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PREFACE

Befbre beginning, I would like to note my constant

struggle in writing 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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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

In the first part of this introductory chapter I will discuss the

"conventional style" of sociological analysis. I will simply state,

define and explain the theoretical and methodological characteristics

of most sociological 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 n 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 sharpen the distinctions. In dealing with alternative possibilities

I will try to show the drawbacks of the conventional style, and the

advantages of the alternative approach. It is my general feeling,

that although both approaches have disadvantages, the advantages of

existential sociology are underplayed and its usefulness is

neglected along 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 ferms of

theory building and methodology felt necessary. While there is no

single paradigm 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

sociologists 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.t

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

not 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 fer

granted in order to work with pr0positions which have been derived

from these axioms.' Consistent statements about undefinable phenomena

ferm the basis for discourse. Already prepared material (prepositions,

statistics) are transferred as a feundation 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 fecusing on how events and phenomena

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



premises are certain and necessary. The result's credibility fellows

_ from the credibility of the steps leading up to it. A conclusion is

(seen as derivable by reason as a result or consequence of what came

befbre 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 from general principles to other general principles and then

go on to apply these to specific cases. Deductive methodology builds

from given axioms. "Bmpirically 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 posits a

relationship between two or more nondirectly related phenomena. He

 

1Thomas 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 assembled 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 tested, 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.

a. 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

are 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 significance 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 perfOrmed

 

2D.B. 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.3 In traditional sociology

the terms are seen as having meaning solely as definitions from which

.Operations enabling the determination Of truth 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 conventional sociology.

Kuhn's TST is a clear example of Operational procedure and

will be discussed in Chapter Two. The 1.0. test is another example.

Here intelligence is operationally defined according to the person's

ability to answer specific questions directly.

6. positivism
 

s

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 mathematical

treatment, while conclusions follow from measurement, comparison and

 

3?. Adler, "Operational Definitions in Sociology," The American

Journal of Sociology, LII (March, 1947), p. H38.

 



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, axioms 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 distinct

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 certain 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



ll

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 approach 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 theory,

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).
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u. 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.

C

5 . humanism
 

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

way of life centered on human interests or values; especially: a



1n

philosoPhy that asserts the dignity and worth Of man and his capacity

for self-realization through reason and that Often rejects super-

naturalism."u 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 imagination.

Introspection and intuition are recognized as actually part of

 

”15th Edition, 1965.
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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 along 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 ALTERNATIVES COMPARED

In this chapter, I will compare 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

sociOIOgy: all four examples are within; the area of social psychology.

all four deal with the topic of the self concept. and all four use a

symbolic interaction perspective - makinga.comparison along a

conventional-esixtential continuum clearer. I

In the first part of this chapter I will simply critique the

four examples - discussing the main points of the authors. In the

next section I will pinpoint and compare qualities of the conventional

and existential model - depending on which one was used in these

studies. In concluding the chapter I will discuss the overall general
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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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use of inference, and in general,shes communication easier.

Because of these advantages, Kinch views a srstematic approach
 

(as used within his article) as more valuable than the more informai

approach used by other sociologists. Jith a systematic anproach,

information is cumulative, testaele, :arsino:;1ious and easy to
  

measure. CO the other hand, an informal approach gathers diffuse

anu con13; v izformation which is t'fificuit

1

0 test and measure. In(
'
3
‘

the positivistic treaition, flinch sees the ability to test and

measure a theory as a prerequisite for valuable ULUOC° 31, and an inability

as thee;ctical weakness.

Kinch derive several basic veepositions fron his general theor
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his self—conception which, in turn, will guid.e his behavior " (3. L82)

Hinch provides a story inv0-0313 se_f conceat WI4158. This heips

ex-mplify phenomena with nhicenthe theory is conce;led. He then

deveEOps oeeratiensl definitions of his v:mibies. He lCC??”1SGS the

vsriebles in orlel to create postulates or inferred relationships.

7-" ‘ .3-.. ' r. 1 .m .‘ .0 .,. .°.z-.!- ° 4 ..L" 1 -

nincn's stun, is e iecr en;.5ie 0; 4 sitifistic metnecoiogg.
 

The V““i&b;CS to be measured are real, formal and stable over time.L-.
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and (3) this variation can be measured empirically. In this article critical

hypotheses are state; and tested for results. Laws of behivior are

looked for< Uith th ir concczn with cmpiricism, the authors emit

the importance of a positivistic stance.

e articles of Kinch,Conventional socioLogy is exemplified in bot" th
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‘7
existential Agproach

1. Erving Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everzdaz Life

(Garden City, H.Y.: Doubleday and Co., Inc., 1999].

Assumutions

1. One of the basic assumptions which Goffman makes is that life

is an information game In their face—to—face relations, peeple are

engaged in "reading" each other. These readings are made in order to establish

such things as reflection of self (checking one's own presentation)

 

definitions, cxuectationsL etc. Goffman gives us a view which

visualizes man as being very adept at watching and.inter3retbgg

cues which other individuals give and give off. Acquisition of

information about another individual is a common and essential part

of social interaction.

‘.

2. Goffman also views interactions as having a su vicious character.U
)

In gaining information about another non-verbal cues are particularly

important and noted by the actor. This stems from‘the actor's aua1eness

of the easiness of manipulating verba cues. In trying to size up

another, an actor watches for cues in non—verbal beha*ior, since in

being more difficult to manipulate, these may be more revealing.

Here Goffman distinguishes between expression "given” and expression

"given off." The former refers to symbols which are directly used

to convey informaticnywwhile the latter involve actions which an be
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treated as symptomatic in that they are performed for reasons

other than the information conveyed in this way. Social

interaction is constructed with methods of "seeing" which cut

through suspicious expression given.

3. Goffman makes an assumption that, although man is suSpieieus,

he must act on inferences made. There is no way to really knew

I

F
‘

f
!
N
“
?
_
.
.
‘
fi
‘
‘
A
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another in an encounter, and much interaction is based on trust.

Goffman gives us an example from H.I. Thomas: "I am, let us say,

your guest. You do not know, you cannot determine scientifically,

that I will not steal your money or your spoons. But inferentially

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

a scientific manner, it could be said that we rely on statistical

probability here; however, no matter how high the probability,

counter possibilities are never completely ruled out. And so the

element of trust shakes hands with that of suSpicien in human

interaction. - ' --,

A. Goffman sees man as a symbolic creature. Because of this

assumption of his, intentions, inner subjectivity, meanings, etc.,
 

are important. They are 'mpertant to the individual in relating to

others, and they are important in studying relationships.

5. Geffman nertrays individuals as small men. he get a picture of man

as weak, frightened and vulnerable. He is busy trying to



maintain an acceptable impression - and this needs to be carefully

done. A performance is a fragile affair. Related to this is

Goffman's assumption that man is a victim. Social performances

are often attempts to deal with social institutions. Because

of social organization we are sometimes caught between standards

or ideals. For impression management, frequently violations of one

of the ideals takes place. Goffman "locates phony behavior not

within the actor but within the complex of social relationships

'7

containing the actor "’ flan is therefore a victim of the comalex

of his social relationships, in that at times he is forced to be

inauthentic because of role cenfligts and discrepancies.

—

Persnective
 

Geffman's perSpective of social life is one of theatrical

performances. The principles he applies to sociological study are

dramaturgical ones- He discusses dramaturgical terms such as

"frontstage"; "backs age" and "preps" in conceptualizing social life.

Goffman begins by discussing initial encounters of persons.

3

U
)

Information about the other is immediately gra ped ~1d made use of

in order to define the situation. An attempt is made to measure

expectations.

 

7

R.P. Cuzzort, humanity CDL Dedern Sociological Thought, (New York:

Holt, Rinehart and Jinston, Inc., 19o9), p- 15o.
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It is recognized by Goffman that much crucial information

lies outside of the time and place of the interaction. Also,

crucial information may be concea“ed. Therefore, there is a

tremendous amount of inference by which we live in our everyday

interactions with other peOple. For example, we do not know,

and cannot determine scientifically, what actions another person

r
p
m
l
-
w

5
.
3
!
!

will take, but rather we must infer meanings and expected

.behavior for the individual.

Every actor has interest in controlling the conduct of others

by influencing the definition of the situation. An actor is said

to effectively influence the definition of a situation insofar as

others act upon the particular impression the actor has given.

A definition of a situation is dependent on an individual's projection

of it, and the other's reSponse to it.

'Goffman points out that it is easier to make choices as to the

line of treatment at the beginning of an encounter than, trying

to make alterations after the interaction has begun. Therefore the initial

definition tends to ca ry a plan for the activity which is to follow.

Goffme' stresses this as an "action point of view” (3. 13) and believes

this to set up a moral character of the projected definitions. There

are two ends of this moral character. 1. An individual's performance

should indicate that he is what he claims to be and 2. An

individual has a right to expect that others will treat him apprepriately

in respect to the social haracteristics given and given off.
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Defensive and protective warctices are techniques

used to safeguard an impression fostered by an individual.

Maintenance of expressive behavior is necessary. Contradictions

to the impression are avoided since they may bring the interaction

to an end. Jokes and games are ways of preventing disruption of

projected definition. Role discrepancy is uncomfortable.

Generally, Goffman is dealing with the ways in which people

sustain desired impressions, and is concerned with the participant's

dramaturgical problems of presentation of self. He is concerned

with how we present our idea-of-the—self to others in everyday

life. He uses a eraaatureicl frameJork in trying to understand

life—in—society.

I

q

For an exan;_‘ of Goffmanian analysis, I will use that of an

actor as coclita waitress. ' m-"

n4-- P-n fl-J“ :"» n n ,‘ rt...‘ '-n.-L "

I am working part- lae as a cocltail naitres at Laoclgr's

Teaknood Lounge. The Lounge is my settin The frontstage region
 

is carpeted, plush and dimly lit — giving it aITMkrn.c:atzosahere

1

The backstahe resion consists of the :itchen, cooler room for beer

stock, and several backroems. Only employees are allowed in the

e region. In this case they are the performers while the
1 I

bacnSta
f—

U
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customers are the audience. In the backstage region the empl yees

will dr07 their Laitressing front ( a smile becomes a disgusted look

because of a spilled beer).

I have several 7r07s — the most important being my uniform.

 

This prep is essential to im77ression nannee7cnt and eraInatic
..A

 

 

realization. In training, I were a regular dress and found the 5

customers didn't accept my performance. by cue to this was L

ex7ressioz7 riven - in this case ti7s not given. Tris was partially
 

due to my in xperience but that seemed to be sufficiently covered

when my uniform covering came in.

A waitressinc front consists of a friendly professional
0

 

nmnner. The waitress is always pleasant to the customer} Sometimes

this is an example of cvniccl behavior, as there are some very
 

obnoxious customers She moves quickly. Iaintenance of expressive

control is important. Ihcn a waitress stumbles or spills a drink,

she deal with her accident alth the least noticeable behavior possible

The boss is a aistinct member 01 the audience. Uhen he is

“round t.7e ”“"b“sses' service gets even better. Occasionally the

boss calls a meeting allells angrily at the waitresses — setting

up a team structure- ’ ter the boss leaves, there is a renewed

feeling of unity — not in reaponse to helping him out as requested —

but as a response to being yelled at.

1"

The boss is concerned with tn .mtresing service because his

business is making money. The waitress m:y be interested in delivering

m”)‘ .5! “ fir~v~ "r‘ A Le:-c\ ‘ n- .'

goon service for the sale reaSon (bile). aoIever, she mar oe more



concerned with her role as a woman an; gettino dates. Sole
Q

 

discre7ancy may occur here if a prospective dater isn't drinking
 

enough and claims poverty. The waitress may decide not to fulfill the

xpectation of drink—pushing in order not to push the fellow

out of17er setting.

This example is brief and therefore limited in assessing all

of the intricacies of Goffman's work, but I think it is an axe pie

1

which reflects his form of an Q'sis.

. . ' a n. -. ’7.-.‘ I .L 1 .3 ‘1 ,.-

A77lioa h._ a te'vcees of iniseeneial Sociel gr

Goffman's work is difficmt to summer a . The style and ergoniz

of the book are hard to capture in any outlineable form. This style

reflects the dvnzmic nature of human interaction - it is chanains

in a flouinr form. Presentation of Self in Bvervcav Life seems to
0

have little logical chapter order. hay any'chapter appears where

it does is an unanswered question. The style of the book seems to

refle t the theoretical conceptions .rhich made up the content of
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as actors scan actions

his seems in line with3em7in's idea that research

m of symbolic interaction: "research math<
;
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are not sterile atheoretical tools. Instead, they are finbolicall

laden lines of action that represent one or another of h mjo orms

of interaction the sociole;ist carries on as he moves from theory to

ation
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the "mad" individual and thereby takes him out of context. It

neglects, for nam3_e, leoki.g at the relationship between the

thera3ist and vatient by setting up distance between them instead.

This aistance set—up is the second way in which Latng is

unhapp; Iith the old View of madness. The diste.nce is aartially based

on language. The language developed in psychiatry keeps the patients

at a distance from their th— rayis . According to Laing one does

not say one thing and entirely mean another. There is a relationship

between what we say and nha we mean. Our language in other words shapes

our conceptualistions. Tmereforc, distancing langue.ge creates distance.

This can onl;r peryetuate tie patients feelings of splittagc with his world.

Icing points out that the objection to technical psy hiatric language

q,

lies in tne sp'ittage of man characterized by the nerds useu (exa.aple -

id ere, su_oerego). There is a lfie: of language conceptualizing

a unitary whole.

thir€.dissati51actien of Le'1g's.zith the ole vie: lies

in its neglect of understanding the terSéectiVe of the patient - a
 

neglect of the patient's context. For Laing there is a prerequisite

when.Iorki.g with psy hotics to orient oneself to the other' s scheme

of things. Instead of using our own frame of reference, it is

necessary to understzalie the other's nstrercs One cannot untVrSt"a the

schisoyhrenic's exterience when seeing him as an object in one's own world.
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L1 the existentiei ,“eAOIegoioei :1 tradition Len"

'1 1

describes e 3e WO1 s ex'eriences in terms of his being—in—the—uorie:

This experience of self is not fireiefineé but is an element of how

one structures one' _.e;ce_1tionsc It is this context of the

‘ 1

sc11001trelic 5 world which m11st oe neerstood if we are to unders and

1' .r. .1. .1 . ,. ,3 1 13,1... . " . ,1 .L - 1- ,._1. ,_° . ' ,1

his seetenents uni LCtions. 1~ nceu U0 1001 go 313 meaninosh

Ccmmunication is necessary, and in orC.er to communicate one LUSt

r\- JJ. J- a- "r- -. n .

leern one Oeier's iongu1;e1

3-:

Loin; completes the heel; by unrelcteking the tLSk of descr oi1?
‘LJ

he schizoyhrenic's being—in—tho—Uorld, The schizoie's experience

I J

J

o a.

is split in his reii‘icn with his moriu, one 18 eiso split in his

e1ation to himself, (exzrnjie - mind body Split, disembofliment).*
3

He ex_1e1iences h1mse--f as alone an: isoiated and also as an

0 1-, .L .1 .1: '. J. - .14. 1 ‘ .,, ,

ECO.;1)_GUG 8111 1-1-3111ue. 1"<.ch. -151 130114

J ~- 0 ’ ’ c -. . 1 "1 Q n .‘ -‘ - __ .-- —- A- -- -< r. C‘, -., .- 1,

“111101 anrtcter_:eics O:_.l8ooflb1ou socieiofif

1 in te1ms of schizoid and schizoyl1senic

livisionse uLlSLCflGiQilj he is concerned uitEl existence one men's

- .1- .' .:

JIuGZ‘GSUGL. in 3511' SU
)

o o . .L q‘ P ' _ ”-5- .-‘ - (“.0 r- - q .‘ - 9 _0

be 13—in—Une—do1_o. ‘-enone1oiogiceiiJ, ne 1

,fi

"-erience of nis existence. Laing mghzshes the im:o;tc;1ce of

Q

grasping at un;ersta:di1; the experience and context of the other.’

 

Experiencing the "not I“ is described in D.H. Lawrence's poem

found in Apjamit:}1.
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SChiZthTOfiiC experiences, accorging to Laing. Quantitative

analysis pr Cuces qnzntitstivo information; Ining points out

there is other information which is also 'alueblc. In

the existentionel—phenomenologica1 "tradition", Laing is interested

in inferring feelings “1d meanings of actions, “ether than

seeing behavior singly as signalling sanity or madnessc The

mind is obviously essential to aing in looking at the differences

of the mini workings of ”mad" and "sane" men.
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nCPartlano., treat t.-e sell a Stable uni free from Situational

7

secifictieon, while GoffxlaL and 3-i13', on the other nana, emphasize the

.
1
.

self as temporcl and processural, with tentative attitudesmilh

are continlually releiincl. The survey motLoi of Kuhn and: IcP;rtla1€.'s

TST neglects the complex -ature of the self. It is ill equigped at

eauring nrocess, and structure uinfis u) refilacln" the cVnamic cualit;o
—
v

Q

“J.

of self concogt. urw~i°"*'ly, in terms 0: -1e symbolic interactionist

tralition, the fluid relaWiOlSli_) between the self and the other

1 1- man

i1 tlLe in) I.
.
.
.

is not eons4‘-e;ea nit

Goffman and Lain" view the self concept in humanistic terns.

They both see t1e self as interpretive. The;r concentrate on

substantive conceE'BUZliZCthH. In contrast, Kinch :;1d Kuhn and

McPartJrid are interestea in empirical findings, making

over'tionallztien of self concept necessary. These conventional sociologists

Jant to overcoxmthe anJoctulal, i:ntaitive nature of: em-i one Cooley's

theories b, usin3 a loeluctive o;ientation which can set up

generalizations which are alenable to testing and measurement. Lney

therefore elicit a wi:ulus ~ reseonse ina e of human behavior.

Kinch, an; Kuhn anl lc-artlani are in erostei i1 predicting

sociu behavior while Ceff Ian ana Lain3 are concerned simply Jith

m;-'i 5 social interzction intelli "“ The conventional example

looks for agreement among investi.ators and metholol03ical preCision;

‘ ’2“ "'"“ ‘q s “L. -' 1 n‘. ‘ “-4 -:~ -'— -‘ l. . . 1- .

the exis ential olamglos, on bfle other haul, a e interestca in the

actor's meanings and in theoretical relevance. From the aistinCt
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#6

Conventional and existential sociology take different

approaches and make different assumptions in studying self

concept. They develOp distinct images of man, It seems that

the information received from the articles studied correlates

directly with the general approach we see develOped. The very

approach used influences the information received.

The qualities of: axiomatic, deductive, hypothesis testing,

quantitative, cperationalistic and positivistic are what I have

enumeratedznuitypified as conventional ideals. Kinch, and Kuhn and

{cPartland use what I have outlined as conventional sociology.F
z
‘

Through their work is develOped an image of conventional man. He

‘is static, predictable, overt, and easy to describe. The complex and

problematic nature of man is not emulated by conventional work, So

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

packaged man. An individual's self concept is almost a package deal- hith

Kuhn and UcPartlan"s study we learn that by asking someone "who are

you?" we find out about their attitudes towards themselves. 3y responding

to our question with 20 statements they tell us vital categorizable information

An assumption Kuhn and McFartland make is that ansuers given reflect true

inner attitudes, and that the ones given first are more spontaneous and

important than later re5ponses. It is my Opinion that often a person's

true feelings about themself are the ones least likely to be revealed on

an impersonal questionnaire. It is true that answers given may

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

V

very little about hov a person experiences his relationship Ni h his



world. They show nothing about a person's ho,e and despair, and

everyday inner struggles. Such sociology through its fragmenting

methodology derives fragmented tnseries of disjointp' moales

Conventional sociology portrays man as mechanistic and literal - i.e.

independent of any contex . Kinch, and Kuhn and McPartland do not

portray man as ambiguous and wavering but rather as stable and

repetitive . Man is viewed as having fixed powers and capabilities.

Not only are sociological phenomena seen as having an empirical

nature, behavior is seen as all important,

In using existential sociology, Coffmd1 and Laing point out a

differing perspective on man — one which sees man and social situations

as problematic. Human beings act according to meanings which arise from

social interaction. Meanings devel0p and change through interpretive

H
o

processes which peOple use. There s no automatic usage of formalized

meanings, rather meanings are revised continuously Goffm: points

out in Presentation of Self in Everyday Life that roles have a

tentative character. Because we are always using inferences about

anotherdld chec:i*g these inf cnces out, role definitions keep

changing Subsecuent events may cause raevaluction of definitions.

Goffman does not sho: settleznent about definitions and does not portray

roles as pre—existing to situations. Hegotiation of common social

reality sometimes is a reality in Goffman's world - and then

interpretations agree. Social interaction is not viewed as rule-

governed as much as it is seen as an interpretive process. Laing also

 



vier reality as reflective. The sense of sharing a world with

others is the basis of a person's being-in—the—world. Understanding,

rather than laws of behavior is sought after by Laing. He is not

interested in general Paowledge but rather in trying to make .

episodes intelligible Urderstanding not only behavior but also feeling

and sensing are ssential for Laing. Intentions and subjective

meanings are important. Laing uses a non—system building approach,

and describes something other than systematic man. Through

Goffman and Laing's approach we see man as having some freedom, as

being flowing and ambiguous, changing and complex. By using

assumptions a.d methodology based on inference, induction, process,

quality, humanism and idealism we come up with a corresponding view

of man and human interaction.

 



HAPTLR III

CCUCLUSICE

Chapter one dealt with a neutral enumeration of two forms

of sociology - convention and.existe‘tial. I categorized

six tools of the approaches used in conventional sociology and then

contrasted six analogous areas of existential sociologv,

In the second chapter I showed how these outlined perspectives

are put into use. By using two examples of each form of sociology -

examples with similar content — I aimed at showing the differences of

the approaches. By the very tone of the discussion I believe some

3'

difference can be seen. my point is that not only are the

approaches and underl;lng assumptions different, but also the

theoretical constructs and espective definitions of reality concerning

human interactions. Using Laing's terminology, the two forms of

sociology discussed have "differing intentional acts" pointing out

distinct points of view. Agreeing with Laing, I see importance in

an existential point of vied in trying to understand peeple. In this

concluding chapter, I will discuss what I see as the disadvantages of using

a conventional sociological approach, and in contrast, the advantages

which existential sociology offers. fihile conventional approaches

u‘

I

are commonly used, I believe an existential point of view deserves

 



Conventional Sociolo~v
 

 

Theo Mcvan ages of conventional sociology stem from a

53"

methodology. --ch is based n the enume~ated points of this approach: 3

axiomatic, deductive, hypothesis testing, quantitative, ooerationalism,
A

r

positivism. Generalizin“ one could say hese disadvantaees rep up

in the sociologist's :ush for positivism.

In depending on axioms,110 conventions- sociolorist must

seek out cultural common cenomiuators rether than reflecting

the negotiability of reality. A determined pre—existing vieJ of the

social Jorli is created. The social, situationally constructed

nature of reality is overlooked

An outgrowth from an axi natic basis, deduction Vier

‘ .I ‘P‘ ' IN . ‘ .' 'r 1 fl

canings Jhicl are independezt 01I
"
.
4

description as having steele

circumstances. Deduction is literal and is thcrfore independent

of context. Facts st"nd €.nd factual Jerk is intersubjectively

verifiable “iteral descriptions reflect s;1bolsas unambiguous.

In order to test hypotheses, variables must be formed.lPrecise

variables again reflect atmnflglwith stable and fixedaef'1 tiexm

The part of inter)retatire processes in defining situations is

forgotten. Hypotl1ese s molve prediction of beha'vier, leaving the

task of maninn social inteaction intellibigle as only a secondary god .
O
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There are three main points I would like to make in summing

up the”1 “Itges of a conventional approach to sociology:

1. In its concern "ith precise measurement, conventional

sociology poses a static picture of human relationships and

xperiences. The survey method, althougn one of the most frequently

use; methoaolog.ies in conventional sociol gy, in looking at the pas» and

the present in a snapshot reflects human life as static. The

wide use of survey meth deleg; may be explained by it's neat and precise

kabilitr. groces 3; herever, is difficult to reflect'nith survey

Keasurenent calls for an Operationalization of definitions

and these becone rigid in their em::1asis on vaa~iables. Jaisbles

are necessary in hypothesis_testing andpredictions of human

conduct. However, in Lang's terms, they ar an examnle of "schizoid"

thinking in that they split up and reflect experience as disjointed.

L

This approach no lects the nuances of the relatedness of the parts.

2. Follo.:ing from a methodolo v reeuiring firecise measurement stems

the second seneral disadvantaee of conventional sociolorv. Precise
U U k.)

measur -nent nee wsi‘:tes acceptance of the i:ea that the empirical

world is fixes ani uniformly perceive . The situated, negotiable

.L _ .9 T: ' .. ‘ ,..,, . m: _.1_ _ 7.2,, . ' l , ,1 ‘

nature 01 reality is-ovc-loolel. 41139 ana sua e alnen51ons of human
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to the hi5h premium on 3ecision ale measure ent- In trying to

be objective, he conventional sociolowist rules out takin5 he role of thea

other. He often vietIs the individual as isolatee and thereby misses

the relational Quality of social reality, Unless the researche‘

shes the pcrsgective of those-he is studyin5, he will distract from

the reflective notu;o of the self. Entering the field of study

1h ormonccvticno of behavior will not be helpful in terns of

1

information about L31 the actors thornelic perceive their behavior, HeU
)

can study behavior Hmlneasuleottitudes by'usin5 our own frame of

reference in formin5 definitions of them; however, we cannot in this

way appreciate or uncers CndZflXfthe actor is exaoriencin5 his or:istence.

In other nerds, we learn no new knowledge, but sinjkfrefleotourselves,

unless we can re the neanin5s and definitions which the actions have
'C) V

for the actor

ConventiOLal sociolo5y can be criticizee then on the followin5

grounds: because areciseLeasurenent is considered valuable, the

empirical world is described as static - i5aorin5 process - and rigia,

J

in devisin5 o'erat nal definitons Iith:._ eznzha sis on variables fC‘
.L

l
"
)

hygothosis tostin5. The outcome 0 not:odolo5y causin5 a fixeo, uniform

View of the empirical 3 21a, is an overlooxi*5 of the situated and

interpretive constitaticon of human conduct and a ne5lect of the CULities

of 1.unan interacticn an; social relationshi,Is. And finally, conventional

socioloby is ne5li5ent in applying a non-ethnocentric, takin5-the—role—of—

. - 4., ...H ‘1 J-°., 5 .3. ,-- .1. ~ .. 1,.. r. . x - '1 11.11..
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Human being 3 act according to meanings :Ilieh arise from

social interaction These reinings change through interpretative

prOC‘SSCS used 03' the actors involved. Thereiore, in line with

a humanistic perspective, the individual is seen as confronting<

a world which he must interpret. This Opposes a View of man as

s .3ly res_3oneing to some ultimate empirical envi;enment. Thor

is a 3laee for freedom in this humanistic a33roach.

Humanistically, a study of interaction must be.maae from the

position of the actor — since his action comes fro-.n his perceptions,

interpretations and defi.itions. The researcher must take the role

of the actor in order to understend the actor's context, and thereby,

behavior.

Idealism is not interested in system—builling but rether in the

complex 3 d dynamic nature of social interactions. Non-empirically

natured material is eozxsicerei innortant; for eiamgle, intention

and meaning develoynent are serutinizea. Overt hehavior and actions

are not complete indicators 0. attitudes. ‘Existential sociology does

not have a wt;aulus—response inaae of man, but rather one which

vie.5 man as an intricate and lhbvflblOlebH organism always in the

process of seconing.

I think I CH1 sum u3 the advantages of : existentiial approach

to sociology in a word use; by Blumcr: "sensitizing". Existential

sociology is sensitive to the conce3ts of 3roeess, Situation, and

the actor's content. By "sensitive to" I a: refs ring to a U“L“CLH_Cical



U
1

\
.
O

\J: .J Ltd \J 1 LP! 1 . 1). . )JO 4. o lo. ‘1' . . u )1. to .I o .

ab; cncOuocrour on Lpommu Hp sc<me Haomm moUmpwrmHCu nopoomHCykkmawpomm.

CC oHHmdouHHCH nupaomov Ho mooHorom: wowwm oamwdo m5 ca mambmm m ow HDOHH

wamerq H5 o:ow:nm4 mooHuw HHwo‘ H :HHH OHCUowme on :02 Hwomm

'
)

ooCommdm mofimeHuc Cm Ho Hme cwsasommu 4

H. Udeoomm wqmup-mnm i LomHHHH. msn dvm HOMHCHHHoCm 0% HH. CH0 on:
 

.—

Ome. aw.nm Hm m kumequ. CCooHHCHp chw .k; we H:o 03.0HwHocH Cowwp.

J .—

anb moonr meCccHoSm. r5? Hue-wowo a Cmaoud

 

o In I ~ 0 I A 1—- II \.J no hit I *4 .IP. .. A a J o .. o .I \l \J .1 I. . kl .A

Hm CraCMm mwomopc- :Lorthh Hm cunc Lupe? Hm \owoowa r. r,z romeuwcor

a A-‘ :3 05.15-“. .M )J... 0-1. .F. .. n. 3 L .. 5 a 9. If... a“ AU 3). 3 JP .4 J h 3
Us 0 u {ErlCCL‘P 10?». C HRLCOEC (5.5 30:00 0.» CC. .CC .35 O H .(HLE CM. \0 ......br‘m

 
 

Ham on-HRHon-Conwu Hm wwwwwm.now moo: mm rdebm

 

CCHfioHS. MHHom. mHUOHm. w mcn,¢Ho on?CodomeHow. 595% HsdowwwwwmaHosm

mum ammo Cooommmw4 64 C merw. a Squnm HomHHde dvowmwowo. m Hmawowmwl
C C Ow

wwooommHome pg‘hopow Ho mHanHCm :Cuws doudeow Hm omHH r wow H5

. a

owmow Ho omwafio who .,;ooommHounH owoaouHm ow WCBCC Hawo.moHHob. :HWO

3
- - ilk-... .

maowwopc HowccFo-m:HJ 00¢.005 mm!» 0050 *
3

Compmwmwon :omzvsnmC
)

x
.
)

(
I

l
J
.

O Iv
-
v

.
.
J

C
)

s
o IT

I\

(.r J. . : a J . ... .. :HU

.o Honouwwc. wnwlgmma. CC: mHJHo.Hwos,:

) ll. u—I A I—lulflll. )- . VJ X.) J h; I I. Irol. O a II. \I I v) I. I. .105

:5 m: mcopchrk npqyogo: co moopoLOLk Hm pca a mmmdog dCFrrwzm

1 -.J:\. a; f. 1.114.)...an )1.) J) x. 3.. J P D J a... .. ‘ 4. . .f ..
PFJI.\LI OF.QFP PhD/VF. C for ( FPI‘ FlumOllgcrflh m HWLJ {OOIHIfl-Hf HJ QuailLlccx Oh“ mNhHPOFr 00

0|. .1 \I c... .. 7:! s . ha \I o 11. )1. 3:31.)!“ 1 ..«J-J!‘ J knead fin

UCH;r a mgmcou. :ac:os oxo:¢m o» mcovowr rho c crwnw Hka rokamr.

DJ? h .) 4.2.h1.r . I.-. ...... . x; ....) . 4.. \r .., D 134

pLoHo Lu to .Crrclww ‘Cmuomo o» choomcrmHm. pbconmcwmors;

‘0

ooCCm.o¢ Hm 4Hoaac mm cum mCunmaoCHpH mafiCoaCHo ow 5:395 modHos.II!

 

5+

 

(H 41 t: J h H...“ a‘ J .. h,

rows? :. topmkbg 2 -o rowmoroHom. om 0H mq.:ror4Ho Hsco.50dHoC. a

.o . . - . .D - 3 .J. u n O .1. 1. J 1 1.- 3.. 3 ..

ourww CH :wkflww 0» tomowpo: CoormrmComz. r: co :n+ -m opo:o:u -LHngn

...A. .; -. .. J»... 3- .... ... f; . .. . )4 J 0.: 3.) 3 .. -9, - -1) f7 3 .. .. 3”

Mk I)_.\ ulufo 0L.» CK)J4.Q (1.»er . “WA: 651 (......(IV CPJM“ O ( CFVPPC .IL)I(- 55....) ( «(.1 ...! o h. rlnr.Cfl/\|._ prirJh

. a ...... if‘l‘u-flu’tfl” \I III I I. kn 4 I” . I \a ‘a ‘ /. . . _ q

tuna . -3) _‘ .. .Cp 41,,2. .r , r- .r (L O til}... (5... ((1 I|(rbl\ a IlnlrtolllrrfL~ I.\ . (\u IV \



.\n.JI“\.\II\0”0J1}.”III.1.-.

r.. ....

I(xk.-...

3J\
\J)14)‘105))....\l...o{0I...I}.at)4.01I.)I!)4")))\J111.1).1.\J.lI..IIJ.‘Gl.).

II....O4..rr;(.1QIJr..LTrQ«JH21.rLO..U.-..f-or..-av”HLL(.7r...-.l.(7......I.rC.L.r-
.(I-I-rIIu’rr..ra—u\uuuruIaC

1)..II1.....I
.1.1..i)If)I...)II).\Jx)H).1)-.....)4.4......null: 1.1:).‘1.\J.I4.4...c

.2.1.rac0-0LJLLosc:.a:QJHoomc,n;rCo.,ro-:.- :Ial\ItorL.II\c

 

oouCJ..CCHflufino

'1'414-0\IJVIW.4)MI)

a.4.14J14cm}
0..|.frr.r»41ft”.:Ur.n\J.FHJ‘‘1MON

3.1

.
1
3

(fl—u.(-Ltif.In. UHHHmpogonoommo-..

-H.mHIHHCHoz-JCUmm.usopampHoomosnfiHowCoo

031.1.1:Jr.-qu{(14)...)1...
r:r\t(Ptrn.'I‘L

0|C'

IIIIIIIJ.

HHUwMp)

.QOImCouoHHHoo.

030)9...)43...)..HI1U

\v

4))A.)I1311)1,).h.

....LF.(berCr.....Fy.I I{II

III
0

0
IM-

DH)

flopoguh-J:HunnotzdwHJOHJdeLguon

n1

HUo

a;AJCo

...

......L.....H-In-..vw.06....JOu43.01%”...OH.........wa
I

Lll.«Ix'IOI

.-..U.H_.I.U.HHdmu”HHUUHHUU

L0

plan931....1.))3‘!)nI!\Jn.J)¢!I|4.11;)...

PO....-..FLI1H..u(.(.rr.(O..HJrQ..HQ.Ip.IICUmbCFnF.oICJ....c
'C

\JJ).14).4v.5.14.1.“)J«14.4.)..)..JI’1)...“

t.'\.J~.(L.r.4._W.O...Ixra..-..l»Q.l\“4.1.;.U(rLOL.04!mvkFurl-n.LC't

4

“I

mu.HdCHCopmrm.0.SH

)\I‘

\(

5)).Jlal

.r\.(.In."0'

.

(LL.

..roamuor.onUoHHUnUoUnmCoHHJC,Hth

Cm:p:I-U.omHI

3)
4c

\I

C

.kr(.(uworkluH.......II.HW...)2“) C
U
)

MoCOHH

aHflVaFH.(.I.I...U+O..m...“

)-l\;l))'14")!I.H.\lll.l)

.lI\IItIt.I

4
(I

cos01J.om:JHIQHJoonHUHcomwhoUIIUmsmAHHA oIoluvc”II

....JJ._HL-U..-0HJ...Homoduum

’.IJ-oQ‘I!\'I’.‘II‘1‘..

_UC0HHJpcanmmHEm.:U.._3HJIohrmrUmoQHrowohCICIm.CHConn

hoCt.ICnJII.noI.0)...-.J‘.ULI.a)JCUIl1!0)

MCCHOF.uqmDO...IO:HOOHWWUOJJU....-.IUT.r.OLOeH.r.r.:J..OTQUH..LQHMLJW...LOr0.SPHW.0
rOf

.

z:.:ruJUHHCommm
x)..111!)I.0'’I'lllu-al.lIII

dnoJHm.:LLHJoc.Mo:C4pgo<wmJ.sor>Uno.

momdeC:zzoarpwCHmHJHCoU.uan r..eromqoosUHCCooHUOSOHQIQJC

.mCoHpoUCHoCHCCU.UU..Io-CHmhoflpomodeufloH.UIohOCHso50H:.rSm

A. moproommh%04H0HwCHUCoooUmJoUammo“U.uonoamomHCoCHoU

-0-QI.\J’nlOI.)I3-III0).DII.'1

UOQHpomohCH50LCHHUUUxHHo.I.wopkconUHUzUawC.HmrmComoro

.CUHHUSHHm03H.0HHWHICHUMoosooh
.loP

c UCUvaomHomohmmno..JHCHHo.Uouomm.UCOHHHCHmooaUm..HHuU08

3)

mo.HHHU-Uo5:Hwompmo0C0mHdouHUHmmonmHCLMOHoomHUHHConHMm

 

CoHC:opamazohozwOHUUQ-Common.ImooCohUCwHUCoH:5H3.4

.mHHHLuahhobomHnuooommmoooCUpaonCH

mapnewUCOHHUUCQHQHHodge:IowMoomsHUCQHCJGLJJHdeU

mouH.000%mmHOHoomHU

'
r
'
l

HCUHUHHJ.COHHoUquzHH8canmomudJUC

UHHUCOIUannHzpHomosoonomCHOLCoJHBohmapropmwcwo.Umo

.noHSHISQQSUwuHHoHsatooMoCOHHUOHHOOUmudoommHMHOHoo



AdddflbfluzworgohoflpIpuflUOHOMOOmOMphaJohobomadonop«duos r'

mosflghopmu0cmflchomppwxp0A0:woflarmfl(
I
)

wnodguNHAuohmapmflwmw
OaI‘

.oommmmmOpmomama.mfigandhopowcan90QOflpHmOCanynohmmumfioo“mug '

soapompopmHmohuSQm4.mpmowmoomgflmwo:hdovEmmy04mmwas0?masacs

a:p15:0pmafiuhooowwfloapoumwdonflwodonNH902an“.pumpmooHafinuos rco

W43figuoqmrmmmuqfl0.1..Hm”HHCO05.DP.HUO...wflMOMEHUHOQthOquwCd.HO

‘9.IC.3I1’4C!-II

quUmLage.hompomapH0040%050L¢»uup:.maMoran059Mosawwow 7

mayunupnmowcsophasAmmo0x9.puo:coom.hopouexpmpmommamouohbnw

OIkI.1'I'llC’'C\n'IK-.‘.J.

muflpcoumdumnonaoflpmposrmowcwfirm.m:0flwroosmrma:Compowhopou

CJI1§III)I)I)I.\:0401130IIII

Luoudwoompropgoom._cdHbfluswdoonobflwmuromomwmflrzoro¢oow rrI

)‘)41I4).!-J).In)0..-.n‘nll.1)’40\lIJ

Hwfipcoaa,.p:mpgooHuwooncanacpcorxo;¢hrccrpopchapflmaomanoQ
.u..
(4‘.'(

 

CHmmommgwhwmeowpmdpflmopunflwfiflmImmonopuhdnuopmoom.hopow.m

,QOfl.
5
.
)

mapflmHdwoommud

‘

mapdmsdoafl>momapmompoomwodammoapflzflmovmap90monupmhfidmaponobflpwncmm

mwpmHMOHOfloomHwfipcopmflnoone.aow>wmomwasmnflucuvmpougfihow

HwflpcommomfiGOprdemompmoQOflpwpoammopzflm.hopowexpDawnocx.MOflbwnom

3...

HHwnflwmmmop.cwomoflpmfimmpomhmgoHumoprSwanzsoflpmq

.@4330U00Gawain

comamflgaspomaymommcommohemu.JGOflpwofiHfloommMMGOflpuspfimthm

mohmandofimwpwmmQommposnflwmmmamaomone(mmOMOHoowHwflpmvpufimo

V

(

r

CHU®#OQmHwQOdedpflwundfloow..HOOcapdd.OflPdEOHQOHQOWE...

.mouomflmomomflmhamcwHumflpmdpfiucapomwadmQHJAHSQ
orr.

Eopmmmcavomoonho>omfl#Qofioe4wflhflmsoonpmoohdpuaouUflns0:9



\Q
(I.\).

.. ......) . k... . .- I ..- ... .. . 5 .r. .. ..b ..... ... 14 J4 \J .. I .. \.J . I )7.— nl A . . I

-.....II 0.». Moo 0 Lu (--.. LIHCINI .thfldkOLm OL. 57. wthrtFOI . .LO n, .00

maccsm oommHHCow Hpm mOOHn uouIL. oHHmcosdHrI mooIOH IHmwm Hoow

aw HonH 40HUd 0H <ku H5 owLow do womow ab cummg.cmbLHVJ: 0% #50

1 O I O .I I‘

mco: HII nonwozomw Hm whoowomdoL H5 :m.::narcwHo Hr¢:.ogoowHob:

}
,
_
’
o

c wH<o <owm¢oposmm mpHo.o. Hm mcdwpm(
-
'JJ. -, I., I- .

LIpzon\. oan,I~ Hm.

I.

\ll. l A I \II 0 \.¢ k0 .4 In! I .JI. \4 I. .llo I o .

HucHsr co Cp,ouv rprwuc om cpo cocoa In: mQOIII rwho.

34 l ‘1. \I LII \IIHII4 O I b 4‘ \II I 4‘4 O 4 )l J . (I J)‘; O i I

known Ha ca rI:oumHopm o» 5:. arwop ram oIopHHfi 0;.rrmpvmn

I I I \II III. kI \un. In \.I! I) I J. .I [w I 34. o I. HI In ‘I I 4

awww I; o:kuccdecI acnmpoodIco. Ina Hwhmc I5.0Isom awe

Hbaowww.dpqo :mdcwo ow Sub. Hwo moo©fiL. me moww womeowH<m

0‘ a! 1‘... \l. \J 4 )\o. I; 0. \.- Iup4 I1

H. fir: EHIQm Cmm o. In: armr.om aoIsIb m capocm: Hzcwd,wo¢H o

.\J “I \I I . I InI J \.I 0 J 4.; I. )4 O I 4 I‘4 a 3‘ \II o 31..-

xwooommom. :o roem op c:o wymwm ow Hmeo gmszuvm. :pwop rhyme I.oa

k. ..I- .I. . 3.3).. .3 -. I . I... 5. - .. .IJ

cpo moowrr wao :dIo.. Itchoyoho. SIS Hm mccp FRO: r5 oth OQHHII

4 a; \.II a II. I Inn-J J ...- 1. .I4 \I. I.J\J.- I \II

oo.IaHo.Ioopmcpro Ih. IIchnrcrzb consaHo-IhoI IcIro.

3‘ O O J \.Il. J|\J\J J I II\JI v I. n n.’ '4‘ )_‘II I \.I I

LmHm Hm I Syn;CI IIHMOICno The. no,:cprop.I mooIoHc.. fr: Hm

 

I. .I

.

LI.

4.: I I ImI \4:II. .I \I hid) . I-I II \J 4 IKIAA I I. \. Id Int. 0

rpro.m cw:rhrc czo nob cn:¢ or #50 OcLOn km N accommIcm H5

1 .. . :1... .u. I. .3 .....I ..- I. 3.. .. .u I . .-. ... .3 I. ,II .

Ir WIHJHULHHL HI. III...» .. OuI CIIQ O ”C... . ..r»2»0 IO Irm rL. 0:0..MCIHC OF IIC..O ULH

walk. n) 7.; JHJHJH. P.) O) I._ .)I I) ..II I. .I.II.J I... fiaJIu .Jau .(II.I\1I -..).an OI. -..)...Jnu J... 0....) \I

thin-L r.) In).r (K (\( ILII.(IO. 0 IL( c.(\u Ll IIIrIIr.Im U]. (C LI .(F Iluf\lk ..IIIrII

4 - ...- I1. . I- )...I. -.II -- . -Ih. I I 3,- I .I)-... -

d-o :Loc kg. Hp 0:.cuIcpoIrr {LacroI :0 uCIIpruImu Inn w L :Ipc ofim

I‘. I. O I ..‘J I’x \. I I1 Q! I \II J I.— . I IMI I, I I I. a J; I I I".

otwcnwopoo 0+ ova mcu.oo. omusad Hm wrro PL EuccwI workmaqutvcpc

J I. I I .. 3. I ... I ) )I .I . 22h. I" I) I .. - .

H mOI on. .HIwmm an (L Io).:s co romc {LI horrrb moIF ..o ofippoa

I. ..- . I...” ....II.. ...... . - . .. . . J . I. .. ...-I

I040. c Hm c; a IILmIIIou aHdL. :How H5.0 whzgtprorc PHHIHocIca.

II a kl IIFII CA 1' IIII .a—II I III \I on .I \J

H'OH‘ J3BKI WOVHIII .0: 0c. ”U CU >.IUHrIIO CINC'3w». In. &IHO OII-FKHIO..-JQHICI.I(m“ I..PJ ((51vaJ I.(.‘UL\JI.U '0an

c

O

u.

U1140 I . I“; \I kI4.J.\.I. O-..4..;._\Jnxun‘ Lia)-IJ)4I.\.4.) I. .1 .I. IJ\.. MW .0 I.d\ )IIJ ..J J.

C. .rII ...IIHIIHLI (IIC (r.(.r ( .ra UHCMHIU CIIL. (\(rCI h .. .. ozhH LII TL... OF :nP\I. mks C»

h.

c

\I~\J‘J..F\II..J ”IIqu II v.4(ufl4)! _ IPAJI.J)IJI.4J \I. -.| ......nI \ I. \.UJ \.I.d)al4\.lu J\I.I\I1¢I III. 304.! d )\I- hI4) nJ J

r(C 0.. III (( -... C--. (C I- ,3 CLCrII (L. I (r..C.._(.IC ..IIC». IIC OCCUH II
C C C [k

\1 . . O A I_I 4| I . I I I

I \II- III.I IJII \.I QI ll aJ \I‘” 1) \JIJ‘I \. w4\. J I. )Jl . \.I .)I. .I II I._IJ.IIO I .I}..

IIIK.’ (CCIVII .IIL LI f1 n (I.\ (I ( ~II CC . .( II IIC Ile\c rI_(\ Ir( (IIIHC .(I B... ..CIIH

..I .I A. 1‘ \JI JO \JIIJ IJ‘IJdfi \I. ..Iv 1). I II \I 03*)“ nuI IIOQ.lm,d).JO.J \I. \J44I ..I a.) \J \.I In \J‘I. - 04 .J LI;II40. RI

..rIHII If ..U( .III( a. _( .(III rill -->( P‘- .IIII(..>IrI CI .(IIDIIIIIr‘ 0({1‘ (C .uHNLI—Ir LIHOO IL, (Dhlllo

4 \J . .. n \a . o I. o I l 1 0 LI
II. \I 1).)..3 I. .341.) II ...... I I. I ‘4 ) I _\I.I IHJIJ II I. \..\1 u. (I; \I.- a) ) .J \I/ I I u. I.) In.- Or. HJI.J uI. 4\ \I

’ FL .(f. ' Ir (L- r\ f\ «K I.\ I H( .I\LI 0 I.\H : (IF (II/IwOD...-II.I .../K. (I I.(\ IIIKIII (\C \‘ fIDI(.I Iron 4. (H I.L ry CO

4 o I. o a .
. III \I. I . l..\.I ..I II . I ..I.” I. II II... In .D I II . . 1 I. ' -..; . c I III.

OIHCIVIJILI.IIIIC l IJIIVIH "\HI( OI. III. “II. F‘(I|H.CI.II)II upprJI I .III.I\.D.¢(OI¢I.IICI..\ (INC 00IHUCIIC n1.

ah I 4 A
I I) ).I «\.JJO

clr( ( (Iit’



-.-

SOH moms mm mHawHH ooSMOHqum mum Howo-c. 0H0 r5 o.LHmHH.m oS.HHowuosH

cud HHHUoH mm onwa mum OHHQOHHum H30 wSHHHowaosH. aonm Hm m
C

”Hg mun: H5 oHHmHouHHmH mooHowomN Uszo05 H39 moHoH mum
 

WHm mSHHHouuouHi amo moon yam m.meH H5 oHopHHUm H50 os<HHossm5H.

eer AHOHJ:JHH‘0 athHHH om moonH HHHo booommHHwHom p wHooomm mOHSH

0H 9H H5 mzH-QUHoHme Hwo mHHmu HOH m mHmUHo HHHmm mawHHHowH ZOHHQ

“HHU JHovccrHuHLa: Hommqrammw wwH wHSm OH #:505 HbHonodHos.
4\

m. mHaHHmHHH. H5 UOHQOHHme Bus mm moHHIHoHHooHqu. no mHHHHUCHm

m H0H0IBDHH5U. HHHon Hymn m Ho_oIJr§VHD Hwomw Ho WHm UmSQHHOH.

fins Hm omeUHm 0H RHNHSH HannwdHoum Ho UHamon= mu mm. .zlwwol

HOHo 0% H30 OHUOH. we on: warm HadonoH aonoono. so Hm UOHm

HWHJ D aoHo uHOLCQH om Abmw UHmim 5,05 5H5 hHo: Ham ochHm.o SOHHQ.

rmd3m3. HH Hm H550 HHAH Lo Horor-mom. awwwm HUMonSnwm. anwom mbm

\l 4 v JIJ ‘1 JP 0 r\. . l.)§«‘ In 0 \J\.J o l. J). .04, JI. J of \.I-

rmmommom arcsm. mco. 1c; oozrsroH Hm Biro momdezm HLHoccp o:a+0HHpc

9H9 meoHHoHum Hr mm m.onmmmomu Hs H:m oochm 0H HUcOHer oomqummHH5m

C
.
)

onmob omu 005m Ho moo pHHmoHH HS m no: Hum. HOHmlamesm WwSHHHOH

HSHOHme m oosmwwnw gHooomm ow oHomHHU mun nosmecoHHsm HHHHchwm

mun oumHHOH HH Hm m usooomm umHop HmHmem Ho voooaHbm Hm WoH

meu ms HnosHHHH HUHoH om UwHum.

UOHS condorHHoumH our mHHmHo-HHHmH wwwHomoxom do mooH0HoMH

040 mbdmswgnmm mam c.HmmmHH5cmm m‘ MHzoo cows rsoo.wH Hun meSHmeH nHmHHBOH

mmuOon ow mOOHHH HmmeHN. ro- 9H0 gown CmmHSH HOH mooHoHomHmHm. w

I

1 . H. .r; .....w . Q)- ..... ....f: . ... :. :).S.r .3

HOmOnPJOh OH CLO FPcOh/S HOLC 80w)“ MDC;U .CTC 0.. MIN 0....» Churn»? uuCuch Our



vie.I to be rare;J use; :ni/or 'f>;)rccictei in sociological research.

T1.is thesis points out the effects of this imbalance.

In oriel~ to make mv noint I have run into the Cifficult;r of
d - !

‘

.un - ... 0 --~ -' 5-. .-¢ ho ‘ .V' 1,- a\-‘ '5 m’fi ‘ 7‘ . I. [\.‘h

SinpiJ ‘e;eISinQ the inocinnce; inc enuncrctec chi; We ristics of the

h- - --| I t o‘qa ‘Pnr' f. ~1'\ ‘1 ~ ‘1‘ f! ' .-rnflnJ- .V—f l‘ r. 'L “ _"\ 3 1'" nfiq' r- -‘ r, ‘

L...)‘I)J. JCJCS ‘ J. O 04.;(no 0. L-LO\1 v.4 Q. 1.1-1» Hug-LSLLLLLU]. ‘J ‘5 Hal (3 bliel 8 J CLLJ. lCcnttll eL'. t

e n - fin... vnn ,' 'I’ ~ *0 :N f‘ 1 n." r a: .J- A- v n I

For clriitJ I Y e miC.e “irisions ..hic11 ere octae_i; cloicrerJ in;

13
...?“ " " '2 J' r“‘l ' 5". 1 “ '1‘," "J' 1“ ;:“|. "I

unrecl. nan ,oints vie oxc stctei. I no3e, unit tie lCC £01

_aritJ is not “undelstanding as 18 CIth tne case.

‘ '- .ls.‘. n ”I r - qw’fi n—I _--: Qtn- . '3 (1-, l",fi‘\_ 'I 1'. W00 t

}L COAJPLAl 1801-]. VI CJ.1V V111U1.C'IlLu— 34.11; C:L-LU v.1-CI...L.~-L 9-1.1 OL.C1.VU O

. .n ”V . '2 J- r- -| H r. "5“ ‘r "V"| 1"? ' 9.ch w . ’ \ -'3' l— . - 0‘“

SOC1eioQJ is itoe_f c confiien diction. nc.J impoitent issues uie

w 3 - (v ‘_'. - 1 "1 “i 1,“,_ - . h , r, ,.‘ .rl'-’, ‘ ,

unresoivaoiq ~14, uniie I ncJ have ~ ~Hyec tLen cs iincc, 41;

. ‘ 1 . 0—" - n fly, I‘ J‘ n" .1. '- . hw 4—. 9‘ ‘ nv‘1 . “I Q ‘_l.

guicciines oi mtrcst sic ccuuniiJ Unreiing cnc navigaoas‘ Time 0 is

4.1 .1 ' -.- n ' ' :0 n ,.- ° ‘ n. «- ,. ,.:I .L ' v, '

enougn defini eJ c LlilCTcJCC in the n3i‘OLChCS inn thli respective

reflections of reclitJ; I; preference is oneed on this distinction-

. " . (\ F- 1‘ "'\ ‘ r‘- "‘ q \' I ‘ . '0 1‘ ‘ - r'h -‘ 'L‘,

It is t;-e lflnge oi man cexeicgec, tne anc_J818 CI cncnge, one uJC

A

quality of s=n51 : to numcn cx_:eriences, which make existentic;

sociology mole valucbich.n ce;nentio-cl sociclc"J for me.

 

‘18

I begieve I have fallen into t1cse traps as a result of tne

conventiona- roguircments on; criteria of accegtibilitJ for sociclegi

Lester’s theses. In 5 IfiZLing CC?ventioz= nl stendnris, this pager,

although in some Jch ciiei, to some xtent 31:5 be=n self—defecting.



, BIBLIOGPAETI

.
_
-
_
_

_
.
.
i
;
—
-



65

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Alder. F. "Operational Definitions in Sociology". the American

inurna1_2£_§esiel2gx. V01. LII (March. 19“?). “BB-uh“. ‘

Cuzzort. R.P. Humanity and Modern Sociological Thought. New York:

. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc., 1969.

De Madariaga, Salvador. "The Dangerous Lure of Parrotland."

Ehg1_1_fia1g_Learneg, Edited by "Saturday Review." New York:

Simon and Schuster. 1968.

Denzin. Norman K. "The Kethodologies of Symbolic Interaction: A

Cultural Review of Research Techniques." S ia “s

Th292?h Symbolig Interaction. Edited by Gregory Stone and

Harvey Farberman. Nassachusetts: Xerox College Printing:

1970.

Douglas, Jack D. S a V a u“ ° . New Jersey:

Princeton University Press. 1967.

Douglas. Jack D. "Understanding Everyday Life." Understanding,

Emgrydgy_L1£g. Edited by Jack Douglas, Chicago: Aldine

Publishing Company. 1970.

Goffman. Erving. sen a o S r da . New

York: Doubleday and Co., Inc.. 1959.

Kinch. John W. ”A Formalized Theory of the Self-Concept." Ihg
a i Ianznal 9: sggjggogx, Vol. LXVIII (January: 1963).
“81'11’860

“ '

Kuhn. Hanford H. "Self Attitudes by Age. Sex. and Professional

Training." Soc a D c on: bro 0 Svmb ra t'o .

Edited by Gregory Stone and Harvey Farberman. Massachusetts:

Xerox College Printing. 1970.

Kuhn. Hanford H. and KacPartland. Thomas S. "An Empirical Investigation

of Self Attitudes." American Sociological Egvigg, Vol. XIX

(February. 1954), 68-76.

Laing, R.D. Ihe_nizidgd_§g;£. Middlesex. England: Penguin Books

Ltd.. 1959

Lawrence. D.H. Selected Eoems. New York: Viking Press, 1957.

Lyman. Stanford M. and Scott. Marvin B. So 0 o: t be r .

New Yerk: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1970.



Mania. Jerome G. and Meltzer. Bernard N. Symbolig_ln1gzagtign.

Boston: Allyn and Bacon. 1967.

Meltzer. Bernard N. and Petras. John W. "The Chicago and Iowa

Schools of Symbolic Interaction. "W

Collectiyg Eehayi :. Edited by Tamotsu Shibutani. .

New Jersey: Prentice-Hall. Inc.. 1970.

Morrison. D.E. and Henkel. RoE. Ihe_§ianifiaansa_Ie§i_92nizexezexs

Chicago: Aldine Publishing Co., 1970.

Quinney. R. "A Conception of Man and Society for CrimcnoIOgy."

Sggiological Quart§211,1965. 119-127.

Shibutani. Tamotsu. Improyisgg tiggs; A SggioIggical Study of finger.

Indianapolis: Hobbs-lierrill, 1966.

Stein, Maurice and Vidich. Arthur. Sggiglggy;gn_2;ial. New Jersey:

Prentice-Hall. Inc., 1963.

'Wilson. Thomas P. "Normative and Interpretive Paradigms in Sociology."

s a . Edited by Jack Douglas.- Chicago:

Aldine PubliShing CO. . 19700



APPENDICES



67

APPENDIX A

NEW'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. just 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 for--

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.

lflhen 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.

1

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

bafyo

IV

'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 oosing with blood, and burned in heaps

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

the murdered bodies of youths and men in heaps

the heaps and heaps and horrible reeking heaps

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

thousands and thousands of gaping, hideous foul dead

that are youths and men and me
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being burned with oil, and consumed in corrupt thick 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; 1

dead and trodden tonought in the wour black earth

of the tomb; dead and trodden to nought, trodden to nought.

V

God, but it is good to have died and been trodden out,

trodden to nought in sour, dead earth,

quite to nought,

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 setting my foot on another world

risen, accomplishing 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 unknown!

I am the first comer!

Cortes, Pisarro, Columbus, Cabot, they are nothing, nothing!

I am the first comer!

I am the discoverer!

I have found the other world!

The unknown, the unknown!

I am thrown upon the shore,

I am covering myself with the said,

I am filling my mouth with the earth.

I am.vurrowing my body into the soil.

The unknown, the new world!

VII

It was the flank of my wife

I touched with my hand, I clutched with my hand,-

rising, new-awakened from the tomb!

It was the flank of my wife

whom I married years ago

at whose side I have lain 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.

"v.

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 o
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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!

'Hhite sands and fruits unknown and perfumes that never

can blow across the dark seas to out usual world!

And land that beats with a pulse!

And valleys that draw close in love!

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 oblivion in utter life takes possession of

me!

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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