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(1) Max Weber, Gesammelte Aufsiitze zur Wissenschaftslehre, S. 273.
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2] STl vhebd BAEMY BES HRE Mo BB 2® kY Y BE
el B o] MelelE o) WS WHE FEWMRAZ + gk 2o

ol shzre] WEMES FHebs 2L MATAES AN KRS el ket whelm
A} 51 Aol opzh BEAH Wi (adiquate Verursachung)e] 2l ficste] 8] 24
S} AL Bmkgeh, o flE whEe R R BY Mkl el ATk By
Bel Qe o] MY RIS EAMe B dhn 1¥x gg A& (LA ufillige)
23 gy, Taw 9 2 W2 184849 H Y BB Bus RN kil Bz
ol = Glaska Q. olol fubk EIROIA Sul 289 shie] mro] Wme &
BaLgleh, o] Mmre HFTeedl YelA B WM S Hme deslbd &
A HEN FES RSt QAT F ARY BoA ST S e fzke)e)
ROl = WA el Qg TV 27 S-S Hhe) whEsdl Bk cha [
I BRE o) % Bolgomz o)ix ol 3o MMM Mol Uckm nx] g 4
Qb rA™ = B gk @ ofsjgre] HEERA 7 Eul & am 2o BES yett
O v BE UM @ EAW Wilel QL A2 A7) HEEEY s 4
@ JRBTEY TS MK @ MET MRS HEY WEDE iR, ©

vk o|shRre BiRow KRS A7 nAl 3 Bl TR T o)k EHE A
19 AEEdEY) {HRe 23zl shr] W el vk, BB ARIQ) WA wtEs RAesm
Bl AR 24R9) IS B e TAskel Shx| Ealvh. aE ol JREE YA
0B PUEHL vhRhow wx] oFE o] B N ALY HEE waxl sy %] %
Bl TREMES] 2IBFe) ¥ Ae WSE Zelvh FREE WY WA R v
T oshe] Aol AEE FololEA BHE BRIATL T b gtk 18 KED K
WE AT RS HERES BB & 4 gA Rk 28] o 2o 2k K
BEHS Sh7 Beted WA BAS MR BS We A ok Relth. WA T
oA BRIS U omA REBMen WEREA S AR ARVEEY HHze

(2) o] mEE rdw 1=“Kritische Studien auf dem Gebiet der kulturwissenschaftlichen Logik” e
A wr23 glvh, #i3) “Objektive Moglichkeit und Adédquate Verursachung in der historischen
Kausalbetrachung” -2 2@
a2 & Schelting, Maxz Webers Wissenschaftslehre, 1934, S. 215—290 S. 263 seq.

( 3) Raymond Aron, Introduction @ la philosophic de I’ histoire, p. 164
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ARG e HAA 4 gom o]9izre] st AMel EHE BRI HITRE Bl
R 4 & Aol g@

[o}2 o] o] ol A& o] Blk FRL A & REH wEEk #9919
S &9 BIMS) st ok At BB gleld ARITES HHhE MW s Rl
e ﬁuz&s}h Zro] Mol ahglehm whgak o] #Ksta gk, Tol el HUgl
o] Mol BA-L 178 sk ARS AlMRYS B#HV BARLY HiNM FBRES R/E
B e Aol fkakel AMIEES RE Mk e fhe) Bha shel o To AR, whebA
o] FHE Gkl JEgelda— gy w ik HEEe 2 —FEs gk
Aol ek 49 L HEAMC] 25 JAHe] W, RS s D 9= o) ket
A AR REEE el HEE$ 78] o™ old4E & ARl HEALE fEs
Lol Hu HEALY 780 B HES AA F@EsE o a8 TS R
fholeba mi=zol et o] ghge] mam ok whgw) Ro] 2m givh. FFEIRL el MRk
o] HZ$W HEEES4E aubE & 19 Yol Sl Wi wE REHIMY
el fkeled @ALE = Aol Ao mpgel sl WHAR YA wE— o
o] et shd—— Sl MREEA T FEE MRS B% o RS #eA Ao
oh] 1A Buk ohe}, o] Rl wEh: mEbRel A TEe) EEeld wekd F ARG
kol gk M-S W] Goml bR A HEA—HFES BN MES £ B ¥
she] HAMS REMRE FESHE 20 19 AES 2= Afe—= 950 H9
A3 22l SRR S 40 skl 17BNl Apkse o9 Hivez sa H
ROREY AIEAYRL FEIe = BMERLR). ol9) MM AN 4SS BHID ROMENILIN
ol HIE 5 Aol Bst &8 o) HHIL gk JAEMEL AR TH FuEH
EAE Wi RS, HE
Fezho) )7 Jo) fkabe) m g2 Abbo] fkalo] fisks) B = BokaAY AW B

& Fehe

(4) Raymond Aron, Sociologie allemande contemporaine, p. 118
(5) Max Weber, Gesammelte Aufsitze zur Wissenschaftslehre, S. 46
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ko] sl o) Yebm mAlE md Aol E $ulh RSAE ekehd AR B
U b 27 AR AUF P00 Sob Biekn weks Ae GFEhe AT
Rk o) olioh MIMER AHRe] i HINS BoEsh olo] JbEAMS THe
syesl e Ag wka. weld ool ksl HiE A —aeks Adle HInG
mpy e A7BHEA 1k 18 FEES Hibehn b Aclvh. 28] W F FRE X
el RS IRE BT o) B EEMEA N e A.e HEst s FERl
rERbe) bR EehE MR CIA EEsE AYE Wakstd ol .

It

el A R Ry PREEY ik w2 MEE #Rsta 9ch. ez (T, Par-
sons)7} aFatulelzbo] BIEE-2 [E7rd] 9 HINVABKY] BBMIARRIL™ B glow @
g SARRYO. R B R YN FES ORI 09 [HEMES shelok v 2
At il Tob2 o) vhal wheh zbe] BUIZE AUl {kote] HAMMNS) BHHEES 7
Biehs zlo] ol el HAEINQ] BNy HE A BEH-E Hillsl o} SHe WS MEESH A
T odElTh O BRI SR A . RIRY SRS e A RIBNY 4 6l

(6) Max Weber, a.a.0., S. 132—3
(7) T. Parsons & E. Shils, Towards a General Theory of Action. 3rd ed.,1954
(8) [eb&1-2 bt o] [ 19 AT fafsta g+t

“Weber aurait donc commis une donble erreur. Il aurait mal distingué les propositions

rJ}

compréhensives, qui ont pour caractére et pour fin de traduire ce qui a été, et les jugements
des causalité qui impliquent une généralité an moins virtuelle. D’autre part, il aurait renversé
Pordre des démarches scientifiques: historien ne vas pas du type au particulier, il extrait
des faits (ou des documents) le type qui correspond 4 la conduite individuelle ou collective ct
qui, considéré comme une interprétation compréhensive, n’exige pas d’autre preuve. R. Aron,
Introduction a la philosophie de I histoire, p. 271

o] 8}zko] el n 2t HBEAe =2 [vwield = J(Mathiez) & THIBHPE & gy 50 N (Histoire de la
révolution frangaise)e] JEE) B she] [efal ] (Asignats) A5 FMFe] B Akl A =tat
Fgyiute] FREstL 9 Eeha fgfeta gk WY B¥ | (émissions excessives)e]ol] v}
2 TEfke w2k i(perte de confiance) olof =2 it @Bi{fFd MBS Exger. 2 o
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F RPel BUMHEEL rtawd dA £4 BEASEE REs o dvtn 2% EHigsta g1
). Aron, op. cit., p. 272 3 BR.

(9) Max Weber, a.a.0., S. 179

(10) Max Weber, a.a.0., S. 184
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(11) Max Weber, a.a.0., S. 207
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< Summary >
Seme Problems in Max Weber’s “Ideal Types”

Mun- Whan Choe*

Max Weber’s ideal type has been a common asset of all sciences as a useful
methodological mean.

When we form a theory we give up individualities -and clarify the
substantialities. Alfred Marshall’s “representative firm,” Karl Marx’s “pure
capitalism,” and Max Weber’s “ideal type” have a common property that they all
reject secondary attributes and focus attention of analysis to the substantial
matters of things. Weber’s ideal type concept has been applied widely, yet, there
has been no sufficient inquiry into its nature. In this paper I will inquire into
the ideal type and propose its problems.

Before 1902, Max Weber, as a young scholar, engaged in the study of
history and showed deep concern about social and political problems. But after
that time he became more speculative and went into a new phase of
his scholatic life. He speculated on methodology and epistemology. In his
methodological papers published later, he developed the theory of ideal type
and rejection of value judgements.

According to Weber, social science is the science of reality. We seek to
understand the natures of reality of life: on the one hand we want to
understand the realtions of individual social phenomena and their cultural
meanings, on the other hand we want to clarify the bases of these relations.

Therefore his scientific attitude is similar to that of Rickert, who maintains

* The author is dean and professor of history of economic thought, College of Commerce, Seoul
National University. He is also research member and dirvector of the Institute of Economic Rescarch.



that cultural science can only be verified by historical and individual approach,
and natural science by universal method.

In his contribution to scientific methodology, Gesammelie Aufsitze zur
Wissenschafislehre (1920), he argues that the cultural phenomena are relevant
only when we evaluate them on a certain cirterion and that human behaviors
are different in nature from natural sciences because systematic understanding
and valuations play a decisive role. When we are to study social phenomena
we facea great number of raw materials and we select from those materials what
are relevant from the view point of a ceratin cultural value ( Wertgesichtpunkt),
i.e., we can construct sociological knowledge only on a certain premise. Karl
Mannheim’s perspectivism, Sprott’s value climate, and Merton’s cognitive
orientations are also similar to Weber’s concept.

Weber’s value method in social sciences is different in economics from the
methodology of clasical economists and of Austrian School, who pursues in
economics universal laws as in natural sciences. In such methodology all
individualities are rejected as accidental. By this method Carl Menger, the
founder of Austrian School, developed his marginal utility theory.

Weber thought that such method of natural sciences was not relevant to
social sciences. Furthermore, to interprete social system by psycholgical laws
is to reverse the logical order.

The German Historical Method School is the product of reaction to such a
naturalistic monism, But this school has contradictions in itself. This school
pursue to understand the historical reality by universal laws, i.e., by stages of
development which are valid in any case. Weber thought that this method
cannot achieve its desired end.

The methods of classical school and Austrian School are too theoretical;
and that of historical school is too empirical; therefore the two must be
combined. Weber sought to combine theory and history so as to develop the

concept of ideal types ([dealtypus)



From the various matherials of historical and social phenomena, we select
important factors and constitute with them a body of thought by induction.
Weber calls this body of thought which is consistent in itself, ideal type. In
reality ideal type is nowhere and has a nature of utopia. This body, which is
not a piuture of reality, is different from reality. The value of ideal type,
which is a mean to test the reality, is depend upon whether it can effectively
elucidate the relations of real phenomena, causality and meanings of concrete
social facts.

Ideal type is different from the concept of substance of a thing. The realm
of science cannot be extended beyond the empirical world: we cannot perceive
the thing in itself (Ding-an-sich) and cannot preceive the substance in the
social phenomena.

In spite of Oscar Lange’s maintenance, Weber’s ideal type and Karl Marx’s
method have only superficial similarity. While Marx thinks that theory can
reflect the real features of the social phenomena, Weber thinks that social
phenomena themselves cannot be captured and only preceived according to the
interest of the observer. Hence ideal type has the fictitious and exclusivey
heuristic nature. Besides Marx gives practical purpose to his theory, but ideal
type has no such purpose. Weber also objects to the Marx’s view that natural
law of capitalism had inevitability. Weber calls it dogma to interprete human
history by some ultimate cause,- and idealism or materialism could not enter
into the realm of the empirical science. His Profestantische Ethik und die Geist
des Kapitalismus was not written to object the material conception of history
nor to maintain a spiritual alternative.

As seen above Weber’s ideal type is different from the concept of substance.
At the same time it differs from the generic concept of natural sciences.
Genus is similar to ideal type in constituting process, but the two are not
identical in their target.

Weber’s alternative is causal attribution (Kausal Zurechnung)



It is hard to determine the methology of social sciences; we could extract
laws from social phenomena. But as seen above, Weber rejects this method.
If we exclued causal relations from social sciences, the remainder is only a
meaningless collection of materials. So we must seek the causalities. But when
we intend to define the causes of a certain phenomenon we face a great
number of causes. Vague enumeration of all the causes, even if it is possible,
is only a chaos. In fact we cannot enumerate all the causes and doing so is
only a nonsense if it is possible. How, then, can we clarify the causal relations
of social phenomena? According to Weber, we can select from varied materials
the part which is relevant to acertain value conception and clear the causality
of that part of the materials. To define a causal relations means causal
attribution, not to reduce materials to rules, laws, or formulars

Causal attribution takes place by a series of thinking and attributes causes
to a certain phenomenon so that the relation should be a meaningful one. In
a historical event we must define a cause which raises a result B. But in
reality todefine a definate cause to a certain result is very difficult. In this
case we suppose factors, A,A’,A”,...... ,  which can be causes of the event of
B in question, and verify whether here is any causal relation between them.
Further we may change the probahble causes A, A/, A’’, to a certain direction
and judge the probable result by the general empirical laws. Weber calls this
method, “objective judgement of possibility™.

In this way we can clarify the adequateness of causes to a certain result in
question. If there is a definite causal relation we call the relation adequate,
and if not, accidental.

The causal attribution process as follows;

1. Severence of the adequate phenomenon,

2. Identification and separation of the preceeding causes which are considered
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to be adequate,

3. Construction of a fictitious process,

4. Comparison of the fictitious fact with real fact.

What is, then, the purpose of causal attribution? It is hecause Weber
wanted to look the history as a world of objective possibility., In this way he
draws out the concept of “objective judgement of possibility”, which we cannot
draw from the inevitability view of history.

Man, however, cannot create history by his arbitrary behavior. So he
separates causes into adequate and accidental causes. In this way he fulfill the
causal attribution scientifically. And at the same time reserves the field of
freedom of human hehavior.

Raymond Aron is right when he says:

By consideration of causality, we can challenge the present which we have
not recognized, and by confronting outer circumstances to the human volition
we can give life to possibilities and rebuild the human behavior which forms
the history.

In accordance with objective possibilities Weber refere to the freedom of

human behavior. According to Weber freedom of behavior does not bring

incomprehensibility. Contrary to this, the more has man freedom of behavior,
the easier does he understand himself and analyse his motivation. In other
words, Weber’s concept of freedom is not irrationality of action but devising
a proper measure which is best fit to an established end. Accordingly his
freedom coincides with rationality, View of history as a world of objective
possibility and causal attribution are, therefore, maintained on the premise

that rationality of thoughful actions is freedom.

I

As seen above, the theory of causal attribution presents many problems. A

historian must select materials from historical facts and fulfills the causal



attribution. But we cannot neglect the fact that he must first constitute a ideal
type from concrete historical facts. History is selective only within the limit
of objective facts. In this point Weber is too much subjective; even the creteria
of adequate and accidental relationships are subjective. So there can be many
different ideal types onone object, and the causes of this difference are not only
concrete materials but also the difference of ability of the type constructor,
Indeed we cannot deny the weakness of the bases of ideal types; Weber
himself says that his ideal type also is subject to historical relativity. Indeed
there exist no absolute truths in social sciences; here constitutions of concepts
are changeable as the society itself changes. Then, is human being hopeless to
reach the real truth? There is no absolute justice in society; truth in France
is error in Spain.

But there is no objective truth in social sciences we may lost in a maze of
nihilism, Fortunately, however, there are three ways to get out of the maze.

The first is the idea which conceives that it is possible to derive social laws
from changing phenomena of history and society as it is possible to derive
natural laws from natural phenomena.

Werner Sobart’s naturalistic method is a good example. Rapid development
of natural science since last century has stimulated social scientist to pursue to
draw laws of social scientist to pursue to draw laws of social sciences
according to the method of social science. Vilfredo Pareto is one of such
social scientists.

Pareto separates social existence into two parts: résidus and dérivations.
Résidus contain human instinct, emotion and so forth, and dérivations are the
theoretical parts which explain, affirm and prove the former. To Pareto résidus
are the kernel of social life and dérivations only superficial phenomena; Human
behavior is determined by résidus and so we can, he concludes boldly, derive
general laws which are valid in every place and at any time. If Pareto is

right there can be no development in history and culture and as real society



is changing we cannot clarify progressing culture with such method of Pareto
which neglect relativity and individuality of history.

In economics the Lausanne School of Walras and Pareto consider the
economy as a psudo-dynamic system of demand and supply, and a system of
equations which express the relations among them has universal validity, But a
theory without real contents cannot grasp the real phenomena.

The second is the method of Weber. Max Weber was the man who wanted
to develop a theory which based on reality and at the same time did not lose
the logic of reasoning.

The third is the method of a group of Marxists. They maintain that a
privileged social class, the proletariat, which have the mission to lead the human
history, can reach absolute truth. If truth and false are determined according
social class we need not imparial |inteligenizia which Karl Mannheim asserts.
But from the view of science there is no ground to believe that the proletariat
are always right,

By now we have seen how social sciences overcome the relativity of theory.
To overcome the maze of relativity by the help of natural science is not
relevant to social science. Marxists do not solve the problem adequately by
giving a exclusive privilege to the class of proletariat and by giving absolute
power to materialism.

Max Weber’s ideal type has many unsolved problems and do not overcome
the relativity prefectly. Because, basically, Weber considers the process of
history as a process of rationalization. Accroding to him history is a permanent
process of rationalization and the appearances of charismatic characters is only
a temporary phenomenon. By giving supremacy to rational factors in history
we cannot solve the problem of relativity,. We criticize Weber’s theory
negatively, but we must positively present a theory which can substitute

that of Weber successfully. The task is to be considered later.



