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Introduction



Modelling simplifies a subject, so that it is better understood by all. In this sense and since my early years, my motivation to study knowledge, ideology and action has enriched my thoughts: simplifying a subject can effectively permit everyone to better understand it. There are many reasons for me having this desire and this interest in researching origins was born a long time ago.


Coming from Iran, I have lived through major upheavals which rocked my country. Having experienced the Iranian revolution of 1979, I wanted to understand its roots; to understand the genesis of a revolution in a country without any major economic difficulties. It seemed that no existing theory could explain the foundations of the revolution.Thus, I wanted to adopt a different angle, one which I could make my own. I wanted to carry out an autopsy, to understand the causes and the means, whilst making comparative studies with other revolutions which had taken place at different places and times.


At the University of Tehran, as a student, I began the first official work, but always in a student environment. The topic was vast and interesting: what are the sociological causes of development and/or under-development of a country? Conducting research on the different expounded theories on this topic by ‘Social thinkers’ I noticed how this question had intrigued and captivated many commentators. To understand the project of a society it is interesting to take a global view of the world and its history. From the Old Testament to the myths of China and India to Herodotus, Ibn Khaldoun and Montesquieu, many thinkers and sociologists have discussed the points of convergence and divergence of developed and under-developed countries.


After university, I was thus interested in and enthusiastic about the work of authors, whether Iranian or not, proposing theories about the intelligence or lack of intelligence of Iranians, on their ‘madness’, their objective and subjective understanding of life. For some ‘essayists’, the causes for the backwardness of third world countries, like Iran, were due to illiteracy rates. Not reading and not writing lead to ignorance about the modern world, therefore to the impossibility of being open to innovation, to development, and to having a rational view of things. If one wants to move towards modernity, one must open himself to the West and its ideals. In contrast, other thinkers push Iran to withdraw inwards so as to avoid westernisation and unbridled modernity. It was these ambivalences, these extremes which led me to this research; trying to distinguish as far as possible, truth from falsity, find the balancing point.


This essay is not meant to be pretentious and I hope that it will be addressed. One of the objectives of this work is to propose a theory, using a micro-explanation of individual behaviour and macro-research on the origins of historical changes, to bring in line two main themes of sociology: determinism and the school of understanding. My task is therefore to create a theoretical framework facilitating the study of divergences between the social values existing in the East and the West and thereby offering a clearer view of a founding theory such as ‘the understanding and modelling of interactions’, knowledge of the fundamental philosophical questions.


Concerning the title of this essay, namely ‘Knowledge and Actions’, I should clarify that knowledge is one of the most fundamental topics of discussion in philosophy. It is the founding stone of man’s actions. Knowledge guides all our attitudes and our beliefs and it is for this reason that studying its workings can shed light on its various ‘models’, create a typology of different ideologies and as a consequence, of different types of action. Modelling, in its broad sense, is the abstract representation of a phenomenon in order to facilitate its study. This can help us in theorisation and finally in the construction of a descriptive and explanatory system.


What follows is, I think, a rather new and innovative discourse; even if it isn’t exhaustive. And as is the case with anything new, it demands inquiry and analysis, meaning that I am not entirely certain of its veracity. I am therefore without pretention. If I publish it, it is because I am aware of its imperfection and await to confront it so as to enrich it. I would therefore be happy to receive critical comments.


It is with honour and gratitude as a husband that I thank my wife, for her great support, because, without her, I would not be able to complete this work. I would like to thank Mary Munroe for her work on the English translation of this book.
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Knowledge and Action



The most basic, the most mundane of man’s activity is action. It is the material or symbolic expression of a will to reach a goal. In collective life, individual behaviour is transformed into social action and thus inevitably, into social contacts, provoking a reaction. It is in this way that social interaction comes about.


From the moment of birth, humans are immersed in social actions. Man is never alone which is the reason for which we can say that he is not a psychological being, in the sense of being bent over a psychical monad which separates him from the world, but a social being in continuous interaction with his environment. This socialability is due to the existential need of man. Even if he is subjected to change during his lifetime, transformed by his experiences into an asocial or anti-social person. He is and he remains a social being. According to the majority of sociologists, the concept of social action is one of the most fundamental in sociology, because social action is not only the essential element in the life of man, even when man lives alone, but also - in view of the importance given to this concept - the subject of study in sociology, which can be the object of different interpretations and discussions.


During the 18th century, before sociology became a science in itself, the question of social action was considered in different works of social thinkers. However, in sociology, as a modern science, the discourse on social action is a pioneering discourse. On this basis, we can say that in sociology, the study of social interaction is divided into two main categories: determinism and ‘reactionism’. Clearly, each of these categories has its own methods of analytical approach which compete and sometimes conflict. It is therefore interesting to understand the essential factor of the action of thinkers.


A - Determinism


Determinism is the explanation of individual behaviour by external causes, that is to say, by placing it in pre-established contexts. These patterns are derived from two sources: on one hand, a system of internalised norms, on the other hand, the hierarchical structure of different social positions. The theories of thinkers such as Saint Simon, Karl Marx and Émile Durkheim are to be found in this category. In the first half of the 19th century, Saint Simon effectively spoke of social action to explain the social aspect of what he called ‘the science of history’. The new systems and major changes with which he was confronted, he referred to them as the ‘industrial society’. According to him, the history of European societies took place at different phases: the theological phase, the military phase and finally the industrial phase. Auguste Comte, his secretary, took up the idea of these three phases and called them Theology, Metaphysics and Positivism. In the industrial society, all the social forces are at the service of human dignity. The future elites will come from the working class which is the most fundamental class of society and which is the nurturing class of this new society. Additionally, according to Saint Simon, the historical evolution began after the 1789 revolution, and the best members of society, that is to say, the scholars, labourers, the bankers and the industrialists form a unit of this class.


With this historic change "social organisations" began to change. The major events of this year taking place in Paris were: the occupation of the former prison, the taking of the Bastille on July 14, 1789, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights on 26 August 1789, the popular uprising in Paris on 5th and 6th October 1789, the nationalisation of the Catholic clergy etc... For Saint-Simon, one can recognise the difference between the Ancien Régime and the "industrial society" by the difference that characterises their actions. Action in the Ancien Régime, is essentially based on conflict, defense, military confrontation and war. Whilst in the industrial society, the new form of action is based on production and industrial development as well as creativity. Society then articulates its supremacy by progress and not by confrontation. In this new society, social classes are categorised by criteria concerning positive action: the productive class is the industrial class that positively produces and in concrete terms, is the only active class. ‘Active’, means here that which potentially has the power to create material and cultural goods. The opposite of this industrial class, is the noble class. With no active role, they were considered to be pests. To create a fertile ground for the emergence of an industrial society, one can only rely on the active class, made-up of labourers, industrialists, lawyers ... Every act done by an “active” is a social and political act to raise awareness of the importance of their situation. An active member of society has the power to act. The ultimate goal is to coordinate all activities into a harmonious set of productive actions.
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