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Abstract 

This article explores the science war and debates on the possibility of 
theory in the social sciences.  The science war is a ferocious debate between 
scientists and social scientists.  The purpose of science war is to fulfill political 
needs and ideological beliefs, to compete for the acquisition of research 
funding, and to win the controversy over the definition of social reality. The 
debate about the possibility of social science theory has four main points:     
the pre-paradigm state, studied phenomena from the perspective of 
interpretation – phenomenology, role of value in the study, and the  predictive  
ability. 
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