THE UNCONSCIOUS PATTERNIN G OI‘ BEHAVIOR
IN SOCIETY* S

We MAY SEEM to be guilty of a paradox when we speak of the un'céns_éidijé
in reference to social activity. Doubtful as is the usefulness of this con-
cept when we confine ourselves to the behavior of the individual, it may
seem to be worse than doubtful when we leave the kinds of behavior
that are strictly individual and deal with those more complex. kinds of
activity which, rightly or wrongly, are supposed to be carried on, not by
individuals as such, but by the associations of human bemgs that' const"
tute society. It may be argued that society has no more of an unconscxous
than it has hands or legs. :

I propose to show, however, that the paradox is a 1eal one only 1f ; _the
term “‘social behavior’ is understood in the very literal sense of behamor
referred to groups of human beings which act as such, rcgardless of the
mentalities of the individuals which compose the groups. To. such"
mystical group alone can a mysterious “‘social unconscmusneqs ‘he a
eribed. But as we are very far from believing that such ‘groups’ really
exist, we may be able to persuade ourselves that no more especzal kind
of unconsciousness need be imputed to social behavior than is need
to understand the behavior of the individual himself. We sha,H ‘be on
much safer ground if we take it for granted that all human beha
involves essentially the same types of mental functiomng, as Well co
scious as unconscious, and that the term ‘social’’ is no more exciusz
of the concept “‘unconscious” than is the term “individual,” for the v very
simple reason that the terms “social” and “individual” are contrastive
in only a limited sense. We will assume that any kind of psychology th
explams the behavior of the individual also e}aplatns the behavio
society in so far as the psychological paint of view is apphcable to
sufficient for the study of social behavior. It is true that for cer
purposes it is very useful to look away entirely from the mdzmdu_al nd
to think of socialized behavior as though it were carried on by cer
larger entities which transcend the psycho-physical organism. But
viewpoint implicitly demands the abandonment of the pS}’OhOlO“IC&
proach to the explanation of human conduet in society.

It will be clear from what we have said that we do not ﬁnd the essenti
difference between individual and social behavior to lie in the psycho
of the hehavior itself, Strictly speaklng, each kind of behavvor is 'in__

* . 8. Dummer, ed., The Unconacious: A Symposzum (\Iew York hno
1927), pp. 114-142, -
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.- vidual, the difference in terminology being entirely due to a difference in
the point of view. If our attention is focused on the actual, theoretically
measurable behavior of a given individual at a given time and place, we
- call it “individual behavior,” no matter what the physiological or psy-
- “chological nature of that behamor may be. If, on the other hand, we
. -prefer to eliminate certain aspects of such mdmduai behavior from our
- consideration and to hold on only to those respects in which it corre-
. sponds to certain norms of conduet which have been developed by human
~ beings in association with one another and which tend to perpetuate
 themselves by tradition, we speak of “social behavior.” In other words,
. social behavior is merely the sum or, better, arrangement of such aspects
- of individual behavior as are referred to culture patterns that have their
. proper. context, not in the spatial and temporal continuities of biological
o __-beha,vmr but in historical sequences that are imputed to actual behavior
by a principle of selection.
_ - We have thus defined the difference between individua! and soeial
& 'behavmr not in terms of kind or essence, but in terms of organization.
]To say that the human being behaves individually at one moment and
- socially at another is as absurd as to declare that matter follows the laws
- of chemistry at a certain time and suceumbs to the supposedly different
- laws of atomic physics at another, for matter is always obeying certain
*}.]-'mechamc%l laws which are at one and the same time both physical and
_chemieal according to the manner in which we choose to define its
- ‘organization. In dealing with human beings, we simply find it more con-
. venient for certain purposes to refer a given act to the psycho-physical
-:'b'rgan'ism itself. In other cases the interest happens to lie in continuities
. that go beyond the individual organism and its functioning, so that a bit
- of conduet that is objectively no more and no less individual than the
s 'ﬁr'st'is inter preteci in terms of the non- -individual patterns that constitute
. It would be a useful exercise to fome ourselves to see any given human
- act from both of these points of view and to try to convince ourselves in
~‘this way that it is futile to classify human acts as such as having an
. inherently individual or social significance. It is true that there are a
.. great many organismal functions that it is difficult to think of in social
~ terms, but I think that even here the social point of view may often be
o "-a:pplied with suecess. Few social students are interested, for instance, in
' 'the exact manner in which a given individual breathes. Yet it is not to
" be doubted that our breathing habits are largely conditioned by factors
. “conventionally classified as social. There are polite and impolite ways of
‘breathing. There are special attitudes which seem to characterize whole
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societies that undoubtedly condition the breathmg habxts of the mdl-'
viduals who malke up these socicties. Ordinarily the characteristic rhythm_
of breathing of a given individual is looked upon as a matter for strictly
individual definition. But if, for one reason or ancther, the emphasis
shifts to the consideration of a certain manner of breathmg as ‘due. to'_'
good form or social tradition or some other principle that is usually given
a social context, then the whole subject of breathing at once ceases to be
a merely individual concern and takes on the appearance of a° social
pattern. Thus, the regularized breathing of the Hindu Yogi, the subdued
breathing of those who are in the presence of a recently deceased ‘com-
panion laid away in a coffin and surrounded by all the ritual of funeml
observances, the style of breathing which one learns fmm an operatzc
singer who gives lessons on the proper control of the voice, are, each: and
every one of them, capable of isolation as socialized modes of conduct
that have a definite place in the history of buman cullure, though theyf-
are obviously not a whit less facts of individual behavior than the most
castial and normal style of breathing, such as one rarely i 1mag1nes to havej
other than purely individual implications. Strange as it may seem. at
blush, there is no hard and fast line of division as to class of behawox
between a given style of breathing, provided that it be socially mferpreied
and a religious doctrine or a2 form of political administration. This is not
to say that it may not be infinitely more useful to apply the social mode:
of analysis of human conduict to certain cases and the individual mode of
analysis to others. But we do maintain that such differences of analysis
are merely imposed by the nature of the interest of the observer and' ]
not inherent in the phenomena themselves. SRR

All cultural behavior is patterned. This is merely a way of sayzng th
many things that an individual does and thinks and feels may be Iooked
upon not merely from the standpoint of the forms of behavior that are
proper to himself as a biological organism but from the st:mdpomt of
generalized mode of conduct that is imputed to society rather than to
the individual, though the personal genesis of conduct is of prcczsely:'tl
same nature, whether we choose to call the conduct individual or soci
It is 1mp0351ble to say what an individual is dmng unloss we have tacxtly

traditxon is constantly sugqestmg:, to us from the *very momenﬁ of our
birth. Let anyone who doubts this try the e\periment of makuw ap
staking report of the actions of a group of natives cngaged in some for
of activity, say religious, to which he has not the cultural key. If heis
skillful writer, he may succeed in giving a picturesque account of what
he sees and hears, or thinks he sees and hears, but the chances of his
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;.'.bemg able to give a relation of what happens in terms that would be
~intelligible and acceptable to the natives themselves are practically nil.
* He will be guilty of all manner of distortion. His emphasis will be con-
stantly askew. He will find interesting what the natives take for granted
~ as a casual kind of behavior worthy of no particular comment, and he
:_Wln ut_ter]y fail to observe the crucial turning points in the course of
- agtion that give formal significance to the whole in the minds of those
. who do possess the key to its understanding. This patterning or formal
-a.nalysas of behavior is to a surprising degree dependent on the mode of
- 'fzpprehensxon which has been established by ihe tradition of the group.
. Forms and significances which seem obvious to an outsider will be denied
__outrlght by those who carry out the patterns; outlines and implications
: .f--that are perFectly clear to these may be absent to the eve of the onlooker.
= It is the failure to understand the necessity of grasping the native pat-
~terning which is responsible for so much unimaginative and miscon- /
_:_f_j_:_cei\fir'i'g description of procedures that we have not been brought up with.
. It becomes actually possible to interpret as base what is inspired by the
'_33’--!noblest and cven holiest of motives, and to see altruism or beauty where
~‘nothing of the kind is either felt or intended.

. Ordinarily a cultural pattern is to be defined both in terms of function
~and of form, the two concepts being inseparably intertwined in practice,
[ﬁ;’:"héwever convement it may be to dxsqocnte them in theory T\Izmy func-
.-f_:'--i;lons of hehavior are primary in the sense that an individual organic
- ‘need, such as the satisfaction of hunger, is being ful filled, but often the
5_1-'functlona,1 side of behavior is either entirely transformed or, at the least, -
takes on a new increment of significance. In this way new functional
mterpretatxons are constantly being dﬂveloped for forms set by tradition.
- ~Often the true functions of behavior are unknown and a merely ration-
"-'.:ahzed function may be imputed to it. Because of the readiness with which

' E-forms of human conduct lose or modify their original functions or take
on entxreiy new ones, it becomes necessary. to see social behavior from a
- formal.as well as from a functional point of view, and we shall not con-
~sider any kind of human behavior as understood if we can merely give
~ or think we can give, an answer to the question “For what purpose is
~ this bemg done?” We shall have also to L.now what is the prcmse manner
.;_’and articulation of the doing. '
- Now it is a commonplace of observatlon that the reasonmg mtelhrrence
o Seeks toattach itself rather to the functions than to the forms of conduet.
" For every thousand individuals who can tell with some show of reason
':why they sing or use words in connected speech or handle money, there
i_:_-xs barely one who can adequately define the essentnl outhnes of these
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modes of behavior. No doubt certain forms will be 1mputed to such be-
~ havior if attention is drawn to it, but experience shows that the forms =
discovered may be very seriously at variance with those actually fol- .
lowed and discoverable on closer study. In other words, the patterns of
social behavior are not necessarily discovered by simple observatlon,-'_;
though they may be adhered to with tyrannical consistency in the actual -
conduct of life. If we can show that normal human beings, both in con- -
fessedly social behavior and often in supposedly individual behavior,’ are .
reacting in accordance with deep-seated cultural patterns, and if, further
we can show that these patterns are not so much known as felt not S0
much capable of conscious description as of najve practice, then we have'
the right to speak of the “unconscious patterning of behavior in society.”
The unconscious nature of this patterning consists not in some’ mysterl-
ous funetion of a racial or social mind reflected in the mmds of the
individual members of society, but merely in a typical unawareness on
the part of the individual of outlines and demarcations and swmﬁcances -
of conduct which he is all the time zmphcmly followmg Jung’s" raclal"
unconscious’’ is neither an intelligible nor a necessary concept. Tt in
duces more difficulties than it solves, while we have all we need for the
psychological understanding of social behawor in the faets of 1ndlv1dual
psychology.

Why are the forms of social behavior not adequately known by the
normal individual? How is it that we can speak, if only metaphorxcaliy,
of a social unconscious? I believe that the answer to this questlon rests
in the fact that the relations between the elements of experience which
serve to give them their form and significance are more powerfully “fel .
or “intuited” than consciously perceived. It is a matter ‘of common
knowledge that it is relatively easy to fix the attention on some arbi-
trarily selected element of experience, such as a sensatlon or an emotnonr
but that it is far from easy to become conscious of the exact place W
such an element holds in the total constellat;ons of behavior. 1t is easy
for an Australian native, for instance, to say hy what Lmshlp term he
calls so and s0 or whether or not he may undertake such and suc:h rela'
tions with a given individual. It is exceedmgly difficult for him to give a
general tule of which these specific examples of behavior arc but illust:
tions, though all the while he acts as though the rule were perfectly
well known to him. I'n a sense it ¢s well known to him. But this Lnowledg__l
is not capable of conscious manipulation in terms of word: symbols,
is, rather, a very delicately nuanced feeling of subtle relations; both:
perienced and possible. To this kind of knowledge may be apphed the
term ‘““intuition,” which, when so defined, need have no mystlc connota
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- tions whatever. It is strange how frequently one has the illusion of free
-knowledge, in the light of which one may manipulate conduet at will,
'only to dlscover in the test that one is being impelled by strict loya,lty

o to founs of behaw ior that one ecan feel with the utmost nicety but can
'_3__state only in the vaguest and most approximate fashion. It would seem

~-that we act all the more securely for our unawareness of the patterns

. that ccntrol us. It may well be that, owing to the limitations of the

- conscious life, any attempt to subject even the higher forms of social
~behavior to purely conscious control must result in disaster. Perhaps
fthere is a far-reaching moral in the fact that even a child may speak

':__._the most difficult language with idiomatic ease but that it takes an un-

~usually analytical type of mind to define the mere elements of that in-

- eredibly. subtle linguistic mechanism which is but a plaything of the

‘child’s unconscious. Is it not possible that the contemporary mind, in its

jf}f-restless attempt to drag all the forms of behavior into consciousness and

- to apply the results of its fragmentary or experimental analysis to the

guidance of conduct, is really throwing away a greater wealth for the

“-sake of a'lesser and more dazzling one? It is almost as though a mis-

~ guided enthusiast exchanged his thousands of dollars of accumulated

- credit at the bank for a few glittering coins of manifest, though little,

worth. '

- We shall now give a number of examples of patterns of social behavior
._and show that they are very incompletely, if at all, known by the normal,
‘najve ‘individual, We shall see that the penumbra, of unconscious pat-

= ternmg of soclai behavior is an ev{tra,ordma,rﬂy complex realm, in which

é:;-:'one and the same type of overt behavior may have altogether distinct

”’s:gmﬁcances in accordance with its relation to other types of behavior,

~“Owing to the compelling, but mainly unconscious, nature of the forms of
socla,I behavlor it becomes almost impossible for the normal individual
“to observe or to conceive of functionally similar types of behavior in
“other societies than his own, or in other cultural contexts than those he
‘has cxperlenced without pro;ectmg info them the forms that he is famil-

Car’ w;th In other words, one is always unconsclously finding what one
“is in unconscious subjection to, |

Our first emmple will be taken from the ﬁeld of language. Language
has the somewhat exceptlonal property that its forms are, for the most
"part mdlrect rather than direct in their functional szgmﬁcance The
'sounds, words, grammatical forms, syntactic construetions, and other
.=.11ngu15txc forms that we assimilate in ehildhood have only value in so far

' as soczety has tacitly agreed to see them as symbols of reference. For

thxs reason language is an unusually favorable domain for the study of
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the general tendency of cultural behavxor to work out all sorts of forma
elaborations that have only a seeondary, and, as it were, “after the
event” relevance to functional needs, Purely functional explana,tlons 0
language, if valid, would lead us to expect either a far greater umformltyi o
in linguistic expression than we actually find, or should lead us to discover . |
strict relations of a functional nature between a particular form. of |
language and the culture of the people using it. Neither of these expect"”
tions is fulfilled by the facts. Whatever may be true of other. types o
cultural behavior, we can safely say that the forms of Speech developed“"
in the different parts of the world are at once free and necessary, inth
sense in which all artistic productzons are free and necessary, Llngulstl'
forms as we find them bear only the loosest relation to the cultural needs
of a given society, but they have the very tlghtest consxstency as aes
thetxc products.
- A very simple example of the justice of these remarlas is aﬁ‘erded by
.the English plural. To most of us who speak English the tanglble ex:
pression of the plural idea in the noun seems to be a self—evxder_it"'“ ec
sity. Careful observation of English usage, however, leads to the con
viction that this self-evident necessity of expression is more of : an 1111131
than a reality. If the plural were to be understood functlonally alone, -
should find it difficult to explain why we use plural forms with numeral'
and other words that in themselves imply plurality. “Flve man” 0
“several house” would be just as adequate as “five men” ‘or “‘severa
houses.” Clearly, what has happened is that English, like all of the ot
Indo-European languages, has developed a feeling for the ‘classificati
of all expressions which have a nominal form into smgulars and. plurals
So much is this the case that in the early pemod of the hzstory of
hnguxstlc family even the adjective, which is nominal in form i8 unusabie
except in conjunction with the category of number. In many, of the
languages of the group this habit still persists. Such notions as “whit
or “long” are incapable of expression in French or Russian without form
commitments on the score of whether the quality is predicated of o
several persons or objects. Now it is not denied that the expressmn
the concept of plurality is useful. Indeed, a ]anguage that is foreve
capable of making the difference between the one and the many iso
ously t0 that extent hampered in its technique of expressmn . But we mus
emphatically deny that this particular kind of expression : need o
velop into the complex formal system of number definition that'_-
familiar with. In many other hngulsmc groups the concept of numb
belongs to the group of optionally expressible notions. Jn’ Chmese"
instance, the word “man’’ may be mterpreted as the Enorhsh equwalent
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- of either “man” or “‘men,” accordmg to the particular context in which
::-i_-:'__'::the word is used. It is to be carefully noted, however, that this formal
- ambiguity is never a functional one. Terms of inherent pluraht,y, such as
-'f';f”ﬁve ? “all,” or “several,” or of inherent singularity, such as “one’ or
o my” in the phrase “my wife,” can always be eounted upon to render
;factually clear what is formally left to the imagination. If the ambiguity
: f-;peiszst% it is a useful one or one that does not matter. Iow little the
. expression of our concept of number is left to the practical exigencies of a

particular case, how much it is a matter of consistency of aesthetic
ftre.a’oment will be obvious from such emmples as the edltonal “we are
“in favor of plohlbltlon " when what is really mea,nt is “T, JOhn Smxth

am in favor of prohibition.” - .
A complete survev of the methods of handlmg the catogorv of number
- ;.-m ‘the languages of the world would reveal an astonishing variety of
 treatment. In some Ianguages number is a necessary and well developed
:'::f-f_category In others it is an accessory .or optional one. In still others, it
 can haxdly be considered as a grammatical category at all but is loft
'-.;3:_3_'ent.1ra1y to the 1mphcat10ns of vocabulary and syntax. Now the interest-
- ing thing psychologically about this variety of forms is this, that while
ﬁ_:ﬁ:-'_f gveryone may learn to see the need of distinguishing the one from the
~many and has some sort of notion that his language more or less ade-
g j‘quabely provides for this necessity, only a very competent philologist
;3'_.1:-.5has any notion of the true formal outlines of the expression of plurality,
- of whether, for instance, it constitutes a category comparable to that of
_:.'::'gendpr or ¢ase, wuether or not if is separable from the cxpression of
gender, whether it is a strictly nominal category or a verbal one or both,
' whether it is used as a lever for syntactic expression, and so on. Here are
'__-::-found determinations of a bewildering variety, concerning which few
.f_even among the sophisticated have any clarity, though the lowliest
.peasmnt or savage head~huntcr may ha,vc control of them in his intuitive
: 'reperton e. '
- 'So preat are the poss;bﬂztles of ]mgmstlc patteimnn' that the languages
'_:;"aotually known seem to present the whole gamut of poss1b]e forms. We
':'h.fwe e\fslemely analyt:c types of speech such as Chmese in which the
formai unit of dlscourse, the word expzesses nothmg in itself but a smrrie
R notion of thmg or quality or a,ctmty or else some relational nuance. At
g 'the other extreme are the incredibly complex languages of manv Ameri-
i can Indzan tribes, Ean«ruages of so- called polysynthetlc type, in « hich the
same formal unit, the word, is a sentence microcosm full of delicate
;;fformal exaboratxons of the most spec:ahzod type. Let one exaraple do for
Z'many Anyone who 1S brought up m Eno-hsh even 1f he has had the
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benefit of some familiarity with the classical languages, will take it for
granted that in such a sentence as “Shall I have the people move across.
the river to the east?”’ there is rather little clbow room for varjeties of
formal expression. It would not easily occur to us, for instance, that the
notion of ‘‘to the cast’” might be conveyed not by an 1ndependent word
or phrase but by a mere suffix in complex verb. : :

There is a rather obscure Indian language in northern Ca.hfmma
Yana, which not only can express this thought in a single word bu
would find it difficult to express it in any other way. The form of expre
sion which is peculiar to Yana may be roughly analyzed as_follo_ws_ The':.
first element in the verb complex indicates the notion of several people.
living together or moving as a group from place to place. This eIement
which we may call the “verb stem,” can only occur at the begmnmg of
the verb, never in any other position. The second element in the complete:;-
word indicates the notion of crossing a stream or of moving from on
side of an area to the other. It is in no sense an independent word, bui
can only be used as an element attached to a verb stem or to other el
ments which have themselves been attached to the velb stem. The thlr
element in the word is similarly suffixed and conveys the notion of moy
ment toward the east. It is one of a set of eight elements which conve
the respective notions of movement toward the east, south, west, and
north, and of movement from the east, south, west, aud north \fone of
these elements is an intelligible word in itself bui} receives mea,nmg onl
in so far as it falls into its proper place in the complexly or gamzed ver}
The fourth element is a suffix that indicates the relation of causalits
that is, of causing one to do or be something, bringing it &bout that
does or is in a certain way, treating one in such and such an. mdzcate
manner. At this peint the Janguage indulges in a rather pr etty plec
formal play. The vowel of the verb stem which we spohe of as occupyin
the first position in the verb symbolized the intransitive or static mod
apprehension of the act. As soon as the causative notion is introduc
however, the verb stem is compelled to pass to the ca,tegory of. tra
tivized or active notions, which means that the causative suffix, ins
of the parenthetical mclusxon of certain notions of direction of movemen
has the retroactive effect of changing the vowel of the stem. Up t;_ _tb
point, therefore, we get a perfectly unified complex of notions wh:ch
be rendered ‘‘to cause a group to move across a stream in an easterl
direction.” : ' ‘

But this is not yet a word, at least not a word in the ﬁmshed se
of the term, for the elements that are still to follow have just as litt
independent existence as those we have already referred to. Of the mo
formal elements that are needed to complete the word, the first i
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~tense suffix referring to the future. This is followed by a pronominal
. element which refers to the first person singular, is different in form from
the suffixed pronoun used in other tenses and modalities. Finally, there
- is an clement consisting of a single consonant which indicates that the
“-whole word, which is a complete proposition in itself, is to be understood
~in an interrogative sense. Here again the language illustrates an inter-
__‘_'estmg kind of specialization of form. Nearly all words of the language
- differ slightly in form according to whether the speaker is a man speaking
.j.to a man or, on the other hand, is a woman or a man speaking to a
woman, The interrogative form that we have just diseussed can only be
used by a man speaking to a man. In the other three cases the suffix in
~ question is not used, but the last vowel of the word, which in this particu-
lar case happens to be the final vowel of the pronominal suffix, is length-
. --_ened in order to express the interrogative modality.
© © We are not in the least interested in the details of this analysis, but
g'.-':isome of its implications should interest us, In the first place, it is neees-
sary to bear in mind that there is nothing arbitrary or aceidental or even
~“curious about the structure of this word. Every element falls into its
_ proper place in accordance with definitely formulable rules which can be
~discovered by the investigator but of which the speakers themselves have
- 'no more conscious knowledge than of the inhabitants of the moon. It is
j-'posslbm to say, for instance, that the verb stem is a particular example
- of a large number of elements which belong to the same general class,
such as “to sit,” “to walk,” “to run,” “to jump,” and so on; or that the
element which expresses the idea crossing from one side to another is a
-particular example of a large class of local elements of parallel function,
~such as “to the next house,” “up the hill,” “into a hollow,” “over the
“crest,” “down hill,” “under,” “over,” “in the middle of,” ““off,” “hither,”
“and so0 on. We may quite safely assume that no Yana Indian ever had the
“slightest knowledge of classifications such as these or ever possessed even
an inkling of the fact that his language neatly symbolized classifications
of this sort by means of its phonetic apparatus and by rigid rules of
sequence and cohesion of formal elements. Yet all the while we may be
perfectly certain that the relations which give the elements of the
language their significance were somehow felt and adhered to. A mistake
“in the vowel of the first syllable, for instance, would undoubtedly feel
“to a native speaker like a self-contradictory form in English, for instance
“five house” instead of “five houses” or “they runs” instead of “they
run,” Mistakes of this sort are resisted as any acsthetie {ransgression
~ might be resisted—as being somehow incongruous, out of the picture, or,
if one chooses to rationalize the resistance, as inherently illogical.
- The unconscious patterning of linguistic conduct is discoverable not
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only in the significant forms of language but, just as surely, in the sCVcréT
materials out of which language is built, namely the vowels and conso-:
nants, the changes of stress and quantity, and the fleeting mtonat:ons f
speech. It is quite an illusion to believe that the sounds and the sound
dynamics of language can be sufliciently defined by more or less detailed
statements of how the speech articulations are managed in a neurolorrlc "
or muscular sense. Every language has a phonetle scheme 'in whac
given sound or a given dynamic treatment of a sound has a deﬁnz-te:
configurated place in reference to all the other sounds recogmzed by the
language. The single sound, in other words, is in no sense 1dentxcal with
an articulation or with the perception of an articulation. Tt is, _rather

a point in a pattern, precisely as a tone in a glyfe_n musical tradit nisa
point in a pattern which includes the whole range of acsthetmﬁ,]lj Do
sible tones. Two given tones may be physacal]y dtstmgulshcd but ae
thetically identical because each is heard or understood as. occupymcr the_j
same formal position in the total set of recognized tones. In a ‘music
tradition which does not recognize chromatic intervals “C -shs,rp” wou_
have to be identified with “C” and would be considered as a mere
deviation, pleasant or unpleasant, from “C.” In our own. musmal trad
tion the difference between “C” and ““C sharp” is crucial to an’ un__de
standing of all our musie, and, by unconscious pro;[ectlon to a certs
way of misunderstanding all other music built on different prmmple
In still other musical traditions there are still finer intervalic differenc
recognized, none of which quite corresponds to our sem:tone mterva
In these three cases it is obvious that nothzng can be saxd as “to th
cultural and aesthetic status of a given tone in a song unless we know
feel against what sort of general tonal background it is to be 1nterple‘_ ]

It is precisely so with the sounds of speech. From a purely. objectiy
standpoint the difference between the k of “kill” and the k of “‘skill
as easily definable as the, to us, major difference between the k of “kill
and the g of “gill” (of a fish). In some languages the g sound of “gi
would be looked upon, or rather would be mtultlvely 1nterpreted f'
comparatively unimportant or individual ‘divergence. from a sot
typically represented by the k of “skill,” while the k of “k111 i w1th
greater strength of articulation and 1ts audible breath release, Wwo
constitute an utterly distinct phonetic entzty Obvmusly the two distin
k sounds of such a language and the two ways of pronouncing the
English, while objective}y comparable and even identical phenom_
are from the point of view of patterning utterly different. Hundr ed
interesting and, at first blush, strangely pa.radoxzca,l e\amples of thls
could be given, but the subject s perha,ps too techmca} for treat en
in this paper. R : :
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‘It is needless to say that no normal speaker has an adequate knowledge
ﬁ_these submerged sound configurations. He is the unconscious and
; a.rrmﬁcently loyal adherent of thoroughly socialized phonetic patterns,
h](_:h are sxmple and self—exrident in daily practlce but subtly involved
- and historically determined in actual fact. Owing to the necessity of
_mkmg of speech habits not merely in overt terms but as involving the
'-;:-settmg up of mtwtwciy mastered relations in suitable contexts, we need
_;f:-_[_not be _syrpnsed that an articulatory habit which is perfectly fcas;blo in
. one set of relatlons becomes subjectively impossible when the pattern
in. Whlch it is to be fitted is changed. Thus, an English-speaking person
who is utter}y unable to pronounce a French nasalized vowel may never-
:-;_jﬁjtheless be quite able to execute the necessary articulation in another
. ‘context, such as the imitation of snoring or of the sound of some wild
'.-:_:_;jammal Agam the Frenchman or German who cannot pronounce the
: :_“wh” of our American-English “why” can easily produce the same sound
- when he gently blows out a candle. It is obviously correct to say that the
’f-;zaets 111ustrated in these cases can only be understood as they are fitted
_._'.if_fmt'o definite cultural patterns concerning the form and mechanics of
- which t the normal individual has no adequate knowledge.

'We may summarize our interpretation of these, and thousands of
f:_:-f:-oi;her examples of language behavior by saying that in each case an un-
lfi'_'i*conscmus control of very complicated conﬁgurahons or formal sets is
- individually acquired by processes which it is the business of the psy-
“chologist to try to understand but that, in spite of the enormously varied
: 'E;psychologxcal predispositions and types of condatmnmg which char-
]_acter;ze different personalities, these patterns in their completed form
;'dxffer only infinitesimally from individual to individual, in many cases
“from generation to generation. And yet these forms lie entxrely outside
_theinherited biological tendencies of the race and can be explained only
in strictly social terms. In the sxmple facts of language we have an ex-
- cellent example of an important networl of patterns of behavior, each
of them with exeeedmg,ly complex and, to a large extent, only vague}y
-jdeﬁnable functlons which is preserved and transmltted with a minimum "
-of consciousness. The forms of Speec'h so transmitted seem as necessary
as the sunpiest reflexcs of the organism. So powerfully, mdeed are we in
the | grip of our phonet;c habits that it becomes one of the most delicate
“and dzfﬁcult tasks of the Imgulbtzc student to dxscover what is the true
| conﬁguratmn of Sounds in languages alien to his own. This means that
the average person. unconsmously mterprets the phonetlc material of
other languages in terms imposed upon him by the habits of his own
'_lanrruagf, Thus, the naive Frenchman confounds the two sounds “s” of
3 “smk” and “th” of “thick” in a smgie pattern point—not because he is
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really unable to hear the difference, but because the-setting up of such )
difference disturbs his feeling for the necessary configuration of hnguxstlc'
sounds. It is as though an observer from Mars, knowing nothing of the
custom we call war, were intuitively led to confound a punishable murder
with a thoroughly legal and noble act of kﬂhng in the course of battle.
The mechanism of projection of patterns is as evldent n the one case
as in the other. SRS

Not all forms of cultural behavior so well Jllustrate the mechamcs of'
unconscious patterning as does linguistic behawor but there are few
any, types of cultural behavior which do not illustrate it. Functlonalf
considerations of all kinds, leading to a greater degree of conscious cor
trol, or apparent control, of the patterns of behavior, tend to obscure the
unconseious nature of the patterns themselves, but the more carefully
we study cultural behavior, the more thoroughly we become convmced'?‘
that the differences are but differences of degree. A very good escample of
another field for the development of unconscious cultura,] patterns ist
of gesture. Gestures are hard to classify and it is difficult to make & cor
scious separation between that in gesture which is of merely mdmdu
origin and that which is referable to the habits of the group as a whols
In spite of these difficulties of conscious analysis, we respond to gesture
with an extreme alertness and, one might almost say, in accordance W
an elaborate and secret code that is written nowhere, known by non:
and understood by all. But this code is by no means referable to simp.
organic responses. On the contrary, it is as finely certain a,nd artificial, s
definitely a creation of social tradition, as language or rehgxon or
dustrial technology. Like everything else in human conduct, gesﬁure :
in the reactive necessities of the organism, but the laws of gestur
unwritten code of gestured messages and responses, is the anonymo_
work of an elaborate social tradition. Whoever doubts this may soon b
come convinced when he penetrates into the mgmﬁcanoe of gesture P
terns of other societies than his own. A Jewish or Italian shrug of th
shoulders is no more the same pattern of behavior as the shrug-:io
typical American than the forms and signifieant evocations of the Yid
or Ttalian sentence are identical with those of any thmkable Enghs
sentence. The differences are not to be referred to supposedly deep-sea
racial differences of a biological sort. They lie in the unconscxously appri
hended builds of the respective social patterns which include them
out of which they have been abstracted for an eqsentlaliy artzﬁma.l C
parison. A certain immobility of countenance in New York or Chlc
may be interpreted as a masterly example of the art of Wearmg apo
face, but when worn by a perfectly average inhabitant of ’I‘o_kl_q,_ it roa
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e e*scplamablc as nothing more interesting or important than the simplest
ind most obvious of good manners. It is the failure to understand the
f-rgia,tlwty of gesture and posture, the derrree to which these classes of
~behavior are referable to social patterns which transcend merely indi-
idual psychologtcal significances, which makes it so easy for us to find
nd1v1dual mdzces of pelsonahty where it is only the alien culture that

o _n-_the economac hfe of a people, too, we are constantly forced to recog-
" nize the pervaswe influence of patterns which stand in no immediate
'-j}relatlon to the needs of the organism and which are by no means to be
jQ ['taken for granted in a general philosophy of economic conduet but which
- must be fitted into the framework of social forms characteristic of a given
__.-_fi:_socxety There is not only an unconseious patterning of the types of en-
"fffdeavor that are classed as economic, there is even such a thing as a
:_-fgf_,chamcterzstlc patterning of economic motive. Thus, the acquirement of
- wealth:is not to be lightly taken for granted as one of the basic drives
;3-T-:“.‘of’*hu1n3,n beings. One. accumulates property, one defers the immediate
1oymont of wealth, only in so far as society sets the pace for these
.5-:;___act1v'1t1es and inhibitions. Many primitive societies are quite innocent
- of an understanding of the accumulation of wealth in our sense of the
'_ ;}phra‘se Even where there is a definite feeling that wealth should be
__i__'?"aceumulatcd the motives which are zesmnmb}e f01 the pmctlce and

';sagna}ly different from such as we can readily understand.
The West Coast Indians of British Columbia have often been quoted
' _;as a pr:m;tave society that has developed a philosophy of v. ealth which
' is somewhat comparable to our own, with its emphasis on “‘conspicuous
_.waste” and on the sacrosanct character of property. The comparison is
not essentla,l}y sound. The West Coast Indian does not handle wealth
in a manner which we can recognize as our own. We can find plenty of
‘analogies, to be sure, but they are more likely to be misleading than
. -'helpfui ‘No West Coast Indian, so far as we know, ever amassed wealth
‘as an individual pure and simple, with the expectation of disposing of it
in the fulness of time at his own sweet will. This is a dream of the modern
_ European and American individualist, and it is a dream which not only
brings no ‘thrill to the heart of the West Coast Indian but is probably
“almost meanmg,iess to him. The concepts of wealth and the display of
‘honorific privileges, such as crests and dances and songs and names,
whlch have been inherited from legendary ancestors are inseparable
SI0Ng ‘these Indians. One cannot publicly exhibit such a privilege vnth»_
out e\pendmg wealth in connectwn with it. Nor is there much object in
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accumulating wealth except to reaffirm privileges already possessed, or,
in the spirit of a parvenu, to imply the possession of privileges none too
clearly recognized as legitimate by one’s fellow fribesmen. In other
words, wealth, beyond a certain point, is with these people much more a -
token of status than it is a tool for the fulfillment of personal deSJres
We may go so far as to say that among the West Coast Indians it isnot
the individual at all who possesses wealth. It is primarily the ceremomal'_}
patrimony of which he is the temporary custodian that demands the -
symbolism of wealth. Arrived at a certain age, the West Coast Indian
turns his privileges over to those who are by kin or marriage connection
entitled to manipulate them. Henceforth he may be as poorasa church:'_j
mouse, without loss of prestige. I should not like to go so far as to say "
that the concepts of wealth among ourselves and among the West Coast’
Indians are utterly different things. Obviously they are nothmg of the:
kind, but they are measurably distinet and the nature of the differency
must be sought in the total patterning of life in the two conunumt”
from which the particular pattern of wealth and its acqmrement ha
been extracted. It should be fairly clear that where the patterns of manip
ulation of wealth are as different as they are in these two cases, it would
be a mere exercise of the academic imagination to interpret the economi
activities of one society in terms of the general economy whlch has bee
abstracted from the mode of life of the other. Pl
No matter where we turn in the field of social behavzor men an
women do what they do, and cannot help but do, not merely because the:
are built thus and so, or possess such and such differences of personahty
or must needs adapt to their immediate environment in such and such
way in order to survive at all, but very largely because they have foun:_w
it easiest and aesthetically most satisfactory to pattern their conduct i
accordance with more or less clearly organized forms of behavior whi
no one is individually responsible for, which are not clearly grasped 1
their true nature, and which one might almost say are as self-ev;dcntl'
imputed to the nature of things as the three dlmensmns are lmputéd-
space. It is sometimes necessary to become conscious of the form
social behavior in order to bring about a more serviceable adapta’mon
changed conditions, but T believe it can be laid down as a prznmple
far-reaching qppiacahon that in the normal business of life it is useles:
and even mischievous for the individual to carry the conscious analy
of his cultural patterns around with him. That should be left tot
student whose business it is to understand these patterns A healthy u
consciousness of the forms of socialized behavior to which we are. sub"'
13 a3 necessary to society as is the mind’s i 1gn0rzmce, or better unawa
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ness, of the workings of the viscera to the health of the body. In great
works of the imagination form is significant only in so far as we feel
ourselves to be in its grip. It is unimpressive when divulged in the explicit
“terms of this or that simple or complex arrangement of known elements.
So, tog, in social behavior, it is not the overt forms that rise readily to
- the surface of attention that are most worth our while. We must learn
_--_to take joy in the larger freedom of loyalty to thousands of subtle pat-
terns of behavior that we can never hope to understand in explicit terms.
' Complete analysis and the conscious control that comes with a complete
analysis are at best but the medicine of society, not its food. We must
never allow ourselves to substitute the starveling calories of knowledge
for the meat and bread of historical experience. This historic experience
may be theoretically knowable, but 1t dare nev er be fully known in the
-conduct of daxiy hfe



