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About the University

Rajiv Gandhi University (formerly Arunachal University) is a premier institu
of Arunachal Pradesh and has completed twenty-five years of its existenc
Prime Minister of India, laid the foundation stone of the university on 4th Fe
present campus is located.

tion for higher education in the state
e. Late Smt. Indira Gandhi, the then
bruary, 1984 at Rono Hills, where the

Ever since its inception, the university has been trying to achieve excellence and fulfill the objectives as
envisaged in the University Act. The university received academic recognition under Section 2(f) from the
University Grants Commission on 28th March, 1985 and started functioning from Ist April, 1985. It got financial
recognition under section 12-B of the UGC on 25th March, 1994, Since then Rajiv Gandhi University, (then
Arunachal University) has carved a niche for itself in the educational scenario of the country following its

selectionasa University with potential for excellence by a high-level expert committee of the University Grants
Commission from among universities in India.

The University was converted into a Central University with effect from 9th A

pril, 2007 as per notification
of the Ministry of Human Resource Development, Government of India.

The University is located atop Rono Hills on a picturesque tableland of 302 acr
Dikrong. Itis 6.5 km from the National Hi ghway 52-A and 25 km from Itanagar, the St
is linked with the National Highway by the Dikrong bridge.

The teaching and research programmes of the University are designed with a view to play a positive role
in the socio-economic and cultural development of the State, The University offers Undergraduate, Post-
graduate, M.Phil and Ph.D. programmes. The Department of Education also offers the B.Ed. programme,

There are fifteen colleges affiliated to the University. The University has be

facilities to students from the neighbouring states, particularly Assam. The strength of students in different
departments of the University and in affiliated colleges has been steadily increasing,

The faculty members have been actively engaged in research activities with financial support from UGC
and other funding agencies. Since inception, a number of proposals on research projects have been sanctioned
by various funding agencies to the University. Various departments have organized numerous seminars, workshops
and conferences. Many faculty members have participated in national and international conferences and seminars

held within the country and abroad. Eminent scholars and distinguished personalities have visited the University
and delivered lectures on various disciplines.
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INTRODUCTION

In sociology, sociological perspectives, theories or paradigms are complex, theoretical
and methodological frameworks used to analyse and explain the objects of social study.
They facilitate organizing sociological knowledge. Sociological theory is constantly
evolving, and can never be presumed to be complete. New sociological theories build
upon the work of their predecessors and add to them, but classical sociclogical theories

are still considered important and relevant.

Whereas the field of sociology itself and sociological theory by extension is
relatively new, dating to 18th and 19th centuries, it is closely tied to a much older field of
social sciences (and social theory) in general. Sociology has separated itself from the
other social sciences with its focus on society, a concept that goes beyond nation, and
includes commuanities, organizations and relationships. Sociological theory is notjusta
collection of answers to queries about the nature and essence of society. Not only does
it provide many answers, it aiso offers help in putting better questions and further

developing research projects that can help understand complex social phenomena.

Like any other subject of science, itis always under development in response to
the changing dynamics of our social lives as well as the increase in sociological knowledge.
The adventure of’ sociological theory is comparatively new—spanning just about two
centuries. However, it s very closely connected to a long history of social thought dating
back to Greek philosophers, Roman lawyers, and {ew&sl} and Christian religious scholars.
This period can be termed as the prehistory of socmloglca! thoo.ry_ Their systematic way
of thinking about society laid a founds.ttion for the. 5-001-01031981 thought capable of
understanding and expressing the emerging complexities in society.

The leamning material in the book is pre.sented ina Stl'!.lctm'ed format so that it is
easy to grasp. Each unit begins with an outh.ne of the Unit Objectives fol!owed by
Introduction to the topic of the unit. The detailed content is then presented in simple
language, interspersed with Check Your Progress guestions to enable the student to

as and when he goes through each unit. Summary provided at the

st his understanding : : ‘ ided
Lend of each unit helps in quick recollection. Questions and Exercises section is also

provided for further practice.

Introducrion
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UNIT 1 EMERGENCE OF SOCIOLOGY

Structure

1.0 Introduction

1.1 Unit Objectives

1.2 Role of French Revolution and Industrial Revolution
12.1 Impact of French Revolution on the Emergence of Sociology
122 Impact of Industrial Revolution on the Emergence of Saciology

1.3 Originand Development of Sociology

1.4 Intellectual Background for the Emergence of Sociology in the Western World
14.1 The Works of Intellectual Philosophers in Sociclogy

1.5 Summary

1.6 Key Terms
1.7 Answers to ‘Check Your Progress’

1.8 Questions and Exercises
1.9 Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Sociology is the study of human social relationships and institutions. As an academic
discipline, sociology is the study of the social behaviour including its origin, development
ically deals with developing a body ofknowledge about

and organization. Sociology bast
social order, disorder and social change. Sociology involves the study of diverse matters

like crime, religion, family, state, racial divisions and cultures.

The aim of sociology is to understand bow human action is affected by the
surrounding social and cultural structures. Atapersonal level, sociology deals with love
gender identity, family conflict, ageing, eligions fuith and even human behaviour. At the
state level, sociology deals with crime, Iaw, social discrimination, poverty, wealth, education

At the global level, sociology studies war, peace, migration,

and social movements.
population growth and even economic development.

11 UNIT OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to:

« Analyse therole of French revaluation of Industrial Revolution

o Discuss the impact of French Revolution on emergence of sociology

o Explain the nature and scope of sociology
o Describe the impact of Industrial Revolution on emergence of sociology
as a major contributing factor to the development of

o Analyse enlightenment
sociology in the late eighteenth and easly nineteenth centuries

Emergence of Sociology
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1.2 ROLE OF FRENCH REVOLUTION AND
INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION

—

Sociology as a field of study emerged in Europe in the early nineteenth cent.ury. 'll'li
main subjects and tenets of sociology were based on the changes that were taking pla :
in the European society and politics. The European society was changing because_o
revolution, reforms, warfare, industrialization and urbanization. The three maj Oli
contributing factors to the emergence of' sociology include French Revolution, Industria
Revolution and a period known as Enlightenment in the western world.

1.2.1 Impact of French Revolution on the Emergence of Sociology

The French revolution lasted for a period of ten years. The French Revolution is know!
tobe the first modern and ideological revolution of that period. Ithad a great impact 0%
the society because it changed the entire structure of the society. One of the ma”

Wwas the elimination of social distinctio?

1.2.2 Impact of Industrial Revolution on the Emergence of SociologY
The late eighteenth century and early ninete,
The Industrial Revolution b

about several changes in th

: erllth century also saw Indusrial Revolufi®”
egan in the late eighteenth century in England and brov
B soc_lety. In fact, Industria] Revolution shaped the socl¢

The socio-political chan

Revolutions were not totally accepted by all. There were some
Revolution for having brough
child labor and fast pace of life to Industrial Revolution. Many even pro
these adverse effects of these revolutions and these signs of soc
consciousness were what formed the roots of sociology.

ges that were brought about by the French and the Industrial

who blamed French
t about social chaos and disorder: Similarly, many attributed

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

1. What are the main contributing factors to the emergence of sociology?

2. How were changes brought into family relations by the French Revolution?
3. Why were machines used during and after Industrial Revolution?

4. Which method of communication was introduced during the Industrial Revolution?

1.3 ORIGIN AND DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

Sociologyis a relatively new academic discip
economics, political science, anthropology,
however, have a long history and can trace
knowledge and philosophy.

line among the social sciences, which include
history and psychology. The ideas behind it,
their origins to a mixture of common human

Sociology emerged as a scientific discip
fundamentally new type of society based on

new ideas of enlightenment. This ledtoa change in the mindset of people. Sociologists
hoped not only to understand what held so

cial groups together, but also to develop an
antidote to the social breakdown. In terms of science, sociology pertains to social groups,
their hierarchies or forms of organization. It combines functions which are inclined to

maintain or modify these forms of organization and their inter-group network. Sociology
is concerned with interaction itself. A social group 1s a system of social interaction,
Sociology is interested in social relationships, not because they are economic, political,

religious, legal or educational, but because they are social at the same time. Further, in

sociology we do not study everything that happens in a society or under social conditions,
but we study culture, social relationships, their

specific forms, varieties and patterns. We
study the combination of relations, how they build up smaller or greater systems and
how they respond to changes and changing de

mands or needs.
Auguste Comte invented the term ‘sociology” in the year 1838. He was a French

philosopher and sociologist, Comte attempted to combine all the faculties of mankind,
including history, psychology and economics. His own pattern of sociology was typical
of the 19th century; he put across the theory that every man had experienced the same
distinct historical stages and that the succes

s of this progress was the solution to every
social ill. Sociology would lead social sciences in future. Comte defined sociology as

line in the early nineteenth century, asa
new principles of social organization and

hand with progress, in accordance with th
the theological-military, the metaphysic

Emergence of Sociology
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NOTES

i i i it. This is
According to Comte’s hierarchy of sciences, sociology occupges the suollxl'r;l s
because it is considered to be the most complex of sciences, as it deals wit

The systematic study of society gained prominence due Fo the uphoaval;g;ftzg
by the French and industrial revolutions. The intellectual community of that nmfe al i
to analyse and establish reasons for these rapid changes. So the study o }510 "
emerged as a distinct discipline dealing with social order and change. -Althoulg o ot B
sciences study different aspects of social life, but the approach of sociology is dis 1-50
is amore detailed picture explaining why things are the way they are. Sociology has a

beyond the commonly accepted meaning of social phenomenon and understands reaclll'if{
asa social construction; thatis how reality gets established in the way we understan ss‘
Peter Berger argued that *sociology s a distinctive way of thinking, a particular awmn?:ly
of the nature of social life, an unwillingness to accept the superficial and the appare?
obvious’.

Emile Durkheim was apioneerindemonsuaﬁng scientific methodology in so(-:iologjg
In his most acclaimed work, Rules of Sociological Method (1897), he emphaSlZed 0
the methodology that he has described in his study, Suicide (1897).

e discipline of sociology appeared in many universitis in the 18905, Urbenizati”
and industrialization were posi 1

Nature of Sociology

On abroader platform, sociologyis the
consequences. Itis a type of science thy
objective and systematic, Tt givesrise to
empirical evidence and interpretation,
sciences, since human behaviour i

sciences Such thatthe copony, ofnzmg;ee Ehenomenon. Italso differs from ﬂaviouf
exhibits variations and flexibility, Cesare congtapt while human beb?

Sociology as a branch ¢

f . 3
different from other scienceg ill:n c(:;:ige has itg OWn unique characteristics
ot re . :
characteristics helps one to Understang it maj? ects. An analysis of internal
s Sociologyis an tndepeiiie Characterigtics:
of any other science, As

boundary and methq

° Sociology is a socj :
. al sciepc
lthcllSes its attenti €and not g . ‘al scl
; 10on g . . Ph}’Sma : - ocial >
Itisrelated t other g c?a?larf’ i Soc viourl St‘.l_ence.‘ AS g sam g Soclﬂl
® Sociology is 5 cate SClenceg like 'story p(;ligc H;l aohwhcz c Onomics’ o
orij : Cal science
not make any 8orical apg ence, 0

but amora] Itk-jn dtﬁlf"alue ' :gt A NOrmagiye discipline: Sociolqgjﬂof;}
i Itis eth o o ord
social policy oy 1egiSlCall Neutra], [t PProach is nejther moral 1 tt

gt 5
iod

nt seje : rﬂ“ob
an inde ellC;. i Nt treated and studied 5 d
it Science, it has its own field OF°

¢
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1
v
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. ation €Sno re RO
good and evil, rigp and Wr(:)n » fécommendations

€. Sociolg th pro
8, Mora] and immoragly cannot deal with P

been labelled as a ‘debunking science’ because a sociolo gist is interested 1n looking

formation of social institutions. Thus, sociology can be de
Sociology comprises a variety of apprehensions and int
classified forms of relationships within societies, insti
relationships pertain to economic, political, moral, relig
life. Though, so farno collective agreement has been rea
yetitis established that sociology deals with the stud
shape social institutions, the state and the non-nat
study about social organization, social structure, i

e Sociology is a pure science and not an applied science: The main

knowledge is useful or can be put to use. On the other han

d, applied science
applies acquired knowledge into life.

° Sociology is relatively abstract and not concrete science: It 1s not interested
in concrete manifestation of human events. It is more concerned with the form of

human events and their patterns. For instance, sociology is not specifically
concerned with wars and revolutions but in the

general social phenomena, as
types of social conflict.

e Sociology is not based on particular subjects or individuals, but is a general
science: Sociology tries to find out general laws or principles about human
interaction and associations about the nature, forms, content and structure of

human groups and societies. It adopts a general approach on the basis ofa study
of some selected events.

e Sociology is a rational and empirical science: There are two broad ways of
approach to scientific knowledge, one is empiricism and the other is rationalism.
Empiricism emphasizes experiences and facts that result from observation and
experiment. Rationalism stresses reason and theories that result from logical
inference. In sociological inquiry, both are si gnificant.

Scope of Sociology

According to Morris Ginsberg, the scope of sociology includes a broad study of human
interactions, their conditions and consequences. Some writers would restrict jts scope to
the relations arising out of acts of will, but this is an unjustifiable and unworkable limitation.
Many interactions between individuals are not consciously determined or apprehended.
One of'the most interesting problems confronting the student of society is to determine

the respective roles of reason or rational purpose and of impulse and the unconsciousness
in social life.

In this case, sociology must be capable of dealing with the complete issue or
network of social relationships. Since these relati onships are assumed to be dependent
on the nature of individuals; (i) to one another, (ii) to the community, (iii) to the external
environment. This can be explained if every social event can be traced back to its ori gin,
as influenced by complex interactions. A combination of these interactions is comprised
within a community, with respect to external influences. But this ideal, if generously
conceived, is clearly too ambitious. Sociology involves a systematic and objective study
of human society. Sociologists study individuals’ social actions. Social relationships, for
instance, those between a husband and a wife, a teacher and a stu

dent, abuyerand a
seller and social processes, namely, co-operation, competition, conflict and organizations,
communities and nations and social structures (family, class and state), give rise to

sociological queries. Explanations that are derived from norms and values result in the

fined as the study of social life,
erests. It is aimed at providing
tutions and associations, These
ious and social aspects of human
ched on the essence of sociology,
y of interaction system s, which
ive order. Therefore, in sociology we
nstitutions and culture,

aim of
pure science is acquisition of knowledge, irrespective of whether the acquired
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Emergence of Sociology

NOTES

Sociology was defined differently by two schools of thought, pertaining to its range and
theme:

(i) Formal school

The formal school defined sociology as a social science that has definite ch::lrzu:tensncsCi
This school was advocated by George Simmel, Ferdinand Tonnies, Alfred Vierkandt an

Leopord Von Wiese. On the other hand, the synthetic school with Durkheim, Hol?house
and Sorokin attempted to bring together a type of coordination among all social sciences.

The formal school supported the idea of giving sociology a suitable subject matltef
to make it a distinct discipline. It stressed on the study of forms of'social rclationshlps
and considered sociology as independent. Simmel defined sociology as a specific 500}31
science that describes, organizes, analyses and visually explains the forms of SO_Clal
relationships. To put it in a different way, social interactions should be classified 1nt0
various forms or types and analysed. Simme] argued that social interactions have various
forms. He conducted researches on formal relationships like cooperation, competition:
sub and super ordinate relationships, etc, He said, ‘however diverse the interests ar®
that give rise to these sociations, the forms in which the interests are realized may Yet.ba
identical.’ His main emphasis was to conceptualize these forms from human relationshiPs
which are not affected by different scenarios. Vierkandt believed that sociology should

Additionally, a blend of associative and
of these processes can be furth

different types of social relationships,

Criticism of formal school

e
: YN € relatiq : insberg, 1
stgdy of social relationships Would never e 5k IEtD§. ;‘ﬂu?cordu.qg to G'ms_b 1agti0n’
without a thorough knowledge of the terms thg PIete ifit is carried out in 150 i
the only branch of socja] i

<0
ol arg aSSO X M i . is n
i ; ' SCiences that fo Cuses o Ciated with it. Sociology .
Political science and internatig n th

study social sciences asa

' . S€parate entj
sociology is not practical 2k

' u
M other SClences, the concept of P
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the types of social relationsh'?”
nal law g, es of social re s
study the Same. Since it is notpoSSlble ©

(ii) Synthetic school of sociology

The synthetic school defines sociology as a combination of social sciences.

It stresses on widening the range of sociology. Durkheim divided sociology into
three main sections, these were, social morphology, social physiology and general sociology.
Social morphology pertains to the lifestyle of people on the basis of their location or
region. It comprises of factors like population, density, distribution, etc. One can further
divide this into two categories, (i) analysis of density and type of population that influences
social relationships and social groups and (ii) learning about social hierarchy or details
related to the main categories of social groups and institutions, along with their operation.
Social physiology deals with the ori ginand character of different social institutions, namely
religion, morals, law, economic institutions, etc. The prime objective of general sociology

is to frame general social laws, Efforts are still on to find out links between different
types of institutions that are treated independently in social physiology and the possibilities
of emergence of general social laws as a by-product. Hobhouse, a British sociologist,
defined sociology as a field of science which focuses on the whole social life of man. It
relates to other social sciences in a way that can be regarded as a blend of mutual
exchange and stimulation. Karl Mannheim has explained sociology in terms of two key

divisions, systematic and general sociology and historical sociology. Systematic sociology
provides a methodical review of the main factors of coexistence, such that they are
evident in every kind of society. Historical sociology deals with the historical array and
existence of general forms of the society. This can be divided into two sectors,
comparative sociology and social dynamics, Comparative sociology basically deals with
identical historical changes and tries to hi ghlight the general features by comparing them,
It also separates general features from industrial features. Social dynamics is concerned
with the interrelations that exist among different social factors and institutions in a given
society, for example in an ancient society. Ginsberg has combined the main features of
sociology ina way that they classify the different types and structures of social relati ons,
specifically those that are clearly specified as institutions and associations. He tried to
find connectivity between various parameters of social life, for example, economic,
political, moral and legal, intellectual and social elements. It attempts to make the basic

conditions of social change and persistence simpler and evaluates the sociological principles
that influence social life.

Thus, on the basis of the viewpoints of many sociologists, the scope of sociology
can be generally defined. To begin with, sociology should be concerned with the analysis
of various institutions, associations and social groups, which have resulted from social
relationships of individuals. The second step is an understanding of the different the links
between various sections of the society. This objective is catered to by the functionalist
school of sociology, as required. The Marxist school also exhibits the same opinion.
Thus, the main area of discussion of sociology pertains to social structure. Sociology
should also focus on aspects which are important in bringing about social stability and

social change. Finally, sociology should also tackle issues related to the changes in pattern
and the consequences of societal changes.

Sociology as a Science

The nature of sociology as a science has become

acontroversial issue, Some critics do
arded as a science like all other social
nce since it comprises objective and
ssessment, It can also be evaluatedas a
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social reality, on the basis of empirical data and explanation. However', it cannot bt‘i
directly compared to natural sciences, since human behaviour is not similar to natura
sciences. A science may be defined in at least two ways:

® Abody of organized, verified knowledge which has been secured through scientific
investigation :

e A method of study whereby a body of organized and verified knowledge 1S
discovered

However, if the first definition is accepted, then sociology can be termed a science
based on the theory that it creates a body of organized and verified knowledge, after
scientific investigation. To the extent that sociology forsakes myth, folklore and vs.fishﬁ_ll
thinking and bases its conclusions on scientific evidence, it is a science. If science 18

defined as methods of study, then sociology can be defined as a science because it uses
scientific techniques of study,

is a science. According to him, science i
e Thereliability ofits body of kno
e Its organization
e Jts method

wledge

experiment and predict in the sam. in whi i
_ ; e Way in wh: . .
behaviour and relationships are peculi:r ar?v ch physica sciences do because h‘. t
uncert

i : : i el g . st
possr‘oleasmanhashlsown[:;rre,JudiceSandhias ; amn. Objectivity in sociology ! 5

it is too vast and human mie..: Ocia] be exac
Man motivations gye complex and Pheluomena cannot be {0
about human behavioy. and it ig difficult to make predic

But such objectiyes raised gon;

£ . ; 800 ; 5

does make use of Scientific meth i eDClology 88 science are refutable. Soclolo@
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Thus it can be said that science is a way to find out the truth and if sociology

involves application ofa range of techniques and methods in the right manner, then it will
achieve a scientific character.

Human social activities can be observed through scientific exploration just like
any other natural phenomenon. This exploration uses scientific techniques such as: scales
of sociometry, schedule, questionnaire, interview and case history. These, in turn, apply
quantitative measurements to social phenomenon. Hence, they can be compared to the
technique of experimentation. Sociology attempts to identify the types and forms of
social relationships, especially of institutions and associations. It tries to establish the
relations between different factors of social life. Tt also involves the deduction of general
laws through a systematic study of its material. The outcome ofthe study of sociological
principles is used as a means to resolve social problems. Consequently, sociology can be
compared to a science like social psychology, clinical psychology and other sciences that
relate to the existence of mankind. A sociologist can also make optimum use of two
other fundamental techniques of scientific reasoning, which are observation and
comparison. Sociology can also be used in the building of laws and for futuristic

calculations. These laws are usually relevant and are independent of cultural changes.

Sociology also explains cause-effect relationships by the analysis of social procedures
and relationships.

Importance of Sociology

The discipline of sociology is recognized widely today. Nowadays, there is growing
realization about the importance of the scientific study of social phenomena and means

of promoting what Giddings calls ‘human adequacy’. It is of great value in modern
complex society.

e Sociology makes a scientific study of society: Sociology has made it possible
to study society in a systematic and scientific manner. Scientific knowledge about
human society is needed in order to achieve progress in various fields.

° Sociology throws more light on the social nature of man: Sociology delves
deep into the social nature of man. It tells us why man is a social animal, why he
lives in groups, ete. It examines relationships between individuals and the society.

e Sociology improves our understanding of society and increases the power
of social action: The science of society assists an individual to understand himself,
his capacities, talents and limitations. It enables him to adjust to the environment.
Knowledge of'society, social groups, etc., helps us to lead an effective socia] life,

® Sociology has contributed generously to enhance the value of human
culture: Sociology has trained us in building a rational approach to questions that
concern ourselves, our religion, customs, etc. It teaches one to have an object-
oriented and balanced approach. Tt emphasizes the importance of ignoring petty
personal prejudices, ambitions that are influenced by ego and envy.

e Sociology studies the role of institutions in
individual: The home and family, school and e
states and government, marriage and family,
which a society functions. Furthermore, th
knowledge of sociology.

° Sociological knowledge is indispensable for understandin
of the society: Sociological planning has been made easier bysoc

the development of the
ducation, church and religion,
etc., are important institutions through
Cy are conditioners of an individual’s

g and planning
iology. Sociology
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is often considered a vehicle of social reform and social organization. It plays ar
important role in reconstruction of the society.

e The need for sociology in underdeveloped countries: Sociologists have
drawn the attention of economists regarding the social factors that have conLrib}lted
to the economic backwardness of a few countries. Economists has now re'allzed
the importance of sociological knowledge in analysing the economic affairs ofa

~ country.

o Study of society has helped several governments to promote the welfare
of tribal people: It is not only civilized societies, tribal societies also have seve_faI
socio-economic problems. Studies conducted by sociologists and arllhroif’c’lc’g'st5
regarding tribal societies have helped many governments in undertaking various
social measures to promote the welfare oftribal people.

Sociological Methods
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in terms of the actions of individuals. His central concept for this purpose is ‘social Emergence of Sociology
action’. He analyses the organizations of individuals in different positions on the basis of

their levels of motivation. These, in turn, rest on subjective meanings which persons

attach to the things and other persons in their environment. On this basis, he examines

the relation between different forms of authority, social organizations and economic NOTES

distribution of rewards. He is pessimistic about the bureaucratic form of domination that

is found in modern society. In his view, it is a very stable form of domination of powerful
interests,

Sociology differs from most of the natural sciences in dealing with a phenomenon,
which is often difficult and sometimes impossible to measure or calculate, or to subsume
under relations of causality. However, this does not involve a total divergence in the
methods of inquiry. It involves considering the limits of sociological enquiry and assessing
what can be practically achieved. In sociology, five important methods or approaches
can be distinguished, they are as follows.

o Historical Method: This method has taken two principal forms. The first is that
of early sociologists, influenced by the philosophy of history and afterwards by
biological theory of evolution. This approach involves a certain order of priorities
in the problems for research and theory. It concentrates on problems of the origin
of development and transformation of social institutions, societies and civilization,
Itis concerned with the whole span of human history and with all major institutions
of society, as in the work of Comte, Spencer, etc. In Marx’s view, the most
important thing about people is their practical activity. The way people produce
for themselves, gives shape to other aspects of their society and culture, In this
way, they relate to nature and to one another in society. These are the most
fundamental sets of relations. These sets of relations change and develop over
the course of history. They change from one ‘mode of production’ to another.

o Comparative Method: This method was considered the method par excellence
of sociology for long. It was first used by evolutionist sociologists, but its use did
not involve a necessary commitment to an evolutionary approach. Durkhe im, in
the Rules of Sociological Method, clearly explained the significance of the
method. After claiming that sociological explanation consists entirely of the
establishment of causal connections, he observes that the only way to demonstrate
that one phenomenon is the cause of another is to examine cases in which the
two phenomena are simultaneously present or absent. Thus it is to be established
whether one does depend on the other, or not. In many natural sciences the
establishment of causal connections is facilitated by experiment, but since
experiment is impossible in sociology, Durkheim suggests the use of the method
of indirect experiment, i.c., the comparative method.

° Functionalist Method: In sociology, this method first emerged in the form of 3
response against the approach and assertions of evolutionists. It criticized the
immature and outward application of the comparative method and the methods of
‘conjectural history’. These methods used data that was neither verified nor
systematic, on ancient societies, for the reconstruction of early stages of human
social life. The functionalist method also criticized the objective or claim made by
evolutionists to present the complete social history of mankind in scientific terms.
The notion of social function was formulated by Herbert Spencer in the 19th
century. Durkheim defined the function ofa socia institution as the correspondence
between it and the needs of social organism.
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o Formal or Systematic Method: Formal or systematic sociology l'epf?sf“t?sdtsa
reaction against the evolutionary and encyclopedic science of early soci0 Oghtc;
Its originator was George Simmel and it remained largely a German approac 2
sociology. Simmel argues that sociology is a new method, a new way of logkmgh 3
facts which are already treated by other social sciences. According to h“.n’ t :‘5
new approach consists of considering the ‘forms’ of sociation or interaction; ;

distinguished from the historical content. Sociolo gy is therefore also concerne
with forms of interaction which have not been studied at all by traditional soc;1 5
seiences. These forms appear not in major institutions, such as the state; ¢ ]
economic system and so on, but in minor and fleeting relationships betwe®
individuals. ‘
e Structural Method: Claude Levi-Strauss proposed the structural method; I.,e“"il-
Strauss offered new insights of analysis. According to Edmund Leach, LeWe
Straus has provided us with a new set of hypotheses about familiar matferlal. .
can look again at what we thought was understood and begin to gain enmelyf i
insights”. The structural method began to haye a certain influence, particula™

renewing the discussion of the concept of social structure -
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1.4.1 The Works of Intellectual Philosophers in Sociology

The European intellectuals and thinkers during this period developed the tenets of: sociology
and tried to explain the socio-political changes that were taking place around them. They
also tried to explain whether these changes were good for the society or not. These
intellectual philosophers were Auguste Comte, Herbert Spencer, Georg Simmel, Karl
Marx, Emile Durkheim and Max Weber. These intellectual philosophers later came to
be known as the classical theorists and founders of sociology.

1. Auguste Comte (1798-1857): Auguste Comte was a French Philosopher who
came to be known as the Father of Sociology. Auguste Comte used science to
understand and explain the changes taking place in the French society and coined
the term sociology. He described the study of society through his scientific approach
and considered sociology to be a branch of natural science. He believed that the
society progressed through three stages: theological, meta-physical and positive.
According to Comte, the positive stage was a scientific stage that explored the
natural laws governing social changes. It was during this stage that order could
be restored in the society. He developed the philosophy of positivism to understand
the social world through a scientific approach. According to him, positivism enabled
one to understand how a phenomenon occurred and not how. Comte was also of

the opinion that using the scientific approach, people could understand how social
changes affected their everyday lives.

2. Herbert Spencer (1820-1903): Herbert Spencer was an English sociologist
and philosopher who played amajor role in the intellectual development of sociology
in the nineteenth century. He believed that sociology was evolutionistic and has
evolved like organisms do. The main focus of his study was on the evolutionary
growth of the social structures that make up the society. According to Spencer,
evolution began in the inorganic world of matter and later went through the organic
or living world of the plants or animals and ended in the human and social world.
He believed that society also went through these phases and followed the same
natural law of evolution that living beings did.

3. Emile Durkheim (1858-1917): Durkheim was a French sociologist. He tried
to establish sociology as an independent and distinct science. He is considered as
the builder of sociology. Durkheim was a modern philosopher who attempted to
study the reality of society, According to him, the reality of the society was a
group and the social changes that take place around the group. He studied the
society objectively, empirically and factually which none of the philosophers wanted
to do. Durkheim considered sociology as the study of social facts. According to
him social life could be analysed only in terms of social facts which externally
affected an individual, a group and finally the society.

4. Max Weber (1864-1920): Max Weber was a German sociologist and philosopher.

He contributed to the evolution of sociology as a science. According to Weber,

the basic unit of the society was an individual and it was essential to scientifically
analyse the behaviour, emotions, actions and relationships of an individual, He
believed in interpretative understanding of the society. According to him, the aim
ofa social scientist was to study the inner meaning of a social phenomenon, He
considered social actions and human relationships to be qualitative and not
quantitative and so suggested that these must be interpreted. According to Weber.
empathy and objectivity were required for the interpretative understanding of an);

social phenomenon.
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S. Karl Marx (1818-1883): Karl Marx was a German writer, thinker and critique.
Karl Marx mainly studied about the issues that were faced by people in .thc
society. According to him, people in all societies struggled to live in the society
and their struggles brought about several changes in the society and in the manner
in which the people behaved with each other. Thus, he believed that the struggle
of the people in the society also affected the relationships and actions of the
people. He studied about social issues like class formation, class distinction,
exploitation, poverty, alienation and social changes.

6. Georg Simmel (1858-1918): Georg Simmel studies sociology as a formal
dlSCith_?- According to him, sociology deals with social relationships, the process
of socialization and socia] organization. Simme] basically studied about socl
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and hence could not be called a science. According to some philosophers, society, human
relationships and human behaviour could not be putin a laboratory and experimented
upon. Sociology also did not qualify as a science because jt could not make accurate
predictions. Since sociology dealt with human relationships and human behaviour, it was
not easy to collect data for the same and predict the results, Also it was not possible to
predict how a certain human would react or behave to a social change and so sociology
was called a behavioural science and not a natural science. Another reason why sociology
did not qualify as natural science was the fact that sociology could not make accurate

measurement. It was not possible to accurately determine and measure the human

behaviour or relationships which were qualitative and not quantitative. Lack of
generalization in sociology was another reason why it could not be called a science. The

reason why generalization was not possible in sociology was because no two individuals

were alike and so human behaviour, relationships differed and were uniform and universally

applicable.

Thus sociology evolved as a social science and not a natural science. As a scientific

discipline, sociology emerged as a positive, pure, abstract, generalizing, rational and
empirical science.

Thus, the intellectual philosophers were able to develop sociology as a scientific
discipline. The study of these philosophers proved that the scientific study of society
was possible only through a sociological analysis. They developed sociology to understand
and analyse the various social problems that the people faced. Sociology according to
these philosophers studied groups, cultures and societies comparatively. Sociology also
emerged as a discipline that studied a wide range of social issues and how these affected
the lives of the people and thus the society as a whole.

CHEcCK YoUuR PROGRESS

8. What was the main aim of the philosophers of Enlightenment?
9. Who studied sociology purely on the basis of human relationships?
10. Who studied the social issues in sociology and what were the issues?

11. What is the nature of sociology as a science?

1.5 SUMMARY

e The emergence of sociology as a discipline can be traced back to the nineteenth
century. Thus, sociology is not a very old field of study.

© The idea behind the emergence of sociology was to enable people to understand
why the society functions the way it does

e Sociology being the study of social relationships and institutions can be studied at
alllevels of the society as well as the life of a human being. While at the individual

level, it deals with personal issue; at the society level, it deals with the issues that
the society has to face daily.

e There were several factors that contributed

to the development of sociolo
discipline. R
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® Sociology is a field of science that flourished during the first part of the .I9th
century. It came into existence as an academic response to modernism. Since
transportation and communication facilities have become increasingly advanced,
itis easier for people in different parts of the world to stay connected.

® Sociology should cover the complete network of social relationships. Itis presumed
that these relationships depend on the position of individuals in the hierarchy of

relations, with respect: (i) to one another, (if) to the community and (iii) to the
external environment.

e For achieving a perfect sociological rationalization, it is important to reach t,hc
roots of every social event with respect to the vital and psychological capaciti®s
ofindividuals. These capacities may be influenced by complex interactions which
are a vital constituent of the community, which is connected to the extern
environment. If this ideal is generously conceived, it is too ambitious.

© W.F. Ogbumn opines that sociolo
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1.7 ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’

1. The main contributing factors to the emergence of sociology are French revolution,

Industrial revolution and Enlightenment.

2. The French Revolution brought about changes in family life by introducing civil

marriage and divorce.

3. Machines were used for production of goods during and after Industrial revolution

because these increased the productivity while at the same time reduced the
time, manpower and money required.

4. Telegraph as a means of communication was introduced during the Industrial
revolution.

5. Inthe opinion of W.E. Ogburn, an American sociologist, sociology was categorized
asadiscipline of science because it fulfilled the following three criteria:
o The reliability ofits body of knowledge
e [tsorganization
e Jtsmethod

6. Objectivity is not possible in sociology as man has his own prejudices and bias.

7. Weber viewed the development of modern society as a much less orderly affair

and is rather pessimistic about the possibility of discovering some means of
harmonizing its present condition.

8. The main aim of the philosophers of enlightenment was to make people aware of
their thinking capabilities. The philosophers wanted the people to think critically

and act and solve their problems on their own instead of waiting for God to solve
the problems.

9. George Simmel studied sociology only on the basis of human relationships.

10. Karl Marx studied the social issues while working on the evolution of sociology.
The various issues he studied were class formation, class formation, class distinction,
alienation, poverty and social changes.

I1. Sociology as a science is a behavioural science. Sociology unlike natural sciences
is social, positive, pure, abstract, rational and empirical science.

1.8 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

Short-Answer Questions

1. Briefly describe the role of French Revolution on the emergence of sociology.

2. How did Industrial Revolution contribute to the emergence of sociology? State in
brief.

3. Briefly state the views of Auguste Comte on sociology.
4. How did Max Weber study sociology?
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Emergence of Sociology Long-Answer Questions UN IT 2 A UGUS TE COMTE

1. Issociology a science? Support your answer with arguments.

Structure
2. Explain the work of philosophers of the Enlightenment and how sociology emerged b0 Tssdustion NOTES
NOTES based on their works. 2.1 Unit Objectives
3. Discuss the different sociological methods. 2.2 Comte and Positivism
4. Analyse the nature and scope of sociology. 2.3 Hierarchy of Sciences
2.4 Summary
—— 2.5 Key Terms
1.9 FURTHER READ]NG 2.6 Answers to ‘Check Your Pro gress’
—a 2.7 Questions and Exercises
Abel, Theodore. 1980. The Foundations of Sociological Theory. Jaipur: Rawét 2.8 Further Reading
Publications, '
Abraham, Francis M. and John Henry Morgan, 1985 Sociological Thought. Chenn#. 2.0 INTRODUCTION
Macmillan India,
Aron, Raymond. 1965. Main Cyrrenss inS sex:  Asaphilosophical ideology and movement, positivism first assumed its distinctive features
PirinhtaL ociological Thought, Vol. 1 and II. Middle in the work of the French philosopher Auguste Comte, who named the systematized
B fus B : ' science of sociology. It then developed through several stages known by various names,
g anZSSiIE:)?JZY S.1969. The Development of Social Theory, Mumbai: Vakils, Feff? such as Empiriocriticism, Logical Positivism and Logical Empiricism and finally in the

s mid-20th century flowed into the movement known as Analytic and Linguistic philosophy.
Ritzer, George. 1988, Sociological Theory, Second edition, New York: Mc Graw_l-lill- In its basic ideological posture, positivism is worldly, secular, anti-theological and anti
PR meta-physical.

In his three stages, Comte combined what he considered to be an account of the
historical order of development with a logical analysis of the levelled structure of the
sciences. By arranging the six basic and pure sciences one upon the otherin a pyramid,
Comte prepared the way for Logical positivism to ‘reduce’ each level to the one below.

2.1 UNIT OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to:
e Analyse the science of sociology theory propounded by Comte
e Discuss the law of human progress discussed by Comte
e Elaborate on the hierarchy of sciences proposed by Comte
e Understand social statics and dynamics as analysed by Comte

2.2 COMTE AND POSITIVISM

Auguste Comte was born in France in 1798 during the height of the French Revolution,
a period of chaos and unrest. His parents were devout Catholics and ardent royalists,
Comte was a brilliant student excelling in physics and math with an unusua] memory,
His early career was poorly organized and a rather self-destructive affair in which he
proceeded to ‘shoot himselfin the foot’ several times. Along with 14 others he wag

expelled from school after a student uprising over a geometry instructor, thys dashing
hopes of an otherwise promising academic career.
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He did, nonetheless, manage to become secretary to Henri St. Simon, anf)t;le'
prominent thinker with whom Comte shared many ideas. He met, and later marrie 1;
nineteen-year-old prostitute but had an unhappy married life. He had a falling out v
St. Simon and organized on his own a subscription series of lectures on the ‘PositiVe
Philosophy’. Comte attempted suicide by throwing himselfinto the Seine and was resct

by apasser-by. Comte interpreted this Samaritan actas a sign that his mission in life W&
to complete and disseminate his positive philosophy.

In 1829, Comte completed the series of lectures, and between 1830 and 1843(;
published his Cours de Philosophie Positive insix volumes, In 1832, he managed
achieve a minor appointment at the Ecole Poly-technjque, but, in 1844, he wrote a sca
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Theological or Fictitious State: Law of Three Stages
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Comte maintained that the positive science of society called sociology must pursue
the method which was followed by definite sciences like astronomy, physics, chemistry,
and biology. He insisted that the new science must be positive. Positive means pursuing

scientific methods ofanalysis and prognosis. The method of | sociology includes observation
as well as experimentation. Observation must be guided by a theory of social phenomena.
Experimentation is controlled observation. In sociology,

experimentation involves the
study of pathological cases. According to him, central to sociology is the comparison of

different co-existing states of human society on the various parts of the earth’s surface.
By this method, he argued, the different stages of evolution may be allowed once. These

conventional methods of science, like observation, experimentation and comparison, must
be used in combination with the historical method.

Law of Human Progress

The law of human progress is one of Comte’s the most important central ideas, He
proposed that the evolution of the human mind is parallel to the evolution of any individual
mind. The development of the individual human organism is termed as ontogeny. This
forms the basis for the development of phylogeny or the development of the human

race. In our childhood, we all believed in imaginary worlds; when we become adults, we

start accepting the world with its vices and virtues. Mankind has also undertaken quite a
similar journey; from believing in the make-beliefto the maturity of adulthood.

According to Comte:

Each of our leading conceptions—each branch of our knowledge passes
successively through three different theoretical conditions: the Theological or
fictitious; Metaphysical or abstract; and the Scientific or positive. In theological
state, human mind, seeking the essential nature of beings, the first and final
causes (the origin of purpose) of all effects supposes all phenomena to be
produced by the immediate action of supernatural beings. In Metapysical state
the mind supposes abstract forces, veritable entities (that is personified
abstractions) capable of producing all phenomena. In the final, the positive

state, the mind has given over the vain search after Absolute notions, the

origin of destination of the universe, and the causes of phenomena, and applies

itself to the study of their laws, that is, their invariable relations of succession
and resemblance

, there is substantial lack of logical
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gical state of their minds, their
tlook. The main subject matter of
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The three stages suggested by Comte have a strong idealistic basis. Yet he Auguste Comte
Auguste Comte It is clear that theological state implies a belief in divine and extraterrestrial forces. correlated every stage of evolution of the human mind with social organizations present
Comte has classified the theological state further in three stages: in that period. The theological stage that corresponds roughly with the ancient age is
Fetishism: The first and primary stage in the theological state is that of fetishism. dom?nated by the rule of the army an-d priests. In the metaph?rsical sta?e,-society was
NOTES Fetishism is a belief that there is some living spirit in non-living objects. This is also dominated by clergy and lawyers. This state roughly falls during the Middle Ages and NOTES

known as animism. The concept of animism signifies that the inanimate objects are 1ot
dead b_ut are possessec'lby liying spirits. One can argue that in India, particularly rural
and mtgal a:;;s, thfere 18 a widespread beliefthat some deities reside in tree, stones and
mountains. herefore it has been seen that people n e . o vartiond
tree, stone mountajn, people engage in the worship ofap

Polytheism: With the gradual development in human thinking, there Occuﬂe,d

a change in the form of thinkin R o
g. Polytheism is t _In this
stage, man had classified god and every na 1s the next stage to fetishism

: tural force had a presiding deity. Each £°
h ' : presiding deity

ad SO;n: deﬁmfe function and his scope and areq of action was determined.
Inzslnifest::::ll1 i(;lt:::ﬁz;hme {:Stt;nd most developed form of theolo gical state 13 seel . ‘
thinking a beliefin 8 the very term monotheism implies, at this level of hu%" .

the Renaissance. The modern era marks the beginning of the positive state and is generally
ruled by industrialists and scientific moral guides. In the first state, the family takes
centrestage, while in the second, the State rises to prominence. In the third state, however,
the entire civilization has become an operative social unit.

CueEck YOUR PROGRESS

1. What is the main subject matter of theological state?
2. What is the second stage of the evolution of human mind?
3. What is the other name for Comteian fetishism?

thinking symboliper e 2d eplaced the earlierbelefin many gods, The monotheist 23 HIERARCHY OF SCIENCES D ‘
irrational ﬂunlgnlzgein ;::gglr;g;h\ilﬁlas irl1te11ect and reason over n(;n—mtellccmalaﬂis ' ' e ol B e :
responsible for the maintenance g tiofger?;:iv:d that one God is supreme and that he The hierarchy of sciences is another theory posited by Comte that gained importance in

ystem in the world. the realm of sociology. This theory is related closely to the law of the three stages. As

Metaphysical or abstract state mankind moves on from one stage to another, evolving from the knowledge of every

step, similarly, scientific knowledge also passes from one stage to the next, evolving
through every step, though at a different rate. “Any kind of knowledge reaches the
positive stage early in proportionto its generality, sin}plicity, and.independence of other
departments.” Thus, we notice that astrology, which is the most simple and general type
of all natural sciences, developed firstand was followed by cl_lemist:y, bio}ogy and physics.
Sociology comes last in this list of sciences. The evolution and development of the

robl ' . G iy
gehef:‘ﬂi;:’g:l: could not be Successfully tacl?lggosne forces in the world pre® 0 sciences depended upon the development of the sciences that came before it in a hierarchy
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Auguste Comte

Self-Instructional

The most independent and complex of all sciences are the socia! sciences. Th?,se
developed after the other distinct sciences emerged and definitely helped in the. completlon
of the modern, positive method. The sciences that evolved prior to the social sciences
had just prepared the groundwork. The general sense of the natural law developed
through the social sciences. This was possible as social science employs all the resources
that physical sciences did, and also uses the historical method which investigate }JY
gradual filtration, unlike other methods that investigate by comparison. The chlef
phenomenon in sociology that is the gradual and continuous influence of generations
upon each other would be misguided or unnoticed for want of the necessary key histori(?al
analysis. Sociology, like all other later sciences, also depended on the special
methodological characteristics, It mostly depended on biology which, in turn, develop?d
from the study of organic wholes. Sociology also shared this emphasis on organic unity
with biology. If the society is divided into parts, sociology will fail to study it. The society
can only be studied when it is treated ag 5 whole consisting of various sub-parts. The

€, L, treated by physical sciences better than by sociology-
Social Statics and Dynamics
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examined by social statics, the rules of succession are studied. by social dy_narmcs. 'lI’he
two combine to fulfil the needs of study Qf the modern society. _He assigned prime
importance to religion and language as serving as tl-le'vesse.ls whef'em the cultlrlre, natm':
and thoughts of our ancestors are held. As we participate in the Imgl.usn(r::l unive:jse,a\:h
are part of a linguistic community. We relate to eaf:h_ other as we understan 1f:t 1
other’s language; without this collective tool, maintaining a social order is completely
impossible.

In addition to a common language, a common religion is also essential to st'abilize

a social order. Religion permits men to love the_Lr fellow men and to overcome thelie f;rglo;
It is a strong bond that holds a society together in acommon cult angs (:oxnn.u.:uttl]l1 Z);sl o
beliefs. Religion is the base of social order. The third factor that bu; m?n is A
of labour. According to Comte, men who share the same type gf la gur, on;& b Th(;
The extent of this division of labour leads to social complemttgs ang (:::Jrn}z1 ica 1:15).[h :
system of division of labour bonded people together as tlhey were dependent on o e.;

4 letion of their work. On the other hand, this same sy_stem _pr:omoted an
fo\ 1rmth1rede o eW’th of capitalism and materialism. Social institutions like religion, language
. di 's?z)?lg[o?labour, according to Comte, are not important m their own accord, rather,
e ibutions of these institutions in furtherance of social devetopment are more
Fhe i o iologists. The parts and the whole of a social system need to be com?ected
]linpogiirgjs)lgfsc})’zliticfl in.stitutions, social manners, laws and rules need to be consolidated

rignel f

in order to develop humanity.

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

i ics?
4. What do you understand by social dynamics? .
5. State the distinction between social statics and dynamics.
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; te. a stable social order rested on a consistent form of thougl_lt.
° Accordmg to C(:ln;féht as leading to the establishment of a more stable, industrial
He saw his own th

order. : )

his relationship between though‘t and practice as a natural Fathel

° (i'jlomte saw tI i;re and saw thought as evolving naturally toward the kind of
than a causa

i ding,
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losophy which he was _ _ .
IJllll ;J Yt atter of sociology is society. It studies the structure of the society
e The subjectm e :
ts functions.
rules governing 1 : _ .
and the set Ol_c lore these principles which help society to stay mtegrated
° Sociologg tn:s moi)éri}ng to him it is highly important that the law of sociology
and in order. Acc
ientific. : ;
S Scmnf ociology includes observation as well as experimentation.
S 1 x
e The met?oslgustb e guidedbya theory of social phenomena. ‘ d
. 10h fknowledge passes through three stages, theological or fictitious,
cho =t i
) ii(t:: ifﬁ:ical or abstract, and scientific or positive. . |
Pl > -« is concerned with the present structure of the society. It studies the
® Social statics 18 !

current laws rule and present condition of the society.
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Herbert Spencer

UNIT 3 HERBERT SPENCER

Structure

3.0 Introduction
3.1 Unit Objectives
3.2 Social Darwinism
3.3 Evolution of State
3.3.1 Organic Analogy
3.4 Summary
3.5 Key Terms
3.6 Answérs to ‘Check Your Progress’

3.7 Questions and Exercises
3.8 Further Reading

NOTES

3.0 INTRODUCTION

Like Comte, Spencer saw in sociology the potential to unify the sciences, or to develop
what he called a ‘synthetic philosophy’. He believed that the natural laws discovered by
natural scientists were not limited to natural phenomenaj these laws revealed an underlying
order to the universe that could explain natural and social phenomena alike.

According to Spencer’s synthetic philosophy, the laws of nature applied to the
organic realm as much as to the inorganic, and to the human mind as much as to the rest
of creation. Even in his writings on ethics, he held that it was possible to discover laws

of morality that had the same authority as laws of nature.

3.1 UNIT OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to:
o Analyse the theory of social evolution and its stages as developed by Spencer

o Understand the concept of Social Darwinism
e Differentiate between military, industrial and ethical state

e Explain the concept of organic analogy
e Analyse Spencer’s concept of society and individual

32 SOCIAL DARWINISM

Herbert Spencer was born in Derby, England on 27 April 1820. He was the only one
of the nine children in his family to survive infancy. His father was a teacher of

mathematics and science but, ironically, did not hold this institutional enterprise in very
high esteem and, along with Spencer’s uncle, taught the young Herbert at home. He
thus received formal training only in mathematics and physics. -

Given his scientific inclinations, Spencer procured a job as engineer for the London

and Birmingham Railroad, eventually becfonﬂng its chief engineer but later resigning to
d the Economist. His first major publication was an article in the

edit a magazine calle

Self-Instructional
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Herbert Spencer Nonconformist entitled ‘The Proper Sphere of Government’, a sphere which Spencer
decided was extremely limited. In 1953 he gave up his job. In 1862, Spencer’s first book,

First Principles of a New System of Philosophy was published. In 1867 was published
the multi-volume work called Principles of Biology. Another multi-volume work,

at large is supposed to have undergone and those latest changes which we trace in Herbert Spencer
society and products of social life’. Spencer maintained that the evolution of mankind
and human societies were only a part of the natural law that could be applied to all living
beings in this universe. Sociology can become a science only when it is based on the

NOTES Principles of Psychology, was published in 1872 followed by Principles of Sociology

in 1896. His eight-volume study on descriptive sociology was published during 1873~
1894. In 1873 was published his highly acclaimed book, The Study of Sociology.

Spencer believed that the knowledge of society is a science and can be achieved
onh:yby sc?entiﬁc methods. While analysing his theory of evolution, Spencer divided the
Universe into two segments: Known and Unknown. The segment of Unknown relates
to religion and its subject matter is God and Soul, The Unkn

: o 2 own has nothing to do with
science, itis beyond the realm of science and irrelevant

to science. Science pertains to
¢ also tries to explain the origin

tero en : . .
Ome more complex @ eg eity. Biological species tend to

idea of natural, evolutionary law. ‘There can be no complete acceptance of sociology as
a science so long as the beliefin a social order of conforming to natural law, survives.”’
He put forward the theory that like physical evolution, in social evolution also there is a
movement from simple to complex. The society is gradually moving from homogenous
structure to heterogeneous structure. Besides, society is also moving from indefinite
state to definite state.

The progression from complex to simple is a part of universal change. This is
manifested in geological, climatic, as well as organic changes on the Earth’s surface.
This universal phenomenon may be noticed in the growth of any individual organism, the
culmination of all races coming together, or even the evolution of the basic social structure.
The movement from simplicity to complexity is present in the evolution of the religious,
political and economic aspects of the social progress. All concrete and abstract human
activity bears witness to this universal movement.

The advance from the simple to the complex through a process of successive
differentiations is seen alike in the earliest changes of the Universe. It is seen in the
geologic and climatic evolution of the Earth;lit is seen in tl_le unfolding of every Sing!e
organism on its surface; it is seen in the evolution of bu}namty,l whether Col}tempiated in
the civilized individual, or in the aggregate of races; itis seen in t_he evolution of society
in respect of its political, its religious and its economic organization; and it @s seen inthe
evolution of all those endless concrete and abstract products of human activity.

According to Spencer, the theory of social evolution is divided into two stages.
These are:

€., todifferentiate i e J bl

2 i 'S also holds true for indiy; © Hfternally, to hav i ovement from simple to compound secieties
EPSCJ eiil?;c SEE::E li:: rqugl;:es Societies evolye ;;2;1&11:1’:1‘;‘:21 species, similarly for (i) E:; 30111& onary stage is seen in the following four types of societies in
Militant societies, nearer to the Enn.nu?us evolution from militang ::njnally anFl EXteI.m.lly' terms of evolutionary levels; simple sgcxcty, compound society, doubly
mainly with issues of offense 7 ge%tnnlng of the CVO]Utionary R 0 Industrial someneii compound society, triple compound society.
with the production b ense. Industria] SOcieties fenq C]izs Wlere concemed (a) Simple societies: This is the most prim.it'ive society without any

The evolution of speg; s e complexities and consisting of several families.

the fittest’, Darwin’s terl;:?;rst?: SOcie_ties, for Spencer isa ®) Compound soéieties: This society is ba§ically a clan society, which
suggest that he actually preferred sls ﬂon?n IS *natura] se!:lectima fter ofthe ‘survival of means many simple societies make up this compound society.
Processes filter out unfjt species _I[’;ncer Sphrase, CCordingt on > and he was later t0 ¢) Doubly compound societies: Through further aggregation of
abetter, even morally perfecy Civ.il' Cventua] Outcome ofg 2 this notion, evolutionary ( compound societies develops doubly compound society consisting of
Pt process, he wag adamanltzatlon' S_ince he viewed S Process, for Spencef, 15 several clans compounded into tribes or tribal society.
3?11:;3523 1lsek<;:}’ in this Process; indzi!\k:i?lut his laissﬁ?-fai_re i :’lsg‘t-fbome as tl.le resul't of () Triple compound societies: In this society, tribes are organizeq into
While SPGC’i&sSanE:jwea-k Or unfit specieg C Pecies shoy] not 11; kt: FVnntion pOllc)S nation-states. This is the present form of the world.
individualigt sae ms]o?;en?s evolved ag °rdingntu : O eXist ang th:ls Wes ;:ew, be h;lgfe. (ii) Change from military to industrial society ' |
perfection of the sociialon In Spencey’s o 01aws of the; aken the w This type of social structure depends on the relation of a society to other

: z I Own, there is a ly
atom, i773 € perfeot: D, there is a supreme
the Individyg) humgy, G of civilization demgnds the

societies in its significant environment. While the military society is

: imary o terized by ‘compulsory coopergntion’, inld.ustrial Sf)ciety is based upon
ztt;xezmre and Social instify e, he cha at C\I/ﬁ:;tary cooperation’. Secondly, while the military society has a centralized
homoof mﬂd. Evolution ig i « t : ®volution brought in the social government, the industrial society has a decentralized government. Thirdly,
that mgjenelty 102 state of ]y d © Trom g gtyge o;wt the aCcompanying ment? while the military society has economic autonomy itis not found in industrial

0. ; versal Process, whic, efinite society. The chief characteristic of military society is the domination of

elf-Instructiona '

€Xplaing alik, ) coherent r:tlaﬁvely illdeﬁnite, incoherent
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3.3.1 Organic Analogy Herbert Spencer

Herbert Spencer State over all social organizati i '
Zations, oot . :
the functions of the gfate are limitIfI: dth:;::ciusft‘l:]? l Stat?’ o tl}e other hand, Herbert Spencer’s theoretical idea of organic analogy was influenced by biology. His
time are industrial societies, - Most of the societies in the present iqitia! connectim.l to biology ljlelped l?im dra\_;v an analogy between the society and the
biological organism. According to him, societies are akin to living bodies. As germs NOTES
NOTES CHECK Your Pro originate from a minuscule organism, similarly, societies also grow and evolve. He also
GRESS argues that society is made up of organized systems, just like an organism; the same
1. Whataccording to Darwin is natura] selection’? definition of life applies to bloth society and biology. Only when we witness the growth,
2. Whatare triple compound societies? : maturity and decay o_f asociety apd'the transformations passed through by aggregates
] ofall orders, inorganic and organic, is there reached the concept of sociology as science.
e The social structure is a living organism. It is made up of parts which can be
e DS distinguished but which cannot survive or exist except within the framework of society.
33 EVOLUTION OF STATE Spencer wanted to explain clearly the nature of social structure by the help of this
: T L theory. He believes that all individuals lose their individuality and become a part of the
Accordmg'to I?IE?rbert Spencer, the origin of the Stat society. On the other hand, he is also an individualist, a firm advocate of the independence
amc;ng tl'me individuals. The State js based upon the ae :}S; bE{Sed upon the element of fea” and rights of the individual. He only tried to point out certain striking similarities between
evoilves into three stages: (i) Military State, (i1) Indu Hthority of powerful individuals. It the individual living organism and society on account of which the individual may be
() Military State: I the formative perjoq Strial State and (iii) Ethical State. regarded as microcosmic society and society as macrocosmic individual. He argues:
. i € perio k . .
cll;deﬁmte and homogenollS, there was n:v :ien Society Was absolutely simple, It is also the character of social bodies, as of loving bodies, that while they
9 ‘f;mumtles used to fight with One anothe it al-lthonty- Various groups and increase in size they increase in structure. Like a low animal, the embryo of a
il ;:3:&55, some braye fighters Were aces tr . ;:)urm g this period of chaos and high one has few distinguishable parts; but while it acquires greater mass, its
this reascl: Sul\lﬁkwar Wasnot occasjopa| thé}r: 2 leaders whom others obeyed: parts multiply and differentiate. It is thus with a society. At initial stage the
ofthe heals;was dtary St_ate Was establisheq Th;:ass 10 permanent leader. Due t0 unlikeness among its groups of units are inconspicuous in number and degree,
i leade:te?nmed by Paternity, Graqy ; tate wag hereditary as the post but as population augments, divisions and subdivisions become more numerous
nominated by i hza(;he State. The Member 41 a committee was formed 10 and more decided. Further, in the social organism as in the individual organism,
S i . = . :
Military State v, Orwere the people’s ¢ of the. Committee were either differentiation ceases only with that completion of the type which marks maturity
T as to fight for self-def, Cpresentatives. The main aim of the * .
The chief ;V;re oSt importnt 3lldthense o ellasto conquer other States: PR ¢
. Clofthe a : € soci ; , : s .
rights over publicr;?y Was the king anq hea; of?}f]as OTganized for their welfare Spencer drew a comparison between the society and individual thus:
(1) e ’ i o 3 . ¥ z
were for the State. Thzr;?" The State Was ot o, e S.ta'fe‘i. The State had all th® (i) Different from inanimate bodies: _The .ﬁrst sumlz’mty betweena Il@g organism
(ii) Industrig] State: T Ore, there Wasno e € individua] but individuals and society is their difference from inanimate bodies. None of them is inanimate.
: e forind:. - i 5
Understood - me secgnd Stage ip Volut Orindividual freedom. In inanimate objects, there 110 growth andt§e\];elgfmept. but 3?'&'16 other hgnd,
Therefore, al progregg 1; 100 was the Industri Man there is continuous growth and devel.opmcn in bo SO(?lefY-all ving organism.
s the State grad S lieg ustrial State. ) from th te bod
to change ip the i Ually attey, et 18 €conomyj, industrial progress: Thus, on account of their common dlﬁ'erencF: rom the inanimate bodies, society
; 0 s : :
State, the aipy of which f\i;ate authority, € Progregs of the indystries, This 19 and living organism may be regarded to I:.:e similar. i
aimed at VICtory in wyp ts & Progress ofy 2 ly converted into Industri® (ii) Increase in quantity leads to change in structure: The second similarity in
g“;aﬂ"#ance 10 the freeqog, 5, 0UStrial §gaq > While the Military Stat® society and living organism is that ‘“Erease ofsuenay gf)th i:?ds i Chmﬁfﬂm
€ inthelife of .. - ts € did not a; ; e £ inoto Spencer, living organism starts from being a unicellular
s of the i+ 1 ai or! th cture. According to Spencer, =, :
People oceypieq pt:;:“dlvldual graduat;t ¢ Ndividyg)g TI}:I Rt Lopave n;*the crz:;::. with the increase in cells, differentiation of organs results. At the higher
principles evolveg andegh S Y decregg . : e interference Ofthe b e fc;voluti on. the structure of the body becomes quite complex. Similar is the
. the Politj ' HHICTICpresentatives O ) % it g s : .
(i) gthlcal State; Wi, e _State became c Illtlcal System, Grfdually democratic case with society. In the beginning, L ST;nmffOf?tﬁew : vetgfts;mpl;. J:_t tlu;
Pencer’s cone oo _lllta e Cermed y; T 8 o level each individual does all ﬂ}e work by himselfand there is no differentiation o
ACCOrding to Spep thicq] State I and dustl‘ia] g welfare. w functions. Each man himselfis a craftsman, hunter,_sculptor, etc. But w1th the
resultin Perfection Cer, the ¢ Omplet'ongs 0 the f, tate have been realize® quantitative increase in society, the structure of society beclomes.mcrea.smgly
Nature of ma, er‘;fmateﬁa[ richy 100 of the eVOIut-' Sconcept is imagiﬂaf_f]' complex and there is increasing clliﬁ"efentlaylon of functions in society. Like the
beh.aviour is due e, he wiyy 0‘:3(83 of the cople 1011.0f Industrial State W! organs of the organism, the functions in society become specialized.
cthica] Sagq Willbe 1 depn'vatl-]a ally £y 10\;9' S will satisfy the Se”.is
;Way A8 10 etery, reah.ty' Inf, t:]Ons AS matey; florms of ethjcs, Unethi®®
Scﬂ%fns.:lmcffonaf self ACCOI' dillg to ]Sn lmstrati(}n :Vl;:te WI“ c nolgﬁeprivﬂtion disappears; i::ﬂ:‘ef::’!m“‘.a”a! s
34 Materia Ncer b Ul be Ta ik te, the State will Withe
umarl S(}.(:iel q,ulr aci an wil] be g ovefﬂed

ally €volving to this state:



Herbert Spencer (iii) Change in structure leads to change in functions: With the chan ge in the

: 1 5 e The society is gradually moving form homogenous structure to heterogeneous Herbert Spencer
{Tcﬁnl“ne i org]:;nsms and communities, there results a change in their functions. i
e functions become more and more sophisti iali . . R
e sophisticated and specialized. e According to Spencer the theory of social evolution divided into two stages— the
NOTES ler.e faon as well ag harmqny of organs: While it is true that with the movement from simple to compound societies, and change from military to industrial
evolution there develops greater differentiation in the organs of society as also society. ‘ NOTES

that of an individual, but along with th; i ' '
: g with this, there is ous ' it | -
organs. Each organ is com also harmony between vari e According to Spencer, the social structure is a living organism. It is made up of

plementary to the othe is holds : e . : . .
true both for the body of a living organism and socri:nd not opposed. This parts which can be dlst‘mgulshed but which cannot survive or exist except within
v the frame work of society.

(v) Loss of an organ does not necessar
: essarily result i e The
- society as well as individual is an o : R laxgiof prguibo

rganism. Itis a fact for both thata

. . commori for bo TERMS
l’::;“‘:fﬁ;lltlaoc;zgsa;ssd}?:; 5101; necessarily result in the dearh of an organism. Ifan 3.5 KEY

Similarly, in the case of sw;t;slgsc: 1}ecess§w that this may result in his deafh. T e
mean death of the society, Ofa particular association does not necessarily ot et

(vi) Similar processes and methog of . Y o Compound societies: Many simple societies make up a compound society.
bet?veen the society and the living ;-rﬁal-“zatmm There is another similar’™y o Doubly compound societies: Through further aggregation of compound
TEHOus SyStems m an organj Sapi. Accordmg to Spencer, there e societies develops doubly compound society consisting of several clans compounded

Sm i i . ]
sponsible for itg efficient functioning

Si.mila'rly, inasociety, transport syst J into tribes or tribal society.
fulfil their respective roles, ystem, production ang distribution systems, ¢ o Organic analogy: Theory that holds that societies are akin to living organisms.
CHECk Youg PROGRESS 3.6 ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’

ges Ofthe evol 2 . Vi e s 3 e
4. State one similarity bety, ution of State, 1. The evolution of species or societies, for Spencer, is a matter of the ‘survival of

€enaliving gronn: the fittest’. Darwin’s term for this notion is ‘natural selection’, and he was later to
W suggest that he actually preferred Spencer's phrase. According to this notion,
- fit species.
evolutionary processes filter out un
34 SUNIMARY 2. In triple compound societies, tribes are organized into nation-states. This is the
: ; resent form of the world.
® Social dynamicg observeq astoy ¥ based upon the authority of powerful individuals. It evolves into three

society. Italso eya] - w th ¢ 3. The Stateis é i .
between vaﬁousasgiz tfl;e Social stpy e pgeﬁent Social laws are affectin® tg 1 stages: (i) Military State, (ii) Industrial State and (ii1) Ethncalt:tate,
° Spencerbelie\;ed cts, 1al statjcg also study the correld 4. The first simildrity betweena living organism and society is their difference from

None of them is inanimate. In inanimate objects, there is no

only by Scieﬂﬁﬁc methozlqm‘tﬂedge of o0 inanimate bodies.

: SOCjety : ; hand, there is continuous growth and
divided the Universe ingg v, analys}? “elyis a science and can be achi®! g5 " growth and development, e (:jnljﬂ\:i?tc?:;al;:m %
Spencer was the vj il ‘Kno >theory of evolution, Spence’ b development in both society an g
world also app Wthat the Wl and Unkpe
Y10 socie €tang) ; V. 9l EXERCISES
necessa -Ing WS govem; oo i AND
3 Spence:}{;&; Understang g, lawr:(?;t(;lu“demﬁndi?;?g evolution in ﬂ’f l:g:it is 3.7 QUESTIO_BJE__-—-—-———
Clieved thyg Phys; aw of' social evolt
: evolug :
S0010logy is super gpgq 33 Charany. . Olution, Short-Answer Questions
Phenomeng re sul &anic, §o.; tyi aCteristics P enc® 0 e
* Spencer &from th, = Sthe SCience a science. The sCi* i 1. List two of Spencer’s famous WOTKS. . : .
passes Propogeq the ¢ 0peraﬁ0n of ¢t concerned exclusively W’ 2- Why did Spencer use the term «survival of the fittest’ in relation to sociology?
Mare]at: Zeng, : 1d Spen .
coheremh l'elatlvel ﬁ_m f g_elleral eVolut: 8 ttgf y ’ ofthe sooial evolution theory? !
b : rogeneity_ te, lnc"heren Ution, according to which ma o, 3. What are the stag v _!
arl:;n Eade *Mogeneity to a relatively 9° 9 4. Write a short note on the Military I f
S0cial ingy Ste '« Bthical State imaginary?
tu T th C Was . u]‘es 5 Why is Spencer S Ethical
e than i o Wtiongry o g struct
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Long-Answer Questions

1. Elaborate on the theory of organic analogy.
2. Discuss Spencer’s idea of social evolution.

3. H i i
ow has Spenser differentiated between society and individual? Discuss.

4. Writea descriptive note on ¢ Social Darwinism®

3.8 FURTHER READING

Comte, A . 1875, Pois: 2
S - osttive Polity, translated by Freder; ;
pencer, H. 1925. Principle of S eric Harrison et al., I ondon.

ociol,
oiogy, Vol. I, and I11. New York: D. Appleton.
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4.8 Further Reading

4,0 INTRODUCTION

Emile Durkheim offered a more coherent theory than any of the other sociological
theorists. He articulated the concepts in a rather clear, theoretically oriented manner
and used it in a variety of specific works. Supporters would say that the-clarity in
Durkheim’s thinking stems from this coherence, whereas detractors might contend that

the clarity is the result of the comparative simplicity of his theory. Whatever the case, it
is certainly easier to realize the real essence of Durkheim’s thinking than that of other

classical theorists.

The heart of Durkheim’s theory lies in lis concept of social fact. Durkheim
differentiated between the two basic types of social facts — material and non-material.
Although both of these occupied a place of causa! priori.ty in his theorizing, material
social facts (for example, division of labour, dynamu; density and la.w) were not the most
important large-scale forces in Durkheim’s theoretical system. His main focus was on
non-material social facts. He dealt witha number of them, including collective conscience,

collective representations and social currents. :

Durkheim’s study of suicide is a good illustration of the 'signiﬁcance qf non-material
social facts in his work. In his basic causal model, cl}angf:s in nop-matenal social facts
ultimately cause differences in suicide rates. Du;k%lcnn differentiated among four types
of suicide — egoistic, altruistic, anomic and fatalistic— ar_nd_showed how eachis affectled
by different changes in social currents. The study of suicide was taken by Durkheim
and his supporters as the evidence that sociology has a legltn:nate place in th.e §001a1
sciences. After all, it was argued, if sociology Cm%ld Sl a1 ot 22 suicide- a8
individualistic, then it certainly could be used to explain other, less individual aspects of
Social life,

In his later work, Durkheim focused on another aspect of culture, calleq ‘!‘eligi o,
In his analysis of primitive religion, Durkheim sought to Sl.mw ?he sogerof eligion n (he

that defines certain things as sacred and others

Social g iety. It is society SN :
MyBte afsedichy; | sources of religion in his analysis of

s profane. Durkheim demonstrated the socia '
Primitive totemism and its roots inall social structures of the clan. Furthermore, totemism

Was seen as a specific form of the collective conscience manifested in a primitive society.
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Its source, as well as the source of all collective products, lies in the process of collective
effervescence. In the end, Durkheim argued that religion and society are one and the
same — two manifestations of the same general process.

Since he identified society with God, and also because he deified soc iety, Durkheim

olution. l{lstead, he should be seen as a social reformer
differences between capitalisgl:ge SUC]iety ﬁmcti()ns:. Whelr vas Mark saw irreconcilable
be united in occupational associati workers, Durkheim believed that these groups could
orest ations. He urged that these associations should be set up
o ‘ d_to ;:ope with some of'the curtabi1 Li
éi o i &
reforms could not really come up with the broader culttlllfafg?;?;lelnnt(;::l?\;l,;;]‘::the

modern world. Here Durkheim j :
. ; mvested some hope in the curs ) ;
| . 4 tem 0
collectnemoralltythat he labelled as the ‘cultoftht{.J individum;'noUS rodemar
al’.

4.1 TUNIT OBy ECTIVES
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SClencg i, . P OBordeaux in 1887. Th® 5
French University. This war

particularly impressive accomplishment because only a decade earlier, a furore had
erupted in a French university by the mentioned Auguste Comte due to a student
dissertation. Durkheim’s main responsibility, however, was the teaching of courses in
education to school teachers, and his most important course was the area of moral
education. His goal was to communicate a moral system to the educators who he hoped
would then pass it to young people in an effort to help reverse the moral degeneration he
saw around him in the French society.

The years that followed were characterized by a series of personal successes for
Durkheim. In 1893, he published his French doctoral thesis, The Division of Labour in
Society, as well as a thesis on Montesquieu. His major methodological statement, 7he
Ru!es'of Sociological Method appeared in 1895, followed (in 1897) by his empirical
application of those methods in the study Suicide. By 1896, he had become a fulll professor
at Bordeaux. In 1902, he was called to the famous French university, the Sorbonne, and
in 1906 he was named as ‘the professor of the science of education’, a title which was
changed in 1913 to ‘professor of the science of education and sociology’. His other
famous work, The Elementary Forms of Religious Life, was published in 1912.

Presently, Durkheim is most often thought of as a political conservative, and his
influence within sociology certainly has been a conservative one. However during his
time, he was considered as a liberal. This was exemplified by the active public role he
played in the defence of Alfred Dreyfus, and Jewish army captain whose court-martial
for treason was felt by many to be anti-Semitic.

Durkheim was deeply offended by the Dreyfus affair, particularly its anti-Semitism.
However, Durkheim did not attribute this anti-Semitism to racisn?-n among the F repch
people. Characteristically, he saw it as a symptom of the moral sickness confronting
French society as a whole. He made the following remark:

‘When society undergoes suffering, it feels the need t“:r find someone
whom it can hold responsible for its sickness, on whomit can avenge ts
misfortunes; and those against whom public opinion a@ady discriminates
y designated for this role. These are in panalhs \}zho serveas
What confirms me in this interpretation is the way in
Dreyfus’s trial was greeted in 1894. :fherc was a
surge of joy in the boulevards. }l’eople ct?lcbrated asa m:mph vlvhat
should have been a cause for public mourning. At least th.ey new w ﬁomh
to blame for the charge: economic troubles and moral (il:stresshm d\\lxj ic

they lived. The trouble came from the J ews. Tlllf cdarge a i eEn
officially proved. By this very fact alone, things already seemed to be

getting better and people felt consoled.”

are naturall
expiatory victims.
which the result of

e Dreyfus affair stemmed from his deep and lifelong
sis confronting modem society. To Durkheim, the

. : -oq like it lay in ending the moral disorder in society.
and crises like it lay 1n en
gl_lswe_r to the Dre}};fu(s:.1 aiiz:lrmckly or easily, Durkheim suggested government eﬂ"orts.to
SEI}n ceitcould 'not e i bgi ng misled. He urged people to ‘hgve thc_: courage to proclaim
e g p.347)

agaj : ss” (Lukes, 1972; p. 347). : _

gamst gub:(l; n']a?nf;;;g/ 1962) interest in socialism is also taken as evidence against
urkheim’s .

the idea that | onservative, but his kind of socialism was very different from the
athathewasac ’

Thus, Durkheim’s interest in tl?
interest in morality and the moral c11
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Emile Durkheim kind that an out of date hypotheses’ (Lukes, 1972; 323). To Durkheim, socialism
represented a movement aimed at the moral re

morality; and he was not interested in short-
aspects of socialism. He did not see the

starting point of science.” Therefore, according to Durkheim, ‘thing” has no ‘material’ Emile Durkheim
meaning as may have been the usual connotation because sociology should be aimed at
doing away with ‘preconceived ideas’. Sociology should deviate from sociological

generation of society through scientific
term political methods or the economic
proletariat as the salvation of society, and he

NOTES was greatly opposed {o agitatio . o ‘ _ idealism, away from the analysis of apriori ideas considered to be the starting point of
fromg[\:hat “(:Sﬁsually ﬂl]%llk Of:SZTD‘;;‘;I;I?:;G-_ESO_CIal;Sm for Durkheim was very different research and according to which needs are required to be adjusted to reality. Although NOTES
ey ;1tsim ctem i i e ‘thine’ i i i i :
moral principles disoovered L Plyrepresented a system in which th thing’ was ambiguous, Durkhiem was sure of its goals, which were as follows:

ciolo e : . 9e Ayl
gy were to be applied. 1. To ensure that sociology was objective and scientific and followed the positivist

Durkheim, as we wi A5 :
will see throughout thig unit, had a profound influence on the paradigm of the physical-natural sciences. Like physics and astronomy;, Sociology

development of sociology, but his inflyen

. Ce was not restrict fhis into consideration a limited number of facts, a bject
impact on other fields came throy, ghthejoumalz 4 _ed to_only thgt. Much o e takr?s into e e (':” , a8 the subjec }ngtter of study
in 1898. An intellectual circle L nnee Sociologique, which he founde for its researchers. Therefore, it does not study illusions or speculations.
Throughit, he and his ideag influenced 811::1;1 ﬁﬂlejoumal with Durkheim at its ce_ﬂtfe- 2. The word ‘thing’ becomes clear from the fact that the sociologist reaches a
and — somewhat ironically, considerjy i elds as anthropology, history, linguistics socially and historically constructed reality, which is imposed on people. The social
Durkheim diedon 15 4 &S early attacks on the fie]d — psychology. reality is constructed, for sure, but becomes a concrete reality, which forces or
= ove R . J 3 skl . : . .
circles. However, it was not i rn, €r1917, a5 celebrated figure in French intellectual restricts us. It is the real meaning of ‘thing’, that is, a soc1al_fact, which, de_:splte
Parsons’ The § - Overtwenty years later v S tt being a creation of human beings, comes to them as a given and requires a
€ ohructure of Social 4o e, with the publication of Talco . s : i e :
influence on American i ction (1937)1 that his work b - nificant sociologist to merely scrutinize, describe and explain it. From a methodological
: ology, ¢came a sign perspective, the most important thing Durkheim feels is that sociology, like other
Sociology as g Science sciences, relies on ‘observation’. Therefore, the social facts, or ‘things’, have a
Durkheim’s socio] dual quality — ‘They are external to the individual and have a coercive character
Clolo has A
Durkheim, wag aFregt;);h sgz_vtlary.sound foundation based L logy- over him. ‘ . ‘ |
were mainly directed gt by 10logist whoge efforts a;;d e it CplStC'ITIO . Durkheim aimed to preserve philosophy in the secondary education, for which he
foundatio . l,uldmg 450¢io]lgg; ¢ intellect, throughout his carf’:ﬁ : i i hy could be a lot more than merely abstract literature (/ittérature
n. The tWo princip| Ogical sciepc o : s wished philosophy . :
follows: Ples that cap p, e With a stable epistemolog! abstraite). It wasn’t enough for philosophy to be a mere rhetoric based on an artist’s
Py €enin Durkheim’s sociology are a5 " talent. He wanted philosophy to be a lot more scientific by diverging from deductions
ngtti‘lr(:logjf mustbeasCiellcew ichh based on metaphysics. In fact, what guided his epister?lﬁ?logy was the rejection of
Sciences, that iS, bageg o a5 amethodo]q gy similar to the physi cal- metaphysics, which would become clearer in the study of’ rehgmn, denying the supernatural
® The positivist science o POsitivigy, othep emphatically. He disagrees with philosophy so that sociology could stop being an
; OcClie ) - e : . , el i
ot ulsélrkhetm considereq newty iOes AgaInst phij g ophy and — ambiguous social philosophy aimed at rendering a positivist consistency to the study of
€rs 0f soci ' ' .
e Sociology, . Yy ‘ﬁv:_aloped POsitivi of social facts - ’ _ ,
kheim’s socig)q -Rememy, del of ¢g , vism of Auguste Comte, 00€ Being apprehensive about the ground of morality, Durkheim presumed a social
alli tescicnces whoge last staIE v;c{r s thou{.%ht .‘:3 "he hada strong influence # reality which played an important role of being the moral ground like Kant who introduced
gltzsglrcst).dHe called Sociolo 1l be 80cio]q aVoured 5 positive progr eSSIOﬂ.O God as the ‘postulate of practical reason’.
atedinh - 08t Sonhics: Ch he injt; ag 50C13 : . : : .
= @amq all the coml_ibUtfd0[3111St1(:ate posit lﬂltllally referred to I:lS 5 i The individual conmderg social facts tg be noF just Extgme;l bu't ?Iso coercwg
Bolle T :ihelmss aSSUmptionw " 100S ma e y eaﬂie\’e Science, because ItS S because they are born from society, ngt from h{lim ortﬁlst aut _o?yry. t oggmate}g asa Tm
epts’, TheFCfore .. "Vasthy, Sl T'SCiences ; : Durkheim does not deny that society 1s made up of people:
: ) 0 § ¥ ’ eneris reality. Although el :
and the exterjy ofthin his Im,tlal ntis Clence dealt With ‘thines’ | d of ‘idea’ {{ml[ societyt};las a ‘substratum’ in the form of individuals but is not reduced to them’.
ill) 8. In hig , Eehera)| _ings instead O . e ; . ortain way, that the collective representations are exterior to
g Wn w egse t0 n certain way,
INCE it ig fo; Ords Dsation, sensitiye inform@ Ifitis possible to say, In cert they do not derive from isolate individuals, but of
ings, it theref © Sensatiqn g the individual consciences, it is becausc they t})lno Tt or ol ] e i lit 5
» it there I Which : : ) - : * He uses the model of chemical synthesis to explai
1tshould ¢, Ore Can be said 1S given ) his grouping; what 1s very different.” H = _ : yn _ p n
> 10t frop, Mshort. ¢ .. US the exterior of the his thesis. This does not get reduced to the sum of its constituent elements but gives new ._
ut from Sensati . Concepy €nce, in g d ol - onents that make it up. -I
ecleme O Tt i op that . fderto be objective. properties to the parts or comp ‘ . o ' .'
NS of jtg initig) de ﬁe.si_?llsitive da Cen formeq without her, Sociologism conflicts with Gabriel Tarde’s views that hmlteq sociology to the
~ This Very posig Ditiong direcy OTthose thyy itshould take study of the individual consciences, zlmd restricted (.:ollectlve beha\{lourto the social
ePIstemologjey « ,Wls th Y. contagion through imitation. Durkheim wanted sociology to comprise prepar subject
as ‘things’ Ty, e (reg] es) g = CﬂﬂStruct' r matter. which was not the same as psychology. He introduced his theory of society as
indeed - thing® Cryl 100 of . uld y : h fth ial f: ich soci
> ll what is giv g for T € that S0ciy Durkheim’s most poP d sui generis reality. Therefore, he was the creator of the social facts which sociology
treat ¢ en e : : 1a1€ ’
Self-Instructional il Phenomey, like ?}1] What offersn;rw % ure| riztﬁ (aits) should be conslfhei;g’ studies.
: 1 e : i st iy
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Emile Durkheim 4.2.1 Mechanical and Organic Solidarity and Social Fact Durkheim believed that collective consciousness is ‘the body of beliefs and Emile Durkheim
sentiments common to the average members of a society’. These beliefs and sentiments
have an existence of their own..However, the collective consciousness requiring an
individual’s sentiments and beliefs to continue, is logically separate from individual

| The first major book of Durkheim, De la division du travail social, was also his doctoral
| thesis. He was deeply influenced by the theories of Auguste Comte, Not surprisingly,

' NOTES the relationship or link between'the ipdividml and the collective forms the theme of the : consciousness. The development of collective consciousness takes place according to NOTES
: book.Throughﬂllsbook, pmkhcmwsh&swﬁndom ‘bow cana multiplicity of individuals I. its own set of rules and laws and is not merely the expression or the outcome of individual
achieve what is the condition of social existence, namely a consensus?’ i consciousness.
Durkheim’s replyis that it is through the distinction between mechanical solidarity There are different levels of collective consciousness in different social orders.

According to Durkheim, wherever societies are dominated by mechanical solidarity, the

‘mechanical solidarity’ is resemblance. . ' ! :
i greater part of individual consciousness is adopted by the collective consciousness. In

rs of this solidar; ; such situations, a major share of existence is governed by social imperatives and
emotions, they also treasure the same values al;?iac;tzfg Lonly peneroe the zi::f " prohibitions. Durkheifz]l suggested that these prohibitions and social imperatives should
Therefore, they resemble each other, ider the same things sa not be embraced by the members of a society based on mechanical solidarity, on their
On the other hand, organic solidarity, js ¢ . t own or of their own accord. Instead, these are impost on the ma:iority. An individu'ftl
unity of the collectivity, which takeg lz;c b dby consensus on the cohere? gives in to such imperatives just as he would to a higher authority. The force of this
individuals differ from each other andpthi v Sxpressing differentiation. Here, the collective consciousness coincides with its degree. In primitive societies, there exists a
Durkheim calls the SOlidaritybasedénth o Tence 1s the reason for the consensus- resentment against crime as well as collective consciousness, Each act of social existence,
because it compares living orpay; t}" dlﬂ"erentlanon of individuals, ‘organic’ solidarity such as religious rites, is characterized by a deep level of accuracy. The details of what
the heart and the lungs but borg o s O mstance, there is a vast difference betweel ought to be done and thought, are imposed by the collective consciousness on individual
Durkbein i sential for an organism to function properly. members. On the contrary, Durkheim says that in societies characterized by the difference
during Durkheins tim:t In the two formg ofsolidarity the societies called primitive between individuals, more often than not, eacl? mc!widual is free to believe, to want and
From the historica] poin:;;::;day 0S¢ where mechan,jcal solidzfs (1:: :edgmiﬂant' to act as he wishes. For Durkheim, organic sohdant);p robably fneagt atlioosF nmigl ofthe L
individual does not come first. :t::*: o fee tl:ge People of a tribe ¢an beti):ltell?changed, the hold that collective consciousness has on the sphere of existence; a reduction in collective

a person about himse] reaction against the imposed prohibitions, and most of all, scope for individual analysis of

fis bom ofthe bi €lm’s behefthat the CONSsciousness attaincd by

primitive societies, jn dividuals d: Storica] develo : If.In social imperative,
. e sd ; Plent of the collective selk- I i i i
consciousness, collective feel; ;:not differ, eVeryone wag the sar(:-le T each 0 pe’s You can comprehend Durkheim’s suggestions with the following example. Ina

. edom;j ... . st i determined accurately by collective
According to . TiNate in terpg of tumber and intensity: primitive society, the demands of justice will be determ y by v

ia s 10, a segment . ieties characterized by division of labour, the demands of justice will
isti Tesem . . eties charac )
o lihet‘li}:* land -clos.;elwlac'ed This Segment s bles asomal.gmup wherein the indivlduﬂl ;ﬁgﬁ:{:ﬁ E;i;le collective consciousness in a general manner and.only inaconcept.
of the segment 11:3 OWBIe. Mocha ; l:lot. Only 1°°ally situated but also relaﬁvew In the first example jusﬁce implies that a given person receives a given thmg-. Inthe
oo 1s.not'0nly self-mCienth N Semblance s the primary fea second example wl’lat justice demands is that each one receives his due. This ‘due’
2 anyc Mmunication, S Ut Separag . with conc exampre, i hich are not really free in the true sense of the
of differentiation designy o Olganizatio i from the outside world 8 comprises several probable things, W
possible for a segmenga by the ‘orgamf::nls?cm.ltradi‘“ion ofthe Phenom?n's word nor are they unambiguously fixed o _
division of labog sﬁucunetoexist’ Withay solidarity’ [ certain societies: I, kheim proposed a thought which was the core of his entire sociology. I-*“or' him,
T contin extremely advanced form of econ® g : fsociety, and not the other way round. The historical priority of
Sontinuation of, an individual is born o sodt ble one another, are so to speak lost in the whole,
Structure is not recq societies in which the individuals resct ’

. €8, and j : s in their individuality and
of radiion. The Concept ot e Solidarity e o Custom, the idea of segmeﬂml over societies whose members have acquired both awarenes ty

. . L iah H i g

resemblance but implies th‘ufsegmental Stry Ofres?mblaﬂ%. It only implies the pov f the capability to express it. Coflectivist societies, §Oc]1et{zs11}n Thh;i]rﬁg Z:arfionlzll:elzi‘

elements. In other wogg , ¢ - WPRrative 'S ot identified with solidarity ° everyone else, come first in time, From this historical priority, i b

under absolute pye Orrds, aful] Society i ]il:egregati‘)n and sejs. e v-wth 50 P priority in the}usﬁﬁcaﬁon of social phenomena. The division of labour is seen by many

. dent groups You coul €a c"mbiHati(m of -Sufﬁcu?nc'y o 3gm ents as the gain made by individuals by dividing the task s0as to increase t.he Yo-iume produ-ced

resemblance Ofthe’under oo dac Y imagin Several a.'.umlarse - of the collectivily: However, this clarification asanunderstanding of' individual beh_a\{mur

ction chaggg teﬁs:iegmem being dis Powe, Centra] e Several tribes or regl® ty of is considered by Durkheim as a reversal ofa true 0r<|:le§ By believing th.at men divided
" cTistic of ic 5o turbeq Ttwe ; lJautlzxonty, lacking the “‘,’:} 3 of work between {hemselvcs, and assigned each md}wdual a }ask of his OWn 50 a5 to
the con oeptls ‘:,efrgllmmrtam 0 note he on :hwlthout the demarcﬂgcie : increase the collective output and iﬁf' usefulness, onc1s pgsdtifxgnn e ttl;a:ieac?flgilrﬁl{al 1,8
aﬂdmulﬁplicatimon-oﬂab"‘lrasde re thatDur e €level of the whole S 7 different and also conscious of his dlﬂ‘e'ren'og bef?re S0l erell)le ﬁa; on. JfD leim’s
edence acc;‘:ifl’nf“: tria] acﬁ‘ﬂ‘t‘f“bncon%istss division of labour differ® ﬁgﬂs historical idea s true, ﬂ:leirawal'ﬁﬂ?‘s Of?ffl‘;ir“khhgﬁzlg;g;ﬁm me?tmcpﬁﬁ?z
1 fall of: : glo . e stay - The ation of occupP? and the division of labour. Therefore, 1t 15 L s be'l he: : )
. s nsuctona mechanicg) sohdanms?. The begid f'i_)lrlthe sucmlmnggggn which Ofg l; increas:cli:ztput cannot offer an explanation for social differentiation, as this pursuit Self-Insictionl
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Self-Instructional

itself, and the collectivi
(ii) The division omﬁgd]k:jﬁe_s‘ﬂt& of the collectivity by individual phenomena-
awhole, which is expressed techni Utby Durkheim is an arrangement of the society 35
wish to examine a social phon cally or economically as division of labour. IfyoU
without any bias, as an mmeren;enon " 8:scier_1tiﬁc manner, you will have to study it
only recoghize but also compreheng Bty the technique that will help youn®*
in a direct way. Durkheim investi ofawareness which are not apprehensibl®
consciousness in De g diyisigy, 4, iates these expressions of the phenomens ©
pressive law and cooperative [y, avail social, where he diferentiates betWee?

a The hatter, also knownasmﬁa?ﬁformer Offers punishment to offenders 2%
Promotes regtq, v‘e law does not favour punishment for
o Srestoration of things to order when an offenc®
°‘f°perat10n among individuals. .
_ by mechanical sofdaritss P
SPread sentimepg, thei fact that it multiplies puniShm;Jn.th
. 560pe and their particularizatio™ Flo .
is > 1S Progresgj  "ICre igan i in crimes 100
merely anact, which the coJ) ~onofa Prohibition, 1y, the ls‘;iﬁeg;:a‘;gse’ a ﬂl
8 appearto he; 0 . -
O centuries after th tobe innoge tin e@:& forbids or prohibits. It is lI“ma.e 08
. 3 OfObSerVers from different socl 0P

the ccolle(’:tti1 ®1¢ can only be an external 47 g

crime. Sociologicafly, Ofthe objeciye andp . COseiousness of the 0P of
’ o '.;hen?foreoﬂhe relativistS’deﬁr,“ugaﬁ]tY
g in s : 00 Of gt . S 10t Necessarily one who 152
i €S or g, i ¢
ther €y the laws. This ™

: 1Y of ¢ry ]

“CTejected the g 2 Durkhe; of
leJShmentsls . the;ﬁhfswexp]ﬂnaﬁ Cim Wel‘lt on to explain the theory of

ns
Point ang Meanjy, aCtand Stop jt i;ﬁpumshmfmt wherein the ﬁmcﬂeiﬂ’,s
g i M occurring again, Itis purk? gl

ﬁOn of

nsci:m is Bot tg Scare, Instea d, the rat]O i [wd
gullt.‘/: WhiCh - nsated' The Co Ctive oﬁ\en es, FOr Dllrkhcim, an act coﬂlmlbioh
oy o ion ¢ e ¢ Collective c:onsciousf-less’t ofthi.
0 mlogicallyssm tht? form ofpuniShmazzl g5 o
isth *TaCCurag, - Poaking, Durkheim’s
beeninhﬂﬂn . pumsh,bu eQ'neDuI- . ¢
‘ e Wit o %mabﬁslﬁhti’;ncgs“any refers to as resﬁt“ﬁvg'};gﬁ
. Mch ¢ dition of th it shoul® g5,
;s o CCletigg W?mmercia] la:;?t Settled hig deb(; things asl: Nonetballaﬂ
tobring hay brog 1 thol'gani lsaneXam 'L must pay of 4
Upon mop erati sEnse‘vh c solidaﬁ ples 15 not the Oﬂly t)’Pe Gfswﬂ
Ong g DY itine 1. 20V Tate, we must U2 i
Viduglg,  Mesall aspects of legislatio” ol ¥
Strative Jaw and constitVt®

Emile Durkhei P L . .
me N presumes Ehat very s_oclal dl’f::ferentiatlon which it is expected to explain. The outline of which belong to the same token to the group of cooperative legislation. They are less the Emile Durkheim
ﬂme:khvmenn‘}1 s centgal idea, which he uses as a base to define sociology was the priority of expression of the sentiments common to a collectivity than the organization of regular
e over the H . oo . )
of s ot parts. He believed that the social entity was not reducible to the sum and ordered co-existence among individuals who are already differentiated.

Modem society is not based on agreement anymore than the division of labour is
explained by the rational decision of individual to increase the common productivity by
dividing the tasks among them. If modern society were a contractualist society, then it
would explain in terms of individual behaviour, and it is exactly the opposite of what
Durkheim desires to show. While opposing contractualists like Spencer, as well as the
economists, Durkheim does not reject that in modern societies, an increasing responsibility
is indeed played by contracts freely accomplished among individuals. However, this
contractual agreement is a derivative of the arrangement of the society and a derivative
of the state of the collective consciousness in the modern society. In order for an
increasingly wider sphere to exist in which individuals may freely reach agreement
between themselves, the society must first of all have a legal structure which authorizes
free choice on the part of individuals. In other words, inter-individual contracts take
place within a social background which is not determined by the persons themselves. It
is the division of labour by differentiation which is the original condition for the existence
of the sphere of agreement, Contracts are accomplished between individuals, but the
order and set of laws according to which these agreements are concluded are determined
by the legislation which in tum expresses the idea shared by the whole society of the just
and the unjust, the permissible and the prohibited. :

The society in which the organic type of solidarity exists is not defined by the
replacement of agreement for community. Nor is the medem society defined by the
substitution of the industrial type for the military type. Modem society is defined first and
foremost by the phenomenon of social demarcation of which contractualism is the result.
Now we must look for the reason of the phenomenon we are studying, the reason of the
organic solidarity or of social differentiation seen as an arrangement, chara_cteﬁsﬁc of
modern societies. Itis nota priori, and it may even be unsightly that one can indeed find
the reason of the phenomenon which is not simple and isolable, but which is ratheran |

society. Durkheim, however, wants to decide the reason of

aspect of the whole of Clde :
phpenomenon through which he has examined the growth of the division of labour in

modern societies. . '
As we have seen, we are dealing here with a basically social phenomenon. When

the phenomenon to be explained is essentially social, the reason, in harmony with the

inci i 1so ought to be social. Thus, we do away

al of homogeneity of cause and effect, 2 _ - : :
p\!gtllllczll:e i:?div(i)duaﬁ:tnexplanation. Curiously, Durkheim gets rid of an explanation which
Comite had also considered as eliminated; i.. the explanation whereby the vital factor in

i be boredom, or the effort to overcome or avoid boredom. He
Z?Sﬁidliiou‘::gs‘:;: :sl:z:fctl?for happiness as an explal.lation, fzor, he.says, nothing proves
that men in modern sacieties are happier thanmen n arqhmc societies.

The division of labour cannot be expl:_aiﬂedl?yboredomorbythe pursuit of happiness
or by the increase of pleasure or by the “flsh to increase the productivity of collec_twe
Iabour. The division of collective labous, benga social phenomenon, can only be explained
by another social phenomenon as 8 MIXIUTe of the quantity, the materia} density and

moral deusity of the socich berofindividuals belonging o a particular
v of a society is sinply the pumber ol Individua gingtoa

colectiote. Howover, only quantiyis oot the basis ofsocial differentiaton. n order for

: uasfity“-tfin i;m ber— to bring about differentiation, there must also be both
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a arﬁcula:fmomdd;ﬂsf? isity in the material sense is the number of individuals on
cfmmunicﬁ:ﬂ, st ce. Moral density, it seems, is approximately the intensity of
Tveen Individuals, i, the intensity of interaction. The extra

" dividuals, th
trade or competition they have with o ¢ extra they work together, the extra

this way, social differentiation will resuitmomer’ the greater the density together; and in

.te:_ by material density, produce social
more intense the stry e fi . 1viduals are trymg to live together, the
peaceful way outto thigiligh(:rfos:mecomes' Social demarcation is, so to speak, the
others may survive, as in the animal km [nsead ofsomebody getting eliminated so that
Embeil""fiﬂdi‘fidualshosurvive : Edzn:; social differentiation enables a greate’
all, each man is only in opposition win - 209 Each man ceases to be inrivalry i

inhabit his place, to play his role o afew ofhis fellows. Each man is in a positiot

)  t .
different, each contributing op b ;;z‘s;llte Visuals opce they are no longer alike but

This type of explanation is in k l.lsual tanner to the survival ofall.
wonss of thesociologicg] ethod — i g6 With what Durkheim considered to b¢®
social phenomencp, rather than the ; Canfication of 3 social oh by another
phenomena, _ ®Justification of, social hp enomencl;n 'ydivi e
Phenomenon by 1m
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to it, Durkheim says that it is the society which governs the solitary act of a desperate
individual who wants to end his life at any cost. The concept of suicide is not only
recognized as such, but taking an example of an officer who lets himselfbe blown up
rather than surrender can be considered as a suicide. Suicide can be regarded as an
instance of voluntary death surrounded by glory and the aura of heroism.

The suicide rate is relatively constant when its frequency is studied in a given
population. And this characteristic can be found in a region, or a province, or a whole
society. According to Durkheim’s analysis, suicide rate can be termed as a social
phenomenon. The distinction between relation of the social phenomenon (the suicide
rates) and the individual phenomenon (suicide) is the most important thing from the point
of view of theory.

Psychological explanation is dismissed by Durkheim. However, he says that there
is psychological predisposition to suicide, and this predisposition can be explained in
psychological or psychopathological terms. Individuals suffering from brain disorders
are more likely to kill themselves under certain given circumstances, Nonetheless, it is
the social force that determines the suicide, not psychological forces as said by Durkheim,
The distinction must be considered carefully between social determination and
psychological predisposition. The scientific discussion will focus on these two terms.

To prove the formula of psychological predisposition and sociological determination,
classical method of concomitant variations is used by Durkheim. He also tries to prove
that there is no correlation between the frequency of psychopathological states and that
of suicides, and he also examines certain variations in the suicide rate in different
populations. No correlation is found between the heredltary tendencies and the suicide
rate. The hypothesis that the efficient cause of suicide is _tr_ansml_tted by heredity can
hardly be compared with the increase in the percentage t?f su_1c1cla; with age. Interpretation
of cases of suicide in the same family can be denied in this way. ItToneth.el_ess, a
suicide may be transmitted by he.redit_y as cases of multiple suicides in
the same family were observed. However, Durkheim dismisscs both the hypotheses and
the interpretation of suicide as deriving from the- phfenomen.on of imitation. The keystone
of the social order was considered to be an imitation as v1.ewed by Gabriel Tarc!e. The
term imitation consists of three confusing phenomena. Firstly, tl}e mutual sentiments
experienced by a large number of people w?uld be called the ﬂ_151on Of Sonscioustes.
Revolutionary mob can be cited as the typical example of this. :I‘he 1dent_1t1es of the
consciousness of individuals tend to lose inthe "eVOlut.mnm.y mob: Fhe'er_notlons felt'ane
same for each one as the next; mutual sentiments are stirred into the' 11}d1\_r1du1?!s. iasswg,
acts and beliefs belong to each because they belong to all. Collectivity itself is the basis

of the phenomenon and not one or More mdmduals- . the individual oft
e o't the tru fusion of consciousness, s he ndividual ofin
adapts}l:g::;:‘rt’oﬂtll?; collectivity, and he behav?s Ifke othc.rs. Thgjidmdual Wls:l ©s
simply not to be conspicnous, and he yielc'ls to soc_lal imperatives w 1'{c are ;nt;rle or I<}ss
diffused, watered-down form of social imperative that 520 ?: Eaen:ﬁczf Season,
Person wore a different dress other tban what fashion req}Med y f - d that ESC&SOD,
om e o O atod and humifiated. S0, n this case we found that there was
ollective rule instead of imitation. So, finalty we can

submiss; individual to the ¢ . : ‘ .
sayl:lllftsgz gfﬂ_le l:t?:): imitation is the only strict valut? in the sense andact which has
by esign edent the T resentation of a similar act, pre\no'usly performed by
anoth;n\l::ietlc:lat: t?:;t?mftervention between representation and execution, ofany explicit
, withoul e At ’
orimplicit intelectual operation relating to the intrnsic character of the act performed”.

predisposition to
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Egoist men and women are those who think primarily of themselves, especially Emile Durkheim

| Emile Durkheim o Contagion andepldmncam taken by Durkheim as two phenomena. This distinction when they are not integrated into a social group, and when the desires that motivate
l 1s quite useful. Firstly contagion should be called an inter-individual one, or even an them are not limited to the measure compatible with buman destiny by the social authority
L individual phenomenon. This type of phenomencn proceeds from one individual toanother. | of the group. Such persons commit suicide more often than others when they come
l Howe\fer, asin the case ofan epidemic, there is something else besides the process of across these sitnations. The second type of suicide is the ‘altruist suicide’. There are NOTES
\ NOTES contagion that comes into play. The epidemic is a collective phenomenon whose basisis | two principle examples given in Durkheim’s book. The first example is required by the

collectivity, which is observed in ancient societies; that is, after the death ofher husband

‘| the whole of the society but it may be transmitted by contagion. : ath of]
the widow who agrees takes her place on the pyre to be buned alive with her dead
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The phenomenon of imitatidn js bt 4 i through th )
suicide rates, as statically analysed by Durkh lows husband. In this example, the suicide that is attempted is . e complete
According o the process, ifwe consider mc?dn:tg:pmct:ss of refutation is &Sdf?; olo disappearance of the individual into group, and the suicide does not take place because
to see the geographical distribution o Fsticidoassho contagion, then we wo iculady of an excess of individualism. The indiwdt.lal dqes not.evc.zn thmk.of asserting hisright to
high cases and where the suicide rate is higher and?vmasby area;m that sh(z\;fedp .ons. Bt | live, but instead chooses death in conformity with social imperatives.
nothing of this sort i_s §hown 1n the analyses on the geo. spre;an ig 100 c; rfflclde e Similarity, altruist suicide can be said to be committed by the captam of the ship
Tegt 9:118Whel:e the ?‘“mde rate is Particularly low appea%.:a Il:ex:: Eaps e Osn where the who chooses not to survive its loss, The individual suppresses his own instinct of afelfl
m rahe mpmtl?ularly high. So, the hypothesis of > o the regic mpaﬁble i preservation. He obeys the orders of the group to Sfacnﬁce himself'to the m'ternahze?d
with the itregular distribution of. swicide rates, Byt j contagion is thereby inco comé ' social imperatives. Taking an example of modern times, we can look at the increase in
o play. it incertain cases, contagion m2Y ' the number of suicide rates in the professional body, the army. Suicide is committed a

According to Durkheiy, ; little more often by the soldiers than the civilians of the same age and class. Soldiers
number are taken by him as the p lete a“flp.ﬂl‘lial statistics dealing with only smﬂ]: especially who are non-commissioned officers, or who belong toa stfongly integrated
from one hundred tg three hundr::il?qe.smlsms' Every year the suicide rate vasie group who commit suicide do not come into' the category of the egcugt Su:l(.:.lde. Here,
these figures, For Skephcalreasons’ ﬂlet 1S Important to have an idea of the magnitu'j.e 0 commissioned officers are listed because cnhst?:d men may regard th?xr ml.hta:y status
m the suicide rate is almogt ofnoco hflve maintained that the study Ofvariaﬂ"rzz as temporary, and they may combine obed_lepce v'nﬂn avcrygreath’bel.'lyl.nthen' evaluauon
83 well as the possible maccuran,seq“ence nview of the small numbers consideé . of the system. The final major form of sunfnde dJscusseg Ezy Durkheim is anomic smpuie
sironmstances, the suicide rage v 2168 In the statigticg With a certain nut 0 which interests him the most because of its characteristics of the modern day society.
into consideration, The sgagicrio > 23 ObServed b Durkhej i then 18K The statistical correlation between the frequency of suicide and economic crisis can be

: cal correlg y eim, which he . . :
as believed by him, Th lions can determin, " fsuicldas’ indicated by this type of anomic suicide. A tendency in periods of economic crisis is

creare three type ici ethe social types © indicated by {bis typ ; istical numbers, one can find a reduction
« Bgoistsuicide § 0f suicideg that Durkheim has defined: indicated by the statistics. Aocprdlng }0 the statistica nﬁ? al e,vents For example. the
* Altruistsuicide in the frequency of suicides in the times of great politic . For pie,

number of suicides during war time is smaller.

* Anomic sujcige During the economic crisis, the frequency of anomiic suicide increases; anid also

mecorrelaﬁmbetw ) . o of suicides goes up. The influence of divorce
i een i , with the rise in divorce rates the frequency LI . A
anfll_'ehg}on, is the doube fol_mﬂ;;s‘mlfle Mate and ingograting « o ¢ like famll{. onboth men and women with regard to the frequency of suicide is studied extensively
Sucide, e, €goist suicide en ©and chilgrey g oo o e ﬁrsttype? by Durkheim. The divorced womanis less erlymbewt.medbysmmde as comparcd
to be higher iy, men thay ine:vally Speaking the sui:i?i reiults in th\:i th 380" 1t 18 fo divorced m-an who is more likelytobe threatened by sl;tnnclde. Ezlc;z:;se ](i):' tl'w tolerfmce
eim’s . OMen, apd is oy . € rates vary g i€ X i fi jom and finds equilibrium an pilne in marriage.
He establ mcﬁ, he Italso incye ; cordirt of custom, man retains a certain iy . .
ﬂlanﬂ:: gﬁ? mbtba: th:. 'lequency ﬁmthat the suicide ;f;ss:?stg sag;; i:th reﬁglli.; Women, on the other hand, were more apt t(; Zl-lt? (g;scg’ﬁh:: dt?xm??n':nmr:mage :2
1 Ol Suicideg; nthe : 7 ngionis’ it was written by Durkheim in a previou - Alle turns
ml?:rdes the situation be “Ve;?;?: PODulation Population of (;athohc rehgrl;’udcheui} indiscipline ‘T; th}; disparity between desiresand satlsf?.ctmn. On the other ha;lod, Eo:;mn
com arisI: 5 Womlen, gy le Jngle or Widowt?dmm religion. Furtheh st ¢ after divorce feels more free and independent, and this partly compensates for the loss
ve isons. The frequengy o .. Stist ten and women, 2% " es? of familial protection. There is endless comP

etition among individuals as the social ‘

existence is not ruled by customs anymore. The expectations in life are high, and also

there is a great deal of demand from it. The disproportion between the desires and

satisfaction is found o be in a continual rising mode leading to more sufferings at the

. Jatlstica . '
compﬂredmorderto estab]jshtmncldesin n.]eth"ds are used to establis 4 215

Asaresult of marr; he coeffye; tdang single men of the sam™° e
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coefficient . armed v, e . . Vi . ici i ise. Iti
married woﬁgfsewaﬁon or meﬁg:;:;z f0rwidow:gznc§;dof suicide at t: Efishes ‘:; mental and physical levels. Therefore, the sunpﬁﬁzgiinttlli l:lh:l:]l(l)lss: hlg r«;n therise. Itis the
i i . Widowers, he es o - eatisfaction prevai .
not enjo . 13Coeffie Ofaggray, TRIs . otatist Tesult of restlessness and dissatis . _ ’ _
Psytholojéisﬂ; Coefficiens of ?Clent_ °faggra\? ;1011 %000rdmg to certatd s:fey w‘l}: There is also the fourth ype of suicide which s -mentmne(! bne.ﬂ.y asa foomc_ttc in
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more likely to occur in situations in which there is excessive regulation. According to
Durkheim, the persons who are more lil;e1y to commit fatalistic suicide are the ‘persons
with futures pitilessly blocked and passions violently chocked by oppressive discipline’

(1897/1951:276). The perfect example for this icide wi who
takes his own lifo becanse of type of suicide will be of a slave

his actions,

There zf :2?:1‘ t?: e are essentially social even ifit is an individual phenomenon.
begining isnot ﬁ-omt;’ ,s“ltonglogemc Impulses’, occurring through society whose
i i odual but the collectivity. These forces are real and the

edispositio i
ls):;c:ial Eircum:;;?escj;?czdugz ]:he smm-dogel_ﬁf: impulses’ which are the creation of
risk of hurting their sensibilities. tman beings living i the modern society have a gredt

The true canses .

from one religion to mm:mts;?;aéfom' These social forces differ from one anothet
main concept of Durkheim o Ot o group to another, This gets us back t0 the
heterogeneous inrelation to ingyy; o -aﬂica:rdmg to which the societies are by 2%
totality O’fth . eare phenomeny forces, whose foundatio®

® 10dividug]s, Phenomena or forces which ot
generated by the individuals toge%"
©Da are governed specially by SOr:lat
©YIng himself to end his life is the mos

"olvate individuals 1o their deaths:

2. How is Durkheimc 4:. -
€conomi ?khelmsdl"lsion

the hopelessness related to the oppressive regulations of

Modern societies at times show pathological symptoms and insufficient integration

of the individual into the collective. This type of anomic suicide, according to Durkheim,
corresponds to a rise in the suicide rate during times of economic crisis as well as in
times of prosperity, i.e., when activity is exaggerated, intercourse and competition are
amplified. These are inseparable from the society we belong to or live in, but which
become pathological after certain limits.

Durkheim believes that religion does not help to solve the issue of anomic suicides.
Religion is incapable of providing remedies for curing the pathological type of suicide.
What Durkheim thought was the basic demand for the group for reintegration was
discipline. Individuals are required to control their desires, obey rules and imperatives
that not only fix the objectives they set for themselves but also indicate the means to be
used rightly. In modem societies, not only are religions becoming more abstract but also
possess a level of intellectual ity. Even though they have lost their function of social
constraint to some extent, they encourage individuals to overcome their passions, to
follow spiritual law, but they are incapable of pointing out the rules to be obeyed in
secular life.

According to Durkheim, modem religions are now incapable of ensuring discipline
to the same degree as in the past. They hardly possess any authority over morals, It is
Durkheim’s belief that, if left to himself, man has unlimited desjres to motivate him.
Usually, an individual has infinite desires, but the first necessity of morality and of society
is discipline. Man requires to be disciplined by a superior force possessing the following

features:
o Tt has to be commanding

o Jt has to be lovable _

According to Durkheim, this force, which not only compels but also atiracts can

come only from the society. A general theory of religion can be derived.by analysing the
imitive religious institutions. This statement provides Durkheim’s

simplest and most prim1 - © 1e1
leadri)ng idea, that is, it is possible to legiﬁmatc!y_base the valid theory of higher religious
values on a study of the primitive forms of religion. -

Durkheim felt that science is the supreme intellec_tual and moral authority in mod‘ez:n
day societies, and that societies are notonly individualist but alsorationalist. Though itis
possible to transcend science, it is impossible to ignore ts teaching or challenges. Society
itsclf determines and supports the growth of individualism and nationalism. All societies
need common beliefs, which can no longer be prowc!efi by n'ac}ltlonal rehgmn l?ecause
religion does not fulfil the needs of the scientific §pmt. The Sl-mple solution given by
Durkheim is that science itself s capable of disclosing that all said and done, deep down,
religion is not in contradiction to science. His suggestion is to d1§cover 're.ahty that lies
beneath all religions. Though religion is not a recreation of science, it is capable of
providi th g:;onﬁdence “n the ability of the society to oﬁ‘faroltsel'f in every age with
the oo:jlsg il:s eires Durkheim expresses this as follows —‘Rehglqus mtt?n?sts are merely
the fmbolﬁf,um (;fsocial and moral interests.’ Religion essentially divides the world
into two kinds of phenomena:

e Sacred

o Profane

Religion, therefore, is nO
exist without god, for example,

¢ limited to the belicfin a transcendent god. Religions
the Buddhists believe that the idea of the supernatural
ral order. The sacred comprises a body of rituals,

cannot precede the idea of a natu
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customs, rites, things and beliefs. Religion comprises the body of corresponding beliefs

agd rites, when several sacred things maintain relations of coordination and subordination
with one another so as to form a similar system.

Durkheim defines religion as follows —
beliefs and practices regarding things w
beliefs and practices which unite a]] thos
called a church.’

s — A religion is an interdependent system of
hich are sacred, that is to say, apart, forbidden,
ewho follow them in a single moral community

hatural forces. Durkheim says that religion
ve spirits whose unreality he/

Durkheim refars to T
ylor’s theg, : :
Dreams make people see Themselvesri};;}u chbegan with e phenomena of the dream

of see their own doubjes Tt aces where the kin
death, this doupje alsoi:égéscrtzglleel;lc;on;enient for pet)pl)f(: ?:,%ﬁ;?iﬂg?: ' %Tgwing
bad genus As 5 v 0 become a float; M ’
- As per this interpreat; 0ating spirit, ejth doneord
between the a " : O'H, ear]yhumasb . ; L] .el era gO? \
s timate and the inanjm e Durkheimeifhstg?;l;i t'atsjlﬁicult LO dzlﬁ”erzﬁia;e
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; nSider the dr 3 t? fwe
Why is it cons; . ~icdream so important

worship ; OnSIder.Ed_tf’ bean extragpg e hy is thig double considered sacred?
P1snota primitiye cult. Algg i : Ty Impor? ACCOrdi : estor
addressed to the deaq_ the ‘culio’f]t 1510t corpget that prip; “&10 Durkheim, ancularly
: Of'the Mmitive cults were partic
Having declareg t ead,
dlmmymemessmg the Weakge “Dtal natyre of religjq : 4 has 1O

throw light on the world ofepis S5¢8 0f the ar:. . nas sacred, Durkheim na

not sacred, ‘Howeyer ;- Dusrt ®Xplanation, This explanation may

. ¢im’s irits 15
Durkheim regapqq et €yes the world of sp
transcendent a5 5 subject of

€sci
e religi
done away with by the Principle p franse e%::jms Presupposes the unreality ©f the

i 7% Scienti : ;
reality ofa religion afte, fic mehog Theref, b being mystical, is automatical’y

_ abolighjp '

A mgn_iﬁcant idea in Durkhg 'the supemmral i'ro € C.hallenge is to rediscover
religions, This lmph es € ! m 1t,

non-evolutionist vie

e 0i
I1311810narncmg othertp Ifmt’to

S -enc

s
a0 eVolytion: Ought
Olum.)mSt Oisin cp. tg}ilat of totemism being the Simplt?S:
18m woy, db, 0us histq ive 0
Sl : €0 e Iy. In the perspect1V
Beis implicitly aClcnowledgin at jt i: glre 8lon among Othell']s ——p0116 Siﬂ}p .
grouy T}:}j Simple re}; 10N ¢y py Blon hyg 5 r Sl;np}est’ most elementary reli€! 5
P no ased o : pnsed ‘ S810n fr, . : Tl
from the iconnt.ectil(l:,the 5 o%eo angy; o totery? R indre
animal, The trgpgps. . 20UShed wigy - tiSa by * 1€ clan refers to a kind” g
90 ti]Wlth a genus or type of plan®

2
e ¥ . (4]
Clan is effectuated in a va"

of ways. The most common way of transmission is through the mother, but it is not a
case of absolute regularity or of law. There are clan totems, but there are also individual
totems and totems of more widespread groups like matrimonial classes.

Every totem posses its emblem, also called blazon. Each clan has an object, such
asapiece of wood or even polished stones, on which the totem is symbolically represented.
Ordinary objects, called churinga, are transfigured the moment they carry the emblem
of the totem. They also get infused by the holy quality associated with the totem. In
modern societies, the flag is the equivalent of the churinga of the Australians. The flag
of a collectivity is considered sacred as far as the native land is concerned. It is the
equivalent of certain phenomena studied by Durkheim. Totemic things, or objects carrying
the symbol or emblem of the totem, result in behaviour distinctive of the religious order,
i.e., either the practice of non-participation or positive practices. The clan members
should avoid eating or touching the totem or the objects possessing similar holy quality of
the totem. They must exhibit several ways of respect with regard to the totem.

A sphere of holy comprises:
(i) The very plants or animals which are totem
(i) The items bearing the representation of the totem

Eventually, the revered quality is conveyed to individuals. Holy things include
plants, animals, their representations, individuals connected to these sacred objects through
clan involvement. This realm of sacred things is prepared in a methodical manner. There
are profane things towards which people behave lin an economic manner as economic
activities are considered the model of profane action itself.

Durkheim does not believe that totemism de_scenclls frc?m ancestor worsh-ip.
According to him, primitive phenomenon mapifests itselfin animal wprshlp, plag:mg
individual totemism as anterior to clan totemism. He does not accept mterpr_etaylons
according to which local totemism, 1.., 1he'attn'but10n of atotemtoa ﬁxe.d locality, is the
basic phenomenon. That is, for him, historically and logically, the totemism of the clan.

) ; i ternal to profane things is
to him, what the Australians ref"er to as ex :
According impersonal force which is personified randomly in a plant, an

primarily an anonymous, fany of those. All worship and beliefis directed towards

animal or the representation 0
this impersonal and anonymous force.

Durkheim feels that society supports the rise of values because persons, brought

together and living inc ommunication with one another, are capable of making the divine

create a religion through the exaltation of festivals. ,

Durkheim alludes to the revolutionary cu.lt. On the o;casnon of ﬂ';‘?l French
Revolution, individuals were also seized witha klpd Oi Tacr ed ealgen;‘,essﬁ eltt;nnSf
‘nation’ ‘li,berty’ and ‘revolution’ were chargcd it e;csle V;]ue' uil f;:rllfhs.o
turmoil are favourable to the collective exaltations which pro uct;f e Satcre -Dur ftslm
admits that the exaltation during the French Rev'olut.lon e m;‘ih s ltlo bgl R E:
new religion. But, he believed that other turmoil will arise gn 'ers “f;l-om?h?:;;mn?;
When modern soc;ieties will again be grip pedbyithesactod passian,

religions will originate.
Thus, the sociologi
CXpressed by the following plan:

_ In totemism, human beings
It. Holiness is first connected to the ¢o

cal understanding of religion takes two forms. One of these is

worship their own society even without understanding
llective and impersonal force which symbolizes
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the society. The seconfl version of the theory believes that societies are discarded to
give rise to gods or religions when they are in an exalted state. This takes place when

society progresses in direction to strengthen itself, In Australian tribes, this exaltation
takes place in the form of rituals, that exist even today.

Religion comprises a collection of belje; . rm
of a system of thought.- {5, expressed oralty and taking on the fo

it Sy;]:;]zmphmme Importance of two kinds of social phenomena:
¢ Rites
Alot of social behavigyr

syrbols. Human beings address
as well as their symbois,

ﬂli;addfessed not merely to objects but also to their
soctal behaviourto these objects/things themselves,

- Durkheim proposes a detaj] . '
types of rites and their functions, Ieiit:eory oftites where he differentiates between 10°

t . .
et tes three kinds of rites:
¢ Positive riteg

* Oddrites orrites of Compensation

. B10US practj
are rites of communigp 5 .
ex_amines the thimetic or dat l:ar?motfmg Procreation or reproduction. Durkbeir®
vertes, which attempt to emulate the things one
gative,
a social order. They are titesall have the s ishing
_ < Primary tablish0
beloﬂglt{g to the group, sustlg;'flmztbs:ﬁo"th the con::nunity rﬂ:ﬁ:ﬂi g t;ﬁse sense of
by practices which are bog, symbol, :ft;ﬂdfa{th, ete. A religion continues to €xist oY
Durkheim trieg gy, dth ©beliefand the traditions of renewing ™
Eebes az;v kt;ll o e abits of tlinking l‘: g Bous attitude and practices of the Australi2®
ﬁ'o::lrywhich ﬁz:lzt‘llng‘:ablﬁd in gAustl:;(iia’;? tt(l,l ese beliefs. He develops a socic)logical
point ofbirth of sciepy fic ﬂ;:llllgglhtu.s OFig; tellnsnlll.gf'];o;i lg‘m, rc!ig:ion 1Ist t.lsaga fsin
Therefore, iteanbe erentiation. It1
significant institution g - Uded that . ot
s 50 because religion gy Lich fmm‘?e'ﬂ-;e;m comsidered reigion tobe 7L
religion was bom n the gy + Y teOugh agjpo 2408 for other social formS. . o
o7 1OHONS with an intangiyg th SOcieties dumtwe Consciousness. He believed tive
Interactions were transf Orce, Withtimta, emoﬁe 10 an inclination torelate 001_1'3'3
there wasa distin 01 came to symbolize somethin® ults

- 100 rityalg o e
Clion the g5, s givin
. red ang gwaytOOrgaaned - s Agales
‘ Profane How, religion. mally

than religion, 5o, h’andscl‘mcﬁ ever, religion wasevel g

Sﬂze.that eligion ng | began o bave morerelle ov&
18 reli: Onger h: e ho 1
skeptical about the ady glOncaJmotbe ns Possible. Tho ther forces g

ty, O moderyy P wigh gy o B Ok T el

. d cong; dere y of these forces. a1

®TS it as ‘a period of transiti

NegatiVel‘itesareimdi
inthe direction o all relgious s 01090 fating o touching, They d9elP
o8 of asceticism. Positive rites, on the otherhand:. .

Durkheim claimed that if we wish to understand the society, we must first try to
understand how their origin is related to religion. For him, religion begot other social
forms. Durkheim opined that it is the society that creates categories, and he refers to
these categories as collective creations. So, as societies form, categories are formed

too; but it is not done consciously. These categories precede individual experiences. It |

was along these lines that Durkheim tried to bridge the gap between seeing categories
as constructed out of human experience and as logically prior to that experience. We
understand the world by understanding social facts; for instance, we chiefly use calendar
to measure time, but calendar was invented to keep track of our social gatherings and
rituals; and these rituals have their origin in religion itself. Durkheim suggested that even
science has its roots in religion. Durkheim remarks that ‘religion gave birth to all that is

essential in the society’.

System of Classification

It is probable that man has always classified, more or less clearly, the things on which he
lived, according to the means he used to get them; for example, animals living in the
water, or in the air or on the ground. But at first, such groups were I:Eot connected with
each other or systematized. They were divisions, and distinctions of ideas, not schemes
of classification, Moreover, it is evident that these distinctions are closel?rliuked to practical
concerns, of which they merely express certain aspef:ts. TheAustrahe.ms do not classify
the universe between the totems of his tribe with a view to regulate his conduct or even
to justify his practice. It is because of the idea of the totem being fundamental for him
that he is under an obligation to place everyﬂllng. else that he k:nov!.rs mn relaflon to It
ns on which these very ancient classifications

Therefore, we may think that the conditio . - son i
are based may have played a key role in the ongin of the classificatory function in

general,

. . trati it is not going far enough.
and the most basic form of social organization. H oweves ! ;o §
Society was not just a model followed bythe clz.:ssnﬁt.:atory lhouglszt. If :lomfensed its own
divisions that served as divisions for the classification syst;fm 00; thf:: g'omfv::rlel
the first logical categories; classes of men Wer thig::t . ﬁ:sg?uwﬁitgmﬁﬁﬁa
these things were broughtntp integration. It happened becauise : :
. in their ideas they grouped other things, and in
the beginning, the two means of grouping Were mI:;fe :111;0 ﬁrt:te p:c?;o;ﬂﬁcgz?eﬁ
indisﬁnguishable. Moieties were the ﬁrst genel'ath—f" a c’e in soci:fy dete‘rmined their.
s'llfposed to be essential parts of sgcletﬁ:fhgr ttf: sghematic manner in which genera
Place in nature, One may even wonder Wietx infl Itis a fac
-0, ded in parton the same influences. ltis a fact
are usually conceived may pot have depes prise are commonly imagined as

; . t they com
Of current observation that the things th‘:ith a};nore or less plainly delimited spatial

Placed ip g ki ideational milieu, - )
Circumsm a ]fmdloif' lge;n(j)tely pot without cause that concepts and their interrelations
have 5o u?ugg;r;ezssm;wsented by concentric and eccentric circles, interior and exterior
o each other, etc.

rms of classes,

Not just the external fo it one into another — the sub.
. . s ; human groups one o ano o
Cse] al origin. since ! A
Clan intovtisep;zsi:;s( stﬁzlmoiety into the tribe —-_—hcnce, the groups ;f thmgs are orc}ered
in the sims1 ’ Their regular reduction in sparl, from genus to species, species to
variety":l ?m?n;lt;r- <tems froon the equally diminishing extent presemeili tt?: social
“Ds’asrzmzﬁe:ves,the Jargest and oldest, and reaches the more recent and the more

but also the relations uniting them among
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fieri"?ﬁv‘_’- Ifﬂl‘f tOtal_itY of things is viewed as a single system, it is because the society
1tse}f1s wewed__ ina similar manner. It is a whole; or rather it is the ex¢lusive whole to
which everything is related. Hence, logical hierarchy is just another aspect of social

himhxaﬂdfhﬂlEilYOflﬂleedgeisnothingmom than the v ity of the collectivity;
enlarged to the universe, ey

Additionally, the ties that unite the things withi _ sto
each other are themsel gs within a group or different group

ves viewed as social ties. The expressions by which we refer to
these relations still possess amora] implication; Y are

. e n; but wh are barely more
than metaphors, initially they meant what the ereas Lor usthey are bare Y

Y stood for, Things belonging to the same
class were actually taken as refati N g gL
hence, 25 a result, of each other. vos ofthe individuals of the same social groups, and

ework was used is due to reasrf’1 o
s Way in which th; motives of a quite different ©
the contrary, in which things wegs dishézh hings were connected and merged, or €15

and opposed,
Iepresentation made of it Religjo.us

£
i : . Orpl‘()fane . fa Ourableo
inwhich : “Cmenta] ¢ .. "CUS, pure or impure, fav
fashiggnl?wﬂhich ththe soctal sensibi e Stcs are just expressions of the M ¢
I has usually b e e More affecy; and similarities that dete™”
: Y been stated 1, “clive than intellectual.
hnnsetljf*.3 Itenables us g e, more :zmﬂn 8A010 consiqe th; Jating thet? 10
schem te;med B8 S0Ci0entrgm o i ) What ths anthropen ey which 9%
€50 . . . opocentrism,
Nothing prm?;nﬂlii?;aot}: ll;,olttl Is the soclfet:;f;t is :hl!ldl"idUal isll)xot the cenire Ofth;ﬁrsf
uniVers'e,' i AN ) 18 Which P d, not
spae sl :ogmv;l:lllsl: tt};:n““‘“s ofmbif"“;;‘%whicf EiIZ ggs;nrft:m the Wt‘r‘:l“-’
beyond its rea] fjiy; si . PAce, Also, unive
placed t;xe r:eﬂillémts By the virgy, ottfthoccup1ed by the h-ib‘:g _l?avte seen l}O\lV e ed
capital ; ofthe worlq « € Same Menty] g only indefinitely - 0oV
+1.8,, at the plage Whichjs avel ofthe carils ; o§mon,som§nype01;ligi U5
BS A mythica] g ive forge o thicemm Of thejy m:)m ;liftfr own political Ol'fano ef
anc i Tal life, Simi t inatt
The classiﬁe:ta(t)il;zih jfgeneratol. Of the magg ev%“ginsi'tl?v;lsaiﬂii:lllly C""cewdj
is somethire P Ofthings;;:u;l% Slogicy), N:y . 1ea
itS Do Sssentially fliq g . T2V be W aconcept s the notion 0f° o
1S point of origjy Cadineg, o Matked pro ) con
> Extending g o, iSent, g Contac: 15ely. Emotion, on the yoﬂd
erythmg aboyt j mg“’“ﬁ mfluence spreads far b:; ef?
»Sothat it g not possible t0 say

its power of propagation ends. The states of an emotional nature necessarily possess the
same characteristic. It is not possible to say where they begin or where they end. They
lose themselves in each other, and mingle their properties in such a way that they cannot
be rigorously categorized. The pressure put forward by the group on all its members
does not allow the individuals to freely evaluate the notions which society itself has
elaborated, and in which it has placed something of its personality. These constructs are
sacred for the individuals. So, the history of scientific classification is, in the final analysis,

the history of the stages by which this element of social affectivity has progressively
weakened, giving more and more room to the individuals for reflective thought. However,

it is not the case that these distant influences which we have just studied have ceased to

be felt presently. They have left behind them an effect that is surviving; it is the very

cadre of all classification. It is the assembly of mental habits by virtue of which we.

envisage things and facts in the form of coordinated or hierarchical groups.

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

4. State the characteristics of modern society.
* 5. Differentiate between negative and positive rights.
6. Differentiate between concept and emotion.

44 SUMMARY

o The heart of Durkheim’s theory lies in his concept of social fact. Durkheim
differentiated between two basic types of social facts—material and non-material.

o Durkheim’s study of suicide is a good illustration of the significance of non-material
social facts int his work. In his basic causal model, changes in non-material social
facts ultimately cause differences in suicide rates.

« Durkheim differentiated among four types of snicide—egoistic, altruistic, anomic

and fatalistic—and showed how each is affected by different changes in social

currents. ’ . . . .
i 1v offended by the Dreyfus affair, pﬂrtlculflrly its anti-Semitism.,
’ givk::;n ];v:;cﬁ:rl:] ﬂid not attribute this anti-Semitism to racism among the French

eople. ..
peop im’s sociology is its steady foundation in a very

i ture of Durkhe !

® T b o efnie episicmology: Actually,the ntellectal areerofhe French
Sub t?ﬁg?st was highlighted by the incessant effort to build a sociological science
S0Cio

with asolid epistemological foundation (in fact, the epistemological concerns form

‘< research interests).

the core of hfS:iOk of Durkheim was De la division du travail social, which
® The ﬁ.rst majo L thesis also a0 d was highly influenced by Augusie Comte. The

was his doctoral I iiivi duals and the collective is the theme of this book which

rel::{t;onll:](:twlﬁlzg can amultiplicity of individuals achieve what is the condition

seeks to know ’

of social existence namely a consensus? ey vre e
» Durkheim’s best known book is his study of suicide. His aim in this book was not

nly t ide an account of suicide but also to illustrate how his methodology
only to provi
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fh?autl:lob;zpfﬁed to even the most individual of acts. Durkheim in this book showed
atextent the individuals are determined by the collective reality.

® The various characteristi -
cteristics of modern Society are social differentiation, organic

solidarity, densi ion, i i
ty, density of population, ntensity of communications and the struggle for

o Allsophisticated classificat;
s fications are Systems of hierarchized notions. Things ar®
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Moder, Society:

e Density of population
e Intensity of communication
e Struggle for survival

5. Negative rites are interdicts such as prohibition of eating or touching. They develop
in the direction of all religious practices of asceticism. Positive rites, on the other
hand, are rites of communion aimed at promoting procreation or reproduction.

6. A concept is the notion of a clearly determined group of things; its limits may be
marked precisely. Emotion, on the contrary, is something essentially fluid and
inconsistent. Its contagious influence spreads far beyond its point of origin, extending
to everything about it, so that it is not possible to say where its power of propagation

ends.

4.7 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

Short-Answer Questions

. Write a briefnote on the early life of Durkheim.
_ What is the difference between repressive and restitutive law?

1

2

3. Write a short note on repressive law and collective consciousness.
4

. State the concept of totemism in brief.

Long-Answer Questions

1. Name the sociologist by whom Durkheim was influenced. Discuss various elements

of this influence.
Describe how Durkheim relates to sociology as a science.

What is collective consciousness? Discuss its effects on the law.

What is the difference between mechanical solidarity and organic solidarity?

Describe with examples.

. Explain the four types of suicides as described b
freligion in the elementary forms of religious

oW

y Durkheim.

Ln

6. Describe the theoretical importance 0
life.
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5.0 INTRODUCTION

as the ‘bourgeois Marx’, became a sociologist ‘in a long
and intense debate with the ghost of Marx’. His work Wirf‘schaﬁ und Gesellschaft
(Economy and Society) and his concern with ic Protestant ethic showed that throughout
his lfe ho was cngaged in the problems andissues raised by Marx. Though Weber was

influenced by the German historical school—itselfengaged in a critical examination of
the main feature of Weber’s overall work was

Marx’s (and Hegel’s) conceptions— -

shaped by his degate with Marx; and among those who ook upr?'l ethgaman Chﬁnenge’

Web ¢ influential. His main 1nterc§t, which became a ifelong
eber was perhaps the most1 ture of modern capitalism. This eventually led him

preoccupation, was the origin and na : its mai

not oulyI:o a fastidious examination of the economic system f’f t.he ‘West'but allits major

social and cultural institutions. Ultimately, hisanalySISg2ve him insights into the peculiar
| to contrast it with the civilizations of the

nature of Western civilization and allowed him . . :
East. In working on this and other problems, he generalized and revised Marx’s method.

W that Weber w t working to refute Marx; he
However, it is important to understand that eber was not workl 1 ,
\ bl traordinarily fruitful.

accepted Marx’s major methodo or y irul

logical principles as €x
: imi him showing the supposed inadequacy

Weber's refutation of Marx was limited © .
of some ;l?lf\:; ai;?iteavgl,uﬁﬁmﬂf}’ conclusions and (?f c‘hallengmg the alleged hmw a1.1d
motal superiority of socialism as compared with capitalism. Thus the American sociologist

g 2 : role of ‘ideas’ in the explanatio_n_of great historical
ety S lmpo::?rzn has bizarre implications. For it implies that Marx,

oo 0 e i Tomcapaint
socialism, did not know that ideas were ppotiet IE 'hlf'tt?rgl.l uteatls'si aﬁ'm? 3 ?Ut
Weber is also incorrect, for he retained adie R ;S ] df:i%r aetic M 1 o
Marx as a thinker. If Weber recoiled’, I? \'vas from . ﬂg;ar aqt i thgz;:?Webe :d r}usrrlz—as,
indeed, Marx himselfhad done- Thepgstio? takf'm 11rl . l{mlel but rather ;ss ‘T’OT IEFSt
not be read as repudiation of Marx’s methodologica ?ﬁmp Srti can best?:r Plwire:
out’ and supplementing of his method. The validity 0T IS asSertion aafcesd ;

Y are-examination ofwebcr’s WOl'k- i::;f;::;mcrmnaf s

Max Weber, often referred to
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_ Max Weber bﬂSh‘dd amore powerful positive impact on a wide range of sociological
theories than anyoﬂlerspmologleal theorist. This influence is traceable to the sophistication,
complfxny and sometimes even confusion of Weberian theory, Despite its problems,
Webf,r‘s work Tepresents a.ire!narkable fusion of historical research and sociological
theorizing, We open this unit with a discussion of the theoretical roots and methodological
orientation of Weberian theory. We see that Weber, over the course of his career, moved

progressively towards a fusi i - .
historical soc};ology ’ o ofhistory and sociology, i.e., towards the development of

. N reli e .
series of studies of the relationship heion and capitalism, At one level, this comprises 2
of the spirit of capitalism and, ulfimas een {dezjls (religions ideas) and the dev clopment

: ePalism itself, At another level, itis a studY

. IStnctive ratjgy relioi
. . eligious for exampl®
this kind of majestic loits the gro of a rational economic Y5

nduring Significance, - Many sectors of the world that helps

51 UNIT OBJECTIVEg
AﬁergoingﬂnnughM/

. Youwill he able t.
: Dlsc"ssweber’s"l’i"ionabouttadj' N
* Explain Weber’s ) t

. ] 2 :
g:;mno? mid Psycholog; lpa: eats 1 e‘;nl 1864, inq typical nliddlc“"’las's
Iparatively signif;c .~ el0pment 1y Impression is intelle
political establishime o Politica] Dositi(; i father Wasa bllre‘:lllgr.:th\::lllsolgcquiw

I er’
€& Or thregy t ESchew an s fat.h,?r was clearly a part
€ hig Positigy W);r activity or idealism that wou

n the system, In additio™

. 0t ap,
require personal sacrif; d as

senjor Weber was a man who enjoyed earthly pleasures and in this and many other
ways he stood in sharp contrast to his wife. Max Weber’s mother was a devout Calvinist,
awoman who sought to lead an ascetic life largely devoid of the pleasure craved by her
husband. Her concerns were more otherworldly; she was disturbed by the signs of
imperfection which made her insecure that she was not destined for salvation. These
deep differences between the parents led to marital tension, and left an immense impact

on Weber.

Since it was impossible to emulate both parents, Weber was presented with a
clear choice as a child (Marianne Weber 1975, 62). He first seemed to opt for his
father’s orientation to life, but later he drew close to his mother’s approach. Whatever
the choice, the tension produced by the need to choose between such polar opposites
negatively affected Max Weber’s psyche. At the age of eighteen, Max Weber left home
for a short time to attend the University of Heidelberg. He had already demonstrated
intellectual precocity, but on a social level he entered Heidelberg as a shy and
underdeveloped boy. However, it quickly changed after he gravitated towards his father’s
way of life and joined his father’s old dueling fratemity. There he developed socially, at
least in part because of the huge quantities of beer he consumed with his peers. In
addition, he proudly displayed the dueling scars that were the trademarks of such

fraternities.

After three terms, Weber left Heidelberg for military service, and in 1884 he
returned to Berlin to his parent’s home to take courses at the University of Berlin. He
remained there for most of the next eight years as he completed his studies, earned his
Ph. D., became a lawyer and started teaching at the University of Berlin, In the process,
his interests shifted more towards his lifelong concems—economics, history a_nd sociology.
During his eight years in Berlin, Weber was financially de'pendent on his father, th.c
circumstances he progressively grew to dislike. Atthe same time, he.moved clos_er to his
mother’s values. For example, during one semesterasa stgdent, his work-ha!nts were
described as follows: ‘He continues the rigid work discipline, regulates his life by the
clock, divides the daily routine into exact secti.on for the various subjects, saves in his
way, by feeding himselfevenings in his room with a pound of raw chopped bCCfaI_ld f01.1r
fried eggs’ (Mizman 1970, 48; Marianne Weber 1975, 105). Thus Weber, following his
mother, had become ascetic and diligent, 2 compulsive worker—in contemporary terms

# workaholic’ 896 ition as professor of economics at
: i ork led in 1896 to a positio : _ :
Heideggg:;?;?f ﬁsllg;';‘?zv‘fth Weber’s academic career blos\if’)r;elrng, his father c_hed
following a violent argument between them. Shortly thereaﬁgﬁee bi:lga:l t:l mamfe:;
symptoms that were to culminate ina nervous bneakdowln. ) n mfﬁe e (1 e\‘:ll;j otrus
work, Weber spent the next six or seven years 1t near fota’ co ligs(; hr aho?iil' 2 H
some of his powers began toreturn in 1 903, but itwas ot u::lu Webe e lfl ; ll\::ere
(in the United States) his first lecture 1n St and half years, .:]: de em?siabee ?megm
o return fo active academic life. In 1904 and 1905, h.e Pl:lbll ed one of his best known
e Spirit of Capitalism.

works, The Protestant Ethic and th |
After 1904, although he continued to be plagued by psychological problems, Weber
PN ce some of his most important works, During these

P to produ e .
‘Y”Ca;:b\l;:ge??:gl?:l;:;ﬁ:gmd?es of the world’s religions in a historical perspective (for

Judaism). At the time of his demise (14 June 1920), he

: i tent ) >
:: :;:f;:k?nh;)al; I]ﬁ:l;?)l;?sai;:jﬁcam work, Economy and Society. Economy and Society

Wwas published by his wife after

Weber's death and was translated in nomerous languages.
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~ Apartfrom producing voluminous writings during this period, Weber was engaged
in various otbq activities as well. He helped in founding the German Sociological Society
in 1910.In addlf;lon, Weber was politically very active and wrote essays on the important
contemporary issues. We have to accept that there was a strife in Weber’s life and,
mOre SIS el Yo Lis ok He was perpetually torn between the bureaucratic mind,
as representedb,yhm father_, and his mother’s religiosity. This unresolved tension pervades
through Weber’s work as it permeated his personal life.

5.2.1 Types of Social Action

Weber’s entire soci i :
of social actif)flo(c'll"(:ll:ngf:}; lfgéesccept h'lSwordtq atface value, was based on his conception
) ). He differentiateq between action and purely reactive

behaviour. The fouri
behaviour that iiiﬁi?si?fbhaﬂow 1steserved, then as now (Ritzer, 1975a), to automatic
ought processes—a stimulus and response. Such behaviour

was not of interest in Weber’s soc; al
' : sociology. : i :
mvolved the intervention of thought pr%::e?:e‘:as bothered about action which cle ly

is

r(1921/1968) was carefy :ﬁ Lental processes anq the resulting meaningfil 2¢ti0™
the foundation of the i‘:‘t‘ﬂ'{h‘etati(:lnpo;n ; o thatit €Ironeous to reg ard psychology 25
essc?ntially the same point made by(]?) aCtlmll n sociolg 2y. Weber segm r g tg be making
social facts. That is, sociologists are urkheim In discussing at least some nonmaterial
same as psychologists’ interegt i, erested in m -
implied that he had a great conce .

on them. The sociolog; T with mental pr : '
lack of concern witﬁsﬁelir]s Gerthand . wy; D cesses, he actually spent little 27

ght M; . r's
much abused notion Processes: « Millshave called attention to Webe

: eh i .
eferring 1o profoundly? 5°¢S in the concept of personall™y ”

”aﬁonalc Fe Ceﬂ
: ahalt’ (1954 enter of creativity, 2~ .
suggestive, it hardly e e 22t AMH0ugh e A2 (1932/1967) WaS O
asis fOTasys work on mental pmcesses

; €r's
suggestiveness ofhis w tematic 1

ork that A c mlcrO-Sociology_ However, it was 5

0se w theo!!

ho developed the 50

ofindividuals and the; : m
forth, i mhaVIUWﬂmbgﬁlé::stgt toth
Mmatj :
In this action th 1onalism, phenomenology 3"
and regularities of 5
sense of subjectively
of one or more ingj

eory'; Webe

. U'Sclear ;
tion an { Mtent ;
dnot on h, collegiyr 1 focus on individuals and Pagetmhe

understa ; 1vi ;
vidual Mdable oriepyygio © - According to Weber,  Action 12
PUTPOSes, we may haye ¢ ‘t‘rman beings® vy, : *haviour exists only as the pehavio
in 1 . cat C AL I'wa ;
th::e;];;etlat‘zon ofaction jp SOCiOIOgiOHIecnvmes as ins Prepared to admit that for st:;’“e
u C 1 i 2
o fhesztsland o desofior nigat‘fv Ok these couec?d.“?‘ls but for the subJ ef;lel}’
: 8 i i\
action’, It wo ?;e Can be treated a4 a - O,ft € Particy] Ities must be treated as ot
uld seem that We : ;nts in Coliys 10alr acts of individual per® e
tld hargy € of subject tanda
b Jectively unders :
tio

is u]timateiy con :
Cemed with indivigy, ol B B et ofi
" "OtcollectiVit- Xplicit; the sociology of 2
I€s,

All kinds of action, even the ones that are explicit, are not ‘social’ in nature. Overt
action that is geared just towards the behavior of inert action is non-social. The subjective
attitudes of individuals comprise social action only when it is oriented to others’ behaviour.
For example, religious behaviour is not social if it is just a matter of meditation or private
prayer. The economic activity of an individual becomes social only when it takes into
account the behavior of others. Thus, it can be stated that an action becomes social only
when the actor’s real control over economic goods is respected by others.

It is accepted that the individual’s actions are strongly influenced just by the fact
that he is a part of a crowd confined in a limited space. Further, it is also possible for
huge numbers, though scattered, to be influenced simultaneously or successively by a
source of influence operating likewise on all the individuals, e.g., by means of press.
Here also the behaviour of an individual is affected by his membership of the crowd and
by the fact that he is by the mere fact that the individual acts as the part of a gathering.

For Weber, there are four ideal types of action which he considered the basic
building blocks for sociology. These four ideal actions are as follows:

e Traditional action
e Value-rational action
e Affectional action

o Instrumentally rational action

It is only when people accept completely technical means for realising their goals
that action becomes instrumentally rational. Here, the means to achieve the most
efficient way of reaching a goal or objective is chosen. For exa.n}p'le, a pusinessman
looks towards the most efficient way of maximizing proﬁt, a politician tries to find tl:ze
most feasible way to maximize his party’s vote, fetc. Accc_nrdmg to Webt?r, those economic,
political and scientific actions that involve cautious choices and deCISIOI.l-malﬂng. canbe
said to be instrumentally rational action. On the other 1lland, qu‘ue-ratmna{ actzfm can
be described as that action which is based on reason in re_:lanon to some illogical or
arbitrarily chosen value. A religious person who prays and gives alms to poor people can
be said to be behaving ina value-rational manner. The religious person is acts in this
manner for his own sake and because he considers it an absollute duty._ Here mstmmentz_al
considerations are not taken into account at FilH. In value-rational action usually tl:}ere 1s
no objective that that can be discerned easily, even tho-ugh areligious pers;:n " the
example may think that his or her action may lead tc‘: salva.txon. Moreﬁqver, in sucHactlons,
there is no suggestion that actions ar technically suitable in cause—gﬁect TrmSA owr‘zl‘j'ers
they are rational in the means that they take up for expressing 8pemltc }f; ugi-a c;fh ing
to Weber, traditional action is that type of action which 1581050 e usis

? s only some degree of logic and is routine in

an unthinki : on. Such action involves ont ' .
nat?ﬁzhgﬁg la;ztl;(;nsuggests in traditional action people act in the way like they have

. o ations in the past. 4 ﬁecﬁor@ action is that action Wl-'llCljl isa
1;:;1311())}10&1;;;Seligifsfs?g;lif emotion that fioes not take m:g S:Siouﬂt goals or objectives.
An example of an Affectional action 152 VlOIGI.ﬂ angry ou i A

Since the four types of action are ide.a; in nature, such atctlons Somet ?lztlilc%y
appear in reality. Rather, all the substantial patfemgr ot;az;(ctlo?ei;eme)ilenei : E t(i) €
interpretable in terms of more than one type Of action. 0I ei Etl';)r his epm ,10 ees n(::S
of a manager of a company who needs to set the wage lev ploy y

various asp of Weber’s ideal action. In this case, the

encomp i cts of all the four types¢ Wi .

In:na; s rlii ;Slt fnsn‘umentally the financial outcomes for the company for setting
er may wo
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. e
* onaninterpretative comprep 005 foied by soo

:h certainl rate of pay. The. manager may also without thinking respond to the proposals of
¢ iza e;:lnp E:ayee u:;;m d@ng the wage nego!:iations taking a reactive stance against them.

ly, breakdown in the wage negotiation process might result in angry outbursts as
one side or the other walks away from negotiations,

To figure out how an action correspon ) .
a technique which he considereq ds to the four ideal actions Weber suggested

¥ was central to sociology — the technique of
understanding (Verstehen i , gy — the technique
: ncing (Verstehen in German), According to Webber, the goal of a social science

about the behaviour of others, andﬁzsirﬂlizlsrimtenﬁons i their expectator?
themselves. Weber believes tha sociol
people’s actions, and then endeavor

inistic system .
. Ofexplanatmn asa l'eSI.lll' thl S phlIOSOPhy Of

to their act; \ e0Sion of the gyl - CIOlOZiSts should always be base
beh@:fﬁaﬁ;mﬁinshﬁd;h?ﬂeswwu e;s;f;:f;e‘;‘;‘mings which individufals provide
individual action. unﬁkﬁ °octal developmen e ¢ free will of individuals and thS

independ 11X, Weber belj 0 acknowledge the part played bY
w::gnh:ﬁf;@ﬁmd 4T° 10t just as the OC;IIGVed that indiviguals Eave the poﬂ,er toact

® CHIque of capitsfigy, Einﬁ:be Predicted through analys'™
TXt0 be incorrect,

Drovi Capitalism in terms of a chang® »

. SCtothejr actions, For Webe®
1Zatio, . . olvedd
0. This process inv:

Weher assesseqd th ec

Hfowe,"er’ mmodery societ ®¥ absolyte relj ous L mﬁ(,mal actions, In Weber s Vie™
> o8 COUTSES of aotigy o - PIE employ o 4 political valyes in the feudal
political authogigy ; base on? th Culations of the probable €

religious valyeg |; egal ;. To take gy - :
considerations, ;f, e areag of soifi:Iaslieg on t‘adiﬁol:s?%nh‘:hmover, in the feu oder®
ket calculations g+ Cisiong e, £1° OPen up g e(fthel'hand,mg;ctive
traditiona) life stytes, “apitaligt socieﬁeS::]t;tmgto the egono ;?itfli(::::tlil arui'3 r; e o
dO%notmean e eﬁxedWays Ofs(:;lly?ng oy .

0 s:tc.let'es have completely €J°
Lo Society, g, " character everyday actio
* ¢ taditiong] formg of action ™

 ofauthority. Weber was no political radical; he was almost as critical of modem capitalism

attain a new significance, This can be ascertained from Weber’s considerations of modem Max Weber
day economic actions. Weber states that religious values motivated the actions of those

who became the first generations of calculating capitalists. The later generations of

individuals who became capitalist carried on with their business activities like it had

become a routine matter. For Weber, as such capitalist entrepreneurs become mere NOTES

cogs in the massive bureaucratic machine, their work becomes a ‘dull compulsion’ about
which they possess no real choice. Finally they might remain free, but in practice they
are constrained.

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

1. State the four types of ideal actions stated by Weber.

2. What is traditional action?
3. When was The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism published?

5.3 POWERAND AUTHORITY

It was Weber’s interest in politics that motivated his sociological interest in the structures

as Marx but he was not an advocate for revolution. He wanted to change society gradually,
not overthrow it, He had little faith in the ability of the masses to accrete “better” society.
Moreover, Weber also saw little hope inthe middle classes, who he felt were dominated
by shortsighted, petty bureaucrats. For Weber @e hope—ifindeed he had any hope—
lay with the great political leaders rather than w1th_the masses or the bureaucrats. Alqng
with his faith in political leaders went his unswerving pationalism. He placed the nation
above all else: “The vital interests of the nation stand, of course, above democracy and
parliamentarianism’ (Weber, 1921/1968:1 383). Weberpnf.'-ferred democracyasa poht.lcal
form not because he believed in the masses but because it offered maximum dynamism
and the best milieu to generate political lea.tiel‘_S (Momm.scn, !9_74)- _Weber noted that
authority structures exist in every social insptumn, and his political views were related
to his analysis of these structures in all settings. Of course, they were most relevant to

his views on the polity. ’ it e
3 ' :s of authority structures in a way that was consistent
Weber began his analy” faction. He defined domination as the ‘probability

with hi tions about the nature 0. ; !
that ce:stzﬁusmgciﬁc commands (or all commands) will be obeyed by a given group of
persons’ (Weﬁ)er 1921/1968:212). Domination interested Weber and these were the

" ination, or what he called a}xthonty. What concerned Weber, afnd
iﬁﬂﬁgﬁgﬁﬁe in much of his theories, were t};:.l thrge }?;?es Ot!il \;hlch
autorty e madelegmstetolovers e CL L i
In defining these three bases, Weber remained fairly close ; oas on individy
action, but Weber rapidly moved to the largCTSCflle structures °f au ng;] u gr':hty
]egitim’jzed on rational grounds rests ‘on a beliefin the.legahty 0 ena;st? ;Zr anl i e
right of those elevated to authority under such rules to 1ssue comman (Weber, 1921/
1968:215), Authority legitimized on raditional groundss based on ‘an established belief
o DG fimmemorial traditions and the leglt:lmac.y.of .those exercising authority
& sanctity of imm authority legitimized by charm is supported

, 68:215). Lastly, 2 .
xdtiﬁlg’nall()‘f?g ghﬁég ?0 the exceptional inviolability, heroism or commendable
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'| Max Weber character of: leaders as well as on the normative order sanctioned by them. All these possible alternative: ‘The needs of mass administration make it today completely Max Weber
;?:scgﬂegmmmgamhoﬁtyplajnlyimply individual actors through processes (beliefs), indispensable. The choice is only between bureaucracy and dilettantism in the field of
ons. administration.”
NOTES Legal Authority Although we might admit that bureaucracy is an intrinsic part of modemn capitalism,
hori we might ask whether a socialist society might be different. Is it possible to create a NOTES
| ‘ ;ﬁil;asmemmc s avarlety of structural forms, but the one that interested Weber socialist system without bureaucracies and bureancrats?
authority’ (1921/ 1968:220), Which e considered a ‘the purest type of exercise of legal Weber believed that in the case of socialism we would see an increase, not a
' _ decrease, in bureaucratization. If socialism were to achieve a level of efficiency
Ideal-Typical B | italism. ‘it would mean a tremendous increase in the importance of
ureaucracy comparable to capitalism,
Weber depi . professional bureaucrats’ (Weber 1921/1968:224). In capitalism, at ieast the owners are
the' fl§p1chedbureaucrac1esinideal-typica1 terms. Alth, are of not bureaucrats, but in socialism even the top-level leaders wonld be bureaucrats. Weber
eir failings, Weber portrayed bureaucracies in 5 hig]:;l ‘f“_gh he was well aw! thus believed that even with its problems ‘capitalism presented the best chances for the
Despite his discussion of the posit; Y positive way. preservation of individual freedom and creative leadership in a bureaucratic world’
elsewhere inhis work, there i 5 positive c]:'a“"}"tﬁ‘fl'ist:ics of bureaucracies, here and (Mommsen, 1974: xv). We are once again at a key theme in Weber’s work: his view that
Although he detailed thejr advamagesmtal ambivalence i his attitude towards them- there is really no hope for a better world. Socialist§ can, in Webfar’s view, only make
expressed various reservations ahoy bu’:e: Was well aware of their problems. Weber things worse by expanding the degree of bureaucratization in society.
digcosmzant ofthe ‘mqmpe’ that oﬁenmakesucmdea];unc ol'gm’i"’al:ioz)1':15'.. For example, he was Aray of hope in Weber’s work—and it is a small one—is that professionals who
fbcult. However, hlsmaj“'feal'was that the ragj gw“h.b“rea“cfades so trying and 50 stand outside the bureaucratic system can control it to some degree. In this category,
oI'bureaucratic life wag athreatto illdividualr; on which dominates all aspec®® Weber included professional politicians, scientists and even capitalists, as well as the
Weber was appalled by the off berty. supreme heads of the bureaucracies. For example, Weber said that politicians ‘must be
the rationalization of the wor]g ofwhje;ts Ofb“mallcratiZaﬁon and, more generallys of the countervailing force against bureaucratic domination’ (1921/1964:1417). His famous
$aw 0 way out. He discuggeq N Pwucraﬁ?&tionifibut one com gncnt, butbe essay *Politics as a Vocation’ is basically a plea for the development of political leaders
and among the same Jines, b felt tha S35 escape proof> ‘practicall lpomshatterable’s with a calling to oppose the rule of bureaucracies and of bureaucrats. Similarly, in “Science
‘ established. Similarly, he felt that ; at the nstitutionsg ten’d to de ’ they ar¢ | as a Vocation® Weber made a plea for professional scientists who can counteract the
i' — bureaucracy after getting ‘harne mgl,“‘_i‘-!al ucrats coyld Si‘l'O}f once ¢ of the increasing bureaucratization and rationalization of science. .However, inthe end thes.e
l to bureancratization® (1921/19¢3. 140;11 1t. Weber . t]lal: t‘ Squirm oubelongs professionals are simply another aspect of the rationalization process and that their
ven below ‘ ’ ince i : nt only serves to accelera .
typiealGi be “"’Whatweberbe)uandsmc then, ime hﬂSbc:ntl];eoﬂitﬁlr:fOfecast development only lerate that process
bureaucracy: Svedto . 1oal- .
L& . be the key characteristics of the ideal Traditional Authority
by rules 4 contimoug OTBAnization of o5, . In his thinking about traditional authority structures, Weber.usec_l his 1d§al—typical
2. Ead . officia) finctions (offices) consﬂﬂmed bureaucracy as a methodological tool. His objective was to pinpoint the dlffert?nces
eh t:gicehasaparﬁcu]mand between atr};ditional authority structure and the ideal-typical bureau.cracy. According to
ﬁ.mc;(mscet]t;:ﬁ:;l;:js1 Withita got of oblj *Phere of competence and capabﬂjt% Webber, while legal authority stems fror;l trhe lfglfffsaCaﬁmmﬁﬁg;f?feﬁé
X Ority to 8ations ang gy iffere® itior ‘+vis based on a claim by the leaders, X
0 accompligy o L these fupogio, duties to perform di ision traditional authority virtue in the sanctity of age-old rule anq powers. The leadef in
3. The offices are . elob. »and the modes of comp followers that there 1s virih ersonal master. The administrative staff consists
Thooftes Organizeq into a such a system is not a superior but afe <. Although the burcauoratic stafFowes i
. erarch; . { on . o
¢ partici Y mvolye e, cal o Cal system, nﬁt o_f officials h;;:;:nu;lgt(;f e[:lzr;ted < and to the leader, who s in their name, the
5. The staffwhich Setmitable u‘inin:uahﬁcaﬁons with them that require thet :tajig:;‘ng; ::::i?tion;l Jeader cbeys because the leadef ?arries the weight of tradition—
With them, The?t:i}t‘m ffices does oy 1ed he or she has been chosen for that positionin the 1]\adlu0[::;llzlzmlmmer.dh it ed
Tequire to fin: - Memberg OWn the . gsoci® o taff of the tradition er and how itmeasured | M
| 6. Thei ﬁmshthemb. al'eallowed the usepmt(‘lmon o hich they What interested Weber Was ﬂ];asﬂ‘ He concluded that it was lacking on a number |
- The incumben - e ofthose things W up to the ideal-typical bureaucratic S&@x ==~ here of ;
partof SROt allgy, e fFlacks offices with clearly defined sphere of competence ;
7. Adms ﬂle %ﬁon. tdto “pPI‘OPI‘iate th ‘e maﬁls‘ Ofc_om_lts. Tl?e nadl.uonal sta 1::1135 i also does not have rational ordering of relations d
.I- B' dmmmuaﬁveacts, iiong ®Position; it always 1° :’f!n chis subject tg {111{1::‘;:1}:; Fmtl;er it lacks a clear hierarchy. There is no regular [n
| Ureaucracy is one I8 2nd py Superiority and in S the basis of free contacts. Technical training is i
. of . es are o . motion on the bas X )
;’Jl:;;nm socisty, by, the ‘:'laonal MrUctyreg f]:’:"Illllilted and recorded in Wﬂ“:g'g f]ﬁt:l; ;ufl appo&ﬁ:;ﬁ?il;?mimg a position or an appointment. Appointments do not
C Structur y Wi ] Wi 'ch : . . ar 1re. . i
Self-Instructional e, , on ispl -increds ; oney.
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Weber used his ideal-type methodology not only to compare traditional to rational-

legal authority and to underscare the most salient characteristics of traditional authority

but also to analyse historically the different forms oftraditional authority. A gerontocracy

involves rule by elders, whereas pri : P ! ;
their positions, Both of these fommpamamhallsm mvolves leaders who inherlt

form of raditiona: :
; mﬁ;::z‘“mwhﬂe permitting the development
otallow for the rise of the highlylfaﬁ“’“all

, v that he}
Weber did accept thata charismatic leader € by most lay people today. Even though
sense of charisma was more dependany ~. - PUS%68 €XCeptional characteristics, hiS
which they defined i > aept Ct on the grg c teristics, I
¢ charismatic leader, Ty o P Of followers and the manner it

the fo! ’
e followers define a leager as charj put Webers Position straj ghtforwal’dly’_

leader i i t
eader irrespective of whether he o she reaﬁ’ thenhe or she s likely to be a charismati®

In this i '
mannter a leader 18 set apart fl'Om th ' POSSeSSes any OUtStandjng characteﬁsncs-

with 20 dinary
supernatural, superhuman o atleast ; ong " pleand respected as if endowed

available to Cxcg
the""“"13“3‘“beople. Plonal powers or qualities which are 1°f

couservative, the rise of a chapicr.se: .
well as o a rational-fegg) mmuc I may Wtil;lal uthority clearly is inherently
distinguishes charigmg ) andlead ¢, Pose a threat to that system (85

. iSTa as a reyy, onary i
actors: it causen s luti force o itt;: change in that system. Whg;

“subjective or :

the © Orin Teorientatjons ads to changes in the minds

chan Sing changeg ; erent prob S I hough
8es are clearly 1 the thoyghe o 4 oS Of the World”. Althou

: Teduceq ¢ ,
changes in the structurs of aut];)()t:i1 ° Status of ey, S and actions ot individuals, SUh

en .
% 1.8., the rig fc °nt Variables. Weber focused 08
anismatic authority, When such?

0 chap, A .
The other major Tevoluti % People’s thoughts and action®

with which he was n Onary fo

an internal revolution e o ed, is (, eber’s theoreticq) d the on®

rationali ary force tha ha (fo Tationatic System, an i
then u.lt'ty ats z;n oy Tevolutio, . fnges the mip, § nf(‘) . Whereas charisim? ;S

Imate ) 0fa

Y the thoughts g ac:l:im:mc y ‘fhaugmg the s o, Weber saw (forf™ d
findiigy s ofosity st 82
" Ye0er was interested in

revolutionary character of charisma as well as its structure and the necessity that its
basic character be transformed and routinized in order for it to survive as a system of
authority.

In his analysis of charisma, Weber began, as he did with traditional authority, with
the ideal-typical bureaucracy. He sought to determine to what degree the structure of
charismatic authority, with its disciples and staff, differs from the bureaucratic system,
Compared to that of the ideal-typical bureaucracy the staff of the charismatic leader is
lacking on virtually all counts. The staff members are not technically trained but are
chosen instead for their possession of charismatic qualities or, at least, of qualities similar
to those possessed by the charismatic leader. The offices they occupy form no clear
hierarchy. Their work does not constitute a career, and there are no promotions, clear
appointments or dismissals. The charismatic leader is free to intervene whenever he or
she feels that the staff cannot handle a situation. The organization has no formal rules,
no established administrative organs, and no precedents to guide new judgements. In
these and other ways, Weber found the staff of the charismatic leader to be “greatly
inferior’ to the staff in a bureaucratic form of organization.

Weber’s interest in the organization behind the charismatic leader and the staff
that inhabits it led him to the question of what happens to charismatic authority when the

leader dies. After all, a charismatic system is inherently fragile; it would seem tobe able
to survive only as long as the charismatic leader lives. But is it possible for such an

organization to live after the leader dies? The answer to this question is of greatest
consequence to the staff members of the charismatic leader, for they are likely to live on
after the leader dies. They are also likely to have a vested interest in the continued
existence of the organization: if the organization ceases to exist, they are out of work.
Thus the challenge for the staff is to create a gituation in which charisma in some
adulterated form persists even after the leader’s death. Itisa difficult struggle because,
for Weber, charisma is by its nature unstable; it exists in its pure form only as long as the

charismatic leader lives. : _

According to Weber, in order to cope with the erarture of th(? charismatic leader,
the staff (as well as the followers) may adopt a variety qf strategies to create a more
lasting organization. The staff may search outa new ct{ansmatlc leader, but even ifthe
search is successful, the new leader is unlikely to achieve the same aura as h]is or l}z:r
predecessor. A set of rules also may be developed that allows the group to identify

ismati idly become tradition, and what was
future charismatic leaders. But such rules rapi : T2 . .
charismatic leadership is on the way towards becoming traditional authority. In any
case, the nature of leadership is 1 ically changed as the purely personal character of

que s to allow the charismatic leader to designate

. . ae L ; ther techni
charism is liminated. Stilanc! 1 transfer charisma symbolically to the next in line.

his or her successor and thereby to trans )

Again it is questionable whether this is ever very successful or }vhether it can be

successful ig the long run. Another strategy is having '_rhc staff designate a successor

and havine its choice accepted by the larger community. The staff could also create
Ving its cuol being the one who successfully undergoes

1 i ic leader
Titual tests, with the new charismatic lea .
the tests. However, all these efforts ar¢ doomed to failure.

Theory of Power

. is the ability of an individual to achieve
According to Weber, power ina

sition of others. Weber, to make his idea of power

i : i €0 - .
n;i I?erllllse;- ﬁ‘ﬂli‘lo:‘t:: :t%?;i?ll:is wprl;oand society, gave domination as an alternative, ora

social relationship
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Max Weber more carefully defined conc ' t. Dominati ‘6 - :
| specific command (orall com‘:ﬁﬁ;ﬁ;;’;“;};?::bf:;xb:r is ‘the probability tha’t cert;un they may be serious, for example discipline or ostracism. To give an example, in a Max Weber
| 212). According to Weber, the characteristics associa);edg“{ethl; ﬁroup Of_persons (Weber, workplace what is considered office attire may become the norm, or be even enfc;rccd
» Obedionce with domination are; as a rule. Rules come to be enforced as a result of usage and custom and their violation
NOTES « Diorest may lead to sanctions being applied. A law comes into effect when a particular norm is
taken up by an individual or a group which has the legal capacity and duty to enforce NOTES
» Belief sanctions,
¢ Regularity
Cueck YOUR PROGRESS

He believed that ‘every i
i ; genuine form of domination imnl; ini
compliance, i, an fataont (based o omination implies a minimum of voluntary 4. What form of legal authority interested Weber the most?

obedience’ (Weber, 212). A domi n ulterior motives or genuine acceptance) in .
» 212). A dominant relationsh: : . st i
employer-employee telaionship, to crelatlcms]llp can be a parent-child relationship, 5. State any two chara- c‘tensncs l:'.!f ldeal.bureau'cracy.
? 6. State the characteristics associated with domination.

dominant power relation can comprise {l:ggsmdent issues, etc. According to Weber, 2

1. Inadominant power rela; ¢ following four features:
are not forced to obey, l'aoﬂfll’erﬁltire 5 VOhmtal'}’ Com.p]jance orobedience. I_ndividuals
2. Thepeople who bey voluntaﬁle)-z oey voluotarily 54 THE PROTESTANT ETHIC AND
have an interest in obeying Yina dominant power relation do so because they THE SPIRIT OF CAPITALISM
3. Inadomipant power relaﬁg - le?St believe that they have such an interest-
ofthe dominant ip, di\'ichaalon’ thereisa conviction in the legitimacy of the actions According to Weber, capitalism was a modern phenomenon: a very sophisticated system
As Weber states, “The parﬁmoup galmough itis defined by Weber as authority)- of institutions, extremely rational in character, and the preduct of various developments
according to its type treateq clgun o legitimacy is to 2 significant degree atypical of Western civilization. In these terms, capitalism was unique—both in the sense
4. Obedienceina dominan¢ ki that such a system never emerged spontaneously in the East. Capitalism is not as old as
. . enant power relation ; i be confused with the various forms of capitalistic activi
, term soc ) relation . ) , . history and should not be confused wi pitalistic activity
| 'subordil:aa:izlasg‘:t;l:?l P- Rather, it isaco:lstilz:::e?mde{ml or linked wuh 8 Sh:: (speculative, commercial, adventurous, political, etc.) which were indeed known in previous
\ Actording to Weher Tegular patterns of inequal relationship of dominanc® periods of Western history and in the civilizations of the East as well. The emergence of
a structured he » When dominance ygs fora sion; fy are setup. the new sacioecononic system in the West could not be taken for granted as an automatic
social mcnfme“‘;melfon Asaresy)t of whi T4 Significant period of time, it becomes consequence of the growing rationalization of all aspects of life. According to Weber,
power are o society. In Webep g ¢ the forms of dominance become ¢ capitalism had fought its way to supremacy ‘againsta whole world of hostile forces”,
_ nottaken to be dopy; understandip ¢ , esof - i+ onal forces of the Middle Ages was not ‘historically inevitable’
with those types of Minant, Webey’g p 10g, temporary or transient tYP and its victory over the traditio y
recognition of the go ot Which are baseq on f:fmtlon of domination thus does ?Way or ‘historically necessary .
definition, the ci tgroup or volug e, bffcallse force may not result 12 Weber stated, ‘In the last resort the factor which produced capitalism is the rational
 Too IrCumastances of ary obegie TR ber 8 ) . - . .
Ogivean example, Weber bel; 9pen conflict gy o nee with jts orders. In We permanent enterprise, rational accounting, rational technology, and ratlopal law, but again
. WebFr construct of domi leves that fhe explici f‘::'ce are also comparatively unusud’ not these alone. Necessary complementary factors were .the ratlm}al s;?irit, the
- relationships in the my mm:::m helps gives yg tms of class conflict are uncom™” d rationalization of the conduct of life in general, and zfranonahstlc economic eﬂnc._’ In his
F Proper understanding of stru¢ book The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism Weber explored in a provisional

Y through e the d conduct. Although he was not altogether clear

employer-emplo Ders notion, (1o - PioYer-empl - nship €A O i
. yee or on, ployee relationship " . way the source of the rational spirt an
subordination usually cogst?er s 0f“‘rlatiomng- Weber’s notion we find that Whil° 13 on this score, Weber does treat ethics as 2 ‘pecessary complementary factor’. What
15 1ot & normal feapyye WSts ofconﬂict, howey ps Characterizeq by dominatio? an this really m:aans as it becomes clearer from his later essays, 15 not th.at capitalism
ination, - We find thy Suborg; T, m such relationships the use of fo1¥ would not have an:sen without it—indeed he himself acknowledg_ed thatit had in some
! The Britshsocigjq. Nates unreservedly obey and accept 15 places—but rather that the peculiarly energetic form it assun:;d nt]h a ce;tain historical
o C ary = . e
! :ihes‘; may become eStab%‘:hed °1 eXplaineq diff y period might be attributed to the elec;_tlve igfliil;;)’ ’F;:::;ha; :h;::bgfgn;;“s)gsinfif |
! eveloping homogep er 4 pap; erent ley, " 2d ho ascetic Protestantism and the spirit of cap! - - ; |
SOUS types of o 1104 Of tiry els of legjtimacy, &~ 14 th o between the two, that they mutually reinforced each
conduct, j ere was such great congrie™ tk and business activity and thus to a

¢. For Weber, when people ® ¢S

. pecome customs, The A
! lﬁ?"‘“‘% and need 1?51:? aterialjze v:rtib- . 1eS Usage. | ong_established U5 other to produce a methodical devotion o WO i
| tconvention ig ¥ 10 enforcer "3 group or society due 0 contin¥ Vigorous development of capitalistm.
OF customary; rather if *Bree of cong Ay any Particular group. Weber believes In The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism, Weber starts by drawing 1

sanction maybetheresulmeone N ity Here obed; group. yve - atten; h i ders important differences between Protestents and Catholics i
Self-Instructional L. These sancr 10t conform, ence is not merely VO ; of attention to what he consi ards technical, industrial, and commercial studies and |
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gzcupagf_ms- Pl:otffstfmts were.much more inclined to pursue these studies and to be
gaged in capitalistic enterprise while Catholics seem to prefer the more traditional

: ]:radition:f miﬁoﬁtorkm? too, it appeared that Catholics remained in the more
and even filled adminisa'aﬁvexampﬁe Ny Whl!e Protestants acquired indusrial Skﬂ.l s
terms of advantages of iuheritlemcz.is1 ons. These differences could not be accounted for 10
of the religious education and wealthbut rather had to be explained by the character
What seemed all the more ::tl‘ild? lues which the two groups received and communities.
in ‘modem business life’ was ﬂ,g 0 Web?l. ab["“t the smaller representation of Catholics

tas a minority, suffering certain political disabilities,

they should have sought all the
other minorities, notably the Jei;).re forcefully to engage in economic activity (ashad

completely on their own, ha

) ving no
on their eternal destiny, This m=.xtre(:;l ®towhom they could tum for authoritative gidanc®

about _how they should behaye Prote amuet){ about their fate caused great uncertainty
stressing those other aspects o.fCale?t?m Ministers and teachers responded to this by
their parishioners, Calvin had sajq Vutnsm that might help to resolve the anxieties ©

si S I
Bn that he or she wag destined for sal uccess ina person’s calling might be sec'n asd

who worked hard foyp

. dthat th ; plined o
1 ey w ; mall ves.
essen their sense of anxie abg;t er:, indeed, [ ely aspects of their Li

Weber describ il'destiny to be successful, and this help

ed this }j (Marsha
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time. This rational an:f;:le &oidance of Waste ticism. The ascetic lifestyle iﬂ""lve(:-
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them to greater by € values |y attained,

> usiness sy, ¥ 17th-cay, ed
way of life stressed the gyqry. L0 their (:ouﬂttl;ry Merchants in the Puritan 5% : Jic
COnSUmPtion, and this led dance of exceqe: TParts in other religions. Their aséfeus
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. Cess
expand their scale of oy 0 W10 plougy back V€ Income and wasteful or XY 0
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Protestant ethic, Webey al'gu: nI];r:;edentEd ;::::?tlo“ that allowed capitalist busmes:
e
modern capitall>t™

In the favourable conditions provided by the nation states of western Europe in
the 17th and 18th centuries, this spirit helped to produce modern capitalist system of
production, This system rapidly spread across Europe and into the wider world. In the
longer term, however, the success of the capitalist system undermined sacred, religious
meanings. In expanding capitalist societies, Weber argued that individuals are forced to
work by economic necessity, and not by any spiritual commitment to it as a calling. For
most people there is simply no altemative to capitalist economic activity: ifemployers do
not make a profit, then the pressures of competition will force them out of business; and
if employees do not work hard, they will be sacked and replaced by those who will. The
spirit of modern capitalism disappears, and modern life becomes increasingly empty and

meaningless.
5.4.1 Religion and Social Change

In Weber’s opinion, social structures could be changed by encouraging religious belief.
His social action approach was connected with interpretive sociology, where the
interpretation of beliefs leads on to action. In his work The Protestant Ethic and Spirit
of Capitalism Weber stated that the faith that Calvinists had regarding their lifestyle and
attitude for work blended perfectly with the need for capitalism in a stage of dynamic
early growth. In a time where mass poverty and depravation was Common, one means
of surviving was through self-reliance; A Calvinist would invest whatever money he had
made back into his trade, would not induige in overconsumption and live a simple life.
Thus Calvinists survived by combining the wealth they made with a godly lifestyle. For
example, some Calvinists like Leonard Chamberlain became very wealthy and setup
Trusts to fund social, educational and religious causes. Thus, Weber argues thatas a
result of such religious beliefs and resulting action, there was a direct effect on capitalist

growth.
cks Weber analysed religions from all over the world like Hinduism,

In his wo . :
Buddhism and Ancient Judaism. His argument was that a change of attitude and action
might come from a continuing traditional stance to the one of change and investment.

Weber tried to explain social change by looking at the forp:s of rationality in modern
society. According to Weber, religion has no goclal function even und.er adeveloped
capitalism, Although Weber believes that rehgifm_does retain some social role, such as
observance in state occasions, and perhaps this 1s to ke?p alevel of enchantm'em at
state level, he asserts that religion is itself' apart ofthe socnfal Change Weber considered
collective conscience in modern organic society as ﬁ:aglle, md_eet_i l}e proposed that
eventually religion would become not the worship of society but of individuals. Jnmodem
society it would be individuals who WOuld.be sacr.ed. The.reff)r_e,. For W?ber religion
would have moved away from 2 conservative social rolt? mhlbmr_lg s_ocnal change to
none. Weber began among social groupsand onlyhad a partial systemic view; he regarded
religion to be encouraging social change.

5.4.2 The Religion of China

L ment in the Westhad stressed two factors, which, among
Students of econmp;c t‘ifiv;l'gz ise of capitalism: the great influx of precious
?I:Ieltzlii,alﬁ: ;(;lnhi-ilc:n ¢ growthin population. However, Weber observes that in the case

of China similar developments .
asim hina was fundamentally different from the Occidental one: it did

ot ect gg;c:;::rtgﬁ\ffhich capitalist relationships and institutions could germinate, for
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it lacked political autonomy. Unlike the polis of antiquity and the commune of the Middle
Ages, ithad neither political privileges nor military power of its own. The Occidental city
became sufficiently strong to repel an army of knights and was not dependent for its
survival on any centralized bureaucracy. Political associations of merchant and craft
guilds were nonexistent in the Chinese ‘city’, and legal contracts, either economic of
political, could not be made. In short, there did not emerge a relatively independent
bourgeois class centered in relatively autonomonus towns (the fruit of protonged struggle
and 1:evolts). I.{evolts wefe indeed common in Chinese cities but these were to remove
specific officials or to change specific practices, not to guarantee the freedom of the

city. These differcnces between the Occidental and Oriental cities can be traced to their
different origins. 'J.:'he polis of antiquity was an overseas trading city, whereas in China
trade was predominantly inland, ’

contact were limited 1018 singl poiﬂg ;I; t(:)rde; to preserve tradition, foreign trade and
n. - .
not centered in the city where i urthermore, industrial development was

, tcould, as in the West, est .
groups and interests, Thus the economic, politicale st, escape the control of traditional

autonomous and rational organization of ;

penitence for his sins, As in aj] |
o s arge far-f] .
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Cities were mere urban settlements of farmers and “there remained only a technical
administrative difference between city and village’. A ‘city’ was the seat of the mandarin
and was not self-governing; a ‘village’ was a self-governing settlement without 2 mandarin.
And autonomous military power developed in contrast with the West, in the villages and
not in the cities.

There were repeated power struggles between the /iterari and the priests, in
which the former were always victorious. Yet, ironically, the literati constantly availed
themselves of the Taoist’s priestly and magical services, affording Taoist heterodoxy a
recognized place in religious practice. Not only were magic and animism tolerated, they
were systematized and rationalized so that they became a tremendous power in Chinese
life. All sciences which had empirical and naturalistic beginnings were completely
rationalized as magical and supematural practices and rituals. The Chinese world, despite
its secular and rational-empirical elements, remained enchanted with a magic garden.
‘Demagnification’ of religion, Weber believed, was carried out in the West most
consistently and thoroughly by ascetic Protestantism; but the process had begun with
the ancient Jewish prophets. Weber emphasised that this did not mean that the Puritans
did not retain superstitious beliefs; it is obvious that they were superstitious looking at
their history of witch trials. Rather, it means that Protestants came to regard ‘all magic
as devilish’. For Weber, then, one criterion of the rationalization of religion is the degree
to which it has rid itself of magic. “To be sure,’ stated Weber, “the basic characteristics

_ of the “mentality”, in this case the practical attitudes toward the world, were deeply

codetermined by political and economic destinies.” Yet, in view of their autonomous
laws, one can hardly fail to ascribe to these attitudes effects strongly counteractive to

capitalist development.’

5.4.3 The Religion of India

social and cultural conditions which, it would seem,
rational capitalism, Warfare, finance and politics, for
instance, had been rationalized, andthe last ofthese even in quite ‘thMaghb;ave.nmn" dtgrms

, «talist forms had at one time or another been 1n evidence:
Many of the older type 0" 4! ers, etc. Urban development also seemed to

state creditors and contractors, tax farmers, €t¢ OS¢
parallel that of the West at many points. In addition, wt_lat Weber called ratlon?hty was
Prominent in many aspects of Indian cultuml.life: the ra!:lonal n!lmbet SySt;l:;E ﬂﬂﬂlm?;lc,
sl s i el Lo S
with a hi of tolerance towards philosophical anc re X "
prevlling i forans appered compatilevithcapialist devlopnen; e exod

. icrafts as well as occupattonal specia on
an autonomous stratum of merchants; handi e rps . .
Wwere developed; and, finally, the high degree of_acqmsmvenesslaulclltil high 1@3:?2{?:
Wwealth were a notable aspect of Indian social life. He regards Indian religio

. i ‘may have prevented capitalistic
factor among many’ which, he states cautiously, ‘may have p p

development’, Since there was no way of qua:ltigsi#cg azrp‘z:;%ll:;:glf thI; jilﬁfel:;:i ﬂ g:z
Could ng and as cogent a case 3

taken gr?o‘tvhas tt? m_.emake . s:guﬁralmt to that of ascetic Protestannsm—-fhen, perhaps? a
o & ism might have developed there too. Since economic,
ents were somewhat equivalent in India and the

Urban, scientific and other developm omously only in the latter civilization, the

est, and modern capitalism emerged aufon )
ifferent religious etﬁos which took shape there must have made a significant causal

Contribution to the origin of the moder econoMIC SySteim.

Weber in India also saw many
should have given rise to modern
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However, t:or Webel.' the dif.ference is more than just the Protestant ethic; he
suggests that despite the rational, scientific elements in the East, and the existence there

of economicstrata and forms seemingly conducive to the emergence of a modern rationa!

?1:5?;210};3 ﬂ:; g:ls;m?amed an enchanted garden. This meant that all the aspects and
civilizations were permeated and even dominated by the magjcal

mentality, which became a brake on economic developments in particular and ot

rationalization of the culture a5 a whole. On ioati
o .On th : . o,
already in its early stages of develop ¢ other hand, Occidental civiliza®
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anti-rational ‘spirit’ of the whole social system which constituted the main obstruction;
and this, along with the ‘artisan’s traditionalism, great in itself, was necessarily heightened
to the extreme by the caste order’. The anti-rational spirit became manifest in the
prevalence ‘of magic and in the role of the Brahmans, whose very power was connected
with the increasing significance of magic in all spheres of life’. Other religions
developments had significantly modified the character of Indian economic conditions
and strata, If, for example, there wasan Indian ‘bourgeoisie’, it was very weak for at

least two reasons:
o There was the absolute pacifism of the salvation religions, J ainism and Buddhism,
which were propagated, roughly, at the same time as the development of the
cities. There was a sort of causal interrelationship between urbanism and the

salvation religions.
o There was the undeveloped but established caste system.

Both these factors blocked the development of the military power of the citizenry;
pacifism blocked itin principle and the castes in practice, by ‘hindering the establishment
of a polis or commune in the European sense’.

The bourgeoisie as well as the guilds had no independent military organizations
and therefore could be repressed whenever a prince found it expedient to do so. The
Indian town enjoyed no true self-government or autonomy. Also, apart from the
implications which the sacred cow had for Indian animal husbandry, magico-religious
practices retarded technical-industrial development. pﬁen ‘tocol-s were worshipped as
quasi-fetishes’ along with ‘other traditional traits’. “This stereotyping of topls was one of
the strongest handicaps toall technical development.” Indian rf:hglons, including Buddhism,
had attained a highly technical virtuosity but this resulted in an extreme devaluation of
the world—none of them enjoined the adherent to prove himself or his grace through
action or work. Quite the contrary, the highest good wasa conte?nplau\{e flight from the
world. Indian asceticism never translated itselfinto a *methodical, rational way of life
that tended in its effects to undermine traditionalism and to change the world’-. Thus
India, like China, remained an enchanted garden ‘with all sqrts of fetishism, animistic
and magical beliefs and practices in fivers, ponds and mountains, highly developed word
formulae, finger-pointing magic, and the like'. In conttast to th? Hebrew propl::ets, who
never made peace with the magicians, the Brahmins 1 the interests of their power
position, not on]y recognjzbd the influence of magic but rationalized 1‘5 and made [Iumerous
concessions to the unclassical magicians; this despite the fact that ideally, according to

the Classic Vedas, magic wastobe suppressed, or at

masses.
f Asiatic religion was a particular
Weber concluded that the general character 0 : : .
form of gnosis, i.., positive knowledgein the spiritual ljea.lm, mystl.cal}y acf[u‘med. Gnosis
L ess® and the ‘highest practice”. This ‘knowledge

was the si th to the *highest holin ) oy :
vl ;1 s&g};&i oo rationalg;l { empirical means by which man sought with increasing

Sucoess to dominate nature became instead the means of mystical and magical domination
over the self and the world by a :ntensive training ofbody and spm,t either through |
ethodological ruled meditation”. It gaverisetoa

asceticism or, as a rule, through strict, e i '
redemption aristocra;:)’ for such mystical knowledge was necessatily esoteric and

charismatic, hence ot accessible 0f communic:able to everyone. The holy and godlike
Was attainacf byan ‘emptying’ of experienice of this world Psychlc_: peace, not restlessn&;s
was godlike; the latter, being spcciﬁcally creature-like, was (;lluus;lry, n;g;ﬁomd
soteriologically valueless. Hence, io contrast to the soul-saving doctrines of Christianity,

least merely tolerated among the
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no emphasis was placed on “this life’; Asiatic religion led to an otherworldliness. ‘InAsia
generally,” writes Weber, ‘the power of 2 charismatic stratum grew.’ The magical, anti-
rational world had a profound impact on economic conduct and development could not

be doubted.

menand gaverisetoa ‘rational, innerworldly ethic’.

The depth and tenacity of this magical mentality created conditions in which the
‘ lus.t for gam.’ never gave rise to the modern economic system which Weber called as
‘rational capltah_sm". What was notably absent from Asiatic religion therefore was the
development which inthe Occident ultimately broke the hold of magic over the minds of

© Weber’s entire sociology, if
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¢ The concept of charisma plays an important role in Weber’s theories, but he had
a conception of it very different from that held by most lay people today. Even
though Weber did accept that a charismatic leader may possess exceptional
characteristics, his sense of charisma was more dependent on the group of
followers and the manner in which they defined the charismatic leader.

 According to Weber, power in a social relationship is the ability of an individual to
achieve his or her will even against the opposition of others. Weber, to make his

_ idea of power more useful for the study of history and society, gave domination as
an altemative, or a more carefully defined concept. Domination for Weber is ‘the
probability that certain specific command (or all commands) will be obeyed by a
given group of persons’.

e According to Weber, capitalism was a modern phenomenon: a very sophisticated
system of institutions, extremely rational in character, andthe product of various
developments atypical of western civilization. In these terms, capitalism was
unique—both in the sense that such a system never emerged spontaneously in
the East.

e Weber concluded that the general character of Asiatic religion was a particular
form of gnosis, i.e., positive knowledge in the spiritual realm, mystically acquired.
Gnosis was the single path to the ‘highest holiness’ and the ‘highest practice’.
This ‘knowledge far from becoming a rational and empirical means by which
man sought with increasing success to dominate nature became instead t!)e means
of mystical and magical domination over the Sfel? and the world by an intensive
training of body and spirit either through asceticism or, asa rule, through strict,
methodological ruled meditation’.

o Weber wrote that ‘In Asia generally, the power ofa charisr_natic stratum greu{,’
Thus, that the magical, anti-rational world had a profound impact on economic
conduct and development in Asia cannot be doubted.

e According to Weber, the depth and tenacity of this_ magical mentality create'd
conditions in which the ‘lust for gain’ never gave rise to the modern economic

system which Weber called as ‘rational capitalism’.

5.6 KEY TERMS

ally means understanding the meaning of action
To put it another way, it means to enter mto the

shoes of the other, and adopt 2 research stance that requires treating the actor as

a subject, rather than an object of one’s observations. |
¢ Patrimonialism: A form ofgovemment where all the power iox :lli-tzc:gu 151;0:::
aleaderis called patrimonialism. Such types of g_g;emzlx; sarcaoers
oligarchic in nature and keep out the upper and middle c. . _.
cal analysis based on historical sources-either

* Historical sctology: Socio & s in archives) or secondary (the written history

¢ Verstehen: Verstehen essc?nti
from the actor’s point of view.

primary (such as original documen
produced by historians mcmeIV$).
* Social action; According to'Max
takes account of the behaviour 0

Weber, an action is ‘social’ if the acting individual
f others and is thereby oriented in its course,
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57 ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’

1. The four ideal actions as stated by Weber are as follows:
¢ Traditional action

Value-rational action

» Affectional action

o Instrumentally rational action

2. According to Weber, traditional action is that type of action which is a result of
hab.lt and thus 18 an.“mhmkiﬂg action. Such action involves only some degree of
logic and s routine in nature. As the name suggests in traditional action people act
inthe way like they have usually done in similar situations in the past.

3. In 1904 and 1905, Weber published one ofhi
Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism, ofhis best known works, The Protestant

exercise of legal authority’,
5. Two characteristics ofidea] bureau
* Itcomprises a continuoys

by rules,

ucracy are:
organization of official finctions (offices) constrained

The office ¢ i sphere of competence and capability
functions, th:r;lllilixﬁ :, mebh@nom and dutlgse to perform different
needed to accomplish the job, ©Se lunctions, and the modes of compulsion
6. According to Weber, the ¢}

e Obedience c¢ Stics associated with domination are

» Inferest

¢ Belief

* Regularity

OVerseas trading o as
o nd, Andin gcity, whereas in China trade ™
were limited to a sing), port Cantot: Preserve traditiop, foreign trade and contact
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58 QUESTIONS ANp EXERCISgs i
Short-Answer Q“Wﬁons\ e

;. :IVrite ashort note o traditionaligy, and
- How has Weber defiy, Fationali
ed ‘Charis L X ' ty.
3. State the features of a dmnjnamn:,a o analysis of charismatic authority?

4. Write a short OWer relat
DOte on Webey's on.

Pt ofreligion iy India,

Long-Answer Questions -

1. Compare and contrast the four types of social action given by Weber.

2. Compare and contrast different types of authority propounded by Weber.

3. Give a broad overview of the connection between religion and the rise of modemn
capitalism,

4. Discuss the salient features of Weber’s theory of power.

5. Analyse the basic characteristics of Weberian bureaucracy.

6. Elucidate the differences between charismatic authority and legal rational authority.
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| UNIT 6 KARL MARX
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6.0 Introduction NOTES
6.1 Unit Objectives
6.2 Influence of Karl Marx on Scciological Theory
62.1 Dialectical Materialism
622 Historical Materialism
6.3 Alienation and Capitalism
6.4 Class Conflict
6.5 Theory of Revolution and Other Concepts
6.5.1 Transitional Proletarian State
6.52 The Dictatorship of the Proletariat
653 Surplus Value
6.6 Summary
6.7 Key Terms
6.8 Answers to ‘Check Your Progress’
6.9 Questions and Exercises
6.10 Further Reading
6.0 INTRODUCTION
In this unit you will learn about the Marxian discussion on the dialectical approach which |
|| - ~ hederived from Hegel and which in fact shaped all of Marx’s work. Much of sociological i
; thinking was dominated by the contrast of dialect with causal logic. The dialectic
emphasizes that among the elements of social world there are no simple cause and
effect relationships; fact and value donot seemto be divided clearly between a line; and
there are no hard and fast dividing lines among phenomena in the social world. Marx
devoted his attention to dialectical and critical analyses of capitalist society, despite his
political orientation towards the creation of a communist society. His insights into actors 1
and structure should be viewed in the context of bis opinions on human nature, which s |
the basis for his critical analysis of the contradictions of capitalism. Accordingtohim, a X
disagreement exists between our human nature and work in the capitalist system. Workers *.
get alienated from their labour because it does not belong to them, but rather to the |
capitalist. Marx put forward most of his opinions 10 1eSpons® to the quick changes taking i
place in Furopeasaresulto findustrialization, anarﬂy in Germany. He also studied the !
Dature of the structures of capitalism and their g{?vel_'se affect:s on the actors. He also *
elaborated on the pivotal role played by commoditiesin capitalism. Marx used the term E
:_ “rectification’ to explain the process whereby social snucmrebecommnahn‘ahzed, absolute |
J' and independent of human action. 1n this context, it can be said that capital is the most
, | reified components in a capitalist society.
| 6.1 UNIT OBJECTIVES |
l After going through this unit, you will be able to: | :
* Understand the contribution of Marx's works towards the evolution and growth
of sociological theory
Seif-Instructional 1
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e Discuss the concept of dialectical materialism
 Analyse the various aspects of capitalism and its important constituents
» Explain the sociological elements involved in the process of commodity production

e

6.2 INFLUENCE OF KARL MARX ON
SOCIOLOGICAL THEORY

Karl Marx was born in Trier, Prussia, on 15 May 1818. His father, a lawyer, provided the
family with a fairly typical middle class existence. Both parents were from rabbinical
families. But for business reasons the father had converted to Lutheranism.

In 1841 Marx received his doctorate in phj N :
o philosophy from the University of Berli™s
;f:ilr] mwm by Hegeland the Young Hegelians, supportive, yet criical, of
: y rae was a dry philosophical treatise that bore little resemblance

to his later, more radical and more Pragmatic work., After graduation he became 2 writer

for liberal-radical newspa; s
because of its political m}:;;:n tﬁemmm 10 months became its editor-in-chief. Howevet

» €an be answered with cannon as s00n 2

(Marx, 1842/1977.2)

Marx matried in 1343
atmosphere of Paris. The haﬂd soon thereafter Jefy Germany for the more fibersl

. ¢ he conty
young Hegelians, but he algq enc;?nmd 10 grapple with the ideas of Hegel an
tW0 new sets ofideas— French socialis™

English political economy
e It : :
socialism and political ecy Was the unjque Way in which he combined Hegeliamsﬂ”

nom .
Y that Shaped his mtellectual orientation. Als0 O

me asociah.stngels (Carver, 1983). The son of 2 tex "
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Phi;:)so h-l JjwaHd The Ge an fdeg? link o the Hegelian tradition (for examp > d
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in which he wag i s Whig]
the economic do:nH? orsed and whjgy, fo Stter integrated all of the intellectual ¢ it
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intellectual and very oriented to his family. Engels was a practical thinker, a neat and tidy
businessman. They collaborated on books and articles and worked together in radical
organization. Engels even helped and supported Marx throughout the sest of his life so
that Marx could devote himselfto his intellectual and political endeavours.

In spite of the close association of the names of Marx and Engels, Engels made

it clear that he was the junior partner:
Marx could very well have done without me. What Marx accomplished I would
not have achieved. Marx stood higher, saw farther and took a wider and quicker
view than the rest of us. Marx was a genius.
(Engels, cited in McLellan, 1973:131-132)

In fact, many believe that Engels failed to understand many of the subtleties of

Marx’s work. After Marx’s death, Engels became the leading spokesperson for Marxian
theory and in various ways distorted and oversimplified it.

Since some of his writings had upset the Prussian government, the French
govemment (at the request of the Prussians) expelled Marx in 1845, and he moved to
Brussels. His radicalism was growing, and he had become an active member of the
international revolutionary movement, He was also associated with the Communist
League and was asked to write a document (with Engels) expounding its aims and
beliefs. The result was the Communist Manifesto of 1848, a work that was characterized

by ringing political slogans (for example, ‘working men ofall countries, unite!’).

In 1849, Marx moved to London, and, in light of the failure of the political revolutions
of 1848, he began to withdraw from active revolutionary activity and to move into serious
and detailed research on the working conditions under capitalism. These studies ultimately
resulted in the three volumes of Capital, the first of whic.h was publishc?d in 1867 while
the other two were published posthumously. He lived in poverty during these years,
barely managing to survive on a small income from !11:5. wnt_lqg§ and the supp(.)rt of
Engels. In 1863 Marx became re-involved in political activity by joining the International,
an international movement of workers. Hesoon gained dominance within the movement

began to gain fame both as a leader of the

and devoted a number of years to it. He al | :

International and as the author of Capital. But the disintegration of t]sle Intemattonff-l
by 1876, the failure of various revolutionary movements, and personal illness took their
toll on Mars. Fis wife dicd in 1881, daughter died in 1882, and Marx himselfexpired on

14 March 1883. ¢

6.2.1 Dialectical Materialism

Many Marxists considered Dialects Materialism asthe thcoretica! source of sever?l
types of Marxism, Marx never used this name whichrefersto the societal and economic
transformation b;)m of the material forces. Usually it is scen as tl}e mix of Hlstorm?ll
Materialism (or the ‘materialist conception of history”) aname specified to Marx style in

the study of society, economics and history- It is usually defined by the t;"'?’ dec}zliatl‘(:hns
made by Marx: ﬁr,stly he ‘put Hegel’s dialectics back on 1ts feet z:n secondly ‘the
his“’ry ofall hitherto existing society is the history off:la.ss struggh? (Th.e commmpst
Manifes, 1848) Fundamentsllytisdeseribed by theprinciple har Bory the crsation
of clags struggl é and follows the universal Hegfellap pnnc_lple of plnl?sop yof!l stl;)iry,
Which s the growth of thesis into anti-thesis which is sustained by the ‘Adufheben’ which

Preserves the thesis and the anti-thesis whereas simultaneously bringing it to anend.
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Hegel’s dialect focuses on the explanation of the growth and development of
human history. For him truth was the product of history which passed through various
momenits including the moment of error or negativity which is the part of the development
of truth. Compared to Hegel’s idealism, Marxian dialectical materialism considers that
history is not the result of spirit but consequence of material class conflict of the social
or_der. Thcreforc., t1_1is Presumption has basis in the materiality of societal survival.
Dialectical materialism is also known as Diamat (short form for “ dialectical materialism’)
most likely used in 1887 by Joseph Dietzgen, a socialist tanner who was in touch with
M&?rx. A formal reference to the phrase is also found jp Kautsky’s Fredrick Engel
written in the same year, 1887. Georgi Plekhanov, the father of Russian communalism,
afterwards used the term and therefore it came into usage in Marxist theory. Marx had
stated on the subject of the ‘materialistic conception of history’ which has :;fterwards
condensed to history materialism by Engels. He ung =y -

tdialect s a1 ) overed the ‘materialist dialectic’ not
dialectical materialism’ in his work Diglecties of Nature (1883). Diamat was dis cussed

zui anz‘ll{:lsedll:gja lqt of Marxis_t thinkers, which resulted in a mixture of political and
eoretical conflicts in the Marxist faction in universal ang in the Comintern specifically.

Foreword

Marxism is a fundamentally materialist philosophy because the foundation of it is the

belief that the overall account of everythinz i . )
empirical 5 m‘.i)’ is able to identify the wholl:eg 1smatter which is characteristic of reality. If

. iple laws of motig igi
thinkers and coded by Hegel). By means of these ;E;ngmalliirﬁrgf osted by th:d?;e;l]:
; 3 €s to respo

problems associated with both nature and h

®  What is the basis ofregulation ;
on1n soej . ] i
e D . etyand . e (
B ;Zithe study f’fﬂle Pastinclude ap, endint;eig;?m‘m-to which itis hea.;ied
y making use of triple laws of dialecticg » 11t is then what will it be

g:zg:?istlsfan alternative of enforcing upon i’tl‘thlafexland Engels responded to all thf;:
‘ * v 1aWs were discovered insid®

Laws of Opposites

Marx and Engels began with th

i =% W the impregs;
ggzrfg:isistst?]case = Point, the main feq s t;l; thVerything in reality is a unio? of
. » 10€ atoms are my, electricity " tive
opposing forces. So it is befj tti?-,e up of protong elog ;ﬂy 153 Positive anq neg?:a .
humbleness and pride, selfishy, 810 say that humans 41 1 united but are in °5° 1
that everything ‘contajI;s two Il'll.:su:]]aBd altruism gy dso fSO have opposite qualities i

; e . : o
essential and indispensable parts Oy e bleanq excl TI'he Marxist conclust ool
opposites in natural world js the fusy - PCCtS” usive but nevertheless €4

sthe feature wh: . - € essentia) ; . . ot O
i i . w alidea i this unto®
along with ensuring a continuous iy ¢ hich majeg eVery unit aunc, that this nature
O Movemep and try auto-dynamic il o
nsformation. This MmO

was analysed by George Wilhelm Hegel who stated that ‘contradiction in nature is the
root of all motion and of all life’.

More often than not this dichotomy exists in the natural world. A star is held
collectively by the gravitational pull which is driving every molecule to the core, and an
extremely high temperature is forcing the molecules to stay away as distant as feasible
from the core. If either of any of the two pulls is totally successful the star cannot
survive. If extremely high temperature is triumphant the star blows up into a supernova.
Furthermore if gravitational pull is successful it implodes into a neutron star or black
hole. Accordingly, live beings endeavour to stabilize inside and outside forces to sustain
homeaostatic, that is no more than a stabilization of contrasting powers, for example

acidity and alkalinity.
Law of Negation

Here is a predisposition in environment towards continuously raising the numerical amount
of the entire things. The law of negation was formed to explain this predisposition of
natural world. Accordingly, Marx and Engels state that to organize to move forward or
replicate a superior number, creatures are inclined in the direction of negating themselves.
To say that the nature of opposing forces is inclined to negate the thing itself, at the same
time as resulting in divergence in every part and giving them movement. Consequently
creatures progress because of this energetic course of beginning and obliteration, This
rule is generally made simple as the sequence of thesis, antithesis and synthesis.

Engels frequently referred to the example of the barley seed, which in natural
process sprouts (which is the death ofa seed or negation) and produces a plant, growing
into ripeness and is negated after giving birth to barley seeds. So therefore, the natural

world is continuously increasing from beginning to end in series.
there is an example of class. The nobility, in this case, was

In the social order, 28 .
wiped out by bourgeoisie and the proletariat was formed by means of bourgeoisie. This
geoisie, This shows that never ending series

Proletariat will eventually wipe out the bour Rt g
of negation where every class produces its ‘ gravedigger’, its heir, no sooner it finishes

lying to rest its originator.

Law of Transformation
growth leads to changes in quality by ‘leaps’ in the
of a totally new variety or creature. This is the way

i i itati >, In the process of
In which ° itati lopment becomes qualitative change. ! .
ich ‘quantitative develop e fauality N ing quantty s alsopermitte.

ransformation, the rendering null and -+ think lished
. . sheory of evolution. Marxist thinkers accomplishe
This has many similarities 10 the theory growth are in addition essentially able to

that creatures i f titative
es in the course ol quan ! : 4
leap’ to new appearances and stages of reatism. The rule shows that in a long duration

oftime, natura] world builds up conspicuous 1rans_fom1ations in course, all the way through
Procedure of minute, roughly insignificant growEs
Itis shown by the ex ampl plosion after the process of years of

o of voleath i ductive land where till
Dres . cools, it will tum nto a productive '
tpszl:;: iidgfeugémt::ga e years of stress among the contrasting

As asocietal case, :
ens In reverse,
groups jn society becomes the cause 0 The rule also happ

fan uprising. . :
Or example, introduction of better agriculture tools (changing quality) to farmland and
€3 tools will help in producing bigger a0

It states that constant quantitative

unt (changing quantity) of agriculture output.
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- particles); and 19th century ‘m

History of Dialectical Materialism

Lenin’s Contribution

Lenin was the foremost to provide a detailed description of dialectical materialism in
Materialism and Empirio-Criticism (1908). It involves approximately three axes: (i)
the ‘materialist invention’ of Hegelian dialectics, (i) the historicity of moral philosophy
designedto class conflict and (i) the junction of ‘laws of evolution’ in physics (Helmholtz),
biology (Darwin) and in political economics (Marx). Lenin positioned himself among
historicist Marxism (Labriola) and a determinist Marxism, close to “‘Social Darwinism’
(Kautsky). Preceding values of matter and materialism were confronted by new findings

in physics (including x-rays, electrons and the initial sta ics).
Matter looked as if to be vanishing. Lenin diverged: ges of quantum mechanics)

“Matier dis&_lppears’ means that the frontier within which we have until now known
m:at:%evan;shest,le as ourfun_derstandmg is becoming insightful and deeper; the
q s of matter are ading compared to previously which looked total, not
changeable, and basic, and which are at the mormen ooked total,

A . . t ex d .
and distinctive only at certain levels of ma posed to be comparative
. . . . tlel‘. For the sol < ]
with whose recognition philosophical materialism, j boun; ugrﬁlit;-::}l; r?): ;nattg;_

being an objective reality of existing outside of the mind

e iﬁﬁfﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ lj;iiaml;o;; 2ontribution was followed by Lenin, who had
materialism has to change its form (1 3:’? €ven n the sphere of natural scieqce,

1808); ‘metaphysical materialigm® (matter g

i , e‘-"halllcal T [T
billard bllsintermingling according o uneg. LS (MRatter was akin to tiny mol€C:

of Lenin and Engels to these argume mPhWhmgfmhmcs) The exPlanatlons
was implicly considered inthe widerlogg g <10 Mitetalism’ in which 1231
with new progress in science, Sovietglpl?ﬂ Ob]ectiverea]jty$ and which was €0 t

“dialecticians’ (Deborin) and ‘mechapigg’ (Blolkshoapk}y n itself was separated amon?
Georg Lukacs Additions )

chapter, ‘What is Orthodox Marxism?
as the faithfulness to the Maryis el orthodoxy by Lukacs is S
! .

thereft A i y
not the “belief” in this or thgy thesi Plance of the esults of Macx’s est:igaﬁ""s’
contrary, orthodoxy refers exclius esis of Marx’s inv e

¥ ¥ 1101' the e ¥
materialism is the road o truthwelym my “Xegesis of a “gacred” book-

L - el
18 scientific conviction that dlﬂle"tlc d

deepened only alon : and that jtg
gthe lives lajq do ' Method cap pe d nde
Lukacs condemned R e WaLby its founders » eveloped, expa

Althusser described Mg n§:$8iom8t effort

and PS)’cho;O g0 bfack to this Marxist method. Similarlz '
Ralysis as ‘conflictual sciences - Luka®

visualizes ‘Revisionism’ and political splits as intrinsic to Marxist premise and praxis, and
for him dialectical materialism is the result of class struggle. ‘For this reason the task of
orthodox Marxism, its victory over revisionism and utopianism can never mean the defeat,
once and for all, of false tendencies. It is an ever-renewed struggle against the insidious
effects of bourgeois ideology on the thought of the proletariat Marxist orthodoxy is no
guardian of traditions, it is the eternally vigilant prophet proclaiming the relation between
the tasks of the immediate present and the totality of the historical process.”

He furthermore affirmed that the premise of dialectical materialism is, we recall,
not men’s consciousness that determines their existence, but on the contrary, their social
existence that determines their consciousness. . .only when the core of existence stands
revealed as a social process can existence be seen as the_product, t.he l_]i%herto. unconscim}s
product, of human activity’. Agreeing with Marx’s views, the individualist bourgeois

viewpoint of the theme was disapproved by him, which has been established on the

voluntary and conscious topic. The importance of the societal relationships was emphasized
ole world, is the result of human being’s action;

by him. Survival arid therefore, the whole W . ; :
however, it can be perceived only if the dominance of societal progression on a person s

awareness is acknowledged. The awareness ot < & . 1 ,
philosophical spiritualism by him. Lukacs, 10 his _thesns, doe:s not control man’s
independence, on behalf of various ypes of s9clolog1cal detemsm tfc_ln ﬁtﬁ% conW;
this creation of survival is the likelihood ofpraxis. In huly 192;, o db ﬁm
Congress, this unorthodox explapation, nevertheless, “{hlf: was IJ,rcServe y b ,
affimsing hat -orodon Marisar’ i ithful to the Marxist method’, and not to ‘dogmas’,

was criticized, beside with Karl Korsch's work by Grigory Zinoviev.

Stalin’s Codification of Diamat

Stalin, in 1931, after his takeover, published adecree fordec'ldn']aglthe‘m:lue Otf ﬂfc;l eba;ﬁ
between dialecticians and mechanists, which acknowiedged dialecte maden? s s}
related exclusively to Marxism-Leninism- It was enco(_iecf in Q:aigcttcaig I—{_:stonicg
Materialism (193?;’) by specifying the ‘Laws °f2iﬁ§f;;;ﬁh;ﬁﬁ§iﬁeofc§,§,§§§; o
Subjects and especially of the science Of BVl it the authorized thinking

+ » 4 ,. SOj Diamat [
oy Proletarion conception Oftgihzorl:gk of state religious conviction.

of Stalinism and nearly attaine

Materialism in Dialectical Materialism -
Thear, t of Marx talked about Epicurus and.'Demwims gt;gl:f::; Whl;l:tl?: cgretius
atthe gumen ° the founder, along with stoiclsm,.of materiais haswPod : o

theol';?vn;sezrml‘l:lzsm\:n ?o him ,Dominance of material W?;h(.l;;e:l P ltzheat:h?e\xld g

¢ ) e ffirms
leag thinking is the focal point Ofgawnzltliil:'aﬁs;u?:ow;mtter in motion’. Further, all
Mmateri sin the cré i ith natural
b o009 i
. e us whic .
laws, It also holds that the world XiSts outsice o the materialism in our mind; and that

. - ction .
?lf It, and tl.1e cont_ent' we thmlf I;t;llz'f’,[f};e ideal is nothing else tha’n the rqatenal wor!d
€ world s in principle predic anslated into forms of thought,’ Karl Marx stated in

= uman mind an e i

Dil: ;:(tzd?}ﬂ({? 111 1) A?;ains:iHegel’s idealism, Marx endorsed a materialist philosophy;
pl a 0 i n r

he ‘turned Hegel’s dialectics upside downt -

Therefore, Marx approwa.d mat:ir;l:ts'(tl
One should not be perplexed with str

yaluesin opposition to Hegel’s idealism.
rward materialism as Marx’s materialist

ss of a person was cataloged asa result of .
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thinking; in reality Marx disapproved of classic materialisin as an additional idealist thinking.
According to the famous Theses on Feuerbach (1845), thinking had to discontinue
‘interpreting’ the humanity in never-ending metaphysical arguments, for ‘transforming’
the earth. This “transforming’ of the humankind was occurring because of the increase
in the workforce activity as perceived by Engels in England (Chartist movement) and by
Marx in France and Germany. Therefore, the dominance of class struggle lies in historical
materialism. The wisdom of Marx’s materialism thinking is that the philosophy must take
position in the class struggle, or it will getreduced to religious idealism (such as Kant or
Hegel’s philosophies) which in fact comprises just principles, i.e., the material result of
societal survival. Therefore, Marx's materialism made the way for Frankfurt School’s
critical theory, resulting in the combination of the values with the social sciences in an

attempt 1o analyse the disorders of society. Nevertheless, dialect; " be
summarized tothe Diamat conventionsl theory, oL e Y

Dialectics in Dialectical Materialism

society and thought. The major traits are:

1. Interdependences of the things as the creat;
. reat
things isolated from each other but a vita) 10

2. Cosmos, nature and the natyral worldis

N isnot a detached combination of
whole,

3. hkrelevant and unnog .
changes in the pr:::lecsesag:'edquantltauve changes lead tg essential qualitative
gradually, but rapidly and ab;‘;:};l;;nt:n ti, The qualitative change;s occur 10
For example water e o, rising o another
degree increase iI?et:ommp:Sras;eu? 00 degree (quilitatlir\l;: gﬁas;:(:)t&ith aon®
diﬁel'e_llces, beyOnda certain poi_n(quanh-taﬁve change)_ ‘Merely qualitative

Capital, Vol. | | b Passinto qualitative changes,” Karl M&™

For both Hegel and Lenin the first of Engels laws was considered the indispensable
trait of a dialectical knowledge of matter which began with the early Ionian thinker
Heraclitus. '

It was Aristotie, from which second law was used by Hegel, and was compared
to the phrase scientist label “phase transitions”. The idea was inherited by Aristotle, also
by Hegel and Engels, from ancient Ionian academics and *‘phase transition” of water to
steam is one of the major examples of quantity, into quality change.

The last and the third law is the special expression of Hegel. With this terminology
(along with additional things) Hegel’s dialect became well known throughout his life-
time. '

Lenin’s Elements of Dialectics

After reading Hegel’s Science of Logic in 1914, Lenin made concise notes outlining
three ‘elements’ of Logic in Summary of Dialectics.

1. The determination of the concept out of itself (the thing itself must be considered
in its relations and in its development); ' _

2. The contradictory nature of the thing itself (the other of itself); the cﬁntradictory
forces and tendencies in each phenomenon,

3. The union of analysis and synthesis.

Inadditional progression of explanations, Lenin developed and argued that ‘the transition
of quantity into quality and vice versa’ isa case in point of the un.ion and the separation
of opposites articulated cautiously as ‘not only the ul}ity of opposnes,.but .the trans_ltlons
of every determination, quality, feature, side, property into every other (mtf) its opposite?)’.
The relevance of the dialectic to history is taken up in Historical Materialism.

Marxist Criticism of Dialectical Materialism

Dialectical materialism was criticized by many Marxist academicians incl-uding.Mm
thinkers like [ ouis Althusser or Antonio Gramsci who propounded a Marxist ‘philosophy
of praxis’ in its place. Rest of the scholars in Marxist thinking returned to the original
manuscripts of Marx and Engels and produced new Marxist theoretical proposals and
ideas substituting dialectical materialism. In 1937, Mao.Zedong pro;:ounded one more
explanation in his essay Or Contradiction, I ‘.Nhlch _he dlscardx?d the hwtsegizlmc?
and persisted on the complication ofthe n!agatlon._Hls manuscript q:oftﬁ uss;f S
effort on negation and it was a motivating S’-}b.lect matier for hlsdi _ou§ ;ssay “or
Marx (1965). Althusser tried to tone the Marxist thought of cclmtfa ;}t:ont ly ml ah. nj
use of the notion of ‘overdetenninationj frqm psychc?ana ys:r:.d T Zﬁ: i,l tgglc
interpretation of Marx compared t0 Hegel’s 1def1h§m was disappro ¥y . Al ecuss;lr
built the notion of ‘random materialism’ (matérialisme aléaro:re‘) cumpared 0 di
Althusser’s scheme of ‘anti-humanism’, ot the

materiali ift which came from : S ;
‘phiﬁl’(l;lsf:);l;l’oaf:ll:g:ubj ect’. In an effort to solve the dilemma in a different way, Italian

thinker Ludovico Geymonzt made a historical episternology from dialectical materialism,

i - .al method and focused on the denial of the
Althusser shortly supported the eplstel:nologca ' : : .
division among js,ulzujecl: and object which resulted in making Marx’s theory mismatched

with its antecedents.
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6.2.2 Historical Materialism

gﬂ?;;;dﬁzl;ﬁ;:;sﬁtt: E: lslf.m ilt?gresel?ts e philosophical bases of Marxism, historical
relations of society — the En % ba]ils‘ Itimplies thatin any given epoch, the economic
distribution and exchange of eans whereby men and women undertake production,
importantrole, in shapingth(:a' mattfr;a] g(.}qu ﬁ_)r the satisfaction of their needs — play an
applied dialec,tics to tlnjnatcli'isolma ’pcfhhcal’ intellectual and ethical relationships. Marx
exchange. A study of th alorsocial world consisting of economic production and

ge. y ot the productive process explained all other historical phenomena.

Marx noted that each generation inheri
: 1on inherited a mass o ive fi i
of capital and a set of social relations which reflec detive e

generation modified these forces, but at th
£ o ) € same
e final cause ofall socia] changes and political revolutions.

Marx considered matter as bej i
passive, needing an extemalh?ng eiicapable of changing from within. It was not
stimulus for change, a conception found in H l;b
n tound 1n Hobbes.

tf:d these productive forces. The new
time, these forces prescribed certain

The Marxist perspective postulate basis.

in terms of its base (the foundation) anq
consists of the mode of production whj

and political structure, religj le the Supers ;
, religion, : tructure ' l
The mode of production has m;nccgals, social pract ISrepresented by 118 legd

production. Forces of producti mpoﬂents-._forizst,)i"iterame’ artand culture €%

of development in the directi(;on cAnnotremain sagie. ¢, Production and relations ©
ansn c;f achieving the Derf{;c:t :y ]?ave an inherent tendency

human kn v4l1S oI productipn ociety. Forces of productio”

( OWIed.ge and skills). Men ang (toolsang Cquipme o wel

ways of production, Improvemen : Women ¢ onstant] nts) and labour po

development of technology. Thig im I the megpg of pro dy endeavour to devise beﬂ;r
. S matched uction ig i d in the

yde manifested 1

[+
debe opIIIEI; Of aybtoul ll(] er. ' ]n the Othe ] . a‘! t el'e iS l’hE CO! ICS[JO i

. pattern : atj .
rise to two containing classes 2 iflzf 1eIShip of megpg t;(;ns of production in any give"
€S and haye. social production. This giVe®
Marx talked of four stages of ik i €-notes, : g
dan ist

modern times and future Society bag Oy —anc; i
development, development e edon ’ 1ent times, medieval time®
Orces

COInmun

g 18t . i .
pattern of ownership. In other word < prc)duction' Iﬂlearher stages of histor! &
changes in the nature of cor 4 0 fails to make any dent in the

Changey i
. ntl
class conflict. Change in th ,

s that th .
supershi:$lcme of society may be understood
re (the external build-up). The bas®

€

ltending Cla
(5] natUre OfCOn

S8€s but the l(]lmde of production bring abo"
_D hotbring about an end of the
Sses is itself brought about by

tending cla

social revolution. When material productive forces of society come in conflict with the
existing relations of production, these relations turn into their fetters. The new social
class which comes to own new means of production, feels constrained by these fetters
and overthrows the old dominant class in a revolution. As a result of social revolution, an
old social formation is replaced by a new social formation. In this process, world
contending classes are replaced by new contending classes but class conflict continuous
onanew plan. This has been the case still the rise of capitalism, which will be overthrown
by a socialist revolution leading to the eventual emergence of classless society.

Marx, in his analysis of history, mentioned the important role of ideology in
perpetuating false consciousness among people, and demarcated the stages which were
necessary for reaching the goal of communism. In that sense both the ‘bourgeoisie’ (the
capitalist wealth owning class) and the proletariat (the working class) were performing
their historically destined roles. In spite of the deterministic interpretation of history, the
individual had to play a very important role within the historical limits of his time, and
actively hasten the process.

Marx had a very powerful moral content in his analysis, and asserted that the
progress was not merely inevitable, but would usher in a perfect society free of alienation,
exploitation and deprivation. His materialistic conception of history emphasis the practical
side of human activity, rather than speculative thought as the moving force of history. In
the famous speech, Engels claimed that Marx made two major discoveries—the law of
development of human history and the law of capitalist development.

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS

. State the three laws of dialectics as developed by Engels.

. Who provided a detailed description of dialectical materialism?
ctive say about the structure of society?

B

3. What does the Marxist perspe

6.3 ALIENATION AND CAPITALISM

Marx’s thinking on this topicisrich and resists neat systematizgtion. According.to Mar{{,
what is vital for the self-worth of human beings and the meaningfulness of their lives is
the development and exercise of their es;entzgl human powers, whose focus is labou.r or
production. Since these pOWers are historical In clharacter, varying from sgmet)f to sqmcty
and (on the whole) expanding inthe co_urse of hmtory, the degfre;;o Whllch ?llenatlm:l is
asystematic social phenomenon also varies, as a function bothlo W t [iocwty s productive
capacities are and of the extent to which the human potentialities they represelnt have

men and women. Generally speaking, the

i :1to the lives of actual . . .
been incorporated nto Yivakie gl

: . : ienation in a
de tic, socially caused aliena Y . : .
gaﬁr :,i;fhsﬁtisg ?n tl;at society betweenl the human potentialities contained virtually in

society’s productive pOWers and the actualizatifm of these m;mbt.ers. Témsrthf };:ossibiliﬁes
for alienation increase along with the productive powers 0 socmt_\,fi otrl as esl(?fpc_;wers
expand, there is more and more 100 fora discrepancy be@;een Wwhat u‘?at“ 1113 is and
what it ;nightbe. There is more and more pressure on ?oc;ia fg}rlrangemenl S-'(t}'a ox{v .for
the lives of individual human beings o share .the. wealt l(0 ? t;n?m:lc?]i\au sz Elx thh
belong to social labour. Marx’s criticism of capitalism ’IIIE:j etlt cledt:) ;%c ;:3 ;rengdé : li ;:s,
asocial system in which social arrangements have failed utterly to ac odate the
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Kar! Marx potentialities for self-actualization which the social powers of production have put within

ossessing ivity and ossified into exclusive functions.’ Ka
people’s reach. p ¢ moments of activity an 1 clusi ctions rl Marx

Consequently, capitalist manufacture creates a positive need for mechanical,

According to the Communist Manifesto: ‘unskilled’ labor, a need unknown to pre-capitalist handicraft manufacture: “If it

develops a one-sided specialty into virtuosity at the cost of the whole laboring

The bourgeoisie during scarcely a hundred years ofits
rulel 4 ive > Y i
NOTES e e thany i has created productive faculty, (capitalist manufacture) also makes the absence of development info a NOTES
e ok it e P i past generations together. The specialty ... In (capitalist) manufacture the enrichment of the collective laborer,
: powers, machinery, application of chemistry to indust S T 22 ; : R
SiFasribilioe, sooa névigation, raTWase... what sil ustry and hence of capital, is conditioned by the impoverishment of‘the labnrer in his
SR ikt owerl slugibersd e won;b G 11?; l;:erf)tmiy dreamed that individual productive powers.” Itis plain that Marx blames capitalist social rela}nons,
this unprecedented progress at the level of soci ok ( )In_comrast 0 and not the technical requirements of modern industry, for the fragmentation of
progr ¢ level of social production. c: % . ir indivi
utterly failed to translate its expanded powers into Stoaniod » Capita ism has human beings and the impoverishment of their individual powers.
HT 3 TR R opportunities for _— :
md'md‘nal. st_:lf actualization. I_t h_as diminished rather than increased the extent t Capitalist society is characterized fundamentally by the fact that the means of
which individual laborers, their intelligence, skills and powers (o <30 production are privately owned by a minority of the members of society who,
potentialities of social production, as well as sharply limitin Ii participate in Fhe actine lareely independently of one another, tend to employ these means in such
the laboring masses share in its fruits. As Marx it ingc e .extem t‘o which a wq; as lgo rﬁaximlijze the profit each earns on the investment. The nature of the
capitalist system all methods of raising the productive power ;’]Pf?a{; Within the mcamtc;f roduction, moreover, is to a considerable extent at the discretion of this
at the cost of the individual laborer ... they mutilate the [ab oflabor are effected ca 't'tl’ tpl sincé their investment choices ultimately determine the selection
a human being, degrade him to an appendage of a machjnc‘)rer ‘ln.to a fragment of uflt)ll alistc ass.lcr the range of possibilities afforded by the technical capabilities
of this labor by turning it into torture; they alicnate fmaam?ﬁlllate the content - 1ese meansd om o ;se a certain influence on the rate and direction of
spiritual potentialities of the labor process in the Sarnem him the mental and ; ISDt.:lef}’, and even i These choices, moreover, are in the long run not arbitrary
incorporated into it as an independent power. (2) Hoyw do Measure as science is i devf.']OpH}ﬁIl'l ; ridual capital’ists. but are tightly constrained through
frustrate the human need for self-actualization? Self-ac(t:spllltalls.t social relations or at t]Te. mercy oth indiv :talists by the requirement of profit maximization. Those
ﬁxlﬁllpent l.z51..la“y do not mean much to people whose a 17.at_lon and spiritual corfl‘Pefltlon with other :gimds of production which maximize profits will survive
are still unsatisfied. And it is an important t. ore basic physical needs capitaliswho cheose ; choices will lose their capital and the
cannot exist without i ; : net UfMiil'}:sthe b1 and flourish: those who make different - dividual
ist without imposing a brutalizing poverty o eory that capitalism g Sl <ents. But the division of labor and the nature of individua
the human race. There are a number of passages i}:1 nha Sizeable proportion of -Ock pawer I KEpi 4 Si determined by the means and techniques labor must
i satadl G Wwhi labori ivity are largely de ; : PR
saying that the downfall of capitalism is inevitab]e not b ch Marx appears to be SbigRE itzlisrn the factors which determine the life activities of
pec‘:ple are:: ah.enateq or spiritually unfulfilled, byt fid €cause under capitalism cmploy. }lIence L.md‘er cap ¢ in its hands put in the hands of a minority whose
point ca_lpitallsrp_wﬂl prove incapable of supplyin tiybecause beyond a certain Fhe laboring majority are not! - and the choices made by this minority are
the basic conditions for physical survival, The poy.. *XI%€ Population with interests are opposed 10 165 BH o ;o) which deprives people of the well-
incapable of ruling because it is incapable ¢ OUrgeoisie, he says, becomes sansEuio by spinae (pmﬁm‘w'{tl'es which they need to be full human beings;
existence within their slavery’. The Proletariat wi|) Securing jts slaveg ;Ven their rounded variety of powers j‘md act.wl! ; themselves more and more mechanical,
it alienation) not in order to lead more ﬁllﬁllml l(.werthrow capitalism (and \::;h it also tends to render theif Spemalt]e; a matter of developed skills or powers.
; ; sm (z e . " s :
ceﬁm of surjmfal. Marx dn:]eg, however‘ ; dEnrifygS 1ves byt merely in order t b dehumanizing in n‘atu_re, less atljd tlfre creates 4 positive need for mcchamca.l,
E:u atmn's which l_ead specifically to the cripl ome featyreg of capitalist social Consequently, capitalist mant ac ] capitalist handicraft manufacture. Itis
stration of their need_s fc_)r self-actualizatjop ng of PEODIE’s povvers i Ctﬁl ‘unskilled ‘labor, a need upkpﬁ“’“ 'alfe Jations, and not the technical requqemenls
= s :!e ay capitalism ‘fobs worlerg op 1 PRl theme in v " plain that Marx blames capifalis Soi;ﬁon o fhuman beings and the impoverishment
manner i S : A .
says Maﬁwislzggiizcen@tes the division of labor: 2l content’ is the SPZS-‘,S[ of modern industry, for the fragmen
, on increas; : - Mo T of their individual powers- e :
the carefully engineered result ?gly by a ‘collectjye [ac];rn capltalist manufacure, pa e ' that there is no such happy coincidence, that it
The labor process is carefu]] Ofthe actiyvitie of m Orer’, whose actions are In Capital, Marx argues 1 det.al] t py profit maximization which has led to o
‘isolated’, ‘rendered inde 4 an’alysz’ ItS Varioyg ° Women and children is just the kind of production dietat=F ’)l;zs arx believes that far from being
according to their predo pendent’, and they ‘labore OPerationg gre ‘separat d‘l alienating division of labor he g0 en.ts of modern industry, the potentiality.
basis for grafting them ontzutﬁz I(lit Properties, [f theirr; atr ° classified ﬂndpgrou;eri incompatible with the technical fe.ql-l;?;ninherent in modern scientific manuthchll:e
ivision of atUra) gnanie .. JOE d human activl duction comes to be
develops labor powers which g b labor, mapyg, ot Pecificities are the for varied, well rouEe naturally as soon 8 PI3. i dead
functioning,” In this way, ‘the i © 0¥ nature itted WIS, once itig iy duced itself, and will begin to appear - stead of being driven blindly by dea
function and annexed tg,' © tdividual laboreyg ,, ™™ 10 2 one.gig i b regulated consciously by the e expense of human life. “The nature of
them into its unfailing o lt forhf.e'“The habit Dfare Elp]:’f‘ﬁpriawcil;, o Spgcml capital’s vampire-like thirst for Pr.oﬁt atfhe ¢ of labor, fluidity of funetion, AL
doels s opgm?gan3 While thejy conneer; 4 0ne-gjgeq B Y 2 one-sided large industry’, he s2y5, ‘conditions cbaf‘gtechnical progress demonstrates this
one-sidedness and f:venet;]mb the regyjq afl on With the Collecti & tl‘ansfol:ms sided mobility ;)fthe laborer’. Every i H:li red for manufacture, thus rendering
perfection as a member fe ‘Mperfection a macl; ! n'lf.:{':hamsm fact by changing the laboring functio® r;?we been trained only for one function)
manufacture not on of thn his collectiye labu;e stail labore, e whole categories of detail laborers (W .talist conditions) doing away with their
R hu; well-roungeq i er’, By s proceomes to be his productively superfluous, and (under CﬂPI;d iﬂuidityoffl-mmion'ﬁre not, however,
1 : 5 ali 'a o
themselves more ang moreajrxl] ¥ S 1t algo e o Powers and aci O_f‘.caplta!lst only marketable skill. ‘Change olﬂabgrn the contrary, they represent prt..clst.ﬂy .the
matter of developed skills or echanlceﬂ, dehymae:. . 10 rep er the'wmes ?Nhl}:h inherently destructive Of crippling- Jopment whose suppression under. gapitaliant
by certain simple manipu[atpowem: s ey pro n L llr Specialties potentiality for all-sided human deve‘fo.fhange of labor now imposes 1tselfas.an
walks is capable,Theyto _lons of which Cess of ok ) _"Sb and less a is a chief cause of alienation: ut 1 dustry through its catastrophes makes 1t a
Self-Instructional Oare cut off from gye; an beijp 10015 conditioned overpowering natural law ... larg® mthu change of labor and hence the greatest
: : v C : c .
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possible rn'any-sid.edness of the laborer as a universal law of social production
?nq a'dapt its relation to the normal actuality of this law; ... to replace the ,mhi
individual, the mere carrier of a detail function, with the totally developed indi\lfi(dus;l

fit for the changing demands of labor, fi i
1 , for whom different socia i
so many modes of activity relieving one another. Preonsareely

Capitalism and Freedom

Marx’s adherence to this notion of fre i i
edom is explicit: tob i jalisti
L . ; ‘tobe free ‘in th list
o e materialistic
o e 1_s‘t0 be : free not thr‘ough the negative power of avoiding this and that, but through
e positive might of making one’s true individuality count’ at, but throug
a J In most modern thinkers before Marx, howeye
is given a predominantly individualistic and moral
note that the exercise of this freedom requires the s

T, the conception of positive freedom
istic Interpretation. To be sure, they
tlsfacthn of certain social (especially

. 0 .
every bit as much as wheat, cloth or machri;lzsr;y?fh are the
. He

who would defend existing institt:

g mstitut :
also to make clear how much is Te 101?8 e
or self-determination. If socia] relati

Ak > Products of human activity
$501n part to give the lie to those

OMMunity w:
. unity with others, and cannot b¢

embt::e U‘ﬁVer§al capitalist’ bY
e Is of society alike. T bexfe
roclaimeq bry toafree society. But it 18
freedom Y bourgeois liberalism is 10!

- Human fye
CHO consgjgys hUmaedOm can be attained only
N contro]

; Iforh

the confines ofa eseltorby the ey

Yot Marx doce e wously guarded ‘privag go, - O OE’S self-determination within
Snotneglect to emphag; OIaM’ in which sand etermination with!

free unless it ‘gives to each the S0 e Complemeny 1 society does not interfere

be 1o genuine freedom unlegg meclal r00m for hig esgem'ﬂ_l? Pont that no society can be

over their own lives and devel thn _E“?d Wornen haye ¢ 1al life expression’. There cal

foe of political repressiq Prfss :lr ndividya); ly': Ocri)portunity to exercise choic®

& ? €nsorgh; 1 : :

csgﬂfzrfilslime;t and expression ofing;-s?:jlp and othey sucilfeely' Marx s the consister”

imposing a u:i’ﬂ;Ch would turn the state oi uals. He haq onl o1 o ol cur £

M, Impoverisheq COmmupjy, ;

can be no f:ioubt that for Mary i Mmode of Jjfa on ﬂl? Into

equall_y evident, to Marx at st Vldua.l Kbt

sufficient for genuine (that j P;og;t'ﬂ]ehhe

when people’s social relatjop 1 s“;f)

ubje

Ycontempt for any brand 0f

Therefore, it is only in communist society that people can be truly free, because
human control over social relations can only be collective control, and only in communist
society can this control be exercised by and for all members of society: Communism,
says Marx, ‘consciously treats all natural (naturwiichsig) presuppositions as creations
of earlier human beings, divesting them of their natural character (Naturwiichsigkeit)
and subjecting them to the might of the united individuals’. Only communist society can
do this, because communist society will be a classless society, in it people will ‘participate

In society just as individuals.

Further, because individual self-expression and self-actualization are possible only

through the capitalist division of labour, even individual freedom will become possible
only with the collective human control over people’s conditions of life. Only within the
community has each individual the means of cultivating his fihi lities on all sides; hence
personal freedom becomes possible only within the commumty._Marx fioeg r_mt conceive
of social control over the means of production as the e).(c_lusm'n O.f mdm.duz'ﬂs from
ownership of what they produce and use. On the contrary, itis caplta_hsm which involves
such exclusion. since it delivers the means and objects of produpthn- overto a class of
non-workers. C’ommImi sm, as Marx sees it, willbe a sy_sten? of ‘individual property for
the producer’, based on ‘cooperation and the possession in common ofland and th_e
means of production’. The means gfproduction mpst bq gwned co]lectlvelytfz bec;mstf_: in
Modern industry labour is directly social, and the disposition Ofﬂ}e MEss 15;0 5;:11132
is always an act affecting society as whole. Su_ch acts, in P(;iarx S EEEIII;UI:J s(;cictyas
Performed consciously. Decisions about thqm will be madether']:t}z:ests ofyghg labouring
awhole, and not bya plﬁvileged class, acting contrary to. ?zlation Marx’s critique of
Majority and subject to the alien constraint Ot-pm'ﬁt-mml{Jml nce tions such as self-
capitalism is based on some familiar philosophical vaiue €0 p

actualization and positive freedom.

Most of these issues are empirical Ones’; ith th
Cut or easily resolved. Any assessment seasoned with 1t

Probably be inconclusive. It is unlikely that anyqne; what Marx says about alienation
enough to be entitled to a strong OPinion for or agatns

ini is 1 ely because the
and its social causes. If many people dolhold strlongf Ofgf;mﬁ;&ﬁiﬁoﬁld Wisoa
only alternative to committing oneself 12 practice 10

5 . arouﬂd us.
no effecti ron the social reality e
tive stand whateve o Capitalist society aims at substantiating three
ni

ut this does not mean that they are clear
e proper scholarly caution would
i1 Marx’s time or today, knows

. Marx’s account of alienatio
Principal theses:

1. The vast majority of pcople living u

2. The chief causes of this ali_flsrlaﬁon U
mode of production preval . .al phenomenon can and will be abolished ina
ia

hAUESTHAT pervasive S?}(r;nﬂllunist) mode of production,
t capitalist (socialist Or © ;
Th PERRIE byiously interrelated. Here, (1‘) 1slmo;e UZ 1116;; fzfgf}:ueg
by both 2058 e alrei?seif as Marx gt S"ot rr?ip ht cite widespread
(2) and (3). But (D51 18 P o pportof (1):a Mansos o, et
), and on his grounds for holding th€ e living in capitalist societies, or

; : €0
feelings of disorientation and dissansfafch;l)illl ;ZSEEFE agists, social thinkers and popular
©might point to the preoc cupation O1P

: - an overtly Marxian or in various
Consciousness with the problem of alienation, thme; l::?we q sul};stan e
n()l]-.MaI.xia“ forms But these co[]sidefatlonss how

v
+ oxists in capitalist society.
Strictly show that alienation, as Mar understands 1t exist P

nder capitalismare alienated.

nnotbe removed so long as the capitalist
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Marx also refuses to address himself to procedural questions because he regards Karl Marx
them as premature. Such questions presuppose that we who ask them are all people of
good will, pursuing a disinterested search for the right way to live together. They presuppose

Karl Marx By the same token, a critic of Marx cannot succe
. . A ssfully rebut (1) merely by
arguing that people in capitalist societies are on the whole satisfied with their lives, even

ifa convincing case for thi —
ﬁmdmnentallfr a mathertgi'sc?;:;lcc:::s?:s? o?-l:)t;;;l:rm 1101;, . Marx conceives of it, is ot also that the object of such a search is, at least in its fundamentals, something which can
NOTES or thei lives. Alienation srather a tate ofobjective e - S be determined independently of detailed information about the technical resources NOTES
really existing human needs and potentialities, Th, Mﬁﬂﬁlhuent of the frustration ‘_}f available to society as regards its material production. Both presuppositions, in Marx’s
unfuifillment is merely a reflection of alienation, ai glonstcmusness people .have Ofth.ls ' view, are false. As long as class society persists, the viability of any political mechanism
Marx’s real grounds for believing that people in capitah:ts & Symptom or evidence of 1. will necessarily be a function not of its suitability for promoting genuine liberty or
they are conscious of being alienated, but rather the ob.ec?cwty'are alienated is not that community, but only of the class interests it serves. Only after the abolition of class
for human fulfillment that must be frustrated as Jop asjth Ve existence of potentialities society can people begin to decide, on the basis of the productive capacities then at their
prevails. Marx has no very definite Wﬂwpﬁonofpostg oo plta.hSt mode of production disposal, how they will live together as free individuals. We have been considering
for fulfillment which he believes wil] be acum]jze:fip}tallstsomdy orofthe possibilities challenges to Marx's account of capitalist alienation based on the denial that people in
(3) because he has some clearidea of the ways in hnil It Heflc? Marx does not believe capitalist society are really alienated. But many of Marx’s critics might be prepared to
\ _ provide people with opportunities for Self-acma"v ch socialism or communism will admit that alienation is aSeﬁouspmblemofmodemsodetyﬂequwﬁonremainswhemer
because he is confident that people can achiey, 1108 Rather, he seems to believe itis capitalist social relations as suchwhich are responsible forit.

Marx does beljeve that alienation can be overcome ina IFOdm, complg?x and
ecessarily committed to denying that there might be _
fically identified by his theory. The main ;

to it are removed, and because he thinis e h:;a fulfilling life when the main obstacles

| outmoded social relations of the bourgeois sociegl,eﬂtiﬁed these obstacles: they are the industria] o Butheisnotn
_ . lized society. Buthe 1sn

Marx’s confidence in the hy . e .
initially plausible. To reject it is o gm:;gtlal of moder science and technology i ]:?ll:;es Oft:ahemtnon other Fhat;aﬁzsimﬁilsocial relations are the most pervasive and f
their self-understanding and their interdepen deparadox that increasing people’s powers, obvi en of Marx S nessage 1> hich nfustbe abolished first, before lesser or more hidden j
their freedom and their Community, The burdnce haso tendency to enrich their lives, cay e ofahens.itlon,“; there is no reason why Marx might not grant that such
would defend such paradoxes, It is pot obvio ° of proof seems to be on anyone who lrad?e:s can be‘ de.alt wnth.. B_u i, acismend sexcual ion also contribute
them more defensible than they v eminMa:;s’th?t events in gur century have rendered « lt.lcml.soclal ills as religious to be fought against even under socialism, Marx’s '.
conception of our potentialities for freepy Eit'm°'_ Especially important for Marx's exala:ﬁ:‘.‘“"“’ and would .havcalszbechaﬂengedinsomeoﬁtsdemﬂs. Itis arguable, for ;
i ::amumgfu:lre r;concﬂable’ that poﬂfalsxmlsi:tzl;ifmat the values of individuality insl:anc: (:ll: ;ﬁe;?:&%?s%;out the capitalist division of labour, whatever truth they - |
| vidual autonom ; ie . e ) 2 - |
and social relations have hjtgea:tl:fe::::zc‘al Unity thaltly pﬁjﬁﬁﬂﬁ:ﬂi :Zl\]al\:s Might have had in his own century, arello‘.” ::nsot:;ecapimﬁsmsﬁllexhibitsatendency i
. Marx’s critics have been Particular] : to Certainly it wouldbed.ifﬁcult tol mﬂ :‘mlcal sort, to ‘make the absence of development _ f
social decision pr'ocedures through Whic; f)‘rrsu?pl?ious of his silence concerning the intmrn " lafbour, imtothe uns]ﬂtlllled int is no longer defensible, Marx's explanation_o f *l
collectn-.re' regulation of their associated Jap °¢ individualg are to achieve the rational ali oa P et_:lalty - Buteven ff 1S pov. onoflabour may still be tenable. For the constraint .
and political theorists have set themg, . OUL. At least since Rousseau, philosophers ofe“atlon interms ofthe caplta]'lst dMSlise apowerful (and harmful) effect on the nature
ot on which could unite ingividyglg P00 S Of finding 2 form of by . fg:ﬁt‘_nlaxm.ﬂ?ation “.'ay-bi“tuthe:icvel prentofa wellrounded bumanityon thepart
. chonplnft T e eing o SO ghtof ity ety i pimatonof st i msof b oo |
i | P : ga Completely free to follow 2 self- divis; s. Ifthis is so, o essentially { even lﬂihe specﬁ.ic o o |
’ . Marx does say very little about the r i e (:n of lab?mmay still e aeistthat capitalismis 1.10t an immutat ﬂ: tslf:tem, o _‘
capitalist society, be}'ondinSisﬁngthatite?ohtlcal Of adminigtrg , o 0 Marx is alwa)fs the first hange. jt wouldnotbe mc.;on_mstent_m . wewsbe ,
‘society itself” rather than b Willbe demqryg: tive structure of post- © which is undergoing constant 12767 10th centary capitalist society might not
Fundamentally, nonethelzssyha SeParate politicy) mectlc, 2nd will involve control bY Técognize that his account of alien ('mlmter centuries.
Marx, the main impediment b;ﬂ:tgﬁ:im-’t view the pmbniﬁs‘“ Or state bureaucracy 3plicable in detail to its descendants it 12
| | societynto oppressed and oprey . Ve feedor g . & Procedural one. FOF Commodity Production - . |
|  class society, the objectives of f; 8 classes. Buig >olal unity is the division of o1 structures, and the place in which that work is .
} unattainable and diametrically g t:edcfm.and co unf’t;s ll.:)llgaSWe tacitly assume 3 :lhe basis of all of Marx’s work o1 Socaln potential, is in his analysis of conmnocl;)t;es.Asf
is not essentially another s slavery aﬁmtlc. g Society whe‘:’lell lo?k l?oth dis; ointedly GESt clearly tied to.his views 01; hun;fcommo‘ﬁﬁes ... central, structural p@ em o
as an excuse for advancing some pBOp]e?n? Peaple haye g Objonq individual’s freedorm Cap?;lg-LUka?s put it, ‘the p;?é’a';m o
of social decision-making will nos appears Mteregtg eexp:cﬁV&etousecommquY 1t society’ (1922/1968:85)- ity was o0 +od in his mnteri-allst onental’mn_ mﬂ:l:ts ';
orunsolvable technical problems. to Peopleip the fi, nse ofothers, questions p Marx’s conception Ofcomm ?tOl'so AsWeSaw earlier, 1t was Marx’s v1ew_ at A
. ™ of theoreticg] paradoxes 0Cus op the productive activities of_a \her actors, peoplealways produce the objects
102 ﬁ‘:{;ﬁ::'mmom "M their interaction with natureand “{ﬂho ' ﬁiﬁﬂﬁmﬁom 103 !‘
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. Fetishism of Commodities

| mature to produce oby
1 capitalism, The fet;

giit:neﬂ;ee?h?szrjg ;O}smmve; oblemﬁcaﬁons is anecessary and universal aspect of

environme.nt'—they -;re u::zaplmdl-lced f01'1.lse by oneself or by others in the immediate

cannot achieve an indepond ues. The objects are the products of human labour and
endent existence because they are controlled by the actors.

However, in capitalism thi .
form. Instead of prc:(li)ucin fth]sth cess of objectification takes on a new and dangerous
g for themselves or their immediate associates, the actors

produce for someone else (the capitalist I
are excl:_langes in the open marcil_cl;t for J;Thel cts, instead of being used immediately,

o‘Qiects and their market become nd mmOd ty
X real and i pe; T (8] i
be i 1 . t, almost 'cal € llldel'lt p}mnomerlla. ¢ he)c !

With the development "
value, The fetishism of o it ichgi ties thel!
veue. 1 of commodities compy; which gives commodities th°
itis th.eu labour which provides the c00m13n5F§ the process by which actors forget that
value s generated by the naturalpropetiognpg - (61 Value. They startbelieving (2
operation of the market is the source of otthe things themselves or that the impt?fs"‘Ilal
Iﬁ;l;cnhon In the eyes of the actors that hi?ulzr’mdlﬁes value. Thus the market takes 012
-+~ assumes, in their eyeg 1}, Sterms, ‘A defin i i en
' . , the fantace: » Adefinite 5 betwe
1967:72). Granting malitytocomogit:iil:‘zrg ocial relation e

of arelation b .2 (18
progressively etween things’ (1°
¥ loses OﬁﬂtrUl overthem e market, the individual in capltallsm

Therefore, 3 commaodj
' , odity pos
i : ses i
soc a::gumacter of men’s laboy, appe:alms : st oS
product of that laboyr, [t isbe Othemasan
their own labour are e

presens
between themselves, but bett\cvde;ttlll:

nature, just because in it the
the relationg ofOb"ecﬁ"e character imprint¢ ‘:“
m in the form, the producers to the sum tot”

Ot.‘s"Cial relations that do not exl

takes us from the leve} ¢

structures, That is - ac
s people en . an :
P ¢ endowed wi tiv actionto the Jaye] of large-scale soPlﬂd

jects, : '
but this ng ds interact with other peﬂli'l'3 a!?n

, shism of ral proce ;
lﬂdﬁpend.ent ObjeCﬁVQ reahty(;zat iso ties impar:::::;]ﬂts n Something grotesque
Reification oK

ternal tg CMand to the marketplac®
The 1ve of, the actor.
Oonoepts OfCOmmodj .
3 i tleS e,
soctopolitical yse, The cone and fetj St of gg . '

ductive activ; Be rest;
at , c
more broadly ifwe are t, - Yet Productiye edto the economic realm, i-e"toked

t0 soci actvj .
( fmzil;l::gﬁwe need to mggcmp the whole ofMaerltglcanj—'lndeed must—be !Ooﬁ 0
ang, shelters) by alg that pe,, ) Taning as well as its 3PP11°£.’ects
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ked a’f i ﬂns_way, the fefis 0 s0cia] Ie]aﬁons Produce pot only economic © >
1922/19¢ mofcommodi . PSand, ultimately, social struC
8). Rej cati tieg is translateq intg’the broad concept
Ought of as the process 0f l;%
s » Universal and absolute 1 of
¢ Characteristics. The conce?

tobelieve that

a result, thoge socia] forms do j t{ o
i fact acquj

reification implies that people believe that social structures are beyond their control and
tnchangeable. This belief often comes to be a self-fulfilling prophecy. Then the structures
actually do acquire the character people endowed them with, By using this concept, we
can see that people reify not only commodities but also the whole range of social structures.

~ Wecanfindthe groundwork for a broader concept of reification in Marx’s own
discussion of labour. Basically Marx argued that as a social phenomenon, labour becomes
a commodity under the peculiar circumstances of capitalism. ‘Labor-power can appear
in the market as a commodity, only if and so far as, its processor, the individual whose
labor-power it is, offers it for sale, or sells it, as a commodity’ (1867/1967:168). Once we
admit the possibility of one social phenomenon (labour) becoming reified, it becomes
possible for a wide range of other social phenomena to take on the same characteristic
(Lefebvre, 1968:16). Just as people reify commodities and other economic phenomena
(for example, the division of labour (Rattansi, 1982; Walliman, 1981) they also reify
religious (Barbalet, 1983:47), political and organization structures. Marx made this point
in reference to the state: ‘And out of this very contradiction between the individual and
the community the latter takes and independent form as the State, divorced from the real
interest individual and community’ (cited in Bender, 1970:176).
Marx had a few things to say about the range of reified social structures but he
focused primarily on the structural components of the economy. It is these economic
structures that Marx saw as causing alienation by breaking down the natural

interconnectedness of people and nature.

Capital
ement in Marx’s work is capital or the capitalist
ital (through the actors who operate on his

system. As an independent structure, cap / 1 :
behalf, the bourgeoisie) exploits the workers, who were and are responsible for its creation.
wer endowed by Nature—a productive

Marx talked of the power of capital appearing a po : -
power that is immanent in ‘Capital’ (1867/1967). Thus people tend to reify capital by
believing that it is natural for the capitalist system that they have fm_gotten thex prc_;duced
through their labour and have the capacity tochange ‘by means of its conversion 1qto an
automation, the instrument of labor confronts the laborer, during the labor process, in the

shape of capital, of dead labor, that dominates, and pump away, !iVin lf'bor'_POWCT ’
(Marx, 1867/1967:423). This is what jed Marx to conclude that capitalism is an inverted

world,

The most general economic structural el

ssion of some of Marx’s economic ideas, the reader

h Before we get to a discu N o mt SCOnOMC
ould be reminded that this is 2 book in sc10°08t al, no , theory. Thus,
economic ideas are introduced in order 0 i{lustrate underlying and more basic sociological

Ideas,

Circulation of Commodities

ter of capital in general but also the character ot
Jist system. For example, Marx examined the
4 “the starting-point of capital’ (1 867/

feirculation of commodities. Both represent the

xarx discussed not only the charactt
ci Ore specific components of the capitaiist
Ircylation of commodities, which he considere

. . Marx discussed two types 0 .

Sum totg] of patterned economic relationships thatare external to, and coercive of, the

a -

cCtor_ One of these types of circu
dracteristic of capital; t

(C‘M“C)—is not.

Commodities-Money (M-C-M)—is
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In the simple circulation of commodities, the circuit C-M-C predominates. An
ex;mple of C-M-C \:vould be the ﬁshennan who sells his catch and then uses the money
to uybreat?. Inasociety characterized by the simple circulation of commodities, exchange
is accomphsh_ed by ‘the conx{ersion of the commodity into money, and the re-(;onversioﬂ
of the money intoa commodity’ (Marx, 1867/1967:105). This circuit, however, does ot
?[}"::t mmolaf_non;hltls nextricably interrelated to similar cireyits involvinc: other conimodiﬁes-

7 o
4 t}igrpe g“f:tica;gge 13_1‘010955 developsa whole network of social relations spontaneous
gr entirely beyond the control ofthe actors’ (Marx, 1867/1967: 112):

The simple circulation of commo ,

can be considered the second historical

, Tefe 0 ,
1967:147), the individua] attos rred to by Marx as buymg in order to sell (1 867::J

bu TomK
Y§acommodity with money and in turn exchanges!

for money. Here our h :
: : ypothetical fisherm A
increase his future profits, This circuj Crman buys new nets with his profits in ordef to

different (Marx, 1867/1967- 150)

The importance of the M-C.

more abstrac ; - ven
h tprocess than C-M.C mp «... . point of view, is that itis 8% .
e result that the €ssence of capita] j € real COmmodity declines i;1 Signiﬁcance ¥ ¢
1Sreduceq 0

money. This : 1
e eveﬁ moreglgiztler tabStfﬂCtness T reiﬁCaﬁmtlmately to the ‘unreal’ circulam;n
yto bECOme €Xterna] s Con €asier, with the result that the sY:
OCrCive of act
ors.

M Circuit, from ouy

Private Property
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by it. As with a]] other G 1C()rﬂ:ro ling Dtivate Ver, workers lose sight of, o Ougd
Property was directly Telated tah(?o Ponents o)y pr(:p erty; the workers are €0 val?
to his politica] goals, I Telatino IS. ear] Tn S work, his conceptio? 05 p ol gs
= anpotential and action #° | jesf
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that not only jc e
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CHEcK YOUR PROGRESS

4. How does Marx define 'freedom'?
5. What do you mean by reification?
6. What are the two types of circulation of commodities?

—

—

6.4 CLASS CONFLICT

——

According to Marxism, it can be easily stated that ‘class is not than to say what class
is.” A collection of persons having familiar characteristics is not a class. A case in point,
the proletariat cannot be labelled as a collection of people “as against capital’. In societal
setting, class is not organizational or related to a particular ‘place’ (a position in society
which a person may possibly ‘occupy’ or persons might be ‘interpolated’, etc.). The
dissimilarity is insignificant one among ‘empiricist’ and ‘structuralist’ Marxism, which
treat classes as crowds of persons or as ‘places’. For the desire of an extra suitable
expression we shall study the analysis which takes care of classes either as crowd of
people or places as the ‘sociological” formation of class.

For Marxists class was considered as a societal bonding ‘like capital itself” (Marx
1965, 766). A bond is neither a collection of people even when there may be bonding in
a specified collection of people or a position where a group may be formed or si_tuatecl.
Keeping away such ideas, it can be said that class is the relation itself (like the relationship
between capital and labour) more particularly, @ relation of struggle.

Therefore, classes as identified bodies in social context do not take part in the
conflict. In fact the basic principle of c/ass is class struggle. E\{en jbetter, ‘class Strugg‘le
IS class jtself”, (This is the way Marx established ‘class’in the beginning ?f The Cornnf{u;:ust
Maﬂffesto.) Marx noted that ‘class struggle’ is fundamental to ‘class b){ emphasizing
that survival “for itself’—which is the conflicting survival under pressure—is fundamental
o the survival of “class’ (Marx 1969, 173). .

Here we will talk about the origin of class as a bonding (a bonding of conflict) as
the ‘Marxist origin of class: where, in addition to, it is easier touse tlhls term. And on the
Other hand, disgracefully, the sociological origin of class comes up with the awkwardness
that every person of bourgeois society is not clearly the }ntegral part of the groups
labe]|eqg ‘capitalists’ and ‘proletarians’. The awkwardness 1S produced by the origin of
Classes ag ‘groups’ or ‘places’ and to get away from’tllls fikaardnes:s sr;cwloglca;

Arxism has taken refuge in labels like ‘middle strata . middle classc:zl and so c;n an

Cse labels are residual or consisting of the collection of people an arle acal ffmu;
A0rications created by poor theoretical system. 01'1 the other hand, _Mar;clst ongmlo
Clagg Comes across no such problems, which con-sm‘lcr's class—bonfimg ( 'or.;examp e,
“pital-laboy bonding) as organizing the Jives of dissimilar persons in dissimilar ways.
What type of qualitative appearances cai the corrlpos_ltlo‘l?1 f;fll'fte take afs ;?;‘;lt
ital-labour bonding (which is again, a bonq pf conﬂ{ct?. e _y}:e t{?i r::c]usm n}}
X Was that of‘exploitation/expropriation’. Addmonftl ‘vanetles‘ anls:js 0 i
Clusion: (Foucault), along with incorporation/refusal’, appropriation/expen lf re’ in
dition ¢, ‘homo gen’eity/heterogerleitf (Bataille) and (Marcuse, Tronti). The listing is

*homenologically’ long and indefinite.
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L e IR : ; - While among the Marxist and the sociological origins of class, agai Karl Marx
Karl Marx There is a disparity among the Marxists and sociological analysis. As shown nong S gins of class, again one more 28

previously, Marxist observes the ‘pure’ labour (positioned at the farthest left-hand region),
whose societal position (every one of dissimilar ‘intermediate’ forms) is not in any way
at odds and in opposition to him, and he is by no means "nmthodolo,c_;iéally’ advantaged:
nor the ‘pure’ industrialist . Together they somewhat are viewed merely as forms fused
together with each other in differently arranged multitude. Alternativel yj the sociological
?bservation takes care :)f the “pure’ labour in addition to the ‘pure’ industrialist like
methodological pillars’ suspended among the network of transitional classes.

spot of dissimilarity is, naturally, political. The sociological outlook promotes policy of
coalitions among classes and portions of class: along with it gives emphasis to the ‘pure’
labourer’s class an advantaged—important and dominant—political character. In Marxist
outlook, there is impossibility of these types of coalitions. The “pure’ labourer class (a’
person in a job as compared to jobless, the ‘direct” manufacturers of *surplus value’
compared to the ‘indirect’ manufacturers, the ‘proletariat’ compared to the ‘lumpen
proletariat’) does not have politically a procedural advantaged position, as these ‘places’
do not subsist. There is no issue of assigning to ‘rising’ as compared to ‘declining’

NOTES

classes to domination of radical significance or power: these terms only make sense as
dOQS_ﬂ.Ot exist. This is not for the reason of comparative reduction of the size of the soon as classes are viewed as positions or as collectivity of people. Lastly, the entire
‘tradltlgna% v»‘forking class’ (evenifthe particular hypothetically imagined collection© idea of forefront political party (added with its watered down variations) is reversed as
pcop!c is distinct). In fact, the opposite is true as the income b }du ]; ‘?q 2K ourgeois and  the dissimilarities among ‘advanced’ plus ‘backward’ class fundamentally fade away
mystlf)llpg for (Marx 1965 Part VI). And whosoever sta s(x):itlzli: 111 qt )'1ram§lcr, event amid the sociological origin of class.

and particularly the industrialist, wh 4 s ' However, classes are not collectivity of people or positions except bonds of conflict,

: ) e
015 amanufacturer of “surplus value’, ljvesall ; : ivi
caught up in exploiting the labour while he dream therefore radical struggle obtains the shape of struggle among the collectivity (forall

According to Marx, this dissimilarity is si gnificant as the ‘pure’ worker or Jabour

of idealist ‘boureeois’ real; .- : J e e
g e (i?m; reality. Therefore, the series of class conflict goes all the way times it happens improperly and contaminatedly) which is implicitly the result of class
. Who produces ‘SufPIUS-Valuc’.Again for the Marxi;i origin of clas conflict. It is not implicitly sociological as in the case, the appearance of ‘pre given’

there is no awkw: ' . : 3 e
ardness in conce hour classes—next to very last—interested more in already known academic and opinionated

ming the particular methods in which capital-

bonding organizes i ti 3 . ; - - : :
o stmcgfm;] reducm a[hostlla? way. On the other hand, absence of the working 1353 inits ‘truth’. The issue facing the person is not on whosere gion however relatn-rely, on Wh.ICh
es the sociological origin of the class and brines it to the Ict:wc%t fever region (which region of class bonding) he or she is situated; and yet this concluding
wid o - . = i . . . som
An additional marked dive TRERE (view query is not implicitly the collective preference among the surviving positions or
S

: rgenc . y : ; : ;
which states about a single clas - camong the both formats of the Marx! responsibilities. Not merely, in terms of quantity as well as in terms of quality, the

: L
oceurring in the present soia] orsdzf ES: 1:}% : (Spe.c iﬁcz.’“}ﬂ the Cﬂljital'wo“.ker bong’"; characteristic feature of conflict of class is natural inconsi§tency. The focal poi_nt ofthe
e eingons sqvel 1o the e of prgbgple o PP SCOBTE [ Manstrgin oflass pnctrating h question f eV FEEEE LUt
decreasing Societi[ d i his basis, he ‘socioiogist;’LIt T— SOLI‘?\H 'H‘“-‘ists’ Of' Con-ﬂ-iCt = w1t!1 . - th1§ proc'eiurc O;d;n Fo sociology) we are by now situated
s e lill‘-'lflons. In fact, sociologists hay ay blame on meﬂhec oh argﬂ_”‘ po§1l10n or collectivity of peopk in whic _ (:iig i ft i
no remnants in s‘in léeb' The sociologists desire to ]\C ot 0.- cplicit ywldf pripritwhsEosyer SUEEEGE LS vy : scripts if there 1
categorical’ pers(mgis OF Otherwise CXlra Particulp RAsENERy per_son "f\l g B TOST One can obtain sociological knlmfledge fr‘om Ma:.l‘c s I;tl'am; ! 1:11 shi élifls;
sociologists. 10t capable emerp; 4 FdeS 01'.sllluat10fl--- by the desire. Marx was notat all times a socialist, positively ang pa _ICQ 3f‘}’ 3P ‘ : ;
: 8INg within the depiction draw?} works. In the ‘two great camps’ origin of class promoted in (.'Jommum:va‘ quy‘eato? the
The basis of sociologists’ ; e 5 il fbuilding the Marxist origin of class lie in out_nghtly sociological logic. A
S Increa I prseguenes ol OIS ts’ criticized, it was Marx who wrote that

s
middle class’ ‘n se : Is
s W petty b ; of societal divic: . o evelf
OUrgeo;s; etal divisions rious Jot
for every person. There geoisieg’ sions into var v gk

) . L
of class and the pe fore, there exigy 8[13:::1'?'50101] Stosearch a clearly COﬂSlgwssioﬂ?
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Person hy¢
Casts g g e
S@shadow on the hypothesis 85+

long ti ore his detractors and ‘revisionis : - .
Wi t}g1 tk:zgrzifz‘th of capitalism it was expected that the ‘middle classes’ would numerically

increase. Marx. nevertheless, wrote a book labelled Cagital, whiph tzad asingle c]g;s
bonding kthe ca;;)ital-labour bonding) which was academically ‘object fld(.jrcfsed‘ ".[h;?
mystery can be solved merely by focusing on his comment regarding the ‘middie classes

LA : i apital as Marxist
Anassociated position to be sociological and by means of evaluating the major argument of Cap

that class isnot Of Marxist o g ‘
SISTOt interprefed ; IXist Origip ; . 1ogiS :
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Marxism totals to a fiscal conclusion with lengthy and intricate ‘deterministic’ series. To
assert that, as Althusser did, such a premise is no longer fiscal is like maintaining that a
machine is no longer machine due to the asset of number of cogwheels its motor drives.

The whole thing is dissimilar to the Marxist origin of class. Marx’s difference
among class “initself’ and “foritself’is in use as unique, not among the ranks of society
butamong the sociological and the Marxist origins of class itself: if a class turns O;Jt tobe
as soon as it is ‘for itself” subsequently polizical struggle by means of all its erratic
consequernces and growth and expenses previously put together into what sociological
Marxist identify as fiscal ‘base’. While sociological Marxists try to unify ranks which it
presumes to be separate and on the foundation of the threshold and difficul s walon
the cause and effect and external associations neve 1iiculty canrely

; : > rthe : ; '
Varlcf'y; Marxist Manflsm trz_wels in the reverse directioilezslidsitlrlllllcsi:;?;s El?fl;::;t&;ls:;;
contained b}i an opposing ent}rety, 1.e.,inside an internally and destructively associated
sum toltal:- The concrete is concrete because it is th i .
determinations, hence the unity of the diverge’ e i
class-relation which is specific to, for examp
relation) is present—wholly present, though i

the individ lety’
tviduals who form that society’s "oments or part. The essential thing was said
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’ ; ot the - i
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D qualitatively different ways—in each of

The first and foremost sociologist and economist of the capitalist regime was
Marx. He had a certain notion of that regime, of the fate it imposed upon men, and of the
progression it would go through. As sociologist-economist of the system, he had the
capitalist view of the sociological issues; he had no exact image of what the socialist
system would be, and he repeatedly said that man cannot know the future in advance.

From 1848 until the end of his life, Marx apparently ceased to be a philosopher
and became a sociologist and, more of, an economist. He had received an excellent
economic education and knew the economic thinking of his time a few men did. He was,
and wanted to be, an economist in the strict and precise sense of the word.

The Communist Manifesto is a propaganda pamphlet in which Marx and Engels
presented some of their scientific thoughts in combined form. The vital theme is the
class struggle. They maintain that all history is the history of the class struggle: free men
and slaves, patricians and plebeians, barons and serfs, master artisans and journeymen.
In short, the oppressors and oppressed have been in perpetual conflict with one another
and have carried on a relentless struggle, at times covert, at time open. It has always
ended with a revolutionary change of the whole society or with the mutual devastation
of the warring classes. Human history is characterized by the struggle of human groups
called ‘social classes’, which are characterized in the first place by an antagonism between
oppressors and oppressed and in the second place by an inclination towards a polarization
into two blocs. All societies having been divided into warring classes, contemporary
capitalist society does not vary from those that preceded it. Hmygver, the ruling ar'Ld
exploiting class of contemporary society, namely the bourgeoisie, presents certain
characteristics which are without precedent.

The bourgeoisie is unable to maintain its superiority without permanently

revolutionizing the instruments of production. According to Marx, the bourgeoisie has

developed the forces of production more in a few decades than previous societies have
done in many centuries. Engaged in heartless ctl)r_n;‘aetltloq, the capitalists l-ujw’e
revolutionized the means of production. The bourgeoisie s creating a global market; it is
destroying the leftovers of the feudal system and the t_rad.ltmnal_ comm&lgmesl— B“;J}Jsihas
the forces of production which gave birth to the_: capltr:{hst regime h'zirthet‘;e tt?pe IPal' i
heart of feudal society, so the forces of production which will give e socialis

regime are ripening in the heart of modern society. - '

Marx did not deny that among capitalist e.m'd proletarians thecrle are ﬂgoﬁgf
in-between groups—artisans, petite bourgeoisic, lmerchants e;n peazlst e italisi
However, he made two statements. First, along wnl_l thf. deve opr'nfl:n loﬁ . ;; s
regime th’ere will be an inclination towards crystalhzau_on of sot;::oig; -?\I:,Sol; :Sses
groups: the capitalists on the one hand, and the proletarians on : ;

a4 for a political system and an ideg of a social
R pOSSlbllltgicz, evzryone will be indebted to join either the

system, fthe decisive con : :
capitalis?s%:.hﬂig;getaﬁan& On the day when the_proletanan class ]slem?f pm;rfrr, ﬂ}erﬁ
will be a final split with the course of all previous history. In fact, the hostile nature ofa

known societies will disappear.

Marx regarded politics and 1t-l[w stat
occurring within the society itself. He Pres ' : ce
Social coiﬂicts. Political power is the means by Wthl? z:he rt;h?g cﬁf{,ﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬁ:ﬁi
class, maintains its control and its exploitation. The abolition of class ic

, s fpolitics and of the state, because politics and the

logicall i : ceo ;
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income earning. They form their different modes of man’s exploitation by man. The
bourgeois mode of production constitutes the last opposed social formation because, or
rather to the level that, the socialist mode of production, i.e., the connection of producer,
no longer involves man’s exploitation by man or the subordination of manual labourers to
a class wielding both possession of the means of production and political power. ;

On the other hand, the Asiatic mode of production does not seem to forma period
in Western history. The Asiatic mode of production characterizes a civilization different
from the West, The Asiatic mode of production does not seem to be distinguished by the
subordination of slaves, serfs or wage earners to a class possessing the means of
production, but by the subordination of all the workers to the State. Ifthis understanding
of the Asiatic mode of production is accurate, the social organization would be
characterized not by class strugglein the Western sense of the term, but by the exploitation
of the whole society by the state or the bureaucratic class. We must accept the fact that
according to Marx, in view of that cach society is characterized by its infrastructure or
mode of production, distinguished four modes of production, or four stages in the history
of the mankind, preceding to the socialist mode of production, which is situated beyond

prehistory.

CuECK YOUR PROGRESS

7 What is the Communist Manifesto?
Q. State the characteristics of the Asiatic mode of production.

6.5 THEORY OF REVOLUTION AND OTHER
CONCEPTS

Marx knew that revolutionaries needed a new theory gf his.tory‘ So he took the best
theory of history availa ble, that of Hegel, and he stood it on its head. The result was a

new theory of history as.summarized by Marx in his preface to A Contribution to the
ritten in 1859. These ideas were all expressed in one

Critique of Political Economy W : %
Ofthe?r greajtr Jiterary documents of the nineteenth century, The Communist Manifesto of

1948.

The manifesto
is to raise the position of rulin
for the proletariat to wintheb
workers to form a political party:
method, to secure a majority in the
should be used to wrest, by degree

step in the revolution by the working class
the battle of democracy’. The normal way
attle of democracy in a democratic stflte would be for 'Fhe
appcal to the electorate, and_by ordinary clectloneegng
national parliament. Political supremacy thus gained
s, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all
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course vary from state to state according to their circum

5 5 dhao stances, but the following are
laid down as essential prerequisites for a communist society:

e Abolition of property in land and application of al]
purposes.

o Progressive or graduated income tax.

e Abolition of all rights of inheritance,

e Confiscation of the property ofall emigrants and rebels.

e Centralisation of credit in the h
with state capitals and an exclu

o Centralisation of the means g
the states,

rents of land to public

i.irlds ofthe state by means of national banks
Sive mompoly,

fc e
ommunication and transport in the hands of

nt :
* Equalliability ofall to laboyr. Ein S of production owned by the state.
foragriculture.
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effect of the system and to tell the workers that their emancipation lay in their own
hands. The programme of Marx is revolutionary in as much as it insists upon the
irreconcilable antagonism between the interests of capitalist and labour and regards
class war as an inexorable historic necessity. It is revolutionary also in the sense that it
has ‘no respect for vested interest incompatible with its ide'a.l, and is .rc:ady tc: take any
steps towards its goal when considerations of formal or traditional legitimacy’.

Stages

The vital place which revolution occupies in the entire process by which the bourgeois
system of production is to be replaced by the socialist in which the means of production
are in the control and possession of the state would be better appreciated if we remember

that Marx divides it into two stages. .

The first stage is marked by the politica.l revolution vsj'rloughtdbt);l thelnnddii:] ;l;s;
Its purpose is to destroy the political superiority of the nobility 3;1 e1: f}rgg B
political power, first for the middle class and next for the.m_ass 0 I;::::op t'its p L
revolution tends to equalise civil liberties and destroy Pn"ﬂeg‘;- - ‘t“;: th]plslrp i
equalise economic difference or put power in tholheuigofiks lﬁ;itag: ﬁrs(::evolﬁ)lgr?m
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need not b:SS;’ ;ﬁzg:ther type of revolution took place In R]ussw} 11?3[11? g;ﬂiﬁ:
accompanied by violence and force: According 1 rﬁz?\;’: ?n:; ;::r that his method
established unless the proletarian m””gi??.z?oﬁiﬁolenée and force. It must however
is definite] Jutionary in the sense that 1t1% ian in power and which
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Unfortunately, Marx is reticent i fiaes

state vffhic.:h is to replace the capitalist or:i::. Eeg;;g;?aggsgoéiiﬁst;:i; of thse pl‘(l)leiariat
organise IT:self as the ruling power after the capitalist state has been sm le pro C.fﬂl‘lat\ﬁ‘-'ol.l]d
says nothing. 'But_ one thing is clear. The dictatorship of the prolet 1as 1ed, the Manifesto
; class o.rgamse:;uun as the capitalist state, which it seeks to Sup;{; itl “I;’il:iﬁ; as TI?C};
: ;:rs;t::ntyacﬁn c\:';;lg Sretlil(;) certain features of the old order. It w;)uld pres:r(:xc t(;e
it and the old regime. Wﬁere(:s:isj?}r{ iy are, however, two vital differences between
poc e T et e_olq cap;tahst state, the minority used political
which would expropriate the mine majority, in the new state it would be the ma jority

et ority. I_Il ?he second place, whereas the old capitali
: | enance of class distinctions and ; e old capitalist
dictatorship of the proletariat would be as much security of the owning class, the
state, which it seeks to supplant; it would not be ?:[Class organisation as the capitalist
features of the old order. It would preserve the ca cesociety and would retain certain
oercive machinery of its predecessor.

twould set
nd code of |3 up atotally new legislative
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for(:fe and the authority WOlll_d remain with the prt;a W proletariat police and Tnilita ry

organisation i
ganisation in order to defend themselyes and
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©1al Democragg q SIS and [ ey role of the proletaria”
The Communist Manifeqo N the Other. 158 from the Anarchists o

The phrase “dictatorship

there any mention of of the projegy;
the com etarg at?
Marx and Engels g Plete elimiyyq; 3 Dot i
poke aboyt i1 ... —Nation of Used ip ¢, ;
tol capture the state, desfyc ;he 0 itica rule-the Sta € Power ae (li\/[amfesto. NO‘.- was
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e that g, » and prepare for eventu?

raise the proletay; rs
ariat ¢ §
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democracy.... The proletariat will use its political supremacy to wrest, by degrees,
all capital from the bourgeoisie, 10 centralize all instruments of the production
in the hands of the state, i.e. of the proletariat organized as the ruling class, and
to increase the total of productive force as rapidly as possible. (Marx 1975)

Marx and Engels were convinced that the existing states, whether as instruments of
class domination and oppression or rule by bureaucratic parasites on the whole society,
would grow inherently strong and would remain minority states representing the interests
Ofﬂlle small, dominating and powerful possessing class. Tt was only when the proletarian
majority seized the state structure that the state assumed that it was powerful machinery
which the proletariat had to contend with while preparing its revolution. In the later part
ofhis life, Marx was convinced of the imperative need to destroy the state and establish

stage., bearing in the example of the

the dictatorship of the proletariat. In the initial
French Revolution of 1789, he anticipated a seizure of the existing state machine by the
revolutionary proletariat; for he pelieved that political centralization would assist the

revolutionary progress.
The initial “capture” thesis of the state, however, yielded to the “smash” thesis

Subsequently. The former viewpoint was articulated in the Manifesto, Where the existing
state structures would be used for revolutionizing the mode of production. The smash
perience of the Parisian Communards, as

thesis was articulated in response 10 the ex
f the Gotha Programme. Ina

evident in the Civil War in France and the Critique 0 .
that the destruction of the state
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had only one implication for the suppresst ; '
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6.5.3 Surplus Value

In a capitalist society, the ruling class acquires surplus value as a kind of profit. Since the
ruling class owns the land and the factory machinery as private property, the worker is
forced to sell the labour power to the capitalist to earn their livelihood. So, in this way, the
capitalist becomes the owner of not just the means of ;
labour power which he has acquired by
the final product. Once the owner-
value, in addition to the value of
surplus value is a kind of capital

; production, but also a worker’s
oY Paying wages, to use in production, as well as
capitalist pays a worker’s wages, he owns the surplus
th; E;orkeﬁs labour value. In a capitalist society, the
Sl and the surplus value £
production in capitalism, Thus, urp takes the form of the essence 0

the only producti : )
value and all other surplus wor Ive work is work which creates surplus

kis done away with. A canital: _ ;
surplus value obtained from the workers intwo W'c.lys_capltahst may raise the amount 0

e Through the absolute surplus valye

possible. method: by making the working day as longas

* Through the relative surplus value methog: by reducing wages

A capitalist m: i 2o

whic% would EZ]t;}s,;Z:jc;ease %mﬁj(s by bringing in ney techniques or new machinery
soon the new techniques ;)rs :;(:) N HOcher, these techniques become useless as
mpetitors. The final outcome of these

pied by their ¢

enhancements in i .

S Pfodpctlon maylbe to increase the productiv; - the rate
surplus value is not increased smultaneolmly th vity of labour, but if the

: erate of i ease.
Different Kinds of Surplus Valne profit will actually decr

Marx says that a thing has two different kinds

e Use-value of Surplus Valye:

® Exchange-value

The exchange-value of 3 co
usually the same for a] pers

the amount ofnecessa ;
ry labour reqy; CCordin e :
the process of exchange, It required o proqy, 810 Marx, it is determined PY

Ceit and i ;
the supply o, commyg ° 16 and its amoyp js determined Y

rises. The difference bm‘:Y 18 limited an the demand for it*®

e produce i een i :
the capitalist. Even if the demagée ;] resents the tand the valye of the soc12

surplus value. Th s nd supp] "Tplus valye which is appropriated y
produces a Comgo%?f;flﬁlaiaggz <P resflﬂe};i?fa ?gzm(’dit}’ are balanced, it ha;a
has created through his labour gy thathe doe ;‘ece F.rker works for ten hours @ -
a worker receives just the amoy; i Period, A Ve wages for all the valu®

hours of work each Dt sufficiens b Ording to the [ron Law of WaE%"’

; day are aintain 1.
and his family alive, then th:f;ﬁt:lent to pro T enolntam him. If we. suppose that $%

not

represents the surplus valye, 1¢ 81e produceq fyy : U8R for the worker to keep hims®
the employer and not for hhﬁseloes to hig €mp] ring the remaining four hogr
€ the worker is working
hat a worker always crea'®”
ys¢
e shape of wages. Beca™’
‘ch separates the worker from tH°

£ Many e O¥erbecaug
0
Ves from p; 'Y assumeg ¢

} ISe i
the Capitalis sysr?ep OYersin th

more wealth than what he rece]
of the inherent viciousnesg of

tools, this difference is taken away by the capitalist who provides the tools and the raw
materials.

Production of Absolute Surplus Value

With the growth of the capitalist economy production, for Ioca} conSumPt"f’I:hSa"e "f”;:;’i;‘t’
production for profit. Production for profitis thus an essential feature o .lde cap};{ 3
system. On the one hand, it required persons with enough resources to bhm dworu;boerlj*
and factories and equip them with tools, machinery, etc. and on the other axth,e a nr:ean e
of people who can be engaged to work in them because they do n(:lt] own S
production. The workers produce things, not for themselves, bﬁt o th?;ee?vlﬁo g N oan
sell them for money and thereby makes profits. According t(;{ ﬁt;; S et make
the material means of production and emp loys‘ AR :vg;; ﬁl;onsist of the difference
profits because they appropriate what hocalls SpLE wll l’tl)e : and the value of ‘labour
between the exchange value of the productcreatedby a‘ﬂ? 5 ages paid to the workers
power’). Marx contends that in each factory of enterprise e;:ssg Tll:e rest of the value
are not equivalent of the full value they produce, even chight l:;y his employer’. This
produced by the worker during his working day s taken Oulus value’. Itis the constant
excess value taken by the employer constitutes the Smlz a hours will create surplus
effort of the employer to increase its amount. Tgl;:er:f; :heol'y of surplus value.
value for the capitalist. This is the central point 01Via

Production of Relative Surplus Value

back for the
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As per Marx, the additional labour ;Els: éﬁz tllllot pay wagestothe worker is translated
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E(S SUMMARY

® One cause of alienation cited by Marx is

® The basis ofall of Marx’s work on social struc

e While Marx and Engels shared a theoretical orientation, there were many

differences between the two men. Marx tended to be a highly abstract thinker, a
disorderly intellectual and very oriented to his family. Engels was a practical
thinker, a neat and tidy businessman.

Many Marxists considered Dialects Materialism as the theoretical source of several
types of Marxism. Marx never used this name which refers to the societal and
economic transformation born of the material forces. Usually itis seen as the mix
of Historical materialism (or the ‘materialist conception of history’) a name
specified to Marx style in the study of society, economics and history.

Marxism is a fundamentally materialist philosophy because the foundation of itis
the beliefthat the overall account of everything is matter which is characteristic

ofreality. Ifempirical study is able to identify the whole aspc-ects of matter, therefore,
matter is accepted as the beginning and ending of all reality.

The Marxist conclusion is that everything ‘contains two mutually incompatibl’e
and exclusive but nevertheless equally essential and indispensable parts or aspects’.

The essential idea is that this union of opposites in nat-ural wor_ld isths f:eamre
which makes every unit auto-dynamic in nature along with ensuring a continuous
drive for movement and transformation.

The law of negation was formed to expl
Accordingly, Marx and Engels state that to /
4 Superior number, creatures are inclined in the direction of negating themselves.
The law of transformation states that constant quantitative growth lc?dst t‘t)acl]l]azii
in quality by ‘leaps’ in thé environment, resulting 1n l:r_roductlon ofa (;be y >
Variety or creature. This is the way in which ‘quantitative development becom
Qualitative change’.

Lenin was the foremost to provide ad

ain this predisposition of natural world.
organize to move forward or replicate

etailed description of dialectical materialism

y . ximately three axes:
in Materialism and Empirio-Critcism (1908)- YOVEES pémmto:gty e
(i) the ‘materialist invention’ of Hegelian ‘;J‘ialec,tlcs’ .(") f?laws of evolution’ in
Philosophy designed to class conflictand (iil) the J!n_u:tlon onomics g
Physics (Helmholtz), biology (Darwin) and in political cc0nOmEZ e
1 : ans inclu
Dialectical materialism was criticized by many Mamﬁt ac;iid \?vr}IJ];CILrOPOUHdEd E
Marxist thinkers like Louis Althusser or ABtORo Graws
Marxist ‘phi s’ in its place.
philosophy of praxis’ n1tSp (0 At
Marx’s thinking on this topic is rich and resists neat Swte”;ﬁ‘éam;’:ﬁ;m; SE of
Marx, what is vital for the self-worth of human l?ﬁlﬂgs at?al buman powers, whose
their lives is the development and exercise of their essef!

focusi i
1s labour or production. .
P or abortion of human

abour. Another, perhaps even more
nt, is the Alienationand Capitalism.

5. and the place in which that
: in his analysis of

the frustration

Potentialities by the capitalist division of
Prominent and fundamental in Marx’s accou
ture :
: : ial, 18
work is most clearly tied to his views on human potend

Commodities.
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e The most general economic structural element in Marx’s work is capital or the
capitalist system. As an independent structure, capital (through the actors who

operate on his behalf, the bourgeoisie) exploits the workers, who were and are
responsible for its creation.

6.7 KEY TERMS

I

o Dialectical materialism: Dialectical materialism (sometimes abbreviated diamat)
isa ph_llosophy of science and nature, based on the writings of Karl Marx and
Friedrich Engels, and developed largely in Russia and the Soviet Union.

e Historical materialism: Historica] materia
the study of human societies and their d

articulated by Karl Marx (1818-1883) as the Materialist conception of history:

* Iron law of wage: Alaw ofeconomics whig, states that the real wages always

run in the long run, toward the m; im th
min W i i
S um wage necessary to sustain the life of the

lism is a methodological approach t0
evelopment over time that was first

i

__-_-_--—_-_-_--_'—-—-_._.____
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102t Social gy g, <> The concept of eificy g
‘Clures are beyond their contr®

a ® Process of comj
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D fact acquipe . ersal and
ple believe
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IC 'elationg ;
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0 Circulagion tare externg] to, and coerciv®
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M

of oy E
“ommaodities, Both represent 1° e

M)—is characteristic of capital; the other—Commodities-Money-Commodities
(C-M-C)—is not.

7. The Communist Manifesto is a propaganda pamphlet in which Marx and Enge!s
presented some of their scientific thoughts in combined form. The vital theme is
the class struggle. They maintain thatall history is the history ofthe class struggle:
free men and slaves, patricians and plebeians, barons and serfs, master artisans
and journeymen.

8. The Asiatic mode of production does not seem to be distiqguished by the
subordination of slaves, serfs or wage earners to a class possessing the means ?f
production, but by the subordination of all the workers to thf: State. 'If t!ns
understanding of the Asiatic mode of production is accurate, the social Orgamzatil}on
would be characterized not by class struggle in the Westem sense of the ter]m, it
by the exploitation of the whole society by the state or the bureaucratic class.

9. The exchange-value rises when the supply of a commodity is limited and the
demand for it is great. :

10. The employer or the owner receives the surplus vaiet ime is called
11. Surplus value that derives from a reduction in necessary labour-time 15 calle

relative surplus value.
-‘-—-'-_'-—-__

6.9 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES
> Qu LA s s

a capitalist society.

Short-Answer Questions
L. Give a briefnote on the early life of Marx that shaped his overallap
2. State the basic elements of dialectical materialism.
3. State the ‘Law of Transformation’ in Marxist theor:
4. What do you mean by the Engels’ 1aw of dialectic&j»?
3. Give the basic features of Asiatic mode of production.

proach in life.

Long.A .
g-Answer Questions tive, including how it differs

1. Define and discuss dialectics as a philosoph ical perspec

from other approaches. i
. . all .
2. Define and discuss the notion of dialectical ma(ert
3. What s the negation of negation? and in what sense aré workers

4. What does Marx mean by the term “alienation
alienated?
5. Discuss Marx’s concept of labour an
6. What is a ‘commodity’? How does it differ from an or
N---‘.-""""'---—_-__
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UNIT 7 VILFREDO PARETO

Structure

7.0 Introduction
7.1 Unit Objectives
7.2 Life of Pareto
7.2.1 Pareto’s Economic Concepts
7.2.2 Circulation of Elites
7.3 Residues and Derivations
7.4 Logical and Non-Logical Actions
7.5 Summary
7.6 Key Terms
7.7 Answers to ‘Check Your Progress’
7.8 Questions and Exercises
7.9 Further Reading

e

7.0 INTRODUCTION

Pareto was an Italian economist and sociologist. He introduced several concepts in
Sociology that are used even today to explain the social movements, the structure of the
Society and also the societal history. His study of sociology develop'ed the concept of
Circulation of Elites which is a continuous process and is witnessed in every society.

Pareto also studied about human behaviour and the underlying factors which

Boverned it. On the basis of his study, he further divided the human actions ipto lc(:jgilca[
and non-logjcal actions. These concepts are used even today and are helpful in studying

how the society functions. e e MRS

71 UNI
/1 UNITOBJECTIVES = ————

After going through this unit, you will be able to:
culation

® Discuss the concept of elites and their cir
® Analyse the meaning of residues and derivations
® Describe the concept of logical actions

‘med by humans

® Explain the functioning of non-logical actions perfor
-ﬁ_\--_-__

13
Z%__LIFE OF PARETO

; ; : mist,
:?ll.fre‘jo Fedetico Damaso Pareto (1848- 1923) wasan Ii2le? fgfén;e;,afi?:lg lved
iI(l) (:l?logi st, philosopher and political scientist. Pareto B ﬁo;n !l-{’lareto ecarned a doctor’s

Niddle class environment receiving high quality v e ¢ Turin in the year 1869.

e ic Universi
8ree from now what is called the Polytechnic Upifemiy ars for Italian Railway

ﬁer h‘ ‘= . f me ye
is g eer for some Y’ R
graduation, Pareto worked asa civil engin - reor 88 B.EIV il engineer, he

- i ing his €
Pany and later for a private company. During e i s A
dmostof the times attacked

W N .
Orked ag 2 manager for Iron Works of San Giovannl Vald
fiery liberal an : : 50
howed interestn £conomics

Hes

May ;
i ?ger of Italian Iron Works. Pareto wasa
Ylorm of government intervention in the free market.
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in h.is m_id forties. In 1886, he became a lecturer in economics and management at the
University of Florence. During his stay in Florence, he attacked the oifemmgent regulators
and there was much political activity that kept him busy durin I%is s 'Ié e

Parfato became the chairperson of Political Bconomyat the UngiVe o y ;fire n it,l
Switzerland. In 1906, he made the discovery of the 8020 rule accr;]rgirc:g t;1 11-:]?:::{:: 20

percent of the population owned 80 per cent of

L T property of Italy. This discovery was
Iat.ergenqa!i/_edmtoﬂ]leParetoPrmmp]e. ’IhoughParetomaintamyd i _ry s
with socialists, he believed that their econg ed cordial relationship

hs ’ ; mic ideas were flawed d the
socialistleaders and believed thatthey wanted to despoil the coun@Hgs Slso Jauached
Eﬁiﬁﬁ:iﬁ;@ﬁﬁﬁ [fln hf'democrat‘]c campaigns because of the gm\;ving un(:est among

, € lirsttorealize that carding] utility could be dispensed with and

ai 4 : .
dthe foundation of micro-economics and

Pareto studied sociolg ;
gy holding to the fact that much of soci : it
actions were designed 1, ‘hofsocial actions were

. gve spurious Jog: ational
T - understand why p; us logic to the non-rat1on:
theones.dzct not work outin practice anq belie Why his abstract mathematical economic
was the intervention of social factorg Hides ved that one of the reasons for their failure

to Paret i eunc .
0, everyone is dri ontrollable and unforeseen. According

iven by certain reg;
3 . A n I'esld A
Pareto’s sociology was introduced jp the Unj 198 and derivations from these residues:

i : {
on several sociologists who later developeq mZiSt::es and had considerable influence
7.2.1 Pareto’s Economic CO“Cept Y theories based op Pareto’s findings-
s

Pareto as an economi
St made sey; i
that built : eral impo
a strong foundation f Portant Observationg and introduced concepts

I'Mmicrg.- .
can be used successfully ; ©Conomic
. y in sey Sthatw :
economic concepts that w; 1l econoric ca ©Study today. Pareto’s concepts

leulat ’
These include: & c0nceptualizeq 1, Ulations ang observations. SO
o Y Pareto are yy5eq currently as e
e Pareto’s Principle or p
mir::);izr cent :l]]fpeople ownedg; 1906, Pare
e created a mathemaicy| ot
in his country. The 80/pq E’"{‘“‘a Al descri
520 per cent) are vita] anq u:lei?f Paretog cipfeunequal distribution of we?
ouldnot make precige conclyc: CIple that e call fvial. Tn 1940s, Dr. Josep”,
his research anqg find; Usions ap, ¢d“vital fow and trivial ma%y

ngs T used 3 .
people owned §() per cEm he 80720 Rule: Pafeto s principle as a base to write
meant that 20 per cepy of wea]

’ dretp’g ca e
e besppcio s e case B0pers i““ial.ﬁ;il?;;?:ﬁeogé;%e;ule
;?;;:;Z“gl;’éf s Pﬁ“"ipﬁhﬁ:ﬁ- {istoday u;;?;s i Problems, The 80/20 /%
Mmanagement ;I:()ma‘[ers 1.:|1‘0duce $One g focug onl:ji%;twe tool to mi{;zga
Superstar Mauagemen?atmg aroupq €r Ceflt of'the results Clilﬂr cer}t n:ﬁ:re o
ks Sl the‘ focy " etog . rin_cipleto p;'odurcr:?:;}?;t is calle
AL ﬂa:f:h dbe gy €20 per cent people prodi®®

theory looks and
the time ; Tan
e should he spent doing WhecauS : 48Ing only the 2() per cent.
at

of 10 made an observation tﬁat
Wealth. Based on this observatio?

Verlo :
TSl iy " Rt 80 per 21

o Paretoindex: The Pareto index is a measure of inequality of income distribution.
Pareto believed that in all countries and tinae, the distribution of income and wealth
is highly skewed with only a few holding most of the wealth. According to him all
observed socic:ties followed a regular logarithmic pattern: logN=log A+ mlogx;
where N is the number of people who have wealth higher thanx and Aand mare
constants,

o Pareto’s char t: Pareto chart is; a type of chart that has bars as well as lines. The
individual valuies are represented in descending order by bars and the cumulative
total is represe;nted by a line. The purpose of Pareto’s chart is to view T.hl.? causes
ofa problem in severity from largestto smallest. The chartis used to statistically
demonstrate an d represent the 80/20 Rule.

° Pareto distribu tion: Pareto distribution s probability disuibution USEd.tO describe
social, scientiffic, actuarial and geo-physical phenomenon. It 15 used to
mathematically realize Pareto’s principle. ;

° Ophelimity: Ciphelimity is ar) economic concept if]troduced by Pareto :_md isa
measure of eccnomic satis faction. Pareto used this concept to use utility as a

measure of brozid based satissfaction that encon'lpassec_:l other dlm;::;?;;l a]l; “u’:éfj
These included ethical, mora |, religious and political dimens1ons.

utility in econonie calculatiol 1.

7.2.2 Circulation of Elites
was introduced by Pareto

. The theory
e gy. According to Pareto,

Circulation of Elites is theory of regi e chan; cimper
ts of his sociolo

and_ 1S by far one of the rnost interesting 3 cONCEP's O Ioed by anotheran ot
regime change or revolution took place when o€ elite wasTep

When rulers were overthrown. Pareto beli¢2ved thatevery AN ?mzz?o?gi;e?;
abilities and so acquires different conce 'S, skills, aptitgdes i tase-neous Pareto
Pareto, classes existed in every soc iety al 1d so each socw.ty was hft:;ergfwum o.fmoral,
also believed that the heterogeneity in the s 0Ciety W2 achieved Onmit in the society to
Mental, physical and cultural reascins. Hetef Ogen.elry e lmplcs}o believed that people
Maintain social balance and organiz ation int he society. me? ome people were more
Were different morally as well as intellectually.” He believed thadsh clite. Pareto defines
8ifted than others and those most capableinag Toup Were callegii i

ity Examples
ite ag ; D45 " . iheirbranchofactivity . Examp
elite as “a clags o fpeople who had highest indice 1 ﬂi@;ﬂfmom artists and successful

:f;iite according to Pareto are successful buusiacs- :metr\l;o broad categories. These were:
ers. Pareto divid ite class of people int ©
ed the elite cle P P 'Tectly e indifectl}r pla}!ed some

* Governing elite was an individual who di e
considerable part in the government and its fun ©

® Non-governing elite were the rest of individuals.

PareFDsS discussion was mainly based on the governingel ding to Pareto, governing
c'tjCli‘c:ulation of Elites based on the governing lite. Ag " ?hge Jayed an important
elites were concerned with administration directly Of indirec 't!y. i 1):11136 society. Thenon-
role in the society and even held prestigious places and posits ‘oni; uof e govemment but
8oveming elites did not participate in the administration or Ut o E and how it functioned.
helda position that in some manner did influence the administrat 1

; - i “alites:
Pareto enlisted the following characteristics of elites
Ontiﬂu\

tite and he developed his theory

9US Process
® The class of elite is a universal concept a dac
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e The individuals who did not belong to the inceli
: governing elite or the non- i
elite were called non-elites = AGR-goVETIE

e The elite had to power to manipulate political power overtly or covertly
e The elite also had the power to establish his superiority over others

e The elites always tried and ensured that the non-clites did not influence the
society in any manner whether economically or politically

e The non-clites respected only those elites who had a

approach liberal outlook and

e Theelite and non-elite members alway

PRI s show circulation whether upward or

. Pareto also believed that every societ
since these elites were best or excellent, the
group, the elites could influence the develo

i:i?neélte groups of different kinds and
erwas a few. Though a minority
ei;n:Et and progress of the society. Pareto
s te and non-elite or between governing
ﬂolil-ellite. According to Pareto, this process oflr\;lgll:aal could circulate between clite and
take place in two ways; one cement was conti d
Rtk neeTi N P;'eto ﬁu-‘:;i}rf eg:c a(lll{al process of infiltration whiriz:ntlk?: z‘fht;ci:aosuli}’
e I; aned the Circulation of Elites in terms of changes
to Pareto, When an elite 1io fon s of the elites as wel| as that of the non-elit S?A d%n
essential for keeping it in powe e P0§se§sed the required PR -
1, the elite ©d power and characteristics

and non-governing elite. This meant that an

i

According to Pareto i
> the circulag
classes of elites as well - -alionofeljteg ¢q
ClEEHls 6oy bé?ofew individuals may joy, thg 3%«: place between different
: § me non-elit ite class fr -elite

the elife groups ma - esas well, p 8 from the non-€

’ y decline. Thj - Fareto als

T pie e g ell_ns can happen jp I 0 Stateq that the number 0f
et talios et e et 1te group op account of th chmetlcal terms or in the
THE b6k ol B ase to be elites g e ;()Vanous factors. When this
: Wn to the non-elite groupP-

ites g
W]JBII S0
me memb
e
i D.f the non-elite groups achieve

excellence or acquire specia]

would be constant and fr,

/ ; ee. But i : © Soci 1 i
et ik ind 1afree and jeq) socie OClety, the circulation of elites
circulation of elites is 4 theoryrfle e ricly that le imperfec’iiﬂns i

! 1at ¢ : ©live | i
upwar TN e Elitony, an be applied in e €1n. {\ccordmg to Paret‘,’,
opinion that societies with o elites alwg, 4 ®Ty society and that there 1°

. N StOQr T i (4]
quote Pareto, ‘History is aCIES With poyermn: Wever, Pareto was also of th°
Iy 1s the gray, 80vernip 8

class emerges, dominates Cyards

; g elite at - To
: . falle of Aristoer at the top never last.
elites Thisocess haste. alls into decad ocra P

cy’. 7 .
is definit . CNCY and is fipyy) According to Pareto, elit®
lm] eaccording to Paretg This :
leading to the degeneratiop o 1815 becgy,

1 8OINE on i1 |a:
= O0in higo O genery t.l Yteplaced by non-decadent
. lons, M ortali 5 cy
b On of arjg stocrat : ality of aristocra
aristocracy do not necessarily pog OCracy, Paraco ol S Were involved in historic WA
They rule because of the inhas,. (oS all ] . IS0 beligveq ¢, e
1€ Inherited pogiy; Qualitieg ¢, ‘ed that the inheritors ©
o but May not hay, a;then- forefathers had to rule:
Cthe required gki
skills, knowledg®

and ability to govern and thus fall in decadence and thus the kingdom or empire of the
aristocrats finally falls.

According to Pareto, the governing elite are always in a state of continuous and
slow transformation. During its rule, the governing elite may face some problems and
violent disturbances and is replaced by a new elite group. This new elite group then
resumes the process of transformation. Pareto’s theory of Circulation of Elites, however,
faces some criticism. The main criticism comes because of the fact that Pareto was
unable to provide a method of measuring and defining superior qualities of the elite.
Pareto simply assumes the fact that the qualities of the elite are superior than the non-

elite which may not always be the case.

Cueck YOUR PROGRESS

1. What is the 80/20 rule as observed by Pareto?

2. What is ophelimity?

3. What s Pareto distribution?

4. When did regime change take place according to Pareto’
5. What is the criticism for the theory of Circulation of Elites?

—

——— e

73 RESIDUES AND DERIVATIONS

o unmask non—scientiﬁc theories gnd
distinction between the c?angmg
dhe called these derivations

tn }_‘is study of sociology, Pareto always tried t
elief systems. In his attempt to do so, he made a.
elements that somehow accounted for these theorles &1

e permanent elements werce called residues. i
ur was illogical. However, e

Acccmding to Pareto, most of the human behavio -t toaccept the fact
humans wan to believe that their behaviour is logical and d i human being tries 0
that the behaviour is governed and determined bY emotions. e UIES observed two
8Ive logical reasons to rationalize his thoughts and behaviours Thus,fthe henomenon
distinet elements to reach the theory. These were the constant elements O mgke e
under consideration and the numerous ingenious theories that U2

gl : tter derivations.
Tationalize their actions. Pareto called the former residues and thela
o more important

in the society as
In order to ' tions ar ivations. T
prove that non-logical acti . +1oc and derivations. 10
Z:?pated to logical actions, Pareto developed the theory ‘;’lf;repsgf:f oused the following
1 T : : I ?
Ve at the distinction between residues and derivatlo actions.

: From these
met e : . iated with :
hod. Pareto investigated doctrines that We;ri :;Z?l{::lled (o logic and science. Pareto

th:gzzs‘ Pareto separated the elemer}ts that co - .10 constants and yariables. He
parated the remaining non-scientl fic elements 10 - According t© Pareto,
Caned the constants as residues and variables as dBI’l\’atl.VeS: ction and arguments.
derivations or variables arose only when there Was feaso“jf'g’ju.suﬁca ossible to analyse
t areto also believed that in the presence of these derivations W?Sil:ns the fact that an
. '© Underlying constant elements called residues. Pareto alsp i ns to be logical but
mﬁmt{f number of derivations are used by humans ©© il th%lr E:/leod to have remained
coe Tesidues remain constant, Pareto listed six residues that e Ve

Nstant throughout in the Western World. Pare

= s that these classes of
reSi ¢ ¥ - .
duesare closely related to human instincts and prop

to also claim

ensities. These include:
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e Instinct for combination

e Group persistence

o Ability to show sentiments through actions and outer expressions
e Power to impose power on society
e Residue of personal integrity
e Residue of sex
Pareto intended to show that the same set of residyes could give rise to a wide variety of
0 claimed that men deceive themselves

not able to say clearly wheth

were they a result of s Wy of
never able to describgltl;le S0C10-historjca] Process, A or physical forces or fact;a
: Cactual -Another criticism ; eto
between the different residues A:ll A Ofresidues apg thr e o xiste
the classification of the residy - Another Criticism ¢ L e relationships that €
sentiments named in 5 differe e: a5 Vague ang atth came from Bogardus state” an
not been defined we|| Nt ma €se were just human instincts ;

g inth * Criticig i
instincts. The theory i aksoi:il'ls'e Z Seczltlmsrn 15 the fact that residuc® Eto
are notjustifiable it 1Cis CCause jt i ben,l tobe a decorative name giV°
weather cock and the 3 i

ifthe underlying Tesi
use of residueg and d

1eved that residues and derivat’lﬁn:
Orokin, derivatjons are just hkerl
© Wind direction and not same e\*ﬂe
:E ComFs into criticism becats®
81otions sometimes.

Seare change . “Cording

dqe is Constapg
envatlons may o
Pareto’s theg :

1 ; ement>
Of the Society, explaining social moV

6. How did Paretq alTive g
7. How is the theory of res

€en rec: .
N residues ang derivatloﬂs?

74 LOGICAL AND NON-LOGICAL ACTIONS

While studying economics, Pareto concluded that economics was limited to only a single
aspect of human action: the action that was rational and logical anq was followec'i to
acquire limited resources. Pareto, however, believed that human behaviours were logical
subjectively as well as objectively. According to him an action was logical ifthe 11"-}33;15
employed to attain the resources are objectively united and the goal isachieved objectively.
Pareto was also convinced of the fact that true logical action was veryrarely performed.
He turned to sociology when he was convinced of the fact that human affairs were
guided by non-logical and non-rational actions.

Pareto broadly divided all actions into two broad categories: personal and social.

: lity.
He further said that all actions or social phenomenon had two aspects: form and reality

: mind and
Form inwhi ‘ menon presents itself to the human:
i1s the way in which the social pheno P the actual existence of

is something sub jective. Reality, on the other hand, involves e

. * ; ctions
things and is completely objective. Pareto also claimed that ai} personal angsgl:lla (;vi e
had two parts: ends and means. Using the basic traits of actions, Pareto finally

actions as logical actions and non-logical actions. '
umans was based on either

Pareto said that every social or personal action of h
: ; . ; ; based on
logical actions or non- logical actions. Logical actions are the actions thatare

i : : ends are
logic and experiment. These actions are the ones in which the means and

Connected,

Logical Action

: . . . e means and the
Alogical action is the one in which the logical connection between th e

ends exist both in the mind of the person who performs the action and i
reality. Logical action is thus pure rational action. In alogical action, thelogica rC;:) e
between the means and the end must be approved by the person who pe the action
acFion and other people who have enough knowledge of the faf:t '\v\{hethe(ri it
CINg performed is real or not. Thus, a logical action is l:foth subjectlf.fe an Lngad
areto said that a logical action is subjective because tis liked by cerainBers o v
Of personal reasons. A logical action is objective because the end result0

i i e following
°€n predicted on the basis of some observations. Thus, Pareto enlisted th
¢ ‘o ; '
Aracteristics of logical actions.
® Logical actions are based on logic and experiment.

° All'Pﬁrsonai or social actions that have adjustment between
logical actions.

means and ends are

[ $ .
Logical actions are real.

® Logical actions are objective.

; ‘ectively.
* Logical action must be accepted by the actor and de@ed Objfustiﬁed.
® Forlogical actions, the ends and means must b scientificand]

X . 3 - maginations.
* There is no place for logical actions in prejudices and Imag!

- hind the
.1 sanctions be
* Iflogical actions are justified then there must be social

Justification, sween the means

. ctionbe
® Foran action to be logical, there must be 2 logical conn
Used and the end so attained.
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e Logical actions must be motivated by reasoning,
e Logical actions must be rational.

Non-Logical Actions

Non logical actions are all those human actions that do not fall in the scope of logical
actions. Pareto says that since these actions are non-logical it does not mean they are
illogical. Non logical actions are guided by sentiments and other non-
logical actions are all those actions that do not show any logical co
means and ends either subjectively or objectively. The nop-
into four categories.

logical factors. Non
nnection between the
logical actions can be divided

e The no-no category in which the actions are not logical. There is no connection
between t-he ends and the means and the means applied do not give any result
that is logical. g y

e The no- yes category is the category in which the
not logically connected to the act performed. Ho
wrongly believes that the means that :
desires.

result that an action will give is
Wever, in such actions, the actor

he has applied wi]] give the result that he

logical. Another criticism is tha itisalso
the ends related with an action, A
actions is more than that of logical
action that is guided by imagin
thatnon-logical actions are
achieve the desired goal,

difficult to dist-glca,l and which action is no"”
nother criticigy, ;6 t;1 8uish between the means 414
actions, Thig ; at the numper of non-logic?

. : 1sbecay,
ation, sentimentg and thj . ujilnans want to perform any
g

very logical beoauSe th ey think -AlS0 humansg want to pl‘OVe

Soand are K
‘ somehow able
Pareto studied actions 0

Pareto believed that every acy
action to be logical through th
often fail to demonstrate log
appear logical. This in turp
achieved objectively or as w

N the basis of the:
. thelr rela z
tion ¢
1on Was based on 1e O rough 1o ds
g N logijc 0gic. In other word>:

€Ir act . and hu ;

10ns Erti tl;: thejr own Wa)l?itrlls ?l;led to prove eVeU;

€y alwa - 1 other words, humat
S Want to maje their thinking

as desired by the action thsnired g0al which may not be

ical action
helps humapg attain

twag performed.

)y -

CuEcK YOUR PROGRESS

8. Whatis a logical action as defined by Pareto?

9. What is a non-logical action according to Pareto?

10. Whatis the criticism of logical and non-logical actions?

75 SUMMARY

° Pareto as a sociologist and economist gave several theories and principles that
can be applied today as well to the society. _

® Pareto’s Law or the 80/20 Rule can be applied to anything and every action inthe
society. According to Pareto, the 80/20 Rule says that 20 percent of people possess
80 percent of wealth.

® This principle holds true for a wide range of activities in the present day as well.
In addition to this, Pareto also gave several other economic concepts that are
used today. .

® Pareto developed the theory of Circulation of Elites in wl?ich he Sfild that regmslse
change or movement does take place inevery society and is a continuous Process.
However, accordin gto

® Pareto, regime change or a movement took place when one elite Wastep
another and not when rulers were overthrown.

® Pareto sajqd t ing elite are people wh ik
adminjstratiol;aftmﬂ::ﬁi?;irr;;lr;gﬂ?:iondgfvenﬁmg clite are the restof the mdmduaﬁljs.

® The non-governing elite though not powerful are in a position that can affeciacz
decisions of the elite. The Circulation of Elites according to Pareto takes p
between the governing and the non- governing elites. . din

® Paretoalgg developed the concept of residues and derivations. Regidues aczohavi
' Pareto were the constant factors that affected the way th.e s o=
While derivations are the underlying elements and keep changing-

® Pareto developed the concept of logical and non—logical actions to “31 e

ehaviour of human. According to Pareto, logical actions Were e
ased on experiment.,

® Butmost of the actions that humans performed were non-logical a
Y Sentiments and non-logical factors.

L] .
Par}“-to also concluded that the humans tried to prove
Ogical and helped them achieve their goals. The concep
Are used to study the various aspects of a society.

laced by

o somehow affect the way the

xplain the
well as

nd were guided

that their actions Were
ts developed by Pareto

7.6 KE
Y TERMS
= nnection between

® Logical action: A logical action is the one in which the 1ogica1;‘;h0 performs the
€ Means and the ends exist both in the mind of the perso

ac L :
tonand the objective reality.
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Vilfredo Pareto o Residues: Residues are intermediary between the sentiments, we cannot know 3. Analyse the concept of logical and non-logical actions. i

directly and the belief systems and acts that can be known and analysed. | 4. ‘Pareto studied sociology holding to the fact that much of social actions were

. non-logical and most person actions were designed to give spurious logic to the

— 7.7 ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’ non-rational actions.” Analyse the statement. NOTES
1. Pareto obscrvgd the fact t[':lat 20 per cent of people owned 80 per cent of wealth 7.9 FURTHER READING
and mathematically described it. This later came to be known as Pareto’s Rule. —

2. Ophelimity is an economic conc

Aeloy ept that was introduced by Pareto and is a measure Abel, Theodore. 1980. The F. oundations of Sociological Theory. Jaipur: Rawat
of economic satisfaction. Publications.
3. Pareto distribution is probability distribution th : : ical Abrah i i j I
. PR atd -physical am, Francis M. and John H Morgan. 1985. Sociological Thought. Chennat:
actuarial and scientific phenomany, escribes social, geo-phy T ey n Henry Morg g
4, Acct(})lrdmg to Pareto, regime change took place when one elite was replaced by Aron, Raymond, 1965. Main Currents in Sociological Thought, Vol. 1and I Middlesex:
another and not when rulers were overthrown Penguin Books
5. The criti M i, - | . Vaki
a n?eﬁoglifg; gfi:;?nommulah?n ofElites i that Pareto was unable to provid® | Soguardus, Emory $.1969. The Development of Social Theory. Mumbai: Vakils, Feffa
assumed that the elite “g,;ﬁz ﬁ:ﬁnmg the superior qualities of elites. pareto just - and Simons,
Ve Supers i . .
B s dd Perior qualities than the non-elites. i tzer, George. 1988, Sociological Theory, Second edition. New York: McGraw-Hill.
doctrines that were associateq -residues and derivations, Pareto investigat®

8. Logical actions are rational actj ¥ * ol
means and the ends are logi

- Non-logical actiong are tho,

They are guided b i
: Y sentim,
connection between the o et

ends anq
10. The criticism of logi P

? the
on ex e]']m se acthﬂSy
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donot fall in the scope of logical J

o a
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ttodi gical and ngp logical 415 of non-logjcal actions. :
cast to distinguish Which a8l actiong o atitis?
not easy to distiney: h actiong are g gical Ofl_les from the fac_t th ] itis
_ Stinguish between the e and which are non-logical.
and the ends

1. Write a shq
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