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ANTHONY GI DDENS' S THEORY OF STRUCTURATI ON

HS Di cki e- Cl ar k

The seven books wr i t t en by Gi ddens i n t he year s 1971 t o 1979 ar e a

r emar kabl e appr ai sal and r ewor ki ng of t he maj or cur r ent s of exi st i ng soci al

t heor y . The cr i t i cal par t of hi s wor k begi ns wi t h t he f ounder s of soci al sci ence i n

t he ni net eent h and ear l y t went i et h cent ur i es and goes on t o what he has cal l ed

" t he or t hodox consensus" of t he per i od f r omt he end of t he Second Wor l d War

unt i l about t he l at e 1960' s . The const r uct i ve par t of hi s wor k can be di vi ded i nt o

t wo . One i s hi s r econci l i at i on or bl endi ng of el ement s of posi t i vi sm, st r uct ur al i sm,

her meneut i cs and Mar xi sm i n hi s t heor y of st r uct ur at i on and t he ot her i s t he

appl i cat i on of t hi s met hodol ogy i n hi s t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y . The l at t er ,

al t hough begun wi t h hi s book on cl ass st r uct ur e ( Gi ddens 1973) and cont i nued

i n chapt er s 4, 5 and 6 i n Cent r al Pr obl ems i n Soci al Theor y ( Gi ddens 1979) , t ook a

l ar ge st ep f or war d i n 1981 wi t h t he publ i cat i on of vol ume one of ACont empor ar y

Cr i t i que of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm. A second vol ume i s t o f ol l ow and so Gi ddens' s

t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y must be r egar ded as i ncompl et e . For t hi s r eason

comment on and cr i t i ci sm of i t i s pr emat ur e and can onl y be t ent at i ve . I n t hi s

paper I have chosen t o deal , f or t he most par t , wi t h hi s epi st emol ogi cal

under t aki ng or t he " cl ar i f i cat i on of l ogi cal i ssues" ( Gi ddens 1976 : 8) ; t he

out come of whi ch i s hi s di st i nct i ve t heor y of st r uct ur at i on and wi l l dr aw most

heavi l y on t he t hr ee books publ i shed i n 1976, 1977 and 1979 . However , because

some of t he paper s i n Cent r al Pr obl ems i n Soci al Theor y as wel l as vol ume one of

A Cont empor ar y Cr i t i que of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm ar e avowedl y based on t he t heor y

of st r uct ur at i on, I shal l i ncl ude a shor t t r eat ment of t he l i nks bet ween t he t wo

par t s of Gi ddens' s wor k at t he end of t he sect i ons of t he paper on t he t heor y of

st r uct ur at i on .

As i nt r oduct i on, i t may be hel pf ul t o t r y t o pl ace hi s wor k agai nst t he

backcl ot h of ot her mor e est abl i shed soci al t heor i es and of some of t he r ecent

devel opment s i n t hem. I n a ver y br oad sense, Gi ddens' s wr i t i ngs can be seen as a

f r esh at t empt " t o br i dge t he gap" bet ween t he posi t i ons i n t he l ong- st andi ng

debat e over whet her soci al pr act i ces ar e best expl ai ned by some ki nd of nat ur al

sci ence of soci et y or by some ver si on of t he i nt er pr et at i ve pr ocess of

under st andi ng . Al l ser i ous soci al t heor y has been concer ned wi t h t hi s br i dgi ng

oper at i on, but t wo ci r cumst ances gi ve speci al si gni f i cance t o Gi ddens' s at t empt

t o do so . One i s t hat i t i s t aki ng pl ace at a t i me when nat ur al i st i c soci al t heor y has

been consi der abl y under mi ned, not onl y by t he f ai l ur e t o del i ver adequat e

expl anat i ons, but al so by t he at t ack on i t s under l yi ng epi st emol ogy whi ch has

been mount ed by cont empor ar y phi l osophy of sci ence and l anguage . So

Gi ddens has been abl e t o use new means f or t he ol d t ask .

The ot her ci r cumst ance whi ch makes hi s wor k unusual l y si gni f i cant i s i t s

r el at i onshi p t o r ecent soci al t heor y i n bot h i t s " academi c" and Mar xi st f or ms . I n
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r espect of t he f or mer , Gi ddens' s wr i t i ngs r epr esent a deci ded br eak f r om t he
pr edomi nant l y nat ur al i st i c t r adi t i on of Engl i sh soci ol ogy . The cr i t i ci sms of hi s
t heor y of st r uct ur at i on whi ch have come f r omt hi s quar t er , f or exampl e, t hat of
M. S . Ar cher ( 1982) , woul d seemt o bear t hi s out . As woul d t he uneasi ness among

some of hi s ot her cr i t i cs i n t he f ace of Gi ddens' s r eadi ness t o accept a l ar ge
measur e of doubt and cont i ngency i n t he mat t er s of ei t her phi l osophi cal or
soci ol ogi cal cer t ai nt y ( J . Bl ei cher and M. Feat her st one, 1982 : 72) . Gi ddens' s
r el at i onshi p t o Mar xi smi s, of cour se, an i mpor t ant i ssue i n bot h hi s t heor y of
st r uct ur at i on and hi s t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y and wi l l be deal t wi t h at t he
appr opr i at e poi nt s i n t he body of t he paper . Her e, i t shoul d be poi nt ed out t hat
Gi ddens, whi l e bui l di ng on some el ement s i n Mar x' s t hought i s not a " Neo-
Mar xi st " of any ki nd and " i n di ver gi ng f r omMar x, want s t o pr opose t he el ement s
of an al t er nat i ve i nt er pr et at i on of hi st or y" ( Gi ddens 1981 : 3) . Such a t hor ough-
goi ng " deconst r uct i on" r at her t han a " r econst r uct i on" ( Bl ei cher and
Feat her st one 1982 : 63) i s bound t o be r ej ect ed by al l t hose who wi sh t o r et ai n
t hose el ement s of Mar xi sm whi ch Gi ddens r ej ect s .

Mor e speci f i cal l y, t he wor k of Gi ddens can be seen as f ol l owi ng up sever al
st r ands i n exi st i ng expl anat or y and i nt er pr et at i ve soci al t heor y . He dr aws

subst ant i al l y f r omphenomenol ogy ( i ncl udi ng et hnomet hodol ogy) , her meneu
t i cs, st r uct ur al i sm, syst ems t heor y and cer t ai n aspect s of Mar xi sm. He t akes
l i t t l e, i f anyt hi ng, f r omf unct i onal i smas i t devel oped i n Amer i can soci ol ogy and
Br i t i sh ant hr opol ogy and, whi l e r ecogni zi ng t he af f i ni t y of hi s i deas t o symbol i c
i nt er act i oni sm, he i s hi ghl y cr i t i cal of t hat di vi si on of subj ect - mat t er as i s
suggest ed by t he t er ms, " mi cr o" and " macr o" l evel s of anal ysi s . At t he same t i me,
he i s det er mi ned not t o abandon t he pur sui t of t hat i nt er subj ect i ve causal
anal ysi s whi ch i s necessar y f or any cr i t i cal st ance i n soci al t heor y . Obvi ousl y,
nei t her t he si mpl e j uxt aposi t i on of her meneut i cs and nat ur al i st i c causat i on,
nor t he easy choi ce of one or t he ot her , wi l l do . Onl y a sat i sf act or y i nt egr at i on of
bot h wi l l suf f i ce and i t i s no l ess t han such a t hor oughgoi ng i nt egr at i on whi ch
Gi ddens pr esent s i n hi s t heor y of st r uct ur at i on .

Pr el i mi nar y Over vi ew

By r eason of i t s i nt egr at i ve t ask, Gi ddens' s t heor y of st r uct ur at i on i s an
exceedi ngl y cl ose- kni t one whi ch does not al l ow i t sel f t o be br oken down i nt o
par t s whi ch ar e r eadi l y compr ehensi bl e i n i sol at i on . Thi s i s especi al l y so when
one t r i es t o pr esent an abr i dged account of what one t akes t o be t he essent i al s of
t he t heor y and i t s i mpl i cat i ons . So i t may be advi sabl e t o begi n wi t h a br i ef and
dogmat i cal l y expr essed over vi ew of what Gi ddens f i nds wr ong wi t h " t he
or t hodox consensus" and how he pr oposes t o set i t r i ght . Ther eaf t er I shal l
at t empt a mor e det ai l ed st at ement of hi s vi ews of soci al act i on, of st r uct ur e and
of how he makes t hemi nt o a whol e . That done, I shal l t ur n t o t he l i nks bet ween
t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on and t he t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y . Fi nal l y, I shal l
el abor at e some of t he i mpl i cat i ons of t he t heor y al ong wi t h some possi bl e
cr i t i ci sms .
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I n t he f i nal chapt er of Cent r al Pr obl ems i n Soci al Theor y, Gi ddens l i st s f i ve

shor t comi ngs of mai nst r eam soci ol ogy whi ch I shal l r epeat and t hen t r y t o

r educe even f ur t her . The f i r st weakness of most , i f not al l of i t , i s i t s " mi st aken

sel f - i nt er pr et at i on of i t s or i gi ns vi s- i d- vi s t he nat ur al sci ences" ( 1979 : 240) . Seei ng

i t sel f as a newcomer and cl ai mi ng i t s yout hf ul ness as t he r eason f or i t s

di f f i cul t i es, soci ol ogy, i n t he r at her l ess t han i nnocent sense r ef er r ed t o by

Gi ddens ( 1979 : 8) , doggedl y st r ove af t er gener al l aws of t he same l ogi cal f or m

and pr edi ct i ve power t hat t he nat ur al sci ences wer e consi der ed t o possess . I t

t hus r emai ned bl i nd t o t he di f f er ences bet ween nat ur e and soci et y . I t s second

weakness was i t s " r el i ance upon a nowout moded and def ect i ve phi l osophy of

l anguage" ( 1979 : 245) . That i s t o say t hat l anguage was seen si mpl y as a means of

descr i pt i on and communi cat i on wi t hout adequat e r ecogni t i on of how i t pl ayed

a cr uci al par t i n const i t ut i ng and per pet uat i ng soci al l i f e . Thi r d, " or t hodox

soci ol ogy r el i ed upon an over si mpl e r evel at or y model of soci al sci ence, based

on nat ur al i st i c pr esumpt i ons" ( 1979 : 248) . So i t di smi ssed t he l ay cr i t i ci smt hat i t

was t el l i ng peopl e t hi ngs t hey al r eady knew and mi sr ead t he r ol e of l ay

knowl edge i n pr oduci ng soci al pr act i ces, whi ch l ay behi nd t he cr i t i ci sm. I n t hi s

way, soci ol ogy l ar gel y f ai l ed t o deal wi t h a vi t al par t of soci al r eal i t y : i t s

const r uct i on by act or s ; and t her eby, l ost a good deal of i t s subj ect - mat t er .

Wi t hout t hi s cr uci al el ement , i t was possi bl e f or or t hodox soci ol ogy t o get by,

al most wi t hout not i ci ng, t hat i t had a f our t h shor t comi ng, vi z . , t hat i t " l acked a

t heor y of act i on" ( 1979 : 253) . By t hi s Gi ddens means t hat i t l acked " a concept i on

of conduct as r ef l exi vel y moni t or ed by soci al agent s who ar e par t i al l y awar e of

t he condi t i ons of t hei r act i on" ( 1979 : 253) . As a consequence var i ous mor e or

l ess det er mi ni st i c expl anat i ons wer e of f er ed. These usual l y t ook t he f or mof

" st r uct ur al " f act or s whi ch i n t he shor t or l ong r un wer e consi der ed t o det er mi ne

peopl e' s conduct . The f i f t h and l ast shor t comi ng l i st ed by Gi ddens i s, i n a sense

an ext ensi on of t he f i r st one i n t hat he seems t o f eel t hat not onl y t he f ol l ower s

of t he l ogi cal posi t i vi smof Hempel and Nagel , but al so even some i nt er pr et at i ve

t heor i st s, e . g . , Wi nch and Haber mas, have not ent i r el y f r eed t hemsel ves f r om

" t he posi t i vi st i c model of nat ur al sci ence . "

For our pr esent , i nt r oduct or y pur pose, I wi sh t o t r y t o r educe ( wi t hout

di st or t i ng what I r et ai n) t he number of shor t comi ngs t o t hr ee . Fi r st , t he " nat ur al

sci ence" sel f - under st andi ng i s t oo det er mi ni st i c and so l eaves out t he measur e

of aut onomy possessed by soci al act or s . Second, and as a r esul t , t he vi t al par t

pl ayed by l anguage, consci ousness and t he consequent l ay knowl edge i n t he

pr oduct i on of soci al r eal i t y i s negl ect ed . Thi r d and f or t he same r eason, t he

or t hodox consensus has been unabl e t o i nt egr at e adequat el y a t heor y of f ace-

t o- f ace i nt er act i on wi t h one of i nst i t ut i onal anal ysi s .

What t hen does Gi ddens pr opose t o do t o r emedy t hese shor t comi ngs?

Fi r st , he pl aces peopl e at t he ver y cent r e of t hi ngs by maki ng t hemt he act i ve,

ski l l ed agent s who act ual l y pr oduce, sust ai n and t r ansf or msoci al l i f e . Second,

by usi ng a not i on of st r uct ur e r at her di f f er ent f r om t hose used i n or t hodox

soci ol ogy and one whi ch was compat i bl e wi t h t he r ol e he gi ves t o act or s, he

consi der abl y r educes i t s det er mi ni ng ef f ect , and gi ves equal i mpor t ance t o
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st r uct ur e as means or r esour ces . Thi r d, he achi eves t he deci si ve i nt egr at i on of

" act i on" and " st r uct ur e" t hr ough t hei r i nt er dependence whi ch i s br ought about
i n t he pr oduct i on of st r uct ur e ( i n Gi ddens' s sense) by act or s usi ng i t as a
r esour ce and at t he same t i me r epeat edl y r epr oduci ng i t as a const r ai ni ng

out come of t hei r i nt er act i on . I n t hi s way t he " dual i t y" of st r uct ur e, whi ch i s

si mul t aneousl y bot h t he means and t he out come of act i on, l i nks act i on and

st r uct ur e as i nt egr al par t s of each ot her and r epl aces t he separ at i ng " dual i sm" of

f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on and t he const r ai ni ng pr oper t i es of t he r esul t ant syst ems

of r epeat ed soci al pr act i ces and r el at i onshi ps . Wi t h t hi s cr ude i ndi cat i on of

what i s t o come, we can now t ur n t o a mor e det ai l ed account of f or ci bl y
separ at ed el ement s of t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on .

The Theor y of Soci al Act i on

A f undament al cr i t i ci sm t hat Gi ddens makes of al most al l exi st i ng soci al

t heor i es i s t hat t hey do not have an adequat e t heor y of soci al act i on, or agency

( 1976 : 93- 98, 126 ; 1977 : 167 ; 1979 : 49- 53, 253- 257) . Ei t her t hey r et ai n t oo much

det er mi ni sm ( i ncl udi ng even Par sons' s woul d- be " vol unt ar i st i c" t heor y) and

r educe t he act or s t o mer e puppet s who r espond mor e or l ess mechani cal l y t o t he

f act or s, f or ces and st r uct ur es whi ch ar e hel d t o det er mi ne i n var i ous ways t hei r

act i ons . Or t hey make t he opposi t e er r or and act or s ar e endowed wi t h near l y

compl et e aut onomy and f ul l knowl edge of t hemsel ves and t hei r act i ons . I n

cont r ast , Gi ddens wi shes t o " pr omot e a r ecover y of t hesubj ect wi t hout l apsi ng i nt o

subj ect i vi sm" ( 1979 : 44) and whi l e r ecogni zi ng t he l i mi t s of our sel f - knowl edge .

I n seeki ng t o achi eve t hi s ai m, Gi ddens t ur ns i ni t i al l y t o t heor i es of mai nl y

i deal i st or i gi n, but t hen goes on t o make cer t ai n addi t i ons of hi s own .

Al t hough Gi ddens' s t heor y of act i on owes much, as we shal l see pr esent l y, t o
phenomenol ogy, t he phi l osophy of l anguage and her meneut i cs, he al so not es
i t s cl oseness t o Mar xi an Pr axi s and t o Mar x' s cont ent i on, i n t he i nt r oduct or y

par agr aphs of ' The Ei ght eent h Br umai r e of Loui s Bonapar t e, " t hat " Men make t hei r

own hi st or y, but t hey do not make i t j ust as t hey pl ease . " Whi l e Gi ddens i s
cr i t i cal of t he posi t i vi st and f unct i onal i st aspect s of Mar x' s wr i t i ngs, el ement s of
hi s phi l osophy of hi st or y ar e deci si vel y used by Gi ddens . However , Mar x
hi msel f di d not syst emat i cal l y devel op t hi s t heme of t he par t i al aut onomy of
human agent s and i t i s t o t he l at er phi l osopher s of l anguage and her meneut i cs
t hat Gi ddens must go f or a mor e adequat e account of howi t i s possi bl e f or act or s
t o " make t hei r own hi st or y" even i f wi t hi n cer t ai n l i mi t s . Wher e does t he par t i al

f r eedom f r om const r ai nt , or vol unt ar i sm of soci al act or s come f r om? Thi s
quest i on, of cour se, t akes us al l t he way back t o t he r oot s of t he gap bet ween
expl anat i on and under st andi ng whi ch Gi ddens i s t r yi ng t o br i dge . Ver y br oadl y
speaki ng, al l i nt er pr et at i ve soci al t heor y makes t he assumpt i on t hat we do not
have t he mor e or l ess di r ect access t o t he obj ect s and event s of our exper i ence

whi ch nat ur al i st i c expl anat i ons pr esume ; r at her , what i s accept ed as

" knowl edge" ar e t he i nt er pr et at i ons we pl ace upon obj ect s and event s t hr ough
t he exer ci se of consci ousness . Hence what we cr eat e i n t he f i r st pl ace we may,



H. F. DI CKI E- CLARK

al t hough wi t h di f f i cul t y, r ecr eat e and t r ansf or m. Thi s i s what gi ves us a measur e

of f r eedom i n maki ng and r emaki ng t he soci al wor l d wi t hi n t he const r ai nt s

i mposed by i ncompl et e knowl edge, nat ur e and t he soci al ar r angement s, bot h

past and pr esent , made t o sat i sf y needs . Her e, t oo, l i es t he essent i al di f f er ence

bet ween nat ur e and soci et y as seen by phenomenol ogy and her meneut i cs and

whi ch Gi ddens al so accept s ( 1976 : 15- 16, 160) . However cl ose and i mpor t ant t he

t i es bet ween t he t wo may be i n some r espect s, or i n some ul t i mat e sense, nat ur e

i s not a human pr oduct wher eas soci et y i s . The endl essl y r epeat ed soci al

pr act i ces whi ch compr i se soci al l i f e ar e not " gi ven" as nat ur e i s, but br ought

about by act or s endowed wi t h consci ousness, l anguage and a body of col l ect i ve

l ay " knowl edge . "

These t hr ee el ement s i n i nt er pr et at i ve t heor y ar e cl osel y al l i ed and t he

unr avel l i ng of t hei r meani ngs and compl ex i nt er r el at i onshi ps woul d be an

i mmense t ask . Ther e i s consi der abl e over l appi ng i n t he usages of t he t er ms but

t hey can be l oosel y hel d t oget her , as i t wer e, by t he i ncl usi ve concept of

Ver st ehen, or under st andi ng . Hence i t i s necessar y and mor e usef ul her e t o

di st i ngui sh t he ear l i er usage of t hi s t er m f r om t hat whi ch i s t aken over by

Gi ddens . Peopl e have pr obabl y al ways known about t hei r awar eness of

t hemsel ves, t hei r abi l i t y t o r ef l ect on t hei r conduct and of t he possi bi l i t y of

" sel f - f ul f i l l i ng pr opheci es" , and t he at t empt t o t ake t hem i nt o account when

expl ai ni ng soci al l i f e i s a l ong- st andi ng one . Thus i n t he ear l i er not i on of

Ver st ehen, as gener al l y under st ood i n Nor t h Amer i ca and usual l y at t r i but ed t o

Max Weber , " under st andi ng" was t he i nsi ght at t ai ned by put t i ng onesel f i n

anot her ' s pl ace or r el i vi ng anot her ' s exper i ence i n some way . I t was seen as a

usef ul sour ce of hypot heses whi ch coul d t hen be put t o t he t est of i nt er subj ect i ve

causal anal ysi s i n one f or mor ot her . I n t hi s way t he cl ai ms of i nt er pr et at i ve

t heor y wer e par t i al l y r ecogni zed but al so r el egat ed t o a mi nor , pr el i mi nar y r ol e .

Si mi l ar l y, t he abi l i t y of act or s t o moni t or and modi f y t hei r conduct i n t he l i ght of

t hei r own, or ot her s' , expect at i ons was di smi ssed as of mi nor i mpor t ance .

I n st r ong cont r ast , t he mor e r ecent vi ewof Ver st ehen, whi ch Gi ddens appl i es,

r ai ses r ef l exi ve consci ousness, l anguage and col l ect i ve l ay knowl edge t o t he

ut most i mpor t ance . For t hey become t he ver y pr econdi t i ons and means of any

ki nd of soci al i nt er act i on what soever . " Under st andi ng" i s t her ef or e t he

knowi ng, or havi ng a compet ent gr asp, of t he col l ect i ve l ay knowl edge,

expr essed i n l anguage, whi ch i s a pr econdi t i on of our bei ng abl e t o i nt er act wi t h

ot her s . I t i s upon t hi s st ock of shar ed knowl edge t hat act or s dr aw i n or der t o

pr oduce t he soci al pr act i ces t hr ough whi ch t hey pur sue t hei r i nt er est s . Gi ddens

cal l s i t " mut ual knowl edge" or " common- sense under st andi ngs possessed by

act or s wi t hi n shar ed cul t ur al mi l i eux" ( 1976: 88- 89) and r ef er s t o i t as " t aken- f or -

gr ant ed" knowl edge ; or what any compet ent act or coul d be expect ed t o know.

Gadamer , a l eadi ng exponent of t he phi l osophi cal her meneut i cs on whi ch

Gi ddens dr aws, uses t he t er m, " t r adi t i on" ( 1960) , whi l e Wi t t genst ei n and hi s

f ol l ower s t al k of " f or ms of l i f e" . But what ever name i t bear s, a compet ent , i f not a

whol l y compl et e or even consci ous, under st andi ng of i t i s, i n Gi ddens' s wor ds,

" t he ont ol ogi cal condi t i on of human soci et y as i t i s pr oduced and r epr oduced by

i t s member s" ( 1976 : 151) .

9 6



ANTHONY GI DDENS

Thus f ar i n hi s t heor y of act i on Gi ddens has i ncor por at ed f ai r l y wel l -
est abl i shed el ement s of i nt er pr et at i ve t heor y . But he i s f ar f r ombei ng uncr i t i cal
of her meneut i cs and phenomenol ogy and he goes on t o make cer t ai n addi t i ons
i n or der t o meet some of hi s obj ect i ons . I have chosen t o deal wi t h t hr ee of t hese
whi ch seemt o me t o be especi al l y i mpor t ant , namel y, hi s i nsi st ence on act i on as

cont i nuous pr act i cal i nt er vent i on r at her t han concent r at i ng on meani ngs and

i nt ent i ons ; t he i ncl usi on of and st r ess on power ; and t he cr uci al quest i on of t he

l i mi t s t o, or t he const r ai ni ng condi t i ons of act i on .

I n hi s def i ni t i ons of act i on ( 1976 : 75 ; 1979 : 55) Gi ddens cal l s i t " a cont i nuous
f l ow of conduct " ; a " st r eam of act ual or cont empl at ed causal i nt er vent i ons of
cor por eal bei ngs i n t he ongoi ng pr ocess of event s i n t he wor l d" ; and, a l i t t l e
ear l i er ( 1976 : 53) , " t he pr act i cal r eal i zat i on of i nt er est s, i ncl udi ng t he mat er i al
t r ansf or mat i on of nat ur e t hr ough human act i vi t y" . Thi s def i ni t i on makes

sever al i mpor t ant poi nt s . The st r ess on act i on as a cont i nuous f l owor st r eam of

act s pr ecl udes t he br eaki ng up of act i on i nt o di scr et e, abst r act and cont ext - l ess

act s so dear t o anal yt i cal phi l osopher s and ot her s i n sear ch of exampl es . I t

emphasi zes t he pr act i cal nat ur e of act i on and r est or es t he not i on of i nt er est s

and al ong wi t h t hemt he wei ght y i mpl i cat i ons of t he di vi si on of i nt er est among

i ndi vi dual s or gr oups . Per haps most i mpor t ant of al l , i t est abl i shes t he

vol unt ar i st i c capaci t y of act or s t o i nt er vene i n " a pot ent i al l y mal l eabl e obj ect -
wor l d" and t o have " act ed ot her wi se" shoul d t hey have seen f i t t o do so ( 1979 : 56) .

Gi ddens r epeat edl y i nsi st s on t he need t o t ake i nt o account t he di f f er ence of

power i n soci al r el at i onshi ps ; not onl y because we have t o know whose

meani ngs, nor ms and r ul es ar e bei ng made ef f ect i ve, or because i nt er act i on

does not al ways t ake pl ace bet ween peer s, but mai nl y because power i s l ogi cal l y

r el at ed t o act i on by i mpl yi ng t he appl i cat i on of means t o achi eve out comes .

Tr ue t o hi s ai mof r econst r uct i ng i nadequat e el ement s of soci al t heor y, Gi ddens

pr oposes a composi t e vi ew of power as t he ( somet i mes l at ent ) capabi l i t y t o use
r esour ces bot h i n t he sense of " t r ansf or mat i ve capaci t y" at t he l evel of
i nt er act i on and al so i n t he sense of domi nat i on, or t he power over peopl e, at t he

" st r uct ur al " l evel of est abl i shed i nst i t ut i ons and syst ems whi ch ar i se out of

r epeat ed soci al pr act i ces . I n t he l at t er sense, power i nvol ves r el at i ons of
aut onomy and dependence i n ci r cumst ances wher e t he out come r equi r es t he
agency of ot her s ( Gi ddens 1979 : 91- 94) . I n t hi s way t he Par soni an vi ewof power
as a f aci l i t y and t he over - si mpl e, but usef ul , vi ewof power as some ki nd of zer o-
sum game can be sat i sf act or i l y combi ned . For Gi ddens' s t heor y of act i on,
however , i t i s power i n t he sense of t r ansf or mat i ve capaci t y used i n act i ve
negot i at i on among act or s whi ch i s chi ef l y i nvol ved and i s concer ned wi t h t he
cont i nuous i nt er vent i on by act or s i n event s . At l east some measur e of t hi s ki nd
of power i s i nher ent i n t he ver y concept of agency whi ch i mpl i es t he possi bi l i t y
t hat t he act or coul d have done ot her wi se . So t he act or s do not j ust know t he
meani ngs and t he r ul es, but have t he capabi l i t y of usi ng t hemt o negot i at e t he
i nt er act i ons and r el at i onshi ps t hey pr oduce . They do not si mpl y f ol l ow or appl y
f i xed pat t er ns whi ch t hey have i nt er nal i zed or commi t t ed t hemsel ves t o ; t hey
act i vel y bar gai n usi ng al l t he t r ansf or mat i ve capaci t y t hey have t o pr oduce
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pr act i ces whi ch ar e not si mpl y sl avi sh r epet i t i ons but cont ai n new el ement s

whi ch al t er t he r el at i onshi ps as t hey r epr oduce t hem.

To back up t hi s cl ai mt o a measur e of aut onomy f or act or s, Gi ddens t ur ns t o

what he cal l s t he " di al ect i c of cont r ol " ( 1979: 6, 72, 145- 150) . Al l power

r el at i onshi ps, whet her i n di r ect , f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on or on t he i mper sonal ,

i nst i t ut i onal l evel , ar e a t wo- way af f ai r i n t hat al most al ways one par t ner has

mor e power t han t he ot her , but al most never does one par t ner have no power at

al l . Wi t h t he possi bl e except i on of someone i n a st r ai t - j acket , t he subor di nat e

par t ner i n a power r el at i onshi p has some measur e of aut onomy even i f i t i s onl y

t he desper at e act of sui ci de . Far mor e of t en subor di nat es do have a si gni f i cant

ef f ect on what happens i n soci et y . Thi s r ei nf or ces t he act or s' abi l i t y t o i nt er vene

and account s i n par t f or t he ever - changi ng cont ent of soci al pr act i ces and t he

r el at i onshi ps bui l t upon t hem.

The l ast r espect i n whi ch Gi ddens r econst r uct s t he her meneut i c t heor y of

act i on i s i n t he cr uci al quest i on of t he l i mi t s of act i on . St r i ct l y speaki ng, t hi s i s a

quest i on of t he ext ent t o whi ch act or s ar e abl e t o gi ve r easons f or t hei r act i ons or

what Gi ddens cal l s " t he r at i onal i zat i on of act i on" ( 1976 : 83- 5 ; 1979 : 56- 9) . Thus i t

bear s on how f ar t hei r " st ocks of knowl edge" wi l l al l ow t hemt o r ef l ect on and

r at i onal i ze t hei r conduct . But t her e i s mor e t o i t t han si mpl y bei ng abl e t o gi ve

account s of why t hey act ed i n a par t i cul ar way . For t he same st ocks of

knowl edge ar e used i n t aki ng act i on : i n t hei r r ef l exi ve moni t or i ng and

i nt er vent i on i n t he cour se of event s . So t he l i mi t at i ons whi ch Gi ddens sees as

af f ect i ng t he r at i onal i zat i on of act i on al so af f ect t he act i on i t sel f . I n hi s

" st r at i f i cat i on" model of act i on, Gi ddens set s t wo ki nds of l i mi t s on act or s :

unacknowl edged ( or unconsci ous) sour ces of act i on, on t he one si de, and

uni nt ended consequences of act i on on t he ot her .

A concept of t he unconsci ous has an i mpor t ant pl ace i n Gi ddens' s t heor y

al t hough, as one woul d expect , he war ns agai nst r educi ng t he t heor y of act i on t o

t he wor ki ngs of t he unconsci ous and l eaves t he consci ous r ef l exi ve moni t or i ng

of act i on by act i ve agent s i n pr i de of pl ace . He does so by di st i ngui shi ng

" pr act i cal consci ousness" f r om bot h t he unconsci ous and di scur si ve

consci ousness . Pr act i cal consci ousness r est s on t he t aci t , t aken- f or - gr ant ed

" mut ual knowl edge" whi ch act or s use t o pr oduce soci al pr act i ces, but of whi ch

t hey cannot gi ve a f ul l , syst emat i c, di scur si ve account . Thus i t i s knowl edge of

whi ch t he act or s ar e nei t her unconsci ous nor yet f ul l y consci ous . The measur e

of di scur si ve abi l i t y t o anal yse and gi ve coher ent account s of t hei r conduct i s

al so i ncompl et e, but , Gi ddens suggest s, i s pr obabl y gr eat er t han i s of t en r eal i zed

by woul d- be r evel at or y soci al t heor y . Gi ddens' s concl usi ons on t he unconsci ous

ar e, he says, r udi ment ar y and f or our pur poses her e i t i s per haps suf f i ci ent t o

r ecogni se t hat unconsci ous el ement s of mot i vat i on ar e pr esent i n soci al act i on

and t hat t hi s r epr esent s a l i mi t at i on on t he act or ' s consci ousness .

Wi t h t he not i on of " uni nt ended consequences" we r et ur n t o f i r mer

soci ol ogi cal gr ound . At bot t omi t i s no mor e t han t he commonpl ace t hat our

t hought s and act i ons have a way of escapi ng f r omour i ni t i al i nt ent i ons and so

pr oduci ng consequences we di d not expect but whi ch we t hen have t o t ake i nt o
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account . Mar x' s t heor y of Pr axi s can, I t hi nk, be i nt er pr et ed as an exampl e of
t hi s : i n or der t o pr ovi de peopl e wi t h t hei r mat er i al needs, soci al ar r angement s
ar e made whi ch have uni nt ended consequences whi ch l at er become a
hi ndr ance t o t hose ver y pr ovi si ons f or t he sat i sf act i on of mat er i al needs .
Si mi l ar l y, i n t he i nt er pr et at i on of wr i t t en t ext s t he i nt ended meani ng of t he
wr i t er i s onl y t he begi nni ng, as i t wer e, and t he t ext can qui t e l egi t i mat el y come

t o have qui t e di f f er ent meani ngs f or l at er r eader s . Such f act s have l ong been

r ecogni zed i n soci al t heor y and have been handl ed i n a number of ways . Sur el y
one of t he best - known and sophi st i cat ed of t hese i s Mer t on' s t r eat ment of
" mani f est " and " l at ent " f unct i ons and cr i t i ci smof i t can be used as a conveni ent
means of showi ng t he i mpor t ance of uni nt ended consequences f or t he t heor y of
act i on as wel l as, i nci dent al l y, t he gr ave weakness of t he way t hey ar e handl ed i n
st r uct ur al - f unct i onal i sm.

Consi der abl e por t i ons of Gi ddens' s wr i t i ngs ar e devot ed t o a det ai l ed and

devast at i ng di smant l i ng of f unct i onal i sm ( 1976 : 21 ; 1977 : 96- 129 ; 1979 : 111- 115 ;
210- 216 and el sewher e) and he bl unt l y says at one poi nt ( 1979 : 7) t hat hi s whol e
t heor y of st r uct ur at i on can be r egar ded as " a non- f unct i onal i sm mani f est o" .
Never t hel ess, he does concede t hat st r uct ur al - f unct i onal i sm r ecogni zes t he
si gni f i cance of uni nt ended consequences of act i on and t hi s i s what we ar e

concer ned wi t h her e .

However , t he t r eat ment Mer t on gi ves i s ser i ousl y mar r ed i n t wo ways . Fi r st ,
he wr ongl y t r i es t o t ur n l at ent f unct i ons i nt o causal expl anat i ons of mani f est
ones by assumi ng t hat t he f or mer f ul f i l cer t ai n needs of t he r ei f i ed gr oup .
Secondl y, and mor e i mpor t ant , he f ai l s t o i ncl ude i n hi s not i on of mani f est
f unct i ons t he const i t ut i ve r ol e of act or s t hr ough t hei r r at i onal i zat i on and
moni t or i ng of t hei r conduct i n t he l i ght of t hei r mut ual knowl edge . So t he agent s
ar e l ef t out of t he pi ct ur e al t oget her and t hei r behavi our i s expl ai ned by
assumi ng t hat soci et i es have needs and ar e abl e t o br i ng act or s t o f ul f i l t hem
wi t hout knowi ng t hat t hey ar e doi ng so . I n pl ace of t hi s Gi ddens ar gues t hat we
have t o r ecogni ze t hat act or s know a good deal about t hei r i nt er act i ons, and t hat
t hi s knowl edge enabl es t hem t o pr oduce soci al pr act i ces and t o r at i onal i ze
t hem. Yet at t he same t i me, t hei r act i ons escape, as i t wer e, f r omt hei r i nt ent i ons
and have uni nt ended consequences whi ch t hen become l i mi t i ng condi t i ons of
f ut ur e act i on . So i n t he f amous exampl e of t he Hopi r ai n dance, t he act or s ( or
most of t hem) may wel l i nt er pr et t he danci ng as a way of maki ng i t r ai n but t hei r
act i on has consequences ot her t han t hi s, f or exampl e, per haps gr eat sol i dar i t y,
whi ch t hen becomes a condi t i on of f ur t her act i on .

But t her e i s much mor e t o t he not i on of uni nt ended consequences t han t he
f ai l ur e of f unct i onal i smt o deal adequat el y wi t h t hem; or even t han i n pr ovi di ng
a l i mi t t o t he ef f ect i veness of t he r at i onal i zat i on of act i on and t he i nt er vent i ons
of act or s . For t hi s escape f r omt he i nt ent i ons and pur poses of act or s i s a chr oni c
f eat ur e of soci al act i on and a maj or l i nk bet ween f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on and
t he r epeat ed, " deepl y sedi ment ed" soci al pr act i ces or i nst i t ut i ons . I shal l have
mor e t o say about t hi s, t he cent r al i ssue of Gi ddens' s t heor y of st r uct ur at i on, i n
t he f ol l owi ng sect i on . Her e, I want onl y t o poi nt out how uni nt ended
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consequences ar e a l i mi t at i on on soci al act i on as concei ved by Gi ddens .

The ot her mat t er s of i t s ef f ect s on t he nat ur e of soci al gener al i zat i ons and t he

r esul t ant pr ecar i ousness of soci al out comes I shal l deal wi t h i n t he t hi r d sect i on

of t hi s paper .

St r uct ur e and i t s dual i t y

Havi ng, i n hi s t heor y of act i on, r ei nst at ed human act or s as t he act i ve, ski l l ed

agent s who, wi t hi n l i mi t s, pr oduce, mai nt ai n and change soci al pr act i ces,

Gi ddens has t he t ask of pr ovi di ng a compat i bl e concept ual i zat i on of " st r uct ur e"

and one whi ch can be sat i sf act or i l y i nt egr at ed wi t h hi s t heor y of act i on . For , as

al r eady i ndi cat ed ( see above) , t he bur den of Gi ddens' s cr i t i ci sm of exi st i ng

soci al t heor i es was t hei r i nabi l i t y t o account adequat el y f or t he r ol e of act or s

and t o show howf ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on coul d be i nt egr at ed wi t h i nst i t ut i onal

r el at i ons . On t hi s basi s Gi ddens i s cr i t i cal of al l t hr ee of t he mai n f r amewor ks of

soci al t heor y . I nt er pr et at i ve t heor i es and t he cl osel y al l i ed phi l osophi es of

act i on whi ch Gi ddens di scusses do have a t heor y of act i on, or agency, but ,

Gi ddens ar gues, i t needs t o be compl ement ed by t he i ncl usi on of t he el ement s

of power and t empor al i t y ( 1979 : 54) . Even mor e damagi ng, of cour se, i s t he f act

t hat t hey l ack any ser i ous t heor i zat i on of i nst i t ut i ons . Thi s t ends t o gi ve t he

i mpr essi on of act or s who ar e ent i r el y consci ous of t hei r mot i vat i ons and

unaf f ect ed by t he " escape" of uni nt ended consequences . I n cont r ast ,

f unct i onal i sm has a t heor y of i nst i t ut i ons, but a def ect i ve one . Nor i s

f unct i onal i sm successf ul i n gener at i ng an adequat e t heor y of act i on . I n

f unct i onal i sm, st r uct ur e i s most of t en a descr i pt i ve t er mused f or t he mor e or

l ess st at i c pat t er n or or gani zat i on of soci al r el at i onshi ps whi l e t he mor e act i ve,

expl anat or y par t of t he t heor y i s car r i ed by t he not i on of f unct i on . I t i s t hi s

di chot omy, Gi ddens says, whi ch pr event s f unct i onal i sm f r om havi ng an

adequat e t heor y of act i on because t he not i on of f unct i on l eads t o t he

cont ent i on t hat syst ems have needs whi ch act or s must , wi l l y- ni l l y, f ul f i l .

As we shal l see shor t l y, t hi s same di chot omy pr ecl udes f unct i onal i sm f r om

devel opi ng a pr oper under st andi ng of t empor al i t y i n soci al l i f e . I n st r uct ur al i sm,

whi l e i t has, of cour se, a ver y deci ded t heor y of i nst i t ut i ons, st r uct ur e appear s i n

a var i et y of f or ms as some ki nd of under l yi ng det er mi nant of sur f ace

appear ances and so l eaves ver y l i t t l e r oomat al l f or a t heor y of act i on . The f i nal

poi nt of Gi ddens' s cr i t i ci sm of bot h st r uct ur al i sm and f unct i onal i smi s t hat t hey

seemunabl e t o sust ai n t he di st i nct i on bet ween st r uct ur e and syst emwhi ch bot h

of t hemmake .
Gi ven hi s ai ms and t he weaknesses he sees i n ot her t heor i es, Gi ddens' s

r ef or mul at i on of t he concept of st r uct ur e abandons t he dual i sm of st at i cs and

dynami cs and f i r ml y separ at es st r uct ur e and syst em. I n pl ace of t he f or mer he

i nt r oduces t he not i on of t empor al i t y and he achi eves t he l at t er t ask by al t er i ng

t he concept s of bot h st r uct ur e and syst emsi gni f i cant l y . The di st i nct i on whi ch

Gi ddens makes bet ween st r uct ur e and syst emcan ser ve as t he st ar t i ng poi nt f or

t he cl ar i f i cat i on of hi s concept i on of st r uct ur e ( 1979 : 64- 66) because hi s vi ewof
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soci al syst em br oadl y cor r esponds t o t he wi del y accept ed ( al t hough al so r at her
conf used) pi ct ur e of " st r uct ur e cum syst em" as an obser vabl e pat t er n or
or gani zat i on of r el at i onshi ps . i n Gi ddens' s def i ni t i on, syst ems ar e t he
" Repr oduced r el at i ons bet ween act or s or col l ect i vi t i es, or gani sed as r egul ar
soci al pr act i ces" or , " Soci al syst ems i nvol ve r egul ar i sed r el at i ons of i nt er -
dependence bet ween i ndi vi dual s or gr oups, t hat t ypi cal l y can be best anal ysed
as r ecur r ent soci al pr act i ces . Soci al syst ems ar e syst ems of soci al i nt er act i on : as
such t hey i nvol ve t he si t uat ed act i vi t i es of human subj ect s, and exi st
synt agmat i cal l y i n t he f l owof t i me" ( 1979 : 66) . So t he al l - i mpor t ant t hi ng about
syst ems of r el at i ons and soci al pr act i ces i s t hat t hey ar e " t he si t uat ed doi ngs of
concr et e subj ect s" ( 1976 : 128) , and t her ef or e exi st i n t i me and space .

Thi s i s what so cl ear l y di st i ngui shes syst emf r om st r uct ur e whi ch Gi ddens
sees as an " absent " or " vi r t ual or der " of r ul es and r esour ces whi ch ar e
" t empor al l y ' pr esent ' onl y i n t hei r i nst ant i at i on, i n t he const i t ut i ng moment s of
soci al syst ems" ( i bi d) . I n cl ar i f i cat i on of t hi s Gi ddens r ef er s ( 1976 : 118- 9) t o t he
di f f er ence bet ween " l anguage, " as a set of si gns and t he r ul es of t hei r use whi ch
i s possessed by a communi t y of speaker s, and " speech" as concr et e act s of
communi cat i on per f or med by member s of t hat communi t y . Speech act s do exi st
i n t i me and space and t hey dr aw upon and i nst ant i at e l anguage as t hey do so .
But l anguage as a set of r ul es and r esour ces has no exi st ence except i n t he
moment s when i t i s bei ng used t o const i t ut e speech act s . I n t he same f ashi on,
st r uct ur es exi st onl y when t hey ar e dr awn upon by act or s t o pr oduce soci al
pr act i ces . ( Gi ddens i s i nsi st ent t hat t hi s i s " not because soci et y i s l i ke a
l anguage, but on t he cont r ar y because l anguage as a pr act i cal act i vi t y i s so
cent r al t o soci al l i f e t hat i n some basi c aspect s i t can be t r eat ed as exempl i f yi ng
soci al pr ocesses i n gener al " ( 1976 : 127) . Thus soci al st r uct ur e and l anguage,
when di f f er ent i at ed i n t hi s way f r omspeech and soci al act s, can be sai d t o be
11subj ect l ess" and t her ef or e pl aced beyond any " subj ect / obj ect " r el at i onshi p
whi ch woul d t end t o i nf r i nge on t he measur e of aut onomy of act or s essent i al t o
soci al agent s . St r uct ur e as concei ved by Gi ddens does not r ef er , as i t does i n
some " St r uct ur al i st " t hi nki ng, t o model s const r uct ed by obser ver s, nor , as i t
does i n f unct i onal i st t hought , t o t he st at i c descr i pt i on of t he pat t er ns of
r el at i onshi ps f ound i n col l ect i vi t i es . I nst ead i t r ef er s t o t he r ul es and r esour ces
used by act or s i n t he pr oduct i on and r epr oduct i on of soci al pr act i ces desi gned
t o pur sue t hei r i nt ent i ons and i nt er est s . The i dea of soci al l i f e as t he r epr oduced
pr act i ces of act i ve agent s i s f undament al t o t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on i n t hat i t
shi f t s t he f ocus of expl anat i on i n soci al t heor y f r om i t s exi st i ng concer n wi t h
or der and soci al cont r ol , wi t h t he r el at i onshi p of i ndi vi dual s t o soci et y and t he
i nt er nal i zat i on of val ues and t he f unct i onal needs of soci al syst ems and t he
det er mi nant s of behavi our , t o t he pr oduct i on and mai nt enance of soci al
pr act i ces by t he ski l l ed and knowl edgeabl e per f or mance of i t s member s wi t hi n
t he l i mi t s set by nat ur e and t hei r own hi st or y . Thi s means t hat " st r uct ur al
anal ysi s" , or t he st udy of soci al syst ems, i s " t o st udy t he ways i n whi ch t hat
syst em, vi a t he appl i cat i on of gener at i ve r ul es and r esour ces, and i n t he cont ext
of uni nt ended out comes, i s pr oduced and r epr oduced i n i nt er act i on" ( 1979 : 66) .
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Havi ng est abl i shed t hi s shi f t i n f ocus t hr ough hi s def i ni t i ons of st r uct ur e

and syst em, Gi ddens devot es consi der abl e at t ent i on t o t he di mensi ons or

el ement s of t he r ul es and r esour ces whi ch go t o make up st r uct ur es

( 1976 : 104- 113 ; 1979 : 65- 69, 82- 94) . He pr oposes t hat r ul es and r esour ces be

anal yt i cal l y separ at ed i nt o t hr ee ki nds : t he communi cat i on of meani ngs vi a

i nt er pr et at i ve schemes ; t he exer ci se of power as t r ansf or mat i ve capaci t y ; and

t he eval uat i ve j udgement of conduct t hr ough nor ms and sanct i ons . He i s

car ef ul t o i nsi st t hat i n act ual soci al pr act i ces t her e i s i nt er mi xt ur e of al l t hr ee

and al so t o ensur e t hat " negot i abl e" qual i t y of meani ngs, eval uat i ons and even

power i s not over l ooked . Thus t he anal ogy wi t h games and t hei r r ul es i s

mi sl eadi ng because soci al r ul es ar e not al t oget her f i xed but ar e amended as we

go al ong. Or mor al cl ai ms and obl i gat i ons can be endl essl y debat ed and

r edef i ned and even r el at i ons of power , as al r eady i ndi cat ed, ar e al ways, i n some

measur e, t wo- way ones . However , i mpor t ant as t hi s par t of Gi ddens' s t r eat ment

i s, I t hi nk i n a paper such as t hi s, i t i s necessar y t o gi ve pr i or i t y t o t he mat t er of

showi ng howt he dual i t y of st r uct ur e and i t s bi ndi ng of space and t i me enabl e

Gi ddens t o ef f ect t he vi t al l i nki ng of hi s t heor y of act i on wi t h t he anal ysi s of

i nst i t ut i ons and soci al syst ems .

When act or s as compet ent soci al agent s dr aw upon t hei r knowl edge of

st r uct ur e i n al l t hr ee of i t s di mensi ons, t hey ar e usi ng st r uct ur e t o pr oduce t he

f l ow of t hei r day- t o- day i nt er act i on . At t he same t i me, however , as st r uct ur es ar e

i nst ant i at ed by bei ng t hus dr awn upon, t hey ar e bei ng r econst i t ut ed, or

r epr oduced ; j ust as l anguage i s kept i n bei ng as i t wer e by t he speech act s whi ch

dr aw upon i t . Hence comes t he cr uci al char act er of t he " dual i t y of st r uct ur e" as

bot h t he medi um, or means, t hr ough whi ch soci al pr act i ces of i nt er act i on ar e

pr oduced and al so as t he out come, or pr oduct , of such i nt er act i on . Says

Gi ddens : " By t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e I mean t hat soci al st r uct ur es ar e bot h

const i t ut ed by human agency, and yet at t he same t i me ar e t he ver y medi umof

t hi s const i t ut i on" ( 1976 : 121) . Or agai n, " By t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e I mean t hat

t he st r uct ur al pr oper t i es of soci al syst ems ar e bot h t he medi umand t he out come

of t he pr act i ces t hat const i t ut e t hose syst ems" ( 1979 : 69) . The consequences of

t hi s dual i t y ar e of t he gr eat est i mpor t ance . Fi r st , i t r eveal s t he essent i al

r ecur si veness of soci al l i f e as a ser i es of r epeat ed or r epr oduced soci al pr act i ces

br ought about by t he i nt er act i on of act or s equi pped wi t h " pr act i cal consci ous-

ness" and t he capaci t y t o i nt er vene i n event s . Thi s i nvol ves, as I have i ndi cat ed,

a hi ghl y si gni f i cant shi f t i n t he f ocus of expl anat i on i n soci al t heor y : " Soci al

anal ysi s must be f ounded nei t her i n t he consci ousness or act i vi t i es of t he

subj ect , nor i n t he char act er i st i cs of t he obj ect ( soci et y) , but i n t he dual i t y of

st r uct ur e" ( 1979 : 120) . Secondl y, i t means t hat st r uct ur e must be seen as bot h

enabl i ng as wel l as const r ai ni ng . We ar e cer t ai nl y const r ai ned by t he i nt er -

weavi ng of meani ngs, nor ms and power i n r egul ar i sed soci al pr act i ces of our

own maki ng, but such el ement s of st r uct ur e al so enabl e us t o pr oduce and

t r ansf or msoci al pr act i ces . Thi s i s per haps mor e easi l y seen i n t he dual nat ur e of

sanct i ons as bot h i nducement s and coer ci on . Thi r dl y, t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e

" expr esses t he mut ual dependence of st r uct ur e and agency" ( 1979 : 69) . However ,
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I wi sh t o post pone di scussi on of t hi s deci si ve poi nt unt i l af t er t he t heme of
t empor al i t y, whi ch al so cont r i but es t o t hi s end, has been br ought i n .

Gi ddens' s t r eat ment of " t empor al i t y" or " t i me- space" i s compl ex and comes
f ul l y i nt o t he pi ct ur e onl y i n t he t hi r d of t he t hr ee books under di scussi on . But ,
as we shal l see shor t l y, t he not i on of " t i me- space di st anci at i on, " as devel oped i n
vol ume one of A Cont empor ar y Cr i t i que of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm, i s cent r al t o hi s
t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y . Her e my concer n wi t h i t i s l i mi t ed t o t he way i n
whi ch i t f or ms par t of t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on . For i t i s cl ear t hat t i me- space

i nt er sect i ons or r el at i ons ar e i mpl i cat ed i n hi s t heor y of act i on as a cont i nuous
f l ow of day- t o- day conduct , hi s vi ew of st r uct ur e as i nst ant i at ed onl y i n t he
moment s of i t s use, and t he way i n whi ch he br i ngs t oget her f ace- t o- f ace
i nt er act i on and i nst i t ut i onal i zed soci al pr act i ces . I t i s f or t hi s r eason t hat
Gi ddens consi der s t hat t empor al i t y i s " i nt egr al t o soci al t heor y" ( 1979 : 198) and

t hat " i n or der t o show t he i nt er dependence of act i on and st r uct ur e" i t i s
essent i al " t o gr asp t he t i me- space r el at i ons i nher ent i n t he const i t ut i on of al l soci al

i nt er act i on" ( 1979 : 3) .

Gi ddens t r aces t he f ai l ur e of bot h f unct i onal i sm and st r uct ur al i sm i n t hi s
r espect t o t hei r use of t he " st at i cs/ dynami cs" di chot omy and t he r esul t ant
t endency t o i dent i f y t i me wi t h soci al change i n a si mpl i st i c way . So i n
f unct i onal i sm and st r uct ur al i sm t i me and space ar e gener al l y concei ved as
some ki nd of " envi r onment " or " r ecept acl e" of soci al pr act i ces whi ch i s i n some
sense ext er nal t o t hem( 1979 : 198- 206) . Al l t hi s Gi ddens r ej ect s and i n i t s pl ace
pr oposes a concept i on of t i me- space as " t he modes i n whi ch obj ect s and event s
' ar e' or ' happen' " ( 1979 : 54) , or as t he manner i n whi ch st r uct ur e pr ovi des not
onl y t he " bi ndi ng of t i me and space i n soci al syst ems" ( 1979 : 64) , but al so t hei r
ext ensi on . These st at ement s cal l f or a good deal mor e i n t he way of cl ar i f i cat i on
t han we can gi ve t hem her e and my di scussi on wi l l be r est r i ct ed t o but one
aspect of Gi ddens' s vi ew of t i me- space as set out i n hi s wr i t i ngs up t o 1979
- t he bi ndi ng and t he ext ensi on of t i me- space t hr ough st r uct ur e.

I f , f ol l owi ng Gi ddens, soci al l i f e i s vi ewed as r epeat ed soci al pr act i ces
br ought i nt o bei ng and made t o happen by act i ve agent s, t hen t i me and space
ar e i nher ent i n, and const i t ut i ve of , such a pr ocess because i nt er act i on has t o be
car r i ed on acr oss di f f er ences i n t i me and space whi ch mi ght ot her wi se di sr upt i t .
Or , put di f f er ent l y, soci al l i f e has t o be sust ai ned and t r ansmi t t ed acr oss t he
" gaps" pr oduced by di f f er ences i n t i me and space ( 1979 : 103) . Onl y by bei ng abl e
t o " over come" t i me and space, coul d i ndi vi dual s or gr oups mai nt ai n a
" pr esence" i n t he soci al wor l d and gi ve some ki nd of f or mt o t hei r i nt er act i on .
Thi s i s one r eason why Gi ddens r ej ect s t he Par soni an ver si on of t he pr obl emof
or der as one of soci al cont r ol or compl i ance . Rat her , i t i s one of copi ng wi t h, or
" bi ndi ng" , t he possi bl y di sr upt i ve ef f ect s of t i me and space di f f er ences i n or der
t o pr oduce and sust ai n a f or mof soci al l i f e . Thi s i s what makes t i me and space so
much mor e t han si mpl y an " enr i vonment " of soci al act i on and i t i s achi eved by
t he use of st r uct ur e as an absent or der of r ul es and r esour ces avai l abl e t o act or s .
I t i s i n t hi s sense t hat t i me- space ent er s i nt o t he const i t ut i on of soci al pr act i ces
and i s, mor eover , mani pul at ed by act or s i n t hei r r el at i ons wi t h one anot her . For
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exampl e, i n t he ways descr i bed by Gof f man of " f r ont " and " back" r egi ons ( 1959) ,

or i n Gi ddens' s di scussi on of cl ass r el at i ons ( 1979 : 206- 10) . St r uct ur e, i n

Gi ddens' s sense, al so ext ends t he r ange of i nt er act i on acr oss t i me and space .

Thi s has, of cour se, been t he ef f ect of much t echnol ogi cal devel opment f r om

t he i nvent i on of wr i t i ng up t o t he pr esent day of el ect r oni c communi cat i on . The

" Gr eat Tr ansf or mat i on" t o modem i ndust r i al soci et y woul d be uni nt el l i gi bl e

wi t hout t aki ng i nt o account t hese changes i n t he way t i me and space ar e bui l t

i nt o and deal t wi t h by soci al pr act i ces .

We ar e now at l ast abl e t o end t hi s sect i on of t he paper by showi ng how, vi a

t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e, Gi ddens' s t heor y of st r uct ur at i on br i ngs t oget her , i n an

i nt egr al way, hi s concept s of act i on and st r uct ur e . I t shoul d be hel d i n mi nd her e

t hat ef f ect i ng t hi s i nt egr at i on of act i on and st r uct ur e i s t he mor e subst ant i ve

par t of t he l ar ger " br i dgi ng oper at i on" r ef er r ed t o at t he begi nni ng : t he

r econci l i at i on of i nt er pr et at i ve and nat ur al i st i c met hodol ogi es . I n or der t o

cl ar i f y what i s i nvol ved i n " l i nki ng act i on and st r uct ur e" , I pr opose t o

di st i ngui sh al so bet ween t he mor e f or mal concept ual connect i ng of an

i nt er pr et at i ve, act i ve not i on of agency t o t he concept of an " absent " st r uct ur e,

on t he one hand and, on t he ot her hand, t he l i nki ng of " f ace- t o- f ace"

i nt er act i ons wi t h ot her " i mper sonal " i nt er act i ons, bot h of whi ch ar e nonet hel ess

concr et e f or ms of soci al i nt er act i on si t uat ed i n t i me and space . Af t er al l , i t was

t he f ai l ur e of exi st i ng soci al t heor i es t o make t hi s l i nk whi ch i s one obj ect of

Gi ddens' s cr i t i ci sm and i t i s t her ef or e al so an i mpor t ant t ask of hi s t heor y of

st r uct ur at i on t o t i e al l t he f or ms of soci al i nt er act i on f i r ml y t oget her i n a

seaml ess uni t y . Thus, i nsof ar as t he f or mal connect i on of act i on and st r uct ur e i s

concer ned, i t i s no mor e t han showi ng how t he t heor y i nt egr at es t he concr et e

act s of act or s wi t h t he not i on of an " absent " st r uct ur e of r ul es and r esour ces

whi ch act or s dr awupon, and i s a r el at i vel y si mpl e mat t er of concei vi ng of bot h

act i on and st r uct ur e i n such a way as t o r ender t hem i nt er l ocki ng and

compl ement ar y . Then i t i s cl ear t hat act i on and st r uct ur e ar e l i nked i n t he

moment s of i nst ant i at i on when st r uct ur es ar e dr awn on by act or s i n t he

pr oduct i on of t hei r day- t o- day conduct . Thi s i s t he sense i n whi ch i t can be sai d

t hat , " The dual i t y of st r uct ur e r el at es t he smal l est i t emof day- t o- day behavi our

t o at t r i but es of f ar mor e i ncl usi ve soci al syst ems : when I ut t er a gr ammat i cal

Engl i sh sent ence i n a casual conver sat i on, I cont r i but e t o t he r epr oduct i on of

t he Engl i sh l anguage as a whol e . Thi s i s an uni nt ended consequence of my

speaki ng t he sent ence, but one t hat i s bound i n di r ect l y t o t he r ecur si veness of

t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e" ( 1979 ; 77- 8) . Thi s r el at i on of moment and t ot al i t y i s ver y

di f f er ent f r om t he r el at i on of " par t s" and " whol es" whi ch i s char act er i st i c of

f unct i onal i st t heor i es ( 1979 : 71) .

However , soci al pr act i ces ar e mor e compl ex t han l anguage and t her e i s

anot her and mor e i mpor t ant connect i on t han t he f or mal one bet ween act i on

and st r uct ur e whi ch has t o be made . And t hat i s t he l i nki ng ( or , bet t er per haps,

t he " hol di ng t oget her " ) of f ace- t o- f ace syst ems of soci al i nt er act i on and t hose

ot her syst ems of soci al i nt er act i on whi ch do not i nvol ve act ual physi cal

pr esence, but nonet hel ess exi st i n t i me and space and ar e not " absent " i n t he
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manner of st r uct ur e . The maki ng of di st i nct i ons amongst possi bl e ki nds or
l evel s of syst ems of soci al i nt er act i on on t he basi s of physi cal pr esence may not
be t he onl y or best way of doi ng i t , but i t i s one whi ch has of t en been used i n
soci al t heor y and whi ch Gi ddens al so i ncor por at es i n hi s di f f er ent i at i on of
soci al and syst em i nt egr at i on wi t h t he f or mer def i ned as " syst emness on t he
l evel of f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on" and t he l at t er as " syst emness on t he l evel of
t he r el at i ons bet ween soci al syst ems or col l ect i vi t i es" ( 1979 : 77- 8) . I n passi ng i t
may be not ed t hat t hi s di st i nct i on i s not al t oget her sat i sf act or y as bot h f ace- t o-
f ace i nt er act i on and any ot her ki nd ar e al l nonet hel ess soci al syst ems of
i nt er act i on and so t he di st i nct i on as made by Gi ddens becomes one of t he
di f f er ence bet ween i nt er act i on among i ndi vi dual s and bet ween gr oups or
col l ect i vi t i es . Such a di st i nct i on i s r emi ni scent of " t he soci ol ogy of smal l
gr oups" or of t he " mi cr o" and " macr o" l evel s of anal ysi s and Gi ddens i s cl ear l y
uncomf or t abl e about i t s use . I shal l r et ur n t o t hi s poi nt at t he end of t he paper .
For t he moment , however , we ar e concer ned onl y wi t h how t he t heor y of
st r uct ur at i on pr event s t hi s ki nd of f r agment at i on however i t may be concei ved,
and hol ds al l ki nds of soci al syst ems of i nt er act i on t oget her , even t hough i t i s
of t en conveni ent , t hr ough t he appl i cat i on of a met hodol ogi cal epoche, t o
" br acket " one ki nd or l evel of i nt er act i on i n or der t o concent r at e on anot her
( 1979 : 80- 1) .

So, what ever t he di f f er ences bet ween f or ms of soci al syst ems of i nt er act i on
may be i n ot her r espect s, and however t hese may be di st i ngui shed f r omone
anot her , t he deci si ve i nt egr at i on of t hemal l l i es i n t hei r common or i gi n as t he
pr oduct s of soci al act or s consci ousl y dr awi ng upon an " absent " st r uct ur e of
r ul es and r esour ces whi ch i s bot h t he means of t hei r bei ng abl e t o do so and al so
t he r epr oduced out come of t hei r act i vi t y . Thi s i s what l i nks t he i mmedi at e f ace-
t o- f ace i nt er act i ons of human agent s wi t h al l ot her l ess per sonal , mor e
i nst i t ut i onal i sed and " ext ended" f or ms of soci al syst ems of i nt er act i on . The
f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i ons under l i e and sust ai n t he r ecur si ve i nst i t ut i onal f or ms .
I n Gi ddens' s wor ds : " The not i on of t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e, whi ch I have
accent uat ed as a l eadi ng t heme of t hi s book, i nvol ves r ecogni si ng t hat t he
r ef l exi ve moni t or i ng of act i on bot h dr aws upon and r econst i t ut es t he
i nst i t ut i onal or gani sat i on of soci et y" ( 1979 : 255) .

I t r emai ns onl y t o f i t t he concept of t empor al i t y as used by Gi ddens i nt o t hi s
pi ct ur e. Tempor al i t y oper at es not onl y i n t he moment s of t he i nst ant i at i on of
st r uct ur e, but al so i n t he l onger dur at i on of t i me and i n t he ext ensi on of space
made possi bl e by st r uct ur e . Thi s, j oi ned wi t h t he r epet i t i on of soci al pr act i ces
r esul t s i n i nst i t ut i ons, whi ch Gi ddens def i nes as " deepl y- l ayer ed" ( 1979 : 65) or
" deepl y- sedi ment ed" ( 1979 : 80) soci al pr act i ces . As he put s i t : " an under st andi ng
of i nst i t ut i onal f or ms can onl y be achi eved i n so f ar as i t i s shown how, as
r egul ar i sed soci al pr act i ces, i nst i t ut i ons ar e const i t ut ed and r econst i t ut ed i n
t he t i e bet ween t he dur ee of t he passi ng moment and t he l ongue dur ee of deepl y
sedi ment ed t i me- space r el at i ons" ( 1979 : 110) .

The l i nks bet ween t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on, whose essent i al f eat ur es have
been out l i ned above, and Gi ddens' s t heor i zi ng of i ndust r i al soci et y ar e cl ose
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and det ai l ed . To deal adequat el y wi t h t hemeven i n t hei r pr esent unf i ni shed

f or mwoul d r equi r e anot her and di f f er ent paper . Al l t hat can be done her e i s t o

poi nt out i n a r ough way t he maj or ar eas i n whi ch t he t wo par t s of Gi ddens' s

wor k ar e r el at ed . One way i n whi ch t hi s coul d be done i s t o begi n wi t h t he

cr i t i ci sms Gi ddens has of Mar x' s hi st or i cal mat er i al i sm and t hen go on t o

i ndi cat e what Gi ddens pr oposes i n t hei r pl ace .

As ear l y as i n t he NewRul es of Soci ol ogi cal Met hod i n 1976 ( 1976 : 12) , Gi ddens

made t he di st i nct i on bet ween Mar x' s wr i t i ngs as " a nat ur al sci ence of soci et y

whi ch happened t o pr edi ct t he demi se of capi t al i sm and i t s r epl acement by

soci al i sm" and Mar x' s wor k " as an i nf or med i nvest i gat i on i nt o t he hi st or i cal

i nt er connect i ons of subj ect i vi t y and obj ect i vi t y i n human soci al exi st ence . " The

f or mer Gi ddens r ej ect s l ar gel y because of i t s f unct i onal i st , evol ut i onar y and

Ut opi an i mpl i cat i ons . El ement s of t he l at t er ar e i ncor por at ed i n Gi ddens' s

t heor y of st r uct ur at i on - f or exampl e, Mar x' s not i on of Pr axi s ; t he measur e of

act i ve i nt er vent i on t hr ough whi ch peopl e make t hemsel ves and t hei r hi st or y

( even i f onl y wi t hi n l i mi t s) ; t he anal ysi s of hi st or i cal speci f i ci t y or si t uat edness

and t he i mpor t ance of uni nt ended consequences whi ch " escape" and become

const r ai nt s . Ther eaf t er and not abl y i n Cent r al Pr obl ems i n Soci al Theor y

( 1979 : Chap . 4) and i n A Cont empor ar y Cr i t i que of Hi st or i cal Mat er i al i sm ( 1981 :

I nt r oduct i on and passi m) , Gi ddens has set out i n det ai l hi s cr i t i ci sm of Mar x' s

vi ews on a wi de var i et y of t opi cs bear i ng on t he hi st or i cal devel opment of

capi t al i sm. Summar i l y st at ed, Gi ddens accept s and uses i n hi s t heor y of

i ndust r i al soci et y ver y l i t t l e mor e t han Mar x' s t r eat ment of moder n capi t al i smas

r adi cal l y di st i nct f r om what went bef or e . I n hi s i nt er vi ew wi t h Bl ei cher and

Feat her st one, Gi ddens put s t hi s as f ol l ows : " . . . I t hi nk t he i mpor t ance of Mar x i s

r eal l y t o poi nt up t he di f f er ences bet ween capi t al i smand pr e- exi st i ng soci et i es

and not t o t r y t o compr ess t hemal l i nt o some over al l scheme of evol ut i onar y

change" ( 1982 : 63- 4) .

I n t he pl ace of ot her f eat ur es of hi st or i cal mat er i al i smand al so t o make good

cer t ai n omi ssi ons i n i t , Gi ddens has put al t er nat i ves dr awn f r omt he t heor y of

st r uct ur at i on . For exampl e, t he cent r al i t y of Gi ddens' s t r eat ment of t i me and

space " di st anci at i on ; " t he di st i nct i on bet ween " aut hor i t at i ve" and " al l ocat i ve"

r esour ces i n domi nat i on ; t he cr uci al t heor i zi ng of power and t he use of vi ol ence

i n t he nat i on- st at e ; t he si gni f i cance of sur vei l l ance and t he st or age of vast

quant i t i es of i nf or mat i on i n t he moder n st at e . Usi ng t hese component s,

Gi ddens has pr oduced a t heor y of i ndust r i al soci et y mar kedl y di f f er ent f r om

ei t her hi st or i cal mat er i al i smor t hose t heor i es whi ch si mpl y subst i t ut ed pol i t i cal

power f or economi c power and l ef t out some of t he most deci si ve aspect s of t he

moder n i ndust r i al nat i on- st at e whi l e, at t he same t i me, maki ng no al l owance f or

ski l l ed and cr eat i ve agency .

I mpl i cat i ons

To t he ext ent t hat i t i s f ound accept abl e, t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on of f er ed

by Gi ddens as an al t er nat i ve t o t he " or t hodox consensus" has i mpor t ant
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epi st emol ogi cal and pr act i cal i mpl i cat i ons . The f i r st of t hese i s f or a cl osel y-

l i nked cl ust er of i ssues concer ni ng t he r el at i on of t he l ay knowl edge of act or s t o
t he t echni cal knowl edge of obser ver s ; t he quest i on of r el at i vi sm; and t he
i nher ent cr i t i cal st ance of soci al t heor y . I f t he l ay or " mut ual knowl edge" i s t hat
used by consci ous agent s i n t he pr oduct i on and r epr oduct i on of soci al
pr act i ces, t hen i t i s not si mpl y subj ect t o cor r ect i on by t he r evel at i ons of t he
t echni cal knowl edge of obser ver s . Rat her , i t has t o be gr asped by t he obser ver s
as const i t ut i ng t he ver y obj ect of t hei r st udy . Wi t hout t hi s gr asp of t he

pr esupposi t i ons and pr ej udgement s whi ch make soci al pr act i ces possi bl e, t hey
woul d l i t er al l y not know what i t was t hey wer e l ooki ng at . Thi s Gi ddens r ef er s t o
as t he f i r st st age of t he " doubl e her meneut i c" ( 1976 : 146, 162) whi ch i s r equi r ed

i n t he st udy of soci al l i f e . I t i nvol ves t he use by obser ver s of t he agent s' nat ur al

l anguage and l ay knowl edge i n or der t o gener at e adequat e descr i pt i ons and
expl anat i ons i n t heor et i cal t er ms . The i mpossi bi l i t y of a pur e met al anguage i s

ensur ed by act or s' i ncor por at i ng obser ver s' t echni cal concept s and " because
t he concept s i nvent ed by t he soci al sci ent i st pr esume mast er y of concept s
appl i ed by soci al act or s t hemsel ves i n t he cour se of t hei r conduct " ( 1979 : 247) .

I n t he pr ocess of mast er i ng t he body of mut ual knowl edge whi ch const i t ut es
a par t i cul ar f or mof l i f e, obser ver s r un t he r i sk of endi ng up i n t he r at her hel pl ess
posi t i on of bei ng unabl e t o escape f r om what t hey have come t o r egar d as a

cl osed syst emwhi ch i s i mmune t o cr i t i cal eval uat i on f r om" out si de, " as i t wer e .

Gi ddens of f er s a way out of such hi st or i ci smor r el at i vi smvi a t he second st age of

t he doubl e her meneut i c whi ch enabl es obser ver s t o subj ect t he mut ual

knowl edge, bel i ef s and t he pr act i ces based upon t hemt o cr i t i cal assessment i n

t he l i ght of t hei r t echni cal and compar at i ve knowl edge . I n t hus l i nki ng l ay and

t echni cal knowl edge, Gi ddens ki l l s t wo bi r ds wi t h one st one . The t empt at i on of

nat ur al i st i c soci al t heor y t o " cor r ect " l ay knowl edge pr emat ur el y i s ar r est ed and

at t he same t i me t he i nabi l i t y of i nt er pr et at i ve t heor i es t o j udge bet ween

di f f er i ng st ocks of mut ual knowl edge or f r amewor ks of meani ng i s over come .
Or , put i n anot her way, i n hi s doubl e her meneut i c Gi ddens has embodi ed bot h

t he cl ai m of i nt er pr et at i ve t heor y t hat soci al r eal i t y i s a cr eat i on of human

agent s whi ch r est s upon " pr i or " meani ngs and pr esupposi t i ons and has

t her ef or e t o be under st ood bef or e i t can be expl ai ned, and al so t he posi t i vi st i c

demand f or some ki nd of " ext er nal , " non- r el at i vi st i c expl anat i on . On t hi s basi s,

what Gi ddens cal l s " a sor t of par al ysi s of t he cr i t i cal wi l l " ( 1979 : 250- 1) i s avoi ded

and t he pot ent i al of soci al t heor y as cr i t i ci sm i s gr ounded . For , as Gi ddens
poi nt s out ( 1976 : 159) " soci al sci ence st ands i n a r el at i on of t ensi on t o i t s
' subj ect mat t er ' - as a pot ent i al i nst r ument of t he expansi on of r at i onal

aut onomy of act i on, but equal l y as a pot ent i al i nst r ument of domi nat i on . "

The l ast epi st emol ogi cal i mpl i cat i on of Gi ddens' s t heor y i s f or t he char act er
of t he r egul ar i t i es of soci al conduct and t he ki nd of gener al i sat i ons whi ch can
be made about t hem. Unl i ke t he r egul ar i t i es of t he nat ur al wor l d whi ch ar e, i n a
sense, f i xed and " gi ven, " soci al r egul ar i t i es ar e br ought about by t he act or s who
pr oduce t hem. So t hey ar e essent i al l y hi st or i cal and unst abl e or mut abl e . Thi s

poi nt of vi ewpr ovi des a consi der abl y mor e adequat e expl anat i on t han i s usual l y
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of f er ed f or t he f ai l ur e of soci al t heor y t o come up wi t h t he ki nd of gener al i sat i on

and pr edi ct abi l i t y of whi ch t he nat ur al sci ences ar e t hought capabl e .

Bef or e concl udi ng wi t h t he pr act i cal or pol i t i cal i mpl i cat i ons of Gi ddens' s

wor k, I wi sh t o deal her e wi t h t wo possi bl e cr i t i ci sms . One has t o do wi t h t he

di st i nct i on Gi ddens makes bet ween soci al and syst em i nt egr at i on and t he ot her

concer ns t he second st age of t he " doubl e her meneut i c . "

The f i r st mat t er ar i ses out of t he way i n whi ch t he t heor y of st r uct ur at i on

achi eves t he al l - i mpor t ant i nt egr at i on of t he var i ous f or ms or l evel s of

i nt er act i on t hr ough t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e . I n t he i nt er pr et at i on of f er ed above,

t hi s i nt egr at i on comes about because act i on or f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on, or

" st r at egi c conduct " i s i n a sense t he or i gi nat or of , or pr i or t o, t he ot her l evel s i n

t hat f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on i s pr esupposed when one t hi nks of t he ot her f or ms

of i nt er act i on or i nst i t ut i onal i zed soci al pr act i ces . Thus, i n hi s di scussi on of

soci al and syst em i nt egr at i on ( 1979: 76- 81) , Gi ddens says, " i t i s ext r emel y

i mpor t ant , f or t he poi nt of vi ew devel oped t hr oughout t hi s book, t o emphasi ze

t hat t he syst emness of soci al i nt egr at i on i s f undament al t o t he syst emness of

soci et y as a whol e . Syst em i nt egr at i on cannot be adequat el y concept ual i zed vi a

t he modal i t i es of soci al i nt egr at i on ; nonet hel ess, t he l at t er i s al ways t he chi ef

pr op of t he f or mer , vi a t he r epr oduct i on of i nst i t ut i ons i n t he dual i t y of st r uct ur e . "

So, as poi nt ed out above, t he deci si ve l i nki ng of al l f or ms and l evel s of soci al

syst ems of i nt er act i on l i es i n t hei r common or i gi n as t he pr oduct s of act or s

dr awi ng on t he st r uct ur e of r ul es and r esour ces i n f ace- t o- f ace i nt er act i on .

Havi ng, i n t hi s way, t hor oughl y i nt egr at ed al l f or ms of i nt er act i on, i s t her e

any necessi t y f or maki ng f ur t her di st i nct i ons and di vi si ons? I s t her e not some

r i sk t hat r at her doubt f ul di vi si ons bet ween i ndi vi dual s and gr oups, or " mi cr o"

and " macr o" anal ysi s mi ght t her eby be r ei nt r oduced? Gi ddens ar gues t hat he

makes t he di st i nct i on bet ween soci al and syst em i nt egr at i on " i n or der t o

r ecogni se cont r ast s bet ween var i ous l evel s of t he ar t i cul at i on of i nt er act i on"

( 1979 : 74) and " as a means of copi ng wi t h basi c char act er i st i cs of t he

di f f er ent i at i on of soci et y" ( 1979 : 76) . I woul d suggest t hat t he not i on of

" pr esence- avai l abi l i t y" ( 1979: 103 ; 206- 7) al ong wi t h t he use of t he met hodo-

l ogi cal epoche, or br acket i ng ( 1979: 80- 1) , shoul d ser ve t o meet t hese

r equi r ement s and at t he same t i me pr eser ve i nt act t he t hor ough- goi ng

i nt egr at i on of al l l evel s of i nt er act i on ; f r omt he f ace- t o- f ace f or mal l t he way t o

t he most compl et el y i mper sonal and hi ghl y i nst i t ut i onal i zed ki nd of i nt er act i on .

I t i s not ewor t hy t hat one of Ar cher ' s cr i t i ci sms of Gi ddens' s t heor y of

st r uct ur at i on seems t o be a ver si on of t hi s poi nt . Wi t hi n t he f r amewor k of her

br oader cr i t i ci smt hat t he di st i nct i on bet ween macr o and mi cr o " l evel s" must be

sust ai ned, she ar gues t hat t he use of t he epoche her e " mer el y t r ansposes

dual i smf r omt he t heor et i cal t o t he met hodol ogi cal l evel - t hus concedi ng i t s

anal yt i cal i ndi spensabi l i t y" ( 1982 : 467) . Agai nst Ar cher i t coul d be ar gued t hat i n

vi ew of t he i mpor t ant si mi l ar i t i es bet ween her " mor phogenesi s" and st r uct u-

r at i on, t he di f f er ence seems t o be one of concept ual i zat i on onl y and t her ef or e

l ess ser i ous .
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The second mat t er i s pr obabl y mor e i mpor t ant and concer ns t he concept of

t he " doubl e her meneut i c" or , mor e exact l y, t he second par t or st age of t hat

pr ocess i n whi ch t he " t echni cal concept ual schemes" ( 1976 : 79- 80) of " soci al

sci ent i f i c anal ysi s" ( i bi d : 158) ar e cal l ed upon t o make possi bl e a r at i onal and

i nt er subj ect i ve eval uat i on of " mut ual knowl edge" and al so t o deal wi t h " t he

pr obl emof adequacy" ( 1976 : 148- 154) . Or , st at ed di f f er ent l y, t he i ssue her e boi l s

down t o t he i nt ent i on set out i n t he I nt r oduct i on t o t he NewRul es ; t o show how

" t o sust ai n a pr i nci pl e of r el at i vi t y whi l e r ej ect i ng r el at i vi sm" ( 1976 : 18) .

Despi t e t he t hor ough t r eat ment of t hese and ot her met hodol ogi cal mat t er s

i n Chapt er 4 of t he NewRul es, some ambi gui t y seems t o r emai n over t he quest i on

of whet her or no t he pl ea f or a r el at i vi st i c, " aut hent i c" under st andi ng appl i es
onl y t o t he f i r st par t of t he doubl e her meneut i c ( 1976 : 148) ; t hus accept i ng t he

l ogi cal obj ect i on t o r el at i vi sm ( 1976 : 145) f or t he second par t of t he doubl e

her meneut i c and t hus al so i mpl yi ng t hat t he t echni cal anal ysi s done at t he

second st age i s whol l y obj ect i ve . That t hi s i s not t he case i s st r ongl y suggest ed,

however , by Gi ddens' s i nsi st ence t hat t her e i s si gni f i cant over l ap, and a shi f t i ng

r el at i on, bet ween l ay and t echni cal knowl edge ( 1976 : 151 ; 153 ; 159) . Such an

over l ap and shi f t i ng r el at i onshi p bet ween t he t wo par t s of t he doubl e

her meneut i c makes i t l i kel y t hat even t he second st age wi l l di spl ay some degr ee

of r el at i vi t y and so weaken t he ef f i cacy of t he second st age of t he doubl e

her meneut i c .

I n one sense, t hi s cr i t i ci sm i s t he opposi t e of t hat made by t hose who, l i ke
Ar cher , want Gi ddens t o pr ovi de mor e pr eci se " t heor et i cal pr oposi t i ons" about ,
f or i nst ance, exact l y when act or s wi l l be t r ansf or mat i ve and when mer el y

r epr oduct i ve . For t he gi st of t hi s ar gument i s t hat al l knowl edge, t echni cal as

wel l as l ay, r emai ns mor e or l ess " sei nsver bunden" i n Mannhei m' s sense .

Or , i n Gadamer ' s t er ms, t he pr esupposi t i ons and pr ej udi ces of t he const i t ut i ve

" t r adi t i on" cannot be compl et el y t r anscended . Thi s t hr ows doubt on t he

possi bi l i t y of a second st age of t he doubl e her meneut i c bei ng any mor e t han t he
wi der " i nt er - subj ect i ve cr i t er i a of val i di t y" whi ch Si monds ar gues was al l t hat

Mannhei mwas seeki ng ( 1978 : 19) and whi ch Ri coeur al so seems t o be suggest i ng

( 1974 : 16- 17) .

I t i s pr obabl e t hat Gi ddens woul d not be sat i sf i ed wi t h ei t her of t hese t wo

al t er nat i ves . I n r ej ect i ng bot h t he ki nd of cer t ai nt y and def i ni t i veness Ar cher i s

anxi ous t o achi eve and al so t he per si st ence of her meneut i c t r adi t i on, he woul d
be r emai ni ng const ant t o hi s goal of bl endi ng t he t wo . I n any event , such

cr i t i ci sms do not det r act f r om t he i mpor t ance of t he pr act i cal i mpl i cat i ons of

Gi ddens' s wor k t o whi ch we now t ur n t o end t hi s paper .

The i mpl i cat i ons of a pr act i cal , pol i t i cal ki nd, whi ch deser ve t o be

r ecogni sed, f l owf r omhi s det er mi ned r ecover y of t he act i ve r ol e of i ndi vi dual s
i n soci al l i f e and t he consequent r ej ect i on of det er mi ni sm. Whi l e act or s ar e
cer t ai nl y f ar f r omal l - knowi ng about t hemsel ves and ar e subj ect t o const r ai nt s,
i ncl udi ng t hose of t hei r own maki ng, soci al exi st ence i s i nher ent l y cont i ngent ,
uncer t ai n and pr ecar i ous . Possi bl y i t i s f or t hi s ver y r eason t hat cer t ai nt y has
been so avi dl y sought af t er . But , however t hat may be, per haps t he most
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unf or t unat e ef f ect of exi st i ng soci ol ogy i n al l i t s mor e i nf l uent i al f or ms ( not

excl udi ng Mar xi sm) has been t he suppor t i t gi ves t o a det er mi ni st i c vi ew of

soci al l i f e . I n many cases t hi s has been cont r ar y t o t he i nt ent i ons of t he t heor i st s

concer ned and may be t aken as evi dence of t he way i n whi ch t ext s and act i ons

escape t he or i gi nal i nt ent i ons of agent s . Nonet hel ess, whet her i nt ended or no,

t her e has been consi der abl e suppor t f or a mor e or l ess t hor ough- goi ng

det er mi ni sm.

The r esul t has been what one woul d expect i f t he i nt er pr et at i ve ar gument i s

cor r ect : vi z . , t hat t he det er mi ni st i c " pr ophecy" has been f ul f i l l ed and t he

emanci pat or y pot ent i al of knowl edge has been l ar gel y subver t ed or l ef t

unr ecogni sed . To t he ext ent t hat t he t echni cal knowl edge of f er ed by soci ol ogy

has seeped i nt o t he mut ual knowl edge used by peopl e, t hi s has meant t hey have

been abl e t o t al k t hemsel ves i nt o a measur e of unf r eedomand pessi mi sm about

t hei r chances of " maki ng t hei r own hi st or y" even i f onl y wi t hi n l i mi t s . I n such

a wor l d- vi ew ar e t o be f ound " t he par al ysi s of t he cr i t i cal wi l l ; " t he pur el y

" i nst r ument al " concept i on of knowl edge whi ch member s of t he Fr ankf ur t

School have anal ysed ; and al so t he over l y si mpl e not i on of power as bei ng al l on

one si de and t ot al l y const r ai ni ng . These ar e some of t he t hi ngs whi ch have

const i t ut ed t he soci al wor l d and made i t as i t i s .

By i nsi st i ng on t he act i ve r ol e of peopl e, by r est or i ng t he par t pl ayed by

mut ual knowl edge and by showi ng t hat st r uct ur es ar e enabl i ng as wel l as

const r ai ni ng, Gi ddens has r enewed and gi ven f r esh t hr ust t o t he possi bi l i t y of

emanci pat or y knowl edge and of human soci al l i f e as at l east par t l y open and

amenabl e t o t he consci ous ef f or t s and hopes of t hose who l i ve i t . Peopl e have

had a shar e i n maki ng t he soci al wor l d t he way i t i s and can r emake di f f er ent l y i f

t hey so choose and go about i t i n t he knowl edge t hat t hey can do so .

Soci ol ogy,

Si mon Fr aser Uni ver si t y
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