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This paper argues that there are two different projects of sociology. The first arose in continental 

Europe, which has been recognized as sociology’s “home,” while the second began to take shape in 

North America at the end of the nineteenth century. I identify the latter sociology as a not-for-profit 

social enterprise geared to social reform, which involves the improvement of both the individual and 

social life. 

The credit for the theoretical articulation of this project, along with its practical realization and 

initial institutionalization, must be given to Jane Addams. Although she regarded herself as a sociologist, 

sociology has typically not recognized her as such. As a result, her radically different idea of sociology 

has been lost during the course of a troubled century of world wars and a series of economic, political, 

social, socio-psychological, and ecological crises. 

Particular attention is directed to some of the more popular identities that have been ascribed to 

Addams, but which are not supported by her own writings. Her attitude towards socialism and capitalism 

will be discussed in this light. It will be argued that Addams was the first to employ what is known today 

as “symbolic interaction” as a method for the personal socio-psychological development of marginalized 

individuals and social groups. This will also be presented as the method for consolidating a genuine 

liberal socialist public sphere, which she endeavored to institutionalize in Hull-House at the intersection 

of home and work in order to permit an ethically-bound “democratic social intercourse” between 

scientific disciplines, social classes, ethnic groups, political parties, and gender and age groups to emerge. 

Finally, Jane Addams insistence on the relationship between democracy and sociology will be presented 

not as an attempt to politicize sociology, as has often been claimed, but rather as an endeavor to 

sociologize social politics so that the latter can become the focus and aim of the sociological enterprise. 

 

 


