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ways", than earlier eras. As for the relationship with social
change, the innovators do not operate pro but rather contra
the status quo, so that change is changing, but the culture

in some of its manifestations - like orgamization -~ continues
to churn out the relatively predictable and uninspired societal
member. Whereas Parsons looked ridiculous in 1969, he's
beginning to seem less so the more repressive the political
situation becomes.

Secondly, Prof. Kerner is concerhed that my "presen-
tation is overly simplified" and 1y yvast array of phenomena
is included in a relatively brief space”, which "leads the
reader to question how logically interrelated the mabterial
really is". This meth@dologicaléstylistic problem faced me
from the beginning and was never aatisfactorily resolved.
When trying to say something "new" about social change -

a subject which, as I note in the first paragraphs, can be
practically equated with sociology — the emphasis must shift
from tight, logical, puncture-proof arguments, to highly
gemeralized formulations which support the thesis. The most
trying section to compose Was the historical chapter. The
nature of historiography itself, the very bulk of data
available, and the limits of time and talent on my part made
a seemingly haphazard selection inevitable. Before doing
the thesis, I studied some major works in the philosophy of
inguiry, and came to the conclusion that my tgpgument” was
not destined to be a debater's dream. Everything that went

into the thesis seemed absolutely necessary to its author and

1

PP
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the many items and paths of thought omitted simply "seemed"

less crucial. Obviously, I have no defense, if one is required,

for the fact that it is a sprawling effort. It was a sprawling

subject.

More personally disturbing, Prof. Kerner objects to

ny "categorical casting aside of numerous works with often ;

glib comments as opposed to sound logical justifications".

T frankly do not find in the thesis the source of this remark.
T do lembast, for various reasons, Popper, Hirsch, Martindale, i
Boskoff (the latter three for negative reviews of IsPiere's
book), but I also praise and exploit dozens of other authors
throughout the thesis for their learning, sociologically and
historically. Also "sound, logical justifications" are not
always necessary or sufficient reasons for criticizing an
author. Some works fall short of serious consideration

long before the level of logic: they simply are not well
conceived or executed.

The most important and serious of Prof. Kerner's
notes is this: "there must be something going on out there
that has been documented in a more empirical manner. Any
evidence to that effect would only confirm your thesis". My
"approach to thig issue has been two-fold: first, an examina-
tion of journals and books in the hope of finding good infor-—
mation about innovation as a process of cultural change, and
second, a philosoPhical-methodological inquiry as to the
1ikelihood of finding good supporting analyses. As for the

first, the amount and quality of material is amazingly sparse
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and poor. Most innovation studied has to do with moderniza-

tion processes and other economic topics (see, e.g., Fritz
Redlich, "Innovation in Business" and "The Role of Innova-

tion in a Quasi-Static World", both reprinted in Steeped in

Mo Cultures (Harper Torchbooks, 1971) and Galbraith,

Economics and the Public Purpose, DD. 146-54.), which though

interesting, do not usually have much application to the

thesis. Also, I felt in some sense justified in not seeking
out every possible fragment of data since both LaPiere and
Barnett surveyed the field with care, and my work depends on
theirs. Ag for the legic of the situation, it is completely
unsurprising that the processes of innovational change as I
project them have not been studied, first because the study
of individual behavior is extraordinarily difficult and
always post facto in the case of the true innovator, and
secondly, because this form of post-modern behavior is so
new - in its current manifestation - that it has had insuffi-
cient time to enter the reluctantly accepting arms of academe.
Prof. Kerner was also bothered by my “yweak" economic
analysis, appropriately I believe. As a partial remedy I
have studied Galbraith more carefully, and am now of the
belief that the footnote on page 144 of the thesis is more
accurate as economics than the relatively conservative
arguments incorporated into the text. But for lack of tlme,
an entire rewriting would be performed on the section.
However, in keeping with my essentially Marxist orientation

to the problem, I still feel that Galbraith's plan for




reform as expressed in his latest writing, is marvelous to
contemplate and unlikely to be implemented. The relations
of power znd financial strength are such that the individual
innovator may be able to feather his own nest (see Harry
Browne on this issue, any of his books), but an essential
alteration of economic arrangements will remain problematic.
Remember that when a recent president sought to make
Galbraith a ranking government economic advisor, Wall Street
erupted in fury and made it plain that his’"iconoclastic"
view of economic reality was completely indigestible.

Connected with this, Prof. Kerner recognizes that
vthere are all kinds of international economic issues that
could be raised", which I assiduously did not raise due to
their horrible complexity and also gince the thesis was
designed 0 explain change in the most advanced sectors of
the world only.

I hope these rééponses have clarified somewhat the
muddier sections Prof. Kerner was good enough to elucidate

for nme.
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NOTES

1. There has existed for nearly two decades within
the discipline a publicized debate between the remnants of the
old functionalists versus conflict theorists and the newer
"padical caucus" adherents (not to mention the even more
recent “radical functionalists"). Their basic disagreements
stenm from magjor methodological différences, resulting of course
in equally major substantive battles. The old problems of
objectivity, social causation, values and the researcher, etc.
nave come to the fore in books like Vidich and Stein's Socio-
logy on Trial, Friedrichs' Sociology of Sociology, Reynolds
and Reynolds' Sociology of Sociology and Myrdal's Objectivity

in Social Research, among dozens of others. It seems at

tines that American sociologists, perhaps due to pressure from
Frehch, British and German colleagues, publish as many self;
conscious, self;critical articles and books as original
research or theory pieces. While there may be great utility
in professional "goul-searching", my attention to the debate
remains small, for another thesis or two on the subject itself
would be entirely possible. However, within my scope there
immediately arise the same problems with which these authors
concern themselves, weli;summarized for example in Norman

Birnbaum's Toward a Critical Sociology. I have taken cogni-

gzance of our self-appraising colleagues and wish this to be
176
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(Notes to pages 1 <« 3)
upderstood: I write with the xnowledge that my methodology
is anything but airtight vis g vis questions of history and
sociology, valuation and regearch, the efficacy of grand
 theory, that 1S, theory\treating great spans of time and huge
groupings of variables in tyntangleable plethoras”. But since
much valuable regearch of this type has been done in the past,
T write also with the ¢onviction that protracted theorizing,
if based on & careful reading of history with sociolological
insight, is not only advisable but indispensable to a disci;
pline overloaded with unrelated pr‘nt;outs.
At one point in my regearch, 1 compiled a bibliography
and made notes toward a methodological statement (akin to those

in all of Myrdal's works) the focus of which centered around

historical/social causation and its njetection", value pro-

cesses versus structural manifestations regatding the phenom=~
enon of social change, the value-free motif in cdrrent research,
and key epistemological problems growing out of the KantQMarx~
Mannheim-Habermas tradition and its many offshoots. Bub

after toying with the problems of authoritative writing in
this uncharted field, T carefully retreated, not with the
agmission that T was thereby forced to produce less sound
research, bﬁt simply to get on with the actual project at
hand. I began to feel 1ike an airplane at the end of the
runway, revving the engines for gix hours preparing for a

ten minube flight! Thus, 2ll the fascinating, sometimes

momentous, often trivial ramifications of the sociology of




(Notes to pages 1 - 3)

sociology will have to wait for proper attention. (See brief
bibliography of works,consulted at the end of this note.)

T have relied on several major theoretical texts in
this study of social énd cultural change, those of LaPiere,
Barnett, Toffler and to a less noticeable degree, Brecht and
Etzioni (see general bibliography). These books were selected
from a large field due to their intensity, originality and
usefulness to my method. Within social psychology I have
used to some advantage Mills and Gerth's classic for 1ike
reasons. OFf even more use however has been the synthetic,
far-reaching thought of Marion Vanfossen whose probing into
the fubture of post-modern culture is as sophisticated and
original as any being done by social scientists at this time.

Partial bibliségraphy of the sociology of sociology:

Birnbaum, Norman. Toward a Critical Sociology. New York:
Oxford U. Pfess, 1977,

Blackburn, Robin, ed. Ideology in Social Science. New York:
Random House, 197%. %intage Book.

Bramson, Leon. The Political Context of Sociology. Princeton:
Princeton U. Press, 1961.

Brecht, Arnold. Political Theory: The Foundations of 20th
Century Political Thought. Princeton paperbacks.
Princeton: Princeton U. Press, 1959.

Douglas, Jack. The Relevance of Sociology. N.Y.: Appleton-

enme——

Century-Crofts, 1970.
Durkheim, Emile. The Rules of Sociological Method. Translated

by Sarah A. Solovaey and Jobn H. Mueller. Free FPress
Paperback. N.Y.: Free Press, 1964.

Friedrichs, Robert W. A,Sociolo%z of Sociblogz. Free Press
Paperback. N.Y.: Free Press, .

Gouldner, Alvin W. The Céoming Crisis gg Western Sociology.
Avon Equinox Books. N.Y.: Avon, 1971.
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Horowitz, Irvin L.j ed. The New Sociology. Galaxy Books.

a———

N.Y.: Oxford U. Press, 1904.

Lynd, Robert S. Knowledge for What? Princeton Paperbacks.
Princeton: pPrinceton U. Fress, 1970.

Myrdal, GunnaTe Objectivity in Social Research. N.Y.? Pan-
theon Books, 1969.
O'Neill, John. Sociolbgz.gg.g Skin Trade: Eséazs Towards 2
. "Reflexive Sociology. N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1972,

Reynolds, Larry T. end Janice M., eds. The Sociology Of
Sociology. N.Ye: MacKay COe, 1970.

Vidich, Arthur J. end Stein, Maurice, eds. Sociolog gg Trial.
 Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice Hall, 1965.

Weber, Max. On the Methodology of the Social Sciences. Trans-—
lated by Edward ohils and Henry Tinche. Glencoe, I1l1l.:
Free Press, 1949. \

o, Gouldner, Op. cit., D 29 ff.

%, Blackburn, 0p._cit., passim.

4, Op. cit., DP- ix - 48,

$. Ibid., p. xii. |

6. Karl Popper, The Open Society and Its Enemies
égfi%Cftzg: Princeton U. Press, 1962), oth edition, revised,

7. Richard P. Appelbaum, Theories of Social Change
(Chicago: Markham Publishing COes 1970«

6. Pitirim A. Sorokin, (N.Y.: Dover Publications,
1963), originally entitled Social Philosophies of an Age of
Crisis (1950).

9., New York: McGraw-Hill, IncCe., 1965.

 40. Homer G.-Barnett, Tonovation: The Bagis of Cultural
Change (W.Y.: McGraw-Hill Books COeq 1053 ).

41. TLaPiere, Social Change, D. vi. (Hereafter, SC.)

42. Relying heavily in research of an extended nature

upon a single major work would seem at best optimistic, at
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(Wote to page 12)

worst disastrous, depending of course upon the quality of
the source and the use made of it. Therefore, it seems
advisable to defend such a technique.

The study of s001al change has been 1nterm1ttent1y
popular with professionals for decades, and theories of
change at both micro and macro levels abound. I have
examined many of these theories, either directly or through
comprehensive studies. After having discerned in most of
them debilitating weaknesses which render them only gsomewhat
useful, it was with great delight and relief that LaPiere's
work came to my attention. Characterized in social§psydho—
logical terms, he seenms to be an old wizened liberal whose

degire for heightened human freedom pervades his work, yet

who, through many years of study has found that standard
change theories come up short for reasons he makes clear.
However, in a book of 42 pages, it is not possible to offer
lengthy refutations of other theoretical positions simply for
the glorification of one's own thoughts. It is more important

to delineate carefully and document as much as possible the

theory being offered. This LaPiere has done, and this is
what I shall seek to do in the following.

Out of academic curiosity 1 studied reviews of

Social Change in the major journals. Don Martindale (AJS,71:

203—4, Sept. '65), Walter Hirsch (Social Forces, X1iv, e

1%6-7, Auge. 165) and Alvin Bosgkoff (ASR, XXX: 639-40, Aug. '65)

a1l made slightly differing but equally imperceptive, inade~
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(Note to page 12)

quate and imprecise attacks on the book. It is amazing and
depressing that particularly Martindale and Hirsch, two
important men in the discipline, should so unskillfully
handle LaPiere's achievement. After reading very carefully
their reviews, it would be easy to congtruct a point by
point contradictory statement, but aside from psychological
vindication of L.aPiere Such an exercise would serve no purpose
and would consume valuable hours. Their attacks, finally,
for this reader are unworthy of the book.

By way of sample illustration, both Martindale and
Hirsch extract one line from TaPiere's Preface ("The theory
upon which the following is based, and which for reasons of
personal preference ig kept more implicit than explicit,
constitutes a sharp break with the traditional theories
thate..) — although both reviewers succeed in misquoting him
or out-of-contexting the line beyond recognition - neither
writer understood the point of the sentence. LaPiere wanted

simply to acknowledge his use of Barnett's theory, but was

not going to footnote every instance. Both reviewers seized
upon the sentence, claiming for it meanings which were clearly
not intended. It seems neither gave their reading the same
dedication and care LaPiere gave his writing, which upon
reflection is not surprisinge.

Also of interest is LaPiere's treatment of both
Martindale and Hirsch in an extended footnote to page 34 of

Social Chahge in which he writes: "Don Martindale's Social
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(Note to page 12)
Life and Cultural Chang“ (1962) is only an elaboration of

certain aspects of Max Weber's theory of the role of religion
in the determination of 3001a1 stability and changeeeee
Regarding Hirsch, "Of the‘hundreds of books that were puﬁé
1ished over the past decade by American sociologists about
sociological matters, only nine are gpecifically on social

changee. Of these, two (...Explorations in Soclal Change,

1964, eds. Walter Hirsch and George 7ollschan) are collections‘
of discrete essays and articles". Martindale wrote the intro?
duction to Hirsch's book s0 we reglize that the negative
reviews were another example of sociologyéfraternity black-
balling.

Hirsch's reader, Explorations..., in spite of its

800 pages is predominantly pompous and protracted mediocrity.
The few articles which rise above the trivial or pombastic
concern such old standards as Sorokin's work. Sorokin's
piece in the book is by far the most readable and sociologiQ
cally sensitive. That the antiseptic Purdue nthinkers" would

eschew LaPiere's vigion of reality does not come as & shocke.

Finally, Zollschan wrote an article on Freud's

"preslity principle®, and the book in Toto is supposedly
constructed around that marvelously chic term, "the dialectic”.
Naturally, ToPiere regards Freud as the world's worst socid;
logist, and he frowns on elevating a simple cognitive tool to
the position of tachool"~ishness.

Boskoff's review is only slightly less inadequate in




(Notes to pages 12 - 28)

this realm of proto—scholarship. He attacks LaPiere's polemics
as "out of place" i.e. in poor taSte, etc., without discussing
the possible validity of the suthor's arguments. The book
for him is a "disquieting mixture" of elements, "not text
nor reference nor tract". BY God, sounds like an innovation!
13. $SC, D. 1.
4. £C, D. 2e

45, See Frank E. Manuel, The Fro nets of Paris (Cam-
bridge: Harvard U. Press, 1962), Pp. 55 - 102.

416. See J.B. Bury, The Idea of Progress (N.Y.: Dover
Publications, Inc., 1955).

- 17, Sylvia Thrupp, €d., Change in Medieval Society
(NiY.: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 49€E§. ilso, for a semsitive
and informed statement asbout the middle ages, regarding the
gréwth of freedom, see Herbert J. Muller, Treedom in the Western
World (N.Y.: Harper and Row Publishers, 1963), Ppe BH7-57.

48. §9_, p. Ll'.

49. Harry W. Laidler, The-Histor of Socialism (N.Y.:
Tnomas Y. Crowell, 1968), pp: Teh-222.

20. Arnold Green's useful distinetion between "gegmented”
and “inclusive" social movements is used here. See his
Sociology (N.Y.: MoGraw-Hill Book Co., 1952), Chpt. 26.

2’1 . _S_g_, ppo 44‘“" 5.
22. §9_, pc 29. T
2%, SC¢, pp. 35n-36n. 'ff:

oh. SC, pe 37.

on—

25. SC, Pe. 38n.

——

26. 8C, pp. 38-9.

‘womaorms

P

27. §C, pp. 40-58. |
28. SC, ppo 59""61"‘. |

P
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(Notes to pages 28 - 33)
29. §_g_, p. L!'/]Q

30. Harry E. Barnes, A Histor% of Historical Writing
(N.Y.: Dover Publications, inc., 1962 ), pp._2¢5-4§.

: 31. FEugene D. Genovese The Political Economy 9;
Slavery (N.Y.: Random House, 186775,

%2, Some of the most useful books in this area are:
Aron, Raymond. Introduction to the Philosophy of History.
Boston: Beacon Press, 1961

Bloch, Maré. The Historisn's Craft. Vintage Books. N.¥o:
Random House, n.de.

Brecht, Arnold. QBQ cit.
Dilthey, Wilhelm. Pattern and Meaning in History. Torchbook.
&.Y.: HarpeT and ROW, 7 R

Fischer,éDavid. Historiens' Fallacies. N.Y.: Harper and. Row,
1970.

MacIver, Robert. Social Causation. N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1964,

Mandelbaum, Maurice. The Problem of Historical Knowledge.
Toréhbook. N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1967.

Mannheim, Karl. Essazs on the Sociology of Culture. London:
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1 .

Momigliano, A.D. Studies in Historiography. N.Y.{ Harper and
Row, 1966. ,

Muller, Herbert J. The Uses of the Past. N.Y.: Oxford U.
Press, 1957.

White, Morton. Foundations of Historical Knowledge. NY: Harper
and Row, .

Zinn, Howard. The Politicg of History. Boston: Beacon Press,
1971.

There are bits and pieces of insightful material
throughout the well-known "Philosophy of Science" literature,
notably Karl Popper's The Logic of Scientific Discoverye.

3%. SC, D. 50.
4. SC, De 57-

.. ..35, e;g.‘Ffeedom, Power and ﬁembdrafié fiaﬁniﬁg and
Man,and Society in an Age of Reconstruction.
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. %6, Robert A. Dahl and Charles E. Lindblom, Politics
Economics and Welfare, Torchbook (N.Y.: Harper and Row, 5.

39, John Friedmann, Retradkiﬁg,Ameriba: A.Theor of
Trangactive Plenning, Anchor Books N.¥.: Doubleday, 1973)«

38. §Q, p. 69.
39. SC, pp. 70-102.
80. 8C, p. 99.

41. Edward P. Cheyney, The Dawn of a New Era 1250~

—— —
s

%&%ﬁ,yVoli 1 of The Rise of Modern Furope Series, ed. by
T{13am T. Langer (to date 18 volumes; New York: Harper and
Row, 1936-present), pp. 37-63.

42. Barnett, op. cit., DPe 3, 9

4%, 1Ibid., D. 97-

44, SC, p. 103.

45. SC, p. 107.

46, SC, p. 108.

47. 8C, p. 109

48. SC, pe 110,

49, §C, p. 111, See John Jewkes et al, Ihe Sources of
Tnventions (W.Y.: St. Martin's Press,. 1958) for this portion
Yo, 6.C. Gilfillan, The Sociolo of Invention (Chicago:
Follet Pub. Co., 4@355 which pushes the Wsocial forces" idea.

50. SC, p. 112.

51. SC, pp. 1415,

52. §_g_, P. 1‘460

5%. SCy Pe M7

S4. SC, p. 118.

55. SC, p. 120.

56. £C, pp. 123-27.

7. §C, p. 138.
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58. 8C, pp. 139-73.
59. SC, pp. 174-211,

0. Christopher Hill, Reformation %o Tndustrisl
Revolution (Baltimore: Penguin Books, 1969), p. 15, cited in
Harrington, Socialism (N.Y.: Bantam Books, 197%), p. 117.

61. Freedom in the Western World (N.Y.: Harper and
Row, 1963), Ds 50-

. Friedrich Heer, The Medieval World (N.Y.: New
American Library, 1962), p. 30; See also gyIvia Thrupp, Op.
cite. -

63+ €.8. Friedrich Heer, Norman Cantor, G.R.Coulton,
Henri Pirene, Marc Bloch, etc. ©OSee general bibliography.

6+, MNuller, op. cit., p. 32.

65. Lynn White, Medieval Technology and Social Changg
(N.Y.: Oxford U. Press, 1962), DD« 33 69.

66. Muller, op. cit., p. 36.

67. TIbid., DD. 57-84

68. Ibid., D 49.

69. Bryce in Muller, op. €it., p. 49.

70. Charles H. Hagkins, The 12th Century Renaissance
(N.Y.: World Pub. Co., 1957).

71. Heer, Op. Cit., Pe 26.

72. OPe. cit., passim.

730 _Lb__i_;_q_o, po Ve
74, Journal of British Studies, X:# 2, May, 1971.

75, Muller, op. cit., P. 5.

76. George Sabine, Ihe History of Political Thought
(N.Y.: Henry Holt and Co., 1937 ), De 220

59, Muller, Op. Cit., Do 56s
78. Cheyney, QRQ Cito, ppo 37"'630
79. lhié., pp. &4-109.
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80. Ibid., Pp. 110-47.

81. Frederick Engels, Peasant Wars 1n z (N. Y.:
Internatlonal Publishers, 1926).

82, Myron P. Gilmore, The World of Humanlsm 445§e4512
(N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1952), P. 46.

83. Ibid., D. 47.
84. Ibid.o, ppo 4‘7"‘8.

85. Ibido 9 pPo 4’9"'56.
86. Ibido [} 'ppo 52"’30
87 . 1bid.. 9 ppo 52"’5 -

88. Preserved Smith, The Age of the Reformation (N.Y.:
Henry Holt and Co., 1920), . 58 '

890 Ibido ] ppo 4‘60""61 .
90. Ibid., Ds 749
9. Ibid., D 747.

92. cf. Friedrich, Carl, The Age of the Baroque (N.Y.?
Harper and Row, 4952), Pe Xie

93. Ibid., P 3.
94, Ibid., De %
95. Ibido, ppo 3"'5-

96. Science and the Modern world (N.Y.: MacMillan,
1925), PPe 39-5D-

97. R.H.Tawney, A rarian Problem of ‘the 16th Century
(London: Longman, Green and COes 1912)e

98. Muller, QE‘G cit., po 2590
99, Friedrich, op. ¢it., Pe 312,
400. Muller, op. cit., p. 173.

101. Erich Fromm, Escape from Freedom (N.Y.: Discus
Books, 1965), D. Xil.
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4020 Muller, 9_20 Citc, po 255.

- 103, Crane Brinton, The Anatomy of Revolution (N.Y.:
Random House, 1965); Lyford Edwards, The Natural Bistory Oof
Revolution (Chicago: U. of Chicago Press, s “Teo GOtt-
Schalk, "Causes of Revolution", AJS L:1-8, #1 (July,1944)3
James C. Davies, "Toward = Theory of Revolution”, ASR XXVII,
1: 5-19, (Feb. 1962); Ted Gurr, ﬂ%x Men Rebel (Princetons:..
Princeton U. Press, 1970); Harry “kstein, ©d., Internal War
(N.Y.: Free Press, 1964).

: 104, Frederick B. Artz., Reaction and Revoiutibn 1844-
1832 (N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1935y, pp. 49-82, T10-48.

105. Tbid., pP. 50-63.
406. G’OttSChalk, Q_Eo Cit., ppo 6"‘70»

- 107. William L. Langer, Political and Social Upheaval
18%2-1852 (N.Y.: Harper and Row, 1969), PPe 5= 06.

108. Raymond Williams, The -Lon Revolﬁtibn (N.Y.:
Colmmbia U. Press, 1961), DPe 375—5. .

 409. Williems, op. cit. and Culture and Society 1780~
1950 (N.Y.: Columbia U. Press, 1958).

. .110. Milton Albrecht, et al, eds., The Sociology of
Art and Iiterature (W.Y.: Praeger PublisheTs, 197003 %ylle
Sypher, Literature and Tachnology (N.Y.: Random House, 1968).

441. Parsons, The Social Svstem, pp. 384427, cited in
Albrecht, op. cit., DPe. %

112. N.Y.: Vintage Books, 1972, pp. 60-1.

113, Thomas A. Harris, T'm OK, You're OK (N.Y.: Harpez
and Row, 1969), p. 5.

414. Pursuit of Loneliness (Boston: Beacon Press, 1970),
pe. 147,

415, Germaine Bree, Comus and Sartre (N.Y.: Dell
Publiching Co., 1972), DP. Viii.
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