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SOCIALLY RESPONSIBLE INVESTING

The term socially responsible investing (SRI)
describes the practice of using social, ethical, and/or
environmental criteria to inform investment decisions.
SRI generally takes three forms: investment screen-
ing, shareholder activism, and community economic
development. SRI constitutes a relatively small por-
tion of overall investment activity but is gaining pop-
ularity. For example, there are growing numbers of
SRI mutual funds and some companies have started to
provide detailed social reports to the public. While
much of the SRI movement can be categorized as
progressive or liberal, it spans the entire political and
religious spectrum.

Screening investments is the most popular form of
SRI. Two types of screens help investors choose com-
panies to include in their portfolios. Using negative
screens, investors avoid companies based on practices
or products that do not meet particular ethical criteria.
Positive screens identify companies that are consistent
with investors’ concerns. Because the research required
for screening is time consuming, many investors rely on
mutual funds to screen their portfolios.

Through shareholder activism, investors use their
ownership of a company to leverage socially respon-
sible changes. Shareholder activism includes develop-
ing social audits and distributing them to corporate
management, writing letters of concern or praise
about corporate practices, and filing or voting on
shareholder resolutions. The first SRI shareholder
resolution challenged the use of napalm and Agent
Orange produced by Dow Chemical in 1969.

Investors interested in community economic devel-
opment support financial institutions that lend to indi-
viduals who would not otherwise have the means to

buy a home or start a business. Microlending programs
and community development institutions (loan funds,
banks, and credit unions) have created an alternative
economic system that allows flexible lending and
addresses the needs of poor communities, such as train-
ing on saving money and business skills. The first
community development bank, the South Shore Bank of
Chicago, was established in 1973 to stabilize nearby
neighborhoods that had begun to deteriorate with white
flight and the exodus of businesses in the area.

Though its roots can be traced back centuries, SRI
is a relatively young movement. It first became an
organized discipline in the United States in the early
1970s. Of particular importance to the growth of SRI
was the anti-apartheid movement and the call for
corporations to leave South Africa by the Anglican
Communion and other churches. This collaboration
eventually led to the development of the Interfaith
Center on Corporate Responsibility (ICCR), an orga-
nization that has played a central and active role in
many shareholder resolutions since 1972. Since the
first SRI mutual fund, Pax World Fund, was estab-
lished in 1971, several others now exist providing
investors with a range of opportunities, including a
growing international SRI market.

—Andrea Bertotti Metoyer

See also Anti-Apartheid Movement; Sustainable Living
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SOCIAL MOVEMENTS,
SOCIOLOGY OF

A good way of tracing the history of social movements
is to first distinguish between the old social movements
(the preindustrial age to mid-20th century) and the new
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social movements (the postindustrial age, or from
the mid-20th century). Perhaps, the first documented
social movements in human history were those asso-
ciated with the French Revolution of 1759, the Polish
Constitution of May 3, 1791, and the proletarian rev-
olution in Russia. These were all old social move-
ments and emerged when such collective behavior
patterns were seen as mainly aberrations and were
subsequently viewed as violations of the social order.

To see social movements as representing a collec-
tive effort to effect a given change or avert a change
from occurring may be very restrictive because social
movements are varied in objectives, nature, and
causative factors. Therefore, while not ignoring the
change value of social movements especially when
representative of the mass of civil society, one might
analytically benefit more by looking at social move-
ments as social phenomenon indicative of some sig-
nificant need/aspirations in the social system. In other
words, they should be perceived first as significant
social agents before a change value is attributed to
them. After all, a social movement may exist to pro-
mote an ideal or altruism that has no practical con-
nection to change in the context of the present social
order.

Toward a Sociology of
Social Movements

The importance of the sociological study of social
movements derives from a couple of reasons espe-
cially in the present postindustrial society character-
ized by a proliferation of social movements. Some of
the reasons that have made sociology of social move-
ments imperative include:

• Far from being a marginal field or the attempt to cap-
ture the activities of social deviants and dissidents,
social movements have become in postindustrial
society very central in the reproduction and self-
production of human society and values in contem-
porary times.

• Social change and social transformation have
become rampant in human society and social move-
ments function as critical harbingers of change and
social transformation.

• The predictive value of sociology can only be
furthered by a systematic study of agencies of change
in human society. In this sense, as Bronislaw Misztal
has argued, social movements can be successfully
employed as intermediary and hitherto missing links
in the analysis of action, structure, and agency, which
is very critical in sociology.

• Probably overriding the above reasons is the fact that
social movements are increasingly becoming verita-
ble intermediaries of social and political action.

From the aforementioned reasons, the sociology of
social movements represents nothing but the system-
atic attempt to understand and interpret social move-
ments as social phenomenon. In this exercise, social
movements are seen as indicative of the rejection/
dissatisfaction of the civil society with the social order
or otherwise. In this analytical framework, social
movements are not important only as agents of social
change but as increasingly reflective of the participa-
tion of the civil society in legitimizing, disputing, and
modifying the social order and structure of the society. 

Types of Social Movements

Social movements can be analytically differentiated in
so many ways. These include differentiation on the
basis of degree or nature of change desired, the target
of change, and type of change desired:

1. Degree/Nature of Change Desired. It is possible
here to make a distinction along the lines established
by David Aberle of two major types of social move-
ment. Each of these can also be further demarcated
into two subtypes. Therefore, one can draw a distinc-
tion between a limited and a radical social movement.
The limited social movement, which targets only
specific change in the group or individual, is of two
forms: the alterative and reformative social move-
ments. On the other hand, the radical social movement
targets either a major change (redemptive social
movement) or a fundamental overhaul of the society
(revolutionary social movement).

2. Target of Change. In this framework, social
movements may be divided into two classes. These
are the social movements that target individual or
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specific members of the society and those that target
the entire state or society or major components or sec-
tions of it. The former type of social movement targets
a change in either the behavior or attitudes of specific
individuals in the society while the latter seeks a
change in the way the entire society or a component of
it is organized and functions.

3. Type of Change Desired. Neil Smelser has made
an interesting distinction of social movements into
two. This distinction is based on the particular type of
change desired in the social structure. In this sense,
there is the norm-oriented social movement and the
value-oriented social movement. The norm-oriented
social movements desire only changes in specific
aspects of societal norms or change in some social
mechanisms. Such changes do not rock the basis of
solidarity or existence of society. On the other hand,
the value-oriented social movements aspire toward
more fundamental changes. They target either a
change or retention of values for all members of the
society. In this manner, such movements often target
fundamental changes in the social structure and in
such a case may occasion countermovements inter-
ested in retaining the social structure as it were.

In spite of the above classifications, it is important
to understand that the nature of any social movement
depends on the extent of the perceived problem or
situation leading to its emergence. Basically, social
movements are agencies of the civil society and are
reactions against existing social order or attempts to
change the social order. In this sense, it is the discrep-
ancy or imbalance between the civil society and social
order that generates social movements, and their radi-
calism or extent of change desired depends mainly on
the extent of the perceived imbalance or discrepancy.

Characteristics of Social Movements

Sociologists Emmanuel Igbo and Edlyne Anugwom
have seen social movements as predominantly charac-
terized by four main attributes. These are:

1. Relative Permanence. A social movement is a
relatively permanent social formation. It is actually

this relative permanence that separates it from other
forms of impulsive or spontaneous collective behav-
ior. In order to acquire an enduring character, social
movements often undergo changes in both structure
and leadership. In this case, the leadership may
shed some of its charismatic and informal flavor and
become democratic and routinized. Also, the move-
ment moves from a largely informal structure to a
more formal one with the emergence of a chain of
command, cadres of leadership and offices, and so on.
In the process of achieving this type of enduring
attribute, the objectives of the movement may be mod-
ified or changed or new ones taken on.

2. Goal Orientation. Social movements are usually
motivated, driven, and often identified by their goals.
In this sense, they are oriented toward achieving some
clearly defined or identified goals. The identification
of the members with these goals is often the basis
of solidarity in the association. These goals serve to
determine the focus of the movement; its audience/
target group; and even the method deemed desirable
in achieving the goals. However, the goals of a social
movement are dynamic in nature and are usually
reflective of the social and political realities of the day
or age. In some highly political social movements,
these goals come out equally enmeshed in an ideol-
ogy. The ideology often becomes an article of faith or
worship drawing members together, building coher-
ence, and determining activities in the group.

3. Group Consciousness. This results logically
from the perception of members of a commonly
shared standard of behavior and values. This creates in
the members a sense of belonging to a closely knit
group characterized by the same values and world-
view that separate the group from other groups and
individuals in the society. This orientation ultimately
produces a “we-feeling” among members, and in
the process creates a pervading consciousness of the
individual’s membership and commitment to the val-
ues of the movement. The feeling of group conscious-
ness is often kept alive by some symbolic gestures like
a peculiar style of greeting, dressing, battle cry, and
attitude to what is considered offensive in the larger
society.
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4. Overtly Critical. Social movements are pre-
dictably critical of the old ways of doing things; that
is, they are motivated by a deep-rooted feeling of dis-
satisfaction with the way the society or a component
of it is organized. In this way, they usually show both
vocal and behavioral rejection and criticism of the
existing social and political order or component of
it. The adoption of such a critical orientation is usually
very crucial at the onset of the movement because
it also helps in drawing members to the association
and in justifying the relevance of the association.
Furthermore, criticism may be used as a tool of con-
scientising members of the society on the need for a
given change. Actually, radical social movements use
criticism to raise membership consciousness and the
discontentment of all the citizens against the dissatis-
fying social order.

The Social Structure and
Social Movements

Whether social movements are defined as generators
of needed change or as promoters of the status
quo, they do not emerge in a vacuum. In this sense,
social movements emerge in tandem with the existing
conditions in the society. That is, it is the nature of the
social structure or society concerned that determines
the emergence of social movements even in the
modern society. Therefore, no matter how extreme a
given social pathology, discrepancy between the
social order and civil society, level of education or lit-
eracy in the society, or contradictions in the social
structure, social movements can only emerge in the
context of some specific preconditions. For instance,
in spite of the dearth of human rights and scarce
material resources in the old Soviet Union, social
movements hardly emerged. As a result, some precon-
ditions call forth social movements, in addition to the
basic characteristics of the social structure. These
include:

• The Conduciveness of the Existing Sociopolitical
System. For instance, the existence of a permissive
sociopolitical system characterized by protection of
individual and group rights, right to civil disobedience,

democracy, and free speech have made social move-
ments profitable in the 20th century and beyond.

• The Existence of and Articulation of Differences
Between Groups and Individuals in the Society.
Obviously, in a society where everybody fully sub-
scribes to the existing social order, there can hardly
be any social movement. The same thing applies when
there are no efforts to articulate the differences or oppo-
sition to the social order, where they exist. There is
always the need for some kind of vanguard or the charis-
matic leader in order to articulate perceived differences
and to use same as a basis of organizing a movement.
Actually, it is logical to expect that the more the differ-
ence or polarity between groups and individuals in a
given society, the more likely and quicker the emer-
gence of a social movement.

• Shared Values. Apart from differences, a sub-
scription by a group of people to a given value and
a willingness to work for the establishment of such
value can generate a social movement. Such a desired
value may be religious, professional, or political, but
seen by a group of people as worth working toward.

• Initiating Event. This is what the sociologist
Neil Smelser sees as the immediate trigger of the birth
of a social movement. It is that particular event, no
matter how small or big, that sets in motion the events
that culminate in the birth of a social movement. As
obvious from the above, prior to this event, there
must have been groundwork of activities, sentiments,
mobilization, and so on. by the leaders or originators
of the movement. The initiating event is really like the
straw that broke the camel’s back.

• Mobilization. Even where all the above factors
are in abundance, as organized reactions against social
reality, a social movement still needs the mobilization
of like-minded people to take off. Often those who
provide the initial articulation of the position, feel-
ings, or desires of the incipient movement equally
play the mobilizing role.

• Control. Control in this case should be
perceived in two main dimensions: in relation to the
movement and in relation to the larger society.
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Apparently for any serious social movement to
achieve its objectives, members must subscribe to a
given value system and maintain the ethos of the
movement. As a result, social movements usually
embody means of control or channeling of the behaviors
and actions of members. In this sense, certain behaviors
and sentiments are encouraged while others are discour-
aged. While control may be loose at the formation stage,
it grows stronger as the movement becomes more estab-
lished. But more favorable to the emergence of social
movements is a weak or loose form of social control by
the state or society. In this case, where social control is
very tight, a movement may not emerge.

There is apparently no gainsaying the fact that
social movement is a product or at least a manifesta-
tion of the social structure. In this sense, the nature
and acceptance of social movements depend on the
social structure of the society concerned. This may
largely explain why there has been a massive wave of
social movements in the postindustrial age. In other
words, the postindustrial social structure has been
conducive to the growth of social movements.
Specific factors in this growth include the massive
wave of urbanization, emergence of mass education
and modern communications technologies, democ-
racy and human rights, and so on.

Theories and Approaches to the
Study of Social Movements

One can clearly talk about theories and approaches to
the study or explanation of social movements. In the
sociological tradition, while theories are perceived as
making definite statements of relationship between
two or more variables, approaches are largely useful
in terms of their logical explanations and informed
insights on the nature of phenomena. Approaches
are simply logical and reasonable ways of explaining
phenomena while theories are often empirically
backed and specific statements of relationship seen as
in line with the systematic and/or scientific nature
of a discipline. Therefore, sociology of social move-
ments may make a distinction between theories of

social movements and approaches to the study of
social movements.

AApppprrooaacchheess

The New Social Movements Approach

One approach to the study of social movements in
contemporary society is the new social movements
approach. In this approach, social movements are
seen as representing both symptoms of contradictions
as well as the solutions to these contradictions in
the society. Beyond this, the approach makes a clear
analytical distinction between the so-called old social
movements that existed in industrial society (pre-1950
for instance) and the new social movements, which
exist in the contemporary postindustrial society. It
argues that because the industrial society produced
mainly contradictions in classes (i.e., on the basis of
material possession/access), old social movements
arose specifically to redress this perceived material
imbalance. But the postindustrial society has broad-
ened the basis of contradiction, a contradiction that
emerges from the dissonance between the increasing
autonomy and freedom of the individual and the
increasing regulation of all spheres of life by the soci-
ety. The contradiction here is basically nonmaterial
and touches different spheres of life, such as the issue
of ecology, gender, religion, warfare, and governance.
Perhaps, the increase in the basis of contradiction in
the postindustrial society explains the proliferation of
social movements in such a society. Probably, the
greatest weakness of this approach apart from a
methodological broadness that nullifies its usage for
any peculiar case (it is too-general an explanation) is
its failure to establish the precise origin of social
movements. Jürgen Habermas’s contention that new
conflicts arise in the areas of cultural reproduction,
social integration, and socialization, while insightful,
loses sight of the fact that the Euro-American nations
do not represent the entire globe and that even
where conflicts arise over the political system, such
a conflict may equally be driven by the struggle
for the control of material or economic resources of
society.
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The New Values Approach

This is more or less the flip side of the new social
movements approach, or more appropriately, a seman-
tically different representation of the new social
movement approach. The basic premise of this
approach is that there is a huge change in value sys-
tems between the pre-1945 societies and the post-
1945 societies. The new value system is no longer
material but transcends it to include even aesthetics
and morality. According to this explanation, the eco-
nomic prosperity and political stability in the post-
1945 western societies have allowed a decreased
emphasis on material values and an increased empha-
sis on postmaterial values.

The Action-Identity Paradigm

Alain Touraine has provided a very good elabora-
tion of this approach, which sees social movements as
symbols of social progress and emancipation. It
adopts an interesting class conflict analysis that while
reminiscent of Marxism is anchored on different vari-
ables. In the first instance, it sees class conflict as
sociocultural and not socioeconomic and revolves
around the control of knowledge and investment and
not really the means of production. This conflict takes
place in the postindustrial “programmed” society with
a different type of class relations from the old capital-
ist industrial society. For this approach, social move-
ments rise to challenge the established institutional
forms and underlying norms of knowledge and invest-
ment, which are impositions of the ruling class or the
group in control of processes of socioeconomic repro-
duction. This approach, while presenting an interest-
ing variant of class analysis, falls short of pinpointing
the process through which social movements emerge,
as well as the ultimate objective of such movements
beside overthrowing established norms of knowledge
and investment. In this sense, the approach does not
show at what point of ruling class domination social
movements emerge. It also fails to establish the pre-
cise type or nature of sociocultural reality the social
movements champion. It fails to show what happens
after the old form of sociocultural reality has been jet-
tisoned. However, retention of the idea of class, while
positing a radical change of society from a material to

a postmaterial one remains largely anachronistic and
confusing.

TThheeoorriieess

There are about five theoretical explanations of
social movements. These theories should be seen as
the building blocks of sociology of social movement
because they represent socially constructed images/
perceptions of reality, which trigger off collective
behavior. These theories are:

The Structural—Strain Theory

This is the handiwork of Neil Smelser. This theory
isolates six characteristic factors that generate social
movements. These factors are as follows:

1. Structural Conduciveness. This refers to the general
perception of problems in the society.

2. Structural Strain. Members of the society feel or
experience deprivation (which is related, from their
perception, to the existing social structure).

3. Solution. There is the articulation of a good solution
to the problems perceived by the people and the
people are made conscious of the solution.

4. Precipitating (Triggering) Factors. The eventual
occurrence of an event that snowballs the feelings of
the people into mass action in the form of a social
movement. Here, Smelser precisely argues that dis-
content usually needs a catalyst or trigger to turn it
into a social movement.

5. Loose Social Control. The society or group or entity
to be changed (i.e., where social movement arises)
must be relatively open to change. A very repressive
social environment may inhibit the emergence of a
social movement in spite of the degree of discontent.

6. Mobilization/Conscientization. Organizing and ener-
gizing people to do what needs to be done.

Perhaps the major weakness of the theory is that it
is too encompassing to serve as a specific explanation
of reality. It tries to draw on aspects of every other
explanation of social movement. In this sense, the
logic of the six factors ignores the possibility of spon-
taneous revolt or action before even a movement is
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articulated. Also social movements may not always
unwaveringly follow these steps.

The Resource Mobilization Theory

This orientation sees resources and their proper
mobilization as keys to the development and success
of social movements. Resources imply financial,
human, and material, as well as social support or con-
nection. Therefore, social movements arise when
people who are aggrieved or discontented are capable
to mobilize resources sufficiently to take action
toward addressing their problems.

The premise underlying this theory is that social
movements are not merely products of social griev-
ance or discontent but arise when there is a coinci-
dence of sufficient resources and social grievance. In
other words, no matter how aggrieved people may be,
the unavailability or inadequacy of resources may hin-
der organization of a social movement type reaction.
This theory has four core assumptions:

1. There are always grounds for protest in modern
societies characterized by pluralism.

2. Organization of social movements depends essen-
tially on pooling together needed resources.

3. Social actors are rational; that is, they usually con-
sider the costs and benefits of social movements’ par-
ticipation or involvement.

4. Social movements depend on organizing mobilizers
and protest organizations in order to transform dis-
content into social movements.

This theory can be criticized for overemphasizing
resources, especially financial resources. Social move-
ments often depend more on collective resolve and
commitment of the members than on finance.

Deprivation Theory

This is the idea that social movements are engen-
dered by deprivation. People who are deprived of
some resources are those who generate social move-
ments. Denton Morrison sees individuals who are
lacking some good, service, or comfort as more likely
to form a social movement to improve their conditions
than others.

The main issue with this theory is that deprivation
of one thing or another, and at one time or another, is
a regular feature of life for an overwhelming majority
of the members of the society. Also, the relative nature
of social deprivation takes away the potency of this
explanation because some feelings of deprivation are
based essentially on ideals or comparison with a select
few significant others. Moreover, deprivation alone
can hardly spur any sustainable social movement.

Political Process Explanation

This explanation is hinged mainly on political
opportunities. It is one of the prominent explanations
of the resurgence of the new social movements. The
theory posits that there are three vital or key compo-
nents of movement formation. These components
must be available before movement formation. They
are insurgent consciousness—which is like the feeling
of social deprivation and grievances but with a
consciousness of it (i.e., people should not only be
deprived but must feel this deprivation and the sense
of injustice arising from it); organizational strength—
the existence of strong leaders; and adequate
resources to channel the sense of injustice into appro-
priate social action. Political opportunity is therefore
the receptivity or vulnerability of the existing political
system to challenge or confrontation. The receptivity
may be a result of any of the following: increase in
political pluralism, elite/ruling class disunity, decline
or relaxation of repression, elite support for organized
opposition and opening-up of the political space. The
strong emergence of any of these factors may lead to
social movement formation.

In spite of the fact that this theory highlights
the crucial issues of the point in time a social move-
ment emerges or is due, it adopts a largely political
approach that severely neglects the social and cultural
dimensions to social movements. Social movements
are not strictly speaking political movements but have
also sociocultural implications.

The Culture Theory

This arose out of the need to address the perceived
weakness of the political process explanation. In this
sense, it stresses the crucial importance of movement
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culture, as well as the basis of people’s active involve-
ment, especially in terms of the so-called free-rider
problem.

This theory, while cognizant of the issue of depri-
vation, brings the injustice arising from it to the
forefront. It posits that for social movements to suc-
cessfully mobilize members they must develop an
injustice frame (i.e., ideas and symbols that show
how big or significant the problem and how/what the
movement can do to take care of it). Perhaps, more
insightful is that the theory tries to tackle the free-
rider problem. It recognizes that because social move-
ments take up people’s resources, people may not be
willing to participate or get involved if the outcomes
they desire can still come about in spite of their non-
participation. Therefore, free riding is that the individ-
ual believes that the movement can succeed without
him or her and therefore avoids participation (i.e.,
save his or her own resources and ultimately gets the
benefits of the movement’s activities).

As a result, a big puzzle for scholars of social
movements is to explain why people still join move-
ments if they believe such movements will still suc-
ceed without them. One critical explanation of this is
through adopting the injustice frame and arguing that
people’s sense of injustice may overcome their reluc-
tance to join if the movements properly focus on the
injustice as the backbone of their activities.

Development of Sociology
of Social Movements

Given the relevance of history to the sociological enter-
prise, sociology of social movements is cautious of the
historical evolution of the phenomenon and its study.
Therefore, one can isolate four distinct stages in the evo-
lution of social movement analysis over time. These
stages, perhaps more than anything else, clearly define
the linkage between society or social structure and social
movements. These four main stages of growth are:

1. Emergence and perception of social movements
as purely revolutionary outbursts. At this stage, social
movements were studied with the objective of dis-
covering their causation and using them to stop their
haunt of society. At this period (i.e., before the 1960s),
sociology was actively involved in seeking some form

of scientific credential basically through appearing as
a discipline with solutions to societal problems. This
approach was used in studying the proletarian revolts
of that period.

2. Following the above was the investigation of
social movements as extraordinary outbursts of vio-
lence and street brawls (e.g., the American civil rights
movement). This was during the 1960s.

3. As a method of doing politics. At this stage, it was
interpreted as legitimate as the state itself. It was the
stage of legitimate political protests starting from the
1970s. At this stage, social movements commanded
interest as largely marginal sociopolitical currents.

4. The era of explosion. At this stage, social move-
ments proliferated and moved from being a marginal
sociological concern to a major focus of sociology of
collective behavior and social change. This is the con-
temporary or postindustrial era, which has witnessed the
proliferation of social movements from the mid-1970s
and early 1980s. This period saw the multiplication of
different types of social movements with varied goals
and objectives in most countries of the world.

Thus, social movements became characterized as
universal features of the modern state. This represents
equally the stage of greatest challenge to sociological
knowledge because social movements moved from a
phenomenon that can be easily pigeon-holed or unidi-
rectionally interpreted to a massive area of sociologi-
cal concern given that the social structure is the object
and subject of social movements. Thus, issues of def-
initions, approaches, and methodology became rein-
forced. As Philip Smith argues, this era gave rise to an
ample field of study of social movements. In this
sense, social movement came to acquire a distinct dis-
ciplinary form different from the general area of col-
lective behavior. 

Methodological Issues in the
Sociology of Social Movements

One methodological challenge in the sociology of
social movements is the problem of the classification
of the diverse or variegated spectrum of social
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movements. In other words, the proliferation of social
movements in major spheres of society has presented
problems of analytical and explanatory unity, cross
country comparisons, and the universalization of
explanations.

Flowing from this core methodological problem
is the issue of how to go about investigating social
movements. In this case, what are the important and
universal indicators of social movement, which sepa-
rates it from other forms of collective behavior and
what should constitute the focus of research interest—
the number of members/groups of social movements
or the cultural and/or subjective characteristics and
implications of social movements, as well as whether
social movements should be taken as dependent or
independent variables.

There is also the question of the apparent universal-
ization of the dichotomy between new and old social
movements, an idea that is premised on the assumption
that all contemporary societies are in the postindustrial
stage of development. However, it is apparent that
while social movements are to be found in various soci-
eties, not all these societies are at the stage of postin-
dustrialism. Such a dichotomy demands caution in its
analytical utilization.

Finally, there is need to see social movements not
merely as purely ideological and/or philosophical/
political agencies but rather more as highly subjective,
culture-laden, and related to the social structure and
values. This problem can be restated in terms of the
challenge to adopt a neopositivistic empirical orienta-
tion to the study of social movements or to take social
movements as representing cultural and symbolic
realities in the society (i.e., as cultural phenomena),
which can be more meaningfully analyzed as system
of meanings.

Emergent Challenges and Directions

The foregoing has provided a fairly encompassing
but not exhaustive overview of the general concerns of
sociology of social movements. These concerns may
be seen as forming more or less the defining attributes
of the discipline. However, a contemporary sociology
of social movements may go beyond these orthodox-
ies to include the following concerns at a minimum:

• The institutionalization of protest
• Structure and culture of collective protest since the

1990s
• Democracy and the right of protest
• Models of interaction between the state and social

movements
• Socioeconomic structures and social movements
• The political structure of social movements
• Social movements and the genderization of democracy
• The political structuring of social movements
• Neocorporatism and social movements
• The cultural context of social movements
• Globalization and social movements
• The military, collective behavior, and social movements
• Religion and social movements
• Emotions and social movements
• Transformation and metamorphosis in social

movements
• Terrorism, violence, and social movements

Examples of Social Movements

Prominent social movements in history and contem-
porary times include the following:

• American civil rights movement
• Green movement
• Gay rights movement
• Labor movement
• Anti-globalization movement
• Anti–nuclear arms movement
• Environmental conservation movements
• Irish Republican Army
• Palestinian Hezbollah
• Polish Solidarity
• Vegetarian movement
• Animal rights movement

—Edlyne Anugwom

See also Activism, Social and Political; Strategies and Tactics
in Social Movements
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SOCIAL MOVEMENT UNIONISM

See JUSTICE FOR JANITORS

SOCIAL REPRODUCTION

See WILLIS, PAUL

SOCIAL SCIENCE FICTION

A literature designed to excite a speculative response
about the structure of society, social science fiction in
its nascent form is found alongside the amateur rock-
etry societies of the 1930s until the end of World War
II. This genre gains prominence after the American
use of atomic weaponry on Hiroshima and Nagasaki
in 1945, as a demand grows for a cultural space to
debate the nature and ethics of technological advance.
It declines as a genre in the 1960s, when the next gen-
eration of writers takes on the label the New Wave and
becomes more popular. Because of its origins in low-
circulation magazines, social science fiction practi-
tioners become experts at using the mechanism of
mass media to achieve reflection and introspection on
the part of readers—so much so that fans of the genre
develop an alternative public sphere dedicated to ana-
lyzing the direction of public policy toward science.

Social science fiction is a genre that presents a
future that has been constructed, therefore promoting
the idea that the future is contingent and adaptive;

such a future is seen to be subject to the decisions
individuals make. Its best-known practitioners are
Isaac Asimov, Robert Heinlein, Gene Roddenberry,
Frank Herbert, and Ursula Le Guin: these employ a
blend of mythological tropes and utopian forms in
order to create a vision of alternative societies that are
separated from the present not by geography, as in the
traditional utopia, but in time. The authors of social
science fiction self-consciously provide an alternative
discussion to the scientific-commercial-military
establishment, leading discussions about the proper
use of technology, the effects of the diffusion of tech-
nology, and the place of the individual in technolo-
gized society, hoping that their stories would inculcate
ethics among scientists and technologists, secure a
future protected and enhanced by science by creating
a sense of possibility in the young, and awaken the
general public to the importance of scientific literacy.

Like regular science fiction, social science fiction
derives from the “weird tales” at the end of the 19th
century. It develops alongside other forms of science
fiction, such as the adventure or hardware science fic-
tion tales that excited the popular imagination. The
genesis of social science fiction is attributed to John
W. Campbell. In the 1930s, he wrote a new kind
of weird tale under the pseudonym Don A. Stuart.
His first story using this name, “Twilight” of 1934,
reflects the sensibility of utopian authors in that a time
traveler visits the end of humanity; the decay of civi-
lization contrasts with the machinery it has left
behind. In 1938, Campbell assumed the editorship of
Astounding Science Fiction, and under his editorship,
he encouraged writers to follow his footsteps and use
their stories to raise awareness about scientific ethics
and the nature of technological change, helping read-
ers to question fundamental assumptions about the
nature of humanity and the structure of society. In
addition to Asimov and Heinlein, Theodore Sturgeon,
L. Sprague De Camp, Mark Clifton, L. Ron Hubbard,
Raymond F. Jones, and A. E. Van Vogt were part of
Campbell’s cadre.

What is striking about social science fiction is the
extent to which practitioners collaborate on their
vision for the future. Postulates about the future—how
interstellar space will be traversed, how humans will
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