
 

All Established/Modern Science – Nothing 
but an Asch Conformity Experiments? 
By Dr. rer. nat. habil. Norbert Schwarzer 

Human beings are social beings and depending on their intrinsic state of individuality, in order to be - 
or to count as - social at all, they show, even have to show, some conformity in group behavior (see 
appendix of this paper and references given there). This conformity seems to strongly depend on age, 
sex, culture and status of educa�on. The conformity behavior is the building fundament for all sorts 
of mass forma�on processes and – o�en - irra�onal psychoses on a social, par�ally even global, scale 
[1]. Thereby, most interes�ngly, in average, it is not necessarily the higher educated showing more 
individual strength. On the contrary, one finds that with increasing educa�onal degree, which is to 
say, �me spent in the current “knowledge” transfer system, (IMPORTANT: in the modern educa�on, 
or “Knowledge” transfer system) the irra�onal conformity behavior can be observed as significantly 
increased [1] compared to the “ordinary man on the street”. Thereby, it can mathema�cally be shown 
[2] that this propor�onality has nothing to do with the knowledge being transferred, but with the way 
this transfer is taken place and the social environment in which this happens (c.f. also [3, 4]). We find: 
It the so-called social precondi�oning of the more “educated” individuals within the system of 
educa�on, leading to the deindividualiza�on effect, severely suppor�ng irra�onal mass forma�on and 
conformity behavioral paterns. Based on a fundamental Quantum Gravity approach (e.g. [3, 5, 6, 7]), 
the deriva�on [2, 4] of a generalized form of the so-called Dunning-and-Krueger effect [4, 8, 9] covers 
not only the problem of an individual over-confidence (“mount stupid”) behavior at lower levels of 
knowledge, but also explains the reason for irra�onal group behavior when certain precondi�on 
paterns are trained in connec�on with the apparent educa�on. In this context, the so-called 
“educa�on system” is o�en about anything but knowledge transfer and educa�on but rather a 
domes�ca�on, deindividualiza�on and conformity training boot camp. Logically, the more �me is 
spent in this system the more compliant, the more irra�onally willing and the more mass-
forma�onally prone and ready are the resul�ng “individuals”. 

De facto, the current educa�onal system might be capable of filling people’s brains with certain 
knowledge but this – obviously – comes with the cost of also addling those people’s minds in a way 
that they do not only lose significant parts of their individuality but also their capability of system II 
(cogni�ve and ego-deple�ng) thinking mechanisms [2, 10]. 

This all results in a prety simple ques�on: 

How can we trust a science being run by “scien�sts”, who have almost all gone through the standard 
system of educa�on, thereby being subjected to the precondi�oning treatment, which is leading – 
more or less - only to conformity rather than good training of true innova�on, crea�vity, produc�ve 
thought algorithms, search strategies for alterna�ve analysis concepts, holis�c system anamnesis and 
real cogni�ve (system II) problem solving? 

We do not even need to concentrate on explicit and unambiguous examples like the recent covid and 
climate psychoses, where science has literally wet itself with embarrassment, but just consider how 
par�ally dumb-dogma�c the established scien�fic community is defending certain narra�ves… no 
mater how illogic, non-illustra�ve or even downright stupid they are. 

The inventor of the Asch experiment, Solomon Asch once stated: 

"That intelligent, well-meaning young people are willing to call white black is a mater of concern." 



 

What he obviously did not realize was the fact that it is the whole science which is full with these 
“well-meaning ‘young’ people”, being trained not much (or even nothing) else but conformity, 
incapable of produc�ve discourse and true problem solving, simply because they have been educated 
never to ques�on the established narra�ves. 

Example 
Demonstra�ng the “conforma�ve stupidity” of current science in all main fields is almost too simple 
to be even considered a real task or worth a sec�on in this paper. 

Especially in socio-economic, medical, didac�cal, ethical, philosophical, psychological, poli�cal 
“sciences” and all other low- or non-rigorous fields, the effect of dogma�c conformity and the 
subsequent system immanent dumbness is so obvious and omnipresent that we leave it to the reader 
to point these effects out in those fields. 

Here we explicitly want to pick an example where due to the apparent rigorousness, residing in the 
science, one would assume that the effect is at least significantly less present than in those so� 
sciences men�oned above. Thereby, we don’t even need to extract controverse, long-debated (but 
s�ll almost tabooed) topics like the interpreta�on of Quantum Mechanics, the (depending on the 
field of applica�on) rather arbitrary concept of evolu�on, the meaning of molecular folding in 
biological informa�on storage, the strange dimensionality of String Theory and the non-illustra�ve 
concept of space-�me curvature. Instead we are going to consider the clearly quite mathema�cal 
problem of sta�s�cs of ensembles with atributes of almost con�nuous distribu�on. We know that 
there is a set of perfectly well-derived and well-established equa�ons. This concerns the so-called 
expecta�on value, variance, skewness and all other (higher order) sta�s�c deriva�ves of observables 
of systems. Everybody who ever did something in sta�s�cs knows these equa�ons… and most people 
just used them without ever ques�oning or at least cri�cally applying them. 

But there is a simple and rather obvious ques�on, one should immediately come up with when 
seeing these equa�ons [11, 12]. 

“How can these formula be correct without showing any sign of dependency on the number of 
degrees of freedom the system holds?” 

The fact that the equa�ons work (in most prac�cal applica�ons) should never lead us to the 
conclusion that they are also complete and correct. It is our scien�fic precondi�oning which makes us 
not even consciously see those flaws, not to men�on addressing and discussing them. 

… and RASA®? 
At RASA® we will try to establish a different form of educa�on. 

We want to have cri�cal thinking instead of dumb acceptance, crea�ve usage instead of dogma�c 
belief and conscious produc�vity instead of automated processing. 
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Appendix: The Asch Conformity Experiments? 
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia (en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Asch_conformity_experiments) 

In psychology, the Asch conformity experiments were, or the Asch paradigm was, a series of studies 
directed by Solomon Asch studying if and how individuals yielded to or defied a majority group and 
the effect of such influences on beliefs and opinions.[1][2][3][4] 

Developed in the 1950s, the methodology remains in use by many researchers. Uses include the 
study of the conformity effects of task importance,[5] age,[6] sex,[7][8][9][10] and culture.[5][10] 

Ra�onale 
Many early studies in social psychology were adapta�ons of earlier work on "sugges�bility" whereby 
researchers such as Edward L. Thorndyke were able to shi� the preferences of adult subjects towards 
majority or expert opinion.[3] S�ll the ques�on remained as to whether subject opinions were actually 
able to be changed, or if such experiments were simply documen�ng a Hawthorne effect in which 
par�cipants simply gave researchers the answers they wanted to hear. Solomon Asch's experiments 
on group conformity mark a departure from these earlier studies by removing inves�gator influence 
from experimental condi�ons. 
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In 1951, Asch conducted his first conformity laboratory experiments at Swarthmore College, laying 
the founda�on for his remaining conformity studies. The experiment was published on two 
occasions.[1][11] 

Method 

 

One of the pairs of cards used in the experiment. The card on the le� has the reference line and the 
one on the right shows the three comparison lines. 

Groups of eight male college students par�cipated in a simple "perceptual" task. In reality, all but one 
of the par�cipants were actors, and the true focus of the study was about how the remaining 
par�cipant would react to the actors' behavior. 

The actors knew the true aim of the experiment, but were introduced to the subject as other 
par�cipants. Each student viewed a card with a line on it, followed by another with three lines 
labeled A, B, and C (see accompanying figure above). One of these lines was iden�cal in length to that 
on the first card, and the other two lines were clearly longer or shorter (i.e., a near-100% rate of 
correct responding was expected). Each par�cipant was then asked to say aloud which line matched 
the length of that on the first card. Before the experiment, all actors were given detailed instruc�ons 
on how they should respond to each trial (card presenta�on). They would always unanimously 
nominate one comparator, but on certain trials they would give the correct response and on others, 
an incorrect response. The group was seated such that the real par�cipant always responded last. 

Subjects completed 18 trials. On the first two trials, both the subject and the actors gave the obvious, 
correct answer. On the third trial, the actors would all give the same wrong answer. This wrong-
responding recurred on 11 of the remaining 15 trials. It was subjects' behavior on these 12 "cri�cal 
trials" (the 3rd trial + the 11 trials where the actors gave the same wrong answer) that formed the 
aim of the study: to test how many subjects would change their answer to conform to those of the 7 
actors, despite it being wrong. Subjects were interviewed a�er the study including being debriefed 
about the true purpose of the study. These post-test interviews shed valuable light on the study—
both because they revealed subjects o�en were "just going along", and because they revealed 
considerable individual differences to Asch. Addi�onal trials with slightly altered condi�ons were also 
run,[1] including having a single actor also give the correct answer. 

Asch's experiment also had a condi�on in which par�cipants were tested alone with only the 
experimenter in the room. In total, there were 50 subjects in the experimental condi�on and 37 in 
the control condi�on. 
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Results 
In the control group, with no pressure to conform to actors, the error rate on the cri�cal s�muli was 
less than 0.7%.[1] 

In the actor condi�on also, the majority of par�cipants' responses remained correct (64.3%), but a 
sizable minority of responses conformed to the actors' (incorrect) answer (35.7%). The responses 
revealed strong individual differences: 12% of par�cipants followed the group in nearly all of the 
tests. 26% of the sample consistently defied majority opinion, with the rest conforming on some 
trials. An examina�on of all cri�cal trials in the experimental group revealed that one-third of all 
responses were incorrect. These incorrect responses o�en matched the incorrect response of the 
majority group (i.e., actors). Overall, 74% of par�cipants gave at least one incorrect answer out of the 
12 cri�cal trials.[1] Regarding the study results, Asch stated: "That intelligent, well-meaning young 
people are willing to call white black is a mater of concern." 
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