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Even from the glow of the faded red-and-white

exit sign, its faint light barely illuminating the

upper bunk, I could see that the sheet was filthy. Re-

signed to another night of fit-

ful sleep, I reluctantly crawled

into bed.

The next morning, I joined

the long line of disheveled

men leaning against the chain-

link fence. Their faces were as

downcast as their clothes were

dirty. Not a glimmer of hope

among them.

No one spoke as the line

slowly inched forward.

When my turn came, I was

handed a cup of coffee, a

white plastic spoon, and a

bowl of semiliquid that I

couldn’t identify. It didn’t look

like any food I had seen be-

fore. Nor did it taste like any-

thing I had ever eaten.

My stomach fought the foul

taste, every spoonful a battle. But I was determined. “I

will experience what they experience,” I kept telling

myself. My stomach reluctantly gave in and accepted its

morning nourishment.

The room was strangely silent. Hundreds of men were

eating, each one immersed in his own private hell, his

head awash with disappointment, remorse, bitterness.

As I stared at the Styrofoam

cup that held my coffee, grateful

for at least this small pleasure, I

noticed what looked like teeth

marks. I shrugged off the

thought, telling myself that my

long weeks as a sociological ob-

server of the homeless were fi-

nally getting to me. “This must

be some sort of crease from han-

dling,” I concluded.

I joined the silent ranks of

men turning in their bowls and

cups. When I saw the man be-

hind the counter swishing out

Styrofoam cups in a washtub of

murky water, I began to feel

sick to my stomach. I knew then

that the jagged marks on my

cup really had come from a pre-

vious user’s mouth.

How much longer did this research have to last? I

felt a deep longing to return to my family—to a wel-

come world of clean sheets, healthy food, and “normal”

conversations.

I was determined. “I
will experience what

they experience,” I kept
telling myself.
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The Sociological Perspective
Why were these men so silent? Why did they receive such despicable

treatment? What was I doing in that homeless shelter? After all, I hold a respectable,
professional position, and I have a home and family.

Sociology offers a perspective, a view of the world. The sociological perspective (or
imagination) opens a window onto unfamiliar worlds—and offers a fresh look at famil-
iar worlds. In this text, you will find yourself in the midst of Nazis in Germany and war-
riors in South America, as well as the people I visited who live in a city dump in Cambo-
dia. But you will also find yourself looking at your own world in a different light. As you
view other worlds—or your own—the sociological perspective enables you to gain a new
perception of social life. In fact, this is what many find appealing about sociology.

The sociological perspective has been a motivating force in my own life. Ever since I
took my introductory course in sociology, I have been enchanted by the perspective that
sociology offers. I have thoroughly enjoyed both observing other groups and question-
ing my own assumptions about life. I sincerely hope the same happens to you.

Seeing the Broader Social Context
The sociological perspective stresses the social contexts in which people live. It exam-
ines how these contexts influence people’s lives. At the center of the sociological perspec-
tive is the question of how groups influence people, especially how people are influenced
by their society—a group of people who share a culture and a territory.

To find out why people do what they do, sociologists look at social location, the cor-
ners in life that people occupy because of where they are located in a society. So-

ciologists look at how jobs, income, education, gender, age, and race-ethnic-
ity affect people’s ideas and behavior. Consider, for example, how being
identified with a group called females or with a group called males when we
are growing up shapes our ideas of who we are and what we should attain
in life. Growing up as a female or a male influences not only our aspira-

tions but also how we feel about ourselves. It also affects the way we relate
to others in dating and marriage and at work.

Sociologist C. Wright Mills (1959) put it this way: “The sociological
imagination [perspective] enables us to grasp the connection between his-
tory and biography.” By history, Mills meant that each society is located in a
broad stream of events. Because of this, each society has specific characteris-

tics—such as its ideas about the proper roles of men and women. By
biography, Mills referred to each individual’s specific experiences. In
short, people don’t do what they do because of inherited internal
mechanisms, such as instincts. Rather, external influences—our experi-
ences—become part of our thinking and motivations. The society in
which we grow up, and our particular location in that society, lie at the
center of what we do and how we think.

Consider a newborn baby. If we were to take the baby away from its
U.S. parents and place it with a Yanomamö Indian tribe in the jungles

of South America, you know that when the child begins to speak, his or her words will
not be in English. You also know that the child will not think like an American. He or
she will not grow up wanting credit cards, for example, or designer clothes, a car, a cell
phone, an iPod, and the latest video game. Equally, the child will unquestioningly take
his or her place in Yanomamö society—perhaps as a food gatherer, a hunter, or a war-
rior—and he or she will not even know about the world left behind at birth. And,
whether male or female, the child will grow up assuming that it is natural to want many
children, not debating whether to have one, two, or three children.

People around the globe take their particular views of the world for granted. Some-
thing inside us Americans tells us that hamburgers are delicious, small families are desir-
able, and designer clothing is attractive. Yet something inside some of the Sinai Desert
Arab tribes tells them that warm, fresh camel’s blood makes a fine drink and that every-
one should have a large family and wear flowing robes (Murray 1935; McCabe and Ellis

Examining the broad social
context in which people live is
essential to the sociological
perspective, for this context
shapes our beliefs and attitudes
and sets guidelines for what we
do. From this photo, you can see
how distinctive those guidelines
are for the Yanomamö Indians
who live on the border of Brazil
and Venezuela. How has this
Yanomimö man been influenced
by his group? How have groups
influenced your views and
behavior?

sociological perspective
understanding human behav-
ior by placing it within its
broader social context

society people who share a
culture and a territory

social location the group
memberships that people
have because of their location
in history and society
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1990). And that something certainly isn’t an instinct. As sociologist Peter Berger (1963)
phrased it, that “something” is “society within us.”

Although obvious, this point frequently eludes us. We often think and talk about
people’s behavior as though it were caused by their sex, their race, or some other factor
transmitted by their genes. The sociological perspective helps us escape from this
cramped, personal view by exposing the broader social context that underlies human be-
havior. It helps us see the links between what people do and the social settings that shape
their behavior.

This brings us to you—to how your social groups have shaped your ideas and desires.
Over and over in this text, you will see that the way you look at the world is the result
of your exposure to specific human groups. I think you will enjoy the process of self-
discovery that sociology offers.

The Global Context—and the Local
As is evident to all of us—from the labels on our clothing that say Hong Kong, Brunei,
or Macau, to the many other imported products that have become part of our daily
lives—our world has become a global village. How life has changed! Our predecessors
lived on isolated farms and in small towns. They grew their own food and made their
own goods, buying some sugar, coffee, and a few other items that they couldn’t produce.
Beyond the borders of their communities lay a world they perceived only dimly.

And how slow communications used to be! In December 1814, the United States and
Great Britain signed a peace treaty to end the War of 1812. Yet their armies fought a
major battle in New Orleans two weeks later. The armed forces there had not yet heard
that the war was over (Volti 1995).

Even though our world has changed so greatly that we can pick up a telephone or use
the Internet to communicate instantly with people anywhere on the planet, we continue
to occupy our own little corners of life. Like those of our predecessors, our worlds, too,
are marked by differences in family background, religion, job, gender, race-ethnicity, and
social class. In these corners, we continue to learn distinctive ways of viewing the world.

One of the beautiful—and fascinating—aspects of sociology is that it enables us to
analyze both parts of our current reality: the changes that incorporate us into a global
network and our unique experiences in our smaller corners of life. In this text, we shall
examine both of these vital aspects of our lives.

Sociology and the Other Sciences
Just as humans today have an intense desire to unravel the mysteries

around them, people in ancient times also attempted to understand their world. Their
explanations were not based on observations alone, however, but were also mixed with
magic and superstition.

To satisfy their basic curiosities about the world around them, humans gradually de-
veloped science, systematic methods to study the social and natural worlds and the
knowledge obtained by those methods. Sociology, the study of society and human behav-
ior, is one of these sciences.

A useful way of comparing these sciences—and of gaining a better understanding of
sociology’s place—is to divide them into the natural and the social sciences.

The Natural Sciences
The natural sciences are the intellectual and academic disciplines that are designed to ex-
plain and predict the events in our natural environment. The natural sciences are divided
into specialized fields of research according to subject matter, such as biology, geology,
chemistry, and physics. These are further subdivided into even more highly specialized
areas. Biology is divided into botany and zoology; geology into mineralogy and geomor-
phology; chemistry into its organic and inorganic branches; and physics into biophysics
and quantum mechanics. Each area of investigation examines a particular “slice” of nature.

science the application of
systematic methods to obtain
knowledge and the knowledge
obtained by those methods

natural sciences  the intellec-
tual and academic disciplines
designed to explain and 
predict events in our natural
environments
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The Social Sciences
People have not limited themselves to investigating nature. In the pursuit of a more ade-
quate understanding of life, they have also developed fields of science that focus on the
social world. The social sciences examine human relationships. Just as the natural sci-
ences attempt to objectively understand the world of nature, the social sciences attempt
to objectively understand the social world. Just as the world of nature contains ordered
(or lawful) relationships that are not obvious but must be discovered through controlled
observations, so the ordered relationships of the human or social world are not obvious,
and must be revealed by means of repeated observations.

Like the natural sciences, the social sciences are divided into specialized fields based
on their subject matter. These divisions are anthropology, economics, political science,
psychology, and sociology. The social sciences are subdivided further into specialized
fields. Thus, anthropology is divided into cultural and physical anthropology; econom-
ics has macro (large-scale) and micro (small-scale) specialties; political science has theo-
retical and applied branches; psychology may be clinical or experimental; and sociology
has its quantitative and qualitative branches. Since our focus is sociology, let’s contrast
sociology with each of the other social sciences.

Anthropology Anthropology, which traditionally focuses on tribal peoples, is closely
related to sociology. The chief concern of anthropologists is to understand culture, a peo-
ple’s total way of life. Culture includes a group’s (1) artifacts, such as its tools, art, and
weapons; (2) structure, that is, the patterns that determine how its members interact with
one another (such as positions of leadership); (3) ideas and values, especially how a group’s
belief system affects its members’ lives; and (4) forms of communication, especially language.

Graduate students working on their doctorate in anthroplogy usually spend a period
of time living with a tribal group. In their reports, they emphasize the group’s family
(kin) relationships. As there are no “undiscovered” groups left in the world, this focus on
tribal groups is giving way to the study of groups in industrialized settings. When an-
thropologists study the same groups that sociologists do, they place greater emphasis on
artifacts, authority (hierarchy), and language, especially kinship terms.

Economics Economics concentrates on a single social institution. Economists study
the production and distribution of the material goods and services of a society. They
want to know what goods are being produced, what they cost, and how those goods are
distributed. Economists also are interested in the choices that determine production and
consumption; for example, they study what motivates people to buy a certain item in-
stead of another.

Political Science Political science focuses on politics and government. Political scien-
tists examine how governments are formed, how they operate, and how they are related to
other institutions of society. Political scientists are especially interested in how people at-
tain ruling positions in their society, how they maintain those positions, and the conse-
quences of their actions for the people they govern. In studying a constitutional govern-
ment, such as that of the United States, political scientists also analyze voting behavior.

Psychology The focus of psychology is on processes that occur within the individual,
inside what they call the “skin-bound organism.” Psychologists focus primarily on men-
tal processes (what occurs in the brain, or the mind). They examine intelligence, emo-
tions, perception, memory, even dreams. Some study how personality is formed. Others
focus on personal adjustment and mental illness. Many psychologists work in private
practice and as counselors in school and work settings, where they give personality tests,
IQ tests, and vocational aptitude tests. As therapists, they focus on resolving personal
problems, whether the need is to recover from trauma, such as abuse, or to get help with
addiction to drugs, alcohol, or gambling.

Sociology Sociology has many similarities to these other social sciences. Like anthropol-
ogists, sociologists study culture; they, too, have an interest in group structure and belief sys-
tems, as well as in how people communicate with one another. Like economists, sociologists
are also concerned with the distribution of the goods and services of a society, especially how

social sciences  the intellec-
tual and academic disciplines
designed to understand the
social world objectively by
means of controlled and
repeated observations
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Down-to-Earth Sociology

An Updated
Version of the Old
Elephant Story

IT IS SAID THAT in the recent past, five wise
men and women, all blindfolded, were led to an
elephant and asked to explain what they “saw.”
The first, an anthropologist, tenderly touching
the trunk and the tusks, smiled and said, “This
is really primitive. I feel very comfortable here.
Concentrate on these.”

The second, an economist, feeling the
mouth, said, ”This is what counts. What goes in
here is distributed throughout the body. Con-
centrate your research on how it is distributed.”

The third, a political scientist, feeling the gigantic ears,
announced, “This is the power center. What goes in here
controls the entire beast. Concentrate your studies here.”

The fourth, a psychologist, stroking the top of the ele-
phant’s head, broke into a huge grin and said, “This is the
only thing that counts. All feeling and thinking take place
inside here. To understand this beast, we’ll study this part.”

Then came the sociologist (of course!), who, after feel-
ing the entire body, said, “You can’t understand the beast
by concentrating on only one part. Each is but part of the
whole. The trunk and tusks, the mouth, the ears, the
head—all are important. But so are the parts of the beast

that you haven’t men-
tioned. We must remove
our blindfolds so we can
see the larger picture. We
have to see how every-
thing works together to
form the entire animal.”

Pausing for emphasis,
the sociologist added, “And
we also need to understand
how this creature interacts
with similar creatures. How
does its life in groups influ-
ence its behavior?”

I wish I could conclude this tale by saying that the an-
thropologist, the economist, the political scientist, and the
psychologist were dazzled on hearing the wisdom of the so-
ciologist, and, amidst gasps of wonderment, they tore off
their blindfolds, joined together, and began to examine the
entire animal. But, alas and alack! On hearing this sage ad-
vice, the specialists stubbornly bound their blindfolds even
tighter so they could concentrate all the more on their par-
ticular part. And if you listened very, very carefully, you
could even hear them mutter, “Don’t touch the tusks.”
“Stay away from the mouth—that’s my area.” “Take your
hand off the ears.” “The top of the head is mine—stay
away from it.”

that distribution results in inequality. Like political scientists, sociologists study how people
govern one another, especially how government affects people’s lives. Like psychologists, so-
ciologists are concerned with how people adjust to the difficulties of life.

Given these overall similarities, then, what distinguishes sociology from the other social
sciences? Unlike anthropologists, sociologists focus primarily on industrialized societies.
Unlike economists and political scientists, sociologists do not concentrate on a single social
institution. And unlike psychologists, sociologists stress factors external to the individual to
determine what influences people. These differences should become more apparent in the
Down-to-Earth Sociology box below, in which we revisit an old tale about how members
of different disciplines perceive the same subject matter.

The Goals of Science
The first goal of each scientific discipline is to explain why something happens. The sec-
ond goal is to make generalizations, that is, to go beyond the individual case and make
statements that apply to a broader group or situation. For example, a sociologist wants
to explain not only why Mary went to college or became an armed robber but also why
people with her characteristics are more likely than others to go to college or to become
armed robbers. To achieve generalizations, sociologists look for patterns, recurring char-
acteristics or events. The third scientific goal is to predict, to specify what will happen in
the future in the light of current knowledge.

To attain these goals, scientists do not rely on magic, superstition, or common be-
liefs, but, instead, they do systematic research. They explain exactly how they did

generalization a statement
that goes beyond the individ-
ual case and is applied to a
broader group or situation

patterns recurring character-
istics or events
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their research so it can be reviewed by others. Secrecy, prejudice, and other biases go
against the grain of science.

Sociologists and other scientists also move beyond common sense—the prevailing
ideas in a society, the things that “everyone knows” are true. “Everyone” can be misguided
today just as easily as when common sense dictated that the world was flat or that no
human could ever walk on the moon. As sociologists examine people’s assumptions about
the world, their findings may contradict commonsense notions about social life. To test
your own “common sense,” read the Down-to-Earth Sociology box on the next page.

The Risks of Sociology Sometimes the explorations of sociologists take them into
nooks and crannies that people would prefer remain unexplored. For example, a sociolo-
gist might study how people make decisions to commit a crime or to cheat on their
spouses. Since sociologists want above all to understand social life, they cannot cease their
studies because people feel uncomfortable. Sociologists consider all realms of human life
legitimate avenues to explore, and their findings sometimes challenge cherished ideas.

As they examine how groups operate, sociologists often confront attempts to keep
things secret. It seems that every organization, every group, nourishes an ideal image
that it presents to others. Sociologists are interested in knowing what is really going on
behind the scenes, however, so they peer beneath the surface to get past those sugar-
coated images (Berger 1963; 2007). This approach sometimes brings sociologists into
conflict with people who feel threatened by that information—which is all part of the
adventure, and risk, of being a sociologist.

Origins of Sociology

Tradition Versus Science
Just how did sociology begin? In some ways, it is difficult to answer this question. Even
ancient peoples tried to figure out social life. They, too, asked questions about why war
exists, why some people become more powerful than others, and why some are rich but
others are poor. However, they often based their answers on superstition, myth, or even
the positions of the stars, and they did not test their assumptions.

Down-to-Earth Sociology

Enjoying A Sociology
Quiz—Sociological Findings
Versus Common Sense

SOME FINDINGS OF SOCIOLOGY support commonsense under-
standings of social life, but others contradict them. Can you
tell the difference? To enjoy this quiz, complete all the
questions before turning the page to check your answers.

1. True/False More U.S. students are killed in school
shootings now than ten or fifteen years ago.

2. True/False The earnings of U.S. women have just
about caught up with those of U.S. men.

3. True/False It is more dangerous to walk near topless
bars than fast-food restaurants.

4. True/False Most rapists are mentally ill.

5. True/False Most people on welfare are lazy and look-
ing for a handout. They could work if they wanted to.

6. True/False Compared with women, men make more eye
contact in face-to-face conversations.

7. True/False Couples who live together before marriage
are usually more satisfied with their marriages than
couples who do not live together before marriage.

8. True/False Most husbands of employed wives who
themselves get laid off from work take up the slack and
increase the amount of housework they do.

9. True/False Because bicyclists are more likely to wear
helmets now than just a few years ago, their rate of
head injuries has dropped.

10. True/False Students in Japan are under such intense
pressure to do well in school that their suicide rate is
about double that of U.S. students.

common sense those things
that “everyone knows” are
true
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Down-to-Earth Sociology

Sociological Findings
Versus Common Sense—
Answers to the Sociology Quiz

1. False. More students were shot to death at U.S.
schools in the early 1990s than now (National School
Safety Center 2007). See page 520.

2. False. Over the years, the wage gap has narrowed, but
only slightly. On average, full-time working women earn
less than 70 percent of what full-time working men
earn. This low figure is actually an improvement over
earlier years. See Figures 11.7 and 11.8 on pages 321
and 322.

3. False. The crime rate outside fast-food restaurants is
considerably higher. The likely reason for this is that
topless bars hire private security and parking lot atten-
dants (Linz et al. 2004).

4. False. Sociologists compared the psychological profiles
of prisoners convicted of rape and prisoners convicted
of other crimes. Their profiles were similar. Like rob-
bery, rape is a learned behavior. See pages 148–149.

5. False. Most people on welfare are children, the old,
the sick, the mentally and physically handicapped, or
young mothers with few skills. Less than 2 percent fit
the stereotype of an able-bodied man. See page 288.

6. False. Women make considerably more eye contact
(Henley et al. 1985).

7. False. The opposite is true. The likely reason is that
many couples who cohabit before marriage are less
committed to marriage in the first place—and a key to
marital success is a strong commitment to one another
(Larson 1988; Dush, Cohan, and Amato 2003).

8. False. Most husbands who have employed wives and
who themselves get laid off from work reduce the amount
of housework they do (Hochschild 1989; Brines 1994).

9. False. Bicyclists today are more likely to wear helmets,
but their rate of head injuries is higher. Apparently, they
take more risks because the helmets make them feel safer
(Barnes 2001). (Unanticipated consequences of human
action are studied by functionalists. See pages 26–27.)

10. False. The suicide rate of U.S. students is about double
that of Japanese students (Lester 2003).

Science, in contrast, requires the development of theories that can be tested by research.
Measured by this standard, sociology only recently appeared on the human scene. It
emerged about the middle of the 1800s, when social observers began to use scientific
methods to test their ideas.

Sociology grew out of social upheaval. The Industrial Revolution had just begun. By
the middle of the nineteenth century, Europe’s economy was changing from agriculture
to factory production. Masses of people were moving to cities in search of work. Their
ties to the land—and to a culture that had provided them with ready answers to the dif-
ficult questions of life—were broken. The city greeted them with horrible working con-
ditions: low pay; long, exhausting hours; dangerous work. For families to survive, even
children had to work in these conditions; some children were even chained to factory
machines to make certain they could not run away. Life no longer looked the same, and
tradition, which had provided the answers to questions about social life, no longer could
be counted on.

Tradition suffered further blows. The success of the American and French revolutions
encouraged people to rethink social life. New ideas emerged, including the conviction
that individuals possess inalienable rights. As this new idea caught fire, many traditional
Western monarchies gave way to more democratic forms of government. People found
the answers of tradition, including religion, inadequate.

When tradition reigns, it provides ready answers: “We do this because it has always
been done this way.” Tradition discourages original thinking. Since the answers al-
ready have been provided, why search for explanations? Sweeping change, however,
does the opposite: By upsetting the existing order, it encourages questioning and de-
mands new answers.

Then there was the imperialism (empire building) of the time. The Europeans had
conquered many parts of the world, and their new colonies stretched from Asia and
Africa to North and South America. This exposed them to radically different ways of
life, and they began to ask why cultures differ.
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Herbert Spencer (1820–1903),
sometimes called the second
founder of sociology, coined
the term “survival of the
fittest.” Spencer thought that
helping the poor was wrong,
that this merely helped the
“less fit” survive.

Another impetus for the development of sociology was the success of the natural sci-
ences. Just as tradition was breaking down and people were questioning fundamental as-
pects of life, the scientific method—using objective, systematic observations to test
theories—was being tried out in chemistry and physics. Many secrets that had been con-
cealed in nature were being uncovered. With tradition no longer providing the answers
to questions about social life, the logical step was to apply the scientific method to these
questions. The result was the birth of sociology.

Auguste Comte and Positivism
This idea of applying the scientific method to the social world, known as positivism,
apparently was first proposed by Auguste Comte (1798–1857). With the philosophical
upheaval of the French Revolution still fresh in his mind, Comte left the small town in
which he had grown up and moved to Paris. The changes he experienced in this move,
combined with those France underwent in the revolution, led Comte to become inter-
ested in what holds society together. What creates social order, he wondered, instead of
anarchy or chaos? And then, once society does become set on a particular course, what
causes it to change?

As Comte considered these questions, he concluded that the right way to answer
them was to apply the scientific method to social life. Just as this method had revealed
the law of gravity, so, too, it would uncover the laws that underlie society. Comte
called this new science sociology—“the study of society” (from the Greek logos, “study
of,” and the Latin socius, “companion,” or “being with others”). Comte stressed that
this new science not only would discover social principles but also would apply them
to social reform. Sociologists would reform the entire society, making it a better place
to live.

To Comte, however, applying the scientific method to social life meant practicing
what we might call “armchair philosophy”—drawing conclusions from informal obser-
vations of social life. He did not do what today’s sociologists would call research, and his
conclusions have been abandoned. Nevertheless, Comte’s insistence that we must ob-
serve and classify human activities to uncover society’s fundamental laws is well taken.
Because he developed this idea and coined the term sociology, Comte often is credited
with being the founder of sociology.

Herbert Spencer and Social Darwinism
Herbert Spencer (1820–1903), who grew up in England, is sometimes called the second
founder of sociology. Spencer disagreed profoundly with Comte that sociology should
guide social reform. Spencer thought that societies evolve from lower (“barbarian”) to
higher (“civilized”) forms. As generations pass, the most capable and intelligent (“the
fittest”) members of a society survive, while the less capable die out. Thus, over time, so-
cieties improve. To help the lower classes is to interfere with this natural process. The
fittest members will produce a more advanced society—unless misguided do-gooders
get in the way and help the less fit survive.

Spencer called this principle “the survival of the fittest.” Although Spencer coined
this phrase, it usually is attributed to his contemporary, Charles Darwin, who proposed
that organisms evolve over time as they adapt to their environment. Because they are so
similar to Darwin’s ideas about the evolution of organisms, Spencer’s views of the evolu-
tion of societies became known as social Darwinism.

Spencer’s ideas that charity and helping the poor were wrong offended many. The
wealthy industrialists of the time, however, liked these ideas: They saw themselves as
“the fittest”—and therefore superior. Spencer’s views also helped them avoid feelings of
guilt for living like royalty while people around them went hungry.

Spencer did not conduct scientific studies. Like Comte, he simply developed ideas
about society. Spencer gained a wide following in England and the United States, where
he was sought after as a speaker, but eventually social Darwinism was discredited.

Auguste Comte (1798–1857),
who is credited as the founder
of sociology, began to analyze
the bases of the social order.
Although he stressed that the
scientific method should be
applied to the study of society,
he did not apply it himself.

scientific method (the)
using objective, systematic
observations to test theories

positivism the application of
the scientific approach to the
social world

sociology the scientific study
of society and human behavior
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