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The process of science
I. Research (local)

A scientific proposition must be unambiguous, transparent, falsifiable 

! Based on well-defined statements that can be proven wrong and on reproducible 
experiments
 
 

II. Publication (community)

▪ Reaching the consensus about the validity of the proposition, which promotes it  
to a scientific fact : PEER REVIEW  

▪ Assess the importance of the proposition by fitting it into the broader scheme  
of scientific knowledge: EVALUATION
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New social logic : 
«  Do unto others as you would have them do unto you »
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Privatization : heavy scientific and 
economic losses

I. Privatization of the evaluation:
▪ Conservatism, dogmatism
▪ Clientelism
▪ Competition does not focus on quality

II. Privatization of the peer-review:  

▪ Impossibility for two people to cover all possible problems in a limited time
▪ Anonymous, biased and random refereeing
▪ Economic inefficiency  

III. Privatization of the dissemination:
▪ Exorbitant cost
▪ Chaotic dissemination
▪ Open access


