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From the point of view of setting up the theoretical analysis, the focus is on the theory and the social practice is considered less interesting. It concentrates on the topics and the problems, not the persons, or people, or nations who are, by chance, involved in the ongoing social events. The theoretical spirit is critical and foresees certain issues, which can detect certain theoretical trends, most of them already visible in the Western civilizations, especially in Europe. 


Admitting this assumption, the first theoretical problem is that of the scientific research instrument of the theory, which, from my point of view, is the logical structure of a social science theory. 


The problem of relation between logic and sciences in general, and particularly its relation to social sciences, has been prevalent since antiquity. It was related to the elaboration of Aristotle’s logic which meaning was ab initio that of organon, i.e. a science instrument. 


In this view, Aristotle can be named a “creator of sciences”. By the means of logic, he has set the roots of a science labelled by his successors as traditional or classical. His logic is in terms of the German classical philosophy, the Logic of Reason, proceeding from logos which means ratio. 


The expression “logos tes ousias”, or “ratio substantialis”, means “reason of being”, corresponding to the notion as “notio rerum”, which is a form of thinking, bounded by the pronounced word, that is expressing the nature of things The-To-Be of them. In this way, Aristotle “made” ethos from ethics; poiesis from poetics; bios from biology; physis from physics; politeia from politics etc. In all these cases the science represents The-To-Be or the nature of the investigated field.


Notio thus means “research”, “investigation”, “knowledge”, “cognition”. All of Aristotle’s scientific treatises were composed by a critical part referring to the other points of view, and by a historical one referring to the evolution of the outlook, or the studied field. Essentially, they constitute the foundation of logic. 


�
The method is as it follows: firstly the delimitation of the investigated field; then the identification of the basic notions; then their definition and classification; then, to set up the connections among notions, the principles that govern the field and the following consequences, if they are observed or not.


It is easy to see that, in this case, we are dealing with an application of the three branches from the Logic of Reason: the notion, the judgement and the reasoning. 


Thus, if discussion in physics is about space, time and motion, or in politics about state, family and master, it is discussion about the types of relations among these. If the logical structure of a science is founded, it is applied in its turn to the different conditions and particular circumstances. It leads to hide the logical mechanism of research and allow for a direct confrontation between the researcher and the topic. 


There are presently nine social sciences or theoretical disciplines: 


politology


sociology


economy


history


anthropology


philosophy


geography


psychology and,


linguistics. (Dogan, Pahre 1993: 17)


These are also official social disciplines. (Dogan, Pahre 1993: 10) Some of these need more explanation. Anthropology, for example, does not involve the meaning “medical anthropology” here, nor psychology the meaning “social psychology”; geography is reduced almost to demography, but philosophy and linguistics have only few sociological aspects. 


An Inter-discipline that may be more illustrative, are: historical sociology, bio-sociology, international political economy and psycho-economy. (Cf. loc. cit.)


The derived character for the majority of these social sciences resides in the fact that they are found again, in one form or another in Aristotle’s Politics. Much more, Aristotle himself detached and treated economy separately in comparison with politics.


Though some of the social existence fields seem remote from each other and the corresponding disciplines are quite separate in time, they are kept together as categories by their reason for being, i.e. by the principal target of the social theory itself.


�
One consequence of ignoring the logic or of “leaving it out” in the course of science development is a lack of a clear difference between raw existence and real existence which is evident in the social sciences, particularly in History. What is History dealing with? With historical events as such, or with notions, categories and historical laws, or knowing and interpreting the historical events? Or is it production, control and manipulation of these events? The state of affairs is not so clear. We are dealing with raw social existence in the first case; with the history as science in the second; and with the real social existence in the third; interpreted, transformed etc.


In the last case, the problem of relationship between social theory and the social practice appear simultaneously.


Evidently, social theory refers to the scientific aspects and not to the social existence. Social practice refers to the real existence, interpreted on the basis of a social theory. But even in this case something is missing – that is the logical base of the theory, i.e. the connection itself between social existence and nature – ousia – of the social being.


The foundation of a social theory can be done only in a logico-philosophical way. It appears there is problem of method, which is nothing else than the modality to apply a kind of logic to a certain theoretical object.


Social theory development in the last century proves without dispute that the social sciences are not founded on a single logic. To the extent that the social sciences work with usual notions, definitions, classifications etc., they operate with the traditional Logic of Reason; to the extent that they refer to the relational state of affairs, they operate with the logic of symbolic i.e. mathematical type and in categories referring to totalities and to processes, they operate with dialectical-speculative logic. (Habermas 1972: 159) The concrete situation is not so simple. There are supporters of one or another form of these logics, who try to impose it as the single valid tenet in the prejudicing the others. They do so either by reducing the field of the social sciences to empirical phenomena, events corresponding to preferred logic, or by trying to build global social reality i.e. reasonable social theory, on a one single logical foundation. In both cases, controversies come up and their support is for sure a logico-theoretical one. The real fact that they have, in addition, an ideological support is another problem. It is about “scientific objectivity” (Popper 1972: 107), which is not based only on observations and measurements – as it is in the pattern of the natural sciences – reflected by probability calculus or statistical calculations. It is about a finding a direction to logic of interpretation, a hermeneutical logic, which is based on the logic of deductive reasoning which is the principle of knowledge. (Lipps 1938: 40)


As a case study, I intend to discuss a problem-solving topic in the sociological framework of the state of affairs and social events, which place social theory in the field of the practical and pragmatical activities. From this point of view, it is evident that politology is not political activity and a theorist of politics is not a politician. The logic of the social sciences is the base of the social theory, not the social practice. That’s why when we speak about social theory, it is far from discussing social activity.


�
Similar way to the study case, I mentioned that for some decades the challenges to social theory increased as a consequence of the technological revolution in the seventies and after the collapse of the Communist regime. The economic and political ramifications in Eastern Europe in the last decade engaged ample processes of social and economic reforms. These changes generated a lot of questions concerning their fate and unfortunately many of them without a convincing answer. 


The strong position of technology at the end of this century, deserve consideration, because it cripples the traditional theoretical network of metaphysics. It brought about its own theoretical framework based on two (or more) dogmas of empiricism and created distinct theoretical milieus: historical, cultural or pure philosophical ones.


One special difficulty investigating the evolutionary process of this technique is the to define of the technical revolution as a social process which is contaminating the technical revolution with ideological elements from the social revolution. The problem of technique must be approached on the assumption allowing the essential distinction and the specific conceptual difference between technology and humanism. 


The core of as such case investigation is the concept of technoscience. (Hottois 1990: 18) This concept designates the phenomena of an intimate fusion between contemporary science and technology. The borders between them became blurred. From the philosophy field, an ethical outlook must be selected in order to measure the progress in man and to solve the social and anthropological problems set up by the technoscience structure. 


The problem of the ethics in relation to the technology is not a new one. Technique in the 20th century is Einsteinian, but has deep roots in Greek Antiquity, when knowledge and wisdom were not separated; when man performed evil only by ignorance; when the philosophical manner of life was considered the best; when Good, Truth and Beauty converged. 


Today, the Greek paradigm must be made active again. But the moral dilemma of the contemporary theorist is that “fundamental knowledge is a good in itself, in spite of the ways they can be applied”. It sets free the outlook of an endless progress of technoscience. At the same time, “an entire technological process can be contested from a moral point of view, because it aims exclusively to the disastrous practical purposes” thus “the technology to produce evil is evil in itself”. (Bunge 1984: 391-392) 


Technoscience designates the general process of technification of the science as well as the labour, the management, and the law. This began step by step in such a proportion that the sciences became dependent on new technological instrument. The technification became of a crucial importance for the development of the each particular research discipline and for the development of an entire group of sciences. The instruments and techniques provide the vehicle for men and ideas, to drive to one discipline from another. 


The instruments determine the type of knowledge because they make usable a certain type of data, they suggest problems as well as solutions for them. 


�
The technification is also evident in the social sciences starting with the end of the Second World War. The use of such sciences in social engineering has its purpose in a large spectrum of the applied social sciences which answer the social requirements and political commands imposed by a need to control and to lead both the hostilities and the welfare of the society. The result was a sciences dedicated to “the useful knowledge” production. (Lindblom, Cohen 1979: 62) Each, of these sciences is based on a systematic technique and procedure without imposing extensive instrument. Such techniques process a type of research of a high theoretical level, analytical or even ratio-speculative one.


The techniques to collect and process statistical data are applied in many specialized social studies, in many branches of sciences, from psychology (in IQ tests) to the political anthropology (opinion pulls). The mathematical modelling techniques are effective in social sciences such as economy or strategical analysis based on game theory. (Boudon 1970: 509) For the type of theory, which involves modelling and mathematical calculus, the computer became a necessity for saving time. Concurrently, the computer inevitably imposes its own technical requirements over the type of information which can be processed. In the case of social theory, the quantification and the assistance by the computer is relative to an adequate technique for determining the intercourse and the degree to that something can be measured. There are fields, which use the qualitative or non-quantitative techniques with help of a computer based on the als ob reasoning type (as if in English, in Slovak ako keby). The techniques of political analysis, or military conflict analysis, or text interpretation, or historical research, could be taken as examples here. 


In this view, social theory was employed in the following research directions in our Institute:


I 	The elaboration and investigation of the new concepts from the ontology of the human as:


1)	The logic of the social and political decision.


Freedom and terror in the history, from the metaphysical sense to the neo-conservative one.


3)	The epistemology of the history.


II	The second direction is to study the scenarios, between possible and probable, about the modernization, the transitions and political changes in Europe, stressing on the evolution of Eastern Europe. The work conjecture in this case is that we do not watch end of the history, as Fukuyama had described, but to raise the bid on the new coordinates, which represents new challenges for social theory. A tangible indicator is the first edition of “European Journal of Social Theory” in 1998, by the University of Liverpool, conceived as a promotion for social theory research, which will become relevant in connection with the 21st century challenges. As a matter of fact, our Institute is printing “The Social Theory Review” under the auspice of the Romanian Academy


III	Another mode of operation is the evaluation of the doctrines which deal with theoretical substantiation of an united Europe and the confluence of Eastern Europe into Western Europe through a comparative analysis of civilizations as a possible answer to the clash of civilizations that Samuel Huntington asserts.


�
IV	The final path deals with “the new theoretical wave” which adapts classical doctrines of liberalism, or social democracy, or neoconservatorism to present-day problems caused by the new political systems, new social and institutional structures, the industrialization and urbanization processes as well as the ecological degradation of the human condition. 


Finally, allow me to point out that the exchange of the ideas at the ESSC2 is one of the greatest opportunities to identify and investigate major common topics concerning the expectations and the realities in a changing Europe as theorized by social scientists.
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