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ABSTRACT 

This t h e s i s  is concerned wi th  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

between thought and ac t ion  a s  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  

construed i n  t he  t h e o r e t i c a l  perspec t ives  of f o u r  

t h inke r s  who have addressed themselves t o  the  quest ion 

4L.A . . -2 -A- -L2  
vr U ~ I W  rjaru U G L ~  c ~ b ;  G~i8;i:i~i11trii0n o r  ikougklt and i t s  

consequences f o r  s o c i a l  ac t ion .  The f o u r  t h inke r s  a r e  

Erving Gof fman, Alfred Schut z ,  Karl Mannhe im and 

Claude ~ 6 v i - S t r a u s s .  

No at tempt i s  made t o  t r e a t  the  e n t i r e  works of 

these  fou r  t h inke r s  i n  t h e i r  sys temat ic  context .  Ins tead,  

a s e t  of f o u r  ' v igne t tes '  i s  presented,  i n  which some 

of the  major arguments i n  t h e i r  respec t ive  wr i t i ngs  a r e  

i s o l a t e d  and discussed.  These include:. Goffmanvs 

concern f o r  the  i nd iv idua l  and the  l a t t e r ' s  at tempts t o  

s u s t a i n  se l f -value;  the  concepts which Schutz develops 

concerning the  phenomenology of the  s o c i a l  world and h i s  

argument regarding t y p i f i c a t i o n  a s  an i n t r i n s i c  aspect  

of the  o r i e n t a t i o n  of a c t o r s  t o  t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n s ;  

Mannheim's examination of the  r ami f i ca t ions  of s o c i a l  

exis tence  i n  the  formulat ion and re-f ormulation of 

thought-s t ructures ;  and ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ' s  at tempts t o  

generate  ' s t r u c t u r a l '  models of the  c o l l e c t i v e  thought- 



iv 

systems of ' p r imi t ive1  s o c i e t i e s .  

The first chapter  p resen ts  a genera l  synopsis  I 

of  the  fou r  perspec t ives  and po in t s  out  c e r t a i n  

epis temological  l inkages  between them, The f o u r  sub- 

sequent chap te rs  t r e a t  each perspect ive  i nd iv idua l ly  

and i n  more depth. The f i n a l  chap te r  r ep re sen t s  an 

at tempt t o  a r t i c u l a t e  some of the  i n t e r s t i t i a l  connect- 

ions  among these  fou r  r e l a t i v e l y  d iverse  perspect ives .  

These connections a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  a genera l  philosoph- 

i c a l  s i m i l a r i t y  i n  dea l ing  wi th  knowledge as a p a t t e r n  

of communicable ideas.  It i s  argued t h a t  i t  i s  the  

c o n s t i t u t i o n  of symbolic cons t ruc t s ,  t h e  process whereby 

those  symbolic cons t ruc t s  a r e  maintained and the  manner 

i n  which they f i n d  t h e i r  d i s s o l u t i o n ,  which provides 

t he  key t o  t he  r e l a t i o n  between thought and a c t i o n  and 

between s o c i a l  s t a s i s  and s o c i a l  change. Symbolic 

concepts a r i s e  i n  the  s o c i a l  process and a r e  maintained 

o r  sus ta ined  i n  correspondence with p rax i s .  Dissolut ion 

of symbolic concepts is  a phenomenon which is accompanied 

by r e f l e c t i v e  e f f o r t  and occurs a s  a r e s u l t  of d i s junc t -  

i o n  between p r a x i s  and theo r i a ,  Concluding comments 

d e a l  wi th  the  problem of ca t ego r i za t ion  as a  func t ion  

of human thought, the  dilemma of e x i s t e n t i a l  thought i n  

t he  s o c i a l  mi l ieu ,  and t h e  paradox of on to log ica l  

c e r t a i n t y .  
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Introduction 

Within recent  years,  the  sociology of knowledge I 

has been developed and extended t o  cover aspects  of 

s o c i a l  l i f e  which did not f a l l  wi thin the rubr i c  of 

thought of such o r i g i n a l  proponents of t h i s  d i sc ip l ine  

as Karl Marx and Emile Durkheim. It was the achievement 

of the l a t t e r  thinkers  (with o thers )  t o  r e s to re  the 

individual  and h i s  thought t o  the s o c i a l  context i n  

cont rad is t inc t ion  t o  the c l a s s i c a l  theory of  knowledge, 

inspired by Locke, which detached the knowing subject  

from the s o c i a l  milieu, and yet  sought t o  va l ida te  

knowledge by an ana lys is  of t h a t  subject .  

Wl1i7,st not ex;?lici+,ly ccncerned with the 

philosophical  basis  of the sociology of knowledze i n  

. f t s  present s t a t e ,  t h i s  t h e s i s  has a concern with the 

implications of the  f a c t  t h a t  thought is t i e d  i n  a 

continuous r e l a t ionsh ip  t o  s o c i a l  existence.  In  t h i s  

kegard, t h i s  t h e s i s  examines aspects  of the  work of 

four  thinkers  who have addressed themselves t o  the 

question of the e x i s t e n t i a l  determination of thought 

and i t s  consequences f o r  s o c i a l  action.  These th inkers  

a re  Erving Goffman, Alfred Schutz, Karl Mannheim and 



Claude ~6vi-~trauss , 

The t h e s i s  dea l s  only with v ignet tes ,  a s  i t  

were, of tho wri t ings  of these four  th inkers  and no 

attempt i s  made t o  t r e a t  t h e i r  e n t i r e  works i n  t h e i r  

systematic context.  

-- me first chapter out l ines ,  i n  synoptic form, 

the perspect ives  of $hou@;ht and s o c i a l  existence which 

a re  considered general ly  representat ive of the 

t h e o r e t i c a l  pos i t ion  taken by each thinker. The four  

subsequent chapters  present,  v ignet te  form, 

expanded vers ion of these perspectives,  coupled with 

some in te rp re t ive  c r i t ic i sm.  The f i n a l  chapter 

represents  an attempt t o  mediate those perspectives 

i n  terms of some general  proposit ions concerning the  

r e l a t ionsh ip  between thought and s o c i a l  ac t ion ,  with 

p a r t i c u l a r  emphasis on the processes of the  

cons t i tu t ion ,  maintenance and d i s so lu t ion  of symbolic 

concepts, and the p r a c t i c a l  character  of knowledge, 



CHAPTER I 
A general  synopsis of the four  perspectives - _ I _  - - 

It is  intended i n  t h i s  chapter t o  present,  i n  

synoptic form, the v a r i e t y  of perspectives concerning 

the r e l a t ionsh ip  between thought and ac t ion  which a r e  

exhibited i n  the  work of Erving Goffman, Alfred Schutz, 

Karl Mannheim and Claude ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  a s  a  prelude t o  

the  individual  presentat ion of v igne t t e s  of t h e i r  work 

i n  subsequent chapters. 

Each th inker  occupies himself with a  r e l a t i v e l y  

bounded range of i n t e r e s t .  It i s  not the  in ten t ion  of 

this, o r  subsequent chapters,  t o  e n t e r t a i n  an 

exhaustive exegesis of t h e i r  t h e o r e t i c a l  pos i t ions  

to to .  Comparisons i n t e r  se  i n  terms of philosophical  - 
and t h e o r e t i c a l  pos i t ions  w i l l  be offered and s p e c i f i c  

s i m i l a r i t i e s  i n  t h e i r  respect ive approaches t o  t h e i r  

subject  matter  w i l l  be out l ined a t  the end of t h i s  

chapter, 

In  general  terms, the range of i n t e r e s t  f o r  

Goffman i s  microsociological,  but the ramif icat ions  of 

h i s  t h e s i s  extend beyond h i s  ana lys is  of p a r t i c u l a r  

s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  i n  the a s se r t ions  he makes concerning 

the  r e l a t ionsh ips  between interpersonal  exchange, 
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cognit ion and the awareness of s e l f :  Schut z contr ibutes  

a s e t  of hypotheses which dea l  with the processes of 

perception i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  act ion,  the s o c i a l  e f f e c t  of I 

the  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of knowledge and the manner i n  which 

aubJective meaning a t t a i n s  object ive f a c t i c i t y :  

Nannheim o f f e r s  a number of proposit ions deal ing with 

the generic character  and der iva t ion  of epistemological 

err-me as ~ > - i i k i i ~ e G  fii sub-groups of complex soc ie t i e s :  

Eevi-Strauss completes the quadrant i n  h i s  t rans-  

c u l t u r a l  axioms dealing with implacable pa t t e rns  

ingrained i n  the human i n t e l l e c t  which a re  supposedly 

responsible f o r  the shape of things b u i l t  by man as a 

c u l t u r a l  being. 

The d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  frames of reference out l ined 

above have i n  common a s t r e s s  on the importance of 

cognit ion and perception i n  s i t u a t i o n a l  contexts a s  

the  bas is  f o r  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of motives f o r  act ion,  

They a re  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  i n  terms of a reas  of i n t e r e s t ,  

but t o  a l e s s e r  degree i n  terms of the philosophical  

influences behind t h e i r  respect ive paradigms. 

The p r inc ipa l  focus of i n t e r e s t  f o r  Goffman i s  

the individual.' The - explicans f o r  Goffman is the 

maintenance of a viable  i d e n t i t y  o r  self-concept and 

the r e l a t ionsh ip  of t h i s  human motive t o  another 



problem, namely the  a r t i c u l a t i o n  of t h i s  need by 

ind iv idua l s  i n  t h e i r  a s soc i a t i on  wi th  each other .  The 

explicandum f o r  Goffman is derived from a syn thes i s  of I 
I 

i deas  put  forward by William James, George He Mead, 

Georg Simrnel and Emile Durkheim. 

I n  the  genera l  (if r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t )  t r a d i t i o n  

of symbolic i n t e r a c t i o n  theory,  Goffman starts w i t h  t he  

i nd iv idua l  a c t o r  and views l a r g e r  a b s t r a c t  complexes as 

r e s u l t i n g  from the  hnter l inkages  and i n t e r r e l a t i o n s  

among a m u l t i p l i c i t y  of i nd iv idua l  ac to r s .  Such 

complexes cannot be understood without  reference t o  the  

importance of symbols a s  the  communicative means used 

t o  express  r e l a t i o n s  among supe r io r s ,  i n f e r i o r s  and 

equals ,  Concerned as he i s  wi th  the  emergence of 

i d e n t i t y  and wi th  the  importance of recogniz ing the  

s ign i f icance  of d i f f e r e n t  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  as arenas  

$ *+" 
f o r  the  c o n s t i t u t i o n  and p o t e n t i a l  d e s t r u c t i o n  of 

CI 

se l f -value ,  Goffman p laces  himself a t  some d i s tance  

from the  t r a d i t i o n a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  of the  sociology of 

knowledge, which has tended t o  def ine  s o c i a l  r e a l i t y  

not  so  much i n  terms of i nd iv idua l  o r i e n t a t i o n s ,  but 

i n  terms of the  poss ib le  emergent p r o p e r t i e s  o r  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of human c o l l e c t i v i t i e s .  I n  t h i s  sense,  

he would appear t o  be more sympathetic towards W i l l i a m  

James' no t ion  t h a t  the d e t e c t i o n  of t r u t h  r e q u i r e s  an 



examination of the  personal  psychology of any ind iv idua l  

who a s s e r t s  the  t r u t h  value of h i s  s ta tements  - and f o r  

whom t r u t h  i s  a very personal  business.  Thus, Goffman is  I 

i nc l ined  t o  assume a p o s i t i o n  perhaps bes t  described as 

ind iv idua l  pragmatism, i.e., t o  the  a c t i n g  ind iv idua l ,  

s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  is t h a t  which provides an 

expedi t ious  mechanism f o r  producing the  sense of primary 

value of s e l f  as a meaningful ob jec t .  

However, t he re  is a secondary theme i n  Goffman's 

work which provides a bridge between h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

of t he  gener ic  b a s i s  of s e l f  and those i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  

which s t r e s s  the  importance of c o l l e c t i v e  ana lys i s .  

For desp i t e  the  a t t e n t i o n  which Goffman g ives  t o  the  

importance of the  manipulation of the  symbolic mode of 

comun ica t ion  on the  p a r t  of the  i nd iv idua l  as he 

endeavours t o  p resen t  himself i n  the  most ins t rumental  

fashion,  the  symbolic mode i t s e l f  r e q u i r e s  co-operative 

e f f o r t  f o r  i ts  sustenance. The po in t  t o  be made here is 

t h a t  whilst Goffman is concerned t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  t he  

manner i n  which ind iv idua l s  attempt t o  d i f ferent ia te  

themselves from the c o l l e c t i v e  represen t  a t  ions  which 
2 

a r e  imputed t o  t h e i r  r o l e s ,  those  same ind iv idua l s  

must be aware of the  t y p i c a l  response conveyed by the  

symbolic cha rac t e r  of an a c t i o n  o r  a s e r i e s  of ac t i ons ;  

and t h a t  even the  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  from such a t y p i c a l  



response must be made in such a way so as to convey 

meaning to others, Thus we find that when Goffman moves 

from the analysis of discrete situations (which are I 

presented in order to illustrate the techniques of 

interpersonal adjustment and impression management ) 

and addresses himself to the manner in whish different- 

iated impressions are sustained over time, he finds 

that his socio-psychological approach is not entirely 

adequate : 
"An individual's use of a second- 
ary adjustment is inevitably a 
social-psychological matter, 
affording him gratifications he 
might not otherwise obtain. But 
precisely what an individual 
'gets out of a practice is per- 
haps not the sociologist's first 
concern. Prom .a sociological 
point of view, the initial quest- 
ion to be asked of a secondary 
adjustment is not what this pract- 
ice brings to the practitioner 
but rather the character of the 
social relations that its acquis- 
ition cnd maintenance re quire, 
This constitutes a structural as 
opposed to a consummatory or 
social-psychological point of 
view, Given the individual and 
one of his secondary adjustments, 
we can start with the abstract 
notion of the full set of others 
involved,,,to consider the char- 
acteristics of this set: its size, 
the nature of the bond that holds 
members in it and the type of 
sanctions that ensure maintenance 
of the systemOn3 

This acknowledgement of the importance 

recognizing the structural implications which 
k 

of 

follow 
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from the ana lys is  of how individuals  a t  tempt t o  'manage? 

t h e i r  i d e n t i t i e s ,  i n  ad jus t ing  themselves t o  abnormal 

s i t u a t i o n s ,  does not mean t h a t  Goffman abandons h i s  I 

t heore t i ca l  predisposi t ions  w i t h  respect  t o  the 

instrumental funct ion of consciousness i n  bringing the 

individual  i n t o  a more serene adjustment t o  the problems 

of h i s  existence. This w i l l  be discussed f u r t h e r  i n  the 

next chapter, 

Even the most unorthodox in te rp re ta t ions  of 

r e a l i t y  (unorthodox here meaning the a n t i t h e s i s  of 

( o f f i c i a l '  s tereotypes  i n  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s e t t i n g s )  

requi res  a system of common meanings which is re f fec ted  

i n  the ( s t r u c t u r e '  of the group; the symbolic represent-  

a t i o n  of the a c i t  i v i t i e s  of inmates of i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  

f o r  example, d i f f e r s  according t o  the audience before 
4 

whom the a c t i v i t y  i s  presented. This suggests t h a t  the 

system of o r i en ta t ion  is  not necessar i ly  bound t o  the 

concrete arrangements of which the individual  i s  a 

pa r t ,  but t h a t  symbolically defined type-constructs of 

r e a l i t y  a re  developed i n  terms of d i f f e r e n t  co l l ec t ive  

concerns. 

Like Goffman, Schutz i s  in te res t ed  p r inc ipa l ly  -- 

i n  the  o r i en ta t ion  of the individual  a c t o r  towards the 

s o c i a l  world and i n  the  correspondence of i n t e r -  

subject ive experience, Unlike Goffman; Schutz is more 



concerned w i th  the examination of the phenomenological 

bas is  of s o c i a l  ac t ion  on an abs t rac t  l eve l ,  than with 

the descr ip t ion  of ac tua l  s o c i a l  events i n  empirical 

si tuations ' ,  For Schutz, there  a re  a  nwnber of fundament- 

a l  presuppositions which underl ie the 'common-sense' of 

everyday l i f e  . These presuppositions, which include the 

c e r t a i n t y  of the indiv idual ' s  own s e l f  -existence and the 

acceptance of r e a l i t y ,  a l s o  involve the notion t h a t  

r e a l i t y  i s  seen a s  a  uni ta ry ,  connected world i n  which 

others  l i v e  as uni ta ry ,  connected selves ,  In  developing 

his  concept of the 'na tura l  a t t i t u d e '  of everyday l i f e ,  

Schutz extends Edmund Husserl 's  doctr ine concerning 

the  nature of conscious experience t o  uncover the 

processes of idea t ion  and abs t rac t ion  a s  funct iona l  
5 

f ea tu res  of s o c i a l  in te rac t ion .  I n  other words, Schutz 

seeks t o  u t i l i z e  e s s e n t i a l l y  Cartes ian speculation a s  

t o  the cons t i tu t ion  of thought i n  an i so la t ed  individual  

a s  a springboard f o r  the ana lys is  of interpersonal  

r e l a t ions ,  Some of the  aspects  of interpersonal  r e l a t i o n s ,  

which i n  turn  have t o  be located i n  the s o c i a l  s t ruc tu re ,  

include c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f ea tu res  such a s  the organizat- 

ion and d i s t r i b u t i o n  of knowledge, the s p a t i a l  and 

temporal co-ordinates of s ign i f i can t  o thers  and the 

d e f i n i t i o n  of the biographical  s i t u a t i o n  of individual  

ac to r s  a s  they themselves define it. 



I n  expounding h i s  theory of s o c i a l  a c t i o n  

(understood by Schutz as purposive conduct p ro jec ted  

by the  a c t o r )  Schutz t akes  the  formal sociology of 

Max Yieber i n t o  account in developing h i s  concepts,  and 

i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  Weberf s i n s i s t e n c e  t h a t  t o  understand 

which the  a c t o r  g ives  t o ,  o r  bestows upon h i s  ac t i on ,  
6 

t o  comprehend what t he  a c t i o n  means t o  - him. I n  adapt- 

formal sociology,  Schutz l a y s  s t r e s s  

t he  importance of - t y p i f i c a t i o n  as an a r i o r i  f e a t u r e  

of mind. This c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of conscious a c t i v i t y ,  

which br ings  wi th  i t  assoc ia ted  hypotheses concerning 

the  type of a c t i o n  d i r ec t ed  towards o t h e r s  (as a r e s u l t  

of t h e i r  apprehension along a continuum of increas ing  
. - 

g e n e r a l i t y  o r  anonymity) w i l l  be the  c e n t r a l  concern 

of the  subsequent chap te r  i n  t h i s  t h e s i s  which is 

addressed t o  Schutzf  s work, 

In genera l ,  the  prime motif of S c h u t z f s  

thought i s  s t a t e d  by Natanson thus: 

". , , a phi losophica l ly  informed 
sociology cannot avoid a confront-  
a t i o n  with epis temologia l  ques t ions  
and a phenomenologically informed 
sociology begins by l o c a t i n g  those 
quest ions  i n  the  taken-f or-granted 
world of t he  n a t u r a l  s tandpoin t ,  
Phenomenological d e s c r i p t i o n  and 
a n a l y s i s  a re  not  i n  competi t ion 



w i t h  empi r ica l  procedures, The 
l a t t e r  consider  ob j ec t s  and events  
as r e a l i t i e s  wi th in  r e a l i t y ,  
whereas phenomenology de f ines  
i t s e l f  as the  d i s c i p l i n e  of 

?i ' i r r e a l i t i e s ' ;  the  f i c t i v e  u n i t i e s  
c o n s t i t u t e d  i n  i n t e n t i o n a l  
C O ~ S C ~ O U S ~ ~ S S  ," 7 

It is  poss ib le  t o  recognize a number of common 

epis temological  r o o t s  i n  the  work of Goffman and Schutz, 

I n  sociology, the  p r i n c i p a l  mentor appears t o  be Georg 

Simmel, who a s se r t ed  t h a t  cogni t ive  'syntheses '  a r e  the  

b a s i s  of the  s o c i a l  process,  I n  h is  a r t i c l e  dea l ing  w i t h  

the c o n s t i t u t i v e  problem of s o c i a l  l i f e ,  Simmel argues 

that Kant demonstrated t h a t  nature  was ' synthes izedf  o r  

c rea ted  by the  human observer;  in t h e i r  immediate 

givenness,  the  elements of the  world do not  have the  

bterdependence which alorze ~zakes  t hem h t e l l i g i b l e  as 

the un i ty  of nature's laws. Likewise, i t  is the  observer  

who creates , through ca t ego r i e s  and explanatory systems, 

organized u n i t y  of the  manifold and inhe ren t ly  

unorganized sense percept ions ,  though i n  soc i e ty ,  argues 

Simmel, every member, being an observer  h imself ,  performs 

t h i s  syn thes i s ,  Simmel s t a t e s  t h a t  

" (Socie ty) .  .is d i r e c t l y  r e a l i z e d  
by i ts  own elements because t hese  
elements a r e  themselves conscious 
and syn thes iz ing  u n i t s .  Kant's 
axiom t h a t  connection, s ince  i t  is 
t h e  exclus ive  product of the  sub jec t ,  
cannot inhere  i n  th ings  themselves, 
does not  apply here. For s o c i e t a l  
comec  t i o n  immediately occurs i n  the  
' th ings '  t h a t  is the   individual^,^^^ 

. - 



Sinmelts notion that society exists in the 

synthesizing of relations of conscious individuals, in 
I 

the seciprocal but usually asymmetrical cognitions and 

in the resulting interactions among such conscious 

agents, appears to be the common skeleton in Goffmants 

and Schutzts respective cupboards, In philosophy, (or 

perhaps more correctly philosophical psychology) it 

is William James who must take the credit, Jamest 

connection with the phenomenological movement has been 
9 

noted by Spiegelberg; the former's theory with respect 

to the multiplicity of Iselvest in any one individual's 

dealings with the world is clearly reflected in Goffman's 

version of role-theory, whilst the suggestions which 

James makes concerning the relationship be tween 

%ttent iont  and Sactualityv and the notions of 'sub- 

universest as different modes of symbolic representation 

are clearly at the back of Schutz's concept of (multiple 

realities' and the problems of establishing consistency 
10 

between such differentiated interpretations of reality. 

We turn now to the work of Karl Mannheim, 

perhaps the 'grand old man' of the sociology of knowledge, 

Taking his cue from Marxta dictum that 'it is not the 

consciousness of men that determines their existence, but, 

on the contrary, their social existence which determines 
11 

I their consciousness*, Mannheirnts concern is to attempt 
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t o  comprehend the  connections between thought cons t ruc t s  

of s u b - c o l l e c t i v i t i e s  and the  r ami f i ca t ions  of those 

cons t ruc t s  f o r  the  p o l i t i c a l  dec i s ions  made i n  a v a r i e t y  I 
12 

of h i s t o r i c a l  contexts .  Mannheim thus  argues t h a t  a 

complex s o c i e t y  has  many aspects .  Like a multi-sided 

mirrored globe, s o c i e t y  provides d i f f e r e n t  views of 

i t s e l f  depending upon the  s o c i a l  l o c a t i o n  of groups, 

and these  aspect  -s t r u c t u r e s  o r  world-views imply 

appropr ia te ly  cons i s t en t  motives and s e t s  of explanat ions  

of r e a l i t y .  

Like Marx Manriheim views the  world as an  arena i -- - " _. 

of s t rugg l ing  s o c i a l  and p  s t o  
--. 

e l u c i d a t e  %he-.nrramrer- kr -wkkeh  - t h e o r e t i c a l  formulat ions 

of the  world a r e  rooted i n  the  s t y l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e  of 

thought of ' p a r t i c u l a r  groups and s o c i a l  c l a s se s .  I n  

a l l  such cases ,  Mannheim recognizes t h a t  the  ideas  of 

an ind iv idua l  a r e  a func t ion  of t h e  c u l t u r a l - i n s t i t u i o n -  

a1 complex i n  which he p a r t i c i p a t e s .  The relevance of 

any s i t u a t i o n  is apprehended i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  an 

e x i s  t e n t i a l l y  determined perspect ive .  The s p e c i f i c  a r e a  

of concern f o r  the  chap te r  which d e a l s  wi th  Mannheim's 

work w i l l  be h i s  i deas  on Weltanschauungen -9 which, as 

c o l l e c t i v e l y  derived mental products ,  o r  c o l l e c t i v e  

r ep re sen ta t i ons  of r e a l i t y ,  a r e  among the  c u l t u r a l  

products found i n  human soc ie ty .  
\ 



The l i n k  between Mannheim and the  two previous 
I 

t h inke r s  discussed above i s  a common emphasis on the  

pragmatic func t ion  of knowledze and the  r e l a t i o n a l  

cha rac t e r  of conscious a c t i v i t y .  That i s ,  i n  the  

s e l e c t i o n  of elements of knowledge, percept ion i s  

q l w a y s  a d v i ~ e d  by i n t e r e s t ;  si t v a t i - a n s  d e f i n e  t h e  

s p e c i f i c  content  of r e a l i t y  t o  be emphasized so  t h a t  

the  re levan t  purposive goa l  can be a t t a ined .  

For Goffman, the  relevance of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i s  

t h a t  which informs the  i nd iv idua l  as t o  what ' r o l e '  is 

t o  be performed: f o r  Schutz, the  relevance of the  

s i t u a t i o n  i s  t h a t  which is  determined by the  degree of 

intimacy between persons i n  terms of the  t y p i f i c a t o r y  

schema and the  a r t i c u l a t i o n  of symbolic sub-worlds: f o r  

Nannheim, the  relevance of the  s i t u a t i o n  i s  t h a t  which 

determines the  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n s  and b e l i e f s  of members 

of c o l l e c t i v i t i e s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e i r  'placementt i n  

h i s t o r i c a l ,  economic and s t r u c t u r a l  terms. 

The work of ~ & i - ~ t r a u s s  t akes  us  beyond micro- 

soc io log ica l  s i t u a t i o n s  i n  complex s o c i e t i e s ,  beyond 

macrosociological  i n t e r p r e  t a t  ions  of European h i s t o r y ,  

t o  a pan-anthropological assessment of the  working of 

mind as a phenomenon i n t r i n s i c  t o  a l l  human beings. 
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~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  involves  himself wi th  a wide v a r i e t y  of 

t h e o r e t i c a l  concerns i n  the  f i e l d s  of k inship ,  c u l t u r e  

h i s t o r y ,  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of myth and symbol, 

t oge the r  wi th  ph i losophica l  analyses of the  na ture  of 

temporal and s p a t i a l  percept ion and p a r t i c u l a r l y  the  
13 

phenomenon of communication. Most, i f  not  a l l  of 

these  i n t e r e s t s  a r e  subsumed under one epis temological  

umbrella, namely s t ruc tura l i sm.  I n  very  gene ra l  ierms, 

the  bas ic  t e n e t  of s t ruc tu ra l i sm i s  t h a t  s o c i e t i e s  and 

c u l t u r e s  a r e  ordered according t o  p a t t e r n s  which have 

been evolved by a process which is most l i k e l y  t o  

include t h a t  of unconscious reasoning. These p a t t e r n s ,  

Ln t h e i r  fundamental r e a l i t y ,  may be very  d i f f e r e n t  

from the  apparent and s u p e r f i c i a l  o rgan iza t ion  of the  

p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i e t y  o r  cu l tu re .  The problem which ~ 6 v i -  

S t r aus s  seems most eager  t o  so lve ,  i s  t o  unravel  the  

manner i n  which meaningful a c t i o n  t akes  place w i th in  a 

complex of s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s .  The l a t t e r ,  i n  t o t o ,  

always transcend the  comprehension of the  i nd iv idua l  

and i s  thus ,  by d e f i n i t i o n ,  beyond the  c o l l e c t i v e  

grasp of the  community as a whole. 

Three p r i n c i p l e s  appear t o  under l i e  ~6vi-strauss t 

s t r u c t u r a l i s t  theory: t h a t  p a t t e r n s  of human behaviour 

a r e  codes, w i th  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of languages, t h a t  

man has an inna te  s t r u c t u r i n g  capac i ty  which determines 



t he  l i m i t s  w i th in  which the  s t r u c t u r e  of a l l  types  of 

s o c i a l  phenomena can be formed, and t h a t  r e l a t i o n s  can 

be reduced t o  b inary  opposi t ions,  I 

~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  i s  quick t o  point  out  t h a t  al though 

an thropolog is t s  have been concerned wi th  s t r u c t u r e  i n  

the  pas t  (an i n  p a r t i c u l a r  Radcliffe-Brown) and have 

g f t e n  a?prnnched hi s own theoretical predispositions, 

the  e ~ p i r i c a l  and n a t u r a l i s t  b i a se s  i n  t h e i r  work have 

forced them t o  merge the  concepts of s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  

and s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s  toge ther  : t h i s  means t h a t  

Radcliffe-Brown's s t ruc tu ra l i sm r e s u l t s  i n  a kind of 

desc r ip t ive  morphology and ' s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  appears 

i n  h i s  work t o  be nothing more than the  whole network 
14 

of s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s , ?  To ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ,  on the  o the r  

hand, ' s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e '  has nothing t o  do with 

empir ica l  r e a l i t y  per  s e ,  but wi th  models which a r e  
TT 

b u i l t  up ( a f t e r '  i t ,  

If p a t t e r n s  of behaviour w i th in  a  s o c i e t y  a r e  

analyzed i n  terms of ~ o ~ u n i c a t i o n  and exchange, and 

then i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  terms of l e v e l s  of subordinat ion,  

t he  whole s o c i a l  f a b r i c  can be considered a s  a  network 

of d i f f e r e n t  types  of o rders ,  ~ & i - ~ t r a u s s  argues,  

"The kinship  system provides a 
way t o  o rder  i nd iv idua l s  accord- 

i n g  t o  c e r t a i n  r u l e s ;  s o c i a l  
o rgan iza t ion  is  another  way of 
o rder ing  ind iv idua ls  and groups ; 



s o c i a l  s t r a t i f i c a t i o n s ,  whether 
economic o r  p o l i t  i c a l  , provide 
us  wi th  a t h i r d  type;  and a l l  
these  o rders  can themselves be 
put i n  o rder  by showing the  kind 
of r e l a t i o n s h i p  which e x i s t s  
between them, how they  i n t e r a c t  
on one another  on both the  
synchronic and diachronic  levels."l6 

The d i a l e c t i c a l  processes which take  place 

between these  so-cal led 'o rders t  a r e  p a r t  and pa rce l  

of the  s u b s t a n t i a t i o n  procedures which members of groups 

indulge i n ,  i n  o rder  t o  v a l i d a t e  segments of t h e i r  

exis tence .  'Lived-in' orders ,  f o r  example, must seek 

correspondence wi th  'thought-ofQ orders ;  i n s o f a r  as 

'thought-of' o rders  a r e  expressed i n  ' l ived-in '  orders ,  

the  anthropologis t  i s  placed i n  t he  p o s i t i o n  of 

r e l a t i n g  one s e t  of l ived- in  o rder  w i th  another  s e t  of 

l ived- in  order so as t o  inves t iga te  the  logical (or 

i l l o g i c a l )  coherence between them. L6vi-Strauss suggests  

that 'thought-of' o rders  a r e  those of myth and r e l i g i o n  

and i n  more complex s o c i e t i e s ,  the  phenomena of 
17 

p o l i t i c a l  ideologies .  

I n  the  chap te r  of t h i s  t h e s i s  which d e a l s  wi th  

L6vi-Strauss' work, the  c e n t r a l  concern w i l l  be h i s  

not ions  dea l ing  w i t h  models of communication and exchange 

and concomitant s t r u c t u r a l  d i a l e c t i c s .  

b The in f luences  behind ~ 6 v i - s t r a u s s ~  work a r e  too 
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broad t o  c i t e  here. Predominantly, he is indebted t o  

Durkheim and Mauss, but  h i s  a t t i t u d e  toward the  f i c t i v e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of c u l t u r a l  symbols and the  p o s s i b i l i t y  I 

of uncovering l e v e l s  of thought which r e v e a l  the  i nne r  

dynamics o r  foundation of s o c i e t i e s ,  i s  of course 

r e f l e c t i v e  of h i s  a f f i n i t y  wi th  the  work of Freud and 

Marx. Unlike the  l a t t e r  t h inke r s ,  however, who both 

teI i twe4 i n  t h e  need t o  r e a l i z e  o r  b r ing  out  the  

mainsprings of a c t i o n  i n t o  the  day l igh t  of conscious 

reason a s  a  t he rapeu t i c  measure, ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  is 

content  t o  o f f e r  a n a l y t i c  p ropos i t ions  from desc r ip t ive  

data.  

Some broad common denominators can be found 

among the  f o u r  systems of thought ou t l ined  above. 

. - 

Each th inke r  s t r e s s e s  the  c r e a t i v e ,  i n t e n t i o n a l  

and c o n s t i t u t i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of mind as opposed t o  

behavioural,  pass ive  o r  simple r e f l e x i v e  conceptions 

of it. Each would appear t o  disavow a mechanist ic  

methodology a s  an appropr ia te  approach t o  the  s tudy  of 

man and the re  i s  l i t t l e  concern t o  concentra te  on the  

causa l  nexus between events.  Each th inke r  makes use of 

a d i a l e c t i c a l  a p p r a i s a l  of phenomena, e i t h e r  between 

an ind iv idua l ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of himself i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  

k 
h 

t he  symbolic c h a r a c t e r  of h i s  a c t i o n s ;  o r  between an 
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abs t rac t  category; o r  between the perspective of an 

individual  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h a t  of the o ther  members of 

the group of which he is' a  member and the perspective of I 
o ther  groups; o r  between the aymbolic orders perceived 

by an individual  a s  f a c e t s  of the c u l t u r a l  be l i e f  system. 

We have, then, four  r e l a t i v e l y  d i s t i n c t  but 

i n t e r r e l a t e d  problem areas  as represented i n  the work of 

the four  cont r ibutors  t o  the sociology of knowledge. 

F i r s t ,  a theory of the s o c i a l  processes which influence 
/ 

the  construction of i d e n t i t y  and the ramif icat ions  of 

symbolic i n t e r a c t i o n  in terms of i d e n t i t y  perpetui ty  

and d isso lu t ion;  secondly, a  theory concerning the  

socio-cul tural  processes which shape the construct ion 

of r e a l i t y  and the ramif icat ions  of - a p r i o r i  

categorizat ion funct ions of mind; th i rd ly ,  a  theory 

concerning the e f f e c t s  of modes of r e a l i t y  construct ion 

on the s o c i a l  s t ruc tu re  p a r t i c u l a r l y  with reference t o  

the exercise of power; and four th ly ,  a  theory which 

dea ls  with the question of how the d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  

modes of r e a l i t y  construct ion (which a re  s e t  up t o  

s a t i s f y  elemental needs) f ind  t h e i r  abs t r ac t  

consummation and a r t i cu la t ion .  A s  indicated above, 

the  chapters which follow w i l l  examine each s e t  of ideas  

i n  t u r n  a s  they a re  presented by the respect ive thinkers.  
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CHAPTER I1 

Erving Gof fman - 
A s  pointed out i n  the  l a s t  chapter ,  Goffman i s  

concerned w i t h  the  way i n  which the  i nd iv idua l  p resen ts  

himself and h is  a c t i v i t i e s  t o  o thers .  Goffman's 

a n a l y s i s  and desc r ip t ion  of s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  i s  

advised i n  terms of the  means by which people seek t o  

c o n t r o l  the  impressions o the r s  rece ive  of  them. A major 

propor t ion of h i s  work is d i r ec t ed  towards an  under- 

s tand ing  of t he  type of behaviour an ind iv idua l  i s  

const ra ined o r  allowed t o  exh ib i t  i n  the  presence of 

o thers ,  The method he employs i n  t h i s  l a t t e r  e n t e r p r i s e  

is microsociological ,  i . e , ,  the  d e s c r i p t i o n  and eval-  

uatf on of in te rpersona l  events  ~ h k h  take place within 

a l i m i t e d  span of time and space. 

Now although Goffman approaches t h e  s o c i a l  sphere 

bn terms of t he  t ransformat ional  q u a l i t i e s  i n  the  

behaviour of the  ind iv idua l ,  and thus  a s  an exe rc i se  

i n  psychology, he i s  aware of t he  n e t  e f f e c t  on o the r s  

of i n t e rpe r sona l  communication i n  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  
I 

( i n  terms of moral expec ta t ions)  and of t he  d i a l e c t i c a l  
1 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  between ind iv idua l  and s o c i a l  ex i s tence  . 
The i l l u s t r a t i v e  examples he uses  i n  t h i s  regard  f a l l  

i n t o  two broad ca tegor ies ,  On the  one hand, he examines 
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what might be c a l l e d  congeries of i nd iv idua l s  engaged 

i n  sus t a in ing  a focus  of cogni t ive  and v i s u a l  a t t e n t i o n  

on a Jo in t  t a sk  (understood i n  terms of t he  d e f i n i t i o n  
I 

of the sf tua t ion )  and on the  o t h e r  hand, i n  t he  

examination of the  s o c i a l  processes which take  place 

i n  @capt ive  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and in p a r t i c u l a r  , the  

'moral ca ree r '  of the  inmates of such i n s t i t u t i o n s  

and t h e i r  a t tempts  t o  r ed re s s  t h e  suiC-~Gaseiiidiit =hfrli 
2 

fo l lows from i n s t i t u t i o n a l  p rac t i ce s .  

Goffman a l s o  develops a more u n i v e r s a l i s t  t h e s i s ,  

made e x p l i c i t  i n  one of a number of e a r l y  essays ,  which 

p e r t a i n s  t o  what might be r e f e r r e d  t o  as the  abs t r ac t ed  

c o n s t i t u t i v e  p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  surround the  eva lua t ion  
a 

of the  s e l f ,  It is  t h i s  t h e s i s  t h a t  se rves  t o  i l l u s t -  

r a t e  Goffman's assumption t h a t  value judgements, as, t o  , ; f, b 
4 . d ~  

il 

the na ture  of the  s e l f  and significant o the r s ,  a r e  more 

than psychological  p ro j ec t ions  brought about by the  

manipulation of persons,  but a r e  r ep re sen ta t i ve  of t h e  

moral p r i n c i p l e s  which advise and give  meaning t o  

s o c i a l  a c t s .  

Goffman the re fo re  seeks  t o  c l a r i f y  the  sense i n  

which the  person i n  'our urban s e c u l a r  worldt i s  

a l l o t t e d  a kind of sacredness which is displayed and 

confirmed through the  medium of symbolic ac t ions .  He 

suggests  t h a t  r u l e s  of conduct c a r r y  v i t h  them a 



double f e a t u r e  f o r  the  ind iv idua l  who i s  sub jec t  t o  

them; first, an  ob l iga to ry  p r e s c r i p t i o n  involving 

r e s t r a i n t ,  and secondly, an expec ta t ion  as t o  the  

r e a c t i o n  of o the r s  moral ly bound by the  same r u l e ,  

When an a c t  i s  sub jec t  t o  a r u l e  of conduct, i t s  

improper performance c a s t s  a r e f l e c t i o n  upon the  concept- 

i on  of the  self-image of those  a f f e c t e d  by i ts  i n f r a c t -  

ion. 

Goffman is p a r t i c u l a r l y  concerned w i t h  ceremon- 

i a l  r u l e s ,  o r  r u l e s  of conduct which have t h e i r  primary 

importance a s  conventionalized means of communication 

by which the  i nd iv idua l  expresses h i s  c h a r a c t e r  o r  

conveys h i s  apprec ia t ion  of the  o the r  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  

t he  s i t u a t i o n .  For Goffman, ceremonial a c t i v i t y  r e f e r s  

t o  a  'component o r  func t ion  of ac t ion '  and not  t o  

concrete  empi r ica l  a c t i o n  i t s e l f ,  The bas i c  components 

of ceremonial a c t i v i t y ,  o r  t h e  two components which 

Goffman sees  as important t o  de l inea t e ,  a r e  those of 

deference and demeanour. 

Deference func t ions  a s  a symbolic means of 

conveying apprec ia t ion  - t o  a r e c i p i e n t  - of t h i s  r e c i p i e n t ,  

o r  of something of which this  r e c i p i e n t  i s  taken a s  a  

symbol, extension,  o r  agent ,  This a c t i v i t y  assumes a 

r i t u a l i s t i c  cha rac t e r  and can be expressed i n  two f a i r l y  
i 



d i s t i n c t  a n a l y t i c a l  forms, avoidance and presenta t ion.  

Goffman argues t h a t  avoidance r i t u a l s ,  o r  those forms 

of deference which l ead  the  a c t o r  t o  keep d i s t ance  from , 
a r e c i p i e n t ,  c o n s t i t u t e  a  recogni t ion  of t he  ( i d e a l  

sphere ' which l i e s  around the  r e c i p i e n t  and suggests  

t h a t  'any s o c i e t y  could be p r o f i t a b l y  s tud i ed  as a 

system of d e f e r e n t i a l  stand-off arrangementst ,  no t ing  

that the re  is a c o r r e l a t i o n  between the  e l abo ra t ion  

of such taboos and the  s o c i a l  l e v e l  of t he  p a r t i c i p a n t s .  
/ 

Presen ta t ion  r i t u a l s  r e f e r  t o  a c t s  which a r e  performed 

by the  i nd iv idua l  a s  i nd i ca t ions  of how he regards  h i s  

r e c i p i e n t s  and how he w i l l  t r e a t  them i n  an on-coming 

in t e r ac t ion .  It may be noted here t h a t  Goffman t akes  

p re sen ta t i on  r i t u a l s  a s  a s t a r t i n g  point  f o r  h i s  

major work on in t e rpe r sona l  behaviour. 
-- - 

By demeanour, Goffman r e f e r s  t o  the i nd i ces  

of an ind iv idua l ' s  deportment which serve  t o  i nd i ca t e  

t o  those i n  h i s  presence t h a t  he i s  a person endowed 

with c e r t a i n  q u a l i t i e s  (bo th  des i r ab l e  and undes i rab le ) .  

These two concepts ,  of deference and demeanour, 

a r e  complementary; f o r  the  image the  i nd iv idua l  owes t o  

o the r s  t o  s u s t a i n  f o r  himself i s  not  the  same image 

these  o the r s  a r e  obliged t o  maintain of him. Goffman 

concludes t h a t  the  ceremonial r u l e s  of a s o c i e t y ,  such 



as deference and demeanour, represen t  ' oppor tun i t i es  

t o  af f i rm the moral o rde r t  of soc i e ty ;  when i n s t i t u t i o n -  

a l i z e d ,  such ceremonial r u l e s  f a c i l i t a t e  the  p ro j ec t ion  I 

of a v i ab l e  q sac red '  s e l f  and a t  the  same time under- 

score  the  e x i s t e n t i a l  dependency of the  i nd iv idua l  on 

the  body s o c i a l .  

i n  h is  l a t e r  work, tiofsrnan concent ra tes  on tne  

not ion t h a t  d i s j u n c t i o n  can occur between a  nominal 

s e l f  and any one of a number of s o c i a l  se lves ,  and a l s o  

between the  s o c i a l  s e l f  as 'presented '  i n  a c t u a l  

s i t u a t i o n s  and the  a n t i c i p a t e d  behaviour expected by 
4 

the  o thers  i n  those s i t u a t i o n s .  The knowing sub jec t  
__ -- 
recognizes the  processes whereby the  s o c i a l  'met i s  

- 

generated,  namely out of the  responses and recogni t ion  -- 
t h a t  he r ece ives  from o the r s ;  l i k e  Simmel and James, 

- 

Goffman appears t o  uphold the  idea  t h a t  s o c i a l  l i f e  I 
allows f o r  the  p reserva t ion  of a s e c t i o n  of an ind iv id-  ---& 

u a l t s  pe r sona l i t y  which is,  i n  a sense,  ' p r iva t e  I 
prope r ty t ,  The ind iv idua l ,  when th ink ing ,  is  always 

more or  l e s s  aware of h i s  personal  ex i s tence ,  and, as 

Simmel argues,  t he re  i s  incessan t  i n t e r a c t i o n  between 
5 

the  ' e x t r a  s o c i a l  s e l f t  and t h e  ' s o c i a l  s e l f .  ' The 

' ex t r a  s o c i a l  s e l f '  is ,  of course, a product of the  

antecedent s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  ( a s  the  '1' i n  Mead's 

a n a l y s i s  i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  a s o c i a l  product) ,  but Simmel 
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considers  t h a t  the  e x t r a  s o c i a l  s e l f  i s  i r r e d u c i b l e  

and p e r s i s t s  s i d e  by s i d e  wi th  those segments of person- 

a l i t y  which engage the  i nd iv idua l  as a member of var ious  I 

s o c i a l  groupings. 

I n  The P re sen ta t i on  of Se l f  i n  Everyday L i f e ,  

Gof f man employs a dramaturgical  perspect ive  which 
Il- - 
ULI= g.neu5.s o r  self is disregarded;  the I p r i v a t e r  s e l f ,  

as an  antecedent  v a r i a b l e ,  i s  l i nked  i n  an indeterminate 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  the  'publ ic  s e l f '  and Goffman devotes 

much of h i s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  the  'performer' which, in t u r n  1 --- .L- 5-?, - 
1 . 

appears t o  be analogous wi th  the  ' p u l ~ l i c '  o r  _f_so*cialt 
1 

-- 

s e l f .  When he does r e f e r  t o  what might be assoc ia ted  
- 

wi th  the  cons t ruc t  of the  / ' p r iva te '  s e l f ,  i t  i s  repres-  
I _ _ _  

ented as a r e l a t i v e l y  Machiavellian p red i spos i t i on ;  f o r  

Goffman argues t h a t  t he re  is l e s s  concern on the  p a r t  of / 
/ 

the  a c t o r  t o  r e a l i z e  c e r t a i n  (moral) s tandards  than  t o  

maintain the  impression t h a t  these  s tandards  a r e  being \, 
r ea l i zed .  Thus al though s o c i a l  a c t i v i t y  is concerned ""*, 

.- 

with  moral mat te r s ,  'performers'  do n o t  neces sa r i l y  .- --- - - 

have a wholly moral concern wi th  them; a s  'performers, '  
6 

suggests  Goffman, 'we a r e  merchants of moral i ty. '  

The [ ' p e r f k n c e ~  which is a c e n t r a l  cons t ruc t  

i n  Goffman's theory,  i s  def ined a s  ' a l l  the  a c t i v i t y  

of a given p a r t i c i p a n t  on a g iven occasion which se rves  



t o  influence i n  any way, any of the  o t h e r  pa r t i c ipan t s . '  -_I_ 

/ 

\ P a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  a s s e s s  o r  def ine  the  
I 
i e a l i e n t  a c t i o n  which is appropr ia te  t o  the  p reva i l i ng  I 
i 

occasionei  To t h i s  end, both t he  a c t o r  who e n t e r s  a 
L-- - 

s o c i a l  group and the  members of the  group r equ i r e  in for -  

mation concerning each other .  Such information need not  

neces sa r i l y  be of a personal  kind, i n s o f a r  a s  the  

p a r t i c i p a n t s  can r e l y  on pas t  experience t o  advise them 

t h a t  only i nd iv idua l s  of 'a p a r t i c u l a r  kind'  w i l l  be 

f o m d  i n  the  a n t i c i p a t e d  s o c i a l  s e t t i n g .  Furthermore, i t  

is l i k e l y  that i n  the  course of the  a c t i v i t y ,  s p e c i f i c  

f a c t s  which would enable the  p a r t i c i p a n t s  t o  d i r e c t  t h e i r  

a c t i o n  more shrewdly a r e  i nacces s ib l e  i n  terms of space 

and time from the  i n t e r a c t i o n  i t s e l f .  Goffman suggests ,  

fol lowing Thomas, t h a t  inference is a cons tan t  f e a t u r e  

of a l l  s o c i a l  a c t i o n  and the  i n f e r e n t i a l  f e a t u r e  of 

s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  b r ings  w i t h  it the  oppor tuni ty  t o  
8 

manipulate the  process of the  communal a c t i v i t y .  - This 

is a r e  tke-Wo-f old  c h a r a c t e r  o-f communicated a c t i a n s  

becomes c r u c i a l  f o r  the  nego t i a t i ons  of s o c i a l  i d e n t i t i e s  

and the  nego t i a t i on  of i n t e r a c t i v e  r o l e s .  The double 

f ea tu re  of communication r e f e r s  t o  the  f a c t  t h a t  a 

symbolic dimension can be d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  from t h e  a c t u a l  

content  of communicated a c t s ,  Goffman argues,  

"The expressiveness of the  ind iv id-  
ual (and there fore  h i s  capac i ty  
t o  give impressions)  appears t o  



involve two r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
kinds of s i g n  a c t i v i t y ;  t he  
express ion t h a t  he ~ i v e s  and the  

This  d i s t i n c t i o n  between the  communication of 

meaningful information and the  e l abo ra t ion  of t he  

communicative mode (performed f o r  reasons  o t h e r  than 

d i f f e r ence  a s  Jamest d i s t i n c t i o n  between 'knowledge of 
1 0  

acquaintance'  and 'knowledge about1,  perhaps bes t  

expressed i n  t he  semantic d i f f e r ence  between s a v o i r  

and connailtre o r  between wissen and kennen. 

Goffman concerns himself wi th  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  the  

mechanisms whereby the  i nd iv idua l  communicates 

knowledge about himself.  Others i n  the  company of t h e  

ind iv idua l ,  being f u l l y  aware of  the  ob l iga t ions  

imposed upon them by the  i nd iv idua l ' s  p r e sen ta t i on ,  

a r e  l i k e l y  t o  concede t h a t  the  i nd iv idua l  i s  what he 

claims t o  be ( a l b e i t ,  with r e se rva t ions ,  f o r  the  

oppor tuni ty  t o  check on the  a u t h e n t i c i t y  between the  

content  of information and manner presented always 

e x i s t s )  i t  may then be s a i d  t h a t  the  i nd iv idua l  has  

' e f f e c t i v e l y  p ro jec ted  a given d e f i n i t i o n  of the  

s i t u a t i o n  and e f f e c t i v e l y  f o s t e r e d  the understanding 
11 

t h a t  a given s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  obta ins . '  



The common recognit ion of a given s t a t e  of - 

a f f a i r s  allows f o r  a working concensus t o  be obtained i 
whereby the pa r t i c ipan t s  are  agreed (of ten  impl i c i t ly )  

on the degree t o  which each individual  can br ing 

forward i ssues  which are  v i t a l  t o  him but which are  not 

immediately important t o  others ,  This working concensus I I 
'l! I involves the reconci l ia t ion ,  on the pa r t  of the ac tor ,  , 

of the  pa r t  he would l i k e  t o  play, and the perfomance 

which i s  su i t ed  t o  the occasion; it a l s o  requi res  a 

compromise between the performance which he f e e l s  

obligated t o  present and the ongoing performances of 

others.  

In Znaniecki s view, the r e a l  ob3ective s o c i a l  

connection among individuals  e x i s t s  when the individuals  

r i s e  above t h e i r  own poin ts  of view t o  c rea te  a mutuality 

of experience 

can be l inked 

event ' , which 

- 

12 
which did not e x i s t  o r ig ina l ly ;  t h i s  idea 

t o  the pr inc ip le  of emergence, a ' synthet ic  

is ' c rea t ive  of r e a l  novelty, of some 

new qual i ty  o r  property of a type t h a t  did  not e x i s t  

before the emergence,,.' andswhich has causal  e f f ic iency  
13  

making a difference t o  the fu tu re  course of events. 

Goffman does not suggest t h a t  a l l  'performances' 

a re  created de novo i n  a conscious sense i n  a l l  



s i t u a t i o n s ,  i n s o f a r  as the  i nd iv idua l  can fo l low 

t r a d i t i o n a l  r o u t i n e s  w i th  a f a c i l i t y  born of custom o r  

h a b i t ,  But the  impl ica t ion  e x i s t s  t h a t  t h e  working I 

concensus is f r a g i l e  and is perpetuated i n  the  f ace  

of p o t e n t i a l  d i s rup t ion ,  The d i s rup t ion  i t s e l f  i s  most 

l i k e l y  t o  occur as a r e s u l t  of inconsis tency i n  

d ischarging the  requirements of appearing t o  be what 

one claims t o  be; f o r  such claims have a moral cha rac t e r  

which i s  binding on a l l  t he  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  the  a c t i o n  

s i t u a t i o n ,  

I n  developing h i s  a n a l y s i s  of i nd iv idua l  perf  om-  

ances, Goffman examines the  paraphernal ia  which i s  

employed as a means t o  def ine  the  s i t u a t i o n ,  and which 

func t ions  t o  influence the  observer 's  p e r c e p t i ~ ~  of the 
14  

ind iv idua l ' s  behaviour. The a n a l y s i s  of performances 

also inc ludes  re fe rence  t o  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f e a t u r e s  such 

as dramat iza t ion,  i d e a l i z a t i o n ,  maintenance of express ive  

con t ro l ,  mys t i f i ca t i on  and contr ivance,  

Perhaps t he  most fundamental c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of 

ind iv idua l  Qperformancesv a p a r t  from those ou t l i ned  

above, i s  t h a t  the  performer will, according t o  the  

s p e c i f i c  audience t o  which he performs, at tempt t o  give -- - - -- 

the  impression t h a t  h i s  performance i n  f r o n t  of them 
---? , 

r ep re sen t s  h i s  t y p i c a l  s e l f /  and t h a t  he i s  r e l a t e d  t o  
-------+ _- _ 
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them i n  an i d e a l  way, Audience segrega t ion  impl ies  

t h a t  the  i nd iv idua l  w i l l  conceal h i s  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  

performances i n  f r o n t  of d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  audiences and I 

i t  is  necessary t o  maintain segrega t ion  between those 

who view him i n  varying modes of behaviour, 

The segrega t ion  of audiences i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

behaviour; such segrega t ion  is o f t en  achieved by means 

of f ixed  physical  b a r r i e r s  between *backstagef  and 

t f r o n t s t a g e *  regions  i n  which d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  behaviour 
15 

p a t t e r n s  occur. By team, o r  'performance team', Goffman 

r e f e r s  t o  the  co-operative a c t i v i t y  of a number of per- 

formers which appears t o  f i t  toge ther  i n  the  maintenance 
16 

of a given impression before an audience. Goffman out- 
- - 

l i n e s  two bas ic  components of the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
- . - 

those who c o n s t i t u t e  a team. The first is t h a t ,  i n so fa r  

as each team-mate is forced  t o  r e l y  on the  good conduct 

and behaviour of h i s  fe l low team-mates, t he re  is 

developed a bond of r e c i p r o c a l  dependence which l i n k s  

team-mates t oge the r  and which can i n  f a c t  t ranscend 
n h -  
"6 the  formal o r  s t r u c t u r a l  cleavages between members of 

a s o c i a l  establishment and t h i s  provide a source of 

cohesion i n  t h a t  establishment.  
When s t a f f  and l i n e  s t a t u s e s  tend 
t o  d iv ide  an organizat ion,  perform- 
ance teams may tend t o  i n t e g r a t e  the  
d iv i s ions .  

17 



The second component of the  team r e l a t i o n s h i p  

is t h a t  accomplices i n  the  maintenance of a  p a r t i c u l a r  
I 

appearance of t h ings  a re  forced t o  def ine  one another  

as persons ' i n  the  know', i.e., persons before 

whom a  p a r t i c u l a r  f r o n t  cannot be maintained. They 

a r e  thus  bound toge ther  by what is c a l l e d  the  ' p r iv i l ege  

organic kind, slowly developing wi th  the  passage of 

time spent  toge ther '  but r a t h e r  a  'formal' r e l a t i o n s h i p  

which i s  extended t o ,  and accepted by, 
18 

the  team. 

a l l  newcomers t o  

The concept of team performance i s  c a r r i e d  on, 

i n  a modified form, i n  a  s e r i e s  of essays  by Goffman 

which dea l  wi th  l i f e  i n  co r r ec t ive  i n s t i t u t i o n s  of 
. - 

va r ious  kinds. In  such ' t o t a l f  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  Goffman 

f i n d s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a ' ba s i c  s p l i t '  between a l a r g e  

managed group, conveniently c a l l e d  inmates, and the  

supervisory .  s taff .  Each grouping tends  t o  view the  

o the r  i n  terms of narrow s te reo types ,  s t a f f  see ing  

inmates o f t en  a s  being b i t t e r ,  s e c r e t i v e  and un t rus t -  

worthy, wh i l s t  inmates s ee  s t a f f  as 'condescending, 

high-handed, and mean.' I n  s tudying these  ' cap t ive '  

i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  Goffman examines i n  d e t a i l  t he  

processes whereby ind iv idua l s  express t h e i r  r e j e c t i o n  



of 'official1 stereotypes of themselves as imputed to 

them, by the behaviour they are expected to enact. 

Goffmanls argument is that inherent in all claims I 

individual, especially claims which originate 

from positions of power and which seek to regulate even 

the most intimate facets of the life-style of individ- 

uals, there exists a conception of what the individual's 

character must be for these claims to be appropriate. 

But within every such establishment, participants 

decline, in some way, to accept the 'official* view of 

what they should be contributing - to and receiving - from 

the organization, This assertion of individuality 

cannot be realized in the complete compliance to 

institutional orders, but in actual practice, the 

individual does not openly default his obligations. 

Instead, argues Goffman, 

",,the individual..holds himself 
off from fully embracing all the 
self -implications of his aff il- 
iation, allowing some of this 
disaffection to be seen, even 
while fulfilling his major 
 obligation^.^^^ 

Here again, is Goffman's argument that a symb- 

olic dimension can be differentiated from the actual 

content of a communicated act; in this instance a 

deliberate manipulation of the symbolic mode serving 

to express 'distance' from the degradation and 



humi l ia t ion  t h a t  would otherwise be assoc ia ted  with the  

ac t ions  t h a t  an inmate i s  forced t o  perform. 

The a b i l i t y  of the  a c t o r  t o  blend the  concrete  

demands of immediate s i t u a t i o n s  w i t h  elements derived 

from a wider r e p e r t o i r e  of i n t e r n a l i z e d  a t t i t u d e s ,  is  

given more sys temat ic  t reatment i n  an essay by Goffman 

the  significant argument i n  t h i s  essay  i s  t h a t  ro l e -  

performances i n  complex s o c i e t i e s  should no t  be s tud i ed  

merely a s  con t r ibu tory  func t ions  i n  t he  r e a l i z a t i o n  of 

a p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  goal ,  but as p o t e n t i a l l y  p~oblem- 

a t i c a l  behavioural requirements which may, o r  may not ,  

al low the  i nd iv idua l  the  chance t o  co-ordinate h i s  

o the r  s o c i a l  experiences (and assoc ia ted  s o c i a l  i d e n t i t y  
q1 
L i  

o r  s t a t u s )  i n t o  ' a  cons i s t en t  whole. 

I n  summary, Goffmanls work can be construed as 

an ana lys i s  of the  ramif ica t ions  f o r  i nd iv idua l  s e l f -  
-- - 

- - .- 

value which adhere i n  the  symbolic aspect  of commun- 

i c a t e d  a c t s .  Actors i n  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  at tempt t o  

d i r e c t  the  a c t u a l  course of the  o t h e r  a c t o r s t  a c t i v i t i e s  

t o  mesh wi th  t h e i r  own p r o j e c t s  and they must necessar-  

i l y  admi t  t o  some changes on t h e i r  own p a r t .  The images 

of the  pa r tne r s ,  i n  terms of w3ich an  agent ar ranges  

h i s  course of a c t i o n ,  a r e  very  o f t en  b u i l t  on s u b t l e ,  
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and o f t en  e a s i l y  misread, cues, Since t h i s  process is 

of g r e a t  s t r a t e g i c  value t o  .each p a r t i c i p a n t ,  each' 

t r i e s  t o  con t ro l  the  p resen ta t ion  of such cues t o  the  I 
other .  He will t r y  t o  p resen t  a  more o r  l e s s  s t y l i z e d  

image of himself En l i n e  wi th  h i s  ob j ec t ives ,  h i s  f e l t  

i d e n t i t y ,  and h i s  s i t u a t i o n a l  context ,  Such a t tempts  a t  

s t y l i z e d  se l f -p resen ta t ion  a i d  i n  s t a b i l i z i n g  the  process 
- E  1 - L - - - -  
w r r r c u r a ~ i i o n  i n  inat tney  t r y  t o  l i n k  the  (visi 'ble  

f r o n t t  which each agent p resen ts  t o  h i s  p a r t n e r  wi th  

the  imputation of an underlying and cont inuing i d e n t i t y .  

Every i n t e r a c t i v e  experience which an ind iv idua l  

may have, must thus  become incorporated i n t o  two 

d i f f e r e n t  con tex ts  of meaning which a r e ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  two 

d i f f e r e n t  h i s t o r i e s  which i n t e r s e c t ,  i .e . ,  t he  o rder  of 

t h e  group and the  meaning which t h e  experience has  i n  

terms of i t s  s t r u c t u r a l  context  on the  one hand, and 

the  o rder  of personal  i d e n t i t y  and the  s ign i f i cance  

and place t he  experience has  i n  terms of the  personal  

h i s t o r y  of the  i nd iv idua l  on the  other .  Every a c t  may 

be i n t e r p r e t e d  and perhaps l eg i t imated  i n  both of 

these  con tex ts ;  t o  the  group and t o  the  s e l f ,  

Now Coffman's somewhat unorthodox approach t o  

the  s tudy of s o c i a l  l i f e ,  i , e . ,  unorthodox i n  terms of 
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t he  manner i n  which theory and i l l u s t r a t i o n  a r e  o f t en  

conjoined, br ings  wi th  i t  a number of methodological 

problems. Not the  l e a s t  among these is h i s  re luc tance  I 

t o  def ine  those r ep re sen ta t i ve  f e a t u r e s  of a c t i o n  t h a t  

demarcate any p a r t i c u l a r  ro l e .  A s  Weber observed, 

#'It i s  necessary t o  know what a  
'kingt an ' o f f i c i a l '  an t en t r e -  
peneurl ,  a *procurer t  o r  a  
*maaicianl does : t h a t  is ,  what 
kind of t y p i c a l  ac t i on ,  which 
j u s t i f i e s  c l a s s i f y i n g  an ind iv id-  
u a l  i n  one o f  these  ca t ego r i e s ,  
i s  important and r e l evan t  f o r  
an a n a l y s i s ,  before i t  i s  poss- 
i b l e  t o  undertake the  ana lys i s  

In  h is  work, Asylums, Goffman approaches t h i s  

requirement f a i r l y  c lo se ly ,  thus  making i t  poss ib le  t o  . 
e n t e r t a i n  comparative s t u d i e s  of d i s c r e t e  i n s t i t u t i o n s  

and the  r o l e  behaviour which t akes  place w i th in  them: 

but  h i s  essay on role-dis tance  does not make e x p l i c i t  

what the  r o l e  -expec t a t  ions  a r e  t h a t  the  ind iv idua l  

a c t o r s  take  d i s t ance  from. - 

Fur ther ,  the  dec i s ion  t o  l i m i t  h i s  a n a l y s i s  t o  

t he  s tudy of i n t e rpe r sona l  s i t u a t i o n s ,  where the  content  

of the  symbolic mode of communication r e f e r s  p r i n c i p a l l y  

t o  i nd iv idua l  charac te r ,  mood, deportment, and personal  

l i f e - s t y l e  exh ib i ted  i n  face-to-face r e l a t i o n s ,  precludes 

t he  i nc lus ion  of a r ea s  of concern which a r e  bigger than 
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those situations. Thus, for example, for the individual 

who is caught up in a wider interaction process with 

others as a known category - particularly when the I 

interaction process is symbolically defined in terms 

of abstractions which relate to the exercise of power 

or the pursuit of religious ends - the opportunities 
to become detached, through the manipulation of the 

symbolic mode, ar more rare. 

Furthermore, the concentration on small group- 

ings engaged in repe t it ive symbolic-int eract ional 

practices within the quasi-permanent setting of (social 

establishments1 results in a tendency to overlook the 

symbolic abstractions which adhere in trans-situat ional 

social factors of macrosociological magnitude and 

historical depth. - - 

However, Goffmm's propositions concerning the 

reaction of individuals to the formal expectations that 

others have of them and the relevance of those formal 

expectations for the constitution of self-value and 
L /' 

interpersonal exchange, represents a worthwhile 

addition to the continuing debate concerning the quest- 

ion of the nature of the persona in the person and the 
24 

person in the persona. By this, is meant the dilemma 
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posed i n  a  soc ie ty  which is character ized by the 

establishment of impersonal role-tasks and ye t  which 

a t  the same time i s  characterized by the requirement I 

t o  sus ta in  the primary meaningful value of the individ- 

u a l  i n  a  world which contains other ,  meaningful things,  

Goffman does not consider, i n  any depth, the d i s t i n c t i o n  

between ac t ion  which is ' ro le -d i rec ted t ,  as  it were, 

and ' role-freet  (except by implication i n  h i s  work 

Asylums) : but he does i l luminate the f a c t  t h a t  whereas 

complete commitment t o  a  given r o l e  does not allow f o r  

the expression of the f u l l  range of personal values, 

t h a t  without a  degree of systematic role-perf ormance 

s o c i a l  ac t ion  i s  not possible.  
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CHAPTER I11 

Alfred Schutz 

There i s  a double purpose i n  the  phenomenological 

philosophy of Alfred Schutz. On the  one hand, he seeks 

t o  probe the  r o o t s  of cornonsense r e a l i t y  t o  ou t l i ne  

t he  c o n s t i t u t i v e  p r i n c i p l e s  which under l i e  s o c i a l  e x i s t -  

ence, i n s o f a r  as they a r e  exh ib i ted  i n  the  apprehension 

of s o c i a l  r e a l i t y  by ind iv idua l  consciousness.  On the 

o the r  hand, he is concerned wi th  the  development of 

methodological p ropos i t ions  which would provide t h e  b a s i s  

f o r  the  exp lora t ion  of s o c i a l  l i f e  in general .  

These two aims over lap  i n s o f a r  as many of Schu tz r s  

a s s e r t i o n s  concerning the  o r i e n t a t i o n  of the  a c t o r  t o  t he  

s o c i a l  world advise h i s  programme wi th  regard t o  the  

appropr ia te  manner i n  which t o  s tudy s o c i a l  l i f e ;  but  

t h i s  chapter  w i l l  not be concerned wi th  analyzing the  

mer i t s  of Schutz 's  e f f o r t s  t o  r e l a t e  phenomenological 

concepts t o  the i n t e r p r e t i v e  sociology of Nax Weber as 

an e n t e r p r i s e  i n  the  refinement of the  l a t t e r ' s  method- 

ology. Rather,  i t  is intended t o  o u t l i n e  the  bas ic  

f e a t u r e s  of Schutzt  s i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n t o  the  phenomeno- 

l o g i c a l  cons t ruc t s  embodied i n  s o c i a l  exis tence .  



P i r s t  of a l l ,  i t  is pe r t i nen t  t o  make some 

br ie f  observations a s  t o  the  aim and scope of 
I 
I 

phenomenological i nves t iga t ion ,  Although no d e f i n i t i v e  

answer i s  forthcoming from the  advocates of phenomen- 

ology as t o  what c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  exact  procedure of 

this approach, some genera l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  can be 

%dent i f ie t i -  According t o  Btrasssr ,  t h e  p ~ f ~ ~ r y  s-h of 

phenomenology i s  t o  ' l a y  bare t he  genera l  and necessary  

s t r u c t u r e s  of exper ience* through a d e s c r i p t i v e  method I 

1 
which eschews the  method of s c i e n t i f i c  induct ion,  A s  a 

philosophy, phenomenology d i f f e r s  from most o the r  

phi losophies  i n  a t tempt ing t o  i n t e r p r e t  a l l  human forms 

of ex i s tence ,  inc lud ing  t h a t  of pursuing sc ience ,  'on 
2 

the  b a s i s  of mant s be ing-in-the-world, ' 

Thevenaz suggests  t h a t  the  phenomenological 

method is  d e s c r i p t i v e ,  r ep re sen t s  a form of r a d i c a l  

empiricism and can be charac te r ized  a s  t he  sc ience  of 
3 - 

experience, A s  a  method, phenomenology does no t  concen- 

t r a t e  exc lus ive ly  on e i t h e r  the  o b j e c t s  of experience o r  

on the  sub jec t  of experience but on the  ' po in t  of 
-- 4 

contac t  where being and consciousness meet. There i s  
,.- 

thus  a general  r e j e c t i o n  of the  kind of explanat ion 

which proceeds from the  assumption t h a t  man can be 

s tud ied  as i f  involved i n  a  s e r i e s  of stimulus-response 

pa t te rns .  Rather,  the  i nd iv idua l  i s  seen as a person 
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cau@t up i n  a s o c i a l  world i n  which h i s  ' a c t i ons  

5 
def ine  h i s  experiencet .  and who can be seen not  only 

as the  r e c i p i e n t  of a s e r i e s  of d i spa ra t e  impressions I 

received i n  a 'mind c o n t a i n e r * ,  o r  simply a s  the  r ec ip -  

i e n t  of experience given i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  l oca t ion ,  but 

as an a c t o r  who transforms h i s  experience as a  r e s u l t  

of h is  i n t e n t i o n a l  a c t s ,  I n t e n t i o n a l i t y  appears t o  be 

a c e n t r a l  i e a t u r e  of consciousness f o r  those  who adopt 
6 

a phenomenological pos i t i on ,  and, i n  a metaphorical  

sense,  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  i s  descr ibed as 'a l i v i w  mir ror  

capable of rearranging i ts  images according t o  i t s  own 
7 

c r i t e r i a  and r e a c t i n g  t o  them i n  d iverse  ways,' 

When l inked wi th  e x i s t e n t i a l i s m  (and Schu tzvs  work 

con ta ins  evidence of t h i s  l inkage)  phenomenological 

i n v e s t i g a t i o n  does not  adhere r igorous ly  t o  the  pro- 

gramme advocated by Husserl, i n s o f a r  a s  percept ion i s  

not regarded as a product of t he  i nd iv idua l  mind - s u i  

gmexia, but i s  advised through the  communicative s o c i a l  

mi l ieu ,  A s  Spiegelberg suggests ,  e x i s t e n t i a l i s m  has 

'humanized and soc i a l i zed '  phenomenological inves t ig -  
8 

a t i o n ,  

Phenomenology, then, i s  no t  concerned wi th  the  

on to log ica l  s t a t u s  of p a r t i c u l a r  ob j ec t s ,  not  even with 

hypotheses concerning the  h i s t o r y  of ideas .  This approach 

moves explanat ion i n t o  an a b s t r a c t  l e v e l  wi th  



concomitant problems of br inging i t  down t o  ea r th .  

Some of the  arguments which fol low, however, have been 
I 

@fleshed  out '  wi th  empi r ica l  examples i n  Berger and 
9 

Luckmannts work, 
- 

The Soc ia l  Const ruct ion of Real i ty .  

I n  order  t o  make Schutz's ideas  concerning the  

quest ion of s o c i a l  ex i s tence  e x p l i c i t ,  i t  i s  necessary  

t o  cha rac t e r i ze  the  genera l  components of the  world of 
10  

d a i l y  l i f e  as Schutz s ees  them, He argues t h a t  Man 

f i n d s  himself a t  any moment i n  h i s  d a i l y  l i f e  in a 

'b iographical ly  determined s i t u a t i o n '  w i th in  which 

he has  h i s  pos i t ion .  P o s i t i o n  here r e f e r s  t o  his  place 

in the  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  as wel l  as h i s  i deas  concerning 

the  moral and p o l i t i c a l  problems he encounters ,  This 

world, f o r  the  ind iv idua l ,  i s  taken f o r  granted by 

him a s  his  r e a l i t y ,  The ob jec t s ,  f a c t s  and events  

which the  i nd iv idua l  encounters  and d e a l s  w i t h  i n  t he  

course of h is  l i f e  a r e  experienced as t y p i c a l  L e . ,  a s  

' ca r ry ing  open horizons of a n t i c i p a t e d  similar exper- 
11 

i ences , '  I n  the  ' na tu ra l  a t t i t u d e t  of d a i l y  l i f e ,  

i nd iv idua l s  a r e  concerned merely wi th  some a spec t s  of  

any p a r t i c u l a r  t y p i f i e d  ob jec t ,  f o r  i n  t he  'paramount 

r e a l i t y t  of the  here and now, the  i n t e r e s t  of t he  

i nd iv idua l  i s  p r i n c i p a l l y  pragmatic: thus  every elem- 

en t  of everyday knowledge has a  n e c e s s a r i l y  equivocal  
12 

t r a i t ,  I n  t h i s  sense,  Schutz suggests  t h a t  t o  a s s e r t  



t h a t  ob jec t  2 has  the  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  property p i n  

the  form of 'S - is  p t  i s  an e l l i p t i c a l  s tatement,  For 

the  i nd iv idua l  i n  ' t he  n a t u r a l  a t t i t u d e t  a l s o  recog- I 

n i ze s  t h a t  - S i s  q, r, and t a s  wel l ,  If the  individ-  

u a l  a s s e r t s  t h a t  - S i s  p  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  purpose at  

hand, t h i s  i s  not  con t rad ic tory ;  f o r  i t  is poss ib le  

t o  ignore as i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h a t  purpose the  'q-ness', 

tr-ness '  and ' t -ness t  of S .  Thus says  Schutz, 
. . - 

, i n  t he  n a t u r a l  a t t i t u d e  of 
d a i l y  l i f e  we a r e  concerned 
merely wi th  c e r t a i n  ob jec t s  
s t and ing  out over aga ins t  t he  
unquestioned f i e l d  of pre- 
experienced o t h e r  ob j ec t s  and 
t h e  r e s u l t  of the  s e l e c t i n g  
a c t i v i t y  of our mind is t o  
determine which p a r t i c u l a r  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of such an 
ob jec t  a r e  i nd iv idua l  and 
which t y p i c a l  ones," 

13 

It is  the  purpose a t  hand which de f ines  those  

elements among o t h e r s  i n  a s i t u a t i o n  t o  be r e l evan t  

f o r  t h a t  purpose, Any change i n  the  purpose a t  hand 

and the  concomitant relevance system, o r  the  s h i f t  of 

context  w i th in  which I S is of i n t e r e s t ,  can induce the  

i nd iv idua l  t o  become concerned wi th  the  q-being of 2, 
its a l s o  being ' p t  having become i r r e l e v a n t ,  

The world about the  i nd iv idua l  is  o r i en t ed  and 

organized f o r  the  i nd iv idua l ' s  a c t i o n s  i n  a  spa t io -  



funct ioning as the  cen t re  of a  system of co-ordinates 
14 

determining the  o rgan iza t ion  of the  surrounding f i e l d .  
0 

A s  such, the  i nd iv idua l ' s  world i s  encountered as a 

h ie ra rchy  of zones w i th in  a c t u a l ,  p o t e n t i a l  and r e s t -  1 

o rable  reach,  w i th in  which i s  the  immediately ava i l ab l e  

sphere of manipulation wi th  i t s  own spatio-temporal 

horizons,  The concrete  s i t u a t i o n  of an ind iv idua l  i s  

cons t i t u t ed  a s  an on-going course of t y p i c a l  experiences 

of t y p i c a l  ob j ec t s  and events .  

15 
But, as Schutz po in t s  out ,  the  ' t e x t u r e  of 

meaningtis  a  c u l t u r a l  product and thus  has  i ts  o r i g i n  

and i n s t i t u t i o n  i n  human ac t ions .  Cu l tu ra l  o b j e c t s  

( inc lud ing  language, s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  t o o l s ,  e t c ,  ) 

can only be understood by re fe rence  t o  the  human a c t i v i t y  

from which they o r ig ina t e .  In  o rde r  t o  dea l  w i t h  $he 

' cons t ruc t s '  which emerge i n  common-sense th ink ing  a s  

a r e s u l t  of the  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of knowledge, Schutz 

considers  1) the  r e c i p r o c i t y  of perspec t ives  o r  t h e  

s t r u c t u r a l  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of knowledge 2)  t he  s o c i a l  

o r i g i n  o r  the  gene t i c  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  of knowledge and 

3) the  s o c i a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of knowledge, 

I n  dea l ing  wi th  the  f i rs t  aspec t ,  Schutz 

po in t s  out  t h a t  the  i nd iv idua l  i s  aware of the  d i f f e r -  

en t  relevance which ob jec t s  have f o r  o the r  i nd iv idua l s  
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a t  any s p e c i f i c  time o r  p lace ,  not only because of the  

recogni t  ion t h a t  o the r s  a r e  involved i n  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  

p r o j e c t s ,  but a l s o  because of the  recogni t ion  of va r i e -  

gated biographical  h i s t o r i e s ,  But common sense thought 1 

t ranscends  the  i nd iv idua l  d i f f e r ences  by v i r t u e  of 
' 16 

'two bas ic  i d e a l i z a t i o n s .  ' The first of these  i s  

t h a t  the  i nd iv idua l  assumes t h a t  should he change p laces  

wi th  another  i nd iv idua l  engaged i n  - h i s  ac t ions ,  t h a t  

the  same ' t y p i c a l i t y 1  of th ings  and the  same 'd i s tance '  

from th ings  would l o g i c a l l y  adhere: the  second i d e a l -  

i z a t i o n  is t h a t  of t he  congruency of t he  system of 

re levances ,  o r  the  fact t h a t  i t  is  poss ib le  t o  ignore 

unique biographical  s i t u a t i o n s  ( o r  at  l e a s t  consider  

them i r r e l e v a n t )  i n  dea l ing  wi th  the  purpose a t  hand. 

U n t i l  o r  un l e s s  counter-evidence is presented,  i t  is 

assumed by ego and a l t e r  t h a t  common ob jec t s  and their 

f e a t u r e s  a r e  a t  l e a s t  empi r ica l ly  i d e n t i c a l  f o r  

"Thus the  genera l  t h e s i s  of r ec ip -  
r o c a l  perspec t ives  l eads  t o  the  
apprehension of ob j ec t s  and t h e i r  
a spec t s  a c t u a l l y  known by me and 
p o t e n t i a l l y  known by you a s  every- 
one1 s knowledge. Such knowledge is 
conce ived- to  be ob jec t ive  and 
anonymous, i. e , , detached from 
and independent of my and my 
fellow-man's d e f i n i t i o n  of t he  
a i t u a t i o n ,  our unique b iographica l  
circumstances and the  a c t u a l  and 
p o t e n t i a l  purposes a t  hand involved 
the re in ,  

17 

both, 



With regard  t o  the  second aspec t  ( t h e  s o c i a l  - 
o r i g i n  of knowledge) ~ c h u t z  argues t h a t  only a small 

p a r t  of the  i nd iv idua l ' s  s tock of knowledge a t  hand 

o r i g i n a t e s  wi th  the ind iv idua l ;  most of i t  is  s o c i a l l y  

der ived,  The ind iv idua l  'is taught  how t o  def ine  the  

s i t u a t i o n  ( t h a t  is, how t o  def ine ,  i n  regard t o  the  

r e l a t i v e  n a t u r a l  aspec t  of the  world, the  t y p i c a l  

f e a t u r e s  that p r e v a i l  i n  t h e  in-group as the  unquestion- 

ed but a lways quest ionable compass of t h ings  taken f o r  

granted u n t i l  f u r t h e r  n o t i c e ) ;  and the  i nd iv idua l  i s  

taught  how t y p i c a l  cons t ruc t s  have t o  be formed i n  

accordance with the  purpose at  hand and i ts  system of 

relevances.  accepted from .the anonymous viewpoint of t he  

in-group (ways of l i f e ,  r e c i p e s  f o r  a c t i n g  and the  

like). For this socialization, t h e  t yp i fy ing  medium 

par excellence i s  the  common vernacular ,  a  language 

of named th ings  and events ,  pr imar i ly ,  and thus  of the  

t y p i f i c a t i o n s  and gene ra l i za t ions  p reva i l i ng  i n  the  
18 

in-group whose vernacu la r  it is. 

The t h i r d  aspec t  which Schutz cons iders  is the  

s o c i a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of 

knowledge d i f f e r ;  some 

knowledge, 

f i e l d s  a r e  

Our a c t u a l  s tocks  of 

known acquaintance, 

o the r s  a r e  known i n  depth  and of o the r s  we have only a 

b l ind  b e l i e f ,  Exper t ise ,  a s  such, i s  manifest  i n  only 



a small  a rea ,  Knowledge i s  a t  any moment s t r u c t u r e d  in-  

t o  zones of c l a r i t y ,  d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s ,  p r ec i s ion  
, 

e t c .  o r i g i n a t i n g  i n  the  i nd iv idua l ' s  p r eva i l i ng  I 

system of re levances  and thus  i s  b iographica l ly  de te r -  

mined. The knowled~e of i nd iv idua l  d i f f e r ences  i s  

i t s e l f  an element common sense experience ; the  

i nd iv idua l  knows whom he has  t o  consu l t  under t y p i c a l  

oircumsiances f o r  the  amel iora t ion of p a r t i c u l a r  

problems. The ind iv idua l  thus  cons t ruc t s  types  of the  

o t h e r ' s  f i e l d s  of acquaintance and of t h e i r  scope and 
..."." 

range, being guided by c e r t a i n  relevance s t r u c t u r e s  

experienced i n  terms of c e r t a i n  t y p i c a l  motives t h a t  
19 

l e ad  t o  t y p i c a l  ac t i ons ,  

The t h r e e  p r i n c i p a l  aspec t s  of s o c i a l i z a t i o n ,  

t h e  i d e a l i z a t i o n s  belonging t h e r e  t o  and the  t y p i f  i c a t  - 
i ons  const ructed by a c t o r s  on the  s o c i a l  scene, a r e ,  

f o r  Schutz, the  foundation of s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n .  

A t  t h i s  po in t ,  i t  is poss ib le  t o  develop two 

r e l a t i v e l y  d i s t i n c t  t he ses  from the  extended a n a l y s i s  

which Schutz makes of the  cons t i t uen t  f e a t u r e s  of 

s o c i a l  l i f e .  The first i s  .a theory of i n t e r s u b j e c t -  

i v i t y ,  which Zaner argues i s  a t  the  r o o t  of Schutz'a 
20 

work: t h e  second i s  a s t r u c t u r a l  a n a l y s i s  of the  

conceptual ' cons t ruc t s1  employed by members of groups 
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i n  concrete h i s t o r i c a l  s i t u a t i o n s ,  a l b e i t  i n  an 

abs t r ac t ed  sense. 

The quest ion of i n t e r s u b j e c t i v i t y  w i l l  now be 

d e a l t  wi th  b r i e f l y ,  as i t  al lows f o r  the  cons idera t ion  

of ~ c h u t z ~ s  a s s e r t i o n s  dea l ing  wi th  the  i n t e r lock ing  

processes of time dimensions, behaviour, a t t i t u d e s  and 

To Schutz, t he  i n t e r s u b  jec t ive  cha rac t e r  of t he  

world i n  genera l  o r i g i n a t e s  and i s  continuously 
21 

experienced i n  the  We-relation, Now although any 

face-to-face conf ron ta t ion  w i t h  an o the r  ( o r  Thou) 

i s  the  genera l  form i n  which any p a r t i c u l a r  fel low- 

man i s  experienced i n  person, the  neces sa r i l y  s o c i a l  

f e a t u r e  of such a conf ron ta t ion  e x i s t s  only when ego 
. - 

and a l t e r  take  i n t o  account some s p e c i f i c  f e a t u r e s  of 

t h e  consciousness of each o ther ,  

Schutz suggests  t h a t ,  
"In the  on-going experiences of the  
We-relation I check and r e v i s e  my 
previous knowledge about my 
p a r t n e r  and accumulate new knowledge 
about  him, My experience of a fe l low 
man i n  the We-relations thus  s tands  
i n  a mul t ip le  context  of meaning: 
i t  is experience of a human being, 
it i s  experience of a t y p i c a l  
a c t o r  on the  s o c i a l  scene,  it is 
experience of t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
fellow-man, and i t  is experience 
of t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  fellow-man i n  



t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t ua t ion . .  , 
my experience of the  on-going 
phases of my own conscious 
l i f e  and my experience of the  
co-ordinated phases of your 
conscious l i f e  i s  u n i t a r y ;  
experience i n  the  We-relation 
is genuinely shared.ltZ2 

< 

It i s  i n  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  where the  i nd iv idua l  

is able  t o  apprehend the  outcome of a l t e r ' s  p lans  by 

wi tness ing the  course of h i s  ac t i on ,  that the  normal 

. propensi ty  of the  i nd iv idua l  t o  a s s ign  t o  fe l low 

human beings a world which corresponds t o  t he  world a s  

t h e  ind iv idua l  experiences i t  himself ,  i s  given 

u l t imate  v e r i f i c a t i o n .  When, in o t h e r  words, t h e  ' reach 
23 

of my fe l low man coincides  wi th  mine.' 

imputes a s e t  of 'because' and ' in-order-to'  motives 
24 

t o  persons t o  whom a c t i o n  is  d i r ec t ed ,  In t h i s  sense, 

t h e  in-order-to motive i s  the  projected a c t ,  t he  pre- 

phantasied s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  t o  be brought about by the  

f u t u r e  ac t ion ;  the  'because1 motive, from the  point  of 
25 

view of the  a c t o r ,  r e f e r s  t o  h i s  p a s t  experiences.  

When the  a c t o r  * l i v e s  i n  h i s  on-going a c t i o n '  he does 

not  have i n  view i ts  'becauset motives, Only when the  

a c t i o n  is accomplished, t h a t  is ,  when i t  has  become an 

a c t ,  does the  i nd iv idua l  t u r n  back t o  h i s  p a s t  a c t i on  

as an observer of himself and i n v e s t i g a t e  by what 



circumstances he has  been determined t o  do what he 

d id ,  Schutz s t a t e s ,  

" In  us ing  the l i n g u i s t i c  form 
' in-order- to1,  I am looking 
at  the  on-going process of 
a c t i o n  which i s  s t i l l  i n  the  
making and appears t he re fo re  
i n  t he ' t ime  perspect ive  of the  
fu tu re .  I n  us ing the  l i n g u i s t i c  
'becausef form f o r  express ing 
a genuine in-order-t  o r e l a t i o n -  
sh ip ,  I am looking a t  the  
preceding p ro j ec t  and the  t h e r e i n  
mod0 f u t u r i  e x a c t i  an t i c ipa t ed  
ac t .  The genuine because motive, 
however, involves.. , the time 
perspect ive  of Che pas t  and 
r e f e r s  t o  the  genes i s  of the  
p ro j ec t ing  i t s e l f  

It would appear t h a t  the  c r u c i a l  d i f f e r ence  

between these  two modes of motive is the  r e l a t i o n  

which each has  t o  the  process of i n t e r s u b j e c t i v e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  That is, i n s o f a r  as the  in-order-to 

motive r e f e r s  t o  the  a t t i t u d e  of t h e  a c t o r  l i v i n g  i n  

t he  process of h i s  on-going ac t ion ,  i t  i s  an essen t -  

i a l l y  ' sub j ec t ive f  ca tegory and is  revealed t o  t h e  

observer  only if he asks  what meaning the  a c t o r  bestows 

on h i s  ac t i on ,  The genuine 'because' motive, however, 

is an 'ob jec t ive '  category,  acces s ib l e  t o  the  observer ,  

who has t o  recons t ruc t  from the  accomplished a c t  

(namely from the  s t a t e  of affairs brought about i n  the  

world by the  a c t o r ' s  a c t i o n )  the  a t t i t u d e  of the  a c t o r  
27 

t o  h i s  ac t i on ,  



Schutz argues ex tens ive ly  throughout h is  works 

as a unique ind iv idua l ,  wi th  h i s  own b iographica l ly  

t h a t  the  world of ego, a s  an i n t e r s u b j e c t i v e  s o c i a l  I 

r e a l i t y ,  inc ludes  a l t e r  egos wi th  d i f f e r e n t  s p a t i a l  
28 ' 

and temporal c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Predecessors a r e  those 

who Lived before ego and a r e  known t o  him through 

r epo r t ,  Contemporaries 

temporal world as ego, 

a l i v e  at  the  same time 

s p a t i a l  segment of t he  

a r e  those who share  the  same 

Consociates a r e  those  who a r e  

as ego and who a l s o  share  ego 's  

world through face-to-face 

r e l a t i onsh ips .  Successors a r e  those who w i l l  l i v e  

a f t e r  ego d i e s ,  inc lud ing  those who w i l l  be born only 

a f t e r  ego i s  dead. The s o c i a l  world i s  as much c o n s t i t -  

u ted  by consciousness of predecessors and successors  as 

it is by c ~ n t e m p o r ~ l e s  and c tnsoc ia tes .  
.- 

Beyond t h e  experience of the  i nd iv idua l  ( o r  

Thou) i n  a concrete We-relation, a l l  o the r s ,  inc luding 

contemporaries,  a r e  apprehended mediately, by means of 
29 - 

t y p i f i c a t i o n s .  Only i n  the  face-to-face r e l a t i o n ,  

however s u p e r f i c i a l  i t  may be, i s  a l t e r  encountered 

de temnined s i t u a t i o n .  Furthermore, even i n  the  f ace-to 
30 

-face r e l a t i o n  of consocia tes  (def ined a s  those wi th  

whom ego shares  a community of time and space)  the  

pa r tne r s  e n t e r  i n t o  s o c i a l  a c t i o n  only wi th  a p a r t  of 
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t h e i r  rospec t ive  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  ( o r  i n  terms of s o c i a l  

' r o l e s ' ) ,  The process  of cons t ruc t ing  any a l t e r  a s  a 

performer of s o c i a l  r o l e s  p lays  i t s  p a r t  i n  ego's  own I 
s e l f - t y p i f i c a t i o n ,  I n  def in ing  the  r o l e  of a l t e r ,  ego 

assumes a r o l e  h imself ,  and these t yp i fy ing  cons t ruc t s  

a r e  o f t e n  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  i n  the  course of on-going 

experience,  Hand-in-hand w i t h  an increase  i n  t y p i f  i c a t -  

ion  the re  i s  t o  be found an increase  i n  anonymity wi th  

r e spec t  t o  o the r s  and a decrease t he re fo re  i n  the  

f u l l n e s s  of the  r e l a t i o n s h i p ;  the  i nd iv idua l s  a r e  taken 

by each o the r  a s  in terchangeable ,  t h a t  i s ,  a s  'anyone'. 

The We-relation is  thus  i nve r se ly  propbr t ionate  t o  the  
21 
J A  

degree of t y p i f i c a t i o n  a r i s i n g  through our ac t ions .  

A s  t h i s  w r i t e r  i n t e r p r e t s  Schutz 's  t h e s i s ,  the  

l i n k  between the  in-order-to motive and the  because 

motive and the  s ign i f i cance  o f  the  We-relation i s  t h a t  

when ego and a l t e r  share i n  a common p r o j e c t  i n  both a 
32 

s p a t i a l  and temporal sense ( i . e ,  a s  Schutz suggests ,  

when ego and a l t e r  'grow o lde r  t oge the r '  ) t he re  

occurs a syn thes i s  of the  in-order-to and the  because 

motives, A s  pointed out  above, the because motive i s  

e s s e n t i a l l y  a  r e f l e c t i v e  product ( a s  is a l s o  t he  Me 
33 

i n  Mead's a n a l y s i s  of s e l f )  and mutual i ty  of shared 

experience predisposes  an 'unbroken t o t a l i t y '  which 



Zaner's suggest ion i s  t h a t  the  We-relation i s  

r e a l i z e d  when ego r e f r a i n s  from typ i fy ing  a l t e r ' s  

behaviour, o r  r e f r a i n s  from pre-judging o r  pre- 

i n t e r p r e t i n g  his  ac t ion ,  but e n t e r s  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

i n  the  sense of being 'open to '  o r  ' f u l l y  a v a i l a b l e t  

t o  a l t e r  as manifest  i n  a mutual ' tuning-in of rec ip-  
. 34 

r o c a l  concern.' 

We s h a l l  now t u r n  t o  the  cons idera t ion  of t he  

a n c i l l i a r y  t h e s i s  which is developed i n  Schutz 's  work 

and which was r e f e r r e d  t o  above. What has immediately 

preceded t h i s  argument was p r i n c i p a l l y  an o u t l i n e  of . 
Schutz's thought on the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between i n t e r -  

sub jec t ive  thought i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e .  

What fol lows is  an o u t l i n e  of Schutz's account of t he  

process of c o n s t i t u t i v e  meaning-structures. 

Taking h is  lead  from W i l l i a m  James' a n a l y s i s  of 

t h e  sense of r e a l i t y ,  Schutz suggests  t h a t  James' 

concept of sub-universes provides a ph i losophica l ly  

worthwhile approach t o  t he  problem of experience and 

meaning. Now James had sugeested t h a t  t h e  'popular  

mind' conceives of a l l  sub-worlds (such as the  world 

of sc ience ,  of r e l i g i o n ,  e t c . )  more o r  l e s s  disconnect- 

edly ,  and when dea l ing  with one of them f o r g e t s ,  



f o r  the  time being, i t s  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  r e s t .  35 

Fur ther ,  t h a t  wi th  respec t  t o  each one of these  sub- 

worlds,  a l l  p ropos i t ions  made wi th in  them a r e  

bel ieved through the  very  f a c t  of being conceived, 

un l e s s  ' they c l a s h  wi th  o t h e r  proposi t ions  bel ieved 

a t  the  same time, by a f f i rming  t h a t  t h e i r  terms a re  
36 

t he  same wi th  t he  terms of these  o t h e r  proposi t ions . '  

Schutz maintains t h a t  James* a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  t he  sense 

of  r e a l i t y  can be i nves t iga t ed  i n  terms of a psychology 

of b e l i e f  o r  d i s b e l i e f  must he amended, s o  a s  t o  t r e a t  

it i n  a more s o c i a l  context .  

wa..we p r e f e r  t o  speak in s t ead  of 
many sub-universes of r e a l i t y  of 
f i ng t e  provinces of meaning bpon 
each of which we mas bestow the  " 

accent  of r e a l i t y .  Ye speak of 
the  rovinces  of-meaning and not  
of su %- -universes because i t  is 
the  meaning of our experiences 
and not  the  on t6 log ica l  s t r u c t u r e  
of ob j ec t s  which c o n s t i t u t e s  
r e a l i t y .  f137 

Such a s e t  of experiences i s  c a l l e d  a f i n i t e  

province of meaning i f  it shows a ' s p e c i f i c  cogni t ive  

s t y l e  ' i .e . ,  t h a t  i t  show c e r t a i n  bas ic  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

which include a s p e c i f i c  suspension of doubt, a spec i f -  

i c  form of experiencing one's s e l f ,  a  s p e c i f i c  form 
38 

of s o c i a l i t y  and a s p e c i f i c  t ime-perspective. Now 

Schutz d i scusses  the  'world of working i n  s tandard 

t ime* a s  one f i n i t e  province of meaning, indeed a 



-59- 

'paramount' world which s tands  out over aga ins t  t he  

o t h e r  provinces of meaning p r i n c i p a l l y  because of i ts  

pragmatic charac te r .  But he a l s o  suggeets  t h a t  t he re  

a r e  many o the r s  acces s ib l e  t o  the  i nd iv idua l ' s  i n t e n t -  

i o n a l  l i f e ,  He o f f e r s  the  world of dreams, t he  world 

of art ,  the  world of r e l i g i o u s  experience and the  
39 

world of s c i e n t i f i c  contemplation as some examples. 

The most s i g n i f i c a n t  sub-universe s o  fa r  as 

t h i s  t h e s i s  is concerned, is  t h a t  which James would 
40 

r e f e r  t o  a s  ' i d e a l  r e l a t i o n s ' ;  now Schutz does not  

d e a l  wi th  t h i s  cons t ruc t  per  s e ,  but makes reference 

t o  i t  wi th in  t he  context  of the  apprehension of 

meaning, o r  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of some s i g n  according 

t o  some standard,  It is necessary here t o  d i g r e s s  

b r i e f l y  t o  consider  Schu tz t s  arguments pe r t a in ing  

' s igns '  i n  o rder  t o  make the  connection e x p l i c i t .  

For Schutz, the  t h ings  s igns  s tand  f o r  a r e  
4 1  

be decided by re fe rence  t o  f o u r  types  of o rders ,  

discussed below, The d i f f e r e n t  kinds of o rde r  by 

which ob jec t s ,  f a c t s  and events  a r e  i n t e r p r e t e d  can 

be charac te r ized  by f o u r  bas ic  forms of ' appresenta t -  

i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s '  employed by the  a c t o r  f o r  transcend- 

i n g  the  world wi th in  h i s  a c t u a l  reach,  and which w i l l  

be ou t l ined  first, The fou r  a r e  marks, i nd i ca t ions ,  



s igns ,  and symbols. 

The mark, e,g. the  no ta t i on  on the  margin of a  
I 

book, se rves  as a sub jec t ive  reminder f o r  the  i n t e r -  

p r e t e r  when some object  r e t u r n s  w i th in  h i s  reach. The 

Lndication, o r  t h a t  which i s  f r equen t ly  subsumed under . . 

needle on the  d i a l  of a c a r  which i n d i c a t e s  an  empty 

gas  tank. @he s i g n  des igna tes  ' ob jec t s ,  f a c t s  o r  events  

i n  t he  o u t e r  world, whose apprehension appresents  t o  
42 

an i n t e r p r e t e r  c o g i t a t i o n s  of a fel low man1. The 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of an ob jec t ,  f a c t  o r  event as a s i g n  

f o r  someone's c o g i t a t i o n s  does not n e c e s s a r i l y  mean 

t h a t  the  communicator intended the  ' cog i t a t i ons1  t o  

be i n t e r p r e t e d  by another  par ty ,  o r  that t h e  i n t e r p r e t -  

e r  was intended as the  r e c i p i e n t  of the  cog i ta t ions>  

Signs run the  gamut of language, ges tu re ,  e tc . ,  and 

presuppose a s e t  of common a b s t r a c t i o n s  o r  s tandard- 

i z a t i o n s  t o  be succes s fu l ly  communicated. 

Now t h e  f i rs t  

re fe rences  mentioned 

and s ign ,  he lp  us  t o  

c i e s  of the  here  and 

t h r e e  of the  ' app re sen ta t i ona l l  

above, i. e. marks, i nd i ca t ions  

come t o  terms wi th  transcenden- 

now, the  o the r  and the  o t h e r ' s  

world. But they a r e  s t i l l  never the less  'immanent' i n  



the common-sense world of everyday l i f e ,  Symbols, how- 

ever,  represent f o r  Schutz a 'higher formt of appresent- 

a t i o n a l  reference 'which allow f o r  the  apprehension of I 

transcendent phenomena contained i n  f i n i t e  provinces 

of meaning described as ' sub-universes e a r l i e r ,  In  

the  'higher appresentational  formt of symbolic reference 

only the appresenting member r e f e r s  t o  everyday l i f e ,  

while the appresented member (or  the signatum) ie i n  a 

sense non-experiential. Schutz agrees with Jaspers t  

de f in i t ion ,  p a r t s  of which follow here: 

"The main difference between 
meaning within the world and of 
metaphysical meaning cons i s t s  i n  
the c r i t e r i o n  of whether i n  the 
r e l a t ionsh ip  be tween the image and 
that which i t  represents  the  l a t t e r  
i t s e l f  could be apprehended as an 
ob jec t iv i ty ,  o r  whether the image 
is  an image f o r  something t h a t  i s  
not accessible  i n  any other  way,, 
the  symbol cannot be in te rpre ted  
except by o ther  symbols,,,the 
understanding of a symbol does 
not therefore  cons is t  i n  grasping 
i ts  s ignif icance i n  a r a t i o n a l  
way but i n  experiencing i t  
e x i s t e n t i a l l y  i n  the symbolic 
i n t e n t  ion as- t h i s  unique r e f e r -  
ence t o  something transcendent 
t h a t  vanishes a t  the l imi t ing  
point  .w43 

Now Schutz argues t h a t  the complicated s t ruc tu re  

of the  symbolic r e l a t ionsh ip  involves four  schemes, the 

apperceptual,  the appresentational ,  the r e f e r e n t i a l  and 
44 

the in te rp re ta t iona l ,  It is not necessary here t o  



o u t l i n e  the  phi losophical  ana lys i s  which Schutz 

develops t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  these  schemes: the  examples 

which he provides a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  e x p l i c i t  f o r  our 

purpose. Thus he f i n d s  t h a t  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n a l  

scheme i s  the  most important i n  terms of providing 

a universe of d iscourse  between i n t e r p r e t e r s #  Follow- 

ing Bergson, Schutz suggests  t h a t  var ious  i n t e r p r e t e r s  

of a symbolic s t r u c t u r e  may accept  the  same r e f e r e n t i a l  

scheme, ye t  apply d i f f e r e n t  appresen ta t iona l  schemes 

t o  the  apperceptual  conf igurat ion,  a s  i n  the  h i s t o r y  

of s e c t s  which develop a l t e r n a t i v e  t heses  concerning 

t h e  consubs tan t ia t ion  of the T r i n i t y ,  o r  p a r t i e s  i n  

p o l i t i c a l  o rgan iza t ions  which bel ieve  i n  the  bas ic  

law of the  country but  d i f f e r  as t o  i t s  i n t e r p r e t a t -  
45 

ion. It i s  a l s o  poss ib le  t h a t  the  ~ r e s e n t a t i o n a l  

aspect  is  taken 'as a prototype of o rder  wi th  t he  

consequence t h a t  var ious  r e f e r e n t i a l  schemes which a r e  

f r equen t ly  i ncons i s t en t  a r e  connected wi th  the  same 

symbolic s t r u c t u r e  ; f u r t h e r ,  . it is poss ib le  t h a t  

t h e  r e f e r e n t i a l  scheme, once cons t i t u t ed ,  becomes 

autonomous, i .e. ,  independent of the  appresen ta t iona l  

scheme, t he  l a t t e r  then  seeming merely contingent .  

This d i scuss ion  l eads  ys  t o  Schu tz t s  f i n a l  

arguments concernin the  qappresen ta t i ona l  reference '  
4 e  

of the  s o c i a l  world. There a re ,  he s t a t e s ,  two such 



l e v e l s  ; i nd iv idua l  fellow-men a re  apprehended analog- 

i c a l l y ,  but both members a r e  appresented wi th in  the  

' r e a l i t y  of everyday l i f e 1 ;  i n  c o n t r a s t ,  s o c i a l  I 
c o l l e c t i v i t i e s  and i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  as 

such not  e n t i t i e s  w i th in  the  province of meaning of 

'everyday r e a l i t y 1  but  cons t ruc t s  of thought which 

have t h e i r  r e a l i t y  i n  another  sub-universe, and l i k e l y  

i n  that which Zames r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  the  sub-universe of 

' i d e a l  r e l a t i o n s , '  Thus, although the  s o c i a l  c o l l e c t -  

i v i t y  can be person i f ied ,as  i t  were, in the  r o l e s  of 

congressmen o r  policemen, the  signatwn e x i s t s  only 

i n  the  a b s t r a c t  symbolic form. 

Now the  symbolic r ep re sen ta t i ons  of the  We- 

r e l a t i o n s  of var ious  kinds (partnerships, love r s ,  e t c .  ) 

become more d i s c e r n i b l e  the  more the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  

i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d ,  i. e., the  'home becomes more than 

a dwell ing p lace ,  the  h e a r t h  is more than  a f i r e p l a c e ,  

and the  %eighbourhoodf i s  more than  an eco log ica l  
47 

concept,  

I n so fa r  as the  symbolic r e f e r e n t s  a r e  r e a l i z a b l e  

as i t  were, i n  t he  face-to-face r e l a t i o n s ,  they a r e  

d i s t i ngu i shab le  from symbolic r e f e r e n t s  which cannot 

be, i .e , ,  i n  the  sense t h a t  a soc i e ty  can i t s e l f  become 

the  r ep re sen ta t i ve  of something beyond i t s e l f ,  a s  of a 



t ranscending r e a l i t y .  

Now Schut z 

t h e  circumstances 

' f ellow-man1 w i l l  

i a  not a l t oge the r  e x p l i c i t  as t o  

under which the  apprehension of a 

f a l l  i n t o  one o r  the  o t h e r  of the  

symbolic r e f e r e n t i a ,  but h i n t s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  dependent 
. . 

upon the  d e f i n i t i o n  of the  s i t u a t i o n ,  i.e. what 

48 
for a p a r t i c u l a r  s e t  of events ,  The c o n s t i t u t i v e  

accent ,  e.g. of a game, is, i n  t u rn ,  an e c l e c t i c  term 

f o r  the  t c o n s t i t u t i v e  expectancies '  o r  bas ic  r u l e s  

which provide a s e t  of boundary condi t ions  wi th in  

which each p layer  must make c e r t a i n  dec i s ions  and 

choices  r ega rd l e s s  of personal  l i k e s  and d i s l i k e s ,  

p lans  and consequences f o r  himself o r  o the r s ,  and 

whereby each p layer  assumes a norm of r e c i p r o c i t y  w i t h  

r e spec t  t o  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  binding on each o ther ;  

a l s o  t h a t  p l aye r s  assume t h a t  whatever they expect of 

each o the r  i s  perceived and i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  the  same 

way, 

The only example of Schutz ts  a p p l i c a t i o n  of 

h i s  t h e o r i e s  concerning the problem of symbolic 

appresenta t ion a s  a r e f l e c t i o n  of sub-universes ( o r  

provinces of meaning) i s  i n  h i s  a n a l y s i s  of the  

d i a l e c t i c s  between Don Q u i x o t e l s  phantasy-world and 
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t h a t  of h i s  t r a v e l l i n g  companion Sancho Panza, 
t 

Fina l ly ,  mention should be made of the  manner i n  I 

which Berger and Luckmann t r e a t  Schutz l s  theor ies .  Their  

work is  divided i n t o  two main sec t ions ,  soc i e ty  being 

charac te r ized  a s  an lob jec t ive t  and a q s u b j e c t i v e '  

r e a l i t y  respec t ive ly .  It is i n  t he  former s e c t i o n  where 

SchutzVs  concepts of sub-universes and symbolism a r e  
50 

given p r i n c i p a l  a t t e n t i o n .  Berger and Luckmann u t i l i z e  

the  l a t t e r  w i th in  the  r u b r i c  of  ' l eg i t imat ion1  which 

funct ions  t o  'make p l a u s i b l e f  t he  'first order  object -  

i v a t i o n s l  t h a t  have been ' i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d 1  and they 

there fore  view the  'symbolic un iverses1  a s  a kind of 

l eg i t ima t ing  modi operandi which l ead  t o  an in t eg ra t ed  -- 
modus vivendi  . 

- - 

Whether t h i s  i s  the  only i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  

func t ion ,  o r  even the  outcome, of the  v a r i e t y  of 

symbolic universes  wi th in  a  s i n g l e  s o c i e t y  can be 

disputed,  depending upon the  a p r i o r i  assumptions of 

the  i n v e s t i g a t o r  w i t h  regard t o  the  a c t u a l  c h a r a c t e r  

of human soc i e ty ,  i .e . ,  whether s o c i e t y  i s  i n i t i a l l y  

appraised as an arena which i s  never f r e e  from c o n f l i c t -  

u a l  claims on the  p a r t  of var ious  segments, o r  a s  an 

arena i n  which i n t e g r a t i o n  and co-operation a r e  both 

the  hallmark and the  goal  of s o c i a l  ac t ion .  The s e c t i o n  



of Berger and Luckmannls work which is addressed t o  

t h e  v sub jec t ive '  f a c e t  of soc i e ty ,  u t i l i z e s  Schutz 's  

work i n  a s soc i a t i on  wi th  psychological  t e n e t s  which I 

tend t o  po r t r ay  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  a s  a p r i n c i p a l  f e a t u r e  

of i n t e r sub jec t ive  l i f e  and give  emphasis t o  the  

passive mode of acqui r ing  knowledge, p a r t i c u l a r l y  as 
51 

8 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of so-cal led 'p r imi t ive '  s o c i e t i e s .  

What emerges, then, from the  phenomenological 

philosophy i n  Schutz t s  work, is  p r i n c i p a l l y  a s e t  of 

i n t e r r e l a t e d  propos i t ions  concerning the  ' e s s e n t i a l '  

na ture  of s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  and social thought,  

which emphasizes t y p i f i c a t i o n  ( o r  perceiving the  

world and s t r u c t u r i n g  by means of c a t e g o r i c a l  types)  

as an i n t r i n s i c  aspect  of the basic o r i e n t a t i o n  of 

a c t o r s  t o  t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n s ,  A11 ty-pif i c a t i o n  would 

seem t o  cons i s t  i n  the  pragmatic reduc t ion  and equal- 

i z a t i o n  of a t t r i b u t e s  r e l evan t  t o  the  p a r t i c u l a r  

purpose a t  hand f o r  which the  type has  been formed, 

and involves d i s regard ing  those i nd iv idua l  (and concept- 

u a l )  d i f f e r ences  of the  t y p i f i e d  ob jec t s  t h a t  a r e  not 

r e l evan t  t o  such purposes. A s  noted by Tiryakian,  

e x i s t e n t i a l  typo log ies  a r e  coming t o  be t r e a t e d  i n  

t h e i r  own r i g h t  a s  important r e v e l a t i o n s  of  the 

fundamental f o c i  of s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  and s o c i a l  
52 

organizat ion.  For Schutz, the  t y p i f i c a t i o n s  of 



gcommon-sense~ th ink ing  a r e  i n t e g r a l  elements of the  

concrete Lebenswelt and t h e i r  s t r u c t u r e  determines the  

s o c i a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of knowledge and i ts  r e l a t i v i t y  and 
I 

re levance t o  the  p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  environment of a 

group i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r i c a l  s i t u a t i o n .  It i s  the  

examination of these  ' cons t ruc t s  ' and t h e i r  cogni t ive  

s t y l e ,  toge ther  wi th  t he  myriad d i a l e c t i c a l  p a t t e r n s  

which emerge as a r e s u l t  of l i v i n g  i n  a world bounded 

by such cons t ruc t s ,  which Schutz advocates. For him, 

the ' l eg i t ima te  p r ~ b l e m s ~ . ~ o f  the  so-cal led sociology 

of knowledge' w i l l  be t ack led  most app rop r i a t e ly  i n  
53 

t h a t  en t e rp r i s e .  
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CHAPTER N 

Karl Mannheim 

The purpose of t h i s  chap te r  i s  t o  o u t l i n e  and 

examine a  number of proposi t ions  which Karl Mannheim 
- - 

develops concerning the  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of thought as a 
,*- - --__I .. - 

func t ion  of s o c i a l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n .  
'\------ - - 

Edannheim maintains that the  sociology of bow- 
--- -- _ _ __ 

ledge is concerned wi th  ' t he  varying ways i n  which 

ob jec t s  present  themselves t o  the  s u b j e c t  according 
1 

t o  the  d i f fe rences  i n  s o c i a l  s e t t i n g s . '  U t i l i z i n g  a 

'general-total-non-evaluative ' concept ion of ideo l -  
2 

ogy, Mannheim seeks  t o  determine the  manner i n  which 

@soc i a l  structupes come t o  express  tnemselves i n  the  
3 . - 

s t r u c t u r e  of a s s e r t i o n s 8  and embarks on an empir ica l  
i -- 

st- of p o l i t i c a l  thought-models i n  o rder  t o  i l l u s t -  -" - - ---- 
r a t e  h i s  t h e s i s .  

-- - 

Now i n s o f a r  a s  IJannheim is concerned wi th  the 

s t r u c t u r e  and formation of thought i n  i nd iv idua l  minds, 
* > 

i_t_lpust*be assumed that he conceives of the  possib- 
i, 

i l i t y  t h a t  t he  i nd iv idua l  can formulate p o l i t i c a l  

judgements which a re  made indepedent of eva lua t ions  

of the  world (made, i n  tu rn ,  by the  s o c i a l  groups t o  
4 

which the  i nd iv idua l  belongs). I n  t h i s  sense,  
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Mannheimts conception of Pan s tands  i n  c o n t r a s i  t o  t he  

stream of thought running from - ----- 
pant  which can be construed as I - l 
the  knowing s u b j e c t  from his s o c i a l - h i s t o r i c a l  context  

wi th  the  consequent attempt t o  search  out  the  l i m i t -  

a t i o n s  on knowledge wi th in  the  boundaries of t he  
5 

d i s c r e t e  ind iv idua l :  r a t h e r ,  Mannheim's approach i s  i n  

t h e  t r a d i t i o n  of thought exemplified i n  the  work of 

:barx, Scheler ,  Durkheim and Xead, which t akes  a more 
', < \ 

dynamic c o l l e c t i v i s t  t u r n  and sees  the  knowing sub jec t  

as p a r t  and p a r c e l  of a crea_tive - and determinat ive  

s, A s  Farberman argues,  

It .  ,where the  c l a s s i c a l  approach 
s t rove  t o  s t r i p  away the  i n s t i t -  
u t i o n a l  b iases  from mental i ty ,  
s o  as t o  uncover i ts  inheren t  and 
necessary o b j e c t i v i t y ,  t he  modern 
approach cannot conceive of thought 
as being apa r t  from i n s t i t u t i o n a l  
involvement; hence, i t  is de t e r -  
mined t o  search  f o r  the  composit- 
i o n  of menta l i ty  w i th in  the  more 
o r  l e s s  r e s i l i e n t  s o c i a l  pr0cess.g 

Thus Mannheim's main preoccupation i s  t o  d i s -  

cover how thoughts ,  i deas  and 'mental s t r u c t u r e s '  a r e  
1 .  

formed i n  var ious  h i s t o r i c a l  con tex ts ,  What i s  the  

meaning behind h i s  theory of the  ' s o c i a l  o r  e x i s t e n t -  
7 . - -- 

i a l  determination of a c t u a l  th inkingi  ? 

Mannheim po in t s  out  t h a t  by 'de terminat ion '  he 
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does not mean t o  imply an automatic cause-effect  

sequence; ins tead ,  he leaves  t he  'meaning of de t e r -  
8 

mination openf ,  and suggests  t h a t  the  connection must 1 

be e s t ab l i shed  through empir ica l  i nves t iga t ion ,  The 

c r i t e r i a  he o f f e r s  i n  terms of e s t a b l i s h i n g  such a 

connection a s  a fdemonstrated f a c t '  a r e  i l l u s t r a t e d  in 

those realms of thought i n  which i t  can be shown t h a t ,  
. . .  

"..,the process of knowing does not 
a c t u a l l y  develop h i s t o r i c a l l y  i n  
accordance wi th  immanent laws, t h a t  
i t  does no t  fo l low only from ' t he  
na ture  of t h i n g s f  o r  from 'pure 
l o g i c a l  p o s s i b i l i t i e s f ,  and t h a t  i t  
is no t  d r iven  by an inne r  d i a l e c t i c .  ' 
On the  con t ra ry ,  the  emergence and 
the  c r y s t a l l i z a t i o n  of a c t u a l  thought 
is inf luenced i n  many dec i s ive  po in t s  
by ex t r a - theo re t i ca l  f a c t o r s  of the  
most  d iverse  s o r t .  These may be c a l l e d ,  
i n  c o n t r a d i s t i n c t i o n  t o  purely  theore t -  
i c a l  f a c t o r s ,  e x i s t e n t i a l  f a c t o r s ,  This  
e x i s t e n t i a l  determination of thought 
w i l l  a l s o  have t o  be regarded a s  a 
f a c t . . . i f  the  influence of these  
e x i s t e n t i a l  f a c t o r s  on the  concrete 
content  of knollledge i s  of more than 
mere pe r iphe ra l  importance, i f  they 
a r e  r e l evan t  not  only t o  the  genes i s  
of i deas ,  but pene t ra te  i n t o  t h e i r  
forms and content  and i f ,  furthermore,  
they dec i s ive ly  determine the  scope 
and the  i n t e n s i t y  of our experience 
and observation,  i . e ,  , t h a t  which we 
formerly r e f e r r ed  t o  as the  ' pe r spec t ive f  
of t he  s ~ b j e c t . " ~  

Now Merton takes  Mannheim t o  t a s k  f o r  being 

vague and obscure i n  h i s  s p e c i f i c a t i o n s  of the  type 

o r  mode of r e l a t i o n s  between s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  and 

knowledge, and no tes  the  var ious  terms which Mannheim 
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uses  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h i s  connection. Merton a l s o  no tes  

t h a t  Mannheim uses the  term'correspondencel (Entsprech- 

) t o  denote these  r e l a t i o n s .  Thus Merton f i n d s  t h a t  , 
132 der iv ing  c e r t a i n  forms of thought from c e r t a i n  types  

of s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s ,  Mannheim makes a v a r i e t y  of 

unintegra ted assumptions. Among o the r s ,  the re  is the  

assumption t h a t  t h e r e  is a d i r e c t  causa t ion  of forms 

o r  thought by s o c i a l  fo rces ;  t h a t  i deas  and forms of 

thought a r e  ' i n  accord w i t h '  the  i n t e r e s t s  of the 

a s s e r t i n g  sub jec t s ;  t h a t  thought i s  d i r e c t e d  by the  

formulat ion of the problem, awareness of which may i n  

t u r n  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  the  s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n  of t he  

s u b j e c t ;  t h a t  c e r t a i n  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  pre-req- 

u i s i t e  t o  c e r t a i n  forms of thought; t h a t  t h e r e  is an 

emanation of one s e t  of i deas  from another  s e t ,  

explained i n  terms of t compa t ib i l i t y ' ,  ' congru i ty t  
10 

and etc. ,  of liVeltanschauungen. 

Turning now t o  an examination of p r e c i s e l y  

what phenomena Mannheim at tempts  t o  l i n k  toge ther ,  it - 
is found t h a t  the  supers t ruc ture  o r  'mode of thought '  

i t s e l f  i s  a framework of ca t ego r i e s  which forms the  

v a l i d a t i o n a l  base of an i deo log ica l  judgement. A s  

Mandelbaum notes ,  

"These ca t ego r i e s  of s o c i a l  and 
h i s t  oz4.cal knowledge a r e  t o  be 
understood only by r e l a t i n g  them 



t o  the  fundamental r e a l i t y  which 
determined t h e i r  emergence; they 
a r e  t o  be understood as an expre- 
s s i o n  (Ausdruck) of the  i n t e r -  
re la t i -on of thought and the  ex t e r -  
n a l ,  non-rationax, e x i s t e n t i a l  
f a c t o r s  which determined it. For 
Mannheirn t h i s  i n t e r - r e l a t i o n  i s  t o  
be conceived i n  terms of va lua t ion  
and w i l l .  These va lua t ions  and 
v o l i t i o n a l  elements have, n a t u r a l l y ,  
no transcendent  (non-existent i a l )  
r e f e r e n t s .  Thus the  ca t ego r i e s  of 
a a ~ i a i  and h i s t o r i c a l  understanding 
which emerge i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c o - s o c i a l  
process have t h e i r  whole b a s i s  i n  the  
f a c t  than an a c t i v e ,  va lu ing  sub jec t  
(of  somewhat indeterminate nature  ) 
' l i v e s  i n t o r  an e x t e r n a l  world, I n  
th is ,  thought and a c t i o n  are not 
wholly d i s p a r a t e ;  thought and modes 
of th inking,  a r e  brought w i th in  a 
l a r g e r  a c t i v i s t  frameworLV 

11 

It is these  ca t ego r i e s  through, and by which, 

a sub jec t ,  c l a s s  o r  age group apprehends r e a l i t y  ----_ _ _ which 

Mannheim r e f e r s  t o  a s  the ' perspect ive1 o r  s t y l i s t i c  

s t ruc tu re .  Mannheirn de f ines  t pe r spec t ive t  as t h e  
\ 

gsub  j ec t  ' s  whole mode of conceiving th ings  as de t e r -  
1 9  
I L  

mined by his h i s t o r i c a l  and s o c i a l  se t t ing.  Mannhe im 

i l l u s t r a t e s  the  no t ion  of perspect ive  by suggest ing t h a t  

C-/ a mathematical s tatement such a s  'twice two equa ls  f o u r t  

g ives  *no c lue  a s  t o  when, where, and by whom i t  was 
1 3  

formulated ' ,  whereas an  a r t  form may be dated according 

t o  i t s  s t y l e ,  poss ib le  only under g iven h i s t o r i c a l  

condi t ions  and revea l ing  the  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of an 
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epoch; s i m i l a r l y ,  it is  poss ib le  i n  a work of t he  

s o c i a l  sc iences  t o  say  whether i t  was in sp i r ed  by the  

s h i s t o r i c a l  school1 o r  lpos i t iv i sml  o r  *Marxism1 and 

from 'what s t a g e s  i n  the  development of each of these  

i t  dates'. I n  a s s e r t i o n s  of t h i s  s o r t ,  argues Idannheim, 

i t  i s  poss ib le  t o  speak of an ' i n f i l t r a t i o n  of the  

s o c i a l  p o s i t i o n T  of the  i n v e s t i g a t o r  i n t o  the  r e s u l t s  

of h i s  s tudy and of the  Tsituational-relativity' 

(lSituations-gebundenheitq) - of the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of 
1 4  

these  a s s e r t i o n s  t o  the  underlying r e a l i t y .  

Turning now t o  the  t i n f r a s t r u c t u r e t  which, i n  

a sense,  genera tes  the  * p e r s p e c t i v e q ,  i t  is found t h a t  

Ihnnheim does not  e x h i b i t  c l a r i t y  i n  his  exposi t ion.  

The p r i n c i p a l  element is the  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n .  He 

chooses t o  employ the  metaphysical no t ion  of a 
15 

l c o l l e c t i v e  unconscious' which he reformulates  i n t o  
16 

the t c o l l e c t i v e  purposes of the  group1, the  'whole 
17 

matr ix  of c o l l e c t i v e  i n t e r e s t s t ,  and t he  ' c o l l e c t i v e  

. h i s t o r i c a l  experiences of a group' a s  the  poss ib l e  

' s o c i a l  ground' upon which the  f i g u r e  i s  discerned - 
very much a f t e r  the fash ion  of Ges ta l t  percept ion 

"_ _-.I- 

theoryJlilannheim argues t h a t  ; b l a s s  *'"--\ i s  the  most s i g n i f  i- & 
"- t. -- ---" 

can t  va r i ab l e  t o  be taken i n t o  account,  because ' a l l  

o t h e r  s o c i a l  groups a r i s e  from and a r e  transformed as 

p a r t s  of the  more bas ic  condi t ions  of production and 



dominationg ; but t he re  a r e  a l s o  o the r  groups such a s  

'genera t ions ,  s t a t u s  groups, s e c t s ,  occupational  groups 
18 

schools ,  e t c . '  which can provide the  e x i s t e n t i a l  base, 1 
\ -.J 1 

llannheim recognizes t h a t  an ind iv idua l  has mul t ip le  4. 

a f f i l i a t i o n s  wi th  s o c i a l  groups, which aggravates the  --- - "_ _ _ 
problem of d i scern ing  the  c r u c i a l  in f luences  i n  the  

thought of the  th ink ing  sub jec t ;  t h i s  quest ion i s  not  

c l a r i f i e d ,  e i t h e r ,  i n  h i s  suggest ion t h a t  'norkersr  a r e  

l e s s  broadly a f f i l i a t e d  than o the r s :  

- 7 
ItThose who p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  the  proc- 
e s s  of product ion, . , ( the  workers).. 
being bound t o  a  p a r t i c u l a r  c l a s s  -35 and mode of l i f e ,  have t h e i r  out-  
looks and a c t i v i t i e s  exc lus ive ly  
determined by t h e i r  s p e c i f i c  ooc- j 
i a l  s i t ~ a t i o n . ~  - 

1 9  

In  add i t i on  t o  the  s t y l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e  . - and 

e x i s t e n t i a l  condi t ions ,  Mannheim r e f e r s  t o  a t h i r d  

element i n  the  i deo log ica l  judgement. He regards  the  

s t y l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e  as emerging from the  i n t e r a c t i o n  

of the  sub jec t  wi th  the  e x i s t e n t i a l  r e a l i t y ,  The 

v o l i t i o n s  vary  wi th  the  na ture  of the  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n ,  

but  the  ca t ego r i e s  making up the  perspect ive  a r e  a 

consequence of the  v o l i t i o n a l  responses t o  the  s o c i a l  

s i t u a t i o n .  Thus he argues,  

Wen l i v i n g  i n  groups do not  merely 
coex i s t  phys i ce l ly  a s  d i s c r e t e  
ind iv idua ls ,  They do not confront  
the  ob jec t s  of the  world from the  



a b s t r a c t  l e v e l s  of a contemp- 
l a t i n g  mind as such, nor  do 
they do so  exc lus ive ly  as 
s o l i t a r y  beings, On the  con t ra ry  
they a c t  wi th  and aga ins t  one 

I 
another  i n  d ive r se ly  organized 1 //" 

groups, and w' i l e  doing s o  they 
th ink  wi th  and aga ins t  one another .  
These persons,  bound toge ther  i n  
groups, s t r i v e  i n  accordance wi th  
t h e  cha rac t e r  and pos i t i on  of the  
groups t o  which they belong, t o  
change the  surrounding world of 
na ture  a ~ d  soc i e ty  o r  at tempt t o  
maintain i t  i n  a given c ~ n d i t i o n , ~  

20 

It t r w s p f r e s ,  then,  t h a t  the e x i s t e n t i a l  

condi t ions  a r e  no t  non-rat ional  o r  non- theoret ica l  i n  

any complete way, for they include t h e  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n  

as a p r i n c i p a l  element, and the  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n  i n  

t u r n  involves a perspec t ive  (which i t s e l f  i s  %on- 
21 

i i i u s o r y @ j ,  I n s o f a r  a s  i t  is  f e a s i b l e  t o  t a l k  of the  

'pene t ra t ion '  of t h e  perspect ive  by the  s o c i a l  process,  

i t  i s  no t  a determinat ion of thought by purely  non- 

t h e s r e t i c  f a c t o r s .  A s  Taylor po in t s  ou t ,  

"The pene t r a t i on  i s  achieved on ly  
through the  agency of a sub jec t  
who i n  e f f e c t i n g  the  pene t r a t i on  
does s o  on the  b a s i s  of va lues ,  
e t c . ,  derived from a pas t ,  o r  
e x i s t i n g  s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n .  The 
r i s e  of a new s t y l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e  
is i n  f a c t  a  consequence of the  
a p p r a i s a l  of h i s  experience by a 
sub jec t  on the  b a s i s  of an a l ready  
e x i s t i n g  s t y l i s t i c  s t r u ~ t u r e . ~ '  

22 



Taylor goes on t o  point  out  t h a t  Mannheimts 

dichotomy of the  e x i s t e n t i a l  and the  t h e o r e t i c  d e f i n i t e -  I 

ly obscures 

w i th in  the  

s e l f  i n  h i s  

'meaningful 

t h i s  f e a t u r e ,  The presence of a t h e o r e t i c  

e x i s t e n t i a l  i s  recognized by Mannheim h i m -  

d i s t i n c t i o n  between tf a c t u a l  genesis  ' and 

genes i s t  : 

" 'Socia l  ex i s t ence t  i s  thus  an  a r e a  
of being, o r  a  sphere of ex i s tence ,  
of which orthodox ontology which 
recognizes only the  ebsolute  dualism 
between being devoid of meaning on 
t h e  one hand and meaning on the  
o ther  hand t akes  no account. A 
genes i s  of t h i s  s o r t  could be 
charac te r ized  by c a l l i n g  i t  a 
'meaningful genes i s '    inn e n e s i s )  
as cont ras ted  wi th  a '+ 
genes i s t  ( ~ a k t i z i t g t s g e n e s i s ) .  
If  a model of t h i s  s o r t  had been 
kept i n  mind i n  s t a t i n g  the  r e l a t -  
ionsh ip  between being and meaning, 
the  d u a l i t y  of being and v a l i d i t y  
would not  have been-assumed as - 
abso lu te  i n  epistemology and 
noology. Ins tead ,  t he re  would 
have been a  s e r i e s  of g rada t ions  
between these  two po les ,  i n  which 
such in termedia te  cases  a s  'being 
invested wi th  meaning' and 'being 
o r i en t ed  t o  meaningt would have 
found a place  and been incorpor- 
a t ed  i n t o  the  fundamental concep- 
t i on .  

Thus, i t  is  poss ib le  t o  a r r i v e  a t  a formulat ion 

which reso lves  the conceptual ambigui t ies  above ( involv-  

ing d i a l e c t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between t h e o r e t i c a l  

perspec t ives ,  groups, e tc . ,  ) which i s  cons i s t en t  wi th  



s t a t i n g  t h a t  s o c i a l  ex i s tence  ( i n  the  form of i n s t i t -  

u t i ons ,  c l a s s e s ,  s e c t s ,  etc .  ,) i s  the  process i n  which 

concepts ( ca t ego r i e s ,  perspect ives ,  s t y l i s t i c  s t r u c t u r e s l  

e t c a )  a r e  expressed as the  l i f e  a c t i v i t i e s  of men and 

ou t  of which new thought-s t ructures  a r e  formed. 
_ _ -.-- i 

I n  t h i s  mode, Mannheim develops a number of 

theorems a s  a way of both i l l u s t r a t i n g  and confirming 

h i s  hypotheses. A s e l e c t i o n  of these  theorems a r e  given 

here. 

Mannheim f i n d s  t h a t  groups of p r e - c a p i t a l i s t  

o r i g i n ,  charac te r ized  by the  prevalence of the  'commun- 

a l  element1, may be held  t oge the r  by t r a d i t i o n  o r  

common sentiments alone,  Theore t ica l  r e f l e c t i o n ,  i n  

a p o l i t i c a l  sense ,  i s  of secondary importance. Groups 

which a r e  not  welded . together  by bonds of community l i f e  

but  'which merely occupy s i m i l a r  pos i t i ons  i n  t he  s o c i a l  

economic system' can f i n d  cohesion only through r i g o r -  

ous theor iz ing.  The Weltanschauung of the  l a t t e r  group 

is  e f f e c t i v e  over ' g r ea t  d i s tances '  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  the  

sent imenta l  t i e s ,  which a r e  e f f e c t i v e  only w i th in  a 

l i m i t e d  s p a t i a l  area .  Mannheim ins inua t e s  t h a t  the  

' theor iz ing '  of t he  s p a t i a l l y  d ispersed o r  'non-organic1 

groups neces sa r i l y  involves a r a t i o n a l i z e d  conception 
24 

of h i s t o r y  which se rves  a s  a  s o c i a l l y  un i fy ing  f a c t o r .  



-82- 

At another point in his work, Mannheim puts forward an 

argument within the rubric of the theory of knowledge 

which can be linked to the preceding hypothesis concern- I 

ing the development of abstract inter-personal linkage . 
The theory he develops, he designates as the social gene- 

sis of abstraction. He claims that the idea of a 

continuously broadening base of knowledge and of the 

integration of various social 'vantage points' into the 

process of knowledge, together with the idea of an all- 

embracing ontology which is to be sought for, is a 

tendency in social and intellectual history closely 

connected with 'the processes of group contact and inter 
25 

penetration.' 

The upshot of this tendency is, a% first, a 

neutralization of the various conflicting points of 

view (i.e. depriving them of an absolute character) 

and then secondly, the creation of a more comprehensive 

and *serviceable9 basis of vision, Kannheim finds it 

interesting that the tconstruction of a broader base 

is bound up with a higher degree of abstractness' and 

'tends in an increasing degree to formalize the phenom- 

ena with which we are concerned.' He argues that the 

trend towards a higher stage of abstraction is a 

correlate of the amalgamat ion of social groups. 



"The corroborat ion of t h i s  
c o n t e n t i o n , i s  found i n  t he  f a c t  I 

t h a t  the  capac i ty  f o r  a b s t r a c t i o n  
among i nd iv idua l s  and groups 
grows i n  the measure t h a t  they 
a r e  p a r t s  of heterogeneous groups 
and organ iza t ions  in,more inc lus -  
i v e  c o l l e c t i v e  u n i t s ,  capable of 
absorbing l o c a l  o r  otherwise 
p a r t i c u l a r  groups. I t  

26 

Mannheim cons t ruc t s  ' ideal - types  ' as a method 

of i l l u s t r a t i n g  his existential- thought-form t h e s i s .  

These include 'bureaucra t ic  conservatism' i n  which 

the  most s i g n i f i c a n t  extension is the  tendency t o  

genera l ize  bureaucrat ic  esperience and t o  overlook 

the  f a c t  t h a t  the  realm of admin is t ra t ion  and of 

smoothly func t ion ing  order  r ep re sen t s  only a p a r t  of 
27 

the total political r e a l i t y ;  ; h i s t o r i c a l  conservat ismi ,  

which Mannheim cha rac t e r i ze s  among o t h e r  f e a t u r e s  as 

an outlook which ' r e l a t e s  everything t o  the  dec i s ive  

dichotomy between t t cons t ruc t ion  according t o  planu and 

"allowing th ings  t o  growtt( with the  added assumption 
28 

that the s o c i a l  o rder  is n a t u r a l  and proper;  ' l i b e r a l -  

democratic bourgeoise thought ' which assume s,  among 

o the r  f e a t u r e s ,  t h a t  p o l i t i c s  i s  amenable t o  s a t i s f a c t -  

ory  r e so lu t ion  through d i scuss ion ;  *socialist-communist 

conception'  which t y p i c a l l y  r e l e g a t e s  the  r e c i p r o c a l  

r e l a t i o n s  of p o l i t i c a l  ac t i on ,  economics, ideo log ies ,  
29 

and c l a s s  toge ther  a s  a ' s i ng l e  group of problems'; 



and vFascisml which among o the r  f e a t u r e s  can d i sce rn  

only the  *unordered1 and the  tunra t  i ona l i zed  ' i n  the  

development of soc i e ty ,  the  ' s t r u c t u r a l  development i 

and t h e  i n t eg ra t ed  framework of s o c i e t y  remaining . . ,  30 
completely hidden from,..viewl, 

I n  s i m i l a r  fashion,  Xannheim r e l a t e s  f o u r  

types  of &utopian menta l i ty '  - the  Anabaptist  c h i l i a s t -  

ic ,  the  l ibera l -humani tar ian ,  the  conservative and the  

socialist-communist - t o  t he  s o c i a l  l o c a t i o n  and 
31 

c o l l e c t i v e  purposes of t h e i r  p ro tagonis t s .  

Thus, i n  terms of the  apprehension of t i m e ,  f o r  

example, i t  is found t h a t  the  Anabaptist  c h i l i a s t i c  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  experience is that the ' p resent  becomes 
-- 

the breach through which what was previously  inward 

b u r s t s  out  suddenly, t akes  hold of t h e  ou te r  world and 
32 

t ransforms % t t ;  the  l i b e r a l  humanitarian concept of 

time emphasizes the  i d e a  of the  indeterminate f u t u r e  

which w i l l  wi tness  the  r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h e i r  e t h i c a l  

norms, and views wi th  coctempt as an ' e v i l  r e a l i t y v  

everything t h a t  has become a p a r t  of t he  p a s t  o r  is  
33 

p a r t  of the  present :  the  conservat ive  time-sense envis-  
/ ages the  pas t  a s  inexorably lead ing  t o ,  and v a l i d a t i n g  

the  e x i s t i n g  r e a l i t y  and the  there  and now' is experien- 

ced as ' t he  embodiment of the  h ighes t  va lues  and 
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meaningsq: the  lsocial is t-communist l  conception of 

time, which i s  more complex, d i s t i ngu i shes  between the  

immediate and remote f u t u r e ,  wh i l s t  emphasizing t h a t  

t he  concrete present  embraces not  only the  pas t  but 
'at= 
/ /  

a l s o  the  Patent  tendencies of the  f u t u r e .  

It may be noted t h a t ,  apart from poin t ing  out  

Mannheimls argument t h a t  the  *perspec t ive1  i s  'non- 

i l l u s o r y * ,  l i t t l e  reference has been made t o  the  

problem of the  a t ta inment  of v a l i d i t y  as a m o r a l i s t i c  

e n t e r p r i s e ,  i. e. i n  the  r e s o l u t i o n  of c o n f l i c t i n g  

perspect ives .  Rather,  a t t e n t i o n  has  been paid  t o  what 

Taylor r e f e r s  t o  as the  rimmeasureable worth' of 

Mannheimrs work i . e . ,  the  discovery of pe r spec t iva l  

knowledge; t h i s  conception, which need not  neces sa r i l y  

be equated wi th  q u a l i t a t i v e  knowledge ( o r  v a l u a t i o n a l  

concepts) demands t h a t  a l l  knowledge be considered a s  
36 

perspec t iva l .  

The ph i losophica l  problems which fol low from 

the  dec i s ion  t o  take  an e x i s t e n t i a l  p o s i t i o n  as an 

observer of s o c i a l  l i f e  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  wi th  respec t  

t o  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a t t a i n i n g  ob jec t ive  knowledge - 
imputed t o  the  t i n t e l l e c t u a l s r  i n  Mannheimts w r i t i n g s )  

go beyond the  scope of this t h e s i s .  Su f f i ce  t o  po in t  

ou t  t h a t  Mannheim at tempts  t o  fuse  h i s  t h e s i s  concern- 
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i n g  the  s i t u a t i o n a l  cha rac t e r  

ideal of freeing thought f rom 

s o c i a l  process;  an e n t e r p r i s e  

l i n g e r i n g  sympathies wi th  the 

of a s s e r t i o n s  wi th  the 

i t s  anchorage i n  the 

which demonstrated h i s  1 

Marxian rec ipe  f o r  the 

r e s o l u t i o n  of c o n f l i c t  and the  cons t ruc t ion  of a 
37 

utopia. 
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Claude ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  

Of a l l  the  four  th inkers  d e a l t  w i t h  i n  t h i s  

t h e s i s ,  it i s  LQvi-Strauss who s e t s  himself the most 

ambitious task,  H i s  p ro jec t  is t o  uncover the laws 

which 

human 

he believes govern the function in^ of the  
1 

mind. 

The ul t imate  root  of the  t r e e  of s o c i a l  l i f e ,  

namely the brain  i t s e l f ,  is  not L6vi-Strauss's concern; 

t h a t  i s  the province of the psycho-chemist and the 
2 

bio logis t .  Nor i s  ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  the  

individual  a s  an object  of study, prefer r ing  instead 

t o  deal with mind as represented i n  c s i i e c t i v e  phenom- 

ena, i .e ,  the  products of mind a s  exhibited i n  the 

(.' symbolic constructs  of d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  s o c i e t i e s ,  which 
1 
2 

CI he examines by way of a t s t r u c t u r a l i s t '  method, 

In h i s  autobiographical work, ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  
4 

r e f e r s  t o  Rousseau a s  'our master and bro ther t  and 

elsewhere Rousseau, together  with Bergson, a re  

c redi ted  f o r  the success i n  reaching the psychological 

foundations of 'exot ic  i n s t i t u t i o n s t  by a process of 
5' 

i n t e rna l i za t ion ,  The upshot of the Rousseauian 
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approach is the demonstration t h a t  every human mind 

is a 'Pocus of v i r t u a l  experience where what goes on . . 

in  the minds of men...can be investigated. '  To R o u s s e a ~ , ~  

the improvement i n  a r t s  and science brings a corruption 

of minds r a t h e r  than enlightenment; he implies t h a t  

there  is a  moral, r a t i o n a l  and universal  bas is  t o  

soc ie ty  which can be obscured by the abuses t o  which the  
6 

s o c i a l  order gives r i s e .  L e v i - ~ t r a u s s ,  l i k e  Rousseau, is 

a romantic i n  character iz ing the  Neoli thic Age a s  a time 

in which science did not sever Man from the physical 

universe. Apart from h i s  sentimentalism, however, Le'vi- 

Strauss  values the pre-sc ien t i f ic  epoch a s  a source of 

information from which t o  discover ' the  unshakable 

bas i s t  of human society.  There is not a ,utopian s t a t e  

of Nature o r  a per fec t  soc ie ty  t o  be found* i n  any 

c u l t u r a l  matrix which he s tudies ;  but i t  is i n  the 

examination of s o c i e t i e s  which a re  ana logica l ly  p a r a l l e l  

t o  Neoli thic societies ( i n  terms of t h e .  development 

of s c i e n t i f i c  knowledge) t h a t  ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  considers 

i t  most l i k e l y  t o  f ind  the most valuable components 

f o r  h i s  t h e o r e t i c a l  scheme. Such a  scheme i n  turn  w i l l  

help t o  disentangle 'what i n  the nature of Man is  
7 

o r i g i n a l  and what i s  a r t i f i c i a l . '  



A fundamental fea ture  of ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ~ s  theory 

is the assumption t h a t  manifest ac t ions  and the b e l i e f s  , 
which sus ta in  them conceal a l o g i c a l  system which can J 

be approximately ascer ta ined through the development 

of abs t r ac t  models. This axiom,  hi-~trauss contends, 

common number of f i e l d s  of thought, including 

g ~ ~ & i u a ~ ~ & . y ~ i a ,  phys icai geograpny, p o l i t i c a l  sociology 

and l i n g u i s t i c s .  It i s  c l e a r  t h a t  the epistemological 

bas i s  of h i s  models derive from a synthesis  of the  

l a t t e r  two f i e l d s .  

The Marxian notion t h a t  the i d e a l  foundation 

of s o c i a l  l i f e ,  the mater ia l  in f ras t ruc tu re ,  i s  

obscured by the ideological  supers t ructure ,  f i n d s  a 

mirror-image i n  ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  s conception of the  

dichotomy between 'conscioust and 'unconscious' models. 

The 'conscious modelsq which L'evi-Strauss f i n d s  

operative i n  s o c i e t i e s ,  funct ion i n  the same way a s  
8 

the  ' ideological  formsq of Marx . Further,  the  

Marxian idea t h a t  transformations take place over 

time a s  a  r e s u l t  of the interweaving of praxis  and 

theor ia  i s  taken up by ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ,  a l b e i t  i n  a -- 
revised form: 

"If we grant ,  following Marxian 
thought, t h a t  in f ras t ruc tu res  and 
supers t ruc tures  a re  made up of 
multiple l e v e l s  and t h a t  there  a re  



var ious  types  of t ransformat ions  
from one l e v e l  t o  another ,  i t  
becomes poss ible-  i n  t he  f i n a l  
ana lys i s ,  and on the  condi t ion  
t h a t  we d i s r ega rd  content-  t o  
cha rac t e r i ze  d i f f e r e n t  types  of 
s o c i e t i e s  i n  terms of t he  types  
of t ransformat ions  which occur 
w i th in  them. These types  of t r ans -  
formations amount t o  f o r m u l a s . ( s i c )  
showing t h e  number, magnitude, 
d i r e c t i o n  and order  of the  convol- 
u t i o n s  t h a t  must be unraveled, s o  
.I.- I . - - - * -  ",, upcan, in order t o  uncover 
( l o g i c a l l y ,  not normatively) an 
i d e a l  homologous r e l a t i o n s h i p  
bstween the  d i f f e r e n t  s t r u c t u r a l  
levels....by r ep l ac ing  a complex 
model wi th  a simple model that has 
g r e a t e r  l o g i c a l  value ,  the  anthro-  
po log i s t  r e v e a l s  the  de tours  and 
manoeuvers, conscious and unconsc- 
ious ,  t h a t  each soc i e ty  uses  t o  
r e so lve  i ts  inherent  con t r ad i c t i ons  - o r  a t  any r a t e  t o  conceal  them." 

9 

The quota t ion  above r e v e a l s  the  degree t o  which 

~ e ' v i - ~ t r a u a s  t a k e s  an ambivalent p o s i t i o n  w i t h  r e spec t  

t o  t he  func t ion  of i deas  i n  s o c i a l  l i f e ,  Like 
-. 

Durkheim, ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  seems t o  imply t h a t  t he  i deas  

produced i n  a s o c i e t y  represen t  obs t ac l e s  which can 

s tand  between the  observer  and the  ' l o g i c '  of s t r u c t u r -  
10 . . 

a1 r e l a t i o n s ,  

The same kind of argument, which suggests  t h a t  

a conscious model has  another  model which unde r l i e s  i t  

and y e t  which is  not  given t o  i m ~ e d i a t e  observat ion nor 

through the  t h e o r i a  of t he  conscious model i t s e l f ,  i s  
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found i n  the ana ly t i ca l  method of s t r u c t u r a l  l i n g u i s t -  

i c s .  Linguis t ic  behaviour is t h a t  behaviour p a r  excel l -  

ence which i s  governed by r u l e s  not 'known' t o  the - I 

a c to r ;  i n  f a c t ,  the  s t r u c t u r a l  r u l e s  of a language a r e  

not 'thought through1 by the  speaker of a language 

when he is  engaged i n  communication. S t r u c t u r a l  l ing-  

u i s t s  a re  i n  an enviable posi t ion,  according t o  L&i- 

Strauss.  They have been able ,  by v i r t u e  of t h e i r  

methodology, t o  e n t e r  the  world of exact science h i the r -  

t o  denied the s o c i a l  sciences. They have been able t o  

reformulate t h e i r  hypotheses i n t o  da ta  which becomes 

manipulable t o  the same degree a s  the  d a t a  d e a l t  w i t h  

by the mathematician. The s t r u c t u r a l  method i n  l ing-  

u i s t i c s ,  ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  bel ieves ,  w i l l  play the same 

trenovating r o l e '  with respect  t o  the s o c i a l  sciences 

t h a t  nuclear physics has played f o r  the  physical  
11 

sciences. 

The anthropologists ,  a l b e i t  with c e r t a i n  modi- 

f i c a t i o n s ,  should adopt a method analogous i n  form t o  

the method used i n  s t r u c t u r a l  l i n g u i s t i c s .  What a re  

the  basic  p r inc ip les  of  t h i s  l a t t e r  method? ~ 6 v i -  

Strauss pays t r i b u t e  t o  the t i l l u s t r i o u s  founder of 

t h i s  sub-discipline' .  N. Troubetzkoy, and ou t l ines  

the l a t t e r ' s  programmatic statements, 



. .  . 
~(Troubetzkoy)~,.reduced the struct- 
ural method to four basic operations, 
First, structural linguistics shifts 
from the study of conscious linguist- 
ic phenomena to study their.unconsc- 
ious infrastructure ; second,-s 
nottreat terms as independent 
entities, taking instead as its basis 
of analysis the relations between 
terms; third, it introduces the 
concept of s stem - 'Modern phonem- 
ics does nof=lg proclaim t h a t  
phonemes are always part of a syst- 
em; it shows concrete phonemic systems 
and e l u m e s  their structure -: 
finally, structural linguistics aims 
at discovering general layns, either 
by induction 'or,..by loglcal deduct- 
ion, which would give them an absolu- 
te character1." 
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the most general sense, ~6vi-~trauss~s 

structuralism could be characterized as a 'Iinguistics 

of culture1; and it is from linguistics that he derives 

the cardinal facets of his theoretical approach. Thus 

all cultural phenomena can be regarded as instances 

of communications phenomena, governed by rules which 

approximate the classificatory principle of binary 

opposition as developed in phonology, Structural 

linguistics incorporates the notion of exchange as a 

tenet of phonemic analysis; wedded to the exchange 

theory propounded by Nauss, whom ~6vi-~trauss refers 
13 . 

to as 'the Newton of Anthropologyt, the lsymbolic 

systemse of a society, e .g .  language, kinship, econom- 

d 



i c s ,  a r t  etc.,  arb in te rpre ted  a s  instances of exch- 
14 ' 

ange re l a t ionsh ips  o r  ' s t r u c t u r a l  orders. '  

Thus each soc ie ty  is seen a s  composed of a  

v a r i e t y  of more o r  l e s s  interdependent orders  of 

r e l a t ionsh ips  including, f o r  example, 'women, goods 
15 

and serv ices  and messages': such orders d i f f e r  i n  the 

'mater ia ls1 which are  i n t e r r e l a t e d  and i n  the ways i n  

which the same mater ia l s  a re  conceived a s  in t e r re l a t ed .  

It is  l i k e l y  t h a t  i n  any one soc ie ty ,  each order i s  a 

var ian t  of another, the important var iab les  being the 

kinds of mater ia ls  involved and the d i a l e c t i c a l  r u l e s  

governing the  number of possible permutations o r  
16 

var ia t ions .  The l ikel ihood of uncovering 'orders '  

(such a s  models of experience i n  myth and kinship) is 

dependent upon the establishment of cons t i tuent  elem- 
17 

e n t s  (akin t o  phonemes i n  phonology). In replying t o  

c r i t i c s  who charge him f o r  attempting t o  explain  the 

s t ruc tu re  of a soc ie ty  i n  terms of the s t ruc tu re  of 

one f a c e t  of it (e.g. French soc ie ty  i n  terms of the 

phonemic s t ruc tu res  of the French language) L6vi - 
Strauss  contends t h a t  he compares 's tructures. . .  

where they may be found' including p o l i t i c a l  ideology, 
18 

mythology, a r t ,  e t i q u e t t e  and cuis ine.  



~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  s s t r u c t u r a l  ana lys is  of cu is ine  

w i l l  be out l ined here i n  order t o  demonstrate some of I 

t he  points  made above and a lao  t o  i l l u s t r a t e  yet  . . 

another argument, i , e ,  t h a t  'o rders t  can be compared 

cross-cul tural ly  a s  well as within the boundaries of 

a eingle  soc ie ty  (and, i n  t h i s  case, one of the  few 

examples which include f a c t s  from European s o c i e t i e s ) ,  

The cons t i tuent  e l e m t s  of a na t iona l  cuis ine 

(which a r e  ca l l ed  igustemest) may be organized accord- 

ing t o  c e r t a i n  s t r u c t u r e s  of opposition and cor re la t ion ,  

There a re  three  opposit ions t o  be found which dis t inguish 

English from French cuisine.  These a re  the endogenous/ 

exogenous opposition, o r  na t iona l  versus exotic 

ingredients ,  the central /per ipheral  opposition, o r  

s t a p l e  food and i ts  accompaniments : the marked/not 

marked opposition, o r  savoury versus bland food, ~ 6 v i -  

Strauss  suggests t h a t  the  upshot of t h i s  venture demon- 

s t r a t e s  t h a t  i n  English cuis ine main meals a re  made 

from endogenous ingredients ,  which a re  bland, and the 

exot ic  accompaniments a r e  per ipheral  t o  the main meal 

and s t rongly marked: conversely, i n  French cuis ine the 

oppositions of nat ional /exot ic  foods, staple/accompanim- 

en t  a re  not i n  evidence and the savory/bland opposition 

can be combined i n  a meal a s  well  a s  being per ipheral  



t o  it. Other examples of t h i s  ana ly t i ca l  method i n  

the examination of cuis ine which ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  pursues, 

include the suggestion t h a t  'French hors-dloeuvres I 

a r e  b u i l t  around the oppositions maximal transformation/ 

m i n i m a l  transformation of the type charcuter ie / rawel ;  

t h i s  opposition does not recur  i n  subsequent dishes ,  - - -  - -  

whereas i n  Chinese cuis ine such oppositions a re  s u i t -  

able f o r  synchronic presentat ion,  i e e .  f o r  a l l  p a r t s  
19 

of the meal, which can be served a l l  a t  one time. 

Now although ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  points  out t h a t  t h i s  is a  

r a t h e r  ' f l imsyt example of h i s  method, he uses i t  t o  

defend the c r i t i c i s m  t h a t  h i s  a n a l y t i c a l  procedures 

are applicable only t o  so-called primitive soc ie t i e s ,  

He f inds  'nothing absurd1 i n  the idea t h a t  once having 

defined the ' d i f f e r e n t i a l  s t ruc tu res '  in  the cu l inary  

phenomena of a  society ,  i t  would be possible t o  seek 

the vtransformationsl  of these s t ruc tu res  i n  another 

sphere of the c u l t u r a l  - milieu, o r  even i n  d i f f e ren t  

soc ie t i e s .  

"..,if we f ind  these s t ruc tu res  t o  
be common t o  severa l  spheres, we 
have the r igh t  t o  conclude t h a t  we 
have reached a s i g n i f i c a n t  know- 
ledge ( s i c )  of the  unconscious 
a t t i t u d e s  of the soc ie ty  o r  soc- 
i e t i e s  under c o n s i d e r a t i ~ n . ~ ~  

It is  i n  the f i e l d  of kinship analysis and the 
. . 

cross-cul tural  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of mythologies where 
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L 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ' s  s t r u c t u r a l  anthropology has aroused 

the most i n t e r e s t ,  

I n  h i s  e a r l i e s t  work on the subject  of kinship, 

~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  between the  ' system of 

terminologyt and the 'system of a t t i t u d e s t  of any 

kinship system and attempted t o  apply h i s  s t r u c t u r a l  

iiistliud io t h e  'system of a t t i t u d e s ' ;  the problem of 

epecifying w h a t  i t  is  t h a t  Ego perceives i n  h i s  kin- 

s h i p  a f f i l i a t i o n s  without r e so r t ing  t o  terminological  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  i s  resolved by L/evi-strauss i n  his 

postulate  of 'genealogical connections ' . Such connect- 

ions allow f o r  the  incorporation of non-kin i n t o  the 

ca tegor ica l  model, which in tu rn  may serve as the 

underlying model f o r  the organization of s o c i a l  r e l a t -  
21 

ions throughout the whole society.  . - 

Now ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s a  suggests t h a t  i n  order  t o  make 

t h e  ca tegor ica l  a t t i t u d e s  and genealogical connect ions  

e x p l i c i t ,  i t  is  necessary t o  reduce any kinship system 

t o  its 'const i tuent  elements' and the cons t i tuent  elem- 

en t  which i s  i so la t ed  as paramount i s  the 'atom of 

kinshpl , L e . ,  a group consis t ing of a husband, a  

woman, a representat ive of the  group which has given 
22 ' 

the woman t o  the man, and one offspring.  



~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  argues, 

", . , if  we divide a l l  the  possible 
behaviowr be tween k in .  according 
t o  a simple dichotomy, pos i t ive  
and negative behaviour...it can 
be shown t h a t  a grea t  many d i f f -  
e ren t  combinations can be found 
and i l l u s t r a t e d  by spec i f i c  ethno- 
graphic observations, When there  
is a pos i t ive  r e l a t ionsh ip  
"vtween husbanci and wife and a 
negative one between brother  and 
a i s t e r ,  we note the presence of 
two cor re la t ive  a t t i t u d e s :  
p o ~ i t i v e  between f a t h e r  and son, 
negative between maternal uncle 
and nephew.. , rf (and v ice  verca)  

23 

It is  in  s o c i e t i e s  where the normative r u l e s  

appear t o  be based on a system of tcross-cousin marr- 

i age t  where the elementary s t ruc tu res  receive t h e i r  

' f u l l e s t  expressiont.  Without proceeding with an in- 

depth out l ine  of ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s t s  arguments concerning 

cross-cousin marriage systems, some of the  major 
24 

f a c t o r s  a re  given below. 

L6vi-Strauss i s o l a t e s  a c e r t a i n  type of exchange 

of women, def ines  the s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n  under which these 

exchanges take place and suggests the s t r u c t u r a l  r e s u l t s  

of p a r t i c u l a r  r u l e s  of exchange, Marriage which is  

prescribed with a member of a c l a s s  which includes 



the  same r e l a t i o n  t o  one another and exchanges a re  

always made i n  the same direct ion.  The m a t r i l a t e r a l  

r u l e  r e s u l t s  i n  a system which ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  r e f e r s  t o  1 

a s  'generalized exchange* : with a p a t r i l a t e r a l  r u l e ,  

however, the exchanges are reversed with each gener- 

a t i o n ,  a system ~ ' e v i - ~ t r a u s s  terms 'discontinuous 

exchange?. I n  cases of b i l a t e r a l  cross-cousin marriage, 

kin  groups a re  paired and they 'swap' women. This 

system L6vi-Strauss r e f e r s  t o  a s  ' r e s t r i c t e d  exchange1, 

Mow ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  d is t inguishes  f u r t h e r  between b i l a t e r a l  

and u n i l a t e r a l  f o m s  of cross-c ous i n  marriage and 

assoc ia tes  the former with  'disharmonicl regimes and 

the l a t t e r  with 'harmonic1 ones. By ?harmonic1 is  meant 

a soc ie ty  i n  which t he  ru le  of residence is the same 

a s  the r u l e  of f i l i a t i o n ;  i n  ?disharmonicl s o c i e t i e s  

the  r u l e s  a re  d i f f e ren t .  The marriage r u l e  which can 

l i n k  more than two common residence-and-descent groups 

together  i n  a %armonict soc ie ty  i s  the u n i l a t e r a l  

r u l e ,  and ~ ' e v i - ~ t r a u s s  indica tes  t h a t  the m a t r i l a t e r a l  

r u l e  r e s u l t s  i n  a ' b e t t e r  in tegra t ion '  than the patr i -  

l a t e r a l  r u l e ,  which r e s u l t s  i n  a 'closed system1 i n  
25 

perpetual  disequilibrium. 

Now Needham argues t h a t  ~ 6 v i - S t r a u s s  is not 

seeking any ' f i n a l  cause1 theory i n  h i s  discussion 

marriage ru les ,  ne i the r  is he suggesting t h a t  h i s  
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assessment of the r e l a t i v e  l s o l i d a r i t y '  which follows 

from the adopt ion of one ru le  o r  the other  i s  a norm- 

a t ive  judgement, He s t a t e s ,  I 

"What ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  i s  saying, aa I 
i n t e r p r e t  h i s  argument, is  t h a t  
some ins t i tu t ions .work  more e f fec t -  
i v e l y  than others ,  and t h a t  those 
which a r e  l e s s  e f fec t ive  a re  l e s s  
l i k e l y  t o  pe r s i s t , "  -. 

26 

The question which a r i s e s  here, and which w i l l  

be taken up i n  a more general  fashion a t  the  end of 

t h i s  chapter, is  the degree t o  which the na t ive ' s  

phenomenological i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of h i s  situation 

becomes dissolved i n  a s e r i e s  of pos tu la tes  which 

have a p a r t i c u l a r l y  Hegelian character ,  If the a t t i t -  

udinal  categories  are  the basic  components i n  the 

order of kinship systems, t h e i r  d i s so lu t ion  must be 

accounted f o r  by reference t o  some lunconscious' 

formulation, which i s  'expressed' i n  s t r u c t u r a l  

r e l a t ions .  

The problem devolves around the question of 

whether the semantic categories  ( i n  kinship s y s  tems) 

held by the nat ive a re  equivalent t o  the semantic 

categories  developed by the observer. If they a r e  not,  

then whose f i n t e l l e c t v  i s  a t  work here? The l consc ious~  

i n t e l l e c t  of ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s ,  o r  the lunconscioust 



i n t e l l e c t  of the na t ives  themselves? 

Turning now t o  consider some of the conclusions 

~ & i - s t r a u s s  a r r i v e s  a t  i n  h i s  study of myths, we 

encounter the crux of the s t r u c t u r a l i s t  method. It is 

with the study of myths t h a t  &i-s t rauss  has become 
27 

increasingly concerned i n  h i s  l a t e s t  works. 

~ ' e v i - s t r a u s s  argues t h a t  the meaning of a myth 

does not l i e  i n  the ' i so la t ed  elements' which e n t e r  

i n t o  the composition of a myth, but i n  the way those 

elements a re  combined. Further,  a s  language i n  myth 

exh ib i t s  c e r t a i n  proper t ies  (presumably i n  the same way 

t h a t  poetry is d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  from discourse, although 

~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  does not make t h i s  comparison) i t  is 

possible t o  i s o l a t e  these propert ies  which can then be 
- .- 

r e c l a s s i f i e d  in terms of *gross  cons t i tuent  u n i t s *  o r  

*mythemest; *mythemesf, i n  tu rn  a re  r e l a t e d  not only 

t o  subject  matter ,  but t o  each other. Thus we a r r i v e  

*at the very core t  of ~ 6 v i - s t r a u s s ' s  argument concerning 

the modal un i t  which must be i so la t ed ,  i .e.  *bundles 
28 

o f r  the  r e l a t i o n s  between *mythemest. 

~ k v i - ~ t r a u s s  maintains t h a t  t o  generate t h i s  

u n i t  of ana lys is  is,  i n  e f f e c t ,  t o  resolve the most 

problematical f ea tu re  of myths; t h e i r  t imeless  and yet  

temporally appropriake character .  



Me argues, 

"Relations per ta ining t o  the  same 
bundle may appear diachronical ly  
a t  remote in te rva l s ,  but when we 
have succeeded i n  grouping them 
together we have reorganized our 
myth according t o  a  time re fe ren t  
of a new nature,...namely a two- 
dimensional time re fe ren t  which 
ia simultaneously diachronic and 
synchronic, and which accordingly 
in teg ra tes  the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of 
l a n  ue on the one hand, and those 
?r- parole on the otherot l  29 

The concrete example he gives t o  accompany t h i s  

formal explanation i s  an ana lys is  of the  Oedipus myth. 

~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  i s o l a t e s  elements i n  the na r ra t ive  which 

a re  r e l a t ed  t o  each other  (sexual r e l a t i o n s ,  murder, 

the siaying of animals, and physical impediments) and 

reformulates these elements i n t o  four common fea tu res ,  

L e o ,  the overrat ing of blood r e l a t i o n s ,  the  under- 

r a t i n g  of blood r e l a t i o n s ,  the denia l  of the autoch- 

thonous o r i g i n  of man and d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  walking and 

standing, respec t ive ly  , The cor re la t ions  which are  

then found between these elements leads  ~ & i - ~ t r a u s s  

t o  suggest that, 
"..It ( the,myth) has t o  do with the 

i n a b i l i t y ,  f o r  a  cu l ture  which 
holds the be l i e f  t h a t  mankind i s  
autochthonous..to f ind  a  s a t i s f a c t -  
ory t r a n s i t  ion between t h i s  theory 
and the knowledge t h a t  human beings 
a r e  ac tua l ly  born from the union of 



man and woman. 
30 

He a r r i v e s  at  t h i s  conclusion by means of the 

following logic:  the an imal i s t ic  f ea tu res  of deformed 

men implies t h e i r  autochthonous or ig in ;  but other  

aspects  of the myth have t o  do with beasts  being s l a i n ;  

s imi la r ly ,  the i n t r a f  ami l i a l  murders imply underrated 

evaluations of blood r e l a t i o n ;  but o the r  aspects  of 

the myth have t o  do with the  care and overconcern for 

kin. I n  ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s  s terms, 

"The i n a b i l i t y  t o  connect two kinds 
of r e l a t ionsh ips  i s  overcome ( o r  
r a t h e r  replaced) by the a s se r t ion  
t h a t  contradictory r e l a t ionsh ips  
a r e  i d e n t i c a l  inasmuch a s  they 
a re  both self -contradictory i n  
a s imi la r  way...by a co r re la t ion  
of t h i s  type, the  overrat ing of 
blood r e l a t i o n s  i s  t o  the  under- 
r a t i n g  of blood r e l a t i o n s  a s  the  
attempt t o  escape autochthony is 
t o  the impossibi l i ty  t o  succeed 
i n  it. Although experience contra- 
d i c t s  theory, s o c i a l  l i f e  va l ida tes  
cosmology by i ts  s i m i l a r i t y  of 
s t ruc tu re .  Hence cosmology is true." 

In h i s  work The Savage Mind, ~ / e v i - ~ t r a u s s  

inves t iga tes  systems of thought i n  so-called primitive 

s o c i e t i e s ,  and develops h i s  arguments concerning the 
J 

nature of mythology i n  conjunction with associated 

hypothses with respect  t o  the categoriz ing and t rans-  

formational f ea tu res  of mind. 



Ut i l i z ing  ethnographic mater ia l  from a wide 

va r i e ty  of cu l tures ,  ~ $ v i - ~ t r a u s s  attempts t o  show 

t h a t  the naming of d e t a i l s  of va r i a t ion  i n  the na tu ra l  

environment, among primitive people, goes f a r  beyond 

any considerations of u t i l i t y  and can i n  t o t o  be 

characterized a s  the  'science of the  concre teq ,  This 

'primitive science' functions i n  the same way as 

modern science ( a l b e i t  w i t h  reservat ions  concerning 

i t s  ul t imate  u t i l i t y )  i n  organizing the t o t a l i t y  of 

experience i n t o  a coherent whole, But unlike the 

contemporary engineer of the  modern world, who is  

concerned p r inc ipa l ly  with the Eroper way of resolving 

abs t rac t  problems i , e , ,  within the rubr ic  of consis t -  

ency and ~ ~ ~ g r u i t y ,  t h e  primitive is i e s s  of an 

than he who- formulates 

s t ruc tu res  of thought from disparate  elements, i n  the 

same way tha t  a hand,yman w i l l  make a ' th ing '  from 
32 

whatever b i t s  and pieces a re  t o  hand, 

A s  Caws argues, 

"One of the fundamental theses  of 
La  Pens& Sauvage i s  that the 
s t ruc tu re  is a l l - im.~or tan t .  the  
mater ia l  l a rge ly  i r r e l evan t  ; it 
is as i f  the  mind had t o  busy 
i t s e l f  about something of 
s u f f i c i e n t  complexity, but cared 
very l i t t l e  about the nature,. .  
of i t s  components." 

33 



Another important theme, which is allied to the 

notions of transformatfon and categorization, is that I 

mythic thought represents an attempt to fuse the 

'naturalq and the social1 worlds together. ~6vi- 

Strauss takes issue with the so-called 'Naturalist 

School who made the mist ake of assuming that natural 

phenomena are what myths seek to explain, when they 

are, in fact, the medium through which myths try to 

explain facts which are themselves not of a natural 
34 

but of a logical order. 

35 
Pn his latest worksr, L'evi-~trauss couples the 

notion of isomorphic correspondence between nature 

and culture with his assumptions concerning the binary 

mode of classification and communication and also 

attempts to reduce 'patterns of the discursive accounts 

to simplified forms' borrowed freely from mathematics 

and geometry. The ultimate goal of mythology-analysis, 

according to ~kvi-~trauss, is to develop even more 

sophistication in the methods employed, 

"...only then will it be possible 
to subject myth to a genuine 
logico-mathematical analysis..." 

36 

At this point, a major criticism of ~ 6 v i -  



i n  generat ing h is  own ob jec t s  of s tudy,  ~ 6 v i - S t r a u s s  

moves i n t o  a ph i losophica l  realm i n  which the  a n a l y s i s  

of the  r e l a t i o n s  between man and man is  subordinate 

t o  a l o g i c  of a e s t h e t i c  perception,  and Hegelian forms 

wal tz  toge ther  w i th  s t a t i s t i c a l  mat r ices  and formulae 

from pro jec t ive  geometry. The c i r c u l a r i t y  of explanat-  

i o n  which employs abs t r ac t ed  processes of s t r u c t u r a l  

l i n g u i s t i c s  t o  exp la in  myth-logic, and myth-logic t o  

exp la in  s t r u c t u r a l  processes,  suggests  t h a t  L6vi- 

S t r a u s s f s  philosophy can a t t a i n  t he  degree of onanism 

which Marx asc r ibed  t o  a l l  pure ly  ph i losophica l  
37 

explanat  ions. 

In t h i s  regard ,  much of the  c r i t i c i s m  which has  
. . . . . . . 

been made of Freud's work can be app l ied  t o  L6vi-Strauss, 

As Meenan argues,  i n  c r i t i c i z i n g  c e r t a i n  of the  weakness- 
. .- 

ea  he f i n d s  i n  Freud's at tempts a t  explanat ion,  

"In an explanat ion the  conceptual  
framework se rves  as a l i n k i n g  
mechanism; events  a r e  r e l a t e d  and 
explained throu h t h e  conceptual  
framework,..lns _C$_ ead of r e l a t i o n a l  
p ropos i t ions  l i n k i n g  inputs  and 
ou tpu ts ,  Freud produced proposi t -  
i ons  t h a t  l i n k  outputs  t o  hypo- 
t h e t i c a l  cons t ruc t s .  The hypo- 
t h e t i c a l  cons t ruc t s  do not  connect 
t he  phenomena, they account f o r  
them." 

38 



To cha rac t e r i ze  L6vi-Straussls  s t r u c t u r a l i s m  
39 

(which he r e f e r s  t o  as a form of ' super- ra t ional ismt  ) 
I 

as e i t h e r  ideal ism, formalism, o r  a kind of sophis t -  

i c a t e d  phenomenology, i s  t o  run the  r i s k  of being 

c l a s s i f i e d  by L'evi-Strauos as ju s t  another  represent-  

a t i v e  of the  *pub l i c  mind* which is  prone t o  c o n f ~ ~ a ~  
40 

s t r u c t u r a l i s m  wi th  o t h e r  schools  of thought. 

S t ruc tura l i sm i s  not  ideal ism, he s t a t e s ,  i n so fa r  as 
41 

it defends t he  cause of materialism. It is  no t  form- 
42 

alism , i n s o f a r  as 'form def ines  i t s e l f  by opposi t ion 

t o  a content  which is e x t e r i o r  t o  i t1 and s t r u c t u r e  

has  no content ,  but ' is i t s e l f  t h e  con ten t r  which is  

'apprehended i n  a l o g i c a l  organizat ion conceived as 
43 . - 

a proper ty  of the m a l e .  & i - ~ t r a u s s  has t o  r e j e c t  
. .- 

phenomenology because 'it pos tu l a t e s  a con t inu i ty  
44 

between experience and r e a l i t y 1  and t h a t  i n  o rde r  t o  

reach  q r e a l i t y t  experience must be repudia ted;  

experience may be re - in tegra ted  i n t o  an  'ob jec t ive  

s y n t h e s i s t ,  a  syn thes i s  i n  which ( s e n t i m e n t a l i t y  p lays  
45 

no p a r t , '  To t h i s ,  i t  must be noted t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  

i deas  of ob j ec t s  perceived and t h e i r  t ransformat ion 

which represen t  L6vi-Strausscs stock-in-trade; he 

admits himself t h a t  i n  o rder  t o  exp la in  t he  na ture  of 
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tsoc io logica l  s o l u t i o n s t ,  appeal must be made t o  ?form 

and not content ' ;  and i f  s t ruc tu re  i s  i t s e l f  content,  

must it not r e t a i n  aspects of nat ive ewer ience ,  . 
, 

o r  

only the experience - of the experience, i .e. ,  ~ B v i -  

S t r a u s s t s  experience? I n  which case is i t  not f e a s i b l e  
c ? " Q A C S b  

t o  e o U r  t h a t  ~ 6 v i - S t r a u s s  repudia te jh is  - own 

experience? 

This foregoing c r i t i c i s m  does not seek t o  

b e l i t t l e  the value of Lgvi-Straussts method a s  a way 

of looking a t  f a c t s  i n  t o t o  -9 f o r  h i s  work contains much 

which is  of value,  including many f r u i t f u l ,  i f  seminal, 

hypotheses concerning comparative phenomenology. But i t  

is c l e a r  tha t  much of h i s  work presupposes a  determinate 

s t ruc tu re  t o  the cosmos which i n  f a c t  i s  a  product of 

his own subject ive ce r t a in ty ,  r a t h e r  than a  f a c t  amen- - 

able t o  corroboration and proof, i f  indeed probative 

a t  a l l ,  When t h a t  f a i t h  i t s e l f  is rendered t o  the 

l e v e l  of hypothesis,  h i s  method assumes a  more c redib le  

character ,  Even so, it remains t o  be seen what u t i l i t y  

h i s  ideas w i l l  have a s  conceptual t o o l s  i n  the  hands 

of l e s s e r  mortals.  A s  Geertz argues, 

"1s ~ ' e v i - ~ t r a u s s  wri t ing,  a s  he seems 
t o  be claiming i n  the confident pages 
of La penslie Sauvape a  prolegomena t o  
a l l  fu tu re  anthropa&g? O r  is he, l i k e  
some uprooted neo l i th i c  in t e l l igence  c a s t  
away on a  reservat ion,  shuf f l ing  the 
debr i s  of old t r a d i t i o n s  i n  a  vain attempt 
t o  r e v i v i f y  a  primitive f a i t h  whose moral 



beauty is  s t i l l  apparent but from 
which both relevance and c r e d i b i l -  
fty have long s ince  d e ~ a r t e d ? ' ~  
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CHAPTER VI - 
~ e c a ~ i t u l ' a t  ion  and Conclusions 

The l a s t  f o u r  chap te rs  have i l l u s t r a t e d  f o u r  

r e l a t i v e l y  d i v e r s e  ways of proceeding with the  search  

f o r  adequate explanat  ions  concerning the na ture  of 

man's e x i s t e n t i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  man and nature ,  

w i th  an emphasis on the  gener ic  func t ion  of mind. 

It is t h e  purpose of t h i s  chap te r  t o  s e l e c t  a 

number of themes which have a n  i n t e r s t i t i a l  connect- 

i o n  i n  t he  work of  these  f o u r  t h inke r s  and t o  a r t i e u l -  

a t e  those themes in a general ized fashion.  P a r t i c u l a r  

emphasis w i l l  be placed on t h e  correspondence between 

s y r ~ b o l i c  concepts an6 ac t ion  EriTtd t h e  t p r a c t i c a i  
- -  

cha rac t e r '  of knowledge. 

To begin with, i t  i s  necessary t o  e l abo ra t e  on 

an  argument made in t h e  first chapter  wi th  regard t o  

the  quest ion of t h e  relevance of the  s i t u a t i o n . h h e  

ph i losophica l  p o s i t i o n  which u n d e r l i i g t h e  f o u r  para- 

digms wi th  r e spec t  t o  cogni t ion  ( o r  the  gaining and 

communication of knowledge ) i s  t h a t  knowledgg i n  
r- C A 

genera l  terms can only mean the  *mapp ingg  rnetaphor- L -  1-7 
L 

i c a l l y  speaking, )of experienced r e a l i t y  by some ac to r .  \ 



Knowledge, when defined a s  the communicable 

mapping1 of some fea tu re  of experienced r e a l i t y ,  implies C 
t h a t  knowledge r e l a t i o n a l  t h a t  experience ; the 

a c t o r  apprehends what he observes i n  terms of a s e t  

of r u l e s  t h a t  def ine what is a permissible map. 

These r u l e s  a re  e s s e n t i a l l y  given by the symbolic s t ruc-  

tu re  of the s o c i a l  milieu i n  which the a c t o r  pa r t i c ip -  

a tes .  There is no absolute access t o  what Kant would 

c a l l  a  t th ing- in- i t se l f* :  the character  of thought is  

circumscribed by the a c t o r f  s frame of reference,  the 

linkage of symbolic systems t o  the a c t o r ' s  experience, 

and the designated means of communicating the meaning 

of h i s  experience t o  others. 

If knowledge as a p a t t e r n  of communicable ideas  

i s  ipso f a c t o  a pa t t e rn  of symbols, it i s  necessary 

t o  out l ine the general  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the symbol 

per - se and t o  focus a t t e n t i o n  on the p r inc ipa l  phenom- 

ena chosen by the four  th inkers  t o  which they ascr ibe  

importance a s  symbolized objec ts  i n  s o c i a l  l i f e .  It 

i s  argued t h a t  it is the cons t i tu t ion  of symbolic 

constructs ,  the  process whereby those symbolic constr-  

uc t s  are  maintained, and the manner i n  which they 

f ind  t h e i r  d i s so lu t i sn ,  which provides the key t o  the 

r e l a t i o n  be tween thought and a c t  ion, and between s o c i a l  
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s t a s i s  and s o c i a l  change, 

For present purposes, the pr inc ipa l  character-  

i s t i c  fea ture  of the symbol i s  t h a t  i t  i s  a device 

which enables those who employ i t  t o  transcend the 

immediate ( ' f ac tua l ' ,  ' empir ical t ,  o r  'd iscurs ive ' )  

apprehension of objec ts  and persons such t h a t  there  i s  

a r e l a t i v e l y  parsimonious and f ized  conception of the  

intende'd object  o r  person which is  read i ly  conveyed 

i n  communicative a c t s ,  It i s  the symbolic meaning 

which is  accorded t o  persons, th ings and events, which 

allows f o r  t h e  construct ion of a s o c i a l l y  shared 

world, cons is t ing  of known o r  knowable objects.  The 

v e r i f i c a t i o n  and validati ,on of persons a s  personae 

( o r  ro le  t ake r s )  and of s o c i a l  groups a s  legi t imate  

e n t i t i e s ,  a t t a i n a b l e  only through communicated 

symbols. 

%?  offm man, the  communicative symbolic context 

of experience i s  c r u c i a l  t o  the r e a l i z a t i o n  of what 

Goffman takes  t o  be a foca l  symbolic phenomenon i n  

i t s e l f ,  i , e ,  , the  s e l f ,  Because the communicated 

symbol ( the  s o c i a l  s e l f  a s  an ac t ing  u n i t )  i s  manip- 

ulable ,  there  i s  created a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  dis tance 

between the d i r e c t l y  in t en t iona l  a c t  and the subject-  

ive  experience of acting.  The individual ,  insofar  a s  



he is always i n i t  i a f  ing act ion,  takes i n t o  considerat - 
ion the a t t i t u d e s  of others  t o  t h a t  ac t ion  and then 

rev i ses  o r  a l t e r s  t h a t  ac t ion  i n  the l i g h t  of those 

a t t i t u d e s .  

It thus appears t h a t  r e f l e x i v i t y  i s  an important 

l i n k  between the  presentat ion of the  symbolic s o c i a l  

s e l f  and the purely e x i s t e n t i a l  'I*, i t s e l f  a  symbolic 

construction; the ul t imate  value of the s o c i a l  s e l f  is 

of a p r a c t i c a l  nature ,  i n  t h a t  i t  provides f o r  the  

establishment of a  working s o c i a l  concensus which is 

the a p r i o r i  - requirement f o r  the construct ion of the 

subject ive ident i ty .  The adjustment which takes  place 

i n  response t o  the an t ic ipa ted  reac t ions  o r  ongoing 

reac t ions  of o thers  i s  not passive, but is the outcome 

of ac t ive ly  devised s t r a t e g i e s  employed t o  maintain 

the  in te rac t ion  i n  a way whish a l s o  r e f l e c t s  an 

agreeable o r  worthwhile subject ive self-image. It 

t r ansp i res  t h a t  the ul t imate  value of i n t e r a c t i o n  in 

Goff'man's ana lys is  i s  fownd i n  the degree t o  which i t  

af fords  the individual  the  chance t o  maintain a  cont- 

inuing e x i s t e n t i a l  self-symbol, and the dynamic of 

s o c i a l  ac t ion  is  t o  be found i n  the re f lex ive ,  o r  

d i a l e c t i c a l  process which occurs a s  a r e s u l t  of the 

search fo r  constancy, p r e d i c t a b i l i t y  and legitimacy 

i n  terms of the  e x i s t e n t i a l  s e l f  symbol on the one 
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hand, and the need t o  ad jus t  t o  the s o c i a l  demands of 

changing s i t u a t i o n s  on the other,  Phenomenological 

r e f l e c t i o n  on the pa r t  of the individual  leads  t o  the 

recognit ion of the c e n t r a l  au thor i ty  of the  s o c i a l  a s  

the bas is  of the in te rp re t ive  order, and the symbolic 

constructs  inherent i n  t h a t  order. In other  words, 

the re f lex ive  process i t s e l f  involves the consideration 

of the value of the symbolic s o c i a l  se lves  employed by 

the individual  i n  h i s  in t e rac t ion  with others ;  fu r the r ,  

it is suggested t h a t  the not ion of self-value i s  a l s o  

an abs t rac t  s o c i a l  construct ,  which, a s  a co l l ec t ive  

representat ion,  v a r i e s  between s o c i e t i e s ,  

Once the argument is put forward t h a t  the 

e x i s t e n t i a l  s e l f  i s  a s o c i a l  invention (so  t h a t  the 

symbolic concept of the  personal i d e n t i t y  . . assumes the  

s t a t u s  of a spec ia l  kind of being), o ther  observations 

follow* 

F i r s t ,  it explains the problematic f ea tu res  of 

s o c i a l  demands f o r  se l f - r ea l i za t ion ,  self-improvement 

and personal au then t i c i ty  which character ize  the 

'urban secular  world'; secondly, and more pos i t ive ly ,  

the  symbolic s e l f  - iden t i ty  concept has, l i k e  most 

symbolic concepts, a  p r a c t i c a l  fea ture  i n  providing the 

mechanism necessary t o  cope with variegated s o c i a l  
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s i t u a t i o n s  and the m u l t i p l i c i t y  of ac t ions  typ ica l  of 

complex soc ie t i e s ,  The not ion of the se l f - iden t i ty  

concept has t o  be rea l ized  before the re f lex ive  process 

can take place. If the ult imate goal  of the individual  

'I* i s  t o  seek concordance with any p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  

s e l f  o r  'Met, i t  i s  achieved only i n  the s o c i a l  milieu 
h o 1 . 4 ~  ()t3>~1fiz v? 7 1 

which i s  marked by compromise, o r  a  neu t ra l i za t ion  of 
i 

perspectivesJ 

Turning now t o  the deployment and funct ion of 

symbolic concepts i n  s o c i a l  experience a s  Schutz views 

them, i t  becomes c l e a r  t h a t  the propensity f o r  t y p i f i c -  

a t i o n  on the p a r t  of s o c i a l  ac to r s  i s  a  r e f l e c t i o n  of 

the demand f o r  object  constancy which enables the ac to r  

t o  perceive things i n  a  s t ab le  framework and is an 

a t t r i b u t e  of consciousness, o r  mind. In  some respec ts ,  

t yp i f i ca t ion ,  when applied t o  human re la t ionships ,  

corresponds t o  a c e n t r a l  concept i n  the work of Narx 
2 

and Lukacs, the  concept of r e i f i c a t i o n .  For Schutz, 

however, the tendency on the pa r t  of men t o  see human 

re la t ionships  i n  terms of things,  the  i n c l i n a t i o n  t o  

transmute the flawing i n t o  the s t a t i c ,  the r e l a t i v e  

i n t o  the absolute,  does not ul t imately r e s u l t  i n  a l i en -  

a t ion;  r a t h e r ,  t y p i f i c a t i o n  is  regarded a s  a  method of 

conceiving the world i n  a  way which f a c i l i t a t e s  the 

so lu t ion  of problematic s i t u a t i o n s ,  
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Schu tz t s  thought concerning t y p i f i c a t i o n ,  i t  

muat be emphasized, includes  the  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  both 

ob jec t s  and persons a r e  represented o r  given as symbol- 

i c  c o n s t m c t s  t o  the  ind iv idua l ,  who himself is  concern- 

ed wi th  the  more concrete proper tie^ of such cons t ruc t s  

only when he is forced t o  d e a l  w i t h  them as component 

p a r t s  of some problem s i t u a t i o n .  

The a b s t r a c t  p a t t e r n  of t y p i f i c a t i o n s  d i s so lves  

only when ind iv idua l s  a r e  engaged i n  a j o i n t  t a s k  i n  

which both p a r t i e s  t o  t he  a c t i o n  come t o  ' f l e s h  ou t '  

as i t  were, t h e i r  mutual knowledge of each o the r ,  i n  

terms of biography and motives f o r  a c t i o n s  performed, 

As Schutz argues, 

", . .my experience of the  on-going 
phases of my own conscious l i f e  and 
my experience of the  co-ordinated 
phases of your conscious l i f e  is 
u n i t a r y ;  experience i n  the  We-relation 
is genuinely shared," 

The impl ica t ions  of t h i s  arrangement, however, 

are that j o in t  purpose precludes t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 

sheer  e x i s t e n t i a l  o r i e n t a t  i on  t o  o thers ,  and t h e  - 
mutua l i ty  of shared experience predisposes a moral 

commitment which i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  l e s s  r e f l e c t i v e  

than  o the r  r e l a t  ionships ,  The symbolic r ep re sen ta t i ons  



of the We-relations of various kinds, such a s  

buddies, lovers ,  fellow-suff e re r s '  and so  on, present 

a paradox; f o r ?  i n  order t o  convey the meaning of t h e i r  

r e l a t ionsh ip  t o  others ,  a l l  those engaged i n  such 

re l a t ionsh ips  must r e f l e c t  upon them and a r t i c u l a t e  

t h e i r  meaning i n  such a way a s  t o  reduce t h e i r  dimen- 

s ion  t o  some typi f ica t ion .  However, both the t y p i f i c a t -  

ions  which r e f e r  t o  the face-to-face r e l a t ionsh ips  and 

the  symbolic cons t ruc ts  which r e f e r  t o  the more enduro 

ing i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  r e l a t i o n s  ( including the  t rans-  

cendental in t e rp re ta t ions  of the c o l l e c t i v i t y  i t s e l f )  

a re  i n t r i n s i c  t o  the conceptual system of a society ,  

and a s  such, do not require  e x p l i c i t  formulation and 

d e s c r i p t i o n ' i n  the da i ly  exchanges of comunicat ion 

between the members of tha t  soc ie ty .  
- - 

Further,  once the conceptual system contains 

symbolic cons t ruc ts  with respect  t o  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  

r e l a t i o n s ,  and these r e l a t i o n s  a re  made manifest i n  

the p rax i s  of t h a t  society ,  such r e f l e c t i o n  a s  does 

take place with respect  t o  t h e i r  v a l i d i t y  is inhib i ted  

by t h e i r  sacred character .  

"Since i n s t i t u t i o n s  express the 
conceptual system, and the l a t t e r  
is a soc ie ty ' s  f i n a l  statement of 
the world and its meaning, i t  
follows t h a t  basic  inst i t u t  iona are 
held t o  be sacred. For...the sacred 



is  but t he  fundamental concepts 
of the  conceptual  system. F i n a l i t y  
is always sacred. It4 

Thus the  symbolic cons t ruc t s  of what might be 
5- - 

c a l l e d  s o c i a l  e x i s t e n t e n t i a l i s m  a r e  rooted i n  t h e  

p rax i s  - of s o c i a l  ac t s .  The d i a l e c t i c  between p r a x i s  

and thn~ris cf the scc i e l  I s  ~nzlcgiczLly siziLsr tc 

the  d i a l e c t i c  between the  s o c i a l  s e l f  and the  p r i v a t e  

s e l f  i n  Gof fmant s ana lys i s  of s ocial i n t e r a c t  ion. The 

most problematic s i t u a t i o n  f o r  the  ind iv idua l ,  i t  i s  

noted, occurs when h i s  acts a r e  symbolical ly d i scont in -  

uous w i t h  h i s  p r iva te  assessment of himself,  (most 

significantly i n  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  whose admin is t ra t ive  

personnel have an a p r i o r i  ' t y p i f i c a t i o n '  of t h e  

cha rac t e r  of the  inmates).  
- - . 

Now Mannheimt s concern wi th  the  c o l l e c t i v e  

symbolic r ep re sen ta t i ons  of s o c i a l  l i f e  a l s o  r e v e a l  

t he  congruence between thought and Sc t ion ;  however, . 
Mannheim' s recourse t o  t he  s tudy of Welt anschauungen 

of a c o l l e c t i v i t y  of sub jec t s  r e s u l t s  i n  an emphasis 

on the  d i a l e c t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between symbolic 

r ep re sen ta t i ons  of one group's c o l l e c t i v e  world of 

l i v e d  experience vis-a-vis those of another  group. 

"But f o r  t h e  country l a d  who goes 
t o  the  c i t y  and adapts  himself 



gradual ly  t o  c i t y  l i f e ,  the  r u r a l  
mode of l i v i n g  and thinking ceases 
t o  be something t o  be taken f o r  
granted.,.he dis t inguishes  now, 
perhaps qu i t e  unconsciously , 
between ' ru ra l '  and 'urban1 modes 
of t bought 'I6 

Predominantly, Mannheim' s i n t e r e s t  i n  the  dynamic 

aspect of s o c i a l  experience is l imited t o  those o r i en ta t -  
4 rru- .-. - 2  
r vuu  W : L L C ~  encompass co l l ec t ive  o r  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  concerns 

of a p o l i t i c a l  nature.  It becomes c l e a r  t h a t  Mannhefm 

i n t e r p r e t s  the  generation of symbolic concepts a s  a 

function of s o c i a l  purpose, When t h a t  purpose assumes 

a p o l i t i c a l  charac ter ,  e i t h e r  i n  a  d i r ec t ion  which would 

maintain the s t a t =  quo o r  i n  a  d i r ec t ion  which would 

change it, the Ampetus is found i n  a  source outside 

the group i t s e l f .  It is at  t h i s  point when the  logic  of 

the  symbolic conceptual system of any p a r t i c u l a r  c o l l e c t -  

i v i t y  is e i t h e r  r e c a s t  i n t o  a  form which w i l l  incorporate 

the  challenging a l t e r n a t i v e  logic  presented t o  t h a t  

c o l l e c t i v i t y  (which implies a higher s tage of abs t rac t -  

i o n ) ,  o r  w i l l  become what might be c a l l e d  ' f u g i t i v e t .  

A s  Taylor poin ts  out ,  

"Where two conceptual systems a re  
presented t o  the individual ,  it w i l l  
be necessary f o r  him t o  reconci le  
t h e i r  ' d i s p a r i t i e s '  by some.kind of 
philosophic r a t iona l i za t ion ,  o r  t o  
r e j e c t  one o r  the other,  A t h i r d  
a l t e r n a t i v e  is t o  see each as const- 
i t u t i n g  i ts  own order of t ru th .  Thia 
pos i t ion ,  s ince it v i o l a t e s  the 



not ion  of the  u n i t y  of know- 
ledge,  tends  t o  be unsa t i s -  
f a c t o r y ,  un l e s s  some way is  
discovered of r econc i l i ng  
these  o rder  on some more u l t -  
imate metaphysical g r 0 ~ n d . O ~  

It would appear t h a t  what K i l l s  r e f e r s  t o  as 
8 

' t he  s i t u a t e d  vocabulary of motives1 which a r i s e s  i n  

t h e  normal p r a x i s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  group, must be 

a r t i c u l a t e d  i n  terms of cons t i t u t ed  p r i n c i p l e s  p e c u l i a r  

t h a t  and expressed a b s t r a c t  form, 

a v i ab l e  fo rce  i n  any d i a l e c t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  

another ,  a l t e r n a t i v e  s e t  of conceptual  o r  symbolic 

ca tegor ies .  The amalgamation takes  p lace  as a r e s u l t  

of  the  mutual recogni t ion  of the  value of some common 

purpose, i.e. both p a r t i e s  f i n d  something common t o  

t h e i r  experience,  a proper ty  which is of ins t rumental  

value i n  the  r e a l i z a t i o n  of c e r t a i n  ends. 

The symbolic concepts of the  ( l a r g e l y  acephalous) 

groups s tud ied  by ~ e ' v i - ~ t r a u s s  a r e  seen a s  ins t rumental  

i n  bringing meaning and hence cogni t ive  consis tency t o  

t h e  n a t u r a l  and s o c i a l  worlds, which a r e  conceived as 

a dynamic f i e l d  i n  isomorphic correspondence. The 

r e f l e x i v i t y  which r ep re sen t s  t h e  f o c a l  po in t  of the  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  between communication and s o c i a l  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n  (as w e l l  a s  the  s t r u c t u r e  of symbolism i t s e l f ,  



in the  work of Goffman, Schutz and Mannheim) does not 

generate the same kind of revis ions i n  the symbolic 

conceptual schemes of such groups a s  i t  does f o r  the 

individual  i n  the 'urban secular  world1 o r  f o r  the 

'Wet-group, o r  f o r  the  'communalt group confronted 

with the encroachment of gesellschaft&ichen forms of 

s o c i a l  organization. 

Instead,  the 'savage mindv appears t o  ( feed1 

on d is junct ions  which may confront it,  incorporating 

the  immediately given i n t o  a scheme of thought which 

does not th rea ten  o r  inva l ida te  the e x i s t i n g  order of 

symbolic concepts, l e t  alone 'neut ra l ize  them, a s  

Mannheim expresses it. 

"The savage mind..,builds mental 
s t r u c t u r e s  which f a c i l i t a t e  an 
understanding of the world i n  a s  
much a s  they resemble i t ,  I n  t h i s  
sense savage thought can be 
defined a s  analogical  thought .Ifg 

The 'sub-universe of i d e a l  r e l a t i o n s '  i s  a 

universe peopled by sensible  o r  concrete e n t i t i e s ,  

r a t h e r  than sheer  abs t rac t ions ,  and the cons t i tu t ion  

and re-cons t i tu t ion  of symbolic concepts such a s  the 

'It and the 'we' i s  jeopardized through the  commitment 

t o  the concrete. 



"Cer ta inly  the  p rope r t i e s  t o  which 
the  savage mind has access  a r e  not  
t he  same a8 those which have 
commanded the  a t t e n t i o n  of s c i e n t i s t s .  
The phys ica l  world is approached 
from opposi te  ends i n  the  two cases: 
one i s  supremely concrete ,  t he  o the r  
supremely a b s t r a c t  ; one proceeds 
from the  angle of s ens ib l e  q u a l i t -  
i e s  and the  o the r  from t h a t  of 
formal p ~ o p e r t i e s . ~  

10 

It was argued above than  a n  understanding of 

t he  processes whereby symbolic c o n s t m c t s  a r e  c o n s t i t -  

u ted ,  maintained and dissolved,  provides the  key t o  

the  r e l a t i o n  between thought and a c t i o n  and between 

s o c i a l  stasis and s o c i a l  change. 

p p i t e  the  r e l a t i v e l y  d ive r se  s t a r t i n g  po in t s  

f o r  enquiry which a r e  adopted by the  f o u r  t h inke r s  

d e a l t  with i n  this  t h e s i s ,  t h e i r  analyses  of the  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  between thought and a c t i o n  appears t o  

'converge along the  fo l lowing l i n e s :  - 

I n  regard t o  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of symbolic 

concepts,  whether these  be the  u l t imate  value of the  

ind iv idua l ,  t he  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of the  n a t u r a l  o r  s o c i a l  

environment, o r  t h e  legi t imacy of informal o r  formal 

groups, the  genes i s  of such cons t ruc t s  a r e  always the  

product of c o l l e c t i v e  experience and never a s t r i c t l y  



individual  e laborat ion,  

I n  regard t o  the maintenance of symbolic constr-  

uc ts ,  whether they a r e  the 'teamt o r  'buddies', the 

'community' o r  myths of human or ig in ,  the continued 

existence of the p a r t i c u l a r  symbolic concept i s  

guaranteed insofar  a s  the correspondence between i t  

and the  a c t  ions which r e f l e c t s  is perpetuated. 

The real i s  r a t i o n a l  and the r a t i o n a l  i s  r e a l  i n  a s  

much as the corresponding ac t ion  does not bring about 

ambiguity i n  the more general sphere of s o c i a l  exper- 

ience. 

I n  regard t o  the d i s so lu t ion  of symbolic constr-  

u c t s ,  i t  is  l a rge ly  presen.t;ed. as a Pmc%isn sf d i s  junct- 

ion between p r a x i s  and theor ia ,  which i n  turn  forces  a 

re f lex ive  considerat  ion of the more fundamental, 

l eg i t imat ing  fea tu res  of thought. The r e f l e x i v i t y  i s  

prompted by a judgement made on the bases of some 

segregated port ion o r  pos i t ion  within the t o t a l  concept- 

ua l  scheme, o r  from an i n s t i t u t i o n a l  base which i s  

foreign t o  the o r i g i n a l  ac tor  but which e i t h e r  convinces 

him of the advantages t o  h i s  purpose of the need t o  

rev ise  h i s  symbolic constructs ,  or ,  ( a s  i n  the case of 

the  inmate i n  the i n s t i t u t i o n )  made on h i s  

behalf. The d i s so lu t ion  (and subsequent reformulation) 
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of symbolic cons t ruc t s  r equ i r e s  on to log ica l  scept ic ism 

and the  capac i ty  t o  f i n d  value i n  formal a b s t r a c t i o n s  

of increased s c a l e  and scope, 

It may be noted that r e s i s t a n c e  t o  t he  r e v i s i o n  

of symbolic cons t ruc t s  is  a f ea tu re  of human thought 

which is  not monopolized by the  members of the  acepha- 
7 ~ 1 . n  c . ~ ~ Z ~ ~ ~ ~  1 A - - 3 2 - - 1  1--- -.' 
l V W U  UVu.LU -0  3 ~UUIGU uy wvi-Strausa .  

In  conclusion,  b r i e f  re fe rence  should be made t o  

a t  l e a s t  t h r ee  apparent ly  paradoxical  f e a t u r e s  of thought 

and ac t ion .  

The first of these  is the  tendency of human 

thought t o  conceive of both human and n a t u r a l  phenomena 

i n  t ypo log ica l  terms, w i th  the  r e s u l t  t h a t  taxonomies 

of human beings develop which a r e  charac te r ized  by a 

form of r e i f i c a t i o n  and hence p a r t i a l  apprehension. To 

anthropomorphize t h i n g s  and t o  r e i f y  ( o r  zoomorphize) 

human beings i s  a tendency which may be a r e f l e c t i o n  of 

the  requirement t o  dominate na ture  o r  simply an exten- 

s i o n  of the  apprehension of species-types i n  the  animal 

world; taken t o  e x t r e m e s , , t h i s  tendency precludes the  

p o s s i b i l i t y  of understanding anything concerning the  

human pe r sona l i t y  o r  s o c i a l  experience. A s i m i l a r  

assessment can be made of the  at tempt t o  g rasp  the  
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meaning of the s o c i a l  i n  s t r i c t l y  mechanistic o r  

mathematical terms. The qua l i t a t ive  f ea tu re  of s o c i a l  

l i f e  may be in tangib le ,  but i t  represents  the very 

s tu f f  of human experience. 

The second paradox a r i s e s  from the decision t o  

become, and t o  remain, an e x i s t e n t i a l  thinker.  To 

r e f l e c t  on the legitimacy of an a c t  presupposes 

cognit ive construct ions  of the  s e l f ,  of the  group and 

of the encompassing universe. Such cognit ive construct  

ions  a r i s e  i n  the s o c i a l  process; thus the s o c i a l  

process i t s e l f  must be the f i n a l  a r b i t e r  of such a c t s  
I 

as are  performed by the e x i s t e n t i a l  thinker,  The s o c i a l  

requirement f o r  e x i s t e n t i a l  thought would appear t o  be 

a form of s o c i a l  organization which would combine an 

optimum opportunity f o r  f r e e  choice, s e l f  -expression, 

mutual accommodation and viable  s o c i a l  coexistence. 

The p o s s i b i l i t y  of a t t a i n i n g  t h i s  amalgam and the kind 

of s o c i a l  system and in te rp re t ive  order necessary t o  

i ts r e a l i z a t i o n  are  questions which are not within the 

scope of t h i s  t h e s i s ,  

The t h i r d  paradox involves the question of  what \ 
might be ca l l ed  ontological  uncertainty.  Socia l  processes \ 

agd the symbolic constructs  which support them represent 

a human appe t i t e  f o r  log ica l  consistency and systematized 
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p r e d i c t a b i l i t y ,  But each th inke r  i n  t h i s  t h e s i s  has  

shown the  d i a l e c t i c a l  f e a t u r e  of thought a s  being 

pervasive i n  percept  ion,  even i f  the  r e s u l t a n t  syn thes i s  

(aa i n  t h e  case of the  s o c i e t i e s  s tud i ed  by ~ 6 v i - ~ t r a u s s )  

only se rves  t o  conso l ida te ,  o r  s l i g h t l y  amend, t he  

s t a t u s  quo, In  s o c i e t i e s  which have adopted more sys temat ic  

and formal techniques of s o c i a l  organizat ion and s c i e n t i f -  

i c  experimentation, the development of perspec t ives  i s  

a r e s u l t  of d e l i b e r a t e  r e f l e c t i o n  and a s c e p t i c a l  eval -  

ua t ion  of t h e  p reva i l i ng  order  of knowledge and s o c i a l  

organizat ion.  Thus i n s o f a r  a s  man i s  condemned t o  r e f l e c t  

i n  the  modern world, his ac t ions  a r e  merely t e n t a t i v e :  he 

i s  forced t o  bu i ld  h i s  house of knowledge on sand and t o  

l i v e  i n  rooms furnished wi th  d i s t o r t i n g  mirrors,  I 
i' 

J 



Notes t o  Chapter V I  

1) This metaphor i s  a l s o  employed by V.G.Childe. 
Vide Chi lde ,  V,G.,  Socie ty  and Knowledae, Allen - 
and Unwin, London, 1956. 

2 )  This  t op i c  i s  d e a l t  with i n  some depth by W, S tark ,  H 
Vide S ta rk ,  W., The Sociology of Knowledge: an essay - 
i n  a i d  of a deeeer  understanding of the  h i s t o r y  ----= -- of 
4 a n - -  A U u a ~ .  The Free Press, Glencoe, 1958. pp, 307-45 - 

a >  Schutz, A , ,  Collected Papers,  Vol 11. Studies  i n  
Soc ia l  Theory, ed. Broderson, A, Martinus Nijhoff, 
The Hague, 1964. p.30 

4)  Taylor,  S., Conceptions of I n s t i t u t i o n s  and the  
Theory of Knowledge, Bookman Associates,  New York, 
1956, p,  115 

5) wExis ten t ia l i sm and Durkheim's sociology a r e  i n  j /  I 
s p i r i t  complementary, not po la r ,  i f  Durkheimts 

I 

perspect ive  is seen as leading t o  ' s o c i a l  e x i s t e n t -  I 

ialismr and away from a narrower ' ind iv idua l  e x i s t -  I 
I 

en t ia l i smt  from which no general  theory of s o c i a l  
order  could be c o n ~ t r u c t e d . ~  Tiryakian,  E . A . ,  
E x i s t e n t i a l  Phenomenology and the  Soc io log ica l  
Tradi t ion.  American Sociological  Review, Vol 30, 
No, 5, Oct, 1965. p. 681. Also - vide Tiryakian,  E . A . ,  
Sot iologism and Exis ten t ia l i sm,  Prentics-Hall ,  
Englewood C l i f f s ,  1962. pp. 151-69 

6)  Mannheim, K., Ideology - and Utopia: an i n t r o d u c t u  
t o  the  Soc io lom of Knowled-, t r a n s ,  Wirth, L., and 
Sh i lg ,  E., Harvest Books, Harcourt, Brace and World 
Inc,, New York, 1036. p. 281 



M i l l s ,  C.W., Si tua t ed  Ac$ions and Vocabularies of 
Idotive ,ex - Horowitz, I.L., ed. Power, P o l i t i c s  and 

People: The Col lec ted Essays of C, Vxight X i l l s .  

Oxford Univers i ty  Press ,  New York, 1963. pp. 439-52 

I te 'v i -~t rauss , ,C. ,  The Savage Mind. Univers i ty  of 
Chicago Press ,  1966. p,  263 

10) ib id . ,  p.  269 
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