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Janusz Mucha*

20th th 

century until now. It is focused on the input of women to social theory. In the last part, the article discusses the 

Key words: gender studies, women in sociology, women in social theory, women in Polish sociology

particular in social sciences practiced in Poland. In this short article, I can cover only a small 

-

women in German academic social sciences at the start of the 20th

power (in particular – the state organization), political and cultural dimensions of gender 
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many languages. After the war, she co-founded a periodical devoted to sociology of the state 

(Connell 2009: 36; see also 

prominent women.

st

-

my reading of the German scholar’s work was not careful enough. The situation seems to 

very strongly today’s sociological practice not only with academic research (theoretical and 

important that sociology is interested in the world of values and in the analysis of the kinds 

-

-

search of male scholars. I will try to concentrate on different aspects of the interest of women 

-

 

was auxiliary, due to the structural position of women in European and American societies 

(I will not comment on other societies since institutionalized social sciences in the Western 

-

students, assistants, technicians, whatever their gender (see, e.g., Kleinman 2005). Even to-

(where it survived) is very high and increasing, the key positions of power and authority in 
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contemporary sociology, a good example is the European Sociological Association (ESA). 

Its statutes demand separate male and female candidates for the position of chairperson, and 

-

Southern Europe) demanded, in the name of democracy and equal rights of the two genders, 

-

as well as the institutional procedures concerning the changes of the statutes were against it.

We usually consider successes of science (including social sciences) as successes of men. 

in itself and particularly in the academic milieus. It seems that the gender system of primary 

1 as well as methods and techniques (I will return to this issue) of studying 

period. Harriet Martineau 2, who was active in the mid 19th

studied modern American society 

-

retical sociology) very prominent contemporary examples. One is Margaret Archer, the very 

around  (see, e.g. Archer 2003). The second is Saskia Sassen, an outstanding scholar of 

winner in economics in 2009, and in sociology a prominent scholar of neo-institutionalism 

One can also look at the contemporary involvement of women in sociological (and so-

theorists. At the 9th

There was no single woman among the featured authors. However, the Research Network 

 1 

 2 

On the sociology of women and women in sociology
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one of these speakers theorized the traditional women’s issues. At the next ESA Conference 

sessions” at the same conferences suggest that contemporary female sociologists are very 

Traditional gender status differentiation in the social sciences is changing, however, for 

instance following (and implementing in social practice) in the mainstream social sciences 

some ideas of post-structuralism, like those questioning the special role of grand theories, 

grand narratives, and instead giving the voice and recognition to the formerly suppressed 

discourses.

Appreciation of the active and creative role of women in academia, in particular in the so-  

-

the anthropological psychiatry – of Karen Horney. In British social anthropology, students 

-

translated into many languages (again, including Polish). Among Polish female anthropolo-

-

on this topic (see Walicki 1996). She is featured here as a revolutionary communist rather 

It seems to me that in institutional academic sociology -

ous” historical (or – early) examples of great success of women as scholars and not as only 
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th century, was highly respected 

she is still known nearly only to some historians of sociology and political sciences, as well 

-

th century, and not of her 

sociology (feminist or not) as a scholarly discipline (the latter aspect is discussed at length 

on this school (2007: 49–56).

-

wife of W.I. Thomas, was a recognized sociologist and demographer, student of migrations, 

-

the sociology of the family, the sociology of medicine, as well as to the theory of role dis-

tance (see, e.g., Coser 1991). American and Polish sociologists know the work of Helena 

propagator of the theories of her father, Florian. However, her structural and cultural analy-

-

porary times. They were translated into many languages, including Polish. 

On the sociology of women and women in sociology
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our collective representation of the lasting heritage of Western social sciences. Therefore, one 

-

family, poverty, unemployment, and women’s issues. Where there is a chance, under condi-

from the period when these disciplines emerged on. This is strongly connected with feminist 

movements and with critical feminist sociology (see, e.g., Turner 2003: 249–265). I am not 

who focused during the last decades nearly only on the role of women in sociology, mostly 

who discovered many women among scholars who had founded the social sciences.

society and the role of women in the social sciences, as well as to the ways the Poles are 

time (I am not, however, interested in the old assimilationist paradigm which stressed the so- 

-

on this topic – see Mucha 2003).

is an important part of the curriculum in the higher education system in Poland. Therefore, 

-

of Mary Douglas were recently translated). Students of philosophy read Hannah Arendt. 
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perspective in American sociology (Misztal 1983), with her clear reservation that she was 

personally interested in the sociology of knowledge and not in any sociology of women. 

-
st

Deegan, he puts forward his opinion that without female scholars, the Chicago School would 

not achieve its very high and deserved prestige (Czekaj 2007: 171–185).

theory, the role of women is increasingly underlined. A popular and quoted in this article 

turn of the 20th century, women’s role in the American economy. He features Anna Julia 

th century. Jonathan H. Turner, in the new Polish edition 

already written) a whole chapter to feminist criticism of sociological theory developed since 

the 1970s. We are returning here to the issue raised many times in this article: women whose 

-

theoreticians of sociology. For instance, Margaret Archer does not appear here. Turner does 

Giddens’ theory of  approach. Women are 

perspectives. Other areas of women’s expertise are not addressed.

-

On the sociology of women and women in sociology
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years of Polish sociology. Szacki wrote a very long and important introduction and included 

 (1998–2005). 

The English language collection on masters of Polish sociology and featuring eleven 

later, devoted to classical Polish sociology and its contemporary reception, features also 

-

-

sociology of women and the history of women in the social sciences seems to me necessary 

-
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