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TT100 and conspiracy mentality



TT100 and Innovation potential SII 2023 
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GLM [General linear model] – beta values in relation to comparator

Dep var: ML Beta values for TT technocracy tolerance [Pillars]    [gender  n.s.]
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GLM [General linear model] – beta in relation to compactor [dissatisfied]

Dep var: ML Beta values for TT technocracy tolerance [Pillars]    [gender, rural-urban n.s.]
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•Dep Var: TT100_micro
•Partial Correlations   
•Ceteris paribus
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                      indifference                        TT techn tolerance [pillars]
 mistrust [players]     indifference about scientists 

Scientific Autonomy  

high

Low 
Trust in Science

No  research 
under Populism

Research ‘guided’ by 
technocratic control

1. Trust and mistrust are two dimensions
2. mistrust demands control / TT accepts control by science 
3. Optimal autonomy of science at mid-level indifference 
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London, 2022

London Theatre scene 2022 …………about Robert Moses and Finnuala Connell on LOMEX….

The making 
and unmaking 
of a 20th C 

technocrat
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Technology is the continuation of politics by other means, 
and this politics is based on assumptions. 

The play puts remarkable words into Robert Moses’ mouth as he is variously 
challenged by his loyal assistant Finnuala Connell , e.g. 

• ‘Your principle error is this: to imagine that the people’s views are of any 
importance at all’

• ‘We must advance their fortunes without having any respect for their opinion.’
• ‘People don’t know what they want until they have it’
• ‘The people’s resistance is always wrong-headed’ 

One vividly images these statements in an opinion poll with usual Likert scale 
agree-disagree and wonders who might agree or disagree with these propositions? 
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Tech-Oligarchy

Die Zeit 
[Hamburg] 
19 Sept 2025
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Research by conversation …..  Recent conversations about 
technocracy point towards important truths …. 

The Wengenroth Theorem: there is no technocratic era or 
country, but technocracy is a constant temptation of 
scientific elites, what varies is whether they get away with 
it.

The Nowotny Theorem: crisis and emergencies are 
technocratic moments; the issue is when to relax again



Correlative validation – co-variance with PEW 2017

21/01/2026 ENRIO25 2025 19



ENRIO25 2025 2021/01/2026



What do we need to make 
plausible and clear, how 
we got to these results?
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selecting individual trust items EB516 2021 
e.g. no_option trust
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Aggregate metrics: Acceptance, Polarity, Ambivalence, Uncertainty

Convenience [e.g. EB2021]:  
You just look at tables in reports;
compare across different items

Acceptance score = [agree – disagree] / [agree + disagree]

Acceptance =  {[13.4 + 36.0] – [17.1 – 6.3]}  / [13.4 + 36.0 + 17.1 + 6.3]  = 0.31        [-1  <  X  <  +1] 

Polarity  =  outer bracket / inner bracket = [13.4 + 6.3] / [36.0 + 17.1]  =  0.37    [- 1  <  x  < + 1]

Ambivalence = %NN responses = 0.26    [0 < x < 1]

Uncertainty = %DK = 0.014       [0 <  x < 1]
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Trust L1 – Pillars ‘technocracy tolerance’

TT100 - An implicit syllogism in societal space

As, because ….. 
S1: we have no-option but to confide in techno-science [agreed]; 
S2: truth cannot arise from industry funded research [agreed]; 
S3: there is no use for wider participation in decision making [agreed], 
S4: we recognise the epistemic authority of science [agreed]

Therefore, thus ….. ‘me and my fellow citizens are TT’ . 

The distinction between ‘true science’ and ‘industrial research’ (S2) 
echoes an old technocratic trope against vested interests in Gov.  
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Trust L2 - Players  [Goodwill]

Gdwill100 - An implicit syllogism in societal space: 

As …. 
• S1 Scientists are reliable [well described]
• S2 Scientists are honest [well described]

Therefore ….
• S3 I attend meetings about science and technology [freq.]; 
• S4 I take part in scientific projects as citizen scientist [freq.]
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Correlative validation 

21/01/2026



EU regions in four types  [n=300+]
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Micro-level Analysis
[Bauer et al. 2025]
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TT = 
no_option + no trust in industry 
+ they talk enough + know_best [binaries]

Goodwill = 
reliable + honest + attend meetings 
+ take part in citizen science [binaries]
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Micro-level analysis [n=37,000]
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Results of regressions ……
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2012 2019

The research programme
Unfolding

Start: Royal Society of 
London Conference 2007 

Network MACAS

Mapping the Cultural 
Authority of Science
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