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PREFACE

Before beginning, I would like to note my constant
§truggle in ﬁriting this thesis. The struggle arises from
the dilemna of writing a paper which appeals to an existential
perspective in a conventional form. The schizoid nature of this
content-form split is experienced uncomfortably by me.

There is also a contradiction involved in writing a thesis
which criticizes the very preliminary assumptions implicit in
thesis requirements. For this reason, this paper should be looked

on as a thesis anti-theses.
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CHAPTZR I
INTRODUCTION

In the first part of this introductory chapter I will discuss the
“copventional style" of sociological analysis, I will simply state,
define and explain the theoretical and methodological characteristies
of most sociolozical studies. I will discuss six *'tools" which are
conventionally used in sociology. Later in the chapter I will compare
the discussed conventional orientations with other useful and stimulating
alternatives. The differences between these alternatives lie in
their relative emphasis ~ it is not that they are completely distinct and
disjoint approaches. However, in order to clarify in grappling with
the differences between conventional and existential sociology, I
will skarpen the distinctions. In dealing with alternative possibilities
I will try to show the drawtacks of the conventional style, ard the
advantages of the alternativé arproache It .is my gerneral feelingz,
that although both aprroaches have disadvantages, the advantages of
existential sociolo;y are underplayed and its usefulness is

neglected alonz with its use.



Conventional Sociology

Below are six selected characteristics of sociology. I am not
claiming their universal use. I am simply pointing out several
different modes of thinking common in everyday sociology. The
content of sociological studies seems shaped by the forms of
theory building and methodology felt necessary. While there is no
single paraéigm used by sociologists, these typifications describe
an aggregate sample of conventional sociological ideals. These
ideals can be seen as sought after in such things as modes of teaching,
journal criteria, thesis and dissertation requirements and bases of
evaluation for grants.

It should be noted from the start that these six characteristics
are ideals rather than attained characteristics. Conventional
soéiologists strive towards these high statused ideals. However, the

ideals set up are often not met in actual conventional sociological works.

1. axiomatic

Conventional sociology typically makes use of axioms.
Assumptions are often expressed (or non-expressed) as axioms.
Certain basic elements of a discussed theory or methodological
approach are accepted as '"givens." Concepts of a theory are often
implicitly defined by axioms. Sometimes more explicitly, axioms define

a theory. For example, the axioms of group theory define the theory



of groups by specifying what kinds of objects are called groups. In
this vein sociologists frequently make use of what are seen as self-
evident factors. Specific maxims are presented as if there were
general agreement about their validity, even though this validity is
actually undemonstrable. Principles are established which, although
hot necessarily true, are nearly universally accepted among scientists
in a given segment of the field, and further built upon for theoretical
and/or methodological considerations. Certain facts are taken for
granted in order to work with propositions which have been derived
from these axioms. Consistent statements about undefinable phenomena
form the basis for discourse. Already prepared material (propositions,
statistics) are transferred as a foundation of new material. In this
way sociologists simplify epistemological issues, make assumptions, and

avoid "starting at the beginning" for every new project.

2. deductive

Sociological methodology usually proceeds with a deductive model
in mind. A conclusion is deduced from premises. The result follows in
a logical way, reasonably and chronologically, from the premises. In
this way, the use of a deductive approach is related closely to
sociologists' use of axioms. A deductive model is seen as helpful in
simplifying through explaining with "laws." It relates explanation and
prediction as closely associated, by focusing on how events and phenomena

follow from one another. A conclusion is certain and necessary if the



premises are certain and necessafy. The result's credibility follows
_ from the credibility of the steps ieading up to it. A conclusion is
seen as derivable by reason as a result or consequence of what came
before it.

From a general principle, sociologists -typically derive something
about particular cases. With deductive reasoning, general broad
conclusions are derived from (the already spoken of) axioms - sociologists
proceed froﬁ general principles to other general principles and then
go on to apply these to specific cases. Deductive methodology builds
from given axioms. "Empirically described facts are explained by
showing that they can be deduced logically from assured theoretical
premises in conjunction with already given empirical conditions."l

Deduction is an ideal for conventional sociologists. Although
much induction is used, deductive methodology is aimed for. It is a

highly prized characteristic for conventional sociology.

3. hypothesis testing

The social science model with which I am concerned involves ideally
the testing of hypotheses. The sociologist makes testable assertions,
statements or propositions - these are his hypotheses. He poéits a

relationship between two or more nondirectly related phenomena. He

lThomas P. Wilson, "Normative and Interpretive Paradigms in
Sociology," in Understanding Everyday Life, ed. by Jack Douglas
(Chicago: Aldine Publishing Co., 1970), pp. 61-62.



deduces hypotheses from axioms aésembled into theories which are
sources of further theories. Hopefully, the hypotheses will be
fruitful: not only must they be tested, but the social scientist
attempts to form them so that other hypotheses and theories can be
deduced from the proof of them. Eventually, a decision must be

made about whether or not given hypotheses yield predictions which

can be testgd, i.e., are capable of operational definition.
Sociologists have been very concerned with the testability of their
hypotheses. In order to create testable hypotheses, only certain types
of problems can be studied. Because of this, methods have often defined
problems, rather than the problems defining the methodology. The
premium on hypothesis testing has led to a triteness of the problems

studied.

4. quantification

Conventional sociology.seeks to be a systematic discipline.
Methodology has been stressed as the means to theory building.
Theoretical constructs are expected to be validated in a quantitative
fashion, leaving ideal (as opposed to practical and applicable) issues
aside.

Measurement - the ascertaining of dimensions and generalizability -
has been displayed as the core of science. And in wanting to view
themselves as scientific, sociologists have emphasized measurement.

Statistical research is usually seen as the valid measuring technique.



Measuring has been looked at as a quantitative problem. Quantification
through statistical methods has created a focusing on what can be
viewed as objective (value - free) and empirical (observable). Therefore,
in their scientific quest, sociologists have defined as meaningful those
hypotheses which can be tested in a quantitative way. Their energies
ére directed towards studying observable behavior. Testing has been
seen as a quantitative operation calling for percentages, probability,
counting, etc.

An example where the high premium on quantative analysis can
be seen is signifiéance testing. With it there is much debate
as to what "constitutes correct use of tests of significance, and
whether such use if practiced or practicable in behavioral research."2
In spite of the controversy about the usefulness of these tests,

they are still commonly used.

5. operationalism

Sociologists, with their concern with quantitative hypothesis
testing, have found it important to operationalize definitions and
concepts. Performance is studied and defined accordingly. In

describing experience, operations that can be unequivocally pérformed

2p.E. Morrison and R.E. Henkel, The Significance Test Controversy,
(Chicago: Aldine Publishing Co., 1970), p. xiv.




are used. A definite, concrete operation is equated with the
empirical meaning of a concept. Only definitions in terms of
operations of measurement or of production and control should be
referred to as operational definitions.® In traditional sociology
the terms are seen as having meaning solely as definitions from which
.operations enabling the determination of trﬁth or falsity of the
proposition can be formulated.

"Operational" has referred to physical and verbal - again
empirical - behavior. And operational concerns have been the
greatest in convenfional sociology.

Kuhn's TST is a clear example of operational procedure and
will be discussed in Chapter Two. The I.Q. test is another example.
Here intelligence is operationally defined according to the person's

ability to answer specific questions directly.

6. positivism

The positivistic tradition provides the central core of modern
sociology. A positivistic approach is equated with science.
Hypotheses must be formally laid down. The methodological approach
in testing must be reasonable in terms of its logical and mathématical

treatment, while conclusions follow from measurement, comparison and

3F. Adler, "Operational Definitions in Sociology," The American
Journal of Sociology, LII (March, 1947), p. u438.




testing. Positivism refers to a philosophical approach which views
the empirical method as important in learning about the real world.
Logic is accepted while introspective and intuitional attempts to
gain knowledge are rejected. The external world is the most reliable
one, and what we are, how we feel and think is determined by it.
Positivism values systematized, tested and rational clarity. Within
a positivistic framework, the meaning of a proposition lies in its
method of verification. Observation and data are considered more

important than theory and speculation.

In summarizing these six categories I would like to note their
structure. Starting from the concept of axiomatic moving towards
positivism, we can see that each element leads to the next one. For
example, axiomé point to deduction. That is, deductive methodology
is based on axioms. Positivism is based on the five previous items
and is really a general philosophical position stemming from them.
Axioms, on the other hand, seem to be analogous to cells of an
organism - they represent the basic most elementary building block of
a conventional approach to sociology.

I have presented these six characteristics of conventional
sociological endeavor in a way which suggests that they are diétinct
and separate. I would like to emphasize, however, that I do not see
these six modes as separate and easily distinguishable. Rather, I
see them as overlapping waves of the same ocean. That is, they are

highlights of a general tendency. This tendency is one which moves



toward a scientific disipline - meaning in general, that empirical
data are quantitatively and objectively studied. Actually these
categories are interconnected and all stem from a definition of what

is meaningful and valid sociological information.
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Existential Sociology

I would like to pose an alternative, contrasting six traits to
those selected as exemplifing conventional sociology. This other
tendency is existential. I frankly find it more aesthetically

.pleasant. The six tools of existential sociology are: inference,

induction, process, qualitative, humanism, and idealism.

1. inference

Existentially oriented sociological learning begins inferentially,
rather than axiomatically. Rather than starting from cgrtain.givens,
it begins with maybes. Cognitive and/or belief judgments are made.
Guesses are made with probability as their basis. Phenomena are
indicated and pointed out. The sources of prior information are
carefully considered. Existential sociology has a moving, informal
foundation - it is laid with assumptions and loose‘implications.
Self-consciously, though, it is aware of its shaky base, and cannot
claim absolute certainty. The most basic element of an existential
orientation is one of uncertainty. There is awareness of the non-
necessary nature of inferential truth.

Existential sociology is interested in the meanings by which
people define, sort and label their experience of the world. Meanings

are seen as arising from social interaction and being modified continually

through interpretive processes used by an individual in a social
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situation. Rather than axiomatic application of established meanings,
individuals are viewed as using formative processes wherein meanings

are revised.

2. inductive

Existential sociology strives for inductive methodology. A
polar appro;ch to deductive thinking is sought after. Rather than
forming general theories with which to look at specific cases,
induction involves studying particulars and then inferring general
conclusions. Induction is a method of sensing the whole by learning
about the parts. It grasps at the universal by looking at restricted
elements. I am reminded here of an experience in undergraduate
school in an art class. I was taking a sculpture course and found
building with clay enjoyable. I decided to try my hand at stone
carving and got myself a beautiful piece of marble which was an old,
replaced gravestone. But I could not get started. Instead of building
up, as with clay and plaster sculptures, my mind needed to reverse
processes and chip away at what was already mass in order to create.
I found I could not work easily in such a "subtractive" process.

I relate deduction to a reducing process: from a general theofy,
what can we discover about specific cases? On the other hand, with
induction we are building from particular studies to general theories
in an additive manner.

Induction considers the complexity of phenomena and is aware
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that many explanations can be offered for any event. The
possibility of confirmed laws (from which we can deduce) in the

social sciences is questioned.

3. process

Instead of an emphasis on hypothesis testing, existential
sociology has a process orientation. Movement is emphasized.
Human interaction is seen as a continuously developing procedure.
Change is constantly recognized, not in a sharp start-stop-start
fashion, as described by Mead as the "knife-edge-present,'" but
rather in a flowing gradual way. Hypothesis-testing involves
segregating variables and in a step-by-step method, testing
correlations between them. Process orientation looks at processes
of becoming rather than states of being. Research scope is broadened,
since the unknown is not eliminated as "not there." Rather, uncovering
the unknown is a goal in existential sociology. Problems in studying
elusive phenomena are interesting to existential sociologists. They
may look at why there is difficulty in studying such things (example,

the self).



13

4. qualitative

In opposition to quantitative statistical importance, existential
sociology is interested in qualitative methodology. The method must
fit the phenomenon to be studied. Standards of excellence need not
involve quantitative measureability. Social observation and case
studies are at times valid methodological, theoretical explanations
and plausible exercises. When concentrating on quantitative analysis
such things as intensity, degree, duration and extent can be learned
about. However, difference in kind is not looked at. Qualitative
methodology searches for characteristics and identifying elements of
an event and what makes it distinctive and peculiar. (See Appendix B)
A qualitative orientation struggles to understand, and not simply know
about,a phenomenon. Value judgments are seen as ultimately unavoidable
and value commitments may be encouraged. Experiential rather than
measureable aspects of social life are captured with qualitative
methodology, (participant observation, open-ended interviews, etc.).

A qualitative perspective even within scientific methodology
realizes not only the importance of quantitative procedures, but also
of premises, problems, etc., as aspects of scientific inquiry.

>

5. humanism

Webster's dictionary defines humanism as '"a doctrine, attitude, or

way of life centered on human interests or values; especially: a
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philosophy that asserts the dignity and worth of man and his capacity
for self-realization through reason and that often rejects super-
naturalism."" Existential sociology promotes a humanistic stance in
describing human behavior.

Man is not seen only in terms of behavioristic and mechanical
terms. Intentions and meanings take on importance in the recognition
of man as interpretive. He is seen to respond even to his '"self"
by interpreting the role of the other. His self-definition is
reflective and relational. He is not simply a response to the environ-
ment, but rather must construct, guide, and take responsibility for
his actions. This interpretative view of man is one which is respect-

. ful of man's dignity.

6. idealistic

And lastly, this alternative follows an idealistic rather than
a positivistic tradition. Man is seen as a symbolic creature trying
to make sense of his world. This alternative sees the problem of
knowledge as a problem of self-consciousness. Reality is known through
our senses and immediate experiences. Ideas are emphasized as shaping
reality. Idealism validates subjectivism and values imaginatioﬁ.

Introspection and intuition are recognized as actually part of

ulSth Edition, 1965.



15

the scientific process, not only initially, but actually throughout

the process.

Again, I would like to point out that these six characteristics
of existential sociology are not the only six; nor need they all
be used in every example of existential sociology. Also again, I
do not view these characteristics as clear-cut and separate as
reflected by the way I present them. They are presented in this
way in order to make comparison between conventional and existential
sociology possible.

There is a loose, metaphorical connection between the enumerated
qualities of existential sociology. As seems appropriate to the
overall quality of the existential approach, these six '"tools" seem
to work together rhythmically, but not in a repetitive fashion. The
characteristics are not rigid but rather flow aiong in some general -
although hard to generalize- way. No enumerated characteristic seems

encompassing of the next or previous one. .

In the next chapter I will look at studies where these two

separate models have been used.



CHAPTER II
THE ALTERNATIVZS COMFARED

In this chapter, I will cormpare the tow typified forms of
sociology - conventional and existential = outlined in chapter
one. I have chosen to contrast several studies which use the
alternatives. In the long run, the comparison should show how
much the understanding of the social situation is based on the
approach taken of the study. In this way I would like to stress
the importance of the choice of the alternatives.

I have chosen four examples of sociological approaches. Two
I use as examples of conventional sociology, two of existential
sociology: all four examples are within the area of social psychology,
all four deal with the topic of the self concept, arnd all four use a
symbolie interaction perspective = making a comparison along a
conventional-esixtential continuum clearer. |

In the first part of this chapter I will simply critique the
four examples = discussinz the main points of the authors. In the
next section I will pinpoint and compare qualities of the conventional
and existential model - dependinz on which one was used in theée

studies. In concluding the chapter I will discuss the overall gernvel
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studies. In concluding the chapter I will discuss the overall general
perspective provided by each. In this last section, I will also make

direct comparisons between the articles.
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accoricnce with tiie nocitivistic tredition, logic is udhield cs & voiuzdle

nevhod for exnilaining cidiriccl trutihs.

3
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First, iic scrutinize
mat scen Yo bS ivs bost
these nostutotes exxdliecit; second, the voricables
 concents areficncificd cad carelfuily defined;
third, 2ll interrcicticushine betucen the veriables
thet con be derdvel fron the bosic sostulates arc
consicercd  .Jc il use thosc ruies of logic ihich
ere »ort of orlincry lenguose rether than the rules
of methenotics  TMinally, after the Jornciized theory
has becen cxpiicatcl, e coca consiler thoce conditions
under wvhich ecch of the basic nostuleates will bLe

5

exmected to holl. (n. i81)

Of our cawncrctel cuciitics, nerticuwicir usce is nace here of

codons, deluctive mctiocolosy ond a nositivistic apvrocch.

Yy



Coaveational Sociolor~r (centinuel)

™

tenford . Twm oand Thomas S. llefertland, "in Zm 11rlca_
Investigation of Sell-lttitudes", ricric-a Scciciosical
Devier, LI (Februcry, i954), Hne G0=70.

Problcile

,

"in Zaoirdicol Imvestigation of Seif-Attitudes" is cnother erarp
of conventional sociclicsyr, wuwiin cnd dePrrtlend are interected
in this erticle in b"].l" ebre to identifyy wad messure seif-cttituces
through eodirical resenrch. Thelr cre concered with ceastructing
tests o investigating cn inliviiucl's cttitudce toucrd

ey erecte a test Jirectl) nimed ot self-attituldes raother

then one ubere "leng choins of inferance (0. 69) roull be nccessary.
the velility of thed
velicity 1s the uese ol lé;;ic to comnect thie best rith the theory

Wad ~" e eyt rome e e w T a3 Ay A BN
veing teceved; cnd comnoring e resuits cf the norticuler test with

those results of othzsr vests clrend s done on siailar pHrobilcens.

(3

.—-4

.

holelonr
.-.-‘—-——b*

NI - -~ A RPN A oo pme - RPN - ES L LN o,
nuwm end licPerilond <evrise o vireaty stotenients test. The

[&]

stctenent cre reshonses o Uhe cuesvlcn Milio aa I?M It was given

» stuceats. The stuleats vere given tielve

5
>
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to widerzraluave wilve

b
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sorted throush conteit cnalysis. Thepr werce catesorized into one

ons: coasensucs end subconsensucl.

!_lo

of tio genercl clossilicat
Consensucl stoteancnts “refer to grouns cnl closses inwose Linits

] ~ Al

end conditicns of ncubershi) are mattors of comrion !moulelze,” (.

o~

(exammdle = stulent). They are often statenents referring

c,

to stotus wnd/or ciass oad refer in goneral to self-icdentificotion
~rith some sceizl srsten. The statistical size (vorizble) of the
consciasucl voricvle is uhict Julm ond ilePortlend coll the "locus™.

Ca the other nond, & suoconsencucl stotement is one which

"pelfeors to grouns, coosscs, attribuvcs, tircits, or cny other motters

whilch would recuire interdretation by the reshondent to be nrecisc

-

Cor to nlice him reiztive Lo other neenle® (». 69) (for encirle -
honsy). Subconscnsucl stotencats have Mo positional refercace or

are ovscured with ugcne:r wociticrs.t (0. 69)

R e | i

' cnd ezl leooi at rerdations Imoon individucl's scifi-

attitudes cecoiling to "Moo grouns.”" The excanle used in this

~fD0S

crticle is one of Cifferenticl rolisiocus oifiziction. Subjects tcre

LI O e L L T~ R B L
iirectiy asled for thelr religicus menbersiis.
Tinlines

——a a———

aeswits of the test shou thot the averzge roniz of conscnsual

.

TesSHCNSES SUHCrCLLe SUOCONSensutl ones — sunrorving th

that Yconscasunlly susported seli-aviitutes cre b the tos of

—~ 173w .y AN~ - AR R |
Towre ! v, S0CLTL CACATIC
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s chorniyr by less socicll:r cnchorel ilentificaticns um end

1

lePerticnd tolie & very socilologicol view, then, in shoiring how

soclcl structure cnd groud intercction cefine the seif.

Ad2lied Chorocierictics of Ceoaventionzl Scclolosy

stoted in the title, this crticle is cirectly

concerncd with the »ositivistic tizit of eniriciem. The authors

are intercsted in & testobic freneworis for a nerson's self attitudes.

s bacel on lozic ond its velidity is discussed in

3
7
(0]
|_l.
H
c‘-
(o]
w
ci
'.J.

terms of (1) the comnectlon betucen the test end the hysothesis

and (2) the reletion of the resuits as comored with resuits of
similer tests. These tests sunmoscdiy reflect the odbjective ncoture

- R e

of thelr stuly, .hile with ineh & stulyr of the self concent moce
exctensive use of cidens ¢nd deduction, with Iuln end llelPzrilond e

‘coticn of onerctionsoiscl hy-otheses

waich are vested. Emmifest ressonscs cn c.cuestiomcire cre

considered necningrwl inlicotions of the sell concest. ”“oce

resoonses fulfill the coercticnal cunlits desired in coaveationcl

Jections of ctiitudes and behavicr of

S AT - mi. A-v - - o~ - T . B
sociclorys. Ther cre secn us rezl rel

. . .

the ressead . The eriticle gives one the immression thet the sell

is ecucted rith the resocases Lo the TST. The hy-othescs xuhin cnd

lic Portlonl teet cre (1) conscasual as

Q

cts of thne scif concedt cre nicre

sclient thon subcoaseasusl elements, (2) on a volume basis, DEersons ;- vor

- - - . = < = Fal - ) - 3
grectly in teras of consonswl - subconcnsucl cencncabs of seli-co cc;vl:n



and (3) this voriotion con be nezsurcd enmodiriczlly. In this article criticzl

kyotheses cre sut
looked for. Uith
the imortance of

Conventicacl

ool and tesved for results. Lors of behovior cre

their concern with emvirieism, the cuthors enit

a »Hositivistic stonce.

<

sccliology is exemnlificed in beth the erticles of Kineh,

snd iwm nd licPertload.

i |

F O
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Existentizl Apnorocch

1. Zrving Goffman, The Presentction of Self in Zverydny Life
(Garden City, lI.Y.: Jouvicucy anG CO., INCa, 1555).

Assunmntions

1. One of the basic assunptions which Coffimen maxes is that life

is an informaticn some  In their face-to-fuce relations, peonle are

engeged in "reacding" eazch other. These readings are made in order to establish

such things as reflection of self (checciing one's o.m nresentztion)

definitions, cxvectations, etec. Goffmeon gives us a view which

visualizes man as being very adept at watching and interwvreting
cues which other individuals give and give off. Acquisition of
information about another inzividuzl is a common and essentizl nart
of social interaction.

2. Goffman also views interactions as having a susiicious cherecter.

In geining information ebout another non-verovcl cues eare particularly
important and noted by the actor. This stems from the actor's airareness
of the ecsiness of maninuleting verbzl cues. In trying to size us
another, an acter uatciies for cues in non-veroal behavicr, since in
being more difficult to manipulate, these may be more revealiing.

Here Goffman distinguishes between expression "given" and expression
given off." The former refers to s;mbols which are directly used

to convey informaticny wthile the Ictter involve actions which can be

B e
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treated as symptomatic in that they are performed for reasons
other than the informetion conveyed in this way. Social
interaction is constructed with methods of "seeing" which cut

through susnicious exnression given.

3. Goffmen makes an essumntion that, although men is suspicious,

he must act on inferences mzce. There is no wey to reclly know

v

F adaad s

another in an encounter, enc much intercction is based on trust.
Goffman gives us &n exampie from W.I. Thomcs: "I am, let us say,
your guest. 7You do not xnow, you cannot determine scientificelly,
that I will not steal your money or your spoons. 3ut inferentially

I will not, anc inferentially you heve me as a guest." (p. 3) In

a scientific menncr, it could be seid that we rely on statisticzl
probability here; however, no matter how high the »robability,
counter possibilities are never comoleteiy ruied out. And so the
element of trust shakes hands with that of susbicion in humcn

interaction. : o

L. GCoffman scas nzn os a symbslic crezture.  3ccause of this

asswiption of his, intentions, inner subjectivity, meanings, ete.,

are imprortant. They ore imnortant to the individual in relating to

others, and they are imnortant in stucying relationships.

5. Goffnen rportroves individuzls as smoll nien. e get a picture of man

as ez, frightencd cac vulnerzble. ile Is busy trying to



maintain an acceptable impression - end this needs to be carefully
done. A perforicnce is a fragile affelr. Releoted to this is
Goffman's assumption that men is a victim. Social performznces

are often attempts to deal with sociel institutions. Because

of socizl orgenizcotion we are sometimes ccught between standards

or ideals. For impression mancgenent, frequently violations of one
of the ideals takes plece. Goffnen "locates phony behavior not
within the actor but within the conplex of social relationships
containing the actorA"7 iian is therefore & victim of the comnlex

2s, in that at times he is forced to be

of his sociel relationshi

inauthentic because of role conflicts cnd discrenancies.
Persqective

Goffman's persocctive of socizl 1ife is one of thectrical
nerformences- The nrincinies he endilies to sociological stucy are

“ -

dramaturgical ones. He discusses Irancturgical terms such cs

"frontsteoze'™; Yoacistege™ end "orons" in coacentuclizing social life.

Goffmaon begins by discussing initiol encounters cf persons.
Information cbout the other is immcaictely graospned and mace use of
in order to define the situction. An cttem»t is made to mezsure

expectations.

R.P. Cuzzort, Lunini
Holt, Rinehart end winston, Iuc., 1609), o- 1od.

t7 ond llodern Socioloricoel Thousht, (Hew York:

e

Siaar o - 1]
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It is recoznizec by Goffman that much crucial informetion
lies outside of the time and place of the interaction. Also,
crucicl informction may be concealed. Therefore, there is a
tremendous amount of inference by which we.live in our everydey
interactions with othcr people. For exennle, we do not know,
end cannot cetermine scientifically, whet actions another person
will tale, put rether we nust infer meanings and expected
behavior for the individual.

Zvery actor has interest in controlling the concduct of others
by influencing the cefinition of the situztion. An actor is said
to effectively influence the cefinition of a situation insofar as
others act unon the particuler imprcssion the actor has given.
A definition of a situation is dependent on an indivicual's projection
of it, and¢ the cther's response to it.

‘Goffumzn noints out thet it is ecsier to make choices as to the
line of treatment at the beginning of en encounter than, trying
to nake alterations zfter tﬁe interaection has begun. Therefcre the initicl
definition tencs to carry a Hlzn for the ectivity which is to folicw.
Coffman stresses this as an "action noint of vieu" (». 13) end belisves
this to set u» @ morel character of the nrojectec cefinitions. There
are tuo eads of tiis morcl chcrecter. 1. an indivicucl's serformince
should indiczte thet he is what he claims to be and 2. 4An
individucl has a rigit to expect that others will trest him appropriately

in respect to the social characteristics given and given off.

- hdeadtend Koy |
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Jefensive and srotective oractices cre technicues
usea to safeguard en imoression fostered by an indivicdual.
ilaintenance cf exnressive behavior is necessary. Contradictions
to the impression are avoided since they mey bring the interaction
to en end. Jokes and games ere weys of preventing disrustion of
nrojected Cefiniticn. Role discrepancy is uncomfortable.

Generally, Gofifman is dealing with the ways in which peopnle
sustain desired imb>ressions, and is concerned with the particinant's
dramzturgiccl orobliems of nresentation of self. He is concerned
with hou we presenf our ilec—of-the-self to. others in everyday
life. He uses & Crazuaturgiccl froamegork in trying to understand
life~in-sociedy .

1

mzaanle
Setud =8

TFor an exampsle of Goffmenian cnelysis, I wrill use that of en

actor as cockicil ircitress. ' .~

I am worliidinsg nort-tine cs o coelstail aitress at Rcceiny's
O . J

Teckyool Louage. The Lowage is my scbtting. The froatstcoce region

is cerncted, Hiush @l dinly it - giving it a romentic etmosphere.
The beoclzstore resion consicts of tlhie lzitehen, cooler rocm for beer

stoclz, and severel backrccus. Caly eaplcyces are ciloved in the

baclisteze resion. In this case they cre the zerforacrs vhile the

] <
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customers are the culieice. In the backstage region the employees
will dro) their weitressing front ( a smile becomes a Ciszusted look
beccuse of a spilled beer).

I have scvercl orows - the most important being ny uniform.

-

This prop is essenticl to imdression nonescment and crematic

reziizction. In training, I wore o reguiar cress and found that
customers didn't zccest my nerformence. 1iy cue to this was

%

crrwessica civen - In this case tins not given. This ues nartislly

cue to ny inecxperience but that scemed to be sufficiently covered
when my wniform covering ccne in.
A waitressing front consists of a friendly professional

menner. The waitress is ailireys nlecscnt to the customer. Sometimes

this is en excmsle of cmiczl behovior, s there are some vers
- ) 7

obnoxious custoricrs. She moves cuicily. ilointencnece of ermressive

control is innortzat. lien a waitress =banb7ce or spills a c¢rink,

IS

she decls irith her zccicent with the least noticeable behevior nossibie.

The boss is & distinct member of tiie cucience. lihen he is
arounc the woitrcssess! cervice gets even better. Cccocsionolly the
boss cclls a meecving cnd yells angrily ot the ucitresses - setting
up a team structure. After the bess leaves, therc is ¢ renewed
feeling of unity - not in receroase to heliing him outvas rccuested -
but as a resnhonse to being yelicd at.

The boss is concernca with the weitressing service bacczuse his
businecs is mcking money. The weitress mey ve interested in delivering
). ilouever, she mey be more

good. service for tle sume recson (tins

RS Y r——



concernec rith her role as a uwencn and gebting ceates. [ole
diserennac:r noy occur herc if & prosnective doter isa't drinkd

enough cas clains noverty. The wailtress nay cdecice aot to fuifill the
sooectation of drinit-nusihing in order not to sush the feilow

out of her setting.

This crmapic is brief and therefore linited in assessing all

o adisa o

of the intriccecies of Goffiman's woriz, but I thinik it is an exannie

WS
-

which reflects his form of enalysis.

A>H1icd Cheracteristics of Ziiistentisl Sociclorr

n

Goffmon's worik is cifficult to swuizcrize. Tre style cnd organization

of the bool are herd to costure in oay cutlinecblie forn. This style

el in Sveriier Life seeus to

w

a flouing form. 2rezentotion cof

(]

have Xitt"e lozical chanter orcer. hy ony chapter anpears tthere

it cdooes is cn uacasuerel qpeétion. The style of tihe book seeus to
reflect the theoresticel concenticns which nade un the cceatent of

the boolits It scons mrescatation of scif, just es ;ctors sccn acticons

of othe This seens in line with Zenzin's icdes that researca

nethocds themselves cre o form of symbcric interaction: "reseafch rizthods
are not steriie cthicorevical teools. Instead, they ere symboilcalily
lacen lines of action that rezreseat one or another of the major forms

of intercction the sociolegzist cerries cn as he noves from theory to



34

-

reciity. ALl rescerch is a form of gymibolic 3'._m:<31:'action."8 In
Goffmen not only is the research method cconnected to the theoreticel concerns,
but cven the nresentction of the "findings" refliect thenm.
Goffmen discusses the self in terms of orescentation. le
exdstentially annroaches stucying seif nrescantation in that he
points out the imrortence of inference in everydey life. Uncertointy

of nercestion of »erfermonce ond unoirecictebilitr of performcnce

are ceantrol to Goifnon's cronaturgicel discussion of self. Incuction

is »roceduraily usel in accordance with the exdstenticl idea thet

meenings ore erising and cimging tiuwcugh socicl interaction. lIle

looks ct varticulcor situcnticons end then ualiies genercl theories baosed

on themn. Confirncd lcus cre not loolzec for. Coffnicn has a »rocess
orieatztion. INe cdascribes the nmovenent in hwaan interaction - vhich

is centinucusly develonins. Golffncin's metholology is largely

ceserintive ciairreis oad he scoiehes for the distinguishing chorecteristics

of enisodes. GCGoffnon is huiniietic in recosmiming the interyrctotive

nechanisms of hwaa behovior. I oerceive arself by intersreving

ny nerformonce thwouzh your res:teace to it. The concents of scil

T

end other cre intercoanceted. The sclf is criticoil in dnterpreting the other.

-

=T 2. ~77 4.0 Sea Y d ~ ~cr v S
AL dn i, the nial is ¢ essontial

coasileration throushout

Goiffmont's wroricy therefore, it tolice on idcrlistic tones. The

8

Ilormen K. Deazin, MThe llethololozics of S;mibclic Imtercctions
A Criticz Jeviciu ol sescoreh Teeimicues,” :'vn Socinl PsirehoictT
Throu~h S 710 ic T ﬁr"f”‘u'_ ¢l by CGresory P. Sutie and orvey A
Ferocrnoy (Loec.s acoon Conlege I‘go_._,..__xv_, 175), o MO



choracterist

tics Golffman's worl: most shorply uscs are those of inference,

nrocess orieantsticn, ond cuslitotive methodolosy using a hwaanistic -

1 ML AL
“eaalisvie

e

m

base. Cne's scif is seen as a »roblem of sclf-consciousness

rising from other's imoression of onc's merformence. In wenting

to cast rsorticulcr imnsressicns ue chocse coorodricte erticulation and actions.

~

In this guiconce of cetion we cre maltlag choices in o hunenistic franevork

and in our

nerceticzy of our impression mancgement ve are icealistically

definingz and eveluating the situation.

|
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Dvistenticl Seciolo~r (continuel)

2. R.). Leding, The bivided €olf (iiddlesex, mnglend: Penguin 3oolss,
Lta., 1959).

TunTcneatel Concets

T Ay

]
Loine
._JL'-..A-Q

5 a 2gyehacthiorenist those mcin jurnese in this bool is

I.J.

to '"mziie modacss @i the nrecess of going mad, comorehensibie (p. 9).

He is wnenzy uith the osyehomnzistic view of molaess.

His {issatislection with osyehocnciyticcl ansroccihies to

) ~

walerstondins nodness is bogsed on ceverel foctors. The first of

these is ¢ conceptica and orlority feever. e seces nion's existence,

-

his beins=-in-the-worlii, cs a crucial cocacent to begin witih in stulying
schizonbhrenia.

Uniess we degin with the ceoncest of mcin in relation
to other ne the Legiiming 'in L
wiices e o Lees ot exd

.
V] L

115 woril exdst witlhout a1, Ve
v

1
this' torid nor con
are COilCiIlCT TO ELiiy .
schizoriurenic o ~l.e ritl Teronl e cencetuch

L1, J.
LilC U

- soHiltting thst mctclies vhc
of the schizoil veing-in-i!

vhers in his world.

20 In reloticnsihis toothers in one's yorld is the

O
]
(@]
%)
(@]

existenticl concention reflecting totciity - cescribecd by the words

v

fexdistence ond "being-in-the—orid"., The old view of madness Joes

" Y

not bezin its undcrstonding with this concceltional priority. Instecd,

) D)

it Coes zbhstrzet iz out from nis reiations with cthers. It isclaics
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the ™acd® individucl and thereby tokes him out of context. It

neglects, for excmsie, looking at the relationshin between the

theranist end »navieat by setting un distonce between them instead.
This Jistznce set—un is the second ucy in which Loing is

unhenpy with the old view of madness. The distence is portialiy based

on lengucge. The langucge ceveloned in psychiatry lieens the natients

at o distence from their therzHists. According to Laing one does

not scy one thing ¢nd eavirely necn enother. There is o relotionshin
betircen whaat we scy cad whict e mecn. Our langucge in other words shaones

ﬂ

~erefore, distoacing lonsucge creates distance.

Oy el

our concentuciicctions.
This con only nersectucte the uctients feelings of s»hlittege with his wvorld.
Laing »oints out that the objection to technical psychictric loaguoge
lies in the s»iittcge of man charceterized by the words used (esanple =
i¢, ezo, sunercso). There is a lack of lanzusge concentualizing
a unitory whole.
The third dissatisfcetion of Leing's writh tqc old view lies
in its neglect of wderstoading the nershcctive of the natient - a
nesiect of the »natient's contert. Tor Loing there is a nrerecuisite
when wroricing with osychotics to oricat oneself to the other's schene
of things. Imstecl of using cur owm fracme of referonce, it is.
necessory o wilersuand vhe other's neviroris. (Gie ccanct uaderciond the
schizonnranic's e:rr-ericnee ithen sceing him cs an object in one's owm worlc.
Seeing another through oine's oim eyes only is & way of
This brings us to the lest of Laing's

cisscticfeoctions, cn2 closely relotel te the previcus one. Loing is
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unheyy with "thin-in-~" the nctient - thet is, vieuing the other
as a thing ond nov o »erson. "liiwessed in the lonzuoge of

exdstenticl Dhenoocnology, the other, as secon os o person or

(ST )

o

as secn as an orgrnien, is the object of different intentional acts.®
(p. 21) The inteaticncl sct refers to the jpoint of view talen.

(ae choocses oae's Hoint of vier cccording to wnet one is looliing

for with the other. "Ioch intentionel cet lecds in its owm directicn
and Fields its oum ceswiis M (. 21) Leing's intention is to

view nan &s a persoi, wiich necessiteotes euarceness of his feors, desires,
ete. Ile uonts to cvold denersoncilziag the noticnv. The schizoid
inddvidual is onc o clrealy cieriences hidmseif ©s a noan-rerson
(exaxnle = robot) and is nobt heliel with ewroctuction of these

feelings cue to the thcroyisi's Ccfbdnitions cnd relficeticns of hin,

A point imdortontly mede with the Jissctislactions neaticaed

is that Leing ceconis tic "molaon" s emmericading hils el tjorld

xa

.4 3

and hoving a relobtionsiins wAdth it; he Coes not believe theranists should
nersucde tie "inscae™ to eccext thie therapist's noinv cf vieu

(inteationsl zct).

Pergective ¢ 2 neess

In understending ncdness, cae must ve awre of the ciffercace

b
beticen Moatologicclly sceure" wnd M"ontologleeily insccure'.

The ontolozicelily secure person s & sease of se

AT - s ~ - -- - P S N SO U RS
W1L02Cy cnl continucucs. e €l ericaces lLils CCAIl=iN=012=1I0 .
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D)

The ontolozica’ly insecure nHerson hos o sense of sclf

s no

as unreal, dead, M"arecerioucsly ciffcrentiated from the rest of the
world, so that his ilentity end eutonony are aluays in cuestion." (p. 42)
He may not scase himself as having consistency or integrotion.

Ee ncy feel his self end boly as s»Hiit. e exmeriences hinscelf es

snlit cpeort from the wrorid.

The ontologiccliy insecurc 3erson must contrive ucys to be
recl, to nreserve his iceatity, etc., in orcer to nHrevent losing

his self. !e may cncounter three kinds of anxiety. (1) Zngulfuent -

letedness writh cnyone is fersred, iest cutonomy ond identity be lost.

Isclation is the toetic tolzen here in order to fend off cagulfuent.
(2) 1Isoiation - the indivicuzl experiences enntiness. This feeling
of emnhtiness is felt zs his sclf. There is fecr of recelity wihich
might £i11 the vreuun (self). (3) 2ebrificction and Jenersonclization -
the indivicual fcore being trectel as en "it"'vifh no supjectivity.

He searches for cozstont confiractica of his exis%cnce. Zoeriencing
another's exdsteace 1s terrif;ing in thnt then cne moy experience

cncself as cnopjecet of the otler's emmerience. So the defensc to

feeling denersonalized is to Cerersonclize the other cad thereby

tote auoy the other's pourer to tihdng hin.

To emmericiace cacself as autencious one has to reéo;niz ﬁncsclf

- a

as a senhcrete nerson. ID one <ces not feel cutononous, he connot

exmericace nis senrateness, nor his relateiness to others. The

-

ontolozicelly insccuwre Herscn has troublie in exderiencing autononyy,

- ~T s ey Danm a3 SR R e S ata
and therelcre ciso in [Saplc: "‘_v.lC_;__, LS ECTILPIUC=-CUT—TC &0 lLIESS .
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In the cxi shicnonciorosicsl traditi

cescribes & serson's errnericinces in terns of his being-in-~the-irorid
iis exmvericace of self is not wrelefined but is en element of how
one structures one's —orcentions. It is this contett of the

schlzoshrenic's worll Miich must be underst

ion Leing

3 -

his stoteneats end cctions. e nced to 100k &t his meenings.
Commuiication is nécess:ry, c1d in order to corraunicate one must
lezim the other's Lenzucje.

Laing connletes the booll by wncerteldng the tasii of desceribir
the schizo;;_u’mlc'é being-in-tihc-vorld.  The schizoid's ciperience
is s»lit in his rcicbicn withk his rorll, cnd is also sniit in his
relotion to himeself, (ermmnle = nind body sohlit, diseubolinent).
fle experieances himscli as cions wid isolated cad ¢lso as an
incomnete and Jisintesretel erson.

Adoiiel Chorceterictics of —tdistonticl ESoclclio~r

Loing discusses the scli in terus of schizcla end schizoniren

divisions. idstenticilizy he is concerned with existence and mon's

being-in-the-jorld . Phenonenolozicelly, he is

exmerience of his erdisvence. Zoing ennhocizes

resying et wnlerstending the exerience and

(%]

9
Zmmeriencing the ™ot I is cescr
found in Anrendist A

ibed in

ested in nea's

the inmcortcace of

o

D.ll. Laurence's poe

-

vood if we are to understond

ne
(S

ic

Q
coate:rt of tihe other.”

11
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This contenb crectes a fraae of reference fer the person through

vthich necnin~s are cirecateld and ermerienced.  Zxoeriencinc our
- '~

R

existence as reloted to - elthough seporcte fren others, is

ca

Ul
&

existenticliy be s a reflection of the totciity of reclity.

e makke contcet by wacerstonding snother's word a..m/or actions for

whot they neen for hina. I this way we rclate. e reomain sencrcte

by recosizing ciffercaces in cefinitions. iy ccting & »narticuwicr way
wculd nossidly necn something c<ifferent for ne, thon et it would

necn for you if you ccted excetly tiie szme wey. Loing here »oints
out the nart of infecrence in reliciving to others. e iafer meanings.
Lzing sces rocees in the intercomncctelness of totaiity (ne is

nov abstrocted out fron the world, but rather has being-in-the-torld.
Hwacnisn is very much 2 nart of Leing's ciscussion of the oroblens

of <enersonciizing oad thinging veenle. He uses the Dhrese "intentioncl
act! in e:myressing our view of the other. Inteaticn imnlies clicices -

egein the humenistic trend. e Zersonatise ind ovoid thinging the
4o

other by widerstocnding his conte:rt. In ow existenticl schene, Loing

snecifically cnd neintelliy molies use of inference, induction - in

looliing at individucl »erticuler neanings, cquslitaotively seazrching

.g:_.
23
}.‘)
(84
l le
wn
ct
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ct

°
-
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He
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for informction, using insi~iit cac iatrosscetion

and o ideclistic overviciy. Loing is not interested in nredeterninec
neznings of behavior.

Laing uscs cose stwiles as his nethod of focus. He specifically
reletes to the cuestion of cuwntitetvive ansroaches. e can hove

. a2

neay stotictics on ond chout sehisorieenia end understond 1itile eoout
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schizosiwrenle ernseriences, ceccording to Laing. (uentitative
onelysis sroducces cumntitotive infornation. Laing noints out

there is otvher infermotion uldich is aiso velucble. In

the existentionc’~rhenonenolozicel M"braciticn", Laing is interested
1n inferring fceclings and nmeonings of acticns, rather thon

secing behovior sianly as signalling senity or modness.  The

nind is obviousl, esscavicl to Loing in looking ot the differences

of tlhe mind worliinzgs of "malM and "szne nen.
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e e o m B N P I OUR | e et A S Dt g v
Cvericr: The Coaventionsl cal wdistontinl ZPerescctive

cse sbucles invoive & symivolic interectionist
vicir of the self coacention. This vicwr stems from meinly the
workts of G.il, ilecd anl C. Cooley. It is one iich sees (1) the
influence of others in sheping self Jefinitions, (2) (2) the cctual
attitude of the other as reloted to one's self coace s, (b) the
nercestion of the reochense of the other as evea nere closely related
to cne's sclf coacert, cal (3) tle sclf cs noldng use of toding the
ole of the other" and

role of the geacrsiisel cther. "loliing the

(]

H

lor hrases {ien vle woriis of ilecd

"ocliing ploes scellf cre Dol
anc Celleys resectively
Symboiie dntercetloa thcoretically vieurs oy as refiective
tnc interdenendent with othwer nmca. IU is cn anoroccel wdeh
recosnizes on cevive relotionshi~ bebieen i individucl cad

soclety. Obviously, iatercction is ¢ basic cuclity of huaon

relevicins with wiidel eymiboliic interaction s interested. Croun

(]

et - A .. 1 - -~ e - . L O - LINURI - ~ aJRN <~
pmexndersiiin is seea os o orerecuisite for indivilucl scuisinction.

A o N Lyt T A R R A o~ . VS A
s 10UX SUWILCS nNeirCin (lSCUucsle. S0l selli ¢clncerylon Cs

D}
[}

3

2]

reflecting (a) srosent sceiol relctions

C

D) tie sclient sceial torld, for ermnsle, tori. cuever, the
? - ’ )

]

C

£inch, end wuwm end Mefertlond, studics of the self then teke off
in a completely cdifferent cirection that the Coffnon end Laing

cciology emshcsizes different csoects of

o

[}

studics. Conventioncl

v o Al R N AR, . 2 AT e e LXK B ) - S I R}
o Jocs erdetenticl sociclosyt.  linch, ad uhm ind
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delartiod, trect thie scif cs stobile end Trce from situctioncl

1

specificction, while Coffnicn and Loing, on the other hond, emphasize the

re attitudes which

}J-

scf as temdercl cad srocessurcl, with teatct
are continucily recefined. The survey ncthel of um end licPartlond's
ST nezlccts the comnien nature of the self. Tv is 111 ecuinpsed ot
neaswring rrocess, md structure winds un renlocing the dimamie cuclitvy
of sclf concct. Swrowisingly, in terms of the spwolic intercctionist
trolition, the fiuld relcticnschin between the self cad the other
is not considered ith tie TST.

Goffucn cnl Lodng vien tiie scill concept in huwnenistic terms.
They botll sce the sell cs intersretive. Tlicy concentrate on
substontive conccrtuclicction. Im contrest, Kineh and hum cad
dePortlond ere dnteresteld in emoiricel findings, molzing
onerctionclizoticn of sclf coucent necessory. These conventicnel sociolozists
::ant-to overcoine tlhc conjectural, intuitive notuwree of liend cnd Coaley's
theorics by using & Zc.luctive orientution ivich can set un

enercoizctions hich are cncincoie to testing and measurcient. Ther

therelore elicit o stimluc - resnhonse incge of hwacn behovior.

ineh, ocnd wm ol lefortionld cre intercsted in sredicting
socicl beanvior vhile Cellnn el Lodng ere concerned simnly trith

-

rnzlzing sccial imvcroctlon intelligible. The conventionol excnple

loolis for coreenent ong investisctors and metholologicel Hrecisicng
the erdstenticl cizmlcs, on the otier hoal, cre interested in the
actor's meaninzs ond in theorcticol relevance. From the distinct
conwecchies of the eonwonticnil a1l cidsieaiticl sccionofisus ucel

[ T T A . TS - - de Lo TSR . ~" -~
Srorent Lurgscs of i cad Jifferent Tindings on sclf concet.

ci
u.
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Conventionzl ond existential sociology talke differcnt
approaches and make cifferent assumptions in studying self
concept. They develop distinct images of man It seems that
the information received from the articles studied corrclates
directly with the general epproach we see developed. The very
approach used influcnces the information received.

The cualities of: axiomatic, deductive, hypothesis testing,
quantitative, cperationalistic and positivistic cre what I have
enumerated anc typificd as conventicnal ideals. Xinch, end Kuhn and
MePartland use what I have outlined as conventional sociology .

Through their worx is develoned en imege of conventional man. Ile

"is static, predictable, overt, and easy to describe. The comnlex and
problematic nature of mon is not emuleated by conventional work. So

with Kinch's article we watch while a neat methodology describes a

packeged man. An individucl's self concest is almost a pacikcge dezl. with
Kuhn and ilcPartlend's stuly we learn that by cslking someone "uho are

you?" we find out about their attitﬁdes touards themselves. 3y reshonding
to our question with 20 stztements they tell us vital categorizable 1nformzticn
An assumption uhn ond iiclPartlenc maize is that ansyers given reflect true
inner attitudes, and that the ones given first are more spontaneous cnd
important then later resn-onses. Yt is my opinicn that often a »Herson's
true feelings about thenself are the ones least lilkely to be revealed on

an impersonal questionnaire. It is true that answers given nay

show social aﬁchorage, but what else do they sho? They show possibly

very little about hou a person exnderiences his relationship with his

s



world. They shou nothing sbout a persen's hope and despair, and
everyiay inner struzgles. Such socilology througa its fragmenting
methodology derives fragmented theories of disjoint peoples.
Conventional soclology portreys men s mechanistic end literal -"1i.e.
indepencent of any context. Kinch, and Kuhn and lcPartland co not
portray man as ambiguous wnd wevering but rcother as stablie and
repetitive | lian 1s viewed as having fixed pcuwecrs and capabilities.
nwot only are socioicgical phencmena seen as having an empiricel
nature, behovior is seen as all important.

In using existenticl sociology, Coffmen and Laing point out a
differing serspective on men - one which sees man and social situations
as problematic. lHuman beings act according to meanings which aricse from
social interaction. ileanings cevelop and chonge through interpretive
rrocesses which »nconie use. There 1s no autonatic usege of formalized
meanings, rather nmeanings cre revised continuously  CGoffmcn noints

out in DPresentation of Secl.f in Zveryicy LiFE that roles have a

tentative chaoracter. Jeccuse we are always using inferences cbout

another and checking these infercnces out, role cdefiniticns keen

(=]
changing . Subsezucnt events may ceause re-evaluction cf definitions.

)

Geffman coes not shou settlement ebeout cefinitions and does not portray

roles as pre—existing to situztions. ilegotiztion of comaon social

o

¢

reality sometimes is a reciity in Goffmaen's world - and then
internretations agree. Socizl interaction is not viewed as ruie-

governed as much as it is seen as an interpretive wrocess. Laing glso




-

viers rcality as reflective  The sense of sharing & world writh
others is the basis of & person's peing-in-the-iorid. Understanding,
rather than laus of behavior is sought after by Leing. lHe is not

interested in generci Imculedge but rather in trying to make

episcdes inteiligible  Understancding not only behavior but also feeling

and sensing are esseatial for ILaing. Intentions end subjective

meznings are immortant. Laing uses o non-sjysten bullding anoroach,
enc describes souwething other thon systemctic mon. Through
Goffman end Laing's anoyroach we see mon es having scme freedom, as
being flouwing and ambigucus, chonzging ond comlex. By using
assumntions and methcdology buscd on inference, inducticn, process,

quality, humonism and ideclisn we coime up with a corresponding view

of man and huaan intercction.
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Chapter one declt with o neutrel enumcration of two forms
of sociology — convention and existentizl. I categorized
six tools of the cpnroaches used in conventional sociology end then
contrasted six anclogous arees of existentizl sociology.

In the scconc chepter I showed how these outlined perspectives
are nut into use. D3y ueing tuwo exemples of each form of sociology -

examples with similcr content - I aimed et showing the differences of

the aporoaches. 3y the very tone of the discussion I believe some
difference cen be seen. Iy point is that not only cre the

approaches and walerlying asswaptions different; but also the
theoretical constructs ond respective definitioné of reality concerning
hunzn interactions. Using ;ulﬂf s terninology, the two forms of
sociology discussed have "ciffering intentionzal acts™ pointing out
distinct soints of wview. Agreeing with Laing, I see imnortonce in

an exdstenticl ncint of wvieu in trying to understend peopnie. In this

1

iscuss Jhat I sce as the disadvontages of using

-

concluding chapter, I will ¢
a conventional sccioclogical znorozch, wnd in contrast, the advintages
vhich ciidstentisl soclology offers. hile conventionol spproaches

are cormmonly uscd, I believe en existentizl point of view deserves




Conventionas Sociolo~y

iscdvonta~cs

UJ

The disadvantoges of conventicnal sociology stem from a
nethodology which is based on the eawnercted points of this aporoach:

! . . .

hesis testing, cuantitetive, onerztionalism,

rmA W -kann.usl

axiomctic, deductive, nyot

nositivism. Generaiizing

o ?

one could scy theese disadventages crop up
in the soclologist's =ush for rositiviem.

In denencing on axioms, tlie conventionzl socicicgist must
scelr out culturcl common cdenominators rather thon reflccting
- the negoticbitity of reclity. A deternined Hre-existing view of the
social worid is crented. The sociali, situctionally constructed
naturce of reality is overilooled

An outgrouth from an eoddonatic bosis, delucticn vicurs
descripbicn as hoving stoblie memnings el are indercadent of

circunstences. Zzsiucticon is litvercl and ie therfore indercncent
of contort. Teects stnd end fuctucl worlk is intersubjectively

verificdle  Litcral descrinvions reflcet symibols as uncnbiguous.

In orlcr to test hysotheses, voricbles must be formed. Precise

[
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vardables azoin reflceet ¢ oworiiuwith stoble wnd fixe
The pcrt of interpretative nrocesses in defining situaticns is
forgotten. Iiyootheses involve »rediction of bgohavicr, lcaving the

LRI bl A

task of making sccial interaction intellibigle as only a seccadar, Scal.
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Tucntitative studies revezl Zittle understanding of a
nerson's ciistence  dather, they seek precision cna to the same extent,

relevonce is lost. [Americon Sociolozical ) ™gorks aim in the first

nlace at being exnet, and only in the seccna ploce at convejlnb

. o11 . . . .
lmculedge of things.® The ¢jmecmic nature of huian interaction

-

is completely overdlcoliel in statistical aneijysis.

In owerationciizing cdefiniticns it is hoped that the
intuitive ncture of theory can be climinated and generaiizcbility
and measurecbility nmade nossible. Thercby a huwicnistic vieu of man

is forfeited for o stimuluc—respencse image of hwian behavior. ilan's

- A

complex gyuocls cad meenings ¢o not £it into cn operationcl mole of

stucying behavior.

)

Positivisn is conccimed with tihe mezsuring of the emmiricel

vorid. mmoirical findings cre veiucd at the cost of substontive study.

(=

-

Emgllic al studies neglect the cemplex, wnd effcetie side of humon

noture in noting only cobscrvoble, cvncrﬂte ochavior. Intentions end
mecnings cre neglectel- Ln;irical testing, ogoin, cdoes not reveal the
d;menic noture of hwnen relcotienshins, mad overlociis ambiguous feclings con
the =nart of the sudject. DTositivisn is clso interested in systenztizing
researcn. Usuzlly, understonding is shcllow when closed systemctic studies

re a »riorii]

s, A gysteactic cnichasis tend te disnlazee the lmoulecdge of

o)
V
|

the shifting nature of the empirical world. Open systems are cs jyet

uncerdeveloned in coaventionel sceiology.

fori lloanlcin, "o Jthos of lnerican Sceiology,"™ in Sceiclert
LI ~ N - . 2n . L Tavgea K . no
on Tricl, cl, Uy llourdice Stoin nd Lrih Jidieh (ﬂao;vjoo“ Clifls,
NI - R -
Ledes  wvonticce-lzil, Tae., 1982), ». V.

—



There cre three moin zoints I would 1ike to make in suwming
up the discdveantoges of a conventional ennroach to sociolcegys
1. In its concern wuith precise nicosurement, conventiongl

sociology noses o static picture of hwazn relationships end

x2eriences. The survey uethed, althioush one of the most frecquently
uscd metholologies in conventioncl sociology, in looking at the past end
the prescat in o ensoshwot oy, fiects huacn life as static. The
wile uee of survey metholology noy be expicined by it's nect and »recise
woricebility. Trocess; houever, is Cdifficult to reflcet with survey
metiiodolozgy .
llezsurencat cclls for on onerationciizcotion of cefinitions

cad these becone »izid iIn their enmchasis on variablies. Vearicbles

are necessoyy in ;;“ouhv51s testing and predictions of hunar
ccencuct . llouever, In Loing's terus, thicy Tre an exenpie of Yschizoid”

thinicing in thet they split up and reflect ciperience as disjo

-~

This gprocen ncgiects the nuonces of the relatedness of the narts.

2. Following from o wmeothodolozy requiring ;recise neasurcacnt stens

(V]

the second geanercl discavantcoge of conventional sociology. DPPrecise

reasurcnient nceceositates zececentanee of the idez that the empirical

- m1 ..L

world is fixed ani unifomaly rerceived. The situcted, negoticble

| R Bal SS9 P Teast . - PR N TS va 1 -~ c Y
oture 01 Irelilil)y LS5.0VCr..0C.leu: 4L02 e £HACe LLdiislons of hwazn

©






53
conwuct are ncslceicd.  Tae onjoing ncture of socici process is lost.
1is resneet the rescarciier os wewl as the actor develops
cdefinitions mid neonings, and a iacic of awareness of this may
lead to bicscd distortion in the rescarch. @iccogmizing the hunan

.« o . n - - . . ¢
social construction ci recliityy, and lZetting go of 2 fixed notion of

.

eryirical rezlity is neccessory if the researcher's bias is to be mininiz

A wifernity of resw.ts may be cttemoted by uniforly used
nmethodolozy in cuontitetive rescorenh, tut ecch reseurcher generctes
sretations of tihe natericl, so the cttent is futile.
The interaretative ncture of hwinon rocesses needs to be recomnized
in order to sec the zort iv »logys in the resecreil projeet itsclf.

fucatitative nethololory end necsureaent sceic to find uaiveral,
ceaerciizeble, wifora resuwbs. lcucver, this idedl is zn imbossibd

- - 3 .

taclz. rFirst of oil, the rescarclicr himse

L1
.

ter tco ig nart of on onseing, social pHrocess  Seccadly,

even slizhtl:; Ciffcront mctihololoszy will reverl (iffercnt cs»hects cf

Tt

N P = [ A PR et < o0 ~L NE DD
the sanie srocce nirlii, eccch reccorcher jcacraves cifferent
L PR AN J.J . Ko BN P4 2o . v Y T A 1. = .e N 4
interoretotions of findings. nd Zastly, e con ciect cifferent

- o " e~ ya? - o~ ~ T - N ~A e "
resw.te Ti0o1 the sone methols of the same cbjeets by the rescarcher,

beccuce the world is i o continucl flw:.

Ceaventicnsl scclolcgy secks to reflect ¢ wniformly percelved
cadiricel worid, tincn in foet 1v nccds to develon flemidible theeries

in orZer to nine the actuclly chanzing, conflicting, chaotic nature

of sccicl 1ife.

mi. S e Yerased ~ - PO
3. The ilest Clecdvontoge of conventicanct scciclor) is ¢

ca
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to the hizh prendiuws on Hrecision cnd measurcac nt In trying to
be objective, tiie conventioncl sociologist rules out taiiing the role of the
cther. Ilc often vicus the indivicdual as isolated wnd thercby niscses

the relational cuclity of sceicl reciity. Ualess the resecrcher

toltes the sersohective of those hie is studying, he will distract fronm

the reficetive noture of tihe sell. Intering the ficld of study

7ith areconcetions of behovior will not be helnful in terms of

1 N

Informaction cbout hor the ccters thenselves serceive their behavior. e
can study behovior wnd measure cttitwies by using our oum  frame of
reference in forming definiticns ol thenm; however, we cannot in this
wey aphrecicte or waderstond howthe acter is empericacing his existence.
In other ucrds, we Zecrn no ner lmowledge, vut simdly reflect vurselves,

unless we can get the meonings ond definitions which the ecctions have

or the actor

Hy

Conventicncl cociolozy ccn be criticized then on the folloiring
grounds: beecause Drecise ncasurcenent is considered vcolueble, the
eapirical torld Is Jescribed as static - ignorins orocess - ond rigid,
in devising onerctonal definitons with o enphcsie on verizbles fer
hyhothesis testing. The outcome of metiwdololy causing o fined, wniforn
view of tlhe empdiricel world, is on cverlooking of the situcted cad
intersretive constituticn of humzn conduct end a neglect of the cuziities
of humen interccticn ond socicl relaticnshiss. and finally, conventional

sociology is negiizent in anpliiing a non-ebhnocentric, taking-the-role-of-

v

. - B T S Lot . CAasved e eq T T <30 Ty
tic-ceteor, norscective in trjing to wadersbond ad descrive hunm
rcictionchine wnd crmcerdonces. I tlhicce tnys convencioncl cociolony
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—~detentic]. Sociecl oot

ntozes

Doint by »oint e con contrast this cpprocch with the conventional
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one, ona therchy cce its civantoges.

Zdsteaticl sociology reslcces the certitude znd givens of

convenltioncllyr used coticas with the uncertointy ond naybes of

.

inference. This

Porceived momnings crc oieys subjeet to revisicn - there is no

=1 PR

steble fimel cuuliit - miven to thca. There ore no ebesolutes in

In cining abt acidnz socicl eitucticns intcliigivle,

dives o tontotive cuolity to hunan interccetion.
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wn7ois from vhica. This s walilie ceoaroentioacl sociolors: wheic
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scen as cn inbteroretive nrceecess, cnd nct cs rule-governed.

Aleo, even cuniricel reclity is scen as fluid rether thoen
as hoving fised ~roertics

cocicl process, it 1s cn crientoticn
o]

ic ¢

L T - oo ~ - R
convinucusl” suoserees by othcrs. .. In
sc

eclity
thot L
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cuc.itative coonrcaeh nolice usce of jqorviel ent obscrvaticon, cace
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oo for fluld, choaging findinges. Cubstonice is censiderced nore
Imsortant then enpirienl findings
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Iunen beings cet cecording to mecnings iwich crise from
socicl intercection. These nmeanings change through intersretative

-

orocesses usced oy the actors invoived. Therefore, in line with

a2 hunanistic oHersnective, the incdivicuel is seen cs cenfronting
a world hiich he must internret. This opposes ¢ view of man as

simsly resohoncing to scme ultinmate empiriccl envircenment. There
is 2 »lace for freedom in this hunenistic a:procch.

[Tuaonictically, a study of interaction must be made from the
position of the acter - since his cetion comes froa his perceptiens,
intersretotions cnd cefinitions  The resecrcher nust tolze the role
of the cctor in order to understond the ccvor's context, wnd thercby,

behavior.
Icealisn is not interested in sjysteon-builling but rather in the
comnic and K namic nature of socicl interactions. len-endirically

natured nmotericl is considered importent; for exonnic, intention

and meening develonment are scrutinized. Cvert behavier end actions

.

- T -

are not comicte indicotors of cttitudes. " Ixistenticl sociology cees
not have o stinulus-responsc inmcge of mon, but rather one thich

.

vieus ncn as cn intricate ond intentionced corgonisa clugys in the

",

srocess ol becening.

I thinit I con sun ud the clventoges of cn erdstentizl aonorocch
, . -

to sociology in ¢ word uscd Oy Siumer: "scneltlizing". idstential

sociolcgy is sensitive to the concepts of Hrocess, situation, anc

the zetor's centet . 327 M"sensitive to" I cm referring to o melhodolcgical



. . .

and theorcuical oncmncess.  Ia having these sensitizing coacentuzlizotions,
cn cidsteatial coproaci to sociology hielns crecte an aucreness of their

recliity in ceverydsy socicl 1life. I wAAll elcborcte ca lhiow these

{3‘
3
[@)]
o1
[8)
%)
w

concepts sencitize us to this o

1. Trocess Jirarcaccs - seclity, cind the definiticns of it, ere on-

coing. Thcre is o toavctive, uncertoin cuclity to the capirical world.
Jlemaings are cver chicaging with socicl situcticns, cad therfore movement
is alwoys preseat. M"lcoliby dis that which is »erceived cad desimnated
D owr si-mirficont £7150Ls cnd hence brou~ht into fornative iincs

The en_iriccl world is hercby not seen as having
wifornm, fized, stoble, or ctotic choracteristics. Liany interpretctions
&re nace necessary” by o shifting, moving reality; therefore, a teanorai-
nrocessioncl aroiedell o studying huacn belizvior is called for. In
order to conture the orccessioncl eleaents of hﬁman interaction, "the
emcrgeat relationshin betircen sell concepntions, Cesiznzted meaninzs

end reflective interactica nucst be rcecerded, wneljzed, cad emmiained.

An exdsteatlicl eooroneh to sociclczr is not ¢ systen buillding
coorocelr  There oie no cosolutes in sceicl rezlity oa which to

v

buill a system. Dother clemeats of sceiet)” are crbitraril;s defined.

7 A Taeq s S n ~ EA Tom -~ ~1
LaCre Lo L0 LUL.T—I1I11 Uur20SC Oi 1005 UlElS. A0Cr olrsona
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conflict £ vicucd cs the funleomcatal structure of human cction.

ioracn L. Zenzin, "The ilethodclogies of S mbolic Imterccticn: A
Criticsl levier of lLescorceh Teehnicuee®, in Socinl De ehelo~r Throuch
Smasolie Thiooi el oy Jrccory Te Ctong faol liIVES . roioloniin
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Socicty is scen os o coliection of coaflicting subcultures.

Change end growth arce the ongoing outcones of this provlienctic

nature of hwim intercction. Liistential sociclogy reco
o filuid Gmaonic noture of scif-other interactions cnd the

imhrortence of nrocecs in ever;icy life.

2. Citurticacl omrcaccs — The sceond bosic aurorcness to which

exdstenticl scciology ie scasiticed is ene of the situcticnality of

b )

nexiings end cefiaitions. Thece definitions are selected aad

v . -

recheelied in 1izht of tlic situcticn.

Y -

Clocel systaa ic cgain aegnted.  Zlather than ceting out orescribed

encetuents of rolec, a =crcen acts cecording to the »nersicetives

S

sunlicd by the reloticnciiiy ofothers involved, ond their cctions.

Therelcre o teelnicue offering g etenntizing thqu N rutes of

Js short in reflecting izt cetunlly roes on i czfining

(=)

s . sl - .
a sivucvicn. A 1t Jecseribe roles cad norns
?
R DR ) :. At —an P e, | L -2 TA2 e Y T A S A -
Jhich In veing sreseribod cad are-cstablichield niisc the relcotional

noimer of belhinrdic.

~oevic Licconsc, the root nctonhor
of molerm scicn o is clecrl thie notion of
srsteon It cobrcczs ob Lcest Yiro clusters of asceeicted
sbowrvutiondl :*"*‘ et
oojeetivity, u Z
vy Ticire. oo U Fillietol e
Leing studicli it suszests intercomiccltedncss, conorchension,
coneralizcDilityy, ocad ifmperscnelity . It smcthers ol
conscioucncse ol the terirors cad the thrills, the
heightc and the denthe thut moril the concrete life
of mon in huamn sceicty. o
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The waicue noturce of ¢

em N

building ond

e

ets;

ciistential sociology.

from situctioncl e

into cccoun

.

situcti

s 3 .
Althoush

techavior, lmouwing tiwe
for wndlerstonding his

ictor's Contart

3,

> not in situzx

SN

secificotion.

cncl choaracte

Lurrencss - Similcor to situctionzl

the cniricel mement is overloolied system

ioncl walysis of episodes.

oroblenatic ncture of social situctions is noted in

x

The celf is cgein not seen as stable and free

The res»honse of the other is tcken

ristics con't expioin all

actor's interretation of the situction is esseatial

-|rs-
o

techavior. The cidisten sociologist is

to the immortonce of the definition and cffects of the environmental

clcreness in

being sensitive to
sociolcg is alco
cetor cets on s

cooreoch resscels

-l - L JURS B K
tion of the ctiacy is

of o cctor's beravi

necning conteit, nd

L1
[VIREe]

.
cChcl

sercestions, md intersretaticns, cn eidsten

» ic clcar

I
nee 1L

carironnientel md soeizl content, cristential
tive to o Indiviluci'es context. lececuse an

L
[VEROW R

M- n

the ceter's conve:d The only uay to understend the
b, todiing the roie of the other. The mewmaing

[

to us only if we maderstand his

cactions cccorcing to what e

nemn if e had mode them (our mcaning contert). A study of intecraction
must be nude from the eeitien of cctor ond his frame of reference.

Again the recliicction

-
1ECO

wor>l2 to be

vored v the sociolezl

1iied here that there is no determincd

ct - there are inciridusl
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2 ~sa S 3 Yo dater reboticns of She cifasbio Nhpc1ea
Cillcrcaces in tlhio lnvcertretaticns of the citaction. Leeluse

) b}

cetors coasvruct tiie scelcd welld, cidstenticl soclologists loox

~

cv their peint of view in order to reach wn understocading of the

Zidstenticl cociclogy is dntercsted in "symimcthetle introssection”

L

crsteicnle aooreneh in getting aa

(&)

<

Slwmer), cad ca intuitive

intincte waderstonling of the wetvor wad socicl Iife.

A mamm a2 ol A [T I P Ter v s
There cre Lo <imeasions of mca which cre clearly emphasized
v invoZwves the

with cn exdstenticl perencetive. The firs

internretive ncturce cf nen, the secoind, his self reflcctive

1. 1in nolies use of @nd changes nmewnings throush interpretive
nrocesses  lle cets on tiie boeis of tliesc memnings, which cricse from
; ‘n

the socicl interceticon.  Therefore, ntn is scca froa wn exdistentick

R ked
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not scen cs simnly conferning and reccting to an outside environnent,
but rother as acting cnd effecting the eavironment. There is a

21> secn in cidsveaticl sociolozy beatiicon the actor end

L1

his enviroaumenv. The acvor hos o part in creating the enviromaznt.
This interoretive cuclity of sccicl Iifc nccessitates a process point

D)

of vicu in surrendoring the gras» for o stoble fixed empiriccl world

with nredeternined reoj=nede potterms of huncn interaction.

2. Similarly, in rerceiving mon as seif-reflective, we attribute
a role-ncizing, rather thon o role-nioying, inmcge to his behavior.
Len is capoble of moddng incdiccticas to himself 3y teldng-the-

role of the other, lic cin selif intercct. Thercfore, he is nore

thon a mere oroluct of what »lcays uroa hia fron the outside world.
IS - J -

a4 S L S S A 3 ~' -~ ., LI} vy~ 1)
wluier, 1t 1S truc tiict e rehicorses ; 2188 Al crinces, tLces and
~reancene wlene 4 TTe o YAataeapd A de Mm-S "\’\(‘ﬁ.b- o t’» .7 --57 3y~
CS85CESCTS nauing, evc .80 OCaLVAOY S NI&Le 20SS1b.e Tardu.l Ciin.oring

anc orocticing these sroccsses. In the coudse of inteimcl cenversctions

a person cca ccue to sec himself in e new YWoy. Lwole-maicing behavior

involwves o censtunnt rocccs ¢f creating and censtructing cttituces

s . ]

an. behovior IV is o Drocess vhich relcies to beconing rathcer

then an identificcotion of being.

Soth conventioncl wnd exdstential anprocches to sociology

¢
<o

-

have edvontuges cald disadvontages. Since both uncover cnd highlight distinct

aspeets of socicl reality, they are both useful fer sociologists. A

vqan £ V3L s Yy Ty e L R S N K S SURE SO MY
réscorey 01 T.AC Llucraurcy eucver, £a0UC tie crddztentici »oint of



view to be rorely usel “Jv/ coprecictel in sociologicil rescarch.

40

This thesis Doints out the effects of this inbolance.
In orler to moze ry oint, I have ru into the difficulty of
. - . 4 LI ] ~n, . . ' - S~k ‘. 9
siunly reversing the imbolance. The cawinerated choracveristics of the

coproaches cre croggercted and the clitemmctives cre therebycaricotured.
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For clerity I howve mole <ivicions which cre cctuclly crditrary ond
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wreccl. l.ony coints cre overstoted. I hat the osrice for
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clarit;y is not "understanding cs is cften the case.
A conparison of conventicnal cad existeatiol anrocches to
socioiogy is itcelf ¢ comnlex orotlem. licny insortcnt issucs are
resolvebdlg mld, while I ncy have sortroyel them as finied, many
cuilelines of contrast cre cctually wavering and ambiguous. There is

thouzh definitely o difference in the coorocches cnld their rcenective
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rcflcctions of reolity. Iy srefcrence is tuased on this distinction.
It is the inase cf non develcesed, tlhe caclysis of chionge, caa the
cuclityy of sensitivit, to hwucn ciijeriences, wiich mciie erdstenticl

sociolozy more veluzdlc than coaventionsl sceicleyy for ne.
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T believe I hove fo1lc into tacce ccult cf thre

cr scecicl C icrl

recu
comventionsl recuircnonts il criveric of acco, b, Tox
ilosterts theces I fuililling cenventional stonaords, this nooer,
ciuhousn in some soys cilel, to soie entunt hios been sellf-dcfeting.
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APPENDIX A

NEA4 HEAVEN AND EARTH
I

And so I cross into another world
shyly and in homage linger for an invitation
from this unknown that I would trespass on.

I am very glad, and all alone in the world,
all alone, and very glad, in a new world
where I am disembarked at last.

I could cry with joy, because I am in the new world, Jjust ven-
tured in.

I could cry with joy, and quite freely, there is nobody to
know.

. And whosoever the unknown people of this unknown world
may be

they will never understand my weeping for joy to be adven-
turing among them

because it will still be a gesture of the old world I am making

which they will not understand, because it is quite, quite fore
eign to them.

II

I was so weary of the world,

I was so sick of it,

everything was tainted with myself,

skies, trees, flowers, birds, water,

people, houses, streets, vehicles, machines,

nations, armies, war, peace-talking,

work, recreation, governing, anarchy,

it was all tainted with myself, I knew it all to start with
because it was all myself.
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When I gathered flowers, I knew it was myself plucking my
own flowering.

When I went in a train, I knew it was myself travelling by
my own invention.

When I heard the cannon of the war, I listened with my own
ears to my own destruction. ‘

When I saw the torn dead, I knew it was my own torn dead
body.

It was all me, I had done it all in my own flesh.

<

III

I shall never forget the maniacal horror of it all in the end

when everything was me, I knew it all already, I anticipated it
all in my soul

because I was the author and the result

I was the God and the creation at once;

creator, I looked at my creation;

created,I looked at myself, the creator:

it was a maniacal horror in the end.

I was a lover, I kissed the woman I loved,

And God of horror, I was kissing also myself.

I was a father and a begetter of children,

And.oh, oh horror, I was begetting and conceiving in my own
bOfyo

v

At last came death, sufficiency of death,

and that at last relieved me, I died.

I buried my beloved; it was good, I buried myself and was
gone.

War came, and every hand raised to murder;

very good, very good, every hand raised to murder!

Very good, very good, I am a murderer!

It is good, I can murder and murder, and see them fall,

the mutilated, horror-struck youths, a multitude

one on another, and then in clusters together

smashed, all oosinz with blood, and burned in heaps

going up in a foetid smoke to get rid of then,

the murdered bodies of youths and men in heaps

the heaps and heaps and horrible reeking heaps

t111 it is almost enough, till I am reduced perhaps;

thousands and thousands of gapinzg, hideous foul dead

that are youths and men and me
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being burned with o0il, and consumed in corrupt thiek smoke,
that rolls
and taints and blackens the sky, till at last it is dark, dark as
night, or death, or hell
and I am dead, and trodden to nought in the smoke-sodden
tomb H ~
dead and trodden tonought in the wour black earth
of the tomb; dead and trodden to nought, trodden to nought.

A

God, but it is good to have died and been trodden out,
trodden to nought in sour, dead earth,

quite to nouzht,

absolutely to nothing

nothing

nothing

nothing.

For when it is quite, quite nothing, then it is everything.
When I am trodden quite out, quite, quite out,

every vestige gone, then I am here

risen, and settinz my foot on another world

risen, accomplishinz a resurrection

risen, not born again, but risen, body the same as before,
new beyond knowledge of newness, alive beyond life,

proud beyond inkling or furthest conception of pride,
living where life was never yet dreamed of, not hinted at,
here, in the other world, still terrestrial

myself, the same as before, yet unaccountably new.

VI

I, in the sour black tomb, trodden to absolute death
I put out my hand in the night, one night, and my hand
touched that which was verily not me,

verily it was not me.

Where I had been was a sudden blaze,

a sudden flaring blaze!

So I put my hand out further, a little further
and I felt that which was not I,

it verily was not I,

it was the unknown.
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Ha, I was a blaze leaping up!

I was a tiger bursting into sunlight.

I was greedy, I was mad for the unknown.

I, new-risen, resurrected, starved from the tomb,

starved from a life of devouring always myself,

now here was I, new-awakened, with my hand stretching out

and touching the unknown, the real unknown, the unknown
unknown.

My God, but I can only say

I touch, I feel the unknownl

I am the first comerl

Cortes, Pisarro, Columbus, Cabot, they are nothing, nothing!
I am the first comert

I am the discovererl

I have found the other worldl

The unknown, the unknown!

I am thrown upon the shore,

I am coverinz myself with the said,
I am f£illing my mouth with the earth.
I am vurrowing my body into the soil.
The unknown, the new worldl

Vi

It was the flank of my wife

I touched with my hand, I clutched with my hand, -
rising, new-awakened from the tombl
It was the flank of my wife

whom I married years ago

at whose side I have 1ain for over a thousand nights

and all that previous while, she was I, she was I;

I touched her, it was I who touched and I who was touched.

.-

Yet rising from the tomb, from the black oblivion

stretching our my hand, my hand flung like a drowned man's
hand on a rock,

I touched her flank and knew I was carried by the current in
death

over to the new world, and was climbing out on the shore,

risen, not to the old world, the old, changeless I, the old life,

wakened not to the old knowledge

but to a new earth, a new I, a new knowledge, a new world of

time.
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Ah no, I cannot tell you what it is, the new world,

I cannot tell you the mad, astounded rapture of its discovery.
I shall be mad with delight before I have done,

and whosoever comes after will find me in the new world

a madman in rapture.

VIII

Green streams that flow from the innermost continent of the
new world,

. what are they?

Green and illumined and travelling for ever

dissolved with the mystery of the innermost heart of the con-
tinent *

mystery beyond knowledge or endurance, so sumptuous

out of the well-heads of the new world. =

The other, she too has strange green eyes!

White sands and fruits unknown and perfumes that never

can blow across the dark seas to out usual worldl

And land that beats with a pulsel

And valleys that draw close in lovel

And strange ways where I fall into oblivion of uttermost

living! -

Also she who is the other has strange-mounded breasts and
strange sheer slopes, and white levels.

Sightless and strong otlivion in utter life takes.possession of
mel

The unknown, strong current of life supreme

drowns me and sweeps me away and holds me down

to the sources of mystery, in the depths,

extinguishes there my risen resurrected life :

and kindles it further at the core of utter mystery.
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