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ABSTRACT 
Culture is a total way of life of a people. It varies from one society to another, and over 
time. It also moderates an individual’s quality of perception of reality. This study was 
an attempt to present culture as the major stubborn particular influencing the quality 
and methodological control of empirical scientific techniques to the study of human 
behaviour universally. An attempt was also made to critically review the philosophy of 
science and explore the possibility of the achievement of objectivity with complete 
precision and reliability as applied to the study of human behaviour. It was revealed 
that none of the traditional methods of studying human behaviour can adequately 
achieve the objectivity emphasized in natural and applied sciences. That all the 
empirical investigations are valued laden opinions of individual interpretations. A 
suggestion was made for the triangulation of both the quantitative and qualitative 
methods to reaching agreements about what is true. 
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INTRODUCTION 
In order to survive and for human beings to be effective, sociologists and anthropologists believe that 
humans must learn the skills, acquire knowledge and adopt to ways of behaving in the society into which 
they are born i.e. they must learn a culture. In Kluckhohn (1951)’s elegant phrase, culture is a ‘design for 
living’ held by members of a particular society. And since humans are social beings, their behaviours are 
also based on guidelines that are learned. Linton (1945) asserted that every culture contains a large number 
of guidelines that direct conduct in particular situations. Such guidelines are called ‘norms’. For example, in 
all societies, there are norms governing dressing, gender, age, marriage, work behaviour and interpersonal 
relationship. Values, unlike norms, according to Storey (1997) provide more general guidelines. According 
to him, values are beliefs that something is good and desirable by people. By this, it is possible to conclude 
that values define what is important, worthwhile, and worth striving for. Like norms, values also are said to 
vary from society to society. Essentially, norms can be seen as reflections of values. A variety of norms can 
be seen as expressions of a single value. 
Generally, sociologists maintain that shared norms and values are essential for the operation of human 
society. Without shared norms and values, members of society would be unable to cooperate and 
comprehend the behaviour of others or work together. With differing or conflicting values, they would often 
be pulling in different directions and pursuing incompatible goals. Disorder and disruption might result. In 
addition, an ordered and stable society requires shared norms and values. 
The scientific quest for the achievement of objectivity with complete precision and reliability as applied to 
the study of human behaviour provides a major challenge for social scientists and humanists across the 
world. The method of science deals with the logical and persistent patterns of regularity in social life. Hence, 
our study of research involves application of the scientific method to social inquiries. According to Osuala 
(1990) and Kerlinger (1973), all social scientists seek understanding of human behaviour in individual, 
groups and/or organizations with a view to finding solutions to personal, political, societal, population, 
economic and other kinds of social problems. The need for courses in methods of social research has come 
to occupy an increasing important role in social sciences and humanities curricula. For instance, for a career 
organizational psychologist  who has a serious interest in understanding organizations, he/she must give 
some thoughts to the ways in which social facts can be and are gathered, a skill he/she acquires through the 
study of social scientific research techniques. 
It is believed that applying the research process or principle to the social sciences and humanities provides 
the researcher an opportunity to control any situation whose nature is adequately understood and also 
predicts specific consequences of observed phenomena on human behaviour.  
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The spirit or the irk behind the setting up of this social scientific research discuss on cultural variables as the 
major stubborn particulars influencing the conduct of research and publication with human subject was the 
observation of the rate at which aspects of human activities are fast becoming globalize and universalize, 
aided by scientific artifacts. The admiration of the methods of science to have achieved this feast in the 
natural and applied sciences by the social scientists and humanitists without critical articulation of their 
concepts and subject matter seem not to only bringing confusion in the social sciences and humanities, but 
also furthering colonialization  of the disciplines and others’ cultures(norms and value systems).   
The aim of this paper therefore was to attempt a presentation of cultural variables as the major stubborn 
particulars influencing the quality and methodological control of empirical scientific techniques to the study 
of human behaviour universally. The paper is divided into four major sections. The first section presents an 
overview of the philosophy of science. The second presents a critical view of culture and scientific 
objectivity. The third section concerns with the influence of culture on research processes. The fourth 
section concerns with the impossibility of value - free research and conclusions. The paper is therefore 
presented in the above stated sequence.  
 
PHILOSOPHY OF SCIENCE 
The question considered in the philosophy of science include: how scientific theories are developed, 
assessed and changed; and whether science is capable of revealing the truth about hidden entities and 
processes in nature. The subject is as old and as widespread as science itself. Among philosophers, the 
philosophy of science has always been a central subject. In the western tradition, the most important figures 
before the 20th century include Aristotle, Rene Descartes, John Locke, David Hume, Emmanuel Kant and 
John Stuart Mill. Much of the philosophy of science is indistinguishable from epistemology, the theory of 
knowledge, a subject considered by virtually every philosopher. Epistemology is a branch of philosophy that 
addresses the philosophical problems surrounding the theory of knowledge. It is concerned with definition of 
knowledge and related concepts, the sources and criteria, and the degree to which each is certain, the limits 
of knowledge, and exact relation between the one who knows and the object known. 
In the 5th century BC, the Greek Sophists questioned the possibility of reliable and objectivity knowledge. 
Thus, a leading Sophist, Gorgias, argued that nothing really exist, that if anything did exist it could not be 
known, and that if knowledge were possible, it could not be communicated. Another prominent Sophist, 
Protagoras, maintained that no person’s opinions can be said to be more correct than another’s, because each 
is the sole judge of his or her experience. Plato, following his illustrious teacher Socrates, tried to answer the 
Sophists by postulating the existence of a world of unchanging and invisible forms i.e. equality, beauty or 
justice – about which it is possible to have exact and certain knowledge. Example, things one sees and 
touches, he maintained, are imperfect realizations of the pure forms studied in mathematics and philosophy. 
Accordingly, only the abstract reasoning of these disciplines yields genuine knowledge, whereas reliance on 
sense perception produces vague and inconsistent opinions. He concluded that philosophical contemplation 
of the unseen world of forms is the highest goal of human life. 
Science involves the formulation of hypothesis on the basis of prior knowledge, observation and causal or 
systematic observation. According to Kerlinger (1973) and Orkuugh (2009), hypotheses are formally stated 
speculations about what factor or factors that may cause something to occur; they are stated in such a way 
that they can be tested empirically to see if they are true. Strictly speaking, Popper (1969) argued that 
empirical tests can falsify hypotheses (causing the investigator to reject the hypothesis, revise it or test it in 
some other ways) but not prove them. If hypothesis is supported, confidence in its veracity increases and one 
may generate more finely tuned hypotheses. An important feature of the scientific method is replication: it 
guards against the possibility that a research finding is tied to the circumstance in which a test was 
conducted. It also guards against fraud. 
We must recognize at the outset of this review that science will continue to advance. It is something 
implanted within man (some evolutionary urge) that drives him irresistibly onward in the search for new 
knowledge and new ways of life (Parker, Manstead and Stradling, 1995). The challenges are only of quality 
and methodological control (Gergen, 1973; Shotter, 1984; Edwards, 1996 and Lorenzi-Cioldi and Clemence, 
2001). The challenge of quality and methodological control has received no more than passing mention in 
any systematic discussion of science. This state of affairs might be explained (according to Ravets, 1971) by 
the moral superiority claimed by the scientists, a result either of selection and indoctrination or perhaps, even 
of the essential nature of the work. But in the present time, we know that scientists are, after all, human; and 
we are also aware of the phenomenon of pointless publication, better described as shoddy science.  
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Thus, the effectiveness of the inherited social mechanisms of quality control for the conditions of the present 
and near future is open to question. 
 
CULTURE AND SCIENTIFIC OBJECTIVITY 
Orkuugh (2012) in a critical review of traditional methodological issues determining the artifacts of social 
scientific investigation argued that none of the scientific methods of studying human behaviour can 
adequately achieve the objectivity emphasized in science. Yet many behaviour scientists insist on positivism 
as the only way to arrive at true knowledge. 
Critics of positivism such as Gergen (1973); Henriques, Holloway, Urwin, Venn & Walkerdine (1984); 
Potter, Stringer & Wetherell (1984) argued that “because social scientists ultimately study themselves, they 
cannot achieve the level of objectivity of, say, a chemist studying a compound or a geographer studying a 
landform”. Since complete objectivity is unattainable, scientific methods, particularly experimental ones, are 
not completely appropriate for social scientific research. The critics also argue that what scientists 
(especially, social psychologists propose as fundamental causal mechanisms (e.g categorization, attribution, 
cognitive balance, self-concept) are only best guess concepts that explain some historically and culturally 
restricted data – data that are subject to unavoidable and intrinsic bias (Shotter, 1984). The feeling is that 
treating humans as objects or clusters of variables that can be manipulated experimentally is a form of 
dehumanizing people. As such can prevent researchers from a rich reservoir of subjective or introspective 
data. These criticisms have produced some quite radical alternatives to traditional social researchers. 
Examples include social constructionism (Gergen, 1973); humanistic psychology (Shotter, 1984), 
ethnogenics (Harre, 1979), discourse analysis or discursive psychology (Edwards, 1996) and 
poststructuralist perspectives (Henriques, Holloway, Urwin, Venn, & Walkerdine, 1984). There are marked 
differences between these alternatives, but they share a broad emphasis on understanding people as whole 
human beings who are constructed historically and who try to make sense of themselves and other world. 
Research methods tend to emphasize in-depth subjective analysis of the relatively spontaneous accounts that 
people give of their thoughts, feelings and actions. Subjectivity, according to Hogg and Vaughan (2005) is 
considered a virtue of, rather than an impediment to, good research. 
However, most social scientists respond to the challenge of positivism in a less dramatic manner, which does 
not involve abandoning the scientific method. Instead, they deal with the pitfalls of positivism by being 
rigorous in the use of appropriate scientific methods of research and theorizing (e.g. Cambell, 1975; 
Kruglanski, 1975; Turner, 1981). Included in this is an awareness of the need for operational definitions of 
social processes such as aggression, altruism or leadership. Operationalism is a product of positivism and 
refers to a plea that theoretical terms in science be defined in a manner that renders them susceptible to 
measurement. That, social researchers should be mindful of their own subjectivity, and should acknowledge 
and make explicit their biases. Their theories should be sensitive to the pitfalls of reductionism and, where 
appropriate, articulate different levels of analysis. The researcher should also recognize that experimental 
participants are real people who do not throw off their past history and become unidimensional variables 
when they enter the laboratory. On the contrary, culture, history, socialization and personal motives are all 
present in the laboratory – experiments are social situations (Tajfel, 1972). Finally, attention should be paid 
to language, as that is perhaps the most important way in which people represent the world, think, plan 
action and manipulate the world around them. Language is also the epitome of a social variable; it is socially 
constructed and internalized to govern individual social cognition and behaviour. 
Refer again to the focus question that opened this discussion, one’s response will be coloured by the theory 
he/she adopts, the methods he/she choose and the kind of data analysis he/she employ in understanding 
research. Of course, this ensures efficacy of the quality control and the professional ethics. 
 
CULTURE AND RESEARCH 
Smith & Bond (1998) have posed the question: Should each culture have its own social psychology that 
reflects its own world view in its topics and constructs? This question arises as to whether an action research 
approach, which oriented towards practical outcomes, is more useful. In a similar vein, Moghaddam(1990, 
1998) has advocated a generative psychology – he cites examples of the success of such an approach in the 
1990s in Latin America and Turkey. 
The challenge of cross-cultural research for social psychologists is not that it can be difficult to do cross-
cultural research.  
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Although cross-cultural research is difficult, so, for example, is social cognition research (Devine, Hamilton, 
& Ostrom, 1994) and research into small interactive task-oriented groups (Moreland, Hogg & Hains, 1994). 
The real challenge is to try to overcome our own cultural perspective – to try to see things from different 
cultural perspectives as well as to be aware of the cultural limitations of our own thinking. Social 
psychologists, like all people, are blinkered by their own cultural parameters, adopting perspectives and 
addressing questions that are culturally relevant. They incline us towards culture – specific psychologies 
rather than a universal science, a collateral problem of this is that the psychology of the dominant scientific 
culture can oust all other psychologies and hinder the development of true universalism. 
 
THE IMPOSSIBILITY OF VALUE- FREE RESEARCH, AND CONCLUSIONS. 
Objectivity in research means that the conclusions arrived at as the result of inquiry and investigation are 
independent of the race, colour, creed, occupation, nationality, religion, moral preference, and political 
predisposition of the investigator. If his research is truly objective, it is independent of any subjective 
elements, any personal desires, that he may have (Bierstedt, 1963). 
 However, it is observed that, even Bierstedt’s own definition of objectivity may reveal his values. By 
assuming that the investigator is male, Bierstedt could be accused of having patriarchal bias in his work. The 
quest for objectivity may not be as straightforward as it first appears. 
Many of the founders of social sciences and humanities believed science could and should be value-free. 
Early positivists such Comte, Durkheim, Popper, and Shotter argued that objectivity was attainable by 
adopting a ‘scientific’ methodology. Despite the claims of these important scientists, it is doubtful whether 
their own work met the criteria necessary for complete value-freedom. The values of other scientists who 
concerns with the study of humanity have also been evident in their choice of topics for research. Having 
selected a topic, the scientists then choose what aspects of that topic to study. According to Gouldner (1971), 
this involves making ‘domain assumptions’. These are the basic assumptions that scientists make about the 
nature of social life and human behaviour.  
Gouldner (1971) believes that in practice all scientists tend to commit themselves to a particular set of 
domain assumptions and these direct the way that research is conducted and conclusions are reached. 
Without some starting point, research cannot proceed and humanity knowledge cannot be created. Domain 
assumptions about human behaviour-such as whether it is governed by external or internal stimuli and 
whether it is rational or irrational-will tend to determine whether quantitative or qualitative methods are 
adopted. Critical researchers believe it is important to understand how the social world is seen from the 
viewpoint of those being studied. However, they do not accept that this alone will produce objective 
knowledge. 
Given these problems, social research might appear to consist of little more than personal opinions. If this 
were the case there would seem little point in the subject existing. However, some scientists believe it is 
positively desirable for scientists to be committed to certain values. For example, Carspecken (1996), along 
with other critical social scientists, believes scientists should be committed to changing the world. 
Nevertheless, this does not prevent scientists from trying to avoid bias in their research. Although humans 
might view the world differently, there is an objective world which ‘resists’ human action. For example, a 
person cannot walk through a brick wall whether they think it exists or not. The way the material world 
resists our actions provides some basis for reaching agreement about objective statements. Truth claims-
claims that you have made an objective statement –are based upon reaching such agreements about what 
does and does not exist. These agreements in turn can be used to evaluate the claims of different theories. A 
critical researcher cannot therefore find whatever they want to find.  
Empirical investigations, which are more than the subjective interpretations of individuals, mean that social 
research can be more than just value-laden opinions. Truth claims, even if accepted now, may be rejected at 
some point in the future. A consensus about what is and is not true may break down. However, because they 
are based upon reaching agreements about what is true, they have a more solid foundation than individual 
interpretations. 
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