xploring
odal Life

Sssentinls ef Secielegy,

-

| T
T

=] e S




Edited by
James M. Henslin
Southern lllinois University, Edwardsville

Boston ® New York ® San Francisco
Mexico City ® Montreal ® Toronto ® London ®m Madrid ® Munich m Paris
Hong Kong ® Singapore ®m Tokyo m Cape Town ® Sydney



Senior Editor: Jeff Lasser

Editorial Assistant: Andrea Christie

Marketing Manager: Krista Groshong
Editorial-Production Service: Omegatype Typography, Inc.
Composition and Prepress Buyer: Linda Cox
Manufacturing Manager: Megan Cochran

Cover Administrator: Linda Knowles

Electronic Composition: Omegatype Typography, Inc.

For related titles and support materials, visit our online catalog at www.ablongman.com.

Copyright © 2004 by James M. Henslin.
All rights reserved. No part of the material protected by this copyright notice may be reproduced or
utilized in any form or by any means, electronic or mechanical, including photocopying, recording, or

by any information storage and retrieval system, without written permission from the publisher.

To obtain permission(s) to use material from this work, please submit a written request to Allyn and
Bacon, Permissions Department, 75 Arlington Street, Boston, MA 02116 or fax your request to
617-848-7320.

Between the time Website information is gathered and then published, it is not unusual for some sites
to have closed. Also, the transcription of URLs can result in typographical errors. The publisher would
appreciate notification where these errors occur so that they may be corrected in subsequent editions.

Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data

CIP data not available at time of publication.

0-205-40749-8

Printed in the United States of America

10 9 8 7 6 5§ 4 3 2 08 07 06 05 04 03



Preface

MEEZE®RGEE AR BE O BE CAE T ERE R ARE ARG E s B W® S

It is gratifying to see that students and instructors alike have responded so favorably
to Essentials of Sociology: A Down-to-Earth Approach. Because so many instruc-
tors want to give their students the opportunity to read original sociological re-
search, I have designed this brief anthology as a companion for Essentials of
Sociology. Because these readings follow the text’s outline chapter for chapter, it is
easy to incorporate them into the course. In keeping with the Essentials theme, there
is a single reading for each chapter. The one exception is the addition of a reading on
human sexuality for those who incorporate this topic into their course.

As always, a selection may have several subthemes. This allows a reading to be
incorporated into a different chapter than the one I have assigned it, or to be in-
cluded in the course even though a particular chapter is not assigned.

Also in keeping with the Essentials theme, I will keep this preface brief. If you
have any suggestions for the next edition of this reader, please let me know. As al-
ways, I look forward to hearing from you.

Jim Henslin
Henslin@aol.com



Contents

(B R A B RN EEEEREEREESEEERERENEBENERERESREREENNESNRERSNH;.

Preface ix

mm i PARTI1 THE SOCIOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE 1

The Sociological Perspective
1 Invitation to Sociology 3
Peter L. Berger
Culture
2 The Fierce People 12
Napoleon Chagnon
Socialization
3 Anybody’s Son WillDo 26
Gwynne Dyer
Social Structure and Social Interaction

4 Secrets of Selling Cars 37
Stephen J. Miller

mm i PART Il SOCIAL GROUPS AND SOCIAL CONTROL 49

Social Groups and Formal Organizations
5 Just Another Routine Emergency S51
Daniel F. Chambliss
Deviance and Social Control

6 Becoming a Prostitute'! 61

Nanette J. Davis
Social Stratification in Global Perspective



vi

CONTENTS

@ PART 11l SOCIAL INEQUALITY 71

7 One World, Ready or Not 73
William Greider

Social Class in the United States

8 Tbhe Uses of Poverty: The Poor Pay All 83
Herbert J. Gans

Inequalities of Race and Ethnicity

9 TInvisible Man 920
Lawrence Otis Graham

Inequalities of Gender and Age

10 Sick Societies 108
Robert B. Edgerton

+ PART IV__SOCIAL INSTITUTIONS 117

Politics and the Economy

11 The Power Elite 119
C. Wright Mills

Marriage and Family
12 When Work Becomes Home and Home Becomes Work
Arlie Russell Hochschild

Education

13 College Athletes and Role Conflict 137
Peter Adler and Patricia A. Adler

# PARTV_SOCIAL CHANGE 147

127

Population and Urbanization

14  In the Barrios 149
Joan Moore and Raquel Pinderhughes



CONTENTS

Social Change: Technology, Social Movements,
and the Environment

15 Social Change and Amazon Indians 158
Marlise Simons

16 How Many Sexual Partners Do Americans Have?
Robert T. Michael, John H. Gagnon,
Edward O. Laumann, and Gina Kolata

Name Index 175

Subject Index 177

166

vii



PART

I The Sociological Perspective

I E R TR R E N E R R R RN E RN FE R R E R E R R R

All of us, at least to some degree, want to understand soc1al life. If nothmg
else, we want to understand why people react to us as they do. We may want

to know why some people boast and tell lies, whereas others will undergo

personal hardship to tell the truth. These are important questions, and they
affect our everyday lives. So do issues on a much broader scale, such as why

~ certain types of jobs are drying up around us, why we need more and more

education to get a good job, why the divorce rate is so high, why people are

. prejudiced, why people are marrying later, or why cohabltanon, which most

people used to consider shameful behavior, is so common now. Then, oo,
there is the question of why nations go to war despite the common sentiment

 that war is evil and should be avoided.

The tool that sociology offers in our quest for understandmg is called

the sociological perspective (also known as the sociological imagination). Ba-

sically, the sociological perspective means that no behavior or event stands in
isolation. Rather, it is connected to other events that surround it. To under-
stand any particular behavior or event, we need to view it within the context
in which it occurs. The sociological perspective sensitizes us to the need to
uncover those connections.

C. Wright Mills, a sociologist who back in the 1950s and 1960s wrote
on large-scale events such as war and politics, noted that world events were
mcreasmgly coming to play a significant role in our personal lives. More than
ever, this is so today. What transpires in countries on the other side of the
globe has profound effects on our own lives. An economic downturn in

Japan and Europe, for example, pinches our economy—and may force us to

put our lives on hold. When jobs are hard to get, we may decide that it is
better to postpone getting married—no matter how much we are in love.
Very reluctantly, we may even determine that it is prudent to move back in
with our parents. If our country goes to war in some far-off reglon, it can
have similar effects.

'Economies surge, then tumble. Empires grow to a peak of power, then
overreach and decline. Wars come and g0, becoming a seemingly regular but

-strange part of our lives. New forms of communication change the way we

do business, and even the way we write letters and do our homework.
Morals change, and what was once considered wrong comes to be accepted
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Invitation to Sociology

Peter L. Berger

introductio

does somethmg for you that
mplicit understandings pro-
them and you risk severing the




PART1 THE SOCIOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE

It is gratifying from certain value positions (including some of this writer’s) that so-
ciological insights have served in a number of instances to improve the lot of groups of
human beings by uncovering morally shocking conditions or by clearing away collec-
tive illusions or by showing that socially desired results could be obtained in more
humane fashion. One might point, for example, to some applications of sociological
knowledge in the penological practice of Western countries. Or one might cite the use
made of sociological studies in the Supreme Court decision of 1954 on racial segrega-
tion in the public schools. Or one could look at the applications of other sociological
studies to the humane planning of urban redevelopment. Certainly the sociologist who
is morally and politically sensitive will derive gratification from such instances. But,
once more, it will be well to keep in mind that what is at issue here is not sociological
understanding as such but certain applications of this understanding. It is not difficult
to see how the same understanding could be applied with opposite intentions. Thus
the sociological understanding of the dynamics of racial prejudice can be applied ef-
fectively by those promoting intragroup hatred as well as by those wanting to spread
tolerance. And the sociological understanding of the nature of human solidarity can
be employed in the service of both totalitarian and democratic regimes....

One image [of the sociologist is that of] a gatherer of statistics about human
behavior.... He* goes out with a questionnaire, interviews people selected at ran-
dom, then goes home [and] enters his tabulations [into computers].... In all of this,
of course, he is supported by a large staff and a very large budget. Included in this
image is the implication that the results of all this effort are picayune, a pedantic re-
statement of what everybody knows anyway. As one observer remarked pithily, a
sociologist is a fellow who spends $100,000 to find his way to a house of ill repute.

This image of the sociclogist has been strengthened in the public mind by the
activities of many agencies that might well be called parasociological, mainly agen-
cies concerned with public opinion and market trends. The pollster has become a
well-known figure in American life, inopportuning people about their views from
foreign policy to toilet paper. Since the methods used in the pollster business bear
close resemblance to sociological research, the growth of this image of the sociolo-
gist is understandable.... The fundamental sociological question, whether con-
cerned with premarital petting or with Republican votes or with the incidence of
gang knifings, is always presumed to be “how often?” or “how many?”...

Now it must be admitted, albeit regretfully, that this image of the sociologist
and his trade is not altogether a product of fantasy.... [A good] part of the sociolog-
ical enterprise in this country continues to consist of little studies of obscure frag-
ments of social life, irrelevant to any broader theoretical concern. One glance at the
table of contents of the major sociological journals or at the list of papers read at so-
ciological conventions will confirm this statement....

From An Invitation to Sociology by Peter L. Berger. Copyright © 1963 by Peter L. Berger. Reprinted by per-
mission of Doubleday, a division of Random House, Inc.

*Some classic articles in sociology that are reprinted in this anthology were written when “he” and “man”
were generic, when they referred to both men and women. So it is with *his,” “him,” and so on. Although
the writing style has changed, the sociological ideas have not.
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Statistical data by themselves do not make sociology. They become sociology
only when they are sociologically interpreted, put within a theoretical frame of ref-
erence that is sociological. Simple counting, or even correlating different items that
one counts, is not sociology. There is almost no sociology in the Kinsey reports. This
does not mean that the data in these studies are not true or that they cannot be rele-
vant to sociological understanding. They are, taken by themselves, raw materials
that can be used in sociological interpretation. The interpretation, however, must be
broader than the data themselves. So the sociologist cannot arrest himself at the fre-
quency tables of premarital petting or extramarital pederasty. These enumerations
are meaningful to him only in terms of their much broader implications for an un-
derstanding of institutions and values in our society. To arrive at such understanding
the sociologist will often have to apply statistical techniques, especially when he is
dealing with the mass phenomena of modern social life. But sociology consists of
statistics as little as philology consists of conjugating irregular verbs or chemistry of
making nasty smells in test tubes.

Sociology has, from its beginnings, understood itself as a science.... [TThe alle-
giance of sociologists to the scientific ethos has meant everywhere a willingness to be
bound by certain scientific canons of procedure. If the sociologist remains faithful to
his calling, his statements must be arrived at through the observation of certain rules
of evidence that allow others to check on or to repeat or to develop his findings fur-
ther. It is this scientific discipline that often supplies the motive for reading a socio-
logical work as against, say, a novel on the same topic that might describe matters in
much more impressive and convincing language. ...

The charge that many sociologists write in a barbaric dialect must...be
admitted.... Any scientific discipline must develop a terminology. This is self-
evident for a discipline such as, say, nuclear physics that deals with matters un-
known to most people and for which no words exist in common speech. However,
terminology is possibly even more important for the social sciences, just because
their subject matter s familiar and just because words do exist to denote it. Because
we are well acquainted with the social institutions that surround us, our perception
of them is imprecise and often erroneous. In very much the same way most of us will
have considerable difficulty giving an accurate description of our parents, husbands
or wives, children or close friends. Also, our language is often (and perhaps bless-
edly) vague and confusing in its references to social reality. Take for an example the
concept of class, a very important one in sociology: There must be dozens of mean-
ings that this term may have in common speech—income brackets, races, ethnic
groups, power cliques, intelligence ratings, and many others. It is obvious that the
sociologist must have a precise, unambiguous definition of the concept if his work is
to proceed with any degree of scientific rigor. In view of these facts, one can under-
stand that some sociologists have been tempted to invent altogether new words to
avoid the semantic traps of the vernacular usage.

Finally, we would look at an image of the sociologist not so much in his pro-
fessional role as in his being, supposedly, a certain kind of person. This is the image
of the sociologist as a detached, sardonic observer, and a cold manipulator of men.
Where this image prevails, it may represent an ironic triumph of the sociologist’s
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own efforts to be accepted as a genuine scientist. The sociologist here becomes the
self-appointed superior man, standing off from the warm vitality of common exist-
ence, finding his satisfactions not in living but in coolly appraising the lives of oth-
ers, filing them away in little categories, and thus presumably missing the real
significance of what he is observing. Further, there is the notion that, when he in-
volves himself in social processes at all, the sociologist does so as an uncommitted
technician, putting his manipulative skills at the disposal of the powers that be.

This last image is probably not very widely held.... The problem of the po-
litical role of the social scientist is, nevertheless, a very genuine one. For instance,
the employment of sociologists by certain branches of industry and government
raises moral questions that ought to be faced more widely than they have been so
far. These are, however, moral questions that concern all men in positions of
responsibility....

How then are we to conceive of the sociologist? In discussing the various im-
ages that abound in the popular mind we have already brought out certain elements
that would have to go into our conception....

The sociologist, then, is someone concerned with understanding society in a
disciplined way. The nature of this discipline is scientific. This means that what the
sociologist finds and says about the social phenomena he studies occurs within a
certain rather strictly defined frame of reference. One of the main characteristics of
this scientific frame of reference is that operations are bound by certain rules of evi-
dence. As a scientist, the sociologist tries to be objective, to control his personal
preferences and prejudices, to perceive clearly rather than to judge normatively. This
restraint, of course, does not embrace the totality of the sociologist’s existence as a
human being, but is limited to his operations gua sociologist. Nor does the sociolo-
gist claim that his frame of reference is the only one within which society can be
looked at. For that matter, very few scientists in any field would claim today that
one should look at the world only scientifically. The botanist looking at a daffodil
has no reason to dispute the right of the poet to look at the same object in a very
different manner. There are many ways of playing. The point is not that one denies
other people’s games but that one is clear about the rules of one’s own. The game of
the sociologist, then, uses scientific rules. As a result, the sociologist must be clear in
his own mind as to the meaning of these rules. That is, he must concern himself with
methodological questions. Methodology does not constitute his goal. The latter, let
us recall once more, is the attempt to understand society. Methodology helps in
reaching this goal. In order to understand society, or that segment of it that he is
studying at the moment, the sociologist will use a variety of means. Among these are
statistical techniques. Statistics can be very useful in answering certain sociological
questions. But statistics does not constitute sociology. As a scientist, the sociologist
will have to be concerned with the exact significance of the terms he is using. That
is, he will have to be careful about terminology. This does not have to mean that he
must invent a new language of his own, but it does mean that he cannot naively use
the language of everyday discourse. Finally, the interest of the sociologist is prima-
rily theoretical. That is, he is interested in understanding for its own sake. He may
be aware of or even concerned with the practical applicability and consequences of
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his findings, but at that point he leaves the sociological frame of reference as such
and moves into realms of values, beliefs and ideas that he shares with other men
who are not sociologists....

[W1le would like to go a little bit further here and ask a somewhat more per-
sonal (and therefore, no doubt, more controversial) question. We would like to ask
not only what it is that the sociologist is doing but also what it is that drives him to
it. Or, to use the phrase Max Weber used in a similar connection, we want to inquire
a little into the nature of the sociologist’s demon. In doing so, we shall evoke an im-
age that is not so much ideal-typical in the above sense but more confessional in the
sense of personal commitment. Again, we are not interested in excommunicating
anyone. The game of sociology goes on in a spacious playground. We are just de-
scribing a little more closely those we would like to tempt to join our game.

We would say then that the sociologist (that is, the one we would really like to
invite to our game) is a person intensively, endlessly, shamelessly interested in the do-
ings of men. His natural habitat is all the human gathering places of the world, wher-
ever men come together. The sociologist may be interested in many other things. But
his consuming interest remains in the world of men, their institutions, their history,
their passions. And since he is interested in men, nothing that men do can be alto-
gether tedious for him. He will naturally be interested in the events that engage men’s
ultimate beliefs, their moments of tragedy and grandeur and ecstasy. But he will also
be fascinated by the common place, the everyday. He will know reverence, but this
reverence will not prevent him from wanting to see and to understand. He may some-
times feel revulsion or contempt. But this also will not deter him from wanting to
have his questions answered. The sociologist, in his quest for understanding, moves
through the world of men without respect for the usual lines of demarcation. Nobil-
ity and degradation, power and obscurity, intelligence and folly—these are equally
interesting to him, however unequal they may be in his personal values or tastes.
Thus his questions may lead him to all possible levels of society, the best and the least
known places, the most respected and the most despised. And, if he is a good sociol-
ogist, he will find himself in all these places because his own questions have so taken
possession of him that he has little choice but to seek for answers.

It would be possible to say the same things in a lower key. We could say that
the sociologist, but for the grace of his academic title, is the man who must listen to
gossip despite himself, who is tempted to look through keyholes, to read other peo-
ple’s mail, to open closed cabinets. Before some otherwise unoccupied psychologist
sets out now to construct an aptitude test for sociologists on the basis of sublimated
voyeurism, let us quickly say that we are speaking merely by way of analogy. Per-
haps some little boys consumed with curiosity to watch their maiden aunts in the
bathroom later become inveterate sociologists. This is quite uninteresting. What in-
terests us is the curiosity that grips any sociologist in front of a closed door behind
which there are human voices. If he is a good sociologist, he will want to open that
door, to understand these voices. Behind each closed door he will anticipate some
new facet of human life not yet perceived and understood.

The sociologist will occupy himself with matters that others regard as too sa-
cred or as too distasteful for dispassionate investigation. He will find rewarding the
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company of priests or of prostitutes, depending not on his personal preferences but
on the questions he happens to be asking at the moment. He will also concern him-
self with matters that others may find much too boring. He will be interested in the
human interaction that goes with warfare or with great intellectual discoveries, but
also in the relations between people employed in a restaurant or between a group of
little girls playing with their dolls. His main focus of attention is not the ultimate sig-
nificance of what men do, but the action in itself, as another example of the infinite
richness of human conduct. So much for the image of our playmate.

In these journeys through the world of men the sociologist will inevitably en-
counter other professional Peeping Toms. Sometimes these will resent his presence,
feeling that he is poaching on their preserves. In some places the sociologist will meet
up with the economist, in others with the political scientist, in yet others with the psy-
chologist or the ethnologist. Yet chances are that the questions that have brought him
to these same places are different from the ones that propelled his fellow-trespassers.
The sociologist’s questions always remain essentially the same: “What are people
doing with each other here?” “What are their relationships to each other?” “How
are these relationships organized in institutions?” “What are the collective ideas that
move men and institutions?” In trying to answer these questions in specific in-
stances, the sociologist will, of course, have to deal with economic or political mat-
ters, but he will do so in a way rather different from that of the economist or the
political scientist. The scene that he contemplates is the same human scene that these
other scientists concern themselves with. But the sociologist’s angle of vision is dif-
ferent. When this is understood, it becomes clear that it makes little sense to try to
stake out a special enclave within which the sociologist will carry on business in his
own right. There is, however, one traveler whose path the sociologist will cross more
often than anyone else’s on his journeys. This is the historian. Indeed, as soon as the
sociologist turns from the present to the past, his preoccupations are very hard in-
deed to distinguish from those of the historian. However, we shall leave this rela-
tionship to a later part of our considerations. Suffice it to say here that the
sociological journey will be much impoverished unless it is punctuated frequently by
conversation with that other particular traveler.

Any intellectual activity derives excitement from the moment it becomes a trail
of discovery. In some fields of learning this is the discovery of worlds previously un-
thought and unthinkable. This is the excitement of the astronomer or of the nuclear
physicist on the antipodal boundaries of the realities that man is capable of conceiv-
ing. But it can also be the excitement of bacteriology or geology. In a different way
it can be the excitement of the linguist discovering new realms of human expression
or of the anthropologist exploring human customs in faraway countries. In such dis-
covery, when undertaken with passion, a widening of awareness, sometimes a veri-
table transformation of consciousness, occurs. The universe turns out to be much
more wonder-full than one had ever dreamed. The excitement of sociology is usually
of a different sort. Sometimes, it is true, the sociologist penetrates into worlds that
had previously been quite unknown to him—for instance, the world of crime, or the
world of some bizarre religious sect, or the world fashioned by the exclusive con-
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cerns of some group such as medical specialists or military leaders or advertising ex-
ecutives. However, much of the time the sociologist moves in sectors of experience
that are familiar to him and to most people in his society. He investigates communi-
ties, institutions and activities that one can read about every day in the newspapers.
Yet there is another excitement of discovery beckoning in his investigations. It is not
the excitement of coming upon the totally unfamiliar, but rather the excitement of
finding the familiar becoming transformed in its meaning. The fascination of sociol-
ogy lies in the fact that its perspective makes us see in a new light the very world in
which we have lived all our lives. This also constitutes a transformation of con-
sciousness. Moreover, this transformation is more relevant existentially than that of
many other intellectual disciplines, because it is more difficult to segregate in some
special compartment of the mind. The astronomer does not live in the remote galax-
ies, and the nuclear physicist can, outside his laboratory, eat and laugh and marry
and vote without thinking about the insides of the atom. The geologist looks at
rocks only at appropriate times, and the linguist speaks English with his wife. The
sociologist lives in society, on the job and off it. His own life, inevitably, is part of his
subject matter. Men being what they are, sociologists too manage to segregate their
professional insights from their everyday affairs. But it is a rather difficult feat to
perform in good faith.

The sociologist moves in the common world of men, close to what most of them
would call real. The categories he employs in his analyses are only refinements of the
categories by which other men live—power, class, status, race, ethnicity. As a result,
there is a deceptive simplicity and obviousness about some sociological investigations.
One reads them, nods at the familiar scene, remarks that one has heard all this before
and don’t people have better things to do than to waste their time on truisms—until
one is suddenly brought up against an insight that radically questions everything one
had previously assumed about this familiar scene. This is the point at which one be-
gins to sense the excitement of sociology.

Let us take a specific example. Imagine a sociology class in a Southern college
where almost all the students are white Southerners. Imagine a lecture on the subject
of the racial system of the South. The lecturer is talking here of matters that have
been familiar to his students from the time of their infancy. Indeed, it may be that
they are much more familiar with the minutiae of this system than he is. They are
quite bored as a result. It seems to them that he is only using more pretentious words
to describe what they already know. Thus he may use the term “caste,” one com-
monly used now by American sociologists to describe the Southern racial system.
But in explaining the term he shifts to traditional Hindu society, to make it clearer.
He then goes on to analyze the magical beliefs inherent in caste tabus, the social dy-
namics of commensalism and connubium, the economic interests concealed within
the system, the way in which religious beliefs relate to the tabus, the effects of the
caste system upon the industrial development of the society and vice versa—all in In-
dia. But suddenly India is not very far away at all. The lecture then goes back to its
Southern theme. The familiar now seems not quite so familiar any more. Questions
are raised that are new, perhaps raised angrily, but raised all the same. And at least
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some of the students have begun to understand that there are functions involved in
this business of race that they have not read about in the newspapers (at least not
those in their hometowns) and that their parents have not told them—partly, at
least, because neither the newspapers nor the parents knew about them.

It can be said that the first wisdom of sociology is this—things are not what
they seem. This too is a deceptively simple statement. It ceases to be simple after a
while. Social reality turns out to have many layers of meaning. The discovery of
each new layer changes the perception of the whole.

Anthropologists use the term “culture shock” to describe the impact of a to-
tally new culture upon a newcomer. In an extreme instance such shock will be expe-
rienced by the Western explorer who is told, halfway through dinner, that he is
eating the nice old lady he had been chatting with the previous day—a shock with
predictable physiological if not moral consequences. Most explorers no longer en-
counter cannibalism in their travels today. However, the first encounters with polyg-
amy or with puberty rites or even with the way some nations drive their automobiles
can be quite a shock to an American visitor. With the shock may go not only disap-
proval or disgust but a sense of excitement that things can really be that different
from what they are at home. To some extent, at least, this is the excitement of any
first travel abroad. The experience of sociological discovery could be described as
“culture shock” minus geographical displacement. In other words, the sociologist
travels at home—with shocking results. He is unlikely to find that he is eating a nice
old lady for dinner. But the discovery, for instance, that his own church has consid-
erable money invested in the missile industry or that a few blocks from his home
there are people who engage in cultic orgies may not be drastically different in emo-
tional impact. Yet we would not want to imply that sociological discoveries are al-
ways or even usually outrageous to moral sentiment. Not at all. What they have in
common with exploration in distant lands, however, is the sudden illumination of
new and unsuspected facets of human existence in society. This is the excitement
and, as we shall try to show later, the humanistic justification of sociology.

People who like to avoid shocking discoveries, who prefer to believe that soci-
ety is just what they were taught in Sunday School, who like the safety of the rules
and the maxims of what Alfred Schuetz has called the “world-taken-for-granted,”
should stay away from sociology. People who feel no temptation before closed
doors, who have no curiosity about human beings, who are content to admire scen-
ery without wondering about the people who live in those houses on the other side
of that river, should probably also stay away from sociology. They will find it un-
pleasant or, at any rate, unrewarding. People who are interested in human beings
only if they can change, convert or reform them should also be warned, for they will
find sociology much less useful than they hoped. And people whose interest is
mainly in their own conceptual constructions will do just as well to turn to the study
of little white mice. Sociology will be satisfying, in the long run, only to those who
can think of nothing more entrancing than to watch men and to understand things
human....

To be sure, sociology is an individual pastime in the sense that it interests some
men and bores others. Some like to observe human beings, others to experiment



