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HOACHIOBAJIBHA 3AITUCKA

Camocriiina poboTa CTYAEHTIB € CKJIaJ0BOI0 HABYAJIbLHOIO IIPOIIECY,
BKJIMBUM UYMHHUKOM, SIKUN (OPMY€ BMiHHS HABYATHCS, CIPUSE aK-
TUBi3allil 3aCBOEHHS cTyAeHTOM 3HaHb. CaMocTiiiHa poOoTa CTYIeHTIB €
OCHOBHMM 32c000M OTIaHyBaHHSI HABYAJIBHOTO MaTePialy y M03aayauTop-
HUI Jac.

Mera caMocTiiiHOI POOOTH CTYJEHTIB — CIIPUSATU 3aCBOEHHIO B [10B-
HOMY 00cs131 HaBYAJIbHOI porpaMu Ta GOPMYBAaHHIO CAMOCTIHHOCTI SIK
0COOUCTICHOT PUCH Ta BaKJINBOI MPOGMECIHHOI SKOCTI, CYyTHICTD SIKOI 110~
JigTa€ B YMIiHHI CMCTeMaTU3yBaTH, TIJTAaHYBaTH Ta KOHTPOJIIOBATH BJIACHY
ISJIBHICTD.

OCHOBHI 3aB/IaHHS:

- HaBYUTH MaiiOyTHHOTO (HaxiBIls BIIbHO OPIEHTYBATHUCS B Cy4acHO-
My iH(OpMAIITHOMY TTOTOIli 3 METOIO YAOCKOHAJIEHHS iHIITOMOBHUX
YMiHb i HABUYOK;

- VIOCKOHATIOBATA KOMYHIKATUBHI YMiHHS 1 HABUYKU BOJIOIIHHS aH-
TJHCHKOI0 MOBOTO TIPH CITIJIKYBaHHI Ha Mpodeciitii Temu;

- PO3BUMBATH YMiHHS aJIeKBATHO IIOBOANTHCS B PI3HOMAHITHUX SKUTTE-
BUX CUTYaITiAX A1JTOBOTO CILIKYBAHHS;

- ToTyBaTU MallGyTHHOTO (haXiBISI 10 HAYKOBOI JISIIIBHOCTI, TPOIOB-
SKEHHS OCBITH.

Hanpukiniii BUBYEHHS KypCy CTY/I€HTH TOBUHHI BMITH:

- BecTH Geciay-aiasor mpoOIeMHOr0 XapaKTepy BiOBIIHO 10 TIPO-
IPaMHOI TEeMAaTUKHU Ta KOMYHIKaTUBHOI (hyHKIIiT;

- pobUTH caMOCTiiiHI yCHI MOHOJIOTIUHI TIOBiIOMJIEHHS aHTJTIHCHKOIO
MOBOIO 32 TEMAaTHUKOIO KyPCy;

- pedepysaTu (YCHO Ta MUCbMOBO) OPUTIHAJIbHI PI3HOCTUJILOBI TEKCTH;

- 3MIIMICHIOBATH aMeKBAaTHUU TEpPEKJaj] 3 aHTTINChKOI MOBU Ha yK-
pPaiHCBHKY Ta HABIAKW TEKCTIiB, 10 Bi/IMOBIAIOTh TEMATHII TA PIBHIO
CKJIQJTHOCTI KypCY.

HMEPEJIK TEM JIJIA CAMOCTIHHOIO BUBYEHHA

Sociology.

Sociology as a science.

Sociology as a scientific discipline.
Institutionalizing Sociology.
Twentieth century developments.

G W=



Development of sociology in the 20th century.
Scope and topics of Sociology.

Sociological theory.

Sociological research.

Methods of sociological inquiry.

. Combining research methods.

Sociology and other social sciences.

Sociologists” study of society and scientists’ study of the natural

world.

Understanding reality.

Scientific objectivity.

Scientific method.

Durkheim and Functional Explanation.
Durkheim as a social theorist.
Durkheim’s Sociology of Knowledge.
Max Weber and Social Science.

. Cultural and social-structural explanations of cross-national

psychological differences.

. Sociocultural evolution.

Sociocultural evolution theories.

. Classical social evolutionism.

Herbert Spencer.
Lewis H. Morgan.

. Process and progression of evolution of culture.

Edward Burnett Tylor.
Critique and impact on modern theories.

. Modern theories.
. Neoevolutionism.
. Multilineal evolution.

Sociobiology.
Theory of modernization.
Prediction for a stable cultural and social future.

IIUTAHHA A CAMOKOHTPOJIIO

[TousitTs coriosorii (Sociology).

CorioJiorist sik Hayka (Sociology as a science).
CourwioJoriga gk HaBYa/IbHA AUCIUAILIIHA
(Sociology as a scientific discipline).



13.

14.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

28.
29.

Incturynionamisaiis comiosorii (Institutionalizing Sociology).
3no6yTru comiosorii XX crouitrst (Twentieth century develop-
ments).

PosButok cortiosorii XX cTOMTTS

(Development of sociology in the 20th century).

ITpeamer coriosorii (Scope and topics of Sociology).

CorioJsioriuna Teopist (Sociological theory).

Couioioriune gocmimkenns (Sociological research).

MeTo1 COIioJIOTIYHOTO JOCTIIKEHHS

(Methods of sociological inquiry).

. Hoexnanng meroxis gocimpkenns (Combining research methods).

Cortiosiorist Ta iHII COIiaMbHI HAYKU

(Sociology and other social sciences).

ocmipreHHs CyCHiabCTBA COIIOTOTaMI

(Sociologists’ study of society and scientists’ study of the natural
world).

Posywminns giiicrocti (Understanding reality).

Haykosa o6’ekrusHicts (Scientific objectivity).

Haykoswuit meto (Scientific method).

Jiopkreiim i dyuxuionanism (Durkheim and Functional Explana-
tion).

Iopkreiim — teoperuk (Durkheim as a social theorist).

Coriosiorist 3aanus {ropkreiima (Durkheim’s Sociology of Know-
ledge).

Makc Bebep i comianbha Hayka (Max Weber and Social Science).
KynsrypHe cOmiocTpyKTypHE MOSICHEHHST MiKHAIIOHATTBHUX TICUXO0-
goriunnx Bigminuocreit (Cultural and social-structural explanations
of cross-national psychological differences).

Couiokysbrypsa esoionist (Sociocultural evolution).

Teopii  comiokynsryproi  eommorii  (Sociocultural — evolution
theories).

Knacuununii comjanpuuii epomonionism (Classical social evolu-
tionism).

Tep6epr Cuencep (Herbert Spencer).

JIptoic Mopran (Lewis H. Morgan).

EBomonia kynasrypu (Process and progression of evolution of cul-
ture).

Ensapn Bapuer Taitnop (Edward Burnett Tylor).

Kpuruka cyuacaux teopiii (Critique and impact on modern theo-
ries).



30. CyuacHi Teopii (Modern theories).

31. Heoesomoriionism (Neoevolutionism).

32. BararosumipHa eosmortist (Multilineal evolution).

33. Couiobionorig (Sociobiology).

34. Teopis mozxepnizalii (Theory of modernization).

35. TlepenbaueHHs cTabLIBHOTO KyJIBTYPHOTO i COIaIBHOTO MailOyTHBO-
ro (Prediction for a stable cultural and social future).

3ABJAHHA JIJIA CAMOCTIHHOI POBOTH CTY/JEHTIB

Task 1
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociology

Sociology (from Latin: socius, “companion”; and Greek: Adyoc, logos,
“knowledge”) is an academic and applied discipline that studies soci-
ety and human social interaction. Sociological research ranges from the
analysis of short contacts between anonymous individuals on the street
to the study of global social processes. The field focuses on how and why
people are organized in society, either as individuals or as members of as-
sociations, groups, and institutions. As an academic discipline, sociology
is typically considered a social science. (From Wikipedia, the free ency-
clopedia)

2. Answer the questions.

1. What is sociology? 2. What does sociology study? 3. What does so-
ciological research range from? 4. What does sociological research range
to? 5. What is sociology considered as an academic discipline?

3. Translate into English.

1. Cormiosorist — coriasbHa HayKa, MO AOCTIKY€E (BUBYAE) COIaTbHI
3aKOHW Ta MPOIECH, M0 TMOEMHYIOTh (YU PO3'€MHYI0Tb) JIOJIeH 5K
4JeHiB CyCHiabcTBa ab0 OKpeMux Tpym, opraHizaiiii (06’eqHamb).
2. Tepmin “cortiosoriga” MOXOAWTH BiJl IBOX CJIiB: JIATHHCHKOTO Societas —
CYCITIJTLCTBO Ta TPEIIBKOTO AOYOG — BUEHHS, 3HAHHS, HayKa. 3. CoItiosIoTiio
MOKHA BU3HAYUTU $IK HAYKy PO CTAHOBJEHHS Ta (DYHKIIIOHYBAHHS
COIIaJIbHUX CIIJIBHOT, MIXK SKHUMHU CKJIQJAalOTbCS IIEBHI CoOIliajbHi
Bi/[HOCWHU 1 B3aEMOJIisI, 2 TAKOXK PO COIATbHY JIOAUHY — TBOPILSI 1TUX
CIIIJIBHOT 1 TOJIOBHOTO cyG’eKkTa icropwyHOro po3BUTKY. 4. O6’€KTOM
COTIOJIOTIT € coriabha PeaNbHICTh ¥ BCill HaraTOMaHITHOCTI 11 sIKiCHIX
xapakrepuctuk. 5. IIpeamer coriosorii nepeGysae y moctiiiHomy pyci,
PO3BUTKY i CTAaHOBJIEHHI.
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Task 2
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociology as a science

One useful way to describe the discipline is as a cluster of sub-dis-
ciplines (sometimes called fields) that examine different dimensions of
society. For example, social stratification studies inequality and class
structure; demography studies changes in a population size or type; crimi-
nology examines criminal behavior and deviance; political sociology stud-
ies government and laws; and the sociology of race and sociology of gen-
der examine the social construction of race and gender as well as race and
gender inequality. New sociological fields and sub-fields—such as network
analysis and environmental sociology—continue to evolve; many of them
are cross-disciplinary in nature.

Sociological research provides educators, planners, lawmakers, admin-
istrators, developers, business leaders, and people interested in resolving
social problems and formulating public policy with rationales for the ac-
tions that they take.

Sociology, in studying society, including economic, political and cul-
tural systems, has origins in the common stock of human knowledge and
philosophy. Social analysis has been carried out by scholars and philoso-
phers at least as early as the time of Plato. Ibn Khaldoun, a 14th century
historian, in his Mugaddimah, the introduction to a seven volume analysis
of universal history, arguably advanced social philosophy in formulating
theories of “social cohesion” and “social conflict.”

2. Fillin the gaps.

1. Social stratification studies and class structure. 2.

studies changes in a population size or type. 3. Criminology examines
and . 4. sociology studies government and

laws. 5. The sociology of race and sociology of gender examine the

of race and gender as well as race and gender

3. Answer the questions.

1. What does sociological research provide? 2. What does sociology
have origins in? 3. Who has social analysis been carried out by? 4. What
did sociology emerge as? 5. How was the word “sociology” coined?

4. Translate into English.

1. IcTopito cortiosiorii, 3a3Bu4aii, po3MOAIJIAIOTh HA TPU BEJIUKI €TaIu:
MPOTOCOIIOJIOTIYHNI, akazemiunnii 1 HoBiTHiN. 2. Ilepmuii eran —
MIPOTOCOITIOJIOTIYHNI — TpUBA€E, MouynHaoun 3 vaciB CTapo/aBHLOTO
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city o cepenuan XIX ct. (hakTnuHO /10 BUHUKHEHHST COIIOJIOTI1 SIK
Haykn). 3. BuHUKHEHHS COI1i0J/I0Tii HE OTHOMOMEHTHUN aKT, & TPUBAJIII
MpoIec HAaKOTTUYEHH 3HAHb PO CYCILIBCTBO, KOTPUN HAPAaXOBY€E TUCIY1
pokiB. 4. IMeHa-cMMBOJIM, TOOTO HANOI/IbBII 3HAHI IIPEACTABHUKHU 1[HOTO
eramy: Ilnaton, Apuctorens, A. Asryctun, T. AxBincekuit, I. Iporiii,
JK.-7K. Pycco, Ix. JIokk, T. To66¢, I. Kanr, I. Tereas, IIT. @yp’e, K. Cen-
Cimon Ta iH. 5. Ili Mucauresi 3anpoBajuIi B IUPOKUNA 06Ir KIIOYOBI
MOHSTTS, KOTPi TMOTIM BUKOPUCTOBYBATUMYThCSI B COITIOJIOTIUHIN HAYIII:
CYCIIIJIBCTBO, COIliaJibHA PeabHICTh, IPUPOAHUN CTaH, COIIAJBHUN PYX,
colliallbHUH JIeTepMiHi3M, COlliaTbHU 3aKOH, IIPOTPeC, perpec, UKIIYHUH
i MasTHUKOBHMH PO3BUTOK TOIMIO. 6. APHCTOTENb BU3HAYAB JIOIUHY SK
“nomituuny TBapuny”. 7. Voro morasan mozginsmm puMcbkuii dizocod
JI. Cenexka, dpaniysbki mucaureni JK. Bogen i I11. MonTeck’e.

Task 3
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociology as a scientific discipline

Sociology emerged as a scientific discipline in the early 19th century
as an academic response to the challenges of modernity and moderniza-
tion, such as industrialization and urbanization. Sociologists hoped not
only to understand what held social groups together, but also to develop
responses to social disintegration and exploitation.

The word “sociology” was coined by French thinker Auguste Comte
in 1838 from Latin socius (companion, associate) and Greek Aoyoc, 16gos
(word). Comte hoped to unify all studies of humankind — including his-
tory, psychology and economics. His own sociological scheme was typical
of the 19th century; he believed all human life had passed through the
same distinct historical stages (theology, metaphysics, positive science)
and that, if one could grasp this progress, one could prescribe the remedies
for social ills. Sociology was to be the ‘queen of positive sciences.’

“Classical” theorists of sociology from the late 19th and early 20th cen-
turies include Karl Marx, Ferdinand Ténnies, Emile Durkheim, Vilfredo
Pareto, Georg Simmel, and Max Weber. Like Comte, these figures did not
consider themselves only “sociologists”. Their works addressed religion,
education, economics, law, psychology, ethics, philosophy, and theology,
and their theories have been applied in a variety of academic disciplines.
Their influence on sociology was foundational.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.
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1. Po3ymiHHS cycHisibCTBA SIK MITYYHOTO YTBOPEHHS, BUTQ/IaHOTO TIPa-
BUTEJISIMU, MOHAPXaMU 33/t Oyiara Hapo[y, XapaktepHe st [ImatoHa.
2. Cepep #1010 MOCJIIOBHUKIB — IIPUOIYHUKY TEOPii CYCIiIBHOTO 10TO-
sopy: Jx. Jlokk, T. To66¢, JK.-JK. Pycco Ta in. 3. ¥ Hosuii yac, axuit
OyB HaMOIIBII MIITHUM HAa BUCYHEHHs Ta (POPMYBaHHS PisHOMaHITHUX
KOHIIETIIiH, 10 TOSCHIOBAIM CYCIiJIbHE JKUTTS, aKTUBHO PO3PO6JIs-
10ThcA ifel npupoaaux 1pas moaunu (1. Ipotiiit), cycniapHOTO 10TOBOPY
(OK.-K. Pycco, x. Jlokk, T. To66c¢), posnoxiny saax (II1. MoHTecK'e),
rpomajisiicbkoro cycninbersa (I Terenw), “mepxkaBu npasa” (1. Kanr).
4. ITouarox XIX cT. BigdgHauuBCs AiJIBHICTIO IPECTAaBHUKIB YTOIIYHOIO
corianiamy — K. Cen-Cimona, I1I. @yp’e ta P. Oyena. 5. Y ixHix Teopernd-
HUX [IPAISIX PO3POOJISIIOCS MOHSATTS CYCILIBCTBA, aHAMI3YBABCS COIIAIb-
HUH pyX, 06T PYHTOBYBaIAcsT HEOOXITHICTD YIOCKOHATEHHS CYCITiTBCTBA.
6. 36y/yBaBIN y CBOIM yABI i/1eajibHe CyCIIBCTBO, BOHM HAMATAIUC TIei
HOBUM TIOTJISIT HA HHOTO BTUIUTH B PeasibHE JKUTTS. 7. Y MesKax IMPOTOCO-
I[IOJIOTi1 PO3BUBAJINCS 1/1€l COIMIaJIBHOTO JIeTePMiHI3MY (CIIPUYMHEHOCTI
COTaTbHUX SIBUIIL), i/Iel TPOTPeCy Ta Perpecy CyCIiJbCTBA, a TAKOXK Hay-
KOBOT'O METO/LY.

Task 4
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Institutionalizing Sociology

The discipline was taught by its own name for the first time at the
University of Kansas, Lawrence in 1890 by Frank Blackmar, under the
course title Elements of Sociology (the oldest continuing sociology course
in America). The Department of History and Sociology at the University
of Kansas was established in 1891 and the first full fledged independent
university department of sociology was established in 1892 at the Univer-
sity of Chicago by Albion W. Small, who in 1895 founded the American
Journal of Sociology.

The first European department of sociology was founded in 1895 at
the University of Bordeaux by imile Durkheim, founder of LAnniie So-
ciologique (1896). The first sociology department to be established in the
United Kingdom was at the London School of Economics and Political
Science (home of the British Journal of Sociology) in 1904. In 1919 a soci-
ology department was established in Germany at the Ludwig Maximilians
University of Munich by Max Weber and in 1920 in Poland by Florian
Znaniecki.




International cooperation in sociology began in 1893 when René
Worms founded the small Institut International de Sociologie that was
later on eclipsed by the much larger International Sociological Associa-
tion starting in 1949 (ISA). 1905, the American Sociological Association,
the world’s largest association of professional sociologists, was founded; in
1909 as well the Deutsche Gesellschaft for Soziologie (German Society for
Sociology) by Ferdinand Tunnies, Max Weber et al.

2. Complete the sentences.

1. The discipline was taught by its own name for the first time .... 2. The
first full fledged independent university department of sociology was es-
tablished in 1892 at the University of Chicago by .... 3. The first European
department of sociology was founded.... 4. The first sociology department
to be established in the United Kingdom was ... 5. International coopera-
tion in sociology began ...

3. Translate into English.

1. Ipyruii eTan icTopii coIiosorii — akaieMiqyHIi, TOYNHAETHCS i3 ce-
peavau XIX c1. 2. Bin npeacraBieHuii miesiol0 BiIOMUX YI4EHUX, TAKUX
ak: O. Kour, I. Criencep, K. Mapke, E. /liopkreiim Ta in. 3. Y 1eii nepion
HOBa HayKa HaOyBa€ CBOEI HA3BU — COIHOJIOTIS. 4. 3yCUILISMU IIUX MHC-
JINTEJIB y 3arajibHUX pucax OyB OKpecJeHuil IIpeaMeT colioorii, cop-
MYJIBOBAHO ii 3aKOHH, MOSICHEHO (hyHAAMEHTANIbHI KaTeropii coIriosorii.
5. OcobamBa yBara BYCHUX 30CePEKYBaaCs Ha aHATi31 MOHATH: COTHab-
HUI OpraHi3M, colliajJbHa CUCTEeMa, COolliabHa CTAaTUKA, COIliaJibHa JUHA-
MiKa, TTO3UTHUBHA HAyKa, iHAYCTPialbHE CYyCIiIbCTBO, €BOJIOIIS, TIPUPOJI-
HUit 100ip, opraHilaM, MexaHiuHa i OpraHiuHa COJIIapHICTh, CYCIIiIbHA
rapMOHisi, aHOMis1, CyCIiIbHO-eKOHOMIuHa (popMaliist, basuc i Hanby0Ba,
colfiabHa PEBOJTIONisI, MaTepiaTicTUIHe PO3yMiHHS iCTOPIl TOTITO.

Task 5
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Twentieth century developments

In the early 20th century, sociology expanded in United States, in-
cluding developments in both macrosociology interested in evolution of
societies and microsociology. Based on the pragmatic social psychology
of George Herbert Mead, Herbert Blumer and other later Chicago school
inspired sociologists developed symbolic interactionism.

In Europe, in the inter-war period, sociology generally was attacked
both by increasingly totalitarian governments and rejected by conserva-
tive universities. At the same time, originally in Austria and later in the
U. S., Alfred Schetz developed social phenomenology (which would later
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inform social constructionism). Also, members of the Frankfurt school
(some of whom moved to the U. S. to escape Nazi persecution) developed
critical theory, integrating critical, idealistic and historical materialistic
elements of the dialectical philosophies of Hegel and Marx with the in-
sights of Freud, Max Weber (in theory, if not always in name) and others.
In the 1930s in the U. S., Talcott Parsons developed structural-functional
theory which integrated the study of social order and “objective” aspects
of macro and micro structural factors.

Since World War II, sociology has been revived in Europe, although
during the Stalin and Mao eras it was suppressed in the communist coun-
tries. In the mid-20th century, there was a general (but not universal)
trend for American sociology to be more scientific in nature, due partly
to the prominent influence at that time of structural functionalism. So-
ciologists developed new types of quantitative research and qualitative
research methods. In the second half of the 20th century, sociological re-
search has been increasingly employed as a tool by governments and busi-
nesses. Parallel with the rise of various social movements in the 1960s,
theories emphasizing social struggle, including conflict theory (which
sought to counter structural functionalism) and neomarxist theories, be-
gan to receive more attention.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Tperiii etan ictopii comionorii — HOBiTHiH. 2. Bin mounHaeThCs 3
nepmux gecATugiTh XX cT. 1 TpuBae portenep. 3. IMeHa-cuMBOJM 1IHOTO
erany: M. BeGep, I1. Copokin, T. ITapconc, P. Meprow, . Mix, P. TTapk,
®. 3uanenpkuii, E. Tigenc, A. Typen, 10. Xabepmac, T. Jlykman, H. Jly-
MaH Ta iH. 4. Bebep 00IPYyHTOBYE JIyMKY IIPO 3yMOBJIEHICTh KaIliTaai3My
He JIMIle eKOHOMIYHUMM YMHHUKAMHU, a U KyJBTYPHUMH, PeJiriiHuMH,
opramizarifinumu. 5. TI. COpokiH BUCBIT/IOE i METATBHO OOTPYHTOBYE
KOHIIENII0 KOHBEPreHIi — IMOCTYIIOBOr0 30JIMKEHHST Ta BUPOOJIEHHS
CXOKHUX PUC Y PI3HUX crocobax BUPOOHUIITBA — KOMYHICTHYHOTO H Ka-
MiTAMiCTUYHOTO, HOMY K HAJIEXKUTh aBTOPCTBO TEOPIl COIIOKYJIBTYPHOI
IMHAMIKK CYCIILIbCTBA, COLiaIbHOI cTpaTHdikawii Ta MOOIIBHOCTI.

Task 6
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Development of sociology in the 20th century

In the late 20th century, some sociologists embraced postmodern and
poststructuralist philosophies. Increasingly, many sociologists have used
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qualitative and ethnographic methods and become critical of the positiv-
ism in some social scientific approaches. Much like cultural studies, some
contemporary sociological studies have been influenced by the cultural
changes of the 1960s, 20th century Continental philosophy, literary stud-
ies, and interpretivism. Others have maintained more objective empirical
perspectives, such as by articulating neofunctionalism and pure sociology.
Others began to debate the nature of globalization and the changing na-
ture of social institutions. These developments have led some to reconcep-
tualize basic sociological categories and theories. For instance, inspired
by the thought of Michel Foucault, power may be studied as dispersed
throughout society in a wide variety disciplinary cultural practices. In po-
litical sociology, the power of the nation state may be seen as transforming
due to the globalization of trade (and cultural exchanges) and the expand-
ing influence of international organizations (Nash 2000:1—4).

However, the positivist tradition is still alive and influential in sociol-
ogy, as evidenced by the rise of social networks as both a new paradigm
that suggests paths to go beyond the traditional micro vs. macro or agency
vs. structure debates and a new methodology. The influence of social net-
work analysis is pervasive in many sociological subfields such as economic
sociology (see the work of Harrison White or Mark Granovetter for ex-
ample), organizational behavior, or historical sociology.

Throughout the development of sociology, controversies have raged
about how to emphasize or integrate concerns with subjectivity, objectivi-
Ly, intersubjectivity and practicality in theory and research. The extent to
which sociology may be characterized as a ‘science’ has remained an area
of considerable debate, which has addressed basic ontological and epis-
temological philosophical questions. One outcome of such disputes has
been the ongoing formation of multidimensional theories of society, such
as the continuing development of various types of critical theory. Another
outcome has been the formation of public sociology, which emphasizes the
usefulness of sociological analysis to various social groups.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Ha tpertiii etam icTopii coItiosiorii mpuIasa€ po3KBiT “ManX COIlio-
JIOTi#1” — COIIi0JIOTi# cepelHhOTO PiBHSL: COINIOJIOTII MicTa, COIiOJIOoTii iH-
JIyCTPIaJIbHOTO CYCITIJIBCTBA, COIIOJOTI] KyJIbTYPH, COIOJIOTII MO THKH,
co11ioI0Tii KOH(JIIKTiB, COITIOJIOTIi IeBialliil, COIioIoril afamTaIlliii, colio-
JIOTil iIHTUMHOCTI, TEH/IEPHOI COIII0JIOT1, COIIi0/IOTil KHUTH Ta YUTAaHHS T
GaraTboX IHIIUX. 2. BypXJIMBOro po3BUTKY HaOyBa€ MPUKJIAIHA COLI0JIO-

12



rist. 3. YIOCKOHATIOETHCS METOAMKA M TeXHiKa KOHKPETHHUX COIIi0JIOTiu-
HUX JIOCJI/KeHb. 4. 3'IBJISIOTBCS Ta MIBUJKO TOMUPIOIOTHCS e(heKTUBHI
METOAMKHM 3/1ICHEHHSI eMIIiPUYHIX J0CIi1Kenb. 5. HabyBaioTh Baru mpo-
B€JICHHS MOHITOPUHTOBUX JOCTI/KEHbD. 6. 3aI0YaTKOBYIOTBCS IPYHTOBHI
eJIeKTopasibHi socijkents. 7. Coliosiorist cipusie poO3BUTKOBI MEHE K-
MEHTY Ta MapKETUHTY, BUBUAETHCS IPOMAJIChKA AYMKA, AOCHTI/KYIOThCS
HOBI TEH/IEHIIIT B Mi’KIePKaBHUX BiJHOCHHAX 32 YMOB IJI00AJIi3MY.

Task 7
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Scope and topics of Sociology

Sociologists study society and social action by examining the groups
and social institutions people form, as well as various social, religious, po-
litical, and business organizations. They also study the social interactions
of people and groups, trace the origin and growth of social processes, and
analyze the influence of group activities on individual members and vice
versa. The results of sociological research aid educators, lawmakers, ad-
ministrators, and others interested in resolving social problems, working
for social justice and formulating public policy.

Sociologists research macro-structures and processes that organize or
affect society, such as race or ethnicity, gender, globalization, and social
class stratification. They study institutions such as the family and social
processes that represent deviation from, or the breakdown of, social struc-
tures, including crime and divorce. And, they research micro-processes
such as interpersonal interactions and the socialization of individuals. So-
ciologists are also concerned with the effect of social traits such as sex,
age, or race on a person’s daily life.

Most sociologists work in one or more specialties, such as social strati-
fication, social organization, and social mobility; ethnic and race relations;
education; family; social psychology; urban, rural, political, and compara-
tive sociology; sex roles and relationships; demography; gerontology;
criminology; and sociological practice. In short, sociologists study the

many faces of society.

Although sociology was informed by Comte’s conviction that sociol-
ogy would sit at the apex of all the sciences, sociology today is identified
as one of many social sciences (such as anthropology, economics, political
science, psychology, etc.). At times, sociology does integrate the insights
of various disciplines, as do other social sciences. Initially, the discipline
was concerned particularly with the organization of complex industrial
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societies. Recent sociologists, taking cues from anthropologists, have
noted the “Western emphasis” of the field. In response, sociology depart-
ments around the world are encouraging the study of many cultures and
multi-national studies.

2. Answer the questions.

1. How do sociologists study society and social action? 2. Who do the
results of sociological research aid? 3. What do sociologists research?
4. What specialties do most sociologists work in? 5. How is sociology
identified today?

3. Translate into English.

1. 3arasbHa cOIioJIOTIYHA TEOPisl PO3TJISIIAE: CYCITIIBCTBO SIK LTI CHII
OpraHi3M, CHCTeMYy COIllaJbHUX MeXaHi3MiB, MicCIle i POJib OCHOBHUX
comiambHUX 3B'43KiB. 2. BoHa ¢GoOpMyJioe TPUHIUIN COIIAJbHOTO
Mi3HAHHS, OCHOBHI METO/IOJIOTIUHI TIXO/AN 10 COIIOJIOTIYHOTO aHai3y
(cucreMHMil aHanis, crTparudikalliitHO-KJIACOBUM TijXij, T€HeTUYHUM
aHai3, KOMILUIEKCHUN KOHKPETHO-ICTOPUYHUHN Ti/IXi/1, aHAJi3 COIiaIbHUX
SIBUIL y iXHIN B3aeMogii 3 iHmmMMM). 3. 3aralbHa COIIOJIOTIYHA Teopis
BU3HAYAE MiCIIe JIIOIMHY K iICTOTH cotianbHoi. 4. CrienianbHi COMioMoTIvH1
Teopil BUBYAIOTh CYO’€KTIB CYCIIIBHOIO KUTTSI, HOCHIKYIOTh PO3BUTOK
i BIITBOPEHHS JIOJIMHOIO OKPEMUX COTIAIBbHUX CIIJIBHOT, CYyTh i OCHOBHI
XapaKTePUCTUKM JIIOUHHU COLIaIBHOL: COLI0JIOTis 0COOUCTOCTI, COLI0I0TiA
ciM'i, coITiogIoTist KaTacy, COoIioJIoTis CTaHy, TIPOTIAPKY, COIIOJIOTiS €THOCY,
cortiosioris Harii Tomo. 5. CreriaibHi COMiONOTiuHI Teopii BUBYAIOTH
KUTTEMISITBHICTD COIaMbHIX Cy0'€KTIB B OKpeMUX cepax, PO3KPUBAIOTh
MeXaHI3MW JKUTTEMIITbHOCTI Ta DYHKIIIOHYBAHHS COIIaTbHUX CITLIBHOT
y eBHUX cdepax CYCIiTBHOTO JKUTTS Ta TPOIIECH COTIiasi3arii JIoamHu:
COITI0JIOTiS KYyJIBTYPH, COII0JIOTi PEJIiTil, COII0JIOris MOJTITUKY, COII0IOTia
Tpaili ¥ yIpaBJIiHHA, COIII0JIOTiS J03BIJIIA, COIIOJIOTISA OCBITH, COIIOIOTIS
BUXOBAHHS TOIMO. 6. EMITipHYHi cOIio/IOTiuHI HOCTi/KeHHS CKepOBaHi Ha
3’sICyBaHHs, aHATI3 1 y3araJbHEHHS COMIAIbHUX (DAKTIB: Milf, BUNHKIB 1
MUCJIEHHS JITO/Ie, KOHKPETHUX IPO/TYKTiB JIIOZICHKOI /IIITThbHOCTI, DPO3BUTKY
i B3aEMO/Iii CTBOPEHUX JITOJIbMU COIIaJIbBHUX CITITBHOT.

Task 8
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociological theory

Sociological theory refers to the use of abstract and often complex theo-
retical frameworks to explain and analyze social action, social processes
and social structures. Sociological theory refers to theories developed by
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sociologists, though the term has been used synonymously with social
theory, as in Swingewood (2000) and Ritzer and Goodman (2004). So-
cial theory is interdisciplinary as it generally includes ideas from multiple
fields, such as anthropology, economics, theology, history, philosophy, and
others. Many sociologists use both sociological theory and interdisciplin-
ary social theory. The boundaries between these are sometimes fuzzy due
to overlaps in origins and content.

Social theories developed almost simultaneously with the birth of the
sociology itself. In the 19th century three great, classical theories of social
and historical change were created: social evolutionism (of which social
Darwinism is a part), social cycle theory and Marxist historical material-
ism. Although the majority of 19th century social theories are now con-
sidered obsolete, they have spawned modern social theories, including
multilineal theories of evolution (neoevolutionism, sociobiology, theory
of modernisation, theory of post-industrial society) or the theory of sub-
jectivity.

In the 20th century, sociologists developed sociological theories which
were based in the institutions and literature of professional sociology.
Modern sociological theories include conflict theory, structural function-
alism (and more recently neofunctionalism), and symbolic interaction-
ism. At the same time, sociologists have continued to use and contribute
to interdisciplinary social theories. Some types of social theory commonly
used in sociology include feminist theory, neomarxism, network theory,
postmodern theory, poststructuralist theory, rational choice theory, and
systems theory (Ritzer and Goodman 2004:185-225).

There is a tension in the discipline between more abstract theory and
more empirical theory. Some social and sociological theories tackle very
large-scale social trends and structures using hypotheses that cannot
be easily falsified and require support by historical or philosophical in-
terpretations. Social theories about modernity or globalization are two
examples. Some theorists, such as deconstructionists or postmodernists,
may argue that any systematic type of social scientific research theory is
inherently flawed.

In empirical social research, empirical findings can provide support
for sociological theories and vice versa. For instance, statistical research
grounded in the scientific method may find a severe income disparity be-
tween women and men performing the same occupation. This finding sup-
ports the complex social theories of feminism or patriarchy. A sociological

perspective (see sociological imagination) has through the years appealed
to students and others dissatisfied with the status quo because it carries
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the assumption that societal structures may be arbitrary or controlled by
specific powerful groups, thus implying the possibility of change.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. Teoperuko-nisHaBajbHa (GYHKIs COLioJOrii — 3100yTTsSI HOBUX
3HaHb PO Pi3Hi chepu COMANTBHOTO KUTTS], PO3KPUTTSI MEPCIIEKTUB CO-
[[{aJIbHOTO PO3BUTKY, BUSIBJIEHHSI Y CYCIJIBCTBI TOroO, 110 morpebye pa-
MUKAJIBHUX TTepeTBOpeHb Ta 3MiH. 2. OmmcoBo-iHGopMalliiiHa — cucre-
MaTUYHUN ONUC 1 HAKONIWYEHHsI MaTepiajy; colliaibHe TIaHyBaHHsS (Ha
ocHOBI 3i6paHoi iHdopmaiiii). 3. [TporHocTHYHA QYHKIIIS — BUSHAYAETHCS
Jliaria30H MOKITMBOCTEH 1 BIPOTiZIHOCTEN, IPOTIOHYIOTHCS KiJIbKA CIIEHAPITB
MO/IAJIBIIIOTO PO3BUTKY 1o1iH. 4. Cortiosiorist cipusie (hopMyBaHHIO 3HAHb
PO CyCIiabeTBO. 5. COIMIOIOTIS TIOSICHIOE JIOTIKY MPOIIECIB COMIaIbHOTO
po3BuUTKY. 6. CoItiosoris Jornomarae Jo{uHi BUBHAYUTH CBOE MICITe y CyC-
misbeTBi. 7. ColtiosIoTis JomoMarae BUPINTyBaTH COIIaJIbHI CYyTIEPETHOCTI.

Task 9
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociological research

The basic goal of sociological research is to understand the social world
in its many forms. Quantitative methods and qualitative methods are two
main types of social research methods. Sociologists often use quantitative
methods — such as social statistics or network analysis — to investigate
the structure of a social process or describe patterns in social relation-
ships. Sociologists also often use qualitative methods — such as focused
interviews, group discussions and ethnographic methods — to investigate
social processes. Sociologists also use applied research methods such as
evaluation research and assessment.

Methods of sociological inquiry

Sociologists use many types of social research methods, including:

* Archival research — Facts or factual evidences from a variety of
records are compiled.

» Content Analysis — The contents of books and mass media are
analyzed to study how people communicate and the messages people
talk or write about.

* Historical Method — This involves a continuous and systematic
search for the information and knowledge about past events related
to the life of a person, a group, society, or the world.
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¢ Interviews — The researcher obtains data by interviewing people.
If the interview is non-structured, the researcher leaves it to the
interviewee (also referred to as the respondent or the informant) to
guide the conversation.

* Life History — This is the study of the personal life of a person.
Through a series of interviews, the researcher can probe into the
decisive moments in their life or the various influences on their life.

* Longitudinal study — This is an extensive examination of a specific
group over a long period of time.

* Observation — Using data from the senses, one records information
about social phenomenon or behavior. Qualitative research relies
heavily on observation, although it is in a highly disciplined form.

¢ Participant Observation — As the name implies, the researcher goes
to the field (usually a community), lives with the people for some
time, and participates in their activities in order to know and feel
their culture.

The choice of a method in part often depends on the researcher’s epis-
temological approach to research. For example, those researchers who are
concerned with statistical generalizability to a population will most likely
administer structured interviews with a survey questionnaire to a careful-
ly selected probability sample. By contrast, those sociologists, especially
ethnographers, who are more interested in having a full contextual un-
derstanding of group members’lives will choose participant observation,
observation, and open-ended interviews. Many studies combine several of
these methodologies.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. OcHOBHE 3aBIaHHSI COIOJOTIUYHMX AOCI/KEHb — 100yBaHHS (Dak-
TiB IIPO COIIAJIBHY [IMCHICTB, il OKpeMi sBUINa, actiekTh. 2. ColiaabHuN
(akt — 11e meBHUM ynHOM (DiKCOBAaHMI, OMMMCAHUN (DPArMEHT COIiaTbHOT
niticuocti. 3. CottioJioriuHe OCII/IPKEHHST CKJIAJITAETHCS 3 TPhOX OCHOBHUX
eTariB: maAroroB4oro (po3pobka MporpaMy JOCJHIIKEHHS), OCHOBHOTO
(IpOBeIEHHSI eMITIPUYHOTO IOCIIIKEHH ), 3aBepuiajbHoro (06podKa it
aHasi3 JaHux, JOPMyBaHHS BUCHOBKIB i pekoMeHatliit). 4. Koxuuii etan
BKJI0YAE B cebe Psiji BaxKIMBUX IIPOLEAYP. 5. 3aleKHO Bij CKIaLHOCTI it
MacIITabHOCTI aHaJi3y MpeAMeTa BUOKPEMJTIOITh TP BUIM COIOJIOTIY-
HOTO JIOCJIJI>KEeHHST: pO3BityBasibHe (ITJIOTa’KHE ), OTMCOBE, AaHAJTI TUYHE.
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Task 10
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Combining research methods

In practice, some sociologists combine different research methods and
approaches, since different methods produce different types of findings
that correspond to different aspects of societies. For example, quantitative
methods may help describe social patterns, while qualitative approaches
could help to understand how individuals understand those patterns.

An example of using multiple types of research methods is in the study
of the Internet. The Internet is of interest for sociologists in various ways:
as a tool for research, for example, in using online questionnaires instead
of paper ones, as a discussion platform, and as a research topic. Sociology
of the Internet in the last sense includes analysis of online communities
(e. g. as found in newsgroups), virtual communities and virtual worlds,
organisational change catalysed through new media like the Internet, and
societal change at-large in the transformation from industrial to infor-
mational society (or to information society). Online communities can be
studied statistically through network analysis and at the same time inter-
preted qualitatively, such as though virtual ethnography. Social change
can be studied through statistical demographics or through the interpre-
tation of changing messages and symbols in online media studies.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Byzap-sike MOCITIKEHHS TMOYUHAETHCS 3 MOCTAHOBKH TPOOIEMH.
2. TIpo6Gsiema JoCImiKeHHsT MOsKe OyTH 3aaHOI0 330BHI SKUMOCH 3aMOB-
HUKOM ab0 BUKJIMKaHA MisHaBaTbHUM iHTepecom. 3. 11lo s Take mpobie-
Ma? 4. TIpoGsiema — I1ie 3aBK/IU MPOTUPIYYST MijK 3HAHHSIMU TIPO TTOTPeOU
JIOfIel B IKUXOCh PE3YJIbTaTUBHUX MPAKTUYHIX YU TEOPETUUHUX JisAX Ta
BiICYTHICTIO 3HAaHb TIPO MIJIAXY U 3aco6u 1X peasizartii. 5. Bupimuru mpo-
6J1eMy — 3HAYUTh OTPUMATH HOBE 3HaHHS ab0 TOOYLYBATH TEOPETHUHY
MOJIEJTD, SIKa 6 TIOSICHIOBAJIA T€ YU iHIINE SIBUTIE, BUSABUTH (GaKTOPH, sIKi O
JIO3BOJINJIN BIUIMHYTH Ha PO3BUTOK SIBUII y Ga)KaHOMY HATIPSIMKY.

Task 11
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociology and other social sciences

Sociology shares deep ties with a wide array of other disciplines that
also deal with the study of society. The fields of economics, psychology,
and anthropology have influenced and have been influenced by sociol-
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ogy and these fields share a great amount of history and common research
interests.

Today sociology and the other sciences are better contrasted according
to methodology rather than objects of study. Additionally, unlike sociology,
psychology and anthropology have forensic components within these disci-
plines that deal with anatomy and other types of laboratory research.

Sociobiology is the study of how social behavior and organization has
been influenced by evolution and other biological processes. The field
blends sociology with a number other sciences, such as anthropology, bi-
ology, zoology, and others. Although the field once rapidly gained accep-
tance, it has remained highly controversial within the sociological acad-
emy. Sociologists often criticize the study for depending too greatly on
the effects of genes in defining behavior. Sociobiologists often respond by
citing a complex relationship between nature and nurture.

Sociology is also widely used in management science, especially in the
field of organizational behaviour.

Recent best-selling books such as The Tipping Point by Malcolm
Gladwell show a revived popular interest in the discipline of socioloy.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. OcobauBocTi npeaMeTa colioorii Ta il pyHKIii BUSHAYAIOTh Miciie
Ii€l HAYKW B CUCTEMI CYCHIJIBHUX AUCTHILTIH. 2. OpraHivHO BIUCYIOYNCH
y CHCTEMY HAyKOBOTO 3HAHHSI, COIIOJIOTIS BKe 3 MOMEHTY CBOTO HAPOJI-
JKEHHS TI0cisia uisbHe Miciie cepell iHmmX HayK. 3. OCHOBOIOJOKHUKN
col11ioIorii, 06IPyHTOBY0UM HEOOXIAHICTh HOBOI HAYKH, i AKPECIOBaIH il
BUHATKOBICTB. 4. M. [llanoBasn — nepiuii JOKTOP collioiorii B Ykpaini —
sayBakyBaB: “Hayka 1po cycriibCTBO HaliTsKYa 3 yCiX HayK, 60 Tt 10BO-
NUTHCS BUBYATH TaKe CKJIAHE SIBUIILE, K TIOBEIIHKA JIOJUHU, CYCITIIbHE
JKUTTSI TA ICTOPUYHY JIOJTI0 CYCILIBCTBA, O[HOYACHO 3’ ICOBYIOYM NPUYMHI
CycmibHUX SBUI, (GOpMU MUX SBUII 1 Gararo iumoro”. 5. Corriosroris €
reHepaJsizyioJa HayKa, KOTpa BUBYAE TUTIOBI, PO/IOBI, TOBTOPIOBaHI B Yaci
Ta ITPOCTOPIi MPoIecH, Ha BIIMIHY Bijl iHAUBiAyani3yl0unX HayK, IIpeMe-
TOM SIKUX € YHIKaJIbHi, HETTOBTOPHI B TIPOCTOPI Ta Yaci SBUIa.

Task 12
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.

Can sociologists study society in the same way that scientists study
the natural world?

Sociologists study society as a ‘social science’ however the status of
sociology as a science is easily questionable when compared to how ac-
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knowledged scientists study the natural world. In order to determine
whether or not sociology can be accepted as a true science it is useful to
make comparisons between the studies performed by both sociologists
and natural scientists on their subjects of society and the natural world
respectively. At its most fundamental level, the philosophy behind knowl-
edge, reality and being must also be scrutinized as the knowledge which is
so eagerly pursued by scientists is only relevant under certain philosophi-
cal conditions.

The natural world can be accepted as what can be sensed and has mat-
ter. Scientists study the natural world using an empirical, experimental
and factual approach. They investigate and analyse the workings of na-
ture before testing each conclusion. A biologist can study the nucleus of a
cell because it can be seen with a microscope and experiments show it to
exist. A chemist can study hydrogen because it can be sensed through it’s
reactions with other chemicals. A physicist can study electricity because
it can be seen to exist by lighting a bulb. They study these things in the
pursuit of knowledge.

Society is different from the natural world in that it is not a ‘thing’
with physical existence that can be investigated with our senses. Soci-
ety consists of groupings of humans, and its study looks at the way these
groupings behave. When a sociologist studies society they look at behav-
iour and the mind. Behaviour and the mind do not take physical form like
an atom does, and so it can be argued that they do not exist, and so cannot
be studied scientifically. Or perhaps they do exist as chemicals inside the
physical entity that is the brain, and so can be studied scientifically like
any other matter.

Sociologists study people and people don’t necessarily behave like
inanimate objects — they may, for example, react differently to varying
interviewing styles used in social research. Given a questionnaire, an in-
terviewer may put particular emphasis on a certain answer in that ques-
tionnaire to encourage the respondent to give that answer. A level of bias
is hence created, whilst such bias is perhaps far more difficult to leverage
in the study of the natural world.

If an expert natural scientists proclaims that “the mass of the substance
x is 5g” it may be taken as a scientific objective fact. Any number of scien-
tists could conduct a similar study and would return the same empirical
result, giving additional experimental proof and backing to the first sci-
entists study. A sociologist has a far greater struggle in their line of study,
as the majority of result they may conclude will be difficult to prove and
replicate in further studies.
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But whatever results are collected by both the sociologist and the natu-
ral scientists, any objectivity found is still subject to our philosophical un-
derstanding of reality, conditioned by the society and time in which we have
come to live.(Jacob (Jake) Barrie Gordon @ http: // www. jakeg. co. uk/)
2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. AK110 KOHKPETHI HAyKW BUBYAIOTD OJIHY CIIEIliaibHy chepy CyCITib-
cTBa (HAIPUKJIAJ, EKOHOMIKA — eKOHOMIYHY chepy, IOpUCIIpY/ICHIIis — IIpa-
BOBY, TIOJIITOJIOTiSI — TIOJIITUYHY ), TO COIIOJIOTisI BUBYAE IIJTICHI CyCHiTbHI
CTPYKTYPH, & TaKOX Te CIJIbHE, M0 TpUTaMaHHe KOXKHil cdepi KUTTS
CYCIILJIBCTBA, ajle He € MPEeJIMETOM CIIelialbHOTO BUBYeHHs. 2. BomHouac
colliaJibHe $IK TaKe, XOU i He BTPAvya€ BJIACHOI crielndiku, aje MPOHU3YE
BCi CyCHiJbHI 1TporiecH, cepu, CTPYKTYPH, & TOMY € JIOTIYHUM HIMPOKIH
VKUTOK TaKNX CJIOBOCIIOYYEeHb: COIIabHO-eKOHOMIUHI, COTiaThHO-TI0Ji-
TUYHI, COIiaJIbHO-TIPABOBI, COMAJIbHO-KYJIBTYPHI ABUIIA, MIPoIiech, (heHO-
MeHU To1110. 3. COoI1i0JI0TisI BUBYAE COIia/IbHI 3B’ I3KM MixK pisHUMHU cepa-
MU KUTTS cycHiabcTBa. Harmpukiam, eKoHOMIuHI UKW — 1€ TIPeIMETHA
chepa eKOHOMIKH, a MPABOTIOPYIIEHHS Ta 3JI0YMHU — 1ie c(hepa BUBUEH-
H4 paBa. 4. /1714 coItiosorii BasKJIMBO BCTAHOBUTHU CITiBBITHOIIEHHS, 1110
(hbakTHUHO BUXOSTH 32 ME3KI 3TaJlyBaHUX JUCIUILTIH. 5. Tak, coIiosorio
IIIKaBUTh T€, SIK CaMe 3MIiHIOEThCS JMHAMIKA TTPABOTIOPYIIEHb, 3JI0YMHIB
BI/ITIOBITHO 710 TIUKJTIB €KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY.

Task 13
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Understanding reality

An understanding of what reality actually is is crucial. Philosophically
there are two main camps on epistemology — there are the idealists, and
there are the materialists. Idealists (such as Plato and Hegel of the past)
see every material thing having been created by a powerful God or spirit,
and ideas govern the material world. Conversely, materialists see matter as
primary, and ideas and the mind are a product of the matter in the brain.

Most people believe that they have have ‘free-will’ — they can think
for themselves, as an individual, independent of anything else of matter.
However, this belief requires idealism in one’s philosophy, yet modern sci-
ence relies on a purely materialistic philosophy. Materialists would argue
that any level of perceived free-will is not free-will and ideas are “nothing
else than the material world reflected in the human mind, and translated
into forms and thoughts” (Marx).
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The mode of thought which dominates the modern capitalist philos-
ophy and science is called the metaphysics. The ‘facts’ are sought after,
things are dealt with separately and statically, rather than in connection
and in their movement. To some, however, this is sheer reductionism, and
results in many contradictions which are ignored. Everything is reduced
to just characteristics and functions.

Marx and Engels found metaphysics as too limited in its scope to ex-
plain the laws governing human society and thought. They worked to-
gether to develop the method of dialectic materialism so that it could be
used scientifically in relation to society. Using dialectics, society is un-
derstood not as superficial changes and existing in the now, but in its his-
torical development and as an entity existing throughout human history
which is undergoing organic developmental change. Under a dialectic
philosophy, today’s societies are seen as the result of a process of histori-
cal development. “Dialectical thinking stands in the same relationship
to metaphysics as a motion picture to a still photograph. The one does
not contradict the other, but compliments it. However, the truer, more
complete approximation of reality is contained in the movie” (Sewell &
Woods, 1983).

Using the positivist approach adopted by Marx and Engels enables the
establishment of laws of human behaviour in the same way natural scien-
tists have established laws of the natural world. Their approach to dia-
lectics was a development of the philosophical theory of Hegel, although
they were the first to develop this theory in scientific terms, as was docu-
mented in Engels’ Anti-Dohring (1877).

Positivists view ideas, thought and mind as scientists see atoms, and
should be “in the same state of mind as the physicist, chemist or physiolo-
gist when he probes into a still unexplored region of the scientific domain”
(Durkheim 1964: xiv). Positivism shares many similarities to the empiri-
cal research methods employed by scientists, most notably in its objective
attention to detail in the collection of data. In keeping objectivity, positiv-
ists can only study that which can be seen, measured and observed with
the purpose of discovering what causes things to happen.

Interpretivism (and behaviourism) opposes positivism, focusing on ac-
tion theory. Human behaviour is taken to be meaningful and worthy of
study beyond empiricism as it is far more than that. Interpretivists see
ideas, thought and mind as mere social and mental constructs, so we can-
not fully understand the world because we take our own individual view
points to what is happening.
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2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. CorttioJiorisi cIyrye MeTOMOJIOTIEIO I 1HIINX TYMaHITApHUX JIUC-
muIuiid. 2. Y ii Meskax po3poOsieThest i yI0CKOHANIOETHCS METOLOJIOTIs
Ta METOANKA KOHKPETHHUX COIIOJIOTIYHUX MOCTi/[KeHb. 3. PesysasraTtn
MPOBEIECHUX JIOC/IKEHh HA0YyBatOTh IIMPOKOrO 3aCTOCYBAHHS B YCiX
CYCIIBHUX AUCIIATLTIHAX. 4. PO3BUTOK COITi0JIOTII Ta iHIIMX CYCHiTbHUX
HayK, TOYMHAIOuN i3 cepesirHu XX CT., 3yMOBJIIOE BAHUKHEHHS i PO3IITH-
PEHHsI HOBUX Tajiy3eil 3HaHb: 610COIi0JI0Tii, COLIONCUX0JIOr], COIIOHIKH,
COIIIOIHTBICTUKH, COIiabHOI eKosorii Tomo. 5. CucreMa CyCIiJIbHUX

Y1 KOHKPETHWUII TIPe/IMET JOCTIIKEHHST, TIOB si3aHi Mixk co0O0IO.

Task 14
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Scientific objectivity

Durkheim was a positivist — he thought it both possible and desir-
able for sociologists to be able to establish laws of human behaviour. In
his study of suicide, Durkheim found it to be the product of social forces
external to the individual. People’s behaviour is seen to be governed by
external stimuli, and their ideas and feelings are irrelevant. As a result,
the behaviour can be objectively rather than subjectively observed and
measured, similar to how a scientist observes and measures the natural
world.

Interpretivists or anti-positivists suggest people apply meaning to
the world, and so sociology should not even try to be scientific. Human
behaviour is taken to be meaningful and so cannot be understood in the
same way as natural phenomena can be. In metaphysics, a tree is a tree,
there is not meaning for it being a tree, it just is. Human thoughts and
ideas aren’t just thoughts and ideas, they have meaning. If someone is to
commit suicide then there is a meaning for them to do that. Whilst the
actions of 11th September 2001 are seen by most as an act of terrorism, to
those committing the acts they most likely had an entirely different mean-
ing. Likewise, the war on terrorism can be given contradicting meanings
by different individuals and societies.

To an interpretivist, reality is too complicated for numbers and quanti-
tative analysis to be made. Qualitative methods are essential for a full un-
derstanding of social reality. Scientific objectivity cannot be upheld using
these qualitative methods which require a level of subjective thought.
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Underlying everything is a problem of ontology. What makes some-
thing real? What makes an apple any more real than slavery? And what
exactly is an apple — where does it begin, where does it end, where does
it exist? Metaphysically the apple is that ‘thing’ that can be touched and
sensed. Dialectically it isn’t that easy — it’s always changing, always flow-
ing, can never be defined. Idealistically the apple is what one believes to
be an apple, and that may only be a figment of one’s imagination. The
apple may just be a chemical reaction experienced in sensing it.

By thinking dialectically slavery exists in the same way that an apple
does, and can be explained equally scientifically, but using different sci-
entific methods to those currently employed. In metaphysics everything
must be objectively quantified to be scientific, but it may not always be
possible — may never be possible.

Valid knowledge is subjective. A basic mathematical equality is that
‘1 + 1 =2, and that the result can not possibly be anything other than
2. However here it can simply and swiftly be disproved — take two drinks,
add them both together and you have one drink — ‘1 + 1 = 1’. Similar
reasoning can be taken further to show that the sum is never equal to two
as to do so would involve making subjective definitions. So what is a ‘fact’
and a ‘truth’ that science is so intent on discovering, when one of the most
basic mathematical principles on which science is based can be so easily
disproved?

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Emiss Jiopxreiivm (1858—1917) € BusatHuM hpaHIy3bKUM COIII0JI0-
oM, 9Kuii cTogB 0iJ1g BUTOKIB BiZIOMOI COIOJIOTIYHOI IIIKOJIU HOro iMeHi.
2. Ocnosai TBopu Emins Jlopkreitva: “IIpo posmnoiin cycmisbHOI Tiparti”,
“IIpaBuiia cotiosnoriunoro mMetony”, “Ejnementaphi ¢opmu pesiriiiHoro
sxutts”, “Camory6erso” Tain. 3. E. [iopKreiiM — 3aCHOBHUK HOBOI'O METO-
Iy JTOCJTIJIZKEHHST COIIaJIbHUX STBUTI, KW OTPUMaB Ha3BY “COIOIOTi3M”.
4.V ppyriii momouti XIX ¢T. MaHIBHUMU B CYCIILIBHIN AyMIii Oy1n HATY-
pautiaM i ncuxosoriam. 5. HaTypastisam T/yMauuB CyCHiJIbCTBO SIK TOTOKHE
MPUPOJIi, & 3AKOHM CYCITIJILCTBA SIK TOTOKHI 3aKoHaMm mpupozau. 6. Ilcu-
XOJIOTi3M PO3TJISIZIaB CYCILIBCTBO SIK MPOAYKT B3a€EMO/Iii IHAUBITyaTbHUX
ncuxik (MOTUBIB, IIparHeHb, 6akaHp) Ta (PaKTUYHO 3BOJUB COLANbHI 3a-
koHwu 10 icuxivnux. 7. Ha nymky E. /[fopkreiima, cottiosioriam 1onoMozxe
MOCATTH 00’EKTUBHOTO 3HAHHS TIPO CYCITICTBO CAME COTATLHIM TIOSIC-
HEHHSIM (DaKTiB.
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Task 15
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Scientific method

Scientific method can be subjective and ambiguous, as Michael D.
Sofka (1997) writes: “Reference is often made to “The Scientific Method’
as though it were one, well established, universal problem solving tool.
The truth is, we do not have a good description of what scientists actually
do, and we are not even close to universally prescriptions for what they
should be doing.” As a result, scientific method is merely an unscientific
combination of common sense guesses and rules of thumb, and where one
rule of thumb is contrary to another, the scientist subjectively chooses
which one to follow.

At the most simple level, the natural world is studied in order to un-
strained the natural world, and society is studied in order to understand
society. Differences begin to arise in the use of this knowledge.

Knowledge of the natural world has many and varied uses: medicinal
healing; computational devices; weapons of mass destruction. The list is
endless and always growing as new discoveries are made.

A problem arises in assessing the uses of a knowledge of society in that
it doesn’t manifest itself in physical form. With knowledge of society one
can’t make a toaster, for example. Nor can one make a society. The use
is that enables people to understand why people do things, what makes
them behave in certain ways. Proving whether this knowledge is true is
difficult to demonstrate. With natural science, a toaster can be built, and
if it works, then the science behind the toaster is believed to be objective
and true. Because sociologists cannot manifest any physical entity with
their knowledge, the truth of their knowledge can surely be nothing but
subjective.

Before any research method can be carried out there must be some
theory, and in examining the objectivity of this in relation to social theory
May notes that “It is commonly thought that if values enter the research
process, this renders its findings void” (1997: 40). However in opposition
to this he demonstrates that these values enable critical evaluation of how
knowledge is produced and how it may be biased towards those who are
able to “perpetuate their beliefs within society”.

May argues that although social theory can be used to interpret em-
pirical data, “it also enables a more general orientation in relation to po-
litical, historical, economic and social issues, as well as providing a basis
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for critical reflection on the process of research itself and social systems in
general” (1997: 27). This view suggests that whilst parts of sociology may
be studiable similar to the natural sciences, it can also be studied in ways
that the natural sciences are not.
2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Comiosoris, sIK i Oy/ib-sIKa TEOPETUYHA HAYKa BKJIIOUYAE [BA €JIEMEH-
TU: CUCTEMY HATPOMAJKEHMX 3HAHb (HacaMIiepe/l TEOPETUYHUX ) i TOCTijI-
HUTIBKY JiSITTBHICTD. 2. 3 ZI0MOMOTOI0 COIIOJIOTIYHUX JOCITIKeHb 3Titic-
HIOEThCS I3HAHHS O0'€KTUBHUX 3aKOHIB PO3BUTKY 1 (DYHKIIOHYBaHHSI
COITiaJIBHUX OPTaHi3MiB 1 CITITLHOCTEN JITO/Iel i BUBHAYAIOTHCS MIISXH 1
dopMU BUKOPUCTAHHST HarpoMa/[;KeHNX 3HaHb Ha mpakTuili. 3. CoIrioso-
TiUHI ZOCTiIKEHHS He MOKHA OTOTOKHIOBATH 3 €KOHOMIYHUMHY, IOPUINY-
HUMH Ta IHIIUMK BUAAMU JOCJiIKEHb MOAIOHO TOMY, SIK COI[OJIOTi0 He
MOJKHA OTOTOKHIOBATHU 3 MOJITUYHOIO €KOHOMIKOIO, IOPUCIIPY/IEHITIEI0 Ta
iHmmiMu Haykamu. 4. Crerudika Gyab-KOTro COIaJbHOTO HOC/IiIKEHHSI
00YMOBITIOETHCS HacamIiepes 00’ €KTOM 1 IIPeMETOM HayKH, B MesKaX SKOI
BOHO 3/iliCHIOEThCs. . [le o3HaUaE, 10 CBOEPIAHICTD COMIOJOTIYHUX JI0-
CJI/IKEHD JIE)KUTh B OCHOBI clteludiKy HAyKU COIIOJIOTI].

Task 16
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
DURKHEIM and Functional Explanation

It is Durkheim who clearly established the logic of the functional ap-
proach to the study of social phenomena, although functional explana-
tions, it will be recalled, play a major part in Spencer’s approach, and the
lineaments of functional reasoning were already discernible in the work
of Comte. In particular, Durkheim set down a clear distinction between
historical and functional types of inquiry and between functional conse-
quences and individual motivations.

When the explanation of a social phenomenon is undertaken, we must
seek separately the efficient cause which produces it and the function it
fulfills. We use the word “function,” in preference to “end” or “purpose,”
precisely because social phenomena do not generally exist for the useful
results they produce. We must determine whether there is a correspon-
dence between the fact under consideration and the general needs of the
social organism, and in what this correspondence consists, without occu-
pying ourselves with whether it has been intentional or not.
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“The determination of function is necessary for the complete explana-
tion of the phenomena. To explain a social fact it is not enough to show
the cause on which it depends; we must also, at least in most cases, show
its function in the establishment of social order.”

Durkheim separated functional analysis from two other analytical
procedures, the quest for historical origins and causes and the probing
of individual purposes and motives. The second seemed to him of only
peripheral importance for sociological inquiry since men often engage in
actions when they are unable to anticipate the consequences. The quest
for origins and historical causes, however, was to Durkheim as essential
and legitimate a part of the sociological enterprise as was the analysis of
functions. In fact, he was convinced that the full explanation of sociologi-
cal phenomena would necessarily utilize both historical and functional
analysis. The latter would reveal how a particular item under consider-
ation had certain consequences for the operation of the overall system or
its component parts. The former would enable the analyst to show why
this particular item, rather than some others, was historically available
to subserve a particular function. Social investigators must combine the
search for efficient causes and the determination of the functions of a phe-
nomenon.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. CyTTeBuil BHECOK Y PO3POOJIEHHS TIPOOJIEMHU B3AEMUH CYCITIBCTBA
it ocobucrocti 3po6us Emins [[iopkreiiM. 2. YdeHuil TpaKTye CyCIiibC-
TBO sIK PeasibHICTh, 1110 nepebyBae Haz moanHow. 3. KokeH iHAMBIL, 110
3'SIBJISIETHCS HA CBIT, 3ACTAE CYCIMIILCTBO Ta fOT0 iHCTUTYTH yiKe chopmo-
BaHUMM, yCTaJeHUMU. 4. Y KOKHOI JIOAUHU icHy€ HiOW ABI CBiZOMOCTI:
“oJHa, CIiJIbHA B HAC 3 1[IJIOIO TPYIIOI0, KA SBJIIE cOOOI0 He HAC CaMUX, a
CYCIIJIbCTRO, T0 JKUBE Ta /i€ B HAC; PYTa, HABIIAKH, SBJISIE COOOIO Te, TI0
B Hac € ocobucToro Ta BigminHoro”. 5. Came B 1iil moaBiitHOCTI iHAWBILY-
AJIbHOI Ta KOJEKTUBHOI CBIZIOMOCTI MOJISATAIOTH BUPIIIAJIBHI TIEPEyMOBHI
0COOUCTICHOTO KOHMJIIKTY.

Task 17
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Durkheim as a social theorist

The concept of function played a key part in all of Durkheim’s work
from The Division of Labor, in which he sees his prime objective in the
determination of “the functions of division of labor, that is to say, what
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social needs it satisfies,” to The Elementary Forms of Religious Life, which
is devoted to a demonstration of the various functions performed in soci-
ety through religious cults, rites, and beliefs. An additional illustration of
Durkheim’s functional approach is his discussion of criminality.

In his discussion of deviance and criminality, Durkheim departed fun-
damentally from the conventional path. While most criminologists treated
crime as a pathological phenomenon and sought psychological causes in
the mind of the criminal, Durkheim saw crime as normal in terms of its oc-
currence, and even as having positive social functions in terms of its conse-
quences. Crime was normal in that no society could enforce total confor-
mity to its injunctions, and if society could, it would be so repressive as to
leave no leeway for the social contributions of individuals. Deviance from
the norms of society is necessary if society is to remain flexible and open to
change and new adaptations. “Where crime exists, collective sentiments
are sufficiently flexible to take on a new form, and crime sometimes helps
to determine the form they will take. How many times, indeed, it is only
an anticipation of future morality--a step toward what will be.” But in ad-
dition to such direct consequences of crime, Durkheim identified indirect
functions that are no less important. A criminal act, Durkheim reasoned,
elicits negative sanctions in the community by arousing collective senti-
ments against the infringement of the norm. Hence i has the unanticipated
consequence of strengthening normative consensus in the common weal.
“Crime brings together upright consciences and concentrates them.”

Whether heinvestigated religious phenomena or criminal acts, whether
he desired to clarify the social impact of the division of labor or of changes
in the authority structure of the family, Durkheim always shows himself a
masterful functional analyst. He is not content merely to trace the histori-
cal origins of phenomena under investigation, although he tries to do this
also, but he moves from the search for efficient causes to inquiries into the
consequences of phenomena for the structures in which they are variously
imbedded. Durkheim always thinks contextually rather than atomisti-
cally. As such he must be recognized as the direct ancestor of that type of
functional analysis which came to dominate British anthropology under
the impact of Radcliffe-Brown and Malinowski and which led. somewhat
later, to American functionalism in sociology under Talcott Parsons and
Robert K. Merton.

As a social theorist, Durkheim had as his “principal objective... to ex-
tend scientific rationalism to human behavior.” And although he may have
failed in many particulars, the fact that his work has become part of the
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foundation for all modern sociology testifies to his overall success. (From
Coser, 1977:140-143.)

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. Ilpodeciitna misibHICTH 3afiMajia rOJIOBHE Micile B KUTTI /[opkreii-
Ma, ajie, He 3Ba)Kalouu Ha Iie, BiH 6paB aKTUBHY Y4acTh Y PI3HUX CYCITiIb-
HUX OpraHizaiisgx i pyxax. 2. JltopkreiiMm 6yB JIOJUHOW JeMOKPATUYHUX
i niGepaJbHUX IIEPEKOHAHB, IIPUOIYHIKOM coLialbHUX pedopM, 1o Ha-
3yBaJlUCA HA HAYKOBHUX pekoMenmanisx. 3. Pasom 3 Tum [liopkreiim 6yB
CYIPOTHBHMKOM PEBOJIIOLIMHOTO COIiali3My, BBasKaIOUH, 110 TJIMOOKI co-
iaJIbHi 3MiHU BiZIOYBAOTHCS B PE3YJIBTATi IOBTOI COTIATBbHOI Ta MOPAJIb-
HOI eBOJTIOI. 4. 3 UX MO3WIIN BiH HAMaraBcst IPUMUPKUTH MPOTHOOPUL
KJIaCOB1 CHJIN, PO3IJISIAI0YH COII0JIOrIIO SIK HAYKOBY aJIbT€PHATUBY JIiBO-
My Ta MpaBoMy paiuKaiizmy. 5. [Ipaktuuna Mera mpodeciiiHoi Ta CycIib-
HOI mistbHOCTI [IopKreiimMa 1mosisirajia B ToMy, 1100 BUBECTH (paHIly3bKe
CYCHIIBCTRO i3 TAKKOT KPU3H, y AKIH BOHO 1epebyBasio B OCTaHHIl YBEpPTi
XIX cT. micsig nazinag mporHusoro peskumy Jpyroi Immepii, mopasku y
Bi#tHi 3 [Ipycieto Ta kpuBaBoro npuaynenss [lapnuspkoi KoMmyHn.

Task 18
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.

DURKHEIM
The Sociology of Knowledge

Durkheim’s sociology of knowledge is intimately tied to his sociology
of religion. In the latter, he attempts to show that man’s religious com-
mitments ultimately can be traced to his social commitments (the City of
God is but a projection of the City of Man). His sociology of knowledge
postulates that the categories of man’s thought--his ways of conceiving
space and time, for example--can be traced to his mode of social life.

Durkheim maintained that spatial, temporal, and other thought clas-
sifications are social in origin, closely approximating the social organiza-
tion of primitive people. The first “classes” were classes of men, and the
classification of objects in the world of nature was an extension of the
social classification already established. All animals and natural objects
belonged to this or that clan or phratry, residential or kinship group. He
further argued that, although scientific classifications have now become
largely divorced from their social origins, the manner in which we still
classify things as “belonging to the same family” reveals the social origins
of classificatory thought.
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Durkheim attempted a sociological explanation of all fundamental
categories of human thought, especially the central concepts of time and
space. These, he claimed, are not only transmitted by society, but they
are social creations. Society is decisive in the genesis of logical thought
by forming the concepts of which that thought is made. The social orga-
nization of the primitive community is the model for the primitive’s spa-
tial organization of his surrounding world. Similarly, temporal divisions
into days, weeks, months, and years correspond to periodical recurrences
of rites, feasts, and ceremonies. “A calendar expresses the rhythm of the
collective activities, while at the same time its function is to assure their
regularities.”

Although in the light of later critical discussions of this thesis it can be
said that Durkheim failed to establish the social origins of the categories
of thought, it is important to recognize his pioneering contribution to the
study of the correlations between specific systems of thought and systems
of social organization. It is this part of Durkheim’s contribution, rather
than some of the more debatable epistemological propositions found in
his work, that has influenced later development in the sociology of knowl-
edge. Even when one refuses assent to the proposition that the notions of
time and space are social in origin, it appears that the particular concep-
tions of time and space within a particular society and at a particular time
in history are derived fro specific social and cultural contexts. Here, as in
his study of religion, Durkheim was concerned with functional interrela-
tions between systems of beliefs and thought and the underlying social
structure. (From Coser, 1977:139-140.)

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Ilepma cBiToBa BiliHa 3aBrasa TskKoro yzaapy o Dpanitysbkiit
COI[OJIOTIYHIN IIKOJII, TOCTAaBUBIIIH ITiJ IUTAHHS 3araJbHUI ONITUMICTUY-
HUIT HAacTpilt comiosorii /[opkreiima. 2. /leski BijiloMi TpaIliBHUKY TIKOJIA
3aruHyJu Ha (DPOHTAX BiifHM. 3. 3aTMHYB i CHH 3aCHOBHUKA IITKOJT — AH/I-
pe, GIMCKYUYHit MOJIOAUE JIHTBICT i COIOIOT, Y IKOMY 6aThKO OaumB TIOC-
JIOBHUKA CBOET cripaBu. 4. J[opKreiiM yBiB Y HAyKOBHil 06iI TeOpeTHYHEe
MOHATTS KOJIEKTUBHUX YsIBJICHD JIJIS TTO3HAYEHHS i/1eil, He 3al03UYeHnX
3 IPAKTUYHOrO JOCBiLY, a HIOM HaB'A3aHUX JIOASIM CAMUM CYCIILJIbHUM
cepeznoBuiiieM. 5. Takuii MOTJISA Ha 3aJ€KHICTh MUCJTEHHS JIFOJUHU BiJ
MaHYIOUNX Y CYCIIJIbCTBI ysiBIeHb po3BUHYB JleBi-bpiosb cBoeto Teopicio
JOJIOTIYHOTO MUCJIEHHSI.
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Task 19
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Max Weber and Social Science

Max Weber thought that “statements of fact are one thing, statements
of value another, and any confusing of the two is impermissible,” Ralf
Dahrendorf writes in his essay “Max Weber and Modern Social Science,”
acknowledging that Weber clarified the difference between_pronounce-
ments of fact and of value. Although Dahrendorf goes on to note the ambi-
guities in Weber’s writings between factual analysis and value-influenced
pronouncements, he stops short of offering an explanation for them other
than to say that Weber, being human, could not always live with his own
demands for objectivity. Indeed, Dahrendorf leaves unclear exactly what
Weber’s view of objectivity was. More specifically, Dahrendorf does not
venture to lay out a detailed explanation of whether Weber believed that
the social scientist could eliminate the influence of values from the analy-
sis of facts.

Sociologists and political scientists have been disputing where Weber
stood with regard to questions_concerning the relationship of objectiv-
ity to facts and values. “Most of Weber’s commentators,” Edward Bryan
Portis writes, “have assumed his advocacy of the fact-value dichotomy,
despite his explicit and implicit assertions to the contrary, because of his
numerous statements denying the ability of science to refute any norma-
tive position or to help one choose among contending normative orien-
tations.” Indeed, hardly a scholarly piece is written on Weber, it seems,
without the preamble that Weber’s views on this subject have been widely
misunderstood, with the implication that the scholar at hand intends to
finally set the record straight.

Weber maintained a two-tiered approach to value-free social science.
On the one hand, he believed that ultimate values could not be justified
“scientifically,” that is, through value-free analysis. Thus, in comparing
different religious, political or social systems, one system could not be
chosen over another without taking a value or end into consideration; the
choice would necessarily be dictated by the analyst’s values. On the other
hand, Weber believed that once a value, end, purpose, or perspective had
been established, then a social scientist could conduct a value-free inves-
tigation into the most effective means within a system of bringing about
the established end. Similarly, Weber believed that objective comparisons
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among systems could also be made once a particular end had been estab-
lished, acknowledged, and agreed upon, a position that allowed Weber to
make what he considered objective comparisons among such economic
systems as capitalism and socialism. Thus, even though Weber maintained
that ultimate values could not be evaluated objectively, this belief did not
keep him from believing that social problems could be scientifically re-
solved — once a particular end or value had been established.

2. Answer the questions.

1. Did Weber believe that, even though facts are one thing and values
another, social and economic facts could be evaluated without the analy-
sis being influenced by values? 2. What is the relation of objectivity to
values? 3. Could objectivity be used to show that one value is superior
to another? 4. Does objectivity apply only to the analysis of facts? 5. Do
one’s values or perspective stem from human nature, metaphysical views,
personal identity, or is it just as likely that they are a mere construct of
culture? 6. Was Weber an advocate of value-free social science?

3. Translate into English.

1. Makc Bebep — BupaTHuil HIMEIIBKHIT COII0JIOT, EKOHOMICT i IIpa-
BO3HaBellb, OJINH i3 3ACHOBHUKIB COIi0JIOTii sk Hayku. 2. bpat Makca
Beb6epa — Anbdpen Bebep (1868—1958), Takox BigomMuil HiMeIbKIi
ekoHomicT i comionor. 3. Makc Bebep 3axomnioBascss TBopamu lepo-
nora, JliBig, Tanura, Panke, 3i6ensa, [poiisena, Tpeituke. 4. Bebep
OTPUMaB akKa/leMiyHy MiAroToBKy fopucta B Bepaincbkomy, lerTnn-
reacbkomy, CrpactOypsbkomy, leiifeab6ep3bkoMy YHIBEPCUTETAX,
cllelriajisyBaBcs B rajy3i icTopii i Teopii mpasa, ajie eHTpoM HOoro iH-
Tepecis 6yu pobaeMU IO THKK B IIUPOKOMY 3HAYEHHI I[bOTO CJI0BA.
5. ¥ 1889 pori Bebep 3axuiiae JoKTOPChbKY aucepraitito. 6. Bin mepe-
6yBaB Ha mmocagax npodecopa’y Mpeiibypsprkomy, leiigeabcbKoMy yHi-
BEpCUTETaX, YATAB JIEKI[il B iIHIMNX HaBYaAJIbHUX 3akaagax Himeuunnu,
1110 6yJI0 BETUKIM JOCATHEHHSIM JIJIsl MOJIOZIOTO BUYeHoro. 7. Kpim Toro,
[0 BiH YMTAaB CBOI JIEKIIi], BiH Ham1McaB HEMMOBIPHO BEJIUKY KiJIbKiCTh
HAYKOBUX IPallb, BAKJIUBICTh SIKUX JIJIsI CYCITIJIBCTBA BasKKO HEIOOITi-
Hutu. 8. Ili mpari ctocyBanuch pisHOMaHITHUX cdep i HAIPAMiB Hay-
KOBUX J0CTiKeHb. 9. Y Hux Bebep cchopmMyBaB cBOIO BJacHy KOHIIEMN-
1ito GayeHHs] PUHIIUIIB COIIAJbHOTO iICHYBAaHHS i (DYHKI[IOHYBaHHS
JIFOJICTBA SIK CUCTEMHU.
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Task 20
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.

CULTURAL AND SOCIAL-STRUCTURAL EXPLANATIONS
OF CROSS-NATIONAL PSYCHOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES

The program on individual modernity led by Alex Inkeles established
that social-structural conditions associated with industrialization are
linked to an increase in individuals’ being open to new experience, reject-
ing traditional authority, and taking a rational, ambitious, orderly ap-
proach to both work and human problems.

The cross-national research on the Kohn-Schooler hypothesis that
self-directed work increases intellectual functioning and self-directed
orientations confirmed the generality of that hypothesis and established
that the social status and social class differences in these psychological
characteristics found within different countries are largely the result of
social-structurally determined differences in the opportunity for occu-
pational self-direction. Eric Wright’s cross-national research program on
class structure and class consciousness provides evidence that in a range
of countries social classes directly affect political attitudes, while acting
as tangible barriers to mobility and personal relationships. The research
deriving from John Meyer’s theories on institutionalization highlights the
importance of institutions and socially constructed views of reality for the
development and maintenance of cross-national differences and similari-
ties in cultural values and their behavioral embodiment. All four of the
programs provide evidence of the continuing importance of historically
determined cultural differences. All are also congruent with the hypoth-
esis that speed of change generally decreases as we go from psychological
to social-structural to cultural levels of phenomena — a possibility whose
confirmation would provide a valuable tool for understanding how cul-
ture and social structure affect cross-national differences in values and
behaviour. (Carmi Schooler)

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. IIporosomenHd B YKpaiHi Ha KOHCTUTYIIITHOMY PiBHi JIIOAUHU
HaBUIIOIO COIAJbHOIO I[IHHICTIO, CyTTEBE PO3UIUPEHHS KOJIa OCHOB-
HUX MIpaB i cBOOO/I Ta BU3HAHHSA iX 3a0€3IeUYeHHs TOJOBHUM 0O0B’A3KOM
nepxKaBu, 06yMOBHIKM TOTPeOy BUPOOJIEHHS MPUHIIUIIOBO HOBOI Moei
Mi’KHAIIOHAJIbHUX BiJTHOCUH Ta MTPABOBUX 3acajl peasisallii iep>kaBHoi eT-
HOHAIIOHAIBHOI TTOJIITUKH. 2. CBITOBHI Ta BITUM3HSIHUI JI0CBI]] TEPEKOH-
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JIUBO JIOBOJINTH, 1[0 YHIBEPCATHHUX CXEM 1/1€aJIbHOTO €THOHAI[IOHATIHBHOTO
(hYHKIIIOHYBaHHS CyCIJIbCTBA He icHye. 3. BupobuieHi i mepeBipeHi mpak-
THKOIO I[iHHICHI OPIEHTUPH JIAI0Th KPUTEPIi ONTUMATBHOTO 3a0€31eUeHHST
MPaBOBUX 3aCa/l TAPMOHI3allii MiXKHAI[IOHAJTBHUX BilHOCUH. 4. BogHouac
MiZTPUMaHHS aTMOC(EPH TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, YCYHEHHS YMHHUKIB MiXKHa-
IOHABHOI HANPY>KEHOCTI 1 KOHMJIIKTIB € OMHUM 3 HAHUTOJOBHIITUX 3a-
B/IaHb YKpaiHU K TPABOBOI, IEMOKPATUYHOI JIEPKaBH, 110 0OOpasa NIJIsAX
JI0 iHTerpailii B €Bporneiichke criBTOBapuCTBO. J. [IpaBo Ha HallioOHAIBHO-
eTHIYHY caMoifieHTU(dIKAIl0 € OJIHUM 3 TOJOBHUX BU3HAYAIBHUX TTPAB
JIFOJIVHU, TIOB’s13aHUX 3 11 (DOPMYBaHHSIM SIK OCOOMCTOCTI, HEMOBTOPHOI
IHIUBITyaTbHOCTI.

Task 21
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociocultural evolution

Sociocultural evolution(ism) is an umbrella term for theories of cul-
tural evolution and social evolution, describing how cultures and societ-
ies have developed over time. Although such theories typically provide
models for understanding the relationship between technologies, social
structure, the values of a society, and how and why they change with time,
they vary as to the extent to which they describe specific mechanisms of
variation and social change.

Most 19th century and some 20th century approaches aimed to pro-
vide models for the evolution of humankind as a whole, arguing that differ-
ent societies are at different stages of social development. At present this
thread is continued to some extent within the World System approach
(especially within its version produced by Andre Gunder Frank). Many
of the more recent 20th-century approaches focus on changes specific to
individual societies and reject the idea of directional change, or social
progress. Most archaeologists and cultural anthropologists work within
the framework of modern theories of sociocultural evolution. Modern ap-
proaches to sociocultural evolution include neoevolutionism, sociobiol-
ogy, theory of modernization and theory of postindustrial society

Early sociocultural evolution theories—the theories of August Comte,
Herbert Spencer and Lewis Henry Morgan—developed simultaneously
but independently of Charles Darwin’s works and were popular from the
late 19th century to the end of World War 1. These 19th-century unilin-
eal evolution theories claimed that societies start out in a primitive state
and gradually become more civilized over time, and equated the culture
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and technology of Western civilization with progress. Some forms of early
sociocultural evolution theories (mainly unilineal ones) have led to much
criticised theories like social Darwinism, and scientific racism, used in the
past to justify existing policies of colonialism and slavery, and to justify
new policies such as eugenics.

Most 19th-century and some 20th-century approaches aimed to pro-
vide models for the evolution of humankind as a single entity. Most 20th-
century approaches, such as multilineal evolution, however, focus on
changes specific to individual societies. Moreover, they reject directional
change (i. e. orthogenetic, teleological or progressive change). Most ar-
chaeologists work within the framework of multilineal evolution. Other
contemporary approaches to social change include neoevolutionism, so-
ciobiology, dual inheritance theory, theory of modernisation and theory of
postindustrial society.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1.V BiTUMBHAHOMY CYCITJIbCTBO3HABCTBI y3BIYAEH] JBa JOCUTh OJIN3b-
Ki TiIyMadeHHs TocTyIry (mporpecy): disocodebkuii i cortiosoriyami. 2. Y
(inocodcrromy posymiaHI TTporpec (3 JiaT. — pyX ylepes, yCIix y Movyu-
HaHHi) — I1e 0/{HOYACHO THII i CIIPSIMOBAHICTh PO3BUTKY Bi/l HUZKYOTO /10 BU-
IIOT0, BiJl MEHIII JIOCKOHAJIOTO Z0 OLJIBII ZOCKOHAIOTO. 3. BBaskaeThcs, 1110
TePMiH “pO3BUTOK” € B)KMBAHUM SIK Y KOHTEKCTI XapaKTePUCTUKH COTTialb-
HOI CHCTEMH B IILJIOMY, TaK i 0COOJIUBUX il eJIeMeHTiB — cdep KUTTEAIAIb-
HOCTI, CTPYKTYPHO-(DYHKITIHOI OpraHi3aliil CycIijibcTBa TOIo. 4. Y corrio-
JIOTIYHOMY TJIyMaueHHi TIPOIrPeC 03HaYa€ CXOKEHHsI 0 OLIbII CKIAIHUX
dopm cortiasnbHol opranizaiii. 5. [le — pyx cycIiiibcTBa IEBHUMHU CXOIUH-
KaMMU: CyCIJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHUMU (hOPMAITisSIMH, CTa/IiIMU 91 pa3aMu.

Task 22
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociocultural evolution theories
Anthropologists and sociologists often assume that human beings have

natural social tendencies and that particular human social behaviors have
non-genetic causes and dynamics (i. e. they are learned in a social envi-
ronment and through social interaction). Societies exist in complex social
(i. e. interacting with other societies) and biotic (i. e. interacting with
natural resources and constraints) environments, and adapt themselves to
these environments. It is thus inevitable that all societies change.
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Specific theories of social or cultural evolution are usually meant to
explain differences between coeval societies, by positing that different so-
cieties are at different stages of development. Although such theories typ-
ically provide models for understanding the relationship between tech-
nologies, social structure, or values of a society, they vary as to the extent
to which they describe specific mechanisms of variation and change.

Early sociocultural evolution theories—the theories of August Comte,
Herbert Spencer and Lewis Henry Morgan—developed simultaneously
but independently of Charles Darwin’s works and were popular from the
late 19th century to the end of World War 1. These 19th-century unilin-
eal evolution theories claimed that societies start out in a primitive state
and gradually become more civilized over time, and equated the culture
and technology of Western civilization with progress. Some forms of early
sociocultural evolution theories (mainly unilineal ones) have led to much
criticised theories like social Darwinism, and scientific racism, used in the
past to justify existing policies of colonialism and slavery, and to justify
new policies such as eugenics.

Most 19th-century and some 20th-century approaches aimed to pro-
vide models for the evolution of humankind as a single entity. Most 20th-
century approaches, such as multilineal evolution, however, focus on
changes specific to individual societies. Moreover, they reject directional
change (i. e. orthogenetic, teleological or progressive change). Most ar-
chaeologists work within the framework of multilineal evolution. Other
contemporary approaches to social change include neoevolutionism, so-
ciobiology, dual inheritance theory, theory of modernisation and theory of
postindustrial society.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1.Y cBiTosiit inocodchkiii i comionoriuniil gyMili HEMA€ €IUHUX 1TOT-
JISZIIB HA €BOJIIOIIO COMIaJIbHUX CHUCTEM, XOU PO3IVISAATHCS BOHA I10Ya-
Jia 1e 3 ranboKol faBHUHM. 2. 30KPEMa, BIKE JaBHBOTPEIbKI MUCIUTE
CTBEPIKYBAJIM, 1[0 3MIHU Y CYCILJIbCTBI BiOyBaIOThCS Y MEBHOMY Ha-
mpstmi 260 opsizKy. 3. CTOCOBHO BU3HAYEHHS CAMUX HATIPSIMIB, ICHYBaJIU
Ba TIPOTUJIEKHUX OV, 4. OHI BBaKaAIH, 1[0 3MIHU € [UKJIIYHIMY,
iHII — JTIHIAHO CIIPSMOBAHUMU. 5. Y KOHTEKCTI IEPIIOTO MOTJISILY icTopist
nocraBajia K MPOIEC TOCTYIIOBOTO ab0 MPUCKOPEHOTO MOBEPHEHHS JI0
no4aTKoBoi (pasu. 6. CycniJibHUI POZBUTOK 0OMEKYBABCS PYXOM I10 KOJLY,
BIYHUM IIOBTOPEHHAM. 7. B iHIIOMY X BUIIa/IKy BiH TJlyMauuBCs 5K 110CJIi-
JIOBHA 3MiHa TIO/IiH1 i CTaHiB IiJlecTpsSAMOBaHOTO XapakTepy. 8. CBOEPiTHOIO
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cpo6OI0 CUHTE3YBATH IMi MIJXO/IM € IereiBCbKO-MapKCUCTChKa KOHIIETI-
1ist mporpecy. 9. [Iporpec po3ISIIAETHCS SIK TIOBEPHEHHS 10 TOYATKOBOTO
cTaHy, ajie Ha O1JIbIIl BUCOKOMY PiBH.

Task 23
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Classical social evolutionism

The 14th century Islamic scholar Ibn Khaldun concluded that soci-
eties are living organisms that experience cyclic birth, growth, maturity,
decline, and ultimately death due to universal causes several centuries
before the Western civilisation developed the science of sociology. None-
theless, theories of social and cultural evolution were common in modern
European thought. Prior to the 18th century, Europeans predominantly
believed that societies on Earth were in a state of decline. European soci-
ety held up the world of antiquity as a standard to aspire to, and Ancient
Greece and Ancient Rome produced levels of technical accomplishment
which Europeans of the Middle Ages sought to emulate. At the same time,
Christianity taught that people lived in a debased world fundamentally
inferior to the Garden of Eden and Heaven. During The Age of Enlighten-
ment, however, European self-confidence grew and the notion of progress
became increasingly popular. It was during this period that what would
later become known as “sociological and cultural evolution” would have
its roots.

The Enlightenment thinkers often speculated that societies progressed
through stages of increasing development and looked for the logic, order
and the set of scientific truths that determined the course of human his-
tory. Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, for example, argued that social de-
velopment was an inevitable and determined process, similar to an acorn
which has no choice but to become an oak tree. Likewise, it was assumed
that societies start out primitive, perhaps in a Hobbesian state of nature,
and naturally progress toward something resembling industrial Europe.

While earlier authors such as Michel de Montaigne discussed how
societies change through time, it was truly the Scottish Enlightenment
which proved key in the development of sociocultural evolution. After
Scotland’s union with England in 1707, several Scottish thinkers pon-
dered what the relationship between progress and the ‘decadence’ brought
about by increased trade with England and the affluence it produced. The
result was a series of “conjectural histories”. Authors such as Adam Fergu-
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son, John Millar, and Adam Smith argued that all societies pass through
a series of four stages: hunting and gathering, pastoralism and nomadism,
agricultural, and finally a stage of commerce. These thinkers thus under-
stood the changes Scotland was undergoing as a transition from an agri-
cultural to a mercantile society. 8888

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. Cyuacna crienucika poO3BUTKY COIIAIBHUX CUCTEM TIOKA3YE, 110
€BOJTIONIiST COIliyMy CTajla Ha HOBWE eTar cBOro po3Butky. 2. Ile — eran
HOIIYKY ONTHMAJIbHUX PillleHb TI00aJbHIX KATAaKJIi3MiB, €Tall MOIIyKY
“30J10TOI cepeiMHN” Mi’K KPATHOCTSIMU 3 METOIO TO/IAJIBIIIOTO POCYBaH-
HSI JIIO/ICTBA IIJISIXOM KOEBOJIIOIIMHOI €/THOCTI CyCITJIbCTBA 1 TTPUPOAH,
cycmisbeTBa it ocobucrocti. 3. Peanii XX i moyarky XXI cromiTh, 0c06-
JIMBO ITOCTHEOKJIACHYHOrO IIEPiOLY, II0Ka3yIOTh, 10 IIPObIeMa COLiaIbHOI
€BOJIIOLIT 3MIHIOE CBOIO €BPUCTUYHY HACUYEHICTD Ta 3MICTOBHICTD. 4. AJie
1le He 03HAYAE, 110 s IpobieMa IepecTalia MiKaBUTH JOCIiIHUKIB. 5. Te-
HE3WUC COIiyMY BTLTIO€ B cOOl MParHEHHsI BUECHUX CUHTE3YBATUH BECh TOW
MOTEeHITiaI, M0 GYB HAKOITHYEHHHT 32 MUHYJIMI Yac, Y PETPOCTEKTUBHOMY
i IepPCIeKTUBHOMY aHaJi31, IOCTiKYBaTH (heHOMEH COITiaTbHOI CaMOOp-
raHizaii MUIsTXOM BUKOPUCTAHHS i7Iel Ta METO/TiB CHHEPTETUKH y TIPOIIeci
JOCJIIZKEHHS 0COOIMBOCTEN COIIOKYIBIYPHOIO PO3BHUTKY.

Task 24
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Classical social evolutionism

Philosophical concepts of progress (such as those expounded by the
German philosopher G. W. E. Hegel) developed as well during this period.
In France authors such as Claude Adrien Helviitius and other philosophes
were influenced by this Scottish tradition. Later thinkers such as Comte de
Saint-Simon developed these ideas. August Comte in particular presented
a coherent view of social progress and a new discipline to study it —socio-
logy. The founders of sociology spent decades attempting to define their
new discipline. In the course of this effort they tried several highly diver-
gent pathways, some suggested by methods and contents of other sciences,
others invented outright by the imagination of the scholar.

These developments took place in a wider context. The first process
was colonialism. Although imperial powers settled most differences of
opinion with their colonial subjects with force, increased awareness of
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non-Western peoples raised new questions for European scholars about
the nature of society and culture. Similarly, effective administration re-
quired some degree of understanding of other cultures. Emerging theo-
ries of sociocultural evolution allowed Europeans to organise their new
knowledge in a way that reflected and justified their increasing political
and economic domination of others: colonised people were less evolved,
colonising people were more evolved. When the 17th-century English
philosopher Thomas Hobbes described primeval man as living in condi-
tions in which there are “no arts, no letters, no society” and his life as
“solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short”, he was very much proclaiming
a popular conception of the “savage.” Everything that was good and civi-
lized resulted from the slow development out of this lowly state. Even
rationalistic philosophers like Voltaire implicitly assumed that enlighten-
ment gradually resulted in the upward progress of humankind.

The second process was the Industrial Revolution and the rise of capi-
talism which allowed and promoted continual revolutions in the means
of production. Emerging theories of sociocultural evolution reflected a
belief that the changes in Europe wrought by the Industrial Revolution
and capitalism were obvious improvements. Industrialisation, combined
with the intense political change brought about by the French Revolu-
tion, U. S. Constitution and Polish Constitution of May 3, 1791, which
were paving the way for the dominance of democracy, forced European
thinkers to reconsider some of their assumptions about how society was
organised.

Eventually, in the 19th century three great classical theories of social
and historical change were created: the sociocultural evolutionism, the
social cycle theory and the Marxist historical materialism theory. Those
theories had one common factor: they all agreed that the history of hu-
manity is pursuing a certain fixed path, most likely that of the social prog-
ress. Thus, each past event is not only chronologically, but causally tied
to the present and future events. Those theories postulated that by rec-
reating the sequence of those events, sociology could discover the laws of
history.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. Y cepeauni XIX cTOMITTS MparHeHHs MUCIUTEIIB 3POOUTH IIOBOPOT
B YCBIiJIOMJIEHHI CYTHOCTi CYCHIJIbHOTO PO3BUTKY BiJl TTOTIEPEHIX, KOTPi
BOHU BBa)KAJTN IOHAYKOBUMH, /[0 HOBAI[IIHUX, iICTHHHO HAYKOBUX, CTAJIO
BUKJIMKOM 4acy, “ryXxoMm toro yacy”. 2. JlissbHiCcTh TPe/ICTaBHUKIB “TIepIIo-
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ro nosutusismy” (O. Konta i I. Cnierncepa), 1110 po3pobuiiy “nosuTuBHi”
BepCil TPaKTyBaHHS iCTOPUYHOTO i COIIAIbHOTO TIPOIIECY, CTaJa TIePeIoM-
HOIO B 3MiHI TapafiuTMaIbHUX OPIEHTUPIB 3 KJIACUYHUX HA HEKJACUYHI.
3. BigbyBcs axicHuii ctpubok y Mexkax (iorodchKo-iCTOPUYHOrO yCBi-
JIOMJIEHHST CyTHOCTI COI[iaJIbHOTO €BOJIIOII0OHI3MY, ajie He BiJl IOHAYKOBOTO
PIBHSI /10 HAYKOBOTO, a Bijl EMITIPUYHOTO PiBHS TOCJIIPKEHHST COIIaIbHUX
MIPOIIECiB 10 TeopeTuyHoTrO. 4. Hekacuuna coItiooria BHECIa /10 aHAJTi3y
COTIYMY 1/Ief0 €BOJIIONI] i PO3YMIHHS MOTO SIK €BOJIIOIIOHYIOUOTO IILJI0TO
(oprauismy), BKIouraa y chepy CBOr0 po3INsAy HOBE KOJIO IpoOJeM,
MTOB’sI3aHMX 13 CAMOPO3BUTKOM MaKpOCOIliaabHUX cucTeM. 5. Ilopsimox
CTaB aCOIIIOBATHUCS 31 CKJIQJIHICTIO, @ PO3BUTOK COIIIyMY — 3 HAPOCTAHHAM
BHYTPIITHBOI HEOTHOPITHOCTI 1 BHYTPIIIHBOCUCTEMHOI CKITQ/THOCTI.

Task 25
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Herbert Spencer

The term “Classical Social Evolutionism” is most closely associated
with the 19th-century writings of Auguste Comte, Herbert Spencer (who
coined the phrase “survival of the fittest”) and William Graham Sumner.
In many ways Spencer’s theory of “cosmic evolution” has much more in
common with the works of Jean-Baptiste Lamarck and August Comte
than with contemporary works of Charles Darwin. Spencer also developed
and published his theories several years earlier than Darwin. In regard to
social institutions, however, there is a good case that Spencer’s writings
might be classified as ‘Social Evolutionism’. Although he wrote that soci-
eties over time progressed, and that progress was accomplished through
competition, he stressed that the individual (rather than the collectivity)
is the unit of analysis that evolves, that evolution takes place through nat-
ural selection and that it affects social as well as biological phenomenon.
Nonetheless, the publication of Darwin’s works proved a boon to the pro-
ponents of sociocultural evolution. The world of social science took the
ideas of biological evolution as an attractive solution to similar questions
regarding the origins and development of social behaviour and the idea of
a society as an evolving organism was a biological analogy that is taken up
by many anthropologists and sociologists even today.

Both Spencer and Comte view the society as a kind of organism sub-
ject to the process of growth—from simplicity to complexity, from chaos
to order, from generalisation to specialisation, from flexibility to organi-
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sation. They agreed that the process of societies growth can be divided
into certain stages, have their beginning and eventual end, and that this
growth is in fact social progress—each newer, more evolved society is bet-
ter. Thus progressivism became one of the basic ideas underlying the the-
ory of sociocultural evolutionism.

August Comte, known as father of sociology, formulated the law of
three stages: human development progresses from the theological stage,
in which nature was mythically conceived and man sought the explana-
tion of natural phenomena from supernatural beings, through metaphysi-
cal stage in which nature was conceived of as a result of obscure forces and
man sought the explanation of natural phenomena from them until the
final positive stage in which all abstract and obscure forces are discarded,
and natural phenomena are explained by their constant relationship. This
progress is forced through the development of human mind, and increas-
ing application of thought, reasoning and logic to the understanding of
the world.

Herbert Spencer, who believed that society was evolving toward in-
creasing freedom for individuals; and so held that government interven-
tion ought to be minimal in social and political life, differentiated between
two phases of development, focusing is on the type of internal regulation
within societies. Thus he differentiated between military and industrial
societies. The earlier, more primitive military society has a goal of con-
quest and defence, is centralised, economically self-sufficient, collectiv-
istic, puts the good of a group over the good of an individual, uses com-
pulsion, force and repression, rewards loyalty, obedience and discipline.
The industrial society has a goal of production and trade, is decentralised,
interconnected with other societies via economic relations, achieves its
goals through voluntary cooperation and individual self-restraint, treats
the good of individual as the highest value, regulates the social life via
voluntary relations, values initiative, independence and innovation.

Regardless of how scholars of Spencer interpret his relation to Darwin,
Spencer proved to be an incredibly popular figure in the 1870s, particu-
larly in the United States. Authors such as Edward L. Youmans, William
Graham Sumner, John Fiske, John W. Burgess, Lester Frank Ward, Lewis
H. Morgan and other thinkers of the gilded age all developed similar theo-
ries of social evolutionism as a result of their exposure to Spencer as well
as Darwin.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.
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1. EBoJoIioHi3M — OAIMH i3 MPOBIJTHUX HANPSIMKIB JOCTI/KEHb CyC-
MJBHUX MPOIIECIB, POJIb SKOTO 3HAYHO 3pociia B €BPOIIi M/ ONPUIIION-
HenHs BueHHd Y. /lapBina mpo anTpomocoriiorenes. 2. Inest cycnisgpHOTO
MPOTPECyY sIK MOCTYIIOBOTO PO3BUTKY GyJiia 6a30BOI0 ¥ TBOPUOCTI AaHIJIHCH-
koro mucsutesst Tepbepra Criercepa (1820—1903), sikuii, Ha 1yMKy Bue-
HUX, Ha ciM pokiB pawitre 3a Y. /lapBina BucyHys iziefo eBoutortii. 3. Benu-
KUl HayKOBuUi 1o0po6oK 3asuius 1o cobi I. Criercep. 4. Haitbinbin sHauHi
toro topu: “Ocnosni Havana”, “OcHoBu Giosorii”, “OcHoBY NCUXOJIOTIT”,
“OcnoBu cortiosorii”, “OcuoBu etuku”. 5. I. CrieHcep — BU3HAHUN y CBITI
TEOPeTUK OpraHiliu3My § eBOJIOLIOHI3MY SIK HAIIPSMKIB Y COLioJIOril Ta
O/IUH 13 QYHAATOPIB CTPYKTYPHO-(DYHKITIOHAIBHOTO TI/IXOY 0 aHATI3y
CYCHITbHUX SIBUIII.

Task 26
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Lewis H. Morgan

Lewis H. Morgan, an anthropologist whose ideas have had much im-
pact on sociology, in his 1877 classic Ancient Societies differentiated be-
tween three eras: savagery, barbarism and civilization, which are divided
by technological inventions, like fire, bow, pottery in savage era, domesti-
cation of animals, agriculture, metalworking in barbarian era and alphabet
and writing in civilization era. Thus Morgan introduced a link between
the social progress and technological progress. Morgan viewed the tech-
nological progress as a force behind the social progress, and any social
change — in social institutions, organisations or ideologies have their be-
ginning in the change of technology. Morgan’s theories were popularised
by Friedrich Engels, who based his famous work The Origin of the Family,
Private Property and the State on it. For Engels and other Marxists, this
theory was important as it supported their conviction that materialistic
factors — economical and technological — are decisive in shaping the fate
of humanity.

Emile Durkheim, another of the “fathers” of sociology, has developed
a similar, dichotomal view of social progress. His key concept was social
solidarity, as he defined the social evolution in terms of progressing from
mechanical solidarity to organic solidarity. In mechanical solidarity, peo-
ple are self-sufficient, there is little integration and thus there is the need
for use of force and repression to keep society together. In organic solidar-
ity, people are much more integrated and interdependent and specialisa-
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tion and cooperation is extensive. Progress from mechanical to organic
solidarity is based first on population growth and increasing population
density, second on increasing “morality density” (development of more
complex social interactions) and thirdly, on the increasing specialisation
in workplace. To Durkheim, the most important factor in the social prog-
ress is the division of labour.
2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. CycminbeTBo nocriiino nepebysae y npoueci amin. 2. Comianbui 3mi-
HU — IIe TaKi TepeTBOPEHHsI B OpraHi3allii CyCIibCTBa, y 3pa3Kax MOBEIiH-
KU Ta MUCJIEHHI IPYIH i iHAMBIIB, 3 IKUX BOHO CKJIALAEThCH, AKi BigOy-
BaroThes 3 yacoM. 3. ColtiasibHi 3MiHU MOKYTh BiI0OyBaTHCsI HA MAKPOPIBHI
Ta MIKpOpiBHi. 4. 3MiHM Ha MaKpoOpiBHI nepeadaYaoTh NEPETBOPEHHS B
CYCIIJIBCTBI B3araji, HOro CTPYKTypax Ta IHCTUTYIIISAX, HA MiKPOPiBHI —
3MiHa COIIAJLHUX POJIeH i craTyciB iHauBiza Ta in. 5. CorfianbHi 3MiHMT
MOJKYTh OYTH TIOB’A3aHi 3 TAKUMHU (haKTOPAMU: TIPUPOAHUMU (3MEHIITEHHST
MPUPOIHUX PECYPCiB, 3a0PYHEHHST HABKOJMUIITHBOTO CEPEIOBUIIA, TPU-
POJIHI KaTakJi3MNn); gemMorpadgivaumMu (Mirpaitis, epeHacejieHHs, 3MiHa
MOKOJIIHb ); COTIAJIbHO-TTOMI TUIHUME (peOpPMHU, PEBOJIIONIT ); KYJIBTYPHU-
MU; HAYKOBO-TEXHIYHUM; COTHATbHO-TICUXOJIOTTUHUMU.

Task 27
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Process and progression of evolution of culture

Anthropologists Sir E. B. Tvlor in England and Lewis Henry Morgan
in the United States worked with data from indigenous people, whom they
claimed represented earlier stages of cultural evolution that gave insight
into the process and progression of evolution of culture. Morgan would
later have a significant influence on Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, who
developed a theory of sociocultural evolution in which the internal con-
tradictions in society created a series of escalating stages that ended in a
socialist society (see Marxism). Tylor and Morgan elaborated the theory
of unilinear evolution, specifying criteria for categorising cultures accord-
ing to their standing within a fixed system of growth of humanity as a
whole and examining the modes and mechanisms of this growth. Theirs
was often a concern with culture in general, not with individual cultures.

Their analysis of cross-cultural data was based on three assumptions:

1. contemporary societies may be classified and ranked as more
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“primitive” or more “civilized”;
2. There are a determinate number of stages between “primitive” and
“civilized” (e. g. band, tribe, chiefdom, and state),

3. All societies progress through these stages in the same sequence, but

at different rates.

Theorists usually measured progression (that is, the difference between
one stage and the next) in terms of increasing social complexity (includ-
ing class differentiation and a complex division of labour), or an increase
in intellectual, theological, and aesthetic sophistication. These 19th-cen-
tury ethnologists used these principles primarily to explain differences in
religious beliefs and kinship terminologies among various societies.

Lester Frank Ward developed Spencer’s theory but unlike Spencer,
who considered the evolution to be general process applicable to the
entire world, physical and sociological, Ward differentiated sociological
evolution from biological evolution. He stressed that humans create goals
for themselves and strive to realise them, whereas there is no such intelli-
gence and awareness guiding the non-human world, which develops more
or less at random. He created a hierarchy of evolution processes. First,
there is cosmogenesis, creation and evolution of the world. Then, after life
develops, there is biogenesis. Development of humanity leads to anthro-
pogenesis, which is influenced by the human mind. Finally, when society
develops, so does sociogenesis, which is the science of shaping the society
to fit with various political, cultural and ideological goals.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. ComiasibHMIT PO3BUTOK — Ti€ 3MiHU B CYCITIJIBCTBI, KOTPI TTOB’sI3aH1
3 IIMOMHHUME, CTPYKTYPHUME 3MiHAMK Ta BELYTh A0 MOSBH HOBUX CYC-
MIJIBHUX BITHOCHH, iIHCTUTYTIB, HOPM i IliHHOCTeM. 2. /[0 MOziesieli cottiab-
HUX 3MiH HaJIesKaTh: TPOTPECUBHO-TIOCTYTIOBUH TUTI 3MiH — PO3BUTOK Bi/I-
OyBa€EThCsI HA OCHOBI IIOCTYIIOBUX COL[IOKYJIBTYPHUX 3MiH BiZl IPOCTOTO [0
CKJIAZTHOTO, HEOHOPIAHOTO; MUKIIYHUN THUTI COMIaJbHIX 3MiH — XBUJIBO-
BUI abo cripanbHuil TUII eBoJolii. 3. Bin nepenbayae posBUTOK y Ha-
IPSAMKY YCKJIaJHEHHs COLiaJbHOI CUCTEMM, 3 OJJHOTO GOKY, Ta HasABHICTh
XBWJIb, SIKi BiZIMIOBiaIOTh Pi3HUM PiBHSM OpPTaHi3allii coIiaabHOI CHCTe-
MU i 3MiHIOIOTb OJ(HA OJIHY — 3 APYTroro; OipypKamiiHumii THII COliaIbHUX
3MiH — TOJIOBHOIO € He TPAEKTOPIsl 3MiH, a IpobiieMu BUOOPY MOAAIBIIOTO
posBuTKY. 4. ITepexiz Bix oxHiel dasu po3BUTKY 10 iHINOI BiAGYBa€ThCs
yepes3 KPUTUUHI TOYKH, BEKTOP IIbOTO MEPEX0Ly MOKe 3MIHIOBATUCh, OC-
KIJIBKH iCHY€ 6araTo MOKJIUBOCTEH, ajJbrepHATUB PO3BUTKY. 5. IIpo pos-
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BUTOK CYCHIJIbCTBA CBiJl4aTb Taki I1apaMeTpu: I10sIBa HOBUX €JIEMEHTIB
KyJ6Typu y (hOPMi HOBUX HIHHICHUX MOjIeJIell i KOJIEKTUBHUX YSIBJIEHb,
BIIMOBIZTHO /10 SIKUX BifGYBAETHCs JIETITMAIiS] HOPM Ta IHCTUTYIIHHUX
BiZITHOCHH; 110sBa HOBUX IHCTUTYTIB, 3MiHUA HA CTATyCHO-POJIbOBOMY PiB-
Hi, TIOSIBa HOBUX CTATyCHO-POJIbOBUX B3aEMOJil; 3MiHAa (DYHKITIOHAJID-
HUX 3aJI€3KHOCTEN MK CTPYKTYPHUMMU eJIeMeHTaMU COLiaJIbHOI CUCTEMHU.
6. OTiKe, B CyCHIJIbCTBI iCHYIOTH He JIMIIIE MEXAHI3MM CaMOBIJITBOPEHHS,
aJjte 1 3/IaTHICTP 10 3MiH, PO3BUTKY. 7. ¥ cTabiIbHUX CYCITJIBCTBAX ITi 3Mi-
HU MOJKHA CIIPOTHO3YBaTH, OCKLIBKY HOBAIlil 30piEHTOBAaHI HA HOPMATUB-
Hi BUMOTH.

Task 28
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Edward Burnett Tylor

Edward Burnett Tylor, pioneer of anthropology, focused on the evo-
lution of culture worldwide, noting that culture is an important part of
every society and that it is also subject to the process of evolution. He
believed that societies were at different stages of cultural development
and that the purpose of anthropology was to reconstruct the evolution of
culture, from primitive beginnings to the modern state.

Ferdinand Tunnies describes the evolution as the development from
informal society, where people have many liberties and there are few
laws and obligations, to modern, formal rational society, dominated by
traditions and laws and are restricted from acting as they wish. He also
notes that there is a tendency of standardisation and unification, when all
smaller societies are absorbed into the single, large, modern society. Thus
Tunnies can be said to describe part of the process known today as the
globalization. Trmnnies was also one of the first sociologists to claim that
the evolution of society is not necessarily going in the right direction, that
the social progress is not perfect, and it can even be called a regress as the
newer, more evolved societies are obtained only after paying a high cost,
resulting in decreasing satisfaction of individuals making up that society.
Trunnies’ work became the foundation of neoevolutionism.

Although not usually counted as a sociocultural evolutionist, Max
Weber’s theory of tripartite classification of authority can be viewed as
an evolutionary theory as well. Weber distinguishes three ideal types of
political leadership, domination and authority: charismatic domination
(familial and religious), traditional domination (patriarchs, patrimonal-
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ism, feudalism) and legal (rational) domination (modern law and state,
bureaucracy). He also notes that legal domination is the most advanced,
and that societies evolve from having mostly traditional and charismatic
authorities to mostly rational and legal ones.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.

3. Translate into English.

1. HaykoBuii pUHITUI IOCTiIZKEHHS KOHKPETHUX SBUII OTPUMYE Ha-
3By “MO3UTHBI3M” i CTa€ POAIOYUM IPYHTOM JJIst 0OPOOKH HAKOMHUUEHUX
Ha apyry nosiopuny XIX cr. ganux. 2. SIckpaBUM TIPeCTaBHUKOM I1hO-
ro HanpsaMKy ctaB Ensapa baphet Taitiop. 3. Y ¢Boiil mpaiii mis Ha3BoO
“Ilepsicna xyasrypa” E. B. Taiinop sasHauas, mo “HeoOXiZHO HOBECTH,
110 HalijaBHila iCTOPis JI0ACTBA BIUIMBAE HA JedKi 3 HaUrIMOMHHIIINX
i JKUTTEBUX MHUTaHb Halroro Oyrrs”. 4. locaigHuKOM OYJIO 3alPOIIOHOBA-
HO TIOPiBHSIBHO-eTHOTPAiUYHUIT METOJ Y PeJliTi€E3HABCTBI, SIKUil “BU3HA-
yae HeoOXiZHICTh MOPIBHSAHHS PISHUX PEJIriii Ha BCIX CTalisX PO3ZBUTKY
kyasrypu”. 5. Takox E. B. Taiiyiop nmocraBus muTaHHsI IIpo peJiiriiiny Tep-
MUMICTH (TOJIEPAHTHICTD).

Task 29
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Critique and impact on modern theories

The early 20th century inaugurated a period of systematic critical
examination, and rejection of the sweeping generalisations of the uni-
lineal theories of sociocultural evolution. Cultural anthropologists such
as Franz Boas, and his students like Ruth Benedict and Margaret Mead,
typically regarded as the leader of anthropology’s rejection of classical
social evolutionism, used sophisticated ethnography and more rigorous
empirical methods to argue that Spencer, Tylor, and Morgan’s theories
were speculative and systematically misrepresented ethnographic data.
Theories regarding “stages” of evolution were especially criticised as il-
lusions. Additionally, they rejected the distinction between “primitive”
and “civilized” (or “modern”), pointing out that so-called primitive con-
temporary societies have just as much history, and were just as evolved,
as so-called civilized societies. They therefore argued that any attempt to
use this theory to reconstruct the histories of non-literate (i. e. leaving
no historical documents) peoples is entirely speculative and unscientific.
They observed that the postulated progression, which typically ended
with a stage of civilization identical to that of modern Europe, is ethno-
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centric. They also pointed out that the theory assumes that societies are
clearly bounded and distinct, when in fact cultural traits and forms often
cross social boundaries and diffuse among many different societies (and
is thus an important mechanism of change). Boas introduced the culture
history approach, which concentrated on fieldwork among native peoples
to identify actual cultural and historical processes rather than speculative
stages of growth. This “culture history” approach dominated American
anthropology for the first half of the 20th century and so influenced an-
thropology elsewhere that high-level generalization and “systems build-
ing” became far less common than in the past.

Later critics observed that this assumption of firmly bounded societies
was proposed precisely at the time when European powers were colonis-
ing non-Western societies, and was thus self-serving. Many anthropolo-
gists and social theorists now consider unilineal cultural and social evolu-
tion a Western myth seldom based on solid empirical grounds. Critical
theorists argue that notions of social evolution are simply justifications
for power by the elites of society. Finally, the devastating World Wars that
occurred between 1914 and 1945 crippled Europe’s self-confidence. After
millions of deaths, genocide, and the destruction of Europe’s industrial
infrastructure, the idea of progress seemed dubious at best.

Thus modern sociocultural evolutionism rejects most of classical so-
cial evolutionism due to various theoretical problems:

1. The theory was deeply ethnocentric—it makes heavy value
judgements on different societies; with Western civilization seen as
the most valuable.

2. It assumed all cultures follow the same path or progression and have

the same goals.
. It equated civilization with material culture (technology, cities, etc.)

4. Tt equated evolution with progress or fitness, based on deep
misunderstandings of evolutionary theory.

5. Itis greatly contradicted by evidence. Many (but not all) supposedly
primitive societies are arguably more peaceful and equitable/
democratic than many modern societies, and tend to be healthier
with regard to diet and ecology.

Because social evolution was posited as a scientific theory, it was of-
ten used to support unjust and often racist social practices—particularly
colonialism, slavery, and the unequal economic conditions present within
industrialized Europe. Social Darwinism is especially criticised, as it led
to some philosophies used by the Nazis.

w
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2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. ETHOIEHTpPU3M — 1le BJIACTUBICTH iHAWBI/A, COLIAJIBHUX TPyH i
CHIJIBHOT (K HOCIiB €THIYHOI CAaMOCBIZIOMOCTi) CIIPUIIMATH i OI[iHIOBATH
JKATTEBI SIBUIA KPi3h MPU3MY TPAAWIINA 1 MIHHOCTEW BJIACHOI eTHIYHOI
CITJIBHOCTI, 1[0 BUCTYIIA€ SIK MEBHUIA 3arajbHUN €TaJoH a0 OITHMYM.
2. ETHOIIEHTpU3M 03HAYa€ BijlIaBaTH II€PEBArY BJACHOMY CIIOCO0Y KUTTSI
Haz innmmmu. 3. Tepmin “etHotienTprsM”, Briepiie BBejeHnii B. Camuepom
(1906) i I'ymnnouyem (1883), MMPOKO BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS B CydYacHii
cotrioJiorii Ta eTHoJiorii. 4. CaMHep BBaXkaB, 110 iCHYE UiTKa BiJIMiHHICTh
MI’K BiZIHOCHHAMM JTTO/IeN BCePEeANHI €THIYHOI TPYIIN i MiXKTPYTIOBUMU BiJl-
HOCHHAMM. 5. SIKIIO ycepeanHi rpymu MaHye CoJiapHiCcTh, TO Y BiIHOCH-
Hax MiX TPYTIaM¥ ITepeBakaoTh Mi/103PiJicTh 1 BOpPOsKHEYA.

Task 30
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Modern theories

Composite image of the Earth at night, created by NASA and NOAA.
The brightest areas of the Earth are the most urbanized, but not necessar-
ily the most populated. Even more than 100 years after the invention of
the electric light, some regions remain thinly populated or unlit.

When the critique of classical social evolutionism became widely ac-
cepted, modern anthropological and sociological approaches changed re-
spectively. Modern theories are careful to avoid unsourced, ethnocentric
speculation, comparisons, or value judgements; more or less regarding in-
dividual societies as existing within their own historical contexts. These
conditions provided the context for new theories such as cultural relativ-
ism and multilineal evolution.

In 1941 anthropologist Robert Redfield wrote about a shift from ‘folk
society’ to ‘urban society’. By the 1940s cultural anthropologists such as
Leslie White and Julian Steward sought to revive an evolutionary mod-
el on a more scientific basis, and succeeded in establishing an approach
known as the neoevolutionism. White rejected the opposition between
“primitive” and “modern” societies but did argue that societies could be
distinguished based on the amount of energy they harnessed, and that in-
creased energy allowed for greater social differentiation (White’s law).
Steward on the other hand rejected the 19th-century notion of progress,
and instead called attention to the Darwinian notion of “adaptation”, ar-
guing that all societies had to adapt to their environment in some way.
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The anthropologists Marshall Sahlins and Elman Service prepared an
edited volume, Fvolution and Culture, in which they attempted to synthe-
sise White’s and Steward’s approaches. Other anthropologists, building
on or responding to work by White and Steward, developed theories of
cultural ecology and ecological anthropology. The most prominent exam-
ples are Peter Vayda and Roy Rappaport. By the late 1950s, students of
Steward such as Eric Wolf and Sidney Mintz turned away from cultural
ecology to Marxism, World Systems Theory, Dependency theory and
Marvin Harris’s Cultural materialism.

Today most anthropologists reject 19th-century notions of progress
and the three assumptions of unilineal evolution. Following Steward,
they take seriously the relationship between a culture and its environ-
ment to explain different aspects of a culture. But most modern cultural
anthropologists have adopted a general systems approach, examining cul-
tures as emergent systems and argue that one must consider the whole so-
cial environment, which includes political and economic relations among
cultures. There are still others who continue to reject the entirety of the
evolutionary thinking and look instead at historical contingencies, con-
tacts with other cultures, and the operation of cultural symbol systems.
As a result, the simplistic notion of “cultural evolution” has grown less
useful and given way to an entire series of more nuanced approaches to
the relationship of culture and environment. In the area of development
studies, authors such as Amartya Sen have developed an understanding of
“development” and ‘human flourishing’ that also question more simplistic
notions of progress, while retaining much of their original inspiration.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. ¥ posButky cormiosorii BiizHayaioThcs aBa eranu. 2. [leprmuii mo-
YUHAETHCS 3 MOMEHTY (hOPMYBAHHSI €MITiPUYHOI COII0JIOTil (TIePBICHO ¥
CIIIA y 20-30-i poxn) i 3akiHUy€ThCST HAMPUKIHII 60-X, KON BOHA BCTY-
nae B nepiod kpusu. 3. HailGisiblr iHTEHCUBHUIL eTarn PO3BUTKY COLI0JIO-
rii y BkazaHomy mepiofi — 50—60-i poku, KoM 3HAYHO POBIIMPIOETHCS
(bpoHT foCTiZKEHD, COIIOMOTIST yTBEP/KYETHCS SK HAYKOBA JUCITUTIIIIHA,
oTpumye (HiHAHCOBY JIOMIOMOTY JIep:KaBU, 2 PEKOMEH/1allii COITi0JIOTIB CTa-
I0Th CKJIaZI0BOIO 0araThoX JiOepaJbHUX COLiaJbHIX IIPorpaM y 60poThbi
31 BJIOYHHHICTIO, KeGPAITBOM, TIO/I0 COTHATBHOTO 3a6e3eUeHHS, OXOPOHU
3710poB’d Tomno. 4. /lpyruii (HaltHOBIINUIT) eTal TOYNHAETHCS y CepefnHi
70-x pokiB i TpuBae gorernep. 5. /[y HbOTO BJIacTIBa HAsSIBHICTD JIBOX MPO-
TUJIEKHUX TeHAEHIIN: noraubieH s BHYTPilHbOI AndepeHiaii cdepu
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COIII0JIOTI1, TII0 BUSIBJISIETHCS B i/IEHHO-TEOPETUYHOMY TLIOPAi3Mi, 1 T0-
CUJIEHHS IHTETPATUBHUX TEHJIEHITIH, TIOB'I3aHNX 3 TIPAarHEHHSIM TTO/I0IATH
ICHYIOUMH PO3KOJ Ha NIJIGXaX CTBOPEHHS €IMHOI TeOPETUKO-METO0JI0-
TIYHOT KOHIIETITI1.

Task 31
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Neoevolutionism

Neoevolutionism is the first theory of the series of modern multilineal
evolution theories. It emerged in 1930s and extensively developed in the
period following the Second World War and was incorporated into both
anthropology and sociology in the 1960s. It bases its theories on the em-
pirical evidences from areas of archaeology, palaeontology and historiog-
raphy and tries to eliminate any references to system of values, be it moral
or cultural, instead trying to remain objective and simply descriptive.

While 19th-century evolutionism explained how culture develops by
giving general principles of its evolutionary process, it was dismissed by
the Historical Particularists as unscientific in the early 20th century. It
was the neoevolutionary thinkers who brought back evolutionary thought
and developed it to be acceptable to contemporary anthropology.

The neoevolutionism discards many ideas of classical social evolution-
ism, namely that of social progress, so dominant in previous sociology evo-
lution-related theories. Then neoevolutionism discards the determinism
argument and introduces probability, arguing that accidents and free will
have much impact on the process of social evolution. It also supports the
counterfactual history—asking “what if” and considering different pos-
sible path that social evolution may (or might have) taken, and thus al-
lows for the fact that various cultures may develop in different ways, some
skipping entire stages others have passed through. The neoevolutionism
stresses the importance of empirical evidence. While 19th-century evolu-
tionism used value judgment and assumptions for interpreting data, neo-
evolutionism relied on measurable information for analysing the process
of sociocultural evolution.

Leslie White, author of The Evolution of Culture: The Development of
Civilization to the Fall of Rome (1959), attempted to create a theory ex-
plaining the entire history of humanity. The most important factor in his
theory is technology: Social systems are determined by technological sys-
tems, wrote White in his book %! echoing the earlier theory of Lewis Hen-
ry Morgan. As measure of society advancement, he proposed the measure

30



of a society’s energy consumption. He differentiates between five stages of
human development. In first, people use energy of their own muscles. In
second, they use energy of domesticated animals. In third, they use the en-
ergy of plants (so White refers to agricultural revolution here). In fourth,
they learn to use the energy of natural resources: coal, oil, gas. In fifth, they
harness the nuclear energy. White introduced a formulae, P=E*T, where
E is a measure of energy consumed, and T is the measure of efficiency of
technical factors utilising the energy. This theory is similar to Russian as-
tronomer Nikolai Kardashev’s later theory of the Kardashev scale.
2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. ComiaspHMI IPOTpEC i PO3BUTOK IPYHTYIOTHCS HA MOBA3i TiIHOCTI
i LIHHOCTI JMI0ACHKOI 0OCOGUCTOCTI 1 3a0e311eUyI0Th PO3SBUTOK IIPAB JIFO/IH-
HU i COIIaJIbHOT CIIPABE/INBOCTI, 1[0 BUMATAE: a) HeraifHoi i 0CTaTOYHO1
JikBizamii ycix ¢hopM HEPIBHOCTI, eKCILIyaTallii HapoiB 1 OKpeMux ocio,
KOJIOHIaTi3MYy, pacu3My, BKJIIOYAIOYM HAIM3M 1 anapTeis, i BCSKOI 1HINOI
MOJIITUKY H ijieosiorii, mo cynepedars 1M i npuniunam Opranizariii
O6’epnanux Hauiii; 6) BusHanHg i e()EeKTUBHOTO 3/11HCHEHHS LUBLIb-
HUX 1 TTIOJIITUYHUX TTPaB, a TAKOK EKOHOMIYHWX, COMIAIBHUX 1 KYJIBTYPHUX
npas 6e3 ycsakol auckpuminaliii. 2. OCHOBHUME YMOBaMHU COI[aJbHOTO
MPOTPECY 1 PO3BUTKY BBAJKAIOTHCS: a) HalliOHAJIbHA HE3AJIEXKHICTh, 3ACHO-
BaHa HA MPaBi HAPOJIB Ha CAMOBU3HAYEHHST; 0) MPUHIIUI HEBTPYUIAHHS
y BHYTPIIIHI CIIpaBU JIepsKaB; B) TOBara CyBepeHITeTy i TepUTOPiaIbHOI
IJTICHOCTI ZIep>KaB; T') HeBi/l EMHUN CYBEPEHITET KOXKHOI JIepKaBH; /1) TIpa-
BO 1 BIZINOBIIA/IbHICTH KOXKHOI ZIEPKaBH 1, y Tilt Mipi, y SKiil 1fe CTOCY€ETbCS
KOJKHOI HaIlil i Hapo/Ly, BiTbHO BU3HAYATH CBOI BJIACHI I[iJIi COIiaJIbBHOTO
PO3BUTKY, BCTAHOBJIIOBATU CBill MOPSIOK YEPrOBOCTI i BU3HAYATH, Bi-
noBiaHo o npunnunis Cratyry Opranisanii O6’eqnanux Hauiii, 3acobu
i MeToau IXHBOTO JOCATHEHHS 0e3 YCAKOro BTPyYaHHs 330BHI; €) MUPHE
CTIBICHYBaHHS, MUP, APY/KHI BITHOCUHM 1 CIIIBPOGITHUIITBO EPKaB He3a-
JIEXKHO Bijl po36iKHOCTEH MikK TX COIialbHUMM, €EKOHOMIYHUMMY 1 OJIiTHY-
HUMU CHCTEMAMHU.

Task 32
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Multilineal evolution

Julian Steward, author of Theory of Culture Change: The Methodol-
ogy of Multilinear Evolution (1955, reprinted 1979), created the theory
of “multilinear” evolution which examined the way in which societies
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adapted to their environment. This approach was more nuanced than
White’s theory of “unilinear evolution.” Steward on the other hand re-
jected the 19th-century notion of progress, and instead called attention
to the Darwinian notion of “adaptation”, arguing that all societies had to
adapt to their environment in some way. He argued that different adapta-
tions could be studied through the examination of the specific resources
a society exploited, the technology the society relied on to exploit these
resources, and the organization of human labour. He further argued that
different environments and technologies would require different kinds of
adaptations, and that as the resource base or technology changed, so too
would a culture. In other words, cultures do not change according to some
inner logic, but rather in terms of a changing relationship with a changing
environment. Cultures would therefore not pass through the same stages
in the same order as they changed — rather, they would change in vary-
ing ways and directions. He called his theory “multilineal evolution”. He
questioned the possibility of creation of a social theory encompassing the
entire evolution of humanity; however, he argued that anthropologists are
not limited to description of specific existing cultures. He believed it is
possible to create theories analysing typical common culture, representa-
tive of specific eras or regions. As the decisive factors determining the
development of given culture he pointed to technology and economics,
and noted there are secondary factors, like political system, ideologies and
religion. All those factors push the evolution of given society in several
directions at the same time; thus, this is the multilinearity of his theory
of evolution.

Marshall Sahlins, author of Fvolution and Culture (1960), divided the
evolution of societies into ‘general” and ‘specific’. General evolution is the
tendency of cultural and social systems to increase in complexity, organi-
zation and adaptiveness to environment. However, as the various cultures
are not isolated, there is interaction and a diffusion of their qualities (like
technological inventions). This leads cultures to develop in different ways
(specific evolution), as various elements are introduced to them in differ-
ent combinations and on different stages of evolution.

In his Power and Prestige (1966) and Human Societies: An Introduction
to Macrosociology (1974), Gerhard Lenski expands on the works of Leslie
White and Lewis Henry Morgan. He views the technological progress as
the most basic factor in the evolution of societies and cultures. Unlike
White, who defined technology as the ability to create and utilise energy,
Lenski focuses on information — its amount and uses. The more informa-
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tion and knowledge (especially allowing the shaping of natural environ-
ment) a given society has, the more advanced it is. He distinguished four
stages of human development, based on the advances in the history of
communication. In the first stage, information is passed by genes. In the
second, when humans gain sentience, they can learn and pass information
through by experience. In the third, the humans start using signs and de-
velop logic. In the fourth, they can create symbols and develop language
and writing. Advancements in the technology of communication trans-
lates into advancements in the economic system and political system, dis-
tribution of goods, social inequality and other spheres of social life. He
also differentiates societies based on their level of technology, communi-
cation and economy: (1) hunters and gatherers, (2) simple agricultural,
(3) advanced agricultural, (4) industrial, and (5) special (like fishing so-
cieties).

Talcott Parsons, author of Societies: Evolutionary and Comparative
Perspectives (1966) and The System of Modern Societies (1971) divided
evolution into four subprocesses: (1) division, which creates functional
subsystems from the main system; (2) adaptation, where those systems
evolve into more efficient versions; (3) inclusion of elements previously
excluded from the given systems; and (4) generalization of values, in-
creasing the legitimization of the ever more complex system. He shows
those processes on 3 stages of evolution: (1) primitive, (2) archaic and (3)
modern. Archaic societies have the knowledge of writing, while modern
have the knowledge of law. Parsons viewed the Western civilization as the
pinnacle of modern societies, and out of all western cultures he declared
United States as the most dynamic developed.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. HayxoBo-TexHIUHWII TIpOrpec — Iie MOCTYMaJbHUM PyX HAYKH 1
TEXHIKW, €BOJIOIMIMHUN PO3BUTOK YCiX €JeMEHTIB MPOAYKTUBHUX CHJI
CYCIIIBHOTO BUPOOHUIITBA HAa OCHOBI MIUPOKOTO TMH3HAHHS Ta OCBOEHHSI
30BHINIHIX cvit npupoau. 2. Ile — 06’ekTUBHA, OCTIHHO Ji104a 3aKOHOMIp-
HICTh PO3BUTKY MaTepiabHOTO BUPOOHUIITBA, PE3YIBTATOM SIKOI € TIOCTi-
JIOBHE BJIOCKOHAJICHHS TEXHIKM, TEXHOJIOTII Ta opraisaiiii BUpOOHUIITBA,
MiZIBUTIIEHHS 110T0 edekTuBHOCTI. 3. HaykoBo-TexHIYHUI TTPOTPeC y CBOE-
MY PO3BUTKY BUSIBJSIETHCS Y JBOX B3AEMO3B’SI3aHUX 1 B3aEMO3ATIEKHUX
dbopMax — eBOMOLINHIN Ta PeBOMONIIHIN. 4. 3aIeKHO BiJ BUPOOHUUNX
Ta iHIIMX COLIAJIbHUX MOTPeb, PiBHI PO3BUTKY KOHKPETHUX PO3IiIiB
HayKOBO-TEXHIYHUX 3HAHb B Pi3HI MEPiojiu Ha MepPITUi TJIaH BUCYBAJH-
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ca i abo inmi Hanpsamku HTIL 5. Y cyyacHHUX yMoBaxX MPiOpUTETHUMU
HaNpsIMKaMU €: KOMILJIEKCHA MeXaHisallis i aBToMaTu3allist BAPOOHUITB,
IIUPOKE 3aCTOCYBAHHS IPOMUCIOBUX POOOTIB, CHCTEM aBTOMATU30BAHOTO
[IPOEKTYBAHHSI, CTBOPEHHSI O€3JII0JHIX BUPOOHUIITB; KOMIT'FOTEpHU3allist Ta
eJIEKTPOHI3allis, AKi 3a6e31eYyIoTh PO3POOKY 1 IIMPOKE 3aCTOCYBaHHS B
€KOHOMIIIl, HayIli, IPOMUCJIOBOCTI, OCBIiTi, 00YyTi, iHdopMaIiiiHo-06unC-
JIIOBAJIBHIN 1 MiKPOTIPOTIECOPHIl TEXHIIli; PO3BUTOK €HEPTETUKH, B MEPIITY
Yepry aTOMHOI, a TAaKOK TIONIYK i BUKOPUCTAHHSI HOBUX JIXKEPEJT €Heprii;
CTBOPEHHSI HOBUX 3aCO0iB TPAHCIIOPTY i 3B’A3KY; IIUPOKE 3aCTOCYBAHHSI
XiMizanii BUPOOHUIITBA.

Task 33
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Sociobiology

Sociobiology departs perhaps the furthest from the classical social
evolutionism. It was introduced by Edward Wilson in his 1975 book So-
ciobiology: The New Synthesis and followed his adaptation of biological
theory neo-Darwinism to the field of social sciences. Wilson pioneered the
attempt to explain the evolutionary mechanics behind social behaviours
such as altruism, aggression, and nurturance. In doing so, Wilson sparked
one of the greatest scientific controversies of the 20th century.

Sociobiologists have argued for a dual inheritance theory, which posits
that humans are products of both biological evolution and sociocultural
evolution, each subject to their own selective mechanisms and forms of
transmission (i. e. in the case of biology, genes, and cultural evolutionary
units are often called memes). This approach focuses on both the mecha-
nisms of cultural transmission and the selective pressures that influence
cultural change. This version of sociocultural evolution shares little in
common with the stadial evolutionary models of the early and mid-20th
century. This approach has been embraced by many psychologists and
some cultural anthropologists, but very few physical anthropologists.

Neo-Darwinism, also known as the modern evolutionary synthesis, gen-
erally denotes the combination of Charles Darwin’s theory of the evolu-
tion of species by natural selection, Gregor Mendel’s theory of genetics
as the basis for biological inheritance and mathematical population ge-
netics. Essentially, the modern synthesis (or neo-Darwinism) introduced
the connection between two important discoveries; the units of evolution
(genes) with the mechanism of evolution (selection).
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Due to its close reliance on biology, sociobiology is often considered
a branch of the biology and sociology disciplines, although it uses tech-
niques from a plethora of sciences, including ethology, evolution, zoology,

archaeology, population genetics, and many others. Within the study of
human societies, sociobiology is closely related to the fields of human be-
havioral ecology and evolutionary psychology.

Sociobiology has remained highly controversial as it contends genes
play a role in human behaviour, although sociobiologists describe this role
as a very complex and often unpredictable interaction between nature and
nurture. The most notable critics of the view that genes play a direct role
in human behaviour have been Franz Boas, Richard Lewontin and Ste-
phen Jay Gould.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. ComianbHuI 1apBiHi3M — COIIIOJIOTIYHA TEOPis, 3TiAHO i3 KOO 3a-
KOHOMIPHOCTI IPUPOIHOrO A060pyY i G0poThOM 3a BUKUBAHHSI, BUABJIEH]
Yapab3oMm /lapBiHUM B IPUPO/Ii, MOMTMPIOIOTHCS Ha BiTHOCUHU B JITOJ-
CBbKOMY CYCHIJIBCTBI. 2. 3a II€f0 TEOpi€lo, TaHyBaHHS MPABJISTYNX KJACiB
BUIIPaBAOBYBaJI0OCs 1X GiosoriuHoo nepesaror. 3. Comian-gapBiHiaM Ko-
prCcTyBaBcd 0co0JIMBOIO MOy spHicTO 3 KiHig XIX crositta xo Apyroi
CBiToBoi BiliHM, X04a JesAKI KPUTUKKA BBasKAKOTh, 10 CydYacHa coIiobio-
JIOTig Takoxk Moske OyTu KaacudiKoBaHa K PISHOBUJ COLiaJ-IapBiHi3-
My. 4. ComiaJibHUil JapBiHi3M He CTBOPUB HAYKOBOI IKOJHU ab0 SICKpaBoO
BUPaKEHOI moJtiTuaHoi Tevii. 5. Llelt TepMiH cbOTOIHI BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS
B aKaJIEeMiYHOMY CEPEIOBUII JIJIsT OTTMCY AHTUTYMAaHICTUYHUX i AHTHUCO-
iaJliCTHYHUX TEHAEHIN B COIiaJbHO-eKOHOMIUHIN Teopii; HOoro TaKokK
3aCTOCOBYIOTH SIK “SPJAUK” CTOCOBHO COIIATBHO-TIOI THYHNX 1/1€1 TUX J10-
CJTTHUKIB-1HAKOYMIIIB, SKi HE MAlOTh ITUPOKOTO BU3HAHHS y HAyKOBO-
My cBiTi. 6. EremenTu corttian-n1apBiHicTChKO1 TeOpii BHKOPUCTOBYIOThCS
PI3HMMU KOHCEDPBATUBHUMU PyXaMH, JibepTapiaHiisMu, IPUXUIbHIKAMU

Jeccedeprsmy i MijiTapuaMmy. 7. Y CBOIX KpailHIX MPOsIBax Colliaji-aap-
BiHI3M MEXYE 3 EBTEHIKOIO | PACU3MOM.

Task 34
1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.
Theory of modernization

Theories of modernization have been developed and popularized in
1950s and 1960s and is closely related to the dependency theory and de-
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velopment theory. It combines the previous theories of sociocultural evo-
lution with practical experiences and empirical research, especially those
from the era of decolonization. The theory states that:

* Western countries are the most developed, and rest of the world
(mostly former colonies) are on the earlier stages of development,
and will eventually reach the same level as the Western world.

* Development stages go from the traditional societies to developed
ones.

¢ Third World countries have fallen behind with their social progress
and need to be directed on their way to becoming more advanced.

Developing from classical social evolutionism theories, theory of mod-
ernization stresses the modernization factor: many societies are simply
trying (or need to) emulate the most successful societies and cultures. It
also states that it is possible to do so, thus supporting the concepts of so-
cial engineering and that the developed countries can and should help
those less developed, directly or indirectly.

Among the scientists who contributed much to this theory are Walt
Rostow, who in his The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist
Manifesto (1960) concentrates on the economic system side of the mod-
ernization, trying to show factors needed for a country to reach the path
to modernization in his Rostovian take-off model. David Apter concen-
trated on the political system and history of democracy, researching the
connection between democracy, good governance and efficiency and mod-
ernization. David McClelland (The Achieving Society, 1967) approached
this subject from the psychological perspective, with his motivations the-
ory, arguing that modernization cannot happen until given society values
innovation, success and free enterprise. Alex Inkeles (Becoming Modern,
1974) similarly creates a model of modern personality, which needs to be
independent, active, interested in public policies and cultural matters,
open for new experiences, rational and being able to create long-term
plans for the future. Some works of Jiirgen Habermas are also connected
with this subfield.

Theory of modernization has been subject to some criticism similar to
that levied on classical social evolutionism, especially for being too ethno-
centric, one-sided and focused on the Western world and culture.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. MoguepHisalifo Haifyacriie mMoB’s3yI0Th i3 MPOGJIEMOIO TIEPEXOILY

Bifl “TpamuIliiHOro” (JIOKAMiTATICTUYHOTO, arpapHoOTO, MMaTpiapXajJbHOTO
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TOIIO — 3aJIEKHO BiJl 1/1EWTHO-METO/I0JIOTIYHOTO KOHTEKCTY KOHKPETHHX
TEOpiil) /0 Cy4acHOTO NPOMHUCJIOBOTO, IHAYCTPIaTbHOTO CYCITLJIBCTBA.
2. Tepmin “monepHisaliiss” HalfuacTille BXKMBAETHCS Y 3HAUEHHI 3aTaIbHO-
rO 3HAMEHHUKA JIOCUTh Pi3HOPITHUX TAKUX COIiaJIbHUX MTPOIIECiB: TIOYaT-
KOBe HAKOTWYEHHS KaliTaldy y KpaiHax 3axijjHoi €Bpomu, ITpoMHUCI0Ba
peBoutiottist kinig XVII — nouatky XIX ct., OypsKyasHi MOMITHYHI PeBO-
JIOLIIT, YTBEPIKEHHS JeMOKpaTii i TpPOMaZiIHChbKUX IIPaB Ta cBOOOJI, BU-
HUKHEHHS CyYacHOI MalllMHHOI ITPOMUCJIOBOCTI, TIEPETBOPEHHST HAYKHU 1
TEXHIKM B IOMIHYIOUNI YUHHUK COIIAJIbHUX 3MiH, MacOBe ITepeceeHHs
i3 ceya y MicTO, yTBOPEHHS TIPOMUCIIOBOI TeXHOIH(pacTpyKTypH (3ai3-
HUIb, Teserpady, Teaedony, MOoCeHHNX i MOPCHKUX MIJIAXIB CIIOJIyY€eH-
Hs, aBiallii Ta iHITUX KOMYHIKaIliil), ceKyJsapu3allii peJsiirii, CraHOBJIEHHS
MAacOBOi OCBITH, 3HUINEHHSI CTAHOBUX TIPUBIJIEIB 1 AOCSITHEHHS IEBHOI
COTANBHOI PIBHOCTI, MOJIMIIEHHST 3araabHOTO H0OPOOYTY HACETEeHHS ¥
3B'SA3KY i3 PI3KUM MiBUIEHHSIM TIPOJAYKTUBHOCTI Mpalli Ta 00CSTiB BU-
POGHUIITBA, 301IbIIEHHS BIILHOIO Yacy Ta iH. 3. [HaKIIe Kaxydi, MoJep-
Hi3allig 03HAYA€ OCYYaCHEHH:, JOCATHEHHS TPAUIIMHIM CYCHiJTbCTBOM
CYYaCHHX PUC i BJTACTUBOCTEI.

Task 35

1. Read, translate (into Ukrainian) and retell (in English) the text.

Prediction for a stable cultural and social future

Cultural evolution follows punctuated equilibrium which Gould and
Eldredge developed for biological evolution. Bloomfield has written that
human societies follow punctuated equilibrium which would mean first,
a stable society, a transition resulting in a subsequent stable society with
greater complexity. Using these guidelines, mankind has had a stable ani-
mal society, a transition to a stable tribal society, another transition to a
stable peasant society and is currently in a transitional industrial society
and if the man’s previous changes are extended then mankind will have a
future stable automated society.

The status of a human society rests on the productivity of food produc-
tion. Deevey reported on the growth of the number of humans. Deevey
also reported on the productivity of food production, noting that produc-
tivity changes very little for stable societies, but increases during transi-
tions. When productivity and especially food productivity can no longer
be increased, Bloomfield has proposed that man will have achieved a sta-
ble automated society. The automated society is expected to have a space
component where it may be possible for man to have a species change.
Space is also assumed to allow for the continued growth of the human
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population, as well as provide a solution to the current pollution problem
by providing limitless energy from solar satellite power stations.

2. Make 5 questions to the text and answer them.
3. Translate into English.

1. CyuyacHuii CBIT TIepeXUBaE epiosi pAANKAIBHUX Ta CTPIMKUAX 3MiH.
2. BUHMKa0Th HOBI MOKJIMBOCTI KyJIbTYpHOTrO Bubopy. 3. Tomy coriaibHa
aymka XXI CTOJMTTS AOCTIIZKYE TTPUHITATIN JIIOJICBKOTO CITiBICHYBaHHS,
aHaJ3yI0YN KJIACWYHI Ta Cy4acHi apajurMu CycriiibHOI Hayku. 4. Of-
HIEIO 13 MaJIO/IOCITI/IPKEHUX, ajle Jy’Ke IIKaBUX KOHIENIiN KyJIBTYPHOTO
PO3BUTKY € KYJbTYyPOJIOTIYHA MOJIeJib BifloMoro (inocoda Ta coriosora
XX cronirra I1. Copokina. 5. Voro Teopist Bigo6paxkae TeHEHIHO Cy-
YaCcHOI KyJIBTYPOJIOTII /IO TIONIYKY CITLIBHOI KYJIBTYPHOI OCHOBH JIIO/ICTBA,
NIJISIXIB 1 MEXaHi3MiB CHHTE3Y Ta CIIA/IKOEMHOCTI B KYJIBTYPHO-1CTOPUYHO-
MY TIpPOTIECi.
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