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Beyond the dilemma Max Weber’s —
A “historical-textual” approach to the action-concept Max Weber’s

Abstract
Chih-Cheng Jeng

The importance and originality of this project lie on the “archaeologica” and
“genealogica” approach, instead of the typological approach as usual, the action-concept as
an analytic unit of interpretive sociology to handle. This research will compare Max Weber’s
two texts about the action-concepts, namely the one “Some Categories of Interpretive
Sociology” (1913) and the other “Basic Concepts in Sociology” (1920), in order that this
comparison can serve as a framework of anaysis, to find a place for the various
action-concepts, those Weber created and developed in different time. Therefore this study
tries to investigate all of the published writings, letters, even manuscripts Max Weber’s, in
which the various action-concepts had been mentioned. In other words, this study is a
“historical-textual” approach to the action-concept in the work Max Weber’s. Its am is to
find the inside connection between action and structure, so that the “dilemma Max Weber’s”

can beresolved in hiswork itsalf.

According to the actual research of this project, it can be claimed that the concept
“Gemeischaftshandeln” is changed by Weber into “social action” and ““social relationship”.
On the one hand this turn of the concepts can concretely overcome the “dilemma Max
Weber’s” — namely, the split in the works Weber’s as the dichotomy of “action-Weber” and
“structure-Weber”’; and on the other hand, Weber changes the criterion of the action-type
form the “order”- to the “rationality”’-concept. In that way Weber embeds the “rationality”

into the theory of social action by his interpretive sociology.

[ Keywords] action, socia action, order, structure, interpretive sociology
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