

TONNIES1 DISCUSSION OR NORMAL CONCEPTS. FUN EXAMPLE, HE MAKES THE FOL-

LOW ING STATEMENT TN HIS DISOU3SION Of A SOCIETY CHARACTERIZED BY COMPLETE 

MEGHANICAL SOLIDARITYI 

IT t a Titus THAT WE HAVE HOT YET, IN ANT COMPLETELY AUTHENTIC 
FASHION, ®»8f«*EB SOCIETIES WHICH, IN ALL RESPECTS, COMPLIED WITH 
THIS DEFINITION# WHAT 6IVES US THE RISHT TO POSTULATE THEIR 
EXISTENCE, HOWEVER, IS THAT LOWER SOCIETIES, THOSE WHICH AftE MOST 
CLOSELY AKIN TO PRIMITIVITY, AWE FORMED #Y A SIMPLE REPETITION ©f 
ASSRESATES OF THIS KIN»*"9 

FROM THIS STATEMENT IT SEEMS THAT DURKHEIM THINKS THAT IT t s NECESSARY 

ran THE EXTREME TYPIS IN THE TYPOLOGY TO CORRESPOND WITH ACTUALLY EXISTING 

ENTITIES, WETHER OR HOT THEY HAVE YET SEEK FOUND* T«F»F IS ALSO A MINT 

OF THE COMPARATIVE METHOD WHEREBY SOCIAL ORIGINS ARE SEDUCED FROM AN 

ANALYSIS OF PRESENT-BAY PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES* 

BWUCNKIIIT UNLIKE THE MAJORITY OF THG OTHER THEORISTS WHO HAVE WRIT-

TEN ASOUT DlCMQTOMQUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE* CANNOT HE ACCUSED OF 8EIM® 

BIASED III FAVOR OF THE TYPE OF SOCIAL RELATIONS WHICH PREVAILS III 

PRIMITIVE OR FOLK SOCIETIES. G® THE CONTRARY, HE SLFIMS TO BE BIASED IN 

THE OTHER DIRECTION, THAT IS# IN FAVOR OF THE TYPE Of" SOCIAL RELATIONS IN 

MODERN INDUSTRIAL CIVILIZATION. UNLIKE TOMMIES, DURKHEIM CENTERS HIS 

DISCUSSION NOT OPON CAPITALISM SWT UPON THE DIVISION OF LASOFT, AND THIS 

MAY ACCOUNT FOR HIS MORE FAVORABLE OUTLOOK ON INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY* H£ 

DISCOUNTS ETHICAL JUDGMENTS AS TO THE VALUE OF MECHAMFCAL SOLIDARITY AS 

OPPOSE# TO ORGANIC SOLIDARITY IN THE FOLLOWING TERMS* 

ACCORDINGLY, THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR CHOOSING BETWEEN THEM ONCE 
FOR ALL NOR OF CONDEMNINS ONE IN THE NAME OF THE OTHER* HWAY IS 
NECESSARY IS TO 61*6 EACH, AT EACH MOMENT IN HISTORY, THE PLACE 
THAT IS FITTING TO IT*'20 

"9LB.O.. P. 174. 12DJ"i£-. M-. 397-398. 
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8PITE Of THIS APPEAL TO OBJECTIVITY, HOWEVER, DURKHEIM MAKES If YSRV 

CLEAR W A T HE REG ARBS THE INCREASE IN THE DIVISION Of LABOR AMD ORGANIC 

SOLIDARITY AS HlttHLY DESIRABLE. IT 18 ONLY THROUGH THE DEVELOPMENT Of 

ORSANIO SOLIDARITY THAT INDIVIDUALITY CAN C9MI INTO BEING, AND THE INHI-

VIDUAL PERSONALITY WILL HgACH ITS FULL fLOWSRING ONLY WHEN EACH PERSON 

CONCENTRATES UPON Hl» SPECIALIZED TASKS. SlNSE DURKHEIM VALUE* INDI-

VIDUALITY AND PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT, HE IS MAR© PRESSES TO MAINTAIN AN 

&sbmcnm AND VALUE-fRCE APPROACH, HIS ATTITUDE TOWARD MODERN INDUSTRIAL 

SOCIETY 18 SO OPTIMISTIC THAT HE REGARDS THOSE CASES IN WHIOH SOLIDARITY 

BOESN*T EXIST--CLASS CONFLICT, BUSINESS CRISES, 3® FORTH—AS ABNOR-

MALITIES RATHER THAN AS THE RESULTS Of THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE ITSELF.*2* 

DtflWieiJyi I© CORRECT IN ATTACKING THE RATIONALISTIC EXPLANATIONS Of 

THE UTILITARIANS FOR THE ©ROWTH Of THE DIVISION Of LABOR, BUT HIS OWN • 

ARSUMENT AGAINST THEM IS VERY WEAK. HfS CENTRAL POINT 18 THAT THE SEEK IN® ! 

Of HAPPINESS HAS NOT BROUGHT ABOUT THE DIVISION Of LABOR, FOR MAN TODAY ! 

IS NO HAPPIER THAN Mg WAS IN PRIMITIVE SOCIETY. TfelS IS OBVIOUSLY A 

FLAGRANT NgN SEOUITUR. fOR fAILURE TO REACH A OOAL CANNOT 0S^TAKEN^AS 

EVIDENCE THAT EFFORTS TOWARD THAT GOAL HAVE BEEN LACKING*/ HIS CONCEPTION 

Of HUMAN NATURE IN |lE LA DIVISION W TRAVAIL SOCIAL A® STATIC AND EASILY 

SATISFIED IN ITS DESIRES IS ALSO IN DIRECT CONTRAST TO HIS LATER CON-

CEPTION Of HUMAN MATURE IN LE SUICIDE AS 1MSA?tABLE IN ITS DESIRES.*22 

^SOROKIN, WHO VIEWS THE DEVELOPMENT Of MODERN CIVILIZATION WITH 
SOME DISTASTE, PARTICULARLY OBJECTS TO DURKHEiM*S OPTIMISMS "HIS CLAIM 
THAT A GREAT DIVISION Of LABOR RESULTS IN AN INCREASE OF FREEDOM, INDE-
PENDENCE, SOLIDARITY, HEARTY COOPERATION, UNVARtABLE MENTAL PROORCSS, 
AND SO ON, IS MORE THAN QUESTIONABLE. . . . " (SOROKIM, JgP. CIT.» P* 479*) 

1 2 2S«E EMILE DURKMEIII. SUIcipct h STUDY IN SOCIOLOGY, TRANSLATES BY 
iJOKN A. SPAULDING MID GEORGE SIMPSON. 



n 

IN DEVELOPING HIS om EXPLANATION FOR THE GROWTH CM* THE DIVISION OF LABOR, 

DURKNEIM IS RIGHT IN LOOKING FOR THE CAUSE IN THE REALM OF THE 8061 AT 

RATHER THAR IN THE REALM OF THE INDIVIDUAL, 8UT AGAIN HIS SPECIFIC 

EXPLANATION IS UN9ATIBFAGTORV• IN THE FIRST PLACE, THERE IS 140 UNIVERSAL 

TENDENCY FOR POPULATION TO GROW, AMD MOST PRIMITIVE GROUPS, THROUGH THE 

USE Of ABORTION, INFANTICIDE, AND OTHER DEVICES, MAINTAIN A STABLE POPU-

LATION. THE S H E OF THE POPULATION IS DETERMINED ST A GREAT MANV CULTURAL 

FACTORS, NOT ALL OF WHICH TEND TOWARD A POPULATION INORCASE*^^ DURKMELM 

IGNORES THE P0SSI8LE ALTERNATIVES TO THE DIVISION OF LABOR EVEN IN THOSE 

CASES M E R E POPULATION DOES GROW* EMIGRATION OR WAR MIGHT SE USED, FOR 

INSTANCE. SINCE THERE ARE SEVERAL ALTERNATIVES, THE CHOIOE OF THE DIVI-

SION ©F LABOR 18 NOT AUTOMAT 10. DURKHGLM I® THUS BACKED INTO THE SAME 

SORT OF TELEOLOGICAL POSITION FOR WHICH HE CRITICIZED THE UTILITARIANS* 

DIVISION OF LABOR IS SELECTED AS A PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE TO OTHER METHODS 

OF MEETING THE PROBLEM OF OVERPOPULATION.^^ gHAT DURKHEIM FAILS TO 

R160GNIZE IS THAT POPULATION INCREASES BECAUSE OF THE »LVISION OF LABOR 

AND NOT THE REVERSE. 

FINALLY, OURKNEIM*S BELIEF THAT CRIMINAL LA* CHARACTERIZES PRIMI-

TIVE SOCIETIES IN CONTRAST TO THE RESTITUTIVE LAW OF MOBSRN SOCIETIES 

APPEARS TO BE CONTRARY TO THE EVIDENCE GATHERED BY ANTHROPOLOGISTS. 

SUTHERLAND POINTS OUT THAT THE PRACTICES OF PRIMITIVE PEOPLES INVOLVE 

RESTITUTION RATHER THAN PUNISHMENT FOR OFFENCES* "IN THESE PRIMITIVE 

1 23GG G BARREN S. THOMPSON, M M L A T I O N PROBLEMS. THIRD EDITION, AND 
A. M» CARR-SAUNBERS, THE POPULATION I^OBLEM FOR A aiseossioN OF THE MAN* 

FACTORS INVOLVED IN POPULATION GROWTH. 

"^%MILE 8EMOIT-9MULLTAW, "TWE SOCIOLOGISM OF CMILE PURKHEIM AND HIS 
SCHOOL,* AN INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGY, EDITED a * HARRY 
ELMER BARNES, P. 530. SEE ALSO BARNES AND BECKER, of. £££•» PP. 833-834. 
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fiROUPS, TMfRCFORC, m FINO CERTAIN MOTIVES AN© ATTITUOK0 WAT PRECEDES 

PUNISHMENT BUT «KR£ WOT* IN THtXtffctVfcS, PUriISrtUfcNTI JDESlHg TO ANN HI IM 

LATE THE ENEMY OF THE SROUP, SACRIFICE TO APPEASE OA Fgtffi Off THE WRATH 

OF THE GODS, SOCIAL HY6IENE MEASURES TO RID THE COMMUNITY OF POLLUTION, 

SELF"REDRESS IN GASES Of PRIVATE INJURY, AM© SURPRISE AND «l830ST AT THE 

PERSON W O INJURED HIS 0#*N FAMILY*"1^ 

H* SUTHERLAND, ftUNStPLES Of CHIIIINOLOOT* FOURTH COITION, 
p» 332* 
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A M E R I C A SGCWTOAICAT* THEORISTS] 

YE PROCEEB ACCORDING TO LAWS, AND CERTAINLY »OUL» 
YE H I T THC MAM 

tr THE POSTULATE COULD BE ORANTFD, AMD I F THE COROLLARY 

mm tfm* 

GOETHE 

EARLY AMERICAN SOCIOLOGISTS 

INTHOPT>CTIOM.~TH£ EARLY AMERICAN SOCIOLOGISTS* WHOSE MOST IMPORTANT 

WORKS APPEARED AROUND THE TURN OF THE CENTURY, HECMH I ZED 0ICH0TQMOUS 

SOCIETAL TYPES, CHIEFLY 8£CAUSE Of THEIR CONCERN WITH THE PHOSLS« Of 

SOCIAL EVOLUTION* IN MOST OASES THE DISTINCTION WAS NOT MASK E X P L I C I T 

AND THC LACK OF SYSTEMATIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE TYPOLOGIES I S IN SHARP 

CONTRAST TO THE 1 0 6 A t TYPES U T f L I I E B S t TOMMIES, #£ f l£R» ANO DURKREIM# 

£ARLY AMERICAN SOCIOLOGY STEMMED PRIMARILY FROM SPENCER, COMTE, AND THE 

CONFLICT THEORISTS , AND T O N N I E S , DURKHEIM, ANO FTESER HAD COMPARATIVELY 

LITTLE INFLUENCE ON AMERICAN SOCIOLOGY UNTIL MUCH LATER* CONSEQUENTLY, 

THE TYPOLOGIE8 UEVELOPED BY U S T E R F . WARD ANO FRANKLIN H . GTDOINGS 

TENC TO REFLECT THE SPENCER MM ORCHOTOMY OF MILITARY ANO INDUSTRIAL 

S O C I E T I E S * I h E THEORY OF £ « A* B O S S , HOWEVER, TENDS TO BE DEVELOPED 

ALONG A SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT L I M E . 

LESTER F» J^RO«-M*WARO I S PARTICULARLY CONCERNED WITH SOCIAL EVOLU* 

T I O N , WHICH HE E L A T E S WITH PROGRESS* HE THEORIZES THAT THERE ARE THREE 

HEKERAL STACKS IN «A5I*B DEVELOPMENT, BUT SINCE THE SECOND STAGE I S MERELY 

do 
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TRANSITIONAL TO THE THIRD AMO HIGHEST STAGE, HI® SYSTEM TENDS TO REVOLVE 

AROUND DLCH0TOMOU8 TYPES OF SOCIAL GROUP®. WARD BELIEVES THAT MAM HAD A 

MOMOPHYLETIC ORIGIN AND THAT THE ORIGINAL TYPE OF HUMAN GROUPING WAS THE 

HORDE, A COMPLETELY HOMOGENEOUS AND UNDIFFERENTIATED UNIT*1 A* THE HORDE 

BECAME LARGER, HOWEVER, IT BROKE UP INTO NUMEROUS FAMILY AND KINSHIP 

CROUPS* AND THE NEW GROUPS SCATTERED* AFTER A LONG PERIOD OF SEPARATION 

FROM ONE ANOTHER, THE HORDES AND CLANS BEGAN TO DEVELOP DIFFERENT LANGUAGE8» 

DIFFERENT CUSTOMS, DIFFERENT CEREMONIES AND RELIGIOUS PRACTICE®# L« 

SPITE OF THE PROCESS OF DIFFERENT IATION BETWEEN TRIBES* THE TRIBE ITSELF 

REMAINED HOMOGENEOUS AND UNIFIED THROUGH THE SINGLE BOND OF KINSHIP*** 

THE PERIOD OF DIFFERENTIATION WAS CHARACTERIZED BY PEACE, FOR EACH TRIBE 

VA8 ABLE TO MIGRATE INTO AN ISOLATED AREA IN WHICH IT COOLS LIVE PEACE-

FULLY AMD COMFORTABLY* WITH THE PROLIFERATION OF TRIBES ISOLATION BECAME 

LESS POSSIBLE, AND WHENEVER TWO TRIBES CAME INTO CONTACT CONFLICT AND WAR 

RESULTED* WARD ENTHUSIASTICALLY AGREES WITH GUMPLOW!EZ AND RATZENHOFER 

THAT THE GENESIS OF SOCIETY^ HAS COME ABOUT THROUGH THE STRUGGLE AND 

CONFLICT OF SOCIAL GROUPS. THIS PROCESS IS DESCRIBED IN THE FOLLOWING 

QUOTATIONS 

THE FIRST STEP IN THE STRUGGLE OF RACES IS THAT OF CONQUEST OF ONE 
RACE BY ANOTHER» * * * SUCCESS IN CONQUERING WEAKER RACES. . • AND 
THE ART OF ORGANIZING ARMIES RECEIVED SPECIAL ATTENTION* SUOM 
ARMIES AT LENGTH USED TO MAKE WAR ON REMOTE RACES, WHO WERE THUS 
CONQUERED AND HELD UNDER MILITARY POWER# HERS THE CONQUERED WOULD 
SO GREATLY OUTNUMBER THE CONQUERING THAT EXTERMINATION WOULD BE 

* LESTER F. WARD, Pttm SOCIOLOGY, P. 200. WARD TAKES THE BELIEF OF 

THE PRIMACY OF THE HORDE FROM DURKHEIM AND OUMPLOWICZ* 

2JBID., P. 201. 

3WARD DOES NOT USE THE TERM "SOCIETY" TO DESCRIBE THE HORDE:, CLAN, 
OR TRIBE* "SOCIETY" IN THIS CASE IS EQUIVALENT TO CIVILIZATION. 
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IMPRACTICABLE* THE PRACTICE WAS THEN TO PRESERVE THE CONQUERED . 
RACE ALTO MAKE IT TRIBUTARY TO THE WEALTH OF THE CONQUERING RACE* 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF SLAVERY A3 A NECESSARY CONSEQUENCE Of WAR WAS THE 

FIRST STF#* III THE DEVELOPMENT OF A SOCIETY BASED SMS DIFFERENTIATION* 

GRADUALLY, HOWEVER, THE CASTE SYSTEM A W MILITARY SUBJUGATION GAVE WAY 

TO A LEGAL SYSTEM WISH DEFINED THE RIGHTS AMD DUTIES OF THE VARIOUS 

PEOPLE WITHIN THE SOCIETY* THUS THE SOCIAL CROUP WHICH WAS HIGHLY DIFFEREN-

TIATED IN ITS PARTS BECAME INTEGRATED, AND A RELATIVELY PEACEFUL INDUSTRIAL 

-SOCIETY BECAME POSSIBLES 

IT WAS THEREFORE IN MILITARISM THAT THE FOUNDATIONS OF INDUSTRIALISM 
WE** LAID IN SOCIAL ADAPTATION. TT*E«E SEEMS TO BE NO OTHER WAY 8Y 
WHICH MANKIND COULD HAVE BEEN PREPARED FOR AN INDUSTRIAL ERA.? 

G*T0ENCL OF THIS MAY SI SEEN IN THE FACT THAT THOSE PRIMITIVE TRIBES WHICH 

REMAINED ISOLATED AND PEACEFUL DID NOT PROGRESS* FOR • THE CONDITION 

OF PEACE IS A CONDITION OF SOCIAL 8TACNATION."^ 

SARD'S SOCIETAL TYPOLOGY IS SIMILAR TO SPENCER*S PARTICULARLY lit 

THE CASE OF *INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY.* SPENCEft's "MILITANT SOCIETY" ALSO 

CORRESPONDS TO AARD*S INTERMEDIATE AND TRANSITIONAL STAGE, BUT #AJTB*S 

CONCEPT OF THE ORIGINAL TYPE OF HUMAN GROUP IS MORE CLOSELY AKIN TO THE 

MECHANICALLY SOLIDARY GROUP DESCRIBED BY DuRKHfilM. LITTLE OF WARD'S 

CONCEPTION OF THE PROCESS WHEREBY SOCIETY EVOLVES HAS BEEN ACCEPTED III 

SUBSEQUENT ANTHROPOLOGICAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY. 

FRANKLIN H. GIDDINO».«—GIDUINGS. EVEN MORE THAN WARD, TAKES OVER THE 

CON CG PTI ON OF SOCIETAL TYPES FROM SPENCER. NATURAL OR MILITARY-RELIGIOUS 

SOCIETY IS THUS DESCRIBED AS *• • • A POPULATION THAT IS COMPOSE© OF 

+ISID.. PP* 204-20$. %!&»» «*• 2>5» 272. 

6»BIP*. P. 238. 
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LIKE-MINDED INDIVIDUALS W O KNOW AND ENJOY THEIR LIKE-MTNOEONESS, AND 

ARE THEREFORE ABLE TO WORK TOGETHER FOR COMMON ENDS.*? T«E PRINCIPLE 

o r "CONSCIOUSNESS o r KIND* IS THE ORGANIZING AND UNIFYING FORCE or NAT«» 

RAL SOCIETY, AMD COOPERATION SHOWS OUT OF THI8 FORMAL LlKIHUiNSeSNIM* 

Integral OR l t serai,-legal society, on THE OTHER HAND, i s composed of 

HIGHLY DIFFERENT IATEO GR0UP9 AND INDIVIDUALS, AND LIKE-MINDEQNE8* DOCS 

MOT DEVELOP SIMPLY FRO*I THE SIMILARITY OF ALL THE INDIVIDUALS. A CON-

SCIOUSNESS OF COMMON ENDS DEVELOPS, HOWEVER, @0 THAT A KIN© OF RATIONAL 

LIKE-fcUNDESNESS COMES INTO EXISTENCE TO HOLD THE ©ROUP TOGETHER. T«6 

INTEGRAL SOCIETY IS MASS UP OF MANY CONSTITUENT SOCIETIES, WHICH ARE 

ARTIFICIAL ORGANIZATIONS OF INDIVIDUALS WHO HAVE COME TOGETHER IN ORDER 

TO ACHIEVE COMMON ENDS* CXAMPLES OF CONSTITUENT SOCIETIES ARE A BUSINESS 

CORPORATION, A POLITICAL PARTY, A ©NOTCH, A SCIENTIFIC ASSOCIATION, AND 

A CLUB* THEY ALL EXIST EV VIRTUE OF A DIVISION OF LABOR AND CONSEQUENTLY 

ONE COULD NOT FUNCTION WITHOUT THE OTHERS IN AN INTEGRAL SOCIETY.^ 

GlDOINGS SPEAKS OF THE TREND AWAY FROM NATURAL SOCIETY TO INTEGRAL 

SOCIETY AS "THE HISTORY OF PROGRESS»B AND HE TRACES THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

LIBERAL-LEGAL SOCIETY IN WESTERN CIVILIZATION.? HE MESCRIBES THE CON-

TRIBUTIONS WHICH LIBERAL-LEGAL CIVILIZATION HAS MADE TO HUMAN WELL-BEING 

fN THE FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

FIRST, APPRECIATION OF THE VALUE OF AS MUCH UMLIKE-MINDEDMESS AS IS 
CONSISTENT WITH SOCIAL STABILITY! SECOND, THE GROWING SUPREMACY OF 
REASON OVER IMPULSE AND FORMALITY; THIRD, THE APPRECIATION OF 
CRITICISM! FOURTH, THE ESTASLtSHMENT OF INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM, OF 
LEGALITY, OF VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATION, AND OF FREEDOM OF CONTRACT{ AND 

F̂RANKLIN H. Gibbinqs. THE Elements of sociology, PP. 6 -7 . 
8Je»o. , PP. 7-8. %*»*» 299*300. 
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FIFTH, THE INTRODUCTION OF FLEXIBILITY, NOT INOONSISTENT WITH UNITY 
AND »TABILITY, IN THE SOCIAL CONSTITUTION*"3 

THE OPTIMISM OF BOTH WARD AND GlDDINGS IS PROBABLY AN EXTENSION Of THE 

GENERAL »I»T Of VIEW OF EVOLUTIONARY THOUGHT OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY 

WITH ITS FAITH IN PROGRESS* 8*#CH OF THE PESSIMISM OF THE TWENTIETH 

CENTURY, PARTICULARLY IN GERMAN THEORY, PROBABLY REPRESENTS A REACTION 

TO THE OPTIMI8M OF THE NINETEENTH* 

In HIS LATER mm QlDOINGS TENDED TO CLASSIFY SOCIETIES AS EITHER 

INSTINCTIVE OR RATIONAL* THE INSTINCTIVE GROUPS "* * * ARE HELD TOGETHER 

SY INSTINCT AMD NOT BY RATIONAL COMPREHENSION OF THE UTILITY OF ASSO* 

CIATION,#'* ONLY HERBS ©R FLOCKS OF ANIMALS CORRESPOND TO THE PURELY 

INSTINCTIVE GROUP, FOR IN ALL HUMAN SOCIETIES THERE IS SOME DEGREE OF 

RATIONAL COMPREHENSION OF THE UTILITY OF ASSOCIATION* THERE ARE MANY 

GRADATIONS, HOWEVER, AMD GIDOINGS DISTINGUISHES AT LEAST EIGHT BASIC 

TYPES OF SOSfET? W*f5H EXTEND ALONG THE INSTINCTIVE-RATIONAL CONTINUUM* 

Two OF THESE TYPES SEAR A STRIKING RESEMBLANCE TO THE GEMEINSCHAFT AND 

***£ Sesellschaft described by Tonnies* THE first is THE "SYMPATHETIC 

SOCIETY*! 

There is a homogeneous community of blood-relatives, composed of 
INDIVIDUALS THAT FROM INFANCY HAVE BEEN EXPOSED TO A COMMON ENVIRON-
MENT AND TO LIKE CIRCUMSTANCES, AMD WHO* THEREFORE, BY HEREDITY AND 
EXPERIENCE ARE ALIKE* ALWAYS CONSCIOUS OF THEMSELVES AS KINDRED, 
THEIR CHIEF SOCIAL BOND IS SYMPATHY^ 

Ifcl SECOND TYPE IS TNI "CONTRACTUAL SOCIETY** 

10I»ID*. P. 3 d . 

'VRAMCLIN H* GlDOINGS, Cl VILI ZATION AND SOCIETY. P, 10* 

P* 11* 
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SOCIETY o r TYPE i s DELIBERATELY CREATED BY AOREEMCNT• THE 
UTILITY OF ASSOCIATION HAS 8T£M PERCEIVED, AND A COMPACT OF COOPERA-
TIQN 1$ ENTERED INTO FOR THE PROMOTION Of THE GENERAL WELFARE* » • * 
THE SOCIAL SONS IS A COVENANT OK CONTRACT*" 

£* A* BOSS*--THE TYPOLOSY OEVELQPEB BY ROSS CORRESPONDS VERY CLOSELY 

TO TONNIES* GEMEINSBHAFT AND GTSSELLSCHAFT« ROSS ADMITS THE SIMILARITY* 

BUT HE STATES THAT ME HAD WORKED OUT HIS OWN SYSTEM LONG BEFORE HE 

SESAME ACQUAINTED WITH TONNIES* WORK J 4 THE DISTINCTION WHICH ROSS MAKES 

18 THAT BETWEEN COMMUNITY AND SOCIETY* THE FORMER C0M3IST1HS OF »LIVI«@ 

TISSUE® AND THE LATTER OF "STRUCTURES HELD TOGETHER BY RIVETS AND SCREWS. 

THE SHARP DIFFERENCE SITWEEN THE TWO MAY SE SEEN IN THE TYPE OF SOCIAL 

ORDER IN EACH CAM* 

TN THE COMMUNITY THE SECRET OF ORDER IS NOT SO MUCH CONTROL AS 
CONCORD* SO FAR AS COMMUNITY EXTENDS PEOPLE KEEP THEMSELVES III 
ORDER/'AND THERE IS NO NEED TO PUT THEM UNDER THE YOKE OF AN ELABO-
RATE DISCIPLINE* THE LIVELY SENSE OF A COMMON LIFE ENABLES MATES* 
KINSFOLK* NEI6HS0RS* AND COMRADES TO LOWE AND UNDERSTAND ONE ANOTHER* 
TO YIELD TO ONE ANOTHER* AND TO OBSERVE THOSE FORBEARANCES AND «OOD 
OFFICES THAT MAKE ASSOCIATE LIFE A SUCCESS. (N |T*CH A CASE THE ©ROUP 
DOES NOT MAKE THE TIES} THE TIES MAKE THE CROUP.'® 

WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIETY* HOWEVER* THE COMMON LIFE DISAPPEARS, AND 

PERSONS NO LONGER FEEL THEMSELVES BOUND TOGETHER* 

• . • THESE NATURAL BONDS* THAT SERE MANY AND FIRM WHEN THE RURAL 
NEIGHBORHOOD OR THE VILLAGE COMMUNITY WAS THE TYPE OF AGOREOATION* 
NO LONGER BIND MEN AS THEY MUST SE SOUND IN THE HUCE AND COMPLEX 
AGGREGATES OF TODAY* • . • FOR THE INTIMACY OF THE COUNTRYSIDE THE 
CITY OTTERS ONLY A "MULTITUDINOUS DESOLATION*** • * THE. POWER OF 
MONEY RENDS THE COMMUNITY INTO CLASSES INCAPABLE Of FEELIN® KEENLY 

13 IBID.. P* 13* 

**£DWARD ALSWORTH ROSS, SOCIAL CONTROL, P. 432. 

*5IBIP« ROSS' TERMS ARE SIMILAR TO MACJVEB*®* BUT THERE ARE IMPORTANT 
DIFFERENCES IN MEANING AND SHOULD NOT 8E CONFUSED* SEE THE DISCUSSION 
OF MACIYER BELOW. 

16|BIP«, PP. 432-433. 
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WITH ONE ANOTHER. EVEN WHILE WE ARE WELDING IT, THE SOOIAL MASS 
LAMINATES* EVERYWHERE WE SEE THE MARCH OF DIFFERENTIATION* EVERY-
WHERE Wf SEE THE LOOAL GROUP—THE PARISH, CGMIUNg, NEIGHBORHOOD, ©ft 
VfLLAOE—OCAAVIN6, OR ELSE DEVELOPING BEYOND THE POINT Of REAL 
COMMUNITY.' 

IN SOCIETY, THEN# MAN IS DEPENDENT UPON ARTIFICIAL AGENCIES OF CONTROLj 

SUCH AS LAW# ROSS SAYS THAT ONE "• • • MAY SHUDDER AT THE THOUGHT OF 

MODERN SOCIETY PRECARIOUSLY REARING ITS HUGE BULK ABOVE THE DEVOURING 

WAVE® OF SELFISHNESS LIKE A VENICE 80ILT ON PILES," BUT, AFTER ALL, 

"• • • IT 18 PERHAPS MO WORSE THAN MAN*8 DEPENDING UPON CULTIVATED INSTEAD 

OF WILD FRUITS# « * 

FROM THE PASSAGES WHICH HAVE ALREADY SEEN QUOTED IT IS EVIDENT THAT 

Boss DOES MOT WELCOME THE DECAY OF COMMUNITY AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF 

SOCIETY, AND ME DISPLAYS THE SAME KIND OF NOSTALGIA FOR THE PAST THAT IS 

PRESENT IN TONNIES* WORK* EVEN MORE STRIKING IN THIS RESPECT IS THE 

FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

SOMETHING OF THE MOURNFULNESS AND EVEN DISGUST WITH WHICH WE LOOK 
UPON THE SHRIVELLING OF THE FEMALE BREAST WITH THE ADVENT OF THE 
PATENT BABY-FOOD, THE DECAY OF THE TEETH WITH THE PERFECTING OF 
DENTISTRY, THE DEGENERATION OF THE EYE WITH THE IMPROVEMENT OF 
SPECTACLES, AND THE DERMAL DECADENCE THAT FOLLOWS IN THE TRAIN OF 
SCIENTIFIC CLOTHING,—SOMETHING OF THIS SEIZES US WHEN WE CONTEM-
PLATE THE GREAT AGENCIES OF LAW, FTLBLIC OPINION, EDUCATION, RELIGION, 
AND LITERATURE SPEEDED TO THEIR UTMOST IN ORDER TO FIT IGNOBLE 
AND PALTRY NATURES TO BEAR THE MORAL STRAINS OF OUR CIVILIZATION, 
AND PERHAPS BY THE VERY SUCCESS OF THEIR WORK CANCELLING THE NATURAL 
ADVANTAGE OF THE NOBLE OVER THE BASE, AND THEREBY SLOWING UP THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE MOST SPLENDID QUALITIES OF HUMAN NATURE.'9 

TFCLS ATTITUDE IS IN MARKED CONTRAST TO THE OPTIMISM OF #ARB AND (SIDDINGS 

WHO, LIKE SPENCER AND COMTE, REGARDED THE DEVELOPMENT OF MODERN INDUS-

TRIAL CIVILIZATION AS UNMITIGATED PROGRESS. R3SSIBLY THE REASON FOR THE 

DIFFERENCE IN ATTITUDE IS THAT ROSS FOCUSES UPON MODERN CAPITALISM AS 

4 & * 181P)D«» * & * 19JT&!2»» *• *37 • 



THE RESULT OF INDUSTRIALIZATION AND JOINTS OUT THE EV IL# BHICH ARC INHERENT 

IN THE CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY. IFARO AND GLDDINGB, ON THE OTHER HAND, CON-

CENTRATE ATTENTION ON INDUSTRIALISM AS 80CH AND FA* VERY L I T T L E ATTENTION 

TO THE PARTICULAR CAPITALISTIC PATTERNING8 OF INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY. «MSR€ 

Ross SEES MORAL DECADENCE, WARD AND QLDOINGS SEE INCREASING RATIONALITY 

AND HUMAN FREEDOM. 

CHARLES BORTON COOLEY AND ASSOCIATES# 

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY GROUPS 

tNTRODUCTION«»«CHAWLES HORTON COOLEY I S USUALLY CONSIDERED TO SE 

ONE o r THE "FOUNDING FATHERS* OF THE AMERICAN BRANCH OF SOCIOLOGY ALONG 

WITH $ARD, GLDOINGS, AND ROSS, BUT H I S INFLUENCE ON PRESENT-DAY SOCIOLOGY 

FAR EXCEEDS THAT OF THE OTHERS* COOLEY I S NOTED PRIMARILY FOR H I S GONOCPT 

OF THE PRIMARY GROUP, WHICH SEARS A VERY CLOSE RESEMBLANCE TO TONNIES* 

GEMSINSCHAFT. COOLEY HIMSELF D ID NOT DEVELOP THE COMPLEMENTARY CONCEPT 

Of THE SECONDARY GROUP, BUT H I S ASSOCIATES, ROBERT C . ANGELL AND LOWELL 

U . CAHR, SYSTEMATIZED COOLEYRS THEORY AND ADDED THE SECONDARY GROUP CON-

CEPT AFTER COOLEY*S D E A T H . 2 0 THE PRIMARY GROUP-SECONDARY GROUP DICHOTOMY 

I S SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT FROM THE DICHOTOMIES OF SOCIETAL TYPES , SUCH AS 

THOSE DEVELOPED BY TONNIES AND ROSS, IN THAT I T I S CONCERNED WITH 

CONSTITUENT GROUPS OF A LARGER SOCIETY. SINCE SOCIETY MAY BE CHARACTERIZED, 

ON THE ONE HAND, BY "PRIMARY-L IKE* RELATIONS, OR, ON THE OTHER HAND, BY 

*SECONDARY-LIKE* RELATIONS, THE PRIMARY GROUP-SECONDARY GROUP DICHOTOMY 

I S ACTUALLY CLOSELY AKIN TO THE GEMEINSCHAFT^SELILAOHAFT DICHOTOMY. 

THE PRIMARY GROUP.—COOLEY DEFINES THE PRIMARY GROUP AS AN ORGANIZATION 

20$KE CHARLES MORTON COOLEY, ROBERT C . ANGELL, AND LOWELL J . C A R * , 
INTRODUCTORY SOCIOLOGY. 
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Of FROM TWO TO FffTY OR SIXTY PERSONS WHICH IS CHARACTERI2ED SY INTIMATE 

FACE-TO-FACE CONTACT AND A FU8I0N OF PERSONALITIESt 

FL? PRIMARY GROUPS I MEAN THOSE CHARACTER! ZED 8Y INTIMATE FACE*" 
TO-TAOE ASSOCIATION AND COOPERATION. THE* AR£ PRIMARY IN SEVERAL 
SENSES* BUT CHIEFLY IN THAT THEY ARE FUNDAMENTAL IN FORMING THE 
SOCIAL NATURE A«B IDEALS OF THE INDIVIDUAL. T«1 RESULT OF INTIMATE 
ASSOCIATION, PSYCHOLOGICALLY, IS A CERTAIN FUSION OF INDIVIDUALITIES 
IN A GOMMQN WHOLE* SO THAT ONE*S VERY SELF, FOR MANY PURPOSES AT 
LEAST, IS THE COMMON LIFE AND PURPOSE OF THE GROUP# 

HI THIN THE PRIMARY GROUP A BONO OF SYMPATHY AND MUTUAL IDENTIFICATION 

EXISTS, FOR WHICH THE NATURAL EXPRESSION IS "WE." THU8, "ONE LIVES IN 

THE FEELING OF THE WHOLE AMD FINDS THE CHIEF AIMS OF HIS WILL IN THAT 

FEELING,"22 THERE ARE THREE TYPES OF PRIMARY GROUPS WHICH ARE BY FAR 

THE MOST IMPORTANT. THE FIRST OF THESE I# THE FAMILY GROUP, WHICH 18 

MORE OR LESS THE PROTOTYPE FOR ALL KINDS OF MORAL UNITY. THE MEMBERS OF 

THE FAMILY ARE MERGED INTO A WHOLE, WITH EACH PERSON PART ICI PATING 

ACCORDING TO THE EXPECTATIONS FOR HIS AGE AND SEX. THE COMPONENT MEMBERS 

LIVE IN "IMAGINATIVE CONTACT" WITH EACH OTHER, AND EACH PERSON FINDS IN 

THE OTHER MEMBERS OF THE GROUP THE DWELLING-PLACE OF HIS SOCIAL SELF, 

HIS AFFECTIONS, HIS AMBITIONS, HIS RESENTMENTS, AND HIS STANDARDS OF 

RIGHT ANU WRONG.23 |N THE FAMILY "WITHOUT UNIFORMITY, THERE IS YET UNITY, 

A FREE, PLEASANT, WHOLESOME, FRUITFUL, COMMON LIFE.*^ T«E 8EOOHO 

^CHARLES HORTO* COOLET, SOCIAL ORGANIZATION, P. 23» 

^ISJYS* 
.whwiixtwiMDi'. 

23SEE CHARLES HORTON COOLEY, HUMAN JSS J M M S M K 
COOLEV'S THEORY OF THE SOCIAL NATURE OF THE SELF. BRIEFLY, A SELF-IDEA 
INVOLVES FIRST, A PERSON'S IMAGINATION OF ML® APPEARANCE TO OTHERS? SECOND 
HIS IMAGINATION ©F THE OTHER PERSON*S JUDGMENT OF THAT APPEARANCE! AND 
THIRD, SOME SFLF<*FE£LING# SUCH AS PR I IS OR SHAME. SINCE THE FAMILY IS 
THE ORIGINAL GROUP WITH WHICH A CHILD COMES INTO CONTACT, THE DEVELOPMENT 
OF THE SELF IS INTIMATELY TIED UP WITH FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS. 

^ O O L E Y , SOCIAL ORGANIZATION. P. 34. 
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IMPORTANT TYPE OF PRIMARY GROUP IS THE PLAY-BROUP OF CHILDREN, HERE AGAIN 

13 A UNIFIED GROUP I N WHICH, IN SOME CASES, A PERSON*8 SYMPATHY, AMBITION, 

AND HONOR ARE ENGAGES EVEN MORE THAN IN THE FAMILY* COOLEV REFERS 

THROUGHOUT THE BOOK ON SOCIAL ORGANIZATION TO GANGS OF ADOLESCENT B0Y8 

AND THE HIGH DEGREE OF LOYALTY TO THE GROUP THAT THESE BOYS FEEL* ?ME 

PLAY—GROUP*S UNITY I S NOT BASED MERELY UPON LOVE AN© HARMONY, HOWEVER, 

FOR IT I S DIFFERENTIATED AND USUALLY COMPETITIVE UNITY WHICH PERMITS 

SELF-ASSERTION AND APPROPRIATES PASSIONS, BUT 

* * • THESE PASSION® ARE SOCIALIZED 8Y SYMPATHY, AND GOME, OR TENS 
TO COME, UNDER THE DISCIPLINE OF A COMMON SPIRIT* THE INDIVIDUAL 
WILL 8E AMBITlOttS, BUT THE CHIEF OBJECT OF HIS AMBITION WILL BE SOME 
DESIRED PLACE IN THE THOUGHT OF THE OTHERS, AND HE WILL FEEL ALLE-
GIANCE TO COMMON STANDARDS OF SERVICE AMD FAIR PLAY# SO T»FI BOY WILL 
DISPUTE WITH H IS FELLOWS A PLACE ON THE TEAM, BUT ASggE SUCH DISPUTES 
• I L L PLACE THE COMMON GLORY OF HIS CLASS AND SCHOOL*2 ' 

THE THIRD IMPORTANT TYPE OF PRIMARY GROUP I S THE MEJGHBOWHQOB GROUP OR 

COMMUNITY OF ELDERS* HISTORICALLY RESIDENCE IN CLOSE PHYSICAL PROXIMITY 

MAS RESULTED IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF A BOND OF SYMPATHY AMONG THE NEIGHBORS. 

IN THE MIDDLE AGES, FOR EXAMPLE, THE VILLAGE COMMUNITY WAS THE CHIEF 

SPHERE Of SYMPATHY AND MUTUAL AID* |T 18 ONLY WITH THE RISE OF INDUSTRIAL 

CIT IES IN MODERN TIMES THAT THE ROLE OT THE NEIGHBORHOOD GROUP IS DECLINING 

IN INFLUENCE.2** TFCE FAMILY, PLAY, AND NEIGHBORHOOD GROUPS ARE BY NO 

MEANS THE ONLY PRIMARY GROUPS, HOWEVER* THEY ARE SIMPLY THE MOST INFLUENTIAL, 

SINGE THEY ARE THE ASCENDANT GROUPS IN THE L IFE OF THE CHILD, WHOSE PER-

SONALITY I S BEING FORMED# PRIMARY GROUPS MAY SPRING INTO EXISTENCE 

WHENEVER THERE I S COMMON INTEREST AND CONGENIALITY AMONG SEVERAL PEOPLE. 

IN AMERICAN SOCIETY, FOR EXAMPLE, PEOPLE READILY FORM CLUBS AND FRATER-

N IT IES WHICH MAY GIVE RISE TO REAL INTIMACY* "FLFHTRE THERE 18 A L ITTLE 

25JJBID*, PP» 33-S4-* « * • 25-^26* 
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COMMOW INTEREST AMD ACTIVITY, KINDNESS GR0V8 LIKE WEEDS BY THE ROADSIDE."^ 

OWE o r COOLEY*S PRINCIPAL POINT® I « THAT HUMAN NATURE I S NOT SOME* 

THING WHICH | $ PRE- on SUPKA-SOCIAL. FT I S RATHER A PRODUCT OF THE 

PRIMARY GROUP, FOR HUMAN NATURE " • * . IS DEVELOPED AND EXPRE8SEU IN 

THOSE SIMPLE, FACE-TO-FACE GROUPS THAT ARE SOMEWHAT ALIKE IN AIL 80CIETIE8J 

GROUPS OR THE FAMILY* THE PLAYGROUND, AND THE NEIGHBORHOOD. 
* 2 8 THIS 

CONCEPTION SIFTERS SHARPLY FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF TONNIES, WHO BELIEVED 

THAT fejEtNSCHAFT 18 BASED UPON NATURAL W I U . , THE INSTINCTIVE LIKING OF 

BIOLOGICALLY RELATED INDIVIDUALS* COOLGV REVERSES THE PROPOSITION IN 

EFFECT, FOR HE BELIEVES THAT HUMAN INSTINCT IS NOT OF GREAT IMPORTANCE 

M O THAT MAN DOES MOT HAVE HUMAN NATURE AT BIRTH. SINCE HUMAN NATURE I S 

A PRODUCT OF THE PRIMARY GROUP, COOLEY ARGUE8, IT NATURALLY REFLECTS 

THE IDEALS OF THE PRIMARY CROUP. HUMAN NATURE . • MEANS, PARTICULARLY, 

BY-PATHY AND THE INNUMERABLE SENTIMENTS INTO WHICH SYMPATHY ENTERS, SUCH 

AS LOVS, RESENTMENT , AMBITION, VANITY, HERO-WORSHIP, AND THE FEEL IKG OF 

SOCIAL RIGHT AND WRONG.*^9 BECAUSE PRIMARY GROUPS SUCH AS THE FAMILY EXIST 

UNIVERSALLY IN ALL GROUPS AND IN ALL HISTORICAL PERIODS, HUMAN NATURE 

IS A COMPARATIVELY 3T BLE ELEMENT OF 80CIETY" "ALWAYS AND EVERYWHERE 

MEN SEEK HONOR AND DREAD RIDICULE, DEFER TO PUBLIC OPINION, CHERISH THEIR 

GOODS AND THEIR CHILDREN, AND ADMIRE COURAGE, GENEROSITY, AND SUCCESS#*3® 

COOLEY BELIEVES THAT THE IDEALS OF THE PRIMARY GROUP, 8UCH AS LOVE, 

P» 26# SOCIOLOGISTS SUSH AS WARNER, MAYO, AND BALES HAVE 
RECENTLY "RED! SSOVEREB* THE PRIMARY GROUP IN STUDIES OF COMMUNITIES* 
FACTORIES, AMD SMALL GROUPS, 

^IBIP.. p. 30. p. 20. 

3°TBID<. SEE OOOI.EY> HUMAN MATURE AMP THE SOCIAL ORDER FOR AN 
EXTENDED DISCUSSION OT "HUMAN NATURE." 
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FREEDOM9 UU8TICE, 8ELFLE88 COOPERATION, AND 80 FORTH, ARE ENDURING 

CRITERIA BY WHICH THE TYPES OF LARGER ASSOCIATIONS SHOULD BE AUDSEO. 

THUS* INSTITUTIONS SUCH AS DEMOCRACY AND CHRISTIANITY, WHICH ARE BASED 

UPON THE PRIMARY IDEALS, ARE MORE HUMAN AMD OF MORE ENSURING VALUE THAN 

INSTITUTIONS WHICH ARE NOT# THE PRIMARY GROUP QUALITIES OF DEMOCRACY 

AND CHRISTIANITY ARE DESCRIBED IN THE FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

THE ASPIRATIONS OF IDEAL DEMOCRACY—INCLUDING, OF COURSE, 
SOCIALISM, AND WHATEVER ELSE MAY GO BY A SPECIAL NAME—ARE THOSE 
NATURALLY 8PRINGING FROM THE PLAYGROUND OR THE LOCAL COMMUNITYJ 
EMBRACING EQUAL OPPORTUNITY, FAIR PLAY, THE LOYAL SERVICE OF ALL IN 
THE COMMON GOOD, FREE DISCUSSION, AND KINDNESS TO THE WEAK. . . . 
AND CHRISTIANITY, AS A SOCIAL SYSTEM, IS BASED UPON THE FAMILY, ITS 
IDEALS BEING TRACEABLE TO THE DOMESTIC CIRCLE OF A UTFDAEAN CARPENTER* 
GOD IS A KIND FATHER) MEN AND mmeu ARE BROTHERS AND SISTERS? WE ARE 
ALL MEMBERS ONE OF ANOTHER, DOING AS WE WOULD 8E DONE BY AND REFER* 
RING ALL THINGS TO THE RULE OF LOVE* IN SO FAR AS THE CHURCH MAS 
DEPARTED FROM THESE PRINCIPLES IT HAS PROVED TRANSIENT! THESE ENDURE 
BECAUSE THEY ARE HUMAN•3* 

COOLEY IS ACUTELY AWARE THAT THE INSTITUTIONS OF MODERN SOCIETY FOR THE 

MOST PART FAIL TO MEASURE UP TO THE PRIMARY IDEALS, AND HE EXPLAINS THE 

FAILURE PARTLY AS A RESULT OF MORAL WEAKNESS OF A PERSONAL CHARACTER, BUT 

MOSTLY AS THE RESULT OF A LACK OF ORGANIZATION TO MAKE GOOD INTENTIONS 

EFFECTIVE.32 INSTEAD, WE ARE LED TO CREATE INSTITUTIONS * . . , WHICH, 

THOUGH GOOD IN CERTAIN ASPECTS, MAY BRUTALIZE OR OSSIFY THE INDIVIDUAL, 

SO THAT PRIMARY IDEALISM IN HIM IS ALMOST O B L I T E R A T E D . ^ A PARTICULAR 

BANGER, SAYS COOLEY, IS FORMALISM, INCLUDING, AMONG OTHER THINGS, BUREAU-

CRACY* FORMALISM ANU DISORGANIZATION OF SOCIETY ARE INEVITABLY 

3^COOLEY, SOCIAL ORGANIZATION, PP. 51-52. 

32JBTD«. PP. $2-53, THE PLACING OF THE BLAME PARTLY ON PERSONAL 
MORAL WEAKNESS SEEMS TO BE INCONSISTENT WITH OOOLEY'S GENERAL THEORY, 
SINCE IT IMPLIES AN INDEPENDENT PERSONALITY. <F PERSONALITY 18 REALLY 
A SOCIAL PRODUCT OF THE PRIMARY GROUP, THE FAULT MUST BE TRACED BACK TO 
THE PRIMARY GROUP ITSELF. 

3 3 } B I D , 
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CONNECTED, FOR "FORMALISM GOES VERY NATURALLY WITH SENSUALITY, AVARICE, 

SELFI8H AMBITION, AND OTHER TRAITS OF DISORGANIZATION, BECAUSE TNE MERELY 

FORMAL INSTITUTION DOES NOT ENLIST AND OLSCIPLINE THE SOW. OT THE INDI-

VIDUAL, BUT TAKES NOLO OF HIM BY THE OUTSIDE* HIS PERSONALITY BEING LEFT 

TO TORPOR OR TO IRREVERENT AND RIOTOUS ACTIVITY."3* THERE IS IN MODERN 

SOCIETY NOT ONLY A FAILURE TO EXTEND PRIMARY IDEALS TO LARGER ASSOCIA-

TIONS, SWT ALSO A BREAKDOWN OF PRIMARY GROUPS THEMSELVES- THUS, IN 

MODERN CITIES THE CROWDED TENEMENTS AND THE GENERAL SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CONFUSION HAVE WEAKENED THE FAMILY, MID THE INTIMACY OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD 

HAS ALSO DISAPPEARED. WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, PEOPLE 

ARE NO LONGER LIMITED BY GEOGRAPHIC FACTORS IN THE FORMATION OF THEIR 

FRIENDSHIPS* T»I MOST SIGNIFICANT TWINS, HOWEVER, IS THAT FRIENDSHIP AND 

BROTHERHOOD NO LONGER DEVELOP AS A MATTER OF COURSE AWONG MEN WHO COOPERATE! 

"IT IS PERHAPS ONLY IN MODERN DAYS, ALONG WITH THE GREAT AND SUDDEN DIF-

FERENTIATION OF ACTIVITIES, THAT FEELING HAS FAILED TO KEEP UP, AND THE 

IDEA OF COOPERATION WITHOUT FRIENDSHIP HAS BECOME FAMILIAR."35 THESE 

DEVELOPMENTS OF MODERN SOCIETY ARE ANTITHETICAL TO HUMAN NATURE, COOLEY 

ARGUES, AND THEREFORE IT IS MANKIND'S "GREAT HISTORICAL TASK* TO CREATE 

MORAL ORDER ON AN EVER-GROWING SCALE BY EXTENDING THE IDEALS OF THE 

PRIMARY GROUP#3** 

THE SECONDARY GROUP.—EVEN THOUGH COOLEY DID NOT USE THE TERM 

"SECONDARY GROUP,* THE CONCEPT IS IMPLICIT IN HIS DISCUSSION OF PRIMARY 

GROUPS* IN CONSIDERING THE BREAKDOWN OF PRIMARY GROUPS HE REFERRED TO 

"LARGER ASSOCIATIONS** ANGELL AND CARR MAKE THE CONCEPT OF THE SECONDARY 

3*1810.. P. 349. 35|8JB.R PP. 26-3?, 40. 

36J B T P„, p. 53. 
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GROUP EXPLICIT , mo IN SO DOING, THEY SHOW LESS BIAS IN FAVOR o r PRIMARY 

GROUPS THAU COOLEY S IB* ANGELL AND OAftft BEFfNE "SECONDARY GROUPS* AS 

" • • . GROUPS WHOLLY LACKING IM INTIMACY OF ASSOCIATION AND USUALLY IN 

MOST OF THE OTHER PRIMARY AMD QUASI-PRIMARY CHARACTERISTICS,* SUCH AS 

FA©E«*T©»FA©£ ASSOC I ATI ON, SMALL NUMBERS, AMU UNSPECIALI 11D P U R P O S E . 3 7 

TKICRE AWE SEVERAL KINDS OF SECONDARY SROUPSS STATUS SROUPSJ NATIONALITY 

8ROUP8| RESIDENCE GROUPS, ATTENTION, INTEREST, AND PURPOSE SROUPSJ 0 1 0 -

LOGI CAL GROUPS, INCLUDING AGE GROUPS, SEX GROUPS, AND RACIAL GROUPS? AND 

CASUAL GROUPS, SUCH AS CROWDS, MOSS, A«Q AUBIENCES. THE BUSINESS COR-

PORATION IS AN EXCELLENT EXAMPLE OF A SECONDARY ©ROUP, SINGE IT DOE® NOT 

INVOLVE FACE-TO-FAC* ASSOCIATION OF THE STOCKHOLDERS, SMALL NUMBERS, AN 

UNFPECFALIZED PURPOSE, OR INTIMACY IN RELATIONSHIPS.^ ANGELL AMD CARR 

POINT OUT, JUST AS COOLEY D ID , THAT THE PRIMARY GROUP IS DECLINING IN 

IMPORTANCE AND THAT MODERN CIVIL IZATION, PARTICULARLY IN THE UNITED STATES, 

RESTS OH NON-PRIMARY FORMS OF ASSOCIATION TO AN EXTENT UNKNOWN IN ANY 

PREVIOUS CULTURE* THE DLFFERENCES BETWEEN PRIMARY GROUP* AND SECONDARY 

GROUPS ARE DESCRIBED IN TERMS OF HUMAN ASSOCIATION IN THE FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

IN PRIMARY GROUPS PEOPLE MEET AS PERSONS, I . E . , UNCONSTRAINED 
BY ARTIFICIALITY, SPECIAL PURPOSE, LIMITED CONTACT, AND THE LIKE. IN 
SECONDARY GROUPS, ON THE OTHER HAND, THEY ARE FUNCTIONING UNITS IK AN 
ORGANIZATION, OR MERE ACQUAINTANCES AT MSY* SECONDARY ASSOCIATION 
| S PARTIAL ASSOCIATION. iT IS ASSOCIATION NARROWED SOWN SY SPECIAL 
PURPOSE, SY COMMUNICATION AT A DL8TAN0E, BY RULES, SY SOCIAL BARRIERS, 
OR SY THE CASUAL NATURE OF CONTACT* T«IS MEANS THAT UNDER SUCH 
CONDITION® ASSOCIATING PERSONALITIES PRESENT ONLY SPECIAL FACETFI OF 
THEMSELVES TO ONE ANOTHER* THEY CANNOT MEET AS WHOLE P E R S O N S . 3 9 

ANGELL AND CARR BELIEVE THAT THERE ARE 80TH ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES 

IN THE SECONDARY TYPE OF ASSOCIATION. THE CHIEF ADVANTAGES ARE 

37COOLEY, A N G E L L , AND CARR, JP> CIT* . P. 210* 

3%AI0 E , pp. 210-211* 3 9 | 8 | p * . P. 214# 
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(1) SPECIALIZATION AND THE DIVISION OF LABOR, *H««H MAKES POSSIBLE M 

ADVANCED CIVILIZATION, (2) IMPERSONALITY OH THE PART Of FUNCTIONARIES 

IN SCALING VITH PEOPLE AND TH1NGS , RESULT INC IN GREATER EFFICIENCY, 

|3) GREATER REACH, WHICH MAKES POSSIBLE VAST ORGANIZATIONS OVER A LARGE 

AREA* AND (4) CONTINUITY OF ORGANIZATION, SINCE PERSONS PIT, BUT FUNC-

TIONARIES ARC MERELY REPLACED* ON THf OTHER HAND, THERE ARE CORRESPONDING 

DlSA0VANTAGES! (1) THE SOCIAL ILLITERACY OF THE NARROW SPECIALIST, 

RESULTING IN AN INABILITY TO COMMUNICATE WITH OTHERS* <2) THE FUNCTIONARY'S 

TENDENCY TO DISREGARD HUMAN VALUES* AND ( 3 ) THE INERTIA OF GREAT ORGANI-

ZATIONS, RESULTING IN A READJUSTMENT LAG, AS IN A BUSINESS DEPRESSION.*® 

CRITICISM»«»-T^£ BASIC DIFFICULTY WITH COOLCY*S THEORETICAL SYSTEM 

I® ITS LACK OF PERSPECTIVE# THE REASON FOR THIS LACK MAY PERHAPS 8E 

TRACED TO COOLEY*S METHODOLOGY. EVEN THOUGH HE WAS NOT SOMATIC ON 

QUESTION® OF METHODOLOGY , HE WAS SUSPICIOUS OF THE STATISTICAL METHOD, 

SINCE HE BELIEVED THAT ALL SOOIAL PHENOMENA ARE MENTAL. HE BELIEVED 

THAT SOCIOLOGY IS ESSENTIALLY ^SYSTEMATIC AUTOBIOGRAPHY* AND HE USED 

INTROSPECTION AND SYMPATHETIC INSIGHT AS HIT BASIC METHODS OF APPROACH 

TO PROBLEM®. T«IS METHOD IS SIMILAR TO $E8ER*S METHOD OF WUNDE S*STANDIW<SM 

(VERSTSHgNPE). 00T COOLEY IS PERHAPS EVEN CLOSER TO DlLTHEY*S METHOD OF 

•LIVING ONESELF INTO" (WACHLS>£H) EVENTS OR ERAS. COOLEY MADE MUCH 

LESS OF AN EFFORT W A N *B6R DID, HOWEVER, TO 81 WERTFREU AND CONSE-

QUENTLY HIS THEORETICAL SYSTEM REFLECTS TOO MUCH HTS OWN PERSONALITY, HIS 

OWN ENVIRONMENT, AMD HIS OWN EXPERIENCES. He GENERALIZED FROM HIS 

SPECIFIC CASE TO ALL MANKIND, AND THE RESULTS WERE NOT ALWAYS SATISFACTORY. 

COOLEY*® CONCEPTION OF HUMAN NATURE WAS A PECULIARLY NARROW ONE, 

^IBID., PP. 215-217. 



SINCE IT EXCLUDED A* DEFINITION A LARGE NUMBER o r ACTIONS WHICH ARE 

CUTTURAL.LV DERIVED 8UT WHICH DO NOT FIT IN WITH W A T HE BELIEVED TO 8FI 

THE CHARACTERISTICS OF PRIMARY ©ROUPS* HE ATTEMPTED TO AVOID THE MOSLEM 

BY DEFINING CERTAIN ACTIONS AS AH IMAL MATURES *TN THEIR CRUDEST FORM 

SUCH PAS8I0N8 A8 LUST, GREED, REVENGET THE PRIDE OF POWER AMD THE LIKE 

ARE NOT, DISTINCT IVELY, HUMAN NATURE AT ALL, BUT ANIMAL NATURE» AN© 80 

FAR AS WE RISE INTO THE SPIRIT OF FAMILY OR NEIQHSORHOOD ASSOC!AHON 

WE OONTROL AND 8U8ORDINATE THEM.**1 JN THE LIGHT OF PRESENT-DAY C0C10-

PSYCHOLCGICAL KNOWLEDGE SUCH A POINT OF VIEW 18 UNTENABLE. COOLEV WAS 

ALSO MISTAKEN IN ASSUMING THAT PRIMARY SR0UPS UNIVERSALLY AND NECES-

SARILY GIVE RISE TO SPECIFIC "PRIMARY IDEALS** FTFCN DO NOT UNIVERSALLY 

A M I RE GENEROSITY AND CHERISH THEIR CHILDREN* AMONG THE MUNBUGUMOR OF 

NEW GUINEA, FOR EXAMPLE* RELATIONS BETWEEN PARENTS AND CHILDREN ARE 

CHARACTER!1KB BY HOSTILITY IN THE NORMAL SITUATION* SIMILARLY A 

ISUMWGWSOFT WHO IS 0ENER0U8 IS NOT RESPECTED BUT IS CONSLDEREQ TO BE AN 

ECCENTRIC FOOL* AND ALL OTHER PERSONS TRY TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF HIM/** 

QEORSE H. MEAD REMARKED APPROPRIATELY THAT COOLERS SOCIOLOGY " . . . WAS 

IN A SENSE AN ACCOUNT OF THE AMERICAN COMMUNITY TO 1MTCH HE BELONGED, AMD 

PRE-"SUPPOSED ITS NORMAL HEALTHFUL PROCESS."^ NOT 0««-Y BIB HE FAIL TO 

SEE THE PROVINCIALISM OF HIS SYSTEM, BUT HE ALSO FAILED TO RECQGNIZE 

THE PRIMARY GROUP AS A SOURCE OF CONFLICT AS WELL AS A SOURCE OF UNITY 

^COOLEY, SOCIAT ORGANIZATION* P. 

^ % E T MARGARET MEAD, JGX AG® TEMPERAMENT JN 

JSIT* 

*3QCORGC H« MEAD, "COOLEY^S CONTRIBUTION TO AMERICAN SOCIAL THOUGHT»• 

UCAN VIOUFINAL OF SOCIOLOGY. XXXV (MARCH, 193°), 7 Q % 
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AND COOPERATION. CONSEQUENTLY MIS WHOLE THEORY WAS PI TONED ON AN 

EXTREMELY OPTIMISTIC TONE.** COOLEY ARGW60 THAT ALL « I MUST 00 TO PER-

FECT SOCIETY tS TO EXTEND THE IDEALS OF THE PRIMARY GROUP TO OTHER TYPES 

OF ASSOCIATION. StfCH A COURSE OF ACTION IS NEITHER PRACTICAL OR DESIRABLE. 

A® ANAELL AND CARR LATER SUGGESTED, PRIMARY GROUP RELATIONS MAY ACTUALLY 

INTRUDE IN A Dl80RGAN1Z1NG MANNER IN SOCIETY, AS WHEN PERSONAL CONSIDERA-

TIONS RESULT IN POLITICAL CORRUPTION AND NEPOTISM.^* COOLEY BID NOT 

ANALYZE THE FUNCTIONS OF THE SECONDARY GROUP, AND CONSEQUENTLY HE FAILED 

TO REALIZE THAT IT I S IMPOSSIBLE TO ORGANIZE A CORPORATION IN THE SAME 

WAY THAT A FAMILY IS ORGANIZED. |N FACT, "PATERNALISM* IS ANTITHETICAL 

TO GOOD ECONOMIC ORGANIZATION* 

COOLEY'S PERSONALITY THROWS SOME LIQHT UPON MIS BIAS IN FAVOR OF 

PRIMARY GROUPS. HE WAS PARTIALLY DEAF, HE HAD A SPEECH IMPEDIMENT* AND 

HE WAS PAINFULLY SHY. HE WAS EXTREMELY UNCOMFORTABLE IN THE PRESENCE OF 

A LARGE NUMBER OF STRANGERS, AND H i MUCH PREFERRED THE INTIMACY AND 

SECURITY OF A SMALL CIRCLE OF OLD FRIENDS—IN OTHER WORDS* A PRIMARY 

GROUP. ARTHUR £• MOODS, ONE OF COOLEY*S FORMER STUDENTS, HAS MADE THE 

FOLLOWING OBSERVATION ON COOLEY*8 BEHAVIORS 

• • • IN COMPANY WITH A SMALL GROUP OF STUDENTS, OR AT OUR DEPART-
MENT LUNCHEONS HIS WHOLE PERSONALITY ©LOWED WITH FRIENDLY WARMTH. 

^ T H I S POINT HAS BEEN MADE BY SEVERAL PERSONS BUT MOST CLEARLY BY 
HIRAM J . FRIEBBAM IN UNPUBLISHED LECTURES IN SOCIAL THEORY. NOT ALL 
SOCIOLOGISTS OBJECT TO COOLEY*8 %WEETNES8 AND L IGHT,* HOWEVER* HAMILTON, 
FOR EXAMPLE, MAKES THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS 

" I T IS TO COOLEY*B LASTING CREDIT THAT HIS OWN WORK HAS ALREADY BECOME A 
SIT *OLD FASHIONED.* HE COULD HAROLY ESCAPE THE EVANGELICAL WORLD IN 
WHICH HE WAS BROUGHT UP| TODAY MANY PERSONS ARE SUPERIORLY TOLERANT OF THE 
SWEETNESS AND LIGHT AND BETTERMENT TO BE FOUND IN HIS PAGES." (liALTON 
H. HAMILTON, "CHARLES HORTON COOLEY," SOCIAL FORCES. Will (DEC. , 1 9 3 0 ) , 1 8 7 . ) 

*5SE« ALSO ELLSWORTH FARIS, "THE RIIMARV QROUP* ESSENCE AND ACCI-
DENT." AMERICAN JOURNAL OF SOCIOLOGY. XXXVf ii (JULY, 1932), 46. 



I F IN SMALL CROUPS, OR WITH INS!VIDIMUS HE WOULD THUS REVEAL H|M-
SELF, IN MISOELLANEOU8 SOCIAL GATHERINGS HE WAS NOTICEABLY ILL AT 
EASE* He WAS TOO SHY AND SENSITIVE TO STAND THE IMPACT OF SUCH 
OCCASIONS; AND HE HAD HO SMALLTALK WITH WHICH TO OOMPETE VITH THOSE 
WHO YEARN TO SHINE ®SOCFALLY.*4^ 

R. U. MACIVERS COMMUNITY AND ASSOCIATION 

COMMUNITY AND ASSOC I AT IOM THE CONCEPTS OF COMMUNITY AND ASSOCIA-

TION OF H» M. MACJVER ARE TO SOME EXTENT A FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF THE 

GTEME T NSCHAFT AND CiESELLSCHAFT DICHOTOMY OF TONNIES, BUT THERE A (HE ALSO 

SOME SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES* COMMUNITY AND ASSOCIATION, UNLIKE THE 

TERMS OSES BY TONNIES, ARE NOT IDEAL TYPES AT 0PP08ITE ENDS OF A CON-

TINUUM, AND THEY ARE NOT, AS SUCH, SOCIETAL TYPES* LACLVER POINTS OUT 

THAT HE BELIEVES THAT TONNIE8* TERMS REPRESENT A DIFFERENCE IN DEGREE , 

WHEREAS HIS OWN TERMS REPRESENT A DIFFERENCE IS KIND.*? 

THE MOST GENERAL CONCEPT WHICH MACIVER uses i s "SOCIETY," WHICH 

HE DEFINES AS "• • • THE SYSTEM OF SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS IN AND THROUGH 

WHICH WE LIVE."4® IT IS AN ALL-INCLUSIVE TERM FOR ALL WILLED RELATION-

SHIPS AMONG MEN, BUT WILLED RELATIONSHIPS ARE POSSIBLE ONLY IN SO FAR AS 

THERE IS SOME DEGREE OF "CONSCIOUSNESS OF KIND," THAT IS, ONLY WHEN THERE 

IS A SUFFICIENT DEGREE OF LIKENESS AND CONSCIOUSNESS OF LIKENESS TO BRINS 

A MUTUAL RECOGNITION OF BELONGINS TOGETHER* WITHIN SOCIETY ARE FOUND 

BOTH COMMUNITY AND ASSOCIATION.4? THERE ARE TWO ELEMENTS IN THE DEFINITION 

^ARTHUR £• ^GODS* "CHARLES NORTON COGLEYS AN APPRECIATION," AMERICAN 
M . ^ (MAROM, 1930), 713. 

M. MAOIVER, COMMON IT Yg & SOCIOLOGICAL STUDY# THIRD EDITION, 
P. 2*>. A LATER BUT MORE SYSTEMATIC TREATMENT MAY BE FOUND IN MAC!VER*S 

M M M * YIMM SL M M M * 

^FBTP.. P* 8. 

^IBID.. PP. 6-7. 
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Of A COMMUNITY* (1) I? 18 A GROUP OCCUPYING A TERRITORIAL ARCA, WITH 

LOCALITY GIVING if A CERTAIN DEGREE OF COHERENCE. (2) THE PERSONS L I V I N G 

TOGETHER IN THE COIMUNITY SHARE THE 9ASIC CONDJTTOWS OF A COMMON L I F E 

AMD MOT VARIOUS SPECIFIC INTERESTS* 

ALL THE LAWS OF THE COSWOQ, PHYSICAL, BIOLOGICAL , AND PSYCHOLOGICAL, 
CONSPIRE TO BRING IT ABOUT THAT BEINGS WHO L IVE TOGETHER SHALL 
RESEMBLE ONE ANOTHER* WHEREVER MEN LIVE TOGETHER THEY DEVELOP IN 
«OME KINO AND DEGREE DISTINCTIVE COMMON CHARACTERI8TIC3—MANNERS, 
TRADITIONS, MODES OF SPEECH* AND 8© ON* B»ESE ARE THE SIGNS AND 
CONSEQUENCES OF AN EFFECTIVE COMMON L I F E * * ® 

IT 18 *»©S®»8Ms: FOR A PERSON TO L IVE WHOLLY WITHIN A COMMUNITY, WHEREAS 

I T IS MOT POSSIBLE TO LIVE WHOLLY WITHIN AN ASSOCIATION 8UCH AS A 8 U S I -

NESS ORGANIZATION. EXAMPLES OF COMMUNITIES ARE A PIONEER SETTLEMENT, 

A VILLAGE, A CITY» A TRIBE, AND A NATION* TfcE COMMON CHARACTERISTIC IS 

THAT THERE 18 SOCIAL COHESION WITHIN THESE UNITS WHICH GIVES THEM A 

COMMUNITY CHARACTER* MAQIVER ADMITS THAT THERE I S A SIGNIFICANT D I F -

FERENCE BETWEEN THE SMALL SELF-CONTAINED COMMUNITY, SUCH AS A PRIMITIVE 

SOCIETY OR A RURAL PEASANT VILLAGE, AND THE LARGER COMMUNITY, SUCH AS A 

NATION, BUT HE BELIEVES THAT THEY ARE ESSENTIALLY ALIKE IN THAT COMMON 

LIVING AND COMMUNITY OF SPIRIT ARE PRESENT IN tOTM.f* Ht SHARPLY D I S -

AGREES WITH T0»MT£8 THAT THE DEVELOPMENT ©F MODERN SOCIETY HAS LED TO 

THE DISSIPATION OF THE SENSE OF COMMUNITY, FOR HE BELIEVES THAT COMMUNAL 

L I F E % . . EXPRESSES ITSELF IN OTHER WAYS AND ATTACHES IT8ELF TO OTHER 

AND LARGER UNITIES, SUCH At THAT OF THE NATION**^ DISTINCT FROM TNI 

COMMUNITY FORM OF ORGANIZATION, THOUGH NOT ITS OPPOSITE, IS THE 

5 ° L B I O * . P* 2 3 . 

S ^ C I V E R , J G C I I I X * I 2L wmmm* ^ 1 0 « 

FETBIP** P . 2 4 £ . SEE ALSO R . M. UACiveR , JVtg, H I OF GOVERNMENT. 
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ASSOCIATION, WHICH MACIVER DEFINES AS " * • • A GROUP ORGANIZED FOR THE 

PURSUIT or AN INTEREST OH GROUP OF INTERESTS IN COMMO«*w53 |T I3@E8 NOT 

REPLACE THE COMMUNITY, 8IN0E IT 13 AN ORGANIZATION WITHIN THE COMMUNITY* 

A COMMUNITY ITSELF 18 HOT AN ORGANIZATION, BUT RATHER THE MATRIX Of 

ORGANIZATION* TNE MOST SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN COMMUNITY AND 

ASSOCIATION, HOWEVER, 18 THAT THE ASSOCIATION IS ORGANIZED FOR PARTI-

6Ui.AH PURPOSES, AND MEMBERSHIP IN AN ASSOCIATION HAS ONLY LIMITED S I G N ! -

FlCANOE* THE COMMUNITY, ON THE OTHER HAND, IS NOT CONSCIOUSLY FORMED 

TO SERVE A SPECIAL PURPOSE AND IT I S ALL-COMPREHENSIVE* w i fe ARE BORN 

INTO COMMUNITIES, BUT WE CREATE OR ARE ELECTED INTO A S S O C I A T I O N S . " ^ 

)N H I S CLASSIFICATION OF TYPES OF ASSOCIATIONS# MAClVER MAKES A 

FURTHER DISTINCTION WHICH CORRESPONDS MORE CLOSELY TO THAT MADE BY 

TONNIES. THERE ARE TWO KIMDS OF SPECIALIZED INTERESTS WHIOH SERVE AS 

THE BASIS OF WOST ASSOCIATIONS. THE FIRST I t PRIMARY COMMON INTEREST, 

WHICH DOES NOT DEPEND UPON MORE BASIC UNDERLYING INTERESTS* A THINS 

OR ACTION I S VALUED A3 AN END IN ITSELF AND WOT AS A MEANS TO SOME OTHER 

END* THE SECOND TYPE IS SECONDARY COMMON INTEREST, IN WHICH THE THING 

m ACTION IN ITSELF I S VALUED ONLY AS A MEANS TO ANOTHER END* THUS 

A MAN MAY SEEK THE WELFARE OF OTHERS BECAUSE OF THE GLORY OR ADVANTAGE 

WHICH IT BRINGS TO HIMSELF* iN ALMOST EVERY SITUATION BOTH TYPES OF 

INTERESTS PLAY A PART, BUT ONE TYPE MAY HAVE A PREDOMINATING INFLUENCE.^ 

ASSOCIATIONS WHICH ARE S A ® W FOR THE MOST PART ON PRIMARY COMMON INTER-

ESTS INCLUDE THE FAMILY, THE CLUB, AND THE CHURCH* THE BUSINESS AND 

THE STATE, ON THE OTHER HANU, ARE BASED PRIMARILY ON SECONDARY COMMON 

SUAOLVER, SOCIETY! A TGXTBOOK OF SOCIOLOGY. P. 11. 

5*|BID*, PP* 11-12* %UC !VER , COMMUNITY, P* 104* 
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I N T E R E S T S * ^ THE PRIMARY INTEREST ASSOCIATION THUS CORRESPONDS FAIRLY 

CLOSELY TO TOWUSS* GEMEINSCHAFT ON THE ONE HAND AND TO COOLEY*S PRIMARY 

GROUP ON THE OTHER| THE SECONDARY INTEREST ASSOCIATION CORRESPONDS TO 

TONNIES1 jjj.SF.LiSCIjAfT AND TO ANGELL AND C A W *3 SECONDARY GROUP* 

SOCIAL EVOLUTION*—**^ DISCUSSING SOCIAL EVOLUTION PJACTVER TENDS TO 

ABANDON THE USE Of THE TERM* *OOMMUN1TTM AND "ASSOCIATION* AND TO TM*N 

TO THE SECOND DISTINOTION BETWEEN PRIMARY AND SECONDARY TYPES OF INTER-

EST* THUS HE DISTINGUISHES BETWEEN PRIMITIVE AND C I V I L I Z E D SOCIETIES 

PRIMARILY I N TERMS Of THE FUSION OR SEPARATION Of MEANS AND ENDS* IN 

PRIMITIVE SOCIETY VERY L ITTLE DISTINCTION IS MADE BETWEEN OBJECTS AND 

ACTIONS WHICH ARE UTIL ITARIAN AND OBUECT8 AND ACTIONS WHICH ARE VALUED 

IN THEMSELVES* TNE FUSION OF MEANS AND ENDS IS PRESENT IN ALL AREAS Of 

PRIMITIVE. L I FES 

RITUAL IS AS IMPORTANT AS CRAFTSMANSHIP IN THE MAKING o r A CANOE OR 

IN THE CULTIVATION Of THE SOIL. f*AYEKS ARE AS IMPORTANT AS ARMS IN 
THE CONDUOT Of WAR* RELIGION IS COMPOUNDED WITH MAQIC AND CANNOT 
OS DIVORCED FROM THE BUSINESS OF LIVING* THE »AMCE IS A3 MUCH A 
MEANS Of WARUING Off EVIL SPIRITS OR Of INDUCING fERTILITY AS IT IS 
A MODE Of SOCIAL RECREATION* THE SUCCESS Of A fISH1NG EXPEDITION 
IS AS MUCH ENDANGERED l i * WOMAN'S TOUCHING THE fISHING TACKLE AS 
BY UNfAVORABLE WEATHER*?/ 

WITH THE DEVELOPMENT Of MODERN WESTERN CIVILIZATION THERE HAS BEEN AN 

INCREASING DIVORCE Of MEANS FROM ENDS* AND EFFICIENCY HAS TENDED TO 

REPLACE CULTURAL VALUES AS THE BASIS FOR EVALUATING 0S4ECTS AND ACTIONS* 

ttAClVER BELIEVES THAT THE TYPICAL DEVELOPMENT MAY BE SEEN IN THE FACTOR* 

SYSTEMS 

SSIIAOIVER. SOCIETYT A TEXTBOOK OF SOCIOLOGY. P* 262* 

97tBiD*. p. 4 8 0 . SEE ALSO R. M . MACIVER, "THE HISTORICAL PATTERN 
Of SOCIALCHANGE." ypUIWAL Of SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY* M ( O C T . , 1 9 3 6 ) , 4 7 * 



101 

A MODERN FACTORY OR TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM IS OPERATED PURELY AS A 
UTILITY* AS A MEANS Of MAKING PROFITS Oft EARNING DIVIDENDS FROM THE 
POINT OF V I E * OF THE SHAREHOLDERS . . . M A MEANS OF PROVIDING SAGE® 
FROM THE POINT Of" V I E * OF THE EMPLOYEES, AS A MEANS OF SUPPLYING 
GOODS OR SERVICES FROM THE POINT OF VIE* OF THE CONSUMER OF THESE 

U T I L I T I E S * A FACTORY, OR A MECHANISM LIKE THE PRINTING PRESS OR 
THE RING SPINDLE, DOES NOT 600*1 T AMONG THE THINGS THAT PEOPLE £N«JOY 
OR VENERATE OR DANCE AROUND OR SINS SONGS T<J OR IN ANY SENSE "LIVE 
F O R . * IT I S THOUGHT OF SOLELY AS A PRODUCTIVE MECHANISM. ITS 
EFFICIENCY I S I T S SOLE AND SUFFICIENT JUSTIFICATION.-** 

CORRESPONDING WITH THE DIFFERENTIATION OF MEANS AND ENDS AS SOCIETY EVOLVES 

FROM ITS PRIMITIVE TO I T S CIVILIZED FORMS I S A CHANGE IN THE KIND OF 

UNITY OR SOLIDARITY OF THE PEOPLE WITHIN THE SOCIETY. THE TOTALITARIAN 

UNITY OF THE PRIMITIVE SOCIETY, WHICH I S GOVERNED BY CONFORMITY TO THE 

TRADITIONS OF THE GROUP, GIVES WAY TO A UNITY BASED UPON INTEGRATED 

FUNCTIONS. INDIVIDUALITY EMERGES, SINCE "THE INDIVIDUAL HAS TO OHOOSE 

H I S CULTURAL LOYALTIES, TO MAINTAIN H I S OWN VALUES, TO DECIDE Ml® OWN 

ATTACHMENTS, IN FAR GREATER MEASURE."^? 

MACLVER ATTEMPTS TO BE OBJECTIVE IN CONSIDERING SOCIAL EVOLUTION* 

AND HE DEVOTES MUCH SPACE TO A DISAVOWAL OF THE EQUATION OF SOCIAL EVO-

LUTION WITH SOCIAL PROGRESS. HE TAKES A RELATIVISTIC POINT OF VIEW, 

POINTING OUT W A T ^DIFFERENT PEOPLE MAY LOOK ON THE SAME SOCIAL ©HAWSES, 

AND TO SOME THEY MAY SPELL PROGRESS, TO OTHERS DECADENCE.*^® ANSWER 

TO GOfctTE AND HOBHOUSE, HOWEVER, HE TAKES SPECIAL PAINS TO MAKE THE POINT 

THAT " . . . MANY OF THE CONDITIONS ON WHICH DEPEND IMPORTANT HUMAN 

VALUES, SUCH AS CONTENTMENT OR ABIDING FAITH OR ECONOMIC SECURITY OR 

FREEDOM FROM OVER-HEAVY 8TRE88 AND STRAIN, ARE NOT OBVIOUSLY REALIZED 

J^UACJVER, SOCIETY! A TEXTBOOK OF SOCIOLOGY, P. 479. 

^ I B I D . . P . 4 % . MACIVER QUOTES TONNIES AND OURKHEIM ON THIS POINT 

APPARENTLY WITH FULL APPROVAL. 

P. 510. 
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MORE ADEQUATELY IN TNE MORE EVOLVED SOCIETY. • « 

CatTtCI8M«-«MAClVER*S TYPOLOGY OF COMMUNITY AMD ASSOCIATION IS MOT 

OF SWEAT VALUE IN THE ANALYSIS OT SOCIAL PHENOMENA, SINCE ME SEEMS TO 

HAVE FUSED W E CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY WITH THAT OF SOCIETY. HIS DEFINI-

TIONS OT THE TWO DO NOT MAKE THE DISTINCTION CLEAR# AND ME USED THE TERM 

"COMMUNITY* IN MUCH THE SAME WAY AS OTMEH SOCIOLOGISTS USE *800IETY.* 

IT 18 PERHAPS SIGNIFICANT THAT HE DEFINED SOCIOLOGY IN HIS FIRST 0OOK AS 

THE STUDY OF COMMUNITY, WHEREAS MOST OTHER SOCIOLOGISTS AT THE TIME CON-

SIDERED it TO H THE STUDY OF SOCIETY**"2 TWERE IS LITTLE TO BE SAINED 

IN SUBSTITUTING ONE CONCEPT FOR THE OTHER* ISACLVER INTENDED FOR THE 

CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY TO PLAY APPROXIMATELY W E SAME ROLE AS TONWIES* 

(lEMEINSCHAFT. *UT THE DEFINITION SHICH HE GAVE THE TERM IS TOO SROAD TO 

MAKE CRUCIAL DISTINCTIONS. K WIDE VARIETY OF TYPES OF HUMAN RELATION"* 

SHIPS ARE INCLUDED UNDER THE RUSRT© "COMMUNITY,* SO THAT IT IS POSSIBLE 

TO FIND EVEN QESEILSCHAFT"LIKE RELATIONS WITHIN THE COMMUNITY. THE TYPO-

LOGY IS ESSENTIALLY AMISTOftlSAL ALSO, SINCE ALL SOCIETIES ARE CHARACTERIZED 

8Y COMMUNITY RELATIONSHIPS AS HE DEFINE© THEM. MACIVER IMPLICITLY REOOS-

Nf ZED THESE DIFFICULTIES WITH THE TERMS BY TURN!NO TO OTHER DISTINCTIONS 

FOR MORE PRECISE ANALYSIS* THE TERMS •PRIMARY COMMON INTEREST11 AND 

^SECONDARY COMMON INTEREST" GOT ACROSS THE COMMUWITY-ASSOCIATION TYPOLOGY, 

SINCE 80 TN GROUPS MAY BE CHARACTER!ZED BY EITHER. THE DISTINCTION OF 

TYPES OF INTEREST AS THE BASIS FOR ACTION AND ASSOCIATION IS ACTUALLY A 

SYNTHESIS OF THE CONCEPTS OF TOMMIES, DURKHEIM, AMD COOLEY, AND MADVER 

ADDED VERY LITTLE TO THEIR BASIC IDEAS CONCERNING DlCHOTOMOUS TYPES OF 

SOCIAL LIFE* 

61 is to. ^ i M f v c n . COMMUNITY. P» 48. 
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HOWARD BECKERS SACRED SOCIETY AND SECULAR SOCIETY 

I NTHODUCTION. — T H £ W O R K OF HOWARD fciECKER R E P R E S E N T S THE MOST SYSTE-

MATIC AND LOGICALLY CONSISTENT DEVELOPMENT OF A DIQMOTOMOUS TYPOLOGY OF 

SOCIETAL TYPES f © S £ FOUND IN MOOJERM S O C I A L THEORY# H t S WORK IS SIBNIFI* 

«ANT HOT O N L Y FOR HI© &EVELOPMENT OF T H E 8 A C R E B - S E (HILAR D I C H O T O M Y OF 

S O C I E T A L TYPES, BUT A L S O F O R HI® MORE G E N E R A L CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE 

M E T H O D O L O G Y O F H I S T O R I C A L O R COMPARATIVE S O C I O L O G Y . ^ B E C K E R FIRST 

8E0AME INTERESTED TM DICM0T0M0U8 TYPES OF SOCIETY AD A GRADUATE STUDENT 

A T THT UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO IN THE LATE 1920*3, A N D T H E T E R M S SACRED AM© 

SECULAR argRE PRO#ABLY FIRST U S E S !M R O B E R T £ . PARK*S ©81*1 M A R THERE 

ALTHOUGH BECKER'S DICHOTOMY HAS H E M LESS INFLUENTIAL THAN THAT OF MANY 

OTHER THEORIST®, POSSIBLY B E C A U S E OF ITS H I G H E R D E G R E E OF A B S T R A C T I O N 

AND ITS G R E A T E R COMPLEXITY, IT IS L IKELY TO B E C O M E MORE INFLUENTIAL IN 

THE F0TURE«^5 

^3«€OSIF»AFTATIWE* IN THIS IN8TAN0E SHOULD NOT 9E CONFUSE* V I T H THF 
OLDER SO-CALLED "COMPARATIVE METHOD1* OSES BY HOROAM* SPENCER, FRAIER, AND 
OTHERS * BECKER POINTS OUT THAT THESE THEORIST® ACTUALLY EMPLOYES rm 
" I LLUSTRATIVE METHOD," WHERE©* "FACTS" WERE COLLECTED TO SUPPORT A PRE-
CONCEIVED E V O L U T I O N A R Y T H E O R Y , B E C K E R F O L L O W S IN THE TRADITION O F ilEBER 

IN T H E U S E O F T H E C O M P A R A T I V E M E T H 0 3 . S E E HOWARD B E C K E R , " I N T E R P R E T I V E 

a O C t O L G S Y ANO C O N S T R U C T I V E T Y P O L O G Y , " TWENTIETH C E N T U R Y S O C I O L O S V . EDITED 

8 Y G E O R G E S CuftVITCH A N D S I L 8 E R T £ . M O O R E , P« 9 3 » 

6*OM MARTINDALE AND £ L I O D. ION ACHES* , ELEMENTS or SOCIOLOGY! HOWARD 
BECKER^ " S A W E D AND SECULAR SOCIETIES#* SOCIAL FORCES* X X V I I I (MAY, 1 9 5 0 ) , 
3 6 1 » 3 7 & . ROBERT REDFIELD ALSO BECAME INTERESTED I N THE BIGHOTOMV UNDER 
FTHMC*# INFLUENCE, SWT HE MODIFIED THE TERMINOLOGY* SEE CHAPTER V BELOW 

FOR A DISCUSSION OF REBFIELD*8 THEORETICAL SYSTEM* ALTHOUGH PARK USED THE 
DICHOTOMY OF SACRED-SECULAR I N H I S SEMINAR, HE APPARENTLY USED THE CON-
CEPTS VERY L I T T L E I N H I S PUBLISHED WORK. 

&5&LJTEA»Y MANY OF 0ECK1R*® FORMER STUDENTS HAVE MADE FURTHER CONTRI-

BUTIONS TO BECKER*S SACRED-SECULAR THEORY , PARTICULARLY DON MARTINDALE, 
AI. U KOLS, AND ROY G . FRANCIS. MARTINDALE, FOR INSTANCE, I N COLLABO-
RATION WITH YONACHESI, HAS PROOUCED AN INTRODUCTORY SOCIOLOSV TEXT 
ORGANIZED AROUND THE CENTRAL CONCEPT® OF SACRED SOCIETY AND SECULAR SOCIETY* 
(MARTINBALE AND HONAGMESI, OP. C I T . ) BARNES AND BECKER HAVE ALSO WRITTEN 
WHAT I S ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT HISTORIES OF SOCIAL THEORY, SOCIAL 
THOUGHT FROM LORE TO SCIENCE, WITH THE SACRED—SECULAR DICHOTOMY AS AN 
IMPORTANT UNIFYING THEME* 
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COKSTROQTIV£ TYPOLOGY»~*8EOKER BELIEVES WAT «T IS NECESSARY TO USE 

CONSTRUCTED OR I OEM. TYPES II* SOCIOLOGICAL RESEARCH BECAUSE OF THE MATURE 

OF THE DATA* IT IS MANIFESTLY IMPOSSIBLE TO MANIPULATE HUMAN BEIMGS IM 

£XP£K|MENYAL SITUATIONS IN THE 8AME WAY THAT A CHEMIST MANIPULATES ATOMS, 

FOR CULTURAL VALUES PREVENT SUCH A PRACTICE* T«E DATA CANNOT BE HANDLED 

OBJECTIVELY AND IMPERSONALLY FOR LONG PERIODS OF TIME, EVEN IN TOTALI-

TARIAN SOCIETIES# WHETHER OR NOT IT MA* BE DESIRABLE TO MANIPULATE 

PERSONS AND SITUATIONS ENTIRELY AT WILL* SOCIOLOGISTS CERTAINLY DO NOT 

HAVE THE POWER TO DO SO. £VEN CLAIMS MADE TO "EXPERIMENTAL ANALYSIS1* BY 

SOCIOLOGISTS SUCH AS MURPHY AND NGWCOMS IM EXPERIMENTAL SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY 

ARE mi REALISTIC* SINCE THESE STUDIES *. • » LACK ANYTHING REMOTELY 

APPROACHING EXPERIMENTAL CONTROL* • » T>«£ RESULT IS THAT "ALMOST 

ANY PRACTITIONER OF A GENUINE EXPERIMENTAL SCIENCE WOULD TURN UP HIS NOSE 

AT THE LOOSE AND HAPHAZARD WAV IN WHICH OUR PSYCHO»$QGIQLOGICAL AND 

SOCIOLOGICAL •EXPERIMENTERS* GO ABOUT THEIR WGRK.*^ THE PROPER COURSE 

FOR SOCIOLOGY THIN IS NOT IN THE PURSUIT OF THE METHODS OF THE EXPERIMENTAL 

SCIENCES* BECKER SUGGESTS THAT IF AN ANALOGY MUST BE m.kmf SOCIOLOGY 

CORRESPONDS MUCH MP® CLOSELY TO GEOLOGY THAN TO ANY OTHER OF THE NATURAL 

sciences* THE PURPOSE OF THE GEOLOGIST IS TO PREDICT WHERE CERTAIN ORES 

WILL «E FOUND, WHERE EARTHQUAKES MIGHT OCCUR, AND SO FORTH, BUT THE 

GEOLOGIST DOES MOT USE EXPERIMENTS IN ANY REAL SENSE OF THE TERM* *JU8? 

AS THE GEOLOGIST IS CONFRONTED BY A SERIES OF STRATA WHICH WERE LAID DOWN 

^HOWARD BECKER* "CONSTRUCTIVE TYPOLOGY IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES," 
CONTEMPORARY SOCIAL THEORY, EDITED BY HARRY ELMER BARNES, HOWARD BECKER, 
AND FRANCES BENNETT BECKER, P# 26 * THIS IS ONE OF THE CLEAREST CIR.A* 
NATIONS OF THE MODERN COMPARATIVE METHOD, WHICH CONSISTS OF STUDYING 
HISTORICAL CASES BY THE IUCAL TYPICAL METHOD. 

67 I«ID* 
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WITHOUT ANY THOUGHT THAT GEOLOGIST8 WOULD SOME OA* STUB* THEM AND MAKE 

USE 0T THEM, SO ALSO IB THE 3OCIOL0SI&T CONFRONTED BY •'SOCIO-CULTURAL 

DEPOSITS* ALREADY IN EXISTENCE* T«g PROBLEM IN BOTH CASES IS TO STUD* 

THE EXISTING STRUCTURES IN ORDER TO DI8C0VER PRINCIPLES WHICH *111 MAKE 

PREDICTION POSSIBLE.^® 

BECKER ARGUES THAT THE TOOL WHICH IS o r GREATEST IMPORTANCE TO 

SOCIOLOGY IS THE CONSTRUCTED TYPE, #MiCH BEARS A CLOSE RESEMBLANCE TO 

THE IDEAL TYPE OF NEKFT.^? A CONSTRUCTED TYPE IS NOTHING MOftE THAN A 

LOGICAL CONSTRUCT ION OUT OF A NUMBER OF EMPIRICAL INSTANCES SO THAT THE 

BASIC AND UNDERLYING CHARACTER1STIOS OF TMf DATA ARE ISOLATES FROM 

IRRELEVANT SETAILS* IT IS A LOGICALLY PURE CONCEPT WHICH REPRESENTS AM 

EXTREME OR LIMITING CASE, AND IT SERVES AS A STANDARD WHICH MAY BE USED 

IN TMf COMPARISON OF EMPIRICAL DATA. AT THE SAME TIME, HOWEVER, THE CON-

STRUCTED TYPE MUST K "OBJECTIVELY PROS ABLE#* EVEN THOUGH THERE IS LITTLE 

LIKELIHOOD THAT A CONCRETE CASE WILL CORRESPOND EXACTLY WITH THE CON-

STRUCTED TYPE, IT IS STILL NECESSARY FOR THAT POSSIBILITY TO EXISTS 

"EXAMINATION OF THE EMPIRICAL EVIDENCE MUST ALWAYS enable THE RESEARCHER 

TO SAY, 'The PROBABILITY THAT THIS TYPE WILL EVER BE MATCHED IN REALITY 

IS VERT SLIGHT, BUT THE PROBABILITY IS NOT INHERENTLY NIL>*"^° 0* THIS 

M M R - > AS» 28. 31, 33. 

6 W £ B ( «FTE« U..HO •,««. TVPC" ,« HIS «OH«, « . . » « > 
IT IN FAVOR OF "CONSTRUCTED TYPE* IN ORDER TO AVOID CERTAIN MISUNDER-
STANDINGS. A® WILL IMS. POINTED OUT LATER, HE WISHED TO DISTINGUISH HIS 
OWN CONCEPT INVOLVING "OBJECTIVE PROBABILITY* FROM *£SE«*S "IDEAL TYPE" 
INVOLVING ®0»*#E®TIVt POSSIBILITY.* Ifc ALSO WISHED tO AVOID CONNOTATIONS 
OF PERFECTION OR OF BERKELEYAN IDEALISM. SEE IBID.. P. JO. 

T^BEOKER, "SACRED AND SECULAR SOCIETIES,* SOCIAL FORCES. XXVHl 
(M*», T950). 367-
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POINT BECKER DISAGREES WITH TOER, mo HAD INSISTED ONLY ON "OSWECTIVE 

POSSIBILITY." "O0«*E©TI»€: POSSISILITV,* BECKER THINKS, GAM mm MERE 

LOG!CAt. POSSIBILITY. V-MHINGER'S FICTIONS IN MIS PHILOSOPHY OF WAS IF,!' 

FCW EXAMPLE, HAVE LITTLE OR WO EMPIRICAL. PROBABILITY, AND "SOME OF WAX 

SLE8ER*S LESS M M S M METHQDOLOGICAL STATEMENTS S O W B MUCH LIKE 

¥AtHIM<3ER*S* • • CONSTRUCTED TYPES »H|C« ARE USED IN SCIENTIFIC 

RESEARCH ARE MOT "ILUST ANY® FICTIONS} THEY MUST BE CLOSELY RELATED TO 

SMPIRICAL PHENOMENA. 

CONSTRUCTED TYPES POSSESS SKAT 8E0KER CALLS *NEOATIVE UTILITY,* IM 

THAT THEIR USEFULNESS STEMS FROM THE LACK OF CQRK£3PQ»i«MCi TO PARTICULAR 

OASES* THE LOGICAL PATTERN FOR TESTIMS HYPOTHESES IS *|F £, THEN £" 

AND ulf £*» THEN J*." iH THE CASE OF CONSTRUCTIVE TYPOLOOY, P STANDS 

FOR THE TYPE ANO £ STANDS FOR THE CONSEQUENT* T«E CONSTRUCTED TYPE IS 

WOT A HYPOTHESIS IN ITSELF, FOR A HYPOTHESIS MOST INVOLVE THE RELATION 

OF A t t m TO A CONSEQUENT• IN ACTUAL PRACTISE & SELDOM IF EVER FOLLOVS 

EMPIRICALLY FROM £, AND THUS P IS "FALSE* IN A CERTAIN SENSE. THE ACTUAL 

CASE INVOLVES P* AS THE ANTECEDENT AND £ # AS THE CONSEQUENT, ALTHOUGH IN 

EHPIfllCAL OBSERVATION £* APPEARS PRIOR TO P . |T 19 PRECISELY THE DIF-

FERENCE BETWEEN £ AMS£* BMIOH IS SIGNIFICANT, FOR *. . . THE •FALSENESS* 

OF £ IS » I AN ACCIDENTAL 'FALSENESS,* BUT A SPECIFIC ONE HESULTIN© FROM 

A NECESSARY AND NOT A CHANCE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE TYPE AND THE EMPIRICAL 

INSTANCE.*?** |T IS THEM POSSIBLE TO DISCOVER THE SPECIFIC FACTORS W I S H 

ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DIFFERENCE* IT IS CLEAR THEN THAT CONSTRUCTED 

TYPES IN SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS ARE VALUABLE ONLY IN SO FAR AS THEY BO NOT 

CORRESPOND TO OtVEtt CASES! 

7*teip. ^iEJLS* 
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SOMEONE I S ALWAYS SAYING, "YOUR CONSTRUCTED TYPE IS m GOOD BECAUSE, 

SEVERAL EXCEPTIONS TO I T CAN BE FOUND** T « I OBVIOUS REPLY IS# 
"VOU CAN NEVER EXPECT ANYTHING OTHER THAN EXCEPTIONS* IF OONSTRUCT 
* « B "REALITY* EXACTLY CORRESPOND, YOU ARE I N THE MORASS Of THE FAR* 
TICULAR. YOU ARE TALKINO ABOUT THIS THING AT THIS TIME IN 8UCH A 
WAV WAT EXPLICIT COMPARISON WITH ANYTHINfi ELSE 8EOOME8 VIRTUALLY 
I M P O S S I B L E T H E BELIEF THAT THE CONSTRUCTED TYPE IS RENSgftfB 
USELESS BECAUSE EXCEPTION® TO IT CAN 8E FOUND I S CHILBISMLY NAIVE* 
EXCEPTIONS MUST M FOUND. . « . 7 3 

THE CONSTRUCTED TYPE I S THUS A FICTION# WHICH DIFFERS FROM THE 

CONSTRUCTS USES 8 * HISTORIANS, SUCH AS "THE MEDIEVAL PAPACY,* » C * L -

V I M S S V OR "THE NATIONAL STATE SYSTEM,* ONLY I N THAT IT HAS SEEN 

CONSTRUCTED PLANFOLLY, DELIBERATELY, AN© WITH FULL AWARENESS* THE CON* 

STRUCT!© TYPE AS USES IN SOCIOLOGICAL RESEARCH BEAft® A CLOSE RELATION TO 

THE HEURISTIC FICTIONS WHICH HAVE SEEN SO PROFITABLY EMPLOYED SY THE 

NATURAL SCIENTISTS. THE PHYSICISTS* FOR EXAMPLE, U T I L I Z E TWO DIFFERENT 

THEORIES OF THE NATURE OT L I S H T . As THE PHYSICIST PUTS I T , "ON MONDAY, 

'WEDNESDAY, AND FRIDAY «E USE A NAVE THEORY OF L IOHT, mo ON TUESDAY AN® 

THURSDAY WE USE A PARTICLE THEOKY."?* THESE F ICTIONS, EVEN THOUGH I T I S 

SAFE TO ASSUME THAT THEY OON*T CORRESPOND TO " R E A L I T Y , * ARE USEFUL FOR 

THE SPECIF!0 PURPOSES FOR WHICH THEY WEHE INTENDED, FOR THEY PROCURE 

PREDICTION. SIMILARLY, THE FICTIONS USED I N S@©IOL©SIOAL ANALYSIS PRO-

CURE PREDICTION, ALTHOUGH THIS PREDICTION MAY @1 RETROSPECTIVE AS WELL AS 

PROSPECTIVE* " I N OTHER WORDS, M MAY VERIFY O« REFUTE OUR HYPOTHESES AND 

CONSTRUCTS ®Y SEARCHIMS THE RCCORB OF THE PAST FOR SETUPS IN WHICH THE 

* i r AND WHEN* PROVISO I S F U L F I L L E D , * ^ 

<3BECKER, "CONSTRUCTIVE TYPOLOOY IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES," BARNES, 
BECKER, AND BECKER* OP. P I T . . P« 4 3 . 

7 4 | B | D > . P . 4 3 * 8E0KER APPARENTLY CONFUSES A THEORY WITH A TYPE I N 
THIS ILLUSTRATION. THE WAVE THEORY OF LIOHT AND THE CONCEPT OF ABSOLUTE 
IER0 IN PHYSICS ARE COMPLETELY DIFFERENT TYPES OF F ICTIONS. 

7 5 j g i D . , P . 3 3 . 
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SACRED SOCIETY * M SECULAR THE SACRED AND 

SECULAH M U M M E R M TYPES o r SOCIEIY, BECKER FIRST STATES EXPLICITLY 

WHAT THEY ARE NOT* SACRED AND SECULAR ARE NOT SYNONYMOUS WITH HOLY AND 

PROFANE, RELIBIQUS AND IRRELIBIOUS, FOLK AND URBAN, RURAL AND URBAN, 

HONLITERATE AND LITERATE, PRIMITIVE AND MODERN, FOLK AND STATE, COMMUNAL 

Aft® ASSOC(ATTONAL, PRIMARY SROUP AND SECONDARY GROUP, AND @0 FORTH. 

TMEY HAYS MO CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE FIRST TWO PA J Rg© CONCEPTS, AND THEY 

REPRESENT A MORE GENERAL CASE OF MOST OF THE OTHER 00NCEPT8, THIS RESULTINS 

m mm UNIVERSAL APPLICABILITY.^ 

TVI« BASIC CRITERION FOR BECKER*B DEFINITIONS OF SOCIETAL TYPES IS 

THE RESISTANCE TO OR CAPACITY FOR CHANGE* THUS *A SACRED SOCIETY IS 

OWE THAT ELICITS FROM OR IMPARTS TO ITS MEMBERS, BY MEANS OF SOCIATION, 

AM WM»ILLtW®MISS AHS/on INABILITY TO RESPOND TO THE CULTURALLY HEW AS THE 

mm JQ DEFINES JBY Ttfflgg MEMBERS JN TERMS OF THf SOCIETY'S EXISTINC COL-

TIME."?? A SECULAR SOCIETY, ON THE OTHER HAND, IS UU0T THE OPPOSITE# 

tT IS A SOCIETY WHICH ENDOWS ITS MEMBERS WITH «EABINESB AN^/OR CAPACITY 

TO ©HAWSE. A SACRED SOCIETY SUSTAINS AN IMPERMEABLE VALUE-SYSTEM, WHEREAS 

A SECULAR SOCIETY EMBODIES A PERMEABLE YALUE—SYSTEM. AH IMPERMEABLE 

VALUE-SYSTEM IS DEPENDENT UPON AN ABSENCE OF EFFECTIVE INTERSOClETAt 

COMMUNICATION, AND CONSEQUENTLY ISOLATION MARKS THE SACFLFB SOCIETY AND 

ACCESSIBILITY MARKS THE SECULAR SOCIETY. THERE ARE THREE TYPES OF 

ISOLATION AND ACCESSIBILITY. THE FIRST TYPE IS VICINAL, WHICH DENOTE# 

7%ECKER, "SACRED AND SECULAR SOCIETIES," SOCIAL FORCES. XXVIIi 
(MAY , 1950), 362. $S« BECKER*® DIAQRAM OF THE INTERRELATIONS OF THESE 
CONCEPTS IN IBID.. P. 366. MOST OF THE CONCEPTS EMERGE AS SUBTYPES OF 
THE SACRED-SECULAR DICHOTOMY. 

77 JJMD., P. 363. 
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m i ABSENCE OR PRESENCE Of COMMUNICATION GROWING OUT OF SHEER PHYSICAL 

OPPORTUNITY F M CONTACT WITH OTHER SOCIETIES* SECOND, THE SOCIAL TYPT 

DENOTES THE ABSENCE OR PRESENCE OF COMMUNICATION AT THE LEVEL Of SOCIAL 

RELATIONS .SCTWCCN M£tt»£«S OF SOCIETIES IN TOYS10At PROXiMITf* THIRD, 

THE MENTAL TYPE DENOTES THE ABSENCE OR PRESENCE OF COMMUNICATION «ITH 

OF OTHER SOCIETIES WHO ARE PRESENT 80TM PHYSICALLY AMD SOCIALLY 

AT A LEVEL Of A «O0W8O8i UNIVERSE OF 01SCOURSE*"?® 

THE SACRCD SOCIETY HAS ALL THREE KINDS OF ISOLATION TO THE JITH 

DEGREE, AND ALL PARTS OF THE 300* AL STRUCTURE ARE 3ACREO IN THE SENSE 

THAT THEY ARE VALUES IN AND Of THEMSELVES. £VCRVTHJNO It UNIQUE* CON-

CRETE* mn PERSONAL* AND COMPARISON, CLASSIFICATION, ANALYSIS, AND 

ABSTRACTION ARE NOT PRACTISED* THE 0R6AN1SM IS ADJUSTED TO MOTOR HA8ITS 

AND ATTITUDES WHICH HAVE SEEN INCULCATED IN CHILDHOOD SO THAT THERE IS 

AN ALMOST SUPERSTITIOUS FEAR OF CHANGE* SOCIAL LIFE 13 SASCO ALMOST 

ENTIRELY UPON TRADITION AND CEREMONIAL, AND EVERY SITUATION IS DEFINED 

IN CUSTOMARY AMD SACRED TERMS* IN SHORT, THE FOLKWAYS AK0 THE MORES 

GOVERN SOCIAL ACTIONS, MID THERE IS LITTLE INDIVIDUATION AND RATIONAL 

CRITIOTSU OF EXISTING INSTITUTIONS* EVEN ACTIVITIES WHICH ARE OF THE 

MOST UTILITARIAN CHARACTER, SUCH AS THE GAINING OF A LIVELIHOOD, ARE 

CONDITIONED FUNDAMENTALLY BY THE FOLKWAYS AND THE M0RES, WHICH MAY HOLD 

THAT THE HERD ANIMALS AND THE SOIL ARE SACRED* THE ECONOMY OF THE SACRED 

SOCIETY IS SELF-SUFFICTENT AMD IS COMPLETELY INDEPENDENT OF FOREICW TRAM, 

AND CONSEQUENTLY THERE IS LITTLE CHANCE THAT PECUNIARY VALUATION AND 

DETACHED ECONOMIC ATTITUDES WILL INTRUDE* DIVISION OF LASOR IS SIMPLE* 

AND THERE IS MO TOWN# URBAN, OR WETWOPOLITAM ECONOMY* THE SASIC KINSHIP 

7®JAIU*» PP. J6>364* 
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SRQUP 1# THt LAROE FAMILY, WHICH I S COMPLETELY UMBER THE CONTROL OF 

SACRED SANCTIONS* ALTHOUGH t h e w s TS LITTLE INDIVIUUALiTY AND 3EVIATIM 

FROM NORMS, TMgRls I S A MINIMUM OF SOCIAL CONTROL BY PHYSICAL FORCE, 

SINGE GOSSIP , GENERAL AVERSION, AND INDIGNATION ARE SUFFICIENT TO MAIM* 

TAIN ORDER# f iWATfOMALf® AM© SUPERNATURAL!SM ARE COMPLETELY OOMINAMT, 

AND RATIONAL SCIENCE IS UMKflOWH#^9 

TilE SECULAR SOCIETY I S ACCESSIBLE VIOIMALLYf SOCIALLY, AMD MENTALLY 

TO THE jfTH DECREE, AMD ALL PARTS OF THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE ARE SECULAR IN 

THE 8EN8C THAT VALUES ARC NOT DETERMINED 0V CUSTOM AMD TRADITION* EVERY 

RELATIONSHIP I S CONSIDERED ONLY AS A MEANS TO AH ELUSIVE ENS OF HAPPINESS 

AS DEFINED IN TEW® OF THE STRICTLY EGOISTIC WISHES OF THE INDIVIDUAL* 

IN OPPOSITION TO THE SACRED SOCIETY, THE UNIQUE, CONCRETE, AND PERSONAL 

ARC SET ASIDE; AND COMPARISON, ANALYSIS, CLASSIFICATION, AND ABSTRACTION 

ARE HABITUALLY PRACflCED. TRADITION AND CEREMONIAL HAVE NO INFLUENCE IN 

ORIENTING HUMAN ACTIVITY, FOR EVERY SITUATION I S DEF i NED RATIONALISTI CALLY 

IN SECULAR TERMS* INSTEAD OF THE INABILITY TO RESPOND TO THE NEW, THERE 

I S INABILITY TO REFRAIN FROM RESPONDING TO THE « £ » , AND A PREMIUM I S 

PUT UPON CHANGE AS SUCH. T«E ECONOMIC INSTITUTION I S SUBJECTED TO 

RATIONAL CONSIDERATION, AND 0HAN6E8 IN ECONOMIC ACTIVITY ARE MADE WHENEVER 

RATIONAL ANALYSIS SHOWS IT TO BE NECESSARY.^® HERD ANIMALS AND THE SOIL 

ARE MOT REGARDED AS SACKED} THEY ARE PECUNIARILY EVALUATED* ?W« SECULAR 

ECONOMY I S HIONLY DIFFERENTIATED AND MARKETS ARE PRESENT ON A METROPOLITAN 

79&ECXER, SYSTEMATIC SOCIOLOGY. PP* 223<-224« THIS PARAGRAPH AND 
THE FOLLOWING ONE ARE SUMMARIES OF QUOTED MATERIAL FROM BECKER*9 UNPUB-
LISHED SECTORAL DISSERTATION, "FONIA AND ATHENS* STUDIES IN ^CULARIZATISW#* 
UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO, 1930» 

^•RUTIONAL* »» THIS CASE I S USED IN THE SAME SENSE AS U S E R USES I T . 
SEE THE DISCUSSION OF *EBCR IN CHAPTER III# 
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AND EVEN WORLD LEVEL, 81MCE THERE ARE MO POL * T t CAL BARRIERS 3UCW AS PRO-

TECTIVE TARIFFS Oft IMMIGRATION RESTRICTIONS* Th£ STRANGER 18 FREE TO 

GOME mo m m HE WILL, si woe g VERY BOD* IS MORE m LIS® A STRANGER, AND 

COSMOPOLITANISM ACQUIRES HIGH PRESTIGE VALUE* THE KINSHIP GROUP IS THE 

SMALL BIOLOGICAL FAMILY# AND THE ECONOMIC AND EDUCATIONAL FUNCTIONS OF 

THE FAMILY ARE LARGELY TAKEN OVER ST OUTSIDE INSTITUTIONS. TWERE IS VERY 

LITTLE INFORMAL SOCIAL CONTROL SUCH AS THAT FOUND IN THE SACRED SOCIETY, 

AMD OFFENSES AGAINST THE LAWS OFTEN INVOLVE NO SOCIAL OSTRACISM, CON-

TROL TAKES THE FORM OF A RATIONAL LEGAL SYSTEM IN IBMIOH THE "GUILT-

PUNISHMENT" EQUATION HAS FULL 8WAY. INSTEAD OF THE UNWRITTEN AGREEMENT 

AND "UNDERSTANDING* CHARACTERIZING SACRED SOCIETY, FORMAL, LEGAL, SECULAR 

CONTRACTS ARE THE RULE, TO THE EXTENT THAT EVEN THE MARRIAGE RELATION-

SHIP TAKES THE FORM OF A CONTRACT BETWEEN TWO INDIVIDUALS. i» THE SECULAR 

SOCIETY RATIONALISM AND NATURALISM ARE DOMINANT, AND GENUINE SCIENCE IS 

HIGHLY DEVELOPED AND EMOOY8 GREAT PRESTIGE#^1 

ID MIS MOST RECENT WORK BECKER HAS CONSTRUCTED A NUMBER OF SUBTYPES 

OF SACRED AMD SECULAR SOCIETIES* THE MOST IMPORTANT SUBTYPES ARE THE 

FOLK-SAOftED, THE PRESCRIBED—SACRED, THE PRINCIPLED-SECULAR, AND THE 

NOftMt,E§9*SECULAR* THE FIRST, THE FOLK-SACRED SOCIETY, IS ONE IN WHICH 

TRADITION IS THE DOMINANT INFLUENCE, AND IT IS USUALLY FOUND IN ISOLATED, 

BACKWARD, OR PRIMITIVE PARTS OF THE «0«L»* IT IS A MISTAKE TO ASSUME, 

HOWEVER, THAT ALL PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES ARE OF THE FOLK—SACRED TYPE, FOR 

A FEW, 81'CM AS THE COMANCHE, DEVELOPED A MARKEDLY SECULAR CHARACTER* 

IT IS FOR THIS REASON THAT A PRIMITIVE—CIVILI2ED DICHOTOMY IS UNSATIS-

FACTORY, SECOND, THE PRESCRIBED-SACRED SOCIETY IS BASED UPON A DEFINITE 

81 lei©., PP. 22<t~22J?. 
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•ODY o r DOGMA WISH CALLS FORTH, SETS UP, Oft MAINTAINS A TOTALITARIAN 

FORM or SOCIAL STRUCTURE. PROMINENT EXAMPLES or THIS SOCIETAL TYPE 

ARE THE GENEVA THEOCRACY o r CALVIN, THE JESUIT STATE or PARAGUAY, AND, 

AT LEAST m INTENTION, FASCIST ITALY, NAZI GERMANY, AND SOVIET RUSSIA* 

VICINAL ISOLATION IN THESE CASES MAY RESULT FROM RESTRICTIONS M TRAVEL 

AND COMMUNICATION, WHICH IN TURN BRING ON SOCIAL AND MENTAL ISOLATION* 

THE NAZIS, row EXAMPLE, PROMULGATED THE SLOGAN, THINK WITH OUR 

BLOOD," 11TH SUCH SUCCESS THAT IT BECAME VIRTUALLY IMPOSSIBLE FOR OUT-

SIDERS TO ESTABLISH ANY MUTUALLY INTELLIGIBLE UNIVERSE OP DISCOURSE 

WITH A LARGE PART OT THE GERMAN POPULATION* THIRD, THE PRINCIPLED* 

SECULAR SOCIETY POSSESSES A "BICYCLE-LIKE STABILITY OF MOVING EQUILIBRIUM,* 

ROR ALTHOUGH THE NEOPHOBIA CHARACTERISTIC OF SACRED SOCIETIES IS NOT 

PRESENT TO A GREAT DEGREE, THE NEOPHILIA OT NORMLESS-SECULAR SOCIETIES 

IS HELD IN CHECK BY SOME SYSTEM OT PRINCIPLES* VICINAL AND SOCIAL ACCES-

SIBILITY, WITH CERTAIN ALTERNATIVES SUCH AS TREASON TO THE STATE REMAINING 

FUNDAMENTALLY OUT o r CONSIDERATION. FOURTH, W E EXTREME TYPE OF THE 

SECULAR SOCIETY IS THE NGRMLESS-SECilLAR* IN THIS CASE THERE I® COMPLETE 

ACCESSIBILITY VICINALLY, SOCIALLY, AND MENTALLY, AND SACRED OR PRINCIPLED 

NORMS OF BEHAVIOR COMPLETELY DISAPPEAR. THIS TYPE OF SOCIETY IS TO BE 

POUND IN CENTERS OF CULTURE CONTACT, AND THUS MOST FREQUENTLY ARE LOCATED 

IN LARGE CITIES AT THE CROSSROADS OF COMMERCE AND COMMUNICATION* IT IS 

INOOFTFTECT TO EQUATE UR8AN WITH SECULAR, HOWEVER, ROR THERE ARC MANY 

CITIES WHICH ARE BASICALLY rOLK-SACRED, SUCH AS LHASA, 8ENARES, AND 

iyfgCCA* Oft PRESCRIBED-SACRED, SUCH AS FASCIST ROME, COMMUNIST MOSCOW, 

AND NAZI WURNSERG* REDTIELD'S FOLK-URBAN DICHOTOMY IS VALID, THEREFORE, 

ONLY IN SO rAR AS REFERENCE IS MADE TO ONE TYPE OF CITY, THE HIGHLY 
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SEGULARl^t'D VARIETY.^ 

BLCKER FURTHER SUBDIVIDE® THE FOUR TYPES OUTLINES ABOVE. THUS, 

THE FOLK-SACRED SOCIETY IS DIVIDED INTO INDIGENOUS AND EXOGENOUS SUB-

TYPES. UMBER THE INDIGENOUS CLASSIFICATION IN THE CASE OF THE PRESCRIBEQ" 

SACRED SOCIETY ARE T*@ SUBTYPES* ARTICULATED AND DEVISED; UNDER THE 

EXOGENOUS CLASSIFICATION ARE ENFORCED, TRANSPLANTED* IMPOSED* AND YMJASL-

N A T I Y I S T I C . ^ THE CLASSIFICATION OF SUBTYPES OF SECULAR SOCIETIES I S 

EVFIN MORE COMPLEX, INVOLVING THE FOLLOWING IN THE CASE OF THE PFUNCTPLEK-

8ECULAR SOCIETY! ELFMIMATIVE* SUBSTITUTIVE* PROMULOATIONAL* « R ( S I S ~ 

ENSUING, RATIONALI ZING, ADOPTIVE, AND GOWQUFST-EMSUTMS. TBT NORMLESS-

SECULAR TYPE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING? S£«ENTAL~EL 101. TED, SEGMENTAL-

ELECTIVE* DECADENT-RESIDUAL, DECADENT"*!)!STILLED* BCMQRALI ZEB-INTERCLASS, 

BEMORALIZED-INTRACLASS, NONMORAL-FAMILIAL-NEGLECTFUL* NONMORAL-FAMILIAL-

IMP0TENT* CATASTRGPHE-ENSTI»N6, MUTINOUS# ATTRITIOMAL* MIMETIC* COLL I SIGNAL, 

AH© EVOOATIVE. T « I SECULAR SOCIETY SUBTYPES ARE ALSO CLASSIFIED ACCORDING 

TO ITTDIEENFLWSHPCOEENQTIA mo MUTATIONAL—INCREMENTAL CATEGORIES 

BECKER DOES NOT BELIEVE THAT ALL SOCIAL CHANGE RESULTS IN A SWIFT 

FROM A SACRED TYPE OF SOCIETY TO A SECULAR TYPE OF SOCIETY* EVEN THOUGH 

MUCH OF HIS mm HAS BEEN CONCERNED WITH THE PROBLEM OF SECULARIZATION 

OF SWMFRIB SOCIETIES. H I S DOCTORAL DISSERTATION* FOR INSTANCE* DESCRTSC© 

THE SECULARIZATION OF ANCIENT GREEK CULTURE FOLLOWIMS THE DISORGANIZATION 

^BECKER* "SACRED AND SECULAR SOCIETIES.1* SOCIAL FORCES. XXVIII 
(MAY* 1 9 5 0 ) , 3 ^ 4 - 3 6 S » 37&* SEE ALSO HOWARD BECKER* "INTERPRETIN® FAMILY 
LIFE IN CONTEXT** FAMILY. MARRIAGE. AND PARENTHOOD, EDITED BY HOWARD 
BECKER AND REUBEN HILL* P . ' ' FV PASSIM* 

$3BCCKER* "SACRED AND SECULAR SOCIETIES*" SOCIAL FORCES. XXVII 
{MAY, 3 & 9 . 

^ I A I D . , P . m* 
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OF OLE TRADITIONS IN THE IONIAN M I G R A T I O N . ^ BECKER STATES TWAT " * . * THIRG 

I S AMPLE EVIDENCE THAT SOCIETIES ONCE STROMSLY SECULAR MAY BE F W S BACK 

IN ®A0R«B MOLDS," AMD ME CITES THE CASE OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF NAZI GERMANY 

AS AN EXAMPLE OF A CHANGE FROM A PRINCIPLE»~S£CULAR SOCIETY TO A PRESCRIBED-

SASHED S O C I E T Y # ^ M£ I S CONSEQUENTLY OPPOSED TO IRREVERSI6LE DICHOTOMIES, 

m m AS P R I M I T I V E - C I V I L I Z E D , PRELtTERAT€«»LITEAATC, ANDIENT-MODERN, 

FOLK-STATE, AND SO FORTH 

CRITIEISM•-HBEOKER*S CONTENTION THAT IT I® NECESSARY TO LIMIT ©ON* 

8TR0CTSB TYPES TO "OSUEOTIVELY PROBABLE* CONSTRUCTS I S DECIDEDLY WEAK» 

SINCE MAM* 0 F H I S 0«N STATEMENTS SEEM TO CONFLICT «ITH T H I S POINT OT 

VIEW* AT ONE POINT HE STATES THAT NO 80NSTRUCTED TYPE , . WILL EVE* 

BE FOUND CONCRETELY EXEMPLIFIED," AND "THE REASON SUCH A TYPE CAN'T 3 1 

FOUND IN EXTERNAL #NATURE* 19 BECAUSE IT HAS SEEN MADE IN THE I N V E S T I -

GATOR'S AGAIN, WE STATES, WYOU NEVER CAN EXPECT ANYTHINO OTHER 

THAN E X C E P T I O N S # * ^ Hi I S , OF COURSE, CORRECT IN EMPMASLTLWS THE POINT 

THAT CONSTRUCTED TYPES MOST BE ABSTRACTED FROM CONCRETE EMPIRICAL DATA 

ANO THAT THEY ARE NOT N»U8T ANY* F I C T I O N S , BUT THERE I S NO LOGICAL REASON 

TO REQUIRE SOME POSSIBILITY OF CORRESPONDENCE, NO MATTER HOW REMOTE, 

BETWEEN THE CONSTRUCT ANJ3 REALITY, AFTE« ALL, THE CONSTRUCTED TYPE I S 

MERELY A MEASURING STANDARD, AND THE DIFFERENCE FROM THE CONSTRUCT I S 

$ 5 S E S BARNES AND BECKER, JHP. C I T . » PP* 1 3 4 - 1 7 6 FOR A DISCUSSION 
OF THE PROCESS OF SECULAR IZATION ITTLAREGCE* 

D E C K E R , "SACRED AND SECULAR S O C I E T I E S , * SOCIAL FORCES, X X V I I I 

{MAY, 1 9 M ) , M* — • 

* F R | 8 I O . . P» 3 6 6 « 

®%EOKER, "CONSTRUCTIYE TYPOLOCY IN THE SOCIAL S C I E N C E S , * BARNES, 
BECKER, AND BECKER, OP* C I T » . P . 2 9 * 
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THE SIGVIFICANT T H I N G ^ BECKER FAILS TO SEE THE COMPLETE ANALOGY WITH THE 

CONSTRUCTS USED BY THE NATURAL SCIENTISTS* THE CONCEPT OF A PERFECT . ^ 

0 ) VACUUM, FOR INSTANCE, I S A FICTION WHICH 10 USEFUL OUT WHICH 1 8 1M N O ) ^ ^ " ' 

SENSE w©e%l£CTtVELY PRGQA3L£»W BECKER*9 CRITICISM OF ^StR*® T E W 

•OBJECTIVELY POSS I0LE* SEEMS TO 8E LITTLE MORE THAN PLATING WITH *ORDS, 

SINCE ACTUALLY "OBJECTIVELY POSSIBLE* COMES CLOSER TO EXPRESStN® BECKERS 

MEANING THAN "OBJECTIVELY PROBABLE,* WHICH IMPLIES THAT A CONSTRUCTED 

TYPE I S LIKELY TO CORRESPOND EXACTLY WITH AN ACTUAL CASE. |M PRACTICE* 

A M TO A CERTAIN DEGREE IN DEFINITION, THERE TS NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE 

mrmm iEstw's ® M « . TYPE* AND BECKER*S "CONSTRUCTED T Y P E . " 9 0 

IT I S ALSO QUESTIONABLE AS TO HOW VALUABLE B E C K E R S BEWILDERING 

ARRAY OF SUBTYPES OF SOCIETIES I S * IT I S HIGHLY PROBABLE THAT MANY OF 

THE SUBTYPES HAVE SEEN CONSTRUCTED LOGICALLY RATHER THAN ABSTRACTED 

FROM EMPIRICAL DATA, AND THUS BECKER'S OWN DEFINITION OF THE CONSTRUCTED 

TYPE -MAY HAVE SEEN VIOLATED. f« AT LEAST SOME CASES &ECKER ALSO M E M S 

TO HAVE FALLEN INTO THE USE OF THE •ILLUSTRATIVE METHOD* WHICH HE SO 

STRONGLY C R I T I C I Z E S , FOR ME OFFERS NQTHI NO RUT EXAMPLES TO SUPPORT H I S 

v Aft tews SUBTYPES. IT IS PROBABLY SAFE TO ASSUME THAT LITTLE USE WILL 

BE MADE OF THE SUBTYPES AS DEVELOPED 8* BECKEFT. IN FACT ONE I S TEMPTED 

TO INTERPRET HI# CONSTRUCT K M OF SUBTYPES AS A WBEAB->PAN* SATIRE ON THE 

PRACTICE OF CONSTRUCTING TYPES OF LITTLE EMPIRICAL VALUE, WHICH SEEMS TO 

8E A POPULAR PASTIME AMONG MANY SOCIOLOGISTS. 

BECKER'S CONCEPTION OF THE SOURCES OF SOCIAL CHANGE ALSO SEEMS ONE-

SIDED# HE ASSUMES THAT CHANGE COMES ONLY THROUGH CULTURE CONTACT AND 

9°BECKEB FINALLY ADMITS THAT " . . . THE CONSTRUCTED TYPE I S AN IDEAL 

TYPE CLOSELY SIMILAR TO. AND PERHAPS IDENTICAL WITH, THE WAX ifVESER 

MODEL." (TSIP.. P* 3 0 . ) 
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THUS IGNORES COMPLETELY THE POSSIBILITY THAT SOME OF THE SEEDS OF CHANOE 

M4T LIE WITHIN A SOCIETY ITSELF* |T IS OBVIOUS THAT EVEN IN THE CASE OT 

TWO CULTURES IN CONTACT THE PROBLEM OF ISOLATINO THE PARTICULAR CAUSES 

OT CHANGE STILL REMAINS# BEOKER'S ANALYSIS OF CHANBFI REMAINS ON A 

SUPERFICIAL* DESCRIPTIVE LEVEL, AND HE IGN0RE8 THE BASIC PROBLEM OF 

CHANSE* 

AMERICAN RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS* RURAL SOCIETY 

ANO URBAN SOCIETY 

AMERICAN RURAL SOCIOLOGY, FOR THE MOST PART, HAS NOT SEEM UNIFIES 

BY A THEORETICAL SYSTEM, FOR ITS FUNCTION IN THE PAST HAS BEEN CONCEIVE® 

LARGELY AS "PRACTICAL.* |T*S RAISON DVETRE HAS BEEN TO PROVIDE A PRAC-

TICAL GUIDE IN THE SOLVING OF PARTICULAR ADMINISTRATIVE PROBLEMS. THE 

LACK OF THEORETICAL ORIENTATION ANO THE UNEVEN QUALITY OF THE VAST AMOUNT 

OT RESEARCH WHICH HAS BEEN DONE UNDER THE IMPETUS OF GOVERNMENT SUBSI-

DIZATION HAS HINDERED THE ESTABLISHMENT OF RURAL SOCIOLOGY AS A SCIENTIFIC 

DISCIPLINE, BUT IN RECENT YEARS THE SCIENTIFIC LEVEL OF RURAL SOCIOLOQY 

HAS BEEN RAISED. MOST RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS MAKE USE OF A DICHOTOMY OF 

RURAL SOCIETY AND URBAN SOCIETY, BUT WOT SO MUCH FOR THEORETICAL PURPOSE® 

AS FOR THE PURPOSE OF JUSTIFYING THE EXISTENCE OF RURAL SOCIOLOQY AS A 

SEPARATE FIELD OF SOCIOLOGY. FROM THE VERY FIRST RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS HAVE 

REALIZED THE DIFFICULTY OF DRAWING A LINE BETWEEN RURAL AND URBAN, BUT 

AT THE SAME TIME THEY NAVE FELT THAT A MORE OR LESS ABSOLUTE DISTINCTION 

BETWEEN THE TWO IS NECESSARY* GILLETTE, FOR EXAMPLE, WHO WROTE THE 

FIRST TEXTBOOK IN RURAL SOCIOLOGY, ADMITS THAT THERE IS NO HARD AND 

FAST LINE BETWEEN THE TWO, BUT ON THE OTHER HAN© "THERE ARE 80MB 

A(MM£«ATTON8 OF POPULATIONS . . • WHICH COULD NEVER SERVE AS COUNTRY 
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A N D SOME COUNTRY REGIONS WHICH COULD NEVER SERVE A® CI TV.*9* CONSEQUENTLY, 

THERE H A S BEEN AM ATTEMPT or RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS TO SET O P MORE OR LtSS 

MUTUALLY EXCLUSIVE RURAL A N D URBAN TYPES OF SOCIETY*. 

fviORE OFTEN: THAW NOT, D E F I N I T I O N S OF THE TERMS "RURAL* A # © "URBAN" 

HAVE TAKEN THE FORM OF LISTINGS OF THE OHARACTCRISTFC8 OF THE FTURAL 

800ISTY A « 0 THE URBAN SOCIETY, THAT IS, THERE M A S SEEM A TENDENCY TO 

ASSUME THAT ALL RURAL SOCIETIES ARE ESSENTIALLY THE SAME AND THAT ALL 

URBAN SOCIETIES ARE ALSO VIRTUALLY IDENTICAL IN NATURE* A LARGE NUMBER 

OF THE RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS APPARENTLY HAVE REGARDED "RURAL* AMD "URBAN* 

AS GLASSIFICATORY TERMS FOR ACTUALLY EXISTING S O C I E T I E S . ^ 2 THERE IS AN 

INCREASING REALIZATION AT THE W E S E N T TIME, H O W E V E R , THAT "RURAL* AN© 

*WR0AN* ARE IN&AL TYPES AND THAT VERY FGTF, IF ANY, EXISTING SOCIETIES 

CORRESPOND EXACTLY WITH THE IDEAL TYPES. U X M I S AND SCEGLE RECOGNIZE 

THE GREAT VARIATIONS WITHIN RURAL SOCIETY IN POINTING OUT THAT THE 

CHARACTERI8TIOS OF RURAL LIFE VARY *. • « IN RURAL SOCIETY FROM SOCIAL 

CLASS TO SOCIAL C L A S S , FROM TYPE OF FARMING ARIA TO TYPE OF F A R M I N G AREA, 

FROM GENERATION TO GENERATION, AND IN MANY OTHER BAYS»*S3 SUGGESTING A 

CONTINUUM FROM RURAL TO U R B A N , SMITH OBSERVES THAT "INSTEAD OF BEING 

PURELY RURAL OR PURELY U R B A N , ONE COMMUNITY MERELY H A S M O R E URBAN OR 

MORE RURAL CHARACTERISTICS THAN A N O T H E R . * ^ 

THE RURAL-URBAN DICHOTOMY M I C H H A S SEEN DEVELOPED BY RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS 

91JOHN «* GILLETTE, CONSTRUCTIVE HURAL SOCIOLOGY, P# 10# 

9 % O R EXAMPLE, SEE CHARLES U. QALPIN, RURAL LIFE AND GILLETTE* OP. CIT. 

$3CMAIH.£8 p. LOOMIS AND J. ALLAN BEEGLE, RURAL SOCIAL SYSTEMS, 

P . 3 0 . 

LYNN SMITH, JHE SOCIOLOGY OR RURAL LIFE, P. 24* 
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SCARS A VERY CLOSE K IN8HIP TO THE 0ICH0T0UIE8 SET FORTH BY TOMNIES, 

DURKHEIM, BECKER, mo THE OTHER THEORISTS DISCUSSED UP TO THIS POINT* 

NELSON, IN ONE o r THE MOST RECENT TEXTS ON RURAL SOOIOLOGY, MAS SUMMARIZED 

THE CHARACTERISTICS OF FARM, VILLAGE, AND URBAN S O C I E T I E S . ^ FIRST# THE 

FARM COMMUNITY IS VERY SMALL IN SIZE AND SOCIAL CONTACTS ARE FEW AND 

PERSONAL. F*UMA*Y GR0UP8 PREDOMINATE AND THE FOLKWAYS AND M0RE8 ARE 

THE CHIEF AGENTS OF SOCIAL OONTROL. THERE IS COMPARATIVELY L ITTLE SOCIAL 

STRATIFICATION, AND MUCH OF THE 8TATU8 DIFFERENT!ATION SHION JJOTS EXIST 

RESTS UPON PERSONAL ACQUAINTANCE. SPATIAL MOBILITY AND SOCIAL MOBILITY 

ARE AT A MINIMUM. FLORK SKILLS ARE GENERAL AND DIVERSE, AND THE FAMILY 

WORKS TOGETHER AS A UNIT* RURAL INSTITUTION® ARE RELATIVELY W A L L AN© 

SIMPLE* SECOND, ON THE OTHER EXTREME, URBAN SOCIETY I S MUCH LARGER 

IN S H E AND SOCIAL CONTACTS ARE NUMERGU® AND MOSTLY IMPERSONAL* SECONDARY 

©ROUPS TEND TO ASSUME GREATEST IMPORT MICE, AND WITH THE RESULTING IMPER-

SONAL! 2ATI ON, LAW BECOMES THE CHIEF INSTRUMENT OF SOCIAL OONTROL. URSAN 

SOOFSTV I S STRATIFIED TO A HIGH DEGREE ON THE BASIS OF SON—PER80NAL 

CRITERIA SUCH AS OCCUPATION AMD WEALTH, BUT THERE I S A FAIRLY HIGH DEGREE 

OR SOCIAL AND SPATIAL MOBIL ITY. IFLORK SKILLS ARE HIGHLY SPECIALISED AND 

THE FAMILY ALMOST NEVER WORKS TOGETHER AS A U N I T . URBAN INSTITUTIONS 

ARE JUST THE OPPOSITE OF THE RURAL INSTITUTIONS! THEY ARE LARGE AND 

COMPLEX. THIRD, THE VILLAGE OR TOWN CONTAINS SOME ELEMENTS OF BOTH 

RURAL-FARM AND URBAN SOCIETIES, AND THUS I T REPRESENTS A CASE MORE OR LESS 

AT THE MID-POINT ON THE CONTINUUM FROM RURAL TO U R B A N . 9 ^ L&E SIMILARITY 

95LOW*Y NELSON, RURAL SOCIOLOGY. P» 24* 

9 % « S « I I S A VAST LITERATURE ON RURAL-URBAN DIFFERENCES* FOR FURTHER 
REFERENCES CONSULT THE BIBLIOGRAPHIES IN SMITH, OP. J8IT«« AND NELSON, 
OP. P I T * 
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OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RURAL AMD URBAN TYPE8 TO TH38E OF THE 

IDEAL TVPIS OF OTHER THEORISTS IS G8YIOUSU THE RURAL SOCIETY IS SOUSHLY 

EQUIVALENT TO TOMNIES* G£MEtMSCHAFT* DURKHEIM'S MECHANICALLY SOLIDARY 

SOCIETY# COOLEY*S PRIMARY SROUP, AND SO FORTH| ORSAfS SOCIETY IS* OF 

COURSE, EQUIVALENT TO THE OPPOSITE TYPES Of W E ABOVE. l i t AT LEAST ONE 

RURAL SOCIOLOGY TEXTBOOK, THE TERMS RURAL AND URBAN ARC EXPLICITLY 

IDENTIFIED WITH THE DICHOTOMIES DEVELOPED BY TOKMtCS AMD SO«OKIN.97 

ON THE ONE HAND "RURAL* IS ROUSHLY EQUATED WITH FAMILISTIC GEMCINSCHAFT. 

AND ON THE OTHER, "UR8AN* IS EQUATED WITH CONTRACTUAL Gg8ELLSCHAFT, 

THROUGHOUT THE 8Q0K 86F«LE AMD UXS i lS DETERMINE THE RELATIVE POSITIONS 

OF VARIOUS SOCIAL SYSTEM® IN ACCORD>NCE WITH THEIR CORRCSPOMDCNCf TO 

Oft D i r r C R E N K FROM ONE OR THE OTHER OF THE IDEAL TYPES* 

SURPRISINGLY ENOUGH, RURAL 80CI0L0QIST8 HAVE BEEN CRITICISED BY 

MEBERLI FOR EMPHASIZING THE GSSELLSCHAFTH. IKE CHARACTERISTICS OF RURAL 

SOCIETY TO THE EXCLUSION OF THE JIMTIUUGUCX-LTKE CHARACTERISTICS*^ 

IT I® TRI?E THAT RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS HAVE UTILIZED THE TRADE AREA IN 

DEFINING THE RURAL COMMUHITV, AND HEBERLE 18 CORRECT IN MAINTAINING THAT 

"THE SERVICE AREA METHOD REMAINS AT BC8T A DEVICE TO OBTAIN INSIGHT 

INTO THE QESELLSCHAFT RELATIONS."^ HFISERLE OVERLOOKS, HOSEVER, THE 

&TROM EMPHASIS BY RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS UPON THE MORE "NATURAL* UNIT® o r 

WTOO^IS AMU TEI, OP. C IT* 

9%UDOLF H£SE*L«, "THE APPLICATION OF FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS IN RURAL 
COMMUNITY STUDIES*" RURAL Sociology* VF {SEPT*, 194-1)# 203-215* EDMUND 
DSS# 8RUNNER CRITICIZED HEBEftUt 's ARTICLE tH "C ^ l H S g H A F T AWJSESELLSCHAFT 

IN RURAL COMMUNITIES,* RURAL SOOIQLOSY. VII (UmcH, 1942), 75-77» «*T HIS 

CRITIQUE IS VITIATED BY MIS OWN MISUNDERSTANDING OF THE FUNCTION OF IDEAL 

TYPES* 

99H80CRLE, £P. CIT., P. 209* 
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SOLIDARITY* Tte STRIKING THIHG ABOUT MOST OF THE LITERATURE IN THE FIELD 

OF RURAL SOCIOLOGY 13 PRECISELY ITS CONOERN WITH fHg "RURAL WAV OF LIFE#* 

•HICK BEARS A MUCH CLOSER RESLMSLANCE TO SBMEINS.QHAf T THAN TO CtB SELL SOU AFT« 

REDFIELD HAS ^SUGGESTED THAT AMERICAN RURAL SOCIETY SHOULD NOT 8£ CON-

CEIVED A3 A POLAR TYPE BUT RATHER AS A SPECIAL CASE ALONG THE CONTINUUM 

FROM FOLK SOCIETY1 TO UP.BAN SOCIETY* HE TAKES THE TOTMT OF VIEW THAT 

GEMCINgCHATT~LIKg CHARACTERISTICS AND GSSgLLSOHAFTH.•KE CHARACTERISTICS 

ARE UQm OR LIS® EV5HLY BALANCED IN AMERICAN RURAL SOCIETY.**® 

IN MOST o r THE WRIT1NG8 OF THE RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS THERE I S AT LEAST 

AN IMPLICIT VALUE S I A 3 WHIOH TAKES THE FORM OF EXTOLLING THE VIRTUES OF 

THE "RURAL WAY OF L I F E " OR OF DEPLORING THE TREND TOWARD URBANIZATION 

AND SECULARIZATION OF THE RURAL PEOPLE**®* GTALPIN EVEN STATED IN 1 ^ 8 

THAT THIRE I S A "LAND INSTINCT® WHICH RESULTS IN WAN*8 " • • « PECULIAR 

LIKING FOR THE STRETCH OF BROAD ACRES# HIS HUNGER FOR SOIL CONTACT, AMD 

H I S PRIMAL SATISFACTION IN THE IDEA OF LAND OWHERSHI P. 1*® 2 • IT I S IMPLIED 

THAT URSAM LIFE I S DISORGANIZED TO A CERTAIN DEGREE 8Y THE FRUSTRATION 

OF THIS BASIC INSTINCT. NOSTALGIC IDEALIZED THOUGHTS OF THE RURAL LIFE 

M THE PAST ARE HOT LIMITED TO THE EARLY RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS* HOWEVER* 

TIN AN INTRODUCTION TO ONE OF THE MOST RECENT RURAL SOCIOLOGY TEXTS* 

*0°Roe£RT REDFIELD, "RURAL SOCIOLOGY AND THE FOLK S O C I E T Y , " RURAL 
SOCIOLOGY* VIM {MARCH, 19*3), 68-71* SEE CHAPTER V below FOR A D I S -
CUSSION Of R£BFI£LD*S FOLK-URBAN DICHOTOMY* 

* ° * T H | 8 VALUE S I AS 18 PARTICULARLY INTERESTING IN LIGHT OF THE FACT 
THAT PROBABLY MOST OF THE RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS HAVE COME OUT OF RURAL BACK-
GROUNDS AND THAT THEY THEMSELVES HAVE LEFT THE RURAL LIFE IN FAVOR OF 
URBAN UNIVERSITY L I F E * AS GEORGE VINCENT SAID IN AN INTRODUCTION TO 
G ILLETTE, OP* C I T * . "CITY PEOPLE PRAISE A L I F E CLOSE TO NATURE SUT AVOID 
THE L I F E I T S E L F . " ONE WONDERS WHETHER RURAL L I F E I S AS IDYLLIC AS 
SOME OF THE RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS CLAIM* 

*°%ALPIN, Of* CIT., P. 37* 
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BAKER MAKES THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS 

} BELIEVE THE HOPE OF THE MATIOM LIES, FIRST, IN THE RETAINING 
OF TMSIR CULTURE 8 * THE RURAL PEOPLE, PARTICULARLY OF THE FAMILY AS 
M INSTITUTION FOR CONTINUUM THE RAGE AND TRANSMITTING WEALTH AMD 
CULTURE. SECONDLY, I BELIEVE THE NATION'S HOPE LIES IN RETARDING AND, 
IF POSSIBLE, REVERSING THE DIRECTION OF RURAL **UR8AN MIGRATION. • • • 
I HOPE THESE AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION WORKERS, ESPECIALLY YOUTHFUL 
HOME DEMONSTRATION AGENT3» WHO HAVE LIVED IN THE URBAN ENVIRONMENT 
WHICH EXISTS IN MOST OF OUR AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, OR »HO HAVE SO 
IMBIBED THE SUBTLE PROPAGANDA OF OUR POPULAR MAGAZINES, PARTICULARLY 
THE ADVERTISEMENTS, THAT THEY NO LONGER RESECT OR PERHAPS EVEN 
KNOW THE NATIVE VALUES ©F RURAL LIFE, WILL AT LEAST READ INQUSM OF 
THIS SOCK BY PROFESSOR LTNOSTROM TO PAUSE AMD PONDER BEFORE THEY 
LEAD THE RURAL YOUTH IN THEIR CUSTODY ALONG THE PATH THAT TENDS 
TO EXTINCTION OF THE FAMILY AND THE RASE»^3 

PIT m m A. SOROKINI IDEATIONAL CULTURE AND 

SENSATE CULTURE 

INTRODUCTION«~"ALTHOUGH TONMIES, COOLEY, HACJVER, AND OTHERS TENSE® 

TO m BIASED AT LEAST IMPLICITLY AGAINST THE DEVELOPMENTS OF CONTEMPORARY 

CIVILIZATION, THE* AT LEAST RECOGNIZED SOME ADVANTAGES INHERENT IN THEM 

DEVELOPMENTS* THE WRITINGS OF PlTIRIM A . SOROKtti REPRESENT AN EXTREME 

ROMANTIC REACTION AGAINST MODERN CULTURE. PRESENT SOCIETY" I S EXPLICITLY 

CONDEMNED, MID SOROKLN FORESEES A RETURN TO THE PRINCIPLES WHICH GOVERNED 

IESTERN SOCIETY DURING THE MIDDLE AGES. TM£ SIMILARITY OF PARTS OT 

SOROKIN'S SYSTEM TO THE IDEAS EXPRESSED 3Y AUGUSTINE I S STRIKING, AND 

SPKIER I S LED TO REMARK THAT •S©R0K|Nt8 BASIC PHILOSOPHY MAY BE REGARDED 

AS A MODERN VULGARIZATION OF EARLY CHRISTIAN THINKING."*0* S0R©KIN*S 

SYSTEM I S ALSO CLOSELY AKIN TO THE LARGE-SCALE CYCLICAL THEORIES OF SOCIAL 

CHANGE OF SPENGLER AND TOYNBEE, AMU THE LATTER THEORIES WILL BE BRIEFLY 

BAKER, "INTRODUCTION," D . £ • LINPSTRQW. AMER!CAN RURAL LIFE* 
PP. XIII, xv. 

***HANS SPEIER, "THE SOCIOLOGICAL IDEAS OF PITIRIM ALEXANOROVITCN 
SUROKUJ: * INTEGRAL!ST* SOCIOLOGY," ̂  INTRODUCTION HISTORY OF 

EDITED BY HARRY £LMER BARNES, P* 
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CONSIDEMED FOLLOWING A DI8CU8SI0N OF SOROKIW*S PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY* 

iMMtmm. CULTURE M P 8EN8ATE CULTUR£.«»-»SORQtC IN*S SYSTEM 18 OR®A*» 

W I 6 B AROUND THE CONCEPTS Of TSO PROFOUNDLY DL FFERENT TYPES OF CULTURAL 

INTEGRATION, ONE OF WHICH HE CALLS "IDEATIONAL* AM 3D THE OTHER* *8EN8ATE."*°5 

AN IDEATIOHAL CULTURE IS ONE IN WHICH THE UNIFYING THEME IS THE BELIEF 

THAT TRUE OR ULTIMATE REALITY IS 8UPER3EN80RY AND THAT THE "REALITY* 

DETECTED BY THE ORGANS OF PERCEPTION 18 ILLUSORY. A SEMSATg CULTURE IS 

418T THE OPPOSITE! THE UNIFYING THEME 18 THE BELIEF THAT THE ONLY REALITY 

18 THAT REVEALED BY SENSORY PERCEPTION. SOROKIH BELIEVES THAT CULTURES 

ARE TANGIBLY INTEGRATED wLOGI CO-MEANINGFULLYTHAT IS, FUNOTTOMALLY, 

Ml© THEREFORE EACH PART OF THE CULTURE REFLECTS THE DOMINANT THEME OF 

THAT CULTURE. THE CENTRAL PRINCIPLE • • PERMEATES ALL THE COMPONENTS* 

G|¥E8 SENSE AND SIGNIFICANCE TO EACH OF THEM, A«U> IN THIS WAY MAKES 

COSMOS OF A CHAOS OF UNINTEGRATED F R A G M E N T S . f H M THE OQMINAUT 

THESES IT IS POSSIBLE TO DEDUCE LOGICALLY THE CHARACTERISTIC DETAILS 

WHICH MAY 8S EXPECTED TO BE FOUND IN AN IDEATIONAL CULTURE Oft A SEN8ATC 

CULTURE. EACH OF THE SYSTEMS OF CULTURE HAS ITS Q M MENTALITY) SYSTEMS 

OF TRUTH AMD KNOWLEDGE| PHILOSOPHY! RELIGION} SYSTEMS OF RIGHT AND 

WRONGJ FORMS OF ART AMD LITERATURE? MORES, LAWS, AND CODE OF CONDUCT} 

FORM# OF SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS; FORM OF ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL ORGAN I JEA-

TIMS AND TYPE OF HUMAN PERSONALITY.10? 

TO TAKE PIT OWE EXAMPLE, S»R©KtM BEVOTES THE 8ULK OF THE FIRST 

*°$SOROKLN ALSO DISCUSSES A THIRD TYPE OF CULTURE WHICH ME CALLS 
"'IDEALISTIC® BUT IT IS ESSENTIALLY MERELY A HARMONIOUS COMBINATION OF 
ELEMENTS FROM THE EXTREME TYPES. 

I<*PITII»IM A. SOROKIN# M M M * VOL. U 
FLUCTUATIONS OF FORMS OF ART, PP. 

107|BID.. P. 67. 
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VOLUME o r SOCIAL AMP CULTURAL DYNAMICS TO A CONSTDERATTON OF THE CON-

TRAST INS FORWS OF ART* IDEATIONAL ART » t PREDOMINANTLY RELIGIOUS IN 

I T S SUBUECT MATTER AMD I S THUS OTHERWORLDLY» ASCETIC, AND ANTI-SENSUAL• 

T H I 8 TYPE OF ART SEALS VERY LITTLE WITH CONCRETE HISTORICAL EVENTS* « T W 

SATIRE OR COMEDY, OR WITH INDIVIDUAL PORTRAITURE OF REAL PERSONS! *T 

I S RATHER CONCERNED WITH TRANSCENDENT REALITY* THERE 1 3 VTRY LITTLE 

NSTDITY PORTRAYED, AND THE LITTLE WHIOM I S PRESENT I S ASCETIC AND NON-

FLESHLY. IDEATIONAL ART I S SACRED, AN*J I T S VALUE I S NOT TO BE JUDOED 

0 ? CONMQISSEURS ACCOROTNS TO AESTHETIC STANDARDS, BUT RATHER 8 ? A CENSOR 

WHO UUD8SS WHETHER OR NOT THE WORK I S COMPATIBLE WITH RELIGIOUS VALUES# 

SCNSATE ART, ON THE OTHER HAND, I S PREDOMINANTLY SECULAR IN I T S SOA«IECT 

MATTER* AND IT DEALS MOST OFTEN WITH THE EVERYDAY EVENTS, DEEDS, AND 

ACTIONS OF THE SENSATE WORLD* IT TENDS TO BE VISUAL, SEN8UAL, R E A L I S T I C , 

NATURALISTIC, IMPRESSIONISTIC , ANO SINGULARISTIC* MUDITY I S A COFCFEFON 

SUBJECT, AND I T I S ALMOST ALWAYS OF AN EROTIC, SENSUAL, VOLUPTUOUS, AND 

FLESHLY NATURE* THE FUNCTION OF SENSATE ART I S TO QLVG PLEASURE AND 

ENTERTAINMENT T© INCREASE THE SENSATE HAPPINESS OF SENSATE HUMAN B E I N 0 S , 

AND THE VALUE OF A PARTICULAR WORK I S DETERMINED BY I T S SUCCESS IN F U L -

F I L L 1 NO THIS FUNCTION**®® 

SOROKIN EMPLOYS IN H I S WORK A QUANTITATIVE METHOD WHERESY CERTAIN 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CULTURES ARE COUNTED IN AN EFFORT TO DETERMINE WHITHER 

THAT CULTURE I S IDEATIONAL, SCNSATE, OR I D E A L I S T I C , A CROSS SETWEEN THE 

FORMER TWO TYPES* THESE CHARACTERISTICS SERVE AS INDEXES TO THE CULTURE 

AS A WHOLE, SINCE ALL THE ELEMENTS OF THE CULTURE ARE FUNCTIONALLY 

INTEGRATED* IN H I S CONSIDERATION OF FORMS OF ART, FOR EXAMPLE, AXONS 

1 9 6 | B I D » « P P . 6 7 9 - 6 8 1 * 
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OTHER THINGS WHICH ARE COUNTED 4® THE NUMBER OF PAINTJ *03 OF NUDES 

PRODUCED 8Y A PART SOW. Aft CULTURE, f i t GENERAL, THE MORS PAINTINGS OF 

NUDE® THEH£ ARE, THE MORg SENSATE THAT CULTURE I S L IKELY TO 9E» SOROKIN 

FINDS THAT A QUALITATIVE D IST INCTION I N TYPES OF NUDf.S #3 NECESSARY, 

HOWEVER, SO HE MAKE* A D ISTINCTION AS TO WHETHER THE NUDE8 ARE ASCETIC, 

NEUTRAL, OH E f i 0 T l c J ° 9 8 * U8INO THE SAME SORT O f QUANTITATIVE W -

CEDURE WITH A LARGE NUMBER OF OTHER CHARACTERISTICS* SOROKIN DETERMINES 

WHETHER A CULTURE I S BASICALLY IDEATIONAL OR 3ENSATE. T N I S I M I L A R I T Y 

BETWEEN SOROKIN*S POLAR TYPES AND THOSE OF OTHER THEORISTS I© EVIDENT* 

BUT THERE I S AT LEAST ONE MAJOR DIFFERENCE, OTHER THEORISTS, SUCH A3 

TOMMIES, UURKHEIM, # E B E R , AND BECKER, HAVE EMPHASIZED THE NONRATIONAL 

CHABACTER OF THE TYPE Of SOCIETY CORRESPONDING TO SOROKIN * 3 IDEATIONAL, 

WHEREAS SOROKIN EXPL IC ITLY STATES THAT THE IDEATIONAL CULTURE 18 

RATIONAL IN NATURE, AS CONTRASTED WITH EMPIRICAL* 

FAMILISTIO MB CONTRACTUAL SOCIAL RELATIQNSHIP®«,«"»THE- PART OF SOftOKlN'8 

SYSTEM WHICH CORRESPONDS HOST CLOSELY TO THE TYPOLOGIES DEVELOPED BY THE 

ABOVE THEORISTS I S H I S CHARACTERIZATION OF THE TYPES OF SOCIAL RELATION-

SHIPS TO BE FOUND IN IDEATIONAL AND 3EN8ATE CULTURES. T«I F IRST TYPE, 

WHICH I S PRESENT 114 THE IDEATIONAL CULTURE, I S THE F A M I L I S T I C TYPE O f 

RELATIONSHIP, | T I S FOUND MOST OFTEN IN THE FAMILY RELATIONSHIP, AND 

THUS ITS NAME I S DERIVED FROM THE F A M I L Y , WIT I T IS ALSO PRESENT IN 

SUCH RELATIONSHIPS AS THOSE BETWEEN DEVOTED AND CLOSE FRIENDS, BETWEEN 

MEMBERS OF A RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATION, AND EVEN BETWEEN THE MEMBERS OF THE 

STATE# THE WHOLE CIRCLE OF LIFE ACTIVITIES OF PEHS0N8 IN A FAMtLISTI® 

RELATIONSHIP IS INVOLVED IN THE PTOC1S8 OF INTERACTION, AND w« .• * THEI* 

1 0 9 | B I D . , pp* 422-420. 
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WHOLE LIVES ARE THROW TOGETHER AND ORGANICALLY UWITSD INTO ONE 

THE ATTITUDE or "IT DOES HOT CONCERN ME»M "IT IS MO«E OF MY BUSINESS," 

AMD "MIND YOUR OWN AFFAIRS" L« MOT PRE8ENT, FOR WHAT CONCERNS ONE PER-

SON C0NCERN8 THE OTHER* |N THE FAMIHSTIC RELATIONSHIP *. • • THERE IS 

A SPONTANEOUS INTERNAL UNITY BETWEEN THE INDIVIDUAL*! THEIR SPONTANEOUS 

GRAVITATION TO ONE ANOTMERJ THE DEEPEST SOLIDARITY OF THE MERGING OF THEIR 

•SELVES* IN JNE COLLECTIVE CONTRACTUAL 18M IN THE FAMILISTIC 

R&LATIONSHTP IS OUT OF PLACE, SINCE THE CONTRACTUAL FORMULA OF *N0 MORE 

AND NO LESS* IS SUPERFLUOUS IN A SITUATION IN WHIOH EACH INDIVIDUAL 

SPONTANEOUSLY DOES AND IS EXPECTED TO DO HIS ©EST# EVEN TO THE FCXTENT 

OF SAORIRICING HIS LIFE FOR THE GROUP.*12 

THE SCCOND TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP, THE CONTRACTUAL, IS FOUND IN ma 

SETTSATE CULTURE, AND IT REFLECTS THE GENERAL SENSATE VALUES. MERS©»T 

CONTRACTUALLY RELATED INTERACT ONLY IN A SUPERFICIAL WAY, FOR THE INTER-

ACTION IS BASED UPON ONLY ONE OR A FEW INTERESTS AND NOT UPON THE WHOLE 

LIVES OF TH08E INVOLVED. THERE 13 A KIND OF SOLIDARITY IN THE CONTRAC-

TUAL RELATIONSHIP AS WELL AS IN THE FAMILISTIC RELATIONSHIP, BUT IT IS 

OF M ENTIRELY DIFFERENT NATURE. SOLIDARITY IN THE FORMER CASS IS BASED 

UPON "EGOTISTIC—BARGAINING SOLIDARITY OF RATIONAL!STICALLY COMPUTED 

PROFIT.® OTHER PARTY 18 IMPORTANT, MOT SO MUCH AS AW ASSOCIATE# 

AND IS NOT SOUGHT FOR ITSELF, BUT AS AN AGENCY OR INSTRUMENTALITY WHIOH 

MAY RENDER SOME SERVICE, ENJOYMENT, UTILITY, OR PROFIT*®^ T&6 

IIOPITFRIU A. SOROKIN, SOSLAI- AMD CULTURAL DYNAMICS. VOL. ILL, 
FLUCTUATIONS cur SOOAL RELATIONSHIPS. WAR, AND REVOLUTION* P. 25» 

m M m > * 26* 1 1 2 i a i2«» * 27* 

p. 3 0 , THIS IS THE SAME SORT OF DISTINCTION MADE sir 
ARISTOTLE OTRWEFCN REAL FRIENDSHIP AND PSEUDO FRIENDSHIP. 
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CONTRACTUAL RELATIONSHIP, UNLIKE THE FAMILISTIC, tS ALSO LIMITED IN 

DURATION, AND EVEN WHEN ft IS DURABLE, ITS DURATION I® UETERMlNED BY 

THE TERMS OF THE CONTRACT• T»I CONTRACT ALSO SPECIFIES TNI EXACT 

DUTIES AND OBLIGATIONS TO 0£ MET, FOR SINCE EACH PERSON IS PURSUIN« 

HIS OWN INTERESTS WITHOUT CONCERN FOR TW INTERESTS OF OTHERS, » . THERE 

OAMNOT BT, AS A m £ , A FAITH, A OONFIDCNOE, OR A TRUST THAT ONE PARTY 

•ILL. WOT TRY TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE OTHER IF THEIR COVENANT IS NOT 

SPECIFIED AMD DEFINITELY AGREED UPON*"*** THE CONTRACTUAL RELATIONSHIP 

IS FOUND MOST OFTEN IN THE RELATION® BETWEEN EMPLOYER* AND EMPLOYEES, 

BUYERS AND SELLERS, AMD OWNERS AND TENANTS, SWT IT IS ALSO FOUND IN 

MANY RELI6I00S, POLITICAL, STATE, OCCUPATIONAL, EDUCATIONAL, ARTISTIC, 

SCIENTIFIC, AND EVEH FAMILY GROUPS AND A8S0CIATIONS,^ 

HISTORICAL FLUCTUATION«--AFT£R APPLYINS QUANTITATIVE METHODS IN TNI 

STUDY OF CIVILIZATION FOR THE LAST TWENTY-FIVE HUNDRED YEARS, SONOKIN 

COMES TO THE CONCLUSION THAT THERE HAS BEEN NEITHER PROGRESS OR CYCLICAL 

MOVEMENT. ALL THAT HISTORY REVEALS IS FLUCTUATION BETWEEN THE TWO 

EXTREME TYPES OF CULTURE, THE IDEATIONAL AND THE SENSATE* OYER A PERIS© 

OF TIME A CULTURE WAY CHANCE FROM ONE TYPE TO THE OTHER, "BUT fit EVERY 

SWIN& IN A GIVEN DIRECTION THERE IS A LIMIT, AFTER WHICH THE DIRECTION 

OF THE CHANGE REVERSES.""1^ SOROKIN SPECIFICALLY DISAGREES WITH LINEAR 

THEORISTS SUCH AS TONNIES AND DURKHEIM, SINCE «F BELIEVES THAT DIRECTIONS 

1 1 4 M E * » «*• 32* 

34* SOROKIM DISCUSSES A THIRD TVPE OF SOCIAL RELATION-
SHIP WHICH HE CALLS "COMPULSORY,M 0UT IT DIFFER8 LITTLE FROM THE CONTRACTUAL 
TYPE EXCEPT IN THAT THE CONTRACT 18 IMPOSED RATHER THAN ENTERED INT© 
FREELY# 

TL6P,T*RIM A. SOROXIN, "SUMMARY OF SOCIAL AND CULTURAL DYNAMICS," 
IN BARNES AND BECKER, OP. CIT«. P» T&5. 
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OF CHAMSE REVERSE THEMSELVES. HE ALSO DISAGREES WITH CYCLICAL THEORISTS 

AMD STATES THAT CHANGE IS TRENDLES8, FLUCTUATING, AM© 060ILLATIN8 IN NO 

SYSTEMATIC* PREDICTABLE FASHION* WE ADMITS# HOWEVER, W A T CERTAIN 

ELEMENTS ARC RECURRENT AND REPEAT THEMSELVES* AMU IN 8© FAR AS THIS IS 

TRUE, MIS THEORY IS SIMILAR TO A CYCLICAL THEORY.**? FLUCTUATIOK DOCS 

HOT TAKE PLACE BECAUSE OT THE INTLUENOE Of SOME EXTERNAL FACTOR, AS 

IN TOMMIES* THEORY OF THE INFLUENCE OF TRADE OR DURXHCIM'S THEORY o r 

YHC IMPORTANCE OF THE DIVISION OF LABOR. IT CHANGES ACCORDIMS TO ITS 

M M INTERNAL PRINCIFTEBS 

ACCORDING TO THIS PRINCIPLE, W E N THE UNIT IS INTEGRATED THE CHANCE 
IN THE DIRECTION o r THE PROCESS t s CAUSED MOT ONLY AND NOT s o mm 
BY THE INTERFERENCE OF EXTERNAL FORCES BUT BY THE INNER FOROES OT 
THE PROCESS ITSELF AND BY THE NATURE OF ITS UNIT. TJUST AS THE LIVING 
ACTIVITY OT AN ORGANISM BREEDS ITS DEATH, REGARDLESS OF ANY EXTERNAL 
ACCIDENT CW EXTERNAL FORCES> SO AMY SOCIOCULTORAL PROCESS OCCURRING 
IN AN INTEGRATED UNIT AND MOVIMG IN A CERTAIN DIRECTION GENERATES, 
BY VIRTUE OF THIS ACTIVITY, *F0RCE8W Oft »6AUS£38 WHICM CHANGE THE 
UNIT OF THE PROCESS AND ITS DIRECTION."® 

SOROMN BELIEVES THAT HE DETECTS WITH THE AID OF N«S QUANTITATIVE 

METHOD TWO BASIC FLUCTUATIONS IN AE8TERN SOCIETY. "HLE FIRST TOOK 

PLACE IN GREEK CULTURE, WHICH WAS IDEATIONAL BEFORE THE SIXTH CENTURY 

B . C . A T THE END OF THE SIXTH CENTURY, HOWEVER, SENSATE VALUES BEGAN 

TO REPLACE THE IDEATIONAL, WITH THE RESULT THAT THE FIFTH CENTURY WAS 

IDEALISTIC AMD FINALLY THE FOURTH CENTURY AND THEREAFTER WAS PRIMARILY 

SENSATE. SENSATE VALUES CONTINUES TO BE DOMINANT THROUGH ROMAN CIVILI-

ZATION UNTIL ABOUT THE THIRD CENTURY A.D., WHEN THE TREND IISAN TO BE 

REVERSED. BY THE SIXTH CENTURY IDEATIONAL CULTURE AGAIN WAS DOMINANT 

AND IT REMAINED SO UP TO ABOUT THE END OF THE TWELFTH CENTURY. FROM THE 

WSOROKIN , FLUCTUATIONS o r FORMS o r ART, P. 1 8 7 * 

II8IBID.. P. t 8 8 . 
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FIFTEENTH CENTURY TO THE PRESENT SENSATE OULTURE HAS SEEN DOMINANT* 

SORQKlN PERSONALLY BELIEVES THAT IDEATIONAL CULTURE IS MUCH TO BE DESIRED 

OVER 3ENSATE CULTURE» AND HE SPEAKS OF THE "SENSATE S1SEHS* Of CONTEMPORARY 

SOCIETY* He BELIEVES, HOWEVER, THAT SENSATE CULTURE HAS PASSES ITS PEAK 

NOW AND THAT IDEATIONAL CULTURE WILL SESTN TO REPLACE WHAT Hg ©GMSTMRS 

TO SE A CORRUPT AND DECADENT SOCIETY* 

. . . SEMSAT1 CULTURg7 IS CLEARLY APPROACH INS THE END Of ITS 
CAREER* INDEED, IT IS RAPIDLY CRUMBLING UNDER OUR VERY EYES. fit 
ITS PRESENT DECADENCE PHASE# CHARACTER!F£D 8 V INCREASIMG WARS AMD 
REVOLUTIONS, 8V THE PERVERSlOM Of SCIENCE IN THE INTEREST OF EVEN 
MORE LETHAL «EAPONS OF DESTRUCTION, BY PROGRESSIVE SENSUALISM AM® 
THE LIKE* IT MAS 8E0UN TO MENACE THE FURTHER EXISTENCE OF HUMANITY. 
|F CIVILIZATION'IS NOT TO PERISH, OUR MORIBUND SENSATE SUPERSYSTEM 
MUST BE REPLACED SY A NEW IDEATIONAL OR IDEALISTIC SOTEWSTEM# 
SOONER OR LATER SUCH A SUPERSYSTEM WILL EMERGE, DESTINES TO CONTINUE 
THE CREATIVE ROLE OF THE SUPEROR&ANlC ON THIS PLAHET* ^ 

SOROKIN PRIDES HIMSELF ON SEING AN *ANTI-SPENOLERIST,* SINCE HE HIMSELF 

TAKES A MORE "OPTIMISTIC* POSITION IN CLAIMING THE DECLINE OF CONTEST 

PORARY CULTURE BUT NOf ITS END OR DECAY 

CR»TTCISM.»~SOROKIW*S INSISTENCE THAT HIS SYSTEM DOES MOT REPRE-

SENT A CYCLICAL THEORY OF CHANGE IS RATHER DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND, SINCE 

THIS STATEMENT IS LARGELY CONTRADICTED ST THE SYSTEM AS A WHOLE. 8C6KER 

HAS REMARKED THAT SOROKIN** THEORY *. . . IS A CYCLICAL THEORY MVTTCTT 

ITS ORIGINATOR PREFERS TO CALL A THEORY OF TREN0LCS3 FLUCTUATIONS* 

CLUSTER!H6 ABOUT AS * IDGATT ONAL-I DEAL I ST 10«-8E«SATE1 T R I A D . 

SOROKLN*S METHOBQL06Y SEARS A CLOSE RESEMBLANCE TO THE METHODS 

^ P l T I R I M A. SOROKIN, SOCIETY. CULTURE. AND flBRSOWAUTT. P* ?06. 

^SOROKIN, "SUMMARY OF SOCIAL AND CULTURAL DYNAMICS," BARNES AN© 
BECKER, OP. PIT., P. ?86 . 

^ B E C K E R , "HISTORICAL SOCIOLOOY," BARNES, BECKER, AND SUCKER, OP. CIT.. 
P* 535* KARTIMDALE AND MONACHESI ALSO CLASSIFY SOROKIN'S THEORY AS 
CYOLICAL. SEE MARTINDALE AND W M K M M T # OP. JIT., P. 
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EMPLOYED BY THOSE WHOM ME CRITICIZES THE M08T, THE UNILINEAR EVOLUTIONISTS. 

BOTH USE THC "ILLUSTRATIVE METHOD," THAT I S , HISTORICAL DATA ARC APPROACHED 

WITH A PRECONCEIVED THEORETICAL SYSTEM, ANO AW ATTEMPT I S MADE TO R M O 

ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES or CERTAIN POINTS TO "MOVE** THE THEORY. GOLBENWEISER 

MA® CRITICIZED SOROKIN FOR TEARING EVENTS OUT Of HISTORICAL CONTEXT TO 

F I T HI® OWN "SYSTEMS* OF CULTURE! "A8 ALL THE CULTURES HE EXAMINES ARE 

HIGHLY ©GMPLEX AND SHOT THROUGH, MORE ©R LESS* WITH THOSE INCONSISTENCIES 

OR «H|CH HISTORY HOLDS SO MANY EXAMPLES, HIS SUCCESS, ON THE FACE OF I T , 

DEPEND® ON WHAT I S LEFT OUT OR PEWHTTEB TO REMAIN, ON WHAT I S SLURRED 

OVER AND WHAT EMPHASIZED." 1 2 2 I N ADDITION TO THESE METHODOLOGICAL S I N S , 

SOROKIN FALLS FRET T© A PSEUDO-STATISTICAL APPROACH, WHICH, IN SUCH A 

OONTEXT, PROVES PRACTICALLY MEANINGLESS* BECKER HAS POINTED OUT THAT 

NO FIRST-RATE STATISTICIAN HAS A KINO WORD TO SAY ASOUT SOROKIN*S SO-

CALLED "QUANTITATIVE" PRESENTATION* KNEN IT I S USED GENUINE CULTURAL 

COMPARISON I S NOT PRACTICES, FOR THE METHOD " # . » TEARS THE CULTURES 

STUDIED INTO SUCH MINUTE S I T S THAT THE RESULTING vWSAIC PRESENT8 NO 

PATTERN THAT ANYONE FOLLOWING A METHOD OF CULTURE CASE STUDY PROPER WOULD 

RGCOGNI 

SOROKIN ALSO SEEMS NOT TO RECOGNIZE THAT H I S FORMS OF CULTURE ARE 

IDEAL TYPES, FOR THERE ARE PASSAGES IN HIS WORK IN WHICH THE TYPES ARE 

HANDLED AS ONTOLOttlOAL ENTITIES , THAT I S , "REALLY* EXISTING* MIS FORMU-

LATION OF A SPECIAL IDEALISTIC TYPE: OF CULTURE AS AN INTERMEDIATE FORM 

BETWEEN THE 8ENSATE AND IDEATIONAL TYPES ALSO SEEMS TO INDIOATE THAT HE 

^^ALEXANDER &0LOENWII8ER, "IFIADINS CONTRIBUTIONS OF ANTHROPOLOGY 
TO SOCIAL THEORY," BARNES, BECKER, AND BECKER, OP. OIT«« P» 4OC>* 

^ ^ S E O K E R , "HISTORICAL SOCIOLOGY," BARNES, BECKER, AND BECKER, 
OP* P I T * # P* B 5 * 
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BELIEVES THAT W E TYPES OF CULTURE ARK OBJECTIVELY EXISTING. ENTITIES* 

IN OTHER PASSAGES, HOSEVER, HE noes NOT MAKE THIS MISTAKE.*^* 

SOROKIN MAS BEEN MUCH GRITtOl XFD-FOR MIS INCONSTSTENCY IN OS I NO 

THE VERT "SEN8ATE SCIENCE* THAT HE ATTACKS TO PROVE MIS THEORY. MORE 

IMPORTANT* HOWEVER, I® THE POINT THAT IF SCIENCE It ILLATIVE TO 01*611 

CULTURAL OONFIOURATIONS, AS SOROKIN AFFIRMS, IT 18 IMPOSSIBLE TO KNOW 

ANYTHING ABOUT ANOTHER CULTURE OR EVEN ABOUT DIVERSE 8Y8TEMS OF KN00LED6E 

OCCURIH6 WITHIN ONE*8 OWN CULTURE. THE PERTINENT QUESTION TO ASK SOROKIN, 

THENj i s *Ho« BO you KNO# THAT WHAT YOU MY I « T R U E * * ^ 

IN PERHAPS WO OTHER SYSTEM OF SOCIOLOSICAL THEORY MAS VALUE i t A S 

OI8TORTIU SCIENTIFIC PROCEDURE AS MUCH AS IN SORQKTFT*S ©ASE* ML# SYSTEM 

MAY BE RF-OUCED TO A 8IMM.FI CLASSIFICATION OF HISTORICAL PHENOMENA 

ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY WERE «OOD (IDEATIONAL) OR HAD (SCNSATE)* 

SPEIER MAKES THE FOLLOW!MS REMARK CONCERNING SOROKIN'8 SYSTEMS 

MUCH AS THE HISTORIAN MAY BE AT A LOSS TO RECOGNIZE THE MERIT OF 

SUCH PROCEDURES mo RESULTS, THE MORALIST mm RESERVE H I S OUBGMENT 
UNTIL HI UNBKRSTANBS PRECISELY WHAT SOROKIN*8 SCALE OF VALUES IS# 
• . . EVERYTHING SSNSATE I S INFINITELY BAD. CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY 
l a BAD) BECAUSE THE VALUES EXTERNALIZEB IN CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY ARC 
HEDONISTIC, UTILITARIAN, AND RELATIVIST IC« SOROKIN LIKES TO SWELL 
ON THE SYNDROME OF THE CONTEMPORARY CRISIS OF FFCSTERN CIVILIZATION 
IN SOTH AMERICA AND EUROPE, i « ORBER TO PER SUA tie H I S READERS THAT 
THEY HAVE MADE A MESS OF EVERYTHING NOBLE, DECENT, AND GOOBJ^HLS 
ELOQUENCE IS THAT OF A PROFESSORIAL ABRAHAM, A SANTA C L A R A . " ® 

*2*SORQKIM. FLUCTUATION OF FORMS OF ART, P . 6 7 . *THE PROBABILITY 
18 THAT NEITHER THE IDEATIONAL NOR THE SENSATE TYPE HAS EVER EXISTED III 
ITS PURE FORM) BUT ALL INTEGRATED OULT0RE8 HAVE IN FACT BEEN COMPOSED 
OF MVERS COMBINAT IONS OF THESE TWO PURE LOSICO-MEAW!NSFUL FORMS •** 
UNFORTUNATELY, SOROKIN t s NOT CONSISTENT. 

12£SEE BECKER, "HISTORICAL SOCIOLOGY,* BARNES, BECKER, AND BECKER, 
O P . C I T . . p . 5 3 % BARNES ANO BECKER, £ p . C I T « . P» 7&7* 

1 ^ S P E I E R , O P . C I T . , P« 0 9 3 . 
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WITHOUT A DOUBT S G R O K I N ' S THEORETICAL SYSTEM REPRESENTS OWE o r THE MOST 

MAGNIFICENT AMD SYSTEMATIC ELABORATIONS OF A RELIGIOUS PREUU04CE EVER 

WRITTEN. 

BELATED THEORISTS.—As MAS ALREADY BEEN POINTED OOT, SOROKII^S 

THEORETICAL SYSTEM CLOSELY RESEMBLES THOSE Of TOYNBEE A W SPENGLER, IN 

THAT TWIT EACH UTILIZE CONTRASTING TYPES OF SOCIETY BUT ALSO REPRESENT 

A ROMANTIC REACTION AGAINST CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY. TOYNBEE, FOR EXAMPLE, 

ARGUES THAT THERE ARE TWO BASIC KINDS OF SOCIETIES, PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES 

AND CIVILIZATIONS* T»E ESSENTIAL ELEMENT IN ALL SOCIETIES IS MIMESIS. 

A KIND @R SOCIAL IMITATION. BUT THE NATURE» DIRECTION* AND FORM OT 

MIMESIS ARE VARIABLE. |N A PRIMITIVE SOCIETY, MIMESIS . IS DIRECTED 

TOWARD THE OLDER GENERATION AND BEAD ANCESTORS mO STAND, UNSEEN SWT 

NOT UNFELTF AT THE SACK OF THE ELDERS, REINFORCIN© TMEIR f>R«aTt#E»*W 

IN CIVILIZATION, ON THE OTHER HAND, IT IS DIRECTED TOWARB CREATIVE 

PERSONALITIES WHO COMMAND A FOLLOWING BECAUSE THEY ARE PIONEERS. I T IS 

TOYNBEE*S PRINCIPAL THESIS THAT CIVILIZATIONS ALWAYS DIE, FOLLOWING 

A LOS® OF COWHAND OVER THE ENVIRONMENT, A FAILURE OF SELF-DETERMINATION, 

TNE DEVELOPMENT OR SCHISMS IN THE BODY POLITIC, AND THE RISE OF MILITARISM. 

HE SELIEVE8 THAT CONTEMPORARY CIVILIZATION IS ON THE DECLINE, PRINCI-

PALLY BECAUSE OF ITS REJECTION OF UESUS AND THE "TMtti FAITH* AND ITS 

FAILURE TO OVERCOME THE FLEVIL 0F TEMPTATION#^ 

^ARNOLD 4* TOYNBEE, A STUDY OF HISTORY, ONE VOLUME ABRIDGEMENT s v 
D . C . SOMERVELL , P. 49. 

128fQfi rWRTNER DISCUSSION AND FOR CRITICISM OF TOYNBEE SEE JFARTINBALI 
AND M0NACHE8I, OP* CIT., PF» 104, SOROKIN. SOCIAL BULOSOYIES 
IN AN fm OF C R t s i s i HARRY ELMER B A R N E S , " A R N O L D J O S E P H TOYNSEEI OROSIUS 
AND A U G U S T I N E I M M O D E R N DRESS," B A R N E S , EDITOR, §P* CIT« 
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SPEMQLER ALSO SETS FORTH A M CHQTOMY OF SOOIETAL TYPES. HS DIS-

TINGUISHES THE PEASANTRY* WHICH IS ETERNAL AND HIST0RYLESS, FROM 

CIVILIZATION, WHICH CREATES HISTORY AMD F8 REPRESENTED 8Y THE CULTURE 

OF CITIES* THE FORMER AETONSA TO BESTIKY* THE LATTER TO TIME* THE 

PEASANTRY 8IND8 INDIVIDUALS TO THE SOIL AND TO OTHER MEN? CIVILIZATION 

FREES THE INDIVIDUAL FROM EVERT SOND. tfcg PEASANTRY CUEATES ART| 

CIVILIZATION CREATES SCIENCE* CIVILIZATION INEVITABLY FOLLOWS THE COURSE 

OF GREATING OUTWARD MECHANICAL FORMS FROM WHICH THE IHMfft 6«tAT»¥g SPIRIT 

HAS MELTED AWAY* EACH CIVILIZATION PA88E8 THROUGH A CYCLE OF YOUTH, 

VISOR, MATURITY* SENILITY* AND DECLINE* AND EACH IS FOLLOWED IN TURN BY 

ANOTHER CIVILIZATION WHICH TRODS THE SAME PREDETERMINED PATH TO CULTURAL 

DIATH.12^ 

1290SWALD SPEMGLER, JH£ DECLINE OF THE IFEST. TRANSLATED BY C. F. 
ATKINSON* FOR FURTHER DIS-CUSSION AND FOR CRITICISM OF SPEMSLER SEE 

MARTINDALE AND MONACHESI» OP. CIT*» P» W I I PASSIM1 SOROKIN* ,§p,£f,|$g, 

FTJTL&gQPHIfi® IN AN TEE Y P*»I§FGL A. U KROESER* CONFISCATIONS 

TURE GROFFLTH, P f » # ( K S S * 
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« € R I E I $ ANTHTOTIOSICAL IMEQRTSTS 

THERE t s m um IN REPROACHES, 
JUST LET IT 8TA1M3 AS IT IS* 
I * HOWEVER, AM NOT ONE MAIR*S-8READTH 

FURTHER ALONG 
THAN I WAS* 

GOCTMC 

L M ANTHROFOLOQ I CM. TRADITION 

I FETTFTOSUCTIOM."-FOLLOWT nc THE SREAT EPOCH or DISCOVERY AMIS EUROPEAN 

EXPANSION INTO ASIA, THE AMERICAS, OCEANIA, AND AFRICA, THERE DEVELOPED 

A «IBESPREAD INTEREST IN THE MODES OF BEHAVIOR OP NON«€URQPEAN CULTURES, 

IViE FRITINSS QT EXPLORERS, MEROHANTS, AMD MISSIONARIES REVEALED A TRE-

MENDOUS VARIETY Of CUSTOMS WH ICH SEEISED STRANGE AND 0I ZAFTRE TO THE 

EUROPEANS o r THE TIME# AKEVIOUS TO THE "SISCOVERT*—AK ETHNOCENTRTC 

TERM IN ITSELF-"*OT ISOLATED SOCIETIES IN THE *MW» CONTINENTS, TMERF HAD 

mm LITTLE CONSIDERATION OF CULTURAL VARIATION* ALTH0U8H EUROPEAN CUL-

TURE HAS SEEN IM LIMITED CONTACT WITH THE H>SLFFI« MB CM 1NESE CULTURES 

FOR MANY CENTURIES# h POPULAR DISTINCTION BETWEEN SAVAGE OR SAR8ARJC 

SOCIETY AND CIViLllCO SOCIETY CAME INTO GENERAL USE, AMD THIS DISTINCTION 

WAS LATER AWPrm &f THE FOUNDERS OF MODERN ANTHROPOLOGY. DURIN® THE 

©HEATER PART OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY' SAVASI SOCIETY WAS EXPLAINED AS 

THE RESULT OF DEGRADATION AFTER THE BIBLICAL "FALL OF MAN,* AW© PRF-

SUIIASLY EUROPEAN SOOIETV HAD ESCAPES OCORASATION «R FOLLOWING THE "TRUE 

*33 
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FAITH#* 

HfE EARi.Tr LITERATURE IN ANTHROPOL06Y RfFLESTEB TMg POPULAR fTM80» 

mmmm$ and i t * a s r e p l e t e w i t h a n a l y s e s or * s a v a g e " an© «tAm*wi«w 

WAYS or U F g . lie TERMS *»SAVAQEM AND "BARBAROUS" WERE LATER SUBSUMED 

UNDER THE TERM "PRIMITIVE," ALTHOUGH "SAVAOE* CONTINUES TO M USED BY 

MANY 8«lf#SH ANTHR0P0L06I8T8 AS A SYNONVM FOR TVlE FIRST 

s y s t e m a t i c u s e o f r u g c l a s s i f i c a t i o n o r s o c i e t i e s a s e i t h e r p r i m i t i v e 

o r c i v i l i z e d it r o w ® i h rut »@we or t h e e a r l y t h e o r i s t s o f s o c i a l and 

CULTURAL EVOLUTION, TVlERE ARE SlSNlFICAMT POINTS OF DIFFERENCE IN W E 

EVOLUTIONARY THEORIES OF COMTEf SPENCER, TYLOR, MORQAN, MAINE* AND OTHERS, 

BUT THERE I S GENERAL AGREEMENT AMONG THEM ON AT LEAST T*0 POINTS.^ 

F i r s t , e a c h or t h e e x p o n e n t s or c u l t u r a l e v o l u t i o n h e l d t h a t t h e h i s t o r y 

or MAN REPRESENTS A UNILINEAR SEQUENCE OF INSTITUTIONS AND BELIEFS AND 

THAT MANY HISTORICAL EXAMPLES OF UNILINEAR PROGRESSION REFLECT THE PSYCHIC 

UNIT* OF MAN* fYLOR, FOR EXAMPLE, W O CHARACTER!STICALLV STATE© « | S 

POSITION MORE CAUTIOUSLY THAN MOST OF TMg OTHER CULTURAL EVOLUTIONISTS, 

MADE THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT* 

B11 THESIS VHIOH ( VENTURE TO SUSTAIN, WITHIN LIMITS* IS SIMPLY 
THIS, THAT THE SAVAGE STATE IN SOME MEASURE REPRESENTS AN EARLY 
CONDITION OF MANKIND, OUT OF *H1CH THE HIQNER CULTURE MAS GRADUALLY 
DEVELOPED OR EVOLVED, BY PROCESSES 8TK.L IN RESULAR OPERATION AS 
OF OLD, THE RESULT 8H0WJNG THAT, ON THE WHOLE, PROGRESS HAS FAR 
PREVAILED OVER RELAPSE** 

IkE SECOND POINT OF SIMILARITY HAS SEEN THE USE OF THE COMPARATIVE METHOD, 

VoR A DISCUSSION Or THE EARLY USES OF TNI TERMS *SAVA6Et® *SAR~ 

s a r o o s , " mm » p r i m i t i * e 1 1 s e e M e l v i l l e 4* H e r s k q v i t s , Maw amp W i s iORtcs. pp* 7Q-n, 46?Mmsm* 
2 S e e C h a p t e r I f a b o v e f o r a d i s c u s s i o n o f C o m t e , S p e n c e r , a n d M a i n e * 

3£OWUU> B# TVL©*» ftniMiTiVE C u l t u r e , p . 3 2 . 
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WHEREBY AN ATTEMPT WAS MADE TO ESTABLISH EVOLUTIONART SEQUENCES BY COM-

PARING THE JUST I TUT IONS AMD BELIEFS OF PRESENT-BAY SOCIETIES. THESE 

SOCIETIES WERE ASSUMED TO 8£ THE LIVING MANIFESTAHQWS OF EARLIER STAGES 

IF CULTURE THROUGH WHICH THE MORE ADVANCED SOCIETIES MAS ALREADY PASSES* 

IT IS FROM THIS CONCEPTION OF SAVAGE MAN AS GlVtLIZED MAM#S "CONTEMPORARY 

ANCESTOR'' THAT THE TERM * PRIMITIVE0 WAS DERIVED* As LONG AS THE E VO-

LUTION A«W APPROACH DOMINATED ANTHROPOLOOY» "PRIMITIVE* WAS EQUATED WITH 

* PRIMEVAL,* BUT LATER THE TERM WAS tflVWCEB FROM ITS EVOLUTIONARY COM-

NOTATIONS** HNETHER OR NOT THE TERMS ARE GIVEN AN EVOLUTIONARY 8ENTT THEY 

SEAR A MARKED RESEMBLANCE TO THE GEtvIE J N3CHAF T-GESELL3CH AF T TYPE OF BICHO-

T am* EVEN IN THE CASE or THE ANT {-EVOLUTIONARY ANTHROPOLOGISTS THE 

PRIMITIVE-CIVILIZES D|CHOTOMY IS CLOSE TO THE DICHOTOMIES OF TONNIES AW® 

OTHERS IN THEIR STATIC, TYPOLOGICAL ASPECTS* 

LEWIS H. MORGAN* «»-QF ALL THE CLASSICAL THEORIES OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION, 

THAT DEVELOPED 8Y LEWIS H. MORGAN IS THE MOST SPECIFIC AMD HAS PROSABLY 

BEEN OF GREATEST INFLUENCE ON ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORY* MORGAN*S CHIEF 

CONCERN IS THE DEMONSTRATION OF THE EVOLUTIONARY DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIETY 

FROM SAVAGERY THROUGH BARBARISM TO CIVILIZATION* HE REJECTS WITHOUT 

QUALIFICATION THE THEORY OF HUMAN DEGRADATION TO EXPLAIN THE EXISTENCE 

QT SAVAGES AMD 3AR8ARIANS, FOR THE THEORY M» . » 18 NOT ONLY INCAPABLE 

OF EXPLAINING THE EXI8TEN0E OF SAVAGES* BUT IT IS WITHOUT SUPPORT IN 

THE FACTS OF HUMAN EXPERIENCE*"? THE PROCESS IS WUST THE OPPOSITE* 

SAYS HOUSAIti »T«£ LATEST INVESTIGATIONS RESPECTING THE EARLY CONDI-

TION OF THE HUMAN RAOE ARE TENDING TO THE CONCLUSION THAT MANKIND 

*SEE HERSKOVIT8, OP* PIT*. FOR A DISCUSSION OF EVOLUTIONARY THEORY 
IN ANTHROPOLOGY. 

^JSWIS H. MORGAN, ANCIENT SOCIETY, P# 7. 
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WmMHMB THEIR CAREER AT THE BOTTOM Or THE SCALE AMD ®0RKE0 THEIR WAV 

OP FROM SAVAGERY TO CIVILIZATION THROUGH THE SLOB ACCUMULATIONS Of EXPERI-

MENTAL KNOWLEDGE. ** IS INDICATES IN THB LATTER PART Of THE PRfftOUB 

QUOTATION, W0R6AN BELIEVES THAT THE KEY TO mti*9 PROGRESSIVE DEVELOPMENT 

IS TO BE FOUND IN THE ADVANCEMENT OF TECHNOLOGY, WHICH INCREASES MAM*9 

CONTROL OVER HIS ENVIRONMENT AMD PARTICULARLV OVER HIS MEANS OF 808-

31STEN6E* THUS, W* • * THE SRgAT EPOCHS OF HUMAN PROGRESS HAVE BEEN 

IDENTIFIED* MORE OR LESS DIRECTLY* WITH THE ENLARGEMENT OF THE SOURCES 

OF SUBSISTENCE.*? 

MORGAN CONSTRUCTS A THEORY OF EVOLUTION IN WHICH SPECIFIC PERIODS 

OF CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT ARE DISTINGUISHES ACCORDING TO TECHNOLOGICAL 

CRITERIA* THERE ARC THREE GENERAL PERIODS, SAVAGERY, BARBARISM, AND 

CIVILIZATION# THE LOWER PERIOD OF SAVAGERY GAVE WAY TO THE MIDDLE PERIOD 

OF SAVAGERY WITH THE ACQUISITION OF A FISH SUBSISTENCE AND A KNOWLEDGE 

OF THE USE OF FIRE, AND WITH THE INVENTION OF THE SOW AND ARROW THIS 

IN TURN GAVE WAY TO THE UPPER PERIOD OF SAVAGERY* THE PERIOB OF BAR-

BARISM ALSO HAD THREE STAGES! THE LOWER PERIOD WAS CHARACTER!2MP BY 

6JbI£., P. 3* 

7j8ip»« p# i% MORGAN'S CONTRIBUTION OF TECHNOLOGIOAL DETERMINISM, 

ALTHOUGH PREOEEDEO BY THE STATEMENT OF A SIMILAR THEORY BY MARX, HAS LED 

Y T N M to WAKE THE FOLLOWING ENTHUSIASTIC COMMENTS 

"MORGAN DID FOR SOCIOLOGY WHAT GARWIN DID FOR BIOLOGY~~INTRODUCED AND 

ESTABLISHED AS A FUNDAMENTAL 00N8EPT THE THEORY OF EVOLUTION* AND, IF 

ANYTHING, MORGAN*S ACHIEVEMENT IS EVEN GREATER THAN OARWIN*B, FOR 

MORGAN WAS ABLE TO SHOW JWY CULTURES EVOLVE, AS WELL M TO DESCRIBE THE 
WAYS IN WHICH THE DEVELOPMENT FTAMC ABOUT* DARWIN WAS ABLE TO SHOW HOW 
EVOLUTION OCOURS AS A CONSEQUENCE OF ORGAN10 VARIATIONS, BUT HE WAS NOT 
ABLE TO EXPLAIN HOW AND WHY THE VARIATION APPEARED IN THE FIRST PLACE** 

(LESLIE A* IGNITE, "LEWIS HENRY MORGANS PIONEER IN THE THEORY OF SOCIAL 

EVOLUTION,*1 £N INTRODUCTTOW TO THE HISTORY OF SOCIOLOGY, EDITED BY 

HARRY ELMER BARMES, P« 140.) 
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THS TFSI OF LOTTERY, THE MLIFFILE PERIOD BY THE DOMESTICATION OF PLANTS 

AND ANIMALS AND THE USE OF A0O8E BRICK AN 13 STONE, AMD THE UPPER PERIOD 

BY THE INVENTION AND USE OF IRON TOOLS* FINALLY, CIVILIZATION GAME 

INTO EXI8TCNC6 WITH THE INVENTION OF A PHONLTIC ALPHABET AND THE USE 

OF WRITING.^ MORGAN DEPENDS UPON THE BAME TYPE o r COMPARATIVE METHOD 

THAT THE OTHER EVOLUTIONISTS USED, HOWEVER# TO •PROVE* THAT H I S THEORY 

OF THT 8TA6E8 OF DEVELOPMENT IS VALID* FLRST OF ALL* HE ASSUMES THE 

F»8YCHIC UNITY OF MANKIND* "SINCE MANKIND WERE ONE IN O R I G I N , THE IK 

CAREER HAS BEEN ESSENTIALLY ONE, RUNNING IN DIFFERENT BUT UNIFORM 

CHANNELS UPON ALL CONTINENTS* AND VEKY SIMILARLY IN ALL THE T R I M S 

AND NATIONS OF MANKIND DOWN TO THE SAME STATUS OF ADVANCEMENT*1^ W 

T H I S IS TRUE, MORGAN ARGUES, * I T MAY SE FURTHER OBSERVES THAT THE DOMESTIC 

INSTITUTIONS OF THE 0AHSAROU8, AND EVEN OF THE SAVAGE ANCESTORS OF MAM* 

K I N D , ARC STILL EXEMPLIFIED IN PORTIONS OF THE HUMAN FAMILY WITH SUCH 

COMPLETENESS THAT, WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE STRICTLY PRIMITIVE PERIOD, 

THE SEVERAL STAGE© OF THIS PROGRESS ARE TOLERABLY WELL WTEBSRWEO#**® 

BY STUDY<N6 THESE "SURVIVALS," THEN, I T 18 POSSIBLE TO RECONSTRUCT «N 

CCTAIL THE HISTORICAL BEVELOWENT OF C I V I L I Z A T I O N . TO THIS END MORGAN 

CLASSIFIES PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES ACCORDING TO THEIR POSITION ON THE 

HISTORICAL SCALES * • • • THE ARYAN NATIONS WILL FIN® THE TYPE OF TN« 

CONDITION OF THEIR REMOTE ANCESTORS, W E N IN SAVAFIERY, IN THAT OF THE 

AUSTRALIANS AND POLYNESIANS; WHEN IN THE LOWER STATUS OF BARBARISM IN 

THAT OF THE MARTIALLY VILLAGE INDIANS OF AMERICA} AND WHEN IN THE MIDDLE 

STATUS IN THAT o r THE VILLAGE INDIANS. • » 

P I T . . P . 1 2 . F* V I I * 

TOJ8L£., P . 7* 1 1 J 8 I D . , P . T ? * 
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MOR&AN*S GENERAL DISTINCTION Of SAVAGE 80CISTY AN© CIVILI2ED SOCIETY 

& m m SOME RESEMBLANCE TO THE »»CHOTOMOU8 TYPES OF TOMMIES AMU OTHERS* 

THE R£3EM8LAMC5£ OECOMSS EVEN 6REATER WITH IfeROAN** FURTHER DISTINCTION 

or TYPCS OF SOCIAL ORSANlZATION ASSOCIATED WITH SAVAfiE AND CIVILIZED 

SOCIETIES* TMfSl ARE TWO GREAT CATEGORIES* T«E Fl FTST MORGAN CALLS 

SOCIETAS OH ANCIENT 30CICTYJ THE SECOND, 6,1VITA3 OR MODERN, CIVIL 

SOCIETY. THE SOCIETAS ". * » IS FOUNDED UPON mnmm, mo UPON RELATIONS 

PURELY f*ER30NAl. . »* WHgRgAS THg CI VITAS *• . . IS FOUNDED UPON TER-

RITORY AND UPON PROPERTY. • • IN THE SOCtgTAS THEM A PERSON*S 

HOLE I W SOCIAL LIFE IS DETERMINED BY PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS TO OTHER*, 

WHO ARE USUALLY R£®AHflg» AS*KINFOLK, SO THAT ANCIENT SOCIETY IS REGU-

LATED PRIMARILY 8Y TIES OF KINSHIP* "fl<£ CLAN AND THE TRIBE ARE THE 

CHARACTERISTIC UNITS OF THE 30CIETA8* AND ALL MEN WITHIN THE GROUP ARE 

FREE AND EQUAL. IN THE OIVITAS* ON THE OTHER HAND, A PERSON*9 HOLE IS 

BE T E W i MED BY HIS PLACE OF RESIDENCE—D£ME» TOWNSHIP* STATE, ETC*—AND 

BY HIS RELATIONSHIP TO PROPERTY* TWFI RELATIONSHIP® IN MODERN, CIVIL 

900IETY THEREFORE TEND TO BE IMPERSONAL, AND THE POLITICAL STATE 18 THE 

MOST CHARACTERISTIC UNIT OF THE CIVITAS* UNLIKE THE SQOIETAS. WHICH »• 

COMPLETELY DEMOCRAT!®, THE CIVITAS INVOLVES CLASS DISTINCTIONS! MASTERS 

AND 8LAVESI THE RICH AMD THE POOR J L0RD8, VA89ALS, AN© SLAVISMS MORGAN 

EVALUATES MODERN, CIVIL SOCIETY NEGATIVELY, AS IS REVEALED IM THE FOL-

LOWING PASSASE* 

SINCE THE ADVENT OF CIVILIZATION, THE OUTGROWTH OF PROPERTY HAS 
& Z M A© IMMF.MSC, ITS FORMS S© DIVERSIFIED, ITS USES S© EXPANDING AND 
ITS MAMAG£M€MT @0 INTELLIS6NT IN THE INTERESTS OF ITS OWNERS, THAT 
IT HAS BECOME, ON THE PART OF THE PEOPLE, AN UNMANAGEABLE POWER. THE 

U L M * * * 6 - 6-7. 535 S JTT2UE» 
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HMMAN MIND STANDS BEWILDERED IN THE PRESENCE OF ITS OWN CREATION. Hit 
TIMS WILL COME* NEVERTHELESS, WHEN HUMAN INTELLIGENCE WILL RISE TO TM£ 
MASTERY OVER PROPERTY, ANB DEFINE THE RELATIONS OF THE STATE TO THE 
PROPERTY IT PROTECTS, AS WELL AS THE OBLIGATIONS AND THE LIMITS Of THE 
RIGHTS ©F ITS OWNERS* . . # A MERE PROPERTY CAREER I® NOT THE FINAL 
BFSTWY OF MANKIND, IF PROGRESS »» TO BE THE LAW OF THE FUTURE AS IT 
MAS SEEM OF THE PA0T. * * . DEMOCRACY IN GOVERNMENT, BROTHERHOOD IN 
SOCIETY, EQUALITY IN RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES, AMD UNIVERSAL EDUCATION, 
FORESHADOW THE NEXT HIGHER PLANE OF SOCIETY TO WHICH EXPERIENCE, 
INTELLIGENCE, AMD KNOWLEDGE ARE STEADILY TENDING* |T WILL BE A 
REVIVAL# IN A HIGHER FORM* OF THE LIBERTY, EQUALITY AND FRATERNITY 
OF THE ANCIENT GENTES* 

MORGAN IS DETERMINEDLY OPTIMISTIC* *AS A <<UCSTION BETWEEN EQUAL RIGHTS 

AND UNEQUAL RIGHTS, BETWEEN EQUAL LAWS AND UNEQUAL LAWS, BETWEEN THE 

RIGHTS OF WEALTH, OF FTAHK AND OF OFFICIAL POSITION, AND THE POWER OF 

JUST ICE AND INTELLIGENCE, THERE CAN BE LITTLE DOUBT OF THE ULTIMATI 

RESULT*" 1 5 THE INFLUENCE OF MORGAN'8 POINT OF VIEW IS REFLECTED IN 

THE {WRITINGS OF MARX, TON-MIES AND, TO A CERTAIN DEGREE, DURKHEIM, FOR 

ALL OF THEM SHARE A DISTASTE FOR MODERN CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY BUT ALSO 

EXPRESS A HOPE FOR A NEW TYPE OF INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY IN THE FUTURE.*^ 

ALTHOUGH MORGAN*S GENERAL THEORY OF EVOLUTION AS THE RESULT OF 

TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT IS PRO®ABLY SOUND, HIS USE OF THE COWPARATIVC 

METHOD 18 NOT ACCEPTABLE* THE METHOD IS NOT USED TO DISCOVER EVOLU-

TIONARY SEQUENCES} IT IS USED RATHER TO ILLUSTRATE A PREDETERMINED SCHEME 

OF DEVELOPMENT WHICH THE THEORIST HA© CONSTRUCTED FROM HIS ARMCHAIR. AS 

TYLOR HAS CANDIDLY ADMITTED, THERE 18 AH ETHNOCENTRIC BIAS IN THE WAY 

14iSiS»» ** 56t. 1^i£lS« 
^^IHITE REPORTS THAT TONNIES QUOTES THE PASSAGE ABOVE "MORE THAN 

ON»« w llAHX WAS ALSO d»©« IMPRESSED BY MORGAN*f C0NTRI8UTI CMS * Hi# 
MATH PREVENTED HIS WRITING A BOOK ABOUT MORGAN'S WORK, BUT THE CONTEM-
PLATED BOOK WAS EVENTUALLY WRITTEN BY £NGCLS* MORGAN*G ANCIENT SOCIETY 
HAS BECOME A MARXIST CLASSIC, AND EVEN TODAY IN THE SOVIET UNION MORGAN 
IS THE MOST HIGHLY REGARDED ANTHROPOLOGIST. SEE MHITE,jg£* CtT«» 
PP* % B * 
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IN WHICH THE SEQUENCE IS 81? UP* "THE EDUCATES WORLD OF EUROPE AMD AMERICA 

PRACTICALLY SETTLES A STANDARD 8Y SWPLY PLACING ITS © W NATIONS AT ONE 

END OF THE SOCIAL SERIES AND SAVAGE TRIBES AT THE OTHER, ARRANGING THE 

WIST OF MANKIND BETWEEN THESE LIMITS ACCORDING AS THEY CORRESPOND MORE 

CLOSELY TO 8AVA0E OR TO CULTURED LIFE**^ TINE COM PAR ATIVE METHOD IS 

SA8EO UPON THE ASSUMPTION OF THE PSYCHIC UNITY OF MANKIND WHICH RESULTS 

IN THE PARALLEL DEVELOPMENT OF ALL SOCIETIES, NO MATTER HOW ISOLATED* 

THIS UNDERLYING PROPOSITION ITSELF, IN THE SENSE IN WHICH IT MAS SEEN 

USED, HAS BEEN DISCREDITED* TH! ASSUMPTION FELL FOR THE SAME REASON 

THAT THE INSTINCT IVIST SCHOOL OF PSYCHOLOGY FELL, BUT ALSO BECAUSE THE 

CONCEPT OF DIFFUSION PROVIDED A SETTER EXPLANATION FOR CULTURAL SIMI-

LARITIES THAN DID INDEPENDENT DEVELOPMENT ALONG PATTERNED LINES* MORGANS 

STAGES IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF CIVILIZATION DO NOT SEEM TO SE IDEAL TYPES, 

SOT RATHER EMPIRICALLY EXISTING ENTITIES TO WHICH SOCIETIES AT A GIVEN 

MOMENT WILL CORRESPOND M M OR LESS EXACTLY* THUS MORGAN ARGUES THAT 

THE POLYNESIAN AND THE AUSTRALIAN SOCIETIES ARE SAVAGE SOCIETIES AND NOT 

THAT THEY MERELY REPRESENT DEGREES OF CORRESPONDENCE TO AN IDEAL TYPE 

OF SAVAGE SOCIETY. IN SPITE OF THE SHORTCOMINGS OF HIS THEORETICAL 

SYSTEM, MORGAN REMAINS ONE OF THE FEW THEORISTS TO OFFER AM ADEQUATE 

EXPLANATION FOR THE CAUSES OF CULTURE OHANGE AND DEVELOPMENT. 

IKE ANTI—EVOLUTIONARY R£ACTION*«~THE DOMINANCE OF UOAGAN AMD THE 

OTHER SOCIAL EVOLUTIONISTS OVER ANTHROPOLOGY IN THE LATTER PART OF THE 

NINETEENTH CENTURY GAVE WAY TO AN ALMOST COMPLETE ECLIPSE OF THE DOCTRINE 

OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION AFTER THE TURN OF THE CENTURY. T»E REACTION AGAINST 

THE DOCTRINE WAS LED SY BOAZ AND OOLDENWEISER, BUT THEIR ORITIQUES OF 

* ? W O R , OP. CIT„, P* 26. 
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SOCIAL EVOLUTION mm PERHAPS MORE TEMPERATE THAW THOSE o r SOME OF THEIR 

STUDENTS. LA0FER, FOR EXAMPLE, DECLARED THAT THE tOEA OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION 

IS "* * • THE MOST INANE, STERILE, AND PERNICIOUS THEORY EVER COMCEIVES 

IN THE HI STOW OF 8CIENCE."*® A NUMBER OF THI NGS ARE PR0SA8LY RESPONSIBLE 

FOB THE REJECTION OF THE THEORY OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION. FIRST, THE DEVELOP-

MENT OF ANTHROPOLOGY AS A 3CIENCE «ITH GREATER METHODOLOGICAL SOPHISTIOATION 

BROUGHT A REALIZATION THAT THE COMPARATIVE METHOD AS IT HAD SEEN USES 

m & NOT ACCEPTABLE* SECOND, THE TEMPER OF THE TIMES VAS LESS OPTIMISTIC 

THAN IT HAD SEEN IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY, AND PERSONS BEGAN TO D0U8T 

THE VALIDITY OF THE IDEA OF PROGRESS* T«IR», EVOLUTIONARY THEORY, PARTI-

CULARLY IN THE CASE OF MORGAN, HAD BEEN USED TO CRITICIZE CAPITALISTIC 

INSTITUTIONS AND TO PREDICT A NEW SOCIALISTIC SOCIETY FOR THE FUTURE# 

FOURTH, THE GROWTH OF THE IDEA OF CULTURAL RELATIVISM BROUGHT A REACTION 

AGAINST THE EXTREME ETHNuOENTRISM OF THE SOCIAL EVOLUTIONISTS* THE 

THEORISTS OF SOCIAL EVOLUTION HAD GIVEN THE TERMS "PRIMITIVE" AND "SAVAGE* 

MANY CONNOTATIONS OF AN EVALUATIVE RATHER THAN A DESCRIPTIVE NATURE* 

ffclMITIVE SOCIETIES WIRE THOUGHT TO SE INFERIOR IN QUALITY TO THE HIS* 

TORIE CIVILIZATIONS# AND PRIMITIVE PEOPLES WERE ASSUMES TO SE CHILDLIKE, 

NAIVE, AND UNSOPHISTICATED* ?HE NEW GENERATION OF ANTHROPOLOGISTS 

TURNED COMPLETELY AWAY FROM THE PROBLEM OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF CULTURE, 

AND CONCENTRATED THEIR ATTENTION ON FIELD STUDIES OF EXISTING PRIMITIVE 

CULTURES* THE RE«JEOTtON OF THE SYSTEMS OF THE SOCIAL EVOLUTIONISTS VAS 

ALMOST INEVITABLE IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF ANTHROPOLOGY AS A SCIENCE, BUT 

IN THE EXTREMITY OF THE REACTION THE VALID ELEMENTS WERE DISCARDED WITH 

THE INVALID. EVEN BOAZ, THE LEADER OF THE REACTION, HAS RECOGNIZED THAT 

IN WHITE, OP. CIT*. P. 149* 
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*«KtLE THE SENEGAL EVOLUTIONARY SCHEME IS HO LONGER TENABLE, THE PROBLEM 

or PROCRESS REMAINS.*^ 

m m THE DECLINE OF THE DOCTRINE Of SOCIAL EVOLUTION IN ANTHROPOLOGY 

THERE HA® SEEN A CORSESPONDtHQ ©HANSE IN THE DEFINITION OF THE WORD *PRI~ 

MITiVE." THE CONNOTATIONS OF PRIMEVAL ITY AND INFERIORITY HAVE M E * 

DROPPED FROM THE TERM, AND "PRIMITIVE* TODAY IS U8EB SIMPLY TO REFER T© 

ANY SOCIETY OUTSIDE THE STREAM OF WESTERN CULTURE WHICH DOES NOT POSSESS 

A WRITTEN LANGUAGE. A NUMBER OF SUBSTITUTE TERMS HAVt BEEN SUOSiSTEO TO 

AVOID CONFUSION SITH THE OLDER EVOLUTIONARY CONCEPT» BUT NONE OF THEM 

HAS GAINED UNIVERSAL ACCEPTANCE* "NONHISTORI0* HAS SEEN USED BY SOME 

ANTHROPOLOGISTS» 8UT THIS IS A RATHER UNFORTUNATE TERM IMPLYING THAT TMS 

ABSENCE OF WRITTEN HISTORY IS EQUIVALENT TO HAVIN6 NO HISTORY AT ALL* 

eAR£LITERATE* HAS BEEN USED MORE FREQUENTLY* BUT IT ALSO IMPLIES AN 

EVOLUTIONARY SEQUENCE* HfiRSKOVITS HAS ARGUED IN FAVOR OF THE U8E OF THS 

TERM "NONVITERATEm SINCE *. . . IT IS COLORLESS» CONVEYS ITS MCAMINO 

UMAMQIfiUOUSLY« AND IS READILY APPLICABLE TO THE DATA IT SEEKS TO DELI"* 

MIT* » « (N THE WORK OF MOST AMTHROPOLOOISTS THS DICHOTOMY OF 

PRIMITIVE SOCIETY AND CIVILIZED SOCIETY OR NONLITERATE SOCIETY AND 

LITERATE SOCIETY IS USED ONLY TO MAKE CERTAIN ©ENERAL DISTINCTIONS* AND 

IT IS MOT USED AS AN ANALYTIC TOOL* HERSKOVITS HAS EXPLICITLY STATED 

THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE LITERATE-NOMLITERATE DICHOTOMY AND THE IDEAL 

TYPICAL DICHOTOMY OF SOCIETAL TYPES# 

THE IDEAL TYPE OF AMY PHENOMENONf AS MOST OF THOSE WHO WORK SlTM 
SUCH CONCEPTS POINT OUT» CANNOT 8Y DEFINITION FIT ANY PARTICULAR CASE# 

19F*AN7 BOAZ, "ANTHROPOLOOY," ENCYCLOPEDIA GF JSS. 52215K JFTTSBFILLI 

VOL* II (1930). 

2%tER9KOVlTS» OP* CIT«T P» 75* 
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THE GREATER THE MUMSER OF CRITERIA, THE MORE BIFF ICULT WILL SI THE 
APPLICABILITY TO AMY GIVEN INSTANCE* M MUST AGAIN INDICATE THAT 
THIS FOLLOWS FROM THE FACT THAT IN SUCH SY8TEMS THE ORIENTATION IS tN 
TERMS OF CATEGORIES 0A8EO OW FORM, RATHER THAN PROIILEMB PHRASED tft 
TERMS OF PROCESS* HEREIN LI£S THE REAL DIFFERENCE SETVEfiN THE CON-
CEPT OF "FOLK 80CIETY* AND OF "NONLITERATE" IVOIH.ES* T«£ FIRST IS 
A CATEGORY WHICH DOMINATES THE BATAj THE SECOND IS MEBELY A CON-
VENIENT HANDLE TO DESCRIBE MATERIALS DESTINED TO BE EXAMINED III 
THE LIGHT OF OFFERING SITUATIONS THAT HAVE ARISEN OUT OF THE HIS-
TORIC PROCESS*21 

A. L« KROESERI FOLK SOCIETY AND SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY 

FOLIC SOCIETY ASP SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY..—-A. U KRQEBER, m o m m m 

AS A TRAN8ITI0NAL FIGURE BETWEEN THE OLDER AND THE NEWER BEVELOPMEfiTS 

OF ANTHROPOLOGY, ELABORATES A FOLK-SOPHISTICATE DICHOTOMY OF SOCIETAL 

TYPES WHICH SEARS A CLOSE RESEMBLANCE TO THE QEMEINSCHAFT-GESELLSCHAFT 

& M THE MECHANIGAL-ORGANIC DICHOTOMIES OF TOMMIES AWO DURKHEIM* A 

FOLK OH TRIBAL SOCIETY IS SMALL, ISOLATED, AND CLOSE HCNIT, AND PERSON-

TO—PERSON RELATIONSHIPS ARE PREVALENT» PARTICULARLY OM A KINSHIP BASIS* 

"PRIMITIVE DEMOCRACY" IS A CHARACTERISTIC OF THE FOLK SOCIETY, SINCE 

THERE IS A MAXIMUM OF EQUALITY COEXISTING WITH A MINIMUM OF AUTHORITY 

OR CONTROL FROM POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS. CONTROL OVER INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS 

IS STRONG, HOWEVER, SiMCE THE FOLKWAYS AND MORES OF THE SOCIETY ARC 

STRENGTHENED AND ENFORCED BY THE STRONG INTEGRATION AND SOLIDARITY Of 

THE GROUP* AS A RESULT THERE IS A"STRONG MORAL AND RELIGIOUS SENSES 

THFI PEOPLE IN THE FOLK SOOlETV H» , , BELIEVE IN THE SACRED THINGS; 

THEIR SENSE OF RIGHT AND WRONG SPRINGS FROM UNCONSCIOUS ROOTS OF SOCIAL 

FEELING, AND IS THEREFORE UN«£ASO»EB, COMPULSIVE, AMD STRONG#*^ TWE 

FOLK PEOPLE ARE BOUND TO THE SOIL OF THEIR LOCALITY EMOTIONALLY BY HABIT 

m j m * * "• 606-607. 

L* KWII&Eft, jfaTOfiOFQLOGY. SECOND EDITION, P« 282« 
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AND ECONOMICALLY BY EXPERIENCE. THE DIVISION OF LABOR AND SPECIALIZATION 

IS RUDIMENTARY. A SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY, ON THE OTHER HAND* IS INEVITAFJLY 

LARGE* AND ALTHOUGH THE NUMBER OF SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS WHICH A PERSON 

MAY ENTER INTO IS LARGER THAN IN THE CASE OF THE FOLK SOCIETY, . . MOST 

OF THEM ARE SPECIAL, LIMITED, SHALLOW, WITHOUT EMOTIONAL IMPLICATIONS."^ 

THE KINSHIP OROUP WITH ITS LIFELONS ASSOCIATION BOUND BY AFFECTIVE TIES 

LOSES ITS FORCE IN THE SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY, WITH THE POSSIBLE EXCEPT ION 

OF THE BIOLOGICAL FAMILY, AMD IMPERSONALITY CHARACTERIZES THE MAJORITY 

OF RELATIONSHIPS. INDIVIDUALISM ALSO CHARACTERIZES THE SOPHISTICATE 

SOCIETY, SINCE THE CUSTOMS AMU THE TRADIT?ON8 ©F THE PAST NO LONGER HAVE 

BINDING FORCE, AND THIS INDIVIDUALISM IS PARTIALLY REFLECTED IN A COM-

PLEX DIVISION OF LA0OR AND SPECIALIZATION OF FUNCTIONS. THE MORAL AMD 
F 

RELISFOUS SENSE OF THE FOLK SOCIETY ALSO BREAKS DOWNS 
% 

WITH THIS DILUTINTT AND SPREADING OF THE FERVID INTENSITIES OF 
ATTAINMENT, IT IS INEVITABLE THAT RELIGI08ITY, PIETY, RETTARD FOR 
THE SACRED THINSS, SHOULD TEND TO EVAPORATE WITH CIVILIZATION. 
SHRINES BECOME SHOW PLACES RATHER THAN SPOTS OF WORSHIP. CRITICISM 
AND RATIONALI8M GROW. AS BELIEFS FADE THAT HAVE RESTED LARGELY ON 
THE SOCIAL DICTATION OF A HOMOGENEOUS SMALL GROUP, EMPIRICAL AND 
ACTUAL KNOWLEDGE GOMES TO SEEM MORE DESIRABLE, AND ACCUMULATES* 
FAITH IN THE SUPERNATURAL AND THE MAGICAL GIVES WAY TO FAITH IN 
SCIENCE. THE CULTURE AND THE LIFE ARE SECULARIZED.2* 

KROESEW POINTS OUT THAT MIS FOLK-SOPHISTICATE POLARITY IT NOT AN 

"EITHER-OR* SEGREGATION* "RATHER WE MUST CONCEIVE OT A LINE OR AN AXIS 

ALONG WHICH SOCIETIES AND CULTURES, OR THE PART-CULTURES OF SEGMENTS OF 

33|BID. 

24-TEIP.. P. 2&3. • KROEBE* REMARKS UPON THE SIMILARITY BETWEEN THE 
MARXIST IDEAL AN© THE SOPHISTICATE POLAR TYPES "IT IS REALLY RATHER 
CURIOUS MOW CLOSELY THE GOAL OF COMMUNISM APPROXIMATES AN ANTICIPATOR* 
PROJECTION OR SENSING FROM THE DRIFT OF THE LAST TWO OR THREE CENTURIES* 
IT IS LIKE A TLNMERFLMIAN »WAVE OF THE FUTURE.*" (IMS.* P. 2 6 6 . ) 
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SOCIETIES# CAM 86 RANGED FROM THE ONE EXTREME OR POLE Of GREATEST FOLK— 

LfKC OB TRIBAL SAfflCWAWaMISS TO THE OPPOSITE POLE OF GREATEST SOPHISTICATION."2^ 

THUS, WESTERN SOCIETY IS WEAK ONE POLAR END—THE SOPHISTICATE— 

AND THE SOCIETY OF THE AUBTRALIAN NATIVES 13 NEAR THE OTHER—THE FOLK* 

fflTHlM T¥E3TL«N SOCIETY, HOWEVER, THE URBAN COMPONENTS CORRESPOND UUCH 

*OW» CLOSELY TO THE SOPMIST I GATE IDEAL TYPE THAN 00 THE MURAL COMPONENTS* 

THE PEASANT SOCIETY OCCUPIES A PLACE SOMEWHERE BETS®EN THE POLAR TYPE3, 

SINCE IT HAS SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF BOTH, 2^ 

KROEBER BELIEVES THAT THERE IS A GENERAL TREND IN HISTORY FROM FOLK 

SOCIETY TO SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY, ALTHOUGH THE TREND IS NOT UNIVERSAL AND 

TRREVEP.S IBLE • THUS, FLHEREAS THE DEVELOPMENT OF CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN 

CULTURE MAY 86 TAKEN AS AN EXAMPLE OF THE GENERAL TREND, THERE ARE A 

NUMBER OF CASES IN WHICH THE TREND WAS APPARENTLY REVERSED. T«E OREAK-

DOWN o r HELLENIC CULTURE FOLLOWING THE DISINTEGRATION o r THE ROMAN EMPIRE 

AND THE OVERTURN FROM THE INDUS VALLEY CIVILIZATION TO THAT OF THE VEDIC 

ARYANS ARE CITED AS EXAMPLES* IN SPITE o r THESE REVERSALS, HOWEVER, THE 

NET DRIFT OF TOTAL HUMAN CULTURE SEEMS TO BE TOWARD THE SOPHISTICATE 

POLAR TYPE, KHOEPFP UEES AT LEAST FOUR CAUSES FOR THIS GLNCRAL TRENDS 

MRITTML . » * GREATLY Rll«FO«<^S POPULATION SIZE AS A i*0*NT CAUSE 
OF THE GROWING IMPERSONAL!ZATION OF HIGHER CIVILIZATION, $0 DO 
LARGE-SCALE URtlAKI ZATIOW AND MECHANICAL INDUSTRIALIZATION. THE 
FOUR CONSTITUTE A SET OF INTERDEPENDENT CAUSES, AND OF INTER-
CORRELATED EFFECTS A8 WELL.2? 

wfteQ6RE83* RECONSIDERED.—KROEBER IS QUE OF THE FEW ANTHROPOLOGISTS 

SINCE THF ANTI—EVOLUTIONARY REACTION WHO HAS HAD THE COURAGE TO "TAKE 

TOE BULL BY HIS HORNS" AND ATTEMPT TO FIND A 3CIENTIKI0 ^USfIFICATfOW 

^ J B I B . , P. 28T, A6TAIP>. PP. 283-284* 

P. 29?. 
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FOR THE CONCEPT Of PROGRESS IN CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT* IT IS BATHER SUR-

PRISING THAT THE CONCEPT DOES NOT OCCUPY A MORE SIGNIFICANT PLACE IM 

ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORY, SINCE, AS KRQEBER REMARKS, IT 18 OBVIOUS THAT 

THERE HAS SEEN PROGRESS IM HUMAN CULTURE IN THE LAST QUARTER-MILLION 

YEARSl "WE ARE UNDENIABLY 'HIGHER* OR "MORE AQVANOCD* CULTURALLY THAN 

THE ACHEULIANS, IN MUCH THE SAME »AY THAT A MAMMAL IS HIGHER THAN AN 

0ROOVICIAN SPONGE OR 8RACHtOPOa«"26 KROEBER AGREES *ITH THE CRITICS OF 

SOCIAL EVOLUTION THAT THE EMOTIONAL AND APRI0RI8TIC ELEMENTS IN THE IDEA 

OF PROGRES8 MUST BE ABANDONED, BUT HE MAINTAINS THAT THERE IS A SOLID 

CORE OF SCIENTIFIC JUSTIFICATION »N THE CONCEPT* FfeOGRESS MAY §£ 

MEASURED OBJECTIVELY IN FOUR WAXS* FIRST, THERE IS A QUANTITATIVE 

EXPANSION OF THE CONTENT OF TOTAL HUMAN CULTURE, BgCAWSEeULTyRE 8Y ITS 

VERY NATURE TENUS TO BE CUMULATIVE. SECOND, THERE 13 AN ATROPHY OF 

MAGIC AND SUPERSTITION BASED ON PSYCHOPATBGLOSY. TklRD, THERE 18 A 

DECLINE IN THE OBTRUSION OF PHYSIOLOGICAL OR ANATOMICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

INTO SOCIAL SITUATIONS} SUCH THINGS AS SEGREGATION OF WOMEN DURING MEN-

STRUATION AND PUBERTY CRISIS RITES TEND TO DISAPPEAR* FOURTH, THERE IS 

A GROWTH IN TECHNOLOGY, MECHANICS, AND SCIENCE, FOR THESE HAVE A TENDENCY 

TO GROW CUMULATIVELY* ALTHOUGH KROESER CONSIDERS THE CONCEPT OF PROGRESS 

SEPARATELY F R W THE TREND FROM FOLK SOCIETY TO SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY, IT 

IS CLEAR THAT THE TWO ARE SIMILAR AND POSSIBLY IDENTICAL* THE VERY THINGS 

WHICH ARE TAKEN TO BE THE CRITERIA OF PROGRESS ARE CHARACTERISTICS OF 

THE SOPHISTICATE SOCIETY* KR0E8ER, UNLIKE MANY OTHER ANTHROPOLOGISTS, 

FIRMLY APPROVE® OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIETY TOWARD THE SOPHISTICATE 

TYPE. 

^jeio., PP. 297-304* 



147 

R O M R T REOFIELDI Fouc SOCIETY AM® URBAN SOCIETY 

FPUS SOCIETY * W UWAU 800IETY.-»-QNS ©F TM£ MOST »ID£LY USES DICHO-

TOMIES Of SOCIETAL TYPES IS THAT SET FORTH BY ROBERT FTFIDFLELB. f? IS 

IM MOST RESPECT® SIMILAR TO THE CI CHOTOMY @F SECKER, BUT REBFISLD DEFERS 

THE TERMS "FOLK* AM) "URBAN" TO "SACRED* AND " SEOUL AM." THE SIMILARITY 

UNDOUBTEDLY STEMS FROM THE FACT THAT BOTH BECKER AMD RECTIELD SERE 

STUDENTS OF ROBERT £» PARK AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICASO AND RECEIVED 

FROM HIM THEIR CENTRAL INTEREST IN DICHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIETY* ALTXQUSH 

BECKER'S AND REBFIEL©»3 DICHQTOMOUS TYPOLOGIES ARE VIRTUALLY IDENTICAL, 

THEIR METHODS OF APPROACH AND CONCENTRATIONS OF INTEREST ARE DIFFERENT* 

BFIOKER IS PRIMARILY INTERESTED IH ANALYZING THE HISTORICAL RECORDS OF 

A PARTICULAR CULTURE TO 018COVER THE CAUSES AND PATTERNS OF OHAIMS* 

REBFIELD, ON TW OTHER HANB, IS INTERESTS!} IN FIELD WORK AMONG EXIST INS 

FOLK SOCIETIES TO DISCOVER THE CHARACTERISTICS WHICH DISTINGUISH THE 

FOLK SOCIETY FROM THE MODERN URBAN SOCIETY* HE ATTEMPTS TO CONSTRUCT 

AH IDEAL TYPE OF FOLK SOCIETY SY STUDYING A VARIETY OF TRIBAL AND 

PEASANT GROUPS AND BY GENERALIZING UPON THEM IN THE LIGHT OF CONTRAST 

PROVIDED »Y MODERN UHBAH SOCIETY. THE IDEAL TYPE, SAYS REDFIELD, 13 A 

MENTAL CONSTRUCTION, BUT IT DEPENDS UPON INTIMATE KNOWLEDGE OF CONCRETE 

FOLK SOCIETIES* "LILT IDEAL FOLK SOCIETY COULD BE DEFINES THROUGH ASS£M~ 

& U M 9 IN THE IMASIMATION, THE CHARACTERS WHICH ARE LOGICALLY OPPOSITE 

THOSE SHI OH ARE TO BE FOUND IN THE MODERN CITY, ONLY IF «T HAD FIRST 

SOME KNOWLEDGE OF NON-URBAN PEOPLES TO PERMIT US T© DETERMINE WHAT* 

INDEED, ARC THE CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES OF MODERN CITY 

R O B E R T REDFIELD, *TFCE FOLK SOCIETY,11 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF SociotoaY. 
LI 1 (»IAN», 194-7), 294. 



1 4 8 

REBFIELD ADMITS Hi3 DEBT TO MAINE, TONNLGS, AMD IlURKHElM, SWT ME ALSO 

IMPLIES THAT HIS OWN METHOD OF APPROACH TMWOUQW FLIL© STUDIES OF FOLK 

SOCIETIES 13 OF GREATER SCIENTIFIC VALIDITY THAU THAT Of THE OTHERS3® 

REDFIEUD, BECAUSE Of MIS ANTHROPOLGQIC AL BACKGROUND, IS ALMOST 

EXCLUSIVELY CONOERNED WITH THE FOLK IDEAL TYP* RATHER THAN THE URBAN 

ISUM. TTPI, ONLY THE FORMER IS DEALT WITH EXPLICITLY, FOR ReDFiEL© 

PRESUMABLY FEELS THAT THE URBAN IDEAL TYPE DOES NOT REQUIRE SPECIAL 

ATTENTION, SINCE IT IS NECESSARY ONLY TO REVERSE THE CHARACTERISTICS 

OF THE FOLK TYPE TO FIND THE URBAN TYPE# REDFIELB BISCUSSES THE FOLK 

TYPE AT 3REAT LENGTH AND ENUMERATES ITS MORE IMPORTANT CHARACTERISTICS* 

(t) THE FOLK sootSTY IS VERY SMAU.» AND THERE ARC NO MORE PEOPLE IN IT 

THAN CAN COME TO KNOW EACH OTHER WELL* (2) IT IS ISOLATED FROM OTHER 

SOCIETIES, AND IN ITS ISEAL FORM THERE IS NO COMMUNICATION WHATEVER 

«|TH OUTSIDE PEOPLES* (3) THE ISOLATION IS FOR THE MOST PART THT RESULT 

o r PHYSICAL IMMOBILITY, ALTHOUGH ISOLATION MAY BE OF A PURELY SOCIAL 

NATURE IN THE CASE OF SOME MIGRATORY PEOPLES, B9CK AS THE GYPSIES. 

(4) AS A RESULT OF ISOLATION, THERE IS INTIMATE COMMUNICATION AMONG 

THE MEMBERS Of THE SOCIETY. (5) COMMUNICATION IN THE FOLK SOCIETY IS 

ENTIRELY 8Y WORD OF MOUTH, SINCE THERE IS AN ABSENCE OF WRITING AND 

BOOKS. THE FOLK SOCIETY IS ISOLATES THEN NOT ONLY FROM OTHER CONTEMPORARY 

SOCIETIES BUT ALSO FROM A LA««E PART OF ITS OW» PAST. 0«AL TRADITION 

HAS NO CHECK, FOR KNOWLE&QE OF THE PAST EXTENDS NO FARTHER BACK THAN 

TNI MEMORIES OF THE ELDERS OF THE SOCIETY. WITHOUT WRITTEN RECORD® 

THE MEMBERS OF THE FOLK SOCIETY CAN HAVE NO HISTORICAL SENSE, NO THEOLOGY> 

AND NO SCIENCE* OUTSIBE THE REALM OF MATERIAL TOOLS, THE ONLY FORM OF 

3P|ATP.» PP. 294-295* 
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ACCUMULATION OF EXPERIENCE 18 THE INCREASE OF WISDOM WHICH COMES M 

THE INDIVIDUAL SROWS OLDER* As A RESULT OLD PEOPLE HAVE PRESTISE AND 

AUTHORITY IN THE FOLK SOCIETY• (6) T«E MEMBERS OF THE FOLK SOCIETY 

W E MUCH ALIKE, BOTH IN PHYSICAL APPEARANCE AND IN BEHAVIOR. SOMATt# 

HOMOGENEITY COMES ABOUT AS THE RESULT OF PROLOttGCD INSRfcEDINtt, TWg 

• ISOLATION OF THE GROUP FROM OUTSIDERS ALSO PRODUCES SIMILAR HAS ITS AND 

PATTERNS OF BEHAVIOR TOO, FOR "SINCE THE PEOPLE 60MMUN I CATS «ITH OWE 

ANOTHER AND WITH HO OTHERS* ©Nt MA»*8 LEARNED WAYS OF WINS AND THINKING 

AWE THE SAME AH ANOTHER1S.*^ *HAT ONE MAM KNOWS AND t£Ll£*ES tS TME 

®«4£ AS WHAT AU, MEN KNOW AND BELIEVE, AND PERSONAL HABITS AND CUSTOM® 

A«E IDENTICAL. ACTUALLY, OF COURSE, SUCH A SITUATION EXISTS ONLY 

IDEALLY, OUT 8«DF|£LD BELIEVES THAT MOST FOLK SOCIETIES CORRESPOND FAIRLY 

CLOSELY TO THE IDEAL TYPE IN THIS RESPECT! ®* . * IT If NEAR ENOUGH 

TO THE TRUTH FOR THE STUDENT OF A REAL FOLK SOCIETY TO REPORT IT 

FAIRL? WELL ®* LEARMINQ WHAT GOES ON IN THE MINDS ©F A FEW OF ITS 

MEMBERS* AN© A PRIMITIVE GROUP HAS mm PRESENTED, ALTWOttSM SKETCH ILY, 

AS LEARNED ABOUT FROM A SIN6LE MEMBER#*^ WOT ONLY IS THERE SIMILARITY 

BETWEEN MEMBERS OF ONE GENERATION, BUT THERE IS ALSO A CLOSE SIMILARITY 

SETWEEN DIFFERENT GENERATIONS. IN OTHER WORDS* THERE IS LITTLE CHANGE 

• » THE SOCIETY, AND YOWNS PEOPLE 00 THROUGH ALMOST THE SAME SOCIALIZATION 

PROCESS W A T THEIR PARENTS AND GRANDPARENTS WENT THROUGH* (7) IN THE 

FOLK SOCIETY THERE IS A ST«ONS SENSE OF BELONGING TOGETHER, FOR THE 

INTIMATE COfcWUNlCATIONS OF ITS MbMBERS WITH ONE ANOTHER CREATES STRON® 

BONOS OF SYMPATHY AND SOLIDARITY# I* SttMNE«fS TEWS, THEY CONSTITUTE 

A "WE-OROUP,* AS AOAINST ALL OUTSIDERS, WHO ARE CHARACTERIZED AS A 

3* IPIQ» 32jaj0. 
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•THEY-OROUP.- I« SUMMARY UP TO THIS POINT, THE FOLK SOCIETY IS SMALL* 

ISOLATED, NONLITERATE, AMU HOMOGENEOUS, WITH A STRONG SENSE Of SOLI* 

DA8tTY*3$ 

( 8 ) RearIELD HESITATES TO MAKE A FLAT STATEMENT THAT THE FOLK 

SOCIETY is CHARACTERIZED BY A SIMPLE TECHNOLOSY, SINCE WE IS IMPRESSED 

m THE COMPLEXITY OF THE TOOLS OF THE ESKIMO, SWT ME 00E8 MAKE A FEW 

GUARDED NEGATIVE STATEMENTS! *. . • SEOONDARY AND TERTIARY TOOLS-

TOOLS TO MAKE TOOLS—ARE RELATIVELY FEW AS COMPARED WITH PRIMARY TQOLSf 

THESE IS NO MAKING OF ARTIFAOTS BY MULTIPLE, RAPID, MACHINE MANUFACTURE} 

THERE IS LITTLE OR NO USE OF NATURAL POSgR.*^* (9) BEYOND THE DIVISION 

BASED ON SSXf. WERE IS LITTLE DIVISION OF LABOR IN THE FOLK SOCIETY* 

AND ALL PERSONS OF THE SAME SEX QO APPROXIMATELY THE SAME THING* 

(10) T^E FOLK SOCIETY IS ECONOMICALLY INDEPENDENT OF ALL OTHER SOCIETIES} 

THE FOLK PEOPLE PRODUCE W A T THEY CONSUME AND CONSUME WHAT THEY PRODUCE.^ 

(11) TNl MOST IMPORTANT ASPECT OF THE FOLK SOCIETY* REBFIELS BELIEVES* 

If THAT IT IS CHARACTER!ZED 8* A CULTURE* WftOH IS At* ORGANIZATION OR 

UtTEQftATtON OF CONVENTIONAL UNDERSTAND!NSS. As THE RESULT OF LOSS 

INTERCOMMUNICATION WITHIN THE SMALL GROUP, CONVENTIONALIZES SAYS OF 

BEHAVING BECOME INTERRELATED SO THAT THEY CONSTITUTE A COHERENT AND SELF-

CONSISTENT SYSTEM* *|N THE FOLK SOCIETY THIS INTECRATED SHOCK, THIS 

SYSTEM, PRCWIBES FOR ALL THE RECURRENT MEEDS OF THE INDIVIDUAL FROM 

URTH TO DEATH AMD OF THE SOCIETY THROUGH THE SEASONS AND THE YEARS# 

H«* INTESRATION OF ALL OF THE SOCIETY'S ELEMENTS RESULTS IN AN ALMOST 

IDEAL STATE OF AFFAIRS, REDFItLD BELIEVES. THE FOLLOWING PASSAGE 

Bibid>. PP. 295-297- S+Isid*. p# 297. 

3?ta>D«. P. 29B. ^iSJLS* 
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INDICATES HIS REJECTION OF THE SELIEF THAT A PERSON IN A FOLK SOCIETY IS 

AM AUTOMATON BOUND UNMERCIFULLY BY CUSTOMS 

WITHIN Tm LIMITS SET 8* OUSTOM THERE IS INVITATION TO EXCEL ill 
PERFORMANCE* |kt«i IS LIVELY COMPETITION, A SENSE OF OPPORTUNITY, 
AND A FEELING THAT W A T THE CULTURE MOVES ONE TO DO IS WELL WORTH 
DOING* THERE IS MO DRASNCSS IN mm A LIFE* IT MAS ABOUT IT ALL 
THE ALLUREMENTS OF PERSONAL EXPERIENCE, VERY MUCH ONE*S 0*N, OF 
COMPETITIVE SKILL, OF THINGS WELL DONE. T*«E INTERRELATIONS AND 
HIGH DEGREE OF CONSISTENCY AMONG THE ELEMENTS OF CUSTOM WHICH ARE 
PRKSENTED TO THE INDIVIDUAL DECLARE TO HIM THE IMPORTANCE OF MAKING 
HIS ENDEAVORS ttt THE DIRECTIONS INDICATED 8V TRADITION* THE CULTURE 
SETS GOALS HHICM STIMULATE ACTION 8Y GIVING SWEAT MEANIMS TO ITJ*f 

RgSFIELB CLEARLY IMPLIES THAT IN ACTIONS IN SUCH A SOCIETY THERE I® 

LIKELY TO BE MORE MEANING AND ENJOYMENT THAN IN A MODERN URBAN SOCIETY* 

0 2 ) BEHAVIOR IN THE FOLK SOCIETY IS TRADITIONAL, SPONTANEOUS, AND 

UNCRITICAL* ENDS ARE TAKEN AS GIVEN, AND WHAT IS iJONI IN THE FOLK SOCIETY 

IS DONE NOT BECAUSE SOMEBODY DECIDED THAT IT SHOULD 01 BONE* BUT RATHER 

BECAUSE IT SEEMS TO FLO* NECESSARILY FROM THE VERY NATURE OF THINGS. 

THE ENDS ARE NOT SET FORTH AS STATED DOCTRINES BUT ARE IMPLIES IN TRADI-

TIONAL ACTIONS, AND THERE IS NO DISPOSITION TO CONSIDER THESE ACTIONS 

OBJECTIVELY AND CRITICALLY* FOLK PEOPLE ACT NITH REFERENCE TO ONE ANOTHER 

ST TACIT AND TRADITIONAL UNDERSTANDINGS, AMD SUCH THINGS AS CONTRACTS* 

LEGISLATION AND LAW HAVE NO PLACE IN THE SOCIETY* THE RIGHTS AND OSLL-

SATIONS OF A PERSON ARE NOT DETERMINED BY SPECIAL AGREEMENTS OR CONTRACTS! 

THEY ARE LARGELY PRESCRIBED AT BIRTH AS A PART OF THE STATUS WHICH A 

PERSON OCCUPIES* THESE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS CHANGE WITH AGE, BUT THEY 

©HANOI IN PATTERNED TRADITIONAL WAYS DEFINED BY THE SOCIETY* {13) ALL 

SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS IN THE FOLK SOCIETY ARE PERSONAL * AND OTHER PERSONS 

ARE NEVER DEALT WITH 'THLNO-FASHION," THAT IS, IM TERMS OF UTILITY IN 

37|*ID«, P. 300* FOR A SIMILAR POINT OF VIE* AND A SIMILAR BEFI* 
WITION OF ^CULTURE" SEE THE DISCUSSIONS OF SAPIR, TUMIN, AND TLNTON BELOW. 
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StWIW® 0W»8 OWN ENDS* HOT ONLY ARE RELATIONSHIPS PERSONAL, SWT THEY 

ARE ALSO FAMILIAL IN MATURE. KINSHIP 18 EXTENDED OUTWARD TO INCLUDE 

ALMOST EVERY PERSON WITH WHOM AN INDIVIDUAL COMES INTO CONTACT» AND 

THE INDIVIDUAL FINDS HIMSELF FIXES )N A CONSTELLATION OF FAMILIAL 

RELATIONSHIPS* "WE KINSHIP CONNECT IOHS PROVIDE A PATTERN IN TERM* OF 

•HIGH, IN THE IDEAL FOLK SOCIETY} ALL PERSONAL RELATIONS ARE CONVEN-

TIONAL! IES AND CATEGORIZED."^ (14) TTE WAYS OF THE FOLK SOCIETY ARC 

NOT ONLY FOLKWAYS* BUT THEY ALSO TEND TO S£ MORES, IN WHICH NOTIONS OF 

MORAL WORTH ARE ATTACHES TO TRADITIONAL WAYS OF BEHAVING. THE VALUE OF 

THESE ACTIONS IS HOT SOMETHING TO BE CALLED INTO QUESTION, AND DOING SO 

IS HIGHLY RESENTED* TFCE FOLK SOCIETY I® THUS A SACRED SOCIETY, IN WHICH 

"ALL ACTIVITIES, EVEN THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION, ARC ENDS IN THEMSELVES, 

ACTIVITIES EXPRESSIVE OF THE ULTIMATE VALUES OF THE SOCIETY."39 

REDFIELD POINTS OUT THAT NO EXISTING SOCIETY CORRESPONDS IN ALL 

WAYS TO THE IDEAL TYPE OF THE FOLK SOCIETY, ANi> INDEED THE IDEAL TYPE 

IS USEFUL ONLY IN SO FAR AS IT CAN BE USED TO INVESTIGATE VARIATIONS 

FROM THE TYPE CONSTRUCT * Hf BELIEVES THAT IT IS ONLY BY STUDYINS CON-

TEMPORARY SOCIETIES WITH REFERENCE TO IDEAL CONSTRUCTS THAT SOCIAL CHANGE 

MAY Wi ANALYZED IN DETAIL, FOR "THERE IS DOUBT THAT THE DOCUMENTS AMD 

THE ARTIFACTS WILL EVER YIELD DECISIVE INFORMATION ON SUCH PROBLEM© AS 

CHANGES IN THE KINSHIP SYSTEM, ON FORMS OF COURTSHIP AND MARRlAOE, OR ON 

THE STEPS BY WHICH SOME OF THE SAINTS WERE INCORPORATED INTO THE PAGAN 

PANTHEON WHILE THE PANTHEON IN OTHER RESPECTS ALSO WAS CHANGING ITS 

P. 3©F. THIS POINT IS SIMILAR TO THAT OF MAINE, WHO HELD 
THAT A PRIMITIVE SOCIETY IS ORGANIZED IN TERMS OF KINSHIP RATHER THAN 
TERRITORY* 

39TG|P.» P» 30*. 
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fiMAiyM@TE»U*^ HISTORICAL INQUIRY THEN MUST BE PURSUED THROUGH STUDY OF 

PRESENT-DAY COMMUNITIES* • V 

ALTHOUGH BEBFIELD RECOGNIZES THAT ALL FOLK mcterns oonmapouD ONLY 

TO A GREATER OR LESSER OESREE TO THE IDEAL TYPE, MI BELIEVES THAT THE 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FOLK SOCIETY ARC IN LARGE PART INTERDEPENDENT OR 

LINKED VARIABLES. A CHANGE t» ONE ARCA OF SOCIAL LIFE BRINGS A CHANGE 

114 ALL THE OTHERS® ANO THE DIFFERENCES AMONG SOOIETIES ARE TO B6 EXPLAINED 

IU TERM# Of DIFFERENTIAL RATES Of OHANSE ALONG TH|8 PATTERNED LINE OF 

DEVELOPMENT• THUS WE ASSUMES THAT ORIGINALLY ALL FOLK SOCIETIES WERE 

iW A LIKE CONDITION BUT THAT AT THE PRESENT TIME EACH OCCUPIES A SEPARATE 

POINT ALOW® A UNILINEAR PATTERN OF SCVtLOMflflr* T«I PATTERN OF DEVELOP-

MENT 'SHICM FTLSFIEL© SEE® IS ALMOST INEVITABLY AWAY FROM THE FOLK TYPE OF 

SOCIETY IN THE DTFTEOTION OF THE URBAN TYPE OF SOCIETY, WITH ITS ATTENDANT 

DISORGANIZATION OF CULTURE, SECULARIZATION, AND «ROWT» OF INDIVIDUALISM* 

THE St. DEVELOPMENTS QROW OUT OF THE INCREASE OF CONTACTS OF W E SOCIETY 

WITH OTHER SOCIETIES, FOR DECREASING ISOLATION BRINGS ABOUT THE BORROWIMG 

OF OTHER CULTURAL ELEMENTS WHICH TEN© TO DISORGANIZE THE CULTURE OF THE 

BORROW)NO SOCIETY* 

#MAT IS SORROWED ARE PARTICULAR TOOLS, WOOES OF COMBUST, At® IDEAS} 
THESE IN TURK DO THIN0S TO THE LIVES OF THE BORROWERS SO THAT THE 
TOTAL RESULT IS A KIND AND DEGREE OF D1S0R0ANItATtOtt* THE APPEARANCE 
OF OPPORTUNITIES TO MAKE A LIVELIHOOD IN WAYS OTHER THAI* AGRICUL-
TURE CAUSES SOME MEN IN THE COMMUNITY TO GIVE UP AGRICULTURE* 
HAVING GIVEN UP AGRICULTURE, THEY m NOT PARTICIPATE IN AGRICULTURAL 
RITUALS* IN TH»S WAY THEY OEASS TO SHARE IN THE ATTENDANT UNDER-
STANDINGS AS TO, FOR EXAMPLE, THE RELATIONS- BETWEEN AGRICULTURAL 
RITUAL AND DISEASE. SUT MEANWHILE THE PRESSURE OF CITY OPINION HAS 
MADE IT DIFFICULT FOR W E SHAMAN—PRIEST TO PRACTICE HIS CALLING IN 
THE TOWN COMMUNITY* SO HE MOVES AWAY, AND THE PEOPLE OF THE TOWN 
W E WITHOUT MIS IMMEDIATE AND FREQUENT EXAMPLE AND INSTRUCTION* 

4%OSERT REBFIELB* Jfc« FOLK CULTURE or YUCATAN. P« 541 • 
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AT THE SAME TIME MEW WAYS or TREATING ILLNESS* WITHOUT FFEFCMMK TO 
AGRICULTURAL PIETY AMD RITUAL CONFORMITY, ARE INTRODUCED FROM TMG 
CITY* SO FAR AS THESE ARE FOLLOWED THE INDIVIDUAL IS IN THIS WAY 
ALSO LEO AS!I* FROM THE INTERRELATED PATTERNS OF TNOUOHT AND ACTION 
WHICH CWAfUIOTERifE© THE OL3ER WAY OF LIFE# 

BAGTIMAT Am.ICAT IONS#~FTEDFIELD IS O H ef THE FEW SOCIAL SCIENTISTS 

WHO HAS USES A FOLK-URBAN DICHOTOMY AS THE ORGANIZING PRINCIPLE FOR 

EMPIRICAL STUDIES IN THE FIELD# ME HAS MADE TWO PRINCIPAL STUDIES, ONE 

I« TEPOZTLAN, MEXICO AND ONE IN YUOATAM IN MEXICO. EACH WILL SE 

CONSIDERED BRIEFLY BELOW* 

REDTIELB'S TEPOZTLAN. A fefiEXICAN ¥ILLAOS IS FAMES NOT SO MUCH FOR 

ITS THEORETICAL FORMULATION OF THE FOLK-UR8AN DICHOTOMY AS IT IS FOR ITS 

PIONEER WORK IN FORGING A MEW APPROACH TO STUDIES OF PEASANT COMMUNITIES# 

Blf F9UC«EMMM DICHOTOMY IS PRESENT* BUT ONLY IMPLICITLY FOR THE MOST 

PART. REDFIELD*8 DEFINITION OF "FOLK" IN WIS WORK IT NARROWER THAN 

THAT WHICH HE LATER SAVE THE TERM, FOR IN IT ME CONCEIVES OF THE FOLK 

SOCIETY OCCUPYING A POSITION INTERMEDIATE BETWEEN THAT OF MODERN URBAN 

SOCIETY AN® THAT Of PRIMITIVE SOCIETY# TkUS HE MAKES THE FOLK SOCIETY 

w u m * EQUIVALENT TO THE PEASANT SOCIETY. )N DISTINGUISHINO THE FOLK 

SOCIETY REDFIELD PLACES GREATEST STRESS ON THE PRESENCE OF FOLKLORE AND 

FOLK SONS, AMD IK ANSWER TO THE QUESTION OF WHAT THE "FOLK" IS HE SAY# 

THAT *• • • IT IS A ©ROUP WHICH HAS FOLK LORE AND FOLK SOMS®#"^ HE 

DISCUSSES SOME OF THE OTHER CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FOLK SOCIETY WHICH ARE 

FOUND IM CONNECTION WITH THE PRESENCE OF FOLKLORE AND FOLK SONG AND THEN 

PROCEEDS TO DESCRIBE THE FOLK 80SIETY OF TEPOZTLAN, WITH PARTICULAR 

ATTENTION SEING 01 YEN TO THE FORMAL, RITUALISTIC, AND ART18TIC ASPECTS 

mMm**P* 3^I* 

^%0»€RT BEDFIELD, TEPOZTLAN. A MEXICAN VILLAGE, P» 1« 
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©R TEPOZTECAN L I R E # THE PIOTUAE WHICH INEWSSES I© THAT o r A HOMOGENEOUS, 

W L T L - T « T E « A ¥ E D , WOOTMLF-RU^GT I ON I NG, ISOLATES SOCIETY COMPOSE© OF 

CONTENTED AND SELL-ADUUSTED PEOPLE* £VIDENSE OF VIOLENCE, DISRUPTION, 

CRUELTY, D I S E A S E , SUFFERING, AMD MALADJUSTMENT I S GLOSSED OVER LIGHTLY, 

AND THERE I S VERY LITTLE CONSIDERATION OF THE ECONOMIC Pm&UmU AND 

POLITICAL SCHISMS OF THE COMMUNITY* TK£ REVOLUTION OF 1 9 1 0 IH FAS? 

1 3 DISCUSSED MERELY AS THE SOURCE OF FOLK LITERATURE DEALING WITH 

REVOLUTIONARY HEROES* RGSFIELD ALSO STRESSES COOPERATIVE A C T I V I T I E S IN 

THE VILLAGES, »UCH Aft THE CUATEQOITL OR COOPERATIVE WORKING PARTY, AND 

HE POINT® OUT THAT THE COMMUNAL LANDS ARE A UNIFYING FORCE AMONG THE 

VILLAGERS# 

FTS&MCU)** STUDY ©F FOUR COMMUNITIES IN YUCATAN, JFCG FOLK CULTURE 

M YUCATANT REPRESENTS THE F I R S T EXPLIOIT APPLICATION OF "FOLK SOCIETY" 

AMD "URBAN « F # I E T Y * AS IDEAL TYPES TO A F I E L D STUDY OF COMMUNITIES* IN 

T H I S STUDY RESFIELB QBOSE FOUR COMMUNITIES WHICHHE FELT WOULD REPRESENT 

VARIOUS POINTS OH THE SOCIAL GRADIENT BETWEEN #**»I8§SU MODERN, AND URBAN 

CHARACTER!FTTI00 ON THE ONE HAND AND MAYA, ARCHAIC, AMD PRIMITIVE CHARAC-

T E R I S T I C S OH THE OTHER HAND. THE COMMUNITIES SELECTED INCLUDE WSERIDA, 

THE ONLY LARGE 0 1 T * IH YUCATAKJ DZ*TAS, A TOW» SITUATED ON A RALLROADF 

©IAM MOM, A PEASANT VILLAGE! AMD L U S I K , A TRI8AL VILLAGE IN THE FOREST 

HINTERLAND* JUST AS HE EXPECTED WHEN ME SELECTED THE COMMUNITIES, 

REHFIELB F I N O S THAT TWSLK, THE TRIBAL VILLAGE, CORRESPONDS M0ST CLOSELY 

TO THE FOLIC IDEAL TYPE AND THAT SSERIDA I S FARTHEST FROM I T * DZITAS 

AND CHAN Km OSOUPY INTERMEDIATE P O S I T I O N S , WITH THE FORMER CLOSER TO 

TTT« URNM TYPE AND THE LATTER CLOSER TO W E FOLK TYPE. FROM A COM31DERATION 

OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF EACH, HE DERIVES A HYPOTHESIS IN WHICH ISOLATION 



AMD HOMOGENEITY ARE INDEPENDENT VARIABLES AMD DfSORGAMIZATION Of CULTURE, 

SECULARIZATION, AMD INDIVIDUALIZATION ARE DEPENDENT VARIABLES! TO THE 

DEGREE THAT * SOOIEYY BECOMES LESS tSOLAT ED AND LESS HOMOGENEOUS, TO 

THAT DEGREE IT WILL ALSO BECOME DISORGANIZED CULTURALLY, BECOME SECU-

LARIZED, AMD BECOME INDIVIDUALISTIC.^ REDFIELD DOE 8 MOT CLAIM THAT 

DECREASING ISOLATION AMD DECREASING HOMOGENEITY ARE THE OMLY CAUSE3 OF 

THI OTHER PROCESSES, BUT THEY ARE SUFFICIENT CAUSES IN AT LEAST TMI 

CASES WHICH HE HAS EXAMINED* 

the URBANISATION PROCESS Of FOLK SOCIETIES HAS THREE PRINCIPAL 

ASPECTS ACCORDING TO FTEDFIELD, AMD THESE ARE CLEAR*.* ILLUSTRATED BY 

DEVELOPMENTS IN THE YUGATECAN COMMODITIES* FIRST, CULTURE, IN THE SENSE 

OF At* INTEGRATED SYSTEM Of CONVENTIONALI ZED WAYS OF BEHAVING, BECOMES 

DISORGANIZED! »# • # THE WAYS OF LIFE ARE LESS CLOSELY INTERRELATED) 

GROUP-HABITS EXIST MORE IN TERMS EACH OF ITSELF, AND DO NOT TO THE 

SAME SCORES EVOKE A BODY OF CLOSELY ASSOCIATED AMD DEFINITIVE ACTS AND 

MEANINGS.*44' DISORGANIZATION OF THIS TYPE MAY SE ILLUSTRATED BY REFERENCE 

TO THE FAMILY IN YUCATAN* 

As ONE GOES FROM TusIK TOlARiJ MERIM THERE IS TO BE NOTED A RE-
DUCTION IN THE STABILITY OF THE ELEMENTARY FAMILYJ A DECLINE IN THE 

MANIFESTATION OF PATRIARCHAL OR MATRIARCHAL AUTHORITY! A DISAPPEARANCE 

OF INSTITUTIONS EXPRESSING COHESION IN THE GREAT FAMILYJ A 
REDUCTION IN THE STRENGTH AND IMPORTANCE OF RESPECT RELATIONSHIPS* 
ESPECIALLY FOR ELDER BROTHERS AND FOR ELDER PEOPLE GENERALLY! AN 
INCREASING VAGUENESS OF THE CONVENTIONAL OUTLINES OF APPROPRIATE 
BEHAVIOR TOWARD RELATIVES! AND A SHRINKAGC IN THE APPLICABILITY OF 

KINSHIP TEAM8 PRIMARILY DENOTING MEMBERS OF THE ELEMENTARY FAMILY 

TOWARD MORI DISTANT RELATIVES OR TOWARD PERSONS NOT RELATIVES.4* 

THE SITY AND TOWN HAVE ALSO BECOME MORE SECULARIZED THAN THE TBO 

43RGOF ICLD, JGJ| FOLK CULTURE OF YUCATAN, P. 344# 

^IBIP** P* 346. 4^IBID.« P» 211. 
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VILLAGES, AND RESFIELD LISTS SOME OF THE EVIDENCES OF SECULARIZATION 

IN THE FORMERS 

* * * THE SEPARATION Of MAIZE FROM THE CONTEXT @F RELIGION AMD ITS 
TREATMENT SIMPLY A® A MEANS OF SETTING FOOD OB MONEYJ THE INCREASE 
IN THE NUMSER OF SPECIALISTS WHO ©A«RY ON THEIR ACTIVITIES FOR A 

PRACTICAL LIVELIHOOD RELATIVE TO THOSE THAT CARRY ON TRADITIONAL 
ACTIVITIES WHICH ARE REGARDED AS PREROGATIVES AND EVEN DUTIES 
TO THE COMMUNITY} THE OHAMfiC IN THE CHARACTER Of THE INSTITUTION 
or GUARDIA WHEREBY FROM BEINS AN OBLIGATION» RELIGIOUSLY SUPPORTER 
TO PROTEOT A SHRINE ANB A <300 IT BECOMES A MERE <JQ® IN THE TOWN 

HALLJ THE ALMOST COMPLETE DISAPPEARANCE OF FAMILY WORSHIP; THE 
DECLINE IN THE SAORAMENTAL CHARACTER OF 8APTISM AND MARRIAGE! THE 
CONVERSION OF THE PAGAN COLT FROM WHAT IS TRULY RELIGIOUS WORSHIP 
TO MERE MAGIO OR EVEN SUPERSTITION} THE DECLINE IN THE VENERATION 
AOC0RBEB THE SANTOSf THE CHANGE IN THE NOVENA IN WHICH FfXM BE IN® 
A TRADITIONAL FORM'EXPRESSIVE OF APPEAL TO DEITV IT BECOMES A 

PARTY FOR THE FUN OF THE PARTICIPANTSJ THE ALTERATION IN THE FE®<* 
TIVAL OF THE PATRON SAINT IN WHICH IT LOSES ITS PREDOMINANT 

CHARACTER AS WORSHIP AND BECOMES PLAY AND AN OPPORTUNITY TO PROFIT! 
THE SEPARATION OF IDEAS AS TO THE CAUSE AND CORE Off SICKNESS FROM 
CONCEPTIONS AS TO MORAL OR RELIGIOUS OBLIGATIONS.46 

SIMILARLY fteHFiSLo LISTS SOME OF THE EVIDENCES OF THE GREATER INDIVI-
1 

DUALISM TO BE FOUND II I THE CITY AND THE TOWN*' 

. • . THE RELATIVE DECREASE IN IMPORTANCE OF SPECIALIZED FUNCTIONS 
WHICH ARE PERFORMED ON BEHALF OF THE COMMUNITY AND THE RELATIVE 
INCREASE OF SPECIALTIES DISCHARGED FOR THE INDIVIDUAL'S OWN BENE-* 
FIT? THE DEVELOPMENT OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS IN LAM© AND IN FAMILY 
ESTATES! THE DIMINUTION OR DISAPPEARANCE OF COLLECTIVE LABOR AMD OF 
THE EXCHANGE OF SERVICES IN CONNECTION WITH CIVIC ENTERPRISES AMD 
RELIGIOUS WORSHIPf THE DECREASING CONCERN OF THE FAMILY OR OF THE 
LOCAL COMMUNITY IN THE MAKING AMD THE MAINTAINING OF MARRIAGES! THE 
BECOMING LESS COMMON OF THE EXTENDED DOMESTIC FAMILY! THE LESSEN!*® 
OF EMPHASIS AND OF CONVENTIONAL DEFINITION OF THE RESPECT RELATION** 
SHIP# AMONG KIN* » * 

48—flESF#iLB*S METHODOLOGICAL ASSUMPTIONS A M HIGHLY 

I 

I 

QUESTIONABLE, FOR HI POSES A HISTORICAL PROBLEM AND THEN ATTEMPTS TO 

^IBID*. P. 352. ' IBID** P. 355* 

SPECIAL CRITIQUE OF THE EMPIRICAL APPLICATIONS OF REDFIELD*S 
DICHOTOMY AS WELL AS GENERAL CRITICISMS WILL BE RESERVED FOR CHAPTER VI* 
FC« All EXCELLENT CRITICISM OF REfiFIELDts TEPOZTLAN STUDY SEE OtCAR U®IS» 

h m M a teitig, x m m * 



80LVE IT OH A NON-HISTORIC LEVEL# HIS METHOD OF RECONSTRUCTING A HISTO-

RICAL PROCESS FROM TOE DIFFERENTIAL POSITIONS OF FOUR COMMUNITIES OH A 

HYPOTHETICAL FOLK-URBAN CONTINUUM IS IN MANY ft£»PK*r« Ht®HLY SIMILAR TO 

THE DISCREDITED COMPARATIVE METHOD OF THE SOCIAL EVOLUTIONISTS* |N BOTH 

GASES A PRECONCEIVED THEORETICAL SYSSTEM 18 ILLUSTRATED 8Y FIMDINO EXAMPLES 

THROUGH A HIGHLY SELECTIVE PROCESS* £VBN IN THOSE EXAMPLES «HtCH ARE 

SELECTED ONLY THAT PART OF THE SAT A WHICH IS CtmSISTlMT WITH THE THEORE-

TICAL FRAME PORK 13 USED AND THE REST IS LAROELY WHORED* R E D F I E L D * S 

ASSUMPT1 QH3 WAT ALL THE SOCIETIES *gRg SOMEWHAT SIMILAR AT ONE TIME 

AND THAT ALL OF THEM ARE CHAMSfNG ALOfSS THE SAME PATTERN OF DEVELOPMENT 

BUT AT DIFFERENT RATES MAY BE AT LEAST MARTIALLY TRUE, BUT IT I® IMPOS-

SIBLE TO fiEMOftBYRATS THIS SITHOUT TURNING TO THE HISTORICAL MATERIALS 

SWtCH RlDFiELB-FEELS HO NEED TO UTILIZE* 

REBFIELD'S DISCUSSION OF THE CAUSES OF SOOAL CHANGE IS, FOR THE 

MOST PART# SUPERFICIAL, FOR HE FAILS TO UNCOVER THE 8ASIC FORCES BEHIND 

CHANGE* N6 MAINTAINS THAT AT LEAST IN YUCATAN THERE ARE TWO INDEPENDENT 

VARIABLES WHICH MAY @E CONSIDERED AS THE CAUSES OF CHANGE* ' DECREASING 

ISOLATION AMD DECREASING HOMOGENEITY. ?HES£ T*0 FACTORS* HE MAINTAINS, 

CAUSE THE DEPENDENT FACTORS TO VARY# DISORGANIZATION, SECULARIZATION* 

AMD INDIVIDUALIZATION. OBVIOUSLY, WHAT REDFIELD DESCRIBES AS INDEPENDENT 

VARIABLES ARE NO MORE INDEPENDENT THAN THE OTHER VARIABLES, FOR SOMETHING 

MUST PRODUCE THE DECREASING ISOLATION AND THE DECREASING HOMOGENEITY* 

AEDFIELD HINTS ONLY BRIEFLY THAT THIS "SOMETNINU* IS TECHNOLOttISAL BEVELOI*-

MEM7* 

FINALLY, THROUGHOUT REDFIfiLD*8 WRITING THERE IS AN IMPLICIT SYSTEM 

OF VALUE JUDGMENTS IN WHICH FOLK SOCIETY IS UUDGED AS GOOD AMD URBAN 
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SOCIETY i s mmm m BAD. ALL FOLK SOCIETIES AHE ASSUMED TO SE INTEGRATED 

ANS5 URBANIZATION It SEEN A® THE 6R£AT illSORSANIMNS FORCE * THE VERY USE 

OF THE TERM WUI SO$GANTZATIQHm RATHER THAN »R£OR«AMtlAT»©»* L« TM£ 0H9A-* 

HLZATTOM PROCESS SHOWS THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE VALUE JTTFJUMENTS INFLUENQE 

THE ANALYSIS* FURTHERMORE, THE TERM "CULTURE" TS RESERVED ONLY FOR FOLK 

SOCIETIES# 81 MCE REDFIELD 8£LIEVES THAT URCAN SOCIETY 8V ITS VERY NATURE 

I® Y«TMR£«*TATE©» EVEN IN HIS MOST REGENT mm THE VALUE B U S IS PRESENT, 

AS I@ MRNTU M THE FOLLOWING QUOTATION* 

THE momj,•: OF CHAN KOM ARE# THEN, A J*EQPL,E WHO WAVE uo CHOICE mi 
TO GO FORWARD WITH TECHNOLOGY, WITH A DECLINING RELIGIOUS FAITH 
AND MORAL CONVICTION, INTO A DANGEROUS WORLD* TWFIY ARE A TCOW.E 
SfHO MUST AMD §fiUL COME TO 133ENT|FY THEIR INTERESTS WITH THOSE OF 
PEOPLE FAR AWAY# OUTSIDE THE TRABITtOWAL Of ROLE OF THEIR LOYALTIES 
Am POL IT i CAL RESPONSIBILITIES# Aa SUOH THEY SHOULD HAVE THE 
SYMPATHY OF T * RgABEfta OF THESE PAGES.̂ 9 

THCORISTS OF TEWIUE CULTURE AMB SPURIOUS CULTURE 

ION.—ALMOST ALL THE SOCIAL THEORISTS WHO HAVE SET FORTH 

BI0HOTOIKW8 TYPE©: OF SOCIETY HAVE SHARPLY «ITICI2E© MANY OF THE DEVELOP-

MENTS OF SESMFTM 01 VTLIZATION WILL OF CAPITALISM IN PARTICULAR. B I S M M 

MANY OF THE THEORIST®, SUOH AS FCIARX, MORGAN, TO»« t€% ANB DUHKHEIM, M M 

PLACES MOPE IN A SOCIALISTIC SOCIETY OF THE FUTURE, OTHERS, STFOM A® 

B M M E M , SOROKIN, SPENSLER, TOYNSEE, AND MANY OF THE R W A L SOCJOLOOJSTS, 

HAVE CALLED FOR A FTLTORN TO THE CONDITIONS OF 900IAL LIFE <N THE PAST# 

PARALLELING THE REACTION OF THE LATTER THEORISTS, THERE HAS ALSO OEEN 

A MOVEMENT OF * CULTURAL PRIMITIVISM* IN ANTHROPOLOGY WHICH HAS EMPHA-

SIZED THE VALUE OF THE PRIMITIVE "WAY OF LIFE* AND NAS CRITICIZED AT 

LEAST IUPLIOITLV THE "DISORGANIZATION* ANO BMOAJE€NEE'* OF MODERN 

iitfiinfaiMiMr-iiMMMiltfTiiinti>a'J'TUXr/JOi,"TJCJfiOî iiaJa- m rnjWftt~iLOr"na"r'itrarjnwr.'r"T xnfftriir^rnr^T^^iiTiir^li—T—nw*nr~ rirdnitriTT'ijUiiinj-rx-rjnmrngiroi: i.•lOiLiiamrfiujwrr̂ jwwijiriiMiTî jrmrLft̂  iw<d ijwiiniinnfwtiai riinswrtfcMimnn'i>r TfHirrr̂ fniriU'n--Tirfi r 

^ROSEBT RKST inua» £ VI-ULMBE THAT CHOSE FTAWSSS, CHAN KPH 
P» 136. 
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CIVILIZATION-̂ 0 RCOFIEtO STANDS AMONG THE CULTURAL WIIMITIVI8T8, BUT 

THERE ARC OTHER IMPORTANT FIUBRES IN THE OROUP TOO» 

£pba*b SAPiyu—ONE of the mat important of the <siltu*al primitivistb 

i t Edward Sftpin, whose £>jst inert on between benuine culture anb spurious 

culture mas mm great influence m anthropology* First of all# Sapir 

BISTft$®#l®W£8 GIVILiZATIOM FROM CULTURE AND GIVES THE LATTER TffiM A 

NARROWER MCANIMB THAN THAT USES ®¥ MO«T ANTHROPOLOSI8T8« T«C DEVELOP-

MENT OF CIVILIZATION REFERS SIMPLY TO THE fSWOORESSlVf SOPHISTICATION 

OF A SOCIETY UHIJ6R THE IMPACT OF THE OROWTH OF SCIENCE AND KNOWLEDGE* 

SAPIR OOE8 NOT SENT THAT THERE 18 PROGRESS OF A SORT IN CIVILIZATION'S 

D̂EVELOPMENT, BUT HE ADDS THAT • THERE CAN BE NO STRANGER ILLUSION— 

AND IT 18 AN ILLUSION «£ NEARLY ALL SNARE—THAU THIS, THAT BEBAITOC THE 

TOOLS OF HFC ARE TODAY MORE SPECIALIZED ANO MORE RLFIN£l> THAN EVER 

BEFORE| THAT BECAUSE THE T16HMIQUE BROUQHT ST SCIENCE 18 fc§©R£ PERFECT 

THAN AtOTtHM TNI WORLD HAS VET KNOWN* IT NECESSARILY FOLLOWS THAT * 

ARE IN LIKE UESfitE ATTAINING TO A PfiOFOUNOER HARMONY OF LIFE, TO A « i » 

AND MORE SATISFYING CULTURE#*̂  CULTURE, A8 SAPIR U8£8 THE TERM, 

EMBRACES *. • . THOSE 6£NERAL ATTITUUgS, VIEWS OF LIFE# ANfi SPECIFIC 

MANIFESTATIONS Of CIVILIZATION THAT GIVE A PARTICULAR PEOPLE ITS DIS-

TINCTIVE PLACE IN THE WORLB.*̂  TERM DOES MOT EMPHASIZE JH&T IS W»I 

MIO BELIEVES BY A PEOPLE, BUT RATHER HgW WHAT IS HONE AND BELIEVES 

^OR EXAMPLES OF THE f DEAttZATION OF A PARTICULAR WfMITIW SOCIETY 
SEE MA«®ARIT MEAD, COM*W® Jg m, Smth. ANO *mrn Oiw» COPP, Jfc§ .SAMPAN 

mmm* 
5%®»a«® 3APIR. "Culture, Genuine and Spurious," $mmcan 

SOCIOLOGY. XXIX (UAN,, 1924), P. 4$3<* 

«^i8lg»» P« 4©$# 
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FUNCTIONS IN tut WHOLE LIFE or THAT PEOPLE TO &»ve MEANINS AND si««trt* 

CANCE TO AM. ACTIONS# 

CutTUAC MAT BE CENUINE 0» SPURIOUS, SAPIR AR0UE8, NO MATTER HOW 

HIGH cm LO* THE LEVEL Of THE CIVILIZATION MAT 8C» Hi SESeMSES GENUINE 

CULTURE AS INHERENTLY HARMONIOUS, BALANCED, AND SELF-SAT ISFACTORY* 

IT IS Tim EXPRESSION o r A RICHLY VARIED AND Y£T SQTTEHQW UNIFIES AM© 
CONSISTENT ATTITUDE TOSAKP LIFE, AM ATT I TUBE WHICH SEES THE SIGNI-
FICANCE or AMY O W ELEMENT or CIVILIZATION IN ITS RELATION TO ALL 
OTHERS. IT IS, IDEALLY SPEAKING, A CULTURE lH aHICH NOTHING ft 
SPIRITUALLY MEANLN&LESS, I* MIM M IMPORTANT PART W THE OgNIRAL 
FUNCTIONING BRINGS »4TH IT A SENSE OF FRUSTRATION, Of MISMRECTEB 
OR UNSYMPATHETIC EFFORT# If I® MOT A SPIRITUAL HVSR10 Of CONTRA-
01©TORY PATCHES, OF WATER—TISMT COMPARTMENTS Of CONSCIOUSNESS THAT 
AVOID PARTICIPATION IN A HARMONIOUS SYNTHESIS* |F THE CULTURE 
NECESSITATES SLAVERY, IT FRANKLY ADMITS ITf If IT ABHORS SLAVERY, 
IT FtELS ITS WAT TO AM gCONOMlC ADJUSTMENT THAT OBVIATES THE NECES-
SITY or ITS EMPLOYMENT**# 

THE IHEAL or A OKNUINE CULTURE HA® NO NECESSARY CONNECTION WITH ErriciENev. 

A SOCIETY MAY BE WELL ORGANIZED 30 THAT MOST ACTIONS AAC PLANNED IN 

AOOQRDANCE WITH THE ENDS OF MAXIMUM UTILITY, WIT SUCH A SOCIETY MAY « t — 

AND VERY LIKELY IS—AN INFERIOR COL TORE BEARER. F0« GENUINE CULTURE TO 

EXIST EACH MEMBER OF THE SOCIETY MOST DIRECTLY SATISFY HIS OWN CREATIVE 

AND EMOTIONAL IMPULSES! WE MtfSf SE CONSIDERED AN EMB IN HIMSELF, »0T AS 

A MERE COS WHICH EXISTS ONLY IW SUBSERVIENCE TO A COLLECTIVE PURPOSE Of 

WHICH HE IS ONLY VAGUELY AWARE• "THE GREAT CULTURAL FALLACY OF INDUS-

TRIALISM, AS DEVELOPED UP TO THE PRESENT TIME* IS THAT IN HARNESSINS 

MACHINES TO OUR OSES IT MAS NOT KNOWN HOW TO AVOID THE HARNESSI NO OF T»f 

MAJORITY OF MANKIND TO ITS MACHINES**^ T*WS THE MECHANICAL *ORK THAT 

A TEtEPMONE QIRL DOES IS HIOHLY EFFICIENT, SWT THAT WORK ANSWEHS TO 

NO SPIRITUAL NEEDS OT THE «IRL HERSELF» THE ECONOMIC LIFE 0T THE 

S3|sio«« P# 410* ^lSIP«» P. 411• 
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INDIANS I® CULTURALLY MUCH MORE GENUINE* *TH£ INDIAN'S SMJUOttH»*SAftfKe 

f@ A CULTURALLY WISHER TYPE OF ACTIVITY THAU WAT OF THE TELEPHONE S I M , 

OR MILL HAND SIMPLY BECAUSE THERE I S NORMALLY NO SENSE OF SPIRITUAL 

FRUSTRATION KIRIWS I T S PROSECUTION, MO FEELING OF SUBSERVIENCE TO 

TYRANNOUS YET LARGELY INCHOATE DEMANDS, 06CAUSE IT ififORKS IN NATURALLY 

WITH ALL THE REST Of THE IetBt«N*ft A C T I V I T I E S INSTEAD Of STANDIH8 OUT 

M A mmm PATCH OF MERELY ECONOMIC EFFORT IN TMI WHOLE OF L I F E * « S £ 

Sapir o@i® mot discuss spurious culture in detai l , sot i t s nature Is 

IMPLIES IH THE SUMMARY ABOVE. If 19 SIMPLY THE OPPOSITE OF OENUINE 

cultures aev imi igs SOCIAL hasits replace spir i tual ly WEAMJMSFUL 

ACTIONS, A m INCONSISTENT AMB COMF1.I©TIMG VALUES RESULT IH SOCIAL AND 

SPIRITUAL MALADJUSTMENT* 

Sapir mmm® me culture of Western civi l izat ion and or American 

SOCIETY IN PARTICULAR AS HIGHLY SPURIOUS, AND M£ CONTRASTS AMERICAN 

CULTURE, WITH I T S SPIRITUAL DISCORD AN© DEVITALIZED "DRY ROT OF SOCIAL 

habit#* *itw Athenian culture of the Am or FTE*iCLfis« Sapir "instinctively* 

FEELS THAT WE LATTER WAS A GREAT CULTURE AND A HEALTHY SPIRITUAL 0R6A-

m a i * ^ He points our that " i t is easier, genehally speakins, for a 

GENUINE CULTURE TO SUBSIST ON A LOWER LEVEL OF CIVILIZATION! THE DIF-

FERENTIATION OF INDIVIDUAL® AS BESARDS THEIR SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC FUNCTIONS 

• S 8 0 MUCH LESS THAN IN THE HUSHER LEVEL® THAT THERE I S LESS DANGER OF 

THE RC0U0TI0N OF THE INDIVIDUAL TO AN UNINTELLIttltLE FRAGMENT OF THE 

SOCIAL ORGANISM."?? THE SPREAD OR SROSTM OF CIVILIZATION IN FACT USUALLY 

BRINGS A BREAKDOWN IN OENUINE CULTURES* SAPIRfS POINT OF VIEW, AS 

5 5 t a i D > « p p . 4 1 t * 4 t 2 » p » 4 1 0 # 

^JAJMD*, PP# 4 1 3 - 4 1 4 , 
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IXf»ftftag£ in THE raxoim QUOTATION, HAS SEEN SHARES BY A LARGE NUt«l£R 

o r ANTHROPOLOGISTS* 

/fat tTMNOLOGtSjf CANNOT TOT ADMIRE THE *EU.-«»NDeD LIFE OF THE 
AVERAttE PARTICIPANT IN THE CIVILIZATION 0T A TYPICAL AMERICAN I MCI AN 
TRIBE} THE FIRMNESS WITH »! I CM EtfEKY PAHT Of THAT UF£«~EC©MGMie» 
SOCIAL* RELIGIOUS, AMD AESTHETIC—IS 800MB T06ETHER INTO A BI6NI-
FICAIIT WHOLE IN RESPECT TO *HtOW HE 18 FAR FROM A PASSIVE PftNNf 
ABOVE ALL* THE HOLDING ROLE, OFTENTIMES DEFINITELY CREATIVE, THAT 
HE PLAVg IN THE MECHANISE! OF HIS CULTURE, IfaEN THE POL IT t GAL INTE~ 
SUIT* OF HIS TRIBE IS DESTROYED 8¥ CONTACT WITH THE WHITES Alt© 
THE OLD CULTURAL VALUES CEASE TO HAVE THE ATMOSPHERE NEEDED FOR 
THEIR CONTINUED VITALITY# THE f»©IAM FINDS HIMSELF IN A STATE OF 
ttE«tt,£g*E» VACUITY* • • , WNAT IS SAi* ABOUT THE PASSIM© OF THE 

Indian is not the depletion of his numbers sy disease mm even 
THE COM TEMPT TMA? IS TOO OFTEN METE© OUT TO HIM IN Hit H F f OH THE 
ctESERVATtOM, IT IS TWg FABIMO AWAY OF GENUINE CULTURES, 8UILT 
though m e * mm mt o r the material® of a lo« order of sophisti-
cation.?® 

Melvin TuMtN««~MELviN T w i n has extended Sapir»s bistinction between 

qemwIne culture m a spurious culture mis mas bram conclusions which 

U06I6ALLY STEW FROM SAPIR's POINT OF VIEW. I^WHN REMARKS ON THE CLOSE 

SIMILARITY SETWKCN THE CONCEPTUAL CATEGORIES OF FOLIC CULTURE AND 

SEOULAR CULTURE AMD SAPIft'S CATEGORIES OF GENUINE CULTURE AND SPURIOUS 

CULTURES m. . • MOST OF THE CULTURES WHICH WOULD BE UUBQED GENUINE 0Y 

SAPIR'S CRITERIA LIKEWISE FULFILL THE QUALIFICATIONS «Y «HI0H A OULTURE 

IS t&ENYIFIEB A# FOLK} AND, THOSE CHARACTERISTICS OF A CULTURE WHICH 

RENDER IT SPURIOUS IN SftPlft'S SENSE OF THE TERM ARE PRECISELY SOME OF 

THE ATTRIBUTES WHICH WE HAVE COME TO CONSIDER AS NECESSARY CONSEQUENCES 

OP THE SEOUL AR11ATI ON OF A SOCIETY#*^ TUMIN THEN FORMULATE® THE IMPLIED 

VALUE JUDGMENT INTO AN EXPLICIT HYPOTHESIS THAT *T0 THE DfiBREK THAT A 

ffilaio*. P» 414, 

. K e l v i n Tmmt "Culture, Genuine and Spurious* A Re-svaluation," 

m&mm mim*x (****.> 
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cm.Time is FOLK IT I S ALSO mmtm$ mw* m THE DEGREE THAT A COUTURE 

M M M U FROM I T S FOLK ATTRIBUTES, TO THAT SESREE I S I T MOVING M M M A 

COND4TIOW or' S<sU«IOUSNESS«m^ 

TO TEST H | S HYPOTHESIS Ti«l« MAKES AM ANALYSIS Of TOO RADICALLY 

OIFFE«£NT CULTURES EXISTING Sf«E BY » S £ IN GUATEMALA* T«€ FIRST ft TH* 

CULTURK OF TMS LaBINOS Oft WHITE, NON-lNBIANS, *HO AHE CONCENTRATED IK 

m WAR THE LAftSgR C i T I £ $ » PARTICULARLY GUATEMALA ClTY. THg SECOMB It 

THE eULTUH£ or TM£ INDIANS, *H!CH» ALTHOUGH IT HAS BECOME FUSES WITH 

SPANISH OULTURE IN SOME PARTS or GUATEMALA* HAS REMAINED RATHER m i 

PRESERVES. Ike LAOiNO CULTURE it URSAN AND SECULAR* THE !HOI AN CULTURE 

«# 81KIAI. AND rac.t(. TUMIN SILItVES THAT TMSE iABlltQ CULTURE 18 M.B& 

HI8HLY SPURIOUS? 

IT Id NOT AH IMPUTATION OF THE STUDENT BUT A CLEARLY &t@tgRH*flL£ 
FEATURE OF THE U V I I OF THE jJUMWMI THAT THEY ARE MARKED 0Y AM 
IN0OHERENCY OF THE VARIOUS FACETS OF THOSE LIVES. IM PARTTCULAR, 
WAT THE jAPIMO 130£g W I L E H« 1AR»8 A U V U I S HAS U T f L f MgftHIIHSFIIL 
REFERENCE TO OR POSITIVE &iWF»@*»«£ FOR OR>SUPPORTIMS CONNECTIONS 
WITH W A T HE 1B0ES VITH THE REST OF HIS TIME*®' 

THE INDIAN CULTURE, ON THE OTHER HAMB, I S OENUINE* 

IN THE INDIAN *AY OF LIFE • • • EVERYTHING SEEMS TO FIND A 
NATURAL LOOSING* THERE IS A UNITY OF mftPOM AND A COHERENCE OF 
PART© WHICH ARE NOT ONLY CLEARLY OBSEaVABLS BY AN OUTS.I Eg?? SUT 
READILY VOICED AMD FELT BY THE INDIANS THEMSELVES* IFCI INDIAN 
SEES dlfi MILP*# HIS FAMILY RELATIONS, H|S RELIGIOUS AFFILI AT IONS, 
H I S RITUALISTIC INVOLVEMENTS, H I S POLITICAL ANO SOCIAL STATUS AS 
A NECESSARY PART OF HIS OWN BfFINITION OF HIMSELF AS A NATURAL 
CREATURE IN A NATURAL UNIVERSE SUPERVISES 8Y AM OMNISCIENT AND 
IMMFEASISLE SET OF SOTH SQOti AND SAB FORCES#6® 

T M M BELIEVES W A T . . SOCIETAL SCIENCE SHOULD SEEK TO RENDER 

POSSIBLE THE OONOtirOMS WHICH PROMOTE THE DEVELOPMENT OF GENUINE CULTURE©., 

% g | » * 6 ,l8»Q*. » 4 * 

#* 205* 
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AND TU a m i N W I THE CONDITIONS *H{CJI PROMOTE SPURIOUS CULTURES. . . • *^3 

To THIS EN0 HE URAWS A MOTHER ®f TENT AT I VE CONCLUSIONS FROM HI© STOW Of 

GUATEMALAN CULTURES AMD CALLS FOR FURTHER 8TU0Y OF OTHER CULTURES TO 

VALIDATE OR REFUTE HI8 CONCLUSIONS. HIS FIRST OONOLOSION IS THAT THERE 

ARE TWO FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THE INDIANS* SENSE OF NATURAL FULFILLMENTS 

(1) THE fgfUMS THAT THERE 13 A DIVINE 'SILL WHICH INTERPENETRATES INTO 

ALL PART8 OF THEIR LIVES, AMD (2) A SYSTEMATIC MINIMI7ATION OF DESIRES, 

•HICH OUAWANTSES A MINIMAL DISPARITY 8ET*££N LEVELS OF ASPIRATION AND 

LEVELS OF ACHIEVEMENT* £ROW THIS A MORE GENERAL CONCLUSION IS DEftlVE&S 

"IF* THROUGH THE PROCESSES OF COf-iT 1NUOUSLY REINFORCED MENTAL ISOLATION 

THERE CAN B£ PR;; >UC6D IN A SOCIETY A TENiJENCY TOWARD MINIMIZATION OF 

DESIRES RATHER THAN MAXIMIZATION OF ACHIEVEMENTS, AMO IF THAT IS ACCOM-

PANIED *Y A FEELING OF A DIVINE GUARANTEE OF THE FITNESS AND CORRECTNESS 

OF THE OPERATIONS OF THE WAY OF LIFE, THEN THE PEOPLE OF THE SOCIETY IN 

QUESTION WILL SENSE A UNITY AND COHERENCE OF THE PARTS OF THEIR LIFE 

WAY* AMD A MSAMINeFULMfiSft IN EACH OF THEIR ACTIVITIES*"^* Sl»®f SSIEMCE 

MUST SEEK TO PROMOTE 8EMUINE CULTURE, THE CRUCIAL QUESTION ARISES AS TO 

HB4fTMfR GENUINE CULTURE IS EXCLUSIVELY RELATES TO A MINIMIZATION OF 

DEtHHES AND A SENSE OF ALL-PERVADINQ DIVINE WILL* ill OTHER WORDS, IS 

IT POSSIBLE FOR A CULTURE TO RETAIN A SENSE OF PURPOSE AN® OF COHERENCE 

AND UNITY WHILE IT IS UNDERGOING A PROCESS OF SECULARIZATION? TUMIN 

CUIARLY set IE Vis THAT IT IS NOT POSSIBLE* THAT GENUINE CULTURE tS IWOOM-

PATISUE WITH SECULARIZATION. Ttol* LEAVES TUMIN WITH A FINAL CONCLUSION 

WHICH IS PARADOXISAL• flHOC FOLK CULTURE AND SCIENCE ARE MUTUALLY 

gmwSIVf BY DEFINITION, AS HE HIMSELF RECOGNIZES, SCIENCE MUST SEEK TO 

63 la id*, pp. 205-306. w*m p» 206. 
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ESTABLISH A 8MMTY IN 8HICH SCIENCE MAS NO PLAOE* 

If SCIENCE OFFERS HQ EVIDENCE TO CONTRAVENE T«« PROPOSITION THAT 
GENUINE CULTURE IS POSStOLE ONLY ON A FOLK LEVEL, IT IS COMMITTED 
TO THE ALTERNATIVES Of EITHER (1) ACCEPTING TNF WEIGHT OF IVFMNSS 
OF THE PRESENT WHICH SUPPORTS THIS HYPOTHESIS ANO THEREBY MMIS# 
SCIENCE ANY ROLE IN A GENUINE CULTURE} OR* (2), IN TOKEN AT THE 
SCIENTIFIC CREED* IT IS COMPCLLC*) TO SF SILENT ABOUT AMD THEREBY 
RENBER TACIT ASTTNT TO THE BLT§0#8TTI0N@ OF THOSE *HO» LIKE T»$» 
ELIOT, FEFCL THAT! • IF THE ARTS ARE AM ESSENTIAL ELEMENT IN 
CULTURE, AND IF CULTURE IS NECESSARY FOR THE ©EVELOPMEMT OF THE 
KIQHEST SPIRITUAL CAPACITIES OF A PEOPLE* IT IIBST̂ MOT BE FORGOTTEN 
THAT WITHOUT A RELIOION THERE CAN BE NO CULTURE.*0* 

RALPH LINTOM«~*1N THE WORK OF RALPH LINTON THE OENVINEHIPURIOUS 

DICHOTOMY 18 FORMULATED DIFFERENTLY, SOT THE IMPLICATIONS AND CONCLU-

SIONS OF LLNTON*S THEORY ARE E88ENTIALLY THE SAME. A3 THOSE OF $A#IR AND 

T W I N . LINTON*® CENTRAL OTMRINCRION it BETWEEN UNIVERSAL® AND ALTERNA-

TIVES. THE FORMER TERM, AS LINTON uses IT, OOES NOT REFER TO THOSE FORKS 

OF SOCIAL BEHAVIOR WWIOH ARE UNIVERSAL IN THE SENSE THAT THEY ARE PRESENT 

IN ALL CULTURES. IT REFERS RATHER TO "» . • THOSE IDEAS, ttASITS, AND 

CONDITIONED EMOTIONAL RESPONSES WHICH ARE OOMMON TO ALL SANE, ADULT 

MEMBER# . . .» Of A PARTICULAR SOCIETY,66 "ALTERNATIVES,* ON THE OTHER 

HAND, REFERS TO THOSE TRAITS WtOH MAT BE SHARES 8Y CERTAIN INDIVIDUALS 

mt m I CM ARE NOT COMMON TO ALL NUMBERS OF A PARTICULAR SOCIETY. 

ALTERNATIVE# RgPRESENT DIFFERENT REACTIONS TO THE SAME SITUATIONS OR 

DIFFERENT TECHNIQUES FOR ACHIEVING THE SAME EMOS. ALL CULTURES INCLUDE 

BOTH UNIVERSAL8 AND ALTERNATIVES, BUT SINCE ALTERNATIVES LACK CONSISTENCY 

AMD IMTEfiRATION IV THEIR VERY NATURE, IT IS THE UNIVERSAL® WHICH FORM 

THE CORE OF A CULTURE AND QlVg IT FOHM AMU PATTERN*6? F W M THE ABOVE 

6?LATP«» P* 207. 

^%ALP» LlMTCHS, Jf^l STUDY $£ WAN.* 2^2. 

67>BIO.. PP. 273-274, 282. 
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ir APPEAR® THAT UNTON'S use OF THE TERM "UNIVERSAL" is ROUGHLY EQUIVALENT 

TO SAPIR'S *SEMBIMG #ULTV«T*| SIMILARLY ®ALTERNATT¥E* CORRESPONDS TO 

•SPURIOUS CULTURE#* 

THE CHIEF DIFFERENCE BETWEEN F OLK CULTURES AND MODERN CIVILIZATIONS, 

LINTON ARGUES, is THAT rout CULTURES m m A LARGER w e or UMIVERSALS, 

WHEREAS MODERN CIVILISATIONS HAVE A LARGER NIMBEB OF ALTERNATIVES. 

FOLK CULTURES ARE 80ftN£ BY MALL* CLQSELY-INTEGRATEo SOCIAL OMITS 
EN SLF AGGREGATES OF SUCH UNITS WHICH HAVE ALREADY WORKED OUT SATIS-
FACTORY MUTUAL ADJUSTMENTS# f*» SUCH CULTURES, MEW ITEMS ARE HOT 
APPEARING WTTM ANY GREAT FREQUENCY AUG THE SOCIETY MAS PLENTY OF 
TUBE TO TEST THEM AH© TO ASSIMILATE THEM TO IT® PRE-EXISTIMS PA|g 
TERN#* |» SUCH CULTURES THE CORE CONSTITUTES ALMOST THE WHOLE*00 

MODERN CIVILIZATION PRESENTS A DIFFERENT PICTURES *. . • CLOSELY INTE-

GRATED SOCIAL UNITS Aftf 8£iM« BROKEN DOWN# GIVING PLACE TO MASSES OF 

INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE MUCH MORE LOOSELY INTERRELATED THAN THE MEMBERS OF 

W E FORMER LOCAL GROUPS AMD CLASSES#*^ MOREOVER* THERE I® A TRESS 

TOWARD THE BREAKDOWN OF FOLK CULTURES* RAPID SOCIAL CHANGE WHICH GROWS 

MOSTLY OUT OF TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCE REBUSES THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSAL® 

WITHIN THE CULTURE* AND THE ALTERNATIVES OOMC TO OVERSHADOW THE UNI-

VERSAL®-# AS THE' CORE OF UNIVERSAL® IS REDUCED, THE CULTURE TENS® 

INCREASINGLY TO LOSE PATTERN AND COHERENCE# T«L® HA# BFSA&TEROUS EFFECTS 

UPON THE SOCIAL LIFE Of IMS COMMUNITY# 

IT IS THE COMMON ADHERENCE OF A SOCIETY'S MEMBERS TO THE ELEMENTS 
WHICH rORM THE CORE Of THEIR CULTURE WHICH MAKES IT POSSIBLE FOR 
TMStt TO FUNCTION AS A SOCIETY, WITHOUT A WIDE COMMUNITY OT IDEAS 
AND HABITS THE MEMBERS OF THE GROUP WILL NOT REACT TO PARTICULAR 
STIMULI AS A UNIT, NOR WILL THEY BE A8LE TO COOPERATE EFFECTIVELY. 
. . • THE SOCIETY is MO LONGER A#LE TO FEEL M ACT AS A UNIT. ITS 
MEMBERS MAY CONTINUE TO LIVE TOGETHER, BUT MANY FORMS OF SOCIAL INTER-
COURSE WILL BE HAMPERED BY THE IMPOSSIBILITY OT PREDICTING THE 
BEHAVIOR OF INDIVIDUALS ON ANY BASIS OTHER THAN THAT OF THEIR KNOWN 

* ^ 3 - % » ! £ • 
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PERSONALITIES# * » # IT IS OBVIOUS that THIS ©SNNTTION PUTS nm 
SOCIETY AT A MAWKE0 0|«ADVAMTA«£T AM© IT IS PROBABLE THAT THERE 
IS A M T M SELO® WHICH PARTICIPATION CANNOT FALL WITH0U1LA 
RESULTING COLLAPSE OF BOTH THE SOCIETY A»B THE CULTURE .J'3 

1km Linton aorees with SAPIR A«» THAT disorganization IS ah 

TTTMEREMT PART Of CIVIL!ZATIONJ AM© HE ALSO POINTS OUT THAT AMSRISAN M « 

TUWE LA BECOMING MORE AND MQ«E DISORGANIZED AS THE MATERIAL, TECHNOLOGICAL 

mm®tb or the culture increase* HI believes, Hmviiti THAT after THE 

PROLIFERATION o r ALTERNATIVES REACHES A CERTAIN POINT, THE PROCESS Witt 

BE REVERSED AMD AN INTEGRATED CULTURE ORGANIZED AROUND A LARGE CORE OT 

UNIVERSAL® WILL DEVELOP ONCE MORE* MAHY OF HIS STATEMENTS RESEMBLE 

THOSE OF THE CYCLICAL THEORIST® Of" CULTURE CHANGE. THE FOLLOWIWS ONE, 

FOR EXAMPLE, MIGHT WELL HAVE COME FROM THE PGM OF SORBINS "UNLESS ALL 

HISTORY IS AT FAULT, OUR DESCENDANTS OF HALF A THOUSAND TEARS HSN6& WFL& 

ONCE mm. HAVE ACM l i v e n A CONSISTENT, PATTERNED CULTURE AM© AN INTEGRATED 

SOCIETY.**^ tlNTOM OUTLINES THE PROCESS ®HG«ESY THIS MIGHT 8E ACCOM-

PLISHED* 

THAT our own culture and society SILL eventually stabilize and 

REINTEGRATE CAN HARDLY BE DOUBTgD, BUT TWO THINGS WILL HAVE TO HAPPEN 
FIRST# IFLFC SHALL HAVE TO DEVELOP SOME SORT OF SOCIAL UNIT s ® H F G H CAN 
TAKE THE PLACE OF THE OLD LOCAL GROUPINGS AS A BEARER AH© TRANSMITTER 
OF CULTURE AND ENSURE A SIMILAR HIGH DEGREE OF INDIVIDUAL PARTICI-
PATION. THERE MUST .ALSO BE SOME diminution IN THE SLOOB OF HE# 
ELEMENTS WHICH ARE BEING POURED INTO OUR CULTURE FROM THE LABORATORIES 
OF THE SCIENTISTS AND TECHNOLOGISTS# THE BREAKDOWN OF OUR PRESENT 
ECONOMIC SYSTEM WOULD SOLVE BOTH PROBLEMS* THE SCSCCNDANTS OF THOSE 
*1© SURVIVED SOULB 81 FORCED TO RETORN, FOR THE «OST PART, TO LIFE 
AS PEASANTS IN SMALL COMMUNITIES* WHILE RESEARCH WOULD CEASE THROUGH 
LACK OF THE ECONGML0 SURPLUS ANO TRA?NEQ PERSONNEL WHICH IT REQUIRES*'*' 

CR|TICHM«~-lT IS RATHER CURI0U8 THAT IN THE THEORIES OUTLINED ABO WE 

OF $APIR» TUMIN, AMD LINTON THERE APPEAR STRONG CURRENTS OF IRRATIONALISM 

7°1bid.» PP* 2 6 2 - 2 8 3 . W i B f r , P. 287* 

T ^ b i d . , p . a86» 
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AMD OPPOSITION TO SCIEXOE, EVEN THOUGH EACH Of THE THREE UMSOUSTBSLY 

REGARDS M M m L F AS A PHACTi TIOMER OF SCIENCE, £ACSW W # « R 8 f A W B t CLtAftUr 

THE SOUBOE OF SOCIAL CHANGE ASS SECULAR!2ATIOM$ IT I S THE CUMULATIVE 

GKOWTH OF SCIENCE AND f£CHM(N.06V. THEY UNDERSTAND ONLY TOO WELL THAT THIS 

GWMfTM IMDEflMtNgS THE VERY TYPE OF S O C I A L ORGAN!ZATION SHICM THEY BELIEVE 

18 ESSENTIAL TO MAN»S « E L L ~ 8 E t l t a t AND THEREFORE THEY REACT, PROPERLY, 

AGAINST WAT THEY REGARD AM THE ROOT OF SOCIAL W0AY* MA»*S EATJKG 

FROM TMF TREE OF KNOWLEDGE RESULTS INEVITABLY IN WIS BANISHMENT PMM 

g a e » . 

TTAF TEAMS "GENUINE* AND •SPURIOUS* WHEN APPLIED TO THE ANALYSIS 

W CULTURE APPEAR TO «t NOTHING feJOBE THAN DELIBERATELY MISLEADING AMD 

EMOTIONALLY LOADED LABELS 1HICH REFLECT THE PERSONAL BIASES OF THE 

!M¥EST»«ATOfU IT I S HIGHLY QUESTIONASLE SHETHER OR MOT THE Mi AN f t * O f 

m AOTION HOST BE DERIVED FROM THE FEELING THAT THERE IS A DIVINE * I U » 

WHICH PENETRATES ALL SOCIAL EXISTENCE. IT t® ENTIRELY POSSIBLE THAT 

MGW A»S W L VITAL MEANINGS MAY BECOME ATTACHED TO SOCIAL AEFLOTTS A® 

THE PROCESS OF SECULARIZATION TAKES PLACE* THE INDIVIDUAL MAY BE 

FREE© FROM THE STIFLING CUSTOMS AND TRADITIONS OF THE PAST TO DEVELOP 

HIS OWN CAPACITIES t o THE FULLEST- I S THE m m OF THE SCIENTIST ENGAGED 

IN THE PURSU*T OF KNOWLEDGE ANY LESS "MEANINGFUL* THAN THE IMOAUfATIONi 

OF THE SHAMAN IN PROPITIATING THE OOSS$ THE CRUCIAL QUESTION I S THIS* 

ARE CUSTOMS M A TRADITIONS OR ARE SCIENTIFIC KNOWLEDGE A#B TECHNOLOGY 

THE TRUE * « £ « « « « € * ASPECTS Of CULTURE? SAPIR, TUMIN* AND LlNTON* OF 

COURSE, BELIEVE THAT THE FORMER ARE GEWUIWE.^ 

73FO* AM ALTERNATIVE POINT OF VIE* SEE 'Mm T# TOOLS, S T « E 08»«GTIVE 
F^SSTTILTTY OF AN OMMTLSEFT SECULAR SOCIETYF* THE SOBFMMSTERU JOURNAL* 
I I ( 1 9 ^ 1 # 1 6 1 - 1 6 9 . 
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TWC REASON THAT THE CULTURAL PRIMITIVI8TS TAKE A POSITION OF REACTION 

i s to ac founb in their failure to pistinguish capitalistic 

DEVELOPMENT fUM INDUSTRIAL BEVELOPMENT# T«EY FOCUS UPON THE PARTICU-

LARLY DISTASTEFUL FEATURES QF CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY AN» ASSUME THAT 

INDUSTRIAL AND TECHHOLOGlCAL DEVELOPMENT MUST FLOW ALONfi TM£ SAME LIMES 

IN THt FUTURE m a AGGRAVATE THE ALR£ADY«»EX|8TtNS MALADJUSTMENTS* THIS 

POINT OF VIEW IS HAPICALLV ©|FF6«EMT mQM THAT ©F MANY QTMEft CRITICS OF 

CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY* « C N AS MARX, TONNISS, AND MORGAN* «H6 VISUALIZE 

AM I PEAL SOCIETY IN THE FUTURE BASEO UPON THE UNINHIBITED ttSE OF 

TECHNOLOGY* THE CULTURAL PRIMITIVI8T8 AftSUE THAT SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

DMtStt Aftl FIRMLY BASED ON TftADITlOW ARE BECOMING TOO BEAK AND THAT THEY 

MUST 81 STRENGTHEN*© AGAINJ THE "TECHNOLOGISTS" BELIEVE THAT THE TftABI-

T10NAL INSTITUTIONS ARE TO© STRONS, FOR THEY PREVENT THE REORQANffATIOM 

OF SOCIETY ON A RATIONAL* TECHNOLOGICAL, HUMANITARIAN BASIS. Ik* 

LATTER VIEWPOINT SEEMS TO BE MORE C0MSEMAL TO SCIENCE ITSELF. $APIft, 

TUttiNy and Linton m e m to si employing &3eb|£val*sm Am romamtic*m im 

THE GUISE OF SCIENCE TO OPPOSE SCIENTIFIC D£V£LOPM€l«T. 



CHATOI VI 

CRITICAL APPRAISAL 

THAT IS ONLY THE AT© MESS. 
TRY TO SECOUG mm CLEVER I 
B©»*T TREAD PERPETUALLY ON 

THE SAME SPOT, 
TRAVEL A LITTLE FARTHER $ 

0OETHE 

JNTRQIX'OTIGN 

IN THE PRECEDING CHAPTERS THE LIMES OF DEVELOPMENT OF THEORIES OF 

DICHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE HAVE BEEN TRACES AND THE DICHOTOMIES 

OF SELECTED SOCIOLOGICAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL THEORISTS HAVE SEEN 

EXAMINED IN DETAIL* SPECIFIC CRITICISMS HAVE BEEN MADE OF PARTICULAR 

THEORIES IN THE CHAPTERS OF EXPOSITION* THERE ARE A NUMBER OF GENERAL 

CRITICISMS, HOWEVER, WHICH APPLY TO THE THEORISTS AS A 6R0UP, AND FOR 

THE MOST PART THE GENERAL CRITICISMS ARE FAR MORE SERIOUS THAN THE SPE-

CIFIC ONES* LIT THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS THE THEORIES ARE EXAMINED 

CRITICALLY FROM A SEWERAL PERSPECTIVE TO DETERMINE THE UTILITY OF THE 

TYPOLOGIES AS FRAMES OF REFERENCE FOR SOCIOLOGICAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL 

INVESTIGATION* 

SYSTEMATIC SCOTOMA 

THE PRINCIPAL WEAKNESS OF THE DICHOTOMOTTS THEORIES OF SOCIAL LIFE 

IS THAT THFIY ARC BASED UPON EVIDENCE OF THI MOST SELECTIVE NATURE* 

THEY ARE DEPENDENT UPON SWAT MIGHT BE CALLED "SYSTEMATIC SCOTOMA" IN THE 

m 
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i r e s o r THE THEORISTS, THAT IS , THE THEORISTS EXERCISE A BtiWD s w 

8TsrSMATI0At.tr ANB METHODICALLY TO AVOI© T»€ RECOGNITION OF EVlOEHSg 

»HICH DOES MOT FIT III WITH THEIR THEORIES. THfi WOTOMtC EFF60T I S 

SELF-PERPE TUAT im , rem AFTER THE t heo ry has seem mmmuvrm i t PREVENTS 

THE THEORIST FROM SFKIU* EVIDENCE WHICH DEVIATES » THEORETICAL EXPEC-

TATIONS. 

W & M OF THE DICHOTOMIES OF SOCIETAL TYPES EONSIIJERED IK THIS THESIS 

INVOLVE INTCRBEPENBENT OR LINKED VARIABLES, SOT THE EV IDE HOE OF CERTAIN 

PATTERNS OF OCCURRENCE OF THE TRAITS *3 BASED UPON HIGHLY SELECTIVE 

DATA. IT 19 ASSUME® THAT ISOLATIOM AND HOMOGENEITY OF A SOCIAL SROIIP 

PH01KJCE OCRTAIN RELATED PATTERNS OF SOCIAL LIFE* INCLUDING A HIGH DEGREE 

OF SOLIDARITY, Aft EMPHASIS UPON COOPERATION AND SELF-SACRIFICE, AH© 

THE MWELOMEHT OF SACRE© INSTITUTIONS M i l PRACTICES, ON THE OTHER HAMS, 

IT I S BELIEVES THAT THE PROCESSES ©F |Nttf8TtttALfZ*?*<M AMB URBANIZATION 

W t W RESULT IN 6REATER ACCESS J a I t ITY AMD HETEROGENEITY ALSO BRIN6 ABOUT 

GREATER IMPERSONALITY* SECULARIZATION, * « 3 a i V | | * f A L t » t •*»».FOWAUSM* 

SOCIAL ©HAHQE IS BEPICTED AS A PROCESS o f d i s i n t e g r a t i o n a n d DISORGANI-

ZATION OF THE OLDER HGMOGENEOUQ TYPE OF SOCIETY# THIS BFCHOTOMOUS VIEW 

o r TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE CAM S£ SUPPORTED ONLY IF MUCH OF THE EVIDENCE 

GATHERED BY ANTHROPOLOGISTS I S 01SRE6ARJ3EO. gVEN A 1RIEF SURVEY OF 

ANTHROPOLOGICAL LITERATURE I® SUFFICIENT TO B*SCOVgR MANY EXAMPLES OF 

PRIMITIVE t M i i r i f i WHICH s© MOT f i t toe THEORETICAL STEREOTYPE* In 

mm RESPECTS, j w c i a l l i f e IN t h e s e SOCIETIES DOMES CLOSER TO w e "URBAN* 

?YPf THAW TO THE WF®LKW TYPE IN TERMS OF THE DICHOTOMY. 

O N E SIGNIFICANT EXAMPLE OF THE INAPPLICABILITY o r THE DICHOTOMY TO 

PARTICULAR CASES 16 THE INDI AH CULTURE OF GUATEMALA STUDIED IV T*X» 
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MI R L W T S THAT THE INDIAN SOCIETIES OF GUATEMALA ARE «ELL~TNT£«RATE8 

AMD HOMOGENEOUS BUT AT THE SAME TIME ARE ALSO HIGHLY SECULAR, I NO! V I -

SUAL I S T I C , COMMERCIALISMS, AMU IMPERSONAL* HE SUMMARIZES THE OTTARAC— 

TERTSTIOS AMD POINTS OUT THE ©OWFLICT BET^££>«! H I S EVTSENCE AMD 

REDFIELB'S FOLK-WHAN DICHOTOMY IN THE FOLLO*JH« PASSAGE $ 

• • * THE }«J»AMS OF GUATEMALA, FAR FROM RESEMSLTW® REOFIELI^U 
TYPIOAL FOLK CULTURE, ACTUALLY F I T THE ORITERIA »Y VNLCH A SI TV-
TYPE I S BUSSED. INDIAN SOCFETY, EVFT# F« M MTTMIOTPIO, I S 
RELATIVELY MOTLLEF INDIVIDUALS AND FAMILIES SHIFT BOTH THEIR ECONOMIC 
POSITIONS IN THE OOMMUMITY ANC THE RESPECT IN «WF©H THEY A«E HELD* 
WITH COMPARATIVE EASE AMD FREQUENCY* RELATIONSHIPS ARE SURPRISIN6LV 
IMPERSONAL, AND FAMILIAL ORGANIZATION I S * I F ANYTHING AT A LOSER 
POINT IN SOGTAL CONTROL THAW EVEN AMONG USS THE FORMAL ORGANIZA-
TION, AS REPRESENTED SV THE INDIAN OFFICIALS IN THE TOS8N HALL« AND 
8Y TME ELDERS OF THE COMMUNITY » . « TS RESORTED TO IN ALL MANNER 
OF DISPUTE EVEN IM THE PRIMARY FAMILY* THE ACTIVITIES OF L I F E — 
ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, POLITICAL, AND REL4SIOUS—ARE IM A REM. SENSE 
SECULAR»ZED; INDIVIDUALS I » ALL MATTERS LUNCH 0 1 YE THEM RELATIVELY 
FREE CHOICE AST FROM THOUSMT OF PERSONAL S A I N , AND THE NECESSITIES 
OF THE COMMUNITY MUST SE FILLED 6V FORCIMO IMAIVTFIWALS TO SONTRI*-
BUTE* RELIGIOUS ACTION ON THE PART OF INDIVIDUALS I S AT A MINIMUM, 
WITH S O C I A L ! ZED COMMUNAL ORGANIZATIONS PERFORM INS ALMOST ALL RITES 
THAT ARE QEEFTFGB NECESSARY IN COMMON B E L I E F . T « E IMA® BACK OF 
JNOIAK RELATION® AN® ACTIVITIES THEMSELVES IN MOST OF THEIR ASPECTS 
ARE, AS REBFISLD HAS ANALYZED THEM, CITVHLIKE AND CIVILIZED** 

TAX'S FINBINS® HAVE SAOSED REDFIELD TO MODIFY H I S O«N POSITION, AND HE 

ADMITS THAT *# * • 8ESIBES THE L0N6-ISOLATED, HETEROGENEOUS SOCIETY 

KITH I T S CHARACTERS * * * WE MAY RE COSH IZE SUBTYPES, OR TYPES F H 

WHICH VARIOUS KIHD8 OF COMPROMISES OFT CQM&IMATIONS OF CHARACTER ARE 

FOUND." 2 THIS ADMISSION, HOWEVER, PULLS THE RTF® OUT FROM UNDER RE STIELB 'S 

PRINCIPAL ARGUMENTS THAT CULTURE TRAITS ARE INTERBEPENDENT VARIABLES 

SHICH RANGE ALONG A STHOLE CONTINUUM BETWEEN FOLK AND URBAN IQEAL TYPES OF 

*SOL TAX, ^CULTURE AND CIVILIZATION IN GUATEMALAN S O C I E T I E S , * 
SO-LINTMTE MONTHLY> X L V I t i (MAY, * 9 3 9 ) » 4 6 6 - 4 6 7 . 

% » E R T REDTISLD, J K G M SL MmMB* *• 3 ^ 
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SOCIETY# 

A SECOND EXAMPLE OF A SOCIETY WHICH CANNOT @g ®0NSI»£JtgS III f l l t t 

or a oishot«4o«s theory is that or the Wrox, Karok^ amo hupa tribes of 

NORTHWESTERN CALIFORNIA* GOLDSCHMlDT, AFTER ANALVZINQ MATERIAL ON THESE 

TRIBES COLLECTED BY KROSBER ANB MIS ASSOCIATES, HAS REMARKED THAT TNI* 

SOCIETY w . . , RETLEOT* IN SURPRISING DESRitE CERTAIN STRUCTURAL AM® 

ETHICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF EMERGENT CAPITALISTIC EUROPE.1^ I* TERM® ©F 

TOE FOLK-URBAN TYPE OF DICHOTOMY, QOLBSCWWi DT 18 SAYING THAT A PRESUMABLY 

ro t * society has many or the essential characteristics or the urban 

TYPE# Ifcf CAPITALIST STRUCTURE 0F NORTHSEST CALIFORNIA SOCIETY REVOLVES 

AROUND A SYSTEM IN SWISH THE IttBIVtSttAL IS PLACED BY PERSONAL A&piStTi0» 

A»B WEALTH, WHICH THEORE TIGALLY IS FREfLV OBTAINABLE BY ALL, INSTEAD OF 

»¥ ASCRIBED STATUS* 1>l€ CAPITALISTIC MATURE OF WE SOCIETY IS ALSO 

REFLECTED *« AN ETKISAL PATTERN WHICH BEARS CLOSE RESEMBLANCES TO THE 

FfcOTESTANT ETHIC. THESE «8 A MORAL OEM AND TO P0R8UE WEALTH, TO WORK, AKD 

TO mm ONESELF, AND MORE IMPORTANT, T«E«« IS AN INDIVIDUATION OF MORAL 

RESPONSIBILITY* GOLDS OHM 1ST DI-SCU&3IS THE RESULTS OF THIS TYPE OF 

ETHIC ON TME PERSONALITY STRUCTURE OF TIME INDIANS! 

THE NORTHWEST CALIFORNIAN 13 EXTREMELY AGGRESSIVE IN WIS INTlWPER««i£*. 
RELATIORSJ HE IS HOSTILE TO NIB FELLOW MEN MIS EXPECT8 HOSTILITY 
TOWARD MIUSELFi HE NEVER RELAXES MIS 8ARRIERS Of 80SPICI9N* T*E MYTHS 
DEMONSTRATE THESE COMPONENTS WISH MAY BE OBSERVED IN THE REAL WORLD— 
ASSWESSIYENESS, BICKERINS AND DRIVE TOWARD PERSONAL SUCCESS. THEY 
ALSO DEMONSTRATE CERT AIM- REACTION PftTTERMS^OMPttLSlVE DEMAND T© WORK, 
WITHDRAWAL IN THE QEO0RAPHIC SENSE AND OBEDIENCE AND SUBMISSION TO 
THE ABSOLUTE POWERS OF THE CREATOR SODS. • • • THERE WAS A CONSTANT 
THEME OF LONELINESS WINNINS THROUGH THE MYTHOLOSY, AND LONELINESS IS 
AN EXPECTED CONCOMITANT OT INDIVIDUATION ARB HOSTILITY.4' 

Wal ter Qoldschuidt# "Ethics and the Structure or Society* An 
Ethnolosical Contriswtion to toe Sociology of Kn©#leme»* American 
AMTHROPaLQSIST, t i l l (O0T.«OK.# W ) » ^ 6 * 

4 iM2** 5*7-518. 
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Ike THEORIST or Di0HOTGM0US TYPES OF SOCIETY IS AT A COMPLETE LOSS TO 

EXPLAIN THIS TYPE OF CULTURAL CONFIGURATION IN RELATION TO A PRIMITIVE 

SOCIETY* 

HfiRSKOWS MAS POINTED OUT W A T NOKHERE IN THE FORMULATIONS Of • 

DICHOTOMOOS TV PES OF SOCIETIES A M AFRieAN BATA TAKEN INTO ASOOUNT.^ 

I « WEST AFRICA* WE MAINTAINS, THERE AFT! MANY NATIVE tfRSAN C E W I » I > I I P 

RANGING FROM 100#C0Q TO 3^0,000 IMMABITANTS* AtTHOUGH THESE CITIES 

HAVE COMPLEX SPECIALISED ECONOMIES BASES 0»S THE OSE OF MONEY AMB THE 

PROFIT MOTIVE, RELATIONSHIPS ARE HIGHLY PERSONAL AND RELiBtON IS THI 

FOCAL ASPECT OF THE OBLTURE* As HERSK0VIT9 REMAWCfl> *»M SHORT, HERE »E 

HAVE THI AttOMAt.**-ANOMALY» THAT IS* IN TERMS OF THE CONGEPT OF THE FOLK 

»©LETT-i-0F i W A m * SACRES, COMWNITIES.*^ ALTHOUGH THEORISTS OF 

BFCHOTOMOTTS TYPES OF SOCIETY HAVE W<m% ALMOST ENTIRELY UPON AMERICAN 

t m OCEANIC MATCHIALS TO SUPPORT THEIR HYPOTHESES, EVEN I S THESE AREAS 

THERE *RL ICVTTLCROUS TNISES WHI CM BO NOT SUPPORT THE DI CHOTOMY AMD WHICH 

HAVE BEEN CONVENIENTLY OVERLOOKED* 8ESIBES THE INDIANS 0 F GUATEMALA AND 

THE TRIBES OF HQRTM#E8T£RN CALIFORi TFTS THE GLACKFOOT {NOI MIS, THI 

COMAMCHES, ANJD THE KWAKIUTLS OF NORTH AMERI0A9 AND THE DOBOANS AND 

HL&MM OF OEEAMIA MAY BE TAKEN AS EXAMN.ES OF TRIBES WHICH BEVIATE FR38* 

THE EXPECTATIONS OF THE THEORISTS OF CIOHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE# 

FOR THE MOST PART PRIMITIVE OR PEASANT SOCIETIES WHICH HAVE CHARAC-

TERISTICS SHICH 0 0 NOT FIT INTO THE SOHCMA OF THI VARIOUS DICHOTOMIES 

NAVE SSEM I S M W S * REDFIELFI*® STUB* OF TTPOITLAN I S A OASE IN «H{0H A 

SOCIETY OF THE ABOVE NATURE MAS SEEN 8TUDIED, BUT BESAU8E Of THE USE OF 

SmviLLE *J* HERSKOVITS, M m M ® ]|»S jOSRS, P« 606« 

^ISIP. 



TH£ rOt,K-yft0A« DICHOTOMY M THE @ W A « I 2 * « « PRINCIPLE or RESEARCH, BSSF#| |»FI 

FOCUSED MIS ATTENTION OMLV UPON THOSE TWIMSS WHICH HE EXPECTED mrmg.mm 

TO riNB* As A RESULT, AS l£*t* DISCOVERED «M A RE STUDY OF TEPOZTLAN, 

THE MOST S IGNIFICANT ASPECTS OF TEPOZTECAN CULTURE WAVE SEEK ISN®RE» 

OR INTERPRETED INCORRECTLY# THUS B E I T I E L D BESCRISED TEPOZTLAM AS A 

mwmmwm, M W ® , SMOOTHLY Fumrtomns, AND M I » I I R R I « A T I B SOCIETY^ 

mm H I EMPHA6IZED THE COOPERATIVE AND UNIFYING FACTORS OF THE VILLAGE 

WHICH HELPED TO MAKE THE PEOPLE CONTENTED AN© WELL-ADJUSTED. FFE PASSED 

LISHTLT OVER EVIDENCE OF VIOLENCE, DISRUPTION, CRUELTY, D I S E A S E , S U F -

FER I NQ» MALADJUSTMENTS, POVERTY, ECONOMIC PROOLEMS, AMD POLITICAL 

SCHISMS* LEWIS9 m THE OTHER HAND, REMARKS THAT H I S OWN FINDINOS 

» • * * 10W.D EMPHASI I E W E UNBEKLVIMS INDIVIDUALISM OF TFP®IFE6A« IMTTT-

TOTIONS AND CHARACTER, THE LACK OF COOPERATION, THE TENSIONS SEFWEEN 

VtU.MMC« WITHIN THE MUMICIPI©, THE SCHISMS WITHIN T»E VILLAGE, AM© THE 

PERVADING QUALITY OF F E A R , ENVY, AND DISTRUST IN INTER-PER80NAL MELATIOIW**? 

L E V I S W M M THAT THE OUTSTANDING CHARACTERISTIC o r TCPOZTEGAN 

•OftlCTV IS THE EXTREME INDIVIDUALISM ©F toe PEOPBE# ONE Of THE SOURCES 

or me INDIVIDUALISM, H£ THINKS, IS THE SRUTALlZtNS AND ISOLATING NATURE 

W THE fAftMCfl** WORK# ME BECOMES AH INBIVIDMALiS? HAVIIM FAITH tit Mlt 

OWN POWER ALONE, AND ME I S VERY RELUCTANT TO SEEK OS 61VE ECONOMIC A I D , 

TO SORROW Oft TO LEND, OR TO COOPERATE WITH OTHER VILLAGERS IN EITHER 

PRIVATE OR PU8LIC E N T E R P R I S E S ^ REDFIELB HAD STRESSED THE ROLE OF THE 

©OFEIMUNAL LANDS AMD TME OUATEQUITL ©« COOPERATIVS. WORKIMS PART* AS 

UNIFY*!*© INFLUENCES UPON THE COMMUNITY, ANSI IN FOCUSING MIS ATTENTION 

?&mm u » i s , jiFE jN A fawm y*&m* timmwh
 p* 

®iSi£*» *• 296* THE INDIVIDUALISM OF TEPOZTLAN I S SIMILAR TO THAT 
FOUND IN DOBUAN SOCIETY, SEE R . F « FORTUNE, SORCERERS OF POBU« 



m these, he failed to perceive the basic individualism or Tepoztlan. 

ICttf* POINTS OUT, HOWEVER9 THAT ALTH0USH THE COMMUNAL LANDS ARE QWMED 

IB COMMON, THCV ARE OPERATES INDIVIDUALLY* THESE LAMDS HAVE ALSO BfiEM 

THE CAUSE Of mm BITTER QUARRELS, AMD THESE IPARRELS EVEN RESIILTIB IK 

VIOLENCE BURINS THE YEAR WHICH ftCBFIELD SPENT IN THE VILLA6C* THC 

cmrewm. was a form or forsed labor mio« to the Revolution of tflOf 

AMD IT WAS REVIVE® A8 A VOLUNTARY, COOPERATIVE EWDEAVGR »? A SOCIALIS-

TICALLY OaHHTgD POLITICAL GROUP DURING THE TIME THAT RfDFIELD WAS IH 

TEPQ2TLÂ » SIMM T«f«# HOWEVER# THERE HAVE 8-6EM FEW CUATEIWITLES BECAUSE 

OF LACK OF SUPPORT «9 

RfiBFtELD PORTRAYED TEPOZTLAN A3 A COMMUNITY OF SMALL LANDHOLDERS, 

AND HE FAILED TO MENTION LAND PRO&LEMS OR OTHER ECONOMIC PROBLEMS* 

I* FACT KC PAINTED A HOST PICTURE OF THE CONDITIONS OF LIFE UNDER WE 

DtAf REGIME BEFORE THE DISRUPTIONS OF THE REVOLUTION OF i910* LEWIS 

STATESf HOWEVER, THAT LESS THAN HALF OF THE VILLAGERS OWN LAND AND THAT 

TMgRE 48 AN A6WTE SHORTAGE OF 600D LANS# PARTICULARLY IN THE FACE OF 

<SROWi«© POPULATION PRESSURE.* RCBFIELî S DESCRIPTION OF THE CULTURAL 

FLORESCENCE UNDER D*A* ALSO FAIL® TO POINT GUT THAT THIS WAS LIMITEB 

TO A F£* UPPER CLASS PERSONS AND THAT THE VAST MJMOftm OF THE VILLAGER® 

*ERS "« . . ILLITERATE, DESPERATELY POOR, LANDLESS* AMfl LIVING UNDER 

AM ©PASSIVE POLITICAL RES I ME !H1©H FORSADg THEM TO UTILIZE THEIR Qm 

COWttttAL RESOURCES.**® TEfOZTLAN WAS ONE OF THE FIRST VILLAGES TO *»0IN 

WITH IAI*A?A*S FORCES IN THE REVOLT ASAlfciST DlAZJ VET f&DFISLD ALMOST 

COMPLETELY IGNORES THE REVOLUTION EXCEPT AS A SOURCE OF FOLK TALES AND 

FOLK SONGS* SIMILARLY, REDFIELP DESCRIBES LOCAL POLITICS AS A SAME AND 

*»• 429. ' t0lg«P« 
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FAILEB TO TAKE If VERY SERIOUSLY. LEWIS FOUNB, ON THE OTHER HAND, THAT 

POLITICS WAS A VERY SERIOUS AFFAIR WHICH FREQUENTLY U D TO VIOLENCE# 

If WAS SUCH A VIOLENT POLITICAL SCHISM THAT FINALLY FOROE© ReBFIELO 

TO LEAVE THE ¥ILt»A«6I YET HE FAILED TO MENTION IT IN MIS 

«EfTI«.» l» CONSIBgftlNS THE INTERPERSONAL RELATIONS OF T£tt>ZTEeAN* 

PRESEUTt© ONLY THEIR POSITIVE tMS FORMAL ASPECTS, SUCH A3 THE FORMS OF 

SREETIN0 AMD THE CQMPAORE RESPECT RELATION. LEWIS, WHO CONCENTRATED 

ATTENTION ON PSYCHOLOGICAL FACTORS, PRESENTS A PI CTURE IN SHARP1 CONTRAST* 

IfcgflC IS, m SAYS, MUCH HOSTILITY IN INTERPERSONAL RELATIONS IN THE 

village* "But mm or this hostility f« suppressed, or expressed 

INDIRECTLY IN THE FORM OF MALICIOUS GOSSIPf STiALtN®, SECRETIVE DESTRUC-

TION OF PROPERTY, RIDICULE, BEPRECIATION, AND ENVY* AMIS SORCERY#"̂ ** 

lH TERMS OF THE CICHOTQMIES OF TYP6S OF SOCIAL LIFE, ONE OF THE GHIEF 

CHARACTERISTICS OF TH£ tSOLAT6®, HGMOQENEOUS COMMUNITY fS SUPPOSED TO 

BE THE PRESENCE OF A LAROE NUM»ER OF PRIMARY-OROUP RELATIONSHIPS. $M 

TEPOZTLAM ONE IS STRUCK 8Y THE ABSENCE OF SUCH RELATIGNSWIP®, AS i£»IS 

INDICATES IN THE FOLLOWING PASSAGES 

FRIENDSHIPS AS DEFINES IN TERMS OF MUTUAL TRUST* LOYALTY, AID, 
ANB AFFECTION DIRECTED TOWARD ONE INDIVIDUAL ARE FEU IN TEPOZTLAN, 
AN© ARE RATHER THAN SOUSHT. FRIENDSHIP AS SUCH IS NOT A 

** }»ID.. P* 4J0» RE3CFI1LB,$ FAILURE TO CONSIDER POLITICAL MATTERS 
OF MUCH IMPORT AMOK IN NfS STUDY OF TEPOZTLAN IS PARALLEL!© 1Y A SIMILAR 
NEGLECT IN THE «i«KS OF AMERICAN RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS* TEXTBOOKS IN 
RURAL SOCIOLOGY, FOR EXAMPLE, VERY RARELY INCLUDE SECTIONS ON AGRARIAN 
POLITICAL MOVEMENTS AMONS AMERICAN FARMERS# FAftalERS AND PEASANTS HAVE 
TURNED TO RABICAL POLITICAL ACTION IN TIMES OF HAftSSMtP AT LEAST SINCE 
Till TIME OF THE PEASANTS* REVOLT IN GERMANY IN THE SI XTEENTH CENTURY, OUT 
BECAUSE Or THE INCONSISTENCY OF THESE MOVEMENTS *ITH THE IDEALIZED 
CONCEPTION OF THE "RURAL NAY OF LIFE," THEY HAVE RECEIVED LITTLE ATTENTION 
mm RURAL SOCIOLOGISTS. 

taiS!»*» p* 293* 
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TEPOZTECAN IORAL ma is NOT INSTITUTIONALIZED tut m e FORM or A 
BEST FRIEND OR IN AMT OTHER MAT. CA8ES OF LIFELONG FRIENDSHIPS 
ARE RARE AND ARE ALM08T ALWAYS LIMITED TO THE MORE A9CULTURATED 
FAMLTGS* FRIENDS AMl VIEWED BY ADULTS AS POTENTIAL ENEMIES, A3 
A SOURCE or TROUBLE, AND AS A HASTE OF TIME# TFTAOMOMALLY SKOMFW 
AHD GIRLS ARE NO? SUPPOSED TO HAVE AMY FRIENDS WHATSOEVER# SLITF 
ONE MA* HAVE FRIENDLY RELATIONS WITH INDIVIDUALS IN TiPOITLAJ*, THESE 
RELATIONS ARE SEGMENTED IN THAT EAOM IS LIMITED TO ONC OR TWO 
PURPOSES. FLTH OWE INDIVIDUAL, THERE MAY fit A WORK EXCHANGE RELA** 
TIOMSNiri WITH AMOTHER A BORROWINS EXCHANGE RELAYIOMSMJPJ AMD WITH 
OTHER®* A DRISSKING RELATIONSHIP.'3 

SEVERAL TEPOZTECANS MOVED TO MEXICO CITY SWUNG THE TIME or LEWIS'S 

STUDY, AH® LEWIS REPORTS THAT HE WAS AST0MI3HE& AT THE TRANSFORMATION 

IM THESE PEOPLE* "T^CIR FACE & HAD BECOME LESS IMPASSlVEf THEY MAO GAINED 

WEIGHTf THEY LOOKED HARRIER AMD MORE RELAXEDJ THEY LAUGHED MORE A«» 

MHAVED WITH FAR LCS8 FORMALITY."** 

ilWlS #EL#£¥ES THAT THE QUESTION OF WHY THE RESULTS Of HIS STUDY 

ARE DIFFERENT FROM THOSE OF R.IDF I ELD IS OF GREATER IMPORTANCE THAN Till 

DIFFERENCES THEMSELVES* ALTHOUGH ME RECOGNIZES THAT THE PERSONAL FACTOR 

AMD THE TIME INTERVAL ARE PARTLY RESPONSIBLE, HE MAINTAINS THAT THE 

OROtlAL REASON FOR THE VARIATION IS THE DIFFERENCE l» THEORETICAL 

ORIENTATION OF RfDFI6LB AND HIMSELF,^ BEDTIELD WAS INTERESTED ONLY III 

THE STUDY OF A SINGLE CULTURAL PROCESS, THE EVOLUTION FROM FOLK TO MRSAN, 

AND HE FOCUSED HIS ATTENTION OM THE FORHAL AND RITUALISTIC ASPECTS OT 

*3fain»« r* 29£» TEPOZTLAN IS HOT AN ISOLATED INSTANOE OF INTER* 

PERSONAL RELATIONS OT THIS NATURE, FOR INDIVIDUALISM,, COMPSTITIVENCSS, 
SUSPICION, AMD CONFLICT SEEM TO BE OOMWON CHARACTER! ST I §& OF MIDDLE 
AMERICAN SOCIETIES* COMPARE WITH OLIVER LAFARQE, SGNTA £OLALIA» THE 
"•IMSIII si-A PF>* ^ ^ » & • » * C & « » PARSON®, 

m i * JBM "»* j AND GEORGE FOSTER, M M M * N -

m m l m m m m * ** 

1 \ s v t « v ££. mtmrn p* 2$% THIS STATEMENT #Y iswi® is* or @OOR®I# 

IMMESSLONISTIC, IT IS POSSIBLE THAT LEWIS* LIKE REOFIELD, SAW ONLY WHAT 
MS WANTED TO SEE IN THIS CASE* 

**![&£&•» ** 432# 
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tire. OH THE OTHER HANO# LEWIS *AS MORE CONCERNED «ITH CREATING A *ELL~ 

fKHINBCB ETMNOGRAPHIC ACCOUNT* AMD HE CONCE NTR AT £S OM THE £ VERT-OAT LIFE 

AND THE PROBLEMS OF THf PEOPLE* 

ffeRHAPS THE GROSSEST CASE Of THE ISNORING OF CERTAIN PHENOMENA BY 

THE THEORISTS OF 01GHGTOfcOUS TYPES OF SOCIETY MAY 06 SEEM IM THE SMALL 

AMOUNT OF ATTENTION DEVOTES TO CONFLICT AND THE EUOTION OF HATE* 

TOHNiea SPECIFICALLY MOTED THAT MIS OICWOTOMY »AS VALID ONLY FOR POSI-

TIVE SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS# THUS IIE VIEWED RELATIONSHIPS At COOPERATIVE, 

BUT WITH LOVE AS THE UNIFYING FACTOR IN THE CASE OF OEMEINSOMAFT AND WITH 

IMPERSONAL# FORMAL ORGANIZATION AS THE UNIFYING FACTOR IN THE CASE OF 

GE3ELLSCHAFT* TKE THEORISTS FOLLOWING TONNIIS HAVE# FOR THE MOST PART# 

ADOPTED A LOVE-IMPERSONALJ TV DICHOTOMY At A FRAME OF REFERENCE, BUT THEY 

ALSO HAVE NSCLECTEB NATE AMD CONFLICT* IT IS TO TOMMIES* OREDIT THAT 

HE ACKM0SLED8ED TLTFI EXISTENCE OF CONFLICT RELAT IONSHI PS EVEN THOUGH ME 

NOT GIVE THEM A'PLACE IN HIS THEORETICAL SYSTEM) MOST OF THE OTHERS 

APPARENTLY HAVE FAILED TO RECOSNIZE HATE AND CONFLICT AT ALL# IN SONS 

CASES* HOWEVER# A RATHER INCONSISTENT ATTEMPT MAS BEEN MADE TO PLACE 

BOTH IMPERSONAL AMU CONFLIOT RELATIONSHIPS IN THE URBAN# HETEROGENEOUS 

POLAR TYPE# WHILE IT HA© «E£» MAINTAINED THAT THE LOVE RELATIONSHIP IS 

SOMt-MAMT til THE FOLK# HOMOGENEOUS POLAR TYPE# ACTUALLY THE EVIDENCE 

SEEMS TO INDICATE THAT CONFLICT PLATS AM IMPORTANT ROLE IN BOTH THE 

PRIMARY, HSMOftgMgOUS GROUP AMD THE SECOWBARY, HETEROGENEOUS ©ROUP, 

THUS THE VARIOUS DICHOTOMIES HAVE TENDED TO PREVENT THE RECOSWITIOM OF 

OONFLIOT AS A THEORETICAL PROBLEM* 

in mm OF THE DICHOTOMIES THE PROTOTYPE FOR THE fiEMEINSCHAFT-LIICE 

SOCIETY IS THE FAMILY* IT IS BASED UPON A FAMILY# HOWEVER# WHICH IS 
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HOMOGENEOUS IN VALlit AMD FREE FROM CONFLICT* SINCE THE FAMILY PLAYS 

8U0H AH IMPORTANT ROLE IM THESE THEORIES* THE ASSUMPTION THAT FAMFOY 

RELATIONS ARE SMOOTH AMD AMI CABLE IM A NON-URBAN!XED SOCIETY AND TO A 

LESSER BEGREE IN AN URBANIZED SOCIETY SHOULD BE EXAMINED. gXCEPT FOR 

MARX*S ATTACK UPON FME BOURGEOIS FAMILY, THE ASSUMPTION SENT VIRTUALLY 

UNCHALLE«QE» UNTIL THE TIME Of FREUD, WHOSE PSYCHIATRIC THEORIES RESTED 

UPON BASIC CONFLICTS WITHIN THE FAMILY SITUATION* THUS FREUD MAINTAINED 

THAT THE FAMILY 8Y ITS VERY NATURE GENERATED THE OEDIPUS COMPLEX IN THE 

CHILDREN ST TNI FAMILY AN© 8R0USHT INTO PLAY AM61VALENT ATTITUDES BETWEEN 

FATHER AND SON AMD BETWEEN MOTHER AND DAUGHTER. ALTH0U6H AS THE CHILD 

BECOMES MORE MATURE THE SUPER-EGO NORMALLY REPRESSES THE ANTAGONISTI6 

SEXUAL DESIRES WtCM PRODUCE CONFLICT* CONFLICT WITHIN THE FAMILY REMAINS 

LATENT AND MAY FREQUENTLY REASSERT ITSELF IM EGO-MODIFIED FORMS# ̂ 

A 80MENNAT SIMILAR POINT OF VIE* HAS SEEN EXPRESSED IN STRUCTURAL-

FUNCTIONAL TERMS BY BENNETT AND TUMIN* TNCY BELIEVE THAT CONFLICT WITHIN 

THE FAMILY ALMOST INEVITABLY RESULTS FROM ©ASIC DIFFERENCES IN ROLE DEFI-

NITIONS OF THE VARIOUS FAMILY MEMBERS* THUS THEY STATC THAT 

• * * THE ESSENTIAL RELATIONSHIP# WHICH FORM THE STRUCTURE OF A 
FAMILY HAVE WITHIN THEM THE SEEDS OF DISCORDS MALE-FEMALE DIF-
FERENCES, PARENT-CHILD DIFFERENCES, DIFFERENCES IN POWER AND 
AUTHORITY, HIFFERENCES IN ECONOMIC DEPENDENCY AND INDEPENDENCE, 
DIFFERENCES IN GENERAL SOCIAL STATUS, DIFFERENCES IN LIFE INTERESTS, 
GENERATION AND AGE DIFFERENCES, AND DIFFERENCES IN BACKGROUNDS 
AMD EXPERIENCES WHICH REFLECT THEMSELVES IN DIFFERENT NORM® AMD 
VALUES WITH WHICH EACH SPOUSE COMES ARMED INTO THE MARRIAGE AN* 
FAMILY SITUATION#** 

OF COURSE, BENNETT AND TWIN FOCUS THEIR ANALYSIS ON THE PRESENT-DAY 

AMERICAN FAMILY WHICH MAS AN EXTREMELY HETEROGENEOUS CULTURAL BACK WOUND, 

*^SEE SIGMWND FREUD, JHE BASIC IRITINSS OF SISMUND FREUD, TRANSLATED 
AND EDITS© BY A. A. 0RILL! PATRIOC MULLAHV, OEDIPUS M L M .AMD COMPLEX* 

*?UOHN UM BENNETT AND MELVIN 14. TWIN, SOCIAL LIFE* PP. 
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AMD ACCOROING TO THEIR THEORY THE FAMILY WOULD BE CHARACTER!2ED gf L ( M 

CONFLICT IN MORS HOMOGENEOUS CULTURE* STILL THEY I H U I THAT CONFLICT 

GROWS OUT OR ROLE DIFFERENCES, AMD ROLE DIFFERENCES BASED ON AGE AND 

SEX ARE CHARACTER!8T I C OF ALL SOCIETIES# 

THE DICNOTOMOU# THEORIES WHICH SUPPORT THE POtNT OF VIEW THAT 

THE FAMILY 114 HOMOGENEOUS SOCIETIES I® CHARACTER!ZED ST LITTLE CONFLICT 

AMONG ITS MEMBERS ARE HIOHLV SELECTIVE IN CHOOSING SUPPORTING DATA* 

LEWIS, FOK EXAMINE, FOUND MANY EVIDENCES OF CONFLICT IN FAMILY RELATIONS 

IN TEP02TLAN WHICH REDFIELD MAD OVERLOOKED IN AN EARLIER STUDY BECAUSE 

o r THE STRUCTURING o r THE DATA BY THE DICHOTOMOUS THEORY# LEVIS FOUND 

THAT ALTHOUGH THE POSITIVE ASPECTS OF FAMILY LIFK COUNTERBALANCE THE 

NEGATIVE Oft DISRUPTIVE ONE 8 IN TEP02TLAN " * • * THERE I S MUCH OONFLICT 

AND TENSIONS RESULTING FROM DRUNKENNESS OF THE HUSBAND, ADULTERY OF ONE 

o r THE SPOUSES, SIBLING RIVALRY, FAVORITISM ON THE P A W OF THE PARENTS, 

AMD DIFFICULTIES WITH H H > A W » a ^ TEPOZTLAN, HOWEVER, REPRESENTS MERELY 

A CASE IN WHICH THE CONFLICT WHICH WAS PRESENT WITHIN THE FAMILY WAS 

IGNORED IN A COMMUNITY STUDY* EXAMPLES OF 80CIETIE8 IN WHICH INTRA-

FAMILIAL CONFLICT OBOUR* IN MAGNIFIED FORM HAVE SEEN ALMOST ENTIRELY 

IGNORED BY THEORISTS CONCERNED »ITH A PARTICULAR DICHOTOMY* ANTHRO-

POLOGISTS WHO HAVE SEEN FREE OF THE PRECONCEPTIONS OF D|CH0T0M0U8 

TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE HAVE, HOWEVER, PROVIDED DESCRIPTIONS OF MANY PRI-

MITIVE SOCIETIES CHARACTER1 ZED BY MUCH PRIMARY-GROUP CONFLICT* DUBOIS, 

IN HER DESCRIPTION OF THE ALORESE OF THE NETHERLANDS EAST INDIES* HAS 

FOUND THAT QUARRELING AMONG FAMILY MEMBERS AND RELATIVES I S ALMOST 

CONTINUOUS, PARTICULARLY BETWEEN HUSBAND AND WIFE. SHE MAKES THE FOL-

LOWING COMMENT CONCERNING FANTAN, HER ALORESE INTERPRETER# 

I ^ U W I S , OP* CTT»* P. 



FAKTAM'S MARKIAGE SEEMS TO BE A TYPICAL &L©REM MARRIAGE, 
WITH CONSTANT (JEALOUS QUARRELING AND BICKERING ABOUT PROPERTY# HE 

• -IS ALMOST CONSTANTLY ON WE VERSE OF DIVORCING MIS WIFE, REPEATEDLY 
SEPARATING FROM HIR AND THEN BE I MS RECONCILES. |T IS UNDOUBTEDLY 
ON YMSSE OCCASIONS OF SEPARATION FROM TiUN» THAT FANTAM OSES A 
600» DEAL OF HIS PHILANDERING. . . • |Wt VIM»»CTI«CNC«I ©f THE 
WIFE is VERY CLEARLY SHOWS# « *• , S© VIOLENT ARE NgN fEEL IlltS 
THAT SHE ACTUALLY PLACES A LEPROSY CURSE UPON FANTAN,»9 

Du80IS REMARKS THAT INTRAFAMlLtAL QUARRELS WERE 80 FREQUENT THAT HIR 

ATTEMPT TO RECORD ALL OF THEM PROVED TO 0E TOO TIME-CONSUMING AND 

SHE ABANDONED THE TASK. "HOWEVER, IN EVEN THE PARTIAL R£CO«0 MADE, 

EVERY TYPE OF KIM M S INVGLVEDJ PARENTS WITH CHILDREN, 3ISLINGS »ITH 

COUSINS OF BOTH SEXES, GRANDPARENTS WITH GRANDCHILBREN, AUNTS AND 

UNCLES WITH NIECES AND NEPHE*®**̂  

FAMILIAL CONFLICT REACHES AN EXTREME AMONG THE OOBUANS SOUTHEAST 

FFLT NEW Guinea, mo HAVE SEEN STUDIED by FORTUNE* Doboam SOCIETY IS 

ORGANIZED ON A MATRILiMEAL KINSHIP BASIS WITH ALL THE MEMBERS OF A PARTI-

CULAR VILLAGE RELATES SY A FICTITIOUS EXTENSION OF KINSHIP IF NOT 

THROUGH ACTUAL KINSHIP* fflTHIN THE VILLAGE KINSHIP GROUP THERE IS A 

HIGH DEGREE OF SOLIDARITY WHICH I© COMPLEMENTED §Y A STROBE HOSTILITY TO 

ALL OTHER VILLAGES* A PERSON MUST MARRY OUTSIDE HIS OWN VILLAGE GROUP, 

HOWEVER, AND THUS IT IS NECESSARY TO MARRY A PERSON WO HAS SEEN CON-

SIDERED A LIFE-LONG ENEMYt "ONE MARRIES INTO A VILLAGE OF EMERIES, 

WITCHES, AND SORCERERS, SOME OT WtOM ARE KNOWN TO HAVE KILLED Oft TO BE 

T«£ CHILDREN Of THOSE KNOWN TO HAVE KILLED MfMSgRS OF ONC*S ©WN VILLASE*"2* 

LIVING IN TME VILLAGE o r ONE*S SPOUSE CAUSES so w o n DIFFICULTY THAT 

AN ATTEMPT IS MADE TO ESTABLISH RECIPROCITY THROUGH A SYSTEM OF ALTERNATING 

19Cora DuBois, JBgJ&jfffM Mm* 392-393* 

3P>e»o>. P* 119# ^Fortune, £P* CIT». P. 53. 
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REStBENCEf WITH THE HUSBAN0 UV>NG IN HIS « « ' $ VILLAGE OF MATRtLINEAL 

KIN OMC mm AMD THE WIFE LIVING IN HER HUSBAND*S VILLAGE OF MATMLI~ 

mm, KIN THE NEXT YEAR* THE INCER*VILLAGE HOSTILITY IS CARRIED OVER 

I WTO tHE FAMILY RELATIONSHIP WITH THE REMIT THAT FEAR, DISTRUST* 

INFIDELITY, AND WEALOUSY CHARACTER!Z£ HUSBAND-WIFE RELATIONS* 

^THE DOBUAN M W M $ MEEDS TO WATCH MIS WIFE FAIRLY CLOSELY FOR 
FEAR OF INFIDELITY* THE REVERSE AFFLICT WHEN THE WIFE IS IN HER 
M0S8AMB*® PLAOE* TJEALOUSY AN£} SMJSPT C ION OF ADULTERY ARE SENTIMENTS 
OF SWEAT AND A8N0RMAL GROWTH »« D08UAN MARRIES LIFE# • • • FROM 
W I S CONFLICT IN FIOSU COMES A STATE OF MUTUAL WATCH AMD WARS OVER 
EACH OTHER BY HUSSANi) AND WIFE* A MATE CARRIE0 TO A» EXTREME OF 
INDIGNITY AS A NORMAL PHENOMENON* FROM THE CONFLICT GOMES ALSO 
FREQUENT ATTEMPTS AT @U I CI OEJIfNl CH IK) HOT USUALLY EVEN ATTAIN TO 
THE DIGNITY OF BEING FATAL* 

THE RELATIONS BETWEEN PARENTS AND CHILDREN ARE ALSO CHARACTERIZE© 8Y A 

CERTAIN AMOUNT OF INFLICT, FOR CHILDREN ARE NOT VERV HIGHLY VALUED ST 

THE DOSUAMS. EITHER THE HUSBAND NOR THE WIFE WANTS TO HAVE CHILDREN 

BECAUSE OF THE LONG TABOO Oil INTERCOURSE BUfUNG THE CONFINEMENT AND 

M M M M PERIODS. HIE WOMAN IS ALSO SAID TO LOSE HER BEAUTY IN CHILB-

BEAR I MO* SO SHE FEARS SOTH THAT HER HUSBAND WILL MORE LIKELY SE 

UNFAITHFUL AND THAT SHI HERSELF WILL HE AT A DISADVANTAGE III FUTURE 

LOVE AFFAIRS.*® 

EVEN THOUGH THE MATRILINEAL KINSHIP GROUP POSSESSES QREATER SOLI-

DARITY AND STABILITY THAN THE BIOLOGICAL FAMILY GROUP, IT ALSO IS 

CHARACTER!2ED SY CONFLICT, FEAR, ASO DISTRUST AMONG ITS MEMBERS* 

SUSPICION OF SORCERY ANO POISONING TACTICS WITHIN THE VILLAGE 
RUNS VERY Him AT TIMES# » . * THE FEAR OF BEING POISONED 
DOMINATES NATIVE LIFE* FOOD OR TOBACCO IS NOT ACCEPTED EXCEPT 
WITHIN A SMALL CIRCLE* THE WOMAN OF THE HOUSE WHEN COOKING 
GOES MOT LEAVE THE POT AND GO AWAY FOR AS LONG AS A HALF MINUTE 
EVEN* « • • DESPITE THE FEAR OF ACCEPTING FOOD OR BRINK, POISONED, 

*^1BID*« PP* 711 ^3|ATO»T PP* ^3-274# 
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m m FAt.SE FRtENPS* MISTAKES ARE SOMETIMES MA0E. • • • 0UTWARSLY 
THERE IS ©REAT RESPECT FOR PERSONALITY SPRING (MS DIRECTLY FROM THE 
FEAR Or MOST I US SORCERY OR WITCHCRAFT. BUT SECRETLY THERE IS A 
COVERT DESIRE T© 00 THE WORST BY NEIGHBORS, SPRINGING ALSO FR0H 
THE FEAR Of THEIR SORCERY AND WITCHCRAFT. THUS 0UTWAR0 RfiSgjCT GOES 

WITH mb m m AS CAN BE BOMS IN ILL TURNS WITHOUT 

FT«80NAL RELATIONSHIPS EVEN WITHIN THE KINSHIP « ) ? HAVE A SEVERELY 

COMPETITIVE NATURE, AS FORTUNE INDICATES! 

IT 18 INTER88TIN6 TO NOTE HOW OUR DISTINCTION BETWEEN REAL COMPE-
TITION WHERE OWE MAN*S CAIN IS ANOTHER*3 LOSS, M B RIVALRY WHERE 
ALL MAY GAIN, 8UT NOT AT ONC ANOTHER*® EXPENSE, 18 HOT MADE IN 
DO8U» ALL. MATTERS of s&mmtm FALL UNDER THE REAL COMPETITION 
CONCEPT* » . « TWE SLACK Aft? IS 08EC AGAINST m OVER-SUCCESSFUL 

GARDEMER, SINCE ME 18 8£L»IV§B TO HAVE STOLEN OTHER PERSONS* YAM® 

FROM W E I R GARDENS BY MAGIC.2? 

TH FINAL PROOF THAT SOLIDARITY IS WEAK IS DOBUAN SOCIETY 18 THE FACT 

THAT •. . . THE MEN 0T DOBU FE8L SAFER IN THE TROBRIANDS AMONG A 

uS& 

STRANGE PEOPLE OF A STRANGE SPEECH THAN THEY BO IN THEIR OWN HOMES."*" 

fmu THE EXAMPLES OF TF»lTLAN s h\J»t AND DOBW, THEN# IT APPEAR® 

THAT ISOLATED, HOMOGSNC0U8 SOCIETIES A*£ MOT NECESSARILY CHARACTER!!!® 

SY A HIGH mmue. OF 3QHQABITV AN® FmCTIQtiLESS COOPERATIVE ACTIVITY 

IN KINSHIP AND FAMILIAL RELATIONS. SOCH AN ASSUMPTION OAN BE MADE ONLY 

BY DISREGARDING SOME OF THE EVIDENCE AMIS BY CAREFULLY CHOOSING EXAMPLES 

TO ILLUSTRATE THE ASSUMPTION. 

the EVtBKMSS CITED ABOVE OF SOCIETIES WHICH DO HOT CORRESPOND TO THE 

EXPECTATION® OF THE THEORISTS OF DICH0T0M0U8 SOCIETAL TYPES SUGGESTS TWO 

CONCLUSIONS. FIRST, THE PRESUMED CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POLAR TYPES 

MMMOT ts REGARDED m INTERDEPENDENT ©R LINKED VARIMM.ES. C E R T A I N 
CHARACTER!8TICS ARE NOT NECESSARILY FOUND TOGETHER IN ALL CASES# AS THE 

m M m * * 9# 170-171, 78. % 2 » t 151* 

^isja., p. 176. 
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EVIDENCE ASUNDANTLY PROVES• HMEREAS IT MAY 8 f LEGITIMATE TO CHARACTER!ZE 

SOCIAL, CHANGE AS A MOVEMENT TOWARD URfAM, INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY FROM RURAL, 

f*ASTGRAL OR A<SR I CULTURAL SOCIETY, IT I S MOT ttgCESSARILV TRUE THAT THERE 

ARE CERTAIN OTHER CHANGES RELATED TO THE MOVEMENT, SUCH AS AH INCREASING 

tMPERSQUAUZATION OF SOCIAL R£L A T tONSHI PS * Qr©©S SUGGESTS WAT THE 

RURAL-URBAN Dl CHOTOMY 13 TOO BROAD AND UNSPECIFIC TO SE OF MUCH USE, AND 

HE CALLS FOR NEW THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS WHICH FOCUS »P9lf AN ANALYSIS 

OF SPECIFIC VARIABLES* *¥tt*§MS SOCIETIES, THIN, Oft CONTINUUMS OF 

SOCIOLOGICAL VARIABLES (FOR EXAMPLE, CULTURAL ISOLATION) NOT ONLY MAT 

PRESENT A CLEARER AND MORE TRENCHANT ANALYSIS OF PHASES OF SOCIAL RELA-

TIONSHIPS AMD HUMAN INTERACTION, SOT ON A THEORETICAL LEVEL IT ALLOW 

FOR THE EMBRACING OF MANY TYPE# OF COMMUNITIES* RATHER THAN THE RESTRICT 

TIVE RURAL-URBAN DICHOTOMY APPROACH.*2? THE SAME COMMENT MIGHT BE 

i m t f i B TO THE OTHER DICHOTOMIES WITH EQUAL VALIDITY, EVEN THOUGH GROSS 

CERTAINLY GIB NOT INTEND FOR IT TO BE APPLIED TO REDFICLD'S FOLK-

URBAN DICHOTOMY, WHICH ME BELIEVED HIS OWN FINDINGS TO HAVE SUBSTANTIATED. 

THE; SECOND CONCLUSION TO BE DERIVED FROM THE EVIDENCE CITED ABOVE 

19 THAT THE USE OF POLAR TYPES OBSCURES RATHER THAN ELUCIDATES IMPOR-

TANT CULTURAL DIFFERENCES THROUGH THE SELECTIVITY OF ONLY CERTAIN TRAITS 

INVOLVED, ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT FINDINGS OF MODERN CULTURAL ANTHRO-

POLOGY IS THAT THERE ARC GREAT DIFFERENCES IN WAYS OF LIFE AND VALUE 

SYSTEMS AMOK® VARIOUS PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES* YET THE DICHOTOMOUS THEORIES 

GROUP TOGETHER ADVANCED CULTURES LIKE THAT OF THE AZTECS AMD SIMPLE FOOD-

KATMERtNG PEOPLES LIKE THE SHGSWOME* SOCIETIES WHICH ARE AS DIFFERENT 

27FTEAL QRM6» "SOCIOLOGICAL VARIATIONS IN CONTEMPORARY AURAL (LIFE,* 

RURAL SOCIOLOGY, XIIt (SEPT*, 19»)r 269. 
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CULTURALLY AND PSYCHOLOGICALLY AS THE ARUNTA AND THE £sKIMOt THE 

DOTTU AND THE 8ft THONGA* THE ?JMI AMU THE ALORESE, THE DAHOMEY AND THE 

NAVAHO $ M PLACED IN A SINGLE CATEGORY• SIMILARLY, THE CITIES OF ANCIENT 

GREECE, EGYPT, MESOPOTAMIA, AND FFOME ARE PLACES IN THE M M CATEGORY 

WITH mmm AMERICAN C I T I E S , T« SPITE o r THE PROFOUND DIFFERENCES* 

THE OIOKOTOMOUS THEORIES ARE CONCERNED WITH CATEGORIES BASED ON FORM 

RATHER THAN WITH PROBLEMS PHRASEO IN TERMS OF PROCESS, AND THESE FORMAL 

ASPECTS OF SOCIETY ARE NOT THE MOST CRUCIAL FOR CULTURAL ANALYSIS* AS 

igttIS REMARKS, "INDEED, OWE MIGHT ARGUE THAT THE FOLK•*UR8AN CLASSIFI-

CATION F8 MOT A CULTURAL CLASSIFICATION AT ALL SINCE IT RISES ROUGHSHOD 

OVER FUNDAMENTAL CULTURAL DIFFERENCES, THAT IS, DIFFERENCES IN THE ETHOS 

OF A PEOPLE*"^ THE POLAR TYPES WHICH HAVE BEEN PROPOSED 8Y VARIOUS 

THEORISTS ARE TOO MUCH OF A CATCHALL TO BE OF MUCH USE EVEN IN THE 

ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL CHANGE* IT IS NOT ENOUGH TO ASK THE QUESTION OF 

HO* A FOLK SOCIETY CHANGES AFTER COMING INTO CONTACT WITH AN URBAN 

SOCIETY* THE INVESTIGATOR MUST FIRST ASK, "WHAT KIND OF FOLK SOOIETYF 

SffAT KIND OF URBAN 900IETY) AND UNDER MAT CONDITIONS OF OONTACTF* 

MADNESS IN METHOD 

BESIDES THE Hl<3H DEGREE OF SELECTIVITY IN SUPPORTING DATA# THERE 

ARE SEVERAL OTHER METHODOLOGICAL POINTS UPON WHICH MOST OF THE THEORISTS 

OF DICHQTQMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE MAY 6E CRITICIZED* ©ME OF THE MOST 

COMMON ERRORS OF THESE THEORISTS LIES IN THE ABUSE OF THE IDEAL TYPICAL 

METHOD, FOR ALTHOUGH MOST OF THE MODERN THEORISTS VERBALLY ASSERT THAT 

THEIR TYPOLOGIES DO NOT AND NEED NOT CORRESPOND TO EMPIRICAL CASES* 

2 ® U « S » OF, CIT»» P* 434* 
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A m * i m I T * OF THEM LAPSE INTO WHAT FTHITEHEAD CALLS THE "FALL*«T OF 

MISPLACED O O M M O I N I M P IN ACTUAL PRACTI0E#2? THIS ®H|TEHEAD MEANS 

SIMPLY THE ERROR OF MISTAKING THE ABSTRACT FOR THE CONCRETE. THE 

QLCHOTOWOUS TH£QRI8T8, AFTER ABSTRACTIMS A NUMBER OF CHARACTERISTICS 

FROM PARTICULAR CASES AMI* DEDUCINFI A SY3TEM Of 'RELATED CHARACTERISTICS, 

APPARENTLY F£i»L 30 PLEASED WITH THEIR *ORK THAT THEY TENS TO FORSET 

THAT THE TYPOLOGIES CAN SE NOTHING MORE THAU HEURISTIC STANDARDS FROM 

•MLOH TO MEASURE DIFFERENCES OF GONCRETE CASES. FORGETTING THE BASIS 

POSTULATE OF IDEAL TYPICAL METHODOLOGY THAT DIFFERENCES FROM THE IDEAL 

TYPE RATHER THAW IDENTITIES TO IT ARE THE CRUCIAL CONSIDERATION, THESE 

THEORISTS SEARCH FOR THE IDEAL TYPE ! » CONCRETE CASES. THEIR APPARENT 

SUCCESS IN FINDING m m CASES HAS* OF COURSE , BEEN THE RESULT OF SELEC-

TIVITY IN THEIR METHODS. A S HAS SEEM DEMONSTRATED ABOVE* PARTICULARLY 

IN THE CASE OF REOFIELB, THE PRACTICE HAS 8€E« TO FORCE THE DATA INTO 

A PRECONCEIVED MOLD—TIFE IUEAL TYPE—-WHILE THE IMVGSTISATOR HAS RIDDEN 

ROUGHSHOD OVER THE CRUCIAL DIFFERENCES FROM THE IDEAL CONSTRUCT* 

MANY OF THE THEORISTS OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPOLOGIES HAVE FALLEN INTO 

ANOTHER PITFAU, IN THEIR USE OF THE {SEAL TYPICAL METHOD, AN INORDINATE 

EMWASIS HAS SEEN PUT UPON TAXOMOMY IN MANY CASES AMD THE REM. RATSON 

D'ETRE OF THE IDEAL TYPES—THEIR USE IH THE ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL CHANGE-

HAS BEEN LARSELY FORGOTTEN* £VIW IN THOSE OASES IN WHICH SOCIAL CHANGE 

HAS SEEN CONSIDERED* THE ANALYSES HAVE REMAINED SUPERFICIAL, FOR THET 

HAVE RARELY mUE BEYOND THE POINT OF STAT IMS SIMPLY THAT THERE I S A 

TREND FROM ONE POLAR TYPE TO ANOTHER POLAR TYPE OF SOCIETY* T H I S , OF 

^ S E E ALFRED tonw TEHEAD. Mimm AND THE mmm mw,n* PP. 1?4-
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COURSIfNeOLECTS THE ©ASIC PROBLEM OF CHANGES WHAT CAUSES A SOCIETY TO 

CHANGE l» A PARTICULAR DIRECTION? 0MLY A FEW OF THE THEORISTS HAVE 

FACED THE QUESTION S^UARELYS UARX AWB WOROAM HAVE FORMULATED A TECH-

NOTOGIOAL THEORY* TONNIES AND DURKHEIM HAVE OTFEREO OTHER THEORIES, FOR 

THE MOST PART UNACCEPTABLE* U08T OF THE OTHERS HAVE NOT CONSIDERED THE 

QUESTION EXPLICITLY* 

T»6 0®€ OF A SOCIETAL DICHOTOMY AS A FRAME OF REFERENCE IN ANALYZING 

SOCIAL CHANGE HAS THE FURTHER DIFFICULTY OF FOCUSING ATTENTION ON THE 

OREAH, HETERO«E«EOUS TYPE OF SOCIETY AS THE EXCLUSIVE SOURCE OF SOCIAL 

OHAMUU ACTUALLY SOCIAL CHANGE HAS RESULTED WHENEVER DIFFERENT CULTURES 

HAVE COME INTO CONTACT, AND SIMM 6lft.T«i CONTACT HAS FREQUENTLY TAKEN 

PLACE AMOMS HOMOGENEOUS, FOLK SOCIETIES* AS NUMEROUS STUDIES OF DIFFUSION 

OF CULTURE TRAITS HAVE SHOWN, I? IS APPARENT THAT NOT ALL SOCIAL CMANSE 

INVOLVES PROGRESSION. U«IE, IN CONSIDERING REBFIELB*© 

CONCLUSIONS, REMARKS THAT CULTURE CHANGE MAY JUST AS EASILY TAKE THE 

FORI* OF INCREASING OR DECREASING HETEROGENEITY OF CULTURAL ELEMENTS WITH-

OUT CHANCING THE SASIC NATURE OF THE CULTURE? *. . * THE INCORPORATION 

OF SPANISH RURAL ELEMENTS SUCH AS THE #*©•» OXEN* PLANTS, AMD MANY FOLK 

BELIEFS, ma NOT MAKE TlPOZTUIfl MORE URBAN, BUT RATHER SAVE IT A MORE 

VARIES RURAL CULTURE* 
*3© 

TilE NEGLECT OF THE CAUSES OF SOCIAL PHENOMENA BY THE BICHOTOMOUS 

THEORIES IS PERHAPS MOST CLEARLY REVEALED IN THE FAILURE TO DISCOVER 

THF DYNAMICS OF WARM, INTIMATE, SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS. USUALLY THE 

THEORIST MERELY STATES THAT SUCH RELATIONSHIPS GROW "SPONTANEOUSLY* OUT 

3QUT*I«, £P. C M - P» 433. SEE ALSO OSCAR IEWIS, *FT.©W CULTURE AND 
HOE CULTURE—"A STUDY IN CONTRASTS,W RURAL SOCIOLOGY. XJV (UUNE, 19^9}* 
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OF THE FAQE-TO-fACE RELAriONSHIP3 Of THE PRIMARY GROUP, At THOUGH IT 18 

TRUE THAT THESE RELATIONSHIPS AHE USUALLY FOWKC IK CONHECTIOH *ITH PRIMARY 

GROUPS* THIS IS BY MO MEA&S THE CASE »JTM REFERENCE TO PATRIOTISM. 

PATRIOTISM i t* ITS INTENSE FORMS i s CLOSELY SIMILAR TO OTHER INTIMATE 

HUU PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS, BUST IT OBVIOUSLY DOES MOT ARISE SPONTANEOUSLY 

OUT OR THE FACS-TO^ASE CONTACTS OF EACH PEROTS 81TH EVSRY OTHER PERSON 

tn A NATION. THE PHENOMENON o r PATRIOTISM REMAINS UNRECONCILED WITH THE 

THEORY OR THE PRIMARY GROUP, AND IT WILL REMAIN 80 UNTIL TH£ 3001 At. 

P8Y0H0L0GICAL PROCESSES 1NV0LYEB IN ALL WARM, INTIMATE RELATI0N8HI PS ARC 

BTSCOVEREU. THEORIES OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPOLOGIES WAVE TENBEB TO LIMIT 

ATTENTION TO FORMAL CATEGORIES RATHER THAU T# ENCOURAGE INVESTIGATION 

OF PR0CES8E3 UNBERLYINS THE FORMS# 

ANOTHER METHODOLOGICAL ERROR H A M BY SOME OF THE THEORISTS W O 

HAVE ATTEMPTIB TO APPLY BICHOTOMOUS TYPES IN EMPIRICAL STUBIES DERI YES 

FROM AM UfWARHAfiTEB ASSUMPTION ©F THE HOMOGENEITY OF A PRIMITIVE* FOLK 

SOCIETY, ACSGRUIMG TO THE PRECONCEIVED DIOHOTOMOUS SYSTEM, THE SOCIETY 

BEING STUBIgB I@ SUPPOSES TO SE HOMOGENEOUS, AM3 THE FIELD WORKER ASSUMES 

THAT IT IS. AS A RESULT, THE FIELD WORKER IS LIKELY TO USE WILY A FE# 

INFORMANTS SINCE HE BELIEVES THAT HE 18 LIKELY TO SET THE SAME PICTURE 

FROM OTHERS IN SUCH A HOMOGENEOUS CULTURE* ACTUALLY EVEN THE SIMPLEST 

PRIMITIVE SOCIETY IS NONE TOO HOMOGENEOUS, ANO BESIDES IT 18 HARJ3CY 

ACCEPTABLE SCIENTIFIC PROCEOURE TO ASSUME M0M08ENEITV WITHOUT VERIFYIIS 

IT &IPIRI6ALLY* TUMIM HAS COMMENTED UPON THE SURPRISING Q£GRE£ OF 

HETEROGENEITY TO M FOVNS IN PEASANT COMMUNITIES IN GUATEMALA* 

IF MAKES CONSIDERABLE DIFFERENCE TO THE OBSERVER WHETHER ME VIE*# 
THE SITUATION THROUGH THE EYES OF A YOUNG MAM OR AM OLB MAW, A 



TFL 

FATHER OR A SON, * MOTHER OR A BAUSHTER* ONE DOES MOT GET THE AMIS 
PICTURE FROM mt RANDOMLY SELEOTED INDIVIDUAL §« THE COMMUNITY#-5* 

ONE REASON FOR THE RADICALLY DIFFERENT CONCLUSIONS OF REBFIELD ANB LEWIS 

ABOUT TEFOZTLAN WAT STEM FROM THE FAOT THAT REDFIELB USED ABOUT SIX 

INFORMANTS 9HEREAS LEWIS USED BELL OVER ONE HUNDRED.^2 

A COMMON PRACTICE OF THE 0ICHOTOMOUS THEORISTS IS IMS USE OF 

CONCRETE ANO RECOGMIZED DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TWO SOCIETIES TO LIMB 

CREDENCE TO THE OTHER SUPPOSED DIFFERENCES# THIS PRACTICE SMACKS OF 

SOPHISTRY, FOR ONE MAY SUSPECT THAT THE AUTHOR REASONS THU85 WLF I 

CAN CONVINCE THE READER ON THIS POINT, PERHAPS HE WILL NOT DEMAND 

RIGOROUS PROOFS OF THE OTHER CRUCIAL POINTS, WHICH I BELIEVE TO @1 TRUE 

3UT FOR WHICH I HAVE NO CONCRETE SUPPORTINS EVIDENCE." USUALLY SUCH 

PROCEDURE I® MOTRINS MORE THAN ISNQRATIO ELENOH» THAT IS, THE ATTEMPT 

TO KIN A POINT 0Y PROVINS A POINT NOT IN DISPUTE* LOQMIS AND BEEOLE, 

FOR EXAMPLE, DISCUSS RURAL-URBAN BIRTH RATE DIFFERENTIALS IN AN ATTEMPT 

TO LEND SUPPORT TO OTHER ASSUME® DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE FAMILISTIO 

G£Y£l,M3CHAFT SOCIETY AND THE CONTRACTUAL OSSELLSCHAFT. ftotNTMM OUT 

THAT URBAN BIRTH RATES ARE LOWER THAN RURAL BIRTH RATES, THEY MAINTAIN 

THAT THIS PROVE® THAT RURAL SOCIETY IS CHARACTERIZED BY EMOTIONAL 

ACTIVITY AMD URBAN SOCIETY BY RATIONAL, PLANNED ACTIVITY! "THE EXTENT 

OF 8IRTH CONTROL IS USED HERE AS AN INDEX TO RANK THE FAMILY SYSTEMS ON 

THE CONTINUUMS ACTIVITY INFLUENCE© BY EMOTION VERSUS RATIONAL, PLANNED 

AOTIVITY»*33 THE BIRTH DIFFERENTIALS ARE, OF COURSE, INDISPUTABLE, SUT 

3%ELV*N TUMIN, "THE DYNAMICS OF CULTURAL DISCONTINUITY IN A 

PEASANT SOCIETY," SOCIAL FORCES, M I X 1950)# W U 

3AJUWI«, LIFE IN A MEXICAN VILLASCT TEPOITLAN RESTUDIED. P. 431* 

33CHARLES P. LOOMIS AND U. ALLAN BEIQLE, RURAL SOCIAL SYSTEMS., P* 73. 



IT IS DOUBTFUL WHETHER THIS IS ENOUGH EVIDENCE TO LEAD TO THE MORI 

GENERAL CONCLUSION CONCERNING THE DEGREE OF RAT IONALITY* In THEIR ZEALOUS 

ATTEMPT TO CONTRAST URBAN WIS RURAL WAYS OF LIFE, lOOMlS AND SEEGLE ALSO 

OVERLOOK THE FACT THAT THE LOVER-CLASS URBAN POPULATION HAS A HISHER 

BIRTH RATE THAW THE MIDDLE-CLASS RURAL POPULATION* USING THEIR OONTINUUM, 

THIS WOULD PLACE A PART OF URBAN SOOtETY ON THE MM. RESERVED FOR RURAL 

SOCIETY MtS Vlfi VERSA* 

ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF THE USE OF CONCRETE SOCIETAL DIFFERENCES TO 

SUPPORT MORE GENERAL CONCLUSIONS MAY 8E SEEN IN THE PRACTICE OF RURAL 

SOCIOLOGISTS OF USING DtVOHi* RATES TO "PROVE* THAT FAMILY SOLIDARITY IS 

GREATER IN RURAL, HOMOGENEOUS MOIETIES THAN IN INDUSTRIAL, URBAN 

HETEROGENEOUS SOCIETIES* DIVORCE RATE* ARE TAKEN TO HE AN INDEX TO THE 

BREAKDOWN OF SOLIDARITY AND THE DISORGANIZATION OF THE FAMILY. THUS 

LOOMFTT AND 3EEGLE STATE THAT "AS GOOD AN INDEX A3 AMY OF SOLIDARY RELA-

TIONS IN THE FAMILY 18 THE EXTENT TO «N>ON THE FAMILY IS SROKEN, SY 

DIVORCE, DESERTION, OR FACTORS OTHER THAN DEATH#**^ T«E EVIDENCE, THE? 

POINT OUT, INDICATES THAT THE FARM FAMILIES HAVE THE LOWEST RATES OF 

DISRUPTION DUE TO OTHER THAN PHYSICAL CAUSES, AND THE URSAN FAMILIES HAVE 

THE HIGHEST RATE®, ALTHOUGH THEY ADMIT THE LACK OF AN ACCURATE STATIS" 

TICAL INDEX OF DISRUPTION. INDEED, LOOMIS AND BfiEGLE RELY UPON "PERSONAL 

KNOWLEDGE AND UUDGMENT** TO PLACE SIX TYPES OF FAMILIES ALONG A SOLIDARY-

ANT AGONISTIC COMT iNUUM .35 DISREGARDING THIS HIGHLY QUESTIONABLE PRACTICE, 

IT APPEARS THAT TOOMIS AND BEEGLE—AND MANY OTHER THEORISTS—MAKE THE 

FOLLOWING ASSUMPTIONS (%) DIVORCE OR FAMILY DISRUPTION RATES ARE AM 

AOOURATE INDEX OF SOLIDARITY, (2) DIVORCE IS IDENTIFIED WITH FAMILY 

P. 7©» 35|GTP« # p» 71, 
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DISORGANIZATION AND DEMORALIZATION AMD AS SUCH IS CONSIDERED TO 8£ AN 

CVRt AND {3) FAMILY DISRUPTION IS CORRELATED WITH IWOREASINS URBANIZA-

TION A M HETEROGENEITY# 

N THE UNITED ST ATI 8 IT IS UNDOUBTEDLY TRUE THAT DIVORCE RATES ARE 

HIGHER IN URBAN THAW IN RURAL AREAS, BUT THE CONCLUSION WHICH HAVE 

BEEN DRAWN ON THIS FACTUAL BASE APPEAR TO BE FALLACIOUS* FtftST* THE 

CONCLUSION THAT THE MERE LACK OF DIVORCE OR INSERTION INDICATES THE 

PRESENCE OF SOLIDARITY SHOWS AN ASTONISHING LACK OF UNDERSTANDING-Or 

THE FOReiS which hold families together. To be sswi solidarity, a 

COMMUNITY Of FEELING AND INTEREST ©ROWINS OUT OF MUTUAL FBENTIFICATION, 

IS IMPORTANT, BUT IT IS ONLY ONI ©F MANY FACTORS OPERATING TO GIVE 

COHESION* EXTERNAL FORCES* SUCH AS ECONOMIC NECESSITY, THE PRESSURE OF 

C M T E OPINION, AND THE INFLEXIBILITY OF THE LAVS HAY KEEP THE FAMILY 

INTACT l«C THE ABSENCE OF SOLIDARITY FROM WITHIN* IF STABILITY OF RELA-

TIONSHIPS IN A GROW IS TAKEN AS THE CRITERION OF SOLIDARITY, IT W0UL9 

APPEAR THAT THE FEDERAL PRISON AT AlCATRAZ IS CHARACTER I ZED BY A NitN 

DFSREE OF SOLIDARITY* ?HfS, OF COURSE, IS NOT TRUE# FOR COHESION EXISTS 

ONLY BECAUSE IT «S EXTERNALLY IMPOSED? "EXTERNALLY IMPOSED SOLIDARITY" 

IB A CONTRADICTION IN TERMS* IT IS PRECISELY IN THE CITIES «N®FIE THE 

EXTERNAL COHESIVE FORCES ARE AT A MINIMUM, AND THEREFORE DIVORCE RATES 

ARE HIGH IN THE CITIES, SWT THERE IS ALB© A HIGH PROPORTION OF REMARRIAGES 

AMONG THE DIVORCES. IN THE RURAL AREAS WHERE THE FAMILY HAS RETAIN®® 

MANY OF ITS ECONOMIC AMD EDUCATIONAL FUNCTIONS, DIVORCE IS LESS POSSIBLE 

BECAUSE OF EXTERNAL FACTORS* IT SHOULD Si NOTED, HOWEVER, THAT DIVORCE 

RATES ARE COMPARATIVELY LOW ALSO FOR UBSAN MIDDLE ©LASS FAMILIES, FOR 

ECONOMIC FACTORS ARE PROBABLY MORE SIGNIFICANT THAN RURAL-URBAN RESIDENCE 
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rod THE QUEST!ON OF FAMILY STABILITY# QOODE MAS POINTED OUT THAT THERE 

IS AM *» • . INVERSE CORRELATION BETWEEN ECONOMIC STATUS AMD RATE Of 

DIVORCE*"^ IT It HIGHLY QUESTIONABLE, THEN, WHETHER THE RURAL FAMILY 

IS <H«AAeVS*t<KD 8V ©HEATER SOLIDARITY THAN THE UftftAN FAMILY. THE 

AVERAOE RURAL FAMILY PRO0A8LY POSSESSES OREAT&R STABILITY, SWT IT IT MOT 

POSSIBLE THAT THERE I® MORE HAPt*INlSS AND AFFECTION WITHIN THE **R8AF» 

FAMILY WHERE THERE 18 A POSSIBILITY OF RECTIFYING AM UNFORTUNATE MARRIAGE? 

A SIMILAR POINT OF VIEW IS EXPRESSED BY HlLL, WHO DEFENDS THE URBAN, 

CONJUGAL TYPE OF FAMILY! 

• » • THE ECONOMIC, EDUCATION, RECREATION, AND SOCIALIZATION 
FUNCTIONS HAVE UNQUESTIONABLY SEEN LOST IN SOME MEASURE TO OTHER 
INSTITUTIONS. % PREFER TO THINK OF THE LOUS OF FUNCTIONS IN THIS 
WAV* MUCH OF THE WEIGHT AND RESPONSIBILITY IS MOW OFF THE SHOULDERS 
OF THE FAMILY* LEAVING THAT INSTITUTIOH FREE TO IMPROVE ITS EFFEC-
TIVENESS IN THE SE6MENTS OF THESE FUNCTIONS WHICH ARE NOW LEFT# 
MOREOVER, THE FAMILY IS FREE TO IMPROVE ITS UNDISPUTED EXCELLENCE 
IN THE THREE AREAS IN WHICH THERE HAS BEEN RELATIVELY LITTLE SERIOUS 
COMPETITION! NAMELY, THE REPRODUCTIVE# THE CHILB-CARE, AND THE 
AFFECTIONAL* HERE THE FAMILY CONTINUES TO REIGN SUPREME AMD HERE 
IT MAY ASSUME EVER GREATER IMPORTANCE IN THE FUTURE S0CNE«3' 

T̂ IUS THE HE ©LINE IN THE NBMBfER OF FUNCTIONS OT INK FAMILY AMB THE 

RISING DIVORCE RATES IN URSAN, INDUSTRIAL SOCIETIES DO NOT NECESSARILY 

MEAN THE END OF THE FAMILY AS AN INSTITUTION# &3 &ENNETT AND TUMfK 

REMARK, A RISING DIVORCE RATE IS SIMPLY AN • INDICATION THAT THE 

TRADITIONAL TABOO ON DIVORCE HAS WEAKENED ALOttS WITH OTHER SEXUAL 

MORES* AND THAT MUTUAL ADJUSTMENT AND SUCCESSFUL LIVING TOGETHER ARE 

HELD TO SE MORE IMPORTANT THAN AVOIDANCE OF THE *SHAME* OF DtVORSE SY 

3^8ILLIAM %}• Goose, *EOONOMIC FACTORS AND MARITAL $TABILITY,11 
FTMERTOAN SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW. Ml (TLEC., 80J. 

^TREUSEN HIM,. *TKE FUTURE OF THE FAMILY." IWJVRRIASE AND THE FAMILY. 
EDITED SY REUSEN HILL AND HOWARD BECKER, PP. I S A " I 
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E M U THE THIRD ASSUMPTION WAT FAMILY STASH, I T ? BE GREASES AS 

URBANIZATION AW© IFTSBSTRTALINATION INCREASES I S BASED UPON A HIOHLY 

SELECTIVE STUDY OF SOCIETIES* I * MANY PRIMITIVE SOCIETIES WHICH ARC 

RELATIVELY ISOLATED AND HOMOGENEOUS DIVORCE RATES AR£ HISNER THAN THEY 

ARE IN burnt cm G J T I E S . fmm THE DOBUANS, FOR EXAMPLE, I T *S NORMAL 

FOR PERSONS TO 8E DIVORCED AT LEAST ONCE AND MORE OFTEN TWO OR THREE 

TIMES*, FORTUNE MAKES THE FOLLOWINS REPORTS 

I F - MAH*J7 MARRIAGE USUALLY S0ES ON THE ROCKS, AS DIVORCE FOLLOWS 
INFIDELITY* AMD FIDELITY I S VERY VERY RARE* TYPICALLY H I S VIFG 
WILL. COMMIT I M F P * WITH A VILLAGE "BROTHER,B ME WITH A VILLAS! 
" S I S T E R * * BOTH WILL REMARRY AFTER THEIR DIVORCE. . . . THE OLDEST 

OQBUAN IN MY MAIN GENEALOGY HAD HAB EtaHT SUCCESSIVE UAR8TA$C6» 
OWE OF THE Y0UMGE3T MEN IN THE GENEALOGY HAB HA® FOUR, Ottf OTHER 
YOUTH THREE* AND THIS 1 8 FAIRLY TYPICAL OF AN OVERWHELMIKG MAJORITY 
OF DOSUANS*?? 

METHOD IN WAONIST, 

MOST OF THE THEORIES OF DIOHOTOMOUS TTPES OF SOCIAL L I F E EXHIBIT 

A PRONOUNCED BIAS IN FAVOR OF ONE OF THE POLAR TYPES* 1V«C MAJORITY 

OF THE THEORISTS FAVOR THE TYPE OF SOCIAL L I F E FOUND IN THE FOLK, 

HOMOGENEOUS, OR QEMCTNACHAFT-LLKE SOCIETY, WTFREAS A FEWER NUMBER FAVOR 

THE OPPOSITE TYPE* BOTH ARE UNITED, H O O V E R , IN A FOKBAMEMTAL OPPOSITION 

TO MANY OF TH€ CHARACTERISTICS OF CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY* THE ARGUMENT® 

useu sv BOTH sines ARE BASICALLY MARXIAN IN THEIR CRITICISM or THE 

KXPLOITATION AND VICTIMIZATION OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE REDUCTION OF 

3%CNN*TT AND T W I N , OP* C I T * . P# 5 6 5 * THIS POINT OF VIEW HAS 
RECEIVED I T S CLEAREST STATEMENT IN 1ILLIAW J * GOODS, "EDUCATION FOR 
L»VQR®G»» MARRIASE AND FMIILY L I V I N G . X ( 1 9 4 7 ) , 3 5 - 3 6 . 

39FORTU«C, JGP* P I T * , P P . 2 7 7 , 9 * E»CN »N A TRIBE CHARACTERIZED SY 
MODERATION AND COOPERATION, SUCH AS THE Z U N I , DIVORCE MAY OCCUR WITH SOME 
FREQUENCY* S I S M M * BENEDICT, PATTERNS o r CULT W E , MEM TOR E D I T I O N , P* 6 7 * 



ALL SOCIAL RELATIONS TO AN IMPERSONAL CASH NEXUS IN CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY* 

TM1 ORIENTATION Of THE TWO ©ROUPS, HOWEVER, IS MARKEDLY 9IFFERENT. TO 

THOSE WHO LOOK WtTtt NOSTALGIA TO THE PAST, CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY APPEARS 

TO BE THE END RESULT OF THi INDUSTRIALIZATION PROCESS, THEY FEAR THAT 

FURTHER INDUSTRIALIZATION WILL BRIM© AN AGGRAVATION OF THE ABUSES ALREADY 

PRESENT, AN© THEREFORE THET CALL FOR A REVERSAL OF THE PROCESS AND A 

RETURN TO THE CONDITIONS OF THE PAST* TM« OTHER GROUP, INCLUDING MORGAN* 

MARX, TOMNIES, AND PERHAPS JURKHEIM, ALSO VIEW CAPITALISTIC SOCIETY AS 

THE RESULT OF INDUSTRIALIZATION AND THE GROWTH OF TECHNOLOGY, PIT THEY 

DO NOT REGARD IT AS THE ENS PRODUCT OF THE INDUSTRIALIZATION PROCESS# 

THEY BELIEVE THAT THE TROUBLE WITH MODERN SOCIETY IS NOT TOO MUCH 

INDUSTRIALIZATION WITH ALL ITS CONCOMITANTS, Stir RAWER TOO LITTLE* 

THEY ENVISION A SOCIETY OF THE FUTURE IN WHICH MEN WILL LIVE IN PEACE, 

GOVERNED BY RATIONALITY AMD SCIENCE, AND ENJOYING THE FRUITS OF ECONOMIC 

ABUNDANCE, THE PLEASURES OF WARM, PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS, AND THE 

OPPORTUNITIES FOR FULL 3ELF"DEVELOPMENT• WHETHER MODERN MAN SHOULD 

PURSUE A COURSE OF REACTION RETURNING TO MEDIEVALISM, AS SQROKIN ADVO* 

GATES, OR WHETHER HI WOULD FOLLOW THE "DICTATES OF TECHNOLOGY" IN AN 

ATTEMPT TO CREATE A BETTER INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY IN THE FUTURE, AS MARX 

ADVOCATED, IS A QUESTION WHICH INVOLVES A FUNDAMENTAL VALUE JUDGMENT* 

TWFI EMPHASIS UPON CULTURAL RELATIVISM IN SOCIAL THEORY TODAY AND THE 

M I ANT IF SOMEWHAT FUTILE ATTEMPTS OF UFMDSFRG AMD OTHERS TO MAKE 

SOCIOLOGY A "VALUE-FREE" DISCIPLINE SHOULD NOT 8E ALLOWED TO OSSCURE 

THE FACT THAT SCIENCE IS NOT NONPARTISAN* IT IS ALMOST A RHETORICAL 

QUESTION TO ASK WHETHER SCIENCE SUPPORTS THE DEVELOPMENT OF A SOCIETY 

IN WHICH IT HAS NO PLACE OR WHETHER IT SUPPORTS THE DEVELOPMENT OF A 
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SOCIETY IN WHICH IT OCCUPIES A PLACE OF CENTRAL It* PORT AMCC AND IN VHICH 

IT IS FREE TO CONTINUE TO DEVELOP. T? IS DIFFICULT TO RECONCILE THE 

CLAIMS OF MANY Of THE THEORISTS THAT THEY ARE PRACTITIONERS Of SCIENCE 

WITH TMEIH EXPLICIT OR IMPLICIT BIASES IN FAVOR OF STATIC FOLK SOCIETIES 

GOVERNED M IRRATIONAL TRADITION. SUCH BIASES ARE MORE APPROPRIATE TO 

AM AMOS OR A MLCAN, WHO DERIVES MIS INSPIRATION FROM THE BACHED TRADI-

TIONS OF THE PAST, THAN TO A SOCIAL SCIENTIST, WUQ PRESUMABLY REACHES 

Hit CONCLUSIONS ONLY AFTER CAREFUL* RATIONAL ANALYSIS OF THE EVIDENCE* 

A PHIME EXAMPLE OF MOW VALUE BIAS AGAINST URBANIZATION AND INDUS-

TRIALIZATION AFFECTS THE RESULTING ANALYSIS HAY BE SEEN IN TNE ALMOST 

INVARIABLE ASSOCIATION Of THE WORD «BISORGAN12ATION* WITH THE URBANIZA-

TION PROCESS* IT IS TRUE THAT URBANIZATION IS RELATED TO AN INCREASING 

HETEROGENEITY IN SOCIETY AND TO MANY FUNDAM£FITAL CHANGES IN IT, SOT TO 

| 
USE A YALUE-LSABED TERM LIKE #»ISORGANLZATI0N* TO DESCRIBE THE PROCESS 

MERELY BEGS THE QUESTION. TV<£ QUESTION 13 THIS# ARE THERE NOT DIFFERENT 

LEVELS OF ORGAWILATION FO« A SOCIETY AND IS WOT "REORGANIZATION* A MORE 
| 

APPROPRIATE DESIGNATION THAN *Dl8QR6ANIZATtON*f*> SROSS* W O HAS MADE 

A STOOY OF FOUR AMERICAN RURAL COMMUNITIES OF DIFFER IN© DEGREES OF 

CULTURAL ISOLATION, REMARKS THAT 

• • » WHEREAS IN REDFIELD'S SCHEME &. CERRITO IS CHARACTER!ZED 
BY A HIGH DEGREE OF ORGANIZATION* IT IS FURTHER POSSIBLE THAT THE 
TWO COMMUNITIES MAY BE MERELY ORGANIZED ©M DIFFERENT LEVEL3 OR 
PRINCIPLES* THUS, THE ARGUMENT COULD BE DEFENDED THAT WHEREAS 
THE BASIS OF SOCIAL ORGANIZATION IK £T CERRITO IS AN INSISTENCE 

^®BHS POINT IS DERIVES FROM THE WORK OF THOMAS AND ZNAMIECKIS "SOCIAL 
STABILITY IS SOT A PROCESS OF CONTINUALLY REORGANIZING A CONTINUALLY DIS-
ORGANIZING PLURALITY PATTERN. • . • THE STABILITY OF ©ROUP INSTITUTIONS IB 
THUS 3IMPLY A DYNAMIC EQUILIBRIUM PROCESS OF DISORGANIZATION AND REORGANIZA-
TION." C»* U THOMAS AND FLORIAM ZNANIECKI, JFE ,FEJFAJJ. J & 

Ms. m*m*1129-1130.) 



BY THE COMMUNITY THAT ALL VILLAGERS W S ! W W M M t t l TO THE SAME SET 
OF NORMS* LU tifcEATVlLLE THE MIL® OF SOCIAL ORGANIZATION 18 AN 
IMPLICIT AGREEMENT AMONG COMMUNITY MEMBERS TO ALLOW BLTTWILAFT M 

VALUES mm NORMS TO OPERATE WITHIN THE LOCAL WCS o r RELATIONSHIPS,41 

THAT A HETEROGENEOUS SOCIETY IS NOT NECESSARILY A DI80RGANIZED OR UNPLEA-

SANT OWE HAS BEEN POINTED OUT BY MGAB« $H£ CRITICIZES THOSE WHO SEEK 

TO RETURN TO A MORE HOMOGENEOUS TYPE OF SOCIETY AND CALLS FOR AM 

"EDUCATION FOR CHOICE"* 

• * * WE MUST TURN ALL OF OUR EDUCATIONAL EFFORTS TO TRAINING 
OUR CHILDREN FOR THE CHOICES WHICH WILL CONFRONT THEM. EDUCA-
TION# IM THE HOME EVEN MORE THAN AT SCHOOL# INSTEAD OF BEING A 
SPECIAL PLEADING FOR ONE REGIME* A DESPERATE ATTEMPT TO FORM ONE 
PARTICULAR HABIT OF MIND WHICH 5*ILL WITHSTAND ALL OUTSIDE IN-
FLUENCES, MU8T BE A PREPARATION FOR THOSE VERY INFLUENCES* * • * 
THE CHILDREN MUST BE TAUGHT NO* TO THINK* NOT WHAT TO THINK* . . • 
UNHAMPERED BY PREJUDICES, UNVEXED BY TOO EARLY CONDITIONING TO 
ANY ONE STANDARD. THEY MUST COME CLEAR-EYED TO THE CHOICES WHICH 
LIE BEFORE THEM*42 

tN SOME OF THE THEORIES OF DICHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE, THE 

CITY IS HELD TO BE A DISORGANIZING INFLUENCE UPON RURAL# FOLK SOCIETY# 

AND THOSE WHO MIGRATE FROM RURAL TO URBAN AREAS ARE EXPECTED TO BECOME 

DISORGANIZED, T© ILLUSTRATE THE POINT RATES FOR UUVENILE DELINQUENCY* 

CRIME* MENTAL ILLNESS# ILLEGITIMACY AND OTHER INDICES OF PERSONAL DISOR-

GANIZATION ARE QUOTED TO SHOW THAT EAOM OF THESE HAS A HIGHER INCIDENCE 

IN URBAN AREAS* FRAZ1ER, FOR EXAMPLE# IN HIS STUDY OF THE AMERICAN 

NEGRO FAMILY COMMENTS THAT 

. • * SOCIAL AND WELFARE AGENCIES HAVE BEEN UNABLE TO STEM THE 
TIDE OF FAMILY DISORGANIZATION THAT HAS FOLLOWED AS A NATURAL 
CONSEQUENCE OF THE IMPACT OF MODERN CIVILIZATION UPON TME FOLK-
WAYS AND MORES OF A SIMPLE PEASANT FOLK* CVEM WFIGRO FAMILIES 
WITH TRADITIONS OT STABLE FAMILY LIFE HAVE NOT BEEN UNAFFECTED 

^WEAL GROSS* "CULTURAL VARIABLES IN RURAL COMMUNITIES," AMERICAN 
JOURNAL OF SOCIOLOGY. UIIIUARCN, M 8 ) , 

^%ARGA«ET FTTEAQ, COMING OF AGE IN SAMOA* MENTOR EDITION, P* 161* 



199 

BY THE SOCIAL AMD ECONOMIC FORCE® f« URBAN COMMUNITIES. FAMILY 
TKABITIOISS AM® 80CIAt DISTINCTIONS THAT HAD MEANING AHB SIGNI-
FICANCE IN THE RELATIVELY SIMPLE AND STABLE SOUTHERN OOMMttttf TIES 
HAVE LOST THEIR MEANING IN THE MEW WORLD OF THE MODE MM OITY.*3 

MORE SPECIFICALLY FRAZIER STATES THAT . THE CONSTANT FLOW OF SIMPLE 

PEASANT FOLK FROM RURAL DISTRICTS TO THE POVERTY AND DISORGANIZATION «F 

CITY SLUM© CONSTANTLY RE-CREATES THE PROBLEM OT UFTTFARRIES MOTHERHOOD."4* 

HE AMTTI, HOSEVER, W A T "ILLEGITIMACY, LIKE OTHER FORMS OF FAMILY 

DISORGANIZATION, TENDS TO BECOME SEGREGATES IN TH£ POORER SECTIONS OF 

THE I M M COMMUNITY LOCATED IM THE SL«M AREAS OF OUR CITIES.*^ ||| THIS 

LAST FAST THERE IS A HINT THAT TFRSAN MIGRATION IN ITSELF MAY NOT BE THE 

ORIICIAL ISSUE OOMCERNLNO PERSONAL DISORGANIZATION IN THE CITIES* IT 

SEEMS RATHER TO BE A QUESTION OF WHETHER THE IN-MIGRANT IS "INSULATES* 

AGAINST CERTAIN URBAN CONDITIONS SY WAY OF EDUCATION, SOCIAL CLASS POSI-

TION, WEALTH| AND 80 FORTH* THOSE WHO HAVE SUCH "INSOLATION* CAN AVOID 

MENIAL AOB3 AND SLUM HOUSING, AMD THEY HAVE LITTLE DIFFICULTY IM 

ADJUSTING TO URBAN LIFE. A POPULAR FIGURE IN AMERICAN LOSE IS THE FARM 

SOY WHO GOES TO THE 61TY AND MAKES GOODF A LARGE PERCENTAGE OF THE 

STABLE, HUFIOLE-CLASS PERSONS OF AMERICAN CITIES HAYS RURAL BACKGROUNDS. 

THUS URBANIZATION DOES NOT NECESSARILY BRING DISORGANIZATION IN THE 

FORM OF ILLEGITIMACY* DELINQUENCY, AND MENTAL ILLNESS. IT CAN JUST AS 

BELL SUING A REORGANIZATION OF LIFE ON A DIFFERENT LEVEL. BEORGAFCILZA-

?ION IS NOT LIMITED TO THE MIDDLE CLASSES, EITHER. FFTAZIER POINTS OUT 

THAT A NEGRO INDUSTRIAL PROLETARIAT IS GROWING UP IN AMERICAN SITICS 

WHICH IS PROVIDING A STABILITY TO FAMILY LIFE WHICH HAS NEVER SEEN 

% . FRANKLIN FRAZIER, THE NRBRO FAMILY IN THE IXITEP STATES. 
REVISED MID ABRIDGED EDITION, P» J64» 

P. 2&>, 26?» 
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PNPKMT BEFOREt % . * AS THt MESRO mmgft SI«WE3 AM INDUSTRIAL WORKER, 

»ic m®mm responsibility for the j m w r t of mis family mn acquires 

NEW AUTHORITY IN FAMILY RELAYIONS»*^ 

TW£ LOT ©F TMI MRS AN INDUSTRIAL WORKER TODAY I S WITHOUT D0U8T MUCH 

SITTER THAN MANY OF THE THEORISTS OF DlCHOTOMOUS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE 

WOULD LEAD ONI TO SfLtEVE* T»E¥ PRESENT A PICTURE OF EXPLOITATION, 

IMPERSONALITY, AMD SftUTALIZiNG REPETITIVE WORK ON AM ASSEMBLY LINE. fit 

#TWER H0RDS, THEY HAVE RETAINED TMI MARXIAN ORITICISMS ©F CAPITALISM IN 

THE NINETEENTH CENTURY* MARTINGALE AMD ftr&NACHESI REPRESENT THIS POINT 

OF VIEW* 

In a seculariicd society * * * a mm msr specialize or die* . * « 
A@ A FACTORY •U*B©»BRf; HE ASSUME© A MINUTE POSITION ON THE ASSEMBLY 
Lint* • • . The rest or his possible functions simply atrophy by 
DISUSE* * » * NO* WES HE RESPOND ANY LONGER TO HIS SOCIETY AS A 
WS4QLE**' 

MARTINHALE ASS ItWACHESI ARE RIGHT IN POINTING OUT THAT SPECIALISATION 

IS A CONOOUtTANT OF INDUSTRIALIZATION AND URSAMI ZAT ION, SWT THEIR 

IMPLIOATION THAT SPECIALIZATION RESULTS IN A DCHUMANlZATfON OF THE 

SS0RKER AMD FORCES HIM INTO THE ROLE OF AN IMPERSONAL TOOL MAY BE QUES-

TIONED. iN THE FIRST PLACE, SPECIALIZATION AND I NWS TRIAL I EAT I ON ARE 

ORDINARILY ACCOMPANIED BY THE GROWTH OF LASOft UNIONS WHICH ARE A8LE TO 

FORCE MANAGEMENT TO IMPROVE WORKING CONDITIONS, REDUCE HOURS, AND RAISE 

WAGES* AS A RESULT THE WORKERS IN THE MORE ADVANCED INDUSTRIAL COUNTRIES 

OF THE WORLD TODAY EMUOY A RELATIVELY HIGH STANDARD OF LIVING AND HAVE AN 

UNPRECEDENTED OPPORTUNITY FOR PERSONAL DEVELOPMENT* lU THE SECOND PLACE, 

^i£l£., B. 355. 

^DON liARTINDALE AND a i o B* MONACHESl, ELEMENTS OF SOCIOLOGY, 

r* 3^3 • 
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LIFE III THE FAOTORY SITUATION IS MOT NECESSARILY IMPERSONAL WITH EACH 

WORKER PERFORMING AS A 60S IN A MA CM IMS* REGENT STUDIES III INDUSTRIAL 

SOCIOLOGY HAVE EMPHASIZED THE PRESENCE Of INFORMAL SOCIAL QROUPS WHISH 

mm tip SPONTANEOUSLY AMONG INDUSTRIAL WORKERS. INDUSTRIAL SOCIOLOGISTS 

HAWE MAINTAINED W A T TME ATTITUDES OF THE WORKERS TOWARD THEIR WORK ARG 

IN LARGE PART DETERMINED BY THE PERSONAL RELATIONS WITHIN THESE PRIMARY 

QROUPS. THUS, IN UAYO*S FAMOUS HAWTHORN! STUDY IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT 

EVEN SUCH A PROSAIC AMD MONOTONOUS TASK AS ASSEMBLING TELEPHONE RELAYS 

mmimtm or ABOUT FORTY PARTS AT THE RATE OF ONE A MINUTE COULD BE m 

INTERESTINO AMD MEANINGFUL ACTIVITY. SIX GIRLS WHO ASSEMBLED THE RELAYS 

WERE OBSERVED TO DISCOVER NOW DIFFERENT WORK!MS CONDITIONS AFFECTED 

PRODUCTION* SUT IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT WORKINS CONDITIONS HAD LESS 

EFFECT «MI PRODUCTION THAN TME QUALITY OF PERSONAL RELATIONS WITHIN THE 

WORK OROU!»« MILLER AND FORM SUMMARIZE THE RESULTS* 

8Y ASKING THEIR HELl* AND COOPERATION, W E INVEST ISA TORS HAD MADE 
TUB STRLS FEEL IMPORTANT* TMEIR WHOLE ATTITUDE HAD CNANSgD 
FROM THAT OF SEPARATE COGS IN A MACHINE TO THAT OF A CONGENIAL 
6R0UP TRYIMG TO HELP THE COMPANY SOLVE A PROBLEM. TVlEY HAD FOUND 
STABILITY, A Pi.ACE WHERE TMFY SELONOED, AND WORK WHOSE PURPOSE THEY 
COULD CLEARLY SEE. • • » THCY WORKIB AS A TEAM, HELPING EACH OTHER, 
MAKING IIP EACH OTHER*S WORK WHEN ONE OF THE SROuP WAS NOT FEELINS 
WILL# 0IVIN6 PARTIES FOR ONI ANOTHER OUTSIDE THE FACTORY# TWEV 
SQUABBLED A SIT 30T UNDERNEATH THEY WERE MEMBERS OF THE SAME SANS. 
THEY HAD FOUND HERE SOME OF THE CLAN UNIXY WHICH THE MACHINE AGE 

HAD STRIPPED AWAY FROM SO MANY WORKERS#'*® 

THE MAYO STUDY DEMONSTRATES CONVINCINGLY THAT IMPERSONAL IZATION OF 

RELATIONSHIPS AND THE LOSS OF MEANINGFUL ACTIVITY FOR THE WORKER 19 MOT 

AN INEVITABLE RESULT OF INDUSTRIALIZATION. IT IS ALSO PROBABLY TRUE 

*®DELBERT C* KILLER AND «ILLIAM H. FORM, INDUSTRIAL SOCIOLOGY. 
P# 6* 
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THAT THE CONDITIONS OF *OFTK IN PRIMITIVE AMD FOLK SOCIETIES HAVE BEEN 

FBEALITEB AND THAT THEY A M NOT A® *«EA»IN6F«L* AMD ENJOYABLE AS THEV 

M M BEEN PICTURED T® 

CORRESPONDS® T© TME NE6LECT OF PRIMARY RELATIONS IN THE INDUSTRIAL 

SITUATION, THERE NAB BEEN A GENERAL MINIMIZATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF 

INTIMATE PERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS IN OSS AN, HETEROQEMIOUS SOCIETY* 

ISARTTNDALE AMD IIONAOHESI, FOR EXAMPLE, REMARK THAT IN THE URBAN TYPE 

OF SOCIETY TME WARM INTIMACY OF SMALL ©ROUPS TENDS TO J3ISAPPEAR# AND 

THEY MAKE REFERENCE TO THE HOME AO NOTHING MORE THAN •. . . AN OVERNIGHT 

HOTEL AND LUNCH HOCM#*^ IT IS TRUE THAT »M THE CITY THERE ARE MAN* 

MORE SOCIAL CONTACTS THAN <N THE COUNTRY Oft IN FOLK SOCIETIES, AND IT 18 

ALSO TRUE THAT MOST OF THESE CONTACTS ARE BRIEF, SUPERFICTAL» AND PER-

FUNCTORY. HIE NEED FOR INTIMATE ASSOCIATION HITH OTHERS FOR WEALTH* 

PERSONALITY DEVELOPMENT IS GENERALLY RECOONIZED, SOT THESE RELATIONSHIPS 

ARE PHOVFBFD PRIMARILY SY OME*S OWN FAMILY AN© BY CLOSE FRIENDSHIP 

ASSOCIATIONS, BOTH Of WHICH ARE AVAILABLE IN URBAN AS WELL ASM IN RURAL 

SOCIETY# AS HAS BEEN POINTED OUT ABOYE, THE URBAN FAMILY IS NOT 

INDISCRIM!NATELY L©S»NS ALL ITS FUNCTIONS AN© IS NOT IN DANCER OF 

BECOMING AN "OVERNIGHT HOTEL AND LUNCH ROOM," FOR IT APPARENTLY 13 

GROWING STRONGER IN ITS AFFECTIONAL FUNCTIONS# THERE IS, IN FACT,, 

SOME EVIDENCE THAT THE URBAN FAMILY IS MORE CONDUCIVE TO SOOD PERSON-

ALITY DEVELOPMENT THAN IS THE RURAL FAMILY# LANDIS, F(» EXAMPLE, IN 

A STUDY OF THE SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL ADJUSTMENTS OF COLLEGE GIRLS FOUND 

MELVILLE %J» MERSKQVITB, THE £CONOMIC LIFE or FTMMITIVS 
FEOPLES FOR A REALISTIC DESCRIPTION OF THE ARDUOUS WORK OF 80ME PRIMITIVE 

SOCIETIES* 

^JARTINDALE AND M0NACHE8I, J£P# ML** F* 3*3» 
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THAT TMg A&TFUSTMENT OF THOSE WITH URBAN 8ACKGR0UNBS WAS SUPERIOR TO THE 

k m m m m r or THE QIRUS WITH RURAL, BACKGROUNDS*^* THERE is ALSO m 

EVIDENCE THAT 01 TV PEOPLE HAVE FEWER CLOSE FRIENDS THAN RURAL PEOPLE. 

THERE IS A LIMIT ON THE AMOUNT OF TIME WHICH ONE CAN ®#EF# IN INTIMATE 

ASSOCIATION WITH OTHERS* AND IT 18 ABSURD TO SAT THAT A FARM VILLAQE 

OR A PRIMITIVE TRIBE, IF IT I® MADE UP OF MORE THAN A VERY FEW•PERSONS, 

00N8TITUTES A SIMPLE PRIMARY OROUP* WHAT IS MEANT WHEN SUCH A STATEMENT 

13 MADE APPARENTLY I® THAT EVgRYSQBY KMOWS EVERYBODY ELSE| W4ICM IN W N 

MEANS SIMPLY THAT EVERYBODY KNOWS EVERYBODY ELSE*3 NAME* IF IT CAME TO 

A CONTEST BETWEEN 61TY AMD COTFMTRY PERSONS TO SEE ®H© COULD RECALL THE 

MOST NAME® OF "FRIENDS** MOST OF TH* URFANTTES WOULD PROBABLY WIS BY A 

WIDE MAR&IN* SHOULD "PRIMARY GROUP RELATIONS* BE RESTRICTED TO REFER 

ONLY TO ASSOCIATIONS OF REAL INTIMACY* IT WOULD APPEAR THAT SOCK RELA-

TIONS ARE AS PREVALENT IN URBAN, INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY A3 IN RURAL OR FOLK 

SOCIETIES* T«E CITY 18 80 ORGANIZED THAT IT CAN PROVIDE FOR THE NON-

FAMILY PERSON TO A GREATER EXTENT THAN CAN RURAL SOCIETY, BUT IT MUST 

NOT BE ASSUMED THAT THE MOM-FAMILY PERSON IS THE TYPICAL 'URBAN PERSON* 

IN THE CITY AS WELL AS IN THE COUNTRY FAMILY OROANIZATION IS STRONG* 

£VEN IN THE BASE OF NOMHFAMILY PERSONS IN THE CITY THERE IS MORE OF AN 

OPPORTUNITY FOR CLOSE FRIENDSHIP ASSOCIATIONS WITH OTHER NON-FAMILY 

PERSONS'THAN IN RURAL AREAS* 

CUBER MINIMIZE® THE DIFFERENCES IN SOCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN URBAN 

AND RURAL SOCIETIES* EXCEPT THAT IN CITIES THERE IS IN ADDITION TO THE 

BASIC FAMILY AND FRIENDSHIP RELATIONSHIPS A OREATER VARIETY OF OTHER 

5* PAUL A« L A M M S , "J^RSOMALITY BIFFERENCES OF GIRLS FROM FARM, TOWN* 
AND CITY," RURAL SooiQLoav. XIV (MARCH* 19*9)# t 0 * 
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RELATIONSHIPS WHICH ONE mr ENTER INTOI 

FOR THE "ORDINARY PERSON* . « . WHO LIVES A*O WORKS IW THE 

LARGE ©ITY, URBAN LIVING MEANS MERELY THAT HE MUST LEARN A NUMBER 
or SPEOIALIIEB TEO!4M|QU£S REQUIRED F08 SUCCESSFUL WSSAU LIVI&S, 
LIKE LEARNING THE FOLKWAYS OF SUBWAY TRAVEL, M l US MORE CAUTIOUS 
ABOUT EXPLOITATION* LEARNINFI THS MORE FORMAL AND SUPERFICIAL "LIME1* 
or CASUAL CONVERSATION, AMD OTHER FOLKWAYS ALL ©F WHICH MAKE HO 
FUNDAMENTAL DIFFERENCE IN THE IMPORTANT AFFAIRS OF LIFE ANYWAY* 
TWE PRESENT-DAY DWELLERS OF 0ITIE8 HAVE LARGELY SEEN RECRUITED FROM 
THE AURAL AREAS IN THE UNITED STATES*. WHICH AREA* HAVE ALWAYS 
CREATED A SURPLUS OF POPULATION FROM SHICH CITY DWELLERS COME. ©N 
THE tfHOLE THESE PERSONS OF RURAL ORIGIN AUWUST SOON AMD EASILY 
TO THE NEW DEMANDS OF URBAN LIFE* » . « It SEEMS THAT 30 FAR AS OUR 
PRESEMT KMOWLEBQI GOE8, THE CHIEF SIGNIFICANCE OF THE 01 TV TO 
PERSONALITY LIES IN THE SWEATER OPPORTUNITIES FOR PARTICIPATION 
IN THE MORE SPECIALIZES AND IMaiVIOUALISTIC SR0UP8 IF ONE SO 

CUBER IS ONE OF THE FEW SOCIOLOGISTS TO DCFEWD THE CITY FROM THE CHAROES 

DIRECTED ACAtNST IT 8Y MANY THEORISTS OF 0ICHOTQMOUS TYPE® OF SOCIAL 

LING. ML ADMITS THAT CITIES AS THEY EXIST TODAY HAVE MANY UNDESIRABLE 

CHARACTERISTICS, BUT HE DOES NOT BELIEVE THAT THESE CHARACTERISTICS ARE 

INEVITABLY CONNECTED WITH URBAN LIFE* "THEY ARE NO MORE INHERENT IN 

THE NATURE OF CITY LIFE THAN OUTDOOR TOILETS AMD FOLK SUPERSTITIONS 

ARE INHERENT IN RURAL LIFE#*^ 

CONCLUSION 

BECAUSE or THE GREAT VARIETY OF DISHOTOMOU# THEORIES CONSIDERED 

IN THIS THESIS, IT IS DIFFICULT TO DRAW CONCLUSIONS WHICH APPLY TO 

EACH OF THEM* THERE ARE THREE SENERAL CONCLUSIONS, HOWEVER, WHICH ARC 

APPLICABLE TO MOST OT THE THEORIES* FTRST, THE USE OF DICHOTOMOTTS TYPES 

OF SOCIAL LIFE AS A FRAME OF REFERENCE RESULTS IN AH ARTIFIOIALLY 

52JOMN F. CUBER, SOCIOLOOYI A SYNOPSIS OF PRINCIPLES* SECOND 

EDITION, PP. 39-^395* *" 

396. 
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SIMPLIFIED VERSION OF THE P"ACTY, IN STORTCD BY A HICH DECREE OF SELECTI-

VITY IN SUPPORTING »AT&« FUTWER THAW «TVINTT A TRUE PICTURE OF CULTURAL 

JLFFEREKGES QF VARIOUS SOCIETIES, THE DICHOTOMIES TEMS TO OBSCURE 81©-

NIPICANT DIFFERENCES AMONS SOCIETIES. THE PRACTICE, OF CONSTRUCTIN& 

DJCHOT0MOOS SOCIETAL TYPES 18 ANALOGOUS TO &TATiNO THAT THERE ARE TWO 

DIFFERENT TYPES OF BO®3» THOSE WHICH WEAR COLLARS AJIU THOSE SHI CM » MOT. 

OSVIGUSLY SUCH A DIVISION QF BOSS TELLS ONE NOTHING AS0UT THE MQFT£ 

IMPORTANT DTFF£R£NCES PSRTAINIHG TO BREED, SIZE, COLOR, AFTU SO FORTH. 

SIMILARLY »LCHOTOMQUS TYPE 8 QF SOCIETY O©SCORE AS MUCH AS THEY REVEAL* 

AND THEY CONSEQUENTLY ARE OF LITTLE VALUE AS SUIDES FOR RESEARCH. THE 

PRINCIPAL DIFFICULTY VITH MOST OF THE DICHOTOMIES IS THAT THEY ARC 

SOCIETAL DICHOTOMIES BASED UPOW LINKED OR IMTCRFIEPE'MISEMT VARIABLES. 

COKSEQUEKTLY THE POSSIBILITY THAT THERE MAY SE VARIOUS COMBINATIONS OF 

T«€ VARIABLES IS RULED OUT FROM THE START. IT APPEARS THAT RESEARCH 

W3WLU SE MORE FRUITFUL IF THE ATTEMPT TO FIN© POLAR TYPES OF SOCIETIES 

WERE ABANDONED IN FAVOR OF THE INVESTIGATION OF PARTICULAR VARIABLES ON 

A COMPARATIVE OR AH INTENSIVE BASIS. TFCUS IT WOULD 81 HECESSARY TO 

STUDY SUCH QUESTIONS AS WIAT PROCUOES IMPERSONALITY IN SOCIAL RELATIONS 

RATHER THAN TO ASSUME THAT IMPERSONALI TV IS A VARIABLE LINKED TO 

INDUSTRIALIZATION, URBANIZATION, AND SECULAR!2ATION IN A PARTICULAR 

SOCIETAL CONFIGURATION* 

SECOND, THE METHODOLOGICAL PRACTICES OF MANY OF THE THEORISTS 

CONSIDERED IN THIS THESIS ARE HIGHLY QUESTIONABLE* SOME OF THE 

THEORISTS, EVEN MANY OF THOSE «NO CLAIM TO SE USINS THE IDEAL TYPICAL 

METHOD, m m TO USE THE POLAR TYPES AS CLASSIFICATORY DEVICES FOR 

COWCRETE CASES* IU DOTNQ SO, THE "NEGATIVE UTILITY* OF THE IDEAL TYPES 
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FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF SOCIAL CHANGE IS LOST AMD AN INORDINATE IMPMATTS 

13 PLACED IIPOM MERE TAXONOMY* TO THE EXTENT THAT SOCIOLOGY AMD ANTHRO-

POLOGY REMAIN ON A TAXONONIC LEVEL WITHOUT INVESTIGATING UNDERLYING 

DYNAMIC PROCESSES, TO THE SANE EXTENT WILL THEY 8£ PREVENTED FROM TAKING 

THEIR PLACES AMONG THE MORE FIRMLY ESTABLISHES SCIENCES* 

THIRD, THE THEORIES OF MOST OF THE SOCIOLOGISTS AND ANTHROPOLOGISTS 

CONSIDERED IN THIS THESIS ARE OTSTORTEB 8Y A PRONOUNCED BIAS IN FAVOR OF 

THE RURAL, FOLK* PRIMITIVE, HOMOGENEOUS TYPES OF SOCIETY* BECAUSE OF 

DISSATISFACTION WITH MODERN, URBAN, HETEROGENEOUS SOCIETY, THERE IS IN 

MOST CASES AN IMPLICIT OR EXPLICIT OALL TO RETURN TO THE CONDITIONS Of 

THE PMJ+ IT IS CERTAINLY ONE OF THE TASKS OF SOCIAL SCIENCE TO DIS-

COVER AND STUDY THE ILLS OF MODERN, URBAN SOCIETY, BUT TO WISH FOR A 

RETURN TO THE PAST SEEMS TO BE INCONSISTENT WITH THE MATURE OF SCIENCE* 

THE VISION OF SAINT-SIMON AND DOMTE OF A SOIENCE TO GUISC MAN THROUGH A 

RFIORGANLIATION OF SOCIETY TO REMEDY SOCIAL EVILS IS A LEGITIMATE ASPI-

RATION FOR SOCIOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY* LL IS FROM THIS UTILITARIAN 

FUNCTION THAT THESE SCIENCES RECEIVE THEIR ULTIMATE JUSTIFICATION* 

THE CRITICAL NATURE OF THIS TMESIS SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO OBSCURE 

SOME OF THE POSITIVE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE VARIOUS THEORISTS DISCUSSED* 

MORGAN AND MARX FORMULATED THE BEGINNINGS OF A TECHNOLOGICAL THEORY OF 

SOCIAL CHANGE WHICH HOLDS PROMISE, ALTHOUGH IN NEITHER CASE IS THE 

THEORY OF CHANGE NECESSARILY TIED UP WITH THE DICMOTOMOUS FRAME OF 

REFERENCE* MANY OTHERS HAVE ALSO THROWN LIGHT ON SPECIFIC SUBJECTS IN 

CONNECTION WITH THEIR DICMOTOMOUS THEORIES, AS, FOR EXAMPLE, IN THE 

CASE OF REDFIELD*S DESCRIPTION OF THE FORMAL AND RITUALISTIC ASPECTS OF 

LIFE IN MEXICAN VILLAGES* SOME or THE DICHOTOMIES ALSO ARE HIGHLY USEFUL 
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WHEtt AlVLtCD OH THE LEVEL OF SPECIFIC OROUPS AMD RELATIONSHIPS RATHER 

THAN OH A SEWeRAL SOCIETAL LEVEL# THUS CQOLEY'S DISTINCTION OF PRiMAHY 

M ® SECONDARY TYPES Of GROUPS CONTRIBUTES TO THE UNDERSTANDINS Of GROUP 

PROCESSES* If THE DISTINCTION IS EXTENDED TO PRIMARY AND SfCONBARY 

types of aoc T et tee. - THE CONCEPT aeeontes Btstorted a»b its UTILITY IS 

LOST* WITH A Ft* EXCEPTIONS THE POSITIVE CONTRIBUTIONS HAVE SEEM MAI* 

NOT SO mm BECAUSE or THE DIC0GTOMOU8 FRAMES OF REFERENCE AS IN SPITE 

OF THEM* |T 18 ONLY REASONABLE TO EXPECT THAT EVEM GREATER CONTRIBU-

TIONS mULB HAVE BEEN MADE HAH THE THEORISTS WOT BEEN BOON© SY THE 

ARTIFICIAL LIMITS OF THEIR DlOHOTOMOIIS TYPOLOGIES. I» CONCLUSION, If 

APPEARS THAT THE USE OF 01CHOTOWOS TYPES OF SOCIAL LIFE A® A FRAME OF 

REFERENCE IN SOCIAL SCIENCE IS OF LESS VALUE THAN THE OSE OF MANY OTHER 

FRAMES OF REFERENCE. SOCIOLOGISTS AHB ANTHROPOLOGISTS MUST ADDRESS 

THEMSELVES TO THE TASK OF &AKIN6 SOCIAL THEORY A MORI USEFUL INSTRUMENT 

TOWARD THE SCIENTIFIC UNDERSTANDING OF 800IAL PHENOMENA# 
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