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total child welfare program in the United 
States for decades. It is hardly appro- 
priate to refer to it merely as "currently 
popular." A subtitle of the same chapter 
reads, "Institutional Versus Foster Home 
Care." While it is no doubt unwittingly 
done, it is regrettable to reopen an old 
controversy long since replaced by pretty 
general agreement among experienced so- 
cial workers as to the need for various 
services of high quality to suit different 
children or the same child at different 
stages in his development. 

In Chapter III, "Family Case Work," 
a revealing and well-written account of the 
function of a family agency prepared by a 
board member is reproduced in part. At 
the close of the quotation the author 
states, "from this account it is clear how 
a family agency functions in a large com- 
munity." There are many large cities in 
the United States, and a goodly number 
of large family agencies; one description 
of one such agency, no matter how well 
done, can hardly suffice as an inclusive 
picture of the function of family agencies 
in large communities. 

Finally, this reviewer questions whether 
it is wise or productive to confront under- 
graduate students with the "process" of 
social work to any degree or with any of 
its more technical aspects and phases. 
There is a vast amount of historical data 
and essential current information and il- 
lustrative material in relation to modern 
social work to be digested if real under- 
standing is to be gained, and as a basis for 
subsequent graduate work if that is elected. 

There is, however, much value to be ob- 
tained from this volume as a textbook, and 
with competent teaching, it should prove 
to be of substantial assistance in presenting 
social work as an important part of our 
total culture. 

LEONARD W. MAYO 
Western Reserve University 

CENTERS, RICHARD. The Psychology of 
Social Classes. Pp. xii, 244. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press, 1949. $3.50. 
This book is one of the most interesting 

studies of stratification since Kornhouser's 
1939 essay. Working with a small national 
sample of white men, Centers has con- 
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ceived his study clearly and performed it 
in a technically adequate manner. Within 
the limits of his conceptions, his conclu- 
sions are clearly put and, I think, justi- 
fied by his procedures and findings. 

Such a judgment is based on comparison 
of the book with other empirical studies. 
When judged on a more theoretical level, it 
is not so sharp: it does not advance us on 
the conceptual front. Nor does it clarify 
the political meaning of studies of stratifi- 
cation. Nor does it add anything in the 
way of methodology. Perhaps to ask that 
it do all four is asking too much, but it is 
worth noting, for the field of stratification 
has become a key intersection of theory, 
method, political concern, and detailed 
research. 

The distinction between objective and 
subjective criteria of stratification, and 
various distinctions between different dimen- 
sions of objective and subjective strata 
have been clearly set forth by Max Weber, 
but the research models for these distinc- 
tions have not been formulated. Neither 
of these distinctions has been sufficiently 
noticed in recent "theoretical" papers on 
stratification, or used sharply in research 
operations. 

If we define strata by objective criteria, 
we can build them up out of several such 
dimensions. We can then attempt to find 
out the empirical probability that people in 
the objectively defined strata will come to 
have "class consciousness," will have simi- 
lar political outlook, will organize them- 
selves or accept organizations oriented to 
class relevant issues, and so forth. 

Centers is quite aware of the basic dis- 
tinction between objective and subjective 
criteria of strata, and properly, chooses 
an objective index: occupation. The main 
line of his conclusion is, if you rank oc- 
cupations, from big business to unskilled 
labor, you find that this occupational 
line-up correlates highly with two subjec- 
tive items: (a) choice of symbols of identi- 
fication-upper, middle, working, and lower 
class; and (b) individual items and a com- 
posite scale of political-economic attitudes. 

It is the conception and the criteria of 
the subjective aspects of strata that need 
further elaboration and refinement. We 
cannot rest content with responses to sym- 
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bols of identity and general attitudes as 
adequate-indices to "class consciousness"; 
or rather, we can do so only by giving up 
the fuller meaning of the term "class con- 
sciousness" in macroscopic literature. Cen- 
ters does not discuss, much less systema- 
tize, much less use, these fuller meanings; 
he merely kidnaps the term for a couple 
of microscopic indices that are ready at 
hand. 

Centers suggests that a ranking on some 
six attitude questions gives him a political 
line-up of Radical, Liberal, and Conserva- 
tive, Liberal being in the center. I do not 
think the political line-up in the United 
States today is adequately handled as a 
unilineal scale. A typology which has un- 
der it several clearly defined dimensions of 
political orientation is needed. 

In raising these points, I do not mean to 
suggest that we should judge the book in 
terms of how far it measures up to them, 
for these question point to research that 
must be the cumulative work of a score 
of researchers over a number of years. 
Richard Centers has definitely made a 
notable contribution to work in stratifica- 
tion: his book is a "must" item for any- 
one interested in the field. 

C. WRIGHT MILLS 
Columbia University 

MAQUET, JACQUES J. Sociologie de la con- 
naissance. Pp. 360. Louvain, Belgium: 
Edouard Nauwelaerts for the Institut de 
Recherches tRconomiques et Sociales, 
1949. 175 frs. 
The subtitle of Dr. Maquet's work con- 

veys the additional information that it is 
a critical study of the systems of Karl 
Mannheim and Pitirim Sorokin, that his 
interest is in the relations beween the so- 
ciology of knowledge and the philosophy 
of knowledge, and that a celebrated Ameri- 
can expert in these matters, F. S. C. 
Northrop, has contributed a preface. 

The work of doubly-doctor Maquet is 
itself surprisingly American, and one con- 
cludes that it would never have been 
written-certainly not in its present form 
-but for an opportunity for lengthy 
study at Harvard University. Often the 
very language is American, for Maquet's 
interesting attempts to find French equiva- 
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lents for our jargon result in monstrosities 
that are most un-French. 

However, the Belgian author displays, at 
least according to our stereotype, a per- 
sistently French mentality in spite of a 
familiarity with our literature that is most 
uncommon in Europe. Repeatedly he takes 
to task his German author for a certain 
lack of precision that runs through Mann- 
heim's definition of the sociology of knowl- 
edge as the study of mental products inso- 
far as they are dependent on social or cul- 
tural factors. Mannheim was sure neither 
of what mental products belong to this 
study, nor of what were the social factors 
that conditioned them, nor of the degree 
of conditioning. Maquet admits that the 
definition must be broad enough to include 
different social or cultural factors that in- 
fluence ideas, but all the same the im- 
precision continues to bother him. 

Although both authors are interested in 
philosophical results of their inquiry, the 
center of Mannheim's work is the (again) 
vague idea of a relation between intellec- 
tual perspectives and social groups. The 
group is for him the independent variable 
that influences thought, and by thought 
he means chiefly political thought. He 
remains unsatisfactory on the question 
whether political thought is determined 
in a mechanical and necessary fashion 
by the social historic situation of the group, 
or merely influenced by it. Without solv- 
ing this problem of correspondance, Mann- 
heim passes to that of truth or objectivity 
in a world of conflicting "perspectives." 
Philosophically and as a man of good will, 
Mannheim has a preference for synthesis 
as the way out of opposing ideologies, but 
this is only a preference, and so finally 
he is dismissed as having merely proposed 
fruitful hypotheses. 

The social situation of Harvard was 
more successful as a determinant of our 
critic's perspectives. Sorokin, he main- 
tains, has created an "authentic and com- 
plete sociology of knowledge" and has 
worked out a theory based on abundant 
factual research. He has shown that socio- 
cultural factors are exterior to the ideas 
we express, and influence them powerfully. 
In spite of his failure to give us a com- 
plete explanation of the origins of mental 
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