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CHAPTER XII

The General Form of Society

2060. Tte elements. The form of a society is determined by all
the elements acting upon it and it, in turn, reacts upon them. We
may therefore say that a reciprocal determination arises. Among
such elements the following groups may be distinguished: 1. soil,
climate, flora, fauna, geological, mineralogical, and other like con-
ditions; 2. elements external to a given society at a given time, such
as the influences of other societies upon it—external, therefore, in
space; and the effects of the previous situation within it—external,
therefore, in time; then 3: internal elements, chief among which,
race, residues (or better, the sentiments manifested by them), pro-
clivities, interests, aptitudes for thought and observation, state of
knowledge, and so on. Derivations also are to be counted among
these latter.

2061. These elements are not independent: for the most part, they
are interdependent. Among them, morever, are to be classed such
forces as tend to prevent dissolution, ruin, in societies that endure.
When, therefore, a society is organized under a certain form that is
determined by the other elements, it acts in its turn upon them, and
they, in that sense, are to be considered as in a state of interdepend-
ence with it. Something of the sort is observable in animal organ-
isms. The form of the organs determines the kind of life the animal
leads, but that manner of living in its turn has its influence upon
the organs (§§2088f.).

2062. In order thoroughly to grasp the form of a society in its
every detail it would be necessary first to know what all the very
numerous elements are, and then to know how they function—
and that in quantitative terms. It would, that is, be necessary to as-
sign indices to the various elements and their effects and to know
just how they are correlated—to establish, in a word, all the condi-
tions that determine the form of the society; and they, being quan-
titively considered, would be stated in the form of mathematical

equations. The number of equations would have to be equal to the
1433



1434 TREATISE ON GENERAL SOCIOLOGY §2063

number of unknowns and would determine them exhaustively.*

2063. An exhaustive study of social forms would have to con-
sider at least the chief elements that determine them, disregarding
those elements only which seem to be of secondary or incidental in-
fluence. But such a study is not at present possible, any more than
an exhaustive study of plant or animal forms is possible, and we
are therefore obliged to confine ourselves to a study covering a part
only of the subject. Fortunately for our project, not a few of the
elements have an influence upon human proclivities and sentiments,
so that by taking account of residues we indirectly take account of
them as well.

2064. The influence of the first group of elements (soil, climate,
and so on, § 2060) is undoubtedly very important. A comparison of
the civilizations of peoples of the tropics and peoples of temperate
zones would be enough to show that; and many books have been
written on the subject, but so far with no great results. We shall
make no direct examination of such influences here, but account
for them indirectly by taking as data of fact the residues, proclivities,
and interests of human beings who are subject to them.

2065. To go farther still in our avoidance of difficulties, we shall
confine our investigations to the peoples of Europe and of the Asian
and African sections of the Mediterranean basin. That will free us
of the many serious—and unsolved—questions that are connected
with race. We must necessarily take account of the influences upon

2062 1 Still left would be the practical difficulty of solving the equations, a diffi-
culty so great that it may well be called insuperable if one is to consider the social
problem in all its ramifications. In my Manuale, Chap. III, §§ 217-18, I noted that
fact as regards the economic system, which is only a small fraction of the social
system as a whole. From the standpoint, therefore, of a complete general solution
of a position of equilibrium, or some other such problem, knowledge of the
equations would be of no help. But it would be of great help in solving particular
problems, as has proved to be the case in pure economics. Even imperfect knowledge
of the equations would give at least some hint as to solutions for the problems:
(1) of determining certain properties of the social system (it has already enabled
us to determine certain properties of the economic system); and (2) of determining
the variations of certain elements in close proximity to a real point for which the
equations are more or less approximately known. Those, at bottom, are the prob-
lems which we are setting out to solve in this chapter. Our lack of any exact
knowledge of the equations we make up for by such knowledge as we can have of

their nature and of the relationships that they establish among the various clements
in the social system.
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a given people of other peoples, for the various peoples of the re-
gions indicated have at no time in history been entirely isolated.
But military, political, intellectual, economic, and other kinds of
power through which those influences have been exerted depend
upon elements such as sentiments, state of knowledge, and inter-
ests; and the influences, therefore, may be inferred, in part at least,
from those elements.

2066. But however many, however few, the elements that we
choose to consider, we assume at any rate that they constitute a sys-
tem, which we may call the “social system”; and the nature and
properties of that system we propose to investigate. The system
changes both in form and in character in course of time. When,
therefore, we speak of “the social system” we mean that system
taken both at a specified moment and in the successive transforma-
tions which it undergoes within a specified period of time. So when
one speaks of the solar system, one means that system taken both at
a specified moment and in the successive moments which go to
make up a greater or lesser period of time.

2067. The state of equilibrium.' If we intend to reason at all
strictly, our first obligation is to fix upon the state in which we are
choosing to consider the social system, which is constantly chang-
ing in form. The real state, be it static or dynamic, of the system is
determined by its conditions. Let us imagine that some modification
in its form is induced artificially (virtual movements, § 130). At
once a reaction will take place, tending to restore the changing form
to its original state as modified by normal change. If that were not
the case, the form, with its normal changes, would not be deter-
mined but would be a mere matter of chance.

2068. We can take advantage of that peculiarity in the social sys-

2067 1 Since pure economics began considering a “state of equilibrium,” many
writers have talked of that state without having any precise notions as to what it is.
Not accustomed to defining strictly the terms they use, they of course feel no par-
ticular need of a rigid definition when they come to this one. Even worse is the
attitude of people who imagine that they can grasp the nature of the ‘“equilibrium”
in question sentimentally, so putting the word in that class of metaphysical terms
where “the good,” “the beautiful,” “the true,” and company stand in awful array.
So the strangest conceptions are for ever coming forward, things bordering on the
ridiculous. Needless to add, we are here using the word “equilibrium” as a mere

label, convenient for indicating certain things that we shall in due course be careful
to define exactly.
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tem to define the state that we choose to consider and which for the
moment we will indicate by the letter X. We can then say that the
state X is such a state that if it is artificially subjected to some modi-
fication different from the modification it undergoes normally, a
reaction at once takes place tending to restore it to its real, its nor-
mal, state. That gives us an exact definition of the state X.*

2069. The state X is ever in process of change, and we are not
able, nor do we care, to consider it that way in all its minute de-
tail. If we desire to figure on the fertility of a piece of land, we do
not set out to watch how the grain grows in the sown field every
minute, every hour, every day, or even every month. We take the
annual crop and let it go at that. If we want to figure on the element
of patriotism, we cannot follow each soldier in every move he makes
from the day when he is called to arms to the day when he falls on
a battle-field. For our purposes it is enough to note the gross fact
that so many men have died for their country. Or again, the hand
of a watch moves and stops, stops and moves, yet in measuring time
we disregard that circumstance and figure as though the movement
of the hand were continuous. Let us therefore consider successive
states Xi, Xz, Xs . . . reached at certain intervals of time that we
fix on for the purpose of getting at the states which we choose to
consider and which are such that each one of the elements that we
elect to consider has completed its action. To see the situation more
clearly, we might look at a few examples. Pure economics affords a

2068 1 Somewhat similar to the artificial changes mentioned are those occasional
changes which result from some element that suddenly appears, has its influence
for a brief period upon a system, occasioning some slight disturbance in the state
of equilibrium, and then passes away. Short wars waged by rich countries, epi-
demics, floods, earthquakes, and similar calamities would be examples. Statisticians
long ago observed that such incidents interrupt the course of economic or social
life but briefly; yet many scientists, who have worked without the concept of equilib-
rium, have kept meandering about in search of imaginary causes. Mill, for one,
wondered why a country afflicted for a short time by the curse of war soon re
turned to its normal state; while other economists, such as Levasseur, came out with
a mysterious “law of compensation™ (see Pareto, Manuale, Chap. VII, § 79). The
equilibrium of a social system is like the equilibrium of a living organism, and of
the latter it was noticed in very early times that an equilibrium that has been acci-
dentally and not seriously disturbed is soon restored. In those days the phenomenon
was, as usual, given a metaphysical colouring by reference to a certain vis medicatrix

o ntuens
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very simple one. Let us take a person who in a given unit of time—
every day, we will say—barters bread for wine. He begins with no
wine, and stops bartering when he has a certain quantity of wine.*
In Figure 32, the axis of time is Oz, and 4, bc, cd, de . . . are spaces
representing equal units of time. The axis of the quantities of wine
is Og. At the beginning of the first unit of time, the individual has
no wine—his position is at 4, at the end he has the quantity 56X of
wine—his position is at X:. Exactly the same transaction is repeated
every day, and at the end of
every day, or of every unit of

time, the individual’s position is

at Xy, Xz X ... All those

points fall within a line, MP, M
parallel to Oz, and the distance
between the two lines is equal
to the quantity of wine that the
individual acquires through ex-
change each day. The line MP is called the line of equilibrium and,
in general, is the line determined by the equations of pure eco-
nomics.” It does not have to be a line parallel to the axis O, for
there is no reason why exactly the same transaction should be
repeated every day. It may, for example, be the line MP in Figure
33: ab, be, cd . . . are still equal units of time, but at the begin-
nings of the various periods the individual’s position is at g, s, 7, d,
# ... and at the ends at X1, Xz, Xs, X4, Xs. . . . The line M X,,
X2, X5, X4y Xs . . . is still called the line of equilibrium. When it is
said that pure economics gives the theory of the economic equilib-
rium, it means that pure economics shows how the final positions,

LX) {Xz X X,

o

Q \_._.... R
S
<
>

Figure 32

2069 1 This is a case of exchange between two individuals, one of whom has no
"wine and a given quantity of bread, and the other no bread and a given quantity
of wine. This elementary problem gave rise to the theories of pure economics. We
consider it here merely for convenience of exposition; but what we say may easily
be extended to the much more complex problems examined by pure economics.
2069 2 A number of the economists who founded the science of pure economics
thought of determining only the line X, without even specifying that it was to be
considered strictly within a unit of time. They cannot be censured for that. It is the
general rule in the development of every science that pioneers consider the main
clements in a phenomenon and leave it to their successors to complete their calcu-
lations and make them more exact.
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X1, X5, Xs . . . are reached from the points @, s, v, d, 4 . . . and
nothing more.® Now let us consider the more general case. In Figure
33,ab, bc,cd . . . are no longer equal to one another, but represent
different periods of time, which we choose in order to cxamins: a
phenomenon at the end of each of them, the length of the period
being determined by the time required for an element to complete
the particular action that we have chosen to consider. The points
a, s, r,d,u...represent the state of the individual at the begin-
g ning of the action; X1, X, Xs . . .
the state of the individual when
it is completed. The line M X, X,
. .. P is the line of the state X

(§ 2076).
2070. That definition is identi-

[}
|
1
)
\
1
]
|

{ ]
| 1
7 . : .
L }I/ :’ WA cal, barring the mere difference in
] . . .
VoM M 4 form, with the one given in § 2068.
07a b ¢ ad ¢ f In fact, if we start in the first place
Figure 33

with the definition just given of
the state Xi, we sce that the action of each element having been
completed, society cannot of itself assume any form other than the
form X, and that if it were made artificially to vary from that form,
it should tend to resume it; for otherwise, its form would not be en-
tirely determined, as was assumed, by the elements considered. In
other words, if society has reached a point, X: (Figure 34), follow-
ing such a path, aX,, that at X, the action of the elements which we
choose to consider is complete; and if society is artificially made to
vary from X, the variation can be brought about only: (1) by forc-
ing society to points such as /, » . . . which are located outside the
line aX; or (2), by forcing it to a point m on the line aX:. In the
first case, society should tend to return to Xi; otherwise its state
would not be completely determined, as was assumed, by the ele-
ments considered. In the second case, the hypothesis would be in

2069 8 In the example chosen, the individual successively traverses the distances
aX,, X, . . ., but there could be other examples in which he would traverse the
distances GX,, X, X,, X,X; . . . on the line MP. In that case, MP would no longer
be the line uniting the extreme points, X,, X,, X, . . . at which the individual
arrives at the end of every unit of time, but the line actually traversed by the in-

dividual. However, in economic and social matters phenomena generally occur
somewhat after the manner shown in the examples mentioned.
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contradiction with our assumption that the action of the elements
is complete; for it is complete only at Xi, and is incomplete at m; at
the latter point the elements considered are still in action and they
carry society from m to Xu.

Using the definition we .gave in § 2068 as the point of departure,
we see, conversely, that if after society has been artificially made to
vary from the point Xi, it tends to return to Xi, the phenomenon
indicates one of two things: either, as in the first case above, that
society has been brought to the points /, # . . . which are different
from the points determined by the
elements considered, or that society ¢

to traverse the line X3, Xz, Xs in a
continuous movement, there would

be nothing to change in the defini- ¢ Figure 34
tions just given. One would need

merely to say that if the system were made artificially to deviate
from the line X3, Xz . . . it would tend at once to return to it; and
that if the effect of the elements is to impel the system along that
line, their action would not be complete unless the system were
located on that line, and on no other.

2071. So we get the precise and rigorous definition that we said
(§ 123) we were intending to give of the state we are about to con-
sider. To become more familiar with it let us now look at some
analogies, much as one looks at a sphere to get some conception of
the shape of the Earth.

For a concrete example, the state X is analogous to the state of a
river, and the states X1, and X . . . to the states of the same river
taken day by day. The river is not motionless; it is flowing, and the
slightest modification we try to effect in its form and in the manner
of its flow is the cause of a reaction that tends to reproduce the orig-
inal state.

2072. For an abstract case, to which we alluded in § 121, the state
X that we are considering is analogous to the state of dynamic equi-

1

E
has been brought to a point m, at 1+ X
which the action of the elements //T—;‘—
considered is incomplete. If instead S E
of reaching the points Xi, X:, X / !
. . . successively the system were ‘a i

1

!

o~
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librium in a physical system, the states Xi, X, . .. to successive
positions of equilibrium in that system.* The state X, one might also
add, is analogous to the state of equilibrium in a living organism.?

2073. We might look for analogies in a field closer to our own.
The states X1, X5, Xz . . . are like the states that pure economics
considers in an economic system; and the analogy is so close that the
states of the economic system may be regarded as particular cases of
the general states of the sociological system.*

2074. There is another analogy that we cannot disregard if we
would go somewhat deeply into this matter. The state X is anal-
ogous to the state called a szatistic equilibrium in the kinetic theory
of gases. To make that clearer, suppose we consider a particular case,
the consumption, for instance, of cigars of a given quality within a
given territory. The states Xi, X, Xs . . . represent, hypothetically,
the annual consumptions of such cigars. Let us begin by assuming
that they are all more or less equal. Then we would say that the
consumption of cigars is constant. By that we do not mean that
every individual smokes the same number of cigars each year. We
know very well that such numbers vary widely. But the variations
more or less offset one another, so that the resultant is zero or, to

2072 ! That fact was not noticed by a certain good soul, who for reasons best
known to himself imagined that the economic equilibrium was a state of im-
mobility and therefore to be conderhned by every loyal worshipper of the god
Progress. Many people talk just as wildly when they set themselves up as judges
on the theories of pure economics without taking the trouble to study the subject,
on which they are eager to talk, imagining that they can grasp it by a hasty and
cursory reading of books that they understand upside down because their minds
are packed with preconceptions, and because they are interested not in calm and
thoughtful scientific research, but in rendering a service to their particular social
faith. In that way they miss many golden opportunities to be silent. Quite a num-
ber of the books, pamphlets, prefaces, and articles on pure economics that have
been published in a recent past are not even worth reading.

2072 2 Such an equilibrium is evidently a dynamic one. If biology were as back-
ward as the social sciences, some very knowing individual might write a treatise
on positive biology and evince surprise and pain that anybody could think of life
as in a state of equilibrium, in other words of immobility, since life is movement!

2073 1 This matter is not easy to grasp. A reader desirous of gaining a clear con-
ception of the sociological states, X,, X, . . . , and of the possible ways of determin-
ing them, should first study the similar situations that are considered in the theories
of pure economics. It is better always to proceed from the easier to the more diffi-
cult, from the better known to the less well known.



§2077 THE SOCIAL EQUILIBRIUM 1441

be mote exact, approximately zero. To be sure, it may happen that
so many of these variations will be in the same direction that the
resultant will no longer be approximately zero, but such a prob-
ability is so slight that we need not consider it; and that is what we
mean when we say that the consumption is constant. If, instead, the
probability is not so slight, fluctuations around the constant total of
consumption will be observable, such fluctuations following the law
of probabilities. But suppose Xi, Xz, Xs ... represent increasing
consumptions. We can then repeat, with the proper modifications,
everything we have just said. We are in no sense assuming that the
individual consumptions are on the increase. We know they are
extremely variable. We are speaking of a stasistic equilibrium, where
variations offset one another in such a way that the resultant is an
increasing total consumption. And such increasing total consump-
tion may have a probability so great as to eliminate fluctuations de-
pending on probabilities; or a probability not so great, and then fluc-
tuations will occur. So, in prcparing ourselves by studying particular
cases of that sort we find it casy to grasp the general significance of
X, X5, Xs . . . for consumptions varying in any manner whatso-
ever.

2075. Extend to an entire social system what we have seen to hold
for a system of consumers of one brand of cigars, and the result will
be a clear conception of the analogy we have in view for the states
X1, Xz, Xs oo

2076. We could continue to designate the social states that we
elect to consider (§ 119) with the letters X, and X1, X . . . , but that
manner of designating things soon begins to weary and one would
prefer to have them given names. We could choose a name at ran-
dom, but it is perhaps better to borrow it from something more or
less like the thing we intend to designate by it. So, stopping at the
mechanical analogy, we will call the states X and Xi, X: . . . szates
of equilibrium. But the meaning of the term as we use it has to be
sought strictly within the definitions that we gave in §§ 2068-69, due
attention being paid to the argument in § 2074.

2077. We have now simplified our problem by deciding to con-
sider certain successive states instead of the numberless impercep-
tible mutations that lead up to them. We now have to go on along
that path and try to reduce the problem of mutual correlations and
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the number of elements that we are to consider to greater simplicity.

2078. In our study we stop at certain elements, just as the chemist
stops at chemical elements; but that in no sense means that the ele-
ments at which we stop are not reducible to a smaller number, or
even, at a hazard, to one; just as the chemist does not claim that the
number of chemical elements is not still further reducible or indeed
that some day they may not be recognized as different manifesta-
tions of one single element.!

2079. Organization of the social system. The economic system is
made up of certain molecules set in motion by tastes and subject to
ties (checks) in the form of obstacles to the acquisition of economic
values. The social system is much more complicated, and even if we
try to simplify it as far as we possibly can without falling into seri-
ous errors, we at least have to think of it as made up of certain mole-
cules harbouring residues, derivations, interests, and proclivities, and
which perform, subject to numerous ties, logical and non-logical
actions. In the economic system the non-logical element is relegated
entirely to tastes and disregarded, since tastes are taken as data of
fact. One might wonder whether the same thing might not be done
for the social system, whether we might not relegate the non-logical
element to the residues, then take the residues as data of fact and
proceed to examine the logical conduct that originates in the resi-

2078 1 There are those who regard economics as a branch of psychology, and
again those who would bar “individual” psychology from economics, deeming it
a sort of metaphysics, and confine attention strictly to the “collective” facts of pro-
duction and exchange. Such a question is generally more of words than of facts.
All human conduct is psychological and, from that standpoint, not only the study of
economics but the study of every other branch of human activity is a psychological
study and the facts of all such branches are psychological facts. The distinction
that some would like to draw in economic exchange between the “individual” and
the “collective” fact is childish. Every human being consumes bread on his own
account, and it is ridiculous to imagine that a hundred human beings eat bread
“collectively” and are fed, while no one of them eats bread “individually” and is
fed. On the other hand all studies of human activity, whether labelled psychologi-
cal or otherwise, are studies of facts, since facts are the only thing known to us; and
the psychology of a human being remains an unknown so long as it is not made
manifest in facts. The principles of an economic psychology or of any other psy-
chology can be deduced only from facts, as are the principles of physics and
chemistry, the principles of gravitation, and so on. Once the principles are obtained
in that fashion, or even merely by way of hypothesis, their consequences are

drawn, and if such consequences are verified by the facts the principles are estab-
lished (§§ 2397f.). A very general view of common well-known facts gave English
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dues. That, indeed, would yield a science similar to pure, or even te
applied, economics. But unfortunately the similarity ceases when we
come to the question of correspondences with reality. The hypothe.
sis that in satisfying their tastes human beings pcrform economic
actions which may on the whole be considered logical is not too far
removed from realities, and the inferences from those hypotheses
yield a general form of the economic phenomenon in which diver-
gences from reality are few and not very great, save in certain cases
(most important among them the matter of savings). Far removed
from realities, instead, is the hypothesis that human beings draw
logical inferences from residues and then proceed to act accord-
ingly. In activity based on residues human beings use derivations
more frequently than strictly logical reasonings, and therefore to try
to predict their conduct by considering their manners of reasoning
would be to lose all contacts with the real. Residues are not, like
tastes, merely sources of conduct; they function throughout the
whole course of the conduct developing from the source, a fact that
becomes apparent in the substitution of derivations for logical rea-
sonings. A science, therefore, based on the hypothesis that logical
inferences are drawn from certain given residues would yield a gen-
eral form of the social phenomenon having little or no contact with
reality—it would be a sociology more or less like a non-Euclidean
writers the concept of a “final degree of utility,” and Walras the concept of
“rarity” [Eléments d'économie politique pure, pp. 21, 22, 466]. The inferences
drawn from those principles were found to accord approximately with the facts, and
the principles were therefore considered acceptable within certain experimental
limits. From the concept of a final degree of utility Edgeworth derived his lines
of indifference to picture simple economic facts. I inverted the problém, and from
lines of indifference derived the concepts that correspond to the final degree of
utility, or “rarity,” or “ophelimity”; nor did I fail to remark that instead of lines
of indifference I might just as well have considered other economic factors, such as
the laws of supply and demand, and derived from them the concept of ophelimity,
of which for that matter they may just as well be taken as consequences. But in
all this inferring back and forth, a great many precautions have to be taken that
I have explained, and which seem to be entirely unknown to many writers treating
on such matters with a very scant acquaintance with them. The residues and
derivations that we have just been considering in sociology ought, in part at least,
to be considered as concepts analogous to the concept of “ophelimity” in economics.
From an examination of the facts we were led, by induction, to formulate those
notions; then, following an opposite course, we drew inferences from them, and

because the inferences were found to be in approximate accord with the facts, the
concepts from which they had been drawn were held to be established.
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geometry or the geometry of a four-dimensional space. If we would
keep within realities, we have to ask experience to acquaint us not
only with certain fundamental residues, but with the various ways
in which they function in determining the conduct of human
beings.!

2080. Let us consider the molecules of the social system, in other
words, individuals, who are possessed of certain sentiments mani-
fested by residues—which, for the sake of brevity, we shall designate
simply as residues. We may say that present in individuals are mix-
tures of groups of residues that are analogous to the mixtures of
chemical compounds found in nature, the groups of residues them-
selves being analogous to the chemical compounds. We have just
examined (Chapter XI) the character of such mixtures and groups,
and we found that while some of them appear to be virtually inde-
pendent, others also are correlated in such a manner that an accen-
tuation in the one is offset by an attenuation in others, and zice
versa.! Such mixtures and groups, whether dependent or independ-
ent, are now to be considered among the elements determining the
social equilibrium.

2081. Residues manifest themselves through derivations. These
are indications of the forces operating upon the social molecules.
We have divided them into two categories (§1826): derivations
proper and the manifestations in which they eventuate. Here, for
the sake of a comprehensive view, we shall take them both together.

2082. Common opinion attaches great importance to derivations
and among them to derivations proper,' to theories, as determining
social forms. Contrarily to that view, we have seen as the result of
long and far-reaching researches that their direct influence on such
forms is slight—a fact that is not perceived because there is a tend-
ency to ascribe to derivations effects which really are referable to

2079 It was to show that very thing that we have had to make our long study
of residues and derivations. Some of my readers may have judged it superfluous.
And yet it was not, because the conclusion to which it led is an indispensable
groundwork for the theory that we are about to set forth with regard to the gen-
eral form of society. Furthermore, since our conclusions deviated in many respects
from views that are generally held, it seemed better to buttress them with facts
in very great abundance.

2080 ! We shall be meeting other forms of dependence presently (§ 2088).

2082 ! [So Pareto. Apparently a slip, for manifestation-derivations, i.e., theories.—
A. L]
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the residues that they manifest. Before derivations can acquire any
considerable efficacy they have to be themselves transformed into
sentiments (§ 1746), and that does not happen so readily.”

2083. In this matter of derivations, the capital fact is that they
do not correspond exactly, to the residues in which they originate
(8§ 1767 £, 17801£.). In that lie the chief obstacles to the constitu-
tion of a social science; for derivations only are known to us, and
we are sometimes at a loss as to how to find our way back from the
derivations to the residues that underlie them. That would not be
the case if derivations were of the same nature as logico-experi-
mental theories (§§ 1768, 2007). Derivations, furthermore, contain
many principles that are not explicitly stated, which are taken for
granted, and as a result they are gravely lacking in definiteness
(§ 2002). The uncertainty is greater in the case of derivations proper
than in the case of manifestations, but it is not wanting in the latter
also. To remedy that difficulty, we have to collect large numbers of
derivations associated with one same subject-matter, and then find
in them a constant element that can be distinguished from variable
elements.

2084. Even when there is some rough correspondence between
derivation and residue, the derivation usually oversteps the terms of
the residue and oversteps reality (§ 1772). It indicates an extreme
limit of which the residue falls short, and very very often contains
an imaginary element that states a goal far beyond the goal which
would be set if it expressed the residue exactly (§ 1869). If, further-
more, the imaginary element expands and evolves, the results are
myths, religions, ethical systems, theologies, systems of metaphysics,
ideals. That happens more especially when the sentiments corre-
sponding to derivations are intense, and the more readily, the
greater the intensity.

2085. So, using the sign of the thing for the thing itself, one may
say that human beings are spurred to a vigorous manner of action
by derivations. But such a proposition, taken literally, would be far
from the truth, and has to give way to the less foggy statement that
human beings are spurred to a vigorous manner of action by the
sentiments that find expression in derivations (§1869). In many

2082 2 [Croce expresses this idea in the form: to be effective “‘thought has to be
warmed by love.” Two poles of the Italian temperament!—A. L.]
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cases the use of either of the two forms of statement is a matter of
indifference—the cases, chiefly, where there is a certain correspond-
ence between derivations and conduct. A correspondence subsisting
between the conduct and the sentiment betrayed by the derivation,
there is also correspondence between the conduct and the deriva-
tion, and vice versa. But in other cases, to use the first proposition
instead of the second is to go woefully astray, and those are cases,
chiefly, where in their eagerness to influence conduct people imagine
that they can attain that end by changing derivations. Modification
of the sign does not in the least modify the thing to which the con-
duct corresponds, and therefore not the conduct either (§§ 1844 £.).

2086. In trying to get back from derivations to residues, it must
not be overlooked that a given residue, B, may have any number of
derivations, T, T', T” . . . (§§ 2004 £.), that are readily interchange-
able. So: 1. If T appears in one society and T’ in another, one cannot
conclude that the two societies have different corresponding resi-
dues: they may have the same residue, B (§§ 2004 £.). 2. To replace
T’ with T is of little or no avail as regards modifying social forms,
since the substitution has no effect on the residue B, which plays a
much more important part than the derivations in determining
those forms (§§ 1844 £.). 3. But the fact that the subject of the con-
duct considers or does not consider the substitution a matter of in-
difference may have its effect, not through that opinion as such, but
through the sentiments that it manifests (§1847). 4. The deriva-
tions T, T, T” . . . may show reciprocal contradictions. If two
logico-experimental propositions were contradictory they would de-
stroy each other. Two contradictory derivations not only may sub-
sist simultaneously but may even reinforce each other. Sometimes
other derivations are brought in to eliminate the contradiction and
establish harmony, but that is of quite secondary importance. People
experience little difficulty in devising and accepting sophistical der-
ivations of that type. They feel a certain need for logic, but readily
satisfy it with pseudo-logical propositions. For that reason the in-
trinsic logico-experimental validity of derivations, T, T/, T” . . . ,
usually has little to do with their influence on the social equilibrium.

2087. Composition of residues and derivations. We have so far
been considering separate groups of residues. Now let us see how
they work when they are taken together. The situation in one of its
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aspects bears some analogy to the compounding of chemical cle-
ments, and under another aspect, to the composition of forces in
mechanics. Speaking in general terms, suppose a society is being in-
fluenced by certain sentiments corresponding to the residue groups
4, B, C . . . manifested through the derivations 4, 4, c. . . . Now
let us give each of those groups of residues a quantitative index cor-
responding to the intensity of its action as a group. So we get the
indices a, 3, 4. . . . Let us further designate as S, T, U . . . the
derivations, myths, theories, and so forth, that correspond to the resi-
due groups, 4, B, C. . . . The social system will then be in equilib-
rium under the action of the forces a, 3, 7. . . which are exerted
approximately in the direction indicated by the derivations S, T, U

. . due account being taken of counter-forces. In that we are
merely restating what we have just said in a new form.

2088. Keeping to this new form we get the following proposi-
tions: 1. One cannot, as is usually done, estimate the effects of each
group of residues, or variations in the intensity of the group, taking
the group all by itself. If the intensity varies in one group, variations,
generally, must occur in other groups if the equilibrium is to be
maintained. That is a different sort of dependence from the one
mentioned in § 2080. Different things have to be designated by dif-
ferent names. Suppose, then, we use the term dependence, first type
for the direct dependence between various groups of residues, and
the term dependence, second type for the indirect dependence aris-
ing from the proviso that the equilibrium has to be maintained, or
from some other requirement of the kind. 2. The real movement
takes place according to the resultant of the forces @, 8,7. . . and
in no way corresponds to the imaginary resultant—if there be such
a thing—of the derivations S, T, U. . . . 3. The derivations show
only the direction in which certain movements are tending to evolve
(§ 2087) ; but that direction is not, generally speaking, the direction
that would be indicated by the derivation taken in its strict literal-
ness, as would be the case with a logico-experimental proposition.
We have frequently seen that two contradictory derivations can hold
side by side, a thing that would be impossible in the case of two
logical propositions. The two propositions 4 = B and B < > A are
logically contradictory and so cannot both be true. But as deriva-
tions they can get along together perfectly well and mean one and
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the same thing, namely, that the 4’s are trying to rule the B’s, using
the first proposition to weaken the resistance of people who, though
not partisans of the B’s, would not like to see them reduced to
subjection; and using the second proposition to inspire those who
are already partisans of the A’s to action. 4. Ordinarily, if the social
system does not move in the direction indicated by the residues, 4,
to which the force @ corresponds, the reason is not that there has
been direct resistance to A4, and much less that the derivation § cor-
responding to A has been refuted; but that the movement in accord
with A has been deflected under the influence of the residues B, C.
. . . It is important to distinguish, among these latter, the residues
belonging to various classes (§ 2153-4°); for owing to the tendency
of the class as a whole to remain virtually constant, one should be
on watch for the action rather of the various classes than of each
single residue.’

2089. Better to picture the difference between interdependences of
the first and the second types, one might consider a given society.
Its existence 1s in itself a fact, and then we have the various facts
that are taking place within it. If we look at the first fact and these
latter facts simultaneously, we will say that they are all interde-
pendent (§ 2204). If we separate them, we will say that the latter
facts are all mutually dependent (dependence, first type) and are
furthermore interdependent through the first fact (dependence, sec-
ond type). We can also say that the fact of the existence of society
results from the facts observable within it, that, in other words, these
latter facts determine the social equilibrium; and, further again, that
if the fact of the existence of a society is given, the facts arising
within it are no longer altogether arbitrary but must satisfy a certain
condition, namely, that the equilibrium being given, the facts which
determine it cannot be altogether arbitrary.

Let us look at a few illustrations of the difference between inter-
dependences of the first and second types. The inclination of the
Romans towards formalism in practical life tended to produce,
maintain, and intensify formalism in religion, law, and politics; and
vice versa. That would be an interdependence of the first type. But
we get an interdependence of the second type in the fact that the
inclination of the Romans to independence managed to survive

2088 * We shall go on with these points farther along (§§ 2148 £.).
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owing to the fact that political formalism averted the dangers of
anarchy. That was what actually happened down to the last years
of the Republic. The inclination of the Romans to political formal-
ism weakening about that time (chiefly because the old Romans
had given way to people of other stocks), their inclination to in-
dependence was also weakened, and they were obliged to accept im-
perial despotism as a lesser evil. Had it not given ground in that
way, Roman society would have broken down either through in-
ternal revolutions or through foreign conquest, exactly as happened,
and for identical reasons, with Poland. In this case there is no direct
interdependence between Class II residues (inclination to formal-
ism) and Class V residues (inclinatiort to independence)—which
would be a dependence of the first type. There is an indirect inter-
dependence, arising from the fact that for the Roman community
at that time and under those circumstances, the position in which
the index of the inclination to independence (residues of personal
integrity) remained constant while the index of political formalism
(residues of group-persistence) fell off, was not a position of equilib-
rium (interdependence, second type).

2090. From the manner of operation of interdependences of the
second type it is evident that their effects oftentimes become much
less promptly manifest than the effects of interdependences of the
first type—for a change in the equilibrium must first have occurred
and then have had its repercussions on other residues. For the same
reasons, interdependences of the second type will play a more im-
portant role than those of the first type in the rhythmical character
of social movements (§ 1718).

2091. We have already discussed (§ 1732) various ways of taking
account of interdependences. To follow the better, the 25 method,
one would have to be able to assign an index to each of the inter-
dependent elements correlated and then proceed by mathematical
logic to determine the indices through a system of equations. That
has been possible in pure economics, but, for the present at least, it
cannot be done in sociology; and we are consequently thrown back
on less perfect methods (§§ 2203 £.).

2092. Since we are here using ordinary instead of mathematical
language, it will not perhaps come amiss to give a very simple exam-
ple of the method 22 (consideration of cause-and-effect relations as
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modified by actions and reactions) that illustrates its relation to the
method 25 (direct consideration of interdependences). Let x and
y be two quantities in a state of interdependence. Using mathe-
matical language, we would say, according to the method 25, that
there is an equation between the two variables x and y, and that
would be the end of it. But using ordinary language we have to
follow the method 24, and say, therefore, that x is indeed deter-
mined by y, but that it also reacts upon y, so that y in its turn is
dependent upon x. We could, notice, invert the terms and say that y
is indeed determined by x, but then also reacts upon x, so that x is
dependent upon y. When applied to equations, this method some-
times yields the same results as the method 25, but sometimes it
does not. It is better therefore, in general, to be very cautious in
using the method 27 in place of the method 24, and in any event
carefully to scrutinize the consequences of substitutions.*
2092 ! Let us assume that the selling-price, p, of a certain commodity, when the

quantity sold is x, is given by the equation:

(1) p =15 — 0.4
and that the production-cost, ¢, of the same commodity, when produced in the
quantity x, is given by the equation:

(2) q=9-}o02x
The producer will stop at the point where selling-price is equal to production-cost,
that is to say, at the point where we get the equation:

(3) r=4q

The practical man acts in such a way as to solve these equations by trial and error—
unwittingly, in other words, he uses a method equivalent to the method 24 of
§ 1732. In that way it will be found that for x — 10 one gets p = 11 and also
g = 11—in other words, selling-price is equal to production-cost.

Suppose, now, that following the method 22, we try to substitute a study of a se-
quence of actions and reactiohs for a direct solution of the equations 1, 2, and 3,
for the method 25, that is. In doing that, we may follow two courses:

1. We may begin with sales, considering the price as the cause of the sale of the
quantity, and then consider that quantity as the cause of production cost. If the cost
proves not to be equal to the assumed selling-price, we consider it as a new selling-
price that will be the cause of the sale of a new quantity, which in its turn will
be the cause of a new production-cost, and so on. Algebraically that is equivalent
to taking the equations 1 and 2 in the following order and form:

@) X, =375 —25p, 9, =9 + 0.2y
Taking p, =9, we get x, = 15; then, from the second equation, we get g, = 12.

Taking g, for p, in the first equation and giving the index 2 to x, we get x, = 7.5.
Substituting that value in the second equation and giving the index 2 to g as well,
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2093. Let us assume, by way of hypothesis, that it has been pos-
sible to assign certain indices, 11, %: . . . , to sentiments; certain others,
1,92 « . . , to economic conditions; certain others, 21,22 . . . , tocus-
toms, laws, religions; and still others, #1, #. . . . , to intellectual con-
ditions, scientific knowledge, technical capacity, and so on. Using
mathematical language we can say that the state X, defined in
§ 2068, is determined by a number of equations equal to the number
of the unknowns, 21, 22 . . ., y1,92 .. ., 21,82 .. ., 1, %2 ..., and
so on. And we can say that the states X;, Xz, X5 . . . dcﬁned in
§ 2069 are determined in the same way.

2094. Moreover, considering the dynamics of the system, we can
say that likewise determined is that movement
which, if there were no variation in the circum-
stances indicated by the parameters of the equa-
tions, would carry the system successively to the
positions X1, Xz, Xs. . . . If such circumstances
were to vary, the movement would change also, and the successive
positions would be Xi, X'z, X’s . . . as in Figure 35.

we get g, = 10.5. Putting that value for p, in the first equation, and giving the
index 3 to x, we get ¥, = r1.25. This latter value substituted for x, in the second
equation will yield g, = 11.25. We may go on in that way indefinitely and so get
the following successive values for p and x:

p=—9 12 105 11.25 10.875

x=15 75 11.25 9.375 10.3175
Those values will constantly approach the values obtained by solving the equations
1 and 2 directly—by the method 25, that is. Those values were:

(s) p=r11 x*r=10

II. Instead of beginning with sales, we may begin with production. The price, g,
will be taken as the cause of the production, x; then, going over to sales, the quan-
tity x is taken as the cause of the selling-price. That is equivalent to taking the equa-
tions 1 and 2 in the following order and form:

(6) x1 == 5q1 — 45 P], = 15— °-4x1
Starting with one of the values we found above, with x, = 7.5, and making the cal-
culation by the same method, we get the following successive values for p and x:

p=12 9 15 3
x= 75 15 o 30
Instead of approaching the values (5) obtained from the solution of the equations
1 and 2, they get farther and farther away. It follows that in adopting that course
the method 22 cannot be used instead of the method 26.
Let no literary economist try to sce the reason for that fact in the circumstance
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2095. We may assume a certain number of unknowns as given,
provided we suppress an equal number of equations. We might, for
example, assume as given certain sentiments corresponding to the
indices X1, Xz. . . . Then the movement that leads to the positions
X1, Xay Xs . . . would be the movement that would take place if
those sentiments remained constant; whereas the movement Xi, X’s,
X’s . . . would be the movement occurring if the sentiments varied.

that in procedure I the point of departure was sales, whereas in procedure II
it was production; and then say that since production has to precede sales, it is no
wonder that the first procedure leads towards the solution, the second away from
it. The reason is quite different. Take, in general terms, two equations:

V) x=1(@y) y=¢()
The two procedures have this in common, that an arbitrary value is given to one of
the variables in one equation; the value of the other variable is derived in terms of
it, and then substituted in the other equation, and so on. They differ according to the
variable that one gets as the function of the other. From the equations (7) it is
possible to derive:

(®) ={(x) x=¢@)
Following procedure I, we will solve equations (7); and following II, equations (8).
Take x,, y,, as the values that satisfy equations (7). Substituting for y in the first
an arbitrary value y, =y, + b,, we get for x a value ¥, = x, -+ 4,. If b, is suffi-
ciently small, it will be possible to assume, approximately:
2y 4 a; = f(y) + b, (¥,)

Substituting in the second equation, we get the values:

¥, = ¥, + &, and approximately:

bz = b1 f,(yo) ¢’(xo)
If the successive values of y, and therefore also of x, are to approach values that
solve the equations (7), then in absolute value b, has to be less than 4, ; that is to
say, we have to have:

©) o) # G <1
Similarly, if one were to follow procedure II, indicated by equations (8), we should
have to have:

(10) P (x5) ¢’ ()| < 1
But it is known that:
ey — 1 Py ) = —1
 (x,) =760 and that ¢’ (y,) = 7G0

Hence the value of the first member of equation 10 is equal to unity over the value
of the first member of g. That is why, if this last is less than unity in absolute value,
the second is greater; that is to say, if the first procedure approaches the values x,,
¥ the second moves away from them, and vice versa. If f(y,) is virtually constant,
it varies but slightly as y varies very considerably, in the first equation; and y varies
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2096. If we suppress one or more equations of the system deter-
mining the equilibrium and the movement, an equal number of
unknowns will remain indeterminate (§ 130), and we shall be in a
position to consider virtual movements; in other words, we can
produce variations in certain indices and determine the others. The
interdependence of the elements will come out as that is done.*

but slightly as x varies very considerably in the second, while the relations in which
the opposite takes place must be avoided. One may also hope to reach a solution of
the problem by following the method 2z if one of the relations, for example the
second equation in (7), is of very very slight importance as compared with the first,
if, that is, ¢’(x,) is very small. We have simplified the problem as far as possible,
but in general, among the interdependent quantities we get equations of the form:

L.y, z...) =0 folx, v, 2...)=o0
fo(x,9,2...)=0...

and it is much more difficult to know which procedure to follow in order to use the
method 2z in place of the method 25.

2096 1 Every proposal to modify the existing social order in any way whatever is,
at bottom, a proposal to modify this or that one of the conditions determining that
order; and inquiries into the possibility of such modifications of the social order are
inquiries into the possibility of modifying the conditions that determine it. People
who preach aim at modifying residues, but they never, or almost never, attain that
end. They do, however, and with no great difficulty, attain another, which is modi-
fication in the manifestations of existing residues. Take a community that is keenly
dissatisfied with its government, the dissatisfaction being vague and general and
venting itself in various ways that are frequently at loggerheads. A preacher arises
and gives distinct and exact form to the residue, concentrating its manifestations
upon one point. Ties and conditions are changed, and the social order adapts its
form to the new ties and conditions. Those who pass laws and get them enforced
sometimes aim at modifying residues, but they often find that they have worked to
no purpose. If they have force at their disposal, they may modify certain ties and
create others, but only within certain limits. Even the despot encounters such ties;
he has to find ways to get approval of his policies from those who are upholding
him by force: otherwise he is either not obeyed or else is overthrown. Then, too, a
despotic government is no more able than a free government to enforce measures
that are in too violent a conflict with the residues functioning in its subjects. It is
not enough to proclaim a law—the law has to be enforced; and observation shows
that many laws fail of enforcement because the people who are charged with their
application are weak in resolve, while resistance on the part of those who are to
obey is energetic. From that standpoint a despot often has far less power than a
free government, since the measures dictated by the latter usually express the will
of a party and consequently find many supporters to look after enforcement; whereas
there may be few, very very few, supporters for the measures of a despot. He may
enforce his will by energy and exertion in certain particular cases, but not in very
many, for that would be a task far beyond the powers of a single individual. The
people about him nod their heads but do not obey, and his prescriptions are left a
dead letter. That is the case too, on a much smaller scale, in the relations between
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2097. Using ordinary language, we may say that all the elements
considered determine the state of equilibrium (§ 2070); that there
are certain ties (§ 126); and that if, by way of hypothesis, some of
the ties are suppressed, we will be in a position to consider hypo-
thetical changes in society (virtual movements)." And the better to
understand the interdependence that becomes apparent at once in
mathematical language, we may add that sentiments depend on eco-
nomic conditions, just as economic conditions depend on senti-
ments; and that there are similar correlations among the other ele-
ments.

2098. Examination of the facts allows us to go farther than these
general considerations. Using mathematical language, we may say

a government minister and his subordinates. Here is an instance that may serve as
a type. Persano, Diario, Pt. 111, pp. 88-go. We are in October of the year 1860. Per-
sano is received in audience by Cavour and the following dialogue ensues:
“[Cavour] ‘I wish you were to be in the Chamber today. There may be questions
from the floor, and your presence there would be desirable. Unfortunately, on your
promotion you ceased to be a member. That is a nuisance—it annoys me!’ [Per-
sano] ‘Promotion, Excellency? What promotion?’ ‘Why, your promotion to vice-
admiral.’ ‘T have never received notification of any such promotion.” ‘Never?’ ‘Never,
Excellency.’ ‘In point of fact, we have been at a loss to explain your silence on the
matter, and your continuing to sign yourself “Rear-admiral.” But what has been going
on? We sent you a notification of your promotion while you were still at Naples!”
‘Oh, Excellency, one of the usual intrigues of underlings.” [But Cavour instantly
found a way to take advantage of the slight, as the alert and skilful statesman will
always do.] [Cavour] ‘I have written to Lanza [the president of the Chamber] not
to announce your promotion, since you have not received it. So you will attend the
session. There may be some explanations to make, and it would be a good idea if
you were there.” ”” The man who had been disobeyed was no less than Cavour and
at a time when the Kingdom of Italy was being founded through his efforts!

In place of all these ties, so numerous, so varying, so complicated, worshippers of
the goddess Reason see only one, the state of knowledge and the logical conse-
quences of knowledge, thencé going on to imagine that the modes and forms of
society are determined by reasoning. That notion is highly pleasing to “intellectuals,”
for they are manufacturers of reasonings, and every manufacturer sings the praises
of his own wares. But in that they fall into a truly childish error. Never mind the
fact that their “reasonings” are usually derivations, and that the slight efficacy they
do have rests entirely on the residues which underlie them. Even if they were sound
logico-experimental reasonings, in fact for the very reason that they were such, they
could do little or nothing as regards modifying the forms of society that stand in
correlation with quite different facts of far greater importance.

2097 ! That is what reformers do, without saying so, in building their imaginary
Utopias. The man who can do what he pleases with the sentiments of human beings
can also, within certain limits determined by other conditions, give society any form
he pleases.
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that the variables do not figure in the same way in all the equa-
tions, or, to put the situation more exactly, may approximately be
assumed as not figuring equally in them all.

2099. In the first place, groups differ in degree of variability. One
group is so stable that it may, approximately and over a not very
extensive period of time, be taken as constant (geographical condi-
tions, climate, soil, and so on), and the quantities that figure in such
a group may be counted, approximately, in the group of constants.
Another group varies to some slight extent (classes of residues, for
instance). It may be taken as constant over a short period of time,
but without overlooking the fact that it does vary in course of time.
Another is quite considerably variable (education level, for in-
stance). Another shows a maximum variability (derivations).

2100. Approximately, again, the equations that determine the
equilibrium can be divided into groups in such a way that inter-
dependences with other groups can be disregarded. There are good
examples of that situation in pure economics where there may be
equations of only two variables. In that case one of them may be
said to be determined by the other.

2101. Using ordinary language, we may say that in determining
the equilibrium certain elements may be considered as constant over
fairly long periods of time, others as constant over periods not so
long, but still not short, others as variable, and so on. We can add
that, roughly at least, as a first approximation, the interdependence
may be considered within certain groups of elements only, the vari-
ous groups being taken as independent. If one such group is re-
ducible to two elements and one of the two elements may be called
constant, or practically so, that element may be taken as the cause,
the other as the effec:.

2102. If, by way of hypothesis, the geographical situation of
Athens and its commercial prosperity in the age of Pericles are taken
apart from other elements, the geographical situation may be said
to be the cause, the prosperity the effect. But that group has been
arbitrarily constituted by ourselves. Had two clements been indis-
solubly united, there should never have been any change in the sec-
ond, since there has been no change in the first. But since the second
has undergone a change, it could not have depended exclusively on
the first. It was not, in other words, the effect of that cause.
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2103. Another example—the case of ancient Rome. If we form a
group made up of morals on the one hand, and political and eco-
nomic prosperity on the other; and if we assume, by way of hypothe-
sis, that morals were better at the time of the Punic Wars than they
were at the end of the Republic; and if we assume, for still another
hypothesis, that the morals are the constant element as compared
with the element represented by the prosperity, we can say in com-
pany with many writers that good morals were the cause of Rome’s
prosperity. But along come those same writers, or others, and tell
us that the prosperity of Rome was the cause of the corruption of
morals. In the ordinary sense of the word “cause,” this latter propo-
sition contradicts the other. They can stand side by side if the rela-
tionship of cause and effect is dropped, and interdependence only is
envisaged. In this form the relationship between the morals and the
prosperity of a nation could be stated as follows: Good morals in-
crease prosperity, prosperity reacts upon morals and corrupts them.!

2104. It is readily apparent that instead of considering a group of
two elements, we may consider a group of a larger number of ele-
ments and then numbers of groups, each made up of a number of
elements, That is a method—and it is at present the only one at our
disposal—for obtaining approximate solutions that will be made
more exact as the number of the elements and groups considered is
expanded (§§ 2203 £.).

2105. Properties of the social system. A system of material atoms
and molecules has certain thermic, electrical, and other properties.
So a system made up of social molecules also has certain properties
that it is important to consider. One among them has been per-
ceived, be it in a rough and crude fashion, in every pcnod of his-
tory—thc one to which with little or no exactness the term “utility,”
or “prosperity,” or some other such term, has been applied. We must
now dig down into the facts to see whether something definite can
be found underlying these vague expressions, and its character de-
termined.

2103 * Neither this latter proposition nor the two preceding square with the facts
—but we do not care to go into that just here.

2105 * What we are about to do is something like what the physicists did when

the ordinary vague notions of “heat” and “cold” were replaced by the exact concept
of “temperature.”
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2106, Take the things called economic, moral, and intellectual
prosperity, military and political power, and so on. If we would
deal with them scientifically, we must be able to define them rigor-
ously; and if we would introduce them into a determination of the
social equilibrium, we must find some way, be it by mere indices, to
make them correspond to quantities.

2107. That has been possible in pure economics and that is why
that science has made such progress. But it cannot be done as read-
ily for sociology. Again as usual, we must get around the diffculty
by substituting rough approximations for the precise numerical data
that we cannot have. So if a person had no table of vital statistics
at his disposal he would have to rest content with the rough ap-
proximation of knowing that mortality is high in the years of in-
fancy, then diminishes, and rises again in old age (§144). That is
little, very little indeed, but it is better than nothing; and the way
to increase the little is not to throw it away, but to keep it and make
successive additions to it.

2108. If we ask, “Is Germany today, in the year 1913, more pow-
erful in prestige and in a military sense than she was in 18607,
everyone will answer yes. But if we go on to ask just how much
more powerful she is, no one will be able to answer. We can do
the same with other questions of the kind; and it is taken for
granted that the things called military power, political prestige, gen-
eral intelligence, and so on are susceptible of increase or decrease
without our being able to represent them in their various stages by
exact figures.

2109. Even less definite are the entities called the prosperity and
the power of a country, which are the sum of the various capacities
just mentioned. Yet anybody can see that the prosperity and power
of France are greater than the prosperity and power of Ethiopia,
and that French prosperity and power are greater now, in the year
1913, than they were immediately after the war of 1870. Everyone
understands, without any requirement of numerical definiteness,
that there was a difference between the Athens of the age of Pericles
and the Athens of the period following the battle of Chacroneia,
between the Rome of Augustus and the Rome of Augustulus. Even
differences far less marked are perceptible and roughly evaluable;
and for all of our lack of numerical precision, we still have an im-
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pression of the situation that does not go very far wide of the facts.
Then we can go on into the details and consider the various ele-
ments in the complex.

2110. To get a more exact picture, one has to state just what
norms—they have to be to some extent arbitrary—one intends to
follow in determining the entities that one is trying to define. Pure
economics has succeeded in doing that. It has taken a single norm,

the individual’s satisfaction, and it has further set down that of that
satisfaction he is the only judge. So economic “utility” or “ophelim-
ity” came to be defined. But if we set ourselves the problem, after
all so simple, of ascertaining quite apart from the individual’s judg-
ment just what is most advantageous to him, it soon appears that
we require a norm, and that it has to be arbitrary. Shall we say, for
instance, that it will be to his advantage to suffer physically for the
sake of a moral satisfaction, or shall we say the opposite? Shall we
say that it is better for him to seek wealth exclusively, or to apply
himself to something else? In pure economics we left the decision
to him. If now we are going to deprive him of that function, we
must find someone else to whom it can be assigned.’

2110 *In setting out on his inquiry into the nature of the “best republic,” Aris-
totle clearly saw that such problems had to be solved. Polizica, VII, 2, 1 (Rackham,
p- 539): “It remains for us to see whether the same happiness should not be at-
tributed to the individual as to a city. But that doubt is dispelled, for every man
confesses that it is the same. For whosoever says that the individual is happy where
he has wealth says also that that city is happy on Earth that has wealth. And who-
soever praises the tyrannical life as blessed also holds that city most blessed which
rules most peoples. And if there be he who says that the individual is happy if he
has virtue, so he calls the city happy if it is virtuous.”

Now we would stop at that point. That is to say, we have noted these and other
similar opinions as to the state towards which the city should be guided, and we
would then look for the characteristics common to all such states. Aristotle goes
further than that. He determines what state one ought to prefer, VII, 1, 1 (Rack-
ham, p. 533): “If one would soundly ascertain what the best state is he must first
determine what the best life is.” With that, we leave the field of the experimental
relative to go wandering compassless in the field of the metaphysical absolute. In
reality Aristotle does not determine his absolute—a thing that would be impossible.
He merely finds the solution to the problem that best accords with his own senti-
ments and with the sentiments of people who agree with him, with the usual ad-
junct, more or less implicit, of the derivation that everyone agrees, or at least ought
to agree, with him, and the tautology that every respectable man thinks as he thinks,
since those who do not are not respectable. But in Aristotle, along with the meta-
physicist, there was also the scientist with an eye to experience. So, in IV, 1, 2-4
(Rackham, pp. 277-81), he returns from the field of the absolute to the field of the
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2111. Utzility. Whoever the judge we choose, whatever the norms
we decide to follow, the entities so determined have certain common
properties, and we shall now look at them. Once we have fixed upon
the norms we elect to follow in determining a certain state as the
limit that an individual or a community is assumed to approach, and
once we have given numerical indices to the different states that
more or less approximate the limit state, so that the state closest to
it has an index larger than the index of the state farthest removed,
we can say that those indices are indices of a state X. Then, as usual,
for the purpose of avoiding the inconvenience of using mere letters
of the alphabet as terms, we will substitute some name or other for
the letter X, taking the name, again as usual, in order to avoid a
jargon too baroque, from somcthing of kindred nature. When we
know, or think we know, just what_thmg is advantageous to an
individual or a community, we say that it is “beneficial” for both
individuals and communities to exert themselves to obtain it, and

udge the utility they enjoy the greater, the nearer they come to
btaining it. By simple analogy, therefore, and for no other reason,
we shall apply the term “utility” to the entity X just described.”

2112. We must not forget that, for the very reason that the name
is derived from a mere analogy, the “utility” so defined may on
occasion roughly accord with the “utility” of ordinary parlance, but
relative and remarks that the majority of peoples cannot organize along the lines of
the “best commonwealth,” and that a form of government suited to peoples actu-
ally existing has to be found. He then very soundly adds: “For one should not only
speculate as to the best government [republic] but also as to the government
that is possible and which likewise can be common to all [cities].” He is also aware
that it is not enough to just imagine the best form of state, but that ways have
to be found to get the form one proposes accepted. However, he soon goes astray
again, and for the usual reason of giving the major rdle to logical conduct and
imagining that a lawgiver can shape a state according to his own pleasure. All the
same, the knowledge he has of practical politics later constrains him to add that
“to reform a state is no less serious a task than founding a new one.”

2r1x Y If it could be known what the metaphysicists ever mean when they speak
of the “purpose” or “end” a human being is made for, that “end” might be taken
as one of the states X; and the letter X could then (still by analogy) be replaced by
the word “end,” and one could say that the state X was the “end” towards which
individuals and communities tend or “ought” to tend. That “end” might be abso-
lute, as it usually is with mctaphysicists, but it could also be relative if it were left!
to the judgment of certain individuals to determine it. A state more closely ap-

proaching that “end” would have a higher index than a state that did not come so '
close to it.
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then again be in disaccord, and to such an extent as to mean the flat
opposite. For example, if we take a state of material prosperity as
our limit state for a people, our utility will not be greatly different
from the entity that practical men designate by that name, but it
will differ widely from the ideal envisaged by the ascetic. Conversely
if we take the state of perfect asceticism as the limit state, our “util-
ity” will coincide with the entity to which the ascetic aspires, but
will differ altogether from the ideal of the practical man. After all,
since human beings are in the habit of designating opposite things
by the same name, we are left a choice between two modes of ex-
prcssmn only: (1) We can resolutely eschew ordinary language and
give different names to the different things—since these are very
numerous, we will get, in consequence, many many coined words.
Or (2) we can keep the same names for the things, with the warn-
ing that the names designate those thmgs only in gencral like the
name of a class of objects, like the term “element” in chcmxstry, the
term “mammal” in zoology, and so on; and that the species within
the class will be fixed subject to the criterion we have chosen in de-
fining the term “utility.”

2113. It is undoubtedly most unfortunate that a single term should
designate different things; and it would therefore be better to avoid
using the term “utility” in the sense defined in § 2111, which coin-
cides with one of the senses of the term in ordinary language, and
to substitute a new term for it, as has been done in economics, where
“ophelimity” has been distinguished from “utility.” I believe that the
time will come when it will be necessary to do that. If I refrain
from doing it here, it is from sheer terror of overabusing coined
words.!

2114. The mere coining of a term will not extricate us, of course,
from all our difficulties. Even when we consider some particular

2113 I say that, but I am sure I am wrong. There may be no way of reconciling
the literary approach to sociology with the scientific approach. Once one sets out to
study sociology on the models of chemistry, physics, and other sciences, it is perhaps
the wiser part courageously to accept the sort of terminology that has shown itself
unavoidably requisite in those sciences. Anyone desiring to apply himself to them
has to familiarize himself with a certain number of baroque technical terms—know,
for example, their systems of measurement and the meanings of such units as

“dyne,” “barye,” “erg,” “joule,” “gauss,” “poncelet,” and so on. That is much more
complicated than rcmcmbcnng the meanings in which I use the terms “residues”
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utility with reference to its end, the utility of material prosperity, let
us say, we find there are other utilities of different kinds from the
standpoints of individuals or communities, the ways in which they
are attained, the notions people have of them, and other circum-
stances of the sort.

2115. The important thing, first of all, is to distinguish cases
according as we are thinking of the individual, the family, a com-
munity, a nation, the human race. And not only are the utilities of
those various entities to be considered; a further distinction has to
be drawn between their direct utilities and the utilities that they de-
rive indirectly through their mutual relationships. So, disregarding
other distinctions that it might be of advantage to make, and keep-
ing to such as are absolutely indispensable, we find ourselves obliged
to deal with the following varieties:

a. Utility to the Individual:

a-1. Direct

a-2. Indirect, resulting from the fact that the individual is part of
a community

@-3. Utility to an individual, as related to the utilities to others

b. Utility to a Given Community (For this variety the same distinc-
tions, a-1, a-2, a-3, serve.)

and “derivations.” Even in ordinary literary essays it is wise not to imitate the
writers alluded to by Boileau (Epitre X), who condemned

“. .. la méraphore et la métonomye,
grands mots que Pradon croit des termes de chymie.”

The “energy” of mechanics must not be confused with the “energy” of ordinary
parlance, nor is it excusable to imagine that a mechanical “live force” is a force that
is alive. If one would know the meaning of “entropy” one had better glance at a
treatise on thermodynamics. Chemistry, for its part, uses new terms by the hun-
dreds, and chemists are sometimes obliged to give them synonyms for ordinary use.
So in pharmacy the euphonious “hexamethylentetramine” has been replaced by
“utropin,” which at least has the merit of being a few letters shorter. To study
chemistry one has to turn to a treatise on chemistry—plain good sense and etymol-
ogy are of no help. That is unfortunate, but that is the way it is. No breed of lit-
erary chemists exists. To study sociology one has to turn to a treatise on that science
and resign oneself to not trusting etymology and plain good sense. That, too, is
unfortunate, in that it prevents the very numerous race of literary economists and
sociologists from understanding the subject. For that matter, their breed is destined
still to thrive for some time to come, since its existence corresponds to a certain
social “utility” (§ 24001).
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b-1. Direct utility to communities, considered apart from other
communities

b-2. Indirect utility, arising by reaction from other communities

5-3. Utility to one community as related to the utilities to other
communities

Far from coinciding, these various utilities oftentimes stand in
overt opposition.! Sometimes explicitly, more often implicitly, all
of them are usually brought down to one—by theologians and meta-
physicists, out of a love for the absolute, which is one; by moralists,
in order to induce individuals to concern themselves with the good
of others; by statesmen, to induce the individual to blend his own
advantage with the public advantage; and by other sorts of people
for reasons of like character.

2116. Without departing from the logico-experimental domain,
further distinctions may be drawn and the different utilities con-
sidered in two ways: as one of the members of the community pic-
tures them to himself, and as an outsider views them, or a member
of the community trying as far as he can to render an objective
judgment. An individual who has a vivid sense of the direct utility,
a-1, and little or no sense of the indirect, 22, will simply look to his
own convenience and not concern himself with his fellow-citizens;
whereas a person judging that individual’s conduct objectively will
see that he is sacrificing the community to his own advantage.

2117. Nor have we yet done with our distinctions. Each of the
varieties indicated (§2115) may be considered with reference to
time—in reference to the present, that is, and to one point or an-
other in the future; nor will the conflicts between those various utili-
ties be found any less sharp than between the others, nor can there
be less difference as regards the person who judges them under sway
of sentiment and the person who views them objectively.

2118. Suppose, to give the discussion a more concrete form, we
consider one of the utilities in particular, material prosperity, let us
say. In so far as human conduct is logical, one may hold, strictly,
that the man who goes to war and does not know whether he will
fall in battle or return home is acting out of considerations of in-
dividual utility, direct or indirect, for he can compare the probable

2115 ! Of such situations we have already seen many examples (§§ 1975 £.).
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utility accruing to him if he returns safe and sound with the probable
damage he will suffer if he loses his life or is maimed. But that
argument ccases to hold for the man who marches to certain death
in defence of his country. He is deliberately sacrificing individual
utility to national utility (the case of the subjective utility mentioned
in § 2117).

2119. In the majority of cases a man makes such a sacrifice in
virtue of a non-logical impulse, and subjective considerations of
utility have nothing to do with it—the only consideration applying
being the objective consideration of the on-looker. That is the case
with animals, many of which instinctively sacrifice themselves for
the good of other animals of their kind. The hen dying in defence
of her chicks, the cock in defending the hen, the bitch in defending
her pups, and so on, sacrifice their lives for the utility of their species
and as a matter of instinct. Very prolific species of animals endure
only through sacrificing the individual. Rats are killed by the
thousands, yet there are still rats. The Phylloxeron has defeated man
and taken possession of his vineyards. The utility of today is fre-
quently in conflict with the utility of days to come, and the conflict
gives rise to phenomena that are well known under the names of
providence and improvidence in individuals, families, and nations.!

2120. Net utility. Taking account of the three types of utility noted
(§ 2115) in the case of a single individual, we get as a result the net
utility that the individual enjoys. He may, on the one hand, suffer a
direct damage and on the other hand, as a member of a community,
secure an indirect advantage; and the latter may be so great as more
than to offset the direct damage, so that in the end there is a certain
gain for a remainder. So for a group. If we could get indices for these
various utilities, and take their sum, we would have the total or net
utility of the individual or group.*

2119 *[Another striking example from the animal world would be the sea-gull.
A sca-gull always screams at sight of game. If he could control himself, he could
enjoy the prey all to himself and derive a very considerable individual advantage,
especially when food is scarce. Instead his cry attracts all the gulls in his flock, and
nine times out of ten the discoverer of the game is not the one who eats it. The
utility of this instinct to the flock is obvious, though it violates every commonsense
principle of “rugged individualism.”—A. L.]

2120 ! [The sea-gull derives a very considerable net utility from his instinct. If
he usually loses the fish he discovers himself, he is often able to steal the fish some
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2121. Maximum utility of an individual or group. Since the utility
just mentioned has an index, it may, possibly, in a certain state have
a larger index than in a state more or less close to it—that is to say,
it may have a maximum. People sense problems of that type in
practical life, be it intuitively and in a vague way. We encountered
one along our own path when we were inquiring as to the utility
the individual might derive from observance of certain rules pre-
vailing in his society (§§ 1897 f.), or, more generally, the utility that
he might derive from aiming at certain ideal ends (§§ 1876£.). At
that time we considered only the qualitative solution of the problem,
and not even with that could we go very far, since we lacked a
rigorous definition of utility. We must therefore return to that
subject here.

2122. When we consider a definite species of utility with reference

to an individual, we get indices of partial utilities and also an index
of the total net utility; and that is what makes it possible to estimate
the utility which the individual enjoys under given circumstances.
Furthermore if, as circumstances vary, the index of his net utility,
which began by i mcrcasmg, ends by decreasing, there will be a certain
point at which it reaches a maximum. All the problems that we
stated previously in qualitative terms (§§ 1876 f., 1897f.) then be-
come quantitative and involve problems of maxima. Instead of ask-
ing whether an individual achieves his own happiness through ob-
serving certain norms, we ask whether and to what extent his
ophelimity increases, and once on that road, we end by asking how
and when such ophelimity attains its maximum.
- 2123. The particular problems stated in § 1897 are comprised in
the more general problems stated in § 1876, and these in turn are
part of a still more general category. If the state of an individual
depends upon a certain circumstance to which variable indices may
be assigned, and if for each of those indices we can know the index
of net utility for an individual (or for a group considered as an in-
dividual), we shall be able to determine in what position of the
individual (or community) that utility reaches a maximum.

2124. Finally, i we repeat that operation for all the circumstances
comrade discovers. This instinct functions in the sca-gull, be it noted, with an

ideally Paretan indifference to ethics, for the tic of good manners is normally ab-
sent among sea-gulls.—A. L.]
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upon which the social equilibrium depends, all ties being known,
we shall have that many indices from which we can select one index
that will be greater than all the indices which stand anywhere near
it, and it will correspond to the maximum of utility, due account
being taken of all the circumstances mentioned.

2125. Difficult as these problems may be practically, they are
theoretically easier than others on which we must now touch.

2126. So far we have considered the maxima of utility of an in-
dividual and of a community taken apart from other individuals and
communities. Still left is the problem of those same maxima when
individuals or communities are taken relatively to one another. For
the sake of brevity we shall speak only of individuals in what fol-
lows, but the reasoning will apply just as well to comparisons of
distinct communities. If the utilities of, single individuals were
homogeneous quantities and could therefore be compared and re-
duced to a sum, our study would not, theoretically at least, be diffi-
cult. We would simply take the sum of the utilities of the various
individuals and so get the utility of the community they constitute
—and that would be taking us back to problems already examined.

2127. But the business is not so simple. The utilities of various
individuals are heterogeneous quantities, and a sum of such quanti-
ties is a thing that has no meaning; there is no such sum, and none
such can be considered. If we would have a sum that stands in some
relation to the utilities of the various individuals, we must first find
a way to reduce those utilities to homogeneous quantities that can
be summed.

2128. Maximum of ophelimity For a community in political econ-
omy. A problem of just that character arose in economics and had
to be solved by that science. It will be well to consider it briefly,
that we may be the better prepared to solve the more difficult
sociological problem. In_economics the equilibrium can be deter-
mined provided we stipulate that every individual achieves the
maximum of ophelimity. The ties can be posited in such a way that
the equilibrium will be perfectly determined. If, now, certain ties are
suppressed, the perfect determination will come to an end, and the
equilibrium will be possible at an infinite number of points at which
maxima of individual ophelimities are attained. In the first case,
only movements leading to the determined point of equilibrium
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were possible; in the second, other movements also are possible.
These are of two quite distinct types. Movements of a first type, P,
are such that, beneficial to certain individuals, they are necessarily
harmful to others. Movements of a second type, Q, are such that
they are to the advantage, or to the detriment, of all individuals
without exception. The points P are determined by equating with
zero a certain sum of homogeneous quantities dependent on hetero-
genous ophelimities.!

2129. Consideration of the two types of points, P and O, is of
great importance in political economy. When the community stands
at a point, O, that it can leave with resulting benefits to all indi-
viduals, procuring greater enjoyments for all of them, it is obvious

2128 1 Pareto, “Il massimo di utilité per una collettivita in sociologia,” Giornale

degli economisti, April, 1913, pp. 337-38 [This article was overlooked by Rocca-
Spinedi, Bibliografia di Vilfredo Pareto—A. L.]: “Let us begin by recalling the

economic problem. If we have the individuals 1, 2, 3 ... for whom the ele-
mentary ophelimities of the commodity 4 are ¢,q, ¢ppq - - - and if the variations of
the total ophelimities that each one enjoys are 3¢,, 8¢, . . . one considers the ex-
pression:
(1) 8U = —8p, +—8¢,+ - - -
) 20

Variations arising along the route that leads to the point of equilibrium are indi-
cated by d. If the equilibrium is determined on the condition that each individual
achieve the maximum of ophelimity, we get, for the route that leads to the point of
equilibrium:

(2) d¢, =o dp,=o0...
AU = 0 =——d, +——dpy 4. . .
(3) o . b, + - b2 +

The points determined by the equations (2), supplemented by the equations of the
ties, are points of equilibrium in the system, and for them we get: dU = o. If some
of these ties are removed, it will be possible to consider other variations, §, and for
them 8U may or may not be zero. Let us call points at which 8U is zero points of
the type P, and points at which 8U is not zero points of the type Q. Points of the
type P have one important peculiarity. Since the clementary ophelimities, ¢, ¢2a
. . . , are essentially positive, if the equation

W W=o=_b 8¢+

is to be satisfied, some of the total ophelimities 8¢,, 8¢, . . . must necessarily be
positive and some negative: they cannot all be positive nor all negative. That pe-
culiarity may be again expressed in the following manner: The points of the type P
are such that we cannot deviate from them to the benefit or detriment of all the
members of the community—we can deviate from them only to the benefit of some
individuals and the detriment of others.
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that from the economic standpoint it is advisable not to stop at that
point, but to move on from it as far as the movement away from it
is advantageous to all. When, then, the point P, where that is no
longer possible, is reached, it is necessary, as regards the advisability
of stopping there or going on, to resort to other considerations for-
eign to economics—to decide on grounds of ethics, social wtility, or
something else, which individuals it is advisable to benefit, which to
sacrifice. From the strictly economic standpoint, as soon as the
community has reached a point P it has to stop. That point therefore
plays in the situation a réle analogous to the réle of the point where
the maximum of individual ophelimity is attained and at which,
accordingly, the individual stops. Because of that analogy it has
been called point of maximum aphelimity ¥or the community.
But, as usual, nothing is to be inferred from the etymologies of those
terms (§2076); and to escape the ever present danger of falling
into errors of that kind we shall continue to call that point the
point P!

2129 ! Failure to distinguish between the maximum of ophelimity for the com-
munity and the maximum of ophelimity of each individual in the community has
led certain writers to regard my demonstrations of my theories concerning the maxi-
mum of ophelimity for the community as reasonings in a circle. As a matter of fact,
in the case of free competition, the equations of economic equilibrium are obtained
by pasiting the condition that each individual attains the maximum of ophelimity;
so that if one were to infer from those equations that every individual achieves the
maximum of ophelimity, one would obviously be reasoning in a circle. But if, in-
stead, one asserts that the equilibrium determined by the equations has the peculiar-
ity of corresponding to a point of equilibrium for the community, that is to say, to
one of the points that we have just designated as P, one is stating a theorem that
has to be demonstrated. The demonstration I gave first in my Cours and then in
my Manuale.

The error of regarding my argument as a reasoning in a circle has its foundation,
really, in the work of Walras, who, in fact, never dealt with a maximum of ophe-
limity for a community, but always exclusively considered a maximum of ophe-
limity for each individual. Boven, Les applications mathématiques & l'économie
politique, pp. 111-12: “Walras develops [Eléments d’économic politique pure, pp.
77-87] what he calls the Theorem of Maximum Utility of Commodities. That
so-called proof is a splendid example of the vicious circle. One has only to judge for
oneself. The problem is to determine under just what conditions the two individuals
exchanging will obtain the maximum satisfaction of theif needs. Thé premise With
which we start is as follows: (Walras, I5id., p. 77): ‘Assuming that he effects the
exchange in such a way as to satisfy the greatest possible total of needs, it is certain
that p, being given, d, is determined by the proviso that the sum of the two sur-
faces shall be the maximum. And that condition is that the relation of the intensities
Tay» by, Of the last needs satisfied by the quantities d, and y, or of the rarities after
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2130. If a community could be taken as a single individual, it
would have a maximum of ophelimity just as a single individual
has; there would, that is, be points at which the ophelimity of the
community would attain a maximum. Those points would not be
the same as the points Q indicated in § 2128. Since, in fact, advances
from those points can be made with resulting benefit to all the in-
dividuals in a community, it is obvious that the ophelimity of the
community might be increased in that fashion. But it cannot be
said that such points would coincide with the points P. Let us take
a community made up of just two persons, 4 and B. We can move
from a point P, adding 5 to A’s ophelimity and taking 2 from the
ophelimity of B, and so reaching a point s; or adding 2 to A’s
ophelimity and taking 1 from B’s, so that a point # is reached. We
cannot know at which of the two points, s, 2, the ophelimity of the
community will be greater or less until we know just how the

exchange, shall be equal to the price p,.’ Let us assume that that condition is met.
.« . If it is certain that that equation is forced upon us, and if it is taken as our
hypothesis, there is no need whatever of covering four pages with calculations just
to discover that ‘two commodities being given on a market, the maximum satisfac-
tion of needs, or the maximum of actual utility, is attained for each bidder when
the relation of the intensities of the last needs satisfied, or the relation of rarities, is
equal to the price. . . .’ To be sure there is no mistake in the argument, nothing
that vitiates the theory, since the solution that is reached is none other than the
hypothesis with which we started. But it is asonishing that Walras should have
succumbed to such an illusion. One would willingly believe that it was an oversight
on his part. But that is not the case. The tautology was called to his attention sev-
cral times and by the most appreciative critics, but Walras simply would not see it
that way. And in that we come upon a most interesting thing—the violence of the
sentiments that were driving the illustrious economist to preach a practical doctrine.
He wanted the public interest to be demonstrated mathematically, at all costs. He
was resolutely bent on showing that free competition was good and monopoly bad.”

Those strictures in no way detract from Walras’s great merit in having been the
first to state the equations of the economic equilibrium in a particular case, just as
criticisms that might be made of Newton’s theory of light or, what is worse, of his
comments on the Apocalypse, do not detract from the admiration due to the im-
mortal founder of the science of celestial mechanics. People who are ever confusing
the prophet with the scientist are not aware of that. It may well be that the dogmas
of a religion, being reputed absolute, do not change as the*years go by. But scientific
doctrines are in a perpetual state of flux and, now by an author himself but at any
rate always by others, they are forever being modified, amplified, given new forms,
and even new content. Believers in the Apocalypse may be eager to count Newton
as onc of them. Believers in the humanitarian or Socialist religion may strive to
make capital out of the name of Walras. But such wretched pettifogging does no
harm either to Newton or to Walras.
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ophelimities of 4 and of B are to be compared; and precisely because
they cannot be compared, since they are heterogeneous quantities, no
maximum ophelimity of the community exists; whereas a maximum
ophelimity for the community can exist, since it is determined inde-
pendently of any comparison between the ophelimities of different
individuals.

2131. The maximum of utility ForR a community, in sociology.!
Now let us take all that over into sociology. In so far as he acts
logically, every individual tries to secure a maximum of individual
utility, as explained in § 2122. If we assume that some of the ties
imposed by public authority are suppressed without being replaced
by others, an infinite number of positions of equilibrium with the
provisos of individual maxima as indicated become possible. Public
authority interposes to require some and prohibit others. Let us
assume that it acts logically and with the sole purpose of achieving

2131 ! (Continuing the quotation from my article, “Il massimo di utilita per una
collettivita,” in § 21281 above): “The quantities 8¢p,, 8¢, . . . are heterogeneous

and therefore cannot be summed, for such a sum would be without meaning. But
let us assume for a moment that they are not heterogeneous and that the equation

) SH =8¢, + 8¢+ - .

does mean something. In that case it would represent the variation of ophelimity
of the community considered as a single person; the proviso 8H — o would corre-
spond to the proviso of a maximum of ophelimity for that imaginary person, and
the points P would therefore be the points of maximum ophelimity for such a per-
son. The purpose in considering the quantities

6 L L ss. ...

© G P G O
is to avoid the difficulty arising from the heterogeneous character of the ophelimi-
ties 8¢, 8¢p, - . . and to make it possible, by the fact of their being homogeneous,
to take their sum. The quantities (6) are that because, in virtue of the equations of
the equilibrium, they all represent quantities of a single commodity 4. It is evident
that if there were some other way of rendering the heterogeneous quantities 8¢,,

8¢, . . . homogeneous by multiplying them, let us say, by certain positive quanti-
ties a,, 4, . . . consideration of the sum
0] V=o0=a, 8¢ +a,dp,+...

would yield somewhat the same results as consideration of (4) [§ 2128 1] and deter-
mine certain points of the type P from which departure cannot be made to the ad-
vantage, or detriment, of all the members of the community. Economics does not
require this other manner of assimilating the variations in ophelimity, and therefore
does not look for one. But sociology does, and it therefore seeks and finds. An indi-
vidual (equation 1) sets out to act in such a way that all his fellow-citizens shall
achieve the greatest possible good, without anyone’s being sacrificed. The expres-

e -
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a certain utility. (That rarely is the case; but that fact we need not
consider here, since we are envisaging not a real, concrete situation,
but a theoretical, hypothetical one.) In such a case the government
must necessarily compare—we need not now ask with reference to
what criteria—the various utilities. When it shuts a thief up in
prison, it compares the pain that it inflicts upon him with the utility
resulting from it to honest people, and it roughly guesses that the
latter at least offsets the former; otherwise it would let the thief go.*
For the sake of brevity we have here compared two utilities only.
A government of course—as best it can, and that is often badly
cnough—compares all the utilities it is aware of. Substantially, it

sion (7) exists subjectively for him; that is to say, he experiences the variation 8¢,
directly and imagines the variations 8¢,, 8¢;. . . . The coefficients a,, a3 - - -
serve to effect the transition from the quantities §¢,, 8¢ . . . , which are objective
and heterogencous, to the quantities a, 8¢,, a; 8¢y . . . which are subjective and
homogeneous. Humanitarians 1, 2, 3, who dislike to see the criminals 4, 5, 6 in
jail, giving not a thought to the victims 7, 8 . . . will assign high coefficients to the
quantitics 8¢,, 8¢y, d¢pg, and coeflicients of approximately zero to the quantities
8¢ 8¢pg. . . . In that way, however, there are as many equations (7) as there are
individuals, namely:

® o=a’, 8¢, + o', 3¢, + o'y 3¢y +. . .

o=ua"", 8¢, + @', 3¢, +a’’5 3ps . . .

o=a’"’ 8+ a’’; 3¢, + a5 8¢y +. . .
And the heterogeneity, eliminated from the quantities in the single equation, turns
up again in the quantities of the different equations. To render these homogeneous,
they have to be multiplied again by certain coefhicients g7, 8’/,, 8’’/, . . . deter-
mined with an objective purpose in view—the prosperity of the community, let us
say. Suppose a government belicves that the prosperity of the community demands
the extermination of criminals. It will then resign itself to inflicting pain on kind-
hearted humanitarians; it will, in other words, assign very low coefficients g8’,, 8’/,,
B’’’y . . . to their pains, and fairly high coefficients, gvit,, BviiI, . . . to the pain
of the victims of the criminals. Now that, thanks to the coefficients, the quantities
corresponding to the equations (8) have become comparable, their sum can be taken
after they have been multiplied by 8,, 87/, . . . and we get:

() o=M, &, +M,; 8¢, + M, 8¢+ - .

The equation (9) will determine points of the type P analogous to the points P de-
termined by the equation (4) [§ 2128 1]. A government that has fixed on the equa-
tion (9) will have to carry the movement of the community on till one of the
points P is reached; and there it will stop, for if it went any farther it would be-
come involved in a seclf-contradiction, sacrificing people who it believes should not
be sacrificed.”

2131 2 The comparison is usually made with derivations, comparing ideal purposes
rather than actual positions. To tip the scales in favour of honest people, it will be
said that “the criminal deserves no mercy,” which means, at bottom, that it is better
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does at a guess what pure economics does with scientific exactness: it
makes certain heterogeneous quantities homogeneous by giving
them certain coefficients, thence proceeding to add the resulting
quantities and so determine points of the type P.

2132. All that is sensed more or less vividly, more or less vaguely,
in practical life; and it is said that a government ought to stop at
the point beyond which no “advantage” would accrue to the com-
munity as a whole, that it ought not to inflict “useless” sufferings
on the public as a whole or in part, that it ought to benefit the com-
munity as far as possible without sacrificing the “ideals” it has in
view “for the public good,” that it ought to make efforts “proportion-
ate” to purposes and not demand burdensome sacrifices for slight
gains. The foregoing definition is designed to substitute exact cdn-
ceptions for such expressions of common parlance, which are de-
ficient in all exactness and, in view of that vagueness, misleading.

2133. In pure economics a community cannot be regarded as a
person. In soc1ology it can be considered, if not as a person, at least
as a unit. There is no such thing as the ophelumty of a cornmumty,
but a community utility can roughly be assumed. So in pure
economics there is no danger of mistaking the maximum of
ophelimity for a community for a non-existent maximum of
ophelimity of a community. In sociology, instead, we must stand
watchfully on guard against confusing the maximum of utility for
a community with the maximum of utility of a community, since
they both are there.

2134. Take, for instance, the matter of population increase. If we
think of the utility of the community as regards prestige and mili-
tary power, we will find it advisable to increase population to the
fairly high limit beyond which the nation would be impoverished
and its stock decay. But if we think of the maximum of utility for
the community, we find a limit that is much lower. Then we have to
see in what proportions the various social classes profit by the in-
to assign a coefficient of zero, or almost zero, to his discomforts. Conversely, to tip
the scales in favour of the criminal, it will be said that “to understand all is to for-
give all,” that “society is more responsible for the crime than the criminal is,” so
disregarding the sufferings of honest people, which are given coefficients approxi-
mating zcro, while the discomforts of the criminal take the foreground through

high coefficients. Many derivations that are habitually used in discussions on social
subjects can be translated into just such terms.
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crease in prestige and military power, and in what different propor-
tion they pay for it with their particular sacrifices. When proleta-
rians say that they refuse to have children because children merely
increase the power and profits of the ruling classes, they are dealing
with a problem of maximune utility for the community—the der-
ivations they chance to use, such as derivations of one religion or
another, or of Socialism or pacifism, are of little importance—the
thing to look for is what lies underneath. The rejoinders of ruling
classes oftentimes show a confusion of a problem of maximum
utility of the community and a problem of maximum utility for
the community. They also try to bring decisions down to a question
of a maximum of individual utility, trying to make the “subject”
classes believe that there is an indirect utility which, when properly
taken into account, turns the sacrifice required of them into a gain.
That may actually be the case sometimes, but not always; there are
many cases where, even taking very liberal account of indirect utili-
ties, the result shows not an advantage, but a sacrifice, for the subject
classes. In reality, in cases such as these, non-logical impulses only
can serve to induce the subject classes to forget the maximum of
individual utility, and work for the maximum of utility of the
community, or merely of the ruling classes—and that fact has not
infrequently been sensed, intuitively, by the latter.

2135. Let us imagine a community so situated that a strict choice
has to be made between a very wealthy community with large in-
cqualities in income among its members and a poor community
with approximately equal incomes. A policy of maximum utility of
the community may lead to the first state, a policy of maximum
utility for the community to the second. We say may, because re-
sults will depend upon thie coefficients that are used in making the
heterogeneous utilities of the various social classes homogeneous.
The admirer of the “superman” will assign a coefficient of approxi-
mately zero to the utility of the lower classes, and get a point of
equilibrium very close to a state where large inequalities prevail.
The lover of equality will assign a high coefficient to the utility of
the lower classes and get a point of equilibrium very close to the
equalitarian condition. There is no criterion save sentiment for
choosing between the one and the other.
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2136. There is a theory—we are not now concerned with the ex-
tent of its correspondence with the facts—according to which
slavery was a necessary condition of social progress; because, so the
argument runs, it enabled a certain number of individuals to live
lives of leisure and consequently devote themselves to intellectual
pursuits. Granting that contention, for a moment, if one person
desires to solve a problem of maximum utility of the species and
considers that utility and nothing else, he will decide that slavery
has been a benefit; on the other hand, if another person desires to
solve a problem of the same sort, and envisages nothing but the
utility of the human beings who are reduced to slavery, he will
decide that slavery has been an evil, meantime overlooking a number
of indirect effects. We cannot ask who is right, who wrong. Such
language has no meaning until a criterion has been selected for
guiding a comparison between the two decisions (§ 17).

2137. We are to conclude from that not that problems simulta-
neously considering a number of heterogeneous utilities cannot be
solved, but that in order to discuss them some hypothesis which will
render them commensurate has to be assumed. And when, as is most
often the case, that is not done, discussion of such problems is idle
and inconclusive, being merely a play of derivations cloaking certain
sentiments—and those sentiments we should alone consider, with-
out worrying very much about the garb they wear.

2138. Even in cases where the utility of the individual does not
stand in conflict with the utility of the community, the points of
maximum of the one do not ordi- ”
narily coincide with the points of
maximum of the other. Let us go
back for a moment to the particular 4 —<
case examined in §§ 1897 f. Taking 2
a given individual, let A be the ex- ™ P
treme point representing strictest
observance of every precept obtain-
ing in his society; B, another extreme point representing violation
of precepts that are not recognized as absolutely indispensable;
mnp the curve of utility of the individual, who begins suffering
a damage at A, then attains a benefit, which becomes greatest at
n, the benefit thereafter diminishing and becoming a loss at B.

r
T
J
i
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Figure 36
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Similarly, let sro be the curve of the utility deriving to society from
the fact of the individual’s more or less faithful observance of the
precepts. The social utility is greatest at r. At the point ¢, inter-
mediate between A4 and B, we get for the individual the maximum
of utility g». At the point 7, also intermediate between A and B,
we get zr as the maximum of utility deriving to the community
through the individual’s conduct.*

2139. Instead of considering a single individual, one may take a
number of individuals having approximately the same curve of
utility, mnp. Then the curve of utility srv of the group to which
the individuals belong will be the curve resulting from the conduct
of those individuals. Instead of mere violations of the norms obtain-
ing in a society, we may consider transformations and reforms of
them that take place in that society. In many cases # will be much
closer than ¢ to B; in other words, as regards certain individuals it
will be advantageous to society that the reform be greater than the
reform which would bring them the maximum utility. People who
are already rich and powerful oftentimes have little to gain from
innovations, whereas society may benefit greatly by them. Or again,
for individuals inclined to quiet, unruffled living # will be much
nearer than ¢ is to B; in other words, any innovation, however
beneficial to society, will be distasteful and troublesome to them.
For “speculators,” on the other hand, 7 stands much farther re-
moved than g does from B—and “speculators” tend much more
readily to change than is necessary for the good of society. If we go
on considering the various categories of individuals in that way, we
may find, needless to say, a certain amount of compensation in
their conduct, so that, everybody pulling for himself, a position will
result somewhere in the~neighbourhood of the point z, where the
society’s maximum utility is located.

2140. Residues and derivations in relation to utlity. Above, in
§ 2123, we considered in the abstract certain things that might in-
fluence the social equilibrium. Now let us be specific and consider
residues and derivations chiefly.*

2138 * When the ethical norms are violated by a government, the locations of the
points ¢ and ¢ are in many cases very much as pictured in Figure 36. When the
norms are violated by members of the subject class, the relative location of points
q and ¢ will be inverted, the point g standing closer than z to B.

2140 * We were dealing with a similar subject when we asked in §§ 1825 f. what
measures were suitable for achieving a given objective. At that time we were con-
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2141. As a preparation for our inquiry, let us forget human society
for a moment and assume that we have two extreme types of
abstract societies: 1. A society where sentiments hold absolute sway,
without reasonings of any kind. Animal societies seem to approxi-
mate that type quite closely. 2. A society in which logico-experi-
mental reasonings hold absolute sway. Going back to Figure 29
(§ 1869), we may say that in the first case individuals move from
/4 to m instinctively, without reasoning, without holding an ideal, T,
in view, there being therefore no tangent, AT. In the second case
they move from 4 to m by reasoning solely, and there is again no
tangent, since any such line would be an arc of the curve Am.

2142. In a case of the first type, the form of the society is de-
termined if the sentiments are given, and the external circumstances
(environment) in which the society is situated; or if the circum-
stances only are given, but the sentiments are regarded as determined
by the circumstances. Darwinism, carried to the extreme, gave the
complete solution of that problem with its theory of the survival
of the individuals best adapted to environment (§§ 828, 1770). Yet
not even in that very simple case was the fog that drapes these
questions entirely dispelled. In the first place, one could ask: How
comes it that so many varieties of animals are to be found on one
same soil? One of the species should have been better adapted to
it than the others and therefore have destroyed them. Furthermore,
behind the phrase “better adapted” lurk the same difficulties that we
encountered when we came to the term “utility.” The animal that is
“better adapted” as far as its own individual prosperity is concerned
may not be “better adapted” as regards the prosperity of the species.
If rats survive, that fortune is due solely to their extraordinary
fertility. Suppose certain rats were better adapted than others to
‘escape the traps set by human beings but at the same time were
less prolific. Escaping the traps, they might in time replace other
rats, but in view of their reduced fertility the species might become
extinct.!
sidering the problem qualitatively and could not go very far with it, since we were
not equipped with any definition of utility (§§ 2111 £.). Virtual movements were
considered in their relation to an objective in general, and only secondarily in their
relation to utility. Here we are thinking of this last in particular.

2142 ! There have been numbers of books, favourable or unfavourable, on the sub-

ject of social Darwinism, which now and again, even without being directly men-
tioned, has inspired important works such as those of G. de Molinari. The criticisms
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2143. In a case of the second type where logical thinking prevails,
the form of the society is by no means determined when the external
environment is given. It is necessary further to indicate the end to
which logico-experimental reasoning is to be the means. Be it said in
all deference to our estimable humanitarians and positivists, a society
determined exclusively by “reason” does not and cannot exist, and
that not because “prejudices” in human beings prevent them from
following the dictates of “reason,” but because the data of the prob-
lem that presumably is to be solved by logico-experimental reason-
ing are entirely unknown (§§ 1878, 1880-82). Just there the vague-
ness of the notion of utility again puts in an appearance, the same
vagueness that fell in our way as we were trying to define utility
(§ 2111). The concepts various individuals have of what is good
for them and good for others are essentially heterogeneous, and
there is no way of reducing them to unity.

2144. That fact is denied by people who think they know the

that we are here making of social Darwinism in no wise tend to depreciate its im-
portance, a caution that might well be repeated for many other doctrines on which
we touch in these volumes (§ 41). This treatise on general sociology is neither an
exposition nor a history of sociological, philosophical, scientific, and other doctrines.
We are concerned with them only incidentally, according as they provide examples
which enable us to distinguish this or that derivation from experimental reality or
to clarify some point in one of our scientific investigations. We would not be called
upon to give this warning had the science of sociology reached the level of other
logico-experimental sciences. A reader of Poincaré’s Les méthodes nouvelles de la
mécanique céleste does not expect to find in that book an exposition or a history of
astronomical theories from Hipparchus to our day; and a reader of Paul Tannery’s
Recherches sur histoire de Pastronomie ancienne does not expect to find in it a
treatise on celestial mechanics. In my Syszémes socialistes, my intention was to make
a study of the derivations that are known under the names of such systems. One
critic observed that I had stopped at forms, without getting to the bottom of things,
and he went on from there to deliver a sharp condemnation of the book. The ob-
servation was sound, the condemnation deserved—at least as deserved as a criticism
that might be made of Tannery for not dealing with celestial mechanics in the book
just alluded to. The deficiency in my Systémes socialistes is of quite another nature,
arising from the fact that when I wrote that book I did not as yet have at my dis-
posal the theory of derivations that I develop in this treatise: I was forced to apply
it in advance before I had attained a thorough-going conception of it, and the result
was a certain wavering. That study ought now to be recast in the light of the more
exact theories which I have been expounding here. It would also be useful to have
similar studies of political, philosophical, and other theories, in short, of all the
various manifestations of the intellectual activity of human beings, which, the doc-
trines of socialist systems among them, go to make up the vast mass of social
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absolute. They reduce all human opinions to their own opinion,
eliminating the others by those processes of derivation of which we
have given many examples; but the elimination is valid only for
themselves and their followers, other people remaining of the differ-
ing opinions. .

2145. Social reformers as a rule also fail to notice, or at least thcy
disregard, the fact that individuals entertain different opinions with
regard to utility, and that they do so because they get the data they
require from their own sentiments. They say, and believe, that they
are solving an objective problem: “What is the best form for a
society?” Actually they are solving a subjective problem: “What
form of society best fits my sentiments?” The reformer, of course,
is certain that his sentiments have to be shared by all honest men
and that they are not merely excellent in themselves but are also in
the highest degree beneficial to society. Unfortunately that belief
in no way alters the realities.!

doctrines. I have not dealt with them, and quite deliberately so, in these volumes.

No one must infer from that that I am so absurdly presumptuous as to imagine
that I owe nothing to such doctrines as they have been expounded in the past (§ 41).
One might as well say that a man of the Stone Age was in as good a position to
discuss a scientific subject as a trained scholar living in a society as intellectually
advanced as ours. The influence of one doctrine on another makes itself felt not only
in the points where they stand in agreement one with the other, but in their points
of divergence as well. Aristotle owes something to Plato even when he criticizes
him. If there had been no Euclidean geometry, we should perhaps never have had
non-Euclidean geometries. Newton’s theory of universal gravitation would probably
never have existed had there not been the earlier theories that it contradicts. Just
what was their influence on Newton’s mind and what the influence of direct ex-
perience? We do not know, and Newton himself knew no better than we, and
perhaps not so well. Very keen must the person be who can successfully specify
the shares belonging to each of the very numerous and varied influences that bear
upon an author. Such researches may be important for psychology or for anecdotic
history. They have very little significance in the logico-experimental study of the
laws of social phenomena. [All the same, in a work of a million words with not a
few asides, and containing not a few strictures on great writers of past and present,
a few hundred words more might not have come amiss to describe what Pareto in
particular owed, for his general method to Auguste Comte, for his theory of deriva-
tions to Bentham (some of whose categories Pareto adopts verbatim), for his theory
of class-circulation to Gaetano Mosca, for his theory of residues to Frazer and others,
and for a number of phrases and items of detail even to Hegel, William James, and
many others.—A. L.]

2145 * From the strictly objective standpoint the term “best” as used in their
theorem needs defining (§ 2110 1)—it is essential, that is, to state exactly what the
term is supposed to stand for. That is like determining exactly which one of the
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2146. Human society falls somewhere between the two extreme
types just noted (§2141). Its form is determined—aside from ex-
ternal environment—by sentiments, interests, logico-experimental
reasonings used for satisfying sentiments and interests, and, in a
secondary way, by derivations, which express and sometimes in-
tensify sentiments and interests and serve in certain cases as instru-
ments of propaganda. Logico-experimental reasonings play an im-
portant role when the objective is known and the quest is for the
means best suited to reaching it. They are therefore used with con-
spicuous success in the arts and crafts, in agriculture, industry, and
commerce; and so, in addition to the many technical sciences, it
has been possible to constitute a general science of interests, the
science of economics, which assumes that logico-experimental reason-
ings exclusively are used in certain branches of human activity.
They are effective also in war, where they have produced strategy
and allied sciences. They might conceivably be effective in the
science of government, but so far in history they have been used in
that connexion rather as an individual art by this or that statesman
than as a means of building up an abstract science, since the objective
is not known or, being known, is better kept secret. For those rea-
sons and others still logico-experimental thinking has played a very
minor part in the organization of society. There are, as yet, no
scientific theories bearing on that subject, and in everything per-
taining to it human beings are moved much more by sentiment
than by thought. A certain number of individuals are clever enough
to take advantage of that circumstance to satisfy their own interests,
in doing which, at this or that moment, case by case and as occasion
requires, they use empirical and to some extent logico-experimental
reasonings.

2147. Almost all the reasonings that are used in social matters are
derivations. Not seldom the most important element in them is left
unexpressed, implicit (§ 1876), or is at best remotely suggested. If
one goes looking for it, if, that is, one tries to discover on just what
principles the conclusions may be logically based, one may in many
numberless states X (§ 2111) one elects to consider. The ambiguity in the term is a
favourite one with reformers and the many other people of their kind. It arises in

the mistaken notion that there is one state X only. As a matter of fact there are an
infinite number of states X.
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cases succeed in discovering the sentiments and interests that explain
the acceptance of the conclusions to which the derivations pointed
the way. The better to understand the character of such derivations,
suppose we consider two examples. We shall be able to examine only
a few of the principles that one might legitimately assume to be
implicit in them; for if one set out to deal with them all, one would
be obliged to consider all the infinitude of motives that determine
the opinions of men.

Example I. Let us take the celebrated parable of Bastiat on the use
of a carpenter’s plane," and see how Bastiat apphes it in his contro-
versy with Proudhon. It is a story of two imaginary carpenters,
James and William by name. James makes a plane; William borrows
it, and in return for such “service” agrees to give James one of the
boards he makes with it.?

The derivation puts in an appearance in the very statement of
the issues in debate, the question as to whether interest on capital
is or is not “legitimate.” ® It occurs neither to Bastiat nor to Proudhon
to try to define the term “legitimate.” For Bastiat it seems to mean
“in accord with my sentiments,” which, through a very common
derivation (§§ 591 £.), become the sentiments of all men. Proudhon
too entertains the same notion, but he supplements it with many
others in order to harmonize his theories with the sentiments of the

2147 * Euvres complétes, Vol. V, pp. 43-63: “Le rabot” [“The Plane”].

2147 21bid., Vol. V, pp. 119-20. “There you have a man who wants to make
boards, but he will not make one in a year’s time, for he has nothing but his ten
fingers to work with. I lend him a saw and a plane, two tools, remember, that are
products of my labour and which I could use to advantage myself. Instead of one
board he makes a hundred and gives me five. So I have enabled him, by depriving
myself of property belonging to me, to get ninety-five boards instead of one—and
you come and tell me that I am robbing and abusing him! Thanks to a saw and a
plane that I have made with the sweat of my brow a hundredfold product has
issued, so to say, from void, society enters into possession of a centupled enjoyment,
a working-man who could not make a board makes a hundred, and now, sir, when,
voluntarily, of his own free-will, he gives me a twentieth part of his surplus (ex-
cédent), you picture me as a tyrant and a thief!”

2147 ® Bastiat to Proudhon, Ib:id., Vol. V, p. 133: “You are asking me seven
questions, sir. Kindly remember that we are concerned just here with only one:
‘Is interest on capital legitimate?’” Proudhon to Bastiat, loc. cit., p. 148: “You
press me then: ‘Is interest on capital legitimate—yes or no? And answer please
without paradox, without quibbling!” So I answer: ‘Let us, if you please, distinguish

cases. Yes—interest on capital may have been considered legitimate at one time.
No, it cannot be legitimate at another time.’ ”
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public he is addressing (derivation, Class III—accord with senti-
ments).* He finds no great difficulty in doing that, since the accord
has to be established between things that are left indefinite and can
therefore be stretched as far as one wishes in whatever direction.
The two both agree that the loan is a “service.” ® Neither of them,
however, defines at all exactly what he understands by the term,
and the result, of course, is that they both draw different conclusions
from the accepted premise. Pre-eminent in Bastiat’s mind is the
notion that a person who renders a “service” has a “right” to a re-
muneration. With Proudhon, the dominant feeling is that the in-
dividuals in a society render mutual “services” and their “rights”
therefore offset one another. Those propositions may be true or
false according to the meanings of the terms that are used. They
are of a piece with propositions based on “natural law.” Proudhon
goes on to hint at a practical manner of effecting such offset in
remunerations. That does not interest us here in itself; but one might
note the implicit assumption that first one has to decide in what
form of social organization “justice” and “right” reside, and then,
secondarily, how that organization is to be established.” Had that

2147 * The controversy took place in 1849 at a moment when republican enthu-
siasms were rising high. Proudhon to Bastiat, 15id., Vol. V, pp. 120-21: “The Feb-
ruary revolution aims, in the domains of politics and economics, to establish the ab-
solute freedom of the man and the citizen. The watchword of the Revolution is,
in the political sphere, the organization of universal suffrage—in other words, the
absorption of power by society, and in the economic sphere, the organization of
circulation and credit, in other words the absorption of the capitalist’s status by the
worker’s status. That formula does not of course, all by itself, give a complete
picture of the system. It is only its point of departure, its aphorism. But it suffices
to explain the Revolution in its immediateness, its actuality. It justifies us, conse-
quently [The “consequence” is worth a gold mine in Peru.], in saying that the
Revolution is and can be nothing but that.”

2147 % Proudhon to Bastiat, I4id., Vol. V, p.. 125: “On the one hand it is true, as
you yourself categorically assert, that the loan is a service. And since every service is
a value [What does that mean?], since, consequently, it is in the nature [Our
greetings to this old friend of ours!] of every service to be recompensed, it follows
that the loan must have its price, or, to use the technical expression, must bear
interest.”

2147 © That is clearly evident in all the writings of Bastiat and Proudhon. As re-
gards the former, the following will suffice: 16id., Vol. VI, p. 201: Harmonies éco-
nomiques: Richesse: “It must be recognized, in the first place, that the impulse
which drives us towards wealth comes from nature [Most illuminating! Does not
the impulse that impels one to commit a crime also come from nature?], is of
srovidential creation [What on earth is that?], and therefore moral. It lies in that
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principle been stated explicitly, the many problems connected with
multiple utilities would have come to the fore at once, and the
many relationships between such utilities and the norms of con-
duct—be they what one will—to which the terms “justice” and
“right” are applied. Both Bastiat and Proudhon vaguely sense the
existence of such problems and exert themselves to demonstrate—
with scant success, to tell the truth—that “justice” and “right” are
identical with some vaguely defined “utility.” ” Bastiat uses the very
common derivation of offering a hypothetical example as proof
(§ 1409). An example may have its place in a logico-experimental
argument provided it is adduced merely to clarify a writer’s
thoughts. It can never serve as proof. The complete syllogism would
be: “Assuming that a situation A exists, the consequence will be B.
The situation in reality is, in the pertinent respects, equivalent or

primitive and general destitution which would be the lot of us all did it not inspire
us with a resolve to be free of it. And it must be admitted in the second place that
the efforts men make to lift themselves from that primitive impoverishment are,
provided they are kept within the bounds of justice [But the location of those
bounds is the very point in dispute between those who assert and those who deny
that in taking a part of the worker’s product the capitalist oversteps the bounds of
justice.], altogether estimable and respectable, since they are universally esteemed
and respected. [Class II derivation—authority.] There is no one who does not agree
that labour has quite by itself a moral status. . . . Thirdly, one must admit that
the desire for wealth becomes immoral when it is carried to the point of inducing
us to overstep the bounds of justice. [But who sets those bounds? They are evi-
dently not the same for people who claim that “property” is “theft” and for those
who claim that “property” is “legitimate.”] . . . That is the judgment passed not
by a handful of philosophers but by the universality of men. [People who do not
agree with Bastiat are not “men.”] On that I rest.” How many words just to de-
scribe how he feels. He might have done that in the first place without such a long
detour.

2147 7 Bastiat’s work as a whole is devoted to that very thing, and that is his
purpose especially in his Economic Harmonies. Many other writers have also argued
the identity of the conclusions of economic science and “morality”—Proudhon, the
identity of his economic ideas and “justice.” In almost all writers the identity is
not between economics and morality as they actually exist in human societies, but
between some future economics and some future morality, between economics and
morality as they will be when the writer’s ideas are adopted or as they will be at the
end—a little known quantity, to tell the truth—of an historical evolution. Usually
the identity obtained in that manner seems self-evident, for it is assumed implicitly
that economics and morality have to be, or are going to be, logical inferences of
certain given premises; and it is undeniable that the various logical consequences
of the same premises cannot be discordant. The theories of final causes, of the
providential organization of society, of social Darwinism, and other theories of the
sort, all lead to the same conclusions.
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similar to 4. The consequence therefore will be B.” But in offering
the hypothetical example, “the consequence of 4 will be B,” the
proposition that most requires demonstration—that “the real situa-
tion is equivalent or similar to 4”—is suppressed, and the conclusion
is left unstated to avoid calling attention to the suppression (§ 1406).
The example offered by Bastiat is the parable of the plane. He, how-
ever, cannot be charged with suppressing the proposition that the
example is a faithful copy of reality. He states as much in un-
equivocal terms.” What one can say is that he is mistaken, that
reality is not as he pictures it. Bastiat reduces the parties involved
to two: a man who has a saw and a plane, and another who wants
to make boards. That is too violent a simplification to bear any
resemblance to the real situation. One would come closer to the
truth by considering three men, one of whom uses the boards while
the other two produce them, the one having only his hands to work
with, the other owning the saw and the plane. That slight modifica-
tion in the hypothesis is enough to change Bastiat’s conclusions en-
tirely, even if we accept his method of drawing them. They stand
only as regards a consumer in his relations to the two producers as
a group. They cease to be valid when the producers come to
dividing the fruits of their labour. As a matter of fact the workman
has no use for his boards. It is idle therefore to remind him that if
he had no plane and no saw he could produce hardly one board in
a year’s time, whereas as it is he is producing a hundred. The prob-
lem to be solved is a different one. The working-man and the
capitalist are producing, and what we want to know is in just what
proportions the product ought to be divided. That problem is un-
solvable unless the term “ought” is strictly defined, and Bastiat’s
apologue gives not the slightest help in that connexion. Those who
think the product oxght to go to “capital” will regard as unfair
anything that goes to the working-man beyond what is absolutely
necessary to keep him in condition to work: and the logic of that is
slavery. Those who think the produce ought to go to “labour” will
regard as unfair anything taken by capital—they will call it “surplus

2147 8 Op. cit., Vol. V, p. 46: “I claim in the first place that the bag for the
wheat [Another of his examples.] and the plane are types, models, symbols, of all

capital and faithfully represent it, just as the board and the five measures of wheat
are types, models, symbols, faithful representations, of all interest.”
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value,” and the work corresponding to it “surplus labour.” Those
who think the product oxghs to go not to the individuals who pro-
duce it, but to society, which provides them with the environment
without which they could never produce, will maintain that the
product belongs to society to distribute as society thinks best. Those
who think that the product “ought” to be distributed according to
certain norms—norms of free competition, for instance—will hold
that the working-man and the capitalist should be left to fight out
the problem of division between themselves. And so on and on,
there being as many solutions as there are meanings attachable to
the term “ought.” Still others we get if we assume that the term
“ought” envisages realization of certain purposes of social utility.
One might try to decide what norms of apportionment correspond
to a maximum of political and military power for a country, what
to a maximum of comforts for a given group of people, and so on
and on. None of those solutions can be called intrinsically “true” or
intrinsically “false.” Only after the exact meaning of that blessed
term “ought” has been declared can one ask whether the proposed
solution is, or is not, a consequence of the definition.

Still to be solved, after that, are no end of problems as to the
manners of determining who is the consumer, who the working-
man, who the capitalist, and the consequences of those various
manners. There may be inflexibly closed castes of individuals of the
statuses in question, or, again, it may be possible to move from one
caste to another, and then it still remains to be seen to what extent
what is legally possible actually occurs (§ 2046). There is the very
important problem of inheritance. Is James’s plane to go to his son
or not; or is it to go to someone else of James’s chosing? ° It would

2147 ® It is sometimes thought that the problem is solved from the standpoint of
utility on the ground that “the institution of inheritance is beneficial because it en-
courages individuals to be saving and not squander their fortunes.” But even if we
accept such an assertion hypothetically, the problem is solved qualitatively and not
quantitatively. All other utilities still have to be considered and their resultant found.
In practice, moreover, constantly increasing inheritance-taxes run counter to the
principle stated. In that connexion some economists try to draw a further distinc-
tion, disregarding inheritance-taxes completely and refusing to allow them to enter
the discussion. So long as inheritance subsists in name, inheritance-taxes may in the
fact take almost everything away and those economists reverently will bow their

heads and say nothing. But that brings the whole question down to a mere matter
of words. So many are opposed to protective duties on wheat, but make no ob-
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be difficult indeed to assert that all these manners are immaterial so
far as economic effects are concerned; yet, after all, if someone in-
sists on taking that point of view, he may, provided only the fact
be stated explicitly. And unless the idea is to cut off any solution
of the problems that arise from facing the economic consequences
of the various manners in which circulation takes place among the
social classes, those problems have to be frankly faced, and one’s
attitude regarding them made clear. The difficulties that arise in
those connexions are commonly avoided in the manner just de-
scribed—by separating, that is, the economic problem entirely from
other social problems, without going on to explain too clearly what
the reciprocal effects of the various solutions would be.

To balance the explicit declarations of Bastiat that we noted
above, there are plenty of propositions that are left unstated in his
argument. When he has James and William make a contract for
the use of the plane, he implicitly assumes that they are free to
make the contract, whereas the very question in dispute is whether
they should or should not have that freedom. To dissemble the sup-
pression he falls back on “morality”; but on what system of moral-
ity? To the system current in societies where freedom of contract
in part prevails! And so he gets out of it only what was already
there, going round in a circle. But since our society admits freedom
of contract only in part, its “morality” also contains premises counter
to such freedom, and from them Bastiat’s adversaries could, with
equal soundness, draw opposite conclusions to the ones he draws.

Speaking in general terms, let 4 and B stand for two societies
where the norms for apportioning product between capital and
labour differ. If one considers the problem strictly from the economic
standpoint, one implicitly assumes that the difference in apportion-
ment has no effect on the social order and so has no reaction from
jection to so-called revenue taxes, which in their effects amount to the very same
thing. The prevalence of such derivations is due to an inclination on the part of
many economists not to become involved in political quarrels of too great bitter-
ness. So they reverently accept the fiscal and political policies of the governments
that happen to be in power, and ask only that they be let alone to argue about
their theories in the abstract. In view of their hostility to bourgeosis governments,
Socialists are usually immune to that particular cause of error. Therefore they
scornfully refuse to sever the economic aspects of a situation from its social, politi-

cal, and fiscal aspects, and so manage to keep closer to realities than the economists
mentioned.
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the social order back upon the economic order (§§2203f.). That
may be true, but if so, it has to be demonstrated, for it also might
not be true; and should it in fact prove not to be true, hosts of
problems would have to be solved of which Bastiat’s argument takes
no account whatever and which therefore it implicitly regards as
negligible. Bastiat’s derivations are, as is usually the case, essentially
qualitative, and disregard composition of residues and derivations
(§§ 2087 £.). But with that matter we shall be better able to deal in
connexion with the example following.

Example 1I. Towards the end of the year 1913 at Zabern, in
Alsace, a conflict arose between military and civil authorities, and
the military acted independently of the latter to maintain order.
Just here we are not interested in the substance of the incident,
which is a particular case of the general problem of the use of
force that we shall come to in due time (§§2174£.); nor are we
concerned with the question as to the legality or illegality of the
conduct on either side. We are interested exclusively in the der-
ivations to which the incident gave rise.'® On the whole they had
their points of similarity with the derivations provoked by the Drey-
fus affair in France (§ 1779), but their effects were very different,
because the solid fibre of conservative forces in Germany (§2218)
prevented any such upheaval in society as the dispersion of those
forces permitted in France." In both cases, substantially, people who

2147 191t is in point to recall here a remark we made above in § 75. In a work
in which derivations are used, it is all very well to leave implicit propositions that
are ordinarily left implicit; and so if a writer shows that it is absurd to draw a
certain conclusion, Q, from the premises P, it is justifiable in a great many cases to
assume that he considers the conclusion Q itself absurd. Not so in a work that pre-
tends to be strictly scientific. In a scientific argument nothing is to be assumed.
There is no going beyond the assertion that the argument connecting P to Q is
unsound, since Q may stand independently of any such connexion. Take the propo-
sition: “The circumference of a circle cannot be commensurate with its diameter
because it has no angles.” Now if someone should say that that demonstration is
unsound, one would have no right to assume that in so saying he was holding that
the circumference is commensurate with its diameter. It is easily possible to offer a
demonstration that is false of a theorem that is true.

2147 11 In the Dreyfus affair, besides, Semitism and anti-Semitism certainly
played a considerable réle, though not so great a réle as would appear at first glance
and as many still believe; for in not a few cases the pro- and anti-Semitism were
merely masks for other sentiments and interests. In the Zabern incident Semitism

and anti-Semitism did not figure at all—they were absolutely foreign to it; yet all
the Dreyfusard newspapers in France came forward with one voice to manifest
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wanted political chicanery and revolutionary agitation to prevail over
the military power of the government came to a clash with those
who did not want that to happen.”

Suppose we designate those two conditions, those two states, by
A and B respectively. If a person chooses one of them merely out
of faith in certain abstract principles, he deserts the logico-experi-
mental field thereby, and we are excused from concerning ourselves
further with him here. To be sure we shall have to attend to him
if he comes prancing back to that field with the assertion, for in-
stance, that his solution guarantees some of the various utilities of
the individual and society. That is a proposition over which logico-
their hostility to the military authorities in the Zabern incident. That shows that
along with such pro-Semite sentiments as some of them may have had regarding
Dreyfus, there were other sentiments that they all had and which first impelled
them to side with Dreyfus and then afterwards to side against the German military

authorities at Zabern. That is all that the Dreyfus affair and the Zabern incident
had in common.

Now let us turn to the differences, which chiefly arose from differences in the
social and political institutions of France and Germany. They are well stated in
the following article in the Gazette de Lausanne, Jan. 26, 1914: “When the Zabern
incident occurred, liberal papers all over Europe began to predict that Germany was

2147 12 That is flatly denied oftentimes in the derivations to which the Dreyfus
affair continues to give rise: The “Dreyfusards” say that their opponents were
inspired solely by a desire to have an innocent man sent to prison. The “anti-
Dreyfusards,” in their turn, say that the one concern of their opponents was to
have a traitor acquitted. Both those positions implicitly assume as solved the very
question that is in debate. Some of the anti-Dreyfusards certainly considered Dreyfus
a traitor. They might therefore have been accused of holding a mistaken opinion,
but not of trying to have an innocent man sent to prison. Conversely, some Drey-
fusards certainly thought that Dreyfus was innocent. They might be called mistaken,
but they could not be charged with favouring a traitor. But another fact, mean-
time, is overlooked, and it is mich more important from the scientific standpoint:
people do not know, or pretend not to know, that among both the Dreyfusards and
the anti-Dreyfusards there were individuals who ignored the question as to whether
Dreyfus was innocent or guilty. Their reasoning was somewhat as follows: “The
Dreyfus case has by this time become a flag leading towards a goal which, if
attained, will prove disastrous according to the anti-Dreyfusards, beneficial accord-
ing to the Dreyfusards, to the country, or even just to our party.” To meet such
thinking with questions of legality, respect for court decisions, or of some other
such principle, is to assume that the many difficult problems stated in §§ 18%6 f.
have been solved. To consider them solved by mere declamations against the con-
viction of an “innocent” man is childish, unless one desires to go to an extreme
of asceticism and abstain from any defence of one’s country on the grounds that
war sends thousands upon thousands of “innocent” men to their graves.
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experimental science has exclusive jurisdiction, and in order to
discuss it one has to solve problems such as those stated in §§ 1897 f.
Now those problems are either ignored or solved implicitly *** in the
derivations. If a person asserts that the acts of the military authorities
are to be condemned simply because they are contrary to legality,
the “rights” of individuals, Democracy, Progress, he implicitly as-
serts either that those entities are the only things to be considered,
the various utilities being disregarded, or else that conduct in con-
formity with those entities would coincide with the conduct that
would be required by the utilities he is asked to consider. And
similarly for those who approve of the acts of the German military

going to have her Dreyfus affair. Those papers did not know their Germany.
A Dreyfus affair has long been impossible in Germany, though militarism has been
far more powerful and far more aggressive in that country than it was in France
in the last years of the past century. The French Chamber of Deputies primed the
charge for the Dreyfus explosion in France. Now even if the Reichstag were dis-
posed to do so, it would not have the power to arouse any such agitation for the
review of the Strasbourg verdicts as proved so completely successful in France. For
that matter, the majority in the Reichstag already seems to be tiring of its
attitude of opposition. The National Liberals and the Centrists are asking for
nothing better than a chance to step over to the majority side. Tomorrow it will be
all over. On the disorderly rout of the bourgeois parties, Vorwarts very soundly ob-
served last Saturday that ‘Force and struggle are two words that are not to be
found in the dictionary of the German middle classes.” Those classes are the most
docile of all classes. Respectful, timid, they like nothing better than to be led
blindfold by those wielders of force whom William II has called ‘the backbone of
the nation.” Like the wife of Sganarelle, the bourgeoisie across the Rhine sees
nothing but caresses in the acts of violence that are inflicted upon it by the
powers above. One has to have the disastrous capacity for self-deception of a
Jaurés, or the appetite for dreams of the editor of Humanité, an internationalist
who is blind on all international questions, to believe that the Reichstag has any
mission in Germany or any influence on German destinies. To hail the incident
that has just taken place in Germany as a guarantee of peace between that country
and France is to coddle a dangerous error. A number of French Socialists who are
still imbued with the revolutionary spirit of 48 are nourishing that illusion. It may
prove fatal not only to France but to all Europe.” On the other hand a good
(Swiss) Dreyfusard wrote from Paris to his paper: “Naturally people here are fol-
lowing political events in Germany with the keenest interest. There is general
delight that an immense majority in Germany is rising against a brutal militarism.
Some perhaps may be exaggerating the happy consequences as regards Franco-
German relations that may result from this conflict between what the Temps
calls ‘the two Germanies.’”” They were more than an exaggeration of the influence
of the “immense majority of German opinion”! That influence amounted to plus
or minus zero!
2147 128 [Pareto said ‘“‘explicitly,” a slip for “implicitly.”—A. 1..]
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authorities at Zabern simply because those acts happen to accord
with certain principles of theirs.”® To all that the derivations make
not the slightest reference, the solutions of the problems being either
entirely disregarded or else implicitly assumed. To give a form
somewhat more concrete to these reflections, suppose we consider
just one of the utilities involved, the military strength of a country,
and consider the two conditions that at the present time might be
called Germanic and Latin respectively, though if we were talking
of the times of the battle of Jena, terms would have to be inverted
(§2474). In the Latin condition, it is agreed that the military
authority must be humble servant to the civil authority; in the
Germanic condition, that the military authority is the superior.
In France the prefect has precedence over the general; in Prussia not
only the general, but any army officer, has precedence over all civil
authorities.” In the Latin condition, the feeling is that if revolu-
tionary or merely mob force comes in conflict with the military
power of the government, the mob has all the rights and the mili-
tary all the duties, and the duty in particular of submitting to
everything before resorting to arms. Obscenities, fisticuffs, stones,
everything is excusable if it comes from the mob; but retaliation is
absolutely forbidden to the armed forces of government. There is
always an excuse for “the People.” The mere presence of soldiers

2147 18 Bismarck well derides the use of such entities as “rights,” “‘democracy,”
“Progress,” in statesmanship. Busch, Tagebuchblitter, Vol. 111, p. 231 (English, Vol.
II, p. 417), Apr. 7, 1888: “‘In 1877 when the Russo-Turkish war was in the
offing, England kept urging us to use our influence at St. Petersburg to prevent
it, “in the interests of humanity,” as the Times demonstrated. Queen Victoria urged
us to do so in a letter to the Emperor, which was delivered to him through
Augusta, who added her own intercession, and in two others to myself [Bismarck].
“Humanity,” “Peace,” “Liberty”! Those are always their pretexts when they cannot
by way of a change use Christianity and the extension of the blessings of civiliza-
tion to savage and semi-barbarous peoples. [French version erroneous.—A. L.]
[By believing in those big words, Napoleon III, Ollivier, Favre, Simon, among
others, ruined their country. By taking no stock in them Bismarck made his coun-
try great and strong.] In reality, however, the Times and the Queen wrote in the
interests of England, which had nothing in common with our interests. It is in the
interest of England that the German Empire should be on bad terms with Russia.’ ”

2147 Y Busch, 1bid., Vol. 1, p. 127 (English, Vol. I, p. 96), Aug. 30, 1870:
“[Bismarck] cautioned me later on that when officers saluted us as we drove past,
I [Busch] should be careful not to return their salute. “They salute me,” he said,

‘not as Chancellor or minister, but as a general officer. Soldiers might be offended if
a civilian seemed to think their salute was also intended for him.’*
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gets on its nerves, and that justifies it in surrendering to any impulse.
The police, however, must be possessed of inexhaustible patience.
Smitten on one cheek they turn the other. Soldiers are expected to
be so many saints, so many ascetics—indeed no one can understand
why they were ever given, rifles and bayonets instead of rosaries
and prayer-books of the religion of Progress.”® The Germanic con~
dition is just the reverse. The military power demands absolute
respect from everybody. People whose nerves are affected by the
mere glimpse of a soldier had better stay indoors—otherwise they
will learn to their sorrow that, as Bebel used to say to his followers,
“bullets hit and swords cut.” Retaliation for insult and assault is
not only permitted the public forces, it is required of them. An
army officer is disgraced if he allows his cheek to be grazed by the
slightest blow without striking back. The patience has to be exercised
by those who are insulting the public power; when the latter is
striking back, its one concern is to enforce respect on the part of
its enemies. The rosaries and prayer-books of the religion of Progress
are absolutely unknown to the Prussian, and even to the German,
army. Officers and soldiers know that if they carry arms it is to use
them whenever necessary and in order to command respect. Abso-
lutely inconceivable in Germany would be anything similar to what
occurred in France when the Minister of Marine, M. Pelletan, visited
an arsenal, riding in a carriage with an admiral, while arsenal em-
ployees shouted after them at the top of their voices: . . . And our
bullets are to be for the admirals!” The Germans may be wrong,
but they do not admit it.

Now are national defence and military power equally well guar-
anteed by both of the conditions mentioned? And if not, which of

2147 8 That fact transpires in the derivations that turn up on the floors of the
Latin parliaments every time a conflict occurs between the police and strikers or
rioters (§ 2147 8); and it is the characteristic manner of people who would do the
act but not say the word. The Syndicalists, instead, make word and deed con-
sistent and so come much closer to realities. They say that they intend to use force
because they are at war with the bourgeoisie. Now that use of force can be met
only with the use of force in the counter-direction, not with the fatuous and incon-
clusive reasonings of our “speculators,” who are tireless in their efforts to lure the
Syndicalists from the field where force is used, and where they know, or fear, they
will not prove the equals of their adversaries, into the field where chicanery and

intrigue are the main reliance, and where they are certain that they can have no
competitors.
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the two conditions is the more favourable to them? Those problems
are not among the outstanding ones in the derivations used to defend
the Latin condition. They hold first place, instead, but are solved
a priori in the derivations used to justify the Germanic condition.™
The difference probably is to be explained by the fact that one
readily gets the impression that the Germanic condition is favour-
able to the military power of a country, while it is not so easy to get

2147 18 Following on the Zabern incident and the debates relative to it in the
Reichstag, a society was founded in Berlin for the defence of the Prussian system.
Journal de Genéve, Jan. 21, 1914: “Berlin, Jan. 19: The new Prussian League
(Preussenbund) held its first convention yesterday in Berlin. The purpose of the
association is to maintain and strengthen the hegemony of Prussia in the Empire,
and especially the preponderance in Germany of Prussian aspirations, Prussian
methods, Prussian manners of thinking. Its tendencies are essentially conservative,
its policy, reaction against the gradual democratization of the Empire. The Zabern
affair had, among other indirect consequences, the effect of aligning Prussia against
the Empire. The Prussian League is the outcome of the conflict. Its membership is
recruited from among high officials, army officers, conservative Deputies, and the
League of Landowners. During these last weeks many symptoms have indicated
that the organization of the Prussian League is viewed with satisfaction in higher
circles. “The speeches delivered at the convention yesterday deserve,” says the Temps,
‘most attentive inspection. They are altogether characteristic of a certain state of
mind that prevails at this moment in the higher reaches of power.” Herr Rocke,
president of the Chamber of Commerce at Hanover, delivered the opening address.
‘Prussia,’ said he, ‘is the bulwark of the Empire. The Empire must not develop at
the expense of Prussia.” The second speaker was Herr von Heydebrandt, who said in
part: ‘Many people are wondering whether the moment has not come to defend
Prussia, the Prussian spirit, the Prussian form of living, in Germany. What are the
characteristic traits of the Prussian? They are a sense of orderliness, a sense of duty,
love for the army, fidelity to the dynasty. It would be a catastrophe with no morrow
if that Prussian spirit were to lose control of the country.’ General von Wrochen
delivered a eulogy of Colonel Reuter. ‘The Colonel’s conduct was cheering to all
of us. He deported himself like a Prussian of the old stock. We shall have such men
as long as the army continues to be monarchical. The verdict of January 10 was a
well-deserved box on the ears for those who had talked too loudly.’ General von
Rogge followed him on the platform. He deplored democratic tendencies within
the Empire. ‘The mission of Prussia,” he said, ‘has not ended. German blood still
requires a strong injection of Prussian iron.” An inspector of churches, Herr von
Rodenbeck, declared that the mission of Prussia as guardian of Germany had been
willed by Providence. He then launched a rebuke against the peoples of the Rhine-
land whose ‘wine-drinking had gone too much to their heads.” Before adjourning,
the convention unanimously adopted the following resolution: ‘It is the sense of
the first convention of the Prussian League that certain tendencies of our time in
the direction of an increasing democratization of our institutions are weakening the
foundations of the monarchy. Prussia can fulfil her mission in Germany only if
she is strong and free from all encumbrances that might result from too close a
union with the Empire. All assaults of democracy on Prussia and on the inde-
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that impression of the Latin condition. In spite of the different im-
pressions one could not, strictly speaking, assert @ priori that the
Latin condition is not as favourable to the military power of a
country as the Germanic condition, or even more so. But before
such an assertion could be accepted, at least some suggcsuon of a
proof would be required, and no trace of any such proof is to be
found in the derivations justifying the Latin condition.” And that

pendence of the confederate states must be energetically repelled. It is imperatively
necessary therefore that all those who are resolved to defend Prussia from the
attacks of democracy should unite and labour with one accord.’

2147 17On Dec. 4, 1913, after a debate on the Zabern incident thc Reichstag
passed by a vote of 293 to 5 a resolution censuring the Chancellor of the Empire.
The Chancellor did not see things that way. He remained at his post, and army
organization did not experience the remotest effects from the incident. On De-
cember 2, the French Chamber defeated by a vote of 290 to 265 the Delpierre Bill,
a government measure designed to provide tax immunity for government securi-
ties about to be issued, and the ministry fell. The real cause of its defeat was
its insistence on strengthening the army and its having forced the passage of the
Three Years’ Service Bill. That is why it occurred to Deputy Vaillant, a prominent
anti-militarist, to shout when the result of the vote on the Delpierre Bill was an-
nounced: “A bas les trois ans!” The Gazette de Lausanne, Dec. 3, 1913, summarizes
French editorial opinion on the incident as follows: “The Petite République writes:
‘In saluting the fall of the ministry with the cry “Down with the Three Years!”
Deputy Vaillant emphasized the real significance of the vote in a way that will
prove very humiliating to not a few individuals.’ The Eclair suspects that part
of the Deputies saw fit to get their revenge for the Three Years’ Law by refusing
to appropriate money absolutely required if the effort to build up the army again
is to be a success. The Matin says that the adversaries of M. Barthou will be fair
enough to him to recognize that on the question of French prestige he fell with
honour. The paper foresees that the new cabinet will be a ministry of union and co-
operation among Republicans. The Gaulois interprets M. Caillaux’s victory as the
Bloc’s revenge for the Congress of Versailles. Next in order, perhaps, will be his
revenge on the man elected at that Congress. The République frangaise rebukes the
cry of ‘Down with the Three Years!’ ‘But,’ it goes on to say, ‘it is altogether
logical that the men who did not quaver about exposing France to ruin should go
on and disarm her in the face of invasion.” Action wonders how long the coalition
will last between revolutionary demagoguery and that Radical plutocracy which has
just overthrown M. Barthou with cries of ‘Down with the Three Years.” The Echo
de Paris says that the Radicals ‘have committed an unpardonable sin not only
against the public credit by marching hand in hand with the Unified Socialists, but
also against the power of the nation. If it is true that a new majority is to be
organized, it will be organized against France.” The Journal notes that the adver-
saries of the Three Years’ Law chanced to find themselves united against the elec-
tion-reform bill and tax-exemption for the new securities. The Libre parole believes
that dividing the spoils is the only concern of yesterday’s majority. The leaders
will be offered posts in the government. Some will get a sop in the election-reform
bill, others in the Three Years’ Law. The Homme libre writes: ‘Every mistake is
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fact clearly shows how readily derivations can dispense with logic:
the same Frenchmen who pitied the peoples of Alsace and Lorraine
because of their conquest by Germany do all they can to destroy
the military power of their country, which amounts to preparing
the way for further German conquests. They bewail an evil and do
their best to make it greater. The logical fallacy in the derivations
would be corrected if they asserted implicitly or otherwise that they
envisage not a present but some future advantage and, further, that
a conquest may be a temporary evil and a future blessing. Examples
are available in the history of Roman conquests—such a thing is
therefore not impossible. What is required is proof that a conquest
by Germany is going to be a blessing this time. Other utilities might
also be envisaged, the utilities of certain groups, for instance. It is
clear enough that the Latin condition is favourable to groups that
are disposed to resist the law or the authority of the government: all
they seem to need in order to enforce their will is the courage to
get out into the streets and fight. The Germanic condition is favour-
able to orderliness and respect for law, and also to arbitrary conduct
and even crimes on the part of individuals in power. There too
derivations figure. On the side of those who would overthrow the
present social régime, conduct in that sense is regarded as inevitably
“good,” and that belief is justified by the myths of St. Democracy,
just as, if roles were inverted and the revolutionaries were aristocrats
or monarchists, they would justify their beliefs with the myths of
Sts. Aristocracy and Monarchy. On the side of those who wish to
maintain the present system and are reaping benefits from it, fewer
derivations are used, because people who are in the saddle do not
need derivations to spur their retainers to action, and resort to them
only when it seems advisable to justify their conduct, or in order
to weaken opposition on the part of people who bite at such bait.
In this case, as usual, their derivations aim at showing that the main-
tenance of law and order, which is aptly identified with the arbitrary
will of the rulers, is a “highest good” for which everything else must
paid for in the end. A long series of political blunders has caused financial difficul-
ties that can be surmounted only if all Republicans return to discipline and self-
sacrifice.” ” As a result the direction of the French army and navy again fell to

ministers who were more concerned with satisfying cliques and political followings
than with preparations for national defence.
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be sacrificed. Or else the resort is to the principle that the end
justifies the means—and for a person in the saddle what better end
can there be than staying there and enjoying the fruits of such
eminence? ** If then, as in cases such as the Zabern incident, a
conflict arises between different nationalities, no citizen of the
dominant nation would dare doubt that the maintenance of its
dominion is the supreme good. In that respect the nationalist faith
is very like the Moslem, the Christian, the Democratic, and all the
other faiths there are. And myths in enormous numbers are manu-
factured, all of which make it as clear as the noonday Sun that the
dominant nation is deserving of its dominion, while the subject
nation deserves nothing but oppression. From the time when
ancient Rome proclaimed the legitimacy of her dominion over

2147 18 Another type of derivation is very very widely used. The purpose of each
of the contending parties is to look to its own convenience, its own interest, even
in the face of accepted norms that there is a pretence of respecting. The comedy is
played as follows: From the standpoint of the “outs”: Act I. While the conflict
between themselves and public authority is raging. Government forces must not use
their weapons. Give “the People” (the strikers, the revolutionaries) a free hand.
If—just to imagine the case—a crime is committed, there are courts to punish it.
The job of the government is to bring citizens before the courts. Farther than
that it must not go. Such crimes, or most of them at any rate, are certainly not
capital offences; yet the penalty of death would actually be inflicted on anyone
struck down by the fire of the police. It is not fair to use guns on people who are
merely throwing paving-stones. (In Italy carabinieri, on being forbidden to use
their arms, have been known to pick up the stones that were thrown at them and
throw them back.) The police power, in a word, can offer only a patient and
passive resistance. Such derivations soothe the feelings of the people who would not
be satisfied if strikers or other insurgents who rob, maim, and sometimes kill were
to go entirely unpunished. Act II. After the battle. Bygones are bygones. What is
needed is an amnesty (release on bail or probation is not enough) to erase all
memory of civil discord and stifle animosities in the name of love of country. The
public memory is not long. It has soon forgotten the crimes of yesterday. The dead
are dead, and the living—have to live: they want quiet, and still more, money,
without worrying very much about the past or the future. They are therefore sat-
isfied with such derivations, which suit their requirements perfectly. Act I1l. The
consequences. The crimes mentioned have not been prevented or punished by force,
for the punishment was to be attended to by the courts. The courts cannot attend
to it because of the amnesty. As a result delinquencies in the past are left un-
punished, and the prospect is that they will not be punished in the future. And
that was the very thing that the derivations in question were designed to accom-
plish all along.

From the standpoint of the ruling class: Act 1. While efforts are being made to
impose something by force. This is not the moment to decide whether such a
measure is legal or illegal, just or unjust. Let the citizen obey, and then if he
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conquered peoples down to our cwn day, when so-called civilized
nations “demonstrate” that it is legitimate, just, proper, necessary—
and Christians add, ordained of God—that they should rule, exploit,
oppress, and destroy the nations they call uncivilized, derivations
of the sort mentioned have been evolved in fabulous numbers, all of
them repeating virtually the same things in different words.

Both the defenders of the Latin condition and the defenders of
the Germanic condition entirely disregard the quantitative problem
(8§ 2174 £.). The forces and ties that determine the state A are
possible, just as the forces and ties that determine the state B are
possible, since both states are observable in reality. But are the forces
and ties that would determine an intermediate state, C, also possible?
If they are not, to find out where the maximum of utility lies, it is
sufficient to compare 4 and B.*® If they are, then to determine that
maximum A, C, B have to be compared. That leads, in the special
case we are here examining, to asking to just what extent, in order to
realize specified purposes, it is advisable to give consideration and
power to the army as against the civil authority. And if that inquiry

thinks he has been wronged he can appeal to the courts. This derivation and others
like it quiet the alarm of people who would assent with reluctance to arbitrary acts
and injustices at the expense of private citizens. There can be nothing arbitrary or
unjust, for after all the courts are there to pass judgment on anything that happens.
Act II. After the fact. If some simple-minded soul follows the advice that has been
given him and turns to the courts, he is told that they have no jurisdiction and
that he should go to the governmental authorities, who are sole judges of the
conduct of their agents. If his simple-mindedness goes so far as to allow him to
do that, he learns, at his own expense, that wolf does not eat wolf and that that
is that. Such conduct is justified because the public peace, the majesty of the State,
the reign of law, have to be safe-guarded. The public interest has to prevail by
hook or by crook over private interests. These derivations are accepted on sentiment
by people who believe that public authority must not be embarrassed by the whims
of individual citizens and who realize how essential it is to the public welfare that
order be maintained. Act Ill. The consequences. The governing class has acted
arbitrarily and illegally and come off scot-free, and it will be able to do so again
whenever it chooses. And that was the thing the derivations were designed to
accomplish.

It should be remembered, however, that neither in this case nor in the other are
the derivations the main cause of what happens. They are for the most part mere
veilings that mask the forces which actually produce the phenomena.

2147 1® A person holding that view might reason as follows: “If the Chancellor
had fallen from power as a result of the Reichstag’s vote of censure, Germany
would have taken the course that inevitably (or just very probably) leads to having
a minister such as Lloyd George in England, and, what is worse, to handing the
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is prosecuted, results will begin appearing which at first sight will
seem paradoxical—that the Latin condition, which is defended by
lovers of democracy, might in the last analysis be disastrous to
democracy either by inviting foreign conquest or by leading de-
mocracy towards anarchy, which has been the tomb of so many
democratic systems in the past; and likewise that the Germanic con-
dition, which is defended by the monarchists, might in the last
analysis be disastrous to monarchy. An intermediate state, C, might
perhaps better than A or B assure the attainment of the purposes
aimed at by defenders of the two extremes. If one would treat the
question scientifically, one would have to consider some at least of
these and other similar problems; and the more of them one con-
siders, the better, from the logico-experimental standpoint, one’s
reasoning will be. On the other hand, if one’s aim is to persuade
people and spur them to action, one must refrain from inquiries of
that sort, not only because they cannot be grasped by the public
at large, but also because, as we have said so many times, they incline
one in the direction of scientific scepticism that is incompatible
with the vigorous and resolute action of the believer; and the fewer
the scientific problems one considers and the greater the skill with
which one evades and conceals them, the better one’s talk will be as
regards the effectiveness of its derivations.

2148. Composition of utilities, residues, and derivations. To de-
termine the complex utilities that result from the composition of
residues and derivations, we shall follow out the argument we
began in § 2087, where we considered the influence of residues and
army and navy over to ministers like André and Pelletan in France, who would
make a shambles of their organization, and as a result Germany would be ex-
posed to defeat and destruction in a war with her enemies. To such a tremendous
misfortune we prefer the relatively slight evil of allowing a few acts of insolence
on the part of the military to go unpunished. We do not care to take a course that
leads over the precipice: principits obstat.”

The weak point in this argument can lie only in the terms “inevitably” and
“very probably.” In other words, those who would refute it must show with con-
vincing evidence that the analogy between a possible movement in Germany and
the movements actually observable in England and France does not hold, and that
once on the road to an omnipotent Reichstag, Germany would not go on to the
Latin condition, but would stop at some point intermediate between the Latin con-
dition and the prevailing Germanic condition. But to meet such an argument with

the abstract principles of some faith or other is as fatuous, from the scientific stand-
point, as going to consult the oracle at Delphi.
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derivations taken as a whole. The subject is not an easy one, and no
help is to be refused, even if it be lent by imperfect analogies. Let
us therefore, as we have so often done before, appeal to a visual
graph (§ 1869), not to prove anything, of course, for that would be
a grave mistake, but just to make an argument that is quite abstract
more intelligible. To have the advantage of a graph in three dimen-
sions, let us assume that the state of an individual is such that it can
be represented by a point % on a surface of which the ordinate on a
horizontal plane represents the index of
the ophelimity that the individual en-

o

h
i joys. In horizontal projection the state of
r the individual is represented, therefore,
by the point 4. If we draw a vertical sec-
g > ! tion passing through the point 4, we get

the straight line, g/, which is the section
of the horizontal plane of projection;
then the curve, 7o, which is the arc of
the surface, and the ordinate p#, which
is the index of the utility enjoyed by the
individual (§ 1869). The point 4 is im-
pinged by forces (7.e., residues) moving
in the directions 4, B . . . with intensities a, 3 . . . as explained in
§ 2087, and must always hold a position on the surface that we have
premised and which is determined by ties.

2149. Now let us forget the ophelimity of the individual, and
think of the wzility of a community, and assume that Figure 37 is
valid for the community too. Suppose the point 4 is located in the
position of the maximum utility of the community. It may be that
somewhere on the straight line 24 there is a point, #’, at which the
utility of the community would be greater than it is at 4; and so the
idea naturally enough arises that it would be a good thing to in-
tensify a in order to get the community to the point 4”. That is the
ordinary manner of reasoning in social matters.

2150. But if equilibrium were possible at 4’, the hypothesis that 4
is a point of maximum utility of the community would no longer
stand. According to that hypothesis no equilibrium is possible at any
point in the vicinity of 4 where the utility of the community would
be greater. It is therefore not possible at 4’. To augment the pres-

Figure 37
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sure a therefore would not transfer the point of equilibrium to 4/,
but to some point such as 4”, where the collective utility is not so
great. That is the case because the intensification of a occasions
modifications in 3, 7. . . . And in that we have a case of interde-
pendence of residues, second type (§ 2088).

2151. The argument we have just outlined in no way depends on
the hypotheses we posited in order to picture the position of the
point 4 in a three-dimensional space,
nor indeed upon any other graphic
representation of the kind. It may
therefore be restated in abstract terms,
and the conclusion will be valid for
the general case of utility dependent
on residues.

2152, Let us now consider deriva-
tions as well and continue in general
the argument we developed for a par-
ticular case in § 1896. We again use
Figure 37 (§2148), but adding to it
the derivations S, T, U, V . . . or, if
you will, the myths, the ideals, that
prompt human beings to conduct in
the directions A4, B, C ... under
pressure of the forces a, B, 7. ...
The vertical section is now cut along
ABT. The pressure 3 moving along
hB arises in the aspiration of people
towards the imaginary ideal, T, and if
it were acting all by itself, it would carry the individual to the point
m. But if equilibrium is attained at the point 4, the effect of the
force 3 is offset or nullified by the effects of other forces. That is the
case whether 4 is a point of maximum utility or any point at all, pro-
vided it be a point of equilibrium.

2153. We may now repeat what we said above in § 2088, adding
the consideration of utility. 1. If there is reason to believe that B
operating by itself would increase utility, it in no sense follows that
operating in opposition to other residues and subject to ties, its effect
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would still be an enhanced utility.! 2. The variation in utility de-
pends on the effects of the resultant of forces manifested by the
residues, not upon the imaginary resultant—if such there be—of the
derivations. The real resultant is quite different: it indicates the di-
rection in which individuals in the society where the derivations
prevail are moving, and a course in that direction may lead much
closer to reality than the derivation taken by itself would lead one
to suppose (§ 1772); and so for the utility. That is in fact the case
in societies in which the activities of individuals are aimed more
especially at real than at fantastic goals, and prosperity is on the
increase. 3. Quite insignificant is the fact that the derivation over-
steps the bounds of reality, and points to a goal that is fantastic and
may therefore be considered dangerous. The derivation merely in-
dicates the direction in which the movement is tending to develop,
and not at all the limit to which the individual will be carried. On
reaching that limit, indeed, the movement may prove to have in-
creased utility, whereas the utility might lessen and
become a frank detriment if the individual went any
farther in the direction in which the derivation is
headed. 4. Let 4, B . . . represent certain residues of
a given class—Class I, let us say; P, O, R . . . other
residues of another class, say Class II; X, the resultant
of the residues 4, B, C . .. of Class I; Y, the re-
sultant of the residues P, Q, R . . . of Class II, and
so on; and finally Q the total resultant of all the
P oy forces X, Y . .. which determines the real move-
ment and consequently the utility. If we do not get
the utility—or the detriment—that would result from
considering the residues A alone, that is not because 4 is not doing
its work, much less because a derivation corresponding to A4 has
been effectively refuted, but because of the counter-actions of B, C

Figure 39

2153 * [All the evils of alcoholism could be corrected by absolute prohibition
(B), but prohibition has to operate subject to ties—among them, the desire of many
people to drink, the fact that other people can make money by selling them drinks,
the fact that public officials can make money by selling the right to sell drinks.
Prohibition, therefore, does not correct all the evils of alcoholism, but produces
new evils, bootlegging, graft. The application therefore of the principle that may be
logically sound may produce, in view of the ties, not an enhanced but a diminished
utility.—A. L.]
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... P, Q....Furthermore, in virtue of the fact that the whole of
aclass 4, B . . . has the peculiarity of remaining virtually constant,
A may diminish very considerably, or even disappear, without any
great variation in X, and consequently without any great variation
in the resultant Q and in the utility which that resultant entails.
Variations in Q and the corresponding utility are much more readily
appraised by watching variations in X, Y . . . than variations in
any one of the residues 4,B ... P, Q. ...

2154. Likewise applicable to the matter of utility is what we said
in § 2086 of the varying derivations T, T”, T” . . . corresponding
to one same residue, B. 1. Since it is the residues, chiefly, that affect
the equilibrium, the presence of one of the various derivations T,
T, T” . .. throws little or no light on the question of utility. 2.
To replace T with T’ can amount to little or nothing as regards
modifying the utility. 3. But the fact that the person who is per-
forming the conduct considers the derivation, T, which he accepts,
as very beneficial and other derivations very harmful (or, in more
exact terms, the sentiments he manifests in that way) may be of
the greatest utility. Indeed, apart from a few ascetics, human beings
are most reluctant to distinguish utility from what they consider
“good”; so if they really regard the derivation T as “good,” they
will also consider it “beneficial,” and if that should not happen to
be the case, it would be a sign that they have no great faith in the
derivation. Anything fantastic, impractical, or harmful in the belief
will then be corrected by other beliefs that are also prevalent in the
society that happens to be involved (§§ 1772, 2153)." 4. If, intrin-

2154 ! Physicians are inclined to think of society as a flock of sheep of which
they are the well-paid and devoutly esteemed shepherds. Reasoned opposition to
such oppression and exploitation often comes to naught because people are fright-
ened by the fairy-tales of the medical fraternity, just as Moliére’s imaginary invalid
trembled in his boots at the threats of Dr. Cathartic. Sometimes, on the other
hand, their prattle may be effectively met with other prattle of the same variety,
such as “Christian Science,” or “Natural Medicine.” In the year 1913, in order to
reduce recalcitrant Swiss cantons to obedience, the doctors and their allies proposed
an amendment to the federal constitution that would have authorized the federal
government to dictate legislation affecting large numbers of diseases, certain non-
contagious diseases included. When the measure was put to popular vote, the only
effective opposition, virtually, came from the devotees of “Natural Medicine.”
Journal de Genéve, May 8, 1913: “As was the case in the eastern cantons, the con-

stitutional amendment on ‘federal diseases,’ so called, has encountered a silent but
determined opposition. Two or three districts in the Canton of Zurich have rejected



1500 THE MIND AND SOCIETY §2155

sically, from the logico-experimental standpoint, one derivation
seems better calculated than others to augment utility, one cannot
infer on that account that it would actually do so in practice. It
might even prove that the derivation which seems more beneficial
intrinsically corresponds to sentiments that are less beneficial than
those expressed by derivations that seem less beneficial intrinsically.
All the propositions just stated are at variance with common opin-
ion, but observation of reality shows that they accord with the facts.

2155. From what we have been showing it also follows that the
problem of utility is quantitative and not qualitative, as is commonly
believed. One must determine in what proportions the consequences
of a given derivation, S (Figure 38), or of the principle that it pro-
pounds, may when combined with the consequences of other deri-
vations, T, U, V . . . prove beneficial to society; and not, as is com-
monly done, try to decide whether S is in itself beneficial or detri-
mental to society, a problem that can have no meaning. Derivations
fail as a rule to take any account of these quantitative considera-
tions, for the reason, as we have so many times said, that they are
inclined to envisage absolutes (§ 1772); and when a derivation pro-
claims some principle or other, almost always implicit in it is the
assumption that the principle is to be striven for in an absolute man-
ner, without reservations as to degree or anything else.

It will probably help if we supplement these abstract considera-
tions with illustrations of a more concrete nature, and clarify the
general propositions with examples of particular cases. Suppose we
begin with an interesting case in which contemplations of ideal ends,
T, and real ends, m, are thrown together without such ends being at
all clearly distinguished; and then go on to look at a number of
cases of compound utilities.
it. The reason is that in those parts of our country there are large numbers of
people who approve of ‘natural’ therapeutic methods, take no stock in official medical
science, and are in fact afraid of its encroachments. They are worried lest the
proposed amendment open the door to compulsory measures to which they are
unalterably opposed, obligatory vaccination, for instance.” Opponents of vaccination
against smallpox are probably wrong; but when champions of vaccination in Italy
go so far as to haul into court a scientist who has voiced an honest scientific
opinion on the subject, one is forced to conclude that in resisting the “establish-

ment” of an official science through the penal code, anti-vaccinationists are per-
forming a useful social function.
g
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2156. History. We have seen (§ 1580) that the compositions which
go under the name of “history” are as a rule compounds of factual
observations of one kind or another supplemented by derivations
and ethical considerations, without any distinctions being drawn be-
tween ideals and myths, T, and real facts, m (Figure 29). In general
one may say that history has so far been a history of derivations
rather than of residues, a history of concepts, T, rather than of the
forces of which those concepts are but manifestations.

2157. That is all well enough, when “history” is more or less a
composition designed to influence the sentiments of human beings
(§ 1580), when preaching is more or less interwoven with experi-
mental observation; but it is not only not beneficial, it is positively
harmful, when the purpose of history is to describe real facts and the
relations between them.

2158. If ideas, ideals, myths, are the only things considered and
they are taken intrinsically and for their own sakes, we get systems
of ethics, metaphysics, and theology. If real facts are alone consid-
ered, and ideas, ideals, myths, are taken extrinsically only, as objec-
tive facts, we get researches in experimental science or, to give them
a name, scientific history (§§ 1580, 2576).

2159. The compositions that best serve for purposes of persuasion,
for arousing sentiments and urging people along a given line of
conduct, are combinations of the categories above; because the
human mind requires the ideal and the real in varying dosage. The
proportions vary at given times and in given localities according to
individuals; and taking the average of individuals in different times
and localities, they vary according to a certain rhythm, as is the case
with virtually all social phenomena.

2160. In our Western countries in our times, theological histories
have fallen into desuetude, but metaphysical and ethical histories
continue to enjoy a wide-spread vogue that gives no indication of
subsiding.! Sometimes the ethical or metaphysical outlook is ex-

2160 1 Fustel de Coulanges, Questions historiques, p. 8. “If you look for the
principle that gives that unity and that life to German scholarship, you will notice
that it is love for Germany. We claim here in France that science knows no coun-
try. [That is too high a tribute to France.] The Germans frankly hold the opposite
view. ‘It is a false doctrine,” says Herr Giesebrecht [Making the usual abuse of the

terms “false” and “true,” nobody knowing just what they mean.], ‘that science
knows no country, that it overleaps frontiers. Science ought not to be cosmopolitan.
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pressly declared by writers; but that is a rare occurrence in our day.
More often they fail to distinguish the various elements that go to
make up their “history” (§ 1582), relying on the ambiguity of the
term “historical truth” (§ 1578) to spread a veil over the mixture.
They rarely state categorically their conviction that derivations de-
termine the forms of society, allowing that fact to be tacitly inferred
from the proposition, which they deem axiomatic, that the conduct
of human beings is a consequence of their beliefs.

2161. How do such writings compare with logico-experimental
science? If a writer ascribes a supernatural origin to religion he is
at least respecting formal logic in regarding religion as the prime
cause of social phenomena. But if he ascribes an earthly origin to
religion, he must, even to keep to the field of merely formal logic,
explain how and why religion is a cause and not an effect. When
adversaries of religion lay the responsibility for the fall of the
Roman Empire upon Christianity, they still have to explain why
the spread of Christianity was the cause and not the effect of that
dissolution and also why the two phenomena cannot be taken as
merely simultaneous. If a person asserts that moral concepts are
engraved on the human mind by the hand of God, he may take
them outright as the prime cause of social phenomena, and he is,
[The usual abuse of the term “ought”—what does it mean? And what if someone
were to snap his fingers at the “duty” laid upon him by the never-sufficiently-praised
Lord Almighty Giesebrecht?] It ought to be nationall It ought to be German! Ger-
mans all worship their country, and they take the word “country” in its true mean-
ing [Twenty-one guns for our old friend True!] as the fatherland, the land of our
forefathers, the ferra patrum, our country such as our ancestors knew it and made
it. They never speak of it save as a sacred thing.” ” Not otherwise did the Athenians
speak of the Sun and wroth were they at the impiety of Anaxagoras who said that
it was just a red-hot stone. P. 9: “Scholarship in France is liberal. In Germany it is
patriotic.” Liberal scholarships and patriotic scholarships may both be beneficial or
harmful to a country, but they are both different from the scholarship that aims to
be strictly experimental. Fustel de Coulanges was writing under the impression of
the War of 1870, p. 16: “But we are living today in wartime. It is almost impossible
for science to preserve its old serenity. [Fortunately for scientific history, Fustel
de Coulanges possessed just that sereneness in many of his writings, which, for that
reason, come very close to experimental history; and despite the emotions that were
stirring within him, he had the strength of character to write:] In spite of the
Germans, we continue to claim that scholarship knows no country.” To be strictly
exact, however, he should have said “scientific scholarship,” to emphasize the dif-

ference between the experimental attitude and the scholarship that aims at some
social utility.
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furthermore, under no obligation to inquire whether, when, and to
what extent it is better for human beings to conform to them. They
are obeying ordinances of God and that is the whole story: they
need consider nothing else. But if a person ventures from that for-
tress, which is impregnable to formal logic, he must—as in the pre-
ceding case, if he would take morality as the cause of social phe-
nomena—first explain why morality is a cause and not an effect or
something merely simultaneous, and then go on to state just what
solution he intends to give to the question raised in § 18g7—state,
that is, just what relationship, in his opinion, obtains between ob-
servance of certain moral or other norms and social utility. No such
declaration is required of a person who is examining cases of con-
science, or of persons examining social phenomena strictly, without
making them in any way dependent on cases of conscience. But if
the two things are mixed in together, the relationship between them
has to be declared, the bridge specified that is to be built in order
to get from one to the other.

2162. Historians commonly abstain from giving any such explana-
tion because they are in no hurry to undertake the difficult, not to
say impossible, task of justifying the solution that they accept. They
rest content with the implicit assumption that observance of the
norms of morality always leads to social benefit (affirmative solu-
tions, §§ 1903-98) ; and they win general assent because that proposi-
tion is true, on the whole, as regards the conduct of private individ-
uals and because, owing to group-persistences, it can be plausibly
extended to public affairs. So to distinguish the various elements in
the social complex and tacitly to assume solutions for the elements
not considered has the great advantage of making it easier for a
writer to study the element with which he is dealing, since he may
take it all by itself. Furthermore, it makes his conclusions more
readily acceptable to the public, in that they take for granted cer-
tain solutions that are very generally accepted. For that reason that
method is followed not only by historians but by economists
(§ 2147) and other investigators of social phenomena as well, From
the logico-experimental standpoint the first part of the procedure,
the separation of the various elements in the social complex, is per-
missible, is indeed indispensable, for without such a simplification
no inquiry would be possible. Science, as we have so many times
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repeated, is essentially analytical. But the second part—the assump-
tion for elements not considered of implicit solutions that nearly
always accord with public sentiments—belongs to the field of deriva-
tions, and takes one completely outside the logico-experimental field,
where unstated propositions dictated by sentiment have no place
and where only facts and inferences from facts can properly stand.
Logico-experimental science, accordingly, altogether rejects those
implicit solutions based on sentiment of which derivations make,
and have to make, lavish use, and replaces them with explicit solu-
tions obtained by considering facts and nothing else.

It is also a common practice of historians to expatiate on ethical
and legal judgments of the conduct of public individuals, usually
without declaring just what ethical norms and laws underlie their
verdicts. In that too premises are left implicit and are likewise ac-
cepted because, in virtue of group-persistence, they overreach the
domain where the norms and laws that regulate the relationships
between individuals apply. To do that is, on a very much smaller
scale, something like extending juridical norms that are established
for human beings to animals. It has been long debated whether
Caesar had or did not have the “right” to cross the Rubicon. For
the study of history and social phenomena, to solve such a problem
today is about as significant as solving the celebrated query that used
to be posed in the Middle Ages: Utrum chimaera bombinans in
vacuo possit comedere secundas intentiones—though it might be a
useful exercise in the abstract study of Roman public law.

2163. With many historians it is an article of faith that Napoleon
III committed a “crime” in making the coup d’état that brought
him into power. That may, or may not, be so, according to the
meaning one attaches tothe term “crime.” In relations between in-
dividuals, that term is defined by a penal code, by law; but what
code, what law, is to be used in passing judgments on political
events? The answer has to be stated. It is not enough to say, as
many do, that it is a crime to overthrow any “legitimate” govern-
ment; for then one would have to define just what a “legitimate”
government would be. As a matter of fact, from Louis XVI down
to Napoleon III, and then on down to the Third Republic, there
was a continuous succession of governments each of which arose by
overthrowing another that called itself legitimate and then pro-
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ceeded to assert that it was as legitimate as its predecessor, and even
more so. No decision is possible until we are told what norms are
to be used in settling such disputes; and even if we were told and
had rendered our judgment with reference to them, it is still not
clear just how such a judgment could add in the slightest to our
knowledge of social phenomena and their interrelationships. We
were discreet enough to stop, notice, with Louis XVI. We could just
-as well have gone farther back and questioned the “legitimacy” of
the royal authority that rose on the ruins of feudalism, the “legiti-
macy” of the authority of Pepin, of the Frankish kings, of the
Roman conquerors of Gaul, and so on back to Adam. One can
remedy the absurdity of such inquiries by conceding the existence
of the norm, but the limit of its validity still has to be fixed. Shall
we make it thirty years, as France does for private property, or a
longer or shorter period? Then from just what authority does it
emanate? What means does said authority possess for making head-
strong recalcitrants obey? Considered in the light of the norms of
private law and morals, the morals of Catherine II of Russia were
reprehensible and the things she did to win her throne, criminal.
But such a judgment has, after all, very little bearing on social phe-
nomena and their relationships; and it would be of little help in
trying, for example, to determine whether it would have been to the
advantage of Russia that her husband, rather than she herself,
should have ruled.” Elizabeth of England was concerned to seem
chaste, and seems not to have been. What bearing can that have had
on the social development of the England of her time? Facts of that
sort have a bearing on history not through the ethical value which

2163 1 Waliszewski, Le roman d’une imperatrice, Cathérine II, p. 190. There
is still some doubt as to whether the Emperor Peter was assassinated by Orlov
or by Tieplov: “Orlov or Tieplov? The question .-may seem incidental and of
scant importance. But it is not. If Tieplov instigated the crime, it means that
Catherine was ultimately responsible for it, for how conceive that he could have
acted without her consent? The case is different as regards Orlov. He and his
brother Gregory were, and for some time still were to remain, to a certain extent
masters of a situation that they had created. . . . They had not taken Catherine’s
advice in beginning the coup d’état. They may well not have consulted her on a
hundred other occasions.” It is very essential to solve that problem if an ethical
judgment is to be passed on Catherine, but in no way important if one is est-
mating the social effects of the incident. It is not apparent how answering the

question in one sense or the other could have the slightest bearing on the pros-
perity of Russia.
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they possess intrinsically, but as circumstances concomitant with cer-
tain happenings or determining certain others. Among such cir-
cumstances one may count extrinsic ethical values, as for instance
the judgment passed on certain acts by the persons participating in
events. But even in doing that one has to proceed cautiously and
warily, for very often it is not so much the judgment that influences
events as the events that influence the judgment, which, for that
matter, may be lenient or severe according to the sentiments this or
that person entertains towards those under judgment. The Affasre
du collier did a great deal of harm to Marie Antoinette, though she
seems really to have had no part in it; yet down to that time, scan-
dals far more serious and far better authenticated had done no harm
whatever to scions of royalty in France. In politics, particularly, scan-
dal harms the weak and causes little worry to the strong. Examples
to that effect can be counted every day of the week.

2164. In discussing Taine’s third volume, of which he quotes the
celebrated preface, M. Aulard brings two criticisms against the au-
thor of the Origines, accusing him of insufficient accuracy and of
disregarding a number of documents. As regards social history,
neither criticism stands. The inaccuracies mentioned are in no way
substantial. They may at times be important for passing ethical
judgments on individuals. They have slight bearing, if any at all,
on the history of social phenomena. The documents quoted by

2164 1 Cochin, La crise de Uhistoire révolutionnaire: Taine et M. Aulard, pp.
16-17: “Suppose we draw the sum of [M. Aulard’s] inventory [of Taine’s mis-
takes]. Among the 550 references quoted on the 140 pages of the ‘Spontaneous
Anarchy,” M. Aulard notes 28 substantial errors, which are really 15, 6 mistakes
of copying, 4 mistakes in page numbers, 2 in dates and 3 misprints—a very cred-
itable average, after all, and one that M. Aulard himself, at least as regards his
book on Taine, is far from equalling, since he errs in his rectifications at least one
time in two. . . . Taine was the first to open those files in the archives. He found
a virgin forest before him and gathered up facts and documents by the armful.
He did not have tme to be pedantic or exhaustive. Did he, to be accurate? His
friends never dared to be too sure. His enemies said no, very loud and often.
M. Scignobos [Who was incapable of distinguishing the fancies of his democratic
theology from scientific history.] finds Taine ‘probably the most inaccurate his-
torian of our time.” M. Aulard’s book refutes that estimate by M. Seignobos. Taine’s
work has had the rare good fortune of receiving its baptism of fire from an ad-
versary as partisan as he is learned. [M. Cochin is being exceedingly courteous.]
It wins thereby the one patent of soundness that it still lacked: the thirty years of
scholarship of M. Aulard. Every statement of Taine will henceforth have two
counter-proofs: the learning of Taine himself, and the fact that a critic’s spleen has
not dared to dispute it.”
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Taine are, to tell the truth, even too numerous. No such body of
proof is necessary to show that, in the French as in many another
Revolution, politicians stole right and left and rid themselves of
their enemies by putting them to death. One has only to glance at
the conduct of politicians in times of peace to see quite readily that
their conduct in times of revolution betrays the existence of forces
which differ only in intensity from those which manifest them-
selves under peaceful conditions. Taine, instead, seems to believe
that the differences are in the main qualitative, and would ascribe
to the statesmen of the French Revolution sins of which politicians
of all times and countries cannot plead innocence; and furthermore
—a more serious mistake—he tries to attribute the crimes to the
mistaken theories of those statesmen.

2165. M. Aulard disregards such criticisms, and others of the
kind, that can be brought against Taine’s results, and probably be-
cause, at bottom, he follows the same road as Taine, the only differ-
ence being that Taine passes an unfavourable ethical judgment on
the Jacobins, whereas M. Aulard is kindly disposed toward them.
But history is not concerned with such ethical judgments, whether
in one sense or in another.* Read.in succession Machiavelli’s Prince,
The Ancient City of Fustel de Coulanges, then Cicero’s Philippics,
and Taine’s third volume, especially the preface; and it will be ap-
parent that the first two and the last two stand in altogether dif-
ferent classes that can be in no way confused. The two former exam-
ine relationships between social facts, the latter aim chiefly at ethical
judgments.

2166. The admirers and the critics of the French Revolution are
substantially in agreement as to the facts; but the antis hold that
the revolutionists were inspired to do the things they did by de-

2165 * Cochin, Op. cit., pp. 99-100: “Shall we see the end of this crisis [in
the writing of histories of the French Revolution]? I think we shall, but on two
conditions: first, that we stand on better guard against that curse of all curiosity—
indignation . . . and, second, that criticism should at last rid us of that revolu-
tionary fetish, the People, send it back to politics the way Providence has been sent
back to theology, and restore apologetic history to a place in the museum of re-
ligious myths that it should never have been allowed to desert. If our historians
have not attended to that hitherto, it must be because the anthropomorphism of the
People is more recent and more specious than that of Providence. It could still fool
people in days when the workings of the social machine and the laws of practical

democracy were still but vaguely discerned on the reverse side of ‘principles.’ Taine
and M. Aulard are historians of that era. They are historians of an—OIld Régime!”
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pravity of character; the pros that they were provoked by the re-
sistance and wickedness of their adversaries." As regards the history
of social phenomena, to solve that problem is about as important
as knowing whether Caesar, Augustus, Cromwell, and other such
men were honest, moral individuals, or dishonest, immoral. Taine
thought he was writing of the French Revolution like a zoologist
describing animals. He was mistaken. His history may be some-
thing like Buffon’s history of the animal kingdom, a work of litera-
ture, but never like the Trasizé de zodlogie concréte of Delage and
Hérouard, a scientific treatise. Quite like the latter instead is Ma-
chiavelli’s description of Valentino’s campaigns.

2167. Ethical disputes about the French Revolution possess not
even the merit of novelty. They are in all respects replicas of the
disputes that have raged, and will forever rage, about every political,
social, or religious revolution. Those favouring a revolution will say
that it is “justified” by the evil machinations of its enemies; those
hostile to it will condemn it because of the evil machinations of the
revolutionists. There is no way of deciding who is right and who
wrong until we are told what norms are to apply in condemning
or absolving; and then, on the assumption that we are told, such
judgment may give us a certain ethical satisfaction, but it will show

2166 * Every now and then, in cases of conflict between public authorities and
strikers where there are casualties, one notes facts and judgments that are alto-
gether similar, though on a much smaller scale. Defenders of the police say that the
“guilt” lies with the strikers, in that they were trying to do things that the police
were in duty bound to prevent. Defenders of the strikers say that the “guilt” rests
with the police, who were not sufficiently patient and tried to interfere with the
strikers. Before we can determine who is right and who wrong, we have to know
what meaning is to be attached to the term “guilt.”” If it be granted that orders
from the police must always be respected and that people venturing to disobey
them do so at their own risk and peril, the defenders of the police are right. If
it be granted that people on strike are to be at all times respected by the police
and that anyone venturing to do them violence is committing a crime, the defend-
ers of the strikers are right. But in either of those cases we have solved an ethical
problem, not a problem of relationships among social phenomena, and we still
have to learn what sentiments and interests underlie the conduct of the two con-
tending parties and what the consequences of the various solutions that might be
given to the conflict would be, as regards the social order and the various other
utilities. The police power is used in all countries to enforce measures that may
be classified under two headings: (4) measures favourable, or at least irrelevant, to
the welfare of the community; and (B) measures detrimental to the community’s
welfare. If one holds that resistance to the police force is always detrimental to the
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absolutely nothing as to the relationships of one political or social
fact to another, or about the uniformities that may be inferred from
them (§2166%).

2168. Among the many reasons why historians of the French Rev-
olution—in that not differing from historians in general—have fol-
lowed the ethical method we must here touch on two in chief, the
one subjective, the other objective. The subjective reason we have
just explained in part. In view of it historians give a miscellany of
ethical dissertations, sermons, exhortations, along with observations
of fact and of relationships between facts. In the very best case, these
latter represent only one of the purposes with which the historian is
concerned, and frequently enough they are not even a purpose, but
a means for realizing other purposes. The subjective reason is a gen-
eral one, and figures in almost all historical writing.

2169, The objective reason is also general, but it comes out with
special prominence in the histories of the French Revolution. It
arises in the fact that each of the contending parties in the Revolu-
tion in order to fight and win used the phraseology of the other
party, so that identical derivations disguise differing residues; with
the result that if one stops at derivations one can know nothing of

community, he thereby holds either: (1) That 4 cannot be separated from B, and
that the utility of A4 is greater than the harm done by B; or else (2) that 4 can
always be separated from B in some other way than by offering resistance to the
police power. This latter proposition is contradicted by history. Many transforma-
tions that have proved beneficial, indeed exceedingly so, to society have been
effected only by meeting the police power with opposing force.

Conversely, if one expresses oneself as in all cases favourable to resistance to the
police power, one holds either: (1) That 4 can in no way be separated from B and
that the harm done by B overrides the utility of 4; or else (2) that 4 can never be
separated from B in any other way than by resistance to the police power. This
latter proposition is in its turn contradicted by history, which shows that many
transformations that have proved beneficial, and sometimes in the highest degree,
to society have been effected otherwise than by resistance to the police power.

It follows, therefore, that such problems cannot be solved a priors in one
sense or the other, but that each particular case has to be examined quantitatively
to determine in which direction the utility or the detriment lies. It is the peculiar
characteristic of ethical derivations that in such cases they substitute a priori a
single and qualitative solution for the multiple and quantitative solutions that ex-
perience furnishes @ posteriori. That is why ethical solutions are more acceptable to
the public than experimental solutions. They are simpler, and they are easier to
understand without long and fatiguing compilations of multitudinous facts

(§ 2147 %9).
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the forces which were really at work in the Revolution. In some
cases such inconsistencies between the derivation and the conduct are
so evident that they have not escaped historians; so, if they find that
Augustus founded the Empire on pretence of restoring the Republic,
and that Robespierre, opposing capital punishment, made extensive
use of it, they get out of the difhiculty by passing ethical judgments
on those men in view of their inconsistencies. It may well be that
Augustus was lying when he pretended to be restoring the Republic
and that Robespierre was lying when he posed as a humanitarian.
But if we are interested in getting at the facts we cannot stop at
that. Two problems at once emerge, the one of slight, the other of
very great, importance. The first lies in determining whether Augus-
tus and Robespierre were sincere or insincere, since it might easily
be, as has been seen to happen in many other cases, that both of
them sincerely believed in the derivations they used in order to mis-
lead others.” The second problem, which is the only one of the two
that has any significance for history, lies in determining how and
why the sentiments and interests cloaked by the derivations in ques-
tion had the success they had. Does anyone really think that the
Romans were duped by Augustus, and the French by Robespierre,
much as a customer is tricked by a jeweller who sells him a piece
of glass on the assurance that it is a diamond? Such a thesis is un-
tenable. Indeed the personalities of Augustus and Robespierre them-
selves disappear, in part at least, in reality, and we are obliged to
say that the sentiments and interests that were represented by those
individuals prevailed over the sentiments and interests represented
by other individuals. What took place was the resultant of all the
social factors, among which the derivations did, to be sure, have
their place, but not a very 1mportant place (§ 2199)

2170, The use of force in society. Societies in general subsist be-
cause alive and vigorous in the majority of their constituent mem-
bers are sentiments corresponding to residues of sociality (Class IV).
But there are also individuals in human societies in whom some at
least of those sentiments are weak or indeed actually missing. That

2169 * Many people have perceived and stated a fact which Barras well describes
in his Mémoires, Vol. 11, p. 446: “So great is the deceptive power of the passions

that when they are most concerned with a private interest, they often imagine that
they envisage only the public interest.”
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fact has two interesting consequences which stand in apparent con-
tradiction, one of them threatening the dissolution of a society, the
other making for its progress in civilization. What at bottom is there
is continuous movement, but it is a movement that may progress in
almost any direction.

2171. It is evident that if the requirement of uniformity (residues
IV3) were so strongly active in all individuals in a given society as
to prevent even one of them from breaking away in any particular
from the uniformities prevalent in it, such a society would have no
internal causes for dissolution; but neither would it have any causes
for change, whether in the direction of an increase, or of a decrease,
in the utility of the individuals or of the society. On the other hand
if the requirement of uniformity were to fail, society would not hold
together, and each individual would go his own way, as lions and
tigers, birds of prey, and other animals do. Societies that endure and
change are therefore situated in some intermediate condition be-
tween those two extremes.

2172. A homogeneous society might be imagined in which the
requirement of uniformity would be the same in all individuals,
and would correspond to the intermediate state just mentioned. But
observation shows that that is not the case with human societies.
Human societies are essentially heterogeneous, and the intermediate
state is attained because the requirement of uniformity is very strong
in some individuals, moderately strong in others, very feeble in still
others, and almost entirely absent in a few. The average is found
not in each individual, but in the group comprising them all. One
may add as a datum of fact that the number of individuals in whom
the requirement of uniformity is stronger than the average requisite
of the intermediate state in which the society is situated is much
greater than the number of individuals in whom the requirement is
weaker than that average, and very very much greater than the
number in whom it is entirely missing.

2173. For the reader who has followed us thus far it is needless
to add that, in view of the effects of this greater or lesser potency
of the sentiments of uniformity, one may foresee out of hand that
two theologies will put in an appearance (§ 2147, Example II), one
of which will glorify the immobility of one or another uniformity,
real or imaginary, the other of which will glorify movement, prog-



1512 THE MIND AND SOCIETY §2174

ress, in one direction or another. That is what has actually hap-
pened in history. There have been popular Olympuses where the
gods fixed and determined once and for all how human society
was to be; and then, too, Olympuses of utopian reformers, who
derived from their exalted minds conceptions of forms from which
human society was never never more to deviate. On the other hand,
from the days of ancient Athens down to our own, the lord gods
of Movement in a Certain Direction have listened to the prayers
of their faithful and now sit triumphant in our latter-day Olympus,
where Progress Optimus Maximus reigns in sovereign majesty. So
that intermediate situation of society has usually been attained as
the resultant of many forces, prominent among them the two cate-
gories mentioned, which envisage different imaginary goals and
correspond to different classes of residues (§§ 21521£.).

2174. To ask whether or not force ought to be used in a society,
whether the use of force is or is not beneficial, is to ask a question
that has no meaning; for force is used by those who wish to pre-
serve certain uniformities and by those who wish to overstep them;
and the violence of the ones stands in contrast and in conflict with
the violence of the others. In truth, if a partisan of a governing class
disavows the use of force, he means that he disavows the use of
force by insurgents trying to escape from the norms of the given
uniformity. On the other hand, if he says he approves of the use of
force, what he really means is that he approves of the use of force
by the public authority to constrain insurgents to conformity. Con-
versely, if a partisan of the subject class says he detests the use of
force in society, what he really detests is the use of force by con-
stituted authorities in forcing dissidents to conform; and if, instead,
he lauds the use of force,he is thinking of the use of force by those
who would break away from certain social uniformities.*

2175. Nor is there any particular meaning in the question as to
whether the use of violence to enforce existing uniformities is bene-
ficial to society, or whether it is beneficial to use force in order to

2174 1 In the Zabern incident the same newspapers evinced the greatest indigna-
tion at the “browbeating” by the military authorities (§ 2147) but were very lenient
towards the “browbeating” and the acts of “sabotage” for which the strikers were
responsible at the same time. Conversely, newspapers that approved the use of

force by the military waxed indignant at acts of violence on the part of their
adversaries.
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overstep them; for the various uniformities have to be distinguished
to see which of them are beneficial and which deleterious to society.
Nor, indeed, is that enough; for it is further necessary to determine
whether the utility of the uniformity is great enough to offset the
harm that will be done by.using violence to enforce it, or whether
detriment from the uniformity is great enough to overbalance the
damage that will be caused by the use of force in subverting it
(§2195); in which detriment and damage we must not forget to
reckon the very serious drawback involved in the anarchy that re-
sults from any frequent use of violence to abolish existing uniformi-
ties, just as among the benefits and utilities of maintaining frankly
injurious uniformities must be counted the strength and stability
they lend to the social order. So, to solve the problem as to the use
of force, it is not enough to solve the other problem as to the utility,
in general, of certain types of social organization; it is essential also
and chiefly to compute all the advantages and all the drawbacks,
direct and indirect (§ 2147, Example II). Such a course leads to the
solution of a scientific problem; but it may not be and oftentimes
is not the course that leads to an increase in social utility. It is better,
therefore, if it be followed only by people who are called upon to
solve a scientific problem or, to some limited extent, by certain in-
dividuals belonging to the ruling class; whereas social utility is
oftentimes best served if the members of the subject class, whose
function it is not to lead but to act, accept one of the two theologies
according to the case—either the theology that enjoins preservation
of existing uniformities, or the theology that counsels change.

2176. What we have just said serves to explain, along with the
theoretical difficulties, how it comes about that the solutions that are
usually found for the general problem have so little and sometimes
no bearing on realities. Solutions of particular problems come closer
to the mark because, situate as they are in specific places and times,
they present fewer theoretical difficulties; and because practical em-
piricism implicitly takes account of many circumstances that theory,
until it has been carried to a state of high perfection, cannot ex-
plicitly appraise.

Considering violations of material conformities among modern
civilized peoples, we see that, in general, the use of violence in re-
pressing them is the more readily condoned in proportion as the
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violation can be regarded as an individual anomaly designed to
attain some individual advantage, and the less readily condoned in
proportion as the violation appears as a collective act aiming at some
collective advantage, and especially if its apparent design be to re-
place general norms prevailing with certain other general norms."

2177. That states all that there is in commorn between the large
numbers of facts in which a distinctior is drawn between so-called
private and so-called political crimes. A distinction, and often a very
sharp distinction, is drawn between the individual who kills or
steals for his own benefit and the individual who commits murder
or theft with the intent of benefiting a party. In general, civilized
countries grant extradition for the former, but refuse it for the latter.
In the same way one notes a continually ipcreasing leniency towards
crimes committed during labour strikes or in the course of other
economic, social, or political struggles. There is a more and more
conspicuous tendency to meet such aggressions with merely passive
resistance, the police power being required not to use arms, or else
permitted to do so only in cases of extreme necessity. Such cases
never arise in practice. So long as the policeman is alive, the neces-
sity is held not to be extreme, and it is bootless, after all, to recognize
the extremity after he is in his grave and no longer in a position to
profit by the considerate permission to use his revolver. Punishment
by judicial process is also becoming less and less vigorous. Criminals
are either not convicted or, being convicted, are released i virtue
of some probation law, failing of which, they can still rely on com-
mutations, individual pardons, or general amnesties, so that, sum
total, they have little or nothing to fear from the courts (§ 2147).
In a word, in a vague, cloudy, confused sort of way, the notion is

2176 1 It would be hardly in point here to review the whole history of the use of
force from ancient down to modern times, or to go into too many details. We shall
confine ourselves to the present, and try to find a formula that will give a rough
and general picture of the facts observable. If we were dealing with a recent past,
we should have to regard violations of the norms of intellectual uniformity as on a
par with violations of a material order. Not so long ago they were actually so
regarded, and often indeed the former were regarded as more serious than the
latter. But in our day, barring some few exceptions, proportions have been inverted,
and the norms of intellectual uniformity that public authority sets out to enforce
are relatively few. They may therefore be better considered apart from norms of a

material order. We shall deal with material uniformities first, coming to violations
of an intellectual order farther along (§§ 2196 f.).
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coming to the fore that an existing government may make some
slight use of force against its enemies, but no great amount of force,
and that it is under all circumstances to be condemned if it carries
the use of force so far as to cause the death of considerable numbers,
of a small number, a single one, of its enemies; nor can it rid itself
of them, either, by putting them in prison or otherwise.!

2178. What now are the correlations that subsist between this
method of applying force and other social facts? We note, as usual,
a sequence of actions and reactions, in which the use of force ap-
pears now as cause, now as effect. As regards the governing class,
one gets, in the main, five groups of facts to consider: 1. A mere
handful of citizens, so long as they are willing to use violence, can
force their will upon public officials who are not inclined to meet
violence with equal violence. If the reluctance of the officials to re-
sort to force is primarily motivated by humanitarian sentiments,
that result ensues very readily; but if they refrain from violence be-
cause they deem it wiser to use some other means, the effect is often
the following: 2. To prevent or resist violence, the governing class
resorts to “diplomacy,” fraud, corruption—governmental authority
passes, in a word, from the lions to the foxes. The governing class
bows its head under the threat of violence, but it surrenders only
in appearances, trying to turn the flank of the obstacle it cannot
demolish in frontal attack. In the long run that sort of procedure
comes to exercise a far-reaching influence on the selection of the
governing class, which is now recruited only from the foxes, while
the lions are blackballed (§2227). The individual who best knows
the arts of sapping the strength of the foes of “graft” and of win-
ning back by fraud and deceit what seemed to have been surren-
dered under pressure of force, is now leader of leaders. The man
who has bursts of rebellion, and does not know how to crook his
spine at the proper times and places, is the worst of leaders, and his
presence is tolerated among them only if other distinguished endow-
ments offset that defect. 3. So it comes about that the residues of
the combination-instinct (Class I) are intensified in the governing

2177 * This formula states in the abstract what is actually happening in the con-

crete. It is met with a number of theories that state what, according to their
authors, “ought” to happen. With those theories we shall deal farther along

(§§ 2181 £.).
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class, and the residues of group-persistence (Class II) debilitated;
for the combination-residues supply, precisely, the artistry and re-
sourcefulness required for evolving ingenious expedients as substi-
tutes for open resistance, while the residues of group-persistence
stimulate open resistance, since a strong sentiment of group-persist-
ence cures the spine of all tendencies to curvature. 4. Policies of the
governing class are not planped too far ahead in time. Predomi-
nance of the combination instincts and enfeeblement of the senti-
ments of group-persistence result in making the governing class
more satisfied with the present and less thoughtful of the future.
The individual comes to prevail, and by far, over family, commu-
nity, nation. Material interests and interests of the present or a near
future come to prevail over the ideal interests of community or na-
tion and interests of the distant future. The impulse is to enjoy the
present without too much thought for the morrow. 5. Some of these
phenomena become observable in international relations as well.
Wars become essentially economic. Efforts are made to avoid con-
flicts with the powerful and the sword is rattled only before the
weak. Wars are regarded more than anything else as speculations
(§2328). A country is often unwittingly edged towards war by
nursings of economic conflicts which, it is expected, will never get
out of control and turn into armed conflicts. Not seldom, however,
a war will be forced upon a country by peoples who are not so far
advanced in the evolution that leads to the predominance of Class I
residues.

2179. As regards the subject class, we get the following relations,
which correspond in part to the preceding: 1. When the subject
class contains a number of individuals disposed to use force and with
capable leaders to guide them, the governing class is, in many cases,
overthrown and another takes its place. That is easily the case
where governing classes are inspired by humanitarian sentiments
primarily, and very very easily if they do not find ways to assimilate
the exceptional individuals who come to the front in the subject
classes. A humanitarian aristocracy that is closed or stiffly exclusive
represents the maximum of insecurity. 2. It is far more difficult to
overthrow a governing class that is adept in the shrewd use of chi-
canery, fraud, corruption; and in the highest degree difficult to over-
throw such a class when it successfully assimilates most of the in-
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dividuals irr the subject class who show those same talents, are adept
in those same arts, and might therefore become the leaders of such
plebeians as are disposed to use violence. Thus left without leader-
ship, without talent, disorganized, the subject class is almost always
powerless to set up any lasting régime. 3. So the combination-resi-
dues (Class I) become to some extent enfeebled in the subject class.
But that phenomenon is in no way comparable to the correspond-
ing reinforcement of those same residues ire the governing class; for
the governing class, being composed, as it is, of a much smaller
number of individuals, changes considerably in character from the
addition to it or withdrawal from it of relatively small numbers of
individuals; whereas shifts of identical numbers produce but slight
effects in the enormously greater total of the subject class. For that
matter the subject class is still left with many individuals possessed
of combination-instincts that are applied not to politics or activities
connected with politics but to arts and trades independent of poli-
tics. That circumstance lends stability to societies, for the governing
class is required to absorb only a small number of new individuals
in order to keep the subject class deprived of leadership. However,
in the long run the differences in temperament between the govern-
ing class and the subject class become gradually accentuated, the
combination-instincts tending to predominate in the ruling class,
and instincts of group-persistence in the subject class. When that
difference becomes sufficiently great, revolution occurs. 4. Revolu-
tion often transfers power to a new governing class, which exhibits
a reinforcement in its instincts of group-persistence and so adds to
its designs of present enjoyment aspirations towards ideal enjoy-
ments presumably attainable at some future time—scepticism in part
gives way to faith. 5. These considerations must to some extent be
applied to international relations. If the combination-instincts are re-
inforced in a given country beyond a certain limit, as compared with
the instincts of group-persistence, that country may be easily van-
quished in war by another country in which that change in rela-
tive proportions has not occurred. The potency of an ideal as a pilot
to victory is observable in both civil and international strife. People
who lose the habit of applying force, who acquire the habit of con-
sidering policy from a commercial standpoint and of judging it only
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in terms of profit and loss, can readily be induced to purchase peace;
and it may well be that such a transaction taken by itself is a good
one, for war might have cost more money than the price of peace.
Yet experience shows that in the long run, and taken in connex-
ion with the things that inevitably go with it, such practice leads
a country to ruin. The combination-instincts rarely come to prevail
in the whole of a population. More commonly that situation arises
in the upper strata of society, there being few if any traces of it in
the lower and more populous classes. So when a war breaks out one
gazes in amazement on the energies that are suddenly manifested
by the masses at large, something that could in no way have been
foreseen by studying the upper classes only. Sometimes, as happened
in the case of Carthage, the burst of energy may not be sufficient to
save a country, because a war may have been inadequately prepared
for and be incompetently led by the ruling classes, and soundly pre-
pared for and wisely led by the ruling classes of the enemy coun-
try. Then again, as happened in the wars of the French Revolution,
the energy in the masses may be great enough to save a country be-
cause, though the war may have been badly prepared for by its rul-
ing classes, preparations and leadership have been even worse in the
ruling classes of the enemy countries, a circumstance that gives the
constituent members of the lower strata of society time to drive their
ruling class from power and replace it with another of greater
energy and possessing the instincts of group-persistence in greater
abundance. Still again, as happened in Germany after the disaster
at Jena, the energy of the masses may spread to the higher classes
and spur them to an activity that proves most effective as combin-
ing able leadership with enthusiastic faith.

2180. These, then, are the main, the outstanding phenomena, but
other phenomena of secondary or incidental importance also figure.
Notable among such is the fact that if a ruling class is unable or un-
willing or incompetent to use force to eradicate violations of uni-
formities in private life, anarchic action on the part of the subject
class tends to make up for the deficiency. It is well known to history
that the private vendetta languishes or recurs in proportion as public
authority continues or ceases to replace it. It has been seen to re-
cur in the form of lynchings in the United States, and even in
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Europe.* Whenever the influence of public authority declines, little
states grow up within the state, little societies within society. So,
whenever judicial process fails, private or group justice replaces it,
and vice versa In international relations, the tinselling of humani-

2180 ® [This casual allusion to the phenomena of lynch-law does not reflect the
full light that Pareto’s theories throw upon them; nor does it altogether square
with the facts. Lynchings occur in fairly law-abiding communities in the United
States (California). They fail to occur in fairly lawless communities (New York,
Chicago). They are not correlated therefore with the greater or lesser efficiency of
law enforcement as such. I would state the Paretan uniformity as follows (strictly,
the problem belongs to what Pareto calls “special sociology, and therefore does not
fall within the purview of this work). A lynching develops in three stages. 1. A
revolting crime causes a violent shock to Class V residues connected with the social
equilibrium. 2. Activity residues (Class III), at once come into play, and meeting
no great check in combination-residues (Class I) as consolidated and made per-
manent by persisting abstractions (residues II-§), vent themselves to the full. 3.
The activity residues having spent their force the social equilibrium is at once re-
stored and life resumes its normal course. The protests, editorials, sermons, that
follow a lynching have little effect, because they themselves are in large part mani-
festations of the activity residues aroused in stages 1 and 2. In the Paretan theory
the vigor of conduct is correlated with the numbers of sentiments involved in an
act and their intensities, as “composed” in a resultant by the number and intensity
of conflicting or opposite sentiments. Activity residues are checked in the North by
the strength of persisting combinations, and the absence of lynchings is therefore
interdependent with the strength of industry, commerce, popular education, pros-
perity and so on. Lynchings occur in the South from the relative and proportionate
weakness of the combination-residues (very significant the falling off in the num-
bers of lynchings during the “boom” years, 1923-29). Another thing: lynchings
preferably occur when the combination of Class V and Class III residues is re-
enforced by Class VI residues (sex) and by IV-8 residues (sense of uniformity—
colour). There is an interesting proof of the comment on the reactions of protest,
above. Some very brutal lynchings (one the burning of a negro woman) occurred
during Mr. Hoover’s administration. The President at that time said nothing. He
was moved to a wholly sentimental and unobjective outburst by the very orderly
lynching of the San José kidnappers in 1933. That shows that he too had been
profoundly stirred by the Lindbergh case and by the ensuing wave of kidnapping
crimes and, owing to the boutade of the late Governor Rolfe, had at last found a
way to vent his activity residues. Of these latter the famous manifesto of Governor
Rolfe was a pure and unadulterated expression. This analysis throws the whole
matter of lynchings into the sphere of non-logical conduct, and shows that just as
lynchings have not disappeared after a century of preaching, they will not disappear
as long as the present structure of American socicty endures. They can only be pre-
vented in the given case by an application of force; but there again, as history also
shows, the application of force is prevented by the very forces that cause the lynch-
ings.—A. L.]

2180 ! Examples from the past are too numerous and too familiar to require
mention here. Suppose I note just one very recent example. In the year 1913, at
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tarian and ethical declamation is just a dressing for an underlying
force. The Chinese considered themselves the superiors in civiliza-
tion of the Japanese (§2550°), and perhaps they were, but they
lacked a military aptitude that the Japanese, in virtue of a surviving

Orgosolo, in Sardinia, a number of individuals replaced the defective action of the
police and the courts with their own group action. The incident is worth recount-
ing as typical of the past and illustrative, with due allowances as to procedures and
forms, of what can at any time be the future.

Two families, the Cossus and the Corraines, became involved in a feud for private
reasons. The Cossus succeeded in winning the support of government officials and
therefore of the police and the courts. The Corraines, considering themselves un-
fairly treated in view of that, flew to arms. Giornale d’Italia, Oct. 5, 1913: “Orgosolo,
Oct. 3. The band of brigands that has been infesting the territory about Orgosolo
has committed another atrocious crime. In the La Mela district the bodies of two
property-owners and their hired man were found this morning, all three of them
slain by the brigands in question. The dead: Giuseppe Succu, Giovanni Succu,
their hired man, Michele Picconi. The three bodies were riddled with bullets and
knife-cuts and horribly mutilated. One of Picconi’s ears was cut off. Giovanni
Corraine is keeping his promise: the more vigorously the army and the police try
to run him down, the more emphatic the evidence he will give of his power and
his resolve on vengeance. Today’s crime had been foreseen about town. Your cor-
respondent has interviewed Egidio Piredda, one of the chief victims of the perse-
cution. Signor Piredda confessed that every person in the Cossu clan rose from
bed this morning in terror of not seeing sundown. And he added in the presence
of officials that despite the protection accorded his party by the police, despite the
escorts of carabinieri that are being provided every time a Cossu clansman goes out
of doors, the Cossus were all resigned to their fate. The man’s features were over-
spread with anguish, the anguish of a man living under a relentless menace, and
aware of the uselessness of struggling against a diabolical power that is utterly his
superior. Piredda was right. On the night when the carabinieri fell upon the
Corraine house and arrested the mother and her young and beautiful daughter,
Giovanni Corraine stood only a short distance away under cover of the darkness
and, clutching his rifle, he took oath to avenge them. The incident is well known.
It was recounted to me by Giovanni Corraine’s brother on the day when, with the
pale drawn face of a sickly child, he told me in an unfaltering voice that justice
would be done on those who had sent two innocent women to prison with the con-
nivance of ‘friends in high places.” That conviction is deeply rooted in the ban-
dits, and also in all the townsfolk of Orgosolo, who would sacrifice their blood
and their liberty to aid the Corraines. They firmly believe that the Cossus, sworn
enemies of the Corraines [and allies of the Succus] are able to bully and mistreat
the Corraines through political influence and that, as the Corraines also think, they
are obstructing the orderly procedure of justice. That was their conclusion the day
when a jury at Oristano acquitted the murderer of one of the Corraine brothers.
That, again, was their conclusion on the night when the police, hoping to cut the
bandits off from their bases of supply by wholesale arrests among the Corraine
faction, dragged its outstanding figures to prison at Nuoro. And the curse uttered
by Medda Corraine, the prettiest girl in Orgosolo, as she was passing the Cossu
house in handcuffs and under police escort, voiced the fierce and tragic warning
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remnant of feudal “barbarism,” possessed in abundance. So the poor
Chinese were attacked by hordes of Europeans—whose exploits in
China, as Sorel well says, remind one of the feats of the Spanish
conquistadores in the Americas. They suffered murder, rapine, and

that has had its bloody epilogue today: ‘God will curse you for the wrong you are
doing to our family. God will not suffer you to benefit by such a life of in-
famy. . . .” And so saying she lifted her fettered wrists in an unearthly gesture of
imprecation. Today her brother hearkens to her curse and commits murder. Today’s
dead are the two brothers, Giuseppe and Giovanni Succu, members both of a
wretched family that is dotting the small, lonely cemetery of Orgosolo with dozens
of crosses. One by one they are falling, all of them, under the bullets of the bandits
that never miss. The town looks on at the slaughter in silence and continues send-
ing bread, ammunition, money, to ‘the able-bodied’ as they call them, to the men
who are living like wild beasts in the woods, breathing the air of vengeance.”
Four days later, Oct. 9, 1913, the same newspaper published an interview with one
of the “personages in high place.” The official explained the situation very lucidly:
“ “The bitter hatred that divides the now notorious families of Orgosolo and has
already resulted in a long list of crimes is due to a number of causes. For the sake
of clearness suppose we begin by explaining that the “menaced” families are the
Cossus, the Succus, the Pineddas, the Poddas, and the Pisanos. The families to
which the bandits belong, or by which they are supported, are the Corraines, the
Moros, and the De Vaddises. [Names, as Pareto remarked in a note, are badly
confused in the news articles which he quotes. I uniformize them to make the nar-
rative coherent.—A. L.] Now what are the causes that really and immediately
determined these crimes? The first and remotest cause is to be sought in some
obscure disagreement over an inheritance, which is now too involved for any-
one to make head or tail of. But there is a cause more serious and less remote:
an offer of marriage made in behalf of a girl in the Cossu family, which was
rejected by the Corraines. Soon afterwards the affront was returned. A youth be-
longing to the second “group” of families sued for the hand of a girl belonging to
the first “group.” He was rejected in his turn. Hatred between the two clans flared
up. And soon there was worse. A man of the Corraine family was found drowned
in a well. The police and judicial authorities were in full agreement, after a
formal inquest, that Corraine had committed suicide. But the Corraines and their
adherents held, and still hold, that their kinsman was murdered by their enemies
and that the authorities, as a favor to the Cossus, their henchmen, invented the
little story of suicide. Sad inspiration of clannish passions!

“ ‘But there came another such inspiration, I will not say sadder, but stranger.
In a skirmish between the carabinieri and some fugitives from justice who were
evading arrest, one of the De Vaddis boys was killed, whereupon the De Vaddises
and their adherents held, and continue to hold, that their kinsman was slain by
the Cossu “group” and that the authorities, again to protect the Cossus, invented
this time the story of a fight with the carabinieri.” ‘But why should the authorities—
granted that it is a mistaken impression on the part of the Corraines or the others—
be favouring the Cossus?’ ‘That suspicion is based on the mere fact that the Cossus
were the wealthiest and most influential family in Orgosolo. I say “were,” because
the family is now all but destroyed. Its men and its possessions have been wiped
out, and Antonio Cossu, the old man, has had to take refuge in Nuoro, where
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pillage at European hands, and then paid an indemnity into the
bargain; whereas the Japanese came off victorious over the Russians
and now exact respect from everybody. A few centuries back, the
subtle diplomacy of the Christian lords of Constantinople did not

carabinieri stand constantly on guard about his house trying to protect him. But
let us go on with the story. The Corraine “group” now had two new grievances to
avenge in addition to the old ones: two murders, in other words, for nothing will
ever convince the Corraines that their two kinsmen were not murdered by their
enemies.

““ ‘So the terrible work of vengeance began. Barns were burned, timber lands were
set on fire, live stock was stolen or hamstrung, children were kidnapped, men were
killed.” ‘It was then that the Corraines took to the woods?’ ‘Exactly, and for that
reason. A month or so ago the police authorities, who had been doggedly pursuing
the fugitives, made a wholesale raid on their accomplices and arrested thirty in all,
what with women and men. The Corraine ‘group’ boiled with indignation, and
saw in that another abuse on the part of the authorities, because all the individuals
arrested were members of their group. Nor was it of any use to remind them that
the accomplices in their own crimes were certainly not to be sought in the families
of their victims, who were by this time so terror-stricken that not one of them
any longer dared to go out of doors.” ‘And were the arrests upheld?’ ‘Yes. After
a long and detailed “instruction” the judicial authorities decided to remand them for
trial as members of a criminal association. That was the last straw. It unleashed
the whole fury of the Corraines. The two months during which the inquiry had
been in progress were months of truce: no word was said of individuals evading
arrest. There were no personal assaults, no thefts on the farms. Evidently the
“group” backing the individuals in custody hoped that the warrants would be
quashed and did not care to prejudice the judges against the defendants. But when
it transpired that they were to be remanded, the storm broke. For a fortnight past
crime has followed on crime. . . . And the police are powerless to avert them or
punish them.” ‘And what might be the cause of that helplessness?’ ‘Many causes,
but the chief one this, that everybody in the Orgosolo district, every man, woman,
and child, is on the side of the fugitives.’ ‘And why that?’ ‘Because they are all
convinced that in the beginning these men, or rather, the farnilies of these men,
did not get fair treatment; that they are therefore not criminals, but victims of
oppression taking justice into their own hands. Moreover, in Sardinia, and es-
pecially in the vicinity of Nudro, “procuring justice for oneself” by whatever means
and at whatever cost is never considered dishonourable in anyone. So it comes
about that the carabiniers receive no aid and are unable to get a scrap of informa-
tion concerning the movements of the bandits from living soul in the country,
which contains, unquestionably, a large number of reputable people; whereas the
fugitives are kept perfectly and promptly informed of every movement on the part
of the police and are constantly being supplied with food and ammunition. And
you who know, if only from a casual visit, the country about Nuoro, cannot but
understand that the police are facing difficulties that are truly insuperable.’”

And now let us listen to what is said not by the poor and ignorant peasants of a
remote rural district, but by the magistrates themselves, who are entrusted with the
execution of justice. Grornale d’ltalia, Sept. 20, 1913, reporting a convention of
Italian judicial magistrates in session at Naples: “His Honour Justice Giulio Cag-
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save them from ruin under the impact of the fanaticism and might
of the Turks; and now, in this year 1913, on the very same spot,
the victors show that they have deteriorated in their fanaticism and
in their power and, in their turn reposing illusory hopes in the diplo-

giano, continuing his report on the break-down of service in the courts, in the
following tenor: ‘History teaches that any enfeeblement or break-down in the organs
of justice spells a reversion, be it a slow reversion, to primitive conditions of bar-
barism, that the Teppa, the Camorra, the Maffia, brigandage, are forms of collective
crime that originate in distrust of official justice. The best-framed laws become
mere hoaxes, like the famous “cries,” or proclamations, of Don Rodrigo’s time
[Allusion to the villain in Manzoni’s novel, The Betrothed.], unless there are
organs to enforce respect for them and obedience to them. Nor must we overlook a
side light on the question, which has a more direct bearing on the prestige of our
order. If a portion of the public is capable of understanding that it is not because of
the incapacity or laziness of our judges that the break-down in justice is becoming
more and more alarming, the majority of the public does not hesitate to attribute it
bluntly to indolence, incompetence, or lack of interest on the part of persons.’” The
public also believes, and rightly, that not seldom interference by politicians and
government ministries in behalf of one friend or another deprives court decisions
of all status as law and justice. In serious cases, the virile, unspoiled inhabitants of
Sardinia and Sicily resort to their rifles, while the milder populations on the Con-
tinent bow their heads resignedly. Even in highly civilized regions private jus-
tice on occasion replaces public administration. Lsberté, Nov. 3, 1913: “Fatal
Gesture: It was to be foreseen. Sooner or later an act of violence had to be the
answer to one or another of those incomprehensible whims for which the jury
system has been distinguishing itself for some years past. The fatal gesture has
been made in open court at the Criminal Assizes of the Cher. An individual is
accused by his two sons of murdering their mother. Her body has been found in a
well with a rope about the neck. The jury declares the defendant not guilty and
the court dismisses him from the bar. The youngest of the two sons rushes at his
father and fires a revolver at him point-bl