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1. Background
Political Sociology, although a new emergence in its modern form, has a long

history and there are examples of contributions made by the scholars of nineteenth
century in the ficld of Political Sociology. Sociologists like Herbert Spencer and
Oppenheimer made special contributions in the field of Political Sociology, The
contributions of Hegel and Karl Marx in the development of political sociology
can't be belittled too. The works of Wilfred Pareto, Hob House are also considerad
to be important in the field of political sociology. In spite of the contributions of
these scholars, it is Max Weber, the German Sociologist, who is known as the father
of Political Sociology because of his special contributions in this field. His analyses
of the relations between state and society, the concept of bureaucrac y etc helped in
augmenting the standard of political sociology as a scientific discipline. As a
discipline, political sociology is an admixture of the fundamentals of the philosophics
of political science and sociology. Speaking clearly it is the product of cross
fertilization between sociology & political science studying the impact of society
and politics on each other. It includes the elements of both political science and
Sociology. Its purpose is to study the stability of the democratic political system.
The hindrances as well the impact of the social factors (Dictionary of Sociology,
1999). According to Lip set, if the stability of society is a central issue for Sociology
45 a whole, the stability of specific institutional structure or political regime the
social conditions of democracy is the prime concern of political sociology.

There are certain factors responsible for the emergence of Political Sociology.
Nineteenth century scholars contributed a lot in the development of political sociology. -
These scholars include political scientists, sociologists and politicians. Political
sociology as a discipline was born out of the criticism of contemporary sociological
theories (Kumar, 2001) . The following factors too contributad in development of
political sociology in its modern form. The first factor is the extension of the area of
politics, which has penetrated into the social arena. The distinction between the
Political and the social is rapidly diminishing and their interdependence and
'hterrelationship is increasing day by day. Because of the interdependence of politics
And society, political institutions have been studied from the sociological perspective.

second factor favoring the growth of political bureaucracy is the rise of the
Modern concept of bureaucracy on a large scale as proposed by the father of modem
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political sociology, Max Weber. As bureaucracy has deep relationship with the society
and culture of the country, political sociologists started conducting lurge-scale SUrVeys
for the standard study of bureaucracy and social variables.

The third factor responsible for the rise of political sociology is the rise in tendency
of the distinction between state and society. In Europe, the evolution of modem
states encouraged the studies m'political sociology because it was realized that the
study of society is as important as state and politics. The rise of modern nation states,
which were free of orthodox Christian dogma, paved the way for the distinction belween
state and society as favored by Machiavelli who claimed that the state determines the

genuine foundation of political sociology, and it is this relationship, which is the co
subject matter of political sociology. The fourth factor that contributed in the rise
political sociology is the tendency of the distinction between political and social
relations. The world famous philosopher Montesque claimed that social factors
determine the nature of government and administrators: and the nature of state may
change the society. Rousseau’s comparison between subject and citizen was the
contrast of man under nature and man in the civil society, Similarly Ferguson's genetic
definition of society comprises of state and family.
The fifth factor responsible for preparing the ground for the rise of political sociology:
15 the issue of interesting contrast between political and social as proposed by Saint
Simon, which was in fact the distinction between the government and administration,
Tocquville pointed out the relationship between self-governing associations of USA
with social and political institutions and highlighted the influence of social institutions
of political institutions. Karl Marx, a political and economic philospher, who claimed that
the state changes according to different economic conditions and so also does society,
with such a claim, he made a more intricate analysis of the distinction between the state
and society. The father of political sociology, Max Weber, said that we may give
sociological definitions of the state, but these will not be based upon the activities of the
state but on their means just as the use of physical force. He believed that politics is the
effort to participate in the power influencing the distribution of authority between different
social groups. Emil Durkheim, prominent sociologist from France, professed the view
that the state has a necessary universal aspect and political sociology particularly
emphasizes this universal aspect of the state,

2. Subject matter of Political Sociology
Scholars throughout the world have expressed the opinion that the formal
institutions of the polity do affect the social structure. The social structures in tur
determine the nature of political system. For example communism develops in a sociel
which has a background history of backwardness, and a wider base of unsati sfied and
revolting exploited lower class. The proverb “hungry stomach can’t defend democracy”
Jpragmatic in the form of Military Coup or drastic political changes in
underdeveloped countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America. On the other hand,
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democracy flourishes in a society where there is I;:ql..:u!] distribution of power 311:[
resources between different social classes. We can citede:llcample of G‘I’i:'ﬂi Britain,
where democracy has been institutionalized as 1 way of living, and there is no threat
1o democracy even if there is no written Constitution and the country is guven_md by
conventions. On the basis of these examples, we can cam!}r say thm pohur_;al sociology
iz a discipline of recent origin in its modemn fun_n that stqdies the inter I:Eilatlﬂfls }:tnm_rmn
state and social structures. It is the sociological studies gf the pql{ﬂcal institutions
and its relationship to the other social institution and society. Political Sucmlug;.lr is
concerned with political movements and ideclogies. ISur:h phr.numega are smdied
primarily as constituent parts of the structure ‘?f society Iaud uf social processes,
which differentiate political sociology from traditional po_I.1_m:al scmm:ﬁ ”

The subject matter of political sociology is “N un—poijl_aca] p?ilhcs : Nﬂlmpnhm?al
politics, as is clear by the term, takes its confinement in society and d:snwns its
associations with the state and its formal 'Ln_r'.tj'tuticms_, Inlgenchl expressions, it is
social politics, or political behavior (Kumar, 2001 j..l Lis this wi'uch ma]ws the bridge
hetween political science and sociology, Non-political politics is a S»f)‘.‘.lﬂ| process
characterized by conflict and consensus, Explanations here focus on different lypes
of social variables and social processes. There exists no doubt lh:_n pglfnca]
phenomena are closely associated with social phennr?er.m_ ﬂ}l the same time it is the
society where political activity takes place. Thus, inl |I11m1_nuuva f_u_m: we can say that
the subject matter of political sociclogy is the stability, its cn:n—:!.:umts Iand causes of
democratic society as claimed by Kumar (2001). Not unly_ this, it smdm§ t}w impact
of society and its organizations on the politics and the impact of politics on the
sociely and ils various organizations.

The scope of pniili:ialn sociology is very vast in the modern days. In fact,
theére 15 no aspect in contemporary society, which is u?E tuu::hmli by some f?nn of
political association or activity or processes. As political %m:u]ugy studu:s_ the
relationship between the society and state, party system and its relation Lo society,
its utility is increasing day by day in the modern society of the Lwe:l'lt}' first century
where politics pervades the entire modern society. .ThE r:xu?nrmm:! of pD]!t!l;’-ﬂI
sociology includes effect of social attitudes on political participation, pcrhu-:.:aj
effect on social class and attitudes, social and political attitudes, voting behavior
and its social and political implications. _

Asamodern Eiscipline, political sociology siresses on the unhL.let&m:_l volatile
relationship between the society and politics of the modemn age with SPGCIF.] ft?cus
on the characteristics of a multi group society, the social and political implications
and the nature of modern bureaucracy and its forms in diverse political al:_id social
contexts. The pame interest of political sociology s on capuvnung ﬂnc:m-.ty asa
living functional system with different parts interdependent and with lhl: L!:r::pmtuf
social grouping and of the activities of different parts on political activities, the
nature of the state, common masses, the effectiveness of propaganda and public
Opinion as means of informal political education. “Political social aspects” has been
the corerstone of political sociology which occurs out of the need for a single
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subject for studying all the factors that contribute to the newly increasing
interdependence and close ties between society and polity in the complex modern
society based on consumerism.

As political science and Sociology are the most closely related subjects in the
modern time, it is not possible to study political and social institutions as separate
entities in the modern society. There has been increasing comprehension from all
sections that for the smooth functioning of the society as well as the politics of the
land, an understanding of the existing socio-political structures and its implications
is prerequisite; and it is possible only through the study, comprehension and
acceptance of the principles of political sociology. The modemn day society has
become a quite different place to live. Material culture as well as liberal democratic
norms has penetrated into all aspects of human life, which has increased the
expectations of the modern man, It is very difficult for the policy makers to draft the
policies coping with the expectations of the rapidly changing society. It is also not
passible to introduce new laws, reforms or any kind of innovation without
understanding the social and cultural structure and processes, There arc diverse
examples from the countries of the world when government’s popular programmed
failed because of the lack of social understandin g. Consequently, it has been widely
realized that without a total comprehension of socio-cultural process it is difficult to
rule the people or to be a successful government, thus paving the ground for the

emergence of Political Sociology for the better understanding of the relationship,
mterdependency, influences of hoth society and politics on each other

3. Tribulations or the problem fields of Political Sociology

The implications of political sociology are as much important to the democratic
society as to the totalitarian or authoritarian state. An understanding of social and
political behavior is significant [or tracing out the peculiar nature and subject matter
of political sociology that decides the areas, fields and the problems with which it
deals. As a discipline studying the dependabilit y between politics and society,
political sociology studies the phenomenon of power in order to find out how
POWEr operates in society. It takes into consideration not only the issues of states
but also the many primary and secondary organizations of the society that has
direct or indirect effect on the power holders. Political sociology doesn’t accept
power as the monopoly of the state but believes that power is relative, social and
measurable. It is the relationship between power holder and the power addresses.
Both these are equally important.

Political sociology also examines the points of interaction between social and
political variables with a focus on non-political and social issues, With the idea of
non-pohitical politics, political sociology dismantles the boundary between state
and society. The discipline of political sociology hold the notion that power can't
last unless it is duly transformed into authority which is the legitimate power. Due to
its legitimacy, the power addressee recognizes the power of the power holder. Political
sociology believes that power is two-way affair and can’t be unlimited, Of its many
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rypes such as Lraditiﬂpai authority, charismatic aul]'tf:rrity a&nd El_le r:;lc:'laiistls f;:
quthority, political sociology clearly favors the last, W{thuur enying the existel
of the first two. The first two however, are ccmd{emm:d since they '_.veaken the society
and the developed modern society accepts rational legal authority. 2
The modemn concept of bureaucracy is also one of the _:".tud}r ﬂe]_d; of political
sociology. Political sociology deals with hureaucrac;,r notin the p_rahu::aj cm:nte]xt,
but in the larger societal context. As the mufiffm social structure is very comp [;:
and diverse, it needs technical experts, officials and coordinative skills for
regulation of day-to day activity and it :{ppm&ches in the form of B{lrem.:‘cracy.
Political sociology suggests prophylactic measures for bu:e_augratic Te Frnn:]
Political culture is another field where pnIlnE:aI »mulﬂlng}' has its input. Politic
culture prescribes political values and legiti I'I'll?.(:ﬂ political power. Political culture
contributes to the stability of the whul;: ﬂl;ucsl system and in mrn has deep
i ip with culture and tradition of and. : o
remu;zjiig]znﬁm which is a common term in sociology, has been borfowed_mp?lmm]
science and a new term political socialization has thus developed which epitomize the
process of the transmission of the country’s political culture from one generation o
next. Political socialization is a process, which is k;_lmad. blus not m?x?scmusl_:,r, Itis
picked up unconsciously during the course of social interactions. Pn:':rhu::al Is?cmlugy
has deep interest in the issues related to political participation _ﬂZ.Iﬂl is Em.'}dr.lhﬂflbd by
psychological, political and social variables. The lt_evels of political participation are
influenced by social and cultural variables. The social and Cu][l.‘:m:'l variables zfﬁ:cu_ng
political participation differ according to countries. For _exampl& Y Westom countries
where the societies are very liberal, flexible and conscious, pcr::plr: s participation in
political activities are high compared to rigid and immu_bile oriental societies like that
of Nepal. There are high chances for a British woman going m‘mmlﬂmua woman Ifn:-rn
an arthodox Islamic country where woman have even no voling ngbr, Hence, it is the
structure of society and culture that determines political participation of the people.
The voting behavior of people may also vary according to society and culture. Thc:rr.
exists high chances that voter from a traditional orthodox country may be casily
induced by religious parties and communal politics. . ‘ _
Above and beyond political participation, political sncml_u_gy also Istudy;s 5._0c1a1
and political changes, as the most important problem of a political sociologist is the
explanatign of social and political changes along with agltuur:_:r:s. rcvu!utlm}s,
violences, conflicts and political changes of different sorts. Pﬂlfueal SDEII{]lﬂgIST.
doesn’t consider these only as political in nature as they provide a social and
cultural explanations of these phenomena with a notion that these phenomena are
due to the inconsistency in speed between the process of political c‘lmmgc and the
changes occurring in the society’s social structure. Political sociologists seek at the
establishment of party between the social change and the political ch:m_ge and the
political change. They aim at modemizing the society and ensuring a h1g|:|_| rate of
social, political and economic development along with modernizing the society and
making certain a high rate of economic development.
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As political sociologists have relationship both with the political system and
the social structure, they intend to make the political institutions sulliciently
modernized so that they may be in a position to cope with the demands of social
change. Political sociologists used to give prime importance Lo political parties and
pressure groups for the settlements of conflicts occurring in the political system as
well as in the social system. They believe that the political and social processes
involve conflicts in society and these conflicts are partly resolved by the political
parties after the pressure is imposed by pressure groups.

Political sociologists aims at achieving consensus out of conflicts, and thus
preventing the stability of the social system from being distressed by conflicts of
different sorts. They also believe that conflicts are not always harmful to the
democratic political system as well as to the social structure. In fact, conflict
safeguards the vigor of the democratic political system, political sociologists deem,
Conflict is rooted in the social structure and is the result of uneven distribution of
limited resources, only in favor of the elites. This uneven distribution of political
power leads to the emergence of the elite rule. And this is the rule of elites that has
been discussed at length by political sociologists. Political sociologists accept as
true the nation that liberal democracy is the dynamic political system for the
eradication of all sorts of conflicts as it adjusts with the political and social changes
and thus avoids violent protest, revelutions and anarchism. As American scholars
have contributed a lot in the development of political sociology, they have openly
favored political power derived from rational-legal sources with a nation that political
revelutions are a distant possibility.

4. Political Sociology and Political Institutions (The state), Authority and Elitism

Writing about the history of the development of social groups, prominent
scholar Hob House has ¢laimed that sympathy, cooperation, help and altruistic
feelings are the basis of human society. In other words, social groups are constituted
of the element, which brings human beings together. The social political groups are
Kinship, authority, citizenship etc. And it is only on the basis of various social
groups that the foundation of a state is laid. In fact, state is the complete form of
various groups social, economic, cultural, political, cognitive etc. and the
amalgamation of all these makes a state.

Ancient Greek philosopher Aristotle had expressed the opinion that the state
is the union of families and villages having for its ends a perfect and self-sufficing
life. This is the definition presented by ancient Greek philosopher; the modern
characteristics of a state are a definite geographical area, public, government, and
Sovereignty. The combination of these four sleménts makes a state. There are various
theories of state rights viz, Industrial state, military state, Ethical state etc. There are
varions theories of state rights viz. Individualism, Collectives, Pluralism,
Totalitarianism, Anarchism, Welfare state etc. At the same time, there exist limits of
state rights such as-Fundamental Rights, Rights due to social traditions, customs
and conventions, rights of social organizations, international conditions and even
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{he constitution of the state. The modern state has many functions to be fulfilled,

cuch as defense against foreign attack, maintenance of internal peace and secunty,
Srotection of the rights of citizens, providing justice (o all. {
P Modern state has other functions too, that are closely related to the society

and culture. For example providing education to all falls under the functions of the

miodern state. State makes arrangements for pﬁmary_, sec‘far]‘dmy as well as university
jevel education for its citizens. Along with_educaucm._itl is the duryruf the state to
pmvidﬂ health facilities to its citizens by making the provisions of hospitals, medicine,
yccination PrOgramimers eic. It is the mandatory duty of _the mrc:d:m states to m:_uk:
the provisions for the protection of the old, poor nr_id invalid beyond arranging
public welfare services, social, cultural and economic improvement by encouraging
rrade-industry and proper management of natural resources. Speaking ﬁun?sﬂy
<tate’s function has been aggrandized but the t_:mly theory, which can be universally
acceptable, is that the state should function in a manner v:alct_llafed tey add to the
welfare of the society and the public living there, It 1s at tl'u_s juncture thn_t _the
pmdance of sociologist is needed for the better comprelu?nsum qu the ?o! Lm::a]
<sues thal are intertwined with the culture and society and this task is accomplished
by the discipline of Political Sociology. : o4
: Beyond accommodating the conveniences given by the state. the citizens of
modern states too exercise special control on the stale power hclderls. It is the
people wha rule through their representatives. They have the right o give or !;a.k.e
away the power to govern by means of vote. But important through this power 1s, it
is not the same as actually ruling the country year-by-year, dﬁcnd:e-‘[: y-decade
(Miliband. 1991). In this regards, John Scott has reviewed several theories of :-vl'!c
rules “Britain”. His own answer to this question is that no single class mtes}intam
but that the upper class dominates government. To maintain _I:h.ls dominance,
however, it must work in coalition with other social groups forming a power bloc,
Members of the power bloc may change according fo circumstances. .
Antonio Gramsci has criticized the capitalistic tradition of state in [l'll.l'.' Marmﬁ‘l
tradition of challenge to capitalist political and ideological dcrminan_ce, Init (_]mmsci
has defended his influential concept of hegemony (Politicalfideologica! dominance).
In the recent years, the British Labour party has failed to break the HLr?ngleth?cT of
Conservative Party’s hegemony. Related to the concept of state and its facilities,
Ralph Miliband prescribes the view that state can’t solely preserve the rights of 11s
citizens as the “New" social movement, particularly the women's movernent and the
Black liberation movement in USA paved the way for the demand of more r?ghts and
facilities from the state. Tt has been accepted by scholar Alberto Melu:::?n_timt the
new movements go beyond class politics and are harbingers of new politics fora
new era. But Ralph Miliband (1991) disagrees with this logic and !ﬂkﬂs_mi:_ view !J‘lstt
only a class-based political movement can fundamentally change caplmllsl sociely
and that 1o be an effective part of this transformation, the new social movements
must work within this larger force.
The classic formulation of the concept of a ruling class, of course, comes from
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Karl Marx. The orthodox Marxist position has maintain
into opposed social classes exploitation and oppression of the proletariat. Bourgeoise
and proletariat : the capitalist and the working classes are mutually antagonistie
social groupings, and the working class can improve its relations only by building
up its power bases outside the formal structures of society. The position of the
bourgeoisie as a ruling class is reinforced by its dominance in the cultural spheres,
which ensures that the prevailing ideas are mere ideological expressions of its
interests and function 1o legitimatize and obscure

its power, Collective organizations,
class-consciousness and political leaderships are the bases of working class power

and will ensure the revolutionary overthrow of the rich Bourgeoisie capitalist class.
and the total transformation of the society into a classless society.
Political sociology portrays anthori ty as a power to influence the behavior of
other due to sanctions behind it. These sanctions make favorable changes in the
individual influenced by power. But the point to be noted is that all types of powers:
are not valid. In the absence of val idity. people do not recognize it nor do they
surrender before it. Therefore, in order to maintain the use of power, it is not merely
sufficient to be powerful but necessary to achieve rights for the use of power,
Political sociology analyzes the hasis of authority with a firm belief that the authority
is based upon surrender by the individual due 1o certain reasons. The stability and
influence of political power is due to its vahdity. Kumar (2001), quotes prominent
political scientist, Robert Dahl, who articulates that “Belief that the structure,
procedures, acts, decisions, policies, officials, or the leaders of the government
possess the quality of ‘rightness’, propriety or moral goodness and should be
accepted because of this quality irres pective of the specific content of particular act
in question is what we mean by legitimacy”. From the above expression it is clear
that the basis of validity is peoples belief in authority. It is to be remembered that a ,
power becomes authority only when it is valid. In this regard, it is to be conventional
that the authority is the faculty of inducing assent and to follow an authority is a
voluntary act, at the same time authority ends where voluntary assent ends. i
The mainstream of research within the social classes has, however, rejected the
clear-cut equation of economic and political power, Researchers have drawn heavily
on the Italian and German theoretical traditions which have emphgsized the analytical
independence of the two sources of power and which introduced the concept of
elite to understand the collective organization of political power. The Italian scholars,
Wilfred Pareto and Gaetano Mosca, were the important figures in the Neg-
Machiavellian tradition of political analysis that stressed the importance of political
sovereignty as the essential bulwark (barricade) against social dislocation, Parew_l
and Mosca argued for the inevitability of minority rules. Mosca even used the
phrase “ruling class™ to refer to any politically dominant minarity.
Wilfred Pareto being the brilliant exponent of “Elitist Tradition™ of his time had
attempted to base his ideas of the elite on natural inequalities. The “Pareto curve™
widely used in economics, was an attempt to measure mathematically the distribution
of innate skills and abilities. Wilfred Pareto had argued that such phenomenon, as
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ed that the division of scrci:sty
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distribution of wealth and property, would follow a similar curve. A!:mrding to
s at the top end of each distribution could be regarded as elites of their
Paﬁm"d-m:;?uas and at the same tme there would be a close association be%wncn
rﬁpecu‘ﬁ fl hiar:-archjes. He claimed that Political power should be fﬂund mt the
mﬂ:isni:i' [;;E soverning elites who used to take part in the various activities of the
;2:cmmen1 in an actual sense.

i of Political Sociology - :
¥ Imllﬂl;?:[:;u:acinlogy is the brainchild of the n}a_r:iagc bclwe;; pc;htix:;l;:;s;:
and sociology as claimed by Kumar {H]ﬂl;li and it :E:;::::shir c:h ! : Hzmj .
i A S G S M P
;LTEHEEE:E: state. It lays emphasis upon thav.; fm:ll;m;;i:if; ;{iﬂ:ﬁ;ﬂg‘;
that is, emphasizes social as the cxplanattl;r_',- variable. ui i Scoc = wﬁuh]_cs- 1 o
the ills of the state and governance but with 2 focus on e Mt g
i i itical issues by seeking the assistance of soci It
;r::?gir:;ﬂ ;'illji]ﬁ::r :;;li:}zagl;imlylgs the EH%EIE social life n.=.1mr:1:i to ﬂ]:g:::}:::::;

; I itical sociologists argue that the state is just one of man :
::lri?m;cfl and the p{}l?l.i cal institutions are one of man:,rl Ci[l.—l;t:;:; n:i t:;i{;lsi
institutions; that the relationship among these mstrtuufms_and_ c uah et
is the subject of sociology in general, and that the rf:l_atm.n.:-!u}:_ et ;ze Vpo
i.nstiu.niuns and other institutions is the special area of thE.lu:-'.[. f,t:rcu-: og} .EES i

The modern day politics is becoming vary complex a_m::i ltf is m_:ua]:rjfcm rﬂm]
comprehend politics without having a Flear-c ut understanding o Is;lcle Sesbionpr
complexities. At this juncture, itis the inter exchml1 ge of rj_m k-.ru:u:t ‘ ;Euud,mmnding
disciplines political science and &DCiD]O:g}-‘. :]l: at :—ti} ?::1:; 1:| :13; andef;,i,- s

itical and social ills and thus paving the we _ ve .
Tﬂgﬂ ril::-litics. Political Sociology is a social and cdullural amgaaof Pchlnr:: :‘f.;l:lt.
holds the nation that man is not only a political &Immal. but a soci al:]mm:.:1 z.ujmml

and his political actions and ambitions are mampulate_d by lFm socia 31;11: e
variables. This concept of political sncin]ng:«:r helps in maintaining ol
between the society and politics. Political sociology !'u:lps in expl::.mmgfwﬂp:l :
syslem in politics but also the cnnditimﬁng of ll'EE society by I.L [dn :.astn? t-_:cmﬂ[; a,u .
can analyze Nepalese politics and its l'ﬁ]ﬂEIErTI‘Shlp with caste an stils 1:5;:: poide
may also enquire about the influence of pollmcs on caste system [z;n‘mﬂjﬂ s
general, political sociology helps in resolving thf.-: opposition and ¢ e
and society and treats them as independent. It gives ;Tue .n:::ugmnu; rmpniiﬁcs
explanatory variables and yet makes its own characterization of the s i !:.m i
The discipline of political sociology can t:un_tnhu[a in resolving 1\:‘?111:; .
conflicts occurring in the society due to the mismanagement of politica b
resources. To conclude, it is to be acknowledged that political su-:a-f:rl_og_ists are b :
political cum social doctors supposed to look at the ills of both politics and society,

, using both political and sociological lens and thus looking for the therapy.
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