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Теорії модернізації: проблеми типологізації
Стаття присвячена аналізу формування теоретичного загалу модернізаційній теорії та
виокремлення теорій суспільно-політичної модернізації. Центральним фокусом статті
виступає проблема типологізації модернізаційних теорій, потреба побудови ефективної
типології даних теорій. Продукуються висновки щодо можливості ефективної
типологізації теорій суспільно-політичної модернізації.
Ключові слова: сучасність, модернізація, теорії модернізації, типологізація, теорії
конвергенції, пост модернізація, соціалізація.

Modernization theory: problems typology
this article analyzes the theoretical masses of modernization theory and separation theories
of social and political modernization. The central focus of the article speaks problem typology of modernization theories, the need for building an effective typology of these theories.
Produced findings on the possibility of an effective typology of theories of social and political
modernization.
Keywords: modernity, modernization, modernization theory, typology, convergence theory, post
modernization, socialization.
Modernization theory is to describe and explain the processes of transformation from
traditional or underdeveloped societies in modern societies. According to one of the main
supporters: “Historically, modernization is a process of change towards those types of social,
economic and political systems that have developed in Western Europe and North America
from the seventeenth century to the nineteenth and then spread to other European countries
in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries in South America, Asia and the African continent.
Modernization theory has been one of the major perspectives in the sociology of national
development and underdevelopment since the 1950. Primary attention has focused on ways
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in which past and present premodern societies become modern (i.e., Westernized) through
processes of economic growth and change in social, political, and cultural structures1.
The subject of this study is to analyze the process of formation of modernization theory
as typology and prospect specific theories of modernization. The aim is to study the intellectual context of the modernization discourse. The main objective of research supports the
need to implement an effective model typology of modernization theories of modernization
and some conceptual considerations. The working hypothesis of research is the authors assumption of the existence of separate discursive history of modernization metatheory. Theoretical and epistemological history of modernization is actually a central theme of modern
social science and can not be viewed without dipping into the conceptual context of discussion (and approaches they formed) definition content around the idea of m
 odernization. The
very definition of the idea of m
 odernization is often the criterion verification, through which
it is possible a conceptual scheme of modernization analysis separate from the other, while in
the other case, its application allows you to affirm the continuity of theoretical or conceptual distance. According to the eminent sociologist P. Stompka contemporary research reflection around upgrading is available in three key dimensions of understanding this phenomenon. First, in the most general sense, modernization is synonymous with all progressive social
change, in cases where society is moving forward in accordance with the scale of indicators
to improve life. This understanding is true when applied to any historical time period. After
the invention of the wheel, sail or use case space flight are good examples of modernization,
but it should be noted that this understanding of modernization is not promising because of
the lack of it a specific (in addition to the historical description of these processes sometimes
involved in other similar terms)2.
The second meaning, which finds its embodiment of the idea of modernization is identical to modernity», that means the whole complex of social, political, economic, cultural and
intellectual transformations that took place in the West from the XVI century and culminated
in the XIX-XX centuries. These include the processes of industrialization, urbanization, rationalization, bureaucratization and democratization, the dominant influence of capitalism, individualism distribution, motivation for success, upholding reason and science and many others. Modernization in this sense is understood as the achievement of our time, the process of
converting traditional to industrial, technological society to society under a typical machine
technology, rational and secular relations, as well as a high degree of differentiation of social
structures (for example, power is not only divided into separate its independent branches, but
there are separated from the business and public sector). According to this trend include classical modernization theory (early modernization theory) owned by Auguste Comte, Herbert
1
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Spencer, Karl Marx, Max Weber, E. Durkheim, F. Tonnisu et al. researchers, authors theories
of social change. Finally, the third meaning, which embodies the idea of modernization

– refers to the existence of an ontology backward and underdeveloped societies (non-Western societies) and formed around their efforts, directed to catch up with the most developed countries (modern country) that coexist with them in a historical time within a single global (global) society. In other words, in this case the «modernization» is demonstrated by examples of
movement from the periphery to the center of modern society. Several theoretical approaches
that have emerged on the grounds of classical theories of social change that developed in the
previous step modernization theorizing, they are known as modernization theory and convergence, use the term “modernization” in that narrow sense 3.
Modern theories of modernization and convergence in its epistemological sense echoes
of the postwar era, actually being the concepts, the authors have set themselves the aim to explain the distribution of contemporary world into three separate political realities “first world”
to which belonged the advanced industrial countries of the West and its semi, “second world”
personified the Soviet Union and the socialist community, which only began to be built at
that time and the “third world”, which was a post-colonial reality of the South and East, or
to actually poorly industrialized socio-political and economic system. The desire to explain
the difference between “first” and “third” worlds, led the emergence and institutionalization of
research, which then formed under the name of modernization (In this case, the special role
played by research T. Parsons and N. Smelser, D. Aptera, S. Eisenstadt, etc. .). While the desire
to focus on the issue of differences / differences between “first” and “second” worlds led to the
institutionalization of the theory of convergence (especially prominent in this case the direction is the conceptualization of “democratic transition” and related primarily to researchers
such as R. Aaron S. Huntington, W. Rostow, Dahl et al.)
In general, modernization theorists are concerned with economic growth within societies
as indicated, for example, by measures of gross national product. Mechanization or industrialization are ingredients in the process of economic growth. Modernization theorists study the
social, political, and cultural consequences of economic growth and the conditions that are
important for industrialization and economic growth to occur. Indeed, a degree of circularity often characterizes discussions of social and economic change involved in modernization
processes because of the notion, embedded in most modernization theories, of the functional
compatibility of component parts. The theoretical assumptions of modernization theories
will be elaborated later.
It should be noted at the outset that the sociological concept of modernization does not
refer simply to becoming current or “up to date” but rather specifies particular contents and
processes of societal changes in the course of national development. Also, modernization
3
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theories of development do not necessarily bear any relationship to more recent philosophical
concepts of “modernity” and “postmodernity.” Modernity in philosophical and epistemological discussions refers to the perspective that there is one true descriptive and explanatory model that reflects the actual world. Postmodernity is the stance that no single true description and
explanation of reality exists but rather that knowledge, ideology, and science itself are based
on subjective understandings of an entirely relational nature. While their philosophical underpinnings place most modernization theories of development into the “modern” rather than
the “postmodern” context, these separate uses of the term modernity should not be confused4.
Also, modernization, industrialization, and development are often used interchangeably
but in fact refer to distinguishable phenomena. Industrialization is a narrower term than modernization, while development is more general. Industrialization involves the use of inanimate
sources of power to mechanize production, and it involves increases in manufacturing, wage
labor, income levels, and occupational diversification. It may or may not be present where
there is political, social, or cultural modernization, and, conversely, it may exist in the absence
of other aspects of modernization. Development (like industrialization) implies economic growth, but not necessarily through transformation from the predominance of primary
production to manufacturing, and not necessarily as characterized by modernization theory. For example, while modernization theorists may define development mainly in terms of
economic output per capita, other theorists may be more concerned about development of
autonomous productive capacity, equitable distribution of wealth, or meeting basic human
needs. Also, while modernization theories generally envision democratic and capitalist institutions or secularization of belief systems as components of modern society, other development perspectives may not. Indeed, dependency theorists even talk about the “development
of underdevelopment”5.
Each of the social science disciplines pays particular attention to the determinants of
modern structures within its realm (social, political, economic) and gives greater importance
to structures or institutions within its realm for explaining other developments in society. Emphasis here is given to sociological modernization theory.
Although there are many versions of modernization theory, major implicit or explicit tenets are that (1) societies develop through a series of evolutionary stages; (2) these stages are
based on different degrees and patterns of social differentiation and reintegration of structural
and cultural components that are functionally compatible for the maintenance of society; (3)
contemporary developing societies are at a premodern stage of evolution and they eventually
will achieve economic growth and will take on the social, political, and economic features of
western European and North American societies which have progressed to the highest stage of
4
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social evolutionary development; (4) this modernization will result as complex Western technology is imported and traditional structural and cultural features incompatible with such
development are overcome6.
At its core modernization theory suggests that advanced industrial technology produces not only economic growth in developing societies but also other structural and cultural
changes. The common characteristics that societies tend to develop as they become modern
may differ from one version of modernization theory to another, but, in general, all assume
that institutional structures and individual activities become more highly specialized, differentiated, and integrated into social, political, and economic forms characteristic of advanced
Western societies.
For example, in the politic realm, modern societies are characterized by high levels of urbanization, literacy, research, health care, secularization, bureaucracy, mass media, and transportation facilities. Kinship ties are weaker, and nuclear conjugal family systems prevail. Birthrates and death rates are lower, and life expectancy is relatively longer. In the political realm, the
society becomes more participatory in decision-making processes, and typical institutions include universal suffrage, political parties, a civil service bureaucracy, and parliaments. Traditional sources of authority are weaker as bureaucratic institutions assume responsibility and power.
In the economic realm, there is more industrialization, technical upgrading of production, replacement of exchange economies with extensive money markets, increased division of labor,
growth of infrastructure and commercial facilities, and the development of large-scale markets.
Associated with these structural changes are cultural changes in role relations and personality
variables. Social relations are more bureaucratic, social mobility increases, and status relations
are based less on such criteria as age, gender, or ethnicity and more on meritocratic criteria.
There is a shift from relations based on tradition and loyalty to those based on rational exchange, competence, and other universally applied criteria. People are more receptive to change,
more interested in the future, more achievement-oriented, more concerned with the rights of
individuals, and less fatalistic7.
Underlying the description of political features and changes that are thought to characterize modern urban industrial societies are theoretical assumptions and mechanisms to explain the shift from traditional to modern societal types. These explanatory systems draw
upon the dominant theoretical perspectives in the 1950s and 1960s, growing out of classical
evolutionary, diffusion, and structural-functionalist theories.
The evolutionary perspective, stemming from Spencer, Durkheim, and other nineteenth-century theorists, contributed the notion that societies evolve from lower to higher
forms and progress from simple and undifferentiated to more complex types. Western industrial
6
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society is seen as superior to preindustrial society to the extent that it has progressed through
specialization to more effective ways of performing societal functions. Diffusionists added the
ideas that cultural patterns associated with modern society could be transferred via social interaction (trade, war, travelers, media, etc.) and that there may be several paths to development
rather than linear evolution. Structural functionalists emphasized the idea that societies are integrated wholes composed of functionally compatible institutions and roles, and that society’s
progress from one increasingly complex and efficient social system to another. This contributed
to the notion that internal social and cultural factors are important determinants or obstacles
of economic change.
Research by Smelser (1969) draws on all three traditions in describing modernization of
society through processes of social differentiation, disturbances, and reintegration. In a manner similar to other conceptions of modernization, Smelser emphasizes four major changes: from simple to complex technology, from subsistence farming to commercial agriculture,
from rural to urban populations, and, most important, from animal and human power to inanimate power and industrialization8.
Parsons later theoretical work (1964) also combines these perspectives in a neo-evolutionist modernization theory that treats societies as self-regulated structural functional wholes in
which the main processes of change are social differentiation and the discovery (or acquisition through diffusion) of certain “evolutionary universals” such as bureaucratic organizations
and money markets. These, in turn, increase the adaptive capacity of the society by providing
more efficient social arrangements and often lead to a system of universalistic norms, “which,
more than the industrial revolution itself, ushered in the modern era of social evolution” (Parsons 1964, p. 361). A similar neoevolutionist social differentiation theory of modernization is
provided by Eisenstadt (1970)9.
Another early influence on modernization theory was Weber»s work on the Protestant
ethic. This work stressed the influence of cultural values on the entrepreneurial behavior of
individuals and the rise of capitalism. Contemporary theorists in the Weberian tradition include Lerner, McClelland, Inkeles, and Rostow. Lerner»s (1958) empirical studies in several
Middle Eastern societies identified empathy, the capacity to take the perspective of others, as
a product of media, literacy, and urbanization and as a vital ingredient in producing rational
individual behavior conducive to societal development. McClelland (1961) felt that prevalence of individuals with the psychological trait of high “need for achievement” was the key
to entrepreneurial activity and modernization of society. In a similar vein Smith (1974) used
interview data from six societies to generate a set of personality traits by which they defined
8
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“modern man.” They felt that the prevalence of individual modernity in society was determined by such factors as education and factory experience and that individual modernity contributed to the modernization of society. Finally, Rostows (1960) well-known theory of the
stages of economic growth, which he derived from studying Western economic development,
emphasized the importance of new values and ideas favoring economic progress along with
education, entrepreneurship, and certain other institutions as conditions for societies to “take
off ” into self-sustained economic growth.
All of these versions of modernization theory depict a gradual and more or less natural transition from “traditional” social structures to “modern” social structures characteristic
of Western European and North American societies. More specifically, these theories tend
to share to one degree or another the views that (1) modern people, values, institutions, and
societies are similar to those found in the industrialized West, that is, the direction of change
tends to replicate that which had already occurred in Western industrial societies; (2) tradition is opposite to and incompatible with modernity; (3) the causes of delayed economic and
social development (i.e., underdevelopment) are to be found within the traditional society;
(4) the mechanisms of economic development also come primarily from within societies rather than from factors outside of the society; and (5) these internal factors (in addition to industrial development) tend to involve social structures, cultural institutions, or personality types.
In keeping with this orientation, empirical studies of sociological modernization tend
to deal with the internal effects of industrialization or other economic developments on traditional social institutions or with the social, political, and cultural conditions that facilitate
or impede economic growth within traditional or less-developed societies. Examples might
include research on the impact of factory production and employment on traditional family
relations or the effects of an indigenous land tenure system on the introduction of cash crop
farming in political.
Even though modernization theory since the 1960s has been dominated by and sometimes equated with Parsons neo-evolutionary theory, it is clear that there is no single modernization theory but rather an assortment of related theories and perspectives. In addition
to those mentioned, other important contributors of theoretical variants include Hagan
(1962), Berger, Berger, and Kellner (1973), Bendix (1964), Moore (1967), Tiryakian (1985),
and Nolan and Lenski (1999). Useful reviews include Harrison (1988), Harper (1993), and
Jaffee (1998).
Since the 1960s, many critiques of modernization theory and the emergence of competing theories of development have eroded support for modernization theory. Foremost among
these are dependency, world systems, and neo-Marxist theories, all of which criticize the ethnocentricity of the modernization concept and the bias in favor of dominant capitalist interests.
The focus of these theories is on explaining the contemporary underdevelopment of Third
World countries or regions of the world in terms of colonization, imperialist interference, and
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neocolonial exploitation of developing countries since their gaining of independence. In these
counter perspectives, both development and underdevelopment are viewed as part of the same
process by which certain “center” countries or regions become economically advanced and
powerful at the expense of other “periphery” areas. Rather than explaining development and
underdevelopment by the presence or absence of certain internal institutions or personalities,
these alternative theories argue that both result from unequal exchange relations and coalitions of interests associated with the structural position of societies in the global economy.
Rather than interpreting underdeveloped societies as traditional or archaic, both underdeveloped and developed societies are contemporary but asymmetrically linked parts of capitalist
expansion. Both are relatively “modern” phenomena10.
Attention to modernization theory in political science has declined as a result of the theoretical and empirical weaknesses raised especially during the 1970s. Nevertheless, it is still
the dominant perspective among government officials and international agencies concerned
with third world development. Hoogvelt has noted its influence on development policies as
follows:
Because modernization theories have viewed the total transformation, that is westernization, of developing countries to be an inescapable outcome of successful diffusion of the Western economic/technological complex, by methodological reversal it is argued that a reorganization of existing social and cultural as well as political patterns in anticipation of their compatibility with the diffused Western economic/technological complex may in fact facilitate
the very process of this diffusion itself. This monumental theoretical error – which to be fair
was not always committed by the theorists themselves – has in fact been made and continues
to be made by modernization policy-makers such as those employed by Western government,
U.N. organizations, the World Bank, and so forth.
Thus, various indicators of social, political, and cultural development (such as degree
of urbanization, high literacy rates, political democracy, free enterprise, secularization, birth
control, etc.) have frequently been promoted as “conditions” for development. Interestingly,
as modern structures and institutions have spread around the world and created economic,
political, social, and cultural linkages, an awareness of global interdependence and of the ecological consequences of industrial development and modern lifestyles has grown. It is now
clear that finite natural resources and the nature of the global ecosystem could not sustain
worldwide modern conditions and practices of European and North American societies even
if modernization theory assumptions of evolutionary national development were correct.
Thus, new visions and interpretations of national and global development have already begun
to replace classical modernization theory.
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