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Publishers’ Preface

This publication contains in part Professor Benoy Kumar Sarkar's
presidential address at the Sociological Section of the First Indian Popu-
lation Conference (Lucknow, 3-4 February, 1936) which was entitled
Open Questions and Reconstructions in the Sociology of Population.
The address has been subsequently enlarged by the author with new
mgterial.

( ({While issuing this study in the present form we beg leave to
dd that it is substantially different from the author's ‘‘Comparative Birth,
eath and Growth Rates: A Study of the Nine Indian Provinces in the

Background of Eur-American and Japanese Vital Statistics™ (Journal of

the Indian Medical Association, Calcutta, 1932) and '“The Trend of Indian

Birth Rates in the Perspective of Comparative Demography™ (Indian

Journal of Economics, Allahabad, 1934), for both of which inquiries are

being received from far and near. It is not yet possible to get these two

papers, extensive as they are, in a handy form.

The present publication contains some of the materials used by the
author in the following papers:

() I Quozienti di Natalita, di Mortalitda, ¢ di Aumento Naturale
nell’India Attuale nel Quadro della Demografia Comparata, which was
read before the Section on Demography of the International Congress on
Population, Rome (1931), at which he was a President of the Section on
Economics,

(2) Les Races, les classes et les forces transformatrices au point
de vue du métabolisme social for the International Congress of Sociology,
Brussels, 1935, and '

(3) Neue Orientierungen im Optimum und wirtschaftliche Leistungs-
fdhigkeit mit besonderer Beriicksichtigung der indischen Bevélkerungs-und
Gesundheitsstatistik, presented to the International Congress on Popula-
tion (Berlin 1935), at which he was one of the Vice-Presidents.

N. M. RAY CHOWDHURY & CO.
Calcutta, 9th March, 1936.
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THE SOCIOLOGY OF POPULATION

From Comte to Durkheim under Challenge

India's output in the sciences of sociology and population as
developed in modern times is very modest. And it o happens that Indian
scholars have commenced to take interest in sociological and demographic
questions at a time when in Eur-America the two sciences are finding
themselves in the melting-point. In neither field is it possible for any body
to make » début today on the foundation of settled facts and universally
accepted generalizations The situation is on the contrary rather that of
powerful controversies. One may speak of a virtual crisis in both these
disciplines. Never was the necessity for avoiding any unstinted and un-
thinking alliance with one or other of the warring schools or systems of
sociology and demographic thought more profound than today. At the
threshold of the First Indian Population Conference which happens
practically to be the First Indian Sociological Conference it should
be reasonable for us to maintain a thoroughly objective and critical
attitude in regard to the prevailing “isms'’ and policies.'

A specimen of the reconstruction that is on in sociological categorics
is furnished by the doctrine of “‘intelligence’’ 2s manifest in social pheno-
mena. Three large ‘‘mental stages’ characterize, according to Comte, as
is well known, the ‘‘functional’’ evolution of mankind. The first is the
“theological’’ stage represented by fetishism, polytheism, monotheism,
etc. The second stage is known to be ‘'metaphysical”’. The third is the
“‘positive stage’’ and is the "'age’ of speciality and of generality. The
theological stage is described as being dominated by “‘warriors™, the meta-
physical by legists and “‘jurisconsults™, while the “scholars’ lord it over,
so to say, in the état positif. The reign of “‘imagmation’’ is supposed to
be the characteristic of the theological stage, that of ‘‘'reason’’ of the meta-
physical, and finally, the état positif is marked by the reign of “experi-
ence”’. In Comte's judgment humanity has been marching towards a
stage in which positive knowledge or scientific experience is dominant.

It is simply the association of scholarly brains, exact knowledge, ex-
perience or experiment, generalization, specialization, science as anti-

1 L. L. Bernard (editor): Fields and Methods of Sociology (New York
1034); M. Ginsherg:  Studies in Sociology (London 1932); 8. Nusu-  “Can
Japan Solve Her Population Problem?” in Population (Chicago 1930); T. H.
Morgan: The Scientific Basis of Evolufion (New York 1933); A. M. Carr-
Raunders: Eugenics (London 1926); the present author's Bengali Eluler Dhann-
Daulat 0 Artha-Shastra (The Wealth and Economies of Our Own Times), Vol. 1.
(1930), pp. 106-121 finternational population movements). Vol. II. (1935), pp.
70-102 (demography and eugenics in economic thought).
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thesis of religion etc., with positivism that it may be reasonable to
accept in a general manner. But Comte’s analysis of the “‘mental stages’’
in evolution or the ‘‘2ges’” of the human mind is hardly tenable. It cannot
be accepted as an objective exhikition of the dynamics of culture-
history. It is not possible to demonstrate any stage in which reason rules
to the exclusion of imagination or experience, imagination to the exclusion
of experience or reason, and experience to the exclusion of the cther two.
Nor is it demonstrable anthropologically or psychologically that imagina-
tion Lelongs to the primitive mind and precedes ratiocination or concrete
experience.

According to René Worms the “‘intellectual’” or '‘scientific’” inter-
pretation of history, as presented by Comte, is as follacicus as the
“economic’’ interpretation of Marx. Further, it is to be observed that
primitive mind instead of Leing imaginative is stiictly speaking very con-
crete and realistic. Brunschvigg in l.es Ages de I'lnielligence comes to
the same view as that of Worms. In his analysis the primitive is, like the
child, a “‘realist without reserve’” and adheres with entire faith to an
object which occupies his mind. But this objectivity or realism is not to
be understood in the modern sense, as Lévy-Bruhl makes it clear in La
Mentadlité Primitice. 1t is said to ke devoid of discrimination, judgment
and criticism, The realism of the primitive mind is, in one word,
“pre-critical’’ or “‘pre-logical.”” This analysis of the ages of intelligence
should serve to establish the ideological interval or distance in “‘social
space’’ that lies between Comte and the Indian interest in sociological
iavestigations. Today we have to begin with the proposition that it is
not warrantable to swear by Comte in the science of sociology,*

Nay, Durkheim, who has dominated sociological discipline in France
as elsewhere for a whole generation is also under challenge. His Society-
cult, absolutist as it is likke Hegel's State-cult, is found® to be
too confraignant, tyrannical and despotic for the Bergsonian élan vital.
Durkheim's system was for the first time vigorously contested by Gaston
Richard in Sociologia et Métaphysique (1911) and La Sociologie générale

2 Wortna:  Ja Sosiologie (Paris 1026), pp. 2081, 117-118: Brunschviya:
Les Ages de Plntellinence (Paris 1934), pp. 18, 23, The doctrine of *‘pre-religion™
also is developed by L. Léva-Brubl in La Mytholare P'romitice  (Paris  1935).
See the discussion by A. OQuy in the Revue Internatwnale de Socwlogie (Paris),
May-June 1935, pp. 317-318§,

3 E. Lasbax  La Cité Humarme (Paris 1927), Vol. 1. pp. 265-276, Vol. 1L
pp. 9-10, 25.2%; W. E. Hocking. Man and the Stete (New Haven, 1926),
pp. 124-125, 130-134.
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et les lois sociologiques (1912). Its social determinism is as the poles
asunder also to the initiatives du vouleir (initiatives of the will), the ideal,
the impulsion vitale and the action spontanée et creatrice of Espinas.

Pluralism in the Concepts of Sociology

At the very outset, indeed, there is a rather curious logical difficulty
to be encountered. Today it is even possible to doubt as to whether the
science of sociology can deal with population as a subject matter or
whether the science of population can have a sociological branch. The
sciences of law, constitution, politics and economics are very lucky in
regard to the questions bearing on scope and methodology. There is no
dispute about the categories and contents of these disciplines. But in
the unfortunate science of sociology ncbody has yet been able to establish
once for all its province or boundarics, At the present moment we have
virtually as many sociologies or “‘types’’ of scciology as there are sociol-
cgists. It is an intensely pluralistic world that we witness in the domain of
sociological literature.

In Qu’est-ce que [esprit frang¢ais Bouglé and Gastinel have
tried to define the spirit of France. They have offered twenty-five differ-
ent definitions as furnished by French thinkers from Montesquieu, Mme. de
Stael and Michelet to Croiset, Boutroux and Bergson. Perhaps it is pos-
sible to offer more. Anybody who tries to define Hindutve, the Hindu
spirit or Hinduism will not come forward with numerically fewer and con-
tentually less varied definitions.

The diversity of definiticns has marked in recent years likewise the
concept of Mahardstra-dharma barhwdwa (Propagate the dharma of
Maharastra) as inculcated by Ramdas to Sembhaji towards the end of the
seventeenth century.* In philosophical and mectaphysical fields may be
mentioned the doctrine of Buddhist Nirvana as a category that is the theme
of varied interpretations in modern scholarship.?

But perhaps nowhere do we find a greater multiplicity than in the~

4 Sce the present author's ““Political Philorophy of Ramdas the Guru of
Shivaji the Great'” in the Calenita Review for October 1933: G. 8. Sardesai.
The Main Currents of Maratha History (Bombay 1933), pp. 12, 65.

5 L. de la Vallde Poussin: Nirvona (Paris 1926); H. von Glasenapp:
Brahma und Buddha (Berlin 1926); T. Stcherbatsky . The Conception of Buddhisl
Nirvana (Leningrad 1927); N. Dutt: Malayana Buddhism in relation to
Hinayana (London 1930); P. Mascon-Oursel: L'Iude anfique ct la Civilisafion
indienne (Paris 1933).
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definitions of sociology.® The province as well as the boundaries of sociol-

ogy have shifted with everybody who has called himself or has been des-
cribed by others as sociologist. In the interest of clarification of ideas a
radical and extremist attitude has appeared in the post-war years, especially
in the writings of Leopold von Wiese.

Sociology is of course much too popular a category in present-day
world-culture. And certainly it is perhaps the oldest human science,
theoretical and applied. lIts origins are to be traced back to the beginnings
of human life. All the eponymous heroes of mankind, the ‘Manus’ of
all races, the inventors of the arts and techniques, the pioneers of emigra-
tion, colonization and race-fusion, the initiators of sibs, totems, marriage
customs etc. in pre-historic ages were constructive or applied sociol-
ogists by all means, nay, contributors to the theories of social progress
and racial or eugenic improvement as well. But it is very in-
teresting that the category was unkncwn until (842 when Comte
used it in his Cours de Philosophic Positive, Vol. IV. Up till
then he had been using in stead the category, ‘“‘physique sociale’” (social
physics). But in view of the fact that the Belgian statistician Quetelet
employed it to describe the researches in anthropology and demography
Comte considered it prudent to replace it by a new word, “‘sociology’".

But since Comte’s days the subject matter of sociology has changed so
much and so often with researchers that today it is almost impossible to
describe what this discipline is and what this is not. For instance, the
“classical sociologists’’, Comte, Spencer and Schiffle, three of the
founders of this science, however much they differ in methods and mes-
sages, belong to what the Italizn sociologist Carli in Le Teorie Sociologiche
calls the historico-encyclopaedic school. They seek to explain history,
point out the processes of evouticn, and suggest the future lines of advance.

On the cther hand, the founders of ‘‘new scciology'’, Tonnies, Tarde,
Durkheim and Simmel, for example, among the continentals are interested
in the analysis of forces, processes, groups and relations. The American
and British sociologists like Small, Giddings, Ross, Wallas, McDougall,

6 F. Hankins: Chapter on Sociology in the History and Prospects of the
Social Sciences (New York 1925), edited by H. Barnes: Bonar: Philosophy and
Political Econoney (London 1893); Fhnt. Iistory of the Philosophy of History
(London 1893); Merz: History of European Thought in the Nincteenth Cenfury,
Vol. IV. (London 1910); H. Barnes: Sociology and Political Theory (New York
1924), The New History and Social Studies (New York 1925), History and Sorial
Intelligence (New York 1926); E. Bubhank: (ontrasting Phases of Sociology in
Europe and the United Stules (International Congress of Sociology, Brussels
1935); W. E. Hocking: Types of Philvsophy (New York, 1929).
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Cooley, Ellwood, etc. belong to this class which is generally known as the
school cf ‘‘analytical” or ‘‘formal’’ sociology.” The first or the classical
type may also be aptly described as culture-sociology.

To understand a bit cf this diversity in the concepts of sociology let
us take Tonnies, whom von Wiese calls the pioneer of contemporary
German  sociology. In 1887 Tonnies published his Gemeinschaft und
Gesellschaft (Community and Society, eighth edition, 1935).® A student of
classical, encyclopaedic, historical or cultural sociology would perhaps
hardly recognize any sociology in Tonnies's work. Here we are intro-
duced to an examination of all those human connections or relations
which are cementing forces and to the conclusion that they
fall inevitably into two groups. First, they are derived from the ‘‘natural’,
“instinctive”” and allied activities of man. In contrast with such activities
can be discovered, secondly, those which are due to the “artificial™
attempts to pursue cor serve some ends although the natural feelings may
be opposed to such activities. The ‘‘community” is based on the
natural, the '‘society’’ on the artificial cementing bonds. There is privacy,
perscnal intimacy in the community. In the society, on the other hand,
the predominant atmosphere is that of business, law, public life.” This
distinction between natural and artificial group-persons, between feeling
and intellect among social forces, is but cne cf the many new topics with
which this science has been enriched in recent years. But, on the other
hand, the encyclopaedic, historical, evolutionary or cultural sociology has
not all disappeared. Tonnies himself in his latest work, Einfiihrung in die
Scziologie (1931, pp. 315-327), finds a place for this type, comprising as it
does ‘‘socicgraphy’’, in his system.

Sociology vis-a-vis Population

Let us analyze the present crisis in sociology in a realistic manner.
It may be said that if you study the origins of society, family, group, caste
etc. you become an historian of primitive conditions and later develop-
ments in institutions. You will perhaps be described as an anthropologist,
Should you study the ends, cbjects, and ‘‘values” of diverse
social institutions, domestic, econcmic, religious, political etc. either

7 L. von Wiese: Sovziologie (Berlin 1931), pp. 45-49, 109.

8 In French social thought also the two concepts are analyzed, although
somewhat differently., by G. Richard: La Socivlogie (énérale (Paris 1912),
pp. 21-32,

9 Rumpf: ‘“Von rein-formaler zu typologisch-empirischer Soziologie” in
Schmnollers Juhrbuch, Leipzig, 1924.
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individually or in relation to one another you will be functioning as a
researcher into the destiny of men. People will call you a philosopher,
perhaps a sccial philosopher, or a student of psychology, ethics and
metaphysics.

In case you take interest in the social facts of today with reference
to their usefulness for tomorrow and try to devise plans and
mcthods for action, reform, reconstruction in the fields of marriage,
poverty, crime, health, education and cther institutions you become
virtually an economist or rather a lawyer and a politician. May be, you
will be labelled as a student of applied politics or economic statesmanship.

_The problem in contemporary social science is to discover a province
in which sociclogy does not have to compete or get mixed up and become
virtually identical with (1) culture-history or cultural anthropology, (2)
philosophy, ethics, metaphysics or psychology, and (3) economics, law
and politics,

The kind cf new sociology that is being sought is called by von Wiese,
the leading exponent, as die Lchre von den sozialen Bezichungen und den
sozialen Gebilden, i.e., the science of social relations or processes (com-
petition, boycott, exploitation etc.) and social “‘forms’’ (such as the group,
mass, state, peovle, nation, class and so forth). It is sometimes shortly
named the Bezichungslehre or science of relationships. And the special
feature of this science of relationships consists in the fact that it deals not
with historical cr time-conditioned categories but with the categories such
as are above’’ cr indifferent to time (iiberzeitlich) and somewhat eternal
(quasi-ewig). These categories relate to such relaticns or processes of
“to”" and ‘‘away from’ (Zu-und Auscinander) as prevailed, are prevail-
ing and will prevail as long as there are human beings.

The manner in which the topics of population are generally discussed
by students of biclogy, eugenics, demography, public health, anthropology,
statistics, eccnomics and law (cf. the papers in the different volumes of the
Proceedings of the International Congress of Population, Rome, 1931} can
hardly have a place in sociology, as defined in this the latest manner.
This is a most perplexing and paradoxical situation, namely, that popula-
tion can have no sociology or that sociology can have nothing to do with
population as such.

But there is a safety-valve even in the crisis created by the new con-
cept in sociology’s functions. Population is the complex that engenders
legion of soziale Bezichungen and soziale Gebilde. Population move-
ments, whether natural (i.e., births, deaths, and growths) or artificial (e.g.
emigration, immigration etc.), are social relations or social processes.
Urbanization and colonization can therefore have a place in the study of
soziale Bezichungen. Villages, cities, states, etc. can likewise be studied
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in the science of soziale Gebilde. And so on. Population’s place in
sociology can thus be assured even under the most ‘formal’’ interpretations.

As against von Wiese's much too analytical position in regard to
sociology's functions there is Spann’s attitude which goes back to Fichte,
whose idea of man in Die Grundlage des Naturrechts (1796) is as
follows: ““Sollen iiberhaupt Menschen sein, so miissen mehrere sein (In
order that there may at all be men there must be several men). The
concept of man is not at all the concept of a solitary individual but of
a Gattung (genus, species or class).’”"

Never, according to Spann'' in Vorrang und Gestaltwandel in der
Ausgliederungsordnung der Geselischaft, can a whole be constructed out
of its parts, neither a house out of bricks and stones nor a society out
of men,—unless the geistige Ganze (spiritual whole) is already present as
an immaterial substance. Spann, is, therefore, a believer in the study of
the synthetic and whole view of the society as contrasted with the purely
analytical and formal investigations. An opposition to the von Wiese
school comes from the Russian-American scciologist Sorokin also, who is
careful enough, however, to merk sociclogy's position out from that of
other social sciences.

Sociology is described by Sorokin'* as being not an encyclopaedia of
all social sciences or ‘‘a synthetic hcdge-podge’’, interested perhaps in
vague philcsophising. It is a specialized science addressing itself to
“those traits which are common to all social phenomena.”” Further, there
are the “'special” sociologies which deal with the “‘interstitial’’ problems.
Among interstitial phenomena may be mentioned the relations between
heredity and genius, race and invention, geography and economic activity,
climate and civilization, religion and economic organization, population
and progress, economic conditions and criminality, business cycles and
vital processes, and so forth. In such a liberal interpretation of sociology
no special pleading is evidently required in behalf of the sociology of
population.

A comprehensive statement which comprises ven Wiese's position

10 Nimmntliche Werke, Vol. 111, p. 39, m W. Andreae: “Das Werk Othmar
Spanus’ in Weltwortschafiliches Aichiv (Jena), April 1928 Spann: (esellschafts-
lehire (Leipzig 1930), p. 47.

11 W. Andreae; “Das Werk Spanns” in Weltwirtschaftliches Archie (Jena),
April 1028,

12 “Sociology as a Science’” (Nocwd Forces, Chapel Hill, N.C..; U.S.A., October
1931). See also Sorokin and Zmmmerman:  Prineiples of Rurdd-T"rban Sociology

(New York 1929), pp. 4-8.
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but goes beyond it is furnished by Walther,'* in whose treatment sociology
igg vier-stufig or four-staged structure. As such, it deals with (1) the social
attitudes (Sozialhaltungen) of the individual, (2) the social relations and
processes, i.e., those bearing on the interactions of individuals among
themselves, (3) the ‘‘groups’’, i.e., collective systems of persons (Personen-
zusammenhiinge) and (4) other Zusammenhiinge (collective systems), e.g.,
(a) of psychological dispositions (for instance, public opinion, national
mind), (b) of modes of living (custom, mores, folkways), (c) of activities
(plays, rites), (d) of achievements (press, economic life), (e) of organizations
(political and religious institutions), (f) of culture (philosophy, art), (g) of
norms and ideals (ethics, law) and (h) of material transacticns as instruments
of social life (city, library, railway).

For our part, we believe, somewhat like Duprat, in accepting sociology
as the study of any and every phenomenon that may be described as
social or has bearing on sccial relationships. To us, therefore, no study
can be more legitimate for sociclogy than that of population, the source
as it is of all sorts of social processes and forms; and indeed no science is
more characteristic about population than sociology. The following
scheme will describe our orientations to sociology :

I. Theoretical Sociology :

1. Institutional Sociology (family, property, state, myth, arts and
crafts, sciences, mores, languages).
(a) Anthropology and history as well as sociography,
(b) Social philosophy and philosophical history.

2. Psychological Sociology, Sociology Proper in the narrow sense.
(a) Social Psychology,
(b) Social Processes and Social Forms.

1. Applied Sociology: Study in the attempts at the remaking of
man, societal planning and the transformation of the world by promoting
“*social metabolism’’ along diverse fronts.

The contributions of the psychological school as represented by
Ténnies, Gumplowicz, Tarde, Ratzenhofer, Durkheim, Le Bon, Simmel,
Pareto, Small, Binet, Freud, Wallas, Ross, Bogardus, McDougall, Saleilles,
Waundt, Ellis, and Stanley Hall and culminating in von Wiese are to be
treated by all means as fundamental in the enrichment of sociology. But
on the other hand, the lines of thought exhibited by the Chinese Chouli,

13 “Cesellschaftliche Gruppen nach Art und Grad der Verbundenheit”
(Archiv fir Sozialwissenschaft und Sozialpolitik, Tiibingen, December 1932);
G L. Duprat: “Esquisse d’un Traité de Sociologie” (Revue Internationale de
Socivlogie, Paris, September-October 1935).
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the code of Hamurabi, the Egyptian Book of the Dead, the Vedic
Aitareya-Brahmana, Plato, the Manu-Samtita, Seneca, St. Paul, Narada-
Smriti, Al Farabi, Aquinas, Hemadri's Chaturvarga-chintamani, lbn
Khaldun, Francis Bacon, Macchiavelli, Shukre-niti and Abul Fazl among
the ‘‘ancients’’, and Vico, Montesquieu, Herder, Godwin, Malthus,
Rammohun, Beccaria, Comte, Marx, Engels, Spencer, Dayananda, Syed
Ahmad, Maine, Bhudev Mookerji, Sumner, Kohler, Vivekananda, Ranade,
Boas, Hobhouse, Loria, Max Weber, Ramendra Trivedi, Dewey, Sombart,
Westermarck, Lévy-Bruhl, Aschaffenburg, Croce, Ginsberg, Spengler,
Gini, Pound, Thurnwald, Parmelee, Richard, Goldenweiser, Mazzarella,
Bonger and others cannct be ignored in sociology in spite of the fact that
very many of them are predominantly anthropological, historical, philoso-
phical or political. On this point we are reminded of Richard’s observa-
tions in Sociologie et Métaphysique that Kant and Renouvier were also
sociologists although in their days what is described as sociclogy today
used to be called politics, philosophy of history or even political economy
as understood by Rousseau.

We proceed, therefore, on the convictions (1) that population touches
sociology at every point and im every branch and (2) that sociology is
interested in every aspect of the population question from the biological
and the eugenic to the criminological, the sanitary, the pedagogic, the
economic and the political. To us anthropology (history) is the key or the
foundation, politics the goal, and psychology the very being, of sociology.

Controversies in Population Sociology

For the purposes of the present paper, however, we shall in general
pass by such topics as are likely to be discussed in other sections, e.g.,
those on biology, eugenics, physiology, hygiene, anthropology, and so
forth. But we should not fight shy of the okservation that in almost every
one of these fields very many of the ‘‘last words’’ are really nothing but
“open questions.’’** To mention one or two fields, as we can glean from

14 See the sections on culture-contact, race-mixture, caste-fusion, military
history, emigration and immigration, Americanization, etc. in the present author’s
Chinese Religion Through Hindu Eyes (Shanghai, 1916), The Folk-KElement in
Hindu Culture (London, 1917), The Futurism of Young Asia (Berlin, 1922), and
Les Races, les Classes et les Forces transformatrices au point de vue du Métabolisme
social (Tnternational Congress of Sociology, Brussels, 1935); R. K. Mukerjee:
Migrant Asia (Rome, 1936); B. N. Datta: *Das indische Kastensystem’’
(Anthropos, Vienna, 1927), ‘“Races of India” (Journal of the Department of
Letters, Calcutta University, 1935); H. D. Palit: articles on the transformation

2
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Niceforo's Antropologia delle Classi Povere, some of the postulates about
the eugenic treatment of class and caste problems, which happen to be
very popular among certain social reformers, are not to be treated
as uncontested truths. In the second place, the scare of alleged race-
degeneration through the mingling with the undeveloped races or classes
cannot be taken as established on sound scientific analysis. The problem
of immigration likewise should not be appraised as having been solved in
the United States of America and in the British Dominions in a rigidly
scientific manner. The doctrines of ultra-racialism as embodied in the
Aryan cult, Gobineau's theory of race-inequality, the Teutonism of
Chamberlain, and Nordicism etc., have been challenged by Hankins in
the Racial Basis of Civilisation, as indeed they can be, with substantial
arguments,

Attention may be drawn to the conflict of views in another field."
Many writers have urged that biological causes are involved in
“‘differential fertility.”" But existing data do not warrant any final
conclusions. It is well known, again, that the proportion of the
Alpines has been increasing more rapidly in East and South Germany and
throughout France rather than the other racial elements. The racial com-
position of Europe, as also of India, has been undergoing a transformation.
Certain investigators are inclined to believe that these racial or national
substititions are bad. But such views come as a rule from persons having
preference for a particular national or cultural tradition. No *‘objective
criteria’” can, however, be found for arriving at a **hierarchy
of races or cultures.”” Hence one should be prepared to leave open the
questions about the desirability or undesirability of such differential

reproductivity.

of castes in North and West Bengal (Arthik Unnati or ‘‘Economic Progress”,
Calcutta, for 1926-2% and 1934-35); P. Sorokin: Social Mobility (New York 1927),
pp. 485-488; Elliot Smith’s presidential address at the Anatomy and Physical
Anthropology Section of the Tirst Tnternational Congress on Anthropology and
Ethnology (London 1934); Ford (editor) - Social Problems and Social Policy (New
York 1923), sections on heredity, eugenics ete.; Conklin: The Direction of Hunan
Evolution (New York 1921), Heredity and Environment (1922); G. 1.. Duprat:
“Los Elites et le Prestige” (Revue Internationale de Sociologie, Paris, January-
February 1935).

15 J. Rumney: “The Problem of Differential fertility’’ (Population, London,
November 1935). See also “The Problems of Differential Fertility”” in the present
author’s ‘“Trend of TIndian Birth Rates” (Indian Journal of Economics,

August, 1934),
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Sociologically, one is not entitled to believe that economic considera-
tions constitute the exclusive forces in the formation or transformation of
castes. “'Social metabolism,” as embodied in the structural changes of
groups, i.e., their horizontal movements from occupation to occupation or
vertical trends up or down, has been ‘‘independently’’ engendered in
India through the ages on account of innumerable political or dynastic
trevolutions. Then, again, the profession of arms, i.e., military occupation
is enough to generate, even without economic considerations, these caste
or race mobilities of all sorts. And finally, law-making as the function of
the state is another momentous agency in the transformation of social
orders. It is law that abolished serfdom as well as the gild in Europe. It
is likewise law that often made and unmade castes in ancient and medieval
India and has ben partially making and unmaking them in modern times.
The caste problem of today cannot therefore be left for solution to
economic determinism alone.

In the sociology of values we have to submit very often to the verdict
of factual history which demonstrates that races and castes may come and
that races and castes may go but that civilization goes on for ever. The
rdle of culture-contacts and race-mixtures in the making of social progress
can never be over-stated. The facts of culture-contact, hybridization,
caste-uplifts in India, ancient, medieval and modern, find themselves in
general agreement with the doctrines of the Italian sociologist Pareto in
Les Systémes Socialistes and Trattato di Sociologia Generale.

No society has ever existed without dominant classes, the élites,”
says he. The distinction between the upper and the lower socio-economic
orders furnishes the fundamental basis of all societal organizations. But
the élites, according to Pareto, have a tendency to degenerate, decay
and disappear. The dissolution of the upper classes is not cnly moral
but physical as well. They are ultimately replaced by new dominant
classes such as emerge out of the people. It is said to be impossible to
detect the democratic government of societies in history. The course is
declared to be from aristocracy to aristocracy. Only, the aristocracies
rise, have their day, cease to be, and give place to new aristocracies.

In this doctrine of the ‘‘circulation of the elites’’ there is much that
Indian history as the history of other countries can offer corroborative
data. We cannot, however, afford to be extremists and admit
that the élites of one generation or culture-stage are entirely replaced by
those of the néxt. The emergence of new elements from the lower
orders is a reality. These new elements have, because of military.
political, economic, sexual and other circumstances, many chances of
getting admitted into and fused or mixed up with the already existing domi-
nant classes. A new ‘‘metabolism’’ is all the time in action giving rise to
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a new Gestalt (form) in social relationship. It is the fusions and intermix-
tures that enable the transition from generation to generation of élites to
appear not as an abrupt breach with the past or a total replacement of
the old social physiognomy by the new, but as 2 generally steady although
often revolutionary process of societal transformation. Thus considered,
the historical movements, the social mobilities and the dynamic processes
ought really to be described as the continuous ‘‘democratizations’” of
world-culture through the rise of the lower and their absorption into the
élites rather than as marches from aristocracy to aristocracy.

It is necessary also to beware of the “‘monistic’’ interpretations in
social phenomena such as have given rise to obstinate controversies. The
“religious interpretation” of culture as propagated by Fustel de Coulanges
in La Cité antique or by Max Weber in Gesammelte Aufsétze zur Reli-
gionssociologic is found to be too speculative and unsatisfactory by
Sorokin (Contemporary Sociological Theories).  Against the economic
interpretation of history as established by Marx, Engels and Loria there are
the arguments of Spann (Der wahre Staat), Michels (Corso di Sociologia
Politica), Hobhouse, Wheeler and Ginsberg (The Material Culture and
Social Institutions of the Simpler Peoples), Carr-Saunders (The Population
Problem), Mazzarella (Studi di Etnologia Giuridica) and others. The ex-
aggerations of geographical determinists like Buckle, Ratzel and Hunting-
ton have been exposed, among others, by Bruhnes (La Geographic
humaine), Vallaux (Le Sol et I’Etat), Cunningham, Todd and others.

Finally, among the many postulates that are being challenged is also
to be mentioned the one (cf. Max Miiller, Sénart, Max Weber and cthers)
* which asserts that the culture created by the people of India is essentially
speculative, pessimistic and mystical. Creative India’'s réle in the evolu-
tion of social energism and secular enterprises is being recognised more
and more in the East and the West.®

A great fetish in the social thought of the contemporary world is fur-
nished by the doctrine of internationalism. But in spite of its tremendous
popularity it has not succeeded in averting attacks from diverse quarters of

16 See the present author’s Positive Buckground of Hindu Sociology, Vol. 1.
(Allahabad 1914), The Political Institutions an-l Theotries of the Hindus (Leipzig
1922), ““Aspects Politiques et Economiques de la Civilisation Hindoue”’ (Zevue de
Synthése Historique, Paris, June 1930). ‘“‘Soc