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'A'D'AM FERGUSON (1723-1816)

Adem Ferguson was a. remarkable person and, 'in my opinion, though
much neglected, one of the major figures in the hlstory of soc iological
thought. The son of a minister and a c¢hild“of the Manse, he hed:
the distinction, or. may we say. advantage, of having served for some
years as Chaplain to the. 42nd Regiment or. ' The Black Watch''
(he fought, so it is said, at the battle of Fontenoy)' and he was
unique among the Scottish moral philosopher$ in that he was a " °
Gaelic-speaking highlander. He appears, to have been a rugzed . . .
character, sometimes rather difficult; an ultra-conservatlve and
and an anti-Stuarty and when one reads about ‘his life one can e
well understand what he meant when he said that men are at their> .
best when they have dlffﬂcultles to surmount. '

To estimate Ferguson one must see h1m and hlS wrltlngs in
the 1ntellectual setting of his time and place; and for this it
might be necessary to dwell on the Jacobite" troubles, the
suppression of Scottish independence, rapid economic changes,
and an element of prov1nc1a1 isolation and 1anguage difficulty.
Without going into the historical and social setting however it
will be sufficient to rnote how much Ferguson was an intellectual
child of his.time if I mention -the names of-Hume, Reid, Adam
Smith, Lord Montboddo, Iord Kames, John Millar and Ferguson's
pupil and h1s successor in the Chair of Moral Philosophy at
Edlnbubgh Dugald Stewart. Truly 'Scotland's Agustan age'; two
of whom are of particular interest for us, the man I am going
to talk about now and Lord Kames. - .

Ferguson ‘received recognition ‘at the time he-vrote, especially
in Germany, where he had much influence on Schiller and others.
Alsoy .in- ‘France, Saint-Simon and Comte owed much to him. In our
own country, and later, J. S. Mill fully acknowledged his debt :
to him. Nevertheless he has since beén forgotten, more or less,
for over a century and a revival, though not a general one, in °
his writings has only recently taken place - regretfully one has
to say in America-(Lehman,. 1937, 'and Kettler, 1965) and Germany
(Kaneko, 1904, and Jogland,. ?959), and not in his-own country.

Ferguson left the Ministry of the Church of Scotland in
1754 to become Professor, first of all ‘of Natural Philosophy and
then of Pneumatlc and Moral Phllosophy at Edinburgh, and it was
there he wrote his books during ‘a long life on a variety of
philosophical (as he and his contemporaries understood the word)
subjects. His first and best known work, the one I am for the .
most part going to restrict my comments to, was An Essay on the
History of Civil Society (1766). I do not think his Institutes
of Moral Philosophy (lecture notes, 1772) or his Principles of
Moral and Political Sc¢ience (two large volumes, 1792) add much
of sociological,importance_to what he had said in his first
book; in both there is much tedious moralizing and what 18th
century phllOsophers regarded as psychology ; I supposé that was
only to have been expected of a moral philosopher of the period,
especially of a Scottish Calvinist one. .All the same one can at
times sympathize with Hume's irritation 'and even Sir Leslie
Stephen's stricture of superficiality. Ferguson's The Histor
of the Progress and Termination of the Roman Republic i1733),
a favourite topic among writers of the time, comprises five
volumes of almost pure. narrative spiced with some rhetoric.
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This work has little soc1ologlcal value; but it is only fair
to say that Ferguson was a very good classical SCuOlaT-,

The E ssay is a fasc1nat1ng ‘book if you like; as I do4 the
ornate, even florid or inflated English 18th century style of
writing. One has, it is true, to put up with a good deal of
sententious verbosity (the book is 430 pages long), but in
spite of all the morallzlng there is much sound thought in the
Issay, which, it should be said right away, shows throughout
and very clearly the influeénce of Montesquieu, as Ferguson
himself says. ‘It should perhaps also be added that Hume, whose
successor he was as Keeper of the Advocates' Library in Edinburgh,
though they were great friends and much adnired each other,

" regarded the book unfavourably with regard to both’ style and
content. (not that that should necessarily dlscourage us). If
we are to make any further comments on the author's personal
life 'and values as reflected in his writlngs it may be said

" that while he abandoned his clerical career he did not go out
of his way, like Condorcet for instance, to attack Chrlstlanlty.
After all, he had once been a Minister and a Chaplaln. He -

" became I suppose what one might descrlbe as someé sort of’ Deist:
there is much 'The Author of Nature', and nuch of the reasoning
from'des1gn'

Ferguson's book illustrates many of the basic assumptions
we find in modern social anthropology. In the first place he
says that the de51re 'to give some account of the earliest form
of human SOC1ety ‘has led to fruitless enquiry and Wlld suppositions
because, while the natural historian thinks himself obllged to
collect facts and not to offer mere conaecture, 'it is only in
what relates to himself, and in matters the most 1mportant and
the most easily known, that he substitutes hypothesis instead
of reality ... (p. 3-4). " Here we have a clear statement of the
- scope of a study of human societies - they are part of nature and
must be studied, as is any other part of nature, by observatlon
and induction.

Especially in the study of early man must conjecture be
avoided. It must not be assumed, as it so ‘often is, that a mere
negation of what we find among ourselves is a suff1c1ent
descrlptlon of man in his original’ state. This is simply
Jjudging by our own standards and is, moreover, going beyond, or
against, the testimonies of those who have had opportunities of
seeing mankind in their rudest conditions. Nor is direct
observation replaced by the written traditions of a people about
- the earlier phases of their hlstory. ‘These are for the most
part mere conjectures and fictions of subsequent ages and bear
the stamp of the’ times through which a people has passed rather
than that to which the descrlptlons are supposed to relate (he
was thinking of the Illad and Odyssey and also of writers
like Vergil and Tasso, “who give us hlstorlcal information only
about the conceptions and sentiments of the age in which they

- wrote). In spite of all this excellent advice Ferguson, like

most of his contemporles, relied largely on introspection,
"using historiecal’ examples, taken from such classical authors

as he knew, when théy illustrated or corroborated conclusions
reached by deductions from philosophical axioms or psychological
speculatlons rather than from the facts themselves. .
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Now, when Ferguson speaks of human societies as being 'natural!
he has in mind the political theories of his day. He will have
nothing to do with hypotheses, e.g. of Hobbes, Locke and others,
about a state of nature in which men lived W1thout any . form or
order, and more partlcularly of government. That kind of state of
nature will be found in the struggle between princes and subjects
rather than among rude trlbes.f_He is also scornful of those who
imagine that they are studying 'natural man' when they .interview
a wild man caught in the woods - an- 18th century pastime. Human
nature is a product of social life and man is only 'natural' in
society, whether it be rude or pollshed. Therefore an 18th
. century gentleman is not less 'natural' than a savage Redskin of

‘North America; 1ndeed, in one sense he is more so, because the
potentialities of men in pollshed 5001et1es have greater scope
for expression. Therefore we must not oppose art (culture) to
nature, for art itself is patural %o man: 'If we are asked
therefore, where the state of nature is to be found? We may
.answer, It is here: and it matters not whether we are understood
to speak in the island of Great Britain, at the Cape of Good Hope,
on the Stralts of Magellan e o« s« If the palace be unnatural, the
_ cottage is so no less; and the nghest refinements of polltlcal
- and moral apprehen51on, are not more artificial in their kind,

. than the first operatiohs of sentiment and reason' (p. 12), He
also says 'all the actions of men are equally the result of their
nature (pp. 14=15).

It may here be commented, if only as an. a51de, that the idea
-that primitive peoples are in some sense more ‘'natural’ than
civilized peoples is still an idea commonlj,met with in everyday
thought. In Ferguson's day it was the centre of much philosophical
discussion. He held that it is futile to try to .contrast
hypothetical man living out51de soc1ety ( natural man') with man
living in society. Did not Aristotle long ago insist that man is
by nature a political (social) creature. The question:of what
in 2 man in any 5001ety is to be attributed to biological -
inheritance and what to society and culture is altogether different
and one which concerns equally both rude and polished man.

. ~It is true that man, unlike. the beasts, is endowed -not with
just instinct but also with intelligence and will and so shapes

his own destiny up to a point, though, it must be added, only up

to a'point.  For societies, béing natural, do not develop by

will or design but of their own nature, llke trees: 'He who first
said "I will approprlate this field; I will leave it to my heirs";
did not perceive, that he was laJlng the foundation of civil laws
and political establishments' (p. 186). Men, that is, arrive at

- ends they may not aim atj they are free to choose but they cannot
 predict what will happen as a result of their. ch01ce, for societies
_arise from instincts and not from .Speculations; so that what
happens is 'indeed the result of human action, but not the execution
of any human design' (p.187). Institutions spring out of the
general conditions of a soc1ety and are not the conscious créations
of men, far less of any particular man, however gifted. Statesmen
who think that they control events are like the fly in the fable
who. thought it was turnlng the wheel on which it sat. How often .
since’ “have soc1ologlsts told us this, eSpec1a11y the Marxist ones!

-Since man is essentlally a social creature he cannot be
understood except as a member of a group. So our first task is
to get some idea of the nature of a social group. All accounts
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from 211 parts of the earth 'represent mankind as assembled in
troops and companles o s o (ps B, Thereforc, ‘Mankind are to
be taken in groups, as they have always subsisted. Thke history
of the 1nd1v1caal is but a detall of the sentlments and thoughts
ke has entertained in the view of his species:’ and every
experiment relative to this subject should be made- w1th entire
societies, not with ‘single men' (p. 6). Then again: * 'Mankind
have always wandered or settled, agreed or quarrelled, in troops
and companles. The ° cause of their assembllng, whatever it be, is
the principle of their alliance or union' (p. 23) "In the
Prthl sles we read 'Famllles may be considéred as the elementary
forms of society or establlshments the most 1ndespen51bly

: necessary to the, ex1stence and preservation of the klnd’ - The
famlly in some’ form ‘or’ other is, unlversal. Comte was to say
very much the same. '

The study of man is therefore a study of 1nst1tutions in

relatlon to one another in ‘the total conditions of 11fe,

1nclud1ng natlonal character and cllmate (Ferguson picked up

some odd ideas about the 1nf1uence of cllmate from MonteSquleu)

He dlscusses at length, closely folloW1ng ‘the cla551flcatlon and
method of analysis of- Montesquleu, the nature of various forms

of government democratlc, arlstocratlc monarchlcal and despotlc,
observing the c1rcumstances in ‘which each is found ‘and the various
forms of other instltutlons found with'edch., He discusses the
'beglnnlngs of property in: agrlcultural and pastoral Societies
(this notion of prooerty and the part it has played in social -
development was, perhaps rlghtly, an obse581on among phllosophers
of the perlod) and the dlstributlon of these two types of societies
over the ‘earth's surface and with reference to climate and sonie
of ‘the maln cultural features of each. Both, however, show the
beglnnlngs ‘of property and the 1nequallt1es and subordlnatlon_
which go with it, and 3ur1sd1ctlon and government which accompany
._them. - Property comes about in passing from the savage to the’
‘barbarous’ state. "He' also discusses how’ superstitlon disputes
w1th valour (he never qulte ¢easeés to be a soldler) the road to
power:’ the 'maglc wand comes in competltlon with the sword itself!
(p. 161) ~ cp Condorcet, Frazer and others). “He discusses how
populatlon grows with increase in ‘wealth and securlty (here again
CP. Condorcet) ‘and is always limited by the means of ‘sibsistence.
He has an’'excellent dlscussion of the c1rcumstances in which
cultural borrow1ng takes place’ (p. 25 seq.)s Also how as a
result of" borrow1ng knowledge increases: *'When nations sucoeed one
another in the careér’ of discoveries and 1nquir1es, the last ‘is
always the most’ knowing. .Systems of science are gradually formed.
The globe itself is traversed by degrees, and the history of every
age, when past, 1s an acce551on of knowledge to those who 8succeed.
The: Romans were more know1ng than the Greek5°'and every scholar
of modern EurOpe, is in this _sense, more - learned than the most
accompllshed person that ever- bore éither of those celebrated
names,, But is hé on that account their supérior?' (p. bk) -
(orice™: agaln CPs’ CondorCet ). Anyhow, no people borrows from' -
~ another unless they are’ ready for the loan.‘ He' discusses many
“other topics of anthropolog1cal interest = all of which'I cannot,
. obviously, enter into how., Throughout he adheres to his general
Vviewpoint, that culture, like soc1ety, is & natural growth,
-collectively produced,’and having itd existence out51de, and
“apart from’ 1nd1v1dual minds, wh1ch they shape. Was not Durkhelm
. to say much the same as hlS ma1n the51s a century later°
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Since I cannot appreciate all he wrote, I shall mention
only two of  the topics he trecated, as ekamples ¢f his sociological
insights -~ war and the d:v;s;on of labour -~ in both of wnich his
idea of a society being some kind. of system of balanoed parts
comes out quite clearly. A policital structure is a system of
opposed -groups. The HOtLentOuS, he says, quo ing Kolben, raid
each other for cattle and" women,. but they only do. this to bring
their nelghbours ‘to ‘war: 'Such depredatlons thenuare not the
foundation of a war, but the effects of a hostile 1ntent10n
already concelved. The nations of North Amerlca, ‘who have no
- herds, to preserve, nor settlements to defend, are yet engaged
in almost perpetual wars, for which they can assign no-reason,
but the p01nt of honour, and a desire .to contlnue ‘the struggle:
their fathers maintained. They do not regard. the sp01ls of an
enemy; and the warrior who has seized any booty, ea51ly parts
with it to the first person who comes in his way' (p. 33).

In other words, wars arise not so much from an opposition- of
iuterests as of sentlments, and the supposed causes of war are
only its occasions - the real cause is to be looked for in the
t-functlonlng of the polmtlcal structure 'But it is in vain to
,_expect that we can give .to the multltude of a people a sense’of
union among themselves, w1thout admlttlng hostility. ‘to those ‘who
_foppose them.. . Could we at once, in the case of any nation
extinguish the emulation which is exclted from abroad, we should
probably. break or weaken the bands of . society at .home, . and close
the bu51est scenes, of natlonal occupatlons and virtues! (p. 37)
Agaln' "The. soc1ety and concourse of other men, are not more
_necessary to form the 1nd1vidual, ‘than the rlvalshlp and -

- competition of nat;ons are to 1nv1gorate the. pr1nc1ples of ]
political life in.a state' (pp. 182—3) Athens was necessary.
_to Sparta. (for which state and way of life Ferguson ‘had great .
admiration) as steel is to fllnt in maklng fire. When the =
klngdoms of Spain unlted and ‘the great fiefs in. France were:
annexed to the crown . the. nations of Great Britaln were 301ned.
Social groups, that. is, maintain their cohe51on through opposition
to.like groups. Hence the structural nece581ty of war - both

. hot and cold (cp. Gunplowics). In. another part of his book he

says 'small and 51mple trlbes, who in thelr domestic’ soclety
- have the flrmest unlon, are in thelr state of opp051t10n as

‘m separate natlons, frequently anlmated w1th the most. 1mplacable

hatred ... Even. where no partlcular clalm to superiorlty is
formed, the repugnance to union, the frequent wars, or . rather
the perpetual hostllltles, which take- place among- rude nations
cand separate clans, dlscover how much’ our specles ls dlsposed to
_opp051tlon, as well as to concert' (pp. 30-31)

' My second example is what Ferguson says about d1v151on of
labour. A, .people can make no- great progress in cultlvatlng the
arts of life until. they have. committed to different persons -the
several tasks which require a pecullar sklll and attention.
This cannot be done in the. savage stage and only partly in the
barbarian stage. All this cbanges with greater prosperity. and
the development of property, and then we get division of labour,

“.not only in productlon ‘but in all the act1v1t1es of social life:

polltlcs, war, civil government, commerce and so- on.“'These
separate profe551ons are made, : 11ke the parts of an engine, to
concur to a purpose, without any concert of thelr own' (pp.- 278-9).
;’The savage who knows - no dlstlnctlon but that of his merlt, of
his sex, or of. his spe01es, and to whom his community is the
sovereign obaect of his affection, is astonished to find, that in
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a scene of this nature, his being a man does not qualify him for

any station whatever; he flies to the woods with amazemsant, distaste,
and aversion' (p. 278).. Then again: 'Even the savage still less .
than the citizen, can be made to quit that manner of life in which
he is trained: he loves that freedom of mind which will not be

bound to any task, and which owns no superior: howsver tempted to
mix with polished nations, and to better his fortune, the first
moment of liberty brings him back to the woods. agalnv... (ps 145).

Division of labour is no less a:ground for subordinatlon than
difference in natural talents ‘ahd dispositions and the unequal
division of property; and it results in different sets of values
and modes of custom in each class or profession in society, just
as types. of society have  their special character - the Roman is
a soldier, the Carthaginian a merchant; and the subjects of a
republic and a monarchy differ in their outlooks, aims and behaviour.
Nevertheless, societies in which there has taken place division of
labour, in spite of .divergences, present a uniform structural
similarity. The .general point Ferguson is making is: that just
as a p011t10a1 society forms part of a system of such societies,
maintained in a balance through opposition,. so internally' the
same society is.a system of classes, ranks, professions, etec., :
which have an interdependence, it being precisely this which.
determines the moral solidarity of a complex society (cp.-Durkheim).
Furthermore he says 'But apart from these considerations, the
separation of professions, while it .seems to promise improvement
of skill, and is actually the cause why the productions. of every
art become more perfect as commerce advances; yet in its - -
termination, and ultimate effects, serves, in some measure, to
break the bands of- society, to substitute form in-place of
ingenuity, and to withdraw individuals from the common scene of
occupation, on which the sentiments of the heart, and the mind,
are most happlly employed' (p. 334).

There are many correspondences one could draw attentlon to
between what Ferguson is saying here and what others have said
before and since, but I shall make only two comments, ' The first
is a reference to the purely historical question, whéther Ferguson
got what he wrote. about the division of labour, or.at apny rate an
indication of its .significance, from his Coeval Adam Smith. -
Probably he did,  through lectures and private converse.: ' The
second comment is:.that it has been said that Ferguson had the idea
that what follows division of labour is what later came to be
termed 'alienation'. For this he got a pat on the back from Karl
Marx (e.g. The Poverty of Philosophy, 1910, pp. 109 and 187); and
in a way it is true, for he saw, and stated, clearly that division,
spec1allzation, can bring about what Durkheim called anomie, make
a man feel that he does not: belong . fully to. the saciety of.which -
-he-is a member, make him fly .'to: the woods'. What he wrote may also
be linked to what has been written about Gemelnschaft and
Gesellschaft. ,

.-As I have remarked earlier, Ferguson:has much to say on many
topics to which in a brief lecture. I can only make allusion. . The
anthropologist will note that he was very interested in primitive -
what he called 'rude' or 'savage' or 'barbarous' peoples - a
study of whose social life he considered most valuable in that
itenablee us to. make signigicant comparisons between the simpler
societies and the more complex (cp. Hobbes, Locke, Rousseau).

He gives a good account, based on Jesuit sources, of what was then
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- known of the American Indians, and in his chapter '0f Rude Nations
prior to the Establishment of Property! (pp. 125 seq.) he makes
many sensible .and penetrating observations about ‘these savages,
though.on the whole he tends to- romenticise them somewhat, His

- brilliant and. acutely sen51t1ve gkit on. travellers' reports is
:”hlghly amu51ng. ‘ . ;

. Howevery leav1ng many toplcs aslde, it will- be ev1dent to you
from what has already been said that Ferguson, conceiving, as he
-3id,. of 'Societies being natural systems of some kind, and hence
that-they can bé studied as such fuch as ‘the natural sciences
study the phenomena with which: they dealy it was necessary for
‘him to hold also--that ‘there are geéneral sociological laws
(r pr1nc1p1es ) to be discovered, by reference to which variations
-can be explalned.v 'Tn collecting the materials of hlstory, we
- “are seldom willing to put up with our subject merély as we find
it. Wé are lath to-be embarrassed with a multiplicity of-
particulars, and apparent inconsistencies. In théory we.profess
the investigation of geneéral principles} and in order to bring
-the metter of otr inquiries within the reach of our comprehension,
are disposed to-adopt any system' (pp. 23-4). . Again:. 'To collect
a: multlpllclty of ‘particulars under general keads, and ‘to refer a
variety of operatlons to their common prlnciple, ‘is the object of
science' (p. 40). May I quote him'again - I prefer on a matter of
this kind to ‘quote than to paraphrase - :'In order to have a -
general and comprehensive knowledge of the whole, we must be
determined on"this, es:on every other subjecty to overloock many
particulars and singulatities, distinguishing different .
governmentsy to fix our attention on certain points, in which
many agree; and thereby establish a few general heads, under
which the subject 'may be distinctly considered.’ When we have
marked the characteristics which form the géneral points of
coincidence; when we have pursued them to: their consequences in
the several modes of legislation, execution, and judicature, in
the "establishments which relate:to police, commerce, religion, or
domgstic life; we have made-an-acquisition of knowledge, which,
though it does not ' supersedé¢ the necessity of experience, may
serve to ditect our inquiries, and, in- the midst of affairsj to
‘give an order and a method for the arrangement of particulars.
that occur to our observation' (pp. 97-8).- So we have to fix
our attention on the significant general features of social:
institutions and- overlook many particulars and 51ngularit1es -
~mere events and personalities; these are ‘accideénts's A ,
Clasgification of types may then be made, and must be made if
any general and comprehensive laws are to: be reached; this is -
". the-manner in which all the natural séiences have proceeded'
they have. traced facts to their general lawss' - He: 1ays the same
‘emphasis on the difference between' the mere. record1ng of. facts:
and their relation to laws in the Institutes and thé. Pr1n01gles.
history is congeérned with:the detail of partlculars, 501ence o
with general principles (laws). : .

If there are general- principles they must be dynamlc pr1nc1ples

'.for, llke most of his'contemporaries, Ferguson was ‘chiefly -

1nterested in the study: of social development. ‘Indeed, he tells
‘us, the great differencé between man and animals is that 'in the
human kind, the’ species has -a progress as well as the individualj
~they build in every subsequent age on. foundatisons formerly. laid ...
(p. ?). Every scholar 1n Europe is. more learned than ‘the most
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accomplished of the Greeks and Romams, though this does not mean

that he is their superior. MHow often have we been told this, that
dwarfs on the backs of gisats see further than the giants themselves?
If I may quote our author again: 'This progress in the case of man

is continued to a greater extent than in that of any other animal.

Not only the individual advances from infancy to manhood, but the
epecies itself from rudeness to civilization' (pp. 1-2). Adam

Ferguson was a great believer in progress and laws of progress.

Now, the method to be used in making the historical
reconstruction necessary for the earlier phases of a people B
social development so that the principles of progress can be revealed
is that of what Duglad Stewart called 'conjectural!, that is,
hypothetical, history. Early phases in the history of our own
" society can, ‘it was- supposed be. known by observation of how people
now live who are still in those stages. ‘'What should distinguish
a German or a Briton, in the habits of his mind or his body, in
his manners or apprehensions, from an American (Indian), who, like
him, with his bow and his dart, is left to traverse the forest; and

in a like severe or variable climate, is obliged to subsist by the
chase. If, in advanced years, we would form a Just notion of our
progress from the - credle, we must have recourse to the. nursery, and
from the example of those who are still in the: period of life we
mean to describe, take our representation of past manners, that
cannot, in any other way, be recalled'.(p. 122). Ferguson's
interest in savages was chiefly that they illustrated a phase, he

" supposéd, in our own history; and the evidences of prehistory

give support to his supposition.

As always, the conception of laws (‘'principles') combined

_ with the notion of progress inevitably led Ferguson to formulate
a paradigm of stages drawn up .on. cr1ter1a of production and
productive relations. With these ecomomic stages go certain types
of 1nst1tutlons and certain cultural traits. The criteria of
Ferguson were much the same, and understandably so0, as those of
other writers who reflected on the different forms of society still
to be observed.(e.g. Condorcet). . The earliest stage is that of
huntlng, flshlng, or collecting the natural produce of the soil;
‘in which there is little property and scarcely even the beglnnlngs
of subordination or government. The next stage is that of herders,
who have property and hence distinctions between rich and poor,
patron and client," master and servant. This: dlstlnctlon ‘must
create a material difference of character, and may furnish two
separate heads, under which to consider the history of mankind in
their rudest state; that of the savage, who is not yet acquainted
with property; and that of the barbarian, to whom it is, although
not ascertained by laws, a principal object of care and desire’,
(p.124). Property is the mother of progress, for it implies

laws and habits .of. industry (cp. Condoapet).g In all this Ferguson
leans heavily on Montesquieu. : S

~In. fact we' ee in this book the essential 1deas which make
Montesquleu s Esprit so brilliant and original a classic. There
is the same insistance on an objective study of social facts and
ol the need. to. reach formulations of.a: general kind based on a
systematic comparison of societies. There is also .theé same
emphasis on the logical consistency between series of social facts
that we are.later to find so strongly emphasized by Comte, and
the need to explain institutions by reference to their functions
in the activities of'.the total society rather than by reference to
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doctrines or phllosophlcal axioms, about social-life. or-human nature
{not that he alweys lived up to his exhortatlons in this respect).
Where he differs most from Mon»esqaleu ig in a more rlgld, though
"~ far from: mechanlcal, idea of what might constitute a sociologlcal
law, and in the notion o6f unilinear- soélal development, stages
,chrough whlch all societies pass and whlch can be reconstructed
ky use of what later became known as the ¢omparative method, a
notion ‘deriving from a comblnatlon of the ideas of law and progress,
the first largely a product of dlscoverles in phy51cs, the second,
according to Comte, a. consequence of the collapse of Catholic

feudal 1nstitutions. ‘E. B, Evans-Pritchard
- B1b110graphy o
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