[ ]
| K

o7 o a0 °
UNIVERSITY OF ANBAR

I ¢ Al

glaiayl ol ; g Al gl acdl

fialal) ;Ada yal)

G daa) Maa | giSall ) & Balall duiu
Sy il ¢ Ay ad) ARl Balal) acd
social change : 4 185Y) 43l salal) aul

ol sad) ALaSi 1Ay jal) Aatlly dadil) 5 pualaall anl

Explanations of social change & oy dally 4t 3 jalaall ol



dal) §_palaal) 5 giaa

Social movements

A change in collective ideas is not merely an intellectual process; it is often connected to the
formation of new social movements. This in itself might be regarded as a potential cause of
social change. Weber called attention to this factor in conjunction with his concept of
“charismatic leadership.” The charismatic leader, by virtue of the extraordinary personal
qualities attributed to him, is able to create a group of followers who are willing to break
established rules. Examples include Jesus, Napoleon, and Hitler. Recently, however, the
concept of charisma has been trivialized to refer to almost any popular figure.

Political processes

Changes in the regulation of violence, in the organization of the state, and in international
relations may also contribute to social change. For example, German sociologist Norbert
Elias interpreted the formation of states in western Europe as a relatively autonomous process
that led to increasing control of violence and, ultimately, to rising standards of self-control.
According to other theories of political revolution, such as those proposed by American
historical sociologist Charles Tilly, the functioning of the state apparatus itself and the nature
of interstate relations are of decisive importance in the outbreak of a revolution: it is only
when the state is not able to fulfill its basic functions of maintaining law and order and
defending territorial integrity that revolutionary groups have any chance of success.

Each of these processes may contribute to others; none is the sole determinant of social
change. One reason why deterministic or reductionist theories are often disproved is that the
method for explaining the processes is not autonomous but must itself be explained.
Moreover, social processes are often so intertwined that it would be misleading to consider
them separately. For example, there are no fixed borders between economic and political
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processes, nor are there fixed boundaries between economic and technological processes.
Technological change may in itself be regarded as a specific type of organizational
or conceptual change. The causal connections between distinguishable social processes are a
matter of degree and vary over time.
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