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Abstract

Science — technology and politics are two factors which influence
human life of the contemporary era most deeply and markedly. Sci-
ence — technology becomes primary productive forces and first spiritual
culture creative power, and even is regarded as fundamental and deci-
sive elements of social ideology of the contemporary era and overall
national strength. Politics becomes a concentrated manifestation of all
kinds of social forces corresponding science - technology , which domi-
nates the creation and allocation of the whole social interests and hap-
piness,, and become the most powerful controlling elements of all kinds
of social lives of human.

Science — technology is an activity for human to realize and re-
make nature. This kind of activities spreads out under a certain social
and political background with the economical basis. Science - tech-
nology activities influence social lives profoundly, and at the same
time, they can not go beyond limitations of social elements. As a con-
centrated manifestation of economy and other social elements, politics
restrains the interests and rights of all kinds of social phenomena in-
cluding science - technology by the great power. Politics has profound
influence on science — technologys developing direction, scale and e-
ven acting mode, and dominants the allocation of its resources and re-

sults. Politics and science — technology appear an inter - effective act-
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ing procession, namely they two are in interaction. However, the inter
— affection between politics and science — technology has good and vi-
cious nature. Interaction between science - technology and politics ap-
pears evidently two extremities of goodness and viciousness in the con-
temporary era. We should try our utmost to probe the mechanism and
law of the inter — affection between science - technology and politics to
diminish vicious conflictions and advance good interaction.

The Introduction firstly elaborates the background of reality and
theory, meaning and assumption on the study of this thesis.

Contemporary science — technology and politics become the grea-
test influential two systems of human life, and they are exerting inter
- affection or inter — action. The interaction between science - tech-
nology and politics has a good nature or vicious one, and both of them
are of great meaning to contemporary human society. The good inter-
action could advance science — technology sound developing, and even
more benefit politics and whole society improving. This affection is of
grandiose especially in the contemporary era, even concerns to the fate
of a state and nation. However, the vicious interaction or confliction is
also very important to human. It not only brings fatal attack to science
- technology and politics development, but also endangers the whole
human beings existence and development. Obviously, it is very im-
portant to probe the origin of confliction between science — technology
and politics, to realize the law of interaction between science - tech-
nology and politics and to probe the good interaction way between sci-
ence - technology and politics.

Probing the relationship between science and politics in theory is
penetrating in foreign countries. From M. Weber, F. Hayek, J. D.

Bernal, B. Barber, the Frankfurt School, the Social Constructionist,
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to J. Ellul, L. Winner, D. Bell, E. Morin, as well as contempo-
rary political scientist D. H. Guston, etc., all of them contributed
to this greatly. By some reasons the study on the relationship between
science — technology and politics is still weak domestically, but some
scholars have probed it in some degree. From the studying method and
angle of foreign and domestic scholars, people have probe some as-
pects in contents of relationship between science — technology and pol-
itics or concerns only some concrete fields and phenomena; even some
scholars study the science — technology policy by unfolding it from
macro — examination to micro — examination. In general, there are
lacking overall systematic and deep study on the interaction mecha-
nism between science — technology and politics.

When we have pondered the relationship and interaction mecha-
nism between science — technology and politics, we will find probing
the spacious belt between science - technology and politics is worthy.
That is the space of interconnection and interaction between science —
technology and politics, namely the space between science - technolo-
gy and politics. Accordingly, in particularly, the author establishes
the structure and interaction mechanism of the space between science
- technology and politics as his studying angle and subject, and fur-
ther more, find three basic inter — tensions in this space: value ten-
sion, power tension and contractual tension. Of course, the main con-
tents of this thesis are to probe profoundly the law of these tensions.
Above this basis we go step further to probe the way of harmonizing
tensions in the space between science - technology and politics, and
the way of good interaction between them.

Chapter 1 basically elaborates the nature, structure and tension

of the interaction space between science — technology and politics.
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What is called the nature of the space between science - technol-
ogy and politics here, mainly probes if there is a different and con-
necting inter — space between science — technology and politics. If
there is, what kind of condition the space is. There are three typical
views about this problem. The first, science - technology and politics
dont mutually connect in essence, and the difference between them is
basic. This is the typical science - technology neutralism absolute
space. The second, science — technology and politics could not be di-
vided at all, and they are connected closely to weave a kind of "
seamless web" in which they two have no relative distinguishing inter
— space. This is the typical view of social — constructionist. The
third, the views of relative space may be apt. There are obvious
differences and close connections in the relative space between science
—technology and politics. To the condition of the space between sci-
ence — technology and politics, the absolute — space arguments consid-
er there is no interaction between science — technology and politics;
“seamless web" arguments consider there is no basic interaction be-
tween science — technology and politics, they two are if the same body
without saying; the relative space arguments generally admit there is
an interaction between science — technology and politics, which breed
a kind of organism ecology space, the views consider there are exist-
ence of organic — action and " ecological" feed back mechanism be-
tween science - technology and politics.

While observing and studying the space between science — tech-
nology and politics from systematical viewpoints, we will find three
basic structure elements, namely value, power and contract. It is the
three elements that combine the two relative distinguishing systems of

science — technology and politics closely and make them inter — restrict



12 MEBEEZ F% N

and inter — repel. Further more, when we probe the origin, motive
force and mechanism, of course, among these three elements there are
three basic tensions —value tension, power tension and contractual
tension. What is called here, the tension simply speaking, means act-
ing forces which inter — connect, inter ~ restrict and inter - repel be-
tween science - technology and politics. Value tension means devia-
tion and coincidence of value direction between science - technology
and politics; power tension means the relationship of interference and
independence between science — technology and politics; contractual
tension means the relationship of researching activities of delegation
between subjects of science — technology and politics. The mechanic
combination of three kinds of tension repels the interacting relationship
of science — technology and politics to go to depth constantly.

Chapter 2 probes the law of separating — uniting and organic uni-
tary effect of value tension in the space between science - technology
and politics.

The essence of value tension in the space between science - tech-
nology and politics lies in separating — uniting of two value - directions
of them. The common value - direction of science and politics is the
existing base of its value tension. This kind of common value — direc-
tion regards human radical interests as its dividing line and value — u-
nity also has a question of if it is good. As the same, there are good
and vicious differences of value — deviation between science — technol-
ogy and politics. Some conflictions are benefit and the others are
harmful. There is a special compromising mechanism of science -
technology and politics value ~ direction when it comes true.

The first, the common value — direction of science — technology

and politics bases on the human interests. They respectively act as




