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SOCIAL STRUCTURE, STRATIFICATION AND SOCIAL
PROCESSES IN SOCIETY

IsrRODUCTION

You will recall hat the carlier book
Introducing Sociology, Class: X1 had
begun with a discussion on the
relationshlp between personal
problems and social I1ssues. We also
saw how individuals are located within
collectivities such as groups, classes,
gender, castes and ribes, Indeed cach
ol vou. Is a member of nol jusl one
kind of collectivily. bul many
reriApping anes. For instanee, youan
a member of your own peer group,
your family and kin: your class and
gender. your country and region. Each
individual thus has a specilic location
in the social structure and social
stratification system (see pages 28-135
in fntroducing Sociology). This also
tinplies that they hoave different lovels
and types of access to social resources;
Invother words thie cholees an individioal
has in dife in tenns of the sehool s/he
goes o —or if s/he goes to school at
all — would depend on the social
stralum that sfhe belongs lo.
Likewise with the clothes s/he gelsto
wear, the lood sfhe consumes, e

leisure opportunitics s/he avails. the
health access s/he has, i, her/fhis
lifestyle in gencral. As in the ease of
social structure, social stratification
econstrains individoal sofion.

One of the central concemns ol the
sopciological perspective has been (o
understand the dialeetical relationship
between Lhe individua! and spciety. You
will recall C. Wright Mill's elaboration ol
the sociological Imagination thal secks
to unfold the interplay between an
individual's biogruphy and sovicty's
histary, I s lowards understanding
thi= dinlectical relatiotship between the
socely and individoal Uhst we neded 1o
discuss the three eentral cotcepis of
struclure, stralilieation and social
processes In Lhis chapler. In the next
few chaplers we then move on (o how
social structure in rural and urban
sociclies arc different, to broader
relationships between environmenit and
sociely. In the last wo chapiers we look
il western socind thinkers and Indian
sociologists and their writings thial
would help us further onderstand the
iehems of social structure, stmbification
as woell as socinl processes.



The cenbral question thal this
chapler seeks lo discuss |s o whalt
exienl the individual constrained by,
and to whit extent s/he Is free of, the
social strocture? To whal extent does
ane's position in soclely or locatlon in
the stralllication syslem dovern
individhal cholee? Do sochal structure
antl social stratlication influence the
manner peaple act? Do they shape Lhe
wiay Individuals cooperate, compele
and conflict with each other?

In Lhis chapter we deal bricfly with
the terms ‘social sireture’ and “soctal
stratification’. You have already
discussed socinl stratifieation in some
detall in Chapiler 2 of Lhe earlier
book Iniroducing Socfelogy, Class X1
(INCERT, 2006). We then move an Lo
locus on three social processes nuunely;
cooperallon, competition and conflicl.
In dealing with each of these processes
we shall try and see how soctil stnicture
ancd sdrndification bupinge themselves on
Lhe socin] prooesse=e In olher words how
individuals and groups cooperale,
compele and confliel depending upon
Lhisir posiUon within the sockal sirmiciioe
andd stratiflcation systen

SOCIAL STHUCTHRE AND STHATIFICATION

The lerm soedfalstnelure points Lo the
et thal soclely s alructured — Le.,
arganised or urranged — in partleukar
ways, The soclal environments in
which we exisl do nol just consist of
random assorlments of events or
actlons, There are underlyving
regulartles, ar palterns, in how people
behave and in the refalionghips they
have wilth one anolher, 1L s 1o (hese
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regularbies thal the concept ol social
struclure refers. Uplo a point, it is
helpful to think of the structural
charncleristies of  societlies as
rescinbling the structure of a butlding,
A butlding has walls, & Noor and a roaf,
which together give il & particalar
shape” or form (Giddens 2004: 667).

Bul the motaphor can be & very
misleading one if applicd oo strictly,
Social structures are made up of
human actions and relationships.
Whnt gives these their patterning is
their repetition across periods of Ume
and distances of space. Thus, the ideas
of social reproduction and social
structure are very closely related to one
another in socialogical analysis: For
cxample, consider a school and a
family structure. In a schoal certain
ways of behaving are repeaiedover the
years and beeome institutions. For
instance admission procedures, codes
of conduct. annual functions, daily
assemblies and in sotne cases even
school anthems. Likewise in lumilics
vertain ways ol behaving, marriage
praclices, nolions ol relationships,
dutles and expectations are sel. Even
as old members ol the unily or school
may pass away and new members
entier, the Insttutlon goes on. Yel we
also know hal changes do take pliee
within the Gunily and in schools.

The above discussion and aclivity
should help us undersiand human
socielies as bulldings thal are al every
moinent being réconsirucied by the
very bricks that compose them. For as
we saw [or purselves human beings in
schools or Gimiliss do bring changes
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Different types of butldings in rural and urban areas
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|have remnined the ﬂn;qe,_

Activity 1
sundpirents dnd others of that gememtion (o find out about.
=1Hwhw&hhﬂk{ﬂmwwwmmmmm
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uther words. can you describe the structure of your fmily?
-Mﬂmmwmwwm;mﬁmamm-
-t!n &mﬂmm;m #;gnm .
. Ehl;mh,lrl!‘i‘ your any 3 NOLET or
these resisted? Who resisted them

Lo i lain o

1 and win?

Lo reproduce Lhe struclure even while
Intmwducing changes, They cooperile
al various levels in their everyday lves
lowards Lhis reproduction. No less bue
I Lhe [act that they also compete with
cach olher, often viclously and
riilhlessly. The facl remalns thal along
with cooperative behaviour we also
wilness serjous conllicl. And as we
shall lind later in this chapler,
cooperalion can be enforced and
thereby serve (o coneeal confllicl

A major theme pursued by Emile
Durkhelm |and by many other
sociologisis sinee) is sl the socletles
exert social conslrainl over Lhe
actions of lhelr members. Durkhelm
arpued Lhat sociely has primacy over
the individual person. Socicty is far
more Uan the sum of individusl acts;
It has a "lrmness” or “solidily’
comparable lo structures in the
masterial epvironment.

Think of a person standing in a
room with several doors, The struciure

of the room consiming Lhe tange of

Lats o her possible actlivilies. The placing
of the walls and doars, lor example
dedines the mules of exil and entry,
Soclal slruclure, asccording Lo
Durkheim, vatstralns our activities in
a puralle]l way, seliing lmis (o what
we ezt o as individuals, IS external’
to us jusl as the walls of the mmn are.
Other soedal thinkers like Kol Marx
would emphadgise the constraints of
social structure bul would at the same
time stress humian ereatlvily or sgency
to bolh reproduce and change soclal
slrvclure. Marx arguedd (hal human
beings make hisiory, bul nol as they
wish o or in conditions of thelr choice,
bul within the constrainls and
possibilitics of the historieal and
strucluml situation that they are in.
To recall the concepl ol sociul
stratl-ficution o Chapler 2 of
Infroducing Soctology, Class X1, Social
stralification relers o e exisience of
structured ineguallties belween
groups [n socicly, in lerms of their
aceess lo malerial or symbolic
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This point of view s expressed by Durkheim in his fmmons sttement: When 1.
perform my duties as o brother, a hushand or o citizen and carry oot the
entnmitments | have entered into; Iﬁ:ﬂlnwﬂﬂlpthpﬂﬁd:muhﬂndhhw
andmﬂnmnndnﬂnhmmnwﬂhwmﬂ”" wm Similarty, the believes
has discovervd from birth, ready fashloned, the beliefs and practices of his religious
-Il&nﬂ‘ﬂuyuﬂh!hﬁmnhnﬂiﬂ,lﬂﬂhﬂ;ﬂhlthqrﬂﬁtuhﬁﬂtﬁmﬂﬂ :

meﬂmlﬁﬂ#mmmrp:&mm all funetion nds ' -
ke of them. Considering n tum each member of sockety, mmm;
Ccould be made for every single one of them. .
Source: Durkhelm. Emile, 1933, The Division of Labour 1 Socety, pp-50-1. q.ﬂm-
:Hm-wmw{mr,mw?ﬂ R
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reewards While all Societits involve
same forms ol social stralifeslion,
modern socletes are ollen marked by
wide differences Inowealih and power,
While: the most cvidenl forms of
siralification In modern soclelies
involve clnss divisions, others lke
race and easle, region and
caommunity, tribe and gender also
conllnue o maller as bases of soclal
stratifical lon.

Yo will recall thal social struclare
implicd a ceriain patlerning of social
behaviour. Social stratification as part
ol the broader soclal siruclure is

HKewl=e characlesisid by o certaln
pattern of inequalily. Ineguallly is nol
something which = randomly
digiributed belween' Individuals in
Soclely. I s syslemalleally linked Lo
membersthip in diferent Kirids ol social
groups. Members ol a glven group will
have leatures In common, and If they
arc In i superior posiilon they will
usually see Lo it that (heir privileged
posilion is passed on bo Lhelr children.
The coneepl of strabilication. ther,
refers Lo the idea that soclety is divided
into a palterned structune of unequal
groups, and usuplly lmplies thal this
struclture tends to persist across
generatlons (Juyaram 1987:22),

[L is decessary to dislinguish
belween dillerent advanlages which
can be distributed unegually. There
arc three basic lorms of advanluge
which privileged groups may cnjoy:
{i] Life Chances: All those malerial

advantages which improve the

guality of W of the reclphent — Lhis



may Indlude nol only economic
advantages of wealth and income,
bul also benddits such as hialth, job
stcurily and recrealion,

fi) Sacial Slatns: Présiipge or hiph
standing in the eyes of other
members of the socicly.

fiid) Predidfesad Frafleeessn e The shility of one
group o dominate others, or lo
have preponderant influence over
decision-making, or to benefil
atlvantageously from declsions.

The alwwe discussion on (he three
social processes will repealedly draw
ntlention Lo the manner Lhat different
bases of social stratificalion like
gender or e¢lass consirain social
processes. The opporiunities and
resourdes avadloble to individuals and
groups lo engage in compelition,
cooperation or conflicl are shaped by
social  structure and  Social
straliflcation. Al the same lime.
humans do acl o modily the structure
and system of stratillcation that exisis.

Two Ways oF UNDersSsTaNGING SO0
Processes i8N SoCioloGy

in the earlier book Introducing
Sociolpgy, Cliss X1 you have seen the
limitations of common sense
knowledge. The problem s not that
eonumonsense knowledse is necessarily
[alse, but that |t 8 nunexsamined smnd
taken for grunierdd. By conlrasl, the
sociplogicul perspeclve questions
everylhing and agecepls nolhing as a
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giver, Il wounld therelore nol resd
contenl with an explanation which
suggests fhol humans compeie or
eoaperale or conflict as the case may be
brecmnasie 41 s homan rsbore o do so, The
assumplion behind such explanations
is that there is something intrinsic and
unlversial In human noture that
accounts for these processes. Towever,
as wi have aven carlier. sociology s nod
sallslicd wilh clther psychaloglical or
nuturalist explonalions [t pages 7-8
ol Introducing Socialogy], Sociology
secks Lo explain these processes of
codaperation, competition and conllict in
terms of the acigal social structure
ol sociely.

P\ o Acirity 3

mjmphﬂofmpﬂnﬂum
- on znd conflict in your

in latroducing Sociology we
discussed how there are dilferenees and
plural understandings of socicly (pages
24-25, 36}, We saw how funclioralist
apd conflict perspectives variod in thelr
understanding of differert instlutions, be
it the family, the cconomy or socia)
strotilication and social control, Nol
surprisingly thercfore, these two
perspectives seek lo understand these
processes @ hit differently. But boil Kard
Marx [usually associaied with a conflicd
perspective) and Emile Durkheim
(usually identified with o functionalist

perspiclive) presume it non bedngs
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bifferent types of processes




have o cooperate o meel their basie
necds, and (o produce and reproduce
thernselves and heir word,

The conllict perspective eonphasises
how these forms of cooperation changed
from one historical soclety Lo another.
For instance, It would recognise that in
simple socletes where no surplus was
produced, there was cooperation
belweern: individuals and groups who
were nol divided on class or caste or
ruce lines, Bul in socleties where
surplus is produced —
whether feudal or capitalist — the
dominanl class appropriates the
surplus and cooperation would
necessarily involve potentisl conflict and
competition. The conflict view thus
emphasises thal groups and
indivicluals are placed differentially and
uncequally within the system o of
production relations. Thus, the fectory
owner and the factory worker do
eooperale in their everyday work. Bul
a certain conflicl of interests would
define their relationship.

The understanding thal informs the
conflict perspective is that in Soclelies
dividdied by caute, or class or palcianciy,
some groups e diswdvaniaged and
discrimirigied noainst. Furdbermone Lthe
dominant groups sustain this unecual
arder by a serfes ol vullural norms, gand
ollen eocreion or even violenee. As you
will see o he next parsgraphs, I s not
Ul the funeclionalist perspective Bitls (o
appreciste the mile of such norms o
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surclions. Bul i understands their
funciion in terms of the sociely as a
whitahz, arud oot in fermns of the dorminand
sections who contml society,

The funetionalist perspeciive is
mainly concerned with the ‘system
requirements’ of sociely — certain
functional tmperatives, lunctional
reqaisites and premoguisites. These
refer o the fulldment of the broadest
conditions which wre necessary for a
system's existence (and which therefore
keep it alive and prevent s destnuction)
surh as;

{i.l Thi‘ m‘:iilﬂﬂlﬂ’j{ﬂl ‘I[]’_ﬂ._"w ﬂ“—n!hu_-s;
1if) A shired sysdem of conumunicallon;

(i) Methods of assigning individuals
to roles,

You are well aware how the
funictionalist perspoctive rests upon the
assumption that different parls or
organs of society have a function or role
to play for the broader mainienance and
functioning of the whole sociely. Seen
from this perspective, cooperation,
competition and conflicl can be seen as
universal [ealures of all societies,
explained as the resull of the Inevitable
Inferwclions among hinnans lving in
sociely and pursulng thelr ends. Sinee
the locus is aon system susienancee,
compellion and conflicd is looked at
with the undersianding thal in mosi
cases they lend Lo get resolved without
Loy much distress, snd that they may
even help societly n varions ways.
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Sociological studies have also
shown how norms and petterns of
socializatipn often snsurs that a
particular social order persists, even
though itis skeved in the interests of
cne secton. I cther words, the
reiztionship between cooperation,
competition and conflict is offten
complex and not #asily sspsr=hie,

In order fo understznd how
cooperation may entail conflict. snd the
difference betwesn ‘enforced’ and
‘roluntary’ cooperation, let us ook atthe
very contentious issue of women's Tight
to property in their nata) family, Astuoy

was conducted ameng different sections
of society to understand the attitude
towerds taking natal property (seepages
41-46 of Imtroducimg Socielogyl. A
significant mumber of women (41.7 per
cent] evoked the theme of & dawgliter's
love and love for a-daughter when
speaking ahout their rights to property.
Birt ﬂTE_‘!- EIEthEET&Eﬂ aprprb_hméiﬁn
rather than affection by saying they
wonild not claim fullor ans share of ratal
would sour relztions with their brothers
or cause their brothers’ wives to hate
them, and that as & result they would

Eride leaving for groom’s house in a Dolf’




no lopger be weleome in their nalal

hommes. This altitude represenlts one ol

the dominani melaphors mediating
woinen's refusal of property... A woran
demunding her share s (e greey shirew
or"hak Jene wall. There was also o close
vorrection belween Uhese leelings and
the apparently obwerse ones of the desire
lo conlinue to be part of the natal family
by actively contributing to is prosperily
or being avallable Lo deal with s erises,

Activity 2 would enable you to
appreciale how apparently cooperative
behaviour ¢an also be seen as a
procluct of deep contliets in society. Bul
when these conflicis are nol expressed
apenly or challenged. the impression
remains it there Is no conflict, bul
only cooperatlon, A functionalist view
olten uses the lerm accommodielfosn o
explain siluatlons such as the one
deseribed above, where women would
prefer nol lo claim property rights in
thelr natal hame, I would be seen as
an ellord lo compromise and co-cxist
despile conflict,

Activity 5
Think of other kinds of social
I '-],-—-' '-ﬂ_' _-__:— .--. -._ Ere it d * =p.l 1

CooreranioN ann Division or Lapour
The idea of cooperation restson certiln
assumplions aboul himan behaviour.
Il is arguecd Lthal withoul hutnan
cooperation It would be diflicult for
human Ule to survive. Further It is
wroved that cven in the anlinsl world
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we wilness coopembion, whether they
be ants or bees or mammals,
Comparison with the anfmmal world
should however be done carelully, We
look at two very different theoretieal
traditlons in-sociology to flustrate Lhe
point, those represented by Emile
Durkhbeim and Karl Marx.

Sociotogy for the most part did not
agres with the assumption that human
nature is pecessarily nasty and
brutish. Emile Durkheiin argucs
against a vision of "primitive humanily
whiose hunger and thirst, always badly
satisfied. were their only passions™.
Instead he argued:

They overlook the essental element
of morad Jife, that is, the moderating
inffueniee thot socirty Exercises over
its: members, which tempers: and
meriitralises the brutal sction of the
struggle for existence nnd selection.
Wherever there are sorieties, there
is saltruism. because there is
silidarity. Thus, we find alroism
from the beginning ol humanity and
avied In truly lnlemperate foro.
|Darkhebhm 1933)

For Durkheim solidarity, the moral
foree of society, 1s lundamental for our
understanding of cooperation and
thereby Lthe lunetioning of society. The
rote of division of labour — which
implies cooperation — s precisely (o
(ulill eertain neceds of soclely. The
division ol labour is ut the same Ume
a law of nature and also a moral rule
of human conduct.

Durkliclm distinpuished belween
mechanieal and organie solldarity that
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characterised pre-induosirial and
complex indistrial sodeties respectively,
HBoth are forms of cooperation in
socicly. Mechaniead sclidarity s the
lform of cohesion that is boased
forelmertally on saneness, Most ol the
members ol such socicties live very
simikar bves, with little specialisation or
division of labour beyond (hat
associnled with age and sex. Mombers
feel banded together essentially by their
shared beliels and sentiments, their
common conscience and
consclodsness. Organic solldarity is
that form of social ¢ohesion that is
based on division ol labour und the
resulting inlerdependence of meinbers
ol socicly. As people become more
speclallsed, they also become more
dependent upon cach other. A family
cngaged In subsistence fanning may
survive with little or no help [fom
sitnilar homeslesiders, Bul speciulised
workers In u garmenl or 4 car
manfacturing felory cannol survive
withoul a hosl of other specialised
workers supplving their basic necds,

Kaarl Marx too distinguishes human
Wfe from animal e, While Durkbeim
cmphasised aliroism and solidarity as
distinetive af the human world, Marx
cinphasised consciousness, He wriles:

Men can be distinguished from
animels bw copselousness, by relidion
or anylhing else vou llke. They
themselves begin to distingulsh
themeelves from anbmals as soon as
they begin to prichuce thelr means of
subaisience, a step which is
conditioned by their physical
arganisation. By producing Uheir

means Of subsisience men are
indirectly producing their material
Ufe (Marx 1972:37).

The above quole ffrom Marx sy
appear difficult but will help us
understand how cooperation in
human Ile is different from
cooperation in animal We. For hurmans
nol only adjust and accommodate Lo
vooperate but also alter soclely in that
process. For example, men and women
over the ages had to adjust Lo notural
consiraints. Various technological
innovations over Llime nol only
transformed human life bul in some
sense  nalure Loo. Humans in
cooperaling thus do nol passively
adjust and accommodate but also
change the natural or social world 1o
whiich they adjust. We had discussed
in the Chapler on Cullure and
Socialisation in earlier book,
Introducing Sociology how Tndians had
to adjust and accommodale and co-
operate with the English language
because ol our experienee with British
Colonialism. Bul also how In that
process Tlinglish has emerged as a
living social enlily (page 72).

While bolh Durkheim [rom a
linctenalist view and Marx [rom a
cvornlllet perspective emphasise
cooperation. they also dilfer. For Marx
cooperation 1s nol voluntary in o
society where class exisis. Ie argues,
“The social power. Le., the multiplied
productive foree, which arises through
the coopetalion of different individuals
as il is cavsed by Lhe division of labour.
appears Lo thede individuals, since
their cooperation is not voluntiary but
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s come aboul nalurally, nol as thelr
own undied power, but as un allen force
exisling oulside them.,.” (Marx 1972:
B Marx useel (he term alfenaltion Lo
refer to the loss of control on the part of
workers over the conerele conlent of
lubour, and over the products ol thelr
labour. In olher words, workers losc
control over how Lo organise thelr own
work: and they lose control over the
Iruits of their labour, Conlrast, lor
example, the lecling of (plfilment and
creativity of & weaver or poller or
immsmiih with thal of & worker involved
in & faolory whose sole Lask may be lo
pull a lever or press & bullon
throughout Lthe day. Cooperation in
such a situation would be enforced.

Comrermon as an Toea ann PRACTICE

As in the case ol cooperition,
discussions on the concepl of
competition ollen procecd with the idea
thal competilion is unjversal and
nafural; Bul going back lo our
discussion on how sociological
explanation iIs different [rom
naluyralistic ones, il is imporiant o
understund compelition as a soclal
entity that emerges and becomes
dominant in socely al a particalar
historical poinl of time. In the
contemporary  period 4 is a
predominant jdea and often we [ind it
difficuzll o think that there can be any
sociely where competition is nol o
guiding lorce.

An ancedole of 4 schoal Lleacher who
recounied her experience with children
in a remole area in Alrica draws
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gliention o the fael thal competition
itsedl has Lo be explatned socinloglcally
amd nol as a natural phenomena, The
anecdole refers Lo Lhe leacher’s
assumption that the children will
milurally rejolee al the ldea of a
competilive race where the winner
wonld gel o chovolale ns a priee. To her
surprise, her suggestion not only did
ool evake any enthusiasm but instead
seemiced Lo cause considerable anxicly
and distress. On probing further they
express Their distasie for a game wherne
thiere wonabd be winners amd Tosers”, Thils
went against theiridea of fun. which
mciant for them a neccssarily cooperative
and colieetive experience, and nol a
competitive one where the rewards
neecssarily exclude some and reward
e or lew,

In. the econtemporary waorld
however competition is the dominant
morm and practice. Classical
sociological thinkers such as Emile
Durkheim and Karl Marx have noted
the growlh of individualism and
competition réspeetively In modern
soclelies. Bolh developmenis are
intrinsic to Lthe way modern capitalist
sociely [unctions. The stress is on
greater efllclency and greater profit
maximisalion. The underlying
assumplions ol capllalism are:

il expansion of trade;

(ii} division of labour;

(1) speclallsalion: and

{iv) henee rising productivity,

And these processes of sell-
susiaining growih are fuelled by the
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ceniral theme of capitalism: mitional
individuals in lree compellbon in the
marketplace, each stoving (o maxinbdse
profits.

The ideology of competition is the
dominant ideology in capitalism. The
gl of this keology ks thal Lhe markel
operales In g manner thal ensures
grealest elflelency. For example
competition ensures thal the most
clficlent firm survives. Campelition
ensures Lthal the students witly higher
miarks or best studenls gel admission
nto prestigions colleges. And then gel
the: best jobs. In all cases the “besi™
refers Lo that whileh ensures the grealest
malerial rewards,

:mgumentnfwunﬁm;l;nm these |

cnmpeuudn, and conflict i the

Views that humans sufurally like
le compele has o be understood

Liberals ke 1.8, Hﬂi Felt: that I'h:

i ey i
s Uimee It i the fight for oll'; this n
mw senso (ol ﬂ:nﬂnmhnnmﬂum.

g 1B Evershbia: Socth 1D
cmpe o sl ey Ermaiyvten
the urgency 2nd r its of the

eritically like all other naturalist
cxplanations (sce page 8 of earlier
book). Competition as a desirable value
Nourished with the onscl of capiialism.
Read the extracis in the box and
thiseuss,

Competition, and the whole lndssez-
faire cconomy of 19th century
capitalism, may have been tmporfant
in promoting econcmic growth, The
exceplionally mpid development of the
American ececonomy may be
attribulable (o the grealer seope of
competition in the Undicd States, Bul
sUll we cannol produce any exact
caorrelalions between the extent ol
competition, or the intensity of the
competitive spirit, and the mle of
ceonomic growth in different societies,
And on the other hand, there are
grounds for supposing Lhal
competition has other less welcome
ellevts (Bollbimore 19752 174-5).
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Activity 7
tmbnmwmw
the idea that competition is a

necessary good in society and is o
munlhrﬂnmlqm‘uum Draw upan
-sehonl experience to wrile an essay
on the manney that compelition
impacts on different students.

This ideology assumes Lhat
ndividlunls compele dnan egunl basis,
L, that all Individodds are positoned
cqually In Lthe compelition lor
cducation. jobis, or resources. Bul as
the earlier discussjons an siralilication
or ineguality showed, Individoals adre
placed dilferentlally In soclety. I the
greater number of children in India do
nul go lo sehool of drop-oul Soonier
rallier that lnler, then they remaln ool
of the competition entirely.

T

Identify lnﬂ‘n-mt ﬁf:u.lm when
individials have liumnugnﬂ: in qlr
socléty. Begin with admission 16
“schdol anwsirds through rhn;ﬂl!hmr
stages of life. ‘

ConFueT AND COOFERATION

The Llerm conflict impllies clash of
Interesis. We have already seen how
conflict theorists believe that scarcity
of resources in sockely produces
conllict as groups struggle Lo gain
aceess o and control over those
resources. The bases of conflict vary.
It could be class or caste. tribe or
gender, ethnicity or religious
community. As young students vou

UINIHERSTANMRNG SOCTETY

are well aware of the rangde of conllicls
thal exist In society. The scale and
nalure of different conflicls thatl oceur
are however different.

Think of the different kinds of

- econflicts Lhat exist in the warld todiy
Mﬂmmmmncmmm&l-
B umkm'
uﬂdﬂ:mdﬂnimh:u:hh‘yyslhq
‘are similar nud fn what ‘ways
-’ﬂiﬁeﬂﬂt.

A widely held commonsense
pereeplinn is that conflicls in society
are new. Sociologists have drawn
attention jo the el that conflicis
change in nature and form af different
stages of sovial development. Bui
ponilicis have always been part of any
socicty. Socinl change and greater
assertion of demoeratic righis by
disadvantaged and discriminated
groups make the conflict more visible.
Bl this does nob mean et the causes
for canflicl did not exist carlicr. The
guoic in the box cmphasises this,

Developing vountries are today
arenas lor conflict between the old
and the new. The old order Is no
longer ahle to meet the new forees,
nor the new wanis and aspirntions.
‘of the people, but neither is it
mortbond — in el 1 sl very
much affve. The conflict. produces
munhmunmlymmd.ﬂmd,
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Il [s-nldn fimportant o understand
thal conllicl appears as a discord or
overi clash only when 1L is openly ex-
pressed. For example, Lhe existence ol
a peasant movemenl I8 an overl ex-
pression of a deep rooted confliol over
land resources. Bul the absence of a
movement does nol imply the absence
of a conllicl. Tlence, this chapter has
vinphasised the relationahip belwedrn
coniliet, involuntary cooperation and
ulso mesiElance,

Let us examine some ol the
conllicts thal exist in socicly, and also
Lhe close relallonship thal exists
between competition, cooperation and
conflict. We just lake two instances
here, The lirst Is the [amily and
houschold. The second ks that of Tand
based conllicl

Traditionally the family and
houschold were oflen seen as
hormonious units where cooperation
was Lhe dominanl process and
alirnism the driving principle aof

human behaviour. The lasl three
decades have seen a greal deal of
questioning of this assumplion by
feminlst analysis, Scholars such as
Amartya Sen have noted Lhe possibility
of enforced cooperation.

Mot only do the different pariies have
much o gain from coopermtion; thelr
individual activities have (o take the
form of being overtly coopermbive, even
when substantial confiicts exisi_ .,
Although serions conflicts ol iriterests
ey be ivolved in the choloe af soctal
technology”, the noture of the family
organi=ation requires thal these
confiels be moulded in a general
format ol conperation, with conflicts
treated as aberrations or deviant
behaviour {Seén 19590 147).

Sinee conpflict is ollen nol overily
expressed, iU has been found that
suballérn or subordindte seclons,
whether women in housecholds or
peasants n ograrian sociclles, develop
dilferenl strateglies to cope with conflict
and ensure cooperationt, Findings ol
muny sociological studles scem LW
sugpgest that covert conllict and overt
cooperalion s comion. The extract
below draws from many studies on
women's behaviodr and Interaction
within houscholds.

Matrrinl pressures and ineenthves (o
conperate extend (o distribution
and there is lHtle evidence of overt
oonlliet over distributional processs,
Instead (here s o hierarchy of
decishon-mnking. needs and pricrties
{assoctated with age, gender and
Wfecyelel, a biemrehy (o which bath
ey el women appenr in subeeribe.



Thiz, wonmen appear (0 acitieses
to— and eleed actively perpetunte
— discriminatory practices in intra-
household distdbution in order to
pssure thelr own longer-term
security. Dendeld aceess o extrm-
household relatlonships and
resources, (U is in thelr material
Inlresis Lo subscribee to the genieral
son-preference which characterises
this culture; and they lovest ina
griat deal of "selfless” devollon In
order tn wifi Lhelr sons as allles and
Insurance ngalnst an uneceriain
future. ‘Maoternal altrivism’ 1o the
northern indion plam is lkely o be
biased towards sons and can be
spen as women's response Lo
patrinrehal risk. Womoen are nhot
entirely powerless, of course, but
their subversion of male declsion-

i power lends o be coverl.
The use of \Tusicd allles (relatves
or nelghbours) to vonduct small
businesses on thelr behialf, the
secret lending and borrowing of
ey, and negollat s armumsd the
meaning of gender ldeologles of

UINTHERSTANDRING SOCTETY

purdall and motherhood, are some
af the stratedles by which women
have reststed male power (Abdulih
anid Zeidenstein, 1982: While.
18494, That their resistance inkes
this clindestine form reflects thelr
lack of options outside household
cooperallon and (the concomitant
high risks associated wilh apen
eonflict (Kabeer 1996: 1249),

In keeping with the sociologicl
tradition of questioning tuken lor
granled commonsense assumplions,
this chapler has eritically ecimined the
processes of cooperalion, compelition
and conllict. The sociological approach
cloes not see thise processes as ‘matural’.
H further mliates thon o other socks)
developinents, in the flollowing
paragraphs you will read from a
soclologionl study dote on and relalidons
and the Bhoodun -Gramdan movenent
in India. Read box and see how.
cooperation in  sogiely can be
sociojogically related to technology
and the cconomle arrangements
of production.

'lnnﬂcmﬂlﬁa

—|

'”nmdmhmmmmmm
r, claimed (he land back in 1958 and he offered Rs 200.
mu:ﬂum ) return the land 1o Ganpat. Ganpat eould nol take © legal
: 25 sis (his excharige was not codified i the reveniie mcards. Under the

'mmﬂm;mnnwwmwmwm uﬂumﬂlm-
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-mmngr _ _____ was wumm ‘ D
‘Saurce: Oummen, TK, lm:ymmmmmmﬁ
mmmmw&m FMMMMMML

mm&u&wmmmmmﬁ e For

-mmmamﬂmwmmmmmwnm
MMMMMMM#mwwMMMMW

‘ottier households (kin. mmmmmmgmwru{
return. But f a Charas s replaced by o Rehat (persian wheel) for lrviga
mmwummmmmwmmd u

and one pérson for Its operation. mwdwmmmmmﬂ
trvigatton is reduced by o hesvier capital investment and an eficient technalogy.
Thus, the fevel Hinﬂhmhgﬂl&wnﬂrﬂﬁ&mﬁlhh Hﬂﬁﬂpﬂtﬁm
bBebween men and groups.

Source: Omnmen. T.K. mmmmwwwmmmw
ﬂhmﬁmwmmﬁmp:mWﬁu,mm

'-wh@WMWMWW“MW.

M%Mmﬂwmlm&tﬂmaﬂw
wﬂlﬁnunmiﬂnumihzmtnnfpu?ﬂnﬂﬂﬂmmm

Conclusion

The efforl in this chapler is lo understand the relal jonship between strueture
and siratificalion on the one hand and the soclal processes ol coopermtion,
competition and confliet on e other. You would have noticed that the three
social processes are different, vel they often co-exist, overlap and sometimes
cxist in a conceiled fashion, as evidenl o the above discussion aboul

foreed cooperation,

Hiz4-2E
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Grossary

Altruism: The principle of acting to benefit others without any selfishness or
self-interest.

Alienation: Mare used e leem Lo refer Lo the loss of control on the part of
workers over Lhe nnture of the labour sk, and over the prodocts of their labour

Anomie: For Dirkheim, a social condition where the norms puiding conduet
bireak dowwmn, beaving individheals wilthoul soctal restraint or guldance. A situaibon
of normlessn

Capitallsm: An economie system in which e means of production are privately
ownid andd organised o pectmulste profils within g market frameworic inwhich
labour s provided by waged workers.

Division of Labour: The speclalisatfom of work tasks, by means of which different
accupations are combined within a production system, Al socleties have ol
least some rudimentary form of division of labour especially between Lhe Lasks
allocated to men and those performed by women. With the development of
indusirialism, however, the division of fabour became more complex than in
any priortype of produrtion system, In the modern world, the division of labour
iz International in scepe.

Pomimant [deology: Shared/ideas or beliefs whicll serve (o justify e interests of
dominonl groups. Stch ideologles ore (ol inoall soeietes i which they are
systematic and engratned mequalities between groups. ‘The concept of ideology
connects closely with that of power. since ldealngieal aystems serve to legitimise
the differenitial power which groups hold.

individualism: Doctrines or ways of thinking (hat fivus on the autonomons
individunl, mther thon on the gromp.

Laisser-faire Liberalism: A political and reonomie approsch based on the general
principle of non-interference in the economy by govermment and freedom for
markets and propeny owners.

Mechanical Solidarity: According to Durkheim. tradillonal cultues with o low
dhivision of nbour are charmoterised by mechanical solidarity. Becanse most mernbers
of the soclety are involved o similar necupations. they are bound together by
commm experfence aml shared bellefs.

Modernity: A term designed (o encapsulate the distinctiveness, complexity and
dynami=m 4f sotdal processes unleashed during the 180 and 19 centuries
which mark a distinet break from traditionn) ways of living.

Organie Selidarity: According to Dharkheim. soctetles characterised by organic
salidarity are held together by people’s economic Interdependence and a recognithon
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af the imporiance of plhers” comtributions. As the diviston of labour becomes
more complex, people berome mare amnd mare dependent on one another, because
cach person needs goods and services that those in 6ler occupations supply.
Relotionships of economic reciprocity smd moiund dependency comne (o reploce
shared beliefs in creating soctal consensius.

Soctal Constralntt A term refirring o the fact thal (he groups amdt socketles of
which we are a part exert a conditioning influence on our behiaviour. Social
constrainl was regarded by Durkhelm as one of Lhe distinctive properiles of
socinl forts’.

Structures: Refers generally to constructed frameworks and patterns of
arganisation. which in some way consirain or direct human behaviour

Exencises

1. Discuss the different tashs that demand roopemtion with reference to
agrivultumd ar industrial operations.

2. Is eooperation always voluniary or is it enforeed? 1 enforeed, s 1t sanetions:

ur Is Lhe sirenitih o norms thal ensire cooperabion? Disoiss with exnmples.

J. Uan you jind illusirative examples of conflict drawn from Indian seciety?
[Msruss the comses thai led 1o conflict o each nstance.

4. Write an essay based on exomples to show how conflicts get resolved.

5. lmagine a soclely where Lhere is no compeiition. Is Il possible? Il not.
why not?

i Tolk to your parenis and elders, grandparents and their contemporaries angd
discuss whether modern soclety 1s really more competitive or confliet rdiden
than ji used to be before, And iFyou think b s, how would your explain this

siclologleally?
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