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.+Techniqués of statistical analysis make it possible to establish a

posteriori groups which differ from the a priori categorical assump-
tions on the basis of profiles of interindividual similarity; and I see
this as a contribution (not a limitation) to the stidy of the articula-
tions between individuals, groups and social categories (whmh are
rendered more or less salient by the methods utilized and by the
context in which a specific representation is elicited and expressed)
(see Flament, 1986; Mannetti, 1990; Dmse et al., 1992 Flfe-Schaw ;
1993; Purkhardt and Stockdale, 1993). *° ="

With regard to thé criticism recently taken up b}r McKinlay
et al. (1993) concerning methnds of revealing the consensuality
of SRs, 1 would like to reply that in reality =~ or at least in the

_ case of research I carried out on SRs of mental illniess in naive and

expert populatmns the statistical treatment of data did not aim

at measuring the consensus of the elicited representations.”In fact,
besides ~ providing evidence of intergroup variability in “these
elements of the representational field —and without discounting
the consistency of these archaic figurative nuclei’ — .a notable part

~of the results presented also’show intragroup (and even intrain-
* dividual) variability in relation to the various levels of representa-

£ tion elicited through recourse to dlt‘ferem methods [see de Rosa,

19875, 1990, 1994b). . - Ln B AESE D
Sl Ty e L il ' P Ay

'H:e refarmn be: ween Ianguage arm’ SRs

; T-:- return to P-::tte: anr:l thtcns (1935} cnthuc, annther prupasal

they make is to turn to fmgum‘:c repertoires in order to gain access

. to SRs. They press for a more detailed analysis of language, singling
- _out the explicative schema utilized in relation to certain types of con-

texts in order to clarify the relations between social representations

. -and the contexts in which they are used. Inspired by this objective,
2 they quote, -as an illustration, their analysis of verbal material
- gathered -from diverse sources on a social event (the riotsat St
~ Pauls, Bristol): recordings of radio and television programmes, a

£
|3

£ wide range of articles and newspaper ‘;ditﬁrials'and transcriptions of
- interviews with six people involved in or present during the riots.

Usmg the entire .80 000-word transcription, they analysed every
- possible explanation advanced for the riot. In the article in question,
““they discuss three levels of agreement that distinguished the levels
of sharing of proposed causal -explanations in relation.to two
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* Trognon and Larrue,” 1988; van Dijk, 1990; Potter am:i Edwards :
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factors: race and government spending cuts.:In the discussion’o
the results of these linguistic analyses, which emphasize the role of:
internal disagreement in the various views recorded despite th
presence of a shared explicativeé schema, the authors suggest that -
researchers of SRs should make the most of available methodologies
which are -sensitive to the flexibility -and contextualization :of.
meaning. These elements generally escape notice in coarse forms of =
content analysis, tending rather to show shared explicative scheinat
in general terms, rather than the vanuus mte:prﬁtatmns pGSS!bIE in
differentiated practical situations. R St
.-All the same, the suggestions they make {see aiso Pﬂtter and
Wethcreﬂ 1987) once more propose a wider interest in the analysis
of the relation between language and SRs, already advanced by. -
Rommetveit (1984) and often taken up in the literature (see also’
Billig, 1987,-1988, 1991a,'1991b, 1993; Antaki, 1988; Edwards and -
Potter,-1992; and empirical works by Antaki, 1985; Semin, 1987

1990; Antaki and Leudar, 1992).
No doubt, interest in the conversational and rhctonca.l appmach
has permitted “alucid and efficacious rereading, in this specifié-:%
perspective -of ~many classical themes and problems in sumal
psychology, for example that of attitudes, social categorization
accounts” (De Grada and Mannetti, 1992). However, over and :
above the undoubted interest of the contextuahzat:on of verbal &
exchanges, which these types of approach permit by largely ignoring
intraindividual cognitive processes, the proposals which would con- -
fine the study of SRs exclusively to conversational analysis nsk*
being limiting and reductionist. In fact, by favouring the discursive
channel, they end up doing away with the study of the importani
area of connections between symbolic conduct and social cogni
tions. Furthermore, they risk losing sight of the expressive—symbolic
nature of .the re-activations of -the collective imagination —an
essential component of SRs — in the “situational, conversational
context” (Jodelet, 1989b; on the link between social cognition, com
munication and social context, in different critical perspacti‘-'éi 2
see also: Still and Costall; 1991 Schwartz and Strac:k 1991
Rosa, 1992). « : 5 ':u';i
In other wnrds among thuse whu 1dent1f3r the canversat:t:-na] :
approach fout court with the methudulug}r of analysis of SRs, ant

i w' i

with that of “linguistic repertoires™



de Ra.r.'z 3 Symposium sur les représentations soctales 289
i o the emphﬂ.ﬂs remains on the “cognitive®,/in the sense of a search for’ models
. of cansal explanation, more than on the *symbolic,” even if it deals with cognitive

..events studied as products of a complex negotiation which develops between the
acto;s—mberlmumrs of the conversational context and not as “something that
“alveady exists wmpletely formed in'the head of the person who is responding and
s simply communicated fo the person whu as].'_s ﬂ'u: quesuon. (KldrI and Amabﬂe
o 1981 326; quutm:l in De Grada, 1992} A i

: W]:ulst aﬂknowledgmg severa] mterestmg mphcatmns Moscuwm
{1985) dnes not heheve ‘that hngmstm repertoires can cmrespond
exactly to the nature -::-f the phenomenun of SR since a discussion is
not a representatmn “gven if every representatmn can be translated
intoa dlscussmn. Images cr concepts dn nut pass ennrely through

Ianguage

Ibifiez takes the uppnsite stand he"is preoccupled w1th the
emphasis placed on figurative-reproductive aspects of representa-
tions and the tendency to ob;ectlfy them w1thm an mdmduahsnc
methudalugmal raductmmsm, Ao

If instead of bamg labelled as a “T'I'lcury of Somal R:pr:scntanm the interest-

.. ing theoretical precccupations of 'Moscovici had been labelled as "Theory

. of Collective Symbolic Productions”, no doubt the whole dynamics and the whole

structure of this theory would have been quite different. Maybe the emphasis

would niot have hef.-n put 50 strongly on the figurative aspects of social thinking

.+ aid mare attention’ would have been paid to constructive activities as well as tl::l
ithe rhemnca] asp:cts of social thinking. {Ib{tﬁcz. 1992; 24~5,‘|

However Ibanez 5 crmcal cunmderatmns du not seem to take into
account man:-.r Of the clarifications proposed by Moscovici when he
att:mpts to d:ffcrcnuatc the pa_radlgm Df SRs from t]msc that fit
mto the a.rea at‘ snc:aI cugmtmn* :

. the concept of social cognition :mP]j::s a conscious logical process. This is

_ nc—t true for social representations, These are based on conventions and symbols

- ., and :n::tul:le mnsmﬂus, tmmnscmus, rational and irrational aspects. The result of

_this is that the term “cognitive” is not precise when it is applied to social

phx:nnmena It would be mqre appropriate 1o use the word “symbolic®, which is

" -not the same thmg It is thus wmng to say that social representations are -::ugmuve

rcprcs:nmuon.s Psychosociologists tend to confuse cognitive and symbolic. If,

. as is claimed, the cognitive revolution iz behind them, the symbolic fevolution

+ has still to arrive and this also involves general psychologists. Without this revolu-

_tion, social repre.sentanmls ::.an only prmude a sma.'l] L'untnbutmu (Moscaviei,
lBEEa ?3 ‘lmr trans]auun}

& B}’ Iecallmg that reprasﬂntatmns ‘are made up n::rf a -fi guratwc
-~ and an abstract side, and of a combination of images and concepts,
= Moscovici (1985) reminds - us -that ‘sometimes .images “are ‘not
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mcogmzcd as su-::h anr.{ are n{)t thuught of as symbels, hut as

What surprises ma abcrut Ib-‘iﬁez‘s pﬂsmnn ls I:us prec:-ccupatlon

studies have tended to present as a highly mfcrmatwe eIe:nent and'
synthetic transiator of a set of symbolic meanings. In fact, how can’
one fail to include among the historical products of the “collectwe
memcrr)r” figurative and artistic pmductmrus (whlch have alwa:,rs
been a vehicle of S}'mbc:-hc rr:presentatmns, whether in liné with or -4
as alternatives to. the hegenmn.tc representations of the r.}ff'clai‘ '

culmre}, imgumtm ‘productions (narratives, songs, prcwerhs
individual discourses, etc.), and symbolic-ritualistic conduct (waf,rs
of doing things, celebratmns and 50 nn} whxch he hunstlf mdicates
(Ibénez, 1992 24). . -

Far i mu!r:mefkod appmac& to r.&e srudy of SR

In m}r wc-rk on SRs of mentai I].l[lE‘.SS (de’ Rosa, lE'S?b 1983& l:: 3
1994b,c; de Rosa and Iaculo, 1988), it was extremely useful to put‘.:
the verbal methods traditionally uised in psycho-social research .
(semi-directed interviews, questionnaires, scales of social distance,
semantic differential, free associations) side by side with -both
non-verbal instruments, less popular in psycho-social research i
(figurative drawing trials and textual tests), and the analysis of -
sources habitually used in research of a historiographic nature
and — unfortunately — not used by psycho-social research, suc‘n
as textual sources (from the official scientific and institutional -
culturc such as classic texts regarding the history of psychiatry and
legislative texts, and sources from popular culture, such as pmver-
bial sayings and expressions, turns of speech,‘etc.) and monugraphlc
sources ‘(artistic images, popular prints, ethnographic exhibits;
ex vofo, etc.) (de Rosa, 1987b, de Rosa and Sr:hurmans, 199{}3,
1990b). - : ke
. That linguistic pruductmns cannot be the only means of accr:—:ss tu
SRs is a methodological issie which I have discussed elsewhere’ (de
Rosa, 1987a, 1990, 1994b). I suggested adapting the meth{)dﬂloglcal
appmach to the polyvaleénce of levels of dimensional :analysis
implicit in the definition of SR and making the results bbtained ==
during the investigation problematic through an mteractwe readmg o
of methods used, data and statistical analyses. 7 - ilvoizic
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-~Among the various proposals of a primarily technical-statistical
nature present inthe literature (Degenne and Verges, 1973; F]ament
1986; Di Glacc-mn, 1931 1985 Le Bnuedec 1986; Amatum 198?
. Marmetu -1990; Dmse et al., 1992; Flf&-Schaw. 1993 Purkhardt
and Stockdale, .1993), my prepasai for the adoption of a multi-
methodological approach was intended to go in the direction desired
by Moscoyici {198613}, he indicated he was in favour of the adoption
of a cammuum “of methnds and not a spurmus summing up of
various methﬂds In other words, the muItlple use of various inves-
tlga-.tmn techmque:s on the same pupu]atmn with the goal of studymg
the interaction between method and results, ‘and with various
dimensional levels of the SR construct would, in my opinion, alwa}rs
involve the eruductmn of a series of h}rpntheses cnnnected with the
pcc:ﬁmt}' of the methods us:d in the elaboration of research plans
" as a“function of various levels of analysis of the same Objﬂﬂt of

represematmn {nnages -:rpmmns behawcrurs emkad evaluatmns '

emotmnal pal&nzatmns symhohc hehawuur, etc.). -

It shouid be remembered that — - and thlS is what gwas Ilfe to
50 many of the polcmms bmught up in the course of the thenretlcal
debate on SR — most research inspired by this paradigm has
focussed on revealing the components of “information”, “spinion”,

snmal ]udgment" and sberentypma.l lrnages regarding the most
dwerse ﬂ‘bjects {:-f representatmn, that is, on the contents which most
explicitly constitute the representational field and, secondly (but to
a much lesser degree), on the systems of propagation, diffusion and
. propaganda “of these reprcscntatmns ‘Even more rare in the
" literatuire pmduced up to now is attention to more latent dimen-
- sions, which are not limited to the socio-cognitive mediations
operated by language (with the procedural constraints implicit in
primarily textual productions, but also conversational productions)
on irrational components, on symbolic valencies and unconscious
-processes which, by the very definition of the construct, are con-
stitutive  of * social ‘representations involved in processes which
generate them and in the functions which regulate social exchanges
(see Kaes, 1989; Giust- Desl:nrmnes 1938 Jndelet 193% Sperber,
1989,71990; Carli, -1990). -
““Moscovici, - w1th regard ‘to questions of rnethod, has explicitly

.. affirmed that every class of SRs should be susceptible to'a partic-

“ular methodological treatment, respecting the conformation ‘and
dynamms pecuhar to'each of thc three classes of SRs sn:: far smgled
. out: AL T

292 Symposium on social representations - -

de Rosa

- 1) the closed social representations whose elements are found in a uniform and

-similar way in an entire population;.2) agonal or critical social representations
whose elements are ‘more or less the same in an entire pnpulatmn but whase
significance is determined by different and even contra.stmg values; 3) open sncml

“ representalions whose elements are distributed ammtg the various categmes of

".the population, such that it is necessary to put them mgether tn ﬂnd I]:tE.ll'
coherence, (Moscovici, I9B6B: 3) - .o n P b e

He believes that thc study of SRs shauld 1deauy lead tu a prncedure_
similar to that of an anthrupulog}" or a “clinical socmmgy” aimed at - =
creating “psycho-social archives” of the culture as a stock of hasxc =
materials for the analysm of values, ol’ affect and social thought” o

“Thus, if SRs are to he gathered — beyond their purer mfor-
mative elements — in “terms of their symbolic dxmensmn and'
“irrational” components, on a mntmuum of levels from “the
individual ‘to the coIlﬂctwe, the limits of the methudulaglcal
approaches based on qucst:onna.u'es and standard 1ntcr1.r1ews arr:
evident. Furthermore, as the new conversational approaches and the -
rhetorical analyses of conversation have shown, ‘very often verbal
pmductmns are treated i in an aproblematac and ae:nt:cal way bf." :
researchers Accnrdmg to Patter and Bﬂllg ' e

Once the research&r drawson the untotngy of cug;muwsm. whmh I:w.s been ref‘ ncd :
in the dccam:mallzed dcmaiu&d and unuultured universe of Iabﬂramry :
¢ experiments, there is no unpmhlemann way to connect these ideas to pmus;mg L
* of talk. By contrast, once the pragmatics and rhetoric of talk and téxts” are

theorized and analysed, the traditional ontology of cognitivism itself starts to

look fragile (Edwards and Potter, 1991). Indeed discourse analytic work poses
important questions for coamn'.rc psychelogists concerning what might count as

. anadequate explanation. (Edwards, 1991; Edwards et al,, 1992; Potter and Bnlhg. z
1992: 16) = -

Speclf' ic criticisms such as this one are we[cnme fm' ref'mjug':. 5
the epistemological choices involved in the adoption of certain =
methodologies. Research on SRs can only benefit from a sumlar =
level of methodological-theoretical problematics. I believe that -
these contributions (I do not see them as alternatives) integrate and
improve the SR paradigm which, precisely due to the complexity of -
levels of analysis which it claims to encompass, should be able to =i
lean on theories and more specific theory-based technigues which =
permit making problematic the spec:f:c stages in the process ‘of
psycho-social research, -

The position assumed by Do:se (1982 193? 1988 1993}.—-,1
balanced and open to a multidimensional view of sc:ientific research
work in the area of the critical- methodcloglcal debate, which fo
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some years has echoed the success among researchers of Moscovicl’s
proposal ‘of the SR construct as “a broad theory . .:'a general
theoretical orientation”; In underlining the validity of an approach
which is not sectorial, but which coherently integrates the various

'ma'thods in use in psycho-social research with the various levels of
analysis of the objects studied,‘Doise (1989a, 1989b, 1993) also takes
into account the specificity and relations of the construct of SRs
with respect to-other concepts of social psychology. !

In line with - these considerations is a recent article b:,r
Sotirakopoulou and Breakwell (1992). The reasons they put forward
for the adoption of various methodological appma{:has in the study
of SRs can he summanzf:d as follows: .

“1) The very nature of social tepresentatmns 1rf:|phes that we do not have a
simple construct that could be mvcsugated through a single method, success-
- fully. Instead of a simple consuw:t we have one that involves 1d¢as. beliefs,
walues, pramces, feehngs. 1rnages. attlrudes, knowlcdgt undetstaudlngs and
“explanations. ¥
Furthermore, one has to consider the socwl {sh:uedj nature of social represen-
‘tations as well as their functions (i.e., to enable individuals to orient themselves
and master their material social World and facilitate cummumc:_amn by providing
a code of naming and classifying {r.-'.[osmm:, 1973). 1

2) The fact that social representations acquire ‘meaning, stru::tur-: and Image

through verbal expression and communication creates one more complexity that

- has to be taken into account in the selection of methodology. ;
3) The nature of the construct leads researchers to ask different Tesearch ques-
" tions both about social repr:semaﬁcm {i.e., what IS a social representation} and
within social representations ‘(i.e., how they function, how they are ereated,
¢hanged and so on). These different research questions need to be tackled by dif-
. ferent methods. So, often, it is the specific target of the research that will dﬂf‘ ine

the research method(s).

This need far muln-mt:ihodolug;cal studies ha.-; b:en undemond by many
researchérs who often suggest that although their results provide some answers
to the questions they set out to investigate, other methods from the one(s) they
employed might give more and better understanding. [. . .

[. . .] our aim i5 not to diminish the value of any single methed. of gathering
data, but to suggest ways of using many different methods, acknowledging each
one's advantages and limitations, for a fuller ‘wnderstanding of social representa-
tions. [Soumkupuu!ou ami Breakwell, 1592: 30) -

However, he:yond their ewdent affinity for adopting a mult:lmeth{:-d
approach, they seem to have limited their choice of methodologies
of data collection to those instruments which are verbal {quesflun—
naires, in-depth interviews, attribute checklists) or textual (analysis
of the press). Neither do they seem to pay sufficient attention to the
formulation -of -specific hypotheses ‘of a methodological nature

-universes” and “reified universes” are, for Moscovici, motivationally.

294 Sjmpmfnm on_social representations .-

which would allow. predmtmn of results as a function of methods
used. “Instead, they seem more oriented toward a desnnptwe and -
summtng-up type of approach to the various techniques.== = 1oi3y
Similar ¢riticisms have been expmﬁsed by Uwc Flick {19‘:’!2} wha_.')
;udged “the combining of methuds as lack of methodc-log}' 00
rather as an absence of a well-connected theor;.r of technique. His -
comments do not however go, in the direction of demohshmg the
multimethod proposal for the’ study of SRs, but’ towards substan:
tiating 'it by means of an’ mterpretatw: approach ( reﬂexwe
mangulahcm”} which does not reduce it to pure eclecticlsm ar tn a
summing up ﬂf methods presumad to be. different: - .=L'-'__‘ - '

- Questionnaires, interviews and attribite. check-llsts are cpemu.u,g murc or lc.si on
the same track, even if the levels are different: all these methods producs | verbal v :

L. OE wm.tcu rcpons uf suh;ecuvc standpmnts Gcnuwltdgt, ftehngs images).
'_Ana.l!p'sea u? the nress give access to the social cuntcxts and hackground of such
_--_'__1tandpmnrs and so offer a dui‘fcrcnt type of data, but Still testlng on the Imrel
“of knowledge. But, the potential of triangulating different methudulugml
e .approa.chcs lics in combining different perspectives of rf.sma.mh and j in focusing
. on aspects of the subject under study which are as dszcren: as pussible [ ..]1 This -
o goa] can be reached, when we cr:rminne perspecuvaa a.uﬂ ‘methods mmmg gut two
central and differsnt aspects of, suciai rﬂa|:|m|eu=ntam::lr.'us+ ‘(subjective and .socm.'l}
. knowledge they consist of and actt-.rltm thmugh which thc:r are pmducr:d
mrcuIated and applmd (Flick, ‘19‘92 aﬁj

1 cnmpletely share this’ onentatmn and hupe that the i mcrease m
mveat:gatmns bascd on a medltated muitunethndnlnglca] plan f:an &
help research on SRs to leave behind an eminently descriptive view
of the objects studied and move towards an :nterprets.t:we dimension -
which takes into consideration the articulation among the various -
individual, social, historical-cultural levels that ‘intervene in the
structunng and dlfferentlafmg uf SRs as cnmplex symbnhc systems

B A e o

The dzsrmcnon befween consensuai” and “frezﬁed"’ i
umvemes PR bl A g

A final pnint in the metatheoretical debate concerns the &istiﬁ&ﬁuﬁ_;
between ‘consensual and reified ‘universes. -According to Wells
(1987), the statements regarding the distinction between “consensual

antecedent :and of primary .importance cnmpared'tn ‘statements
regarding the nature of reality-In other.terms it-is-as if these
statements -constitute for Moscovici:the epistemological presup‘
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positions for his theory; presuppositions that ‘Wells holds to be
unfounded. Similar _c_onmderatluns are r:xpressad by Robert Farr,
accardmg to whem' :

By msmmg that smeunsr.s live in a “reified universe™, that is virtually sanitised of

“-all soeial representations, Moscovici may be restdcdng, unwittingly, the applica-
tion of his own theory 5o that it does not apply to the activities of scientists [. . .]
Scientists in their everyday activities have as much nesd of social representations
as Ia}r men ancl wumn haw: {Farr 1587: 3151}

McKm.Ia}.r and Potter’s argument (198? 4‘?9} is analngous
refuung the distinction between scientific knuwledge and knr::-wl&dge
based on sumal Iepresentatmns, as long as the reason why scientists
should be immune from the effects of representations, unlike
nrdmarjr people, remains unjustified.

I would emphasize the timeliness of adopting a more dialectic and
circular réading which takes into account the overlap between “con-
sensual” and "‘relﬁed Miniverses”, “common sense” and “scientific
thought”, suppﬂrt:ng this arg'ument with results from my research
on SRs of mental illnéss in naive and éxpeért populations (de Rosa,
1988a, .1991). Using a bidirectional understanding .of social
exchanges (promoted by Moscovici, 1976, in his theory of social
influence), I would call attention to the fact that the same scientific
community is lmmersed -in a world dominated by common sense
and that what we might term the “interferences” between scientific
krmwledge and common sense sometimes remain inexplicit (2 sort
of tacit knowledge, anchored to simplified and prejudged views of
reality transmitted from the collective memory in which each
individual, scientist or not, participates) or acted on only in infor-
mal contexts of ‘production and exchangc of ideas, due to

ideclogical prescnptmus connected to one’s pro fessmna] role, which -

regulates and limits access to more cuded situations.

Among the most recent considerations regardmg this pomt are
those t:xprﬂssed by Réty and Sne]]man (1992), who take the question
‘of the dxffermt:atmn between smcntlfic thﬁug‘nt aﬂd commnn sense
back to the eprstemulag;cal choices implied by opposing orienta-
tions of contemporary social psychology. They suggest cntlcaJJy
rewewing the SR theory with rcspcct to the fﬂllcrwmg questmns* ;

=+ 1) Is the division belwezn thc scmnnt‘ ic wotld and the consensual weorld oo
‘categorical, and is research activity completely outside social representations? 2)
L Is Mu.smnms view of scicnoe mrerly genemlize:d e.8.s does all research aim at
makmg thc fam:liar unfamnhar — have not the su-cml sciences in partlcular been
a-::cused of repmducmg COMMmMon kncwtedgt* 3} Dn ‘the ﬁnrld.s of burcaucracjr

.data analys:ls, and fm' a possible theoretical reordering _ of ﬂl 5

&
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and politics, occupied with their abstract and technical concepts, a!.w creau
social representations? 4) How is the power structure of society reflected in
the creation and Estahhshment uf sm:ial repraeumnon_s"‘ {Raty a.mi Suellm.a.n
1992; 11) j

More recenﬂ}' Purkhardt {1993] has been very determ_med abﬂut 2

| this point:

Rather than pmﬂdmg a coherent’ t‘ramcwnrk for social rcprescntatinrns thenr:.r, 2
‘it engenders confusion and creates pmhlems for the dynamic, ‘'social construgs
tionist thesis of the theory..In conclusion, 1 would argue that the notion of -
the “reified universe”.is neither an essential nor a useful component of the ©
thwr:qu {. . .) The reified and consensual universes do not constitute two dlsunct

realities. Rathe.r. they embudy two B.Itemauw: and contradtntorjr eptst:mologtcs
(Purkhardt, 1993: 92) - :

The metath&uretmal debate on SRS rnust cunf mnt these a,nd nther
quesnons cha]lengmg the consastency of the “lonely paradigm” over 2
a longer period of time ‘than the df:cade which usually sees thf: 5
emergence and decline of a paradigm i in soc:la] psychology, until its
last exit from th& scene W.[oscnvlm 19844.:} In the wnrds of Ibé.nez 2

. the complexity of this quastion requires adopting a non discnphnary p-:rsp-ac S

'mrt. Social Psychology cannot do much by itself and it must integrate, at least, _ﬁ'
the tools elaborated by Michel Foucault and the knowledge generated by the Mew

.. Boclology of Scientific Knowledge (Latour, Woolgar, ste.). This mtc,grauﬂn is, _',-_f
; mdud thc task we simu]d facc in the present. [Ebﬁﬂc?.. 19'92 25)

Cﬁn.cluéinns

Ovcr thc la:-:.r. 30 }rca.rs, m European social ps}rcholog?, numemus
research prﬂ]ects haw: been inspired b)rthe SR construct, d!.ffﬂrﬂ[’lﬂ y
oriénted on the methaduluglcal {we] acccrrdmg to whether thejf
have been concerned with: {a} tha area of transmzssmn and
pupulanzauun of scientific knowiedge* (b) the processes underl;nng
the structurmg of knowledge {geuerall},r mvestrgated w1th EKPEI'I

mvestlgated in rf:al” ermrunments thruugh a mure descnpt:wc
ethnographic t_‘,rpe of approach. ™

The criteria utﬂjzed for deﬁn_mg SRs have not always been..‘-'
univocal, not m:ll:,r among these different areas of research, but also
within them. Therefore, the t:mf: i$ right for a reflection on ‘vali
methods in research on SRs, ‘on suitable statistical apparatus “for

e

uperatwe definition of the concept 1tself
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-The scientific debate has become increasingly lively due primarily
to -the intensification of research output using the théoretical-
empirical model of SRs as a reference parad1gm As always happens
during the phases in which a theoretical construct, from “concept” to
“construct” , progressively builds itself up as “paradigm”, the debate
has until now raised more questions than it has been able to resolve.

The hope for the future is that this metatheoretical debate will

advance the status and the level of scientific formalization of SR

. theory, just as the empirical research output has advanced our

" knowledge of numerous “objects” and “phenomena® of daily life

and understanding and has turned the interest of social psycho-

logists back to the real horizon within which the life Df real s-::-mai
beings takes place.
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