
SHOULD SOCIOLOGY BE A SCIENCE ESSAY

Positivists argue that sociology can be a science therefore they tend to adopt quantitative In order for sociology to be a
science, Popper proposed that it should be . Related AS and A Level Sociological Differentiation & Stratification essays.

This essay explains these factors in the following part. They also favour using the methods of official statistics
which is very detached, and can be falsified. Secondly, Thomas Kuhn argues that sociology cannot be a
science either because science is defined by having paradigms that all scientists work under, sociology has so
many conflicting theories there can be no one paradigm and therefore it cannot be a science. The positivists
whilst trying to be scientific loose validity because humans are not unconscious they have motivations and
closed questions and non-participant observations are not going to get those validly. For instance science is
concerned with phenomenon which do not have consciousness for instance water boiling at degrees does not
decide to, it just does. For instance, in driving if there is a red light cars stop and wait for it to go from red and
orange to green before they can go. Closed systems have only a limited number of variables interacting, all of
which can be controlled, which makes it possible to carry out laboratory experiments and for precise
predictions to be made. Having collected stats, you should look for correlations which can reveal causal
relationships Durkheim believed human behaviour can be explained by external stimuli By following this
approach it is possible to uncover the laws of human behaviour To be scientific, you should only study what
you observe. He argues that language shapes the way we think about the world, and while scientific language
may open our eyes to some truths; it just closes our eyes to others. It includes basic assumptions about the
nature of reality, which limit the kind of questions scientists ask in their research. However it is believed
sociology cannot be proved wrong. As well as this Post-Modernists argue that a scientific paradigm is just
another meta-narrative that brings nothing new to society, and cannot help to improve it because it is of no
more value than any other perspective. Science in itself is oppressive to women and so sociology one cannot
be a science because it has women involved in it feminists and should not be a science because it is
oppressive. When we look at social problems, sociology looks deep into the problem to find the basis relaying
back to the relationship between individuals and society. However in terms of objectivity, is it objectivity
meaning detachment that science wants and demonstrably the positivists can offer or is it objectivity in terms
of wanting to disprove your own theory and thus not actively supporting it with biased evidence? However if
like the interpretivists argue society is a creation of shared meanings Garfinkel and has no objective reality and
neither does social order then it may not be possible to study society objective because it is not an objective
phenomena. Sayer argues that sociology can be scientific in the way meteorology is scientific, but not
scientific in the way physics or chemistry can be scientific: Quantitative sociology, for example can reveal
hidden structures such as the class structure , and make broad predictions about what percentage of people
from a lower class background will fail, compared to those from a middle class background, without being
able to predict exactly who will fail, and without us being able to SEE that class structure directly. Whilst
sociology favours open systems there are still elements of control. These sciences recognise unpredictability.
During the conflict surrounding the Dreyfus Affair, Durkheim used the new field of sociology to try to make
sense of society and the world around him. Although sociology is different at face value than the natural
sciences, the two possess fundamental similarities by which problems are recognized and explained.


