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Sociological Considerations on Sentiments and
Emotions
Thoughts on Possibilities of A New Sociological
Approach
Ángel Gustavo Muñoz Roussy*
In order to fully understand human actions, decisions and behaviors,
particularly from the perspective of social, economic and political study
disciplines, it is important to incorporate the whole spectrum of human
characterization. Rationalization processes in the history of Social Sciences
have done away with the concepts of Feelings, emotions and sensations.
Many social interactions, economic decisions, political activities, and in general
almost all human actions, require logical thought, but also emotional and
sentimental considerations. Feelings and emotions have been considered as
object of study by mainly psychology and psychiatry, but have been avoided in
Sociology, Economical and Political Sciences, without a clear reason. In this
paper I try to consider how their study inclusion will benefit all Social Sciences,
particularly Sociology and Social Economy.

1. Introduction
Human actions are taken under a variable combination of logical thought,
emotional and sentimental considerations, prior knowledge, creativity,
constrictions, rules, likes and dislikes, and many more elements. But for most
social sciences human actions are seen under the light of logical thought alone.
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Muñoz Roussy
Feelings, emotions and sensations have a big impact in our day to day decision
making, and shape a big part of our lives.
People choose, behave, select, coordinate, and generally act, moved by a
complex web of mental and sentimental elements that it is not quite clear and
defined. In most social sciences, particularly the case of Sociology, the
rationalization forces that have been partly (but not totally) shaping society since
the industrial revolution were considered as the only (or central) valid elements
for study (Kremer-Marietti, 1983).
For Adam Smith, most economic actions are mainly ruled by the market forces,
and these by the laws of supply and demand (Smith, 1776). To Auguste Comte,
there was something logical and mathematically explainable about society, which
made it a field of study comparable in its epistemic dimension to physics (Comte,
1865; Kremer-Marietti, 1972). Although Smith had a keen interest on human
sentiments (but from the perspectives of Ethics and Moral philosophy), Comte
did not consider them as important, and from there on, until today, human
feelings, sensations and emotions have not had a big impact in the general
course of most social sciences (except psychology), particularly in Sociology
(Smith, 1790; Macareño, 2006).
In the works of the classics and in general theory and practice until now, there has
been a small redoubt for the sociological study of emotions, sensations and
sentiments. For example, the „affective action‟ indicated and presented by
Weber in his works (Camic et.al., 2005), the „collective effervescence‟ of
Durkheim (Morrison, 2006), the „feeling of alienation or social humiliation‟ of
Marx (McLellan, 1973) treat the subject, but not giving it all the depth and
importance it merits, particularly as a definitions of the social world in its totality.
Feelings and emotions such as love, hatred, pain, compassion, anger, loneliness,
hypocrisy, depression, desperation, uncertainty, and as many as we can mention,
are all social phenomena, both as cause and also as effect within the world of
social actions and facts, but have been so far mainly treated by psychology
(Janet, 1997). There are actions in which the powers that be treat with coercion
on people, which is studied in sociology extensively, for example under the social
theory of power (Muller, 2002), social conflict theory (Coser, 1961) and social
transformation theory (Audrey, 2005), for example, but the feelings of
defenselessness, of humiliation, of anger and depression, of lack of social value
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and all other emotive and sentimental reactions that have a social impact in the
struggle between haves and have-nots, or powerful and defenseless, for
example social protests, labor unionism, political elections, etc., have not
received the same treatment (Farinetti, 1999). Social protest, social movements
and economic-politic actions and reactions are usually seen as reason-based
motivated, and the emotive and sentimental part is usually left aside.

2. Sentiments and Emotions in Social Research
What are emotions, and what are sentiments, or feelings?
According to David Myers, emotions are “the complex psycho-physiological
experience of an individual‟s state of mind as interacting with biochemical
(internal) and environmental (external) influences. In humans, emotions
fundamentally involve physiological arousal, expressive behaviors and conscious
experience” (Myers, 2004).
Sentiments, or feelings, can be described as the “a state of consciousness
resulting from emotions, sentiments and/ or desires” (Van den Boss, 2006), but I
would further this definition including that they conform a structural part of the
person, of its behaviors, institutions, and of the social fabric as well. If emotions
can be considered to be mind states that are responsive or expressive from the
interiority of the individual, sentiments or feelings are social tools through which
people relate, interrelate and interact and affect others, themselves, and society
in general.
To feel or not to feel, that seems to be a question out of place: we are humans
because, among many things, we are able to feel, and to think in many ways:
rationally, emotionally, sentimentally, irrationally, creatively, and in many possible
combinations of them. Human thought is not inherently logical or mathematically
deductable, at least not all the time (Hawkins, 2004).
People think in a logical way whenever there is a need, an obligation and/or a
possibility for such manner of thought, but feelings and emotions and sensations
are all the time around us, so even in the most arid and cold setting possible,
where only reason and logical coordination seem to exist, our emotive, feeling
side will most likely burst forth, jumping, altering any logical mental organization,
therefore setting in its own creative, mixed atmosphere, its fluid and changing
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environment, and its flexibility.
We are a moving web of reasoning, logical and abstract, together with creativity,
emotionality, sentimentality and high degree of irrationality. All of these factors
together make up our intelligence; human beings are not just “logical” or “emotive”
(Minsky, 1987).
We humans are a mix-up of all these factors that through our human intelligence
we coordinate in infinite possible manners. We are not logical devices which can
choose only one out of two states, right or wrong, white or black, true or false. We
have the capability, of course, to choose one of the two extremes, but also in
between them, in any combination, we can choose not to choose, we can choose
the two extremes at the same time, we can choose the continuous range
between these extremes, among these extremes, and we can also choose
between even more possibilities than we may think of.
Our mind is capable of innumerable mental operations that are partly or not
logical; our mind is flexible enough to create its own intellectual/ intelligence tools
in order to understand, shape and visualize the universe around us. Our
weltanschauung is logical and emotional, rational and irrational in equal
measures.
I think that in order to have the whole picture, therefore, a new approach that
takes into consideration emotions, feelings and sensations in equal measure as
much as other already studied subjects in Sociology should be epistemologically
embedded in the sociology theory and practice fabric. The main problem arises
on how to consider these elements that are very difficult to be quantified. There
are two options.
One is to develop a scale for measuring emotions, feelings, and sensations, and
make them quantifiable, as it has been tried in other realms, particularly in
Robotics and Affective Computing (Nakagawa, 1999; Frijda, 1994) and Artificial
Intelligence research (Minsky, 2006). The other would consist of introducing a
new epistemological way of understanding and processing emotions and
sentiments that is not quantifiable but rather seen in their own dimension, that is
to say, using creativity and emotions and sentiments together with rational
thinking, rather than just the structural scientific method.
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3. Sociological Considerations
Sentiments and emotions have a social role. Social scientists that have done
some studies of the field (Goffman, 1981; Darnton, 1985; Becker, 1963) agree
that they are a way of showing the inner, personal side, as a way of expressing
one‟s needs and perceptions; feelings and emotions provide a way of labeling, of
adjectivization of the world around, as quality/characterization descriptors
(Garcia Costoya, 2003).
I partially agree with this view; certainly, we tend to express through our
sensations, our emotions and feelings what goes inside of our minds or what we
feel (rather than think) about a certain situation, thing, person, etc. The general
theory goes that people let their feelings and emotions roam about and explore
the world, but then subject them to logical thinking and structured knowledge in
order to have an organized, unified picture (Giddens, 1996). This logical
organization presents the communicable (substances and objects, much as
nouns and verbs would behave), and the feelings and emotions perform as labels,
which only add a secondary information (Grau, 2003).
At this point, I do not agree completely. Knowledge of the world arises of many
different manners, and both logical thinking and emotions and sentiments play
equally important roles (Gonzalez Martin, 2003).
The socialization process is not just a rationalizing process. Giddens contends
that the modernization forces have taken place as rationalizing forces, and that
the labor of the sociologist is to rationally observe and interpret the logical laws of
society (Giddens, 1990). This is close to positivistic thinking of Comte, which
stressed that social progress was a rational endeavor (Kremer-Marietti, 1972).
Ever since, sociological theory put aside non-rational human elements, or
considered them very secondary. Society‟s rules and laws are considered, mostly,
as logical, or better, logically discernible (Giddens, 1995). Feelings and emotions
and sensations have not had much place in sociological theory, not as
epistemological elements to work with, but at best as characterizations of society
(Giddens, 1996).
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4. Methodological Problems and Proposals
4.1. Quantifiable Methodology
As we have seen above, emotions and sentiments and sensations are quite
difficult to quantify. The main reason is that they are personal, and that there is
not a definitive rule on what should we feel or not, or even if there were such rules
(Garcia Martin, 2003), they are still personal. We can communicate our personal,
individual states of what we feel, and this can be understood by others. Feelings
and emotions are thus socialized.
Through communication we establish a bridge by which we allow others a
glimpse of our inner world. However, how others interpret or feel is our inner
world is also matter of personal feelings and emotions.
The communicative process is quite complex due to the deep private, personal
experience they demand. For this reason also, aside from those mentioned
before, feelings and emotions are regarded as pertaining to the realm of
psychology. Yet, feelings and emotions do impregnate any human actions, any
social interactions. They do have a tremendous role in society (Arregui, 2003).
It is possible to try to quantify emotions and sentiments by creating scales,
ranging from the non existence of the feeling or emotion in question (for example,
“0”), to their full feeling, on top (for example, “100”). This can be achieved by
either consensus among social scientists (which is difficult, because the personal
feelings and emotions of each researcher will inevitably affect the „numerical
perception‟ of what constitutes “no-feeling” to “full-feeling”, an scoring that may
be considered absolutely subjective) or leaving it as a quantifiable element
through inquiry, for example, in social surveys, in which each respondent may
judge the scale and give a personal score between the range indicated.
I personally tried this approach in another paper (Muñoz Roussy, 2011)
presented in this same journal.
4.2. Other Possibilities
Another option is, as I mentioned above, to re-create the social theory, employing
not just logical, „hard-science‟ approaches (i.e., social science scientific
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method), but also emotional/sensation approaches.
In this respect, psychology and social psychology provide a great example of how
different currents can be combined to create a “super (or meta)-discipline” that let
professionals and researcher with even opposing visions to work together, at
least coordinate general lines of action, in order to achieve the betterment and/or
advancement of the discipline.
The problem of the study of emotions and feelings is that they are difficult to
subject to the rigid norms of logics. There are no clear-cut „true‟ or „false‟ ,
„white‟ or „black‟ .
Using the color analogy, sentiments and emotions may range from the entire gray
color spectrum, or even to the whole color spectrum, going beyond the dualistic
„white‟ and „black‟ .
The logical reasoning collides with this multi-variable/ multi-value/multi-meaning
set. Just to classify emotions and feelings demands a „position‟ or „standing‟
on what they are and how to arrange them, and this position or standing would be
relative to the emotions and sentiments it pretends to classify. So classifications
became relative, or at best, discussable.
We cannot give orders to the heart and oblige it to behave logically. We cannot
send our own emotions to follow the instructions of our words, as they would like
some pseudo-religious moralists, or would the puritanical moralism of the
“politically correct” (Menghi, 1994). So then, should we leave out the analysis of
emotions and sentiments? This is the path taken by the cult to rationality
envisioned by Descartes and theorized by Weber, Durkheim and Marx.
A division between logical thought, on one side, and feelings and emotions, on
the other, is the logical corollary of the Cartesian dualism, which tore apart mind
and heart (Menghi, 1994).
But if emotions precede our own words, and our own logical thought, how can we
forget to treat them? There is a crucial task for a social science theory, which
would be different from what we know, that has to dissolve the paradox of the
heart that precedes mind that tries to deny heart, the spoken/speaking circle,
inside which, against which and through which we live, love, hate, communicate
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and socialize. All of this has, of course, ethical and political implications, as well
as scientific, that is to say, from the viewpoint of economic, politic and social
perspectives. The persistence in our time of dualistic perceptual habits that
separate heart and mind, body and spirit, emotion/ sentiment and cognition, is a
permanent source of suffering, transgressions and violence.
This division into two separate, disjunctive worlds leaves us understanding just
half of the social phenomena. We are logical and illogical, reasonable and
emotional. There is no dualism, but just a single humanity, a single society, not a
logical one on one side, that deserves to be studied, and an emotional one on the
other side that is left in obscurity.
The perverse effects of this dualistic assumption about our lives, our sentiments
and passions, about our daily habits, about our choices, academic, politic,
economic, scientific, social, etcetera, lack of
a perceptive epistemic
systematization that help us understand not just emotions and feelings, but the
whole social complexity.
Nevertheless, both micro-interactions in daily, as well as macro-social
interactions, constrains us in the separation between mind and heart.
We talk of „genius‟ or „ordinary people‟ , „art‟ and „utility‟ , „logical‟ or „crazy‟ ,
dividing people, their actions, and institutions. The modernity discourse talks of
„biological‟ elements that are modified by „culture‟ , dividing them into two
separate categories (Giddens, 1991).
4.3. Epistemic Perspectives
From the epistemic perspective this works fine, but the truth is that both biological
determinants and cultural ones coexist simultaneously and simultaneously
should be explained, not as different and intolerable antagonists.
Anyway, the problem of culture, and its core within social sciences, is that culture
has been purely as logical, rationalizing, and not interpreted in its sentimental
aspects, or if there has been such an attempt, the division has been made as two
different spheres, one intimate that incorporates the emotional and sentimental
components, and a public sphere, that has no relation with them (Habermas,
1989).
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Feelings and sentiments occupy important places in both spheres, and are as
social phenomena as they are also biological. The divide between two has left
many social sciences unconcerned with the emotional aspects of social
interaction.
Our hearts move and evolve independently of our reasons, most of the time.
Although we may talk of an „emotional intelligence‟ , our capabilities of governing
sentiments and emotions are limited. The emotions and sentiments, through
which we are conscious of, are never conscious. The awareness of our
sentiments and emotions make us realize that we can never be aware of them.
We just get the awareness of their impregnating, generative, interactive, social
nature. However, insofar as we follow the course of dualistic Cartesian
awareness of „emotions/sentiments‟ and „reasons/thought‟ , we will not be able
to understand the deep essence of what makes move our „hearts‟ , and our
„heads‟ (Girard, 1978).
Reasoning about reason is a course of thought that has been with us for
centuries, particularly since the development of Greek philosophy, i.e. we are
accustomed to this logical approach, and feel it is the only possible course of
social science methodology (Giddens, 1990).
I

believe

that

to

„feel‟

our

sentiments

and

emotions

and

emotionally/sentimentally „elaborate‟ about them has not been pursued in the
same line.
The clear-cut division persistent in social sciences particularly since the XIX
century, between these two realms, „logical‟ and „non-logical‟ , has made us
think emotions and sentiments are out of the common social science scientific
process. Probably, because through the rationalizing process, particularly that of
modernity, has made us believe emotions and sentiments have to be either
ignored, or controlled, at minimum, or eliminated, at maximum (Giddens, 1991).
But again, sentiments and emotions have their own paths, so therefore further
understanding of their contributions to our daily lives, and how they affect all the
courses of actions we take, particularly since any human action mostly has a
social influence, is vital to resolve this „dualistic‟ problem.
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People buy products because they need them, but also, because they „feel‟ they
want them, because they „feel happy‟ with those things, because they want to
„satisfy a particular sentiment‟ , because they „feel the emotion‟ of buying
something in particular, independently of „material‟ needs.
Studies of „shopaholics‟ behavior‟ have addressed the emotional nature of the
compulsive buying disorder, from the perspective of addiction (buying
compulsion) research, rather than from the analysis of the emotional and
sentimental components of demand in common consumers (Black, 2001).
There are not just „logical reasons‟ for consumers and anyone in the world of
retail business can attest this. Emotions and sentiments play important, and even
fundamental, roles, in the chain of economic and commercial endeavors and
supply and demand interactions, even if we try to deny this.
It is commonly said that consumers have their own reasons or thoughts, and that
the best way to succeed in business is to catch their „hearts‟ , rather than their
„minds‟ . That is to say, to understand the emotional and sentimental social and
psychological interactions of consumers and their consumption actions.
We can, similarly, try to understand the emotional and sentimental reasons
people have to do whatever they do, for example in politics, in sports, in science,
in arts, etc.
4.4. Sociology of Sentiments and Emotions
Inside of us there is the image of the other, of those around us. Before any
interaction, we have emotions and sentiments about others from this image
within us, and internal processes determine not just our logical thinking towards
social interaction, but also emotional and sentimental (Bateson, 1972).
The methodological problem of a theory that tries to include logical definitions in
an ever changing system of meanings such as it arises from our own emotions
and feelings body.
We feel differently according to different situations, even if those situations are
very similar, because sentiments and emotions are not logical and structured,
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they are variable in time and dependent of conditions, of knowledge, of
sensations, and of many other elements and circumstances that are not logically
discernible.
4.5. A New Social Theory of Sentiments and Emotions
A new social theory of sentiments and emotions must also provide for an
overcoming of net logical divisions and classifications, and allow for a more
flexible, sophisticated method that relies not only in „understanding‟ (that is to
say, „logically‟), but also in „feeling‟, emotionally and sentimentally.
In order to achieve for this new theory, that has different epistemological means
of interaction with the particularly flexible, non-rational nature of emotions and
sentiments, I propose to refine and change much of social science methodology
and social theory as it has been done till present, with a more „feeling‟ -natured
and intelligent one.
Finally, by „social theory‟ I mean that emotions and sentiments have a
fundamental role in communications, events, dynamic processes that occur
inside the body or the individual psyche, but at the same time within the
interactive context of not just communications, but any social actions at large,
that is to say, forming and informing society, economy, and politics.

5. Shortcomings of the thoughts on Possibilities of New
Sociological Approaches to Sentiments and Emotions
The main objective of this paper is to raise the consideration of emotions and
sentiments within the framework of social sciences, in particular in the area of
Sociology.
Reasons for why the “emotional/sentimental” aspect of humanity has been left
aside are provided, and also why this should be changed.
From here I would expect other social scientists to consider this neglected area in
order to achieve a more dynamic, profound vision of human realities, and
therefore become able to create epistemic tools through which analyze and
interpret. I propose a change in the methodology and in the epistemic
background in order to gain a new dimension of research and understanding.
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The proposal indicated in sections 4.1 and 4.2 need to be deepened, tested and
further enhanced. There probably are infinite other tools and methodological
steps, rules, protocols that would be useful and that have not been studied in this
paper, and which I would invite other researchers to provide, in order to start a
profound discussion on not just the emotional/sentimental side of society and
human beings, but also as a new means of developing our field of social studies.
In point 7 I propose this as a brand new start for social sciences, as a program for
further research, both of social facts and epistemologically, of the tools of
research of these social facts.

6. Conclusion
The inclusion of the study and theoretical comprehension of emotions, feelings
and sensations into the world of Social Sciences, particularly in Sociology, but
also in Economy and Political Science, will benefit their theories in breath and
scope, and will be more precise from the perspective of holding the entirety of
social phenomena within theoretical (and also practical) reach.
Modeling, quantification, formulation, definition and research/survey of
sentiments and emotions will allow the researcher new tools through which
comprehend more broadly and in deeper scope any social, economic and politic
phenomena.

7. Research Program Proposals
Here I propose the reader that sociologists, economists, political scientists,
management researchers and any other social scientists develop epistemic
search programs of what sentiments, emotions and sensations would constitute
as research objects within the general scopes of their disciplines, incorporating
the resulting cognitive tools within the fabric of theory and professional practice.
In other scientific realms, for example in mathematics or linguistics, it is
commonplace the presentation of research programs that help shape (somehow,
maybe said) the orientation within the research corpus of a particular field. Such
an example can be the case of the “minimalist program” in the world of
Generative Grammar research, started with a paper by the famous linguist Noam
77

Muñoz Roussy
Chomski (Chomsky, 1993). He presented this program, and not a theory, based
on the definition identified by the science philosopher Imre Lakatos (Boeckx,
2006).
According to Lakatos, a program has the flexibility of being directed to multiple
directions simultaneously, independently on the research and/or epistemic
methodology required. A theory is a definitive, although not completed, epistemic
structure, whereas a program can be adapted by different views and positions in
order to obtain a maximum of research scope. As it happens in the realm of
Philosophy, questions are more important than answers within the context of a
program, whereas the opposite happens with a theory.
A program may be adapted to what each researcher feels important, and can
address the speculative and scientific work within the scope of the program, but
with freedom of theorizing and modeling. A program is thus a place where
different views can be presented, discussed; conflicting views can interact and
therefore researchers can cooperate with each other even views can be opposed,
and from this very much plausible methodological and theoretical cooperation
(and/or confrontation) new ways, theories, methods, models, questions, answers,
research and proposals/suggestions will appear which, in definitive, will
-undoubtedly- enrich the field covered by the program.
In this paper I tried to present in a very wide picture of the field of emotions and
sentiments within sociology, in particular, and within social sciences, in general.
Due to limitations of space I have been unable to present my sociological theory
on emotions and sentiments, as much as I would have liked to present, as well,
my new theory for a more holistic, intelligent and newer “sociology”, to which I
only have hinted in these pages. Instead, let me introduce my proposal for a new
methodological and theoretical exploration “program” for sociology and other
social sciences (particularly economy, political science, management studies and
related fields).
Social sciences have done away with feelings and emotions as non-rational
social phenomena, but it is time to incorporate them in a globalizing world that is
changing not just the general aspects of how society, businesses, commerce,
communications, international trade, technology, and many other things, are and
behave, but also the inner aspects of every person, and therefore, of their
sentiments, feelings and sensations.
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As both Bauman and Giddens have said, we are living in a „liquid period‟ , in an
era in which uncertainty is growing in many social, economic and political aspects
(Bauman, 2000; Giddens, 1991).
Therefore, a comprehension of the inner world as a social phenomenon will
introduce in the theoretical and practice framework an element that will help
clarify doubts about society in general, and about personal behavior within
society, allowing for more precise modeling, explanations and predictions of
social, economic and political facts.
I propose a program of incorporation of sentiments and emotions research within
the broad field of sociology in particular and social sciences in general. Their
study should take into account a minimum of common definitions, which I
propose as useful those indicated in the beginning of this paper. The
methodology should be left to each scientist and researcher, and if even possible,
to the respondents, to the field of study itself, that is to say, to what society may
say by itself what sentiments and feelings are. As I have indicated, there may be
firstly two broadly different approaches: quantitative and qualitative. The
quantitative approach has been already presented in a former number of this
magazine (Munoz Roussy, 2011).
The qualitative approach, where the definitions of sentiments and feelings are,
although clearly indicated, left open so that both researcher and researched
subjects can freely discuss their meanings, with the possibility to re-establish new
definitions depending on research needs, methodology or objectives/scopes.
The methodology itself is left open, so that different opinions and considerations
can be taken simultaneously, and allowing therefore an “emotional” and/or
“sentimental” approach by which emotions and sentiments can be understood.
The rationalization process that has taken place within the social sciences can be
taken as just one line of thought which can be contrasted, confronted, and made
cooperate with views where emotions and sentiments are central, and whose
understanding depends on emotional and sentimental aspects.
Therefore, the program I propose relies on each researcher to take into account
in his or her research the arc of emotions and sentiments, and also the emotional
and sentimental aspects not covered so far, that may enrich their current field of
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studies, amplifying, at the same time, the qualitative approach mentioned above.
Social scientists, and sociologists, in particular, should appreciate the rich and
complex human nature by adding to their current studies a new dimension, that is
to say, of the emotional and sentimental aspects and considerations, both
deriving from their current research, in terms of moral approximations of the
research itself, and those aspects and considerations not included until present,
that have been left purposely aside by rationalizing considerations.
Emotional and sentimental factors are ever-present, from the very own
perspectives of each researcher and how they conduct social research, to the
subject or contents they are researching from within society, economy, politics
and/or culture. We are human no just because we are able to reason (“the
reasoning animal of Aristotle”), but because we are also able to “feel”, to “have
emotions”, to “have perceptions and sensations”, because we can “think and feel”,
either simultaneously, or separately.
To just consider the reasoning side we are left with a picture that is not complete.
To incorporate the other “remaining human elements”, emotions and feelings, to
our “humanity” definition and inquiries, will complete this picture and enable us to
find deeper answers in our social research. One way of doing this is by
incorporating the “sentiments and emotions research program” within each
researcher‟s daily activities, thoughts, considerations analysis and feelings.

References
Arregui, J 2003, „La configuracion cultural de la afectividad‟, in Choza Armenta, J.
(ed.), Sentimientos y Comportamiento, Universidad Catolica San Antonio
de Murcia Press, Murcia, pp. 41-75.
Audrey Foster, G 2005, Class-Passing: Social Mobility in Film and Popular
Culture, Southern Illinois University Press, Carbondale.
Bateson, G 1972, Steps to an ecology of mind, Ballantine, New York.
Bauman, Z 2000, Liquid Modernity, Polity Press, Cambridge.
Becker, H 1963, Outsiders: Studies in the Sociology of Deviance, The Free Press,
New York
Black, D 2001, „Compulsive Buying Disorder: Definition, Assessment,
Epidemiology and Clinical Management‟, CNS Drugs vol. 15 no. 1, pp.
17–27.
Boecks, C 2006, Linguistic Minimalism. Origins, Concepts, Methods and Aims,
80

Muñoz Roussy
Oxford University Press, Oxford.
Camic, C, Gorski PS, and Trubek DM (ed). 2005. Max Weber's Economy and
Society: A Critical Companion. Stanford University Press, Standford.
Chomsky, N 1993, „A minimalist program for linguistic theory‟, MIT Occasional
Papers In Linguistics, Vol. 1, No. 1, MIT Working Papaers in Linguistics,
Cambridge, MA.
Comte, A and Bridges, JH (tr.), A General View of Positivism; Trubner and Co.,
1865 (reissued by Cambridge University Press, 2009; ISBN
978-1-108-00064-2)
Coser, L 1961, Las Funciones del Conflicto Social, Fondo de Cultura Economica,
Mexico
Robert, D 1985, The Great Cat Massacre and Other Episodes in French Cultural
History, Vintage Books, New York
Farinetti, M 1999, Que queda del movimiento obrero, Trabajo y Sociedad, No. 1,
Vol. 1, Santiago del Estero
Frijda, N and Mesquita, B 1994, „The Social Roles and functions of Emotions‟, in
Kitayama, S and Markus, H (ed.), Emotion and Culture, United Book Press,
Baltimore, pp. 51-87
Garcia Costoya, A 2003, „El Sentimiento del Ridiculo y su Poder de
Configuracion Social‟ in Choza Armenta, J. (Ed.), Sentimientos y
Comportamiento, Universidad Catolica San Antonio de Murcia Press,
Murcia, pp. 201-228
Giddens, A 1990, The Consequences of Modernity, Polity Press, Cambridge.
Giddens, A 1991, Modernity, Stanford University Press, Standford.
Giddens, A 1995, Politics, Sociology and Social Theory: Encounters with
Classical and Contemporary Social Thought, Polity Press, Cambridge.
Giddens, A 1996, In Defence of Sociology, Polity Press, Cambridge.
Girard, R 1978, Des choses cachées depuis la fondation du monde, Grasset et
Fasquelle, Paris.
Goffman, E 1981, Forms of Talk, University of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia.
Habermas, J 1989, The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere: An
Inquiry into a Category of Bourgeois Society, MIT Press, Massachusetts.
Hawkins, J 2004, On Intelligence, Time Books, New York
Gonzales Martin, M 2003, “Educacion de los Sentimientos” in Choza Armenta, J.
(ed.), Sentimientos y Comportamiento, Universidad Catolica San Antonio
de Murcia Press, Murcia, pp. 229-247
Grau I 2003, „La Vanidad y el Orden Social‟ in Choza Armenta, J. (Ed.),
Sentimientos y Comportamiento, Universidad Catolica San Antonio de
81

Muñoz Roussy
Murcia Press, Murcia, pp. 187-200
Janet, P 1997, Psicologia de los Sentimientos, Fondo de Cultura Economica,
Mexico
Kremer-Marietti, A 1972, Auguste Comte, la science sociale, Gallimard, Paris
Kremer-Marietti, A 1983, Le concept de science positive. Ses tenants et ses
aboutissants dans les structures anthropologiques du positivisme,
Méridiens Klincksieck, Paris
Macareño, A 2006, „Sociología de la Felicidad: lo incomunicable‟, Teología y Vida,
Vol. XLVII, pp. 1-13.
McLellan, D 1973, Karl Marx: His life and Thought, Harper and Row, New York
Menghi, S 1994, „Del bello e del buono. Per un'estetica delle pratiche formative in
ambito socio-sanitario‟, in M. Ingrosso (ed.), La salute come costruzione
sociale. Teorie, pratiche, politiche, Angeli, Milano, pp.152-181.
Minsky, M 1987, The Society of Mind, Simon and Shuster, New York
Minsky, M 2006, The Emotion Machine, Simon and Shuster, New York
Morrison, K 2006 Marx, Durkheim, Weber: formations of modern social thought.
Second edition. SAGE, Thousand Oaks, California
Muller, J 2002, The Mind and the Market: Capitalism in Western Thought, Anchor
Books, New York.
Muñoz Roussy, A 2011, „Happiness and Homelessness: A case study of
happiness awareness among homeless people‟, World Journal of Social
Science, Vol. 1, No. 1, March 2011, p. 165-187, World Business Institute,
Melbourne (http://www.wbiaus.org/11.Angel%20-FINAL.pdf).
Myers, DG 2004, „Theories of Emotion‟, Psychology: Seventh Edition, Worth
Publishers, New York, p. 500-513
Nakagawa, M 1999, Chaos and Fractals in Engineering, World Scientific
Publishing, Singapore
Pakman, M 1992, Etica ed estetica dei sentimenti. Uno studio epistemologico,
Connessioni. Milano.
Smith, A 1776, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of The Wealth of Nations,
W. Strahan and T. Tradell Publisher, London
Smith, A 1790, The Theory of Moral Sentiments, A. Millar Publisher, London
Van den Bos, G 2006, APA Dictionary of Psychology, American Psychological
Association, Washington, DC.

82

