Objectivity and Values
Early positivists Comte and Durkheim shared Enlightenment, modernist role of sociology, it’s the sociologist’s role is to discover the truth about how society works and viewed that social facts and laws about the world could be discovered, with this knowledge they could solve social problems and human life could be improved, debatable whether Marx was actually a positivist but he saw through his work could reveal a line of development in society, the role of Marx’s sociology was to reveal the truth of this development esp to the w/c, he sees science as helping to deliver the good society.
Weber – draws distinction between value judgements and facts and argues that we cannot derive one from the other, weber took idea that social reality is made up of a meaningless infinity of facts and research has to select certain acts and study these. Weber encourages using values as a guide to choosing what to research, but we must remain objective and unbiased when collecting the facts [keeps values out of this process], must keep values out the creation of the hypothesis, however values becomes important in the interpretation of data, choice of theoretical framework or perspective influenced by our values e.g. feminism or Marxism, weber – argues that scientists and sociologists are also human beings and citizens  and they must not dodge the political issues their work raises, must take moral responsibility for the harm it might create.
Modern positivists argue that their own values were irrelevant to their for the following reasons – the desire to appear scientific [scientists should remain morally neutral bc they wanted to make sociology seem respectable, science has high prestige in modern society so imitating it would raise sociology’s status] and the social positon of sociology [Gouldner – American sociologists had become spiritless technicians, by 1950s  sociologists had become problem takers who hired themselves out to the gov, businesses and the military to take on and solve their problems for them, by leaving values behind they were making a promise not to rock the boat by criticising or questioning their employees] 
Myrdal – sociologists should not only spell out their values but openly take sides by advocating values and interests of particular groups, committed sociologists who encourage this approach such as Myrdal and Gouldner argue that value free sociology is impossible and desirable, Becker – argues that values have always been present in sociology [trad, sociologists [esp positivists and functionalists] have tended to take the POV of the powerful – police, psychiatrists, governments [e.g. traditional criminology looks at the state definition of an environmental crime] Becker – sociologists should adopt a more compassionate stance and take side of the underdogs [e.g. ethnic minorities who are more likely to get victimised but unlikely to be acknowledged by the state, labelling and negative stereotypes of marginalised groups] emphasis on empathising reflects interactionist research methods [strong preference for qualitative methods e.g. participant observation]
Gouldner – criticises Beck, like neo-Marxists, for taking a romantic approach to disadvantaged groups, provides a narrow focus, [e.g. likewise, neo-Marxists ignore the fact most crime is intra-class crime] 
Sociologists receive funding and their ‘employers’ values may influence the research as well as the sociologists personal background,
Gouldner – all research influenced by values, different sociological perspectives seen as embodying diff assumptions and values about how society is e.g. feminism = society based on gender inequality, promotes rights of women, functionalism = society as harmonious and advocates conservative values that favour status quo [e.g. functionalism and religion = promotes social solidarity] Marxism = society is conflict ridden and strives for classless society [e.g. institutions used as ideological weapons]
[bookmark: _GoBack]Postmodernism takes relativist approach, reject idea that one account of the social world is superior to the other, reject meta-narratives, no knowledge is actually true [all knowledge based on values and assumptions] h/e relativism is logically self-defeating since it claims to be telling us something true but claims that no one can tell us the truth
