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The primary objective of this article is to provide a theoretical and
paradigmatic explanation of the concept of social consensus and to
present a paradigmatic model for analyzing social consensus from the
intersection of structure, pattern, and process. In this regard, an attempt
was first made to examine the concept of social consensus from the
perspective of classical and contemporary social science theorists such
as Durkheim, Parsons, and Habermas, exploring structural, functional,
conflictual, and communicative dimensions. Subsequently, the concept
of social consensus was analyzed from epistemological, ontological, and
methodological dimensions, utilizing various paradigms prevailing in
social sciences along with their theoretical developments. This was done
to address the fundamental question of whether social science constructs
are based on a specific paradigm or a paradigm plurality, and to respond
to the alignment of schools of thought and paradigms in opposition to
each other, as well as the ability of social constructs to address political
stability, social order, predictability of social behavior, and social
interactions—each of which presents its own theoretical and
methodological challenges from which the concept of consensus is not
exempt. The research method employed in this study is descriptive-
explanatory, with data collection conducted through library research.
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

The concept of social consensus has garnered significant attention in social and political studies
due to its critical role in maintaining social cohesion, political stability, and harmonious interactions within
societies. Recent social and political movements worldwide underscore the importance of social consensus
in fostering civil engagement, social solidarity, and trust between citizens and the state (Ahmadpour, 2023).
Social organizations and political associations have played a pivotal role in bridging the gap between the
government and the populace through various forms of social action, structural reforms, and the strategic
use of power dynamics, thus enhancing social consensus (Chalabi, 1996). Scholars have likened social
consensus to a richly woven carpet of diverse ideas and beliefs, reflecting collective agreement, shared
social norms, and mutual understanding (Adibi & Ansari, 2004). However, the field remains divided, with
structural-functionalists emphasizing societal cohesion through shared norms, while conflict theorists
highlight the inherent societal conflicts and the role of power in enforcing social order (Ghanimati et al.,
2020). The debate extends to the works of Habermas, who underscores communicative action and mutual
understanding as the foundation of social consensus (Lotfi Zadeh et al., 2022, 2023), and Giddens, who
integrates structure and agency, asserting that human actions both shape and are constrained by social
structures (Ritzer, 2012). This multifaceted discourse underscores the complexity of social consensus as an
evolving concept shaped by diverse theoretical paradigms, including positivism, interpretivism, and
critical theory (Razavi et al., 2023).

The examination of social consensus through the lens of classical and contemporary theorists such
as Durkheim, Parsons, and Habermas reveals its structural, functional, and communicative dimensions
(Chalabi, 1996). Durkheim’s conceptualization of mechanical and organic solidarity underscores the
transition from traditional societies with shared values to modern societies characterized by complex
divisions of labor (Motavaseli, 2019). Parsons’ structural-functionalism further elaborates on the integration
of social systems through cultural norms, social roles, and institutional frameworks (Sohrabi Samireh et al.,
2021). Habermas’ theory of communicative action, emphasizing rational discourse and mutual
understanding, presents a compelling framework for analyzing social consensus in contemporary societies
(Soroush, 2024). The integration of these paradigms highlights the epistemological, ontological, and
methodological challenges inherent in studying social consensus (Navabakhsh & Firoozabadi, 2012). The
transition from single-paradigm dominance to paradigm plurality, particularly from the 1980s onward, has
facilitated a more comprehensive understanding of social consensus, incorporating diverse perspectives
such as governance, social participation, and technological change (Azizkhani, 2008). This paradigm shift
underscores the necessity of integrating multiple theoretical frameworks to address the complexities of
social consensus, emphasizing the dynamic interplay between structure, process, and pattern (Mahdavi et
al., 2023; Mahouzi & Morovat, 2023).

Theoretical foundations of social consensus span various disciplines, with sociologists such as
Comte, Durkheim, Weber, and Parsons exploring it through lenses of social integration, cultural
continuity, and systemic functionality (Chavoshian, 2018). Conflict theorists like Dahrendorf emphasize
the coexistence of conflict and consensus, highlighting the dual role of power and social norms in shaping
societal cohesion (Alborzi, 2016). Theories of social exchange, particularly those of Blau, underscore the
significance of distributive justice and social exchange mechanisms in fostering social consensus
(Farhmand et al., 2015). Giddens’ structuration theory and Habermas’ communicative action model further
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enrich this discourse by emphasizing the interdependence of agency and structure, and the centrality of
rational discourse in achieving social consensus (Giddens, 1984; Habermas, 1984). The methodological
pluralism adopted in recent studies reflects an acknowledgment of the multifaceted nature of social
consensus, integrating quantitative and qualitative methods to capture its dynamic and complex reality
(Razavi et al., 2023). This pluralistic approach not only enhances the analytical depth of social consensus
studies but also facilitates the development of comprehensive models that address its socio-political,
economic, and cultural dimensions (Momeni Tazrji et al., 2023).

Ontologically, social consensus is rooted in the dual concepts of order and communication,
reflecting the continuous interaction and balance between individual agency and social structure
(Ghanimati et al., 2020). Theories of social action, particularly those of Parsons and Habermas, underscore
the importance of institutionalized values, social norms, and communicative rationality in sustaining
social consensus (Mohbubi Mansh, 2012; Motavaseli, 2019). The distinction between micro and macro levels
of social order further complicates the ontological analysis of social consensus, with micro-level
interactions emphasizing individual agency and macro-level structures highlighting systemic constraints
(Arabpour & Mahdizadeh, 2020). The interplay between these levels underscores the complexity of social
consensus as both a product and a process of continuous social interactions, institutional frameworks, and
cultural narratives (Razavi et al., 2023). This ontological complexity necessitates a methodological
approach that integrates positivist, interpretivist, and critical paradigms, each offering unique insights into
the formation, maintenance, and evolution of social consensus (Dancy & Sosa, 1992). The epistemological
inquiry into social consensus further highlights the historical and theoretical evolution of the concept,
from Comte’s positivism to contemporary critical theories, reflecting the dynamic and evolving nature of
social consensus studies (Khalili, 2000).

Epistemologically, social consensus embodies a diverse range of theoretical perspectives, each
contributing to a nuanced understanding of its formation and sustenance (Ghanimati et al., 2020). The
historical evolution from positivist frameworks emphasizing empirical validation to interpretivist
paradigms focusing on subjective meanings highlights the epistemological diversity within social
consensus studies (Taheri Nia et al., 2020). Critical theories, particularly those of Habermas and Giddens,
further expand this epistemological landscape by emphasizing the role of discourse, power, and social
structures in shaping social consensus (Golabi et al., 2015; Rezapour & Kaldi, 2016). The methodological
approaches adopted in social consensus studies reflect this epistemological diversity, with positivist
methods focusing on empirical analysis, interpretivist approaches emphasizing subjective experiences,
and critical methods exploring power dynamics and systemic inequalities (Razavi et al., 2023). This
methodological pluralism enhances the analytical depth of social consensus studies, allowing for a
comprehensive examination of its socio-political, economic, and cultural dimensions (Zamaniyan et al.,
2025). The integration of these diverse epistemological perspectives underscores the necessity of a holistic
approach to social consensus studies, one that accommodates multiple paradigms and methodological
frameworks (Mahdavi et al., 2023).

Methodologically, social consensus studies have evolved from positivist approaches emphasizing
empirical validation to interpretivist and critical methods focusing on subjective experiences and systemic
critiques (Iman, 2009). The integration of these methodological frameworks reflects the complex and
multifaceted nature of social consensus, necessitating a comprehensive approach that captures its dynamic




and evolving reality (Dashti, 2021). Positivist methods, with their emphasis on empirical data and objective
analysis, provide valuable insights into the structural and functional aspects of social consensus (Razavi et
al., 2023). Interpretivist approaches, focusing on subjective meanings and individual experiences, enrich
this analysis by highlighting the personal and communal dimensions of social consensus (Momeni Tazrji
et al., 2023). Critical methods, emphasizing power dynamics and systemic critiques, further enhance this
analytical framework by exploring the socio-political and economic contexts within which social
consensus operates (Denzin & Lincoln, 2011). The methodological pluralism adopted in social consensus
studies not only enhances their analytical depth but also facilitates the development of comprehensive
models that address its various dimensions, from individual agency to systemic structures (Asgari Almouti,
2023).

In conclusion, social consensus represents a dynamic and multifaceted concept shaped by diverse
theoretical paradigms, methodological approaches, and socio-political contexts (Razavi et al., 2023). The
integration of classical and contemporary theories, from Durkheim’s mechanical solidarity to Habermas’
communicative action, highlights the evolving nature of social consensus studies (Chalabi, 1996; Lotfi
Zadeh et al., 2022). The ontological, epistemological, and methodological diversity within social consensus
studies underscores the necessity of a holistic and integrative approach, one that accommodates multiple
perspectives and frameworks (Ghanimati et al., 2020). The methodological pluralism adopted in recent
studies reflects this integrative approach, enhancing the analytical depth and comprehensiveness of social
consensus studies (Razavi et al., 2023). The dynamic interplay between structure, process, and pattern, as
emphasized in contemporary social consensus studies, underscores its critical role in fostering social
cohesion, political stability, and harmonious interactions within societies.
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