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Abstract. Public Administration faces a serious legitimate crisis, which attracts the attention of many
scholars. The article argues that lacking of a unified topic is not the cause for the crisis. The true cause is that
the lagging behind of methodology restricts its development, which impairs the function and effectiveness of
public administration in guiding the practice. Public administration must form its own methodology which fits
well with the professional field instead of copying the methodology of mainstream social science. The
academicians as well as and practitioners should discuss, argue, debate, deliberate the proper methodology of
public administration and the criterion for judging the acceptability of research. When the international world
is in hated discussion on the proper methodology of public administration, our Chinese scholars should also
join in to contribute our indispensable local narratives.
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