o0 THE FREEMAN

Some have followed Ward’s lead
iIn emphasizing the primacy of
feeling. Need and desire have been
virtually deified as realities by
some writers. Others have focused
upon motive as the most important
area for knowledge and in terms
of which to make explanations.
Professional psychoanalysts have
focused attention upon removing
the obstructions to free expression
and action. The arts and educa-
tion fell under the spell of “self-
expression.” Many people came to
believe that intention was more
important than action.

Taken together, change, soclety,
and the psyche provided a new
conception of reality. The psyche
provided the impetus, or force, so-
ciety the framework within which
and upon which the force was ex-
erted, and history the plane upon
which movement took place. This
attributes greater clarity to these
1deas than they have, however. By
the early twentieth century, Amer-
ican thinkers were sloughing off
the framework of natural (or so-
cial) law within which Ward cast
his thought. They continued to use
concepts, such as environmental-
1Ism, drawn from this framework
but quite often without avowing
1t. The theoretical framework be-
came much vaguer than it had
been, even though this might not
appear possible.

Most American reformist intel-

lectuals have adopted a pragmatic
stance, disavowed conscious the-
ory, and ostensibly acted in terms
of each situation as it arose. They
have not really done this, and it
1s doubtful whether anyone could.
They have, instead, acted on the
basis of assumptions and ideolo-
gles. Both of these are founded,
insofar as they are founded, in the
“new reality.” Men who have no
theory, metaphysics, or principles
generally act upon the basis of the

fag ends of those they picked up
unawares.

Constantly Changing

T'he most important feature of
this new reality is that it is con-
stantly changing. Change is em-
bedded in it as one of 1ts con-
stituents. The other constituents
change, too. Few things can be
more readily demonstrated than
that social structures are greatly
altered during the passage of time.
As for the psyche, it is the root or
origin of important changes, ac-
cording to the above formulation.
It is a force for change. There
was an article of faith that re-
formers brought to the new con-
ception of reality, namely, that it
1s changeable. The point of Ward’s
work was to establish the pProposi-
tion that social change can be con-

sclously directed, that it can be
planned.

He asserted it over and over
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again, from a great variety of
angles. He called the conscious
planning of social action meli-
orism. ‘“‘Now, meliorism,” Ward
said, “is a dynamic principle. It
implies the improvement of the
social condition through cold cal-
culation. . It 1s not content
merely to alleviate present suffer-
ing, it aims to create conditions
under which no suffering can ex-
ist. It is ready even to sacrifice
temporary enjoyment for greater
future enjoyment — the pleasure of
a few for that of the mass.”!* He
proposed that this should be ac-
complished by legislation. “Legis-
lation (I use the term in 1ts most
general sense) is nothing else but
social invention. It i1s an effort so
to control the forces of a state as
to secure the greatest benefits to
its people.”1® He admits that gov-
ernments have usually made a
mess in most of their interventions
in society. But this has been oc-
casioned, he declares, by the 1g-
norance of those who made the
laws heretofore. The science of
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on measures designed to affect the
destinies of millions of social units
until he masters all that is known
of the science of society. Every true

legislator must be a sociologist. . . .19

The means by which the changes
in society should be brought about,
according to Ward, were social in-
vention and collectivization. So-
cial invention will be devoted to
discovering ways of exercising so-
cial pressure by legislation for the
good of society. “Social invention
consists in making such adjust-
ments as will induce men to act
in the manner most advantageous
to society.”!” He did not hold with
prohibitions and punishments as
a rule. These things restrict the
liberty of some of the people. “But
the contention is that only the
most obdurate offenders require
to have their liberty restricted,
since they, too, have wants, and

the social inventor should devise
means by which such wants shall
be spontaneously satisfied through
wholly innocuous or even soclally

beneficial action.”’1®

sociology will change all this.

Before progressive legislation can
become a success, every legislature

must become, as it were, a polytech-
nic school, a laboratory of philo-

sophical research into the laws of
society and of human nature. No leg-
islator is qualified to propose or vote
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15 Ibid., 1, 36.

These actions were to be taken
by the collective action of the pop-
ulace (whatever such 1deas may
mean). The great collective prob-
lem, Ward thought, was of the
proper distribution of goods.
“This is an exclusively social prob-
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