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I fully agree w1th Sister Mechtraud’s broad definition of somology
a science of society, the science which treats of man’s relation with Lis
fellowmen. Having in mind man’s social life. we rmg}n state the definition
of sociology in another way by saving .hat it is a science of human relation-
ship. Social life is that part of man’s life which is spent in a’;group-—
+ primary or secondary—be it organized or unorgamzed It concerns itsélf

. with all -our social. deahngs, whether these be cooperatxve or compeuuve T

m nature.

* T also- share~w1th her the idea that when we speak of “man in
socxology we always_ have in mind the fact that he is.a creature .of God .
" with an animal body but with a human soul, endowed by Him with intellest = "~
“and free will; -that:man as a rational Being is capable of forming-a society |

with’ other men.“ It is'in this society that men in the course-of time-for-:

" milate, acquire;’
~~'social behavior.s; - -

.-<~_‘

"We cannot, therefore conceive of any idea of the science of somology o

developing - without having in mind the concept and nature of man, since
without him socxety cannot exist. And as we say that sociology is the
science of society, so it follows that without socxety there is no science’ of
sociologv.

In our study of human knowledge, we learn that it may be broadly
classified into two general divisions: the natural-science and the social
science. Natural “sciences are those that deal with nature, while social
sciences treat of the'life of man in his relation with his fellowmen. Itisin
-this respect that man becomes the object of study of the science of sociology.
- However, *

L studies the structurc ‘of the organism; physiology, the functions of thé or-
. ‘ganism; pathology, the effects of disease upon organism; and phvs:cal
,,_'thropology, ‘the typxcal variations-in the external features of man’.’

method is equally being employed by present day sociologists. .

- But 'unlike all othier science which use the a-posterioti 3 method clear- '
1y, sociologists cannot bring ‘society into_the: laboratox?y, it cafinot put men - .

““into test tubes :and.retorts. Yet, sociology is a science;-it- uses:scientfic

- -methed. “The scientific method does not_ conslst of the ‘use of mechamcal -
- gadgets, however valuable they ‘may be ‘in :some sciences. Science is 3'.°
method of - -arriving 'at an understanding of man, of the universe, and of - -

man’splace in the umiverse. Tt is a-method of .acquiring knowledge.’ As
such it xs used. by the socxologlstas well as- by the chermst.” :

and pract.\ce certain socxal values and norms ‘which govern. S

“the" bxolooical sciences study man as a_living organism, anatomy S

In the attainmént of truth about nature and man, two ‘nethods migy. - -
be employed 'I'he first is called ‘the inductive, or a pqstenon method. .
“This is what we employ especially in the study ‘of natural scierices. The
second method of attdining truth is called the deductive, or'a pnon method. -
TThis'is what we use especially in the study of the science of sociology. How- =
_-€ver, now that ‘sociology is becoming of age as a science, the. -a-posterion -
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Some Views of Sociology, Social Sciences, and Scientific
Objectives: Being a Selected Compilation and Dis-
cussmn of I\letnoas Objectives, and Ends of

SR ~ Human Attitudes. "

CHARLES O. HOUSTON, JR. -

Soéiolog'v is now a respected discipline for the study of man in society.
Many of its original objectives, however, have been pre-empted by the
.other social ‘sciences to such an exfent, it appears, that sociologists have
‘become soéial technologists and social anthropologlsts the technocrats. In
~the United ‘States, the Lines’ between sociology and :social anthropology have

‘lished a8 to irhibit beginnings in either discipline.. :Both are in the fetal

‘stage;+s0. it ‘seems. -necessary to ‘devote.some discussion’to ‘what we .hope
. - Sociology ‘can’“conttibute in ‘future decades to ‘an:understanding of .the
" ‘particular. problems faced by the peopl€ of-the Philippines. - 4
-studies “of .Philippirie ‘society::are” manifold;~workers..are; few, and those -, -

Desiderata in

“attempting $ociological:work -are:hampered by (1} & ~general‘lack of under- . .
;standingras ‘to what sociology is.and-what its importance can be in Philip- ..
-pineacademic life, and ;{ 2) by rather vague <or ~contradictory views held

" " by -those persons interested.in sociology, elther .as :a’ career or as an addi- -

»tlonal tool in “their own discipline. R

* This. paper is meant as an introduction to a solutxon of this problem.
As such, it will concern itself with a compilation-of -views held by various
authorities in the past thirty years—frankly an appeal to authority, in view
of the author’s orientation as an historian. . It will- also present the author’
view -as-to ‘the scope and role of sociology -in :the -Philippines-and what
he believes -as 'to- the general application of the social sciences.to a study
of ‘man in society, through. scientific -method.. e

.",Pexhaps the clegnest dxswsxon of the begmsz.mgs of - sgcw.om,! is. Lo b\,

Ly AP

of - socxology can “be- mrcumscnbed century or two :
it ‘can be extended to cover the whole range of human reflecuon on soc:ety
7 from he: remote,past accordmg to the degree to whxch the scientific- desidera-
- “tumn. xmphcxt in the term'is emphasized. Soc:ology, as 2 -more or Jess definite
" body. of . systcmatxc knowledge with a distinctive place and name aong the
- family -of -sciences, must-be dated by decades rather than by centuries. “The
o7 " reasons for this late emergence are significant of far- reachmg changa in the
: 't concepuon of socxety nself wnhout wlnch a sc;e:uce nf socxet}‘ could not have
'_ The wmt approa:h w0 a genume socm}ogy bdoxe the ‘présent age was
. made by the” Greek philosophers. The distinction. which, the sophists drew.
* " “between mature (physis) and .convention (momas) 'was of ‘signal importance,
for;- distinguishing laws of nature from those of sotiety,;it ‘made the social

g -for, distinguishing laws of ‘nature fro mtheze of eociety, ‘it made the social

~ 'sanétity which precluded its chgnnﬁc ‘study.” Their~main objective was not .
eue.ntifu: stndy bux a revoluuonary etkic; the . chaﬂenge wbxch they offered, .

‘become blurred (see below), but in the’ Philippines, neither is-so well estab- -
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could, however, be met onlv in ik spirit of free anvestigation. It was o e
spirit that the challinge wa: whenr up by Piate and Aristotle, who sough:
in epoch making formulation: to show that socicty was the inherent condition
of human fulfilment: that in this scnse it was prior tc the individual; that
its essential structurc, apart {rom: the particuler historical wvariutions and
degenerations to which it is subject, arose out of the inborn impulses of manj
and that its essential bond, the justice which achieves the ordered funct'uning
of a social system, .is not merslv an imposition of the strong subjugating the
weak or of the weak seeking to fetter the strong but a principie of union
expressive of the organic community of social animals...1

...Greek thought on society never takes specific sociological form...

. In .the last resort the obstacle was the inability of the Greeks to distinguish
.- .the concept of community from that of state, the same inability which in
‘. apother manifestation was responsible for the: facl. that the Greek political
: xdeal Jnever transcendcd the bounds set by the wal]s of a- small cxty
“In'Rome .. it e S
& . ithe Roman precccupation with Jaw obscured th:; . yiéw -of the -non-
' ;‘legahsu'c aspects -of -society. In so far as. the latter required: interpretation,
~there came . to-hand, in Cicero, for -example, the convenient principle of na-
- tural.law, which, however, remained. normative, not descriptive-or constitutive.
- The transition from natural law to matural social process, which “would have
prepared. the way for a science of society, was nowhere made explicit. While
it was generally .admitted that man was not only, in-the-older language-of
the city-state, a zoon politikon but slso a-being whose naturc demanded the
universal conditions of society, the actual processes of ;social relationships were
taken for granted, save in respect to their conformity to .or._deviation from
an ethical or a legal norm.?

We might inject, parenthetically, that the last sentence quoteu above
could be taken as a keen alaysis of present-day Philippines.

Maclver’s discussion continues with an analysis of the developments
in philosophy through-the Middle Ages which inhibited a growth of true
. _sociological thought ‘and we will return to this discussion. later‘in our dis-
e -cussion 'on the meaning..of -sociclogy -to the Philippine=sc In. .any.
.5 - ‘event, the years through ‘the dedle Ages and -the- beginnings . of nation
“=.. .. -states brought with them a growth in phxlosoplucal ‘approaches to man:in.

-, -society ‘which ‘eventually. culminated in the ‘schools of .rationality of the
.Seventeenth Century. . This was to prove of enormous: mportance in man’s

concept ‘of society.and - - -
. ,...Socxology arose in the sevcntccnth century in opposmon w the in-

A

..

T C -"}-“ - tion .with Western  tociety ‘constitutes. the mzjor unifying - theme ier'pmblem,
o S resea.rch, and theory of aouology thmughnmna hutory.r. :

IR M. MacIver. “Socxofogy,” Encyclopcdm af :

p. 232, passim. (New’ York Maumllan )

~-31bid., p. 233,
3john W. Bennett &

pp.), p- 330.

extricable mixture of ethical and legal prmcnplu in the docmne of Naturdl

" Law. This .expression of an empirical awtude was an attempt, ‘ltimately <
‘successful in - certain respects, .to dmung\usb -between “important. elemenm o
social behavior and outlook characteristic of Westernmety The pregccupa--

Sa:sal Scxmce:, Vol 14

o & Kurt H. Wolff:’ “Toward Commnmcatmn between So- .
ciclogy and Anthropology,” Yearboak of dnthropology 1955, Edited by W. L. Tho-": "
mas, Jr., (N.Y.: Wenner-Gren Fonnd:mon for Anthropologxcal Rsearcb, 1955 835 R
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From the close of the 18th Cenrury, in

the contributions of men like Fichte and Nowvalis the old philosophy of history
was reoriented as Gesellschaftsphilcoophic and Gesellschafisiehre. For Fichre
saciaty meant the relation of reasoning beings to onc another and the state was
only a -specific, empirically limited form of society. The positive character of
society he found in rcupmcxty through freedom. .. From then on an cssenual
problem -was -that of -the. relation of society. to the state .and consequendy of
Gesellschajtslere w Staatsiehre. While some of the German romantic school,
- like.Schlegel and Adam Muller. continued to use the two terms almost inter-
changeably, the trend was in the opposite direction and even Hegel, for all
his idealization of the state, made his own somewhat. curious distinction between

. .bourgeois society and the state.  It-remained only to_bring this distinction from
the, irealm of phﬂosophy to that of sclence. <In ‘this:.process aocxolog} ‘as a

‘-~deﬁmte subject ‘was born : :

This birth-occurred ‘in 1837 thmugh the Fectures:of Auguste Comte," :
who introduced the -word :ocxology, -these lectures resulted in-his:work Po-" :
sitive. thlosophy, 4in 1tself sxgmfxca.nt of what socxology meant to. Comte and
"hxs school.. Do el A :

e Gomte's mtennon in .mtroducmg the ‘word has been w1dely mxsunder-""

'stoo'd P IE has been* ‘confuséd with: the suggestmns ‘of” practxcal change in- polity- o
‘Comte . -

" .and.in - rdxg;on, wlucb in the later: part of ‘his life, he advocated. ..} : -
e considered himself-to be in-succession with: ‘a’ line. of t}unke:s historically begm- :
- . ning ‘with: Thales and Pythagoras, contmumg wu.b Bacon-and" Dcsca.rtes, and
©. "% ‘culminating in*Hume's ‘Tratise of Human Naturé’, Aw)uch attcmpted ‘to unify
v and evaluate the total available knowledge of Man LA

That a chanve in the orientation toward the meamng c{ socxology has
come .about since the days of Comte and his school should not be sur-
prising,-since change is the essence of human society-and of thought. The
direction this change has taken during the 20th Century is quite indicative
of the general orientation of thought toward human problems so character-
istic of Western Civilization” if .this term is defined 30 -as -to indicate .
“American or. “Bntxsh" civilization.- This: change in-origntatien is-simply -

*survey :of - definitions ' of somologyi_:and socxal science m textbooks durmg‘;

“The conflict in thought between somology as pl’nlosophzcally ‘conceived . | -
' 'and carried .on.in Europe and its utilitarian pragmatismin_America, is
ewdent -as early :as.1924. Clarence M. Case, in that ‘year, declared:

. The practlcally ‘important thing is .to distinguish between sociology as a
cntegory in -a. rigidly logical classification of the sciences and sociology asa .
socxa] work and’ a consxderable literature both pmodxcal and occagional. ..
It my indeed pwve to be the leaven +in the social sciences which, ‘while leav-
emng the whole. lump thh a, more liberal, broad, a.nd truly human ‘point of
. view,. I8 " destined. \eventua.lly itself | to_disappear. “That’is a quesuon to be an-
sweredmorebythelog:cofevemxthanby thelog:cofthesc:enoas. 1 do not,
- however, agree with some who have likened sociology to a_fower. a.rmmd which
- -the dthes -social sciences .are “clustered. It does not thus overlook or overiord
them, lmt is'at most like a- common courtyard mt.o wlud: tbey open, through

4 Maclver [bld. pp. 2385.236, passim.
& Victor Brandferd: “Socxology,” Encytlopedw Bmanmca, V.oi. 20, P- 9! i,'(1936

pmmng),_ (Audxur was Chairman of Council, British Socwlogxml ‘Society)

:the directing ‘of . sociology. toward wutilitarian -ends, .and. can ‘be noted 'in.a" :_ -



- This'is. one of ‘the "earliest ‘appeals to ‘the ° magic’ of “science”;

- “manbéhavior,
= College, noted for 'its “scientific” approach to problems of edncauon) .
-‘thrpugh an intensification and broadening .of what are considered “scien- . -

tific” methodologxw-—madxanaucal statistical, and other rigidly classxfi-,." )

= ‘catory systems—which; -today, ‘has aided in_ brmgmg about the’ confusion . -
-Wwithin the- discipling and between itand the other social. dlsczphnes. Case s

-
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which they musi pass to and iro in bringing their more or less scparate in-
quiries t0 a common poin:t ¢f view, and possibly sooner or later to a smlet
body of crganized knowledge abou: human society and culturet

The very wording of this definition is significant, at once holistic in ob-

jective and pluralistic in method. This represents the conflict within the .

discipline of sociolagy still continuing and v»hxch was present in later pages
of Case’s discussmn
The distinctive contribution of sociology to the social studxs ‘is to show
that, however much may be aliowed for individual initiative and for natural
environment, human life has been conditioned umore- bv its socxal xettmg than
by any other cause. . : S -
Sociology studxes the various {orms of causal relatmns between the activ-
ities of mdxvxduals that are always occurring-in“homes, schobols; nmghborhoods
‘crowds, .. .“and that give rise to public: opuuon, cuxtoms -and '’ ‘institutions. :

= Socxology -also studies thc problcms of populauon as. affectmg all types
olsoc.taxactwny . --,x..«.-‘.:‘; it
It studies- the causes, prevention, and ‘treatment of poverty nm:! crime.. %,

£
It makes a comparative study of dxfferent socxetxes cvl e

o
R valh A-‘, ol

" Sociology dffords a clear view of ‘the airs of educatxon “forit’ 'shows that ’

dxstmcuvely human nature is second nature socxaﬂy acquxred -and that if from
bxrth one could be excluded from’ all soc;a] contacts hc would'remam a naked

> - -

“ savage and a dumb brute....7 - i oo =

That many sociologists were not vulhnfr to accept the ‘ultimate fate
for their discipline as prognosticated by Case, and were determined to
prove through their work and by their methods that sociology was piu-
ralistically bound, is illustrated by all subsequent literature; Indeed, with-

in a very few vears after Case we encounter the beginnings of an attempt
“at method designed to prevent sociology’s
c:al sciences:

‘we are callmg the methodologlcal scheme

aosorpuon mto the other so-

expermwnlal .racwlogy

Sd

“in varymg  situations 4in-the field’ of social mteracuo
" +thé sense o developmg techmques ‘for the control - of
*‘tbat*:menhfu' ‘records® -may ‘be obtained- both of- “behavi ,and of s:tuanon,
" and that statistical “analysis—ultimately the necessary” fool- far 'eualuatmg be-
f“:hamor-muatzan relaxwm'hxp.r*’—mav eventually be. apphed8 r s

desxgned
to make of ‘the social sciences respectable ‘coordinates "in-the study of hu.-
'I’hxs has been carried on {not only at Columbia’s Teachers

% -<6 Clareace M. Case: Outlines af Introductory Sociology. ~ A Tex&ook of Read-
ings in Soc:al Saence N Y.: Hamoun, Brace & Co., 924 mvx. 980 pp.,

Pages. wxi-ii =
7Ibid., pp. 23-24, pa.mm e

‘8 Dorothy. S. Thomas et al: Some New Techmque: lor Studymg Sand Be. .\ :

Bavior, N.Y.: - Teachers Couegc, Columbia Umv, 1929 x, 203 pp. Page 1.
© Italics ‘supplied. : . - R

] 1s'expenmental m', -
bserver in ’oraer .

ey

TRV, ST e e i o~ A G e goni o, YT G meme pone -.,,.r-,—.-,..,,«‘..w.—wg-‘, et v
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hope that sociology would provide a “common courtyard™ is still far short
of reality, it wouid seem. This methocological approach, was advocated
bv Dr. Thomas because “Our present concern with the development of
techiniques s due to the fact that there have been so few artempts to
obtain genuinely objective data in this field and, indeed, a rather general
_feehng that such attempts represented the measurement of the unmeasure-
able :
This concern, this attempt, was mirrored very sharply in a later vol-
ume indicating the preoccupation of social scientists with the problems of
their disciplines as well as their attempts to make of the various branches
-of the.study of man in his society true ‘‘sciences.”” The work was edited
by Stuart A. Rice,® and was .divided into nine supposedly related sections
s(all ‘‘case- analyses ): “The.Delimitation of Fields of Inquiry”; “The De- . .
" Hinition 'of . Objects of Investigation”; “The Establishmeént of Units and - "
‘Scales” (very significantly); “Attempts to Discover Spatial Distributions '
. and Tempordl .Sequences” (with an_holistic- objective?) ;. “Interpretations . G
of ‘Change: as. a :Developmental .Stage”; “Interpretations.of Relationship . °.':
-Among, Unmeasured Factors”; “Attempts .to Detexmine Relations .Among", e
: Measured ‘but Expenmenta.l]y Uﬁncontrolled Facicrs®; “Attemp’s to Deters -2 ¢
mine’ Quantxtatxve Relations.. among Measured and_ I:‘arpenmentally Con- .- ‘:t
frolled Factors”. "These sections are followed by a series of appendices, . . :
“illuminating, it was hoped, the foregoing analysis of case studies, ‘among.; -
which (Appendix E) is the “Report -of the Advisery Gomihittee -of  the
American Sociological Society” (pp. 749-752), wl’uch supphes -brief com-.
‘ments -on’22 ‘works in sociology. These .comments .are most interesting as
they bear directly upon this effert at integrating the .social sciences into
what might be termed “pure science”.. Whether or not this attempt was
successful in this particular case, will be judged by -each :individual today
on the basis of his own orientation toward his discipline. To this observer,
‘the effort seems greater than the result—-msofa.r as meeting its objective
“i5 -concerned.
.any: event, the path was laid out. and socxologxsts directed ‘their o
_ th varying intensity, along its way. ‘Three years: after 'the “Case _
" Book’ "Jizmts H.S. Bossa.rd pubhs'hed a pioneer work entitléd, Social, Change
.iand “Social Problems™  This was 'frankly utilitariah -ih -ofientation and -
thethod?: Béssard ‘was ‘not narrow in_his' views, Béing imiuch fiioré phil-
" osophically.inclined than the majority of his colleagues in the siéw discipline;
~he raised as many :questions with regard to the future of seciology as
constructing - fields for its inquiry, particularly with reference ‘fo .making
of sociology ‘a ‘functional factor in social studies. C
Applied sociclogy may be defined as sociology with a practi¢al purpoae. “ie

BRRA @phed sociology seeks to utilize the.knowledge and understanding which the

) ,','wmdmdogyhmdwdopedmtheacwmplmhmmtofcettamdmd‘
,‘-Jmalenda...Ontheo:hahand,apphedmologymnotaoaalwark. The

7. ' forfner is'a scienee; the latter, a technique and an art. 'As such, social work

’ _mdependentuponnllofthenoualwencawhchmpmgeuponznpmvmce...n

Ibid.. )

W 1°Me¢bod in Social Sumca L3 Case Bonk. (Compzled under thé Dn-ecuon
.of the -Committee an Scientific Method in the Sowunl Sciences, -the Social Science
“Research-Council.) Chicago: Univeriity of Chicago Press, 1931, viii, 822 pp. Note

determination, .

‘the intensity of effort this indicates: this was not a “wend”.
‘.“NY-Harpe:&.me.,lQSéxn,%&pp ) .
ﬁlbrd.,p. 32.. 7 . . L
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It seems essental to keep this distinction quite ciear in viewing the ob-
jectives and methods of sociology.  Bossard was quite unigue in his dic-
cipline for his clarity of thought and percepiion of the limits of funcrional
socxolog’)
- .Applied sociclogy can contribute to the dev -elopment of an objective
a:::t..de toward social problems. . ..
A second service which dpphed sociology can render is the objecnve
description. of -social problems. .
-It.can contribute to an understandme of the causes, so calied, of .he
problems involved. T
- - There are those... who insist that the sociological approach is a par-
ncula.r restricted and unique one, separate from those of the other social
sciences.. Unfortunatel), there is no agreement as to what this particular ap:
¢ . proach-is,.nor ‘has the consensus of opinion among those taking this pomuon

LT lthe hnd” hxstory of its development, .2 ‘number of .blind’ alleys. At -the-other”
- . extreme arefthose ‘who insist that ‘the ‘sociological approach, -especially that of -
’ ‘_ -applxea socxology, is essentially a synthetic one, coordinating the findings’ of
many sciences- whxch touch in various ‘ways the pmblems th.h v»hxch it ls con-

3 cemed 13 .

To avoid these nd a.lleys, he suggests that
Certam prablems such as poverty, population, crime dehnquency, dnome
. <etc,,.are:generally -agreed upon as distinctive fields.for 'sociological study. _In
dealmg with :these problems. shall the energies of .sociologists be diverted to
the ‘maintenance of the vain divisions of esoreric cults, or shall they-be applied

to these problems?14

In view of the growing esotenc1ty of cults within sociology, it is worth
repeating Bossard’s question agam and again, particularly if sociology
is to occupy the functional position Bossard and others envisaged. His
observations and questwns are still highly pertinent.

o Furthcrmore it is well to remember that pure sociologists coordinate the
,}L.,‘ work of m__any dlifcrent sciences and sources. The question may well be asked,
BE thae!orc hy ther,such procedure is less scientific in the study.of- poverty ‘than

in thc,atudy pre.mge, dn the- study xof cnme than in the analysxs of smal

: ~'Whatever :the pamcular answer ‘to. thxs quesmm it is the hopa. of apphed
sociology to aid in the ld:nlzfacatxon of ‘the causative - factou in thz problamx’
dealt with., . :
" " Bt mast+be confased with ‘the hmmhty which ought always to be cha.r-

e R

"actenmr. of the -true- scientist, that applied . socmlogy finds its work for the _';

- mostpan in-the fu.ture, rather than in the past.- In ‘other wordx >much apphed

LY soaologystillfa.ns short ofbemgmennﬁc.(... .

S T At this _point, it-may well be pointed out t.hat the conmbunons of eouology
. V,dtmfarhavebeanmmnglyfew ! .

N - We must gnmﬂ against . letting: eocxology degenerate “into mere auenuﬁc

a:gon wlnch is-but an. elaboranon of .the’ obvxou;. Conceptx m-e nsefu.l as

Q_xiﬂ"d- 935- } — ) L
WIbid, p. 6. :

“always.. favored :the same one, with the result that sociology has -pursued, “in”

R A

ol
L

'umntelhgﬂ:nlxt'y”22 This sociological _pluralism.is.
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tools, but they must not be leaning posts for academic prattle, for wornou:
theories, or for worthless ideas...15

We underiine Bossard’s nope for applied sociology because we are convinced
it represents the m'z]or—-me principal—function with which sociology in
the Pluhppmes should be concerned and to which its efforts should be de-
voted. - We are convinced, also, that this has not becen-the case in the past
and is not so today. We are as alarmed today as Bossard was in
1934 .with s the increasing use of jargon to .disguise -the obvious — a
fault due possxbl‘, to the increasing familiarity 'with:sociclogical concepts
among the Alaity”.and the retreat into the esoteric by the pmfessmnal hop-
ing-to retain all the priestly attributes the unknown bestows upon those
who seek to. interpret it. The danger, against which Bossard warns us in
the above quotation is a growing one, if one examines contemporary socio-
".logxcal literature. For example, in a’recent. number of the. Researal}’ Studies
‘of the. State. College of Washington, devoted :to .the ‘Proceedings” of the

. ‘Pac:fic -Scciological ‘Society for 1956, we iencounter: such .articles as “Cor-

relates ‘of ‘Primary Communication. and Empathy,”“ w}uch breaks down
{niof qmplv it‘must be added) inte the.simple ‘Guestion, How do you get

" along with “your -spouse 217 Or- -another, +Verbal -Behavior in Problem-
.'.Solvgng Sma)lrlo Groﬁ; 18 which -breaks down’ into. “social confusion and
- ‘how -this ‘affects’ efficxencv, the main conclusion “&f :the: study being. that

“the' individual - who "is ‘most '¢oricerned with his: role in: society, rather
‘than ‘the ‘one who thiiiks- principally -of -himsélf* first _1s “more ‘popular-and

: -achieves- leadershxp This easily observable trait’ among “humans, is here

subjectedito”a “‘scientific” analysis, recordéd minute ‘by minute.”?® Or
we' encounter; “Mathernatical Models in Socxology 720 an-attempt to carry
Dr. Thornas’ theorem of * ‘experimental sociology™-to its logical conclusion:
“An exercise in semantic definition, leading to-the ‘conclusion, inferentially
expressed, that it would be better if more sociology be reduced to mathe-
matical symbols”—rather than the symbolism of ordinary speech.?’ Paren-
thetically, we might add that “Perhaps the day will.yet dawn when socio-
logists. will be. able to .talk exclusively in formulae and symbols and will
have. achieved the ultimate goal of speaahsts ccmplete az;g;hs:;c;;ss;{_ui
ndividual Counseling and Groupfl’;ychotherapy with Pa-
roled ‘Drug . Addicts;”"2® “Psychosomatic_Comiplairits,” “Institutionalization

-

| _.and Delinquency,”* “‘Parent-Adolescent Relationships-and Délinquent, Be-

havior, 28 and “Relatmnslup of ‘Crime .and Horror :Comics to Juvenile De-
linquency.”® ~We' mennon these rather tnvxal exa.mples here because Dr.

LRI

Bossard tedm 1934 e
s . "It geems safe . to say ‘that not- one major soc;al problem thh which ‘applied
socxoiogy .deals has been made the object of .a .comprehensive coordinated:
mearchpxogram . The fauure o proceed m ‘that ‘direction. lays socio- .
T lognm open K mucmn fm.m non-eoaologmtnzas pumnng ddettama p.m)ecu,

o e

15'Ibid., 36-57 ‘:ﬁa‘f’% Itaba g 11161-%4 - -,\Q:'; '
S e Sabagl: omas; -
1 g);mmenet’ by C. O. Houston, nwer.ruy ‘of Mam'la oumal of - Eut Asiatic

Sl

‘ .Studw.r, “Vol.-V; No. 1 -(January, 1956), P 108. ‘(VPubhsh April, 1957).

18 By Shn ames, 125188, Badey, pp- 141-149,
‘19 0. J’0 H.J.Ibid :,P 1138-109 . _f‘ I%;;e, Jr, %161950‘159-
2 R.Y. Hill, pp. 154 . ; -
nC 0 K, oi, P 108 A mgn. Prabd, Jr., pp. 170-177.
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" toying with vague problems of a rélafively uhimportant sort. One cannot
escape commenting o the fact that such ldapge-scale rescarch attacks as have
been made upon the major probiems of applied sociology nave resulied fmm

tie efforts and inspiration of other interested -groups.

To the extent that applied sociology -identifies cansal factors in soéial
problems. with proper appraisal of their relative ‘impertance, it will indicate
.effective ways and -points of remedial. provediré. .

o oo Apphed socivlogy tan supplv vatiows cémbephito" th: study “of socm} prob-
-4t dems. ... Professor Eubafik "hai emphaifzéd the -valire of -such concepts as
;.. social amtude value, wishes, conflict, cultiife- ‘€ompléx; and social distance..

There is a great need for a consideratioh of social well-being from the
stafi@ point of society as a whole.... " {Apphed sociology] can develop a

--iprogram -¢orepréheénting all ‘of sociéty dgrams dealing with “pecific
“ ,;probiems %beth -based on” an understzmh thie, Ehtire so_cxetal situaticn.

A ﬂus suggests’ [me idéa’ of so¢ial cb
logy, i.e., intefést i the cfeve opmen
“he . attamn_mnt of given “ends....

d 30 ith el and objectxves. .
ttér “of actua‘ fact, the problem of ya.iuu cax_mot be escaped. . What

m";:eedsvto be emphasxzed .88’ Hayes h‘ vy ﬁhown,rxs that the:e ualue: :hall be

< “The hzstor"y of socxology shows ‘it to have had -a: dnal origin: (1) in
.-, ‘the de<1re for: social improv ‘ement, and . (2) m the search -for understanding.2

- None of the objectxves of applied wcmlogy or, -indeed ‘sociology itself,
can be approached until -an ‘understanding of “sor'xetv” 1is -achieved. Thxs
is & ‘weakness ‘of most textbooks on the ‘subject:-the -term is used: without
functional definitions. An example f this i% the textbook in cufrért iise
in the Philippihés which discusses Phxhppme sotibty as if the term wére
thorcughly understoed by all who would use the book. 'We find MacIver’s
approach to ‘his ‘discipline the most admitable of: “dll ‘authorities vonsultéd.
He | ‘definite ‘objective A, His: ‘texit, By "ffﬂ‘ﬁeral ofie. o[ expiamng' -

_ustx'aﬁiig“siiérology 7And -this, weibBelisv

' gcmune education. - A text, even_ an- mtxoductory tcxi, shoulld présént, not ‘n -
gglomerauan ‘of discoririebrad” iiateFialy b‘ﬁf the " Grdefly exposxﬁon of that
chéme of tiﬁngs which 6onstxtutés m! prb’fsér knbject ‘matter, : .
What the proper subject. ‘matter of 'f"l 7 _.hat 1t mcludes and o
m]uaa, i stﬁl véry imperfectdy reaﬁwa. In:my Juﬂgment the: -Chiel” tm‘ficulty .
s ‘the ‘frequent tendency :o,xdentxfy ﬂxe mal with ‘what Aanthropalogmts call
the “cultural’, that is, with the wrhole: zrea and ‘tande’ of Buman detivits© Many |
igéndaltamofmciogi mmcmﬂgm»md tec‘.hnﬂogrca] and
. * _ othér :topie &5- pa:-t -of their Eabjéct, ¥dr". o i SiF 0wH !sake, oF i, wers, "and [
nafom:enghtmeym@ameques&ﬁaagoaﬂmmmp “There is, .
of«eonrse, 1o fm-m of human,sam\nty wlncb dceamo; }:ave, -sayJ a mychokog:cal S

",‘:‘tq«'ﬁ‘:v_‘ag;. S S R R AT TR
“

i ° o
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aspect or an cconomic aspect. Qur problem is first to disentangle the social
factor. and then to interpret it by showing its dependence on or relation to
the other factors of human life. Onply thus can we avoid the embarrassing
inclusion of -multifarious subjects, withoyt unity and without focus. Only thus
can we deveiop a az.:mzczwe subject matter of saczalog'

E C Sociology, concemed ‘with the relationships of social. beings as they cohere
into systems and .as: lhty .change -in :response ‘to all the -conditions that affect
human life, calls for an art of revela.twn as -well .as. a suience of analysis. The
facts and ﬁ:zurcs, ‘the cpmplex changu;g patterns of secial behavior, have a

o meaning “beyond t.hemselves To present them aright we must fxrst seek to

v understand them. . : : .

- Abundant. contmvatsy has aqsen ova the question whether there is at

A ‘;al] a‘subject de emhj":fto b namgd spgology, whether. - 1f the.re xs, qt°is ‘a

E ?

0. put Aty the mterrelauon"between the orgamsm ‘and" the world o whxch

“‘t responds. .. ." Sociclogy alone studxes :social relationships ‘themselves,  society
iself. "Thus thc focus of pone of ‘thege other sciences is identical with that
-of sociology, .and it .is.always .the- focus of interest whlch .‘djstin_guishes one
-social science from-another. We should: not -think-.of the .social -sciences .as

dividing between them - physically separate .areas of reahty “hat dxstm»-
guishes “each from each -is .the selective interest.. U ST
. Our mtcrest then xs m socxal relauonsh:ps, ‘as, socxal not' mer?ly a8

Lo ,aﬁd for pracucal apphcanons But ‘in. t!ns selecung wWe —are alsO«abstractxng
AT - from the: actua.l social relatwmiups mto ‘which social” bemgs enter ‘arid ' neg----
NS lecnxi'g ’for tbe time - be.mg the greater coherence of” soczety wlnch consxsts m
T e marveloudy xntncate and. ever-Changmg pattern of the totalxty of thae
: . relationships. “We are breaking up in thougbt, for the coavemance of smdy

T'. " orfor the aakequnm;;cal ontrel; that which is indisoluble lin-reality, and .

T we. cannot or :hauld ‘not ba'satufwd untdl our- tbought ‘has. restored ths . umty '»

Grgnde st
4

o

. To ﬁnd the foc:u of our subject mtta‘ is thm'do.re of-ﬁrst urlpartance
!nparucxﬂa:weshouldmcogmzethétmmdymgsoaetywemnotat-
tempting to study everything that_ happens “in socxety' or under socjgl con- .

d:uom, ior that happens ‘in soi:xety ‘or- under socml condinom, fpr that

“Itahca supphed. Ty on , 7
»”Italm;m‘pphed.»'v . I E A




" Ghica B. Lippincott -Co:, 1940, xii, 836pp. .. iy
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includes all human activity and all human learning. We shall be
concerned  with culture, but only for the light it throws on social
relatonships. We shall not. for example, study religion as religion o art
as art or invention as invention. Unless we find anc keep some focus we
lose our way in the welter of phenomena. and this danger is always besetting
the student of sociology. ‘The only way to avoid this danger is to keep our
interest focused upon social relationships themselves.28 ’

This ciear and admirable statement of purposes_and objectives is ‘in
sharp contrast with so much that purports to be sociological writing. We
illustrate by reference to Sutherland and Woodward, pubhshed as late as
1940 who stated

No attempt will be made... to define in formal terms the province of
the socwlogzst. To the qusnon, "What is socwlogy” the whole book is the
best ; answer." .\ % ) K :

'We submit that ifitwo socxologlsts avo1¢fomal defuutmn in miore than exght

. hundred. pages ¢f. an introduction to thexradxscxphne ‘considering that the. -

_whole: study represents such .a-definition;:this represents something’ less than

,saeuuﬁc method -or what ‘one should. expect from a- discussion -of any
This assumption that. definitions.are not required, that:the field

“'science”
of sﬁmology is so well known-as not to: require amplification; is also to- be
found ‘in .P. F. . -Young'’s Scientific- Social, Surveys.and: Research;:in- which
the subject matter is.again not. defined nor.indeed can.one find.a definition

. of sociology itself:80- 'Are we: to.assume that socjology, as-such is:the sum of

-all its parts, and these are to be defined only by.inference or as-they relate

one ‘to each other or to the whole?, We .have, then, groups of sociologists

.avoiding preciseness -as well as othexs .attempting to -find new bases upon
which to build the developing science. ,

Giilin and Gillin state: “Soc'ologv in i broadest sense may be said
to be the study of interaction arising from the association of living beings. .
Itis... the interaction and its types  that seem to result from contact between
human individuals in which we are interested.3* A change in direction may
be seen here as well as the introduction of blolomcal phennmena which has
become .increasingly important-in recent-years in the social studies.  The

-authors, for.example, mention:the: ;social life.of amimals as this illuminates " - .
the problems of human sociology, but do not gomuch beyond this. beginning. ::’

-, 'The same year, /in which the. ioregomg appea.red saw -the .publication

of a lengthy discussion -of .social .studies by ‘Attcberry, Auble and Hunt, in-. ¢

two volumes.?? However. :we do.not. find a discussion.of sociology-as such . .
.—only the field of inquiry within which socxology finds its activity.. ‘Despite-

the length of the work, no definition of sociologyis prov:ded and the student

~ 28 R] M. Maclver: “Society: ‘A Textbook of Socwlagy NY Rmehart &

‘Co., 1937 ‘(11th printing, 1948), Xii, 596°pp: " Pages ¥
2R, L ‘Sutherland - &. J. L Woodward Introdu:tory'Sonolog‘p 2nd edmon

itled: An. Intreduction to - the Backgro

lysis ‘of ‘Social Studies. | N-Y:: Prentice-Hall; 1939, xiovi, 619pp,  Useful however,
- .are-the hibliographies, pp. 5851;598 hstmg 731 ntla, arrangedp

terofmchchapteroftheboo

" 813 L. Gillin & J. P. Gillin: An Introductwn to Somlogy‘. N. York. Mac~ o

minan1947vu,806pp Page 3
. . C. Atteberry,

J. L. A'uble, E. F Hunt Imvoauctwn “to the- Sonul'

Suences. A Survey of Social Problems. 2 voluma. N 'Y Macmillan, 1947
Vel 1, xix, 668pp., Vol. 2, xix, 800pp. .

DUV S VUL S A GRS VLSS, HE DA SN VA, I DU I PP SPIE W DD

by the sub)ect mat:

. = JULY - OCTOBER, 1957 Page- 19
Eol 1s left with the 1r“pxcss:o that “social science™ 1s all-pervasive, a huge un-
- defined web out of which emerges man’s attempt to study himself.

B . Three vears later, in Bogardus. we {ind that the field of sociology has
. its definition sharpened on the one hand but broadened on the other hand
s to include most definitelv the utilization of values as its principal preoccupa-
35 -tion. Bogardus tells us, “. . .sociologyv mav be defined as the study of the
+ ways in which social groups function in developing and maturing of per-
~ sonalities through intrapersonal stimulation. In a more .advanced sense
o socwloay is the study of the social processess which function. through :oczalv' :
< ““groups in the developing and maturing of personalities’® In contrast with
others discussion ahove, he goes on to define additional terminology in the
z ~ sense in which he uses them indicating their relevance to the general field,
{.. . . " .to'other social sciences and to each other The general appro'ach however,

" . 'has'now broadened, and is approaching the estimate of Spicer. who tells'us - .
‘that “Like the concepts of physiology -and genetics, the concepts of social -
science are ways of summarizing phenomena for the purpose -of: thinking. - =
9t experiments or observations, and understandmg the results.”’8 y“Wenote -. -
!here immediately a profound change in .orientation -of -the smence.from the. -
- “years before the war when efforts were rather strenuously made 10. create:
thesocial sciences in the image of the natural sciences. = The; explﬁxanon"
‘must ‘be sought in the effects of the war -.upon social scxcntxsts asiwvell as
ithe gradual maturation of :philosophy within their dxscxphnes as-a result.of
the varied experiences they faced during the critical years of international
. ‘chaos. .Many realized that the war had come :about /as"a result”cf what -
"~ *had ‘taken-place in the minds of ‘men ‘and not as -a‘ result’ of . the -intéraction
"“of external physical factors. ‘This brought about a determined reexamina- |

" tion of the role of the social scientist in'a new world and forecast the present . -
stage -of development in sociology and its sister disciplines. :

We note even a change of emphasis: the main concern is now dxrected
toward the problems brought about by change as well as the impelling factors
which result in change. The scientific nature of the social studies is now
an accepted fact: the new problems are those associated with their integra-

. ton along a broader front than at any time in the century and an approach

along ‘more detetmmed hnes toward ‘the bmlogxcal aspects -of man and ‘his -

culture~ | L, .

- Yet;. divisions- st:ll exist.... The last text. exammed and the most. recent, -

“is-one- representatwe of.“Catholic”. sociology.. E.J..Ross is perhaps-even -

“ © “more precise in defining the role.of sociology. than’ MacIver, and her state--

7 ‘ment of prmmples ﬂlummates, it .seems to' me, ‘a. continuing controversy

© -among social scientists as to.their role in society.3® Her pnncxpa.l definition

. is little different from those of thirty years before: ‘“Sociology is the science

.~ which- studies the structure .and function of social relations, customs, and
institutions in.different :groups, and the.changes which they undergo.”. -This

s supplemented however, with the credo of the new sociclogy: “The’ dyna- :
nnc xmpomnce of socxology lxes in the concept of change or development nse -

g
) 4
.

_4
e

S

B “333 8. Bogardus Socwlogy. N Y. amlln.n, 1950 Snd ed. 'xm, 598pp
. 'Pageﬁ Seealsoth:hs:ofrefereaom,pp_575-578 :
L 34 E. H. Spicer {Ed.) : Human Problems-in chhnologxcal Change A Casebook,
77+ N.Y: Russell Sage Foundation, 1952, 301pp. Pnge 285,
S e, 88K, I, Ross: Basic Socwlagy. Mﬂwankee- Bmce, 1953, v:u, 424pp
”.r;-l; :. wlbldqp 4. . -
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However, the difiiculties are ver to come:

Speaking in general, today it iz usually understood that sociologists seek
an understanding of social phenomena by the scientific method... for ";:he
establishment of statisiical laws, and for the formulation of theories which will
account for these laws, as also for the purpose of predicting that, given certain
conditions and certain variables. then very probably a given social suuatxon
_will .arise.®

The gage thrown down is now made precxse
then -our discussion must revolve around “scientific method”, and to this
we shall shortly turn our attention. However, we must note here the clear
dlscussnon of Dr. Ross of the fields and methods of socm]ogxsts

If we accept this definition,

7 tol utudymg the effect of hereditary dxffercncs upon such forms of ‘the xoaal
T .stmcture as- classes and institutions. .. Others are cultuml in theu' approach
- Others,

’v;:rsxt)', ‘or.'to some other type of ecology. Othcm are; econarmc, p y;hologu:.al
institutional, or

- ;{#chwgmphw, geographical,
“proach

4

e ee @

.+ There are, also, a number of specialized methods employed by
_vsome of wham employ more than one, while others devote themselves to
| specialization within a more narrow field. Seme sociologists employ the statis-
B tmzl method, confining themselves to enumerating ‘situations in a statistical
'faxb;on and considering phenomena in relation to each other.... Others
employ or test the ecological method developed by members of Chicago Uni-
versity. Others make ‘case siudies’ of specific types.... Others use the
~ method of questionnaires and schedules, such as the U.S. Census Bureau, with
" "or without the addition of the interview -method or personal interviews with
selected individuals or groups. Others engage in the pariicipani observer
“method and live with ‘the groups wl'uch they are studying;.or they may use
the: *persona] document ‘method . . :. “Then -there s the scnamctn.. E
devdopcd by Moreno -and ‘his followers, who . include” thany- educat‘rs'fthe
ethod "of- group dynamics, - used ‘to study humzm relauonshxps, the * ormanm

spiiblic opxmnn, ~and the tzammg *of Jeaders... .10

: "All 'this is clear and- strmghtiorward and much.to be admired'in-a- fleid

~where the discrete has become ‘the fashion.- * Of ‘more imimediate-interest to -
the pmblems of -sociology in the Plnhppmes, and illustrative of the-division
of op:mon :within' the local scene, is the -discussion of Dr. Ross .of :the
_ ‘Christian in" sociology. 'We must note here thé equating of ‘the term
, ‘fﬂhmnan’ for‘“Catholic”: .this- introduction ‘of a:divisive note may. well -
-be’at the rost of cur difficulties in developmg an, appmacb 4o socxologlcal
'mkmdxe?hihppma.' o 4

ind

spa:mhsm within a narrow, though useful ficld. They 'récognize “the .incom-.
plzﬁemmdthmrwkmrelauonmmanasawhole,bm they maintain that -
t!mrfeligwm beliefs havenopanfto playintharsnunlc@calwork as sueh

"Ilthm oupplied. el th
. . .®3Note, parenthetically, the assumiption . that the broad i eld of mcxul h-
- in induction. We will retarn tothwpm uentpages. ogy

) "Within the broad field of induction, sociologists have various approacl;es .
N jto ‘their science. Some are biological in their approach and limit themselves '

mkmg a hutoncal approach, compare societies in time’ and .sequence of - evenu. .
Othcrs devotc themselves entirely to the ecologu:al approadx ‘of Chxcago Um- L5

;Seme Christians who:are socxolog:sm are; comemm veahx that - they ‘are

somologxsts,

,L:_‘:‘ . ) ’
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; any more than it does in the profestional interests of the biologist. chemis,
] engineer, and mathematician. Canon Jacques Leclerocg of the University of
- Louvain, himself a philosopher, maintains in his Introducsion a la sociologie
that this should be the view of sociologists. ~Others, urging that man’s souial
relations cannot be adequately studied without regard to his whole lifec as an
individual, ay that Christians who are socillogisis must 1ake ethics and re-
velatmn into account in their work. Rev. Raymond Murray, C.S.C.
. wrote in his Introductory Sociology. . . that sociology is. ‘inevitably plnlo:op}nca
finevitably ethical,” and that a ‘Cat.‘aouc sociology is -necessary.’ Rev. Paul
“Hanly Furfey, head of the sociology 'department of the Catholic I{fmversuy,
also has argued in favor of a ‘Catholic sociology,’ that is, that sociology for
Catholics differs from that of others and includes theology and philosophy in
“addition to scientific work. .. [He defines “Cathohc socxologv”] as ‘the study
“of human society by the: method of observation_ and experience in the’ hght of
'-prmuples accepted £mm phxlosophy and theology‘ .
: "Wxthm recent’ yau-s,"as« socxology i3 dewelo;nng more ‘in the dxrecuon of
memca.l a.nd quanntame 'studies, most Christian somologists tend to agree with
Carnon Leé]ercq . ‘Nevertheless t.hey reahze that the.xr Christian beliefs about
xixan and’ religion, and their phxlosophxcal backgrgund ‘not -oniy- make them see
clearly that soaology is ‘not a self-sufﬁcent stiidy- of society,- but ‘thése beliefs .
cal uh gs and’ ﬁndmgs ina: dxffercm
' hght from ‘those who do not thmklﬁs“tbey “do. * They can judge moss clearly
“what particular social relations and msi:tutxons need first'to be studied by socio- _
Jogists -to_ jirovide” material .for social : planners, :statesmen, and - others who are
'nﬂuentxal in-social action.- ;They can”also’ Judge -more clearly what*important
= features in addition to ‘the sociological’ fmdmgs ‘st be‘mmrporated by social

‘planners in their final plans... .37 1 oo

‘Dr, Ross then prov:des for ‘the student -seven “facts or truths” from
Cathohc dogma which she mdxcates are at the base of all other approaches
to-man in socnet', a - .

‘Now, one does not have to o be either.a thorouuhgoma heretic” or a
-determined - scxc'mst——of whatever pcrsuasmn-—m disagree most heartily
. thh these statements. . The assumption, first of all, that sociology is based
Fpo1 ‘—mductxon the: assuraptions that Gathohc™ goﬁologzsts are-ina position.
' more cléarly” than others, the, problems of man'in.society, the
. that 5-bé 3:tool of religious social ‘planners; all in them- . -
selves are; d15tasteful 6 onewwhois ‘convineed. of the hecessity-for the opera-
" txon of the open :wind - in"-attefnpting-to” study the’ problems of ‘modern
“society. . If one! ‘begins his Avork with 7 series of assumptions, about, which

the kindest observation-one can- _make is that they represent an unfortunate
*bjas toward a priori -thinking, the objective :observer can only expect that
 the -results. of such .work will-be -something less than. wholesome. The so-
“ciologist, like the historian;’ must be-earnest in: his atempt at objecuvxty-and j
¢ must. avoid-satisfaction with himself, -his ‘philosophy, or the results of .his -
";endeavors: 'From the inescapable: frame - of ;réference, with which. every
' ‘human’ cbserver s endowed, he st approach his work with ‘humility

the socio~
and a realization of ignorance and the possibility of error. Do i
logxsts actually workxf: “specxalxsts mthm a namw, though useful ﬁeld ?
R W Ibid., pp: 1718, passim. ':_ L
._‘, ) '71 salbld-. 20'7v ' ..v~.f; ."_ . . , ) e L
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In a strict sense socxolog) like history, has for its domain al} humarn affairs
in their terrestriai sett ing and relations: and the grea: sociologists. .. have
sought to formulate nothing iess than a theory or scheme of historv co:z-::ing
the forms and evolution of human societies. . . .

-cubtural interests, ideas, and practices are conditioning realities for eco-
nomics and polities. ... Certain customs, morals, and conceptions of vaiue are
indispensable to any kxnd of iarge-scale and complicated economic and political
functioning. Ethical ideals and aspirations furnish impulses for both. .
Then apart from all utlitarian connections many phases of culture may be
viewed as ends in themselves, supplementing the care of life, and marking
the development of humanity away from the crudities of barbarism.

‘ --.While regional characteristics may distinguish cultures, common char-
acteristics may unite them. Religion, beauty, ethics, science, and ideas may be

universal in scope, or at all events- embrace ‘many nations within their scope. -
. The republic.of letters and the arts’ is a world republic, despite .regional |
" -colorations. a.nd pecuharmea Thus: cultural sociology thas a worth and ‘a bear- °

- ing for human beings as such, in their. I’ughst as.well as their lowest moments,
. ‘while political and econemic affairs : are. lnel) 10 be viewed as purely ‘practical
.- interests. The former may enlarge while the latter . constrict. Political and
. .economic systems may change, but. the values wluch mark the good life form
-3, permanent heritage of _mankind,89 . '7'!, . -

I8 1934, Beard: recogmzed the. almost un-versal scope of socxology a.nd
‘indicated at least eleven areas of human expenence to be analyzed in-a study
of ~society: technology economy (under ‘which is business enterprise and
' -agriculiure), health and vxtalxty family, education, communication, recrea-
tion, the arts, government, justice, and-tensions and struggles, No matter
how one adds or subtracts from this list, these still represent the scope of
interest to sociologists; if these are to be attacked from a particularistic bias,
how can we expect that illumination will be thrown into the area of hu-
man or social nroblems’
For
The social sciences are cancemed wnh Athe actualxty of society in develop-
ment. ven the sacial - suence% dcaL wtm both;staucs and dynamics. Each -of
the sodal sciences’ treatx :of patucular phasen_or manifestations of the- same
, 'ng, namely, society | in. development theg,a:e, :
sciences but are. lmked ‘by. ‘the! hnkage of :th
j ct matters of thexr observatwn and study
. The social scxences embra.ce great bcdxes
0. somety and social relations in development—-knowledge derived from dxrect
:observatxon of society and from the Btudy -of records.. . 2
" The literature - .of the gocial scxenees may be, for, convemence, dmded mto

el

sthical or normative worhB. .. Ca s e
1 .. Contemporary thought in the mcml snenm is also deeply ooncu:ned w:th
explonng the. boundanm batwe:—m empmcal a.nd etlncal operauons in the

-mencs.... "

of Instruction. “Report -of ‘the

Commission theSoaalSmdxes, Pa.rtVII NY.-
Chas. Scribnerx Som, 1934 pp. 113-115 p : e

therefore, not sharply separated f )

-of ‘accurate Knowledge perta.xmng‘ -

elasss, though t.hey are ‘not: ahaxply sepamted-" “fact, namely, ampmcal anda :

'8 Charles A. Beard: The Nature of tbe Sonal Smn:' InRel.ahon to Ob)ectn,a ; .

SR
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Empiricism is a precious and indispensable instrument of the human mind
for developing exact and accurate knowledge respecting all phases of human

e

society and conduct....
There are ‘many ‘areas’ of social action to which the empirical method
can be effectively applied and there are types of human activlty 30 regula:
.and repititious that axioms, sometimes called Taws’, may be derived from the -
-study -of them, but all such axioms are provisional in character and their o3 f‘ o
. tinued validity -depends upon the course.of surrounding circumstances.. : T
. : The total actuality -of society in developmem.. . 'has not been brought
‘within. the formula of any !social law’ or "laws,’ and contemporary thought is

* - inclined .to .the view that the -assumptions of physxcs are .inapplicable to the =

whole :range- of human -affairs. . ..
- - Contemporary .thought challenga the eoncepnon t.lmt the eomplete neu-

' ’ﬁne, contemporary knowledge in - the socaal scxences hns come ‘back
10 the old f.ormula for “human ‘life ;which, Machiavelii . summed..up :in » three
. '_words uccemta, fortuna, and virtu. . "
- or formulate thcxr process in a differential equation, but it -can make dxsdosures b
BT ‘in-each'field. ... It can 'describe, without forecasting accurately for any- length
" of fime, the tensions which offer- the appearances of choice and decision.

: o ‘ can throw light on the human being as a thinking, knowing, creaung, acluevmg
X personality. .

Beyond- this it it impossible l'or the social sciences, ‘in their present: state, ]

to go. They cannot_ foreclose on “the future, foretell the exact conditions’ in ’

i which coming choices must be made, empirically prescribe the right chmcec, .
" or: be absolutely certam that mstructxoo m thexr matenals wxll mecham,qa.llg

ist-be . created as'much" away f

'wo. fundamentals are reqmred led
L lFlrst, the most - accurate plcture sof - the total sxtuauon, general ﬁnd detai

1; comp!ex -or ‘related - necessmes, oondmonalxtxes, portumua, mterests,
-edge...

: 1
' \mtuanon, general ‘and detailed, mcludxng development, mses, ,revo unans, m:u s
i dxﬁcauons, and experunentanon. Je.a pomyal 50 ma.de -as to convey -tn pny s :

) p ' funda- '
. Th dan s mherent in any method of study in wlnch t.hese
. menta]seare og:ntted or are antagonistic to the scieptific spirit .of inquiry,
. may very well affect‘ _sociology, and the ‘other social suenoes, to. the degree

S T e Ikid., pp: 157—161 173, pamm. R R
anxd.,p 189, . LT e

1t cannot_fix .their boundaries. absolntely oy

It-‘

R

“and xdeas——the most accurate pxcturc wlnch is perxmssxble to comeporary knowl- o ;




L7 st had- -earlier during one of the great waves of migration which swept
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where we shall return to the point from which growth will be impossible,
Maclver pointed out that the beginnings of <ocxo’o"’c"' flouwlh could be
traced 1o the davs of Greek phuocopm Yet, a disciphs socmiov\ never
merged. To Macl\er. the reasons are guite cleax—~ana havﬂ sxf‘rmhcam
pertinence to the local scene:

A survey of the social philosophies of antiquity reveals tha: the birth of
sociology required a naturalistic as opposed to a theological conception of
human society: a ciear distincion between the state-and society; and a scientific,
or positive, interest in the forms and processes of social relauons}ups, as con-
trasted with a legalistic or normative interest in the right ordering of these
reXauonshxps or the general wellbeing of society. It is here not assumed that
the interest of the ethical thinker and that of -the social. scientist are irrecon-

.+~ ciliable;. a mind devoid of any sense -of values would not be fitted to study
*. -, social institutions and .activities, ‘which - themselves -are impregnated ‘with the .’

valuations .of social beings.. The. normanve or ethical -interest is, however, ;
* no subsntute for the. :scientific; and unless -controlled--by the” latter, it ext.ner
‘ prcvents or b:asa the attempt to understand society.42 S .

It~teem= .mpnmm-c ‘that ‘this statenent be repeated over and Gver agam
i «progress is to be‘rmade in’ approachmo an understandmg of Philippine..’
. .. 'society and ‘cooperation-among the’ various scholars interested in’this study
. 1stH achieved. " The Philippines is a complex*blend “of many - societies - -
< “ind ‘cultures, ‘acting as-a “receiver and transmitter of its Indian hentager

‘thé peoples of Asia thruout the Eastern world, into the Pacific ‘and ~
“ontc the Amefican continent. Remmnants of this earlier culture are still e
‘present in the Philippines and are at present being modified by the action .
of the later Hinduised Malavan culture, the Spamsh encomienda sys*em
and the American culture wave. The last has swept over the peoples in
the Phxl.pp.ne., like a gigantic spray of varnish, adhering the least where
the oil of the past still clings.”*® In attempmﬂ' to study Phlhppme culture, '
therefore, due cognizance must be taken of its Oriental ties as well as its
“later Western a[fmmes This is mportant since MacIvers pomt relative.”
to the dangem of normative analyses .
...+ is illustrated particuiariy by the onental theones of socxety . A vast
amqunt of the.classic literature df both Chma and of India’is “concérried. tn
political and ethjeal. phxlosophy.. The: soual teachmg of the 'sages i3-devotell
'to the right conduct-of the individaal in- ‘his vanous re]auonshxps ‘and to the
. proper function  and good -order of. sogial catcgonm But there is pracncaﬂ',' no-
social p}ulosophy and still less a sociology ‘which. offers a non-marahstxc inters’
" pretation of the trends of social life, .of the dependence of “institutions on -
envxr_nnmental and cultural factors, of .the: processes by which mdmduzils be-
""" 'come socialized “or even -of the soclal problemn whxch be.set the pamarcba)
fazm.ly system,.... - . ; ;

RIRE a3 n‘

....In Chinese social phxlosophy there is a preﬁmnary analym and clam
‘ﬁmon of the various -types of cocial- relanomhxps, a:pressed in. tlw wunlun,
-br five relations, “of ‘Confucianism. .. . But om:e ihe clamfmuon is poszted,
;'the mtment reverts to the ethical. , ;.. " 0 v

-~ “’:L.‘ '4“

T gén gn:& Soc. S:.,Pbm233 N LT
s “The ppines: A Crmcal Surve " Indo-Asidn . ure,
I, No. & (Apri, 1934), p. 365. . fndodsiin Cultare, Vel
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T facta .mcuta: ‘but they a.rgucd ‘from ‘the same premises.
7 .of ‘the :analogy between: soc’ty and: natural- ‘organism, ft-was only in-a’ super--. -
Aficml taxonomic ‘representation: of the order of relatzomhlp -and ‘subordination
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The wearment of society in the writings of Confucius and the other sages
of ancient China clearly illustrates the wav in which the dominance of an
ethice! aititude may inhibit the development of sodology. The thought of
Confucius is almost entirely devoted to sociu! relntionships. -He posits the
Aristotelian principal that man is both a rational and social animal and sug-
gests that personal and social equilibrium are intimately interdependent...
For this ethical attitude social structure is of minor, significance ‘and social
chn‘nge is envisaged orly in terms of moral advance or dechne.

In the medieval period in Europe the soil was still less favorable for the
growth of sociology, for not one.of the conditions on which its growth depended

was- present. The distinc_tibn :between society and the: state was obscured and

rendered ineffective by the .overruling distinction’ between the secular and -

ecclesiastical order, typically viewed .as two system Gf msututxons h.\erarchxcally_
.related to each other.

tonic System' of the Summa

Jf.all. t.heones are -called socxologxcal which are: oon-;-
cerned with the. relation of man to man, the: conditions’ ‘of socidl solidafity,” the» .
basis .of class- distinctions .or thc general -nature- of human .association,. .then- = |
socxolognca. theories 'were. rife.in the Middie Ages cu]xmnatmg in the-architec-. - -
Yet if - science is distingnished by method .rather .
) than by content there was. no socxology The Feasons; for the .general . barren—- e
. ness of . scxencc in the.Middle :Ages, have a pecuhar validity: for -the. social " g
" . sciences., They i¢ not ‘s0 much in the appcal to. antbo'nty 2s.in 'the grouuds' S
“of competence ‘which assuted authority in; scxenufic <gatters. . The. mpedxment

was not the abstract: speculative -trend of ‘the age, whose real .defect ‘was; the ~

limit .set to the premises.of .speculation, ..
conception of law as something.revealed, imposed and. uniform, with-the cor-

.responding view of nature as the material which passively or reluctantly takes

the imprint of law. In the human sphere that reluctance was identified with

. natural depravity and sin, a viewpoint which effectively preciuded any objective

observation of the patterns and interactions of the social order and any sus-

tained research .into the conditions under which in their manifold and change>

ful varieties they emerge. .

o . Throughout the whole range of medieval speculanon an mdependent‘
L er poa tive aocro)*gy-zs'not*apnmached “The social philosophy remains &, prioti,

: denvcd from 2 -higher’ source, never the:free- apeculanve exercise . in -'system
'makmg which” follows the dzscovcrxex of science ‘and. provxdes an unpetus to

'scovenes. ’vaergem schools dxsputed r.hc Thamm theory of .the 2p
“If some made-much

whxch shoild ‘exist “between the “elements’ of ‘the social -body. If théy spokc

of natural relationships, it was in the sense of relauonshxps accordant thh a .
'natural law of an- etl'ucal or :idealist construction.
S tln this penod soctety is’ ot yet thought of a8 2n. mdepcndent focus ai:
E xzbeorenc interest and of scientific study. -

as later in Mamxst'theory, as determmmg all other types of human relanonslup'

For in 30 far as these other relahonshxps are ‘thus made denvanve, they fall.. "~

The -major . xmpedunent lay .in the'.’

This sta.ndpomt, the precondmon of, o
sociblogy, is not possible so Jong as any one form of association, state dr churr.b -
or ‘economic argavization, 5 conceived of as mcludmg or crmtm!hng or €ven -

within the -ambit-either 6f ethxcal and religious Jphilosophies or else of the _A

-hypothetically ‘master sciences ‘of politics and economics.

It is’ questionable -
whether a genuine sociology can ‘be established even’ on the premises of -
Trozltech, who, while according an independent existence to religious asso-.
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ciaiions, ve: defines sociery in Marxist fashion as ‘primarily the social relation.-
ships which resuit from economic phenomena.’ The rise of socioiogy comes
with the percepticn that no one order of social phenomenz is adequate ®
comprehend, directly or indirectly, the manifold activities, processes and trends
of socicty, a perception which jtself was advanced by the increasing range and
comple‘utv of social relationships which began with the era of modern dvil-
ization.44 S 4

This long excerpt has particular pemnonce to our local scene. "Since
the peoples of the Philippines and the cultures of ‘which they have been a
part are blends of east and west, approaches to a study of them must neces-
sarily understand this background and the operation of the ideas ‘MacIver
discusses. The Philippines has had Oriental origins, has-been sub)ected 10 - .
political and religious systems imported from.medieval Spain_ by -way of:.
Central ‘America and economic and -social systems_brought in" from -the
United States. Should the sociclogist approach .a study-of ‘Philippine -cul-*
ture from the orientation pointed out by Bennett and. Wolff, without rec. < -
ognizing the relationships of thought -existent:in‘the<culture ‘derived from
India and China? This has been the common- approach and' has- been ;
carried :not exclusively by sociologists. - Indeed;~most research.into. Philip-. . |
pine society has been carried. on by ant.hropologxsts “themselves Western- *
oriented. It is essential, I believe,. for local- scholars . to -determine what. -
their approach will be and how it wxll be ca.rned out. We must understand S
that - NS
The rise of scxenuf’ ic socxology in the present cemury-—-a sxgnal expressxon .
of it is Pareto—has modified somewhat this major concern with the West. -
Emphasis has ghifted toward general laws of social relanonshlps ‘processes,
and forms, and away from involvement with the nature of Western .society.
But objectives have exceeded accomplishments, for sociologists have continued
to focus, as a-source of both data and motivation, on Western society or
portions of it. The injection of ‘science’ contains an element of disguise and
confusion; while professing to search for general laws, the sociologist continues
indulging his concern with his own society, but :as a ‘scientist’ does not -admit,
“it. “The positivistic-phase 6f+sociology thus’belies the historical riission ‘of the
_ ﬁcld -an empmcal andlysis of - the nature and future_ of the Western world 5

This has been mtrrored in work in the Phxhppmes whose soc.:ety has been-
repeatedly sub_)ected to’ mquxry in terms of Western society .and pnnc:ples
of Western sociology.  Since most of this analysis has been carried on by

. anthropologists -(and still is), we should, perhaps indicate the . relations "
between sociology and anthropology, since- this will, determme to a great
extent how future work in the Phlhppmes will .be.done. -

.

. .the anthropo!ogmt conscious -of ‘his task to mterpret ‘the exotxc to lns .

Wenern ‘audience, ‘has ordmari}y ‘been less congerned ‘with large theoretical:
xchemes than with detailed portrayals of his topics. ¢ some extent, such *
N yabmustbemnde,nothmmma,buzmrezmsofzheculmmf,
which set men off from one another and are meaningful because of.th&r .-
particular quality of uniqueness. " From a patchwork of such -revelations of -
) theumgne,nhnshoped topteoe togetheraumvemal picture .of man; and 3 -
" set. of ooneepts, like 'culmre pattern, which it has evolved promxse well as

" 48 Ibid., pp. 233—235 pamm. B
40 Bennett & Wolff, ap, cit., y. '330. s
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. tools for comstructing such an image. In this particular sense, anthropoiogy
i has been more ‘scientific’ thaxn socioiogy. In Murdoch's terms. ..., it swdies
patterned behavior; sociology, the unpatterned....

From an institutional standpoint, American unthropology has lagged be-

hind sociology in establishing itseif as an academic subjecz, cven though it found

- very early.acceptance in museums and research institutes.... {The reverse is
. " true for England, wkere sociology is largely replaced by social anthropology.).
Today, sociology is much more widely taught, and has many more depart-

b5 ments and periodical outlets, than anthropology. Perhaps, after all, sociology

is the study of our:own society, and this may be more appealing than research

‘ ;into the’ Bongo-Bongo The different foci of the two fields are reflected in

: thexr course - offerings: aside from introductory courses, ant.h:opology most

on

.., and_the latter are-busily ;begin-.
_odern societies and Amerxcan communities. ,Metnoooiogacahy,;
"“there seems.., bé- less of a tendency toward raprocbemem In 1927, “Edward . .
;Saplr expected aocxology to be enriched by. anthropology now that ‘the two ‘had
JeCted umhnear evoluuon, thus permitting ‘@ more - empmcal and :functional.
. pbmach o' e tural dxfferem:es and cultural. dxifusxon o “The_ structural-func-.

smce appeared u 'rcahstxc predictions of subsequent dcvelopmemx in somology

- atudxed. , Anthropology- bas excelled in-grasping. those aspécts of human calture: .ﬂ‘ )

‘the study of ethnocentnsm the cultivation of functionalism, and the precccupa-
tion with valueg (symbolism) have come to be among its prominent char-
"acteristics.and concerns, while the study of diffusion and formal configurations
.of culture and -cultures has hardly taken hold. Although sociologists have bor-
rowed and ‘used the anthropological notion of cultural diversity and have relied
pon anthropologxcal materials to provide.a kind of comparative color, they
have shown httle inclination to engage in comparatwe studies themselves 46

Tt ds,: therefore, ‘essential for.local students to understand the dilferences

= i between sociology and- ‘anthropology:if only to be able to decide (1) which ..

ithe de- .

of'rthe two;shaﬂ;be;hxs ehoxce for a- career, or, (‘.) whzch wxll offe

it many forces (mdudmg the socxologlst s xmpersonal measure-" '
'ments) 'In tlm wiew, man .is .an element of nature, immersed.in:his envu‘on-«
ment, and the gomologxcal studem a:ands apart, observmg and measurmg man-.

R ’Fot therauthmpologmt, ma.n 4 mot’a ﬁgute wnhm a lgro:um! bm rather
LA aﬁgure dgeinstithat ground: ke is a human phenomenon, everlauxn@y vanable, _

. _prédictable .anly. within’ hroadhmts if at all;and knowable only 'om ‘a- serieg - ..

- of. -virtually infinite’levels of understanding. ' For while the.sociclogist possessa '

s or strives- to, possers ‘fieasuring instruments which’ obxam precme“ly defiried and -

" gélected .data, . tlxe ‘cultiral anthropologist possesses’ a. technically unlumwd‘

: f PR R *understinding” * ‘While -the sociologist purposes to ‘stand -away, to .perceive "

. man ‘objectively,’ not to invelve his awn feelings and reactions, -the cultural
;amhmpolugm has often strived to know man through his .own feehngs and

@ Ibid, pp. 331-332, passim. g ; EE "_‘v .

) frequentl) teachen ) a.rea.l .ethnolog), w}ule soaology concemrates -on ‘social, o

" Smdxes °f world areas are engaged in. by soclolOSﬂts,.' LT

-uona! “fath than “the “cultural-historical, suggemom m ‘Sapir’s }emarks have_,. T




.
i

Page 28 PHILIPPINE SOCIOLOGICAL RIVIEW

reactions, to view the human being. he studies as ‘fellow men’ not ay ‘sub-
jects”

.. This suggesss a difierence in phifosophier of method.
is expecied to be abie to use s:zuisucal techniques and a battery of specific
The an:hropologist,... has more {requently encouraged the cul-

The socioiogis]

concepts. . .

tivation of individual intelligence, imagination, and other qualities believed to

foster the ‘grasp’ of the unique....®* Thus the antiropologist, in order to

obtain an ‘objective’ view of culture, strongly identifies and empathices with

the behavior of its carriers. This is quite at variance with the standard socio-

logical ‘approach, which instead stresscs distance. ... The anthropologist invites
- experimentation in contrasting interpretations of the same phenomenon..

thods 5o’ that all observers will obtain the same results.- R
' T!ns points :to a crucial area of misunderstanding between the' two' ﬁelds. ’

~excluded

.The two fields differ with respect to. their structunng of prablem: The
socmloglst characteristically works with small-scale. problems, often with a patch-
work of them, .all logically connected in such a manner as to permit the testing
of a major hypothesis or theory. He generall) constructs the dimensions of
the problermn in advance, often taking his cue from specific data-gathering
“techniques. The anthropologist, too, usually begins with generalized theoretical
interests or hypotheses, but he typically casis them in much broader terms;
attcmptmg to obtain data on all relevant levels of analysis. .

.. .In-consequence of their divergent views of man and the study of man,

o anthropology and sociology differ with. respect to the selection of phenomena
' m.ze:t:gatcd Socxolog) .has perfomu:n its ‘best worL perhaps, upon structural
gystems’ and somo-demogmphxc pattertis,” while cultural anthropology has made
: sig'nal eontribuuom in’the study of: subtle and" ‘involved problems in ‘such .
fields 'as_magu: and rehgxon, sexual” behav:or, socxal configurauons of emotion,

t ;ixfﬁcult tb see how the cultural anthtopologut ,provu anythmg, while the

wherever found: the grasp of a single instance of the * umque wself is knowl-
edge, Do more than for the humanist does its, re]evance Jexclusively lie in its
m.xididacy as a case in a requu'ed multxphcxty of casa, as is dananded by

. scwam research. The nocwlogm stresses non-emanonahty, the exdusxon of )
passion fmxn the research. enterprise.. The a.mhmpologzs:, on’ t.he ' contrary, ex-
.. presses: fervor and curiosity about his subject matter .and, =prm:la.v.ms the ‘wonder

ofmnanﬂhmmrku.... : ,_r.j‘,~'\ R

f

A . ce i .
/ “R.efe:nng bere to Mead & Metraux: The Study af Cultum at a Dutan:a
C!nmgo 19533, 480pp. Especially chapter L o [

while the sociologist often strives for the opposxte‘ ithe standardlzanon of me-

; Many sociologists have great difficulty seeing this mdxv:duahstxc, creative .ap-
proach as even remotely approximating ‘science;’ for, perhaps more than Aany
other aspect of cultural anthropology, it offends or threatens their loyalty to . -

’ ob)ectmty ‘and freedom from bias. Their crmcxsm, on“the. ‘other hand, is often S
'dxfficult for the cultural ‘anthropologist ‘to see, because his’ deﬁmmm of -
",‘scxence emphamzes ‘depictive integration’ for which the cbserver's own abilities '
and \qews, in all awareness, are essential, rather th:m thrcatemng, and to be .

£ the e(raluanona] aspects of Iood-gettmg techmques. . ... The socxologut finds ... -

anthropologlst fccls that “proof’.is melevant in ‘the sénse. that man is man
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.. Therz exist differences between the American sociologist’s and anthro-
For thr sociologist. ..

polegist’s conception of iemporal sequence and history.
Hence

history has most oiten meant Western history, which is documented.
his attention has been concentrated in specific sequences within a time span
of the past few hundred years, and his view of temporal dynamics has been
couched in terms of Western categories of time. For instance, Ogburn’s ‘cul-
tura] ‘lag’ is based on the Western notion of progress

STl w7 For the anthropologist, on the other hand, hxstory :.md temporal sequence
cE have meant either human history as a whole, or the history of any particulat

society- studied—hence very often the history of societies lacking written his-
tory. The anthropologist thus is at home in- non-Western time perspectives,
" ‘which means that his time dimension, too, ‘is-déeper than the sociologist’s—
thousands of years mstead of hundreds—~and that his sense of historical reality

echnology,.the growth of “the: dxvmon of ; labor, -of.‘religion, ete.

<% These-differences in the conccpuon of time: in -turn feed back into the
-—d!fferencﬂ in:the image‘of man. , Despits.cceasional Inpses into cultural deter-
‘minism, on~the whole, ,amhropologxcal man. is.the. carrier, vehicle, “or-creator

-:man,”on" the other hand; xuustratu'soaal ‘(Western) laws of whxch e is not
~:so:much the -creator 'as?the éreaturel~ B
I‘mally, we may:note, that anthropo 2y and socxologw, dxffer thh rcspect

.issues more or less directly related ‘to thequestion, ‘What ‘is ‘the naturc of
‘.=man?‘ To. the more ‘empirical sociologist, -this (quite -correctly) smacks -of
“philasophy. : The .anthropologist shares with the philosopher and other ‘hu-
- manists’the concern with such ‘non-objective’ questions as the fate of cxvxhzauon
man’s moral integrity, the reality of culture, and other problems sometimes
-compartmentalized -as ‘meta-anthropological’.... While the sociclogist has
shown ‘interest 'in" the anthropologist’s' data—for ‘example, in materials on cul-
“tural relat‘ivxty.'.f.. on the whole .he tends to use such material mainly as
< ‘lllustrations of rather ‘elementary poxnts (sec any introductory sociology text) )
-and does not ‘appear gy mh.tzs.i mMM~qmm into his own ap-'

v, theré:is 'n6 logi rcason why the dxfferences between‘«the two'*;"'
.ﬁelds should \suggest” combetx'tmn in .fields-of ‘inquiry or preclude fruitful *
‘cooperation between them. It does not suggest that one should approach

" the fields thh the idea. of decxdmg which is the “bettcr” approach to ‘the

$tudy of man. The _challenges faced by both ﬁelds are of 'a magnitude

demanding the fullest. utilization. of ‘the  techiniques common to both, for

the greater body of hterature we’ assemble on man. the more appears yet to

_be gathered:and understood ‘It seems more than likely that.in future years
- there.will ‘be an intreasing syntheus ‘of ‘the two fields, ‘echoing” Case’s pre-

“diction 6f - fhxrty years previous; if for-no other reason than thé undoubted

 {act-of the increasing-complesity: of ‘the problems that ‘will face those who
will attempt ‘to study and understand man. - Branford forecasts this.future
a £ '~Unfortunately, ;there does not, as'yet, exist any .monographic study of the

* fypical. keg:on—-a ‘tiver  valley, which; ‘fram source’to sea, can be taken as
reprsenmnve of 8 3 gzven c.mhzauan lndaed, an organmnon adapted ‘0 .2

for socxology‘

“bed.,p‘p 334—338 pmxm.

-is’ oriented jtoward larger ‘and more ‘diffuse’ phenomena the development of -

~of -Civilization . or- Culture—-hxstory ‘i human .man- is historical.. -Sociological® :

to the largcr aims of their sciences.. Anthropology has been concerned with - -
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workiag correlation of all the relevant speciziisoy. beil seciu! and naweraiist
has still to be created for this purpose. But ther: are small tentative be
nings such as the Qutlook Towe: 11 Ldinvurai. and Le Flar House in Londosn.
to be sure, many ‘surveys’ of parucuiar citie.. town..
have been. and continue to be. made anc published. especially in America
But these are social rather than socioiogical. Ir other words such usage, sys-
tematization and even synthesis of specialisms, as they make and apply to
observation and interpretation of their region, are either personal or appertain
ito some sectional tradition rather than to the main line of sociological ad-
vance. It may well be that effective progress towards the establishment and
maintenance of sociology as the culminating synthetic member in the hierarchy
of the sciences awaits the coming of a generation of students and investigators,
observers and mterpreters all of whom shall have been specially tramed in
definite ways. - .5 .. -, 8

" These, thhoui doubt, must include:

viliaze:, and other aress.

SR E ’master-generahzatxon still awaiting thorough going application tozrecent’ ‘history

irtemporal and vspmtua.l powers, operating through characteristic--social types
for which ‘he used -as-technical terms, ‘chiefs’-and ‘people’ for the-respective
¢ arms ‘of temporal, power, and similarly ‘intellectuals’ and ‘emotionals’ for those:

--Folk); (¢} a working knowledge of Goddes’ development 2nd elaboration of the-
- Le Play formulu, (d) a preliminary training in biology and in field-naturalist
modes of obsexva.txon and study; (e) some mastery of contemporary fresources
in (social) geography, economics, and anthropology as the ‘three -chief sub-
sciences of sociology on its objective side, and similarly ‘for ethics, psychology
and aesthetics as the three chief subsciences of sociology on its subjective side;
(f) recurrent travel on foot particularly for observation of the elemental occu-
pations with their rural varieties and their transformations in urban life; (g)
similar open-air studies of hisioric formations and their survivals and renewals
in town and country; (h) habitual watching (and interpreting} everywhere
»and at-all times-of the-interplay between past, present, and future; (i) un-
- ﬂaggmg endeavors :to; -discern the ‘individuality’ of every village, town and

fi*om the larger uvxhzanon, (i) a dear distinction ‘between orgah'ii: heredxty
e entanoe, ‘and ‘persistent effort to $é¢ and evaluate the soGal -

_mers, . ‘customs, - busmas and politics, but .alzo.and more concretely -in t.he
edxfices, streets -and guarters of towns and cities; and ‘above .all .in.the com»
] ,plex life of. .a whole’ region fully representative of a given civilization. £

Equxpped -with these (and no doubt other) essentials of his suenoo, the '
commg socielogist will work towards the long delayed synthesis of ‘the. newer -

- - specialisms- and of ‘these specialisms with the -older studies and knowledga 98
~“That “this g'rand -synthws must be achieved: by -young - scholars only

) ‘ﬁoWT:egxnmng their training, as well as by scholirs probably unborn,’ should,

-it'seems to me, be taken ds-a truism. The present generation, no matter.

how -hard’ they smxggleaxetoobound up with the pastandpresent,too :

inhibited by old prejudices and frames of reference which: have become ‘shib-
boleths to be defended as 2 means of defendmg thexr proponents posmon

wo,.m.pp 914—915 ’ ‘ R

of ithe . -spiritual .power; (b) a similar habit of using for everyday:; obse.rvanon\ ¥ )
'ggnd ‘mtogpre"tguou,,bot.‘b, wversions of Le Play’s reversible formula (Place, Worl,c,v‘. e

hentage notonly in language and literature, art and religion, occupanons, man-

(a) a workmg knowledge of Coxntcs P

and contemporary’social.evolution as well as to past history, i-e.,0f ~congruent' e

. city, as a umque factor ‘in the ‘culture’ which.every region receives and reflects .° -

@ [
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= in the academic world. Conflict is rife within the social scicnces with
respect to their cnds and methods, despite efforts to take permamn* steps
toward the crearior of one comprehensx\e social science. An example of
this is the pliea of the late A. R. Radcliffe-Brown: to him
science discriminates among the systems dealt with,
successfully demonstrates that there can be no more than one theoretical social
science, he also indicates the desirability, in the initial stages of its devzlop-
. ment, of assuming that various systems can be conceptually isolated. The ul-
: -~'._‘t1mate social science will me based [he belwved] uporn relational mathematics
at. a higher level of -abstraction than mechanics and a recognition that
" natural law iz not just a convenient generahzanon that works but rather is
immanent in the universe. Two kinds of relations exist in phenomenal reality:
; "the loglcal or mathematical relahonshlps at the’ hxghest ‘level of abstraction,
whxch ‘will ‘be "the ultimate - concern of the ;pure social "scientist; and the
spanetemporal relauonshlps of the" mterconnectedness, “which. can ‘be investi-
ted -as: mechamcal systems “by" vanous mustmg; dmcrphnes, thou:h succ&cs—
‘f'ull): only if . departmemal “lines..can be crossed more; frecly than now 49
'l_T_'he :conflict between, Radcliffe-Brown’s  prediction, and_that of ‘Branford
is ﬂlustratwe of the conflicts. the social: scxenﬁst meets, at every: point in
'hxs work:"can the. studyof man ‘be reduced’.to athemauoal equat:ons.
e’one hand,-or should :man’ “be: ,studxed from ;strong ethical or nor-.
ive. base?. Is'it .posmble ‘to “develop 'in - the, social sciences methods,
A scxentxﬁcally sound that will- follow a middle’ road between these 1two ex-
" tremes? ' They are extreines.in one sense, but coild also to be said to only
differing methods of the same premise: that is," the mathematical approach
can be as normative as the ethical approach isnce both erect values by
whichh man and his society are to be evaluated.  Both contain the same
dangers, the same weaknesses, so clearly discussed by Maclver. Both will
rest, ultimately, on the nature of man, and this wil inevitably lead back to

biology. .
In Tecent - years, there has been a growing concern on the part of
- -the natural scientists. with problems relating to:.man in. society—including
_ in this instance biclogists themselves. .Some -have.posited the suggestion
-, that in" *bidlogy an ‘approachcan be found :to’ ‘the icreation.of an ethical.
& . " system for- which - the natural-scientists. ‘seem’ to(}_)e“ seek:ng Recourse
- .. to biology- swill lead to psychology -and’ we mote, in passing, that “Kroeber
= .- and Louie long ago indicated the futility of gencral psychological princi-
ples -as -an -explanation of- particular ethnological facts. »%  However, the
efforts and challenge of the natural scientists must be faced. All appeals,
by biologists, for the adoptmn of a scxennfic approach to ethical problems,

) Romanell observas |
. L - suffer from the genera! defect mherent in the - -original. set of wrxtxnga

on. the- etlucs of evolution that .flourished during the .last third of -the ‘19th
century namely theyappmachproblems afvalue with the same habits of mind

And although he
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:“Contnlmnom toward 2 Macroeconomxc Geography. HiAs

“Vol. 47, No. 3 (July, 1957), pp. 421-422..
Natural Smnce of Socxaty,

. é"‘r’tfillmm Warnz
Review,” Gaogmphxcal Review, -

. discussion above refers to A. R. Radcliffe-Brown
156pp., The Free Pres, Glencoe, Ill., 1957. -
- 50 David Bidney, reviewing Brandta Hopi- Etlua in The Scxemxf:c Monthly,

Vel 81 No. i (]u}y, 1955), p. 49.
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and with the same methods of procedure that have proved so successii! in

dealing with problems of fact.%i
“A scientific approach 1o ethics. by hvpothesis. must be naturalisic. ... ™
However. proponents of this method defend “a traditional versiorn. »f what
may be more properly ideniiflled as ‘positivistic Lthics” By positvisue
ethics is meant, essentially, the doctrine that contends that all siatements
of moral value must be reduced to statements of empirical fact before they
can lay any legitimate claim to scientific validity. In a word, the ethics
. of positivism is thoroughly descriptive as against ncrmative.””®® . This modern
version of positivistic ethics is described as “traditional” because the “up-to-
date representatives of the school, armed as thev are with a thoroughgoing
‘verifiability’ theory of meaning, have been stressing vociferously for some
time ‘the emotive significance of ethics as against the cognitive significance,
thereby makmg the whole field of morals a branch of rhetoric- rather than a
- - ‘branch of science52: Many of these modern theorists still retain their- “classxc—
" ial faith in the posublht) -of making a science out of- our~moraJ _judgment:.”

: Many, however, injure-their claims by the tendency to redu_ce th(, meaning

tl)e moral context to their biological analogs. > . They rest

nny ‘theory tbat mterprets moral conduct m terms other ,_than'm own,
like ‘the’ homeostatic interpretation of ethics, rests on ‘the- fallacy of rcducuon
" "“Besides, a proposal to -construct a science of -ethics is self~defeaung if its an-
Do evnable outcome is some other science than itself. i

' ..For our purposes, it is sufficient to note that, “from the -premise that
socxa.l phenomena_ are biologically conditioned, no ~valid conclusion may be
drawn to the effect that they are merely biological in character. The bioio.
gical foundation of social phencmena has to do with their commen gencss,
not with their specific characteristics, To assume with Emerson that the
genesis of a social phenomenon determines its specific nature is to commit the

genetic fallacy....*® . ) .

. These' ‘arguments are pertment ‘to our d;scu&uon of the scope'of socmlogy o3

the Philippiries since they relate to a: fundamental differerice ‘of opinion-as
- tothe objecuves of sociology here.-Romanell’s dissection of -the homeostatxc
theory is; therefore, ‘of central interest to our’ suggestxon that our-ob;echvos
be cllearly stated and -understood. Those who hold with the ‘Rormative ap-

" proach-to studying and understanding man in somety must” mevxtably lace

identification w1th those supportmg “homeostasxs One isas posxtmsnc as

the other

Emcrsons posmvutxc bias comes completely to the fore ‘in the rathe*
' unp:mem way he handla the most comprehensive problem of all philosophy:
the ‘relationship of “is* to ‘ought,’ ‘which underhen any sciénce ‘of ethics’ and

any ‘moral eﬁ'ort of ours.” "All that he seems to do with that age-old ‘prohle.n .

_i is' to expldin’ it away wnh the remark tha.t, in. the moral ﬁeld ‘our phﬂoso-

51 Patrick Romanell: “Does Biology Afford a Snfﬂaem Basxs ior"Ethxcs?" z'ha"

S

Sc;ennfu‘glanthly, Vol 81, No 3 (September, 1955), p 138. .
" 83 Ibid.

¢C. F.,,A. E. Emcrson "Dyn:muc Homcona.m ‘A Unxfym .Rnnm le in Or—'
;amc, Socxa.l, and Ethical ‘Evolunon, The Scientific Mcnthly, Vo%. 78 1554 (p 67

e

e
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‘function and all its pnncxples .are-reduced to. rules of pruderice.

. -to-attain.certain ends,<o
" mutually companble ‘or“incompatible.”0% :

[
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phical difficulties are more semantic than scientifically real’! But what, we
query, is more ‘scientifically real’ than the evident gap in our daily cox-
perience berween the acrual and the ideal?... No amount of semanric clarifica-
tion, bowever impeccable, can legitimarely define away the distinction between
the actual and the ideal, because it is precisely the function of thai clarifica-
tion to preserve in discourse the very distinction without which no genuine
inquiry into ethics is possible. Philosophers, .no marter how ingenious - they
may be in other respects, do not manufacture that distinction out of the
blue. Like good empiricists, they first find the gap in our moral prenence
and then express what: they find in the best language they can.

» Now, it is this g}.\j‘: in our daily experience ‘that makes the problem of the

A relanonshxp of ‘is’ to ought so exceedingly crucial in philosophy. 54

) Tlms, ana.loglcal reasomng in.the field of naturalxstxc ethics is bound to
.collapse, if only.becguse,.it. would require the adoption, as a matter of

Jprinciple, of anetiological ‘conception’ of scientific. theories or laws. 'When s
this is done, “‘then all ‘ethics. ,necesanly ‘restricted - to ‘an .instrumental '
That is to -
say, @l ‘that'could everissue.from-the appucahun of -such a conceptxon to
the field of ethics is a_series of hypothetical ‘imiperatives in -the*form of- -

condmonal pmposmon' that, would stipulate .the .means that- -dre _mecessary,
atvthe Very 'most zsnpulate the ends that are"f

. The ‘defect of this pa.rmular ‘kind of analogxcal reasonmg s xllustrated“
by a consideration ‘of “the differences between the search for moral truth_
and the search for factual-truth. Although all hypotheses in scicnce aim
at truth, the truths of ethics are radically different, in part at least, from
the truths of fact. Ethical propositions doubtlessly have a factual contens,
but the characteristic thing about them is their normative content. ...’

In the social sciences. .. :we formulate hypotheses in order to understand
what the social facts are, but in ethics proper we formulate hypotheses in
order to understand what those facts should bc in terms of human poscibilides.
Thus the search for, moral truth necessitates a 1node of equilibrium with our
envu:onmem that is oppome to, that required by the search for factual truth,
Whereas, in.- the’latter case,”.our interest. is .in makmg our “ideas .conform to -
r.he envxromnent, in the fonner ‘case, 'we ‘are concerned ‘with ‘making -the

T BE ;.environment confonn “to :our, rdeals In’ other words, ‘thie ‘whole purpose of an
-ethical hypothesxs is-mot to-stick’ to the facts; rather, its purpose is to effect

Ta change in the .facts' of our eavironment, phy.:cal ‘and social, so' that the

results will ‘be ‘more ‘in keeping with the idedls we:cherish. -

"Any . proposal that calls for the application of the scientific method to
etlncs, in order to ‘be at all effective, should -proceed to demgnate the specific
-form. of that" ‘log;ca.l method’ that is appropriate  to -ethical mqulry In other
-wards,-if all scientific method, regardless of subject :matter, involves- certain
prexeqmsxtes “for the attainment .of reliable knouledge—-obsenatwnal, theore-
nml “and venﬁmuona!-—-—then the task of any attanpt to ‘apply that method
" to_ethics would be to elucidate exactly what those prerequmtes are’ wnhm
1he cthxcal context.. 'l'hxs is no easy task, of course....5° L L

MRomane]l zbzd p 139, o L . o .
86-7bid., p.-142. . _ : S
.- w!bzd. pp- 142-144, passim. See also: F. S. C. Northrop: The Logic of the
- Scwu:u and e Humamtm (N.-Y.: Macmillan, 1948); A. J. Ayer: Language,
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—niqd‘; xf)m a survey r._)f contemporary literature, it is quite evident thar ma
] s Ny s Yy v e - T Y
minds are inquiring into the subject matter of the relation of ethics o
phvsical nature and attempting to derive therefr fates, of mean.
pisysical natur : npling ive therefrom postulates, of mean-
']:‘,.: > a0 ¢ a range ol fields as possibie, for the conduct o ficlds o
inguiry as well as individuals within science. One of the clmres; St. o
15 1< . SR . . oot ate-
;ntjgz o ?;ppgal Ion this inquiry was by Dr. Ludwig von Bertalanfiy w;fo
ated quite flatly that “biology is one of indati et
: s ¢ b e of the foundations of behavioral
science.”™ The proof of hi i " importance 1o
is statement is of param i
st . f . ount importance
the begmx::,r_ltgh socxolog.xst whose career will be concerned with }:)ehavior to
of s ,: out e.ntenr;g i;:'.no epistemological niceties, we fnay say that the fi.cld
ce consists of threc levels: physical nat i
cience cor : ure; o ; :
havior, individual and social.... ' ’ga‘.‘mm: and human be-
... The i i ;
 redueie ‘quest :'or the u.mt?y of science ofter. has led to the postulate of
o Chemistrymsm- a!;dnat.lrlng yihthabt biology should eventually be reduced to physics and
o s that the behavioral and social sciences o
- - biology. . . - ’ o ocial sciences should be reduced -
oo biijlyog.iz::: bm}pglxm, _tl{neiithofsxs that human’-behavior should ‘be reduc:i
3¢ then physicaﬁ etmstl;and\.la\fvs,‘xsf,_’ in some respects a’much niore serious affagr
T n byt sm, the {endency to reduce biology - to physics and chemistry .
o f:, : ::ln :vhether ‘human .behavior can be expressed ‘in ‘biologicial't'en;x; 1s
far tro fol]:;Ore );h:cademxc. If we assume that the ‘thesis of biologism’ is cor-
com,plex of.y:; ; t human beha:nor'is to.be considered:a particularly involved
o e ‘ways and factors-of behavior “that ‘are present in s‘u‘bhun;an
N " "u:trica: sa;z:e.way ‘that, -for physicalism;a living organism is ‘a partic-
. pular!;odm:t_c'f biofo g;i)c:]sxfcal system. i;If human behavior and history aré only a
» .factors, one of the most impo: f 4
ot conly s 5, ; portant factors must be heredity
rs, then, is not the individual or th .
what really masters, then ¢ r the culture but the hereditary
or race, and this quite logicall
supsra ; 2 his ogically leads to the notion
Haster 1.'ace and eventually to the justification of extinguishing others
. © ’
et cr:z:l is tc.> be t;onsndered only from a biological viewpoint, war appear
inuation of the omnipresent stru i : ;
; . ! ggle for existence. Sin
ing to current biological theo i i ‘ e
‘ ry, survival and selection in th
! ! ! e st
et;;:stence are the principal motors of evelutionary progress; war a el f;r
- ‘ ; 3 sTess; war appears ¢ be
o thtci):v‘x:ston; for the va.lue of a nation or race, and the survi\;i:ng one has
ery fact proved its superiority. . If human behavior and society have,

¥

.-in principle, the same bases as.animal behavior a ravior 3
: sl - . avior ‘and society, . it.foll at? s
the .most desirable form of society .would be ‘°ne'.ﬁke‘that'6fyams}or ow‘f’,.f«:':: S

- Q:Zua!tl}‘y=-ths§e -are n_xuch more perfect.and. satisfactory than human society, °
'.‘In ;h ere::gx; ‘no ;oaa:;uestion, unemployment, ‘or frustration .of individuals’
rds, what really matters-is not the individual b the s individual
et e vidual ‘but the supraindividual
, X n, or race. Then the human individual ' '
expendab)e short-lived cell in the -all-important w}mI: }“d“"d“al pecomes &
‘a_na 'lﬂ?:s:o :::lx_:sequenca, the ;heor?' and practice of -a .master :rz'ace,’.'total wzr
2 ted, oftanan state, are quite logicdl -once the thesis of hiologi&m u;
accep course, other and more ingratiating doctrines can’ be derived

of the Body {N.Y.: Norman, 1 1
Politic,” Science, Vol. 93 120, 1932); Ibid, “The Body Physiologic and the Body |
Exhies (N Y - Harmes, 1036y, 1); R. C. Cabot: Aduventures -on the Bdr_dn[:nﬂx Q’}

57 “A Biologi : ; »
1ologist Looks at Human Nature,” The Scientific M—ar;thl}",:Vol. 82; No 1 E

(January, 1956), p. 83 (pp. 33-41).

eq'.la’tll'y-;.well ,-fi'om. ‘biological considerations. However, if biclogical e .

Truth and Logic (N. ¥Y.: Oxford Univ. Press, 1936‘) ;W B ééﬁzion The Wt.td S
; W, B. . ] om.
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= Gcularly if we

T great leaders of humanity has prove

.Pag: _3‘)

such consequences do arise easiiy and actually

are taken as the only measure,
have in recent history.38
We, thus, must refuse to accept

man in society, just as we must I¢
1f we begin wit

biologism as 2 hypothesis for inquiry into
fuse to accept cthical systems for the samt
h the assumption that we

inquiry, for the same reason.
know what the meaning of man in society is and ought to be, our sysiem o}
bound to a religious system, order, or belicf—

ethics must be inextricably

and here both the beginning and the end is known beyond question. This

' amits the biological in the same fashion that biologism omits the spiritual.
.Ngithei‘ can satisfy as being objective or scientific. The history of man in
" society, as viewed within ethical bounds, has been 2 grim one, indeed, par-
take into consideration man’s biological development—as

rains from -the lower verte:
erebralization—that is, the
" iricrease in -the -quanti forebrain; What is callec
"human progress is a-purely intellectual -affair, made ‘possible by fgh_'erenor»mqip
5§ the forebrain. Owing'to ‘this, "mah.was able to. build jup.

thought and some *Progress :n _slc_iéxicé’;iéht

."‘development o

~ symbolic ‘worlds -of -gpeech -and ]
-technology during the 5000 years ‘of recorded .history wds.m e
.~ Not much development, however, is seen 6n ‘the moral -side.” It _ié"\"dmibt'
“ful whether the methods-of modern warfare are preferable’to the +big stone
used for ‘cracking~the skull of ﬁ;é‘:fenqwsNeaiadema\er; “ift-ig rather: obviou
dards of Laotse and Buddha- i}vére-xio't‘ripfe'rx:bx:"‘-té “pur
10 billion neurons. that nave madé -possibl
¢ bornbs, from primitiv
ing development on th
For this reason, mor:

we must: . . A
e ... I we-survey the evolutionary geries of b

haracteristic is progressive ¢

_ brates to man, the ¢
ty and complexity of '-.t:he

The human- cortex .contains: some
the progress from the stone 3xe t0 airplanes and atomi
o mythology to quantum theory. There is no-correspond
oL ijnstinctual side that causes man. to mend his ways.

exhortation as profferred through the centuries by the founders of religion an
d disconcertingly ineffective. If mor:

way of inhibition and sublimatiot
well-known {act i
bete humaine: w

sible,- 1t seems sO only in the
n of higher centers on lower ones is a
nuerophysiology. . 1t appears that we cannot change the

s_better controlled.5® .

. can only hope, that the brute in man i ‘
“"The normative, the ‘ethical, -approach cannot accept this -grim cor
dlusion: “the -perfectibility of -man” is‘to ethics not-a ‘hypothesis but.

that “observational curiosity, supplt

. _progress is pos
. The inhibitory actio

<577 fact., - If we believe, “with :Neutra,
jentific method.®-——whe:

.. “mente
A ";dbes:t}ﬁs‘leavethe norma
o ..society? If the normative
" be -called “scientfic -sociology’
© " “4he discipline-+as our survey has
" as_scientific in"method as physics?
:, ‘science is to postulate a concep

.observed béhavior -may ‘be predic
' rulate a model based:on existing experiment

the predictions -of ‘this model ‘against further m

*. 68 Jbid., pp- 38.34.
" Ibid., p. 365
“ ' 60 Richard Neutra;

d by analytic skill, is the basis of the scien
! tive method in studying the history .of man i

.method is used by sociologists, can their wo!
' If this is to be one of the goals «
‘indicated it has—can sociology be mac
“The purpose of theoretical physic
1 model of nature from which tl
ted quantitatively. The method is {
al measurements; (i) che
easurements; and (iii) -2

in ‘The Scientific Monthly, Val. 81, No. 1 (July, 195
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just or replace the model as xequned by the new measurcments.” Beyond
we must remember that “physicai science is cumulative: that i,

this,
the current model inciudes all the successiul parts of previous mogeis. .
On the other hand, the new model cannot by derived or deduce! fron
the old one—it must be postuiated une then tesied. New models ar
often quite radizally differen: from the oid ones and often require ik
abandonment of ideas that have long been considered obvious and axiom-
atic.”6!

This last sentence is the key, and it is this difficulty which the socio-
logist and the student of human bchavier must face, for if once it is
agreed that the key to human behavior—to human oestmv——has been
dxscoverecx furthes, scientific and fruitful, inquiry becomes xmpossxblc It
also stands in the way of much progress within any given-field, for old

s
are
£

1deas are apt to_be emo..lonall\ involved with the mdlvxdual whose hfe o

s based upon them -

The members were' mspu'ed by its potermalmes and troubled by its: ub—
~vious difficulties, : Thc uncterl)mg thesis ‘appears to be that- the union :
-'of -the biological thh ‘the social sciences would yield superior r1n51ght 1nto;
the enologles of’ health and disease and superior plans for. providing med-
“ical” services.and :care... All the participants seemingly subscribed. 'to ‘ths
- “proposition .in. general.
an.actual -union of: thought and }\nowledoe was attempted.. Some doubn.d
that the time was ripe for extensive collaboration by biology and social
science. Others quest:oned the warrant and validity of a specific -dec-
signation of - ‘biologic’ and ‘social’ and what the order of relationships of
the one to the other might be.”® Tie attemp: at the cross-fertilization
of idea from the several disciplines is more hopeful than any attemptcd
union, at the present, of any of them.

Yet, biology is at the base of much human beha\mr and one aspect
in human ‘behavior is unique in the animal world: “The monopoly of
.1man, :made possxble by the evolution of his forebrain that profoundly dis- °

‘ txnguxshes him fz6m.other beings, is the creauon of a uruverae of symbols

:

in tbought ;and language.”%8

-And- here ‘the’ blologxst and thL anthropologxst umte forces a.nd Ls-

tabhsh “a "new. umdel for a workmg hypoth&s:s m understandmg mans
" Man's umqt.e pwtzon is. based on the- do'mmnce of symbuls in lm hfe.

. Except_ in the immediate satisfaction of biological needs, man lives in a:world

> not of things but of symbols. A coin is a symbol for a certain amount of work
. done, or food and other utlities available; a document is a symbol of "ves
'ge:tae"a word or concept is a symbol of a thing or relatxonship, a book isa
fantastic_pile of ‘accumiilated symbols; and.so forth. ad mfnutum. ’

a

- Synibols’ can be:defined as signs that are freely. created,’ -fepresent solie

:‘-' . ; RN

‘cnmem:, and are transmitted by tra.dmon. It appears d:at t.he charactemues )

) 61 Marshall J Walkcr- “An Onentauon mward Modern Physxcal Theory,
The Scientific ‘Monthly, Vol. 81, No. 1 {July, 1955), 27 (pp. 27-87)..
62 Jago Galdston: reviewing Needed Research in Health and . Modzcal Ccrc,
'The Scientific Manthly, Vol &1, No.. 1 (July, 1955), p. 43. .
83 Von -Bertalanffy, Op. cit., p. 36.

Difficulties, however, became evident .as soon s -.-

.
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indicated are necessary and sufficient to distinguish symbolism, and language
in particular, fiom subhuman forms of behavior.

By ‘ireely created” I mean that there is no biologicaliv
between the sign and the thing connotated. In conditioned reaction.
connection between the signal and the thing signaled is imposed from out-
This does not imply thar the choice of symbols is completely arbi-

al principles.

enforced connection
the

side. .
trary; probably it is determined by little known psychologic
" Furthermore, a symbol connotes or represents a certain content, and thus
is dxfferent from language as expression or.as comm:md found also among
-* ‘animals.. .. :

’ “Not being an anthropologls! 1 do not venture a hypothesis on the origin
of symbolism and human language. I have strong suspicion, however, that

'~;they mJght be found in imitation and magic. .’
" .For primitive man, an -image, be it material or acoustical, is the original
C ngqs hln contro} ‘and ‘dominance -over it. - ‘This is the essence of sympa-
thetic ° mag:c. “Thifk- ‘of a ‘very “primitive and common - form - of ‘magic. A
1ppet made ‘of clay u.the enemy, -and the ‘énemy ‘can be killed if -a needle
thrust xnto the xmage. When the paleohthxc hunters pamted those granchose

) The same apphes to’ an acousncal o onomatopoenc image. By namin#
ngs, nan ‘takes. possessxon of ‘the - world i 1 theu- symbohc 1magm For this
eason, -‘Adam’s’ first -work-in paradxse ‘was ; to give names to animals, plants,
and things” "Naming a thing gives power over it. In contradxsunctzon, Yahwe’s
‘name’is unspeakable. For-if His name-should be uttered, He would be sub-
L """ mitted to the will of him who knows it. The sorcerer cvokes the demons
A - of "hell by calling their names. ) o
B Hence, the assumption that the origin of humarn language was in verbal
magic does not-seem to be far-feoched.... the sound wil! be identified with
--the"original just as the- clay image is identified with the enemy, and thea,
“uttering the sound will govern ‘the thing deaignzifed Thus, language may be
born of magxc, a -process certainly infinitesimally slow in its beginnings, but
man “has had many ‘hundred of thou.sands “of- yehrs'at his disposal to come from
an a.nthropo:d *to Pztchecmthropu:, Smanthropus, and ‘Homo sapiens. ' T
A "Whatev..r the ongm “of’ symbohsm, -its’ eomequences are enormous. ‘The
first. _consequence i obv;ous Phylogenetu: evolution, based on hereditary
changes, “is supplanted by ‘lustory, based on.the traditions of symbols. In the

.&Jf . O bxologlcai sphere progress’ is possible only ‘with an evolutionary timescale. I'or
A i _lexnmple, the societies of ants have remained unchanged for the past 50
.:“;b. BN " mmillion .years. In contrast, human ‘history “has .a time-scale of generations,
R O -comprizing. almost all high’ cultures in'a spah of 5000 years, and it may even
s %’f}ﬂ' ol “be thought ‘that | cultural time has a logarithmic, rather than an_arithmetic, -
= ; S »: ‘eca.le ‘with changs takmg place at'an ever-inireasing pace. :
st . .; . Second, corporeal trial and error as found in-subhuman nature is replaced ‘
A ¥t by reasomng-—(hat is,’ mal and ‘error in conceptual symbols. .. .
" j - .-, & third and more profound consequence of symbolism is t.hat it ma.‘kca .
S i . Y. true purposiveness possible. Purposiveness in a ‘metaphorical .sense—that i~ '
nrgT . regulation of function in the way of maintenance, establishment, .and reestablish-
"( , * menturorgamcorder—xsagenualchmcmncofhfe...,ThutmeorAn
: ¥ - : - X .
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totelian purpusiveness is unique to human bchavior and is based on the fac
that the future goal is antcipated in thought and aetermines actual behavior.
When man passed the stage of barbarism. he hac to realize tha:r verbal
magic was impotent. Thrusting needless into the encmy’s image did pot as
a rule Eill him. Similarly, a name is just a label atoched to a thing and not
the thing itsel{. It is true enough that relics ol primitve verbal magic are
still with us, much more than is desirable. In speaking of a ‘nation,’ ‘state,
or ‘party,’ we behave as if those names were things, whereas actually they de-
note personificative fictions, hypostatizing groups of individuals witk thcir
egoistic interests, little intelligence, and exaggerated passions for mythical
entities.
1f verbal magic was deceptive, another sort of symbolic magic was ds-
" covered that was extremely powerful. “e may call it the magic of ‘the
algonthxn
;.. .. .An algorithm is a-system of symbols connected according to preestablished
Thus an algorithm means a machine thinking, performing operations
by suitable connections of symbols, and: giving results difficult to attain or
unattamable otherwise. ‘Or, conversely, calculating and thinking machines,
mecha.mcal or. electromc, are only the ‘materialization of -algorithms, Algo-
:nthmu: -magic. is commonly known as.science .and scientific technology.
"“So long as -symbols stand alone they are unproductive and ‘do not conv",'
“more information than that contained iin the individual symbols.. C o

" rules of the game, if they are elements in an algorithm or, as we may say,
if a language has not only a ‘vocabulary’ but also a ‘grammar.’ Then the
system of symbols becomes productive and fertile.... If the symbols, as well
as the gramnmar, are well chosen, the result of the mental operation of symbols
will correspond to that of the real course of events. The consequences of the
images will be the images of the comsequences, to use Heinrich Hertz' ex-
pression.

L In this way a true magic is possible with systems of symbols. We can

' -.~.predict facts and relationships still. unknown can-control still unrealized coin-

binations -.of natural forces, and so on..". . .

: phcauon .of ‘suitable’ algorithms. i o 1y 0 3 4 e
. The ‘universe: ‘of ‘symbols, a]though ueatcd by man, wins a life of its own,
" :as it were. The development of--the. ‘Roman law, the British Empire, ‘the
atomic theory from Democritus to Heisenberg, or of music from . Palestrina
oo to Wagner, is certamly borne by a number of human individuals. But it
_shows .an immanent logic -that wxdely transcends the petty personahnes, the
~human and all-too-human creators... vos LT
s “Besides these triumphs, of xymbohsm there are, hawever, m pxtfa]ls The
. oonccpt.ual anucxpatxon of iuture everm that allows -for true ‘purposiveness is
at. the-same time the arigin of anxiety in regard to the future and fear of
. -death, which i= unknown to brutes.’ The invention of the -symbolic world
~is‘the fall of man. The notxons of sin and evil arise :-with the invention of
‘ 9ymbohc labels attached to certain forms of bshavior. War .also is a human
‘invention. It is hot a biological phenomerion, the continuation of the om-
.-nipresent biclogical struggle for existence.... war is caused by head hunting,
llusions of grandeur, ideologies, economic reasons based upon symbol-charged
‘values, rehgxon——all of them only xsuperﬁcxany dxﬂerent k.mds of v:rbal magxc.

This is profoundly altered if symbols,a.re combined according to established_

Saence, ‘to a-large .extent, consxsm -in, the mventxon, elaborauon, and ap- . .

: o .

JULY -OCTOBER, 1957 Page 39

This, however, leads to the ingratiating conclusion that war is not a biological
necessity and that it would not be unavoidable if mankind would put its
symbolic abilities to better use.

..In some way or another. it seems that behavioral science is supposed
to contribute to the pressing problems of our epoch, not only in the way we
invent nice little theories, mathemaitical models, and so forth, but also in the
critical state that the social organism seems to be in at the present tume. .

“The modern méthods of propaganda, from the advertisement .of a tooth-
paste to that of political programs and systems, -do not appeal to rationality
in man but rather force upon him certain ways of behavior by means of a
continuous repetition -of stimuli coupled with emotional rewards or punish-
ments. . ... Not that this method is new in human history. . What is new,
‘however, is -that’ it -8 applied scientifically and consistently and- so: has un-

. precedented . POWer.. ; ...Furthermore, to apply this method suocessfully, “the
.“condmomng process must ‘be adjusted to the .greatest common denommator,
that. is, "the apoea] has to “be ‘made to the" lowest intelligence level. < The re-
t: xs mass- ma.n that 1s, abohshment .of mdxvxdua.l dzscmmnahon 'and -de-

However, precxsely because of the predommance of psycbologxcal tech-
iques, realization: of the ‘motive forces of human behavior becomes the more
important.. Herem hes the  responsibility -of the science of human'behavnor
*Besides the menace. “of .physical technology the dangers of psychologxcal tech-
ology are often overlooked Perhaps ‘even more dangerous than the material
;einstence of the bombs ‘are the psychological forces that may lead to the
-dtoppmg of . them. '

"As we try to put atomic cnergy to peaceful use, it may .even be more
" urgent to put to intelligent use the psychological mechamsms re&e«.led by

behavioral science.84

This all points to the danger of permitting socxology to be utilized by
special groups for special purposes or for particular aims. Whether it xs
a Hitler using the knowledge of sociology to produce a “‘master race”
and to.achieve a “place in the sun” or a group identified with .a" religio:n
seeking to - bludgeon a populace -into accepting. their dogma- .and‘beliefs as
ineluctable “facts” — :the -end-result is the same: loss of freedom .for the

© - .. individual who becomes ‘submerged into -a- totality .of ‘whatever nature.

" One of the objectives. of sociology, as 'several of our authorities thave in-

__'_fdlcated is mal control and th.lS, in the present era, contams seeds of
“horror. .

, The. Ph.\hppmes is a pa.rt of a 0reater world passmg thrua transition
-period, which like all-such- penods is one .of uncertainty and confusion.
We note, within -the Philippines, the internal cultural conflicts -resulting

‘from rapidly changing -patterns -of living and from the constant necessxty

of: dlscardmg old-ideas and.developing new concepts.%%-.

. 7 Jesi 2 The kms}up systems and obligations of nonliterate peoples, rehgxous dogmas

and ierarchies, police forces, and actuarial systems .are all ‘mechanisms of
.. social control. They are devices whereby men, ‘once having ‘established 'their
social life, seek to prevent it from falling apart. These are. “the :empisical real-
mes of socia: life at ‘the human level, and no one would deny tb.a_;_, human

6“Ilnd PP. 36-41, passim.
. Rud Nieksen: “Our Rcspons:bxhty as Scientists,” The Saennfz: Monthly,

© Vel 81 No. 2 (August, 1955), p. -65.
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beings strive to prevent the society in which they live from: becomins dis-
organized. It is another matter, however, to urge that processes of conirel are
ineluctchle in their implementation, that they tend (0 maintain society at the
ievel of highest efficiency, and thar the movement of mankind is toward greater
and greater ‘social homeostasis’; for in the case of any empirical test suck condi-
ttions cannot be demonstrated. Furthermore, so it seems to me, one cannet dev-
elop z cogent theory of human evolution on the hypothesis of social stability,
but one can do it easily on a hypothesis of social instability.66

It seems essential that sociologists should consider very seriously these
observations and to proceed with their work on the basis of the latter
hypothesis, and if, after careful scientific inquiry, it proves untenable,
so much the better but at least the inquiry was beUun from an objective
basxs. ' A
R ‘It is clearly our duty to be as good scientists as our zbilities and’ oppnrm :
. nities permit. - This means, first of ali, that we should cultivate those .attitudes
that are essential for ‘scientific’ work: 11itellectu.'§] ,integrity; ~'respec't‘ Ifor“izicts, .“_
‘~tole:anee, . courage, ‘and’ hurility. - ERRI o e i

" “In public” dxscusmovxs ‘muck confusion nncl uu:.unuerstancmg arise bemuse
peakess fail to' make” their different vxewpomts ¢lear. As scientists we have
'épeaa.l responsxbxhty to make clear the posxtxon from whxch we spcak . More-
9ver‘~'we should always adopt” pomts of view as general as” possxble, so-that "~
:we -may have 'the. largat possxble ‘ground in common with those” thh whom .-
‘we talk, Special- tenets of professxonal partisan, or sectarian nature ‘shonld

_'nave a profituble discussion about religion only if both, for the purpose “of
~the discussion, adopt an agnostic point of view and use the word god to de-
signate a prevalent and important human concept.6?

It is here that sociology is so sharply contrasted from philosophy one can

be Aristotelian or Thomistic as a philosopher, but it is absurd to speak

of an Aristotelian or a Thomistic or a Catholic or a Protestant sociologists.
Is not such a tag attached 1o a discipline of the social sciences a limiting ..
».and constricting-one? Does it not do great disservice to the wast- bouyaf’f
~'men.and women ;not members of the academic.or scientific ‘world? . And
.is-it.not this bedy of human around whom the somal sciences revolve and
to;whom "the fruits of research are directed?: ‘. :
mdu-ectly caused by science. If they have had to give -up -old ideas,-or ebc«
" rished beliefs have lost their old meanings to them, we should be: ready to
o help them find new ideas or new meanings. It is often claimed that science
~ -~ is concerned- only with facts and has no regard for values.... However, it.
..-is wrong to assume that science has nothing to.offer as.a basns for ‘ethics -
Indeed, the very integrity that forbids ‘the scientist o let feelings or' humsm -
. value judgments color facts is an ethical quality, .as. are many of the othu-,

, principles ¢ attitudes ‘that are prerequisites for, or by-producm -of, scientifie -/ <

-+ 7. “work, -In some scientists, at least, they mxy weu be said to consntute what
"Binstein called a cosrhic rehgzon.“" Tl R LA

- 07N1elsen, op. cit., p. 66, passim. . B L
67 Ibig: LT e

63 Jules Heary: “Homeogtaxxs, Somety, and Evolutmn A Crmqu le Sczen»' .

<

Bﬁc Mouthly, Vol. 81 No. 6 (December, 1955),.p. 308 (pp. 300-309)

S

RS ‘always’ be left out of pubhc discussion. A fundamentalist and.an athexst mn e ’

T, i..We.should keep in mind that many of their problems are dxrectly or '
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Indeed, the problem of ethics in science—any science—is a growing one
and will become increasingly perplexing in the vears to come. The sociolo-
gist. because of his orientation woward values in human society, may be
called upon to assist in the solution of what are becoming frightcning
problems. For example, A. V. Hill points to the problem of increasing
population and “raised the question of whether it would not be wise to
hold back the applxcauon of medlcme and hygxene from bacl\wavd people
in order
.to keep in step w1th other parallel progress so that developments could
-be planned and orderly? Some might say yes, taking the purely biological view
that if men will breed like rabbits they must be allowed to die like rabbits,
.until gradually improving :education and-the :demand -for a ‘higher standard. .
of .living teach them.: bettcr ‘Most people 'would still isay no. “But -suppose
it were certain now that‘the -pressure- of -increasing population, ‘uncontrolled oy ‘
" -disease, would lead: notnonly to widespread.exhaustion- of the'soil and of:other .
-.capital _resources.but:;also to -continuing. ‘and dncreasingi nternail tension and
~disorder, making it ‘hard, for civilization <itself ‘tg survive.,
~of chuman and reasonable people then change éir minds?" -If -ethical ‘prin-
-ciples deny our right to do evil in order: that goodimay come, ‘are we justified in
doxng good when theioreeseable consequence = ’
Can such a quesnon be. answered only thru’ ethics=or" ould irecourse to

science and . the scientific’methdd bé thade? < Tf the former;: ‘the: _sociologist
will step out-of ithe picture-iri favor of:the :philosopher-or the religious

“mentor of a people: “If -the latter, then scientifi¢ method must be under-
stood thoroughly before - steps’ are taken which seek ‘to utilize it. -

‘Nielsen states: “If scientists are to render effective aid in resolving
cultural conflicts, they must find means of overcoming the handicaps of
specialization. . ..”%® He might well have extended this to all fields in
which science is -expected 'to be of assistance. But before these handi-
caps are avoided. science itself—in all its meanings—must be understood
both by scientists and non-scientists. This, perhaps, can be accomplished
by clear exposition of the results of scientific’ method but ‘more log:cally, .
the phxlosophy ‘of science -must be -explored.~ -
< A plnlo'cph:c apprmsal of science secms to me “to" mvolve four main

areas (i) the- methodology “of the ‘sciences; (ii) the synthenc view of ‘nature

".‘;
“: that results from ‘the. results : achxeved in the sciences; that is the formation

el - of a cosmology; (iii) the value commxtments of scxcncc :md (W) the impact

of suence on ‘civilization. . .

‘What'i§ scientific methocl’ Philosophcrs and scientists ‘have writtcn tome
after tome in amwer to this question, and the.discussion rages yet today. The
PhllOSOPhY of science has “been mamly a philosophy of scientific method....
Each of these views needs analysis, but underlying them all is an ambiguity

~from which much .of the disagreement stems. Thu is an ambiguity in the - ’

- ‘phrasé scientific me:hod The ambiguity is seen 'in the following quemons
‘By what method was the* law discovered? By what methed is thelaw Jusnﬁed’ :
. S:unezfu method xomenmes refers to the art of discovery and - at other
times’ o the ngorous procedura of verification (Jumﬁcanon) Failm-e 1

. .. 8 Quoted by Nielsen ‘op. cx:., p. 70, Hill, .a biologist, -a Nobc] pnze winner
and .a ‘mmember .of Parlxax;zem made thse remarks in his prcs:dennal addrws to
the British Assocxatxon, in 1952

0 7bid,, p. 66. ‘

“Would. the ‘majority -
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distinguish this ambiguity has led to endless debate concerning whether or
not ‘scientific method’ can be fomnuiated in a serte’ of definite, related steps

that anv intclligent person coulc apply. ...
The distinction benveen scientific discovery and scientific justification
explodes tic ambiguity in the tern.. ... Neglecting irmporian: details, the whoie

procedure is briefly as follows. (i} The activity of scientific discovery under
conscious direction or as 2 result of some surprising p—‘m-\‘ zrz! accidents turns
up a new conjecture that has explanatory possipilities. (i) This conjecture
under analysis yields a critical reformaton called a hypothﬁis. (iit) The
hypothesis necessarily implies certain deiinitc consequences, some of which can
be experimentally checked. (iv) The hypothesis, plus consequences, provides
a representation and /or explanation of empirical data already known and in
some cases predictions about unrelated data. (v) The conformity of such
consequences is checked with the best reliable -.evidence available at-that time.

Now this general procedure exemplifies a basis logical pattern.as-follows.

““the relevant empirical data or not.
seauenca and data, then the hypothesis may be:an explananon.

stnke against it.... o

;;: G; C is true (conforms) ; or C is false (dxsconforms)
... thesis might also have the same consequences. What this means for us
~. . is that no mztter how successful the continued conformity between conse-
' quences and data, the truth of the hypothesis cannot become a certainty. It
remains a probability, albeit in some cases, a very high cne.

This fact about the nature of what I am calling scientific method has
been subject to much misinterpretation, and I must clear away this rubbish
beforc I state its proper merits and limitations. The first misinterpretaiion
is the claim that ‘science can never hope to reach the truth.’ Since science
cannot reach the truth, them its resulv.s are not of cognitive importance; they
=tell. us. nothing about reality’. And il science .cannot ‘reach the truth,” we will
have to turn to something else that can. The usual twist at this ‘poijit is that
somethmg like ‘religion :.can break :through :to the truth The vananons played
:on ‘this theme are .legion. “The fallacious assumpnonx underlymg this mis-
terprebanon are (i) that something called certdin truth about reality’ lies

name will contain a method capable of ‘latching on’ to this truth. .But I.am
at a loss to understand the reasons for either assumption in a2 way that daes
not ‘beg the question at issue. Such is the mmnterpretanon commg from
the absolutist, whatever his breed. .

" ‘The comverse unmmerpretanon comes- from the skepuc to tbe effect ‘that

expenmenmnon, then pothing can.
: amusmg pastime whose results are arbitrary and even sometimes conflicting.... .
‘The curious thing to me is that the skeptic and. the absolutist share the
. same assumptions from twhich their converse misinterpretations follow. Each
. --finds 8 gap between the results of scientific knowledge and certain mx:h.
" "2 The absolutist must bridge the gap by some leap of faith, and ‘the skepnc makes

(i) :If the hypothesis is assumed to be true, then certain consequences -can be-:
‘expected to result. (i) The resultant consequences are 4n confon:mty wn:h'._' .
(iii) If there is.coniormity - between con- -
(iv).*If there '

4is no -conformity between consequences and data, then the hypothesis bas onc’

““The afore-mennoned steps can be thrown mto the logxcal vform -H then o
.Now Ioglm prom that )

if C is true, we cannot assert the truth of H because -some other hypo- - :

: RS arcund the corner, and {ii) that any cognitive enterpme that deserves the .

- if zeuence :does not give .us the truth with its careful critical formulation and._ .
It is merely an instrument to power, an -

<
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' an idol of his ignorance of certainty. Is there nor a middle ground concerning
- scientific knowiedge?

Both of these misinterpretations rest on false assumptions.

do we have for assuming what is called certain wruth about matters of fact?

Do we have z single example with sufficient evidence? Why must knowledge

be certain in order to be called knowledge? Let us simply state what we

have in scientific knowledge. a

What reasons

It is reliable information relevant to a context

A of data. It enables us to ‘understand and predict. It is subject to change.
9 It cannot lay claims.:to .absolute truth, since other -hypotheses are always
{“ * - possible. Against the -skeptics, it provides us with zccurate knowledge about
?; matters -of fact—knowledge that is tested in a market place open to all in-

terested parties, knowledge that can settle issues -of dispute. Against the

-absolutists, its logic ‘explodes' any claims to infallibility—claims that all too
.often in ‘man’s hxstory have led to intolerance and totalitarianism, political,
.. religious, and ‘social. - Thcse are its merits, and I confess that I do not see how
~ these .can be construed as.limitations. You ‘cannot sask .it. to do-what by its.
very.nature -it. caxmot achxeve, that is-the .height of. foolishness;-and 4f your

.hm1tat.10ns are based on such .inabilities, ‘they .are .not limitations .at- -all. . :

These xmsmterpretanons ‘have led ‘to others, -partitularly‘in pbys:cs
_whe.re a dxstmctxon ,has -arisen’ between mechanical ‘and mathematical ex-
. ~Out of :this distinction has- grown ‘what Dr.: ‘Séhmidt
- calls “pessumstxc physics?? ‘which “assumes the ‘existence of ‘an external
: .nature ‘of- reahty Lobe"known’by sciénce, and (ii) that the success or failure-
“of isciencé is ‘to’ be measured by the degree to which it gives us knowledge
about external nature or feality.” .. Our understanding “need not be shock-
ed by the changing charatter of nature unless some ‘'yearning for the ab-
solute unchanging reality holds:us. I 'see no.reason why it should.”
The mlsxutcrprctatlon that leads to pessimistic physics has its converse fal-
Jacy. This is the reification -of abstractions or what Whitehead calls the fal-
.lacy of. misplaced. concreteness .or Dewey’s fallacy of . selective emphasis. Per-
sons who fall into this trap agree with us in rejecting ‘the notion of 2 reality®
behind scientifically -observed -events, but they take.the description of nature
-given-by science: at~some stage sthat .utilizes certainp abstract concepts and pos-
< tulaté, this sclected emphasxs -as the way nature really is. They take the ab-

L

" nature. * There is : nothmg in sc:ennf‘ ¢ method melf that would Warrant
o takmg -either. of- these iextremes.
L s .. There " s an~old arg-ument concerning whether the ‘social sciences are
sc:enc@ ‘Now, : there -are_various reasons why some persons wish to claim.
_© that the:social sciences are not sciences: (i) some fear that they will invade
S - and -make . pubhc the hidden, private .side of life; (ii) some fear that they
ST e -will .destroy - certain ‘moral sennmemx, beliefs, and deeply .rooted principles
L B (prejudices); “(iii) some fear ‘the loss ‘of the frecdom ‘of the will; and (iv)
. some .identify. sdence with, phynms, "believe -it or not. All of these reasoms
stem from ‘two wurcs~’ (1) the’ confusion of the broad and narrow vxewu,nnd )
(u) the xe:echon of- tbe afurementxoned aims of scientific ‘method. '
“But there 'is ‘no -reason ‘why the social sciences should ‘bamstnng' ‘them-~
No evxdence ha.s been prmented w show

-

- selves with the method of physics.

0 Paul F. Schnudt "Some Merits and Misinterpretations of Scxennfic Method," :
7‘hv Samtxfu: Monthly, Vol. 82, No 1 {January, 1956), pp.-. 20-22, passim.’ ..

m'acuons convement at.one. stage of science -to ‘be .real unchangmg objects of .
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intrinsic reasons why they cannot szek and progressiveiy attain the goals of
scientific method in the broad sense. although the path be slow and lonz. To
deny this is to limit scientific method to the narrow sense. On the other
hand, ¢ reject the social sciences as sciences because on: rejects the goals
of scientific method in the broad sense begs the question. for it rejects science
in toto. Such a rejection cannot be argued on pain of contradicting oneself.
Thus 1 can see no inherent limitation on what subject matiers can be ireated
--scientifically in the broad sense, and 1 consxder this lack of limitation a distinct

- merit of scientific method. B
" But some may wonder whether I mean- thxs conclusion to appiy to such
subjects as history, philosophy, and religion.” I confess that T do, ...In
the light of the goals I stated for scientific.method in the broad sense—thc
-critical attitude, objectivity, evidence, and logic—I1 see no reason why these
i “-are, not the goals of investigation in history,” philosophy, and religion. The
- -particular method worked out to achieve thezie' goals will probably vary, -but

jgram ‘of doubt, (ii) that other historians and “philosophers can arrive at ithe
snnre conclusions, given -the same evidence and -rules- or procedu.re, and (iii)
that;.they ‘foliow that evidence and logic wnerever it leads. There is some
discussion these days on whether these are the goals of religious study.. If
ehgxous do-. claxm factual or moral wuths, I do ‘not see how they can avoid
these goals. " rehg:ons claim some ot.hcr goals t.hey need to be made’ clear
“+..the goals of scientific method are mcompanble with dogmausm, because
the logxc of scientific . method is such that.a hypothesxs cannot be claimed
as a certainty. By dogmatism I mean (i) the adherence to a belief as abso-
lutely certain, or (ii) the acceptance of a belief as true without sufficient
evidence, or (iii) the adherence to a belief in the face of refutatory evidence.
The possession of an undogmatic mind, that is, a tolerant mind, seems to me
a central value for civilization. 1t is an ideal few possess. Not many scientists
possess it generally but only within some limited field that is their specialty.
1t is a value, the worth of which has been continuously manifest in the genuine
practice of scientific method. Tolerance seems to me one of the central
_wvalues to the thesis that man alone is sufficient to solve his problems. - Lack

:1"do not mean by objectivity what- has nometunea been expressed as finding

.:'.1 . \out -how_ things ‘really are, independent of observers. The latter is a false -

- quest “for two reasons: (i) we cannot get rid of-the: -observer; and (ii) we have

.no direct access to reality by means of which“to check the degree of "object-
: '.xvxty obtained. The tentative agreement - brought .about by objectivity is a
Ty ‘necessary part. of public. Lknowledge that is undogmatu: in-its claims.. With-
“out ebjectivity the value of tolerance would cuuapse into the most anarchistic
—relaumsm,_became there would. be o means:

“consider it a distinct merit of scientific’ method to bring out the basic values
" of tolerance and objecthty for the sohmon of ‘man’s various problems.n

“These observauons seem 1neluctable, yet how few there are  who by -

' defimuon Iollow the scientific method dxscussed 50, clearly by Dr Schmxdt.
nlb&d pp. 22-24, pamm S T ._.- ) cLT

surely the historian and philosopher demand- {i) ithat the results be taken with -

of tolerance is what continually’ wrecks the l}mnaa solutions of man’s- problems. .
The second value mgredxent in scxenufic mer.hod is objectivity. By. ob-"" :
ecnvxty, “1-medn the specxf' cation -of procedures “for evaluatmg relevant data™.
such* that conformuy to these specxﬂcanons )'w:ldr agreement among mquxrers. 3

: ¢ans. ‘for resolving - disagreements.
'I'he value of objectivity -to the quest - for lmowledge is -ths * manifest; T I,

4 ®
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We have only to look around us to note one aspect of what has become
identified with “scientific method”—an “inevitable trend toward seeking
immediate results by high <pec1ahzamon . within the \anou§ phenomena
of a single culwure, ‘and even within the narrow limits of a single method
of analysis.”™ Tt is sadlv true that “scholars have become adﬂpts in the

j the general prmcxple that a truth can be established

triviai. . . neglecting
' among natural phenomena only if the base is wide.” Dr. Brown’s discussion

of the relation of the humanist to the general study of man in society.can
well be taken to the heart of the sociologist: . S

. ... It seems essential to -expect that there will be a recognition of the

presem:e of the individual man in every investigation, even though this. admits
an €lement of subjectivity, This must, of course, be modified by an ironic
perception of the Jimits, not only of one’s own .competence, but also- of -the .
ubject-matter, and. these lumts ;are in themselves also relative. The humamst

S necensanly recogmzes that ’ he gxay ‘be wrong, ‘even in talkmg about his owjn
b is to 'be accurate in’ lns surmwes, he must :study

PR

xable lag »between the arnval of a new sc:encc, ‘a new: techmque,,
ew world-v:ew and 1s general and fnutful acceptance

and use by(humams ;-thers
e outlook .among - humamsts and -artists is recogmzed by scxentxsts One can
o sympat}uze with the ‘impatience of ‘those who seek an immediate synthesxs of
the two outlooks, but it may be suggested soberly and conscientiously that
we are all betzer off for the présence around us of great diversities of outlook,
methods of argument and investigation, and objectives. Disharmony of method
and outlook will remain as long as scientist and humanist remain’ true to
their callings, as long indeed as they remain men. All we can legmmate!y
hope for is that we may each achieve, in the realm of intellectual objectives
as, e.sawhere, by ‘means of - constantly renewed effort, the ‘comprehension and’

mutua! corifidence”that g'mws whete dxfferencw are recug'mzed and eaeearaged

S or -their: fruitfulness. 78 " ‘
And, ‘we mxght add where no one. e ‘belief or ‘method seéks’ to swallow all
others into itself’ or seeks to make xts explanat:on a umversal law perrmmnc
'of no dxspute. v
S Socxology, then, at rmd-century, finds itself rapidly growxng o matunty
on. the .one  hand and towards obfuscatxon on the other. There" is oo
; quesuon as to-its: .importance‘as -2 tool in the study of man in society. =
“The- prac‘txcal probléems of a society subject to rapid and’ drasnc change; -
t&xe conflicts of .mores and social ‘practices within the complex life of -2 modera
cxvilizauon and the growth of a positivist as contrasted with a ‘normetxvve'at-
“titude “towdrd-wdety iitself-haveled to a widespmad-development of sociological
“.modes of thought.~ Thisis atteated not only by the rise of sociological® schoclr
s 77 and systenis, ‘by‘the xmpact "6f gociclogy on the study of politics, laws, €conomics
e ) and hxztory by the extensive apphcatxon of socxologxcal pnncxples to edu.ca-

e« X Harcourt Brown: “Science, Humamnes, .and Artifacts,” The SnenufwMontb-
ly “Vol. 83, No. 4 (October, 1956), p. 173 (pp. 169-175): ce e
e es gbid, p. 175, ] N

)_, [ . . ..’
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tional practice, to the treatment of crime and the like but also by the permeation
of sociological interest inte general literature. While such lierature at all
times afiords rich materials for the sociotoeist. madern popular literature has
consciously and in abundant measure dealt in sociological terms with social
situations and problems. There is in this respect 2 marked difference between
the novels, plays and periodicals of the present ume and those of 2 century
ago. 14 .

This presents a challenge to the sociologist, at once making his task more
difficult while it popularizes its function. There has, therefore, been devel-
oped a ‘“‘great arsenal of secret weapons”™ for the study of human be-
havior and it has been through the use of these that the social scientist
has approached his task. With the development of these (secret only in
the sense that the subject is unaware of their use), the sociologist has even

a greater responsibility to his audience than ever before, because he must;
- now justify both his objectives and the methods he uses in attaining these.” - -
He must work conunually for ‘a. clarification of his purpose and this must;-
And the most effective way to do this .

i by contmually communicating findings of current re:earch in, under-._

" be addressed “to society at’ large”.

:tandable language to-the public audience.”™®

N Fu'st to. understand ‘the methods and objectives of science;’ secondly, to

: understand ‘how ‘these ‘may become the goals of social science; thirdly, to’
decide what aspect of socxologlcal inquiry is to'be his career and to prepare
specifically for a career in social science by following the suggestions.of
‘Branford and Schmidt: fourthly, to make of his work the “cosmic religion”
mentioned by Einstein (while holding to himself whatever particular re-
ligious beliefs he considers necessary) ; fif thly, following academic: prepara-
tion, to avoid teachmg unti]l after extensive field experience: and sixthly,
to engage constantly in coordinated programs of research and to com-
municate regularly the findings of this research to his colleagues in his
discipline {and those allied thcrcwith) and to the general public.

bove all, the soc1ologlst in the Philippines must avoid like poison: .
‘the temptatxon to align himself with any sectanan or’ profess:onal move-.

ment or ideology which will nulhfy ‘his ob]ectwes in becommg ascxentxst
,conoerned with:man in society: .. comn

"It seems to me that the pnncxpal desxderatum of social study in’ ‘the *
Phlhppmes is’to gain an understanding of the process of social-change, while: -
at the same time- describing - the change itself. This ‘is still undefined in

modern texts or sociological studies and this can be accomplished here .

only bya realization that .adherence to dogma will be the death of free
inquiry. Is the attitude of Ross responsxble for the sterility of Philippine °’

'socxology’ Young people are. trained in this attitude and return to their
society  to teach and not to mvestxgate it.

~ v

T Maclver, Enc. Soc. Sc., pp. 245-246. - PO
76 Edward Groxs “Social Smence Techniques: A Problem of vaer and

247).
76 Ibid., p. 246..

 This, then, should be the program for the sociologist in- the Pluhppma...' ‘

Is this because of fear"’ ‘Or. i s o
it ‘because of the belief that only priests or especially trained rehgxous per- .-
sons should .attempt to analyze society? The marked dxvergence in the =
viewpoint of Ross and that of other sources exaxmned pomts up. the dxver-' '

dbility,” The Scientific Monthly, Vol 83 No. 5 (November, 1956), p 242 pp 4:2;»

.

T

,‘114. Ju.la Henry: "Homeostasxs Society, and Evolution: A Critique,”

18, R. ‘M. Maclver: Sociology: A Textbook of Soc
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gence of view of what sociology should be in the Philippines. Can these
greatly differing views be reconc&lnd and if so, how? In the event they
cannot, what will be the fuwre of soc;o]ocr'} in the Philippines as a field
of human endeavor? Itseems to me that there can only be two alternatives:
either it will be utilized as a tool for special interesrs—out of which will
come disaster; or, it will disappear, being absorbed by those social sciences
which will be strong enough to resist attempts at socxal control thru
preemption of their fields.

Whether these observations are justified by what ha.s been assembled
in this article, will be, in the words of C. M. Case, “a question to bc} an-
swered more by the loglc of events than by the logxc of the sciences.
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DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIOLOGY IN THE
PHILIPPINES
BENICIO T. CATAPUSAN, Ph.D.

Member Boa.rd .of National Educatien a.nd Unesco
Phnlx_ppme Comnussxon

-

: SOClology in the P}uhppmes 1s an outcome of decades of sgclqloglcd
~ .development in Europe and the United States, 2 movement which began
. with August -Comte and ;progressed further through Herbert Spencer, Pro-
.. fessors Zimme.,” Ward, Sumper, -Small, Giddings and Ellwood. For -the
. ‘purpose -of this’ study, the «discyssion will be confined solely to the develop-
aent of Somology in. the ,Ph;hpmnes, rax:h;:r thap the _proof of the existenge
of -Philippine :Sociol thich to the writer’s mind is as yet non:existent.” -
Alt.hoxggh on; the ‘:?::e, ne - may be led to beheve that there is ong.jn. '
e makmg . R
& = The methods used ‘in"this study are. the exarmnabon Qf e@ﬂy a.n.d
Vconﬂemporany sociological offenngs in colleges and universities-and-careful. -
mterpretaﬁon of the emphasxs gwen Socmlog'y from the earhest penod to -
-the present. 7. &2 SR IE R e
" . The Earl) Dcvelopment Our records reveal that thxs country-s in-
 terest in ‘Sociology dates back'to 1899-—with emphasis' on Social Philoso phy
-and a light interest in Penology and Cmnmology In 1911, the:appearance
of Social Ethics and General Sociology in the curriculum of - practically
all private colleges and universities in Manila was noted. In the same
year, the first course in Sociology was recorded in the University of the
Philippines. A few years later, a section devoted to Sociology was or-
ganized under the department of Anthropolegy. This arrangement con-
tinued until 1946. . The situation was blamed on poo: iacxhnps and the lack
- of -well-trained ‘Sociology - instructors. -
fri By 1919, the -interest in Somology had spread to the *V:sa.yan IsTands
but the tmxtbooks used throughout ‘the archipelago :were -of Occidental
g . origin. “:Forlack of locdl miaterials .on the sub;act then, these - textbooks
i met the immediate- needs of the time. -
i "In" 1939, Macaraxg’s Introduction to Sociolagy a.ppeared in response
t?“","l " °  toa long felt need for a local ‘approach to Socielogy. The ‘treatise revolved
!\;: .+ . around the Filipino culture and ‘its beliefs; it further elaborated on the

.-+ _-general sociological principles of the Occident as applied in the Philippines.

Ve “The book’remained in .demand for almost #en years. At about this time,
7 7. subjects in Social Work also appeared in the State University curriculum,
LT Meanwhlle, the need for more up-to-date social -data was again felt.
“ . Western Scc:olog'y textbooks. provided the answers once again, but lack of -
> 7 locally written Sociology texts inevitably gave way to ill-prepared outlines

# ~i7  ‘based on textbooks from the West. Although the Western textbooks help-
*-. .7 .. ~ed £l the needs then, this measure -did not help to enrich ocur socisogical
Cwi. . “tool-kit” mnor -the development of sotial thoughts in this country. -In
.~ °  -most cases, Sociology was taught only as a purely normative subject, and

the a:nalyaxs of somoleglcal prmmples was oftennmes, n’ no; totally eVGr-

i ]ooked.



