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In	exploring	the	concept	of	society,	we	find	it	essential	to	delve	into	the	multifaceted	nature	of	human	interactions	and	structures	that	shape	the	lives	of	individuals.	Understanding	what	a	society	entails	not	only	enhances	our	grasp	of	human	relationships	but	also	provides	insights	into	our	shared	existence.	The	intricate	web	of	relationships,	norms,
values,	and	institutions	underpins	the	way	we	engage	with	one	another,	marking	the	essence	of	social	living.Throughout	history,	different	societies	have	emerged,	each	with	distinct	characteristics,	traditions,	and	social	dynamics.	By	examining	various	definitions	and	theories	surrounding	society,	we	can	better	understand	the	forces	that	shape	our
experiences	and	interactions.	This	article	aims	to	provide	a	comprehensive	overview	of	society,	including	its	definitions,	characteristics,	examples,	theories,	and	the	importance	of	understanding	the	social	frameworks	we	inhabit.Index	Content	Society	can	be	defined	as	a	structured	community	of	individuals	bound	together	by	social,	economic,	cultural,
and	political	ties.	This	collective	grouping	is	essential	for	human	survival	and	development.	Societies	vary	greatly	in	size	and	complexity,	ranging	from	small	tribal	communities	to	vast	global	networks.	A	central	aspect	of	any	society	is	the	ability	of	its	members	to	engage	in	social	interactions	and	relationships,	forming	bonds	that	create	a	sense	of
belonging	and	identity.Characteristics	of	SocietyThere	are	several	defining	characteristics	of	a	society:Social	Structure:	A	society	possesses	a	specific	social	structure	that	shapes	relationships	among	its	members.	This	structure	includes	institutions	such	as	family,	education,	and	religion	that	govern	interactions.Culture:	Every	society	is	rooted	in	a
unique	culture	that	encompasses	shared	beliefs,	values,	customs,	and	practices	that	its	members	adhere	to.Norms	and	Values:	Societies	establish	norms	(rules	of	behavior)	and	values	(collective	beliefs	about	what	is	right	or	wrong)	that	guide	the	conduct	of	individuals.Integration:	A	cohesive	society	fosters	integration,	where	individuals	are	united
through	common	interests,	goals,	and	identities.Inequality:	Despite	integration,	societies	often	exhibit	inequalities	based	on	factors	such	as	class,	race,	gender,	and	age.See	also		What	are	essential	rules	and	regulations	in	law	simplifiedExamples	of	SocietiesThroughout	history,	there	have	been	various	types	of	societies	that	exemplify	different	social
structures	and	cultural	practices.	Some	examples	include:Hunter-gatherer	societies:	Small,	nomadic	groups	that	rely	on	hunting,	fishing,	and	foraging	for	food.Agrarian	societies:	Communities	that	cultivate	crops	and	domesticate	animals,	leading	to	more	complex	social	structures.Industrial	societies:	Characterized	by	the	shift	from	agriculture	to
manufacturing,	leading	to	urbanization	and	changes	in	social	roles.Post-industrial	societies:	Focused	on	information	technology	and	services	rather	than	manufacturing,	highlighting	shifts	in	occupational	roles.Numerous	theories	exist	to	explain	the	functioning	and	organization	of	societies.	Some	prominent	ones	include:Functionalism:	This	theory
posits	that	society	is	made	up	of	interdependent	parts	that	work	together	to	maintain	stability	and	equilibrium.Conflict	theory:	Suggests	that	societies	are	in	a	constant	state	of	conflict	due	to	competition	for	limited	resources,	leading	to	inequality.Symbolic	interactionism:	Focuses	on	the	meanings	and	interpretations	individuals	attach	to	their
interactions	within	society.Understanding	society	is	crucial	for	several	reasons.	It	enables	individuals	to	recognize	the	forces	that	influence	their	lives	and	personal	development.	Additionally,	understanding	social	structures	helps	highlight	the	mechanisms	behind	issues	such	as	power	dynamics,	inequality,	and	social	change.	By	examining	society,	we
gain	insights	into	human	behavior,	fostering	empathy	and	social	responsibility.Social	Structure	and	Its	RoleSocial	structure	in	sociology	refers	to	the	stable	arrangement	of	institutions	that	allows	individuals	within	a	society	to	interact	and	coexist.	It	encompasses	the	regularities	in	social	life,	including	the	organization	of	time	and	space	for	social
activities,	the	division	of	labor,	and	the	regulation	of	violence.	It	plays	a	fundamental	role	in	providing	a	framework	within	which	social	relations	can	take	place,	influencing	everything	from	individual	choices	to	collective	behaviors.See	also		Alaska:	Exploring	Politics,	Economy,	and	Unique	CultureKey	Components	of	Social	StructureThe	key
components	of	social	structure	include:Institutions:	Established	frameworks	that	govern	social	interactions,	such	as	family,	education,	and	government.Social	roles:	Expected	behaviors	associated	with	a	particular	status	within	the	society,	such	as	a	parent,	teacher,	or	leader.Social	norms:	The	unwritten	rules	that	dictate	acceptable	behavior	within
society.Social	groups:	Collections	of	individuals	who	interact	and	share	a	sense	of	belonging,	such	as	families,	friendships,	and	communities.The	Study	of	Society	in	SociologySociology	is	the	study	of	society,	its	structures,	and	the	relationships	among	individuals	within	it.	Sociologists	utilize	various	methodologies	to	analyze	social	phenomena,
employing	both	qualitative	and	quantitative	approaches.	Through	this	lens,	they	can	examine	diverse	aspects	of	society,	from	individual	behavior	to	institutional	dynamics,	thereby	contributing	to	our	understanding	of	complex	social	realities.Integration	and	Inequality	in	SocietiesWhile	integration	contributes	to	social	cohesion,	inequality	remains	a
significant	challenge	within	many	societies.	The	stratification	of	social	classes,	racial	or	ethnic	divisions,	and	gender	disparities	can	hinder	the	potential	for	inclusive	and	equitable	social	interaction.	Addressing	these	inequalities	requires	a	thorough	understanding	of	the	underlying	social	structures	and	cultural	contexts	that	perpetuate	them.In
conclusion,	the	study	of	society	presents	a	rich	tapestry	of	human	experiences,	relationships,	and	structures	that	shape	our	daily	lives.	Understanding	the	definitions,	characteristics,	examples,	and	theories	of	society	not	only	enriches	our	knowledge	but	also	fosters	greater	empathy	and	social	awareness.	By	examining	how	we	coexist	within	our	social
frameworks,	we	can	better	navigate	challenges	related	to	integration	and	inequality,	ultimately	striving	for	a	more	just	and	harmonious	world.See	also		What	is	Omalizumab's	overview,	mechanism,	and	side	effectsDid	you	find	this	article	helpful?	What	is	society	Definitions,	examples,	theories,	facts	See	more	here	Education.	Last	Updated	on
December	13,	2022	by	Karl	ThompsonSociety	is	a	concept	used	to	describe	the	structured	relations	and	institutions	among	a	large	community	of	people	which	cannot	be	reduced	to	a	simple	collection	or	aggregation	of	individuals.’	(1)Sociology	is	the	study	of	the	relationship	between	society	and	individuals	and	how	and	why	societies	change	over
time,	so	clearly	having	a	working	definition	of	this	concept	is	very	important	for	sociology	students.This	post	explores	some	competing	definitions	of	society	including	the	idea	that	globalisation	has	reduced	the	relevance	of	the	old	‘bounded’	concept	of	society	which	was	so	fundamental	in	early	modernist	sociology.The	concept	of	society	can	be	traced
to	the	fourteenth	century,	when	the	primary	meaning	was	companionship	or	association,	a	meaning	which	still	exists	today.	However,	the	specific	sociological	meaning	of	society	was	not	developed	until	the	nineteenth	century.A	strong	argument	can	be	made	for	the	view	that	it	was	Emile	Durkheim	who	first	developed	the	sociological	meaning	of
‘society’	which	he	used	when	he	established	sociology	as	a	new	discipline	which	dealt	with	the	collective	reality	of	human	life	as	opposed	to	studying	individuals.Durkheim	argued	that	society	has	an	independent	reality	from	individuals,	and	exists	in	its	own	right,	exerting	an	influence	over	individuals	within	a	‘bounded	territory’,	which	for	Durkheim
essentially	meant	the	‘nation	state’.However,	the	relevance	of	bounded-societies	has	been	questioned	since	the	1970s	due	to	globalisation,	and	the	increasing	amount	of	people,	money,	and	communications	moving	across	national	borders.Because	of	this,	some	sociologists	argue	that	sociology	should	shift	its	analysis	from	‘societies’	to	(global)
mobilities.The	concept	of	sociology	has	been	fundamental	to	sociology’s	‘self-identity’,	with	most	text	books	using	the	concept	to	define	the	discipline,	with	the	‘study	of	societies’	often	being	part	of	the	definition	of	sociology	in	most	text	books	and	society	in	turn	being	defined	as	large	communities,	existing	within	nation	states.Talcott	Parsons	added
another	important	defining	characteristic	of	society	–	that	it	should	be	self-perpetuating,	or	able	to	reproduce	itself	without	external	assistance.For	most	of	sociology’s	history,	sociologists	have	studied	and	compared	societies,	and	nowhere	is	this	more	obvious	than	in	the	historic	division	between	‘first’,	‘second’	and	‘third’	world	societies,
and	in	theories	of	development	such	as	modernisation	theory,	which	outline	why	certain	societies	(or	‘nation	states’)	are	less	developed	in	comparison	to	other	‘more	developed’	societies	(or	‘nation	states’).There	have	been	many	attempts	to	understand	social	change	by	focusing	one	specific	driving	force,	for	example	sociological	theorising	has
developed	the	following	conceptualisations	of	society:Industrial	societyCapitalist	societyPost-industrial	societyPostmodern	societyThe	knowledge	societyRisk	societyThe	network	society.However,	the	problem	with	a	‘bounded	sociology’	which	limits	itself	to	cross	national	comparisons	is	that	it	tells	us	little	about	inequalities	within	societies.A	dualistic
conception	of	society	as	a	thing	apart	from	the	individual	may	be	more	of	a	reflection	of	the	dualistic	legacy	of	western	philosophy	rather	than	being	based	on	actual	empirical	reality.To	this	end,	many	sociologists	have	proposed	focusing	more	on	interactions	rather	than	‘society’	and	the	‘individual’.	Norbert	Elias	was	one	of	the	first	to	develop	a
sociology	which	focused	more	on	social	processes,	concentrating	more	on	shifting	relationships	at	a	variety	of	levels,	from	individual	interactions	to	inter-state	conflicts.Globalisation	has	also	put	into	question	the	usefulness	of	focussing	on	individual	nation	states:	large	TNCs	are	now	more	powerful	than	most	nation	states,	and	criminal	organisation
and	social	movements	cut	across	national	boarders,	making	them	seem	less	useful	as	a	focus	for	social	analysis.John	Urry’s	(2007)	social	mobilities	project,	which	focuses	on	the	study	of	processes	of	movements	across	national	borders	is	one	way	in	which	sociology	has	moved	its	analysis	away	from	the	nation	state	in	response	to	globalisation.John
Urry	has	suggested	that	sociology	might	usefully	move	its	analytical	focus	‘beyond	societies’	–	as	global	networks	and	flows	become	more	effective	and	powerful,	they	tend	to	cross	national	boundaries,	which	are	now	seen	as	more	permeable	than	ever.	The	concept	of	society	thus	seems	less	relevant	than	ever,	and	the	job	of	sociology	is	to	devise	ways
of	understanding	the	varied	range	of	mobilities	and	what	kind	of	social	life	they	are	producing.One	sociologists	who	argues	that	the	concept	of	society	is	still	relevant	is	Richard	Outhwaite,	who	argues	that	‘society’	is	a	collective	representation	which	still	resonates	with	people’s	perception	of	social	reality	as	it	actually	exists.For	example,	‘national
identity’	(however	confused)	still	has	meaning	to	many	people	and	politicians	can	still	draw	on	the	concept	of	the	nation	to	pull	people	together,	as	the	case	of	Brexit	in	2016	suggests.Also,	nation	states	are	the	only	collective	entities	capable	of	generating	the	kind	of	income	necessary	(through	taxation)	to	maintain	nuclear	arsenals	and	standing
armies,	along	with	mobilising	popular	support	to	use	these	in	support	of	their	aims.I	usually	teach	this	material	as	part	of	an	introduction	to	sociology,	the	concept	of	‘society’	is	after	all	one	of	the	key	ones	students	need	to	understand!To	return	to	the	homepage	–	revisesociology.comSources(1)	Giddens	and	Sutton	(2017)	Essential	Concepts	in
Sociology	Home	>>	Basic	Concepts>>	Society	>>	Definitions	August	Comte	the	father	of	sociology	saw	society	as	a	social	organism	possessing	a	harmony	of	structure	and	function.Emile	Durkheim	the	founding	father	of	the	modern	sociology	treated	society	as	a	reality	in	its	own	right.	According	to	Talcott	Parsons	Society	is	a	total	complex	of	human
relationships	in	so	far	as	they	grow	out	of	the	action	in	terms	of	means-end	relationship	intrinsic	or	symbolic.G.H	Mead	conceived	society	as	an	exchange	of	gestures	which	involves	the	use	of	symbols.	Morris	Ginsberg	defines	society	as	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	mode	of	behavior	which	mark	them	off	from	others	who	do
not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from	them	in	behavior.	Cole	sees	Society	as	the	complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	with	a	community.	According	to	Maclver	and	Page	society	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures	of	authority	and	mutual	aid	of	many	groupings	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	liberties.	This
ever	changing	complex	system	which	is	called	society	is	a	web	of	social	relationship	Society	is	found	even	at	the	level	of	sub-humans,	the	primates	such	as	monkeys	and	chimpanzees.	Sociologists	submit	that	what	distinguishes	human	beings	from	other	animals	is	the	presence	of	culture	among	human	communities;	thus,	human	beings	came	to	be
characterized	as	‘beings	with	culture’.	For	understanding	human	beings,	therefore,	we	have	to	look	at	the	dynamics	of	society	and	culture.	The	concept	of	society	has	both	empirical	and	abstract	aspects.	Empirically,	society	is	viewed	as	an	entity	made	up	of	individuals	who	can	internalize	social	values,	norms,	and	technological	knowledge	of	their
community.	These	individuals	establish	relationships	with	one	another,	and	when	a	person	becomes	an	object	of	socialization,	they	are	referred	to	as	a	‘person.’	In	simple	terms,	a	socialized	individual	who	learns	the	shared	ways	of	living	becomes	a	person.	These	interpersonal	relationships	form	the	fundamental	fabric	of	society.	Aristotle	coined	the
phrase,	‘man	is	a	political	(social)	animal,’	emphasizing	that	human	beings	naturally	live	together	in	a	social	context.	Human	beings	are	not	meant	to	live	in	isolation,	and	solitary	confinement	is	considered	a	severe	punishment.	As	an	abstract	construct,	society	refers	to	the	normative	and	social	structure	created	and	maintained	by	interacting
individuals	to	regulate,	control,	and	socialize	human	behavior.	This	Image	is	created	through	AI	for	Illustration	Society	is	defined	as	a	congregation	of	individuals.	However,	not	all	congregations	constitute	a	society.	For	instance,	a	crowd	or	mob	is	also	a	gathering	of	individuals,	but	it	disperses	once	the	stimulus	bringing	them	together	disappears.	In
contrast,	a	society	endures	over	time,	fostering	a	sense	of	solidarity	among	its	members.	Members	of	a	society	share	an	attachment	to	their	territory,	collectively	defending	it.	They	also	divide	labor	among	themselves,	with	each	unit	assigned	different	tasks	and	activities.	Societies	are	further	divided	into	smaller	entities	known	as	groups.	Thus,	society
is	an	entity	composed	of	individuals	who	share	relationships	based	on	mutual	sharing.	At	the	empirical	level,	individuals	internalize	social	norms	and	values,	becoming	socialized	‘persons.’	As	an	abstract	construct,	society	aids	sociologists	and	other	social	scientists	in	understanding	and	analyzing	human	behavior.	Societies	endure	over	time,	fostering
solidarity	among	members	and	dividing	labor	into	smaller	groups.	The	term	society	has	been	derived	from	the	Latin	word	‘Socius’	which	means	a	companion,	association,	or	fellowship.	It	is	because	man	always	lives	in	the	company	of	his	fellow	beings.	This	led	George	Simmel	to	remark	that	sociability	is	the	essence	of	society.	The	term	society	is
understood	in	different	senses	in	different	situations.	In	our	day-to-day	discussion	society	is	used	to	refer	to	the	members	of	specific	groups	for	example-	Tribal	Society.	Other	times	it	refers	to	some	institutions	like	Arya	Samaj,	and	Brahmo	Samaj.	Sometime	society	refers	to	an	association	like	consumer	society,	cooperative	society	or	cultural	society.
Society	is	also	used	in	the	sense	of	a	group	such	as	rural	society	or	urban	society.	But	in	Sociology,	Society	refers	not	to	a	group	of	people	but	to	the	complex	pattern	of	the	norms	or	interaction	or	relationships	that	arise	among	them.	People	exists	only	as	an	agent	of	social	relationships.	Mere	congregation	of	individuals	do	not	constitute	society.
Rather	society	refers	to	the	complicated	network	of	social	relationships	by	which	every	individual	is	interrelated	with	his	fellowmen.	Hence	Society	is	more	abstract	than	concrete,	in	nature.	We	can’t	touch	it	but	feel	it.	Because	society	resides	in	the	minds	of	individual.	Society	is	a	process	of	living	not	a	thing,	a	motion	rather	than	structure.	A	system
of	social	relationships	is	the	most	important	aspect	of	society.	Not	all	relationships	are	social.	A	social	relationship	implies	reciprocal	awareness	among	individuals.	This	reciprocal	awareness	direct	and	indirect	are	the	characteristic	of	every	social	relationship.	This	idea	of	reciprocal	awareness	is	implied	in	F.H.	Giddings	definition	of	society	i.e.	“a
number	of	like-minded	individuals,	who	know	and	enjoy	their	like-mindedness	and	are,	therefore,	able	to	work	together	for	common	ends.”	Thus	elements	of	society	exists	in	the	‘Consciousness	of	Kind’	of	Giddings,	‘we	feeling’	of	cooley	or	‘a	common	propensity	of	W.I.	Thomas.	When	more	than	one	individual	live	together	and	mutual	relationships
develop	among	them	and	different	social	processes	like	mutual	co-operation,	competition	and	conflict	constantly	take	place	in	society.	The	relationship	established	around	these	creates	society.	Here	exists	blood	relationship	between	parents	and	children,	brothers	and	sisters.	Voters	and	leaders	are	bound	in	a	political	relationship.	There	exists
economic	relationships	between	the	customer	and	shopkeeper.	There	exists	social	relationships	among	neighbours.	There	exists	religious	relationships	between	the	priest	and	the	family	members.	The	network	of	these	relationships	is	what	we	call	society.	To	understand	the	meaning	of	the	term	society	more	clearly	and	exactly	we	must	have	to	give	a
look	towards	the	definitions	given	by	Sociologists.	But	Sociologists	are	not	unanimous	in	their	opinion	about	society.	As	a	result	we	come	across	two	types	of	definitions	such	as	structural	and	functional	definitions.	But	these	two	views	are	not	contradictory	but	complementary	to	each	other.	These	two	views	are	discussed	below	:	According	to	the
Structural	View	Society	is	a	structure.	Accordingly	society	refers	to	the	social	heritage	of	folkways,	mores,	ideals,	institutions	and	habits.	Supporters	of	this	view	are	Morris	Ginsberg,	F.H.	Giddings,	G.D.H.	cole,	J.F.Cuber	and	others.	Their	views	are	as	follows	:	(a)	According	to	F.H.Giddings,	“Society	is	the	union	itself,	the	organization,	the	sum	of
formal	relations	in	which	associated	individuals	are	bound	together”.	(b)	According	to	G.D.H.	Cole,	“Society	is	the	complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	within	the	community”.	(c)	According	to	Morris	Ginsburg,	“A	society	is	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	modes	of	behaviours	which	mark	them	off	from	others	who
do	not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from	them	in	behavior.”	(d)	According	to	J.F.	Cuber,	“A	Society	may	be	defined	as	a	group	of	people	who	have	lived	long	enough	to	become	organized	and	to	consider	themselves	and	be	considered	as	a	unit	more	or	less	distinct	from	other	human	units.”	According	to	the	functional	views,	Society	is	a
process	of	social	relationships.	It	consider	society	as	a	complex	of	groups	in	reciprocal	relationship,	interacting	among	themselves	and	carrying	on	an	interdependent	life	and	helping	each	other	in	fulfilling	their	wishes.	Supporters	of	this	view	are	MacIver	and	Page,	Parsons,	Cooley,	Leacock	and	others.	(a)	According	to	MacIver	and	Page,	“Society	is	a
system	of	usages	and	procedures,	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many	groupings	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	of	liberties.”	(b)	According	to	T.	Parson,	“Society	may	be	defined	as	the	total	complex	of	human	relationship	in	so	far	as	they	grow	out	of	action	in	terms	of	means	and	relationship,	intrinsic	or	symbolic.”	(c)	According	to	C.H.
Cooley,	“Society	is	a	complex	of	forms	or	processes	each	of	which	is	living	and	growing	by	interaction	with	the	others,	the	whole	being	so	unified	that	what	takes	place	in	one	part	affects	all	the	rest.”	(d)	According	to	Leacock,	“Society	includes	not	only	the	political	relations	by	which	man	are	bound	together	but	the	whole	range	of	human	relations	and
collective	activities.”	Thus,	from	the	above	analysis	we	conclude	that	from	a	wider	angle	society	is	considered	as	both	a	structural	as	well	as	functional	unit.	It	is	an	organization,	a	system	and	a	pattern.	It	is	a	system	of	rules	and	regulations	which	changes	in	course	of	time.	Society	is	a	larger	group	of	which	individual	is	a	member.	But	society	is	not	a
group	of	people	only	rather	it	is	a	system	of	relationships	which	exists	among	individuals	or	groups.	That	is	why	MacIver	remarked	that	society	is	“a	web	of	social	relationship”	This	relationships	may	be	of	different	types.	But	no	social	relationship	could	be	possible	without	awareness	and	without	social	relationship	there	could	be	no	society.	A
comprehensive	understanding	of	society	requires	a	thorough	analysis	of	its	characteristics.	But	the	term	society	could	be	understood	both	from	a	narrower	and	broader	sense.	In	a	narrower	sense	society	refers	to	a	group	of	people	but	in	a	broader	sense	it	refers	to	the	whole	human	society.	However,	society	has	the	following	characteristics:	(1)
Population:	A	society	must	have	population.	Without	a	group	of	people	no	society	could	be	formed.	Of	course,	society	refers	not	to	a	group	of	people	but	to	system	of	social	relationships.	But	for	the	establishment	of	social	relationships	a	group	of	people	is	necessary.	This	population	is	a	self	perpetuating	individuals	who	reproduces	itself	through	some
sort	of	mating	relationship.	Hence	it	is	the	first	requirement	of	society.	(2)	Likeness:	Likeness	is	the	most	important	characteristic	of	society.	Famous	sociologist	MacIver	opines	that	society	means	likeness.	Without	a	sense	of	likeness,	there	could	be	no	mutual	recognition	of	‘belonging	together’	and	therefore	no	society.	This	sense	of	likeness	was
found	in	early	society	on	kinship	and	in	modern	societies	the	conditions	of	social	likeness	have	broadened	out	into	the	principles	of	nationality.	Society	consists	of	like	bodied	and	likeminded	individuals.	Friendship	intimacy	and	association	of	any	kind	would	be	impossible	without	likeness.	It	also	helps	in	the	understanding	of	one	by	the	other.	That	is
why	F.H.	Giddings	opines	that	society	rests	on	the	‘Consciousness	of	Kind’.	(3)	Differences:	Along	with	likeness,	differences	is	another	important	characteristic	of	society.	Because	society	involves	differences	and	it	depends	on	it	as	much	as	on	likeness.	That	is	why	MacIver	opines	that	“primary	likeness	and	secondary	differences	create	the	greatest	of
all	institutions-the	division	of	labour”.	Because,	differences	is	complementary	to	social	relationship.	If	people	will	be	alike	in	all	respect	society	could	not	be	formed	and	there	would	be	little	reciprocity	and	relationship	became	limited.	Family	as	the	first	society	based	on	biological	differences	and	differences	in	aptitude,	interest	and	capacity.	Though
differences	is	necessary	for	society	but	differences	by	itself	does	not	create	society.	Hence	differences	are	sub-ordinate	to	likeness.	(4)	Inter-dependence:	Interdependence	is	another	important	characteristic	of	society.	This	fact	of	interdependence	is	visible	in	every	aspect	of	present	day	society.	Famous	Greek	Philosopher,	Aristotle	remarked	that
‘Man	is	a	social	animal’.	As	a	social	animal	he	is	dependent	on	others.	The	survival	and	well	being	of	each	member	is	very	much	depended	on	this	interdependence.	No	individual	is	self	sufficient.	He	have	to	depend	on	others	for,	shelter	and	security	and	for	the	fulfillment	of	many	of	his	needs	and	necessities.	With	the	advancement	of	society	this
degree	of	interdependence	increases	manifold.	Family	being	the	first	society,	is	based	on	the	biological	interdependence	of	the	sexes.	Not	only	individuals	are	interdependent	but	also	the	groups,	communities	and	societies.	(5)	Co-operation	and	Conflict:	Both	co-operation	and	conflict	are	two	another	important	characteristics	of	society.	Because
famous	sociologist	MacIver	once	remarked	that	“Society	is	Co	operation	crossed	by	conflict”.	Co-operation	is	essentially	essential	for	the	formation	of	society.	Without	co-operation	there	can	be	no	society.	People	can’t	maintain	a	happy	life	without	co	operation	Family	being	the	first	society	rests	on	co-operation.	Co-operation	avoids	mutual
destructiveness	and	results	in	economy	in	expenditure.	Like	co-operation	conflict	is	also	necessary	for	society.	Conflict	acts	as	a	cementing	factor	for	strengthening	social	relations.	In	a	healthy	and	well	developed	society	both	co-operation	and	conflict	co-exist.	Because,	with	the	help	of	these	two	universal	process	society	is	formed.	Conflict	makes	co
operation	meaningful.	Conflict	may	be	direct	and	indirect.	However	both	are	necessary	for	society.	(6)	Society	is	a	network	or	web	of	social	relationship:	Social	relationships	is	the	foundation	of	society.	That	is	why	famous	sociologist	MacIver	remarked	that	society	is	a	network	of	social	relationship.	Hence	it	is	difficult	to	classify	social	relationships.
But	this	social	relationship	is	based	on	mutual	awareness	or	recognition	to	which	Cooley	call	we-feeling,	Giddings	call	consciousness	of	kind	and	Thomas	as	common	propensity.	Without	these	social	relationships	no	society	could	be	formed.	As	social	relationships	are	abstract	in	nature	so	also	the	society	is	abstract	in	nature.	Different	kinds	of	social
processes	like	co-operation,	conflict	constantly	takes	place	in	society.	And	the	relationships	established	around	these	creates	society.	Hence	a	network	of	social	relationships	which	created	among	individuals	constitutes	society.	(7)	Permanent	Nature:	Permanency	is	another	important	characteristic	of	society.	It	is	not	a	temporary	organization	of
individuals.	Society	continues	to	exist	even	after	the	death	of	individual	members.	Society	is	a	co-herent	organization.	(8)	Society	is	Abstract:	Society	is	an	abstract	concept.	As	MacIver	opines	society	is	a	web	of	social	relationships.	We	can’t	see	this	relationship	but	we	can	feel	it.	Hence,	it	is	an	abstract	concept.	Wright	has	rightly	remarked	that
“society	in	essence	means	a	state	or	condition,	a	relationship	and	is,	therefore,	necessarily	an	abstraction”.	Besides	society	consists	of	customs,	traditions,	folkways,	mores	and	culture	which	are	also	abstract.	Hence,	society	is	abstract	in	nature.	(9)	Society	is	Dynamic:	The	very	nature	of	society	is	dynamic	and	changeable.	No	society	is	static.	Every
society	changes	and	changes	continuously.	Old	customs,	traditions,	folkways,	more	values	and	institutions	got	changed	and	new	customs	and	values	takes	place.	Society	changes	from	it’s	traditional	nature	to	modern	nature.	Hence	it	is	one	of	the	most	important	characteristics	of	society.	(10)	Comprehensive	Culture:	Culture	is	another	important
characteristic	of	society.	Each	and	every	society	has	it’s	own	culture	which	distinguishes	it	from	others.	Culture	is	the	way	of	life	of	the	members	of	a	society	and	includes	their	values,	beliefs,	art,	morals	etc.	Culture	is	comprehensive	because	it	fulfils	the	necessities	of	social	life	and	is	culturally	self-sufficient.	Besides,	each	and	every	society	transmits
its	cultural	pattern	to	the	succeeding	generations.	Society,	as	a	complex	network	of	social	relationships,	holds	a	significant	place	in	sociology.	Its	characteristics,	including	population,	interdependence,	co-operation,	conflict,	and	cultural	distinctiveness,	contribute	to	its	dynamic	nature	and	ongoing	evolution	over	time.	Understanding	the	various
dimensions	and	aspects	of	society	is	essential	for	comprehending	human	behavior	and	interactions	in	the	broader	social	context.	The	structural	and	functional	views	complement	each	other	in	providing	a	comprehensive	understanding	of	society	as	both	an	organization	and	a	system	of	relationships.	Admin	It	has	been	suggested	that	this	article	be
merged	with	Social.	(Discuss)	Proposed	since	May	2025.	Connected	group	of	individuals	For	other	uses,	see	Society	(disambiguation).	Clockwise	from	top	left:	A	family	in	Savannakhet,	Laos;	a	crowd	shopping	in	Maharashtra,	India;	a	military	parade	on	a	Spanish	national	holiday.	A	society	(/səˈsaɪəti/)	is	a	group	of	individuals	involved	in	persistent
social	interaction	or	a	large	social	group	sharing	the	same	spatial	or	social	territory,	typically	subject	to	the	same	political	authority	and	dominant	cultural	expectations.	Societies	are	characterized	by	patterns	of	relationships	(social	relations)	between	individuals	who	share	a	distinctive	culture	and	institutions;	a	given	society	may	be	described	as	the
sum	total	of	such	relationships	among	its	constituent	members.	Human	social	structures	are	complex	and	highly	cooperative,	featuring	the	specialization	of	labor	via	social	roles.	Societies	construct	roles	and	other	patterns	of	behavior	by	deeming	certain	actions	or	concepts	acceptable	or	unacceptable—these	expectations	around	behavior	within	a
given	society	are	known	as	societal	norms.	So	far	as	it	is	collaborative,	a	society	can	enable	its	members	to	benefit	in	ways	that	would	otherwise	be	difficult	on	an	individual	basis.	Societies	vary	based	on	level	of	technology	and	type	of	economic	activity.	Larger	societies	with	larger	food	surpluses	often	exhibit	stratification	or	dominance	patterns.
Societies	can	have	many	different	forms	of	government,	various	ways	of	understanding	kinship,	and	different	gender	roles.	Human	behavior	varies	immensely	between	different	societies;	humans	shape	society,	but	society	in	turn	shapes	human	beings.	The	term	"society"	often	refers	to	a	large	group	of	people	in	an	ordered	community,	in	a	country	or
several	similar	countries,	or	the	'state	of	being	with	other	people',	e.g.	"they	lived	in	medieval	society."[1]	The	term	dates	back	to	at	least	1513	and	comes	from	the	12th-century	French	societe	(modern	French	société)	meaning	'company'.[2]	Societe	was	in	turn	derived	from	the	Latin	word	societas	('fellowship,'	'alliance',	'association'),	which	in	turn
was	derived	from	the	noun	socius	("comrade,	friend,	ally").[2]	Further	information:	Sociality	Ant	social	ethology:	Ants	are	eusocial	insects.	The	social	group	enables	its	members	to	benefit	in	ways	that	would	not	otherwise	be	possible	on	an	individual	basis.	Humans,	along	with	their	closest	relatives	bonobos	and	chimpanzees,	are	highly	social	animals.
This	biological	context	suggests	that	the	underlying	sociability	required	for	the	formation	of	societies	is	hardwired	into	human	nature.[3]	Human	society	features	high	degrees	of	cooperation,	and	differs	in	important	ways	from	groups	of	chimps	and	bonobos,	including	the	parental	role	of	males,[4][5]	the	use	of	language	to	communicate,[3]	the
specialization	of	labor,[6]	and	the	tendency	to	build	"nests"	(multigenerational	camps,	town,	or	cities).[6]	Some	biologists,	including	entomologist	E.O.	Wilson,	categorize	humans	as	eusocial,	placing	humans	with	ants	in	the	highest	level	of	sociability	on	the	spectrum	of	animal	ethology,	although	others	disagree.[6]	Social	group	living	may	have	evolved
in	humans	due	to	group	selection	in	physical	environments	that	made	survival	difficult.[7]	Further	information:	Sociology	In	Western	sociology,	there	are	three	dominant	paradigms	for	understanding	society:	functionalism	(also	known	as	structural	functionalism),	conflict	theory,	and	symbolic	interactionism.[8]	According	to	the	functionalist	school	of
thought,	individuals	in	society	work	together	like	organs	in	the	body	to	create	emergent	behavior,	sometimes	referred	to	as	collective	consciousness.[9]	19th	century	sociologists	Auguste	Comte	and	Émile	Durkheim,	for	example,	believed	that	society	constitutes	a	separate	"level"	of	reality,	distinct	from	both	biological	and	inorganic	matter.
Explanations	of	social	phenomena	had	therefore	to	be	constructed	within	this	level,	individuals	being	merely	transient	occupants	of	comparatively	stable	social	roles.[10]	Conflict	theorists	take	the	opposite	view,	and	posit	that	individuals	and	social	groups	or	social	classes	within	society	interact	on	the	basis	of	conflict	rather	than	agreement.	One
prominent	conflict	theorist	is	Karl	Marx	who	conceived	of	society	as	operating	on	an	economic	"base"	with	a	"superstructure"	of	government,	family,	religion	and	culture.	Marx	argues	that	the	economic	base	determines	the	superstructure,	and	that	throughout	history,	societal	change	has	been	driven	by	conflict	between	laborers	and	those	who	own
the	means	of	production.[11]	Symbolic	interactionism	is	a	microsociological	theory	that	focuses	on	individuals	and	how	the	individual	relates	to	society.[12]	Symbolic	interactionists	study	humans'	use	of	shared	language	to	create	common	symbols	and	meanings,[13]	and	use	this	frame	of	reference	to	understand	how	individuals	interact	to	create
symbolic	worlds,	and	in	turn,	how	these	worlds	shape	individual	behaviors.[14]	In	the	latter	half	of	the	20th	century,	theorists	began	to	view	society	as	socially	constructed.[15]	In	this	vein,	sociologist	Peter	L.	Berger	describes	society	as	"dialectic":	Society	is	created	by	humans,	but	this	creation	turns	in	turn	creates	or	molds	humans.[16]	José	Rizal,	a
theorist	of	colonial	societies	The	sociologic	emphasis	placed	on	functionalism,	conflict	theory,	and	symbolic	interactionism,	has	been	criticized	as	Eurocentric.[17]	The	Malaysian	sociologist	Syed	Farid	al-Attas,	for	example,	argues	that	Western	thinkers	are	particularly	interested	in	the	implications	of	modernity,	and	that	their	analysis	of	non-Western
cultures	is	therefore	limited	in	scope.[17]	As	examples	of	nonwestern	thinkers	who	took	a	systematic	approach	to	understanding	society,	al-Attas	mentions	Ibn	Khaldun	(1332–1406)	and	José	Rizal	(1861–1896).[17]	Khaldun,	an	Arab	living	in	the	14th	century,	understood	society,	along	with	the	rest	of	the	universe,	as	having	"meaningful	configuration",
with	its	perceived	randomness	attributable	to	hidden	causes.	Khaldun	conceptualized	social	structures	as	having	two	fundamental	forms:	nomadic	and	sedentary.	Nomadic	life	has	high	social	cohesion	(asabijja),	which	Khaldun	argued	arose	from	kinship,	shared	customs,	and	a	shared	need	for	defense.	Sedentary	life,	in	Khaldun's	view,	was	marked	by
secularization,	decreased	social	cohesion,	and	increased	interest	in	luxury.[18]	Rizal	was	a	Filipino	nationalist	living	toward	the	end	of	the	Spanish	Colonial	Period	who	theorized	about	colonial	societies.	Rizal	argued	that	indolence,	which	the	Spanish	used	to	justify	their	colonial	occupation,	was	instead	caused	by	the	colonial	occupation.	Rizal
compared	the	pre-colonial	era,	when	the	Filipinos	controlled	trade	routes	and	had	higher	economic	activity,	to	the	period	of	colonial	rule,	and	argued	that	exploitation,	economic	disorder,	and	colonial	policies	that	discouraged	farming	led	to	a	decreased	interest	in	work.[19]	Sociologists	tend	to	classify	societies	based	on	their	level	of	technology,	and
place	societies	in	three	broad	categories:	pre-industrial,	industrial,	and	postindustrial.[20]	Subdivisions	of	these	categories	vary,	and	classifications	are	often	based	on	level	of	technology,	communication,	and	economy.	One	example	of	such	a	classification	comes	from	sociologist	Gerhard	Lenski	who	lists:	(1)	hunting	and	gathering;	(2)	horticultural;	(3)
agricultural;	and	(4)	industrial;	as	well	as	specialized	societies	(e.g.,	fishing	or	herding).[21]	Some	cultures	have	developed	over	time	toward	more	complex	forms	of	organization	and	control.	This	cultural	evolution	has	a	profound	effect	on	patterns	of	community.	Hunter-gatherer	tribes	have,	at	times,	settled	around	seasonal	food	stocks	to	become
agrarian	villages.	Villages	have	grown	to	become	towns	and	cities.	Cities	have	turned	into	city-states	and	nation-states.	However,	these	processes	are	not	unidirectional.[22]	Main	article:	Pre-industrial	society	In	a	pre-industrial	society,	food	production,	which	is	carried	out	through	the	use	of	human	and	animal	labor,	is	the	main	economic	activity.
These	societies	can	be	subdivided	according	to	their	level	of	technology	and	their	method	of	producing	food.	These	subdivisions	are	hunting	and	gathering,	pastoral,	horticultural,	and	agrarian.[21]	Main	article:	Hunter-gatherer	San	people	in	Botswana	start	a	fire	by	hand.	The	main	form	of	food	production	in	hunter-gatherer	societies	is	the	daily
collection	of	wild	plants	and	the	hunting	of	wild	animals.	Hunter-gatherers	move	around	constantly	in	search	of	food.[23]	As	a	result,	they	do	not	build	permanent	villages	or	create	a	wide	variety	of	artifacts.	The	need	for	mobility	also	limits	the	size	of	these	societies,	and	they	usually	only	form	small	groups	such	as	bands	and	tribes,[24]	usually	with
fewer	than	50	people	per	community.[25][24]	Bands	and	tribes	are	relatively	egalitarian,	and	decisions	are	reached	through	consensus.	There	are	no	formal	political	offices	containing	real	power	in	band	societies,	rather	a	chief	is	merely	a	person	of	influence,	and	leadership	is	based	on	personal	qualities.[26]	The	family	forms	the	main	social	unit,	with
most	members	being	related	by	birth	or	marriage.[27]	The	anthropologist	Marshall	Sahlins	described	hunter-gatherers	as	the	"original	affluent	society"	due	to	their	extended	leisure	time:	Sahlins	estimated	that	adults	in	hunter	gatherer	societies	work	three	to	five	hours	per	day.[28][29]	This	perspective	has	been	challenged	by	other	researchers,	who
have	pointed	out	high	mortality	rates	and	perennial	warfare	in	hunter-gatherer	societies.[30][31][32]	Proponents	of	Sahlins'	view	argue	that	the	general	well-being	of	humans	in	hunter	gatherer	societies	challenges	the	purported	relationship	between	technological	advancement	and	human	progress.[33][34]	Main	article:	Pastoral	society	Maasai	men
perform	adumu,	the	traditional	jumping	dance.	Rather	than	searching	for	food	on	a	daily	basis,	members	of	a	pastoral	society	rely	on	domesticated	herd	animals	to	meet	their	food	needs.	Pastoralists	typically	live	a	nomadic	life,	moving	their	herds	from	one	pasture	to	another.[35]	Community	size	in	pastoral	societies	is	similar	to	hunter-gatherers
(about	50	individuals),	but	unlike	hunter	gatherers,	pastoral	societies	usually	consist	of	multiple	communities—the	average	pastoral	society	contains	thousands	of	people.	This	is	because	pastoral	groups	tend	to	live	in	open	areas	where	movement	is	easy,	which	enables	political	integration.[36]	Pastoral	societies	tend	to	create	a	food	surplus,	and	have
specialized	labor[20]	and	high	levels	of	inequality.[36]	Further	information:	Horticulture	and	Subsistence	pattern	Fruits	and	vegetables	grown	in	garden	plots,	that	have	been	cleared	from	the	jungle	or	forest,	provide	the	main	source	of	food	in	a	horticultural	society.	These	societies	have	a	similar	level	of	technology	and	complexity	to	pastoral
societies.[37]	Along	with	pastoral	societies,	horticultural	societies	emerged	about	10,000	years	ago,	after	technological	changes	of	the	Agricultural	Revolution	made	it	possible	to	cultivate	crops	and	raise	animals.[37]	Horticulturists	use	human	labor	and	simple	tools	to	cultivate	the	land	for	one	or	more	seasons.	When	the	land	becomes	barren,
horticulturists	clear	a	new	plot	and	leave	the	old	plot	to	revert	to	its	natural	state.	They	may	return	to	the	original	land	several	years	later	and	begin	the	process	again.	By	rotating	their	garden	plots,	horticulturists	can	stay	in	one	area	for	a	long	period	of	time.	This	allows	them	to	build	permanent	or	semi-permanent	villages.[38]	As	with	pastoral
societies,	surplus	food	leads	to	a	more	complex	division	of	labor.	Specialized	roles	in	horticultural	societies	include	craftspeople,	shamans	(religious	leaders),	and	traders.[38]	This	role	specialization	allows	horticultural	societies	to	create	a	variety	of	artifacts.	Scarce,	defensible	resources	can	lead	to	wealth	inequalities	in	horticultural	political	systems.
[39]	Main	article:	Agrarian	society	Ploughing	with	oxen	in	the	15th	century	Agrarian	societies	use	agricultural	technological	advances	to	cultivate	crops	over	a	large	area.	Lenski	differentiates	between	horticultural	and	agrarian	societies	by	the	use	of	the	plow.[40]	Larger	food	supplies	due	to	improved	technology	mean	agrarian	communities	are
larger	than	horticultural	communities.	A	greater	food	surplus	results	in	towns	that	become	centers	of	trade.	Economic	trade	in	turn	leads	to	increased	specialization,	including	a	ruling	class,	as	well	as	educators,	craftspeople,	merchants,	and	religious	figures,	who	do	not	directly	participate	in	the	production	of	food.[41]	Agrarian	societies	are
especially	noted	for	their	extremes	of	social	classes	and	rigid	social	mobility.[42]	As	land	is	the	major	source	of	wealth,	social	hierarchy	develops	based	on	landownership	and	not	labor.	The	system	of	stratification	is	characterized	by	three	coinciding	contrasts:	governing	class	versus	the	masses,	urban	minority	versus	peasant	majority,	and	literate
minority	versus	illiterate	majority.	This	results	in	two	distinct	subcultures;	the	urban	elite	versus	the	peasant	masses.	Moreover,	this	means	cultural	differences	within	agrarian	societies	are	greater	than	differences	between	them.[43]	The	landowning	strata	typically	combine	government,	religious,	and	military	institutions	to	justify	and	enforce	their
ownership,	and	support	elaborate	patterns	of	consumption,	slavery,	serfdom,	or	peonage	is	commonly	the	lot	of	the	primary	producer.	Rulers	of	agrarian	societies	often	do	not	manage	their	empire	for	the	common	good	or	in	the	name	of	the	public	interest,	but	as	property	they	own.[44]	Caste	systems,	as	historically	found	in	South	Asia,	are	associated
with	agrarian	societies,	where	lifelong	agricultural	routines	depend	upon	a	rigid	sense	of	duty	and	discipline.	The	scholar	Donald	Brown	suggests	that	an	emphasis	in	the	modern	West	on	personal	liberties	and	freedoms	was	in	large	part	a	reaction	to	the	steep	and	rigid	stratification	of	agrarian	societies.[45]	Main	article:	Industrial	society	Industrial
transportation,	including	trains,	can	stabilize	the	economy,	leading	to	population	growth.	Industrial	societies,	which	emerged	in	the	18th	century	in	the	Industrial	Revolution,	rely	heavily	on	machines	powered	by	external	sources	for	the	mass	production	of	goods.[46][47]	Whereas	in	pre-industrial	societies	the	majority	of	labor	takes	place	in	primary
industries	focused	on	extracting	raw	materials	(farming,	fishing,	mining,	etc.),	in	industrial	societies,	labor	is	mostly	focused	on	processing	raw	materials	into	finished	products.[48]	Present-day	societies	vary	in	their	degree	of	industrialization,	with	some	using	mostly	newer	energy	sources	(e.g.	coal,	oil,	and	nuclear	energy),	and	others	continuing	to
rely	on	human	and	animal	power.[49]	Industrialization	is	associated	with	population	booms	and	the	growth	of	cities.	Increased	productivity,	as	well	as	the	stability	caused	by	improved	transportation,	leads	to	decreased	mortality	and	resulting	population	growth.[50]	Centralized	production	of	goods	in	factories	and	a	decreased	need	for	agricultural
labor	leads	to	urbanization.[47][51]	Industrial	societies	are	often	capitalist,	and	have	high	degrees	of	inequality	along	with	high	social	mobility,	as	businesspeople	use	the	market	to	amass	large	amounts	of	wealth.[47]	Working	conditions	in	factories	are	generally	restrictive	and	harsh.[52]	Workers,	who	have	common	interests,	may	organize	into	labor
unions	to	advance	those	interests.[53]	On	the	whole,	industrial	societies	are	marked	by	the	increased	power	of	human	beings.	Technological	advancements	mean	that	industrial	societies	have	increased	potential	for	deadly	warfare.	Governments	use	information	technologies	to	exert	greater	control	over	the	populace.	Industrial	societies	also	have	an
increased	environmental	impact.[54]	Main	article:	Post-industrial	society	See	also:	Information	revolution	Post-industrial	societies	are	societies	dominated	by	information	and	services,	rather	than	the	production	of	goods.[55]	Advanced	industrial	societies	see	a	shift	toward	an	increase	in	service	sectors,	over	manufacturing.	Service	industries	include
education,	health	and	finance.[56]	Main	article:	Information	society	World	Summit	on	the	Information	Society,	Geneva	An	information	society	is	a	society	where	the	usage,	creation,	distribution,	manipulation	and	integration	of	information	is	a	significant	activity.[57]	Proponents	of	the	idea	that	modern-day	global	society	is	an	information	society	posit
that	information	technologies	are	impacting	most	important	forms	of	social	organization,	including	education,	economy,	health,	government,	warfare,	and	levels	of	democracy.[58]	Although	the	concept	of	information	society	has	been	discussed	since	the	1930s,	in	the	present	day,	it	is	almost	always	applied	to	ways	that	information	technologies	impact
society	and	culture.	It	therefore	covers	the	effects	of	computers	and	telecommunications	on	the	home,	the	workplace,	schools,	government,	and	various	communities	and	organizations,	as	well	as	the	emergence	of	new	social	forms	in	cyberspace.[59]	Main	article:	Knowledge	society	The	Seoul	Cyworld	control	room	As	the	access	to	electronic
information	resources	increased	at	the	beginning	of	the	21st	century,	special	attention	was	extended	from	the	information	society	to	the	knowledge	society.	A	knowledge	society	generates,	shares,	and	makes	available	to	all	members	of	the	society	knowledge	that	may	be	used	to	improve	the	human	condition.[60]	A	knowledge	society	differs	from	an
information	society	in	that	it	transforms	information	into	resources	that	allow	society	to	take	effective	action,	rather	than	only	creating	and	disseminating	raw	data.[61]	Social	norms	are	shared	standards	of	acceptable	behavior	by	groups.[62][63]	Social	norms,	which	can	both	be	informal	understandings	that	govern	the	behavior	of	members	of	a
society,	as	well	as	be	codified	into	rules	and	laws,[64]	are	powerful	drivers	of	human	behavior.[65]	Social	roles	are	norms,	duties,	and	patterns	of	behavior	that	relate	to	an	individual's	social	status.[66]	In	functionalist	thought,	individuals	form	the	structure	of	society	by	occupying	social	roles.[10]	According	to	symbolic	interactionism,	individuals	use
symbols	to	navigate	and	communicate	roles.[67]	Erving	Goffman	used	the	metaphor	of	a	theater	to	develop	the	dramaturgical	lens,	which	argues	that	roles	provide	scripts	that	govern	social	interactions.[67]	Main	articles:	Gender,	Gender	role,	and	Kinship	Egyptian	family	riding	on	a	donkey-drawn	cart	in	2019.	Familial	relationships	are	one	of	the
most	important	organizing	principles	in	many	societies.	The	division	of	humans	into	male	and	female	gender	roles	has	been	marked	culturally	by	a	corresponding	division	of	norms,	practices,	dress,	behavior,	rights,	duties,	privileges,	status,	and	power.	Some	argue	that	gender	roles	arise	naturally	from	sex	differences,	which	lead	to	a	division	of	labor
where	women	take	on	reproductive	labor	and	other	domestic	roles.[68]	Gender	roles	have	varied	historically,	and	challenges	to	predominant	gender	norms	have	recurred	in	many	societies.[69][70]	All	human	societies	organize,	recognize	and	classify	types	of	social	relationships	based	on	relations	between	parents,	children	and	other	descendants
(consanguinity),	and	relations	through	marriage	(affinity).	There	is	also	a	third	type	of	familial	relationship	applied	to	godparents	or	adoptive	children	(fictive).	These	culturally	defined	relationships	are	referred	to	as	kinship.	In	many	societies,	it	is	one	of	the	most	important	social	organizing	principles	and	plays	a	role	in	transmitting	status	and
inheritance.[71]	All	societies	have	rules	of	incest	taboo,	according	to	which	marriage	between	certain	kinds	of	kin	relations	are	prohibited;	and	some	societies	also	have	rules	of	preferential	marriage	with	certain	other	kin	relations.[72]	Main	article:	Ethnicity	Human	ethnic	groups	are	a	social	category	that	identify	together	as	a	group	based	on	shared
attributes	that	distinguish	them	from	other	groups.	These	shared	attributes	can	be	a	common	set	of	traditions,	ancestry,	language,	history,	society,	culture,	nation,	religion,	or	social	treatment	within	their	residing	area.[73][74]	There	is	no	generally	accepted	definition	of	what	constitutes	an	ethnic	group,[75]	and	humans	have	evolved	the	ability	to
change	affiliation	with	social	groups	relatively	easily,	including	leaving	groups	with	previously	strong	alliances,	if	doing	so	is	seen	as	providing	personal	advantages.[76]	Ethnicity	is	separate	from	the	concept	of	race,	which	is	based	on	physical	characteristics,	although	both	are	socially	constructed.[77]	Assigning	ethnicity	to	a	certain	population	is
complicated,	as	even	within	common	ethnic	designations	there	can	be	a	diverse	range	of	subgroups,	and	the	makeup	of	these	ethnic	groups	can	change	over	time	at	both	the	collective	and	individual	level.[78]	Ethnic	groupings	can	play	a	powerful	role	in	the	social	identity	and	solidarity	of	ethnopolitical	units.	Ethnic	identity	has	been	closely	tied	to	the
rise	of	the	nation	state	as	the	predominant	form	of	political	organization	in	the	19th	and	20th	centuries.[79][80][81]	Main	articles:	Government	and	Politics	The	United	Nations	headquarters	in	New	York	City,	which	houses	one	of	the	world's	largest	political	organizations	Governments	create	laws	and	policies	that	affect	the	people	that	they	govern.
There	have	been	many	forms	of	government	throughout	human	history,	with	various	ways	of	allocating	power,	and	with	different	levels	and	means	of	control	over	the	population.[82]	In	early	history,	distribution	of	political	power	was	determined	by	the	availability	of	fresh	water,	fertile	soil,	and	temperate	climate	of	different	locations.[83]	As	farming
populations	gathered	in	larger	and	denser	communities,	interactions	between	different	groups	increased,	leading	to	the	further	development	of	governance	within	and	between	communities.[84]	As	of	2022[update],	according	to	The	Economist,	43%	of	national	governments	were	democracies,	35%	autocracies,	and	22%	containing	elements	of	both.
[85]	Many	countries	have	formed	international	political	organizations	and	alliances,	the	largest	being	the	United	Nations	with	193	member	states.[86][87]	Main	articles:	Trade	and	Economics	Long-distance	spice	trade	routes	along	the	Silk	Road	(green)	and	other	routes	(red)	circa	1st	century	AD	Trade,	the	voluntary	exchange	of	goods	and	services,
has	long	been	an	aspect	of	human	societies,	and	it	is	seen	as	a	characteristic	that	differentiates	humans	from	other	animals.[88]	Trade	has	even	been	cited	as	a	practice	that	gave	Homo	sapiens	a	major	advantage	over	other	hominids;	evidence	suggests	early	H.	sapiens	made	use	of	long-distance	trade	routes	to	exchange	goods	and	ideas,	leading	to
cultural	explosions	and	providing	additional	food	sources	when	hunting	was	sparse.	Such	trade	networks	did	not	exist	for	the	now-extinct	Neanderthals.[88][89]	Early	trade	involved	materials	for	creating	tools,	like	obsidian,	exchanged	over	short	distances.[90]	In	contrast,	throughout	antiquity	and	the	medieval	period,	some	of	the	most	influential
long-distance	routes	carried	food	and	luxury	goods,	such	as	the	spice	trade.[91]	Early	human	economies	were	more	likely	to	be	based	around	gift	giving	than	a	bartering	system.[92]	Early	money	consisted	of	commodities;	the	oldest	being	in	the	form	of	cattle	and	the	most	widely	used	being	cowrie	shells.[93][94]	Money	has	since	evolved	into
governmental	issued	coins,	paper	and	electronic	money.[95][96]	Human	study	of	economics	is	a	social	science	that	looks	at	how	societies	distribute	scarce	resources	among	different	people.[97]	There	are	massive	inequalities	in	the	division	of	wealth	among	humans;	as	of	2018	in	China,	Europe,	and	the	United	States,	the	richest	tenth	of	humans	hold
more	than	seven-tenths	of	those	regions'	total	wealth.[98]	See	also:	War	and	Violence	Napoleon's	retreat	after	his	failed	invasion	of	Russia	in	1812	(oil	painting	by	Adolph	Northen,	1851)	The	willingness	of	humans	to	kill	other	members	of	their	species	en	masse	through	organized	conflict	(i.e.	war)	has	long	been	the	subject	of	debate.	One	school	of
thought	is	that	war	evolved	as	a	means	to	eliminate	competitors,	and	that	violence	is	an	innate	human	characteristic.	Humans	commit	violence	against	other	humans	at	a	rate	comparable	to	other	primates	(although	humans	kill	adults	at	a	relatively	high	rate	and	have	a	relatively	low	rate	of	infanticide).[99]	Another	school	of	thought	suggests	that	war
is	a	relatively	recent	phenomenon	and	appeared	due	to	changing	social	conditions.[100]	While	not	settled,	the	current	evidence	suggests	warlike	behavior	only	became	common	about	10,000	years	ago,	and	in	many	regions	even	more	recently.[100]	Phylogenetic	analysis	predicts	2%	of	human	deaths	to	be	caused	by	homicide,	which	approximately
matches	the	rate	of	homicide	in	band	societies.[101]	However,	rates	of	violence	vary	widely	according	to	societal	norms,[101][102]	and	rates	of	homicide	in	societies	that	have	legal	systems	and	strong	cultural	attitudes	against	violence	stand	at	about	0.01%.[102]	Society	portal	Civil	society	Consumerism	Group	cohesiveness	High	society	Learned
society	Mass	society	Open	society	Outline	of	community	Outline	of	culture	Outline	of	religion	Outline	of	society	Professional	association	Reciprocal	altruism	Secret	society	Social	action	Social	capital	Social	contract	Social	order	Social	system	Societal	collapse	Societal	effects	of	cars	Sociobiology	Structure	and	agency	^	"Meaning	of	society	in	English".
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your	intended	use.	For	example,	other	rights	such	as	publicity,	privacy,	or	moral	rights	may	limit	how	you	use	the	material.	Introduction	Meaning	of	Society	Definitions	of	Society	Characteristics	of	Society	Relationship	Between	Individual	and	Society	Types	of	Societies	George	Simmel,	a	renowned	sociologist,	posits	that	the	essence	of	society	lies	in	its
elements	of	sociability	and	camaraderie.	Similar	to	Aristotle’s	ancient	observation	that	humans	are	inherently	social	beings,	it’s	evident	that	human	existence	consistently	intertwines	with	communal	living.	Society	thus	becomes	a	fundamental	requirement	for	the	perpetuation	of	human	life.	Auguste	Comte	conceptualized	society	as	a	cohesive	social
organism	with	harmonious	structures	and	functions.	Emile	Durkheim	regarded	society	as	an	autonomous	entity.	Talcott	Parsons	defined	society	as	a	complex	network	of	human	relations,	emerging	from	actions	driven	by	intrinsic	or	symbolic	means-end	relationships.	G.	H.	Mead	depicted	society	as	an	exchange	of	symbolic	gestures.	Morris	Ginsberg
described	society	as	a	conglomerate	of	individuals	unified	by	specific	relationships	and	behaviours,	distinguishing	them	from	those	outside	these	relationships	or	exhibiting	different	behaviours.	Cole	perceived	society	as	a	complex	of	structured	associations,	institutions,	and	communities.	McIver	and	Page	characterized	it	as	a	system	encompassing
authority,	mutual	assistance	among	various	groups,	customs	and	procedures	for	regulating	human	conduct	and	liberty.	In	essence,	society	denotes	a	cluster	of	individuals	connected	by	enduring	relationships	such	as	social	status,	roles,	and	networks.	Broadly,	it	encompasses	the	populace	of	a	locality,	nation,	or	even	the	global	community.	The	concept
of	societal	autonomy,	independence	and	self-reliance	is	relative,	often	leading	to	arbitrary	distinctions	between	different	societies.	Meaning	of	Society	The	term	“society”	originates	from	the	Latin	word	“societas,”	stemming	from	“socius,”	which	denotes	comradery,	friendship,	or	alliance.	It	is	employed	to	depict	the	connection	or	engagement	between
amicable	or	at	least	civil	entities.	Additionally,	it	encompasses	the	entirety	of	humanity,	although	those	who	are	hostile	or	uncivilized	may	be	deemed	antisocial.	Society	emerges	as	a	complex	network	of	social	relations	resulting	from	interactions,	which	in	turn	are	products	of	social	actions.	Therefore,	society	can	be	viewed	as	the	culmination	of	the
social	action	process.	Social	action	is	initiated	based	on	four	fundamental	elements:	the	actor,	goal/aim,	means,	and	situation,	laying	the	groundwork	for	social	interaction,	ultimately	contributing	to	societal	formation.	A	society	constitutes	a	collective	of	individuals	engaged	in	social	interaction,	occupying	a	shared	geographical	or	social	space,	typically
under	the	governance	of	the	same	political	authority	and	bound	by	prevailing	cultural	norms.	These	social	groupings	exhibit	patterns	of	relationships	among	individuals	who	share	specific	cultural	or	institutional	aspects,	forming	the	fabric	of	societal	bonds.	Moreover,	societies	may	comprise	subcultures,	wherein	like-minded	individuals	adhere	to
distinct	norms	and	values	within	the	overarching	societal	framework.	Characteristics	of	Society	The	concept	of	society	encompasses	both	narrow	and	broad	perspectives.	In	a	limited	context,	it	denotes	a	collective	of	individuals,	while	in	a	more	expansive	view,	it	embodies	the	entirety	of	human	civilization.	A	society	fundamentally	requires	a
population;	without	individuals,	no	societal	structure	can	emerge.	However,	society	transcends	mere	aggregation	of	people;	it	signifies	a	complex	network	of	social	connections.	Establishing	these	connections	necessitates	collective	social	engagement	and	interaction.	A	deeper	comprehension	of	society	can	be	achieved	by	examining	its	defining
characteristics:	1.	Likeness:	The	cornerstone	of	society	lies	in	its	shared	likeness	among	individuals.	Maclver	emphasized	this	point	by	stating	that	society	hinges	on	this	similarity,	as	without	it,	there	would	be	no	mutual	recognition	of	belonging	together,	consequently	rendering	the	concept	of	society	moot.	This	sense	of	likeness	is	inherent	in
fundamental	social	institutions	such	as	kinship,	family,	and	marriage,	forming	the	foundation	of	their	existence.	Likewise,	friendship,	intimacy,	and	various	forms	of	association	rely	on	this	likeness,	often	referred	to	as	the	‘consciousness	of	kind’,	without	which	they	would	be	unattainable.	2.	Differences:	Diversity,	alongside	similarity,	stands	out	as	a
pivotal	aspect	of	society.	Society	thrives	on	diversity	just	as	much	as	it	does	on	commonality.	Differences	serve	as	a	vital	complement	to	social	dynamics,	shaping	the	fabric	of	society.	Indeed,	it’s	the	amalgamation	of	various	distinctions	that	gives	rise	to	society;	solely	relying	on	similarities	would	be	insufficient.	Take	the	family,	for	instance,	which
serves	as	the	fundamental	unit	of	society:	it	emerges	from	biological	disparities	and	variations	in	inclinations,	interests,	and	abilities.	3.	Inter-dependence:	Interdependence	stands	out	as	a	crucial	feature	of	society,	evident	across	all	facets	of	contemporary	life.	Aristotle	famously	observed	that	humans	are	inherently	social	beings,	necessitating
reliance	on	others	for	survival	and	welfare.	No	individual	exists	in	complete	self-sufficiency;	rather,	each	relies	on	others	to	fulfil	basic	needs	such	as	food,	shelter,	and	clothing.	This	interdependence	extends	not	only	among	individuals	but	also	encompasses	groups,	communities,	and	entire	societies.	4.	Co-operation	and	Conflict:	In	every	society,	there
is	a	dynamic	interplay	between	cooperation	and	conflict.	Cooperation	is	indispensable	for	societal	cohesion,	as	it	forms	the	bedrock	upon	which	communities	are	built;	without	it,	societal	structures	would	falter.	Cooperation	fosters	harmony	and	prevents	the	erosion	of	social	bonds	through	mutual	understanding	and	support.	Conversely,	conflict,	while
often	viewed	negatively,	plays	a	vital	role	in	societal	dynamics.	It	serves	as	a	catalyst	for	growth	and	resilience,	strengthening	social	connections	by	addressing	underlying	tensions	and	fostering	necessary	change.	In	a	mature	and	thriving	society,	both	cooperation	and	conflict	are	intrinsic	components,	working	in	tandem	to	shape	its	fabric.	Conflict
imbues	cooperation	with	significance,	whether	through	direct	confrontations	or	subtle	negotiations,	ultimately	contributing	to	the	evolution	and	refinement	of	societal	norms	and	relationships.	5.	Web	of	Social	Relationship:	Social	relationships	serve	as	the	cornerstone	of	society,	without	which	the	very	fabric	of	society	would	cease	to	exist.	Maclver
observed	that	society	functions	as	an	intricate	web	of	social	connections,	rooted	in	mutual	awareness	and	acknowledgment.	Much	like	social	relations	themselves,	society	possesses	an	abstract	essence.	Various	social	processes,	such	as	cooperation	and	conflict,	continuously	emerge	from	social	interactions	within	society,	ultimately	shaping	its
structure	and	dynamics.	6.	Permanent	Nature:	Permanence	stands	as	a	pivotal	trait	of	society.	It	transcends	mere	transience,	persisting	beyond	the	lifespans	of	its	individual	constituents.	Society	endures	as	a	cohesive	entity,	even	amidst	the	passing	of	its	members.	7.	Society	is	Abstract:	Society,	as	described	by	Maclver,	is	akin	to	a	complex	network
of	social	bonds	and	interactions,	intangible	yet	deeply	felt.	It	comprises	a	multitude	of	abstract	elements	such	as	customs,	traditions,	folkways,	mores,	and	culture.	These	facets,	while	invisible	to	the	eye,	form	the	very	fabric	of	society,	shaping	its	dynamics	and	essence.	8.	Society	is	Dynamic:	Society’s	essence	is	ever-evolving	and	adaptable,	devoid	of
any	fixed	state.	Continuously,	societies	undergo	a	transformation,	shedding	old	customs,	traditions,	and	values	while	embracing	new	ones.	This	perpetual	shift	from	tradition	to	modernity	defines	the	inherent	dynamism	of	society,	marking	it	as	a	vital	characteristic.	9.	Comprehensive	Culture:	Culture	stands	as	a	pivotal	trait	within	any	society.	Unique
to	each	community,	culture	sets	them	apart	from	one	another.	It	encompasses	the	lifestyle,	values,	beliefs,	art,	morals,	and	more	of	its	members.	Being	all-encompassing,	culture	fulfills	societal	needs	and	remains	distinct	across	various	societies.	Moreover,	societies	perpetuate	their	cultural	fabric	to	succeeding	generations.	10.	More	than	just
Collection	of	Individuals:	People	come	together	to	create	a	society,	but	a	society	is	not	merely	a	gathering	of	individuals.	It	encompasses	something	greater,	extending	beyond	the	individual.	Durkheim’s	insight	holds	true:	society	transcends	the	mere	aggregation	of	its	members;	it	embodies	a	collective	entity	greater	than	the	sum	of	its	individual
parts.	Conclusion:	Based	on	the	preceding	explanation,	it	is	evident	that	humans	rely	on	society	for	survival,	just	as	societies	rely	on	their	members	for	existence.	Despite	this	interdependence,	conflicts	between	individuals	and	society	can	arise.	It’s	conceivable	that	social	structures	operate	more	smoothly	when	adhering	to	societal	norms	and
regulations.	Society	plays	a	pivotal	role	in	molding	human	personality,	effectively	shaping	individuals	into	products	of	their	social	environment.	Relationship	between	Individual	and	Society	The	interconnection	between	the	individual	and	society	runs	deep	within	the	fabric	of	human	existence.	Society	encompasses	norms,	customs,	and	behavioural
patterns,	shaping	how	individuals	interact	and	function	within	their	communal	settings.	This	symbiotic	relationship	is	intrinsic,	as	neither	can	thrive	in	isolation	from	the	other.	Despite	advancements	in	knowledge,	the	age-old	question	persists:	which	came	first,	society	or	the	individual?	This	quandary	underscores	the	inseparable	nature	of	human	life
and	societal	structures.	Biologically	and	psychologically,	humans	are	predisposed	to	communal	living,	underscoring	the	vital	role	of	society	in	human	survival	and	evolution.	However,	delving	into	the	relationship	between	the	individual	and	society	reveals	a	realm	more	philosophical	than	sociological.	It	delves	into	the	complexities	of	social	values,
cultural	influences,	and	the	adherence	to	societal	norms,	all	of	which	shape	individuals’	identities	and	roles	within	the	larger	social	framework.	In	essence,	the	bond	between	the	individual	and	society	is	one	of	mutual	dependence,	each	nurturing	and	evolving	in	tandem	with	the	other.	As	social	creatures,	humans	innately	seek	connection	and
community.	From	infancy,	individuals	rely	on	familial	and	societal	support	for	survival,	as	well	as	for	the	cultivation	of	their	inherent	abilities	and	personal	growth.	Society,	in	turn,	endeavours	to	foster	the	well-being	and	fulfilment	of	its	members,	striving	to	create	an	environment	conducive	to	individual	flourishing.	In	summation,	the	relationship
between	the	individual	and	society	is	multifaceted,	characterized	by	mutual	reliance	and	shared	evolution.	It	is	a	dynamic	interplay	wherein	individuals	contribute	to	the	collective	while	society,	in	turn,	nurtures	and	empowers	its	constituents:	1.	Man	is	Social	Animal:	Aristotle	famously	stated	that	humans	are	inherently	social	beings.	According	to
him,	living	apart	from	society	categorizes	one	as	either	akin	to	a	beast	or	elevated	to	a	divine	status.	This	underscores	the	vital	necessity	of	societal	bonds	for	human	existence,	sustenance,	and	well-being.	In	essence,	humans	are	biologically	and	psychologically	wired	to	thrive	within	social	frameworks.	Elements	such	as	personality,	language,	and
culture	find	their	fullest	development	within	the	fabric	of	society.	From	birth	to	death,	every	individual’s	journey	is	intertwined	with	the	collective	entity	of	society,	forming	a	deeply	interconnected	and	interdependent	relationship.	2.	The	Nature	of	Man	is	Social:	The	inherent	sociability	of	humans	is	evident	as	it	is	ingrained	in	their	nature.	Man,	being
a	social	creature,	cannot	exist	in	isolation;	rather,	interaction	with	others	is	essential	for	the	development	of	various	human	qualities.	This	fundamental	aspect	of	human	nature	is	exemplified	by	notable	cases	examined	by	the	sociologist	MacIver.	One	such	case	is	that	of	Kasper	Hauser,	who	spent	his	formative	years	in	the	woodlands	of	Nuremberg.
Despite	efforts	to	integrate	him	into	society	later	in	life,	he	remained	severely	developmentally	delayed,	highlighting	the	crucial	role	of	social	interaction	in	individual	growth.	Similarly,	two	Hindu	children	discovered	in	a	wolf	den	displayed	behaviours	akin	to	their	animal	companions,	underscoring	the	necessity	of	socialization	for	acquiring	human
traits	and	customs.	Through	patient	guidance	and	instruction,	the	surviving	child	eventually	learned	to	adapt	to	social	norms.	Another	compelling	example	is	Anna,	an	American	child	confined	to	a	room	for	several	years.	Upon	discovery,	she	lacked	basic	abilities	such	as	walking	and	speech,	demonstrating	the	profound	impact	of	social	isolation	on
human	development.	These	instances	collectively	illustrate	that	human	nature	blossoms	within	the	context	of	society.	It	is	through	shared	experiences	and	communal	living	that	individuals	acquire	essential	skills	and	attributes.	Thus,	the	inclination	towards	social	interaction	is	not	externally	imposed	but	rather	intrinsic	to	human	existence.	3.
Necessity	Compels	Individual	to	be	with	Society:	Human	beings	are	inherently	social	creatures,	driven	not	only	by	instinct	but	also	by	necessity.	The	satisfaction	of	fundamental	needs	and	requirements	inherently	fosters	a	social	inclination	within	individuals.	These	needs	encompass	a	spectrum	of	social,	psychological,	and	physical	aspects,	all	crucial
for	survival.	To	fulfill	these	needs,	individuals	are	compelled	to	exist	within	a	societal	framework,	relying	on	the	cooperation	and	support	of	others.	Psychological	well-being,	social	validation,	love,	and	self-actualization	are	facets	of	human	existence	that	can	only	be	realized	within	the	context	of	society.	Man’s	very	survival	hinges	upon	the	presence	of
a	social	structure;	without	it,	he	would	struggle	to	endure	even	a	single	day.	Basic	necessities	such	as	sustenance,	clothing,	shelter,	health,	and	education	are	all	obtained	within	the	societal	construct,	integral	for	both	survival	and	personal	development.	Moreover,	societal	norms	dictate	the	acceptable	expression	of	human	needs,	including	sexuality.
Throughout	life’s	various	stages,	from	infancy	to	old	age,	individuals	rely	on	societal	support	systems.	Whether	it’s	the	security	provided	in	old	age	or	the	assistance	needed	during	infancy,	societal	bonds	are	indispensable.	The	provision	of	nutrition,	shelter,	warmth,	and	emotional	connection	further	underscores	the	necessity	of	communal	living	for
human	beings.	4.	Society	Requires	for	Mental	and	Intellectual	Development:	Society	serves	not	only	to	satisfy	our	physical	requirements	but	also	significantly	influences	our	mental	and	intellectual	growth.	Human	development,	both	cognitively	and	emotionally,	thrives	within	the	context	of	society.	Through	socialization,	society	shapes	our	values,
beliefs,	morals,	and	ideals,	ultimately	contributing	to	the	formation	of	our	individual	personalities.	Every	stage	of	life,	from	infancy	to	old	age,	exposes	us	to	various	social	experiences	that	enrich	our	social	skills	and	understanding.	In	essence,	one	can	assert	that	our	innate	nature	and	societal	interactions	mutually	shape	us	as	social	beings.	The	bond
between	individuals	and	society	mirrors	the	interconnectedness	of	cells	within	a	body.	5.	Favourable	Atmosphere	for	Development:	The	societal	environment	fosters	the	growth	of	human	character,	offering	ample	chances	for	personal	advancement.	Within	society,	individuals	learn	to	adapt	and	thrive,	finding	security	amidst	life’s	uncertainties	and
solace	during	challenging	times.	Additionally,	society	serves	as	a	repository	of	collective	knowledge	and	wisdom,	enriching	each	person’s	life	through	the	accumulated	insights	of	countless	generations.	6.	Society	as	a	treasury	of	Knowledge	for	Individual:	Society	serves	as	a	reservoir	of	wisdom	and	collective	experience	transmitted	across	generations.
Through	active	participation	in	societal	interactions,	individuals	both	share	and	gain	from	this	accumulated	wisdom	and	experience.	They	also	contribute	their	own	unique	insights	to	diverse	aspects	of	social	existence.	By	leveraging	the	advantages	and	resources	provided	by	society,	individuals	foster	the	development	of	their	personalities.	7.	Isolation
is	Punishment:	Isolation	inhibits	human	development.	When	individuals	are	kept	apart	from	others	in	society,	their	growth	is	hindered.	Criminals	may	face	isolation	as	a	form	of	punishment	from	the	community.	This	underscores	the	deep	interconnection	between	individuals	and	society	from	birth.	Human	nature	compels	social	interaction,	and	the
necessities	of	life	dictate	living	within	a	community.					8.	Society	Required	for	Survival	and	Self-defence:	From	the	moment	of	birth	until	their	final	breath,	individuals	rely	on	society	at	every	turn,	unable	to	envisage	survival	without	it.	It’s	an	innate	drive	to	seek	survival	amidst	life’s	challenges.	Society	alone	provides	the	framework	for	defense	and
security.	Human	existence	is	intertwined	with	communal	living,	seeking	aid	and	solidarity	from	others.	Various	social	norms	safeguard	life,	property,	and	freedom.	Without	society,	chaos	would	reign,	rendering	life	unbearable.	9.	Society	and	Individual	are	Complimentary	and	Supplementary:	A	society	comprises	all	its	members,	with	individuals
serving	as	integral	components.	It’s	evident	that	each	person	is	not	only	influenced	by	society	but	also	contributes	to	its	formation.	The	dynamic	between	society	and	the	individual	is	symbiotic,	each	relying	on	and	complementing	the	other.	Individuals	make	up	the	fabric	of	society,	and	in	turn,	society	shapes	individuals,	fostering	their	development
into	social	beings.	Conclusion:	From	this	perspective,	it	becomes	apparent	that	humans	are	born	into	society,	shaped	by	its	norms	and	values,	and	eventually,	they	pass	away	within	its	framework.	Humanity	exists	in	varied	states	of	civilization,	often	congregating	in	communities	and	societies.	There’s	an	innate	inclination	among	people	to	seek
companionship	and	engage	in	communal	living.	This	urge	is	not	only	instinctual	but	also	essential	for	a	fulfilling	life.	Thus,	it’s	ingrained	in	human	nature	to	live	within	social	structures,	driven	both	by	inherent	tendencies	and	practical	necessity.	Society:	Sociologist	Views,	Characteristics	and	Definitions!	Wallerstein,	in	his	World	Systems	Analysis
(1974)	writes:	“No	concept	is	more	pervasive	in	modem	social	science	than	society,	and	no	concept	is	used	more	automatically	and	unreflectively	than	society,	despite	the	countless	pages	devoted	to	its	definition.”	In	popular	speech	the	word	‘society’	has	several	meanings.	Scores	of	definitions	of	the	word	‘society’	exist	and	the	word	has	a	range	of
meanings	extending	far	beyond	sociology,	including	history,	economics	and	political	science.	In	everyday	life	this	term	is	used	for	various	kinds	of	social	units	or	social	aggregates	as	if	it	exists	‘out	there’	and	beyond	the	individual	subject	such	as	Indian	Society,	French	Society,	American	Society,	Capitalist	Society,	etc.	At	many	times,	we	associate	this
term	for	secondary	associations—Indian	Sociological	Society,	The	Theosophical	Society,	Society	for	the	Prevention	of	Cruelty	to	Animals	or	to	Children.	Likewise,	in	everyday	speech,	there	is	probably	little	distinction	being	made	between	society	and	nation,	whereas	in	sociology	such	distinction	would	be	significant.	Not	only	this,	the	word	‘society”	is
interchangeably	used	for	the	community	also.	Such	a	usage	has	its	problems.	Because	of	these	problems	Wallerstein	argued	that	the	concept	of	‘society’	should	be	dropped	from	social	analysis.	Some	symbolic	interactionist	says	that	there	is	no	such	thing	as	society.	It	is	a	useful	covering	term	for	things	we	do	not	know	about	or	understand	properly.
Others,	such	as	Emile	Durkheim,	treat	society	as	a	reality	in	its	own	right.	How	sociologists	view	society?	As	against	its	commonsense	usage,	sociologists	use	this	term	in	a	specific	sense	and	in	a	precise	way.	In	social	sciences	since	nineteenth	century	there	is	a	long	debate	about	the	use	of	the	concept	‘society’.	It	was	taken	to	mean	as	tissues	of
manners	and	customs	that	hold	a	group	of	people	together.	In	some	sense,	‘society	represented	something	more	enduring	and	deeper	than	the	‘state’,	less	manipu​lative	and	certainly	more	elusive.	Sociologists	have	defined	society	with	two	angles:	1.	In	abstract	terms,	as	a	network	of	relationships	between	people	or	between	groups.	2.	In	concrete
terms,	as	a	collection	of	people	or	an	organisation	of	persons.	An	earlier	social	scientist,	L.T.	Hobhouse	(1908)	defined	society	as	“tissues	of	relationships”.	R.M.	Maclver	(1937)	also	defined	it	in	more	or	less	the	same	terms	as	“web	of	social	relations	which	is	always	changing”.	Refining	this	definition,	MacIver,	along	with	his	co-writer	Charles	Page,
later	on	defined	it	in	his	new	book	Society:	An	Introductory	Analysis	(1949)	thus:	“It	(society)	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures,	of	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many	groupings	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behaviour	and	of	liberties.	This	ever	changing,	complex	system	we	call	society.”	For	Maclver	and	Page,	society	is	an	abstract	entity	as
they	write,	“We	may	see	the	people	but	cannot	see	society	or	social	structure	but	only	its	external	aspects	…	society	is	distinct	from	physical	reality”.	Talcott	Parsons	(Encyclopedia	of	the	Social	Sciences,	1934)	wrote:	“Society—may	be	regarded	as	the	most	general	term	referring	to	the	whole	complex	of	relations	of	man	to	his	fellows.”
Characteristics:	1.	Society	is	abstract:	If	society	is	viewed	as	web	of	social	relation​ships,	it	is	distinct	from	physical	entity	which	we	can	see	and	perceive	through	senses.	As	written	earlier,	Maclver	argued,	“we	may	see	the	people	but	cannot	see	society	or	social	structure,	but	only	its	only	external	aspects”.	Social	relationships	are	invisible	and
abstract.	We	can	just	realize	them	but	cannot	see	or	touch	them.	Therefore,	society	is	abstract.	Reuter	wrote:	“Just	as	life	is	not	a	thing	but	a	process	of	living,	so	society	is	not	a	thing	but	a	process	of	associating”.	2.	Likeness	and	difference	in	society:	Society	involves	both	likeness	and	difference.	If	people	are	all	exactly	alike,	merely	alike,	their
relationships	would	be	limited.	There	would	be	little	give-and-	take	and	little	reciprocity.	If	all	men	thought	alike,	felt	alike,	and	acted	alike,	if	they	had	the	same	standards	and	same	interests,	if	they	all	accepted	the	same	customs	and	echoed	the	same	opinions	without	questioning	and	without	variation,	civilisation	could	never	have	advanced	and
culture	would	have	remained	rudimentary.	Thus,	society	needs	difference	also	for	its	existence	and	continuance.	We	can	illustrate	this	point	through	the	most	familiar	example	of	family.	The	family	rests	upon	the	biological	differences	between	the	sexes.	There	are	natural	differences	of	aptitude,	of	capacity,	of	interest.	For	they	all	involve	relation​ships
in	which	differences	complement	one	another,	in	which	exchange	take	place.	Likeness	and	difference	are	logical	opposites	but	for	under​standing	likeness,	comprehension	of	its	relation	to	the	other	is	necessary.	Society	exists	among	those	who	have	some	degree	of	likeness	in	mind	and	in	body.	F.H.	Giddings	called	this	quality	of	society	as
“consciousness	of	kind”	(a	sense	of	likeness).	Though	likeness	and	difference	both	are	necessary	for	the	society	to	exist,	but	difference	is	always	subordinated	to	likeness	in	society.	Likeness	has	a	predominant	share	in	the	constitution	of	society.	3.	Cooperation	and	conflict	in	society:	Cooperation	and	conflict	are	universal	elements	in	human	life.
Society	is	based	on	cooper​ation	but	because	of	internal	differences,	there	is	conflict	also	among	its	members.	This	is	why,	Maclver	and	Page	observed	that	“society	is	cooperation	crossed	by	conflict”.	We	know	from	our	own	experience	that	a	person	would	be	handicapped,	showed	down,	and	feels	frustrated	if	he	is	expected	to	do	every​thing	alone,
without	the	aid	of	others.	“Cooperation	is	most	elementary	process	of	social	life	without	which	society	is	impos​sible”	(Gisbert,	1957).	Though	cooperation	is	essential	for	the	constitution	of	society	but	modem	conflict	theorists	(such	as	Marx)	have	highlighted	the	role	of	conflict	in	society.	If	there	is	no	conflict,	even	in	small	measure,	society	may
become	stagnant	and	people	may	become	inert	and	inactive.	However,	the	expression	of	disagreement	in	the	form	of	conflict	must	always	be	held	within	tolerable	bounds.	4.	Society	is	a	process	and	not	a	product:	“Society	exists	only	as	a	time	sequence.	It	is	becoming,	not	a	being;	a	process	and	not	a	product”	(Maclver	and	Page,	1956).	In	other
words,	as	soon	as	the	process	ceases,	the	product	disappears.	The	product	of	a	machine	endures	after	the	machine	has	been	scrapped.	To	some	extent	the	same	is	true	not	only	of	material	relics	of	man’s	past	culture	but	even	of	his	immaterial	cultural	achievements.	5.	Society	as	a	system	of	stratification:	Society	provides	a	system	of	stratification	of
statuses	and	classes	that	each	individual	has	a	relatively	stable	and	recognisable	position	in	the	social	structure.	Society	in	concrete	terms:	“a	society”:	When	society	is	viewed	from	the	point	of	view	of	persons	who	constitute	it,	it	takes	the	shape	of	‘a	society’	instead	of	‘society”	in	general	terms.	A	society	is	the	largest	number	of	human	beings	who
interact	to	satisfy	their	social	needs	and	who	share	a	common	culture.	“A	society	may	be	defined	as	a	network	of	interconnected	major	groups	viewed	as	a	unit	and	sharing	a	common	culture”	(J.H.	Ficther,	Sociology,	1957).	A	similar	definition	of	society	is	offered	by	Ian	Robertson	(Sociology,	1977):	“A	society	is	a	group	of	interacting	individuals
sharing	the	same	territory	and	participating	in	a	culture.”	This	definition	of	‘a	society	is	quite	rearer	to	the	definition	of	‘community	explained	in	the	following	pages.	Thus,	a	society	is	different	from	society	in	general;	‘a	society	is	any	organisation	that	enables	people	to	carry	on	a	common	life.	It	is	concrete,	having	physical	reality	and	is	an	aggregate
of	persons	while	society	is	abstract	and	is	something	more	than	an	aggregate	of	individuals	and	the	sum	of	individuals.	It	refers	to	the	whole	constellation	of	associa​tions	that	characterise	a	people.	When	we	talk	about	Indian	society,	French	society,	or	American	society,	we	generally	have	the	idea	of	‘a	society’	in	our	mind.	Defining	society	Mike
O’Donnell	(1997)	writes:	“A	society	consists	of	individuals	belonging	to	groups	which	may	vary	in	size.”	Anthony	Giddens	(2000)	states;	“A	society	is	a	group	of	people	who	live	in	a	particular	territory,	are	subject	to	a	common	system	of	political	authority,	and	are	aware	of	having	a	distinct	identity	from	other	groups	around	them.”	This	definition	is	a
mixture	of	character​istics	of	a	community	and	a	nation-state.	From	this	view,	some	societies,	like	those	of	hunters	and	gatherers	are	very	small;	others	are	very	Iarge	involving	millions	of	people	such	as	modern	Indian	society.	As	defined	by	Robert	Morrison	MacIver,	“Society	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures,	of	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many
grouping	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	of	liberties.	This	ever-changing	complex	system,	which	we	call	society,	is	a	web	of	social	relationships”.As	described	by	Charles	Horton	Cooley,	“Society	is	a	complex	of	form	or	processes,	each	of	which	is	living	and	growing	by	interaction	with	the	others,	the	whole	being	so	unified	that	what
takes	place	in	one	part	affects	all	the	rest.”British	sociologist	Morris	Ginsberg	stated,	“Society	is	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	modes	of	behavior	which	mark	them	off	from	others	who	do	not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from	them	in	behavior.”According	to	American	sociologist	Talcott	Parsons,	“Society	may	be
defined	as	the	total	complex	of	human	relationships	in	so	far	as	they	grow	out	the	action	in	terms	of	means-ends	relationship,	intrinsic	or	symbolic.”American	sociologist	John	F.	Cuber	stated,	“Society	is	as	a	group	of	people	who	have	lived	together	long	enough	to	become	organized	to	consider	themselves	and	be	considered	as	a	unit	more	or	less
distinct	from	other	human	units.”As	stated	by	G.D.H.	Cole,	“Society	is	the	complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	within	the	community.”As	described	by	Leacock,	”	Society	includes	not	only	the	political	relations	by	which	men	are	bound	together	but	the	whole	range	of	human	relations	and	collective	activities.”In	Harkins‘s	opinion,
“Society	is	a	permanent	of	a	continuing	group	of	men,	women,	and	children,	able	to	carry	the	process	of	racial	perpetuation	and	maintenance	on	their	own	cultural	levels	independently.”Sociological	ExplanationA	society	is	any	self-sustaining	human	assemblage	that	occupies	a	roughly	defined	region	and	has	its	institutions	and	culture.	The	entire
network	of	human	connections	builds	up	society.	There	are	different	levels	to	the	idea	of	a	society.	Nation-state	usually	refers	to	a	particular	country’s	separate	society	inside	the	borders	of	that	nation-state;	hence	the	phrase	is	often	used	in	combination	with	society.The	advent	of	European	modernity	in	the	eighteenth	century,	with	its	unique	public
realm	comprised	of	civil	society	and	the	state,	is	often	credited	with	the	introduction	and	application	of	this	term.Sociologists	often	think	of	it	as	an	interconnected	web	of	various	social	connections.	A	connection	is	said	to	be	social	when	its	dynamics	are	governed	by	the	presence	of	mutual	awareness,	more	specifically,	when	the	actions	of	one	person
affect	the	actions	of	another.It	is	the	collection	of	people	who	inhabit	the	same	geographic	region,	have	a	shared	culture,	and	consider	themselves	an	integrated	and	separate	entity.ExamplesFrench	society,	Industrial	society,	Indian	society,	Capitalist	society,	and	Tribal	society	are	some	examples	of	the	society.	As	defined	by	Robert	Morrison	MacIver,
“Society	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures,	of	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many	grouping	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	of	liberties.	This	ever-changing	complex	system,	which	we	call	society,	is	a	web	of	social	relationships”.As	described	by	Charles	Horton	Cooley,	“Society	is	a	complex	of	form	or	processes,	each	of	which	is
living	and	growing	by	interaction	with	the	others,	the	whole	being	so	unified	that	what	takes	place	in	one	part	affects	all	the	rest.”British	sociologist	Morris	Ginsberg	stated,	“Society	is	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	modes	of	behavior	which	mark	them	off	from	others	who	do	not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from
them	in	behavior.”According	to	American	sociologist	Talcott	Parsons,	“Society	may	be	defined	as	the	total	complex	of	human	relationships	in	so	far	as	they	grow	out	the	action	in	terms	of	means-ends	relationship,	intrinsic	or	symbolic.”American	sociologist	John	F.	Cuber	stated,	“Society	is	as	a	group	of	people	who	have	lived	together	long	enough	to
become	organized	to	consider	themselves	and	be	considered	as	a	unit	more	or	less	distinct	from	other	human	units.”As	stated	by	G.D.H.	Cole,	“Society	is	the	complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	within	the	community.”As	described	by	Leacock,	”	Society	includes	not	only	the	political	relations	by	which	men	are	bound	together	but	the
whole	range	of	human	relations	and	collective	activities.”In	Harkins‘s	opinion,	“Society	is	a	permanent	of	a	continuing	group	of	men,	women,	and	children,	able	to	carry	the	process	of	racial	perpetuation	and	maintenance	on	their	own	cultural	levels	independently.”Sociological	ExplanationA	society	is	any	self-sustaining	human	assemblage	that
occupies	a	roughly	defined	region	and	has	its	institutions	and	culture.	The	entire	network	of	human	connections	builds	up	society.	There	are	different	levels	to	the	idea	of	a	society.	Nation-state	usually	refers	to	a	particular	country’s	separate	society	inside	the	borders	of	that	nation-state;	hence	the	phrase	is	often	used	in	combination	with	society.The
advent	of	European	modernity	in	the	eighteenth	century,	with	its	unique	public	realm	comprised	of	civil	society	and	the	state,	is	often	credited	with	the	introduction	and	application	of	this	term.Sociologists	often	think	of	it	as	an	interconnected	web	of	various	social	connections.	A	connection	is	said	to	be	social	when	its	dynamics	are	governed	by	the
presence	of	mutual	awareness,	more	specifically,	when	the	actions	of	one	person	affect	the	actions	of	another.It	is	the	collection	of	people	who	inhabit	the	same	geographic	region,	have	a	shared	culture,	and	consider	themselves	an	integrated	and	separate	entity.ExamplesFrench	society,	Industrial	society,	Indian	society,	Capitalist	society,	and	Tribal
society	are	some	examples	of	the	society.	As	defined	by	Robert	Morrison	MacIver,	“Society	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures,	of	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many	grouping	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	of	liberties.	This	ever-changing	complex	system,	which	we	call	society,	is	a	web	of	social	relationships”.As	described
by	Charles	Horton	Cooley,	“Society	is	a	complex	of	form	or	processes,	each	of	which	is	living	and	growing	by	interaction	with	the	others,	the	whole	being	so	unified	that	what	takes	place	in	one	part	affects	all	the	rest.”British	sociologist	Morris	Ginsberg	stated,	“Society	is	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	modes	of	behavior	which
mark	them	off	from	others	who	do	not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from	them	in	behavior.”According	to	American	sociologist	Talcott	Parsons,	“Society	may	be	defined	as	the	total	complex	of	human	relationships	in	so	far	as	they	grow	out	the	action	in	terms	of	means-ends	relationship,	intrinsic	or	symbolic.”American	sociologist	John	F.
Cuber	stated,	“Society	is	as	a	group	of	people	who	have	lived	together	long	enough	to	become	organized	to	consider	themselves	and	be	considered	as	a	unit	more	or	less	distinct	from	other	human	units.”As	stated	by	G.D.H.	Cole,	“Society	is	the	complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	within	the	community.”As	described	by	Leacock,	”
Society	includes	not	only	the	political	relations	by	which	men	are	bound	together	but	the	whole	range	of	human	relations	and	collective	activities.”In	Harkins‘s	opinion,	“Society	is	a	permanent	of	a	continuing	group	of	men,	women,	and	children,	able	to	carry	the	process	of	racial	perpetuation	and	maintenance	on	their	own	cultural	levels
independently.”Sociological	ExplanationA	society	is	any	self-sustaining	human	assemblage	that	occupies	a	roughly	defined	region	and	has	its	institutions	and	culture.	The	entire	network	of	human	connections	builds	up	society.	There	are	different	levels	to	the	idea	of	a	society.	Nation-state	usually	refers	to	a	particular	country’s	separate	society	inside
the	borders	of	that	nation-state;	hence	the	phrase	is	often	used	in	combination	with	society.The	advent	of	European	modernity	in	the	eighteenth	century,	with	its	unique	public	realm	comprised	of	civil	society	and	the	state,	is	often	credited	with	the	introduction	and	application	of	this	term.Sociologists	often	think	of	it	as	an	interconnected	web	of
various	social	connections.	A	connection	is	said	to	be	social	when	its	dynamics	are	governed	by	the	presence	of	mutual	awareness,	more	specifically,	when	the	actions	of	one	person	affect	the	actions	of	another.It	is	the	collection	of	people	who	inhabit	the	same	geographic	region,	have	a	shared	culture,	and	consider	themselves	an	integrated	and
separate	entity.ExamplesFrench	society,	Industrial	society,	Indian	society,	Capitalist	society,	and	Tribal	society	are	some	examples	of	the	society.	As	defined	by	Robert	Morrison	MacIver,	“Society	is	a	system	of	usages	and	procedures,	of	authority	and	mutual	aid,	of	many	grouping	and	divisions,	of	controls	of	human	behavior	and	of	liberties.	This	ever-
changing	complex	system,	which	we	call	society,	is	a	web	of	social	relationships”.As	described	by	Charles	Horton	Cooley,	“Society	is	a	complex	of	form	or	processes,	each	of	which	is	living	and	growing	by	interaction	with	the	others,	the	whole	being	so	unified	that	what	takes	place	in	one	part	affects	all	the	rest.”British	sociologist	Morris
Ginsberg	stated,	“Society	is	a	collection	of	individuals	united	by	certain	relations	or	modes	of	behavior	which	mark	them	off	from	others	who	do	not	enter	into	these	relations	or	who	differ	from	them	in	behavior.”According	to	American	sociologist	Talcott	Parsons,	“Society	may	be	defined	as	the	total	complex	of	human	relationships	in	so	far	as	they
grow	out	the	action	in	terms	of	means-ends	relationship,	intrinsic	or	symbolic.”American	sociologist	John	F.	Cuber	stated,	“Society	is	as	a	group	of	people	who	have	lived	together	long	enough	to	become	organized	to	consider	themselves	and	be	considered	as	a	unit	more	or	less	distinct	from	other	human	units.”As	stated	by	G.D.H.	Cole,	“Society	is	the
complex	of	organized	associations	and	institutions	within	the	community.”As	described	by	Leacock,	”	Society	includes	not	only	the	political	relations	by	which	men	are	bound	together	but	the	whole	range	of	human	relations	and	collective	activities.”In	Harkins‘s	opinion,	“Society	is	a	permanent	of	a	continuing	group	of	men,	women,	and	children,	able
to	carry	the	process	of	racial	perpetuation	and	maintenance	on	their	own	cultural	levels	independently.”Sociological	ExplanationA	society	is	any	self-sustaining	human	assemblage	that	occupies	a	roughly	defined	region	and	has	its	institutions	and	culture.	The	entire	network	of	human	connections	builds	up	society.	There	are	different	levels	to	the	idea
of	a	society.	Nation-state	usually	refers	to	a	particular	country’s	separate	society	inside	the	borders	of	that	nation-state;	hence	the	phrase	is	often	used	in	combination	with	society.The	advent	of	European	modernity	in	the	eighteenth	century,	with	its	unique	public	realm	comprised	of	civil	society	and	the	state,	is	often	credited	with	the	introduction
and	application	of	this	term.Sociologists	often	think	of	it	as	an	interconnected	web	of	various	social	connections.	A	connection	is	said	to	be	social	when	its	dynamics	are	governed	by	the	presence	of	mutual	awareness,	more	specifically,	when	the	actions	of	one	person	affect	the	actions	of	another.It	is	the	collection	of	people	who	inhabit	the	same
geographic	region,	have	a	shared	culture,	and	consider	themselves	an	integrated	and	separate	entity.ExamplesFrench	society,	Industrial	society,	Indian	society,	Capitalist	society,	and	Tribal	society	are	some	examples	of	the	society.	Society	refers	to	a	complex	web	of	human	interactions	and	relationships	that	exist	within	a	specific	geographic	area	or
among	a	group	of	people	who	share	common	interests,	values,	and	norms.	It	is	a	collective	entity	comprising	individuals	who	interact	and	cooperate	with	one	another	to	meet	their	needs,	fulfill	their	aspirations,	and	establish	a	sense	of	belonging.	At	its	core,	society	is	a	social	structure	that	provides	a	framework	for	organizing	and	governing	human
behavior.	It	encompasses	various	aspects	of	human	life,	such	as	culture,	politics,	economics,	and	social	relationships.	In	a	society,	individuals	form	social	groups,	communities,	and	institutions	that	shape	their	identities,	roles,	and	interactions.	Culture	plays	a	crucial	role	in	defining	a	society.	It	includes	shared	beliefs,	values,	customs,	traditions,
language,	arts,	and	knowledge	that	are	passed	down	from	generation	to	generation.	These	cultural	elements	provide	a	foundation	for	social	cohesion	and	contribute	to	the	unique	identity	of	a	particular	society.	Societies	are	characterized	by	social	norms,	which	are	informal	rules	that	guide	behavior	and	expectations	within	a	community.	Norms	can
vary	across	societies,	reflecting	cultural	differences	and	historical	contexts.	They	shape	how	individuals	interact,	communicate,	and	engage	with	one	another,	promoting	order,	cooperation,	and	mutual	understanding.	Within	a	society,	individuals	often	form	social	institutions	to	address	specific	needs	and	functions.	These	institutions,	such	as	family,
education,	government,	economy,	and	religion,	serve	as	organized	structures	that	regulate	and	facilitate	various	aspects	of	social	life.	They	provide	frameworks	for	socialization,	education,	governance,	economic	exchange,	and	spiritual	beliefs.	Societies	can	range	from	small,	close-knit	communities	to	large,	complex	urban	societies.	They	undergo
continuous	evolution	influenced	by	factors	like	technological	advancements,	demographic	changes,	social	movements,	and	globalization.	As	societies	change,	so	do	their	norms,	values,	and	institutions,	reflecting	the	dynamic	nature	of	human	social	organization.	Overall,	society	represents	the	interconnectedness	of	individuals	and	groups	within	a
shared	environment,	forming	a	system	that	shapes	and	is	shaped	by	its	members.	It	is	a	fundamental	aspect	of	human	existence,	providing	a	framework	for	social	order,	cooperation,	and	collective	progress.	Characteristics	of	SocietyTypes	of	Society	Characteristics	of	Society	Society	is	characterized	by	several	key	features	and	elements	that	define	its
functioning	and	structure.	Here	are	some	common	characteristics	of	society:	Social	Interactions:	Society	is	fundamentally	built	upon	social	interactions	between	individuals.	These	interactions	can	take	various	forms,	such	as	cooperation,	communication,	conflict,	and	exchange	of	goods	or	services.	Social	interactions	contribute	to	the	development	of
social	relationships,	shared	understandings,	and	the	formation	of	social	norms.	Social	Structure:	Society	has	a	social	structure	that	organizes	individuals	into	various	roles,	statuses,	and	positions.	It	encompasses	social	hierarchies,	institutions,	and	organizations	that	provide	frameworks	for	social	interaction,	governance,	and	division	of	labor.	Social
structure	creates	patterns	of	relationships,	expectations,	and	obligations	within	a	society.	Culture:	Culture	plays	a	significant	role	in	society.	It	includes	shared	beliefs,	values,	norms,	customs,	traditions,	language,	arts,	and	knowledge	that	are	passed	down	from	one	generation	to	another.	Culture	provides	a	framework	for	social	behavior,	shapes
individual	and	group	identities,	and	contributes	to	the	unique	characteristics	of	a	society.	Norms	and	Values:	Norms	are	informal	rules	and	expectations	that	guide	behavior	and	interactions	within	a	society.	They	define	what	is	considered	appropriate	or	inappropriate	in	a	given	social	context.	Values,	on	the	other	hand,	represent	the	general	principles
or	standards	that	a	society	holds	as	desirable	or	important.	Norms	and	values	influence	social	behavior	and	contribute	to	social	order	and	cohesion.	Social	Institutions:	Societies	develop	various	social	institutions	to	address	specific	needs	and	functions.	These	institutions,	such	as	family,	education,	government,	economy,	and	religion,	are	organized
structures	that	regulate	and	facilitate	different	aspects	of	social	life.	They	provide	frameworks	for	socialization,	education,	governance,	economic	exchange,	and	spiritual	beliefs.	Collective	Identity:	Society	often	fosters	a	sense	of	collective	identity	among	its	members.	People	develop	a	sense	of	belonging	and	affiliation	to	their	society,	often	based	on
shared	characteristics	such	as	nationality,	ethnicity,	religion,	or	shared	experiences.	Collective	identity	helps	in	the	formation	of	social	bonds,	solidarity,	and	a	shared	sense	of	purpose.	Change	and	Continuity:	Societies	are	dynamic	entities	that	undergo	changes	over	time.	Social	change	can	occur	due	to	various	factors	such	as	technological
advancements,	demographic	shifts,	cultural	transformations,	and	social	movements.	Despite	change,	societies	also	exhibit	elements	of	continuity,	as	certain	social	structures,	values,	and	traditions	persist	over	generations.	Social	Control:	Society	establishes	mechanisms	for	social	control	to	maintain	order	and	regulate	behavior.	Social	control	can	be
formal	(laws,	rules,	and	regulations)	or	informal	(peer	pressure,	social	norms,	and	sanctions).	It	ensures	that	individuals	adhere	to	societal	expectations	and	norms,	promoting	stability	and	cohesion	within	the	community.	Socialization:	Society	plays	a	crucial	role	in	socializing	individuals,	transmitting	cultural	values,	norms,	and	knowledge	to	new
members.	Socialization	occurs	through	various	agents	such	as	family,	education,	peers,	and	media.	It	shapes	individuals’	attitudes,	beliefs,	behaviors,	and	social	roles,	enabling	them	to	participate	effectively	in	society.	Division	of	Labor:	In	societies,	there	is	a	division	of	labor,	where	individuals	specialize	in	different	occupations	or	roles.	This	division
allows	for	increased	efficiency	and	productivity.	It	leads	to	the	development	of	complex	economic	systems	and	interdependence	among	individuals	and	social	groups.	Power	and	Inequality:	Societies	often	exhibit	power	dynamics	and	social	inequalities.	Power	refers	to	the	ability	to	influence	others	and	make	decisions	that	affect	society.	Inequalities
can	arise	based	on	factors	such	as	social	class,	gender,	race,	or	ethnicity.	These	inequalities	impact	individuals’	access	to	resources,	opportunities,	and	social	privileges.	Social	Cohesion	and	Solidarity:	Society	seeks	to	foster	social	cohesion	and	solidarity	among	its	members.	Social	cohesion	refers	to	the	bonds	and	sense	of	belonging	that	individuals
have	towards	their	society.	Solidarity	involves	a	shared	sense	of	collective	interest,	cooperation,	and	support	among	members	of	society.	Social	Change	and	Conflict:	Societies	are	subject	to	social	change	and	conflict.	Social	change	can	result	from	various	factors,	such	as	technological	advancements,	social	movements,	and	cultural	shifts.	Conflict
arises	when	there	are	competing	interests,	values,	or	limited	resources.	Conflict	can	lead	to	social	change	and	the	restructuring	of	societal	norms	and	institutions.	These	characteristics	collectively	shape	the	functioning	and	dynamics	of	a	society.	It’s	important	to	note	that	societies	can	vary	significantly	in	their	specific	characteristics,	depending	on
factors	such	as	geographical	location,	historical	context,	cultural	diversity,	and	levels	of	social	development.	Types	of	Society	Societies	can	be	classified	into	various	types	based	on	different	criteria	such	as	their	size,	organization,	economic	system,	and	cultural	characteristics.	Here	are	a	few	common	types	of	societies:	Hunter-Gatherer	Society	The
hunter-gatherer	society	represents	one	of	the	earliest	forms	of	human	social	organization.	In	such	societies,	people	live	in	small,	mobile	groups	and	rely	on	hunting,	fishing,	and	gathering	of	wild	plants	for	their	sustenance.	These	societies	do	not	have	permanent	settlements	and	instead	move	from	place	to	place	in	search	of	food	and	resources.
Hunter-gatherer	societies	exhibit	a	unique	way	of	life	that	is	closely	intertwined	with	the	natural	environment.	They	have	a	deep	understanding	of	local	ecosystems	and	utilize	their	knowledge	to	locate	and	exploit	available	resources.	Hunting	involves	the	pursuit	and	capture	of	wild	animals,	while	gathering	involves	collecting	edible	plants,	fruits,	nuts,
and	other	natural	resources.	One	characteristic	of	hunter-gatherer	societies	is	their	egalitarian	social	structure.	They	generally	lack	social	hierarchies	and	divisions	of	labor	based	on	gender	or	status.	Decision-making	is	often	done	collectively	through	consensus,	and	there	is	a	relatively	equal	distribution	of	resources	and	responsibilities	among	group
members.	This	egalitarianism	stems	from	the	interdependence	and	cooperation	necessary	for	survival	in	their	environment.	In	terms	of	social	organization,	hunter-gatherer	societies	are	often	composed	of	extended	family	units	or	small	bands	of	related	individuals.	These	groups	typically	have	strong	social	ties	and	rely	on	cooperation	and	sharing	to
ensure	everyone’s	well-being.	They	also	foster	communal	child-rearing,	where	responsibility	for	children	is	shared	among	multiple	adults.	Since	hunter-gatherer	societies	rely	on	nature’s	resources,	they	exhibit	a	high	degree	of	mobility.	They	move	in	response	to	changes	in	the	availability	of	food,	water,	and	other	essential	resources.	This	mobility
allows	them	to	maintain	a	sustainable	lifestyle	by	avoiding	overexploitation	of	resources	in	a	particular	area.	Communication	and	knowledge	transfer	are	vital	in	hunter-gatherer	societies.	They	pass	down	oral	traditions,	stories,	and	practical	knowledge	from	one	generation	to	the	next.	This	collective	knowledge	enables	them	to	navigate	their
environment	effectively	and	adapt	to	changing	conditions.	Hunter-gatherer	societies	were	not	homogeneous,	and	their	characteristics	could	vary	across	different	regions	and	time	periods.	However,	they	represent	an	important	stage	in	human	history	when	humans	developed	strategies	for	survival	in	diverse	environments	and	established	social
systems	based	on	cooperation,	mobility,	and	a	close	relationship	with	nature.	Agrarian	Society	Agrarian	society	emerged	as	a	significant	shift	in	human	social	organization	with	the	advent	of	agriculture.	In	these	societies,	people	transitioned	from	a	hunter-gatherer	lifestyle	to	cultivating	crops	and	domesticating	animals	for	their	sustenance.	This
agricultural	revolution	brought	about	profound	changes	in	human	societies.	Agrarian	societies	are	characterized	by	settled	communities,	where	people	establish	permanent	villages	or	towns.	The	ability	to	cultivate	crops	and	raise	livestock	provided	a	stable	food	source,	allowing	individuals	to	live	in	one	place	for	extended	periods.	This	shift	from	a
nomadic	lifestyle	to	settled	communities	enabled	the	development	of	more	complex	social	structures	and	institutions.	One	notable	feature	of	agrarian	societies	is	the	emergence	of	hierarchical	social	organization.	With	the	introduction	of	agriculture,	surplus	food	production	became	possible,	leading	to	the	accumulation	of	wealth	and	resources	by
some	individuals	or	groups.	This	accumulation	of	wealth	created	social	stratification,	with	a	division	between	the	wealthy	and	the	less	privileged.	As	a	result,	social	hierarchies	and	class	distinctions	became	more	pronounced,	and	power	and	influence	became	concentrated	in	the	hands	of	a	few.	In	agrarian	societies,	specialized	roles	and	labor	divisions
became	more	prominent.	As	agricultural	practices	became	more	efficient	and	advanced,	people	began	specializing	in	specific	tasks	related	to	farming,	such	as	planting,	harvesting,	and	animal	husbandry.	This	division	of	labor	allowed	for	increased	productivity	and	the	development	of	more	complex	economic	systems.	Additionally,	specialized	roles
emerged	in	other	areas,	such	as	craftsmanship,	trade,	and	governance,	leading	to	the	formation	of	social	classes	and	professional	occupations.	Land	ownership	and	property	rights	became	significant	in	agrarian	societies.	The	ability	to	cultivate	and	control	land	became	a	source	of	wealth,	power,	and	social	status.	As	agricultural	production	increased,
so	did	the	importance	of	land	ownership.	Laws	and	social	norms	developed	to	regulate	land	ownership,	inheritance,	and	property	rights,	which	further	contributed	to	the	establishment	of	social	hierarchies	and	inequalities.	Religion	and	belief	systems	played	a	crucial	role	in	agrarian	societies.	People	attributed	their	agricultural	success	and	fertility	of
the	land	to	supernatural	forces.	Religious	practices	and	rituals	were	intertwined	with	agricultural	cycles,	such	as	planting	and	harvest	seasons.	Religious	institutions	often	gained	prominence	and	influence	in	guiding	social	norms,	values,	and	moral	frameworks	within	agrarian	societies.	While	agrarian	societies	share	common	characteristics,	there
were	variations	in	agricultural	practices,	cultural	beliefs,	and	social	structures	across	different	regions	and	civilizations.	Nonetheless,	the	transition	to	agrarian	societies	brought	about	significant	changes	in	human	social	organization,	including	settled	communities,	hierarchical	social	structures,	specialized	labor,	and	the	development	of	religious	and
legal	systems	to	regulate	social	life.	Industrial	Society	Industrial	society	is	a	distinct	type	of	society	that	arose	with	the	advent	of	the	industrial	revolution,	marked	by	significant	technological	advancements	and	the	mass	production	of	goods	using	machines	and	advanced	technologies.	This	transformative	period	brought	about	profound	changes	in
social,	economic,	and	cultural	aspects	of	human	life.	One	defining	characteristic	of	industrial	societies	is	the	shift	from	an	agrarian-based	economy	to	a	manufacturing-based	one.	As	technological	innovations	revolutionized	production	methods,	there	was	a	rapid	transition	from	predominantly	agricultural	practices	to	large-scale	industrial
manufacturing.	This	transition	resulted	in	the	concentration	of	production	in	factories	and	the	use	of	machinery,	leading	to	increased	efficiency	and	productivity.	Industrial	societies	are	closely	associated	with	urbanization.	The	concentration	of	factories	and	industries	in	specific	areas	attracted	a	large	number	of	people	from	rural	areas	to	urban
centers	in	search	of	employment	opportunities.	This	urban	migration	led	to	the	growth	of	cities	and	the	formation	of	densely	populated	urban	areas.	Urbanization	brought	about	significant	changes	in	the	social	landscape,	including	the	emergence	of	new	social	classes	and	the	development	of	urban	infrastructure	and	services.	One	key	feature	of
industrial	societies	is	the	complex	division	of	labor.	With	the	rise	of	factories	and	industrial	production,	the	workforce	became	highly	specialized.	People	began	to	perform	specific	tasks	within	the	production	process,	leading	to	the	fragmentation	of	work	and	the	emergence	of	distinct	occupations.	This	division	of	labor	allowed	for	increased	efficiency
and	productivity	but	also	resulted	in	a	loss	of	connection	to	the	overall	production	process	for	individual	workers.	In	industrial	societies,	social	structures	became	more	differentiated.	The	emergence	of	large-scale	factories	and	industries	created	new	social	classes,	such	as	the	capitalist	bourgeoisie	who	owned	the	means	of	production	and	the	working
class	who	sold	their	labor.	These	class	divisions	and	inequalities	became	more	pronounced,	and	social	mobility	often	became	linked	to	economic	status.	Industrial	societies	placed	a	greater	emphasis	on	individualism	and	economic	productivity.	The	pursuit	of	economic	success	and	material	wealth	became	prominent	values,	and	individual	achievement
and	competition	gained	significance.	There	was	a	shift	away	from	traditional	communal	values	and	a	greater	emphasis	on	personal	aspirations	and	self-interest.	The	rise	of	industrial	societies	also	brought	about	significant	changes	in	technology,	transportation,	communication,	and	the	organization	of	work.	It	led	to	the	development	of	new	social
institutions	such	as	labor	unions,	regulatory	bodies,	and	government	interventions	to	address	labor	conditions	and	social	inequalities.	It	is	important	to	note	that	industrial	societies	are	not	homogenous,	and	variations	exist	across	different	regions	and	time	periods.	Additionally,	industrial	societies	have	continued	to	evolve	with	ongoing	technological
advancements	and	societal	changes.	Nonetheless,	industrial	societies	represent	a	distinct	phase	in	human	history,	characterized	by	mass	production,	urbanization,	complex	division	of	labor,	and	a	shift	toward	individualism	and	economic	productivity.	Post-Industrial	Society	Post-industrial	society,	also	referred	to	as	the	information	or	knowledge
society,	represents	a	stage	of	societal	development	that	follows	the	industrial	era.	In	post-industrial	societies,	there	is	a	shift	in	focus	from	manufacturing	and	production	to	the	production	and	distribution	of	knowledge,	information,	and	services.	One	defining	characteristic	of	post-industrial	societies	is	the	reliance	on	information	and	technology.
These	societies	place	a	high	value	on	intellectual	capital	and	the	generation	of	knowledge.	The	rapid	advancement	of	technology,	particularly	in	the	field	of	information	and	communication	technology,	has	transformed	various	aspects	of	society,	including	the	economy,	communication,	and	social	interactions.	Post-industrial	societies	are	characterized
by	a	shift	from	a	manufacturing-based	economy	to	a	service-oriented	one.	The	majority	of	employment	opportunities	are	found	in	service	sectors	such	as	finance,	education,	healthcare,	information	technology,	and	creative	industries.	The	service	sector	becomes	the	primary	driver	of	economic	growth	and	employment,	surpassing	traditional	industrial
sectors.	Education	plays	a	crucial	role	in	post-industrial	societies.	There	is	an	increased	emphasis	on	acquiring	knowledge,	specialized	skills,	and	higher	education.	Education	is	viewed	as	a	means	to	gain	a	competitive	edge	in	the	knowledge	economy.	Lifelong	learning	and	continuous	skill	development	are	valued	as	individuals	need	to	adapt	to	rapidly
changing	technologies	and	industries.	Technological	advancements	and	digital	connectivity	have	transformed	the	way	information	is	produced,	disseminated,	and	accessed.	The	widespread	availability	of	information	through	the	internet	and	digital	platforms	has	democratized	access	to	knowledge.	Communication	and	information	exchange	have
become	faster,	more	accessible,	and	global	in	reach,	facilitating	the	sharing	of	ideas	and	collaboration	across	borders.	Post-industrial	societies	exhibit	a	high	level	of	technological	development.	Innovation	and	research	in	science	and	technology	are	key	drivers	of	progress.	Technological	advancements,	such	as	automation,	artificial	intelligence,	and
robotics,	have	led	to	changes	in	the	nature	of	work	and	the	job	market,	with	some	jobs	being	replaced	by	machines	and	new	jobs	requiring	higher	skill	levels.	Social	interactions	in	post-industrial	societies	are	shaped	by	digital	technologies	and	online	platforms.	Virtual	communities	and	social	networks	have	emerged,	connecting	people	across
geographical	distances	and	facilitating	the	sharing	of	information	and	ideas.	Online	platforms	also	provide	avenues	for	political	engagement,	activism,	and	social	movements.	Post-industrial	societies	are	often	characterized	by	cultural	diversity,	globalization,	and	interconnectedness.	Cultural	exchange,	hybridity,	and	the	blending	of	diverse	cultural
influences	become	more	prominent.	Global	interconnectedness	through	trade,	communication,	and	migration	creates	opportunities	for	the	exchange	of	ideas	and	experiences.	The	transition	to	a	post-industrial	society	is	not	uniform	globally	and	varies	across	different	regions	and	socioeconomic	contexts.	Additionally,	industrial	and	post-industrial
elements	can	coexist	within	societies,	and	the	distinction	between	these	stages	can	be	fluid.	Nonetheless,	post-industrial	societies	are	characterized	by	their	reliance	on	information,	services,	technology,	and	knowledge	production,	with	a	focus	on	education,	intellectual	pursuits,	and	a	service-oriented	economy.	Tribal	Society	Tribal	societies	are	social
groups	characterized	by	small-scale,	kinship-based	communities.	These	societies	typically	exist	in	close	relationship	with	the	natural	environment	and	rely	on	hunting,	gathering,	or	basic	agricultural	practices	for	their	subsistence.	In	tribal	societies,	social	organization	is	centered	around	kinship	ties	and	extended	family	units.	People	within	the	tribe
are	often	related	by	blood	or	marriage	and	share	a	sense	of	common	ancestry.	This	kinship	system	forms	the	basis	of	social	structure	and	defines	roles,	responsibilities,	and	obligations	within	the	community.	Tribal	societies	often	exhibit	communal	decision-making	processes.	Important	decisions	that	affect	the	tribe	are	made	collectively,	with	input
from	all	members	of	the	community.	This	participatory	approach	to	decision-making	fosters	a	sense	of	inclusiveness	and	collective	ownership	among	tribal	members.	Tribal	societies	have	a	strong	sense	of	collective	identity.	Members	identify	themselves	primarily	as	part	of	the	tribe	and	place	great	value	on	their	shared	traditions,	customs,	and



cultural	practices.	These	shared	elements	contribute	to	a	sense	of	belonging	and	cohesion	within	the	tribe.	Tribal	societies	tend	to	have	an	intimate	relationship	with	the	natural	environment.	They	rely	on	hunting,	gathering,	or	simple	agricultural	practices	that	are	often	sustainable	and	in	harmony	with	nature.	Their	survival	and	well-being	are	closely
tied	to	the	availability	of	natural	resources.	In	tribal	societies,	social	roles	and	labor	are	often	divided	based	on	gender	and	age.	Men	and	women	may	have	distinct	responsibilities	and	tasks	within	the	community.	Elders	often	hold	positions	of	respect	and	influence	due	to	their	accumulated	wisdom	and	experience.	Tribal	societies	often	exhibit
egalitarian	social	structures.	Power	and	authority	are	usually	shared	among	community	members,	and	hierarchical	structures	are	less	prevalent	compared	to	more	complex	societies.	Decisions	and	resources	are	often	distributed	in	a	manner	that	promotes	cooperation	and	collective	well-being.	Oral	traditions	and	storytelling	play	a	significant	role	in
tribal	societies.	Knowledge,	history,	and	cultural	values	are	passed	down	through	generations	through	oral	narratives,	songs,	dances,	and	rituals.	These	forms	of	cultural	transmission	preserve	tribal	heritage	and	reinforce	collective	identity.	Each	tribe	has	its	own	unique	cultural	practices,	belief	systems,	and	social	dynamics.	Tribal	societies	represent
an	important	stage	in	human	history,	characterized	by	close-knit	communities,	kinship	ties,	collective	decision-making,	and	a	strong	connection	with	nature.	Postmodern	Society	Postmodern	society	represents	a	distinct	phase	in	societal	development	characterized	by	a	range	of	interconnected	characteristics.	One	key	feature	of	postmodern	societies	is
the	presence	of	diverse	cultural	influences.	These	societies	are	marked	by	the	global	flow	of	ideas,	information,	and	cultural	practices,	resulting	in	the	blending	and	hybridization	of	diverse	cultural	traditions	and	expressions.	The	interaction	between	different	cultures	contributes	to	a	rich	tapestry	of	cultural	diversity	within	postmodern	societies.
Postmodern	societies	challenge	traditional	social	structures	and	institutions.	They	question	established	norms,	values,	and	beliefs,	often	rejecting	overarching	metanarratives	or	grand	theories	that	claim	to	provide	universal	explanations	for	human	existence.	Instead,	postmodern	societies	tend	to	emphasize	cultural	relativism,	recognizing	and	valuing
the	multiplicity	of	perspectives	and	experiences.	Individualism	is	valued	in	postmodern	societies.	There	is	an	emphasis	on	personal	autonomy,	self-expression,	and	the	freedom	to	choose	one’s	own	path	in	life.	The	individual	is	seen	as	having	agency	and	the	ability	to	construct	their	own	identity,	often	in	a	context	where	traditional	social	categories	and
roles	are	fluid	and	subject	to	reinterpretation.	Postmodern	societies	are	characterized	by	a	high	degree	of	cultural	diversity.	Multiple	cultural	identities	coexist	within	these	societies,	leading	to	a	mosaic	of	beliefs,	practices,	and	languages.	This	cultural	diversity	is	celebrated	and	recognized	as	a	source	of	social	richness,	creativity,	and	innovation.
Rapid	social	change	is	a	prominent	aspect	of	postmodern	societies.	Technological	advancements,	globalization,	and	shifts	in	social	values	contribute	to	the	dynamic	nature	of	these	societies.	Social	norms	and	practices	are	subject	to	continual	reevaluation,	and	new	ideas	and	social	movements	emerge	at	a	fast	pace.	This	rapid	change	challenges	the
stability	and	predictability	of	social	structures,	leading	to	a	sense	of	uncertainty	and	ambiguity.	In	postmodern	societies,	boundaries	between	various	social	categories	become	blurred.	Traditional	distinctions	based	on	gender,	sexuality,	race,	and	class	are	questioned	and	deconstructed.	Fluidity	and	flexibility	in	identities	and	social	roles	are	embraced,
allowing	individuals	to	explore	and	redefine	their	identities	beyond	traditional	societal	expectations.	These	types	of	societies	are	not	mutually	exclusive,	and	societies	can	exhibit	characteristics	of	multiple	types	depending	on	various	factors	such	as	geographical	location,	historical	context,	and	cultural	dynamics.	It’s	also	worth	mentioning	that	these
categorizations	are	a	simplified	representation	of	complex	social	phenomena.	Societies	can	exhibit	diverse	characteristics	and	can	be	further	subdivided	or	categorized	based	on	more	specific	criteria	or	cultural	contexts.	Learn	More-	Social	Institutions	Last	Updated	on	December	13,	2022	by	Karl	ThompsonSociety	is	a	concept	used	to	describe	the
structured	relations	and	institutions	among	a	large	community	of	people	which	cannot	be	reduced	to	a	simple	collection	or	aggregation	of	individuals.’	(1)Sociology	is	the	study	of	the	relationship	between	society	and	individuals	and	how	and	why	societies	change	over	time,	so	clearly	having	a	working	definition	of	this	concept	is	very	important	for
sociology	students.This	post	explores	some	competing	definitions	of	society	including	the	idea	that	globalisation	has	reduced	the	relevance	of	the	old	‘bounded’	concept	of	society	which	was	so	fundamental	in	early	modernist	sociology.The	concept	of	society	can	be	traced	to	the	fourteenth	century,	when	the	primary	meaning	was	companionship	or
association,	a	meaning	which	still	exists	today.	However,	the	specific	sociological	meaning	of	society	was	not	developed	until	the	nineteenth	century.A	strong	argument	can	be	made	for	the	view	that	it	was	Emile	Durkheim	who	first	developed	the	sociological	meaning	of	‘society’	which	he	used	when	he	established	sociology	as	a	new	discipline	which
dealt	with	the	collective	reality	of	human	life	as	opposed	to	studying	individuals.Durkheim	argued	that	society	has	an	independent	reality	from	individuals,	and	exists	in	its	own	right,	exerting	an	influence	over	individuals	within	a	‘bounded	territory’,	which	for	Durkheim	essentially	meant	the	‘nation	state’.However,	the	relevance	of	bounded-societies
has	been	questioned	since	the	1970s	due	to	globalisation,	and	the	increasing	amount	of	people,	money,	and	communications	moving	across	national	borders.Because	of	this,	some	sociologists	argue	that	sociology	should	shift	its	analysis	from	‘societies’	to	(global)	mobilities.The	concept	of	sociology	has	been	fundamental	to	sociology’s	‘self-identity’,
with	most	text	books	using	the	concept	to	define	the	discipline,	with	the	‘study	of	societies’	often	being	part	of	the	definition	of	sociology	in	most	text	books	and	society	in	turn	being	defined	as	large	communities,	existing	within	nation	states.Talcott	Parsons	added	another	important	defining	characteristic	of	society	–	that	it	should	be	self-perpetuating,
or	able	to	reproduce	itself	without	external	assistance.For	most	of	sociology’s	history,	sociologists	have	studied	and	compared	societies,	and	nowhere	is	this	more	obvious	than	in	the	historic	division	between	‘first’,	‘second’	and	‘third’	world	societies,	and	in	theories	of	development	such	as	modernisation	theory,	which	outline	why	certain	societies	(or
‘nation	states’)	are	less	developed	in	comparison	to	other	‘more	developed’	societies	(or	‘nation	states’).There	have	been	many	attempts	to	understand	social	change	by	focusing	one	specific	driving	force,	for	example	sociological	theorising	has	developed	the	following	conceptualisations	of	society:Industrial	societyCapitalist	societyPost-industrial
societyPostmodern	societyThe	knowledge	societyRisk	societyThe	network	society.However,	the	problem	with	a	‘bounded	sociology’	which	limits	itself	to	cross	national	comparisons	is	that	it	tells	us	little	about	inequalities	within	societies.A	dualistic	conception	of	society	as	a	thing	apart	from	the	individual	may	be	more	of	a	reflection	of	the	dualistic
legacy	of	western	philosophy	rather	than	being	based	on	actual	empirical	reality.To	this	end,	many	sociologists	have	proposed	focusing	more	on	interactions	rather	than	‘society’	and	the	‘individual’.	Norbert	Elias	was	one	of	the	first	to	develop	a	sociology	which	focused	more	on	social	processes,	concentrating	more	on	shifting	relationships	at	a
variety	of	levels,	from	individual	interactions	to	inter-state	conflicts.Globalisation	has	also	put	into	question	the	usefulness	of	focussing	on	individual	nation	states:	large	TNCs	are	now	more	powerful	than	most	nation	states,	and	criminal	organisation	and	social	movements	cut	across	national	boarders,	making	them	seem	less	useful	as	a	focus	for	social
analysis.John	Urry’s	(2007)	social	mobilities	project,	which	focuses	on	the	study	of	processes	of	movements	across	national	borders	is	one	way	in	which	sociology	has	moved	its	analysis	away	from	the	nation	state	in	response	to	globalisation.John	Urry	has	suggested	that	sociology	might	usefully	move	its	analytical	focus	‘beyond	societies’	–	as	global
networks	and	flows	become	more	effective	and	powerful,	they	tend	to	cross	national	boundaries,	which	are	now	seen	as	more	permeable	than	ever.	The	concept	of	society	thus	seems	less	relevant	than	ever,	and	the	job	of	sociology	is	to	devise	ways	of	understanding	the	varied	range	of	mobilities	and	what	kind	of	social	life	they	are	producing.One
sociologists	who	argues	that	the	concept	of	society	is	still	relevant	is	Richard	Outhwaite,	who	argues	that	‘society’	is	a	collective	representation	which	still	resonates	with	people’s	perception	of	social	reality	as	it	actually	exists.For	example,	‘national	identity’	(however	confused)	still	has	meaning	to	many	people	and	politicians	can	still	draw	on	the
concept	of	the	nation	to	pull	people	together,	as	the	case	of	Brexit	in	2016	suggests.Also,	nation	states	are	the	only	collective	entities	capable	of	generating	the	kind	of	income	necessary	(through	taxation)	to	maintain	nuclear	arsenals	and	standing	armies,	along	with	mobilising	popular	support	to	use	these	in	support	of	their	aims.I	usually	teach	this
material	as	part	of	an	introduction	to	sociology,	the	concept	of	‘society’	is	after	all	one	of	the	key	ones	students	need	to	understand!To	return	to	the	homepage	–	revisesociology.comSources(1)	Giddens	and	Sutton	(2017)	Essential	Concepts	in	Sociology	Last	Updated	on	June	28,	2025	by	Karl	ThompsonDiscover	essential	A	Level	Sociology	revision
resources	for	papers	1,	2,	and	3.	These	resources	cover	key	topics	like	education,	research	methods,	and	crime.This	site	also	provides	exam	help	for	the	AQA	A-level	sociology	specification,	papers	1,	2	and	3.	You	will	find	several	model	20	mark	and	30	mark	essays.	There	are	also	answers	to	those	tricky	outline	and	explain	and	analyze	10
markers.Perspectives,	in-school	factors,	class,	gender,	ethnicity,	education	policies.	Advice	on	all	three	AQA	A-level	sociology	papers.	Model	answers	for	both	types	of	10	mark	questions	and	essay	questions.Qualitative	and	quantitative,	primary	and	secondary:	surveys,	interviews,	participant	observation,	experiments,	official	statistics.Perspectives,	in-
school	factors,	class,	gender,	ethnicity,	education	policies.Perspectives,	marriage	and	divorce,	family	change	and	diversity,	childhood,	family	policies,	demography.Qualitative	and	quantitative,	primary	and	secondary:	surveys,	interviews,	participant	observation,	experiments,	official	statistics.religion,	science,	ideology;	social	change;	cults	and	sects;
secularisation;	globalisation	and	fundamentalism.Perspectives	include	left	and	right	realism.	They	also	encompass	social	control	and	punishment.	Additional	perspectives	are	class,	gender,	ethnicity,	and	crime.	Globalisation,	green	crime,	and	state	crime	are	also	considered.Functionalism,	Marxism,	Feminisms,	Social	Action	Theories,	Post	and	Late
Modernism.	Positivism	and	Interpretivism	and	social	policy.Ownership	and	control,	who	makes	the	news?	Theories	of	audience	effects,	representations,	and	new	media.Different	types	of	culture,	the	self	and	socialisation,	consumption	and	identity,	age,	disability,	ethnicity,	sexuality,	social	class	and	identity.Theories	of	development,	globalisation,	aid
and	trade,	NGOs,	urbanisation	and	industrialisation,	war	and	conflict,	the	environment	and	development.My	comprehensive	A	level	sociology	revision	mega	bundle	covers	all	three	exam	papers	for	the	AQA	A-level	sociology	specification.	It	costs	£19.99The	bundle	covers	these	three	papers	and	topics:Paper	1	(SCLY2/1):	Education,	including	Methods
in	Context	and	Theory	and	MethodsFor	Paper	2	(SCLY2/2):	Families	and	Households,	Beliefs,	and	Media.Paper	3	(SCL2/3):	Crime	and	Deviance	with	Theory	and	Methods.Overall	the	bundle	contains:over	200	pages	of	revision	notes60	mind	maps	in	pdf	and	png	formats50	short	answer	exam	practice	questions	and	exemplar	answersCovers	the	entire
A-level	sociology	syllabus,	AQA	focus
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