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Some Problems about Methodlolgy of Social Sciences

Zhou Xiaohong

Abstract: Sociology and other social sciences have been the fruit of modernity. Since their birth,
they endeavored to mould them into “ sciences” with the same prestige as natural sciences. However, due
to the subjectivity and flexibility of human behaviors, social sciences can never be exempt from the impad
of humanism and become positivistic sciences in the real sense. Not only prevailing paradigms have been
shaping studies of social realities, but also humanism has been paralleling with positivism to play impor
tant methodological role. As for the value— free principle, all the disputes about it have proved this prin-
ciple to be one of relativity. This probe into the methodology of social sciences is not aimed at concluding
the debate on positivism and humanism, instead, it hopes to inspire a new perspedive where the two ends
may cease to be incompatible.
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