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Our concern in this cssay is with other people's conceptions of the
person and ideas about the seif. Our nim is 1o fnterpret 122.&...:..
mode of sociad thought often selerred Lo us conerete, undillerentinted,
context-spezilic, or occusion-bound thinking, mode of social thouglt
cubminating in the view that specific situations detenmine the ...a-.....
charneter of a pusticulus action, thit the individual person per se b
ncither an phject of importance nor inherently worthy of respect, thi
the individual as morad agent ought not be distinguished from the socid
stitus sthe) occupies; o view thid, indeed, the individunt s an abstract
ethical aml normative category is not (o be acknowledged. - .

Our nim, we wish to cinphasize, is to interpret an alien mode of
socinl thought, ‘Thus, before we look ot the person concepls .w.. such
peoples as the Oriyn, Gahoku-Gama, and Balinese we fecl obliged to
consider 1 more fundamentab question: In what tevms shoukd we w-
derstind the understandings of other peoples and compare those un
derstandings with our owa?

For over 100 years anthropologists have tiied to muke sense of alic
iden systems. For over 100 years anthropologists have been confromte
with ol surts of incredible and ofien unbelicvable belicfs, us well as
all sorts of incredible and often unbelicvable accounts of other people’s
belicts. A review of the history of the anthropologicul aticampt (o rans-
late the meaning of oracles and witcheraft, wandering and reincirnated
souls, magical “therapies,” unusual ideas about procreation, and all
the other exotic ideational formations that hive come their way would
seveal, we believe, a teadency 1o rely on one of three interpretive
madels Tor rendering intelligible the apparent diversity of human un-
derstandings. ‘These thice interpretive models can be referred o @
universalism, evolutionism, and relativism.

Theve is o fousth model; peshaps it should be samed confusion(ism).
Confusiontism) calls fur the bonest confession that one fails 10 con
pchend the ideas of another. We will not have much 1o say abott
confusion(ism) in this essay. We would, however, like to confess, vight
here. that not infrequently we ane left in a middied condition, especially
when we e told, without exepesis, such incredible things as, ¢.g., the
Hongo-Bungo belicve that their sorcerers ine busheats, their winds e
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focated in their kaces, and their futher is a tree, or when we rend, e.g.,
thut the Guki-Gamn cannot distinguish between the products of their
ingination and the objects of their perceptions,

Many anthropological acconnts lack intelligibility. One does not
know what to muke of them; whether to treil them as accurate repotis
about the confused and/or erroncous belicls of others or dismiss themn
us bad transtations; whether 10 scarch for common understandings hid-
den behind superticinl idiomatic ditferences; or whether, alternatively,
10 generously assume that the ideas of the other form a coherent system
derived from premises, or reliated 1o purposes, that the anthropologist
has failed to apprecinte. Although we will not huve much 1o say about
confusion(ism) we would like 1o discuss, however briefly, the three
other deeply entrenched models of anthropological interpretation: uni-
versalism, evolutionism, and relativism.

Universalisis are committed to the view that intellectual diversity

“is more apparent than real, that exotic idea systems, alien at first blush,

are really more like our own than they initinlly appear. )
Evolutionists are commilted to the view that alien idea systems not
only are truly dilterent from our own, bt are differemt in a special
wiy; viz., other people’s systcms of idcas are really incipient und less
adequate stuges in the development of our own understandings.
Relutivists, in contrast, are committed (o the view that alicn idea
systems, while findamentolly differemn from our own, display an in-

- ternil coherency which, on the onc hand, can be understood but, on

the other hand, camt be judged.
The universidist opts for homogeneity. **Apparently different but
really the samce® is his slogan. Diversity is sacrificed to equality; equul

because not different! ‘The evolutionist, however, opls for hicrarchy.

Diversity is not anly tolerated, it is expecied, and it is ranked. **Dif-
fevent but unequul®’ is the stogan of the evolutionist. The relativist, in
contrast, is a plaradist. **Different but equal™ is his slogan; equality
and diversity his **democratic'® aspivation.

Universalism, evolutionism, and relativism: interpretive rules of thumb

Universalists, evolutionists, and vebltivists alf try to process infor-
mation about alicu idea systems following rules of thumb peculiar to
their interpretive model of choice. Indeed, the universalist, evolution-
ist, and vehdivist cach has his way of processing datia to help him arrive
al his desived interpretation.,

UNIVERSALISM .

Confronted with the apparcit diversity of human understandings, there
are two powerlul ways to discover universals in one’s data: (a) em-
phasize general likenesses amd overlook specitic difference (“the
higher-ovder generality eule”’); and/or (b) examine only & subsct of the
evidence (“the data attenuation rule”).
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from wdults (c.g., they lack the information and jidgment 0 make
informed decisions, ¢tc.). From u cross-cultural and historical per-
spective there have been many places in the world where, givea re-
ceived wisdom and without selinguishing the *higher-order® concepl
of justice, the difference between male und female, Jew and Clwistiag,
Brahman and untouchable, Black and White, has scemed as obviows
10 others as the difference between an adull and 1 child scems 10 us.
Unfortunately, all these concrete, eulture-rich (thick®® if you will; see
Geentz 1973) varintions in the way people treat each other get bleuched
out of fucus in the “higher-ordes™ description of *justice’ us an ab-
stract universal. Universality of agrecement wanes as we move from
higher-order abstract principles to substantive cases.

Application of the *“*data attenuation sule”™ has its costs, as well.
These costs are clearly understood by Bedin and Kay (1969:160) who
nole:

. . . it has been argued, (0 our minds convincingly, that 1o appre-

ciate the full cubural significance of color words it is accessary (0

appreciate the full sange of meanings, both refercntial and copno-

tative, and not sestrict onescll wrbitsarily to hue, saturidion, and
brightaess. We thus muke no cluim ~ in fuct we specifically deay

- that our treatment of the various color terminolugics presented

here is an ethnographically sevealing one.

The _.mm._. truveled by the universalist is rurely the one that leads to
cthnographic illumination; only occasionally does it lead to a powerdul,
context-rich universal generization. However, whea it does it shoukl
ot be scormed. .

EVOLUTIONISM

Conlronted with the apparent diversity of human understandings, ev-
olutionists rely on a powertul three-stuge rule of thumb for ordering
that varicty into u sequence of lower 10 higher (primitive to advanced,
incipicat 10 claborated) forms; viz., () locate a normative model (c.g.,
the canons of propositional calculus, Bayes® rulcs of stutistical infur-
cace, Newton's laws of motion, Rawl's theory of justice, Mill's sules
for experimental seasoning, cic.); () treat the normative model as the
cndpoint of development; () describe diverse belicls and understand-
ings os steps on an ideational Jacob’s budder progressively moving in
the dircction of the normative endpoint (sce, c.g., Piaget 1966, Kult-
berg 1969, 1971).

The normative model defines what it is to have an adequate under-
standing (c.g., given that £ — O, it is more adequate to conclude ~(
— =P than 10 conclude ~P — ~(). Variations in thought are sanked
in terms of their degree of approximation to the endpoint. The image
is onc of subsumption, progress, and hicrmchical inclusion. Some
forms of understanding are described as though they were incipicat
torms of other understandings, and those other forms of wderstanding
are described as though they can do everything the incipicit forms can
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& Evolukonam’s mage

QN e

& Rulaowsnd's image

—.,.E....m 6.0. m_‘c...zeim.s.n undd relativisim’s image of relationship between
historicully sequenced ideas (udapied from Feyerubend 1975:177-8)

do plus mare (see Figure 6.1u); post-Copernican astronomy replaces
pre-Copernican astronomy — experimental logic (Mill's kaws of agree-
. ment and diffcrence) replaces magicul thinking (Frazer's laws of con-
_“.n..”.._ und m..."._:.,......i. If the' subsumed, less adequate form of under-
standing can also be time-dated, i.e., linked 1o ¢ iods in histor
und/or childhood, so much the mxu......... 10 caly periods In history
mé..::c._mu:. has its uppeal. For one thing, it permits the existence
of vuriety. Insteud of scarching for “*higher-order® equivalences it
Ewsm vasiely and dilference at its fuce value (and tries 10 ussign it a
..E_r“r Sccondly, it does provide a yardstick (the normative moded) for
talking ubout progress. The vocabuliry of the primitive vs. mdern
wdequite vs. incpt, better vs. worse, mdaptive vs. maluduplive, is _.ma_._m
..._n,<n.:_6._: in the evohationist litcratue.

Evohitionism, however, has its pitfulls. There is no normative model
for many domains of social thought — no way of saying whether one
?:... of understanding is better or worse thn another. Which is better?
A n:.u,..e system where older und younger brothers are terminologi-
Q_.._< distinguished, or one where the distinction is not encoded? The
1...... boggles at the evolutionary presumption of the question. Which
is beter? A policy for allocating resources based on the principle “'to
.z.c... cqual amomnts”” or one based on the principle **1o euch uccording
1o his work® (or **to each according to his nceds®). There scems 1o
_.u..wc p.ﬁmn:; answer (see Perclman 1963).

Fhere is sccond difficulty with the evoltionary model, viz., the
_..,c_w_n.: of “presemtism.”” “Preseatism” is the tendency 10 _.a..n.&é
..J..u. ideas of c._.c_.u through the filter of one's owa current concerns.,
This paticrn of perception is dingrammed in Figure 6.1b (see Feyera-
e.r..... ._.:m.. It is all 100 casy to unwittingly rewrite (and distort) the
_..v._:...n:_. and ontogenctic record on otlicrs® ideas, dropping owl or
averlooking those problems, ideas, and principles which e no longer
of contemporiny concern. This is especially true whea one’s search
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wrbiter of what's real, numbers count, aud the powerful and/or the

masses have their way. ) )
Kurt Vonnegut, in his novel Slaughterhouse Five, poits to selativ-

ism's sccond bane. Says Vonnegut: :
t think of my cducation sometimes. § went o the University of
Chicugo for u while after the Sccond Workd War. i was a student
in the department of anthwopology. They taught me that .E_xz_«
was ridiculous or bad or disgusting. Shortly before my futher dicd
he said 10 me - You know you never wiote u story with a vil-
tain in i, 1 tobd him that was one of the things § leasued in
school after the wur.

An alternative concept of the person: the phenomenon

Any obscever of an upparently slien concept, beliel, or value mus!
address the question: in what terms shall this understanding be under-
stood? How shal this idea be trunstated? In this scction we describe
an apparently alicn concept of the person — we introdice the phenom-
cuon of interest. In the next section we discuss universalist, cvolu-
tionary, and relutivist interpretutions of the phenomenon.

Muny Western observers of some non-Western peoples have ..:.._.u
note of a distinctive apperceptive style or mode of social thought; it
goes under a variety of cogute descriptions ~ concrete, =e=.=e.v....=n.
tive, non-gencralizing, occusion-bound, context-specilic, undilfegen-
tinted, situational.

Levy (1973:24) illustrates this **concrete style® of social thinking by .

seference to one of his ‘Vohitian informants, Poria. Poria is asked to
define the word hoa which Levy glosses abstractly us **fiiend"’, Poria,
however, responds by enumerating a list of restricied, context-depen-
dent conditions: :

A hoa — we love each other — | come and get you (o go (0 my

house so that we may cat together. Sometimes we go und stroll

together on the path. Sometimes 1 go 0 your house 1o eat. Some-
times | want you to help me with my work. Somctimes 1 go to
help you. Sometimes we joke with the girls.

Levy notes that “much of village behavior having to do with per-
sonal and social description is miwked by an emphiasis on **contexts
and cases® (262), and is oricated to richness of detail . . " (268). be
belicves that Poria’s thinking aud the thinking of most ‘Uahitian villagen
involves “*u calcutus in which terms are understood on the basis of s
farge mmber of contextual factors®™ (262). Numerous othey observers
in Alrica, Centeal America, New Guinea, and Cential Asin (e.g., Wer-
ner and Kaplan 1956; Bamer et al. 1966; Piaget 1966; Horton 19067,
Greenlicld 1972: Laria 1976) concur in the observation thist ceitiin
cobtures perceive things (e.g., “an apple fonnd in a store™ and “an
apple found on the grownd”) in terms of wnigue contextual featues
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{e.g., time, place, colerminous objects, co-occurrent events, ctc.) while
failing 10 generalize ucross cascs or equate things in leyms of cross-
contextual invarinnces (e.g., they're both “‘apples’; see [Price-
Willinms | 1975:28] for un ithuninating discussion of concrete thinking).
tnformants cither respond 10 questions about how things arc alike by
enumerating the ways in which things are diffesent, or else emphasize
the way objects und eveats fit together in functional complexes or
uction sequences, without abstructing a common likeness.

This sume style of concrete, contextunlized, non-abstractive, ap-
parently undifferentinted thinking is found in various cross-culturad re-
ports about the concept of the **person.”” What is noted is a tendency
10 not abstract vut a concept of the inviolate personality free of social
role and social rektionship - o tendency to not separate out, or dis-
tinguish, the individual from the social context.

Geertz (1975:48), for example, usserts that

the Western conception of the person as a bounded, unique, more
or less integrated motivational and cognitive universe, n dynamic
center of awarencss, ‘cmotion, judgment, and action organized
into o distinclive whole und sct contrastively both against other
such wholes und against a socinl and natural background is, how-
ever incorrigible it may scem to us, a rather peculiur idea within
the context of the world’s culiures.

There is, he notes, in Bali

. .. a persistent and systematic atiempt to stylize all aspects of -

personud expression to the point where anything idiosyncratic,

anything characteristic of the individual merely because he is who
he is physically, psychologically or biographically, is muted in
fuvor of his assigned place in the continving, and, so il is thought,
never-changing pageant that is Balinese life. It is dramatis per-
soniae, nol actors, that endure; indeed it is dramatis personue, not
aclors, that in the proper sense really exist. Physically men come
and go — mere incidents in a happen-stunce history of no genuine
importance, even to themselves. But the masks they wear, the
stuge they accupy, the puts they play, and most impostat, the
spectacie they mount semain and constitute not the facade but the

substance of things, not least the self (Geertz 1975:50).

Twenty years candier, in a brilliant discussion of morality and per-
sonhood, Read (1955) spoke in similar terms about the Gahuku-Gama
ol New Guinea. The Gahuku-Gama conceplion of man **docs not allow
for any cleadly secognized distinction between the individual and the
status which he occupies® (255). The Gahuku-Gama do not distinguish
an ethical category of the pesson. “They fail

.« . o separite the individuwal lrom the social context nad, ethi-

cally speaking, to grant him an intrinsic moral vidue apiut from

that which attaches 1o him as the occupiant of i particular status

250.
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personal and social description’ is marked by an emphasis on “con-
texts and cases' (262) and is **oriented to richness of detail . . .** (268).
1evy speculutes thit sich contextual cmbeddedness is **not conducive
10 science Jand abstraction]* (269-270).

3. Deficit 3: Pertinent information. orton's (1967) cvolutiomuy in-
terpretition explains concrete thinking by reference to informationsd
limitations. Contextunl-cmbeddedness, he argues, is prinaily a cog-
nitive concomitant of fiving in a **closed intclicctual predicament”’, one
100 lisited in opportamitics to become aware of slterative visions of
seality. informationud oppostunities wax with the development of ex-
ternal teade, literacy, and urbanization, and thus these thrce conditions,
Horton argues, are conducive 1o the development of ubstract modes
of thought. Also sec Super et al. (1977) for u discussion of the infor-
mutional conditions favoring abstract thought. They conclude that cul-
tures that wre “*materially simple will rarely require Jubstract] cute-
goricul organizution . . .

4. Deficit4: Linguistic tools.  Wis occasionally suggested that concrete
thinkers are spenkers of impoverished Janguages, viz. languages luck-
ing general terms as a symbolic sesource (¢.8., Jesperson 1934). Thus,
e.g., in Tasmunian each variety of gum-tree and wattle-trce has u anme
but there is Lo equivalent for the expression “a tree”, while in Borore
(the classic ilustrution) each pasrol has its special name but the general
lexical entry ““parrot’ is absent. Delicient in their symbolic resources,
lacking general tenns, speakers of such angunges are said (o be prow
to overfook the likenesses between things; hence the fuilure to abstract..
THE UNIVERSALIST ACCOUNT '
Evaltiomu y theorists, uas we have just scen, nigue that some peoples
are distinctively concrete in their thinking; this distinctive mode o
thought is explaincd by reference to deficits in cognitive processing
skills, intellcctual motivation, pestinent information, or sequisite toob.
Universalists, in contrast, are skeptical of the cliim that some peoples
are concrete thinkers, others abstract thinkers. From the pesspective
of the aniversalist, atributions of diflerentiol conercteness tor ah-
straciness) by one people about another are illusory and amonnt to
little more than an indication that the category system of the observens
fails to align with the category system of the people observedd.
Theve are thwee claims implicit in the universalist interpretition ol
concrete and/or abstract thinking. First, it is argued that apparent ov-
idence of conerete amd abstract thinking is equally preseant in all cal:
twres (concrcte vs. abstract thinking is not a variable that can be wwd
to distinguish one culture rom another). Sccondly, it is mgued, the
attibition of concreteness or abstiactness (o other people's thinking
is the inevitable resull of the controntation between uncalibrated con
ceptual systems. More specilically, the uaiversalistingucs, we descid

e e K W - -
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other peaple’s thinking us concrete when they overlook likenesses or
truths that we emiphasize; we describe their thinking s absteact where
they empluisize likenesses or truths that we overlook. Finully, it is
agued, since no onc conceplual system can take note of, or encode,
ull possible fikenesses, or record all possible truths, where concepiual
systems clash there will always be arcas of both apparent concreteness
and apparent abstraciness. The works of Kroeber (1909) and Frake
(1962) illustrate the universalist interpretation.

._uz._a.a (1962) universalist asgument is advanced against the evo-
lationary view of Jesperson (1934) that the mind of the “primitive” is
concsete (overtooks likenesses) in its classification of lora and fuuna
remember those “parvots”’]. lronically, Krocber's (1909) universulist
argument is advanced against the oppasite evolutionary view (Morgan
1871) that the mind of the *“primitive* is excessively abstract (over-
looks ditferences) in its classificntion of kinsmen (c.g., a “‘futher-in-
law** and a *“grandfuther’” are simikuty labeled in the Dakota lunguuge).

it would be a mistake to conclude from this irony that primitive
_a:.._..c.ca.a.._ systems are concrete when it comes to planis and an-
...a...u yet abstract for kinsmen. Rather, the nwin point of the univer-
sulist interpretation is that the contrast between concrete and abstruct
systems of classilication is an illusion that:

- - . has its origin in the point of view of investigators, who, on
upprouching forcign languages, have been impressed with their
fuilure to discriminnte certain relationships le.g.. father-in-law and
n.qs..._qs:.aq. between which the languages of civilized Europe dis-
:_.m"...v,... and who, in the enthusiasm of formulating general jevo-
ltiosary | theories from such facts, have fosgotten that their own
.s.._"..snua are filled with eantirely analogous groupings or classifi-
cativns which custom has made so Famifine and natural thist they
ure not felt as such fe.g.. overlooking the dilference between cou- -
sins older and younger than onesell and denoting them both with
the same term). (Kroeber 1909:77)

Froke (1962:75) makes a simitar point. He remarks that there is “no
wecessiry veason’” thit ather people should heed those particutar at-
bibutes which, for the English-speaker, make equivalemt all the diverse
individuil organisms he labels “parrots® |see Findley 1979 for an ex-
..._._.,_e. of the way attribute selection can radically influence which or-
s et categorized together). As Frake notes, any comparison of
...z._.n_.c._. clegory systems wilt reveal cases where the others® thought
wems quite concrete (they overlook likencsses that we emphasize) as
well us cases where their thought scems quite abstract (they emphasize
bhenesses that we overlook).

To this point we have described the “logic®™ of universalist, evo-
Wby and selativist anderstandings of other peaple’s understand-
wigy, and we have charneterized the evolutionary and universalist
wicipictations of - concrete,  context-dependent,  occasion-bound
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2, The task. Informants in both popubidions responded (o the task of
describing o close acquaintance. However, in the Indian group cach
informant described up 1o theee friends, neighbors, or workmates,
whercas in the American group cach described the other four or five
members of histher group. There were also stight differences in the
instructions and fosmat of the descriptive task between the two cul-
tures, an inevitable consequence of the fict that they had originally
been associated with independent stadics. Indiun informamts wese pre-
sented with the instructions: *“Tankara caritra, prokruti, o byabohara
bisayare mate bhalabhahare kulidatn® (Tell me in depth abowt so-nud-
so's character, anture |personidity ) und behavior), whicreas Americans
were asked: “How would you characterize so-aud-so’s personnlity?**
Indians could respond in as muny or few ways as they chose (they
averaged hetween seven il cight descriptive phrases), whesrcas Amer-
icans were asked 1o provide 20 descriptive sentences or phrases. Fi-
nally, ladians responded orally while Americans wiote out their de-
scription.

Because these procedural differences could have interacted with the
cultral difference obscrved on the vasious dependent variables (see
results section), the following **ex-post-fucto’ study was done with a
sinple of 10 Americans, Informants were divided into two groups and
given one or the ather of the twa instructions mentioned sbove. In cach
ol“these groups some informants were permitted 1o make as many
responses as they wished, the others told to give 20 responses. Al
responses were given ovally. While the different instructions had o
slight, statistically nonsignificunt cllect on the tendency of informants
to give concrele or abstract descriptions, this effect was nominal in
compiarison with that associated with cultural dillerences, as reported
in the resulls section.

N The coding of descriptions. Vo tacilitale coding, all descriptions
were broken down into constituent sentences, Where a sentence was
componnd e complex, it was fusther broken down into wnits, cach of
which contained no more than one subject-predicate-object sequence.

These units were subsequently referred tu as **descriptive phrases®. -

Each desceiptive phyase was typed on a3 % S card. In this Gashion o
total of 3,450 descriptive pheases Tor both coltwres was obtained.

A coding system was developed to coable judpes (o decide on the
presence or abseace of o munber of features selated to concrete think-
ing, in paticulir () descriplive reference (o absteact Waits; (b) de-
sariptive selerence to conciele uction; (¢} descriptive incorporation of
comtextual quadilications.

An abstract wait seference Gibbreviated **7°) was operationally de-
incd as any attribute it answered the guestion = What kind of person
is the patee?” The jodgment was minde independeatly of the presence
o abisence of contextind qualifications in (he descriptive phiase. Thus
“she is stubborn® and “shic is stubbogn ahont Bamily matters'* would
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- both be coded **7°*, although the final coding for the two phrases would

ditter in the specification of additional contextual qualifiers.

Aun action seference (**A"") unswered the question **Is this something
the rutee does?” This judgment also wus made independently of the
presence or absence of contextual qualifiers. Thus, *“*she uses dirty
langunge ud “she uses dirty language when her friends give her
advice about family malters® would both be coded **4," though they .
differ in the specification of additional contextual qualifiers.

Pure emotive-evaluative tesms (“*TE™) such as **he is # good man"
were nol considered traits (**7°°) in our final analysis. One reason for
drawing the distinction was the reference to (moral) **churacter*®
(earitra) in the Oriya instructions. ‘This tended to clicit a rituatized initial
response from most informants. ‘They would lirst say **he is a good
man®* or “*he is not u good man'* and then go on with their description.
“TE" phrascs in both the American and Oriya descriptions were
dropped from the analysis discussed below. The tolal number of de-
scriptive phrases actually analyzed numbered 3,209 (4,524 Oriya, 1,685
American).

Coutextual qualifications were coded under the following categories:

Personal Reference: (u) reference 1o a specific individual, often
denoted by a proper or conumon noun (e.g., “*he gels angry with
his futher™), coded P, () reference to a specific group of oth-
ers (e.g., **he makes fun of his fumily"’) coded **P2°, (c) refer-
ence 1o people or others in gencrad (e.g., **he is honest with oth-
cers’’) coded 3%, (d) reference to the person described himself
(e.g., he gets angry with himscll*) coded *SR*, (¢) reference to
the rater (e.g., **he gets angry with me*') coded “RR".

Qualification: () temporal: statcament of when or how frequently
the atiribute occwrs e.g., “last yeor e did favors fiequently®’)
coded “time’, (b) bocale: stitciment of where or in what location
the attribute ocems (e.g., At school she pits on a from*) coded
“place™, (c) general qualification: any statement of the conditions
under which an attsibute occurs or obiains (e.g.. ""He gels irita-
ble if provoked™) coded *“qual™, (d) inferential qualification:
stutement of the conditions under which the raser makes the autei-
bition (c.g., “judging from what others say, he is reserved)
coded *ind™, (¢) any phrase which stutes an action, tait, clc.
without qualiticution is coded **No qualification* (Nogual).

A coding category called Miseclluneons Types allowed us 10 make
more relined judgments aboul the presence or abseace of references
0 tnaits or actions: .

Miscellancous Tepes: (a) aacference 10 what the ratee likes (1. or

LA), (b) wanis, secks, or desives (1 or DAY, (c) experiences- (L or

EA), () feels (F on FA), te) is interested in (1 or 14), (D) is capa-

ble of or able 10 do (C or CA), () values (V or VA ), (h) a veler-

cnce o whil rype of peson the ratee s (e.g., *he's n joker, o
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friend,” ctc.) (R). (D) a velevence to the social role the ratee fills

(e.g. Che's a leader,” Che's teacher,” ete.) (R social), or () a

reference (o the physical characteristics of the ratee (Phys).

‘The codding systein provided explicit critesia, with positive exim-
ples, for the identilication of ull the preceding cutegorics. Phrases which
were refractory 1o any of the categorics were cuded “guestionable”
(M. Twao illustrations of n descriptive **phrase’ and its coding according
10 the above system follow:

() “ble jokes with his fricnds* (Coding: A, '2).
(b) “*She is stubborn’® (Coding: 7, Nogual).

Scveral compasite categorics consisting of combinations of those
listed shove were also defined. These categories can be aranged nlong
two dimensions of abstractncss — concreteness, which, following Levy
(1973), we shull fubel *Cases™ und **Contexts’. They nre defined us
follows:

Cases: The contrast between inait-type references (*71°° or “R™
oF “RSocial”’) (e.g., “he is o lemder™), on the one hand, and ac-
tion references (A or “LA™ or “DA™) (c.g.. “*he lends people
moncy'’), on the other hand.

Contexts: ‘The contrast between context-firee references (*No-
Cqual™) (e.g., “he is verbally abusive™), on the one hand, and con-
text-dependent references (0" oF Py or “ P or “time”” or
“place’) (e.g., “he is verbally ubusive 1o his father-in-law when-

cver they meet at his home™), on the other hand.

4. Reliability and the determination of consensual codings. Fowr
judges. all genduate students, were trained to use the coding syslem.
At least two judges independently coded all 3,450 pliases comprising
the basic data. In & majovity of cases thice or all four of the judges
coded the phrase. ’

Judges were originally asked to provide theiv fivst, sccond,_third,
cte. allermtive codings of a phrase in cases where there was some
ambiguity about the correct coding. Only the first cading of each judge
was used in onr study. IF anything, this reduced intescoder agrecment
reliability) from what it would hiave been i the **closest™ codings of
a phoase among all of the two, thiee, o four judges® several alteonatives
had been used. ’

For the final data analysis it was necessary (o arrive at a single,
common coding for cach plisase. 'Two alicrative procedures suggested
themselves at this point: (1) judges might have discussed the disciep-
ancies among their independent codings Tor cach phrase and nchicved
a consensus or (2) a mechanical procedure could be used to derive a
“consensual coding fram among the two to four afternatives for cich
phaase. The fatter procedme was chosen for two seasons. First, time
considerations advised against the Eborious process of having judges
reconcile their ditferences for cach of the YA3 1 phrases. Sceondly.,

cem——-
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mechanical procedure ensured that exactly the smme hnpartial proce-
dure would be applicd 1o cach sct of alicraative codings for a plwase.
Otherwise, consensual codings would have been based upon the sub-
jective decisions of differemt combinations of judges.

A computer program was devised to consider the alternative codings
for a particular phrase and include in the finul, consensual coding any
category (i.c., trait, action, personal refevence, etc.) which occuried
in 2 out of 2 independent codings, 2 out of 3, 3 out of 3, 3 out of 4, 4
out of 4 (thus, c.g., excluding cases where the category occurred in
only 2 out of 4 codings). To illustrate, suppose four judges’ codings of
u particular item were as follows: (1) T, P3, time, qual; (2) T, 1, qual;
(3) B, 3, qual; and (4) 7', qual. ‘The consensual coding here, on the
busis of the nbave criterion, would be **T, qual®™.

Out of u total of 3,451 plwases, this procedure achieved a consensual
coding for 3,290 pluases or 95% of the corpus. This in itsell suggests
u relatively high level of intetjudge ugreement. Integjudge relinbility
was operationalized more preciscly, however, by determining the per-
centage out of the total number of instances of all catcgorics among
the alicrnative codings of o phruse which were represented in the con-
sensual coding. To illustrate, in the aubove example the two categorics
comprising the consensual coding — **7°* and **qunl** — occur seven
times among the various alternative codings. Since the total number
of instances of all categovics among the alternatives is 12, it follows
that 7712, or approximately 58%, of the alternative codings ure rep-
resented in the consensual coding. In brief, this particular reliability
index estimated the proportion of variance among the aliernative cod-
ings which was **common’ or conscnsual.

Averaging over the interjudge refiability estimates for the total of
3,290 pheases for which consensunt codings were obtained, the mean
estimate was found 10 be 77%. ‘This level of agreement seems both
satisfactory aud supsising, given the difficulty the judges reported in
applying the coding system.

5. ysis. With the consensual codings of phrases available,
it was possible to compare the frequency and propostion of occurrence
of any calepory between the two cultures o among caste, literacy, or
cducational groups within India. This constituted .the first step of the
data analysis.

Chi-square tests were pertormed to test the signiticance of the dif(-
ference in frequencies observed for cach compimison from the expected
frequency. ‘The major results are seported in the following section.

‘The second step of the data analysis examined the relationship be-
tween the hwo composile categorics representing the **cases™ and
“contexts'* dimensions of abstraction discussed above. Each dimen-
sion was dichotomized. ‘The “cases” dimension was scored | or 0
depending upon whethier a particuli phase contained a trait, type, or
social role altribution (7, B, Bsociab) o any ol the action attributions
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inated from the sample. the diflerence in concicie thisking between
Amcricans and literate Oriyas cuntinues (o be signiticam. Sce Table

6.

3. NHyvpothesis 3:
the Americans. Therefore, they are

The Oriyas e of _.:2.. socin-ceonomic status than

Sociul nnd cconomic impoveriztiment is son times cited by evo-

lutionary :Fc-.;.w as a condition el
of abste; o te.g.. Luria 1976). P::,...r.:.._ it
sample is probably of lower socio-ceond

ling the development of shills
0 apgregate, the Oriya
s stinbees Hhisn the Ams

Ci.

We siy *probably*® becanse the stion of relidive sacio- ceommmic sla-

s is dillicutt to apply in i comparison of lnd

uned the United States,

A high status Beatiman can be relatively impoverished without scrious

at 1o histher caste position. Wealthy and powerful informinds can

come from mididie-level or even .......:..._< fow-statis cistes. However,

since 16%% of the descriptive phrase
or so-cilled “seheduled™ canle, ..:._ since these i
formly impoverished. it seens si
e Orivas, as o appiegale, e

hT

e from Baaris, an untouchisble
LS Were 1

ccComnie s, i clisive conss. ........... vitstich . dowes .:..
seem o exphun the reltive ditference in concrete thinking in the

somlity domain between the two cubtimres, Within Orissis, concrete

whinking docs aot vary by caste statuis b either ceases’ i < nesd
or “Ccontexhhy” (p = na) A compiison of Bealman ink
American informimts continies W reveid i cnbiural diffescace in con-

cocte thinking. Brhmin informs ditfer titde 4
sample (see Table 6.0). In fact. the truly e
6.0 and 6.2
all the Osiyan sub-samples. hn Oris
description ranscends

n the averadl Osiyan
Wle feimture of Tables
is the stability of the evidence of conceete thinking acrNs
the concacte siyle of personi
caniations in cducation, literacy. and caste.

4. NHypothesis 4: Concrete-abstract thinking is a globil cop .:<a pro-

cess variable that distinguishes Oriyas from Aameri
the skill 1o absteact oF gencridize across cases.

s, O

vas lack

Wipothesis 5:The Oniya lngaage facks pencril twoms with which

10 refer 1o individual difterences in bebavio.
deficient in tinguistic resoumces for gencristing abshiact dese
peisonality.

Thesehmre Oiyas e

wions of

An investigation carricd an by Shweder (1972: see Chagiers 2 and
A for i detailed discussion) makes i apparent that hypotheses 4 and §
are oot very hetplul. The study concerned the intluence of pre-c xisting
conceptual schemes and taixonomic structires on jindgacat. A sub-sct

ol the descriptive phrases elicited Toom om Orivacinformants ph red i

pand in dhe stdy. The study sev saled the ability o our Oriya inforases
o penerate amd mtelectuably asatipalide abstiacl hebavioral descrip-
tons . and to 1ccoenize ::_ __:._> :.::......._ hkenesses .:::.;. them

n
"

all Americans, a

s of

s phrase

s 1 deseriprive

[N

reats and ¢

dazive emphasis on con
~s af Urivas

11 I

Comparison af

Orivas, and various subsgron

Tativ A1

Orivas

Berond
hgh school

A
Orivas

All

Hherate Bruhmans Rauris

1Y

a

dns

Amernc

ont

time.

Conieat-derend

NN

..

.

nan;

&0.670

Y6

piacet

Contont-tree

9.6

49,37

94

r

68"
370

frav

a3

7L

{Nogual)

-,

L

(4]

16XS

n

Acthions (A, DA,

2

n4e

617

64 87 SN.K0

28,47

LAY

Abstractions (T, R,

V.9

b/

4.2

1194

382¢

74.6%

RSocial)

92
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IR RICHARD A. SHWEDER & EDMUND J. BOURNE

volume fexicon of the Oriya language, 19311940, should dissuade any-
ane who belicves onr Oriya informants speak & knguage that is lucking
in abstract persouality trait and type concepls.) :

Oriya informants have no difliculty recognizing and arranging things
in terms of overnrching conceplunl-likenesses. This was most cleinly
sevealed by a sccond sorting task study. 81 personality (sait nad type
concepts (see Figure 6.2) were selected 10 sepresent the 420 terms it
hisd been gencrated in the tirst sosting sk, They were writien on cards
and presented o 25 Brahman infurmants from the community whose
concrete style ol person description we have beea discussing. Except
for one additional Teature, the sorting tusk wias identical 10 the one
previously discussed. Informants were asked to place items together
that **went together® in people. ‘They were usked to tabed (or describe)
the piles. They were also asked to indicate which items in cach pile
were exemplury instances of the concepl suggested by the pile. Alier
an initiud sorting they were asked 10 construct abstsuct hicrchies or
taxonomics by collapsing the initind piles into a small nuber of general
categories. Aguin they were asked lo tubel (or describe) the categories,
cte. The hicrarchies of all 25 informants can be found in Shweder
(1972: Appendix 1),

A measure of assocition between alk possible pairs of 81 terms was
calcutited on the basis of the sorting task duta. The particular measwre
has been descsibed by Buvton (1968:81-84). 10 is a normal varinle score
which is sensitive 1o three indices of “proximity** between a pair of
terms. ‘The primary index of *proximity” is the sumber of times two
teems are placed together in the sume pile over a sumple of informants.
‘Fhis simple frequency count is adjusted to the number of terms in the
pile in question tihe farger the pile, the less proximate the two terms)
and the total mimber of piles made by the pusticukar informant (the
fewer the piles, the less proximate the two terms). The final measwe
of association is n 7 score. It was caleulated using cach level in the
hicrchy of each infornant as i it were the sorting task of dilferent
informant. ‘The measure was this bascd on 73 partitionings of the 81
terms into piles. Subscquent analysis revealed that a simple frequency
count of the number of times two items appear together in a pile over
cach of the hierarchical levels of cach of the informants corelates 98
(Pemrson 1) with the 7 score used in our analysis.

‘The aunix of assocition among all possible pairs of 81
crated lrom. the second sorting task was senled in two-dimensi al
space using the multidimensional scaling program (MDSCALL) de-
vised by Donatd C. Olivier. A two-dimensional spatial represcatation
of the associational relationships among the 81 teoms is showa in Figure
0.2, :

‘The most relevinit featme of the scaling solution for our preseat
discussion is that it demonstiates thit onr Oviyi informants hiave con-
sistently clissilicd the terms on the basis of 1wo independent underlying
conceptual likenesses that they hiave abstracted lrom the &1 teoms. The

DOKES THE CONCEPY OF THE PERSON VARY? 185

vestical uxis in Figure 6.2 is interprctable as a *dominance vs. sub-
mission” (or **power”’) dimension. The horizontal axis is interpretable
us a “social desirability™ dimension. In its abstractacss, generality,
and dimensional content the Oriya sculing soltion in Figure 6.2 is
comparable 1o the conceptual organizution of the personality domain
discovered in America (see, e.g., Leary and Coffey 1955; Lorr and
McNair 1963, 1965; ulso sce Whitc 1980 on the possible universality
of the scaling solution in Figure 6.2). Figure 6.2 supgests that the con-
creteness displayed by our Oriya informiants when they freely describe
personality or unswer a request for information about somcone’s char-
ucter, personnlity (naturc), and behavior is not an indicution of n deficit
in the cognitive skills of abstruction and gencralizution. Hypothesis 4
and Hypothesis S most be rejected.

6. lypothesis 6: Oviyas live ina “closed" intellcctunl environment in
which they never have to confront allernative customs, behavioral
styles, or viewpoins. llowever, abstract thinking (the search for
likenesses between diverse phenomena) presupposes that one has ac-
cess 1o information about vawinnt phenomenon and different perspec-
tives. Oriyas, hucking such information, ure disinclined (o abstsact or
generalize ucross cases.

Hypothesis 6 cun be construed i o global levet or at a level that is
specilic to the way Oriyas frecly describe personality. At a global fevel
it might be argucd that Oriyas are so culturally insulnted that they ought
to display concrete thinking in all domains. We huve already discussed
the evidence that has led us 10 reject the notion that Oviyus fack the
ability 10 abstruct (sce Vypothesis 4). There are also o aumber of fea-
wares of life in the old town of Bhubancswar und India in general that
make it difficultl (o even seriously entertain the hypothesis that Oviyas
live in a **closed®” informational cuviromment.

‘There ure 24 Oriya castes Ginchiding five major Brubman sub-castes)
vepresented in the residentinl wards and quarters of the old town of
Bhubaneswar. ‘There is considerable consensus concerning the relative
stutus position of these castes, a judgment that takes into uccount the
relative **purity” of the customs and behavior of u caste community.
‘The concept of a caste hicrarchy itsell pre-supposes (a) un awareness
of the diverse lile styles of interdependent communitics (¢.g., do they
st meat, do they lel their widows seminry, do they el their own hair,
witsh their mwn clothes, cic.); (b) the ability to evialunte nnd sunk caste
conumunitics in tetns of the common yardstick of ““purity”’ {sce, ¢.g.,
Dumont 1970). India is # tand where diversity has always been accom-
wodited by means of the sophisticated device of explicit hicrarchical
interdependence. Oriyas, evolutionists to the core, cuconrage diversity
il vamk it

Caste disputes over relative status are a frequent occurence in Or-
issa. Whenever they occur, one has the opportunity to observe soctil
cognition inaction over sitters of importance 1o the paticipints. Whiat




+,S12420% ISOPISIP 10U SIOP MY, Aus O pud) Ay, papdindnd | sy os-pug
-08 Jugfus JO PUISUY “SULIDY DDLEIXDINOD *IDRISGE HE MOy ALy apdoad
IQUISIP 0) SUEILNUY HEYY Duosd SSDY 28 SRALK) “HS DAY IM SV

sasuanbasuodr
aamudos sy puv wisyoy :fjas mapurdop-ixapioa ayy Jo Lioayy yspanvpas y -

I PINNSIOPUN 0) A6} PIRONS dM U
wouamouad Juannd @ su sdugaad spp PUs oAU JEINRD ¥
) 0) S122s 1 RN 30 SHINES HOIID-OIIS ALY ‘BOlILIPD
itA Op OF 21N SUY IR L, “APIuSGUE YD 0 A)Ige o)
Kupdsgp sukpa() ‘Sysup TNIIOS U] “HOPNLISYR JO SRS By LIIDYIP & J0
UONAALIDS U 10U S| 1] “SYAIS RIOJANAG DAPUUIDNE JO diume 2am £i) ),
“seAuIQ) 341 JO ,, MNP UIIIDJIINY, , I JO SULII) W) paupdxd 3q
JOUUED DUDIIFPIP MY J, “S{IAD] ADUID PUL [HIODIBINPD SSOION PIRE SIISKD
SS0108 QRIS K] SIDUDAYNP PuoppAIpYy Buiguasop Jo )41 2)I2H0D )
*ARUIMIIOD BALIC) N WAL SBALI() DISED 1fdig pas ‘suAii) pajeonpa
‘SuApi() AN O) SURDLMUY Tuphuod ) 0 HIYA B2AD di proy
S22UDIYYP IS, SIXINOD 0 2IAPS G sU0NAISIP Y Aggunb
A1) pun (SISND) SIIURISUY JRIOIABYIY OF IIUIIAJDY AQ SR S
3QEI2SIP AL, *SUBDHIIUY BRI MDINND AW D SuAHO) Apjauosiad jo
suopdisdsop 3225 HAY) U] “ploa Asopmatdxd ue uy 13) g ) W28 ap
“SDDUMIDPYP [ERPIAIPIE SGUISIP SURIINNY “SA SRALQ) AuA JORIISqE “SA
212AIUOD DY) 1Y PUIAGISHP DAL DA SIUIPHP PLINIID N O) JUBAIS
Waas Jou 530 § SISaodAY Ksa) HAAD M) At 4o MO LM
X2 421123 Tgasunnd ¥ 6 SisiBojogaAsd pus Ao B ug SapRgs
20D *(O0NaS K135IUS B 1) SINGIED) HIIIA ) STIIHAS JO SN 2y
<13AIMO]] ‘1000 PuB dissod mAa dTPIPMONYE PINNE-PUODIS I DAUY
ospu Ao, "212 *s3uNdaul dYyqnd 11 *SIXIUOD (NI u) ‘sauge Ky u)
*y10Mm Ju *+3°2 *SIXI0D JO 135 PIUPULIS PUE Jhaus APANREDI B uj SIJRL
-0 Jgai) 22UaAdXD SN BAY() SN0 Jj) SISAEHNS UoEALISGO
apydwadoupizy 9 sisaiodAy Aq pasaddns yng) Jo a812A28 DY) 3G Awin
STURULIO MY URDLIIY Pun BAIC) A00 A nopuaKS D) i) 1saddns Lue
uua ap sisondup ANuosaad Joj KRG SDY) JO IHEI) UOULND
00 JIRAISE 0) AJII 10U I ST PN SIS JLIOIANIEG ASIDAN
g S2puuiIig 2aY) DUdHIXI 0) AJaNH] 2101 288 SULDHINY g panida.
) W 3] APROLIBE PIISHOD 2 R0 9 SISIOdAY *10AM0) |

’ oy
-qoad uupuy us i asaf sy saapadsiad aapunse jo uopudodamou
alg) pur KYSIIAIP JO DUISAR N PIem §] 2y s sounug Ay Supunapd
o) youq o Ao, ;5,0 NP PUY SRS S APINLILOD L) 0) 156D O
18 spdnep 4oy Ut BRI 1D Ay, "paseapd aae sy A,
“(PIPUNLIDI APUEPIIPIL PUE *PIAIOINY 3 O) UOOS DIe S, 1) DY) SE) SIYIOP
S,7) 1) Ysum 1243 A1), "HOISEIDN U0S UG Sunpop woy ysem sy
aug) asuap 1y Cpasuagd anz s g MY G R AQ BIOM ) UIAD paggod Jou s
WIOD E0I ) paOsERs s 1) Aup o 2u0 to Auowagad snoily
a4 aupnopnnd DHo up Juam saatsiopiad g el Sungiopd (eaits ayl ysum

181 LAUVA NOSHAS L A0 JELDONOD L SHod

- -

s Ap], o gh 1som udad JON dupgiop g Je oN oo ¢
TN TS AVAC TE IS BUR ER aspunsdnod v -asuoxhuod y-4 (3)
(i Amppam ® 3 AJEas 1 PINOAY) I O 0) S| A0
-UIOS PULY S0 SDAJISINAYL IS IN0D D) Auje) I A1 %2 10 (nodo
0 S, 1) UIPIIED ) FuRLonn ISERD jan SV ) S EIVIBRTTES
st Aojd ), “Atipiim 0f udueasg Aoy tsdmppam v s yound
a) mogq 5, g1 “aaujd el 100 PED SEPPIM V561 1 IRHIRA (T
s,y s pupsas Koup, asesead S g W0, LA punnuied ano aonidsip pus
S0 Aol PIROM UINE DA, SV DI BaSSE *appssadimg, csapop
JPA) GSHA 0 S,V D) IIVAUOD O NKYY SEI O YA Aang 1w ug cs)
augy gsngudee asn o pazd duing ¥ 2% ADILL, ANIIIIIND Y ) J0 SaAe)
-uasaudaa yauosddu saagimuasasdas suoglupodan snps v-g ()
LOP OF IR “SHNUARBOND IPISIAO JO 5242 AN Ul 8.0 D) W)
WL SOYSINGBULISIP I BPDID NY) 0) DAr ADY) JURLISAD IO 0QE) auo
ang) Supaguous AGasa) ‘KLY UMO 1Y) HEDED JsmE A2} 252 30 *u0Ol)
-ipuod dugayy pousuajdun Apuasm Ui Supuanadin pui *Snies Quanoy
R R TN ERTT TR TR BT Rt | Funupaosse ‘spooipnygydian
nay Fugnglod £gasag) 3D PMUDLIED DPEPIIRIN SULIY PN S
PO ISIWD S §] DN SOIE] “RUIDHP SHOLDS B AN S, () MY, CRANIDD S
aaow ayy), “Kisopadus gy Juipaasse Agnjoquuis ‘say) ‘paam ) )
ug Saup SN HEPD 0) ISNAS ALY, 'S.]) M Aq Aogd smuis ay, (1)
*Kuavsapun j0i
SINDAD UI) INGY “SIISED IO JO SPIRM DY 4] (JUMUDXD Auygpuzyg sl
Pa) Saupa ] s SURIEED 0 APATIOM [UUOIIPLL A Aq paapisuod ped
U) PUB POLIASSH SUM HORISOH DISED AL, “SARNED D J J0 pampod,
SO ) g 0) oY) AYuaauad A 8.0) Yl CpanIns apulsip mp)
atngy NIV °, Aand, | Jo S13)R00 00 aaaadsand s,y ay) Ajquuogisanbin
P2Id2DIN SIHUILILND QIO ISR PAAJOSDI MY Ao pnod s, pus s g
atj) Jo suiupd snils AP g *Jau) uj 'S0 pun S,6 M uIIMINY
25048 gy UASIP D) UL PIUSSE JIADN SRM Lsopadas Hauy |, sS8
SJQUUINOIUN DJ) JO 1ISAYRYY DY) VS,V ML, 5,V W) 10 UIAD nduig 00)
AN $,0) PUL K g} U0 ) 40 g) YNem o) usigal o) AqQ paIISUOD
panscd ug pus PALIASSE S| APSOLANS DAREDS L) SSHUNIIKLD OM) 20
AU JO 14D UNE Juue Ul sy Agquuonsanbun 21 8,V ‘SSOUIAIN
SIS UYINOIIN Y] SINNLIBNT JI0M SPEDJO NN NI, , My,
‘uauy) AP S,9p00ad SN0 YSEA BV C(saamunup pus ‘sAaquI SRy
s542302A 1S 208 A1) 1) ANUIIMIGOD PR *(S4D40u juanpnataile am Aap)
1 Apanunuod (ueniagsem am A v APUNUIIND SIPRIDIY K2)SBD
10 1sua oy , Kand,, DAPREIS JO 1DPIO W] (A Hp) JOISamop g s
oym,, *Apluns s§ RIS 18 INSSE ALY, “ISINO| OM) ) JO SIUS dARLS
) 1940 DIMUSIP B 1) PIAJDADE AN SIISED AGUEOIND aamg), “adumgs
-uy oplh) ¥ AIPISHO)) CSIPUINIILOD 5K JO SRS IANREAS M) 12A0
sandSIp ug SOORLINS PEANOE P0S UeALI(Q) JO widpnd MNSLdRICYD Y
- AJUInIeD (1aanad ) Jo safa
a1 UL 10 APUNIILOD IPISING ajunoginsd ¢ Jo $a£0 gy <32 ‘aandads
-sadd gosaad pagl v woap paApnl dg |EA SUOHEIIEA IO asou
AN LT OF PUIE SHONELIA [RIOIATRN O) ABAIISUDS NDDY 1 8] SIS

ANNOON  GNANGEL N ATAIANNS TV auvinn DT



K8 RICHARD A. SHIWEDER & EDMUND 3. BOURNE

tnstead of siying so-and-so is “*schiish*® they tead 1o say **he is hesitant
to give away moncy (0 his famity". While this dilferénce in person
perception is only “tendency’ (e.g.. 46% abstract, comtext-free de-
scriptions from Amesicuns, 20% from Oniyas), it is a pervasive ten-
dencey, stable across Oriya sub-samples, o tendency significamt enough
10 reject a universalist interpretation of context-dependent thinking.
Our resubts also lend little support (o an evolutionary interprctation.
_As noted cardier, Oriya infornumts do not fack skills of genesalization
and abstraction. ‘They wre aware that the behavior of someone who
“sdues not become partial while impinting justice™ und “docs not dis-
cluse seerets” can be described as *principled® nitibadiy, they vec-
ognize that there are likenesses thit link together such very different
behavioral occurrences as impurting justice and keeping secrets. )
asked to select from i corpus of concrete behaviors those that generidly
“go together® in people, Oriyas, like Americans, will utilize conceptual
likenesses to assist them in the task Calb those are principled behav-
jors'; see hypothesis § above; ulso Shweder 1972, 1975, 19770, 19770,
fuBta, 1980h; D°Andiude 1965, 1973, 194; Shweder & 1'Andrade
1979, 1980)., Similarly, our results suggest thit the concrete mode of
person perception of our Oriya informants cannot be explained by sef-
crence to deficient informiation, motivatis:, of linguistic resmmces {see
hypotheses 1-6 above). Why then awe Oriyas more prone that Amer-
icans 1o describe their intimites by reference (o cases and contexts™.

HOW TO CONSTRUCT A RELATIVIST INVERPRETATION OF
CONCRETE )
Rebativists acknowledge that concrete, contextualized, occasion-bound
thinking is uncqually distributed acvoss human cultures. However, il
is the position of the relativist thit the prevalence of comtext-dependent
thinking in some cultures tells us little abowt undesdying deficits in
cognitive processing skills, intelectunl mativation, availiuble -infor-
mation, o linguistic wols. ‘The wick for the velittivist is to acknowledge
diversity white shunning the evolitionary notion of **cultural deficits®.
1tow can this be done?

V. Distinguish ideational praducts from imtellectual processes. Why
are Oriyas more prone that Amcricans to describe their intimates by
reterence 1o “cases and contexts'™? Rebtivists answer this question
by diawing a sharp distinction hetween intellectuit process and idea-
tional product. The relivist hypothesizes that cultwes difter less in
theie basic cogaitive skills te.g., gencralization, abstraction, reversi-
bitity) than in the metaphors by which they live (akoll & Johason
1980, the wortd hypotheses (Pepper 1972) 10 which they subseribe,
aned the ideas anderlying their social action. Thas, acconding 1o aack
ativist accomyt, the Oniyis, Balinese., and Gahaka-Gamia are perfecily
competent information processors, not imskilled at ditferentiating, gen-
cradizine . and Gikine the perspective of othess, el What seally distin-

- p— —
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guishes them from us is that they place so littke value on differcntinting
(c.g.. person from yole), generalizing (e.g., “treal outsiders like insi-
degs™), or nbstgacting (¢.g., the concept of “humanity™*); und, the rel-
wivist is quick 1o point out, they show so Jitsle interest in such intel-
jectunl moves because Oriyas, Balinese, and other such folk live by a
metuphor and subscribe (o0 u world-pres ise that directs their attention
and passions 1o pasticular systems, selutionally conceived and contex-
tually appraised, lndeed, u central tenet of a relativist interpretation
of context-depemdent pesson perceplion is that the metaphors by which
peiple live and the world views 1o which they subscribe medinte the
relationship bevween what one thinks about and how one thinks.

2. Nolism: A mediating world premise. Holism is a mode of thought
claborating the implications of the **part-whole® relationship: viz., ()
what's true of, or right for, the whole is not necessarily true of, or sight
for, uny or all of the purts of the whole {e.g., “an ann can throw a
football**, and “an clbow is part of the arm®* does not imply that “an
elbow can throw a football’*|; (b) diverse purts of the whole are not-
necessanily alike in any crucial respects fe.g., while dilterent *“'kinds
of * canines, suy terricrs and spanicls, are ulike in some characteristic
ways, different **pants of** u body, suy finger anils and red blood cells,
or dilferent “*pants of** an automobile, say the axle and the fun belt,
need not commune in any way whatsdeverl; (c) each part is defined
by the pasticutar relationships into which it enters within the specilic
whole of which it is a part [¢.g., try defining a *“tonguc™ or *brake"
without functional, relationat, or contextual references). For a holist,
“unit** pants are necessarily aliered by the relations into which they
enter (Phillips 1976).

From a holistic perspective unit-parts (e.g., an elbow) change their
essential properties when isolated from the unit-wholes (e.g., an arm)
of which they are a part. Thus, the holist concludes, it is not possible
10 understand or appraise an entity in isolation, in the abstiact. The
holist is prone 1o seek contextual chrification before o g o judg-
went; the holist is disinclined 10 examine or judge things in vacuo.

3. The body: A metaphor people live by**. Al societics are con-
fronted by the same sl set of existential guestions, and some so-
cictics even try to answer them. A minimal set includes: (a) the problem
of “haves® vs. “have-nots™. 1t is a fuct of life that the things all people
want are uncqually distribnted within any socicty. Have-nots must be
told in convincing teems why they hiwve not. *“Javes™ must have con-
tidence that their privileges are justitiable and fegitimate: (b) the prob-
lews of our way of lile vs. their way of life. Diversity of custom, value,
beliel, and practice is also a fact of lite. Why should { live this way
and not some other way? *“Fhiere bt for foriune goes you or gocs I
is not a satislying answer; (€) the problem of the rehtionship of nature
1o culie. Ase we merely “nakied apes®, or betier yet *pational feath-
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developed and the individual qua individual is scen as inviolide, o su-
preme value in and of itsell, The self** becomes an object of intevest
per se. Free, 1o mndertake projects of personal expression, personal
narvatives, autobiographics, dinvies, mirrors, separale 1ooms, cwly
separation from bed, body, and breast of mother, personal space - the
autonomous individual imagines the incredible, that e lives within an
inviolate protected region (the extended boundiics of the sell) where
he is “free 10 choose™ (see Fricdman & Fricdmun 1980 for the purest
articulation of this incredible belict), whese whit he does *tis his own
business®”.

More than that, the inviolate self views social velationships as o
derivative matter, arising ont of consent and contract between nuton-
omons individuals. Socicty is viewed as mere *association”” (see Du-
mont 1970). 1, thus, hardly scems surprising that despite much evi-
dence 1o the contrary (Hartshorme & May 1928; Newcomb 1929;
Mischel 1968; 1 Andiade 1974; Shweder 1975, 1979; Nishett 1980),
our culture continues 1o promote the fiction tht within the person one
can find a stable core **chagacter™. Nor is it surprising that this abstract
individual, **mun-as-voluntary-ugent™*, is protected by deeply en-
shrined moral and legal principles presceibing privacy and proscribing
unwanted invasions of person, property, sad other extensions of the
self. Americans are culiurally primed to search for abstiact sunnaries
of the autopomous individual behind the social role nnd social ap-
pearince.

4. From convrete thinking in pavsicalar 1o concrete thinking in gen-
eral. We have agucd thid concrete, cises and contexts’ pesson per-
ceplion is an expression of a holistic warld premise and sociocentric
orgimic conception of the sclutionship of the individual to socicty. But,
what of concrete thinking in other domains? For example, what abuowt
the evidence on “functionad complexes™, ic., the tendency for in-
formants in some enliures 1o respond o sequests abowt how things we
alike by linking the things together in sction sequence oF aclivily
strncture? Consider one of aria's (1976:56) infornumts. ‘The informant
is presented with four objects (ha uner-siw-log-hatchet). He is asked:
“*which of these things could you call by one word™. e is told: **. ..
one felow picked three things — the hammer, saw and hatchet — and
said they were alike™. The informiant respomds: “a siw, it hamimer,
and @ hastchet all have 1o work together. But the log hias-to be there
oo . . . il you have to split something you need a hatchet™. .
‘To interpret this type of linding within a ¢ divist lrmework one
might speculate that from the point of view of i holistic thinker itmakes
no sense to dgnore the fuactional interdependencics among ohjects and
events. hideed, Lagia's illiterte, unschooled peasants sepeatedly ey,
i vain, 1o explain 1o him that it is sipid™ ignore the way objects
and cvents Lit together in action sequences (e, 1976:84, 77). One is
reminded of Glick's (1968) Kpelle infonmant who insisted on grouping
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objects into functionnl complexes while commenting **a wiseman can
o no other''. Only when asked, **1low would a fool group the objects®*
did he give the Westerner what he waated, a linguistically-defincd
equivalence structure!

Is it Gasfetched to imagine that holism, the sociocentric conception
of the individual-socinl selimionship, and the organic metaphor have a
gencralized influence on cogaition. Perhups! But, one should not over-
look the following fact ubout the cultural organization of knowledge.
Although in our culture it is the “natural’ sciences that have un ele-
vated position, in many non-Western cultures (see Fortes 1959; Smith
1961; Durkheim & Mauss 1963; Horton 1968) much of the intelicciual
action is in the urena of social thought. For us it is the orgunization of
knowledge in physics and chemistry that is adopted wholesale as the
ideul for social understanding. More than a few socia) scientists are
busy at work searching for a **periodic table’ of tociul elements. Many
more have been enmored of physical metaphors (forces, encrgy,
mechanisms, etc.). In the West, the physical world has become the
model of the social world.- Why should nol a reverse extension take

- place in other cultures, the social order as the model of nature. Met-

=_w..=..m. deliberately selected 1o guide our thinking, often have gener-
ulized effccts on how we think.

PRIVACY AND TIIE SOCIALIZATION OF THE INVIOLATE SELF

We have skctched the outline of a relutivist interpretation of both
*cases und contexts® person perception, in particudar, and concrete
thinking in generad. ‘The concept of the context-dependent pesson, we
have argued, is one expression of a broader sociocentric organic view
of the reltionship of the individual (o society which in turn is an aspect
of the holistic world view adopted by many cultures. The holistic
muodel, the sociocentric premise, and the organic metaphor focus one's
atteation on the context-dependent relutionship of past to part and past
to whole; the holist, convinced that objects und cvents are necessarily
alicrcd Ly the veltions into which they enter, is theoretically primed
to contextualize objects and cvents, and theoretically disinclined to
appraise things in vacuo, in the abstract,

‘T'o the question **Doces the Concept of the Person Vary Cross-Cul-
wrally?” our answer is obviously “yes''; we have tried (o identify iwo
...u..bc.. altermative conceptualiztions of the individual-social relation-
ship, viz., the *‘egocentric contractual” and the **sociocemtric or-
gamic”. U is crucial to recognize that ncither of these conceptualiza-

ions of the eelationship of the individual 10 socicty has the

epistemological sttus of u scicnlific category. They wre not inductive
gencralizations. They are not the discoveries of imlividual perception.
Quite the contrary, the cgocentric and sociocentric views of man are
creatioins of the collective imagination. They are ideas, premises by
which people guide their lives, and only to the extent a people lives
by them do they bive force. How do people live by theiv world views?
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