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SUMMARIES

THEORISTS VERSUS BEHAVIORISTS

Some aspects of a contrast within American political science
by A. de Swaan

The development of a strict methodology of observation and analysis in social
science has always met with resistance. In the current debate on this topic in the
United States two positions can be distinguished.

There are the ’theorists’, who find their inspiration in the work of recent philo-
sophers such as Marcuse and Sartre; they rate the formation of a political theory
as a first priority. And there are the 'behaviorists’, whose first care is for scientific
method. This contrast is reviewed on the basis of the document Political science
at Berkeley, which was published anonimously by a group of students. The
criticism of these students can be summarized under the headings ’commitment’
and ’relevance’. As far as commitment is concerned the critics reproach the
behaviorists for not taking stands in important contemporary moral issues, and
for identifying with the status quo. The author argues that what leads to accept-
ance of and identification with the existing political order, is mot behaviorist
methodology as such, but rather the mood of the behaviorists.

As far as 'relevance’ is concerned, the critics are impatient with the futile detail
analysis and data collecting of the behaviorists. The behaviorists’ use of a strict
methodology of explanation by generalisation, leads to a reduction of the scope of
analysis. And then only the ’easy’ aspects (‘easy’ to quantify, ’easy’ to collect,
etc.) are analyzed, and discontinuous developments are neglected. The author
argues that the lack of a dynamic theory of the political process is an impediment
indeed for political science, but that, again, behaviorism as such cannot be accused
of being ’conservative’ or "conformistic’: the refutation of race theories for example
was rather a radical undertaking. It is concluded that for the time being it is not
necessary to lay other bounds on political science than those that follow from the
claims of rational debate and intellectual honesty.

DIPLOMACY: AN ORGANISATION IN TRANSITION
by ]. Niezing

Any organization can be described in terms of internal and external functioning.
There are clear connections between the two, and these connections become the
more apparent in cases of rapid structural change. Hence structural changes within
organizations can be tackled, sociologically, by analyzing these dynamic inter-
relationships.

In this article an effort is made to study the foreign service from this point of view.
Diplomatic organizations exercise some political functions; part of these political
functions are policy-functions. As far as these are concerned, a distinction can be
made between information, persuasion and advising (functions). Due to a
number of external factors (such as improvement of communications, rise in the
number of states, growth of the importance of multilateral negotiating activities,
etc.) some shifts occur in the importance of these functions as a whole — as
compared with those of competing organizations — as well as in the relative
strength of each of them.
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At the same time some important changes in the internal functioning of diplomatic
organizations manifest themselves. Allmost all foreign services are subject in
several ways to a process of internal differentiation. These processes have to be
examined carefully in order to be able to understand some problems the foreign
service is faced with nowadays. Part of these problems have a temporary nature
and can be understood as 'resistances to change’; another part however, can be
expected to have a more permanent character. All in all, these problems can be
described in terms of ’basic dilemmas’ facing the organization as well as the
profession. As such, three 'dilemmas’ are mentioned here, and they are indicated
as conflicts between ’elite orientation’ versus ’structure orientation’ (Galtung),
‘generalism’ versus ’specialist orientation’, and ’bureaucratism’ versus ’inter-
mediarism’. Each of these three dichotomies is described in detail; these descript-
ions served as the main purpose of this study. At the end of the study a number of
relations between organizational differentiation (types of specialists, types of
career expectations, educational backgrounds etc.) and divergences of professional
orientations are indicated, hypothetically. It is suggested that almost all diplomatic
organisations may be described in terms of these three basic dilemmas.

METHODOLOGY OF DETERMINING POSITIONS IN THE U.N.O.
BY ROLL CALL ANALYSIS

The Netherlands and the Question of Apartheid in the General Assembly,
1952—1956

by W. M. Mazee

The position of a country in the General Assembly is defined as the whole of
formal utterances of that country in the General Assembly in terms of pro or
contra something or somebody. While "position’ as such shows how Pro or contra
a country is, it is argued that it makes more sense to compare the position of one
country with the positions of other countries.

In the General Assembly a country can sponsor, speak or vote. It is argued that
the best way to determine the position of a country is by using roll calls. The
implications of selecting a number of roll calls for analysis — as is usually done —
are discussed; the author defends his view that no selection should take place and
that all roll calls should be used for the analysis. Another problem discussed is how
to select a panel of countries. This selection depends upon the question studied,
and on this basis the author indicates which countries should be represented in
the panel, in order to study the position of the Netherlands with regard to the
apartheid question.

As to the problem of quantifying voting behavior, two techniques are distinguished,
ie. that of Alker and Russett (World Politics in the General Assembly, New
Haven etc., 1965), and that of Lijphart ("The Analysis of Bloc Voting in the
General Assembly: A Critique and a Proposal’, American Political Science Review,
57 (1963) and others who compare the percentual agreement between pairs of
states. The implications of both techniques are discussed.

The apartheid question is discussed against te background of these methodological
studies. Of all countries in the General Assembly to take a position on this question,
the Western countries most approximated the South African position. The
Netherlands took a middle-of-the-road position, showing more agreement with
South Africa than for instance Denmark, Italy and the United States, and
showing less agreement than Belgium, France and Great Britain.
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THE COMPOSITION OF THE NETHERLANDS PARLIAMENT,
1965—1967

by C. H. van Alderwegen

A comparison is made of the average age and length of membership of members
of parliament in 1965 and 1967.

Average age has decreased in the Second Chamber (table 1) and increased in the
First Chamber (table 5).

Table 2 and 6 give subdivisions by party and agegroups for the Second resp. the
First Chamber.

Average length of membership has decreased in the Second Chamber (table 3,
subvisions in table 4) and has increased in the First Chamber (table 7, subdivisions
in table 8).
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