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An essoy comporing soxonic, teutonic, gollic
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l .  On intelleclual styles in general

Deor reuder - what you have in front of you is very much an essa.),,
It is basecl on impressions and intuit ions, written down on paper
and in my memory during many years of travels and stays in
various intellectual climates around the world, I myself come fronr
a periphery country in what is sti l l  to a large extent the centre of the
world, ancl I am no doubt marked by that. Having had the oppor-
tunity to work both in the fields of the methodology of sciences
(Caltung 1967 , 197'7 , 1979) and in substantive social science, par-
ticularly peace research (1975-80), development and future srudies
(1980), I have been struck repeatedly by how litt le awareness the
members of one intellectual community seem to have of the
peculiarit ies of their community. They are often good ai
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character iz ing othcl"s,  but  not thcntselves -  th is essay may prove

not to be an except ion to that  ru le.  On ear l ier  t lccasions lhave tr ied

to ref lect  on th is t ra i t  in ef for ts to c l iaracter ize the intel lectual  sty les

exl i i t r i ted by many social  scient ists i r t  l . .at in Amcrica (  1979,

chap.5)r  and in Cermany (1979, chap.8);  the prescr l t  essay is
basr. :d on both ef for ts but expands lhe range of  explorat ion.  In al l

cases i t  should be enrphasized that my remarks are l imi ted to the

field of social science. Some may also be valid for other sciences
but that would be heyond any grasp I rtright possibly have of their
substance.

Before t ry ing to character ize any one intel lectual  sty le,  let  me

f i rst  say something about " intel lectual  sty le "  i t r  general .  What is i t
we intel lectuals t ry to do? No douht,  we process impressions into
expressions -  the lat ter  verbal ,  oral  or  lvr i t len.  For thal  leason
freedom of impression is as important to us as freedom o{ expres-

sion: as we generally do not believe that we can draw everything
from ourselves we have to have impressions, artd we have to be able

to express them as a part of our own pleasure and self-realization,
and f  o enter into the networks of  intel lectuals in part icular and the
publ ic in general ,  launching our intel lectual  prodrrcts,  searching for

cr i t ic ism as we say -  and l ike al l  others we prel 'er  in gerteral  the
posi t ive to the negat ive var iety.2 So we are condi( ioned by t l re im-
pressions we receive and by our range of expression; in the current
dominant phi losopl i l '  of  " t ruth" (presumably whal  we are l ry ing to
unravel), truth is n"lore or less equated with the intersubjectively ac-

ceptable within a network of acceptable colleagues.r
tsut that is not all there is to it. Today it is probably generally

agreed that the processing of impressions into erpressions is cottdi-
t ioned by something. At the most general level it is t lre problem of
how the human mind is const i tuted and how that wi l l  condi t ion
what comes out -  i t  is  suf f ic ient  to ment ion the work of  Kanta and
Wittgenstein (1921, 1922). At the individual, pcrsonal level there is

the notion of subjective elements, some of, them to be handled
intersubject ively l ike t l re famous observcrs '  equat ion for
astronomers, some of them in a more qualitative lnanner as when
we like to have information about a person's background in order
to better evaluate what he says because we would l ike to qualify it
by some assumptions about why he says i t .s

What I am interested in, however, is the level in between the in-
dividual and the univcrsal. Broadly speaking, it is the r:ivi l izational or
sub-uivil izational - in other words macro-cultural - level. ln
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anof.her essay this has been explored (Cal tung, 198 l )  by contr ,ast ing
occidental  c iv i l izat ie in ( in what is referred to as the cxpansiol l  l l r rc i
contract ion phases respect ively)  wi th f { indu, Buddhist ,  Sinic aud
Nipponic c iv i l izat ions in the Orient.  In that  connect ion t t ic  poi i r r  is
madr:  that  whereas the clccidental ,  expansionist  phasc aJrproa*h [o
epistenrology seems to be in ternls of  an atomist ic concepl inn of
real i ty combined with a deduct ive approach to undcrst i tnding, in
the Orient these two approaches mix and blend wirh a ntore hol ist ic
approach to real i ty and a more dialect ic approach to understan-
ding. Thus, the point  is  macle that  in the Occident,  in ext . remis,  the
way of  obtaining val id knowledge is by subdiv id ing re* l i ty  into a
nunlbcr of  smal l  parts,  obtaining insights about a low nurnirer of
therrr  at  a t inte,  and then l inking these insights rogcr i rer  to I 'ornr
of ten highly inrpressive,  decluct ive Byranr ids.  This is then corr-
trasted with efl 'orts to conceive of reality as a totality' i ,r,, i th built- in
contradict ions,  evolv ing over t ime.

'I ' lre present essay is ar) attempt to be much more sp*cifi i l , slaying
at the level  o i  rnacro-cul tures,  but below the level  o1'c i r , i I iz i r t ions,  in
sub-civ i l izat ions.  More part icular ly,  three occidental  arrc l  one or ien-
tal sub-civil ization fornr the subject matter of the inqrrirv; srrxomic,
teulonic, gall ic and nipponic approache.s, as stated in the subtit le.
Why' these strange terms?6 For the s imple reason that lhe!  are not
rneant {o be ident i f ied wi th Br i ta in,  Cermany, Francc or Japarr-
these being actors in the internal ional  system, countr ies,  and com-
posed of  var ious cuhural  strainr i .  I  do,  however,  see t l r r :  s ly les to he
characterized by these ternt$ as rather dominant in {l l* cr:runtries
ment ioned, al though possibly more so in the past,  e!en lsn yf iars
ago, than today because of the high level of world intr;r 'dep*nclenL:e
and interact ion,  ancl  subjugat ion to a general  wor l t l  i l te l lectual
sty lc -*  to be descr ibed later.  Incidenral ly,  i t  is  hoped t l rar  th is type
of explorat ion can be extended also to lndic,  Sinic and ,4iabic ap-
proaehes and to others.-

One reason for doing this is that  i t  might be interest in,g lo have a
world map of intellectual styles. On that world map, i lr ordel' now
to be nrore specific, Oxbridge in England and key U$ uirivnrsitries
on both the eastern and western seaboards would ronst i l i l te (he
centre of the saxonic intellectual style ; some of the smaller, clarsicil l
universi t ies in Germany (possibly Mi inster,  Marburg,  Heidc' lherg,
Tr ib ingen) might be seen as thc centre of  the teutonic intc l lectrral
sty lc;  t l iere is no doubt as to where / f t r  centre of  the gal l ic  intel lec-
tual style is located; and the nipponic in{.ellectual style would have
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the Tirdai-Ky-odai (Tokyo and Kyoto universit ies) axis as its centre.
Obviously all of this is ideal typical analysis in the Weberian sense,
not to be taken literally as an empirical descriptiott. But as a firsi
approximation i l may nevertheless be useful.

One would then imagine a map with these ilentres as beacons
direct ing intel ler tual  act i \ / i t ies in vast  terr i tor ies,  v iz- . ,  per ipher ies.
The peripheries would, broadly speaking, inclucle not only the rest
of  the countr ies ment ioned, but also the intel lectr . ra l  act iv i t ies in the
colonial and neo-colonial erlpires. Thus, it is nrrtable how the in-
tellectual style changes f 'ronr the saxonic to the gall ic and back
again if one goes by cal along the Gutf of Guinea in Africa: it is
nrore than an exercise in changing from driving on the left to driv-
ing on the right to cross from a former Brit ish tr ' l  a former French
dependency. Obviously, l iberation from inteller:tual style has not
even been included in a programme of decoloniz;rl ion; one possible
reason why liberation from other aspects of colunialism rnay rrot
have been tocl efficient either.E

However, the gall ic infJuence stretches far beyond la corn-
munaut€ franguise: it covers tire whole Latin range of countries. As
they say in South America, Paris es la capital de la rqza latina. This
would,  incidental ly,  to a large extent include Romania.  But othcr-
wise it is my contention that f lastern Europe, including the Soviet
Union, can be regarded as under the sway of ltre leutonic intellcc-
tual style , partl.y because of general cultural influence through cerr"
tur ies,  parf ly because of  l 'he inf luence of  a ke. , r  feutonic th inker:
Kar l  Marx" Final ly Japan is i ts own centre;  as in the case of  ot l rer
aspects of JapaDese crrlture, it has no periphery' bevond itself.

I shall let that do by way oI introduction. It is a centre-periphr:rv
world so far equipped with onll '  four centres uf very differcnt
k inds. Most of  the wor ld is a per iphery.  But i t  ra i r 'es an interest i r tg
question about a possible subdivision of that periphery:

- under the influence of A centrcs: intellectually nrarginalized tr:r.
ritory, free to develop in any rva-v-i
- under the influence of I cenlre: a cultural pr:riphery of that c*n-
tre,  an intel lectual  per iphery bent on ident i f icat ion;
- under the influence of 2 centres: potentially benefiting from lhe
cross-beaming influence, picking up the strong polnts of both;
- under the influence of 3 centres or ntore: possiblv too o\'fir-
whelming, too confusing, to elaborate anything rre w.
This calls for a more detailecf analysis that wi{i l  be carried uul
after the discussion of the four intellectual stylt"rs,
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Having narn* iJ the sty les,  how should one character ize t l iem? Iror
reasons of parsinrony it secms rea.sonable to try to cha|acterize
them along the san-re dinrensions although one may thus intrneluce a
cerfairr  b ias f rom the very beginning. In the idea of  subdiv id ing
" intel lectual  act iv i ty"  into four parts there is also an r l lement of
we)^tern atomizal ion -  no doubt i t  re l lects on the at t lhot .  Bf for ts
wi l l  be macle,  however,  later in the essay to t ry to look at  these mat-
iers nrore hol ist i r :a l ly .

What is i t  that  intel lectuals do? I  th ink i t  is  fa i r  to r t r ter  tn their
task as desc'riptive and explanatorlt; that is, describing what reality
is l ike and try ing to understand i t .e In the typical  n iethodolc igy text-
book language it would be referred to as data collection, clata pr<l-

cessing and data analysis on the one hand, and theory formation on
the other.r0 As we know, ei ther of  these may condi t ion lhe nfher.

Ilut intellectual activity, of course, goes beyond this. ' tr 1' lerc is ttre
clinrension of paradigm analysis, of leioking into the fnttrrclalions o{
what one does, of  explc l r ing the l imi tat ions of  one's or" ,n intel lec-
tual enterprise. One may say that this is, in a certain wity, exactly
what th is essay is about.  And here is one very s i rnple l i ( t le point :  i t
is all tclo easy for each one of us to see the subjective l inritntir ins of
any one particular colleague. We can see them because wc c:ltt cont-
pare with other colleagues. Correspondingly, I think it ls very dif-
f icul t  for  us 1o corne to gr ips wi th our l imi tat ions as huntan beings
in a universal sense for the simple r€ason that we havc nothing else
to compare wit f r ,  and as far  as we know there is nobodt,else cont-
paling us with themselves (as Koestler has remarkecl, there may
pcrhaps be sonrcbody bir l  they may have such a dirrr  v iov ol  us that
t l rey don' t  care to comrnunicate their  f indings to us'*  r t tuch l ike a
biologist  usual ly not bother ing about how he can comntunicate l in-
dings about bacteria to the bacteria thentselves!). But at the level of
macro-cul tures ws c:an do this:  there are contrasts,  they can bc com-
municated and unclerstood, and translations are somewliere bel-
ween the perfectly perl 'ect and the perfectly imperiect.

Then, another example of what the present essay is about: all in-
tellecluals are fascinated by other intellectuals and in fact devote
much of their t ime to doing research on what others do. This type
of commentary on other intellectuals can usefully be divided into
the three sub-categories just developed: describing and explaining
Ihern (in the sense of understanding why their activity is the way it
i,t:), and exploring the paradigms for such understanding.
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Of course, intellectuals ofteu clu ulore than this. "they may be in-
terested in communicating witlt others than their colleagues, in
which case they engage in pedagogy and popularization. They may
be interested in action based on their intellectual activity, in which
case the research has an elernent of action research. A condition for
the latter is probably that their conceptualization of reality goes
beyond empirical reality to potential reality, including not only
what is, but also what might be. In that case, theory formation
would not only reproduce empirical reality lrnt also state the cir-
cumstances under which potential reality nright beconte empirical
reality. A pragmatic dimension often enters at this point; potential
reality is seen as worse or bctter th;' lrr ernpirical reality, in other
words as something to be avoided or to be pursued; and this is
where act ion enters,rrOne might say that al l  of  th is adds a cr i t ical
and pragmatic aspect to intellectual activity. However, it is my ex-
perience that this aspect is present or absent among intellectuals of
all four styles; in other words it is not a characteristic distinguishing
one from the other.

This leaves us with four dimensions along which to characterize,
as a working hypothesis, four intellectual styles. As I have assumed
that all four dimensions wil l have to be present to some extent in all
cultures for the activity to be intellectual, an intellectual style
becomes a question of profile, of which dimension is strong, and
which dimension is weak. trl 'we stick to that simple weak/strong
split we get, of course, sixteen different styles out of which one is
"ideal" in the sense of having all four dimensions well developed;
and one is hardly an intellectual style at all since it is weak on ail
d imensions. But th is s imple exercise in combinator ics does not take
us very far. It is the distinct quality, the tenor given to the dimen-
sion.s wi th in an intel lectual  sty le that  counts.  And that is the subject
of the next section.

2. Saxonic, teutonic, gall ir and nipponic styles:
An effort at characterization

ln Table I the reader wil l f ind summarized in a highly synoptic
form what I am trying to say. However, all of this has to be spelt
out and that wil l now be done in a more circular manner. Irr other
words, this section wil l not be divided into four suLr-sections, one
for each intellectual style. Rather, I shall try lo procr*d by contrast,
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TABLII I
A guide lo intelleclual slyles

Saxonic Teutonic Gal l ic Nipponic

Paradigm-
ana lysis

Descriptions:
Proposi t ion-
product ion

Explanations:
Theory-
fornrat ion

Comnentary

on other
intelle<-t uals:
*  paradigms

- proposi t ions

- theor ies

weak

vely

st ronS

weaK

sr rOilg

strc)ng

weak

very

st  rong

strong weak

weak sfrung

very wcak

st rong

strong vef\
ril r{ rll!l

by elucidat ing a poinl  about one sty le wi th a point  pertainir rg to
another style. In duin6 so it is my hope that, at the end nf f ht sec-
tion, images of how these styles are conceived of wil l ernerfl,e.

In the table therc are actually only two profi les, one shil i 'ei l by
the saxonic and nipJronic sty les,  and one by the teutonic anc{ gal l ic
styles. Moreover, all fnur styles appeal to have one strong 1:nilrf in
comnlon: they are atrl rather good at commenting on othrr intellec-
tuals.  In stat ing th is " l  s imple point  is  made: the intel lectunl  cnm-
munity is to sorne extsnt  a c losed comnruni ty,  feeding on i tsel f  in al l
societies. Many intelh:cluals receive a$ their major impressinns what
other intellectuals do and say. That is the reality to which they
react, empirical reatrlty as well as potential reality, anql in the
negative sense as their commentary wil l often be crit ical. l}rt hav-
ing said this one should also note that (here are lots of dil ' l-erenr;es,
and this may be as good a point a$ any to enter the' suhject. In
short, how is intellectual commentary * this rather incestnous and
delightful activity -- carried out in the four styles?

Broadly speaking, i t  is  our content ion that the saxonic sty le
fosters and encourag*t debate and di.*c:ourse. The gelleral spirit is
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(hat intel lectuals const i tut{ :  a {ra; f l ,  that  l .ogetherness shoulc l  be
preserved, that there is a gcntlemen's agreen:rent to the effect lhat
"we should st ick together ancl  cont inue our c lebale in spi te of  our
di f ferences",  that  p lural isnr is an overr id ing value, higher than the
values at tached to the indiv idual ly or col lect ively held systerns of
bet ief .  Senr inars wi l l  lend to br ing togetherr  people of  d i f lerent
feather,  the person " in thc chair"  wi l l  hani l lc  lhe c lebate in a par-
s imonious nranner,  ancl  lhe f i rst  d iscussant lv i l l  opcn his/her speech
with thc usual  comment to the ef fect  that :  " l  great ly enjoyed l is ten-
ing to Mr X's presentat ion,  adrnir ing his mastery of  the facts of  the
case as wel l  as his way of  marshal l ing the facts together,  but .  .  .  " .
The "but"  c lause may thcn become qui te cxtcn.s ive,  wi th lots of
cut t ing edges and bi t ing points,  but  more l ikely than not there wi l l
be a conrpl imentary,  congratulatory point  at  t l ie end.

Here one should perhaps mention the difference between the UK
and the US versions of  the saxonic sty le.  In rny exper ience, in the
UK, the "but" clause wil l tend to be several t irnes longer than the
complirrentary introductory clause, whereas the opposite rnight
be the case in the US, part icular ly as one movcs west.  The US pro-
fessor at a graduate serninilr would do his very hesll to find even in
the most dismal perforrnance that l i t t le nugget which,  when pol ish-
ed, might produce a credible shine. He wil l tend to brush aside all
the other th ings, go straight f r : r  i t  and br ing i t  for th:  " I  real ly th ink
you had a point  there!"  Fl is UK col league would be somewhat less
generous. He would not brush aside al l  hopes, but he would make i t
very clear that the person presenting something is a d*fendant, in
the dock, and that the burden of  proof rests on him, not ot)  rhe
discussanl .s.  The US per$on wit l  feel  that  he has the task of  br inging
about sonlething posi t ive;  in l l r i ta in the opposi te n)ay be the case.
But again, the differences aside, the general idea ir; that very dif-
ferent convictions should be brought together in a debate, be con-
fronted with each other, and r,rlt imately perhaps produce something
which is more than the surn of the parts. Thc r:ther person should
be bui l t  up,  not put down.

Not so in teutonic and gall ic intellectual discurisions. First, the
dispersion or diversity of opinion in one singlc debate is l ikely tcl be
smaller, the audience to be more homogeneous, and thus there wil l
be less discrepancy to handle. Second, there wil l l lc no cornplimen-
tary in l roduct ion even among fr iends, and cert i l l r r ly  not i f  there is
the slightest discrepancy of opinion. Third, nuhoc{r,, wil l go out of
his or her way to t ry to f incl  that  l i t t le nuggct,  t l rat  l i t r le elernent of
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hope on which tu i ;u i ld -  on the con(rary,  the discussants wi l l  go
straight for  the weakest point . r2 Thal  weakest point  wi l l  be f ished
out of  the pond of  rvords,  brought in lo the c learesf  sunl ight  f 'or
display, so as to leave no doubt, and lor dissection, u,hich is d*ne
with considerable agil ity and talent. Probably most ol ' the debate
will be devoted to such aspects, and tl iere wil l be few if any
sooll.ring comment$ towards the end to put the deferrdant together
as a human being; no attempt wil l be made to mop up the blood
and put woirnded egos together. As opposed to the sa:rrunic exercise
in humour and back-slapping on such an occasion, g:rzcs wouk"l be
sonrewhat cold, faces somewhat stiff , and a slight elernr*nt of'scc,rn
ancl derision nright e nrerge from the corners of the ey'cs. The paper-
giv ing defendant wonld exper ience the si tuat ion as a v ict inr"  Hut
since he knows this in advance, in order not to be vict i rn ized he
might prefer to play it safe,, be cagey, stick to the l ine frorn the
beginning, of l 'er sonrc- pieremptory phrases designed to deflect
host i le at tent ion by ut ter ing the correct  magic words, by paying
obedience to author i t ies and stratagems of  that  k ind.  T 'he net resul t
might certainly not be intel lectual ly t r iv ia l  but  wouic l  have an ele-
ment of  subservience" The counterparts rv i th in the saxonic set t ing
might go more quickly to the point ,  the US players pcrhaps nrore
audaciously thau the others.  But then i t  should also be menf ioned
that there is a price l 'or audacity: anything goes, everything is
valuable,  one does not real ly have to th ink through one's ideas
since there wi l l  be a syrnpathet ic ear at  the other end, eager to help
*- among other reasons because of a sense of collettive re;qipon-
sibi l i ty  as members of  an " intel lectual  profession".

In the nipponic set t ing al l  of  th is is di f ferent.  f r i rst ,  the Japanese
ar{3 not very ski l fu l  at  debat ing,  they are not real ly t ra ined in that
direction. Second, rvhatever happens the first rule v,ttuld he not to
harm pre-established social relatiolr,s. l'hese are of {wo tvpes.rr
Ttrere is the general respect for airthority, for the ffri, ls(r:r wherever
hc is - the respect l 'or verticality. And then there is the sense nf col-
lect iv i .sm, of  organic sol idar i ty;  wc are al l  one, essenl ia l ly  of  the
same kind, and whatever happens it should be possible for us to
end up in the evening on the tatami-mat,  dr inking Sapporo h*el  or
Suntory whisky,  te l l ing stor ies ahout s imi lar  meet ings in ofher
places. As to the latter point the Japanese are l ike their saxorric r:ol-
leagues, but without the same delight and talent for shilrp inteilec-
tual  d iscourse.

So, what happens during a Japancse intellectual debate? T'his is a
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question not easily answerecl ancl particularly nol by a guij in
(frtreigner or stranger) because when a gai"i in is present the at-
mt>sphere def in i te ly changes. The basic poinl  is  thar the intel lectual
cornnentary takes another form. I t  is  not  so ntrrch a quest ion of  ex-
plor ing paradigms, quest ioning data bases and scrut in iz ing the ade-
quacy of  the inferences made in the theory format ion.  I t  is  rnuch
more a quest ion of  c lassi f icat ion:  which school  do you belong to?
where did you get rt from? who said it f irst? One mighr even say
that i t  is  the encyclopaedia/dict ionary approach to intel lectual
commentary,  the phi lo logical  way of  coming to gr ips wi th such
matters:  the social  and personal  b iography. Also i rnportant would
be an explorat ion oI  the per imeter ol ' the person'$ intel lectual  at-
tachments:  what would be your v ie i r ,on th is or that ' l  L.ast  year you
said th is,  now you say fhat,  l iow do the two hang together? ls what
you said on subject matter X in any way related to what IvIr B said
on Y?

It is a mapping o.l' intellectual territory, an exploration of border
lines, and the general heading over this exercise would be one word:
school ,  or  in Japanese, wi th a part icular connotat ion,  iemoto.  l t
goes without saying that anv particulerr school rright arouse strong
emotions, but those emot ions are general ly corcealecl  dur ing the
labell ing exercise. The question is whether the person accepts the
label, and once that has been established there is no need for any
I 'ur ther comment.  In fact ,  ; tny lur ther comment might destroy
social  re lat ions.  I t  is  very rr iuch l ike the ubiqui tor"rs Japanese r i tual
of  social  introduct ion:  two Japanese gent lernen, both dressed very
wel l  in conservat ive western c lothes (black sui ts,  whi te shir ts,  dark
t ies,  dark socks, black shoes) approach each ofhcr,  bow, ut ter
words of  greet ing unt i l  both have achieved appropr iate angles bet-
ween the backs and the legs,  whereupon their  hands grasp the
vis i t ing-cards in their  breast-pockets,  pul l  thenr oui  and shared
awareness of  re lat ive status is obtained af ter  the exchange and a
quick glance at the cards have taken place. The debate is a socisl act
rather than an intellectual one, The classification into schools pre-
empts the debate and makes for less disruption ol social relations.

Nothing I have said should be taken to mean that there are no
differences of opinion within the four intellectual cultures. The
question is how these differences are handled. In the saxonic ap-
proach they come out in the open, there is a debir te;  in the US sty le,
however, differences wouki lend to he glossed ovcr ulore than in
the UK, and more altempt r,vnuld b* rnade to bring i lb{.}ut a sense of
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consensus at  th i j  cncl .  ' Ihere wi l l  be jubi lat ion i f  any k ind <i l  ' ' t :on-

vergence" occurs. A person wil l ing to emit signals to the el"fEct that

he has changerd opinion in the course of the debate wil l receive some

laurels for  th is.  Fle certainly worr ld not in teutonic and gal l ic

cul tures:  there are di f ferences of  opinion, mature peopl*  l lave

theirs and opir t ions are in no sense of  equal  standing. I t  is  s int l i l ' ;  " l

am r ight ,  you are wrong" -  or  something close to i t .  Saxt ' r t r ic  col-

leagues might have a somewhat s imi lar  opinion of  their  ( )u 'n opi-

nion, but there would be this di f ference: the debate is seen as a

source of  del ight ,  cven across a considerable distance in thc spec-

trum. Teutons and gauls al .so love debate,  but not wi t l r  : rnt ; lgonists

too far from their orvn point of view - to engage in a debate then

would be considered hopeless or an act of condescension, ft waste

of t i r r re.  (One docs rrot  debate wi th semi-humans, pr imi l i res, ,  or

barbarians.) And u'hat has been said about debates also applit ls to
journals, magazines, and reviews: possibly this is the reasoll lvhy in

the US l/re professional review (usually called American X Review;

for X insert any social science discipline) is a very thick all 'air em-

bracing the whole profession, whereas in other intellectnal uultures

it is a more modesl. thing. The price the US pays for br:rcoming

ecumenical  is  perhaps a certain blandness; other cul tur*s i l re nlore

sectarian and have a less distinct national character excc:p{ ptecisely

that of  sectar ianisf l t .
Taking al l  of  th is ns a point  of  departure let  me move to t rh# se-

cond row of  Table l :  how is the descr ipt ion of  real i ty hanclh:d in the

four sty les?' fhe basic content ion is,  of  course, that  thc s i , txr :n ic

style is very ritrong in this particular regard. The Brit ish pr:nchant

for docunrentat ion is proverbial ,  as is the US love of  st i t t i r i t ics.ra To

have thoroughly scrut in ized al l  sources, to have put al l  the data

together, concealing nothing, is a key criterion of scholarslt i l t. fhis

is by no means easy, it is a craft. But as a craft it has a par{.it lular

characteristic: faiths and beliefs enter into it to a lesser extcilt fhan
into other intellectual pursuits. One can be for or agains[ a thuory;
one may like or dislike a fact, but one cannot be for or agailrs{ it in

the same way. Perhaps one might go one step further arlc{ l i lnply

say: data unile, theories divide. There are clear, relativclY q:x{rlicit

canons for establishing what constitutes a valid fact and whut does

not; the corresponding canons in connection with theories arr rnore

vague. Few things would so improve the gentlemen's dehate, hailed

as a superiot form of human intercottrse in the saxonic excrcise, as

dato. And l 'ew things would help as much to produce strortg divi-
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sions -- people with firm commitrnents - as lhetsries in the
teutonic and gall ic intellectual approaches,

One might now complete the picture of the silxonic intellectual
style by emphasizing its weak points: not very i itr i lng on theory for_
mation, and not that strong on paradigm awareness. This is not to
say that Britain, in particular, has not produced (as opposed to im-
ported) philosophers of science of the highest quality. But
somehow it is not so obvious that they relate directly to the scien_
tif ic enterprise. In a sense they belong more to another craft aparr
from it, on the side. Brit ish historians ancl Brit i.sir anthropologists
are known and respected for their tremendou.s skil l  anit energy in
producing an astounding variety of detail, of data of all kinds _
some of which is extremely hard to get at. They are certainly not
known for sweeping theories, for grand perspectives, for having
projected the type of l igtrt that makes vast areas look bright but at
the expense of all the nuances, the shadows in the crevices and the
canyons of doubt and so on. One could even surrnise that an
average saxon researcher would fall prey to vertigo if a theoretical
pyramid rose five ccntimeters above the grouncl . . . . fhe lrighest he
would venture would be to Merton's proverbial .,theories of the
middle-range":r5 a set of srnall pyramids gathcrecl in the landscape
with no super-pyramid overarching them except the basic tenets of
saxonic intel lectual  cul ture in i ts ideographic (UK) ancl  nomothet ic
(US) var iet ies.r6

How can all this be justi! ' ied'? There can be no reference to par_
t icular sources, i t  is  a l l  part  of  the general  cul ture.  I 'he histor ian
simply knows that he is against  ' ,sweeping general izat ions",  so
does the anthropologist. Probing into the matler wil l not bring out
very interesting answers. Because of this kincl clf '  unawareness the
teutonic or gall ic intellectual might not eve. realize that he is
somewhat short on documentation tcl back up what he is saying. To
him intellectual activity has at its very centre theory-fbrmation. The
function of data would be to i l lustrate rather than to dcnronstrate.
A discrepancy between theory and data w<luld be hanclled at the ex-
pense ol the data: they may either be seen as atvpical or wholly er_
roneous, or more significantly as not really pertinent to the theory.
And here the distinction between ernpirical ancl porential reality
comes in: to the teutonic and gall ic intellectual, potential reality
may be not so much the reality to be even ruorc avoidecl or even
more pursued than the enrpirical one but rather a rnore reul reality,
realitv free fronr the noise and impurit ies of empini':nl realiry.
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Theories rr l 'er  to that  real i ty,  nrathematicrr l  economics ; lerhaps be-
ir.rg a case in point. To this it can be objected that few people are in
fact  so strong in mathematical  economics as UK and US
economists - a fact readily admitted. But the answer migh{. also be
that in this respect, they are not really saxonic. They are in flrct ad-
dressing themselves to a potential reality which has sorne, usually
not very explicit relatiortship to reality as known by peoplc in general
-  and are select ing the data to f i t  th is real i ty.rT

Thcr:ry-tbrmation is the stringing-together-of-words, with occa-
sional anchoring in a clata base. Few rvould dispute tlrn{ teutonic
and gall ic: intellectuals can be masters at this. But having renr;rrked
on this common trait one must clearly point to the trenrendcius dif-
ferences existing between them as to how they proceed.

It can probably be nraintained that teutonic theory-forrnarion is
above all purely deductive. It is guided by the basic ir lea of
Cedankennotwendigkeit: if one has accepted the premises and cer-
tain rules of inference, then the conclusion follows" The goal is to
arrive fr<lm a small number of prernises at a high numbcr o1'conclu-
sions covering as vast an area of inquiry as possible. Ba.sic to all this
is the logical relation of implication: p+q, which pernrlts all kinds
of relations between p and q, except the idea that p (preil iset) could
be false and at the same tirne q (conclusion) could be true" When
one says " i f  p,  then q" and in addi t ion one says "p is l rue,  that  is
what my reseaich has shown me {whether empirical or non-
empirical)" then, by modus ponens the conclusion canot lail lo be
"q is t rue".  Deduct ive theory-format ion is based on this,  at  least  in
principle. 'Ihe teutons are masters at building suclr trlyramids^
Mathematics is based on this, so mathematization may L\rnd to bias
the intel lectual  towards the teutonic sty le.  I8

Why this excursion into elementary logic? Simply to shorv one
fhing: theory formation is based on strong and stricf dichotonries,
and is highly unambiguous. Data may conf i rm a hypothesis only up
to a cerlain point, but if i t is 100 percent one may even suspect that
the hypothesis is a tautology. In other words, there is rr:om for a
certain ambiguity. Not so with the implication relation nnd hence
with theory formation: once one has accepted the plemisers one can-
not but accept the conclusions. In other words, one becorues a
prisoner of premises and of the deductive framework in which they
are enrbedded. If one wants a conceptualization ofthe univcrs* or a
part of it as fundanientally orderly, whether one thinks that that
c.rrder enrerges from reality itself or is sornething that onc imposes
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upon reality (or both) there is rru objection to this approach. But if
at a deeper level one is attracted by ambiguities either because one
does not want to be a prisoner of one's own thotlghls or because
one feels the universe itself is ambiguous, then dedmctive theory-
formation based on Aristotelian logic may become n nuisance, and
even a dangerous one. It puts reality in a strait jar:ket.

There are at least three responses to this problem, '[fre first is the
approach taken within the gall ic inlallectual style, the second the
approach taken wilhin the nippunis intellectual rryle. And the
third, very simply pul, is as follows: you can enjoy trlt l ly the delight
of the deductive exercise without in any sense assilnting that the
"truth" of propositions in the pyrarnidal network is also an em-
pirical truth. It may simply be a postulated truth, and the rest is a
game. The name of that game is formal logic; the nlost important
branch of the tree of formal logic is mathenratics. As is well known
there are superb rnathematicians within all fmur intellectual
cultures.

The argument to be developed now is that the gall ic (and later on
the nipponic) approach to theory lbrrnation is verv clifferent from
the teutonic. More particularly, I think the gall ic approach is cer-
tainly a stringing-together-of-words, but not necessarily deductive-
ly. The words connole something, they carry convictir:n. As a mat-
ter of fact they may carry even nore conviction tltan a teutonic
pyramid of  t ight ly inter locking uni ts.  But i t  may be that th is power
of conviction is due less to logical $t.rHcture than to a crlrtain artistic
quality that gall ic social-science prose very often possesses, par-

ticularly when spoken and written hy its true master$. Persuasion is
carried, perhaps, less by implicatiorr than by tl ldganc:tt. Behind the
€l€gance is not only the mastery of good style as opposed to the
dryness of Cernlan social-science prose, often hordering on
drabness, but also the use of bons mots, double enteltdres, all i tera-
tions and various types of semantic and even typographical tricks.
The reversal of sentences is one of the se: if an article starts with the
assumption that the egg is the way in which a hen produces another
hen it must end with the assumption (not conseqilence!) that the
hen is the way in which an egg produces another egg. Similarly, the
poverty of philosophy wil l become the philosophy of poverty

tuwards the end of an essay. Typographically this cnn become even
more clear by seeing to it that there is some kind of r;:on respondence
between the first and last word on the printed patl*" I 'he aesthetic
aspect - balance, symmetry - matt.ers.re
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What I am trl i f lg to say is that there may be sonre underlying
figure of thought that is directing rnuch of the theory-forming exer-
cise. It has been indicated above many times that for the teutorlic
intellectual style this is the pyramid, perhaps the steeper the betler,
even with a basic 'ncontradiction" on top. Thus, the contradictions
between labour and capital for Marx, between Id and Super-ego for
Freud and between Aryans and Jews for Hitler were such key prin-

ciples, perspectives, axioms from which an enormous number of
conclusions were more or less rigorously deduced. 'fhe basic
postulate for all three was that the contradiction had to be over-
come for the system to "mature", hy labour controll ing capital in a
mature socialist society, by Super-ego and Id producing an Ego in
balanced command of either, and by the Aryans overcoming the
Jews, by expell ing and exterminating them. From one basic princi-
ple very many conclusions were drawn, some of them highly
dramat ic.

Not so in the gall ic intellectual style. If I should g,ucss at a cor-
responding urrderlying figure of thought it would be n hammock:
two pylons and between them the hammock suspend*cl" The body
comes to rest when the stringing-together-of-words is suspended
between two opposed poles, with a tension, but a balanced ten-
sion. Opposed is not the sanre as opposite, maybe "courrterpoised'o
would be a better expression. There is a totality to things, a balance
rather than a sentre,  and a summit ,  as the pyramid metaphnr for
the teutonic style indicates. But the totality cannol be shown
through rigorous deduction, It has to be hinted at, one has to dance
around it and view it from many angles unti l in the end it rests
suspended belween the two poles.20

Both the teutonic and the gall ic exercises in theory formation re-
quire a verbal abil ity mastered r:nly by the few. I would even ven-
ture the hypothesis that it is more diff icult to build rigorously a
solid teutonic pyramid or balance artistically a well-suspencled
gall ic hammock than to mobil ize all the craftsmanship necessary to
document a proposition within the saxonic style. And this tall ies
well with what was said above about the styles of intellectual
discourse. The teutonic and gall ic types of intellectual intercnurse
are highly Darwinian struggles where only the fittest survive,
hardened, and able to dictate the terms for the next struggle. T"he
saxonic, US nrore than UK, and the nipponic exercises are more
tolerant, more democratic, less elit ist, Certainly this relates to fhe
circumstance that both the USA and Japan are countries of mass
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edur:l lt ion even a[ thc. lertiary lcr',*l i tncl for that reason have lo ad_
mit nrore people to the arena of inlell*,.^tual discoursr: (or converse-
ly, bercause they adrnit more people tlrey can becorne counlries wittt
rn;rss r:ducation even flt the tertiary level).rr

In both the teutol t ic  and gal l ic  cascs i t  is  a que.st ion not only of
nof piltt ing one's foot wfoltg, but als(} of seeking to $tep into new
te rr i tury.  The sense of  what is correct  wi th in each intel lectual  .sty le
has t 'be very sharp indeed. ln the leutonic case one ain.rs for
rigorrr, if necessary l ' t the expense of elegance; in the gall ic case tlre
goal  is  e legance, pcr l raps at  the expense of  r igour i r r  fhe leutonic
sense. The stand taken here is,  of  course, that  nei ther is r ight  nor
wrong; they are s imply twtr  d i l ' ferent approaches to the intc l lectual
enterpr ise.  And of  the t rvo the gal l ic  is  probably rhe more 6l i t is t :  r l re
true mailre has to nlasler what saxonic, teutonic ancl nippr:nic in-
telfec{uals master and in uddition be an artist: thus a structure for
fhe intel lectual  comrnuni ty is created which is isomorphic to rhe
$tructure of  the French civ i l  service!12

Where, then, does the nipponic approach to theory formation fit
into th is? At f i rst  g lnnce one might say that perhaps there is not
much theory formation in the nipponic intellectual style, or not
nruch more than is found in saxonic th inking. Theor ies take a
stand, they not only t;ay rhat certain rhings are l ike this rather than
[hat,  they chain together a lot  of  th ings in a f ramework of  the val id,
and whatever remains outside lhe franiework is easily seen as in_
vnl id (note the double meaning of  th is word).  The lack ol  anrhigui-
ty,  the c lar i ty of  the teutonical ly shapecl  theory is inconrpat ih ie wi th
basic Hindu, Buddhist and Daoist approaches. These e;rstern ap-
proaches all mil itate against the atonrisrn and the deductivc. rigidity
of the western exercises in general ancj the reuronlc one ln par-
ticular. Take for instance the Hindu insistence on the insepurabil ity
of basic elements (you cannot realize -. inclucling comprchenci -
one element without realizing or comprehencling the others);2r the
Buddhist  insistence on the ci rcular i ty of  reasoning (a sentence and
rts converse together conrprise a nruch bctter approach to truth
than nne of  the sentences alone: " l  c l r ive the car"  counterpoised
wi lh "The car dr ives me" gives a t ruer picture of  the s i tuat ion *-  a
poirrt with which one might readily agree);2a and the Daoii;t f 'ocus on
a very moving dialectic. One must also take into accr:rmnt the
countless ambiguities in Japanese (cf., Galtung anc.l lr l ir;himura,
198 I  )  which are eminent ly compat ib le wi th these elenrcnts of  Fnindu
ancl  *r iental  th inking but nruch less compat ib le wirh decln*: t ive
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theory follnation. However, if a Japanese scholar feels uneasy with
an elegant western theory he mav not be able to identify the sour*e

of his uneasiness and may try to attack the theory on its urvn
grounds, that the premises and/or conclusions are sinrply not stri-
pirically tenable, for instance. Tlre occidental protagonist of the
theory may be surprised becauce such arguments sinrply do l lr l
hold water and he wil l be unable to understand the real source of'
the objections.

Many strands come together :rt this point. First, t lre ^Iapane.se
rarely pronounce absolute, categorical statements in ctraily dis-
course; they prefer vagueness even about trivial nratters (they

would rather not say: "the train is leaving at twelve o'clot:k")
because clear statements have a ring of immodesty, of being juttrge-

ments of reality. To say "this is my f"heory" and then go ahead l.o
expound it would be immodesty rvrit large, a highly un-Japanes*: ;rt-
t itude. What one might do would be to proceed to intellectual (i lm-

mentary, saying "there i.s such a l.heory" and then describe it as
somebody else's, perhaps placing it on the intellectual map withotl l.
necessarily adding any confession certif icate. This wil l sound very
unsatisl 'actory to the occidental rnind that wants to kn0w whether
the person is a protagonist  or  an antagonist ,  and what the stand
taken is, so that he can confronl. fhe person, not an abstract theory.

But at  a deeper level  I  th ink the fear of  unambigui ty is more i rn-
portant. Just as the occidental rnind seems to have a fear of incon-
sistency, ambigui ty,  contradict ion,  and str ives to obtain images
that are contradiction free,25 the oriental mind strives for th* up-
posi te and not necessar i ly  lbr  any l inguist ic reason, brr t  s i l r rp ly
because the underlyirrg cosmology contains very differenl visions of
how real  real i ty is const i tuted" This does not at  a l l  mean that theoly
formation is impossible, but it calls for more holistic, clialectical
approaches. These are informed by ancient wisdom o{ the [ { i r r -
du/BuddhistlDaoist varieties (not so much Confucian or Shinto)
and are hence couched in expressions that might sound qtraint ,  par-

ticulariy to occidental ears. What also seems clear is tttat $o far no

one has been truly able to bring about a synthesis o1' "nroderil"
scientif ic insights and "traditional" forms of understanding. ' ' l  he
search is perhaps going on (see e.g. Mushakoji, 1979), but to tf lo {:x-
tent that the results are sti l l  fentative, the discourse produced cfurcs
not sound like theory formation to the occidentally trained ear or
eye brr l  l ike verbiage. I t  may Lre dubbed "wisdom", but that  is  not
necessarily a positive epithet.
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Hence, nry concluslon is t f tat  ther nipponic approach to l l l is

di lenr in; ; r  wi l l  resul t  in:  (a)  l i t t le () f  no theol  y at  n l I  being developccl ,

or  onlr ' \ 'ery caut iously elaboratcd, wi th al l  k i t l i ls  of  excuses and

apolopius;  (b)  sornething closcr ' t ro a theory bcing l lut  for i l 'ard,  but
(expressecl)  in non-occic le i l ta l  {Er{ l . ls  nt} t  easi ly rcconci led wi th l t rc '

occidentul  aspects ot  Japartcs* intel leclual  i tc t i t ' i ty ;  ancl  (c)  l i t t :

Japarrese mind turning ntore and more to mat l rEt t tat ics.  'There l l re

many f i rst-rate mathel t tat ic ians in Japan, but st l  iar  the Japanese

cclntr ibut ion to social  science t i teory- l 'ormat ion,  i r rc luding such

f ie lds i , ts peace studies,  r ievelopnrent st t rd ies at l t l  future studies'  is

indeed n*gl ig ib le.2o
Let ul  then approt iuh th* problent of  theory forntart ion f rot t l

another angle,  based f i tor  c ol i  some concept ions of  social  strucl  ur f l

in the four types of  societ ies wc are concernecl  wi th.  The basic

hypothesis is very s i rnple:  thcre has to be sr lme kind of  cor-

responclence between lleilerfi l  social sjtructures and the structure ot'

the scient i f ic  communi ly,  ancl  there aiso has to be some kind of  cor-

respondence between the structure of  the scient i f ic  community ancl

the structure of  the scient i l ' ic  product,  that  is  the mixture nl '
paradigm analysis/proposi t ior l  product ion/ theory iormat ion/com -

mentary ul t imately produced. {For a [ur ther explorat ion,  scc

Galtung, 1977, chap. l . )  What assun.rpt ions could one have about

the structure of  the scient i f  ic  c<lnrmunity?
In Ccrmany the structure seems by and large to be very'

pyrarnidal. There was a tremendous respect for the Professor, the

respect was not pretertded but real, and his reli l t ionship to the lesrier

f ry of  assistants and students was that of  master to disciple. ' I l te

steepness of  the scient i f ic  contmunity structure corresponds lvcl l

wi th the steepness of  the theory pyranr id:  the l r igher the professor is

located f  he deeper or more abstract  the I 'undamental  pr inciples ot t

which he is working; the lower l re is located the lower the level  o l"
proposi t ions unt i l  one comes down to students,  the f t - rot  soldier"s ot '

research who dir ty their  hands with enrpir ical  matters.  ln al l  o l  th is

one nlay perhaps see the universi ty cont lnuni ty '  as lagging belr incl

changes that have after all takcn place in Ciermalry, particularly in

Germany under social democracy, from the feudal days lasting well

into the nineteenth and even the twent ieth century.
But is France not the same type of  country '? I t  is  ccrtainly 6l i t is t

in the sense that the scierr l i f ic  corr tmunity is an cl i te in French socie-

ty.  But I  doubt very tnuch that one can talk i lbout master-disciple

relat ions in f i rance in l l te santt :  way as one can for Oermany' .  ln

tialtung, I heorie e! nteth(wles i5.1,{

Cerrnarry '  peol t ic  nray be proud of '  being disciplcs,  they may bc
lcfcrred to and rct ' * r  ic l  thernselves;rs fo l lowers ol 'Meis ler s( i  i l rx so.
I  have alnrost  nevcr heard th is in l i r ; ince: there,  i t  sounds rat l rc l  as
i f 'cr , 'erybody con,- 'c i , , 'cs of  h inrsel f  a is a rnaster,  or  a mAStcr i t t  t !u lu
nttscenrJi. One nrig.ht be working in sonrebody's depaltrtrt 'rrtrt or
Ia i roratory,  but  lha{ is a temporar l '  ancl  necessary insu}t  tu lht :
hunian rr i ind and r i igni ty,  soon to he overcome. After that  t l te l ' inal
s l ,nthesis of  Maru i lnd Freud wi l l  be wr i t ten. . . .A scient i f ic  corrr-
nruni ty of  nrastc ls,  each with l r is  own in imitable,  h ighly i r r -
c i iv ic lual ist ic sty le,  ruclr  very of ten rvcrrk ing at  honre,  uncnculnt tcrct . l
by the k ind of  inst i tute to rvh i<:h the Gernran professr i rs arr
ul t iuratel .v succurnbing, alnrost  as i ' r i " rstrated at  nol .  havirrg sul f i -
c ient  scient i f ic  or  adminis i ra l ive assistance as the ( lsrrnai l  n lasters
are at  being bogger l  r t rown by adnr in istrat ive dut ies,  f i l l ing i t t  i . r  con-
siderable number ol ' t 'ornrs in orcler to conrply wi th bureaucrut i t r  cx.
igencies.

Why is i t  that  ( ierman inst i t r r tc: l  seem to be bigger t i ran t t r , ;
French, that  the lat t rer  tend 1o div ide and subdiv ide unt i l  they con-
sist  of  one-and-a-hal f  persons working at  home? Possibly becnuse
the outside stnrcture cal ls for  a i l  even higher level  of  uom-
pct i t iveness, possiblv because indiv idual ism as a basic c l rnr ; lctcr ist i r :
is  e l 'en more prorrr)unced, possibly bccause trai ts such as vert ical i ty
and a certain author i tar ian suhnr issiveness (and author i tar ian
clonr inance of  others) are not syrnmetr ical ly distr ibuted het lveen thc
two countr ies.  I  c lo not know, but as a consequence i t  looks ; ts i f  the
scierr t i f ic  ic lca of  t ruth as that  which is intersubject ively corrr-
rntrnicable aud rc 'p loducible needs to be modif ied considerabiy due
to cul tural  d i i fe renccs. t rs t l r is  a saxonic prejudice' l

More concretely,  in Cermany i r r ter  subject iv i ty is obtained wit l i in
a school  of  thought,  wi th in a maslcr-disciple pyranr idal  re lat ion-
ship.  What th is means is esserr t ia l ly  that  the disciples arr ive af
understanding the master and in so c lo ing accept his theory wi t l tout
fundamental ly chal lenging i t .  Or,  i f  somebody chal lenges i t  hc
takes upon hinrscl t '  the whole burr" ien of  proof of '  establ ishing
himsel f  as a new rnaster,  above or alorrgside the old one -*  a hcr.
culean task" intersubject iv i ty between two pyramids is nr i t  asi , ;cr l
for ,  the theoret ical  construct ions are incomparable and their
adherents celebrate the i r  incomparabi l i ty  by issuing sol i r l  cer-
t i f icates to each other to the ef fect  that  the other one is t rot  only
wrong, but fundr i r r rcntal ly wrong.2t

In France I  dot . rh{ that  there is more hor izq:ntal  intersuhir :uf iv i tv
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to subst i tute for  the lack of  a vsrt ical  one. There is aclmirat ion for
the power of conviction, verbal display, clear l ight cnianating fronr
tlre lunrinaries. Brrl {here wil l never [re full conlmuniuation, if for
no other reason than that each master has his own lnnguage. An ef-
fort. by sonrebody €lse to try to cornmunicale lrar:k that he has
received the message wil l be firmlv rejected as au inf'r ingement on
the personal  integr i ty of  f  he master:  "you have nol  understood me
correct ly,  I  d id nof say.  .  .  " .  Ef for ts to demonstrate rcproducibi l i ty
wi l l  be put down as at tempts at  p lagiar ism, as lack oi 'or ig inal i ty on
both s ides.

But th is does not mean fhal  there is not some kirrd ol  intersubjec-
tivity at a higher level. There may be a sharing of the gallic intellec-
lual style as such, of the conviction that this is the way to build a
theory and that lesser hunrau beings wil l never be abie to do it, as
proven by the fact  that  they don' t  do i t .  There couid be nodding ap-
proval, often well concealed, for the fact that Monsieur so-and-so
has arrived at the appropriate style, even if one thinks what he tries
to communicate is pure nonsense. A German professor out to see
whether he can give a "certif icate" to one ol'his t i isciples for some
higher t i t le,  wi l l  n iet iculously scrut in ize the pyranr id sect ion the
disciple has presented as his thesis for possible lrojes in the rea.son-
ing. The French professor nright prefer an oral clialogue to see
whether the candidat has come to the level of, being able to fencl for
trinrself. It could very well be a diulogue de sourds as it does not
serve the purposcl  o l 'cornmunicat ion as much f ls lhe purpose of
test ing the pattern ol 'verbal  behaviour in gencral ,  ' l 'hc.  idea of  an in-
te l lectual  seminar as a sel  t ing for  mutual  a id *  ' ,1 ' l l  help you to-
day, maybe yr:u'l l  help trle to[lo[ro1y" - is a scll ing between
equals in a community" ' fh is ref lects the basic s; . rxonic assumprion,
"we are al l  6 l i tes in thc Br i r ish society,  cert i { ' ied craf tsmen with
some differences in skil l  bilt not so much tlrmt we cannot relate
relat ively hor izontal ly to eaul l  other."  But i t  is  inconrpat ib le wi th
the vertical Cerman relationship whcre the mil$tef h;J.s to pretend
that he has nothing to learn.  And i t  is  a lso incomparible wi th the
fragmented French relation l lhere so many peoJrie scem to preiend
that they are irrelevant tc) ench other, however much they share, or
precisefy becouse they share, the same intellectual style. In that set-
t ing people at  the top may even become total lv inaccessible to
challenge and debate for fear of /ise maje.ste"

But wha{ ; lbout . }apan, is t } raf  not  a fundanrentnl lv vert ical ,  col-
lec: t iv ist ic suuiety? Is not the Japanese social  atnnr the human
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group, bui l t  arorutd organic sol ic iar i ty,  wi th a leader,  very compat i -

ble rvith the master-disciple image giverr for the German setting?
It  certainly is,  and one would imagine that in . lapan there rvoulc l  be
many smal l  pyramids nf  an intel lectual  sty le not so di f ferent l iorn

the teutonic one. Withirr  those pyramids theory format ion cor; ld

ernerge, social  re lat ions wi th in would become stronger and sOcial
relat ions wi thout might be unnecessary.  But i t  is  th is lat ter  point

that  is problemat ic:  s ince the second world u 'ar  the al l - . lapar l

associations for science X and science Y ltave become so itnportant

that they have probabl ,v served to level  c lc lwn many of  the srnal ier

iernoto and have thus ccrme to produce a certain all Japanese
flatness.28 A general Japanese collectivism could perhatrls only be

obtained by sacr i f ic ing some of the vcrt ical i ty,  and in lhtr  hor izon-
tality that has errsued, . lapanese intellectual activity has, perhaps,

been forced into proposition production rather than theory forma-

tion - for the many reasons mentioned above.
Some words abaw paradigm analysis. As presented in 'fable I,

strength in paradigm analysis goes tol{f lther with strength in theory
forrnat ion.  t  th ink there is something to th is:  one is rei i t let l  to the

other, l.hey derive frorn the same basic abil it ies, verbal nnalysis, and

can be relatively detached from too stlong confrontatiutrs wit.h ent-
pirical reality. Paradigm analysis and theorizing are as nn.rnipresent
in the teutonic and gall ic exercises, ari lhey are mostly;lf:sent from

saxonic (part icular ly US)2e and nipponic intel lectuai  act iv i t ) ' .  In

this,  there is also no doubt another key to the explanal ion of  t l te

ni ; rponic intel lectual  sty le of  today ( i I  my observat iont  *re near the
real  s i tuat ion):  . lapan is located in the per iphery of  s; txot t ic-  par-

t icular ly US intel lectual  cul ture,  certainly not least  i r t  the social

sciences. This would seem opposed tc l  the t radi t ional  i i t turcsI  nf  the
.lapanese in Confucian studies (rnore trased on imprr*srivc theory
formation or "stringing-together-of-l l 'ords"), and irl ( ielrnran

jur isprudence, also highly deduct ive in i ts construct i i l tx .  Ancl  that
brings us to a point in need of much more elaboration: if "[apan is
gradually l iberating itself from US tutelage and cluminailce in

military and polit ical affairs, as she llas already donc in economic
affairs, wil l the intellectual style follow suit? Will sonrething less
similar to the saxonic style emerge?

I mention this because it may yietd a more civil izat.ional, less
polit ical interpretation to what happened in Cermany at the end of
the 1960s. There was a tremendous rflsi lrgence of Marxist thinking,
and a corresponding at tack on "pu;t t l . iv isrn",  " funct ional isrn",
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arrcl also on empiricism in the social sciences in general (except the
type of empirical studies that were expected to give unambiguous
support to the theses of the type of Marxist thinking that
enrerged).r0 Could this also have been a teutonic wave of protest
against the saxonic penetrftt ion brought about particularly by US
social science? Waves of' F-ulbright scholars in both directions,
count less exchanges, US empir ical  social-science techniques
penetrating far into the Cerman heartland -- was it not inevitable
that this should lead to some type of resistance? Could it be,
Jrerhaps, that a part of the Marxist resurgence was German
nationalism? And if that is t lre case woulcl it not merit support not
only or necessarily because of its polit ical connotations but also
because its implication was a higher level of diversity in intellectual
styles? For those who see the saxonic style as 1he world style, as the
intellectual culture underlying an emerging lvr:rld civil ization with a
world government and so on, this q,ould he a step backward. For
others who view the world differently it might be seen in a different
vein;  e.g.  as a movenrenl  of  independence.

[.,et me try to summarize what I have said by putting down in the
shcrfest possible form the typical question put in the four intellec-
tual styles when sonrebody is faced with a proposition:

-* saxonic style: hov' do -you operationalize il? (US ver-
s ion)
how do you dautmtnt i t? (UK version)

- teutonic style: wie kcinnen Sie clas ryrilckJ'ilhren .*

ableiten?

- gal l ic  sty le:

(how can you trace this track * deduce it
f rom basic pr inciples?)
peul-on dire cela en bon ./'rangais?
( is i t  possible to sa),  th is in French?)

- nipponic stvle: donatano monka dsuka?
(who is your ma.ster?)

Another way o{ 'summariz ing tn igtr t  be Lr1,  way nf" l -able 2:
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.TABLf, 2
Iour styles, four figures of lhought

Non-diulectrcal Dialectical

Pntposilion-

oriented

Theor.!'-
oilent(d

The figures should certainly not be taken too seriously. I lut they do

contrast the very small saxonic pyrarnids, built on solid empirical
ground, the gigantic teutonic pyramidal constructions covering so

much, the dialect ical  tension in the gal l ic  form of pre$cnfat ion and

the vague at tempts at  chaining data together in what might become

an emerging nipponic style based on the Buddhist rvheel: the
quadrants of  the table are presented in the order in which the sty les

appeared in Table I above. The figurcs rnay be useful irr reminding

one of somc points mentioned above, but which are perhaps not

developed as much as they deserve.rl
' I 'hus, saxonic and nipponic intellqclual styles would be fact-

oriented which would mean that the education system should place

a great deal of eniphasis on collection of facts. Correspondingly,

Cerman schools would be more oriented towards men'rorizing witys

of th inking and French schools towards mastery of  the French

language, how to speak and write it i lot only correctly but elegant-

ly, learning from the great masters of gall ic style.
Second, the teutonic style is the only one that has a clear centre

or sumnrit. About the gall ic style one can say what is sometintes

said about l:rench pre$entation: on l lf l  sait pas oir est le commence-

ment et oi est la fin. I am not thinkirlg" r.rf the vulgar, sinrplistic type
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ol 'pre$cntat ion that is ol ' ten referrnrd lo as " logical"  and "Carte
sian":  " the hurnan br: t ly  has (a) arnrs,  (b)  legs;  the arms are c l iv ic i
ed into ( l )  the r ight  anrr ,  (2)  the lefr  arnr."  t 'har k ind of  ta lk i r
what I  w,ould rather r* fer  to as administrat ive, ' 'buleaucrat ic ta lk.
perhaps lhe ta lk of  t l r*  intel l igel t ts ia,  buf  not the sty le of  intel lec-
tuals. ' l

But that  br i r rgs up i l l r  important poinI  in t l ' ' , :  {cutunic rry le:  rhc
tremendous intel lectual  l isk taken. There is so rnuch at  stake! I t r '
somethirrg shr iukl  be shuwn to be inval id -  a propor i i t ion being
fals i f ied,  a sentence however arr ived ar being rrnaccelr lable for
whatevcr reasons -  t l l r : re is no major catastroph\,  in lhe other three
styles. The saxonic intellectual wil l only have, at ff lost, one pyrarnicl
destrol 'cd and can staft constructing one ntore l itr le pyranrid oul of
the debr i i ; .  The nipponic i r r te l lectual  has,  i f 'anything at  a l l ,  a highly '
f ' lexible wheel ,  which turns thrcugh var ious facts.  The gal l ic  ln-
te l lectual  wi l l  usual ly be able to hide the c l i f f icul t r ,  behind one mor€
elegant lbrmulat ion,  suf ' f  ic ient ly anrbiguous, p*r l laps s l ight ly pom-
pous, but nevcrtheless l l ,or t f ry of  cert i f icate "v() t re presental ion
magistrale" at  the end. I lut  the pure reutonic inrEl lecrual  is  not in
that s i tuat ion:  he may r isk seeing his whole pyrarnir l  fa l l  to pieces.
Hence, i t  is  no wonder that  he approaches the work wi th a certain
inner nervousness expres$ed as rnuscular tensic l r r  and with no vis ib le
reserve of  humour in his countenance. No anccdcl lc,  no analc lgy,
no euphony, no double entenclre can hide the disast*r  thar can hi t  a
teutonic pyramid;  wi th i t  may fal l  a l i l 'e t ime <l f  intel lectrral  invcst-
ment.r ' t

ln addi t iorr  to th is c l i f ference between the teulonic and the gal l ic
intellectual cornes a final clifference not explicit ly nrentionecl abovet
it is nry contention that the teutonic intellect.ual sirnply believes
what hq says, something his gall ic counterpart would nev'er rea.l ly
do. The teutonic intellectual might even come 10 the point where he
bel ieves that his pyramid is a good model of  enrpir ical  real i ty and
act accordingly: he nray believe that empirical consequerrces wil l
follow as readily rvhen the key truth of the syster"xr is changed, in 1he
same way as the logical consequences followed frorn his rigorous
logical deductions. I think the gall ic intellecruitl would be ntore
prone to consider his model as a metaphor, sheclding some light on
reality but not to be taken too seriously, and then on the sidr:
engage in rather saxonic and very hard empirical rvork (the teutonic
colleague may also do that, but always with thc idea of trying to
prove his pyrarrr id r ight) .  And thus ends the story:  the teuronic in-
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tr:l lcctual niav brc()me an extremist to the left or to the right as the
casc may be because he takes his own theory ser iously;ra the gal l ic

i r r te l lectual  may prefer a good lunch, wi th beaut i fu l ly  e i rnamented
conversation as an actcompaniment to a splendid French rneal.

.1. Diversity in inlellectual slyles:
some conditions and consequencts

Most. readers wil l have recognizecl some elements in the points ex-
plored above, nocided inwardly in agreerncnt with some of them, or
shaken by the superficiality and lack of evidence, been strongly op-
posed to some points made. For that reason everybody shuuld look
with scept ic ism at what I  am now try ing to do: to rnake the whole
image more plausible by spinning the 1'our descriptions more tightly
into a web of conditions and consequences - certainly not in any
clear-cut  deduct ive f ramework,  but in some kind of  mixture of  sax-
onic,  teutonic,  gal l ic  and nipponic approaches to the phenomenon I
am trying to explore.

To start  at  some point :  I  have ment ioned a number ui"cul tural
and structural  phenomena condi t ioning, i f  not  unambiguously,  t t re
intellectual styles above. Maybe they r:ould be looked at once more
to see whether sti l l  some insights can be gleaned from Ihcm.

Intellectual activity is primarily verbal activity, it is r;ruuched in a
language. Betweel natural and artif icial languages thei c is a con-
tinr.rum - mathematics being perhaps at the extreme of the ar-
tif icial end * with various levels ol ' technical jargon lucating a
scientif ic language sonrewhere in-between - both in tel nrs cf in-
comprehensibi l i ty  for  the outsider and unambigui ty for  the insider.
ln another connection I have tried to explore how languages can be
carriers of a certain social cosmology (see Caltung and Nishimura,
1981),  and there seems to be l i t t le doubt that  the German language
is as well f i tted for the teutonic inlellectual style as th* Japanese
language for the rripponic style. Thus, the German sentrnile certain-
ly has a beginning and an end, i t  is  uni l inear,  unidirect ional ;  a

-lapanese sentence can be turned around very many ways and sti l l
retain some of its meanings although ncw nuances may come out
each tirne. Maybe English and French are somewhere in-between,
certainly closer to Cerman as they are closely related languages
within the Indo-European language fani ly ' .  I  ment ion th is onl1,
because i t  might br ing out a way of  explor ing other intel lectual
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sly les,  re lat ing incl ic sty le to Hindi ,  l t rabir- 's ty le to Arabic ancj  s in ic
sty le to Chinese ** at  least  as a point  of  r leparture.

I lut  then there is also anot l lcr  way ol '  a1:proaching lh is:  the
distinc{ion betrveerr dlite language and potrtulur languagt.ls there a
class di f ' fercncc in language that also ct l r responds ro t l rs c lass c l i f -
{ -erence in intel lectual  sty le of  prcsental iofr? h4aytrc ' therc rs:  in rhaL
upper-c lass Cermans peak a ruuch niore r lgorous and conlpl icatec
Clernran rel- lected in thcir  intel lectual  sty le,  upper-c lass French
speak a nruch ntc i re art i$t ic and elegant Frrrrch rs l ' lected in their  in-
te l lectual  sty le,  u;rper-c lass Rr i t ish speak rnore cot . r 'cct ly (but
l :ngl ish gramntal  is  not rhat conrpl icated, rvhat is cr : rnpl icated is
rnainly the spel l ing),  but  atrove al l  a language much r icher in
vocabulary and nuances, nruch nrore r :apable of  captLrr ing detai l
and, that  upper-c lass Japanese speak arr  even more anrbiguous,
conrpl icated ancl  social ly '  con.scious Japanese. And thar points to
something not suffici*ntly mentioned above -- the class c"haracter
o.f the intellectual stl le. All rhe diversity pointed to in the prececling
sect ion may be real  among intel lectual  6 l i tes or thclse designated as
rntel lectual  e l i tes,  yet  Iherc rrray be a s inr i lar i ty among pcoples.  But
even i f  th is is the case one shoulcJ not rrnclerest imate thu sway that
f l i tes have over people,  horv they t ra in t l re people in acirrr i r ing the
sty le they thernselves arc masters of ,  and hou, the people tend to
I 'o l low sui t .  The four quesl ions asked at  the encl  of ' the prececl ing
section in an efforl to epiloniizc the dil ' l 'ercnces i.rr.e askecl nor only
Lry universi ty t ra ined intel lectuals,  buI  a]so t ry the, , rn;rn in the
stree{"  in the four cul tures.15

Deeper than this is the cul tural ly del ' i r t*r l  nor ion ol" t rur l t .  I r . i laybe
the key di .st inct ion hcre is whethcr t rut l i  ls  secl l ; r .s sonrr : { l r ing per-
nranent al though di f f icul l  t "o appr.r :x inratr ,  to reveal ,  lo unravel  ;  or
i ls  something f leet ing,  f loat ing bccausc rc; l l i ry i tsel f  is  l lcet ing and
{'loating. This is not a quesrion of ,suhstanzbegrif l vs. Funk-
tionsbegriff; the latter concepl of truth u'ould deny even l.unctional
invar iances, whereas the lbrmer conceir t  is  compat ib le \c ' i th thent.
Obviously,  deduct ive f ramcworks,  part ;c i l lar ly when t l rc pyrant ic is
are huge and 1'or that reason dif ' f icult to de-construct becalrse of t lte
intel lectual  investment in them, are bei l ( r  sui tecl  to the I ' i r .st  type of
t ruth;  d ia lect ical  forms of  understandirrg f ret ter  sui ted tn the lat ter .
The former puts rcal i ty in a strar i f  jacket;  the lat ter  is  sr . rJrposed to
adjust  as real i ty charrgcs shape and substance. I l ' t l re forrr i r : r  is  too
rigid the danger alwa*,,, 'r l lr l i :rsists that the latter is 1oo flexihle.

At th is point ,  h<.rwc\, f i t ' ,  one nt ight  a isn Iurn [o c lass; l r t t lys is,  to
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more structural  perspect ives.  ln whose interest  is  i t  to havc a r ig id
vs.  f lexible v iew of  social  real i ty (we are deal ing wi th social  scicnces
here) ' l  The most s impl ist ic answer would be that the dont inant
would prel 'cr  t ruth to be stal l lc  as the present social  t ruth is oue that
pleases thenr;  the dominatcd would prefer i t  to be f lexible as only
that would give hope for the luture.  l f  one appl ies th is th inking tcr

countr ies i t  would lead to the interest ing hypothesis that  their  con-
ceptual izat ion of  t ruth would change with their  posi t ior  i r r  the
world;  as they range from top-dog, status quo countr ies to t t l tder-
dog countries yearning for change, the intellectual style shottlcl also
undergo r :hanges. The quest ion may be asked:was teutonic intel lec-

tual culture more dialeclic when Germany played a much lrlore
modest role in the wor ld? -  or  does one have to go so far back in
t ime that the quest ion becomes meaningless? What about nirnnce,
was the Frerrch intel lectual  cul ture more deduct ive ( l ike the ot te we

attempted to ridicule above) when France was more at lhe peftk of
i ts gloi re? What about Japan? As the r is ing sun conl inues to r ise
will the Japanese intellectuals develop more of a sense <ll '  grand

theor ies f reezing a pleasant real i ty and be less concerned with
fleeting images of a floating reality? As the Brit ish continne otr
their  way "down the drain",  wi l l  their  wor ld v iews becotr ie ntore
dialect ic? I  do not know the answers,  but  I ' ind the quest ions worth
asking.

Much has been made in the preceding sect ion of  three var iables

character iz ing social  structLlres:  vert ical i ty/hor izontal i ty,  a lo l lec-
t iv isnr/ indiv ' idual ism and polar izat ion/ integrat ion.  Thus, a scien-
t i f ic  community that  is  vert ical ,  indiv idual ist  and polar izecl  should
produce i in intel lectual  sty lc l ike the teutonic one; i f  i t  is  tnore
horizontal [rut individualist and polarized it should con]e out
nrore l ike the gal l ic  intc l lectual  sty le;  i f  i t  is  hor izontal ,  indiv idual ist
but much less polarized sornething l ike the saxonic culture would bc
expected, enrphasiz ing the aspects ol  intel lectual  act iv i ty that  would

facil i tate regulated participatory discussion among equ*ls. And
f inal ly i f  the structure is vert ical ,  col lect iv ist  and non-polar izccl  l ikc
the Japanese one should expect the nipponic style to emerge: duc

respect for authority, but no undue empha$is on the contentictus
issues brought into the discourse through theories with sharp erJges.
I f ,  however,  the intel lectual  community is vert ical ,  col lect iv ist  and
polarized then sornething more similar to the teutonic stylc i:ottld
emerge: each school producing its deductivr: lryramid, witlr t lre kel'
to the pyranlid vested in the rnaster of the srl iool, and pertrapii even
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more expl ic i t ly  so thalr  i l r  I . i , r : rmany. On the other hand" i t  is  a lso
di f f icui t  to beat teutorr ic cul turc aI  th is:  af ter  a l l  i t  is  an i l ' r )portanr
aspecl  { ) l ' teutonic cul t r . r lc  that  schools of  though{ are nanlecl  af ter
their  tcutonic founders,  such as Marxisrrr ,  Freudianism (one mig,ht
also have talked about Hi t le r iarnisnt ,  but  t t rat  rvord has never
caught on as l { i t ler  wus l tever regarded as an intc, t r lectual ! ) .

This luaves us wi th thrce more possibi l i t ies that  might give some
insightr ;"  Thus, what about the t lvo versions corrrbining hor izcrn-
tal ism i rur l  col lect iv isnr i r i  the scient i f ic  curnnrutr i ty,  thc polar izcd
and nr i r r -polar ized versions? I 'h is woulc i  l rave to f re some kind ol
highly '  l ror izontal  scient i f i r - :  commLlne rathcr than jusl  a conlntuni ty
engagcd in scient i f ic  p loduct ion.  In order to reniain hor izontal  i t
would have to refrain f l r i rn div is ion of  labour b ' r '  having some peo-
pie working higtrer up and others working lower down i r r  deduct j r r
pyranr ic ls;  very pyramidal  thr :ory- fornrat ion woulc l  probably b*
Llut ,  as i t  seems sooner or later tu lead to precisely that  type r : f  c l iv i -
s ion of  labour.  More l ikely thain not i t  wnuld l r roduce i r rs ights
couched in terms of  prc lposi t ion prodr.rct ion ralhe r  than thcory for-
nrat ion,  t ih ing nrore in t l ie direct ion of  s;rxorr ic and nipponic ap-
proaches. I f  these cornnlumit ies were polar iz_ed they would procluce
disparate images, but nr-rt nercessarily antagonistic ol-lcs - they
cout 'C sirnply be mutual ly i r re levant to each <l ther. ,  ref lect ing di l -
ferent cogni t ive cul tures,  I  n te l iecl  ual  zer l l  rnonasler ies neigl i  bour ing
r:n eaclr  other hur wi th a low level  of  interact i< ln?

And then there is the vert ical ,  indiv idual ist  and non-polar izecl :
t l re teutonic sty le wr i t  large cover i l " rg the rvholc rvor ld!  t rnterest ingly
enough this nightmare is in fact  what is wr i t ren into the hic lden
ntethodol i :gy of  ntost  merhoclology books: indiv ic lual  br i l l iancc in
f ierce r, 'rrrrrpetit ion ultinrately re.sultir ig in a unif ' i ttt l  theor-tt\,. unex-
posed to any compet i t ion as i t  covers the whoie wor lc l ,  univer
sal ism! One might put i t  th is way: the tsLl tonic sty le is to lerable
when i t  is  encased in a plural ist ic set t ing;  lake away that set t ing ancl
i t  becornes intolerable.

And this leads straight io a type of  analysis f r intecl  ar  but not ex-
piored above: how do these di f ferent sty les reiate to protr lems ol
f reedcinr vs.  repression? Put di f ferent ly,  what k inrJ of  i r r le l lectual
would repressive r6gimes be afraid of? Wouicl they be rnore af'raicl
of  the proposi t ion gatherer or of  the theoret ic ian,  the person whcr
col lects data wi thout t l reory ol  the person who procluces theory
without data? One hypt i thesis nr ight  be as l 'o l lorvs:  they are afraid
of nei ther.  The persorr  who just  col lects r lata rv i thout in ibuins j t
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with too rrrucir  nrrnl i ing becomes l ike a starrrp col lector,  busi ly at
work wi th his dat i , l  t ro l lcc l ion.  And a person who col lects r t t*aning
withr lut  re lat ing i1 1o concrete f 'acts becr:nics something cclual ly
inni :cent.  What a repressivc rcgime would be afraid of  woulai  br :  the
pelson who docs bolh,  col lects data and tr ies to give r leanirrg to
thenr in t l rc l ight  o1'some theury;  produces theor ies and t l icr ;1, ; r  test
thcnr by nreans ol '  some cl ; r ta.

l l  there is something to that  hypothesis i t  leads to two intur '* l t ing
conclusions. First ,  the intc l lcc iual  cul tures def ined in tht :  r ; i l r rpr l is t ic
descr ipt ion of  Tablc I  a l l  show inrportat t t  inrbalances: l l tcv are
ei lhcr proposi t ion-or ientecl  or  theory-or iented; none of  thr ; :nt  cr-
hibi ts a good balancc bct 'u l 'een the twr: .  Could that  be becausc tht . :v
are al l  the resul ts ol"relat ively repressive societ ies? And coLr lc l  t l lnt ,
in t r r rn,  Lre due to the c i rcuinstanccs that al l  oI  these tanr i . r i rs i l r "
te l lectual  sty les are the products o{ '  countr ies wi th impcr iu l  lnadi '
t ions? --  wi th upper c lasses on lop of  intel lectuals (a nr i l i tary
and,zor landed ar istocracy/bureaucracy maintaining rel ; r t inns of
c lominance both at  l rome arrc l  abroad? And. second, i f  t l l * i r  t  [s
sonlething to th is,  could i t  bc that  snral ler  countr ies,  less harrr t r l * rcd
by irnperial*traciit ions and by intertral class contradictions r:tulr.tr l le
at  least  potent ia l lv  iess r-epressive arrd hence develop in le l lcct t ru l
sty les wi th a more even hi l l runce bctween proposi t ion prodr l ( i i \ )x l
ancl  theory fornrat ion,  nol  l ry ing t r i  keep t t re two apart ' l

ln saying so, I  nrn of  cnurse thinlc ing of  the Nordic cor i i i l r ies,
part ic l l lar ly Norway, Sweclen and Finland. One may bc s{nr i - :k t iv
the prev:r lence ci f  hypcrthct ical-deduct ive sty les in rcsciu"r :1r  aucl
scient i f ic  inquiry in general ,  some kind of  balance between induc-
t iorr  ancl  deduct i t r r . i rT Data inspire theory,  theory inspiru, ' ;  rnorr :
c lata col lect i r in,  whic l - r  in lurn inspircs more t l reory -  th is syl i ra l l ing
prc'rcess is presented and unfoklecl I 'on lhe reader who c*n the:n
ibllow it step by step and clLeck and test for himself. Whelher ;rr a
condi t ion or a conseiquence, th is is i l t  least  h ighly conrpat ib lc wtt l r
the relat ivc- ly lower level  o{  rcpressicn in these societ ies.  I I  c( intrasis
with the heavily docun'rentecl, crit ical analyses of US socicty p'i 'r.r
duced by US social  scient ists,rs very nleagre in theory,  and ihc {n1r
heavy theor ies produced by t l le cr i t icrs of  German and French sr.r t i *
ty,  more ol ' ten than not rather th in in documentat ion.

There is,  however,  a di f lerent approach within the f ranrework o1
what has been said here i l 'one wants to understand the r* l ; r f . i r r r :
balance in intel ler : t l r ; l l  s ty lc among lhe Vik ing descendantr ,  i r r  r :or-
thcrn Europe: the idr:a of t lre cross,beary etl lucled to in the l 'rrl l  sec-
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t ion.  These countr ies have been under both saxonic and teutonic in-
fluence, and this may huve led to both a respect for saxonic datu
gathering and documentation and for teutonic speculation and
theory formation, and has produced attempts to put the tw{}
together into a viable methodology. Of the gall ic style there is very
litt le: no one could possibly accuse Nordic social scientists of levels
of elegance approximatirrg the most bri l l iant of the French! On lhq
contrary, Nordic authors write a legible journalistic prose and in
this genre they nright easily outdo their l irench colleagues. But th*n
the French do not expect to be read by people in general; Nordic
social scientists do - or al. least entertain the l iope. Nor are lhe
Nordic social scientists so concerned with intellectnal contrnentary:
what they read about sr.rch things wil l generally not be ntentioned in
verbal  d iscourse but kept in the background, in the memory.  as
something against which to check one's own approach. What one
tries to do is to make data and theory hang together in a respectably
forged chain of words.

But why should th is not also be the case ol '  the Nether lands?
Here our contention would be that the Dutch are exposed not orrly
to saxonic and teutonic i l l f luences but also to gall ic, and that to be
under the crossfire of three intellectual sryles is simplv too much.
By the time a polyglot Dutch sr:cial scientist has come to grips with
the l iterature of all three (remembering that the saxonic stands both
for the UK and the US var iants!)  whatever or ig iual  incl inat iorr  he
might have had has probnbly been effectively kil led. At that point
one would probably have to ei ther seek refuge in one of  the cul tures
alone, undergoing a process of self-colonization or else become a
bibliographer, a master of intellectual commentary.re [t woutd
almost be a miracle if crcative social science florrrished under such
condi t ions.

And the same, of  course, would be the gencral  hypothesis for
periphery intellectual cultures. Their major rroncern would be
talented imitation, being up-to-date, having the latest news about
what happens in the centre. From Brussels to Geneva and down tc.r
Rome, Madrid and Lisbr:n and across the Atlarrtic to many of the
South American countries, social scientists wil l sleep with their
heads point ing towards Par is. . . .Their  annual  or  b i -annual
pilgrimage wil l be the vital way of recharging the batteries. Insights
of real value can be expressed in no less a tongue than French; a
nod of acceptance frnm the centre would be tlre key siglt of ap-
proval to bring home. The relation between cc:ntre and periphery
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within one intel lectual  cul ture becomes l ike the relat ion belween a
br i l l iant  star and the sink-holes astrol lomers ta lk about:  lhe former

only radiates, emil$; the latter only absorbs, receives. There are
people who are l ike that, those who ottl l '  send out and never t 'ecleive
anything and those who only receive and never send oLl{ an)/thing.
The centre-periphery gradient is an institutionalization of that
phenomenon. As in l inguistic systems, changes in intclleutual
cultures wil l probably have to take place in the centre or very near
the centre to beconrc real. If they take place at the periphcry they
will not be considered as "innovations" but be pnt clolvn as

"mistakes",  unless there is except ional  power and in i t iat ive and

char isma behind l l rcm.
However,  for  t l re per iphery of  the per iphery the s i tuat ion is not

so dark. I feel I havc often observed more creativity al periphery

universit ies of periphery countries in an intellectual culinre lhan at
provincial  universi t ies in the centre country i tsel f ,  or  at  universi t ies
in the capital of the periphery country. The reason is uimple; the
last two categories are too busy imitating and being un'r-to^cii l te to
have t ime or considerat ion for  anything else;  the per ip l rery of  the
periphery may look in other directions and not feel under" any

obligation to imitate an imitation. They may escape front the stuf-
finess and stolid behaviour that are the perennial consecnuences of
excessive imitation inlo some truly innovative behavir:rur. If such
intel lectual  comnruni t ies t ie up with each other in hor i i 'ontal  net-
works and a pluralistic spirit of mutual tolerance and coexistence
something very creative could probably come out of it. Needless to

say this would be resented by the centre of the centr* out to get
proselytes and wrongly thinking that the periphery of the periphery

will fall as soon as the periphery itself is conquered.
In conclusion it should only be added that the last generation has

given a formidable tool of dominance tc) the centre ol' intellcctual
styles focusing on proposition production: and this ri *r highly in-
dustrializ,ed mode of intellectual production.a0 I am thinking of
massive data collection by big and well-funded teams, and its pro-

cessing and analysis by impressive but also expensive conrpttlers; all

of this surrounded by "think tanks", l ibraries, expensive gather-

ings and meetings, and so on. There is l i tt le doubt that lhis rnode of
production is particularly compatible with the saxonic style; so far
computers have not been able to reproduce what a good teutonic
intellectual can do by way of pyranrid construction, not to ntention
what a good gall ic intellectual can do in his exercise ou the
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border l ine betwcen art  arrd rc i r :ncc. ' l 'he lat ter  two are nrore com-
pat ib le wi th an art isanaI nrocle ol  intc l lecfual  product ion,  doing the
rvnrk at  ht . rnre in of le 's o$,rr  l iv ing-roorn,  sr-rrrounded by bcloks.  The
saxonic intel lectual  sty lc rv i l i  lend to crop up where the computers
penetrate;  the nreans ol 'product ion 1cl  a large extent condi t ioning
t l re mode of  product io i l .  [ :ven in the l reart land ol-  ferr tonia and
Cal l ia cornputers wi l l  f ind their  p lace and generate rnyr iads of  data
in search of  more interpretat io i l  than t l ' re theory c lasses of  these
countr ies would ever be able to l t roducc. , \s a corrsequerrce data-
or iented sub-cul tures i ' , ' i l l  emcrge, probably as detached frc lm
lheory format ion as thc t l icoret ic ians are f ronr proposi l ion prodLrc-
l ion,  g iv ing to the e nl i re intel lectual  systenl  a somewhat
sr:hiz-ophrenic character.  What comes ()u1 of  th is in the long ternt
remains to be seen; but i t  nray be a saxonic ' f ro jarr  horse.

4,, Conclusion: are we hcading for
a world intellectual stvle?

I  don' t  th ink so.  There is enough cul tural  var iety in the wor ld,  some
of it carried by languages of very different kinds, ancl there is
enough diversi ty in structural  posi t ions both anrong ancl  wi th in
counlr ies to ensure di f t 'erences i r r  intel lectual  sty lc i f  there is
anything at  a l l  to the reasoning in the preceding sect ions.  As c lasses
and countr ies go up ancl  down, so too wi l l  t l re i r  i r r te l iectual  sty les -
u ' i th lags and leads, condi t ic lned by'  c i lcumstanccs. Some of th is
rv i l l  be due to their  struclural  posi t ion,  some ol  i t  to the changes in
cul ture brought about by their  new ob. iect ive posi t ion,  tnost  o l  i t  to
the conibined ef fect  of  the t rvo. ' [ 'hus,  rvhat are here cal led the sax-
onic,  teutonic and gal l ic  sty les rv i l l  nol  be t ied to part icular groups
in ;:articular countries but can lrr seen as sornething on the move,
changing geographical  and social  posi t ion as history moves on; one
more reason for u.sing those ternis rather than national labels.

There are,  however,  lwo plrenonlcna that nevertheless might
make one think in ternrs of  a wor ld intel lectual  sty le:  t l rc l inkage
between saxonic intel lectual  sty le arrd the industr ia l  mode of  in-
te l lectual  product ion on the one hand, and the way in which the
saxonic intel lectual  sty le f i ts  the exigences of  thc Uni ted Nat ions
syster l r  in part icular and the system of intergovernmental  and non-
governrnental orgarrizations and transrralional corporat ic.rns on the
other (see Rit tberger anrJ Cal lung, 198 I) .  I t  is  easy to sec why the
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saxonic sty le,  r ic l r  in docuurentat ion and very meagre in theor lyr ,
rich in forrlal language and poor in clegance should [:rc the
language of  the secretar ia l$ of  the UN ancl  the UN agencics:  the
member states arc equal ,  th$r '*  is  a need i f  not  for  consensus at  leasl
for  a basis on which gent luurrn can argue. The saxonic intc l leclui i l
s ty le produces such a basis.  At  the same t ime i t  re inforces l l r*
dis l inct ion between the prolessionals of  thc secretar iat  and thc t tu(-
s ide consul tants on the onq hand del iver ing the raw mater ia l  lor  { [ l *
debate -  and the gove rning bodies,  including the [ ie mrrr ; l l
Assenrbly on the other,  comirrg in on top ol- th is mater ia l ,  p ic[ , i iu1;
what they want,  put t ing i t  i r r to their  var ious thought systerns r i ' i t i r
the buih- in polar izat ions pruduced by the sharp contradict ionl  r : f '
the wor ld system. Al though they may behave l ike teutonic and/or
gal l ic  intel lectuals,  the poinr is thai  the rrrganizat ions ns t r rc l i
shor-r ld not have these behavioural  pat terns bLr i l t  into the secretrul  iat
-  or  at  least  so i t  seems.

But al l  that  is  on the surface of  the wor ld.  Underneath the s lv les
wi l l  l ive on: the teutons wi l l  cont inue to be i r r i tated when t l re 1l* t"r ls
become too lyrical, f 'or instance when they change one lvord for
another wi th the same nreaning in order to obtain sonre s lv l is t ic
var iat ion or euphonic ef{ 'erct ;  and the gauls wi l l  cont inue t .o be
bored by teutonic pedantrv.  Both of  them wi l l  be grasping fr ; r
perspect ives and l 'ornrs of  understanding that wi l l  put  sonre f l rc l r r
into the unt idy saxonic lanclscape of  stubborn facts,  and thr saxuns
wi l l  cont inue to get rest less when the teutons and the gauls speed
off  into outer space, leaving a th in t ra i l  of  data behind. Sonrc nf
thenr wil l learn fronr thc others what they do not mastflr
themselves, but by and largc what is the v i r tue of  one wi l l  cont inue
to be the vice of the other, Obviously there are stronger forces ttri ln
methodology texi  books wi lh their  c la ims to universal  val id i ty at
work.  And that is al l  to the good: i t  would bedreadful  i f  the ent i rc
hunran intel lectual  err ter l r r ise were to be guided by the ranie in-
tc l lectual  sty le.
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Notes

l. This paper appeared in Social St'ience InJormation 5 (3J,1966, pp. 7-33. A
Spanish version was published in Revis/a Latino Ameri<'onu de Sociolt:giz l(l),
1965, pp. 72-101. See also thc cr i t ique by J.  Craciarena (1965) in the samejournal .

2.  In sh<lr t ,  intel l ! 'c tuals <Jt> wctrk;  we process. But that  n leans that the mater ia l
and social  condi t ions under u 'h ic l r  th is work is donr-  beconre a rnajor factor in con'
di t ioning the output.  One exanrple would be the di l lerence between art isanal  and in-
dustr ia l  modes of  intel lecrual  product ion,  between the intel lectual  essenr ia l ly  work-
ing alone and intel lectuals working togerher in " factor ies" u ' i th (usual ly)  sharp div i -
s ion of  labour -  th ink tanks, uni l 'ers i t ie.s,  acadamies. " l 'h is thr : rne is dcveloped in a
paper prepared for the CPID project  (Cal tung, 1980).  Alsci ,  sec S. H. Alatas (1977)

for a succinct  analysis of  the s i {uat ion of  i r r te l lectuals in many cleveloping coun(r ie i i .
3"  For an explorat ion of  the relat ion between soci ; i l  s t ructure and the cr i ter ia oi

l ruth see "Social  structurc ancl  science structure",  chopter I ,  pp.  l3-40 in
Methodology ond ideology.

4.  I t  would have been useful  i f  Kant had explored more his own l inr i tat ions in
explor ing the l in i tat ions of  thc:  human rnind * nol  "his"  in a personal  sense, but
"his"  as a part  of  a nat ion,  a c lass,  a (radi t ion,  a c iv i l izat ion r ' f  what not.  Bul  thal
was not an age of  comparat ive studics,  p i t l ing one civ i l izat iorr  against  the other in a
symmetr ic way.

5.  This,  of  course is the reason why journal isnr,  l ike lesearch, is supposed to
ident i fy the sources: the reader is ent i t led to evaluare the crei l ib i l i ty .

6.  Toynbee uses such terms, bul  I  am not t ry ing to l t ic le belr ind hinr.  l 'he reason
is,  as stated, to avoid too strong ident i f icat ion wi th cotrrr t r ics.

7.  I 'hus,  in theexplorat ion of  cosmologies(Galtung, l98l)referencesaretotal ly
missing to Amerindian, Afr icarr  and Paci l ic  c iv i l izat ions,  bccause of  the author 's ig-
noranse (and, perhaps, distrust  of  western anfhropologists) .

8.  One reason for th is,  of  coursc,  is  that  those who ha\ '$ struggled in their  ear ly,
format ive years to acquirc an intel lectual  sty le so as lo be accepted as a member of  a
community would not easi ly give (hat up * and certainly not tend to see i t  as an inr-
pediment rather than as an in.strunlcnt  of  l iberat ion.  But inrel lectual  sty le is locared
at a level  deeper than language: i t  may survive the t ra l ts i t io l t  f rom working in a
European language to working in an ,African language, al least for sorne time.

9.  This is developed in more detai l  in my " ln det 'ense of  cpistemological  eclec-
t ic ism" (1980a).

10. Thus, my trtiok, T'hqtor.t' and methods of sociol research, is subdivided that
way.
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l l .  For an ef l i r r t  to bui ld a br ic lge b. ' lwcci l  errrpr ic ist ,  cr i t ical ,  consrrucl ive and
pragnrat ic aspects ol  sciorr t i f ic  act iv i tv,  see " I rnrpir ic isnr,  cr i t ie isnr,  r t 'nstr  i le l iv isnr:
1 'hrcer aspects of  scient i t ic  act ivr ty" ,  chapterr  3,  pp.4l-71: in Me' thot l t : . t logy and
ideal<tgy.

I l .  Thus the r :pcning phrase in thr 'gal l ic  sty le discussion nraJ/  ver)  wel l  hc " je ne
suis pas d 'accorcl" ;  in the teutonic sty le "Sie haben nicht  erwaihnt.  .  .  " .  On tht l  other
hancl ,  i t  should be pointcd out that  in both sty les nrcrely to be found wort l ry ofbeing
l istcned to and even conrmented upon is alrof tdy something, an honour so high that

cour{esy becomes less than necessary.
13. These t$ 'o lypes nray be l inked lo ( lonfucianisnr and mahayana l luddhisnr

respect i  vely.
14. Bothof thenrareenrpir icalapproaches,butrvhereasthe:tJKapproachwoult l

assenrble a weai th of  insight on selected, l inr i (ed arcas of  inquir l ,  thr ' l )S approach
would be more extcnsive,  handle more uni ts of  analysis wi th less (but comlrarerble)
infornrat ion on as many of  them as possible.  ( ' th is dist inct ion is explored in Theory
anr l  methods of  so<' ia l  research, chapter L1.2,)  Essent ia l ly  i t  is  the old dist inct ion

bet$een ideographic and nomothet ic approaches.
I5.  There are actual ly almost no fheor ies of  anything beyond the nr iddle range in,

for  instance, US sociology -  perhaps with the except ion of  Parsons {unless cne sees
this type of  work nlore as taxonomic exercises than as theory).  Pcrspc-ct ivcs f ront
higher al t i tudes are usual ly inrported, f rorn Europe (e.g.  in the wave of  br i l l iant
Jewish refugees, perhaps usual ly wi th a teulonic bent,  but  able to adapt to the Iocal
intel lectual  cul ture) and also f rorn Lat in Anrer ica (dependencia theory).

[6.  This is developed further in "Social  structure and science structure,"  chapter
1 iu Papers on nethodologt.

17. In other words,  lhe hypothesis would be lhzl t  mathernat ical  ecr inotr ics in a
predorninant ly '  saxonic cul ture wi l l  be rnore l ike an is land, isolated intel lectual ly
l rom commercial  col leges and business schools wi th a nrore data-or iented approach.

Inst i tut ional ly i t  nr ight  a lso be isolated in planning sect ions ofnt in is(r ies,  er i rbedded

in a pol i t ical  cul turc w' i th a more teutonic bent -  i .e.  wi th Marxist  leanings, as in the

Nordic countr ies.
18. May tencl  *  i t  cr-ruld also be a ganre in i1s own r ight ,  isolaled from othel '

aspccts of  hunran act iv i ty,  including intel lectrral  act iv i ty -  a l thougfr  such pert 'ecl

cornpartmental izat ion would usual ly nol  be easi ly nraintained- lvaybe thal  can only

occur in a c lass,  even a caste society.  Thus Ogura Kinnosuke, in his "Ar i thrnet ic in a

Class Society" (1974) says:  "Churchly ar i t l r r r ret ic based on Boethius'  theory of
nunrbers dic l  not  include methods of  calculat ic in.  Using Indian symlrols,  i t  had vir-

tual ly no relat ion to dai ly l i fe,  and stressed (he occul t  s igni f icance ol  numbers.  I t r
contrast  to th is thc al i thmet ic of  the bourgeois ie consis led mainly 0l  calculat ions us-
ing Indian syrnbols,  and stressed commercial  appl icat ions."  Thus nruch work was

devoted to the lheory of  perfect  numbers,  integers equal  to t l re sunr ofdiv isors (e,g.

6 = |  + 2 + 3) becausc (hey "wi tnessed to the wisdom of the Creator of  the universc"
(p. 22).

19. This is a Br i t ish (Saxonic?) react ion -  fu l l  of  adnr i rat ion *  to one of  the
gallic masters, taken from a review of Michel Foucault's Surveiller et punir
(Gallimard, Paris, 1975) in the Times Literary Supplement 26 September 1975:

"This book displays once again al l  the dist inct ive Foucaul t  t ra i ts --  a remarkable

use of  inrages; an aculr  sense of  paradox and ambigui ty;  a fondness for inversionl  i l

re lent less pursui t  of  the mult ip l ic i ty of  hunran expcr ie nce; such compel l i r rg lucidi tv
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t r t  r t i t iCal  nar. i r ! : \ . \  t l tat  t l t t . tCadCt . . t t , , r , t  r< ' ' i : l  n( ' r \ l l i r , , , , r r  at ld \ ( l  CIaSpCIi . t l l l l t '

wi thdrawal into x \ocabulatry hcrnrr l ic  1o l l )c ur) i r r i f  iatccl ,  l (Ucl l lc l  q i1f  l  rn1161g111r 1r l

unclcniable sel f  , i r rc lu lgcnce."  Ancl  l l r t  rcvicwcr givcs l tn cxantp[ :  of  "ol t r .  of

[ 'oucaul t 's  r rcat  i r tversiotrs,  the sot t l  l t t .s  l t t ' r t t r r t t ' !he pr is\ t i l  < l f  lht  fuul .v"  (p '  1090 -

nry- i ta l ics) .
20. The structrr l i t l i :nt  o l  ( l laucL: I  i l i -St l : rLtss is 1<t ntc i in exart t l l lc  t r f  t l r is .  T 'he

basiC equal iOn, a:b : :  r :y (a relatcs 1()  h 3s X rr l l i l t i :s  1()  y)  is  r r t i t  an etr i t t r t t  f rOm ul t ich

str icr  c lcduct ions are nrade (rhus. i t  is  nor l ike Andr[  \ , lv 'c i l 's  (1949) lanrous

nta(bernat izat i< ln 0l  k inShip relal i t , i ts) .  Rather.  the l$, t t  rc lat io l ts,  a:b and x: \ ,  t l lL '

the two pylons relerrccl  lo,  and t l t t  lc i t l ; r ln i t lg i r  ruspcnded betwecn l t r ie two, uo\/el ]

int0 i i  pat tc ln o{ dr:nsc,  and highlr  c l { l8 i i l l l ,  t  c3\()ning.

21. This is nlso wel l  ref lected in tht  verv di l ' lercnl  bel tar iour of  l lS,  LJK, l r rer tch

ald Clcrnran studcnls,  not  t ( )  n lcnl ion . laprrucsc,  in c las-sr<tr t t t ts:  t l lc  ( iS s(udcl t ls  are

highly part ic ipat0r l - ,  asking tbr thc f lo<lr ,  I lK,  French at td Cicr t tut t t  Sludcnls nluch

more concented with whether lh(Y l (a l l r -  halrr  sonrc{} t ing rvor lh r ty ing'  This is

ref lectecl  in (he at t i t t l< lc ofrhe IJS pr6fgsspr,  c9ncertred wit |  the s l t>w and lhc lgu'

antong students *  perhaps cven addressi t t l t  h i lnsel f  to th\ '  l )on-acadeni ic wor ld,  t l re

whole comntuni tv.  Fl is i r rcnch ancl  ( iet t t tan col lcagttes uot l ld certainl) /  not  do lhal ;

lhey arc adcJressing thc besl  an)ong thc r t t r r icnts,  their  c() l l ( lagt lcs,  uhi tnately nlcrely

themselves. ' fhe. lapanese professors arc alqo operat ing in c losed s-!-stenls '  and the

eXlrenle vert ical i t t ,of t l re s.vstents ut l t l ,cs Ior  l t lw levels ofgettcral  pal t iCipat i6n and

high levcls of  a one-wit ! ,  rccipient nrcnl . l l i t ) '  " l .here is a high lcvel  o l  part ic ipat ion iu

tef l iary educat ion,  bur then thal  l t ' r l i i l i -v eclut ' l t t i t t t t  is  i tsel l  so strat i l ied in castes and

classes, among univcrsi t ies and wit l r i r l ,  thal  the tJS part ic ipt i tory et fect  (part icular l ) '

as one nloves wcsl)  is  not produccd. I  anr i r r t lcbtecl  to lhc disct tssi i tn al  lhe Maison

des Sciences de l ' l louirne for sornc ol  thesc obsgrvat i6ns,  in part ictr la l  to Ci i lhef inc

Bal le and l rdnrunci  [ "e i tes.
22. For an i inalysis ot"nrtrch o1' t l t is ,  sec l . ,e l ' lo l  Frangais hy Alair l  Peyrel ' i t te -  a

book wri t ten very ntuch in the gal l ic  sty lc by anothcI  l l l i ts lcr  -  part icular ly chaptcr

31, , , t ,e c lOist innCnrcrr l " ,  rv i lh crrc l r  strb-sccl ions as " l ls  sonl  tuuS direCteurs"

(pp. 312-26).
23. Thc classical  exanrple bei l lg r l re i r r<l i i is ib i l i r l  <t{  ur tha, dharna. kantu ancl

moksha.
24. I  an indebted to Hakan Wibcrg lor  the fo l lowing. iokc:  "Eir tstein at  (he Bern

rai lway stat ion,  rnquir ing about t ro ins t0 Zt i r ich wotr ld nol  ask ' rk:es th js t ra in stop

in Zi . i r ich" but .c loes zt i r ich stop at  lh i$ rruin ' . "  Agairr  i t  is  the sal l re story:  the ten-

sion between t$,o sfalernents is what prodttces insight,  and l ludclhist  l i terature is ver)

r ich in th is,  bascd precisely on the pr inciplc of  courrrer"pt . is i t ion.  c)ne of  these

sentences. even that r lut  in Einstein 's l l to i ! ( i .J ,  dt tcs nol  a l<rtre cat ' t t  sul ' f ic ient  insight

25. This is put very wcl l  in Fernando M. Besabe, S. .1 ,  ' lupt t t tese rel ig i t tus al '

t i lude.s (MaryktLol l ,  NY, 1912),  p.  t i7:  " .  .  . . lapanese authors stalc t i la l  the esscnt ia l

d i f ference betwccl l  Western ntan ancl  the . lapattese l ics in t l r t r  I 'act  that  the { 'orntct

always raises in himsel f  lhe quest ion ' th is or lhar '? (uru ka knr, 'Lr l ) ,  wirereas the

Japanese fai ls ro understand the ntcaning ol  such a dual ism and wi l l  l l lways rcneal  to

himscl f ' th is and I l iar  too'(drc nt . )  At ' r (  171rr)  "  t lut  thctrr ics are ther(  i I l  ordcr l ( r  \ ( ) r t

ancl  s i f t ,  the val id f i .onr rhe in ia l id,  thr :  f rue f rorn thc fa lse,  in otber words,  t t r

eslabl ish a l ine between this and that.

26. Tlre OECD report  \ t t t ia l  scierce pol i t . t - . " . lopun (1977) '  g ivcs a highiy negat ive

picture of  lhe state Of thr  rocial  scier ' |ces i r i  . l ; rpan, rv i th such unki t td remarks as:
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l . i lc- t i r r rc cr i rp l t r -vr i rcr i l  has ccr ia i i r  i r t rp l icat iorrs l i r l  l l r t 'uni lcrs i l \  \ - \  , t ! rJtr .  ( ) j ) / . '

conseqUcnL'e i :  lhat  lhe rc j \  a glei{ l  deat i  o l  i r rbrccdirrg which is norr : r ,L l l i  ucce l , l i :d
i r \  a i l r rctssi l ry r : lc t t rent  i r r  t i ic  t la in i t rg of  a succcssrrr  by a scni t r l  prr ' { r : r - , r r r .  r \ l  l l rc
\ . rn lc r in lc,  acccptance ol  t l r i :  t radi l ior i  r ) lcar1\  t l rat  ( )nc ol ' tcrr  hesi tan: :  " rockir l_r

lhc br,rr l "  by br inging in ncr lc icas or approachcs i r r {o Ihc urr ivcrsi l , l  sr ' '1 i 'nr ,  r l i r r , i
5 iou, ing t l re proicss oi  c lLarr t le.  (p.  I I , { )

. . .n ian\  scholar ly essln,s rrr lk* no dist i r tct iorr  bclrvccn p() l i t icar i r l t r r l l rg l ' ;1114

ac;tc{c l r r ic  ohjcct iv i tv.  [ ' rcqt t r :nt ly 'social  scicncc rcscarch is corrr . i r t i : tcd crr l ] '

t l i r ( )uLlh a s ludl '  o1' lhc l i tcral t r r .c,  r , t  i t  is  undcl takcn lo in l r ( )duce 1rr  t I  l r i i l rs i i . l tc
f i r rc i$rr  social  scir :nce tcr ts lnd r ! ia ler ia ls.  (p i  l5)

. . . therr  a lc adcl i t ional  rcast ins lor  lhc lct i ) i i lgy oi  r t rcnrbcrs cr1 : , r : r ia i  r i : i r . 'nc"
tai : r r l l ics:  lo()  r ) r { ln) ,scgl)r  to lack a v is ion ol  . iusl  rvhl t  thc social  \ ! icr)ces i l rc or '

c i l r r  beronrc.  They alc,  l l renrselvcs,  in t .oo ntarry i t ts lances inaclequi t t* i i  t ra i r t r : t l .
(P.  lJ-5)

Arrds<,t , r r , i . in( i  sol()r{ l ) .TlrcOl i {  l )c 'xanr i r rcrs, i r r r r rvvicw,havr: ia i lc iJ t r ' r ra\ l . r l l } f
cul tural  spcci l ' ic i ty ol  J i rpancsc social  sciencc: t i rc Japanesc uray br:  i r r t r r* tct l  in

solret l r i r rg c l i l l t rc ' r r t  l r .onr * l rat  i \  ( )n l l lc  cxarninels ' rn i r ic l .  I 'hrrs,  thc l i rst ; in( l  t l le
thirc l  r t ruorcs Ic lc l  to t i re pr i rnacy ol ' lhr  l { r7rol ,  t radi t ion over t } rc i r rd iVidunlr : i t i r " : ,

coDlpct i t ivc western t radi( iorr  n ' i l l r  universal ist  pretcnsions. And lhc sec()r)d quir l i t

rc l ! ' rs to lhe inrpor larrcc ar: t 'or t lcd 11r having enough ntaler ia l  lbr  ader i r ra lc i : iassj l i r . i l
t ion ol  thc work ol  ot l lcrs.  l l l l l  I  r inr  n() l  dcnyirrg that  the crar l incrs arc al , ;o t ig l  I

l lor . r  l l rc i r  cthn()cr 'n{r ic sarort i r  pcrsptcl ive.

27" ln thc essa))  on leulurr ic i r i te l lcctuai  s l1 ' lc  ( ( ia l turrg. ,  1979),  tnr : l i r :  i tenrr  ur t l
g i rc 'n in "a f i ls t  guic le r()  leul()ni i i  intc l iectual  sty lc"  1p1:.  l9-{ .97).  S: t r t i1, lc i t , :nrr i :

5.  Nlue h work gocs in io i . r r r i r r l -1 cc ' r t i f  icat t 's  c lassi l ' f  i t tg ol l lcr . \ ) ' r rcr l r \ ,  aI l icJcs,
books, authors,  groups, sehools,  etc.  A cert i f icatej  o l lcc issucd. i . ;  r l r rc l l
wi thdrawn. Dcrr ia ls () f  t l re i r  val idr t i , ,  as wsl l  ; ts acccl l tancc,  are sccr)  ; ls  i r ' f r l ( \anl ;

l l re outgroup c: t l rnot  bc a jLrc lge in sucl l  nrat tc l \ .  Tlrei r  judgerrerr l  r r  i l l  nnly rr : l ' lcq: t

{ l rq: i r  basic nr istakes.

l  l .  [ ) iscussiorrs d()  n() t  takr t l rc l i r rnr  o{ dialogue (or nrr . r l t i logucr i } ,  hul  ra l l r , : r
l l r*  l i r rnr  o l  paral lc l  nrr : r ro l r igrrcs,  i ike tests oi  strcngth serving sel l  r :nr t f i r r l l t t i l t t

ra l l rer  lharr  a c() l ] ] l l ron s i iarc l r  f ( ) r  soirc lh ing new. Verv l i t l lc  c}  .h i i i l l l t ,  n() l  l f )
r r rent iorr  Iealnirr-e,  u i l l  take pl . re c i )crrrss syslcr .n borclers.

12. Ihc gcncraJ sty le ol  d i , 'cr . r r r rsc ' is  scr ious arrd hurnour less;  i { ) lc \  t r r t  r lon-

si t ler .ccl  f r ivolous and incl icat ive ol  lack of  la i th in what onc say'r ,

?8.  Vt j ry iundarrental  i r r  the car iy f i r rnrat ion ol  . lapanese social  se icrr , : , . ,  th{ ' l lHir ,
wus rhc inrportal io l r  o1'( ic l r r ran. lur isprudence, whic l r  tcnded to gi ' , r  u t l r rublc i i r r -
pctus in t l rc direct ion ol ' thc tcutonic sty le.  part iculat ly as i t  was launlhui i  i r r  t i r i :  c* t i .

t rc ol  thc struc(ure,  a l  ' I6dai .  But thc al l -Japancsc sett ing is increa,sinir  i r i : ; igni i ic :utct

not the least  due to the homogenizing inf ' luence of  the central  goven)nrer l l  ngrnr: : i *s.
29. Thus, North Anrcr ican social  scient ists scenr part icular ly prrrnc to t i l inL l i l l l

rvhal  thc""*  c lo js universal  soci ; l l  sc iencc, "economics" as such, not " t . lS ecor l<) i r i r* i " ,

cokrLrred by t l lc  struc(ural  posi t ion of  the LJS in t l rc uor ld (and of  US erononi ' i l r i  i r l

the l . is) ,  ancl  by thc Jrocul iur  cui lural  assunrpl icrrrs o{ ' t } rc [JS i r r  general  arrd iLs c l i t t :s

in pirr t icr i lar .



854 Theory and melhod,s Galtung

30. ' l  l ;e di l ' i icul t -""  in gett i r rg l \4arxis l l  f { \  ptescnl  Nlalx isrrr  in a wav that woLr ld
nrake i l  subject  to such enrpir ical  tcsts lh l t  cuncl l rs ions of the type "rror l00Vo val id,
only X0io" are not so di l ' ferent f ronr r l re di l l ' ierr l r ies in gett ing i ibcrals to work "ex-
ploi tat ion" into thel l  lh i : r : rcr ical  1 ' ranteworkr.

31. For an() thcr apprtrnr l i  in th is i ie ld,  rh i r  r : rganizat ion of  t l r t rught,  sec Fl .
I -e iscgang, Denkformen (  1 l )J I  ) .  He operate s i r i th l i r r . r r  fornts:  {  l re c i r r le ,  the c i rc le of
c i rc lcs,  thc pyrarrr id,  ancl  t r ,Lrc l idcan geomelr \ ,  . .  ver-"-  rnuch basrr l  on th inkers in
weslern ant iqui ty.  S.  Takdir  Al is jahbana, in l r$ Ia l r . res as inteTrotrn+.f t ) rces in per-
sonal i ry,  society ond cul tnrc (1966),  fornrulntcs [ -e isegang's appionch as fo l lows:
" ln L.eisegang's v icw Deuk./r t rn,  which isder i rct l  f ronr real i ly , lear l . ;  t r lavoidabl l  to
a worfd v iew, s ince in ai :cnrr l  wi lh one Denk./orrn ob. jects arrd e\cn(h are Iogical ly
refated which would not he lawful ly relatcr i  according lo othur l )enk. formen,
without easi ly detectable i r rconsis lency and t l is t r r rb ing the logic l l  conscience"
(p.  208).  The word " logical"  in th is passage. horvever,  is  probatr l i ,  too strong i f  i t
refers to Ar istotel ian logrc,  thc worcl  "conscierrce" being morc appropr iate.  The
DenkJi t rm i tsel f  const i tutes lhe ser)sc of  whal  is  lc lated and how.

12. For the dist inct ion b(- tween in le l lectualr  atrd intc l l igentsia,  see t l rc paper "On
the r isc of  intel lectuals as a c l : : rss" (Cal tung, 1980b).

33. I  see thi .s as a source of  crplarrat ion,  ancl  a nrajor one, behirrd lhe points
quoted in note 27. More part icular ly,  one funcr ion of  the str icr  d iv is ion into schools
is to make the argunrents exogenous to one's crwrr  school  i r re levanl ,  hence reducing
Ihe r isk of  fa ls i f icat ion.

34. The way this is crpressed in "Deducr ivc th inking and pol i t ical  pracr ice"
(Cal tung, 1979):  " . . . there is a fundar lental  isonrorphisnr berween clecluct ion and
causat ion;  pr i r re var iablcs rrr  factors are also pr inre nrovers. . . thr  l t r rotvs ol  in-
ference beconre arrows of  causat ion.  For th is ro l r ,ork out,  social  rcul i ty has to be as
strongly coupled enrpir ical ly ls a deduct ive s l ,stenr is logical ly"  1p.  )01).

15. AshisNandyhaspcr inredourronlethal i rnr ighrbelruir lu l lornakeadisr inc-
t ion between brahnranic and suclraic intel lcctr"ral  sty les;  the fornrer being nrore
esoter ic the lat ter  nrore c lLrwn-to,earth,  sonrelhing l ike the c l ist j r rct iuns ntade in note
I8 above. Again,  however,  the t remendous [orce oi  the 6l i tes,  t l )o cxtent to which
"the donr inant intel lectual  sty le is the intel ler tual  sty le of  the donr i r r i .ur l  c lasses" (ro
paraphrase Marx) shoul t l  be kept in mind.

36. Oneisremindedof thegoal  ofrheViennacirc lebefcrrethcscconcl  wr i r idu,ar,
expressing i tsel f  in the nrauy ef for ts towards "uni f ied science",  wr i t ten in the
language of  Rudol f  Carrr i lp,  br inging in special ists in al l  k inds of  f ie lds ( thc Interno-
tional encyctopedia of unified science).

37. A key proponent of  th is in the Nordic c:ountr ies has been Arne Naess, highly
inf luerr t ia l  through his advanced work in phi losophy of  science and methodology as
wel i  as through his textbooks for propcdeur ic courses in phi losophy. l l is  whole ap-
proach is character ized by an ef for t  ro balance i t rduct ion and declucl ion in a spiral-
l ing hyothet ico-deduct ive process.

38. Actual ly,  t i le sty le used by a t jS social  scientrst  when enp' ,agcd in cr i t ical
analysis is very s int i lar  to the $ty le a journal is l ,  cLr for  that  nrat ter  people in general
would use. This very paper was even tr iggered of f 'by a remark oncc nracle in the US
by a US housewife who was col lect ing sonre recipes: " l  am goirrg to rhe l ibrary
tomorrow ro do a l i t t le research on these recipes".  A Cerman or French l rousewife
would hart l ly  l rave used such expressions for that  type of  act iv i ty;  in their  societ ies
the distance bctwcen evervday thinkirrg and sci*nt i f ic  th inking bcrn1l  considerably
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f r ig l rcr ,  evcn r . l i lc t r r r { inLrous: tso separate * 'or lds,  u, i th intc l lcctLrals har ing rnrrrropoly
on intel lectual  work.

J9.  See [ i .  Bovenkerk,  "Sociologie in Neder land deugt niet"  (1981),  a review of
! laur icc l )unch, "  [ )utch socioiogy and univcrsi t l '  r 'efbrnr "  ( .So<iale l* 'etenscl tap-
pen Z4 ( l ) ,  1981).  He is quot i r rg,  in an ef forr  to explain the "deplorabh srare of  af-
fa i rs"  thr  nrcnroirs of  the Spanish diplomat,  the Duke of  Buena, to thc ef ferr  rhat
thc [ )utei t  are " the n]ost  ( ( . )nscrvat ive people in the wor ld" nnd that t i rey "c l isplay
the nrerr ta l i ty  of  an accountan(".  Maybe, but the approach I  take in t r ; , i r :g ro acc(.)urt t
for  thc l rck of  or ig inal i ty ' j r r  Dutch social  scicnce is a di f lerenr one.

40. l -ct '  note 2 above.
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