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ABSTRACT

The concept of social solidarity is one of the most enduring contributions of Emile Durkheim
to classical sociology. It lies at the core of his understanding of how societies maintain
coherence, stability, and moral order amidst growing complexity. Durkheim defined social
solidarity as the “cohesion and integration” that binds individuals together within a moral
community. Through his seminal works The Division of Labor in Society (1893), The Rules of
Sociological Method (1895), and Suicide (1897), he distinguished between two fundamental
types of solidarity— mechanical and organic—to explain the evolution of social cohesion
from traditional to modern societies. This research paper re-examines Durkheim’s concept of
social solidarity through a contemporary lens, exploring its theoretical foundations,
transformations, and relevance in understanding modern social challenges such as
globalization, digitalization, individualism, and social fragmentation.



Durkheim’s analysis was rooted in the belief that moral and social integration is essential for
the survival of society. In traditional, pre-industrial communities, solidarity was
mechanical—based on shared beliefs, customs, and collective consciousness. Individuals
were bound by resemblance, performing similar tasks and adhering to common norms.
However, as societies industrialized, specialization and the division of labor intensified,
giving rise to organic solidarity, which emerged from interdependence rather than similarity.
In this new moral order, individuals differed in function but were united through mutual
reliance. Durkheim viewed this transformation not as a moral decline but as a necessary
adaptation to social differentiation.

This paper argues that Durkheim’s conceptual distinction remains crucial for interpreting the
dynamics of social cohesion in the 21st century. In the contemporary world, marked by
globalization, technological advancement, and pluralism, solidarity has acquired new
meanings. While traditional bonds have weakened, new forms of connectedness—such as
professional networks, digital communities, and global citizenship—reflect the persistence of
organic interdependence. Yet, these modern forms of solidarity are fragile, often
undermined by economic inequality, cultural polarization, and digital alienation. The rise of
individualism and neoliberalism has further eroded collective moral consciousness, leading
to phenomena such as social isolation, civic disengagement, and mental distress.

By reinterpreting Durkheim’s framework, this research investigates how social institutions,
digital technologies, and global ethics can regenerate solidarity in fragmented societies.
Drawing on contemporary sociological debates, it argues that the crisis of solidarity in
modern times is not a complete dissolution but a reconfiguration of social ties. Durkheim’s
legacy thus endures not merely as historical theory but as a vital lens through which to
understand and rebuild moral cohesion in the face of modernity’s contradictions. Emile
Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity remains one of the cornerstones of sociological
thought and continues to shape the discipline’s understanding of the moral foundations of
society. Through his major works—particularly The Division of Labor in Society (1893), The
Rules of Sociological Method (1895), and Suicide (1897) —Durkheim offered a
comprehensive theory explaining how societies maintain cohesion amid increasing
differentiation and complexity. The concept of social solidarity lies at the heart of his
sociological vision, representing the moral and normative glue that binds individuals
together, ensuring stability and continuity. This research reexamines Durkheim’s ideas
through a contemporary lens, exploring how mechanical and organic solidarity operate
within modern societies characterized by digital connectivity, globalization, and
individualism. The paper argues that Durkheim’s framework not only retains its analytical
power but also provides valuable insights into addressing contemporary challenges of
alienation, social fragmentation, and moral disintegration.



Durkheim introduced the dichotomy of mechanical and organic solidarity to distinguish
between traditional and modern forms of cohesion. In pre-industrial societies, solidarity was
mechanical, based on similarity, shared beliefs, and collective consciousness. Individuals
were integrated through religion, kinship, and common values. However, as industrialization
advanced, society evolved into one of increasing differentiation. Here, solidarity became
organic—founded upon interdependence and the division of labor. Individuals were no
longer bound by resemblance but by mutual reliance on one another’s specialized functions.
The transformation from mechanical to organic solidarity represented not the decline of
moral unity but its reorganization according to new functional requirements.

In the 21st century, the tension between individual autonomy and collective integration
persists in new forms. The growth of technological systems, global capitalism, and digital
communication has restructured the very conditions of solidarity. While digital media
connect individuals across vast distances, they also promote superficial interactions and
echo chambers that challenge moral cohesion. Similarly, neoliberal economic systems foster
competition over cooperation, weakening social trust. Durkheim’s insights into moral
regulation and the need for collective conscience thus resonate powerfully in this era of
social dislocation. His warning about anomie—a state of normlessness resulting from
weakened moral regulation—finds contemporary parallels in phenomena such as online
radicalization, social isolation, and political polarization.

This research aims to reinterpret Durkheim’s theory of social solidarity in light of these
transformations. By connecting his classical framework to modern developments in digital
sociology, globalization studies, and social psychology, it demonstrates how solidarity
remains the key to understanding and sustaining social order. The study concludes that the
durability of societies depends on their capacity to renew moral bonds amidst diversity.
Durkheim’s message, therefore, is not confined to the 19th century; it is a timeless reminder
that without shared values and mutual dependence, even the most advanced societies risk
moral disintegration.



Introduction

The question of what holds societies together has remained one of the most fundamental
and enduring concerns of sociological inquiry since the very emergence of the discipline.
Among the classical sociologists, Emile Durkheim occupies a central position for his
systematic attempt to uncover the moral foundations of social order. For Durkheim, the
problem of social cohesion was not merely an abstract theoretical puzzle but an urgent
existential concern rooted in the dramatic transformations of his time. Writing in the late
nineteenth century, an era shaped by rapid industrialization, accelerating urbanization, the
decline of traditional religious authority, and the rise of scientific rationality, Durkheim
confronted a society undergoing profound structural and moral upheaval. He feared that the
weakening of traditional bonds could lead to moral disintegration and social instability. In
response to this crisis, Durkheim advanced the concept of social solidarity as the central
moral and structural force that binds individuals into a coherent social whole. Social
solidarity, in his framework, refers to the degree of social integration, shared moral
regulation, and collective belonging that allows societies to function as unified entities
rather than as disconnected individuals.

Durkheim’s broader intellectual project was deeply motivated by his concern with what he
interpreted as the moral crisis of modernity. The gradual erosion of traditional communities
based on kinship, religion, and shared customs, combined with the growing emphasis on
individual autonomy and personal achievement, threatened to weaken the collective
conscience that had historically regulated social life. The disintegration of religious authority
further intensified this crisis, as religion had long served as a primary source of shared
values, moral discipline, and social meaning. In his seminal work, The Division of Labor in
Society, Durkheim argued that although modernity dissolves earlier forms of social cohesion
based on similarity, it simultaneously produces a new form of solidarity rooted in difference
and interdependence. As societies become more complex, individuals no longer resemble
one another in beliefs, occupations, or lifestyles. Instead, they become increasingly
dependent upon one another through specialized economic and social functions. Durkheim
viewed this transformation as historically inevitable and functionally necessary. However, he
emphasized that the critical challenge for sociology—and for society itself—was to
determine how moral cohesion could be sustained under these radically new conditions of
social organization.

Durkheim’s famous distinction between mechanical solidarity and organic solidarity
provides the conceptual foundation for understanding this transformation of social
cohesion. Mechanical solidarity characterizes traditional, small-scale, and relatively
homogeneous societies in which individuals share a common moral consciousness, similar
beliefs, and collective rituals. In such societies, the individual is largely submerged within the
collective identity, and social integration is achieved through resemblance rather than
differentiation. Law in mechanically solidary societies is predominantly repressive, as



punishment serves to defend the sacred collective norms against any form of deviance that
threatens social unity. In contrast, organic solidarity defines modern, industrial, and
pluralistic societies where social cohesion emerges from the complex interdependence
created by the division of labor. Here, individuals are integrated not because they are similar,
but because they perform different yet mutually necessary functions within the social
system. Law in such societies becomes largely restitutive, aiming to restore disrupted
relationships and maintain functional balance rather than impose moral conformity through
punishment. This transition, for Durkheim, symbolized the historical shift from collective
uniformity to functional cooperation.

Durkheim’s analysis powerfully anticipated many of the deep contradictions that continue to
define modern social life. Among these are the enduring tensions between freedom and
order, individual autonomy and collective constraint, personal aspiration and social
regulation. His concern with anomie—a state of moral deregulation that arises when social
norms fail to regulate behavior effectively—remains strikingly relevant in contemporary
societies. In today’s world, shaped by globalization, technological acceleration, economic
liberalization, and cultural pluralism, individuals experience unprecedented levels of choice,
mobility, and personal freedom. At the same time, they also face profound emotional
disconnection, identity uncertainty, and moral confusion. The weakening of stable social
norms, combined with the speed of social change, produces conditions that closely
resemble Durkheim’s description of anomie. His insights into the moral consequences of
economic, technological, and institutional transformation therefore continue to offer a
powerful framework for diagnosing modern social pathologies such as alienation, anxiety,
social isolation, and rising mental distress.

The significance of Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity extends far beyond the
boundaries of academic sociology and deeply influences contemporary debates in politics,
economics, and ethics. It provides a foundational framework for understanding a wide range
of social phenomena, including civic engagement, public trust, institutional legitimacy,
corporate responsibility, social inequality, and mental health. In an era marked by declining
social capital, growing political polarization, misinformation, and weakening institutional
trust, the question of how solidarity can be renewed has become increasingly urgent.
Durkheim’s vision of a society bound together by moral commitment rather than by coercive
force suggests that durable social order depends not merely on laws and regulations, but on
the cultivation of collective conscience, empathy, mutual responsibility, and shared moral
purpose.

Against this theoretical background, the present paper moves from Durkheim’s classical
formulation of social solidarity to its contemporary reinterpretations in the context of
globalization, digitalization, and neoliberal capitalism. It examines how the historical shift
from mechanical to organic solidarity corresponds to deeper transformations in social



structure, moral regulation, and individual identity. The study also explores how these
processes manifest within today’s digital and multicultural environments, where social
bonds are increasingly mediated through technology and global networks. Furthermore, the
paper analyzes how the erosion of solidarity in modern societies gives rise to conditions of
anomie, alienation, and fragmentation—developments that directly resonate with present-
day crises such as loneliness, widening inequality, identity conflicts, and cultural dislocation.

Ultimately, the central objective of this study is to demonstrate that Durkheim’s concept of
social solidarity is not a relic of classical sociological thought but a living and dynamic
theoretical framework capable of explaining contemporary social challenges. By revisiting
and critically reinterpreting Durkheim’s ideas, the study affirms that solidarity remains the
fundamental moral foundation upon which the stability, integration, and future survival of
human societies must rest. Without renewed forms of moral integration adapted to modern
conditions, even the most technologically advanced and economically developed societies
risk experiencing deep social and ethical disintegration.

Literature Review

Emile Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity has remained one of the most extensively
studied, debated, and reinterpreted ideas within sociological scholarship for more than a
century. Since its original formulation in the late nineteenth century, the theory has
continued to influence classical sociology, modern social theory, and contemporary
interdisciplinary research addressing globalization, digital transformation, political
polarization, and moral cohesion. The literature surrounding Durkheim’s work demonstrates
not only the historical importance of his ideas but also their remarkable adaptability to
rapidly changing social conditions. By engaging with both foundational texts and recent
theoretical developments, this review establishes that social solidarity continues to serve as
a vital analytical tool for understanding the dynamics of social integration, collective
morality, and human belonging in complex societies.

Durkheim first introduced the systematic concept of social solidarity in The Division of Labor
in Society (1893), where he sought to explain how societies transition from traditional to
modern forms of social organization. In pre-industrial societies, he identified a form of
cohesion that he termed mechanical solidarity, sustained by the homogeneity of beliefs,
customs, and moral practices. Individuals in such societies were integrated through a
powerful collective consciousness that dominated personal identity. Social unity was
maintained through shared religious traditions, kinship bonds, and common moral values.
Law under mechanical solidarity was primarily repressive, meaning that punishment served
to defend the moral boundaries of the community by harshly sanctioning any deviance that
threatened collective integrity.



In contrast, Durkheim argued that modern industrial societies give rise to organic solidarity,
a form of social cohesion grounded not in similarity but in differentiation and
interdependence. As the division of labour expands, individuals become increasingly
specialized, performing distinct social and economic roles that contribute to the survival of
the social whole. Social order in such societies depends on mutual reliance rather than
moral uniformity. Accordingly, law becomes largely restitutive, aimed at restoring social
relationships rather than enforcing moral conformity through punishment. This transition
from mechanical to organic solidarity represented a fundamental transformation in the
moral and structural basis of society. Durkheim did not view this shift as a decline in morality
but as its reorganization under modern conditions, although he warned that inadequate
moral regulation could result in social instability.

The mid-twentieth century witnessed renewed engagement with Durkheim’s ideas,
particularly through the work of Robert K. Merton, who further developed the concept of
anomie to explain deviant behaviour arising from the disjunction between culturally
prescribed goals and socially available means. Merton’s reinterpretation extended
Durkheim’s moral analysis into the domain of stratification and inequality, illustrating how
breakdowns in social regulation could generate crime, alienation, and social disorganization.
Similarly, Anthony Giddens, in The Constitution of Society (1984), reconnected Durkheim’s
concern with moral integration to his theory of structuration, arguing that social solidarity is
continuously reproduced through the recursive interactions between individual agency and
social structure. For Giddens, solidarity is not merely imposed by institutions but is actively
sustained through everyday social practices.

Another significant body of literature engages with Durkheim’s treatment of anomie, which
has become central to sociological analyses of modern alienation and social disintegration.
Scholars such as Robert Bellah and Richard Sennett have explored the moral consequences
of excessive individualism within modern capitalist societies. Bellah’s Habits of the Heart
(1985) demonstrates how the dominance of individualistic values weakens communal
responsibility and shared moral commitments. Similarly, Sennett’s The Corrosion of
Character (1998) examines how unstable work environments and flexible capitalism erode
long-term trust, loyalty, and social identity. Both works strongly echo Durkheim’s warning
that unregulated individualism undermines the moral bonds necessary for collective life. In
the same tradition, Zygmunt Bauman'’s theory of liquid modernity (2000) portrays the
erosion of stable social ties as a condition of moral and emotional uncertainty, capturing the
fragile nature of solidarity in an era of constant social flux.

Durkheim’s influence extends powerfully into contemporary studies of globalization and
digital culture. Sociologists such as Manuel Castells and Ulrich Beck have argued that new
forms of social interdependence have emerged through global networks, digital
communication systems, and transnational risk structures. In The Rise of the Network Society



(1996), Castells suggests that digital technologies produce a condition of “networked
individualism,” in which individuals are socially connected through decentralized
technological systems rather than through traditional communities. This transformation
reshapes the foundations of solidarity, creating new modes of association that are
simultaneously expansive and fragile. Similarly, Beck’s theory of the risk society highlights
how global environmental, economic, and technological risks generate new forms of moral
and social interdependence across national borders.

Contemporary research in political sociology has further revived Durkheim’s ideas in the
context of declining civic trust and democratic participation. Robert Putnam’s influential
work Bowling Alone (2000) provides extensive empirical evidence of declining social capital
and weakening collective participation in the United States, demonstrating the erosion of
organic solidarity within modern democracies. Putnam argues that reduced civic
engagement weakens institutional trust and undermines democratic stability. Similarly,
Pierre Rosanvallon’s The Society of Equals (2013) explores how widening economic
inequality threatens social cohesion by eroding trust, reciprocity, and shared moral purpose.
These studies reinforce Durkheim’s original insight that moral and social integration are
indispensable for stable political life.

Durkheim’s relevance has also been strongly reaffirmed in contemporary research on mental
health, suicide, and social well-being. In Suicide (1897), Durkheim empirically demonstrated
that weak social integration and moral regulation significantly increase suicide rates. Modern
sociological studies on loneliness, depression, and community breakdown consistently
confirm Durkheim’s findings. The growing mental health crisis associated with social
isolation, economic insecurity, and digital alienation reveals the continued validity of his
theory. Moreover, Richard Wilkinson and Kate Pickett, in The Spirit Level (2009), provide
empirical evidence that societies characterized by greater equality also exhibit stronger
social cohesion, better health outcomes, and higher levels of collective well-being, directly
supporting Durkheim’s moral sociology.

Finally, neo-Durkheimian scholars such as Steven Lukes and Randall Collins have revitalised
interest in Durkheim’s moral sociology by extending his ideas into ethics, political theory,
and micro-sociology. Lukes, in Emile Durkheim: His Life and Work (1973), situates solidarity
at the heart of Durkheim'’s ethical vision of society as a moral entity. Collins, in Interaction
Ritual Chains (2004), develops a micro-sociological model demonstrating how solidarity is
continually produced through shared emotional experiences, rituals, and social interaction.
These perspectives affirm that solidarity is not a static condition but a dynamic social
process constantly regenerated through communication, emotion, and collective action.



In sum, the literature on Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity reveals its extraordinary
theoretical flexibility and enduring relevance. From classical functionalism to contemporary
analyses of digital culture, globalization, inequality, and mental health, scholars have
continuously extended and reinterpreted Durkheim'’s ideas to address evolving social
realities. His central insight—that societies endure only through moral integration—remains
the bedrock of sociological understanding. The lasting significance of social solidarity lies in
its dual nature as both a structural necessity and a moral ideal. In an age marked by
fragmentation, inequality, technological disruption, and cultural pluralism, revisiting
Durkheim’s thought offers not only theoretical illumination but also a profound moral
imperative—to rebuild the bonds of empathy, cooperation, trust, and shared responsibility
that sustain the human condition.

Research Methodology

The research methodology of the present study, titled “Durkheim’s Concept of Social
Solidarity and Its Contemporary Relevance,” is carefully designed to examine the evolution,
interpretation, and contemporary application of Emile Durkheim’s sociological framework of
social solidarity within the broader context of modern and globalised societies. Since the
study is fundamentally theoretical in nature, its methodological orientation does not rely on
numerical measurement or statistical testing but instead prioritises philosophical
interpretation, conceptual clarification, and critical theoretical engagement. The
methodology therefore emphasises close textual reading, comparative theoretical analysis,
and conceptual synthesis as the primary tools of sociological investigation. The central
objective of this methodological approach is to reconstruct Durkheim’s original conceptual
framework and systematically reinterpret it in light of contemporary social realities such as
globalization, digitalization, neoliberalism, and cultural pluralism.

1. Research Design and Philosophical Orientation

This study adopts a qualitative, interpretive, and analytical research design, firmly
grounded in the constructivist epistemological tradition. The constructivist paradigm holds
that social reality is not passively discovered as an objective fact but actively constructed
through historical, cultural, and interpretive processes. Knowledge, from this perspective, is
shaped by meanings, symbols, and social interactions rather than fixed universal laws. Since
Durkheim'’s theory of social solidarity is deeply embedded in the moral and structural
transformations of society, an interpretive methodology allows for a deeper and more
nuanced understanding of his theoretical categories and their relevance in the
contemporary world.



The study follows a theoretical-descriptive method, which involves systematic reading,
critical comparison, and analytical interpretation of both primary and secondary sources.
Historical sociology is employed to situate Durkheim’s ideas within the specific socio-political
and cultural conditions of nineteenth-century France, a period marked by industrial
expansion, secularisation, and institutional transformation. At the same time, comparative
sociology is used to examine how Durkheim’s ideas resonate with, diverge from, or influence
later sociological theorists such as Talcott Parsons, Anthony Giddens, Zygmunt Bauman, and
Jirgen Habermas. This dual approach ensures that Durkheim’s theory is understood both in
its original historical context and in relation to contemporary sociological debates.

2.Nature and Scope of the Study

The nature of the present research is conceptual and theoretical, rather than empirical. Its
primary focus is on examining Durkheim’s conceptualisation of social solidarity as the moral
foundation of society and extending this framework to interpret present-day social
challenges. The research deliberately avoids the use of quantitative surveys, statistical
models, or experimental methods, as the central concern of the study lies in moral
regulation, collective conscience, and social integration—phenomena that are most
meaningfully understood through qualitative interpretation.

The scope of the study is comprehensive and multidimensional. It includes an examination
of the historical development of the concept of solidarity within Durkheim’s sociology, the
theoretical relationship between mechanical and organic solidarity and their relevance in
contemporary contexts, and the application of Durkheim’s concept of anomie to modern
conditions of social disintegration, individualism, and digital alienation. The research also
extends Durkheim’s framework to interpret solidarity in the light of globalization,
digitalization, neoliberal capitalism, and cultural pluralism. In addition, the moral, cultural,
and institutional implications of solidarity for sustaining social cohesion in the twenty-first
century form a central part of the analysis. This broad scope ensures that the study goes
beyond mere textual interpretation and actively engages with ongoing sociological debates
on community, morality, and modernity.

3.Sources of Data and Literature

The study is based entirely on secondary sources of data, which include classical sociological
texts, contemporary academic research, peer-reviewed journal articles, and theoretical
commentaries. The primary sources for understanding Durkheim’s thought consist of his
major original works, including The Division of Labor in Society (1893), The Rules of
Sociological Method (1895), Suicide (1897), Moral Education (1902), and The Elementary
Forms of Religious Life (1912). These texts form the theoretical foundation for analysing the
concept of social solidarity and its moral dimensions.



In addition to Durkheim’s own writings, the study draws upon interpretive works and critical
analyses by leading sociologists and social theorists such as Talcott Parsons, Anthony
Giddens, Jeffrey Alexander, Zygmunt Bauman, Robert Bellah, Randall Collins, and Jirgen
Habermas. Contemporary discussions of solidarity, digitalization, and globalization are
further informed by modern sociological works such as Manuel Castells” The Rise of the
Network Society, Robert Putnam’s Bowling Alone, and Bauman’s Liquid Modernity. By
integrating classical and contemporary sources, the study constructs a diachronic
understanding of solidarity across different historical phases of social transformation.

All sources are evaluated on the basis of their relevance, academic reliability, and theoretical
contribution. Scholarly databases such as JSTOR, Google Scholar, and Taylor & Francis Online
are used to access peer-reviewed literature, ensuring the academic integrity and
authenticity of the research material.

4.Method of Data Analysis

The study employs qualitative content analysis and thematic interpretation as its principal
analytical techniques. These methods involve identifying, coding, and categorising key
theoretical concepts derived from textual data in order to uncover recurring patterns,
contradictions, and conceptual developments. The analysis proceeds through three
interconnected stages.

The first stage consists of detailed textual interpretation of Durkheim’s primary works to
extract core theoretical constructs such as mechanical and organic solidarity, collective
conscience, division of labour, moral regulation, and anomie. The second stage involves
comparative and contextual analysis, where Durkheim’s framework is compared with later
sociological theories to explore theoretical continuities and divergences. For instance,
Durkheim’s moral sociology is examined in relation to Habermas’s theory of communicative
action, Bauman'’s concept of liquid modernity, and Giddens’ theory of structuration. The
third and final stage focuses on contemporary application, where Durkheim’s concepts are
used to analyse modern social phenomena such as digital individualism, social
fragmentation, declining institutional trust, and the crisis of community in globalised
societies. This three-tiered interpretive strategy ensures that Durkheim’s ideas are treated
not as static doctrines but as evolving analytical tools capable of addressing modern social
conditions.

5.Theoretical Framework

The study is grounded in Durkheimian functionalism, which holds that each element of
society contributes to the maintenance of social order and stability. However, this classical



functionalist foundation is complemented by neo-Durkheimian and critical sociological
frameworks that recognise the fluid, contested, and dynamic character of modern solidarity.
The theoretical framework integrates three core dimensions: structural-functional analysis
to examine how institutions such as family, education, religion, and law contribute to social
cohesion; moral sociology to understand the role of shared values, norms, and collective
conscience in shaping social behaviour; and contemporary social theory, drawing on thinkers
such as Bauman, Giddens, and Beck to reinterpret solidarity within the contexts of
globalization, risk society, and digital modernity. This multidimensional framework allows
the study to analyse solidarity as a structural, moral, and communicative phenomenon.

6.Ethical Considerations and Reflexivity

Although the present study is theoretical in nature, it strictly adheres to the ethical
principles of academic integrity, intellectual honesty, and respect for intellectual property. All
sources are properly acknowledged and cited following standard academic conventions.
Since the topic of social solidarity involves normative concepts such as morality, cohesion,
and social order, the researcher also practices reflexivity, understood as continuous self-
awareness regarding personal assumptions, cultural positioning, and interpretive bias. This
reflexive posture ensures transparency and strengthens the credibility of the theoretical
interpretations offered in the study.

7.Limitations of the Study

The study acknowledges several limitations. The primary limitation lies in its theoretical
orientation, as it does not employ quantitative or empirical data to test Durkheim’s
propositions directly. While this allows for conceptual depth and philosophical richness, it
restricts the generalisability of the findings. Secondly, the study relies predominantly on
Western sociological traditions. Although references to global and multicultural contexts are
included, the research could be further enriched by incorporating non-Western perspectives
on solidarity drawn from Asian, African, and indigenous intellectual traditions. Finally, the
application of classical theory to contemporary digital and globalised social conditions
involves a degree of interpretive extrapolation, which, while theoretically justified, requires
caution in empirical generalisation.

8.Justification for the Methodological Approach

The chosen methodology is fully justified by the nature of the research problem. Durkheim’s
concept of social solidarity is inherently moral, philosophical, and theoretical in character
and therefore cannot be adequately explored through quantitative measurement alone. A
qualitative interpretive approach allows for a deeper engagement with meanings, values,
and symbolic structures that underpin social cohesion. Moreover, Durkheim himself
emphasised the moral and normative dimensions of sociology, viewing it as the study of



collective morality and its transformation under modern conditions. The present
methodology therefore reflects Durkheim’s own intellectual vision.

9.Expected Outcomes of the Methodology

By adopting this interpretive and comparative methodological framework, the study aims to
achieve several key outcomes. These include a comprehensive understanding of Durkheim’s
original conception of social solidarity, a theoretical reconstruction of solidarity as a living
moral principle in modern social contexts, a critical application of Durkheim’s framework to
issues of globalization, digitalization, and individualism, and the generation of conceptual
insights for strengthening social integration and moral education in the twenty-first century.

Data Analysis and Interpretation

The analysis of Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity clearly reveals that his theoretical
framework remains one of the most profound and enduring contributions to both classical
and contemporary sociology. Durkheim’s theory was fundamentally rooted in his search for
the moral foundation of society and his concern with how social order could be maintained
amidst rapid structural transformation. His distinction between mechanical solidarity, which
characterises traditional and homogeneous communities, and organic solidarity, which
defines modern and differentiated societies, provides a powerful analytical tool for
examining social cohesion across historical periods. The present analysis is based upon a
close engagement with Durkheim’s primary texts, subsequent interpretations by major
sociologists, and contemporary social phenomena such as globalization, digital
communication, and economic inequality. Together, these dimensions test the continuing
durability and relevance of Durkheim’s ideas in the modern world.

The first analytical layer focuses on the moral dimension of social solidarity. Durkheim
consistently emphasised that solidarity is not merely a structural condition arising from
institutional arrangements but fundamentally a moral force that binds individuals through
shared normes, values, and collective responsibility. In The Division of Labor in Society, he
argued that as societies evolve and become more complex, they must develop new moral
systems capable of regulating functional differentiation and specialised social roles. When
such moral regulation weakens or fails to adapt to changing social conditions, anomie
emerges as a condition of normlessness in which individuals lose their sense of belonging,
purpose, and restraint. When interpreted in contemporary contexts shaped by digital
culture, neoliberal capitalism, and globalization, Durkheim’s diagnosis appears strikingly
accurate. The weakening of communal bonds, the rise of extreme individualism, and the



growing prevalence of mental distress strongly mirror his original analysis of anomie in
industrial societies.

The second interpretive layer examines the relationship between solidarity and law, which
Durkheim regarded as the most visible symbol of collective morality. He argued that
repressive law corresponds to mechanical solidarity, while restitutive law reflects organic
solidarity. In modern societies, the legal system increasingly reflects contractual
relationships, institutional regulation, and restorative justice, thereby indicating a shift
toward organic solidarity. Empirical observation of global governance further supports this
interpretation, as seen in the expansion of human rights law, environmental regulation,
corporate accountability, and international humanitarian frameworks. These developments
reflect Durkheim’s restitutive model, which prioritises restoration of social balance over
punishment. However, the persistence of authoritarian governance, mass incarceration, and
punitive criminal justice systems in many parts of the world indicates that repressive norms
still operate within modern societies. This suggests that the transition from mechanical to
organic solidarity remains incomplete and uneven.

The third analytical dimension concerns the social division of labour and interdependence.
Durkheim viewed specialisation as a progressive force that fosters cooperation and mutual
reliance among individuals performing different social functions. Yet, contemporary
economic realities reveal a significant paradox. While globalization has intensified economic
interdependence at a global scale, it has simultaneously intensified inequality both within
and between societies. The global supply chain exemplifies organic solidarity at a macro
level, where nations are deeply dependent upon one another for goods, services, labour,
and resources. However, this interdependence often lacks moral reciprocity. Economic
exploitation, uneven development, and environmental degradation expose the moral
fragility underlying global economic integration. This reality suggests that Durkheim’s
functional vision of solidarity must be expanded to include ethical interdependence, not
merely economic coordination.

The fourth dimension of analysis connects Durkheim’s framework to digital society. The rise
of the internet, social media, and artificial intelligence has profoundly transformed social
relations, producing what Manuel Castells describes as “networked individualism.” Digital
communities exhibit elements of both mechanical and organic solidarity. They resemble
mechanical solidarity because users form online groups around shared identities, ideologies,
and beliefs, often characterised by strong in-group loyalty and moral absolutism. At the
same time, they reflect organic solidarity through dependence on complex technological
infrastructures for communication, work, and social interaction. However, these forms of
virtual solidarity frequently lack moral depth and stability. Algorithmic segregation, echo
chambers, misinformation, and online hostility intensify social polarisation rather than unity.
This emerging form of digital anomie, in which moral norms become fluid, unstable, and



fragmented, strongly reflects Durkheim’s warning about the loss of moral regulation in
highly differentiated societies.

The final interpretive layer focuses on Durkheim’s legacy in contemporary social theory.
Modern theorists such as Jeffrey Alexander and Jirgen Habermas have extended Durkheim’s
vision by emphasising cultural and communicative dimensions of solidarity. Alexander’s “civil
sphere theory” redefines solidarity as the moral foundation of democratic life created
through shared narratives of justice, inclusion, and collective responsibility. Habermas, in
turn, conceptualises communicative action as the central mechanism of moral integration in
pluralistic societies, where solidarity emerges through dialogue, mutual understanding, and
rational consensus rather than coercion. These interpretations confirm Durkheim’s enduring
insight that social order cannot be sustained by economic or political systems alone; it
requires shared moral understanding and communicative reason. The overall analysis
therefore confirms that Durkheim’s theory of social solidarity remains not only analytically
powerful but essential for diagnosing the moral and social crises of contemporary life.

Findings and Discussion

The findings of this research strongly reaffirm the continuing relevance of Durkheim’s
sociological vision in the contemporary world. The central and most significant finding is that
social solidarity remains the moral backbone of society, without which neither
technological progress nor political reform can sustain genuine human flourishing.
Durkheim’s distinction between mechanical and organic solidarity continues to provide a
reliable framework for understanding how social bonds evolve across historical and cultural
contexts.

The first key finding is that solidarity in modern societies has become increasingly functional
but morally weakened. The interdependence created by economic specialisation and
technological systems closely resembles Durkheim’s organic solidarity, yet it often lacks the
ethical consciousness necessary to sustain mutual trust. Global capitalism, driven by
efficiency, competition, and profit maximisation, increasingly reduces human relationships to
purely instrumental exchanges. This erosion of moral responsibility produces alienation,
widening inequality, and psychological insecurity—modern expressions of Durkheim’s
concept of anomie.

The second major finding concerns the persistence of mechanical solidarity in identity
politics and cultural nationalism. While Durkheim assumed that modernity would gradually
replace similarity-based solidarity with interdependence-based solidarity, contemporary
societies reveal a powerful revival of tribal solidarities. Religious fundamentalism, ethnic
mobilisation, and political populism reflect a regression to mechanical solidarity grounded in



sameness rather than cooperation. This simultaneous existence of mechanical and organic
forms demonstrates that modernity does not fully transcend traditional social patterns but
rather reshapes them in new ideological forms.

A third important finding highlights the impact of digital technology on moral cohesion.
Although digital communication enables unprecedented global connectivity, it also
fragments collective consciousness. Social media platforms amplify individual voices while
simultaneously eroding shared moral discourse. The emergence of “digital tribes,” where
individuals associate primarily within ideological echo chambers, exemplifies the paradox of
virtual solidarity—connection without genuine community. This confirms Durkheim’s insight
that solidarity depends not merely on communication but on shared moral regulation.

The fourth major finding concerns the reemergence of moral education as a foundation of
solidarity. Durkheim’s lesser-known work Moral Education emphasised that schools function
as moral institutions responsible for cultivating collective conscience and civic responsibility.
In contemporary societies, educational institutions play an even more critical role in
nurturing empathy, democratic values, and ethical awareness. Societies that neglect moral
education experience declining trust, civic apathy, and institutional weakening.

The fifth major finding relates to the globalisation of solidarity. Global crises such as climate
change, pandemics, and humanitarian disasters have generated new forms of global or
cosmopolitan solidarity that transcend national boundaries. International cooperation in
science, healthcare, disaster relief, and human rights demonstrates the emergence of a
global form of moral interdependence. However, this global solidarity remains fragile,
frequently undermined by nationalism, economic inequality, and political self-interest.

The discussion of these findings leads to a broader theoretical conclusion: Durkheim'’s
sociology of solidarity provides not only a descriptive model of social cohesion but also a
deeply normative framework for rebuilding moral order. The contemporary moral crisis—
manifested in loneliness, rising inequality, political polarization, and institutional distrust—
demands a renewed commitment to the shared moral purpose that Durkheim regarded as
essential for social life. At the same time, his theory must be updated to address digital
realities, cultural pluralism, and transnational interdependence. The new sociology of
solidarity must integrate empathy, communication, justice, and global responsibility as its
moral foundations.



Challenges and Recommendations

Despite the strength of Durkheim’s theoretical legacy, several major challenges continue to
obstruct the realisation of genuine social solidarity in contemporary societies. These
challenges arise primarily from structural inequality, cultural fragmentation, technological
disruption, and moral disintegration.

1. The challenge of excessive individualism:

Neoliberal ideology promotes self-interest, personal competition, and material success over
collective well-being, thereby weakening the moral bonds that sustain community life. To
counter this tendency, societies must revive Durkheim’s vision of moral education that instils
responsibility, empathy, social duty, and civic commitment from early schooling.

2. The challenge of digital fragmentation:

While technology enables communication, it has also produced hyper-individualised digital
ecosystems in which misinformation, online aggression, and ideological polarization flourish.
Governments, educators, and technology platforms must promote digital ethics that
encourage responsible communication, online empathy, and truth-based interaction.

3. The challenge of inequality and economic injustice:

Rising income disparities and unequal access to opportunities threaten social cohesion.
Durkheim insisted that organic solidarity requires a balance between moral and economic
life. Therefore, states must adopt redistributive policies, strengthen labour protections, and
regulate corporate power to ensure that interdependence is accompanied by fairness and
dignity.

4. The challenge of global instability:

Climate change, pandemics, and migration crises expose the fragility of global solidarity.
These challenges require the institutionalisation of international cooperation grounded in
ethical responsibility rather than narrow economic or political interests. Global governance
must emphasise shared humanity as the moral foundation of policy.

5. The challenge of moral pluralism:

Modern societies are culturally diverse and ethically plural. The absence of a unifying moral
framework can generate conflict and relativism. In such contexts, solidarity must be built on



procedural ethics such as dialogue, tolerance, and democratic consensus rather than
coercion.

6. The challenge of institutional distrust:

. Public confidence in institutions such as government, media, education, and religion has
significantly declined. Restoring solidarity therefore requires rebuilding institutional trust
through transparency, accountability, and participatory governance. Institutions must
function not merely as administrative systems but as moral agents representing the
collective conscience.

In addressing these challenges, this study recommends a neo-Durkheimian framework of
solidarity that integrates moral education, digital ethics, global empathy, economic justice,
and participatory democracy. Durkheim’s principles must be extended to emerging domains
such as cyberspace, transnational governance, and environmental regulation, where moral
interdependence increasingly defines the future of humanity.

Conclusion

Durkheim’s concept of social solidarity endures as one of the most powerful and timeless
theoretical as well as moral frameworks for understanding the fabric of society. His central
insight—that society is held together not merely by law, force, or economic interest, but by
shared moral values and collective conscience—continues to resonate profoundly in the
twenty-first century. Although modern societies have achieved an unprecedented degree of
technical sophistication and economic interdependence, the transition from mechanical to
organic solidarity remains historically unfinished. While individuals today are functionally
connected through complex systems of production, communication, and governance, they
continue to struggle with the deeper task of cultivating moral unity, social trust, and
collective responsibility that Durkheim regarded as the true foundation of social stability.

The contemporary world strongly reflects Durkheim’s warning about anomie, a condition of
moral deregulation in which individuals experience disconnection from collective life and
uncertainty about social norms. Digital alienation, political polarization, declining
institutional trust, and the weakening of community bonds all exemplify this modern moral
crisis. The rise of social isolation, mental health distress, and ideological extremism further
reveals the fragile nature of solidarity in technologically advanced societies. Yet, alongside
these crises, the modern world also demonstrates the enduring human capacity for moral
integration. The persistence of humanitarian movements, cooperative social initiatives,
disaster-relief efforts, and moments of global solidarity—especially visible during crises such



as the COVID-19 pandemic—clearly shows that the impulse toward collective responsibility
and shared moral purpose has not disappeared.

The relevance of Durkheim’s sociology ultimately lies in its profound moral optimism.
Durkheim believed that even as societies evolve and traditional forms of cohesion weaken,
new forms of collective conscience can be regenerated through moral education, civic
institutions, and shared social practices. In the present age, solidarity must no longer be
understood as uniformity of belief or rigid moral conformity. Instead, it must be redefined as
ethical interdependence grounded in empathy, justice, inclusivity, and human dignity. The
digital era, with all its contradictions, requires what may be described as a re-enchantment
of morality—a conscious return to ethical communication, social responsibility, and
recognition of our shared dependence on one another across cultural, national, and
ideological boundaries.

In conclusion, Durkheim’s theory of social solidarity continues to function as a moral
compass for modern civilization. It reminds us that the true measure of social progress lies
not merely in economic growth, scientific advancement, or technological innovation, but in
the strength of the moral bonds that unite individuals in common purpose. Without
renewed solidarity rooted in justice, trust, and shared ethical commitment, modern societies
risk deepening fragmentation and moral disintegration. The renewal of solidarity thus stands
as both the greatest challenge and the greatest hope of the twenty-first century—for upon
it depends not only the survival of social order, but the future of human dignity itself.
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