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INTRODUCTION

There will always be some question as to how the writings
of Ortega y Gasset should be classified. Thus far his work has
been variously designed as philoso@hical, political, esthetic,
humanist. Ortega considered himself an intellsctual.l At the
beginning of his literary career he was fond of the name The
Svectator, and he himself defines for us the meaning of this
namezv"The spectator has, consequently, a primary purpose: to
ralse a bastion against politics for myself and for those who
share my desire for pure vision and for theory,"2

Revertheless, the name Spectator could have been interpret-
ed as a camouflage for a marked political tendency at the begine
ning of the twentieth century. Ortega founded the Leagus of Ed=-
ucation "to study in detall Spanish life snd to closely scrutine
i1ze Spanish society by memns of propaganda, criticism, defense,
protest and the organs of education, economics and tochnology."3

The role that he played in the establishment of the Republie and

Blortega ¥ Gasset, La rebelion de las masas (Madrid, 1958),
p.l.

20rtega, "Rl espectador," Obras Completas, II (Madrid, 195k)

17. .
3ortega, "Vieja y nueva politica," Obras Completas, I (Ma-
drid, 1953), 305.
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later his tenure of office as deputy of Leon, as indications of
his marked interest in politics, despite the fact that he did
not wish to enter any party. Nevertheless, it could be dispute
ed to what extent he really maintained an interest in polities.
Be that as it may, his work gives a prominent plaze %c political

writings such as: Vieja y nueva politice, Espana invertebradsa,

and above all, La rebelion de las masas'h
None of the principel  oritics and comnmentators of Ortega

has denied him the name of philosopher. But this word 1s undere

stood in such a wide senss that it does nct add anything to the
name intellectual. When we restrict the sense of the wo,d phile-
and apply 1t to Ortege, we find ourselves in the midst of a heat-
ed and Intorminabie polemic among many critics of Ortega, a real
"intellsctual intrigue,"’ ‘ '

All the commentators of Ortega present what we could call
a gystematization of his thought, For Ortege was note-and on
this all agree--a systematic thinker, He was tempted, several
times, to write his basic philosophical positions in a more

schematic forme, But he never did so,

hObraa ¢
ompletas, IV (Madrid, 1955), 113-312; TI (Madrid
1953),FT-T5TT T -HEAS1d, 1955), 2652307, respecoivery orids

2Julian Marias, Ortega y tres antipodas (Madrid, 1980)

and the article, "IntTIza Intelectual oontra Ortega?"
Razon y Fe, CXLIIT {1%51), 568-591,
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Although Ortega accepted various chairs of phlilosophy=-
ox_ze' at the University of Madrid end several in Latin Americes
Universities-~in his classes and writings he lost himself in
useless esthetical digressions. The spectator has overrun the
philoaopher, |

However, the fact that Ortega was an accomplished assaylst
adds little to our discussion except that he excelled in this
literary formj for he did writs literary, philosophical, hise
toricel essayj of all types., From this wealth of literary oute
put one stillloan legitimately gather a philosophy and a politie
cal doctrine, The writer does not intend to overlook what has
been said so far about the whole work of Ortega. But the sole
intention at the moment, 1s to offer a new point of view of his
work, the point of view of sociologye.

There are a number of works which Indicate a sociology in

Ortega. The most outstanding of all is Sociologia y politica

en Ortega y Gasset by Hernan dez-Rubio.é To appreciate the nature
of this work, the term soclology as well as the term political
science must be understood in the European sense still prevaile
ing in countries like Spain., In reality, this book of Hernan-
deg=Rubio is nothing more than a treatise on political and soci-
al philosophye.

The writer can offef two main reasons for a systematic ap-

proach to the soci logy of Ortega, The first is that his phile

o6(Barcelona, 1956).
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osophlical conclusions are not formulated in an abstract, pure-
1y philosophical manner innacessible to empiricel verification.
And secondly, if one as some critics do, decides to deny that
Ortega 1s a philosopher in the strict sense of the word, then
the majority of his ideas are nothing more than scientific pro=-
positions, some verifieds others to be verifieds Let us hear
the authorities in this matter., Ferrater Mora says: "The phile
osophy of Ortega is extraordinerily difficult to classify be-
cause our writer 1s one of the few who in modern history heave
pointed up the problematic character of philosophical activity37
And Rubio Hernmandez: "His whole philosophy 1s troubled with a
lack of roots."S It ig possible"~-these are the words of Irlarte
-="that what 1s gold in the field of humanism and mental aptie
tude, may be clay in the realm of philosophy."9

Ify, on the contrary, one would agree with Julian Marias
whe classifies Ortega as "the greatest philosopher which Spain
has had since Suarez,"10at111 one would be justified in intro=

?Eﬁ filosofia de Ortega y Gasset (Buenos Aires, 1958),pe 9o
BSociologia Z‘pclitica en Ortege y Gasset (Barcelona, 1956),

pomo
9La ruta mental de Ortega (Madrid, 1949), p. 6.

lorhilosqpher espagnols de notre temps (Paris, 1954), p. 65.




p
ducing into the field of sociology those statements of Ortega

which are open to empirical verification., In thils case, Ortega
should be consgidered as a philosopher who has made contributions
to the field of soclology just as did Hegel, Dilthey, Scheler,
Marx, etc,ll

For many reasons, however, which will be pointed out in
the present work, the writer believes that Ortegats contribution
to sociology cannot be considered merely in this wide sense.
Whilﬁ authora of Y"grand thso"y" and metasoclologists are treate

ed 1q books of sociologﬁcal theory, there seems to be no reason

why ﬁha work of Ortega Jhoae social doetrine is empirically ree-

«i
ﬁ

lovaﬁt, gshould be excluded.

The argument in de@onse of this thesis will appear in the
Flrst chapter which wil% constitute the main proof, and, so to
apoak, the ma jor of the syllogism of the thesis, In this chape
ter we will discuss the requirements which the works of Ortega,
or anybody else, for this matter, ought to have to merit being
called sociological, This wiil depend on our definition and
concept of soclology and itas 1imits, The rest of the thesis
will be like the minor of the syllogisme In it one will be
able to observe how Ortega fulfills the requirements set forth in

first chapter,

llAs an example of,uhat is meant here, see lMerton's Social
Theory and Social Structure (Glencoe, 1959), pp. L56=L89.




6

Before beginning the main burden of this thesis a few facts
of the life of Ortega are in place. Jose Ortega y Gesset was
born in Madrid in May of 1883, Consequently, he belonged, at
least chronologically, to the genersation of writers who conteme
plated the final collavse of the Spanish colonial empire in 1898
and dedicated themselves to mourning the death of gpain. "The
rebellion of the magses," says Ortega,"™ and the radical demoi»

alization of humenity is one and the same thing."1l2 The genera=

tion of the 98, as it has been named, is a group of gloomy write

erg whose historical mission, according to them, 1ls to stimulste
the people of thelr generation docmed to soclal and political
disaster, |

Ortega was born in a house of writers. Hls father was the
editor of the publication, El Imparcial, & dally newspaper to |
'whigh Ortega would later contribute articles., He studied in the
boarding school of the Jesults of Miraflorss del Prado, but later
| he abandoned the faith, attacked the Church end espscially the
Jemuitsel3 1In 190, he received his doctorate of philosophy and

Jhumanities in Madrid, Afterwards, he carried on the studies in

Germony, and the influence. of the German 1life. made a great ime

1218 rebelion de la s mases (Madrid, 1958), p. 109

. 150ne of his most blttser articles agalnat the Jesuits is
"Al margen del libro 'A.,M.D.G.," Obras Completas, I (Madrid, 1953)
532=53%5. :
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pregsion on him. He says, "There 1s a 1light halred German, med-
itative and sentimental, who breathes in the twilight of my
soul," 1k He took coﬁfsea in the universities of Leipzig, Berlin,
and Marburg. Among his teschers he was especially influsnced by
Cohen, his master, and Dilthey, FPurthermore, there was his Bre-
tano, his Nietzasche, his Rlckert, Buckle, Goblneau, Spengler,

and such historians as Renan, Momsen, Ranke, and Hostcvaff.15

The 1dentiflication with Germany in the early years of his
career was blended with the iInfluence of Bergson, !ichelet,
Descarteg, iarianne, and many other ?hilosophers.

He returned to Spain with the mission to Europeanlize 1t. He
edited the perigdical El Faro, in which he dedlcated himself to
the dﬁfﬁug%gg; of the doctrines of the zreat FEuropean sociolo=-
2lsts and ;hilosopheru‘ In 1910 at the age of 27, Ortega took
the chalr of‘Metaghyaics at the Universidad Central de Madrid,

Oon March 2%, 191}, he made his gradiose sppearsnce in the pub-
lic life of Spain with a speech In the Teatro de la Comedia de
Madrid .,

1k
Olras Completas de Ortega y Gesset (Madrid, 1936), p. Ll
cited 1in Jose E%gcﬁez VIIiasenor,zJose Ortega p s G;sset (ﬁexico,’

1943), ps 11, ‘
1571me,, october, 31 (1955), p. 22.
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In his speech, "Vieja y nueva politica, he denounced the evils

of the monarchy, the regencyiand the restoration, and he presents

ed the program of the Liga de educacion politica oapanala.lé.As

an officlal organ of his League of Political Education,a daily
paper called Espana., was published by him with A. Nessi and
Baroja, His main purpose was t0 create a new intellectual at-
mosphere and to stimulate the great writers of the time, In
1917, he published the review, E1 Sol, with Nicol and Urgoiti
In Argentina. Hs returned to Madrid and organizeduths famous
Revista de occldente. Time called 1t "the most widely quoted
Spanish review."17 He took an active part in the overthrow of

ths monarchy through the Agssociation para el servicio en la Rew

publica. "Spaniards,"” he gald at this time,"our country does
not exist, rebulld it. The wonarchy must destroy 1t ge1r,"18
In 1951, he was slected deputy to Congress, "The magnificent moe
ment has arrived when fate has imposed upon the Spanlards the

:ight to act grandlosely," sald Ortega saluting the new Republic%9

160bras Completss, Ortega y Gasset, Jose, I (Madrid, 1953),
265"5080 ‘

“Tpime (January 17, 1949), pe LS.
13T1mg (october 31, 1955), p. 24.
197ime (January 17, 1549),pe U5
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With the onset of the e¢ivil war in 1900, he fled to France
tsad and sour."20 Goncerning his role in the civil war, Iriarte
says: "Let us not make one who was present in the revolution, its
author. There has been exaggeration int his mespect."2l

Franco wanted to nominate him the official philosopher of his
movement at the end of the was‘providing he would change certain
lines of his thought, Ortega flatly refused, as mlght be expecte
ed end in so doing condemned himself to be a voluntary exlle of
twelve years in France and South America., His return to Spain
in 1949, was noted in the press of the world overs "In times of
great m ssion the duty of the intellsctual is to remain qulet, for
in times of great passion cne must lie, and the Intellectual does
not have the right to speask untruth,."22 He retired from all ace
tivity that could associate him with the government. That same
year (19,9), he attended a congress on the centenary of Goethe
and presented a paper in Aspen: , (Colorado. Much could be said
about this event and his attitude towards the Inglishe-sgpeaking
countries, but his seclusion and his ideas with respect to Ameri-

20.’1.‘}.2‘1& (0°t°b§r 3, 1955), Pe 25

211riarte. "Ortega en su vivir y pensar," Razon y Fe (1956),
pPe3)i=357;: also of. Jose Sanchez Villasenor, Jose Drtegi y Gasset
(Mexico, 19443), ppe 11-21; and Julian Marias, Fhllosophes espan=
%oles de notre temps (Parils, 195l.), pp. 65-T5; and Venuel Branell,

rtega y su Tillosolla (Madrid, 1960), pp. 13-22.

220n this point, see Iriarte's article "Ortega §¥ la dimension
anglosajona de su pensamiento,” Razon y Fe (1949), p. 3lkL.
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ecan democracy prevented him from reviving a universal acclamations

The Revolt of the Masses was a best seller in the Unlted :tatas,

Ortega died of cancer on October 19, 1955, in Macdrid, Ace
cording to his wife he died a Christian death,23 curtius praised
him highly snd gave him the priority of t hought which it was supw
posed would go to Heldeggsr or Jaspers. Nledemayer called him a

rival of Heldegger. 2l

237ime (October 31, 1955), p. 22.

Zl*Iriarta. La ruta mentel de Ortega (Madrid, 1949), ps 33.




CHAPTER I

ORTEGA Y GASSET: THE S0CIOLOGIST
The spproach of Julian Mariss snd the present worke The philoso=~

phical thought of Ortega y Gasset has been systematized by Julian
Marias., Marias had one main purpose in performing this sewvice
for philosophersy to réorgm:lze the various essays of Ortega a-
round gsalient ideas and problems rather than around the original
but disconmscted toples which inspired them, The writer has a
similay purpose in the systamatizgtion of Ortegat's sociology,
namely, to present his ideas in tez'mns familiar to soclologists,
and to reorientate his works Iaround problema of sociological
significance,

|Ortega cen bg__conaldemd as sociologist. Ortegats extensive treat-

ment of soclal realities covers thelir cultural and ideological
aspects as well as their political implications. Az we will see
his studies are often in agreement with t he 1deas of contemporary
soclologist s; but at times, he disagrees emphatically., His more
eaningful sociological works have dealt with the nature of social
facts and wi th the origin of the power element in society R From

kis 1deas on thege two elements of soclety he formed a general

lNidolas 3. Timasherf, Sociological Theory (New York, 1957)
ppe 97=99.

4 - A
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thesis similar to Pareto's circulation of the elibea.2 The struge
gle between majoriby and minority groups, which is a synthesis
of Téenniss and Pareto, determines all social changes, and cone
stitutes a general theory similar to the works of Sorokin, Marx,
and Denllevsky.

While it .’m‘true that Ortegats literary expression is somee
what ambiguous, the thought conveyed by it is wnified. Using as
a starting point his genaﬁalfthsory of the soclology of knowledge
about the social implication of ideologies, he takles meny of the
questions that occupy the mind of sociologists to&ay. He applies
his theories to such problems as was, progreass and decadence, and
internationalismn, He als gives a prominent place to methodelog~
icsl ¢iuausaioné,‘as for example, in the situation and value of
the moral sciences, a term borrowed from Weger whosge works Ortega
partially trenslated into Spenish,

In one of his last essays, E1 hombre y la gente, he treats
the whole problem of social facts‘and their reslity. In this
work, he informs us ®f the moving concem that inspired him, in
hie early years, to read the works of the first sociologlsta.> He
tells us the graét wonder that was stirred in him by the fact that
no one had devétod much time to formulating sn asccurate definition
of socletys Ortega undertakes the task himself and finally are

21bid., p« 163,

3Ortoga, Man and People, Tsmnslated from Spanish into English
by Willard R. TTa 8w York, 1957), ppe 178-179,.
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rives at his own definitioun,
In general, historiciam, the culturo~social approach to

society and the doctrine of the point of view, are the main ideas

which stimulated Ortega to stress the immedlate emplirical aspest
of,social,racts.h
The problem of systematizatione One of the first difficulties ene

countered with the sociological thought of Ortega y Gasset, and,
therefore, the main problem of thls thesls, 1s the lack of system-
atizatlion, ILest one fall Into a rather meaningless discussion

of generalities, one must have clear ideas about what constitutes

soclologys Does one mean by sociology a systematic approach to

sociallfaota that involves methodologlcal tools and empirical
verification? Thet the works of most soclologlsts are orderly
and methodical and aimed at a definite acientific purpose caﬁnot
be doubted, Yet 1f one were to restrict the notion of soclology
to the systematic treatment of socisty, one should be unnecessarie
1y 1imiting the scope of the sclences On the other hand, a purs -}
nominal definition of soclology would be equally inadequhte. For
1t would not help the discussion to say that scciolgy is whatever
is contained in bhooks bearing such a title,?

But there is & ﬁrior gquestion td 55 asked wigh rogard to
this point:'just how explicit .should be the aystematic treatment .

hFurfey, The Scope and Method of spciologl (New Yofk, 1953},

pe 19 '
§Ibidp. Pe 3030
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and methodology of an author? Comte, Durkheim, and Weber dresse
ed their thought in a style that more closely resembles philoso-
phy than eny of the natural asciences, Within the realm of phile
osophy, the novels and plays of people like Sartre and Camus are
accepted by philosophers as contributions to their fleld., But
in the field of the natural sciences no work 1s accepted unless
it 18 systematized and contains a method. The scientiric crit
eria for saeiolqu should be as independent of the criteria for
philosophy as it should be independsnt from the criteria for
natural science, Ortega at tiﬁog offers methodologlical tools to
verify his statements, but he 1s totally unsystematic, If one
prefers not to call an unorganized treatment of soclety a soélow
logy, still this does not mean that a soclology cannot be written
by those who systematize Ortega. On the othor'hand, ortega dia
not write novels or plays, but essayse~the literary genre which
most participates in the style of sociologicel writers, In cone
clusion, it does not make a great difference whether one wants
to consider Ortega a striet soclologist or not, if one cannot
deny thes fact thatéociological content can be extracted from
ﬁia writings, -

The problem of Grand Thaori. The second difficulty somewhat cone

neoted with the former is the problem of a weltanschauung socio-

logy or grand theory of Ortegat's work. Ortege makes sweeping

generalizations. He deduces his soclological conclusions from




1

comparisons of various cultures different in space and time.
From the downfall of the Romsn Empire, for instance, he has
derived metasoclological considerations that he applies to our
age. Parallel are drawn between such different countries as Rome
and England; Germany and Greece, The principles of democracy are
traced to the middle ages, and the division of nationalities are
established ovon‘bafore this time,

How can we give a solution to the long quarrel centered aw-

round the so called grand theory when we have such great names as

rarsons and Merton, Sorokin and Mills on differsnt sidea of the
battle? It 1s well to notlce that Parsons sees the need of a
wide sociological theory in the same arguments that his adversary,
Merton, uses against him, |

TOone of Mertonts consistent smphases with reference to theoe
ries of the middle range has been on codifications Codification,
however-enecessarily, as he makes clear«-involves reference to
lovols.of generality higher than the level represented in the pare
ticular items of theory being codified, It does constitute orsof
the most important types pf link between lower and higher levels
of generalization in theory."é

This insoluble dichotomy between grand theory and theories

of the middle range 1s more clearly seen in Merton's treatment

5Tnloott Parsons, "(Oeneral Theory in Sociolgy," Sociolo
Today, ed. by Merton, Broom and Cottrell (New York, 19597 p. 59#
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of the sociology of knowledge of Mannheim. In his Ideology and

Utopia, the latter attempted to end permanently the friction be-
tween European and American soclology with a long defense of the

sociology of totality (weltanschauung), more cultivated in Europe:

"The mass of facts and points of view is far greater than can be
accomodated by the present atate of our thoorotioal apparatus and
systematizing capacity."T This paragraph, written at the begine
ning of the nineteenth century is a direct answer to the current
writings of Merton, Mills defends a type of theory similar to
that of Merton on the bases that it 1s necessary in order to solve
the soclal problems of our times.8 Mannheim uses the same arguw
ment in defense of the opposite positions "Likewise it is possis
ble to explain, on the basis of this difference, the type of
thought involved in the American formulation of the problem, as
represented by the following: How can § do this? How can I solve
this conorete Zndividual problem? And in all these questions we
sense the optimistic undertone: I need not worry about the whole;
the whole will take ocare of 1tself."9 who? Mannheim has also dealt
with the shortcomings of a matter-of-factness in soclology, based
on the study of concrete data without a general theory. He even

goes to the extent of saying that those studies which abandon

| 7Mannhatm, Jdeology and Utopia (KNew York, 1960), p. 252,

8.
[. ¥prlght M1lls, The Sociological Imagination (New York,
1959)s Do 48. &

9fannheim, p. 255.
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the whole and limit themselves to lmmediate problems cannot haye

any scientific value .10

Merton's criticlism of Mannheim is the following: "Mannhe
analysis is limited, as well, by his fallure to specify the ¢

or mode of relations between soclal structure and knowlsdge."
Does that mean that Merton wants a soclokgy of lmowledge form
lated in terms of middle range? He is not too explicit on th
point, but it iuuld seen utterly contrary to the trend of a s
logy of knowledge the rejection of grand theory.

The conelusion we could form from such & puzzle of arguments
would reflect little more than personal preferencea, We must jpome

how trangscend the whole discussion and search for a solution dp

another level, There is one point on which both sides agres, Pnd

that 1s the problem of prespective or weltanschauung: the genepal

theme of the soclology of knorw dge, Merton agrees with Mﬁn im

on the fact that soclology as a Ypclence 1s modified by the exilst~
ential situation of a determinati culture, "when.,..in the fagce
of the tendenoy to introduce further concretensss into formulsftion
of soclclogical problems, it (soclology) sets itself up as the
only sociologyi#it.is unconsciously guided by motives aimilar]ta

101514, p. 102: "Bupirical research which 1limits itself Ho a
particular sphere 1s for a long time in the same position as dome
mon senme,"

11
pe 498,

Merton, Soclal Theory and Social Structure (Glencoe, 1?59),
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those which prevented its historical forerunner, the burgeols
1iberal mode of thought, from ever getting beyond and abstract
and generalizing mode of observation 1Iin its theory,"12 says
Mannheim. In other words there is a point that has been left
out of the whole discussion, namely the personal motives that
compelled Merton to favor the middle range theory and the facil-
ity with which this theory has been accepted in some cultural

milieux. If we analyze these motives and their group=determii-

antge~gn area formerly thought to lie outside the domain of soclo=

logy--we would probably discover that the main difference between
the two great sociologists lles in their cultural background, for
one culture is prone to the concrete and wverifiable, and the othen
to prosgpective and vision. Most probably, both are incomplete
with regard to sclentific systematization.

The cultural milieu of Ortega must enter into consideration. From

what has been said need to approach a sociologist from the
viewpoint of his own background and culture i# obvious. In the
introduction we already said somethihg about Ortegat's own back=-
ground, About the culture in which he lived, namely the Spanish
culture, Moore and Gurvitch say that it 1s characterized by an

uncritical tendency to theorize and set norms of behavior.13 The

121p14., pe 278.

1l
3Twentie’ch Century Sociology (New York, 1945), pe. 653
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1ast point: the normative chearacter is due not only to the morale
i4st temper of the Spaniards, but mainly to the urgency of soeclal
solutions for a number of soclal problems. As Moore and Gurvitch
point out, most of the Spanis sociologists have been exclusively

precccupied with the cuestion obrera.lhgvgn to the present Aday,

gpanish socicloglists have spent more of their time and effort in
agsoclations for working men, Spanish soclokxy has been nourished
by socialiam, on the one hand, and the soclal teachlings of the
Church, on the other,

Regarding the normative aspect, we should say from the out-
sot, that Ortega was not very influenced by it., It 1s true that
he maniferted a strong tendency for action, but he conceived of
sclence as divorsed rrom the question of value,1d

On the other hand, we do find in Ortega the second point,
that is, the tendency te theorize. "Ortega has brought to the
study of society and of lts structurs the keen perseption of his
up=to=date philosophical talent, evaluating the functional chare
acter of the 'mass' and of the individual in hls possibilities
of action and orientation to 1it,"16

The problem of methodologye. There is one more question that must

Ui1p1d,

150rtega, "Introduccion a una estimativa," Obres Completas,
VI (Madrid, 1955), 315-336, .

léGurvitsh and Moore, P.657T. “QN%%
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pe touched upon more specifically in our quest for a precise de-
finition of a socldogist. Thls question is methods There is no
goclologlist or any scilentist, for that matter, wlthout a methodo=
logy. Ortega deals with cultures and other social phenomeng-e
most espe clally with the mass phenomena of today. Does he ground
his theorles in a sound method? If by method we understand state
istics and indices, the answer 1s obviously, no., But he does
have a hlstorico-cultural method that Mannheim belleves indispense
able for a soclology of knowledge., Ortega has wrlttem s great
number of pages on historieism and the historical method, Manne
heim says about this methodology of higstory: "Historicism is
neithef a mewe fad nor a fashion; it is not even an intellectual
current, but the very baslis on which we construct our observie
tions of the soclo-cultural reallty«"l7 pew writers in the field
of soclology to day show as profound a gragp of historlcal facts
and theories as Ortega y Gasset, or indicasted before when we wsre
talking sbout hils sources,

Within the hlstorieal method, Ortegs makes great use of the

18

comye rigson and comparative systems of Weber, His essays aboutb

races and cultures are formulated and discovered with the help

of Weber!'s methodologlak tool: the 1deal-typesl? mne matin qife

17Mannheim, Fssays on the Sociolo r of Culturs, ed, by Ernest
Mannheim snd Paul KecskemetY {lLondon, %5597. Pe

18 le "Sobre la muerte de Roma," Obras Comple~
tas, IT (Madrid, ﬁi % 5ﬁ7. ' ' >

190rtega, lLa rogg 1on de las masas, p. 346,
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ference between him and Weber, however, is that the former never
discusses explicitly his methodology.

Ortegat's method, for the most part, 1s historicel, as we

sald, He has been called a meta-historian and a philosopher of

culture, and not with any intended compliment, 20 He 1s often
enough critisized for not 1solating historical factas, and for his
intereat in similarities throughout history, rather than in facted
Timasheff describes the difference between historians and socio=
logists iﬁ this way: ‘''The histcrian shows the variable; the socioL
logist emphasizes the constant snd recurring."el The keynote in
Ortega's theory of history 1s the notion of genergtion; an icdes
that has occupled also the mind of Mannhelm and other sociologistd
of history.z2 The basle discoveries in the field of historical
sociology are used by Ortega on the fields of political sociology
and soclology of knowledge, About the histertcal approach, Jansen
saya: "With thls recognition of the iImportance of thsory as guch;
there 1s growing ur & corresponding eppreciation of. tiw necessity

of the historical approach for a proper understanding of current

20
Joaquin Iriarte, "Ortega en su vivir y pensau," RRegln y Fe
(1956), pe 428 i

alTimasheff, Ps 6o

22pamays on the Socilology of Knowledgs (London, 1959), p.
276"320.
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theoretigal problems and issues."23 snd Mills, who hopes for h
science that can solve many of todayts problems, observes the
necessity of the historical point of view in sosidogy: "Men nowpe
days often feel that they cannot solve the troubles they are :t
against, so long as they remain within their private situationk..
limited by the boundaries of their everyday worlds, most peop
never transcend the close-up horizons of their job and family
and neighborhoodeeeAnd the more award they become of idsals anfi
threats, ambitions and promipes. which do not tﬁanucend these
immediate ldocales, the more trapped they come to foel."ah
The need of a theory of action and of an orientation shat
faces the present political, economic and social decisions of
our times, camnot be removed by partiasl sociologlecal studies,
with such reports, tentative and disconnected, one does not haaul
adequate data for the formulation of solid synthesis that mighg
serve as an orientation for action. The need to act is pressihg,
and, if we want to assure our future, we must act rationally,.
This 1s the point that is continually reiterated by those who
defend a weltanschauung soclology. We could also bring in harr'

25Howurd E, Jengen, "Developments in Analysis = fccial
Thought," in Becker and Boskoff's Modern Soclological Theory
(RQ' York, 1957)’ Pe hlo

2hu111:, "The Promise of the Socilal Sciences," Paper give?
in 1960-
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all the arguments of Sorokintsy Fads and Folbles in Modern Sociol-

ogy 8agalnst the modern tendence to atomize soclal problems and to
forget about the whole.2) This work contains one of the major
statements for a historico-social approach to socilology.

ortega's main goals 3Sociology as & practical science, Ortega's

main purpose in all hls historical studies was to give to the
Spaniards of his time soclid materlial upon which they could form
adequate ideas of their problems and the way to solve them., The
future was the great gquestion that Ortega saw hovering over Spain
and the rest of Europe. His attempt to answer that question mers
ited for him the apitaph of social prophet, "If there is anything

that charecterizes my life, it is that I have had to struggle
with the worldts dramatic future, the future always tending to
shake the ground of the present on which I had my feet."26

25Fads and Folbles in Modern Sociology, (Chiocago, 1956);
Sorokin, Pitrim, Chicago U. Press.

26pime (January, 1949), p. Lb.




CHAPTER II
GENERAL SOCIOLOGY OF ORTEGA

The main sociological work of Ortega. (ne of the favorite themes

of Ortegats essays is the political problem, Around it, Ortega
pbuilds up a sociological theory as a meta-political foundation,
The publication of this theory had been promlsed for many yeara.
The work, entitled Man and People, was edited with alight fin-

ishing touches, after the author's death. El hombre y la gente
1s, among the few systematic works of Ortega, the best organized,
It ccntains his main prepozltioné about social facts, association,
social organization, sociel changs, and normative action.

The title of this chapter fits the parallel that Ortega ese
tablishes between sociology and cultural anthropology. The point
of departure for these two flelds is the same, because, as we |
will see immedlately, the social facts are primarily normative,
and norms are identified with culture.

Sociology as a meta-political foundation. Man and People opens

with a long preamble which ig an almost verbatim transcription of
his early eassay: "Ensimismamiento y alteracion." In this introe
duction, Ortega streases the imperious need that our age had to

know sociology in order to solve the problems of an ever shanging

1Man and People, Translated from the Spanish by: willard R.
Trask, end ©€d., Dy: W.W.Norton and Co. (New York, 1957).
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soclal order, More specifically. he would say, we need to have

clear and definite i1ideas sbout the essence of soclety and of the

goclal factss
My subject is thiss Today people constantly talk of laws
and law, the state, the nation and internationalliam, publice
opinion and puwblic power, good policy and bad, pacifism and
Jingoiem, "my country™ and humanity, social justice and
soclal injustice, collectiviasm and capltalism, socialization
and liberaliasm, a nd individual and the collectivity, :md so
on and so on, And they not only talk, in the press, at
their clubs,cafes, and taverns; they also argue. And they
not only argue; they also fight for the things that these

words designate. And once started fighting, they kill each
other--by hundreds, by thousands, by millions,"

If we asked the peole who argue about political ideas in the
streets and cafes, whay do they mean by the State, the law, the
national, etc., we would discover their total ignorance., They
do not know anything about the phenomena represented by political
terms. On the other hand, law, capltalism, collectivism, etc.,
ere nothing m;ra than 1dealizations of socisal realities. They
are abstractions that we have learned from the soclety we live
in, about this society. "If this idea 1s not clear,"«enamely the
idea of society~-~" "all these words do no mean what they pretend
to and are mere empty show."3 7o define what society 1s in a new
way, 1s}€ﬁé goal of 5;; whole work,

ZOrtega, Man and People (New York, 1957), p. 1ll.

31bid.,pe 124
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Nature of social facts and soclety. Ortega tells us about his

| seareh for a definition of society in the works of the soclolos
gists: "All the soclologlsts have left us wsstisfied, even in re-
spect to the fundamental notions of thélr socialogles--for the
simple reson that they nevsr tcokvthq troubls to come really to
grip with the most elemsentary phenomina out of which the social
|reality ariées."h

‘Ghoosing anthropology as a point of departure, the author
invites us to place ourselves in fronﬁ of an ape's cage. The bhe«
hévioz of»this‘animalu-the hearest of all to man~-surpriges us
because of its tatal absorption into its physical enviromment.
The apo livaa a purely extroverted life; it reacts immediately to
the objects and alterations induced\into its fleld of perceptlon.
The savage lives also as though imprisonad in a world of threats
and obstacles, Around them he directs exclusively his attentlon.
But there 1s a great differonce between the savage and the apej
namely that sometimes the former strives {o disentangle himaself
from the difficulties around him and he reflects and ignores to
his envirarmment, When we put ourselves in place of the ape in
the cage, we tend to think that it would be extenuating to have

to answer to any new stimulus, and to live so absorbed in things

L

Ortege, Han and People (New York, 1357), p. 159.
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outside us. when the ape does not have anything to react to,

he falls asleep. Man, on the omtrary, has an inwardness where

he can hide, and, 80 to speak, bend himself to. Thls inwardness
is an intus, and from this work, Ortega deduees the category in-
teriority., This 1s the flrst observable humen behavior and has
a vital importance for social behavior. From the depths flows
meaning and purpose.? All the other differences between human
and animal behavior are minimal compmred to this. However, we do
not intend to sklp over a great number of similarities between
the two. ihat leads msn to recollect” himself 1s his biolegical
need. ‘Betweon the blological drives and their fulfilment, re-
flection and 1ts derivate, sulture, set in, Thought and action;
therefore, appear intimately connaetad in primitive man: "Ac-
cordingly, it is impossible to speak of action except in so far
as 1t wlll be governed by a previous contemplationi and vice
versa, contemplation,or being within onets self, is nothing but
a projecting of future aotion.“6

We man even add this further consideration: within this bioe
logical context, thought is merely functional and its role is to

organize our behavior in order to survives "This is something of

5

Ortega, Man and People pp. 16-17.

61bide, pe 23,
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what I wanted to suggest in the epigrame..that we do rot live in
order to think but we think in order to succeed in subeisting or
surviving."7 Notice that we are talking hofe about a plan, an ore
jentation for actlion, How san Ortega, then, identify this plan
with culturc? The individual plan cannot become culture until
it becomes soclialized, This sociallization consiats, first, in
the imposition of something private through a long nrocess of
trénhformations. Finally this practice becomes accepted as &

use or costume of the tribe, the region, the country. What 1s,

therefore the main differmnqae between the individual and social
action or culture, for Ortega?

Those human actions that we put on account of an impersonal
and indeterminate subject which is the tallt' and tnobody!
which we may call, people, collectivity, society, are propers
ly ocalled social facts, Such facts are irreducible to the
1life of the individual. They appear in the realm of human
interaction, but are not mere facts of simple interaction.
That which we tihing or say because it is satds that
which we do, because 1t is done, 1s usually called uaago.“a

Social and individuwal sction, Reflection or ensimismamiento, ‘as

Ortega calls 1t, 1s the humsn act par excellence. Its correlative|
i1s usage, which 12 the individual ac$ soclalized., From the forme
er, we must Bomshow deduce the latter. Ortega holds that the

first characteristic of this transmission from the individual to

TIv1d., pe 28.

8Ortega, El hombre y 1a gente, p. 25,
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the social is that of dewpersonalization. The 1dea, plan or

skill . that is born in the individual today, in a consclous fashlo
tomorrow will be a soclal stereotype, ‘hat was recpongible in 1tj
origin becomes impersonal and meaningless soclal behavior; some=
thing that we all do because severybody else does 1t, So that
social and individmal action are mutually exclusive. This 1s,
of courase a schamatiqaggggqgglooking at the social facta, Orteng
attention 1s directed toward the characteristicg of individual
and aociai acticn, so tnat he 1s dealing with abstractions, In
reality.‘howuvor, these two aspects are golng to bd mixed., But
as such individual and soclal actlion are Irreducible, Another
characteristio ol soclal action 1s its lack of meaning, Ortega
sayss "That is human, which I do, because 1t has a mea ing for
me and which I understand."? men 'individual action becomes soclaly
ized, it loses the original‘moaning thét created 1t, and keeps
only 1ts purposes The purpose of soclal action 1s normative and
performs a great service, so far as social Integration is concerne
ede In order to verify this whole thesis about the irreducibllity
of wocisl into individual action, Ortega gives a detailed descripe=
tion of the origin of social acts.

The third level of human action: the interpsrsonal. There 1s one

element that mediates individual and soclal behavior: interper=

912 id. 2 DD 23=24,
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sonal action. Human existence has as mgch need of objects as
of soclety. From a biological viewpolnt, the environment is
so connected with human behavior that the external stimulus,

or circumstances, as Ortega calls it, 1s an integral part of

human organism; "The environument is not something external to
the organlism, but ratner an organ of life, the organ of exclta=

tion.”lo

1hings and fecples Charesteristies of ipterpersonal aotion,

A® & bioloiogioal being, wasn nover lodks at the external
ebjeste or "things® of ke world as shesr objects of ocontemplae
tione gégm the tree that blocks our path to the food we eat,
things éré'the obstacles or helps with which we have to deal in
order to survive. In their first éel&tion to us, external things
are presénted as facilities or disadvantages that expand or cone
tract the possibilities of our life. This is the primordial as-
pect of things outside usg

The world of cirocumstance, we said, is thus an lmmense prag-
matic or practical reality--~not a reality made up of things.
‘Things! in present~day parlance means anything that has its
being by and in itself, hence that is independent of us.

But the components of the vital world are only those that
are for and in my life-«not for themselves and in themselves.
They are only as facilities and difficulties, advantages arnd
disadvantages whereby the I that each one of us is can suce
ceed in beinge. They are, then, in effect, ins ruments, u=-
tensils, chattels, means that serve me...i

100rtega ”Epitogo al 1libro 'De Francesca Beatrice," Qbras

110rtega, Han and People, p. 62
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Things are ordered according to a pragmatical hirarchy,
one to another, thelr final organlization ending in’the-aatis-
faction of some needs of mine., I see them in terms of a person=
al goal,l2 In order for this hierarchy to be useful, things have
to be determinable and predictable. Things have a definite prage
- matical value once I know them,; because I can prediét beforehand
the reaction of my organism with regard to them: "An adult human
belng!s every action toward or upon a;mething obviously takes
into account his earlier experiences in connection with that
something, so that his action starts from the qualitlesthat, ao~-
’1,corain3'to his knowledge, the things possesses., 1In our exémple,
‘he.knows that that stone is vefy hard but not as hard as steel;
and 1f what he wants to do, for some purpose of his own, is to
break it to pleees, he knows that he can do so by merely hitting
it with a hammer." 13 But the other presents himsalf’tp m in
& dlametrically opposed fashion. Let us see the waﬁ Ortega dee
picts thls appearance of the other mang
Now indeed, in the area that my horlzon encloses, appears
the Other « The 'Other! 1s the other man. As a sensible
presence, all that I have of him 1s & body, a body that
displays its peculliar form, that moves, that manipulates
things in my sight,that in other words exhiblts external or
visible 'behavion' to use the term of the Amemican psychole

cglsts. But the suprising thing, the strange and finally
mysterious thing, is that, though there are present to us

12°Pt68‘: "Rl tema de nuesbtro tlempo,” Obras Completas,
i1l (H_adrid, 1955), 182¢es

"135:taga, van and People, ps 85
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only a figure and some bodily movements, in or through
thls presence we see something that is essentially ine
visible, something tlhmt is pure inwardness, aanet?ﬁng
that each of us knows directly only of himself...
| We are in the field of social psychology, to which de
jfééié, Ortege reduces all his scclological investigatlions of
this essay. What we discover first; or rather, glimpse in the
other wan 1s an inwardness like our own. So far the universe
has been unified. Now 1t becomes dispersed. Before, everything
had its own plase in my universe in relation to me. Now my "here%
and "there" begins to be relative. Thers ares other people and
therefore there are other puints of reference. "I can change
wy place, btut whatever place it may be, it will be my 'herﬁ'
Apparently 'here' and 'I' and there'! are inseparable for iife.
And since the world, with all the things in it, must b )or me
from EgggLrit automatically becomes a prespective--that 1s, its
things are near to or far from here, to right or left of Eéﬂﬁﬁ'
above or below here. This i1s the structural law of man's worrd,ﬁu#
When other people & pear into the scene of life: “Ihe Other Map
also has his here=-but this'here'of the Other is not mine."16
hnother great difference between the thing and the Qther

Man consists in the fact of reciprocitye "Hence, in our relae

tion with the s tone, our action has only one direction, it runs

14Ib1d0 s Do 91=-92,

151bid., pe 74
161b1d., pe 75
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from us to the stone, and there simply ends."dl? *In distinc-

tion from the stone and the plant, the animal,"--or, in omr case

man-=-appears to me as something that responds to me and in this @T

sense as'something;that does not simply exist for me but that,
since I also exis% for‘it, co=exists with me. The stone exists
but does not co~e§13t."18 Man bedomes interpreter as well as
interpreteds I bépome, for the first time, an object of some~
body else. Thingégwere blind and could not see my inwardness.
Now eyes are lod&igk at me and samebody answers me ln an unpre=
dictable manner. With regard to our relation with animals and:
people, Ortega says: "However our total relation with the sanie
mal 1s at the time limited and confused. This suggests to us

& very natural methodological reservation--that we should look
for other facts in which the reciprocity would be clearer, un~-
limited and evident, that i1s, in which the other being thaﬁ re=
sponds to me should in prineciple be capable of responding to me
as much as I respond to it."1® Evidently this is the case of

a man~to-mnh relation. Reciprocity, as Ortega calls that re~-
lgtion, 1s an immediate nudity of man before man that constie

tutes the interpersonal phenomenon. The interpersonal world

1vlbido 3P+ 85,
181p1d., p. €7.

191bid., p. 103,

i
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is the world of affective and indormal meetings; the world of
friendship and kindship.

Difference between the interpersoml and the soclal level. Usages

When the Other Man has not entered this realm of interper=
sonal relgtions, I do not as yet have either a socisl oran
interindividuel bond with him. The Other Man can turn out an
enemj or a friend. Therefore, when we meet, we have to break
the barrier between both of us, at the same time. Therefors,
weﬁ%tart out with the odd gesture of holding and shaking cach.
otber‘a hand Thils socially patterned gesture, meaninglééa to
both of us isthe social action par excellence. We do not know
anything about the origin and primitive meaning of the handshake.
We do 1t just to conform. On the other hand this gesture has
the warvelous effect of symbolically placing both of us under =
common shelter: the law, the mores, the usagess In shaking
hands we weem to tell each other that it is our wish to submit
bo some general code of laws ;tipulated by a soclety. But we
implicitly symbolize those things without explicitly revealing
ourselves, because the handshake is an impersonal act. It ist he
means to manipulate a "stranger', "Between us," says Ortega,
"only a relative and indirect and always dublous communication
is poqsible.y“ﬁut, first and last, that 1s, at the beglnning
and at the end of my experlence in reSpect/fq the Other man,
for me he is fundamentally the Belng whd/is strdngé to me, the

LIMIYE RS Y
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the osaential atrﬁnger."ao The note of foreignnesz permeates

all social/realityz'”ln a man's body which, as such, belongs

to my world, I hahé the intimation and the declaration of a
being»-the cher-+and ‘& World--his world--which are absolutely
alien, absolutely fcreigh to ma, strange to me and to everything
that ia mine.‘gl Ortega calls this world of social relations
f{tho world of tne hot-I, 80 that in it I am leading & pseudo=life.

our normnl life consists in our ocoupying ourselves with
pregmata,’ }th things or concerns and importances that

are not properly such but are new irresponsible interpret-
ations put /forth by others or by ourselves;'eethat is to
"say, the usages. "I mean that since our 11fe consists in
always dolng something with or sbout these pseudo~things,
it would ine¥itably be a pseudo-doing (hacer), precisely
the pseudo~-doing that sppeared to us earlier as the very
common but very profound expression 'hacea que »d hace!
(pretend), that is, we habitually pretend to live, but we
do not actually live our genuine life, the life that we
should have to live if, freelng ourselves from all these
interpretations accepted by the other peoplewwewho are
commonly called 'soclety.! we from time to time made erner-
getic and clear contact with our life as radical reallity.2?

From all this pyevious discussion, Ortega concludes, against
Max Weber and Durkheim, that soclal reality must be distingulshed
not only from individual but aglso from inter-individual actione.
"The social eppears not, as has hitherto been belleved and was

far too obvious, when we oppose it to the individual, but when we

271bid., pp.l140s . .

21
Ibid.,pHell9~120.,
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contrast it with’ t ho inter-individual."<S

Accordingiy, there are three levels of human behavior:
the 1n¢1vidu&1, the inter-individual end the sociale. These
levels are 1rreducible when they are considered abstractly,
but in real 1life, they intermingle with one another.

/Coercian,gg the ;ocial facts. A further characteristic of the

i
7

¥ usagey or aoc;hl fact, which 1s particularly relevant to politie

"f cal sociology'and cultural anthropology, 1s the moral st rain.

| oarjdeterminatlon to live in a soclety implies a whole varigy of
@baéea, to which we must necessarily adjust. BEut who exercises

,/thig méralféompulsion of the usages? The collectivity, the

24 Ortega mentions an example where this

peoﬁle, evérybody.
Emorél compulsion can be better recognized. Suppose we try to
;crqéa the street and a policeman halts us. Certdinly, Ortega
would say, it 1s not the policeman as an individual who forbids
usitowalk¢ The policeman is a mere public inst rument of an
créanization: the government, soclety, the people. Now the
peq@o,is -everyhody and nobedy 1n a certain way.

And we ask ourselves: who is the subject of this human
gctinn thyt we call tto forbid' to command leg#lly? Vho

2% Ibide, ps 179.

24 upell then, who says what 'is sgid"? Obviously, cach
one of us; but we way what we say in the same way that the policew
man stops us, we day it not on our account rﬂﬂaccount of this
unselzable, indeterminate, and impcssible Jﬁ* cdey people, societ
the collectivity." p. 173
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forbids us? Who commands us? It 1s not the man policeman
nor the man superintendent, nor the man Chief of 3tate
who i3 the sUbJect o this action of forbldding and commande
ing--we~-say-~come from the State.
But then who or what 1s this 8tate that commands me
and stops me from crossing from one sidewalk to the other?
If we put this question to someone, we shall see him
begin by spreading out his arms in a swimming gesture--which
is what we commonly do when we are going to say something
vague-~and he will say: "Why, the State 1s everything, soci=
ety, and collectivity."25

physical force and useges: The @overnment, Somebody could objeot
fﬁﬁt The government has nothing to 90 with soclal facts., However

political laws are legalized usages that have a stronger degrésé
of coertion, It 1s agreed among the political sclentists that
one of the essential notes of governmental activity is precisely
the use of physical coertion. Moral coertion consista in the
pressure that soclety exerclses upon the individual for the midine
tanance of its usages, The coertion that usages carry in theme
selves can be very slight, but to bfouk any kind of usage always
involves some sanotlon, One case of slight cocertion would be
the lover that does not want to use the commonbxpressions of hise
society to communicate his subjective feelinga.26 In such a case,
the lover 1s condemned to soclitude.

When, on the contrary, usages are strong they are reinforced

by physical law, Strong usages are called vigencies, and they

251b1de, ppe 171=172.

zéortega, Man asnd People, (New York, 1957), pp. 223=224.
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become public opinion, and the latter, in its own tmrn, becomes
22335-27 Hence we have related in one and the same system of exe
‘planation sociology and politics as two classes of socirl facts
differant only in degree,

Facts and explanation., The foregoing explanation is more logical

than real, In real life, the process of human behavior begins

with usages and ends up in recollection (ensimismamiento)s Man

does not begin his human liRe with the strong effort to become

recollected and to retreat from his milleu, Previous to the ene

simismamiento there must exist a society. By breaking off from

this soclety, to which he has adjusted, the individual becomes

an exception and hia self develops. The "I"™ 1s the last thing to
appear, and the "we" is the first. This psychologleal observae
tion is described as follows by Brtega:

Apparently our "I" is the last character to appear in the
tragicomedy of our life, We have often referred to him,
but irresponsible, taking him for granted, so tthat we might
begin to understand one andther, Nevertheless, I have zere
eral times pointed out that all the names I found myself
obliged to use for the t'subject'! of living were inadequate}
that it was Incorrect to say that Man lives, We have already
seen that originsl Man 1s the Other and that rather than live
he co=lives with us and we with him. But coe-living is ale
ready a second and presumed reality wher§as living in radical
sdlitude is primary and unquestionable,2 ‘

Without a soclal milieu, the "I" cannot emerge. Robinson
Crusoe migrated to an i1sland after he had lived in a normal soge
iety and formed an adequate concept of himself through other men.

Had he been left in the island at an early age, he would not had

28 oresga, Man and People o
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reached the stage of a human person, according to Ortega,

gyansitien from individual to social action: exemplarity., We
stressed the fact that the usages are born in the indlvidual and
are prograssivgly Incorporated into society when they become de-ewm
personallzed and lose thelr meaning., Howsever, it ls clear that
not all individual acts come to be usages. Which is them, the
essentlial hote of the usage with regards to its institutional-
iration? It would not sufflce to explain the institutionalization
of usagess by means of imitations The theory of Ward about
imitation has been proved wrong, because Imitation 1s selective
and we connot explain and predict untll we discover the laws and
function of the selective process of Imitation,2Y

At this polnt, Ortega Introduces his theory of exemplarity.

In hia studles of language~formation, Ortega describss the phen=
omenon of exemplarity in this way: "For a usage to be constituted
not all the individuals 1n 2 society need be in agreement...It is
enough ig-~consciously or not--those who constitute a certain nume
ber are in agreement, What number? The majority? This is the
ma joritarian error, Sometimes it 1s the majority; but at other
times-~and nearly always-sis precisely a minority...which, by a=
dopting a particular behavior, succeeds, with a strange automa=

tism impossible to describe briefly, in making that behavior...

2930@ Krech and Crutchfield, Theory and Problems of Social
Psychology, (New York, 1948), Chapter ITI: -
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become that terrible and inexorable social force, a usage."3ol
1t

A few lines later, he calls this phenomenon "binding observance?l

#hen several people meet the next singular phenomenon takes place]
Somebody stands out from the group and takes the iniciative. He |
says or does sométhing interesting which is adopted by the reat
of the group. Peopie imitate this individual action because 1t
satisfies some unconscious need, and also because the originator
of the action has a certaln authority.32 The leader will succeed :
if he is able to choose the course of action that fits the nre- ;
sent social clrcumstances of the group. The conditions for the |
acceptgnce of the indi&idual actién by the group are therefore,
satisfaction authority consists in an interpretation of what the
group needs together with a power of exemplarity or suggestion,
From the side of the grbup-members, there hés to be avdocilitz
or submiésion, so that exemplarity and docility are the twovsidea:
of the social process.?? The process of soclalization stapts out
in the core of the family. The chlld sees in his parents his orly
- models of behavior. They are for him the prototype of humanity,

so to ssp<->a1«1.5LL On the other hand, the parents have to interpret.,

3OOrtega, Man and People, p. 210,
511big,

320rtega, "Espana invertebrada," Obras Completas, IIT (MadﬂT’
1955), 55e.s

331p14., ppe 103-109.
3 T51d., p. 10,




Lo

the chlldts needs. Childhood ends wﬁan the parents cease to be
the only suthority and become members of a larger soclety. At
thie moment docility is reduced as also is selective imitation,.
other values will have to be introduced into the scene to glve a
foundation to the suthrity of the parents. Also, this authority ﬂ
begins to desintegrete, The school, the peer-group, the community,
become new social models for imitation. They are looked upon as
an example,

The socinl leader, The true leader 1s the one who has the right
insight into the real circumstances and knows how to coorfilnate
the efforts of many in order to bring about the end, When this
Fh@ncnmenon 15 extended to scciety the soclal clrcumstances of

the group become the sociohistoricsl scene, Navpoleon, Alexander,

Caesar, were not only men who electrified the crowds (exemplarity),

fbut they also were men who had a deep insight into a socio-histore
ical situation, They pésaessed 8 clear vision of the future in
terms of the present; the present being the anxletles and needs

| that wére unconsgciously felt by their contemporaries,

\Thus, during the days of Caesar, Rome was crumbling because

bf the lask of political imagination. The nation followed an old
battern of political organization and sxpansion that did not square
the times, This plan consistsd 1n.looking at the big cities as

khe political focuses and at the country as a mere aunsx, The

Pountrymen were forced to go to the cites in order to vote. The
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empire, on the other hand, was getting larger and larger. The
provinces became s0 numerous that it was impossible to control
them, The army had to be increased and as a consequence, the
political consclousmess of the countrymen increased. What was
Caesar's colution? According to Ortega, CamsaMg main political
quality was a great mental clarity, to define the problem, We
said at the beginning of this chapter that politics 1is constie
tuted by a number of abstractions: law, the national, the interw
national, etc, The main difficulty in the art of politics is to
find a simple. scheme of ldeag with a social appsal and at the sanu+
time, capable of solving the great social puzzles. "He",-that is,
Caesar "wants a Roman empire which does nmoi live on Rome, but on
the psriphéry, on the‘pfevinces, and this implies the complete
supression of the City-State.” 35 The historical leader has his
hand immersed in the econfused stream of socioe~historical facts,
This work of leadership that Caesar exercised alone, is performed
in society by a minority that stands out from the crowd. The
function of such a minority is historical and consists mainly in
foreseeing the future, Through a process of natural selection,
socletlies become organized in the form of a minorityemajority ree

lation, and this minority is usually an aristocracy in the primie.

350rtega, The Revolt of the Masges, pe 175,
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tive sense of thisword (government of the best ones)y "This re-
ciprocal action between mass and minoritys...is, to my judgment,
the basic fact of any society and the main agent of 1its evolution
n 36

for the better or the worse,

Authority and force as normal functions in soclety. There has

to be something in common between a majority snd a minority so
that society comes to be and keeps together. Ortega does not

distinguish between Gesellschaft and Gemelnschaft as Simmel does,

becsuse for Ortega, there is no such a thing as & mere spontaneou‘
organization of society«>T The moral or physical coercion that
usages bear, clearly indicate that the process of socialization
13 not a natural one. According to Ortega, man is just as soclsal
as antisocial, and soclety 1s constituted by a dominance of the
soclal forces over the anti-soclal tendencies.of men. In this
theory society 1s not previous toa ssociations The former cone
sigts in a will tto live in common. The people and the cultures
says Ortega, are born when they have 'he determined will to do
so. The striving for a common gosl planned by a minority, cone
stitutes soclety itself, Such a common goal must be appealing
and practical if soclety wants to perpetuate itself., It has to
change sasccording to the significant cultural changes throughout
history. Soclety is a dynamic reality that increases and diminie
shes, Strictly speaking there is no such a thing as an immobile

36 "
1955)i grtlggz Espana invertegrads,” ObraSBCompletaa,III (Madrid
e wiudavi ool TR WEINIWER. A
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gociety. Soclety 1s always a mobile one.""Its reality is purely
gynamicj something to be done, the community in action,"3 Tglke
ing about Rome, Ortega alsc says: "Rome was a great vital enterw
prise where everybody could collaborate.">?

Let us reflect on two implications of thiS'th§%§y of society.
The first one,yis that 1t tends to 1dentify soclety with political

society, that 1s, soclety politically orgenized under a govern-
ment. The second 1s that, by making society depend on the plan of
a minority~-a minorfty that Ortega calla frequently the intellecte

ualse-guch a theory becomes a kind of i1deological determinism,
We will see later on which are the implications of these two points

with regards to political sociology and sociology of knowledge.

Unity of the points of departure of soclology and anthropology.

When we referred to the usagé as the soclal act par excelle
ence, we established a parallel between soclology and cultural ans
thropology. Let us see now more closely this relation.

For Ortega culture l1s nothing more than am aspect of the soo«
ial fact. If we make the latter the material object, culture, we
would say, looks at this materisl object as a product of human

reason, rather then as a means of communication and soclal intere

380rtega, The Revolt of the Masses, p. 184.

590rta%a, "Espana invertebrada," Obras Completas, III (Madrid
1955)s pe 56
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course. The first thing that man does when he reflscts ls to ore
der the phenomena aroﬁnd him so that he might carry out his plan
of action, To performAthis plan, he has to catalogue theme phenw
omena, The cultural act par excellence 1s, therefore, the cone

cepts The ensimismamiento creates 1deologically what will bee

come later technique, usages and social ection in general, With=
out culture, the cosmos becomes chaos,  "Besidss the continuous
need of a hierarchy, without which the cosmos becomes chaos, I
consider very urgent, that we direct our attention and reflecw
tion to what surrounds us. Man i1s at the utmost of his capaciiw
ies when he aquires full consciousness of his circumstancas-"ue
After the act of reflection man comes back to the world with a
plan, but most important of all, he comes back with a feeling of
security. Now, man has grasped the dangers and facilities and
possibilites of action. Culture, whether it be materisl (technie
que )dr formal (norms, thinking-patterns, language) is the way
man controls his environment. "Culture," says Ortege, "is not
the whole life, but the moment of security, firmness and clarity.
We invent the concept as an instrument, not to substitute for the|
spontaneity of 1life, but to secure 1t."41  png in another place
he explains what 1z the meaning of this clarity: "Clarity mesans

AOOrtoga, "Meditaclones del Quijote," Obras Completas, I
Pe 5190

hllbiﬂ;g Pe 3560
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quiet possession, dominance of our consciousness upon images and

gnxieties caused by the objects that threaten us.”hz Coneepts are

the necessary condition for the creation of any material control
of the environment. But man needs also an intellectual control

of his eircumstance for its own sake. Man has to have a reason

to live, He asks for an explanation of everything. Material culw
ture is only the condition for reflection, according to Ortega.
Instead of living immersed taking care of our needs, we invert
gomothing so that the needs can take care of themselves, so to
speak, and thus we can reflect. "Technique is not the adaptation
of the subject to his environment; it 1s rather the contrargs the
adatation of the envirorment to the aubjeeb'“hB For man, being

is never a goale. Man seeks for a well-belng, and it is this welle

being that justifies his life. The progdtuct of ensimismamiento is +n

an individual action is potentially soclal, bedause it 1s directed
to other men, The reason for this is that our life 1s threatened
by everything around us. Qur tendency to survive impells us to
make allies out of people around us, in order‘to pregerve our

livea together., "% am Me and my circumstanceg"” is the famous saye

h2yp14,, 357.

u50rtaga, "Enaimismamlento y alteracion," Obras Comnletas, V
(Madrid, 1955), 326.
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ing of Ortega," and if I do not cohtrol it, I cannot save myselflji
so the first thing msn must produce in his esct of reflection, is
language, Language glves birth to soclal beliefs and ideologies,
because language always bears in itsslf attitudes and values
which are inseparable from itself, Ortega almost confuses man
with his talking, instead of confusing him with his thinking or
doing:" Do not belleve those who say that what is most important
in man 1s the inexpressible...%hat is human is the articulate
and sayable, and the inexpressible is infranhuman.“hs

Culture and barbarism, Culture and life are intimately connected.

First 1s a tool for the conservation and expansion of the second,
e think 1in order to live; not vice versa, :hen 1life is abundant}
the instlnet of spontaneity and creativity registers high on the
social thermometer. Then culture becomes more and more stagnant
because by becoming usage, it loses 1ts original meaning. The

coerclon of the usage becomes 1lrrational., Then a new perlod of

creativity and improvision takes place. Without it culture would
become stagnant and finally would be absorbed by another culture

This perlod of creativity is ealled Barbarism, by Ortega. Rarbare

i1sm is t he pr edominance of 1life upon culture, and its main chare

acteristelc 1s the lack of norms and obligations.h6 Differences

'hAOrtega, "Meditaclones del quifjote," Obras Complstas,I (Ma=-
drids}953), p. 322,

u50rtega, "Ideas y creencias," Obras Completas, V (Madﬂid,
1955)56 o 54T,
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in oculture, says Ortega, are caused by differences 1n the spirit
of creativity or barbarism of each country, The period of in-
vasion of the Germanlice races is the period of great culture-{ormad
tion that builds the different Europscan nationalities.u7 This
culture«formative period produces its results in the beginning
of the middle ages. "The middle ages were personallst," says
Ortega.ha Honor and right, law and war, are studied by Ortega in
their creatlve process. For purpose of brevity we must ommlt
these soclo-historical studies that constitute, so to speak, the
main bulkwark of verification of all these ideas.h9

Tne concluslon scems to be that culture and barbarism are
identically important for the malntenance of the historical flux,
Ortega seems to ldentify creativity with lawlessness, Creatlvity
implies, it 1s true, some oscape from old molds, but not necessare

ily from law, if law 1s understood in a dynamic form.

h70rtega, "Espana invertebrada," Obras Completas, III (Madriq
1954), ppe 110112,

L8
Ortega, "Notas del vago estio," Obras Completas, II (Madrid
1954), pe 420 passim, ’

M9Cf. "Medltaciones del Quijote," Qbras Completas,” QObras
¢ letaaéaI (Madrid, 1953), pps 309«L40I7 and WEFTIGUIDs" 1D1d,
PP» ’ —




CHAPTER III
THE POLITICAL SOCIOLOGY OF ORTEGA

The field of Political Sociology: rolitical Sociology constitutes

an inter«disciplinary fiald. The political scliences are a number
of disciplines that prepare the sclentist and the politician for
political evaluation and political action, aWhether political
gelence 1s considered as an art or a saiencé or both, we may al«
ways say that 1t helps people to better undérstand problemé of
our time and to solﬁs them,

Political sclence 1s considered by many soclologlsts as a
branch of general sociological theory. Thus Weber deécribes it
ag that part of sociology having to do with vower and physical
force: "Ultimately one can define the modern state soclologically
only in terms of the specific means pecullar to it, as to every
political association, namely, the use of physical force."l weber
does not only apply to political phsnomena the same methodological

tools be uses in soeiology, but he treats a great deal of politicaJ
_ggttors grouped under lapger scciological problems.a His main

lyax Weber,; "Politlcs as a vocation," From Max Weber: Essays
in Soclology, translated and edited by Gerth and MIlIs (New Yor%,
1958), pps TT-T8s

aweber, Theory of Social and Economic Organization, translate
ed by Henderson I§ew’YcrE, TOLTTs DPe ZhLess
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studles were directed to the problem of political authority and
politics as a vocation and an intitution of scolety.

Parsons following the same trend, considers the power elementj
as a concrete case og his general theory of action. "Heither powen
in the political sense," he says, "nor the operation of gogermment
as a subgystem of the soeial system can be treated in terms of a
specifloally specialized conceptual scheme of the same order as
that of economic theorys"? and Mills foouses it s a special
cage of the problem of values in sociology.u Politics as an art,
or as a theory of action, involves the knowledge of the soclal
sciences among which soclology plays the most impobtant role, Be
sides the general studies of groups and institutions, family aud
communities and minorities, there are a number of social problems
that by thier nature, are more related to politicss Such are the
gtud;as of social movements, soclial control, authority, bureau=
;Qééﬁ. electoral trends and many othera¢5 “The term, Political
Sociology," says Bernard, "1s reld ively new In this country, but
it has long been in use in Europe, where a number of text books

bear that name."6 Among those Buropean countries listed on the

ZTalcott Parsons, The Soclal System,(Glencoe, Illinols,1952),
Pe 126,

hgge seymour Martin Lipset, "Political Soclology," Sociology
Today (New York, 1959), pp..19lell2,

¢, Wright Mills, The SocSolcgzieal Imagination, (New York,
1959)n p. 178,

Le Bernard, "The Field of Poltlecal Sociolyey," J. Soc. Phil
I1I (1938)' 12&, — . s e 20Fe rhIly
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game page, he mentions Spain, The groundwork of Polticgll Socie
ologys continues Bernard, 1s soclologleal, but its aim ia politie
o8le The subject that has been studied perhaps with most interest
py political sociologists 1s sociael movements, | "Soclety mnan#
a system of ordered relations,..socisal régulation is always pre-
gent, for no socliety can exlst without s ome control over the nativ&

impulses of human beings,"” McIver says. The same suthor seemw to

consider Poltical Sociolgy as the study of a particular type of re:
gulation or control of aociety.a |
The difference bstween Soclology and Political Science is

based on the traditional distinction between man and citizen,
gociety and state,’ But such a distinetion, as Lipset points out,
is based on the old political theorles of the eighteenth and ninee
teenth centuries which prévad wrong throughout history.lo The state
is nothing added to society, and its presence only mnéhs that such
a soclety 1s politically organized, which means just that it 1s a

7Rudolf Heberle, Social Movements (New York, 1951), and
Robert M. McIver, The Web of Uovernment (New York, 1958).

auoIvor, The Web gg“ﬂovornmsht S; 22,

9r.4 n '
pset, "Politlcal Sociology,"” Scciology Today (New York
1959), p. 82, ! & ’

04,
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soclety. For, excepting the primitive historical periods, we
cen say that without political organiintion there 1s no soelety.
This does not mean that the same reality cannot be looked upon
from a different angle by the sociologist and by the politieal
sclentist,

The "Weltanschauung" spproach to political phenomena: Politiecal

sclence ss an art 1s not a modern phenomena, But the knowledge
that it requlres has varied impressively thoughout history. Une
t11 two centuries ago, the only scientific knowlegdge rolevaﬁt to
the art of government was history and werfare., Today something
more 1s required to face the present complex politicel problems.
Political Soclology can contribute as no other science to adequate
political decisions and Judgments. But such political decisions
today require something more than the data of these social acianu#

cese Mannheim has stressed the importance ofa soclelogy of knowe

ledge that provides a preaspective or weltanschauung in order to

meet present politiecal damands.ll

Ortega as a Political Sociologist: In what gense can Ortega y

Gasset be called a Pdﬁ%ﬁical Socliologiat? Ortegats studies in
this area constitute one of hls maln contributions to soaiology
to the present dayolz The texte--books that mention him conside

er him almost exclusively a political sociologist. Ortega has

11Karl. Mannheim, Ideology and Utopia (New York, 13959), pp.

105-185.
|_constdered TR Ens Pisire: MR prosent Wosk alms ap thil Sealo"®
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studied a number of political questions that go from the elecw

toral techniques to his great thesis bf Revolt of the Masses.

The point of view that prevails in all those works in his general
thesls sbout pollitical fascts that he describes in this fashiong
"Neither this volume nor I ara.politieiuns. The fect 1s that
what we talk about here, 1s something that 1s previous to poli-
tics and belongs to its background."13 This background of the
politlcal facts for Ortega, 1s clsarly the soclologlcal constie
tution of soclety. For 2ll the political warks of Ortega are
unintelliglible wilthout his theory of usages, association and ex
emplarity. As a matter of fact the political works of Ortega are
a mere application of all his soclological atudies to the politd
ical faéts of today. "The State," says Rublo, "is thereforb the
most external forﬁ of the collectivity, something like the supere
lative form of the SOOial-“lh Let us remenber what we sald at'
the beginning of the second chapter about political factse Pole
1tlecal facts are abstrections that stand for soclal realitieé,
amd the only way to study theﬁ scientifically 1s to penétrata the

nature of thelr basig: the social facts. Thils corresponds to the

150rtega, La rebellon de las masas, p. 25,

1hRubio-Hsrnandaz, Sociologia y poliﬁica en Ortega z_Gasaet
(Barcelons, 1958), p. 32 =
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modern studies about myth and the State.,l5 The State is based on
general usages that Ortega calls beliegfs, and that constitute its
justification., "By mgths," Mclver says, "we understand the value
impregnat ed bellefs and notionsg that men hold, thet they live by
or live for. Every soclety 1s held together by a mgth, & complex
of dominating thought-forms thet determines and sustains all its
activities."1é gng among these activites, one is politics. All
this will appear more clear in the next few pages and especlally
| in the chapbter about the gociology of knowledgse, that should be
related to the matter presented under consideratlion,

Leading themes of Ortega's Political Sociology: The bulk of the

p@litical work of Ortega 1ls constituted mainly in thess three ese

says; listed in order of importance: The Revolt of the Masses,

Invertebrated Spain and 0ld and New Styles in Politics. (If we ine

vert this order we have them lined up chronologically), The pole
itical ideas of Ortega y Gasset, however, are spread throughout azk
his sssays. The Revolt ol the lMasses is the best lmown of his pol

¥

1tical worké. Thls book 1s nothing more than a look at present
European :onditlons from a soclologlcal point of views It begins
by saylng: "One of the most unforturnate things of our times is
that when the people from the Wost face the terrible confllets of
today® public life, they have found thsmselves stuffed with a

R Cassirer, The Myth and the State, (New Haven, 19L6).
16M01vor, The Web of Government, p. 4o
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priuitive equipgent of erroneous notions about what soclety, the

collectivity, individusls, usages, the law and justice are.,"17

Man and People and its political implications: Man and People is

the tool for the interpretation of this work Jjust as for all othep
poldrical essays. In spite of the fact that Ortega inteddéd to

write Man and People as an Introduction of a work that never came

out, from the last few psgges of the essay and from the referengesi:

to it of many other works, we can reconstruct the main course of
transitionifrom the sociological aspsect of usages to their polits
ical aapecé.

The Sociological Approsch to Political Faots: Two of the fea~

tures of usages were ; first, their impersonal character and ge-
cond, their coercion, I want to eross the street but I find mye
self inhibited by a oustom or laws. This inhibition is primordi-
ally due %o a moral pressure of a social character that can bee
come at times physlcal also, In the case of the lover that we
mentioned before, we discovered anpdnfirnal dezree of moral coerw
cion in so far as he could not express his feelings. "But sooner
or later--and this 1s important to be noticed-=-there exlats the
eventuality of physical force,"18

" The second characterisgtic of usages, namely thelir impersone
‘allity, has to do with the subject of their coercion. Who exere

cises this authority? Who forblds us opossing the street?

171a rebelion de las masas pp. 13-1l.
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And this power, which generally manifesta ltself with euphee
misms of moral coerclon and pressure, of causing us moral
damage, but which in the end always threatens with the evente
uality of & physical violence~-~this power, which, then,is
physical, brutel, which--as we shall see~~also functions

brutelly, thisz power that belongs to no one, that is neo hmanq

that, in tils sense, 1s something like gravity thst propidis
the lifeless mass of the star in 1its course-~this power is
the 'soclal power.! And tgocial power! functions in the
coercion that 1s 'usage.!

At first glance, the State appears as something abstract, ime

personal, distant. Of course, in a country conscious of 1ts demo= |

cratic governgent, people wlll say that who commands and forblds
is the people, all of us, becuase we ars the}state. But what part
or dimension of us? Certainly not our privaée or even Interpsrson
al life. Yet to say that usages, in general, exerciss coerclon in
the form of political force would not be true, The family, the
school, and many other social inatitutions that are sources of
usages, exercise a moral coerclon ascompanied at times by physlical
force., Ortega has to Introduce here another distinciton in the
soolal facts, "fhis shows us...that usages can be classified as
twosk or strong.! These two degrees of force in usage ere measge
sured by the force manifested in the accompanying coercidn.“zo
Strong usages have to do with public opinions and vigenciasy Vi
gencias are also called norms and they bear a strong moral supe

port., They are the main constituents of public opinion. Ortega

191b14,

201b1d,, pe225.
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describes this phenomenon as follows:

Both these things--teing an impoaifisn: and being a recourse-
imply that soclety is, in essence, powsr, and Insuperable
power facing the 1lndividual, Tublic opinion, 'reigning!
opinion, has this power behind it and makes 1t funciton in -
the varlous forms that corresopond to the various dimensions
of collective existence, This power of the collectivity 1s
nublic power.31
At tha huginninb this privilege of using physicel coercion
for the socligl) control of usages 1s left out to ths private ree
sponsibidity of the tribe and the community. But as time goes
on and society grows in number and complexlty, physical power
becomes institutionalizeds The State is the substitutlion for this
power of the community.22 |

when the realm of physical forece becomes instituticnalized,
the power in the hands of & few tends to inorease and corrupt if
there 1s no sccilal control over it, Whatever form this social
control takes on, it will always be ampificial if it 1s not based
on the social function and nature of ﬁh@ state. According to
Ortega 11beraliam 1s the only political doctrine that respects
this:social function and nature of the 3tat&.23 His srguments in

daiensge of 11beralism are based on social conslderations of its

211bidey pe 269

Zzortega, Man and‘PaOQIQ, P. 269,

‘25"V1eja y nuéva'politica“, Obras Completas, I (Madrid, 195%)

288,
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gocio~historiecal origin and mechanlism, We skip this part of

ortega's thought becusase 1t is fairly known and could induce meny

to reject his whole politieal soclology, which, for the most nart,
itions.

can be consldered independent of his politlcal ppmi
Thé important point to be considered In all this doctrine of
nsages and strong vigenclas is that the Qoﬂtic&l facts are based
on culture, Nowadays, used to the bureaﬁcratization of mocdern
tates, we tend to consider the government as a mere instrumental
and adminiastrative organizatlon &hat is able to solve mrll 1ts dow=
estic or internal problems in its own sphers., Ortega says aboutb
public opinion on which the State 1s constituteds "Our social
environment, which 1s full of words, of things sald, 1s eo ipso
' full or ppinigna."zh These oplinions sre most intimetely culture
in the full sense of the word, Culture 1s what we take for grante
ed end what 1s thought to be the common belief of a country. And
1t 1s the biding force and coerclon of this belief that sonsti=
tutes the State,
If we contemplate the countless ideas or opinions that fore
ever hover and buzz around uss...ewe shall observe that they
can be divided into two great classes, 3Soms of them are
said as something that 1s self-evident and in saying them
the speaker is confldent from the outset that they will be
accepted by what 1s called teverybody!s Other ideas or o=
pinions, on the contrary, are uttered with the more or less
definite suggestion that they are not accepted opinions, or

sometimes as completely and confessedly opposed to commonly
accepted opiniohs."2

thaga goes on showing how afraid psople are of disagreeing

R ~=2h§-b§4#y“*!&*r" 26114
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with "everybody" and means that they do not need support and backe
ing from partiocular individuals or groups, but thag, on the cone

trary they impose themselves on averyone.“26

The Gultural approach to political facts: This cultural or soclow

logloal approach to polibics is what mekes Ortega write: "The gove
erning classes during centurieg-~save for a short period-~have
ruled wrongly not because of chance, but because the Spain they
were ruling over, was as sick as'they." In other words, the
problems 1n politics, that are transcendent snd not mepely spora-
dic, are the result of more profound sociologiecal factors. Soclow
logicelly speaking, soclety 1s polarized around a minority and a
mnajoritys The cause of the i1l functioning of the soclety can be
the lack of a good minority, or the lack of respect for them on
the slde of the @ajority together with lack of docility and disge
clpline, A great mumber of t oday's political problems do not re=
sult from economic and politlcal sources alone, but from forgete
ting about thls fact which Ortoga mentionse. One of the main faom
tors for 1ntorntﬁ&ona1 political decislons lies cutside the pole
itical sphere and belongs to the p:roblem of understanding the
national character of each countrye. What is the reality of this
national character according to Ortega? Is it & type of common
mind of person? The national character 1s constituted by aome
comuon bellefas of a countryt's people about what should constitute

their speclal way of lif'es Public opinion, over a period of many

267bid., pe 26l
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years, constitutes a national credo to which pecple submit. The
submission is not an automatlc process, but depends on the abllle
ty of the minority to rule and on the correct use cf physicel
force that, by 1ts very nature, goes along with public opinion,
| Physical forcee and the Stetey Physical force, according to Ortegd

18 never something to be looked down upones The Philosophy of
physlcal force is more complicated than appears at first sight,
Soclety, weisiad before, 1s always a victory of t he soclal forces
against the 'ntieoclal, what philosophers say about the soclal

nature of man, says Ortega, could also be sald about the antisoocls

al nmture of man,21 "At one time or another," he writes, "almost
all men have felt longings to flee from soclety, But the vivid
image of the sffort impliéd by a solitery life...1s enough to sup+
press the lmpulse to flee."20 Ortega examines the tendency to se+
clusion frqm soclety ss the natural way by which societles are
born and expanded, hat keeps szoclety Logether 1s the coerecion
that usages exerscise upon the individual, and thls cosrclon somep
times cannot be moral alone but must depend on the abllity of the
minoritiesa to use physical force in an intelligent way. Teople
are born, says Ortegs, when they have the will to do so. But thq5'

will will does not arise spontaneously. Rather it 1s imposed to

ZTOrtega. Man and People, p. 227.
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the mass pressed upon 1t "1like the oil in the automobile,"

With the foregoing metapolitical basis that soclology has
provided, Ortega examines a number of political phencuena. e
will only mention the three most important ones, namely the oon
cept of nation, the soclology of war, and the revolt of the masamT
The Revolt of the Masses and its theory about the nation: In his

The Revolt of the Masses Ortega rejects the old definitlons of th

nation for falling to provide us with the real origin and constie
tution of a country. They rather pointed out acclidental factors
which usually accompany the notion of nation,

The common origin of the people within the boundaries of one
country wasa one of the points the ancients emphasized most. The
Romans, for instance, called thelr sountry gense "It", namely
the State, "is not a horde or a tribe or other socleties based
on congangulnity which nature takes on itsell to form without
the collaboration of human effort."29 Not only has the modern
phenomenon of the birth of countries like Switzerland and Canada
denied this conception, but so also has the very beginning of

Western civiliaation., Romanizatlion ls an o0ld concept and an exw .

ample of what we call today nationallzation, It means the unity

within one State &f such different countries as Spain, France,
England, and Africa. So Ortega rightly states; "On the contrery,

the State beglns when man strives to escape from the natural 20Ce

291b1de pe263e
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1oty of which he has been made a member by blood,"30

Another main conception of nation consists in what has been
called the natural boundary theory. This theory statea that what
constituted the modern nationalities was a result of a long pro=
cess of wars and conquests between countries, During these wsrs,
they had natural hindrances for their campaigns against other
tribes and provinces, These hindrances were the natural boundar-
1es that exist today between the different nations. Ortega finds
two things wrong with this position:

The historic reslity of the tnatural boundary! consists sime

ply in being a hindrance for the expansion of the country A |

and over country B, Because 1t 1s & hindrance for the counis
try A, 18 also e defense for Bs The idea of 'natupil bounde
ary! implies naively, as more natural even than tle boundaryd
the pogsibility of an unlimited expansion and fusion between

countriess As 1t seems, only a natural hindrance is an oObe
stacle to thom,3

%imilarly Ortega refects the theory thet defines nation in

terms of soil, language, etc.., All thesge definltions, Ortega
Bh'. Y., havs two main difficultles, First, they sre factors extere
nal to the life of the nation., We have to look for a justification
of the 3Jtate, in 1ts dally 1life, because 1t 1s & human reality and
as such 1t must have a self-explanation,. in the way 1t operates.

"It 1s necessary to resign oneself to look for the secret of the

BOOrtegq, Lefrebelion de las masasy, p. 137

1l
5 Ibid,.
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national State in its pecullar inspiration as such State, in its
own policy and not in some forelgn principles of a biographical
or geographical tharacter.,"32 But besides bsing peripheral, those
0ld definitlions are stetic and belong to the past not to the pre=
sent, The State 1s not sdmething estatic, but a movement, It 1s
something that either inéreases or decreases. Like the soclety
it ié founded upon, it 1s mobile, If we cut this moﬁement by
meang of abstractions, we will only see the terminus a quo of the
movemeﬁt, The egssence of the State, in thias case, will srraur as
g unity of people which is found on & material thing 1like idiom,
blood, boundary. But 1f we look into the future we immediately
see that this‘ccmmunity,which we have dalled State, is gtriving
towafds some end, More than that, in this projJect, it tries to
overcome that unity of the past, which we thought constituted the
State itself. When the drive toward the future dies, the Sfate :
1tself ceasés to exists, That 1s why all the unities of the pas?
were definitions of the State before the State was accomplished,
but now they are realities and realitles can no longer be ideals
- and gdalﬁ; | |

\The word 1deal, therefors, is the keystone according\to or-
tega, in all this definition of the state, "The State is, no mate

ter whatits form may be, the invitatlion thaf a group of men makes

52Ibides pe 1356
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to other human groups, to execute together a great enterpriaa.”33
But this does not mean that the past is irreievant here. It only
amounts to saying that 1t 1s important inasmuch as it influences
the fututre, With the countries of South America, Ortega inslsts
Spain has a common past, but since it does not share with them
a common pro ject or future, they do not constitute one nation with
Spain, The past, according to Ortege, makes us irreversible be=
ings, History 1is ne&er a repetition, becauss hsitory is en exe
verience and men do not like to copy in history.

The European has beén democrat, liberal, absolutist, and
feudal,,.but he no longer £z 21l this, Does thag mean that he
does not continue in any way being those things? Clearly not,

The European continues bsing all those things, but he 1s them in
the form of baving been them;Bh

This can also be applied to the national 1av§1t
To ﬁavn common glorles in the past, a common will in the present}
to curry out great thinga togaether; wanting to do some more things
bwiiold the sssential conditions to become a country. In the past,
inheritances and glories; in the future, one program to realize...
Tho sxistence of & country is a daily pleblscite.>?

Wnhat 1s the nature of this program that the State always pre=-

supposes? "The program is a suggestlve project of common life...

531b1ds pe 139
ortega, El1_hombre y_Magonte, p. 163 .
1 " Y
1955?§0§§?ga, Historia como sistema," Obras Completas, VI (Madriq




| 63
they," that is the citizens, "do not live only in common for the
sake of living in common, but rather to carry out something toe-
gether," 36 Ortega mentions here the conquests and expansion of
the Roman empire as something that caused the strong national '
unity of the Romans. > ( then the imperialistic fervor was strong,
Rome had a cause that justified its own existence. When this .
spirit died, Rome ceased to exist. In Invertebrate Spain, he

describes a similar process of expansion that created the Spanw

i1sh national unity.38

Since those are the only examples he gilves
of the soecalled program of common 1life, his notlon of nation
seems to be restricted to thoae countries that possessed a col-
onial or imperialistic goal in history.

The Soclology of War: The soclology of war of Ortega 1s an ap=

plication of his notion of physical force to the national and ine
ternational levels Ortega thinks that todayt's fear of war--hs
wrote these ideas at the beginning of the centurye«is irrational,
He ocriticizes sevemly a type of pacifism originated in England
that wanted to avold any type of war at all costse Such an ate
titude, Ortega writes, comes from consldering physical vidence

as the only reality in wa®e "I belleve," he continues, "that the

BGOrtaga, La rebelion de las masas, p.1lll,

57Ortega, ®Apuntes sobre el pensamiento, su terurgia y de=-
miurgla," Obras Completas, II (Madrid, 194l), 537.

380rtega, La rebelion de las masas, Pe 130,
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terrible thing about war is that 1t is a puﬁishmant inflicted upe
oﬁ the Europeans for not having thought out calmly about the na-
sure of war."39 violence is only a menifestation of the wills
and powers that come into conflict in a war, War iz not, in most
of the cases, the brute dominance of force over intelllgende and
reason, but rather the external manifestation of a}conflict of
wills and programs between two countriea.uo The determinstion
of a soclety to carry out a program of common life, and the mine
orityts exercise of authority, both require if nccessary the use
of force if necessary, MNore than that, physical force if the
besb indication of the determination of this majority and authore
ity to overcome all obstacles and bring about its goal. People
are born and heard this expression before when they have the ine
domitable will to do soj and this will is not firm if it does not
want to risk everything. "War is not the exercise of power by
one State, thus in general, but the concrcte determination to exe
ercise such power by means of vlolence and ceereion."hl‘ Ortega
goes &g far as saying that if any monoe-determinism should bhe held:
as an explanation of history, it would not bs the geographic dew
terminlsm of Buckle or the economic determinism of Marx, but the

monodeterminism of war.hl var l1s the dynamic principle of his-

uo“Invertebrata Spain', Obras Completas, II (Madrid, 1954),94

thrtega, "El genlo do la guerra y la guerra alemana," Obrag

Completas, II (Madrid, 1958), 205. )
12232 zgnﬁgga, "Sombre el fasclamo," Obras Gamgleeaus Il (Madridl;
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tory; something natural to 1t, Just as the natural function of

any organlam, DBut this does not Just mean that war I1s not a

gsorrowful experience and should not bs avoided when it 1s not ne
essary. "Wwar causes fatigue but not extenuation, it is a natural
funetion of the social ofganism'already prepared for this funce
tlon, L3

The periods of war are periods of creativity and natlonality
formation, During such periis the usages of s ociety change, Thq
periods of peace are times of adsptation of the social instituele.
tions to the political shanges# introduced by previous wars, wax
is not histerical initiative or creativity, but a manifestation
of the solidity and determination of scclety to remain unifiled,
Ortega is just as much against the modern theories of direect
action and government based on the mere use of force, as he in
against}a blind pacifism, The former position is a modern phene
cmenon called Nazism and Fascism that claims no othsr rights
than violence without even bothering about a rationalization of
its‘own position, These modern political theories and the Efﬁ

Volt‘2£ the masses are one and the game thing, "Under the speciaﬁ

of Syndicalism and Fasclsm there appears for the first time in Iup

L3

Ortega, “El genib de la gusrra y la guerra glemana," 40s
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Europe a type of man who does not want to give reasons or to be
right, but simply shows himself resolved to impose hia_Opinions@iﬂ
The latter position departs from a static conception of soclety.

War is only a means to meintain a status quo; racifism shows &

complete ignorance about the whole historicsl process of nation-
formation, which is & process of conflict betweeﬁqiaaos resulting

in war. This theory considers the present status quo as a nature

al and perennial state. Even accepting the fact that, after the
formation of the pressnt nationallitles war should disappear, what
should we say about some countries that appesr late in history
when all nationalities are formed? ho is goling to determine they
boundasries of such countries, or how many natiéns there should
be? ,Pacifiam errs when i1t considers international society as an
equilibrium whioh 1s not a balance of powers byt a static eohoep*
tion which is the negation of 11765 In a11 this dlscussion ord
tega confesses himself a follower of Kaht. Fichte, Schelling,
and especially Scheiler. He disagreas with the 1atte§ regarding
his ethical podbtlon.
In spite of his rejection of the Daiwiniap conception of
war, prevalling in his time, Ortegats position is heavily influs

thrtega, The Revolt of the Masses, p. 80.

5
Ortega, "Notas del vago estio," Obras gompletas, II (Ma-
darid, 1954), Li28. —
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enced by the blological discoveries of his time, a fact that
seems to function significantly in the main arguments enumerated
before. |

Physical force and Righta., Ortega's Sociology of Law: However,

Ortega does not think that the main question about war has been
solved with his foregoin: arguments, He belleves that today's ind
declisionsabout the use of force is the sign of 8 lack of solid
ideas regarding a more profound reality: the Jjuridical aspect,
During the spell and centurles a group of French people and Engw
1ish phllosophers suddenly dlscovered the existence of certain ins
alienable rights and daties that men had just by being born. Al
though they claimed that those rights and obligations existed prim
to the State, yet, without ﬁhﬁ presence of the latter, these
rights seemed to be completely msaningless, Just as in the time
of Rome, the peole derived ell thelr social status from their
citizenship, sc also is the %an of the post-French revolution
powerlesa to axerciseiany af%his rights without the permanent
viglilance of the State. This%“original doctrine” of the rights
of man was a copy of the discd@ery made by the Romans, and ige
nored the long experlence of a%hievemanta in history, This at-
titude consisted also in a m*eéction of the spirit of the Middle
Ages which were considered as aﬂperied of barbarism. These Elghe
teenth Century thinkers cammittép two errors. The first consisi |

ed a notion of progress as & naggiion of the historiocal past,
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"Prpgress does not conslist in today's annihilation of yesterday;
on the contrary, 1t conelsts In conserving the essence of yesterw

day that had the power to dreate & better today,"lt5

The second error had tod with a falss ides about barbarisme
As we sald before, barbarism for Ortega's not only a period of
lawlessness and lack of normative bounds. 7This is the negative
slde of barbarism, Byt thepe i1s snother =ide, c¢crmpletely forgote
ten by the philosophers of .the XVIII Century, namely, the &speqt
of creativity. Ortaga %redicﬁed that our ldeas on the Middle Agpal
were going to change wifhin s short time, and history has proved
him correct on this point. Again, the Middle Ages are the period
| of nationallty formation and nationality changes ‘
Since the time of Spencer, Ortéga‘continuas, the sﬁirit,or
way hags been opposed tc the spiri§ of industrialism in the same
way as barbarism is opposed to cuéturea The gpirit of war cone
sists basically in the attitude oé creativity that far from dise
regarding the'dgnger, does not cbﬁsider thias danger as a sufficie
ent motive to avold a great enterérise. The inﬁnt?ialépiritj‘nn
the other hand, 1is sc affected by:fear of war that it risks nothe

ing and looks at war a threat %trying to subvert the status quos

The spirit of war, though affected by fear of war in & rational

way, still considers itz own determination %o carry out a creative

L5 | |
Ortega, "Notas del vago estio,” Obras Completas, IT (Madrid
1954), L28, - ;




soclal plan, above the danger of war. Life 1s cbnceivod as a
permanent vigilance., The period of barbarism is a period of
selfconfiidence. Decadence is Jjust the opposite. We are not cone
ridont4because we have lost the power of selfw-determination that
opens new historical paths, We only want to ksep a static bale
ance., War is considered as a mere thieat, end militarism is our
tool against it. "The Mlddle Ages," says Crtega, "did not know
militariasme, The military man 1s a degeneration of the warrior
corrupted by industrialism."Lé the concept of physical forces in
the Middle Ages is based on the principle: he who cannot defend N
his right, cannot claim/the rights The knight cannot rely on thel
State for the security of his own rights btecause publis life, in
the Middle Ages, was almost non-exigtant, The king only solves
the most diffieult cases of violation of, and conflict betwoen,
rights, Private life is identified with public life. The Mide
dle Ages are personalist, Rights are a gift and noble dignity
bestowed to the knight for his personal victories. This concep-
tion of rights is fully resented in the castles, says Ortega.
"The castles symbolize a dally atruggle, life as a warfaro.“h7
In the Mliddle Ages humanity makes the discovery of selfediscip~

line, braveness, and gentleness that noble wap always engenders.

héOrtoga "Notas del vago estio," Obras Completas, II (Ma=
drid, 1954), 429

u7Ibid. pe L27.
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All these virtues were virtues of the cltlizen, during the time
of Rome; now they belong to the individual as a private man.'They
have travelled from the periphery to the core of the pecple., The
important point to be remembered in this whole treatise,'is the c¢:
conception of rights in a dynamic fashion,

With the backround offered by these socio-historical conside
erations, the author attacks the complicated problem of internae
tional peace and international rights. The rights of the State
consldered as a person, should bé compared to fhe nature of righp-
of the individual., The readiness of one State to defend its own
rights is the best indleation of its ability to rule. "This power
does not consist in an intelligent, ar$istic, or industrial cape
acity. Nothing of this sort constitutes the specific power of

the State., The power 1ls rather a pecullar kind of energy and coe

hesion among those who form a country and amohg the different cols
lectivities that are conquered. The long and painful process of
discovery of rights ‘during the Middle Ages, produced future ree
sults in the creation of national constitutlons in the XVII and
XVIIT centuries. The people, however, who wrote these constituw
tions never looked back to the sow-called "Barbaric" ages that
made possible the whole reality of rights, One‘of the most ade
venced countries in the philosophy of rights 1s England, accorde
ing to Ortega. England produced an unwrittenAconstitution that

became a model for many nations. The development of such a cone
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constitution required great conquests and wars, life concdved as
a deily stuggle. Bpt the great paradox 1z that England, wholly
oblivious of its own past, has evolved the modern doctrine of
pacifism, which is a denial of her own historical experiences,.

In the opinion of Ortega, all modern doctrines of interna-
tional right have falled to prevent war becanse of the basic error
in the conception of individual rights that is extended to the
Statee The only sclution for international peace must be a dynae-
nic and'histprioal conoception of rights as an achievement, and
the idea of physical force as the bewt indication to keep these
rights. This rather simplified conclusion of Ortega the historie
cal and dynamic origin of rights probably contained in hiz mind
a great deal of ramificatlons, but since he hever made them ex-
plicit, his soclology of law and war, ends up in a very simple
solution,

Social and Political consideration about the Revolt gg_the Massews

The Revolt of the Masses 1s one of the best known and come

mented works of Ortega, and therefore we will 1limit ourselves

to maske & rundown of his leading ideas. This will be most in ac-
cordance with the purpose of this study which is to give an ac-
count of the soclology of Ortega never exploited by his commenta=-
tors.

Revolt of the Masses is the name Ortega uses to characterize

the great mass-~-movement of the beginning of this century that cone=

sistesd in the "accession of the masses to complete social poww.
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er 48 The revolt of the masses has changed completely the mode
ern European way of 1lifs, All the other political and soclal
changes must be considered unimportant when they are compared to
the former masse-movement., Its causesg are hidden 1In the Eighteene
th and Nineteenth Centuriesj more specifically in the doctrines
of libefalism, scientific experimentation, and industrialism. The
coming of the masses to power has produced a type of man that
Ortega calls the mass-man, with the fclloﬁing features; an oute
look on life with all its technological and cultural producis, as
a sscond nature; something that man finds out-there, and that he
has a right to, with complets inadvertence to the sacrifices and
struggles that humanity has gone through to create. As & consgew-
quence the mags-man looks.at his rights as things of caprice with
no regard to the fundamental facts that at all ﬁimes should give
value to them. The mass-man is rebellious by nature. %s has no
docllity to the minority for which he has no respect whatever,
Life for him becomes something common that has losg all the Valual
of 1life breated‘by the éori?icas of the ruling minorlties. The
bagic attitude is that of a "apéiié@*child“ that considers his ty#
88 necessary as as his food, as something he hﬁs a right to, just
because they lie there.h9 The mazr=r.u is the man who looks for

a definition of what he 1s in the orowd, who is nobody outside

uSOrtega, La rebelion de las masas, p. 1ll.
L9 1bide, pe 90.
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the crowd, He learns how to do everything as other people do, He
has no opinions of his own., In the world of the masses, guanity
repalces quality and crowds begin to invade theaters and meéting-
nalls.”® Authority becomes a mere representation of the masa~spir
it. Bureaucratization means the dissppedarance of the ruling mine
ority and the use of aﬁthortty az a weapon In the hands of the
masse The natural basis cn which soclety 1s found the minoritye
ma jority relation, authority and exemplaﬁity,\docilit& and deter~
mination to live In common are placed by the reich of the masses,
Baslically the rebellion of the mésses‘is thé corruption of demow
cracy envisaced by Tocquevilie.51 The lack of initiative and norms|
=3 natural result of a soclety where auﬁhority 13 not estesmed-w
and practicaliy-the iack of complete cultural values characterized
by the cqming of the maéses result in these threé facts synthesgize
ed by Oromi: "Free expansion of vitai desires, 2) Radical ingrate
itude towards the rest of humanity. 3) Deep convictlon that nobody
1s superlor to anybody,"?2 | |
Together with all these féctors, there is the barbarism of

specialization.®3 vesple have not only lost the notion of history

501p1de, pe LO.
?1Tocqueville, Democracy in America, (New York,) pp.258«261.

; Szcrami, Ortega y la Pilosofia, ed, E.T. Cruz (Madrid, 1953),
p.2 20

53Ortega. The Revolt of the Maasob, pe 119,
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and time, but they are no longer able to comprehend the weltan
schauung of their politico-social realities, The mass-man 1s not

an‘ignorant man, & worker, or any special class member and this

-

makes it so much more the diffieult, "By mass..ls not to be speqq
ially understood the workorsy it dogsinot indicete a social clasy
but a kind of man to be found today in all social classes, who

coﬁsequently represent® our age, in which he 1g predominant, r™ile
ing pcwer.“5ﬁ The typilcal way the mass operates 1s by imposing 1tg
own rule with irrational force. The sole political technique of

massgses is difect action. The masses not only intervene everye

where; they do so violently, says Ortega, The reason for this is
the lack of "Auditive faculties."55 when this 1s missing, cule
ture éi sanpears.
tthen 811 these things are lacking there is no culture; there
i1s, in the strictest sense of the word, barbarism. And let
us not decelve ourselves, thls is what is beginning to sppee|
in Europe under the progressive rebelllon of the masses..s
Barbar%sm 1s the absence of standards to which appeal can be
‘made,?
The State becomes the uncontrolled ruling force, the tyrane
1cal rule of the gajority, Instead of revolutions now there 1s
only left a coup d' etat that changes the subjJect of government

without changing the basic form and nature of the State.

Sh1bide, p. 1204
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Since 1949, that i1s to say, since the beginning of the second]

generation of burgeols Bovernments, there have been no genu=

ine revolutions in Europe. Not assuredly because there were

no motives for them, but because there were no menaes, Pub-

blic power was brought to the level of sosial power. Goode

bye~forever Revolutions. The onl¥ thing now possible Ts
elr opposite: the coup g}otat.

The result is the oreation of a State that 1s based on pure
physicel force, like Nazism, Fascism and Bolshevism., During the
time of the great philosophical developments in Naxi Gbrmany, we
had sclentists and philosophers defending with the most simpliste
1¢ reasons the rightness of thelr govermment, who philoaophy was
the most ridiculoug 1In history. This total lack of norm, typicul
of barbarism, 1s not asvin the other periods of creativity, bew
cause the;masa does not have any plan, does not want mnythinge:: -
Decadence is a relative concept, Nations become decadent wiﬁh ro-
spect to certain 1deals they intend fo realize, But absolute de- |
cadence 1s the lack of enthusiasm asbout life, because of a lask of
program and initiative,

The characteristic of our hour is that the commonplace mind,

knowing itself to be commonplace, has the assurance to proe

claim the rights of the commonplace and to impose them wheree
ever 1t will, As they say in United States: tto be different
is to be indecent,5

Ortega thinks that the soclal situation iz very serious but
not an insoluble problem. Yet he realizes that all solutions have

been superficlal because they have been applied in the mere perie

phery: in the political sphers, The solution he propmes is the

57Ib1do 4DiCe, P 131.
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Europesn State, bssed on a common culture and normative system--
2ll these sre soclo-cultural and historical facts, Ortega writege--
that the West has to re-discover in its own history. He belleves
that the national differences are minimal as compared with the
community in history of Europe. His unification of the West is
treated extensively in his soclology of law, and 1s made dependent
on the dynamlc conceptlon of law that depends, in its turn, on a
historical consclousness that has to be aroused everywhere., This
will bring BEurope to the discovery of an identity in culture and‘
especlially with regard to the formatlon and development of the
doctrine of rights of man, This will also help societies to re-
discover the powerful minority and to accept its ruling role,
only with the fulfillment of these conditions ocan a new sociefy

be born and the revolt of the masses fade,
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CHAPTER IV

THE SOCIOLOGY OF KNOWLEDGE OF ORTEGA
General considerations about the Sociologz{g{ Knowledge: The

sociology of knowledge is a relatively new field in sociology.

Marx was the inltiator of the school, but the main systematioc

treatment appeared with the work of Mannheim, Ideology and UtOpiil
He was the one who colned the term, Wissenssoziologie. The Englis

translation of this German term, soclology of knowledge, accorde
ing to Maquet, expands the somewhat restricted German notion and
includes hot only scientific knowledge but any type of thoughte
product.® This English term seems to apply better to what mosat
socioldgists of knowledge have been doing. "The éooiologists of
knowledge have not limited thelr inquiries to sclentific knows
ledge.">

The sociology of knowledge explores the existential basls of
knewledge. "The Coopernican revolution," says Merton, "in this
area of Inquiry consisted 1n the hypothesis that not only error
(this was the hypothesls of Marx) but alsc the discovery of truth
was soclally (historically) conditioned.“u Different philosophie

l1deelogy and Utopila (New York, 1960), Mannheim, Karl,

ZMaqueb, The Soclology of Knowlsdge, tre slated from the
French by J«F, m‘c (- I oston, 9 Do .

3Ibidc

jFiobert ierton,Social Theory and Social Structure ‘Q}gngggsgi
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cal gchools have emphasiged, throughtout history, the logleoe-cul=
tural origin of thought. The very definition of philosophy as the
sclence studying the ultimate principles of things under the light

of natural reason, does not seem to explicitate the fact that such

natural reascn belongs to people who are living in a soclo=culture

al milieu.

We do not want to limlit ourselves to philosophical thought
and we should arrive at the same concluslion with regards to sclene
ces, art, and any area of human knowledge. Thought circumscribed
to its social context had never been glven speclal consideration.

In the beginning of his Ideology and Utopis, Mannheim talks about

the directive principles of this social science. "This book is
concerned with the problem of how men actually think.,"? o far
history of 1deas was the only sclence encharged of establishing
reletionships between philsophicel and literary ideas and histore
ical phenomena. The central thesls of the soclology of knowledge
1s thet the history of ldesw 1s still incomplets. In order to
have an adequate historical knowledge of 1deas we heve to conside
er sclentiflcally thelr socioscultural dimension. The social de-
terminant-pf knowledge--what 1s called by Mannheim the groupedsee
terminant of knowledge--can be restricted to smsll grouba or to

a whole culture or historical epoch.6 In any case the historical

> Mannheim, Ideology and Utopia. p. 1.
6 Iblde, pe 118
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factor will also have to enter into consideration. "Manifestly,
then, the sodology of knowledge is coneerned with problems which
have had a long historye. 3o much ls thls the case, that the dige
cipline has found its forst historian, Ernst Gruenwald."( And
annheim says:

The philosophy of history which mostly tresats historical pers

iods as unlts, overlooking thelr inner differentiation and

stratification, must be supplemented by a soclally differents
1ated view of the historico-socid process as a whole, explie
citly taking into account the dlstributlon of sociaé roles
and its significance for the dynamics of the whole,

The sociology of knowledge was first dlscovered, as we said
before, by Marx., In his German Ideology, he set out to demonstratq
that the histolico-social envimmment of a class or a historical ee
conomi¢ system influences a determinate iideology to the point of
the latter being a tool for the conservation of the former in a
determinate economic system. There 1s a long lupsevbetwaen this
narrow ideoclogical determingksm of Marx and Sorokirnt's work, Cultur-

al E!E&m1°909 In thils interval we discover Levy=Bruhl, Durkheim,
Ricket, Troeltach, all of whom were read by Ortega y Gasset, In

7Merton, Social Theory and Soclal Sﬁgneturo, pe 256,

aKarl Marx, Cerman Ideology, (New York, 19L7), pe. 20.

9Sorokin, Social and Cultural Dynamics, III, (New York, 1937) 4
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addition, Sorokin, Merton, and;Znaniecki have contributed detailed
studies of special cases of the general theory of the sociology of
knowledge, After these preliminary considerations we want to treat
some of the main problems of the sopiology of knowledge;

We will 4y to podnt out the main sources of divergence frmn'
ths standpolnt of the three elements that constitute a soclology
of knowledze: thought, existential basis, and the relationship be~
tween these two.l0

The first element of the Sociolofgy of Knowledge: Knowledge

With regards to thought, we have already seen how & certain
precision of this concept resulted from the way in which the Gerw

man notlion of wissensoziologie 1s translated 1lnto Engli@h. In

general 1t can be stated that the soclology of knowledge 1s not
concerned with those ways of thinklihg’ and talking that are soci=
ally irrelevant and pays more attention to thinking-processes re=
flected in 1ldeoclogles., This term 1deology polnts té a historico=
soclal reference. Ii wés used by Marx for the first tiqa in this
sense. .1th this name Marx directs a basic attack agaiést all
preceding soclal and politicallsystems born, according to him,
within s false soclal stiucture created by the struggle betwwen _
classes., hereby the concept ideology has ﬁaken on, in many posté

erior soclclogical writings, the connotation of rationalization

in deiense of the interests of one class or economic system, ™All

1°Maqust, The Socielogy of Knowladge, ppe 2836,
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the 1deas, true or false, have their origin and inspiration in

the material conditlons of man and hls life-struggle," says Marx}l

Marx will call his system a sclencs, as opvosed to ideokgy, and
wlll make the object of this sclence treat and interpret all past
1de0logles.,
In contrast with German philosophy which descends from heaveny
to earth, here we ascend from earth to heaven, That is to
say, we do not start out from what men say, imagine, or cone
celve., We set out from real active men, and, on the basls

of' their real life~process, we demonstrate the development of]
their 1deological reflexes and echoes of this lifewprocess.l

Engel explained this genoral thesls of Marx modifying it with|
his poaitivistico«loglcal style. Under such an influence, modern
textbooks on communism read in the following way:

If we deduce differnet 1deological schemes not from our mindﬂ.
but only through our minds, from the rsal wark, and from what hap
pens 1in 1t, what thls yields 1s not philosophy, but positiva sc&enL
cs.13

However, for Marx, the 1dea of a scienpe independent from
any 1deology involves, at times, more than one contradiction.lh
If his own criticism of paét 1deologies 1s also conditloned by thel
soclal and economlc structures of hls age, how can he expect to
escapé his own arguments? Communism as a general interpretation

of history cannot explain that history In a purely relativistic or|

NKerl Marx, German Ideology, p. 1l
12Handbook of Marxism (New York, 1953), p. 233.

| Hgﬁé o@arg (e rman Ideolog;, (Wew York, 1947), pe 1l
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- deterministie fashion,

The main point of all this discussion 1s that the term ideo-
logy in the Mapg%st sense has too many philosophical connotations
to be introduced uncrelfiically into the field of empirical science.
Mannheim was the first to take palns at reformulating thls Marx
ist conception. He created a value-~free terminology that cannot
succumb with the fallure of a philoaaphieal system, The notion
ideology 1s split into thesa two sociologlical categorles: ideo=-
logy and utopla, We are ndt 1nteﬁcated here in the specific tere
minology, for Ortega will érfor great differneces in this point
but rather in the basis foﬁ~thia distinction of Mannheim. Ideo=
logy and utopla are differdnzgatod not by a criterion of truth or
validity , but by a aocial%function.

Here we refer to the fdaology of an age or of a concrete his-
orico=-soclal group, e.g8., of Q cleémss, when we are concerned with
the characteristiés and composition of the total structure of the
mind of this epoch or of this group.ld

And a few pages later: :

Only those orientationa tran%cending reality will be referred
to by us as utopian which, when téay_paas over intoc conduct, tend
to shatter, whether partiilly or ﬁholly, the order of things pre-
valling at the time,"16

15Mannhaim, Ideology and Utopia, p. 56

161p1d., pe 1924
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It is important to notice, therefore, that the word utopia
does not correspond to what we dall myth, meaning an 1rration§1
belief of society317 This distinction between i1deoclogy and ue
topia marks the separation of philosophy from sociology and makes
Mannheim a soclologist in splte of his philosophical preoccupae-
tions. The philosophical questions that Mannheim thought should
be treated in a soclology of lknowledge are, first, the problem

of weltanschauung, and second, the epiatemologieai basis of this

science. With regards to the former pcint, we might say that a
social psychologist and an anthropologist cannot relate an ate
titude to a concrete socio~cu1tural sltuation unless they fully
understand such an attitude., TRig attitude, which is reflected
in signs and behavior, will have to be interpreted. As a conses |
quence a communion with the culture in question will be required.
In the same way the scclologist of knowledge who astudies thoughte
patterns has a need to interpret them, This is smething that
mere statlistical correlations cannot substitute forl On the
other hand, the soclologist is a soientist and not a philosopher,
So the main différenoo will consist in these two points: 1) The
soclologist interested in the sociology of knowledge will try to

understand, not to evaluate, the correlationg botween thought and

17As an example see McIver, The Web of Government, (New York
1958), pe L3 or Cassirer, The MythE and the state (New Haven,1946)},

Po e
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social structures. 2) The understanding of thoughteproducts will
only be a oprersquisite for further conclusions outside the scope

of philosophy.

Epistemological Bases 7The second problem with regards to the
firat'element of the sociology of knowledge: thought-process, 1is
the eplistemological gquestion, Soclology is not directly intereste
ed In the‘oritical problem of knowledge. However, once we have
establighed a determinate relation between social facts and
thought, we have indirectly made some philosophical statementa,
This 18 why lerton, followlng Mannheim, belleves that espltemo-
logy has to be treated in some way within the metasoclology of
knowls 4ge .18 Maquet has also studied this problem extensively,
but his interest is quite different: "The relation between the
sociology of knowledge and the philosophy of knowledge."19 The
8001010318%3 of knowledge are interested in the relation between
sociology and philosOphf only in so far as they have to solve s
methodological problem and give validity to whateever discoveries
they intend to make. In a general way we can say that the main
thesis of the socioiogy of knowledge does not necessarily implie
cate a relativistic position in philosophy., It is true that

18yerton, s ~ |
s Social Theory and Social Structure p. L9, Mannheim]
Ideology and Utopla, pee(Ve

19

Maquet, The Socielogy of Knowledge, ppe 13«1l.
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Mannheim's relationism is a cemouflaged relativism but this 1s

s0 because he doss not distingulish too well between the social
and the logical factors in thought. Scientific and philosophical
work 1s limited in scope and intersst by soclal factors, and
even tends to accept with more ease this or that truth, but this
does not mean that the desire for truth and valld knowledge is

a pure myth. As sockologists, it is enough to know that some
correlations can be established between thought and socio=-cule
tural facts, and unless we find a one-to-one correspondence we
cannot say that the sociology of lnowledge 1s the only explana-
tion of truth and falsity. As a matter of fact, Mannheim him
“38l1f left out the problem of true’or.false ideologies.

The second element of the Soclology of Knowledge: The Exigtentia}l

Basgis: The second element 1s the existentla basis, To what
socio~-cultural phenomena is thought related? The differsnces of
solution to thls question seem to be as wide as the soclologlists
of kowledge. Mannhelm, in all the pages he devotes to the pro-
blem of the bases of knowledge, does not state clearly just what|.
he'means by his group~-determinism, However, his studies about
the influences of political groups with regards to thelr classes
and ideologles, seems to offer a vague anawér to the question
askedﬁgefora.

g:rton also noticed this fact.?0 s more concrete answer is

given-«1it seems to me--by Znaniecki, but his work does not ofe

20Mannheim! s analysis is limited, as well, by his failure t{

knowledge," Merton, Soclal Theory and Social Structure, p. 4198,
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fer any explicit statement with regard to the methodology of the
sociology of knowledge in general, The categories, audience, pube
bliec, etec., as Merton says, coﬁld be taken as an attempt to dis-
criminate some of the irrelevant social facts in relstion to know=
ledge.2l Sorokin has givem more importance to the cultural deter=-
minants of thought.22 we will sese that his approach 1s closer to
Ortegats. Merton claims that Sorockin's correlation between sy-
stems of truth and particular scientific and philosophical trends
of thought of one epoch, is a tautblogy.25 Maquet answers this
objectién as follows: _

In certain senxe the establishment by the facts of a meaninge
ful relationahip may always be sald tautological...But then we
must admit that only the discoveries of inexplicable relationshipsd
(im regard to the present state of the theoretical elaboration 6f
axclence) are not tautological.zh

Perhaps Ortega offers a more concrete answer to this objec=
tion of Merﬁon. As we will see in the following pages, Ortege
proposes a basic ideological prespective or sensibility of life

21Ibid.,p. l.l.820 ’

———

22g0rokin, Soclal snd Cultural Dynsmics,III (New York,1937).

23Merton, Social Theory and Soclal Structure, p. 1497,

2&Maquet, The Socidogy of Knowledge, p. 196,




88

of one epoch-~the belief-system of Sorokin is thus more socliologiy

cal in nature-~as related to particular manifestations of art,
political systems, and social action of a determinate age.

The third elements Relation bstween thoughteprocesses and social

bases: The type of relation that exists between the existential
basis and thought-products can go from an exaggerated realism (as
it would be the theory of a univergal mind that created the culte
ural systems of truth) to the moderate position stating the mue
tual influence of thought and culture upon one another and bypasass
ing other factors without denylng them,

It 1s gufficient that we can establish certain relation be-
‘tween these two véfiables, social facts and knowledge, in order
to justify a sclentific treatment. Maguet chooses thg relstion
of "causal condition,"

Necesgsary: when the constellation of scclal circume

stances by which we define a fasclst group does not

exist, the inarticulate conception of history never

APPO8/T e

By definltion, the necessary and sufficient condi-

tion is the circumstance in the ebsence of which a

fact cannot take place and whose presence always ene

taila a fact.25

Another question is that which 1s concerned wi. ““e dir-

ection of the relation between the two variables., Which the
dependent and which the independent variable? Till the present,
time, the soclologists of knowledge have been almost exclusively

Interested in one direction: that which treasts knowledge as a dew

- 25Maquet, The Sociology of invwledge, p. 55,5L.
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pendent variable and the soclal basis as an independent variable,
But the Inverse direction of the relation, if it could be estab-
lished, would also fall within the limits of the sociology of know
ledge. Ortegats treatment of belliefs and l1deas offer an analysis
of the functional character of thought and ideologies, so that
thought 1s treated as an independent varlable. He has studied

the influence of science, art, and philosophy upon ﬁhe march and
dynamics of soclety. ‘

Ortegts Sociology of Knowledge. From usage to beliéf. In the

chapter about the social facts, we discussed the appearance and
nature of usages in a general way. Expanding gomewhat the notion
of usages, we dlscover that they represent attitudes which in turn
represent opinions, These social opinions refse to thg things a-
round us, to society, to our relation W th other peopqu and the
world. They constitute what we may call beliefs and téay aré our
interpretation: of life.

: Whén we dicover ourselves as existing in this world, we find
ourselves not only with things, but with people; not only in the
world, but iﬁ soclety; and these people-and that society we hape-
pen to live in, already have an interpretation of life; & complex
of 1deas about the unigerse.26

filhat is the social function of these beliéf~systems? Let us
remember that the usage is something impersonal and irresponsible.

The Individual rises up as an opponent of the usagges and therefore

A ——

ZéOrbm- "Jdesas v cor " o
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of soclety. The way in which the individual constitutes himself

as individual i{s by thinking, by retiring to his own solitude

(ensimismandose). But in order to think by ourselves, we must

depart from certain premises and unguestionables trutha, We must
stadt from the known in order to arrive at the unknown, What hap=
pen to an savage that enters a modern factory in order to learn
how to work? 1If a man of our culture takes on the same work, we
will presuppose that he has a compllation of common sense know-
ledge upon which we can bu:ld an explanation about the tools and
machineg with which he I3 supposed to.ﬁork. But the savage has
never geen & machine in his life. Our work of instrueting him
becomes almost impossible. e do not know where to begin "only
when something has been thouéht out, falls under our possession,
and only when the’elementary things are submitted tq us, can we

go on to more difficult things.“a7 Men have to make dontinually
important declsions, not only of an individual, but slso of a soce
1al character., Thought 1s instrumental, according to Ortega, and
is submitted to action and life., We cannot choose irrationally
and therefore the infinite possibilities for actlon must be pre-
viously limlted and selected, ('ho makes this selection for us?

A social context of valu es and norms; the weltanschauung of our

4]

Ortega, "Medltsaciones del Quijote," Obras Completas, I
(Madrid, 1953), 353.
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age and culture. This is a system of truth that enables us for
social and political decisions ac well. Before science has dee-
veloped in many areas, we must act and make politigal amd socilal
moves, Thls system of bellefs 1s, according to Ortega, culture
1t self,

Culture, rigorously speaking 1s the system of ultimate
convictions about 1life. Culture 1s what one belleves
with unobjectionable failth. about the world,..

The totelity of these convictions or tideas% 1s not
manufactured fictllonally by the indivicdua), but he
regeives them from his historical milicu.2

Ortega calls thls bellef-systme the sooinlvdogma.aﬁ The

social dogma offers to the individual afpoint of departure for
his creative thinking,30 % |

Characteristics of the Belief~-system:

To live im to have to takd care of something--the world
and oneself. But this world and this "self with which
man is confronted, alreadﬁ*uppaar to him as organized

under an ideologlcal 1nteépretation about the world and

]

himself.32 | |
The first characteristic gbout social dogue is that we do

3

not think about them but daparbing from them., Beliefs are acw

cepted as something that belonés to a kind of religioﬂs faith,

zaortega, Obras Completas, II, (Madrid, 1954), p. 723, and
IV, 342

dyOrtega,Obras Completas, VI (Madrid, 1956), 9.

301b1d.. II, 723,
31Toid., II, 3L2.
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According to Ortega, thls cdivision between 1dess In general and
soclal faith or s§cia1 beliefs 1s more primordial than the dlvw
1sion between religious falth and Eknowledge in general. Within
the context of a general bellef, a netion, an organization, and
finally, an individual willl be foreed to see some reallities to
which he is more inclined and to be blind to other realities,

This 1s what Ortega calls the doctrine of the point of view,

The psychic structure of each 1ndividual results in a
pergeptive organism, gifted with a déterminate form
B that permits him to understand some truths and blinds
him with regards to some other truth§.32
The function of this soclal point of view that bellefs creati
i1s similar to the role of the myths and tales during childhood,
In & study that Ortega wrote about the education of children,

"facts prcvoke sentiments in us, What would happen not onivy .

child, but to & man, the most intelligent man iIn the world, if

‘suddenly all the gfficatious ﬁyths were taken away from his soulga
Things awaken in us a twofold re~action of ﬁistory And legend.

| What rules our lives 1s not so much thinéa, as what we intend to

8o with them. &nd this goal of ours 1s &n 1deal, a legend In a

way. The sportman has only a realistic grasp of those realities

520rtega, ﬁIdeas ¥y creencias," Ibid., V (Madrid, 1955), 38

VBBBrbegn, "El 'Quijote! en la: escuels,", Ibid., II,(Madrid,
1953), 296. .
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that eare not connacted with sports. "Myth, says Ortega, is the
psychological hormone." 34 When we £ind someone who 1s not intere
ested in anything and we try to inject in him some new interests
. 80 that he can live eagain, we do not tell hig about things and
factg~~he probably knows as many things as we do--but about poss=
ible reactions and experiences to which he 1s closed paychologicalp
ly. "What we are Interested in, is that things be beautiful,"
says Ortega.35 And in another plsce he says: “Iife, before being
an adaptétion of man to his environment, 1a e reception of this
environment by men, who needs in some way to feel 1t."36 This
feeling depends on the perspective of an age., The bellef system
of a determinate cultural pericd is called by Ortega, the sensie
bility of life., Ortegs calls it also the s irit of the time. "AL
all moments, men live in a world of convictions, the greatedt nume
ber of which are convictions common to all peonle who live in the
same azZe, These convietlons constitute the spirit of the timee"57
"Any 1life," says Ortege, "willingly or unwillingly, needs to juste
1£y itself."38 yot only the individual must find an answer to the

h1b1d.e, pe 2976
BSIbido' pi 2890
361b1d,

2 3Tortega, "La historia como sistema," Ibid., VI (Madrid,1956)|
L ]
38 Ortega, "En torno a Galileo," ibid.,, V (1955), 25.
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riddle of 1life, but also society. The spirit of the time 1s the
answer to this riddle. It conslists in a general attitude on'the
basls of which existence appears in a determinate way. Things are
percelved and intergreted according to theif conslstency with ree
gards to this spirit of the time. Soclal, political and economie
problems are looked from the same viewpoint.

Origin and Change of beilef-systems: Wat 1s the mechanism of

the tepansmission and alteration of these beliefs? The bellefl sye
stem is nothing else than the general structure of all usages;
their consistence and orgsnization. However, when usages change,
the systems of bellef can remain, - Rather 1t 1s modified Progre s«
slvely, until the moment cémas when the old structure 1s no longer|
compatlible with the existing usages,
Bellef systems give us the sensibllity of the epoch,
and are not transmitted to us direcﬁly. Rather they
~ are lmpliclt In configurations of usages which are
. transmitted to us directly.>?

Difference betwsen bellefs and ldsas: The main characteristic

of bellef-systems is thelr latent functiond They are "everything
that we take for granted, and that, as a result, we do not even
think of."ho Bellefs are opposed to ldeas, Ideas are always

fabricated in an explicit waye. They constitute sclence, liberaw

391b1d,

hOOrtega, "Ideas y creenclas, Obras Completas, V (1955) 387
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ture, and many other forms of oral or written spsech arbitrarily
used, Ideas only exlast when we are thinking about thexq,‘whereaﬁ
bellefs constitute our way of looking at life. "Theories only
exist when they are'thought,“ says Ortega.hl From this he cone
cludes: "Therefore they exist, in a way, founded on our wi1l, 2
Ortega does not speak at any time about the validity of idess or
bol§§fa He is only interestqd 1ﬁ‘their paychologlcal and sooial
function. It 1s true that beliefs offer a great chance of being
false, becsusge of our unecritical acceptance of thsm. So far as
ideas are concerned, thelr truthfulness dependé on their objec~
tivity, which in turn, depends on the consistency of one 1ldea
with all other ideas, ahd finally on the consistency of this
whole scheme of 1deas with the belief-system.

Ideas requirs a critical attitude, just as thé lungs
'need oxygen. They are sustained and reaffirmed in
other 1deas, which, on their turn, are sustained in
other ideas, constituting a whole systems 8o tha the
firmness of an idea 1s reduced to the solfdity that
holds it and refers 1t to all others."ha;

Ml1peq,
uaOrtoga, Revista de Oocidente, Ibid., I, 336, (1953),

h30rtaga, "Ideas y creenias," Ibid., V (1955), 389,
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‘Man orientates himself through his age; throught the socloe
cultural belief-systems in which he finds himself. This, and not
any oonsideration sbout a social appetite, is what mekes man soce
1al and cuiturnl at the same time. "Accordingnto Ortega, there
are profound reasons that explain the soclal structure of human
beings; these reasons are based on the fact that a belief cannot
exist under the form‘of belief of an iIndividual or group," says
Ferrater Mora.hh | )

The way in which bsliefs are born and deveiop 1s the same
way in which culture and usages appear and change,

Li%%le by little, science, eithics, art, religious

faiths, a Juridieial norms get loose from the sube

ject who created them and ;quire a consistency and

an suthority by themselves,li5

Importance of Ortega's Soclology of Knowledge. Ortega professes

a strict determinism with regard to beliefs, They are for him
the main basis of soelal 1ife, and it is on acecount of them that
one can predict historical and mocial phenomenag o

'ﬁg . The i1dea that all things influenco one another and
‘%4 % that eagh thing depends on everything else f{sa
vagur. mystical thought which 1s repugnant to anyone
who likes to see things as they are, No, the body
of historical facts possesses a conslstency and une
der perfeotly hierarchical, Thus the mere transfore

tharrmter Mora, La filosofla de Ortoga ¥y Gasset (Buenos Aires
1958): De 78‘ ,

k5ortega, obras Completas, III -(195L4), 1L6.




mation of an industrial or pollitical order is harde

ly profound, and depends on ideas and moral and est-
hetical preferences that mirror the contemporary
scene, But ideclogy, taste, and morality are nothing
more than thﬁ specific result of the radical sensibile
1ty of 1ife 6

Ideas as artificlal beldafs: The basic difference between beliefs

and ideas 1s explored: About beliofﬁ t "1t 1s possible to say
that they are nqt ideas we have, but 1deas we are, More than that.
precisely becauss ﬁhey are.most radical beliefs, they are 1dsnt1§
fied with rsaliﬁy'iﬁaeif.@.they loss, therefore, their charaster
of 1deas, of thoughts of someone, L7 Ideas on the contrary,
"are our own products, and therefore, they presuppose our oxiatnn
ence which 1s grounded onlEeliefs.“hS Ortega continues: "What

we cannot do 1s to live by them,"l9 namely, in the same way Iin
which we live by a bellief, Since ideas are irrelevent to our lifeg
the process by which we create them, namely thinking, is a suprae
activity, a sort 6f sport. This 15 the basic difference between
thinking and belleving. e build ideas, says Ortega, precisely
because wa do not belleve 1n‘them. Beliefs are intimately cone
nected with 1ife; 1deas with adventure, sport, etc.s And this is
& special case of the general theo}y about the function of the
intellect In 1life,

Lézbia,
3“70rtaga, "Ideas y creencias,” Obras Completas, (Madrid, 195§

P .

' Sina,

L91b14,
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The intellectual life is secondary wlth respect to

our real asuthsatic 1ife, and represents only & vire

tual or imaginery dimension of our lives,?°

This way of speaking or Ortega-=-so it seems--1g opposed to
every modern interpretation of sclence, especially of the social
sciencess We do not practice sociology for the sport of it, Much
less do_wevengage in practical social activities for pure fun.
Since the time of Comte, soclologlsts are belleved to have an ime
poetant role in our age of change and confusion. From the kﬁow.
ledge of the moral sciences, man today expects to resoclve his
problemz and prepare a better world for the future, ihat is the
snswer of Ortega to those oﬁjeotions?

Social function of ideologies; science, literature, eto. Scisnee,

he would say, explains everything except what makes us believe in
it., In the last 1nstance; we will see that what makes us flo so is
not put into quésﬁion because it is something that usually beldngs
to the generallfeelinga of our generation. In the Middle Agew,
religious falth was believed to be the great weapon to solve soce
1al snd political problems,s That is# hy sclence was enclosed withd
in the walls of the monasteries and had no influence on public
life. Today we expect everything from science. This dogma of
reason, Ortega points out, began with Socrates and reached its

elimax with Decartes,"Among the belliefs that present men have,

%Ibidu; pe 388s
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the belief in Wreason' 13 still one of the most impoptant,"51

The fact that impresses Ortega, 1s that sclence, like philosophy,
does not Justify itas foundationg what brings us to philosophize
or to sclentiflc research?

Sclence cannot only be a sclence of soclety, but it

pretends to be also a sclence of man. Now what has

sclence or reason to say with precision sbout this

fact so urgent and eo pertinent to it, namely, its

value and importance, Well, nothing, Science does

not know anything clear about thisa point.52

Orteg; Y Gasset 1s talking here about the natural sciences.
Can we apply the same ideas to the‘social sciences? Ortega says
that the social sciences are'intimately connected with the natur |
2l."In Comte as well as in Stuart Mill, everything depends on the
immutgbllity of the laws of nature."23 7phat Ortega accepts this
position of Comte and M1ill, 1s easy to deduce from paragraphs like
the following, where he treats common opinion: "For we are not .
dealing with an'opinion baged on facts more of less frequent and
probable, but on & law of sonial 'physics! much more immovable

than the laws of Newton's physics,"54 The dogma of reason 1is

911b1d,; pe 390
520rtega, Obras Completas, VI (1956), 21.

53Ib1d,., p.29
5l Ortega, The Revolt of the Masses, p. 127.
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never sanalyze in detall by Ortega. He gives it as a fact. 3o
the very logilcal neture and objectivity of thought, saemﬁ to be
made denendent on socloecultural factors:

It has been held, that thinking 1s prineipally loge
iecal thinking, in other words,thinking according to
determinate 1aws that loglclang have callsd tprine
ciples.t But logical thinking--as we have sald-«is

only one of the multliple forms of thought and a very
restricted one, If the limitatlons of logliecal thought
have not been dlscovered before, it 1s because philosos
phers have had an unlimited trust 1n a unilateral type
of logicsl thinking.55

And this trust, we may add, ls a bellef according to Ortega.
Belief change and social Inestabllity The second step in the ex-

planation of bellef's and ideas, ls thelr formation and change into
one another, This section of Ortega's csoclology of knowledge cor=
responds In & way to the modern categories of cultural change and
cultural lag, Beliefs certainly change. Today, Ortega writes,
the Europsans have lost their faith in science and they start
doubting the role o1 wreason In 11fe.56 The moment when man or
society asks about the validity of a soclal bellef, is the moment
of doubt.,® In the elementary gpound of our beliefa; enormous gaps

of doubt open up here and there."7( Ortega continues: "One doults

550rtega, "Tdeas y creenias," Obras Completas (Madrid,1955),
Pe LLOéo
56

Ferrater Mora, La filosofia de Ortega y Gasset p. 85.

570rtega, "Ideas y c”eenias," Obras Completas, V (Madrid,
1955), 388,
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because one 1s placed between two contradictory beliefs that bump
into each other, pulling aside the ground on which we raat.“sa
Notice the great difference that exists between this doubt as
described by Ortega, and the doubtz that come up when we are
manipulating ideas. Whillé on the intellectual level the doubt
does not affect us; in the area of beliefs, the same doubt leawes
us in the air and robs our lives of something that has to be re=-
paired. The ultimate reason for the importance of doubts in this
ares is that we believe in them, Or rather wefbelievo in the tﬁo
antagonistic bellefs thet the doubt tries to geconcile.

Do not teake this as a pure paradox, but I consider very diff-

leculd to express what a real doubt is without saying that

we believe in it. If that were not so, 1f we doubted a-

boﬁt our doubt, it would not be a doubt at a11.59

Our whole life seems to crumble because bellefs are the gen-
eral possibllities of courses of action, of vital expansion. The
doubt, like the belief, can begin in the individual, but it does
not constitute a menace until ;t is incorporated into soéiety. A
period of so#ial doubt 1s & pobidd of change of culturs and pere
spective of 1ifs, How doea'the individual or soclety react in

such a case? Man devotes himself to thinking. And such thinking

581b1d., p. 392.

29Ib1d., p. 39%.
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18 no longer a sport, but an activity whieh constitutes a matter
of 1ife or death. Finally, man constructs an 1des, an artifical
belief, and soclety progressively forgets about the way this i-
dea was attained and about its logical basis, The artificial be-
lief or idea 1s transformed iInto a soclal dogma.

Then we have no other way out but building a new idea

or opinion about things, the things we are #ocubting ae

bout., Ideas are, in this case, the objects we consbie

ously builld and elaborate precisely because we do not
believe in them.éo From this thinking, man returnsg to

the reality that has been stolen from hip, and now he

has recuperated.

From his ensimismamiento man comes bask to reality, to the
reality that he sees now as through an optiod device, with his
interior world of ldeas, some of which are transformed and con-
solidated in beliefs.6! |

Not all the ideas are trm sformed intc beliefs. In order
for an 1dea to become belief, it has to be revealed-=-this is the
Orteglan expression--to soclety. The 1dea becomes a new faith
that ia'accapted without argument.

There 1s revelation whenever man comes into contact

601b1d., p. 393

6l1p1d., pe 391.
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with a new reality different from him, and 1t does not
make too much difference what type of reality this is,
if it sppears to us as shesr reality and not as a cave
illion or imagination of ours.62

Difference between usages and beliefs: Up to this point we have

established a perfect parallel between usages and bellefs., How-
ever, beliefs, as we stressed at the beginning of this chapter,
are implicit in the usages., Usages and beliefs originate in the
same way, but not every usage impllies a new bellef, Usazes are
manifestations of beliefs, and can be et times irreconciable
with them., The change of bellefs always conatiﬁutea a change of

cultubve and weltanschauung.

"The individual," says Ortega, "can only orientate himself
In the universe through his‘raca. For he is immersed in it 1like
& drop of water in a wondering cloud."63 Ortega tends to dis-
cover the hlstorical epoehs not so much in their factuality, as
in their meaning. To gr@sp the latter, one must look at the
facts in their historical perspective or style of 1life. "We
tend to forget,” Orte:a séYa, "that each race 1s an experience

of a definite type of 1life, of a new sensibility.“éh History

621p14., p. LOI.

630rtega, Obras Completas, VI (Madrid, 1956), Ll.

6}"'Ibido 9 Do 6l.
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becomes in the hands of Ortege the verification of hils theory
of bellefs and idsas, As men evolve, thelr historical set changes|
and as a consequence he changes too., "When the living being e
volves, his environment and especlally the perspective of things
around him, change with him," 65

Historicism of Ortega: Ortega has many different essays about

almost any period of European history. 8Some of hls general con-
clusiong have already been explalned, 1like hils soclology of war
deduced from the idea of the knight and from different historical
doctrines like pacifism, direct actlon, stec.. Time does not allow
us to study in detall all these essays of Ortega.

We do not pretend to consider these studies as & mere soclo-
logical to0l..As & matter of fact, Ortega considered history as
a metaphysical explanation during s great period of his life,
Furthermore, his dlalogue with Momsen, Spengler, and other great
historians, place him in the fleld of history itself. At this
point of our work we oﬁly want to ‘- enumerate the bacis original
ideas more closely connaected with the sociology of knowledge.

One of these questions is the following: "Without any doubt,

the greatest question.to:be asked by historians todsy sounds like

LZurtege, Obras Completas, I (Madrid, 1953), 362.
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this: Who 1s the resl subject of history?“66 A few pages later
Ortega gives the answer: "The real historical subject are culs

167

tures not races or people,' Ortega's answer to the same ques-
tion hsd been, a few years earlier, different, He considered the
generations as the real subjects of history. However, when he
defines 1t, there seems to be no hoticeable difference betwesn
generation and culture,
Communlion in time and In space are the main chapacter-
i1stics of a generation. The®e two things together mean
the communion in a general destiny.68
A generstion not a group of 1llustrious men, nor simply
& mob, It 18 like a new social body completed with 1ts
selected minority and its multitude which has been sent
into existence.69
The connection of all this discussion about the sub ject of
history with soclology can be seen from the next paragraph: "Each

generatlion represents a vital attitude from which exlistenoce is

folt in a particular way.," 70

661bid., TIT (1954), 192.
6Tortega, Obras Completas, ITI (Madrid, 195L), pe 293

681b1d,,
%9tv1d., v, (1955) p. 39, 1II, p. 7.

TOrpide, 1148,
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In other words, the important factor in determining what a
generation is, 1s the social dogma. But thls corresponds, says
Ortega, with the communion in spase~time., The secondpoint to be
noticed is the aristocratic conception of soclety that has with
its minority«majority relation fletermines the creation and evole

ution of the weltanschauung or perspective ofvlife. The very hisw

torical changes are changes 1In belief-systems, according to this
theory. History, for Ortegs, changes not because the facts are
different, but because the interpretatlion that men glve to the
same or different facts evolves., Ortega differs from the hlstorie
cal theories of Spengler and Froenius about the importance of the
generation for he looks at the generation as an open system that
evolves according to the laws of change of social bselilefs. The
culture, he says, not the peoples, make history.fl And in another
place he says:

When the modification that the world suiffers does not

affect what I belleve to be 1ts maln constitutive ele-

ments, the general profile of this world remains intact,

Man does not have the impression that the world has . -

changed, but only that something has changed in the

world. (2

710rtaga, Obras Completas, Ibid., (Madrid, 1954) 300,

T21p14,, v (1955), 35.

—————
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The important factor about this generation is that they
should not be considered as succeeding one another (coetaneas)
but as living together in the same historical scenery (conteme
goraneasz. The today, Ortega continues, slgnifies three differ-
ent things, one to the young people, -another to the adults and
another to the old people. Who precisely, asks Ortega, is the
real subject of historlcal change?

Children and old people hardly play a significant role

in history, the former by defect, the latter by excess,

But men in thelr first years of youth do not have any

positive contribution in history whether, for the hige

torical role of thisg age is passive: it conslsts in

learning in the schools and military service, (3

Ortega descends to such details that he appears at times ine
fluenced by the common way of thinking of the first soclolgistx
as expressed in the three stages of Comte, or the Darwinian perie
ods of Spencer. History, he says, 1s carried out by people bee
tween the ages of 30 and 60 yesrs. 3So far as the historicalloy-
cleg of a culture, its birth and death can be determined once we
know the ages of the subjects of hlstory. Ortega ends up in with
almost mathematical way of determinirig cultural changes, and he

tries to verify his methodology by vlacing peopls like Descartes,

73
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Galileo, and many others at the top of cultural changes. The
cultural shifts take place every fifteen years more or less.
These cultural shifts result in rythmes or historical views.
Ortegas analyzes these rythmes with regards to the outlook of
different periods about sex, age, buying, and things of this
kind., Some of these studies, like "Les escaparates mandan, "or
"Masculino o femenino" offer very little subject-matter for the
socielogist and anthropologist and place him more in the realm
of literature than sclence, To a great degree, these studies
offer a similarity with Spencerts cultural doscfiptions and ob=

servations,

7h3ee ILa rebelion de las masas (Madrid, 1958 e 189=1
200-208. = ae ( » 1958), pp 9=193,
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CHAPTER V

THE S0CIOLOGY OF XRT OF ORTEGA

The scope and orientation of th;s tentative fleld of soclo-
1s described in these words by Bernett:

In some respects this field can best be described

as a point of view or attitude toward art, rather
than as a recognized area of study encompassing a
specific subject matter, employing accepted methods
of investigation, and secure In 1ts possession of an
established frame of reference. On the whole, the
soclologist who studies art is not yet clearly diffe-
erentiated, in terms of scholarly function, from the
aocial historian, the art historian, or the art crite
ic.

The soclology of art, like the‘sociology of knowledge, is a

modification of the general history of ideas-~in our case history

of arte--inasmuch as it uses a scientific methodology and restricts

its interest to art as influenced by soclo-cultural phenomena.

The general thesks of the soclology of art is that art reflects‘

the nature of cultural interaction, cultural change, and soccial

norms of soclety. The sociological approach to art is almost as

old as art itself, but has taken.on a new dimension in the works

of Hegel and Colingwood. Hegel's volgheist or spiritual princlp-

(New York, 1959), p. 198.

ljemes H. Barnett, "The Sociology of Art," Sociology Today




110
le of a culture reflected in its art forms, has also been dis-
cussed by men like Comte, Spencer, Toynbee. These dissusslons
were sclentific theories and not mere common sense considerationsq
however, they are still very far from the goal of scientific veri-
fication, With the philosophical ground provided by men like
Hegel, Dilthey, Marx, and with the methodological :ools of Weber,
Durkheim, and others, who studied art as part of the soclology of
religion and sulture, the oacioldgy of art can today stand on lts
own feet as an independent fleld. Currently the field of symbole
ic expression and art have been treated extensively by some write
era: Cassirer, Langer, Levy«Bruhl, and sociologists like Simmel
end ¥ache2 Cultural anthropologists have also done a great deal
of research in thls area, Malinowskl, for instance, considered
myth as a revelation of the social character within his functlione
al approach, Mead has applied asome &f the bssic insights of
Freud to symbolie formss?  The general contributlion of these
writers about symbolism to sociology can be best summariged in

these words or Albrscht: "Toynbee finds that art styles more ac-

2Hugh Duncan, "Sociology of Art, Literature and Music: Socie
8l Contexts of Symbolle Experlence," in Modern Soclologzical Thee
ory, ed. by Becker and Boskoff (New York, 1957); Ds LG2.

3por Mead, the soclal was a category in its own right, to
be explained by the social aspects of the role~taking in communi-
cation, rather than by analogy to physical nature, biological en-
virﬁggent, or the substantation of Spirit, Goc, or Soclety." Ibid{
Pe »
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curately establish. . the span of a civiliaation, its growth and
dissolution, than any other method of measurement.l

Literature reflects the soclow-cultural milieu end exercises
a great Influence and soclal control over the soclal attitudes
end behavior. Studies in this area, tend to treat art as & pro-
duct as well as a determinant of social structupe., Other socioe
logiéta tend to emphasize more empirically relevant aspects, such
88 the inmtitutionalization of art in differont societiea. They
offer a general theory for such reaearch areas as the influence
of group=affiliation and artistic ereutivity, the soclsl status
and role of the artists, public and eritic, and their mutual ine
teraction.s But the soclologicsal approach to art which 1s more
relevant for cur(treatment of Ortega is tﬁat founded on the socio-
logy of knowledge. Marx was also the first who treated art as a
mirror of the economic structure of society., Of coumse, here, as
before, we must sﬁreas the philosophical commitment of Marx withe
out which his socliological view are nothing but indications for
future research. "Narx argued that even art preferences differ

according to class position and outlook,"b

]

h-Albrecht. Milton, "The Relatlionship of Literature and Socie
ety," Am, J. of Soce, VI (1959), L27.

5Barnatt, "The Sociology of Art," pe. LO8.

6Ibid., p. 200,
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For Sorokin, art is one of the dependent varlables of the
three aystems of truth.? Mannheim'a central thesis, namely, that
"there are modes of thought which cannot be adequately understood
as long as their social origins are ebscured," 1s especially re-
levant to the social study of art. art is a type of lnowledge
closer to the qualitative than to the exact sciences, according
to Mannheim. The relation of the latter to social groups and
epochs 1s somewhat obscure in Mannheim, but the relation of the
former to the same groups is more definite, And among the exam=
ples Mannheim has given of the qualitative sciences, many refer
to art,

Just as in art we can date particular forms on ground

of their definite association with a particular period

of history so in §le: case of knowledge we can detect

with increasing exactness the perspective due to a parts

icular historical setting.a
And in another chapter he says: ‘

This process of the complete destruction of all spirit-

ual elements, the utoplan as well as the ideological, has

its parallel in the most resent trends of modern 1ife,

7Ibido s Do 205.

8Mannhoim, Ideology and Utopia, p.271,
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and in thelr corresponding tendencies in the realm

of art.9

8till there 1s a reluctance in Mannhelm, to trsat art as a
delinite type of human knowledge, llke science. This problem doei
not exist for Ortega, who identifled the soclological origin of
art with that of scilence. .

As in the case of the general soclology of knowledge, we can-
not avoid preliminary considerations about thcught-interpretationq
80 here we must engaze in Interpretations oi art wihicn ars beyond
the scope of the sociclogist. Not only the general nature of art
Iormsg must be studled and deflned, but particular interpretationy
are to be manipulated in order to relate them in an adequate mane

ner to the general weltanschauung of a cultural age.lO

The central work of the sociology of art in Ordca is constie-

tuted by his essay: The Dehumanization of Art and a few remarks

of his JIdeas and Belicfs. Ortegs approves full heartedly the

posaibllity of & sociological approsch to art. "Among the mule

tiple ldeas of the French genius Guyau, his attempt to study art

Y Ibide, p. 256.

10s1brecht, pne 426-27.
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1. w1l As &

from a sociological point of view mist be considered
matter of fact, Ortega confesses that this is the only genial idea
of Guyau since of his sociclogiecgl interpretation of art: "only
the title exists; the rest of the work has yet to be written."12
For the Spanish soclologist, art, together with science, is the
mein manifestation of the change of the sensibllity of an epoch.
The reason ls that art and sclence constitute this realm of hu;
man activity which is more independent of social teboos and norms.
That 1is why when a cultural change starts developlng, its blue-
print can be found in art and science. Art sppreciation and art
response becomes, in this context, a typlcal case of what we de-
scribe before as sxemplarity. The artists are social leaders.

Art 1s not only a by-product of imagination in general, but of a
definite type of imagination: that by which men plan their lives
and control their social and political environmeat., Art is the
first message of this change of attitude and choicee-patterns of

a cultures According to Ortege, the way in which art has to be
approached by the sociologiat is not with an undetached analytical
attitude but by a sympathetic observation. Of all the products

of human knowledge, art is the one that requires more preparation

on the side of the sclentist. This generel methodologicsl ques-

110rtega "1.a deshumanizacion dsl arte," Obras Completag,III
(Madrid, 1955), 353

127014,
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tion creates many difficulties. To what degree 1s it possible
to have objective outlook to empiricel research when arteinter=-

pretation is a conditlo sine qua non of posterior soclological

donsiderations? "Why", Ortega asks, "is the poilnt of view of the
indifferent and not of the lover considered as decisive?"l? Fx.
smining the case of the man who falls in love, he contlnues:

"I will only say that, according to my Judgment, igfwe analyze
the phenomenon of this sublime feeling of love, 1t will be found
very soon that love cannot see bscause its funection is not to
seg;..The normal fact 1s that the ldéver of an object or of a be-
ing has s more exact vision than the indifferent."lu Art is a
manifestation of the vital attitude of a culture, of its overesll
reaction to the historical surroundings. If interpretation of
culture require a minimum of participant behavior, how:much more
will it be necessary to have participant behavior when the ques~
tion 1s about the implicit synthesis of a soclal epcch; "Oonly
men can experience what isg human," says Ortéga paraphrasing
Goethe.l5 Man always acts in an artistic way, He defends himself
from the weather with dresses and houses, etc., which never fule
11l & mere materlial function., On the contrary, they become ob=

Jects of artistic and symbolic expression., In a more general way

130rtega, Obras Completas, III (Madrid, 1955),292,
U114,
15714,
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we can say that it is Impossible to understand any humen action
materlally considered. ‘e must refer it to the ccntexbvwhere it
i1s directeds To live is as much an irdividual problem as a soce
1al one, and all atittudes and behavior of men reflect their soce
1al environment which is full of artistic behavior.

Every human gesture, ls a gesture of mastery or of

slavery., Tertim non datur, Thls is the reason why

everyone decldes this or that style an attitude in

life. The servile gesture 1s servile because the man

who performs 1t does not exist founded on himself,

and llves, at all moments, by comparing himself to

other pecple.16

"Every generation," says Ortega, "ﬁgs & definite vital atti-
tude."17 Ortega divides the ages into masculine and feminine, ace
cording to the prevaleace role given to one or othar sex; Into
young and old; into times of plenitude and poverty, and so on.
These different attitudes are ususlly discovered in art. The

present attitude of the revolt of the masses is discovered in the

so-called phenomenon of the dehumanization of art,. Following
very closely this essay we can observe how the sociology of art

is manipuleated in the hands of Ortega,

15Ortega, La rebelion dJde las masas, p. 193,

17ortega, Obras Completas, IIT p. 148,




117

A striking sociological aspect of modern art, Ortega writes,
1s its unpopularity. Mod#lern art is not only cultivated but ap-
preciated by an elite which does not;oxsrciao any influence upon
the masses. Any new artistic tendency, it is true, is unpopular
for a short period, until it is finally incorporated into the real
of the masses. But today's unpopularity in art 1s much more radi-
cal.

The disjunctive is produced in a deseper level than that

in which the varieties of individual taste function,..

To my Jjudgment the characteristlc note of modern art

from a sociological viewpoint, 1s that it divides the

public into two classes of people: those who understand

1t and those who do not.18

Thers i1s a marked effort on the side of the artist to make
art for its own sake, above, or, we could even say, against, the
response of the public. This soclological’ fact is particularly
surprising-~Ortega notices~«~in an age when the masses have come to
the fore of history. Nothing 1s more opposed to the equality of
&1l men as modern art, says 0rtegt.19 The nineteenth century 1=
the ige of great massive movements. ;The crowd invades all the ime

portant plgces and determines all codes of behavior. The art be-

laertegu, "La deshumaninzecion del arte," p. 355,

19Ib1do. Pe 3560




118

comes popular as never before. Romanticism is the popular art par

excellence. 1Its tendency to imitate nature and 1ts themes of love
suffering, hatred sand envy, etd., have a great appeal for all kindl
of publice Romanticiem is an instrumental art, and all its values
are taken from the objects it symbodizesx.:

During the 19th centnry the artists have proceeded too

carelessly. They reduced to a minimum the artistic ele=~

ments and made their art consist almost excluslvely in a

fiction about human reslities.20

The sorrowful fate of Triastan and Isolde only influences
those who donsider it a reality, or as a symbol of many possible
similar stories., In other words, the artists aim at a pure Imitae
tion and the artistic forms tend to dissppear and leave the audle
ence in contact with reality,.

Today there is an opposite tendency and art is sought after
for 1ts own dake. There is a compelling need to arrive at the
pure artistic form. Whether this is poesible or not, is another
question. "The new art," says Ortege, "is an artistic art,"21
Ortega's examples are taken from painting, music and literature.
Through them he arrives at the following generalization: "Each
style that appears through history, can engender a certaln number

of different forms within a generlc type, But the day comes when

201p1d,., pe 358
21Tb1d3, pe 359.
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the magnificent source of forms is exhausted."22

Modern art opens the door to infinite new possibilites, be-
cause 1t 13 not an imitative art. The forms of imitation are,
therefore, as numerous as man's imagination, This artistio ex-
pession of modern art, instead of being a pure cr%atal, 1'ke in
Romanticism, becomes the only point of interest. The sign replam
completely the signified object., This is what Ortega means by art
for its owmn sgake. And the avoldance and positive deformation of

reality constitutes the dehumanization of art. The Romsntic art

is easy to evaluate because 1t is easy to participate in its orea-
tions. It is sn art that portrays the common experiencew of life,
in which we all are experts., Modern art, on the contrary, refuses
this attitude totally and demans from the audience an undetached
spirit of contemplation rather then participation., Ortega estae

| blishes a scale of art-appreciation:

In one extreme we find an aspect of the world, persons

and things that constitutes the sexperienced reality. In

the other we see everything under the aspecst of eaﬁtdma
plated reality,23 '

The dehumanization of modern art consists in the artist'!s ine

ZZIbid.’ P 5600
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terest in the ides in itbelf. not in the object. Now it 18 on
this level of the idea for its own aake,,wﬁgre‘any vital and ex-
periential reaction is suppressed. So thw%:tho art does not be-
come inhuman because it represents inhuman elements, but mainly
because its goal 1s to dohumanizo¢ The important element there-

fore 1s not the terminus a quo, but the teﬁﬁinua ad gquem, says

Ortega. The fact of tQGay'a oppodtion to Romanticism 1s nothing
surprising from a meta-historical viewpoint. Theibhymns of hi;.
tory, according to Orfega, proceed by oppogition. Thffma,is slwa
an initdsial period of discovery and few years 1atér, thoiﬁaturat—
1ng petint, zben thé possibilities of a type pf art are éxhaustod.
Then people invent something different, somnthiﬁg wh1ch is usually
opposed to the old type of art. However, the significant and pe-
culiar aspect of today's art, sccording to Ortege, is that 1t is
going against the past in general, so that the result is not an
attack on a definite type of art, but an art in general, "Because
at the end, té attack the art 1s to rebel asgainst art itself, for
what other thing 1s art if not what has been done in the past?"au
Art, acoording to Ortegs, is symbolic by nature, and s pure obe
joctivo/or contemplative attitude in art is impossible., But the
mistake is to confuse a mere objsctivistic with an undetached ate
titude of contemplation. There is lack of objectivity whenever

'we react disproportionately to some stimulus., The man who wins

2i1b1d., p. 380.
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a gweat prize reacts disproportionately ifr ke does not feel &nyu
thing, or 18 he feels too much., So, Ortega concludes: "Under the
mask of a love for art in its purity there hides: a contsmpt and
hatred for nrt.“25 And this contempt is a mirror of s sociologi-
cal attitude; "Hatred for art cannot-exist without ganarating a

parallel hatred for the whole oul%ural reality of an age.“26 This|

hatred for oultityw?’ is the the ra%olt of the masses aguinat all
cultural norms. ,

Art together with sciences belong to the rnnlm of the rosio-
| logy ol knowledge that Ortega called idesas. Hownver ahl our ideas
are, as we said before, grounded on some beliofa. s&nca-qrt and
science are also as we said before, more independent from taboos
than any other type of knowledge, they are a atrong 1ndicution of
the new change in the sensibility of 1ife; of the new type of be-
lief system: Art, oupeci&lly; has a strong individualistic aspect,
and as such, revesls to us the new type of belief-systems that sub{
stitute for and take the place of the 0ld socisal dogma, Ortega,
in the forms of modern art, envisages g future time when all norms
and cultural values will be dismissed by the masges, 1f soclety

’ does not discover asgain a powerful minority® that leads it to
some definite zoul.2T

251h14,

261p1q,

2707tega,§5‘rebalion de las masas, p. 180,
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Art, lilke any idea, is the product of a sﬁper—uotivity, or
sport, Ortega would say, vhat we do in thils area of 1deas 1s ire
relevant to our life., Homwer, 1deas, in the long run, consolidate
into credes and they become artificial beliefs, as we sald before.
The socioiosicul conclusion then, is that an art for its ewn sake
18 never going to be transformed into belief, since art for its
own sake 1s llke en idea that 1s never going to be anything but
an idea. |

Wanting to have an art that has no influence in soéiety is
going against the nature of art itself, All ideas are based on
beliefs., An art which is not based in any bellef is Qomething to
whioh‘we do not give any importance. The conslusion 1s that mode
ern art, more than being popular is antipopular, rebels against
any'typo of social dogma on which it could be founded. It is not
the mere fact that the masses do not 1like or understand 1t, but
th§ fact is that artists today went to avold the messes with th;h
same Iinterest with which they avoid the forms of nature, drtesa
says. This rebelion against the foundations of art makes art com-
pletely ludieroup and irrelevant, "For the man of our new gener=
ation art is a thing without any transcendence.’28 The artist has
renounced to his social responsibility. He does not want the ap=
provel of the massesmj he hates to be underastood by them because he
does not want art converted in something important from & socio-

logical viewpolint. Art 1s sociocloglcally 1rreiavant for the first
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time In history. It does not contribute to any change of atti-
tudes and beliefs, as 1t always did, On the other hand, we may
reverse the former statement, saying that art mirrors the general
attitude of puerility of our age, thus becoming socilologically
meaningful,

The young art is not so much differneticated from

the o0ld regarding its objects, but rather regarding

$he dubjective attitude of the artist towards art...

This 1s the situation in which Europe finds itself today.

The system of values that was controlling Europe thirty

years ago, has lost its force of attraction and vigour.

The Western man lacks a radical orlentation because he

does not know to which star turn.29

Art has introduced us, once more, to the general theme of
Ortegag the revolt of t he masses against all values and oulture,

and the consequent disorientation of human kind.

dow.  2J0rtegs, Obras Completas, ITT 19} and 193.




CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSION

Up to this point our aniy concern has been to present sn ac-
ecount of the sociology of Ortega y Gasset. This is why, axcept
for a few remarks directed to clarify a few obscure polnts, we
have intentionally avoided any personal evaluation and oriticism
of the sociology we have abstracted and systematized, so that we
can put Ortega in his place in the fleld of the social sciences,
Our work has been ambitious and, to a great extent, can ahd should
be expanded. e could have limited ourselves to the development
of a few soclological questions of Ortega. However, such an at=
tempt would have been of little help for those who did not have an
introductory knowledge of Ortegat's general sociology. In the ab-
sence of such introductory work we have felt justified to write
this thesis as £niintroduotion to further Qtudiea. And we hope
that our work did not close the daor_for thoie‘qhq, looking more
for truth than for literary expressions, can rid themselves in or-
der to aogept whatever is valuable from his sociological writings.
Now we want to complete that which has boen,aé far a text book of
Ortegats socliology, ﬁith a personal impression which should respedy
the synthetioc form of our whole previous emposition.

The bulk of the sociology of Ortegs y Gasset was written be-
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tween 1910 and 1930 when socliology was stlll a new science., Ex-
cept for his historical knowledge, Ortega did not bring many
methodological improvements into the fleld of the social aciencesﬂ
However, in the leve} of theory, his contribution was considera-
tion. The varisty of themes and the consistence of expositionm,
prescinding from validity and verification, which we will criti-
oize in a moment, place Ortegats soclology very close to the soce
jal work of his contemporary writers. The general soclology of

Ortega's contained in Man and People 1is & long and solld treat-

ment which should be included in any text book of sociological
theory and history of sociological thought. It is true that his
studies about the sociology of war, law, and science are very
sketchy., Yet his social study of political phenomena and of the

social function and origin of myth and ideology (ideas y creenciay)

cannot be dlisregarded.

In the present work we have mai#le a general value- Jjudgment
about Ortegats contribution to the different branches of socio-
logy by the impoftanee and length we have given to these differw
ent branches. We have heslitated about wkiting a separate section
with Ortega's sociology of wap and science, but these two flelds
cen hardly be conslidered as independent from the soclology of
knowledge of which they are sketchy ramifications. Nevertheless,
we have written a chapter about Ortega's socioiogy of art, for

his social treatment of the latter, though dependent on his gene
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eral sociology of knowledge and political soeclology, presents
enough material for those interested 1n the field,

From another viewpoint the disposltion of the‘subject-matter;
of the thesis can be considered arbitrary., Here we have in mind
the great logical connectionénd development of Ortega's sociologe
ical writings whismh we have had to reorgan%ze sround somewhat
arbltrary chapters for purpose of charity.i It is true that Ortege
never did picturs himself as a pollitical sociologist of knowledge
The fact of the matter is that Oritega wrote political sociology,
soclology of knowledge, etc. Finally, we have failed in presente
ing with gomplete'faithfulness the logical network of Ortega's .
sociological 1deas because we h;ve preferred organizatlion rather
than argumentation and synthetic corrslations., Ortega's work has
to be conaidered like the pleces of a machine which cannot,-atriréa
1y speaking, be put together gradatim, but rather all at once.

The general s ociology of our author is the main doctrinal
body to which all other social writings should be referred.
Ortega, perfectly acquainted with the soclologists of his time,
gset out to write thls general tre;tise, because he believed he
could contribute something new., However, such a pmrpose scems
to be ambitious and far ebove his accomplishment. We heard him
saying: |

I shall never forget the surprise mingled with shame

and shock whioch I felt when, many years ago, conacious
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of my ignorance on this subjJect, I hurried, full of
11lusion, all the salls of hope spread wide, to books
on soclologyseeand found something incredible-~namely
that books on sociology have nothing clear to say &~ |
bout what the social is, about what society isel

Certalinly Man and People does not d1ffer too much, prescind=

ing from its literary form, from Durkhelm's Rules of Sociological

Method or from Weber's Theory of Social and Economiebcrganization?

3
Lurkheim, for instancs, considers soclal facts as Independent from

individual activ;ties: "Here, then, is a 6qtegory-of facts with
very distinetivalcharacteristios: 1t consists inways of actihg,v
thinking, and feeling external to the Individual, and endowed wlthy
a power of cosercion, by reason of which they control_him.“BrAnd
Ortega writes: "To judge :rom what appears here, usages are not

of the individual but of societys"4 From the two charecteristics
of social facts in Durkheim, namely, their coercion and dirffusion,
Ortega streéseu mainly the former and identifies it with the ine
1 gtituticnalization of physical force: the government, This idente

-

lortega, Men and People, pe 13,

= 2Emile Durkheim, The Rules of Sociological Method, Translated]
by Solovary and Muelle¥® (New York, 1053) Max Weber, The Theory of

Social and Economic Organization, Translated by Henderson and Parw
SONS (New YOTE, LOh77)e

3Purkheim, The Rules of Socidoglcal.Method, p. 3.

uOrtega, Man and People, p. 19l
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ification of physical force with the government is Ortega's syn-
thesis of Durkheim and WBber.5

Ortegats three levels of human actlon--the personal, the ine
terpersonal, and the socisl--make hlm even more of an exaggerated
realist than Durkheim.6 In spite of the fact that the subject

matter of sociology should be human interactlon and therefore

ought not to be linited to the study of mores and customs (usages
sti1l the three levels of analysis of Ortega are useful categorie]
for social psychology. FolloQing Durkheim, "rtega idsntified socd
1ology wi%h socixl psychology to a great extent, The three levelq
of human action of Ortege, as we sald before, are abstractions.
Particularily lmportant among them is hils porﬁrait of ubages; Us=-
sgew correspond very much to what Malinowskl called the dead ele-
ment, and Summer called fclkwazs.7 If we make the subject matter
of socioclogy consist of any type of humsn interaction, Ortegals

characterization of the interpersonal level contains a good ex=-

position of the ma?i. notes of the sociological unit. Human interd

o SWbbef, From Max Webser, Translated and edited by Gerth and
Mills (New York, 1958), p. 159.

6T1masheff, Sociologlcal Theory, p. 117.

: TBronislaw Malinowski, Scientific Theory of Culture (New YorH{
194Y4), pe Lb; and, Summer, FOlkways (New Yor%;"I9UES.

r
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action, Ortegat's characterization of the interpersonal level con-
tains a good exposition of the main notes of the sociological unitd

Human interaction, then, according to our writdr, 1s meaningful,

involves reciprocity, contingency, snd interprdltion.s Rociprocitj
in so far as interaction implies always another subject or point o
reference different from mine,) Until the Other Man appears on the
scene as we have pointed out before, the hers and There were univos

cal, now they becone equivocal.9 Contingency because the reaction

I the Qther Man 1s unpredicpable; and this 1s the reason for ﬁs-
ages; to protect us from our~mutua1 forelgness and unpredlcability{
Interpretation, inasmuch as the Other Msn 1s an intus and we can-
not reach him directly but only through his manifestations. Body
and intellect play an important role in this interpretation of the
Other Man. The former gives us something which the latter has to
interpret. Ortegas y Gasset holds that thought 1is purely instrumens
tal and subokdinated to the bilologlcsl level, as we 3aid before.

To a great oxtent, this instrumentality of thought 1s a philosophi<
cal postulate necessary for the social approach to thought and for
the ideaticnal approach to culturs, both of which aspects are treath

ed at length in Ortegat's sociology. However, we cannot agree with

SObserve the similarity with Weber's meaningful action and
causalitys The Theory of Social and Economic Organization (New Yory
19)4—7)3 pr. B1-1211,

ppe 31-32,
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the exageeration with which Ortega explalns the ingtrumentality of
intellect. As in many other instances, this 1s one of Ortega's
posfulates derived from his rhilosophy which was heavily influe
enced by the biologlcal findings of his time, With regard to such
péstulates and philosophical position one commentor says: "With
regard to the problem of how to emphasize in a correct way the
importance of life as oppgsed to the biological expressions of
Ortega could give greater astrength to his argumente than the on-
toliogical and epistem¢10gical péstulates. We do not know which
was the specific goal of Ortega. But there 1s no doubt that he
could not accept a biological interpretation of reason,"10 Another
commentst "His thought seems to...adopt expressions openly realisge
tic...Reasbn, subordinated to 1i1fe, composes poetry to life. Pure
reason leaves its place to vital reason...His contempt for cone
ceptualiz;tions makeg him hesitate 1In front of the threats of re-
lativism."1ll The same difference of interpretation regarding his
philosophical position appears in all other commentaries of Ortegs

The concept of culture of Ortaga corresponds to what Weber
called civilization.,l2 Ortega's disregard for invention, and in
general, for any type of non-formal cultural activity restricts

his concept of culture to 1deologicel products. However, we find

10perrater Mors, La filosofia de Ortega y Gasset, pp. 3940,

1ljose Sanchez Villasenor, Jose Ortegs y Gasset, p. The

12Robert Merton, "Civilization and culture,“ Socidlogz and
Soclal Research (1955), pp. 104, 109.
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1]

very similar definitions of culture among‘the old anthropologlstas

v

Ortega's eprSitions of the origin of culture>and its connection
with usages are penetrating and rich; they express in a definit1Vﬂ

fashlion what occuples entire works of anthropology. We have part.

icularly in m&nd a number of good observatlions about human behavi
or.lh and about social elements. "Technique, "says Ortege, "is the
adaptation of the environment to the individual instead of the in.

dividual to the environment."15 And we say how this simple observ;

- ation 1s what distinguishes animal from human behavior. The cone
ception of man as an organiam which; even intellectually, needs
the stimull of the world around him, as something ﬁhat belongs to

the very nature of this organlism 1s also stressed by Toynbee.l6

If we rid all these: conceptions of their possibly false philoso=-

phical postulates, they can reorientate our research in soclal

psychology. |
Ortega unites the units of the different social sclences with

too much readiness. However, his genéral scheme of sociasl, cule

tural, and politlcal action offers the possibllity of an organiza

tion of theorles and findings in these different fields, Ortega'h

13%culture or civilization...is that complex whole which ine
cludes knowledge, belief, art, morals, law, custom and any other
capabllities and hablts acquired by man as a member of soclety,"
Morgan, Primitive Culture, from Timasheff, Sociological Theory,
Pe 49 Similarly, pe ©(e

We refer to the distinotion between man and animal behaviop
for instance, a theme that Malinowskl explains in a very similar
way. Malinowski, Sclentific Theory of Culture,(New York,194li)p.3

ﬁ?Ortogn, Obras Completas, V, 587, Pe 3264 :
3

ologists: La filosofia de Ortega y Gasset, p. L5
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grand theory, wpether to reject or accept, should be considered
as the produciiof s deep understanding of soclal phenomens. This
is not only coﬁroborntéd'by the impression whish his writings ocsusd
ed at the timé, b;t mafnly by the accuracy of the predictions of
oftogt. Most of the problems-which our gocial scene contains today
were envisaged at the beginning of the eeatury by Ortéglo17 |

Importance should be given to the historical studies of Orte~
gas, and especlally to what we have dalled the hiatcrical rhythms,.
His ideological and cultural npproﬁoh,to historical facts is partiJ
cularly relevant in such areas of research as War, 1&1, soolal
movements, etos The historical soclology of Ortega o&uld'arror
enough subject matter to anyone interested in writing e ﬁonograph.
‘Care should be taken, however, that we prescind from a great varisy
of merely literary or phllosophical digressions. Ortega's doctrine
of the point of view 1s similar to the relationism of Mannheim, and
seoms to be a consequence of hls historicism. All these problems
should be treatsd more extenslvely bectuse‘they touoh vpon the difd
| ficult problem of the conflict between sociologiesal and philoscphid
cnlfcommitmenta. Marmheim's Essazs 1n;ths sociologz of Khowlgggg,

and Stark': Soclology or Knowledge treat this problem at length and
with depth.l8

7117Mariaa, Philosopher espagnoles de notre temps (Paris, 1954)
Pe .

18stark, The Sociolo Knowledge (London, 1958 o 1
’ he E""ffgﬁ* ( N {ﬁrpp 6

Mannheim, nssays on ociology of knowledge, analpte
by Pauls Kecskem8tI (Lordon, 13750) Do 270
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The maln thesis of Ortega's political socloloty is his cone-
ception of political facts as mere reflection of sooiallatructuraq.
It is interesting to notice how Tocqueville, whose work 1s one of
the most classical political werks, places the cause of many polid
tical realities in the political institutions and political atti-
tudes of the people. We do not mean to say that Toscqueville's the-
ory is not perfectly valid within some limits or determineate leve
el of explanation., But a more profound understsnding can be a-
quired by correlating socisl institutions and attitudes with pole
itical facts., Ortega gives us a key for this type of sepproach to
poltical phenomenu.19 Mertont's manifest and latent runctioné can
help us to better grasp Ortega's 1dea of the role of beliefs and
1deas; of the nature of the common plgh that constitutes the naw
tion, and the role of the minority in society.zo The functional
approseh would try to verify Jjust how much these social dogma;
are the real indépendent varisbles of cultural and poltical chargy
or pather mere rationalizations of deeper factors. As we polnted
out before, Ortega 1s an 1deological determinist.2l gome socciolo=
gists in this country tend to take the opposite approsch: "IN

studying the 1deas in social movements,we shall: take them as

—

190rtega's Revolt of the Masses expresses wost of the cuntra
ideas of TocquevIIle about the strong desire for equality in Amer
ica, Tocqueville,

2OMerton, Socisl Theory snd Soclsal structure (Glencoe, 1959)+

Pe 19o¢0

2l,, 93,
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proclamations of aims and as expressions of will, rather than as
statements of economic or political truth," says Heberle .22 Howewr)
Ortera ga&e}to the téfm idea a very wide sense., In his studies a-
bbut technical progrers, for Instance, he presents the biolbgical
needs as kec&ndaij;wlth regard to their intellectual justificationq
Hofsrites: "Man does not want to die, on the contrary he wants to
éurvive.;.butrwﬁy does man want to survive instead of ceasing to
exiat?" 23 pe says that the instinct of conservation 1s not a good
explanation because many people choose death sometimes. Thse result
of all this it the baslge---=s
Ortega y Casset simplified too much his social approach to poll
1tical phenomena by making the State 1dentical with the nation, or
soclety. Sodiety and State are different eveq&hough one might not
exist without the other. Furthermors, there is a lack of termino=
logy to distinguish Government from State when necessary. In the
course of our exposition we tried to avoid-éucb terminology becau57
our author never bothered about this problem,
A good resull of Ortega's cultursl approach to political facﬁq
is his study of the Revolt of the Masses. Leaving aside the numer-

ous rhetorical snd literary expressions of this work, we must ac-
knowledge the influence that it has had upon contemporary political

phenomena, especially in reference to political ideologles. All

22Heberel, Social Movement, Appleton, Century Crofts, p. 12.

250rtega, Obras Completas V (Madrid, 1955), 382,
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All these studies are of great Importance in our world of politi-

cal and ideological struggle. Rlesman's Lonely Crowd is very sime
ilar in approach to the political works of Ortega and offers a
great deal of parallel points with the former.25 The general chare

acter of the revolt of the masses is treated in Riesman, and the

other-directed and inside dopester héve more than one similarity
with Ortega’s ﬂlss-m;n.z |
 Ortega's definition of nation as a dynamic reality is especi-
ally relevant from a scciological point of view, Such a theory
~ocan be dynamics and socisl change and deviance.27

| Finally Ortegs, by carrying many of his ideas about myth and
;deolqgies'into the realm of politica) sociology, offers us a type

of weltanschauung of our age that,sscording to Mannheim should be

the main aim of the~éoiology of knowledge, Mannheim went #o far
‘ag to state the impossibllity qf poiitical science without the

preliminary bases of the sooiolbgy of knowledgo.28

With regard to Ortega(s sociology of knowledge, it 1s signi-
ficant that most of hils sources are identical with those of Manne
héim. Orﬁega‘s categories, in this field of sociology, show a
hociological interest, rather than a phileeophical one., We have

pointed out this fact before, when we were dealing with the dis~

25pavid Riesman, The Lonely Crowd (New York, 1953).

261b1d., ppe 3h, 191-260.
27Here we have malinly in mind the works already mentioned be=

fore, gé Sorokin, Tarsons, and Merton.,. ;
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tinction of Mannheim between ideology and utopla and Ortega's be-
liefs and ideas.

Ortegea's terminology, nowever, 1s markedly subjective, and
reflects a great deal of his anti-religiows feelings, The terms
revelation, faith, belief, when applied to social phenomena are
not only 1nadequate but they indicate bad tasto.29

However, 18 we do not pay too much attention to the termino=-
logleal aspect, the facts expressed by Ortegat's terminology and
their hierarchical organization are to bp considered. Perhaps to
many, Ortegs might sppear too theoretical and even vague; but such
an accusation could as well be directed to the sociology of knowe
ledge. Now we have written a few pages trying to present our views
in regard to such an accusation,

In spilte of his philosophical cgmmitments, Ortegats studies
of beliefs and ldeas, of socilal doubts, social reorientation and
change, are based on a great deal of historlcal research. Mannhein
gave us the general theory of the relationship of political ideo-
logles and parties to social groups and clmsses, Ortega focuses
his soclology of knowledge around the problem of ideological charged
Decadence, progress, and sensibility of an age are oxplained in
terms of the change of ideas into beliefs and vice versa. Here,

we must Insist once more, the hypothsetical character of this fleld

290n November 2li, 1950, Ortega made this announcement‘in
public theatres "I announce that the Catholic Church is going
%et rid of Aristotle and S, Thomas, and that a new ?heolo will be
uilt in connection with the Holy ﬁathers."Granero Ortega ¥y Gasset
en el cine Barcelo," Raxon y Fe, CXLI (1950) 89-18
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of sociology permeates Ortega's Ideas and Beliefs,

Finally Ortega's theory of art as portemait in his La deshuma

izacion del arte, must, one we get rid of his applications to mod=

ern art, constitute a well for further research and theory in thiJ
new field of knowledge. Although some art critics have shown lit-
tle sympathy for the criticlsm of modern art of OrteRa, yet, ime
plicitely in this work of Ortege, we find all the soclological
bases for a sociology of art. |

Ortega's zreat qualities as an art critic and his socio=his=
torical knowledge help him to understand the social nature of art,
As far ss criticism goes, we shodd consider the literary form of

his essays La deshumanizacion del arte; the paradoxes and exagger-

ated statements of this work have to be understood in the light of
our Introduction. Aranguren, a great disciple of Ortega writes:"It
is falrly lknown that Ortega evaluatés very much the exaggeration
because of its expressiveness and ostantation, and, so to speak,
1ts-pedagogio power.“3°

that 1s more difficult to reconsile, is a contradiction that
scems to lle beneath the whole interpretation of modern art when
1t 1s judged on the basis of Ortega's general socilology of knowe
bedge., Ortega claims that knowledge, within a socioclogical cone

text, is particularly creative in art and scilence. From this poinT

3OJcse Luis de Aranguren, La Etica en Ortegs, Taurus, (Madrid%
1958)’ Do 19.
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of view, the essay of Ortega about modern art, should be prior,

logically at least, to hls Revolt of the Masses. But we know that

not only the main ideas of the former essay were formulated after

the Hevolt of the Masses, but also thet his sociological interpret-

ation of modern art implées, as an & prior scheme, his political

and sccial outlook to the mass-movements of our age, If the socio=
cultural views of any age can and ghould be discovered, in the

first place, in art and science, Ortega's Deshumanizscion del arte

should be prior to his politicsl work. This seems to prove that
Ortega's interpretation of modern art 1s bilased by his social oute

loock to modern timese.




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter Page

INTRODU’GTIOH [ A N R AR RN R NN AN RN E R L RN A RN RN ENENEY YW 1

Ortega y Gasset as a soclologist--Juatification for the
present worke~Life and writinga of Ortega y Gasset,

I, ORTEGA Y GASSET: THE SOCIOLOGIST.DUQ..‘00‘.0.0.0000'00.0 10

General themes of the smlology of Ortega--The problem
of systematization--Grand Theory and Theory of the
Middle Range in Ortega--The cultural background of Orte-
ga-~Problems in Methodology in Ortega,

II. GENERAL SOCTIOLOGY OF ORTEGA .. .esessoeccscssbocssesnsosess2?

. Man and People: a general theory of soclety-~Usages
and thelr characteristics-~The three levels of human
actione-Vigencies and Power--~The coercion of usages
and public opinlcne~Exemplaritye-Minority Majority

 Relation-~Soclety as a dynamic organism--Cultural
anthropology and sociology=-Culture and ideoclogy=e~
Culture and Barbarism.

III. THE POLITICAL SOCIOLOGY OF ORTEGAeceosesevccssocscossoseseel]

The fileld of Political Sociology-~Usages and the State
according to Ortega--The cultural approach to Politi.
cal factse=The concept of nation=«The soclology of
war-«~The Revolt of the Masses,

Iv THE SOCIOLOGY OF KNOM'EME OF ORTEGAOGOIC'......C0.‘...“76

The fleld of the so#iology of knowledge and its dife
ferent approaches~-The three elements of the socloe
logy of knowledge: lmowledge, existential bases, ree-
latlon between the two--Qrtega's gocldl dogma~-Beliefs
and ideas~-«Their relation and origin: 8 social doubt
and the change of sensibllity--Historicliam.

Ve THER SOCIOLOGY OF ART OF ORTEGAeecccssence . cososnssseeselOl

The fleld of soclology of arte-Ths Dehumanization
of Art, according to Ortega--General Theory ol the




11

Soclology of Art of Ortega and 1ts application to

modern arte«The Revolt of the Masses and modern
art,

VIO CONCLHSION.-..nooocn-b.’.“oﬂ0000000/.000000000000000 118

Expository character of this work--Zeneral ime
pression about this work--Synthesis and evaluation
of the contribution of Ortega to the different
fields of sociology~~Ortega should be treated in

text books of soclologlcal theory and history of
Jociclogye.

VII; BIBLIOGRAPHY eessessnsssccsvsssscsscsscsassssscossssssnnosse 132




BIBLIOGRATHY
I. PRIMARY SOURCES
A, BOOKS

Ortega y Gesset, Jose. Obras Completas, Revista de Occidente,
Madrid, 1953=1956s

-=-m=qo The Revolt of the Masses, Translated to English by We. W
Norton and Co. New York, 1932,

~wemwq Man and ?eoplé, Translated to English by Wwillard R. Trask
W.W. Norton and Co. New York, 1357,

Arangurens Jose Lulsl La etlca en Ortega, Ede Cruz, Madrid, 1953,

Iriarte, Joaquine La ruta mental de Ortega y Gasset, Ede Razon ¥y
Fe, Madrid, 19495

Marias, Jullan, Philosophes espagnoles de notre temps, Aubier
Montalgne, Paris, 1954,

--=w=, Ortega y tres antipodas, Revista de Occidente, Madrid, 19504

Ferrater Mora, Jose. La filosofla de Ortcga y Gasset, Sur, Buenos
Aires, 1958.

Orami,lmiguel de, Ortegas y Gasset y la filosofia, Cruz, Madrid,
953

Sanchez Villasenory Jose. Jose Ortega y Gasset, Jus. Mexico, 1943.

Rublo Hernandez Jose la. Sociologia z,golwica en Ortega y Gasset
Bosch. Barcelona, 195586, - —

B. ARTICLES

Granero, Jose ILuis, "Ortega y Gasset en el cine Barcelo," Razon

139




140

Iriarte, Joaquin, "Ortega su vivir y pensar," Razon y Fe,

CXXIII (1956), 34L-357.

weww=, "Ortega y la dimension inglosajona de su pensamiento,"
Razon y Fe, OXV, (1949), 344~353.

Remirez, "Intriga inteloctual contra Ortega?", Razon ¥ Fe, (1950)
125-135, - T

II, GSECONDARY SOQOURCES

A. BOOKS

Cassirer, Ernst. The Myth of the State, Yale University Press,
New Haven, ISl6% ,

-~---o An Essay on Man, Doubledaey and Co. New York, 194lLi.

Durkheim, Fmile, The Rules of Sociological Maethod, Translated to
English by SIovary and Wueller, Free Presa, New York, 1958,

Furfey, Paul. The Scope and Method of Sociology. New York, 1953,

Gurvitch and Moore. Twentieth Century Socioclogy, Philosophical
' Librery, New York; 1945.

Heberle, Rudolf. Social Movements, Appleton, Century Crofts. New
York, 1951,

Krech and Crutchfield, Theo and Problems of Social Psychology,
McGraw Hill, New York, 1048. — =

MeIver. The Web of @Bovernment, McMillan, New York, 1958,

¥arx, Karl., The German Ideology, Internatlonal Library. New York,
© 1947. Translated to Eﬁg%ish by Burns, E.

Mannheim, Karl. Ideology and Utopia, Doubleday and Co. New York,
1960, TransIated %o FnzlTsh by wirth and ghils,
~-==w, Egsays on the Soclolo of Knowledge, Translated by Paul
KeCakemetI, OxTord University rress. London, 1959

Malinowsﬁi, Bronislaw, Sclentific Theory of Culture. New York,
3 19 o R

Maquet. The Sociology of Knowledge, Translated into English by
J. Locke, Beacon Press, Boston, 1951,




| 3
Mills, Charles, The Sociological Imagination, Oxford University
~~ vpress, New York, 1999,

Merton, Robert, Social Theory snd Socilal Structure, Free Press,
(lencoe, I1TInols, )

Parsons, Talcott. The Social System, Free Press. Glencow, 1952,

Riesman, David. The Lonely Crowd, Doubledasy Co. New York, 1953.

Sorokin, Pitrim, Fads and Folles £§7Modorn Sociology, Chiocago W.
Press. Chicago, 1956«

e-wm=, Soclal and‘cultural Dynamics, III, American Book Co. New
York, L1937«

Stark, Werner. The Sociology of Knowledge, Routeledge, and Paul Cojq
London, lm.

Weber, Max. The Theory of Social and Economic Or ization,Trang-
lated by Henderson, OXford University rress. gow'YorE, 1947,
weme=, PFrom Max Weber, Essays, in Sociclogy, Translated and Edited
by Gerth and Wills, 6xfor3 Unf%ers!%y press. New York, 1958.

B, ARTICLES

Albrecht, Milton. "The Relationship of Literature and Society,"
Am, J, of Soc, VI (1959), pp. L25-437,

wme==, "Does Literature Reflect Common Values?, Am. Soc. Rev,
XXI (1956), pp. T22-T738.

Barber, Bernard, "The sociology of Science," SociologE Toda
Edited by Merton, Broom and Cottrall: Baslc Books Inc,
(New York, 1956), pr. 215=229.

wewe=, "Sociology of Sclence: A trend Report and Bibliography,"
Curremt Sociology, (1956), pp. 91-112.

Barnett, Jemes H.. "The Sociology of Art, " Soclology Today, (New
York, 1959), pp. 197214,

Bernard, L.. "The Field of Political Soclology," J. Soc. Phil,
IIT (1938), pp. 12,-138. -




U2

Duncan, Hugo. "Soclology of Art, Literature and Music," Modern
Sociological Theo Edited by Becker and Boskoff, The Iryden|
Press.(New York, 7)s Ppe L82-U49T.

Jensen, Howard, E., "Developments in Analysls of Social Thought,“
Modern Sociological Theory, (New York, 1957}, pre 35«59,

Lipset, Seymour. "Poltical Socilology,"” Sociology Today,Edited
by Merton, Broom and Cottrell, Basic Books Co., (New York,

1959) ] PP ] 81’11)4.0

Mills, C. ¥Wright. "Language, Logic and Culture," Am. Soc, Rev,
Am.Soc.Reve., IV (1939), ppe 670=-680.

Merton, Robert. "Civilization and Culturse," Soc. And Soc. ﬁasearehl
XXT (1936) pp. 103-111,

Mendieta Nunez, Lucio, "Sociologia del arte," Revista Mexicana de_
Socliologis XIX, (1957), pp. 6L4~8L.

Parsons, Talcott,."General Theory in Sociology," Sociology Today
(New York, 19597, ﬁp.'32§$.“' §;

Selznick, Philip, "The Soclology of Law," Sociology Today, (New
York, 1959),pp. 1I5<127. ~

Sewtwe, A.C. "The Possibilities of a Sociology of Arf,“ Socl. Rev.
VI (1956), pr. T22-T738.




Approval Sheet

The thesis submitted by Pedro Negre, S.J., has been read and approved
by three members of the Department of Socielogy.

The final copies have been examined by the director of the thesis and
the signature which appears below verifies the fact that any necessary
changes have been incorporated, and that the thesis is now given final
approval with reference to content, form, and mechanical accuracy.

The thesis is therefore accepted in partial fulfillment of the require-
ments for the Degree of Master of Arts.

. /3 /767
te




	The Sociological Thought in the Writings of Jose Ortega y Gasset
	Recommended Citation

	page001
	page002
	page004
	page005
	page006
	page007
	page009
	page010
	page011
	page012
	page013
	page014
	page015
	page016
	page017
	page018
	page019
	page020
	page021
	page022
	page023
	page025
	page026
	page027
	page028
	page029
	page030
	page031
	page032
	page033
	page034
	page035
	page036
	page037
	page038
	page039
	page040
	page041
	page043
	page045
	page047
	page048
	page049
	page050
	page051
	page052
	page053
	page054
	page055
	page056
	page057
	page058
	page059
	page060
	page061
	page062
	page063
	page064
	page065
	page066
	page067
	page068
	page069
	page070
	page071
	page072
	page073
	page074
	page075
	page076
	page077
	page078
	page079
	page080
	page081
	page082
	page083
	page084
	page085
	page086
	page087
	page088
	page089
	page090
	page091
	page092
	page093
	page094
	page095
	page096
	page097
	page098
	page099
	page100
	page101
	page102
	page103
	page104
	page105
	page106
	page107
	page108
	page109
	page110
	page111
	page112
	page113
	page114
	page116
	page117
	page119
	page120
	page121
	page122
	page123
	page124
	page125
	page127
	page128
	page129
	page130
	page131
	page132
	page133
	page134
	page135
	page136
	page137
	page140
	page141
	page142
	page143
	page144
	page146
	page147
	page148
	page149
	page150
	page151
	page152
	page154
	page155
	page156
	page157
	page158
	page159
	page160

