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About the University

Rajiv Gandhi University (formerly Arunachal University) is a premier institution for higher education in the state
of Arunachal Pradesh and has completed twenty-five years of its existence. Late Smt. Indira Gandhi, the then

Prime Minister of India, laid the foundation stone of the university on 4th February, 1984 at Rono Hills, where the
present campus is located.

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 1st 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
selection as a 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 April, 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 acres overlooking the river
Dikrong. It is 6.5 km from the National Highway 52-A and 25 km from Itanagar, the State capital. The campus
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 been extending educational
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.

The academic year 2000-2001 was a year of consolidation for the University. The switch over from the
annual to the semester system took off smoothly and the performance of the students registered a marked
improvement. Various syllabi designed by Boards of Post-graduate Studies (BPGS) have been implemented.

VSAT facility installed by the ERNET India, New Delhi under the UGC-Infonet program, provides Internet
access.

Services, but also in various institutions, industries and organizations.
in the National Eligibility Test (NET).

Since inception, the University has made si

gnificant progress in teaching, research, innovations in curriculum
development and developing infrastructure.
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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 classic sociological theories
are still considered important and relevant.

Whereas the field of sociology itself and sociological theory by extension is
relatively new, dating to 18" 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 communities, organizations and relationships. Sociological theory is not justa
collection of answers to queries about the nature and essence of society. Not only it
provides many answers, it also offers help in putting tetter questions and further developing
research projects that can help better understand the complex social phenomena.

Like any other subject of science, it is 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 is very closely connected to a long history of social thought dating
back to Greek philosophers, Roman lawyers, and Jewish and Christian religious scholars,
This period can be termed as the prehistory of sociological theory. Their systematic way
of thinking about society laid a foundation for the sociological thought capable of
understanding and expressing the emerging complexities in society.

Sociologists use empirical investigation and critical analysis to develop theories
about human social activity. The goal of sociologists is to develop theories that will help
explain the social world and make predictions about the future of the social world. The
book Classical Sociological Thinkers discusses various classical and modern
sociologists, their concepts of sociological evolution and the various theories they
propounded.

The learning material in the book is presented in a structured format so that it is
casy to grasp. Each unit begins with an Introduction followed by Unit Objectives. The
detailed content is then presented in a simple language, interspersed with Check Your
Progress questions to enable the student to test his/her understanding as and when he/
she goes through each unit. Summary and Key Terms provided at the end of each unit
help in quick recollection. Questions and Exercises are also provided for further practice

.

Introduction

NOTES

Self-Instructional
Material 1
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\ 1.0 INTRODUCTION

Emile Durkheim offered a more coherent theory than any of.the othe.r sociological
theorists. He articulated the concepts ina rather clear, theoretically Oﬂe;tedlmgnngr
and used it in a variety of specific works. Supporters would say tt{at ec aﬂ;);hm
Durkheim’s thinking stems from this coherence, Yvhereas_ detractorvsvrtrlllz‘%ht Cotfll:en at
the clarity is the result of the comparative simplicity of l.lls,ﬂlgi)i;yl; . t:«_;lteveél te (;as,;; it
is certainly easier to realize the real essence of Durkheim’s ing than that of other

classical theorists. _ 8 x
The heart of Durkheim’s theory lies in h}s concept of soqlal fact. Dul‘khe.lm
differentiated between the two basic types of social faf:ts‘——'mat.erlal anfi .nonmaten.al.
Although both of these occupied a place of causa! priority in his theorizing, material
social facts (for example, division of labf)ur, dynam@ density and la.w) were not the most
rces in Durkheim’s theoretical system. His main focus was on

important large-scale fo : ;i - : !
mber of them, including collective conscience,
non- i -] facts. He dealt withanu a
on-material social oAt

; jons and social ¢ )
collective re[:;:::::;y ofsuicideisa good illustration of the aniﬁcance cfti;lllon-r.r:litleliti;
social facts in his work. In his basi¢ causal model, cl}angffsf ;']errll(t)ilill;:(lia:lz;n ;C;(C)Lr i
ultimately cause differences in suicid'e rates. Du.rkl.lelm e e A
of suicide — egoistic, altruistic, anomi© and fatalistic ? A de was taken by Durkheim
by different changes in social currents- The Smdyt(x) Su‘lc; il e hesacial
and his supporters as the evidence that S(_)Clology alsda glain e e sctn o
sciences. After all, it was argued, if sopiology oot L 908
individualistic, then it certainly could
social life.

be used to explain other, less individual aspects of

A . ed on another aspect of culture, called ‘religion’.
In his later work, Durkheim f‘;;l:lrskheim sought to show the roots of religion in the

Inhis analysis of primitive religion. B o
Social stru)c,:ture ;)f society. Itis society that defines certain things as sacred and others

a1 sources of religion in his analysis of
as profane. Durkheim demonstrated the s0cta '
Primitive totemism and its roots in all social structures of the clan. Furthermore, totemism

Self-lnstructional
Material 55
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f pathologies of the modem division of labour.

was seen as a specific formﬁgf th}e rggﬂgcgvg_gggsgiefce’r_r_l_aniﬁes_tedv in a primitive society.
Tts source, as well as the soRtCelnfAILabilectie praducts lidshitfe plocebs O@M%
éfféfvmm'eméﬁdrburkheimarguedmarmﬁgioﬁand‘societyare'onwnd"the"
same — two manifestations of the same general process.

’ Since he identified society with God, and also because he deified socigty, Dunkheim
fhd not urfge.for a s?cial revolution. Instead, he should be seenas:a 'Ls,m;eialiﬁefo:ltner
u}terested Inimproving the way the society functions. Whereas Marx gmmemneﬂable
differences between capitalist and workers, Durkheim believedthit theséarofipsicould
be united in occu?aﬁonal associations. He urged that these associations'étiouldbesét up
to restore collective morality in the modern worldand-toldope;witlosie ofitifé ciirable

However in thexnd; Sicheatow) strictural

broader cultural problemhappidgues the
some hope in the curious riftfdi §ysfein of
‘cultofthe individual’, etmsT (s &

22913014 oY HaodD)' o4 srovwand 00

FOALI9XA DAE 2012500 11+
anibgsst podiued -

reforms could not really come up with the
modern world. Here, Durkheim invested
collective morality that he labelled as the

L1 UNIT OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to: "
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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 educatiop
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 Yvould 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 per.s?n.al successes f?r
Durkheim. In 1893, he published his French doctorz}l thesis, The Dt}:tszon of Labour in
Society, as well as a thesis on Montesquieu. His major methc?dologlcal sta.temenF, Ihe
Rules 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 full professor
at Bordeaux. In 1902, he was called to the famous French university, the .Sorbon_ne, and
in 1906 he was named as “the professor of the science of educatlon’_, a tltle’ wh;ch was
changed in 1913 to ‘professor of the science of education and sqcmlogy . His other
famous work, The Elementary Forms of Re ligious Life, was published in 1912.

Presently, Durkheim is most often thoughtofasa ppliﬁcal conservative, e.md hls
influence within sociology certainly has been a conservative one. Ho'wever, c!unng his
time, he was considered as a liberal. This was exemplified by tl}e active public role pe
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 fieegly offend?d by th'e
Dreyfus affair, particularly its anti- Semitism. However, Durkhefm.dld not attnbu.te this
anti-Semitism to racism among the French people. Cha.ractenstlcally, hesawitasa
symptom of the moral sickness confronting French society asa whole. He made the

following remark: .
‘When society undergoes suffering, it feels the need to find someone whom it

i -ts sickness, on whom it can avenge its misfortunes; and
f:&g%;ﬁif&fﬂ:ﬁg ospinion already discrimi.nates are r}amrally designated
for thisgrole. These are in pariahs who. serve as expiatory victims. Wh:at co.nﬁms
me in this interpretation is the way in which the result of Dreyfus’s trial was

ceted in 1894. There was a surge of joy in the bf)ulevard§. People celebrated as
o t should have been a cause for public mourning. At least they knew
e for the charge: economic troubles and moral distress in which
o o oot ame from the Jews. The charge had been officially proved.

; sble ¢
t};‘;ﬁ;‘s'i‘i‘;l;:g(:f:n e, things already seemed to be getting better and people felt

consoled.’
. ir stemmed from his deep and lifelong
Th s interest in the Dreyfus aﬁ'anr_s . ‘
mt::éslt)}lrkhel;? s l:nd the moral crisis confronting modern society. To Durk.helm: the
e ey crises like it lay in ending the moral disorder in society.

answ affair and ;
Sincee;t ?Otllllltzl ]zzfcu:lone quicklyor easily, Durkheim sug:gested government efforts.to
show the public how it is being misled. He urged people to ‘have the courage to proclaim

aloud what they think, and to unite together in order to achieve vif:tory in the struggle
against public madness’ (Lukes, 1972;P- 347). o y _
: i ialism is also taken as evidence agains
) im’ 8/1962) interest in soc1alism 15 .

the idealzhu;:(ll:: lvrvna: ; lc?)iservati\)'e, but his kind of socialism was very different from the
kind that an out of date hypotheses’ (Lukes, 1972 ?23)-f To P“fkulrnn,hsoqlall§m
represented a movement aimed at the moral regeneration o society through scientific

rt-term political methods or the economic

morality; and he was not interested in sho 1 x X
aspects of socialism. He did not see the proletarat as the salvation of society, and he

Emile Durkheim

NOTES
Self-Instructional
Material 51
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Check Your Progress

1. What was the name
of Durkheim’s
French doctoral
thesis?

2. Why was Durkheim
considered a liberal
in his times?
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was greatly opposed to agitation or violence. Socialism for Durkheim was very different
from what we usually think of as socialism; it simply represented a system in which the
moral principles discovered by scientific sociology were to be applied.’

D_urkheim, as we will see throughout this unit, had a profound influence on the
development of sociology, but his influence was not restricted to only that. Much of his
impact on other fields came through the journal .’ nnee Sociologiqgue, which he founded
in 1898. An intellectual circle arose around the journal with Durkheim at its centre.
Through t, he and his ideas influenced such fields as anthro;;ology, history, linguistics
and — somewhat ironically, considering his early attacks on the field — psychology.

Durkheim -died onl5 N(?vember 1917, as a celebrated figure in French intellectual circles.
However, it was not until over twenty years later, with the publication of Talcott Parsons’
The Structure of Social Act.

/ ! ion (1937), that his work became a significant influence on
American sociology.

1.3 DIVISION OF LABOUR IR

E—

The first major book of Durkheim, De la division dy, travail social, was also his doctoral
thesis. He was deeply influenced by the theories of Auguste Cor;lte Not o]

the relationship or link between the individual and the collective fo o LR
book. Through this book, Durkheim wishes to £ rms the theme of the

find out, ¢ inlici g s
achieve what is the condition of social existence, $a22§$§$:$§2§ Ety i
Durkhelrr'l’s refply isthatitis through the distinction between mechanical lidari
and organic solidarity. The main featyre of ‘mechanical solidarity’ ; o
Durkheim feels that there is hardly i q 18 resemblance.
solidarity-based society. The memb
emotions, they also treasure the sam

Therefore, they resemble each other,

of the segment. It is not only self- ¢
o a
o ot Bl ooy gy
ntiation designated b Niradict; a
possible for a segmentzﬁ stru ¢ solidarity’ 1y, ;Zl:to'f e p!]el']omi?;s
e . an extremely ain societies, 1t 2
ivision of labour: Y advanced form of economic

Yy the tel‘m ‘Qrgani
Cture to exist, with

In continuation of local autonomies, and in the force of custom, thg ideg of segmental
structure is not recognized with the solidarity of resemblal.lce. IF only upphes Fhe power
of tradition. The concept of segmental structure is not identified vfuth solidarity (:5
resemblance but implies the comparative se gregation a.nd self—sufﬁm?ncty of a sever
elements. In other words, a full society is like a combinangn of several §1rmlar segments,
under absolute rule or autocracy. You could actually imagine sevs:ral tnbf.:s or reglo_nally
independent groups, under perhaps one powerful central auti.lonty, laclgng the utlinty gtf
resemblance of the segment being disturbed. It wpuld be without the demarca qn
function characteristic of organic solidarity operating on the level of the whole society.

It is very important to note here that Durkhei@ s division of lapomfdlﬁ‘emafégrrg
the concept of division of labour as deﬁ.n.ed by economists. T%le dc?gamagog gnovc;;:llilfh i
and multiplication of industrial activities staqd fgr the som.al (;1 fferen tia e
precedence according to Durkheim. The beginning of social differentiation sign
fall of mechanical solidarity and segmental structures. . :

Durkheim believed that collective consciousness is ‘the b(.)dfy ofdbehet:it;sn ant(i
sentiments common to the average members of a society”. These jbehe S an ser;d ; er:l :
have an existence of their own. However, .the co.llectl.ve conscmuim;:s re.ci?d 5y é;ual
individual’s sentiments and beliefs to contl'nue, is lo-glcally se:lz(lra e1 om 1cordin i
consciousness. The development of collective COIlSClOl.lSIleSS takes place a;. A (il %
its own set of rules and laws and is not merely the expression or the outcome of in

COnsciousness.

There are different levels of collective consciousness in different social orders.

According to Durkheim, wherever societies are domma:gd ?glngilltléﬁsi?gg:g;m;
greater part of individual consciousness 1s adqpted by Tibb b a.nd
such situations, a major share of existence 1S go'\/f«me dysocialim I;atjves ghnie
prohibitions. Durkheim suggested that the_se prohibitions an i fz : S
by the members of a society based on mechanical solidarity, on‘
notbe embraged . cord. Instead, these are imposed on the majority. An md1v1du§11
ownar of tiElr - a(;.a[ive.s just as he would to a higher authority. The force of l':lllS
g“llles ltn . Sulfsllilgtllgiess coincides with its degree. In primitive societies, there exists
ollective co

‘nst crime as well as collective consciousness. Each act of social existence,
resentment agains

. details of what

. St acterized by a deep level of accuracy. The Is of
e O me:_l’xgucﬁr are imposed by the collective consciousness on 1r@v1dual
ought to be done and nglrkheim says that in societies characterized by the difference
members. On the contrary: t, each individual is free to believe, to want and

. e en than no :
:)etween }llndl‘.”ﬁuali:’;?]o)rzriieim organic solidarity probably meanta loosening of the
O act as he wishes. i

i ; areduction in collective
. : ss has on the sphere of existence; a educt :
1r:>;SUFhat col}ecrlt\l']z Cigsgézgﬁzhibiﬁons’ and most of all, scope for individual analysis of
on agains
el Durkheim’s suggestions with the following example. In a
. .YOU can compreherlfi ds of justice will be determined accurately})y.col.lectlee
Primitive society, the deman d by division of labour, the demands for justice will

sentiments. In societies characterize jousnessina general manner and only ina concept.
be formul the collective conscl 5 ive 1 i he
Inthe ﬁrs?t:S:;ple justice implies that a given person receives a given thing. In t

Second example, what justice demands is that each Orllle rgceg:su}:elst fu“eeé;h;: o?ltll?e
Comprises seser;l probable things, which are not reatty °

Word, nor are they unambiguously fixed.
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: 'D}lrlfhe.lm proposed a thought which was the core of his entire sociology. For him
an 1.nd.1v1fiua] is born of society, and not the other way round. The historical 'riorit 01,:

soc1et1es'm .which the individuals resemble one another, are so to speak, lostin It)he wh}cl)le
Z:/:Z :;:g:;:.; tzt;ii; :Sl:ﬁl‘bce(rjl?ci;e .au;quir.ed both awareness in their individuality and
t.C vist societies, societies in which each one resembles

everyone e is hi i
¥ gzity = tllslz,j z:tr?gcf;?(t) in t;me..From this historical priority, there results a rationale of
il indiVircxl 0 1sol;nal'phe.nomﬁna. The division of labour is seen by many.
Pt uatlhsi y dlYIdln.g the task so as to increase the volume produced
W D s ier, s clarification as an understanding of individual behaviour
e ;1; as adreve.rsal of a true order. By believing that men divided
el u tan dgsmgned each individual a task of his own so as to
S e o consciotfs 211 1t§ usefulness, one is presuming that each individual is
i aWo is dlﬂgregce before social differentiation, If Durkheim’s
e 2 areness of 1nd1viduality could not1 oani idari

and the division of labour. Therefore. it is D kheim’ 'Ot f e o copaninsalidanty

) urkheim’s beliefthat the rational pursuit of

increased output cannot offe
T an explanation for social dj th
i Dtoit ; social differentiati i i
presumes that very social differentiation whichitis expected iznnatll(?n, s iy et
explain.

T}le (0] i

was the priority of the whole oy H
_ € over the parts. i
reducible to the sum of its elements. = Riserediace el At

Following the theory of crime, Durkheim went on to explain the theory of
punishment. He rejected the classic explanations of punishment wherein the function of
punishments is to check the guilty actand stop it from occurring again. It is Durkheim’s
belief that the point and meaning of punishment is not to scare. Instead, the rationale is
to render satisfaction to the common consciousness. For Durkheim, an act committed
by an individual member of the collective offends the collective consciousness, which
needs to be compensated. The compensation comes in the form of punishment of the
guilty, which satisfie~ the collective. Sociologically speaking, Durkheim’s analysis of

punishment could bz considered rather accurate.

The second kind of law is the one Durkheim usually refers to as restitutive. The
point is no longer to punish, but to re-establish the condi.tion of things as it should have
been in harmony with justice. Aman who has not settled his deb.t eyl Mol helsss
this restitutive law, of which commercial law is an example, is not the only type of law

: solidarity. At any rate, we must understand

characteristics of societies with organic g olation aimi
restitutive law in a very broad sense whereby it includes all aspects of leglslfmo.n aiming
to bring upon cooperation among individuals, administrative law and constitutional law

which belong to the same token to the group of cooperative legi slation.. Th;y Bslesy e
expression of the sentiments common to a collectivity than thg orgam-zatxon of regular
and ordered co-existence among individuals who are already differentiated.

Modern society is not based ona greement any more than the dms“’nd(’“ffbf)“rbis
explained by the rational decision of individua! to increase the c.omm?ntpm _UCth;lty y
dividing the tasks among them. If modern society yerea contr E;Cullla 1S Soc{et)’, ; enit
would explain in terms of individual behaviour, and it is exgct ét e opposite of what
Durkheim desires to show. While 0pposing Contﬁ_’cm?h?ts Lie peenest S, Y
economists, Durkheim does not reject thatin mgdem SOCEUG;S: angcgiilsn%{ reSponstlEFy
is indeed played by contracts freely accomplished amotnc,fig els SRt zln do:;v?r’ tt oy
contractual agreement is a derivative of the arrflngemen :i’ o y e erlfva ve
of the state of the collective consciouspess. in 'th_g mlOS ;f; freei yéead(:ra E:re ecr)rrle'c;r:
inCrmsi“gly wider sphere t0 exist in which indivi ual : Sytlmcturye e ag:thoriz
between themselves, the society must first of all havealegals T IO keS
free choice on the part of individuals. In other word§, lr(litir-ltﬁe e thr;;;ce lS eﬂ ﬁ
place within a social background whichis not dfetermm.e . }l, g fie g anns dos v[ i}
is the division of labour by differentiation which s the original conat Xxistence

of the sph f ement Contracts aré accompliShed between individuals, but. e

ot phere of agre ding towhich these agreements are concluded are detelmu.med

N thea]nd _Sfit qf]aw; ?c}fgn el shared by the whole society of the just
egislation whichl

sses the idea

and the unjust, the permissible and the prohlbnted.
The society in which the organic 'tt);p; (())frsi;)lt
. mmunity- ocie
sill))lsetlictﬁ?i]:: (t)? 312%;3?:;[::1 f;)pcl;??or the military type- Modern society is defined first and

i -0 of which contractualism is the result
i of social demarcationo . |
N va/n ‘SSt s phenorrtlsnogason of the phenomenon we are studying, the reason of the
organice m]u;t l(_>0k forf ecria] diff en as an arrangement, characteristic of
solidarity or of so

erentiation € : .
modern societies. It i ta priori sightly that one can indeed find
ocieties. It 1S nO )

and it may even be uns :
the reason of the phenomenon which is not simple and isolable, but which is rather an
aspect of the whole of society- Durk

heim, howeVer, wants to decide the reason of
phetiothenon throughwhich he has examined the growth of the division of labour in
modern societies.

idarity exists is not defined by the
he modern society defined by the
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3. According to
Durkheim, what is
mechanical
solidarity?

4. How did Durkheim
justify punishment
for a crime?
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As we have seen, we are dealing here with a basically social phenomenon. When
thsa pl}enomenon to be explained is essentially social, the reason, in harmony with the
pr.mc1pal. of homogeneity of cause and effect, also ou ght to be social. Thus, we do away
with the individualist explanation. Curiously, Durkheim gets rid of an explanation which
Cor.nte had also considered as eliminated, i.¢., the explanation whereby the vital factor in
social growth was held to be boredom, or the effort to overcome or avoid boredom. He

also discus . X
iy inses 0t(lile seargh f.qr happiness as an explanation, for, he says, nothing proves
modem societies are happier than men in archaic societies.

s ﬂl'l‘:? Iﬁ::::;m o§ lalbour cannot be explained by boredom or by the pursuit of happiness
O diVis‘ie o %) easure or by the wish to increase the productivity of collective
; on of collective labour, being a social phenomenon, can only be explained

\ a Hllxture 0 i 1 i

CO]leCtril:/hi:yquaIHols?vty of asociety is simply the number of individuals belonging to a particular
At —.incr e:s‘;e'r’ only quantity is r}ot the basis of social differentiati:n. In order for
In number — to bring about differentiation, there must also be both

material and moral density. Density in th i
: e i X
a particular ground surface. &l material sense is the number of individuals on

Moral density, it seems, is i i
R : ; »18 approximately the intensit mmunicati
individuals, i.e., the intensity of interaction. Thee L cation botween

individuals, the extra they work together, the extr

el

tenet of the sociological Ping with wh

me kA et atD . "
social phenomenon, rather tthh:r:l ht}?e cl.anﬁcation ofa SOClilﬂl(helm considered to be 2
phenomena. the justificatioy, al phenomenon by another

of i
asocial phenomenop by individual

1.4 SOCIAL FACT

foundation. The two

rinci -
follows: principles that can be clearly seen iy, Durkh
r

€Im’s sociology are a5

(i) Sociology must be a science which has a methodology similar to the physical-
natural sciences, that is, based on positivism.

(i) The positivist science of society goes against philosophy and psychology. Durkheim
considered the newly developed positivism of Auguste Comte, one qf the founders
of sociology, as a model of ‘science’. Clearly he had a strong influence on
Durkheim’s sociology. Remember, Comte ’s thought favoured a pos_lt'lve progression
of all the sciences whose last stage will be sociology (whicfh he imtla-ll.y refeITed to
as social physics). He called sociology the most sopln§t1ca.ted positive scwnf:e,
because its study integrated in humanity all the contributions made by earlier

sciences.

Durkheim’s assumption was that the science dealt with ‘things’ instead of ‘ideas’

or ‘concepts’. Therefore, his initial point is generally the sensation, sensitive information

and the exterior of things. In his own words,

sation for which is given us the exterior of the things, it
science, in order to be objective, it should start, not
formed without her, but from sensation. It is of the
hould take the elements of its initial definitions

Since it is for the sen
therefore can be said in short:
from concepts that have been
sensitive data of those that it s

directly.

This very positivism lead to the construction of Durkheim’s most pgpular epiftt}(:'mm?g';?;ﬂ
‘rules’ (regles) —the rule that social facts (f.aits) should be‘ cc?n51de.red ?Sd :ingil' E e
term ‘thing’ for Durkheim was purely realistic. He felt that I.t 1 e¥hmg, mh eeh, all what
is given, all what offers or, rather, it is imposed to the 0b§ervat10n. O.Ueat t' ep fen?mena}
like things, it is to treat them in quality of data that c?nstltu.te t,he S’tarfmg point OhSClel‘l;()e,
Therefore, according to Durkheim, ‘thing’ has 10 material ‘meaningas n‘lay ave .e:;
the usual connotation because sociology shou Id bg aun_ed at fiomg awa),;r with lE)reconcew 4
ideas’. Sociology should deviate from sgclologxcal idealism, away om.t 1e analy51§ 0
apriori ideas considered to be the stargng point of fesgar’ch and alc):.cm ding to vl:l}:@
needs are required to be adjusted to reality. Although ‘thing” was ambiguous, Durkheim

was sure of its goals, which were as follows: I
1 that sociology Was objective and scientific and followed the positivist
. To e‘(‘ﬁsgrf of the physical—natural sciences. Like physics and astronomy, sociology
para . .
takes into consideration

a limited number of facts, as the subject matter of study

for its researchers Therefore, it does not study illusions or speculations.
oritsres :

2. The word ‘thing’ become

s clear from the fact that the sociologist reaches a
. itv. which is imposed on people. The social
: i 1y constructed reality, W . .

soc1ally A hlsmré:iiyfor sure, but becomes a concrete reality, Whl(?h forces or
reah?y . COnSFI’uthe réal meaning of ‘thing’, thatis, a soc1al'fact, which, df.?Splte
res.tncts e It.ls f human beings, comes to them as a given and requires a
ben'lg g 01 scrutinize, describe and explain it. From a.method.ologlcal
socxolog'x . tc:hmere s); jmportant thing Durkheim feels is that sociology, like other
perspective, the mo
sciences, relies on ‘observ

ation’ Therefore, the social facts, or ‘things’, have a
a s Aisnidis dhavea BT
i al to the indi vidual an
dual quality — ‘They are exterh .
over him.’

im ai i i secondary education, for which he wished
E&?fs‘;‘)f;lyagl:lifep; Tifzzgltﬂzioﬁﬁay abstract _litiratuge (Ii”émi.ltl-ri ,a bt gt;, i ie)}‘[ It
Wasn’t enough for philosophy 10 be a mere rhetoric xf,fi ﬁgrl; agegu ;iiosnsabilslea 0‘;
Wanted philosophy tobe a lot more scientific by diver O} tlce i ‘h dor
Metaphysics. In fact, what guided his epistemology Was th i netaphysics,
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which would become clearer in the study of religion, denying the supernatural emphatical.ly.
He disagrees with philosophy so that sociology could stop being an ambiguous social
philosophy aimed at rendering a positivist consistency to the study of social facts.

Being apprehensive about the ground of morality, Durkheim presumed a social

reality which played an importantrole of being the moral ground like Kant who introduced
God as the ‘postulate of practical reason’.

The individual considers social facts to be not just external but also coercive
because they are born from society, not from him or his

generis reality. Although Durkheim does not den
‘truly, society has a ‘substratum’ in the form of i

‘Ifitis possible to say, in certain way, that the collective representations are exterior to
the individual consciences, it is because they do not derive from isolate individuals, but of
his grouping; what is very different.” He uses the model of chemical synthesis to explain
his thesis. This does not get reduced to the sum of it

: S constituent elements but gives new
properties to the parts or components that make itup.

authority. It originates as a sui
y that society is made up of people:
dividuals but is not reduced to them”.

1.5 RULES OF SOCIOLOGICAL METHODS

Itis probable that man has alwg :
lived, accord ys classified, more or Jesg clearly, the things on which he

ing to the means he used t
: ' 0 getthem; for example. an; iving in the
water, or in the air or on the ground. But at fj F:Ne}zr::;? als 11v1r;g (;r;/ o
connecte

each other or systematized, T ivi

Certain closely linked to practical
the universe between the totems of hjg e Wiﬂaspects. The Australians do not classify

et 12 view to regulate his conduct or even
€a of the totemn being fundamental for him

function in general.

Itis very simple to ana]

yse how thege lasc; :

and the most basic fo : - Cassifications wey est
i SIC form of socig] OTganization, Hoy, -1 modelled on the clos

Ly was not just a mode] followed by the clag; ever, it is not going far enough-

divisions that served as divisions for the classifi catory thought, ¢ comprised its OWN
ca

in the fonn of g[‘oups. F
the two means of groupi

Moieties were the first genera — Clans

: VL ! : ; .
essential parts of society, and thejr place first species, Thi g

s ngs were g ed to be
In Societ i Fanhs

Y determineq their place in nature. One
Craare usually conceived

may even wonder whether the schemat

€ Manner in whjcp, gen

may not have depended in part on the same influences. Itis deﬁmtel?/1 tr:zlt l\:;tél:;]ct :;;1:2
that concepts and their interrelations h?ve so usually been represe
and eccentric circles, interior and exterior to each other, etc. . o »
Not just the external forms of classes, but also th‘;i idi:?ztsou;ﬁg&i ;h—e_mthaguf
themselves possess social origin. Since h}lman groupsth o et s
o i?tortilgut:tli):r;i_nl;:l;;e’frofng;engs to species, species to
. - : A ¢ _
Vi, and s ot sters rom e eqaly diminishing extentpesened by soial
groups’as one leaves the largest and oldest, and reaches the mo

i it is because the society
derivative. If the totality of things is viewed as a single system, 1t18 be

. . iti exclusive whole to
w e 1 a similar manner. It is a whole; or rather it is the iy
itself is viewed in a similar bierarchy is just another aspect of soci

ical 2
which thing is related. Hence, logica ity of the collectivity,
hiell‘:rcﬁ;l ear:d tllxzfmity of knowledge is nothing more than the very unity
enlarged to the universe. o or different groups to
, . things within a group :

iti he ties that unite the . ions by which we refer to
each 031:?::: rtll?clalmy’stalies viewed as SOCial.nes' Liy: izf;: Sf:)orrlllss tl):ey are barely more
these relations still possess a moral implication; but W

tood for.
than metaphors, initially they meant what they Stually taken asrelatives of the individuals
i ing e class were ac e of the same
of th e be'lolngmilg)sﬂzlsdml?ence as a result, of each other. PHEY AT
e same social groups, ’

i in a sense, domestic relations.
flesh and the same family. Thus, logical relations ar;, 12 r?e B e s
Sometimes chy can be compared atall points with the

i der
. .« subiects. One may even won
and an object possessed, and between chiefand hlSCSileJ B SO e
Whether ﬂjle?dga of the pr,e-emjnence orpelie SBs spentaf;’ form. Among the Zuni, the
view point, may not be conceived here in its rudime

3 - on charge over their respective
animal bolizing the six main clans are st 1 Sover;finwim glem.
als symbolizing 2 are grou
sub-clans and over creatures of all kinds that nderstand how the notion of classes,
) dustol . we still do not know what
i oing has allowe n born; We Sti '

linke(i}?ut if thethr K - :gle systemn, could have bee as they did between the classes.
the f SR ermsa duced men t0 divide things was furnished by society, it does
Fro Or;:]es were which mtem al form of classification ework was used is due to reasons
notr:et © fac.tl thfatl;he et)l(‘lat the way in which thetlf;ir;otives of a quite different order

Cessarily follow ; ossible tha d, orelse, on
of t {0 iori, it is very PO>> connected and merged, »
shoﬂfds}?me ((;I‘l gin. A [:jf:}‘:e way in which thing® were

ave determine

d.
. . ched and OppOSe i
the contrary, in which things were dxstmgulsl.1 b represemation e s
’ ) :de it the most basic properties
iye eleEnt. t provide it the m
emotioﬁsll tiﬂ?s ?f ?;fizttljust giveita unique tracc, butp
,» particularly,

ure or impure, favourable or
i ' ¢ gaorels 2 it ions of the manner
e ninnedof Aboyesl L1 arl characteristics ar just expression

. g ine
unfavourable, j ., their most elementa’ © The differences and similarities that determin
inwhich they ;nh;ence the social sensibility- ctive than intellectual.

more effe .
the fashion in which they are groupSd began to consider things by relating them to
¢ man
It has usually been stated tha

is anthropocentrism, which may

imself see more accurately Wh,?;zhilzdividual is not the centre of the

ette:b. It enables us tf’o centrism, cOnSiStS of.” i o

firs SCthtr?gsn ;:fd nz;ﬁ;::lrather, it is the society: It1s il Siouucretain tiswihiale
Othing proves this mo,re noticeabl

y than thelmagrcl:r Also, we have seen how universal
R tribal spact: ’
Universe. in :thin the limits of
,in a way, within

i i nly indefinitely extended
SPace itself is nothing else than the sit€ occupied by the tribe, omy
1S nO
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Emile Durkheim beyond its real limits. By the virtue of the same mental disposition, so many people have

placed the centre of the world, ‘the navel of the earth’, in their own political or religious
capital, i.., at the place witich is the centre of their moral life. Similarly, but in another
order of ideas, the creative force of the universe and everything in it was initially conceived

NOTES as a mythical ancestor, the generator of the society.

The classification of concepts is logical. Now a concept is the notion of a clearly
fietenmnc?d group qf thmgs its limits may be marked precisely. Emotion, on the contrary,
is sorgethmg t?ssenually fluid and inconsistent. Its contagious influence spreads far beyond
¥ts point of origin, extgndmg to everything about it, so that it is not possible to say where
its power of prqpagattop ends. The states of an emotional nature necessarily possess the
same characteristic. Itis not possible to say where they begin or where they end. They
lose.themselves in eacb other, and mingle their properties in such a way that they cannot
be rigorously categpn;gd. The pressure put forward by the group on all its members
does not allow the mdlv%duals to freely evaluate the notions which society itself has
elaborated, aqd in which it has placed something of its personality. These constructs are

| sacred for the individuals. So, the history of scientific classification s, in the final analysis,
/ the history qf Fhe stages by which this element of social affectivity has progressively
/ }x/?akened, giving more and more room to the individuals for reflective thought. However,
/ 1t1s 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
cadFe 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
5. What were
Durkheim’s views
regarding
philosophy?
6. How is emotion
explained by
Durkheim?
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10. What are negative
and positive
suicides?

11. How is suicide
related to
psychology of
individual?

12. Name the three
types of suicide
that Durkheim has
defined.
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1.6 SUMMARY

differentiated pe

tween two bagi
as}
® Durkheim’s styq ici
. Y of suicide js
S0C1 i 1 e i

: al fgcts n his work In his bg 0d1 tion of the gjom: rid

Acts ultimately cauge iffoe, - <252l mod 1gnificance of non-mate’’
erences i Suicide rafe ,DC al?hges in non-material soC:l

Purkheim differentiated am©

ntiated &

Ty lies in ,

€ types of Sholcsigl0 ? °ept of social fact, Durkhei™
acts—, ; ial.

lustrat; ®S—materia] and nonmater®

four types of suicide—egoistic, altruistic, anomic and fatalistic—and showed how
each is affected by different changes in social currents.

e Durkheim was deeply offended by the Dreyfus affair, particulfarly its anti-Semitism.
However, Durkheim did not attribute this anti-Semitism to racism among the French

people.
o The basic feature of Durkheim’s sociology is its steady foundation in a very
substantial and definite epistemology. Actually, the intellectual career o'f the Fl.‘ench
lighted by the incessant effort to build a sociological science

sociologist was high _ (
(in fact, the epistemological concerns form

with a solid epistemological foundation
the core of his research interests). . .
£ Durkheim was De la division du travail social, which
was his doctoral thesis also and was highly inﬂl.lenCCd by Auguste Comte. 'I.‘he
relation between individuals and the collecfti.ve is the tl}eme of ﬂ}ls book v;?ch
seeks to know ‘how can a multiplicity of individuals achieve what is the condition

; . 9?
of social existence namely a consensus:

® Durkheim’s best known book is his study of suicifie. His aim in t}?iis bo<:}11< »;a? not
only to provide an account of suicide but also to illustrate how his methodology

could be applied to even the most individual of acts. l]:))utrhk:f:l;?l 3;‘/‘: lr););lli( t;howed
that to what extent the individuals are determined by LA P

of modern society aré social filfferentlatlon, organic
intensity of communications and the struggle for
hould not be regarded as abnormal as they are

® The first major book 0

® The various characteristics
solidarity, density of population,
survival. All these phenomena SOt
related to the essence of modern society.

°A isti ifications are systems Ot ¥
mﬂ :::;)gll;t;ﬁﬁg:cif; lthgmselves in the form of isolated groups, but these groups

her form a single whole.
; o Seich h other and toget :

stand in fixed relationships to €actt &= it i
Moreol\l/lerut{t?es;i,yStelns, Jike those of sc1ences have a purely spec purpo:

Mo e
17 KEYTERMS  —

p through common affiliation to a totem

ritual, and tradition and ordained for
ecially oné serving as chief religious

f hierarchized notions. Things are

* Totemism: A beliefin totems Or i kinsht
° Rabbi: A person trained in JeWI§h lae\::,p
leadership of a Jewish congregation:
official of a synagogue -
= e s sibl
* Agnostic: One who believes that1t13 HﬂPZ;g
* Degeneration: The process Of dt’ﬁeﬂirj of officers appointed by a commander
0
* Court-martial: A military ornava 2> "
to try persons for offences under fiu::::;’ one’s country or sovereign, especially
* ;I}Le:l)sttm: \/liol:tion’Of:(i)l};i‘;n;; “(:aging war against it or by consciously and
etrayal of one’s

Purposely acting to aid its enemies
® Racism;: The belief that race 3¢
ability and thata particular race1ss

® Proletariat: The class of industria! ir living by s€
nor production means, must €arm et

igin, the be
* Anthropology: The scientific study Ofth:nzngl
social, and cultural development of hum

e to know whether there is a God

unts for differences in human character or
0

uperior t0 others
arners who, possessing neither capital

1ling their labour
haviour, and the physical,

wage €
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o Epistemology: The branch of philosophy that studies the nature of knowledge,
its presuppositions and foundations, and its extent and validity

o Positivism: A doctrine contending that sense perceptions are the only admissible
basis of human knowledge and precise thought

o Social differentiation: The division of a social unit or its parts into interrelated
elements

o Prototype: An original type, form, or instance serving as a basis or standard for
later stages .
o Contractualism: Any of various theories that justify moral principles or political

arrangements b){ a}ppealing to asocial contract that is voluntarily committed to
under ideal conditions for such commitment

o Tenet: An opinion, doctrine, or princi ) ,
by an organization rprnciple held as being true by a person or especially

o Rite: The prescribed or customary fi
orm f : i
ceremony o or conducting a religious or other solemn

o Animism: The beliefin the existence of i

bl A e ndividual spirits that inhabit natural

e Naturism: The worship of nature or natura] objects

o Consanguinity: Relationship b
Ty P by blood or by a common ancestor

. Churl'nfgai Asacred amulet of the native Australi
o Asceticism: The principles and =

. T 1 . .
austerity Practices of an ascetic; extreme self-denial and

e Fecundity: The quali
® Moiety: Either of tW:)yk(;;zgrver Ficing abundantly; fruitfulness or fertility

make up a tribe or society P roups based on unilateral descent that togethe’
° Genera: Plural of genys
° Anthropocentrism: Ap inel; e

° n M

B e, Inclination to eyalyate reality exclusively in terms o

e Socio-centrism: The
: » 1e tendency tg pel;
centrally important, ang Ytobelieye th i : i
,and th atone’s ethn 1 group!

own Aallother groups are measurcl:ici’rrl igll;lirjn%; one’s

1.8 ANSWERS To R

‘CHECK YOu
RP ’
ROGRES§/

The Division of Labo i

1. In 1893, he published

: his Fre
n
Society, as well as a thess o Mf)l:ltdoc
es

he active pypy;

army cana:
many to be anti-Semitic. Y Captain

particularly its antj- SemDurkheim was d martial for treason was felt b

Vi iti cepl if
Semitism to racism amo ism. Howe Ply offended by the Dreyfus affa

Ver, Dy . ? . ] i-
Symptom of the morag] sigfnt::sFrench peoplc:.kgelm did not attribute this ant

har o it a5
) Confrome: acteristi aw 1t
3. "ll’lhe main feature of sl ronting French society azz;ll\i’h}g es

there is hardly any difference .

Al solidarity’ ;

ty’is re t
L ; . ISTes : a
based Society. The membersg between Indivyj ®mblance, Durkheim feels t.h .

1d

toral thegjs,
quiey,

of this soliqy: Yals in a mechanical solidar’
"ty not only experience the sam

10.

11.

12.

. According to Durkheim, mo

. As per animism, religious beliefs ar

emotions, they also treasure the same values and consider the same things sacred.

Therefore, they resemble each other.

. He rejected the classic explanations of punishment wherein the function of

punishments is to check the guilty act and stop it from occurring again. It is
Durkheim’s beliefthat the point and meaning of punishment is not to scare. Instead,
the rationale is to render satisfaction to the common consciousness. For Durkheim,
an act committed by an individual member of the collective offends the collective
consciousness, which needs to be compensated. The compensation comes in the
form of punishment of the guilty, which satisfies the collective. Sociologically
speaking, Durkheim’s analysis of punishment could be considered rather accurate.

. Durkheim aimed to preserve philosophy in secondary education, for which he

wished philosophy could be a lot more than merely abstract literature (littérature
abstraite). It wasn’t enough for philosophy to be a mere rhetoric based on an
artist’s talent. He wanted philosophy to be a lot more scientific by diverging from
deductions based on metaphysics. In fact, what guided his epistemology was the
rejection of metaphysics, which would become clearer in the study of religion,
denying the supernatural emphatically. He disagrees with philosophy so that
sociology could stop being an ambiguous social philosophy aimed at rendering a
positivist consistency to the study of social facts.

For Durkheim, emotion is something essentially fluidand 'inconsistent. It§ 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.

dern religions are nNow incapable of ensuring discipline
to the same degree as in the past. They hardly possess any ?llltlloliFy over m91~als,
It is Durkheim’s belief that, ifleft to himself, man has unlimited desires to motivate
him.

o considered to be held within spirits. These

spirits are the transfiguration of the experience men have about their two-fold

nature of body and soul.

. . ictssuchasp
Negative rites are interdicts suc : b
in the direction of all religious practices of asceticism. s
We can define suicide as 2 positive or pegative act pe'rfo-rmed by the victim
hi : CdII} d which strives to produce a result directly or md1re<':tly in the form of

Imsell an ple of  ‘positive act’ would be to shoot ones?lf 1n_the templ'e orto
death. An e;(faAEd " exarﬁple to show that suicide is comrmtted'm anegative act
hanglgrll)eSfo 'remain in a burning building or to refuse all nourishment so as to
would be
starve oneself to death. ,
anationis dismissed by Durkheim. However, he says that there
i hological predisposition t0 suicide, and this predisposition can be explained
is psychologic {’ ’ sychopathOIOgical terms. Indmdugls guffen'ng from brain
:; psych-ologlca 0 l[i)kely o kill themselves under certain given circumstances.
I\;(s)orc:lelxsl are Tgfhe social force that determuines the suicide, not psychological

netheless, 1

forces as per Durkheim.

The three types of suicides th
(a) Egoist suicide
(b) Altruist suicide
(c) Anomic suicide

rohibition of eating or touching. They develop

Psychological expl

at Durkheim has defined are:

Emile Durkheim
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1.9 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

Short-Answer Questions

1. Write a brief note on the early life of Durkheim.

2. Name the sociologist by whom Durkheim was influenced. Discuss various elements
of this influence.

3. What is the difference between mechanical solidarity and organic solidarity?
Describe with examples.

4. Whatis the difference between repressive and restitutive law?

Long-Answer Questions

1. Describe how Durkheim relates to sociology as a science.
2. Whatis collective consciousness? Discuss js effects on the iaw.

3. Explain the four types of suicides ag described by Durkheim.

4. Describe the theoretical importance of religion in the elementary forms of religious
life.
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~ 2.0 INTRODUCTION

Emile Durkheim offered a more coherent theory than any of the other sociological
theorists. He articulated the concepts in a rather clear, theoretically one;tedlmy}nnfar
and used it in a variety of specific works. Supporters would say that the ¢ an;);hm
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. _ 8 x
The heart of Durkheim’s theory lies in h}s concept of soqlal fact. Dul‘khe.lm
differentiated between the two basic types of social faf:ts‘——'mat.erlal anfi .nonmaten:a;i
Although both of these occupied a place of causa! priority in his theorizing, Thaten ;
social facts (for example, division of labf)ur,, dynam@ density and la.w) wseref not the mos
important large-scale forces in Durkheim’s theoretical s.ysterr.l. His main focus was on
non-material social facts. He dealt with anumber of them, including collective conscience,

. i nts.
collective representations and social curre : el ol
.’ study of suicide isa good illustration of the significance of’ non-materia
SGoial Pu?sd.lel:ilssworkyln his basic causal model, changes in non-material sc;cml facts
acts in . : im di i
ultimately cause differences in suicide rates. Du.rkl.lelm dlffelrlentlalctle;:i amonﬁ i::;f typeect ecs1
fsuici y istic. altruistic, anomic and fatalistic —and showed how eac .

Of suicide — egoistic, altruistic, ots. The study of suicide was taken by Durkheim

by di s in social curre : = ; )
ar}:d hfifse;i;tp Z}:;?as the evidence that sociology has a legitimate place in the social

e 1d explain an act like suicide as
: . ed, if sociology cou . LAch:
isrfclleixl:ic;usz;lgfit:r malll; i: C":’;‘;::lrlilz ould be used to explain other, less individual aspects of
social life, ’ -
) ther aspect of culture, called ‘religion’.
i im focused on ano iy

In his aI:alll;ss:: t:fr ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁgﬁegion, Durkheim soughtto show the roots of religion.in the
Social structure cff society. Itis society that defines cenmnftmlll_g§ as §ac§ed and ot'hers
as profane. Durkheim demonstrated the social sources of religion in his analysis of

Primitive totemism and its roots in all social structures of the clan. Furthermore, totemism

Self-lnstructional
Material 55
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| torestore collective morality in the modem wio

was seen as a specific formﬁgf th}e rggﬂgcgvg_gggsgiefce’r_r_l_aniﬁes_tedv in a primitive society.
Tts source, as well as the soRtCelnfAILabilectie praducts lidshitfe plocebs O@M%
éfféfvmm'eméﬁdrburkheimarguedmarmﬁgioﬁand‘societyare'onwnd"the"
same — two manifestations of the same general process.

. Since he identified society with God, and also because he deified society,Purkheim
did not urge for a social revolution. Instead, he should be seen.as-a 'Ls,m;eialiﬁefo:ltner
interested in improving the way the society functions. Whereas Marx §amiireb’0n¢ﬂable
differences between capitalist and workers, Durkheim believed thit thesé groGpsicould
be united in occupational associations, He urged that these associations'shouldbelsét up
ridandfoldope:wittrsdite ofithé ciirable
However in thexnd; Sicheatow) strictural
broader cultural problemhappidgues the
some hope in the curious riftfdi §ysfein of
‘cultofthe individual’, etmsT (s &

22913014 oY HaodD)' o4 srowend 01D

FOALI9XA DAE 2012500 11+
anibgsst podiued -

pathologies of the moderm division of labour,
reforms could not really come up with the
modern world. Here, Durkheim invested
collective morality that he labelled as the

2.1 UNIT OBJECTIVES

After going through this unit, you will be able to: "
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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 educatiop
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 Yvould 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 per.s?n.al successes f?r
Durkheim. In 1893, he published his French doctora}l thesis, The Dt}:zszon of Labour in
Society, as well as a thesis on Montesquieu. His major methc?dologlcal statement, Ihe
Rules 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 full professor
at Bordeaux. In 1902, he was called to the famous French university, the .Sorbon_ne, and
in 1906 he was named as ‘the professor of the science of education’, a tltle’ wh;ch was
changed in 1913 to ‘professor of the science of education and sqcmlogy . His other
famous work, The Elementary Forms of Religious Life, was published in 1912.

Presently, Durkheim is most often thoughtofasa ppliﬁcal conservative, e.md hls
influence within sociology certainly has been a conservative one. Ho'wever, c!unng his
time, he was considered as a liberal. This was exemplified by tl}e active public role pe
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 fieegly offend?d by th'e
Dreyfus affair, particularly its anti- Semitism. However, Durkhefm.dld not attnbu.te this
anti-Semitism to racism among the French people. Cha.ractenstlcally, hesawitasa
symptom of the moral sickness confronting French society asa whole. He made the

following remark: )
‘When society undergoes suffering, it feels the need to find someone whom it

i -+ sickness, on whom it can avenge its misfortunes; and
f::sg?dazf]?t’:vr:;z::ﬁglil;s os;:inion already discﬁ@nates are r}auually designated
for misgrole, These are in pariahs who. serve as expiatory victims. Wh:dt cc.mﬁrms
me in this interpretation is the way in \kfhlch the result of Dreyfus’s trial was

eeted in 1894. There was a surge of joy in the bt')ulevardfs. People celebrated as
e hould have been a cause for public mourning. At least they knew
a trimph L2 Sfor the charge: economic troubles and moral distress in which
whon} o amt:r uble came from the Jews. The charge had been officially proved.
tg;ﬁi:ii ; l;:ctc;lone, things already seemed to be getting better and people felt

consoled.’

‘o i Dreyfus affair semmed from his deep and lifelong
o, Durkheim's iterts! t?; crisi);f:onfroming modern society. To Durkheim, the

i i i mo . : L
:ll]tse;;s: tl: ;l: Ba::;ﬁ,a:g;fhai and crises like itlay in ending the moral disorder in society.
Since it could not be done quickly o easily, Durkheim suggested government efforts to

sled. He urged people to ‘have the courage to proclaim

:l&mta; ;;?lt);l:yht?lvi: 1;2 lﬁzl?fu nite together in order to achieve Wf:tory in the struggle

against public madness’ (Lukes, 1972;P- 347). N y _
: i ialism is also taken as evidence agains
) im’ 8/1962) interest in soc1alism 15 .
the idea?hu;:(ll:: lvrvna: ; lc?)iservati\)'e, but his kind of socialism was very different from the
kind that an out of date hypotheses® (Lukes, 1972 ?23)-f To P“fkulrnn,hsoqlall§m
represented a movement aimed at the moral regeneration of society throug scientific
rt-term political methods or the economic

Mmorality; and he was not interested in sho : . -
aspects of socialism. He did not see the proletariat as the salvation of society, and he

Emile Durkheim
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Emile Durkheim was greatly opposed to agitation or violence. Socialism for Durkheim was very different

from what we usually think of as socialism; it simply represented a system in which the
moral principles discovered by scientific sociology were to be applied.’

Durkheim, as we will see throughout this unit, had a profound influence on the
NOTES development of sociology, but his influence was not restricted to only that. Much of his
impact on other fields came through the journal .’ nnee Sociologique, which he founded
in 1898. An intellectual circle arose around the journal with Durkheim at its centre.
Through it, he and his ideas influenced such fields as anthropology, history, linguistics
and — somewhat ironically, considering his early attacks on the field — psychology.
Durkheim died on 15 November 19 17,as a celebrated figure in French intellectual circles.
However, it was not until over twenty years later, with the publication of Talcott Parsons’
The Structure of Social Action (1937), that his work became a significant influence on
American sociology.
/ ]
/4
‘f’
/f
L
Check Your Progress
1. What was the name
of Durkheim’s
French doctoral
thesis?
2. Why was Durkheim
considered a liberal
in his times?
’ Self-lnslruc!ional
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5. What were
Durkheim’s views
regarding
philosophy?

6. How is emotion
explained by
Durkheim?
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2.3 SOCIOLOGY OF RELIGION -

The following are the characteristics of the modern so
(@) Organic solidarity
(ii) Social differentiation
(iii) Density of population
(iv) Intensity of communication
(v) Struggle for survival

ciety:

that not only fix ir desire :
st i yIn the objectives they or themselyeg 1, S, 0bey rules and imperatives
e only are religjop bl: also indicate the means to b

S bec

Even though they have lost their function of social constra.ir?t to some extent, they
encourage individuals to overcome their passiqns, to follqw spmtual'law, but tl;:laly are
incapable of pointing out the rules to be obeyed in .sec'ula.lr life. Accordm:;g to Dur : eltrhn,
modern religions are now incapable of ensuring djscnpl.me to the sax,m; ;eg;eti ats 11? i ;
past. They hardly possess any authority over mora_ls. Itis Durkhep sbe 1ael X ai;lﬁnit
to himself, man has unlimited desires to motivate him. U.sua.llyZ an individual has : bz
desires, but the first necessity of morality and of society1s dlsc1pl‘1ne. Man requires to
disciplined by a superior force possessing the following features:

(i) Ithas to be commanding

(ii) It has to be lovable
According to Durkheim, this force, which not only comp%ls 2::.;1:3 %?Z;t:l;:?niog:
only from the society. A general theory of e tement provides Durkheim’s
Simplest and most primitive religious e Thltlsl Staafid theory of higher religious
leading dea, that s, it is possible to legitmately base ¥

& . mitive forms of religion. o
ues on a study of the primitive ectual and moral authority inmodem

Durkheim felt that science s the supreme 1 .tell - but also rationalist. Thoughitis
day societies, and that societies are not only indl.wduah's : teaching or challenges. Society
Possible to transcend science, it is impossiblg to }glorsﬁgsmeand oo
itself determines and supports the growth of mleldu_ ded by traditional religion because
Need common beliefs, which can no longer be_l’roVl <+ The simple solution given by
religion does not fulfil the needs of the SCiefmﬁc ; pn:h;at all said and done, deep down,
Durkheim is that science itself is capable of dgclosmg Gomis to discoverre ality that lies
religion is not in contradiction to science- His Sugg(:ation of science, it is capable of
beneath all religions. Though religion is 202 % ffer itself in every age with

X2 jety to O
Providing us the confidence in the ability of thefS;;‘l:(‘);tZ_‘Religious interests are merely
€ goods it requires. Durkheim expresses ﬂllss?:  Religion essentially divides the world
erests.

the symbolic form of social and moral int
10to two kinds of phenomena:

(@) Sacred

(i) Profane Jiofin a transcendent god. Religions exist
elief i

R?ligioll, therefore, is not limited to the b= hat the idea of the supfematural cannot
Without god, for example, the Buddhists believe (07~ < abody of rituals, customs,

comp . : :
Precede the idea of a natural order. TH sacred nding beliefs andrites,

5 of correspo AL i
Ttes, things and beliefs. Religion corrlPrlls‘?S :‘: of coordination and subordination with
atio!

::' en several sacred things maintain ®
1€ another so ag to form a similar system-

Durkheim defines religion 2s fOllov‘ilzh are SaC

beliefs a . s 1 w
‘IS and practices regarding things llow
liefs ang practices whgich unite all those BLED

isani tem of

¢ A religionisan interdependent syst
- mhid, that is to say, apart, forbldde:n,
themina single moral community

s tations that contradict
with interpre
oes away

The next step of the study d : mism and naturism. As per animism,

. e k are animi L, ;
leﬂFhelm’S. Interpretations stated in his boothln spil’it5~ These spirits ar¢ the transﬁgura.tlon
8lous beliefs dered tobe held W1 wure of body and soul. Naturism
t ; Ao : two-fOld na : datrelision

. e experience men have about thetf forces. Durkheim says ligi
ertolove spirits whose unreality he/

"Plies hypgp beings worshipping transfi

: ; ation €l
°Uld indicate 5 kind of collective hallucinatt od merely by the means of fear.
2 Afirms, or to love natural forces transfigur
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Durkheim aims to establish the reality of the object of faith without accepting the
intellectual object of faith and the intellectual content of traditional religions. In his eyes,
the development of scientific nationalism has doomed traditional religions. However, he
feels it will protect whatever it seems to be destroying by showing that in the last analysis,
men worshipped only their society, nothing beyond or other than that.

Durkheim refers to Tylor’s theory, which began with the phenomena of the dream.
Dreams make people see themselves in places where they are actually not. They kind
of see their own doubles. It is rather convenient for people to imagine this. Following
death, this double also gets detached to become a floating spirit, either a good one or a
bad genus. As per this interpretation, early humans beings found it difficult to differentiate
between the animate and the inanimate. Durkheim refuted by taking up the elements of
this interpretation one at a time. Why should one consider the dream so important? If we
assume that not everyone conceives a double, why is this double considered sacred?

Why is it consider'ed'to be an extraordinary import? According to Durkheim, ancestor
worship is not a primitive cult. Also, it is not correct that ’
addressed to the dead — the cult of the dead.

; Haying decla}red the fundamental nature of religion as sacred, Durkheim has n0
dlfﬁculg in expressing the weaknesses of the animist explanation Th;s explanation may
throw light on the world of spirits. However, in Durkheim’s eyes th, p irits is
not sacred. i id ot spiriss

primitive cults were particularly

ons pre§upposes the unreality of the
dent, being mystical, is automatically

of a collectivity is ¢ entof th ;
ons €c

equivalent of certain phe;idered Sacred as far 5 the zrl'.lga of the Australians. The

the syinbol orembjn of?lrlnetna Studied by i E}tl:’e land is concerned. It 15 :

: € lotem Otemic 1o

Le., either the practice of non- result in behavioy, dist things, or objects car?’ k

should avoid eating or touchj e Cipation or Positive P CRhereligions er’

the totem. They gt exhib'l tng the totem or he objects popractlces_ The clan memt of

l S . .

of holy comprises everal ways of ESpect wit Sressmg T >:ar5

€gard to the totem. A SP

(i) The very plants or animals which are totem
(ii) 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 in an economic manner as eConomic
activities are considered the model of profane action itself.

Durkheim does not believe that totemism descends from ancestor worship.
According to him, primitive phenomenon manifests itself in animal w?rship, plaf:ing
individual totemism as anterior to clan totemism. He does not accept mterpr.etagons
according to which local totemism, i.e., the attribution of atotemtoa ﬁxe.d locality, is the
basic phenomenon. That is, for him, historically and logically, the totemism of the clan.

According to him, what the Australians refer to as gxtemal to profa'me things is
primarily an anonymous, impersonal force which is pefsoruﬁed r.am?on?ly in a plant, an
animal or the representation of any of those. All worship and belief is directed towards
this impersonal and anonymous force.

Durkheim feels that society supports the rise of values because persons, brqught
together and living in communication with one another, are capable of making the divine
create a religion through the exaltation of festivals.

Durkheim alludes to the revolutionary cult. On the occasion of the French
Revolution, individuals were also seized with 2 kind of sacred eagerness. The terms
‘nation’, ‘liberty’ and ‘revolution’ were charged witha blessed value. Such penods'of
turmoil are favourable to the collective exaltations which pmfiuce the; sacred.. Dur'khelm
admits that the exaltation during the French RevoluFion was 1nsufﬁc1ent. togiverisetoa
new religion. But, he believed that other turmoil will arise and th_ere willbe a r.noment
when modern societies will again be gripped by the sacred passion, from which new
religions will originate. y .

Thus, the sociological understanding of religion takes two forms. One of these is
expressed by the following plan— . | |

In totemism, human beings worship their own society even without understanding
it. Holiness is first connected to the collective and.lmpersonal f(.)rc_e which .symbohzes
the society. The second version of the theoq believes that soaeu_es are discarded to
give rise to gods or religions when they are in an exalted state. This tak::;_plac:l tv:tlilen
Society progresses in direction to s&enghen itself. In Australian tribes, this ex on
takes place in the form of rituals, that existeven today. .

n of beliefs, expressed orally and taking on the form

Religion comprises a collec Omphasized the importance of two kinds of social

of a system of thought. Durkheim €
Phenomena;

(1) Symbols

(i) Rites

i I1so to their symbols
Al . — d not merely to objects bu_t a y ;
e b o 1 viour to these objects/ things themselves, as well

Human beings address their social beha : Ives, as
as theijr symfols, Durkheim proposes 2 detailed theory of rites Vyhere he_ differentiates
between the types of rites and their functions. He states three kinds of rites—

1. Negative rites
2. Positive rites

3. Odd rites or rites of compensation
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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. Durkheim examines
the mimetic or representative rites, which attempt to emulate the things one wishes to
bring about.

These negative, positive or peculiar rites all have the primary purpose of establishing
a social order. They are aimed at supporting the community, renewing the sense of
belonging to the group, sustaining belief and faith, etc. A religion continues to exist only
by practices which are both symbols of the belief and the traditions of renewing them.

Durkheim tries to understand the religious attitude and practices of the Australian
tribes as well as the habits of thinking related to these beliefs. He develops a sociological
theory of knowledge by examining Australian totemism. For him, reli gion is the centre
from which not ethical and religious rules originate through differentiation. It is also the
point of birth of scientific thought. Therefore, it can be concluded that Durkheim considered
religion to be the most significant institution of society, which formed the foundation for
other social forms. This is so because religion knits humanity through collective
consciousness. He believed that religion was born in the early human societies due to an
inclination to relate collective emotions with an intangible force. With time. emotions
came to symbolize something and interactions were transformed i :
to organized religion. As a result, there was a distinction the s
However, religion was eventually eclipsed by other social
individualism began to have more relevance than relj
religion no longer has the same hold over

nto rituals giving way
acred and the profane-
: facts, and science and
gion. So, even when we see that
people’s lives, it must be noted that it is religion

istence, and that has made socjal ; i
i B it social interactions
possible. Though other forces have come into existence, still religion e
with any of these forces. Durkhejm j gion cannot be repla

i - 1 S sceptical :
considers it as ‘a period of transition and moF;al mezziti)(())cl:l:itt}l;l’ e advent of modernity and
Durkheim claimed that if we wis .

understand how their origin is related t(l)l rtglgderséand Fhe society, we must first try tc;
forms. Durkheim opi s “Hgton. For him, religion begot other soci?
these categories as Egllf: ?at atls tl}e soclety that creates categlories fnd he refers t0
5 One consci , cate e
. one consciously. These categories pr, 1 cAlegOTIes are ¢
was along these lines that Durkhein Precede individual experiences:

tri i :
edto bridge the gap between seeing categori®®

X € most indjvi rsond
shaped the likelihood tha aperson ngltc}l]st social fore ividual and pe duﬂl

0 eSeXiSﬁn z 1 dVl
s i 0 nal
Ommit suicjde, EjeEige tic

’slife, ap he collective reality. Durkh®! ¢

We can define suicide as a positive or negative act performed by the victim
himself and which strives to produce a result directly or indirf.ctly in the form of death.
An example of a ‘positive act’ would be to shoot opese!f in the t.emple or to hang
oneself. And an example to show that suicide is committed in a negative act would be to
remain in a burning building or to refuse all n0uﬂshmc?nt so as to starve oneself to deg;;(h.
According to Durkheim’s definition, we can also take an exam'ple ofa hun.ger. strike
carried out until death as suicide. The distinction betxyeen dlrec;tly and mdl.rectly
corresponds to the comparison between positive and negative. Death 1s.produ'cfed d,;r:ggz
if a gunshot is put in the temple; but if someone refuses to eat anytmlr(nigb: nlo 2(1)) poos
deliberately stays in a burning building, then these negative acts wou g

desired result, i.e., death, indirectly orin the near future.

The study of suicide deals both witha patho‘lo.glcal aspect of tl-1e m(;(:}?n‘] sc(l)ic\:icc:ltlﬁ
and with a phenomenon illuminating in the most striking way mz;de'lau:sn a;)m 0?1 lsfll e
e colleotivity Infivia determinedbythe o 28 ToC Illty enon of);uicide
by Durkheim. An extraordinary force is 10w being related to this phenom ’

i s 1S g0 s
According to Durkheim, ifhe found out that the society %by s e

L i thesi
then he would have provedit with the truth ol v the solitary act of a desperate

g : 2 S
to it. Durkheim says that it is the society which govern

indivi = 1; _The concept of suicide is not only
Individual who wants to end his life at any cost Ao e

: i ffi
recognized as such, but taking an example of an o - Suicide can be regarded as an

: a suicid -
rather than surrender can be considered aslco yand theaura S

ice af vohmtsgydedls surroundeEl < frequency is studied ina given
The suicide rate is relatively constant when 1tse i (()]n A o ol

Population. And this characteristic can be f.ound'lrf 51 rrfte c,an o v A

society. According to Durkheim’s analysis, su1cxhe s enon (the sticide

Phenomenon, The distinction between reltion (t)lft nemst jmportant thing from the point

fates) and the individual phenomenon (suicide) 151

of view of theory.

im. ever, he says that there
Psychological explanation is dismissed by Durkheim. HoW

i : i disposition can be explained in
is psychological predisposition 0 S:lif ‘f,‘;’:‘ffdﬁti‘éﬂﬁs <uffering from brairlll dlisord.efs
Pycholog; ological terr™- - - . i stances. Nonetheless, 1t1s
Ee mor:%it:llyotrop;}ﬁ:g?f;gélVe%lundeg Ce&?;si\ﬁggzznflorces as said by Durkheim.
s ines the suicice. cial determination and
e el B i
Psychological predisposition. The scientific dlS(?u e R
Toprove the formulaof p¥ chologics p'redlSlziols)l Durkheim. He also tries to prove
classical method of concomitant variations i US€C yof e pathological states and
ool 2 lation betwee™ e ﬁequenc?es‘ nfin the suicide rate in different
that of SUiCidesC:ilehi also examines certain van}fme)ditary B heiok
POpulations N(; correlation i found between the 'eri B sl lplerstitycap
g . thesis that the efficient 2% e £ suicides with age. Interpretation
dlybe cgfﬁoarzzl:/imathe increasein the percentizlge (')ed o T e g
Cases of sgicide in the same family can be egilty st
Predisposition to suicide may be transmitted by here

im dismisses both the hypotheses and
; : However, Durkheim dismisses DOt ypo
Same family were observed. F0 enomenon of imitation. The keystone

the ph : .
omimiguion as viewed by Gabriel Tarde. The
be an nomena. Firstly, the mutual sentiments

of

ofe iIlteIPretal:ion of suicide as deriving fr
the social order was considered t0

M imitation consists of three confusite™ 1d be called the fusion of consciousness.

®Xperienced by a large number of people woRld
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Revolutionary mob can be cited as the typical example of this. The identities of the
consciousness of individuals tend to lose in the revolutionary mob: the emotions felt are
same for each one as the next; mutual sentiments are stirred into the individuals.

" Passion, acts and beliefs belong to each because they belong to all. Collectivity
itself is the basis of the phenomenon and not one or more individuals. However, there
isn’t the true fusion of consciousness, as the individual often adapts himself to the
collectivity, and he behaves like others. The individual wishes simply not to be conspicuous,
and he yields to social imperatives which are more or less diffused, watered-down form
of social imperative that can be taken as fashion. If a person wore a different dress

other than what fashion required for that particular season, then he would feel devaluated
and humiliated.

; So,in thi_s Case we found that there was submission of the individual to the collective
rulfa msteaq of imitation. So, finally we can say that the designation imitation is the only
strict yalpe in the sense “and act which has for its immediate antecedent the representation
of a similar act, previously performed by another, without the intervention, between

representation and execution, of any explicit or implicit . ;
Sl o 2 mmplici ting to
the intrinsic character of the act performed’ L S .

is quiteC l?:;aflglllo;iarr;ctllngertmc-am taken by Durkheim as two phenomena. This distinction

B her;omenoy Tﬁiaglon should be called an inter-individual one, or even a1

However I:E)IS in the ca;l;a of :,?E;igzph?nomenon proceeds from one individual to another:
2 m : . ;

contagion that comes into play, The epli(c:l’ there is something else besides the process ©

i emic ; 8
the whole of the society but it may be trann;lr;;;:;ggicmze phenomenon whose basis1
ontagion.

suicide rate is particularly h; ylow a . t
' : cUlarly high, So, the  4ppears next to the region where,
with the irregular distribution of suicidehilt)g a €81 of contagion is thereby incompatib®

-Butin certain cases, contagion may com

According to Durkheijm
m, Inco
number are taken by h; Mplete ang artj o . . all
from one hundred toy him as the suicid Partial statistics dealing with only 2 0>

thr 3 € Statistics. L. e
these figures. For Sce];ltic::le hundred. I Every year the suicide rate V27

: reaso Mportant t : - ude
in the suicide rate s almost of § ki have anidea of the magnit™’

tOI‘S haVe . ‘ . rlS
no main at10
2 well as the possible ingegypper: USO8 1N view o sy
circumstances, the suicide . Uracies

0 the stay of the small numbers consid®”
. ances, ate var; atistics, Wi ' bef
into consideration. The srnrs. Ties as oh . With a certain num
: 4 e Sta SerVe . . es
as believed by him; Theret:isrt::ct‘}l]lI Correlatiopg can gett’gn?llilrkhelm, which he then fi"ke ;
. e I 1
1. Egoist suicide ©types of s nethe social types o 5%

' Uicides that Durkheim has defined—
2. Altruist suicide

3. Anomic suicide

The correlati
3 10n between 2
religion, is the g the suicide Tate and j

Niegrat; : 1y and
AlMlage anq chigratlng social context like family aof

ee " and results in the first typet is
Suicide rateg vary with age

s ouble
suicide, i.e., 20 form of

18t suicide, Generall :

Y Speaking, iy

found to be higher in men than in women, and it also increases with age. Af:cording to
Durkheim’s German statistics, he analysed that the suicide rates also vary w1th relf gion.
He established that the frequency of suicides in the population 01.c Qatholic religion is le?ss
than that the number of suicides in the population of Protestant religion. Further, Durkheim
compares the situation between the single or widowed men and women, ar}d that of
married men and women. Simple statistical methods are used to establish these

comparisons.

The frequency of suicides in married and single men of the same age is Comparec}?
in order to establish the coefficient of preservation, as galled by ]?mkhelm.s{\s :d] reic,ultf (c:r
marriage, there is reduction in the frequency of suicide at a given age. Similarly,

single or married women, for widows and widowers, he establishes the coefficient of

i i i rtain statistics, married women
s i acoravation. According to ce : ;
e are childless, they will not enjoy the

suffer with a coefficient of aggravation; if they , ,
coefficient of preservation. Pf:d to give it an exact name, jcodayb osu;:i);c:;:;l‘(l)iilggschhagg
been able to label this type of situation in women as frusn(;dit{l(;g ﬁmem R o :
In such cases, the disproportion between expectation an ' ; (-3 s
Egoist men and women are those who think primarily of themselves, especially

: esires that motivate
When they are not integrated into a soma} ?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁn ‘:Illlggsgfyiy =l o
them are not limited to the measure compatible ol B e

it cuici ore 0 W
oF T group. Such persons commit spicidg he ‘altruist suicide’. There are

e
across these situations. The second type of suicide rl}lsl S e A
two principle examples given in Durkheim’s book. The

. eicithati the death of her husband
COHectivity, which is observed in anciert e tmtlt llsa,:gtined alive with her dead
the widow who agrees takes her place O the pyre O

husbang.

' ! s through the complete disappearance
In this example, the suicide that 13 attemptedri)t take place because of an excess of

9f the individual into group, and the suicide df)es B e

individualism. The individual does noteven ; \?es

chooses death in conformity with social 1mperab Ay S e
i i i i .d to e . . -

ol ist suicide c47 i e es his own instinct of self-

Who Chooselfrrllt)}:tihsr:lﬁve its loss. The individual Suppress

fice himself to the internalized
o ryation: Haoheys the Ofr g i thefgr 0115)6;01 :frfl:f we can look at the increase in
octal imperatives. Taking an example 01 ¢ wmy Suicide is committed a
e numblz:r of suicide ratfs in the PrOfeSSK.mj!:I?sdg% tt?le Sa. \ . age and class. Soldiers
e jers than the VL o to a strongly integrated
especrir:l)lre\zgen Py the-z(c))lr(rjlfliSSioned officers,or W belglfl:he egoist s%li);ide .gI-rIere,
8roup Wlfo : al?tn i ide do not come into the categ?nfz)l’ egor their miltary status

CO 1C1 :

CommiSSionecIiTng}mZ?s are listed because enlisted men may

. iberty in their evaluation
45 temporary, and they may combine obedience witha Ver%%frllihegl is anomic suicide
Of the system. The final major form of

. e discussed
suicide discu : d ;
tics of the modern day society.
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e of its characteris ide and economic crisis can be
icide an
The statis tical correlation between the frequency of su
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.de. A tendency in periods of economic crisis s
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by Durkheim. The divorced woman is less likely to be threatened by suicide as compared
to divorced man who is more likely to be threatened by suicide. Because of the tolerance
of custom, man retains a certain freedom and finds equilibrium and discipline in marriage.
Women, on the other hand, were more apt to find discipline than freedom in marriage as
it was written by Durkheim in a previous article. After divorce the man returns to
indiscipline, to the disparity between desires and satisfaction. On the other hand, woman
after divorce feels more free and independent, and this partly compensates for the loss
of familial protection. There is endless competition 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 fopnd to be in a continual rising mode leading to more sufferings at the
mental and physical levels. Therefore, the suicidogenic impulse is on the rise. It is the
result of restlessness and dissatisfaction prevailin g in the atmosphere.

Thete is also the fourth type of suicide which is mentioned byi i
Al : x riefly as a footnote 1
Durkhexrp S Work. This type of suicide is fatalistic suicide. .

The causes of suicide are essenti ial ey non
ssentially social even ifit is an individual phenome
2 9 lflt P
There are social forces, ‘suicidogenic im - A

beginning is notfrom the individug] by thpmses » oceurring through society whose

7 = e collectivi
determining cause of suicide. Of coyrse says Durlflile\i:;y ‘t’}I):ses? forces are real and the
2 ) € Su

, because human bejp

The true causes are th
from one religion to anoth.
main concept of Durkhe;
heterogeneous in relation o
is the collectivity and not the totality o, T
be explained only when taken asaw
Therefore, we can say that indiyigy,
Phenomena; each person belj
Impressive example of the SO
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er.socml] forces. Thege social fore
> and from ope group to ap
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i FeR in :
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es differ from one anothe’’
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eVing that he ig gpye . 1€ governeg specially by soct?
cial forceg Wwhich YIng himself to enq his life is the MO
Motivate individuals to their deaths-

differenti Ty lies ip h _
* Durkhei ?redbebiveen two e types g;sh(;csiclo £L°CPt of social fact, Durkhei™
1m's study of suicide i alfacts— . dal-
g (5 . matery, ate
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four types of suicide—egoistic, altruistic, anomic and fatalistic—and showed how
each is affected by different changes in social currents.

e Durkheim was deeply offended by the Dreyfus aﬁ°a1r particulfarly its anti-Semitism.
However, Durkheim did not attribute this anti-Semitism to racism among the French
people. —

o The basic feature of Durkheim’s sociology is its steady foundation in a very
substantial and definite epistemology. Actually, the mtellgctual career o'f the Fl.‘ench
sociologist was highlighted by the incessant effort to .blllld a soglologlcal science
with a solid epistemological foundation (in fact, the epistemological concerns form
the core of his research interests). ; ol .

® The first major book of Durkheim was De la division du travail social, which

was his doctoral thesis also and was highly influenced by Auguste Comte. The

relation between individuals and the collective is the theme of this book which

seeks to know ‘how can a multiplicity of individuals achieve what is the condition

9 b
of social existence namely a consensus: . P
e Durkheim’s best known book is his study Ofsuwl.de' e au;: lvr:,tl?llss gzﬁozi?;g
only to provide an account of suicide but g llgﬁg:nr? in this book showed
could be applied to even the most individual of a CLZ by the collective reality.
that to what extent the individuals are determinec.y ial differentiation, organic
* The various characteristics of modern society ar¢ i?lzlcations e Lo
solidarity, density of population, intensity of comm e . U
survival. :,\11 these phenomena ShOU!d not be regar
related to the essence of modern society- f hierarchized notions. Things are
® All sophisticated classifications ar¢ Sglsetznnsnoof isolated groups, but these groups
not si ¢ by themselves i1 form a single whole.
s;;cllni]g lt}“;igcﬂgi?tignships to each ot.her ansat,(;g: It,}ll;r:lyospeculati%e purpose.
Moreover, these systems, like those ofclzee
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p through common affiliation to a totem

ritual, and tradition and ordained for
y one serving as chief religious

® Totemism: A belief in totems O ir.‘ kinshi
® Rabbi: A person trained in I ewl.Sh la;:’peciall
leadership of a Jewish congregation;
official of a synagogue
® Agnostic: One who believes that ting
® Degeneration: The process of degenera

1t of offi
® Court-martial: A military of naval cou

ilitary 1aw : .
to try persons for offences under mil ::;Ione,s country or sovereign, especially
: tow
® Treason: Violation of allegianc®

. inst it or by consciously and
aging war agal
the betrayal of one’s country by W

- ies .
Purposely acting to aid its enemic nts for differences in human character or
u
® Racism: The belief that race 36CO™. others
. . is superior t0 . ] .
ablllty and thata partlcular race 1S SUp who, possessing neither capital

. - e earncrs ;
* Proletariat: The class of mdustntzﬁe"ivralf‘fvm ¢ by selling their labour

nor : ,must earn ) i ical,
) Ant[:lrl:)ducltlon nr}f:;l::demiﬁc qtudy of the origi® the behaviour, and the physic
pology: S
Social, and cultural development of humat

itis impossible to know whether there is a God
i

cers appointed by a commander
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2.7 ANSWERS TQ

o Epistemology: The branch of philosophy that studies the nature of knowledge,
its presuppositions and foundations, and its extent and validity

o Positivism: A doctrine contending that sense perceptions are the only admissible
basis of human knowledge and precise thought

o Social differentiation: The division of a social unit or its parts into interrelated
elements

o Prototype: An original type, form, or instance serving as a basis or standard for
later stages .
o Contractualism: Any of various theories that justify moral principles or political

arrangements b){ a}ppealing to asocial contract that is voluntarily committed to
under ideal conditions for such commitment

o Tenet: An opinion, doctrine, or princi ) ,
by an organization rprnciple held as being true by a person or especially

o Rite: The prescribed or customary fi
orm f : i
ceremony o or conducting a religious or other solemn

o Animism: The beliefin the existence of i

bl A e ndividual spirits that inhabit natural

e Naturism: The worship of nature or natura] objects

o Consanguinity: Relationship b
Ty P by blood or by a common ancestor

. Churl'nfgai Asacred amulet of the native Australi
o Asceticism: The principles and =

. T 1 . .
austerity Practices of an ascetic; extreme self-denial and

e Fecundity: The quali
® Moiety: Either of tW:)yk(;;zgrver Ficing abundantly; fruitfulness or fertility

make up a tribe or society P roups based on unilateral descent that togethe’
° Genera: Plural of genys
° Anthropocentrism: Ap inel; e

° n M

B e, Inclination to eyalyate reality exclusively in terms o

e Socio-centrism: The
: » 1e tendency tg pel;
centrally important, ang Ytobelieye th i : i
,and th atone’s ethn 1 group!

own Aallother groups are measurcl:ici’rrl igll;lirjn%; one’s
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: ”l;lhe main feature of ‘mechanjc ntingFrench society as a \ihole

there is hardly any difference .

Al solidarity’ ;

ty’is re t
L ; . ISTes : a
based Society. The membersg between Indivyj ®mblance, Durkheim feels t.h .

1d

toral thegjs,
quiey,

of this soliqy: Yals in a mechanical solidar’
"ty not only experience the sam

10.

11.

12.

. According to Durkheim, mo

. As per animism, religious beliefs ar

emotions, they also treasure the same values and consider the same things sacred.

Therefore, they resemble each other.

. He rejected the classic explanations of punishment wherein the function of

punishments is to check the guilty act and stop it from occurring again. It is
Durkheim’s beliefthat the point and meaning of punishment is not to scare. Instead,
the rationale is to render satisfaction to the common consciousness. For Durkheim,
an act committed by an individual member of the collective offends the collective
consciousness, which needs to be compensated. The compensation comes in the
form of punishment of the guilty, which satisfies the collective. Sociologically
speaking, Durkheim’s analysis of punishment could be considered rather accurate.

. Durkheim aimed to preserve philosophy in secondary education, for which he

wished philosophy could be a lot more than merely abstract literature (littérature
abstraite). It wasn’t enough for philosophy to be a mere rhetoric based on an
artist’s talent. He wanted philosophy to be a lot more scientific by diverging from
deductions based on metaphysics. In fact, what guided his epistemology was the
rejection of metaphysics, which would become clearer in the study of religion,
denying the supernatural emphatically. He disagrees with philosophy so that
sociology could stop being an ambiguous social philosophy aimed at rendering a
positivist consistency to the study of social facts.

For Durkheim, emotion is something essentially fluidand 'inconsistent. It§ 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.

dern religions are nNow incapable of ensuring discipline
to the same degree as in the past. They hardly possess any ?llltlloliFy over m91~als,
It is Durkheim’s belief that, ifleft to himself, man has unlimited desires to motivate
him.

o considered to be held within spirits. These

spirits are the transfiguration of the experience men have about their two-fold

nature of body and soul.

. . ictssuchasp
Negative rites are interdicts suc : b
in the direction of all religious practices of asceticism. s
We can define suicide as 2 positive or pegative act pe'rfo-rmed by the victim
hi : CdII} d which strives to produce a result directly or md1re<':tly in the form of

Imsell an ple of  ‘positive act’ would be to shoot ones?lf 1n_the templ'e orto
death. An e;(faAEd " exarﬁple to show that suicide is comrmtted'm anegative act
hanglgrll)eSfo 'remain in a burning building or to refuse all nourishment so as to
would be
starve oneself to death. ,
anationis dismissed by Durkheim. However, he says that there
i hological predisposition t0 suicide, and this predisposition can be explained
is psychologic {’ ’ sychopathOIOgical terms. Indmdugls guffen'ng from brain
:; psych-ologlca 0 l[i)kely o kill themselves under certain given circumstances.
I\;(s)orc:lelxsl are Tgfhe social force that determuines the suicide, not psychological

netheless, 1

forces as per Durkheim.

The three types of suicides th
(a) Egoist suicide
(b) Altruist suicide
(c) Anomic suicide

rohibition of eating or touching. They develop

Psychological expl

at Durkheim has defined are:
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2.8 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

Short-Answer Questions

1. Write a brief note on the early life of Durkheim.

2. Name the sociologist by whom Durkheim was influenced. Discuss various elements
of this influence.

3. What is the difference between mechanical solidarity and organic solidarity?
Describe with examples.

4. What s the difference between repressive and restitutive Jaw?

Long-Answer Questions

1. Describe how Durkheim relates to sociology as a science
2. Whatis collective consciousness? Discuss its effects on the law.
(e .

3. Explain the four types of suicides as described by Durkheim

4. Describe the theoretical i iy .
5 tmportance of religion in the elementary forms of religious
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3.0 INTRODUCTION

‘bourgeois Marx’, becarpe a gociologist ‘inalong
and intense debate with the ghost of Marx”. The title of one ofhis major works, Wins.cha.ﬁ
und Gesellschaft, his concerm with the Protestant ethic, and even hlfj guperb Stl.ldl(ejs ];n
Weltreligionen, all show his sustained interest in the problems and issues raised by

Marx.,

Though Weber was influenc
1 .. . & % )
Ina critical examination of Marx's

Max Weber, who has been called the

ed by the German historical school—itself engaged
(and Hegel’s) conceptions—the main feature of his

overall work was shaped by his debate with Mqrx: and.am;{lg th(:rslei r:;z :toc;l;ig ;l[:i
Marxian challenge, Weber was perhaps the most 111ﬂue{1t1a'l. 1S r}?ﬂh ventuail 104 hir;
Preoccupation, was the origin and nature of mOdem-capltahsm,fv:, li)\!eest butall )i(ts major
Soronlytoa fz;sﬁdious examinatli?ln -Oftltzscf}g:lll)];:r}:;ef rr:)att: of understanding the
Social and cultural institutions. UMAatELs ; ¢ e e
Peculiar nature of Western civilization and important Contmj;isz\:étg:lgerzx:;a;f;;?sf
the East. 1n working on this and other problems, he gel\r,lfler')(' T T
Method. He was not, it will be argued here: refumgtrac"::di’naril’y fruitful. ’
accepted Marx’s major methodological principles asex

i . volved, it was a matter of showing the
Insofar tion of Marxism was involvecd, It ™ i
Madequacy of - refu tanarx’s revolutionary conclusions ziid qf cl}allenglllg the alleged
Umap ang moizlrtam ) jority of socialism as compared with capitalism. To say, therefore,
superi

i ian position Weber ‘soon
. tact with the Marxian pOsIt
ISons has, that after an earlyf con e indispensabuity ki

» g quite incorrect and even has
eas’ ; . P ocesses’, 18 qut
. -38"In the explanation of great historical pr

. s consciousness was
1Zarre imnliens: T Marx, for whom class ¢
mplications. For it implies that A WP ; .
i "amenta] in the transition frof)n capitalism t0 SO alism, didnot El']e(;\:/ ;E?thl:iz:a\;:é g
Mportapt in history. But this allegation about Weber 15 also inco ¥

inker.
Oughout hig life the greatest admiration for Marx asa think

ci
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TIf Weber ‘recoiled’, it was from vulgar and dogmatic Marxism—as, indeed, Marx
himself had done. The position taken here is that Weber’s work must not be read as
repudiation of Marx’s methodological principles but rather as a ‘rounding out’ and

supplementing of his method. The validity of this assertion can best be assessed by a re-
examination of Weber’s work.

Max Weber has had a more powerful positive impact on a wide range of sociological
theories than any other sociological theorist. This influence is traceable to the sophistication,
complexity and sometimes even confusion of Weberian theory. Despite its problems,
Webc?rfs work represents a remarkable fusion of historical research and sociological
the.:onmx}g. 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 fusion of history and sociology, j ; tof
historical sociology. ogy, 1.e., towards the developmen

The heart of Weberian sociology lies in substantive sociology, not in methodological

statements. Although Weber based hi 5
; SR s theories on his t i ion and
social relationships, his main interest was t houghts about social act

. X : he large-scale structures and institutions of

:ro:éietti)g ::::;L;ﬁ:lany with his analysis of the three structures of authority——legal’

matic. In the contcz(t oflegal authority, we deal with his famous

i : W how he used th itional and
charismatic auf : , . at tool to analyse traditiona

hority. Of particular Interest is Weber’s work on Chariysma. Not only did

c : )
e of authority, but he was also interested in the

processes by which such a structure js produced

enduring g gnificance.
3.1 UNIT OBJECTIygg -
After going through this Nt You wil) pe -
e Discuss COnCepts of rati e to:
ationality apq
* Explain the t nd bureay ey
Max Webeer heoriesof S ~Acy as discussed by Weber

and powe 2 =
3.2 I'as explained by Max Webe!
RATIONALITY AND BURE AU
Max Weber was bor ip Erfurt, Ge it

family. The differe fMany, op 2 -
nces between hig Parents [ofy ald/e\prll 1864, in 4 typical midd le-ClﬂSsl

IMpression on both his intellectw

orientation and psychological development. His father was a bureaucrat who acquired a
relatively significant political position. He was clearly a part of the political establishment
and as a result eschewed any activity or idealism that would require personal sacrifice
or threaten his position within the system. In addition, the senior 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, a woman 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 precocit}'/, but. ona
social level he entered Heidelberg as shy and underdeveloped boy. Howeyer, it quickly
changed after he gravitated towards his father’s way of liffe and joined his father’s old
duelling fraternity. There he developed socially, at ]ef1§t in part because of the huge
quantities of beer he consumed with his peers. In addliqon, he proudly displayed the
duelling scars that were the trademarks of such fraternities.
i Heidelberg for military service, and in 1884 he
returned to Berlin to his parent’s home to take courses at the UlliYerSItx of Berlin. H.e
remained there for most of the next eight years as he Cf)mpl.eted his Slt.udllisgamed his
Ph. D., became a lawyer and started teaching at the University f)f B}::irtm. de pr.o(l:ess,
his interests shifted more towards his lifelong conf:ems—'—economlcii i ory sn fsiﬁlo otciy
During his eight years in Berlin, Weber was financially dgpen ;;m(::/ : clls;: lzse:; hi:
circumstances he progressively grew to dislike. At the same time,

: o t. his work habits were

- ne semester as a student,

mother’s values. For example, during one> w3 i a

described as follows: ‘He continues the rigid work dlscnpl1n§, regula.tes his life b'y th.e
cibedas o ou section for the various subjects, saves in his

clock, divides the daily routine into exact b dbeefandf
, : : 9 0 eef and four
way, by feeding himself evenings in 1S room with apound offe S LS

' i -1975, 105). Thus Weber, following his
fried egps’ (Mizman 1970, 48; Marianne Weber 1975, s A
mothex%ghacg belcz(l)me asceti’c and diligent,a compulsive worker—in contemporary te

¢ .
2 "workaholic’.

After three terms, Weber left

stion as -of Economics at
This compulsion for work led ! 1896 to aposition as pmfessi(;l Ohie ftice died
Heidelber g Buf inA 1897, with Weber’s academicC Cﬂl'ef:r tf)tle(:-s\i%l;er %eﬁn to manifest
ollowinga violentargument betv <t e Sh(l))lﬂy SE;ZI‘] Often unabloe tosleep or to
=) % e
iatad ~vous brea . ;
SYmptoms that were to culminate in 2 €Y | vollapse, After a long hiatus,

ars 1 - tota
Work, Weber spent the next six or seven years 1q ne,m noct 151 104 when feol hoalen
SQIne ofhis powers began to returnl in 1903, but 1t W as « that Weber was sble toBegi
(in the Uniteq States) I?is first lecture in SiX and half years,

:ched one of his best known
oty 10 ctive scademic life Tt ki s pu'lzllli/el. Weber announced the
Works, The Protestant’s mother’s religion o1 % academt

¢ eligious.
asceng; < nof personally religlo
ance of his religion, though he was notpers A )
i ological problems, after 1904, Webet
O

. . sych y
Although he continued to be plagued by pSY ¢important works. During these

as; “his MOS
Sable to function, indeed to produce SOme of his m
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years, Weber published his studies of the world’s religions in a historical perspective (for
example China, India and ancient Judaism). At the time of his demise (14 June 1920), he
was working on his most significant work, Economy and Society. Although this book
was unfinished still it was published and subsequently translated into many languages.

: : Apart from Producing voluminous writings during this period, Weber was engaged
in various other. a?ctlvities as well. He helped in founding the German Sociological Society
in1910.In addition, 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 significantly, in his work. He was perpetually torn between the bureaucratic mind:

asrepresented by his father, and his mother’s rel: ot c: : i
, ) er’s religiosity. This unresolved tension pervades
through Weber’s work as it permeated his persona] tl}ilfe. >

eir very di

was almost as critica] of mod;y different politica] intellectual interests of Marx. WePet

He wanted to change society ™M capitalism as Mar byt he did not advocate revolutio”
ually, not overthroy it He had little faith in the abil

TCaucrats, Along vt 1:

g m. He placeq th i
n stand, of course, aboye de

1968:1383). Weber preferreqd i

the masses but becay

€ nation ab, faith in political leaders we;“
ocracy anq e 2_‘“ else: “The vital interests
STeddemocracy o - Parliamentarianism’ (Weber :
S€1t offereq Maxim Polltl(':a] fortfiiot hecanss he helieY

: UM dynamism apg the best milieu to generd
, and hig political Vie ted that authority structures exist in eV :
ourse, they were most r‘g’ere Telated to hig analysis of these Structures

with hixesl;ﬁfnbigan his analygig o auth 41 bis views on the polity.
that cert,am specific ¢o tands Ofaction, He def neefi ldn a \.)vay_ that was‘ robabihty
persons’ (Weber, 197, 1968- (oral) Commands) w: omination as th.e P oup of
legitimate forms ofid 212). Dy inafi S) Will be obeyed by a given & o (0
what played 3 ce hat Ol Interested Weber and these W& _d

on, or
e ntral roje ; athe ¢ ,
authority is mad Ole in - Called Authority. What concerned Weberilich

d legit' c t :

4 Imat 18 50

In defining thege three ba::) followe Clology, were the three bases O s,
S

action., but he fapidly moyeg .. eber re aiiratlm-lal’ traditional and charismati® . Jud)
OnTational groypgg rests ¢ t(; :l,a?g&scale Se Cfgllrréy Ct}Ose to his ideas on ;ngt:, :
1efin g, .S of authority. Authority 1€ 058
Authf)rlty legitimige q ::er sl{Ch Tules ¢, i:gahty ofenacted rules and the right © tl;5).
fﬁ:ﬁft(y\;;e“:ngrgﬁrial tragﬁ?éfi;’ 2§§,gmun§‘§?§§a“;géa§dg (Weber, 1921/ 1691?: - e
e devotion of folloivg i) Stlythe Bllimacy of thnosan B thority unden
leaqérs as wel] a5 Pl €Xce ;a o egitimizede;)exerc]'Smg z?usupported(;f
leg‘ltlmizing authority . . na ivp 10nal sap 1ty, hero; Y charisima 1 chﬂfﬂcter f
S i Dlamly im ndiv?; SanCtionedofl)SyHtl?;rixeS})ltirgse means p
1 P .
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Legal Authority . Hetors, through processes (behefS)
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o al forms, but the one that 1 ercis6
Idered ag “the purest type 01 ¢

Yariety
aucracy, Whic }fstn
:220). €c

Ideal-Typical Bureaucracy Max Weber

Weber depicted bureaucracies in ideal-typical terms. Although he was well aware of
their failings, Weber portrayed bureaucracies in a highly positive way.

Despite his discussion of the positive characteristics of bureaucracies here and NOTES
elsewhere in his work, there is a fundamental ambivalence in his attitude towards them.
Although he detailed their advantages, he was well aware of their problems. Weber
expressed various reservations about bureaucratic organizations. For example, he was
cognizant of the ‘red tape’ that often makes dealing with bureaucracies so trying and so
difficult. However, his major fear was that the rationalization which dominates all aspects
of bureaucratic life was a threat to individual liberty.

Weber was appalled by the effects of bureaucratization and, more generally, of
the rationalization of the world of which bureaucratization is but one component, but he
saw no way out. He discussed bureaucracies as ‘escape proof’, ‘practically unshatterable’,
and along the same lines, he felt that the institutions tend to destroy once they are
established. Similarly, he felt that individual bureaucrats could not ‘squirm out’ of the
bureaucracy after getting ‘harnessed’ in it. Weber summarized that ‘the future belongs
to bureaucratization’ (1921/1968:1401), and the time has borne out his forecast.

Given below are the key characteristics of the ideal-typical bureaucracy:

1. It comprises a continuous organization of official functions (offices)
constrained by rules.

2. Each office has a particular and defined sphere of competence and capability.
The office carries with it a set of obligations and duties to perform different
functions, the authority to fulfill these functions, and the modes of compulsion
needed to accomplish the job. t

3. The offices are organized into a hierarchical system. .

4. The offices may involve technical qualifications in them which require that
the participants get suitable training. '

5. The staff which fills these offices does not own the production means
associated with them. The staff members are allowed the use of those

things which they require to finish the jol.).
6. The incumbent is not allowed to appropriate
part of the organization.
7. Administrative acts, decisions and rules are
Bureaucracy is one of the rational structures which s plgymg an] ;ﬁg:ﬁ:iistﬁg
' modern society, but one may wonder whether there is any a

u . i answer was that there is no
“Caucratic structure. Weber’s clear and unequivocal

POssib]e alternative: “The needs of mass administration make it t(.)da)f ct)hmlt)-leltglyf
‘ndi . d dilettantism in the field o
a “Pensable. The choice is only between bureaucracy an

Stratiop ’

the position; it always remains

formulated and recorded in

o s rn capitalism,

we .. Although we might admit that bureaucracy is an Intrinsie park ofm;;?gl ™ toireate "

soc'ml.ght ask whether a socialist society might be different. Is i pol. i that. il

Cas;ahst System without bureaucracies and bureaucrats? Weper believ b

SOcja); Socialism we would see an increase, not a decrease, mtb?rfnalﬁtr :vould méan
1 ‘ 1talismi,

Atra M were to achieve a level of efficiency comparable toicap

endoy« : . a] bureaucrats’ (Weber 1921/
19 Ous increase ; ce of professiona i
682 aselndies lmportan > aucrats, but1in socialismeven Self-Instructional

-In Capitalism, at least the owners are not bure ik -
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the top-level leaders would be bureaucrais. Weber thus believed that even with its problems
‘capitalism presented the best chances for the preservation of individual freedom and
creative leadership in a bureaucratic world” (Mommsen, 1974: xv). We are once again
at a key theme in Weber’s work: his view that there is really no hope for a better world.

Socialists can, in Weber’s view, only make things worse by expanding the degree of
bureaucratization in society.

Aray ofhope in Weber’s work—and it is a small one—is that professionals who
stand outside the bureaucratic system can control it to some degree. In this category,
Weber included professional politicians, scientists and even capitalists, as well as the
supreme heads of the bureaucracies. For example, Weber said that politicians ‘must be
the counter.v.ailing force against bureaucratic domination’ (1921/1964:1417). His famou$
essay ‘Po{ztzcs as a Vocation’ is basically a plea for the development of political leaders
witha calhpg t? oppose the rule of bureaucracies and of bureaucrats, Similarly, in ‘Science
asa Vo-catzon Weber.made a plea for professional scientists who can counteract the
increasing bureaucratlzation and rationalization of science. However, in the end thes
professionals are simply another aspect of the rationalization proce,ss and that their

development only serves to accelerate that process

In his thinki Ye ,
his thinking about traditional authority structures, Weber used his ideal typical

bureaucracy as a methodologic i
gical tool. Hig objecti i i i °
e ' _ ve was to pinpoint the differenc
between a traditional authority structupe and the ideal-typical Eurgaucracy
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All four of these forms differ significantly from rational-legal authority. Weber
saw structures of traditional authority, in any form, as barriers to the development of
rationality. Weber argued that the structures and practices of traditional authority constitute
a barrier to the rise of rational economic structures—in particular, capitalism—as well
as to various other components of a rational society. Even patrimonialism—a more
modern form of traditionalism—while permitting the development of certain forms of
‘primitive’ capitalism, does not allow for the rise of the highly rational type of capitalism
characteristic of the modern West.

The concept of charisma plays an important role in the work of Max Weber, but
he had a conception of it very different from that held by most lay people today. EYell
though Weber did accept thata charismatic leader may possess exceptional charactenstxc's,
his sense of charisma was more dependent on the group of followers and the manner in
which they defined the charismatic leader. To put Weber’s position in a strai ghtforward
manner, if the followers define a leader as charismatic, then he or she is likely to be a
charismatic leader irrespective of whether he or she really possesses any outstanding
characteristics. In this manner a leader is set apart from the ordinary people and respected
as if endowed with supernatural, superhuman or at least exceptional powers or qualities
which are not available to the common people.

To Weber, charisma was a revolutionary force, one of the most. i'mportant
revolutionary forces in the social world. Whereas traditional authority clearly is inherently
conservative, the rise of a charismatic leader may well pose a thr§at to that system (as
well as to a rational-legal system) and lead to u dramgtlc change in that'syt;tem: vgha;
distinguishes charisma as a revolutionary force' is tha‘t it Eeads to changes in elrm(r;t S ?
actors; it causes a ‘subjective or internal reonent.atlon .Such changfeil m\z;}/ Tg’ 0‘a
radical alteration of the central attitudes toward different problems of the World".

Although Weber was here addressing changes in the thogghtts ar_‘:b?:;low“:b?;
individuals, such changes are clearlyreduced o the status of dep:"he?i:mm;ﬁc -
focused on changes in the structure of authority, 1.€-, the rise (})1 c 2; e thoughts.
When such a new authority structure emerges, itis likely ;0 c aizgwgbef’s by
and actions dramatically. The other e e orfle' (formal) rationality.
system, and the one with which he was much more concerned, 1S

; . i hanges the minds of

Whereas charisma is an internal revolutionary force t.hat ¢ i

Clors, Weer e formab rtionaly 20X B il

e et of society first andAiEn LlEmAE thm;gh isma as well as its structure
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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 to be 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: f the organization ceases to exist, they are out of work.
Thus the challenge for the staff is to create a situation in which charisma in some
adulterated form persists even after the leader’s death. It is a difficult struggle because,

for Weber, charisma is by its nature unstable: it exists in i
i e; it exists as the
charismatic leader lives. n its pure form only as long

3.3 SOCIALACTION e

Weber’s entire sociology, if —

' 1 Weaccept h ;
of social action (Turner, 198 3 Hg ;FS Word§ atface value, was based sithisc oncepﬂon
behaviour. The concept of b(-:ha\,'iouri ifferentiateg between action and purely reactive
. s Srese 3
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. of interest in Weber’g sociolo astimulys apg response. Such behavi©

3 analysig il ]
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: 1{1Cs
‘ tion is foung 3 1. A 80od, and more specil
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beliefthat it ig nec

g € Tesulting meaningful actio™
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the foundation of the interpretation of action in sociology. Weber seemed to be making
essentially the same point made by Durkheim in discussing at least some nonmaterial
social facts. That is, sociologists are interested in mental processes, but this is not the
same as psychologists’ interest in the mind, personality and so forth.

Although Weber implied that he had a great concern with mental processes, he
actually spent little time on them. Hans Gerth and C. Wright Mills have called attention
to Weber’s lack of concern with mental processes:

“Weber sees in the concept of personality a much abused notion referring to a
profoundly irrational centre of creativity, a centre before which analytical-inquity come
to a halt’ (1958:55). Schutz (1932/1967) was quite correct when he pointed out that
although Weber’s work on mental processes is suggestive, it is hardly the basis for a
systematic micro-sociology. However, it was the suggestiveness of his work that made
him relevant to those who developed the theories of individuals and their behaviour—

symbolic internationalism, phenomenology and so forth.

In this action theory, Weber’s clear intent was to focus on individuals and patterns
and regularities of action and not on the collectivity. ‘Action in the sense of subjectively
understandable orientation of behaviour exists only as the behaviour of one or more
individual human beings’ (Weber’ 1921/1968:13). We'belt was preE)ared to admit t.hat for
some purposes, we may have to treat collectivities as md}V}c?uals but for the subjective
interpretation of action in sociological work these coll'ectlvmes must be tr'eated as solely
the resultants and modes of organization of the particular acts o.f individual persons,
since, these alone can be treated as agents in a course of subjectively understla}11fi.alb1e
action’ (1921/1968:13). It would seem that Weber could hardly ll)le m_Offi explicit; the
sociology of action is ultimately concerned with individuals, 'not co . ec’t1.v1 es.
of action, even the explicit a-ction, is ‘social in nature..Ov.ert
action is non-social if it is oriented just to the behaviour of llflilesst;):rjsii;:il:&%]j:tllz\;i
attitudes comprise social action only so faras they are oriente of(r)neditation i pri.v :on
example, religious behaviour is not social if it1s justa rr(;zglter (()) e
Prayer. A person’s economic activity is only social if .anf e:I tenirls anaction becomes
into consideration the behaviour of others. 50 generally I 1on: PR A
social in so far as the actor’s real control OVer economic 0o
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means are chosen as the best or most efficient ways of achieving it. The capitalist
entrepreneur strives for the most efficient and economic means to attain the maximum
profit from a specific business line.

Similarly, the party leader works out the most feasible combination of policy
proposals which may maximize the party’s vote in the upcoming elections. Weber states
that most of the economic, political and scientific actions involving prudent choice and
decision-making are comparable to such action. On the other hand, value-rational action
is the action which is rational in relation to some irrational or arbitrarily chosen value.
The religious believer praying and giving alms to the poor might be acting in a value-
rational manner. He/she is acting in this manner for its own sakg and as an absolute duty.
Here instrumental considerations are not taken into account at all. In such an action,
the're is no distinct or easil.y observable objective, even if a believer hopes that his or her
2::?::hrrr:iigT;‘::?tza‘éaiﬁoc:::e‘iléz;ftatt;?rlrllasl zllgtion, there is no su ggestion that actions

. However, they are rational in the means

- that they take up for expressing specific values,

d Tr;idl?onallictlr})n hs qmeﬂectiye a.nd habitual by nature. It barely involves some
egree of rationality. Traditional action is done as a matter of routine, with little or no

conscious reflection. People just act in the way like they have usually done in similar

situations in the past. Vari i
past. Various everyday actions have this traditional, habitual character:
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3.4 POWER,AUTHORITY AND LEGITIMACY

Max Weber gave a theory of authority that included three types of authority. He laid
down a path towards understanding how authority gets legitimized as a belief system.
The English translation of his essay ‘The three types of legitimate rule’ was published
posthumously in 1958. It is the most lucid explanation on the issue.

Weber demarcates three fundamental types of legitimate domination: (i) traditional,
(ii) charismatic and (iii) legal or rational. These three forms do not comprise the entirety
of domination types but they represent how it is feasible for some individuals to exercise
power over others. Authority broadens and maintains power and proves that a study of
its origins can show how people get ready to accept this domination as a customary and
structured phenomenon. It is noteworthy that these are ideal types, with any real use of
power being prone to have aspects of more than one kinds of authority, and may be even
other forms of power like the use of force or intimidation. Hence Weber’s classification
of legitimacy is taken as the basis of a righteous investigation of the nature of authority
in the modern-day civilizations.

Traditional Authority

Throughout history traditional authority has existed in various s’o.cieties. The 'SanCtltY of
tradition legitimizes the traditional authority. Usually the CaPi{bﬂItY ‘_‘nd t:e nght(t)o rtl;}e
are passed down through heredity. However, it does not assist social change. On the
other hand, it tends to be inconsistent and irrational, and perpetuates the status quo.
Weber analyzed why this particular form of z_tuthority was malntalr:;d,. andhwha: vs{e:ie
the obstructions to the development of more logical or legal forms o oglty & ara; :?ns i
of the Western societies. Specifically: Weber was chu§ed upon h‘i:;’ tese st:)ii::tigga

forms of authority restricted the development of capitalism in non-Vestern J

Weber stated that traditional quthority is a means thrgu gh which iél'(:guallitlz fsg
created and preserved. If there s no challenge to the -al.lthOrlfty of tl;z ;?loiii;?:deﬁved
or group, the leader is expected (0 Sty dominant. Traditional formo

¥ : i
from an established faith in the sanctity of age—pld tradltt;lons angdh ?;;Zi?gzl Orfi ;l;ﬁssoaf erl
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influentia] and dominant individual or group are accepte

Subordinate individuals. :
Web ¢ this traditionalist domina et iioalontilohbi
OfeVerea;;)SLtftlitsgst’h(aGerth and Mills, p. 297)- Ritzer states that ‘traditional 21807 Y
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Traditional authority is characteristically embodied in feudalism or patrimonialism.
In an entirely patriarchal structure, ‘the servants are completely and personally dependent
upon the lord’. On the other hand, in an estate system (i.e., feudalism), ‘the servants are
not personal servants of the lord but independent men’ (Weber, 1958:4). However, in
both cases the system of authority does not change or evolve. Hence, gerontocracy and
patrimonialism are the forms of traditional authority. Gerontocracy means the rule by
elders, and patrimonialism stands for the rule by someone designated by inheritance.
There is still a common idea of everybody being a member of the group, although there
is by no means equal distribution of power. A patrimonial retainer may be supported
through: maintenance at his lord’s table, allowances from the chief (mainly in kind),

rights of land use in lieu of services, and appropriation of property income, fees or taxes
by fiefs.

Charismatic Authority

Charismatic authority is possessed by a leader whose vision and mission is capable of
inspiring others. Its roots are found in the perceived astonishing characteristics of a
person. Weber defined a charismatic leader as the leader of a new social movement,
and the one endowed with divine or supernatural powers, e.g., a religious prophet-
Accort?infl;? hi-m’ Cthmatic authority subsists on the devoti;)n to the explicit and
exceptional heroism, sanctity or commendable ch . .

patterns of order revealed or ordained by him, “ractex of aperson and of the normative

Charisma stands for the quality of an individua]
extraordinary. The followers might view this quality to
superhuman or exceptional qualities or powers. Wheth

personality which is viewed a8
be endowed with supematural’
er such powers exist in reality OF

tic, it can be revolutionary, breaking
the legal authority’ (Giddens, p. 160~

master sent by the Gods,

Charisma has deficiencj
really effective during the Jife
should be transformed into 5 |
exercised in an illogical wa

€Sasalong-terp, source g
me of the Charismatic |e
egal or traditiong] form
Y, Preventing the devel
to capitalism_ A

f authority. However, it may b,e
ader. If it has to be continued:*
of authority, Further, it might *°

T

It would be appropriate to discuss the process of the routinization of charisma. In
basic form, charismatic authority exists just in the process of originating. It turns either
rationalized or traditionalized, or a combination of both for the following reasons: ideal
and material interests of the followers in the repeated reactivation of the community
interests of the administrative staff, followers or disciples of the charismatic leader in
maintaining their positions, so that their own standing is established on a day-to-day
basis. Huge masses of people exist; it paves the way for the forces of daily routine.

There is an objective requirement of patterns of order and organization of the
administrative staff to fulfill the normal, everyday needs and conditions of running the
administration. Further, there is a craving for security, needing legitimization of positions
of authority and social prestige and economic advantages held by the followers. Thus,
the process of routinization is not limited to the succession problem, and does not come
to an end when it is solved. The most basic problem is the changeover from the charismatic
administrative staff and its administrative mode to one which can tackle everyday
circumstances.

Following are the possible types of solution:
1. Search for new charismatic leader on the basis of criteria that will entitle
him for the position of authority.

2. Revelation thorough oracles, lots, etc. Legitimacy is then d_epe_ndent upon
the technique of selection, which represents a form of legalization.

3. By the leader designating his successor. ugel L :

4. The designation of a successor by the chaltlsmaucally _quahﬁed staff, and
the successor’s recognition by the community. The legitimacy may come to
depend upon the technique of selection. ittt -

5 Hel::ditars charisma which may lead to either traditionalization or legalization

(divine right, etc.).
6. The charisma transmitted through
or created in anew individual, whic

: i msel).
Bio Potato, the Pope himse |
o i priates the powers of control and economic

be either legal or traditional, on the basis of

h ritual means from one bearer to another,
h might become the charisma of office

In one form, routinization also.appro
advantages by the disciples. Further, it may iy
Whether or not legislation of some kind is involved.

Raﬁonal-Legal Authority

ered by a formalistic belief in the content of Fhe law
V:\ specific individual leader does not get entlt.led to
parismatic or traditional—but a set of uniform

Legal-rational authority gets empo
(legal) or natural law (rationality)-
Obedience by the people_,whether ch

Principes i put at his/her disposal- ; i texample

According to Weber, bureaucracy (pol.ill‘?al oL CCO‘;‘I’“?;:E?;Z ‘::cs)dem st:te,
flegal.rational authoriy. Thiskind of Oty S COMPETE L) vy associations
=Y governments, private and public corporations. &7 ‘rational grounds—esting on
Rational-legal auﬂ;ority or legitimate dominatlon_ resting ot elevated to authority under
Abeliefip the |o gality of enacted rules and the right of those
Uh rules to jssues commands’ (Weber, p- 2 15) . s of normative rules and the
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legitimacy to survive in the contemporary world. All the bearers of the power of command
are legitimated in so far as these correspond with the norms. There are numerous ways
through which legal authority may establish. These are:

1. Systems of convention
2. Laws and regulation evolve in various societies
3. Various principles of legality occurring around

The evolution of law in the West goes on to establish a legal system which ensures
that there is a rule of law, written legal codes, legal rights and rules, and the
‘professionalized administration of justice by persons who have received their legal training
formally and systematically’ (Ritzer, p. 129).

As the political or lt?gal system develops in this logical way, authority adopts a
légal shape. Those governing or ruling either possess, or seem to possess a lawful legal
right to do so. The subordinates within this system recognize the legality of the rul:rs

with a belief that they possess the lawful right to exercise pow i
- - . . er’ Th
use it on the basis of this right of legitimacy. y Peanpoyesihel

As the rational legal system develops, there has to be a political system that
becorr.les rationalized in a similar manner. The constitutions, codified d o ad
established offices, streamlined means of representation, reg\;lar electio OCurgentS. o
proce@ures are the basic elements of this systematization. These are develo ncsl - pollFIFal
to earlier systems like monarchies or other traditional forms, where there S et ot
sets of rules. This rational-legal form of authority might be challengeda{:;ntﬁzz3 Sc:athhlid

nes who

are in a subordinate position. This opposition isu i
3 < suallynot | i ;
changes in the system’s nature very rapidly. ynotlikely to bring about dramatic
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' iy e
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contemporary societies, authority is in big part i erpreted in this sense. In
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- The possibility

type of authority might depend on :
; the abilj
features which make it exceptional and lrlty ot authority 5

1ic (unlj g4
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Further, it has been observed that a specific kind of authority may lose its power
?o—and hence transition into—other kind of authority in the following manner. For
instance, revolutionary ideals may be advocated by a charismatic leader or the logical
pursuit of ends through abstract formal principles can both deteriorate traditional authority.
The revolutionary charismatic movements may be crystallized into a traditional order or
bureaucratized into a logical formal organization. Ultimately, the illogical forces and
powers of tradition or charisma may lessen the position of legal-rational authority. It has
also been observed that Weber’s three kinds of authority are comparable to his three
categories of inequality: (i) class, (i) status groups and (iii) parties. Traditional authority
is the basis for status groups. Charismatic authority depends on a market scheme (like
the potential for life chances), and Weber viewed it to be the result of class. Ultimately,

parties are the codification of legal-rational authority, particularly in the case of
bureaucracies.

Distinction between Power, Authority and Legitimacy

The expression ‘authority’ stands for an abstract concept possessing both sociological
and psychological components. Hence it s very difficult to differentiate these concepts.
In fact, the ideas of power, authority and legitimacy are basically interrelated. It is a
concern not just in the abstract sense in terms of how these three are related, but also in
the concrete since scholars themselves are usually accountable for entangling them.
One is defined as the function of the other and vice-versafill the reader doesn’t understand

where to turn anymore to get help.
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as quasi-fetishes’ along with ‘other traditional traits’. “This stereotyping of tools was one
of the strongest handicaps to all technical development.” Indian religions, 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 was a contemplative
flight from the world.

Indian asceticism never translated itself into 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 sorts of fetishism, animistic
and magical beliefs and practices in rivers, ponds and mountains, highly developed word
formulae, finger-pointing magic, and the like”. In contrast to the Hebrew prophets, who
never made peace with the magicians, the Brahmans (a distinguished, cultivated and
genteel stratum like the Mandarins), in the interests of their power position, not only
recognized the influence of magic but rationalized it and made numerous concessions to
the unclassical magicians; this despite the fact that ideally, according to the Classic
Vedas, magic was to be suppressed, or at least merely tolerated among the masses.

The general character of Asiatic religion, Weber concluded (on the basis of his
studies of China, India, Korea, Ceylon, etc.), was a particular form
knowledge in the spiritual realm, mystically acquired. Gnosis wa
‘highest holiness’ and the ‘highest practice’. This ‘knowledge
rational and empirical means by which man sought with increasin
Itﬁl;u“r; lr);cgm: nuilrslii(slit\lzl: trrr:l?zlj o(f) R}:&lcal and magical domination over the self and

yanit g y and spirit either through asceticism or, as a
rule, through strict, methodological ruled meditation’. It gave rise t i
aristocracy, for such mystical knowledge was necessarily esoteric and ho " red?mptlon
not accessible or communicable to everyone. o

of gnosis, i.e., positive
s the single path to the
far from becoming a
g success to dominate

The holy and godlike was attained by an ‘emptyine’ .
Psychic peace, not restlessness, was godli b b ofexperience of this world.

| e; the latter, beino speci i
was illusory, transitory and soteriologicall :éep ?ﬁlgga?y Creat;llre—hkf,
) ntrast to the soul-
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9. According to
Weber, what were
the key differences
between
Protestants and
Catholics?

10. What did the
Puritan ascetic
lifestyle involve?

11. What similarities
did Weber see
between India and
the Western
countries?

12. What are the
distinguishing traits
of status groups?
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3.5 SUMMARY

e Max Webel_', who has been called the ‘bourgeois Marx’, became a sociologist ‘in
along and intense debate with the ghost of Marx’. The title of one of his major
works, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, his concern with the Protestant ethic. and

even his superb studies in Weltreligionen, all show his sustained ; -
problems and issues raised by Marx. tained interest in the

* Weber’s entire sociology, if we accept his words at face va} i
cncgionc T O e
pufely reactive behaviour. The concept of behaviour is reserved, then as now
(R_Jtzer, 1975a), to automatic behaviour that involves no thought : rocesses—a
stimulus and response. Such behaviour was not of interest in Webel:"s soci:logy

® Weber’s philosophy of science convinced him to rej ini
. X Ject deterministic
explanation. The causal explanations produced by sociologists shoulds:lswfr:mss g:
based on an interpretative understanding of the subjective mean; ys
individuals provide to their actions. anings which
‘@ Weber’s sociological interest in the structures of a i
. . eie g uthori was 3
in part, by his political interests. Weber was no politic:ly radjcfl(-)til:?ted, ﬁt least
often called the ‘bourgeois Marx” to reflect the similarif; 1 Aact, e was

. es in the intellectyal i
of Marx and Weber as well as their very diff; PR Inferests
Marx. ery different political intellectual interests of

® Legal authority can take a variety of structural
Weber most was the bureaucracy, which he
exercise of legal authority®.

e Weber depicted bureaucracies in ideal-typical
| T eepK terms. Althou
of their failings, Weber portrayed bureaucracies in a highlyihi)lsliii‘:’:s wv:ell e
o In his thinking about tl'adiﬁOI.lal authority structures, Weber used his id y. .
bureaucracy as a methodological tool. His objective was to pinpoint thle cal-typical
between a traditional authority structure and the ideal-typic all)?)ureau (;r‘lfcemnces
y.

fonps, but the one that interested
considered as ‘the purest type of

¢ The concept of charisma plays an important role i
he had a conception of it very different from tha: ll::ﬂt:lle work of Max Weber, but

Even thou'gh. Webc?r did accept that a charismatic leadell.) z}:;OSt lay people t(?day.
characteristics, his sense of charisma was more e ndep"séms exceptional
followers and the manner in which they defineg the pendent on the group of

charismatic |
* Weber termed power as the chance that a Person in a socjg] .

|
|
I
|

3.6 KEY TERMS

e Historical sociology: Sociological analysis based on historical data sources-
either primary (such as original documents in archives) or secondary (the written
history produced by historians themselves).

o Social action: According to Max Weber, an action is ‘social’ if the acting individual
takes account of the behaviour of others and is thereby oriented in its course.

e Traditional action: Action which is carried out due to tradition, because they are
always carried out in a particular manner for certain situations.

o Affectional action: Also known as affectual or emotional action, it is a social
action caused by an emotion (revenge, love, loyalty, etc.).

¢ Bureaucratization: Tendency to managean organization b)_' addipg more controls,
adherence to rigid procedures and attention to every detail for its own sake.

e Traditional authority: The authority based on a claim by t!xe leaders, and a
belief on the part of the followers that there is virtue in the sanctity of age-old rule

and powers. . ' . .
o Power: A measurement of an entity’s ability to control its environment, including

the behaviour of other entities.

3.7 _ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’

i abureaucrat who acquired a relatively significant political position.

1. gf?af?i:vﬁy a part of the political establishment apd as aresult esclfewed‘ any
activity oridealism that would requue.personal sacrifice or thtl;eaten} hl:d p:asll-:lh(;n
within the system. In addition, the senior Weber wasa man who enjoy: ds Wify
1 and in this and many other ways he stood in sharp contrast to his wife.
peasure’ alvinist, a woman who sought to lead an

’ ut C
Max Weber's mother was 2 e Jeasure craved by her husband. Her concerns

:c life largely devoid of the p . ! : :

::::: I(l:'lglf': oﬂm%:rvzorldly; she was disturbed by th:1 Slgtlils of imperfection which
i he was not destined for salvation.

e as Marx but he did not advocate

2. Weber was almost ascritical of modern capitalist t overthrow it. He had little
revolution. He wanted to change society grﬁduany,’l;?)ciet}’
faith in the ability of the masses 0 acerete l?e'tter i al-legal system
3. Whereas legal authority stems from the 1eg1t1ma(<l= . Ofaizla;l l()):lief orgl the);’art of
traditional authority is based 002 claim by the leaf er:,_ow rule and powers. The
the followers that there is virtue in the im;imyr(s)o:gl master. The administrative
leader in such a systemis not2 supenor :f pepr:onal retainers.
one of the most important

staff consists not of officials but mainly il

i orce, .
% To Weber, charisma we? * reVommna\;;’yhereas traditional authority clearlyis
leader may well pose a threat to

revolutionary forces in the social world.
and lead to a dramatic change

i i ismatic

- inherently conservative, the 115€ of acharisma
Jegal system) : chane®

revolutionary force 1s that1

‘subjective or internal

that system (as well astoa rational- : o

in that system. What distinguishes charisma e

leads to changes in the minds of ci"® p c:ll:\lteration of the central attitudes
reorientation’. Such changes may lead 0 2 radic

toward different problems of the World’.

Max Weber
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5. Inthis action theory, Weber’s clear intent was to focus on individuals and patterns

and regularities of action and not on the collectivity. Weber was prepared to admit
that for some purposes, we may have to treat collectivities as individuals ‘but for
_the subjective interpretation of action in sociological work these collectivities must
be treated as solely the resultants and modes of organization of the particular acts

of individual persons, since, these alone can be treated as agents in a course of
subjectively understandable action’.

6. Weber suggested four ideal types of action as the basic building blocks for

8. Charisma has deficiencies as a long-term so

11.

sociology:

Instrumentally rational action
Value-rational action
Traditional action
Affectional action

) Weberde AIES three fundamental types of legitimate domination: (i) traditional,
(ii) charismatic and (jii) legal or rational. These three forms do not comprise the

?nt{r(?ty of domma?ion types but they represent how it is feasible for some
individuals to exercise power over others,

urce 9f authority. However, it may be
charismatic leader. Ifit has to be continued,

. . or traditional . .
might be exercised in an illogical way, form of authority. Further, it

ventin, .
forms, particularly the ones leadin vy g the development of more rational

i g to capitalism. .
administration of charismatic authg P Also, there is a chance that

rational authority. Charismatic authoﬁ;tgyergsults-iq the development of legal and

really effective during the lifetime of the
it should be transformed into a legal

‘ O ‘routinized in various ways. According

Eo \:’aet:belri,k (?rder:i are traditionalized, the staff or followers changeyisnto iegal or
estate-like’ (traditional) staff, or the meaning of charisma i

change.’ a itself may undergo

the rigorous and systematic use of time, Th;
igon ; €. This rationg] i i
e : and cal as
applied in all aspects Ofllf?:. In the Puritan worldview, eatin;‘;lzg ‘s::utgg;cw\zre
therefore, as things to be controlled-
de marriage, a life of
means of self-contro} through which 2

24

terms. Many of the older type of capitalist forms had at one time or another been
inevidence: state creditors and contractors, tax farmers, etc. Urban development
also seemed to parallel that of the West at many points.

istingui i bols such as special

12. The status groups are distinguished on the basis of status symbols .

attire, exclusive clubs and unique lifestyles. Classes ?r.e.often classified depending
on their relation to the means of production and acqulsmon.of goods. Status groups
are stratified according to the principle of their consumption of goods as marked
by unique lifestyle. While status groups belong to the social order, classes make
up the economic framework within a society.

3.8 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

Short-Answer Questions

1. In what way did the differences between his parents affect the early life of
Weber?

2. Why is Weber known as ‘bourgeois Marx’?

3. State the concept of social action enunciated by Web.er. . .

4. Give a brief note on the transition from tradition to l‘atlonallty'deplcted by Weber.

5. What were the features of religions in China and India that stifled the chances of
growth of capitalism during the initial phases?

Long-Answer Questions
1. Compare and contrast the four types of social action given by Weber.

and contrast different types of authority propounded by Weber.

2. Compare between religion and the rise of modem

3. Give abroad overview of the connection
capitali

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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4.0 INTRODUCTION

i ¢ asociologist ‘ina lon
Max Weber, who has been called the ‘bourgeois Marx’, became g g

: . ¢ of Marx’. The title of one of his major works, Wirtschaft
and intense debate with the ghosto hic, and even his superb studies in

: : :
und Gesellschaft, his concern with the Protestan.t e . !
Weltreligionenﬁall show his sustained interest 1n the problems and issues raised by
Marx. | o

Though Weber was influenced by the German historical school—itself engaged

u ¢ ] S == i . .

in a critical examination of Marx’s (and Hegel s) conceptions tlhe maulll Zetz:)t(l)l]r(eUOftl;:Z
overall work was shaped by his debate with Marx; and among those w p

g (& i tial. His main interest, a lifelonge
i ber was erhaps the most lllﬂue{l ' : .
arxian Ch'allen e, W TV p \ e H, AR l

i West but all its major
shati nic system of the
Dot only to a fastidious examination of the econor e i
i e i this became a matter of unders g
Social and cultural institutions. Ultimately, : i
Peculiar nature of Western civilization and important comms;? w‘;th ;}(;el-lesléiialt\f;ri osf
the East. In working on this and other problems, he 8502 Zfe : aas will be seen, he
Method. He was not, it will be argued here: refuting Marx; for, ,

i inari itful.
aceepted Marx’s major methodological prmClpleS as extraordinarily frui

] . f showing the
Insofar tion of Marxism was mvolve'd, it :’vﬂas a matter o. g ,

Madequacy of ssgifrlll E)anarx’s revolutionary conclusions l:“d i{;ﬁ;&er%%lgf m;:i%fg
20 2 mogal suporiority of socialismascompared WA CAPLESEE IRy, erEiore
38 Pargopg has, that after an early contact wx.th the Mar;ll?il Iz)fan T——
<< oiled from ﬂ’liS, becoming convinced of the mdlspe,l o l1lit)<; incorrec[t) and even has

. °38"in the explanation of great histori g lass consciousness was

1Zarpe implications. For it implies that Marx, for whom € s

A id not know that ideas were
Ndamepgg) ; o -+ Tism to socialism, did n0
' in the transition from capitalis " o e et
Mportap in history. But this allegation about Weber is also incorrect, for he retained
o i t ory. But this alleg arx as a thinker.

8 Material ughout his Jife the greatest admiration forM

cal processe
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| . - . . Max Weber
Max Weber If Weber ‘recoiled’, it was from vulgar and dogmatic Marxism—as, indeed, Marx

himself had done. The position taken here is that Weber’s work must not be read as
repudiation of Marx’s methodological principles but rather as a ‘rounding out’ and

supplementing of his method. The validity of this assertion can best be assessed by a re- NOTES
NOTES examination of Weber’s work.

Max Weber has had a more powerful positive impact on a wide range of sociological
theories than any other sociological theorist. This influence is traceable to the sophistication,
complexity and sometimes even confusion of Weberian theory. Despite its problems,
Weber’s work represents a remarkable fusion of historical research and sociological
theonzmg 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 fusion of history and sociology, i.e., towards the development of
' historical sociology. '

’ ol o . . . 1

| Statem:fs hAlcartth of Wﬁbve\:[nan somolog}{' lies in substantive sociology, not in methodological
‘ -Although eber based his theories on his thoughts about social action and

social relationships, his main inter. -

: est was the large-scal institutions of
e ;i R . e structures and institutl
ty. al especially with his analysis of the three structures of authority——legal’

traditional and charismatic. In the cont : '
ideal—typical bureaucratic—anq ntextof legal authority, we deal with his famous

—typ show how he used itional and
oS : ! 'ficused that tool to analyse traditional @
uthority. Of particular interest is Weber’s work on chariysma. Not only did

u . i
ctpre of authority, but he was also interested in the
ture is produced.

processes by which such a struc
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4.2 THEORY OF PROTESTANT ETHICS AND
CAPITALISM

——

According to Weber, capitalism was a modern phenomenon: a Very sophisticated system
of institutions, extremely rational in character, and the product of various developments
atypical of Western civilization. In these tetms; capitalism was unique—both in the sense
tl}at such a system never emerged spontaneously in the East. Capitalism is not as old as
history and should not be confused with the various forms of capitalistic activity
(speculative, commercial, adventurous, political, etc.), which were indeed known in
Previoyg periods of Western history and in the civilizations of the East as well. The || Check Your Progress

e .

amergence of the new socio-economic system 11 the West.could not be taken fqr granted || 5 what was Weber's
4 S0 automatic consequence of the growing rationalization of all aspects of .hfe..It had focus inthe socil
| orld of hostile forces’, and its victory action theory?

Ought : :
ghtits way to supremacy ‘againsta whole W

Overth, : hictorically inevitabl > or ‘historicall 6. Name the four ideal

w ; : rically inevitable or rica

< Neces e'Ia’dltlonal forces of the middle Ages Was not ‘historically y et

Sary’, the building blocks
nts on the subject: ‘In the last resort of sociology,

As e stated in one of his final pronounceme suggested by Weber.

ac x R ; anent enterprise rational
accqy t(.)r which produced capltahsm is the rational pe@ % alr(fne I\’Iecess - bat dateaies
hting, rational technology, and rational law, but again not these ' ary three fundamental

Q g :
: . ' e conduct of life it
n P ementary factors were the rational spirt, the rationalization of th types of legitimate

ggsneral, and a rationalistic economic ethic.” Inthe carly essays, heis explormg‘m a (i;):ii;:yﬁ?on. What
Ision ) i . 1o ethics of Protestantism. -
al way the source of the rational spirit and conduct1n th s Wi aiEtis

this score, he does seem to treat ethics as fimitafions Gfthe
becomes clearer charismatic form of

fo, X :
1% Ithough he is not altogether clear on

92 Material

Self-Instructional €ce
Ssa i eans, as
g_om 1 Iy complementary factor’. But what he really m e it indaciie ot
lmSe]
f

Ater essays, i itali 1d not have arisen
ys, 1s not that capltahsm would no . :
acknowledged that it had in some places——but rather that the peculiatly energetic
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form it assumed in a certain historical period might be attributed to the ‘elective affinity’
between the ethical injunctions of ascetic Protestantism and the spirit of capitalism. The
emphasis here being on spirit; there was such great congruence between the two, that

they mutually reinforced each other to produce a methodical devotion to work and business
activity and thus to a vigorous development of capitalism.

In the Protestant Ethic, Weber starts by drawing attention to what he considers
important differences between Protestants and Catholics in terms of their inclinations
towards technical, industrial, and commercial studies and occupations. Protestants were
much more inclined to pursue these studies and to be engaged in capitalistic enterprise
while Catholics seem to prefer the more traditional humanistic studies. Among workers,
too, it appeared that Catholics remained in the more traditional occupations, . g., crafts,
while Protestants acquired industrial skills and even filled administrative positions. These
differences could not be accounted for in terms of advantages of inherited wealth but
rather had to be explained by the character of the religious education and values which
the two groups received and communities, What seemed all the more striking to Weber
about the smaller representation of Catholics in ‘modern business life’ was that as
minority, suffering certain political disabilities, they should have sought all the more
forcefully to engage in economic activity (as had other minorities, notably the Jews).

- The Puri
Quakers and the Bapﬁsts—developedl}agzaﬁ?izﬁs of the 17¢h century—especially the
or profession as giving people some e ot S3W success in an occupation, business

They began to encourage their me f whether the ed.
s m . y were saved or damn
and disciplined in al] as bers to be djjj

Pects of their &entand hard-working in their work
were, indeed, likely to be suCCesszllr :::gs. Those Who worked hard ffund that they
about their destiny (Marshal], 1982), > and this helped (q lessen their sense of anxiety
Weber described this lifeg
T el i ty]'e as Onhe ofa T
Ear;: Y;;):k, discipline, the avoidance of wagyg S:::ilct:lllsm: The ascetic lifestyle involved
- 1his rational and calculatiye attitude e . © I1gorous and systematic use ©
were g

worldview, eating and sexuality *5 applied in a]) aspects of life. In the Purita?

. e
therefore, as things to be controlled. Fasti(:{‘ atsh Stimuy
and, outside marriage, a life of Chastity ang, e

eontolthrough which amastery of the body couiq o
attain

lating the bodily appetites and:

-reproductive S€**
all seen as means of self

The pursuit of these values by 17th-century merchants in the Puritan sects led
them to greater business success than their counterparts in other religions. Their ascetic
way of life stressed the avoidance of excessive income and wasteful or luxurious
consumption, and this led them to plough back their profits into their businesses and so to
expand their scale of operations.

Asceticism gave a new meaning to practical economic life. A distinctively modern
view of commercial activity and an ethnic of hard work were encouraged, and it was
this new outlook and orientation that allowed capitalist business enterprises to expand on
an unprecedented scale in the 18th and 19th centuries. The Protestant ethic, Weber
argued, had given birth to the spirit of modern capitalism.

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 alternative to capi?a:list ec.:onomic activity: if
employers 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 sacke'd and rep]ac_ed by t_hose
who will. The spirit of modern capitalism disappears, and modern life becomes increasingly
empty and meaningless.

4.2.1 Religion and Social Change

In Weber’s opinion, religious belief was to be encourfiggd to bﬂqg a cha.n%e in So]-(:lal
structure. His social action approach was connected with interpretive ;F)CIO mc;gg, V-V-ter;
the interpretation of beliefs leads on to action. The' Prote?vta.r;t Etl ic acl o t;:(;; fgr
Capitalism showed that the belief of Calvinists regarding ﬂflzlr I estge; aln S
Work was equivalent to the need for capitalism n 2 Stage o ynar:lans g l):ng; wing.was
Situation of common human poverty and desperate s gfleeglwith a godly lifestyle.
Self-reliance and personal favour in terms of wealth—com mrconsumption Ly

us, a Calvinist would invest his money and not indulge n °"ede TR t};e b iR
Cutiful famgly lived the simple life, and invested the TOREY o very wealthy and set up

Ome Calyinists like Leonard Chamberlain of Hull became very

Tusts to fund social, educational and religious causes. e
o o i nsequent action, 1
2 result of such religions belle\f:/:l?;(;?udiee% religions around the world, such

direct effect on capitalist gl.'owt;ll;daism He saw the roots of capitalism in Ancient

in Roman Catholicism where pejople
ss. This repetitive attitude depicted

) : reivene )
Over consume ‘sinfully’ and receive fore! s of Calvinism, who were actively

atng eco . . it the believer
ight no could suit
tigh i, mic dynamism

. i ight come from a
cong:. Veber tried to show that a change of atitude and ac;;(znuﬁgle functionalists,
W:bmuing traditional stance to the one of change and mvestn} a‘lity gitto i
s%ieer ®Xplained social change. Weber Jooked at fqm}s{gfm Buddhist) gives way to
Mucy Atraditiong] rationality (such as the Catholic, L ond carricd 0utby il

; e s 2 irration ;
Ineansmorg Purposeful rationalities, either with an irrati o carried out by rational
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A transition between a capitalism that is motivated by religion to a developed
capitalism thatno longer needs a religious spirit—it acquires its own dynamic and rationality.
This is the triumph of bureaucracy, a depressing, rational organization of work, and
Weber saw this as disenchantment, meaning lacking in human spirit. Thus, Weber proposed
that rationality meant people would always suffer anomie whether in socialism or
capitalism. It also meant that as society continued to modernize this way, religion would
have no further relevant social function. For Weber, religion would have no social function
even under a developed capitalism. Nevertheless, religion does seem to retain some

social role, such as observance in state occasions, and perhaps this is to keep a level of
enchantment at state level. Religion is itself part of the social change

Weber saw collective conscience in modern organic society as weaker; indeed
he proposed that religion might become not the worship of society but of individuals,

making individuals sacred. Therefore, religion would have moved from a conservative
social role inhibiting social change to none. Weber be

had a partial systemic view; he regarded religion to

4.2.2 Religion of China

gan among social groups and only
be encouraging social change.

Students of economic development in the West had stressed two factors, which, among

Suts ; O pres 2gs .
contact were limited to a single port, iy Pe Crve tradition, foreign trade and
not centred in the city where it could, as in the W Tmore, industrig] development was

groups and interests. Thus, the economic, politic :lst, €Scape the contro] of traditional

autonomous and rational organization of industry analdld formal-legal foundations of an

gﬁ:‘le S Ctl)una asin Egypt and other ancieng gy - o NSIE Were absent. Control
¢ economy but was greatly limited dye g;olllZaus tlo(;ls, led to some rationalization
River regulation, t s of k and other conditi
WO gu » the basis of imperial authog; itions.
onal means alone but by the conduct of thee 1Y, Was assured not by empirical-
of the classical scriptures. If, for ex

MPEror who had to gy; )
am . toabide b i tives
not have the qualities of charisma ple, the dikes broke, Y theimpera
penitence for his sins,

nt ci
reli

demandeq this wag evidence that he did
by heavep and therefore had to do public

;e

growth of autonomous centres of power. The depend

& 2
rtheless, this did pot facilitate the
he cenra] government 01

ence of

its official, and these in turn on provincial assistants, enhanced traditionalism; even the
‘money economy contributed to the strengthening of traditional structures’. The officials
became in effect ‘tax farmers’, who extracted what they could from their provincial
subjects, gave as little as they dared to their superiors, and kept the rest. They were
prebendaries who had a paramount interest in maintaining the existing socioeconomic
conditions and hence the profits from their prebends. Thus as the money economy
expanded so did prebendalization, a great obstacle to attempts at internal change. To
become prebendaries they were dependent on the central government; once they became
officials and received their assignments, however, they acquired only a very limited
power, for they remained dependent on the indigenous elements of the provinces in
which they were strangers.

The sib in China was so powerful that true alienation of land from it was impossible.
Land was not unconditionally or permanently sold; rather, the sib always retained the
right to repurchase. There were moneylenders and other forrps .of politicz_illy determined
capitalism but these did not lead to modern rational, capitalistic enterprise. ‘Tpere was
no rational depersonalization of business,” Weber writes, ‘comparable to its unmistakable
beginnings in the commercial law of Italian cities.’

In China, the growth of wealth in the form of money led to different results.
When officials retired, for instance, they invested their money in }andholdmgs which
enabled some of their sons to study so as to pass the state examination and thus becox}me
eligible for ‘tax farming’ careers of their own. In this way the.vyhole ‘farr.ullgl commgnll]tiy
had a vested interest in the examination system anq oth'er trfldltlonal institutions. ?It‘h thi ts)
community was held together by powerful and rigid kinship bon((ijs. The gf"’t";rrs‘}’)et\s:e‘n
rested toa arge degron e ancesor U R B0 ersand hre
their descendants and .God. Clt.le.S stefe rr;l;elrl;niz ;theen itpandvillags’ A’
remained only a tec.hmcal' .t 1f-governing; a ‘village’ was a self-governing
was the seat of the mandarin @d WasLEELE ilit DOHeE developed in contrast
settlement without a mandarin. And autonomous military p

with the West, in the villages and not in the cities. i i 9

There were repeated power struggles between the l’]['ermiiacrz) nst};gy i
Which the former were always victorious. Yet, 1ron1§ally, tlg;)r:itie;; T
themselves of the Taoist’s priestly and magical services, a

ic and animism tolerated, they
gnize inreligi : ce. Not only were magic e
r\::: tzedplace in reélgu[)ius g]iraz(;me ¢ a tremendous power in Chinese
€ systematized and ration

d so that they becam
life. All sciences which had empirical

and naturalistic beginnings were comlzilete}y
i i inese world, despite
Rationalized as magical and supernatural practices and rituals. The Chinese p
'S secular and rational-empirical elemen

ts, remained enchanted with a magic garden.
eMagnification’ of religion, Weber

believed, was carried out in the West mgst
i -ocess had begun with
conSistently and thoroughly by ascetic Protestantisi; but the pr g
®ancient Jewish prophets.

- This does not mean, he em
1efs; what they did is obvious fr0

'®gard a]l mag; ilish’. For ,
- gic asdevilish . o _
“cligion is the degree to which ithas rid itself of magic

1ot «mentality’, in this case

"To be sure,” stated Weber, ‘the basic charactenstnc; (:Z 1 Tl::::;?ed b;/( > Jiscalend

: g attm’ldes toward the e g ene can hardly failto ascribe
| omic destinies.” Yet, in view of their autonomous laws, O

t . .1t development.”
Othege attitudes effects strongly counteractive to capitalist develop

ritans did not retain superstitious
Rather, it means that they came

Weber, then, one criterion of the rationalization of
€ ) i

phasizes, that the Pu
m their witch trials.
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4.2.3 Religion of India

In India, too, Weber saw many social and cultural conditions which, it would seem,
should have given rise to modern rational capitalism. Warfare, finance and politics, for
instance, had been rationalized, and the last of these even in quite ‘Machiavellian’ terms.
Many of the older type of capitalist forms had at one time or another been in evidence:
state creditors and contractors, tax farmers, etc. Urban development also seemed to
parallel that of the West at many points.

In addition, what Weber called rationality was prominent in many aspects of Indian
cultural life: the rational number system, arithmetic, al gebra, rational science and in

general a rational consistency in many spheres, together with a high degree of to]
towards philosophical and religious doctrines. gh degree of tolerance

The prevailing judicial forms appeared compatible with ca
there existed an autonomous stratum of merchants; handicrafts 2
specialization were developed; and, finally, the high degree of acquisitiveness and high
evaluation of wealth were a notable aspect of Indian socia] life. He regards Indi -
religion as ‘one factor among many’ which, he states cautiously, ‘I'na h Sohsim
capitalistic development’. Wil

pitalist development;
s well as occupational

Since there was no way of quantifying or wei
was to make as strong and as cogent a case as i i s
an9ther form—e.g., equivalent to t%]at of ascetic Pf:éﬁzslﬁ%:n rehlg;:m e akeon
rational type of capitalism might have developed there too, Since econg,rrlnjjir urﬁs’ . miode.m,
and.ott!er developments were somewhat equivalent in India and the W o sclentific
capltahsxp emerged autonomously only in the latter civilization, the di?fs v m.oc.iem
etl.lo.s which took shape there must have made a significant cau’s 1 e'rent- -
origin of the modern economic system. ¥ contribution to the

Ultimately, however, Weber sees mo i .
ethic; what he sees as really crucial is that desr:it(;p;l;ag‘tigzlre than just the Protestant
East, and the existence there of economic Strata and formg se, SCl.e ntific elements in the
emergence of a modern rational economy, the East remaineq aenrmngly conducive to the
meant that.all the aspects and institutions of Oriental civilizatioencmlnted sargen, This
even dominated by the magical mentality, which becam NS Were permeated and
developments in particular and on rationalization of the © 2 brake on economic

_ ‘ culture as 3 whole

had gn theother haf;ld’ oc::;denta] civilization, already ints eqr ly stages of

ad undergone significant 1senchantment, which hag increased g] i o
development right to the present. This disenchantment or . i almost as a uni-linear
scriptural prophets; but Christianity, Greek forma] ks Roma;l:;lllatlon began with the
curia, cities and states, the Renaissance, the Refolmatio,; the E ‘aw, the medieval papal
b.ovlixlr.geqls revolutions, etc., all contributed to the pro ‘,Jes: "}i{ghtenment, the various
civilization, as awhoh_e, fundamentally different from thyg £ Which has made Western
and occasionally explicit emphasis in these Ot the Bast. This is the implicit

. works.
ctually, Weber’s studies of the world relioi

Zoel rel
Phenomfana @d institutions. In effect, he takesl i‘;n: e’_nbmce? much
in question into his purview. In the case of Indiantlre Social stry
fundamental importance. The origin o > clearly the ca

? : fthe fo :
Kshatriyas, anshyas and Shudras— ie Shrou;erﬁzm Castes or cate
about the proliferation of groupings, so that literally t‘}?gs;er)g
an

in the course of Indian history. Basing himself o the best |

ghing the elements, all one could do

more than religious
Cture of the society
ste system was of
gories—Brahmans,
more, however, js known
S Of sub-casteg crystallized
ndologicy] sources, Weber

sketches the process by which new castes form and other undergo schisms. With the
increasing wealth of some strata, numerous tasks were defined by them as ‘lower’ and
unclean so that eventually the native, resident population refused to engage in them. This
made room for alien workers, whatever their origin, who moved into these occupations
and became a ‘guest’ people tolerated for the economic function they fulfilled. They
were not at first properly a part of the host village organization; they retained their own
community organizations and had full jurisdiction over them. Certain ritual barriers were
raised against these guest peoples; Weber calls them a pariah people. Eventually,
through a variety of forms of transition, a pariah people, having established itself in
some of the formerly native Hindu occupations, develops an interest in maintaining its
hold over these occupations and demands and receives certain Brahmanical services.
The members of the pariah group, underprivileged anyway, come to prefer a legitimate
status to that of an alien people since ‘caste organizations, like quasi-trade unions, facilitfite
the legitimate defence of both internal and external interests of the hope and promise
which Hinduism held out to these negatively privileged strata helps to explain ‘their
relatively minor resistance in view of what one would c?x?ect of the abysma% distance
Hinduism establishes between social strata’. Clearly, this is not the place.to discuss the
caste phenomenon in detail; what interests us here i§ the role Weber. assigned to caste
as a factor which may have imposed structural restraints on economic development.

The caste system had essentially nega'tive. consequences for ec(t)lr;o?ic
development; but not, as one might at first expect, primarily bccattxhse it mtlgcs)sz?er;sb; a(l,;,:
and prohibitions on social interaction. Rather, 1t was because the caste sy
totally traditionalistic and anti-rational in its effects. . .

That order was quite flexible in the face of the requirements t(i)(i; ]:h; ictﬁrzlc,z[:;iﬁﬁ;
of labour in large-scale enterprises; caste proscpptlons on mteiazu A et
impure were not the main impediment to industrial development. fug J

. the traditional,
he suggests, have p]aced such restrictions on modern economy. It was

i i in obstruction;
i-rati s i which constituted the main 0 : .
anti-rational ‘spirit’ of the whole social system N

; ) il it ATl at e
and this, along with the ‘artisan s traditionalism, g€ nal spirit became m Anifest indhe

to the extreme by the caste order’. The anti-ratio whose very power was connected
Prevalence ‘of magic and in the role of the Brahmans,

i ife’ ligious
' i 1 spheres of life’. Other re i
devete . ignificance of 128 o i ic conditions
developnll:;trseszzinfigsr:lgf?cantly modified the character of_ II:ld,laiIi 3:::32;%211( e
and strata, If, for example, there was al Indian ‘bourgeoisic

Cast two reasons:

@ There was the absolute pacifism
Which were propagated, roughl)’,'
Cities. There was a sort of causal
Salvation religions. '

@) There was the undeveloped but f:§tabhshed :s;th
blocked the development of the ILEy po‘:frdeﬁn
itin principle and the castes in practic® s
Or commune in the European Sensc -

ang The bourgeoisie as well as the guilds
Ingj,,  ciore could be repressed whenever
lleicat(-)Wn enjoyed no true self- govemmg
Prag 1 10ns which the sacred cow had for In
®®S retarded technical and industrial deve

s, Jainism and Buddhism,
the development of the
rbanism and the

of the salvation religion:
at the same tume as
nterrelationship between u

te system. Both these factors
¢ citizenry; pacifism blocked
g the establishment of a polis

had no independent milit‘ary org(;lmzat}l?;es
a prince found it expedient t0 (;r 50. -
nt or autonomy: Also, apzllrt Olm -
jan animal husbandry, magico-re igio
1impzinent Often ‘tools Were worshipped
0 .
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as quasi-fetishes’ along with ‘other traditional traits’. “This stereotyping of tools was one
of the strongest handicaps to all technical development.” Indian religions, 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 was a contemplative
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 sorts of fetishism, animistic
and magical beliefs and practices in rivers, ponds and mountains, highly developed word
formulae, finger-pointing magic, and the like’. In contrast to the Hebrew prophets, who
never made peace with the magicians, the Brahmans (a distinguished, cultivated and
genteel stratum like the Mandarins), in the interests of their power position, not only
recognized the influence of magic but rationalized it and made numerous conc’essions to
the unclassical magicians; this despite the fact that ideally, according to the Classic
Vedas, magic was to be suppressed, or at least merely tolerated among the masses.

The general character of Asiatic religion, Weber concluded (on the basis of his
studies of China, India, Korea, Ceylon, etc.), was a particular form of gnosis, i.e., positive
knowledge in the spiritual realm, mystically acquired. Gnosis was the sin ,le. 2,151 to the

‘highest holiness’ and the ‘highest practice’. This ‘knowledge far fron% b i a
rational and empirical means by which man sought with increasing suc Stk
nature became instead the means of mystical and i : g. e mdminale
o o ystical and magical domination over the self and
the world by an intensive training of body and spirit either through ici
rule, through strict, methodological ruled meditation’, [t gave g. ascencismior, 2.15 2
aristocracy, for such mystical knowledge was necessarily esoteric flje ' : red?mptlon
not accessible or communicable to everyone. and charismatic, hence

The holy and godlike was attained by an ‘emptyine’ .
Psychic peace, not restlessness, was godlike: the latfe?ll:gn()fexpenence o—

was illusory, transitory and soteriologicall fc'sep :’Ciﬁca“)’ creature-like,
saving doctrines of Christianity, no emphasi this’l'? ,c.0nt.ras.t to t.he.: soul-
to an otherworldliness. 11e’; Asiatic religion led

y valueless. He
swas placed op ¢

4.3 CLASS, STATUS AND POWERg ~————————

o G . ’ IS to any erg
class situation. Class, in his opinion, js dj Y group of

v 1stinguished by
1. Individuals share a particular ca

people that is found in the same
the followingt

hree characteristics:
usal facet of Jjfe. '
2. These facets are representeq

1 U By economic drive ;
opportunities for accumulation of property € Inthe possession of goods and

3. Class situation is essentially market situation

However, it must be remembered that classes are not communities; these are
only the foundations for community actions. What we refer to as ‘status groups’ are
usually communities. Status is the positive or negative social estimation of honour and
has no link with the class situation. Therefore, class is a status group. The highest
prestige in society does not always belong to the richest class.

The status groups are distinguished on the basis of status symbols such as special
attire, exclusive clubs and unique lifestyles. Classes are often classified depending on
their relation to the means of production and acquisition of goods. Status groups are
stratified according to the principle of their consumption of goods as marked by unique
lifestyle. While status groups belong to the social order, classes make up the economic
framework within a society.

Weber defines class in terms of two variables: the ownership of property and
the possession of skills that can be sold. This provides a simple but widely applicable
stratification of societies. Slave-owners, patriarchal owners of landed estates, capitalists
who own companies and stocks are positively pr'ivileged, in terms of class, by virtue of
property. Underneath and economically subordinated are the slaves, the peasants and
serfs and the wage-earners.

Possession or non-possession of skills provides a more complex ’pictu.re. of
stratification, in that skills are often more graduated througha SOfSletY-_In today’s societies,
the economic division of labour produces a variety of gradations in terms of types of

. 5 : i kills. These gradations
: . - semni-skilled, unskilled and professional s |
skills in particular areas: semi b development and dynamics of theeconomy,

are not fixed, but change according tot 0
as certain skills are made redundant while new om?s appezllr.th rallsr;l:(\i;z;/la; :ggr;?;?gs
skill differences were institutionalized through guild regula l(;i SRl e
ascription; if one was born a peasant, 0n® almost always rem p

lord’s estat
- a social club as well as state; they seek to

According to Weber, parties existin dimensions
influenc . ion and acquire power. Weber acmOWIedge(.i e
¢ communal action In European medieval society, status

gf economic power interact with social p'(:.\zserln aure captalistic societes, i
Istinctions defined economic opportunitic™ S dthi
. ‘ tus distinctions, and this
distinctions are becoming almost completely do“““;nftez‘:ie:;;; special skillsin the face
€an be seen in the inability of professional r0UP? i er. This is referred to as the
°f those who control economic and financial P;:IO l;e used to buttress economic
¢ - ,  inctions can e

Marketization’ of society. Status distinctions lidated into status distinctions.

iti : be conso :
Won o Do comspocly, FOE 7 pEASLE n different periods of history
(class) and social power

. : occuri
a edber discusses and illustrates the interactions that
nd ijn 4:

rred that he considered society to

e L .
Though Weber never defined society: 115 T ed by meaningful behaviours

g(f)nsist of complex of human interrelationships ?;??gc e o investigation for Weber
i *Plur ality of actors. The fundamental elemen

CHE 1led the basic unit of
YYpi i . 14 individual whom heca
Oc)ilglcal social action or even the ingle "% have been one of the greatest

Sogj ty- However, Weber s justifiably consi
‘Ologists of the 20 century for valid reasons.

_ e

e First, his work provides magnificent examples oft g; P

.Orete.social situations and process that must fOrI:hneim he

Sign: i@l theory, Secondly, as in the case of e ﬂ,\e pecess
Cant role of values in social life, while emphastziné

kind of painstaking study of
undation of any adequate
helped to make clear the

ity of keeping social
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9. According to
Weber, what were
the key differences
between
Protestants and
Catholics?

‘ 10. What did the

! Puritan ascetic

‘ lifestyle involve?

11. What similarities
did Weber see
between India and
the Western
countries?

12. What are the
distinguishing traits
of status groups?
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science value free. Thirdly, he demonstrated that much can be achieved by using the

ideal type procedure in social science. Finally, he contributed enormously to the
understanding of social causation and its inseparability for the problem of meaning in
human affairs.

4.4 SUMMARY

© Max Weber, who has been called the ‘bourgeois Marx’, became a sociologist ‘in
along and intense debate with the ghost of Marx’. The title of one of his major
works, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft, his concern with the Protestant ethic, and

even his superb studies in Weltreligionen, all show his sustained interest in the
problems and issues raised by Marx.

* Weber’s entire sociology, if we accept his words at face value, was based on his
conception of social action (Turner, 1983). He differentiated between action and
purely reactive behaviour. The concept of behaviour is reserved, then as now
(Ritzer, 1975a), to automatic behaviour that involvesno thought l,Jrocesses—a
stimulus and response. Such behaviour was not of interest in Weber’s sociolo gy

e Weber’s philosophy of science convinced him to rej inisti
| : Ject deterministic f
explanation. The causal e.:xplanatlons produced by sociologists shoulds:ls‘:,:\mss };
based on an interpretative understanding of the subjective meanin )l’u h
individuals provide to their actions, 88 Whic

‘e Weber’s sociological interest in the structures of authori i

. NS ty was moti
in part, by his political interests. Weber was no political radical; i: ?;ectl, ﬁt least
often called the ‘bourgsois Marx” to reflect the similarit e o Was

. es in the intellectyal i
of Marx and Weber as well as the ; - Interests
Marx. tr very different political intellectual interests of

® Legal authority can take a variety of structural
Weber most was the bureaucracy, which he
exercise of legal authority®.

o Weber depicted bureaucracies in ideal-typical terms. A}
C e -Althou
‘of their failings, Weber portrayed bureaucracies in ahigh lyihi)}s'i‘:i‘:’:iv V:;ll aware
¢ In his thinking about traditional authority structures, W used '

. y ebel' el .
bureaucracy as amethodological tool. His objective was to pinpoinl:ls lde_al-typncal
between a traditional authority structure and the ideal-typical by theu differences

réaucracy.

fonps, but the one that interested
considered as ‘the purest type of

¢ The concept of charisma plays an important role i
he had a conception of it very different from that ll::ﬂt:lle work of Max Weber, but

Even thou'gh' Webc?r did accept that a charismatic leadell-) zlg;ost lay people t9day.
characteristics, his sense of charisma was more dependepo sess exceptional
followers and the manner in which they defineg the It on the group of

charismatic |
. Wet?er termed power as the chance that a Person in a socjg) e

|
|
|
|
|

4.5 KEY TERMS

e Historical sociology: Sociological analysis based on historical data sources-
either primary (such as original documents in archives) or secondary (the written
history produced by historians themselves).

o Social action: According to Max Weber, an action is ‘social’ if the acting individual
takes account of the behaviour of others and is thereby oriented in its course.

o Traditional action: Action which is carried out due to tradition, because they are
always carried out in a particular manner for certain situations.

o Affectional action: Also known as affectual or emotional action, it is a social
action caused by an emotion (revenge, love, loyalty, etc.).

o Bureaucratization: Tendency to manage an organization by addingmore controls,
adherence to rigid procedures and attention to every detail for its own sake.

iti i i laim by the 1eaders, anda
o Traditional authority: The authority batsed'on ac .
belief on the part of the followers that there is virtue in the sanctity of age-old rule

and powers. . ' . .
o Power: A measurement of an entity’s ability to control its environment, including

the behaviour of other entities.

4.6 ANSWERS TO ‘CHECK YOUR PROGRESS’

i bureaucrat who acquired a relatively significant political position.

1. g{:‘?:zraﬁ; apart of the political. establishment apd as aresult eschl;eweq ;ny
activity or idealism that would requlre’personal sacrifice or th;eaten}o :d p:as:m(;n
within the system. In addition, the senior Weber wasa man who enj tzr ds Wify
d in this and many other ways h.e stood in sharp contrast to his wife.

pleasures an alvinist, a woman who sought to lead an

) tC
Max Weber's mother was 2 devm;e:asure craved by her husband. Her concerns

icli ly devoid of the p . | : :

::::: I(l:'lglf': :)at:;%;vzorldly; she was disturbed l;y th:1 Slgtlils of imperfection which
i s not destined for salvation.

made her insecure that she wa o, otadoots

2. Weber was almostascritical °fm°del:n capltahsalﬁ not overthrow it. He had little
revolution. He wanted to change soctety g[a:]i:;tt “ society
faith in the ability of the masses 0 acerete o * i al-legal system
3. Whereas legal authority stems from the legitmay o zlanl()):ﬁef o the);’art of
. trad?triza;salzguthority is based ona claim by the lcafdel‘S,- :ild 2113 and powers. The
th is virtue in the sanctity © age ——
e followers that there or but a personal master. The administrative
of personal retainers.

leader in such a system is not asuper’
one of the most important

staff consists not of officials but mainly e
. orCe, '
4. To Weber, charisma was 2 revoluuona\;'v}’hereas traditional authority clearly is
leader may well pose a threat to

revolutionary forces in the social world.
and lead to a dramatic change

i ; jsmatic

- inherently conservative, the 115€ ofa cha:;:n; -
s revolutionary force is that it

‘subjective or internal

that system (as well astoa rationdl-

: arat : a

In that system. What distinguishes chans.m_il ::uses .

leads to changes in the minds of actors; T e on ofthe centalatinudes
reorientation’. Such changes may Jead to ‘aradic

toward different problems of the World’.
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Max Weber 5. Inthis action theory, Weber’s clear intent was to focus on individuals and patterns terms. Many of the older type of capitalist forms had at one time or another been Max Weber

and regularities of action and not on the collectivity. Weber was prepared to admit : : inevidence: state creditors and contractors, tax farmers, etc. Urban development
xt fc;: some purposes, we m:y have to treat collectivities as individuals ‘but for also seemed to parallel that of the West at many points.
_the subjective interpretation of action in sociological work these collectivities must L. he basis of status symbols such as special
NOTES be treated as solely the resultants and modes of organization of the particular acts ': 12. The status gr.oupslalr)e dls:lllll%imtslgfl’i‘}:sltlyle:. éls;sses areoﬁey:cl:lasmﬁ' ed depending NOTES
of individual persons, since, these alone can be treated as agents in a course of attire, exclusive clubs and uniq . {cquisition of Statns
subjectively understandable action’. on their relation to the means of production and acq goods. groups

are stratified according to the principle of their consumption of goods as marked
6. Weber suggested four ideal types of action as the basic building blocks for

by unique lifestyle. While status groups belong to the social order, classes make
— ic framework within a society. :
¢ Instrumentally rational action up the economic
e Value-rational action
e Traditional action 4.7 QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES
o Affectional action :
7. Weber demarcates three fundamental types of legitimate domination: (i) traditional, Short-Answer Questions .
(i) f:hansmauc a!nd (.m) legal orrational. These three forms do not comprise the 1. In what way did the differences between his parents affect the early life of
?ntx_r(?ty of dommapon types but they represent how it is feasible for some ) Weber?
individuals to exercise power over others, eber:

i : ¢ is Marx’?
8. Charisma has deficiencies as a long-term so 2. Why is Weber known as ‘bourgeol

: ' urce of authority. i i i . Weber
really effective during the lifetime of the charismatic 1el;d;n1tf3;t§:::§§r’ o ’Eﬁiﬁ 3. State the concept of social action enupciated by e
it should be transformed into a legal . o ,

iti : . iti tradition to rationality depicted by Weber.
: ) or traditional ' i 4. Give abrief note on the transition from
might be exercised in anillogical way, nal form of authority. Further, it |

i A ; i ifled the chances of
ventin : : sions in China and India that stifled
forms, particularly the ones leadip preventing the development of more rational 5. What were the features of religi

fo capitalj i - ism during the initial phases?
administration of charismatic authf pralism. Also, there is a chance that growth of capitalism during the 1nitialp

rational authority. Charismatic authoﬁ;tgyergsults-iq the development of legal and

‘ . - ions
¢ be routinized®in various ways, According Long-Answer Questi o
23:?&2@; ftiir:natradll) stt::)ft;allz:hd, the staff or followers changgisnto le gal or 1. Compare and contrast the four types of social action given by Weber.
- , 0 anin . . .
change.’ " 11 meaning of charisma itself may undergo 2. Compare and contrast different types of authority p;opound(eidt:y\.Neb:r.
i . ; ion betweenreligion and the rise of modem
9. Weber starts by drawing attention to what he considers important differences 3. Gw.e a'broad overview of the connection gi
bEtW. een Protestants and Catholics in terms of their inclinationg to erer al capitalism. , "
industrial, and commercial studies and occupations. Protestan Wards technica, 4. Discuss the salient features of Weber’s theory of power.
lg:tlllnn;d o pmsn:: the:e st:ludles and to be engaged in Capitalis tic‘zzz:;;il :ﬁz 5. Analyse the basic characteristics of Weberian bureaucracy.
OliCs seem to prefer the more traditional umanist; . : . i . . ) conal .
too, it appeared that Catholics remained i b tic studies. \mong workers, 6. Elucidate the differences between charismatic authority and legal rational authority.

4.8 FURTHER READING

:iil;igttf:n:;?ihhalbm ruberbad to be explained by the character of the religious ' J Jaipur: Rawat

an values which the two 8roups received and communitie: religi Abel, Theodore. 1980. The Foundations of Sociological Theory. Jaipur: Rawa

10. 'Ith;hee ascetic lifestyle involved hard work, discipline, the avojay . ; Publications. . :
appzzﬁu:ﬂagpz!sttsw;ﬁc uhs;a of time. This rationai and ca(;::ulat(;i" Oftv;?usctic; :/nas Abraham, Francis M. and John Henry Morgan. 1985. Sociological Thought. Chennai

(v e. th e Puritan Wo ld . ) € al 4 . :
seen as stimulating the bodily appeti r'CView, eating and sexuality were i i
. i petite : ) Lo . :
Fasting, the avoidance of non-reprod:catlil\(rt ?;re:ﬁ;e’ astﬂ-nngs to be controlled- Aron, Raymond. 1965. Main Currentsin Sociological Thought, Vol. 1andTi. Middlesex
? Y Ou SI

de marriage, a life of

as . Penguin Books. <o
mastery of the body could be . means of self-contro} through which 2 Boguardus, Emory S. 1969. The D evelopment of Social Theory. Mumbai: Vakils, Feffa
11. Weber saw many social and cult Si . .
R ural conditj ) and Simons. L.
;ilfme fa\éeél;:e tomodem rational capit:liz:: Ivl:’g:?a\r”eh:ic:;t wm:lld s;teig: Jayapalan, J. 2001. Sociological Theory. New Delhi: Atlantic Publishers and Distributors.
’ rationalized, andthe last of thegg gy o ;. icE 21 POBUCT | LT ' i rk: McGraw-Hill.
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