INTRODUCTION

In 1872, when the author of the essays here assembled was
elected professor of political and social sCience in Yale College,
he was, to use his own words, “a young and untried man.”’
He was selected for his position, not as a ‘Specialist, but because
he was what he was. Someone in those days must have been
an excellent judge of men. “l have tried, ™ Sumner wrote,
in 1881, “to justify their [the Corporation’s] confidence.
| threw myself ‘into "the work of my department and of the
college with all my might. | had no ofher_interest or ambition.
He could have repeated these words, with equal truth, at the
end of his incumbency;. for the prime interest in Sumner’s pro-
fessional career from his election to the day of his retirement,
in June, 1909, was the scrupulously faithful discharge of his
academic duties; and to this end he spent freely the powers
of a sturdy frame and an eager mind, His teaching and the
many. administrative tasks that fell to him always ocCupied his
attention to the subordination of what he_might' have preferred
to do, or of what might have been to his personal interest to
do. Of a conseqéjence his writings and public utterances rep-
resented extra labor, out of hours. The only one of his books
not written at the behest of a publisher,”he once told me,
was the Folkways. In addition to the enqrossmg activities
which | have mentioned, there was yet another factor which
held back systematic enterprises on “the large scale; left to
himself, Sumingr’s, tendency was to wait on further acquisition
and on organization of His knowledge rather than to hasten
his output,” This was particularly evident in respect to his
pureI}/ somologlcal work. A dozen years ago, a breezy young
reporter is said to have asked him why he did not publish on
sociology, and to have received the gruff réjoinder: “Because
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éwgtfjld rather correct my own mistakes than have other people
0 it for me.

In view of these circumstances it is natural that the shorter
writings and lectures of Professor Sumner should have been
more Characteristic of him than are most of his books — how-
ever weighty the latter in their scholarship and however highly
esteemed. by his colleagues in the social sciences. The most
characteristic of all his activities was his teaching, for this was
his absorbing interest; but next to that, | think, come his
occasional essays — with which | should class the two little
volumes on Protectionism and What Social Classes Owe to Each
Other. Sumner had time for essays where he was sure to be
hurried on his books; his .consecutive leisure came in small
fragments. And he could improve such_shorter periods with
%_rea,t success, for he was rem,arkabI% rapid_in his composition;

IS ideas were in order from his much teaching, and he could go
ahead, he once told me, as fast as he could drive the pen.

These are the main reasons why Sumner’s essays form a more
spontaneous, characteristic, and finished product than his
longer writings; and so he has been known, if not to scholars,
at any rate 10 the general public, better through them than
through his books. _ , ,

No one who has the interests of American education at heart
can regret that Sumner’s fidelity to duty prevented him from
writing” more — or even from Completing what he had hegun,
His enduring output is the human document, the awakened
minds of many young men, which is a product that can only
roll up in significance as time passes, and is mca?able of belng
antedated or” superseded. It was the influence of a mind an
character that could not harbor the small and mean which made
Sumner such a power in his world. This was true through-
out his career, and neither the force of his intellect nor
that of his character ever deserted him, even in the shadow of
the end. It is the Sumner of the later years whom the, present
writer knew: and | have heen asked, ds a close associate and
co-worker, to afford his friends and admirers some idea of his
activities, and of the man himself, particularly in this his latter
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gratification of seeing his ideas, for which he had suffered
Unpopularity and abuse, recognized; but he had the greater
satisfaction” of looking back upon a_life of spotless honor,
undeviating in its sincerity and intrepidly true to truth where
truth seemed to be. That"a wave of popular sentiment mlght
roll up to exalt ?art of what he stood for, he well knew:; but
he was fortified to expect that, in the complex play of human
Interests, the “mores” ‘would presentl swmIq off toward some
new form of the irrational, or even back fo the old follies aqam.

It is plain, from the evidence of these essays, that Sumner
was always a sociologist, that is, he always reached out
spontaneoUsly to an “interpretation of sociétal phenomena
broader than the ﬁurely economic or political one. The is-
Sues attacked in these “essays are approached with a_ breadth
of vision which goes with“a general science of society and
not with any single one of its subdivisions. Nobody who
has studied ‘the Science of society with Sumner ever has
any doubts about there being such “a science; what persuaded
us that there was one, was the actual demonstration set
before us in the classroom, There was something that appealed
to us as superlatively vital and enthralling, “but of which
no . antecedent discipline had given us " more than an
oblique glimpse. Until the memory of his breadth and in-
clusiveness of vision as to human reaction and motive has
faded quite away, it will be an arduous task to prove to
ong. of ‘Sumner’s” students that there is no general science of
society. No amount of mere formal analysis and intellectual
fence-uilding can stand against demonstratiori. _

Sumner was a path-oreaker by nature and circumstance;
but he had his_ impulsion, as is the way of men, from the hand
of another.  To judge by his own comments, he derived from
Herbert Spencer Some such intellectual awakening as he later
gave to many. But it is wrong and shallow to class Sumner

L There is, in the Popular Science Monthly for June, 1889 (pp. 261-268)
a Sketch of William Graham Sumner, which™is largely autobiographical and
which deserves re-publication. It touches upon several” of the points noticed
in this Introduction.
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as a thick-and-thin adherent of the Spencerian system: he was
not adapted to discipleship. He accepted a number of Spencer’s
ideas — some of which were sure to appeal to him tem?_era-
mentally — notably those _Ieadlng to, the laissez-faire atlitude
and to” distrust of “socialistic tendencies; but he parted com-
pany with Spencer in the latter author’s most characteristic
and” fundamental point of view. Spencer. was essentially a
philosopher and not a scientist, seeking in his evolutionary
studies, carried through the buiky volumes of the Synthetic
Philosophy, for an inclusive formula. But this is not what
science is looking for, and Sumner’s sympathies and respect
were all for science — in particular for natural science. He
abhorred and _eschewed the metaphysical and intuitional;
he studied philosophy much as a young man, but as he
once expressed it, he “had been en?a ed in heaving that
whole cargo overboard ever since. ” T have never heard in
his conversation or seen in his writings anything, to indicate
that he accepted the essence of the Spencerian —system:
on the contrary, he never advised us to read the” First
Principles or ofher parts of the Synthetic Philosophy, except
Perh%ps,, the Prmusple_s of Biology, “and used often to say that
he Principles of Sociology represented the only large part of
Spencer’s ‘work destined to live, because here Spencer was
forced to collect his data and so “get down to facts. ” Among
scientists Darwin was Sumner’s hero, as_he generally is to the
real scientist; his honor of Darwin is indicated, for instance,
/ his often expressed perplexity as to how Darwin, other-
Wise ,w_eII-m?h_lmpeccabIe, could” have made a bad slip in his
description of Tierra del Fuego and its inhabitants,

| feel impelled to refer in this place to the belief of some of
Sumner’s. admirers that he made a mistake when he retired
from political economy and took up the more general science
of society. As well sdy that there is an error in the develop-
ment from the hlade fo the ear and the full corn in the ear.
The obituary natices of a year ago recalled the Sumner of the
seventies and eighties rathér than the tranquil student of more
recent years — Sumner the political economist rather than
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grammars; not only, for example, the Swedlsh-mto-En(iIlsh
exercises, but those” from_English into Swedish. The excellent
Balbus r_na){ have begun Greek at seventy, but among modems
such a disp a)( of energy and jndustry at middle a%e is sufficiently
remarkable, 1t should” not be forgotten that Sumner, as his
maiden publication witnesses, was a ﬁood Hebrew  scholar
and that he knew Greek and Latin well. So that his control
of languages, though he used to saK_ that he was not quick at
Iearnlng them, extended to some thirteen or fourteen; ‘and of
these he had an exact and precise grammatical control. It
may be added that at about the same time he was acquiring a
knowledge of calculus in order to see for himself what fhere
was in ‘mathematical economics, And all this while writing,
_Iecturlnp, teaching a heavy schedule, and taking a leading part
in faculfy labors. o _
One 0f the characteristics of Sumner’s mode comes out quite
unmistakably in his essays; and that is his simplicity and
cleamess. He struck straight at the heart of a mattér. He
used to say that there were three questions to be asked about
any_groductlon: What is it? How do you know it? What
of " it? Upon the last inquiry he laid "particular emphasis;
but, granted that there was any use in_doing a piece of work,
he was keen about his other” two criteria;” that it should be
set forth so it could be understood, — that one should tell, with
brevity and clearness, what it was that he had found, — and
that he should give good and sufficient reason for his gpinions,
He used to prune the theses written under him of verbiage and
slash out_ inexact expressions, usually ma_klngI careful emenda-
tions, until the pages were scarcely récognizable. For himself, he
abjured latinity and chose the tersest and most rugged of Anglo-
Saxon terms, ‘using, for an extreme example, a word like leéch-
craft in place of & more indirect and ponderous term. He hated
long and involved sentences, and urged us all to be sure to
tranislate German passages that looked as if they were significant,
to see if they really were; for, as he said, “the German lan-
uage and style lend themselves easily to bathos. ” He believed
at if the fhought were clear the expression would he, and
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Some” have said that Sumner’s clarity was due to the fact
that he never saw but one side to a question, and therefore was
not bothered by the need of hedging and shadm? It certainly
conduces to clarity to see an issue in"that way; but it wauld not
be fair to one who has stood to So many s a champion and
exponent of faimess to let this offhand version go un-
challenged. The Commencement orator of 1909, when
Sumner received the Yale doctorate of laws, said: “Like

all great teachers and real leaders of men, he Is intensely
dogmatlc but his dogmas are not the result of narrow:
ness or prejudlce they . come from prolonged, study and
Profound thought. ” This sentence contains, implicitly at
east, the rationale of Sumner’s dogmatism. He was always
teachlngz the elements of social scienice to beginners whether
they sat in hig classes or not; and in the teachln of the ele-
ments dogmatism 1S necessary. va teacher wh o knows his
business is aware that some “well-defined standpoint must be
gained before the balancing of theories can be profitably begun.
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which follow he cannot dispel, if he would, the memory of a
commanding personality.

Many of us have erajoyed in times Past the occasional essay of
Professor Sumner, and Rave wished that we could have it con-
veniently at hand, either for our own re-readlng or that we
might the more readily introduce a friend to a sturdy and daunt-
lesS personality in fhe world of thought. It is”in response
mainly to desires of this order that the” present collection has
been “assembled. | am aware that an occasional favorite will
not be found here; some will seek in vain for the hauntmg
phrase or pungent, half-remembered epigram that. he woul
ﬁ!adlfy con again. A qreat deal of Sumner's writing was in

e form of Short articles, hot from the forge, in newspapers
and magazines; but all of these could not be collected and
included” in_ the present volume. His famous retort to the
xouthful socialist — to which no reply was forthcomm%— Was
ard to leave out; so was the laconic Foreword to Professor
Cutler's Lynch Law, where Sumner says of lynching, in his
characteristic way: “It would be a disgrace to” us_if amongst
us men should bum a rattlesnake or a mad dog. The hadnéss
of the victim is not an element in the case at all. Torture
and burning are forbidden, not hecause the victim is not bad
enough, but because we are. too good. " But these shorter
treastires could not well go in, and the selection was finally
limited to the longer essays. One is the more reconciled to the
omissions in the hope that a Life and Letters may at some time
see the light, where the many isolated “Sumnerisms” may
find appropriate place,

As arranged, the following seventeen essays fall under three
main heads, both topicwise and, to a large degree, chronologlcally
as well. Of the first seven all but one are products of the Jast
years of Professor Sumner’s life, and all but two were ?ubllshed
in 1909 and 1910; the next grou_? (five) run between 1887 and
1894 and have to do chiefly with the "practical aPpllcatlons,of
sociological principles to problems of the time; the following
four come between 1896 and 1900, all bearing upon the “pre-
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Albert Galloway Keller.
New Haven, June 27, 1911.



