
POSITIVISM AND DIAI,ECTICS: A COMPARISON

3y

Johan Galtung

[o appear as chapter I in Met]g$ologv,gE9 ldeologv'
Copenhagen: ChristiEn Ejlers.- 1976



al

POSITIVISM AND DIALECTICS: A COMPARISON

t.  fntroduct ion

The t i t le of  th is chapter is pretent ious and the reader wi l - l  soon

discover that  there is nei then phi losoohical  depth nor any real

ef for t  to immerse onesel f  into the r ichness of  the contemDorlarv

Posit iv ismusstnei t .  This is ent i re lv del iberate for  the purpose

is  d i f fe: .ent :  to explore some aspects of  posi t iv ism and dia-

lect ics f rom the point  of  v iew of  rnethodologrcal  tools.  Tools

not only serve to def ine what one can do with some objects,  but

also to def ine these objects.  And that leads straight to the

two domains of  the present inquiry:  ; - , rethodology and ideolog-v,

what are the ground-rules of  the scient i f ic  enterpr ise,  and rvhat

is the nature of  the real i ty to which these gnound-rules apply?

Put somewhat di f ferent ly:  what ar"e the basic tooIs,  def ined

through the rules of  using them, and what are the basic propert ies

of t re ohiects to which these toolS can be annl ' icd?

For.mulated this way ther.e is a centain asymmetry between

posi t iv ism and dialect ics:  posi t iv ism seems to be more expl ic i t

on the use of  the too1s, dialect ics more on the natune of  the

objects,  the real i ty to which tool-s aue to be apnl ied.  The

mutual  stereotypes point  in t | ,at  d i rect ion,  portr .aying posi t iv ism

as the basic fname of mind of  the shal low tool-maker and tool-

user,  the technic ian who may even becorne a technocrat ,  and

portraying the other s ide as verbose, possibl l '  subt le,  but
jncanable of  evan r laf jnr 'nc c ' le:r- l rz ( fo1.  OtherS) What dialect is iSvruu! r j l  \  rvr

af l  about.  In shortr  or  the one hand operat ions wi thout much

undersl-anding: of l  the other understanding that has not been made

very operat ional .

Taking this as the very s implest  aoproximat ion to the problem

i -n ho c,vr lnna. l  jp th is 6.  1.1 nfan ;+ ] - 'an^1gS Cleaf that  thene miS-htVVVVII ILO UIUUI LTIqL

be some basis for  a synthesis,  at  least  for  a mariage de con-
rzon j  an-a "na'{- , . raan cn-at}r i  

- .y StfOng On pgl-1-rnin ' l  
^- . ,  

:n i  Weak (  bOth)  pv ovrrreLrrrrrS _ __ -__o _Ltrvuvrv23y Gl lu

t "  at .  =ense of  being impl ic i t  and in the sense of  being mislead-

ing) on ideology and something stnong on ideology (both expl ic i t

and wel l -d i rected) but weak on methodology. But th is formulat ion

over looks the important and obvious relat ion there i -s between

methodology and ideology in the sense these tenms are used here.

fn the case of  posi t iv ism there is an under ly ing ideology, a
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wor ld-v iew, that  can be part ly inferred from the toors use<1 l rv
posi t iv ists to come to gr ips wi th neal i ty;  and in dialect ics thene
would be constnaints on the choice of  tools s ince they would have
to be compat ib l -e wi th the ideology. Hence the pnobrem to be
exploned is certainly not whether posi t iv ist  methodology can be
combined with dialect ics as basic cosmology, but how ei then of
them can be understood, possibly in some cases nedef ined on
developed to make fon a betten f i t .  

(  1 )

In th is type of  debate one problem is the tendency to reason
ant i thet ical ly,  in terms of  c lean dichotomies.  rnstead of  tnying
to infen the posi t iv ist  v iew of  neal i ty fnom i ts toors,  i t  is
def i .ned as the negat ion of  mone expl ic i t  d iarect icar_ v iews, and
instead of  t ry ing to bui ld tools of  d ia lect ical-  analvsis on
basic tenets of  o ia lect ics they are as the negat ion of
posi t iv ist  methodology. rn th is there ane at  least  thnee pnoblems:
the mone'ronganic* process of  bui ld ing inside posi t iv ism/dialect ics
is t runcatedl  the t 'negat iont t  may turn out only to be a declarat ion
of distance, not a rrosi t ive af f inmat ion;  and the negat ion
appr"oach may not lead to the same resul t  as the infer.ence approach.
rn the lat ten thene is a source of  fnui t fu l  tension that wi l l -  be
ut i l ized to some extent in the fo l lowing.

To summa.ize,  what we want to do is to exprore the cel ls and
rel-at ions in Table 8.1.

Tabl e An ex lorat ion of ^. '+>IL iv ism and d ial  ect  ics
thro h inference s )  and nesat ion C--  >

Posi t iv ism Dial-ect  ics

Methodology r r ' )
LXDI]-c]- t  

1 -
I

- )  rmpl ic i t  (2)

+
TAoal an,,+vuvrvSy

( l - r ),  ' Impl ic i t
,t

( - . -  |  E*pr ic i t (3)

This wi l l  be done by means of  the images of  posi t iv ism and
dialect ics given in the next sect ion,  taken to be images important
at  the lever of  phi losophical  analysis at  which social  scient ists,
and perhaps also other non-special ist  intel lectuals,  are located
where phi losophicar depth is concerned. And the goal  of  the
exercise is c lear: :  not  onl-v to comDayle the two aDpnoaches to



qa)a' i  ; r l  'no: l  i t r r  hrr t  fn

l )o r  i t  iv  i  s 'c nethodology

vie!^/  of  real  i  ty .

exDlone the DroblemY.

r -an be adanted to f

of whether and how

it  bet 'Len a dialect ical

2.  Posi t iv ism and dialect ics:  two images

We start  wi th the upper fef t  hand corner of  table I ,  posi t iv ist

methodology: and bui ld on two of  the colrner stones of  th is book:

nn-n^. i ' r -  i^---rOdUCtion and theonv-for.maf ion- pr"nnosi t iOnS in thej  rvrr l ruutv l i .  r  IUvvDa

general  sense of  t 'sentencesi l  as def ined in 2.5 is probably an

unavoidabie pai ' t  in any ef for t  to come to verbal  gr ips wi th

real i ty,  and as scon as the set of  proposi t ions has emer-ged, some

kind of  theory has already been formed, however^ minimal where

degree of  inference is concerned. The quest ion is to what extent

i rosi t iv is:-T. ,4n be said to take nar ' t ie; lap sten;s 1-1n nyloDosi t ion-Lsr\u yqr L ruq!qI  J Lql tuD vIr  pL vyvr

product ion and theory-format ion,  and one formulat ion would be

as fol lows:

As to proposi t ion-product ion:  the goal  is  to produce

invar iances, ver"bal  formulas that nef lect  aspects of  empir ical

real i ty th.at  are invar iant  of  t ine,  sDace, subject  and object .

As to theory-format ion:  the goal  is  to arr ive at  theory

systems whereby the broadest possible basis of  proposi t ions can

be arr ived at  f rom the nar^: :owest possible apex.

Tf '  - . :e soal  of  science in the nosi t - ' . ' ' i  -+-  i * - -^ ' "  s to dis-vr oLrst tuu arr  Lr tu pvof LIVTJ L f l l lc lRc L

cover/uncover t ruth,  then the former poinbto t ruth in the sense

of correspondence (wi t f r  empir ical  real i ty) ,  the lat ter  to tnuth

in the sense of  ccnsistency, val id deduct ion wi th in the theory.

But these are also very general  terms. What is typical  of

posi t iv ism as here portrayed would be the idea of  invaniance
Anahf,+;n- : r -  two levels:  at  the level  of  neal  i t . , i  :nd at  theuu uwv luVsrD. qL Ll iC rsVgI UrI  I ,CC1I_LLy, dir

Ievel  of  images of  real i ty created by proposi t ion product ion and

theory format ion.  Thus, the assumption is that  enpir ical  real i ty

is in and by i tsel f  const i tuted in such a way that thene alre

invaniances, and there is the addi t ional  assumption that i t  is

possible to discover/uncover these invar iances, at  least  asymp-

tot ical ly,  so as to aruive at  pnoposi t ions and theor ies that

ul t imatery woul-d themselves be invar iant ,  s imply because they
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ne f  
- l  

ect  nrrnfcr . f  I  r r  inrr :z ' ienf  :qnentq r l f  pmnivr i r ' : l  r . 'pe"!  i - - -  A -rLrrLlL 1ls- l rsue+J -**- ILy.  
f \5

nrrr 'ntcd nrr f  in r .hanter '  ?:  th is means that emDir ical  reel  i tv  hasurrqP uvr Lrrro u errr} /  r  vqf  !  L )

been caDtl l red in a Jr id feafrrr" ins thnqe aSDeCtS that r jo not ohanse

over t ime, do not change with posi t ion in space, are intensub-

ject ively comnunicabte and nepnoducible (do not depend on the

scient i f ic  subject) ,  and do not depend on the indiv idual i ty of  the

object  of  inquiry ( through abstnact ion):  orr  i ts  consciousness.

As fan as one can understand there is no doctr ine in posi-

t iv ism to the ef fect  that  neal i ty does not have other aspects;

the doctr ine would be (1) that  there are aspects that  by and lar :ge

sat- isfv the cni tenia ipst  l : r ' r l  zrnt . rn =-.1 (2) that  theSe are the

aspects that  are the objects of  scient i f ic  inquiry.

Let us now move one step deepen and try to point  to an even

more fundamental  tenet of  posi t iv ism: the idea that the'r idea of

invar" iancerr is i tsel f  i .nvaniant,  of  var iat ions in t ime, space,

Subi ect  anf l  ofr i  en' l -  Mano n:nl- i  nrr l  :n l  r r  thefe iS the famOUS lOWyqt L

l -evel  of  sel f -understanding in posi t iv ism which we take to mean

precisely an understanding of  how methodology (  in the broadest

possible sense of  th is term) woul-d be condi t ioned of  var iat ions

in t ime, space, subject  and object  -  such as histor ical  changes,

geographical  posi t ions,  and var iat jons in who are the subjects

pronouncing tnemselves cn wir ich objects.  The quest ions a social

scient ist  would be most interested in in th is connect ion would be

soeial  I  r r  re l  ovant var iat ions in t ine and s-, : -F -  the sor- ia l  nosi  -vqrr  u vq!  rq u !vrro r l r  u ! l - lL erru o uqug, Ll tg DvurqJ yvo r

t ion of  the : :esearcher,  and the cincumstance that the object
j tsel f  is  other human beings in a social  set t ing.  fn other words,
. )na r . rnrr ' l  r l  nrrr-  dOWn aS a Cha:raCter ist iC Of oosi t iv ism the bel- ief"  _y* 

q vrrq!UULL!f ,JLIU V* yvrL u!vrutr t

that  i t  is  possible to arr ive at  the same understanding of  social

af fa ins (meaning the same pnoposi t ions and the same theor ies)

regardless of  social-  context  and the researcher 's posi t ion in th is

context .

Given these three basic assumptigns, posi t iv ism can move

ahead, producing an astounding var iety of  canons of  research,

meaning rules fon proposi t ion-product ion and theory-format ion.  f t

is  h ighly expl ic i t ,  communicable and reproducable.  f t  a lso y ie lds

seemingly val id r"esuLt,s,  meaning pnoposi t ions and theor ies that

sat isfy the cni ter ia of  invar iance p: :ovided the va:r iat ion in t ime,
<n:-F err  f r i  anf  :nd ni-r i  ant  i_g SUf f  iCient lv I  imi  te j  -  The COndit iOn iSL gI IU VU IUU L !D DUI I  TUI9I I  LI-v I r j f ! !  Luu.

-
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that  social  science is focussed on very l imi ted t i rne-spans,

even so l imi ted that they have no histor ic i ty;  that  resear^ch

centers on a handful  of  s imi lar  count: : ies and those aspects in

other countr ies that  are bel ieved to be suff ic ient ly s imi la: :  to

the reference countnies I  that  the subj  ects of  nesearch are al l

t ra ined in the same way so that intensubj  ect iv i ty in real i ty takes

place within one relat ively homogeneous, col lect ive mind, and

f inal ly ' i -hat  the obj  ects,  the social  matters studied, ane trans-

formed in advance in such a way as to look r tsepf iElrdble".  A thought

fonm of that  k ind,  appl ied to social  af fa i rs,  has obvious

imperial ist ic aspects,  as pointed out in chapter 2) and is also

highly compat ib le wi th the social  h istory and geography of  the

major Center country,  the Uni ted States wi th her relat ively high

leveI of  ahistor ic i ty,  social  uni formity and intel lectual  homo-
/a\

opnai+. , \z/  c. ' . ,o11 this i t  shoUld fo l low that cunnent changes in the

world powet l  structu: :e would be accompanied by changes in funda-
/?)monr:1 l -1- 'n ' r -hf  forms as to how to conceive of  social  neal i ty. ' " '

f t  may be misleading to refen to al ternat ive thought forms

as rrdialect icsr '  -  so th is ter"m should rather be taken as standing

fnn :  €=mi 1. '  .1 f  :nnnn:n]-oq di f  fef  ent  f fOm nOsit iv i  sm aS hefevLf l9!ut lL t !v j r !  rvvJ!LrvrJl lL

nnnf n:rzar i  
-^t  ne6'essapi  I  rz aS a dOCtr ine that Can be ident i f  ied,  
I  rv

with any speci f ic  author.  The quest ion then becomes: what would

be the basic tenets of  bel ief  on which dialect ics could be said

to be based, as opposed to the thr.ee ideas presented above fon

posi t iv isn ( that  the epistemology is invar iant  of  t ime, space,
qrrhiant :nr l  ^hiaal-  

.  thaJ- i+ is meaninofrr .  l  tO SeafCh fOf inVaf ianCeSLrrqu Lo l t ruqt t r r lSlu

in empinical  real i ty,  and that i t  is  meaningful  to sear.ch for

uni f ied,  general  theory).  The answer might be: as a f i rst

approxjmat ion srnply the negat ions of  the three assumptions made.

Thus, dialect ics woul-d craim that methodology (or epistemology

to use a broaden term) would be a funct ion of  the social  context

in which i t  emerges; that  i t  is  meaningless (or at  least  not very

meaningful)  to ident i fy proposi t ion-product ion wi th invaniance-

seeking, and that i t  is  equal ly meaningless (or not very meaning-

fu1) to ident i fy theory-fonmation with the constr :uct ion of  large,

uni f  ied thought systems. But these views are preciser ly negat ionr;

in the sense indicated in sect ion 1 above, they do not have

suff ic ient  organic connect ion wi th more expl ic i t  d ia lect ical

assumptions.
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And those assumptions should now be spel t  out .  V/e ident i fy
them with what is of ten referred to as r t the thnee laws of  d ia lec-
t icsr ' ,  and add one extra pr. inciple,  a " founth lawtf  :  the ideas
of interdependence and hol ism, and the possibi l i ty  that  the
hol ism can be ident i f ied precisely wi th the intendependencies
(relat ions) between the parts (elements).

The fol lowing formulat ions of  the thnee basic c l ia lect ical
pr inciples wi l l  be used in the fo l lowing:

( thesi  s

Processes take place through a t ransi t ion f rom accumulat ion
of quant- i ty to a djscont inuous f f i  quar i ly .

T?gat ion of  t t le negat ion -  a synthesis is in i tsel_f  contra-
orctory and wi l l  be negated, a qual i ty starts a new quant i -
tat ive accumulat ion le id ing to . i  new qual i ty,  and so forth.

(The key terms usual ly quoted are emphasized.)

Togethen they give an image of 'neal i ty as something contradictory
and highl lz f1uid,  cf  Drocesses that are discont inuous, and as
something never coming to any f inal  rest ,  The important th i rd
pr inciple says the contrary,  everv negat ion is i tsel f  to be
negated; t ranscendence and processes in general  rv i l t  cont inue
fo.  ever.  one might also combine the f i rst  and the second
pr inciples into a deeper understanding of  how transcendence takes
tr lace: on the one hand there is contnadict ionr of l  the other hand
-t  l - rene i  s acculnulaLion (of  the contradict ions) l -eading to a point
where the. systensburst ,  and something new (a new rqual i ty, , )

/ tJr \

emerges."Al l  of  th is should then be seen in the l ight  of  the
hol ist ic pr inciple that  ever lzthing is interdependent,  there are
l inkages in empir ical  real i ty in al l  d i rect ions meaning that the
dra|rat  j  c  phenomena referred to as t ranscend.ence, discont inuous
junps ancl  negat ion of  the negat ion would have reverberat ions in
al l  d inect  ions.

At t l ' r is  point  i t  might be usefuf  to pnoceet l  d i rect ly to the
f  or : r th cel l  of  Table B. f  ,  t ry ing to say somethins about the
impl ic i t  oosi t iv ist  wor ld v iew, part ly as inferr .ed f rom the
methodological  assumptions, partry as anr ived at  by negat ing the
dialect ica]  pr inciples ment ioned. What k ind of  basic imaee of  the
u;onld does one arr . ive at?

Everything has bui l t -
and ant i - thesis)  that

in and dynamic contnadict ions
are t ranscended (synthesis) .
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If  we pnoceed in the two ways indicated in Table I ,  both

inferuing fnom rrethodological  assumptions and negat ing the dia-

Iect ical  assumptions one would arr ive at  a wor ld v iew total ly

di f ferent f rom what was just  descr ibed. Finst  of  a l l ,  the elernents,

the part ic les so to speak of  that  wor ld might di f fer ,  and they

misht be hetennsenp^uq l - r r r t  thev woulc l  be basiC elements wi th a. , , "J

non-contradictor.y nature,  so to speak at  nest wi th themselves.

This does not imply a stat ic wor ld v iew, the wor ld is not imrnutable,

but i ts mutabi l i ty  takes place according to immutable laws. This

means that ther:e is a knowable empinical  reaf i ty,  knowable in the

sense that i t  carr  be cast in invaniant fonms. The negat ion of

emnir- ica ' l  real i t r , '  is  onlv i r . r .eal  i tv-  thene i  s no notent ia l

ro:  I  j  t .z  - i  n -haf iss6n that can be brought into being by t ranscend ing

empir icai  real i ty.  The str ictest  vension of  th is would be that

f t t t r r re emninic 'a ' l  re: ' l  i t r r  is  ident ical  wi tn oast ( incI ' r r l in-  nnaqonf )r  eurr  L)  wr Lrr  \  l r re lqurr tS yr  ururr  L

empir ical-  neal i ty;  the weaker vension would be that futune

empir ical  real i ty wi l l  a lso include that which can be extna-
nn' l  =J-ar l  rnn- n:cf  :n. i  nnocapf eprnipi  C.al  neal  i tV bV meanS Ofysu e q.ru y!  uJUtr  L urr ty! t  !9sf  !  es44 LJ

immutable laws ( invar iances).  What is excluded frorn th is posi t ion

would be the idea that the invar iances can themselves be trans-

cended. One example here would be the marxist  posi t ion:  i t  is

:nt ' i -n. \e i f r ' r r is f  insofan as i t  Says that the laws Of (say)

caoi ta l is t  societv wi l l  be tnanscended tosethen with the t rans--*r*  Lv6e Lrrvr

cendence of  capi tat ist  society i tsel f ,  but  i t  is  posi t iv ist  in

stat ing that th is t ranscendence is inevi table.  Marxism does not

include the possibi i i ty  of  the t ranscencience of  the t ranscendence,

and in that  sense st i l l  imposes some : : ig id i t ies on a wor ld which
r ' t r \

otherwise is seen as verv f lu id. \ ' /

Second, the typical  process as conceived of  wi th in the
nnci f j ' r r 'cJ-  f -ameWork wOUld nOt be diSCOntinUOUS, t t lUmpytt :  i t

r^rntr l r l  nnnnoa. l  in a more cont inuous, negulated fashion. And third:

there wi l - l  be no idea of  an inf in i te ser ies of  negat ions of

negat ions -  rather,  somewhene in the total  wor ld v iew the not ion

of a f inal  nest ing p1ace, a f inal  state both for  empir ical  real i ty

and for oun image of  empir ical  neal i ty wi l }  have a posi t ion.

What about hol ism? The posi t iv ist  wor ld v iew would not deny

interdependence, but would probably seem to feel  that  the

degree of  dependency is highly unevenly distr ibuted. More part i -

cu1ar1y,  the assumption woul-d be that i t  is  possibl-e to isolate
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: lome uni ts and some var iables,  of ten two at  the t ime, because of

a : teep decnease in interdependency relat ive to the outside. A

dialect ical  v iew woul-d probably distr ibute the degree of  inter-

dependence somewhat more evenly in social  (and also physical?)

sD.rcc- ' l  eading to neiect ions of  b ivar iate analrzses-qtrqr j  ruo.

The posi t iv ist  wor ld v iew is considenably Iess dramat ic

and correct ly refenred to as more trmechanist ict f  .  The wonld con-

sists of  parts that  are rel-at ively unchangeable and that most ly

6]hanoe ann6rnr l inc ' l -n rrnnh:hf t6rF. ' l  a ' l  r "o.  ro l : l -  j rzolrr  r rn intonnol : to jerruir t ;L asuvlu!115 LU UrlUJlOltBsctUIE -LdWD t I  erqL!vury ut l r l l  Lg!  !  gIoLsU,

processes are cont inuous, and the total  system is at  or  re lat ively

near i t  s f  inai  (  somet ime s even seen as rrperf  ectrr  )  state .  The

dialect jcal-  v iew is dramat ic,  f lu jd;  changing part ly in known,

part ly in unknown direct ions;  d iscont inuous, unruly,  inter^-

dependent,  reverberat ing,  evel? r .est less.  I^Jhich v iew is the correct

one ?

A luest ion l ike th j  s,  sornet imes r"e j  ected, is pnobably highly

meaningful  precisely because i t  br ings out the importance of  the
posi t ion of  he on she who tnies to answer.  One tentat ive anstver

might be as fo l fows: even a bnief  g l impseof social  h istory and

social ,  geography should inform one that the posi t iv : r t  image as

here portrayed cannot possibly be a coruect or even frui t fu l  way

of v iewing the wonrd. Thene are s i rnply too man] '  deep discont i -

nui t ies in t i r le and space, too much interdependence, too much

transcendence for that  to be the case -  and i t  is  very di f f icul t

to bel ieve that the system is heading towands a f inal  rest ing

place (di f ferent f rom i ts own annihi lat ion).  On the other hand,

an equar ly br ief  gr impseat t ime and space should convince one

that the dialect ical  v iew represents an ove:rdramat izat ion:  i f  a l l

t i , i r  1-ook n ' lace wjthin short  f ime-snans- . '+. '^ , ' ' l  . i  €^r ,  ' insf :nne-u wl Lrr l t r  o l lvL L Lr l l ls  Dl /qrrD, rL w(JLlru,  :LJ!  f l lJuat! !9,

be hard to ber ieve that human beings could cont inue to exist .

There seems also to be a minimum of stabi f i ty ,  unchangeabi l i ty

and predictabi l i ty ,  cont inui ty,  systems at  nest at  least  dur ing

some per iods,  and possibi l i ty  of  isolat ing some parts f rom the

whole in which they are embeddedlG) rn shont,  our conclusion would

be that both v iews are correct ,  that  they both say something

terr ib ly important about wor ld real i ty,  and for that  reason the

quest ion should be answered in tenms of  a both-and nather than

an ei ther-or.  Both in t ime and in space posi t iv ist  and dialect ical

wor l -d v iews could coexist ,  each of  them focussing on aspects



of real i ty that  seem to complement nathen than to exclude edch

other.

This,  of  course, is an ideology t ike any clear posi t ion in

favor of  posi t iv ist  or  d ia leet ical  wor. Id v iews woufd be ideological .

From this,  then, methodological  impl icat ions shoul-d fo l low: they

would have to take the form of being ei then a compromiser df l

ecclect ic rnixture,  a synthesis,  or f  some more adrzanced fonm of

tnanscendence between posi t iv ist  and dialect ical  methodologies.

And that rv i l l  be the subject  of  the next sect ion;  we shal l  only

summarize the present sect ion by contnast ing what has been

nosi te. l  Asr h:qi  c '  asner- tq of
YVDJ LEU GO UAJTU ODP9LUJ VI PUJ LLIV!DL O

rln ' ln- . ,  
-n l  

:A^^1 ^-- .uu!uEy ojru -LucuruEy t  f  r r  f  q,r

aotr tc 3. Posi t iv ist  and dialect ical  methodoloqv and ideologv:
some Dasr-c _es!99f t

Posit iv ism

(I) Bast-c asszunption:
Epistemology invariant of
t ime, space, subject ,  object

(2) Proposition pz.oduetion:
the search for invar iances
in ernpir ical  real- :  ty

(3 ) Theorg- forrnation :
the search for uni f ied,
conor: l  l -hoa'- - - - - ry

(4 ) Non-ty'ansc endence :
reality immutable or
mutable accordj-ng to
immutable laws

(5) Cont i ru,Lous proeesses:
quantitative changes

(6) There is a f inal  state

(7) Isolat ion,  weak
interdepend.encies

a

Dialect ics

Basic assutnption:
Epistemology a funct ion
of social  context

Trcnseendence,
not invariance-seeking

Reality-constvwction
through praxis,
not theory-formation

Trqrtseendence:
the si  s-ant i thesis,
contradrct ions into
syntheses

Dis continuous proc es s es :
transition from
quantity to gualitY

( r )

Method.ology

Ideoloq-y

\z)

(3)

(4)

1q)

(6) No f inal state,
each negat ion wi l l
in turn be negated

(7) Interdependence artd
hol ism
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Posit iv ism and dialect ics:  the problem of methodological
DrrOge-Du]. lOrng

#

/ ,  , i , r  iCl  l r t r t l  dt  t i r r :  points r ' .n '1 la l . , -1 e 2 wil l  te l1 the

r€:adt:r ,  c.r f  th is book (who has not already undenstood the not-so-

l - , jdden I , lan) what is comming in th is chapter:  the points cor-

naqrrnnr l  f  n fhe ehanteps in the bOOk. fn Other WOrdS, the Seven

f i  nst  chantens ane not l i ing hrr t  a DreDArat ion for  what is now

^ ^-  
. :  

" -  -  
.  

^  
luviLlrr ,6.  Grr  =f for^t  to make use of  what has been done to t ry to

exr lnre qr lmp of  the mAnv is-"^-  -1^--  +1-p nosi t i r r ism-dial-ect icsun r / IvI  u Jvlr lc U- -Jbt- tCJ CLJ\Jr lEi  L l ls  I /vor u f  V rorr l ]

axes. By and large the posi t ion taken wi l l  be the fol lowing:

mAn\/-  moqt-  nc-hans al  I  of  +he etends nr 'eSented in the pfeceding
,  ' l rvJut 

r  ur

nh,antar^q h:rra oyr.)r^rn rrrr t  of  a n.)e ' i f  i rz ' i  s t  tn:r l i t r 'nn -  not  onl  r r  inr rqvg 6tvwrt  vuL s t  JrvL

tho .arr fohir-ror, . r rh- i r , ,a l  sense rel  at ins to thF ar l fhnr,-  hrr t  in thepLVE)L qI / ! r resr !  u!q urr16

nuch more important sense that i t  looks as i f  some kind of  con-

t inuum can be found between the extreme posi t iv ist  and the

extreme dialect ical  posi t ions.  fn fact :  both extreme posi t ions

ane nnohahl  v rrnintenest inp- hecarrse thev so ohrr i  ot ts lv do not

nef lect  sociai  real i tv.

To start  wi th the f i rst  point :  chapter I  is  an ef for t  to

present some kind of  sel f -understanding. The methodologies of

proposi t ion-pnoduct ion and theory-constnuct ion are both related

to social  structure,  at  the macno and micr^o levels.  I t  is

pointed out that  a l l -  thrre,  macro structune, micro structure and

the str :ucture of  the scient i f ic  pnoduct belong to the same fami ly,

*- ' - -+ i -  +- '^^ - ' r -e . .ases thev are al l  exDnessions of  the same under-
- r rQr-  I l t  L l lc  PL^- 

-  
uqoeJ urruJ ---r-

' r r r - inc r- l -nrrni-r ,na t - :o - t -h:1- M1del f ,  f I ,  fTI ,  Or IV.  At  the Sameuur e,  ! /v 1r\

t ime there is the possibi l i ty  of  asynchrony, of  some structure

being out of  tune with the othens, possibly creat ing changes in

the ol-hers.  However,  the general  perspect ive would be to relate

al l  three to some conmon phenomenon that for  lack of  any better

tcrrn one might be temDted to refer to as Zei tgeigt ,  the common

denominator running through them al- ]  -  h ighly unsat isfactory

as an explanatory basis fnom a posi t iv ist  or  d ia lect j -cal

mater ia l is t  standpoint ;  more sat isfactory f rom the point  of  v iew

of c l ia lect ical  ideal ism a }a Heg.t . (7)

Leaving that issue aside let  us open for another l -ssue:

what is the sel f -undenstanding under ly ing the typology in chapter

1? Where js the person, in th is case the present authorr  located

wl io opei :ates wi th that  k ind of  analysis? Thene seem to be two
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extreme answers to that  type of  . luest ion:  the person has found

an object ive plat fonm from which social  fonmat ions can be vieweo;

the nerscln r 'c  ooerat ins inside the socief  v that  h. :s nrcrdrrner l  h im-

ModeI f  i  ,  l iberal  society.  Both answel?s ar"e obviously inconrect  .

There is no cr i ter ion avai lable for  ascertaining the degree of

"obj  ect iv i tyt t  in v iewing social  format ions;  at l  i t  seems to be

Dosqihle to ta lk about is the desree of  f r"ui t fu lness. To what

extent does a typology serve to highl ight  important features in

the structure of  scient i f j -c product ion and development? And as

to the second answer:  Model f f  society may not be the worst

basis for  catching gl impses of  Model I  and Model f I I  societ ies,

and Fnn c-o-, ' lat ins on Model TV societrr .  f t  is  in the nature of

Modet I I  society to be eclect ic and precisely because of  that

diversi ty one may be better equipped to understand aspects of  the

other social  format ions than one would be had one of  the others
qon. 'or l  :c = ^ lat form. The ethos of  col lect iv ism demands a }oyal tyIl

to one's own format ion incompat ib l -e wi th an ef for . t  to see oners

own social  order as one among many, even as one to be superceded

and the ethos of  uni formity makes i t  more di f f icul t  to get hold

of model-al ien elements.  I f  th is type of  v iew is most easi ly

at ta inable in a l - ibenal  society,  then i t  is  a lso to a lar"ge extent

a product of  l iberal  society.

But so what? That social  onden is

imnontant toclar '  l ror . : t tqp nf  i ts  wor^1d-wide di f fusion (  in democrat ic

and authcr i tar ian forms),  and because many of  the Model I I  societ ies

of tod:rr  ayle amons the wor^]  d t  s most nor^zarful  .  To view the worldu yvvv!

ta i  ntecl  bv Moriel  TT nersnect ives is not neeessar i  I  v to v iew the

r^rnnlr i  r . rnnnclrr .  Kar l  ManX WaS OVenWhelmed by the impfeSSiOnS he

got f rom capi ta l is t  society when he wnote his works,  that  does not

mean that he could not make use of  those impressions and other

sources to catch important gl impses of  s lave societ ies,  feudal

societ ies and social ist  societ ies.  He did not know that,  but

recent history seems to indicate that  i t  is  more easy to be a

marxist  in capi ta l is t  society than to be a manxist  in social ist

society;  undenl in ing what was just  said about the importance of

I iberat  society as a plat f  orm f  or  v iewing soc ia l -  format iorrn .  
(  B )

No doubt the perspect ives of  chapter I  go fur ther towards the

dialect ical  than the posi t iv ist  posi t ion;  they rule out the idea

nf a cnrna- ,nd t imeless methodology and epistemology. But that

nn6nc fnn 
'  new nr,ohlem: imagine that the hvno+hesis Of a CIOSe

nelat ion between social  stnucture on the one hand arrd methodology/
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epistemology on the other is wei l  conf i rned, in space and in

t ime. Would that  not mean that a new invaniance has been bnought

into the wor ld? Yes, and that leads us immediately to the

nnoh' l  ems di  qc- ' -^^r
t - r  vur l r r ro ur DUUJ>cL. l  L l t  UlrdP LE! '> z d. l lu J .

taken in chapten 2 is a cr i t ique of  the whol-e idea of  f t invar iancerr ,

opening for"  the idea of  tnanscendence, tnansi t ions wheneby a

notent ja- l  real i tv is made pmninin: l  A bnoaden view of  science rsJUqr

cal led for ,  br inging value-sentences in on par wi th data-sentences

and theory-sentences, def in ing the goal  of  scient i f ic  act iv i ty as

that of  obtaining colr l respondence/agreement between the thnee.

fn order to do this,  verbal  act iv i ty ref lect ing real i ty is

insuff ic ient  -  research beeomes tract ion researchrt .

Chapter 3 goes further"  in indicat ing

one way in which th is can be done: breaking up invar iances by

changing the values of  ' t th i rd var iables'r .  Both of  these views

are c lear ly more towards the dialect ical  end of  the spectrum:

transcendence is one of  the stronger points in the dialect ical

t radi t ionr ano in the indicat ions given for t ranscendence in

chapter 3 the reader wi l l  recognize the thesis/ant i thesis/syn-

thesib scheme. In chapter 3fr thesisrr is taken l i teral ly exact ly

cls a thesis,  a pnoposi t ion st ipulat ing an invar iant  re lat ionship.
* ' re 

"ant i thesis ' r is  another thesis st ipulat ing a relat ionship where

the pr^efenred but unobsenved and unfoneseen corner has become

observed (and foneseen)rand therfsynthesis i l is  a more complex thesis

having thesis and arr tLthesis as special  cases, depending on the

values of  th i rd vaniables.  But th is i  s not seen merelv as verbal

act  iv i ty:  thesis,  ant i thesis and synthesis coruespond to

patterns of  act ion,  wi th thesis being the empir ical ,  inst i tu-
+i^*-  r  

" -^J - t r t r r . f r r r .ed n: i fern:  :nt i . thesie hoino fhe r ieeir .pr i  
^ne-

L r  vr lQ Lt4cL1 I  b _- *  _ __--o

and synthesis being a concrete pnogram of act ion,  indicat ing

which thi rd var iables to chanee how.

But in what sense, then, can we say that th is is b:r idge-

bui ld ing when the posi t ions taken are so much close:r  to the

dialect icar end of  the spectrum? simply because the tools and

the mater ia l  made use of  are largely taken fr :om the posi t iv ist

s ide.  We have tr . ied to show how the form of a proposi t ion can

be retained as long as the pr inciple fon div id ing wor ld spaces

are expanded, including the dichotomy preferred/r"ejected. h/e have

also t r ied to show that the general  idea of  arniv ing at  consonance
(or coruespondence or agreement as i t  is  refenred to above)
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can be retained also when values are brought expl ic i t ly  into the

process. And we have tr ied to indicate that  increasing the com-

plexi ty of  proposi t ions by increasing the number of  var iables is

nnr mara] . '  -  tool  that  can be used to obtain a hisher level  ofvvLurrr  q rrrSrrL!

speci f ic i ty and a better correspondence with empir ical  real i ty;  i t

is  an excel lent  tool-  fon social  praxis.  Both t ranscendence and

invar iance-br"eaking -  two terms referuing to the same matter -  are

al ien to the posi t jv ist  t radi t ion,  but the ways of  conceiv ing of

them in chapters 2 and 3 a: :e not.

And then one could also look fon cont inui t ies in posi t ions

taken. Obviously,  there are degnees of  t ranscendence. fn 3.3

three methods of  invar iance-breaking have been presented: the
rr th i rdr f  var iable is already part  of  the invar iance, the invar iance

is emnir ical  lv  imnenfeet so that t rdeviani '  r 'Fqeqtt  r -an - ; . '^  -  raa'n+
!uqrrJ rr l ryvr !ue L ov Ll loL uEVfal lL uqDcD uqlr  Brvg o rLr l t  L

about potent ia l  real i t ies;  the invar iance is empir ical ly perfect

so that the only guide is theory,  inspired by imaginat ion and

inJ-rr- i f inr  . -d f in: ' l  l rz the nnqqi 'n i l i f r r  nf  hcraT T-r , i -ya:r l iome Amonsr r rLut Llv l r ,  o i tu yvJrLJLL_rJ vr

- these foui :  the f inst  one is already within the acceptable posi-

t iv ist  onbi t  s ince th is i  s the way ' t  synthet icr f  compounds are

brougnt into emnir" . i  r - : - l  r "c: l  r ' . r - r r  { -hrnrrnl-r  *he orr . 'des for  act ionr r  L l lv  t iu_uur rvt

given by organic chemistr .y.  To argue against  a posi t iv ism that

would deny this possibi l i ty  is  to beat a dead honse. And the same

actual ly appl ies :o ' :he second case: al-1 i t  says is essent ia l ly

that 1-he ryaonr lq i f inn-rr .odrrr : t ion has been refat ivelv qlnnnrr-
urvuf j  JLvyyJ,

fa i l ing to take into account t 'deviant casesrr ,  thereby br inging the

DroDos i  t i  on i  nto a r .ore comrl  ov rorm -ta-  -  Y OnIrr  the ih i r r l  and

fourth possibi l i t ies represent types of  scient i f ic  act iv i ty that

can be said to break new paths,  and even they look modest once

thev have been implemented and new real i t ies have been bnought

into being anC accounted fon. As a conclusion: the only point

made hene would be in favor of  pushing much more scient i f ic

act iv i ty in the dinect ion of  the th ind and fourth possibi l i ty ,

certainly not of  neglect ing the f i rst  and the second approaches.

Let us then return fon a moment to the pnoblem of sel f -

understanding: can a possible invar iance between social  stnucture,

scient i f ic  structure and science product i tsel f  be t ranscended,

be broken? 0f  course i t  can, and one obvious thi r"d var iable

would be the degree of  integnat ion into the surrounding social

context .  I t  was probably thnough this k ind of  isolat ion that

Modef I  science structure managed to sunvive inside l iber.al
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l4ctr Iezl  1 7 i ' , ( ) ( ) i  et ' . /  )  l re inq ' thr- '  f ,ocus; o f  : ; "Lrrdent nevol , t -  i l t t . rc l , , .  fn ,genr.r .a l  ,

the:  Lr igher the level  of  integnat ion,  the mone val id the proposi t ion.

But th is also means that ModelI [  science can su::v ive fon some t ime

in Model I f I  society,  pnovided the level  of  isolat ion is suf f ic ient .

And this throws some perspect ive over.  the cul tural  nevolut ion in

China. Just  as the student r"evol t  in Western Europe at  the end of

the s ixt ies could be seen as an ef for t  to synchnonize the academic

structune with Mode1 f I  society,  the cul tural-  revolut ion in China

at the same t ime was an ef font  to do the same, wi th an academic

structur:e that  probably was a mixtune ( l ike in Western Europe) of

Model I  and Model f f  e lements but th is t ime to al ign i t  wi th a

Model I I I  society.  fn Westerp Eunope there were also ef for ts in

that dinect ion,  but they fa i led s ince there was no surnounding

Model rrr  society to al ign i t  wi th.(1r)

But imagine for a moment that  nothing of  th is had taken

place, nothing had succeeded at  a l l ,  that  the academic communit ies

al l  over the wor ld haci  nemained in isolat ion relat ive to their
qnni  ar . 'oc -^t  unl ike monast ic orders ,  and at  the same t ime in

good contact  wi th each othen. fn that  case the idea of  a universal

methodology/ epistemology would be much molre tenable.  And that is

the k ind of  th ing we want to dnaw the at tent ion to:  methodology/

onicramn]n-rr  3s a funct ion of  social  stnuctune and var iat ions in

var iables used in socio-pol i t ical  analyses. Much courage would

be needed to deny the signi f icance of  such factons.(12)

Let us then proceed to chapter u in the book, obviously

deal ing wi th the t ransi t ion f rom quant i ty to qual i ty.  A glance

at the chapter wi . l l  te l l  the neader that  the tools are taken from

posi t iv ist  methodology, but the conclusions are not necessar i ly

- -a-. ' * - '  
, . - '^+i /vDaLrvrDL. Cne basic conclusion is in favon of  d iachnonic

research ( few uni ts,  one or two var iables,  as many t ime-points

over as long a per iod of  t ime as possible);  another conclusion

would be in favor:  of  cast ing social  analysis in such forms that

jumps in var iables are seen as nonmal,  easi ly accounted for.  Much

of th is wi l l  be explored in the f inal  chapter,  suf f ice i t  he:re

only to say that the basic tool  is  a comparison between the rates

of change of  two (or more) var iables.  fn economic analyses this

i  e \ /pr ' \ /  nf f  an done (elast ic i t ies),  but  i t  has not penetnated to'  - -  - l

seneral  socr 'a l  cnr 'onno n^n is i t  s iven the imol icat iOnS att r i -o--. - -  s4 rrrr l / r reuLt

buted to th is type of  analysis in economics.  The basic dist inc-
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t ion is between the simplest  case, a constant nat io between the

two rates of  change, and the most dramat ic extnene whene one

var. iable remains constant for  a long peniod of  t ime and then under-

goes a discont inuous jump. The lat ter  conresponds to the

tnansi t ion fnom quant i ty to qual i ty ( thene is an accumulat ion in

the value of  X,  some kind of  saturat ion of  the system, unt i l  an

explosive burst  takes place in the vafue of  Y),  but  the forme:r

would only cor l :espond to an ext : remely narrow posi t iv ist  stand

whene only rect i l inean processes are considened r f realr t .  I f  a

l ine should be drawn between posi t iv ism and dialect ics along
thic:wi-  +he idea would not be to deny that posi t iv ism takes,  srr

care of  curvi l inean nelat ionships oven t ime, only that  i t  is

weak on discont inui t ies ( i t  is  a lso somewhat weak when i t  comes to

bninging t ime, at  least  longer t imespans, into social  analysis) .

What is done in the chapter is menely to point  out  that  i f  one

accepts processes whene the tnajectony remains pa:ral le1 to one of

the axes fon a long t ine and then suddenly makes a steep turn

and pnoceeds panal le l  to the othen axis,  then one should also

accept a lump instead of  a cont inuous, steep eunve. Actual ly,

act ions can be seen as such discont inui t ies between inact iv i ty and

act iv i tyr  possibly t r iggered of f  by the accumulat ion along a

cont inuous var iable (hunger,  f rustrat ion,  cuniosi ty,  ideas

accumul-at ing and leading to bursts of  venbal  act ion).  However,

social  analysis is of ten formulated in tenms of  var iables that  are

cont inuous al though they may change vel?y guickly.  But data seem to

indicate that  even for such var iables the reet i l inear t ra jectony

would const i tute a highly except ional  case.(13)

Then, chapten 5 on funct ional ism: what would th is have to

do with the' tnegat ion of  the negat ionrt? This is indicated in 5.6

and 5.7 ,  in two fonms of  analysis,  but  f i rst  i t  should be pointed

out that  the chapten is not dinected'against  conseuvat ive

funct ional ism - that  is  an o1d issue as has repeatedly been
nninl-or]  nrr f  -  hrr+ 

--- i^^+- 
' t  :  l -^--1 €. . -aa- '  

/ ' r l t \

t7v ' r  Lvu vu L vu L a6.,rrrD L I ibenal  funct ional ism*.t- 'What is said in

5.6 is that  the funct ional  scheme of analysis makes i t  possible

to dist inguish between zero onden, f i rst  orde::  and second orden

contnadict ions.  In the f inst  case thene is no contnadict ion and

one gets the (nane) case that conseravat ive funct ional ism tr  ied to

make into a univensal  pninciple.  fn the second case, f inst  order

contr :adict ion,  one may talk about an increasing scale of  contna-

dict ion,  fnom the isolated or manageable patterns handled wel l
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orre minus wi l l  take on overwhel-ming pnopo:r t ions,  fn short  r  w€ ar le

arsuins that  thene is to each stnuctural- funct ional  matnix an

accompanying subject ive matr ix that  g ives much molre informat ion

about what is going to happen in society because i t  is  seen

through tempenaments that  would equip the elements in the matr ix

with heavy weigh-ts,  h ighl ight ing some, neglect ing othens.

Let us then turn to chapter 6,  obviously the chapter where

hol isn is br.ought into the picture.  The problem is how to make

hol ism meaningful ,  and the suggest ion is very s imple:  the densi ty

of  the web of  re lat ions between the el-ements.  Structurat  analysis

does this,  i t  equips us at  least  wi th some ways of  seeing the

whole nather than the parts.  But thene ane two clear dangers

involved in pushing this point  too far .

Thus, i f  only nelat ions between the actors are emphasrzed,

a highty structune-or iented view wi l l -  emerge, but the actors wi l l

d isappean into the backgnound. More part icular ly,  their  indiv i -

dual  i ty  wi l l  get  fost  because of  the focus on the web of  inter-

nelat ions in which they are embedded. Posi t iv ist  analysis,  not

because i t  is  posi t iv ist  but  because i t  has been t ied to a l iberal

social  perspect ive,  has been more actor-or iented, somet imes

emphasiz ing the indiv idual i ty of  their  actors,  somet imes gett ing

the wonst of  both wor lds by grouping them together in categor ies

exploning thein di f ferences, bl ind to their  re lat ions expressed

in a more stnucture-oniented DensDect ive.  and bl ind to thein indiv i -
duality.

Then, there is the obvious cincumstance that not everything

that happens in a society should be unde:rstood in hol ist ic terms.

Some elements are less t ied to the whole than others,  the densi ty

of  the web of  inter- ' re lat ions is not uni form. There can be changes

in the penipheny of  a system highly consequent ia l  for  that

per iphery,  yet  nei ther much condi t ioned by the system as a whole,

nor very consequent ia l  to that  system. To reject  a social  v iew

r . rha-o}.  "  r ' l  ' l  
^1rtS ane detachehl  e and ren' l  ace:h ' l  e hrr  l f  ecl t  ivalents rr
yqr Lo u!v usLqvr lqvtre qrru I  sPlqvgqvrg 9J vyu!vqrurrLr

f rom a stonehouse of  equivalents (and funct ional ism goes very

far in th is di : :ect ion whethen of  the consel lvat ive,  l ibenal  or

radical  vaniet ies) does not mean that one has to embrace a social-

v iew acconding to which nothing is detachable wi thout causing

nnnfnrrnd o€€anf e a I  
' l  

thr .orrsh the svstem - n91r even Undef Standableurr!  vubrr  L l tu oJ o letr t t

except in nelat i -on to the total i ty.  Having said th is,  a con-

t inuum between extneme posi t iv ist  and dialect ical  oosi t ions has
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a l ready been indicated, and the densi ty factor ment ioned above

.rs wel l  as i ts distr ibut ion is an expression of  that  cont inuum

l - inal ly,  there is the chapten on theory format ion.  ( ln

Table 2 i t  comes as no. 3,  in the book as chapten 7 for  l :easons

of presentat ion.)  What the chapter says is merely th is:  the

better? a theony is constructed acconding to the c lassical  : :u les,

the more wi l l  i t  senve as a thought pnison, not as a guide for

act ion.  I t  wi l l  senve as a tool  of  consol idat ion nathe::  than

l iberat ion.  The fonmulas given in chapter 7 was as fo l lows:

a more nelaxed view of  theony fonmation, molre but smal len pyramids

not necessani ly pyramids but other^ topological  shapes, theory as

growing out of  act ion based on intui t ion nathe::  than as act ion

guide; and theonies in an even-negat ing,  even-transcending pnocess

One inte:rest ing point  in th is connect ion would be that th is

open at t i tude to theory format ion is mone typical  of  l iberals

working in the posi t iv ist  t radi t ion then of  manxists working in

a dialect ical  tnadi t ion.  I t  looks as i f  i t  is  the lat ten nather

than the fonmen who are engaged in a constant seanch to obtain

closed theony systems, and who ane most opt imist ic when i t  comes

to the possibi l i ty  of  obtaining something l ike that .  We have, in

8.2,  pointed to another s imi lani ty between marxism and posi t iv ism
( the tenden.\ /  to nesancl  the t ranscendence nf  n:ni  t : ' l  i  s t  soei  etr iq! qrrouvrru9rrvL vr  uqPr Lqr!o L ovvlv LJ

and i ts tnansi t ion to a social ist  society as an i r .on law, an

invar iance incapable of  being transcended),  and this may be a

second instance of  t tct f  ossing-ove::r t  between the two tr .adi t ions.

A possible neason why might be that manxist  scholanship is

part icular ly strong in Germany and hence part iculanly l ikely to

be colored by what elsewn-e:1e has been nefenned to as'r teutonic

intel lectual  sty le".  Thus, oun angument would be that the

cul ture-bound tendency towards grand theony has taken precedence

over a rnore cool  analysis of  the nelat ion between theory-format ion
/ ' r  A\

and the possibi l i ty  of  engaging in l iberat ing social  pnaxis. ' - - '

That conc1udes our explonat ion of  the rel-at ionship between
f ho nnc j  J-  j  r r i  .m/dialect ics di lemma and the preceding chapters .

What we have tnied to indicate can be summarized in one sentence:

the dist inct ion is not that  sharp:  the dichotomy not that  absolute;

constnuct ing f rom some of the tools used in posi t iv ist  methodo-

logy a methodology compat ib le wi th dialect ical  insights should

not be unattainable -  wi th the ef for ts in th is book as one

proposal .
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Conclus ion

fn conclusion, therr ,  let  us t ry to t ie the cndr;  together wi t l r

some ref lect ions on the total-  image of  society impl ic i t  in the

methndolno\/  
^ne would arnive at  g iv ing much weight to the approaches

-v 6J

highl ighted above. Here are some suggest ions:

First ,  a higher level  of  consciousness about the rel-at ion

between social  structure and scient i f ic  act iv i ty;  the idea being

that a highen level  of  consciousness would make the r"esearcher

more awalre of  the pol i t ical  forces he senves when he engages in a

nar. t i r . r r l  a-r"  for .n nf  nr .onosi t inn-nrodrrnt- inn nn f  nannrr- fgpp3f ion.

Second: much more emphasis on images of  prefenred social

onders,  not  only the empir ical  social-  orders;  and on strategie: ;

of  act ion,  not only on ref lect ions of  empir ical  real i ty.  This

requires a much higher level  of  social-  imaginat ion and pot i t ical

exnenienee than rrsr :a l  lv  forrnd in the formulas for  t ra in ins soc Lal

scient istso breaking down div is ion of  labor wi th pol i t ic jans.

Thir"d,  much more emphasis on how to break up an invar. iance,

not only on how to f ind one on the basis of  data.  Thl  s would

require the same type of  ski l ls  as indicated in the preceding

poin t  .

Founth,  much more diachronic research, and part icular ly wi th

the inclusion of  var iables that  would undergo disco;r t inuous

t:ransi t ions -  fo:r  instance event-var iables.  act ion-var iables.

Fif th,  consistent ef for ts to explone rel-at ions between struc-

tural  and funct ional  e lements wi th a v iew to locat ing contradict ions

of the f inst  and second orders:  so as to be better able to under-

stanC bneaking-points of  social  orders,  re lat ive to a given

system of val-ues and rr f  actst t .

Sixth,  more focus on structures,  on how efements are related

to each othen, not only how they di f fen fnom each other.

Seventh,  less focus on theory-bui l -d i .g,  more on how imagina-

t ive explorat ions,  verbal  and non-verbal-r  mdy serve invar iance-

breakinp'  in seneral  and tnanscendence to social  onder^s wi th a*. -* , . - .^ t : )14. . t )

higher level  of  value- implementat ion in part iculan.
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Clc, :"r ly,  t -he s jeven preceding chapters point ' in thcse dirc( : -

'  ion: ; .  l 'hat ,  : lowever,  does not const i tute a genera]  methodo- l  ogv

- r : .  indicat ion of  rvhich,  based on everything said up t i l l  now in

t i r is  book, wi l l  be given in the f  inal  chapter.
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1, Adherents of  e i ther t radi t icn,  and ot i rersr  f f i&y decide
that in ord"er to obtain th is,  a car j -cature vras marle of  e i ther.
lhe l ine of  defense would be to say that the present a:ralysis
is at  t l ie level  of  the pract ic ing social  scient ist  rather t l ran
at the 1evel  of  the commentator,  f rom ei ther (or a:ry o-ther)
phi losophical  t radi t ion,

2.  "Eor an explorat ion of  th is theme, see tr fhe Uni ted ^ j tates
in Ind"o-China: The Paradigm for a Generat ioh",  j lssays,  V.B,

3, -tnd" one such ehanrge has already taken place: the emergence
of China ers a center in i ts ol ' , t r  r ight  (not necessar l ly  in the
convent icnal  sense of  "big por,verrr ,  but  as the negat ion of  bein3
in the per iphery) has led to a r icher spectrum of pol i t ical
i . - leologies,  enr iching the total  spectrum - in general  and marxj-sn
in part icular wi th l " lao Tse-t 'an6 thought ( tn is term being creferreC
to the i ' iestern expression rrmaoismrt) .

t , .  lh is should.  actuai l ; '  be sees as a general  social  lav;
t r i th a high leve1 of  intui t ive l lausibi l l t ; ' .  i locief f ,  or  anjr
social  system r, ' r i th a minimum 1eve1 of  integrat ion,  has a high
absorptlon capacitl ' ;  an input that goes on and on can be
absclrbed seemingly '*rlthout a:ry impact. But then, all of a
sudden, tne impact comes and then as a burstr  &s an event.
Ixample:  opinion pressure or other types of  pol i t ical  pressure
cn the power establ ishment of  a society.  Years,  even power
generat ions may pass without any ef fect  -  and th.en i t  comes,
l rom t i re point  of  v iew of  t l ie pov.rer-holders th is is ex;oressecl
in terms of  ' rnot  being ready before,  now the t ime 1s r i -pe'r .

A s a metaDnor .bhis may stand part ly for  the s low working of
cogni t ivr  processes ( the laradlgms could not accommodate the
nev,r  ideas and restructur ing of  the paradigns took t lme) and of  the
pol i t ical  processes ( tne orgaxt izat ion of  pressure groups closer
to the top took t ime, some people h.ad to leave and others tc
;oin ) .  And comesponaingfy for  pol i t lcal  in i t iat ives
frcn tl ie top: many oolit icians may start manipulating one
soci-al r" 'ariable under the u,"rong assumption that soci.al change
is usual-i,y of the mechanical varietyrmeaning that they wil l
quickly reap the benef i ts on some dependent var iable.  Those
benef i ts nay come, but af ter  an agoniz ingly long per iod.  where
the systen shows i ts resi l ience or absorpt ion capaci ty -  and
long af ter  the pol i t ic lans who started i t  a l l  are long sj-nce
d.ead.,  poi i t ical ly or biologi .cal ly.

5,  i fhy should not marxism have posl t iv ist  e lements '? After
aal, the;' both emerged at about the same time, fu11 of faith
1n idaturgesetzl ichkei t ,  which inmarxism took the form of some
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Ir ino of  econonic determinism. Also,  th is determinism served
c-Lear pol i t ical  goals:  to indicate to the capi ta l is ts that
t : rey vrere doomed as a c lass and to t i re proletar iat  tnat
salvation was bound. to come at least in the longer run,
a:rd regardless of  f ' th i rd var iablesi l .  r ' \ .  social  science dec1ar i .n5.
man to be free with oppression and erplol tat ion of  the inCus-
tr j .al proletariat being vrhat 1t was in the mid.dle of the nine-
teent i r .  century,  would t ip the balance of  h istory in favor of
the dominant groupsl what l , iarx d"id was to enlist l{ istor; '  on
the side of  the oppressed..

6.  I 'b cou1d, of  course, be ar.qued. that  d ia lect ics encompasses
ihis:  there is no assumption of  cont i -nuous discont inu- i t ies,
vrhich would be meanlngless anyhow, There is quiet before the
storm, rv i th contrad" iet ions matur ing,  sIowly at  f i rst ,  then nore
rapidly.  f t  may be sai .d,  however,  that  the d" ia lect ical  perspec-

t ive special izes 1n the stormsrand posi t iv lsm in the quiet
ner iods in-between; ei ther of  them having relat lvely l i t t le
to say about ihe special i ty of the other. One strong arp3-r-ment
in favor of  i ;he posi t ivst  perspect ive,  then, would be that t i re
qr,:" iet periods probably are nore typical, in the sense covering;
a larger f ract ion of  the l i fe budgets of  huma; l  beings, dead.
ancl  a1ive.  To neglect  them is to shot* disrespect for  ordinary
r ' ,unan l - i fe;  to focus onhr sn them is to show d. isrespect for
i , -Lstory.  Tne rrul .canologist  wi l l  tend to develop overd.ramat ic
vre,r IS of  naturel  to neelect  vul-canoes ( for  that  reason) rvould
be a na,ior mistake. A goocl theory uoulcl have to enc'ompass both.

7,  l i l i is  does not mean the the rrZei tgeist i l  has to 'oe internreted
as a geist ,  or  as aJl  id"ea for that  matter.  fn chapter 1 '  for , t ; :
mocleT-s"frT the social order are given, a:rd. the idea 1s that thetr
are founri not only at the nracro level, but also at the micro
l-cvel-rand evet i  in the walrs theor ies are constnrcted..  \ /hat
t . lese three phenomena have in corrmon is their  eommon structure,
t i ie isomorphism - and i } :at  conmon structure is t i rer tZei tgeist t t .' lnere 

i t  comes from, how i t  af fects th ings and how i t  chanqes
is another matter -  a key t i reme 1n thenTrends in i iestern Civ i l i -
Zat iOt,  

'Dr '4g1.gprf  
.

B" This l : ras one pecul iar  consequence: that  social lst  sociei ies
i::" i iaster:n .:)urope and in t ire Soviet Union become remarkable
loor in sel f -understanding. lLs social ist  societ ies l iberal
a.::al;rsis should not apply; ani marxist analysis is mostly a
(cr i t ical)  analysis of  capi ta l is t  socj .et ies.

{} .  i /e have not used. the term tract ion researchrr ,  i r .owever,
in th js book not want ing to t ie the type of  epistenology
developed here to that  part icular term which is er. l -so used.
fo: '  : ig i ly  ncn-transcending social  nract ice,

10, i ,ee the end of  2,5 for  ref lect ions on redef in i t ions of
t re concept of  "object iv i tyfr ,

11 .  , r inci  the academic structures l . /ere too j .nconseqr-rent ia l  to
scive a: ;  causal  nuclei  jn the to-bal-  social  order,  r i r  Mod,el  lT1
inst i -bu' fe as the Interrrat ional  i )eace P.esearch Inr: t i tute
in 0s1o v/ai i  str iv ing to, , , rards in the ear ly 1970rs,  for  insta.nce
caj i  very easi ly be isolated from bhe rest  of  society.
r : "  I iodel  I l lvray of  organiz in; :  fani ly l i fe,  schoo\ or: /and r , ' ror lc
places tvould have rnuch more effect vi i . thout ]:aving
a::y f lr in stand- on r*hich of the three vrould be most consequential
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12. And yet i t  is  very hard to discover any understand. ing
of th is i : " ' r .  typlcal  texts c leal ing v i th pir i losophy of  scier:ce,
center:ed as they are on the actors f , i16nrgo1rra.  rnA {1 el i t is t
isoiat ion,  and 

'on 
the content of  the id; ; ; : "" '  

+r

13. -4. gl-ance at about one thousand BDA dia3ra*ns frcn countrles
in processes of  d.evelopment over per iods of  two or three gene-
rat ions indicates that at  most a few percent of  the t ra jecto-
r ies car '  be sard to be rect i l inear ( ' lbr1d Indicators Pr6gram,
f  nr*1.  nnm " ' -^ 

-  
\I  vI  V^-vUltLrt5 /  a

14. l lee Plerre I,. van den Berghe, ttDialectic and F\rnctionalisn:
Toward a synthesigrr ,  i r i  Deperath and. Peterson, op.el t , ,  pp.z95-ro6.
We agree $tith his poigt, that there Ls room forff it iresis, but
feel that nelther cllalectics, nor fwrctionalism are stated wftfi
uu.ch clari.ty ln his presentation.

15. There is an important sema:r t ical  ambiclul ty here.  I . , iberal
funct ional ism also r- lses the term rrstructurert  but  in the sense
of,  r rstr lctural  e lementrr  s inee 11bera1 funct ional i .sm does not
think in terms of the total stmcture changing'. Thusy it na;r
look as 1f  the analysis takes the total  str , . rcture into account.
iadical  funct ional ism wou1d use the term in both senses,
focu-ssing on the total  stru-cture and^ the condl t ions for  basic
change.

16. lhe dogmatism of Soviet  marxi .sm vs,  the relat ive onenness
of Chinale ideology is probably related to di f ferent cogni t ive
cul ture -  the Russian being more bogonoi ly the chinese berng
more f lexible,


