
	 	

SOCIOPOLITICAL ECOLOGY 
SOCI 6500.001 

Summer 5-Week 1, 2016 
 
Instructor: Daniel G. Rodeheaver, Ph.D. 
Telephone: (940) 565-2296 
Class Room & Time: Chilton 220; MTWR 10:00-11:50 AM* 
Course Website & Messaging: Blackboard Learn 
Office: Chilton Hall 390A 
Office Hours: By	appointment 
*See the class and reading schedule below for more information. 
 

REQUIRED READINGS 
 
Bates, F.L. 1997. Sociopolitical Ecology: Human Systems and Ecological Fields. New 

York: Plenum Press. 
Rodeheaver, D.G. 2005. “Ecological Fields.” Pp. 159-160. In Jens Beckert and Milan 

Zafirovksi (eds.) Encyclopedia of Economic Sociology. London: Routledge. 
Rodeheaver, D.G. 2009. “The Sociopolitical Ecology of a Post-American World.” 

International Review of Modern Sociology, 35(2): 231-240. 
 

COURSE DESCRIPTION AND OBJECTIVES 
 
Since its beginnings as field of study, sociologists have struggled in their attempts to 
describe and explain adequately the organization of society and social behavior. The 
essence of these struggles has resulted in the formalization of three sociological 
perspectives: structural functionalism, conflict theory and symbolic interactionism. Faced 
with intellectual challenges, a number of revisions have emerged from these three 
perspectives. The end result of these struggles is a sociology that lacks common 
theoretical and intellectual ground. It is in this light that conventional systems theory also 
presents a serious sociological dilemma; that is, all social entities are essentially systems. 
However, by all social phenomena qualifying as systems, the concept loses its meaning 
and utility. As an alternative explanation, sociopolitical ecology attempts to address this 
dilemma by introducing the notion of the ecological field. Furthermore, though albeit less 
explicitly, it can be argued that that there is some common ground among the three major 
sociological perspectives as illustrated by this perspective, sociopolitical ecology. 
Therefore, this course will examine the origins and principles of this perspective. 
Therefore, the objectives of this course are to: 
 
Course Objectives 
 

1. Explore the nature, theoretical foundations and philosophy of sociopolitical 
ecology, and 

2. In the process of discussing this area of sociology, consider the potential 
application and testing of its theoretical principles, and the research questions and 
methods that might be used. 

 
 
 
 



	 	

COURSE POLICIES 
 
Two factors are considered vital to your success in this course: 1) regular and prompt 
attendance and participation, and 2) preparation. Attendance is mandatory in this 
course. As doctoral students, I will not remind you of work missed. You are expected 
to have read the assigned materials on time. This specifically means prior to the 
beginning of the class to which the reading is assigned. 
 

COURSE INFORMATION 
 
This course is a doctoral seminar, not a lecture-based course. Our main goal is to read, 
discuss and understand. Therefore, it is critical that you participate fully in all activities. 
 
Except in an emergency, please do not send course-related messages to my UNT 
email. Instead, use the Blackboard message system for this course. Please note that 
your reflection paper should be saved and sent as a *.pdf, and not as *.doc or *.docx 
files/text documents, for example. 
 

GRADES AND GRADING STRUCTURE 
 
The final grade for this class will be based on your 1) attendance (33%), 2) participation 
in discussion (33%), and 3) a reflection paper (34%) due at the end of the Summer 1 
term. The purpose of the reflection paper is to enlighten me as to what you have 
learned. 
 

READING SCHEDULE 
 

Week Month Meeting Days Assigned Reading for the Week 
1 June 6 & 8 Bates, pp. vii-xv, Chapter 11, then Chapter 1 
2 June 15 Bates, Chapters 2-4 
3 June 22 Bates, Chapters 5-7; Rodeheaver (2005) 
4 June 29 Bates, Chapters 8-11 (Yes, 11 again) 
5 July 6 & 7 Bates, Chapter 12; Rodeheaver (2009) 

Reflection July 8 Papers due by 5:00 PM 
 

RECOMMENDED READINGS 
 
Bates, Frederick L. and Clyde Harvey, 1975. The Structure of Social Systems. New York: 

Gardner Press. 

Bates, Frederick L. and Walter G. Peacock. 1989. “Conceptualizing Social Structure: The 
Misuse of Classification in Structural Modeling.” American Sociological Review 
54:565-577. 

Dicksenson, Gordon and Kevin Murphy. 1998. Ecosystems. New York: Routledge. 

Fararo, Thomas J. 2001. Social Action Systems: Foundation and Synthesis in Sociological 
Theory. Praeger: London. 

Flood, Robert L. 1990. Liberating Systems Theory. New York: Plenum Press. 



	 	

Golley, Frank B. 1991. “The Ecosystem Concept: A Search for Order.” Ecological Research 
6:129-138. 

Lilienfeld, Robert. 1988 [1978]. The Rise of Systems Theory: An Ideological Analysis. 
Robert Krieger Press. [New York: Wiley]. 

Luhmann, Niklas. 1986. “The Autopoiesis of Social Systems.” In: R. Geyer & J. Van Der 
Zouwen (eds.), Sociocybernetic Paradoxes: Observation, Control and Evolution of 
Self-Steering Systems. (pp.172-193). Beverley Hills: Sage. 

Peacock, Walter Gillis. 1991. “In Search of Social Structure.” Sociological Inquiry. 61(3): 
281-298. 

Peacock, W.G. (with A.K. Ragsdale). 1997. “Social Systems, Ecological Networks and 
Disasters: Toward a Socio-Political Ecology of Disasters.” (Chapter 2, pp. 20-35). In: 
Peacock, Walter G., Hugh Gladwin and Betty H. Morrow (eds.). Hurricane Andrew: 
Ethnicity, Gender and the Sociology of Disasters. New York: Routledge. 

Maturana, H. and F. Varela. 1980. Autopoiesis and Cognition: The Realization of the Living. 
Boston: Reidel. 

Maturana, H. and F. Varela. 1987. The Tree of Knowledge: The Biological Roots of Human 
Understanding. Boston: New Science Library. 

Mingers, John. 1995. Self- reproducing Systems: Implications and Applications of 
Autopoiesis. New York: Plenum Press. 

Mwangeka, C. and A. Anjomani. 2007. Towards a Participatory Environmental Policy 
Design: Examining International Instruments & Community Engagement. The 
International Journal of the Humanities 5(7): 1-10. 

Parsons, Talcott. 1951. The Social System. Glencoe, IL: The Free Press. 

Parsons, Talcott and Edward A. Shils. (eds.) 1951. Toward a General Theory of Action. 
Cambridge: Harvard University Press. 

Sorokin, Pitrim. 1937. Social and Cultural Dynamics. New York: American Book Company. 

Sorokin, Pitrim A. 1963 (1950). Modern Historical and Social Philosophies (Social 
Philosophies in an Age of Crisis). New York: Dover Publications (Boston: Beacon). 

Sorokin, Pitrim A. 1956. Fads and Foibles in Modern Sociology and Related Sciences. 
Chicago: Henry Regnery Co. 

Sorokin, Pitrim. 1998. On the Practice of Sociology. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

  



	 	

MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION 

I encourage in and out of classroom input. I am available for consultation during my open office 
hours (or by appointment) and welcome the opportunity to assist students. To arrange for an 
appointment and for purposes of this course, please use the Blackboard Learn mail function. 
With the exception of weekends, I vigilantly check my email and usually respond within 24 hours. 
Ask questions. If there is something that you do not understand, then ask. If you do not ask, I will 
have to assume that you understand everything that is going on. Do not fall behind in class. 
Make sure you keep up with readings and notes. If you begin to experience academic difficulty, 
be sure you consult with me. Do not wait until late in the semester and expect me to be able to be 
very sympathetic. I value your input, your ideas, and your contributions, and will do my best to 
encourage them by working with you to create a climate that is conducive to your participation. I 
am sure that all of you will have something to contribute at one time or other. Please do so. I will 
treat your contributions with respect and expect you to do the same for your classmates. 

ACADEMIC DISHONESTY 

Academic dishonesty (cheating and/or plagiarism) will not be tolerated at any time. Any person 
suspected of academic dishonesty will be handled in accordance with the policies and 
procedures set forth by the University of North Texas, the College of Public Affairs and 
Community Service and the Department of Sociology. You will find the complete provisions of 
the code in the student handbook. Please note that I take academic dishonesty very seriously 
and the consequences will be very harsh. 

Plagiarism is defined as the act of taking another's ideas, words, writings, or research findings and 
not giving them proper credit through quotations or citations. Even when we are paraphrasing 
another's ideas, we must give them credit. To do otherwise is to allow the reader to think these 
ideas and words are your own when they are not. This act is considered theft of intellectual 
property. Plagiarism is considered one of the most serious transgressions that can be committed in 
the educational community. 

In the case of plagiarism, there are several options available to an instructor, including verbal 
and/or written reprimand, assignment of a lower grade with an explanation from the instructor, 
expulsion from the course with the assignment of a passing grade (WP), expulsion from the 
course with the assignment of a failing grade (WF), and/or expulsion from the university. 

Therefore, all written work should be properly cited when: 
 

1. Describing the ideas of another (even if it is not a direct quotation); 
2. Describing the research of another (even if it is not a direct quotation); 
3. Using the words, phrases, paragraphs, or pages of another; and/or 
4. Quoting the words of another. 

RELIGIOUS OBLIGATIONS AND HOLIDAYS 

If you intend to miss class sessions for religious reasons sometime during the semester, you must 
notify me in writing by no later than June 6, 2016 (Monday). 

DISABILITY ACCOMMODATIONS 

The University of North Texas seeks to provide appropriate academic adjustments for all 
individuals with disabilities. This University will comply with all applicable federal, state, and local 
laws, regulations and guidelines, specifically Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), with respect to providing appropriate academic 
adjustments to afford equal educational opportunity. However, it is the responsibility of the student 
to register with and provide medical verification and academic schedules to Disability Support 
Services (DSS) at the beginning of each semester and no later than the second week of school 
unless otherwise determined by the coordinator (i.e., no later than June 8). The student also must 
contact the faculty member in a timely manner to arrange for appropriate academic adjustments. 



	 	

Appropriate adjustments and auxiliary aid are available for persons with disabilities. Call 565- 
2456 (TDD access 1-800-735-2989). 

The University of North Texas makes reasonable academic accommodation for students with 
disabilities. Students seeking accommodation must first register with the Office of Disability 
Accommodation (ODA) to verify their eligibility. If a disability is verified, the ODA will provide you with 
an accommodation letter to be delivered to faculty to begin a private discussion regarding your 
specific needs in a course. You may request accommodations at any time, however, ODA notices of 
accommodation should be provided as early as possible in the semester to avoid any delay in 
implementation. Note that students must obtain a new letter of accommodation for every semester 
and must meet with each faculty member prior to implementation in each class. Students are 
strongly encouraged to deliver letters of accommodation during faculty office hours or by 
appointment. Faculty members have the authority to ask students to discuss such letters during their 
designated office hours to protect the privacy of the student. For additional information see the Office 
of Disability Accommodation website at http://disability.unt.edu/. You may also contact them by phone 
at 940.565.4323. 

 


