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ABSTRACY

The study of crislis research can gfve Information on two [ssues la thé
methodology of soclal science: the declslon to translate a research ldea
into actual practice, and the nature of the background of the research which
preserves the ephemeral data of historical events. The study was done wlith
the soclal scientlsts who conducted research on the assass(nation of President
Kennedy and a matched control sample of other soclal scientists.

The positions and Interests of the critlcal and control groups differed
1ftele, In fact, a majority of the control group was Interested in crisis
research and even had thought about dolng a study of .)e Kennedy assassination.
Organizational pressures seemed little effective as a reason for doing research.
Descriptions by the critical group of how they engaged in thelr study showed
a strong connecti{on to current research and a quick start of the actual
research process.

The principal factor which seems to account for the actlon taken by the

critical group Is the evaluation taken of the role of the sclentist. The con~

trol group Is less Interested In personal prestlge and more iIn communication. Fur-

ther the critical.group was more Incllned to take risks. Thls showed Itself

In the attitude toward research technlques, toward basic research as a3 risk-

taking enterprise and In gambling on financial support for thelr studles.




| NTRODUCT | ON

There are many ways in which the social sclentist can obtain his data and
many sources which he can use. In thls paper we shall be concerned with one
special kind of condition in which research can be undertaken. This is the
sltuation In which a unique event or ctlsis occurs within society which can
be used as a starting polint for research. We are dolng this for two reasons.

1. Study of research in a crisis glves an opportunity for an adequate
sample for Investigating the start of a research process. The precipitating
event which releasés possible research Ideas Is accessible to a whole range of
scientists. Casual observation, as well as some data to be reported later,
shows that most people trained in the social sciences have fnteresting ldeas
at these times which would be followed up, Starting with this common background
of many sclientists we find that relatively few research studies are actually
conducted, In effect, we have here a natural experiment. We are able to
study one experimental group (those who did undertake research) and compare it s
with a control group and thus study the characteristics of these people who
make a certain kind of résearch decision.

2, There Is 3lso a substantive interest In the kind of research actually
conducted here. The exlstence of empirical social sclence gives the possibi-
lity for better understanding cf current events and the possibility of pro-
viding future historlans with deeper understanding than is possible now for
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s importsnt, therefore, that some studies of
this kind are undertaken; but, at the same time, the unexpected nature and

the sudden demands which events of this kind make of the scientist, restrict
the kind of research to a few people who are willing and abie to do so. it
seems frultful,therefore,to Inquire who the people are and what the conditions

are under which this research Is undertaken.
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The event which we are using in this study Is the assass!nation of
President Kennedy. This event had a great Immedlate Impact on the whole
society and also, because of Its unlque coverage through the mass medla,
lent Itself relatively easily to any kind of study of individual or soclal
reactions. In addition, research on this toplc was also co-ordinated in
part and, therefore, it was possible to Identify quickly the people who are
éonducting research on the event. A confererce of some leading soclal
scientlsts In resea}ch organizations was called within one day of the assas-
sination and some major studies were planned at this time, In addition,

a clearing house was established, relatively well-publicized, at the Bureau
of Soclal Sclence Research In Washington, which coliected the type of
studfes done and the names of people Interested In these studles. This list
provided, therefore, a ready pool of researchers who had undertaken studies
In this crisis.,

in line with the two-fold purpose of the paper we shall fnquire both
into the ways In which people did approach these studies and how the studies
rélated to the c¢urrent work. Further, we shall want to compare the character-
Isgics of the people who did undertake this research with the control samplé
of people who did not,

Talking generally about the declsion to undertake the research, we can
jook at it as a special instance of undertaking any action. #Hotivatlon must
be strong enough to overcome all Inner and outer obstacles. That s, we
would expect pesonle to undertake [t who elther had very strong motlvation or
who had less restraint inside them to undertake research of this kind or
either support for doing so. Thus, we can identify the motivations for

doing this research such as conception of the function of the scientist cr
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a great motive to acquire knowledge; and, on the other hand, restraints which
would prevent a person from doing so, such as worry about funds or somewhat
rigld conception of the procedures of social research. Concretely, we should

apply thls model to the two ailms which we have stated before,

HETHOD

Questionnaires were sent to all Investigators known to be involved in
assassinatlion studies. The orlginal base of selectlon was a li-ct of profes-
sionais who had studied the Kennedy assassination or who had expressed in-
terest in these studlest 0f the 59 questionnalres sent to these people, 37
were completed and returned. However, four of these questlonnaires could
not be used In thls study because the respondents had been Interested In
assassinatlon studles but had not completed any themselves. The 33 respondents
whose names were Included on thls 1lst represent 54% of the 39 studies per-
formed by this group. The remaining 10 S's were suggested, on request, by
the other respondents. These 43 respondents comprised the ''critical' group.

A "control!' group was chosen matching the professions of the critical
respondents. The organizational directorles of the professlions of the critical
respondents served as the population from which the contro! respondents were
chosen. The procedure used was selecting the name immediately preceding and

gach eritical respondent. (in the

the name immedlately fo
case of p§ychology, this procedure was followed using the specific areas of
psychology represented by the critical group as the populatlons rather than
all the areas combined.] This selection procedure controlled for professional
differences between the critical and control groups, and the selection of two
control respondents for each criticai respondent assured a sufficlently large

comparison group.
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The 13-page questionnaire to the critical group Included three types of
questlons: objective, open-ended, and a diary. The flrst two types were
focused on political interests, attitudes toward research, specific Interests
related to the assas;!nation, the reactions of others to the study under-
taken oy the respondent, and methodological and situatiopal factors consldered
In planning the study., The dlary provided Information concerning the events
of November 22, 1963 {the day on which President Kennedy was assass!inated)
through November 30, 1963, More specifically, this Information was related
to thoughts and activities regarding the respondent's study as well as his
other major activities during this perlod,

The flve-page controi questionnalre was adapted from the other question-
naire and included many of the same questions. However, because the con-
trol respondents had not performed assassination studies, most df the ques-
tions related to these studles were omitted and those that were included were
asked hypothetically rather than factually. in additlon, there were some
questions regarding Interest in crisls research.

Sample Composition.

The professional and organizational situations of both the critical and
control groups were investigated for two reasons: one, to provide a general
p!ciurerof the background of the scientists who undertake crises research;
and two, to compare them with the control groups to see if thera were any
dissimiiarities which m}ght account for thelr group's involvement In the
assassInatlon studies. This Information is presented In Table 1; which deals

wlth the professions, professional positions, and organiaatiopal affiliations.
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INSERT TABLE 1 ABOUT HERE

These data Indlcate that the eritical respondents were concentrated in
the flelds of psycholegy and soclology more than la any other single field
and that most of them were university profassors.

Vhen comparing the two groups, these data Indicate that the method-of
selection of the control uroup, which aimed at matching the two groups pro-
fessionaliy, resul~ad In b.iancing both the professions and the organizational
affillaticns of the two groups. As ohserved in Table 1, the largest dif~
ference between the two groups on this varlable lles In the “director
category. A possible explanation for the small number of directors In the
critical group as compared to the number in the control group Is that directors
are more apt to supervise a study rather than participate directly [n the
research. In fact, several of the directors Included on the origlnal 1ist
did not fill out the questionnalre sent to them but had'a co-author complete
It Instead. Although thls @1fference between the two groups [s statistically
significant, further analysls Indléated that the positions of the respondents
dld not affect the answers to the other questions.

How the Studles were Performed

8efore discussing the question of motivation to do the studles and the
characteristics of the researchers, let us review the sequences of events
which led to the research and the kind of research Itself. Not surprisingly,
the respondents could not descrive axactly the creative process which led to
Initlation of the research. Reading through the dlaries on the questionnalire

one finds a pattern, starting with curlosity about some aspact of the
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situation after the first shock wore off. At some time, usually falrly soon,
this curicsity Is transiated Into an appropriate action. In answer to a
direct questlon, when they began work on the study, fifty~seven percent of
the 37 respondents, who gave the relevant information, claimed that they
began their studles withln three and one-half days after the assassinatlon
(i.c., by the end of November 25, 1963), and 89% specified that they took
concrete actfon on thelr studles within one and one-half weeks after the
assassination {l.e., by the end of December 2, 1963). Eleven percent sald
-they began after November 26, but did not give a more precise time. Six of
the réspondents dld not spec|fy whan they began work on their studies and
are not Included In the foregolng percentages.

A varlety of approaches.was used and the respondents were requested to
report the types of samples and methods they empioyed. The fact that President
Kennedy'!s assassination was a unique and unpredictable event and the fact that
most of the studies had little time for planning, as Indicated abgove, might
help explaln why 66% of the respondents. who answered the refevant question,
used subjects which were either involved In other research of the respondent
or were part of a convenlience sample (e.g., students [n an ongoing course},
Only 24% of the respondents employed a systematic sample and 10% secondary
data. Two of the respondents dld aot report this Information,

The respondents also reported that they employed one or a comblnation of

the methods presented in Table 2, The fraquencles represent the number of
respendants whe used the.technlque, whether 1t was used alone or in connection

with another method,

INSERT TABLE 2 ABQUT HERE
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In a further attempt to determine the manner in which researchers went
about to study the assasslination, let us examine a direct quest!on which
requirad the respondents to Indicate which of four possible reasons was most
appl icable to his declsion. Slxteen percent of the respondents sald the
study fit Into an ongoing research project, 21% sald It was related to
previous research, 26% sald it was of theoretlical Importance, and 37% sald
Its value was Inherent in Its unigqueness. The qualitative differences between
these reasons can be [liustrated by quotes from the diary and the open-ended
question concerning the reasons for pefformlng the study.

Onaoing research

082: "{ decided to ask some questions of college students about the
assassination at the end of the Interviews for my current study."

035: "My study'was In the fleld already. Modifled questionnaire to
cover the assassination.”

0l4: 'Felt current research activities In the regulation of aggression
were related to the reactions manlfested to Oswald and Ruby."

Previous research

0BL4: ''Had done previous study In role of personallity factors In
reacticns to Cuban crisis.!

048: ‘For the past few years | have been studylng situational anxiety...
Somehow | got the ldea of glving this questionnalre to my students. |
had done this also In the Cuban crisls..."

060: ‘''Declded on a dlffuslon study Ince | had done a couple already
A

atd was tamiiiar wi the ilterature.’

Theoretical Importance

011: YAlmed at phenomenology of the events and socio-psychological
explanations,"

086: “Sometime during the weekend | thought about what impact the
assassination of the Presldent and the later killing of Oswald would
have on peoplets {deas of human nasture."

022: :pyestlonnalre partly based on hypotheses In llterature on FOR's
death,
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Unlqueness

010: ‘'We had-‘once in a life~time' data to work wlth,"

037: '"'The opportunity presented [tself.'

051: '"Professional curiosity, take advantage of an unusual event.!

The specific problems investigated by the respondents ware examined both
quantitatively and qualltatively., A forced-choice questlion revealed that
of those who answered the question, behavioral reactions to the assasslnation
and transmission and reception of relevant information were cach studied by
17% of the respondents, emotional reactions by 39%, psychological analyses
of signiflcant persons Involved by 6%, and the resuiting changes in attitude
by 22%. Seven respondents gave either more than one answer or no answer at
all and were not included In the foregolng percentages.

The dlary provided addltional data describing In more detall the Interests
which [nfluenced the respondents to perform studies. The following are
examples of statements made by the respondents In relation to thelr study
toplcs:

C18: "At the time of the assassination | thought about doing a study...

because | am interested in the subject of content selection and dis-

tortion of the media,’

051: 'Desirability of doing a study where the intensity of emotlons
was so obvlous occurred to me,'

053: "Thought Tt would be helpful to obtaln a sample of Oswald's hand-
writing for purposes of persopaiity study.’

064: 'The research was related to a long=standing interest--personallty
and political oplinlons.”

050: "l suspect that the sight of the faces standing in line In
Washington, D.C., to view the casket, made me want to test certain
theorles about the occurrence of anomie as much as anythlng eise.'




Page 9

A further question asked whether the original fdea was their own or
whether théy were urged to do the research by someone else. Only four of
the respondents claimed that the first suggestion to perform an assassination
study came from a superior and of these, two were graduate students and the
Idea was given to them by professors, One respondent revealed that his
decision to perform the study came frcm reading In the newspaper that others
‘were doingnlt;_and for the remaining 85%, the idea to do a study was orliginally
their own or a colleague’s. This indicates that most of the experimental
respondents performed the studies as a result of thelr own Initlative and
that the data on their motlvations, attitudes, etc., can be used as {llustra-
tive of those leading to crisis research.

Were there any pressures agalnst doing the assasslnathn study? In
general, the respondents did not perceive any pressures, either Internal or
external, against performing an assassination study. Only two respondents
Indicated that they felt pressure from thelr colieagues and none of the respon-
dents Indlcated that they felt pressure from a superlor. Moreover, after
discussion of the study with colleagues, most of the respondents received
positive feedback. Of'those who discussed the study with colleagues, 78%
reported receiving reactions of Interest and only 22% received negative re-
actions which indicated that the study was inappropriate at the time. This

would seem to imply that social scientists in general did not object to the
performing of assassination studies and this, In turn, Indicates that there
were factors }n addition to lack of external pressure which influenced the
respondents to perform their respective studies. Another set of these questions

asked for personal reasons agalnst dolng thé study. Forty-flve percent of both

critlcal and control groups felt that none of the reasons, such as gullt feelings
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or using a calamity for one's own advantage--should deter one from doing a
study. Questlion by question, the respondents who did the study agreed more
wlith the actual negatlive statements than the control group with hypothetical
ones, The highest positive answer was for gullt feellngs and 40% of the
experimental group acknowledged having experienced some, while only 26% of
the control group gave It as a llkely deterrent. It Is clear that thece
feelings were not actual deterrents although they may have Introduced cautlon
In the actual conduct of the study; e.g., some studles omitted Interviewing

on the funeral day.

ORGANIZATIONAL PRESSURES AND FACILITATIONS

It might be assumed that the scientists who translated thelr ldeas about
assassinatlon studles into reallty could do so because of organlzatlonal
factors, Including pressures resulting from the respondent’s organizatlonal
affillation or professlonal posltion and the avallablilfty of flnancés:. Table
1 glves evldence that the first factor ls not significantly differcnt between
the experlmental and control groups and that, therefore, thls factor does not
explafn the reason for the declslon to perform the study.

There Is data, also, whlch.gives evidence that not all the critical
respondents had funds avallable to do a study and, therefore, that an avail-
abliity of funds was not a necessary factor for the decislon to perfarm a
study, Only 40% of the respondents, wh¢ gave the relevant Information, had
assurance of receiving the necessary funds and 28% reported that at the time
they answared the questionnalre for this study (July, 1964 - Dacember, 1964)
the costs of thelr studies had stiil not been met. The remaining 72% of the

respondents flnanced their studles by one or a comblnation of the means
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specified in Table 3. The avallablilty of funding does not seem to have a
decisive Influence In starting research, Contrary to expectation, organiza-
tional factors do not seem partlculariy Iafluential In engaging in crislis
research, The sllght differences whlch do exist--relatlve concentration of
the experimental group In unlversities and of the control groups in applled
settings--may rather be due to self-selection; 1l.e., individuals may seek to

work 1n environments whlch permlit them to do certain kinds of research,

INSERT TABLE 3 ABOUT HERE

e — ———— - —— o .- e e ——

Individual pressures are another condlition which might have been thought
to be Inflrentlal, One of these would be dissatisfactlion with ongoing or prior
research.2 This possibility was Investlgated and was not found to be signifi-

bcant. Table 4 reveals that very few of the respondents had been dissatisfied
with both thelr ongoing and prlor research and that most of the respondents

had been satisfled with both.

INSERT TABLE 4 ABOUT HERE

Related to this is the problem of pressures to publisk which was in-
vestligated In o-der to discover whether or not the respondents decided to per-
form an assassination study because they had been looking for a topic to study,
Although 374 of the experimental group revealed that they had felt pressure
to publish at the time of President Kennedy's assassination, only 5% had been
looklng for a problem to study and 93% were aiready Involved in a project.
These data, nlus the finding that on varlables related to factors influencing

the declsion, the respondents who felt pressure to publish did not differ
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significantly from those who did rot, Indicate that the decision to perform

the study did not result from a need to publish and a conzomitant search for

a toplec,

SIMILARITIES AND DISSIMILARITIES OF THE EXPERIMENTAL AND CONTROL GROUPS

Organjzational pressure or facjiitation cannot account for the eventual
declslon to undertake the assasslnatlon research. 7o obtain further clues,
we shall look now at.the attitudes of the researchers, about the general
fﬁnction of research operatlons and thelr own approach to It. We note first
that the dirference between the critical and the control group does not lle
in lack of interest in crisis research on the part of the latter group.

A serles of Tlve questions dealing with research lnterests and actlvities
relates to different crisis events, including the Kennedy assasslinatlon, re-
vealed that seven control respondents had no Interest In studying any of the
events, 35 had been !nterestedutp studfes done on one or more of the events
but dld not do any themselves, and i4 studled at least one event. {n fact,

39 of the FS control respondents had been Interested in dolng research on
the assassination. The small pumber of respondents who revealed no Interest
In crisis research compared to the combined number of respondents who were
interested In or performed at least one study Indlcates that the resaons the
control group did not perform studies of the Kennedy assassinatlion did not
stem, in general, from a lack of Interest.

In addition to research Interests, we might ask whether political Interests
differentlated between the two groups. when asked to report which of nine
political actlvities (e.q., participatlion in political demonstrationc, com-
dictuon of research for candldates or politlical partles, etc.), the mean number

of activitles In which the respondents had participated was 2,45 for the critical
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group and 2.88 for the control group. The difference between these two

means !s not significant and this indicates that pollitical Interests were not
signiflcant In Influencing the decision to perform the assassination studfes.
Eighty percent of the critical group and 73% of the control group had voted

for Kennedy.

Motlvation

We turn now to condlitions intrinsic to the role of the sclentist and his
motlvatlon for doing research. Apart from the motive to obtain knowledge.
(which we can assume to be common to all aclentists),two kinds of commitments
and motives are Important to distinguish: (a) the need to communicate know-
iedge, to make knowledge avallable to the whole sclentific community and
(b) the desire for recognition and prestige for one's discoveries. The
first corresponds to the value called communism by Herton3 or commonal ity by
Storer as part of the ethos of science, namely that the findings of science
are property of the whole community. It can even be sald that a fact does
not become part of sclence untll it |s communicated to one's peers and the
pature of sclence Is a soclal enterprlse.5 According to Merton,6 the second
motive Is practically a corollary of the first., As the sclentist does not
obtaln any property right on his knowledge, he is tralned to work for recogni-
tion as reward.7 However, too exclusive concentration on thls motlive may be-
come dysfunctlonal and hinder research work., Crisis research Is a risk-taking
venture and the potentlallty of furthering prestige Is, therefore, more ten-
uous than In other types of research, We would expect then that the critical
group would be more Interested In communication and less In Individual recogni-

tlon than the control group.
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Different motivatlion types were formed on the basis of the answers to
the followlng two questions:

‘ . "if you ha; the opportunity to discover Important facts in your
sclence but could not tell anyone about It, would you be likely
to do It

2, "f you had the opportunity to discover Important facts In your

sclence and could reveal the knowledge but not under your own

name, would you be llkely to do it?!
These questions were answered by the selection of one of five scaled answers,
ranging from ''definitely’ to "definitely not''; and for purposes of analysls,
groups were formed by dlchotomfz!ng the answers at the mean. (The means for
the two questions fell at different points along the scale.) Thus, the
answers to each of the questions were divided Into two groups.

It Is assumed that the sclentists who would perform research, even If
they could not tell anyone about 1t or could not reveal the knowledge under
their own names ' , would be very Interested
In the attalnment of knowledge per se. In other words, this group Is character!-
zed by a high motlivation to produce knowledge, regardless of the prestige In-
volved or of Its contribution to the exIsting bulk of sclentific knowledge,
and corresponds with the first type of motivatlon mentioned above. Because
of Its characteristic of high drive for the acquisition of knowledge, this
group will be referred to as the High Drive for Knowiedge group (HIKNO).

The scientists in the second group, would be less likely
to do research anonymously than those In the other two groups whether they
could tell about it or not, Rather than performing research principally
for the sake of acquiring knowledge, they are concerned wlth the external

rewards they will receive and hold the sacond type of motivatlion mentloned

above, This group will be referred to as the Low Drive for Kncwledge group
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(LOKNO), and Is characterized by concern for prestige resulting from research,

The last group is somewhat mcee compllicated than the other two because
It cannot be described by a simple high or low drive for knowledge. Thls
group Is motivated to produce kncwledge, as Indicated by Its answer to the anony-
mlty of actfon but will do so only when it s possible to reveal this know-
ledge. Thus, thls group Is motlvated to fulfill the functlons of sclence:
l.e., discovery of knowledge and_the subsequent dissemination of the knowledge’
and corresponds to.the third motlivation type mentloned above. Because thls
group Is characterized by a high drive for discovering knowledge whlch can
be used to contradict or modify existing knowledge or scienti{fic theory and
to precipitate research for new knowledge, it will be typed as the High Drive
for Sclience group (HiSCl1).

According to our analysis of motivation we can expect that the moti-
vation for discovering knowledge would be different for the two groups and,
thus, that there would be proportionally more critical respondents in the
HIKNO and HISCI groups aﬁd more contirol respondents in the LOKNO group.

Table 5 reveais that this prediction was borne out and Indlcates that It

was so good that there were no controls In the HISCI group.

INSERT TABLE 5 ABOUT HERE

An additlonal question, "! think of myself as a scientist first and a
cltizen second," provided additlonal evidence supporting the conclusion that
the critical group Is more of a sclence-orlented group than the control
group. The respondents were requested to rank, on a flve~point scale, from

"strongly disagree'' to ''strongly agree.'" Criticai respondents agree with this
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statement slgnificantly more than the control respondents (p<.03). The
questions which we have cited, and whizh discriminate between the groups, show
the Importance of fhe conceptlion of one's role as sclentist on crisls research.

Research related to crisls events, such as the assassinatlion, does not
necessarily manifest any Immediate or even potentlal practical appiicab!llty.
A crisis event is a sudden and rare {f not unique occurrence, and whan a

“sccial sclentist declides to perform a relevant study he ha; to be aware of
the fact that the .knowledge he discovers may have no pragmatic value.

Based on this analysls, we can expect that the control group would be
more oriented toward research for practical application than the experimental
group. This prediction was correct. In response to a question asking what
percentage of soclal science research should be geared toward the sclution of
practical problems, the means of the critical and control groups divfered
significantly at the .02 level {t-test) with the mean of the control group
being the higher.

The distinction between basis and app!led research has been much dis-
cussed and used as a basls for some Invidlous comparisons. For our present
purpose we are less Interested In the sponsorship or use of each type of
research but In the style of executing it. Dorwin Cartwright has suggested
that basi< research should be defined as !"that which has a low probablillty
of success, but whlch ylelds an enormous pay-off when it Is successful.!

By contrast, much appiled research Is variatlon, under some new condltions,
of procedures which are known to yleld a reasonable success. We can Interpret
the preference for applled research by the group In this light and surmlse

that the eritical group Is more llkely to be risk-takers In research.9
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The Investigatlon of risk~taking characteristics of the subject popula-
tion In thls study revealed that this assumption is true. The greater risk-
taking behavior of the critical respondents as compared‘to the contro] respond-
ents Is evidenced by a serles of questions. The respondents were requested
to rank a number of statements from 0 to 4, corresponding to ''strongly disagree"
to ''strongly agree.'" Table 6 presents the means of both groups for four of

these statements. As observed In thls table, the means consistently follow

INSERT TABLE 6 ABOUT HERE

— s e aw o ama s e e cmesm

the same trend. The statement regardling new methods of research ylelds a
significant difference between the two groups at the ,01 level (t-test) and,
although the other statements do not provide statlstically signlficant results,
they support the concluslon that the critical group Is more apt to take
risks and to be flexible In thelr research than Is the control group.
Additional data which suggest a greater flexlbllity in research methods
result from a question deallng wlth the textbook description of the ''ideal
way of dolng research. The respondents were asked to Indicate which steps
of this ""ideal! method they felt could be ellminated under tf.:e pressure.
Because the critlical respondents had performed Kennedy assassination studles
(most of which were done under time pressure) and because analysis had shown,
as mentioned above; that they were less rigid in thelr approach to research;
it was predicted that they would feel that more of these steps could be
eliminated than would the control group. This prediction was true: the
mean of the critical group was 3.55 steps an’/ ~ean for the control group

was 2.76. A t-test revealed that the difference between these means Is
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nearly signiflcant at the .05 level (t = 1,978). The favorlte candldates
for omisslon were: construct a theory (61% of critical and 6L% of control
group), read the Ilterature (51% of critical and 38% of control group) and,
test reliabllity (55% of critical and 35% of control group).

The differences between the HIKNG and the LOKNO groups when applied to
the problem of flnances manifest a re]atfohshlp with rilsk-taking characteris-
tles. In a question asking whether the respondent had tkought that the
avallability of funds would help or hinder him in carrying out his study,

" 15 respondents reported that they thought they would be helped and 12 claimed
that(they thought they would be hindered (the remalning 16 respondents gave
no answer). A chl square analysis {p<.05) revealed that the respaiidents who
vere helped by funds tended to be In the LOKKU gisup whils those who were
hindered tended to be In the HIKNO group. Thus; It seems that with a low
motlvatlon, an avallablility of funds was a partlal factor In Influencing the
respondent to do research; whereas with a high motivatiocn, the respondent
performed the research even without an avajlabillty of funds. [f we consider
a lack of avallable funds to provide a risk~taking situation, these results
Indicate that the scientlsts with a low metivation wil] be more Ilkely to do
research If there are fewer risks Involved, whereas scientlsts with a high
motivation wiil perform research even when there are obvious risks. This
style of research 15 aiso manifest In the actus!
Only 35% of the respondgnts clalmed that they conducted their study in the
time-honored framework of Introductcry methodology courses ''to test a theory.!
In additlon, slightly less than half the respondents acknowledged that they

were guidad more than usual by Intuitfon and hunches {n thls research.




Page 19

The differences between the HIKHO and the LOKNO groups In thelr attltudes
toward research were analyzed In order to better descrlbe the characteristics
of these groups. (The HISC! groups could not be Included because of the
zero cell in the control group.) When the critical and control groups were
controlled for the HIKNO and the LOKNO groups proved to differ significantly
In thelr ranklngs of two statements regarding ressons for performing sclentific
research. (ln both cases p<,01,) The LOKNO group ranked ''prestige in the
sclentiflc world'" higher than the HIKNO group and the direction was reversed
in the rankings of ‘knowledge for Its own sake regardless of its applicatien.”
These results illustrate more fully that HIKNO [s a knowledge-oriented group
whereas the LOKNO group Is Interested in research more as a prestige-providing

opportunity.

LONCLUS{ON

On the basls of the data collected, we suspect now that practically every
social sclentlst, faced with a sudden crisis In the soclety, has at least a
fleeting feellng to do some rescarch on this event, To at least o minimal
degree, means can be found to undertake a study. Thus, by and large, the
question of doing the research resclves ltseif to a problem cf Individual
declslon—making, of transliating desires Into action.

We found principally two personal conditions which distinguish those
Indivliduals who do engage In crisls research: perception of his role as a
scientist and wlil!ﬁgness to assume risks. Undertaking research when a
sudden opportunlty presents Itself Is In some respects the prototype of the
bas!s research situation. it cannot have been anticipated or speclfically
planned beforehand or tied Into practical application and s thus primarily

a fruit of Intellectual curiosity, The Insights which any crained sclentist
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can obtaln In casual observation have to be converted into data which can be
:- communlcated, Thus, the sclentist who accepts the regponslibllity of his
role will be most Iikely to undertake a formal research project at this
juncture, Further studies of this kind must be Improvised and practically
force the researcher into ploneering by using techniques of theoretical
hunches which he cannot be sure about, Thus the wlllingness of taking risks
In research without losing sight of research standards Is the second tralt
which we have [dentifled for crislis reséarchers.

The manner in which they approached the assassination studies Is not
too different from their usual way of proceeding and the description of the
procedure Is probably a somewhat sharpened plcture of thelr usual research
;tyle. We can see here the declslion to assume the role of social sclentist
and to look at events through the instruments of scientific methodology and

do this among a group who can do this quickly and effectively.




TABLE 1

Professional Position Of Critical And Control Groups .

PROFESS IONS CRITICAL CONTROL POSITION : CRITICAL CONTROL ORGANIZATION CRITICAL CONTROL
Communicatlions Research 1 0 Cl}nlcal Psychologist 2 5 Hospital y 3
Economlcs 0 ) Director 3 15 industrial
: Organization 0 5
Education 0 1 Graduate Student 5 0
. Private Practlice 1 2
Marketing Research 1 3 Instructor 2 2
Psychologlcal
Polftlcal Sclence 8 8 Professor 25 28 Clinic 1 2
rsychtatry 0 2 Research Scientist 5 4 Public School 0 2
Psychology i8 28 Nonclassiflable 1 2 Research
Institute 8 8
Socfal Werk 1 2
University . 33 . 31
Soclology 14 1
. Nonclassiflable 0 3

TOTAL 43 56 L3 56 43 56



TABLE 2

Methods Used By The Crltical Group For The
Collection of Data In the Assasslination

Studles
METHOD NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS
Content Analysls 4
Handwriting Analysls 1
Personal Interview 17
Questionnalre 20

Telephone Interview 6




TABLE 3

Methods Used By The Critlical Group
To Finance The Assasslnation Studies

FUNDS USED NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS
No funds necessary 10
Funds avallable at 9

the time '

Funds acqulred
through the
respondent?s 8
organization
Funds acqulired from
grant appllcations L
Not specified 2




TABLE 4

Feel Ings About Research Done At Time Of Assassinatlon
Or Immedlately Before the Assasslination

FEELINGS NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS
Satisfactlon with research done

Only at time of assasslination 2
Satisfactlon with research done

Only before assassination 8
Satisfaction with both 26

Satisfaction with nelther 7




TABLE 5

Motivation Types In Critlcal And Control Sroups

e 4 - - — e e - - e O m—— —he A % men - o ®em —— A —

CRITICAL CONTROL
Would do research If could not reveal
knowledge under own name.
Definitely 24 23
Would do research [f could not reveal
knowledge to anybody.
Definitely or Probably (HIKNO) 16 23
Possibly, doubtful or definitely 8 0
not (HiSCl)
Probably, possibly, doubtful or definitely
not (LOKNO) 19 31
54

TOTAL 43




TABLE 6

Heans Of The Crltlcal And Control Groups
On Risk-Taking Statements

STATENMENTS
" am fmpulsive In my work.,"

"If I'm Interrupted while dolng a study | get
upset."

| don't fike to try new methods of research.'

"] usually plan my studies well in advance.!

CRITICAL

1.81

1.26
54
1.79

CONTROL

.45

ln65
.95
2.13
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