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This'article sugreasts that imcrecise definitfion of thée term seif-
eoneoption hes epsiced eericus probleme for the thaorist {ntérested in
.the Formation of the self-conception. After vedefining self-conception

aF tae iedividual'e definition of hie relationships to the ebiacte of

his exveriesce, the euthor provides e logicel classification of the weys

in whith guch @ definition wmoy be formad., Thie systen should exhaust
ihs posgible ways in wahieh su individasi®s sslf-conception mev ke formsd

et uodifled.




& TEEORY OF SELP-COINETT PUBMATIOE
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There cen be litele doubtt at thie stepe 6f acrisicgy's duviiop-

ment thet symbolic imteracticopists bsve Rad & evdslanticl aud enduning

dmpsct on virtusily every branch of the discipling. Concepts ke tho
gel £, the ceatrality ¢f iutersciion, the s yﬁz&m;c charecter ¢f wan's

esvironsenty keway besoxa at :ha_%eaas % bacrgrovrd wevr ¢ rhr sowioue
tunl epparetus of most ﬁufki&g geclolagletn. L6 would prebakli-r be fzix
'Ea ney thet the ilergess fontribwtieﬁ ef ianteractionilzt theowiage bﬁrrﬁiﬁ?
to incresge éhe pensitivisty of sociclugists to the richness of the inmgere
sction process and to cuhance thelr fmgight it the svrbolic éhs:é:&mr
of numen sffierg. When inher&c suleté bave been erfcicized, thouph, it
ker hﬁﬁai iy been fer & lack of fornal chenrsticel rigor, pspciculexiy

vwith regerd to the leck of systematicelly derived operetions

m

of key céncegtso {Kmhn, 1264; 61-757 Thie lech qf.ﬁcrﬂgl theoratics
:iger.is raflected in en eurs of unﬁe“tainﬂj surrcundivg the gauntvzl
avcepP cf e‘f |

Uﬁfat&*ﬁatﬂiyg the Zerw seif-gomnceviies rowsins unclzacly «vf¢a5% iF
cutrent intersctionist theorr. Thare hes besa ¢ coptisulng debete over
whether che:télf~concegtiaa ghould be copsiderad 2 sirvucture (Bivasr asd
Bales, 1865: 555-348) ev « pr}maa, wnether ic fs statls or volatile,
(thaallﬁéé: 6le 79;, wisther it congists of everything & puvma% thinks
_abﬁut:hﬁﬁeeif-or,uzrsiy'soma ahxqgse (Carcis, 1960: 2 Euahu*aa

19¢1:  230;




&R i .
dowglopment &£ t.t.; ery eoncerning g3lf-coenception fovowz.ilien. For
H
sizulty has rr:cal ted in teo genarzl kivde of alotgoents sboul szif-aon-

cepticn forastion. The f.:.rrt eve very highly gomerzl, such ex “ihs sell-
concep! vion i formed cut of fmtsroetien vwith the gecfel esntext.”™ e
sseand tepd to be sboul guopific sirmations which sre formative of the

gl froonteption: euen &0 Fone wer fn whizh tioe self-coaseprisr s formcd

i i plav, or gemes, of in Feforsnoe provss.® The flrpre kisd of sreie~
Ploioortd 4ot & .

-

&p

ment tende o ke valformstive, particsleriy e ths esolriesl cofentisc,

sings ke 48 glivem me fimm epeTationsl clues a2 to whal ziﬁmataaf e
[

s:afﬂ sUnbEsh bs aught ¢ obserre. The gecond kimd of ehs

. owim

crees enaThously ineiphiful, fe wmrvoteoatio. Heanp:
&

o Sres . P 2y B aye T £ e T ST - S B
cen eivers be explsined &way simely by ereribuling smexpleindd wpoigars

te: “oeher facters’ whileh had not bsea anticipsted by the thesry but ukich

ér poz nsceszavily disconfizy ¢, Im this sones, ko
to be c:ra:aymsﬁlg cdosad; :L Beans ts tell the invastigstor mot LY Wit
o must obseren, I'-,_ut ales wust he ‘i!:&}'" wefely leneors,
Toe centiril arg m‘l’t.?.’ ef this peper is that ths mx;cé&g‘c-ofl grif needs

e be rafa;zéuigwﬁ, st baseuse é%ﬁ.’r-‘;‘zu d&fia.itioaa BNC IR, :w Baeruns
- they da not lend ghm..awea to systenstic theory coastruction. "zliws: ghe
£irst section of the peaper attemnis to deva'is;; a 6ef1ﬁf.:;$z::= uf the s¢ifi
conaigtent with the jesighte of erclier intersati tomiste, hot m. & fors
virick eilows the deduative c-msetrw*iosz af other .':Lsm‘r.icsl y.‘n’m}ﬁ' itisng,
ps.:riculerlf propoeition concerning toe formetion of che galf. ' ';‘hf BRI
Esction ateeampte, btased en that felin ition, t gensrale € ﬁ}“ﬁtﬁi&?iﬁi{: ey

o giifeeancaption formesicn.




The Seif-Conception

Interactioniete heve sesumed that the sslf-comeepiion is ¢he fndi~ -
h <l

vidusl's genee of idencity; hic conception of whe he de. Hiilie ace cg Ling

this point, the queetica arises goncerning whet £¢ fe that givae & pavens

i<
F3

e senee of jdemtity. MHow doee & psrsom kaow vhe ke Le? Waet kfnds of
thing% do peépla gcy about themselvea vhen they aré trying to exnluls vio
they szel ' ‘
Hers empirical etudies srve wolevent. Henford Evhn's sisgls fnctrmmesl
{the Twenty-Siatements Teet, or T‘L;.SSSQﬁste theas ind ¢F foge. 7o @nin
pecrle te wriie Cwenty stetements gbout thensalves beginzing wich "1 au. "
Fuhs cissgified the rescits of his adminiziraticns of this inézgmasaﬁ favn
the fellowiay cmtagovien; fzuhﬁ 1880:  35-373: {1} socisl g:sip; BLD
claaaific:tibnz; (2} ideclogicsl beliefs; {3} inrehe«tg &Y ambiivicnel (&)
self-evelustions. Later he revised them o the following; {(Sehuivian,
i%6k; 51-52): (1} comsezsuszl {gocial pesiticn and role}: {(2) preferences;
| {3};hﬁliefs {zosaic): (&) espiraticnms; {5} salf*cvl&&ﬁi@az; {61 (edsel
siill latexr) sietezmsts eboué @ah@r_zecial o&jacﬁs; é;g.,”‘ﬁﬁy £ather 48
& dootor.”

Each &f thes* cetegories cen ke seev &y az&temeu?s which the individusl
sskes sbout nie reletionsbips tc thinge other thsn himself, It & simple
'go gee th;t g@éiéi groups gné\eleésiﬁicatio&a, interescs, itions, soeisd
pugdcione mnd foles,.gfefsteng;s, c;piraczoas, and gtatgaﬂﬁté &boue socisl
otlscts imply & reletionahip becyesn an individual and Yihin gﬁ'athar than

himsalf," To see thet this fu the ¢see s¢ weil for fdeclogicsl beliafs

Ll

exd solf evelustions fequires & cleriftcation of the term t?Le «“

by Ythings®™ we wefer to Meod's torm Jbiﬂ!tn“, &ud accep? his defini®inn




of objects a¢ “anything Eticﬁ can be degignated on referred ra” (Eluﬁer
i966: 539} then the peint-ié eceler to mabe. A& "belief 45 @ slelewmss
of the iodividuel'e parceived relatieﬁs‘éi;: :é & eoncept, €.f., Tlueries™
‘morality", “democracy®, etc. #nd sulf-eveluntions gre statements 28 fhe

individuai's perceived relaticnehin te somnm technicel er worel soasdard

of behevior or gualicies,

efined by placing it in & propos{ifos. Elthey the gther tera of the
propecition provides yoferense to something cther than che first tem

or it is & teutology. 17 the teve to be defired Lo “I" thee the prod-

- fcars of the pzape@itisg must b2 edmething othey them "IV, {ev élsx it
profidaa ¢ informstion). 1t foilown that ery statement an-individu¢*
mzkes ebout himeslf cites & velstiouship of the dndividusl to esmcthiing
other than himeelf, or elee it éoes not eerve to identify biw, even to
himeelf; it does not tell ths c&servéi Lo egé} wie be {s. Toe procest
of zelfééefinition, 1ike any definition, congists of &n individuel X
éiftarsaﬁisﬁing Etméélf;ﬁram.&né'aﬁesciatiﬁg hﬁmseif with other G;jﬁc@ﬁ:“
An fncividusl identiffee himself fn terns of hia conceptinn of hic res
leticaship to the ehjegtsz of his,exparieacé; The gelf-~concepticn ir
the totelicy of thalinaividﬁsl’a definitions of his relaticachips o

ctiecte.

' Conditiogs for the Definitios of Ohiects,
But 1if cbjects are terma in the definicion iF the self, it (o clssy

that the individua) must have & definitiod of thoee objects to which he




sees hinmself rélated, ctherviss he'defines'one unknown in termz of
aagthar unknown &nd geine no {nformstien., These oblecte themeelva:z
wmuzt, &% with the s¢lf, be defined in terne of thelr relatlonzhip to
a:iil‘other ébjecte for the same :aaﬁéaa givan ebove. There &re tuc
kinds of reletionshice between ebjucte whick h&wé persicular a&ﬁni%@-
 esace; these relstionehips ﬁhiﬁh do not chienge with ths eomtext of
the object &nd thoes which de. The firet ars nop-citustionel; tha
sacond &it#&tiﬁﬂal:

As euggestes above, mon~fitustionsl teletiga&kﬁgs between objents
&¥e thoga e&ich peraiet vegardless of the content in uhichrtha ohjscts
rgl&tﬁé ere Sfound., A pilece iz lavger theo & piaaa'u;gal o oue'n heme,
gt the concert hail; in & pisns ehep, in tbé parik, efn., o anywhire the
t&a'may be £éyn£. & tigew is & Yeas: with four legs, & ﬁsuahﬁ errlpas,
€tc., regerdless of vhere and Wﬁéﬁ it {5 sesu.

But what can be said glwsys sbout en cbjest is uoﬁ 811 ¢thet can be
esid sbhout &t.  Any object, no g&&ter whet its won-gitustionsl defini{iisn
msy be, slvays exisis fr & situstiencl contemt. Lts :glatieﬁéhipa to ihe
otiar objiects In that situstisnsl eontexs constitute ite situstioaal éaw
fisftion., Thos & pigﬁo i& rot only @ pigac, 4% i& & phauc vert to the
couch, & piaﬁgrbeisg-pleyed at & ;anuert,_a piﬂ#@ beiﬂg.pl&ya&'while ane
ie trying to-eleap, @ pianc falling from a building end eo en. It is the
combination of both gituationsl end no~gitustional tci&tieﬁships;uhieh,'
weke up the definition of the object in terms of his reliticn to which
the individusl {dentifies himsslf fn uy given situstion. Since behevicr
alveys takes ylacé in 2 situetional context, thie defiﬁihi@n ie alec of
incerest to sociciasiegae Wnea an iadividusl fivnde himself diregﬁiy

wdst & plane falling from s bullding, it 4s oot his conception of bis




his relatfonship to pisnog in generel which dominates the indivicusl's

behievier. It ie hia conceptior of hile relationziip to this pisto esput
£o falirén his head which will affect hie benavior agy. Simdisriy =
tiger in an individusl's iiéiﬁg roon conefisutes & different oblest to
kir then the same tiges ic & eage.? o

But 4{f objscte ere define& in terms of thelr eitunticnsl mud none
eltuationzl relationshipc, it fellowe thet ths self, toa, inscfer s it
is &a objeet to defined, fs eirmilerly koown in terms ef ite éituzcional
and non-gitustionz] relagtionmships. Non-situstionsl reletfonghips into
which the zelf enters sre, s¢ with &bjecté, those which can &lwsyc bs.
prediceted of theiind!yidu&i'regardlcﬁs of hie eitﬁaticnai contaxt.
Such chsr&ctetisti;& ap sez, haizht, etc., are clearly exasples of bon- -
aitustionsl factoraa Whet hee often been called “perecsality” or “Char-
scter” és prphebly anocther of these., Bul the cotgl definition of seil
st i&cla&a'éitu&tianal «lements ae well, aud comcepte euch &e perscazlity,
_Hhicﬁ-faia t;-accaunt fox thess factors, comseguently lcée much of tkéif
'explénéte"j p@éﬁr. fﬁus there are elements of the gelf-conception whiich
| do ver ghift frua eituetion £ si&uatiam, &nd there &re elemasts wiink
.db;. The 1ndividua1 8 cauﬁegtioﬁ of himaclf is to thie extent eitu&tiuazzav
-ﬁa:iablu.w Thia thecry predicLs, therfore, thet studies attegpkiag to
: ral&ted nou-situstioual self definitione (e. g.: "X om frindly, " to
spacific, situsted behaviare would yield megative resulte, ar they genersily
have. (Seg,'tbr exsrple, Strodbeck, et. a&l.)
| A definftion of the self-conceptiaﬁ; therefore, pust jncliude the
inéividusi‘e cﬁnception of hiﬁ el tuationel and nou-siﬁuational defipicions

of himself, his dituationsl end non-situationsl deffnitfen of the object




in quegtion, and the consequent relationéhip he copcalves betwean the two.
_ ]
This constitutes his definition of himself in that situvation &t that timd.

The Formstion of the Self-forcepticn

1f the sslf-conception is defined sa the indlvidualls avarensss ¢f
his relacionship to the cbiscts of his experience, it becomes &pporest
that ell the weys in which en individual can come to heve an swrrsness
of thege relationships; and only those weys, &re the weys in waich the

scif-conception is formed.'

Ine Rautrs sud Fupction of Pilter ca&zaarggg

Tﬁe concept designated by the term “filter cstegory™ 45 nol newr o
_ sociolegiste. Csaregorizetion &nd recognitton ef obiects are ganeraliy
1inked in the imteractionist iiteretore, Throughout this diacﬁgsin&
Yobject™ hessbesn defined gemerally ss “senvihing that can be designated
or referrad to ..." Bymbeliic in:eractignﬁ&:& wauid grobébly agTes o #.
grestar or la:sér extent thet it is thie gct_cf'&esignztiéﬁ,ar vefeTrel
vhich mekes the objent i%;c is ia. Ons :sglﬁ g3y, for exﬁmpla; that sn
'ébjeﬁt iz & get of soimell %&ich eu fnsividusl degigantes for somE rerss s
o be ¢ unitary pheaawaaan._7Thrsugﬁ intersction with t&e‘OESSiaz&& sooidl
context, the individval lesrme to recogajkra the ﬁaity oi & gec of stimulf,
-and to differsntiete thess stimuli from other #timuli, yast end preseét;
But something canho;'just be "gimilar® or.“difftzent“f it must be similer

g0 something and different from something. Thug‘thp'pxoceps.of:éefiniﬂg

. su bbject 4s one of association and differestistion, or crtegorization.

Once formed, ghqae cotegories establich the besie for cthe cdefinition of

objects the f{ndividual confronte. Thees filter catefories srs couceptual




L paresz defines ex abject by placing £t L, ¢ & £l casepnry, which -
ssrves to wmite it §n -8@1’: sensc with eose othey objects and di_ffer&ﬁtiaﬂ:.:&
i%; from otheve. Whekever relotionehip an individusl holde to exizt
batween himzclf szﬁc‘a s fllter estegery‘wii}; c_éia: hir conception of his
relationehip to goy of {te wmombere. (Zoie is why the categerice ava céll@ﬁ
fiirer categoriez.) (Brenew, 1958) Im cvamyley termz, if en indivicust
' defa‘.nsal the ohlect Yeducstiea” inte the filcer estegery “Geons o s...,c.aﬁ'“,l
thex his er_ient&éi.onr toward V‘h&una ge success" wiil 4afluence hie orien-
'ta:i.-en ée education.
Ingcfer as tha sel,f ey be en objech of tne'e attentiom (for i, tao,
~may be "dezi.gt::ted oz re.._c.r:'ed to “} 1t is elsc defimed !;hrou_a;}a this
- proceee of filter ca_tegary formetica. &n individerl {dentifics kimsalS
by plicing himself into £ilter catagories, such =z "Kibefal“, "de.‘ag' lover",
Yirug aédic_t", Yeentelly £11 ?ésaaa“; "nv.:bam}" "fathez",' -ét&u if the
- fndividuzl formes his eelf ccéce;zta’.c:n eut cvf his éeﬁmti&a of hi.s teletion=
shipLto the objecta of his esperie.ace, ang if all éefinitiea - X s"ricg |
B
on t‘arough fi._‘.i,tef estegcrisa;ené their imps:;nnce rbecem_ss’ qu;.te cbvioue.

-.:fﬁ;!e- question of the origin of scif is the game a8 the queatic'u of ths

“ﬂa

formation cf_ filtef_ cetegories. T:us; wi..h:ln this ayatem,an dndividus

identi.f:l.aé objects by placing them ints ghject filter czteporie -;sgf:?. Be |
fdentifier himself by'pla:-;i:;g htaself. ino sclf Ef.lcet categories. ﬁié "
ori.éntation toma:de any object (hi,s att::l.tude) is detemmeé by hi.e eon" L
Vcept:im of l:he relationa‘-ip o‘? the self filter utegery ::o the object

£ilter categoty. *tt:.tude csn thus be def veu 2£_an l,ndiv ua,l‘s conee"afr
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. ceneiem {1y by eeublishi.: the r:-‘t'._.z..a € fr&ti.rb & fliter caf‘ag\‘*i <

15 8 merher to the filter catencnier of wnfch b ‘hirks the ohiees ic

the dedividenl f‘%“xm“wﬂ: 8 gho ripeen elodd

aszé t.‘z& cmsc:"“ae tu.-.-.-.z‘aw-""" tw-.w, e Fme Simn chiest aud

o mcr ke Ty

mesber. The esif-cenceptien is fefined ec tho totzliity of these

ki

Cestiteldza.

Impiledt fa thic ne?m;_ et fiiter categiries ls & tes-atey madel of

gali~c ,.ua cima £or‘*«:tm,:, Imfleance ooy be qx--wfo-& over the r-alf-cem’

-

forsad, oné (2 ""i* Ces copucl *”‘u...f.." pod coptrofo of ehfuatn {nte end

piy e ﬁ.l:m: catagoricn. Bz wor idgibdeicicy saevertigete the basze fow

i

.

aud geovadly (Re beels of Le fuciumeiyn ©f Yedusecien™ inve Ezv se,,-e.

Lo

aay actawa. ccagiste o2 o dsfinition of e&féeﬁg,-'é&ﬁimicﬁ.@ﬁ of 8518,

of attitudes .m waaze ecce i for the Sowmetinn of fi‘.lt:e? cutegsrins o

- objest end 23": esifs It: o eizs gu**lv uiéa: :; ackiovladged thaet the

indidéml gsaa Rly tre osxzz‘.,a,

. -definteions ef a&;ee:e &b ue:,s“tn Biz et ehs,waci.e.. an "éazfauﬁmxiv&

C‘

“scte”, sod (2) the :aet.mr (a‘.etaa: wezoe: ox bwir G ctaa" peress

U.ebsli.ns). (&.ﬁ&a*—"rﬁig 3; ‘23:}
!hm sre, thm, m ba;ie pggesﬁ of i.nfguma on ae:tz.audc (per:eml

ihhmnt aaf: noé..ﬁeatirx &% thm hnzw for t:ha fﬂ:ee cm:egeﬂ, @r ﬁilteraé

,.

a

i foyr Fommbag s

ers dsfined taw s’.‘.a*i&;, thes Sw filter eatsres cezies; & wndcuetent the formetism,

. N .
B L T B U

7 -obsmtiﬂﬁ nﬁ th. mc&mﬁg o:; oabsm}: ex% bam wg_ ::zzm ,
_ : L .
_mm waich um zﬁﬂm@ !ss: éf::-e- etet f&ﬁ.fzzﬁc“ o eﬁ@@::: zal.
'asﬁns.:m of eeli) né two basic gndes of mﬁwe (d»muasz ‘Ose esta!w ‘




I T - D

Tasee focters iz actitude (oF, ez & gremder gaale, sclfeeeasgpiisud
formation can be mehemstized to prewidé Figwez L. ' o e
---Oru-ﬂ'n-Auoa.-Qu-q-ey‘c-at:a:-.ouaéqngor‘q-'ggﬁhc

- s W o N m e W om N B B O WO .. w -a'-'-nﬁ-ea.—c;-.‘d:-ua'cﬂ-,w
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Figure 1 groups ell de&_::es cf, iniivenca by parsoual e’:.-se.gﬁei:szs St B

cue row and &1l by the testimony of Othearrn o a s&c:@u‘ ow. ‘fae e5hmo. -

e il

CED b& elapified by dmmsi&g sech oy espezats

E ?e&ﬁ-&aﬂ@zfﬁe é,t"";; ks caz; the ?n-ﬁ‘ﬁ‘z‘“ﬁl waa"‘&ﬁaﬁa 3'-‘&'?2 €he
be sezn Co ¢OF aapw :icuﬁ..;' te =it Eﬂsc’ ezlis Che ﬁc =E. Sremive t...:e L
T In fgd: civgclac" fe:-::, Lthe 8al f-el?wuw.av— aAct f.;rzv-‘*:vea =3 irdividest k‘@'ﬁk‘%’i&»

dtzeetly toverd & sp}giﬁw o0l gl ﬁ-ﬂhi-as rote of thet BILsviLy.

On the boris ok this ohmmaa.—,u, T .c:.,w widual 4s a‘fl ¢s infer he T :

g
htimehi.p &s.eb e:d.qts hetwsan himself sudl €80t eBfasl. &is -

stitutes cen m cE E‘i._m..ﬂe 1. !ms there 8¥C m&sti&m ¢t t.‘ic p@@»eas; .
other than ¢imple; dire..t m&m*im eg m.va;zem vich objec:t: thae
ve can, p@rhape doing ﬁﬁl? nm-&*‘ vivience to le:mﬁ’e sria;i:.sl maeatiw
fi.t vit.ds the emfincs af gulf- Bsflevius Aot - ' o

Fizet, i:wetaf ee tB" !.:-...ivf.m.sl s2cs smai objee!:a as m&e:es m, o
é;o scma eatsso:g, ﬁutem he fnfere akout hf.:. eelethonship to ens &
&m shwould -hb tppiy to the o&exa. ﬁé@%tw& ba G-.aﬁ& & & pesTie

6f e mcmta; f;sh one shmlé also epply t& the oﬁ:hers. Thio !.a m "

) __ﬂesmt to be a 'ﬁiah-mreﬁ" cm&pt. it u@ly |eInT tbst t.ko Mm-
&n Mivﬁual m‘.kea tbo-..t h.,a rektimﬁ;m; ms e@', & big, f@uﬁm-‘n éa@-'
wiu mly ua: eelv eu et eog, tms == et;';zez- tzg, t«msieuz dcgs ac w‘l_, :
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i

- £iros. As &xe s “filmt categozy® fmpliss, the celegory tSIVer 67 & i

%.

dncofer az he sees ¢l big, ferosicus oge £likc. Inm thiv euace, however,

ws ezn talk ebrut a "Sllterci™ cmcounter with an chicet. v fnddvidusl
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The criticel value of the thecry, however, is thst the eight-fsid

ciessificetion of means of self-conception formation iz met zn facufitive

one, but rather follows direstly Iwcn the definitisn of self comespiles,

ince this it the cage, tha discovary of & mede of infiuvense not fmcioded

in ¢tho eight celie, or the foilure to locats influencs s*resgcgg;uu Lo

il the celle resuiree & modificatium oF rejeatiza of Che dufiuities

“¢£ galfeconseption dteclf, Thus the definition of agifeecisepiion
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Summary

This paﬁer suggests that the individual fdentifies bimsclf by
recognizing hic relationship to the objects ¢f his experience, Thie is
done basically threugh a process of classification of the individusl end
thoae cbiscts into filter cstegcries; Béli-eqnceggiaﬁ mey thus bs formed
end altered by forming or altering filter categories, efther by incivding
the individual or ohject into‘a previously definad filter cetegony, o o:
cQanging the definition of & filver cetegory into which either the |
iad?fiduﬁl or &5 objest h&s alrexdy been classifled. The sgency of thie
process m&f—he either the individusl himssif through hiz own chbservsticn
{Seli~-Reflexive Act) or the tectimony {(whethay verbal er uct} of othey
people (Lebelling). Cross #i&eeifying yieide eight distinct waye in
vhick the self-conception cus be formed tﬁtcash intersction uith.the

500 2l coutext.
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FOOTHOTES
1. Emile Durkhein saw thie clearly: "On the one hand, all imterval
1ife draws itc primsry materiel from without. We cannot reflect our ovm
consciousnass io a puraly uadetermined state; .h this sheps ft f= fmcom~
ceivabls. WNow consciousness becowes determined only woen affected b5 |
somsthing et iteslf." (Durkheis, 1957, p. 275.)

| 2. Bare, er everywhere in cthis srticle, object 4is taken to mess
", ..mjthiug which cen bc- Guiguted or tefcrreﬁ to..."
| 3, Somstimas eoeloiogiar.t heve bean 80 conacious of the situaticns!
‘elements of an object’'s definition thsat non-titmti.onnl slenmente havs bessu
ignorec. It iz the non~situstional ettributes of the piavo (e.g., its
ﬁes_tvanan) that reader it dangerous whan €xliing frow & building “ & '

ifferant object (s&y a :Eut'nei) in the same situation (falling frow a

building) will evoke & different response.

7 4, Por & similev argument see C. Wright Mills, "Situatel Actions ’
and vocabuhttu of Motive," Awerican §cgioiog;ax Beview,V (1940},
pr. 904-313, | o

3. One single dcfiniclon of a aelf—ob}ect {or set of objects) relstion- |

sh:lp is ﬂhu: I mesn vhen 1 say sttitude. This conception has bees uud
befata, and is mdorcd by the Germeu term Perugvorstellumg, (idu of the '
ulatioa bcman the self and the object to which the self s responding)a .

§reen, 1951). Seo Gaxdner Lindzey, Handbook of Socizsl Paychology,

{Combridge, Massochuserts: Addisoun-Weeley, Inc.), p. 3. ,
- 6. Hsaford Fuhn hes also referred to the self ss a constellation §£
attitudes, (¥uhn, 1960, p.13) 1t could be argued thst, siuce the self-

scnception s probably formed one or a few attitudes.st a time, much of the




¢ Cent. vagueness end geﬁerality invclved in current formuletficu:
of self-formulation theories fs due to & focue on the whole self-
conception rather then on the-fomtien of one sttitude &t a tima. It
followe from the definition above thet the problex of self-conception
formstion is best deslt with oune attitude &t & time.

7. 0Z course this is something of ax mrci@pliﬂcetm. Bducetion
ic & cetegory tpef . serves a3 @ filter for Jts coastitucient d&ieché,
ecch ¢f vhich 1n torn ie & filter cactegory for a lessar category. ﬁé.l&&
step {n this veductiontist chain would be thec extegury of physiesl oéi.wi!.
which 'egc. vhazeby desigoates se 4 discéeta, historicslly wicue object,

'3. Mead, &c a philosopher, i coacgmed wass with sthe fast ghed :
the tnds\uiuﬂ cax mter his zubject:i.vity fm that ohm"w fom: he san

infer that be iz an qgmt. KBesd ie concerned with ths fsdivideai'’e swswe-

g 0
£

nass of self, not vu:b his awaremas: of himself g & specific kind of

He ié conceraed with the inference of the uhtimhip‘éswt to that acstad

wpe, 1 &% concerned with that, of coursa, buﬁ =y t_pecifié interest fo 4n

tire f&.ct thet this 'inmme is not éalry ehout ove's &éenc’y {ewelf, but

w:.th ics apecifie a:prcteiora the nidifiduéi iufers not only :ha;: he act:
' twaré the objnct, but thet he gcis tmrd i,!: i a specific way.

9. Ae Cooley &> geatly put & similsr point: "In so fax as our seif
1s identified with thet of enother it ia,. of course, unliksly that the size
ot tie latier should be obucxious to ue." (Cooley, p. 2i4)

13, Az the objects o which ths estcgory ie huoﬂ growg more and mozs
' diffuce, ;cre &hd wore l:‘:!:g;qtleaf will be tuns:med, becamn the simil-
arity will be secen as applying to more and wore objects. In the case vhera
‘the objects are cx.trmly diffuse--when individusls ic & category considex
theasolves sizilar with r'esn_zd to alzost svery a'b.j_tct they contacte- ané
whes ths Teference category also comprives e nsbu‘shtp group, sttitudss

-

will be i.ntcrehmgad sbout almost sverything. Such a group wouid vefe:

e b s 0 el o it s 518 e A 4 SR o S s




_ 15, 4 set of quesciennnirf instruments,-Al well ae an?interview
EOEDLOL, Loth based om this theory snd designeé to detefe ;;%ﬂéficant
_othere for educationslrand occupationel esapirstions, eslong uitﬁ inptru-
wents toc messure the expectatione these significehc o:hcrlrhoid ior the

t&‘ifiéuai; have been descridbed by E;lle? end Woslfel (1969).
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