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TRANSFORMATION OF SOCIOLOGY:
NECESSITY AND PERSPECTIVES*

The article analyzes the relevance, factors and prospects of the transformation of
modern sociological science. Itis noted that digital technologies significantly change
the fundamental foundations of social interaction, most everyday social practices,
structures and conflicts. This poses a number of serious challenges to sociology as
a science. It is emphasized that it is time to think deeply not only about the problem
of transformation of what sociology studies, but also about the transformation of
sociology itself as a specific intellectual practice. Attention is focused on the need
for sociological analysis and interpretation of large-scale and long-term social
processes, changes in the traditional way of sociology’s participation in the formation
of state social policy and the implementation of social reforms. Endogenous factors
hindering the leadership of sociological science in the modern public intellectual
discourse are identified, namely: fragmentation of sociology, its division into a huge
number of directions, particular, local thematizations; lack of research attention of
sociologists to the fundamental problems of social life; modern sociology does not
form an agenda for public intellectual discourse and scientific research, does not
define the problematic field of research and interpretation both at the microsocial
level and at the level of societal and global phenomena; it is not socially engaged,
does not engage in dialogic interaction with various groups of the public, does not
help them to realize their values, interests and problems, to fight for their solution;
sociologists do not show activity in related research areas (for example, such as
social communications, public relations, advertising, marketing, political consulting,
conflict studies), do not use for this a rich arsenal of sociological theoretical
concepts, quantitative and qualitative methods; despite the mediatization of social
life, sociology is not sufficiently media-based, it is extremely weakly present in the
media space. A conclusion is formulated about the need to transform sociological
thinking and sociological imagination, the need for serious changes in the
educational programs of professional training of students, in particular their practical
component, the search for new formats of professional communication.

Keywords: sociology, digital society, transformation, public sociology, social
processes, sociological education, social communications, media

On the 2nd of September, 1969 Leonard
Kleinrock together with his graduate and
postgraduate students at the University
of California connected two computers
via the information channel [1]. That day,
our world was transformed which, to be
honest, became clear later. Today this is an
obvious fact and we are witnessing the total
expansion of digital technologies. They are

rapidly transforming everything that can
be transformed in the social life, they are
changing the fundamental grounds of social
interaction and open unimaginable prospects
for even further transformations.

Humanity has never experiences such
tremendous social changes and it seems
like the finest hour for Sociology’s which
was conceived in its time as an attempt to
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scientifically substantiate the specifics of
a new industrial era, the era of modernity.
Industrial revolution, formation of national
states and urbanization were transforming
society from its traditional agrarian format
into a principally new one which required
scientific comprehension. Sociology (in all its
varieties) was formed for the sake of systemic,
synthesizing exploration and explanation
of a new social reality, its structure and its
dynamics.

It is Sociology that was on the forefront of
scientific comprehension of social forms of a
post-industrial society (whatever you may call
it) which substituted industrialism. Unlike
other social sciences and humanities, that
remain in their own confines Sociology was
free in its search of different methodologies,
as well as in its conceptual design and thus
could claim that it knows how to explain not
only some separate feature of a new epoch but
also its essence.

Social transformations today are not less
profound and extensive as compared to the
previousones. Asif anewsocial world emerged
in which many traditional social processes,
structures, interactions and contradictions
are being transformed [2; 3; 4; 5; 6].

What happens to the society, social groups
and individuals in a digital era? How should
people jointly respond to new challenges, get
accustomed to new and previously unknown
risks and dangers? International Sociology
and its national communities (or branches)
have so far created and accumulated lots of
theoretical and empirical instruments that
allowtoformanactualagendaforinternational
organizations, governments, politicians and
social movements, to considerably improve
its prestige and authority and to play a
leading role in public intellectual life. It has
not happened, though. Actually, it seems the
other way round That is why there are more
and more clearly pessimistic definitions of the
modern scientific status of sociology: “Today
sociology has the status of a not-quite-science
that is incapable of obtaining objective
knowledge of sociality; considered as a special
empirical discipline in philosophy without
pronounced specific features that distinguish
it from other social sciences; as a science that
has not formed its own theory, its main task
is reduced to the problem of understanding.
The analysis of sociologists is based on the
solution of hermeneutic problems and activist

principles of describing social processes;
within this framework, the foundations of the
sociologist’s craft are the provisions of social
linguistics, hermeneutics, social semiotics
and, in part, structuralism” [7, p.36].

Accordingly, the interest of young people
in mastering the sociological profession
decreases. This summer Ukrainian
Universities that train future professional
sociologists were rather upset by declining
interest to this profession from school
graduates. The number of students admitted
to the bachelor’s and master’s educational
levels considerably decreased. The number of
defended PhD and Doctor of Sciences theses
in Sociology is hundreds of times less than
those in Economics, Philosophy, Political
Science, Cultural Studies, not mentioning
Jurisprudence. One can claim that Ukrainian
society (I can’t speak about the situation
in other countries) has no any notable
interest towards our discipline. The society
is only interested in the results of polls that
demonstrate ratings of political parties or
separate politicians. Marketing surveys are
of some demand as well.

Sociologists are seldom invited as
experts to TV channels. The profession
of a sociologist is gradually losing its
former appeal. In an attempt to attract
new students, sociological departments
and schools resort to semantic marketing
tricks, rename and correspondingly modify
educational programs, accentuating closer
ties with business, international relations,
psychology, media communications, etc.
Sometimes it sounds really funny, like, for
instance, the name of the program “Sociology
of Psychology” offered by one of the
universities.

It is difficult to say to what extent this
trend is manifested in wider areas. But
some publications from colleagues from
other countries show that they are also
concerned about this trend, the fact that
not the strongest students come to the
sociological faculties now. “Especially in
recent decades, smart students do not tend
to think of developing a career in sociology”
[8]. Sociological departments do not attract
the brightest students. Their employment
prospects after completing the course are
rather vague. Popularity-wise, Sociology
legs behind Psychology, Economics, media
Studies.
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The causes, social and cultural
circumstances, prestige or non-prestige of
Sociology, prospects of its future existence,
not even speaking about its further progress —
all these factors together constitute the most
pressing problem of Sociology because nobody
except us themselves will be able to solve it.

The time has come not only to think over
the transformation of what Sociology studies,
but also to think over the transformation
of Sociology itself as a particular variety of
intellectual practice[9; 10; 11; 12; 13; 14; 15].

Unlike many other — and not only natural
— sciences, Sociology has changed more than
once during the short history of its existence in
its structural, methodological and pragmatic
aspects. Its history is not a linear, consecutive

accumulation of knowledge, continuous
improvement of methods and research
techniques. It’s not even a revolutionary

development in which one well-established
paradigm is substituted with a new one which,
in its turn inevitably faces the fate of its
predecessor. At all the stages of its history
beginning with the earliest ones and up to today,
Sociologyhasneverbeenasystematicallyframed
and internally uncontroversial collection of
conceptions and theories reflecting the essence
and regularities of social development.

It has rather been sum total of different
intellectual efforts to comprehend the
regularities of social development, to
present them in particular systems of special
categories and ideas and thus to help society
understand itself. Despite tremendous
diversity of these efforts, their deep and often
antagonistic contradictions, despite notorious
multiparadigmality at every qualitatively
distinct stage of social development, various
voices of sociology have always had some
common traits. One could often observe deep
transformations of sociological subject field,
its language, theoretical problematization of
social life and general research optics.

Gathering here +to discuss colossal
transformations of social institutions in
digital society, we obviously should address
the issue of transformations within Sociology
itself, to ponder upon its current state and its
problems.

What is awaiting Sociology in a new
digital society — flourishing or decline? What
is its future like and how can we influence its
course?

Such considerations have been appearing
again and again in the history of sociological

thought. Summing up the first years
of institutionalization of Sociology as a
discipline, Albion Small the founder of the
first school of Sociology, expressed deepest
conviction that Sociology has future not only
because it received academic acclaim. He was
confident that the important guarantee of
Sociology’s future lies in the fact that people
are insatiably interested in people [16].
Albion Small looked centuries ahead and
we can see that he was right, Sociology has
not disappeared, has not dissolved among
other social sciences but has been developing
stably in all its institutional and intellectual
dimensions and thus turned into an important
element of education research and social
control (regulation of human interaction).
But, as Anthony Giddens wrote much later,
some doubts appeared that Sociology could
really fulfill all the promises proclaimed by
its outstanding leaders and thus the opinion
was formed that Sociology moved behind all
the other social sciences. In his well known
to all of us “Nine theses on the future of
Sociology” Giddens carefully formulated
the number of conditions that would allow
Sociology feel itself more confident in the
system of modern social knowledge and play a
much more important role in its development.
Among them, I would distinguish three
major ones (in my opinion): the necessity to
elevate itself to the analysis of large-scale and
long-term processes of social transformations:
“If we do not ask, and seek to answer as well
as we can, questions like — how should we best
characterize modernity? What were its origins?
What are the major transformations currently
influencing the trajectories of development
of world history? — most of the intellectual
challenge of sociology is lost” [17, p.75].
Sociology should also changeits traditional
way of participation in the formation of
practical social policy and implementation of
reforms. As a rule, practical importance of
sociological research is reduced to providing
an opportunity to the creators of practical
politics to better understand social world
and to influence it by more reliable means
than those available without conducting such
research. But thisis not enough, and sociology
should move from serving as an instrument
for subjects of practical policies towards
active participation not only in proposing
instruments for achieving purposes and tasks
of practical policies but for outlining these
purposes and setting these tasks.
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This thesis is in close relation to the call
for combining sociological research with
different social movements that stimulate
sociological imagination, help find, see, feel
problems that emerge amidst social processes
and contradictions, and that “may identify
previously undiagnosed characteristics of,
and possibilities within, a given institutional
order” [17, p.79].

Time flies, and it’s already 35 years
since Anthony Giddens formulated the
program of renewal for Sociology. There has
been some movement forward in regard to
practically all of the nine theses, though it
is obvious that this movement is not enough.
Giddens’s question “Why, during a period
of transformative social change, is sociology
not back at the forefront of intellectual
life and public debate?” [18] is still on the
agenda. We should also find truthful Michael
Burawoy’s words that sociologist played
a less considerable part in comprehending
globalization as compared to economists and
specialists in foreign relations.

Let me try to outline those traits of modern
Sociology that prevent it from occupying
leading positions in the modern public
intellectual discourse.

1. Modern Sociology turned out very
fragmented, disintegrated into a huge
number of directions, specializations, though
important and interesting, but still particular
local topics. Fundamental problems of social
life fell out of the focus of our research
interests. We do not contemplate such global
issues as where the world is heading, what is
awaiting it, what are the possible scenarios of
current and upcoming social transformations.
General public wants to hear our thoughts on
all these problems. And when sociologists keep
silent, someone else start talking — historians,
journalists writers. You can buy Yuval Noah
Harari’s books translated into dozens of
languages, in particular his bestseller “Homo
Deus: A brief history of tomorrow” virtually at
any international airport. Basically he works
in the genre of pop-sociology, describing in
bright colors social transformations that
take place under the influence of digital and
biological technologies. Sociologists could not
offer anything of the kind. And the Anthony
Giddens’s call towards the analysis and
interpretation of large-scale and long-term
social shifts and processes still remain topical.

2. Modern Sociology does not form the
agenda of public intellectual discourse and

scientific search. It’s a common place to state
thatSociologymustscientificallysubstantiate
correct managerial decisions, help authorities
develop and implement social policies, solve
specific social. problems. But as we can see,
people in authority often concentrate on
wrong issues and, as a rule, have no clear idea
of what to do with sociological data.

Sociology should not react to the problems
that have already been articulated and that
are obvious to everybody. It must itself
formulate problematic field of research and
interpretation, because except sociologists
comprehending the living tissue of social
processes on both micro-social level and on the
level of societal and global phenomena, no one
can see emerging social problems before they
grow and reveal themselves. Sociologists,
though, cannot themselves determine
potential areas for practical, political and
research efforts.

That is why, “dialogical model” offered
by Giddens is of special value (or, to be more
precise, “trialogical” model of communication
involving politicians, social scientists and
those for whose benefit certain programs
of improving social life are implemented).
“According to dialogical model, the most
efficient form of relation between social
research and practical policy is developed
in the process of expanding communication
between scientists, politicians and those whom
the questions discussed concern. This model
overturns the traditional concept, according
to which selected political objectives must
determine the character of conducted
research. Now, the priority will probably be
given to those social research programs that
outpace the formation of political objectives.
At the same time, mutual influence of both
processes is acknowledged. In a fast-changing
world continuous research helps expose those
layers of social life where most complicated
practical problems are concentrated and at
the same time offers scientific framework for
finding their resolution” [17, p.78].

3. Not everyone will agree with the
following point: modern Sociology must
be socially committed in order to be able to
problematize research agenda. No doubt, it
cannot be politicized, ideologized or take side
of a particular political force. But it can take
side of those groups, communities, collective
or even individual actors who stand up for their
interests, their vision of justice, their view of
the future. It can take form of communication
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and cooperation with social movements, with
discriminated communities, with structures
of civil society (Piotr Sztompka). If we refer
to the concept of sociological division of labor
offered by Michael Burawoy, public sociology
must play a much more important role in the
modern sociological work. Let me remind you
that public sociology in his interpretation is the
one that dialogically cooperates with different
public groups, that helps them comprehend
their values, interests and problems and fight
for their resolution [19]. Today, I think (and
I can’t extrapolate this opinion far beyond
Ukrainian borders) academic (professional)
and applied (business) branches of Sociology
dominate within the system of sociological
division of labor.

4. One can imagine that applied Sociology
should also considerably expand its subject

field, actively penetrate neighboring
research territories like, for instance,
social communications, public relations,

advertising, marketing, political consulting,
conflictology, and offer solutions to specific
problems on the basis of its broad arsenal of
qualitative and quantitative methods as well
as on the basis of its ability to develop related
social technologies in wider sociocultural
contexts. Actually, this is the path followed
by many Ukrainian universities offering
educational programs in Sociology.

5. All the previous perspectives of
transformations in the field of Sociology imply
a much higher level of media presence as an

Ompumano 30.11.2021

important condition of its success. If you are
not present in media — you do not exist. It refers
not only to politicians but also to sociologists.
It’s hard for us to enter media space and to exist
in it, because major part of our data is gathered
not for the general public, but for politicians,
managers, colleagues. And even sociological
materials connected with the problems of
inequality, poverty, violence, etc. are of low
interest for most people. In addition, though we
study media, we don’t understand well enough
the laws according to which they live and thus
lack experience in dealing with them.

We can’t present ourselves and our
information in a manner appealing to wide
audiences except on rare occasions. Thus, in
Ukraine there’s only a handful of sociologist
that are regulars in the national media
space. We are not invited on TV, though it’s
probably not that important today. There’s
always Internet, there are social networks,
blogosphere with lots of active political
scientists and experts, journalists but
unfortunately without the main experts on
social life, that is us.

If we agree with some of the above
considerations, we should recognize that
sociological community is hardly ready for the
offered directions of transformations in its
professional life. We need profound changes
in sociological thinking, we need considerable
changes in the programs of training professional
psychologists, we need new forms of
communication inside professional community.
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Y cTatTi aHanisyloTbCA akTyasbHICTb, YMHHUKM Ta MNepCcrnekTnBy TpaHchopmauji CydacHol
COLLONOriYHOI Hayku. 3a3Ha4yaeTbes, WO UMdPOBI TEXHONOTI CYTTEBO 3MIHIOITb GYyHAAMEHTaNbHI
OCHOBWV coLianbHOI B3aemogii, 6iNibLLiCTb MOBCAKAEHHNX COLianbHMX NPaKTWK, CTPYKTYP | KOHMIKTIB.
Lle cTaBnTb Nepes COoLioNOrieto K HAYKOK HNU3KY CEPNO3HNX BUKAKKIB. [MiZKpecneHo, LWo HacTaB Yac
rMMOOKO 3aMUCIUTUCA He NuLie Haa Npobnemoto TpaHcpopmalli Toro, WO BMBYAE COLLONOris, a I
Haf, TpaHchOopMaLeo caMoi CoLionorii K cneumdivHoi IHTeNekTyanbHOI NPakTUKN. AKLEHTYETLCS
yBara Ha HeoOXiHOCTi COLLONOriYHOro aHanidy Ta iHTepnpeTauii MacwTabHMX i JOBrOTEPMIHOBMX
covujanbHUX NPOLECIB, 3MiH TpaauuiiiHoro crnocoby yvacTi coujonorii y dhopmyBaHHi AepXaBHOI
couianbHOi MOAITUKM i peanidauii cycninbHnx pedopm. BuaHavatoTbCa eHOA0rEHHI YHHWKM, LLIO Nepe-
LUKOXAIOTb NifePCTBY COLLONOrIYHOI Hayku B cydacHOMY nybiiyHOMY iHTenekTyanbHOMY AVUCKYPC,
a came: ¢parMeHTOBaHICTb COLIONOrii, ii MOAINEHICTb HA BENMYE3HY KiNbKiCTb HANPSMKIB, NapTu-
KYNSIPHUX, NOKaNbHUX TemaTuaaliin; 6pak AoCNiAHULIbKOI yBarn couionoris 4o GyHaaMeHTanbHMX
npo6NeM COLLaNbHOro XMTTS; CydyacHa couionoria He GOpMye NOPSLOK AEHHWUIA s nybnivyHOro
iHTEeNeKTyanbHOro AMCKYPCY Ta HayKOBOMO MOLUYKY, He BU3HAYae npobieMHe rnone [OChifXeHb Ta
iHTepnpeTaw;ii ik Ha MikpocoLianbHOMY PiBHi, Tak | Ha PiBHi coLieTanbHUX i rMobanbHUX SBULL; BOHA HE
€ COLia/IbHO aHrax0BaHOI0, He 3AIMCHIOE AjanoriyHy B3aEMOZ0 3 PI3HUMUM rpynammn rpOMagCbKoCTi,
He flornomMarae iMm ycBiloMWTY CBOI LHHOCTI, iHTepecK Ta npobieMmn, 60poTHCS 3a IXHE PO3B’A3aHHS;
COLIONOrn He BUSIBASIOTb @KTMBHICTb HAa CYMiIKHUX AOCAIOHMUBKUX TEPUTOPISX (MpUumipom Ta-
KMX, SIK coujanbHi KOMyHikaLji, nabnik punenlieH3, peknama, MapKeTUHT, NONITUYHMUIA KOHCANTUHT,
KOHbIKTONOris), HE BUKOPUCTOBYIOTb [U151 LIbOr0 6araTuii apceHan BNacHo COLONIOriYHNX TEOPETNY-
HMX KOHLLEMTIB, KiNIbKICHUX i IKICHUX METOAIB; MONPY MeAiaTn3aLlito CyCnislbHOro XMTTS, COL0NOris €
HEA0CTaTHBO MEA|HO, BOHA BKpail cnabo NpucyTHS B MeaianpocTtopi. PopMymioETLCS BUCHOBOK
npo noTpedy TpaHcdOopMaLLi COLLIONOrIYHOr0 MUCNEHHS | COLONOrYHOI YSIBU, HEOOXIAHICTL CEPil03-
HMX 3MiH Yy HaBYanbHUX NPOorpamax NPodecivHoi NiArOTOBKN CTYAEHTIB, 30Kpema iXHbOI NPaKTUYHOI
CK1al0BOi, MOLWYKY HOBUX hopmMaTiB NPodECinHOro CrifikyBaHHS.
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B cTaTbe aHanmn3npyoTCs akTyanbHOCTb, HhakTopbl ¥ NePCMeKTUBLl TPAHCHOPMALIMM COBPEMEH-
HOI coumonornyeckoi Hayku. OTMeYaeTcs, Y4To LdPOBbIE TEXHONOMMW CYLLECTBEHHO U3MEHSIOT
dyHAAMEHTAIbHBIE OCHOBbLI COLIMANIbHOTO B3aMOAENCTBUS, OONbLUIMHCTBO MOBCEAHEBHBLIX COLIM-
a/IbHbIX MPAKTUK, CTPYKTYP M KOHGDIMKTOB. ATO CTABUT NEpe[, COLMONOrel kak Haykoin psif cepbes-
HbIX BbI30BOB. [104epKM1BAETCS, HTO MPULLIO BPEMS ryBOKO 3alyMaTbCst HE TONbKO HaA, Npo6iemoit
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TpaHchopMaLmMm TOro, YTO M3y4aeT COLMONOrs, HO U Hag, TPaHChOPMaLIMEN CaMOii COLMONOMM Kak
cneumdnyYeckon MHTENNEKTYaNbHOM NPaKTUKL. AKLEHTUPYETCS BHUMaHWE Ha HE0OX0AMMOCTM COLM-
0J10rM4YecKOro aHanmsa U MHTepnpeTaLumM MacLUTabHbIX U JOArOCPOYHBIX COLMAbHbIX MPOLLECCOB,
N3MEHEHUIA TPAAMLIMOHHOMO cnocoba y4acTis coLumonorin B GoOpMUPOBAHNM rOCYAAPCTBEHHO CO-
LmanbHOW NONUTUKN 1 peanudaumm 06LLeCTBEHHbIX pedopm. OnpeaensoTcs SHAOreHHbIE GaKTOpPbI,
MeLualoLLIe NMAEPCTBY COLMOMONMYECKO Haykn B COBPEMEHHOM NMyOAMYHOM UHTENNEKTYaNbHOM
ONCKYpCe, a UMEHHO: hparMeHTUPOBAHHOCTb COLMONOrUY, €€ NPeACTaBAEHHOCTb B OFPOMHOM KO-
NNYECTBE HanpaBfieHW, NAPTUKYNSPHBIX, NIOKaNbHLIX TeMaTtusaumii; He[OCTaToK 1ccnenoBaTenb-
CKOr0 BHYMaHUS COLMONOroB K GyHAaMeHTaNbHbIM NpobieMam CoLmanbHOM XNU3HU; COBPEMEHHAS
coumonorust He GOPMUPYET NOBECTKY AHS Ans MYBANYHOr0 MHTENNEKTYaANIbHOrO AIMCKYPCa U Hay4YHOro
nowvcka, He onpeaenseT NpobaeMHOE NoNe UCCNe0BaHUIA U MHTEPNPETALIMIA Kak HA MMKPOCOLMab-
HOM YPOBHE, TaK 1 Ha YPOBHE COLMETANIbHBIX M rMobBasibHbIX GEHOMEHOB; OHA HE SIBASIETCS CoLManb-
HO @HraXxmpPOBaHHOM, He OCYLLECTBASIET AMANOrMYECKOe B3aMMOAENCTBIE C Pa3ANYHbIMK FpynnamMm
06LLECTBEHHOCTH, HE MOMOraeT MM 0CO3HATb CBOW LIEHHOCTU, MHTEPECHI 1 Npo6nemMbl, 60pOTLCS 3a
NX PELUEHME; COLLMOMONN HE NPOSIBASIOT aKTUBHOCTb HA CMEXHBIX MCCNEe0BaTENbCKMX TEPPUTOPUSX
(HamprmMep Takmx, Kak coLmanbHble KOMMYHUKaLMK, Nabnuk puneileHs, peknaMma, MapkeTuHN, no-
NIATUHECKMI KOHCAITUHT, KOHOANKTONOINS), HE CMNOMBL3YIOT 411 3TOro 60raThiii apceHan Co6CTBEH-
HO COLMOJIOTMYECKMX TEOPETUYECKNX KOHLEMTOB, KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX U KQYECTBEHHbLIX METOLOB; He-
CMOTPS Ha MeMaTV3aLMI0 0OLLLECTBEHHO XI3HWU, COLWONOMUS SBISIETCS HEA0CTAaTOYHO MEUIAHON,
oHa cnabo npefcTaBneHa B MefmanpocTpaHcTee. PopMynmpyeTcst BbIBOL O NOTPEGHOCTM TpaHC-
dopmaLmM COUMONOrMYECKOro MbILUIEHNSI U COLMONOrMYECKOro BOOOPAXEHNs, HEOOX0AMMOCTH
Cepbe3HbIX M3MEHEHWI B y4eBHbIX MporpaMmMax NpodeCcCroHaNbHOM NOArOTOBKU CTYAEHTOB, B HaCT-
HOCTM UX NPaKTUYECKOV COCTABNSIOLLEN, MOMcKa HOBbIX HOpMaTOB NPOhECCMOHAIBHOTO 0BLLEHMS.

KnioueBble cnosa: couuosiorusi, Un@poBoe o0LLecTBO, TpaHcGopmaLms, nybandHas coLumo-
Jiorus, coumasibHbe MPOLIECChI, COLMOIOrm4eckoe obpa3oBaHme, coumasibHbie KOMMYHUKALIAY,
MEeANAHOCTb.
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