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! SOCIAL ‘AND LITERARY STRUCTURES:

) : HOW ;ARE THEY INTERRELATED?

Recep Senti‘u'k*

. Abstract: This paper critically reviews the models of the relationship
b'etwecn literary structures such as narrative and discourse, on the one hand, and
social structures such asjsocial networks, on the other, It first critically analyzes

" the earlier one-sided, non-reciprocal models and continues with a survey of the
more recent feciprocal models which are suggested by scholars from a wide range
- of disciplines. Finally, it outlines how these new réciprocal models can shed more
light on the interaction between literary and social structures. It is argued that
literary and social structures conjointly constitite, through an uninterrupted
ceaseless synergy, 'what; we commonly came to call social organization. This
" paper ‘presents an attempt to change our concept of social organization through
- -reshaping-our perceptiontof language use. o

. ‘Robin‘son'C_rus‘oe'did ‘not need a language. Disconnected completely from human

" society in an isblated island, ‘he lived:for a while a solitary life and functioned without
. Speech. No;-did Adam need a language. As the first and the only man, he had no one to talk
- to: The image of social actot’in the traditional social .theory resembles that of Crusoe or

Adam, for it strips social actor, action and organization away from language. Traditional
social theory conceives speech as a peripheral phenomenon, if not merely an
epiphen()menon; that sociologist can do without.*’

Yet, we are neither Cfusoe, nor Adam, If we elimii}ate Speech from our day to day life,

"0 social organization, from family to state, can survive. “A ‘social system in the present

“sense is not possiblé without language” (Parsons 1964; 34). Furthermore, by uncoupling '

* . .:l'am-most grateful to my former advisor Harrison White from the Department of Sociology, Columbia

~.+ University, New York, who sparked an interest in me about the question explored in this paper. I am also

+- tharikful to my friends from the,Center for Social Sciences at Columbia University who shared my interest,
in: particular, David Gibson and Sheply Orr, Many other friends from Columbia University read the
manuscript and offered their comments. My special thanks to Ali Nizamuddin and John Abdullah Yasin.
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discursive and social processes, traditional social theory created a big gap between two
mutually dependent social planes as well as a discreparnicy between our day to day ;omal

experience and thought.

Coupling the literary and social patterns through a ;e;ip{ocal process provides a_
solution to the question of the relationship between speech and action: The rec1p.roca1 model
does not annihilate the dialectic between words and deeds and maintains the tension between
thé two. The dialectic between words and deeds is a fiindamental and a long established one
to iiterary and social theory. Yet, there are different responses as to }.xt)w these two relate to
each other. Traditionally, either they are treated in complete isolation from-?ach other; or
one is reduced or conflated to the other. Recent alternatives.to th@se,ongsx@qd,;hgqqeg_ .
explore their relationship without reducing or conﬂatir{g‘one' to the other. E_ror.n this.
perspective, a reciprocal or circular causal model to explain the mterplgy,?e;y_«egp htg;gry :
and social patterns replaces non-reciprocal causal models. One of the leading advocates of ~
this new approach is Andrew Abbott (Abbott 1984, 1988a, l9§8b;1_992~a, 1_\9"9:2b,199‘5,> o
Abbott and Hrycak 1990). E R S SURRER :

. Harrison White’s recent atvtemptv also marks a fuﬁdarq_;htal'.,gt}ift m so'chig‘l.'théo.ry :
towards this direction (1992, 1996) which aims to bring language back in. He t;;;p.lo;“gs'{pgw T
sokial ties and narratives are mutually constructed through langnage use and couplesthe ¢

long divorced linguistic and social patterns. By doing 50, he breaks away not only from the’. -
traditional social theory represented by Marx, Weber, Durkheim "éhd‘S’gnmel,.-‘bg; also from

so%cial constructionist approach, originally -formulated.by_Berger and . Lickman,-The
constitutive approach to language, which characterizes _White’s_ yyoxj_‘lg,. ) fu_ndz}mepg v
different from the social constructionist approach, which has pgjgingteq_ rom. the, wor
Berger and Luckman (1967). The concern of thelatter i to explai'pv_‘l.l"?w.;pqur‘concepts an
symbolic -structures are -histbricéﬂy..and,sOCially..'Co'nstructed.»_ Wthh 'alsp ‘vsuggests- 0
reciprocal model. Furthermore, it is grqund‘gd-on the convention gl referen
lahguage as a symbolic means of expression. White’s attempt,
language in the social action through a cifcular' model in-which’

inseparably intertwined!.

Taking the issue on a broader plane, I claim that the viev the relationships’
between lariguage use, narrative and social structure are. fo nc}"ed 9’n a pe'lrtlc.ulyar:’cc_z.ngcpt‘of L
language, whether it is reflective of constitutive of social actior ‘The f‘1rst is based on :che
referential approach to language that concentrates on,hqw language 1s “%ed. solely asa

n the one hand, hé “argues for. “di 2
ch awaréness, he conflates this perspective to: -

1 Shotter’s work reflects an amﬁigu};)usd stam}i) on t"th tu:‘:)
uctionism,” but on the other hand; perhaps without mu iess, ) _ .
Et?g Sté:onventional social constructionism. These: two stands, ‘however, axjeufouqdleg‘ ; ffgrgrr;é .
perspectives to language. “Discursive constructionism ‘of Shotter is,”of course, qocxg_,:;yi;at, t1s-mor
precise’in its focus on' the mutual relationship between language and social oggamzatl,gre e "l'siii
stress on the particular ways the two muthally shape each other." As gn_example, see, Conyers
Realities: Constructing Life through Language (1996) - . :

e
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system of signification and communicatidnz. The latter, however, is based on awareness
that language, in addition to its referential role, serves in establishing and maintaining
inter-personal relations and constructing social networks. Recent literary and social theory,
as I will outline below, gradually move to'this direction (Culler 1988).

Language use, .and thus narrative and- metanarrative, from this perspective, are
reflective, but most importantly, constitutive of social actions, relations, and structures.
Social ties constitute social structures, yet, discourse and storiés shape ties and bestow
meaning upon them. From the interaction of the two, metanarrative emerges. From.an
integrated perspective, narrative and social networks, -both intricately related to each otkier in
subtle and unstable ways constitute a narrative social structure. - . e

One may follow one of the prevailing perspectives and analyze structure of narrative
and social relations separately. However, my purpose here is to explore their mutual
relationship, rather than the structure of each one in isolation from the other—which is
what has conventionally been analyzed. To clarify my theoretical stand, it should also be
noted-here that I subscribe to'structural realism and do not in any way conceptualize social
structures ‘as mere narratives. Instead, my purpose here is to explore the problematic of the
multi-layer complex relationship between content and configuration of a social network.

'Instead of adoptinig a doﬁiiéh’tibn?l non-reciprocal model-that attempts to reduce

. narrative to social structure or vice versa; I will propose a causally reciprocal model® which
will allow:to demlonstrate the interplay betweén narrative and social structure. This model,

at-the same fime, facilitates transitions between macro and micro levels ‘as well as

_qualitative and quantitative aspects of social structure. Oni the micro level, actors are the
~ attributed agency that finds its expression in various forms of narratives created, modified or

seléctiy;gl'}{‘;cc‘v)_‘n‘ygygd‘ by them, as well as in ‘metanarrative activity. The reciprocal model -

- allows us to simultaneously examine both social structure and narrative, or corifiguration of
. the social network and its content, and thus to explore' more' fully what is going on in a

social network. = 7 -

Structuralism has several strains rather than a unified and homogeneous ‘outlook.
Comimon to all these strains is the idea that there exists a structiire to signification, which

“‘can be dis¢erned and explained with the same tools in §ocial and cultural contéxts. .=

Consequently, . structuralism extends methodological models initially ‘developed by
structural linguistics to all aspects of culture and society' (Saussure, Culler 1975, 1988: 17,
Lefkovitz 1989: 60-80). Speaking of the explanatory model used by structuralism, Culler

2. See for instance the'work of William Hanks, Referential Practice. The title of the book clearly reflects the
) referential corcépt of langauge. " ©* - E N
3 - The reciprocal causality'can also be:calléd circular causality. It is.suggested here as an altemnative to. the
- - non-reciprocal causality which is based on a linear causal model. In-the former model the causality works
both ways between the parties whose relationship is under investigation whereas in the lattei-model the
causality is directed only from one side to the other.
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writes, "... as the example of a screntrfrc d1sc1p11ne it suggested to critics that the desire to
be rigorous and systematic did not necessarily entail attempts at causal explanation. An
element could be explained by its place in a network of relations rather than in a chain of
cause and effect” (Culler 1975: 255). Although they both share the same interpretive
framework, there is a gap between literary and social structuralism that needs to-be bridged.

Yet, this gap cannot be bridged, I argue, unless the underlying referential concept of
language is replaced by a constitutive approach to language (See Figure 1: How to bndge
the gap between social and literary structurallsmV)

: .Culturalel).omain; .

Social Network k
Action ‘;{’f ; Speech

Relationship Narratlve o

Social ' therary Pattems

- Patterns -

e BRSNS e e

oo theraryStructures :

Figure 1: How fo bri'd'ge"the gap between social and literary s:tru'c"t_uralism? . :

» The present gap between the two strands of structuralism and then
therefrom is a result of the referential approach to language ThlS is’h
approach can produce only non-recrprocal models that prxvrlege a 'on over speec
the referential approach is replaced by a constitutive approach to language rnost of the

T
i

‘femprooal models SR

: place Its. central ‘question-on-How’ thirigs. aré otdered in socna.l and literary planes (mimesis; - D o
- (telling) ¥§. dzegeszs (showmg)) can'bé traced back to Aristotle and Plato, (Chat:man 32).
* iClassical - Etructurahsm 1solates language from socral relanons and thus suggests a self L
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problems blockm0 the way of social theory in couplmg literary and social processes will be
solved

1. HOW DOES NARRATIVE RELATE TO SOCIAL STRUCTURE?
1 will first critically review the non-reciprocal, deterministic and reductionist models,

before turning to the mutually causal models'. 1 will also show how each model is founded
on a particular concept of language. More concretely, I will outline how non-reciprocal

- models are based on a referential image of language while reciprocal models are. rooted in a

constitutive image of’ language The €xemplary models that I will discuss- below
demonstrate the’. long’ quest among scholars from a broad range of disciplines for an’
interpretive framework that will account: for the relationship between literary and social

. phenomena The puzzle however has yet to be solved

A NON RECIPROCAL MODELS REFERENTIAL LANGUAGE

The referentxal approach allows us only to produce non- remprocal models From this .
perspecnve language refers to “yeality” and thus is only in secondary importance to it.
‘What one=sided theories do can be stimmarized as follows: first, un-couple language use
from social actions and relations, second, réduce or conflate one to the other. Classical -

. structuralism both in social.and-human sciences is characterized by the referentlal approach

to language.-As a reaction- to this approach which downplays the role of language, speech

~ ~ act'theory, with the Jpurpose of elevanng language to the level of action, conﬂated speech to
. -action: and re- conceptuahzed speech as’ actlon (Austm) -

Among the strlkmg examples to non recrprocal models Narratology has a specml :-'.' o

contamed yStém

of reaction against this isolatedand ahlstorlcal classwal approach to language
Deconstrucnomsm, nevertheless, conﬂates language to extra-linguistic phenomena by

. -turning gverything. extra-textual into texts. Speech act theory, on the other hand, with the . -
. purpose of emphasmng the 1mportance ‘of speech- and elevating it to an equal level with . -
* sqcial action, ‘defined. speech’ as'an act which. requires reducmg speech to acts, In

contrad1ctlon Baker argues the opposrte For him, socral patterns can be reduced to
dlsdursrve patterns : - .

“The referential approach problemanzes the relanonshrp ‘between referent and. lan guage -

" sign‘and srgnlﬁed The ‘way'the referent is conceived by tl’l]S approach as the’ glven and the -

f‘ In contrast, speech act theory and deconstructromsm can be seen.as two renown forms Coe



e s i

14 / Recep SENTURK

fixed entity to which speech refers poses problems betause. it is not easy to build a picture
of social organization without including speech. This approach produces a rather Newtonian
mechanistic image of social structure in a two difnensional space. '

A more sociologically oriented referential approach problematizes the relationship
between social context and speech but it takes them as given without looking at how they
emerge in the first place. It also treats them as fixed entities. Yet neither the referent nor the
context can be taken as given or fixed entities because they-are unstable and unfinished
relational constructs. Neither the referent nor the speech are fixed entities. Nor is the
méaning that is believed to be stored in symbolic acts.

1. Narrative without Social Org‘ani"zati'on'

The study of narrative, or Narratology, Enchsh translatton of a French neologism,

narratologie, which claims that the study of nafrative texts constitutes a new science (Bal),
can be seen as a prime example of isolating narrative from its social context: Bal defines
Narratology as “the:theory-of narrative texts™ (Bal 3). For hlm, a narratlve text is “a text in
whrch an agent rekates a narratrve” (Bal 5) : -

, Thls 1solat10nlsm is founded on a referential approach to language whtch is deterrrnned
b}f ‘truth value” Which denotes™“the “reality’-of the- ‘actants. within the actantial:structure”
(Bxal 34-36). Bal argues that events in narrative and outside narrative follow the same- rules,
ye:t he completely dlsregards the significance of this connection in his approach to narrative.
“S‘tructurahsts » ¢laims Bal, “often work from the assimption’ “that the seriss of €vents that
is presented in a story must answer to the same rules as those controlling human behavior,

since a narrative text'would othérwise be impossible to understand” ((Bal 1994:6). The

ancient Greeks referred tothis a mzmeszs that is 1m1tat10n of reahty or merely tellmg what v

happened

Scholes and Kellogg, in- theu book The Nature of Narratzve also contend that for a
narrative to exist theré must be two requisites; 'a story and a.story- -teller (1968: 4, 240). - -

Valid, as this may be, from their perspective, this approach ignores the narrative social

structure in which the story,. the listener and the story-teller are embedded. From their ’
perspective, the sole concern of narrative is to d1scover the pattems in the series of events -

(begmnm middle, and end). Bal surnmarlzes this approach as follows: “Oricé we have

decided which facts can be considered events, we-cén then describe the relatlonshrps which -

connect one event to the other the structure of the serres of events” (Bal 18)4

4 * “A method for obtaining this description'is discussed-in the following: paragraphs “Starting from Barthels. ..
assumption that all fabulas are based upor one model, we can begin to search for a model that is so .

abstract that it may be considered unxversal—unul that is, the model in question is either rejected or
improved. This'model'is then *“laid upon’ the.text that is being investigated; in other words, we examine the
way-in which the concrete events can.be placed in the basiszmodel. The purpose’ .of this work method is
" not to force the text into. a general model and then conclude that the téxt is indeed narrative. Such a

ssimrieiim

[

Social and Literary Structures | 15

The current studies of narrative from the perspective outlined above merely concentrate
on the text, and aim to determine two things: (1) how faithful it i to ‘reality’ it imitates,
(2) how the events in the text are connected to.each other which must also imitate the way
they are inter-connected in the outside world. Both purposes are evidently rooted ina
referential understandmg of languace

2. Soctal Organization w1tho,‘ut Narrative

Referential approach in social and human sciences seés language as a-representation of
the real:and thus in secondary importance to it. From this perspective, speech is seen either
completely irrelevant to'social organization or, at most, its symbolic representation. The
referent, the social, on the other hand, is variably constructed by divergent strands of social -
and literary theory. The outcome is either complete isolation or conflation (Archer 1989) of
the literary to the social. Hence comes an image of social actor resembling to Adam or
Crusoe, strrpped off from drscurswe dimension. : ’

Thrs approach rightly . empha51zes the way drscourse and narrative are soerally
constructed .but. completely ignores how social structures :are in turn narratrvely
constructed: The result is a ‘non-reciprocal causal model, and-thus a reductionist -one.
Narrative, for them, is only a syrnptom while the real meaning lies elsewhere. The task of
the analyst is to debunk the narrative and discover the real meaning. Even as a referential

. systemy language is not stralghtforward it functions indirectly: This approach can be. traced
* back to Marx, if not earliér. Marx conceived literature as superstructure that is produced by
; mfrastructure, thereby pnvrlegmg the latter over the former e e

In contrast to the other foundmg fathers of socrology such as Wéber Durkherm‘and ‘
Srmmel " whe, qurte curiously,”’ remain ‘almost completely silent on the issue of language;

‘discourse- *and narratlve, in-a- few''tangential ‘comiments~he makes; Marx- ‘at-least

acknowledges a“place for laiiginage in the workmg of society. For Marx, language and -

. thought are dependent variables; “that nerther thoughts nor language in themselves form a

reéalm of their own, that they aré only a mamfestatzons of actual hfe” (1978 118) in.

AGerman Ideology, Marx wntes, C iy

Lanvuace is -as old as consciousness, ]anguage is practlcal consciousness-

- that exists also for other ‘mien, and for that reason alone it. rea.lly exists for me
personally as well; language, like consciousness, only arises from the need, the
necessity, or intercourse with: other men. Where there exists ‘a relationship, it

“ gxists for me: the animal does not enter into “relations” with anything, it does
not enter into any,relation at all. For the animal, its’ relation to others does not

procedure could at best be useful for | testmg doubtful cases when trying to specify the corpus Rather, a
confrontation. between a concrete fabula and a general model allows the descriptiont of the structure of

* the fabuld of the text in‘question to be stated more prectsely with regard to the basis. model by which the
specific.structure is placed in‘relief and made visible. ‘A “perfect fit’ as well as any devtauons from the
basrs model can influence the meaning of the text” (Bal 18- 19)

wasls
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exist as a relation. Consciousness is, therefore, from the very beginning a social
product, and remains so as long as men exist at all (Marx 1978: 51)." =~

Literary theorists who subscribe to classical Marxism 'still‘see blanguave as a
superstructure and l1terary structures as representations of a real phenomenon that is socral
relations (Jameson 1981:145-148)3. s

We would therefore” propose the following revised formulation: that

. history is not a text, not a narrative, master or otherwise, but that, as an absent
i cause, it is inaccessible to us except, in textual form, and that our approach to-it
; and to the Real itself necessarily passes through its prior textuahzatlon, its
narrativization in the political unconscious (Jameson 1981: 35) :

Jameson calls narrative a “socially symbolic act," reminding us of .Burke;who,v_also N

called language “symbolic action” (Burke 1966). What Jameson means by this is the act of

interpretation of the text. “Interpretation i is here construed as an essentially allegoric act, N
-which consists in rewriting a given text in terms of a particular interpretive master code”

(1981: 10). Interpretation is an inevitable act because we cannot confront texts

immedlately Hence comes metacommentary, the 1nterpret1ve master code or the political

1deology, that détermines the way we varlably carry on the socrally symbohc -act of
1nterpretatlon : . .

B}

g
B

the dominant metacommentary In this .conpection, Derida’s work, "which represents a

-sqphlstlcated obliteration of the literary in favor of the-social; -comes-to-mind=-His-work-

shows how he reduces the social to the textual by applying a terminology- originally

developed for the textua] to the social. For-him “there is;nothing outside text”:and social.
acts also must be treated as.texts whose referent are power relations: :Derida’s. approach . .-
-reduces-the-text to the- extratextual by-turning: everythlng extratextual into: texteand textsto, -

representatxons (Anderson 1989; Elhs 1989 Kamuf. 1991 8 19)

At a later date, Parsons went further than the eplphenomenonahsm of Marx in. °/

recognizing the necessity of- mcorporatmg language in social theory, yet he did not
seriously pursue this tangent interest. “Language,” he:writes, “as that. concept is. general]y

understood, is'not an isolated phenomenon”. (1968 357) For. Parsons,’ learning language o
which is a necessary condition of becommg part of society, cannot be possrble without -~

entering into social relations. Parsons writes,.

i Theory 8 task should then be to expose the 1mpl1crt master code by deconstructmg

5 “In the spmt of a more authentic dralectrcal tradmon Marxrsm is here concerved as that “untranscendable .

. horizon™ that subsumes such apparently antagonistic or incommensurable. critical ‘operations, Jassigning
them an undoubted sectoral validity within 1tselt‘ -and.-thus at-once. canceling ‘and _preserving ‘them”
(Jameson 1981: 10). Applying this perspective to structuralism; Jameson suggests that theré.are -three,
rather than two, terms to structural analysis. The absent variable, he calls, is hrstory (1981:145:148).:

N lanouage(s) for hi

as our guxdehne the rdea of
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We know quite- defmrtely that the- 1nd1v1dual does not develop lanauaae )
spontaneously -without. undergoing: a socially’ structured learning process in
relation to. others. It is quite definite that this process must be part of a system of
social relations which is orderly within certain limits, however difficult it may be
to specify the limits in detail. It is altogether probable that many protohuman
groups. failed to' make the transition to the human sociocultural level of action
because of failure to fulfill the prerequisites of the emergence of language or of
some other functlonally essentral aspects of culture (Parsons 1964 34).

Furthermore; a 5001al system Parson suggests, is Jmp0331ble without language. Nor
is it possible to reproduce and maintain the social system w1thout the help of language.
Parsons writes,

Thus a socral system in the present sense is not.possible without
language, and without certain Ppatterns of culture,. such as. empirical knowledge
necessary to cope with situational exigencies, and sufficiently integrated patterns .
of expressive symbolisin and of value orientation. A social system which leads to.
too drastic disruption of its culture; for example’ through blocking the processes -

. of its, acquisition, . wottld be exposed to soc1al as well as cultural dlsmtegratron
(Parsons 1964 34) - - .

Although Pa.rsons acknowledged the v1tal nnportance of language for the construction
and maintenance, ofa ‘social system, and refuted the traditional image of social structure

. ‘uncoupled from, the l1terary structure, his concept of language was still heavily influericed

from the prevallmg referential approach to language The primary social functlon of

emitting and. transrmttrng messages, combinations. of linguistic components that-have -

.. specific reference to particular situations™,(Parsons 1968: 357). Parsons-did:not, howeéver,

~-_seriously pursue: his

- literary -and social practlces as T-will show in the. remamder of th1s paper, was left to the ‘
future generatlons of 3001al and hurnan sc1entrsts : -

etest to its . logrcal ends, Consequently; the task - of .conjoining - -

contemporary perspective.

regulated” and “llngurstrcally medlated” social interactions; He.borrows the latter two

concepts from Mead and- Durkhelm respectlvely in order to overcome the limitations of

Weber’s. purposive, activity and. ratronallty .This, e suggests can happen. through “takmg
ion™; (Habermas 1989 1, 2) :

Wwas transmitting meaning: “the use of language is. a: process ‘of. -

;.One of the frrst serrous attempts to ,add thJs Irussmg d1mens1on, that is. language to .
socral theory is Habermas ‘who suggested to “linguistify” social action. Habermas attempts
+-in h1s The Theory. of Commumcanve Actzon to append the linguistic dimensionto the ©: -
v works of the’ foundlng fathers’ of soc1ology by cross- femllzlng and retoolmg them from a
is project is to reconstruct the’ .concept of society- as “an ideal -
. communication community,” founded on a conceptual framework -of “normatively-: -
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Another prominent example of one who foregrounded the role of language in'social life
is Foucault. Yet, his work is also characterized with referential approach to language and-
conflating the literary and social to each other in different stages of his career. Since, he had

different minds at different times, it is daunting to treat Foucault’s work as a coherent body.

“In his earlier work, where ‘discourse’ was presented as an dabstract
structure of thought, it was also viewed as uninfluenced by non-discursive
elements like interests and power, Consequently at this stages he had to ~

{ emphasize the arbitrariness of discursive changes, which was effectively to

: conclude that cultural dynamrcs can be.described but cannot be grasped

' theoretically. In his later work he switched his stress.to the other side of the.
divide and overemphasized the role of pawer in constituting knowledge, which
now became relative to Socio-Cultural contingencies. However, such
contingencies were viewed. as patternless processes where domination was - -
confronted by a recalcitrant ‘agonism’, a sort of inveterate thirst for struogle, -
independent of particular’ condrtlons Consequently, the later. work endorses the
arbitrariness of Socio-Cultural interaction because no.account is-given of why,
when, or. how people do struggle (Archer 1989 xvm) T

N The above survey demonstrated that the referentral approach to languace would allow s

on]y non-reciprocal and reductionist explanatory models of the relationship between literary
vand social patterns. - The non-reciprocal model can only- be achieved by doing vrolence to

5,

tand.language and conflate or reduce the 11terary phenomenon to the social phenomeéron or

One can -see frorn the above survey that non- recrprocal frameworks marked an

. important stage of development in the way’we had perceived the' relat1onsh1p betWeen_; RS b
‘language and social organization. Reoardless of their reductionism, they 1ncreasrng1yi B
stressed the importance of language ‘and its place in 'social life, which was a non-isstie it~

the classical period of social theory. They may evén be considered to have.prepared the

ground for the arrival of recrproeal models because- they did half of the task by drawinga’ - i

causal line going from the social to the literary, only to be comphmented by another causal

line going from the literary to the social. These stages can be seen as different phases i 1n the -

.‘query for an answer-to the question on the relattonsh1p between words and deeds

£

The ceaseless synergy between words and deeds we recently canie to know ‘can’ only '

be demonstrated by applying a constitutive outlook to languagé. This imiterrupted interplay

between narrative and.social structure is best demonstrated by a reciprocally causal model of -

Fboth- linguistic and-social structures. They:for the:most part reflect the bias'against’ speech

ttempt to treat the latter in terms created initially-for the former. None of these models can!
fficiently captire the  ifiterplay Betwesh™ literary and Social” stictiires. THE"Tegent
orrentatron in thls ‘quest, however moves rrghtfully towards a recrprocal model based on a'
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culture and social structure. Saussure the founder of modern structural hngursncs can be
considered to be the first to notice this' strong connection although he did not elaborate on it
much and his views on this issue have not been appreciated until recently However, as I
will- show below, it is rncreasmcly adopted by scholars among socral scientists, literary

. theorists, and hngutsts

Both-social and human scientists in increasing numbers have come to accept a
constitutive view of language and to explain the relationship between language and social

- dction through reciprocal models: In the reciprocal model, causalrty works both ways.

Traditional non- reciprocal models on the other hand, suggest a one-way causality. I will -
show. below just by way of exarnple that in the social sciences, White, Sewell,

Abrahamson and Fombrun, Somers, and Emirbayer and Goodwin have. varrably suggested
such a model. Culler also provides a survey of- scholars from various disciplines who
adopted this approach (Culler. 1988 15). There are others who would be dlffrcult tob.

»renurnerate here nor 1s it necessary to provrde a catalog of them

- Literary theonsts and hngursts also 1ncreasmg1y acknowledge the relatronsmp between

’. hterary and social phenomena Contemporary literary theory in its various strains- shares a. .
.common interest: connectlng the literary and the non-literary” (Culler 1988: 23) The .

hnoursts whose ideas I will discuss below, as representative examples include Silverstéin

~and Licy wrth special empha51s on their work about’ metalanouage in partrcular reported "
_ . speech. Ong s work on orahty and 11teracy -will also be discussed in this conjunction
. because it can be used to tdentrfy the 1mpact of the oscillating modes of narrative between
“the verbal and the wrrtten on the soCral network of the soc1a1 actors who swrtch between ‘
these modes of narratron ’ '

1'. Saus:s'ui‘_e"on _he"l‘{e‘l' ons ip" :between Socxety and Language

If Saussure is the flrst architect o structurahsm in the modern sense, then heis also

" the frrst to acknowledge theurelatlonshlp' between socral and 11terary prOeesses More

- credit, he demonstrated that socrety and languacre cannot be’ 1mag1ned separately, nor can' . ., . »
, ,‘they be reduced to each other Yet as a lrngu1st he concentrated on “language as a socra .

“fully address the mechanlsms that connected these two mseparable and mutually dependent
' planes Thls was thus Teft to the future generatrons
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the language

N

the linguistic community'

Figure2: Language, time and community.of speakers '

According to Saussure, as Figure 2. illustrates, the connectmg mechamsm between'

language and the community of speakers is time. “Language is no longer free, for time will
allow the’ social forces-at work onit to-carry-out: their-effects’.(Saussure.78).. Change and
cont1nu1ty are jointly produced by the mteracuon of language and the community of
speakers—wh1ch are- connected through time. Saussure: continues, “Thls brmgs us back-to.

the prrnc;lple of continuity, Wh]Ch cancels fregdom. But cont1nu1ty necessarlly 1mphes»

Change, varying degreés of shxfts iri thie relationship between the mgmﬁed and the- s1gn1frer
ESaussure 79). ‘ . - . B

a\.\ R

iy It 1s evident that Saussure reco gmzes a dynarmc rnutual dependence between language

4nd the discourse community ‘without conflating or reducing one to_the other Saussure. - :
discusses reductionist views and rejects them. For Saussure, hterary and social mechamsms T
are so intrinsically coupled that the whole field of, language can be subsumed under the utle S

,of soc1ology

'

Saussure, is a “social fact, "a term possrbly borrowed from Durkheim, and jointly owned

by all social sc1ences, yet, 1t cannot be reduced. only 10 a “soc1al fact” either:: leewrse R
speech is a soc1al act and requires ¢ at least a dyad or the “speaking « 01rcu1t :as. Saussure calls

it, to take place "Saussure clanns, “The act [speech] requrres at Jeast two. persons, that is:the
minimum number necessary to complete the circuit” (Saussure 11) Language, argues
Saussure, belongs to the individual (m1cro structures) and to society (macro structures);
therefore it must be studied on both. planes. Saussure calls the former “‘speech’” (langage,
parole) and the latter, “lanwuage” (langue)6 Srmrlarly, there are diachronic and synchromc

6 “But what is language [langue]" Itis Hot to ‘be confused W1th human speech [langage] of which it is- only s
a definite part, though certainly an essential-one. It is both 4 social product of the:faculty of speech and a- - -

collection of necessary conventions that have been adopted by a social body to permit individuals to
exercise that faculty. Taken as a whole, speech is many-sided and heterogeneous; straddling several

He asks, ‘must language be combmed w1th soc1ology‘7” (Saussure 6) However, he;»
concludes, this would not be correct because it would lead to reductionism: Language, for. . ..
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structures on both micro and macro levels. It is possible to map Saussure’s query for
structures in the following way (See Figure 3: Map of Saussure’s query for structures).

Synchronic

Macro

Micro ‘
(Language)'

" (Speech)

- Diachronic

Figure 3: Map of Saussure’s query for s,tructuresv
2. therary Theorlsts. Narratlve and Social . Actlon

‘ Bu1ld1ng on Saussure s v1sron, lrterary cr1t1cs expanded structurahst query in two ways
ﬁrst to the dlrectlon of daily narrative by emphasizing the: sn’mhtude between the structures
of 11terary and non- l1terary texts; second, to the dll‘eCT.lOI‘l of social. llfe by emphasxzmg the( .
interplay between social and l1terary processes. "These two developments are’ interrelated:.
Once l1terary theory successfully claimed daily language use, it became p0331ble to
investigate its relationship with daily-life from a lrterary perspecuve ThlS expanston in
focus gave unprecedented pnmacy to language in the mterpretatron of soc1al actio S

therary theonsts employ a consntutwe approach to- language nd arm to demonstrate -
the crucial role of language in the construction and re-generatlon of social identities, control
mechanisms, and structures. Reciprocal causality is ‘used as 4 method to connett literary and ~
social mechanisms; Culler provides 4 Tist of literary theonsts Wwho subscnbe to reciprocal -

' models in the relanonshlp between l1tera1y and soc1al phenomenon (Culler 1988 15)

Thanks to their re—def1n1t1on of their paradrgm, the 1nﬂuence of l1terary theorlsts
expanded to .areas. that were traditionally left to other d1301phnes sich' ag hlstory,

] anthropology, polmcal sc1ence soclology and psychology Increasmg numbers of scholars

areas srmultaneously——physrcal physmlogwal -and psychologxcal———xt belongs to’ the 1nd1v1dual and to”
society; we cannot put it into any category of human fact, for we cannot discover its-unity” (Saussure 9).
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from these disciplines revise the conventional approach that deglect the role of language and "

begin to problematize the relationship between their subject matter and language use.
a. Barthes: Narrative Constitution of a Spectacle

Barthes argues that “narrative’ s function is not to represent, it is to constitute a
spectacle » 7 For Barthes the coherence, unity, and naturalness of the text out of sequence
are “myths” to be denied by the critic whose task is to ceaselessly break and interrupt the
farrative text, and disregard its seemingly natural divisions (Barthes 1974: 13-16; 1988: 95-

150) 8 Barthes’s tool in doing that is Semrology Sernloloay/Semlotrcs9 is ongrnally,

suggested by the Swiss lmgurst Saussure.

Saussure postulated semiology (frofn the Greek semion, sign) as that which would
study ‘the life of signs within society.’ (Saussure 16). Saussure envisioned that hngu1st1cs
should remain only as a part-of semiology, and he acknowledged that the success- of his™
linguistics was due to this approach. The project. was. to be taken up Iater by Barthes.
Semiology is not primarily concemed with the content, thus the referential dimension, as
such-but with the forms that enable sounds images, gestures, etc. to functron as. signs
(Monarty 1991: 23).

i Barthes questions the referential approach not only to.language but also.to all soc1a1
slgns and problematizes what it assumes as natural. Like Bakhtm, he' stresses the

¢ommunal structure needed for language and the: meaning to be possible: Barthes,.

furthermore, sees the role of listener;-or‘the Teader; more important. thari the teller or the

author. Barthes proclaimed “the death of the author” by shifting the author1ty _on meamng .
from the author to. the 1eader through reversmg the tradmonal 1mage of the way in-which

meamng is p1 oduced.

Classmal crltmsm has never been concerned w1th the reader, for that o
criticism, there is no other man in literature than the one who writes. We are no. .
longer so willing to be the-dupes of such annphrases, by which-a. socrety ‘proudly -
recriminates in. favor of precisely- that it discards, ignores, muiffles, or destroys;. -
we know that in order to restore writing to its future, we must reverse the myth: *
the birth of the reader must be- requlted by the death of the Author (Barthes 1989 e
[1968]). 3 .

7. “Society is a spectacle he [Barthes] can help explam, by revea]rng to us. some of the mechamsrns by
. which it obscures its artificiality” (Sturrock.1979: 61)
8  “We shall therefore star the texf, separating in the mantier ‘of a minof earthquake the "blocks of -

signification.of which reading grasps only the smooth surface, imperceptibly soldered by the movement of

sentences, the flowing discourse of narration, the “naturalness of ordlnary language" (Barthes ]974 15)
See also Hayden ‘White (1987:.35-36) and Stuirock (1979: 52-80).

9 The term ‘semiotics;” deriving from the American phrlosopher Charles Sanders Plerce i§‘now more '

generally accepted than semtology, semiologie.
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Denying the complete authority the author and the sign/word traditionally enjoyed is
necessary. for a more comiplete understanding of the way in which the social sign system, a
part of which is language, operates in producing and reproducing the social system.
Nothing should be seen in these processes as natural and must be put under critical i 1nqu1ry,
especially claims of authority.

Here we discern the total being of writing:” a text consists of multiple
_writings, proceeding from several cultures and entering into dlalogue, into
" parody, into contestation; but there is-a site where this multlpllcrty is, collected;
and this site is.not the author, as hitherto been claimed, but the reader: the reader
is the very space in which are inscribed, without any of them being lost, all the"
citations out of which a writing is made; the unity of a text is not in its origin but-
in its destination, but this destination can no longer be personal: the reader is a -
man without history, without biography, without psychology; he is only that
someone who holds collected into one and the same field all of the traces' from
which wntrng is constituted (Barthes 1989 [1968]).

3. _‘Li‘ng'uists: .Discoursé 'andb Social Action

Slmrlar to hterary theorlsts an rncreasmg number of lrngmsts also problematrze the
relatlonshrp between pattern in discourse and socral action. Drscou [
pragmatics are partrcularly concerned with the ways lanauage construct and i 1s constructed'
by.social organization. In this connectron the works of Sllverstern, Lucy and Ong ‘are’
espec1ally 1rnportant

a Sllversteln Reﬂexwe Language and Reported Speech
The recent attempt to foreground metallnaurstzc actxvrty and the reﬂexrve aspect of .
natural or ordrnary language is significant not only for studies of language s "uctur i '
but for all" research in the human and social sciences wrth ani interestin; dlscourse s well
(Lucy 1993 1-4). This new orientation, departs fiom and elaborates furtheron the

hE constitutive role of- language Most of -our talk is about talk, others or outs; past ot future o
. which is: called reﬂexwe language oL metalanguage If our language drd not have the

reﬂexrve capacrty it has now, we would not be able to cominent our other talk and ‘

o consequently, our daily life would: be-impaired. “Thls [language] use. depends in crucial
' _ ways on the reflexive capacrty of language, that is the capacity of language to represent its
.own structure and use, including everyday metalinguistic activities: of repomng,

: ‘characterrzlng, and commentmg on speech” (Lucy 1993: l) : :

Reported speech unrque to the human language (Hockett 1963 13, Lyons 1977,

'Sllvelsteln 1976: 16, Lucy 1993:79, Goibért), is a crucial metalmgurstrc activity.

“Amona the most important such exphcrtly reflexive activities is reported speech speech

~which purportedly re-presents another specific. speech event” (Lucy 1993: 2). Thus, the

patterris in reported speech present a specral interest for soc1al network analysts Reported -
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speech has an extremely important role in the way social networks are constructed and
maintained. Reported speech is also especially important in building indirect ties with those
who are in different time and space from the social actors. Soc1olog1sts using methods
from social network analysis and metalinguistics, can thus show the parallelism between
the uniqueness of human language and the uniqueness of human social organization.

5
i
¥

i

The reflexive power of language and its various uses in everyday life are currently
explored from three perspectives; (1) the logico-linguistic tradition which, from a réferential
approach to language, makes a distinction betwéen languaae that refers to objects (object
lanvuage) and that which refers to other language events (metalanguage); (2) the semiotic-
functional tradition which emphasmes the centrality of metacommunicative framing of all -
language use; (3) the literary performance approach which foregrounds the use and power of
reflexive speech in transforming existing contexts, especially in verbal arts. ' :

Silverstein’s work on metapragmatics aims to delineate the patterns and structures~»~
involved on this newly discovered plane as well as ‘metapatterns emerging from its. W
relanonshlp to (mere) pragmatics and its object, whether its the same, differént or fictive
speech event. Silverstein argties that socxal/dlscurswe interactiof” i§ contmgent pon
concurrent operation of the three planes, ordinary speech pragmatxcs and metapraomatics
Indexicals, which serve as pragmatic and metapragmatlc s1gnals tie these planes to each
lother and to the social context in which speech event occurs. Bach interaction, from th_lSA
perspectlve creates an “interactional” and a “denotational” text (Sllverstem 199 ‘

!

To achieve or accomplish the laying down of (at least on
text in ‘and by disciirsive ifiteraction thus requires thatin  additio
indexical semiotic- functions of  presupposition and entailment; the functional
modality of pragmatlcs that discursive. interaction literally. consists.of, there be,
simultaneously’ in play another functlonal modahty, that of 1 i
here, the metapragmatic functzon of occurrmg sign-form
“iniplicitly hodels the indeXical- 31gn-m~context relatlonshlps as” everit-seg; ents
of interactional text. Without metapragmatic. function. sxmultaneously An’‘play
with whatever prgamatic functlon(s) ‘that may be in discursive interaction, there:is : .+
no possibility of .interactionial coherénce... Understandmg discursive interaction .: . ..
as events of such-and-stich type is precisely, having a model of 1nteract10nal text:
(Silverstein 1993: 36- 37) '

Silverstein deflnes his concept of denotauonal text as follows

Such a. text, Wthh many theorists tend to 1dent1fy 1ncorrectly with- - .-+ -
interactional text;-has seeming concreteness to’ the extent that referring-and-
predicating are und‘erstood as the central, or even-exclusive, purp’osive functions -
of discursive interaction (cf. most information- -processing or. logical- v1ews of.- the‘
coherence of dlscurswe mteractton) (deerstem 1993 37) ' : : ‘

s ;conversatlon to-
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Silverstein’s analysis employs a constitutive approach to language and metalanguage -

- to. demonstrate the sophisticated operation of language in several planes in continuous | ;.

interaction with each other as well as with the social context. In the process both the social

and the 11n0ulstlc ~which make each other possﬂJIe in the first place, are mutually produced - - -

and reproduced.

ngmstlc phenomenon has mululayers in the way Silvestein perceives it. There is
language and metalanguage pragmatics and metapragmatics. The interrelationship between . '
these levels in add1t10n to their relationship to the social action, is the new problematic

-Silverstein brought to llngmsncs Silvestein aims to show how:these levels-are
. differentiated from each other and how they dynamically interact in the social process. Such- ) -
a multllayered image of language opens up new possiblilities that classical uni-layered
-approach to language does-not afford. I argue that employing such an image better reveals-

the interplay. between discursive and social patterns on the level of metalanguage
b. Ong Changmg Modes of Narrative between Orahty and Literacy
Sllverstem s work sheds llght on the mlcro Tevel 1nteract10n between language and: ;

social action: The macro level interaction and the historical processes therefrom still beg'an .
explanation. Ong s work on the macro level analysis of interaction between’ chancnng

.modes of discourse and somal change complements, I can say, Silverstein’s, micro, level e
analy31s . . | . L .

I
[

~
. Kl

Itis well known to. soc1al s01ent1sts that the changmg modes of productlon affect'

5001al structure. How about changmg modes of discourse? Do changing modes of narrative: . .+ -
v ;also affect. soc1al structures” Ong answers this question pos1t1vely and undertakes the task of ; ..
explormg the impact of the transmon to writing, and its sequel, to print; on. soctal order
" He atternpts to unearth the origins: and the consequences of the changing 'modes. of discourse .
. “in - our social -life. - The rnedlum and the technology used in the produchon and -
: mmketlng/dlssemmatlon of. narratlve had unde1 gone historical changes," From” oral o
 ffom writing to print,. from print to electronic media, What are the "~
_“correlates. of these changes of d1scurs1ve p1oduchon in our social life, their or1g1ns and
. consequences” Saoer .

I

» " To say that a great many changes in'the psyche and in culture connect thh
the passage from orality to|writing is not to make vvntmg (and/or its sequel
print). the Sole cause of all the changes. The conneétion is not a- matter of

. reductionism but. of relationism, The- shift from. orality to writing 1nt1mately .

- interrelates with more psychic ‘and social developrnents than we have yet noted,

‘ Developments in food production, in trade, in political: orgamzatlon, in religiots.. o
institutions, in technologlcal skills, in educational|practices, in means ‘of

: transportahon in family orgamzatlon, and in other areas of human life all play”

_ their own’ dlstmctlve roles. But most of ‘these developments and mdeed very 't
hkely every oné of them, have themselves being affected often at great depth, by . .
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“the shift from orality to literacy and beyond, as many of them has in turn affected
this shift (Ong 1995: 175).

The macro level analysis of interaction between discursive and social patterns will
probably gain more interest as we move now into a new stage with the advent of the
computers and the Internet. We already observe how communities emerge in cyperspace,
how they conflict with each other, and how they strive for control. They even commit
crimes. The New York based local newspaper, The Village Voice published an article titled,
“A Rape in Cyberspace or How an Evil Clown, a Haitian Trickster, Two Wizards, and a
Cast of Dozens Turned a Database into a Society” (Dibbell 1993: 36-42). The -article
describes how a rape took place on the Internet and how the community reacted, after long
debates, by capital punishment. Of cdurse, both the crime and the punishment were virtual
as was the community itself, consisting of people on their computers from miles away.

I have come to believe that they [his experiences within the virtual
community where the rape and reactions against it took place] announce the final -
stages of our decades-long passage into the Information Age, a paradigm shift
that the classic liberal firewall between w_qu and deed (itself a product of an earlier -

i paradlgm shift commonly known as the Enhghtenment) is not likely to surv1vew
intact... th® commands you type into a computer are a kind of speech that doesn’t
so much communicate. as _make, thmgs happen, directly and ineluctably, the -
same way as pullm‘7 a trigger does. They are incantations, in other words, and
anyone at all attuned to the technosocml ‘megatrends of the Tmoment-—from-the
growing dependence of economies on the global flow of intensely fetishized
words and numbers to the burgeoning ability of bioengineers to speak the spells
_written in the four-letter text.of. DNA-——knows.that i the loglc of. the incantation is-
raprdly permeatmg the fabrlc of -our lives. . :

His expenence on LarnbdaMOO shook 1f not completely changed the pohhcal views -

of Libbell about freedom of speech and the hberal distinction between speech and action—:-

which constifutes a remarkable example on the far reachm0 ramlficatlons of changlng;
modes of discourse. “The more serlously 1 took the notion’ of . virtual rape the less senously ’
I-was-able to take the notion of freedom of speech’ w1th its tidy d1v131on of the world 1nto“ )

the symbolic and real” (Dibbell 1993: 43)

I can no longer convince ‘myself 'that our wishful insulation.of language .
from the realm of action has ever been anythmg but a valuable kludge, a
philosophically damaged stopgap against oppressron that ‘would just have to do.
till something truer and more elegant came along. Am I wrong to think this’ truer,
more elegant thmg can be found on LambdaMOO [the name of the’ computer where
the aforementioned database is saved]? Perhaps I continue. to seek it there,
sensmg its presence Just beneath the surface of every mteractxon (lebell 1993
42). . R I

Yet the old modes of discourse never:completely recede due to 'theiadvent .of new
technologies of discourse: As.the invention of cars did not make the bicycle disappear, the

i S

i
f
!
i
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' electronic: med1a will not completely replace the other modes of discourse. Computers did.

not replace the pen and paper. Nor did writing substitute for oral conversation. Perhaps, the
electronic media, just as writing and printing, will open new possibilities for social
orgamzatlon by reproducmc it, and by being reproduced by it.

4. Social Sc:entrsts Language and Social Organization Conjoined

An mcreasmg number of social scientists, as I mentioned earlier, apply a mutually-
causal model to the relationship between literary and social patterns. The scholars whose

works reviewed below should be seen only as examples because the purpose is not to . .

provide a catalog of names who subscribe to this view but rather to map a recent '
orientation among social scientists from various disciplines. I will briefly review the views.
of Sewell, Emirbayer and Goodwin, Abrahamson and Fombrun Somers Stemmetz and

Hart, and finally White.

In contradxctmn to Baker’s non-reciprocal mode], Sewell develops a causally rec1procal
model concerning the relatlonshrp between culture and structure. For him, "symbolic:

-activity both shapes and is shaped by phenomena not reducible to symbolic rneamng—-for

example, mterpersonal communlcann networks...Texts should be seen as social products: .

‘that have social consequences” (Sewell 1994: 32). He explains his model in the following
way: "They are linked to extratextual realities both through their-authors;-who creatively. .-

use existing linguistic conventions to carry out their socially:formed. intentions;-and-by

-readers, who are influenced by texts but also interpret them--again, creatively--in terms of

their own socrally specific identities and interests" (Sewell 1994:.37). Sewell’s perspective
is an-important mdlcatxon of departure from reductlomsm towards a recrprocal model

(1 992)

e Emlrbayer and Goodwm also suggest a recrprocally causal model in order to account
for the * mult1p11c1ty of structures--socxetal as well as cultural-—w1th1n ‘which actors are

- situated in any given morment." They propose that "[t]hey [network analysts] would -do well
- also to thematlze the" complex ways in ‘which actors' identities are’ cultural]y and

normatively; as well as societally,’ determmed--the empmcal mterpenetratlon in other
words, of those cultural and social structures.... !' They tryto develop "a truly synthetic
account of social processes and transformatrons that takes into consideration not only.
structural but also cultural and discutsive factors..." (Emlrbayer and Goodwm 1994)

Abrahamson and Fombrun explam the relatxonshrp between culture and social structure
by a “circular mﬂuence process.” "Most 1mportantly," they write, e spec1f1ed & circular
influence process. between value‘added. networks and macrocultural homogeneity:
Interorganizational cooperative and competitive mterdependence both shape macroculture
and are stabilized and perpetuated by the macroculture they engender" (Abrahamson and
Fombrun 1994: 750). :
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Somers, Steinmetz, and Hart also subscribe to causal reciprocity, although in varying
terms. Analyzing their work, Sewell writes, "like all five authors in this series, Steinmetz
addresses the rather different question of how narratives shape the lived history--the question
of what Margaret Somers calls "ontological narrativity" and Steinmetz himself. calls "social
narratives." The premise of these articles is that narrative has what Janet Hart calls a "dual
role": it is not only a means of representing life, used self-consciously by historians,

novelists, and storytellers, but a fundamental cultural constituent of the lives represented” -

(Sewell 1992: 482-483).

a. White: Mutual Construction of Ties and Stories

For Harrison White narrative reflects and constitutes ties while ties presuppose and =
generate stories. White explores the intricate ways identities, ties and stories interplay to -
produce a social structure. His emphasis is on the attempts of control and how these,
attempts relate to identities, stories and ties. "Stories," writes White, "are essentral vehicles -~

for elaborating -networks..." (1992: 67). "Stories describe the ties-in networks (1992 65)
for actors and onlookers (1992: 69)," and constitutes them. "A tie becomes constituted with

story, which defiges a social time by its narrative of ties" (1992: 67). "Stories come from ‘

and become a medium for control efforts that is the core" (Whrte 1992: 68)

,, Control efforts, .for .-White, result. from. and develop dnito multrple and multilevel -

identrtres. intermeshing with each other to form a social organization (1994; 3- 64, 312-
316). Embedded within a broader social organization, identity"is a‘relational"concfept

drﬁferent from “self™ and “personahty -Contentions ‘and contingencies produce identities in" -

social action while identities generate action. “Identity,” as defined by- White, “is"any source
of action not explicable from. biophysical regularrtres and to which observers can attribute

meaning” (1992: 6). Identities; like ties, are narratlvely constructed, They are rnultlple and et
multilevel, each accompanred -with-a-set of:- storreswagam exhrbrtmg~the 1nterp1ay ‘between - - -
thé literary and the social. Identities remain’as Sites of conflict and can. survive only if. “theyr ) .

fall into self—reproducrng confrguratrons whrch mducts as 1t embeds an 1dent1ty 1nto stlll L

further social organization”™ (1992:. 23)10 ST R

White stresses that switching language is the key process to demonstrate the .

interdependence between, and the coevolution -of, social and discursive structures. In the

process of switching talk, social actors and their tie remain the same, though modified by

the newly added content, whereas the stories and the way they are told undergo change.

10. . The embedding social organization, for White, must be percelved in its spatial (social-and physrcal) and
témporal (synchronic and diachronic) context. For instance, in the hadith transmission network, ages later,
narrators--whose identities are formed and embedded in the context of the larger stricture: aré called to

contention over identities gave rise to the flux of identities for narrators through time even after their
demise. In a clientelist structure, such as the isnad system, if the identity 6f ories patron‘is' irt jeopardy, sd

is his or hers. By defending the identity of one’s patrons, and their patrons ad mﬂmtum .one defends hls or.

her identity which derives directly or indirectly from theirs.

take sides as friends and foes to criticize and defend the identities of their predecessors. The ceaseless

©1.71039). T will. alsouse-both ‘synchronic and diachronic swrtchmg of language and network to’
. shed-light'of the structure of dominance, or power/authorrty, in-a narratively: constructed: = -
- social network :
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_ Stories, or more clearly the accounts of what happened are continuously and selectrvely

' altered through reflexive accountrngs

" Ties.of & type are both"network and domain, both relation and talk. It is
talk that switches, no tie~and certainly not persons, they being deposits and.”
‘byproducts of the process. The substance of a tie lies in what reflexive.

. accountings are: accepted in that network-domain as warranties, and in what are the
_presuppositions and entailments. These can all together be approxrrnated as a-
particular set of accepted stories. Thus, within a particular micro-historical
setfing, the tie is also a boundary, which comes as the envelope of a joint
selectlon process dcross story set (White 1996 1042) -

Whrte aims to extend the discursive reﬂexrvrty, which we discussed earlier, to social:

“interaction and firmly tie them to-each other. For him, reflexivity characterrzes ‘both™

discourse and social interaction. Hence comes the challénge of managing our accounts and
ties via careful and/or $pontaneous switchings which results in a greater’ chal]enge

.~ managing the ambiguity in drscourse .and social relations 1n presence of onlookers the
. pubhc ‘ )

. In continuing reflexive processes of mutual perception,. the switchings.to - :
publics: being negotiated. may not appear abrupt.or even be marked, either by. -
those relatiens that go along in that switch or by-those that do not. At least at
micro scale of dyad, there can be many realizations of publics that are. strategic
But. pubhcs may Sustain - censoring among fellow. temporary inhabitanits,.
censoring which accords with some culture-wide code of politeness rather than the S
concerns of specrﬁc network domarn (Whrte 1996 1056) ) o IR

Swrtchrng between networks can be synchromc or drachromc Swrtchrng between the

former as. Whrte argues; is necessary for the rise of: language regrsters Narrativé; on the -
- other. hand comes. from' and survives through diachronic swrtchrngs between network:
o dornamf to which it: glves life ‘at the first place. Dlscursrve patterns, as White foregrounds,

“evolves-if mutual accommodation with some. form of dormnance order” {(White: 1996:" -

I outhned above how the quest to account for the relatronshrp between words and deeds;
took various turns. The: .examples T reviewed in_ this connection are far from. being

“exhaustive.. There are many others whose work I could not discuss here due to'space. =

comstraints- stch as Geertz, Bruner, Tilly, Bearman and Shotter as well as others from

divergent disciplines contributing to the development of a recrprocal model as an altematrve"

to the linear model.

1 demonstrated wrth the above survey that the move towards rapprochement between; .

'hterary ‘and social structuralism on the issue of relatronshrp between literary and social
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patterns in diverse fields reinforce each other. Increasing numbers of scholars from divergent
fields have recently come to acknowledge that neither narrative and discourse, nor action and
speech can be uncoupled. Instead they attempt to couple them through a circular model. In
the introduction of his book, Language in the Inner City: Studies in the Black English
Vernacular, Labov formulates this interpretive framework succinctly: “it [the language use]
defines and is defined by the social organization 27 (Labov 1984: xiii).

. II. HOW TO BRIDGE THE GAP BETWEEN LITERARY AND SOCIAL
STRUCTURALISM? : :

Literary and social patterns, brought to bear upon each other jointly produce
metapatterns Metapatterns produce metastructures..“What does one gain, what does one
perceive,” asks Volk, by moving through these layers of comprehension?” (Volk 1995:1),

The answer is “Patterns of patterns—metapatterns” (Volk 1995:1). Human social-.

organization is thus a metastructure, as I see it, conjomtly produced by patterns in speech
and action. Speech is perceived to be a distinctive capablhty of humans which has its

- undeniable Tole in their -social-actions- and ‘rélations-which dlstmgmshes human social

orgamzanon from those of animals (Whrte 1992) Consequently, an image of social
orgamzatton which is stripped from lancuage is ho longer human. What i$ gamed by
couplmv literary and soc1a1 processes as meta' att' ns 1s th1s drstmctlv nature f human

socml orgamzatron Tommermm o
l.
i

Such an image can be created by brlngmo hteraly and socral sttucturahsrn to. bear upon

"each other which would replace the rather mechamstlc and non- -reciprocal models of soc1a1 »

process (Abbott and Hrycak 1990a, 1990b; Abbott 1984, 19884, 1988b; 1992a, 1992b

1995). In recent decades, structurahsm has miade- conszderable advances in social and l1terary :

fields. These rather 1solated attempts produce segmented, understanding of language and

' 'soc1ety ‘which recent studles try to integrate to construct a more comprehensive image of
social and literary processes. Yet there 1s stlll a gap between the socral and hterary »

structuraltsm S I

Social and Discursive Authority

" One example of how such an 1ntegrated approach can enhance our understandmg would

be the issue of social power. Although social and d1scurs1ve ‘power always come together,
the common practice today in human and social sciences is to use one, from a linear causal
perspective, to explain the other. Since they always exist together, it is easy to advocate
‘both models: social power leadlng to dtscursave authonty, or. discursive power leadxng to
sotial authority. ‘ :

Yet, both the centrality of an actor m a social ietwork and-his discursivé-power are
contingent upon each other. The onlooker may see.only the manifest discursive power and

‘ ,language use 4
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be mislead by this appea.rance to ignore the socidl aspect of that power. For instance, Baker

writes, “political authority is, in this view, essentially a matter of linguistic authority”

(Baker 1990:4-5). In demonstrating the mutual dependence between social and discursive
powers attributed to actors in their social networks, we cannot rely on the t1ad1t10nal non-

rec1procal models on the relatlonshrp between literary and social patterns.

Each social network is at the same time a cultural domain (White 1996). In other

words, the borders of a discourse community overlap with the borders of a social network.

Conventionally, the question of power has been treated separately on both planes that led to .
reductionist interpretations. The sociological problem, from this perspective, has been tc -

determine which has primacy over which. Some have argued that the social plane has
supremacy, while others argued the opposite. In contrast, from an integrated perspectlve

' that I hdve outlined above, we can ‘expect new questions to emerge. For instarice, how does

socml and discursive power/ot der mutually produce and reproduce each other? Why do somal

~ . actors with soc1a1 authonty have the discursive authority as well?

L C‘QNCLUSION: C‘OUPLING LITERARY AND SOCIAL PATTERNS =

One can extrapolaté from the above critical survey that there is a large-scale movement
in human and social sciences towards bridging the gap between varjous, st ands “of structural

query. This new crientation adopts a’constitutive approach to lanouage as. opposed 'to’
_ traditional referential approach It also' adopts a non-linear.image of social, process’as’ "

opposed to conventronal non- re01proca1 models Armed by these constitutive approaches to

" language and a- rectprocal model for the interplay between hterary and soc1al processes, the
N rrapprochement between the two lmes of sttuctural query grow s

Socrologrsts have lorig 1nternahzed the referential approach to languaoe that resulte in* R
: pnvrlegmg actlon over speech Yet social action is impossible to imagine without spev h Lo

However,’ the ref ential approach bIocked the way of establishing the connection be

between actron and speech to construct and re-construct soctal structures

, The above account also demonstrates that the relattonshlp between words and’ deeds,
more specxfrcally between narrative and social structure, should not bé taken as a binary
drchotomy, but rathér as'a rnutually producnve and constitutive dialectic. It became clear -
that there are problems in estabhshmg and maintaining such a dichotomy because;speech -

‘ “socxal process wrthout reducmg or conflatmg one to the other. ‘But, the‘ . L
recent constifutive approach to language as I showed above, allows us to show the synergy '

can be perceived as act and act can be percetved as speech due the fuzzy border betwéen -

" them. Yet, the’ d1a1ect1c and the tension should be maintained while the difference between
~ the two is explmted in estabhshmg a constitutive apploach to language whlch 1n turn, E
’ would allow us to understand somal action and relations. better c

i
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The fallacy of conflation no more holds, giving way to the recognition of the. relaﬁye
autonomy of, as well as mutual interdependence between, the literary and social structures.
The Crusoe or Adam-like image of a social actor in literary and social theory is 1ncreasm°1y
being replaced by an image that can stand more to everyday exprience.
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