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Session I: Do the Social Sciences and Humanities have a Future?

Opening

Chair: Andrea Schmélzer, Austrian Ministry of Science

Philippe Keraudren, European Commission, DG Research

Ronald J. Pohoryles, The Interdisciplinary Centre for Comparative Research in the Social Sciences (ICCR)

Roundtable: What Futures?
Chair: Chris Caswill, University of Oxford

A Future for the Humanities?
Allan Janik, The Brenner Archives

The Humanities can definitely help us better cope with the needs of society today, provided we gain an
understanding of
1. the peculiar character of humanistic knowledge;
2. why itis indispensable to individual and collective self-understanding; and
3. we distinguish between the de facto bearers of humanistic knowledge and the knowledge purveyed by
humanistic scholarship.
The Humanities must definitely be given a higher status among politicians and policy makers.
What is humanistic knowledge? As oppodeadnt omgf gr ma
humanistic knowledge is personal insight gained from experience and gleaned from reflection upon
experience. Humanists are people who have pursued such reflections upon practice. So, they are not
necessarily scholars, but writers, artists, healers, saints and sages. The stories they produce in words,
pictures and even melodies, |l iteratur e, drama history, ar t and p
humanistic scholarship. This sort of knowledge is couched in metaphors, analogies and allegories that
cannot be reduced digitally to propositions (i.e., science) without an essential and irreparable loss of
substance. Human knowledge is ‘tacit knowledge’ o
situations in which human beings find themselves (Heidegger, Wittgenstein). It counts as knowledge
because we can transmit it, but, unlike scientific theory, it is not possible to articulate it rigorously and
systematically. In order to capture tacit knowledge, you need philosophical insight into the epistemology of
using examples, sociological insight into how values are embedded in the actions of groups, narratives that
capture what it means to be skilled and further examples from literature and history as material for forming
comparisons. Understanding human experience as such (as opposed to scientific theories) is an eminently
interdisciplinary, hermeneutic activity. If you consider that all knowledge is formal or explicit, you are not in
a good position to deal, for example, with conflict. The important thing about conflict bears upon how
situations can become so emotionally laden as to be explosively tragic. This can happen in a plethora of
ways, which cannot be foreseen, let alone forecast. Moreover, just what it is that lies at the basis of a given
conflict is not always specifiable in abstract terms; the subjective agony involved, i.e., what makes the clash
so painful in the first place, can only be rendered by art and not by science. Humanists can provide us with
precious vicarious experience of conflict (failure, alienation etc.) of the sort that leads us to insight
(cartharsis). The challenge to academic humanistic scholarship is to convey such knowledge and articulate
how it is at all possible. Unfortunately, academic humanists all too rarely rise to the occasion.

Humanists have a distressing way of writing more for other humanists than they do for society at large.
They take their questions from their peers and not from perplexed mankind. Philosophers, for example,



tend to be much more interested in pursuing academic careers than they are in assisting colleagues in
other academic disciplines from physics to literature, let alone mere mortals, to understand the conceptual
basis of problems that arise in the course of the development of those other disciplines. This means that
they are hardly prepared to play a role in the on-going transition from educating an academically elite
public to providing a general professional education for career-oriented young people. The position of
philosophy and the Humanities in education needs to be re-thought and reformed in general. It should be
emphasized that what is required is a matter of re-setting priorities and re-evaluating the needs of society
that are emerging from the global technocracy. Humanistic scholarship must learn to serve the ends of
humanistic knowledge rather than be an end in itself. How can it achieve that re-orientation?

Traditionally, as academic disciplines the Humanities have been the foundation upon which the rest of
higher education is based. Yet, there is much to be said for the postulate that their future lies in continuing
education, i.e., as part of the project of incorporating institutions of higher education into programmes
aiming to provide professionals with opportunities for life-long learning. Take, for instance, the case of a
gifted 40-year-old architect or engineer who finds him/herself in a professional crisis because his/her firm
has promoted him/her to a management position in recognition of excellent professional achievement.
Instead of making him/her happy, this new position is a source of deeply disturbing problems because
he/she really has no preparation for being a manager, which is, in fact, largely a matter of coping with
conflicts. Assuming that the fledgling manager is prepared to rise to the challenge, what form of continuing
education can help him/her? More technical knowledge would be superfluous because it was the
architect’s/ engineer’s technical acumen that | ed

What is needed is reflection upon the nature of conflicts that the likes of Machiavelli and Ibsen,
Shakespeare and Camus —and only they -- offer. Here the Humanities are anything but superfluous; they
are vital to understanding the context in which knowledge is applied in society and thus to any serious
approach to life-long learning. Life-long learning implies making serious re-adjustments to our very selves
of a sort that mere technical knowledge cannot facilitate. In connection with the financial crisis of 2008, we
have seen perhaps more clearly than at any other time in recent memory that it is necessary to re-adjust to
drastic changes in our unquestioned assumptions about ourselves and the world. This is a matter of doing
something, and no set of ideas or techniques can replace that. However, at least part of making a successful
transition under such arduous circumstances is understanding how our minds, our lives and our enterprises
are always embedded in conditions not of our making that may unexpectedly shift in dramatically
unforeseen ways. The Humanities are crucial to obtaining such a perspective on human life and activity.
They are ignored by politicians and policy makers at their peril and the peril of society.

What is the role of the Social Sciences and Humanities in futures research?
Rafael Popper, University of Manchester

This paper uses 841 cases to look at the role of the Social Sciences and Humanities in futures research. In

Section 1 (Is futures research a fashion?), the paper sets the context and argues that foresight is not mere
fashion, thus showing that today’ s futures resear
instrument for the development and implementation of research and innovation policy.

Section 2 (How to map interdisciplinarity in futures research?) provides a brief introduction to the Mapping
Foresight activities carried out by the EU- funded European Foresight Monitoring Network (now European
Foresight Platform - EFP). This section describes how the six areas of the Frascati taxonomy (engineering
and technology, natural sciences, medical sciences, agricultural sciences, social sciences and humanities)



were used to identify (a) key areas of inter- and transdisciplinary research in Europe and (b) key areas of
specialization even within the disciplines.

Section 3 (What is the role of SSH in futures research?) shows the interconnection and interdependency of

SSH with other main areas and 62 sub-areas of the Frascati taxonomy. This section reveals, for example,

that Engineering and Technology, Social Sciences and Natural Sciences are by far the most popular

categories characterizing futures work. The results of the analyses show similar interdependency patterns

between Engineering and Technology and Social Sciences. Another (hardly surprising) finding is the low

proportion of Engineering and Technology studies interconnected with areas of Humanities (5%). However,

it was indeed rather unexpected to find that 65% of the Humanities studies are linked to Engineering and

Technology areas. At an aggregated level, these results expose the existence of uneven or asymmetric

interconnections between research areas. However, at the lower levels, it is possible to identify sub-areas

t hat mi ght wel | be consi dered ‘' krpaso Thé aeatysis sugg¢sts, nct i on
for instance, that there are two equally important sub-areas linking the Engineering and Technology and

Social Sciences areas, namely: Environmental Engineering and Communications Technologies. Although the
importance of thesel i nkages may be obvious for some, their r
junctions’ i n t hEagineeriny cad Técimalogytarid Socidb Seidnceasés @ dignificant result

of the mapping.

Section 4 (Final remarks and recommendations for the future of SSH) argues that social sciences are the
‘“binder’ of all/l resear ch t oPRehatiosiral and Codnitive Scidnaesrareds i g h t
Law, Justice and Law Enforcement, all topics are highly interconnected with other areas of the Frascati
taxonomy. In particular, the paper highlights the cohesive role of foresight on sub-areas of the Social
Sciences. This is mainly because foresight projects are designed in such a way that, at some time in the
process, linkages are established with the policy dimension or (using the Frascati terminology) with sub-
area Policy and Political Science. This is quite the opposite with research within Humanities, which have the
least salient links to other research topics. For this reason, the paper recommends (1) promoting futures
research on Behavioural and Cognitive Sciences and Law, Justice and Law Enforcement topics; (2)
promoting futures research on sub-areas of Humanities, such as journalism, religion or history; (3) involving
SSH researchers in activities aimed at informing and shaping foresight practices; and (4) informing SSH
researchers, policy-makers and business communities about the role of SSH in futures research (such
recognition could increase the profile of SSH; increase the interdisciplinary nature of research, networking
and co-operation; and help identify more coherent and bottom-up Grand Challenges by interconnecting
knowledge from a wide range of domains).

Foresight Study on the Future of SSH
Tal Soffer, Interdisciplinary Centre for Technological Analysis and Forecasting (ICTAF), Tel Aviv University

Evaluating Social Science and Humanities Knowledge Production:
An Exploratory Analysis of Dynamics in Science
Patricia van Hemert, Free University of Amsterdam

The Future of SSH in Innovation Policies
Henriette van Eijl, European Commission, DG Enterprise



Session II: The Role of the Social Sciences and Humanities in Europe
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Peter Nijkamp, Free University of Amsterdam

Roundtable: The Role of the Social Sciences
Chair: Ronald J. Pohoryles, ICCR

Andrew Sors, Collegium Budapest

Chris Caswill, University of Oxford

Annelies Bruhne, University of Hannover

Ekkehard Mochmann, ICCR

Session lll: The Social Sciences and Humanities in Practice

Session llla: Transdisciplinary Research: Politics and Civil Society Organizations
Chair: Annelies Bruhne, University of Hannover

Doing Co-operative Research with CSO: Challenge and Implications for Social Sciences
Les Levidow, Open University, Steve Hinchliffe and Sue Oreszczyn, University of Exeter

How can social science research better take into account societal needs and the views of civil society? This

task is highlighted in EU policy for the European ResearchAr e a : ot i s responsive toc
of citizens and effectively contributes to the su
According to the EU Council, governance of the ERA needs a long-term vision, supported by EU citizens and
stakeholders, including civil society. While public consultation has a long history, FP7 has gone further by

introducing new measures for the involvement of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs). Initially, these were

special calls for buildingtheircapaci ty, | ater f-opéoateidvd \Copersikehisc i or
research processes could be the embryo of a specific European way to define and implement research
priorities, engaging citizens and rssos@eencPdpérrng Cc 0 mm

'The European Research Area: New Perspectives', 2007). According to the Science in Society Unit, co-

operative research should involve researchers and non-researchers, and should develop new knowledge

through mutual learning. SSH work programmes have also included special calls to involve CSOs in

research, e.g. on climate change and sustainable living.

Co-operative research builds upon several precedents. Transdisciplinary research has already gone beyond
multidisciplinary research by integrating various disciplines and involving broader publics to address

societal probl ems. Li kewise, participatory resea
in investigating environmental and agricultural issues. Going further, co-operative research closely involves
non-researchers, whilst giving CSOs similar stakes as other research partners through staff budgets and

contractual obligations. This paper reflects on co-operative research practices, processes and policy

implications. We dr aw on our exper i en caerdtiveResearchdnP7 pr oj ect ,
Environment al Problems in Europe’ (CREPE) .- Il n ou
environmental issues. CSO researchers are linked to one another, academic researchers and wider CSO

networks. We have identified the following themes regarding processes and content:

Multiple identities: Project partners play multiple roles as both researchers and CSO staff members. This

combination poses challenges, but also yields benefits.



Sociocultural relations Different cultures may be brought together in a co-operative research project. This
requires efforts to handle differences in order to maintain a working relationship.

Networks Being highly networked, CSO partners see co-operative research as an opportunity to extend
such networks. This can generate unexpected and unplanned benefits.

Research policyOur research questions and findings challenge assumptions of prevalent research
priorities. This has implications for EU research policy and its internal tensions.

Such tensions are implicit in policy statements. According to research ministers, the ERA should
‘“democratise decision makiaog,t d 030 @i Stcithasin®@0 ®P eC @
time, they declared, the EU needs an ERA which strengthens European cohesion with a positive vision of
the future, shared among the EU citizens by:

e strengthening a competitive economy, in agreement with the European social model,

e creatingtheEurope of technol ogy ...

The latter emphasis relates to the Lisbon agenda, especially the imperative for professional-expert
knowledge to provide technology for international European economic competitiveness. In this master
narrative, societal progress depends upon a race with foreign competitors for technological advance.

Social science should critically analyze such policy assumptions as a basis for research to democratize
knowledge production and potentially democratize decisions. With such aims, our project frames agri-
environmental issues in different ways than in prevalent agendas. Our case studies suggest different
problem-definitions, research agendas and knowledge-producting methods for addressing societal needs.
In such ways, co-operativeresearchc an hel p t o broaden societal nvisiol
in creating a future Europe.

Working for and with the European Citizens
Andrea Ricci, Vice President of ISIS, Institute of Studies for the Integration of Systems, Rome
Carlo Sessa, President of ISIS and co-ordinator of the MOVE TOGETHER and RAISE projects

Based on the experience of two previous EU-funded projects, RAISE in the 6™ Framework and Move

Together in the 7" Framework Programmes, t he paper wi | | r veorkingéomandw h'y ,  wh
with citizens’ is an innovative and effective app
relevant research in the field of sustainable urb

methodology, requesting panels of randomly selected citizens from all countries of the European Union to
evaluate scientific issues and produce their own deliberations on the public value of research undertaken at
EU level, will be discussed and illustrate the process and results of the RAISE and MOVE TOGETHER
projects. These projects focus on sustainable urban development (encompassing urban governance, urban
transport, building environment and cultural heritage) and sustainable urban mobility respectively. The
validity of the approach as an effective co-operative research approach, connecting scientists, citizens and
policy makers, will also be discussed in the broader context of the Social Sciences and conclusions will be
drawn as to the possible mainstreaming of the pilot projects so far by implementing a more systematic
approach to include citizens in the practices of sustainability science and impact assessment.

Doing research in the name of war? Experiences from a social science institute within the army
Phil C. Langer, Bundeswehr Institute of Social Science

Most countries maintain their own national research institutions that undertake the task of providing
scientific analytic expertise and evidence-based knowledge for the government. These institutions aim at
gaining knowledge with direct reference to the current lines of action of portfolios as different as the



economy, health, ecology or the military. Their data and recommendations are used as an empirical basis
and as legitimizing arguments in the political decision-making process, e.g. by evaluating regulation tools
for the labour market, investigating the agency of new medical therapies or defining criteria for the
national climate policy. Hence, this particular kind of applied research bridges the often recognized gap
between research and politics/practice by legal mandate and widely influences political decisions that can
affect the whole of society.

In this respect, the Bundeswehr Institute of Social Sciences is the national research institution of the
Department of Defense. It was founded in 1974 to carry out social science research related to the needs of
the armed forces and further basic research in the field of military sociology.

Current research of the institute e.g. covers studies on public opinion and societal attitudes towards the
armed forces to actively govern the recruitment of personnel, a survey of the experiences and motivation
patterns of German soldiers in Afghanistan to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of peace-keeping
operations abroad, and an analytic focus on the ethical implications of a state-commanded use of force
with regard to the education of soldiers as democratically responsible members of society.

In its mission statement, the institute stresses its claim to foster a critical self-reflection of the army by
observing current institutional and social developments. The frame of action of its interdisciplinary projects
is laid down by the constitutionally guaranteed principle of the freedom of science which prevents a
restriction or even determination of research concerning theoretical, methodological and interpretational
tools and choices. There are, however, (sometimes only perceived or assumed) institutional demands to
produce ‘adequate’ and publicly * weesedrchprdjectskisn o wl e d g
strategic stakes within organizational power games that deeply shape the reality of research within the
army. Referring to an ongoing project of the institute on intercultural competence in the armed forces, |
aim to discuss the methodological, ethical and political challenges that such a close interconnection
between research and practice as contract research on behalf of the military poses for any applied social
sciences today.

Intercultural competence is quite new as a militarily significant issue in the German (as well as in many
other) armed forces. Against the background of an increasingly pluralistic and heterogeneous society that
requires an integration of cultural and religious minorities within the army and operations in regions where
military interactions take place under culturally
research and yielded institutional effects only a couple of years ago. The present project was commissioned
by the Department of Defense in 2006 to investigate the value and effectiveness of intercultural
competence in the armed forces. It defined three fields of activity: the handling of cultural differences in

the institution (‘diversity manageuomgigsinjoint, t he i nt
operations (‘omertathnani dnabndocopi nothershimsénkitvesi t uat i o
operations abroad (‘foreign assignments’). The re

consolidation and further development of intercultural competences.

To outline the implications of this general framework on researching interculturality in the armed forces, |

will develop a line of argument following these questions: What exactly does the army expect the Social
Sciences to put at its disposal by investigating
operate with and what consequences does that have for the research framework? How can a concept like
intercultural competence, which is historically and epistemologically based on a criticism of social power

rel ations, ethnocentric discourses and hierarchy
an i mprovement of effective and ‘' sistaodkilingdithe’ copi
“other’ by better understanding her/ his cultural



responsible researcher in this over-determined field? What ethical consequences do this political
contextualization and the concrete impact of my research have on my work (and myself)?

Use and abuse of social sciences in the policy-making process.
Lessons from the past, warnings for the future
Wojciech Wozniak, Uni ver si ty of L6dz

At Rutgers University (New Jersey, USA) in November1 9 6 9 , a conferencegoupwps hel d

people who not only write about how social science and public policy relate to each other; but more

AYLRNIFY (G K2g a20ALt aOASyGAada o2 NJ AHgrawitAl971, LIdzo £ A

Preface (in:) I. L. Horowitz (ed.) ‘The Use and Abuse of Social Sciences’, transaction books: New Brunswick,

NewlJersey). The book ‘The Use and Abuse of So-néntiohed Sci enc
conference, is interesting reading today, too. Many things have changed since then. Still, forty years on,

many themes and a lot of problems defined and diagnosed in this book seem also to be highly topical in the

first decade of the 21% century. This applies especially to ideas and threats pointed out by Herbert J. Gans

with regard to the social scientists’ expertise,

Taking as a starting point some reflections derived from reading the book, | would like to point out several

threats and problems in the interrelationship between social scientists and policy-makers. First, | would like

to show how some of the gravest fears of the scholars contributing to the volume have come true, i.e. how
social sciencedhasmilbased’  ali wvsac’hi@®wve strictly pol
contributed to a situation of increasing public distrust of science, which can be summarized in a quotation

from Zygmunt Bauman (2004, The age of lie. The society of the 21* century. How are we manipulated?,

I nterviewed by Jacek Zak owslthwaspnceRmownithtt poktiaiansie e k | y 1
Therefore people were seeking the truth from experts or scientists, thinkers, intellectuals. Today experts or

scientists, U KAY 1 SNBR X AyidStfSOldzta tAS Fa LR2fAGADNAIrya R2
stance is taken by another prominent sociologist, Immanuel Wallerstein, in his influential The End of the

World As We Know It: Social Science for the Twenty-first Century.

Second, | wish to draw attention to the specific and ambiguous role of the social sciences in the era of
transformation in Central-Eastern Europe using the Polish example. Academics together with highly skilled
professionals possessed the natural backgrounds for political reformers, as they were also one of the social
groups that benefited most from the economic upheaval. At the same time, the traditional role of the
intelligentsia as a specific social group with a specific ethos seems to be vanishing. Intellectuals and
scientists still possess a specific role in society, serving both as informants for politicians on the state of
affairs in society and critics of the actions undertaken during the policy-making process. | will present some
facts on the role of social scientists during the transition period and also point out the role of the mass
media in shaping the political and media discourse on social affairs.

Third, | would like to present some recent experiences from the international research project PROFIT
(Policy Responses Overcoming Factors in the Intergenerational Transmission of Inequalities) funded by the
European Commission under the 6FP and co-ordinated by the sociologists of the University of Lodz. In the
course of the project | served as a research fellow co-ordinating activities by research assistants in eight
European countries. Researchers had a twofold interrelation with policy-makers in the course of the
project. First, they interviewed them and studied the outcomes of their actions (policy documents,
strategies as well as various data showing the social situation in the societies under scrutiny). Second, as in
all EU-funded actions, scientists were obliged to inform policy-makers of the results of their work. Both



processes were difficult and interesting, showing meaningful differences between countries. In the paper, |
will point out some crucial factors influencing the communication process between both groups of actors
using experiences from the PROFIT study. For more information see: http://www.profit.uni.lodz.pl/

The potential for intervention through Co-operative Research
Sandra Karner and Nicoleta Chioncel, Inter-University Research Centre for Technology, Work and Culture
Sonja Petrovics and Irmi Salzer, Via Campesina Austria

Taking up the assumption that SSH receive comparatively low attention from politics, other scientific fields

and the public as a whole, our presentation will reflect on the relevance of the potential impact of research

for being noticed by these groups. We will draw upon experiences in transdisciplinary research (TDR)

gai ned t hr ou g h-—Fuactitetingltemgtive Agto-F'oBAANet wor ks: a St akeh
Perspecti ve o0 nwhithéngolea fivecatademieirstidusions and five civil society

organi zati onper(a&tSioye immeseaor ch’” (CR). The paper wil
paradigmatic procedure of a TDR process to come up with a research design for the FAAN project. We will

present a reflection of the Austrian FAAN team (IFZ & VCA) on the implementation of this design. We ask if

the way we have (partially) i mplemented the CR is
of broadening the perspective on the issue at stake. Moreover, we will reflect if CR has the potential for

ongoing interventions through the process itself. The contribution aims at discussing whether CR may be a

way to facilitate the contextualization of research (and results) within society, and to increase its relevance

and impact on societal challenges.

Against the background that research is expected to produce results of societal relevance, Gibbons et al.
(1994) already addressed thaoiwbsedgebfmpredtubangt Ww

This is reflected in the concept of *‘mode 2 scien
society in knowledge producti on. Enhancing the “p
of science-society interactions than unidirectional communication presenting ready-made facts, e.g. in the

context of the ‘deficit model’ A more open dialo

developing practical solutions for societal problems. The concept of transdisciplinary research (TR) was
established in the early 90s aiming at meeting the demand for practical relevance, tackling research on
complex, multidimensional problems, where social, technical and economic developments interact with
elements of value and culture. It follows abottom-up approach, which needs to
problem by formulating it from the outset within a dialogue between a number of different actors and their
perspectives. Thus, the concept goes beyond traditional participatory and interdisciplinary research, aiming
at coming up with practical solutions oriented towards common welfare. This needs to be negotiated
between various stakeholders. As it is oriented towards concrete interventions, the process takes a
pragmatic approach. Research transgressing the boundaries between science and society needs a different
framework to traditional research which includes the need for specific funding systems and quality control
going beyond scientific excellence. Recently, this was also considered by the European Commission by

all owi ngpdroat i"\Ceo research’ (CR) within some speci
as ‘‘a new form of research pr oc erssearchersincliosed- i nvol ve
operative engagement’, and it is rooted in a dema

policy decisions by recognizing the value of different forms of knowledge and expertise (Stirling, 2006). As
defined in this EC report (ibid), CR aims at supporting the empowerment and agency of participants in
research.


http://www.profit.uni.lodz.pl/
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Within FAAN we are carrying out a kind of soci al
researching specific questions related to alternative agro-food networks. Based on concepts for methods to

implement TDR (e.g. Bergmann et al. 2005, Jahn, 2005, Pohl & Hirsch Hadorn, 2006), we have elaborated a
design for the work process. It is planned step b
and* i ntegration’. Both types of phases are charact:
allows them to bring their individual interests, viewpoints and knowledge into the discussion. Whilst

differentiation steps make differences explicit, integration steps serve to identify common interests and to

implement differences in such a way allowing for agreement on the next work step. Integration processes

serve to transgress boundaries between the actors participating in the project and serve as the basis for

integrative knowledge production. The sequence of steps is not always linear, but at certain points a

recursive process, which was planned to allow for adjusting the process (e.g. for adapting underlying

assumptions for concepts). This is of specific relevance if we assume that an essential impact of the CR

might be expected not only in the final results, but also in the process itself.

Both phases are characterized by a process of interaction between project partners and with further
participants engaged in the project, which —if integrated - allows them to express their individual interests,
viewpoints and knowledge. This could serve as an appropriate basis for the contextualization of —even
ongoing - research (and later results) within society. We argue that through this ongoing process of
interaction and negotiation already starting at the stage of problem definition, CR makes a difference in
terms of the impact and practical relevance of the outcomes. This might not only be related to the final
project results, but even more so to the process per se, which gives room for ongoing interventions during
the course of the project.”

: Co-ordinator of the FAAN project (http://www.faanweb.eu): Inter-University Research Centre for Technology, Work and Culture, Austria. Partners: Via Campesina

Austria, Open University Milton Keynes - Faculty of Technology, United Kingdom; GeneWatch, United Kingdom; Szent Istvdn University - Institute of Environmental and

Landscape Management, Hungary; Vedegylet - Protect the Future, Hungary; Institut Superieur des Sciences Agronomiques, Agroalimentaires, Horticoles et du Paysage,

Franc; CSRSNI A2y wS3IA2y IS RS . NBilGF3IyS RSa& / Sy i NFéncdMchlols\Coparicis V& sity - IndBitdaNdf + | £ 2 NR & SNJ
Sociology, Poland; and Polish Rural Forum, Poland. The project is funded by European Community's Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant

agreement n® 217280.
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Stirling, Andy (2006), From Science and Society to Science in Society. Towar ds a f-ad memwearoirke froes e a&roch’ , Report of a Eur o]
Governance and Scientific Advice Unit of DG RTD, Directorate C2, Brussels, http://www.eurosfaire.prd.fr/7pc/doc/1146233108 gover science final report.pdf [21

September 2007].
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Session lllb: Users & Producers
Chair: Ronald J. Pohoryles, ICCR

The Conflict of Cultural Spheres and the Future of the Social Sciences
Gregor Fitzi, University of Florence

I n cl assical modernity, the ‘“soci al t ask’ of the
suggest possible ways to solve social conflicts.
of ‘“opacity’ . N evorkcsderasdessiblg andinb ¢letr rewolationarfy tendenties come to

the fore any longer. This shift in the perception of the focus of investigation within the Social Sciences is the
effect of a transformation of society that also affects the role of the Social Sciences. In order to understand
the potential importance of the Social Sciences and the comparative lack of attention this discipline
receives from politics, other sciences and the public in general, this transformation process has to be
reassigned a place at the heart of the debate. In my contribution | propose a theoretical framework for

considering the current | ack of ‘social trtlenspare
consequences of this could be for research practice in the Social Sciences. On these premises, | answer the

outstanding questions: 1. The relationship betwee
users’'. 2. The *‘feudal syndrome’ of knowludgiope i ns

of efficiency and excellence. 4. The potential of inter- and transdisciplinary research.

a. To establish the theoretical framework of my analysis, a comparison is called for between current social
reality and the image of modern societies in classical sociological theories of cultural differentiation. The
fundamental axiom of the sociology of modernity is the idea that cultural spheres (or social subsystems)
become independent from one another and ldxevelop
societies, the economy, politics, religion, science and love etc. seem to be independent domains guided
by intrinsic logic. Over recent decades, however, the interaction between cultural spheres has changed
dramatically. The new evidence suggests: conflict, colonization and fragmentation of cultural spheres.

This change not only |l eads to complexity, but al
b. In order to understand the impact of such opacity on social scientific research, its practice has to be
analyzed as a soci al process. On the one hand, w

protective reaction against the loss of social prestige by the Social Sciences due to conflict and

colonization attempts between the spheres of politics, the economy and science (as, for example, the

Bol ogna process shows). On the other hand, the
relinqguish the Soci al Sciences’ status as an ind
communication process is interrupted between society and the Social Sciences. The question is

therefore what the Social Sciences might do to overcome this predicament. The task of science is to do

research. To this end, the current development in the conflict between the cultural spheres must be

investigated. Indeed, only on this basis can the Social Sciences redefine their own task and position

within society and become attentive to the needs

Finally, my contribution will focus on the following questions:

1. The social role of the Social Sciences: Only if the Social Sciences are able to reveal social opacity can
they address the needs of society. To take their social role seriously means, however, that they have to
merge two different models of socinaslulitntngr anotdied n
the ‘“doctor’s approach’. This is only possible i
independent sphere of culture. This development is anything but guaranteed in the current climate.
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2. The feudal syndrome: The end of the feudal system of rule presupposes the expropriation of political
power from the hands of the aristocracy. Knowledge institutions are based on a double social process of
stratification and democratization. Thus, overcoming their feudal structure is a question of policy. If
independent and innovative research can be sustained on a transnational basis by more facilitating
measures, there are concrete chances of overcoming an excess of stratification that ultimately leads to a
|l ocal or nationally based ‘feudalism’

3. Efficiency and excellence: Both are the result of more democratization and less stratification of
knowledge institutions. Nevertheless, an evolution in this direction has to be empowered by the
dynamic of knowledge production itself and cannot be led by administrative agencies.

4. Inter- and transdisciplinary research: Inter- and transdisciplinarity represents not only a challenge and
an opportunity to develop research beyond its disciplinary boundaries. Nowadays, it is also paramount
to cope with colonization flows going from one discipline into another. It must be able to show the
exchange, conflict and colonization flows between scientific disciplines and it must compensate for
them by establishing bi-directional exchange. Ultimately, this could even demonstrate what positive
development can be expected if the economy starts to embrace the logical categories of the Social
Sciences.

The Future of the Social Sciences and Humanities: Some methodological issues
Rossitsa Chobanova, Bulgarian Academy of Science

The main issue identified by the SSH-FUTURES project is: How can the Social Sciences and Humanities
better cope with the needs of society? This issue is contingent on three elements: What are society needs?
What do the Social Sciences and Humanities have to offer? Can the knowledge-producing institutions
deliver the expertise requested? In this respect, one of the problems suggested for discussion at the
conference is to identify the expectations of policy makers, NGOs and other funding organizations of the
Social Sciences and Humanities and their potential to respond to these expectations.

The paper discusses a definition of the problem and some possible solutions. More concretely, on the base
of my previous work, | place an emphasis on the discussion of the definition of knowledge from different
disciplinary perspectives and of the demand and supply of SSH knowledge. The demand for social sciences
and humanities knowledge is defined as market-driven (e.g. outside the science community) and driven
internally by the science community. On the other hand, the demand for SSH knowledge outside the
science community consists of a demand to solve the problems of different societal institutions and groups
and of humankind as such. A definition of the demand is based on the identification of needs and
awareness of the needs and factors influencing them. The demand is also defined as solvent (market-
driven), and propelled by other forces. The supply of SSH knowledge corresponds to the issue of the
potential to respond to demand and the factors defining the concrete parameters.

International Comparisons in Sciences Studies: what and why do we compare?
Anne-Sophie Godfroy-Genin, Ecole Normale Supérieure de Cachan

This paper is based on experience with EU-funded research projects over the last ten years: about women
and engineering (WOMENG), about women in technological research (PROMETEA), about gender and
scientific education in secondary and higher education (INDECS, MOTIVATION, HELENA). The projects had a
common aim: comparing various national settings in order to develop a better understanding of gender
issues in engineering and technology research. They had common methodological issues:
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1. collecting and combining various levels of data: existing statistical data, information on national legal

and social frameworks, career progression, existing bibliography, with sociological fieldwork in focus
groups and interviews.

2. analyzing all this data to produce analyses and interpretations and to proposeso-c al | e d good
and ‘effective measures’ to policy makers.

On very usual topics, it posed many hidden methodological difficulties:

e “"Engineering and technology’ had to be defined

The research activity itself was not without ambiguity, as it is a complex activity.

The field was technology, assuming that it represents a specific culture. Indeed, many surveys show that
the more technological a field is, the fewer women are involved. Apparently, a distinction between
science and technology could be made with the help of the existing nomenclature and some criteria
such as strong links to industry, applicative scope, predominance of engineering. As regards the
classification issue, old classifications still make sense and cannot be completely ignored, but the
changes and the current interconnection need to be taken into account.

An additional issue was the comparative one, as classifications according to status and discipline are not
the same from one country to another and do not fit emerging or pluridisciplinary research fields.

An even more unsettling issue was the fact that after the enormous efforts undertaken to define the
research object, to ensure comparisons, to analyze tons of data, the outcomes were rather
disappointing. When comparison was successful, we almost rediscovered what we already knew. In
other cases, the outcome was a collection of brilliant national studies, lacking the comparative
dimension. The balance between harmonization of the data and attention to specific settings is never
easy to achieve (Ragin, 1987%).

Such projects raise questions about existing classifications and issues not fitting the current research

settings. What do we compare, do we ask the right questions, do we speak about existing research objects?

Another issue concerns the comparative methodology itself. It is obvious that such comparative challenges

might be productive and useful, if we could define methodologies somewhere between OECD

benchmarking and comparative literature methodologies. In conclusion: The relevance of SSH research in

the EU framework programme is now well established. Nevertheless, from these methodological issues, we

want to question the effectiveness of research in the Social Sciences as it is conducted now.

Many classifications do not fit the objects we would like to study. In our projects, for instance, the
border between science and technology was very hard to demarcate and the emerging research fields
were difficult to take into account.

Due to the lack of completely relevant classification, current issues are not measured or observed. The
guestions policy makers ask SSH researchers might be more relevant if we had appropriate tools to
describe and monitor what is going on.

Is international comparison the best methodology to use? We need new methodologies to compare
without missing specific contexts. In addition, these methodologies should deliver effective tools for
analyzing large quantities of data, taking into account translation problems and mixing various types of
data: qualitative, quantitative, more or less certain, first-hand and second-hand, statistical, from case
studies, etc. A better use of CAQDA tools should be explored in this perspective.

1
Ragin, Charles (1987), The comparative Method, Moving Beyond Qualitative and Quantitative Method, University of California Press.
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¢ International comparisons assume that we can identify good practice, common indicators, etc. Scientific
governance is based on such assumptions, but what happens to that model if the classifications are not
relevant and if we have no methodology to take local settings or new surprising facts into account?
Maybe comparisons between styles of governance would be more enlightening, as suggested by
Jasanoff (20057).

Rethinking the methodology for Social Sciences and Humanities in science studies could lead to rethinking
the governance of science itself.

Emerging Patterns of Depoliticization and Engagement to Inform the Future of STS Research:
A Case Study in Nanotechnologies

Francois Thoreau, Scientific and Public Involvement in Risk Allocations Laboratory, University of Liege
Pierre Delvenne and Martin Erpicum, SPIRAL Laboratory, University of Liege

In this paper, we address the issue of the future of a specific field of research in social science: Science and

Technology Studies (STS). Although this is a very young research field, its history is already diverse and it is

developing swiftly. Its rapid expansion and its characteristic feature of cross-disciplinarity make it an

interesting case to study, one that takes a special place in the overall history —and future — of social

changes. As we shall indicate, STS exhibit increasing commitment to the resolution of socio-technical

controversies. In this paper, we problematize this particular position by uncovering the implicit politics of

STS research and how it will shape the future of this particular field. Our approach is threefold. First, we will

give a brief overview of the history of the field and point out the main evolutions since the development of

the Social Construction of Technology approach (SCOT) in the 1980s, which influenced the field for a long

time. By doing this, we underline the epistemological critical tradition that gave the field some of its
particularities. We show how this tradition broug
development of the field. Second, our aspiration is to highlight new patterns of evolution in the STS field,

emphasizing the trends towards both a greater depoliticization and a more committed research. In
‘“depoliticization’” we mean tooalizationaflthy field, whichagloptd y na mi ¢ s
resources and tools to legitimate itself withint he soci al scientific communit
will explore the evolutions of the STS field as inherently political. The field does make an implicit statement

in favour of changing the social order and increasing the willingness to bring about that social change. In
this respect, research projects in STS often have underlying politics, as we shall demonstrate. Third, we will
give a concrete example of these emerging patterns, relying on the growing importance of
nanotechnologies, both in the STS literature and research projects.

We consider this case study to be interconnected with the development of STS as a field of research. In this

sense, we stress that nanotechnologies happened to be a powerful tool for the legitimation of the STS
community. In particular, we will engage the dyna
explicitly look forward to an embodiment within the socio-technical decision-making process and policy-

making. Therefore, as STS scholars we suggest instrumentalizing the interest we have in nanotechnologies

in order to observe the evolution in our field of research. Then, nanotechnologies will constitute an

interesting ground to perform tests showing depoliticization and engagement as patterning the STS field.

2
Jasanoff, Sheila (2005), Designs on Nature, Princeton University Press
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Session llic: Elements of Sustainable Development: Environmental & Social Issues
Chair: Tadeusz Zoltowski, Foundation for European Scientific Co-operation

Shaping the societal impacts of engineering sciences; a reflection on the role of
public funding agencies
Simone van der Burg, University of Twente

It is common to observe that two gradual transformations took place in the way that science is organized

and discussed in society. In the traditional framework researchers enjoyed independence in developing

their own research topics and practices. But during the 1950s and 1960s, scientific research was required

more and more often to satisfy industrial demands as well. Now, a transition is underway to a third phase,

in which science is seen as an activity that is
competitiveness, the creation or preservation of wealth and the enhancement of the quality of life.

This changing relationship between society and science opens questions for public funding agencies about
their role in enforcing or discouraging research on the basis of its societal relevance. One of the most
interesting ways in which public research funding agencies have tried to make the results of engineering
sciences more relevant to society consists of the ELSI/ELSA projects, which involve social scientists and
ethicists within engineering research contexts with the aim of anticipating the ethical, legal and social
aspects/issues of technologies that are being researched and of co-shaping these technologies in a phase
when they are still malleable.

I'n this paper | would Iike to analyze t heasisfoff equen
my own experiences as an embedded ethicist in two medical technologies: a photoacoustic mammography

and an acousto-optic device for the non-invasive monitoring of chemical substances in the blood. My

project is one of four pilot projects that involve ethicists in engineering research contexts funded by NWO.

With ELSI/ELSA research, these four projects share the aim of providing information that co-shapes

research decisions as well as the technology they eventually contribute to.

First, Iwillshowhow | i nterpreted the ‘ethical relevance’
attention to a problem. Photoacoustic mammography and the acousto-optic monitoring device share this

problem because they are technologically similar. Conversations with anaesthetists and articles about

patient-tests pointed out that there is reason to suspect that the photoacoustic and the acousto-optic

device will work less well, or not at all, on people with dark skin. This information eventually persuaded

scientific engineers that this was a real problem. However, it did not motivate them to alter their research
activities. Research into photoacoustic mammography, for example, is now entering a test phase. In view of

the precarious functioning of the technology on people with dark skin, it would be advisable to include
dark-skinned people among the test-subjects, which would involve moving the patient-tests from the

hospital in the east of the Netherlands to the west, where more dark-skinned patients can be expected.

The scientific engineers, however, decided against this advice; first, because it was expensive to move the
testing phase and secondly, it took time to move the patient-tests, and the scientists are bound by a
commitment to their funding agency to keep to their tight time schedule. These explanations indicate the
institutional boundaries of their research practice.

In the second part of this paper | will distinguish between institutions and practices and how they inter-
relate. This is helpful for thinking about the role of public funding agencies and the tools they use to shape
research practices. | will argue that the attempt to enforce interdisciplinary debate is very promising, but
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needs completion with a feedback loop from the social scientist or ethicist back to the funding institution.
This allows the funding institution (1) to consider whether extra funds should be provided to accommodate
the ethical advice in the research activities, which would allow scientists to take it into account, (2) to
monitor the further development of the technology and influence the conditions under which it is
implemented in society, and (3) to take a more informed decision as a funding agency when requests are
made to fund follow-up research or to fund research into devices that are technologically similar.

Public-Health Research ¢ multidisciplinary, high-benefit, undervalued
Mark McCarthy, University College London

‘“Heal t h’ research can be divided into three areas
sciences at the individual and bedside level, and biological sciences at the cellular and laboratory level. The
European Union’s Treaties CcoOvVer -caesystémeandmedicdl suppor
services are considered a matter for national governments only (subsidiarity). By contrast, there has been

less European support for research in the social sciences than for bio-medicine. European funding rapidly
increased in the 4™ and 5" Framework Research Programmes as Biomed | and Il, and then as the Life

Sciences in FP6. In FP7, ‘“heal th’ sciences are di
But ‘biomedicine’ (l'aboratory and c-hedltinresearahllittle. e s e ar
Inpart,thi s refl ects the difference in status of “har d

There has been investigation of whether speculative research (the scientist free to pursue any field of

personal interest) is more likely than programmatic, directed research to lead to applications. Yet

increasingly, science is seen as instrumental, demonstrating its benefit to society through its products.

Genetics research, for example, has been strongly programme driven and supported financially. The
entrepreneur-scientist Craig Venter used private capital to build equipment and teams and succeeded in

defining the human genome in 2000 before the scientists dependent on public funds / foundation

programmes. He could sell his equipment to other scientists for continued technical research in genetics.

The genome ‘discovered’ privately could be patent
medicine. Now, biotechnology has boomed, and drugs are being developed both for rare diseases (which

are sold at very high prices that insurance companies feel obliged to pay, whatever the effectiveness) and

also to ‘personalize drugs to human genetic prof
But personal health is an interaction between genetics, behaviours and environment. Despite the large

sums spent on biomedical research and healthcare provision in recent decades, public health has

contributed more to improved longevity and quality of life than clinical medicine. Benefits have come from
prevention programmes, the organization of health systems and the wider determinants of health. Yet,
public-health research is low on the agenda of European and national governments. In our FP6 study of
public-health research (SPHERE), we found that total levels of research output were below American levels,

and there were marked disparities across countries, particularly the new Member States. The feature of
high-output countries tended to be joint work between medical and social sciences: for example, in fields

such as health behaviours, systems modelling, organizational theory, informatics, social processes and
environment al causes. HBeplthoewmanch hasashtinyed tb ibvestdgatd t i@ o n a l
infectious diseases rather than the more prevalent chronic diseases, and used engineering rather than

social approaches.

What is preventing greater investment in public health research? A first reservation is within researchers

themselves: social and medical scientists do not readily trust one another because of different research
paradigms and values. A second issue is structure
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the EU Framework Research Programmes repeats similar fractures in research councils at national levels
and also the European Science Foundation.No-one speaks for the joint
concerns incentives. The Lisbon Agenda, driven by DG Enterprise, values commercial, for-profit research

SOoCIi

because countries count development as trade and GNP. A new objective for the ERA should be equal
interest in not-for-profit (often public-sector) research that raises the national quality of life.

Social Indicators: their Origin and Uses between Social Control and Democratic Participation
Paolo Parra Saiani, Universita Cattolica di Milano

The social indicators movement seems to be regaining its appeal. It was an heir to the supporters of
guantification in the Social Sciences, as numbers were believed to be objective and scientific per se.
Echoing the London Statistical Society's policy that was declared two decades earlier, the newly created

Statistical Society of Paris resolved in 1860 tha
of facts’ . 't nwasnuetdheiam smhat sppesisadl e science fo
the basis upon which society is governed’. But th

simple thirst for knowledge: initial attempts were conducted by governments to carry out a policy of

control and taxation. Only in the mid-18" century did many initiatives flourish. These concerned the
collection of information in a more democratic sp
right. The study of society in its various dimensions has stimulated the search for and construction of

statistical indicators and indices. The search for a better way of studying the progress of societies has often

led to inappropriate uses of indicators and measures. GNP, for example, has been commonly considered to

be an indicator of well-being. The lack of a conceptual frame for studying well-being is not the only

problem, nor even the greatest. Of similar importance are the meagre statistical skills of journalists and

policy-makers. All together, these elements facilitate limiting the use of data in public debate.

In this paper, | will consider the shift from political arithmetic to modern social reports; the success of
guantification in the Social Sciences; the use of quantification; the validity of official statistics; the current
non-use of quantification and the search for contextual conditions that interfere with the transformation of
information into knowledge.?

Social Justice as the Problem for Research and Social Administration in Lithuania
Arvydas Guogis, Mykolas Romeris University

There is a major lack of social justice in Lithuania. The category of social justice is very important in Eastern
Europe and Lithuania, where reforms have ‘suffere
developed Western democracies. The quest for social justice should be understood not only as a search for

a certain income level or public social insurance, butinthesocio-p sy chol ogi cal terms of
behaviour towards their workers. It is possible to assume that the most inhumane behaviour is unjust

behaviour towards the socially most vulnerable such as marginalized groups. Up to ten marginalized groups

have been counted in society. It is not enough to initiate common methodological and practical measures

to improve their situation, as the position of every single group is very specific. Market fundamentalists, for

example, are very influential in the Lithuanian Free Market Institute and present the problem of

marginalized groups as depending solely on themselves and do not see the significance of the state. They

do not mention the most important aspect of the large amount of work done by social insurances and

® Duncan Otis D. (1969), Toward Social Indicators: Next Steps, New York, Russell Sage Foundation.
Parra Saiani Paolo (2009), Gli indicatori sociali, Milano, FrancoAngeli.
Porter Theodor M. (1995), Trust in numbers: The Pursuit of Objectivity in Science and Public Life, Princeton University Press.
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social workers to reintegrate marginalized groups in normal life. The former require more funding. The
criterion of social reintegration has to be the main criterion of social policy efficiency in Lithuania.

Only a year ago, when the statistics about ex-convicts in Lithuania were released, | heard that one third of

them found employment. But what about the others? The Statistics Department of the Lithuanian

government does not have such databases at its disposal. We know about the activities of anonymous
alcoholics’” c¢clubs and the social apartments of fo
to make evaluations and forecasts? The Institute of Labour and Social Research as well as the universities

only fragmentarily conduct research on social exclusion. | think that nobody in Lithuania has performed

such investigations as ‘anphalndded, itis dffiautt to imygsineamérec ol | abor
concrete and more effective method of improving t
research’, but who can force Lithuanian researche

communicate with them? When we criticize social administration and education in Lithuania, it is possible

to say that at the junction between them we can win decisive victories in the elimination of social

exclusion.Theso-c al | ed ‘ b e n c h macil kdminigrationnrel tedeanchl, foriingtance, can
radically change the situation. I n 2006, the pres
Lithuanian municipalities, and three municipal groups were revealed: the progressive, the intermediate and

the laggards. There were many efficiency criteria for them: the ratio of social workers to clients, the

di versity of social services, the distribution of
derived from New Public Management, where the main criterion for the efficiency of social services is the
clients’ degree of satisfaction with the quality

very rarely in Lithuania.

It is necessary to choose concrete New Public Management methods for combating social exclusion. In

public administration it is also necessary to reducetheso-c al | ed ‘transaction cost s’
to providing services. They not only increase the costs of the services, but also complicate errands for the

recipients of the services. Bureaucracy must be minimized, accessibility maximized and the way to the

social services has to be direct, the only way for those who are socially excluded. The same can be said

about ‘assymentrjcewhi chfmeamasithat very often serv
than recipients, and not everyone shares this information. If providers do not want to share their

information, and this is the public sector, this can distort the services market and estrange the client from

the services. After conducting a survey in Vilniu
municipalities and non-governmental organizations in 2007, we found out that getting the necessary

i nformati on iorediffiduimienirgvéiniussaadhon4governmental organizations were also

more discriminated. | do not wish to say that there is nothing positive about the social administration in

Lithuania. The separation of social assistance sections and administration into service organizers

(municipality administration) and providers, who may be non-governmental and private organizations,

brought the provision of services substantially nearer to clients. The improvement of social administration

and social research is the key to reducing social exclusion and obtaining social reintegration. If, in Lithuania,

the efficiency of social security is measured by the degree of social reintegration, not by benefits, we might

be half way to developing the Scandinavian social model. In this case there might be fewer complaints

about social justice in this country, too.
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Session IV: Diversity and Innovation

Session IVa: The Diversity of European SSH and the Case of the New Member States
Chair: Ekkehard Mochmann, ICCR

Toward a complex vision of creative agents:
revitalizing the study of institutions and economic reform
Roger Schoenman, University of California at Santa Cruz

After twenty years, social scientists are in a position to examine the record of scholarship on post-
socialism and its application in the countries that undertook economic and political transformations after
1989. Twenty years ago, this region seemed like a laboratory for testing theories and developing new
strategies to rebuild civil society and boost economic development. This promise, however, remains
unfulfilled. Research on the region continues to be heavily area-studies oriented (often still focusing on
single countries), based on the idea that post-communist countries are so unique they cannot be
compared to countries in other regions, or influenced by ideological commitments that stem from the
Washington Consensus, such as the dominant emphasis on institutions and institutional design.

As such, the countries of Eastern Europe and the Balkans represent an untapped opportunity to draw
strong comparative lessons about the record of different policies on emerging markets. After starting from
a common point, each of these countries took its own course through the difficulties of adapting to
capitalism. Some were more open to trade, others maintained more controls and interventionist stances
at home. Some moved faster, whilst others moved more slowly. Some empowered local networks, whilst
others were encouraged to sweep them away. After two decades, the divergence between these
countries has begun to show us the payoffs of each of these approaches in terms of growth, the
emergence of lively civil societies in the economic sphere and institutional development. In other words,
these countries, each of which was subjected to the same external shock at the same time, provide the
perfect laboratory conditions in which to test theories of development and economic reform. Moreover,
after twenty years we are in a position to evaluate these reforms with some critical distance from the
initially dominant narrative that conceived of institutions as a deus ex machina with a very weak
conception or consideration of politics and political processes.

Yet, the insistence on certain dogmas of reform by both policy advisors and academics involved in
consulting has meant that the literature dealing with these two simultaneous transformations has made
little progress. In this paper, | will argue that this is largely because the majority of scholarship has failed to
acknowledge the complex networked processes of development in favour of a teleological and linear
understanding of development. If social scientific knowledge is to be useful in these contexts and other
locations where large-scale institutional change is undertaken to regulate economic and political
behaviour, then it needs to move away from a classically economistic conceptualization of actors
responding in almost mechanical fashion to institutional incentives. Instead, | argue for a move toward a
more complex vision of agents as creative actors who have a broad agency that includes constantly
updating their goals and shaping rather than responding to incentives. This way, the study of economic
transformations can and must recognize and potentiate the networks and feedback loops that exist
between local economic and political elites as they react, respond and adapt to their own purposes the
processes of marketization and democratization. Although the perspective here applies theoretical
arguments in sociology to the particular case of economic reform in post-socialism, the ideas are
transferable and have implications well beyond this domain.
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The shaping of social sciences through research assessment
Tereza Stockelovd, Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic

In 2004, a system of research assessment was introduced in the Czech Republic within the framework of
the science policy reform that was stated to aim at increasing the quality and social relevance of Czech
science. In the paper, | analyze criteria for research assessment such as they have been evolving since
2004 and discuss the forms of the Social Sciences and Humanities which the assessment envisages,
appreciates, support and consequently implements. | argue that the assessment system is modelled on
the epistemic and publishing practices of the technical and natural sciences (especially the biomedical
disciplines), as it highly privileges impact journal publications and technological, IPR-protected forms of
applied output.

| focus on the repercussions of such an assessment system for the social sciences in the two following
dimensions. Firstly, geopolitics of knowledge: Where and in what languages are social scientists pushed to
publish? What are the consequences for framing research themes and findings and local scholarly culture?
Secondly, societal relevance and the use of social sciences knowledge: Which forms of social science
knowledge are recognized and appreciated as having social impact and being useful and which are
conversely disregarded? | consider how the shaping of the Social Sciences and Humanities by the policies
of the Czech Republic interferes with four modes of sociology suggested by Michael Burawoy, i.e.
professional, critical, policy and public sociology, which create a matrix, according to Burawoy: the
professional and critical modes target academic audiences, the policy and public modes non-academic
ones; the professional and policy modes focus on instrumental knowledge, the critical and public modes
on reflexive knowledge. | argue that professional and critical modes of the Social Sciences and Humanities
are recognized and supported within the framework of the assessment, which assigns high value to
publications in impact journals. The vision of the policy mode is reductive, taking into account solely
outputs targeted at certain types of users and in a highly technocratic way. Finally, the public mode of the
Social Sciences and Humanities is totally disregarded and thus dismissed. Whilst the assessment criteria
pressure social scientists to publish, they effectively sanction their going public. Empirically, | draw upon
science policy documents and auto/ethnographic material from Czech social scientific institutions.

The Catch 22 Syndrome of Sociologists on the European Semi-Periphery:
Exploratory Sociological Observations

Gad Yair, Hebrew University of Jerusalem

Marina Blagojevic, Institute for Criminological and Sociological Research, Belgrade

This paper describes the parochial predicament of the Social Sciences by examining global sociology in its
Janus-like perspective. On the one hand, we focus on the intellectual, political and sometimes ethical
compromises that social scientists in European semi-peripheral countries make to gain acceptance and
recognition in sociology worldwide. On the other hand, we reveal how these compromises paradoxically
also impoverish intellectual potential in the major centres of academic excellence.

In this exploratory and qualitative analysis, we expand on previous analyses of the problems of East
European sociology by describing how centre/semi-periphery relations in the Social Sciences censor
academic work while limiting potential innovation in the former. We argue that power-dependency
relations among scientists in Western and semi-peripheral countries produce a series of catch 22
paradoxes. In the analysis, we focus on the different inter-related facets of scholarly work where these
paradoxes take shape: problem setting and conceptualization, the hierarchy of scholarly publications, the
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definition of excellence through citation patterns, scientific conferences, and finally, funding schemes for

research. Based on this review, we argue that the social and the political organization of the world system

of science jeopardizes free access to multiple and plural perspectives of the social. A potential source of

ideas, theories and paradigms is obstructed by the hierarchical division of labour between scientists in the

centres of science and their peersinsemi-per i pher al countri es. Since the
syndrome, their knowledge remains unutilized and sidelined.

This paper describes the parochi al p us-kkelpergpective nt o f
On the one hand, we focus on the intellectual, political and sometimes ethical compromises that social
scientists in Europeansemi-p er i pher al countries make to gain acce

sociology. On the other hand, we reveal how these compromises paradoxically delimit intellectual
regeneration in Western centres of academic excellence.

In arguing for the first position, we focus on a double-bind —a catch 22 syndrome —that characterizes the
modality of academic work of many sociologists in the European semi-periphery, showing how their quest
for recognition jeopardizes their initial motivation for engaging with social science knowledge. In trying to
support the second position, we propose that self-censorship and accommodation to dominant paradigms
in the semi-periphery backfires on the centres of excellence in Western sociology by limiting the potential
pool of ideas for innovation. We thus argue that the extant division of labour in the world system of social
science strengthens intellectual closure in world sociology. While seemingly adopting a post-colonial
posture (Said, 1979), our analysis takes a structural slant by showing how structural features produce a
series of paradoxes that reproduces political centre-periphery relations in the seemingly egalitarian and
meritocratic world of social science.

Specifically, we argue that social scientists in the European semi-periphery are in a no-win situation. If they

want to be included in central arenas of Westernsocials ci ence (and hence be ' sane
under conditions which they cannot influence, which results in their alienation from the scientific problems
which motivated them in the first pl acattowhre nce en

locally, where they can affect their surrounding conditions and express commitment to their local context,
they become secluded from Western frames of reference —and hence they are akin to being scientifically
‘“insane G| o bthislunigpegdradox. Growing gregsarsoh ihtégmting scientists from the
semi-periphery to the centres of science, accompanied by the adoption of global standards of excellence,

induces scientists to disguise their original motivations and to distort the problems and definitions of their
native context. However, in doing so, they distort their knowledge, whilst at the same time becoming less
relevant and conversant with their own context and forsaking potential insights about globalization as seen
froel bW’

The suicide of the Social Sciences
Elisabeth Sundin, Helix VINN Excellence Centre and Carin Holmquist, Stockholm School of Economics

In this paper we discuss a number of changes in the way research and researchers in the social sciences are
developing in Europe. Together, these changes mean a loss in relevance which, in turn, means a loss of
legitimacy and a decreasing willingness among the tax-payers to pay for our salaries. We take our starting
point from traditional social science research, which was open (we will come back to that below), close to
practice and used to teaching at universities, in the Humboldt tradition.
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The changes we discuss are:

e from open and public to closed and anonymous. In the traditional research system, all research findings
and publications were discussed openly. The identity of the author was known and the persona of the
reviewer or examiner was equally known. In the new system, anonymity is the leading principle argued
for in the name of quality. We have some doubts and objections to this development which are
elaborated in the paper. In brief, we argue that anonymity is a chimera and that anonymity promotes
unfairness — not quality.

e the aim of the social sciences is to describe and explain the social world in all its dimensions. This is an
extremely important, but also extremely difficult responsibility, as complex relations and multiple
factors are constructing and constructed. In the new system, articles in international journals are the
most meritorious products. The dominating principle in most journals is one single score and conclusion
in each article. This principle is devastating for the understanding of complex social phenomena.

e our third point concerns the use of English as the new lingua franca, which is negative for all researchers
who not are English native speakers and for all tax-payers who live in non-English-speaking countries.

All together, these changes produce research results that are of interest and relevance only for other
researchers in smaller and smaller fields and a young generation of researchers who have neither adequate
knowledge to design and implement studies of complicated social phenomena nor the interest to do so.
Social scientists are betraying society.

Session IVb: Innovation in SSH: Interdisciplinarity & Transdisciplinarity
Chair: Martin Peterson, University of Gothenburg

Cultural Memory. The potential of an inter- and transdisciplinary research project
Carin Franzén, Linkdping University

Cultural Memory is the working name of a recently launched research project at the Department of Culture
and Communication at Linkdping University. Important areas for research within this department are
interactional linguistics and conversational research; intertextuality, which we understand to be the
interplay between texts that have a demonstrable and dynamic relationship with one another; literary
experience and its connection to exile as a literary re-definition of identity and gender; translation, both in
a literal and a figurative sense (the meeting of cultures); and cultural stylistics, which presupposes
collaboration between literary scholars and linguists, for example concerning narration and language
variation. Gathering together researchers from these different areas, the project seeks to problematize
traditional approaches to the concept of cultural identity. Instead of looking at already fixed identities and
their history, as for example in studies of national literature, the working concept is the process of identity.

As a process, Cultural Memory cannot be isolated from the ways a community or its individuals remember
a past by establishing narratives, mythologies and artefacts. By looking at these phenomena as discursive
processes, it can be demonstrated that the Cultural Memory from monuments and museums to national
literature marks ways of recollection always already involved in politics. The project not only revises the
relation between intercultural communication, aesthetics and politics, but also reinterprets given notions
of identity, demonstrating that in every identity process a master discourse, e.g. a literary canon or a
personal history (an ego-document), disguises gaps in the events recorded where other narratives or
discursive elements come into play. This perspective not only permits a re-reading of Cultural Memory as
such, it also opens up new and critical ways of understanding identity in a world where globalization and
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segregation are intimately correlated. A homogeneous media culture does not, for example, constitute an
obstacle to the rise of extreme right-wi ng parties recl ai miligiogs ‘true’ nat
fundamentalism. Religious or racial segregation, or in a smoother sense, identity politics, have become

insistent parts of European identity and culture. Political analysis tends to overlook the relationship

between an expanding global cultural promoted by the interests of the market and these phenomena. Our

re-reading of Cultural Memory also contributes to assessing democracy and transnational politics as

resistance to this twofold problem by re-conceptualizing cultural memory.

It seems to be a fact that we do not learn from history. Even though the Holocaust will not be repeated, in

Europe and elsewhere we have recently witnessed social and political events where the very logic of the

Holocaust is repeated. Cultural Memory is not as such a guarantee of democratic evolution or a way of

preventing traumatic repetition. But an analysis of its processes can lead to a revelation of its functioning as

a complex and unstable process, ‘whereby discours
also a hindrance, a stumbling-b | o c k , a point of resi stance and a st
qguote Foucault. Theory in this field has developed rapidly over the past decades, e.g. post-colonial, gender

and queer theory, oriented towards new conceptions and a re-evaluation of identity politics. The project is

not a turning away from these more utopian prospects, but implies rather an emphasis on the process of

remembering as constitutive of every future identity. On behalf of the research group in Linkdping, | wish to

outline the main points in our project; its central theoretical frameworks, methodology and potential social,

cul tural and political ‘“useful ness

Academic Narcissism and the Problem of Knowledge Accumulation in the Social Sciences
S a § & QuUnibersity of Zadar

Theories in the social sciences cannot predict much and their explanatory power is decreasing constantly.

The social sciences are not very ‘scientific’, if
and falsifiable. Much of today’ s social nmndlmiteince
generalizations. These are the 'truths' that are adopted by many social scientists, who avoid any integration

of theoretical concepts and empirical research. Policy-oriented studies and problem-focused

transdisciplinary research share the same- sceptic
resolving concepts and ad hoc methodology. Such a description of the current state of the art in the social
sciences usually relies on the belief that ‘real’

many social sciences (particularly sociology and social anthropology, but less so in economy and
psychology). It is not their goal to make generalizable, testable, falsifiable or predictive accounts. In this
view, the social sciences address and should exclusively address human subjectivity, particularly
motivations, goals and opinions of individual and occasionally collective actors. Due to intrinsic
epistemological problems, it is impossible to offer theories and models that might predict social behaviour
and/or collective macro-effects of individual action. The sheer number of paradigms within which
theoretical premises are formed in parallel, confirms apparently that much of social science is unscientific.
The lack of the dominant paradigm gave way to the social sciences without a paradigm. Always new and
always limited concepts do not follow and should not follow the idea of knowledge accumulation and a
scientific revolution as the main mechanism for scientific growth.

These views go hand in hand with the present type of academic work in the social sciences, particularly

research and publishing. The social reality of theorizing, research and publishing favours the construction of

new cl assificati ons, -rahgaempinica gererelisations ovarjpopoperativatiedrye ' | mi
building and testing. In order to be successful, within the situational logic of their academic work, social
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scientists are encouraged to seek limited co-operation, individual publication, politically defined funding
programmes and a substantial <citation. Functional
traits. | n oredér, ttdhemalagadt’ dar dpdentddisupshahcaravoidiognp et i t
ultra-innovative, quotation-obsessed individualists who choose grants for short—term, well paid projects on
longitudinal, co-operative research (i.e. hard work without any guarantees of success). Accordingly, this

presentation will focus on choices that social scientists have to make within the social reality of theorizing

and research and which favour the wide acceptance of particular epistemological preferences hostile to the

idea of knowledge accumulation and the scienticity of the social sciences. The presentation will also deal

with the possible measures that the academic community might adopt to support innovative social

scientists who enhance social science research and theory without burning down the temples of go(o)d

science.

Collaboration in Social Sciences and Humanities: a guaranteed thing?
Ulle Must, Archimedes Foundation

The effect of Framework Programme projects is usually seen in the possibilities they offer for collaboration.

The first programme for the Social Sciences and Humanities started in 1994 as FP4. Up till now, around

5,000 organizations have participated in this collaboration. The question is: have FPs influenced the

traditional performance of researchers? Or , vice versa, has researchers
FPs? The basis of our study isthe EU6"F P’ s -2008) Qatat2ase. FP6 provided collaboration

opportunities to a wide range of organizations with different funding schemes. As our interest was in

finding out the principle behaviour of researchers, from the dataset we selected only research projects, i.e.

Integrated Projects (IP), Networks of Excellence (NoE) and Specific Targeted Research Projects (STREP).

They constitute 76.7% of a total aggregate of projects and 80% of collaborating organizations. To set

thematic borders, we concentrated our analysis on
aknowledge-based society’ (CI'T). The ratheuminimenmieeofta f or r €
consortium was to be three partners. In practice, the number was considerably larger: the average number

of participants in IP projects was 27, in NoE projects 28, and in STREP projects 10. In a consortium, all

organizations receive their partner numbers. Usually, core partners (work package and task leaders) are at

the top of the list. In the present case we set the threshold at five. Our assumption was that core partners

reflect the traditionally formed collaboration habits of co-ordinators.

To identify the co-operation trends of co-ordinators, we created two datasets. One reflected the
collaboration with all partners, the second collaboration with core partners. For comparison we used the ISI
Web of Science (Arts & Humanities Citation Index and Social Sciences Citation Index) for the period 2000-
2007. Searches were conducted for 22 CIT Co-ordinator countries (Country field) and by the subject areas
which matched the CORDIS Subject Indexes. An average of 27.8% of total partners acted as core partners.
Why do we open these networks to new actors? We have to take into account that research performance is
a long-term activity and well established contacts last for years. The network charts of core partners show
the same tendency. They are like the rings of a tree, showing the history of collaboration networks. The
core consists of established European countries, which have long collaboration traditions. The second circle
usually consists of recent EU Member States, but also China and Russia and the third circle largely consists
of Third-World partners. Organizations participating in numerous projects play a bridging role in FPs. They
act as
collaboration.

invisible panels’, which is the most acce
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Legal science and its developments in interdisciplinarity: The example of management /
conservation of the marine environment.
Bertrand Cazalet, Research engineer in public law, Gaius Project, Laboratory CERTAP

The role of legal science in interdisciplinary research is undergoing significant changes. The content of these
developments predominantly lies on two levels. Initially, we note the ability of researchers in law to

overcome an autonomous vision of the legal discipline. In terms of the marine environment, for example,

the magnitude of issues (human, economic, ecological) or the urgency of the situation lead to the question

of the el aboration, content and i mplementation of
this perspective, the term of governance, although disturbing and causing confusion between the

disciplines, can paradoxically bring them together, build bridges and bring about at least some degree of

mutual understanding. Thus, the image and role of the jurist is regenerative. His habitual action is often

limited, apparently, to an initial (state of the art of the rules) and terminal (translation into legal terms of

technical and scientific recommendations) form of expertise on regulations and control (access and use of

marine space). Adopting governance thinking requires the hard work of the observation, analysis and

contradiction (in the legal sense) of the topic, the context that characterizes, the elements that weigh etc....

All this information, all these parameters are generally established by other disciplines and require a special
opening effort to complement the classical approa
the law appears to be a useful tool for studying and analyzing political phenomena and social relationships

(between the state and civil society), particularly through the responses to the problems of the
management/conservation of the marine environment.

The rigour of legal methods, the functionality of legal categories, administrative science, historical,
institutional and public policy analysis are all intelligible keys giving the lawyer a view of exchanges and
collaboration. They are mainly ways of not being watered down in the nebulae of governance, using the
legal component to the benefit of interdisciplinary co-operation, whilst retaining its specificity and its own
language. Using several examples, the author will illustrate his experience in the management/conservation
of marine areas, conducted in multidisciplinary programmes. It will highlight the evolution of the
representativeness of legal science, and its gradual strengthening through the development of original
methodologies of research.

Session IVc: Complex Methodologies
Chair: Tal Soffer, ICTAF

Will computational social science dominate or divide the social sciences of the future?
Edwin Horlings, Rathenau Institute and Peter van den Besselaar, Free University Amsterdam

Ten years ago, computational social science was not a mainstream activity or a coherent field. Its rapid
growth is a recent phenomenon. Even though computational methods do not appear to have found their
way into the mainstream of any social science, their development has gained momentum and it may be just
a matter of time before they are widely adopted.

Advocates of computational social science are highly optimistic, presenting computer simulation as a new
way of performing science (Axelrod, 2005; Gilbert, 1999; Ostrom, 1988). Romanticization or not,
computational methods do open up new avenues of research, making it possible to find answers to
guestions that have remained unanswered or were previously unattainable and giving rise to new
interpretations of research problems. Complex adaptive systems, agent-based modelling and other
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computational methods seem tailor-made for the social sciences. Computational simulation appears to
provide a means of finally and dynamically connecting the micro-level of individual behaviour (e.g.
consumer preferences; social interaction in an urban neighbourhood) to the macro-level of aggregate
outcomes (e.g. trends in household demand; crime), not as a substitute for conventional methods in any of
the social sciences, but as a technological and cognitive innovation in the entire domain of the social
sciences. Agent-based modelling and other approaches to computer simulation have been applied to a
wide range of issues, from stock markets to terrorism and from crowd behaviour to cellular processes
(Fontana, 2006; Macal & North, 2006). A variety of specializations has arisen in the interface between the
social sciences and physics, neuroscience and computer science.

We employ a number of scientometric techniques to analyze and visualize the cognitive and social
structure of computational social science and its longitudinal patterns of development. These techniques
allow us to track the emergence of new specializations in a field, to measure and visualize relations
between specializations and fields and to examine networks of authors, etc. The analysis is rooted in a
larger research programme aimed at developing a typology of models of knowledge dynamics (Van den
Besselaar et. al., forthcoming). As part of the programme, the Science System Assessment Department of
the Rathenau Institute has developed an open source toolkit for analyzing large heterogeneous datasets.
The Science Assessment Integrated Network Toolkit (SAINT) allows us to extract meaningful patterns from
large heterogeneous datasets (Somers et al., 2009).

Our primary source of data is the Web of Science (WoS). The WoS covers a much larger part of publications
in the natural and life sciences (80% or more) than in the social sciences and humanities (30 to 40%). We
explore the potential impact of this bias on our results and look for alternative data sources that provide
better coverage of the social sciences. We examine the social network of computational social science using
a variety of sources in order to improve the results of the scientometric analysis. At the journal level, there
appears to be a marked increase in coherence, with a distinction drawn between journals that supply the
technical and mathematical foundations of computational science and social science journals —economics,
psychology, geography, sociology, political science, management and organization—that form the areas
where computational science is applied. At the level of papers, a clear topical clustering of papers has
emerged between 1995/98 and 2005/08. We have divided our computational science dataset into 10
clusters, some of which may potentially harbour applications in the social sciences (e.g. agent-based
modelling, games, geography and urban studies, network analysis). At the conference we will present more
elaborate results, focusing in particular on the identity of researchers, on the possible collaboration
between researchers from the social and natural sciences and on the question as to whether the social
networks of computational social scientists link mainstream social sciences to the natural sciences. Finally,
we will discuss the implications of our findings for the future of the social sciences.

Measuring the evolution of socio-economic structures in a massive multiplayer online game
Stefan Thurner, Santa Fe Institute and Michael Szell, Medical University of Vienna

The bottleneck in scientific approaches to the quantification of human social dynamics is the availability
and quality of data. We have compiled a unique dataset of a self-developed multiplayer online game played
by over 300,000 users. In this game, each player has to generate virtual income through economic activities
in order to 'survive' and is involved in several social activities. We have tracked every action by all players
over the past four years. The analysis of high-frequency log-files of this massive multiplayer online game
enables assessing socio-economic dynamics with extraordinary precision. We are able to relate the social
and economic behaviour of the players to a series of stylized facts known to exist in real-world societies.
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We analyzed the evolution of growing social networks of friends (co-operators) and communication
networks. For the first time, large-scale networks of enemies (defectors) were studied. We found profound
differences between co-operator and defector networks. Our data show the recently observed
phenomenon of network densification. A detailed motif analysis confirms striking differences in topological
structure between friend and enemy networks. Our findings are in keeping with real-world data. With this
setup we establ i slecommidbthavibww.r at ory’ for socio

The SSH in the Science of Complex Systems
Jeffrey Johnson, Open University

Most of the problems in the world today combine many physical and social subsystems. These include
climate change and sustainability, geopolitics and military conflict, industry and economics, pollution and
heath, land use and transportation, the Internet and its users, etc. Domain-specific science in social
systems, natural systems or artificial systems cannot address these problems. Somehow transdisciplinary
knowledge must be combined in a new science able to merge systems of systems of systems.

The approach of complex systems science involves reconstructing the dynamics of systems from data. In the
physical sciences, this approach has led to mathematical models capable of predicting the future with great
fidelity, but such predictions are not possible in many physical systems, and they are meaningless in most
social systems. The distinction lies partly in the dynamics of social systems, which are sensitive to initial
conditions and path-dependent, as amply illustrated in literature and history reinforcing common personal

experiences. More profoundly, the science of socio-t e c hni ¢ all systems has human
aspirations to objectivity difficult, if not impossible to achieve. More profoundly still, these are artificial

systems, created by human beings to satisfy human purposes.

This is not just a science of systems that behave in complicated ways, this is a science of systems that
behave as they ought to behave. This is a science interwoven with norms, and science in which the future is
man-made. The traditions of the natural sciences do not work well for socio-technical systems. Most
experiments are one-off and non-replicable —ever. The behaviour of such systems is characterized by
relative regularity, punctuated at times by extreme and often unique events. Knowledge of such systems
evolves rather than accumulates. Nonetheless, the science of complex systems has given profound insights
into the nature of complex systems, especially through methods such as multi-scale dynamics, agent-based
modelling and simulation in the context of network theory. This talk will review these ideas and explore the
notion that the science of complex socio-technical systems involves the design and management of large
multi-level systems of systems of systems in the context of a political system that steers the system through
an ever-changing environment.
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Session V: The Social Sciences and Humanities in the knowledge society

Keynote Speech: Ar e t he Soci al Sciences and Humanities a s
Jason Mast, Zeppelin University

Commentator: Jenny Andersson, CERI Paris

Future Studies for a new era: future studies in knowledge cities
Jenny Andersson, CERI Paris

The position of futures studies in the scientific field has always been debated. Futures studies are based not
on the principles of objectivity and fact that have guided the construction of academic disciplines until
recent decades, but on the principles of uncertainty, normativity and choice. It is not a given fact that
futures studies are a discipline, but rather a knowledge-producing activity. Futures studies have existed in a
borderland of academic expertise, policymaking and planning. Futures studies emerged from the criticism
of technocracy in the1950s and 1960s. As an alternative to economic and technological forecasting, futures
studies drew on influences from the Humanities and Social Sciences, incorporating key questions of social
values and cultural preferences. Whilst its position in science was debated, a canon of key epistemological
principles rapidly emerged from the field of futures studies:

e That the future is never simply studied, but also created through all intellectual interactions with it.
Hence, the future is never something that exists, but always something that is becoming, and our
images of the future thus have a productive function in society.

e That since the future defies mainstream scientific postulates of objectivity and fact, no-one can
claim to possess objective knowledge of the future. Therefore, all future knowledge is inherently
normative, which raises particular objections to any kind of future expertise.

e That scientific knowledge production nevertheless plays a crucial role in a democratic society.
Therefore, the role of futures studies is to create an intermediary position between critical social
science and policy making, in other words, to find a political use of social science.

These principles, we argue, are of continued relevance today. Meanwhile, many things have happened
since the 1950s and 1960s, and a lot of future knowledge is today produced by a multitude of different
positions and claims to objectivity and expertise. The development in the field of futures studies well
illustrates tensions in the structure of
knowledge, on the one hand, and the privatization and marketization of knowledge production, on the

knowl ed

other. Today, futures studies are often a market-based activity performed by consultants and professional
futurologists. In this paper, our ambition is to rethink the critical legacy of futures studies in the light of
modern challenges, in order to construct a platform where future knowledge can be produced in forms that
strengthen public debate and decision-making by pointing to the key issues of choice lying ahead. We
argue, moreover, that futures studies have a key role as a way of discovering new forms of inter-
disciplinarity, for instance, in the light of climate change that calls not only for scientific knowledge, but also
for perspectives that highlight the issues of social conflict, individual behaviour and cultural change.
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Session VI: European Research Area: Theory and Reality

Potential of and possibilities for the SSH in the European Framework Programmes for Research
Nanna Rosenfeldt, Danish Business Research Academy, DEA
Mikkel Biilow Skovborg and Henrik Stampe Lund, DEA

With this paper, DEA' s (Danish Business Research
with in-depth reflections on the optimal integration of the Social Sciences and Humanities (SSH) in the

European Framework Programmes for Research (FPs). We believe there is a need for a strategic forum to

explore the formative role played by the SSH in addressing the key challenges to global research. We do not

seek to promote any research priorities in the SSH area. We seek to create a strategic forum where

researchers from the SSH environment can meet other relevant stakeholders and articulate what they have

to offer in areas normally covered by other sciences. This we believe will contribute to better combining

knowl edge from different disciplines in order to

This paper is based on experience with creating co-operation between knowledge producers from different
scientific disciplines and experience with creating co-operation between knowledge-creating institutions
and business. We have positive and successful experiences with SSH applications in FP6 and FP7
respectively and in other scientific fields, especially with regard to:

e writing the impact part of the application
e identification of SSH-relevant end users
e strategy for dissemination and exploitation of SSH results

General conclusion: There seems to be an often neglected inclusive character of FP7 in relation to SSH.
Many structural and objective possibilities for SSH have not yet been discovered to their full extent. The
aim of this vision paper is not only to see things from an SSH perspective. Our perspective is based on the
existing policy priorities of the EU. We believe our idea to create this strategic forum for SSH can contribute
to the new Lisbon Strategy, creating the most competitive and knowledge-based economy in the world.

1. Unrealized potential of SSH (rethinking the instruments)

Open question: Technology Platforms as relevant instruments in relation to SSH? Collective bottom-up
possibilities in FPs? Development of other SSH-appropriate instruments?

In relation to appropriate instruments for SSH research, the question arises as to a Technology Platform
(TP) for SSH. The existing TPs have challenges (such as food, media, medicine, etc.) as core issues. It could
perhaps be referred to as sectoral research, taking into account that it is a framework for stakeholders, led
by industry, to define research and development research priorities. In this context, the difficulties for SSH
to find their role are reflected, because it is unclear which industry SSH should focus on. SSH do not play a
major role in the existing platforms, not even in the TPs where the work programmes in the co-operation
section of the FP7 explicitly mention SSH. We believe that a strategic forum for SSH (perhaps a TP for

SSH) could contribute to showing what SSH have to offer in the context of many of the challenges to
society, e.g. climate change. This strategic forum will give a more in-depth picture of the contribution of
these relatively new sciences. It will also help SSH better to cope with the needs of society, such as the
sustainability of our welfare systems and help SSH overcome some of its prejudices against strategic or
applied science.

2. Room for improvement in the SSH environment (internal organization): The principal content is a gab
analysis through identification of SSH barriers or as regards research management, support, overall
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leadership, cultural barriers, lack of career planning and change of mentality in SSH research
environments etc. In this context, a benchmark study in research support could be useful at the
European level.

3. Summary: In the Aho Group Report (Creating an Innovative Europe, 2006) there is a demand to find
original and innovative solutions to the challenges faced by society. We believe a better use of the
potential of research in SSH could contribute to such solutions. We believe that the idea of a strategic
forum for SSH will help explain the value of these academic disciplines.

The obstacles to the emergence of a European Space of Social and Human Research
Giséle Sapiro, CNRS, Centre de sociologie européenne

In this paper, | propose to present the results of the reflection of the European network ESSE (Pour un
espace des sciences sociales en Europe), focusing on the obstacles to the emergence of a European Space
of Human and Social Research in Europe. This reflection relies on empirical research conducted by
members of the network and partly published in the book [ Q9 & LI O Sef e Eyfréin& Defla Fofmiatitm
des Etats-nations a la mondialisation (La Découverte, 2009).

The first part will provide a historical overview of the process of fragmentation of the European intellectual

space sincethe18™cent ur vy, with the nationali zation of the
expert | abor’ (Abbott) . I t wi koleof phitaothrapidfeundttibne e f f e c
on the transformation of the international space of social sciences after the Second World War, when the

United States acquired a dominant position in many disciplines (but not all of them). The consequences of

colonialism on the social and human sciences must also be questioned.

In the second part, the present obstacles will be considered in a more analytical way. At the institutional
level, obstacles range from national differences in the funding of research to the limited impact of
European scientific associations and journals. Intellectual and cultural factors contribute to this limited
impact, such as the disciplinary division, which varies in different national traditions, and the still prevailing
national framework in the organizahconsofouesSeasc
rooted at different levels, as shown by Johan Heilbron. This is strongly linked to education. The role of
publishing, which is seldom discussed in this context, will also be addressed: what are the conditions for the
circulation of social and human sciences books in Europe? Of course, the linguistic aspect needs to be taken
into account in its variations from one discipline to another. Translation seems to be required in many
disciplines, not only in the Humanities. But the national borders (institutional as well as intellectual) are not
the only obstacles to the emergence of a European space of social sciences. One must also consider the
balance of power within the international space of disciplines. In many of them, globalization seems to
have reinforced the dominant position of the United States. A statistical inquiry by Yves Gingras on co-
authored papers as indicators of international research collaboration demonstrates that the share of intra-
European collaboration is lower than that of extra-European, most of which begins with American scholars.
This is all the more striking since, as argued by Johan Heilbron, in sociology, for instance, some European
thinkers have become central references for the international disciplinary field since the 1980s. In
conclusion, the paper will present some suggestions by the ESSE network for overcoming these obstacles.
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The ESFRI Roadmap ¢ an opportunity for Social Sciences
Marko ¢ | RUnibersity of Zagreb and Steven Krauwer, Utrecht University

Looking at the latest edition of the ESFRI Roadmap, one can observe that a number of existing and
emerging research infrastructures are closely related to or even directly driven by the wish to understand
how our environment and our climate are changing and how we can combat the ensuing negative effects
or even threats. Examples are Lifewatch (biodiversity), COPAL (atmosphere), ICOS (carbon budget), IAGOS
(tropospheric trace gases), EISCAT_3D (space weather), EMSO (ocean margins), EPOS (tectonic plates),
Aurora Borealis and SIAEOS (the Arctic) and EURO-ARGO (oceans). For most of them, the capability to
measure and monitor what is happening is one of the key features, and it can be expected that emerging
research programmes will take up and analyze the results and propose to policy makers at national and
international |l evel s what should be done to minim
quality of life. At the same time, we can observe that the ESFRI Roadmap includes a number of research
infrastructures dealing with the Humanities and Social Sciences. Examples are ESS (social survey), SHARE
(health, ageing and retirement), CESSDA (social science data archives), DARIAH (digital humanities and
cultural heritage) and CLARIN (language resources and technology).

Amazingly, it has never been proposed to connect these infrastructures with a change in our living
environment that would affect both individuals and society at large at least as deeply as e.g. climate
change, and whatcoudbe cal |l ed ‘ Social Climate Change’ . Al
climate has changed dramatically over the last decades. Some contributing factors are easy to detect
without much expert knowledge, e.g. the increased level of education, the ageing population, immigration,
the EU and its recent enlargements, mobility, multilinguality, the internet and the role of the media, to
mention just a few. What seems to be lacking is a general recognition that Social Climate Change is at least
as relevant for our society as climate change and that it should be taken just as seriously. The emerging
ESFRI infrastructures in our field provide us with a very powerful collection of instruments to monitor
continuously what is happening in society, both by collecting statistical data (such as in e.g. ESS, CESSDA
and SHARE), gathering data related to our culture and cultural heritage (DARIAH) and by using language
and speech technology tools to detect changes in attitudes towards e.g. immigrants, Islam or the elderly, as
reflected in the media (such as in CLARIN).

What this paper seeks to advocate is not that we change the way research is conducted in the Social
Sciences and Humanities, but rather that we aim at maximally exploiting the emerging infrastructures in
our field by launching a concerted Social Climate Change research programme based on what the ESFRI
Research Infrastructures will give us as soon as they are in operation. Major research questions might be:
what are the main descriptors that can be used to portray the social climate at a given point in time; how
can we detect (preferably at an early stage) and describe emerging and significant changes; what are the
instruments we have at our disposal to combat the negative effects of such changes? A co-ordinated effort
(across all EU and associated countries) could dramatically increase the impact and consequently
strengthen the role of the Social Sciences in Europe.
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The political role of the Humanities
Martin Peterson, University of Gothenburg

It seems evident that questions on the future of the Humanities still puzzle all parties concerned.
Representatives of the Humanities are all too often unclear what they stand for. Forecasting Studies of the
SSH Futures Project enquiring as to whether the Humanities would be of any scientific significance in 2025
have received highly ambivalent answers. Too often, the responses have been of the kind that the
Humanities have no particular raison R Q $aﬁd\h§dly anyone would grieve their disappearance.
Researchers in the Humanities are themselves quite uncertain of what they represent in contemporary
settings. Representatives of different camps within the Humanities tend to be divided to the extent that
they regard one another as belonging to different planets. One current and symptomatic issue of
comparative weakness is the utilitarian debate among Humanities scholars. Are humanists useful in any
sense, and in what way and to what extent are they useful?

In this overview of the various political roles of the Humanities, four main aspects will serve as illustrations.

First to be scrutinized is the role of literature as fulfilling the vast explanatory gaps left by the analyses of

political doctrines, ideologies and structures. The second example presents the role of other art forms such

as the audio-visual arts and how they function with literature. Anything visual has more direct political

impact. So does music, which affects yet another side of the subconscious. This complicates interpretations

for the human sciences. The third example refers to the human sciences proper and their mediating roles.

In the act of interpretation, analytical patterns and metaphors create and recreate political motifs in the

work of art, whether it is a film, a poem or a painting. The fourth example presents a complex intertwining

of philosophy, political theatre and discourse analysis, as it attempts to explain why and how a radical

movement, which had so much ideological ammunition and grass-r o ot s gusto to go for
maj or opponents into adopting much of the movemen
launch the paradigmatic shift in 1980 to the neo-liberal global regime that lasted 28 rocky years.

Humanities have been challenged regarding their societal relevance. In their defensive stance, humanists
have frequently resorted to focusing research on specificities such as the characteristics of text analyses
and sometimes esoteric issues about existence. While they still have time, i.e. before humanities faculties
close down, they wish to demonstrate what deep thinkers the world would miss if they left the premises.
However, humanists should instead think of the huge political consequences their research activities entail.
The material substance that the Humanities deal with should be seen not only as supplementary, but as
having an additional explanatory role for the material dealt with by the Social Sciences. The Humanities are
well positioned to shed light on global challenges in complex systems striving to overcome disciplinary
methodology and opening up to trans-disciplinary problem-solving. Examples demonstrate how the
interaction of Humanities concepts and social reality contributes to the orientation of policies and societies.
Indeed, it was the representatives of the Humanities who created the words that changed approaches to
social thought, research and societal orientations at turning points in our history.



