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Contradictory Models of Man in the Social Sciences.  
Is there a Chance of Integration? 
 
In the social sciences different paradigms are used to predict individual behavior and are, 
thus, the basis for explaining the collective phenomena of interest. These paradigms 
assume models of men, which contradict each other with respect to (a) the kind of 
motivation attributed to the actors when selecting behavior and (b) the degree of 
reflection the individuals are assumed to perform. Two prototypical strands of theory can 
be identified. Firstly, the classical sociological conception of men assume actors to be 
motivated to follow social norms, roles and values, which are the result of socialization 
experiences in the past. In this homo sociologicus conception the individuals are assumed 
to conform to these mental structures in an unconditional and often completely automatic 
way. The second and alternative conception of man can be seen in the so called homo 
economicus. Here, actors are conceptualized as forward looking, instrumental rational 
and perfectly reflecting the consequences of their behavior. This concept of men, rooted in 
economic theory, is the basis of rational choice and game theoretic approaches in 
sociology and political science. One the one hand, both paradigms has received ample 
empirical support and none can be simply ignored without loss of generality of social 
science explanations. On the other hand, the two models of human behavior are 
incompatible and lead to contradictory predictions about social behavior. Three strategies 
can be identified in order to solve the problem. First, representatives from both 
paradigms tried to incorporate the respective other view into the own theoretical 
framework. For instance, instrumental rational behavior has been interpreted as 
compliance with one of the possible normative imperatives in society. Or, following moral 
norms have been seen as a strategy to reach a good consciousness and realize intrinsic 
utility. A second strategy is the mixed-population assumption. The simple idea is that 
both models of men are correct for certain groups of people, who differing in their 
socialization experiences. A third approach regards rule following as a strategy of 
bounded rational actors to overcome excessive demands on their reflection abilities. Most 
likely all these approaches capture aspects of those conditions under which the homo 
sociologicus or the homo economicus may be the appropriate model of men. The Model of 
Frame Selection aims to integrate the different dispositional and situational factors, 
which has been proposed in different theories to integrate the two paradigmatic strands 
in social sciences. Whether this theory really provides a general theory of social action 
remains to be empirically tested in the future.  


