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25.0 OBJECTIVES
After going through thisunit, you should beableto:

o distinguish socia structurefrom socia organisation;

. state and describe the meaning of the concept of socia structure put forward
by thestructurd-functiondidts;

. describethestructuraists point of view regarding socia structure;
. explaintheMarxist understanding of socia structure; and

. establish therelationship between social structure and socid change.

251 INTRODUCTION

Inthisunitwewill discussabout socid structure. Thisisabroader and moregenera
concept than other conceptsdiscussed inthisblock. Generally speaking, anything
whether an object or anideahasastructure. Itisonly through the enduring aspects
of astructure that we comprehend itsexistence. Similarly, we can say that each
society intheworld hasastructure, which can becalleditssocia structure. Wecan




Social Structure

understand asociety through the permanent and enduring aspects of itsstructure.
Put inthisway, social structure appearsto be avery broad and simple concept.
But, whilestudying aparticular socia structure, sociologistshavedifferedwidely in
their interpretation and use of thisconcept.

Itisdueto thesedisparitiesin perspectives, that discussion on socia structure has
become conceptually complex and confusing. Thisneed not beso. Wemaintain
that at asimplelevel, theideaof socia structureisbasically quiteelementary. It
hel psusto describe the permanent and enduring aspectsof social relationships. As
suchitisavery useful tool to understand social redlity.

Inthisunit youwill learn about variousinterpretationsand uses, of thisbasic concept
in sociological thought. We begin with abroad definition of the concept. It has,
generaly, been understood by the structura—functionalist school of thought asthe
network of permanent and enduring aspects of social relationships. These
relationshipsaredigtinct fromindividua relationships.

When two individua s have arel ationship where each expects something from the
other, their behaviour ispredictableand socia. Socid behaviour is, thus, an expected
and organised behaviour. Itisdefined by the social normsand given sanction by
society. Different sociologistsand socid anthropol ogists have defined this concept
invariousways. Itsuseand applicability, thisconcept isunderstood in different
waysin Britain, France, andin North America. Theremay be someexceptions, but
generaly in North Americathe “Culture” aspect of socia structureisgivenmore
emphasis. British sociologistslike Radcliffe-Brown and hisfollowersgivemore
emphasistothe‘relationd’ aspect. InFrance, the concept isunderstood intermsof
model s, discussed by Levi Strauss. Wewill discuss moreelaborately about these
distinctions, aswell as, the development of thisconcept inthe next section.

25.2 THE CONCEPT OF SOCIAL STRUCTURE

Theword structuremeant originaly, thecongtruction of abuilding. Gradudly, Sructure
began to imply inter-rel ations between the parts of any whole. 1t also beganto be
used inanatomica studies. Theconcept of socid structure became popular anongst
the sociologistsand social anthropologists, in the decadefollowing WorldWar 1.
During that period it became so fashionable to use thisterm, that it cameto be
applied to“amost any ordered arrangement of social phenomenon” (seeLeach
1968 : 482).

It is essential to look at the different ways, in which sociologists and socia
anthropol ogists, have applied thisconcept. Inthisprocessyouwill learnhow it was
understood by the structura-functionalists, the structuralists, and the Marxists—the
threemain school s of sociological thought. But before proceeding to thesethree
viewsof socid structure, let usalso look at the difference between social structure
and socid organisation. Wea so briefly mention how some scholarsused thenotion
of social structureintermsof social groupsandroles.

25.2.1 Social Structure and Social Organisation

Theterm “social organisation” has often been used interchangeably for “social
structure’. Somescholars, like Raymond Firth, have clearly distinguished between
both theseterms. In hisbook, Elements of Social Organisation (1956), Firth has
madethisdigtinctionvery clear. Heregardsboth thesetermsasonly heurigtic devices
or toolsrather than precise concepts. According to him, social organisationis
concerned with the choicesand decisionsinvolved in actua socia relations; while



the concept of social structure dealswith the more fundamental social relations,
which giveasociety itsbasic form, and which providelimitsto therange of action
organisationdly possblewithinit.

Firth saysthat in theaspect of structure, the continuity principle of society isfound,
whileinthe aspect of organisationisto befound thevariation, or changeprinciple.
Thelatter agpect dlowseva uation of Stuationswith the scopefor individua choice.

Hestudied thesocid structure, and organisation of small communities, such asthe
Tikopians of Solomon Islands. He described ahuman community as “abody of
people sharing in common activitiesand bound by multiplerelationshipsinsucha
way that theaimsof any individual can beachieved only by participationinaction
withothers’. Thisdefinition of theterm*community” subsumesthe spatial aspect,
whichisthat the peoplewho form thecommunity generaly occupy acommonterritory.
Therefore, they areindirect contact with each other, and their relationshipisof more
emotiona and intimate nature, than thosefound in the complex societies.

Accordingto Firth (1956 : 41) the structure and organisation of the community life
possesscertan condtituentswhich areessentid for socid exisencewithinacommunity.
Thesecongtituentsare: socia aignment, socia controls, social media, and social
standards.

25.2.2 Social Structure and Social Groups

Thereare some scholarswho usetheterm socia structurefor only persistent socia
groupsin society likenation, tribe, clan, etc. Oneof themisE.E. Evans-Pritchard.
Histheory of socid structurearose asareaction to Radcliffe-Brown’sunderstanding
of sociad structure. Infact, it was Evans-Pritchard who first brought about the shift
from purestructure-functionalismto structurdismin socid anthropological studiesof
societies.

In hisbook, The Nuer (1940), he has dealt with these persistent and permanent
groups, whoseindividua membership kegpson changing, but whosestructural form
remainsapproximately the samethroughout time. Hisdefinition of socia structure
differsfrom Radcliffe-Brown’s, in the sense that heisnot concerned with thesocia
behaviour of personto person. Hehas concentrated hisattentionin hisstudy of the
Nuer of Sudan, on the relationship of the homestead with the wider group of the
village. Thevillage hestudiesin relation to thetertiary group-composed of few
villages; thetertiary group with the secondary group-composed of several tertiary
groups, the secondary group with the primary group-composed of several tertiary
groups, the secondary group with the primary group-composed of severa secondary
groups, and soon, till thewholetribeisincluded. Inthissegmentary socid structure,
clans, lineages, consanguinea and affinal kins, etc. form major components.

Thus, Evans-Pritchard’ sconception of socid structure hasthefamily or thehomestead
(asinthecaseof theNuer society) asitsbasic unit, rather than theindividuals.

Activity 1

Take aplain sheet of paper. Using thetriangle A for maleand circle O for
female of each generation, draw the network of relationships of each of your
family member with othersinyour wider kinshipcircle. Link membersof other
familiesinyour neighbourhood aswell. Writeashort note of two pagesonyour
“Family and social structure”. Compare your answer with those of othersat
your study centre.

Concepts of Social
Structure
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25.2.3 Social Structure and the Concept of Social Roles

Fred Eggan, an American anthropol ogi st, describesthat the component or units of
socia structure, are around theinterpersonal relationswhich * become part of the
socid structureintheform of statuspositions occupied by individuals. Hewasnot
theonly onewho hasdefined socia structureintermsof social statusand position
occupied by individualsin society.

One of themgjor theoriesof socid structure hasbeen outlined by Nadel in hisbook,
The Theory of Social Sructure (1969). He, too, has defined social structurein
termsof theroles played by theindividual actorsin society and their consequent
socia status. Nadd (1969: 5) says: “Wearrive at the structure of asociety through
abstracting from the concrete popul ation and its behaviour the pattern or network
(or “system”) of relationships obtai ning between actorsin their capacity of playing
rolesrelativeto oneanother”. Hisdefinition of rolesisfar more specific thantheone
given by most other sociologists.

Check Your Progress1
Note: a) Usethespacegivenbelow for your answer.
b) Compareyour answer with the onegiven at theend of thisunit.

1) Whatisthemaindifference, according to Firth between social organisation
and socia structure. Usefivelinesfor your answer.

2)  Whatisthebasicunit of social structurein the study of the Nuer tribes by
E.Evans-Pritchard? Useonelinefor your answer.

3)  Whodefined socia structureintermsof socia statusand position occupied
by individualsin society? Useonelinefor your answer.

25.3 THREE MAJOR VIEWS OF SOCIAL
STRUCTURE

Now, we look at the three major views of socia structure, as propounded by
sructural-functionalist school, structuralist school and Marxist school.

25.3.1 The Sructural Functionalist Point of View

Socia structureisoneof the core concepts, in the structural -functionalist approach,
tothestudy of society. Thisapproachisfounded ontheana ogy between asociety
and an organism, which gained credencewhen it was presented in ascientific way,
modelled on the natural science methods of biology. Wewill discussherethree
sociologistsfromthisschool.

1) Herbert Spencer (1820-1903) wasone of theinitiatorsof thisapproach, and
wasa so oneof thefirst sociologiststo usetheterm. Hewasquitefascinated



i)

by thebiological andogy : between society and organism, and between socia
evolutionand biologica evolution. Butin spite of thisfascination, hedid not
maketheterm “structure of society” very clear.

For him, asociety ismade up of different parts, all of which havetowork in
order to remain healthy, meet the demands of the environment and to survive.
Just likean organism, the society adjustsand adaptsitself to thedemandsand
pressuresof social changeisorder tosurvive. Unlikethe case of animalsthe
“parts’ in society arenot eyes, earsor anose but certain socia arrangements
which areindispensabletothelifeof the society, sncethey ensurethedischarge
of vita functionsinsociety.

Spencer introduced the concept of socid structurebut did not developit further.
Many of hisideasregarding the study of society have becomeredundant, yet
hisideason conceptslike® structure” and “ function” aretill popular (see Cuff
and Payne 1984 : 28-30)

Although Durkheim hasnot directly talked about theterm socid structure, the
understanding of somesort of asocia structureisimplicitinhiswritings. He
applied the natural science methods, especially of biology, to the study of
society. Inhisbook, TheRulesof Sociological Method, he hasclearly stated
that “socid facts’, aredistinct fromindividual facts. They are, externa tothe
individual and exerciseconstraint over hisor her conduct. For example, laws
of asociety are” social facts’ or the coinage of society isa“socid fact”. These
areexternd todl theindividual membersof the society and at the sametime
exerciseconstraint onthem.

For Durkheim, socia order isamora order. Society asnot just the sum total
of all itsmembersbutitisareadlity sui generis, i.e., an emergent reality. It
includesthe collective va ues shared by the membersof thesociety in generd.
Accordingtohimall socid relationshipsgiveriseto expectationsof patternsof
conduct. Intheprocessof developing the socia relationships human beings
develop commonwaysof looking at redlity, of evauating, fedling, thinking and
behavinginsociety. Thiscommonway of behaving, acting and perceiving
reality leadsto the devel opment of acommon pattern of valuesand norms. It
givesrise to certain expectations from members of the society and puts
constraint onthem. Theresult of thiscommon way of social behaviour, of
sharing the collective values, etc. leadsto the emergence of the“ collective
consciousness’ insociety. Wemay say that for Durkheilmto study thecollective
consciousnessinasociety wasakinto discussingitssocid structure. But like
Herbert Spencer, hetoo, did not clearly spell out this concept.

Radcliffe-Brown defined social structurefar more precisdly than Durkheim,
who wasthe source of many of hismajor ideas. However, it wasfrom Herbert
Spencer that he borrowed the organi c anal ogy which has shaped hisideason
socid structureand hisstructure-functionaist approach to thestudy of society.

Radcliffe-Brown (1952 : 11) defined social structureas* an arrangement of
partsof componentsrelated to oneanother in some sort of alarger unity”. It
is“an arrangement of personsin relationshipsinstitutionally defined and
regulated”. He has described the “institutionally defined and regul ated”
relationship asthat between the King and his subject, between husband and
wife, etc. Thusreationshipswithinsociety areordered by variousmoresand
norms.

Concepts of Social
Structure
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b)

Social M or phology and Social Physiology

He hasrelated the concept of social structureto the concept of social
function. Concept of function, according to himisthe*contribution
whichapartia activity makesto thetotal activity of whichitisapart”
(Radcliffe-Brown 1952 : 181). Thisconcept involvesthenotion of a
structure consisting of a set of relationsamongst unit entities. The
continuity of the structureismaintained by alife-process made up of
theactivitiesof the constituent units. Hecalled the structural aspect of
society Social Morphology, and thefunctiona aspect of society Social
Physiology. Thus, for Radcliffe-Brown social structure consistsof a
network, of person to person relations, and when we study social
structurewe are concerned with the set of actually existing relationsat
agiven point of time.

Dyadic Relationsand Social Sructure

Radcliffe-Brown’sdefinition (1952: 191) dedswith al socid relations
of personto person which hecadlsdyadicrelations, such as, betweena
father and son, or amother’sbrother and hissister’sson. Hesaysthat
inan Austraian tribethewhole socia structure, isbased on anetwork
of person to person type of relations, which are established through
genealogical connections. He includes under socia structure, the
differentiation of individua sand classesby their socid role, for example,
thedifferentia socia positionsof master and servant, of ruler andthe
ruled, etc.

Hedistinguished between structureasan actudly existing concreteredity
empiricaly givenand structurd form. Justlikethecellsof anorganism
dieout and arerenewed, so a so theindividua membersof society die
and arereplaced by new peopleborn. Yet, theform of body remains
same and so doestheform of thesocial structure. Evenduringwars
and revolutions, not all theframework of society isdestroyed. For
example, family ingtitutionisnot only found universdly but persstsinal
societiesin spiteof all changes.

Spatial Aspect of Social Sructure

Society asan object of study isdifficult to concelveof. According to
Radcliffe-Brown (1952 : 193), we do not often find a society or
community whichisabsol utely isolated and having no contact with the
outsideworld. Inthe contemporary period, wefind the network of
socid relations extending throughout theworld, having no clear-cut
boundary assuch. Thus, for examplein the case of Indiawe do not
know whether Indiaasawholeis “asociety” or whether the several
religiousgroups, linguisticgroups, triba groups, etc. aredigtinct societies
Therefore, wehaveto define, first of dl, the unit of study and compare
it with other unitsof suitable sizeto study the structural system asit
appearsin and around that region. Thisisthe spatial aspect of socia
structurewhich canvary from avillage or family to awhole nation or
theworld, depending upon the unit of study.

Social Structureand Social Laws

Law, economic institution, education, moral ideas, vaues, etc. arethe
complex mechanisms by which asocial structure exitsand persists.



Most of the primitiveingtitutions, vauesand belief gppear inquiteanew
lightif seeninrdationstothesocia structure. For example, the* Potlach’
system of the Indians of the north-west America, appeared to the
Canadian politicians as a wasteful foolishness. But for the social
anthropologist it wasamachinery for maintaining thesocia structure of
lineages, clansand moieties, with whichwas combined an arrangement
of rank defined by privileges. Thereare many other customswhich
gppear ridiculous, but which performtendgonremoving functionsindmple
societies.

Law isthemechanism by whichthesocia structureismaintained, socid
rel ations between personsand socia groupsare defined, restored and
maintained. Thesystem of law of asociety can only befully understood
ifitisstudiedinrelationto thesocid structureand viceversa

€e) Interestsand Valuesin Society

Thestudy of socid structureleadsimmediately to the study of interests
or vauesintermsof whichsodid relationsaredefined. “A socid rdaion”,
according to Radcliffe-Brown (1952 : 194) “exists between two or
moreindividualswhen thereis some adjustment of their respective
interestsby convergence of interests, or by limitation of conflictsthat
might arisefrom divergenceof interests’.

A socid relationisnot just similarity of interests, but isalso based on
mutual interestsof personsin oneanother. Thesocial solidarity results
when two or more people have same goals and they cooperate with
each other to achievethosegoals.

f) Social Sructureand Social Institutions

Thestudy of socia structureleadsto the understanding of the network
of socid rolesand, therefore, of socid behaviour. Society reactsthrough
its sanctions, in a positive or a negative way, to social behaviour.
Sanctionsmaintain agiven standard of socid life. Thisinclude socia
laws, besidesthe norms, values, customsetc. of thesociety. The norms
of society functionthroughthesociad indtitutionsof thesociety. Raddliffe-
Brown (1952 : 10) hasdefined socid institution asasocia groupwhich
observescertainnormsof conduct. Theingtitution of asociety, therefore,
providessocial orderingtointeractionsof personsinsocia relationship.
Thishastwo aspects, oneisintermsof the socia structurewhereit
providesthe normsto reationships, aswithinafamily. Theother aspect
isthegroup or class, in which personsinteract briefly or casualy. An
exampleof thefirst case, isthe behaviour of afather inthefamily, of a
doctor intheclinic, etc. The second caseisthat of the behaviour of a
neighbour, afriend, etc.

Thus, according to Radcliffe-Brown, institutions, being standardised modes of
behaviour, congtitutethemachinery by which asocid structuremaintainsitsexistence
and continuity.

In spite of his extensive explanations regarding the concept of social structure,
Radcliffe-Brown hasbeen accused of being too generd. Amongst others, Raymond
Firth criticised hisanalysisof socid structure*®for not making adi stinction between
theephemerd, i.e., short-lived and enduring elementsin socia activity and alsofor
making it impossibleto distinguish theideaof thestructure of the society from that of
thetotality of the society itself” (see Bottomore 1962: 109).

Concepts of Social
Structure
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Other magjor contributionswithin the structura-functionalist school to thetheory of
socia structure have been given by such sociol ogistsand anthropologistsas PG
Murdock, Talcott Parsonsand Robert K. Metton. Murdock used theterm “ social
dructure’ asthevery titleof hisbook inwhich hehasstudied theingtitution of family
inseverd tribesby usng Human RelationsAreaFiles, located at Yale Univerdty in
theUSA. Hewasthefirgt personto collect thesefilesand they remained hisprincipa
researchtool inall hisother works, aswell.

Ta cott Parsonsdefinessocid structureasanaturd persstent sysemwhichmaintains
itscontinuity despiteinternal changesfromtimeto time, inthe sameway asthe
organisndoesinredity. By naturd persistent system, wemeanthat it hasalifeof its
own. For him, social syslemisamuchwider concept, including both thefunctiona
and structural aspect than just socia structure.

Merton hasa so talked about the concept of socid structure. Likemany structural-
functiondistssocid structurefor himistheinterrelation of socid positionsandroles.

25.3.2 The Sructuralist Point of View

Claude Levi-Strauss of Franceisone of themajor structuralists, who hasgivena
distinct meaning to the concept of socid structure. Accordingto himtheterm “socid
structure” has nothing to do with empirical reality but it should deal with models
whicharebuilt after it. Thus, Levi-Strauss (1953 : 524) saysthat socia structure
“can by no means bereduced to the ensembl e of socid relationsto bedescribedin
agivensociety.”

Thismodd building onthebasisof existing socid relaionswill help oneto clarify the
difference between thetwo closely-rel ated concepts of social structure and social
relations.

Hesaysthat it will beenoughto statethat socia relations, cons st of theraw materids
out of which the models making up the social structurearebuilt. Therefore, he
believesthat social structure cannot claim afield of itsown among others, inthe
study of societies. Itisrather amethod to be applied to any kind of social studies.
Itissmilar tothegtructurd andysswhichiscurrentinother disciplineslikelinguistics,
literature, political science, etc. (seeLevi-Strauss 1953 : 525-553).

Applying thestructurdist method, Louis Dumont (1970) inthe study of castesystem
inIndia, showsthat it isbased onthefundamental socia principleof hierarchy. He
saysthat the principleof hierarchy, isthe coreof the caste system, and is opposed
totheprincipleof equality. Inthissystem, man asthe member of society isgiven
moreimportancethantheindividua. Herethe conceptsof theindividua, freedom,
and equality of mankind arerdatively lessimportant.

Theseidea sof individualism, freedom and equality are negated by thethreebasic
features of caste system, such as heredity, hierarchy and endogamy. LikeLevi-
Strauss, Louis Dumont too has used the kinship system, to explain many of his
viewsregarding thestructuralist approach.

25.3.3 TheMarxist Point of View

TheMarxist theoriesregarding the concept of socid structurearefreefromthebias
of organic analogy of thestructurefunctiondistsKarl Marx (1877) haswritten about
therdationsof production ascongtituting “ the economic structure, thered basison
whichiserected ajudicia and political super-structure and to which correspond the
formsof the determined socid conscience’. Inthisexplanation Marx hasusedthe
termstructure, notinthebiol ogica sense, but inthesenseof abuilding or congtruction.



But hisnotion of structure cannot be clearly distinguished from the other related
concepts.

Edmund L each (1968 : 482-88) aBritish social anthropologist, saysthat “inMarx’s
work therearereferences madeto political, juridical, religious, and philosophical
system. But heretheterm“system” isalmost indistinguishablefrom theabove uses
of “structure”, “ superstructure”, and “form”. Inboth Marxist and non-Marxist
literature, lately, sociologists have added such variants as “infrastructure’,
“macrogtructure”, “ microstructure’ etc.

Marx had viewed the historical development of societiesintermsof stagessuch as
the primitive, ancient, feudal, capitalist and, finally communist according to their
distinctivemodesof production. Thishistorica development isgoverned by thelaw
of “didectica materialism” about whichyouwill leernmoreineectivecourse3. In
each stage of socia development, society isdivided into socia classesonthebasis
of ownership or non-ownership of property. Theownersasaclass, haveadominant
position in society and they exploit the class of non-owners. Theownersarein
minority inal societieswhilethe non-ownersarein mgority. Yettheownersasa
classareableto exploit the massesby extracting surplusvalueof their [abour. This
exploitation goesontill the masses become united and the ‘ seeds of revolution’

becomesripe. When arevolution occurs, the mode of production changes.

Accordingto Marx, societieswill developtill the stage of communismwherethere
will not beany classes; where society will bebased on equdlity inal respects. This
view givesanided pictureof society andisnot yet foundinredity. EventheRussan
and Chinese societies, which aregenerally referred to associalist societies, do not
reachuptothisideal.

Most of the Marxist sociologists, bothin Indiaand abroad, usethe concept of class
in studying the structure and process of asociety.

Check Your Progress2
Note: a) Usethespacegivenforyour answer.
b) Compareyour answer withtheonegiven at theend of thisunit.

1) DefineRaddliffe-Brown’sconcept of socid structure. Giveanexample. Use
about fivelines.

2)  Whatisthegpatial aspect of socid structure? Explaininabout fivelines.

Concepts of Social
Structure



Social Structure

10

3)  Accordingto Levi-Strauss, socia structure can bereduced to the ensemble
of socid relationsinagiven society. Tick thecorrect box.

True Fdse

254 SOCIAL STRUCTURE AND SOCIAL CHANGE

Socia structure, inall societiesand at all times, experienceschange. Changeisan
essential aspect of al societies, and it isbrought about by the process of social
evolution, inall societies. Severa social anthropol ogists and sociologistshave
attempted to study the process of social evolution in societies, which brings about
changeinthestructureand thefunctioning of societies. Herewearegoing to discuss
some of these processes of change, asexplained by some sociologicd thinkers.

25.4.1 Social Differentiation in Societies

There have been many ways in which social thinkers have explained social
differentiation in societies. Socia differentiation meansthe processinwhichthe
variousparts; i.e., socia groupsand ingtitutions of society become more complex,
and each of them performs some specialised tasks. Some of thesethinkersare:

i) Henry M aine has made adistinction between the societies based on social
status and those based on social contract. According to him traditional
societies, like Indian society, were based on therel ations of social status,
wherethe prestige and ascriptive criteria, determinethe status of the person
insociety. Thecaste system, especially thejajmani system, found withinthe
castesysteminIndia, depictstherelationsof socia status.

Jajmani systemin Indiawasbased on the patron-client rel ationship, where
each caste had certain rights and obligations towards the other. In this
rel ationship prestige el ement, and asense of obligation of the patron to protect
hisclients, formed asignificant feature. 1t wasaboveal aneconomic system
whichtook careof thedistribution of agricultural and material goodsproduced
within the society and exchange of servicesrendered.

In contrast to thissoci ety, the society having socia contract typeof reaionship,
gives, importancetotheroleof theindividual. Hereachievementismore
important than ascriptivecriteria. All exchangesof goodsand servicesare
based onrationa groundsof profit. Socia valuesof prestige, of obligations,
etc. do not count inthistypeof relationship. Thistypeof relationshipisfound
in modern, complex societieswhered| formal exchangeare contractudl.

i)  EmileDurkheim (1964) hasdescribed the nature of socia solidarity intwo
typesof societies, depending onthedivision of labour presentinit. Thus, he
saysthat mechanical solidarity isfoundin pre-industria societies. Inthese
societiestherearerdativey littlesocid differentiationinthesensethat divison
of labour inthese societiesisbased on criteriaof age, sex, etc. rather than
specidised skills. Heresolidarity isbased on similaritiesbetweenthemembers
of society. They have morescopefor face-to-face contact and shareva ues,
beliefsand social norms. Even theroles performed within the society are
sharedtoagreat degree. Inthesesocietiesthe* collective conscience” which
includesthemord vauesand belief aspect of society isvery srong. Therefore,
inthese societies, according to Durkhelm lawsof repressivekind are practised
which arebased ontheideaof punishing thecrimind for hurting the* collective
conscience’.



In the industrial societies based on organic solidarity society is based on
differences. All the partsof the society performsadifferent function which
contributesto thelife of thetotal society. Thus, division of labour inthese
societiesis more complicated. Unlike the societies having “mechanical
solidarity” these societiesare based on restitutivelawswhich emphasisesthe
reform of thecrimina. Herewefind numerousoccupationa rolesand socia
differentiation isbased on several criteria’sof occupation, income, power,
prestige, age, sex, etc.

25.4.2 Evolution versus Revolution

Theconcept of socid evolutionisderived from Darwins theory of biologica evolution.
Itimpliesorder, changeand progress. It hasbeen usedto refer to certain definite
stages, through which all societieswere supposed to have passed, fromasimpleto
amore complex form. Thus, social evolution like biological evolution, refersto
gradual changeinwhich changeismeasuredintermsof greater complex, refersto
gradua changeinwhich changeismeasuredintermsof grester complexity of structure,
Evolutionisaoneway process, but in societieswefind that sometimes change can
befrom complex tosimple, aswell. For example, it hasbeen seenin someplaces,
that amajor trading centreor city becameasmal village, withinaperiod of time, due
toeconomic and palitica factors. Someof themgor socid evolutionisisare Morgan,
Spencer, Henry Maine, etc.

Socid revolutionimpliestota transformation of the structure of society, ashasbeen
explicated by Karl Marx. According to him the mode of production of asociety
changesafter arevolution, andwithit the” super-gtructure’, (whichincludesal vaues,
beliefs, dl socio-politica indtitutionsetc.) aso changes. Unlikeevolution, revolution
isquick and oftenviolent. It could beanon- violent revol ution a so; such astheone
brought about by Mahatma Gandhi during the Nationdist MovementinIndia. But
revolutionisnever gradual. Itisimmediately perceptibleto the membersof the

Society.

However, thefunctiondistsbelievethat no society can betotadly transformed. Some
ingtitutions, likemarriage, family, etc. surviveall socid transformations. Theseare
someof theviewsregarding evolution, asagaing revolution, inrelationto thesructure
of society.

25.4.3 Social Structureand Anomie

Emile Durkheim for the first time used the concept of anomiein hisbook. The
Divisonof Labour in Society (1964). Hedefined anomieasthe state of normlessness
insociety. Hesaid that membersof society need certain socia conditionsfor social
participation, in which they can attain happiness. If thesesocial conditionsare not
present themembersof that society |oosethe necessary socid integration and become
anomie. Thesenecessary socia conditionsare those where the conduct of menand
womenisgoverned by norms, which areintegrated and not conflictingin the society.
Theindividua membersof thesociety, should bemoraly involved with other people
inthesociety.

Robert K. Merton’suseof theterm anomievariesfrom Durkheims, inthe sensethat
he has defined anomie, on the basisof the gap between the cultural goalsin society,
and the norms or the available institutional meansto attain them. He saysthat
conformity in society isachieved when both the cultura goalsand availablenorms
are accepted by the membersof the society.

Concepts of Social
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Social Structure Check Your Progress3
Note: @) Usethespacegivenforyour answer .
b) Compareyour answer with theonegiven at theend of thisunit.

1)  Describemechanical solidarity. Useabout six lines.

2)  Giveanexampletoshow thedifferencebetween socid evolutionand revolution.
Useabout twolines.

3)  Whatisanomie? Distinguish between Durkheim'’sdefinition and Robert K.
Merton’sdefinition of anomie. Useabout sevenlines.

255 LET US SUM UP

Inthisunit we have explained the history and devel opment of the concept of socia
structureamongst some of themagjor schoolsof sociological thought. Wehavefirst
discussed thestructura -functionaist’ sview of socid structureasdescribed by Herbert
Spencer, Emile Durkheim, Radcliffe-Brown, etc. 1t hasbeen shown that the concept
of social structureisat the core of their understanding of society.

We have discussed the structuralists point of view. Theway Claude L evi-Strauss
hasdefined socia structure and made adistinction between this concept and the
concept of social relations. Hisconcept isonly amodel of the actually existing
socid rdaionsinasociety. Wehavea so discussed herethegpplication of sructuraist
approach by L ouis Dumont to study the caste systemin India.

We have described theMarxist point of view of socia structurewhichisimplicitin

theterminology used like* superstructure”, “infrastructure” etc. Inthisunitwehave

also described therel ations between socia structureand socia change, including

the processof social differentiationin society. We have also discussed herethe
12 relationship between social structureand anomie.



25.6 KEY WORDS

Affinal . Thereationshipswhich areacquired through marriage, such
as, wife'sbrother, husband'ssister, etc.

Analogy : Similarity or correspondence between two thingsor idess.

Consanguineal  : Therelationshipswhich onehasthroughthebloodties, such
as, of mother and child, or brothersand sisters, etc.

Congraint . Any kind of restraint or compulsionfelt by anindividual.
Genealogical - Any link which correspondsto the descent traced continuoudly
from an ancestor.

Heuristicdevices : Themeansto provideaidinsolving problems.
Indispensable  : Something whichisessentia and cannot be substituted.

M ethodology . Itisthe body of methods, toolsand techniques of studying
society, asinthe case of astudent of sociology.

M or phology . Itisthestudy of formsor structure of animals, plantsor the
society asinour case.

Physiology . Itisthestudy of thelife-processor functioning of animals,
plantsor the society.

Potlatch . The practice of holding feasts among the American North-
West tribal swasknown astheingtitution of potlatch, whichis
cited asan example of to show how giving of goodsto the
extent of physically destroying them was linked with the
particular tribal group’sclamsto ahigher satus.

Segmentary . Anythingwhichisdivided into different partsor sections.
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Today: An Encyclopedic Inventory, pp. 524-553. The University of Chicago
Press. Chicago and London.

Radcliffe-Brown, A.R., 1952. Sructure and Function in Primitive Societies.
Cohenand West Limited : London.

25.8 MODEL ANSWERS TO CHECK YOUR
PROGRESS

Check Your Progress1

1)  Accordingto Firth, socia structureisconcerned with themorebasic social
relationswhich giveasociety itshasi c structure, whilesocid organisation ded's
with the choicesand decisionsinvolvedin actua relations.

Concepts of Social
Structure
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2)

3

Thehomestead isthe basic unit of socid structurein Evans-Pritchard’ sstudy
of theNuer tribe.

Both Fred Eggan and S.F. Nadel defined social structureintermsof social
statusand rolesof theindividualsin society.

Check Your Progress2

1)

2)

3

Radcliffe-Brown hasdefined socia structureas* an arrangement of persons,
inrelationshipsingtitutionally defined and regulated”’. Theseinstitutionaly
defined and regul ated network of relationshipsare of the kind, such as, of
mother and father in afamily; of ajudgeinthecourt, etc.

Thegpatial aspect of socid structuredefinesthelimit or thesize of thesociety
to be studied. It providesthe unit of study which can be compared with
other unitsof smilar sizeto arriveat thestructural system of that society.

Fase

Check Your Progress3

1)

2)

3

Mechanica solidarity isthesolidarity found in pre-industrial societies. Itis
thesolidarity of likenessor smilarities. Insuchsocietiessocid differentiation
isminimal and division of labour isbased on criteria sof age, sex, etc. Here
the collective conscience of the society isvery strong.

Socid evolutionisagradua, dow progresswhilerevolutionisrdatively short
and swift changein the structure of society.

Anomieisthevirtual normlessnessin society. According to Durkheimwhen
the normative structure of the society breaks down theintegration of the
individual inthesociety becomeswesk. Thisleadstoanomieinsociety. For
Merton, anomie occurswhen thereisagap between the culturally defined
goasandthesocidly available meansto acquirethem.
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