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.Few things are more fasclnating for the student who seeks a
truly Christian perspective on the field of soclology than
opening a book of one of the better-known soclologists in our
Anmerican world and witness his struggle for 'the identity of
soclelogy'. Don HMartindale's The Nature and Types Of Soc%o%oglcal'
Theory lends 1tself quite well to such an undertaking.(1) Ve
begin our orlentation with a sunmary of the first chapters of
tq1s.book.

"If we are to talk sensibly about sociology, we must first
find out what it 18 that we are talking about,” To define
goclology as the sclence of man's interhuman 1life does
not satisfy for it leaves us in the dark with reagrd to

' the criterion with which to distinguish between sociology
and other social disciplines, We must start with the
realization that soclology 1s part of that great evolution
of thought in Western civilization which p2 fr relig!

T ITthHBUFR P ophy to science, Standing 1in thls point we
coripare, 1irst "all, soclology with folk wisdom and

"theology. Ifi every society one finds "common-sense thinking"

about the interhuman life. People reflect upon their work,
thelr play, their love and what not., This common-sensc folk
wisdom 1s bound by time and place, and, caonseguently, it
falls short of sclcnce., Every society knows also of things
which fall beyond the ordinary everyday course of life:
accidents, death, frustration of one's plans and good
fortune for others., "lian must explaln and accomodate himself

. emotionally to the tragzic, the unexpected, and frustraging

events that take place within and around his life .,., and
religions seem to be collective institutional solutions to
these problems,” Besides folk wisdom we find thus gnother
type of thinking, with various subtypes of maglcal,
theological and mixed forms, Thcology comes already closer
to socliology than folk wisdom but it still falls short for
sociol seeks the maximum frcedom from value suppositions,

The step in thought from theology to philosophy was an

important step the human mind achleved. Thought has been

under the control of sacred sanctions and the result was
that the criterion of acceptabllity was external, 1i,e.
outside thought itself, but all thls changed when the
rcasoning process began to take place outside religious
institutions, Viewpoints nmultiplied for no established dogma
sets 1tself up against thinking and claims to be the
standard agailnst which to measure thought, lost important

of all, ideas are forced to stand upon their own merits.

It becomes ngeessary to find criteria for the acceptablility

of ideas within the thought process itself, This 1s the

heart of the matter: ",..the imperishable ideal of the

. West was the rational proof.” Man discovered that truth 1s

a property of the proper conduct of the thought process and

he reallizes that anyone "can establish truths”. Nan found

at the same time that he was able to create a purely
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deductive systen resting on undefined terms: the
mothenmatical proof, Still, the reign of philosophy
restricts! This recign was broken by sclence, Scparation
of sociology from philosophy was anticlpated by the
departure of natural scicnces from philosophy. The
fundamental objecct of scicnce is the advancement of
empirical knowledge, the cxtension of knowledge of the
facts of the actual world, Thce rational proof of
philosophy is now subordinated to this primary task of
cxtending cmpirical information, With the advent of
. sclencc the mathematical achicvements of philosophy ceasec
to bc an cnd of knowledge and become instcecad a means of
enpirical investigation, In its elaborate search for
a general ncthod of verifylng statencents about the
cmpirical world scicnce camc across the experiment,
This performcd the scrvice for scienec which the
ratlonal proof has performed for philosophy. Science was
thus emancipated by 2 discovery equivalent to the one
that hod freed philosophy from theology! Galileco, Newton
and Bacon did their job and "the full mastery of nature
and the betterment of mankind wes visualized and the
possibillty of o soclal scicncc wWas conceived, " TWO
basic conditions must be fulfilled, however, before a genunine
social science can be bern, First, the doctrine must be
accepted that all phchomcna can be explained in terms
of causc and cffcct seguences ccecuring in the world of
naturc and at once relcvant to the social phenoncna,
Scecond, systens of ethical cvaluation have to be
bracketed if not ignorcd altogether to permit the
exanination of Social rclations apzart from values,
Deisn, natlonalisn and capitalism created an atmosphere
in which "naturalization®” of social 1life could take
plaee and in which social 1life could be prcepared for
scientific study. The 18th century cstablished the
assunptions of the lawfulness and naturalness of social
phenoncna; the 19th century mode them empirical, The
soclal sciences were transformed into genuinely
empirical disciplincs, August Conte attempted to
establish a gencral scicnce of human life and he called
it sociology. Herbert Spencer made the transition to
conceptions of social subsystenms. The soclial sclences
emerged as a fanily of disciplines: developnents in one
ares were almost imncdiately picked up and carried for-
ward in other. The lincs betwecen the social sclences are,
consequently, fluid., Thc primary differences lie in the
subject matter of the disciplines., Some have claimed that
sociology is €hec general social science encompassing
2ll others but this is probably incorrect, Soclology
must be, somchow, a discipline in its own right...

Martindale's first chaptcrs from his profession of faith, an
interpretation and statement of what he be 1 1 e ves ., There
®s nothing wrong with beginning a book in this manner, on the
contrary, as long as onc docs not do so under the pretensce of
being "valuc free"” or "neutral®, Martindale believes passionately
in the autononmy of theorctical, scientific thought., That is
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obvious, He does not tirc of saying so in not uncertain terms,
Han comes from his primitive manncr of thinking to theology and
from theology to philosophy and from philosophy finally to scilence
and now he 1s able to establish truth: the autonomy of independent
thinking man. . '

What strikes us in this approach, however, is the cmbarrassingly
unscicntific treatment of llartindale's in his discussion of
'comnon sense thinking'., After 211, it 1 s a serious scientific
blunder to feorget to ask the gquestion what precisely the structure
is of naive experience as compared to thecoretical or scientific
thought. The blunder bcconcs cven worse if one builds his whole
scientific house upon iti! lartindalce docs not cven bother to
a2 s k the question what an analysis of the structure of these
two kinds of thought might bc, This is not just a lack of truly
sciecntific precision and accuracy and neither is it something done
only by Martindale. Virtually all sociological publications on
our contient show the sanc cnbarrassingly scerious lack of scholarly
precision and honesty. Zmberrassirg, for it is usually from thesc
very circles that criticism i1s directed against thosce who would
take their Christian faith scriously also in their scientific
work: the usual statcment is thot those peoplc who confuse 'theology'’
and sclence' are not very sclentificil!i What intriguces us is not
this peculiarly pasionate criticism on the part of thesc scientists
but the question what lies bchind this scientific blundering on
the part of nen who certainly deserve the name scientist: what is
the cause of this strange blindncss of thesc men?(2) The answer is
obvious., Once onc has committed oneself to faith in the autonomy
of theoretical thought and begins to regard clear theoretical
thought as thc source of truths onc must go on and begin to
interpret everything else, nalive cexperince included, from this
accepted stand point, MNaive thought then cannot be scen anymore
in its own, peculiar structure but must be interpreted as primitive
thought, i.e. thinking of an inferior kind, o stage to be overcone,
Misconception nust then follow upon nisconception but also scienti-
fic blunder upon scientific blunder: the structurc of naive thought
is no longer somcthing to be analyzed, theology is confused with
rcligion and philosophy with the scearch for the good life (as
Martindale does, for cxample) and the name scicnce is reserved for
that kind of theoretical thought only which bases itself in
religious commitment to the ideal of autonomous thcoretical
thought only. That the precision which may be required fron the
scicntist with regard to his terminology is lacking and nust be
lacking now is obvious: Hartindale's first chapters belong to the
large body of introductory naterials where this lack of precision
shows up almost continuously., His presuppositions, c.g. as to the
tinme-transcending nature of thcoretical thought in contrast to
the time bound naturec of theology and of naive thought, make him
Jugzgle with terms in a thoroughly irresponsiblc manncr, It is
perhaps especially with regard to terninology that the student who
enters the field of sociological cnterprisc on this continent nust
be on his guard,(3) The unscientific confusion ofthcology and
religion, of scicntific method aond valuvefree procedure ete, occurs
in virtually all present day sociological publications here, The
studcent of soclology does well thereforce to be aware of the
inevitable cohercence between terminology. and ideological commitment:
it is simply impossible, and it would mean making the same
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scientifically irrcsponsiblc mistakes, to accept the current
usc of terms in soclilology without o good decal of reservations,
The same rescrvations must be made with regard to the
solutions offercd in the discussion of the question what sociology
really is, To many soclologists 1t is an open guestion what this
scicnce is essentinlly 211 ~bout, In Hartindale's first chapters
we find the typical hesitation which 1s characteristic for
virtually all modern publications. In our discussion this
question thereforc ought to be dealt with first: it is really
sonecwhat peculiar to Jlscuss sociology without knowing what
sociology really isi That lartindale left us in the dark as
to the precise naturc of socilology camnot be duc to his respect
for the actual task of philosophy, the thecoretical enterprisec
which, among othcr things, spcecifically deals with the place and
task of cach onc of the special disciplines in science, Ve
renember llartindele's pronouncencnt that s001ology had frced
itself from philosophy: (All the samc: the discusion by Martindalc
was thoroughly philoscphicnl!!) In a well-known book, cdited by
Georges Gurvitch and VWilbert &, Ilioore, Twenticth Century
Sociology Huntington Coirns proscnts o numbcr of excuscs Why
present day sociologists arc still upcortaln os tTo what the
discipline they study and teach actually is.

"First, thc subjcct matter of the social scicnces is
unusually intricatce, in the scnsc thot it so far has defied
organizations ot anything like the level achicved in the
organization of the subjcet natter of the physical.sciences,”
“Sccond, sociologists have never agreed on the domain of
their subjcet notter nor on their attitudce toward it.,"
"Until sociologists themsclves dcfince the object of
thelr study it will have to be asuncd that sociology 1is
what the men who cnll themsclves sociologists write
abcut,.., Insofar as it may be caught in a single phrase,
thc sociological attitude scems to represent an cmphasis -
upcn the facts of hunan activity in general, in which the
role of spccecific factors such as gcography or cconorilcs
is given full rccognition, but the activity is not scen
cxclusively from the point of vicw of any onc of them, “(4)

Half ar. hour looking throush some of the major sociological
works in a Collegc library will be sufficient to be convinced of
the fact that Cairns is not the only cnc on the Anerican
sociologicsc.l scene who feels uncertain as to what now recally
sociology :is! It is at this point that the Christian student of
soclology has o distinct advantage over most of his colleagues,
The work of' Abraham Kuyper gove a tremcndous impetus to a
CaXvinistic, Word-bound theorctical rcflection, not only in
Thce Netheriands and other European countrics but also on our
continent, Bspecially the work of Herman Dooycweerd is for the
soclologist of the greatest significance. In the third volume
of his opus magnum, A New Critiquc of Thcoretical Thought, he
has prescni:cd a thorocugh discussion of matters which arc
dircctly inportant for the discipline of sociology.(5) Studiecs
by men as J, Dengerink (6) end R, van Dijk (7), rccognizing
the perspectives opened by Dooycweerd, arc cxtremcly valuable
but arc only ~ccesible for thosc who understand the language
in which they werc writtcen
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Don Martindale, The Nature and Types of Sociological Theory
(Boston: Houghton liifflin Company, 1960)

This the morec remarkable becausc a man as Hartindale gives
evidencec in his publications of his tremendous sociological
abilities. The book from which the quotes are taken is
undoubtedly one of thc more excellent sociological reviews
available on the American market nowadays.,

The matter of terminology is always one of the more difficult-
to understand expericnces through which the college student,
especially in his first two years or so, has to find his
way, Terninology, scientifically speaking, is almost half
the work to berr donc in scicnece: one who has found the right
and precise terms has reached already onc of the major

goals which the scientist sets himsclf! It is, probably,

for this reason that scientists differ so widely ih their
use of terms! As long as the student finds hinmsclf wondering
why not all scicentists use thc same, or at lecast almost

the same, terms, he may regard this as a certain sign that
he is still at the very, very beginning of his scholarly
pursuits and that he'll do well to start reading what he
can! For a while he'll feel (losti?) confused by what secns
an endless diversity of terms and terminology but once he
has become accustoned to such diversity hc will undoubtedly
begin to sce the issuces hidden in the very terminologies!

Gecorges Gurvitch and Wilbert E, Hoorc, Twenticth Century
Sociology (New York: The Philosophical
Library, 1945) pp. 4-18

H. Dooycweerd, A Ncw Critique of Thecorectical Thought
(Amesterdam: H.J.Paris, 1957)

J. Dengerink, Cristich-historisch ondcrzoek noar de
soclologische ontwikkeling van het beginself
dcr 'Souvereiniteit in eigen kring' in the
19d¢ en 20ste ccuw (Kampen: J.H.Kok, 1948)

R. Van Dijk, Hens en llcdcrnens, Een cinleiding tot de
algemene sociologic (Wageningen: Zoner &
Keuning) n. v.
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INTRODUCTORY S OCIOLOGY

To page through a number of currently used sociological
texthooks is a somewhat frustrating affair, One docs not only
find in thosc tcxtbooks a scemingly endless nunber of topics
treated - though genecrally in a frustratingly superficial way -
but one is struck by the obvious lack of agreement among the
textbook writers of today with regard to what precisecly
constitucs the ficld of investigation of the science of sociology,
and what preciscly to deal with of that field in the introductory
coursc in soclology. A summary of what a number of the most
widely used textbooks deal with may help us gain an idea, at
lcast, of what generally is being discussed in this course,

An often uscd textbook for our course is Robert 1, Sutherland,
et al, eds., Introductory Sociology (Chicago: J.B,Lippincott
Company, 6tn edition 1961), The book is divided into seven
parts as follows: 1, Socicty and Culturc; 2., Pcrsonality;

3. Social Process; 4, Hunan Collectivitics; 5. Population

and Communitics: 6. Social Institutions; 7. Social Changcs.,
Under these heading the following main subjccts arc discusscd:
human society, culturc, cultural prccessces, personality and
culture, so:ial roles and culture conflict, personality
development, interaction and social processes, accomodation and
social organizaticn, groups and small group resecarch, collective
behaviour and nmass communication, stratification and mobility,
racc and rae-conscious groups, ccolezy and community,
population, charactcristics and trends, the contemporary urban
conmmunity, familial institutions, institutionalized cducation,
soclal struczturc in ccononic and political life, hecalth and
wclfare organization, organized religion, the changing social
world, and siniliar nattcrs,

Other textbooks give us the following subjects which are
being discussed: culturc and biclogical factors, hercdity,
racial classifications, familial ancestry, environmental
developnent, natural and social scleccetion, folkways and mores,
technicways, cultural diversity and similiarity, cultural
ethocentrisnm, kinds of zroups, social interaction, competition,
custon as cultural heritage, national subcultures, male and
female subcultures, factors in cultural diffusion, inventions,
cultural ircrtia, cultural lag and cultural survivals, culturec
nolding the¢ personality, conscious and unconscious, acculturation,
assimilaticn, adjustment to cultural change, personality
disorganizstion, personality rcorganization,conflict,
socialization and personality, primary and sccondary groups,
formal and informal groups, crowd bchaviour, mob behaviour, the
social sc¢lf, status sccking, isolation, transitional shock,
adolescents's guest for satisfaction, teenagers' rclationships
with adults, adolescent adjustment, class structures, caste
systens, social mobility, opcn class socicty, privilege, personal
growth, personality traits, mental hygienc, pcersonality
intecgration, ratiomlization, projection, daydreaning,
procrastinntion, rcpression, group cxpectations, informal
controls, the grecat sccicty, individuality and conformity,
population movenent, urbanization, mcchanization and
industrialization, sccularization, social planning, social
policy, and so on and so on, apparently without end !
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In Joseph S. Rouceck and Roland 1, Warren, Sociology, An
Introduction (Paterson: Littlcfield, Adans & Co, 19515 an attenpt
is made to combinc in one handy volumc all that matcerial which is
covercd in the nost widely usced textbooks. They come with the
following division: culture, pcrsonality, personality disorgani-
zation and personality reorganization, fundamental social
processcs, social groups, crowd behaviour, communication, public,
public opinion, social status systems, population, rural conmu-
nities, urban conrmunities, institutions,family, governmental
institutions, cconomic institutions, rcligious institations,
social problems, social control, social change and sociology as

o scicnee itself,

Already from the glven cnuncrations 1t is obvious that in
many cascs the consequences arc being felt of the lack of a clear
insight into what soclology csscntially is and ought to do, It
scems, however, hardly possible to discuss sociological matters
in any kind of intelligent and scicntifically responsiblc way
tithout having established clecarly what sociology 1s and what its
function and task is, To give sone insight into thesc natters is
the aim of this stencil,

Special stenclls on various soclologically significant
notters will be made avallable from time to time, Among them a
sumnmarizing survey of the history of soclological thought, But
the introductory sociology soursc is meant first of 21l to get
acquainted with sociology, its task, its ficld, its approach,
its problcems, its theorizors and their publications, 1ts methods
and its perspcecctives. The student 1s adviscd thercefore to give
scrious attention to his reading assignnents, A few titles may
serve him to find his woy in the bookstorc and the library,

(For pccuniary rcasons only papcerbacks anre nmentioned here!)

Ferdinand Ténnics, Comnunity & Socicty, Geneinschaft und
Gescllschaft (New York: Harpcr Torchbooks, 1965)

Reinhard Bendix, lHax Weber, An Intcllectual Portrait
(Garden City: Doubleday & Corpﬁny Anchor Books, 1962)

David Riesnan, The Lonely Crowd (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1966, 15th cdition)

Margaret liecad, cd., Coopcration and Conpetition Anong
Primitive Pcople (RBostons: Beacon Press, 1966)

Pitirim A, Sorokin, Contcnporary Sociolozical Thcories
(New York: Harper Torchbooks, 1964)

Lewis A, Coscr, ed, Political Sociology (New York: Harper
Torchbooks, 1966)

Otis Dudley Duncan, dillian F. Ogburn On Culture And Social
Change (Chicago: University of Chicago, Prcss, 1964 )

W, Lloyd Warncr, Social Class In America, The Evaluation Of
Status (New York: Harpcr Torchbooks, 1960)




b AN AND SOCIETY

Sociology concecrns itself with society., It is for this
reason that the sociologist is dceply interested in the question
who manreally 1s, Hc cannot get away from this question, After
all, socicty is socicty of human beings, mutually related and
bound together by a thousnnd and one strings of socictal -
rclationships, Who are thesc hunon beings? Is scicence able to
show their unique essence and to nake clear who man really is?
The answer is more obvious than nany seem to be willing to
admit, Theoretical or scicntific thought is not able to tell who
noan is: the very naturc and the very structure of theorctical
thought makes this impossible; the very abstractions which are
cssential to theoretical thought prcvent this thought from
turning man into a so-callced Gegenstand of scicntific investi-
gation! The actual naturc of nan escapes nan's theorctical
inguiries, (1) The question who nman is, consequently, requires a
pre~theoretincal answer, This prc-thcorctical answer, will it
at least be satisfactory, will inescapably includc an answer
to another question: who or what is man's Origin? In other
words, the gqrestion who nan is conmpels one to put one's heart
upon onc's tonguc, or to rcveal, inplicitly or cxplicitly, onc's
deepest religious commitment, ' .

The Christian sociologist, from his heart-commitment to the
God ond Father,of Jesus Christ Who has rcvealed Hinmself to us
in this tenporal world in His Word, becing in the all-cnconpassing
grip of the Vord of God, knows himsclf and all human beings to
be created, e realizces that nan does not exist in and by
hinsclf -in inaginary freedon and independcnce but that nan, in
his very existence, is therc only through God and for God his
Crcator. Hc Iknows fron the sanc Word of God that nan was
created to be the inage of God and placed from the very beginning
under the mandate to scrve God with his undivied heart and life
in subduing >reation to thc revealed and cver-active Will and
Law of God, (2) He knows fronm the samc Word that man is unique in
this sense tiat God has 'given' hin this position of 'mandataris’
in distinction from all other creaturcs, His life 1 s religion
and it is przacisely here that man can be said to transcend in his
heart, the vary centrec of his cxistence, the temporal creation,
i,e, in his acart hc is unbrcakably 'related! to the Creator,
It is in nan, thereforc, that creation receives its nméaning, or
in other woris: shows its neaningfulness. If nan falls into
apostasy all crecation will fall with hin, If nan rcaches his
destiny all of creation finds its necaning fullness also, cf.
Romans 8, Man 1is, howcver, not to bc regardcd as sonething like
the 'individual' of humanistic indcpendcnce dreans, God's
revelation shows God's covenant with nan as o covenant relationship
in which all individual hunom beings are bound together into
a Root: the rclationship with cther human beings is cssential,
The mandate is to be fulfilled by man in the constant whole-
hearted commitnent to Ged his Creator, in the continuous search
for understanding of the Will and Law of God, in the uninter-
rupted, resronsible subjcction of nankind itself and of the rest
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of cmted reality to this Will or Law, and in unbreakable cohercence
and relationship of man and fellow-moan in this world,

The Christian sociologist renlizes also that his God has
spoken to hin and to this World of sin and opostasy which have
entered crcated recality, He knows fully that sin cannot be
elininated from his theoretical pursult: he cannot - if he wishes
toe be worth his salt as a soclilologist and not deserve to be
naned a nalve dreancr or a fool - do in his sociological studies
as if sin were soncthing that the scicnce of sociology sinmply
could disregard, He will thercfore be on the leook out for various
forms of rcligious commitnent which attenmpt to assign nan a
place in the created reality - cspecially the sccial rclationships -
which i1s on thce onc hand possiblc under the order for creation
which God naintains in Jesus Christ (3) but which on the other
hand distorts both man and his rclationships with others, He
will refusc to identify the cxisting and present place or
position of nan in 2 given socicty with onc of the 'sources'
fron which to detcrnine what prcciscly the place of man in
soclety and what the rclationship between nan and society ought
to be, He wlll alsc be cextrenely carcful in his description of
certain forns of lawfulncss which scen to strikc one's attention
in various social situations, trying tc get away from any forn of
identification between norn and given situation, On the contrary,
he will do what he can to find the normative principles, on the
basis of his faith commitncent - and in this sceking to base
hinself upon faith cormitment hce knows not to be different cven
fromn those who, sonewhat foolishly, clain to be neutral and,
even more openly foolish, objective becausce they alsoe work and
theorizc from such a faith commitnent, be it to their 'god' -
as truly nornative principles which are given positive from and
shape by human, cssentially religious activity,

The Christizsn sociologist will, becoause cf his faith
comnltnment, recalize that the work of Christ 1s of essential
significance also for his scciologicnl studics, Not only does he
reclize that everything cxists in and throucgh Christ and that the
social rcality therefore exists nlso only because of the work of
Christ, but he will know fully wecll that in Christ thc new Root
of nankind has cone and that this has very concrcetc conscguences
for man's place and position in socicety in this world, (4)

3¢

Sociology is, unlcss it wishes to ronnin shallow, superficial
and uscless, forced to reflecet czplicitly upn the gquestion what is
the position of man in socicty., A discussion of this qucstion is
usually found in the various sociological handbooks undcr the ,
heading : Individual and Sccicty, or : Individual and Comrunity, (5)
The gquestion is oftcn presented as o problem or, cven, o dilernna,
The reason for this can be onsily scen, Currcent sociology prefers
to basc itself upon the faith-corritnent of the autonony of
theoretical thought or the ncutrality postulatc, The difficulty
with regard to the question ~s to the relation between man and
society 1is, indced, on this stand-point that an attempt is nadce
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to interpret nan theorctically. lian nu st then be explained as an
individual, an indivisiblc unit, sclf-contained, a little cosnos
all by himself, independent and essentially frce from any
relationships, and basically sclf-sufficicnt. Or man nmust be
explained from his rclationships, ce¢.g. the group, the state or the
society as essentially indcpendent, frce and autonomous totality,
We can distinguish between two trends of thought in this
connection, The one goes into the dircction of placing the
cnphasis upon the individual hunan being, naking a heavy use of
the term individual and interpreting nan's social relations and
the socictal structurcs and structurations in this world as sinply
nothing but acciéental lines of contact betwecn frece human units
" wWhich arc essentially only outward conncctions, Thc other goes
into the dircction of cxplaining the hunan being as fully
qualified and essentially deternined in his very being and
nature as wecll as in his nores and thoughts by that larger
social wholc which scrves as the ground of all being and the
source of all what gocs on in human life. Iost thinking,
however, attempts to end up with sonc kind of a compromisce or
combination of the twe starting points. That such a conpromise
or synthesis nust romain without success is obvious: the one:
pole cannot be reconcilcd with the other for both tend and |
strive to bco exclusive in their clainm to function as interpre-~
tation-ground. (6) The fundancntal nistake of both individualisn
and universalisn is the imnancnce standpoint which both theorics
(nore precisely: beliefsi) presuppose, (7) In individualisn we
find the athtenpt to deny the religious Rcoot-unity of mankind
and tc-replace it by the acceptance of the autonony of the
free hunan ndividual, o revolutionary drcan of hunanisn,
In universalisn we find the attempt to deny the uniqucec nature
of man who in his heart 'transccnds' tenporal relity. in its
religious concentration upon the Bootmd in this Root upon God
Himself, and to rceplace this by the cqually religious concept
of an absolutizing of o tomporal scocietal structuration into
which man 23 such is lost. Whereby nan's nendate to initiative
and responsibility disappear in the imaginary 'will cf the
whole', Christian, i,c, Biblically-bound, sociology recjects
therefore both individuvalisn and universalisn (collcctivistisn)
and also any conbination attenpt in which o synthesis is
being undertaken and it rgcognizes the principle - not just the
"theory" ¢ -'of what in thecorctical terms con be called the
spherc sovercignty.

1. ecf. H. Dooyecweecrd, In The Twilight of Western Thought
(Philadelphia: Presbyterian and Reformed PUblishing
-Conpany, 1960) pp. 173 ff,

2., Genesis 1
3. Colossians 1 : 11-23

4, Ephesians 2 : 11-22, Colossians 2 : 4-15, Sec also note 3,
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The term 'community' is onc of thc most worn-out terns
socilology possesscs., It is, therefore, 2lways good to

ask oneself carcfully, when taking up another sociolo-
gical study by another author, what this author neans

by the term: it usually gives one 2 good insight into

what the fundanental starting point of such an author

is,

Sce Dooycweerd's discussion in A New Critique, op,
cit., vclume III; pp. 176 ff,

‘For a brief characterization of the irmancnco

standpoint, scc Dooycwcerd's discussion in' The
Twilight, op. cit,, pp. 12 ff,



- 13 =

NOHI AND SOCIETY

The difference betwecen nnn oand 21l other creatures in this
tenparal world can never be understcod unless cne seces both nan
and 211 other creatures in their subjcetivity to the law of God,
It is nanely in this subjcctivity, this being subject to the
Law of God, that thc esscentinl differcence nust be sought, Cnly
nan has the 2bility to analyticelly distingulsh between hinesclf,
his acts and actions and the 1w of God for created reality,
sonething no other crcature in this world possesscs, This cenables
nan to reflect upon the law of God, upon its significance and
its demands, and upon his cxistence as subject to the law,, But
this is not 211, Mo creaturc has been subjeccted to the law of
God in such a fashion as nan who is called to obey to God's law
and commandncents for his 1lifc i1n his concrcte 1ifc situation
driven by hic inner faith cormitrient and glving full and andivided
attention to the law in that pccullar way in which it comes to
hirn, namely requiring —an's positive forning of concrete neorns,
Thls Tnplies the 'possibility' of disobedience cven though it
would be incorrcet to state that God 'gave' nan the opportunity
to discbey; disobedience is thc 'inpossible possibility' and sin
is non-sense and foolishness, (1) The rock, the plant or the
aninaly thaugh all subjcct to the law of God, functlon according
to the law ol God without being adiressced by Gad in the sanc
nonner as Godl addresses nan and without having this 'inpossible
possibility* of disobedicnece fron a religious centre, their
'heart': they do not have such a heart, such a religlous concen-
tration point in which they arc addresscd by God., Vc nay say of
the plant that it functions subjcectively in the biotic nodality,
of the aninal thot it functions subjectively in the psychilc
rmodality but both plant and ~ninal, to say nothing of rocks and
other physically qualified creaturcs, do not functlon subjectlvely
in the 'following' 1w spheres but only objcctively,(2) Only nan
functions in those nodalitics, from the analytical through the
pistical, as subjcct, It is thesc sane nodalities which nust be
called nornmative nodalitics becausc the law in thesc modalities
is given to man in the nanncr of 2 norm princinle which
requires thc positivation activity of nan,(3) It is in this
pcsitivatior action that the 'impossible possibility' finds an
apportunity to express and show itself,

In order tc understand this process of positivation in its
significancce for our sociological enterprisc we nust distinguish
between God's law or will for nan, coning to hin in the nanner
of norn prirneciples, nan's understanding, insizht into and
knowledge of this will, and finally the positive normns, There 1s
always an casential differcnee between God's will of law and
nan's understanding and knowlecdge of 1t, lian's knowledge renains
linited nct only but in the post-fall situation it nust be stated
that nan's Imowledge rernnins alsce always hanpered bythe consequences
of sin., Even thcerc where ran's heart has cone in the overwhelnming,
recreative grip of the Powcr (Word) of God sin plays its
disturbingly distortinz rcle still in o significant degrece cven
though its force has been broken andnan's cycs arc now open for
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God's revelation in its nultifaccted abundance, There where
nan's heart is fixing itself, in inevitable religious cholcec,
upon a deifled, absolutized aspect cr noncnt of cmted reality
(irmancnce standpoint) the picture of God's law - which now is
no longer recognized as G od ' s law - has becone extrenely
distorted: nan's religious cormitnent corpels hin to attemnpt an
interpretation of recality in which the law is rcduced to one of
its nodes not only but which also the law is ldentified with

its subject.(4) lian's understanding of and insisht into the

law or will of God is therefore ncver to be regarded as iden-
tical with the law itself, This does not necan that we should
give up our attempts to understond God's law for created reall-
ty. After all, God's law is being revealed and this revelation
is no weak, he31tqnt gesture on the part of our God, On the
contrary, His law order has been inposced upon the rceality in
which we find ourselves in such a nanner that it is simply in-
possible not to be radlically inpressecd and overwhelned by it,

In the recreating grip of the Power-Word of God in Christ it is
aso that nan begins to . see the law of God more and nore true,
deep and dcpendable knowledge. This is significant: The positive
norns in our reality namely are fully qualificd by the direction
of nman's understanding of the law of God, In his positivation
adivity man 1s giving concrete, specific validity-recognition

to laws or norn-principles which he (corrcctly or incorrectly)
has understood, We speak of validity-recognition bccause the

law of God h a s validity even if ran would not recognize it
and adnit it, Still we usc the 'word validity' in this connection
because it is alsoc possible that ran decns valid certain
principles which 2arc sinply nothing but his autonormous brain
children and not God's given law, We s»ncak of concrete and
specific in this connection becausc under the order of creation
nan sinply nust cone fron norr principles to concrete and specific
norms, positive normns which regulatc and control his actions and
conduct., It would bc impossible for nan to live in our world
without positive norms which, for exanple, regulate and by that
sane token nake pcssible nan's living together with others, Such
positive norms nake it, for exanple, possible to go out..in the
streét with your:car and drive home: Even though sone car
driving creatures fall to stop for the red light or break the
speed linit and neglect to stay on their side of the road, you
have a chance that you get hone safely cnly because of the
traffic laws and their recognized valldity by those who with you
forn society, Interwoven with such positive norms for traffic
are nany other norms: norns of a Jjural nature which pevent, e.g.,
that your fellow student, even without thinking, decides to go
horie in your car in steqd of in his own jalopy; econonmic norns,
ethical norns etec, These positive norms nust be sharply
“distinguished from the norn principles. Such a norm principle,
for cxanple,is that nembers of a family nust love cach other,

A positive norn brings in this case a concretc and specific
validity recognition in which the norm principle of love between
nenbers of a family is given a concrete form: here in our suburban
setting in the United States one does such and such a thing and
one does not do such and such o thing in one's fanily, in this
twentieth century!



It nwst be ssen cl ““"15 that © ok ore nweenents in the
positivation process by which non cones from the norm prlnclples
te the positive norms thon ntioned so far, lian is in all cof
his life qualified ond dirccted by the centrol rcligous cormite-
rient of hist heart and, conQLqmu 101y, 2lso in his positivation
activity, But therc is rorc, Thoe positivaticn is 2liso gqualificd
~and deternined in its sffoct by the neasurce of understanding of

the norn principles. In other vords, we shoall have to be ware
of this pcculiar “hﬁno”wukr in our world that . nan's under-

standing over the ccnturies changes: c.z. the understanding of
the norn principle of retribution in cur western civilization
during the Hiddle ages, resviting in the lack of understanding
of a nunber of traits typilcol for o non-differentiated society
(just to mention onc necnent out of o lursge nunber) changed to an
indced wider understandin: o few centuriecs later, The cultural
idenl (5) plays o role of inportance therefore, and also the
concrcte cultural or historical situntion, (6) One cannot sinply
beszin with norn nrinciple and o sincerc decsire to positivation:
there is nlwars o situvntion in which one nust begin, lioments in
this situation ~re, for exople, the comples of positivatlons
which arc alraady enjoying validity recognition in certain
realns, the pruvalcnt worlg and 1ifce view or Lebenanschauung
in a soclilety, specific crises 1n ccrtain cultural realns, ete,
Arong thesc noments but nct sinply alongsilde of thosc nentioned
we must also reccznize the lrresistible and lrrepresssible
'*force majeurc' of the rder for creatlon: ran cannot get away
from being soclnl, cconorlce, —ornl cte. subject! and he cannot
cet away fror the subjeetivity of 2ll sides of created reallity
cven thouzh its frustraticn of his autonony dreams may irritate
hir no end! Cnc los foctor rust be mentioned now, In the
positivation process we {ind tihet the positivation activity is
not sinply dcne by cvery avinn beinzg individually but within
speecific socictnal relaticnships and socictal constellations
by those who hold itnin such structuratjon” a position of
authority or lcadership. ‘e shall sce later that there is a wide
varistion an¢ diffecrentiation of tnls authority and leadcrship
but for this noncnt is it suifficicnt if we sce that the positive
norns arc belinz formed by 'leondcrs' and, in o variety of ways, are
being imposcec upon others within a certain societal constellation,
These nen hol.d key positions in civilization,

Positive norns arc rutunlly interwoven in the given positive
order under vhich ~ socicty finds itself at 2 given nonent,
This interwovenncss 1lirits therefere at the samc tinme the positive
norns ir their direction and c¢l~ins which tThey recelved fromn
the nen in the key pesitions: 3ut there 1s still nore, In a given
society the 'ositivg order mny be, sencitines, cven radically
different fron the personnl convictions, or the inncr readiness,
of the peool who 1live undor thig ord““. The positive order can
be willingly followed but nlso rather hesitantly or cven unwillingly,
It is csscentisl that we scoe this clearly for it prevents us
frerm naking serious mistakes in our use of theinformation which
we goin in our dcscription or rogistration of people's concrete
behaviour in o given secicty ond:-of people's concrete thinking
about their behaviour and their positive norns. It is becausc
of utter confusion on the part of 2 great nunber of sociologists
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with regard to the correcct distinctions to be made here that

present day soclology and cspecially soclography is suffering
from a serious lack of dircction and preccision,

S3in is not-sense, that is: therc is no ' reason' for sin,
no 'basis' for apostasy. Sin cannot be interpreted or
explained in any other terms cither: apostasy is ...
apostasy for no rcason at all but for apostasy itself.

See stencilled notes Philosophy 101,
iden,
Romans 1 : 22, 23, 25

The cultural idcal is basced in nan's religious comnitnent,
It is, however, not to be regarded as an ldeal which one
individual human being dreams up from his individual
religious cholice but, indeecd, as 2 gradually frocend and
fornulated set of ideals which pceople ' recoghize' as in
harnony with their own Lebensanschauung or world and life
view and to which pcople at a given tine and in a given
situation begin to render allegiance in their cultural
activities,

The cultural situation is therefore to be understood not
fron adding up into a2 sunm total an endless nunber of
incoherent, abstracted 'facts' or details but fronm the
cultural ideals which, in the various cultural realns,
possess a position of cultural power,



SOCIAL RELATIONSHIP3 AnD THE IRREDUCIBLE IiCDAL ASPECTS

All of created reality ia subjcct to the cever-active Will or
Law of God the Creator., Not everything in creation functions,
however, in the sane rnanncr under God's law: therc 1s a
differcentiation which, obviously, corresponds with the
differentiation within God's law for His creation, Consequently
we can and nust distinguish between varicus nodes of existence
or various law spheres, Every aspect of reality therefore
possesses a nodal law sidce anrd o nodal subject side, Each aspect
possesses thereby its uniguce nodal structurc which 1s of such a
nature that in it the unbreakable cohrence with all other aspects
of reallity i¢ expressed. Vhat must be seen clearly is that these
nodal structires are not variable but constant: the constant
structures meke the variable ferms or structurations within then
possible! This rust be - ~n’ this is only possible in the faith
standpoint ir. Jesus Christ, knowing God as the Creator of
created reality Vhe rules this creation after His own will -
recognized as consequence of the pre-scientific knowledge of
hin who engages in thcoreticnl pursuit in this field,

The (social) sc¢ieribist cannot be satisfied with an insight
into the natire and structure of fthese nodal aspects however,
lfodal aspectes, nanely, do not cxist in and by thenselves but -
the term rnodcl says it alrendy - only in concrete things,
creatures,as their aspects or nodes or functions, The ethical
is not sonetring one neets soriewhere cut in the street all by
itself but orly as onc aspect of 2 concrete thing, plants,
aninal, events, relationship, ete, alongside all other aspects
into which the law of God diffecrcntiates itself, Every creature
functions in 2ll nodal aspects, posscsses all nodal aspects, The
scientist will thercefore search now first of all after the nanner
in which all these irreducible and unique modal aspects express
themselves in rnutual coherence in the nany different things,
plants,anina’s, socizl relotionships, ete. (1) Yet, he can only
do this after he has acquainted hinself with the structure of
the nodal aspects,

The invariable, constant aspects of created reallty are
ordered by God in an irreversible order, Certain aspects are
of o foundational nature s to other aspects, forn a substratun
for the otheil oncs, Other ~spects follow in the cosnic order
which God crecated as supcrstrato, This is inportant for the
nature and structure of cach of the aspects: the cosnic coherence
expresses itself now ir “he structure of each of the aspects!
Cbviously now there is one aspect in which we shall not find
a 'referral' to a superstratun. The structure of various aspects
can now be described as aircaning nuclcecus, a nonent which gives
this particular aspect its irrcdu~ible character, around which
we can find other nonents of elther an anticipatory or
retrocipatory naturc. These so-called analogical noments are
qualificed byt the ncaning nucleus of the aspccet in which we
find then but they refer ~Tcarly to nonents (either the nuclear
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or the analoglcal nmoments) in other aspects, (2)

It is essential in this connection to gain a clear insight
into the so-called opening process, As long as a certain aspect
shows itself in reality only in its coherence of neaning nucleus
and retrocipatory noments we nust say that it is in a closed,
unopened state, (cf. psychic life of animal) The aspect is
opened in the unfolding of its anticipatory noments in tenporal
reality. (psychic life of nan, for example) The unfolding-possibilities
of an aspect are always present in the aspect but they show then-
selves only and unfold themselves only under the leadership of
the aspects to which the anticipatory nonent can and will refer,
These anticipated aspects tehmselves nust, however, 1f they are
to glve this leadership to the unfolding of the anticipatory
neonents of the preceding aspects, be opened to sorie degree,
obviously. Consequently the whole unfolding progess is dependent
upon the leadership of the 'last' aspect, nanely the pistical,
and, this in the second place, unfolding is founded in cultural
developnent: the developnent or unfolding of the normative
aspects (and of the normative anticipatory noments in the pre=-
analytical aspects) requires (and it therefore based upon) the
unfolding of the cultural aspect,(3) The unique neaning of the
cultural aspect can be indicated as free fornative nastery or
as nastery after a free (in this word free we find the nonents
of initiative and responsibility) design or plan, Mastery is
connected with and unbreakable connected with power, but this
mastery-power nust be conceived of as mandate-power or office-
power whereby nust be reninded of the nandate or office which
nan recelved from God, In the cultural aspect we see already in
its unopened state the nandate to power acquisition over the
natural aspects of created reality. lian positivizes this norn
principle of free formative nastery or nastery after a free
plan or design in his technique, his technical control of the
natural aspects of creation, The unfolding of the cultural aspect
is necessary, however, as basis for the unfolding process in the
other aspects which are of a normative nature. As long as there
is no acquisition of cultural power and no gaining of power to
forn after a free design it is sinply inpossible that a positi-
vation of norn principles into positive norns (something cha-
racteristic, we remember, of the normative aspects) would take
place: positivation i s based upon the presupposition that
those who positivize the normn principles possess cultural nmastery-
power in the realn in which they are cngaged in the positivation
activity! After all, the norn principle cannot be positivized
into a positive norm unless one possesses indeed the power to,
positivize the norn. - Where there is no possibility in one or nore
the cultural realns (qualified by the modal aspects) to positivize
the norn principles of a certain aspect therc that aspect will :
renain closed, (4)

" Now the question nust be answered in which nanner the
invariable and irreducible nodal aspects coherently are woven
together in the concrete creatures whon we know in created
reality, and whom we see in their concrete totality in naive
experience, There are a great nany differences between a tree,

a church and the social relationship which exists between fwo
neighbours but the question which intrigues us is what precisely
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and essentially this difference is, On the standpoint that
reality as we experience it the result and outcome is of a
historical process 1t 1s not only inpossible to point out'
essential differences between different societal structures but
it is even practically inpossible to point out any essential’
diffgrgnces between suchrelationships and any other created
thing, Reformed philosophy has shown the way here. Not all
created thing function under the law in the sane manner., A . .°
rock functions in aoll law sphercs and possesses consequently
all aspects, A plant and an 2nimal, =2 societal relationship
or for example history itself function also in all law spheres
and possesses also all aspects, But there is an essential
difference ir thenanner in which all these created realities
function in these law sphercs, Thoe tree, for example, functions
in a differert nanner in the biotic law sphere than in the
econonic aspect, In the first law sphere it functions as a
subject but in the latter 1law sphere it functions exclusively

as an object (an economic object as object of human thrift

for example ¢r as a neans to an end cte,) The last aspect in
which a giver thing functions as a subject shows the typical
peculiarity of that thing: we call it its qualifying function,
This qualifying function can also be called its end-function

in the case of the tree and at the same tine its leading functlon,
The aspects vhich preccéde the biotic are opened in theilr
anticipatory nomnents and arranzed and directed in such a nanner
that the typical furnction of the tree is served: the tree 1is

tree because of this particular arrangerient, this specific
structure, The sane holds true, nutatis nutandis, for all other
creatures. This holds cood also for socictal relationships,.(5)

1, It has always been rccoznized already by christian and non-
christian thinkers that there are modes or modalities, These
terms, noder or nodnlity, are not unknown in sociology, on the
contrary, What is not recognized, however, is that the modes
in which things cte, exist nust be interpreted and that it is
precisely in their intcrpretation the the deep religious
cormitnent of cvery thinker comes out into the open! The
Christian knows, becouse of his faith insight into the radical
subjectivity or subjectedness of created reality to the Law of

God, that in these nodes he is dealing with aspects of God's. law,

2, An illustration: in"cultural life" we find the nonent of 1life,
which reninds you of the biotic modality, but no biclogist nust
conclude that thercefore he is called upon to discuss it in his
class for cultural life is typilcecally the area of culture; cf,
also social distance, culturel change etc,

3. The terns anticipations or anticipatory monents and retroci-
pations or retrocipatory nonents are comron good in many
scilences, The difficulty is, however, that it seems that every
other scientist uscs these termns in o different sense, Such
confusion is,perhaps, the scientist's fate but it would
certainly be 2 big help if soneone could come up with other
terms which say the samne thing in an equally clear nanner but
which at the sanc time would be less often used in a different
ways, Any snart student around who could do this ?

4, That is: at least relatively:
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5. For a penetrating discussion of the matters indicated
here one nust go to fundanental works as Dooyeweerd's
A new Critique, Unfortunately, only this work discusses
the indicated natters in English. An abundance of
materials in other languages wits to be translated. Our
Christian community could be really grateful if sone
young scholar would devote a large part of his life
tine to translation into English niuch of what has been
written in Dutch, French and Gernan,



THE STRUCTURE OF SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS

In the preceding paragraph we found that 'things' are not
accidents or sinply products of a nysterious formation process
whereby the one thing flcws Torth from the other in, apparently
endliess, succession but that 'things' are what they are because
of thelr being in the grip of the law of God in a specific
manner, The grouping or structuration of the modal aspects
consequently became of prine inport.nce, Every thing (in the
sense of everthing in ~nd of crmted reality) possesscs 2 given
structure, ar order along the lincs of which it is built, and
an order in which the variocus aspects or modalitiecs find their
typical coherence, This structurce or structural order is it
what nakes the 'thing' sonethling not only nore but also
essentially different fror: the sun total of the parts which
compose 1t! It is obvious that it is this phenoncnon which the
sociologist is recally after: the structure of the social
relationships which is typlcal for this particular relationship
and which makcs the one relationshin different from the other
even in cascs where two social structures nay be nutually inter-
woven.in a ncnner which nnkes it extrenmely difficult for the
sociologist to distinguish., It nust be remenbered now that the
structuvre is the structurc £ o r the 'thing', thc relotionship
ete, The stricture could bhe called, consegquently, the law for
the given 'thing', rclationship, etc., But before we define
our terms it 1s necessary to reflect a little nore upon the
natter of the structurcs of created reality,

We shall. call thestructurcs of which we arc talking here
individuality structures: the structures appear to us in the
individual things, cvonts, cte, and mrk the pcecculiar and
typical existenceolf the onec created thing in distinction fron
the others. The individusnlity structurcec has o typical leading
or end funct:on which is characteristic of the structure, It is
possiblec now to make o fcw cssential distinctions, The typical
end function of an individuality structure nanely possesses
within its nodal aspect on individuality type. In the nultitude
of individuallity structurcs we begin to sec some order Wwhen we
keep in nind that the 'first ””L forenost difference between
the structurnl types is determined by the nodality of thelr
typical leading ”unctlo“, which mives the structural whole its
typical qualification and internnl destination, This criterion
delinits the ultinate gz ners of the structures of individuality,
which, as such, arc not t encleosed in higher genceric types.
Because of tnecir clencntary :nd fundanental character they
cilrcumscribe invariable Qtructuroj orbits of individuality
whose further typical articulation is dependent on then, We
shall designatc these clonentnary genera by the term radical
types, and the structural orbits Ol thing or other individual
totalities encorpassed by ther wo shall kingdons,'(1l) There are,
to begin with, thrce such kingdons: (o) that of inorganic kinds
of matter, things and cvents, 2all of which have 2 typical
qualification in the (ncrwv ﬁspoct; (b) that of plants and their
bio-niliecu, which kingdon has o typical bictic qualification;

(
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(¢c) that of aninals, inclusive of their typlcal synbiotic
rclationships, their form-products and animal nilieu, a kingdon
which is typically qualified in the psychic aspect,(2) It nust
be scen now further that the individuality structure (ec.g., of

a social relationship) does not only have an, end function but
also o foundational function which together with the end
function formn the so-called radical functiocns of the structure,
This is the case when the cnd function of a structure does

not show original individuality as in tne casc of the
individuality structurcs of the three kinsdons nentioned
earlicr, The individua llty of a plant, for examplc, which 1s
biotically qualified, docs not orlglnatc with any of the
preceding aspects: the individuality of the plant has a biotic
originality therefore., This now 1s not the casc with all
individuality structures, In variocus cases, 1t is so that the
individuality type of the cnd functions lack this original
character and rcfer back to onginal types of individuality in
prccedlng aspects in which one must find the real, nucleus-type
of the individuality structure. This aspect is then the
foundational aspcct, A clear illustra tion of this can be found
in the social relationship which we call the famnily. The indi-
viduality structure of the farnily relationship is undoubtedly
gualified by the end function of the cthical love, A fanily
consequently 1s an ethically qualified relationship between
parents and children, These ethical relationships which we find
in and which forn the family are, however, clecarly founded in
the biotic aspect: the parents arc peronts of the children and
the children are children of these parents and the ties

which bind arce blood-ties. Still, blood~ties as such do not
rcecally nakce the farily but the fanily renains ethically
gqualified. This happens in such o mnanner, however, that the
individuality of the fanily rclationship cannot 31nply be

found in the ethical in an original way but that within the
group of 21l ethically quﬁllllcd relationships this relationship®s
individuality shows itself in the nuclecus-type of the biotic, (3)
The farily love refers back tc and reninds of the biotic
rclationship between parents and children,

It is now possible to scc that within the cnconpassing
radical type we must distinguish between sub types and cven these
in other sub types, ctc. The particularization mecant here
tokes place on the one hand on the basis of internal structural
diffcrentintion - the particularization rests then on the
internal structural differences hetween individuality
structurcs - and on thceother hand on the basis of external
factors -~ the particularization ther has to do with the
cnkaptic intertwinenecrnt of a certain structural type with that
of , another radical type for cxaiple., In the first casc we speak
of gcnotypes and in the sccond instance we spenk of variability
types, This distinction 1s cssentinl for a clear insight in the
ficld of investigation of sociology. Before we discuss this
further, howcver, we nmust now nention that apart fromthe three
'kingdons' which were nentioned earlicer there are - as becane
-evident already - other such 'kingdoris' or regna: aninal
formations (in the sense of products of formation by aninals),
hunan fornations or forngivings, and also the radical types of
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the societal structurce, the socinl relationskins, (b)) In hwan
life we find certain %m*nﬁ or kingdeoms of scietal structures
which posscss the sane radicnl functions c.z, the radical type
of the cthically qualified ~nd tlotically founded relations,
or the econonically qualified but cuvlturally founded structures
of individuality, ctc.,(5). Undor such o radical type we find
then the particularization of the genotypes, ¢.3. within the
regnun of the cthically quniifiod and biotically founded
rclationshirs we find mhrqumv, 1ly and Groszfonilic
(relatives), ete. Vorinbility typos we £ind therc where various
kinds of cnkapsis hove token ploce c.z. the fanily church of
certain English noblermen, cte.

One prelininary renark must be nade 2t this point about
the so-callcd cenpasiz, BV 2nkoepsis 1s neant the intertwinement and
interwovemess of cssentinlly differcnt individuality structures
in such a nonner that thc identity of these structures, their
sphcre sovercignty, is 1loft undisturbed and unhindered, Therc
arc various forms of onkapzis, It iz obviously o different
kind of enkapsis when wo conparc fkc clese interwovenness of
fanily and rarriage (one sido enkapsis) with the intcerwovenness
of fanily ard statc (correlative onkﬂnbis‘ Territorial cnkapsis
we Tind in the interwoveniicss of all sccletal structurcs in the
state., Enkarsis does not turn individuslity structurcs into the
role of parts of octher individunlity structurcs: it is cssential
not to confisc the crkopsis relation with the part/whole
rclation? (5) :

~

1. The term 'kincdo:', it be readily adnitted, is not the nost
fortunatc tern onc could possibly select, Dominion would sound
better pcrhnps, Anybody for o better tern?!i

2, The pattcr whether we nust speak of a hunan 'kingdon' 1is
discugscec by various authors, Sec o.3, J. Dengerink, op.cit.,
pp.182 ff,

3. The fanily structurc w111 e discussced later in more detail,
4, sce H. Dcoycweerd, A Ncw Critiguc, op.cit., vol,III especiall
, J e, op ,

5, The tern 'enkapsis' v be seen as an illustration of the
scarch for terns, whi c% arc not charged already with a variety
of differcnt nennings, As soon as onc uses terns as objective,
anticipations, f~€~11L1\o, functions, etc, one runs the risk of
being nisunderstood by these whoe do not take the time or the
trouble o 2sk themsclves what once neans by such terns, Often one
cannot goet oway fron using such overly-sucd and differently-
charged terns, hovever., The sclection of o term as cnkapsis has
this advantage that it compels the reader to ask what precisely
is neant and that it, conscgquently, »revents nisundcrstanding,
The disadvantasze, nancly it concerns o term here which is
really 1littlc uscﬂ by scicntists, is that it prevents the non-
scientifically trainced reader from following the linc of the
argunent. linthenatics, for exonple, with its to the laymen highly
pececuliar lansuage of synhols and formulas, has occepted this,
disadvantage, So have othor disciplines, as ccononics, statistics,
etc, We prefer the terrn enkopsis over interwovenness or
intertwinnencnt because in these two last terms the idea of

-



sphere sovereignty is not necessarily inplied: the
selection of a ternm as-enkopsis cenables us to include the
connotation of intertwinnenent-without-obstruction-of-
sphere-sovereignty., The objecticn that spherc soverecignty
itself is already a theoretlical corcept we nust firnly
recject as incorrect: what is expressed in the espression
sphere sovereignty 1s dircctly Biblical and consequently
pre~-scientific even though the tern nay sound sonewhat
'scientifically’.



We shal now first discuss what the nature of sociclogy as a
sclence really is., The discussion cf various theories ﬁbout the
naturc of sociology we postpone tlll later, A concise sunnary
of sociology, its nature, its task, its ficld of study and
1onst1©btlon, is an oxder at this point of our introduction
to give us an idea of wherc we arc heading,

Sociology investi:z "+“s tng various constant and invariable
structures wnich arc b~ 211 social 1life and which nake
socinl 1lifec in all its varial lk forms possible, Soclology does
not only (StudlCu, investig discusscs cte, nean the sanc
thing in this conncction, the theoretical cpposition
of Gegenstanl and ”F”lytlc“ in order to zain thecore-
tical knowledge in tho theoretics vnthesis, cf, (1) discuss
the naturc 21d structurce of the soclal relaticnships in the
sense Which oecanc cvident in nreceding paragraphs but it
studics also the mutual cohcercence and relotionsnip between the
various sociztal structurcs. It gives the theory of the norna-
tive socinl structures (structurc types)., As such sociology is
a speecial chapter of philosophy. (2) Uhen treated separately
fron other caspters of philosophy it iz still necessary to
spcak of Philosophical sccioclozy for cxanple or of Philosophy
of sciety,

This philosophical sociclozy ust be distingulshed from what
we can call the poswtlv“ sociclogy. This positive sociology is
the theory of the positive socinl forms and investigates the
variable forns in which thoe invariablce and cconstant structures
for social rclationships realize thensclves in the concretce
situation of tenporal roality., It studics thcecsce positive,
variable forns (variable in conncction with tine and place atce,)
in their naturc, their mwuwtunl relationship and intertwinnenent
ns well as influence, as cutcore of hunan activity and under
the leadersrip of man's folth conrditiient ~2nd world a2and 1life
view, It asks the question of the coning into cxistence of
certain positive socinld ?czws and alse the gquestion of the
nanner of treir existence in given situations,

Positive sociclogy o©n .3“ﬂ ses two speclal theoretical
activitics, On the one he soclogravhy, that part of the
sociolozical cnterprisc which records, registers ond descrlbes
in sociololozically accurcto ¢nd fitting terminoclogices, the
concrcte soclologically rclcevant daota in socicl 1ifc in this
tenporal worlid, Positive soclolozy in narrower sense generallizes
synthesizes systematizes and orders the soclologically relevant
data, formu .ates the scelolos 21 terminclogy, and orders the
theoreticnl knowledsze tus RCQuLTQQ in o systenatic fashion,

What has been dcucvibg” so far con ba copturced undcr the
heading of General Sociolony for there is also another fileld
of scciolog.cal studies Uﬂlvh can be captured under the title
of Special Bociology. The Special sociology comprises the so-
called aspesxt soclolozics, The aspect sociology directs 1ts
theoretical attention to one of the various speclal realns of

]
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life which we nay call the cultural realns, the realm of norality,
of art, of worship, of law, etc, Thus we can distinguish between
as nany aspect sociologics as there are cultural realns,

Still other field of sociclozical study nust be mentioned
here, In the first »nlace that esscntial part of the science of
sociology called Social History in which the sociologlist investi-
gates the soclal structures as such and in thelr nutual inter-
wovenness going through a process of change and dcvelopement.,

To be distinguished fron the Social History 1s the History of
Sociology, the study of sociological thought, its contents and
significance and its developnent, And finally therc is the
chapter of the nethods of socioclozy in which the sceciologist
studies the nethods peculiar for socicgraphic research, etc,ete,

A few remarks regarding the nature of the aspect sociology
are in order at this point., That the aspcect sociology directs
its attention to a specific cultural rcalnm does not nean nanely
that soclolozy suddenly takes it uporn itself to study a specific
modal aspecct diffcerent from the social aspect, Obviously it
directs its attention to that particular aspcct but with the
fellowing gqualiflcations, It studics the social relationships,
the socially rclevant actlons and cvents which are qualified
by that particular nodal aspect. Thus it studies, for ecxanple,
the peculiar nature of the soclal relationships of and in an
econonically qualified social relationship, a bank, a store,

a factory etc. It asks itsclf thereby the gquestion what the
place and function is of this particular aspcct in such
rclationships, actlions and events, It goes even further and asks
also the other gquestion what the place and function is of this
particular aspect inh such social structurcs, cvents and actions
which are cbvicusly qualificd by other nodal aspcects than this
particular ocne, The aspect scocioclogy cannot be satisfied with
all this yet however, It investigates also the influence which
o 1nodally gualificd cultural realn undergocs from the totality
of soclety and, in rcversc order, the influcnce which this
realn exerclies upon the social whole of socicty. It 1s obvious
that confusion with rcgard to the precisc nature of the aspect
soclology casily leads to transgression agalnst the legitinate
order between the various scicnces: the soclology ©f law can
easlly detericrate in a sonewhat awkward attenpt on the part

of thc sociolegist to play the student of law, cte, (3)

1. cif, stenciclled notes Philoscphy 101

2, df, for cxanplc H, Dooyewcerd, op, cit, velume III, in which
the structurcs of individunlity of sccicty are discussed in
a philosophical nanner., It is possiblce to discuss these in
scclological studies obviously: nahy scciclosts in our
country do just that! To treat then in sociological studies
does not, howcver, nake such treatnent less philosophical!
It nust be clearly scen that Talcott Parsons, Herton, and a
reginent of other sociologists in our country do, indecd,
devote nuch time and spacc in their publications to philosophi-
cal discussions, wunfortunately not always frankly admitting this.



Huch cof this amateurish treatment of tcopics which are
ronlly in the ©ilold of othor disciplines by sociologists
is constantly irritating: Ancricon scicntists in the
cther discinlines, Thoe sociclerists of cur tine run

the risk, espoecinlly by writing endlessly on socinl
problens and by discussing under thnt heading largely
issucs which nre tho lrmedinte cencern ¢f other disci-~
nlines, =of beirng
is nothing

whot onc reclly is,

~11cd 'journnlists', Chvicusly therc

Fith i oo Journnlist .., if Thot's
; son's Lenely Crowd and

vhyte's Croonizotion 1, ve mention Jjust two studies,

oppear to vnlk presiscly on the borderline: (3y the

Way: in gpito of o1l this, these two studies are

certainly worth reading:

¢



Before we can begin our discussion of the various socilal
rclationships which we find and in which we find ourselves in
our present day world it is ncccessary to reflect upon a
peculiar phenonenon in created rcality, nanely diffcrentiation,
Dr R, Van Dijk gives the follcowing charactcecrization of 2o non
diffcrenticted social relationship:

"A non diffcrentiatced soclial communlity is cvery social
cormnunal rclationship which cncormpasses in the conplex
unity of its organization all or a larger nunber of
real hunan corymunal rceclationships as its non-independent
parts, and which as a honogencous unity and totality
exerciscs all the functions which in differentiated
social types (types of socinl life) arc exercised by
separate relationships. " (1)

He gives a nunber of illustrations which wc shall briefly
describe here because of their clarity. (2)

The Chinese patriarchical 'fanmily' is not only nore but
also essentially diffcrent fron the fanily which we know and
in which we find ourselves today., It conprises all thosec
persons who live in the fanmily house and its connected
buildings. Thesce persons are the following: the patriarch
hinseclf, 2ll who descend from hin in the nale line exccept the
daughters and granddaughters etc., who rarry into another
‘fanily', the wife or wives of the patriarch, the wives of his
sons and grandsons ctc,, and a2ll thce servants who live with
the others in the fanily building(s).

What now qualifics this 'fanily'? Not the biotic rclation-
ship or the love reclationshin. The 'farily' nanely is first
of 2ll a religlous corrunity: it is the cormunity of all those
who rcvere the 'spirits' of the ancestors (who are, by the way,
still. present in the fanily housc in the forn of a 'soul'tablet'
on the house altar. In this corrunity of worship the patriarch
is the priest and leader., This worship nwust not be regarded,
however, as linited to such acts which we would rccognize
as such at first sight only: a2lrost all rules of conduct,
including those which we'd call econoric or noral or even
sonething else, and all customs and troaditions rwust be
interprcted as expressions of the fanily worship. Harriage,
for cxanple, is intcndcd first of 2ll to producc nalc
descendants to the ,.,'fanily’: the wifc who does not have
nale children can be rejocted without nuch ado, Apart fron this
religious qualification, the 'fanily' could 2lso be gqualified
as a noral, a jural or an ccononic societal relationship,

It is nanely so that the 'fanily' is thc unity of unconditional
all-out fanily loyalty to the parcnts and fcllow rmcnbers of

the 'fanily' in thec sense of cthical love or troth, It is also
a Jurally qualified community for the patriarch has an
unconditional right and authority over good and life of all
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the nembers of the 'fanmily': absolute Jurisdiction, But let's
not forget the ccononic qualification: the 'fanily' is an
econonic unity. No ncrniber of the 'fanlly' works for himself
but work for the 'fanily' and 2in at incrcasing the 'fanily!
posscssions cte, :

It is not possiblc to point out onc spccific leading
function or foundational function in this peculiar social
rceclationship cdaled the 'forily'. In other words: what is
lacking hcre is the diffcerentiation between the various
functions or aspccts whicn could be distinguished in our
scarch for tcthe typical traits of this individuality structurec,

The striking fact is now that thce various individuality
structurcs which wc can distinguish in our nodern world rebel
in this nor-differcntiated sccictal unity against this non-
differentioted statc of affairs, There arc continuous
tensions within the 'fanily', for cexamplc tensions between the
daughters in law against the mother(s) in law in which we
can detect the rcbellion of the rmarriage structure against the
structurce ¢f the 'farnily' c¢tc. The pesition of suprenacy
of thc religious autherity of the patriarch kecps the 'fanily'
what it is but W cn this authority breaks down (e,g. in
'secularizction') the end of the 'fanily' comes in sight
(c.g. after nissionary wecrk, norc intensive contact with
other nations, ctec. )

A peculiar situation, in which wec can scc how conplicated
things can bccorne, is found anong the ilinankabau pcople of
Central Sunatra. Here we find the person of the natriarch
in stead of the patri~rch, The fanily (ecalled parut)
conprises cll who dcecscends alonz the fenale line from the
natriarch: the matriarch, hcr sons and daughters, the
children and grandchildren of her daushtcers, etce. Not in the
parut arc fthe childrcn of the sons! These nanely descend in
the fenale Tine fron anothcer natriarch., The nen to whon the
daughters arc marricd nre alsce cxculded from the parut and
stay in theilr own parut but the children of these nen renain
in the nother's parut azain. The conflict between the soclal
parut unity and the fanily structurc shows itself for cxanple
in the struggle about the inheritance of the property of the.
nan: according to the parut rcezulations these goods nust
fall to nis sisteris children (that way they stay in the
parut) and not te his cwn chlldrcen, That this nakes for
continuous trouble is obvicus.

Non di*fercntiatced rclationships can be found also in the
0ld village structurce The dessa on the island of Java or Balil
gives o good illastration. Tne dessa or village cormnunity is
the societal relaticneain of all thosc who are connected
with the village territory, o picce of ground where the huts
or houses are, the ficlds closeby and a picce of forest cor
jungle., The dessa now docs not know what we'd call private
property as far as this territory is conccrned, The dessa
people work the grovnd: cte. for the village cornmunity: cven
there wherc can be dictinguished between what the one 'owns'
in land or fields the rv.ic is that the other people of the
dessa have an unchallenged rizht to o large percentage of the
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profits, Yet, the dessa is not only an ccononic unity but a
totality relation: c.g. honogencous re¢ligious cormunity,
originally oricentated to the worship of the ancestors who
established the village cornmunity and worked the ground first;
honiogeneous noral comrmunity cxpressing itself in nutual care
and cornon loyalty to established rules under the leadership
of the 'elders' of the village; honogcncous cormunity of a
Jural nature: village-hecad as prirnus inter parcs, and village
officials for specific functiocns for the whole, forning also
the village 'court' and village 'policy' - sctters., In one
typlcal set of rules, the adat, tradition cte, was unified

as econoniic, religious, sccial, cte, village order, (3)

The exanples can be rultipliced. Interesting especially

are the studies about the social structurations of the
nedieval guilds and the nedicval towns which in their own

way show the samne non differcentiated characteristics, But

not only the far past or thc far East gives us exanples of

a non differentiated situction. Mony 'left overs' can still

be found in nur so~called nodcrn svcicty. (4) There is a
gignificant aiffercence, howecver, betwecen a situation in our
nodern differentiated socliety in which a certain societal
relatiocn assunes o kind of exclusive leadership over a nunber
of other socictal rclatlionships and attempts to take over

its functions in each casc, ¢.g. o state taking over the
function of worship corrunity, business corrmunity, cete., 2nd
the so-called prinitive society., The difference can he seen
Wwhen we take a close look 2t the internal structures. In the
rodern socicty we find sccictal relationships which exercise
specific functions which are indeed typicnl for such relation-
ships: thelr very structurc is dircctecd to the excrcisce of
such functions. It is truc indeced that thc nodern state can
'go into business', e.g., by sctting up its own publishing or
telephone conpany. Such o cconpany renains, however, in its
inner structurc 2o company, in spite of its connection with

the state., In other words, the diffecrentiation stays cven
though legitinatc questions nay be asked regarding the task of
the state and its linitations. In the prinitive society things
are different, Therc we find that a differentiaticn has not
taken place to the degree it has toaken place in our present

a2y wor.d., A certain, rather peculiar socictal constellation
exists which as constellation exercises all or nany of the
functions at once, Structurally this neans that the various
functions or aspects nave not 'parted ways', have not, to be
nore precisc, been opened up. The historical process of
differentintion, as s been rnade clear by Dr Dooyeweerd, nakes
the diffcrence here. The non differcentiated societal constel-
lation can be understood as cxistinz only on the basis of non
differentiated authority cn the part of thosc who hold power
in the prinmitive constelliation, Differentiaticn requires

power formation in such realns which after differentiation
will be cpened up: such power fornation is prevented in the
primitive scciety and chis makes for the tendency to slow down
the process of differcntiation(5) In the so-called prinitive
soclety 1t is ultinately once individuality structure positivation
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which fulfills the leading role: its leader holds the non
differentiated power, In the conerete prinitive societies
which we rmuust not forget the esscentially important role which
sin and apostasy play: such 2 prinitive socicty transgresses
against the principle of sphere sovereignty. (6) Cultural
differcentiation breaks through the prinitive constellation, (7)

1, Don't blanc R, Van Dijk for the translation: 1t seens to ne
that what Von Dijk said is reflectcd better by this
soncwhal awkward translation than by a snooth running
one,

2, R, Van Dijk, op., cit,, »p. 101 T,

3. The word 'adat' can function as a useful technical tern which

can bec applicd to other but sinilar situations, lHany
Europcar soclolozists do so indeed,

L, Think of the European nndl Asiatic towns and villages with
their old nores and custons which, although no longer
fully waderstood by those who keep then, still are
enforcel, '

5, eiphasis upon 'slow down! the process is not brought to
stand-still.

6., the ters 'prinitive' is highly unsatisfactory; we use it
for lack of better one, but we wish to undcrline that the
tern nakes only for risunderstanding

7. constellation: the peculiar manner in which in the prinitive
or non-differentiated socicty the structures arc folded
together,
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Every attenpt at classification of social relationships
rnust begin with an open eye for the law of God under which
social relationships function in their own, typical way.

Failure to recognize God's law and law order can only result in
confusion and an essentially distorted view of the social
reality. (1) Division and distinction between social relation-
ships will consequently have to be nade in accordance with

what we have found regarding the nornative structures of the
social relationships, In the first place we rnust thus recognize
a structural functional criterion as the criterion of
distinction, e.g. we distinguish the social structures which

are qualified by the economic aspect from those which are
qualified by the ethical aspect, e¢tc, and also those rclation-
ships which are structurally founded in the biotic aspect fron
thosce structurally founded in the cultural aspect, e¢.g. the
fanily from the labour organization, cte. We remenber, however,
that structurally therc was another, peculiar trait, nanely

the interwovenncss or cenkapsis, which plays an cextrenely
significant role., Enkaptically interwoven individuality
structures may ncver be confuscd with inaginary social
structurations, e.g. a state church renains a church, in spite
of its conncection with the state, Another structural peculiarity
we find when we take notice of the dofference between such
social relationships in which pcersons are Jjoined together as
nenbers of a whole of a unique identity which exists, aften, to-
a certain degree independent of the change of Jjoining persons,
¢.g. a state, a church, etc, (We call thesc societal
constellations comnunitices (2) Structurally there is again
another distinction necessary at this point between communities,
nanely between non-authoritative and authoritative corrmunities, (3)
On the one hand and such soclilal relationships in which the
persons or socletal relationships arc not joined and arranged
together into such a comrnunal whole but find thenselves. with

the others (resp. other societal groupings) in a rclation of
co-ordination, This coordination can be of variable forn:
cooperation, opposition, neutrality, assistcnce, ete, We call
these societal” structurations fron now on further free societal
relationships, Thus we find thrce nain groups of socictal o
relationships using this last criterion: the authoritative
conmunities, the non authoritative cornnunities, and free
socletal relationships, This distinction is of such significance,
that 1t is worth while to reflect a little norec on the nature

of each of these three groups,

The authoritative comnmunities are collectivities which
possess their own, internal cormunal character, their own inner
solidarity and unity which gives then a nanner of existing
which 1is maintained recgardless of a certain degree of variability
of the persons who arce the nembers of this cormnunity, and which
have structurally built in them as far as their inner and
life 1s concerned a relationship of authority and subjection, be
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it that this cormmunal cuthority 1s exercised in autoritarian
nanner or in a nore cornmwnal fashicn, The non-authoritative
cornrmunity differs fror the authoritative corrunity in the
authority and subjection relationship. In thce discussion of

the circle of relative this point will be stressed niore, The

free socletal reclationships can be described rore claborately

as cxternalrelations in wnich pecople cete, function in coordinated
corrclation in which wc o not find o uvnity of solidarity
character but in which we Tind o differcntiated rmultiplicity,
Authority rclationships tith corrcesponding subjection
rclationships orce lacking in these structuration, Individual
differences in azgc, stotue, position, influcnce ete, have their
effect in these socictal rclntionships and accontuatce the
individual civersity in socictal relations but do not work in the
dircction of intezraticn or unification, (&)

Dr R, Ve, Dijk hag pointed out that the distinction between
cormunities and frce soclietal relationships is only a rather
general one yet, requiring itself o morce precisc and articulate
subdivison, illustratinz this by rcferring to the fcllowing
possibilitics for o cowunity: a cormunlty can be natural or
organized, sirplc or conplex, cncompassing norc realns of life or
specific and related to only onc scecter of hunan life, (5) Van
Dijk also g..ves o }TOll*Au,T" (raft of classification of socictal
relationshin»s from which we gain 2o good insizht into this
natter of CLOSSlflCthOu. liith a few onissions and a correction
herc and thore we take over his 'chart' on the next stencilled

page. (6)

1. The difficulty of Cl‘?%lfylﬂ” social rclationships without
insight into the nernative structurcs of the soclal relation-
ships be:xomies obvious when cnce goces to the varicus handbooks
for socli>lozy. There wo find cither riuch confusion and
certainly not o trace of ~srecement on the criterion to be
used for classificntion,

2., The tern 'cornunity' nust be distinguished sharply from what
the sane tcrn neans in, for exanple, the School of Hunan
Ecology. VWe shall usc _1c tern exclusively in the scnse
indicatel in the text,

3, One of tac necst influentisl studics which nust be nentioned
here is fFerdinand T"onnics, Cornmunity and Socicty, Geneinschaft
und Gesellschaft (New York: Harper Torchbooks, 1963)

The book was written by T8nnics in 1887 in Gernan and, even
though it was not transloted beforc 1957 into English it has
cxersised an influcnce which can hardly be overestinated, In
other words: o real 'must' fer the student of sociology
today, cf, Dnoyecweerd's discussion of this book in op. cit.
pp. 184 fr, -

L, ,.,unless of coursc, they arc such that they arc experienced
as 'giving the good exanple' etce,

I

5, Van Dijk, op. cit,, p. &9
6., iden, pp. 52-53.
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non-author,
cormunitics:

authoritative

(fanily) (norriage,
rclatives)

(¢lan, tribe) (unorganized
tribe)

(scctarian
zroup)

(church, polie
tical party)

(society for carc (hospital
of the poor) personnel)

(state) (fellow dirce-
toers of Jail

jury, nations

(choir, band)

(labour orzaniza~ (stockholders)
tion, stock cx=

change)

(tennls club, stu=(fans)
dent organization)

(propaganda
organization)

(ships crcw,
group of fighter
plancs)

(Acadcny of (faculty)
Scicnce)

(rescarch tean)

free societal
relationships:

(wider circle of
relatives)

(*total' enecnies
in tribal war)

(clergy-laynan,
brother-brother)

(donor-rcceiver
stepfather~stepchild
fricnds)

(Judge=accuscd
lawyer-client)

(art public,
concert audicnce)

(buyer-seller
conpetitors,
enployer/enpleyee)

(conpeting hockew
teans, coach/players)

(correspeondents ) (signal giver/

signal rcceiver)

(boss/worknan)

(professor/
student,
debaters 1n sc,
debate)



NOTA BENE

The various individunl social structurations will be
discusscd norce claborntely in o differont context. At this
point it is sufficient when we 1init ocursclves to a brief
description of o few of the rnost strikin~ chérvcturlstlcs of
each of the nain zroupings of goclctal siructures,

The natural ceornunitics ~nd frec socictzal relationships
211 show o ty;ioﬁl foundation in the olotlc aspect and a typical
cthical gquolification in thﬂ end function, liarriaze, for
cxanple, can be -osorlbgﬂ ~3 the bi-unitary, permancent
(i.c, Tor the life tirc the persens who forn the community;
doath of onc of the twe porsons terrinates the oxistence of
the relationship) bond botweon o nan and o wonan, structurally
founded in wvhe bictic aspuct of love, namcly in the sexual
union, and gqualifiod o T apecifically mwust be colled
cenjuxal lotre, Ths Tarilly, > oord another exanple, can be
described o3 the intiinte corrunl cf love (in the scnsc of
fanily love) bOtWUUA parcnts an’d ildren, structurally founded
in the biot.ic aspeet of 1ifc, n tnce zenctic relationship,
resp, blood rp]“tlvmwhlv ' ﬂonbors of thc cormunity,
Authority 27 subjcetio: ips arc bullt in into the
fanily in thce norrower orents have the positivation
task dand aucherity regordins t = _ily—ﬁorn.Tho cirecle of
relatives CHCOTMLbSle norents, children (brothers and sisters)
and grondchildren ig o acn-autheritative cormunal relationship,
founded in the bictic nspoct ~nd wlso cthically qualified.

An exanclc of corrmunnl Tulﬁtlunshlns not fecunded in the
biotic aspezt of 1ifce but in the cultural aspcet is the state,
Van Dijk describes the stats ns the cormunal welaticonship of
the public societal order of gﬂvcrpﬁﬁnt (public authoritics)
and subjectd (citizons) on » bnsis of the monopoly of the
power of thoe sword ovoer ~ ziven cultural territory, in accordance
with the norsm of the harronization of the privatce intercsts
into 2 just harrmcny in the chre over the public intercst in the
scensc of Justice. (1) Van Dijk dcecscribes another dAifferentiated
cormunnl relationship, the church, as follcocws: the church is
the faith and cultu corvmunity of Christ toelicvers, bascd as
cormunity upon thu derant of God's Word rovelation, in the
unity of crecd and worshiv {(crcced in the scnsce of the action
of profcssicn) th under the lcadership of instituted offices
to the adninistration of the Weord (and sacrancnts) and to the
service of ~utuanl love, (z) His Zcesceription of thce busincess
enterprisce or busincss 1s ¢ thoe corrmunal rcelationship in which
labour =and capital (tecanicnl dp;“*‘*&S) ~re rationally
organized for the production of uscful zoods and scrvices, (3)
Of the greup cf conrmunnl reletionships to which church, state
and busincss (in the doseribed sensc) belonz mast be saild,
according to Von Dijk and Drﬁywv\urd, thnt they nre institutional
conrunitics: they cnecnposs the tenperal human cexistence
in an intesive fashion cvwahcwtly or 2t lecast fer 2o long
period of tinc rpﬂﬁrjjos‘ ot n11v11uﬁl QOClSlon The
non-institution2l corvunitics ﬂro cn“rqctprlzpu by the
voluntary naturce of cna's carticipation in then., Te the last
group belong comrmunal rclaticnships as socictics for various
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onds and ains, clubs,. .organizations cte. (4)

Exanples of the free scoclictal relationships have been

given in the chart, (5)

Van Dijk, Vrijhcid en Gebondenheid, (Wazceningen: Zonerd
| Keuning,n.d.) pp.86 ff,

id,, pp. 51 ff.
id.,‘pp. 63 ff.
id.; pp., 104 ff,
We have followed nainly Von Dijk in the chart on the

previcus pazc but have nade o few changes which we thought
would increasce thce clarity.
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Before we can discuss the various individunl socletal
relationshnips in greater detnll we must first ask curselves
another question, All of created reolity is and functions under
the grip of the law of God, A11 scocinl forms alse arc under
this law, Thou function, coch in theilr cwn unique and peculinr
fashicn, in all the 12w sphercs ~nd possess, conscquently, all
rnodal aspects., Onoe of Thoeso ts is the social aspect or
modallty. The nweoning of the inl 1~w spherce showgs itsclf
now also in vhe universnl in nlnuvpnt ane interwovenness
of all sccial forrs and rclz.’ wships, The guestion we ask is
now what prceiscly the naturce of this interwovenncss of. the. .
soclal fcorms ond vhenonchns,

To answ:r thils qucstion correctly 1t is nccessary to
distinguish :learly betweenthe rolotion which exists between a
whole and its parts on tho : none and the relation between
individual scructurcs, which csscentially arc structural nornms,
and indlvidunl structurcs ul ~rce joined toscther in such
a manner thas the variovs struectural norrs arce esscentially
retalined in their nosition © crrs. The term with which we

"~
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peint cut this last rolationship of interwovenncss nust not
give any suxzcestion i? the ction of the wholc-parts
relation, We usce thercefore n~e cnkopsis, To be proecisc:

wc shall usce the turn cnkapsls oXc thlTClJ for the desceribed
forn of intecrwovenncss ~nd onmp The tern integration for

that process/nctivity which londs to variocus forns of cnkapsis,
the intertwining itsolf,

Enkaptic structural intcrwovenncss is o unigue kind of
intertwinner-ont, Thoe socinl rolationships which function in
such an intcrvuovenncess have and retain thelr own internal
structural law which is not clininated or parnlyzed as o
result of trc cnkapsis, Thoe cnkoptic intertwinerent docs not
constitutc ~ brand ncew norintive socilctal structurc with its
own structurnl 1w which woul’ rc¢place the structural laws of
the intcrwoven socletal structures, ic speak in this connccetion
of thc cphere sovercisnty of the individunlity structures,
Enkapsis car. be described g the kind of interwovcnness
whereby the sphere sovercisnty of £he interwoven structures
1s retaineca,

In the priﬁitivo situntic “ind that one socictal
cormunnl rce ~ftionship has ~ssu ¢ leadersnin in an cclusive
fashion in Suoh o nenner that therity within this
cormunity 1is non-differcntiote i orrunity cxcrcises

functions which ossscntisnlly e igscd in and through
specific and typicnl socictnl constellations, This situation

of non diffcrentiation rust not he rogf-aﬁd s an exarnple of
enkapsis for it is ratncr the rel-tion of whole and parts, cven
though thc cxprcession nolae/parts would not roclld be adeguatce
to make this privitive state of non diffcerentiation thoroughly
clear, (1) Yet, cnkapsis 1g never fully absent ecven in the
prinitive situntion: marrisge and fanily ~re not totally
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absorbed in the non differcntiated cormunity, but are cnkaptically
interwoven with the clan, tribe, villaze comrnunity cte., and
also the institutional cormmunity of organization of labour
and 'capltal', fully cnbedded asi 1t usually nay be in the
cormunity of non diffcrentiated naturc, is not aluways
neccssarily sinply 2 part of the wholce but sacws already
something of the enkaptic intertwinencnt, Even the prinitive
cormiunity knows its frec socictal relationships and these also
are cnkaptically interwoven in the non diffcrentiated comnunity,
It is thercfore incorrect to supposc that certain communal
relationships, c¢.g. the fanlly, function as the foundation
of all other, i.c., free soclctal relationships: cormnmunal and
free socletal relationships cven in the non differentiated
cormunity arce interwoven in a corrcelative cnkaptic nanner.,
(cf, marriage and fanily, comnmunitics which arce foundationally
cnkaptic interwoven: no farily without narriage but cf. the
institution of narriage in paradisc: the first narriage did not
rest upon being born from another narriage) This corrclative
enkapsis rust be recognized cver against thecorices which state
that all socictal relationships, e,z. the frec socictal rela-
tionships of and the non-institutional cormwunitics, flow
forth from the natural rclatiocnships of narriage and fanily,
To surmarize: a2, there is o corrclative cnkoptic interwovenness
of the biotically founded, natural cormiunal relationships wilth
the free socictal relationships: the latter do not cone forth
in a genetic way fromn the former but posscss thelr own
individuality structure, their ouwn structurcl norn, b, the
non-institutional corrunal rclaticnships, howcver, can cornce up
only on the bagis of unfoldced, diffcerentiated frec societal
relationships; they 2rc cnkaptically interwoven with these,
thercforc, in 2 foundationnal nonner; c. the unfolded institu-
tional cormunitics, c.g, the state, cte., arc cenkaptically
interwoven in o correlative nanncr with the unfolded frcece
sccliectal relationships: the state is not the origin in a
genctic scnse of such frce socletal relaticnships, for exanple,
vice versa, It is cssential to sce these forns of enkapsis and
their peculiar naturc to understand clearly the cultural
differcntiation process. But sc far we have only dirccted our
attention to the structurcs of the socictal relationships in
the enkpasis: the next gqucstion te be answered is ncow in what
nanncr the cnkapsis is cxcecuted, realized, It is at this
point that we nust think of the integration thercefore. How
does integrotion ftake place? ,
We nust kcep in nind that socictal structurcs as structural
norns or nornative principles requirc positivation, forrnation,
forngiving by nan, It is this forngziving which provides us
with the cluc to the understanding of the process of
intertwining and integration, The forn ziving and positivation
can only bc done nonely in such a nanner that the unbreakable
coherence of internal and cxternal structural nonents of
functicns is expressed, A fow illustrations can clarify this,
A nmarriage can function only concrctcly and positively according
to 1ts intcrnal structurc principle in our prescnt day soclety
when and if thc external functions of the torriage are fulfilled
also, e.z, in the registration of the narriage in the state
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cormunity, thc church cerrunity, in the circle of friends, in
the legol rcspon31b11¢t1uu s to sharcd propertics, ete.
Another illustration is provided by the necdern forns of
traffic. The inncr structurce of traffic is indced of the
nature cf a free sociectal relationship, This inner structural
principlce can only be given pesitive forn, in other words
there can cnly be traffio in concreto, if the free socictal
rclationship structurc is cnka ptlc“ll intcrwoven with the
authoritative cormunal relationship structure of an crganized
nature, c¢.,z. in such ccornmunal rceclationship foriis. which are, as
a business enterprise, providing the reans of transporation,
bus conpanies, car producers, ctce, In other words, the cnkapsis
is brouzht about, beings to express itself, in the glving cof
positive forn to structural nor:n principles. (2)

Van Dijk distinguishes betwecen verious kinds of integration
and his distinctions arc intcresting cnough to describe then
here bricefly., After havinzg asked attention for the two nain
tendencies in our nodern soclinl life, 4differcntiation and
integration, he statcs thnt threc aspccts of integration
require reflection: 2, structural interwovenness, b, unity and
direcction of norms in socicety, and, c¢. naen, group and nankind
as integration - factor, (3) In the structural integration the
distinction is nade of vertical and horizontol integration,
Vertical integraticn is there where intcrtwinnenent takes
place frorm the activity of certain authoritative communities,
i.e, under the lcadcrship of organized positions of power, The
intertwining takes placce in this casc from the authority in
the cormvmunity over the nenbers and parts of the corrmunity, _
Horizontal integration takes place in the arco of correlation:
in the horizontal contact between free societal rclationships
and realns of relationships, In the prinitive soclety vertical
integratior. is alnost cxclusive cven thcecuzh horizontal
integratior is never fully absent, Horizontal integration
beings to ylay o much ncre pronincent role as soon as the
prinitive cormunity loses its non differcntiated character
in the social intercoursc il contact with othcr, possibly
larzcr, social constellations: the irmmediate result of such
contact is the cxpansion of the ifrce socleta l relationships
between the nenbers of the cviously isolated corrwunitics,:
and also between the corunitics thenselves, e.g. 1in narket,
cte., The ensuing horizontoel intezration nakes for an cever
wideing interwovenncss, For cexanplce in what we today know as
the world mnrket, internntional fashions, internaticnal unions,
international churches, Unitcd bations, cecte, Vertical
intcgration 1s not abscent in this diffcrentiated situation,
The United Nations is on illustration of pcelitical vertical.
integration cspecially, and the Ronan Catholic Church or the
Word Council cf Churches also. Van Dijk points out that in-
our situation of thce 20th century it is still pessible to
speak of the notion os the territcecrial cnkapsis of great
significance, To be precise in our terms: the state conmunity
integrates vertically in its territory into o territorial
enkapsis, but this dcoes not nean that peoplc and their sccial
relationships now would becone parts of the state: on the
centrary, The national 1is the territorial cenkaptic interwoven-
ness of the totality of all the perscons and relotionships on
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the territory over which the state, as one societal relationship
alongside of many others, reaches out in its typical manner,
(nation to be taken here in the sense of national society)
Attention for the norms and complexes of norms in society
zives more insizht yet in the integration process, (what was
discussed above in the form giving or the pesitivation of
structural principles) Van Dijk stresses especially the point
that every socletal relationship and every form of social
constellation is regulated by a typical norm complex, peculiar
to that particular relationship. In the totality of social life
we find therefore an extrenely large number of norms and
complexes of norms, BEvery social relationship type possesses and
positivizes its own norms but in the positivizing it is only
relatively unlimited and enjoys only limited opportunity to
initiative: there is always the other societal relationship and
its positivations within the same territorial enkapsis and there
is always the given positive forms from the preceding generation,
forcing people to realize, even in the simple matter of setting
up for example a chess club, that they never nake a really first
beginning! The norm complexes are thoroughly interwoven, keep
each other, as it were, in balance and, at least to a certain
degree, in harmony, VWhat this means can become more clear yet
when we now alsc look at man as the central point of reference
in the integration., After all, it is man whose relationships
we find here in thelr enormous multiplicity, and it is man who
positivizes the norm principles., Especially in his positivations
of the norms will his place in the integration show itself., lian's
positivations are not sinmply the result of a cold mechanical
exercise but in all his positivizing man is continuously
directed by the human relizious central point, his heart, The
direction and the basis choice of his heart will irresistibly
drive hin to the harmonization attempt of the norms and
positivations in such a fashion that these come in one line with
the direction of his heart. It is simply inpossible for him to
resign to a situation in which he follows one direction in the
one relationship and another in another relationship. It must
be remembered thereby that men is not an 'individual', lian
hinself stands never alone, not even in his deepest religious
decision., The 'individual' is the dream of the distorted
humanistic mind, In his religious choice he seeks the root of
his existence, It may be that this root is found in the choice
of apostasy but even there man cannot beccme the ‘individual’
he wishes to be: to be independent and to be a real 'individual!
is essentially impossible., In the very intezration proces in
our world we are confronted therefore by the reality of the
antithesis between Christ and apostasy, It is one of the
dangers of the theoritic~thought-has~-neutrality belief in
sociology that this antithesis is no longer recognized and
that it 1s not seen that by that very token the peculiar nature
of the concrete intemration process in our society is radically
misunderstood, (4)
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cf. the remark made earlicr as to the term 'enkapsiS'

Obviously this docs not nean that enkapsis would be some
sort of formal or ncutral process! Integration processes
display as such the influcncc of integration idcals,
which, in our opinion, are cssentially part of cultural
ideels.

Van Dijk, liens cn uedemens, op. cit., pp. 137 ff,

Obv:ious exanmples can be found in, e.z. Gerhard Lenski,
The Religious Facter (Garden City: Doubleday, 1963) and
Wil iam H, Whyte, Thc Orzanization lian (Garden City:
Doubledayv, 1956), Jjust to nention two widely rcad
'besi;sellers’.




Soclography is the organized and systcmatic attcnpt to
give a theorctical (i.c. qualified by the theoretical attitude
of thought and abstractingly interested in a specific modal
aspect of reality) description of the positive social
structurations in crcated rcality, It is esscntial to see that
no sociography can be undertaken (which scientifically, at
least, makes sense) unless in constant realization of the
fact that every scientific enterprisc requires pre~-scientific
starting points. The sociolozlist who recognizes the law order
of creatced reality will look for other and different matters
and use a differcent criterion in his selection of what is
indeed soclologically and soclographically relcvant than his
colleague who believes in the neutrality postulate for
exanple, One who believes in the zenetic origin of social
relationships of present day sccicety, nanely from what we
have called the natural relaticnships, will proeobably use his
soclographic methods to derive from what he 'finds' in the
primitive situation and from what he 'finds' in modern soclety
the 'norms' (which then will only enjoy a very limited, both
in tine and geographically,validity) for social 1life,

It is a good start for anyone in sociozraphy to use various
means to familiarize oneself with thc concrete situation in
the soclety which one wishes to study. After all, soclography
makecs abstractions and it 1s & zood thing to know fron what onec
is abstracting! Still, looking around and familiarizing onesclf
1 healthy but not scientific yet. Besides, which sociographer,
looking about in an automobile factory, gets more than a
scnewhat vague taste of what the athmosphere is in the factory,
A thousand significant details will escapc his attention: how
many of those nust bc know and how many can he simply disregard
and what is the critcrion to be used in this choice? One who
wishes to study a village does well to look around in the
village but he does better net to ask too many questions
before he knows pracisely what questions to ask! And, to
deternine the right questions iz sociographically onc of the
most . important natters. In this paragraph we take a brief
look at a number of thc most striking facets of sociographic
nethods, and we do this in a schematic way which can serve us
best in thc class discussions.

A. ORIENTATION

a, the danger of asking questions; people give 'pleasing
answers' or 'intcresting' answers which confuse the ¥
actual ain of the socilographer; only harvest: sone
people so2id this or that...

b, usc of existing descriptions, diaries, alnanacs, year books,
travel zuidcs, newspapers, records of governnent agencies
and private businesses (insurance etc.,) novels: films,
libraries, collections, musea, cetc.:
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journalistic sources; (journalism: publicity, periodicity,
commercial aim, suzzestive power, superficiality, lack

of sourcc references, mirror function of public taste,
apodictical, undocumented) registers social climate
changzgces;

-other sociograpnical studlies, monographlies, etc,; the

necessgsity of critical analysis of ainm, plan, method,
source naterial and terninology of such studies;

B, THE HETHECD OF COIPARING

a,

comparison in sociopraphy is legitimate only if the
specific and typlcal nature of comparinz is recognized:
comparingzg presupposcs conparability which is nothing

but a placinrg alongsidce coch other of individual
structuration or sccial phenomena with full recognition
of tinelr function under the various mnodal aspects .of

the Law; thus a comparison can be made between the

nannsr in which two or nore parts of created reality
func:.ion in the sarmc modal aspect, or, for example,
between the nanner in which one individual structure
func:cions in the one law sphere with the manncr in which
it ffanetions in the othcer, or, for cxample, between two
humar positivations of the same normative structural
prinziple, c.g. of marriage, etc.;

comparing in this attitude and this manner in soclography
seeks to gain clear insight intc a given socially relevant
situation, e.3. a village, a soclety, etc., by pinpointing
its relatively unique and characteristic traits;
similarity and difference with other comnparable situations
nancly lecad to the secarch for the specific factors and
forcss which deternine (co-determine) such peculiar
functioning under the law order as 1s found in this

ziven soclal situation;

in tane method of comparing it is esential to know where
and what the comparability lies and aliso to understand
what comparing scciographlically is: the factors of

social place, social identity, social form,ctc., must be
seen, and it nmust be remembered that comparing can only

‘be done inteligently if only one factors in the comparison

is variable during the comparing procedure; the
positivation of the marriage structural principle anong
the Australian aborigines in thelr prinitive soclety
cannot really be compared with the positivation of the
structural principle of a frec societal relationship,
c.z..the salesman/customer, in Los Angeles in 1968; in
general rust be rencnbered that comparison of this
nature can take place: N - L - T' / T'', whereby N stands
for Norm principle, L for location (social place or
location is not identical with geographical placet ), and
T fer (socinl) time; morce conmplex cenparisons are
possible indced but only as compositions of this basic
rule, e.g., N - L' / L'" = T" / T'' is possible via two
preceding stens, cte.,
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comparisons do not themselves form ground for other
cenclusions than that some specific phenomena (often can)
g0 hand-in-hand; for example the following steps lead to
an intriguing question: N' - N'' -« T - L and Na' - Na'' =
T -~ L bring N'/N'' comp., Na'/Na''; if N is a certain
moment in the social structuration of the church community,
e.5, menmbership of a given church or denomination, and

Na is a certain moment in the social relationship of the
famnily, e,zg. births of children, it is possible to
conpare - the differences betwcen churches (one church N
another church N'') with thce nunber of births in the

one church (na') with the number of births in another
church (na''); such a comparison stinulates our curiosity
but can, obviocusly, not lead to hasty generalizing
conlusions! our curiosity is sharpened, however, and
specifically directed to certain phenonena,

C. STATISTICAL NETHOD

a‘.

it 1s possible in soclographic pursuit to trace a large
number of sinilar data, i,e, descriptions of socially
relevant phenonena cf the same category as for exanple the
birth of children in officially and publicly rccognized
marriages in a nrecisely linited area at a given date
plus the same nunber at different dates, etc., (it is
essential to see that not the real live birth event with
all its unique, 1life changing consequences for specific
families etc. ctec., 1s belng taken up in the sociological
description but only one abstracted moment of it, namely
e.g. the increasing effect which the birth of a child
exercises upon the number of members of a fanily, of a
church, etc.) the collected data now can be arranged in
systematic order in such & manner that it becomes
possible to arousce our theoretic curiosity for certain
possible connections, factors etc., which co-determine
specific soclal phenorcha;

Statistics is the nethoedical arransement of masses of
such 'data' with the 2im of tracins possible connections
and relations which (in this case) are socially
significant; for example: the connection or relation
betwecen certain forms of positivation of the marriage
structure, c.g. under influcnce of Roman Catholic ideology,
and in a differentiated situation as can be found in the
United States 1ii. the post-war ycars, with various
structurations of frce socictal relationships in a given
(e.g. village-) socicety; e.z. political organizations
and e,z, the frce societal reclationships of tclevision
producers / television viewers can be traced in their
connectedness; etc, In other words: statistics helps us
to see somcthing of the social 'roads' along which certain
'forces' can and do exercise their influences;

the casc-study is the counter part of the statistical
method; here the interest and attention is being
concentrated upon 'the case'; the abstraction which the
soclographer makes is different from the abstraction in
the statistical metiz>d: the socially relevant aspects
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are abstracted from one particular situvation (e.g. a
given family) and scen in their mutual coherence,
rclation, influcnce, cte: statistics and case-study can
not really do without onc another's scervices in
sociogravhy:

the matter of the dependability (probability) of the
statistical materials is on extrermcly inportant one;

in gencral 1t con be sald that few things arc as
indcpendable as statistical materials: among the causes:
collectors of date usc different oriteria, are unequally
accuratce, collcct 2t ~iffercent tin make human nistakes,
nake too many suesscs, cte, and for bh@ cdlection of data a
larzce nunber of diffcromt nethods (intcervicws,
questionnaires etc.) is bheing used which uukps it almost
impossible to sccurc procisce ultimate outcomes, ete,;

(a zood exanple is the double count of farm women who
ofter. arc beinz counted as 'houscewives' but also as

'help on the farm' of cyed on the farm')

the cependability of o s lc (2 limited collcction of
data to zain insizht into =2 total situation) increases
with the squarc root of ¢ nunber of cases used in the
samplc: the cextent of the scdplu rust be increased

25 tines te insurc an cose in dependabllity
(probability) of 5 times; 1t 1s obvious that usually
finarcial and other limitations prevent (have prevented)
accurate figures and that inaccurate figurces consequently
are being used in nost available 'statisties' which
conpenics, universities, ctce, provide; sociography nakes
use to ecliminate some of the independablce figures of the
formvla of the standard dceviation; c¢.,g. the average of
the rumber of btirths in a2 riven situation or constellation
cbscires and Jugsgles away the individual deviations but
the standard deviation formula gives a better insight:

(the signma is the symbol for .tandard deviation; the x is
the average, c¢.g. of the number cf births, the x is the
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indication of ceach individual case, e¢.g. so many births
in this famnily of the villaze, the capital signa the sun
total of the deviations, i.e, all terms x, while n is
total number of cases used; note: the(n-1) rule does not
have be used here nccessarily.)

NCTE: for sinilar formula's used in sociozgraphlcal work,
for mcthods of 'mappinz' and 'charting' the
collected data, etc., secc the separate stencil
concernced,

D, DATA COLLECTING

Q.

The so-called interview is in soclography the conversation
between soclograpncr and others in which the forncr, after
2 set plan and using specific techniques, sceks to be
provided with that information which is relovant for his
description of a given situation, It nust be distinguished
from the lists of questions which arc uscd in certain
sociographic investigations (lists or schedules which are
filled in by the sociographer hinsclf) and fron the
guestionnaires (lists of questions formulated and arranged
in a specific manncr) which are being filled out by
persons without thce dircect personsl assistance of the
soclographer., Both ncthods require a great deal of
precision and accuracy on the part of tho soclographer
(formulating the questions is a2 highly intricate jobi)

and the probability of ending up with data which have a
high degrce of inaccuracy is grent cven if the greatcst
carc has becen takecn to be as precise as possiblce. About
sone of the techniques, see separate stencil, It 1s
esential to analyzce the results which various scciographers
(sec the various journals and sociographical studies)
clain from a scrious analysis of thelr techniques and
nethods: rescarch results which are presented without a
detailed account of the methodsenployed arc consequently

“totally wothless 1n sociology.

It is possiblce to study sociozraphically o ziven 'situation'
by distinguishing between different parts of a certain

" reclevant phenonmenon, c¢.,g. one who wishes to study the

particular traits of Trinity Colleze in the setting of the
Anerican Colleges will no doubt study a variety of nore

- or less 1isolated matters as for example the study habits
of the Trinity students, the teaching methods of the
Trinity faculty, the usc of leisure tine (if any...) on

the Trinity Canpus, c¢to., The outcone of cach of these
separate studies 1s indicative for the whole, We usc here
the tern indication, Indication must be distinguished from
substitution cf 2levant matter for another. By substitution
we understand the following, Imagine one has to study the
nanner in which Trinity students spend thelr lelsure

time, Prccise information regarding, for exanple, playing
pool and table tcnnis nizght be hard to find. But, records
could possibly be found regarding participation in other
activities which give information of the kind one is after:
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this or that activity is then studicd as 2 substitute for
the other activitiecs, A third ncthed, to be distinguished
from the two mentioned sc far, is the sanple method, This
is nalso called the method of represcntation: the results of
investigation af o linitced number of cases is proposed,
undcer certalin limitations and with certain conditions,

as represcntative for 21l cascs.

The following pages glve 2 few illustraticons of how
collecved materials can be graphlically presented,
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HARRIAGE

ORIENTATION

Anmong the many societal relationships in which man finds

hinself marriage holds a position of prominence., This does not
nean that it appears tc be immediately clear to everyone what
marriage preclsely is. In socliology, where the question is
asked what really the internal structure of the marriage
relationship is, we find nuch uncertainty. One popular textbook
gives the following vague description:

“Marriage 1s o special typc of person-tc person relationship,
involving nutual right and duties.,.,. The marital relation-
ship obtains between two individuals of opposite sex who
have, in cffect, made a contract betwecn them that they
shall henceforth, or until the contract is abrogated,
fulfilll toward each other certain obligations{ﬁ%he
particular obligations which they assume will depend on

the folkways of the tribe in question, but each tribe will
have & nore or less standard set of prescriptions concerning
narital conduct which it willl enforce upon those of its
menbers Who enter wedlock, The nost common requircment,

is, ei coursc, that of cohabitation, and marriazc is often
regarced primarily as a neans of regularizing sex

rzlations, Other marital dutiecs arc concerned with child-
bearing and child rearing, ccononic support, and exchange
of affection,"(1)

Robert Bicrstedt nakes a nunber of remarks which throw a

paculiarly strong upon what social scicentists nowadays appear
to regard zs intelligent discussion of the nature of marriage:

"Male end female created he them, The nale, Adan, he
created first, and then, as the story goes, he studied his
product, noticed ccrtain imperfections in it, and murnured
to hirself, 'I think I can do better', Wherecupon he created
Eve. Whether Eve was 'better' or not is a question on
which both Adan and Eve dcubtless had an opinion, and
thelr descendants have been arguing it cversince., At
lecast there is gencral agrecencent that Adan was created
first and Eve sccond. Thus wonmnan, made of a spare part,
is God's second sex or possibility, as the philosopher
Nietszche once pu it, God's sccond mistake., In any event
we have two sexes - not onc, not three - and this is one
of the brute facts of the universe, It is also, of course,
one of the brutc facts of socicty.,... Although clearly
never planned for the purpose, the family may serve to
sanction the sexual clains of wonen that they would be
unable to assert for thomselves in a purcly biological

~world, We do not necan to imply that women arc devoid of
offensive scxual weapons - quite the contrary - but only
that sex 1s a right which they could not demant if there
were no such institutions as marriage. liarriage recoghizes
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the reciprocal obligations of both sexes, confers a
legitimacy of cxpression on the part of the male, and
sanctions a clain to cxpression on the part of the
female, The failurc to consummate a marriage by having
sex relations constitucs 2 ground for annulnent for
cither spouse; each has a right to sex relations with
the other., But it is a right that, in the absence of
marriage, a2 nale could asscrt by force and a fenale
could not, The institution of narriage, in short,
zives socictalrccognition to the sexual nceds of the
female,"(2)

A third quotation, fron a well-known study of the family by
sone of the nost prominent scciologlists of our day, nay serve to
1llustrate not only scme of the cxisting confusion but also
sone of the peculiar language used in sociological circles
sonetines:

"Within the new familial collcctivity the marital sub-
collectivity hns the system-goal of optinizing
'tension-nanagenent- or 'gsratification' of the
partners., Since it 1s o collcctivity, however, there
must be both a diffcrentiation of roles and the
involvenent of at least two primory nccecd-disposition
conponents on cach side, Furthernore, as a system, we
suggest 1ts diffcrentiation st involve one or both
of the two elenentary axes cf diffcrentiation, power
and instrumcntal-cxpressive,  These considerations
give us clues to the motivational conposition of the
narital roles. They constitute derivates of both sides
of the early nother-child-love-dependency relationship,
The differences fron the genctically prior case derive
fronm two nmajor considcrations: first that the power
rclationship is drastically altcered and second that
now, instecad of nonopolizing the total personalitics
of either, the components nost directly involved in the
narital relation are only part of the derivatives fron
these respective sources, ... The 'genital' erotic
relationship is clearly a2 focal symbolic factor. The
erotic necd-disposition...is at this staze characterized
by performancc or achicvernient oricntation, by
universalisn, by affectivity of course, and byspecificity
It is the prototypec of 'pleasurc' gratification and
important because ncrhaps the most gencralized fornm of
it, It is, according to our 'genealogy', o derivative

~of maternal 'carce' via 'nurturance' via a universalistic
pleasurc-notive., But at the same time the narital
relationship invelves 'commitnient' to alter as person,
'acceptance' or in this scnsc love of alter as co-nenber
of a solidarity collectivity. The 'pleasure' notive
therefore is interdcependent in the perscnalities of both
parties with the love nective, This latter is a derivative
of the autonony motive at the mother-child stage, via
'security' and particularistic acceptance and finally
its ascriptive sub-typc, ... The fact that sex is
constitutive of (marriaze) suggests that of the two
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primary axes the instrumcntal-cexpressive one here

takes precedence over that of power., From this point

of view, though the zcneral functions of this
collcectivity in the supcrordinate systemns arc
expressive the more instrunental role in the sub-systen
is taken by the husband, the more expressive one by the
wife,.. the husband is... in the first instance
'giver-of-carc', cr plcasure, and sccondarily the ziver
of love, whercas thc wife is primarily thc giver of
love and sccondarily the giver of love or pleasure, The
husband role, thot is, is prototypically closer to the
'motrer' role, that of the wifc to the 'child' role,
But Hoth are mother oand child to cach other,,., When
secn 1n this contexti the symbolism of the act of

sexunl intercoursc is striking. The nen.., 1s thus
actling in the nother rolc, The wonan,,.is acting in

the role of the lovinz child. At the sanc time, however,
the obverse aspcct of the rolec is also symbelised, (3)

We are, in socioloxy, not only confrontced with various
vi1iews o the marital rclationship on the part of the
sociologists but alsc with the various forrs which the internal
structure of the marriazc rclationship assunes in various
cultures and situations. In our western civilization monogany
is still the accepted fori, There arce, however, societics where
we find othcir forms alongside of the nmonoganous narriage, Ue
speak of polirgyny when the husbond has a2 nunber of marital
relations at once. We speak of polyandry when the wonan has
mnore than once husband,., Fernle infanticide led in the past in
sone socletivcs to polyandry but polyzyny occurs norec often,

We aren hear of the so-called pirrauru narriage in Central
Australia and of thc group narrieze in countries as Africa and
India, forms of marital lifc which illustrate how diffcrent
people give Jorn to the normative internal structure of the
narital rela:ionship.

Apart firon sociologists' views and concepts, various forns
which the narital relationship can assume, the internal normative
structure of the relationship itself, and the views which people
in a given society hold with regard te what the norm for the
narriage forin nmust be, we find when lcoking at the narital re-
lation also he way in which married people live, or the
'atnosphere' in a given home where narried people live, their
conduct and attitudes: the atnospherc in onc narriage can be
radically ditferent from that in another narriage; the complaints
heard in the divorce court give onc an idea of the astonishing
varicty and diversity there is, Vhat now nmust the sociologist
do with all thesc different natters which cone to our attention?
It certainly cannot be sufficient tc attempt o detailed
description of whatever can be known about the married people
in this world, Besides, would that rcally be the actual task of
the sociolozist? Furthernorc: cvery description - just assune
for a noment that such wculd not be inpossible - inmplies
already that a certain criterion has been acccpted! Whoever
describes selects and sclection is only possible after having
found a criterion for sclection. And whocver describes judges
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- a description is never 'neutral' - and Jjudging happens on the
basls of o given criterion. In other words: an 'objective'
description is a contradictic-in~ternminis, The critcrion which
the sociolozist nust cemploy when he approaches the narriage
relation - and for that matter any other socictal relationship -
is the question what precisecly the internal structure of this
relationship is. Only after that insight has been gained and
only after it has been cstablished how the enkaptic interwoven-
ness of the marital structurc is with the other societal
individvality structures in social reality it will be possible
to perceive correctly thae diversc forms of the married life

in our world,

THE STRUCTURE OF INARRIAGE

Our everyday life experiencc docs not grasp the concrete
created reality in an abstracting nanner in which the various,
theoretically abstracted, nodal aspects are placed, as it were,
in separate (Gegensté4ndliche) positions in which they can be
analytically studied, but it grasps rcality in an enstatic and
systatic nanner in which the coherence of modal aspects is
recognized in the typical total structure of concrete things,
concrete events, concrete societal relationships, etc., Within
the totality structur: itheoretical thought finds the modal
aspects arranged in ~ unique and typical fashion: the totality
structure possesses a certain individuality which distinguishes
it from other individuality structires, It nust be kept in
nind that in the totality structurc the nodal aspects are
arranged into an individual whole of a typical nature (within
created reality we distinguish therefore between various
typical totality structures which we call individuality
structures) and that this individuality structure is therefore
essentially a typical 1 o w__structurc to which the individual
and concrete things, events, relationships, etc.,, are subjected
and which nakes the concrete existence of Tt hese things,
events, relationships,etc.,

Pos s ible , The individuality structure may not be
ldentified, therefore, with the given concrete thing or
relationships, etec., The social relationships in which we find
ourselves, for exanple the narital relationship, are subject
to such structural l:ws. These laws do not only zuarantce
thelr concrete cxisvence as rclationship but also their identity!
(sphere sovercignty!) Tithin the societal structurc we can now
rpoint out aspects or functions which =2rc of essential
significance for the uniquencss and typicalness of this
individuality structure: the leading or pilot function and

the foundational function,

INTERLUDE ON FUNCTIONS:

Insight into the internal structure of a relationship, as
the marriage relationship, can be gained through

analysis. Such ~r 2aralvsis is a somewhat complicated
affair: which are the =“un..os to look for? Let's take
o concrete cexanpliz: a tree, w know that as a created

thingthir; a trec is subject to God's laws, but its
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subjectivity differs from the subjectivity of, let's
say, an aninal or a hunan toing, A functicnal analysis,
i.e, an analysis in which we investigate how the tree
functions in the various law spherces which can be
distinguishecd, shows us that in the so-called lower
law spheres, e.3. the spatial and the physical, the
tree functions as a subject but that it functions as
an object in all post biotic law spheres., In the logical
nodality (also called the analytical) the tree functions
as an analytical cbject, an object of analysis and
reflection. In the lirnguistic modality the tree
functions as a linguistic object, an otject of
syrbolification, e.,z. nene giving., In the cconomic mo-
@ality a trec functions as an ccononric object, an object
of eccnonic activity, c.z. it can be scld or used for
building a bridge. Nonc of the pre-biotic functionms,
however, qualifices the tree or gives us insight into the
actual nature of the tree. In thosc rodalities the tree
functions as & subjcct: the nuncerical, spatial and
physical way of cxisting of the tree is thus that the
life cr bios (Gree word for life) is scrved and nade
possitle, Onc thing strikcs us now: in the various
nodalities we find that the trec functions in them in an
individual nanner. In the prc-biotic modalitics we see
that the physical manncr of oxisting of the trce is
subject to the tree-lifc and not for exanple to the
aninal-way-of-life, In the post biotic modalitics we
see trat the trce hos also an individual cxprcssion:
the tree appears in the logical nodality as a analytical
object which differs frcem other analytical objects as
for exanple a dog and the differencce between the dog and
the tree concept is not a logical mattcr but is founded
upon the individual differcncc betwecen the dog and the
treec trcensclves. In dther words, the tree has a typical
individuality which can be sccn in its bictic subject
function, or, again in other words, the tree is qualified
by its biotic subjcct function, the last function in
which the trec functions as a subject: the modal
individuality of thc objcet functions of the tree in the
post biotic modalitics is founded upon the original
nodal individuality of thc last subject function of the
trec rancly the biotic. UYe call this last subjecct
function of the trec the gualifyins function, thercfore,
This cualifying function is, in the casc of the trece, now
also the leadinzg or »ilot function: the internal
opening process is piloted by it. for the biotic function
nakes the morients in carlier functions (nunecerical,
spatial, physical) which anticipatc thc biotic function
work in o very specific direction, nanely of the trce-
life, and it opens thercby those functions in a typical,
individual nanncr, in which thce individuality of the trece
as trce shows itsclf, For this reason we nay call the
biotic function of the trce also its cnd functicn: all
previous functions dircct themsclves to the life of the
tree, as to their cend.

Our insight into what analysis is in this conncction
nust be sharpcizd,i~~rer. by the recalization that there
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arc esential differcnces betwecen things and 'things'.

The usual cxenple is the bird's ncst. In thce casc of

the bird's nest 1t 1s ohvious that the last subject
function, nanely tho biotic (the nest is nmade up of twigs
ete,), dees not really display the meaninz of the nest:

2 nest is norc than a grouping of twigs without any
spceeific scnsc, Tho gualifying pilot function of the nest
rust be sought rather in the sance modality in which the
bird has its cend function, the psychic nodality: in this
nodality we find that the bird's nest functions as an
objeet, and, consequently, wc st recognize that the
psychic object function of thce hird's ncst is its
qualifying pilot function. Once we have secn this it

will be obvious that usable objects 28 o chalr, o car,

a housc, cte. forned by hunen fornmation are individuality
structurcs which arc not gqualified by thc physical
function (indced the last subjcet function) but by their
object functions: a chair, for cxanplec, by its social
objoct function for it esscentially scrves hunan sccial
contact, cte, But hcre ariscs o cenplication: in the casc
of the trce we Tind that thc qualifying pilot function
indeed, in an original monncr, qualifics the individuality
of thc tree, or in other words thce individuality of the
tree possesses a bictic orizinality and docs not orizinate
with the carliermocalitics as the physical or spatial
nodalitics, The sane coannot be sadi of a usable object

as a chair, 2 housc, ¢te, In the case of a usable object
we find that the individuality originates with a
diffcrent function thon the qualifying or pilot function.,
The gqualifying functicn of o chair, for examplce, is to

be found in its social object function, wec said carlier,
But the individuality of the chair docs net originate
with the sceial function, As all other usable objects

the chair's individuality originates with hunan formation:
man has forried the chalr and without such fornation

therc would not be any usablc objecct of this nature,

In other words, hcre we find that sore 'things' posscss
an individuality which docs not originate with the
qualifying function (the hiotic in the casc of the trce)
.but with anothecr function which we thercefore mmst call
the foundational function, Thce two functiocons, the pilot
function and the fcocundational function, must bc undcecrstood
if we are to acquire insight into thc intcrnal structure
of such 'things', Tho sanc applics now to sociectal
rclationships. Socletal relationships have their own
individuality structurc which can be understood cnly by
dirccting our attcntion to the qualifying and the
foundationnl functions. The diffcercnce between socictal
structurcs and thce structurcs of which we: have given
cxamples, as a tree, a usable objcet cte., must be souzht
in the fact that social relationships all have o subjeetive
structurc, that means they posscse subjeet functions in
all nodal aspects, Aftcer oll, social rclationships arc
rclationships of nan (and constitutcd by man) who is a
subjecct in all nodal aspects and never can he nade an
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object in these modalities., It can now be obvious that the
structure of a social relationship must be analyzed in such
manner that first the end function or gualifying function

nust be traced, that after this the foundational function

must be found, and that after this must be asked in what manner
the individuality structure expresses 1tself in the other

modal aspects whereby the typical correlation of pilot function
and foundational function will be displayed in its unbreakable
coherence, '

It is, after this interlude, possible to be more specific,
Marriage, can rnow be described as a bl-unitary permanent bond
between a man and a wonan, structurally founded in the biotic
aspect of life, namely the institutional (not incidental) sexual
union, and gqualified by conjugal love, The term permanent must be
understood as nmeaning: for life, for death of one of the members
of this community terminates the temporal existence of the relation-
ship.

It will be obvious, for these who have read the quotations
above, that this description of the marriage relationship which
rests upon a structural analysis and not upon some highly
unscientific guesswork or generalization of positive forms of
the internal structure, differs essentially and signiflcantly from
what others have been suzgestinzg., NOt only the men whom quoted
but almost all others whe write on marriaze fall to begin with a
thorough and radical structural analysis. The result is that they
come up With a concept of marriage in which conjuzal love plays
only a secondary role., Confusion with rezard to the enkaptic
intertwinement of marriazse and family and of marriaze and state
then leads to an cven more confused picture. Says Dooyeweerd,

"Conjugal love was thouzght of only as a variable and
subjective eeling, unsuitable as a basis for a permanent
life-companionship, Married affection was sometimes considered
to be a mere instrument for propagation, as the essential aim
of the conjuzal bond., But the internal structural principle of
the bi-unitary bond of marriagce cannot be grasped with a
juridical concept oriented to the natural (and eventually
supra-natural) aim of this institution, If the marital communi-
ty has also an internal juridical aspect, the typical character
of the lattar is certainly not determined by the natural aim of
propagation as assumed by the scholastic natural law conception,
ve. The idea that the iuridical function is the 'leading' or
'qualifying' function or this internal structure 1s untenable
and in open conflict with the Biblical view,, cf,, for instarnce,
Ephesians 5 :.31 ... Nor can a civil or canon legal order be
the foundation of marriaze in its inner structure. This founda-

tion is of a biotie, not of a juridical character,"(4)

ENKAPTIC INTERWOVENNESS

‘The positivation of the normative marriage structure can only
be done in interwovenness with other structurations within a given
scciety. The positive form of marriaze is variable, It receives
its peculiar form in correclation with the social arrangements in a
ziven society (in other words: what kind of a soclety is 1t?
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a8 non-differentiated society? a desintegrating soclety? etc.),
with the norms which have been positivized in the given

soclety and with the subjective aims and ends which people in
this society have, Illustrations of this enkaptic interwoven-
ness of the marriage with other social relationships in a
society can be easily pointed out, For example, the interwoven-
ness of marriage and state relationship which can be seen,
e.8., 1n the public registration for the law of any marriage
closed in our society: official marriages as distinct from
"free love" relationships and the ensuing shared responsibility
of the married couple in matters of public order, etc, Or,

for example, the interwoveness of marriage and church, which
can be seen, e.g., in the marriage ceremony in the case of
church members in a church service, or in the ecclesiastical
recognition of the married couple as such in the pastoral care,
etc. These enkaptic interwovennesses do not 'make' the
marriage: the closing of the marriage with its implications

for civil life (arrangements of a jural nature as to shared
property rights etc,) does not constitute the marriage as
social individuality structure: marriage is n o t a contract,
The confusion which many appear to have may well originate at
this point: the nature of the enkapsls, which leaves the
internal structural principles undanaged, i1s not understood!?
and consequently the enkaptic interwovenness is regarded as
something different from interwovenness namely: internal
characteristic,

It must also be seen clearly that the marriage structure,
which exercises its inescapable force majeure upon the '
positive marriage form, cannot be eliminated by the subjective
aims and intentions or manners of conduct of the members of
the marital community. People can make a mess of their
marriage or use the married life for all sorts ofplans and
ideas (sexual satisfaction, companionship, economic profit)
but they will never be able to eliminate in this sort of
relationship the normative structural principle: they make
a mess of their .,.... marriage!
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The other relationships will be discussed in separate
stencils as will also the various major areas of sociological
problematics, A few remarks with regard to a differentiated
societal relationship of communal character must be made still
here, however, for the obvious reason that much confusion can
be prevented if incorrect views are eliminated, We mean the
relationship which can be called the state,

The state is a ccmmunal r=zlationship which is found in the
differenticeted society, In less differcntiated societies than
ours in the twentieth century we find that the state as communal
authoritatve relationship is still more or less folded within
totalitarian communitices as tribe, guild, etc, Structural
analysis shows that the normative structure of the state can
be described as the community of public soclal order between
government and citizens, on the basis of the mcnopoly of the
povwer of the sword over a gilven cultural territory. The
public order 1s the essential aim of this social structure.

The monopoly of the 'power of the sword' is thereby required:
the government which loses this power cannot function as
governnent, It must now be recognized, and that is recally the
only point to be discussed here at this place, that public

order is a Jjural affair, The public jural order must be establi-
shed and maintained in or.-er to zain a good public order as
such, The public order, in other words, is wider than the

jural order, and it is this public order which concerns the
state: with the implications of social order, economic order,
moral order, etc. It must be understood, however, that 'order’
has nothing to do whatsoever with what for example the soclalist
means by the term order, He wishes to impose the socialistic,
collectivistic ideology upon all of life of the members of the
state and he cnlls that order! But mistoken he is! Order is found
there wheres the sphere sovereignty of 2ll normative structures
is respected and recognized, A government which has no eye for
the reality of sphere sovereignty is the opposite of a blessing
for society. It is essential to see, therefore, that the state
does not compromise people and people's lives in such a manner
as to regulate their lives following some ideology or cultural
ideal, Certninly, the state is a communal socinl relationship
which includes nll the people on 2 given cultural territory

but only with regard to the public aspect of their life and
activities, Tc identity the state with society, as is done
repeatedly in various kinds of humanism, is to make the state
into o total structure on the one hand and to forget that society
is not 2 socinl structure but only the enkaptic interwovenness
of normative societal structures. The miserable consequences

of such an identification con be seen there where people begin
to speak of positive < oeinl forms as 'parts' of the 'whole',
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Robert L,Sutherland,ct.~1,,cds,,Introductory Sociology (Chicago:
J.B.Lippincott Compony, 6th ed,, 1961) p.249

Robert Bierstedt, The Socinl Order, An Introduction to Sociology
(New York:McGraw-Hill Book Company,1957), pp.353 and 395

Talcott Parsons and Robert F. Bales, Family, Socialization and
Inceraction (The Free Press of Glencce, 1955), pp.150, 151

H. Dooyeweerd, op. cit., Vol, III, p.307
. l 1]



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56

