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問題１と問題２の両方に答えなさい。 

 

 

問１ 下の英文を日本文に訳しなさい。 

            

The term ‘social change’ will be taken to mean a change in the institutional structure of a  

social system; more particularly, a transformation of the core institutional order of a 

society such that we can speak of a change in type of society. I do not believe that it is 

necessary to reach agreement on what is meant by the ‘core institutional order’ of a 

society or on how a typology of societies is to be differentiated before there can be 

meaningful discussion of how the process of change takes place. That is, unless there is 

some a priori commitment to a ‘dominant factor’ theory of social change; in which case 

the wrangle about whether change has ‘really’ taken place can be endless. 

The main purpose of this chapter is to discuss some of the implications of recent 

criticisms of functionalism, especially those which have a bearing on how social change is 

internally generated in a society. The thesis is that, in concentrating their fire on a 

special, albeit prominent, version of functionalism (‘normative functionalism’), critics 

have become over involved with what may be called the problems of ‘social integration’. 

As a result, they have tended to ignore what is just as relevant to their central interests 

in conflict and social change, namely, the problem of ‘system integration’. And here the 

perspective of general functionalism would still seem to be the most useful instrument. 

In a recent article, Kingsley Davis has proposed such a catholic definition of 

functionalism as to make it virtually indistinguishable from the most basic 

presuppositions of contemporary sociology. This is all very comforting. But if by 

functionalism nothing more were meant than seeing society as a system of 

interdependent parts, and an aversion to ‘reductionism’, then most of those who have 

been engaged in criticism of functionalism would be proselytized overnight. How many 

would accept the attendant ideas, such as that of ‘functional requisites’, is more 

debatable, and would probably depend on how they were interpreted. Again, exactly 

what elements are included as ‘parts’ of a social system, and the exact implications of the 

idea of ‘interdependence’ itself, are obviously areas of potential disagreement. 
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出典：David Lockwood, Solidarity and Schism, p.399  
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問２  以下の英文を和訳しなさい。 

 

THE universality of some order of incest taboo is of course directly connected with the 

fact that the nuclear family is also universal to all known human societies. The minimal 

criteria of the nuclear family are, I suggest, first that there should be a solidary 

relationship between mother and child lasting over a period of years and transcending 

physical care in its significance. Secondly, in her motherhood of this child the woman 

should have a special relationship to a man outside her own descent group who is sociologically 

the “father” of the child, and that this relationship is the focus of the “legitimacy” of the 

child, of his referential status in the larger kinship system. 

The common sense of social science has tended to see in the universality and constancy 

of structure of the nuclear family a simple reflection of its biological function and 

composition; sexual reproduction, the generation difference and the differentiation by sex 

in the biological sense. While I in no way question the importance of this biological aspect 

and am in agreement with the view that the human family is an “extension” of a 

subhuman precultural entity, on the human-cultural levels there is, I am sure, another 

aspect of the problem of constancy. The two biological bases of differentiation, sex and 

generation, may be regarded, that is, as “points of reference” of a type of social 

organization the sociological significance of which is general in the structure of small 

groups. 

Evidence from the experimental laboratory study of small groups has shown first that 

small groups with no prior institutionalized differentiation of status, differentiate 

spontaneously on a hierarchical dimension, which I may call “power” in the sense of 

relative influence on the outcome of processes in the system. This is the case when this 

differentiation is measured by any one of a variety of possible measures, both from the 

point of view of the observer and that of participants in group process. We may say there is 

a differentiation between “leaders” and “followers.” 

Secondly, there appears a differentiation which cuts across this one, with reference to 

qualitative type of function in the group. The first broad qualitative type of differentiation 

which appears in this sense is what Bales and I have called that between primarily 

“instrumental” function in the group and primarily “expressive” function. An instrumental 

function is one primarily concerned with the relations of the group to the situation 

external to it, including adaptation to the conditions of that situation and establishment of 

satisfactory goal relations for the system vis-à-vis the situation. Expressive function on the 

other hand is concerned primarily with the harmony or solidarity of the group, the 

relations internally of the members to each other and their “emotional” states of tension or 

lack of it in their roles in the group. 
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出典：Talcott Parsons Social Structure and Personality 


