WORKING PAPERS OF THE
CENTER FOR RESEARCH ON SOCIAL ORGANIZATION

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

Paper #22

March, 1967




SOCIOLOGY

by

Albert J. Reiss, Jr.

Forthcoming: International Encyclopedia of the

Social Sciences




Definition of the discipline

A commonly accepted definition of sociology
as a'Special science is that sociology is the
study of social aggregates and groups in their
institutional organization, of institutions and
their organization, and of the causes and conse-
quences of changes in institutions and social
organization. The major units of sociological
inquiry are social systems and their subsystems;
social institutions and structure; social aggre-
gates, relationships, groups, And organizations.

The most inclusive -sociological unit is the

social system, a system constituted by the

interaction of a plurality of actors whose rela-
tions to each other are mutually oriented by
institutions. A society is an empirical social
system that is territorially organized, whose
members are recruited by sexual reproduction
within it, and persists beyond the life-

span of any individual member by socializing

new members to its institutions.  Any social
system has subsystems that are partial systems
functionally related to the social system.

Human ecological systems, kinship, legal, educa-
tional, and ideological or religious subsystems

are examples of social subsystems.
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Social institutions are .general patterns

of norms that define behavior in social rela-
tionships. Institutions define and legitimate
how people ought to behave and they legitimate
sanctions to be applied to behavior. ~Property
and contract are social institutions. As an
institution, contract consists of quite general
norms that regulate entry into and the conse-
quences of contractual agreements.‘ As an
institution it prescribes neither who shall

enter into such agreements or their content,

provided the content falls within institutionally

defined limits.. Social structure or social

morphology is the integration and stabilization

of social interaction through an organization
of statuses and roles such as age, sex, or
class.

Sociologists are primarily interested in

human beings in social interaction, i.e., in
actors taking account of.éne another in their
behavior. The major .systems or units of inter-
action of interest to sociologists are social
groups, as for instancé the family or peer

group, social relationships, such as social

roles and dyadic relationships, and social

organizations, such as formal or bureaucratic

organizations as the state, a corporation, or a
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school syétem, territo#ial organizations as

the community, or their component organizations
such as schools, factories, or churcheé.
Although sociologists are principally concerned
with human beings in social interaction -they

are interested in social aggregates or popula-

tions in their institutional organization.

Generally speaking, sociologists are
interested in the analytical properties of
these sociological units and make problematic
relationships among them. Thus they are
interested in such properties as legitimation,
consensus, and stratification in the processes-
of institutionalization. They concern them-
selves with elements of social relationships
such as power énd dominance, or of interaction,
such as coercion and reciprocity. They investi-
gate the properties and. processes of groups or
organizations such as their capacity to take
collective action toward goals, as in sanction-
ing deviant behavior or in allocating the re-
sources of an organization.

The theories of sociology make problematic
the relationéhip among the analytical properties
of these units. The character of the theory
defines the problematics. Human ecological

theory in sociology, for example, is concerned
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primarily with the causal interconnections in
the 'ecoldgical_complex': technological
accumulation at an accelerated rate; exploita-
tion of the environment; demographic transition;
and organizational revolution (Duncan, 1959,
1961). A macro-sociological theory such as
that of Talcott Parsons originally made problem-
atic how variable value and motivational
orientations of actors are institutionalized
and organized as social systems (Parsons, 1951,
1954) . Recent elaborations of his theory focus
more on the internal dynamics within social
systems, though largeiy neglecting to make
external relationships problematic (Parsons,
1960, 1966). .

The writings of early sociologists were

largely speculative or grand achievements of a

'synthetic sort that did not lend themselves to

the development of a body of knowledge that
was both cumulative and met the canons of
science. Over time maost sociplogists have come
to work with what Robert Merton calls theories
of. the middle range (1957). These are theories
that include a limited number of interrelated
concepts from which one may derive hypotheses
that can be investigated through empirical

research. An example from Mertons own writings
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is that of reference group theory (1957, Ch.
VIII).

. The history of sociology discloses several
major strategies for dealing with its theoreti-
cal and methodological problems. To a degree
they repfésent schools within sociology, but
the lines by no means are firmly drawn. The

human ecologists and demographers are concerned

with problems where social aggregates are inves-
tigated. They,are‘particularly interested in
the morphological or structural characteristics
of these aggregates, such as their age, sex,
race, education, and income. Another school is

4 .
characterized as formal sociology, associateq

particularly with the work of Georg Simmel, the
phenomenologists such as A. Vierkandt, and more
recently with some.investigations of small
groups. The emphasis in formai sociology lies
in studying societal forms, particularly forms
of interaction or association such as dyadig
relationships. Formal sociology focuses on the
"essence" of phenomena where form is a principle
of individuation and organization. The primary'
goal is description of human groups and pro-
cesses in social relétionships. A third school

is characterized as historical-interpretative

sociology and the emphasis is macroscopic rather
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than microscopié-as in formal socioldgy. Attempts’
are made to describe the general features of the.
history of man, to delineate the different spheres
of the historical world, and to understand ideas
as the expression of historical periods or events.
The major writings of Max Weber and the German
historical school, particularly the method of-
Weber, have served as a model for historical
sociology inxcontémpofaryvsociologyl(Aron,-l9640.
Most writing in contemporary sociology focuses
however on relational properties among.personé as
social actors*—characteriétic of much work. in
social psychbiogy——or<on the relationship among
properties of institutions and organizations-in
societies or social systems--characteristic of-
studies in social orgapizaﬁion. |

'

Relationship to other social sciences Cos

The matter of the felationship of soCioiogy
to the other social of behaviorai scienées is
much'debated.'.Is socioiogy as -Comte would haﬁe'
had-it the "queen" of the social sciencés,vor a
general social sdienée of societies? Or, is.
sociology a more specialized social science that
systematizé§ problems that can be definéd as
sociological in character as distinct ffom:ecéno—

mic, psychological or cultural? .
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The most systematic modern attempt to
resolve this qﬁestion.is found in the .writings
of Talcott Parsons (1951, 1954, 1960, 1966).
Parsons regards sociological theory as an
aspect of the theory of social systems, there-
by defining sociology as a special social
science. Sociology‘is concerned "...with the
éhenomena of fhe institutionalization of
patterns of value-orientation in the sbcial
system, with the-conditions of that institution-

alization, and of changes in the patterns, with

conditions of conformity with and deviance from

such patterns, and with motivational processes
insofar as these are involved in all of these"
(Parsons, 1951, p. 552). |
The other major theory of social systems,
that of economics, is "...concerned with the
phenomena of rational decision-making and the
consequences of thesé.decisions~within an
institutionalized system of exchange relation-
ships" (1951, p. 550). Within this framework,
political science is viewed as a synthetic
rather than a special sécial-science, constructed
as it is around a restricted set of variables
concerned with politiéal pewer rather than

around a distinctive analytical scheme.
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Parsons further regards the social system
as but one of three analytical sciences of action,
the,other two being the theory of personality, .
and the theory. of culture. The theory of cultural
systems is the particular province of anthro-
pology while that of personality systems is
generic to psychology (Parsons and Shils, et. al.,
1952;>Parsons, 1951, Ch. XII).

Sdcioiogists work on problems that are related:
to the subject matter of other disciplines, both
humanistic-and scientific. For the most part,
however, these problems fall within fields Qithin
socioiogy and are worked upon from the sociological
perspecti&e. Thus proeblems of knowledge are
treated in the sociology of knowledge. Thaough.
the sociology of knowledge in an important sense
is an aspectlof epistemology, it has not: developed
as an interstitial field betweeﬂ_sociology and
philosophy. The same may be said of such fields
as historical sociology or sociolinquistiés as
they are presently developed within sociology.

Numerous disciplines emerged historically
that are interstitial to their parent disciplines.
The mostvnotablé cases in the history of sociology
are human ecology (or human geography as it is

developed in some countries), demography, and

social psychology. Social psychology, a field’
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interstitial to that of psychology and socio=x.
logy, is concerned primarily with personalities-
and motivationai'processes as they relate. to

the institutional organization of societies."-
The cases of demography and human ecology¢are
somewhat differenf, perhaps not qualifying fully
as interstitial disciplines. Human ecology
broadly conceived is but an aspect of ecosystem
theory and therefore is interstitial to the
environmental and social sciences. The develop-
ment of a theory of the ecosystem, however;

lies in a rudimentary<stété; for that reasbn
much of the work in human'ééology is carried

on within the separate environmental and social
sciences rather than in a border discipline.

The work in demography is carried on largely

by sociologists and economists, thngh more

recently biomedical scientists have joined

them in a synthetic field of p@pdlétion’studies,

Fields of sociology

There is no altogether rational division
of sociology into fields éf inqu;ry thét are
derivea from a general soéialogiégl theory yet
susceptible to relativgly indepeﬁéent investi-
gation and formulation as;a body of kﬂowledgé.

Lacking a commonly accepted sociological theory
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that is susceptible to such rational division,

-sociolqgists;have developed fields of interest

around méjo; units of sbciological inquiry or
arquqd a.soéiological pefspeétive on a set of
problems.

The division of sociology into "social
statics" ana "social dynamics" was quite common
in the nineteenth century after Hefbert Speﬁ¢ep.
With the emergence of sociology as :an academic
discipline, there was a tendency, particularly
in American sociology, .to develop a more detailed
classification of socielogy into subjectFmattgr
fields as a means of oréanizing the curriculum.
At the same time, leading schdla#s,‘particularly
when as Durkheim they served as editor of a
major journal, felt called upon to.divide-sécioé
logy iﬁto,"fields".where the sociological perspec-

tive .was épplicable.

The 1902 volume of L'Annee‘Sociologique':
presents_such a scholarly classification by
Durkheim and the editors of L'Anpee of qulica-
tions in sociology. They subdivided sociology
into the fields of general sociology, religious
séciology,<juridical and moral sociology,
criminal sqciology and moral statistics,
economic sociology, éocial morphology,vand a

miscellaneous group including aesthetic sociology,
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technology, language, and war. The editors

noted that the Zeitschrift fur Wissenschaft,

Revista Italiana Sociologia, and the

Vierteliahrshrift fur Wissenschaftliche

Philosophie und Soziologie, utilized some

other categories. Among them one finds in the

Zeitschrift mass and individual psychology,

medicine and hygiene, social history_and social

Jjurisprudence, and social philosophy and social

ethics. Revista included among others, politics,
social psychology, and demography, while the

Vierteljghréchrift‘ihcludéd among others,

.psychology and the science of language,

aesthetios, and educaﬁion. Qditegcléariy;}by;

;‘1902 sociologists had identified ﬁosf of the

major fields of scholarly interest inrsociology'
for the next five decades.

These fields of sociology were not given

.anywhere near equal attention in any country

nor were the sociologists inrany country to
give more‘than token étﬁehtion to some of

these fields until quite recently. Interest-
ing and.importanf contrasts developed among

the countries in the aftention given. to various
fieids.' Some fields_thatodoveloped guite early
in tﬁe European countries ﬁere given only token

attention in the United States until World War
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II, after which they developed quite rapidly.

Among the more important of .these were political

sociology, the sociology of law, and of reli-

gion. Among the fields that still merit only.

occasional attention in American sociology as

céntrasted with the attention given them ‘in éome
European countries are the sociology of’the_
cgqative and performing arts, of sport, and of
»1anguag¢. Apart from their shaping the'devélép-
ment of the sociology of science, American
soéiologists have done little work in the
sociology,pf knowlédge.

| The rather late development of some of
these fields in American sociology is due to a
variety of factors. Two stand out as particul-
ar;y important. . First, American universifieé
separated sociologists more sharply.froﬁ some
academic disciplines than did the European
univérsitieé. This was particularly notable

in fhe case of law which in the United_States

is taught in profeSsionél schools apait from
faculties in philosophy, sciences, and the
humanities. Indeed, prior‘toV1940 Ameriban
sociologists had little contact with -profession-
al schools other than those of social work énd;
pducation. Furthermore, in~their<driveitoward

status as scientific disciplines all of the
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'social sciences in American universities were
‘increasingly divorced from the humanistic
disciplines and the arts. Even today this is
true so that American sociologists undertake
little work on the sociology of the creative
or performipg arts. Since history, more often
than not, was defined as a humanistic discipline,
American sociology was ahistorical. ‘No ddUbt
tﬁe fact that many Ameriéan sociologists  took . -
the natural science model of investigation as a
desidératumfélsd led to a separation from both
historyland the humanities, including philosophy.
A second major factor accounting fbrvthe
failure of American sociology to develop some
of the problems of concern to European socio="’
logists was their deliberate neglect of ?roblems
‘'of value, their institutionalization, andﬂfheir
organization in American or other societies.
~While theré were exceptions such as in the
studies of immigrant groups by W. I. Thomas -
and Florian Znaniecki (1922), American. socio-
logists generally took values for granted.
They were inclined to make them problematic
only in the limited sénse that a science of
sociology must be "value-free". Furthermore,
values were not generally thought. of as amen-

able to empirical investigation except as the



-14-

attitudes or opinions of persons. Comparative
.studies of valﬁés in belief systems such as in
AiQeological, religious, or legal systems there-.
fore‘wé:e unlikely to be considered for inves-
tigation.

o To be sﬁre, American sociologists gradually
 began fo investigate problems in some of these

- fields, but»largely through other generic
interests in sociology such as in the study of
bécupations and professions or on the social
 érganizatiQn of work, rather than through an.
interest. in comparative institutions or systems.
Thus the sociology of law began largely with |
studies of lawyers, of medicine with studies of
doctors and the social organization of doctor
"and patient relationships in. hospitals, and of
the arts through studies of musicians and
writers.

American SOCiqlogy, however, was almost
gnique\in its attempfs to develop methods of
research as a special field within sociology. -
.Although few American sociologists were innoVa—:
ﬁorsuof any of the major techniques for gather-
'ing-and analyzing data, they readily adopted
them for training of sociologists and as bases
' for evaluating the state of "the science",

albeit at times mistakenly so. Most recently,
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American soéiologists have rathér self-
consciously developed a field of mathematical
sociology, noteworthy more for its attempts-

to formalize models of behavior or organiza-
tion with the mathematics than for theoretical
or substantive contributions to the discipline.

Though human geography continued to
develop in European countries, it grew primar-
ily outside of sociology. American socio-
logists, however, developed human ecology
largely as a field within sociology. The only
comparable development in Europé was that of
social morphology in France under Durkheim
and his disciple Halbwachs.

Up to 1940, American sociology appeared to
have a éubstantial number of fields of inquiry
other than the history and theory of sociélogy
and methods of sociology. Neveftheless these
fields actually converged into rather limited
sets. One set included community study with
human ecology, rural sociology, and urban socio-
logy as major divisions. Another was that of
social problems, with race relations, poverty
and dependency, and juvenile delinquency being
important specializations. Later social psychia-
try with a strong mental health interest emerged

as a specialization; now it is of considerably
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less .interest and falls within the major area

of social psychology. The family and demography
comprised the-other major areas of interest.
Sociology curricula also included courses that
covered rather broad interests that after 1945
were to fragment into special fields. The main
courses of this kind were social institutions,
social organization, and social change.

The development of fields of interest in
socidlégy is in itself a problem in the sociology
of knowledge. While problem finding in sociology
undoubtedly is a result of the growth of theory
and method, it also is subject to social deter-
minants within the society (Mertoh, 1959, pp.
ix-xxiv). The problems of the immigrant in
American society and more recently of the Negro
minority undoubtedly influenced. the development
of a field of race and ethnic relations within
American sociology more than any theory of cﬁltu:e
contact or intergroup relations. Siﬁilarly, the
strong interest in ideology within European
political sociology, or.of Marxst sociology in:
the East European countries and the USSR are
intimately connected with changes .in the political
systems of those countries. The importance of
historical conditions and events in determining-

the fields and problems of sociology undoubtedly
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has been far greater than any influence from
the cumulative development of the sciepce.
Naturally the resources available for investi-
gation of given problem areas in any society
affecﬁ\their relative growth in any science,
but the resources themselves are allocated
according to the historical sigﬁificancé of
the areas to a society.

The number of special areas of inquiry
in American sociology today has grown so large
that a typical program of the Americaﬁ Socio-
logical Association includes some forty areas. .
The National Register of Scientific and Tech-
nical Personnel in the United States lists 53
specialties within sociology. Despite this
fragmentation of sociological inquiry into a
large number of specializations, they usually
are grouped into broad fields of inquiry.
Taking American sociology as a case in point,
the emerging(organization of the discipline
can be described as follows: socioloéical
theory and methodology; social organization
including comparative institutions, comparative
social organization, social structure or
morphology; social groups. Demography, human
ecology, and social psychology continue és

major .interstitial disciplines with strong
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programs in academic departments of sociology
of as joint programs witﬁ other sciences.
There likewise ;emains a strong interest in
what now is more generally called "applied
sociology”, ‘including social pianning and
social problems.

Specialties within sociology are far more
likely today than formerly to derive their core
problems from sociological theory (Faris, 1964;
March, 1965). There likewise is less separation
of theory and methodology. More and more, too,
'socioloéists who work either in the inter-
stitial fields or in applied sociology define
the problematics of the speciality;inAterms of
generic problems of sociological interest
(Lagarsfeld, et. al., '1965). The work of
sociologists today in criminology,vfbr_e#aﬁpleé
no longer covers the synthetic field. _ﬁather |
it focuses on the sociology of crime, problems
of interaction between.victiﬁs‘and offenders,
of socialization into deiinquent and criminal
behavior, of sanctions ahd the‘for@al organiza-
tion of sanctioning systems, and of differential
social risks and opportunities for crime that
. are structured into social_systems. Within
social psycholqu,.sociqlogists have turned

their interests to the more generic problems of
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-role socialization, the relationship of -social-
structure and organization to personality, of
soéial~institutions to personality systems,
and to explanations of conformity and deviant
behavior of .actors. Human ecologists give
major attention. to organized communal networks,
the division of labor - -and its straﬁification,
and the growth and organization of technology.
Within demography, sociologists have turned
increasingly to the qﬁestions.of how social
institutions, and social structure determine -
the basic demographic processes of fertility,
mortality, and morbidity, of migration, and the
structure of the labor force. Both formal and
comparative demography are growing-as areas of
specialization.:

The fields of comparative institutions
and comparative social organization are not
subdivided as yet into distinct analytical
areas within theée major divisions. Some
analytical organization is apparent derivipg
either from an interest in some major-analyticai
properties of units-of social organization or
institutions or from an interest in some set of
problems in institutions and their organization.
Interest in social change for instance may be

reflected in specialization in the study of
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collective behavior or social movements, or as
more recently on_sopial and economic develop-
ment of the new nations. Specialization'in
social stratification or occupations and pro-
fessions derives from the more-generic interest
in social structure or morphology. Formal or
bureaucratic organization has emerged as a
specialization in comparative social organization.

Thé sheer problem of becoming acquainted
with the literature on institutions and their
organization when coupled with the social organ-
ization of academic inquiry and training has
led to a whole series of specializations that
are related to institutions and their organiza-
tion into subsystems of societies. Among the
more prominent ones are economy and society,
political sociology, industrial sociology, the
sociology of education, of religion, of medicine,
of law, of leisﬁre and sport, and of écience.
Set somewhat apart is the sociology of knowledge
with strong rodts in epistemology as well as
sociology.

There is growing interest as well in
certain synthetic areas that may emerge as
interstitial disciplines. Among these are
sociolinquistics, the sociology of culture as

in the study of popular culture, of mass
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communication and public opinion. The applied
areas of sociology include the traditional ones
of criminology,and juvenile delinquency, and
mental‘health{ social gerontology, and poverty
and dependency. Following a hiatus with a

shift from emphasis on social reform, -there is

a growing interest on empiriéal research related
to problems and policy. for formal organizations.
chiblogical applications are found in almosit
all major fields, therefore (Gouldner and Miller,

1965; P. F. Lazarsfeld, et. al., 1967).

Rise of sociology as a special science

Sociology as a more or less systematic body
of knowledge emerged late among. the scientific
disciplines. The major problems in sociological
theory--broadly conceived——recur in the writings
of learned men of all periods. They relate to
the nature of man as a consequence of group be-
havior and of the nature of social order. But
the problematics of sociology and attempts to
systematize them-as é science either in the’
general sense of a science of society as a system
with its own principles of organization and
change or, in a more specific sense, of how
values and norms enter into social organization,

of how institutions are organized in societies,
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or of how societies and their organized sub-
systems change, arise only late in the,
nineteenth century.

The emergence of sociology among the
sciences is itself treated as.problematic with-.
in sociology, a problem in the sociology of
knowledge. . The preconditions for its emergence
relate to general currents of thought that began
with the enlightenment and to social changes in
the nineteenth century which generated social
problems and reform movements that in turn made
problematic the nature of societies and their
change. -

R. M. McIver's concise account of the
history of sociology in the first edition of the
Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences holds that:
"The rise of sociology comes with the perception
that no order of social phenomena is adequate to
comprehend, directly or indirectly, the manifold
activities, processes and trends of society, a
perception which itself was advanced by the
increasing range and complexity of social rela-
tionships which began with the era of modern
civilization" (p. 2355.

The rise of sociology as a special discipline
does not parallel in any exact sense its rise as

a scientific discipline. Its rise as a scientific
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discipline depended not only on a recognition
that societies were systems with their own
principles of organization and change but upon
the application of scientific method and
techniques of investigation that were applicable,
if not unique, to the empirical study of
societies. Both of these concerns were stated
in a general wéy in the writings of I.A.M.F.X.

(Auguste) Comte in his Cours de philosophic

positive (1830-42) and the Systeme de politique

positive (1851-54). Yet Comte was more of a
godfather than a progenitor of sociology, pro-
viding its name and in positivism a philosophy
that as it developed shaped the discipline as
a science. Comte's conception of sociology as
a general and special social science and the
problematics of it are primarily of historical
interest. His major concern was with the
political and practical reorganization of
society conceived of as a totality of human
experience and thought. He believed more in
the evolution of the human mind than in the
evolution of societal forms and processes. He
sought therefore to advocate rather than prove
that the application of positivistic methods
would establish that the evolution of the human

mind follows definite laws.
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Sociology emerged as a special discipline
among the social sciences toward the end of the
nineteenth century. To attribute its rise to a
special date or to the writings of a particular
man is somewhat arbitrary. Nonetheless, there
is a strong presumption that France was the
cradle of sociology as a science and that Emile
Durkheim more tﬁan any other sociologist influ-
enced its emergence as a special science of
society. It likewise seems clear that American
sociology assumed the dominant position in the
development of the special science of sociology
in the twentieth century through major advances
in. theory and methods of investigation.

| Charting the rise of sociology as a special
social science discipline in the nineteenth .
ceﬁtury, it appears that two major traditions

of scholarship coalesced in Durkheim's work. One
of these was a tradition of empirical research,
the other the development of abstract conceptions
of society. | |

There were two major elements in the tradi-
tion of empirical social research. The first of
these to emerge was thé collection and quantifica-
tion of social data that were relevant to matters
of the state, an early beginning of the policy

sciences. The second, though it did not eschew
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gquantification, was more concerned with empirical
observation of contemporary social~life and the
development of techniques for gathering as well
as analyzing social dafa.(Lazarsfeld,,l961).

The tfadition of quantification of social-
research originated with the political arith-
meticians in England  through the work of Graunt
and Petty and in Belgium and France through the
development of "statistique morale". As the name
political arithmetic implies, the object was to
obtain descriptive statistics for the development.
of public policy and administration, though to be
sure the rise of insurance éystems and other
interests-of the mercantilists may have been as
influential in their development (Lazarsfeld,
1961, p. 279). The description of local and
state populations were.among the first topics to
be examined systematically so that the tradition
of political arithmetic in England seems more
directly linked to the development of modern
demography than to sociology as a- special science.

A secoﬁd major development in quantification
;s that usually attributed to the Belgian,
Adolphe Quetelet, and his development of "statis-
tique morale" as distinct from his work on
"physique morale". While Quetelet more than any

other man associated with "statistique morale"
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gained a . large audience for his work, claims to
priority of his research on "statistique morale"
can be disputed. The concept.itself and much
early work not only on crime but 6n suicides,
illégitimacy'and similar phenomena appears in.
the work of M. de Guerry de Champﬁeuf, Director
of Affaires Criminelles in the French’Ministry

of Justice from 1821-1835. He was joined in this
effort by M. le Comte de Chabral, Prefet de 1la
Seine who. published during the period 1821-1829,

Recherches statistiques sur le ville de Paris et.

le Department de la Seine. These studies were

made under the direction of F. Fourier and con-
tained a judicial study of populations under his
authorship. At.the same time, the French physician,
Parent-Duchatelet undertook research on public
ﬁealth that led to a series of éublications of
the same kind, the most famous being his study
of prostitution that stands as one of the early
contributions in human ecology as well as moral
statistics (1837). |

Making no attempt to settle claims to
priority, it seems clear that early in the nine-
teenth century considerably more.empiriqal work
on "statistique morale" was underway in France
tﬁan in Belgium. The attention this work attract-

ed was not inconsiderable in acquainting all
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lea;ned grenchmen with quantitative empirical
reséérégiof%sociél'facts. Parentqughatglet;
for exéﬁéle;.did ingeﬁiousvwork-in collecting
ana éﬁalyziﬁg data on theISOCial recruitment
and social Srigins of Paris.érosﬁitutes. Durk-
heim perhaps was more acquainted with the.
tradition of quantitafive research represented
in "statistique morale" than-that: in Fpolitieal'
arithmetic”. |

A second major branch of empirical research
that developed most,cleariy in France is that
associated wiﬁh the work of,Frederick Le Play.
Though clearly interested in quantification,_Le
Play innovated in techniques for both gathering
and analyzing data. While LevPléy perhaps is best
known for his emphasis on empirical observgtion
of‘contémporary social life, éarticularly“his
studies-of family budgets, he was. much concerned
with the development of social indicatofé and in
classification as they rélate_to problems of
analysis of social.data (Lazafsfeld; 1961)ﬁ

Despite Le Play's great originality, his
work had no direct links with the development of
sociqlogy as a special science in France. The
ﬁain reason for this appears to'lie in the fact
that Le Play was as much linked with his own

reform movement that espoused a conservative view
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of society as he was with social research.

While his followers founded Science Sociale,

they eventually divided into two camps, -the
one clearly reformist, the other identified
more with his method. Durkheim meanwhile gain-
ed the dominant position in French sociology,
perhaps owing in part to the fact that he was
an influential member of the riéing group of
French intellectuals who had won in l'affaife
Drey fuss. |

The other main tradition before Durkheim
was that of scholarly writing on societies and
the development of elaborate theories of society:
the gedgraphical determinists such as F. Ratzel
and H. T. Buckle, the. social Darwinists suéh as
H. Spencer and W. G. Sumner, and the organismic
theorists such. as A. Schaeffle, P. Lillienfeld,
R. Worms, and J. Novicow. Others such as F.
Engel's and K. Marx were more closely. identified
during their lifetime with their socialist
doctrines or economic theories than they were
with the development of sociology. Marx's
influence in shaping sociological theory came
later in présenting Weber with his problematics
of éociology and in the development of Marxist

sociology.
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Almost all of these early writers failed
either to differentiate sociology as a special
science.of society or to make it's status
problematic. Even though most. sociologists
by the close of the nineteenth century wrote
essays arguing the case for sociology as a
special science of society, it remained for
Durkheim to state and document the case most
effectively by merging and making problematic
the elements in both traditions.

Many sociologists view Durkheim as making
the case for sociology through his quantitative
empirical research on suicide where suicide
rates were made problematic as sociological
rather than psyéhological phenomena. It .could
as easily be argued that he made the case for
historical and nonguantitative research.in his
other works,.such as those on.religion. But
for Durkheim, method, not quantification, was
the central issue. . He sought the theoretical
- problems that are fundamental to a study. of
human social organization and the method that
is central to it. Sociology, for Durkheim, was

the study of social facts and his first major

work after the French and Latin theses was Les

‘Regles de la methode sociologique (1895). 1In

his introduction to The Rules of Sociological
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Method, Durkheim made explicit that he consider-
ed his predecessors-as having failed to advanée
"beyond the vague.generélities on the nature of
societies, on the relatidns between the social
and the biological realms, and on the general
march of progress" (Durkheim, English transla-
tion edited by G. Catlin, 1938, p. 1lix). 1Indeed,
he . goes on to say that: "Sociologists have been
content, therefore, to compare.the merits of
deduction and induction -and to make a superficial
inguiry into the most-general means and methods
at the command of the sociological investigators.
- But the precautions to be taken in the observation
of facts,. the manner in which the principal
problems should be formulated, the direcéion
research should take, the specific meﬁhods of
work which may enable it to reach its conclusions--
all these remained completely undetermined"
(Durkheim, 1938, lix—lx); |

Whether Durkheim succeeded in making the
case for sociology as a special science--indeed
for him a special synthesizing social science--
is a debatable matter if one reads his essays on
sociology and the social sciences. It likewise
is clear that his attempts to classify the
subject matter of the field--so apparent in the

contents of L'Annee--were dissatisfying to him.
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Yet he never gave up the attempt to classify
sociology into fields of investigation. And
whether his attempts to delineate sociology as
the study of social morphology or as at a later
point in terms of social elements consisting
essentially of a common system of rules of moral
obligation, his writings guite clearly establish-
ed the major problematics df modern sociology in
both a theoretical and a methodological sense. |
The study of social facts, Durkheim concluded,
requires the genetic or comparative method.
"Comparative sociology is not a particular branch
of sociology; it is sociology itself, in so far
as it ceases to be purely descriptive and aspires
to account for facts" (Durkheim, 1938, p. 139)..
What he did not foresee was that the debate as
to method was far from settléd. Not only were
the old confroversies to continue but they were
to take new forms. Before long sociologists
were to engage in often bitter controversy as.
to the empirical methods most appropriate to the -
study of sociology, its status as a science, and
the role of quantification in sociological
 research. The battle. lines soon were drawn as
polemical positions.

Before considering the polemical positions,

it may be helpful to review briefly the history
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of quantitative research as it relates to the
development of sociology. Though there is no
comprehensive study of the history of. social
research either generally or as it relates
specifically to sociology, a number of histories.
have been written that attempt to accouﬁt for
the rise of quantitative research and its develop-
ment in particular countries. ‘Obéerschall (1962)
carefully documents there was ‘much empirical
research in Germany from 1848 to 1914 but that

it lacked in continuity and failed to become
institutionalized either in the universities or
in organizations such as the Verein fur
Sozialpolitk. - Quantitative research, despite
attempts by Weber and other sociologists in the
twentieth century, did not become part and parcel
of the development of sociology in Germany.
Obserschall adduces serveral arguments to .
account for this failure. He finds the root .
cause in the German intellectual heritage, in

the wave of historiéism, and in the idealistic
legacy of philosophy that favored an intuitive.
and phenomenological approach to scholarship.
German sociology also failed to develop quantita-
tive social research because it never was
institutionalized as an academic discipline,

partly due to the hostility from other
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disciplines and-.the polemics that surrounded
it, and partly due to the fact that academic
sociologists such as Toennies and Weber failed
to overcome the value—élimate of the univer-
sity, colleagial apathy, and lack of resources
in their own attempts to establish empirical
research. Perhaps they failed also because
their own empirical atteméts stand as failures,
while their theoretical and historical research
studies stand as' achievements. ..

The strong quantitativé traditions of
French demography and of the Le Play school
are reviewed by Lazarsfeld (1961); The social
reform elements in the Le Play school in the
long run separated it from sociology as a
special discipline and-the disciples of Le Play
fell more. to criticism of the master than to
the development of his method and techniques

for investigation. Science Sociale and the Le

Play school never became.identified in aﬁy full
sense with the academy, thereby contributing
also to its demise.

It is not clear, however, why Durkheim's
quantitative work should not have had more of
an influence on the development of French
sociology since apart from work in demography,

there is little French sociological work that
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was quantitative until the post-war years.
Even now, there is no dominant group in France
that emphasizes quantitification in sociology.
There are several explanétions, none entirely
satisfactory. Durkheim did little important
quantitative work during the years when the
future cohorts of French sociologists were
being trained, though M. Hwalbach published
a more elegant guantitative study of suicide
and F. Simiand branched into econometrics. The
rapid development of ethnological research in
French sociology and anthropology likewise may
have served to stifle the quantitative tradition.
The case of quantitative social research
in England is somewhat different. The early
quantitative work of Charleé Booth and Seebohm
Rowntree continuéd slowly- but surgly as a
trédition of social research in England up to
the present time, pérticulafly throughjﬁhe
development of the social survey. The Webbs,
partly through the early association of Beatrice
Webb with Charles Booth, continhéd to. foster
social research in England‘as é basis for'public
policy. During the early thirties they authored
a well known text on methods of social research
(1932) that emphasized quantitative as well as

observational techniques of social investigation.
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The work of the English-statisticians in sampling
affected social.research in England before it
‘had a similar impact in the United States. Social
investigation in England nevertheless developed
primarily outside the universities and quite
independent of sociology. Indeed, the government
departments and several private foundations
accounted for much of the empirical social
research in England after 1930. Apart from the
London School ‘of Economics where through the
influence of the Webbs, .academic sociology
fostered some gquantitative social research,

there was little quantitative eociological
research of any sort in the universities of
Britain up to .the fifties.

Quantitative sociology was to have its
greatest development in the United States, though
it is not entirely clear why this should have
been the case. . Indeed the preconditions for its
development were not altogether favorable.
Despite early attention to censuses of the popu- -
latien and the development of public accounting
systems that developed a plethora of statistics,
there perhaps was less emphasis on empirical
social research in the United States when
sociology gained academic status than there was

at the same time in England, France, Germany, or
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Italy. Early sociologists such as Lester F. Ward
who came from a natural science background showed
little -concern for empirical research. Othérs
such as Sumner were primarily intefested in

general cultural or historical comparisons much

as Spencer. Although Cooley's doctoral disserta<~

tion was a major empirical investigation of
transportation, he was soon distinguished more
for the art of introspection and reflective
observation than for empirical research.

The first introductory text by Small and
Vincent in 1894 reported an empirical study of
a Kansas community by Vincent, yet it lacked the,
guantitative precision of the social surveys in
Englaﬁd. Up to 1915 in fact, though there was a
spate of studies of rural and village communities-
by éociologists in the United States, they
lacked the quantitative sophistication of the
social surveys that were being undertakén in the
larger cities of the United States by other:
social scientists and of those in Englaﬁd.

At the same time, however, some statistical
studiés appeared in sociology. The students of
Franklin Giddings at Columbia University were
introduced to statistics in their training. One
of the early sociological dissertations in the

Faculty of Political Science at Columbia by
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Adna F. Weber (1899) was a statistical study of
the growth of cities in the world during the,
nineteenth century. The first volume of The

American Journal of Sociology included a paper

on population statistics by Walter Wilcox, one
of what was soon to become a long series of
papers on population statistics.

More important, however, in the development
of empirical sociology in the United States was
the rise and place of academic sociology in the
universities, a matter to be discussed shortly.
Higher degrees necessitated the writing of both
master's theses and doctoral dissertations.
These theses and dissertations soon were to
become a reservoir of empirical research on
contemporary social life. The studies were not:
necessarily quantitative nor did they at first
usually involve gquantitative analysis. They

were empirical nevertheless in the broad sense

that they involved an original investigation -

of some aspect of social life. Though attempts
usually were made to ground them in some more
general theory of social life, they soon were
to build more on the literature of previous
investigations, generating a genuine tradition
of empirical research, albeit one that was not

usually cumulative as a body of scientific
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knowledge. Many of these early empirical studies

- were closely tied to the social reform and social

progress movements in American'Society.‘ They
did not fit a model of comparative research..
More often than not they were but a single case;—
a community, an organization, a sociai movement.
As sociology evolved in the United States, -
there developed an almost obsessive concern with
the status of sociology as a science. - There were
those who would make it one and those QhO'argued

it could not be one. Polemical discussion may

have been equally balanced but it was to a degree

an unequal contest since the "scientific" group
fostered a strongly empirical tradition that
increasingly .involved the gquantification of
sociql data and the invention- of techniéues of -,
investigation while the latter resorted more to
older grounds for argument in the philosophical
and historical traditions.

To be sure, American sociologists were not
alone in the argument but the lines were more
sharply drawn there, partly due to their numbers
and partly due to the growing volume of
empirical investigation -itself. At times the
polemical arguments overshadowed concern for it's
use in a man's own work. Thus the distinguished

Italian sociologist Vilfredo Pareto in his
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Trattato di sociologica generale (1916) argued

persuasively for the development of a sociology
that eschewed all value judgments, relying on
the logico-experimental method for-its develop-
-ment. - Yet his discussion of the residues and
derivations és motivations in action or of the
circulation -of the elites rests primarily on
illustrative social data.

Beginning in the twenties, debates among
American sociologists about appropriate methodo-
logy, methods, and techpiques for éociolqgical
investigation overshadowed controversies about
the state of sociological theory.. There soon
developed a polarization 6f positions and of
persons. On.one side the principle spokesﬁen
were the European trained sociologists P. A,
Sorokin and Florian Znaniecki. On the other were
the American trained sociologists whose principle
spokesmen. were George Lunéberg and Stuart Dodd,
and the less vocal though prolific scholar, W.
F. Ogburn and his student Samuel A. Stouffer.

Sorokin and Znaniecki maintained that the
social sciences are cultural sciences. Socio-
cultural phenomena are fundamentally different
from physiochemical or biological phenomena,
Sorokin argued, in that they have three major‘

components: (1) immaterial, spaceless, and
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timeless-  meanings; (2) material objects that
ijectify the meanings; .and, (3) human beings
who bear, use and operate these meanings with
the hglp of material objects (1943, p. 4).
The cause and effect models of the traditional
sciences do not apply to sociocultural
phenomena he maintained, because the members
of a sociocultural class are bound by the
property of cultural meanings, not by their
intrinsic properties.’ Ergo sociocultural
sciences require a special methodology, that
of»Iogic-meaningful,causality or the "integral-
ist method" (Sorokin, 1943, Ch. II). Znéniecki
argued that the cultural scignces differ from
other sciences because of thét“hupanistic'x
coefficient", an infusion With Vélgé_aqa_mean—
iné that is culturally.defihed. Thé apﬁrbpriate
method of sociology he maintainéd is analytic
inducfion (1934, Ch. VI); The afguﬁeﬂts'of-
Sorokin and Znaniecki rested in episteholoéy.a
This period also'brougbt forth -debate
éround'medieQal phildsbphical issues. ;We;e
social concepts nominal or real? Did sociology:
eliminate free will through social determinism?
Were sociologists guilty of solipsism and
cultural relativism? Though many sociologists

never comfortably resolved these issues; in
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practice their position was not unlike that of
W. F. Ogburn (see OBGURN, W. F.). A minority,-
however, advanced phenomenological. arguments
and  "verstehen sociologie”.

The line that separated the méjor.positions
in the controversy involved léss the issue of
quantification of social data than the logical
.bases for determining cause and effect relation-
ships aﬁong them. The quantitative séhool with
its espousal of statistics, particularly methods
of correlation, and of laboratory or natural
experiments followed, in the view of their
éritics, J. S. Mill's logic. The application
of his logic to‘social phenomena was in error.
Thus Sorokin was not averse to quantification
of social data, but to the logic of models of-
quantitative analysis. To a substantial degree,
R. M. Maclver raised similar doubts in Social
Causation, maintaining that social causation
in contrast with physical .and biological causa-
tion involves the socio-psychological nexus
(1942, . Ch. 14). The "guantifiers", as they
came to be called, were attacked on other grounds.
They were testing simple tautological.hypotheses
and engaging in research on problems that were
trivial in sociological theory. Robert Lynd's,

Knowledge for What? (1939), stands as an outraged
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cry against these and other tendencies in
American social science during the twenties
~and thirties.

Following World War II, the battle grounds
shifted somewhat to arguments about the nature
of operatism in sociology and the criteria for
selecting among analytical models in social
investigation. These controversies never
assumed the polemical proportions of the pre-
war period. Indeed many sociologists today
speak of interaction effects in a statistical
.as well as in a theoretical sense. The recent
entrance of mathematical sociology on the scene
while met with scepticism by many sociologists
is hardly controversial within the discipline.

Perhaps the most important thing that
happened in the intervening years to stem the
controversy was that sociological theory and.
methodology became less separated. This was -
due in part to the writings of Talcott Parsons
in-his monumental efforts to bring sociologiqal
theory to bear upon sociological inquiry.
Whether or not they accepted Parsons theories,
sociologists became more self-consciously aware
of its importance to their own investigation.
Robert Merton became the principal spokesman

for the integration of sociological theory and
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empirical investigation. The new spokesman for
guantification in sociology such as Paul
Lazarsfeld and Louis Guttman worked toward a.
closer integration of models of gquantitative
analysis with sociolégiéal theory. Above all,
however, the many empirical studies in sociology
theﬁselves matured so that they derived more
from problems in a sociological theory and became
more sophisticated in their technical execution.
Certain major empirical investigations that
addregsed themselves to problems in sociological
theory likewise exerted considerable influence
much as the studies of W. I. Thomas and Florian
Znaniecki and those of the Chicago school under
E. W. Burgess and Robert Park had in: the
twenties. The studies of fhe Research Branch

of the United States Armed Forces culminating

in the four volume The American Soldier,
undoubtedly stands aé an early post-war model
for the integration of sociological théory and
empirical quantitative investigation ana
anélysis. The indianapolis studies of fertility
under Clyde Kiser and P. K. Whelpton reoriented
investigation in demography to social and
psychological factors in fertility. The work

of T. Adorno, et. al., in-The Authoritarian

Personality and other major studies in prejudice
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likewise signaled a shift in investigations
in. social péychology-to empiricgl'study of.
the relationship between.person?iity and
éocial structure, a problem neglected after
the work of Thomas and Znaniecki . Despite the -
reassessments of these studies thét followed;
they undoubtedly were very ihfluential in
shaping the investigations of posﬁ—war cohorts
of American sociologists. . |

Throughout much of this.priod Marxism
and otﬁer socialist doctrines Qere a major
influence on European sociology.- The historical
materialism of Marx may evén have hindered tﬂe
Idevelopment of aﬁ empirical séciology in.Europe
during this period.” Why was-ﬁarx less iﬁflu—
ential in the United States? To bé-sure,
American sociology boréithe hailmarks of acquéiht— 
ance with the problemé';f Markian sociology.
While the writings of W. F.IOgburﬁ, Robert Lyﬁd
and later those of C. Wright Mills perhaps owed
a greater intellectual@debt to thé writings of
Marx than did those of many sociologists, they
were not Marxian sociology. And despite this
attention, the influence of Makx Weber and
Emile Durkheim was far more influential on the
development of American sociology than were

those of Marx.



—45-

There perhaps are. a number of reasons why
Marxian-sociology never- developed in the United
States. "It could readily be argued that,the
ideological and the political climate of the
United States was hostile to its development;
ceftainly it never encouraged its . development
as it has in other countries. But that would
hardly explain it's lack of receptivity among
the intellectuals in socioloéy. Perhaps as C.
Wright Mills suggested, the social origins ef
American sociologists precluded such interests.
' Yet many American sociologists in their youth
were thoroughly acquainted with Marx. Perhaps
more to the point is the fact  that American
sociologists were more highly committed to an
empirical sociology than to any ideological or
theoretical position. Some of the problems of
sociology lay in Marx, but only some, and a
science of sociology lay in theory and problems
that were subject to empirical investigation.
Within this context Marxian soeiology and
historical materialism seemed somehow old-
fashioned.

Has sociology arrived then at the status
of a special science? Sociologists might argue
that this is in itself a sociological question.

But there are bases for arguing it has achieved
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that status in American. society.. Though any
claims to maturation as a science are relative.
to criteria of what,constitutes an established
science, it seems reasonably clear that at
least in some areas of sociology, knowledge
gained through scientific investigation ‘is
cumulative (Berelson and Steiner, 1964). Like-
wise it is apparent that the decline in polemics
about sociological theory and methodology paved
the way for their closer integration. Taken
together with the growing volume of findings
that replicate, these bespeak a level of matura-
tion where sociologists are about their work as
scientists if they are not already there.
Furthermore; sociologists and social
psychologists in the post-war period were
successful in developing their research institu-
tes so that they fostered the goals of research
training and scholarly:  investigation. Though
founded earlier, The Bureau of Applied Social
Research at Columbia University, The Institute
for Social Research at The University of
Michigan with its Survey Research Center and
Research Center for Group. Dynamics, and The
National Opinion Research Center at The Univer-
sity of Chicago soon grew into major centers

of sociological research and served as models
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for the development of smaller centers at other
universities. With it all, the cost of doing
research increased sharply and the research
grant became a way of life for the sociologist
as scientist.

By 1960, most graduate students in_soéiology
in American universities received financial °
support for study comparable to that 6f‘students;
in.the traditional sciences.’ American sociology
after a brief period.of waiting became a program
division in the National Science Foundation and
before long was admitted to the Behavioral
Sciences Division of The National Research
Council. Though membership in the prestigious
National Academy of Sciences still awaited Ameri-
can. sociologists, all other professional and
scientific barriers to full status had been scaled.

Why then should American sociology have
achieved this status as a scientific discipline
before sociology achieved it in other countries?
Apart from the reasons implicit in what already
has been said, the trends toward quantification
in the .other social sciences in the United States,
particularly in psychology, undoubtedly were very
influential. To a substantial degree, modern
psychology as a science grew most rapidly in the,

United States. The interpenetration of these
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disciplines in-social psychology undoubtedly
influenced the development of American sociology.
as a science. At the same time_psychoiogy shaped -
the courée of American sociology:so that its
methods of investigation are more adapted to

the studies of individuai actors than fo their
organizations. The other major models for -
quantification came from demography and statisticsi'
They, too, shaped its -character, sincé they were
more adapted- to the study of social aggregates
than to the relationship among properties of
organizations. Research investigations in the
fields of comparative institutions and social
organizaﬁion,,therefore, often displéy less
techniqal sophisticated than those in the inter-
stial fields of demography and social: psychology.
The core of sociology, if we allow it is social
institutions and  their organization, 'is only

now developing its own methods of investigatioh

(March, 1965).

Rise of sociology as an academic discipline.

The rise of sociology as an academic dis-
cipline with formal instruction in the univer-
sities leading to a doctorate occurred first
in the United States. Only slowly did sociology

develop as a distinct discipline within the
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universities of other countries. In no coeuntry,
other than the United States, has provision been
made -  for formal instruction in sociolegy in
academic departments or facuities throughout
the system of higher education. Furthermore;
only within the United States, has formal instruc-
tion in sociology spread to pre-college curricula.

To be sure, in the nineteenth century,
universities outside the United States harbored
instruction in sociology either through the
lecture system common to the universities of-
Europe or on occasion when a university created-
a chair in socielogy for a distinguished scholar.
More commonly, however, a professor in economics,
history, law, political economy, or philosophy |
offered instruction.in "sociology"--though
usually not by that name. Georg Simmel's academic
appointments were in philosophy; those of Max
Weber and Pareto, in economics. Durkheim was
among the few Europeans in the nineteenth century
to attain academic title as a sociologist, as
a professor of sociology and education in the-
Faculty of Letters in the University of Paris.

The first recorded instance of formal
instruction in a course called sociology Qithin
the United States occurred at Yale University

where in 1876 Professor William Graham Sumner
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offered such a course. Until his death in
1910, Sumner was identified at Yale, however,
as a professor of political and social science.
L. L. Bernard (1909, 1945) and Albion W. Small
(1915) and Jessie Bernard (in Lundberg, 1929)
in their _discussions of sociological instruction.
in the United States give accounts of the early
courses in sociology and the beginning of
academic departments. The period 1889 to 1892
brought formal instruction in sociology to 18
colleges and universities in the United States
(Bernard in Lundberg, 1929, Chart I). But"it,
remained for the opening of the University of
Chicago in 1893 to establish the first academic
department in the United States with work leading
to the doctorate ih.sociology. By 1900, there
were 19 colleges or universities thét.included
formal instruction in thé~curriculum.

At the outset, departments of socielogy in
the United States more -often were established
as joint departmenfsithaﬁ“as ones devofed entire-
ly to offering instruction in sociolog&. By far.
the most common alliancé wés.made with econoﬁics,
with history a distant second. Where sociology
was not éntitled to departmental status, either
separately or conjoined with another department,

it usually was taught in departments of economics,
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history, philosophy, -political science, or in
a general department of social sciences. |
Despite the fact that the first department
of -sociology at the University of Chicago was a
joint department of sociology and anthropology,
anthropology was not generally linked with
sociology in this early period.' Actually
sociology in the United States gradually added
anthropology to its offerings so that by the
1920's there were a substantial number of
departﬁents of séciblogy and anthropology. By
1965, however, most of these academic'partner;
ships had been dissolved as anthropology
achieved status as a separate academic discipline.
The rise of academic instruction in
sociology undoubtedly was related to the organ-
ization of higher education in the societies
that produced scholars in sodiological writing.
While it might appear that. .the éenerql conditions
of the society should be most: important in explain-
ing the rise of academic sociology- in the United
States as contrasted with other countries, such
conditions probably are more cloéely associated
with the rise of sociological inquiry than of
its organization in the academy.
Two very important conditions appear to

have led to the establishment of sociology as an
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academic. discipline in the United States rather:
than in. any other country. First, sociology in
the United States was oriented toward the prag-
matic as well as the theoretical and philosophical.
While sociology formed in,some_instanées an

uneasy alliance With practitioneﬁs, there was an
overriding concern with an empirical science based
on research about the problems of the: growing
society. The early publications of the American

Journal of Sociology in contrast with those of

L'Annee Sociolgique were as much devoted to

"applied sociology" as to "theoretical or sci-
entific sociology'.

A second major factor undoubtedly-was the.
rapid growth of mass public education.in the
United States following the Civil War of the
1860fs, With the rapid expansion of the univer-
sities beginning in 1897, thére undoubtedly was
less pressure within the university to restrict
professorships to established disciplines and
fér professors to compeﬁe‘for students, of
which-there were large numberé, Indeed, while
there was some antagonism from the other social
sciences in Americén as in European universities,
the department form of organization in American
universities made it possible for these very

departments to add instruction in sociology
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without much loss to their programs.

Equally important may have been the admin-
istrative organization of American universities
and the role of it's pfesident. There is
abundant evidence that'the separation of admin-
istratioﬁzfrom_direct faculty control in the
American-ﬁhiversity made it much easier for new
subject ﬁa%ters to enter the American university, .
sociolog§ éﬁong them. Surprisingly too, at
least se§é5 American university presidents them-.
selves first offered formal course work in
sociolo§§ at their university in the period up
to 1900ﬂ“ﬁy 1910, most colleges and universities
in the ﬁnited States were offering courses .in
socioloqy (Bernard, 1945, p. 5355. The actual
establishment of separate departments of socio-
logy occurred at a much slower rate. Bf 1960
most American uni&ersiﬁies and colleges had a
department of sociology, althoughAénLy 70 of
the American universities were offering the
doctorate in sociology. The number of higher
degree progfams in sociologylin the United
States, however, probably is greater than that
in all other countries.

Perhaps a factor that was significant in.
the development of American sociology as a

consequence of its institutionalization within
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the universities was the fact that quite early
the student was exposed to sociology- through
the basic textbook.. The earliest of these text-

books in sociology was An-Introduction to the

Study of Seciety by Albion W. Small and George
E. Vincent of the Department of Sociology at
the .University of Chicago (1894). This was

followed in 1896 by F. H. Giddings, Principles

of Sociology. These textbooks influenced the

training of large numbers of undergraduate
students in sociology and influenced their re-
crﬁitment into graduate training. The textbook
indeed is a hallmark of instruction in under-
graduate education in the United States. Déspite
the seeming diversity in approaches of authors,
they represent an important élement iﬁ
standardizing the discipline.

American sociologists have most carefully
documented the development of ‘academic sociblogy
and its groﬁth as a science and a profession. .
Among the major surveys documenting fhe rise
and development of American sociology are
those by Small (1915), Wirth (1947), Odum (1951),
Lhndberg, et. al. (1929), Ross (1945), Bernard
(1943), and Shils (1947). There is no single
work that chronicles the rise and development

of sociology as an academic discipline in other
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countries of the world, though Twentieth

Century Sociology (Gurvitch and Moore, 1945)

and Contemporary Sociology (Roucek, ed., 1959)
provide brief overviews of the rise of socio-
logy and its development for major countries
of the world. |

instruction in sociology-did not grow at
a uniform rate in the European countries,
England, Rusoia, The Orient; or.in'Létin America.
Froﬁ time to time chairs or positions were added
at this or that university, but up to World War
II the largest concentrations in academic socio;
logy were in America and Germany.

Despite the spectacular success Hefbert
Spencer attained in popularizing sociology not
only in- England but in America as well--he was
a "best seller" in the United States (Hoffstadtef:
1944, Ch.'2)——, ﬁhe monumental work of Booth and
Mayhew, and that of Hobhouse, Ginsberg, and
Wheeler (1915), academic sociology developed
very slowly in England. Perhaps one of tﬁeAmajor
reasons it developed so slowly in Britain was
the successful development.of British social
anthropology and to. consolidate in the British
universities through the work of Radcliffe Brown
and Malinowski, the former defining the field as

'comparative socielogy' (Mac Rae, 1961, pp..22-24).
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The American sociologist Edward Shils in
acéounting for the failure of sociology to |
establish itself in England during the first
halfiof the twentieth céntury argues that its
failure lay in.the development.-of British
society and most particularly in the academic
elite. Sociology failedlto develop in the
universities, he argues, because the‘academic
elite of Britain refusedvto~réise guestions |
about contemporary life in England. This elite.
sustains and nutufes itself and excludes those
from outside, inhibiting a sociology based on
investigation of its own seciety (Shils, 1960).
British social aathropology quite comfortably
studied colonial societies.

Although the precursors of sociology
Montesguieu and the Encyclopedists; the god-
‘father of Sociology Comte, and many of its
eafly,distinguished practitioners such as
Espinas and Le Play were French intellectuals,
sociology was much distrusted in French |
aéademic circles. It remained for Durkheim
to gain for sociology status in the university,
first through a lectureship created for him at
the University of Bordeaux in 1887 and then at
the Sorbonne where he Qas called in 1902.

Henri Peyre suggests that the resistance to
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sociology in French academic circles was so in-.
tense that it probably accounts for the dogmatic
fervor in Durkheim's writings (Foreword in Durk-
heim, 1960, p. ix)f

As in Britain and to a degree in the United
States for a part of the twentieth century, French
academic sociology was closely fused with anthro-
pology. While in the United States sociology |
dominated the partnership in France, as in England,
the reverse was true so that academic sociology
grew more slowly. Nonetheless certain main
branches of academic sociology emerged in France
through the influence of Durkheim and his disci-
ples--the sociology of education, of religion, '
of law, and of the economy (Gurvitch, 1945)‘
Though sociology spread in this way among the
several faculties of French universities, quanti-
tative sociology is centered largely outside the
universities in a number of institutes. On the
whole, French sociology maintains a breach
between the sociology of the academy that is
more philosophical and historical and that of
the institutes which is more quantitative.

German sociology lacked from the outset the
public recegnition and support it had in England
and the United States through Spencer's sociology.

While sociology early became the concern of
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scholars who were established in chairs at major
German universities, sociology.remainéd a human-
istic rather than a scientific discipline, never
gaining even widespread support among the human-
ists. (Koenig in Roucek, 1959, pp. 779-781).
Germany, more than any other country, pro-
duced sociological writeis in the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries who exercised a major influence
on modern sociological theory--Karl Marx, Férdinand-
Toennies, Georg Simmel, Max Weber,“and-Karl Mann-
heim. The academic cénnections of this group of
scholars with German universities were tenuous;
however, for one reason or another.‘ Marx was an
itinerant intellectual; Simmel held a regular
professorship in philosophy at the University of
Berlin only late in life; Weber taught at Heidel-
berg only sporadically, largely due to illness;
Karl Mannheim became a refugee scholar at the
London School of Economics. Of the distinguished
group, only Toennies spent his entire academic
career at the University of Kiel. Although
sociologists were found in most German univer-
sities before 1933, they were as likely to hold
chairs in political economy or philosophy as in
sociology. No strong center of sociological
inquiry emerged within the German university

system since both university traditions and
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organization and the nature of sociological
inquiry among German sociologists tended to
restrict academic sociology to a professor
and his assistants. |

Undoubtedly the development of academic
sociology in Germany suffered more from disrup-
tions within German society.than it did in
other European nations. The disruption surround-
ing World War II from 1934-1946 profoundly
affected the course of academic sociology in
German universities. Despite the fact that by
1933 most Germaﬁ universities were offering
lectures and deéree courses in sociology so
that substantial cohorﬁs‘of young German socio-
logists had been trained by that time, almost
all fled within a few years of the rise of the
Nazi government. Only Alfred Weber and
Leopold von Wiese among ﬁhe major sociologists
in Germany in the twentieé remained in ﬁhe4
German universities throughout the period of
Nazism.

With the defeat of the Nazi government,
sociology reestablished itsélf in the ‘major
universities of Western Germany by 1955. The
chairs were usually offered to refugee socio-
logists who lacked a strong training in quanti-

tative sociology. With few exceptions, they
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have fitted rather comfortably into the philesoph-
ical . and historical traditions of German socio-
lqéy. . , :

Sociology emerged as an academic discipline
in Russia with the founding of a ﬁepartment-of
Social Sciences at Moscow that included a chair:
of sociology. The Department was closed in 1924
(Kozlova and Cheboksarov, 1956). Despite some
empirical research by younger Russian sociologists
during this period, Russian sociology up to this
point was largely based in philosophy and history
and soon becéme Marxist sociolegy. Up to 1966,
most sociologists in the U.S.S.R. taught and did:
research within philosophy faculties and insti-
tutes (Fischer, 1966, p. 127). It should be noted
that sociology throuéhout—the Soviet period of
Russian history has come under the direct control
of the ideological branch of the Communist Party.
Soviet sociology defined aé Marxist sociology'
has been widely taught both within and outside
the universities, though until recently without
special academic or faculty recognition.

Sociology entered as an academic subject in
the Tokyo Imperial University almost as early és
it entered the curriculum of any American univer-
sity. Ernest Fenollosa, an American philosopher,

came to Tokyo University in 1878 and offered
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lectures in shakaigaku (sociology) based on the
work of Herbert Spencer. A chair of soeciology
was established in Tokyo Imperial University in
1893 (Odaka, 1950). Prior to-Wofld War II,
the principal centers of academic sociology in.
Japan were at Tokyo and Kyoto, each of which
reéresented a "school" of sociological.thought.
The Tokyé Schoél was regarded as more empirical
than ﬁhat of Kyoto which was regarded as formal
and phenomenological (Odaka, 1950, p. 404).

The relatively late arrival of sociology
in. the universities of India perhaps refiects
a. combination. of factors. stemming- from the
essentially philosophical orientation of Indian
intellectuals who were generally unreceptive to
én‘empirical sociology. There was-resisﬁance
ﬁo its éstablishment from ﬁhe university. system,
inevitably exacerbated by their civil service
structure. Were it not for the dominancé that
English intellectuals held over Indian education,
the philosophical traditions of European socio-
logy might have established themselves in the
Indian University, though the compatibility of
the German and Indian philosophical traditions
is less than ideal.

Not until 1917 was sociology introduced as

a course in an Indian University when it was
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offered in the economics department at Calcutta
Uniyersity. Even today, Calcutta University
with nearly 100,000 students  (including those in
affiliated departments) does not have an indepen-
dent department of sociolegy (Clinard and Elder,
p..582). Bombay University established the first
department of sociology in- 1919. Almost all
doctoral work in sociology in 1965 was concen-
trated at the universities of Bombay, Delhi,
Agra, Baroda, and Lucknow with neither Calcﬁtta
nof Madras universities offering that degree.
Most Indian universities still.lack honors
courses in.sociology leading to a sociology
degree.

The political structure and climate of Latin
American republics and their universities‘hindéred
thé.development of sociology as~an-acédemic dis-
cipline. anetheless today chairs in sociology
are to be found in nearly all'Latin American
republics--in Faculties of Law, Philosophy, of
Social Sciences, and on occasion in Schéols of
Sociology. Though the division is by no means:
clearcut, the countries of the Atlantic were
more likely to develop an academic sociology
based on European, partiéularly Hispanic, tradi-=
tions and writings while those of -the Pacific

developed a more empirical sociological tradition
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(Bastide in Roucek, 1945, Ch. XXI). Since 1945
most. of the larger republics have at least one
major institute devoted primarily to sociological
research. The greatest range of academic pro-
grams representing the fields of sociology are

- found in the universities of Brazil and Mexico,
although Argentina with the largest number of
universities has experienced a renaissance in
sociology - since the Peron era.

The development of sociology in the Eastern
European nations was closed linked to their
political independence. While there were scholars
within 'eastern European. universities prior to
1920, there was no recognition of sociology as.
an academic discipline. The growth of sociology
within the universities was slow up until World
War II with only Poland and Hunga;y developing
major centers of sociology. In the post-war
period sociology in the East European countries
was dominated until quite recently by Marxist
sociology.

Among the countries of southern Europe, only
Italy could lay claim to the development of a
sociological traditien in the universities prior
to World War II. However, sociology did not
emerge with separate departmental statﬁs,vbeing

confined usually to faculties in law, philosophy, -
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or economics. As in Germany, so in Italy, the
rise of fascism created a climate that was
inhospitable to. academic sociology as it wa§
deveibped,in other‘countries.
| Despite their small size, the most rapid-

growth of sociology in the post-World War II
period probabiy has occurred in the Scandanavian
cquntﬁies. Apart from Finland, there was little
academic sociology in these countries beforeb
that time. Even today, however, given the rela-
tively small scale of hiéher education- in these
countries, most sociologists hold post. outside
the universities.

Any overview of the rise and development
of sociology both as an intellectual“and an
academic discipline makes apparent that its
rise and growth depends upon the social and
political conditions of nation states. This
is perhaps even more. the case for sociology as
an academic tﬁan as an intellectual discipline.

For the most part sociology as an aﬁademic
discipline has experienced its greatest growth
uﬁder conditions of the-industrialized~modern
democratic state and of mass public higher
education. The growth of écademic sociology
undoubtedly suffered most in countries where

totalitarian governments regarded it as a
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dangerous subject matter on ideological grounds,‘
thereby depleting the universities .through the
flight of sociologists on academic appointment.
This was particularly true for the pefiod of |
national socialism in Germany from 1934 to 1946,
in the Soviet Union from 1924, in Japan for
much of its history, and in the -Eastern European
countries from the late thirties. The two great
wars also had major affects on the training of
new cohorts of sociologists and the careers of
established sociologists in countries that were
either occupied or under seige of war. Clearly
the growth of academic sociology in France,
England, and some European nations suffered
during the period of the wars.

Nonetheless, the structure of the system
of higher education and of the universities
undoubtedly played the most important role in
developing academic sociology in all countries.
There was strong resistance from the traditional
faculties to the entrance of sociology and to
any claims that it might be a science. Since
in almost:all countries appointments to the
faculty were closely controlled by the faculties,
rather than by a separate administration, the-
development of academic sociology encountered

considerable resistance in all but the American
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universities. Furthermore, in most countries
hiéherveducation was moré elitist than mass in
character and thé university.system>i£self
provided relatively few opportunitieé-fér the.
development of sociology én a substantial scale.

A major~fac£or for the establiéhment of
academic sociology, particularly as a science,
is:.the character of financial resources that can
be allocated, for empirical. research. Suéh
resources historically came to universities pri-
marily through the private foundation and through
government subsidies or grants. In countries
such as England and the United States, the private
foundation played an' important role in the early
development of sociolegy as an empirical science.
Increasingly, however, the role of government.
in -support of research piayed-an important role
in all countries. Sociology thus became depend-
ent upon- the State. for iﬁs growth as-a research
"enterprise. In the countries wﬁere sociology
increasingly-gained this form of state support,
it has grown most rapidly as a research disci-
pline. The growth of sociology as intellectual
discipline reflects this resource base .as well.
A rural sociology and a sociology of social
problems among other fields of sociology grew

under the impetus of the availability of financial
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resources for research, particularly state
resources.

It should be clear that the aforementioned
conditions were most easily satisfied within
the context of Ameriban‘society wﬂere sociology
early achieved status. as an academic discipline
aﬁd where it has had its greatest growth as a
theoretical and empirical science. The‘cbnditions
of free inquiry both within and without a univer-
sity, of mass public education with a loosely
organized university system, and of large resour-
ces for financial support of research appear
essential then to the rise and rapid development,
of ‘sociology as an academic discipline and as'-
a science. Sociology is.among the sciences that
are dangerous-to the state and to society; their
growth as disciplines is intimétely'balanced

with the state of the society!

Professional training of sociologists

The sociologists of the late nineteenth
and twentieth century were largely schoiars who-
had been'trained in branches of knowledge other
than sociology. In the German, French, and
American universities they were largely products
of the faculties in law, economics, political

economy, and philosophy. . With the establishment .
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of academic-.departments or chairs in sociology
in.the universities, the training of sociologisté
gradually fell to scholars or professionals who-'
had been trained in sociology. fet for much of
its history sociologists héve relied less on the
kind of  academic training a man received as
qualification for an academic appointment.or certi-
fication as a sociologist tﬁan on ﬁhe sociological
character of his writings or-reséaréhf

In no country has professionalization of
sociology moved as far as in the'UnitedAStates.
Although the American'Sociological Association
still admits to membership persons who do not
hold a degree in sociology, fellows or aétive
(voting) members with few exceptions must hold '
the Ph.D. degree in sociology.

The American university provided the best
opportunity for the rapid growth of socioelogy
as a profession. Structured as they are around
academic departments that provide doctoral train-
ing by the mid 1960's, .there were some 70
universities in the United States offering
graduate work in sociology leading to the.
doctoral degree. By 1965, their annual output
was over 260 doctoral degrees in sociology. The
production of Ph.D.'s in sociology in American

universities, however, is highly concentrated;
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three universities gave about a quarter, 9
almost half, and 23 gave four-fifths .of all
doctoral degrees conferred in sociology in
the United States during the l950+66 decade
(Sibley, Ch. 4).

The largest single concentration of pro-
- fessionally trained sociologists today is in
the United States, though the numbers in all
European countries, ﬁngland, India, ‘Japan, .
and LatinvAmericén-has grown. substantially since
1950. Indeed by 1960 almosﬁ every new nation
had a few sociolegists. Almost 2000 socio-
logists assembled in 1966 at the Sixth World
Congress of Sociology. of the International
Sociological Associatioh with no country
accounting for more than one-tenth of those
in attendance.. |

" The United States provides the most detail-
ed information-on professionaiAsociologists,
-though it is difficult to estimate their
numbers since much depends upon.the definition
used. There were an estimated 3000 holders of
doctor's degrees in sociology in the United
States.in 1966. In 1964, 2,703 sociologists were
registered in the National Science Foundation
Register of Scientific and Technical Personnel

(Hopper, p. 71). Active members and fellows
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(almost all of whom hold the doctorate in
sociology) in the American Socioelogical Assoc-
iation numbered 3,626 in 1965. |
Sociologists in- the United States, in
contrast with many other countries in the
world, are primarily employed in colleges-and
universitfes. Of those in the National
Register in 1964, 77 per cent were so employed
(Hopper, Table 4). Though no comparable staﬁis—
tics are available for other-countries, a sub-
stantially smaller proportion appears to be
employed in universities in most other countries
except for~Canada. The civil service and research
institutes appear to account for a growing
pr0portion of the employment of<all sociologists
in England, Europe, America, and the U.S.S.R.
The extent t§ which sociologistsvare em-
ployed professionally outside of universities
depends to a great extent on the development
of applied "sociologies" in a country, e.g.,
whether sociologists train professional socio-
logical criminologists, welfare administrators,
or planners. Unlike psychology, sociologists
have not organized their professional training
around specialized clinical training programs.
Within the United States in fact the main differ-

ence in the size of the professional associations




I\

-71-

of psychologlsts and soc1ologlsts can be.
accounted for by the large number of clinical
psychologists in the American Psychological
Association. |

Whiie sociologists in both England and
the Unifed States historically were linked
to the profession of social work, by 1940,
most large sociology departments in the United
States had withdrawn from even pre-social
work curricula. . Though there are a few doctoral
programs in sociology and social work at lead-
ing American universitiés, there is no close.
link between professionél sociologists and
professional soqial workers. |
| The growth of sociology. as a scientific
discipline has lea, in fact, to less curricular
emphasis on areas that formerly wére”classified
as "applled" soc1ology Within the.Unitéd
States the decline in emphasis on tralnlng
applied soc1ologlsts can be attrlbuted in large
part to professional efforts to establish
sociology in the status of a science, but it is
also due in part to the fact that other disci-
piines and practices such as social work
assumed this function..

All of this does not gainsay the fact that

sociologists in-most countries are deeply involved



-72-

with the problems confronting the society. They
are, but their roles are primarily those of
sqientifié investigator and policy scientists.
Increasingly, toé, sociology has developed éub-
fields of specialization that are‘relafed to
praétice in other professions, e.g., medical.

sociology and a sociology of education.

Scientific, learned, and professional associations

of sociologists

As socielogists gradually gained recognition
within the universities of their country, they
continued to face the proﬁlems of insularity
surrounding their discipline. All too often,the
early academic sociologists wroté qguite unaware
of the work of sociologists within as well asA
outside their own countries. Though Durkheim
went to Germany for a period, he does not seem to
havevencounteréd Simmel. The American socidlo—
giét, Léster F. Ward, wrote much of his early
work unaware of major American scholars in
sociology. . Actually while most of the early
sociologists belonged to learned éocieties or
inteilectual circles within their own countries,
their diverse scholarly origins often gave them
little contact with one another. Following the

model of other learned societies, however,
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sociologists established learned or scientific
societies of sociolbgists, some with overtones
of professionalism. Either.these associations
or -a dominant school or scholar early established
a journal devoted primérily to communication
among  sociologists.

The early American sociologist Lester F.

Ward in a U. S. Education Report of 1900 on the

Social Economy Section of the Paris Exposition
of 1900 wrote of sociology and its development
in. somewhat prohetic terms, though that was not
his intent. "All the countries of the world are
contributing to the sociological movement, -but
the activity is greater in some than others.

It is perhaps least in England. In Germany it
has a distinctive character, with a tendency to
evade the name of sociology.... In the United
States this activity is most inteﬁse~and very
real and earnest. But there.cah bé_nd.doubt
that it-is in France, the cradle of tﬁe-sqienée,
that sociology has taken the firﬁest hold upon-
the thinking classes} and it is here that we
find the largest annual output, whether we con-
fine ourselves to the literature or include in
our ennumeration the practical application of
sociology in the form of institutions, such as

" the Musée Social, for carrying on lines of



-74-~

operation calculated to educate and enlighten
the people in social matters."

American and French sociologists were .
among the first to develop a learned society
of socioldéists, a journal of sociology, and
among. those who early and consistently. worked
toward establishing the status of sociology as.
a scientific discipline and a professibn.

These events did not occur at the same period
in- their history. Overall, however, American
sociology moved most rapidly in shaping socio-
:ngy as a distinct discipline so that within
sixty years of its founding, sociology had an
established place not only within the univer-
sities but withiﬁ almost all organized parts
of the society.

No doubt the rapid increase in the number
of sociologists in America made these develop-
ménts more feasible there. Yet it is clear that
éven in the early days when there were‘fewer
than 100 members, American sociologists assumed
a leadership role in developing means for
scholarly communication and association.

Albion W. Small established the second
sociological journal in 1895 at The University
of Chicago. 1In the first issue of the journal,

Professor Small made it clear that in The



-75-

American Journal of Sociology..."a large number

of American scholars, -with many representative
Eﬁropean seciologists; will try to express their
best thoughts upon diecoverable principles of
societary relationships...". Small not only
ih&ited original papers from an edvisory board
of European sociologists and their colleagues,
but he transiated portions of their published
writings to avoid, as he put it, the development
of ‘a provincial science.

Small later reported that there were many
who tried to dissuade him from publishing even
the first issue of the journal on the grounds
there was not enough sociological writing to fill-
such a journal (1916, p. 786). Nonetheless, he
issued the first number in July, 1895 even though
he did not have enough articles for the second
issue - in September.’ In response to his pieas,
Ward and Ross submitted papers and with aﬁ |
occasional translation of.the_writings of
European sociologists, Small soon established

The American Journal of Sociology. as.a success.

The first sociological society was the
Institut International de Sociologie. It
formally came into being with the meeting of its
first Congress in Paris in October of 1894. The

Institut published the Annales de L'institut
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International de Sociologie under the editorship

of Rene Worms-beginning in 1895. Also under the
editorship of Rene Worms, the first journal_of

sociology, Revue Internationale de Sociologie

had appeared in 1893. The Institut was an inter-
national association of sociologists that held
congresses of soéiolpgists-until 1960.

Following World War II, the complexities of
political relationships amoeng nations carried
over into the organizational structure of the
internatiénal body of sociblogists. There were
objections to the fascist sympathies of some
members and officers 6f the Institut International
de Sociologie and to the circumstances under which
the organization had continued to function under
totalitarian governments during the war. Not
long  after -the founding of UNESCO a number of
sociologists: including M. Ginsberg of England,
G. Gurvitch ana M. Davy of France, and Louis
Wirth of the United States persuaded that body
to call a Constituent Congresé to found a new
international organization of sociologists.
Meeting in Oslo in 1948 with 24 delegates from 21 '
countries, the International Sociologicél Assoc-
iation was organized with Louis Wirth as the
first president. . The First World Congress of

Sociology of the ISA was held in Zurich,
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Switzerland in 1949 with 124 delegates from 30
countries. By 1966, the Sixth World Congress of
Sociology at.Evian, France was attended by.al— |
most 2,000 sociologists from all countries of
the world where there are academic- appointments
in sociology, -other than mainland China.

Perhaps because French sociologists always
have plafed a major role in the international
organizations of sociologists, they failed to
develop any viable national organization of |
sociologists. 1In addition,to the vital.role
French soc1ologlsts played in. constltutlng the
flrst international organlzatlon of sociologists
and the founding of the oldest socioloegical annual,
The Revue,»the dlstlngulshed French soc1ologlst

Emile Durkheim establlshed L'!Annee: 5001ologlque

as a regular journal in 1898. During the fifties,
French sociologists were influential .in establish-

ing the multilingual Archives Europeennes de

Sociologie. Earlier, French demographers had

established Population.

The,secdnd sociologiqal society to be formed
was the Sociological chiety of London, drganized
at:a General Meeting in November, 1903 with Sir
James~ﬁryce as the first president. Four meet-
ings of the Society were held in the Spring and

Summer. Terms of 1904, for papers and.discussions. .
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These were first issued in 1905 as the first,

volume of Sociological Papers, the official

journal of the Society. Later the Papers became

the Sociological Rev;ew with a waning of the
Sociological Society. Not until 1951 were |
British sociologists to develop a national organ-
ization with the founding of the British Socio-
logical Association. The 1961 membership was
somewhat in excess of 500 (Mac-Rae, 1961, p. 25).

In 1951, the British Journal of 8001ology

appeared but neither The Review nor . the Journal

has received the international attention given
the more specialized subject matter journals of

British sociologists, Population Studies and

The British Journal of Delinguency.

In December, 1905 about 100 American socio-
logists gathered as members of the American
Historical, Economic, and Political Science
Associations in Baltimore, Md. to consider
their dissatisfaction with these cognate societies
giving little opportunity. for sociologists to
present their work at annual sessions. They
concluded the meeting by forming The American
Sociological Society (now the American Sociolog-
ical Association). The first meeting of The
Association was held in 1906 in connection with

the meetings of the cognate societies. Lester
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F. Ward was elected its first president and-
William Graham Sumner and  Franklin H. Giddings

were vice-presidents.. The American Journal of

Sociology became the official organ of this new
society with its officers being advisory editors.
In 1936, the Society severed its relationship

with the Journal and established The American

Sociological Review as its official journal.

In the interim two other sociological journals

had made their appearance, Social Forces at the
University of North Carolina in 1922 under the

editorship of Howard Odum and,Sociolbgz and

Social Research with Emory Bogardus as editor:
at The University of Southern Califérnia; 

During the_thirties the rurgl sociologists
severed their ties with The Sociétyxon grounds |
of neglect of their special intefgsts and:
formed the Rural Sociology Societ§ with Rural
Sociology as. their official journal. The socio-
iogists interested in social problems .did like-
wise in the fifties, founding the Society for
the Study of Social Problems and an official

journal, Social Problems. In-.part to forestall

further fragmentation, the Society has since
approved specialized sections within the parent
society. Three additional official journals

have been added representing section interests.
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J. L. Moreno's journal Sociometry was acquired

by the Association and now is devoted solely to
papers in social psychology. More recently, the

Society acquired the journal Educational

Sociology, retitled the Journal of The Sociology

of Education. Similarly, the journal Health and

Human Behavior came under The Association's wing

and is published as Health and Social Behavior.’

As the American Sociological Association
grew, it developed self-consciously as a profession-
al association as well as a learnéd society. The
official journal carried news of job changes and

opportunities and gradually came to include an

Employment Bulletin. The problems of professional-
ization wére eventually to be debated within its
covers. As it grew invéize,‘éomprising by the
early«fifties.almost 4000 members (including
associate and student members), itAestablished

a special role of executive secretary.' By the
early sixties, it had a national office in Wash-
ington, D.C. headed by a professional.sociqlogist.
During 1966 it developed a special journal

devoted to matters of the profession, The

American Sociologist.

As sociology grew in the United States
regional, state, and even local societies grew

as well. Some have even developed or 'adopted'
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official sociological journals. Many American
sociologists hold membership in .both a regional
and the national body of sociologists. The
American Sociological Society in its growth has
become a body of professionals as well as
scholars. No other national association has
moved so far in recognizing both professional
and scholarly interests within an association of
sociologists. Associations of sociologists out-
side the United States function more generally
to sponsor annual or biennial meetings devoted
almost entirely to scholarly interests:

Though most nations with academic sociolo-
gists today have joined with others in forming
associafions outside of the international
societies, they generally follow the model of
the scholarly or learned society rather than
that of American sociologists which promotes
both scholarly and professional.interests.

| Under - the leadership of Weber and his con-
temporaries German sociologists founded the

Deutsche Gesellschaft fur Soziologie. The assoc-

iation was disbanded with the exodus of sociolo-
gists under the government of the National
Socialist Party in 1934, though its last (seventh)
convgntion had been held in Berlin in 1930.

Leopold von Weise, professor of sociology at
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Cologne, -‘was- its president at the time of its
demise and served as its first president when

it was revived in 1946, It continues as the

major learned society of German sociologists.

There are no official journals of -the association.
The major sociological journal in Germany
for much of the period before 1930 was the Archiv

fur Sozialwissenschaft und Sozialpolitik. Max .

Weber servéd for a time as editor and practically
all of his sociological writings were first
publishéd in the Archiv. From 1921-34 the Koelner
Viertgljahrshrift fur Soziologie was published

i

under the editorship of Leopold von Wiese. This

journal came forth under his editorship again in

1948 as the Koelner Zeitschrift fur Soziologie,

though Rene Koenig assumed thevgditorship in the

early fifties and continues as its editof‘_v
Soviet sociology remained without any organ-

ization of sociolbgists until the mid 1950's

when the Soviet Sociological Association was

founded. The first national meeting of Soviet

sociologists did not take place until Febfﬁary

1965, however (Fischer, 1966) . In 1965 the

first Soviet sociology journal, Social Research

(Sotsialnye issledovaniia) appeared. Just how

many Soviet sociologists there are in the U.S,S.ﬁ.

is difficult to estimate, though about 600
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sociologists took part in the first national
meeting of Soviet sociologists in 1965 (Fischer,
p. 128). |

, Not until,1924 was a nationwide sociological

society formed in Japan with the establishment

of the Nihon Shakai Gakkai (Japan Sociological
Society). Up to 1943 the official publications

of the Society were the Shakaigaku Zasshi

(Journal of Sociology) and the NempO Shaigaku

(Annual of the Japan Sociological Society). At

the close of World War‘II, the official journal

publication became Shakaigaku Kenkyu (Socio-

logical Research).

The pre-war membership in the Japan Socio-
logical Society numbered around 700. With the.
rapid growth of academic sociology in the post-
war period, their numbers are greatef, though'
it is difficult to aécertain how many hold higher
degrees in sociology.

There is some difficulty in estiméting.the
number of sociologists in India. The total
membership of the Indian Sociological Society
in 1963 was only 268 of whom Clinard and Elder
estimate 16 per cent were foreigners (1965, p.
582). . While the civil service and other insti-
tutes may employ sociologists who are not

affiliated with the professional society, the
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total number of Indian sociologists undoubtedly
is extremely small, possibly one of. the lowest
per capita ratios among the nations with an
established university system.

The main Indian sociological journal is

the Sociological Bulletin, founded in 1952 as

the official publication of the Bombay Sociolog-
ical Society. Sociblogical publication in

India appears also in the International Journal

of Comparative Sociology.

The Universities in Scandinavian countries
other than Finland and Denmark, gave almost no
formal recognition to academic sociology. before
1946. Though the scale of sociology still is
small in any country of Scandinavia, there is
considerable association among sociologists from
the several countries. By 1956, they had estab-

lished a separate journal Acta Sociologica.

Most articles in Acta are published in the
English language, though an occasional article
appears in the French or German language.

One of the early journals to include within

the title, sociology, is the Revista di socio-
logia, that appeared in Italy in 1897.

Without a doubt, the founding of.sociology
journals was an important factor in the early

development of academic and scientific sociology.
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The early sociology: journals often were a
vehicle for the publications of a - 'school of
sociolégy? or the writings of an -editor and his

students. L'Annee was' clearly Durkheim's

. Jjournal; Rene Worms dominated the Revue; for a

time Weber shaped the Archiv; Howard Odum and

his students used Social Forces to foster

regional sociolegy; and, J. L. Moreno developed

a school in Sociometry. Even the American

Journal of Sociology and Sociological Papers.

which at the outset were more generally open to

-submission of papers from any.sociologist, were.

influence respectively by Albion Small and

Victor Branford. While a particulargschool‘or_

group of individuals and on 6cdasiohma31eéding
fiéure still plays a role.in'foﬁnding or:édit:
ing a.sociology journal, most‘sédi§logy

joﬁrnals today, whether,generél or specialized,

are more universalistic in their standards.
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