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ually in the direction of political affairs. If we reason otherwise in theory,
ue partly to inveterate habits that we follow in our thinking and partly to
cxagperated importance that we attach to two political facts that loom far
In- appeatances than they are in reality.
e, first of these facts—and one has only to open ane's eyes to see it—is that
y. political organism there is one individual who is chief among the leaders
tuling class as a whole and stands, as we say, at the helm of the state. That
is not always the person who holds supreme power according to law. At
alongside of the hereditary king or emperor there is a prime minister or a
or:domo who wields an actual power that is greater (han the sovereign’s. At
imes, in place of the elected president the influential politician who has
d the president’s election will govern. Under special circumstances there
¢, instead of a single person, two or three who discharge the functions of
igieme control.
e second fact, too, is readily discernible. Whatever the type of political orga-
pressures arising from the discontent of the masses who are governed,
he passions by which they are swayed, exert a certain amount of influence
policies of the ruling, the political, class.
Ut-the man who is at the head of the state would certainly not be able to
overn without the support of a numerous class to enforce respect for his orders
have them carried out; and granting that he can make one individual, or
many individuals, in the ruling class fee! the weight of his power, he
ly cannot be at odds with the class as a whele or do away with it. Even if
at:were possible, he would at once be forced to create another class, without the
mmon of which action on his part would be completely paralyzed. On the other
granting that the discontent of the masses might succeed in deposing a
g class, inevitably, as we shall later show, there would have to be another
nized minority within the masses themselves (o discharge the functions of a
ing'class. Otherwise all organization, and the whole social structure, would be
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Gaetano aohnn (1856—1941) grew up in poverty-stricken Sicily in an upper ni
&?&n.ﬂ family. Hrwmn years @@mﬂ his bireh, Traly was unified as a nation-stat
and a, ,..\53._3;653 systéne was established. He studied political theory as a
university stiident, became editor of the newsletter of the Chamber of Deputie,
and was later both deputy and a senator. His firsthand observation of Italy's
corrupt political system convinced him that democracy was myth. He developed
his ovin theory of‘elites in The-Ruling Class (the Italian fitle was Elementi di
Scienza mo:mnu = Eléments of Political Science) which was first published in
1896 (d revived version came in 1923). Mosca argued that the people never
rule, as democrats think. Parliaments simply cover up this fact. Whatever the
Sorm of government, there is always a ruling class (the political class) and th
ruled. The ruling class legitimizes itself through a “political formula,” a jus
fication for the public. The rise of Mussolini and fascism led Mosca to modify
his views. He still denied that parliaments were embodiments of democracy, b
he now saw them as a useful means for the elite to “circulate” and be re-
plenished.

1. Among the constant facts and tendencies that are to be found in afl pol
organisms, one is so obvious that it is apparent to the most casual eye. In
societies—from societies that are very meagerly developed and have barely
tained the dawnings of civilization, down to the most advanced and power
societies-—two classes of people appear—a class that rules and a class thal
ruled. The first ‘class, always the less numerous, performs all political functio
monopolizes power and enjoys the advantages that power brings, ﬁ&oamm
mnnoqa the’ ano ‘nuperous n_mmm, is directed and controlled by the first,

manrier that is now more or less Iegal, now more or less arbitrary and Somm:ﬁ and
supplies the first, in. appearance at least, with material means of subsistence
with the jnstrementalities that are essential to the vitality of the political organi
. In practical life we all recognize the existence of this ruling class (or potit
o_mmf a8 we have’ nr.oérnqm chosen to define it). We all know that, in our oWl
country, wlifchever it Emw be, the management of public affairs is in the hands:al
a minority of influential persons, lo which management, willingly or unwilling]
the majority defer. We know that the same thing goes on in neighboring countri
and in fact we should be put to it to conceive of a real world otherwise or
nized—a world in which all men would be directly subject to a single person
without relationships of superiority or subordination, or in which all men wou

i the point of view of scientific research the real superiority of the concept
e ruling, or political, class lies in the fact that the varying structure of ruling
asseshas a preponderant importance in determining the political type, and also
level of civilization, of the different peoples. According to a manner of classi-
Ying forms of government that is still in vogue, Turkey and Russia were both, up
‘few years ago, absolute monarchies, England and Italy were constitutional, or
led, monarchies and France and the United States were classed as republics.
lassification was based on the fact that, in the first two couniries mentioned,
adship in the state was hereditary and the chief was nominally ommipotent; in
econd two, his office is hereditary but his powers and prerogatives are lim-
iin the last two, he is elected.
hat classification is obviously superficial. Absolutisms though they were, there
ittle in common between the manners in which Russia and Turkey were
aged politically, the levels of civilization in (he two countries and the organi-
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zation of their ruling classes being vastly different. On the same basis, the regime
in Italy, a fuonarchy, is much more similar to the regime in France, a republic,
than it is t¢ the fegime in England, also a monarchy; and there are important
differences between the political organizations of the United States and France,
thouglt both’countries are republics.

As we have already suggested, ingrained habits of thinking have long stood, as
they still stand, in the way of scientific progress in this matter. The classification
mentioned above, which divides govemments into absolute monarchies, limited
monarchies and republics, was devised by Montesquieu and was intended to re-
place _gn_oﬂmm.mmour categories -of Aristotle, who divided governments into mon-
archies, m&.&nnm&.wm -and democracies. What Aristotle called a democracy was
simply an aristocrgcy of fairly broad membership. Aristotle himself was in a posi-
tion to observe that in every Greek state, whether aristocratic or democratic, there
was always one person or more who had a preponderant influence. Between the
day of Pelybius and the day of Montesquieu, many writers perfected Aristotle’s
classification by introducing into it the concept of “mixed” governments. Later on

the modern democratic theory, which had its source in Rousseau, took its stand’

upon the concept that the majority of the citizens in any state can participate, and
in fact ought to participate, in its political life, and the doctrine of popular sover-
eignty still holds sway over many minds in spite of the fact that modern schoi-
arship is making it increasingly clear that democratic, monarchical and aristocratic
principles function side by side in every political organism, We shall not stop to
refute this democratic theory here, since that is the task of this work as a whole.
Besides, it J,...ocE be hard to destroy in a few pages a whole systemn of ideas that
has become .m._..E,E rooted in the human mind. As Las Casas aptly wrote in his life
of Christopher Columbus, it is often much harder to unlearn than fo learn.

3. We think : may be desirable, nevertheless, to reply at this point to an objection
which might very readily be made to our point of view. If it is easy to understand
that a single individual cannot command a group without finding within the group
a minority to support him, it is rather difficult to grant, as a constant and natural
fact, that Emsonzmm mle majorities, rather than majorities minorities. But that is
one of the poifts——so ‘numerous in all the other sciences—where the first impres-
sion one has of ‘things is contrary to what they are in reality, In reality the domin-
mon. of an organized minority, obeying a single impulse, over the unorganized
majority is inevitable. The power of any minority is irresistible as against each
single individual in the majority, who stands alone before the totality of the orga-
nized minority. At the same lime, the minority is organized for the very reason
that it is a minority. A hundred men acting uniformly in concert, with a common
understanding, will triumph over a thousand men who are not in accord and can
therefore be dealt with one by one. Meanwhile it will be easier for the former to act
in concert and have a mutual understanding simply because they are a hundred and
not a thousand. It follows that the farger the political community, the smaller will the
proportion of the goveming minority to the governed majority be, and the more
difficult will it be for the majority 1o organize for reaction against the minority.
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However, in addition to the great advantage accruing to them from the fact of
being organized, ruling minorities are usually so constituted that the individuals
who make them up are distinguished from the mass of the governed by qualities
that give them a certain material, inteliectual or even moral superiority; or else
they are the heirs of individuals who possessed such qualities. In other words,
members of a ruling minority regularly have some attribute, real or apparent,
which is highly esteemed and very influential in the society in which they live.

4. In primitive societies that are still in the early stages of organization, military
valor is the quality that most readily opens access to the ruling, or political, class.
In societies of advanced civilization, war is the exceptional condition. It may be
regarded as virtually normal in societies that are in the initial stages of their devel-
opment; and the individuals who show the greatest ability in war casily gain su-
premacy over their fellows—the bravest become chiefs. The fact is constant, but the
forms it may assume, in one set of circumstances or another, vary considerably.

As a rule the dominance of a wartior class over a peaceful multitude is attrib-
uted to a superposition of races, to the conquest of a refatively unwarlike group by
an aggressive one. Sometimes that is actually the case—we have examples in
India after the Aryan invasions, in the Roman Empire after the Germanic inva-
sions and in Mexico after the Aztec conquest. But more often, under certain social
conditions, we nofe the rise of a warlike ruling class in places where there is
absolutely no trace of a foreign conquest. As long as a horde lives exclusively by
the chase, all individuals can easily become warriors, There will of course be
leaders who will rule over the tribe, but we will not find a wartior class rising to
exploit, and at the same time to protect, another class that is devoted to peaceful
pursuits. As the tribe emerges from the hunting stage and enters the agricultural
and pastoral stage, then, along with an enormous increase in population and a
greater stability in the means of exerting social influence, a more or less clean-cut
division into two classes will take place, one class being devoted exclusively to
agriculture, the other class to war. In this event, it is inevitable that the warrior
class should littie by little acquire such ascendancy over the other as to be able to
oppress it with impunity.

Poland offers a characteristic example of the gradual metamorphosis of a war-
ror class into an absolutely dominant class. Originally the Poles had the same
organization by rural villages as prevailed among all the Slavic peoples. There
was no distinction between fighters and farmers—in other words, between nobles
and peasants. But after the Poles came to seitle on the broad plains that are wa-
tered by the Vistula and the Niemen, agriculture began to develop among them.
However, the necessity of fighting with warlike neighbors continued, so that the
tribal chiefs, or voivodes, gathered about themselves a certain number of picked
men whose special occupation was the bearing of arms. These warriors were dis-
tributed among the various rural communities. They were exempt from agei-
cultural duties, yet they received their share of the produce of the soil, along with
the other members of the community. In early days their position was not consid-
ered very desirable, and country dwellers sometimes waived exemption from agri-
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cuitural [abor in order to avoid going to war. But gradually as this order of things
grew stabilized, as one class became habituated to the practice of arms and mili-
tary organization while the other hardened to the use of the plow and the spade,
the warriors became nobles and masters, and the peasants, once companions and
brothers, bécame villains and setfs. Litte by little the warrior lords increased their
demandstg the: point where the share they took as members of the community
came to include the community’s whole produce minus what was absolutely nec-
essary for subsistence on the part of the cultivators; and when the latter tried (o
escape such. abuses they weie constrained by force to stay bound to the soil, their
situation taking on ali the characteristics of serfdom pure and simple.

In the course of this evolution, around the year 1333, King Casimir the Great
tried vainly to curb the overbearing insolence of the warriors, When peasants
came to complain of the nobles, he contented himself with asking whether they
had no sticks and stones. Some generations later, in 1537, the nobility forced all
tradesmen in ihe cities to sell such real estate as they owned, and landed property
became a prerogative of nobles only. At the same time the nobility exerted pres-
sure upon the king to open negotiations with Rome, to the end that thenceforward
only nobles should be admitted to holy orders in Poland. That barred townsmen
and peasants almost completely from honorific positions and stripped them of any
social importance whatever.

We find a parallel development in Russia. There the warriors who formed the
druzhina, or escort, of the old knezes (princes descended from Rurik) also re-
ceived a share in the produce of the mirs (rural peasant communities} for their
livelihood. Little by Kitle this share was increased. Since land abounded and
workers were scarce, the peasants often had an eye to their advantage and moved
about. At the end of the sixteenth century, accordingly, the czar Boris Godunov
empowered the nobles to hold peasants to their lands by force, so establishing
serfdom. Ho vever, armed forces in Russia were never composed exclusively of
nobles. The muzhiks, or peasants, went to war as common soldiers under the
droujina. As early as the sixteenth century, Ivan the Terrible established the order
of ﬂ&:ﬁﬂ.éEaﬁ amounted practically to a standing army, and which lasted until
Poter the Great replaced it with regiments organized along western European lines.
In those regiments members of the old druzhina, with an intermixture of for-
eigners, became officers, while the muzhiks provided the entire contingent of pri-
vates. e .

Among peoples that have fécently entered the agricultural stage and are rela-
tively civilized, it is the unvarying fact that the strictly military class is the politi-
cal, or ruling, class. Sometimes the bearing of arms is reserved exclusively to that
class, as happened in India and Poland. More often the members of the governed
nmm.Mm are on occasion enrolled—always, however, as common soldiers and in the
less respected divisions. So in Greece, during the war with the Medes, the citizens
belonging to the richer and more influential classes formed the picked corps (the
cavalry and the hoplites), the less wealthy fought as peltasts or as slingers, while
the slaves, that is the laboring masses, were almost entirely barred from military
service. We find analogous arrangements in republican Rome, down to the period
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of the Punic Wars and even as late as the day of Marius; in Latin and Germanic
Europe during the Middle Ages; in Russia, as just explained, and among many
other peoples. Caesar notes repeatedly that in his time the backbone of the Gallic
armies was formed by cavalrymen recruited from the nobility. The Aedui, for
example, could not hold out against Ariovistus after the flower of their cavalry had
been killed in battle.

5. Everywhere—in Russia and Poland, in India and medieval Europe—the ruling
warrior classes acquire almost exclusive ownership of the land. Land, as we have
seen, is the chief source of production and wealth in countries that are not very far
advanced in civilization. But as civilization progresses, revenue from land in-
creases proportionately. With the growth of population there is, at least in certain
periods, amr increase in rent, in the Ricardian sense of the term, largely because
great centers of consumption arise—such at all times have been the great capitals
and other large cities, ancient and modern. Eventually, if other circumstances
permit, a very important social transformation occurs. Wealth rather than military
valor comes to be the characteristic feature of the dominant class: the people who
mile are the rich rather than the brave.

The condition that in the main is required for this transformation is that social
organization shall have concentrated and become perfected to such an extent that
the protection offered by public authority is considerably more effective than the
protection offered by private force. In other words, private property must be so
well protected by the practical and real efficacy of the laws as to render the power
of the proprietor himself superfluous. This comes about through a series of gradual
alterations in the social structure whereby a type of political organization, which
we shall call the “fendal state,” is transformed into an essentially different type,
which we shall term the “burcaucratic state.” We are to discuss these types at
some length hereafter, but we may say at once that the evolution here referred to
is as a rule greatly facilitated by progress in pacific manners and customs and by
certain moral habits which societics contract as civilization advances.

Once this transformation has taken place, wealth produces political power just
as political power has been producing wealth. In a society already somewhat ma-
ture---where, therefore, individual power is curbed by the collective power—if
the powerful are as a rule the rich, to be rich is to become powerful. And, in truth,
when fighting with the mailed fist is prohibited whereas fighting with pounds and
pence is sanctioned, the better posts are inevitably won by those who are better
supplied with pounds and pence.

There are, to be sure, states of a very high level of civilization which in theory
are organized on the basis of moral principles of such a character that they seem to
preclude this overbearing assertiveness on the part of wealth. But this is a case—
and there are many such—where theoretical principles can have no more than a
limited application in real life. In the United States all powers flow directly or
indirectly from popular elections, and suffrage is equal for all men and women in
all the states of the Union. What is more, democracy prevails not only in institu-
tions but to a certain extent also in morals. The rich ordinarily feel a certain
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aversion to entering public life, and the poor a certain aversion to choosing the
rich for elective office. But that does not prevent a rich man from being more
influential than a poor man, since hie can use pressure upon the politicians who
control public administration. It does not prevent elections from being carried on
to the music of clinking dollars. It does not prevent whole legislatures and consid-
erable numbers of national congressmen from feeling the infiuence of powerful
corporations and great financiers.

In China, too, down to a few years ago, though the government had not ac-
cepted the principle of popular elections, it was organized on an essentially equal-
itarian basis. Academic degrees gave access to public office, and degrees were
conferred by examination without any apparent regard for family or wealth. Ac-
cording to some writers, only barbers and certain classes of boatmen, together
with their ‘children, were barmred from competing for the variows grades of the
mandarinate. But though the moneyed class in China was less numerous, less
wealthy, less powerful than the moneyed class in the United States is at present, it
was none the less able to modify the scrupulous application of this system to a
very considerable extent. Not only was the indulgence of examiners often bought
with money, The government itself sometimes sold the various academic degrees
and ailowed ignorant persons, often from the lowest social strata, to hold public
office.

In all countries of the world those other agencies for exerting social influence—
personal publicity, good education, specialized training, high rank in church, pub-
lic administration, and army—are always readier of access to the rich than to the
poor. The rich invariably have a considerably shorter road to travel than the poor,
te say nothing of the fact that the stretch of road that the rich are spared is ofien
the roughest and most difficult.

6. In societies in which religious beliefs are strong and ministers of the faith form
a special class a priestly aristocracy almost always arises and gains possession of a
more or less important share of the wealth and the political power. Conspicuous
examples of that situation would be ancient Egypt (during certain periods), Brah-
man India and medieval Europe. Cftentimes the priests not only perform religions
functions. .dﬁw possess Iegal and scientific knowledge and constitute the class of
highest intelléctual culture. Consciously or unconsciously, priestly hierarchies of-
ten show a’ tendency to monopolize leamning and hamper the dissemination of the
Enﬁomm mmm maonna,_am that make the acquisition of knowledge possible and
casy. To’ that tendency may hizve been due, in part at least, the painfully slow
diffusion of the demotic alphabct in ancient Egypt, though that alphabet was infi-
nitely more simple than the hieroglyphic script. The Druids in Gaul were ac-
quainted with the Greek alphabet but would not permit their rich store of sacred
Emnm_._cnm to be vwritten down, requiring thejr pupils to commit it to memory at the
cost of untold effort. To the same outlook may be attributed the stubborn and
frequent use of dead languages that we find in ancient Chaldea, in India, and in
medieval Europe. Sometimes, as was the case in India, lower classes have been
explicitly forbidden to acquire knowledge of sacred books.
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Specialized knowledge and really scientific culture, purged of any sacred or
religious aura, become important political forces only in a highly advanced stage
of civilization, and enly then do they pive access to membership in the ruling class
to those who possess them. But in this case too, it is not so much learning in itself
thal has political value as the practical applications that may be made of learning
to the profit of the public or the state. Sometimes all that is required is mere
possession of the mechanical processes that are indispensable to the acquisition of
a higher culiure. This may be due to the fact that on such a basis it is easier to
ascertain and measure the skill which a candidate has been able to acquire—it is
easier 1o “mark™ or grade him. So in certain periods in ancient Egypt the profes-
sion of scribe was a road to public office and power, perhaps because to have
learned the hieroglyphic script was proof of long and patient study. In modern
China, again, learning the numberless characters in Chinese script has formed the
basis of the mandarin’s education. In present-day Europe and America the class
that applies the findings of madern science to war, public administration, public
works and public sanitation holds a fairly important position, both socially and
politically, and in our western world, as in ancient Rome, an altogether privileged
position is held by lawyers. They know the complicated legislation that arises in
all peoples of long-standing civilization, and they become especially powerful if
their knowledge of law is coupled with the type of eloguence that chances to have
a strong appeal to the taste of their contemporaries.

There are examples in abundance where we see that long-standing practice in
directing the military and civil organization of a community creates and develops
in the higher reaches of the ruling class a real art of governing which is something
better than crude empiricism and better than anything that mere individual experi-
ence could suggest, In such circumstances aristocracies of functionaries arise,
such as the Roman senate, the Venetian nobility and to a certain exfent the English
aristocracy. Those bodies all stitred John Stuart Mill to admiration and certainly
they all three developed governments that were distinguished for carefully consid-
ered policies and for great steadfastness and sagacity in carrying them out, This art
of governing is not political science, though it has, at one time or another, antici-
pated applications of a number of the postulates of political science. However,
even if the art of governing has now and again enjoyed prestige with certain
classes of persons who have long held possession of political functions, knowl-
edge of it has never served as an ordinary criterion for admitting to public offices
persons who were barred from them by social station. The degree of mastery of
the art of governing that a person possesses is, moreover, apart from exceptional
cases, a very difficult thing to determine if the person has given no practical
demonstration that he possesses it.

7. In some countries we find hereditary castes. In such cases the governing class is
explicitly restricted to a given number of families, and birth is the one criterion
that determines entry into the class or exclusion from it, Examples are exceedingly
common. There is practically no country of long-standing civilization that has not
had a hereditary aristocracy at one period or another in its history. We find heredi-
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tary nobilities during certain periods in China and ancient Egypt, int India, in
@.@nnn before the wars with the Medes, in ancient Rome, among the m_m.:.m
among the Latins and Germans of the Middle Ages, in Mexico at the time of Em
Discovery and in Japan down to a few years ago.

In this connection two preliminary observations are in point. In the first place
all ruling classes tend to become hereditary in fact if not in law. All @o:no»m
.mo_,nmm seem (o possess a quality that in physics used to be called the force of
Eam.:m. They have a tendency, that is, to remain at the point and in the state in
EE@_ they find themselves. Wealth and military valor are easily maintained in
certain families by meral tradition and by heredity. Qualification for important
office _ the am.c: of, and to an extent the capacity for, dealing with affairs of
mc_wmnmﬁnsnnl..wm much more readily acquired when one has had a certajn Famil-
E:a.\ E__w;n:ms from childhood. Even when academic degrees, scientific training,
mwnnwm—mmw_:cn_om as tested by examinations and competitions, open the way to
msu,:m office, there is no’eliminating that special advantage in favor of certain
individuals which the French call the advantage of positions défé prises. In actual
mmo.r H.ro_umr examinations and competitions may theoretically be open to all, the
majority never have the resources for meeting the expense of long _E.%E.mwg
and many others are without the connections and kinships that set an E&ia:mm
an%zz on the right road, enabling him to avoid the gropings and blunders that
are inevitabie when one enters an unfamiliar environment without any guidance or
support.

The democratic principle of election by broad-based suffrage would seem at
first m_nam.n to be in conflict with the tendency toward stability which, according to
our theory, ruling classes show. But it must be noted that nmu&mﬂom who are
successful in democratic elections are alimost always the ones who possess the
political forces above enumerated, which are very often hereditary. In the English
French and Italian parliaments we frequently see the sons, grandsons Eo_:na.
nephews and sons-in-law of members and deputies, ex-members and mm-anm:aom“

In the .,_wnnosn_ place, when we see a hereditary caste established in a country Ez.u
monopolizing political power, we may be sure that such a status de jure was
?mmnann by a similar status de facto. Before proclaiming their exclusive and he-
reditary right to power the families or castes in question must have held the scep-
ter of owﬂ_ﬁm:a._._: a firm grasp, completely monopolizing all the political forces
of Emﬂn@ig at that period. Otherwise such a claim on their part would only
have mno.:m.mm the bitterest protests and provoked the bitterest struggles.

.ﬂmwna:.@q mmm_o.n_.,mﬂom often come to vaunt supematural origins, or at least
origing &.m.oaﬂ_?oau and superior to, those of the governed classes. .v..cn_._ claims
are explained by a highly significant social fact, namely that every goveming class
aq.am to justify its actual exercise of power by resting it on some universal moral
EE&E@., This same sort of claim has come forward in our time in scientific
trappings. > number of writers, developing and amplifying Darwin’s theories
contend that upper classes represent a higher level in social evolution and Em
Smﬁa@wm superiof io lower classes by organic structure. Gumplowicz we have
already quoted. That writer poes to the point of maintaining that the divisions of
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populations into trade groups and professional classes in modern civilized coun-
tries are based on ethnological heterogencousness.

Now history very definitely shows the special abilities as well as the special
defects—nboth very marked—which have been displayed by aristocracies that have
either remained absolutely closed or have made entry into their circles difficult.
The ancient Roman patriciate and the English and German nobilities of modern
times give a ready idea of the type we refer to. Yet in dealing with this fact, and
with the theories that tend to exaggerate its significance, we can always raise the
same objection—that the individuals who belong to the aristocracies in question
owe their special qualities not so much to the blood that flows in their veins as to
their very particular upbringing, which has brought out certain intellectual and
moral tendencies in them in preference to others.

Among all the factors that figure in social superiority, inteflectual superiority is
the one with which heredity has least to do. The children of men of highest men-
tality often have very mediocre talents. That is why hereditary aristocracies have
never defended their rule on the basis of intellectual superiority alone, but rather
on the basis of their superiorities in character and weaith.

1t is argued, ir rebuttal, that education and environment may serve to explain
superiorities in strictly intellectual capacities but not differences of a moral or-
der—will power, courage, pride, energy. The truth is that social position, family
tradition, the habits of the class in which we live, contribute mere than is com-
moaly supposed to the greater or lesser development of the qualities mentioned. 1f
we carefully observe individuals who have changed their social status, whether for
better or for worse, and who consequently find themselves in environments differ-
ent from the ones they have been accustomed to, it is apparent that their intellec-
tual capacities are much less sensibly affected than their moral ones. Apart from a
greater breadth of view that education and experience bring to anyone who is not
altogether stupid, every individual, whether he remains a mere clerk or becomes a
minister of state, whether he reaches the rank of sergeant or the rank of general,
whether he is a millionaire or a beggar, abides inevitably on the intellectual level
on which nature has placed him. And yet with changes of social status and wealth
the proud man often becomes humble, servility changes to arrogance, an honest
nature leatns to lic, or at least to dissemble, under pressure of need, while the man
who has an ingrained habit of lying and bluffing makes himself over and puts on
an outward semblance at least of honesty and firmness of character. It is true, of
course, that a man fallen from high estate often acquires powers of resignation,
self-denial and resourcefulness, just as one who rises in the world sometimes gains
in sentiments of justice and fairness. In short, whether a man changes for the
better or for the worse, he has to be exceptionally level-headed if he is to change
his social status very appreciably and still keep his character unaltered. Mirabeau
remarked that, for any man, any great climb on the social ladder produces a crisis
that cures the ills he has and creates new ones that he never had before.

Courage in battle, impetuousness in attack, endurance jn resistance—such are
the qualities that have long and often been vaunted as a monopoly of the higher
classes. Certainly there may be vast natural and-—if we may say so—innate dif-
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ferences between one individual and another in these respects; but more than any-
thing else traditions and environmental influences are the things that keep them
high, low.or just average, in any large group of human beings. We generally
hecome indifferent to danger or, perhaps better, to a given type of danger, when
the persons, with whom we daily live speak of it with indifference and rematn cool
and imperturbable before it. Many mountaineers or sailors are by nature timid
men, yet they fate unmoved, the ones the dangers of the precipice, the others the
perils of the storm at sea. So peoples and classes that are accustomed to warfare
maintain military virtues at the highest pitch.

So true is this that even peoples and social classes which are ordinarily unac-
customed to arms acquire the military virtwes rapidiy when the individuals who
compose them are made members of organizations in which courage and daring
are traditional, when—if one may venture the metaphor—they are cast into hu-
man erucibles that are heavily charged with the sentfments that are to be infused
into their fiber. Mohammed I recruited his terrible Janizaries in the main from
boys who had been kidnapped among the degenerate Greeks of Byzantium. The
much despised Egyplian fellah, unused for long centuries to war and accustomed
to remaining meek and helpless under the lash of the oppressor, became a good
soldier when Mehemet Ali placed him in Turkish or Albanian regiments. The French
nobility has always enjoyed a reputation for brilliant valor, but down to the end of
the cighteenth century that quality was not credited in anyihing like the same
degree to the French bourgeoisie. However, the wars of the Republic and the
Empire amply proved that nature had been uniformly Iavish in her endowments of
courage upon all the inhabitanis of France. Proletariat and bourgeoisie both fur-
nished good soldiers and, what is more, excellent officers, though talent for com-
mand had teen considered an exclusive prerogative of the nobility, Gumplowicz’s
theory E&Hmw.mnanmmmoz in social classes depends very largely on ethnological
antecedeiits requires proof at the very least. Many facts to the contrary readily
oceur 1o Gfie—among others the obvious fact that branches of the same family
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often m_&oz..m to widely different social classes,

8. Finally, if we were fo keep to the idea of those who maintain the exclusive
influence of the hereditary principle in the formation of mling classes, we should
be me.dwa to a conclusion somewhat like the one to which we were carried by the
evolutionaty principle: The political history of mankind ought to be much simpler
than it is. If'the ruling class really belonged to a different race, or if the qualities
that fit it for dominion were transmitted primarily by organic heredity, it is diffi-
cuit to see how, once the class was formed, it could decline and lose its power.
The peculiar qualities of a race are exceedingly tenacious, Keeping to the evolu-
tionary theory, acquired capacities in the parents are inborn in their children and,
as generation succeeds generation, are progressively accentuated. The descendants
of rulers, therefore, ought to become better and better fitted to rule, and the other
classes ought to see their chances of challenging or supplanting them become
more and more remote. Now the most commonplace experience suffices to assure
one that things do not go in that way at all.
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What we see is that as soon as there is a shift in the balance of political
forces—when, that is, a need is felt that capacities different from the old should
assert themselves in the management of the state, when the old capacities, there-
fore, lose some of their importance or changes in their distribution occur—then
the manner in which the ruling class is constituted changes also. If a new source
of wealth develops in a society, if the practical importance of knowledge grows, if
an old religion declines or a new one is born, if a new current OH. ideas spreads,
then, simultaneously, far-reaching dislocations eccur in the ruling class. One
might say, indeed, that the whole history of civilized mankind noanm. _.._oém toa
conflict between the tendency of dominant elements to monopolize ﬂo:cmm; poswer
and transmit possession of it by inheritance, and the tendency toward a dislocation
of old forces and an insurgence of new forces; and this conflict prodices an un-
ending ferment of endosmosis and exosmosis between the upper classes and cer-
tain portions of the lower. Ruling classes decline inevitably when they cease to
find scope for the capacities through which they rose to power, when Eo.v. can no
longer render the social services which they once rendered, or when :5_._. ﬁm_n._:m
and the services they render lose in importance in the social envirenment in EEor
they live, So the Roman aristocracy declined when it was no longer the exclusive
source of higher officers for the army, of administrators for E.m noaacE....om:_: of
governors for the provinces. So the Venetian aristocracy declined when its .:oEom
ceased to command the galleys and no longer passed the greater part of their lives
in sailing the seas and in trading and fighting. .

In inorganic nature we have the example of our air, in s&._n_._ a gn.:mmsmw to
immobility produced by the force of inertia is oopazcoﬁ._mam 5.8:?2 with a
tendency to shift about as the result of incqualities in the distribution of heat. The
two tendencies, prevailing by turn in various regions on our Em:m.r ._uamcom now
calm, now wind and storm. In much the same way in human societies there pre-
vails now the tendency that produces closed, stationary, crystallized E:nm
classes, now the tendency that results in a more or less rapid renovation of ruling
classes. . . . '




