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Abstract: This paper offers some evidence of the sociological relevance of Corrado Gini.
His activities are frequently analysed for their demographic, statistical or economic
outcomes. Several aspects of his scientific experience are related also to sociology. The
paper connects some aspects of his biography to the historical and political contexts he
lived in: fromthe coming to power of the Fascist regime to the Second World War and the
Italian post-war ‘cultural’ reconstruction. Gini appears as an original intellectual in a
changing society: a polyhedral personality of scientist, whose intense teaching, research
and institutional activitieswere conducted with a strong attention to social processes. His
interdisciplinary profile and scientific results can be relevant also for the contemporary
systemic social theories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The separation of a specific sociological trait from the polyhedral personality of a
scientist such as Corrado Gini may turn out to be unsuccessful. Thereasonsfor this
failure are as numerous as those that outline him as one of the most outstanding
social scientists of the last century.

To one who is interested about his research essays — they amount to some
hundreds—or —liketheauthor of this paper —simply studiesor worksat the Faculty
he contributed to found, Corrado Gini represents afigure that is composite in its
studiesandinterests, paradigmaticinitstheoretical and methodol ogical acquisitions,
and controversial intheinteraction with itstime. Paradoxically, Gini’s personality
is similar to that of other contemporary scientists, and yet it remains difficult to
explain to scholars who lived after him, probably because they try to embed his
scientific contribution in distinct academic disciplines and to evaluate his way of
thinking in light of his historical identity.

Infact, Gini, asafirst part of the last century scientist, islinked to a precise
historical context. At the sametime, in the details of his biography and career, we
canfind elementsthat permit to know himinamore* systemic’ way, away hewould
have preferred for sure.
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Thus, these reflections, rather than surgically separate his sociological
contribution, aim at analysing the sociological approach that Gini chose for his
research and teaching activities and for guiding the intense institutional action he
conceived asa“third mission”. Theimplementation, the enhancement and the use
of knowledgeinorder to contributetothesocial, cultural and economic devel opment
of the society arerelevant aimsof Gini’sbiographic and scientific profile, probably
the most interesting feature of Gini’s legacy to his alumni.

This legacy will be exposed in Section 2 of this paper: the mgjor life and
professional landmarks of the scientist — selected from autobiographical sources
and adversereviewers' notes—will be stressed in their well-known and lessknown
aspects, in order to draft the polyhedral identity of this scientist.

We will focus on some of Gini’s research and institutional experiences, in
particular the foundation of the Institut International de Sociologie (I1S), the
publication of theRevuel nter national ede Sociol ogie, whichistheol dest sociol ogical
journal — launched by René Worms in Paris in 1893 — and the definition and
implementation of the coefficient used for theeval uation of theincomedistribution.
These scientific events will be analysed to outline Gini’s ideas of a society and of
therole of asocial scientist.

All these clarifications will be given in Section 3: the points of view of both
his critics and supporters, will be juxtaposed to highlight his scientific way of
thinking: the topics, the methodol ogical toolsand the possible role as a sociol ogist
that Gini experienced, sometimes against adverse groups of scholars. Inthissense,
Gini appears as a forward-looking scientist who earmarked in an original and
‘ spontaneous’ way many eventsof hislifel. Many of these events can be considered
as a positive effect of his strong personality and of the intense relationship Gini
maintained with the political system of histime.

2. LIFE AND SCIENTIFIC ACTIVITIES OF A POLYHEDRAL
SCIENTIST

It is difficult to list al the topics Gini studied, analysed, and theorised. As some
famous scientists of histime—among others, Vilfredo Pareto and Alfredo Niceforo
— he was at the same time a demographer, a statistician, an economist and a
sociologist. NoraFederici, oneof hisstudentsand heirs, givesusaclear description

1 Vittorio Castellano called Gini a* spontaneous sociologist” in hisobituary after Gini’sdeath

on 13 March 1965.
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of Gini scientific identity: “It is often difficult to distinguish his methodol ogical
contributions to statistics from the results of hisactual research asademographer,
an economist or a sociol ogist, without falsifying the essential characteristic of the
scientific contribution of him as a scholar who requires always atool to analyse a
concrete problem that either leads him to refine ameasurement tool that isalready
known, or to suggest anew one, even when the proceduresthus devel oped proveto
have had wide application. Similarly, itiseven moredifficult to establishif atheory
of hisshould be regarded as belonging to demography or economics, or whether it
should rather be seen as part of sociology, given the breadth of the visioninwhich
the theory is set” (Federici, 1966).

ThisCorrado Gini portrait by Nora Federici can be considered as an ascribed
featureof hisresearchline. Gini wasbornin Mottadi Livenza(Treviso) in 1884 and
died in Romein 1965, giving to his heirs more than sixty years of very important
scientific acquisitions, especially interdisciplinary and statistical. Statistics repre-
sentsfor Gini thebasi c scientific explorationinstrument of thesociety: after thedata
have been collected, he believes that the best interpretation could be given by
content disciplines such as demography or sociology.

One of the first evidence of this approach is represented by his studies on
“Population Theories and History of Population Doctrines’, which includes such
important articlesas| fattori demografici dell’ evoluzione delle nazioni (1912) and
Leleggi di evoluzione della popolazione (Gini, 1924). He seemsto be morethan a
single researcher: we can find evidences from a demographer, a statistician, an
economist and a sociologist. The content of these two articles, as Gini explained
years later, aimed at understanding a social phenomenon from different points of
view in astrategic and ambitious combination of disciplines. In apreviousarticle,
Gini (1909) had formulated atheory of social replacement that revised nothing less
than the Pareto’ stheory of thecirculation of aristocracies (Pareto, 1916) and, inhis
paper of 1912, he perfected the well-known cyclical theory of population
development, in which we can perceive a strategic merge of demographic and
biological devel opment. Inthisway, Gini could promoteanew evolutionary theory
inrespect to Spencer’s(Spencer, 1852) and to other mono-disciplinary researchers.
Gini analyses the phenomena of birth control and fertility reduction as two
correlated processes based both on biological and sociological theories. The
phenomenon of reproduction differencesinsocial classesthusbecomesanimportant
acquisition in Gini's cyclical theory.

Thefundamental feature of thisway of thinking — say interdisciplinarity asa
systematic approach — stands out just in other very first studies and articles
published in national and international journals, of economic, statistical and
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sociological orientation. One of these contributions was awarded the “Vittorio
Emanuele Prizefor the Social and Political Sciences’ at the University of Bologna
when hewas 23 yearsold and, later, in 1917, also the* Premio Rea efor the Social
Sciences” at theAccademiadei Lincei. When hewas 26, Gini became professor of
Statisticsat theUniversity of Cagliari and, later, hetaught at the University of Padua
andfinally at the University of Romawhere hewasfull professor from 1925to his
death, with only a pause from 1944 to 1946 because he had to face atria on his
commitments with the Fascist regime (for more details, the reader is addressed to
the papers by Puggioni, Rigatti Luchini and Cerbarain this volume).

Gini wasalready known asan outstanding researcher outsidethe country: the
Commission for the League of Nations had appointed him with the drawing up of
areport on the national wealth and income of its member states (1921). Sincethese
first phases of his career, Gini had revealed a feature in his activities that
fundamentally shaped hisscientific profile. Hewasstrongly involvedin participating
and creating official organisations: infact, hehad amajor roleinthe” Commissione
dei XVIII" (Commission of 18) for the Congtitutional reform led by Giovanni
Gentile (1925); in the foundation of thefirst Italian School of Political and Social
Science at the University of Padua (1924), of thefirst Italian School of Statistics at
the University of Rome (1928) and of the Italian Committee for the Study of
Population problems (CISP).

In the meantime, since 1923, academic reform recognised sociology as a
compulsory subject for the Social Sciences degree and as optional for that in
Political Science. Gini worked hardfor the recognition of sociology asan academic
discipline, especialy in the universities where he taught, and this reveals his
attentionfor all thesocial sciences. Heheld lecturesin many important universities
in the world. During his visits in these universities Gini met all the outstanding
scholars of histime, from Malinowski to Ogburn, from Zimmerman to Sorokin.
These scholars continued to collaborate with Gini for along time as speakersinthe
conferences he organized — among the others the International Mesting for the
Studieson Population held in Romein 1931 —, asmembersof the Ingtitut that Gini
led from 1933 to 1950, and as hosts of the Italian scientist’s lectures. Gini taught
also at Harvard University.

Thanks to his strong personality, Gini was able to institutionalise sociology
in ltaly, despite Benedetto Croce’s ruling ideas. In 1936 Gini founded the Faculty
of Statistical, Demographic and Actuarial Sciencesat Rome University. It wasthe
firstin Europeandit put sociol ogy asacompul sory discipline. During thefollowing
year Gini favoured the start of the Societa Italiana di Sociologia, formerly the
Italian section of I1S, and Gini was its president.
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3. THESOCIOLOGICAL CONTRIBUTIONTO THE REVUE AND THE
INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL DE SOCIOLOGIE

Gini taught sociology from 1924 on, first at the University of Paduaand then at the
University of Rome. Especially after the Second World War, his scientific and
editorial activities became moreintense and his sociological contribution seemed
to be as relevant as his demographic and economic ones.

With respect to educational activities, he proposed the renewal of university
and faculty educational programmes, he tried to fit teaching programmes to the
emerging needsandthesocial context. Hiseffortsin sociol ogi cal teaching produced
innovation in teaching methods and specific materials.

But alsoasaresearcher did Gini devotehimself to createrel evant organi sational
structuresto support statistical studies: at theUniversity of Cagliari helaunchedthe
first Italian Laboratory of Statisticsand at the University of Padua he transformed
the previous Section of Statistics of the Institute of Geography first in a Cabinet of
Statistics and then into the Institute of Statistics. The institution of a School of
Statisticsand then of the Faculty of Statistical, DemographicandActuarial Sciences
at Rome University completed hisinstitutional activity.

Thefoundation of two scientificjournalsas Metron and Indici del Movimento
economicoitalianomet Gini’sgoal of better communicating theresultsof scientific
outcomes because Gini was convinced of the relevance of social studies for
decision-making, but also for educating public opinion. Theinstitution of aCentral
Statistical Institute with these same roles subtended the real foundation of Istat.
During his presidency, Istat started various data collection procedures and
experimented with new criteriafor theimplementation of data quality control and
for data communication to support decision-making.

In spite of al these activities and of his editorial engagement, Gini didn’t
overlook international relationships. among the most important, he collaborated
with the International Statistical Institute, the League of Nations, the Bureau
International du Travail. Gini paid a constant attention for the social disciplinesto
achieve an autonomous identity in the academiaaswell asto act asan informative
tool for decision-making and for enhancing public opinion.

Amongthevarioussubjectshestudied fromdifferent disciplinary perspectives,
one was society, an organism that Gini analysed as if he were a biologist: he
assumed it is composed of partsthat control and compete to each other, under the
supervision of a central power: Gini showed preference for a social model that
implied individual sto be subordinateinstances of society asawhole. Thisposition
is opposed to that of the supporters of individualism and of the laissez-faire lines
of thinking, since he entrusted the central power to manage the entire system, with
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aview to reconcile divergent tensions and achieve superior goals. This opinion —
expressedin clear termsin hispaper “ Thescientific basisof Fascism” (Gini, 1927a)
—not only justifies Fascism as anon-democratic regime but al so the possihility for
aminority to rule on behalf of the whole community, provided this minority was
ableto satisfy theprevailinginterests. Notethat when Gini wrotethispaper Fascism
had already won a mgjority at Parliament elections.

FollowingFilippoBarbano’sclassification, Gini’ spositivistic neo-organicism,
asit was called, represents a halfway phase in the history of the Italian sociology.
It came after the experiences of the “classical” or “first” sociology of positivistic
imprint (1850-1910) and thefollowing one, the* new”, that had been permeated by
the attraction for the north-American scholars and by national secular and neo-
positivistic ideologies.

Thetraditional expressions of the discipline, banned by Fascist culture, were
revised in an organicist way: later on, Trevesand Barbano stated that Gini, Pellizzi
and Squillace sacrificed the discipline to the interests of Fascism. Gini, on the
contrary, did not give himself a rest between the first two seasons of sociology
because he continued to devel op the discipline together with other social sciences
after World War 11. This devel opment was the task of Gini asasociologist, even if
many of hisforeign colleagues charged the Italian sociology of that time asbeing
atotal sciencein the Comtian sense: it had nothing to do with empirical research
and much to do with philosophical and political ideologies (Rapport et al., 1975).

In Italy after World War 11, sociology started a new life through journals,
academic teaching, constitution of research centres and investigation of family,
modernisation, urban and technological development. Sociologistsfrom Italy and
from other countries, especially from North America aimed at studying those
aspects that revealed a discontinuity with pre-war sociology, that is the sociology
represented by Corrado Gini. The latter aspired to pursue his research lines,
promoting his institutions, research centres and journals, and opposing certain
issues such as the analysis of the industrialization and the rural development, the
refinement of survey tools and some newer forms of neo-organicism.

Gini promoted a sociology that was an analysis of the reality through
statistical tools, conceiving stati stics asthe common method of the social sciences.
Accordingto Castellano (1965) in hisintroductiontothe Gini’sLaureaad honorem
at the University of Cérdoba, Italy of histimewasstill dominated by theinfluence
of Benedetto Croce’ sideol ogy that conceived demography and statisticsasprevailing
on sociology. In opposition to Croce’sideas, Gini promoted atheoretical system of
functionalist imprint and developed the Pareto theories on the equilibrium of the
society, whose prevalent interpretation at that time was neo-organicist. But Gini
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didn’t neglect individual aspects in his socia functional system and carried out
numerous studies focusing on the centrality of actions, choices and relationships
between the actors of the labour market.

Thesame*" spontaneous’ sociologist usedtheempirical methodinhisanalysis
of migration to the United States (1954-1955) and used the same data to classify
migrants from a eugenicist perspective.?

Furthermore, in the essay Progresso o decadenza? (Gini, 1959), an example
of reactionary manifesto in the opinion of critical reviewers, it is possible to find
some new features of a 'sociology of the crisis' starting from the sociological
examination of the social changes due to modernity in a neo-organicist key:
growing anomic trends for the continuous changing processes; removal of the
traditional landmarks; supranational organizations that weaken the central power
of thestate; invasivegrowth of thetechnol ogy intothemediaand al sothenew media
of histime as enemies of mankind because they can replace persons and consume
human and environmental resources. In this perspective, even medical discoveries
may becomeavulnusto society becausethey could limit the natural sel ection of the
weakest and so weaken the species.

In Section 4 we will focus on the sociological approach, but, before that, we
stresstwofocal elementsof Gini’ssociological activity after WorldWar 11. Thefirst
isthe Revue International e de Sociol ogie and the other isthe Institut I nter national
de Sociologie (11S) — respectively the first sociological journal and organisation,
both led by René Worms until 1939, when World War 11 stopped their activities.

Since 1950, they resumedwithaninternational conferencein Romepromoted
by Gini who led the ISStill 1963 and the Revue as editor-in-chief till 1964. In the
first issue of the Revue Gini edited, he favoured submissions whose content was
basically empirical.

The Revue and the | SSwere permeated of Gini’sideas of sociology inwhich
theoretical debates were more frequent than political and ideological disputes.
Amongthemembersof the Revueeditorial committee, aswell asamongitsauthors,
we can find scholars who appreciated Gini’s contribution to the sociological
discipline concerning, among others, the cyclical theory of the nations and the
evidences about birth rate and its decline. Other scientists, as an aged Pitirim
Sorokin, gave their contribution to the Revue and the I SSas areaction to the new
empirical sociology and the crisis of the modernity.

2 These results convinced some American clients of this research to stop funding Gini and
Zimmermann and to consider as politically dangerous both their methodological approach
and the potential use of their research.
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Accordingto Cassata(2006), theprofileof scholarswho established scientific
relationships with Gini, often through the Revue and the Institut, belonged to the
North-American group headed by Carle Zimmerman and by his master, William
Ogburn; to the German scientists devoted to Hans Freyer and Karl Valentine
Mueller; to the Spanish sociological school of the Balmes Catholic imprint; to the
South-American scientists, known as ‘indigenisti’; and, finally, the representative
members of the International Association for the Advancement of Ethnology and
Eugenics (IAAEE). This latter group of scholars put forth a racist and eugenic
manifestothrougharevue, “ TheMankind Quarterly”, whichwaslinked to Gini and
to the Revue of which it was an important sponsor.

The activity for the Revue and the Institut shows that, searching for
independence from political and ideologica influences, Gini intensified his
sociological activities, histeaching aswell ashisresearch activitiesand, aboveall,
institutional representationat aninternational level. Hedeliberately choseingtitutions
that were linked to the ‘ past’ sociology. But Gini was sure that sociology had its
continuity and worked toward are-foundation of |talian sociology, sponsoring the
participation to the Societa Italiana di Sociologia of scholars with a juridical,
philosophical, political or even biological background.

Meanwhile, in 1949, the newborn International Sociological Association
(ISA), conceived by several North-American scholars under the aegis of the
UNESCO for are-foundation of the social sciences, asked the Gini-headed Societa
Italiana di Sociologia for adhesion of its members. Gini refused because he
privileged therel ationship with theexisting | SS. Hisrefusal wasaclear ideol ogical
stance against the new sociologica schools; in this purpose, al his support came
from scholars who had had a public and active role during the totalitarian regimes
between the two wars. As a matter of fact, Gini replied in a positive way to the
invitation of the new society: he participated at the first ISA Conference (Odlo,
1949) and offered to ISA a partnership with the ISS. But some ISA delegates
publicly rejected hisoffer, statingthat thel | Swasnot al egitimate peer organi zation.
So, thel SA announced anew conferencein Zurichin 1950, at the sametimeasthat
of thellISin Rome.

Although Gini received many demonstrationsof respect by thel SA president,
Erik Rinde, the ISA did not recognise the I1S as a peer organisation. So, the
membersof thel SS during the Rome Conference proposed that Gini mediated with
thel SA thepossibility of ajoint registrationtothel SA andthell Sandthepossibility
to participate to mutual events and activities. But this mediation failed when Gini
accused the ISA of boycotting the Institut during the organization of its 1952
Conferencein Istanbul — both insisting on the Turkish government not to hold the
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conference and opposing Gini as delegate of the Italian sociologists at the ISA.
Attempts to find an agreement through mediation by UNESCO also proved
hopeless.

If the IIS Conference in Beirut (1955) precluded the participation of Jewish
scholars, thereby arousing publicindignation, thefoll owing conferencein Nuremberg
(1958) saw theinternational mass media characterize the past of Gini and of many
of his colleagues as “ignominious’. So that the popular image of the 1SS was
increasingly one that referred to a group of sociologists whose ideology was of
Fascist imprint.

Nevertheless, attempts for amediation put forward by some |1S members as
Povifia, later president of the Institut, were eventually successful, though only after
the Gini's death in 1965. Then, in 1970, Vittorio Castellano, as ISS president,
adhered to the ISA during the Conference of Varna (1970). This event put an end
to the long dispute between the two organizations.

Among Gini’s scientific stances, there was the idea of a sociology that was
tangent to many other social sciences. The topics preferred by Gini in the IIS
Sections were: ludology and hairy bipeds, animal sociology, sociology of the
family, analysis of the war effects on the popul ation (Cassata, 2006: 204).

4. GINI’'S WAY OF THINKING BETWEEN ORIGINALITY AND
‘SPONTANEITY’

His strong personality and his original scientific approach met with diffuse
disapproval insociological literature. Thisnegative reputation wasreinforced after
his involvement with the Fascist regime: for instance, he strongly cultivated
relationships with intellectuals and editorial teams that worked on eugenic issues,
like Robert Gayre and Luigi Gedda, and his research line marked his closure to
Italian and foreign scientists endorsing the ‘ new sociology’ . For instance, Gini did
not participate to the 4" World Conference of Sociology in Stresain 1959 because
he objected to the emerging sociological trends. In hisintroductive speech at the
Stresa conference, Renato Treves significantly pointed out the relevant features of
Italian sociology, even referring to Benedetto Croce's way of thinking as a
sociologistintheeffectsof hisresearch and aphilosopher in hisscientific approach
(Barbano, 1998: 207). Trevesexplained theimportance of research about the South
of Italy in anew culture free from Fascism. This new culture was described as a
milieufor anew positivesociology for studyingthesociety, for productivescientific
rel ationshipswith foreign sociol ogists, especially from North American countries,
and, so, for therenai ssanceof thesocial sciences. Gini wasnot mentionedin Treves

Speech.
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But we can try —and thisisfor us an easy task —to add to Italian and foreign
criticismson pre-World War |1 sociology regarding sometrends and topicsthat the
same Gini nurtured. Critics didn't recognise as relevant the contribution to
sociological teaching and research of Gini and other scholars — among others
Pellizzi, first professor of sociology at the University of Firenze after World War |1
because he previously taught History of Fascism.

In the analysis of the cultural scenario where sociology matured during
Fascism, we can noticeasignificant i ntegrati on between cultural identities. among
which themost significant wasthat between Fasci st and Catholic culturesduetothe
sensibility of thelatter for macro-socia processesanditsaversiontothefragmentary
method of micro-sociology. One could find a strategic nexus between Gini’s
definition of the function of sociology and some of hisscientific collaborations: in
1964, at the height of his scientific career and close to the end of his life, Gini
proclaimed sociology as the fundamental discipline that synthesized all the other
specialised sciences(Gini, 1964 xi). Heidentified someexamplesinthetraditional
sociology of Vico, Spencer and Comte: their ‘sociological’ analysis through a
constant turn to biological and physical sciences so, in his opinion, it was a
regrettable damage for sociology that other scientists did not share the same
attention to other disciplinesthat he did. But Gini appreciated the colleagues— not
many asamatter of fact—who collaborated withhimto producesocial, demographic
and biological research, such asthe studies on the evolution of the population that
he realised together with Agostino Gemelli and Marcello Boldrini. These
collaborations, according to Cassata (2006: Introduction), highlight a scientific
convergencewith the Catholic scientistsin Gini’sworks, especially therewherewe
can find the reproductive and familial features of the first scholars and thefertility
policy issues of the second one.

The same collaboration with Don Luigi Sturzo and his research ingtitute in
Rome confirmsthe convergence between the Gini neo-organicist sociology and the
social regulation processesthat the religious scientist dealt with in hisworks. Gini
paid a specific attention to the sociological synthesiswith other disciplinesalsoin
contributing to international network studies, one on birth control, typical of the
Protestant culture and another on policiesthat may favour fertility, whichistypical
of Catholic culture.

This necessity to link scientific research with political decisions is another
relevant feature of Gini’sway of thinking. With reference to Fascism, Gini can be
considered the perfect example of how scientific élites can be tuned with political
power while maintaining their scientific independence. He was a scientist whose
research could allow theachi evement of political goalsof aregime. Infact,inGini's
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research, particularly in his demographical studies, best represented the
correspondenceof scientificand political purposes. Moreover, Gini stated that only
a centred-power regime such as Fascism could achieve positive demographical
changes, despite the negative evaluations put forward by Myrdal. And thereis no
better and eff ective definition of the nature of therel ationship between Gini and the
political regimeof histimethan Treves sentence: “ Gini was Fascist inthemeasure
the Fascism was permeated by Gini’'sideas. He found many shareable featuresin
theFascist culture, evenif hepreserved hisresearch autonomy that wasevident after
the end of the Fascism.” (Treves, 2001: 228)

His neo-organicist or eugenic theories could thus be interpreted as closely
linked to Fascist ideologies — as his opponents stressed — but also as the effective
results of the analysis of adynamic society: thiswas, for example, the case of his
research about human fertility conducted with abiological approach. As president
of theltalian Committeefor the Studies of Population problems (Cisp) and of |stat,
Gini wasreally identified by the national and international scientific communities
as the main statistical and demographic advisor of Mussolini: until 1932, the
harmony between the scientist and the statesmanwasperfect. In 1932 Gini resigned
from Istat. Thiswas duein part to bureaucratic infighting, but, according to some,
also because he did not fit with nor he did want to bend to Mussolini’s way of
governing official statistics. Mussolini looked for a scientific imprimatur for his
political decisions. Finally, Gini may represent the figure of the scientist who
wished to support political plans with scientific tools that were able to produce
outcomes.

History tellsusthat later on, following the German experience, Mussolini re-
directed his demographical policies, including marriage loans and correcting his
fertility measures. Heturned tothescientific contribution of LivioLivi, ademographer
then called to direct the Demographic National Office. So, even Livi representsthe
scientific expert that closely collaborates with the statesman. It wasthus Livi who
became the model of scientist that Gini had proposed when trying to shape the
Fascist campaign in favour of fertility and to sensitise Fascism to his theory of
demographic declinein Italy.

Hence, inexamining therel ationshi p between Gini and Fascism, wecanargue
that itisappropriatetorefer to adeliberate scientifically-based support for Fascism.
An exampl e of that relationship can bejust one of Gini’smost criticised positions:
he theoretically defined race thanks to a sociological analysis of its strategic
biological function in nationalistic regimes, that isin an organic society.

His scientific production — more than 800 publications, 87 monographs and
also essays, lessonsand notes—isvery largeand deal swith topicsthat refer to many
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disciplinary fields. His interdisciplinary approach is very interesting becauseit is
guided by an original curiositas about the society: his scientific observation can’'t
ignorethemost pertinent tool s, mathemati csand statistics. Accordingto him, social
phenomena can be measured only through rigorous tools as means or index of
concentration or other statistical indices. Gini explained hisideaof the observation
of the society through scientific methods stating that “ sociology surely counts on
ahistorical base, but history isnot enough to include all the knowledge that is the
heritage of the same sociology. History, then, takes into consideration only a
sequence order, that links the past phenomenato each other. But, thereis not only
a sequence order. Saciology includes also a co-existence order that permits to
analyse the relationships among all the contemporary phenomena —as they are
highlighted by analytic disciplines— and a concurrence order that emphasizesthe
pause between two facts’.

According to Gini, it is fundamental to resort to al the scientific toolsin an
integrated disciplinary method for the analysis of the social change and the
comparison of the different contexts through causal factors and induced effects.
Only inthisway could the scientist obtain possibleinterpretive model sthat can be
used in each different context and with common elements useful for the research
(Federici, 1966; Giorgi, 2013).

Since1912, Gini’sconcentration coefficientisthemost authoritative, universal
and reliable statistic tool for the measurement of the income distribution of a
nation’s residents and it is just used as one of the more representative measure of
inequality. It is particularly useful in societies where is increasingly evident an
inequality drift, which is not only ethically and politically unacceptable but may
also be an obstacle to an economic upturn. During the last decades, the coefficient
scientifically showed aclear growing of theinequalities, both in adiachronic trend
(from the beginning of the 20t century) and in asynchronic trend (since the 1980s
there has been an increasing accumulation of wealth of the upper class and a
stagnation of the economic condition of the middle class). The Gini’s coefficient
surprisingly lasts, even if revised, for the measurement of other relevant forms of
inequalities as those about the education, social mobility and equal opportunities
(Lanza, 2015).

If we assume that a community is like a human body, we can compare and
underline the social processes that give vitality, solidity and equilibrium to a
biological system. Gini (1923: 56) states: “| have referred to physiology and
economic pathology, for example, and | have often and systematically compared
biological and economic processes not only for my interlocutors to picture
anal ogies but to show that all theideas| have devel oped in my works are founded
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in these processes regardless of these comparisons and | could represent these
concepts without them too.”

Gini’s systemic and interdisciplinary analysis highlights not only exemplar
but also essential features of the social processes: mathematics, biology, statistics,
demography and sociology, all together contribute to a more precise
conceptualisation, application and empirical monitoring of the world. For this
reasonwe could define Gini’ ssociology assystemic antelitteram: hedescribed the
organism asa“ system in a steady, evolutionary and regressing equilibrium; it can
keepitself aliveandinequilibrium by adjustmentstimeafter time” (Gini, 1927) and
theseinternal and external adjustmentsareessential tokeep socia order. Pareto had
just explained theimportanceof social equilibriumand provedthat it allowsto keep
vital and solid social systems. Gini was concerned with the description of the
elements of social equilibrium so to enableto identify the components of the social
change, those of the adaptation and these of regulation when the central motor of
control —that is the political power —isinefficient.

Therefore, anong thedifferent featuresof Gini’ ssociol ogical way of thinking
today we can trace some of his landmarks in the current theory of the systems,
structural-functionalism, socia ecology and biology. The natural process of the
biological and socia systems to constantly restore their equilibrium is a concept
shared by Parsons and by Merton and, more recently, by Luhmann: these scholars
analysed theinternal and external connections of asystem, its central organization
and the series of its consecutive adaptations and composing differentiation.
Castellano (1989), oneof Gini’sdisciples, proposed adefinition of hissociological
approach as a neo-organicist discipline, that is a socia science of second
approximation becauseit performsin atheoretical system theresultsof disciplines
of first approximation, as biology or physiology exactly is. Only the sociol ogical
conceptualisation of the analysis and outcomes of other disciplines can give back
asystemic vision of the society.

Gini examined in detail the vital processes of asocia system that are crucial
for its equilibrium and identified the demographic density as one of the most
revealing factors to be analysed with an interdisciplinary approach. He accurately
collected historical and statistical datathat allowed himto highlight somerecurring
trendsand to hypothesizeasocial replacement ratethat isinversely proportional to
wealth. Gini obtained significant confirmations of this relationship comparing the
birthratesof urbanandrural districtswithdifferent distributionsof wealthand, with
an anal ogous methodology he measured the birth rates of different areas of acity
together with sel ected variabl es (educational level, occupational rate, incomelevel,
family composition and other relevant aspects of people’slifestyle).
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So, heabtained original results: hewasoneof thefirst scientiststo characterize
the reciprocal influence between development level and well-being conditions on
the one side and birth rate on the other. His dynamic representation of internal and
external connectionsof asystem canbeconsidered anoriginal result of Gini’swork,
especially inthe economic analysis of the vitality of asocial organism. According
to economist Levi DellaVida (1936), a socia system is generaly in a status of
equilibriumandtherecould beonly temporary deviations. Similarly, Gini proposed
anequilibrium asset constantly fluctuating between an evol utionary and aregressive
status: the socia system tends to restore its equilibrium in the same way as how a
biological organism reactsto a pathological status. In Gini’s representation, these
social processesfollow one another, but not in synchronic or corresponding ways.
Moreover, there is never a condition of perfect equilibrium nor is there a real
correspondence between the components of the system and their reciprocal
connections.

Finaly, in a situation of growing socia complexity, Gini identified as an
ascribed feature of the social equilibrium its dynamic nature and described — and
simplified—the progressand regression of thesocial processes. Gini countedonhis
interdisciplinary approach for amore structured analysis of the social systemsand
their interactions to develop a relevant methodological equipment (Castellano,
1965; Sgritta, 1994). Hisinterdisciplinary approach guided him to categorise the
components of the social system on the basis of their reciprocal influence he was
able to detect through economic and demographic data.

Gini described the economic and demographic processes of a system that
determineitsequilibrium, for examplewhen thereisan increase of production and
of the number of inhabitants or when thereisasuccessive decrease of the birth rate
because of the reduction of the poor classes that are the most reproductive. In a
similar condition, Gini deepened his analysis with the introduction of some other
factors, such asthepolitical ones: for example, henoted that the phasesof agrowing
well-being and of adecrease of the number of inhabitants corresponded to political
trends towards a more shared management of the common good, asin democratic
regimes. There is a different trend when the authoritarian regimes assume and
centralize the social control to reach equilibrium. Gini pointed out many recurring
similar eventsin the history and analysed many societies: in this way, he resolved
various cases of incongruity highlighted by specific disciplines (Gini, 1940;
Federici, 1977). Gini explained that a’pathology’ of the system according to a
discipline can be interpreted as an evolutionary process to get the system back to
equilibrium. Furthermore, Gini was able to point out systemic mechanisms that
were not properly observed and measured before histime, despite their relevance
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for the vitality and stability of the system.

One of the most important research fields that Gini analysed adapting this
approach isthat of migrant movements. Especially after World War 11, Gini (1946,
1948, 1955; D’ Agata, 1948/9) studied this issue from a demographic viewpaint,
trying to definethe causes and investigate its effects. Gini moved from theresearch
evidencesof Pareto and of Coletti and analysed the effects of European migrations
to the United Statesin relation to the level of wealth of the departure country. So,
Gini suggested that North American countries should evaluate the contribution of
immigrants to its wealth. Gini documented that American prosperity could be
determined al so by the working capacity of ahuge mass of migrantsfrom Europe:
for this, he found a link between economic and demographic aspects.

Furthermore, hetried to link causes and effects of migration and to establish
the limits of the validity of the two approaches — economic and demographic —
showingthat they wereonly apparently inopposition. Inthisway, heoutlined aneo-
organicist interpretation of migration: it appeared a positive process for the social
systems, because it brought advantages both to the country of origin and to that of
destination (Federici, 1966).

Gini (1954, 1955) applied thesameanal ytical approachtothestudy of internal
migrations — a topic to which he lent much attention. His studies focused on the
selective aspects of population movements for updating his theory of adaptive
migrations. He considered migrants as the most dissimilar individuals from the
“typical” one of the place of origin and, simultaneously, the most similar to the
“typical” one of the place of destination. Thistheoretical setting later brought the
basisof thetheory of “anticipatory socialisation” linked to themigration processes.
Accordingtoitsproponent scholars, inacomplex soci ety the successof themigrant
integration is directly associated to the similarity between the social system of
originand that of arrival: they devel oped thefactor of the social similarity between
migrants and inhabitants that Gini stressed as relevant to study the causes of the
migration processes and, later, it was interpreted as meaningful in the analysis of
the effects of migration, especialy in that of migrant integration.

Gini analysed this correspondence, collecting historical, demographical and
statistical dataand then applied aninterdisciplinary approachfor their interpretation.
Andyet, both in his papers edited between the two wars and, then, after the second
one, he was censured for this “unusual” integrated methodology. This is his
reaction: “In 1940, when | published the theory of ‘adaptive mutations' some
biologists objected that it was a theoretical speculation not supported by factual
data. That wastrue. And, being aspecialist in statistics and sociology, | had neither
time nor means of dealing with biological experiments. | waswaiting thereforefor
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experiments by biologists to supply the elements to confirm or reject my theory
(...). Unless | am mistaken, there is now no shortage of elements to prove my
theory” (Gini, 1961: 16).

Gini was — and still is — criticised for his theoretical and methodol ogical
approach. Inthedecadesafter hisdeath, socia research hasincreasingly specialised
and it has more and more accurately represented processes and trends of the social
complexity. Gini was aware of what should follow his research, as well as of the
heritage of hisinterdisciplinary approach. Infact he stated that (Gini, 1927b: XIX):
“the neo-organicist theory could derive many and many scientific and practical
consequences: even if in the future it will be replaced by a different and more
complete social concept, itswalk * onthe stage of science’ will not beusel essfor the
development of the scientific knowledge and of the political management of the
society”.

The awareness of his position in the overview of the socia sciences could
contribute to a more measured interpretation of the figure of Corrado Gini as a
sociologist. In order tointerpret hisfigure, we can a so count on the analytic key of
interpretation that Weber called absence of evaluation (Nocenzi, 2015), which
means that, even if hewas certainly influenced by his socio-political background,
both when he operated as a researcher and in relation to his life and societal
activities, thescientist hasto operate only through factsand databecause we should
only expect from him a contribution to an objective analysis of redlity.
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