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Value-driven issues throughout the development
of sociological theory

Of great im por tance — both to sci ence and to so ci ety as a whole — is the prob -
lem of hu man be ings and val ues they live by. As an ob ject of eval u a tion, an in di -
vid ual can be ana lysed from dif fer ent per spec tives such as sociopolitical, eco -
nomic, moral, aes thetic, psychophysiological, etc. To put it an other way, the
value of each per son is mul ti fac eted since in real life he/she acts as a set of dif fer -
ent bi o log i cal and so cial re la tion ships. In this re gard, the value of the per son can
be de ter mined on the ba sis of knowl edge about their ac tions and/or ac tiv i ties in
var i ous ar eas. Both nor ma tive and axiological char ac ter is tics of the in di vid ual, as 
well as their be hav iour, can be as sessed in ac cor dance with ob jec tive cri te ria.
There fore, when we think of some one as a bearer of a par tic u lar value, they turn
from a sub ject into an ob ject. In this case, the value is ex pressed by the re la tion of
the ob jec tive be ing of an individual “under evaluation” to the spiritual needs of
the evaluating subject.

Value-driven is sues have al ways been rel e vant to so ci ol ogy since a so ci ol o -
gist has had (at least, has been sup posed to have) a clear idea of a spe cific state of
so ci ety at a given mo ment, as well as of its po ten tial and de vel op ment pros pects,
with tak ing into con sid er ation the adopted sys tem of val ues, value ori en ta tions
and at ti tudes. For this rea son, the lat ter have been the cen tral theme of nu mer ous
(in clud ing the most re cent) stud ies. Axiological is sues are of par tic u lar rel e vance
to so ci ety in times of cri sis, when both so ci etal life and the very struc ture of so ci -
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ety un dergo dra matic change, and di ver gence of be liefs and val ues con sid er ably
affects the society’s proper functioning and development.

Lo cal (Ukrai nian) trans for ma tions pose plenty of ques tions for so cial re -
search ers. One of them con cerns the val ues that emerge when the old so ci etal sys -
tem is be ing trans formed into a new, which is dif fer ent in kind. The So viet-era
val ues are still pres ent in the col lec tive Ukrai nian con scious ness, but new ones,
in trin sic to a con sumer so ci ety, are also be ing shaped (par tic u larly among young
peo ple). Hu man ist val ues are no lon ger in de mand, whereas consumerist and
hedonic ones are gain ing in pop u lar ity. Such a ma jor change in value ori en ta tions
of our fel low cit i zens needs a thor ough un der stand ing and de vel op ment of a new
value ma trix, which is expected to work well in new societal conditions.

Prac ti cal rel e vance of study ing val ues is ob vi ous; how ever, build ing a solid
the o ret i cal frame work for these stud ies is of equal im por tance — given the emer -
gence of al ter na tive schools of so cio log i cal thought such as non-clas si cal, in ter -
pre tive, postmodern, etc., which also take an in ter est in axiology. That means a
par a digm re vi sion for so cial sci en tists from around the world. An other point to
con sider is the im pact of tech no log i cal ad vances on all ar eas of peo ple’s lives, es -
pe cially on so cial in ter ac tions. The global hu man com mu nity, in te gral in na ture,
is be ing formed, and pro duc tion of hu man val ues now mat ters more than pro duc -
tion of things; hence the “expansion” of value-focused approaches in con tem po -
rary sociology.

For a long time, struc tural func tion al ism had been con sid ered the most “rep -
u ta ble” so cio log i cal the ory. Closely as so ci ated with sem i nal works by Talcott
Par sons, Rob ert Mer ton and writ ings of their nu mer ous fol low ers, this so cio log i -
cal per spec tive, how ever, started to lose its “dom i nance” a few de cades ago, even -
tu ally be com ing just a chap ter in the his tory of mod ern so cio log i cal thought.
Still, one should not over look the mer its of struc tural func tion al ism — for ex am -
ple, its role in the emergence of neofunctionalism in the 1980s.

As for al ter na tives to struc tural func tion al ism, con flict the ory was one of
them (and the main) for many years. If these two per spec tives were set in a
broader con text, im ply ing the op po si tion be tween con sen sus and con flict the o -
ries, one could no tice that con sen sus the ory at ta ches pri mary im por tance to col -
lec tive (shared) norms and val ues, con sid er ing them fun da men tal to so ci ety.
This the ory “highly re gards” the so cial or der, which is based on im plicit agree -
ments, and be lieves that so cial change oc curs slowly and nat u rally. Con flict the -
ory, in con trast, draws at ten tion to con trol ex erted by cer tain so cial groups over
oth ers. Pro po nents of this ap proach hold the view that so cial or der is re li ant upon 
ma nip u la tion and con trol car ried out by dom i nant groups. So cial change, in turn, 
oc curs quickly and chaotically — when the dominant groups are “dethroned” by
their subordinates.

How ever, not only the dif fer ences but also com mon al i ties be tween struc -
tural func tion al ism and con flict the ory should be high lighted. They are both
macro-level the o ries fo cus ing on ma jor so cial in sti tu tions and struc tures, and
they be long to the same so cio log i cal par a digm [Ritzer, 2002: p. 115].

T. Par sons’ anal y sis of a so cial sys tem cov ered not only sta tuses and roles but
also its struc tural com po nents [Par sons, 1961]. Be sides, he showed an in ter est in
large com po nents of so cial sys tem, such as col lec tivi ty, norms and val ues [Cal -
houn, Gerteis, Moody, Pfaff, & Virk, 2007: p. 428]. Yet, Par sons ex am ined the so -
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cial sys tem from both a structuralist and a func tion al ist per spec tive: he de scribed
a num ber of func tional pre req ui sites of the so cial sys tem. First, this sys tem should 
be struc tured in a way that al lows it to func tion smoothly to gether with other
sys tems. Sec ond, in or der to sur vive, the so cial sys tem re quires sup port from
other sys tems. Third, the so cial sys tem ought to meet most of its ac tors’ needs.
Fourth, this sys tem should en able and en cour age ad e quate par tic i pa tion of its
mem bers. Fifth, the so cial sys tem should be able to take (at least the min i mum)
con trol over po ten tially de struc tive be hav iour. Sixth, if a con flict is be com ing de -
struc tive, it also must be con trolled. Fi nally, the so cial sys tem needs a common
language to survive [Parsons, as cited in Ritzer, 2002: p. 123].

Par sons also gave at ten tion to the is sue of re la tion ships be tween ac tors and
so cial struc tures. He con sid ered the in te gra tion of value pat terns and need-dis -
po si tions to be the “fun da men tal dy namic the o rem of so ci ol ogy” [Par sons, as
cited in Ritzer, 2002: p. 124]. The scholar put em pha sis on two pro cesses:
internalisation and socia li sa tion; in other words, he was keen to know how the
norms and val ues of a par tic u lar so cial sys tem are trans mit ted to the ac tors. From
Par sons’ stand point, suc cess ful socia li sa tion means that these norms and val ues
are be ing in ter nal ised by an ac tor and be com ing part of his/her “con science”. As a
re sult, the ac tors, while pur su ing their own in ter ests, actually serve the interests
of the system as a whole.

Whilst Talcott Par sons is fa mous for build ing a the o ret i cal frame work of
struc tural func tion al ism, Rob ert Mer ton is cred ited with the in tro duc tion of the
most im por tant con cepts to this the ory. Al though R. Mer ton criti cised some as -
pects of struc tural func tion al ism, he put forth new con cep tual “vi sions”, which
helped to pre serve the “relevance” of this approach.

In the con text of the topic be ing dis cussed in this re search pa per, it should be
noted that struc tural func tion al ism is be lieved to have a con ser va tive bias: first, be -
cause this per spec tive does not take changes (e. g. the his tory of a con flict) into ac -
count; sec ond, be cause it pre dom i nantly cen tres around cul ture, norms and val ues.
In this re gard, Da vid Lock wood as sumed a crit i cal stance to wards Par sons by
point ing out that the lat ter was mainly con cen trat ing on the “nor ma tive el e ments
of so cial struc ture and pro cess” [Lock wood, 1956: p. 134]. From Percy Co hen’s
point of view, struc tural functionalists did focuse on the nor ma tive el e ments, but
this is not char ac ter is tic of the ap proach it self [Ritzer, 2002: pp. 138–139].

The role of a spe cific agent (which is con sid ered pas sive) con trib utes to the
“in ter est” of struc tural func tion al ism in so cial and cul tural fac tors, but at the
same time leads to its con ser va tive ori en ta tion. As struc tural functionalists see it,
hu mans are held in check by so cial and cul tural forces. A dy namic, cre ative un -
der stand ing of a per son is what the ad her ents of this the ory ap par ently lack.
Alvin Gouldner, who was rather crit i cal of struc tural func tion al ism, re marked
that hu man be ings are not mere “so cial prod ucts”, they are “as much en gaged in
us ing so cial sys tems as in being used by them” [Gouldner, 1970: p. 220].

Ad vo cates of ethnomethodology criti cise con ven tional so ci ol o gists for im -
pos ing their own un der stand ing of so cial re al ity on the so cial world. From
ethnomethodologists’ stand point, so ci ol ogy ought to be more “re spect ful” to ev -
ery day prac tices and see them as a ba sic source of so cio log i cal knowl edge. Tak ing
a slightly dif fer ent ap proach, Don Zimmerman and Melvin Pollner ar gued that
“con ven tional so ci ol ogy con founds topic and re source: it stud ies the so cial world
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but at the same time re lies on it for es sen tial re sources in do ing this” [Zimmerman
& Pollner, as cited in Ritzer, 2002: p. 309].

This point can be il lus trated in dif fer ent ways. For ex am ple, Roy Turner
[Turner, 1970] ob served that so ci ol o gists re gard ev ery day lan guage as a re source
for study ing the so-called la tent re al ity (norms, val ues, at ti tudes, etc.), rather
than as sub ject mat ter per se. How ever, ev ery day lan guage can also be viewed as a
form of man i fes ta tion of so cial life, that is as sub ject mat ter by it self. For in stance,
if so ci ol o gists study child hood socia li sa tion, they do not ana lyse the pro cess it -
self. In stead, they fo cus on a set of ab stract “stages” ob tained through gen er ali sa -
tion of parts of this pro cess. Since socia li sa tion, ac cord ing to Mat thew Speier, is a
pro cess of ac quir ing in ter ac tion skills, an ethnomethodologist is sup posed to re -
search how these skills are ac quired and applied to real-life situations [Ritzer,
2002: pp. 309–310].

In the 1960s, West ern so ci et ies were wit ness ing a note wor thy phe nom e non,
which Ron ald Inglehart later called “the Si lent Rev o lu tion” [Inglehart, 1977].
Dif fer ent age groups started ex press ing mark edly dif fer ent value pri or i ties: the
older gen er a tion ad hered to ma te ri al ist val ues (which had been dom i nant by
then), whereas young adults were ready to em brace postmaterialism. Such a sig -
nif i cant change in val ues was a re sult of the socio-eco nomic con di tions un der
which the young peo ple had grown up. Pres ent-day so ci et ies also ex pe ri ence a
dis tinct shift in value ori en ta tions — the youn ger gen er a tion pre fer to be post -
materialist, and this is il lus trated by the data of an nual na tion wide surveys
[Volianskaia, Pilipenko, & Sapelkina, 2004: p. 139].

R. Inglehart’s ex pla na tions lead to the con clu sion that as early as the 1960s
par ents and chil dren had dif fer ent (maybe even op pos ing) world views, and that
was the rea son why they failed to un der stand each other. A change in the na ture
of socia li sa tion and so cial con trol started be com ing ev i dent back then, but it took 
about two de cades be fore this change was real ised; how ever, it be gan to be per -
ceived as a se ri ous prob lem. For in stance, in the mid-1950s T. Par sons only ob -
served that the role of fam ily in socia li sa tion started to de crease [Par sons, 1956],
whereas in the 1980s the prob lem of fam ily break down was be ing widely dis -
cussed in the USA and rather pes si mis tic state ments about the de mise of the fam -
ily as a so cial in sti tu tion were be ing made. At that time, the im por tance of fam ily
to young peo ple was steadily de clin ing while peer in flu ence was ris ing and age
seg re ga tion was grow ing. The role of school in socia li sa tion was de clin ing as well,
but the “street” was becoming increasingly significant.

The anal y sis of child hood socia li sa tion un der taken by Rob ert Mackay is a
clear ex am ple of crit i cism aimed at tra di tional so ci ol ogy for con found ing topic
and re source [Mackay, 1974: p. 183]. The scholar con trasted a “nor ma tive” ap -
proach, which was pre ferred by con ven tional so ci ol o gists, with an in ter pre tive
one, pop u lar with ethnomethodologists. Ac cord ing to the for mer, socia li sa tion is
just teach ing so cial rules to “im per fect” chil dren by “per fect” adults. But such an
ap proach is mis lead ing be cause it ig nores the in ter ac tion be tween chil dren and
adults. Chil dren are not pas sive crea tures, nei ther are they empty “am pho rae”
that need to be filled. On the con trary, chil dren are ac tive par tic i pants in socia li -
sa tion be cause they have the abil ity to think, re flect, in vent and ac quire knowl -
edge. Socia li sa tion is a two-way pro cess. Mackay be lieved that ethno metho do -
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logical ori en ta tion could re store the sig nif i cance of adult-child interaction based
on interpretation skills, viewing interpretation as a research topic.

The above-men tioned D. Zimmerman and M. Pollner give an other ex am ple
of con found ing topic and re source. They no ticed that so ci ol o gists usu ally ex plain 
bu reau cratic prac tices by re fer ring to the rules, norms and val ues of a spe cific or -
gani sa tion. How ever, if so ci ol o gists re garded the or gani sa tion as a re search topic
they would real ise that it is the ac tors who, due to their ac tions, give the im pres -
sion that these ac tions are based on cer tain rules. Ac tu ally, what ought to be re -
searched is how these rules are used by the ac tors, rather than the rules them -
selves [Zimmerman & Pollner, as cited in Ritzer, 2002: p. 310].

Ra tio nal choice the ory (RCT), which is go ing to be dis cussed next, has its
roots mainly in neo clas si cal eco nom ics and game the ory. RCT con cerns it self
with in di vid u als, re gard ing them as be ing goal-ori ented (or hav ing the ca pac ity
to act in ten tion ally). To put it an other way, they are ra tio nal ac tors that have a
goal and take ac tions to achieve their goal. RCT also as sumes that ac tors have
per sonal pref er ences (with a “util ity” func tion), or “val ues”. This the ory does not
ana lyse the pref er ences them selves, nor does it fo cus on their sources. Of im por -
tance is what an ac tor does to achieve his/her goal(s) ac cord ing to the hi er ar chy
of pref er ences. Al though ra tio nal choice the ory lays stress on the ac tor’s goals
and/or in ten tions, it does not rule out the pos si bil ity that some one’s ac tions will
be lim ited. These lim i ta tions are caused, first, by lack of re sources. Dif fer ent ac -
tors have dif fer ent re sources they can use; more over, they have dif fer ent ac cess to
other re serves. Those who pos sess abun dant (or at least suf fi cient) re sources can
achieve their goals quite eas ily unlike those whose resources are limited (or who
does not have any resources at all).

Lack of re sources is as so ci ated with the con cept of op por tu nity cost. This is
the value of what some one has to give up in or der to choose some thing else, or
more pre cisely, the loss that ac tors (ac cord ing to their es ti mates) will suf fer if
they forgo the next best ac tion while pur su ing their goal. The ac tors may vol un -
tarily de cide not to pur sue the most valu able goal for the fol low ing rea sons: if
they do not have enough re sources, if they have lit tle chance of suc cess or may not 
achieve the next most im por tant goal. Here the ac tors are re garded as in di vid u als
who seek to maxi mise their util ity; thus, when set ting a goal they es ti mate how
likely it is to be achieved and how much the out come of this ac tion will af fect the
prob a bil ity of achieving the next most important goal.

George Homans’ so cial ex change the ory as sumes that a per son may be come
very sen si tive to stim uli, es pe cially if they are of great value to him/her. Be sides,
he/she, “un til cor rected by fail ure”, may re spond to ir rel e vant stim uli as well.
These pro cesses are largely in flu enced by “alert ness (or at ten tive ness) to stim uli” 
[Homans, 1974: p. 23]. In Homans’ view, “the more valu able to a per son is the re -
sult” of his/her ac tion, “the more likely” he/she is “to per form the ac tion”
[Homans, 1974: p. 25]. In other words, if the value of a po ten tial ben e fit is high, a
per son will feel more in clined to re peat the ac tion (e. g. a de sir able be hav iour)
than if the benefit were of low or no value.

G. Homans pro posed the con cept of re wards and pun ish ments. The for mer
are the ac tions that have pos i tive value and there fore are sought out, whereas the
lat ter have the op po site char ac ter is tics. A per son is less likely to be have in a so -
cially un de sir able man ner if they know that they will be pe nal ised (or have al -
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ready been pe nal ised). Still, Homans did not con sider pun ish ment ef fec tive
enough to make some one mend their ways be cause this act may pro duce an un de -
sir able re sponse — it is more ad vis able not to re ward in ap pro pri ate be hav iour.
The scholar also un der scored that his the ory should not be in ter preted as be ing
built on purely he do nis tic prin ci ples or con cerned only with ma te ri al is tic val ues:
rewards come in many forms and thus may well be altruistic.

In Homans’ opin ion, “the more of ten in the re cent past a per son has re ceived a 
par tic u lar re ward, the less valu able any fur ther unit of that re ward be comes” for
him/her [Homans, 1974: p. 29]. If the ac tors re ward each other for giv ing and re -
ceiv ing help too of ten, the re wards will even tu ally cease to be valu able for them.
In this case, time plays a sig nif i cant role. If the re ward is spread over a long pe riod, 
a per son is less likely to get satiated.

Ac cord ing to Homans’ ag gres sion-ap proval prop o si tion, “when a per son’s ac -
tion does not re ceive the re ward he ex pected, or re ceives pun ish ment he did not
ex pect, he will be an gry; he be comes more likely to per form ag gres sive be hav iour,
and the re sults of such be hav iour be come more valu able to him” [Homans, 1974:
p. 37]. On the other hand, “when a per son’s ac tion re ceives re ward he ex pected,
es pe cially a greater re ward then he ex pected, or does not re ceive pun ish ment he
ex pected, he will be pleased; he be comes more likely to per form ap prov ing be hav -
iour, and the re sults of such be hav iour be come more valu able to him” [Homans,
1974: p. 39]. As the ra tio nal ity prop o si tion says, “in choos ing be tween al ter na tive 
ac tions, a per son will choose that one for which, as per ceived by him at the time,
the value of the re sult, mul ti plied by the prob a bil ity of getting the result, is the
greater” [Homans, 1974: p. 43].

A close look at the ag gres sion-ap proval prop o si tion makes it pos si ble to ana -
lyse ag gres sion in the con text of norms and val ues of a so cial sys tem. The lat ter, in
Par sons’ view, is the core of the gen eral sys tem of ac tion as it is formed by in ter ac -
tions of hu man in di vid u als, and each of them acts as an or gan ism, a per son al ity
and a bearer of a dis tinc tive cul ture at the same time. As the scholar him self put it,
“a so cial sys tem con sists in a plu ral ity of in di vid ual ac tors in ter act ing with each
other in a sit u a tion which has at least a phys i cal or en vi ron men tal as pect, ac tors
who are mo ti vated in terms of a ten dency to the ?op ti mi sa tion of grat i fi ca tion’
and whose re la tion to their sit u a tions, in clud ing each other, is de fined and me di -
ated in terms of a system of culturally structured and shared symbols” [Parsons,
1951, pp. 5–6].

Ba si cally, the above-de scribed sys tem of in ter ac tion is an an a lyt i cal as pect
ab stracted from the gen eral pro cess of ac tions per formed by par tic i pants. Par sons 
moves from the ex pla na tion of in di vid ual choice and gen eral con cep tion of ac tion 
to the anal y sis of ac tion sys tem, which lim its and, to some de gree, de ter mines this
choice. Pur su ing this line, the scholar in tro duces the con cept of institutio -
nalisation, which is un der stood as the re in force ment of re la tion ships be tween ac -
tion par tic i pants in the course of time. As a re sult of this pro cess, the par tic i pants’
be hav iour re mains un changed re gard less of who spe cif i cally takes part in the in -
ter ac tion. It is im plied that each par tic i pant seeks to maxi mise grat i fi ca tion,
which is ob tained from both per form ing the ac tion it self and its re sults. If this is
achieved through the in ter ac tion with an other ac tor, the for mer will seek to con -
tinue the ac tion. Thus, each per son co mes to ex pect cer tain ac tions from oth ers
ac cord ing to the sit u a tion. These ex pec ta tions un der lie so cial rules (norms) and
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com monly ac cepted val ues whose “task” is to guarantee the appropriate re -
sponses [Volianskaia, Pilipenko, & Sapelkina, 2004: pp. 110–111].

All this is a grid of po si tions, or, as Par sons char ac ter ised them, “sta tus-role
bun dles” [Par sons, 1951: p. 25]. Each “bun dle” is here “matched” with a set of ex -
pected be hav iour pat terns. There fore, the sta tus-role of an ac tive in di vid ual may
be un der stood as a ba sic unit of the so cial sys tem. Sim i larly, a stand ard ised in ter -
ac tion be tween in di vid u als in a par tic u lar sit u a tion may be seen as a ba sic re la -
tion ship within this sys tem. Dur ing the pro cess of in ter ac tion, each par tic i pant
fo cuses on the others as much as they focus on him/her.

“Col lec tivi ties” (in Par sons’ ter mi nol ogy) are higher-or der units of the so cial 
sys tem. They can be de scribed as well-or gan ised ac tion sys tems where each in di -
vid ual per forms their spe cific role. The role of an in di vid ual is dis tinct from that
of the col lec tivi ty be cause the in di vid ual and the col lec tivi ty are dif fer ent as
units. A dis tinc tion is also drawn be tween the value and the norm be cause they
rep re sent dif fer ent lev els of so cial re la tion ships. Val ues are the main con nect ing
el e ment be tween the so ci ety’s cul tural sys tem and the so cial sphere while norms,
for the most part, be long to the so cial sys tem. Val ues serve to main tain the pat -
tern ac cord ing to which the so ci ety is func tion ing at a given time; norms are es -
sen tial to in te gra tion by which Par sons un der stands “the need to co or di nate, ad -
just, and reg u late re la tion ships among var i ous ac tors or units within the sys tem”
[Wallace & Wolf, 1995: pp. 39–40]. Apart from be ing the means of reg u lat ing so -
cial pro cesses and relationships, norms embody the “principles” that can be
applied beyond the social system.

The fact that in a civil ised so ci ety the le giti mi sa tion of ag gres sion mostly
takes place in the me dia and en ter tain ment in dus try (and aimed at ra tion al is ing
af fects) may in di cate that trans for ma tion of ag gres sion (ir re spec tive of what an
ag gres sive act has been trig gered by) in a cre ative man ner is ne ces si tated by the
com plex ity of mod ern so ci ety. Still, di rect dis plays of ag gres sion are nor mally not 
tol er ated. This means that any change in a par tic u lar so ci ety en tails changes in
the sys tem of norms and val ues, or cul tural trans for ma tion. The re verse is also
true: changes in the so ci ety’s cul tural sys tem are ac com pa nied by a shift in the so -
cial sphere. The so-called cul tural “evo lu tion” of ag gres sive be hav iour, which is
re flected both in the ex tended “rep er toire” of ag gres sion pat terns and in the wid -
ened range of mo tives (cou pled with the hi er ar chy of needs), would hardly be
pos si ble with out changes in the so cial sys tem. These changes, in turn, re sult from
the grow ing com plex ity of so cial struc ture due to the dif fer en ti a tion of its el e -
ments and sub sys tems. The lat ter leads to a broader range of so cial roles, dif fer en -
ti a tion of norms and “tai lor ing” of com mon be hav iour pat terns to a par tic u lar sit -
u a tion. “A plu ral ity of roles” (in Par sons’ ter mi nol ogy) makes both in di vid u als
and col lec tivi ties boost their adap tive ca pac ity, as well as build a cul ture of trust
and openness. In this context, each role should be “matched” with a set of norms
and values in relation to the expected behaviours.

Fig u ra tively speak ing, a so cial sys tem is “squeezed” into the space be tween
the cul tural sta tus of val ues and their sig nif i cance for a per son’s so cial in te gra -
tion. There fore, in stru men tal ag gres sion (as a means of sat is fy ing the need to pro -
tect per sonal space) as sumes, at the level of so cial sys tem, the sta tus of in sti tu -
tion al ised value. This pro cess is closely linked to the emer gence of in sti tu tions
ful fill ing the func tion of so cial con trol. Due to the emer gence of these in sti tu -

Со ци о ло гия: те о рия, ме то ды, мар ке тинг, 2020, 4 153

Value-driven issues throughout the development of sociological theory



tions, the per son ac quires a cer tain role along with the relevant norms and value
patterns.

Ag gres sion as sumes the sta tus of value-ra tio nal ac tion (i. e. ra tio nal in re la -
tion to a spe cific value) in a range of roles linked to the func tions of in stru men tal
ag gres sion within so ci ety. In this re gard, it should be noted that pur pose-ra tio nal
ag gres sion usu ally orig i nates from “lower” lev els of the hi er ar chi cal struc ture of
hu man ac tion1. These lev els are rep re sented by ba sic needs of an in di vid ual as a
bi o log i cal or gan ism and his/her some more ad vanced (psy cho log i cal) needs. In
con trast, value-ra tio nal ag gres sion co mes from “higher” lev els. It means that tone 
is set by the so ci ety’s cultural system, which then “permeates” the social system.

Through the pro cess of socia li sa tion, a per son in ter nal ises a set of nor ma tive
stan dards and roles, which are el e ments of the so cial sys tem, but at the same time
they are re lated to and me di ated by cul ture-spe cific value pat terns — in or der to
be con sid ered le git i mate and meaningful.

In 1962, T. Par sons pub lished an ar ti cle on youth sub cul tures as an il lus tra -
tion of how his the ory “in ter prets” var i ous so cial phe nom ena (in clud ing those re -
lated to the re search prob lem). If the reader did not know where and when the ar -
ti cle was writ ten, they might well think that the au thor has high lighted the chal -
lenges faced by young peo ple at the turn of the 21st cen tury and to day. This is
mostly be cause Par sons ana lysed youth’s be hav iour in the light of the an o mie
con cept. An o mie, in turn, is de scribed as a state of so ci ety when the es tab lished
norms and val ues are no lon ger able to serve as a clear in di ca tor of “re quired” be -
hav iours as they have lost their sig nif i cance. In Par sons’ view, such a sit u a tion re -
sults from the par a dox of Amer i can value sys tem which pri mar ily fo cuses on per -
sonal ac com plish ments, thereby con trib ut ing to the struc tural dif fer en ti a tion of
so ci ety and di lut ing the lower-or der val ues. Fur ther more, the grow ing dif fer en ti -
a tion and com plex ity limits an individual’s ability to achieve success through
cooperation and specialisation.

Some thing quite sim i lar is hap pen ing now a days to Ukrai nian value sys tem.
The old set of val ues based on equal ity and col lec tiv ism and shared by sev eral
gen er a tions in a row has been com pletely re as sessed: pres ent-day teen ag ers pri -
ori tise pres tige, ma te rial well-be ing and per sonal suc cess. This phe nom e non goes
hand in hand with the di vi sion of so ci ety into the rich and the poor, which en gen -
ders nu mer ous prob lems for youth. Ed u ca tion and train ing are be com ing more
ex pen sive and, con se quently, less af ford able. The cur rent eco nomic down turn
makes young peo ple, es pe cially col lege and uni ver sity grad u ates, al ways be in
job-search mode. Be sides, the pro found trans for ma tion af fects the other spheres
of Ukrai nian so ci ety along with its institutions, which creates a political and
ideological vacuum.

The way T. Par sons sees it, youth sub cul tures play both a pro gres sive and a
de struc tive role. Of course, these sub cul tures knock tra di tional value sys tems off
their “ped es tal”, but on the other hand, they serve to trans form the old value sys -
tem and thus make it keep up with the times. Youth sub cul tures cre ate new val -
ues, help them get es tab lished in so ci ety and, in a sense, they sup port an in di vid -
ual over a long pe riod in his/her life — from the mo ment when he/she has
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“dropped out” of the value sys tem fol lowed by their par ents up to the mo ment
when they start de vel op ing their own “list of val ues”. Yet, the op pos ing func tions
per formed by youth sub cul tures of ten lead to in ter nal and external conflicts in
youngsters’ lives.

Ana lys ing George Homans’ con tri bu tion once again, one will cer tainly get
the im pres sion that his ap proach was “shaped” by ra tio nal choice the ory. This
the ory tells us that those who act ac cord ing with the ra tio nal ity prop o si tion (i. e.
ra tio nal ac tors) strive to maxi mise util ity (in other words, value). The ac tors re -
flect on dif fer ent al ter na tives (that are ac ces si ble to them) and plan their ac tions.
They com pare the re wards that could be of fered for their ac tions and make de ci -
sions. The re wards that seem the most valu able to the ac tors cease to be so as soon
as they ap pear to be im pos si ble to get. On the other hand, less valu able re wards
will be con sid ered more valu able if they seem more ac ces si ble. Thus, there is a
clear cor re la tion be tween the probability of obtaining the reward and its value.

G. Homans links the ra tio nal ity prop o si tion with three oth ers, such as the
suc cess, the stim u lus and the value prop o si tion. The ra tio nal ity prop o si tion
shows that it is the prob a bil ity of suc cess that shapes peo ple’s ac tions. As the
scholar sees it, a per son’s per cep tion of the prob a bil ity that his/her pres ent ac tion 
will be suc cess ful is de ter mined by the sim i lar ity of the cir cum stances at tend ing
the ac tion at pres ent to those un der which the ac tion was suc cess ful in the past.
Yet, this prop o si tion does not ex plain why the per son con sid ers one re ward more
valu able than the other. In this case, one should re fer to the value prop o si tion. In
fact, Homans re lates the ra tio nal ity prop o si tion to those influenced by beha -
viourism [Ritzer, 2002: p. 327].

Pe ter Blau was an other ma jor con trib u tor to so cial ex change the ory; but,
whilst G. Homans sought to un der stand in di vid u als’ be hav iours in face-to-face
in ter ac tions, P. Blau’s in ter est lay in ex plor ing the dy nam ics of ex change be -
tween in di vid u als and groups, as well as in sti tu tions and or gani sa tions. The
scholar adapted the “orig i nal” ver sion of ex change the ory to more com plex so cial
en ti ties; how ever, he did not ac cept all ideas of his pre de ces sor. For in stance, Blau 
re cog nised the dif fer ence be tween small groups and large col lec tivi ties, whereas
Homans downplayed this dif fer ence. Ob vi ously, P. Blau did not re gard be ha -
viou rism as an ad e quate par a digm for study ing com plex so cial struc tures, but he
did not ad here to the so cial def i ni tions par a digm ei ther. The re searcher ar gued
that nei ther so cial in ter ac tion nor the at ten dant so cial def i ni tions can be di rectly
em bod ied in a large-scale or gani sa tion. Thus, it can be con cluded that Blau
aligned him self with the social facts paradigm in dealing with complex social
entities [Ritzer, 2002: p. 332].

In the scholar’s opin ion, the mech a nisms that hold the com plex so cial en ti ties 
to gether are the norms and val ues (value con sen sus) which ex ist within so ci ety:
“Com monly agreed upon val ues and norms serve as me dia of so cial life and as me -
di at ing links for so cial trans ac tions. They make in di rect so cial ex change pos si ble,
and they gov ern the pro cesses of so cial in te gra tion and dif fer en ti a tion in com plex 
so cial struc tures, as well as the de vel op ment of so cial or gani sa tion and re or ga ni -
sa tion in them” [Blau, 1964: p. 255].

The con cept of norm (in P. Blau’s for mu la tion) be longs to the level of ex -
change be tween in di vid ual and col lec tivi ty, whereas the con cept of val ues moves
the re searcher to the larg est-scale so ci etal level and to the anal y sis of re la tion ships
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among col lec tivi ties. He be lieved that “com mon val ues of var i ous types can be con -
ceived of as me dia of so cial trans ac tions that ex pand the com pass of so cial  inter -
action and the struc ture of so cial re la tions through so cial space and time”. As for
con sen sus on so cial val ues, it “serves as the ba sis for ex tend ing the range of so cial
trans ac tions be yond the lim its of di rect so cial con tacts and for per pet u at ing so cial
struc tures be yond the life span of hu man be ings. Value stan dards can be con sid ered 
me dia of so cial life in two senses; the value con text is the me dium that moulds the
form of so cial re la tion ships, and com mon val ues are the me di at ing links for so cial
as so ci a tions and trans ac tions on a broad scale” [Blau, 1964: pp. 263–264].

For ex am ple, particularistic val ues are (ac cord ing to P. Blau) the me dia of in -
te gra tion of sol i dar ity. These val ues are sup posed to unite the mem bers of a group
around such things as pa tri o tism or a good cor po rate rep u ta tion. Al though
particularistic val ues be long to the col lec tive level, they are sim i lar to sen ti ments
of per sonal at trac tion that unite in di vid u als on a face-to-face ba sis. Still, these
val ues ex tend in te gra tive bonds be yond mere per sonal at tach ment. Particu la -
ristic val ues also dif fer en ti ate the in-group from the out-group, thereby en hanc -
ing their unifying function [Ritzer & Stepnisky, 2018: p. 266].

Thus, once again it is worth men tion ing that P. Blau’s ver sion of so cial ex -
change dif fers sub stan tially from G. Homans’ ex pla na tions. In di vid u als and in di -
vid ual be hav iour are cen tral to Homans’ con cep tion, whereas Blau pre dom i -
nantly fo cuses on col lec tive ac tors such as so cial groups, or gani sa tions and so ci -
et ies. Fur ther more, he gives par tic u lar at ten tion to norms that “im pose on so cial
re la tions” [Blau, 1964: p. 18] and val ues, view ing “value con sen sus” as a cru cial
me di at ing link al low ing for “in te gra tive bonds and so cial sol i dar ity among mil -
lions of peo ple in so ci ety, most of whom have never met” [Blau, 1964: p. 24]. The
scholar is also in ter ested in ana lys ing the mech a nisms con trib ut ing to the in te -
gra tion or dis in te gra tion of large so cial en ti ties, i. e. the issues which are tra di tio -
n ally studied by proponents of the social facts paradigm.

In re cent years, ex change the ory has be gun to move in a new di rec tion. First,
more and more at ten tion is be ing given to the risk and un cer tainty in volved in ex -
change re la tion ships. Sec ond, an in ter est in risk leads to a con cern for trust in this 
type of re la tion ship. Third, there is the re lated is sue of re duc ing risk and in creas -
ing trust by es tab lish ing mu tual com mit ments. This, in turn, is linked to the next
is sue — ris ing at ten tion to af fect and emo tions, al though pre vi ous stud ies in this
field have mostly ana lysed ac tors’ self-in ter est. Fi nally, whilst a large num ber of
works on so cial ex change the ory have fo cused on struc ture, there is a grow ing in -
ter est in flesh ing out the na ture and the role of the actors themselves [Ritzer,
2002: pp. 341–342].

As we men tioned ear lier, the de vel op ment of ex change the ory was sig nif i -
cantly in flu enced by ra tio nal choice the ory. How ever, the lat ter had been mar -
ginal to the main stream so cio log i cal the ory for long. It is largely through J.
Coleman’s ef forts that RCT be came a “press ing” topic in con tem po rary so ci ol -
ogy. The re searcher’s ra tio nal choice ori en ta tion is clear in his ba sic idea that
“per sons act pur pos ively to ward a goal, with the goal (and thus the ac tions)
shaped by val ues or pref er ences” [Coleman, 1990: p. 13]. But then Coleman goes
on to ar gue that for most the o ret i cal pur poses, he will need a more pre cise con cep -
tuali sation of the ra tio nal ac tor de rived from eco nom ics. Ac cord ing to this con -
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cep tuali sation, the ac tors choose those ac tions that will maxi mise util ity, or sat is -
fac tion of their needs and wants [Ritzer & Stepnisky, 2018: p. 280].

Coleman is rather crit i cal of most so cial the o ries for adopt ing a view that he la -
bels homo sociologicus. This per spec tive emphasises the socia li sa tion pro cess and
the close fit be tween the in di vid ual and so ci ety. There fore, homo sociologicus is un -
able to deal with the free dom of in di vid u als to act as they will in spite of the con -
straints placed upon them. More over, this per spec tive lacks the abil ity to “eval u -
ate” the ac tions of the so cial sys tem. In con trast, homo economicus, as Coleman puts
it, pos sesses all these ca pac i ties. The scholar sharply criticises tra di tional so cial
the ory for do ing lit tle more than “chant ing” old the o ret i cal mantras and for be ing
un re spon sive to the changes oc cur ring in so ci ety. In his opin ion, so cio log i cal the -
ory must have a pur pose, a role in the func tion ing of so ci ety [Ritzer & Stepnisky,
2018: p. 285]. For this rea son, Coleman is in fa vour of so cial the ory that is in ter -
ested not just in knowl edge for the sake of knowl edge but also in a search for knowl -
edge for the re con struc tion of so ci ety [Coleman, 1990: p. 651].

At this junc ture, we are fin ish ing our anal y sis of the ma jor value-fo cused ap -
proaches in mod ern so ci ol ogy. It can be ar gued that study ing hu man val ues is not
only a mat ter of ne ces sity for to day’s so cial sci en tists but also quite a “pop u lar
trend”. A num ber of con cepts need fur ther ex pla na tion from both a his tor i cal and
a so cio log i cal per spec tive — for in stance, the con cept of postmaterialist val ues
which was in tro duced in West ern so ci ol ogy and now is be com ing a re search or a
dis cus sion topic among some Ukrai nian so ci ol o gists [Golovakha, 2020; Kuzmuk
& Liubchuk, 2019; Pyvovarova & Khliapatura, 2015]. We can not but be glad -
dened by the fact that Ukrai nian so ci ol ogy is get ting fa mil iar with the achieve -
ments of axiology over the past few de cades and mak ing use of those ideas,
thereby pav ing the way for the integration into the global sociological com mu -
nity.
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ВАЛЕРІЙ ПИЛИПЕНКО, ГУЛЬБАРШИН ЧЕПУРКО
Ціннісно-орієнто вані про бле ми в роз вит ку соціологічної теорії
У статті роз гля да ють ся підхо ди основ них соціологічних теорій до ціннісної про бле ма ти -
ки. При цьо му аксіологічна про бле ма ти ка аналізується з точ ки зору її ак ту аль ності для
суспільств, що пе ре жи ва ють кри зові яви ща, коли зміню ють ся умо ви суспільно го жит тя і
соціаль на струк ту ра соціуму. Заз на чається, що ак ту алізація те о ре тич но го роз роб лен ня
про бле ми ціннос тей у соціології спри чи не на пе ре гля дом па ра диг ми світо во го соціологічно -
го пізнан ня у зв’яз ку з по я вою не кла сич но го, інтер пре та тив но го й по стмо дерністсько го
на прямів з їхнім інте ре сом до аксіології. Пе ре ос мис лен ня па ра диг ми зу мов ле не пе ре хо дом
світо вої спільно ти до ста ну цілісності за умов ґло балізації, коли нові тех но логії зміню ють
всі суспільні зв’яз ки, ініціюючи пе рехід від ви роб ниц тва ре чей до ви роб ниц тва лю ди ни.
Звідси така “ек спансія” ціннісно го підхо ду з боку су час них соціологічних на прямів. Оди ни -
ця ми більш ви со ко го по ряд ку в соціаль них сис те мах є ко лек ти ви, тоб то організо вані сис -
те ми дії, які ха рак те ри зу ють ся ви ко нан ням пев них ро лей ба гать ма індивідами. Якщо у
пло щині оди ниць розрізня ють ся ролі індивіда і ко лек ти ву, то у пло щині стан дар ту відно -
син важ ли ве розрізнен ня між нор мою і цінністю. Цінності є пер вин ни ми у плані підтри -
ман ня взірця функціюван ня соціаль ної сис те ми й роз гля да ють ся як за са дові чин ни ки
зв’яз ку між соціаль ною і куль тур ною сис те ма ми. Нор ми, на відміну від ціннос тей, є пе ре -
важ но еле мен та ми соціаль ної сис те ми і по кли кані здійсню ва ти функцію інтеґрації. Вони
ма ють реґуля тив не зна чен ня для соціаль них про цесів та відно син і втілю ють при нци пи,
чинні за пев ної соціаль ної сис те ми. Автори підкрес лю ють, що опа ну ван ня су час ною укр а -
їнською соціологією до сяг нень світо вої аксіології останніх де ся тиліть є за по ру кою інте -
ґрації у про це си, що відбу ва ють ся сьо годні у світовій соціологічній спільноті.
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ВАЛЕРИЙ ПИЛИПЕНКО, ГУЛЬБАРШИН ЧЕПУРКО
Цен нос тно-ори ен ти ро ван ные про бле мы в раз ви тии
со ци о ло ги чес кой те о рии
В статье рас смат ри ва ют ся под хо ды основ ных со ци о ло ги чес ких те о рий к цен нос тной
про бле ма ти ке. При этом ак си о ло ги чес кая про бле ма ти ка ана ли зи ру ет ся с точ ки зре ния
ее ак ту аль нос ти для об ществ, пе ре жи ва ю щих кри зис ные яв ле ния, ког да из ме ня ют ся
усло вия об щес твен ной жиз ни и со ци аль ная струк ту ра со ци у ма. Отме ча ет ся, что ак ту а -
ли за ция те о ре ти чес кой раз ра бот ки про бле мы цен нос тей в со ци о ло гии вы зва на пе ре смот -
ром па ра диг мы ми ро во го со ци о ло ги чес ко го по зна ния в свя зи с по яв ле ни ем не клас си чес ко го,
ин тер пре та тив но го и по стмо дер ни стско го на прав ле ний с их ин те ре сом к ак си о ло гии. Пе -
ре ос мыс ле ние па ра диг мы об услов ле но пе ре хо дом ми ро во го со об щес тва к со сто я нию  це -
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лост ности в рам ках гло ба ли за ции, ког да но вые тех но ло гии из ме ня ют все об щес твен ные
свя зи, ини ци и руя пе ре ход от про из во дства ве щей к про из во дству че ло ве ка. Отсю да та кая 
«экс пан сия” цен нос тно го под хо да со сто ро ны со вре мен ных со ци о ло ги чес ких на прав ле ний.
Еди ни ца ми бо лее вы со ко го по ряд ка в со ци аль ных сис те мах яв ля ют ся кол лек ти вы, то есть 
орга ни зо ван ные сис те мы де йствия, ко то рые ха рак те ри зу ют ся вы пол не ни ем опре де лен -
ных ро лей мно ги ми ин ди ви да ми. Если в плос кос ти еди ниц раз ли ча ют ся роли ин ди ви да и
кол лек ти ва, то в плос кос ти стан дар та от но ше ний важ но раз ли чие меж ду нор мой и цен -
нос тью. Цен нос ти пер вич ны в пла не под дер жа ния об раз ца функ ци о ни ро ва ния со ци аль ной 
сис те мы и рас смат ри ва ют ся как глав ные фак то ры свя зи меж ду со ци аль ной и куль тур -
ной сис те ма ми. Нор мы, в от ли чие от цен нос тей, яв ля ют ся пре и му щес твен но эле мен та -
ми со ци аль ной сис те мы и при зва ны осу ще ствлять функ цию ин тег ра ции. Они име ют ре -
гу ля тив ное зна че ние для со ци аль ных про цес сов и от но ше ний и воп ло ща ют при нци пы, де -
йству ю щие в рам ках опре де лен ной со ци аль ной сис те мы. Автор под чер ки ва ет, что осво е -
ние со вре мен ной укра ин ской со ци о ло ги ей дос ти же ний ми ро вой ак си о ло гии по след них де ся -
ти ле тий яв ля ет ся за ло гом ее ин тег ра ции в про цес сы, про ис хо дя щие се го дня в ми ро вом со -
ци о ло ги чес ком со об щес тве.
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со ци аль ная струк ту ра, со ци аль ная сис те ма
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The paper examines and compares how the major sociological theories treat axiological issues.
Value-driven topics are analysed in view of their relevance to society in times of crisis, when both
societal life and the very structure of society undergo dramatic change. Nowadays, social scientists 
around the world are also witnessing such a change due to the emergence of alternative schools of
sociological thought (non-classical, interpretive, postmodern, etc.) and, subsequently, the neces -
sity to revise the paradigms that have been existed in sociology so far. Since the above-mentioned
approaches are often used to address value-related issues, building a solid theoretical framework
for these studies takes on considerable significance. Furthermore, the paradigm revision has been
prompted by technological advances changing all areas of people’s lives, especially social inter -
actions. The global human community, integral in nature, is being formed, and production of
human values now matters more than production of things; hence the “expansion” of value-
 focused perspectives in contemporary sociology. The authors give special attention to collectivities
which are higher-order units of the social system. These units are described as well-organised
action systems where each individual performs his/her specific role. Just as the role of an
individual is distinct from that of the collectivity (because the individual and the collectivity are
different as units), so too a distinction is drawn between the value and the norm — because they
represent different levels of social relationships. Values are the main connecting element between
the society’s cultural system and the social sphere while norms, for the most part, belong to the
social system. Values serve primarily to maintain the pattern according to which the society is
functioning at a given time; norms are essential to social integration. Apart from being the means
of regulating social processes and relationships, norms embody the “principles” that can be applied 
beyond a particular social system. The authors underline that it is important for Ukrainian
sociology to keep abreast of the latest developments in the field of axiology and make good use of
those ideas because this is a prerequisite for its successful integration into the global sociological
community.

Keywords: society, values, norms, sociological theory, socialisation, social structure, social system

160 Со ци о ло гия: те о рия, ме то ды, мар ке тинг, 2020, 4

Valerii Pylypenko, Gulbarshyn Chepurko


