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Preface 

The Complexity of Pitirim A. Sorokin’s Studies and Reasons for 

“Rediscovering” them 

This brief preface is merely a sort of “initiation rite” for the reader as he 
begins to familiarise himself with the many and varied strands of study that 
Sorokin tackled throughout his career, both during his time in Russia as well 
as his years in America. There are brief hints of some aspects that will then be 
dealt with in-depth in the various chapters of the book. This is also useful for 
the reader to understand why today, even in the third millennium and more 
than fifty years after Sorokin’s death, it is still important to study this 
sociologist who was born at the end of the nineteenth century and made the 
history of the discipline for better or worse (as will be seen on the following 
pages, see chapter 1). The caveat is that it will be a challenging read since the 
complexity of this author’s thought makes it extremely difficult to provide an 
adequate and even simplified summary. For this reason, in the different 
chapters, concepts that have already been dealt with previously are often 
referred to, or short quotations are repeated to keep a constant thread 
running throughout the arguments. The task of simplification as well as 
logical systematisation, has been arduous. Of course, it will be up to the 
reader to assess whether I have succeeded in achieving the goal. I make my 
own the words written by Sorokin in one of his accounts of his research 
activities on the topic of altruism: “Feci quod potui faciant meliora potentes” 
(Sorokin 1963a, 292). Having said that, I can begin this journey into the 
thought of Pitirim A. Sorokin (1889-1968), who deserves to be rediscovered, 
especially by the new generations of sociologists to whom he is almost totally 
unknown. 

Understanding how the theories of some so-called “classical” scholars are 
intertwined with their own biographies but also with human history is not 
only fascinating but, at the same time, a difficult task – in the case of Pitirim A. 
Sorokin, this was emblematic (Zyuzev 2019a) considering that he lived the 
first part of his life in both Tsarist and revolutionary Russia, and then in the 
United States. This, however, helps to explain the orientations and choices of 
turning our attention to certain themes and studies rather than others. Re-
reading a “classic” of sociology such as Pitirim A. Sorokin is an even more 
arduous task when considering the vastness of his work and the attention it 
pays to various and multiple sociocultural phenomena. The intention of this 
book is not only to try to systematise Sorokin’s thought by thematic strands 
but also to highlight how much and in what way this scholar’s forgotten 
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theories are relevant today (Mangone 2018a), while also having deep roots in 
the search for an integration between the viewpoints and methodologies of 
the different human and social disciplines (I speak of Sorokin’s integral 
method, see chapter 3).  

These first lines will describe the scripts1 as defined by Goffman (1959) – or 
rather, Sorokin’s meaningful interactions introduced since the volumes of the 

Sistema soziologii (Sorokin 1920) – which led the writer to delve deeper into 
the studies and works of this sociologist, while also trying to highlight the 
aspects of hostility shown towards him by the Italian academic environment 
(of which I am a member) and the American one experienced by Sorokin. To 
begin this journey, I start with the latter. 

When I was a sociology student at the University of Salerno for the Sociology 
of Knowledge exam, we had to study the book, I maestri del pensiero 

sociologico [Masters of sociological thought] (Coser 1983) – English language 
edition (Coser 1977) – and the thing that struck me, even then, was the note by 
the translator of this edition (produced under the supervision of Alberto Izzo) 
that made it clear: “La seconda edizione americana comprende anche un 
capitolo su Pitirim Sorokin non incluso nella traduzione italiana [N.d.T.]” [The 
second American edition also includes a chapter on Pitirim Sorokin not 
included in the Italian translation] (Coser 1983/1977, 7). As an obviously very 
naive first-year student, I went beyond that note by continuing my studies. 
Only when I became a young researcher did I begin to understand why that 
chapter had not been translated. I came across Sorokin several times, but 
every time I was about to write something about him, there was always 
someone who for reasons of intellectual and scientific expediency, persuaded 
me not to do so. This attitude increased my curiosity about this author. I 
mention this because every choice is situated in time and space (Sorokin was 
well aware of this). As far as I am concerned, once I was “mentally freed” from 
any “opportunistic” intellectual and scientific career constraints, I finally took 
the opportunity to satisfy that curiosity by starting to do bibliographic 
research on Sorokin’s works from what had been written in Italian. In my 
research, I am also reminded of that book note I had studied many years 

                                                 

1 Goffman uses this term to refer to recurring “interaction scripts” that generically define 
the essentiality of the actors’ role in a given situation. Scripts are complex structures of 
knowledge one possesses about an ordered succession of actions, which define various 
situations, which have become known through experience. In everyday life, this appears to 
be the most effective methodology adopted by individuals to manage situations and 
environmental interpretation through conceptual representations of individual objects as 
well as social events and relationships. 
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before and, to my surprise, in retrieving the second American edition of 
Coser’s book (1977), I finally managed to “unravel the mystery” of the non-
translation of the chapter on Sorokin. Wanting to be good, the note was a 
“shoddy justification”. Wanting to be malicious, it could be said that it was 
“outright censorship”. I clarify why I say this. In the second American edition, 
Lewis Coser also adds the chapter dedicated to William I. Thomas and Florian 
Znaniecki, in addition to the one on Sorokin, but only the chapter devoted to 
the latter is not translated in the Italian edition; suspicion arises. Why is one 
chapter yes and the other no? I will try to sketch out an answer, which is based 
on two sets of reasons: the first is perhaps related to his relationship with 
Corrado Gini. With the latter, there is an exchange of correspondence 
preserved at the University of Saskatchewan (University Archives & Special 
Collections, P.A. Sorokin fonds). Gini, as well as all those in Italy who had been 
considered close to the fascist regime, were relegated to the shadows as if to 
erase those dark moments, along with all those who had had relations with 
them. At this point, I would have to say that Sorokin would have suffered the 
same fate for his relations with Gini; the second is related to Sorokin’s being 
an anti-conformist, with his being non-mainstream – unlike many of his 
contemporaries such as, for example, Talcott Parsons (see chapter 3) – making 
him in complete opposition to all the drifts in sociological studies that did not 
have service to humanity at their centre, and at that historical moment in its 
development, American sociology was certainly not oriented in this sense. 
Probably both reasons can be considered plausible, although, knowing the 
history of Italian sociology, I tend to give greater weight to the second of the 
reasons expressed. 

Delving into Sorokin’s thought allowed me to understand how much, today, 
in our contemporary digital society, the role and functions of the human and 
social sciences and, first and foremost, of sociology have “gone astray” in the 
pursuit of the operationalisation of the social and human being. They have 
lost sight not only of their peculiar objects of study but also of their purpose of 
service to humanity (repeatedly recalled by Sorokin in his work). For example, 
the significant success of quantitative methods, testing and the use of big data 
(today). Sorokin was an “inconvenient” sociologist in this respect because 
from the beginning of the last century, he denounced the quantophreny 
(Sorokin 1956a) as an end in itself typical of the North American humanities 
and social sciences. This drift resulted in forgetting that sociocultural 
phenomena must be studied according to their dynamicity (in space and 
time) since the constituent elements (personality, society, and culture – 
“indivisible trinity”) are constantly changing and cannot be studied separately 
(and this is true not only for sociology). The choice of delving into and writing 
about this scholar was and still is to emphasise how many of his forgotten 
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theories are actualisable (Mangone 2018a), which for me also means, to some 
extent, going beyond them but this, however, does not only apply to Sorokin 
but also to many other scholars considered to be of the “classics” (i.e., 
Durkheim, Weber, etc.). However, in this period of crisis that we are currently 
experiencing (exacerbated by the pandemic due to the spread of the SARS-
CoV-2 virus and the crisis in Ukraine), some of his themes are as applicable as 
ever to current conditions – think of his studies on crises and disasters 
(Sorokin 1941a, 1948, 2010/1942). Not only that, but all of these studies are 
also deeply rooted in an ongoing search for an integration of the viewpoints 
and methodologies of the different human and social disciplines, Sorokin’s 
so-called integral method (see Chapter 2). To read Sorokin today, to recognise 
his relevance, means to frame his thought in the historical reality experienced 
by the scholar. He himself, in his autobiography (Sorokin 1963a), points out 
that the evolution of his thought had several stages corresponding to his 
personal and family events (see Chapter 1). On the other hand, the 
intertwining of these personal aspects and the evolution of his theories can be 
found in his intellectual biography (Johnston 1995). 

The reader will wonder at this point why the thought of a scholar who lived 
through historical periods so distant in time and characteristics from our own 
contemporaneity (think of the revolutions that in the western world have 
totally disappeared, replaced by revolts with a consequent transformation of 
their meaning) can and must be reconsidered and brought up to date. I will 
try to give some outlines that will then be developed in depth in the pages of 
the various chapters that make up this book. What makes Sorokin unique are 
two aspects that distinguish him from other equally important scholars. 

The first is the magnitude and complexity of the historical events in which 
he was involved and in which he participated directly or as a significant 
witness. Born at the end of the nineteenth century, he lived until the age of 
eleven among the Komi people, spending these years following his father (a 
travelling artisan) and receiving his first education within this community. 
When he was orphaned, he attended an Orthodox boarding school and, 
eventually, the University of Petersburg, where he studied various disciplines, 
including sociology, which was to become his first discipline. During these 
years, Sorokin’s studies oscillate between populist idealism and positivist and 
determinist behaviourism. His major references are Pavlov, Kovalevsky, 
Petrajitsky, de Roberty and Bechtereff. Among those who decisively influenced 
him were undoubtedly Kovalevsky and de Roberty. While in Russia, he actively 
participated in the anti-Tzarist revolution and, once this failed, continued his 
political activities against the Bolsheviks. These activities led him to getting 
arrested several times (three times under the Tsarist regime and three times 
under the Communist regime) and even sentenced to death in 1918. The 
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sentence was not carried out only thanks to Lenin’s personal intervention. He 
resumed his academic activities by founding the Faculty of Sociology at the 
University of Petersburg, also becoming its first professor and dean. In 1922, 
however, he suffered his final arrest for his political activities and, banned by 
the government, left Russia for good the following year. He arrived in the 
United States in the autumn of 1923, and here began a second life. After a few 
years, he founded the first department of Sociology at Harvard, of which he 
also became the director, and continued his teaching, study and research 
activities at Harvard University (amidst ups and downs that will be made 
clearer in the following pages) until 1955, the year of his retirement, without 
ever losing his capacity for commitment to humanity (think of his actions in 
favour of peace – see chapter 7). 

In light of these few lines, the answer to why Sorokin needs to be recast is 
simple. Sorokin is credited with giving birth to dynamic sociology (the analysis 
of changes in society starting from sociocultural phenomena) based on a total 
conception of man and society, a dynamism that has multiplied and accelerated 
in the contemporary digital society. For this latter reason, today, more than ever, 
it is necessary to reconsider the centrality of man, and it is on this assumption 
that all of Sorokin’s studies have developed. He placed mankind in its entirety at 
the centre, made up of individual personalities interacting with each other and 
embedded in their own social and cultural context of reference, because only 
mankind can act to emerge from the crisis that now appears irreversible – see, 
for example, the conflict in Ukraine and the hundreds of dead migrants in the 
Mediterranean Sea that do not seem to have found a solution. This led Sorokin 
to be the forerunner of a “positive sociology” or “humanistic sociology” (Nichols 
2012; Yogan 2015); that between the end of the last century and the beginning of 
the third millennium, many people hoped for (Berger 1963; Lee 1973, 1978; 
Goodwin 2003) and that could make a better world possible, as Sorokin already 
hoped for a century ago. The latter, in fact, based his studies on simple 
questions (the same ones that will be taken up by humanistic sociology) and 
that perhaps the social sciences and sociologists, in particular, have forgotten: 
what can improve the living conditions of individuals (no one excluded) and 
how can this be achieved? Humanistic sociology did nothing more than take up 
Sorokin (even without any direct reference) as he shifted the sociological 
dialectic to values to design and improve social systems for individuals and not 
consider the latter as instruments of social systems that do not meet or even 
understand their needs. 

Sorokin’s sociological studies are, therefore, all characterised by dynamism, 
but as will be seen in the various chapters of the book, many of them 
represented the cornerstones of certain strands of studies (i.e., just to name a 
few: those on social mobility, those on rural sociology, and those on altruism – 
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see chapters 4 and 8). For Sorokin, society and its sociocultural phenomena 
are not static. On the contrary, they are constructed and reconstructed by a 
continuous process of definition. This process leads to the opportunity to 
identify shared values and attitudes that underpin structure and actions, what 
has been defined as “cultural mentality” (Sorokin 1957). In this case, culture 
contains within itself the tools (language, symbols, signs, etc.) that give 
meaning because they are shared within a context that must then validate the 
action. It is, therefore, no coincidence that the cultural system is one of the 
three necessary elements together with society and personality (Sorokin 1948) 
for the analysis of sociocultural phenomena (see Chapter 5). Sorokin, 
however, does not provide a precise definition of what “human culture” is. He 
believes that it is not necessary to give a restrictive definition but rather a 
broad and generic one. This forced Kluckhohn and Kroeber (1952), in their 
study of the classification of definitions of culture, to place it either in the 
“normative definitions” (definitions that place emphasis on rules and values 
but also on behaviour) or in the category of “genetic definitions” (the 
emphasis, in this case, is on the idea that culture is a product of life and, 
therefore, ideas and symbols are emphasised). Obviously, for Sorokin, not 
everything is a “cultural phenomenon”. This becomes clear when considering 
the fact that for Sorokin, the social sciences deal with superorganic 
phenomena, i.e. those phenomena that are only of human beings and located 
in the world created by them. In this way, individuals, individually or in 
groups, perform the main function of agents and instruments of meanings, 
values and norms, i.e. producers of meaningful interactions.  

As previously stated, what is connected to the sociocultural dimension is 
not static; it is dynamic. The first aspect of dynamism is the way in which 
these systems of meanings, norms and values are created, reproduced and 
incorporated by individuals and groups. Human beings, in their daily life 
experience, are producers of meanings, norms and values because they have 
meaningful interactions. Here, however, we recall the cyclical movements of 
systems (Ideational, Sensate, and Idealistic) identified by Sorokin that are 
produced by transformations in the mental bases of individuals and are 
characterised by particular values and forms of knowledge (see Chapter 5). 
Cultural mentality concerns the experience linked to the thinking of 
individuals and the processes of symbolic mediation that enable the 
attribution of meaning. The theory of cyclical movements of mental systems – 
as it is called – is produced by the transformations of the mental bases of 
humans and groups. It is clear that an examination of the characteristics of 
the types of cultural mentalities is a different matter from an examination of 
the way in which these mentalities and their characteristics are distributed 
across cultural realities, with the attitude of individuals and groups to these 
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mentalities being a different matter. There is no single cultural system or a 
single form of it, nor is there a single approach to analysis. The different 
definitions of culture produced over the decades have not brought clarity to 
the concept since it has a high degree of relativity due to its inextricable link 
with social and individual aspects. Sorokin’s entire reflection is based on the 
inextricable linkage of these elements, which stringently links all cultural 
aspects (meanings, norms and values) to aspects of personality and the social. 
This passage outlines the reciprocity between the vital world and the social 
system. It represents the central moment in which attention is paid not only 
to the individual as the recipient of decisions but also to the individual as a 
“subject” and active participant in any decision-making process. This marks 
the shift from an approach that tends to reduce the social system to its 
instrumental aspects alone to one that pays attention to the overall 
meaningful interactions between individuals and all the other relevant 
variables that together constitute society. 

Sorokin’s focus never deviates, therefore, from the two foundations that 
characterise his entire theoretical framework: a) the indivisible sociocultural 
trinity: society, culture and personality (Sorokin 1962/1947). From the 
interactions of these three aspects and three further components (human 
beings, meanings and vehicles) arises the complexity of sociocultural 
phenomena and processes of meaningful human interaction; b) the idea of 
sociology as a science engaged in the study of meaningful interactions 
between the elements of sociocultural phenomena, and capable of pointing 
the way forward for the improvement of the living conditions of individuals. 
Hence his criticism of a certain negativistic way of working of the social 
sciences capable of bringing out only negative or pathological phenomena 
without ever highlighting the positive and healthy phenomena that also exist 
within all societies. 

Sorokin’s analysis of sociocultural changes as a consequence of crisis 
(Sorokin 1941a, 1948) and disasters (Sorokin 2010/1942) also fits into this 
theoretical framework – see Chapter 6. These studies appear to be as topical 
as ever at the time this book comes out due to the catastrophic effects of the 
SARS-CoV-2 pandemic on both our health and the socio-economic system 
and the crisis in Ukraine following Russia’s intervention. In the analysis he 
carries out, while the Second World War is underway in Europe, he identifies 
as a way out of the crisis the change in the cultural mentality and attitudes of 
individuals in the direction of the norms prescribed by the Sermon on the 
Mount (from this point on he will often be considered a prophet rather than a 
sociologist). This is because such a change would have entailed the 
development of a new model of economic and political structures. Sorokin 
attempts to outline the ways through which individuals can emerge from the 
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post-war crisis, and the only tool he identifies is altruism (Sorokin 1954a) 
which becomes an instrument of peace and survival. Sorokin is also 
considered one of the precursors of peace research (Eckhardt 1983), although 
this is known to few (see Chapter 7). According to our Russian-American 
sociologist (more Russian than American; I make this clear in more than one 
chapter, but particularly in Chapter 1), man’s impotence in being “creatively 
altruistic” is the fact that studies of the positive phenomena of society 
(solidarity, cooperation, altruism, etc.) have been neglected by the social 
sciences over the last four centuries. In light of this, for Sorokin, one of the 
first urgencies to be resolved was to correct the misconception of man and 
the sociocultural universe on the part of the social sciences and primarily 
sociology. Research plans were to be promoted that would study the “energies 
of the human being”, which he did in the Harvard Research Center in Creative 

Altruism in 1949-1959 (see Chapter 8).  

During his years of activity, Sorokin never stopped reflecting on the role of 
the social sciences in interpreting these transformations due to the constant 
changes in society. He was not wrong to do so, considering that even today, 
while a new way of thinking is developing which involves the organisational 
structures of the world’s major institutions, the social sciences still seem to 
have difficulties in interpreting these transformations (probably due to 
positions of excessive self-referentiality of the disciplines), but it is precisely 
in this constantly changing context that the social sciences can assume a 
primary role as sciences capable of understanding society in its entirety. This, 
however, obliges researchers to redefine paradigms, methodologies and 
methods so that knowledge takes the form of an integrated network 
experience. This form of knowledge results from comparisons and conflicts 
that materialise in a certain space and time in an integrated system of 
knowledge – something that Sorokin himself suggested many years ago with 
his integral method (see Chapter 2). This has remained unheeded.  

For the sake of its internal coherence and reasoning, the book has been 
divided into three parts, each descending from the most general to the most 
specific aspects; this same logic is also adopted within the individual parts. 
The First Part (Life Experiences and Ideas) consists of three chapters that 
together represent not only the highlights of Sorokin’s biography but also 
those of his academic and intellectual career. Chapter 1 constitutes what 
musicians call a “prelude” since it includes an extensive biography. As 
mentioned at the beginning, it is not possible to study an author without 
knowing the background of his life and experiences that contributed to the 
construction of his thought, with the main elements that characterise 
Sorokin’s sociology, which is a “positive sociology”, and what role this 
discipline should play, also being discussed. The biographical note is divided 
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into two major moments: Russian experiences – which dramatically marked 
him – corresponding to the period from his birth to 1922 (a period that also 
coincides with the two moments of the Russian revolution, years 1905-1906 
and from 1917 onwards), and the American experiences from 1923 to his 
death (mainly concerning his professional life).  

Chapter 2, on the other hand, pays attention to Sorokin’s integral method. 
The latter proposes his solution to the problem of constructing and 
maintaining meaningful correlations between sociological thought and 
autonomy from other sciences without, however, denying a necessary 
disciplinary integration and interdependence. The need for a sociology of 
knowledge makes it possible to highlight how systems of ideas are nothing 
more than the construction of reality, a multidimensional and multiform 
reality. Sorokin’s integralism makes it possible to highlight how many of the 
concepts and elements presented in the past are still relevant or topical for 
understanding the influences of forms of knowledge on the construction of 
reality, but at the same time, the development of societies and, the very 
relationship between individuals, knowledge and society. It is, therefore, 
desirable that an integral theory of knowledge develops and becomes 
reflexive knowledge capable of promoting the construction of connections in 
the living environments of and between subjects. Not by denying the 
autonomy of the individual disciplines of the social sciences (sociology, 
psychology, anthropology, etc.), but by abandoning the excess of self-
referentiality that makes all knowledge absolve itself within its own frames of 
reference and paradigms. 

Chapter 3 (Parsons and Sorokin at Harvard: the social construction of a 

conflict) reconstructs the dynamics of the conflict between Talcott Parsons 
and Pitirim A. Sorokin (two masters of twentieth-century sociological 
thought). The conflict that, for most, began with the circulation of Sorokin’s 
cyclostyled paper entitled “Similarities and Dissimilarities Between Two 
Sociological Systems” (1951a) but which, in actual fact, found its genesis with 
Sorokin’s arrival at Harvard just over twenty years earlier. It is precisely from 
this stage that this sort of intellectual journey into the relationship between 
these two scholars begins, one that not only characterised their individual 
academic careers but also influenced the thinking and orientations of 
American sociology in those years as well as western sociology in general.  

In the Second Part (Social and Cultural Dynamics), the focus is on the 
sociology of change that characterised almost all of Sorokin’s scientific 
production. Chapter 4 deals with some of Sorokin’s perhaps lesser-known 
areas of study, in which aspects of social mobility, rural sociology and that 
social dynamic he called the sex revolution, which qualified American society 
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as one characterised by “sex addiction” in the second half of the last century, 
are addressed.  

In Chapter 5, however, the focus shifts to that part of Sorokin’s thought that 
is probably best known, namely the cyclical theory of integrated cultural 
systems. These derive from the cultural mentalities (Ideational, Sensate and 
Idealistic) that have succeeded one another throughout history (cyclical 
movement theory). This chapter not only outlines the characteristics of these 
three systems but also the components of the “indivisible trinity” (personality, 
culture, and society). Chapter 6 closes this second part by proposing a reading 
of this Russian-American scholar’s thought related to the theme of the 
reconstruction of humanity, and this is done through the analysis of three of 
his works that have been strongly criticised in American academic circles The 

Crisis of Our Age (1941a), Man and Society in Calamity (2010/1942), and The 

Reconstruction of Humanity (1948). Beyond these critiques, many topical 
aspects of contemporary society concerning social changes and crises can be 
found in these works. Sorokin, in these works, not only analyses the reasons 
for crises but also proposes paths through which humanity can be 
reconstructed and the guiding role of sociology in undertaking these paths. 
Humanity as a whole, for the Russian-American sociologist, remains the only 
true creator of good living conditions for the individual himself.  

The last part (Social Resolution of Global Conflicts), consisting of only two 
chapters, connects to the remedy Sorokin identifies to get out of crises 
(altruism). Chapter 7 combines some of his early studies (i.e., Sociology of 

Revolution) with his pacifist commitment to the final part of his research 
activities. Known more as the sociologist of revolution and war, he can also be 
recognised as one of the pioneers of peace studies. In order to understand 
why Sorokin can be regarded as a pioneer of peace studies, however, we have 
to go back to the very last years he spent in Russia (and thus to his first 
studies). In this chapter, an attempt has been to try and trace a path from 
studies on the revolution and war (as the main causes for the loss of peace), 
through crisis studies to the pioneering ideas for the search for stability 
(peace) that serves as a necessary transition to finally arrive at the positive 
forces of humanity such as altruism. It is precisely altruism that is the topic of 
Chapter 8, the culmination of all Sorokin’s complex work in affirming a 
priority role for sociology, but also for the other human and social sciences, as 
well as the researcher and scholar in these disciplines as a promoter of 
change with beneficial effects for humanity. Satisfying the need for love and 
altruism can no longer be postponed as the assertion of a hyper-
individualistic attitude produced conflicts between individuals and groups 
whose negative effects reverberated on themselves. The controversy in 
American academia that arose because these ideas were considered “prophetic 
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and catastrophic visions” most likely arose from ignorance of both the earlier 
works and the works in which Sorokin condensed the treatment of altruistic 
creative love (Sorokin 1948, 1950a, 1950b, 1954a, 1954b) and the activities 
carried out at the Harvard Research Center in Creative Altruism (Sorokin 
1955a, 1963a, 1995). If the genesis of altruistic creative love can be traced in 
some earlier works (Sorokin 1941a, 2010/1942, 1948) in an unripe manner, the 
full maturity of the concept will come with all the activities carried out by the 
Center.  

This book presents itself as an attempt to condense Sorokin’s complex 
thought to also try to propose not only a sort of “rehabilitation” of this scholar 
who has perhaps been forgotten for too many years but also a reactivation of 
certain strands of study that today, as in Sorokin’s contemporary society, pose 
problems that need to be solved. 



 

 

 

 

 

PAGES MISSING 

 FROM THIS FREE SAMPLE 



 

References 

Abbottoni, Barbara. 2004. L’anima russa di Pitirim Aleksandrovich Sorokin. 
[The Russian Soul of Pitirim Aleksandrovich Sorokin]. Bologna: Edizioni 
Martina. 

Adair-Toteff, Christopher. 2016. Max Weber’s Sociology of Religion. Tübingen: 
Mohr Siebeck. 

Addams, Jane. 1910. Twenty Years at Hull-House with Autobiographical Notes. 
New York: The MacMillan Company. 

Alalykin-Izvekov, Vladimir. 2014. “Phenomenon of civilization: Pitirim A. 
Sorokin’s integralist approach and its limitations”. Biocosmology-neo-
Aristotelism 4, no. 3 (Summer): 315-336. 

Allen, Philip J., ed. 1963. Pitirim A. Sorokin in Review. Durham: Duke University 
Press. 

Antonovskiy, Alexander Yu. 2020. “Sorokin Pitirim Revisited. His Place in 
Social Philosophy as a Transdisciplinary Thinker”. Journal of Siberian 
Federal University. Humanities & Social Sciences 13, no. 8: 1250-1263. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.17516/1997-1370-0639. 

Berger, Peter L. 1963. Invitation to Sociology: A Humanistic Perspective. 
Garden City: Anchor Books. 

Berger, Peter L., and Luckmann, Thomas. 1966. The social construction of 
reality: A treatise in the sociology of knowledge. New York: Penguin Books. 

Blumer, Herbert. 1937. “Social Psychology”. In Man and Society: A Substantive 
Itrduction to the Social Science, edited by Emerson P. Schimdt, 144-198. New 
York: Prentice-Hall. 

Blumer, Herbert. 1951. Letter to Pitirim A. Sorokin. December 11, 1951. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, A-20. American 
Journal of Sociology. 

Bogardus, Emory S. 1925. “Measuring Social Distances”. Journal of Applied 
Sociology 9: 299-308. 

Boudon, Raymond. 1980. The Crisis in Sociology: Problems of Sociological 
Epistemology. Translated by Howard H. Davis. London: Palgrave Macmillan. 
(Original work published 1970). 

Bourdieu, Pierre. 2013. “In praise of sociology: Acceptance speech for the gold 
medal of the CNRS”. Sociology 47, no. 1: 7–14. 

Brick, Howard. 2000. “Talcott Parsons’s ‘Shift Away from Economics’, 1937-
1946”. The Journal of American History 87, no. 2: 490-514. 

Brinton, Crane. 1938. “Socio-Astrology”. Southern Review 3: 243-266. 
Buck, Pearl S. 1944. Letter to Pitirim A. Sorokin. April 5, 1944. Harvard University 

Archive, Records of the Sociology Department 1930-1944. 
Burawoy, Michael. 2005. “2004 American Sociological Association Presidential 

Address: For Public Sociology”. American Sociological Review 70, no. 1: 4-28. 



168   References 

 

Buxton, William. 1996. “Snakes and Ladders: Parsons and Sorokin at Harvard”. 
In Sorokin and Civilization: A Centennial Assessment, edited by Joseph B. 
Ford, Michel P. Richard, and Palmer C. Talbutt, 31-43. New Brunswick: 
Transaction Publishers.  

Bykov, Andrey. 2017. “Altruism: New perspectives of research on a classical 
theme in sociology of morality”. Current Sociology Review 65, no. 6:797-813. 

Caillé, Alain. 1988. Critique de la raison utilitaire. Manifeste du MAUSS [Critique 
of Utilitarian Reason. Manifesto of MAUSS]. Paris: Éditions la Découverte. 

Cimagalli, Folco. 2010. Sorokin. Attualità di un classico della sociologia 
[Sorokin. Topicality of a sociological classic]. Rome: Aracne. 

Cimagalli, Folco. 2017. “Pitirim Sorokin e il ruolo pubblico della sociologia”. 
[Pitirim Sorokin and the public role of sociology]. Sociologia LI, no. 3: 93-101. 

Cipolla, Costantino. 2022. Un'epistemologia con noi, oltre noi, per gli altri: 
Pitirim A. Sorokin [An epistemology with us, beyond us, for others: Pitirim 
A. Sorokin]. Milan: FrancoAngeli.  

Comte, Auguste. 1851-1854. Système de politique positive, ou Traité de sociologie 
(Voll. 4) [System of positive policy]. Paris: L. Mathias & Caeilian-Goeuey and 
Vor Dalmont. 

Comte, Auguste. 1852. Catéchisme positiviste [The catechism of positive 
religion]. Paris : Chez l'Auteur...et chez Carilian-Goeury et Vor Dalmont. 

Comte, Auguste. 1830-1842. Cours de philosophie positive [The Positive 
Philosophy]. 6 voll. Paris: Bachelier.  

Cort, David. 1957. “Sex Scares the Professor”. The Nation, March 23, 1957: 
255-256.  

Coser, Lewis A. 1977. Masters of sociological thought. Ideas in historical and 
social context, 2nd ed. New York: Harcourt Brace Javanovich. 

Coser, Lewis A. 1983. I maestri del pensiero sociologico [Masters of sociological 
thought]. Translated by Franca Montanari Orsello. Bologna: il Mulino. 
(Original work published 1977) 

D’Ambrosio, Joseph G., Anna C. Faul, and Research Fellow. 2014. “Love: 
Through the Lens of Pitirim Sorokin”. Analytic Teaching and Philosophical 
Praxis 34, no. 2: 36-46. 

D’Angelo, Giuseppe, and Emiliana Mangone. 2016. “Beyond the Disciplinary 
Borders: A New Challenge”. Journal of Mediterranean Knowledge 1, no. 1: 3-9.  

De Giacinto, Sergio. 1965. “In occasione della traduzione italiana di Fads and 
Foibles in Modern Sociology di P. A. Sorokin”. [On the occasion of the Italian 
translation of Fads and Foibles in Modern Sociology by P. A. Sorokin]. Studi 
di Sociologia 3, no. 4: 342-350. 

Di Lellio, Anna. 1985. “Le aspettative sociali di durata. Intervista a Robert K. 
Merton”. [Social expectations of duration. Interview with Robert K. Merton]. 
Rassegna Italiana di Sociologia xxvi 1: 3-26. 

Doykov, Yuri. 2008. Pitirim Sorokin. Cheloviek vne sezona: Biografija (1889-1922). 
Vol. 1. [Pitirim Sorokin. A Man out of Season: A Biography (1889-1922)]. 
Arkhangelsk: Samizdat.  

Du Bois, William E. B. 1903. The Souls of Black Folk. New York: Dover Publications. 



References  169 

 

Du Bois, William, and R. Dean Wright. 2002. “What Is Humanistic Sociology?”. 
The American Sociologist 33, no. 4: 5-36. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12108-
002-1016-0. 

Dungen, Peter van den. 1996. “Initiatives for the Pursuit and Institutionalization 
of Peace Research in Europe During the Inter-War Period (1919-1939)”. In 
Issues in Peace Research 1995-96, edited by Lee-A. Broadhead, 5-32. Bradford: 
University of Bradford.  

Durkheim, Émile. 1960. The Division of Labor in Society. Translated by George 
Simpson. Glencoe: The Free Press of Glencoe. (Original work published 
1893). 

Durkheim, Émile. 2005. Suicide: A study in sociology. Translated by John A. 
Spaulding and George Simpson. London: Routledge. (Original work published 
1897). 

Eckhardt, William. 1981. “Sorokin’s Studies of Revolution and War”. Peace Research 
13, no. 4: 182-190. 

Eckhardt, William. 1983. “Pioneers of peace research III: Pitirim A. Sorokin: 
Apostle of love”. International Interactions: Empirical and Theoretical Research 
in International Relations 10, no. 2: 147-177. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/030506 
28308434612 

Ellis, Albert. 1957. “Review of The American Sex Revolution by Pitirim A. 
Sorokin”. Marriage and Family Living 19, no. 3: 305-306. 

Ellwood, Charles A. 1907. “Sociology: Its Problems and Its Relation”. American 
Journal of Sociology 13, no. 3: 300-348. 

Ellwood, Charles A. 1931. “Scientific method in sociology”. Social Forces 10: 
15-21.  

Faris, Robert E. L. 1952. Letter to Pitirim A. Sorokin. January 4, 1952. University of 
Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, Pitirim Sorokin 
collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, A-24. American Sociological Review. 

Faris, Robert E. L. 1981. “Recollections of a Half Century of Life in the ASA”. 
The American Sociologist 16, no. 1: 49-52. 

Festinger, Leon. 1957. A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance. Stanford: Stanford 
University Press. 

Ford, Joseph B. 1963. “Sorokin as Philosopher”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin in 
Review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 39-66. Durham: Duke University Press. 

Ford, Joseph B. 2017. “Sorokin’s Methodology: Integralism as the Key”. In 
Sorokin and civilization: a centennial assessment, edited by Joseph B. Ford, 
Michel P. Richard, and Palmer C. Talbutt, 83-92. New York: Routledge. 
(Original edition of Transaction Publishers, 1996). 

Frayser, Suzanne G. and Thomas J. Whitby. 1995. Studies in Human Sexuality. 
A Selected Guide. Englewood: Libraries Unlimited. 

Gerhardt, Uta. 1996. “Talcott Parsons and the Transformation of German Society 
at the End of World War II”. European Sociological review, 12, no. 3: 303-325.  

Gerhardt, Uta. 2002. Talcott Parsons. An Intellectual Biography. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press. 

Gerhardt, Uta. 2017. “Confrontations and Controversies in the Theory of 
Talcott Parsons”. Sociologicky časopis 53, no. 3: 437–462. http://dx.doi.org/10 
.13060/00380288.2017.53.3.338 



170   References 

 

Ghini, Giuseppe. 2018. “Homo homini deus. Il discorso di P. Sorokin agli 
universitari di Pietrogrado, 1922”. [Homo homini deus. P. Sorokin’s speech 
to the Petrograd university students, 1922]. Studium 4: 585-595. 

Gillespie, Robert D. 1942. Psychological Effects of War on Citizen and Soldier. 
New York: Norton. 

Gini, Corrado. 1963. “How Gini of Italy Assesses Sorokin”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin 
in Review, edited Philip J. Allen, 306-317. Durham: Duke University Press.  

Goffman, Erving. 1959. The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life. Garden City: 
Doubleday. 

Goldthorpe, John H. 1997. “The Integration of Sociological Research and 
Theory”. Rationality and Society 9: 405-26. 

Goldthorpe, John H. 2000. On Sociology: Numbers, Narratives, and the 
Integration of Research and Theory. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Goodwin, Glenn A. 2003. “Toward a Paradigm for Humanistic Sociology”. 
Humanity & Society, 27(3), 340-354. https://doi.org/10.1177/0160597603027 
00315 

Gouldner, Alvin W. 1970. The Coming Crisis of Western Sociology. New York: 
Basic Books. 

Granberg, Leo H. 2018. “Pitirim Sorokin between East and West: Russian Traces 
in Rural Sociology”. Vestnik Udmurtskogo universiteta. Sociologiâ. Politologiâ. 
Meždunarodnye otnošeniâ 2, no. 3: 324-335. http://journals.udsu.ru/sociology 
/article/view/2614/2581 

Homans, George C. 1967. The Nature of Social Science. New York: Hartcourt. 
Jeffries, Vincent, Barry V. Johnston, Lawrence T. Nichols, Samuel P. Oliner, 

Edward Tiryakian, and Jay Weinstein. 2006. “Altruism and social solidarity: 
Envisioning a field of specialization”. The American Sociologist 37, no. 3: 67-
83. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12108-006-1023-7 

Jeffries, Vincent. 2006. “The Eleven Theses of Integralism”. In Integralism, 
Altruism and Reconstruction: Essays in Honor of Pitirim A. Sorokin, edited by 
Elvira del Pozo Aviñó, 43-57. València: Publicacions de la Universitat de 
València. 

Jeffries, Vincent, ed. 2014. The Palgrave Handbook of Altruism, Morality, and 
Social Solidarity: formulating a field of study. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

Johnston, Barry V. 1986. “Sorokin and Parsons at Harvard: Institutional 
Conflict and the Rise of a Hegemonic Tradition”. Journal of the History of the 
Behavioral Sciences 22 (April): 107-127.  

Johnston, Barry V. 1995. Pitirim A. Sorokin. An intellectual biography. 
Lawrence: University of Kansas Press.  

Johnston, Barry V. 1996. “Pitirim A. Sorokin (1889-1968): Pioneer and Pariah”. 
International Sociology 11, no. 2: 229-238. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/02685809 
6011002005 

Johnston, Barry V. 1998. “The Contemporary Crisis and the Social Relations 
Department at Harvard: A Case Study in Hegemony and Disintegration”. 
The American Sociologist 29, no. 3: 26-42. 

Johnston, Barry V. 1999. “Pitirim A. Sorokin on Order, Change and the 
Reconstruction of Society: An Integral Perspective”. Comparative Civilizations 
Review 41, no. 41: 25-41. 



References  171 

 

Johnston, Barry V. 2001. “Integralism, Altruism, and Social Emancipation: A 
Sorokinian Model of Prosocial Behavior and Social Organization”. Catholic 
Social Science Review 6: 41-55. 

Kerry, Paul E. 2016. “‘Confirm Thy Soul in Self-Control, Thy Liberty in Law’: 
New Insights into Pitirim Sorokin’s American Sex Revolution”. The Natural 
Family 30, no. 2: 147-167 

Kluckhohn, Clyde, and Alfred L. Kroeber. 1952. Culture. A Critical Review of 
Concepts and Definitions. New York: Vintage Books. 

Krotov, Pavel. 2012 “Pitirim Sorokin Studies in Russia in the Context of the 
New Section on Altruism, Morality, and Social Solidarity in the American 
Sociological Association”. The American Sociologist 43, no. 4: 366-373. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12108-012-9166-1 

Leccardi, Carmen. 2014. “Time of society and time of experience: Multiple 
times and social change”. Kronoscope 14, no. 1: 10-24. 

Lee, Alfred McC. 1973. Toward Humanist Sociology. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice 
Hall. 

Lee, Alfred McC. 1978. Sociology For Whom? New York: Oxford University 
Press. 

Lenin, Vladimir I. 2018. “The Valuable Admissions of Pitirim Sorokin”. Pravda, 
November 21, 1918. Updated July 15, 2021. https://www.marxists.org/archive/ 
lenin/works/1918/nov/20.htm 

Lennon, Joseph L. 1958. “Review of The American Sex Revolution by Pitirim A. 
Sorokin”. The American Catholic Sociological Review 19, no. 2: 154-155. 

Levine, Donald N. 1995. Visions of the Sociological Traditions. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press. 

Levin, Jeff, and Berton H. Kaplan. 2010. “The Sorokin multidimensional 
inventory of love experience (SMILE): Development, validation, and religious 
determinants”. Review of Religious Research 51, no. 4: 380-401.  

Levinson, Daniel J. 1964. “Toward a New Social Psychology: The Convergence 
of Sociology and Psychology”. Merrill-Palmer Quarterly of Behavior and 
Development 10, no. 1: 77-88. 

Lowell, Abbott L. 1929. Letter to Pitirim Sorokin. September 25, 1929. Harvard 
University Archive, Pusey Library, Lowell Papers. 

Lunden, Walter A. 1951. Letter to Pitirim A. Sorokin. December 8, 1951. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, L-26. Lunden, (Prof.) 
Walter A. 

Mace, David R. 1963. “Sorokin’s Theories on Sex and Society”. In Pitirim A. 
Sorokin in Review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 140-159. Durham: Duke University 
Press. 

MacIver, Robert M. 1920. Community: a sociological study, being an attempt to 
set out the nature and fundamental laws of social life. London: Macmillan 
and Co. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2015. Knowledge for the Future of Mediterranean. Cava 
de’ Tirreni: Areablu Edizioni. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2018a. Social and Cultural dynamics. Revisiting the work 
of Pitirim A. Sorokin. Cham: Springer.  



172   References 

 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2018b. Dalle “calamità” di Sorokin alla rinascita. La sociologia 
integrale per lo studio dei disastri. [From Sorokin’s “calamities” to rebirth. 
Integral sociology for the study of disasters]. Milan: FrancoAngeli. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2018c. “From calamities to disasters: Pitirim Aleksandrovič 
Sorokin’s insights”. Human Arenas 1, no. 1: 79-85. http://doi.org//10.1007/s42 
087-018-0001-2 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2018d. “The Reconstruction of a New System of Needs 
after a Post-War Emergency”. In Cultural Psychology of Intervention in the 
Globalized World, edited by Sanna Schliewe, Nandita Chaudhary and 
Giuseppina Marsico, 135-154. Charlotte: Information Age Publishing. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2019. “Limiti e opportunità delle scienze sociali”. [Limits 
and Opportunities of Social Sciences]. Culture e studi del sociale 4, no. 1: 3-13. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2020a. “Pitirim A. Sorokin’s Contribution to the Theory and 
Practice of Altruism”. Revue européenne des sciences sociales 58, no. 1: 149-175. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.4000/ress.6497 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2020b. “Sorokin, il ‘profeta anticonformista’ dell’‘altruismo 
universale’”. [Sorokin: the ‘Prophet Nonconformist’ of ‘Universal Altruism’]. 
Religioni e Società 97, no. 2: 94-100. http://dx.medra.org/10.19272/202031302010 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2020c. Beyond the Dichotomy between Altruism and 
Egoism. Society, Relationship and Responsibility. Charlotte: Information Age 
Publishing. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2021. “Dalla crisi del nostro tempo alla ricostruzione 
dell’umanità. Per una rilettura di Pitirim A. Sorokin”. [From the Crisis of Our 
Time to the Reconstruction of Humanity. For a Re-reading of Pitirim A. 
Sorokin]. Problemi dell’informazione XLVI, no. 1: 83-105. https/doi.org/10.1 
445/100130 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2022a. “Pitirim A. Sorokin y la recostrucción de la 
humanidad”. [Pitirim A. Sorokin and the Reconstruction of Humanity]. Revista 
CENTRA de Ciencias Sociales 1, no. 1: 11-28. https://doi.org/10.54790/rccs.12 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2022b. Solidarietà sociale [Social solidarity]. Milan: 
Mondadori. 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2022c. “Новаторские исследования Питирима Сорокина 
о мирном жизнеустройстве и возрождении человечества”. [Pitirim 
Sorokin’s Ground-breaking Research in Peaceful Life Order and Revival of 
Humanity]. Человек. Культура. Образование [Human. Culture. Education] 2, 
no. 44: 10-31. https//doi.org/10.34130/2233-1277-2022-2-10 

Mangone, Emiliana. 2022d. Dalla crisi alla rinascita dell’umanità. L’attualità 
di Pitirim A. Sorokin [From crisis to the rebirth of humanity. The relevance 
of Pitirim A. Sorokin]. Milan: FrancoAngeli. 

Mangone, Emiliana, and Alexander Dolgov. 2020. “Sorokin’s ‘Altruistic Creative 
Love’: Genesis, Methodological Issues, and Applied Aspects”. Human Arenas 3, 
no. 1: 6-22. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s42087-019-00058-w 

Manicas, Peter T. 1987. A History and Philosophy of the Social Sciences. Oxford: 
Basil Blackwell. 

Manyena, Siambabala B. 2006 “The concept of resilience”. Disasters 30, no. 4: 
433-450. 



References  173 

 

Marletti, Carlo A. 2018. “Pitirim A. Sorokin: contributo alla rivisitazione di un 
classi-co della sociologia”. [Pitirim A. Sorokin: a contribution to revisitation 
of a classic of sociology]. Quaderni di sociologia 76: 107-126. https://doi.org 
/10.4000/qds.1919 

Martindale, Don. 1975. Prominent sociologists since World War II. Columbus: 
Merrill. 

Marturano, Antonio. 2013. “A theory of everything-Ervin Laszlo and Antonio 
Marturano”. Integral Leadership Review 13, no. 1. Accessed May 18, 2022. 
https://integralleadershipreview.com/8020-fresh-perspective-a-theory-of-
everything-%C2%AD-ervin-laszlo-and-antonio-marturano/ 

Maslow, Abraham H., ed. 1959. New Knowledge in Human Values. Oxford: 
Harper. 

Matern, Frederick. 2017. “Sorokin, Maritain and Integral Sociology”. Maritain 
Studies XXXIII: 116-129. 

Mauss, Marcel. 2002. The gift: The form and reason for exchange in archaic 
societies. London: Routledge. (Original work published 1923–1924). 

Mead, George H. 1934. Mind, Self, and Society. From the Standpoint of a Social 
Behaviorist. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Merton, Robert K. 1980. “Talcott Parsons, 1902-1979. The Man and his Work. 
Memorial Session of the American Sociological Association. August 28th, 
1979”. The American Sociologist 15, no. 2: 60-71. 

Mills, Wright C. 1959. The Sociological Imagination. New York: Oxford University 
Press. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 1989. “Deviance and Social Sciences. The Instructive 
Historical Case of Pitirim Sorokin”. Journal of the History of the Behavioral 
Sciences 25: 335-355.  

Nichols, Lawrence T. 1998. “Social Relation Undone: Disciplinary Divergence 
and Departmental Politics at Harvard”. The American Sociologist 29, no. 2: 
83-107. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2005. “Integralism and positive psychology: a comparison 
of Sorokin and Seligman”. Catholic Social Science Review 10: 21-40. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2006. “The Diversity of Sorokin’s Integralism: Eastern, 
Western, Christian and Non-Christian Variants”. In Integralism, Altruism 
and Reconstruction: Essays in Honor of Pitirim A. Sorokin, edited by Elvira 
del Pozo Aviñó, 59-69. València: Publicacions de la Universitat de València. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2009. “Burawoy’s Holistic Sociology and Sorokin’s 
‘Integralism’: A Conversation of Ideas”. In Handbook of Public Sociology, 
edited by Vincent Jeffries, 27-46. Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2012. “North Central Sociological Association Presidential 
Address. Renewing sociology: Integral science, Solidarity, and Loving kindness”. 
Sociological Focus 45, no. 4: 261-273.  

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2014. “Modern Roots of the Sociology of Love: Tolstoy, 
Addams, Gandhi, and Sorokin”. In The Palgrave Handbook of Altruism, 
Morality, and Social Solidarity: formulating a field of study, edited by Jeffries 
Vincent, 149-175. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2017. Public Sociology: The Contemporary Debate. London: 
Routledge. 



174   References 

 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2020. “Sorokin’s Amitology and Lewis’s Four Loves: 
Integrating Scientific and Artistic Imaginations”. Human Arenas 3, no. 1: 23–
37. https://doi.org/10.1007/s42087-019-00074-w 

Nichols, Lawrence T. 2022. “Sorokin, Parsons and Harvard: Rivalry, Status 
Reversal and Stratification in Science”. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sotsialnoy 
antropologii [The Journal of Sociology and Social Anthropology] 25, no. 1: 7-
51. https://doi.org/10.31119/jssa.2022.25.1.1 

Nicolescu, Basarab. 1985. Nous, la particule et le monde [We, the particle and 
the world]. Paris: Le Mail. 

Nieli, Russell. 2006. “Critic of the Sensate Culture: Rediscovering the Genius of 
Pitirim Sorokin”. The Political Science Reviewer 35: 264–379. 

No writer attributed. 1951, December 12. “Sorokin Hits Parsons’ New Volume”. 
The Harvard Crimson. Accessed August 1, 2021. https://www.thecrimson.com 
/article/1951/12/12/sorokin-hits-parsons-new-volume-pin/ 

No writer attributed. 1951. December 13. “Parsons Calls Sorokin Controversy On 
Book Similarities ‘Oversight’”. The Harvard Crimson. Accessed August 1, 2021. 
https://www.thecrimson.com/article/1951/12/13/parsons-calls-sorokin-
controversy-on-book/ 

No writer attributed. 1957. November 16. “Professors Request End of Arms 
Race”. The Harvard Crimson. Accessed July 16, 2022. https://www.thecrimson. 
com/article/1957/11/16/professors-request-end-of-arms-race/ 

Nygren, Anders. 1982. Agape and Eros. Translated by Philip S. Watson. London: 
Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge. (Original work published 1937). 

Ogburn, William F. 1923. Social Change with Respect to Culture and Original 
Nature. London: George Allen & Unwin. 

Pareto, Vilfredo. 1916-1923. Trattato di Sociologia Generale [A treatise on 
general sociology]. 3 Voll. Florence: G. Barbera. 

Park, Robert E., Ernest W. Burgess, and Roderick D. McKenzie. 1925. The City. 
Chicago: The University of Chicago Press. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1928. “‘Capitalism’ in Recent German Literature: Sombart 
and Weber”. The Journal of Political Economy 36: 641-661. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1929. “‘Capitalism’ in Recent German Literature: Sombart 
and Weber - Concluded”. The Journal of Political Economy 37: 31-51.  

Parsons, Talcott. 1935. “The Place of Ultimate Values in Sociological Theory”. 
International Journal of Ethics 45: 282-316. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1937. The Structure of Social Action. A Study in Social Theory 
with Special Reference to a Group of Recent European Writers. New York: 
Mcgraw-Hill Book Company. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1940. “An Analytical Approach to the Theory of Social 
Stratification”. The American Journal of Sociology, 45, no. 6: 841-862.  

Parsons, Talcott. 1944. Letter to Paul S. Buck. April 3, 1944. Harvard University 
Archive, Parsons Papers. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1951a. The Social System. Glencoe: The Glencoe University Press. 
Parsons, Talcott. 1951b. Letter to Pitirim A. Sorokin. November 27, 1951. 

University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, P-11. PA - General. 



References  175 

 

Parsons, Talcott. 1970. “On Building Social System Theory: A Personal History”. 
Daedalus 99, no. 4: 826-881. 

Parsons, Talcott, and Edward A. Shils, eds. 1951. Toward a General Theory of 
Action. Harvard: Harvard University Press. 

Perry, Ronald W. 2007. “What Is a Disaster?” In Handbook of Disaster Research, 
edited by Havidan Rodríguez, Enrico L. Quarantelli and Russel R. Dynes, 1-
15. New York: Springer.  

Piaget, Jean. 1972. “L’épistémologie des relations interdisciplinaires”. [The 
epistemology of interdisciplinary relations]. In L’interdisciplinarité : problèmes 
d’enseignement et de recherche dans les universités [Interdisciplinarity: 
teaching and research problems in universities], edited by OCDE. Paris: 
OCDE. Accessed May 18, 2022. https://www.fondationjeanpiaget.ch/fjp/site/ 
textes/VE/jp72_epist_relat_interdis.pdf  

del Pozo Aviñó, Elvira. 2006. Integralism, Altruism and Reconstruction. Essays 
in Honor of Pitirim A. Sorokin. València: PUV. 

Richardson, Lewis F. 1950. Statistics of Deadly Quarrels. Chicago: Quadrangle 
Books.  

Richardson, Lewis F. 1960. Arms and Insecurity. Pittsburgh: Boxwood Pre. 
Rodríguez, Havidan, Enrico L. Quarantelli, and Russell R. Dynes, eds. 2007. 

Handbook of Disaster Research. New York: Springer. 
Romano, Mary A., ed. 2002. Lost Sociologists Rediscovered. New York: The 

Edwin Mellen Press. 
Rusu, Mihai S. 2018. “Theorizing love in sociological thought: Classical 

contributions to a sociology of love”. Journal of Classical Sociology 20, no. 1: 3-20.  
Satkiewicz, Stephen T. 2020. “War as a Complex Reality: Comparative Analysis 

of the Studies on war and peace by Clausewitz and Pitirim Sorokin”. 
Biocosmology – Neo-Aristotelism 10, no. 3&4: 441-464. 

Schein, Edgar H. 1985. “Defining Organizational Culture”. In Classics of 
Organization Theory (3 vol.), edited by Jay M. Shafritz and Philip H. 
Whitbeck, 490-502. Oak Park: Moore Publishing Company. 

Scheler, Max. 1980. Problems of a Sociology of Knowledge. Translated by Manfred 
S. Frings. London: Routledge & Kegan Paul. (Original work published 1924). 

Schütz, Alfred. 1967. The Phenomenology of the Social World. Translated by 
George Walsh and Fredrick Lehnert. Evanston: Northwestern University 
Press. (Original work published 1932). 

Simmel, Georg. 1984. “On Love (A Fragment)”. In On Women, Sexuality, and 
Love, edited by Guy Oakes, 153-192. New Haven: Yale University Press. 

Smith, T. Lynn. 1957. “Rural Sociology in the United States and Canada a 
Trend Report”. Current Sociology, 6, no. 1: 5-18. 

Smith, T. Lynn. 1963. “Sorokin’s Rural-Urban Principles”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin 
in Review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 188-205. Durham: Duke University Press. 

Sofritti, Federico. 2018. “Pitirim Aleksandrovich Sorokin. Ascesa, declino e 
ritorno di un maestro del pensiero sociologico”. [Pitirim Aleksandrovich 
Sorokin. Rise, decline and return of a master of sociological thought] The 
Lab’s Quarterly 1, no. 1: 7-29. 



176   References 

 

Sorgi, Tommaso. 1975. “La sociologia integrale di P.A. Sorokin”. [The Integral 
Sociology of P.A. Sorokin]. Sociologia 1: 5-47. 

Sorgi, Tommaso. 1985. La sociologia del profondo in P. A. Sorokin. [The 
sociology of the deep in P. A. Sorokin]. Pescara: Libreria dell'Università. 

Sorokin, Pavel. 2018. “Emiliana MANGONE, Social and Cultural Dynamics: 
Revisiting the Work of Pitirim A. Sorokin”. Revue européenne des sciences 
sociales 56, no. 2: 279-282. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. n.d. The Nature of Sociology and its Relation to other 
Sciences. University Archives & Special Collections, P.A. Sorokin fonds, 
MG449, I, A, 3. Saskatchewan: University of Saskatchewan. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1914. Преступление и кара: Социологический этюд об 
основных формах общественного поведения и морали [Crime and 
Punishment: A Sociological Study of Basic Social Behaviour and Morality]. 
St. Petersburg: Ya. G. Dolbyshev. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1918. “Письмо в редакцию” [Letter to the editor]. 
Крестьянские и Рабочие Думы [Peasants’ and Workers’ Thoughts], October 
29, 1918. Accessed July 16, 2021. https://www.gumer.info/bibliotek_Buks/Sociolog 
/Sorokin/29.php 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1920. Sistema soziologii. 2 voll. [The System of Sociology]. 
St. Petersburg: Kolos. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1922a. РЕЧЬ НА ТОРЖЕСТВЕННОМ СОБРАНИИ В 
ДЕНЬ 103-й ГОДОВЩИНЫ ПЕТЕРБУРГСКОГО УНИВЕРСИТЕТА, 21 
ФЕВРАЛЯ 1922 г. [Speech at the solemn meeting on the 103d anniversary 
of St. Petersburg University, 21st February 1922]. Accessed July 16, 2021. 
https://www.gumer.info/bibliotek_Buks/Sociolog/Sorokin/37.php  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1922b. Голод как фактор. Влияние голода на поведение 
людей, социальную организацию и общественную жизнь, издтерал 
колос, Петроград, Колос [Hunger as a Factor. The Impact of Hunger on 
Human Behavior, Social Organization and Social Life]. St. Petersburg: Kolos. 
(Destroyed by the Russian authorities). 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1922c. “Social Mobility. Concemptions of Social mobility 
and Its Forms”. Journal of applied Sociology 11: 21-32. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1924. Leaves From a Russian Diary. New York: E. P. Dutton & Co. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1925. The Sociology of Revolution. Philadelphia and London: 

J. B. Lippincott Company. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1927. Social Mobility. New York: Harper. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1928. Contemporary Sociological Theory. New York: Harper.  
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1931. “Sociology as a Science”. Social Forces 10, no. 1: 21-27. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1935. Letter to Parsons. November 11, 1935. Harvard University 

Archive/Pusey Library. Parsons’s papers. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1937a. Social & Cultural Dynamics. Vol. I: Fluctuation of 

Forms of Art. New York: American Book Company. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1937b. Social & Cultural Dynamics. Vol. II: Fluctuation of 

Systems of Truth, Ethics, Law. New York: American Book Company. 



References  177 

 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1937c. Social & Cultural Dynamics. Vol. III: Fluctuation of 
Systems of Social Relationships, War and Revolution. New York: American 
Book Company. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1938. “A Neglected Factor of War”. American Sociological 
Review 3, no. 4: 475-486. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1940. “Conservative Christian Anarchy”. The Harvard 
Progressive 4 (February): 13-15. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1941a. The Crisis of Our Age. The Social and Cultural Outlook. 
New York: E.P. Dutton & Co. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1941b. Social & Cultural Dynamics. Vol. IV: Basic Problems, 
Principles and Methods. New York: Bedminster Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1941c. “Declaration of Independence of the Social Sciences”. 
Social Sciences 16, no. 3: 221-229.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1942. “The Cause and Factors of War and Peace”. The 
Annual Report of the American Historical Association 3: 83-95.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1944a. Russia and the United States. New York: E.P. Dutton 
& Co. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1944b. “The Conditions and Prospects for a World Without 
War”. American Journal of Sociology 49, no. 5: 441- 449. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1948. The Reconstruction of Humanity. Boston: The Bacon 
Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1949. “Harvard ‘Anti-Hate’ Center to Blueprint Plan for 
Peace”. The Boston Globe, February 15, 1949: 26. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1950a. Altruistic Love: A Study of American Good Neighbors 
and Christian Saints. Boston: Beacon Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1950b. ed. Exploration in Altruistic Love and Behavior: A 
Syposium. Boston: Beacon Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1950c. “Nine Theses on War and Peace”. In God and the 
Nations, edited by Paul Newton Poling, 106-128. Garden City: Doubleday & 
Company. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1950d. Social Philosophies of an Age of Crisis. Boston: Beacon 
Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951a. Similarities and Dissimilarities Between Two 
Sociological Systems. University of Saskatchewan: University Archives and 
Special Collections, Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, B. Articles, Addresses, 
and Papers, 5. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951b. “Amitology as an Applied Science of Amity and Unselfish 
Love”. In Soziologische Forschung in Unserer Zeit [Research in Our Time], edited 
by Karl G. Specht, 277-279. Wiesbaden: VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951c. Letter to Howard W. Odum. December 5, 1951. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, O-2. Odum, Prof. 
Howard W. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951d. Letter to Leopold von Wiese. December 3, 1951. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 



178   References 

 

Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, W-24. Wiese, Dr. 
L.V. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951e. Letter to Walter A. Lunden. December 5 and 11, 1951. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, L-26. Lunden, (Prof.) 
Walter A. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951f. Letter to The Editor Harvard Crimson. December 12, 
1951. University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, F-3. Fan Mail. 2 files. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1951g. S. O. S.: The Meaning of Our Crisis. Boston: The Beacon 
Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1954a. The Ways and power of Love. Types, Factors and 
Techniques of Moral Transformation. Boston: Beacon Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A., ed. 1954b. Forms and Techniques of Altruistic Spiritual 
Growth; A Symposium, Boston, Beacon Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1954c. “The Case Against Sex Freedom”. New York Herald 
Tribune, January 3, 1954: 7, 32 and 39.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1955a. “Les travaux du Centre de recherches de Harvard 
sur l’altruisme créateur”. [The Harvard Research Center's work on creative 
altruism]. Cahier internationaux de sociologie 19: 92-103. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1955b. “Testomania”. Harvard Educational Review XXV, no. 
4: 199-213. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1955c. “Foreign Policy of Peace”. Japan News, 17 July, 1955: 3. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1956a. Fads and Foibles in modern sociology and related 

sciences. Chicago: Henry Regnery Company. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1956b. The American Sex Revolution. Boston: Porter 

Sargent Publisher. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1956c. “No Real Peace Policy”. Liberation 1, no. 1: 11-14. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1957. Social & Cultural Dynamics. A Study of Change in Major 

Systems of Art, Truth, Ethics, Law and Social Relationships. Boston: Porter 
Sargent Publisher.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1958a. “A philosopher of love at Harvard”. In This is my 
philosophy. Twenty of the world’s outstanding thinkers reveal the deepest 
meaning they have found in life, edited by Whit Burnett, 178-180. London: 
George Allen & Unwin. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1958b. “Integralism is My Philosophy”. In This is my 
philosophy. Twenty of the world’s outstanding thinkers reveal the deepest 
meaning they have found in life, edited by Whit Burnett, 180-189. London: 
George Allen & Unwin. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1958c. “Love - The Most Effective Force in the World”. 
Guideposts 13, no. 2: 16-17.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1959a. “The Mysterious Energy of Love”. Science of Mind 
XXXII: 3-7. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1959b. Social and Cultural Mobility. Glencoe: The Free Press. 



References  179 

 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1960. “Mutual Convergence of the United States and U.S.S.R. 
to the Mixed Sociocultural type”. International Journal of Comparative 
Sociology 1, no. 2: 143-176. https://doi.org/10.1163/156854260X00148 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1961. Letter to President of the United States. May 23, 1961. 
Updated July 19, 2021. https://pitirimsorokin.com/2020/03/03/sorokin-letter 
-to-president-kennedy/  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1962. Society, Culture, and Personality: Their Structure and 
Dynamics. A System of General Sociology. New York: Cooper Square 
Publishers. (Original edition of Harper & Brothers, 1947). 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1963a. A Long journey. The Autobiography of Pitirim A. 
Sorokin. New Haven: College and University Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1963b. “Sociology of my mental life”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin 
in review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 3-36. Durham: Duke University Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1963c. “Reply to Criticisms of My Integral System of knowledge 
by Professor Joseph B. Ford and Dr. Daya Krishna”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin in 
review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 383-400. Durham: Duke University Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1963d. Letter to Hyman Rodman. November 20, 1963. 
University of Saskatchewan, University Archives and Special Collections, 
Pitirim Sorokin collection, MG 449, IX. Correspondence, M-32. Merrill-
Palmer Institute 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1964a. Sociocultural Causality, Space, Time. A study of 
Referential Principles of Sociology and Social Science. New York: Russell & 
Russell. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1964b. The Basic Trends of Our Times. New Haven: College 
and University Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1965. “Sociology of Yesterday, Today and Tomorrow”. American 
Sociological Review 30, no. 6: 833-843. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1966. Sociological Theories of Today. New York and London: 
Harper & Row. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1968. “Illusions and Self Deceptions of Modern Man”. Mens & 
Maatschappij 43, no. 1: 3-13.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1975. Hunger as a Factor in Human Affairs. Gainsville: 
University of Florida Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1989. “On Sorokin”. Science in Context 3: 299-302. 
Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1995. “Studies of the Harvard Research Center in Creative 

Altruism”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin. On the Practice of Sociology, edited by Barry 
V. Johnston, 305-316. Chicago: Chicago University Press. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1998a. “Studies of the Harvard Research Center in Creative 
Altruism”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin. On the Practice of Sociology, edited by Barry 
V. Johnston, 305-316. Chicago: Chicago University Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 1998b. “The Boundaries and Subject Matter of Sociology”. In 
Pitirim A. Sorokin. On the Practice of Sociology, edited by Barry V. Johnston, 59-
70. Chicago: Chicago University Press.  

Sorokin, Pitirim A. 2010. Man and Society in Calamity. New Brunswick: 
Transaction Publishers. (Original edition of E.P. Dutton & Co., 1942). 



180   References 

 

Sorokin, Pitirim A., and Walter A. Lunden. 1959. Power and Morality: Who 
Shall Guard the Guardians?. Boston: Porter Sargent Publisher. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A., and Robert K. Merton. 1937. “Social Time: A Methodological 
and Functional Analysis”. American Journal of Sociology 42, no. 5: 615-629. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A., and Carle C. Zimmerman. 1929. Principles of Rural-Urban 
Sociology. New York: Henry Holt. 

Sorokin, Pitirim A., Carle C. Zimmerman, and Charles J. Galpin. 1930-1932. A 
Systematic Source Book in Rural Sociology. 3 Voll. Minneapolis: The University 
of Minnesota Press. 

Thoits, Peggy A. 1995. “Social Psychology: The Interplay between Sociology 
and Psychology Source”. Social Forces 73, no. 4: 1231-1243. 

Thomas, Debora S.K., Brenda D. Phillips, Alice Fothergill, Lynn Blinn-Pike, 
eds. 2010. Social Vulnerability to Disaster. Boca Raton: CRC. 

Tibbs, A. E. 1943. “Book Reviews of ‘Social and Cultural Dynamics’: A Study in 
Wissenssoziologie”. Social Forces 21, no. 4: 473-480. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 1979. “The Significance of Schools in the Development of 
Sociology”. In Contemporary Issues in Theory and Research: A Metasociological 
Perspective, edited by William E. Snizek, Ellsworth R. Fuhrman and Michael K. 
Miller, 211–233. Westport: Greenwood Press. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 1979-1980. “Post-Parsonsian Sociology”. Humboldt Journal 
of Social Relations 7, no. 1: 17-32. 

Tiryakian, Edward A. 2013. “Remembering Talcott Parsons and Pitirim Sorokin. 
Parsons Was About 5’6” or 5’5” but When He Started to Speak, He Got to Be Six Feet 
Five”. Accessed August 1, 2021. https://cdclv.unlv.edu/archives/interactionism/ 
goffman/tiryakian_11.html 

Tönnies, Ferdinand. 2003. Community and Society. Mineola: Dover Publications. 
(Original work published 1887). 

Tsypanov, Evgeny A. 2021. “Языковые ошибки в переводе автобиографической 
книги Питирима Сорокина ‘A long Journey’ на коми язык” [Language errors 
in the translation of Pitirim Sorokin’s autobiographical book ‘A Long Journey’ 
into the Komi language]. Вестник угроведения [Bulletin of Ugric studies] 11, no. 
1: 130-138. doi: 10.30624/2220-4156-2021-11-1-130-138. 

Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México. 1952. “La Universidad Nacional 
otorga el Grado de Doctor Honoris Causa al Sociólogo Pitirim A. Sorokin”. 
Revista Mexicana de Sociología 14, no. 3: 463-465. 

Unwin, Joseph D. 1934. Sex and Culture. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Vexliard, Alexandre. 1963. “Sorokin’s psychological theories”. In Pitirim A. Sorokin 

in review, edited by Philip J. Allen, 160-188. Durham: Duke University Press. 
Weber, Max. 1930. The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism. Translated 

by Talcott Parsons. London: Allen & Unwin.  
Weber, Max. 1963. Sociology of Religion. Boston: Beacon Press. 
Weinstein, Jay. 2000. “Creative Altruism: restoring Sorokin’s Applied Sociology”. 

Journal of Applied Sociology 17, no. 1: 86-117. 
Wiese, Leopold von. 1952-1953. Ein Neues Amerikanisches Sammelwerk. [A 

New American Collective Work]. Kölner Zeitschrift für Soziologie 5, no. 1: 87-98. 



References  181 

 

Wright, Quincy. 1957. The Value for Conflict Resolution of a General Discipline 
of International Relations. Journal of Conflict Resolution 1, no. 1: 3-8.  

Wuthnow Robert. 1993. “Altruism and Sociological Theory”. Social Service Review 
67, no. 3: 344-357. 

Yogan, Lissa. 2015. “North Central Sociological Association Presidential Address, 
2014: Positively Teaching Positive Sociology”. Sociological Focus 48, no. 1: 1-15. 

Zafirovski, Milan. 2001. “Parsons and Sorokin. A comparison of the Founding 
of American Sociological Theory Schools”. Journal of Classical Sociology 1, 
no. 2: 227-256. 

Ziegenfuss, Werner, and Gertrud Jung. eds. 1950. Philosphen - Lexikon: 
Handworteruch der Philosophie nach Personen. [Philosophers - Encyclopaedia: 
Handwritten Dictionary of Philosophy by Persons]. Berlin: Walter de Gruyter 
& Co. 

Zyuzev, Nikolay F. 2018. “Review of Emiliana Mangone. Social and Cultural 
Dynamics: Revisiting the Work of Pitirim A. Sorokin”. Cham, Springer 
International Publishing AG, 2018, p. 90. (In Russian). Nasledie, no. 13: 168-171. 

Zyuzev, Nikolay F. 2019a. Питирим Сорокин: учение и жизнь [Pitirim Sorokin: 
Theory and Life]. СыктывкарИ: зд-во СГУ им. Питирима Сорокина. 

Zyuzev, Nikolay F., ed. 2019b. Черновики Питирима Сорокина: сборник 
архивных материалов [Pitirim Sorokin’s Draft Copies. Select Archive 
Materials]. Syktyvkar: Pitirim Sorokin SyktSU Publishing House. 

Zyuzev, Nikolay F., and Alihan Mamedov, ed. 2022. Pitirim Sorokin’s Draft 
Copies: Periodical Papers (in Russian). Syktyvkar: SyktSU Publishing House. 





 

Index 

A 

Abbottoni, Barbara, 6, 167 
Adair-Toteff, Christopher, 148, 167 
Adams House group, 58 
Addams, Jane, 142, 167, 173 
Agape, 148, 174 
aggregates 

aggregate, 37, 41 
Alalykin-Izvekov, Vladimir, 45, 167 
Allen, Philip J., 89, 167, 169, 170, 

171, 175, 178, 179, 180 
Allport, Gordon W., 53, 60, 62, 67 
altruistic conducts, 122, 151 
altruistic creative love, xv, 123, 

127, 141, 143, 145, 147, 153, 159, 
160 

American Sociological Association, 
16, 30, 61, 62, 142, 165, 167, 171, 
173 

amitology, 24, 35, 40, 47, 122 
antagonist, 114 
antagonistic behaviour, 114 
anti-Czarist revolution, 6 
antidote, 145, 159 
Antonovskiy, Alexander, 9, 41, 167 

B 

beauty, 101, 103, 145, 149, 150, 
155, 159 

Bechterev, Vladimir, viii, 7 
Berger, Peter L., ix, 25, 35, 167 
Berthoud, Gérard, 142 
biological conscious, 101 
biological unconscious, 101 
Blumer, Herbert, 65, 100, 167 
Bogardus, Emory S., 77, 167 

Boudon, Raymond, 17, 167 
Bourdieu, Pierre, 35, 167 
Brick, Howard, 60, 167 
Brinton, Crane, 70, 167 
Buck, Paul H., 58, 60, 167, 174 
Burawoy, Michael, 30, 35, 167, 173 
Burbank, Harold H., 54, 56 
Burgess, Ernest W., 65, 81, 174 
Burnett, Whit, 3, 111, 178 
Buxton, William, 49, 70, 168 
Bykov, Andrey, 142, 168 

C 

Cabot, Richard, 53, 54 
Caillé, Alain, 142, 168 
Chicago School, 80, 81 
Cimagalli, Folco, 163, 164, 168 
Cipolla, Costantino, 164, 168 
coincidentia oppositorum, 5, 34, 

41, 124, 158 
Cold War, 15, 137, 138, 139, 145 
compulsory, 114, 159 
Comrade Ivan, 6 
Comte, Auguste, 22, 93, 112, 141, 

142, 165, 168 
conductors 

conductor, 9, 10, 41, 109, 110 
conflicting, 43, 64, 101, 114, 154 
Congeries 

congeries, 94 
conscious, 4, 19, 26, 43, 44, 94, 99, 

101, 103, 122, 158 
conservative Christian anarchist, 

21, 161 
Constituent Assembly, 8, 10 
contractual, 114, 159 
cooperative, 114, 135 



184   Index 

 

Cort, David, 87, 168 
Coser, Lewis A., vi, vii, 20, 91, 161, 

163, 168 
cultural mentality 

mentality of culture, x, xi, 38, 39, 
91, 98, 100, 113, 114, 150 

cultural phenomenon 
sociocultural phenomenon, x 

Czechoslovakian Republic, 4, 8, 12 

D 

D’Ambrosio, Joseph G., 149, 168 
D’Angelo, Giuseppe, 34, 168 
Dasein, 36 
De Giacinto, Sergio, 17, 168 
de Roberty, Evgenij V., viii, 6, 7, 17 
del Pozo Aviñó, Elvira, 164, 170, 

173, 175 
Department of Social Relations, 

14, 58, 60, 62 
Department of Sociology, 13, 14, 

52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 60, 67, 81, 111 
Di Lellio, Anna, 54, 55, 168 
Dolgov, Alexander, 15, 25, 114, 

148, 163, 172 
Doykov, Yuri, 8, 168 
Du Bois, William, 26, 100, 168, 169 
Dungen, Peter van den, 127, 169 
Durkheim, Émile, viii, 27, 28, 47, 

54, 83, 112, 114, 142, 169 
Dynes, Russell R., 117, 175 

E 

Eastern Sociological Society, 59 
Eckhardt, William, xii, 8, 121, 128, 

129, 169 
Elliott, William Y., 53 
Ellis, Albert, 90, 169 
Ellwood, Charles A., 17, 31, 169 

empirical-sensory, 19, 33, 42, 43, 
44, 102, 119 

erklären, 18, 45 
Eros, 148, 174 

F 

Faris, Robert E. L., 64, 66, 67, 169 
Faul, Anna C., 149, 168 
Festinger, Leon, 117, 169 
Ford, Joseph B., 19, 46, 47, 53, 60, 

168, 169, 179 
Frayser, Suzanne G., 87, 169 

G 

Galpin, Charles J., 13, 55, 83, 180 
Gay, Edwin F., 53, 56 
general sociology, 27, 174 
Gerhardt, Uta, 49, 50, 59, 70, 169 
Ghini, Giuseppe, 10, 170 
Gillespie, Robert D., 117, 170 
Gini, Corrado, vii, 161, 163, 170 
God, 97, 135, 148, 149, 152, 157, 

177 
Godbout, Jaques T., 142 
Goffman, Erving, vi, 49, 63, 71, 170 
Goldthorpe, John H., 29, 170 
goodness, 101, 141, 149, 155 
Goodwin, Glenn A., ix, 25, 26, 170 
Gouldner, Alvin, 170 
grace of love, 159 
Granberg, Leo H., 83, 86, 170 
Great Russian Plain, 10, 128 

H 

Harvard Research Center in 

Creative Altruism, xii, xv, 15, 61, 
136, 141, 143, 147, 179 



Index  185 

 

Harvard University, 13, 52, 54, 67, 
68, 71, 143, 144, 167, 171, 174, 
175, 176 

Hobhouse, Leonard T., 93 
Homans, George C., 18, 33, 40, 57, 

170 
homo socius, 115, 128 

socius, 27 
Hooton, Earnest A., 53 
human beings interacting, 19 
human ecology, 81 
humanistic sociology, 16, 25 

I 

Idealfaktoren, 37 
Idealistic 

Idealistic system, x, xiv, 19, 38, 
39, 41, 93, 96, 97, 98, 100, 112 

Ideational 
Ideational system, x, xiv, 19, 38, 

39, 41, 93, 96, 97, 98, 100, 112 
indivisible trinity 

indivisible sociocultural trinity, 
vii, xi, xiv, 29, 39, 93, 99, 103, 
144, 162 

Integralism 
integral theory of sociology, 17, 

18, 19, 27, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 
46, 95, 169, 170, 171, 173, 175, 
178 

intuition, 19, 42, 44, 47, 102, 119, 
122, 160, 165 

Izzo, Alberto, vi 

J 

Jeffries, Vincent, 45, 46, 142, 165, 
170, 173 

Johnston, Barry V., viii, 13, 20, 42, 
49, 52, 53, 55, 56, 58, 60, 70, 142, 
160, 161, 165, 170, 171, 179 

Joslyn, Carl, 53 

K 

Kennedy, John F., 16, 139 
Kerensky, Alexander, 8, 9 
Kerry, Paul E., 87, 171 
Kluckhohn, Clyde, x, 60, 62, 103, 

171 
Komi 

Komi Republic, 3, 4, 63, 166, 180 
Kovalevsky, Maksim M., viii, 6, 7 
Kroeber, Alfred l., x, 103, 171 
Krotov, Pavel, 142, 165, 171 

L 

Latouche, Serge, 142 
Laville, Jean-L., 142 
Lazlo, Ervin, 34 
Leccardi, Carmen, 101, 171 
Lee, Alfred McClug, ix, 25, 26, 169, 

171 
Lenin, 8, 9, 171 
Lennon, Joseph L., 88, 171 
Levine, Donald N., 45, 171 
Levinson, Daniel J., 33, 171 
Lilly Endowment, 15, 143 
Lilly, Eli, 15, 143 
logical reading, 39, 95 
love energy, 24, 148, 150, 151 
Lowell, Abbott L., 52, 53, 54, 55, 57, 

171 
Luckmann, Thomas, 35, 167 
Lunden, Walter A., 67, 68, 146, 162, 

171, 178, 180 

M 

Mace, David R., 89, 90, 171 
MacIver, Robert M., 108, 171 
Mamedov, Alihan, 135, 181 



186   Index 

 

Mangone, Emiliana, vi, viii, 15, 16, 
19, 22, 24, 25, 34, 105, 111, 114, 
117, 118, 131, 142, 143, 147, 148, 
162, 163, 164, 168, 171, 172, 181 

Manicas, Peter T., 27, 49, 172 
Manyena, Siambabala B., 119, 172 
Marletti, Carlo A., 164, 173 
Martindale, Don, 20, 161, 173 
Marturano, Antonio, 34, 173 
Marx, Karl, 93, 142 
Masaryk, Tomáš G., 12 
Maslow, Abraham H., 146, 173 
Matern, Frederick, 45, 173 
Mauss, Marcel, 142, 165, 173 
McKenzie, Roderick D., 81, 174 
Mead, George H., 88, 90, 100, 173 
meaningful interactions 

meaningful interaction, vi, x, xi, 
34, 103, 107, 109, 111 

mentality of culture 
culture mentality, 95 

Merton, Robert K., 19, 54, 55, 57, 
58, 64, 65, 99, 168, 173 

Mills, Charle W., 30, 44, 71, 173 
Moore, Frank C., 58, 69 
multibonded, 109 

N 

Nasledie Pitirim Sorokin, 166 
negativistic way, xi 
New York Times, 139 
Nicholas, Guy, 142 
Nichols, Lawrence, ix, 13, 24, 25, 

30, 46, 57, 59, 62, 71, 120, 142, 
165, 170, 173, 174 

Nieli, Russel, 88, 89, 174 
Nygren, Anders, 148, 174 

O 

Ogburn, William F., 75, 174 

Orthodox Christianity, 12, 146, 158 

P 

Pareto, Vilfredo, 54, 78, 93, 163, 174 
Park, Robert E., 81, 174 
Parsons, Talcott, vii, xiii, 13, 14, 15, 

49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 
58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 77, 94, 106, 
163, 167, 168, 169, 170, 173, 174, 
175, 176, 180, 181 

Pavlov, Ivan P., viii, 7, 11 
peace research, xii, 127, 135, 169 
Perry, Ralph B., 53 
Perry, Ronald W., 52, 117, 175 
Petrajitzky, Leon, viii, 7 
Piaget, Jean, 34, 175 
Pigors, Paul, 53 
positive sociology, xii, 14, 20, 24, 

25, 47 
Pravda, 8, 9, 171 
Pullman, Douglas R., 69 

Q 

quantophreny, vii, 24, 71, 162 
Quarantelli, Enrico L., 117, 175 

R 

rational-mindful, 19, 33, 42, 43, 44 
Realfaktoren, 37 
reason, v, 7, 12, 18, 19, 30, 32, 39, 

42, 44, 45, 47, 54, 56, 78, 95, 102, 
119, 121, 128, 138, 139, 141, 145, 
156, 164, 173 

Richardson, Lewis, 127, 175 
Rodríguez, Havidan, 117, 175 
Romano, Mary A., 166, 175 
rurbanization, 81, 84 



Index  187 

 

Russia, v, xi, xiv, 3, 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 
15, 17, 21, 35, 81, 85, 111, 115, 
128, 130, 134, 137, 161, 171, 177 

Russian Christianity, 12 
Russian Orthodox Church, 5, 6 
Russian Revolution 

Russian revolution, xiii, 3, 4, 7, 
11, 130, 161 

Rusu, Mihai S., 24, 25, 175 

S 

SARS-CoV-2, viii, xi, 116 
Satkiewicz, Stephen T., 127, 175 
Schein, Edgar H., 106, 175 
Schlesinger, Arthur M., 53 
Schütz, Alfred, 18, 100, 175 
Second World War, xi, 14, 58, 59, 

112, 118, 120, 127, 138 
Sensate 

Sensate system, x, xiv, 19, 38, 39, 
41, 93, 96, 97, 98, 100, 112, 174 

Sermon on the Mount, xi, 5, 114, 
140, 148 

sex addiction, xiv, 87, 91 
sex revolution, xiii, 15, 88 
sex-obsessed, 88 
Shils, Edward A., 60, 61, 62, 67, 175 
Simmel, Georg, 148, 175 
simplest units, 18, 40 
Smith, T. Lynn, 11, 82, 83, 84, 86, 

175 
Social Distance, 75 
Social Mobility, 13, 55, 75, 80, 83, 

163, 176 
Social Positions, 75 
Social Space, 75 
Social Stratification, 75 
Socialist Revolutionary Party 

socialist revolutionary party, 6, 
7, 8, 10 

sociocultural conscious, 101 

sociological imagination, 30, 44 
sociological-phenomenological, 38, 

39, 95, 98 
sociology of knowledge, vi, 175 
Sofritti, Federico, 164, 175 
solidaristic, 28, 84, 114, 120, 144, 

153 
Sorgi, Tommaso, 12, 48, 176 
Sorokin, Pavel, 164 
Sosein, 36 
special sociology, 27 
Spencer, Herbert, 93 
St. Petersburg University, 176 

University of St. Petersburg, 6, 7 
subject 

subjects, xi, 4, 10, 12, 17, 18, 26, 
40, 43, 69, 91, 96, 99, 101, 102, 
103, 118, 120, 127, 128, 131, 
144, 158 

superorganic 
sociocultural phenomena, x, 7, 

17, 22, 23, 35, 93, 97, 102, 105, 
107, 111, 141, 150 

supersensory-superrational, 19, 
33, 42, 44 

supraconscious, 101, 103, 158 
symbolic meaning, 10, 110 

T 

Tablets of Moses, 136 
testomania, 24, 162 
The American Journal of Sociology, 

63, 65 
The American Sociological Review, 

63, 65, 66 
the law of polarization, 89 
The Merrill-Palmer Institute, 69 
The University of New 

Brunswick, 69 
Thoits, Peggy A., 32, 180 



188   Index 

 

Thomas, Willian I., vii, 119, 167, 
180 

Tibbs, A. E., 14, 57, 180 
Tiryakian, Edward A., 50, 63, 64, 

70, 162, 170, 180 
Tolstoy, Lev, 7, 120, 173 
Tönnies, Ferdinand, 83, 180 
Toynbee, Arnold J., 93 
tribal altruism, 159 
tribal egoism, 159 
truth, 12, 17, 19, 24, 41, 42, 44, 47, 

65, 96, 101, 103, 145, 149, 150, 
155, 159 

Tsypanov, Evgeny A., 4, 180 
Turya, 4 

U 

unconscious, 43, 94, 99, 101, 103, 
152, 155 

unibonded, 109 
United States, v, 3, 27, 49, 52, 70, 

75, 81, 86, 113, 130, 134, 142, 
162, 164, 165, 175, 177, 179 

Universidad Nacional Autónoma 
de México, 164, 180 

University of Leyden, 69 
University of Minnesota, 13, 55, 

80, 81, 180 
University of Saskatchewan, vii, 

23, 49, 64, 143, 165, 167, 169, 
171, 174, 176, 177, 178, 179 

Unwin, Joseph D., 89, 178, 180 

V 

van Leent, J.A.A., 69 
vehicles 

vehicle, xi, 10, 19, 40, 41, 105, 
107, 110 

verstehen, 18, 45 
Vexliard, Alexandre, 103, 180 

W 

Warner, William L., 53 
Weber, Max, viii, 27, 47, 54, 68, 

142, 148, 167, 174, 180 
Weinstein, Jay, 142, 165, 170, 180 
Weltanschauung, 20, 36, 37, 100 
Whitby, Thomas J., 87, 169 
Whitney, Edward A., 53 
Wiese von, Leopold, 67 
Wissenssoziologie, 36, 180 
Wright, Quincy, 127 
Wright, R. Dean, 26, 169, 173, 181 
Wuthnow, Robert, 142, 181 

Y 

Yogan, Lissa, ix, 25, 181 

Z 

Zafirovski, Milan, 70, 181 
Zimmerman, Carle C., 13, 55, 57, 

60, 81, 82, 83, 85, 86, 180 
Znaniecki, Florian, vii 
Zyuzev, Nikolay F., v, 63, 129, 135, 

164, 181 
 


