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1. In t roduct ion:  research, data, theory and value. 

Researches a l l  over the world seem t o  be engaged 

C 1 I 
i n  f o u r  tasks, but  w i t h  very d i f f e r e n t  emphasis on these tasks. 

There i s  the descr ip t i ve  task, t o  es tab l i sh  what i s .  There i s  the  

explanatory task, t o  es tab l i sh  why whet i s ,  i s  [and what i s  n o t  

i s  not,  and what may be, could be]. There i s  the paradigmatic, basic 

task o f  understanding how i t  i s  possib le t o  answer the what and 

why questions. And there i s  the commentary on what other  research- 

e rs  do, focussing on the * and the when and the  where o f  r e -  

search, a c t u a l l y  focussing on the research community as r e a l i t y ,  

whereas t he  paradigmatic task focusses on t h e  research process. 

This o f f e r s  a great  spectrum o f  poss ib le  research 

s ty les ,  some o f  them more, some o f  them less  prominent i n  any given 

p lace or  h i s t o r i c a l  per iod. There i s  t he  focus on data-co l lec t ion ,  

on f a c t  catalogues - w i t h  l e s s  emphasis on e p l a n a t i o n ,  o f t e n  

found i n  the Anglo-American mi l ieus.  There i s  the focua on oxple- 

na t i on  o f t e n  w i t h  very l i t t l e  data base, o f t en  found i n  bo th  

German and French mi l ieus.  There i s  the  focus on paradigms only,  

o f  t en  w i t h  l i t t l e  contact w i t h  the  ongoing research process, o f ten  

found i n  ph i losoph ica l  c i r c l e s .  And there  i s  t he  focus on commen- 

ta ry ,  on cata loguing o ther  researchers, so c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  the  

Japanese s t y l e .  

But  a l l  these s t y l e s  also have one more t h i n g  i n  

common: the l ack  of e x p l i c i t  awareness of the r e l a t i o n  between the 

research and the soc ie ty  - l o c a l ,  nat iona l ,  g loba l  - i n  which t h e  

research i s  done. This i s  not  b u i l t  i n t o  t he  s t y l e .  The  concern 

f o r  research e t h i c s  should transcend the  s t y l e s  and be found every- 

where. When i t  i s  n o t  my content ion i s  t h a t  research i s  by and 

l a rge  so e f f e c t i v e l y  repressed and the researchers have worked 

ou t  t h e i r  i n d i v i d u a l  and c o l l e c t i v e  s t ra teg ies  so we l l  t ha t  the  

problems simply do n o t  show - f o r  instance by focussing on one 

of t h e  f o u r  tasks indicated.  This can on ly  be seen by understandins 

research as a soc ia l  process, and by making values expl ic i t [ .  21 



2. I n t roduc t ion :  the  researchers-e l i tes-people t r i a d .  

The problem o f  research e t h i c s  i s  a problem o f  

c o n F l i c t i n g  norms and values f o r  t h e  phi losopher,  and o f  i n t e r e s t  

and power r e l a t i o n s  among s o c i a l  groups i n  a soc ie t y  f o r  t h e  

s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t .  When a Norwegian peace researcher r ecen t l y  

c o l l e c t e d  data, p u b l i c l y  accessible,  about Norwegian radar  i n s t a l -  

[31 organized the  data l a t i o n s  f o r  nav iga t ion  and/or guidance, 

[obta ined a l so  by observing t h e  radar  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  from a d i s t -  

ance] and showed t h a t  they were compat ible w i t h  t ho  hypothesis 

t h a t  t h e e  were f i r s t  s t r i k e  r a t h e r  than second s t r i k e  i n s t a l l a -  

t i o n s  i n  a poss ib le  nuclear  conf ronta t ion ,  c e r t a i n  Norwegian 

power e l i t e s  reacted s w i f t l y  and s t rong ly .  The c o u r t  procedures 

ended w i t h  an ind ic tment  and a f i n e  o f  Nkr. 40.000 i n  a d d i t i o n  

t o  s i x  months p r i son ,  cond i t i ona l .  It i s  hard t o  imagine any 

more important  area t o  do research i n  today, Moreover, i t  w a s  c l e a r  

t h a t  these data  were no sec re t  t o  US and Norwegian m i l i t a r y  e l i -  

tes,  nor t o  US people who cou ld  ge t  much o f  t h i s  i n f o rma t i on  

from more e a s i l y  accessib le US sources. They were e s s e n t i a l l y  

conceaied from t h e  Norwegian people as they were highly re l evan t  

i n  t he  ongoing debate on defense; they were wen concealed from 

most Norwegian par1  iamentarians. The researcher was pursuing 

values o f  t ruth and relevance, as a peace researcher. He  had 

no norm c o n f l i c t  o r  va lue  c o n f l i c t ,  as he was n o t  t ransgressing 

i n t o  m i l i t a r y  t e r r i t o r y  o r  us i ng  graded mater ia l .  What was wrong 

from the  e l i t e  perspect ive  was a c t u a l l y  ha rd l y  t he  data-gather ing 

as these radar  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  a re  ou t  i n  t h e  open and can be seen 

by anybody, b u t  t h e  theory-formation, the, i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  What 

cons i tu ted  a t h r e a t  was t h a t  h i s  research was induct ive-deduct ive,  

(41 n o t  merely data-col1ect ior i"or speculat ion.  S t y l es  were combined. 

Research i s  t he  r e l e n t l e s s  quest f o r  truth, o r ,  

b e t t e r ,  f o r  f indings. , the  p roduc t ion  o f  tenable images o f  r e a l i t y .  



But what i f  the  truth i r r i t a t e s / o f f e n d s  somebody, o r  has negat ive 

consequences? A problem ar ises ,  and t he  f o l l o w i n g  extremely sim- 

p l i f  i e d  image o f  a soc ie ty  f r  t h e  present  purposes may be help-  

C 51 f u l  i n  discussing it: 

F igure  I: The researchers-el i tes-people t r i e d  

honorar ia 
law and -order $ \ RESEARCHERS 

obedience 
goods/serv i ces  taxes, se rv i ce  

data source, 
readership 

PEOPLE 

The researchers a re  encased i n  the usual  s e t t i n g  o f  a s o c i a l  

order  w i t h  people steered by e l i t e s ,  regardless o f  democratic 

t rappings. The e l i t e s  o f f e r  a s o c i a l  order  w i th  a c e r t a i n  pre-  

d i c t a b i l i t y  and some goods and serv ices  depending on how r i c h  and 

w e l l  organized the  soc ie ty  i s ;  people obey, render services, pay 

taxes t o  uphold t he  system. Between these two t he  researchers 

are loca ted  i n  a d e l i c a t e  balance, producing t h e i r  t ruths/ ima- 

ges/f indings. I n  general t h e  e l i t e s ,  no t  t he  researchers them- 

selves, c o n t r o l  t h e  s t r i n g s  o f  t h e  purse, meaning t h a t  some k i n d  

o f  equivalence between f i n d i n g s  produced and sa lar ies /honorar ia  

p a i d  w i l l  have t o  be establ ished. "He who pays t he  p i pe r  c a l l s  

the tune"; i t  takes a strong, autonomous, , s e l f  - r e l i a n t  p i p e r  t o  

c a l l  h is  own tune. 

The t i e s  t o  t he  people are l e s s  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d .  

There i s  some k i n d  o f  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  disseminate f i n d i n g s  i n  a 

popular ized form, whether as a qu id  p r o  quo when poople have de- 

l i v e r e d  data  [as ob jec ts  f o r  interviews/questionnaires/experi- 

ments i n  s o c i a l  science, f o r  pure experiments i n  b io logical /medi-  

c a l  sciences] o r  s imply t o  enjoy t h e i r  readership [which may a l s o  

pay o f f  handsomely i n  some cases]. 



Findings can be pos i t i ve ,  neu t ra l /  i n d i f  f -rant/  o r  

negat ive i n  t h e i r  consequences, f o r  e l i t e s  and f o r  people, and f o r  

o the r  researchers. One simple, p r e l  iminary d e f i n i t i o n  o f  these 

eva lua t i ve  terms would be as fo l l ows :  

a f i n d i n g  i s  p o s i t i v e  f o r  a s o c i a l  group i f  they accept it, 

a f i n d i g  i s  nonat ive f o r  a s o c i a l  group i f  they r u j e c t  it, 

a f ind ing- .hneut ra l / ind i f fe ren t  i f  the re  i s  no react ion .  

The p o i n t  about t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  is t h a t  t he  groups themselves eval-  

ua te  t h e  f ind ing,  n o t  t he  producer. Generally acceptance means 

a demand f o r  more "of the  sene kind", " in  the  same d i rec t ion" ;  

r e j e c t i o n  means a demand t o  s top t h e  product ion  - t h i s  i s  where 

t he  t h rea t  t o  t h e  freedom o f  research enters. 

I t i s  now e a s i l y  seen how e researcher should 

maneuver so as t o  avoid any problems: by producing only pos i t i ve .  

o r  n e u t r a l  f ind ings;  and if the  researcher cannot s a t i f y  a l l  three 

groups [o r  at l e a s t  no t  o f fend them] sa t i s f y  e l i t e s  r a t h e r  than 

researchers [through government and business cont rac ts ,  f o r  i n s t -  

ance), -and researchers r a t h e r  than people [ through h igh l y  academic 

research]. I n  order  t o  do t h i s  i t  i s  usua l l y  no t  t h e  exact content 

o f  the f i n d i n g  that matters so much as the  peradigm w i t h i n  which 

the  f i n d i n g s  are  cast.  The intra-aparadigrpatic w i l l  always offend 

l e s s  then t he  extra-paradigmatic. Consequently, the  rec ipe  

just quoted f o r  t h e  safe  research career is also the  rec ipe  f o r  

research t h a t  w i l l  n o t  chal lenge t h e  deeply held' images o f  e l i t e s  

and/or people - their cosmalogies - nor  t he  deeply he ld  i n t e l l e c -  

t u a l  frameworks of researchers - t h e i r *  paradigms. The rec ipe  
1 

w i l l  make con t rac ts  f low 2 there  w i l l  be s a l a r i e s  t o  se rv i ce  the 

mortgages on the  homes o f  .. researchers . developing n e w  weapons o f  

mass exterminat ion, such es f o r  t he  Auschwitz gas chambers o r  t he  

nuclear  arsenal o f  t he  superpowersC.61 There w i l l  be t h a t  consent 

f rom other researchers known as " in tersub j e c t i v i  t y "  w i t h i n  a com- 

petence g r o ~ ! 7 ] ~ n d  the re  w i l l  be an admir ing populace, poss ib ly .  



3. The Kings are n o t  Ph i lowphers ,  nor the  Philosophers K i q s ,  

and i t  i s  b e t t e r  t h a t  way. 

I f  Tru th  were the c l e a r l y  supreme value and the 

researchers were on top o f  the s o c i a l  pyramid, then t h e i r  i n t e r e e t  

would be na t i ona l  i n te res t s ,  and t h e i r  supreme value tho suprome 

na t iona l  value. I n  such a soc ie ty  the Kings would be m t  on ly  

omnipotent, but  a lso  omniscient. Would they i n  add i t i on  be - bene- 

volent? I n  a b e t t e r  world, perhaps, yes; but  i n  ours there is much 

t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  o f  these th ree  p roper t ies  one cannot have more 

than a t  most two. Even the  Ch r i s t i an  God [ o r  Judaic Jahve, o r  

I s lamic  Al lah] ,  presumably omniscient,cannot be both omnipotent 

and benevolent: i f  omnipoent, why does He l e t  a l l  those e v i l  th ings 

happen; i f  benevolent He seems t o  s u f f e r  from a pcmrde f i c i t  unless 

He has master plansso t h a t  i t  a l l  shows up as benevolence i n  the 

end [which i s  h a t  the be l ievers  bel ieve] .  However, many, perhaps 

most,people are d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  such answers and want b e t t e r  so- 

l u t i o n s  dur ing  t h e i r  l i f e  t ime, n o t w i n  t he  long run'! 

But the  p o i n t  i s  not t o  lament t h a t  Kings, i f  omni- 

po ten t  and benevolent are no t  omniscient and t h a t  Philosophers, i f  

omniscient and benevolent are  no t  omnipotent, nor  t h a t  the  best 

known exemplar o f  the  omniscient and the omnipotent, the  t o t a l i t a -  

r i a n  sec re t  p o l i c e  [ l i k e  the KGB o r  CIA/FBI complexes] are hard ly  

benevolent. The p o i n t  i s  t h a t  t h i s  combination on top o f  soc ie ty  

would no t  i n  i t s e l f  be malwolent  because i t  would demobil ize eve- 

rybody e lse  and make them i n t o  puppets. This is the  nightmare 

o f  the planned society,  the sc ien t i zed  ~ o c i e t ~ * ~ n o t  t h a t  i t  works 

badly, t h a t  bureaucracy i s  'heavy and i n e f f i c i e n t  and p lans d i f  f i- 

c u l t  t o  implement. The nightmere i s  t h a t  i t  might work, meaning 

s u b s t i t u t i n g  a p e r f e c t l y  operat ing s o c i a l  code f o r  the b i o l o g i c a l  

codes c e l l e d  " i ns t i nc t s "  i n  c e r t a i n  animal soc ie t ies .  Hence one 

should no t  lament the  t r i a d ,  nor t r y  t o  make i t  more f r i c t i o n  f ree.  

Rather, the  noal  should be more equa l i t y  i n  the t r i a d .  



4. Researcher strategies i n  a rmpidly changing world. 

This hackneyed phrase, "a r a p i d l y  changing world", 

i s  i n  need o f  some elaborat ion. I do no t  mean by t h a t  changing 

values; i t  i s  very hard t o  discover any new values although there  

are some changes i n  t h e i r  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  I am more th ide ing  o f  

changing relevance, [ I ]  because the world i s  more t i g h t l y  connec- 

t e d  than before, (2) because we are more aware o f  such connections 

than before. This i s  t r u e  i n  space: a dec is ion t o  use p l a s t i c  i n  

cars  w i l l  c reate  tremendous unemployment i n  the  s t e e l  indust ry  

a l l  around the world. It i s  t r u e  i n  - time: any dec is ion concerning 

the r a t e  o f  e x p l o i t i n g  ocean f l o o r  o r  general ly  o f f shore  resources 

w i l l  a f f e c t  eco log ica l  balances f o r  generations t o  come. I t  i s  t r u e  

f o r  c u l t u r a l  space: there  i s  more awareness o f  other  values, more 

closeness t o  them, than before. The world i s  more t i g h t l y  coupled, 

research g ives r i s e  t o  technologies which g i ve  r i s e  t o  decisions 

o f  major consequences, some o f  the consequence chains are transpar- 

ent enough t o  make the  excuse "I was n o t  aware t h a t  i t  could have 

such consequences" unacceptable. The relevance t o  people f a r  away 

might haye been n i l  before; i n  a world of t ransnat iona l  corporat ions 

and intergovornmontal i n  add i t i on  t o  nongovernmental cooperat ion 

p o t e n t i a l  relevance i s  always there. 

I n  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  there  are three c l a s s i c a l  research, 

e r  s t r a teg ies  t h a t  should be re-examined: t o  seek refuge w i t h  the 

e l i t e s ,  w i t h  o ther  researchers, o r  w i t h  the people. The f i r s t  

mean0 governmental/business research, the second i vo ry  tower ex i s t -  

ence i n  u n i v e r s i t i e s  and/or academies, the t h i r d  dedicat ion t o  po- 

pu la r  movements. The f i r s t  o f f e r s  s e c u r i t y  on 'the cond i t i on  o f  

becoming a funct ionary  , o f  becoming i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  r a t h e r  than in- 

t e l l e c t u a l ,  def ined here as "'a person w i l l i n g  t o  g ive  ~p any con- 

t r o l  over the  research product, the  f i n d i r g q  i n  r e t u r n  f o r  secur i t y .  

The e l i t e s  who pay may c l a s s i f y  the  f i nd ings ,  and/or may decide' n o t  
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t o  publ ieh.  I f  one includes i n  the d e f i n i t i o n  o f  r eaeech  t h a t  it 

should be a pub l i c  a c t i v i t y ,  open t o  an equa l ly  r e l e n t l e s s  ques- 

t i o n i n g  o f  the f ind ings,  then t h i s  i s  no longer research, bu t  some- 

t h i n g  e lse  f o r  which we do no t  even have a proper name. 

The t h i r d  o f f e r s  a t  the f i r s t  glance t he  opposite o f  

t h i s :  freedom to produce the images one deems c o r r e c t  by associat-  

i n g  w i t h  t h e  r i g h t  popular movement [ t h e  movement demanding t ha t  

type o f  images], i n  r e t u r n  f o r  very l i t t l e  o r  no secu r i t y  as such 

movements by d e f i n i t i o n  are poor [when they become r i c h  they are 

already p a r t  of the  e l i t e ,  a t  l e a s t  a t  the  top l e v e l  - such as t rade 

union sec re ta r ia ts ] .  However, the researcher i n  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  may 

a lso  f i n d  t ha t  h i s  freedom becomes very circumscribed, t h a t  the  mo- 

vements o f  the people are a t  l e a s t  as s t r i c t  when i t  comes t o  demand- 

i n g  acceptable images, compatible w i t h  deeply he ld  be l ie fs ,  as the 

e l i t e s  on top. As peace researcher I have found fo re ign  and defense 

m i n i s t r i e s  about equal i n  dogmatism w i t h  most peace movements, shar- 

i n g  a f i r m  b e l i e f  i n  some basic doc t r i ne  [ balance o f  power, d i sa r -  

mament] and request ing t h a t  research should nw e r  chal lenge those 

(91 doctr ines.  The only d i f ference might be t h a t  e l i t e s  can sometimes 

a f f o r d  t o  be more generous and a l s o  appreciate having a c o w l e  o f  

d i ss iden ts  around t o  e m  h igh  grades f o r  tolera"ce, and also because 

they might , ~ o m e  q~ w i t h  something useful .  As' development reseqr- 

cher I have found more l a t i t u d e  as the  e l i t e s  a re  so t o t a l l y  confu- 

sed even as t o  what "development" might poss ib l y  mean. 

It i s  t he  second p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  b r a d i t i o n a l l y  

has been t h e  so lu t ion :  t h e  campus as a soc ie ty  w i t h i n  t h e  soc ie ty ,  
L 

even w i t h  c lose t o  e x t r a - t e r r i t o r i a l  r i g h t s  [even more so, i n  a 

sense, f o r  t h e  science academies i n  Eastern Europe]. T r u t h  can be 

t . .  

pursued and secur i t y  can be obtained as long as the resources keep 

coming. But whereas the  f i r s t  and the t h i r d  s o l u t i o n  o f fe rs  r e l e -  

vance by t y i n g  t he  researchers t o  important s o c i a l  actors,  the se- 

cond s o l u t i o n  may t i e  t he  researcher t o  very l i t t l e  b u t  other  r e -  



sesrchsrs, i n  e more o r  leas go1d.n ghattzoflO$hs scmdanic community 

becomes heev.y and pro fess iona l ized and f o s t e r s  people who a c t u a l l y  

know no other  community - except through data  and t he  w r i t i n g s  o f  

others.  A n d  then, as research grows more cap i t a l - i n t ens i ve  a t  

the  same t ime as the re  i s  l e s s  c a p i t a l  around, the  squeeze i s  on, 

secu r i t y  diminishes and may only  be ava i l ab l e  a t  the  heavy p r i c e  o f  

compliance. Theore t i ca l l y  t h e  non-tenured u n i v e r s i t y  researcher may 

a c t u a l l y  end up i n  t h e  worst  of a l l  worlds w i t h  n e i t h e r  secu r i t y ,  

nor  freedom, nor relevance, l o s i n g  on t h e  o ther  two the  moment he 

makes some gains on the  t h i r d  one. I n  a r a p i d l y  changing world. 

Th is  leads t o  an obvious p red i c t i on :  t h a t  research- 

e r s  w i l l  i nc reas ing ly  leave t he  u n i v e r s i t i e s  and op t  f o r  the  f i r s t  

o r  t he  t h i r d  so l u t i ons  [ t h e  l a t t e r  was very f requent  i n  the  years 

f o l l o w i n g  19681, o r  a new vers ion  o f  t h e  academic community, t h e  

academic comrnune!llShis would be a group o f  researchers t r y i n g  t o  

become s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t  i n  t h e  product ion  o f  f ind ings ,  u l t i m a t e l y  

even cons i s t i ng  o f  t he  s i n g l e  researcher. I t  i s  n o t  t o  stoop t o  

t r i v i a l i t i e s  t o  say t h a t  t h i s  i s  only  poss ib l e  i f  there  a re  no 

housing mortgages [ o r  other  major mortgages] t o  se rv i ce  - these in- 

s t i t u t i o n s  a re  probably among t he  major d i s c i p l i n a r y  fo rces  i n  

contemporary soc ie ty  [ t h e  Eastern European analogue i s  t h e  pu rmi t  

of residence as housing i s  i n c r e d i b l y  inexp'ensive]. For  thap rea-  

son t h i s  w i l l  tend t o  a t t r a c t  t h e  o l de r  and the  younger among r e -  

searchers, those who have become economically r e l a t i v e l y  independent 

and those who have no t  acquired expensive h a b i t s  and have found t h a t  

inexpensive, b i g  house i n  t he  countrys ide somewhere. Needless t o  

say t h e  research product ion  w i l l  have t o  be labor -  and b ra inT in ten -  

s i v e  ra thee  than c a p i t a l -  and labora to ry - in tens ive  -- the re  a re  

good reasons t o  argue tha t "such a change would today on ly  be t o  t h e  

good f o r  t he  development o f  science i n  general. The commune may 

have t o  be t i e d  t o  some economic s i de  a c t i v i t y ,  i n c l ud ing  food p m -  



duct ion, t o  b e c o m e  t su f f i c ien t l y  s e l f  - r e l i a n t  - i f  tho  product ion  o f  

f i nd i ngs  does n o t  pay f o r  i t s e l f  [which i t  usua l l y  does not ] .  Many 

may f i n d  t h i s  a minor s a c r i f i c e  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  secu r i t y  and freedom 

and relevance found - the  l a t t e r  provided t i e s  are  kept  and b u i l t  t o  

any group i n  soc ie ty  t o  which t i e s  are  wanted. 

I t  may be objected t h a t  t h i s  mears back to t h e  p o i n t  

o f  o r i g i n ,  the  medieval monastery, which i s  co r rec t .  Bu t  then, why 

not? They were the  keepers and c a r r i e r s  o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  a c t i v i t y  

and p u r s u i t s  i n  a pe r i od  marked by in to le rance  - the re  a re  good rea- 

sons t o  be l i eve  that we are  en te r ing  such a pe r i od  again as so much 

i s  now a t  s take i n  m i l i t a r y ,  p o l i t i c a l ,  economic and c u l t u r a l  con- 

F l i c t s  p r e c t i e l l y  a l l  over t h e  world! l2I t  may a lso  be objected t h a t  

t h e  m o ~ a s t e r i e s  gave r i s e  t o  u n i v e r s i t i e s  which gave r i s e  t o  the  

g i a n t  m u l t i v e r s i t i e s  o f  today - u l t i m e l y  no t  even a good s e t t i n g  

f o r  the  p u r s u i t  o f  t h e  most n e u t r a l  t r u t h s  because they become so 

demanding on t h e  t ime budgets o f  t h e i r  members f o r  a l l  k inds  o f  

o ther  purposes. B u t  i f  t h i s  should happen again, t he  aep from com- 

munity t o  commune, very s i m i l a r  to t h e  step from church t o  sect,  

w i l l  probably have t o  be  taken again. And so on, and so f o r t h .  

Does t h i s  no t  l ead  t o  sectar ianism? O f  c o w s e  i t  

does. Each commune w i l l  tend t o  be b u i l t  around t h e  shar ing o f  

some bas ic  b e l i e f s ,  and more so than u n i v e r s i t i e s .  But i f  a country 

can have p l u ra l i sm  among communes and i n t e r a c t i o n  between them, i t  

may be b e t t e r  o f f  i n  terms o f  research product ion  than the  p l u ra l i sm  

among i n d i v i d u a l s  who hard ly  ever communicate found i n  u n i v e r s i t i e s  

today. However, one form o f  o rgan iza t ion  does n o t  exclude t h e  other. 

I 

Conclusion: the  on ly  way f o r  researchers t o  become 

t r u l y  f ree  i s  to become economically independent. It i s  as t r u e  f o r  

researchers as f o r  women and f o r  youth and f o r  Th i r d  world countr ies.  

That may so lve  t h e  problem o f  how t o  become s t rong  mough t o  r e s i s t  

t h e  pressure t o  engage i n  research w i t h  e v i l  consequences. B u t  i t  

does n o t  i n  and by i t s e l f  lead to research w i t h  good consequences. 



5. Basic needs as a bas ic  gu ide l ine .  

Are there  some values t h a t  l i k e  t h e  value o f  "truthw 

a re  un iversa l ,  y e t  a re  h igher  than "truthw i n  t h e  sense t h a t  t h e  

search f o r  t ruth should serve these values r a t h e r  than v i c e  versa? 

If the  answer i s  no, then research i s  t h e  supreme a c t i v i t y  w i t h  no 

l i m i t a t i o n  whatsoever on t he  product ion o f  f i nd ings ,  even those 

t h a t  pjease t h e  r u l e r s  and g r e a t l y  d isp lease t h e  r u l e d  - such as 

the  v i c t ims  o f  German and Japanes ,medical experiments du r ing  t h e  

l a s t  war, o r  t he  v i c t i m s  of over-eager nuclear  phys ics  i n  Hiroshima, 

C IS& Nagasaki and i n  and around some P a c i f i c  t e s t  s i t e s .  u t  the ho r ro r  

and controversy around t h i s  research i s  ample testimony t o  t he  e x i s t -  

ence and i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n  o f  o ther  values. 

I would base t h i s  k i n d  o f  reasoning on t he  theory 

o f  bas ic  human needsE1%bguing t h a t  some values d i f f e r  from others  

i n  t h a t  t h e i r  negat ion  leads t o  basic  d i s i n t e g r a t i o n  of human beings. 

I could then d i v i d e  t he  bas ic  human needs, i n  t h ree  [ o r  more] c las -  

[ I 51  ses, such as. 

[ I] The most bas ic  need: 

- t h e  need f o r  su r v i va l ,  no t  t o  be k i l l e d  

[ 2 ]  The bas ic  ma te r i a l  needs: 

- food, water and o the r  phys io log ica l  needs 

- c lo thes ,  s h e l t e r  

- h e a l t h  

- comfort ,  labor-saving devices up t o  a c e r t a i n  p o i n t  

[3 ]  The bas ic  non-material needs: 

- i d e n t i t y  [ w i t h  s e l f ,  others,  th ings ,  soc ie ty ,  nature, c u l t u r e ]  

- freedom [eg t o  choose how t o  s a t i f y  t h e  o the r  bas ic  needs] - 
These are  no t  on ly  necssary cond i t i ons  ih a t h e p r e t i c a l  sense f o r  

# 

human wel l -being; they are  a lso  the  type of th ings  human beings 

f i g h t  f o r  a l l  through h is tocy .  Ev iden t l y  they a re  important. That 

they are a lso  problemat ic  i s  very c lea r .  One need may stand i n  the  

way o f  another because of scarce resources, my needs i n  t h e  way o f  

yours. A ,a j o r  task  o f  s o c i a l  science i s  t o  c l a r i f y  how they can 



b e c o m e  compatible, ag by avoiding both over- end under-eet iefact ion 

o f  them. And t h i s  means s a t i s f a c t i o n  not  only f o r  t he  greatest  n u m -  

ber ,  but  always w i t h  a l l  of humankind i n  mind - a  perspect ive as uni- 

ve rsa l  as t h a t  o f  s c i m c e  i n  i t s  search f o r  t r u t h s  t h a t  transcend 

space, t ime and cu l tu re .  One might a lso  add a st ronger requirement: 

w i t h  p r i o r i t y  t o  those most i n  need, w i th  the most ser ious d e f i c i t s  

o f  sa t i s f ac t i on .  

L e t  us  now de f ine  f fconst ruc t ive  knowledgew as the 

type of knowledge t h a t  w i t h  l i k e l i h o o d  h & t o  t he  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  

basic needs f o r  those most i n  need, and des t ruc t i ve  knowledge as 

t h e  type of knowledge t h a t  can be used t o  counteract the  sa t i s fec -  

t i o n  of basic human needs. This leads t o  some k i n d  o f  knowledge- 

co n t i  nuum : 

F igure  2: A knowledge continuum based on basic human needs 

Construct ive knowledge Dest ruc t ive  knowledge > 
C A I  (23 C 33 Neg C 31 NegCZl N ~ s C ~ ]  

[ t he  numbers r e f e r  t o  the three groups o f  human needs mentioned 

above]. * 

The p o i n t  here i s  not  only the  negat ive one o f  

t r y i n g  t o  avoid the  product icn o f  des t ruc t i ve  kndwledge, i e  knowled- 

ge t h a t  can be used t o  counteract the sat isFact ion o f  basic human 

needs, p a r t i c u l a r l y  knowledge t h a t  can be used ta k i l l  people - 
which i s  the essence o f  so much of m i l i t a r y  research, employing an 

i nc red ib le  40-50% o f  s c i e n t i s t s  a t  work today - saying something 

about t h e i r  moral ca l ibe r .  The p o i n t  i s  a lso  tm s teer  research 

towards the  product ion of more construc*ive knowledge, proyot ing 
I 

l i f e  and heal thy l i f e  a t  tha t ,  non-alienated and non-repressed. 

To ob jec t  t h a t  t h i s  would he t o  d i r e c t  research i s  o f  course cor rec t ,  

j us t  as our cu r ren t  soc ie ty  and a r t i c u l a t i o n  of group i n te res t s  

s teer  research i n  the des t ruc t i ve  d i r e c t i o n  we f i n d  today. The 

p o i n t  would be t h a t  the cu r ren t  r e s e a r c h ~ o f i l e  i s  i n s t i i m t i o n e l -  

i zed and almost passes unnoticed by most people. H o w  i s  t h a t  done? 



6. T h e  normative approach. 

To s tee r  research i n  a more cons t ruc t i ve  d i r e c t i o n  

new research norms are needed. We have those on ly  i n  one f i e l d  b u t  

t h a t  f i e l d  y i e l d s  a major model: medical science, and the  Hippo- 

c r a t i c  Oath. The ho r ro r  experienced i n  connect ion w i t h  German and 

c 1.J Japanese [and US and Soviet )  ex eriments on human beings r e f l e c t s  

t he  t r u s t  people have i n  t he  medical p ro fess ion - i t  i s  somehow 

seen as l ese  of an i n f r a c t i o n  when p h y s i c i s t s  develop nuclear  arms 

o r  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  puo l  t h e i r  knowledge about how t o  compose com- 

b a t  g r o q  w i th  maximum f i g h t i n g  [meaning k i l l i n g ]  capacity.  One 

expects lese  from such people. 

The idea of a pro fess iona l  oath f o r  a l l  researchers 

t o  t he  e f fec t  t h a t  "I s h a l l  t r y  t o  the  best of my ability t o  pur- 

sue cons t ruc t i ve  and avoid t h e  p u r s u i t  o f  des t ruc t i ve  knowledge" 

would be use fu l ! "~ha t  such norms are problematic goes wi thout  say- 

i n g  - i f  they were n o t  one would probably no t  need them. The whole 

Decalogue i s  problematic,  ye t  is an important and u s e f u l  guide1 i n e  

f o r  many people. A profession,  o r  a l i n e  of research, t h a t  takes 

t h i s  step i s  dready a norm-setter; i t  w i l l  be r i d i c u l e d ,  ye t  w i l l  

be emulated. Too many study commissions on how Qo do i t  w i l l  pro- 

bably n o t  promote the  idea; promotion w i l l  probably be bes t  a t  the  

hands o f  the  somewhat naive and somewhat per iphera l .  

Very important i n  t h i s  connection would be t he  de- 

bunking o f  Nobel p r i zes .  As they e x i s t  today t h e  construct ive-de- 

s t r u c t i v e  dimension does n o t  enter. What i s  rewarded i s - t h e  induc- 

t i ve-deduct ive  exercise, new data w i t h  o i d  , theor ies,  o l d  data w i t h  

new theor ies ,  o r  best, b u t  a l so  d i f f i c u l t  because i t  may be ex t ra-  

paradigmatic: new data w i t h  new theor ies .  There i s  no d e n i a l  o f  

t h e  mental achievement behind t h i s ,  n o t  t o  mention the c q i t a l  and 

s o c i a l  investment i n  the  i n f r a - s t r uc tu re .  B u t  i n  rewarding so pro-  

minent ly  knowledge t h a t  probably can more e a s i l y  be used f o r  destruc- 



t i v e  r a t h e r  than cons t ruc t i ve  purposes the e f f o r t  t o  be value-neutral 

i n  f a c t  makes t he  Nobel p r i z e s  a p a r t  of the  problem rathes: than o f  

t h e  so lu t ion .  I know o f  no Nobel peace p r i z e  g iven t o  any candidate 

whose peace p r a x i s  was incompatible w i t h  Norwegian f o re i gn  p o l i c y  

a t  the  t ime of t he  prize; and one would aeeume t h a t  s i m i l a r  r u l e s  

w i l l  ho ld  f o r  t h e  n a t u r a l  science p r i zes .  That so mmy Nobel p r i z e  

winners on e i t h e r  s i de  have been working on the  pe r fec t i on  of nu- 

c l e a r  weapons would strengthen t h i s  hypothesis. Obviously, what 

is needed would be equal prominence g iven t o  research t h a t  leads t o  

cons t ruc t i ve  knowledge r a t h e r  than complex knowledge. 

7. The remunerative approach. 

The approach i s  obvious: t o  s tee r  research funds more 

i n  t he  d i r e c t i o n  of the  p u r s u i t  of cons t ruc t i ve  knowlcdgo. I n  prac- 

t i s e  t h i s  means heavy reduct ion  i n  m i l i t a r y  research - probably t he  

on ly  way o f  doing anything ser ious  about the  arms race apyhow - 
and increased resources food, hea l th ,  s h e l t e r  and so on, t o  exper i -  

ments w i t h  a l t e r n a t i v e  ways of l i f e ,  l e s s  aggressive forms o f  socie- 

t i e s ,  etc .  It should be emphasized t h a t  i t  i s  a quest ion o f  propor- 

t i o n  o f  funds t h a t  should change, not  t he  absolute amount - construc- 

t i v e  research may a lso  be l e s s  expensive than the  des t ruc t i ve  one. 

A f t e r  a l l  people l i k e  b e t t e r  t o  be b u i l t  up than t o  be bombed t o  

+ces, so they cooperate w i t h  the  former, b u t  t r y  t o  b u i l d  destruc- 

t i v e  devices so as t o  destroy des t ruc t i ve  devices,,  lead ing t o  ever 

more compl i ca ted  and c o s t l y  weapons. A smal l  phys ica l  invent  ion,  

such as an energy unit a f am i l y  could p l ace  i n  t he  sun i n  the  mor- 

ning, use t o  acumulate s o l a r  energy and thgn draw Llpon f o r  heat ing 

and cooking the  r e s t  o f  the  day cannot poss ib ly  cos t  much i n  terms 
, \ ,  C 181 o f  research, ye t  i t  does n o t  e x i s t .  smal l  s o c i a l  innovat ion,  

a method t ha t  v i l l a g e s  cou ld  use t o  f i n d  out  how much they are ex- 

p l o i t e d  by t h e i r  environment i s  i n  the  same c lass,  would be h i m l y  



use fu l ,  ye t  does no t  exist. Why - i n  a l l  these cases the  e l i t e  in- 

t e r e s t s  favo r ing  one type and d is favo r ing  t h e  o ther  type o f  research 

a re  r e l a t i v e l y  o b v i o ~ d ? ~ k ~  other  cases they may be more hidden. One 

more argument, probably,  f o r  looser  t i e s  between researchers and e- 

l i t e s ,  s t ronger  t i e s  t o  people, b u t  no t  i ~ o  strong. And st rongor  t i e s  

t o  the  environment: the re  i s  something anthropocentr ic  t o  t he  whole 

bas ic  needs approach, so eco log ica l  balance should be added t o  t he  

th ree  types o f  bas ic  human needs, as a bas ic  n a t u r a l  need. 

8. The p u n i t i v e  approach. 

Th is  i s  t he  t h i r d  type o f  power, a l so  something t o  

be  b u i l t  i n t o  a s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  i f  one r e a l l y  i s  ser ious  about i n -  

s t i t u t i o n a l i z i n g  the  type o f  research t h a t  would be l e s s  dest ruc t ive .  

We would today punish a chemist whoworks f o r  a na rco t i c s  gang on 

such jobs as t h e  processing ofraw narco t i cs ,o r  sanething more sophis- 

t i ca ted :  how t o  b u i l d  na rco t i c s  i n t o  o the r  compounds so t h a t  they 

cannot be detected, ye t  can e a s i l y  be recovered [unscrambled]. 
7,: 

Why should we n o t  i n  the fu ture ,  i n  a b e t t e r  world, punish people 

who work' on t he  pe r fec t ion  of k i l l i n g  techniques? We would punish 

a medical  doc tor  who does research on how most e f f e c t i v e l y  t o  k i l l  

h i s  pa t i en t s ,  and be s c e p t i c a l  about he who he lps  execut ioners 

c201 
develop more e f f ec t i ve ,  and pa in less ,  ways d f  'being k i l l e d .  

A t  t he  in fo rma l  l e v e l  the re  has been boycot t  o f  m i l i -  

C21h tary researchers du r ing  t h e  Vietnam war. o re  important ,  perhaps, 

would be t h e i r  exc lus ion  from s c i e n t i f i c  associat ions,  something 

t h a t  might * p l y  t o  a l l  n o t  making t h q i r  research pub l i c .  [They - 

# 

would then have t h e i r  own associat ions - y e t  t he  s o k i a l  st igma 

would be f e l t ]  . -i 

I n  shor t ,  t he re  are  severa l  approaches t h a t  may be ' 

f o r  t h e  f u tu re .  Do we need one more wor ld war, probably a nuclear  

holocaust,  t o  become more i n t e res ted  i n  such approaches? 



9. Conclusion: on shallow and deep approaches 

I do n o t  be l ieve  t h a t  the probllem o f  research e th i cs  

i s  one o f  i d e n t i f y i n g  i n t e r e s t i n g  c o n f l i c t s ,  t r y i n g  t o  discuss them 

i n  depth!22dhat i s  a moral issue t o  the researcher may be a issue 

o f  l i f e  and death far people, somewhere, sometime. These issues 

are generated by a research i n s t i t u t i o n  t h a t  has somehow gone wrong. 

And i t i s  n o t  only  a quest ion o f  es tab l i sh ing  a s e t  o f  warning 

l i g h t s ,  c a r e f u l  here [recombinant DNA] - c a r e f u l  there  [sex selec- 

t i on ] .  F i r s t ,  t h e  warning l i g h t s  tend t o  be pos t  hoc r a t h e r  than 

an t i c i pa to r y  - because the  consciousness i s  so low t h a t  there  have 

t o  be emp' i r ical  cases o f  wrong-doing before  warnings come up. 

Second, the  same research s t r u c t u r e  w i l l  cont inue t o  generate t h a t  

type o f  problems, and probably a t  accekrat ing speeds as the  research 

es tab l  ishment grows. 

Rather, I have t r i e d  t o  l oca te  t he  r o o t s  o f  the  

problems i n  two places. 

F i r s t ,  the  dependency o f  the  researchers on t he  na- 

t i o n a l  e l i t e s ,  meaning a w i l l i ngness  t o  s e l l  t h e i r  serv ices  t o  na- 

t i o n a l  causes t h a t  may very we l l  be a t  odds w i t h  those o f  the  people 

o f  o ther  nat ions, and t o  causes t h a t  serve some [usua l l y  upper] c l a s  

ses considerably more than other.  The s o l u t i o n  i s  n o t  necessar i l y  

t o  become dependent on popular movements - there  i s  no i l l u s i o n  t h a t  

they o f f e r  both  l a t i t u d e  and freedom. The s o l u t i o n  ind ica ted  i s  

more back t o  our  h i s t o r i c a l  roo ts ,  t o  s e t t i n g s  w i t h  economic inde- 

pendence b u i l t  i n t o  them. Not the  commune, b u t  communes, 

* 
Second, i t  4s no t  a quest ion o f  supplying cu r ren t  

research pa t t e rns  w i t h  a catalogue of do's and dont 's  - t h a t  w w l d  b 

a shallow ~pproach .  It i s  also, and more profundly,  a quest ion of 

r e d i r e c t i n g  t h a t  exerc ise i n  a more cons t ruc t i ve  d i r ec t i on .  But 

t h i s  should be i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d ,  and t h a t  requ i res  bo th  new norms, 

new pa t t e rns  o f  research a1 loca t ion ,  and pa t t e rns  o f  discouragment . 
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C r i t i c i s m ,  C o n s t r ~ c t i v i s m ~ ~ ,  i n  Methodology and Ideology, E j l e r s ,  

Copenhagen, 1977, C h .  2. 

(33 For the basic i n fmmat i on  on on t h i s  important case showing 

l i m i t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  freedom o f  research i n  Norway, see t he  repo r t  

i t s e l f  [a ]  and f i v e  comments on the t r i a l  [b, c ,  d ,  e, f]: 

[a ]  ~ i l k e s  and Gleditsch, I n t e l l i g e n c e  I n s t a l l a t i o n s  i n  Norway: 

Their  Number, Locat ion, Funct ion and Lega l i t y ,  PRIO, Oslo, xerox -9 

[b ]  Wilkes og Gleditsch, Onkel Sams kaniner, Pax, Oslo, 1981 

[ c ]  Gledi tsch og Wilkes, Forskning e l l e r  spionasje? Rapport om 

straf fesaken i Oslo B y r e t t  Mai 1981, PRIO,' Oslo, xerox, sept. 1981. 

[dl Dommen over Gledi tsch og Wilkes. F i r e  k r i t i s k e  innlegq. 

PRIO, Oslo, xerox, oktober 1981 [PRIO-6ublicat.ion P-28/81] . 
[ e l  Annen runde: Hayesteretts behandling av s t ra f fesaken mot 

Gledi tsch og Wilkes Februar' 1982, PRIO, Oslo, xerox, A p r i l  1982. 

[PRIO-publication P - 12/82] 

[ f ]  S o l i d a r i t y  Committee f o r  Gledi tsch and Wilkes, The Oslo ~ a b b i t  

T r i a l ,  Oslo, 1981 [ava i l ab le  from PRIO] .  



- i i  - 
r 4 )  T n  general ,  e l i t e s  are probahly more worr ied about data than 

about theory C"spew1ation wi thout  documentation"] - b u t  the re  i s  

ha rd l y  any doubt t h a t  it was t he  two together  t h a t  made t h i s  researc 

i l l e g a l .  This  was a l so  chaw s ta ted  i n  t he  premisses f o r  t he  sen- 

tence - even if the  s i n g l e  p ieces of in format ion  are  l e g a l l y  ob- 

tained, they can be pieced together  so aso g i ve  an image t h a t  con- 

s t i t u t e s  an i n f r a c t i o n  of the  laws of t h e  country.  

C5] See Johan Galtung, "Dialogue as Developmentw, i n  Tools o f  Deve. 

opment Studies, E j l e r s ,  Copenhagen, forthcoming, C h .  1, f o r  imp l i ca  

t i o n s  of t h i s  type of ana lys is  f o r  da ta-co l lec t ion .  A major app l i c ,  

t i o n  l i e s  i n  t h e  e f f o r t  t o  a r r i v e  a t  more equality between reserach- 

e r s  and people when t he  l a t t e r  a re  a lso  used as a data source, eg. 

through group dialogues r a t h e r  than t he  fragmentat ion and dominat io~ 

brought about by simple random sampling [o r  corresponding technique! 

[ 61 Robert Jungk, i n  p r i v a t e  communication, from in te rv iews  w i t h  

US nuclear  weapons researchers June 1982. 

[7 ]  This  i s  impor tant  by r u l i n g  o u t  i d i o s y n c r a t i c  s u b j e c t i v i t y ,  

y e t  a s t range "opera t iona l iza t ion"  o f  o b j e c t i v i t y  es i t  obviously  

depends very much on t h e  composit ion o f  t he  competence group, i t s  

shared b e l i e f s  and pre jud ices ,  etc .  I n  t h e  tekms of t h i s  paper the 

corresponding researcher s t ra tegy  cou ld  be. charac ter ized as aiming 

a t  p o s i t i v e  recep t ion  from peers, col leagues, and n e u t r a l i t y / i n d i f -  

ference from others,  f r o m  e l i t e s  and people [ i n  order no t  t o  be 

d i s tu rbed  i n  t h e  research]. I n  a world t h a t  i s  a l so  changing i n  thc 

sense o f  d e t e r i o r a t i n g  economic cond i t i ons  t h e  search f o r  improved 

s e c u r i t y  may lead  t o  more e f f o r t s  t o  p'lease e l i t e s ,  however. 
1 

[8] S c i e n t i f i c  soc ia l i sm as apposed t o  u top ian soc ia l i sm,  s t i l l  
.. , 

t h e  lead ing g u i d e l i g h t  of a  major p a r t  of. human-kind. Maybe i t  

w i l l  fade i n  s ign i f i cance  when t he  r e e f s  surrounding t h a t  lighthouse 

become more c l e a r  as one ~pproaches? 



19) T h i s  does no t  ho ld  t r u e  f o r  the  present  g i gan t i c  popular wave, 

j u s t  r e f e r r e d  t o  as " the peace movement". I t  i s  s imply too  b i g  t o  

h o l d  any p a r t i c u l a r  b e l i e f ,  except a deep resenment aga ins t  nuclear 

arms and other  weapons o f  mass dest ruc t ion ,  and considerable scep t i -  

c ism towards f o r e i g n  and defense p o l i c y  e l i t e s .  

(10) Of course, the re  are  t h e  excursions ou t  o f  t h e  ghe t to  known 

as consultancies, b u t  that i s  f o r  a minor p a r t  o f  t h e  research com- 

munity, and f o r  some d i s c i p l i n e s  only.  

1 The word "commune" should not  be taken t m l i t e r a l l y  here. I t  

does n o t  necessar i l y  mean l i v i n g  together,  b u t  i t  dues mean producing 

together.  One form i s  t h e  p r i v a t e  i n s t i t u t e ,  b r i n g i n g  together  a 

smal l  number o f  people who l i k e  t o  do t h i ngs  together.  The f w m  

has been ve ry  f requent  i n  peace s tud ies ,  development s tud ies  and 

f u t u r e  s tud ies  and o ther  t r a n s d i s c i p l i n a r y  f i e l d s  where t i e s  o f  

a f f i n i t y  have been st ronger  than t i e s  of d i s c i p l i n a r y  and u n i v e r s i t y  

c o r r i d o r  v i c i n i t y .  The p r i c e  f o r  h i gh  temperature product ion and 

h i gh  p r o d u c t i v i t y  may st t imes be over-mthusiasm, and the  communes 

might  a lso  have a sho r t  l i f e  expectancy. nut why not? 

C 12) Again, t h e  r a p i d l y  changing world. Academic freedom, to le ran-  

ce  and s i m i l a r  v i r t u e s  may be more e a s i l y  p rac t i sed  a t  t imes o f  eco- 

nomic growth and assured supremacy as du r ing  pe r iods  o f  dec l i ne  and 

t h rea t .  The [ secu r i t y ,  academic freedom, 'relevance] vector  pur-  

sued by so many researchers w i l l  be ever more d i f f i c u l t  t o  r e a l i z e .  

[13]  Such as B i k i n i ,  Eniwetok, 1954. 

1 

[ 14) See Johan Galtung, "The Basic Needs Approachw, i n  Lederer, ed., 

Human Needs, A Con t r ibu t ion  to t h e  Cur rent  Debate, Hahn, Kbnigste in,  

1980, ch. 4. .. , 

C151 Some o f  t h i s  has been developed i n  Johan Galtung, "Rasic Human 

Needs as a Guide l ine  f o r  Research A c t i v i t y " ,  i n  Papers on Methodology 

E j l e r s ,  Copenhagen, 1979, ch. 7.3, pp. 185-190. 



C 161 I am th ink ing  p a r t i c u l a r l y  OF experiments on populat ions o f  

pr isoners ;  under t h a t  cond i t i on  nobody i e  e "volunteer". 

[ 17) I n  Norway prdessor Herald Wergeland hss been working i n  t h i s  

f i e l d .  

[18)  OF course, research For const ruc t ive  purposes mey a l so  become 

very expensive because o f  s p i r a l i n g  costs due t o  competi t ion; one 

corporat ion t r y i n g  t o  outcompete another, the  customers paying the  

costs  o f  "improvements" n o t  asked for .  The simple, inexpensive 

product may serve ne i t he r  corporate needs far p r o f i t ,  nor govern- 

mental needs f o r  taxes. 

(191 Studies of exp lo i t a t i on ,  o f  "who gains what a t  t he  eqense o f  

whom" i s  usua l ly  no t  what e l i t e s  sponsor w i th  most eagerness. - 

(20) See the  e d i t o r i a l  "Calm, Pleasant Death", I n te rna t i ona l  Herald 

Tribune, 17 August 1982. "Once a neu t ra l  f l u i d  i s  f lowing wel l ,  

the  executioners administer a huge dose o f  anesthet ic ,  a muscle r e -  

laxant ,  and then a drug t o  stop the  heartw.  -- / B u t /  "Making death 

l e s s  dramatic and l e s s  painfu ldoes n o t  make i t  more r a t i o n a l .  The 

death pena l ty  s t i l l  o f f e r s  no demonstrable deter rent  e f f e c t ,  nor 

does i t  p r o t e c t  t he  p u b l i c  any more than l i f e  imprisonment wi thout  

p aro 1 e" . 

C211 P a r t i c u l a r l y  important i n  t h i s  connection was the  Jason d i v i -  

s ion. 

(221 The r e p o r t  from the  Central  Committee f o r  Norwegian Research 

[CCNR] i n  t h i s  f i e l d ,  Forskning og e t i s c  ansvat-, Oslo, October 1981, 
I 

i s  a good example: good s o c i a l  science prose, devoid o f  any f i r m  

recommendatio~ o r  p o s i t i o n  .taken, beyond the perenn ia l  demand f o r  

new committees and studies. 



RESEARCHERS, ELITES AND PEOPLE I N  A RAPIDLY CHANGING WORLD 

Johan Gal tung 
W issenschaf t sko l l eg  zu B e r l i n  

SUMMARY 

The paper locates  the  problem of research e t h i c s  i n  a "value-free" 

science'' t h a t  has made researchers value-bl  ind, i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  able 

t o  foresee poss ib le  negat ive consequences o f  what they do, b u t  very 

able t o  design s t r a t  g ies  o f  agree t o  s t ruc tu res  t h a t  p ro tec t  them. 

The i n t e l l e c t u a l  s t y l e  o f  a given research community enters as a 

key var iab le ,  a d  most i n t e l l e c t u a l  s t y l e s  are seen as ways o f  mak- 

i n g  s c i e n t i f i c  f i nd ings  l e s s  threatening by focussing on data w i t h  

l i t t l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o r  speculat ion w i t h  l i t t l e  documebtation. The 

f m o u s  Wilkes/Gleditsch case i n  Norway i s  c i t e d  as an example o f  

research t h a t  o f f e red  both  data [obtained from open sources] and 

in te rp re tea t ion ,  and was met w i t h  d isapproval and sentence. 

The moral problem o f  value c o n f l i c t s  can best  be understood by study- 

i n g  researchers i n  a soc ia l  se t t i ng ,  together w i t h  e l i t e s  and people. 

Only i f  researchers were on top and Truth was the supreme value 

would the researchers' s i t u a t i o n  be unproblematic. But  Philosopher- 

Kings, however omniscient and omnipotent, a re  r a r e l y  benevolent, 

and the very  f a c t  o f  concentrat ing so much on top leads t o  h i gh l y  

unaccept-&le soc ie t ies ,  by demobi l iz ing the r e s t ,  t u rn ing  them i n t o  

c l  ien ts .  

Hence, researchers w i l l  l i v e  w i t h  t h e i r  problems o f  being tempted 

i n t o  s i ns  o f  commission - t o  pursue des t ruc t i ve  kndedge - and s i n s  

o f  omission - not  t o  pursue cons t ruc t i ve  knowledge, and not t o  pur- 

sue unpleasant t r u ths ,  no t  because they want t h i s ,  b u t  because the 

s t ruc tu re  leads them i n  t h a t  d i r ec t i on .  Most researchers probably 

want [ secur i t y ,  academic freedom, relevance], and the problem i s :  

E l i t e s  o f f e r  secur i t y  and relevance, not  academic freedom 

U n i v e r s i t i e s  o f f e r  secur i t y  and academic freedom, n o t  relevance 

People may o f f e r  relevance, but  ne i the r '  secur i t y ,  nor freedom 
# 

I n  a r a p i d l y  changing world t he  interconnect ions and poss ib ly  de- 

s t r u c t i v e  e f f e c t s  o f  resear.qh f a r  away i n  space and t ime have become 

more evident,  a t  the same time as f o r m e r l y ' r i c h  and dominating coun- 

t r i e s  now are i n  economic and p o l i t i c a l  decl ine. U n i v e r s i t i e s  may 

soon offer ne i t he r  secur i t y ,  nor academic freedom, nor relevance. 

Researchers may f i n d  the  acadcmic commune more su i tab le ,  w i t h  eco- 

nomic independence. And they may argue f o r  a r e d i r e c t i o n  of  r e s e a d  
t o  sa t i s f y  basic needs - mate r ia l  and non-material - fo r  everybody. 


