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I.

THE ORIGIN AND NATURE OF SOCIETY

The evoluétionary origin of man doubtless lies some-
where in the middle or late miocene. (1) It is commonly held,
and is doubtless true, that this remote mutant type of the
humen stock lived in groups. The requirements of reproduction,
defense, and food getting, according to Professor Ellwood, made
the life-process "essentially socisl from the start.” (2) Group
life was fundamentally a biological requirement. Hence, the
reproductive process comes to figure as the very foundation
of society or, again to quote Professor Ellwood, it is "the
keystone of the arch in general sociology." (3) It appears,
therefore, that the life-process was essentially social from
the start, because in at least the fundamental biologic
phases, the activities of individuals were necessarily co-

ordinated. On this purely biological level, then, society
first appears. (4)

But society developed with reference to subjective,
as well as objective, foci. . (5) So the long period of
infancy reacted upon the reproductive process to generate
sympathy. For, as stated by Professor Ross: "Those lacking

(1] Cf. H. F. Osborn, Men of the 0ld Stone Age, Chap. I.

(2) Cf, C. A. Ellwood, Sociology in its Psychological As-
pects, p. 125.

(3) Ibid., p. 128

(4) Cf, Professor Ellwood's statement that "Society is the

co-ordination of the activities of individuals.”
loc. cit. p. 146.

(5) C£, E. A. Ross, Fsundations of Sociology, p. 61.
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in this quality do not leave as many children as the self-
sacrificing, and so are crowded out and replaced.” (6)

The human species was thus forced into co-ordinated and har-
monious relationships in carrying on the life-process. Har-
monious adjustment between individuals was at a premium,

and in consequence gregarious instincts emerged (7) which
manifest themselves "as craving for the presence of others,
distress at being left alone, nostalgia after separation from
mates, and a capacity for social pleasure.” (8) To this
phase of human nature Professor Ross applies the term socia-
bility. (9) Add to these two elementary traits of human nature
the sense of justice (10) and resentment (11) and we have,
according to Professor Ross, the elements which "are compe-
tent, under favorable circumstances to work out by themselves
a true, natursl order, that is to say, an order without de-
sign or art." (12) This conception of the "natural order"

or primary phase of society, with slight modifications here
and there, 1is quite well received among those sociologists
who speak with authority in these premises. Professor Ell-
wood's view of the origin of society runs much to the same
effect. Starting with the purely objective requirements of
reproduction, defense and food getting, Professor Ellwood

finds that in the mediation of these (group) activities

Ibid., Social control, p. 7. (6)

(7) C£. Arthur Fairbanks, Introduction to Sociology, pp.88-89.
(8) C£. E. A. Ross, loc. eit., p. 1l4.

(9) Ibid., Chap. IlI.

(10) Ivid., p, 23.°

(11) Ivid., p. 37.

(12) Ibid., p. 41.
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consciousness appeared. Hence, mind is social in character,
because it developed as an instrument for carrying on group
life. (13) The reproductive process, however, is the funda-
mental basis of association. (14) Professor Ellwood occording-
1y finds the family relation to be the natural order or primary
phase of society. (15) The necessity of carrying on the re-
productive process in the family relation thus gave rise to
those sltruistic and sympathetic impulses which lie at the
root of man's social life. (16)

What comes into view, then, as the essential founda-
tion of human society is the emergence of & group-nature (17)
or social mind, (18) by which men are at once endowed with
the capacity to associate and are disposed to find pleasure
in the process.

Biologically, therefore, as concisely stated by
Professor Ellwood, society originates from the fact that "the
development of species and groups under similar biologic con-
ditions gives rise...... to sﬁch organic and mental similar-
ity that their individual units respond in like ways to like
stimuli; and that this organic similarity is undoubtedly the
fact that makes possible co-ordinated social activity." (19)

The purely biologic type of association ("animal
society") is so held to be the precursor of the human type.
(20) The primary phase of human society (21) thus appears as
the product of pre-human go-operative activity. This co-
operative activity, as before indicated, took effect primarily

in reproduction, but secondarily, also, in the process of

(13)Cf, C. A. Ellwood, loc. cit., p. 130.

(14)10c. cit., p. 128. (15) loe. cit., p. 129. (16) loe. eit.,
(17) C£. Charles H. Cooley, Social Organization, p. 135.

Chap. III. (18) C£. G. E. Vincent, The Social
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defense and food getting. So far, then, we are able to dis-
tinguish two types of co-operative (social) activity. The
first of these is characteristic of the animal period, in
which the reactions are mainly orgenic or instinctive. This
gives rise to the instinctive (enimal) type of society. The
second type appeared with the emergence of the "group mind"
and gave rise to the primary type of human co-operation. This
type is characterized by the foundation of "spontaneous"”
groups and it "brought in the regn of peaceful pursuits and
the beginning of widened  communal interests." (22) But,
according to Professor Giddings,this primary phase of social
organization is to be regarded as the product of "nothing but
the spontaneous action of resembling and sympathetic minds
pursuing their own immediate practical interests." (23)
The circumstance that individuals in the pursuit of their
"immediate practical interests" spontaneously form groups
receives its explanation from the fact that individual minds
are "resembling"” and "sympathetic." Individﬁal minds are co-
ordinated to start with. "The real reason for the existence
of such co-ordinations, or co-adaptations,” Professor Ellwood
explains, "must always be found in the carrying on of a com-
mon life process by & group of individuals, else they would
not exist. (24)

Obviously, however, society presents something more
than the phenomena of these "spontaneous" or "primary" grgups.

So Professor Giddings continues: "When, however, these spon-

Min? and EDucation, pp. 18-19.
(19) loc. eit., p. 146; C£., also, P. H. Giddings, Deserip-
tive and Historical Sociology, p. 8. (20) Cf,

C. %-oEllwg'odi loc. %n.é D 1:%. é21 Cf., E. A. Ross: "Nat-
re er o . . " . -
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taneously formed feztures of social organization have be-

come so well established or so conspicuous that they challenge
the attention of every member of the community, the social
mind begins to reflect upon them. They become subjects of
public discussion and of general approval or disapproval."(25)
This process characterizes what may be called the third and
highest type of co-operative activity, and constitute the
roflective or distinctively intelligent type of social life.
(26)

Beginning, then, as a group-life-process, at first
mediated on the purely instinctive level, the social life
gradually takes on higher forms, These higher forms of the
social life appear as psychical elements for the more effi-
cient mediation of the life process. It follows, that since
these psychical elements appear within the common life process,
and for the purpose of the better mediation of the activities
connected with that process, their functional content will
necessarily have a "social" as opposed to an "egoistic" refer-
ence. Thus the social 1life steps up, as it were, from the
instinctive to the psychical 1level. At first mainly in-
stinctive, the unity of society has now become almost exclus-
ively psychical. Impulse, feeling, thought - the varbus
mental phenomens that function in sociel 1life - emerge from
the same fundamental lifeqrocess of the associating erganisms.
So that the instinetive unity which characterized the group
in the earlier period is not broken, but merely receives higher
manifestation and expression in the psychical unity which
characterizes the group of the later period - the psychic

(23] Cf, F. H. Gigdings, Elements of Sociology, p. 172
24) Cg£, C. A. Ellwood, 1?0. cit., p. 145.
25) loe. eit., p. 172. (26) Cf. G. C. Wheeler, loc. cit.,p.78.
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and rational phenomens emerge from the organic and instinc-
tive relations. As Professor Ellwood expresses it: "....the
unity or soliderity of society is an expression of the origin-
&l and continuing unity of the life process." (27)

Such, in biref outline, is the generally accepted
theory of the origin and nature of society.

In just what way this theory contributes to an ex-
plantion or understanding of society is, at least to the pre-
sent writer, not cleasr. To start with group life as a biologi-
cal phenomenon as an explanation of the emergence of co-
ordinations or co-adaptations between individuals, and then
hold that group life is made possible by means of this in-
dividual like-mindedness, is simply to reason in a circle.(28)
It will generally be admitted that individuals of the same
species and type will have such a degree of similarity as might
be implied by such phrases as "like-mindedness", "mental co-
ordination”, etc. It was long ago observed that grapes are
not gathered of thorns, nor figs of thistles. Individuals of
a given species will breed true to type. The causes of this
phenomenon is & viological gquesivion, ovut tne explanation is to
be found in the germ plasm, not in the carrying on of a com-

mon life-process or the relations of individuals in association.

- (29)
}oc. cit., p. 388. (27)

28) Professor Ellwood appears to fall into this error, when
he says: "The real reason for the existence of such co-ordinations,
or co-adaptations, must always be found i

c , €lse they would
not exist." loc. cit. p. 145. But he has previously stated that:

"This regularity and co-ordination in mental interaction, inter-

stimulation and response" is what "DI1nSﬁ_lﬂ_ﬂ_nnlix_gi_aim_ihg
th d. S 0" 1000 Cito po 144. Ital'
ics not quoted.

(29) The point is not, of course, that associated life will have

no bearin%}on the selection of types and variants of the racial

stock. But’is quite a different thing to hold that ss
3§£%gins the e%istence of biologicalgsimilarities bgtgggiazggi%ife
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Let it be granted that the pre-human stage was social, man may
as well have energed from that stage much worse adapted to"social"
rdations than he previously was. Indeed, in the view of Ward,
this is pecisely what took place. (30) The social relation from
which man is assumed to have emerged was a type of animal asso-
ciation. Reproduction, care of offspring, defense, food-getting

-- the forces which are commonly mentioned as giving rise to
human society and ereating the distinctive social attributes of
man - all and several might have been carried on indefinitely
without involving the necessity of man's rising above this
purely animal type of assoéiation, except for circumstances
which, in the views now under review, are given scant attention,
or else are left entirely out of the reckaing.

It is, indeed, a notable fact that man's nearest re-

latives, the anthropoids, carried on these elementary phases
of the life process with much greater success than did the
early mutant types of man. If selection had operated fundeament-
ally on the basis of the reproductive process, it appears reason-
ably clear that the human type would have developed on lines
parallel to the anthropoids, or else would have perished. It
is, of course, an elementary fact, and beyond dispute, that a
species survives only on condition that it has adequate capacity
for carrying on the processes of reproduction, nutrition, etc.
But perhaps no requirement of survival is more readily and ef-
ficiently mediated on the purely animal planethan reproduction.
The processes of reproduction, care of offspring, food-getting,
and defense are carried on by every species of the animal king-

dom, excepting man, without involving types of co-ordination

(30) Cf. Ward's Statement that the esdvent of reason "serve %o

increasa the degree of egoistic activity and waywardness, a
esesee..t0 check tﬁe development of animal instinczz. -Pure e
Sociology, p. 133.
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or assocsition above the animal plane. When selection operates
along these lines it will serve to fix in the species those
organic adaptations which will fit it for survival. Among the
enimals with which man was forcedto compete for survival this
selective process would take effect somewhat as follows: On
the side of reproduction the species will be selectively en-
dowed with certain mating instincts. The young will be born
equipped for independent life from the start, or else one or
both parents will be instinctively disposed to furnish such
nourishment and care as may be required. Food and defense will
be achieved through fierceness and prowess or else through
speed, cunning, and stealth.

Man is not remarkable for his endowments along any
of these lines. Indeed, nothing appears more plainly written
in the history of men's evolution than the fact that these an-
imal requirements of survival neither fixed the course of his
development, nor played any but the most insignificant role in
determining the origin and nature of society. Because, and only
because, he was able to subordinate these requirements, and so
shift the grounde of his survival, was the pre-human ancestor
moved to put awey his ape-like ways and become & man. Some ac-
count of the circumstances which led to. +this shift in the
grounds of men's survival, and its bearing on the origin and
nature of society will now be given.

What is known of the ancestry of men indicates that
he and the anthropoid apes have a common ancestral stock. (31)
This relationship, however, is so far removed in point of time,
and the lines of evolution are so far divergent, as to make

extremely dubious any generalizations upon the nature of men

(31) Cf. K. F. Osborn, loc. eit., p. 51.
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based upon the behavior of the anthropoids. The origin of a
given species is conditioned upon the emergence end selection
of that complement of instinetive dispositions and capac ities
suited to the circumstances of the environment in which the
Species first appears and mekes good its survival. The condi-
tions which are present and which forcethe organic development
of a living structure will inevitably fix in that structure a
propensity to respond to the end of finding satisfaction for
the organic needs thus set up. 4And the mutational develop-
ment of such an organism will be a process of the development
.and selection of such instinctive categories as are selectively
required for its survival. Structual modifications will have
great significance in regulating the norms in which the in-
stinctive capacities and dispositions of a new épecies must de-
velop as a condition of survivel. ZThis is not to say that
structure is the cause of function or, on the other hand,

that function is the cause of structure. For the purpose in
hand, structure and function are not apprehended in a relation
of cause and effect, but simply as twe aspects of the same or-
ganism, which, however, are competent to modify and condition
each otherfza}n speculations upon the origin of man it is custom-
ary, after the neo-Darwinian method, to mske the significant
structural modifications (55{ of men's ancestor the point of
departure. These structural modification may not afford as

secure a footing upon which to hase an inquiry into the genesis

(32] Cf. Conklin, Eawin G., Heredity end Environment, p. 45.
(33) These are commonly given as follows:
1. Modification in the ento-cuneiform bone and assump-
tion of the erect attitute.
2. Preeing of the Band
3. Change in the position of the magnum foramen
4, Acquisition of the opposable thumb ‘
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of human nature as might be desired. DBut they at least afford
& safer ground for getting at the facts of human nature than
the all too common generalizations derived from the behavior
of animals, especially of the anthropoids. Among the mutant
types and species given off by the generic ancestral stem was
one that found the condition of survival imposed upon it to be
that it slough off the ways of its animal neighbors and rela-
tives and become & man. This primitive pre-human type was
forced to forsake the ways of its animal neighbors for the
very good reason that it could not compete with them on their
own terms and survive. Those strucural mutations which dif-
ferentiated the ancestor of man from his pre-human progenitor
and from his anthropoid cousins were not such as to give him
an advantage in the brute-struggle for existence which fixed
the terms of survival. It appears that quite the opposite was
the case. In bodily covering,'strength, and locomotion, man,
of 811 the higher vertebrates, was probably least fitted for
survival on the plane of brute competition. (34) A further
significant disadvantage which made against the survival of
the species, on the snimal plane, Was that the pliocene an-
cestor of man had presumably become & relatively slow breed-
ing animal. On the other hand, the mortality was high. Un-
able to escape by taking to the trees, slow in flight, wesk

in defense, this primitive mutant type was doubtless a com-
‘paratively easy prey to its enemies. In the struggle against
the forces of nature, also, it was subject to comparatively
rapid selective elimination because of the lack of natural

protective 2overing.

(34) Cf. Heineman, T W., The Physical Dasis of Civiliza-
tion, p. 22 ff.
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In the face of these disadvantages it was thus in-
evitable that the slow-breeding, brute-like pregenitor of
man should prove unfit to survive the rigid selective process
to which he was exposed. He perished rapidly and complete-
1y, so that as far back as the researches of man carry no
trace of his kind is known. (35)

The fact that this pre-human type was unfit to sur-
vive on terms of brute competition is of great significance in
the evolutionary history of men. This significance may be
expressed in the statement that the terms of (pre-human)
survival were shifted from the grounds of organic adaptation
to a relatively limited environment to that of intelligent
(technic) adaptation to a much wider and more complex environ-
ment. (36) The factors that mede so strongly against the
survival of the pre-human type, as a matter of purely or-
ganic adaptation, at the same time made possible and brought
about that form of intelligent adaptation which is peculiar
to man among all the animals. With this shifting in the
grounds of survival those disadvantageous structural acquire-
ments of the early mutant types of the human stock will be
seen to run to a different effect. The arboreal life of man's
precursor had stimulated the development of the posterior
and lateral portions of the brain and specialized the senses
of vision, touch, and hearing. (37) But the development of
the anterior centers of the brain, which give to man his dis-
tinetive powers, was consequent upon the assumption of the

erect attitude and the specialization of the hand, as a tool.

(35) The pre-nistory of men begins in late pliocene times. But
man in evolution goes back to miocene times. The Trinil race
is the first glimpse of this comparatively long series of
mutant types which entalates the origin of society. Cf. H, P,
oaborn, 100. Oit., chaPO I. (56) o eonn’ ‘H. W', 300131
Heredity and Socisl Evolution, p. 35. (87) Cf. H. F. Osborn.
lan a4t (Chan I



iz

The assumption of the erect attitude, the acquisition of the
opposable thumb and of the large brain need not, however, be
thought of as occurring in sequentkl series. (38) Man's

unique powers of technic adjustment are consequent upon the
specialization and use of the hand as a tool, in the sense

that the shift in the grounds of survival caused the selective
rrocess to operate on those factors which contributed to the
Tacile and efficient use of the hand as an organ of meanipula-
tion and adjustment. That is to say, the conditions upon which
man cculd make good his survival were preeminently in the field
of technic sdjustment. Vhile Lamarck may be wrong, as sug-
zested by Osborn, (39) in holding "that the cultivation of
8kill with the hands and fingers lies at the root of man's
mental supremacy",f40) he is yet right in the sense that this
formed the besis of asdjustment and the norm upon which selection
operated in the specialization of the anterior regions of

the brain for the storing of experience and the development

of fleas. It need not be argued, in other words, that the use
of the hands and fingers was alone competent to provide that
man should take thought; but this necessary use of the hands

as & means of adjustment may, nevertheless, be held to have
determined that which he might advantageously take thoughtof.
Because of the comparative helplessness of man as an animal

and his consequent dependence upon the method of technic ad-
justment as the essential and fundamental condition of sur-
dval, his brain was by selective necessity developed with
reference to those processes and ends which are connected

with the manipuletion of objects through the use of the hand
T88] Tz, H. ¥. Osborn, loc. cit., p. 09.

(39) Ibia., p. 58.
(4d) cf,, also, 7. W. Heineman, loc. c¢it., Chap. I.
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2s 8 tool. Thus the human brain was created under the disei-
pline of worksmanship. The process involved the handling

of those objects which came to hand in terms of their use-
fulness or serviceability for the ends of life. In the muta-
tional development of the species, therefore, what may be call-
ed the essentisl nature of man emerged under the surveillance
0f a general propensity and capacity for the utilization of
tools (as opposed to natural, brute force or violence) £s a
means to the achievement of his (instinctive) ends. Veb len
haes ealled this propensity of man to apprehend phenomensa in
terms of serviceability or usefulness for the ends of life
the Instinet of Workmaﬁship. (41)

Among the several instinctive proclivities and
aptitudes which collectively make up the nature of man, some
doubtless trace their origin further back in the mutational
history of the species than others. It is accordingly to be
expected that these more primitive fraits will not prove so
readily smenable to the discipline of conduct as those traits
of later origin. But, as has already been indicated, the
complement of animsl-like propensities with which man's
precursor was endowed wilil nave veen suvjécived to a continuous
and unremitting process of weeding out through the operation
of selection scting on the norm of technic adjustment. In
this process certain of the more elementary pre-human instincts
doubtless survived and were assimilated into the new complex.
The instincts, however, are not to be thought of as several
discrete and relatively independent elements. (42) It is
therefore not to be expected that these more elementary animal-
T41) T. B. Vebien, The Theory of the Leisure Class, p. 1B.

(42) Cf. Graham Wallss, The Great Society, Chep. III. Xigo
T. B. Veblen, The Inséinot of Workmanship, Introductory.
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like propensities were inherited by man unimpared. The
instinets connected with reproduction, for example, might,
if thought of as discrete physiological or neurological ele-
ments, be held to have been so carried ever. Iut the several
instinetive dispositions with which an organism is endowed
constitute anunitery complex; the functional content of one
is closely involved and correlated with that of others. The
instinets mutually condition each other. Hence, those in-
stinects which survived or emerged, and so went to make up the
npfure of man, were all and several selectively chosen by
‘reason of their fitness or adaptability to the process of
technic adjustment, which constitute the primary condition
of man's emergence and survivial. It accordingly happened
that those instincts connected with reproduction, defense, and
food-getting - if carried over from the pre-human stage -
were subjected to extreme and significant modificatibOns in
the assimilation of their functional content to the new hered-
itary (human) complex to which the more primitive instincts
were necessarily subordinated as & condition of their sur-
vival. Some account of the bearing of this process on the
nature of man must now be given.

Whatever the circumstances and causes which led
to the development of the structural modifications which
physicelly differentiate man from the anthropoids, man thus
~ became endowed with capacities which were unfit for use on
the level of animal instinet. (43) The rigid requiremenfs
of the process of stimulus and response, characteristic of

brute instinct,?could not give play to the wide variety of

movements and complex adjustments of which the human organism

Cf£. Eugene Davenport, Prineiples of Breeding, p. 401.
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is physically capable, so that the mechanism of instinct

for reguleting behavior was necessarily assinilated to a

more pliable and adaptive mechanism which would give play to
those organs and capacities with which the human type was new-
1y endowed. The more pliable mechenisms required by this new
correlation of structure and function appeared in an organiza-
tion (44) capable of intelligent behavior, The important

effect of this new organization was the substitution in the
human species of conduct for behavior through the mediation

of the mechanisms of intelligence in achieving the (instinctive)
ends of life. The net result of the substitution of intelli-
gent action (conduct) for instinctive action (behavior) was

not the elimination of the instincts, as is often held. The
result is stated by Wallas as "the irradi_ation of instinctive
action by intelligence"... so that the instinets ..."dispose

us not merely to search through reason for the means of satis-
‘fying them, but directly to perform certain appropriate actiom"
(45) But it is precisely this latter that the organization of
intelligence and instincts will not permit. (46) The per-
formance of certain actions under the progptings of instinct
does not tolerate the use of intelligence. And ffrom this point
of view Wallas' exception to the statement of Lankester "that
the latter (intelligence)'can only develop in proportion as

the former (instincts) become feeble and defective' " does

not appear well taken. (47) On the other hand, to recognize
that the performance of certain fixed actions mnder the prompt-
ings of instinet is replaced by the mediation  of intelligence .

(44) COFf. Conklin, Eawin C. Heredity and Environment, p. 4o,
(45) Cf, Grahem Welias, loc. c6it. pPp. 36-38.

(46) Cfc L. Fo Wa.rd, loce. cit', P 155'

(47) Cf. Grgham Wellas, loc. cit., p. 42.
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in the process, is not to admit that the instincts have thus
become feeble and defective. Instinet and intelligence are
8imply phases of the same organic complex. Under the guidance
of intelligence the actions designed to give satisfaction to
inetinctive needs become more variable, complex, end hence
less rigid and immediate, but the instincts involved are none
the less important and significant elements of human nature
and their fundemental bearing upon human conduct is not dis-
placed or impaired because of this difference in the method of
achieving their ends. While the instincts in this way come to
be subordinated to the requirements of intelligent action,
yet, on the other hand, as Professor Veblen remdgks, "it is
only by the promptings of instinct that intelligence and re-
flection come to be employed." (48) The orgsnization of in-
stiact and intelligence, in other words, took effect in a new
organic complex in which the instincets in question set up

the ends which the organism was by nature disposed to achieve
and prompted the exercise of intelligence to devise the means
of achieving them. By selective necessity, therefore, the
several instincts become closely fused and correlated with
one another, since none could take effect save through the
common mechanisms of intelligent adjustment. As & necessary
result of this correlation the several instincts, as they

took effect in human conduct, came to be characterized by

a notable degree of vegueness and generality, so that they

no longer exercised their functions in severalty, but mutual-

1y reenforced and conditioned one another. Comment upon this

(48) T. B. Veblen, The Instinet of Workmanship, p. 6.
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significant phase of human nature commpaly issues in the state-
ment that the human instincts are subject to modification and
repression. Such asccurately does not appear to be the case.
The instincts are hereditary traits. As such they are no
more subjeet to modification or repression through training
or education than~gre the more elementary physiological
structures of the organism. By reason of this vagueness or
generality, the promptings of the several instincts are not
characterized by their urgency. But the temperate character
of these demands does not subject them either to modification
or repression. This charascteristic temperateness, indeed,
affords a poseibility of holding the satisfaction of a given
instinct in ebeyance and so allows a measure of time and a
margin of error in effecting those adjustments which the in-
8tinct in question will prompt the exercise of intelligence
to achieve. So that while the requirements of a given in-
stinct may be temporarily pushed into the background by more
urgent demands which the given circumstances impose, these
requirements are not thereby either repressed or modified.
The promptings of the instinct in question are still present,
and in the measure of their urgency and to the degree that
they go unfulfilled, will the ad justment to the given cir-
cumstances prove irksome and futile.

It is this capacity for intelligent (technic) adjust-
ment and the disposition to achieve his instinctive ends by
this means that characterizes man and distinguishes him from
the animsls. What is.here taken as the essential nature of
man, therefore, is the necessary corallary of these structursl
modificaetions which first set the gap between him and his
nearest relatives, the anthromids. The cumulative effects
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of these modifications was to shift the grounds of man's
furvival from the exercise of brute strength and prowess to
the process of technic adjustment. In men, therefore, the
selective process operated upon the norm of workmanship. The
workmenlike capecities of man took effect in the organization
of a new complex in which the several instincts were cor-
related to function through the mechanisims of intelligence.
‘he functioning of any given instinct, therefore, even if
carried over from the pre-human epoch, would be conditioned
by the requirements of this human type of organization,

and so when assimilated to this type would not take effect

in human conduct in a manner analogous to the functioning

of the same instinct in animal behavior. Moreover, it is

here held that the complex of instinctive dispositions and
capacities which so go to make up the nature of man constitutes
a unitary whole. Hence, the instincts must severally take ef-
fect in human conduct to secure a balanced adjustment to the
environment. Thus human nature comes to expression in an
organization of the instincts asnd intelligence in which the
former are so correlated as to function through the latter;
hence, as they emerge in conduct the instincts take effect as
"the conscious pursuit of an objective end which the instinct
in question mekes worth while." (49) The pursuit of the ends
of 1ife, under the requirement of technic adjustment, enforces
the assimilation of the facts of experience into a system of
knowledge. The accumulation of knowledge takes effect in

the devising of ways and means, expedients of one kind and
another, designéd to secure & balanced adjustment of the seversl
T149) Gf. T. B. Vevlen, The lnstinet of Workmanship, p. 5.
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instinctive demands. These conditions impose habits of life
and of thought and so give rise to the human mode of associa-
tion. The group of individuals whose life activities are in-
tegrated and conditioned through such a system of devices and
expedients constitutes a society. Man alone is able to form
societies, (50) because no other animal is capable of this mode
of association. Social life thus emerges through man's capacity
for effecting technic (as opposed to organic) adjustments to a
complex physical environment, and the human mode of association
appears as a matter of "selective adaptation of temperament

and habits ofthought" (51) to the artificial environment thus
set up. (52)

The course of social (human) evolution will according-
ly be seen to diverge from that of organic (animal) evolution.
This divergence takes place as a result of man's different
method of effecting adjustment to the environment and the conse-
quent change in his mode of association. (53) The distinction
between man and the animals (54) is not that the former is
exempt from the laws of evolution, but simply that he adapts
himself to them on different terms.

At just what period in the geologic sequence man ef-
fected the transition from animal association to society is
not definitely known. The human stem wes probably differentiat-
ed from the anthropoid in the late olig_ocene. (65) The place
of man's origin is supposed to have been in southern isia,
fro:. whence he migrated westward. (56) It is here that the
Trinil race appcars in late pliocene times. Professor Osborn
T60) Cf. L. TF. Ward, loc. cit., p. 18b; 8lso, Arthur Fairbanks,

Introduction to Sociology, pe 3. (61) C£, T. B. Veblen,
The Theory of the Leisure Class, p. 213.  (52) C£. L. F,
Ward, Outlines of Sociology, Ps 92. (53) Cf. H. G. Keller,
Societal Evolution, Chap. 1. (54) Cf. H. W. Comn, loc. eit.,
Chap., I. (B5) Keith, Antiquity of Man, Chap. XXVIII. (5q)

QG _Fm Nahawn Tan. nit. w._40
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thinks it probable that this rece had achieved a stage of
eolithic culture. (57) The origin of society, at any rate, is
to be eredited to these humble beginnings, thbugh which man
gradually achieved the mastery of nature and by means of which,
through cumulative additions, he finally made good his survival.
In short, society had its origin in the use of the method of
technic adjustment for achieving the ends of life. It is

this fact which Ward has in mind when he insists that the es-
sence of society is human achievement. (58) Some exception may
be taken to the use of the term achievement to designate all
that is involved in the essentially human process of technic
adjustment, but the broad fact is, as Ward rightly saw, the
distinguishing feature of society. 4And it is only by viewing
8ociety in the light of this fact that we can hope to understand
the nature of human relations, which, after all, is what so-
ciology aspires to explein. This view of the nature of society,
however, involves a comception of social unity in which recipro-
cal and harmonious adjustment to the environment can not figure

es & moral idesl, (59) derived from the nature of men. In-

dividuals will not respond (as indeed, it is notoriously evi-
dent they do not respond) in like ways to like stimuli. Social
pPhenomena will not appear as the product of the (bidbgically)
co-ordinsted adjustments of individuals to each other. That

is to say, the (necessarily) harmonious relations of individuals
will not fix the norms of the social process (the process of
co-ordinated interstimulation and response), but the social
process -(the process of technic adjustment)’will fix the

(6¥) loc. oit., p. 6. (58] L. F. Wward, fure Sociology,
d P 12. ' p(sg) Cf. Dewey and Tufts, Ethics, Chap. Xv.
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norms of the relations of individuals, and so determine to
what degree these reletions will be (necessarily) harmonious
and to what degree (necessarily) otherwise. Co-ordinated
social adjustment will not appear as a matter of a priori
necessity. DBut the adjustmentswhich men actuslly make will
be derived from the broader social process, and hence subject
to adaptation or even elimination. No type of social adjust-
ment, therefore, is to be explained or understood by an appeal
to the nature of man (or the animals below man), but only by
an appeal to the technic process through which human nature
expresses itself.

Nor can we reach any explanation of social unity
by an appeal to & "natursl order" or a "Primary Group", any
more than business enterprise is explainable by an appeal to
the "economic man". In short, social unity is a function of
the social process, and the explanation of it is to be sought
within that process, not elsewhere. But before proceeding
with the discussion of this process, brief attention must be
given to the method of social analysis, because certain mis-

conceptions on this head exist to embarrass the approach.
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IHE METHOD OF SOCIAL ANALYSIS

"Social phenomena," says Gumplowicz, "are necessarily
derived from human nature and the nature of human relations.”
(60) The study of these phenomena accordingly counstitutes
& difficult and perplexing problem, because of the extremely
broad ground of their derivation, and the consequent difficul=-
ty of fixing upon some point of view from which they can be
classified, interpreted, and understood. Sumner, indeed, has
asserted that we have "no calculus for the variable elements
which enter into social problems and no analysis which can
unravel their complications.”™ (61) Writers who have aspired to
furnish such an snalysis, however, are not few, and they have,
for the most part, and in so far as their contributions have been
at all illuminating or convincing, chosen to fix attention upon
certain essential and significant elements which are so held to
be the "determining forces" in the whole process. The elements
that have thus come into prominence in the history of human
speculation in this field have been many and various - rang-
ing, perhaps it may do to say, from "Divine" oversight to
"economic" determinism. Each succeeding "discovery" of a new

principle of interpretation has made its way under the driving

conviction that others are "erroneous", "inadequate", "one-

8ided", or what not, and so that the one under present advo-

T60) Citea by Ward, Pure Sociogy, D- b.
(61) C£, Wm. G. Sumner, Folkways, p. 97.
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cacy is "right," "true," and "good," or to use the modern term
for expressing the same fact - "synthetic."” This synthetic
view is not to be taken as a distinetively modern achievement.
Philosophers and preachers of all the ages have been its
spokesmen, arguing variously at different times, but throughout
consistently insisting that the causal factors in human exper-
ience must be viewed as & whole, that is to say, synthetically.
Whatever at the given time may be apprehended by the advocates
of the synthetic view to represent the summation of the forces
that are relevant causes in human conduct will accordingly furn-
ish the cause and the explantion of all that may be seen to take
rlace. Whether it be "reason," the "Divine Will," or the "Or-
der of Nature" in which the causal forces reach a synthesis,
human conduct emerges as a manifestation of this synthetic
cause, from which it is so held to receive at once its mean-
ing and its explanation. Let no one urge that these elementary
forces, as they run to their effect, are what shape and direct
human conduct to its "synthetic manifestation." To so employ
these elementary forces as a basis of explanation would be,

as will reedily be seen, to subject one's self to criticism

and annihilation at the hands of those who hold securely to

the broad, syntehtic view. To urge the causal bearing of

these forces will necessarily appear as one-sided from the point
of view of the higher synthesis. The peculiar merit of the
Synthetic view appears to be, indeed, that it affords a van-
btage ground from which everything can be taken into account

to explain whatever, from this lofty height, may appear to

need explanation. It happens frequently enough - so much as to
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involve the suspicion that the view derives its chief merit
from this - that the synthetic category is used as a cudgel

to demolish various species of "determinists" by simple
citation of the deadly circumstance that they have failed

to take everything into account. When so used, as a single
category of interpretation, it would appear to have achieved,
of course, the same one-sidedness which thé view purports to
avoid and condemn. DZut 1t 18 heid that tue syninetic caveypory
is susceptible of use as a single causal factor, because it is
the summation of all the forces involved. The use of the syn-
thetic category, therefore, is not one-sided, since, clearly,
everything is thus taken into account.

The peculiar difficulties of interpreting social phe-
nomene, before referred to, have made some method of simplifi-
cation, some key to the complex process, & desideratum from
the start. Under the first impulse of the scientific point of
view various "materialistic" explanations of social phenomena
appeared. For the most part these materislistic analyses did
not fit well into the "Natural Order" synthesis, so that this
latter became increasingly less tenable as a category of in-
terpretation. Consequently these latter-day matter of fact
investigations were felt to be wholly destructive, and the
imperative necessity of & restatement of the unity of human
experience became increasingly evident and pressing. There
emerged what may be regarded as the modern synthetic view,

This latest synthetic view is embodied in the system
of the modern school of Psychological Sociologists. Defining
human experience, "beyond the conditioning physical side,"
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as "incessant exchange of mental stimuli," Professor Small
asserts that "the unity of experience is & psychical unity."
(62) This appears to say, with Professor Ellwood, that the
process of mental interaction between individusls subjects
them to & common (psychical) environment, and so brings their
activities to u?it . The play of these psychic forces in the
process of 1nter221mu1ation and response will accordingly be
the object of attention in investigating social phenomens.
Physical forces may be lumped together as stimuli, (64) and
practically disregarded, because "a process may be largely
physical, but because it emerges at some point in conscious-
ness, and gets its meaning from its conscious part, it may be
described as psychicel." (65) Passing by, for the moment,
the implication here given that consciousness is an independ-
ent and unchanging entity in this process, the final outcome
0f the theory comes easily into view. Since the physical en-
vironment figures merely as the condition of, or at most,
the incitement to, this "incessant exchange of mental stimuli, "
it follows that the social unity will be "created by this pro-
cess of mental interaction between psychical individuals."(6¢)
Such is the new synthesis - what Professor Small terms
"the sociological reassertion of the wholeness of human ex-
perience." (67) Moreover, this new synthetic corcevption is
fully endowed with the customary merits and vitues.. Professor
Ellwood asserts that it "is not merely synthetic of certain
biological and intellectuasl elements, but is synthetic of all
factors. It is, in fact, inclusive of all the factors that

(62] Cf, A, W. Small, The Meaning of Social Science, p. B4,

(63) Cf, C. A. Ellwood, loc, cit., p. 144. (64) Ipid., p. 280.
(65) C£. C. A. Ellwood, Is fociety & Peychicsl Unity, A.J.s.,
VX p. 668. (66) Cf. Co A. Ellwood, Sociology in its

Psychological Aspects, p. 388.  (67) loc. cit., p. 84,



26

have in any way gone to maeke the social life of man." (68)
Accordingly, when human relations are apprehended in terms of
psychical phenomena in which the elementary physical forces
are merged and from which they receive their meaning, these
forces may conveniently be, as formerly, dismissed, because
they are all present, or accounted for, in the one synthetic
category. And so it follows that "the social life must be in-
terpreted, if interpreted scientifically, not in terms of
mechanical causation, but in terms of interstimuletion and
response."” (69) It will thus readily be observed, as, indeed,
Professor Ellwood elsewhere remsrks, that "'Psychical' in this
broad sense, includes, not only the conscious, but whatever
pertains to, has reference to, or gets its meaning from con-
sciousness."(70)

From this all inclusive category there is, apparent-
ly, no escape. But certain questions obtrude themselves, and
they are the 0ld questions. Whence tnis syntnesis? What
produces 1t? Ie it ooth tne cause and the effect, the beginning
and the end of - (what?) - itself? Must it, indeed, be said that
all forces end in consciousness, get their meaning from con-
Sciousness and so, that social phenomena are the exclusive
Product of ideas and that social analysis is a process of
the classification of these? Ward takes this position - il-
logically enough fo£7%im, but quite consistent with the logic
of the position under review. In his statement of the psycho-
logical method of analysis, however, Ward makes reasonably
T68T 1oe. oit.. p. B84. 1(69) loc, eit., p. 390 -C. &. Ellwood.
(70) 4. J. 8.,'V. X, p. 668. (71) Cf£. Ward's statement:

"No amount of care devoted to it (spiritual civilization)
alone could meke it flourish in the absence of suitable condi-

tions, and with such conditions it requires no special at-

tenﬁion. It may therefore be dismissed from our consideration.”
- Ffure Sociology, p. 18.




27

clear in what way the social life (conceived as a psychical
process) may be held to "contain the end of its development
within itself."” (71) "It is found", says Ward, "that the
progress of intelligence produces reguler and necessary changes
in human ideas."™ (72) This is mere tautology. For what, in-
deed, is "the progress of intelligence”, if not "changes in
human ideas"? (73) But tautological though it is, the state-
ment appears to do justice to the logic of the psychological
theory. The relation of cause and effect is here apprehended
as a process of (psychical) interstimulation and response, in
which both cause and effect are a function of the single
(psychical) category. The method of investigating social phe-
nomena, from this point of view, will, therefore, as Ward
has rightly observed, be "that of regarding events as the
product of ideas and classifying ideas." (74) And so the re-
turn is fairly made to the pre-Darwinian method of classifying
Phenomena as the product of a synthetic category, representing
the summation of all forces that may be held to act in the
life of man. The "Order of Nature" has been replaced by
"mental interaction" or "psychical interstimulation and re-
Sponse."

Whether or not this latest statement of the synthet-
ic view may have merits other than fivse that have been indi-
cated, the method of interpretation which its adoption imposes

(71) Cf. C. &. Eliwood, 1loc. cit., p. 389.

(72) Outlines of Sociology, p. 133.

(73) Cf., e. g., the Tollowiug definition uy Charles L. Wooad-
ruff: "By intellectual development is meant the accumulation

of ideas which is better expressed by culture, civilization, or
social organization and it includes all the inventions which
increase food and wealth." - Some Laws of Intellectual and

Racial Development, Journal of Race Development, Oct., 1912 p.156.
(74) 10e. cit., p. 133
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is certainly st variance with the point of view of post-Darwin-
ian science. (75) In this latter view, the use of a category
of forces is quite irrelevant. As here concerned, phenomena
emerge in a process of sequential change, through the operation
of cause and effect. But this sequence is not apprehended to
run to its conclusion at any point - reaches no summation, either
on the side of cause or effect. The point of attention, there-
fore, in modern (i. e. post-Darwinian) science, in reaching what
it is permissible to call & "scientifio" explanation of a given
phenomenon, is neither on the side of cause, nor of effect.
A phenomenon is regarded as the manifestation of a causel se-
quence, and when this sequentisl relation can be traced out
the phenomenon is (scientifically) understood. Not, however,
until the causal sequence is so traced out is the phenomenon
(scientifically) expleined. 4nd so, from a scientific point
of view, it is difficult to follow the argument that a physical
process which emerges in consciousness can get its meaning from
consciousness. It can have no meaning, for scientific purposes,
except as & relation of causal sequence. And this relation is
not expleined, but denied, by asserting that a (physical) cause
gets its meaning (%) from its (psychical) effect. This is simply
to substitute a categorical explenation for a statement of the
causal sequence as it asctually runs. It accordingly happens
that the psychologicel theory, while taking sccount of every-
thing, explains nothing.

Professor Bernsrd has offered & convincing criticism
(76) of the psychologicel theory of society, with especisl refer-

(76) Cf. T. B. Veblen, Lvolution of the Sclientific Point of —
View' A. Je So, I\[&rCh, 1905, PP 585 ff.

(76) C£. L. L. Bernard, The Transition of an Objective Standarg
of Social Control
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ence to its Dbearing on social control. He rightly observes thst
the "subjective 'social forces' of these classificationists
are only forms of consciousnese by which the subject recognizes
more or less efficiently the presence of personal activities,
of stimuli-response processgs;while their more objective 'socisal
forces' are only abstractions by which we symbolize and present
to ourselves more or less perfectly the objective social process-
es." (77) This statement is strategic; from it Professor Ber-
nard should have been led at once to a conception of the method
of social analysis. He should have perceived at once that the
method by which these (organic) stimuli-response processes,
on the one hand, and the objective social (technic) processes,
on the other, get over into "abstractions," "symbols," "con-
cepts,” is the method of social evolution; and that the methoad
of social analysis is to state the logic of this causal sequence.
Ang, indeed, Professor Bernard appears,in the main, to have ar-
rived at this conception. So, "society is a self-existent, an
organic and self-perpetuating unity" and "sovereigns, parlias-
ments, public opinion" are created by society" as incidents and
forms of its existence...... Social analysis must be primarily
an analysis of the social‘unity, rather than of the variable
and indefinite phenomena 'mind'and 'feeling,' which are merely
phenomens and forms of the greater social whole. '(78)

In just what terms an anslysis of social phenomena
would run is not made clear, but Professor Bernard elsewhere re-
marks that two things must be kept in mind: "(1) the perspective

of social development, and (2) the unitary nature of society."(79)

4nd this might be accepted, except that humen society is srbi-

7T Toc. oit., p. 75.
(78) loc. cit., p. 89. (79) loc. cit. p. 85.
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trarily defined as the "co-ordinated adjustment or co-adaptation
of men to physieal, biological, and social environment." (80) The
ad justments which individuals meke to the environment are fre-
quentiy neitner co-ordinasted nor co-sdepved. Professor Dernard
recognizes the fact that such conditions do not actually obtain
in soeiety. (81) His conception of society, therefore, has
reference, not to what society is, but to what it ought to be.
This co-adjustive process, therefore, becomes an absolutistic
category in terms of which Professor Bernard would evaluate
Phenomena. And so, his method of socisl analysis is to evaluate
objective social processes in society with reference to their
fitness or unfitness for this co-adjustive (social) process,
that is to say, with reference to their bearing on humsn wel-
fare. While cirticizing and abandoning the subjectivistic
method of analysis, therefore, Professor Bernard has fallen

into the same erroneous method of categorical interpretation
employed by the subjectivists. He has merely shifted the analy-
sis to the objective side and set up co-adjustment or co-
adaptation as the category of interpretation. Now, for some
purposes - for purpoces of social amelioration, within the
limits set by the current social situation - there can be no
question that evaluations of objective processes with reference
to human welfare is both illuminating and desirable. But to
trace out the deleterious effects of an objective process aﬁd

to point its relation to what society ought to be neither ex-
plains the process, nor society, nor the relation of the one to

the other. Yet this appears to be precisely what professor Ber-

nard means by "a scientific analysis of social phenomena." (82)

(80) loc. eit. p. 89.

81) Ibid. pp. 40, -90.
fsai Ivid.,’B: 86
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Indeed, as soon as Professor Bernard defined society
in terms of co-adaptation or co-adjustment, and admitted (83)
that actual human relations are not of this type, he cut away
the ground of a scientific analysis of social phenomena from
under himself. The definition is not all-inclusive of the pr-
cess which it purports to rerresent. Social welfare is no
more & competent category of social analysis than is mental
interstimulation and response.

If in leaving the subjectivists, Professor Bernard
had stuck closer to the middle of the road, instead of going
completely to the other side, he would easily have avoided
this human welfare method of analysis. In view of his general-
1y sound discussion of the nature of society, this peculiar
mwethod of analyis comes in as something like a wart on the smooth
surface of his argument. This is not reasdily understandable,
except, perhaps, that Professor Bernard is writing from the
standpoint of socisl control; and it is to be noted that he
elsewhere, in a somewhat different connection, - observes with
reference to the acceptance of a proposition that otherwise
"there can be no effective and convincing argument for social
conformity and co-operation.' (84)

As has already appeared,a "scientific" anaslysis is
essentially a statement of the conditions under which phenomens
appear, that is to say, a statement of the relation of causal
sequence between those forces which, by virtue of being so re-

lated, give rise to the phenomena that are to be analyzed and

(83)] "But the really sociasl individual .... 18 not the one Who
acts with individual reference .....The person who attempts to
understand the world and to work for efficient social control

and expression is the one who operates with reference to socisl
pProcesses in the wide, whose end is the securing of a co-ordinst-
ed or socisl adjustment to nature or the whole process of lifeees,
He attempts to discover the conditions of the most effective so-
cial 1ife and then to bring these conditions about and to ad-
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described. The analysis will thus be seen tq center on the
"intervael of sequence," so to speak, within the causal complex
of forces which so operate in the process. Now, to place & cat-
egorical interpretation upon social phenomens, such as co-
ordinated mental interstimulation and response, or co-adjustment
to the environment, is simply to go outside the process as it
actually runs, and thus beg the question, so far as scientific
analysis is concerned. A scientific analysis of social phe=-
nomene will address itself to a statement of the conditions
under which these phenomena appear, and the causal relations
within these conditions by virtue of which they do appear, and
in terms of which they take their effect. TFrom this point of
view no special category of "social" forces will be relevant

to the analysis. Thet is to say, those conditions which purport
to make for harmonious sdjustment of individuels to each other
will not be classified as "socisl forces," and so erected into
e category of interpretation in this field, as opposed to those
conditions which are presumed to run to a different, or opposite,
effect. TPhenomena are not to be classified as "social" bhecause
they represent harmonious relation,s or co-adjustments to the
environment, but because they are to be described in terms

of the sequential relations of that causal complex from which
these phenomena emerge. Accurately, therefore, there are no
social forces. The most that can be done in the way of a state-
ment of the social forces is to state the conditions which are
necessarily compri .sed in this causal complex, and by virtue

of which the sequential relations - cause and effect -~ arise.

Professor Hayes states the conditions of social life

Just hipself to them....
This type as such is just emerging.” loc. eit., p. 41,
(84) loc. cit., p. 90.
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as: (1) Geographic, (2) technic, (3) psychophysicsal dispositions,
(4) social. (85) By social conditions Professor Hayes means

"the already prevalent ideas and sentiments by which each in-
dividual and each generation is surrounded."” And by technic
conditions he means "the material products of human work, which,
having once been produced, are the conditbns of further sctivi-
ties." (85)

In tracing the origin of society it was shown in what
way these conditions emerged in the life of man, and so gave
rise to social life. It appeared that the norm of the develop-
ment of society is fixed by the process of technic adjustment,
because it is on this process that the social life depends.

But the eircumstances under which this development takes place
are not merely such as are imposed by the adaptation of habits
of life and of thought to the requirements of those mechanicsl
expedients which subserve the instinctive needs of man. The
process of technic adjustment, the social process, = the syste-
matic use of mechanical devicee for the achievement of the ends
of life - is itself subject to limitations, inhibitions, and
perversions, both from the nature of man and from the geographic
environment, as well as from the technic and social conditions
which the process itself cummulatively creates. From this cir-
cumstance the social 1life will be subject to many vicisitudes
and vagaries in the nature of conflicting elements of knowledge,
derived from different instinetive grounds and from these sources

of hebitustion. And these elements of knowledge, from whatever
source derived, will necessarily be asimilsted to the social

process, and so pervert or inhibit the adjustment by that much.(86)

(85] Eaw, C. Hayes, Introduction to Sociology, p. 24 ff.
(86) Cf. T. B. Veblen, The Instinct of Workmanship, Chap. II.



34

While the requirement of technic adjustment will thus
determine the menner in which knowledge must be turned to account
in carrying on the social life, this requirement by no means
constitutes the only source from which such knowledge may be de-
rived. The scheme of mechanicsl ways and means through which
the social life is carried forward will not, therefore, effectusl-
ly achieve & co-ordinated adjustment of individuals to the en-
vironment. The system itself will be a more or less integrated
and ocongruous Wnole. But tne aajustments which individuals
maeke to this system will, necessarily, often be conflicting and
antagonistic, ranging in divergence with such effectual dif-
ferences of bias, of whatever character, as may exist between
the individuals so msking their adjustments. It is with these
ad justments that individusls actually make that social anslysis
is concerned. And, as we have seen, they are the product of a
complex of conditions, acting differently on different individuals,
but a8ll necessarily going in to effect the teehnic process by
mesns of which individuals must achieve their ends. The adjust-
ments which individuels make has little necessary reference to
what is good for society, but only to what is required by the
conditions under which they act. So societies rise and disappeat.
Social anelysis must trace the causal bearing of these complex

.conditions, as they take effect in the social process, in order

to explain the relations of individuals and of groups in society.
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THE GENESIS AND NATURE OF SOCIAL UNITY

The belief in the unity of society is not new. It
is probable that the thory of social unity grew out of the common
sense perception of certain broad uniformities in humen relation-
ships, suggesting a general underlying unity which conditions,
directs, and reguletes the method of living together. But the
development of special theories of the unity of society came
about mainly through sttempts to justify forms of political and
social coercion, rather than through eactual analysis of the
social process itself. It accordingly happens that the elabors-
tion of such theories follows, more or less definitely, broad
stages in the development of human thought. It is not necesssa~
ry to the present purpose, nor is it intended, to trace the
the genesis of these several theories. However, it may be in
place to mske brief note of the main types.

The first grew out of what we may term the metaphysi-
cal stage of thought. The early attempts of social groups to
find a sanction for socisl coercion took the form of "laws"
handed doﬁn from the gods. Group control was given a purely
metaphysidél and arbitrary sanction. This theocratic conception

of sdcisl unity ren parallel to the theory of government, and

was doubtless designed to afford a theoretical foundation for

social compulsion.
The second, or legalistic, stage of the theory of
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social unity was founded on essentially the same idea as the first.
The headship of the king is substituted for the headship of God.
While the legalistic, or contract, theory of social unity is
clessical in origin, it owes its development and application to
modern society to that school of seventeenth and eighteenth
century political philosophers of whom Hobbes, Locke, and
Robseau were the lesders. This theory was revived in s period
of politicél and social ferment. Individualism was seeking to
triumph over formalism and suthority. The contract theory,
therefore, was developed with a legalistic and executive reference,
and sought by emphasizing the intellectual elements in humen re-
laetionships to exalt the individual and reduce the social bond
to the nature of a contract.

The subsequent trend of thought and investigation
made dissatisfaction with such a theory inevitable. Darwin's
Origin of Species just as surely predicted the emergence of s

new explanation of social unity as it demonstrated the evolu-
tionary charactér of animal life and the reletive unimportance
of the individuasl. The legal and individualistic theory was
replaced by a biological and evolutionary interpretation of
society. The comprehensive statement of this view was given
in Spencer's theory of the Social Organism. His elaborate
division of society into regulative, distributive, and assimi-
lative functions was simply & more or less comprehensive bio-
logicel analogy. So eager and intense was the effort to re-
fute the intellectualistic interpretation of social develop-
ment and drive home the idea ofr the evolutionary end organic
naeture o Bucievy, tnat upnolders or the theory of the soeial
orgenism lost sight of what the theory was fori Much?%%g writ-

ten, therefore, ran in the form of meaningless analogies.
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These several stages of thought, were it to the
particular purpose in hand, could, of course, be shown to have
been necessary features of the life of the particular périod.
However, all that is in point here is to note that these several
theories of social unity - Metaphysicel, Legalistic, Bioldgical -
represént the applicetion of derivative conceptions to the social
life.

All are based either upon formalism or anslogy, and
were developed with reference to the logic of current ideas,
rather than through actual analysis of society. In conse-
cuence none of these theories has had a degree of finality suf-
ficient to enable it to withstand disintegration with the transi-
tion to an epoch of social development different from that in
which it originated. . )

Latter day interpretations of the unity of society
are prevalingly subjectivistiec. Professor Giddings is especial-
ly inclined to emphadize the biological basis of society. Thus
it is the likeness of individuals which Professor Giddings holds
"is the basis and cause of social cohesion or unity." (87) This
bblogical similarity, according to Professor Giddings, receives
its social significance because it emerges in. the mental life
of man as a common consciousness of kind. This qonstitutes the
elementary basis of society. But the social band becomes
wider than this. It msy be natural, gowing out of blood or

race relationships; formal, growing out of socisl heredity;

or rational, growing out of intellectual reflection and de-
liberate adaptation. (88) Social unity, therefore, becomas
the sum of the mentsl states and attitudes assumed by indivi-

(88) Ivbid., Chap. VI.
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duals in their relations with one another, and rests upon a
common consciousness of kind. FProfessor Thomson, writing as

a biologist, has also pointed out that the essential condition
for the formation of society is found in the continuity of

the germ-plasm, which gives & common hereditary complexion to
the individuals in the group. (89) This biological similarity
of individuals is, indeed, of far-reaching significance in so-
ciety. But it is after &ll, a biologicel phenomenon which,
while entering into social relations, constitutes, as we have
elready seen, but one of the seversl factors which bear upon
human association.

The limitations of the view which describes the unity
of society as psychical, and as the product of mental inter-
action, have, perhaps, already been sufficinetly pointed out.
Professor Romanzo Adams had devoted an article to the eriticism
of this view, in which is presented his own conception of
the social unity. (90) "Society", sccording to Professor Ldams,
"is an objectively orgenic unity in that the purposes and ends
of society are not consciously experienced by society as a
whole, but are reflected in the experience of the psychic in-
dividual." (91) It is difficult to conceive the sense in which
society is here understood to have purposes and ends. Doubtless
appreciating this difficulty, Professor Adams, on the next page,
itelicizes the following sentence: "It is only as socisl ends
are transmuted into conscious valuations that there is any real
end." But conscious valuations are personal. Precisely so,
Professor Adems insists; and it is because society is not con-

- scious, and social ends must necessarily exist in conscious

(89) Cf. J. Arthur Thomson, Heredity, p. 518.

(90) C£. Romanzo Adems, The Nature of the Social Unity, A. J. s
v' Xo Po 2170 ot

(91) Ibid.
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(individual) valuations, that the unity of society is objective.
Thaet is to say, society - as a unity - hes ends and purposes,
but these ends and purposes lie outside of the socizl group -
as a unity - in the experiences of conscious individuals. (92)
It appears, therefore, that Professor Adams' criticism of the
subjectivists reduces to a logical distinction. For if society
- as a unity - is to be described as psychical, this necessari-
ly implies & social over-soul or mind, in which is contained
the ends and purposes of society. Many who conceive the unity
of society as psychical, insist, however, that no such over-
soul is presumed to exist, and that its existence is not implied
by the theory of the psychical unity of society. (93) But logi-
cally it would seem thet if conscious individuals are united
psychically, & psychic medium must exist between them. (94)
Professor Adams asserts that society is not & unity in this
sense, but only in the sense "that all the activity of its var-
ious members may be thought of as constituting a whole." (95)
Individual sctivity may be so thought of collectively because
it "ie socially conditioned ... derives its meaning from the
fact that the actor is a social veing, .... (and so) does
practically tend to maintain the situation - the social processes.."
(96) Byt since the ends of this collective activity do not exist
in a social psyche or consciousness, Professor Adams holds that
social unity must logically be described as an objectively or-
ganic unity whose constituent parts are psychic individuals.” (97)

This amounts to calling the psychological theorists to order

193’ loc. Cito, Pe 226.
(93) Cf., e. g., C. Ao Ellwood, loc. cit., Chap. XV.

(94) Cf£, Henry . Bernarc, - Some Neglected Factors of Evolu-
tion, where the theory of the psychical unity of society
is carried to its logical conclusion, and it is argued that

the existence of suo? a psychic medium must be accepted.
(95) locézgit" p. 226. (96) loc. cit., p. 223. (97) 1ge. cit
D . o
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on & point of logic. Fundementally, the positions do not aif-
fer. The unity of society, accoiding to Professor Adams' po~-
sitbn, is gbjective, not in the sense that it exists outside of
consciousness, but that it exists in the conscious ends of in-
dividuals, not in social consciousness. The purposes and ends
-0f individuals, while objective from the point of view of so-
ciety, are yet the purposes and ends of society, because the
individual actor is & "social being" who realizes his ends
through (sociall non-purposive) co-operative activity. Profes=-
sor Ellwood, who, as is well know, insists that the unity of
society is psychical, makes the distinetion which Professor
Adams has here insisted upon, "Society," Professor Ellwood
says,";...must be thought of as a complex unity made up of many
individual psychic units that are in interaction. .... The
mental life of groups ig unified only functionally." (98) The
difference appears to turn on a question of logie, Professor
Adems insisting that the term "psychical" can not logically be
epplied to the unity of society, since the psychic factor

is individual, not social. But Professor Adams does not get
outside of individual and conscious relations. His conceptions
of the social unity is, therefore, to be classed with the sub-
jectivists, but with the difference noted.

Professor L. L. Bernard has p:esented the conception
of the organic and objective unity of society much more satis-
factorily. Professor Bernard describes the social unity as
"a unity of functioning, & mutual dependence growing constant-
1y Brester with social development...." (99) The development

of society represents "the growth in essential or organic unity

(98] loc. cit., p. 330. (99) loc. cit., p. 7.
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of the group in the co-operative struggle for survival. It
is in this sense that the group is organic, that society.is
an organism. " (100) The objective expression of this growth
in organic unity is found in increasing co-operation, growth of
specialization, and division of function or labor. (101) But
within the contemporary groups so unified by the growth of
specidization, division of lsabor, etc., there is, beyond
reasonable dispute, relatively less co-operation, relatively
more conflict, absolutely greater divergence of interests, than
existed in primitive groups before specialization and division
of labor had taken place, or than exists in any of the simpler
societies to-day. On the other hand, increased specialization
and division of labor has increased the mutual dependence of
individuals, not on each other, but on the socially created
meens of livlihood, beyond the possibility of comparison with
individuals in the simpler societies. Professor Bernard is quite
right, therefore, in stating that the social unity is "a mutusl
dependence growing constantly greater with social development..,"
but it can not be asserted that society is a "social organism”,
in tne sense tnat it implies a"unity of functioning.” To trace
eut the manner in which the social unity grows constantly greater,
will require an account of the genesis of social unity; and to
state the nature of social unity, some account of the character
of this mutual dependence must first be given. (102)

It will be recalled that the social life emerged as
a result of man's capacity and disposition to achieve his
instinctive ends by means of technic adjustments. The biologi~-
cal similarity of individuals doubtless had great weight in
bringing about the life in groups which seems to have character-
T100] Ibid. (101) Ibia. (102] For what follows end for muich
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ized the human species from the start. Social life, however,
end social unity is something more than a mere matter of group
life. We have spoken of the cenesis of sociel unity, and this
word was used advisedly. The unity of society is & product of
the social process itself, and, as has before been remarked,
must be sought within that process.

The life of an individual in society is dependent upon
the teéhnic adjustments which that group makes to the environ-
ment. These adjustments require a body of information, vhich
is itself the property of the social group, and which grows
by cumulative additions in the life history of the society. In
the course of time this information gows into a system of usages
which gives & characteristic trend to social development. To
this body of information which is so held and carried forward
by the social group, Sumner applies the term mores. "We must
conceive the mores as a vast system of usages, covering the
whole of life, and serving all its interests; also containing
in themselves their own justification by tradition and use and
wont, and approved by mystic sanctions until, by rationsal re-
flection, they develop their own philosophical and ethicel gen-
erelizations, which are elevated into 'principles' of truth ana
right." It is this vast system of usuages, carried along
from generation to generation, and elaborated'into principles
of conduct that individuals in society bring to bear, along
with such matter of fact information as may have been achieved,

in the performance of the business in hand. In the more primi-

of what has preceded, general acknowledgement of indebtedness

is due to Professor T. B. Veblen, Where possible this obliga~
tion is indicated by specific references in the footnotes to
Professor Veblen's publiehed works. But, through classroom work
and otherwise, the present writer's indebtedness to Professor
Veblen is genersel, rather than specific, so that it has not
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tive states of society this body of preconceptions and matter
of fact information is, almost wholly, the common property of
each individual of the socisl group. Such facts of observa-
tion and experience as are not comprehended in the current
scheme will, necessarily, be assimilated to the logic of that
scheme, so that the growth of knowledge will have a more or
less definite trend in the life history of the society. But
with this growth of knowledge will go a corresponding els bora-
tion in the arts of life, and a degree of specialization will
set in leading to a division of employment within the saeisl
group.

| The temperamental bias of the racial type (or types)
which meskes up the group will have much to do with the extent
and character which this division of employment will achieve.
It is perhaps to be taken without argument that the hereditary
traits of a given racial type will, by selective necessity, be
suited to that environment in which the type emerges and mekes
good its survival. (104) Heredity is trensmissible by type.
The type is stable. Authorities who are competent to spesk on
the matter find that this transmissibility of type holds as
well for the mental and moral as for the physicel traits of the
given racial stock. (105) Where there is a modification in
hereditary physical traits, it may be assumed that a change

has taken place in the temperamental traits as well.

always peen pussiuvie to IOllow Lue CusiLOmMBry metnod of direct

citation by way of acknowledgement. Such citations of this

character as it has secemed feasible to introduce will not be

taken, therefore, as indicating the full extent of the present

writer's sense of this general indebtedness.

(103) Cf. Williem G. Sumner, Folkways, p. 79.

(104) C. F. T. B. Veblen, Imperial Germanyand the Industrial
Revolution, Introductory. :

(106) Cf. J. Arthur Thomson, loc. cit., p. 525,
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The temperamental bias of a given race may thus be suited to
one or the other of two broadly divergent lines of cultural
growth; and this circumstance will be lergely regulated by the
exegericies of the physical environment in which the type
emergee and survives. This is to say, cultural growth may

work out predominantly along matter of fact lines; or, on the

the
other hard, along lines of putetive efficiency, where /temperment-
2l bias favors anthropomorphic conceptions, resulting in

the elaboration of & system of magical practices and beliefs.
Those peoples that have carried on their life in a restricted
environment and under a rather simple cultural scheme will
presumably be temperamentally adapted to the mode of life which
their long continued environmental and cultural situation re-
quires. So, for example, among the Eskimo, attempts at techo-
logical innovation have for the most part proved abortive.

This people appears to be raciaily endoved for the environ-
mental situation from wiich they have emerged and the relative-
1y simple cultural scheme which that situation imposed. It
accordingly mppens that among the Eskimo, where the means for
acquiring & livlihood are extremely meagre, and climatic con-
ditions are severe, the division of employment follows close-
1y the matter of fact lines of efficiency. Most of the work
of getting a living is carried on by individuals working in
pairs. Whatever principles of imputation are employed, there-

fore, are turned to account by the individual workers, and are

not held in trust and conserved by & special class whose ef-

forts are devoted to the performance of this "labor." Hence,
the body of magical practices and usages employed have been
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more or less rigidly selected by the actual concurrence of
events. In the case of the Eskimo, therefore, the elaboration
of the arts of life has been mostly on the side of matter of
fact adaptation; so that the division of employment within the
group makes for matter of fact as against putative efficiency,
This people has been able to work out its system of mechanicsal
ways and means to practically the highest degree of perfection
which the circumstances of their materisl environment wiil per-
mit.

A typical case of a different sort is afforded by the
Melanesians. The selection of the mores smong the Melanesians
has not been mainly carried out under the extreme exegencies of
o rigid materiel environment, and this people appears to have
& temperamental bias toward supernatural interpretations of
phenomena. With the elaboration of the arts of life, there-
“ore, the division of employment among the llelenesians has re-
sulted in the growth of a special class which holds the group
under tutelage and superintends the development of mechanicsal
ways and means by rigid application of customary usages and prac-
tices. This tutelary group has developed into secret societies,
holding a 1arge body of the information required for carrying
on the group life without the general possession of the whole
number of the individuels constituting the society. (106)

In consequence there is a two-fold inhibition upon the develop-

ment of this people. The first is that selection operates upon

the basis of customary (magicel) usages; and the second is that
a large body of the information (putetively) necessary for
carrying on the 1life of the group is held under monopoly.

It appeers, therefore, that the system of usages

IC8T Cf. william I- Thomas, Source Book of Socisl Origins,p.792.
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whieh regﬁlateé{th@flifé'of a given society may be subjected

to two,me%hoﬂ§ of éelection. One method works out along the
lines of putative efficacy and efficiency,{agd so tends to
inhibit the free elaborstion of the mechaﬁiéal”ways and means
upon which the life of the society necessarily depends. And
it will neoessarily follow that these imputed principles of
afflciency 1ncorporated into sociel usages will, in the pro-
portion that they dominate the life of the society, serve to
inhibit its progress. The second method of selection operates
on the basis of matter of fact, mechanical efficiency, and af-
Tords to individuals in the society_whose life history is thus
dominated such fulness of life as their instinctive needs, un-
der the 11mitatﬂons imposed by the material environment, may re-
quire. (10”“} The temperamental fituess of & given type for

its peculiar environment and culture may, however, have more
far-reaching significance. Cultural conditions will have much
to do in deciding whether & given racial type shall survive.

A change in environmental -r cultursel status will have a marked
effect upon & given type. Where changes of this character are
unusual.and extreme the result may be the total elimination

of the racial type. A degree of variation may take place, af-
fording & range of possible specialization of type, but where the
requirements of the new situation exceed the relatively narrow
1imits of specialization, the racial type is destinsd to dis-
integration and decay. (108) Something of this kinﬁ”appears to
have figured largely in the cultural decay which marked the
close of the Mousterian and Maglalenign.epoohs of the 0ld stone

{107) Cf., also, Hs G Keller, Societal Evolution, Chaps. IIT,
Iv. :
(108) Cf. P. He Giddings, Principles of Soeciology, pp. 325 f£f.
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It will be noted that the several limitations upon
the division of labor- environmental, temperamental, cultural -
come to a single effect. Their bearing on the social 1ife is
determined by the}manner in which they affect the accumulation
and conservation of that body of matter of fact information,
in the scquisition of which societies first emerged, and by
means of which, alone, they can survive. The unity of society
is nothing more, nor less, than the common dependence of indi-
viduals on this body of accumulated matter of fact information.
If this body of information is carried along with relatively
slow additions, the society is described as stationary; if,
through whatever circumstance, there is an appreciable de- '
duction from this volume of information, the society is desdfib-
ed as declining or retrogressive; if there is continuous and
rapid additions to matter of fact knowledge, the society is des-
cribed &s progressive. "United we stand; divided we fall" can
not be said of individuals in society. Stand or fall, individuals
in society are united. It is the fact that individuals must mske
technic ad justments ta survive, and that the method by which
these adjustments are made is the property of the social group,
that gives unity to society. The unity of society is thus the
unity of a process. But the relations of individuals in carry-
ing on this process are not necessarily co-ordinated. No unity
of this kind can, therefore, be asserted.

The number of individusls held together by a common
dependence of this sort will, of course, pe reguleted oy tne
exveut or tvne aivision or labor. As has already been indicat-

ed the development of the division of labor is primarily

109) He F. Osborn, 10C. Cite., D 257.
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dependent upon racial capacity and the physical environment.

But certain corollary conditions affect the case. The size

of the group will count for a great deal, sigéé it is only

with numbers that s very wide division of lsabor can take place.
Where the division of labor is extended to include & number of
adjacent groups there must be free communication gglatively
peaceable conditions. It will be seen that the temperamentsl
bias of a given people will count for a great deal in this con-
nection. A people unusually endowed with yreﬁsf:ry arptitudes
can never, themselves, work out & culture marked by & wide divis-
ion of labor, since this depends primarily upon the elsboration
of the mechanic arts. It invariably happens, therefore, that a
predatory people will build its culture upon a subject (peacesble)
population. (110) Classical instances of this kind are furnish-
ed by the Hebrews and by the-?reeks. The civilization of the
former people appears to have reached its greatest height dur-
ing the reign of Solomon. The Hebrew culture was of pastoral
derivation, and was founded upon the conquest and subjugation

of the peaceable peoples in Palestine. The course of trade dur-
ing Solomon's reign made it possible to levy extensive tolls
upon the caravan routes. It was during this period that the
Hebrew dominion reached its greatest extent and power. The
subsequent diversion of the trade routes removed the materisal
foundation of this power with the resultant decay of the He-
brew civilization. It is & remarkable and significant factthat
this people has never again been able to weld themselves to-
gether into a national unity. Wherever the more or less
hybridized descendents of this racial type are distributed

it is yet to be noted that they tend to gravitate toward

T110) Cf. Ernst Grosse, The Beginnings of Art, Chap. IIL.
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positions of a business, professional, or administrative char-
acter, that is to say, positions which require the exercise
of those racial treits possessed oy their predatory ancestors.
The case of the Greeks runs much to the same effect.
The wonderful artistic and intellectusl civilization of the Greeks
was built upon a foundation of slavery and subject peoples. It
was from these sources that the Greeks derived the materisl
foundations of their culture. It accordingly happened that this
culture crumpled into decay with the loss of the colonial empire
upon which it rested. The great oriental dynasties of the East,
also, were built upon much the same foundations, and the causes
of their decay are to be accounted for in like manner. The
case of Spain is also interesting in this connection. The
ascendency of Spain, like that of Greece, was achieved through
the upbuildihg of a great colonial empire. There was a conse-
quent growth of customary usages and practices in the Spanish
Dominion, and & corresponding decay of matter of fact informa-
tion and insight. When the Spanish empire was later deprived
of these tributary possessions, it was accordingly left strand-
ed under & long accumulation of customary usages and practices
from the sway of which she has not until this day emerged.
Retrogression may be due to other circumstances. A
change in the environment, for example, requiring & change in
the industrisl arts, when this change is inhibited by customary
practices and usages will result in the natural decay or retro-
gression of the group. The incursion of an alien people, bring-
ing a more elabérﬁte system of technology and imposing it upon
a racial type not adapted to this cultural situation, will
commonly result in the decay of the culture of the people so



50

subjugated. Thus, for example, the missionary endeavors of the
Western‘people among the more primitive cultures, and the in-
troduction of the Western methods of life, have commonly re-
sulted in the disintegration and decay of these simplerpeoples.
(111)

Where the social process is carried on in a resltive-
ly peaceable culture, undisturbed by predatory incursions,
the limitetions upon cultural advance are of a somewhat different
type. Here the system of usages usually works out through a
metriarchate into a type of patriarchal oversight and super-
vision of the ways and means by which the group carries on its
life. (112) While the margin upon which the group depends for
its subsistence, in the way of matter of fact information and
insight, may be small, it is yet the inherent property of the
‘group and is commonly carried forward over long periods unim-
~ paired. Additions to this matter of fact information may be
of slow growth, due to the inhibition of customary usages and
practices, but such as is accumulated is likely to be held as
& continuous possession. It will accordingly happen that a
people of this type will have a long continued cultural history,
marked by extremely slow advance. A tutelary system of this
sort may practically result in what is known as & stationary
society. Known instances appear to indicate, however, that
this is, in some cases, practically entirely a matter of racial
aptitudes. The case of the Eskimo has already been cited in
this respect, but a far more significent instance is furnished

by the Ainu people of the Japanese archipelago. These people
have long been in continuous contact with the more progressive

(11T Cf. Frieds S. Willer, The Economic Conflict of Western
and Prmitive Ci{ilture, Hamilton's, Current Economiec

Problems e 67
(112) af. Ernést Grosse, op. cite.
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Japanese, and yet the cultural results of this contact with a
superior people are of the most meagre sort. While in the case
of the Ainu the limitation upon cultursl advance seemed to

be almost wholly a matter of racial aptitude, the case of the
Egkimo seems tq present the phenomenon of & combined limitation
of an environmental and racial sort.

The most striking examples of progressive societies
are furnished by those peoples which by temperament and environ-
mental situation have been able to work out their life histories
under the dominance of matter of fact principles of efficiency.

The circumstances under which the peoples that make
up the Western world emerged.appear to have peculiarly fitted
them for cultural development along these lines. (113) These
peoples appear to have been of comparatively late origin.
They appear never td have existed in Western Europe except as
a hybrid type. (114) There is consequently a wide range of
_variation in temperament and aptitude in the racial composition
of the western people. The environment of Western Europe, also,
waes suited to wide cultural contact, and offered numerous op-
portunities for development in the mechanic arts. A wide divis-
ion of labor wae early worked out among these people. Since, as
has already appeared, at least a measurable condition of peace
is & necessary condition to & wide division of labor, the hy-
brid type which worked this out was presumably inclined to
peaceable, rather thﬁn war-like pursuits. The evidence is to
this effectfllg&t when the system of technology had been suf-

ficiently elaborated to afford a considerable surplus, there

[113) Cf. T. B. Veblen, lmperial Germany and the Industrial

Revolution, Chap. I.
(114) Cf. W. Z. Ripley, The Races of Europe, pp.121 ff.

(115) Cf. A. H. Keane, Ethnology, Chap. VI.
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appears to have emerged & predatory variant of this original
peaceable hybrid type. So that the racial types which figure
in thgﬁggfgﬁre tend to breed true, either to this original
peaceable type or to the later predatory variant. (116)

For the most part, the western culture has develop-
ed along the lines of matter of fact adaptation, as against the
elaboration of putastively efficient usages, customs, and
practices. There has consequently ensued a vast elaboration
in the system of technology, so that the division of labor
now practically unifies all the various national groups of Wes-
tern Christendom. As this division of labor takes effect in
modern life it serves to create a wide divergence of interest
among the several classes to which the division of labor has
given rise. It accordingly happens that the social life is
not carried forward by means of & co-ordinated adjustment of
individuels, but conflicting interests, class war, and national
animosities are rather the rule than the exception. Class
divisions are usually stated as falling into three types. The
first of theée is composed of those individuals in society whose
life asctivities are directly connected with the mechanicel pro-
cesses of production. These individuals meke up the laboring
class. Superimp sed upon these are the business classes, de-

voted to the exploitation of the industrial processes for the

purpose of pecuniary gsin. A third class is made up of those

individuals employed in the wasteful consumption of the econ-
omic surplus produced by the machine process. These indi-

viduals make up what is commonly referred to as the leisure

T. B. Veblen, The Theory of the Leisure Class,

(116) Cf.
Chap . IX‘



class.

It will be seen, therefore, that the grest society
rests upon widely divergent bases. There is a wide difference
in temperament among the peoples that make up this culture.
There is a wide difference of class interest, and hence con-
flicting ideals, usages, and practiées. And, moreover, the
vproéess itself is carried on along lines which conflict ﬁith
'-5§§thother. The regime of business is incompatible with the
logic of the machine industry. (117) The interests of thst

'predatory veriant which mainly makes up the dominant classes,

- run to dynastic politics and warlike enterprise , and these
aristocratic pursuits are incompatible both with business and
the machine industry. DBecause of the wide difference in the
tehperamental grounds upon which the Western culture is found-
ed, it is impossible that social reguletions can rest upon the
rigid enforcement of the habitual modes of conduct. (118)

The machine industry requires the existence of condi-
tions of peace. And this reguirement is at variance with the
temperamental bias of those individuals which chiefly make up
the dominant classes. There is among these individuals, there-
fore, by resson of their tempersmental bias, and re-enforced
by their habits of 1life, & continued attempt to direct the
activities of national groups along lines of dynastic politics

(117) Cf., T. B. Veblen, Ihe Theory of Business Enterprise,
chaoIXO

(118) Grhham Wallas rightly says: "The problem, therefore, of

the adaptation of our nature to our environment cannot be solv-

ed by merely enforcing those habits which are most convenient

under existing circumstances. 4 habit can neither be formed

without risk of failure in the process, nor permanently retain-

ed, when formed, unless it is adepted, not only to the facts

of the outer world, but also to the whole of our inner nature."”

- The Great Society, p. 80.
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and warlike enterprise. But'paiticularly within the lepure
class division of the predatory element, there is practically
no satisfactory outlet for these propensities, such, for ex-
ample, as 1é afforded by business enterprise or politics.
There is, therefore, among the individuals whose life activites
are held securely within the range-of pursﬁits prermissible to
this class, a growing sense of the futility of life. The
most marked effect of the predatory bias here works out in
e declining birth rate. '

The minute division of labor possible under the
machine industry results in continued industrial expansion.
To this exp ansion there seem to be certain necessary limita-
tions. The machine industry is ill adapted to climatic regions
m: arked by extreme heat.or cold. It seems, moreover, to re-
quire & hybrid type to successfully carry it forward. Hence,
where the Western culture has been carried among primitive
peoples, it has commonly resulted in the decay of these peo-
ples. So far, no pure bred race has been able successfully
to edept itself to the requirements of the machine technology.
The sseimilation of the negro to the machine industry appears to

be impossible. In so far as this is taking place, it is

through a process of hybridization, rather than through the

hebitual adaptation of the negro to the requirements of the

Western culture. So, also, if the futwre of civilization,

as it expands to include wider and wider racial groups,
follows this line, & new hybrid type must necessarily emerge.
Vhether this hybrid type will prove adapted to machine process-

es or the Western cultture is destiﬁed to collapse, is & gues-
] p

tion which the future only can decide. But thé possible dis~»

®
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integration of the Western culture need not wait upon the
necessarily distant future. The present tendency to resume war-
like pursuits may easily achieve this result. If the Western
culture might be presumed to choose the road to its destruction,
the warlike course has this to offer-- that the cultural state
to which it leads is known, while the future is, at best, un-
certain. In any case, those who look for & serene and stable
social life, free from the conflict and dissention which must
necessarily characterize the further development of the machine
industry, are not without grounds forvsuch a hope founded on

the experience of the past. A full blown regime of status
affords as secure a badis of social order and control as could
well be desired. Warlike enterprise and the traits that go with
it are necessarily at variance with the machine industry, so
that the adoption of these pursuits ought in time to restore
that orderly relation of individuals in society which exists

when men give more thought to the worship of God than to

the business of getting a living. This reversion may well be

marked by & stratification of classes and practical social
stagnation, such, for example as characterized the period

known as the Dark Ages. The influencesmaking for this re-

sult are not found among the business and leisure classes

alone. The war between capital and labor appears to be de-

veloping a class of captains of labor whose success is depend-
ént upon about the same range of aptitudes which is required
for a type devoted to warlike enterprise and predation.

From 8ll of which it will appear that the unity

of the society which makes up the Western culture is broader,
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because it has a broader spiritual and material foundation.
The dependence of the individual upon the group is correspond-
ingly enlarged, end the disciplinary adjustments are more
rigide The modern culture came with the machine; it will

go with the machine, and the direction in which it will go
will be determined by the changes which take place in the
modes and expedients by which individuals in society effect

their adjustments to the environment.
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