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Abstract:

The aim of this article is to present and discuss some epistemological questions that are of
importance to the researchers in the management field. These questions concern the justifications

and the attitudes positioning of the researchers when doing research. Indeed, some practitioners

"Marie- Laure Gavard- Perret et a (2008) « Méthodologie de la recherche, réussir son mémoire ou sa thése en
sciences de gestion », Pearson Education, Paris, p 07



and academicians consider that management is not a science, even though it has its proper
characteristics. These later are just seen as practices and implementation of an art. Any scientific
side that could be perceived in management is seen as a part of economics or any other knowledge
from other sciences. Some researchers refute this idea; they do argue that management is a science
in itself. The controversy of whether or not management is a science is still going on. So, how can
we confirm that the knowledge resulting from management is a scientific knowledge? How legal is
its epistemological status? What are the epistemological basis and the methodology of management
science? How our perception and believes about knowledge influence our selection of research

methods that are aimed to describe, understand and explain the phenomenon under study?

Key Words: Scientific Knowledge, Research Paradigms, Epistemological and methodological
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