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Adiribetton; Bropiving bhe causes af
behavior {pp. 151-174). Mortlstown,
MJ: Genorol Lestening Prosg,
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Acaiemnic Prose., '
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1982, 380 py. $27.50

Resieu: by
John F Xibdstrom
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A Bandamontad huwan problem s
the confiiel hatween our Bves as
individuals and our lives ns group mew-
bors. A major theme in early dovelop-
ment is the ¢stablishmant of ego bound-
arias, and the solf.concept omerges as
we dovelop 2 sense of how we differ
frum others of our spocies. At the same
Eme, hunns are speint by aalero: We
wie budlt to live togethor sather than in
isofaticn from one another, and I pagt
we define ourselves by the groups to
which we belong. It is not surprising,
then, that the psychology of personality
his Facedt o Rind of continual identity
crisis. The wditors of Posonality, Rofes.
andt Sociat Behavter sook to address this
orisls dircetly, iF not to resolve it

The problem is how 16 give a coloren
acoount of the behavior of individuals in
seclnt intereotion, Fhe approach of peyv
chatogy is through the aoabysiz of hoth
enduring and momentary dspositions,
such rF traits, sliilacdes, cmotions, and
motives, which we considered to be
proporties of the individund that have
sumne form of existence independent of
the situnlon in which the porson i
lund, The approach of scololegy fr

a42

thrdugh the analysis of voles—palterns
of hehavigr that are tmposed by the
socipoultural environment, which im-
pinges on the fedividual, Interactionism
in poresnality theory acknowledges the
truth of both positions, arguing that
socind Ddiador iv o produst of hoth the
individun's disposilions and the dammurds
arrt conslraisty of the socinl sination,
Iokes and Krowles seek Yo oxpand the
seope of the Interactiontst argement by
ienducing an explicitly soclologicat
perspoective, But they aod the other con-
tributors 1o ihis volume are not stshiad
meraly 10 fmport the concepts wnd prin
cidas of another discipline, Rather, they
seek to fuse peychelogy and sociodogy
in nreder o produce an integrated rocial
sCionce.

Two eyt by the aditars place the
other conbributions in contest, The frsl,
by Knowles, s an extended and schobarly
weditation g0 the classic distinelion,
drwwn by Tounies in 188Y, hebwoen
persans as members of & community and
pevsehs &t individuals, Whereat Tooekes
arguad that Gemeinschaft amd Groetd
sehaft were ideal types of opposing or-
guatzation, cach vepresonted to somo

"

. degree in ol oxisting forms, Knowles

takes the pusition that they are oppesing
wnd conflicting forces, He then wees this
diafection? eppozitien fn the wmidysis of
soolad thonries ratiwr than secial rga-
nizndlons, The twe opposing levels of
analysis are apparent in theories con
crrnegd wilth grovp hebavior, Groups are
composed of individual mesmbers, Tt
they alen hawo Bwes of their own. Less
intuilive, perhaps, is his discovery of the
sovne Jind ol tension 1 robe vheory snd
the psychology of personality theory,
Knowles idenlifies rele theory as fun-
damentatly Gesellsefigft heenuse ol is
woncerned with the disparste wiys in
whicls we prosent ovrselvas in different
situations, and pérsonality theory as fun-
damentally Cemetnschaft Droonuse Il s
vonceriied with the unity of the individ.
ual. Enewles's conclusions seem rght
on tha maark: Theories of xocial interee-
tion should comider hoth the frotors
that unite us and thoss that keep v
separate, determine the clronmstances
under which the former or the Tatter
whl be parseeount, and vltimately move

Pfrevond such simple oppositions to a
trgly synthetic theory of individuals in
- BYOVE

The fnel ossiy, by lokes, desoribes
the dovelopment of & redearch paradigm
designed to revenl the influence of inv
dividual prervonalily nnd social roles on
interpersenal behasion In a highly per-
sonal decwment, Irkes charts his growing
disenchantment with the artificiality of
the wocidd-piychological laboratory nnd
the low predictive utitity of slendard
persun{uiiw construcls, Suel conslders-
tigns Ted M to Forvmdate 0oset of pri-
seriptive rules for socis] research, in-
volving u preference for over) Behavior
over selferepoit, contrals for expori.
mentoy Dias, natueadistfe settings where
Hie mesning of both sHmules and re-
sponst are sorrounded by 2 high depree
of consensus, mubtiple-aet critarin, and
the wse of psycholapically wenk manip-
ubatitns to ansure that individus differ-
anees are revesled. Some of the pre-
seriptions are roncontroversial, although
the eathor mry be 2 bil too sanguin
about the abilty of experimontalists to
econlrel for demand chavootoristios by
using nonbiasing instructions and by
eliminnting the caperimenter from the
test sitnation, In advocnting the use of
weak manipulstions and aggregate moa-
sures, however, he runs the risk of ob-
seuring the contribution of siturtional
factors, which seatn crocial to any af-
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o govinl-piychologioal processes in gens
eral, .

The core’ of the present volume i 4
soction of three papers titled “Social
Sttribetion.” As do several of the cone
tributors throughout the baok, the writ-

ors in this section coutond thit suribng.

tige theory witl be o more comprahensbve
aned more meankngiul portrigad of peo-
ple's fivay tor the extent ther social eon-
text and infuencs are tkon inbo aedount,
Deschivaps fteanstated by Hewstona}
comtonds that the stiethutlon progess §
2 Benction of the catogory memberships
(bath real and symbolic of an ndividud.
The concept of cotegory membership
rufers to the individusd's participation
in an array of geoups based en ogex,
ethnicity, education, waalth, wud so on,
aind continulng from bivth to death, In
iy ool on the centrality of sooial cat-
egorization, Deschamps's prrovocative

line of regsoning owes mugh to the gue

inent, nte socisl paycheloghe Hened
“Tagfel, who was the sevies editor of Hu-
ropean Monogeashs fn Sochd Fayeholagy,
in whieh the presont volumeg is inpluded.
Abnor persvasive is Howstone's own pe.
gutnand In another chopter that the L.
Eubge & person uses {ncluding langunge
at & mierotinguistie lovel} can influence
social judgments. As Hawstone nobes,
e spocch characteristio of aceont muy
erable the poveshver to identify the
speakar in either g ponerdl or & pluticuba
winy, which By turn Bas cortaln bnputed
Cbrodes built into the idewtity. Hewstone
eathy on the wark of Biser and colleagues
o Riguage and atiivedes and van der
Fligts {1881} critique of attrlbution
studies. I this integration, he lio re-
minds w3 of the seperiative work by
Kanousq anct colteagues in the Iabe 19860:
andd garly L9705 on Tanguage and exple.
mation--work that wefortunstely hos
disappeared from the ladsenps of con-
beneporiey  research  on o attribmlionod
procosyes,

& chupter iy Llowd-Bostack in the
section on social atbrilation iz "must
reicing™ for studonts of sttelburion in
thie Iegal content., Lipyd-Bostooh stupmesly
that both the lae ad psychelngical the.
ory have often worked with an averly
shinple model of arelburional processas,
aek she Dollevas that Both awyers wnd
peyehologists have proceeded a5 if @
mikes sease o tabh shout sdteibutions
of ezt and respensibllity withour rel
crened to why the judgment is made,
Sho reporps part of fer Gwn ressnch
jnvalving fnterviews with vigtins of se.

rions secideste o raveal how ptbelbutions
of Bule arve mfluenced Gometimas wna
chnsciously) by social context factors
such s the prospoct of dumages, the
sffecty of blaming o personal refation.
shipe, nnd the effects of lepad structures

feg., relying on one’s Bowyer o supply

e explanation of ao secident, or defining
and tnterpreting the aceitont n legal
teamsh Findly, Lioyd-Bostock provides
x superh eunmple of the typieally con-
texdusdbzad watuee of sttributions of re-
sponsibility. She notey that after the
tragic cofflzsion of two jumbo juts wt
Sunta Crue, Spadn, fn 1977, thy Londen
Suncay Times concheded by attributing
respomsibility: ™ "Bhame for the workEs
warst avintion twagedy wib no doubt be
apportionsd In time. One neme witl
serkaindy not Fonture in wey offfeial in-
quest, however: Antoale Cublllo. It was
fre who, no matter bovwe ndircothy, tagt
shoubider responsibility for wit Tap-
ponod ab Santz Cruz'  {po 875k She
nobes further thet Cubitto was the leader
of the movement that chaimed respotsi-
Bitity [or 2 bomb ot Lo Balnis sbrporke.
resulting i an ovedoading of phines
divertad to Sunts Crioe

The last seerion of the beok, “Attri.
butionr Theory and Parsemality Re-
senrch,” contubng vwo chapters, One by
Movson prosoaty koset of firteresting
propositions deawn from ¢ combined fo-
cues o1 the teaitsvarsis-gituation aontra-
wiwsy in pecionadity theary and dw actor
ehserver hypothesis (Jones & Nisbett,
1972} in attribution wook. For exaaple,
Blonson sugpests thir wsing Helley's logie
regirding covaristion, ane tam predict
that actors who exhibit behavior that b
inconsistent with thelr personalivy traits
shoutd offer selativoly more sibantional
sitributichs than showld obsgevers Tor

“the smne helpios

Th fud chaptee. by Kelley, is colled
“Emilogue” Fu tenth, though, his stake-
meol B oan origingd thaoroticud wrealyshs
forusing on e properties of perseived
eanind strctures compoied of chabny
s networks of thosehts, Interwoven
arnong Kelley's idead are commngtls on
rawsiy oF the chapters in the book and
bow they deal with the notion of per-
coived eanind stractuve. Abthough the
mappitg of people’s peresived canspl
straclures prombses to he wn fmposisg
rask, Kabluy correctly nates that sych a
sk £ mwah more ponsistent with Hej.
doe's {1458/1982) concaption of cousid
porecptlon than are thoss that lave
commmonky boon pursned i atteilution
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worl. Kellpy also eﬂdur.s-as u..th.ﬂme af

the present volume by ewphasiziog the e

neod e loears studies of attriliations fn .

the broad contost of interpersonal come -
municarion. His analysis i rominiiednt

of hit 1972 paper on cousal schemata b

s richness. It ulinaely moy bo red . .00

gorded 4t % seminal contelation. -

e,

Overall, Jazpors, Fieghom, and Hew-

stone's volume offers valuable porspée- '

tives on some of the isskes confronting
atbribution theory and resemch in the
1980s. The editors began thelr Inkro-
duckary ehapter fp. 3} by quoting Keltoy
and Michela's {19580} defindtion of atrris
Trntion rosearch w the study of “eausal”
exphinstions ghven For oveats by ondinay
paople™ fpo d60Y, The bagic thome of
this quote i echoed several timgs
throughout the hook, and some piots of
the ook are coneerned with the rela.
tionghipe hetvwaen sttributiion theary and -
reseirch sad “everydsy peopls’” and
sommon Hk events {e.g. Lioyd-Bos
toeks chapterh 1L iz somewhat disape
painting, howevern, to see o little dis-
aussion of the vole of attributions {i “the
paychopathiologios of everyday Bie,” such
w5 deprotsion, anxlety, and nneital dii-
tress, OF course, this was not aeaat to
be o volume ou "apphed ateefution
theory,” 5o the nhsenee of such material
i n mnor sio of ouwdssion, 0, howeven
the editors had wishaed to suggest some
nxciting new divections as woll a3 to
fdp close the pap betwson atteliurion
theory pad resencch and its sovidl rools, -

& distassion of the relathmehip between ™

attvibiation theory and “elinlead™ phe-

nomeng might bawve boen produstive.

This point setwithstanding, Taspaes of
ads vobwme feaves Ll doubt about the
continued prosperity of, and the wray
of stimudnting problems in, contermporary
attributton theory and research,
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tempt to syndhoshon Gemainschafl and
Cesellschaf, )

Tokwes's papadignn entads 3 waiting
epom, to which bwo subjects selected
ot the busts of soaw et of demographic
s persowadity warhibles, wd possibly
subjeat to sowe experimentab manipy-
hutton, wre thrast and feft te bebave,
Tluwr interastions awe wvideotaped ze.
crethy mnt then codod for the degendent
wiriables of imterash. The situatlon ae
deseribad is fairty naturdistic, is fexibla
in apphieation, verrnlts anadysis of effucts
b the bovel of hoth the Individog! and
the dhvad, snd bas vielded 2 vumber of
interesting empivical results. The only
thing that seems mmissing, in view of the
stratepic wnd goak-oriented nature of so
sgny wpturatly pecwreing socind inter
sckiang, i % venson for the subjocts to
be toguther in the frst place. lckes
refers Lo o couple of such studies in
passhnig wie onn hope to sée nigny more
iw the futues,

The ramsining estaps o the volume
explare purtioular supects of the inter-
free petween the spciological and pey.
eholopiond appraaches to soviad interne
- tion, Half of them are weitten by soei
olopists, emphasizing CemalnscheR, wod
the athers are weitben by paychologists,
emphasintng Clesellenhaft. All, however,
seak to promote a Fasion of the sociolog-
feed wnd the peychologicd spproaches to
social interaction, Althougl the papers
were written independently of epch
otiner, several themes crop up b and
tiema spade, Thore i3, Brat and foremost,
thi chellenge to the raditionsd convept
of vebes ms imposed on the individuat by
the soctety ab buge. Then thore is sootoal
gichange  theory, wldch  represents
dyadie relattonships i tormy of the costg
and benefite aceruing to each pustner
by wvireme of their interaction, Finably,
therg 35 symboble nteraotionlam, with
ity aysartion thay meingd sl golf, the two
gontraf Fenteras of personadity, ave de-
tivad Froon futoraction witl other poople
ik Khings. : .

Secord, For exatnple. turns to the gen
der warbable in order bo chollenpa the
clussic Beegoninn concoption of roles ds
iraposed on the ivdbvidust by the sootety
ot farge. He argues that Individua! mo-
tives sl poaks snige social strustores,
just ws motialb forecs shupe {ndividuals,
Ine enach the saime vein, Sthy aod Dasley
seah to redofing the construct of vole in
such & wiy s o permit individuals 2
Fabe degren of frecedom ol actlon, while
b the same thme respecting the adrga.

tive stendards vapresented by spoiel
Fodus, ’
The remaining chaptess prasend mosy
conerote oxamples of te kind of syn-
thasis sowpht by the editors. Davis pre-
sents o thoraugh review of the variogs
Favtars infloencing the Hatenor's rospon-
sivetersy Lo the speaker i dyadic com-
thaphition, Patlerzon outlines the var
ioes Fumettons of nonverbul conunanica-
tien and thelr  bmplestions Eor the
mssessrnent of individual HBorcnces n
notvielat hehavior and their deteran
nunts, Wogrer and Ghullano introducy
the concept of social awareness (hy
which thay mean how the aobor's aten-
tion ks distributed praang the wlf, the
other, and the gronp) wid dnadyze sume
of its determinamls and consequences,
Stryker and Serpe review the cvolution

of Ldanthly thesry fram (s background

i spmbokic interaciloning, femmarige
e principles, and shanw how it has guided
a program of resewrch on religtous potiv-
By, Lofiard wses resencch on the sipe-
ricue of lose {throuph death, desertion,
ot sepuEation} ko provide 2 nnigue per-
spectiva o the ways in which peaple
behave when they are topethos Gordon
and CGordan report on & job tralning
peogram  for  displaced  homemaders,
which: shows fow shanges in soctsd
stroeture con Tgnd to changes In person-
ality, which oad in fure to o shift In
soctal mbes. And MeCafl summarizes an
uxtinsive program of research on disere-
rionary justice, anglyaing the diverss
determimints  of speh  decisfops o
whether to areest or prosscute, how to
stabence, and whether to grant parolo,
It wos porhaps Ineviteblie that thess
chapters would not hang together to
Farm o coherent prolage. Yot eath oae
of thom mikes for mderesting and re
warding rending, sed ench nehieves its
gou! of integrating the contributiony of
personality factors, role demands, and
shgations! Faotors te social behuvior
Thare 75 mirch to be sdidred n this
ok, but some things seem v he misiog
o well, For exunple, the discassions of
rofe Hheory are devoid of any consider-
ation of the coutelbutions of Sarbin, Coo,
angdd othars who have wrltten oxtensbvoly
on those robes that are freoly adopted
by, rather thun imposed oo, the individ-
unl, Angd the diseusisng of personadity
Fotus tat wmuwch on conventional tralt
conceptions. Movertheloss, the volume
will sorve nieely fo an intreduction to
psvchosoninfigy  or  sonjopsyohology,
whithever labol iy proferred. More b
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partaek, Ly eadshig the fssue of the in-
tegratton of grovp amd Indbvidusl ap.
prodchas, and proposing some solutbons,
it maves ue further toward s corpeebon-
sive seience of interpersonad religluns, &

Are We Not All
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Sowmemos-Noos Tous des Povohologuest
Approcho Bsychnsncinle des Thiorkes
Implicites dr ia Personnelike

Bruseels, Bebiivm: Plerre Murdaga,
1953, 258 pp. FB 830, FF 132,
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Jecgucs-Phllippe Loy ik profossor of
paychology ut the University of Lo
eain (Hefuiun), He & author of Psy-
vhoboyte Sociate, o Lize Dubé-Simard

I assoelate professor i the Depard-
wmont of Peychology of the University of
Mondreaf, She is anthor of the chapter
“lntergrong Communication” s B O
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Fuerybody——professtonal  payehologists
and Javpersons piko-—forms imprassions
of aied passes judgmanty ou other peeple,
Laypersons ave said to be ushng topHeit
personality theories, What about psy-
chatogists? Loyens's hoolt i3 an abtempt
be angwer this geostion, The aather i
aspecially concerned with clinkesl piy-
chotogists, wha, fke evarvlbody ole,
make the “fundumentad ateslbation o
vor,” averesmphaskzing personality and
segbecting situations] factors, The bolief
that soedal eirenmstanoes would often be
& better  caplanption  for  bebhavier
prampted the author to subkithe hiz book
“A Papshosoutal Approavh o Dapliclt
Theorics of Personaking The tide and
sulithe wers choson o reffect the au-
thor's wwish that everybedy, whethar
pryehologis! or hyperson, be at least in
prart @ socdal pryvehologist: “Le bira de
tet ooy o . . esh dane né du disir
que tous fes psyeholopues, professionnghs
U drridecrs, safond, s wging en partla,
dies peyvehiologues socisuxd™ {p. 8L

The Best part of the boak foeoses on
how people fem and organise thelr
impressian of others. The  existing
krowledge, drawn from Amavican and
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