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Article abstract
It is not possible to reduce sociology to a single model. Sociology can not be
defined when cut off from one or several models. To reject utilitarianism and
reserve the area of rational action for economics, as Parsons does in The
Structure of Social Action, is to deprive oneself of a methodology in the name of
a metaphysical conception. The rational explanation of action is within the
bounds of sociology. There is, in fact, progress when the explanation of action
goes beyond irrationality or non-logic and has recourse to rationality. The
notion of rationality in sociology is polysemous, whereas its definition is in the
realm of semantics. It is, in fact, impossible to define objective criteria for the
notion of rationality. In this context, discovering the meaning of a act is
equivalent to reconstructing the reasons which are behind it.
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